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Figure 1. Large-scale Codec Avatars (LCA). (Left) We generate avatars from a handful of images in seconds. LCA follows the pre/post-
training paradigm, achieving broad generalization with high-fidelity reconstruction over pretraining alone. (Middle) The resulting avatars
are highly detailed with faithful 3D structures, fully animatable with expression, gaze, and body pose, even for out-of-domain samples.
(Right) LCA further supports loose garments and relighting while retaining generalizability by only modifying the post-training.

Abstract

High-quality 3D avatar modeling faces a critical trade-
off between fidelity and generalization. On the one hand,
multi-view studio data enables high-fidelity modeling of hu-
mans with precise control over expressions and poses, but
it struggles to generalize to real-world data due to limited
scale and the domain gap between the studio environment
and the real world. On the other hand, recent large-scale
avatar models trained on millions of in-the-wild samples
show promise for generalization across a wide range of
identities, yet the resulting avatars are often of low-quality
due to inherent 3D ambiguities. To address this, we present
Large-Scale Codec Avatars (LCA), a high-fidelity, full-body
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3D avatar model that generalizes to world-scale popula-
tions in a feedforward manner, enabling efficient inference.
Inspired by the success of large language models and vision
foundation models, we present, for the first time, a pre/post-
training paradigm for 3D avatar modeling at scale: we pre-
train on 1M in-the-wild videos to learn broad priors over
appearance and geometry, then post-train on high-quality
curated data to enhance expressivity and fidelity. LCA
generalizes across hair styles, clothing, and demographics
while providing precise, fine-grained facial expressions and
finger-level articulation control, with strong identity preser-
vation. Notably, we observe emergent generalization to re-
lightability and loose garment support to unconstrained in-
puts, and zero-shot robustness to stylized imagery, despite
the absence of direct supervision.
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1. Introduction
Photorealistic human avatars [35, 36, 49, 53, 66, 75, 77]
present the opportunity to transform how humans commu-
nicate [72], but broad adoption requires systems that work
robustly for everyone. We present an approach that, given
a handful of images of a subject, produces an identity-
preserving 3D avatar that can be accurately driven by sub-
tle facial expressions, full-body motion, and fine-grained
hand poses. Achieving this goal requires preserving two key
properties that trade-off against each other: (1) generaliza-
tion across clothing, hairstyles, accessories, demographics,
and environments, and (2) fidelity preserving precise motion
and 3D consistent authenticity. Together, these properties
are necessary for enabling a true communication service for
everyone, as identity must be preserved no matter whom
you interact with and the signal embedded in behavior and
appearance must be preserved no matter what they do.

Most existing approaches trade generalization and fi-
delity against each other. One line of work uses high-
quality studio data, with the number of identities typically
in the thousands at most [10, 22, 35, 39, 53, 70], as they use
expensive optimization pipelines for personalization. These
systems deliver authentic and expressive avatars but they
generalize poorly beyond the captured domains. Another
line trains on diverse corpora [25, 50, 51] from in-the-wild
data. These models generalize more broadly in a feedfor-
ward manner but often produce distortions from unobserved
views, blur in body parts, and limited expressivity.

Recently, large-scale pre/post-training has achieved re-
markable success in resolving the aforementioned trade-off
in language modeling [1, 60, 62], vision models [6, 32, 56]
and video generation [4, 34, 63]. Pretraining learns broad
priors for generalization from million-to-billion-scale train-
ing data, and the model is post-trained with high-quality
curated data to align the learned representation with a tar-
get task. Inspired by the success in adjacent domains, we
present Large-scale Codec Avatars (LCA), a pre/post-train
framework for human avatar creation. LCA first pre-trains
on millions of in-the-wild videos to learn human priors over
appearance and geometry for generalization. It then post-
trains on high-resolution, multi-view studio captures [42]
spanning thousands of identities to specialize for precise
control and photorealism. We show, for the first time, that
this two-stage approach at scale breaks the generalization-
fidelity trade-off, yielding avatars that are fully expres-
sive, identity-preserving, and robustly generated under real-
world conditions. Figure 1 qualitatively compares the two
stages: the pretrained model generalizes across ethnicity,
clothing, and hairstyles, but exhibits muted expressions
with distorted 3D shapes, whereas the post-training pro-
duces more expressive facial animation with faithful 3D
structure while preserving the identity.

Extending the pre/post-training paradigm to human

avatar modeling poses a unique challenge: the architec-
ture needs to be scalable, expressive, and efficient. To
unify training with studio and in-the-wild data, we adopt
a scalable architecture that implicitly associates one or
more reference images of a subject with animatable 3D
Gaussians [50]. Unlike prior methods based on studio
data [22, 35], our approach does not require high-quality
conditioning data, such as geometry and texture maps,
allowing seamless support of pre/post-training. To cap-
ture full-body expressivity, LCA uses a two-branch design:
one outputs canonical appearance and geometry, and the
other decodes correctives to the canonical output driven
by body/hand poses of an expressive body model [47] and
facial expression latent codes learned in a self-supervised
manner similar to [69].

Specifically, we form two token streams: image tokens
from off-the-shelf visual extractors [32] and geometric to-
kens from a template body mesh in a canonical pose. A
large transformer [54] backbone fuses these tokens. To sup-
port a variable number of input images, we adopt a hybrid
attention scheme that alternates global attention over all to-
kens with per-image self-attention blocks [64]. A canonical
MLP branch decodes the output tokens into per-Gaussian
canonical attributes (center, rotation, scale, opacity, and
color). A corrective MLP branch predicts per-Gaussian at-
tribute offsets conditioned on the output tokens and the driv-
ing signals. The attributes with correctives are transformed
to the target pose via linear blend skinning (LBS), and then
rendered with differentiable 3D Gaussian splatting [31].

The most remarkable characteristic of LCA is its strong
generalizability. LCA faithfully reconstructs clothing,
hairstyles, and accessories that do not exist in the post-
training data (e.g., eyewear, headwear). We also show
that LCA can easily incorporate additional features such as
loose-garment handling and relighting [66] while retaining
its generalizability to unconstrained inputs by only modi-
fying the post-training stage. Moreover, LCA generalizes
to stylized or fictional characters despite explicitly filter-
ing them out from both pre/post-training. Our experiments
show that LCA sets a new state-of-the-art in avatar mod-
eling and faithfully captures subtle facial expressions and
whole-body motion, including finger-level articulation. Fi-
nally, its modular design enables avatar creation in seconds
and real-time animation: the pose-dependent residual head
is lightweight and runs per frame, while the transformer in-
ference is executed only once during generation.
In summary, our contributions are as follows:
• We are the first to show that million-scale pre/post-

training simultaneously yields broad generalization with
high-fidelity outputs for animatable avatar creation.

• We propose a new architecture that supports flexible
identity conditioning while supporting faithful facial and
whole-body animation.



• Our core design is versatile and efficient: LCA extends to
additional features, including loose garment handling and
relighting, with minimal modifications, and the avatars
can be animated in real-time.

2. Related Work

Studio-Based 3D Avatars. 3D human avatar modeling has
been actively studied over the past decades [65], and the
data available for avatar creation has been a key factor af-
fecting the fidelity of the resulting avatars. The line of work
achieving the highest quality typically relies on multi-view
studio data captured in calibrated, highly controlled envi-
ronments [2, 3, 12, 35–37, 41, 42, 49, 53, 58, 75, 77]. Such
setups provide dense observations of the identity across
diverse viewpoints, appearances, and motions, enabling
the effective learning of 3D avatar representations (e.g.,
NeRF [19, 43, 48], 3DGS [49, 49, 53]) to achieve high
authenticity and expressiveness. Relightability is another
core capability that can be effectively learned in studio set-
tings equipped with light stages [5, 23, 24, 35, 53, 66, 71],
which are essential for achieving photorealistic appearance
under varying illumination. Despite their remarkable qual-
ity, acquiring calibrated multi-view captures is impractical
for users, and these methods often perform poorly when di-
rectly generalized to in-the-wild inputs due to domain gap.

In-the-Wild 3D Avatars. Unlike studio-based avatars, ap-
proaches that create avatars from in-the-wild (ITW) data
reflect more practical real-world scenarios. Most existing
methods either (1) learn a feedforward 3D avatar recon-
struction model from large-scale, casually captured images
or videos [50, 67, 76], or (2) optimize 3D avatar repre-
sentations directly from ITW captures [20, 28, 29, 44, 55].
However, the avatar creation problem in this setting remains
highly under-constrained for achieving high 3D fidelity, as
ITW captures typically provide only sparse and monocular
observations. To mitigate this, recent methods attempt to re-
duce the 3D ambiguity by (1) leveraging image generative
models to augment ITW observations [55, 67], or (2) learn-
ing a universal prior model additionally trained on multi-
view data [22, 35]. Nevertheless, these approaches still re-
quire expensive test-time fine-tuning on ITW captures to
achieve reasonable quality – falling short of the fidelity
and authenticity attained by avatars created from studio-
captured data. In summary, studio-based avatars achieve
high fidelity but lack generalizability, whereas in-the-wild
avatars exhibit the opposite trade-off. To bridge this gap, we
incorporate pre/post-training for 3D avatar modeling that
jointly leverages the advantages of both data regimes.

Large-Scale Pre/Post-Training. Beyond the 3D avatar do-
main, recent large language models (LLMs) [1, 7, 15, 27,
59–62] and image or video generative models [4, 8, 34, 63]
have demonstrated remarkable performance, achieving both

high fidelity and strong generalization. This success largely
stems from a two-stage learning paradigm comprising pre-
training and post-training. In the pretraining stage, models
are trained on massive, diverse datasets to learn compre-
hensive inductive priors without focusing on specific down-
stream objectives. While this stage provides robust general-
ization, it often yields suboptimal fidelity due to noisy, het-
erogeneous data. In the subsequent post-training stage, the
model is fine-tuned on smaller, high-quality data to enhance
fidelity, alignment, and controllability. For example, recent
LLMs [1, 7, 15, 27, 59–62] are pre-trained on trillions of
internet-scale text tokens and then post-trained to align with
human preferences (e.g., RLHF [45], DPO [52]). Similarly,
modern image and video generative models [4, 8, 34, 63]
are first pre-trained on large-scale visual data and later post-
trained for higher fidelity or controllability [13, 26, 33]. De-
spite its demonstrated effectiveness in other domains, large-
scale pre- and post-training have not yet been explored for
3D avatar modeling—a direction we argue is crucial for
achieving fidelity and generalization.

3. Large-scale Codec Avatars
In this section, we detail the architecture (Section 3.1), ob-
jective (Section 3.2), data preparation and pre/post-training
setup(Section 3.3), and feature extensions (Section 3.4).

3.1. Architecture
Tokenization. Given N images of the full-body Ibody

i =
{Ii ∈ RH×W×3}Ni=1 and face close-up Iface

i , we compute
their image features with Sapiens [32], denoted Esap, and
mapped to a D-dimensional token space by a shared single-
layer MLP Fproj:

Tbody
i = Fproj(Esap(I

body
i )), (1)

Tface
i = Fproj(Esap(I

face
i )), (2)

where Tbody
i ,Tface

i ∈ RP×D with P denoting the number
of patches. In addition, we sample G anchor points from a
template 3D human mesh with positions X ∈ RG×3, fol-
lowing LHM [50]. These are encoded by a positional en-
coder FPE and projected to the same hidden dimension via
Fproj-gs to give Tgs ∈ RG×D:

Tgs = Fproj-gs(FPE(X)). (3)

Together, these form two token streams: (i) image tokens
{Tbody

i ,Tface
i }Ni=1 and (ii) geometric tokens Tgs.

Transformer. To efficiently share information across
the two token streams, each LCA encoder layer con-
sists of three stages: (i) image attention—self-attention
among the image tokens (ii) geometric attention—self-
attention among the geometric tokens and (iii) multimodal
attention—self-attention over the concatenated image and
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Figure 2. (Left) Overview. Given multiple images of a subject, we extract image tokens from full-body images and face crops, and geomet-
ric tokens from a template mesh. The LCA encoder alternates image-only, geometry-only, and multimodal attention to fuse information
across streams. Our decoders, canonical and pose-dependent, predict Gaussian attributes, which are skinned via linear blend skinning
(LBS) and rendered to novel views. Training uses photometric reconstruction losses. (Right) Pretraining vs. Post-Training. LCA pre-
trains on large-scale, unconstrained monocular videos of single subjects with mixed (mid/low) quality, then post-trains on high-quality,
multi-view studio captures. Pretraining drives broad generalization whereas post-training improves fidelity and 3D completeness.

geometric tokens to fuse body, face, and geometric cues.
For each view i,

Tbody
i = Aimage(T

body
i ), (4)

Tface
i = Aimage(T

face
i ), (5)

where Aimage applies self-attention to the image tokens in-
dependently, together with standard operations such as Lay-
erNorm [68], residual connections, and MLPs. Similarly,
we apply geometric attention using Ageometry on

Tgs = Ageometry(T
gs). (6)

We then concatenate per-view outputs, Tbody =[
Tbody

1 , . . . ,Tbody
N

]
, Tface =

[
Tface

1 , . . . ,Tface
N

]
and perform

the multimodal attention using Amultimodal,

Tgs,Tbody,Tface = Amultimodal(T
gs,Tbody,Tface). (7)

Amultimodal architecturally resembles the body–face
MMDiT [16] block of LHM [50], which uses masked
attention so that only face geometric tokens attend to
face image tokens. Together Aimage,Ageometry,Amultimodal
operations constitute a single layer among the L layers
of our encoder. This design supports an arbitrary number
of input views [64] and enables bidirectional information
exchange between image and geometric tokens.
Gaussian Decoder. We decode the geometric tokens into
3D Gaussian attributes – position, rotation, scale, opacity,
and color. Our decoder has two heads: a canonical head
to capture static features, and a pose-dependent head to
model pose-driven effects such as facial expressions, eye
gaze, hand pose and clothing deformations.

Canonical: The encoded geometric tokens Tgs are decoded
into canonical 3D Gaussians using an MLP head Hcano,

c,p,o, q, s = Hcano(T
gs), (8)

where c ∈ RkG×3,p ∈ RkG×3,o ∈ RkG, q ∈ RkG×4, s ∈
RkG×3 denote the color, position, opacity, quaternion ro-
tation, and scale of each 3D Gaussian, respectively. Note
that k is a Gaussian-to-token ratio: each geometric token is
expanded into k distinct Gaussians by Hcano.
Pose-Dependent: Given body pose [47] θ ∈ R138, face ex-
pression code ε ∈ R128, and gaze direction ψ ∈ R6, we
concatenate these driving signals with the geometric tokens
Tgs and pass them to an MLP head Hpose to predict the pose-
and expression-dependent deltas of the Gaussian attributes:

∆c,∆p,∆q,∆s = Hpose(T
gs,θ, ε,ψ). (9)

We apply these deltas to the canonical attributes
(c,p,o, q, s) to obtain pose- and expression-aware Gaus-
sians, while keeping opacities o fixed during animation to
promote stability across poses and expressions. Figure 2
illustrates our LCA architecture overview.

3.2. Loss
Our training objective combines a photometric rendering
loss with Gaussian regularizations. We transform the
canonical and pose-dependent Gaussian attributes to the tar-
get view using linear blend skinning (LBS) and render the
canonical image Îcano and the pose-dependent image Îpose.
We supervise both renderings with ℓ1 and LPIPS [74] loss,

Limg(I, Î) = Lℓ1(I, Î) + LLPIPS(I, Î). (10)



We regularize Gaussian positions p and scales s as,

Lreg(p, s) = LACAP(p) + LASAP(s), (11)

where LACAP and LASAP are position- and scale-
regularizers [50]. The total loss per training sample is,

L = Limg
(
I, Îcano

)
+ Limg

(
I, Îpose

)
+ λLreg(p, s), (12)

where λ is the regularization weight. We observe that
adding the photometric rendering loss explicitly against
Îcano leads to faster convergence.

3.3. Pretraining and Post-Training
We use distinct data sources for LCA’s two-stage training.
Fig. 2 (Right) contrasts the data sources used in each stage.
Pretraining. We curated an in-the-wild dataset of 1 mil-
lion monocular, human-centric videos. Each video contains
a single subject and has a minimum diagonal resolution
of 256 pixels. In addition, we collect 40,000 upper-body
videos with diverse facial expressions, and full-body videos
from ∼ 1,000 subjects performing a broad range of mo-
tions, captured from diverse viewpoints. During pretrain-
ing, both the encoder and decoder are randomly initialized
and trained with a higher learning rate. This stage builds
broad generalization to diverse inputs.
Post-Training. We use the term post-training to refer to
supervised fine-tuning on a small, high-quality dataset to
improve avatar animatability and visual fidelity. We use a
multi-view capture system [42] to record dynamic human
performances. The setup uses 200 calibrated, synchronized
cameras capturing 4K images. Participants perform casual
motions, yielding on average ∼ 5,000 frames per subject.
In total, we collect recordings from 2,737 participants for
model training. During post-training, we start from the pre-
trained checkpoint and apply layer-wise learning-rate decay
to preserve knowledge acquired during pretraining. Train-
ing on this high-quality multi-view data refines the model,
improving 3D completeness and fine-grained details.

3.4. Post-Training Extensions
LCA architecture is versatile and extends to multiple appli-
cations with minimal modifications in the post-training.
Loose Garment Support. Methods that use predefined
skinning weights often produce garment-splitting artifacts
when animating loose garments (e.g. skirts) [50, 51]. Nev-
ertheless, we adopt such a conventional approach during
pre-training for scalability. Specifically, given a predefined
skinning weight field W , we deform each Gaussian as

p̂ = LBS(θ,p+∆p;W). (13)

Since such fixed skinning weights cannot account for
the large variation introduced by clothed humans, we en-
able loose-garment support in post-training stage. Inspired

Skinning 
Weight

Decoder

NodesJoints GS

KNN AffinitySkinning Weight Prediction

First Level Skinning Second Level Skinning

Node Token

Figure 3. Node-Based Deformation Model. We use a flexible
two-level learnable deformation model to adapt skinning weights
learning for post-training.

by [14, 21, 46, 57], we introduce a two-level (coarse-
to-fine) learnable deformation module. We define a set
of intermediate nodes n ∈ RNnode×3 to encode a low-
dimensional deformation subspace articulated by θ through
node-level skinning weights W ′. These nodes drive full-
Gaussian deformation via embedded deformation weights
W ′′ [57] using 4-nearest-neighbors (Figure 3). To enable
subject-specific variation, we parameterize this subspace
using learnable correctives applied on the spatial canonical
weights [38]:

W ′ = W(n) +Hskin(T
node), (14)

where Hskin is an MLP head. For simplicity, node locations
n and tokens Tnode ∈ RNnode×D are uniformly sub-sampled
from the canonical Gaussians. To learn Hskin, we add regu-
larizations to encourages smooth yet sparse correctives:

Lskin = LARAP(p̂,p) + λskwLℓ1(Hskin), (15)

where LARAP is the As-Rigid-As-Possible loss [30], which
regularizes the deformation induced by the learned skin-
ning, and Lℓ1 promotes sparsity. Despite post-training on
only a handful of loose garments data, the model general-
izes well across unseen garments and identities (Figure 7).
Relighting. To support relighting of the reconstructed
avatars, we use learnable radiance transfer proposed in [66].
Adding relightability to LCA only requires the replace-
ment of MLP heads for the canonical decoder and pose-
dependent decoder. The model is post-trained with time-
multiplexed light stage data [5, 42].

4. Experiments
4.1. Implementation Details
Preprocessing. We process each training dataset to com-
pute (i) foreground and face segmentation, (ii) a pixel-
aligned body mesh, (iii) facial-expression estimates, and
(iv) eye-gaze estimates. We use fine-tuned models for all
these tasks based on Sapiens [32] for both pretraining and
post-training data. We primarily use body pose, expressions
and eye-gaze to model pose-dependent behaviors, these sig-
nals are highest quality in the post-training data.
Model. LCA transformer consists of L = 8 layers, each
token is D = 1024 dimensional. This results in a model size



Train-Source
Capture-Studio In-the-Wild

L1↓ LPIPS↓ PSNR↑ L1↓ LPIPS↓ PSNR↑

In-the-Wild 0.0117 0.0904 27.464 0.0099 0.0507 27.669

Capture-Studio 0.0091 0.0766 29.741 0.0128 0.0706 26.632

Mixed 0.0087 0.0724 30.025 0.0099 0.0519 27.998

Pre→Post (Ours) 0.0082 0.0688 30.514 0.0096 0.0491 28.175

Table 1. Effect of training schemes evaluated across domains.

of 800M parameters. We process all images at a resolution
of 1024 × 768. During training, we randomly sample the
number of images N from [1, 4]. At evaluation, we fix N =
4. We set the Gaussian-to-token ratio k = 8 and G = 8192,
resulting in 65,536 Gaussians per avatar.

Training. We use the AdamW optimizer [40] with a learn-
ing rate of 4 × 10−4 and weight decay of 0.05. The learn-
ing rate follows a cosine annealing schedule, preceded by a
brief linear warm-up. We use mixed-precision training and
gradient clipping with a maximum norm of ||∇||2 = 1.0.
Standard image augmentations like random cropping, scal-
ing, flipping, and photometric distortions are used. For post-
training, following [32], we use differential learning rates
to maintain generalization, applying lower rates to earlier
layers and progressively higher rates to later layers. Specif-
ically, we set the layer-wise decay to 0.65. The learning
rates for both decoders are unchanged.

Evaluation. We evaluate on two test sets: capture-studio,
and in-the-wild. The capture-studio set contains randomly
sampled views from a multi-view setup for 100 subjects.
The in-the-wild set contains monocular videos of 1000 fully
held-out subjects captured under unconstrained conditions.
We report L1, LPIPS [74], and PSNR [17], computed ex-
clusively on human pixels using segmentation masks.

Inputs ITW Studio Mixed Ours

Figure 4. Pretraining vs. Post-Training. Qualitative comparison
of models trained on multiple data sources and training strategies.

Method
Capture-Studio In-the-Wild

L1↓ LPIPS↓ PSNR↑ L1↓ LPIPS↓ PSNR↑

(a) Multi-view

ExAvatar [44] 0.011 0.065 23.925 0.033 0.120 18.010
UP2You [9] 0.021 0.085 19.585 0.025 0.086 19.062

MV-LHM* [50] 0.008 0.043 26.606 0.009 0.040 25.796
LCA (Ours) 0.007 0.041 27.483 0.008 0.029 27.802

(b) Single-view

LHM [50] 0.016 0.072 21.897 0.036 0.109 18.322
LCA (Ours) 0.008 0.043 26.878 0.008 0.030 27.685

Table 2. Quantitative comparison with state-of-the-art 3D avatar
methods. * denotes methods trained by us for multi-view inputs.

4.2. Pretraining vs. Post-Training

We study the effectiveness of large-scale pretraining and
post-training across diverse data sources. Table 1 com-
pares models trained only on capture-studio data, only
on in-the-wild data, on their mixture, and our proposed
pretrain→post-train scheme. Surprisingly, the studio-only
model does not perform best even on the studio domain,
suggesting that it overfits to identity appearance and view-
points. In contrast, a model trained on mixed data pro-
vides a strong baseline, achieving about 30.0 PSNR on
studio and 28.0 PSNR on in-the-wild test set, which mir-
rors the most common training recipe in existing meth-
ods [11, 50, 55]. Our pretrain→post-train approach, how-
ever, outperforms this mixed strategy across domains –
reaching 30.5 PSNR on studio data highlighting improved
realism and 28.2 PSNR on the in-the-wild set showcasing
stronger generalization.

Figure 4 qualitatively compares feed-forward avatar cre-
ation from eight input images for all methods. We show
that the in-the-wild-only model produces blurry avatar with
incomplete 3D geometry, whereas the studio-only model is
sharper and more 3D-complete but fails to generalize to un-
seen clothing and accessories such as jackets and eyewear.
The mixed-data model behaves similarly to the in-the-wild
model with slightly better fidelity. Our approach yields
sharper, more 3D-complete avatars that generalize better to
diverse clothing and accessories.

4.3. Comparison with State-of-the-Art Methods

Table 2 compares LCA with existing state-of-the-art meth-
ods [9, 44, 50] using their recommended evaluation proto-
cols, in both multi-view and monocular setups. For fairness,
we extend monocular baselines to multi-view setting using
our data, e.g., MV-LHM denotes our multi-view extension
of LHM [50] trained with the mixture of our pretraining
and post-training data. LCA consistently outperforms prior
methods across setups and data distributions. In the multi-
view studio setting, it surpasses ExAvatar [44] by 3.56 dB
PSNR, and by 9.8 dB in the in-the-wild setting. Because



ExAvatar [44] is optimization-based, it does not general-
ize well to unseen viewpoints during avatar fitting, leading
to lower scores overall. We observe the largest gains on
faces and extremities such as fingers and legs. When repur-
posed for monocular (single-view) input, LCA outperforms
LHM [50] by 5.0 dB PSNR on studio data and by 9.3 dB
PSNR in the in-the-wild setting. Overall, our method pro-
duces sharper local details (e.g. mouth, fingers) and more
faithful articulation than the baselines.

Figure 5 provides qualitative comparisons. LCA avatars
produce faithful geometry and appearance, whereas other
methods often exhibit 3D distortions, especially around the
nose and hips. Our avatar also preserves fine appearance
details such as shoelaces, benefiting from high-resolution
supervision. Despite never being post-trained on exam-
ples with eyewear or headwear, LCA generalizes to these,
as well as to diverse hairstyles, clothing, ethnicities, and
even stylized characters (see Figure 1). Overall, LCA pro-
duces more expressive facial animations with better preser-
vation of subtle changes such as eye gaze, cheek motion,
and inner-mouth details. We additionally compare with
Wan-Animate [13] (2D video diffusion) and GUAVA [73]
(upper-body 3D avatar) in the supplementary material.

# Videos
Capture-Studio In-the-Wild

L1↓ LPIPS↓ PSNR↑ L1↓ LPIPS↓ PSNR↑

10K 0.0083 0.0681 30.393 0.0109 0.0536 27.665

100K 0.0083 0.0677 30.457 0.0108 0.0533 27.755

1M 0.0082 0.0688 30.514 0.0096 0.0491 28.175

Table 3. Effect of scaling pretraining data on downstream perfor-
mance across data distributions.

4.4. Discussion

Effect on Attention Maps. We show that LCA implic-
itly learns semantic correspondences between mesh ver-
tices and input images. Figure 6 visualizes the post-training
change in last-layer attention between selected geometric
token and image patches, shown as heatmaps. For instance,
a vertex on the back of the head attends to image regions
corresponding to the head, while a hand vertex attends to
pixels around the left hand. Compared to pretraining, post-
training reduces the noise in the attention maps, yielding
cleaner correspondences with human pixels.

Scaling Pretraining Data. We study how the pretraining
data scale affects performance. To this end, we subsam-
ple the data to 10K, 100K, and 1M videos while keeping
all other details fixed. All models are pretrained and post-
trained using the same hyperparameters. Table 3 shows that
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Figure 5. Qualitative Comparison with State-of-the-Art Methods. LCA outperforms in both multi-view and monocular settings.



Pretrain Attention Heatmap Post-train Attention Heatmap

Geometric
Token

Figure 6. Attention Map Visualization. Post-training yields
cleaner semantic correspondences in last-layer attention maps be-
tween geometric and image tokens. The selected geometric tokens
on the mesh are shown in red.

on the studio benchmark, all three settings achieve similar
performance, suggesting that, when combined with multi-
view post-training, even a relatively small amount of in-the-
wild pretraining suffices for the studio domain. In contrast,
performance on the in-the-wild test set depends strongly
on pretraining scale: increasing from 10K to 100K to 1M
videos significantly reduces reconstruction error.

Loose Garment Support. We post-train the LCA model
with loose garment support on 147 subjects with loose gar-
ments in addition to our existing post-train dataset. As
shown in Figure 7, the original post-trained LCA suffers
from splitting leg artifacts due to the predefined skinning
weights derived from a minimally clothed body template. In

Input w/o LGS w/ LGS

Figure 7. Loose Garment Support (LGS). (Left) Frontal view
of the input condition. (Middle) Post-trained LCA avatar without
loose garment support, while the general shape is recovered, skirts
behave like pants when moving. (Right) LCA with loose garment
support produces plausible animations without splitting garments.

Input Env. Map 1 Env. Map 2 Point Light Intrinsics
(albedo/normal/diffuse/specular)

Figure 8. Relightable LCA. We demonstrate relighting under
HDRI environment maps and point lights, alongside the recovered
intrinsic properties of the avatar.

contrast, the modified model more faithfully deforms loose
garments without splitting inside the garments even for un-
seen identities casually captured with a mobile phone.
Relighting. We post-train our relightable LCA extension
on multi-view captures with time-multiplex light patterns
including fully-lit and partially-lit frames. As shown in Fig-
ure 8, LCA recovers plausible reflectance and produces
consistent, photorealistic relighting across diverse lighting
environments, despite being conditioned only on uncon-
strained phone captures at test time. We also visualize
albedo and normal recovered by LCA.
Real-Time Drivability. Our residual design with separate
canonical and pose-dependent decoders enables efficient in-
ference. We process input images once with the transformer
and canonical decoder, and driving thereafter uses only the
lightweight pose-dependent decoder. This yields real-time
performance at 586 FPS on an A100 GPU.
Limitations. Finer details, such as clothing with embroi-
dery and intricate textures, remain challenging. Moreover,
future work should address secondary motion dynamics
such as hair motion and movement of accessories like hand-
bags. The model does not handle heavy occlusions or fast
motion blur, which can degrade reconstruction quality.

5. Conclusion
We introduce LCA, a pre/post-training framework for mod-
eling full-body avatars with high-fidelity animation and
faithful 3D details. Our experiments show that it is pos-
sible to achieve generalization and high-fidelity generation
by effectively leveraging large-scale in-the-wild data and
high-quality studio data with the proposed two-stage train-
ing strategy, similar to frontier language and vision models.
Our design is versatile, enabling feature extensions non-
trivial to incorporate with large-scale data such as relighting
and loose garment handling, and the resulting avatars run in
real time. The multi-stage training paves the way for truly
scalable high-fidelity avatar creation for everyone.
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Supplementary Material

A. Additional Qualitative Results

Please see supplementary video for additional qualitative
results.

B. Network Architecture

In this section, we describe the design of our network archi-
tecture in detail.

B.1. Tokenization Details

We use Sapiens-1B [32] as our image feature extractor.
Face crops are obtained by detecting face keypoints using
Sapiens, computing a bounding box from the keypoints, and
cropping and resizing to the target resolution. The G=8,192
geometric tokens are sampled from the surface of a tem-
plate mesh from MHR [18], with half sampled on the face
region and half on the body to provide higher resolution
in the face area. The positional encoder FPE uses fixed
Fourier features: given a 3D point, we compute sin and cos
at 6 logarithmically spaced frequency bands (20, 21, . . . , 25)
and concatenate the result with the raw input, yielding a 39-
dimensional encoding per point. This encoding is then pro-
jected to the token dimension D=1024 via a single MLP
layer (Fproj-gs) for use in the subsequent attention layers.

B.2. Transformer

As described in Section 3.1 of the main paper, each LCA
Transformer layer comprises three components: (1) self-
attention over image tokens, (2) self-attention over geome-
try tokens, and (3) multimodal attention. All attention mod-
ules use 16 heads.

For the image self-attention module Aimage, we follow
VGGT [64] by augmenting the image token sequence with
four additional learned registry tokens, which are discarded
after the layer. We also apply 2D Rotary Positional Encod-
ing (2D-RoPE) to preserve spatial information within each
image.

For the multimodal attention module Amultimodal, we
adopt a two-stage design inspired by the Body–Face MM-T
block in LHM [50]. Specifically, face image tokens attend
to face geometry tokens first. The resulting face geometry
features are concatenated with body geometry tokens, and
this combined set is then attended by body image tokens,

enabling bidirectional cross-modal interaction. Formally,

Tgs-face,Tgs-body = split(Tgs), (16)

Tglobal = Fproj(AvgPool(Tbody)), (17)

Tgs-face,Tface = AMM-T(T
gs-face,Tface;Tglobal), (18)

Tgs = concat(Tgs-face,Tgs-body), (19)

Tgs,Tbody = AMM-T(T
gs,Tbody;Tglobal). (20)

We compute the global feature Tglobal ∈ R1×D by first av-
eraging the body image tokens across all spatial locations,
followed by a learnable projection through an MLP Fproj.

B.3. Gaussian Decoder
Both the canonical decoder Hcano and the pose-dependent
decoder Hpose are lightweight networks, each composed of
four fully connected layers. We use LeakyReLU activation
functions between layers to improve stability and gradient
flow. The hidden dimensionality of all intermediate lay-
ers is set to 128. This compact design enables fast infer-
ence while maintaining sufficient representational capacity
for high-quality Gaussian decoding.

B.4. Inference Efficiency
To achieve real-time performance, we decouple the infer-
ence process into a one-time initialization stage and a run-
time animation stage. The computationally intensive trans-
former encoder and canonical decoder are executed once
per subject to generate the canonical Gaussian parameters
and geometry tokens. This initialization step takes approxi-
mately 2.1 seconds on a single NVIDIA A100 GPU.

For subsequent animation frames, only the lightweight
pose-dependent decoder, Hpose, is evaluated. This compo-
nent is highly efficient, requiring approximately 1.7 ms per
forward pass. This design ensures that our method allows
for high-fidelity, interactive applications such as VR/AR
telepresence and real-time character control.

C. Training Parameters
We train our models using 64 NVIDIA A100 GPUs (80GB)
via Distributed Data Parallel (DDP). For both training
stages, we set the per-GPU batch size to 1, resulting in
a total effective batch size of 64. The pretraining stage
is conducted for 1 × 105 iterations, taking approximately
100 hours. Subsequently, the post-training stage is fine-
tuned for 1 × 104 iterations, which requires approximately
10 hours to converge. For the loss weights, we set the ℓ1



and LPIPS coefficients to 0.1 each, and the regularization
weight λ = 1.0.

D. Analysis of Latent Feature Distribution

OursMixedITW

Figure S1. PCA of Geometric Token Features. Visualization of
the feature space distributions produced by models trained with
different strategies. Green points denote studio-captured subjects,
while red points denote in-the-wild subjects.

We analyze the distribution of the learned geometric
token features, T gs, to understand how different training
strategies handle the domain gap between datasets. We
extract features for unseen subjects from both the studio-
capture and in-the-wild test sets. For each subject, we com-
pute a global feature vector by averaging the geometric
tokens and projecting them into 2D space using Principal
Component Analysis (PCA). As shown in Figure S1, mod-
els trained on ITW-only or Mixed data form distinct clus-
ters for studio (green) and in-the-wild (red) samples, lim-
iting synergetic improvement of both fidelity and general-
ization. In contrast, our proposed pre/post-training strategy
effectively aligns these distributions, treating inputs from
both domains consistently. This suggests that our approach
learns a robust, high-fidelity, and domain-agnostic represen-
tation of human geometry, effectively leveraging the two
distinctive training data sources.

E. Additional Ablation Studies
We ablate the decoder architecture and post-training learn-
ing rate decay (γ) in Tab. S1. Our dual-branch residual
design outperforms the single-branch non-residual variant,
likely due to improved pose-dependent decoupling. For the
learning rate decay, γ=0.00 (no decay, all layers trained
at the same rate) severely degrades studio metrics, indicat-
ing catastrophic forgetting of pretraining knowledge. Both
γ=0.30 and γ=0.65 perform well; we use γ=0.65 in our
final model as it offers a good balance across both domains.

We also study the effect of data scale on the pre/post-
training paradigm (Tab. S2). Training LCA at 10× smaller
scale (100K pretraining identities and 500 post-training
identities) still yields improvements over baselines, con-
firming that the benefits of our two-stage approach are not
solely attributable to data scale.

We quantitatively evaluate the effect of the deformer

Configuration
Capture-Studio In-the-Wild

L1↓ LPIPS↓ PSNR↑ L1↓ LPIPS↓ PSNR↑

Decoder Architecture

Single-Branch 0.0088 0.0742 30.370 0.0103 0.0516 27.936

Dual-Branch (Ours) 0.0082 0.0688 30.514 0.0096 0.0491 28.175

Post-Training Learning Rate Decay (γ)

γ = 0.00 0.0117 0.0904 27.464 0.0096 0.0507 27.669

γ = 0.30 0.0076 0.0614 30.609 0.0096 0.0482 28.252

γ = 0.65 (Ours) 0.0082 0.0688 30.514 0.0096 0.0491 28.175

γ = 1.00 0.0085 0.0694 30.464 0.0114 0.0512 27.478

Table S1. Ablation study on decoder architecture and post-
training learning rate decay. Our dual-branch residual design
outperforms a single-branch variant. The learning rate decay is
critical for preserving pretraining knowledge, with γ=0.00 (no de-
cay) severely degrading studio performance.

Train Data Size
Num. Identities

Capture-Studio In-the-Wild
L1↓ LPIPS↓ PSNR↑ L1↓ LPIPS↓ PSNR↑

Pre-100K + Post-500 0.0088 0.0723 30.398 0.0130 0.0606 26.754

Pre-1M + Post-2.7K (Ours) 0.0082 0.0688 30.514 0.0096 0.0491 28.175

Table S2. Effect of training data scale. Pre/post-training bene-
fits persist even at 10× smaller scale (100K pretraining identities,
500 post-training identities), with consistent trends across both do-
mains.

Method L1↓ LPIPS↓ PSNR↑

No Deformer 0.0304 0.2452 24.538

LCA (Ours) 0.0238 0.2189 26.013

Table S3. Loose garment deformer ablation. Quantitative eval-
uation on loose-garment sequences. The full model with the de-
former improves all metrics and reduces splitting artifacts.

module on loose-garment sequences in Tab. S3. The full
model with the deformer improves all metrics and signifi-
cantly reduces splitting artifacts. We find the deformer ben-
efits from multi-view post-training data to effectively con-
strain cloth deformation.

F. Comparison with Alternative Paradigms

We qualitatively compare LCA with Wan-Animate [13], a
2D video diffusion method, and GUAVA [73], an upper-
body 3D Gaussian avatar method, in Fig. S2. Relative
to video diffusion approaches, LCA is more compute-
efficient, enables real-time on-device animation, and ex-
hibits stronger holistic 3D consistency, while diffusion
baselines can hallucinate and struggle with long-form gen-
eration. Compared to GUAVA, which only supports upper-
body reconstruction, LCA produces full-body avatars with
higher fidelity.
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Figure S2. Qualitative Comparison with Alternative
Paradigms. Comparison with Wan-Animate [13] (2D video dif-
fusion) and GUAVA [73] (upper-body 3D Gaussian avatar).
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