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Figure 1. Seamless texturing and precise segmentation with our TEXTRIX framework. Our model generates geometrically aligned textures
and segmentations from a single-view input, avoiding the inter-view inconsistencies that commonly affect prevailing 3D generation.

Abstract

Prevailing 3D texture generation methods, which often rely
on multi-view fusion, are frequently hindered by inter-view
inconsistencies and incomplete coverage of complex sur-
faces, limiting the fidelity and completeness of the gener-
ated content. To overcome these challenges, we introduce
TEXTRIX, a native 3D attribute generation framework for
high-fidelity texture synthesis and downstream applications
such as precise 3D part segmentation. Our approach con-
structs a latent 3D attribute grid and leverages a Diffusion
Transformer equipped with sparse attention, enabling di-
rect coloring of 3D models in volumetric space and fun-
damentally avoiding the limitations of multi-view fusion.
Built upon this native representation, the framework nat-
urally extends to high-precision 3D segmentation by train-
ing the same architecture to predict semantic attributes on
the grid. Extensive experiments demonstrate state-of-the-
art performance on both tasks, producing seamless, high-
fidelity textures and accurate 3D part segmentation with
precise boundaries. Project Page: www.neuraldd.
com/research-page/textrix
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1. Introduction

High-fidelity 3D assets are foundational to immersive
virtual environments, digital media, and robotic simula-
tion. While 3D geometry generation has seen significant
progress, applying realistic and coherent textures remains a
critical bottleneck to 3D generation. The quality of 3D tex-
turing is often compromised by the underlying 2D-centric
paradigms used to create them.

A dominant line of 3D generation attempts to lift power-
ful 2D diffusion models for synthesis. These methods either
optimize a 3D representation through score distillation [5,
17, 26, 28, 36, 37, 42] or generate multi-view images and
reconstruct 3D from them [15, 21, 22, 33, 38, 39, 41, 47].
Recent variants fuse these multi-view projections onto a
mesh [12, 40], yet the paradigm remains fundamentally lim-
ited: inter-view inconsistencies introduce seams and blurred
details, lighting becomes incoherent, and complex or oc-
cluded regions frequently lack plausible coverage.

To circumvent these fusion issues, other methods explore
generation directly in the 2D UV parameterization space
[4, 31, 49, 50]. While this avoids per-object optimization,
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Figure 2. Limitations of prevailing paradigms. Left: TRELLIS
exhibits inconsistency and low fidelity on the lips. Middle: Multi-
view fusion of Hunyuan3D 3.0 results in noticeable seams and
blurring around the mouth and neck. Right: Our native 3D frame-
work (TEXTRIX) produces a seamless, high-fidelity result.

we posit that this paradigm is still not truly native to the 3D
domain. The UV mapping process itself flattens a contin-
uous 3D surface into a set of disjointed 2D islands, sever-
ing natural geodesic neighborhoods. Models trained on this
fragmented representation struggle to enforce 3D global co-
herence, resulting in artifacts at UV seams and a disconnect
between the learned texture patterns and the 3D geometry
they are meant to describe.

In this work, we propose a new paradigm that addresses
these limitations by operating directly in 3D space. Our
core idea is to represent and generate texture as a native 3D
attribute grid—a sparse voxel field that stores diverse infor-
mation. We leverage a Diffusion Transformer (DiT) [25],
empowered by sparse attention, to learn the distribution of
these 3D grids. This native 3D approach, which builds on
recent advances in generating 3D shapes with sparse [30]
or structured [45] voxel representations, fundamentally by-
passes the problems of both multi-view inconsistency and
2D UV fragmentation, enabling the synthesis of seamless,
high-resolution, and geometrically-aware textures.

A key challenge in generative texturing is ensuring the
output faithfully aligns with a user-provided condition. To
achieve robust frontal alignment, we introduce a novel
sparse latent conditioning strategy. Instead of relying solely
on global features (e.g., CLIP embeddings [29]), we project
the input image into a 3D voxel grid, creating a sparse latent
condition. This condition, which is encoded and fed into the
DiT via fused cross-attention, provides a strong, spatially-
explicit prior that robustly anchors the generative process.
This ensures the generated texture not only matches the in-
put view’s details with high fidelity but also uses that infor-
mation to plausibly complete occluded regions.

A significant advantage of our framework is its inherent
flexibility. The 3D attribute grid is a unified representation
not limited to color. By training the same architecture to
predict semantic information, our framework naturally ex-

tends to tasks like high-precision 3D segmentation and PBR
generation. We demonstrate that our model achieves state-
of-the-art (SOTA) performance on downstream 3D part seg-
mentation tasks, validating the power and potential of our
native 3D paradigm for unifying various tasks. Our contri-
butions are threefold:

* A native 3D texturing framework, built upon a sparse at-
tribute grid, that generates high quality textures by resolv-
ing the inter-view inconsistencies and seam artifacts from
traditional methods.

* A novel sparse latent conditioning strategy that projects
visual information into the 3D grid, achieving high-
fidelity frontal alignment and detail preservation.

* An extensible framework for 3D segmentation generation
and beyond, achieving SOTA results by training the same
sparse grid architecture to predict diverse attributes.

2. Related Works

Our work is positioned at the intersection of 3D genera-
tive modeling, texture generation and 3D segmentation. We
build upon recent advances in these fields, while proposing
a general framework that addresses the limitations of exist-
ing specialized approaches.

2.1. Native 3D Generation

Native 3D generative models learn directly from large-scale
3D datasets[8, 9, 48], leading to higher-fidelity geometric
outputs. Recent efforts have shifted from early works on
GANSs [2] towards diffusion models operating on diverse 3D
representations such as point clouds [23], implicit fields [7].
To enhance quality and efficiency, the field has converged
on learning within a compact latent space. These latent dif-
fusion models can be broadly categorized as implicit or ex-
plicit. Implicit methods, such as those based on vecsets or
SDFs [6, 16, 43, 51, 52], excel at representing continuous
surfaces but can be complex to train and decode. Explicit
methods, which utilize representations like sparse voxels,
offer more direct control and interpretability [30, 45]. How-
ever, they face significant computational and memory chal-
lenges limiting their output resolution, though recent works
like Direct3D-S2 [44] begin to address this scalability with
efficient attention mechanisms for sparse data. Our work
contributes to this native 3D paradigm by introducing a vol-
umetric color grid that serves as a versatile and direct rep-
resentation for both generation and perception.

2.2. Texture Generation

Applying realistic appearance to 3D geometry is a critical
task, which has been predominantly addressed by lever-
aging powerful pre-trained 2D text-to-image (T2I) mod-
els. One major line of work involves test-time optimiza-
tion, where multi-view images are generated and projected
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Figure 3. Visualization for Our Seamless Single-View Generation.
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onto the mesh surface. This line of work includes meth-
ods for progressive inpainting [4, 31], synchronized multi-
view diffusion [1], and adapter-based solutions to improve
consistency [12]. Despite these advances, these projection-
based techniques are prone to artifacts, slow per-instance
optimization, and incomplete surface coverage.

Another approach attempts to circumvent projection is-
sues by generating textures directly in a 2D UV parameter-
ization space, for instance by training a diffusion model to
produce UV maps in a feed-forward manner [49]. While
this avoids multi-view fusion, it introduces problems in-
herent to UV mapping: the 2D representation discards 3D
geodesic information, leading to seams and discontinuities
at the boundaries of UV islands. Our framework addresses
the core limitations of both approaches. By generating a
native 3D color field and querying it with 3D coordinates,
we completely bypass the pitfalls of both multi-view pro-
jection and UV space fragmentation, enabling the synthesis
of seamless, high-quality textures.

2.3. 3D Part Segmentation

3D part segmentation is a fundamental perception task, but
supervised methods [27] are limited by data scarcity. Re-
cent work distills 2D foundation models, often using text
prompts (VLMs) [19]. However, text can be ambiguous and
fails to describe many geometric or functional parts.

A more general, class-agnostic direction lifts 2D SAM
masks [14], but state-of-the-art methods now train feed-
forward networks (e.g., SAMPart3D [46], PartField [20])
to learn continuous part-aware feature fields. Our work
aligns with this native 3D approach. By operating on a
high-resolution volumetric grid, our framework preserves
fine-grained geometric details, producing sharper and more
accurate segmentation boundaries.

3. Method

Traditional approaches to 3D generation and perception
tasks have typically treated these problems separately, with
distinct frameworks designed for each. In this work, we
propose a unified and native 3D architecture capable of sup-
porting high-resolution 3D content generation as well as
high-precision 3D perception. Central to our approach is the
introduction of a native 3D attribute representation, which
stores properties such as color, semantic labels, and PBR
materials within a sparse voxel field (Sec 3.1). We then
design an efficient attribute variational autoencoder (VAE)
to learn a compact latent space, ensuring high-quality re-
construction (Sec 3.2). Building on this latent space, we
devise an image-conditioned attribute diffusion transformer
(DiT) for generation and perception tasks, with a sparse
latent conditioning strategy to enhance alignment between
the generated content and the input images (Sec 3.2). Fi-
nally, we demonstrate the versatility of our unified represen-

tation by extending the framework to high-precision tasks,
including 3D part segmentation and PBR material genera-
tion (Sec 3.4).

3.1. Latent 3D Attribute Representation

Representing 3D attributes is a fundamental challenge for
both 3D generation and perception tasks. Prior approaches,
such as TRELLIS [45], rely on pre-trained DINOv2 [24]
encoder to extract features from multi-view images, which
are subsequently projected into corresponding voxels as ap-
pearance representations. However, this approach is fraught
with several limitations. Firstly, the use of DINOv2 features
results in a significant loss of high-frequency information,
which diminishes accuracy. Furthermore, the high dimen-
sionality of the feature channels introduces substantial com-
putational overhead, making it difficult to scale to higher
resolutions, such as 10243. In addition, this representation
is inherently limited in its ability to extend to other 3D at-
tributes, such as PBR materials.

Native 3D Attribute Grid. To address these issues, we in-
troduce a novel native 3D attribute representation. Using a
sparse voxel grid structure, we store high-resolution raw 3D
attributes in regions adjacent to the object’s surface, thereby
improving both efficiency and scalability. To be specific, the
native 3D attributes .A of a given object is represented as:

A:{ai‘aiERk}iAil7 (D)

k= kcolor + ksemamic + kPBR +---+ ke; (2)

where a; denotes the attributes vector stored at each voxel,
M is the total number of the sparse voxels, k is the total
channel dimension of the attribute space, kcolors Ksemantics
kpgr and k. denote the channel dimension of color, se-
mantic, PBR materials and other 3D attributes, respectively.
Querying via UV Position Map. To query the attributes at
any point on the model’s surface, we first establish a map-
ping from the 2D UV attribute space to the 3D object space.
This is accomplished by pre-calculating a UV position map,
a high-resolution 2D image in which each pixel (u, v) stores
the corresponding 3D world coordinate p = (x, y, 2) on the
mesh surface. This map effectively functions as a lookup ta-
ble, enabling the precise identification of the 3D point p for
any given 2D attribute coordinate. Once the 3D query point
p € [-0.5,0.5)3 is obtained, we retrieve its attributes from
the sparse voxel grid using standard trilinear interpolation.
The procedure is outlined as follows: Initially, the coordi-
nates of the query point are scaled to align with our grid
of resolution R, thereby identifying the specific voxel cell
that contains it. The base index of this cell’s origin corner is
given by vo = |p - R|. Subsequently, we identify the eight
corners of the enclosing voxel, denoted as:

V= {Vijk:|7;7ja ke {Oa 1}}7 (3)
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Figure 4. The VAE of our method. We introduce a native latent 3D
semantic labels, and PBR materials of the object within each sparse

representation into a continuous and compact latent space.

and retrieve the corresponding attributes a;;), € R? for each
corner from the sparse grid. Finally, the attributes at the
query point A (p) are computed by performing trilinear in-
terpolation on the eight corner attributes, weighted accord-
ing to the query point’s local coordinates within the voxel:

A)= >, (1—a)(l—a))(l-aag, @

i,5,k€{0,1}
a=(p-R)—vyp. 5)

This simple yet effective approach enables efficient and
continuous attribute querying from a compact, sparse rep-
resentation, thereby forming the core mechanism of our na-
tive 3D framework.

This adaptive interpolation scheme offers a distinct ad-
vantage over conventional methods by endowing the model
with the flexibility to learn a non-linear attribute field,
thereby yielding substantially higher generation fidelity and
perception precision even from a sparse representation.

3.2. Attribute VAE

End-to-End Framework. Methods such as TRELLIS [45],
which rely on non-native representations, use DINOv2 fea-
tures extracted from multi-view images as input to their
VAE, and require decoding into FlexiCubes [32] or 3D
Gaussian splatting [13] representations to supervise appear-
ance. This approach suffers from inefficiencies in training
and is inherently limited by a resolution of 2563. In con-
trast, leveraging our flexible and efficient native 3D attribute
representation, we propose a fully end-to-end, symmetric
attribute VAE, which is shown in Figure 4. This architec-
ture not only circumvents the limitations of prior methods
but is also capable of scaling to higher resolutions, such as
10243,

Network Architecture. The VAE adopts a hybrid architec-
ture that integrates the complementary strengths of sparse
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attribute representation, which contains properties such as color,
voxel. An end-to-end attribute VAE is employed to encode the

3D convolutions and transformers. The encoder begins
by processing the input sparse attribute grid through a hi-
erarchy of sparse convolutional modules, which progres-
sively downsample the spatial resolution while extracting
multi-scale local features. The resulting coarse feature grid
is then serialized into a sequence of tokens and passed
through a sparse transformer backbone, enabling the model-
ing of long-range dependencies and global contextual rela-
tionships. This stage effectively maps the high-dimensional
input into a compact latent distribution. Symmetrically, the
decoder mirrors this process: a sparse transformer first in-
terprets a sampled latent code, after which a series of sparse
transposed convolutional modules progressively upsample
the spatial representation, ultimately reconstructing a de-
tailed, high-resolution attribute grid.

Training Objective. The decoded sparse attribute grid con-
tains both valid and redundant regions. To mitigate this,
we introduce a pruning operation applied after each up-
sampling stage. Specifically, the input grid is sequentially
downsampled by factors of 2, 4, and 8, after which grid
elements are selectively removed based on their spatial cor-
respondence to valid surface regions. To further enhance
the fidelity of the reconstructed attribute grid, we avoid di-
rect supervision from the input grid and instead adopt an
online rendering paradigm, where view-dependent render-
ings provide attribute supervision. Additionally, a Kull-
back-Leibler (KL) divergence loss is imposed to regularize
the latent space, while perceptual (LPIPS) and adversarial
(GAN) losses are incorporated to further refine visual real-
ism and reconstruction quality. The final loss of the sparse
VAE is a weighted combination:

Etolal = /\1£1 +)‘pruneLprune +)\k1£kl +)\lpips£lpips +>\adv£adVa

(6)
where £ denotes the L1 loss, and Ly is a binary cross-
entropy (BCE) loss for pruning.
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Figure 5. Architecture of our Diffusion Transformer (DiT). This image-conditioned model operates on sparse latents to perform unified
generation (texturing) and perception (segmentation). We introduce a novel sparse latent conditioning strategy that ensures high-fidelity

alignment with the input image.

3.3. Attribute DiT with Sparse Latent Conditioning

Leveraging the latent space encoded by the attribute VAE,
we train an image-conditioned diffusion transformer (DiT)
to generate 3D attributes. The framework of our DiT is
shown in Figure 5. Previous approaches typically employ
pretrained visual encoders, such as CLIP or DINO, to ex-
tract image features as conditions. However, due to the in-
herent domain gap between these feature embeddings and
the latent representation, the resulting attributes often ex-
hibit misalignment with the input images.

To address this issue, we propose a novel sparse la-
tent conditioning mechanism. Specifically, to handle ref-
erence images I from arbitrary, unknown viewpoints, we
first canonicalize the input. We employ a finetuned diffu-
sion model, conditioned on a position map rendered from
the target front view, to synthesize a new front-view image
Ttrone based on the reference I’. Once this aligned oy is
generated, we project its pixels onto a 3D volume using the
same front-view position map. This projection creates an
attribute grid that serves as the input condition. This sparse
voxel grid is then fed into the encoder of our pretrained 3D
attribute VAE, embedding the condition within the same la-
tent space as the latent tokens z, thus bridging the domain
gap between the condition and the latent space.

In addition to the sparse latent encoding, we also incor-
porate global semantic features extracted from a pretrained
DINOvV3 model [34] as an additional condition to enhance
model stability. This results in a hybrid cross-attention
mechanism that injects both types of information into the
diffusion process. The cross-attention is formulated as fol-

lows:

z = CrossAttn(z, PE(Evag(A(1))))

+CrossAttn(z, Fpinov (1)), )
where PE represents position embedding, Evag is the en-
coder of our attribute VAE, A(I) is the projected sparse
volume of input images, and Epnoy3 denotes the encoder
of DINOV3.

Additionally, we adopt a configuration similar to
Direct3D-S2 [44], leveraging a spatial sparse attention
mechanism to enhance the computational efficiency of self-
attention. And we employ the rectified flow objective [10,
18] to train the DiT.

3.4. Applications and Extensibility

We extend our framework’s capabilities from generation to
different challenge tasks, proposing that our unified rep-
resentation can bridge these traditionally distinct domains.
The native 3D attribute grid is not limited to color; it is a
flexible structure designed to store diverse properties such
as semantic labels and PBR materials. This inherent flexi-
bility allows the same architecture to be adapted for various
high-precision generation and perception tasks.

As a primary application, we adapt our model for 3D part
segmentation. We frame this as a generative task: the model
is trained to predict a latent attribute grid representing part
labels rather than colors. During training, we use ground-
truth UV maps where each distinct part is assigned a unique,
random RGB color as a discrete label.

At inference, to generate the conditional input, we first
utilize an existing 2D segmentation method [3] to generate



an initial, often oversegmented set of part masks from ren-
dered views. To consolidate these fragmented regions into
semantically meaningful components, we introduce a merg-
ing step based on feature similarity. We extract features for
each adjacent segment pair using a DINO model and use the
features to merge the similar pairs. Conditioned on this in-
put, the model generates the final color-coded attribute grid.
By querying this grid, we produce a UV map that directly
corresponds to the 3D segmentation. Next, clustering meth-
ods are employed over label values to obtain appropriate
segmentation results. A significant advantage of this native
3D approach is its ability to produce exceptionally sharp
and precise segmentation boundaries, even on topologically
complex meshes with a very high face count.

Furthermore, our framework naturally extends to other
generative tasks. For example, by training the model to pre-
dict attributes such as roughness, metallic, or normal maps
within the same sparse grid structure, it can be seamlessly
applied to PBR material generation, demonstrating the ver-
satility of our approach. Results for PBR generation are
presented in the Figure 12.

4. Implementation Details

Dataset. Our model is trained on a curated dataset derived
from Objarverse[8], ObjarverseXL[9] and private data. For
each asset, we generate color-coded UV maps correspond-
ing to texture and segmentation at a resolution of 2048 x
2048 to serve as training targets. We also render corre-
sponding conditional images at the same resolution.
Sparse VAE. We train a Sparse VAE to encode both the
texture map and the segmentation map into a compact latent
space. The VAE compresses the input sparse grid from a
resolution of 10243 down to a latent grid of 1283, with a
final latent embedding dimension of 16.

Latent Diffusion Model. Our core generative model is a
sparse transformer-based architecture operating in the latent
space. For conditioning, we use the pre-trained DinoV3[34]
model to extract global image features. During training, we
apply classifier-free guidance[ 1 1] with a drop probability of
0.1 for the conditional inputs.

Training. We train the model end-to-end using the AdamW
optimizer with a learning rate of 1 x 10~* and betas of
(0.9,0.999). The training is performed with a batch size
of 16 per GPU on 32 NVIDIA A100 GPUs. We use a flow
matching scheduler with 1000 training timesteps. The en-
tire model is trained for approximately 30,000 iterations.
For inference, we use the same scheduler with 15 steps and
a guidance scale of 3.0.

5. Experiments

To validate the efficacy of our framework, we conduct a
comprehensive set of experiments targeting both 3D con-

tent generation and perception. We perform rigorous qual-
itative and quantitative comparisons against state-of-the-art
methods in texture generation and part segmentation. Fur-
thermore, we present detailed ablation studies to analyze the
contribution of our key architectural components.

5.1. Qualitative Results

Single-View Texture Generation. We first evaluate the
fidelity of texture generation from a single input view. As
illustrated in Figure 6, we compare our method against lead-
ing approaches. Paint3D [50] struggles with low-fidelity
results, pronounced seams, and poor consistency with the
input image. TexGen [49] generates reasonable results for
visible surfaces but suffers from chaotic and incoherent tex-
tures on occluded regions. Similarly, TRELLIS [45] is
prone to discoloration artifacts and fails to reproduce fine-
grained frontal details. In contrast, our method demon-
strates superior performance, generating high-quality, high-
resolution textures that are tightly aligned with the input
view. Our attribute grid effectively avoids the seams and
inconsistencies that plague multi-view fusion and 2D UV-
space methods.

Multi-View Texture Generation. We also assess per-
formance under multi-view conditions, comparing against
leading commercial models in Figure 7. Our method con-
sistently produces cleaner and more plausible textures in ar-
eas of significant occlusion. The generated texture demon-
strates a more robust correspondence to the underlying ge-
ometry, fitting the mesh more accurately without the distor-
tions or misalignments common in other methods.

Part Segmentation on Complex Meshes. A core advan-
tage of our unified framework is its extensibility to high-
precision 3D perception. We evaluate 3D part segmenta-
tion, focusing on challenging, high-polycount meshes with
complex topologies. We compare against prominent seg-
mentation methods, including SAMesh [35], SAMPart3D
[46], and PartField [20]. As shown in Figure 8, competitor
methods exhibit significant weaknesses on these complex
assets. Their results are often fragmented, noisy, and lack
clear boundaries, indicative of a failure to process the high-
frequency geometric details. In contrast, our method pro-
duces exceptionally clean and sharp segmentation bound-
aries, which align strongly with human intuition, demon-
strating our model’s robust understanding of 3D structure,
which is maintained by our attribute grid representation.

5.2. Quantitative Analysis

We provide quantitative metrics to substantiate our qualita-
tive findings. We evaluate both front-view reconstruction
fidelity and novel-view generative quality.

Reconstruction and Generation Fidelity. As shown in
Table 1, our method achieves significantly superior front-



Ours Input

TRELLIS

Paint3D

TexGen

Figure 6. Qualitative comparison of single-view texture generation. Our method demonstrates superior fidelity, consistency with the input

view, and freedom from artifacts compared to existing SOTA methods.
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Figure 7. Qualitative comparison of multi-view conditioned gen-
eration compared to commercial methods. Our method demon-
strates seamless results with fewer artifacts in the occluded region.

view reconstruction metrics (SSIM, PSNR, LPIPS) com-
pared to all baselines. This highlights the powerful consis-
tency enforced by our sparse latent conditioning, ensuring

Table 1. Quantitative comparison of texture generation and VAE
reconstruction. Our method significantly outperforms competitors
in all metrics.

Method Front-View Reconstruction  Novel-View Generation
SSIM+ PSNR+ LPIPS| CLIP Scoret CLIPFID |
Paint3D [50]  0.8903 21.5729 0.1051 0.8013 23.1599
TexGen [49] 0.8976 22.4177 0.1005 0.8206 22.1541
TRELLIS [45] 0.9150 25.5405 0.0856 0.8346 21.3961
Ours 0.9421 30.0985 0.0627 0.8545 19.8543

the generated texture faithfully adheres to the input view.
Furthermore, our model also leads in novel-view generation
metrics (CLIP Score, CLIP FID), demonstrating a state-
of-the-art generative capability for rendering coherent and
high-quality textures in unobserved regions.

Multi-View Conditioned Generation. We also evaluated
our framework’s synergy with multi-view methods by inte-
grating it with MVAdapter (M Vadapter+Ours). As shown in
Table 2, our combined approach outperformed all baselines
on quantitative metrics for novel views. This confirms our
framework can effectively enhance existing multi-view so-
lutions, improving texture consistency and perceptual qual-
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Figure 8. Qualitative comparison of part segmentation on high-polycount meshes. Our method (right) produces clean, sharp, and intuitively
correct boundaries, while competing methods struggle with fragmented and unreasonable results.

ity in unobserved viewpoints.

Table 2. Quantitative Comparison over Multiview Texturing

Metric Hunyuan2.0 MVAdapter M Vadapter+Ours
CLIP 1 0.8124 0.8305 0.8357
CLIP-FID | 23.1458 21.9120 21.7571

VAE Reconstruction Quality. We isolate the perfor-
mance of our VAE by comparing its texture reconstruction
fidelity against the VAE used in TRELLIS [45] in Figure 9.
Our model produces results with sharper edges and better
color fidelity compared to the baseline, even at a lower res-
olution. This efficient and high-fidelity latent representation
is a cornerstone of our framework’s overall performance.

Class-Agnostic Part Segmentation. We evaluate our
model’s class-agnostic part segmentation performance
against SOTA methods: SAMesh [35], SAMPart3D [46],
and PartField [20]. We use two 100-mesh Objaverse sub-
sets: Objaverse (Random) (randomly sampled) and Ob-
javerse (Complex) (meshes with over 10,000 sharp edges,
identified via DORA [6]). Results are reported in mloU (1)
in Table 3. As shown in Table 3, our method achieves re-
sults comparable to SOTA (PartField) on the general bench-
mark. On the Objaverse (general), our grid-based query
may introduce minor inconsistencies on the large, simple
faces prevalent in this subset, which can span multiple voxel
cells. However, on the Objaverse (Complex) subset, our ap-
proach demonstrates a significant advantage, outperform-

ing all other methods by a large margin. This highlights
our model’s superior robustness in handling the intricate,
high-frequency geometry that our high-resolution volumet-
ric grid is designed to preserve.

Table 3. Quantitative comparison for class-agnostic part segmen-
tation (mloU 7). Best results are in bold.

Dataset SAMesh SAMPart3D PartField OQOurs

Objaverse (Random) 44.84 46.34 74.63 72.26

Objaverse (Complex) 31.07 36.67 51.79 60.82
5.3. Ablation Study

Effect of Sparse Latent Condition. We train variants of
our model to analyze the effect of our sparse latent condition
derived from the input view. As shown in Table 4, remov-
ing this condition (‘w/o Sparse Latent Condition®) results in
a drastic degradation of front-view consistency, with SSIM
and PSNR scores dropping significantly. Furthermore, the
visualization in Figure 10 clearly illustrates the impact of
our conditioning strategy.. This result confirms that our
sparse latent condition is critical for anchoring the gener-
ation process and ensuring high-fidelity alignment with the
input. The table also compares single-view and multi-view
conditional generation.

Rendering-based vs. MSE Loss. We further investi-
gate the impact of our training objective by comparing our
rendering-based reconstruction loss against a more direct
MSE (Mean Squared Error) loss computed directly on the
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Figure 9. Qualitative comparison of VAE reconstruction fi-
delity. We compare our Attribute VAE against the VAE used in
TRELLIS [45]. Our model (left) demonstrates a superior ability
to reconstruct high-frequency texture details from the latent repre-
sentation compared to TRELLIS (right).

Table 4. Ablation study on the DiT conditioning. Removing the
sparse latent condition significantly harms front-view consistency.

Model Variant (DiT) SSIM1t PSNR?t LPIPS|
Ours (Single View) 0.9421 30.0985  0.0627
w/o Sparse Latent Condition  0.9052  24.3984  0.0942

Input w.o. Latent Condition

Figure 10. Ablation on Sparse Latent Condition. Our condition
method yields more consistent results with the input image.

sparse color grid (i.e., the cube” loss). Although the MSE
loss is computationally simpler, it treats all voxels equally,
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regardless of their visibility or contribution to the final ren-
dered image. In contrast, our rendering-based loss operates
in the image space. This approach is more aligned with hu-
man perception, forcing the model to optimize for the final
visual projection. As shown in Figure 11 and Table 5, the
rendering-based loss yields results that are visually superior,
with sharper details and fewer artifacts, and quantitatively
better in terms of PSNR and SSIM metrics.

Input

Ours (w. Rendering Loss) w. Cube MSE Loss

Figure 11. Ablation Study on Rendering Loss. Our VAE produces
results with more details compared to cube MSE loss.

Table 5. Ablation study on the VAE reconstruction loss. The
rendering-based loss achieves superior reconstruction fidelity.

Model Variant (VAE) SSIM1 PSNR?T LPIPS |
Ours (w. Rendering Loss)  0.9841 33.21 0.0246
w/ Cube MSE Loss 0.9788 31.59 0.0421

6. Limitation

Despite the state-of-the-art results achieved by our frame-
work in 3D generation and perception, our framework’s re-
liance on a latent attribute grid makes its performance some-
times sensitive to the quality and topology of the input mesh
with mesh defects or severe self-intersections.

7. Conclusion

In this paper, we introduced a native 3D texturing frame-
work that resolves multi-view inconsistency and UV frag-
mentation issues in previous 3D texturing methods. Our
approach combines an Attribute Grid representation with
a Sparse Latent Conditioning Diffusion Transformer, en-
abling native texture generation and perception. Exper-
iments show that our framework reduces texture incon-
sistency and improves occluded regions, while delivering
state-of-the-art performance.



Geometry Roughness & Metallic Rendering Roughness & Metallic Rendering

Figure 12. Visualization for PBR Generation. Red Channel corresponds to Metallic and Green Channel corresponds to Roughness in the
Roughness & Metallic Column.
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