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Figure 1. We present UniMo, an innovative autoregressive model for joint modeling of 2D human videos and 3D human motions within
a unified framework. Left: Unlike existing methods that map 3D motions to 2D maps for video-motion alignment, we directly use 3D
motions as inputs and outputs. Right: We unify the I2VM (Image-to-Video-and-Motion) and V2M (Video-to-Motion) tasks within a single
transformer framework, demonstrating the effectiveness of the proposed method.

Abstract

We propose UniMo, an innovative autoregressive model for
Jjoint modeling of 2D human videos and 3D human motions
within a unified framework, enabling simultaneous genera-
tion and understanding of these two modalities for the first
time. Current methods predominantly focus on generating
one modality given another as the condition or integrating
either of them with other modalities such as text and au-
dio. Unifying 2D videos and 3D motions for simultaneous
optimization and generation remains largely unexplored,
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presenting significant challenges due to their substantial
structural and distributional differences. Inspired by the
LLM’s ability to unify different modalities, our method mod-
els videos and 3D motions as a unified tokens sequence,
utilizing separate embedding layers to mitigate distribution
gaps. Additionally, we devise a sequence modeling strategy
that integrates two distinct tasks within a single framework,
proving the effectiveness of unified modeling. Moreover, to
efficiently align with visual tokens and preserve 3D spatial
information, we design a novel 3D motion tokenizer with a
temporal expansion strategy, using a single VQ-VAE to pro-
duce quantized motion tokens. It features multiple expert
decoders that handle body shapes, translation, global ori-
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entation, and body poses for reliable 3D motion reconstruc-
tion. Extensive experiments demonstrate that our method si-
multaneously generates corresponding videos and motions
while performing accurate motion capture. This work taps
into the capacity of LLMs to fuse diverse data types, paving
the way for integrating human-centric information into ex-
isting models and potentially enabling multimodal, control-
lable joint modeling of humans, objects, and scenes.

1. Introduction

Digital human modeling is a fundamental task in computer
vision. Integrating 3D motions and 2D videos plays a piv-
otal role in extensive tasks, including human video synthe-
sis and motion capture. For human video synthesis, most
methods [14, 29, 35, 52] focus on producing human videos
that are consistent with input motions. In the realm of
motion capture [12, 22, 37], they aim to capture the cor-
responding 3D motions from input videos. However, the
aforementioned methods primarily use one modality as the
condition to generate another, without engaging in joint
modeling and optimization of both modalities.

This paper focuses on unifying 2D human videos and
3D human motions to achieve joint optimization and gen-
eration. Recently, large language models (LLMs) [4] have
been widely applied in various large vision-language mod-
els [1, 2, 13, 30], effectively capturing the relationships
among different modalities such as audio, text, and vision.
Building on this, numerous approaches leverage LLM-style
frameworks to integrate motions with different modalities,
including vision [7, 25, 28], text [51], and audio [31].
While the above methods integrate multimodal data using
LLM-style structure, they primarily focus on generating one
modality based on another. The task of unifying 2D videos
and 3D motions for simultaneous optimization and genera-
tion has not been thoroughly explored, especially in terms
of aligning these two different modalities for joint genera-
tion. Inspired by the LLM’s ability to unify different modal-
ities, we explore the possibility of transferring this capabil-
ity to our specific task.

The primary challenge with 3D motions lies in the lack
of explicit spatial correspondence with 2D videos, which
inhibits integration via straightforward operations like ad-
dition or concatenation [14]. In this paper, we introduce a
novel autoregressive (AR) framework for joint modeling of
2D human videos and 3D human motions, achieving simul-
taneous optimization and generation of these two modali-
ties for the first time. Unlike existing single-task methods,
our unified framework efficiently performs both generation
and understanding tasks, as illustrated in Fig. 1, further ad-
vancing the ability of LLMs to integrate various data types.
For the generation task, the model simultaneously produces
videos and corresponding 3D motions from a single image.

For the understanding task, it captures corresponding 3D
motions from video inputs. To unify these two tasks, we
design a novel sequence modeling strategy that assigns cor-
responding tasks based on the input tokens. Moreover, mo-
tion tokens differ from visual tokens with respect to token
distribution, and the model simultaneously outputs tokens
from two modalities, which can easily lead to potential con-
fusion between them. Therefore, we design distinct embed-
ding layers for each modality to mitigate distribution gaps
and enhance alignment, incorporating learnable vocabulary
embeddings and positional embedding methods.

Another challenge lies in constructing 3D motion rep-
resentations for seamless integration with visual informa-
tion within our AR framework. A straightforward approach
is to represent 3D motions similarly to visual tokens. Re-
cently, MotionGPT [17], SOLAMI [ 18], and Duolando [39]
have explored 3D motion tokenizers, based on 3D keypoints
or SMPL(X) parameters. 3D keypoints are relatively sim-
ple but insufficient to represent complex human motions.
Therefore, we use SMPL-X [33] to model human motions,
incorporating 3D parameters like body shapes, translation,
global orientation, and body poses. However, applying cur-
rent tokenizers directly to our task introduces two main
challenges. Firstly, most methods employ temporal com-
pression to reduce resource usage, which is effective for
motion-text alignment but results in a token quantity im-
balance in video-motion modeling. Secondly, many ap-
proaches segment the human body into multiple parts, pro-
cessing each separately with several VQ-VAEs. Although
this improves reconstruction accuracy, it results in multi-
ple sets of motion tokens, thus increasing complexity for
our unified model. To overcome these challenges, we pro-
pose a novel 3D motion tokenizer that models all SMPL-
X parameters using a single VQ-VAE, complemented by
a novel temporal expansion strategy to enhance reconstruc-
tion accuracy and balance the quantity of vision tokens. The
proposed tokenizer generates motion tokens while ensuring
accurate reconstruction, laying the foundation for effective
multimodal fusion through AR.

By leveraging the proposed motion tokenizer and AR
model, our approach consistently generates both videos and
motions across two tasks, illustrating the potential of mod-
eling 3D motions and 2D videos within a unified AR frame-
work. This work not only explores the capacity of LLMs to
fuse diverse data types but also establishes a foundation for
embedding human-centric information into existing archi-
tectures, potentially enabling multimodal, controllable joint
modeling of humans, objects, and scenes. We summarize
our contributions as follows,

* A novel LLM-style framework jointly models 3D human
motions and 2D human videos, enabling simultaneous
generation and optimization of both modalities for the
first time.



* A novel 3D motion tokenizer employs a temporal ex-
pansion strategy to effectively quantize and reconstruct
SMPL-X parameters, laying the foundation for modality
integration and motion generation.

* A unified autoregressive model, featuring a novel se-
quence modeling and independent embedding strategy,
integrates two distinct tasks within a single transformer
model, effectively alleviating distribution gaps and align-
ing both modalities.

2. Related Work

Human Video Synthesis. The objective is to generate
a corresponding video given a single human image and
a sequence of driving motion. Current approaches pre-
dominantly utilize diffusion-based methods to tackle this
task, often employing UNet [5, 14, 23, 42, 48, 49, 52] or
DiT [11, 29, 35, 36] structures. To incorporate the driving
motions, they typically utilize 2D maps such as skeleton
maps, normal maps, and densepose maps [21]. However,
they only align 2D motions with visual latents at the input
stage and lack optimization of 3D motions.

Human Motion Capture. Motion capture [12, 19, 20, 22,
24, 32, 34, 37] is a classic task aiming at extracting corre-
sponding human motions from video inputs. For instance,
HMR [19] utilizes a CNN to regress SMPL parameters,
while 4DHumans [12] introduces a fully transformer-based
model based on an enhanced HMR and 3D tracking system.
Besides, GVHMR [37] estimates human poses in a novel
gravity-view coordinate to reduce ambiguity in image-pose
mapping. Typically, they commence video preprocessing
by tracking humans, detecting keypoints, and extracting
features, followed by regressing motion parameters from
these features. Besides, they primarily focus on the trans-
fer from videos to motions, lacking emphasis on the joint
modeling of the two modalities.

Human Video-Motion Joint Tasks. Some methods [7,
25, 28] employ joint modeling of videos and motions to
enhance the understanding of human behavior. However,
these approaches merely integrate the two modalities into a
unified representation at the input stage, lacking the capa-
bility to simultaneously generate both. VideoJAM [6], Ani-
maX [16], and OmniVDiff [46] introduce an appearance-
motion aligning framework based on diffusion models,
which represent motion information using 2D motion maps.
While 2D motion maps are flexible and can be easily repre-
sented as RGB videos, they inevitably suffer from the loss
of crucial 3D spatial information. SViMo [10] adopt dif-
fusion frameworks to simultaneously generate hand-object
videos and motions.

Human 3D Motion Tokenizer. The human motion tok-
enizer [11] is designed to compress and convert raw mo-
tion data, such as keypoints and SMPL-X parameters, into
motion tokens. MotionGPT [17] and SOLAMI [18] pre-

train the 3D human motion tokenizers using the VQ-VAE
architecture. However, their tokenizers require complex
and extensive data processing, including orientation adjust-
ments, foot contact modifications, and the application of
forward/inverse kinematics, which demands predefined hu-
man kinematic chains tailored to specific datasets. Recently,
Duolando [39] introduces a simplified motion tokenizer that
uses raw 3D joint coordinates as inputs. Nevertheless, they
independently process body poses and translation, and 3D
joints remain insufficient to fully capture complex human
motions.

LLM-style Video and Motion Models. Recently, autore-
gressive models [8, 43—45] based on transformer architec-
tures have demonstrated impressive results in multimodal
modeling. Cosmos [ 1] approaches world simulation genera-
tion as a next-token prediction task, akin to language model-
ing, and incorporates text embeddings using cross-attention.
Additionally, many methods [7, 17, 18, 26] leverage LLMs
to achieve unified generation and understanding of motions
alongside multiple modalities such as text and audio.

3. Method

The overall pipeline of UniMo is illustrated in Fig. 2. Our
goal is to model 3D motions and 2D videos without rely-
ing on 2D motion maps, achieving simultaneous generation
and optimization of them. Specifically, UniMo employs a
unified AR framework to integrate the two modalities and
implement two distinct tasks for validating the generation
and understanding capabilities. Notably, conventional un-
derstanding tasks are defined as understanding visual infor-
mation and generating textual responses based on queries.
In contrast, our task focuses on understanding human in-
formation from the video and capturing the corresponding
3D motion. In the image-to-video-and-motion task (I2VM),
given a single reference image I, the goal is to generate
subsequent T-frame videos along with corresponding 3D
motions M ,Zzl. In the video-to-motion task (V2M), given a
video sequence Vszl, the objective is to capture the corre-
sponding 3D motions.

We first introduce a 3D motion tokenizer tailored for our
task in Sec. 3.1, which is responsible for quantizing raw
3D motions M into motion tokens corresponding to visual
tokens. Additionally, this tokenizer can accurately recon-
struct M from the quantized tokens, establishing a founda-
tion for joint modeling. Then, we detail how autoregres-
sive modeling can unify visual and motion tokens within
a transformer architecture in Sec. 3.2, encompassing task-
specific sequence modeling strategies and independent em-
beddings adapted to various modalities. By simultaneously
optimizing two modalities and tasks, the model enhances
their correspondence and improves generative and under-
standing capabilities. After that, we discuss the training
strategies utilized for multi-task unification in Sec. 3.3.
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3.2 Unified Autoregressive Framework

Figure 2. Overview of UniMo. Left: We introduce a 3D motion tokenizer that is responsible for quantizing raw 3D motions M into motion
tokens corresponding to visual tokens and accurately reconstructing back to M from these tokens. The 3D motion tokenizer comprises a
motion encoder, a learnable codebook B, and multiple expert decoders. Right: Given visual tokens and motion tokens, we propose an AR
transformer framework with new sequence modeling strategies to unify the two modalities, enabling the execution of two distinct tasks
(only the I2VM task is illustrated in the figure). To better integrate the two types of tokens, we propose independent vocabulary embedding

layers and different positional embedding ways.

3.1. 3D Motion Tokenizer

To integrate 3D motions M with visual tokens and enable
their generation, it is necessary to develop a tokenizer that
accepts M as input, quantifying them into discrete tokens
akin to visual tokens, while also being capable of recon-
structing the original M. MotionGPT [17], SOLAMI [18],
and Duolando [39] have explored 3D motion tokenizers for
this target, based on 3D keypoints or SMPL(X) parameters.
3D keypoints are relatively simple but insufficient to fully
represent complex 3D human motion information. More-
over, obtaining SMPL(X) parameters offers greater value
in motion generation tasks. MotionGPT and SOLAMI are
SMPL(X)-based methods that require complex processing
of motions, including orientation adjustments, foot con-
tact modifications, and the application of forward/inverse
kinematics, making it difficult to generalize across diverse
datasets. Additionally, SOLAMI divides the human body
into multiple parts and designs several VQVAEs to inde-
pendently learn different segments and translations. This
configuration generates multiple sets of tokens, increasing
complexity in our unified model.

To address this, as shown in the left box in Fig. 2, we

use SMPL-X models [33] to comprehensively represent 3D
human motions and propose a novel 3D motion tokenizer
tailored to our task. Specifically, SMPL-X is a unified body
model with shape parameters trained jointly for the face,
hands and body. In our task, the body part is used to rep-
resent human motions through parameterized body poses
(0 € RT*63) shape coefficients (3 € RT*10), global
orientation (¢ € RT*3), and translation (r € RT*3).
The proposed tokenizer is capable of taking the entire set
of M = (0,8,¢,7) as inputs, quantizing them into dis-
crete tokens, and accurately reconstructing the SMPL-X pa-
rameters from motion tokens. Inspired by Duolando [39],
we employ a VQ-VAE structure comprising an encoder, a
learnable codebook, and multiple expert decoders. We first
cascade M along the last dimension channel, which result
in channels C' = (63 + 10 + 3 + 3). Then the encoder uses
1D convolutions transforming them into high-dimensional
semantic features I’ € RT/XC, where T' = T'/s and s is
the scaling factor. In data processing, the absolute position
of the first frame is preserved, while subsequent frames are
transformed into velocity representations by subtracting the
position of the preceding frame, thereby reinforcing tempo-
ral continuity. During reconstruction, the original positions



can be restored using prefix sum techniques. Subsequently,
the sequence Fszll = {f1, f2, .., fr'} is quantized by re-
placing each fj, with the nearest element in the codebook B,
transforming it into a discrete sequence of tokens. Finally,
we employ four expert decoders consisting of 1D convolu-
tions to individually reconstruct parameters 60, 3, 7, and ¢
from tokens.

Notably, most methods employ temporal compression to
reduce resource usage, which is effective for motion-text
alignment but results in a token quantity imbalance in our
task. Besides, SMPL-X parameters are more complex than
3D keypoints, resulting in greater learning difficulty and
poorer performance on motion metrics compared to key-
points [18]. To address this issue, we adopt an expansion
strategy for temporal processing. By setting s = 1/36, we
represent the SMPL-X parameters for one frame with 36
discrete tokens. This serves two purposes: (1) Visual tokens
significantly outnumber motion tokens, thus expanding mo-
tion tokens helps balance the disparity in their quantities to
some extent; (2) One of our objectives is the accurate recon-
struction of SMPL-X parameters, and expanding tokens can
improve accuracy. Please refer to the supplementary mate-
rials for the analysis of the impact of the quantity of tokens
on computational cost.

3.2. Unified Autoregressive Framework

Unified Motion-Visual Representation. Building on the
impressive performance of Cosmos [I] in autoregressive
(AR) video modeling, we adopt the Cosmos AR framework
as our backbone model. We utilize the Cosmos tokenizer to
quantize and compress the videos into visual tokens with a
compression rate of 8 x 16 x 16. However, in Cosmos, mul-
timodal sequence modeling is accomplished through cross-
attention, which prevents simultaneous generation and op-
timization of another modality. Inspired by LLMs [43, 47],
we structure 3D motion tokens and visual tokens into a uni-
fied sequence following an interleaved motion-video for-
mat. Given that our framework involves I2VM and V2M
tasks, we introduce special tokens to identify different tasks.
For V2M task, we format the sequence as:

[T1] [Vty Viy ... Viy] [STG] [Mt, Mty Mty), (1)

where T'1 means V2M task. V't and Mt represent the visual
and motion tokens, respectively. ST'G marks the beginning
of generation, with the conditional sequence placed before
it and the target sequence positioned after it. N and M
represent the number of visual and motion tokens, respec-
tively. Notably, we use 16 frames as a unit, meaning each
V't or Mt represents information from 16 frames.
For I2VM task, we format the sequence as:

[19] [It] [STG] [Vt1] [Mt1] [Vts] [Mta)] ... [Vin] [Mta,
(2)

where 72 means I2VM task. It is the single reference im-
age tokens. The sequence formats above are flexible by us-
ing a task-specific token at the beginning to distinguish two
tasks, and employing the ST'G special token to separate the
conditions from the targets within different tasks. Notably,
in Eq. 2, we define the target sequence as interleaved vi-
sual tokens and motion tokens. This design strengthens the
model’s capability to integrate both modalities simultane-
ously, enabling the generation process to leverage all previ-
ously incorporated modalities.

Vocabulary Embedding Layers. In the Cosmos AR
model, sequence modeling involves only visual modality,
and thus uses a single embedding layer to process all dis-
crete tokens. However, due to the inherent gaps between
motion and visual tokens, using a single embedding layer
may lead to distribution entanglement. Additionally, simul-
taneous generation of two modalities within one framework
raises the possibility of output modality confusion. To ad-
dress these issues, as shown in the right box in Fig. 2, we
employ two separated learnable embedding layers, one for
visual tokens and the other for motion tokens.

Positional Embedding Layers. Similar to Cosmos AR
model [1], we use Rotary Position Embedding (RoPE) and
Absolute Positional Embedding (APE) to model positional
embeddings. Firstly, we apply APE to the entire sequence
to directly model the positional relationship of interleaved
modalities. Additionally, to better align them, we imple-
ment two different RoPE modeling approaches to indepen-
dently process each modality (right box in Fig. 2). Specifi-
cally, for video embeddings, we adopt 3D factorized RoPE
to model both temporal and spatial dimensions. Given the
limited joint spatial information in motion embeddings, we
apply RoPE to the temporal dimension. Finally, we achieve
modality alignment by aligning the positions of two modal-
ities in RoPE. Specifically, for queries (@) and keys (K) in
attention operations:

Q = (RoPE(Qm) ® RoPE,(Q,)) + APE(Q.), (3)

K = (RoPE,,(K,,) ® RoPE,(K,)) + APE(K,), (4)

where (). denotes the entire sequence, Q represents the re-
sults after applying positional embedding. RoPFE,, and
RoPFE, represent motion RoPE and visual RoPE respec-
tively. @, and @, represent motion tokens and visual to-
kens respectively, and & denotes concatenation operations.
(K is processed similarly)

3.3. Training Strategy

UniMo is trained with a two-stage training approach. In the
first stage, we train the 3D motion tokenizer in an end-to-
end way using 3D motion data, and the training loss is:

Lvap = Lree(M', Mgi) + M| F = sg(B)|| +|sg(F) = B,
®)
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Figure 3. Comparison with the baseline on I2VM tasks. We present results in temporal order from left to right, sampling one frame for
every 10 generated frames. In our results, the simultaneously generated 3D motions are rendered and visualized in the top-left corner,
while the baseline does not generate motion. For a fair comparison, the baseline is finetuned using our training video dataset.

Table 1. Evaluation of the 3D motion tokenizer. For a fair com-
parison, we train SOLAMI with Human4DiT-Video dataset and
remove the hand VQ-VAE.

Methods | MPJPE | PA-MPJPE| PVE]  Accel]
SOLAMI | 243354  14.7212 29.6462 7.7384
Our 8.6344 5.3876 10.7010  2.4632

where L. is [ loss between the predicted value M’ and
the real value M. sg(-) means stop gradient operation
and A is the trade-off parameter. Similar to Duolando, we
add velocity and acceleration to perform L,... Notably, the
motion encoder is used only during the training phase.

In the second stage, the parameters of tokenizer are
frozen to serve as a quantizer, supplying discrete motion to-
kens for training the AR model. Attention masks are crucial
for AR models training, with most methods utilizing causal
masks to ensure that the current token can only attend to
preceding tokens. In our task, we apply causal masks to the
target sequence, while employing full masks on the con-
ditional sequence to enhance bidirectional context aware-
ness. In addition, we combine the data from the two tasks
in equal proportions to unify the multimodal and multi-task,
and train the AR model in an end-to-end way. The loss is
the cross-entropy:

L
— > logp(gilg<i, c), 6)

i=1

where L is target sequence length. g; is the i-th token in the
sequence and c means the conditions.

4. Experiments

4.1. Settings

Metrics. We employ distinct metrics to evaluate the gen-
erated videos and motions. For video evaluation, similar
to VideoJAM [6], we utilize VBench [50] to analyze vari-
ous disentangled features, including appearance and visual
motion attributes. Please refer to our supplementary pa-
per for more results. We evaluate the generated 3D mo-
tions in two ways. For I2VM tasks, we use FID and di-
versity (DIV) metrics to compare the distribution of gen-
erated motions with ground-truth motions. In line with
Duolando [39], we derive FID and diversity from mo-
tion features in AIST++ [27]. For V2M tasks, follow-
ing WHAM [38], we report metrics such as MPJPE, PA-
MPIJPE, PVE, and Accel.

We train our model on Human4DiT-Video [35], a dataset
comprising 10k in-the-wild monocular video clips with cor-
responding motion sequences. Besides, we observe tempo-
ral jitter in the motion dataset within Human4DiT-Video,
prompting us to use GVHMR [37] to re-extract the 3D
motion data. For evaluation, we select 300 single-human
clips from Human4DiT-Video [35], DNA-Rendering [9],
3DPW [40], RICH [15], and BEDLAM [3] as the testset.
It is important to note that our model actually uses 3D mo-
tions (SMPL-X) as both inputs and outputs. For intuitive
visualization, we render the generated 3D motions into 2D
maps in all visual results. In addition, due to the poor visual
effect of video tokenizer in Cosmos, we use SeedVR [41] to
enhance the visual quality of generated videos, which does
not disrupt our core goal of joint modeling the two modal-
ities. Please refer to our supplementary paper for more im-
plementation details.
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Figure 4. Comparison with different methods on the V2M task. It demonstrates that our approach achieves results comparable to current

state-of-the-art methods.

Table 2. Comparison of I2VM tasks. For motion-video consistency, GVHMR is used to extract motions as pseudo ground truth. Motion
diversity is assessed using the metrics from Duolando. The generated videos are evaluated with VBench, focusing on appearance (App.)
and visual motion (Mot.). The baseline (Cosmos) lacks the ability to generate motion and doesn’t involve consistency.

Method Video-Motion Consistency Motion Diversity Video Quality
MPIJPE| PA-MPJPE| PVE] Accel| | FIDJ DIVt App.T Mot.

Baseline | - - - - 35.7305 10.8601 | 0.7743  0.9249

Ours 41.3058 30.9548 473111 3.9984 | 27.3984 12.2522 | 0.8516 0.9441

4.2. Baseline Comparisons

3D Motion Tokenizer. Unlike existing methods such as
SOLAMI, which processes the human body into parts with
multiple VQ-VAEs, we utilize a single VQ-VAE to process
the entire SMPL-X parameters. To ensure the reconstruc-
tion accuracy, we propose a temporal expansion strategy.
Specifically, for a fair comparison, we use Human4DiT-
Video to fine-tune SOLAMI. Additionally, since our task
does not involve hand modeling, we remove the VQVAE
for hands from SOLAMI. As shown in Tab. 1, our tokenizer
exhibits superior performance in reconstruction accuracy.
Please refer to the supplementary paper for more results.
Image-to-Video-Motion Task. Since our method is
based on an AR structure, we employ Cosmos [I] as the
baseline for comparison, which adopts the same architec-
ture with ours. Specifically, Cosmos is a video genera-
tion model. To ensure a fair comparison, we fine-tune it
on videos from our training dataset for the image-to-video
task. As illustrated in Fig. 3, when provided with a sin-
gle image input, the baseline tends to generate distorted and
physically implausible limbs, whereas our method produces
more realistic movements. This may be because training
solely on human videos lacks an understanding of limb re-
lationships, while incorporating motion enhances the real-
istic constraints on video generation. In the quantitative
comparisons, we use VBench [50] to evaluate the gener-
ated videos, focusing on appearance (App.) and visual mo-
tion (Mot.) aspects. Additionally, the generated motions
are evaluated from two dimensions: consistency with the
generated videos and motion diversity. For motion-video
consistency, we use GVHMR to extract motions from the
generated videos as pseudo ground truth. As the baseline
model, Cosmos lacks motion generation capabilities, pre-

Table 3. Evaluation of the V2M task on Human4DiT-Video
dataset. Since we use SMPL-X extracted by GVHMR as pseudo
ground truth, GVHMR is excluded from metric calculation.

Methods | MPIPE | PA-MPJPE| PVE|  Accel]
GVHMR | - - - -
4DHuman | 56.0701  35.4769 67.7157 15.7393
Our 432689  28.1528 520143  4.5647

venting us from evaluating consistency. For motion diver-
sity, we extract motions from generated videos from Cos-
mos using GVHMR to represent its motion outputs. The
quantitative results, shown in Tab. 2, are consistent with the
visual results. Our predicted motions align well with the
generated video. Although the baseline and our method are
relatively close in terms of motion diversity and visual dy-
namics, the artifacts generated by Cosmos are quite notice-
able, resulting in reduced visual quality. Please refer to the
supplementary materials for more results.

Video-to-Motion Task. To demonstrate the potential of
joint modeling, we validate the effectiveness of the V2M
task across three datasets: 3DPW, RICH, and Human4DiT-
Video. Notably, as our primary focus is on exploring the
possibility of joint modeling 3D motion and visual informa-
tion, our experiments are conducted on single-person cases.
Accordingly, we select single-person videos to construct
the testset. As illustrated in Fig. 4 and Tab. 3, our method
achieves results comparable to current state-of-the-art meth-
ods. For more quantitative comparisons and results, please
refer to the supplementary paper.
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Figure 5. The ablation experiment on the V2M task. We compare our method against single-task training (Only V2M) and the approach

without independent embedding (Uni-Embed.).

Table 4. Evaluation of our 3D motion tokenizer on different set-
tings. For codebook utilization (Code. Util.), we randomly select
100 samples from the testset and calculate the proportion of dif-
ferent tokens, represented as n/ B, where n represents the number
of different tokens.

Methods MPJPE| PVE] Accel] Code. Util.
s=1/1 B=512 136.6638  155.1556 6.4386  80.08%
s=1/8 B=512 69.1781 97.2101 53642  91.99%
s=1/24 B=256 | 52.9926 85.0266  4.5206 97.66%
s=1/24 B=512 10.4653 12.7147  2.7336  96.09%
s=1/24 B=1024 | 47.4062 53.6114 45009  78.52%
s=1/36 B=256 | 26.8738 35.1941 3.1909  99.61%
s=1/36 B=512 | 8.6344 10.7010  2.4632 98.83%
s=1/36 B=1024 | 30.8471 44.2118  3.7807 86.13%
s=1/54 B=512 11.8932 17.878 29688  99.80%

4.3. Ablation Studies

3D Motion Tokenizer. To improve reconstruction accuracy
and balance the number of video tokens, we propose ex-
panding the motion token representation by using 36 to-
kens for each frame’s SMPL-X parameters M. Specifi-
cally, our experiments utilize GVHMR to extract the mo-
tions as pseudo ground truth. We conduct experiments to
thoroughly explore the effects of varying B and s. As illus-
trated in Tab. 4, increasing the codebook size results in de-
creased utilization and a decline in reconstruction accuracy.
This phenomenon may occur because 3D motion is rela-
tively simple, allowing a relatively small B to sufficiently
represent most distributions. However, when B becomes
too large, it increases the degree of overfitting. Furthermore,
when s is large (such as 1/1), the representation struggles to
capture complex motions effectively. Conversely, a smaller
s (such as 1/54) increases codebook utilization by providing
more tokens to represent motions. Despite this, reconstruc-
tion accuracy may suffer due to overfitting, suggesting that
a single frame of motion does not require an excessive num-
ber of tokens for accurate representation. Through quanti-
tative and qualitative comparisons, we demonstrate that our
3D motion tokenizer effectively quantizes and reconstructs
M, thereby establishing a solid foundation for AR training.
Please refer to the supplementary materials for an analysis
on how token quantity impacts computational cost.

Independent Embeddings. We employ independent

Uni-Embed.

Figure 6. The ablation experiment on the I2VM task. We com-
pare our method with single-task training (Only I2VM) and the
approach without independent embedding (Uni-Embed.). The ref-
erence image is in the top left corner.

embeddings for discrete tokens and positions to mitigate
distribution disparities between the two modalities and align
them, thereby avoiding confusion when simultaneously out-
putting video and motion tokens within the same trans-
former model. As illustrated in Fig. 5 and Fig. 6, we ex-
plore the use of a single embedding layer for both visual
and motion tokens, alongside a unified RoPE embedding
for the entire sequence. We then train the unified embed-
ding (Uni-Embed) jointly on two tasks. It is evident that for
complex motions, Uni-Embed is less effective in capturing
local details, such as those involved in squats, and strug-
gles to generate a variety of movements. Please refer to our
supplementary paper for more details.

Single Task. We integrate two tasks, 2VM and V2M,
within the same transformer framework to achieve two ob-
jectives. First, the two tasks are used to validate the effec-
tiveness of the proposed method. Second, we observe that
training two tasks together yields better results than train-
ing each one individually, indicating a synergistic effect be-
tween the two tasks. As illustrated in Fig. 5 and Fig. 6, in-
dependent training of the V2M task fails to attain enhanced
precision. Additionally, training only the I2VM model leads
to a decrease in motion diversity. Please refer to our supple-
mentary paper for more qualitative and quantitative results.



5. Conclusion

In this work, we introduce an innovative autoregressive
model for the joint modeling of 2D human videos and 3D
human motions within a unified framework. We propose a
novel 3D motion tokenizer to establish a direct connection
between 3D motions and visual information, thereby
avoiding the use of 2D motion maps as the proxy. By
designing task-specific sequence modeling strategies and
independent embedding methods, the proposed approach
effectively integrates the two modalities and tasks. Our
extensive experiments show that the model generates
corresponding videos and motions while capturing accurate
motions, proving the potential of the proposed method
and paving the way for advanced 3D/4D human modeling.
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