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Figure 1. Photorealistic 3D objects in the foreground are generated by Photo3D, featuring rich realistic details and stable 3D structure.
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Abstract

Although recent 3D-native generators have made great
progress in synthesizing reliable geometry, they still fall
short in achieving realistic appearances. A key obstacle
lies in the lack of diverse and high-quality real-world 3D
assets with rich texture details, since capturing such data
is intrinsically difficult due to the diverse scales of scenes,
non-rigid motions of objects, and the limited precision of 3D
scanners. We introduce Photo3D, a framework for advanc-
ing photorealistic 3D generation, which is driven by the
image data generated by the GPT-4o-Image model. Con-
sidering that the generated images can distort 3D struc-
tures due to their lack of multi-view consistency, we de-
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sign a structure-aligned multi-view synthesis pipeline and
construct a detail-enhanced multi-view dataset paired with
3D geometry. Building on it, we present a realistic de-
tail enhancement scheme that leverages perceptual feature
adaptation and semantic structure matching to enforce ap-
pearance consistency with realistic details while preserv-
ing the structural consistency with the 3D-native geometry.
Our scheme is general to different 3D-native generators,
and we present dedicated training strategies to facilitate
the optimization of geometry-texture coupled and decoupled
3D-native generation paradigms. Experiments demonstrate
that Photo3D generalizes well across diverse 3D-native
generation paradigms and achieves state-of-the-art photo-
realistic 3D generation performance.
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1. Introduction

3D generation has progressed rapidly in recent years
across both academia and industry [44, 48, 50, 60,
73]. Recent works have increasingly shifted from
score-distillation-based [47, 50, 62] and multi-view-based
approaches [6, 44, 45, 60] to 3D-native generation meth-
ods [37, 38, 65, 68, 73], which directly learn 3D distribu-
tions from large-scale 3D datasets [5, 10, 12, 13] to en-
able faster, more stable and fine-grained geometry gener-
ation. Generally, 3D-native generators can be categorized
into geometry—texture coupled and decoupled paradigms:
the former jointly learn geometry and texture, while the
latter first synthesize geometry and then generate tex-
tures with another 3D-native or multi-view-based textur-
ing model. The models in both categories are trained
or finetuned on large-scale 3D datasets. However, exist-
ing large-scale 3D datasets [5, 10, 12, 13] are predomi-
nantly composed of synthetic assets that differ from natu-
ral imagery, as high-quality real-world 3D collections re-
main scarce due to the difficulties of capturing data from
diverse-scale, deformable and dynamic natural objects. Al-
though some small-scale static real-world 3D datasets are
available [4, 15, 16, 53], constraints in current 3D represen-
tations and scanner precision often lead to over-smoothed
appearance, lacking fine-grained texture details. Conse-
quently, existing 3D-native generators often produce 3D
models with synthetic coloration and cartoon-like textures,
exposing a persistent gap between geometric plausibility
and appearance realism.

Compared with 3D data, 2D imagery offers richer and
more realistic appearance details. To enhance the real-
ism of 3D generation, the recent work Real3D [30] em-
ploys single-view image supervision with cycle-consistent
losses, yet the absence of stereo constraints leads to un-
stable geometry and limited around-view realism. A nat-
ural extension is to adopt multi-view real-world imagery
for supervision, such as the rendered views from real 3D
datasets [4, 15, 16] or captured photo collections [24, 53],
but these datasets are not well-suited for generalizable train-
ing due to their restricted category coverage and insuffi-
cient quality of appearance details. Alternatively, recent
image generators [11, 29, 33, 34] can synthesize realistic
multi-view images but lack intrinsic consistency, leading to
texture inconsistency and structural drift. Additional multi-
view generation finetuning [36, 45, 51] on 3D datasets still
fails to fully resolve these inconsistencies and instead bi-
ases the generated appearances toward synthetic 3D styles.
Therefore, how to construct more realistic and consistent
training data, along with robust training strategies to en-
hance realistic details, remains an open challenge.

To tackle this challenge, we introduce Photo3D, a
framework for geometric structure-aligned detail enhance-
ment in photorealistic 3D generation, as showcased in

Fig. 1. Our approach first generates realistic multi-views
that are well aligned with 3D assets to construct multi-view
consistent realistic details.  Specifically, we first cre-
ate 3D assets via 3D-native generation methods to rep-
resent real-world objects, which, however, may lack de-

tailed appearances. We then leverage the advanced im-

age generator, GPT-4o-Image [29], to enhance the re-

alistic appearance of 3D renderings by refining them
with fine-grained, texture-rich details. Unlike previous

geometry-conditioned image generation methods [2, 28,

73], our appearance-anchored refinement can achieve per-

ceptually finer alignment with the 3D structures, yielding

photorealistic multi-view images paired with their 3D ge-
ometry, which can provide high-fidelity training data for
detail-rich 3D-native generation.

However, the newly introduced realistic details may vary
slightly across views due to the inherent generative di-
versity of the image generator. Therefore, instead of en-
forcing strict pixel-wise supervision, we propose a relaxed
detail-enhancement scheme to facilitate feature adaptation
and semantic structure matching, allowing the model to
learn realistic appearance details from visually consistent
correspondences. Moreover, since different 3D-native gen-
erators adopt distinct generative paradigms and training
pipelines, to effectively incorporate realism priors in train-
ing, we design additional training strategies for different
paradigms. In summary, our contributions are threefold:

* We propose Photo3D, a framework that aims for photo-
realistic 3D generation by improving realistic appearance
details while preserving structural consistency. Dedicated
strategies are presented for different 3D-native paradigms
to facilitate training.

* We develop a 3D-aligned multi-view synthesis pipeline
and construct a realism-enhanced dataset, namely
Photo3D-MV, to support the training of photorealistic
3D-native generation models.

* Extensive experiments demonstrate that Photo3D
achieves state-of-the-art photorealistic 3D generation
across diverse 3D-native paradigms and benchmarks.

2. Related Work

3D Generation Paradigms. Recent 3D generation
approaches can be divided into optimization-based ap-
proaches [7, 8, 47,49, 50, 59, 62], which generate 3D mod-
els via score distillation but suffer from slow optimization,
and learning-based paradigms, which can be further catego-
rized into 2D-lifting and 3D-native approaches. 2D-lifting
methods [26, 36, 39, 44, 45, 60] first synthesize multi-view
images and then reconstruct them into a 3D model, but of-
ten exhibit multi-view inconsistency and limited geomet-
ric fidelity due to a lack of explicit 3D priors. In con-
trast, 3D-native generation [22, 38, 56, 63, 65, 68, 70, 72,
73] directly learns 3D data distributions from large-scale
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Figure 2. Overview of Photo3D. We first construct Photo3D-MV, a realistic, detail-enhanced multi-view dataset paired with 3D ge-
ometry, and propose associated schemes to learn realistic 3D appearance details. Paradigm-specific training strategies are designed for
geometry—texture coupled and decoupled paradigms: (a) diffusion-based 3D-native generator (e.g., Trellis [65]); (b) single feed-forward
3D-native texturing model (e.g., TexGaussian [66]); and (c) diffusion-based multi-view texturing model (e.g., Step1X-3D [37]).

3D datasets [5, 10, 12, 13], achieving more stable and
fine-grained geometry.

3D-Native Generation Pipelines. 3D-native generation
methods can be categorized into geometry—texture coupled
and decoupled approaches. Geometry—texture coupled ap-
proaches [9, 41, 65, 70] jointly learn geometry and texture
within a unified 3D framework, enabling end-to-end gen-
eration of consistent 3D geometry and texture. Decoupled
approaches [22, 37, 38, 68, 71, 73] first generate 3D geom-
etry and then infer texture in a subsequent stage. In the tex-
turing stage, 3D-native texturing models [43, 66, 69] learn
3D consistent appearance directly from 3D data, whereas
multi-view texturing models [2, 19, 25, 28, 40] use im-
age generators finetuned on 3D datasets to synthesize tex-
tured multi-views, and then fuse them into UV texture
maps. These 3D-native generation models rely heavily on
3D datasets [5, 10, 12, 13], which are mainly composed of
synthetic 3D assets, resulting in limited realistic details.

3D Photorealistic Enhancement. Recent efforts such as
Real3D [30] leverage single-view real-world images with
cycle-consistent supervision to improve appearance fidelity.
However, the lack of multi-view constraints causes geo-
metric inconsistency and unstable cross-view appearance.
Other approaches [18, 19, 25, 27] generate Physically Based
Rendering (PBR) material maps but keep the original tex-
ture unchanged, adding only renderer-dependent illumina-
tion and yielding limited improvements in appearance real-
ism. Meanwhile, real-world scanned 3D datasets [4, 15, 16]
suffer from low diversity and insufficient texture detail due
to limited scanning precision. In contrast, our Photo3D en-
hances 3D appearance during the generative process, pro-

ducing structure-aligned and rendering-independent photo-
realistic 3D models that generalize across diverse 3D-native
generation frameworks.

3. Method

This section presents the proposed Photo3D method.
We first develop a structure-aligned multi-view syn-
thesis pipeline and construct a detail-enhanced dataset,
Photo3D-MV (Sec. 3.1). Building upon this, we propose
a realistic detail enhancement scheme to refine appearance
realism while preserving 3D structure fidelity (Sec. 3.2).
Finally, we introduce paradigm-specific training strategies
to effectively integrate Photo3D into three representative
3D-native generative paradigms (Sec. 3.3). An overview
of the complete framework is shown in Fig. 2.

3.1. Photo3D-MYV Dataset

Capturing real-world objects is challenging because they
vary in scale and often exhibit non-rigid motion, and exist-
ing scanned 3D assets usually lack fine-grained surface de-
tails. To address this limitation, we leverage the advanced
closed-source image generator GPT-40-Image [29] to en-
hance the details of 3D renderings. While GPT-40-Image
can produce highly photorealistic images, its outputs of-
ten lack multi-view consistency, leading to structural
artifacts.  Therefore, we introduce a structure-aligned
multi-view synthesis pipeline and construct Photo3D-MV,
a detail-enhanced multi-view dataset paired with 3D geom-
etry to provide realistic priors for 3D generation.

As illustrated in Fig. 3, we begin the multi-view syn-
thesis by processing text prompts from DiffusionDB [64]
with LLaMA-3-8B [61] to obtain object-centric descrip-
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Figure 3. The structure-aligned realistic multi-view synthesis pipeline for Photo3D-MYV dataset. We first process text prompts from Diffu-
sionDB [64] to obtain object-centric descriptions with realistic attributes. We then use Flux.1-Dev [33] to generate images, serving as inputs
for 3D generation with Trellis [65]. Finally, we employ GPT-40-Image [29] to refine the multi-view 3D renderings into structure-aligned,
photorealistic images. These realistic multi-views, together with text descriptions and the generated 3D assets, constitute Photo3D-MV.
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Figure 4. Diverse distribution of top categories in Photo3D-MV.

tions with enhanced photorealistic attributes. We then
use Flux.1-Dev [33] to synthesize the corresponding
single-view images and remove their backgrounds. Next,
we employ Trellis [65], a 3D-native generation model,
to produce 3D assets, including structured 3D latents, 3D
meshes, and 3D Gaussian Splatting (3DGS) [32] models.
Subsequently, we render four orthogonal views of each
3DGS model, compose them into a single four-panel im-
age, and process this composite with GPT-40-Image [29]
using an editing prompt designed for cross-view-aligned
detail enhancement. The refinement enriches the photo-
realistic appearance while preserving consistent 3D struc-
ture. Notably, compared with other image generators,
such as Gemini-2.5-Flash [11] and Flux.1-Kontext [34],
GPT-40-Image achieves superior fidelity in realistic de-
tail enhancement. Finally, the resulting structure-aligned
multi-view images and text descriptions, paired with
the generated 3D meshes and 3D latents, constitute the
Photo3D-MV dataset, providing high-fidelity and 3D-
aligned realistic detail priors. Photo3D-MV contains 10K
objects across 373 of the 1.2K LVIS [23] categories, demon-
strating diverse coverage, as shown in Fig. 4. More details
of constructing Photo3D-MV are in the Appendix A.

3.2. Realistic Detail Enhancement Scheme

While Photo3D-MV provides strong realism priors with
structure-aligned multi-view images of each 3D object, four
multi-views are still insufficient to reconstruct fully textured
3D assets for 3D-native training. Instead, we leverage these
realistic images as supervision during training. However,
GPT-40-Image can introduce view-dependent detail vari-
ations, and hence enforcing strict pixel-level supervision
can cause misalignment in structures and textures. To miti-
gate these issues, we propose a relaxed detail-enhancement
scheme to maintain structural stability.

We first adopt perceptual feature adaptation to enhance
the visual quality. Specifically, we adopt a CLIP-based
loss [52] that aligns synthesized and GT images within a
shared embedding space, where the visual representations
preserve high-level semantic information. Since CLIP does
not support high-resolution input, we apply random crop-
ping to capture fine-grained details while preserving global
perceptual coherence, as shown in Fig. 5(a). Formally, for
a synthesized image I, and the GT image Igr, let 7.(-)
denote a random crop, ¢(-) the CLIP encoder, and C the set
of sampled crops. The perceptual feature adaptation loss is
defined as:

o= 3 (1

where (-, ) denotes the cosine similarity in the CLIP em-
bedding space. This random crop-wise formulation alle-
viates CLIP’s resolution limitation and enables the model
to capture fine-grained details while maintaining perceptual
coherence between the synthesized and GT images.

To further maintain structural stability, we introduce se-
mantic structure matching, which establishes correspon-
dences between semantically related regions of the syn-
thesized and GT images. We employ DINOv3 [57] as
the feature extraction backbone for this purpose, as its
dense and semantically discriminative representations en-
able fine-grained structural correspondence. Inspired by the
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Figure 5. Computatlon of Lagapt and Lomaech between a synthesized
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multi-view consistency metric in previous work [17], we de-
sign a structure correspondence objective to match semantic
patches between synthesized and GT images, ensuring lo-
cal structure alignment, as shown in Fig. 5(b). Specifically,
both images are rescaled to a unified resolution m x m to
obtain finer-grained patches and processed by the DINOv3
backbone t(-) to generate patch-level feature maps:

F w( syn) Fq = /(/)(IGT% (2)

which are flattened into token sets P = {f,} and Q@ = {f,}.
For each predicted token f,, we find the most semantically
matched target token f, by maximizing their similarity. The
semantic structure matching loss is formulated as:

Lmatch =

1
L= 5 > max(fy, fo), 3)
pEP

where (-, -) denotes the cosine similarity between two fea-

ture tokens. In this way, each region of the synthesized

image Iy, is matched with its most semantically similar

counterpart in the GT image /gt within the semantic feature

space, establishing fine-grained structural correspondence.
Finally, we can define our realism loss as:

£real = Eadapt + £matcha (4)

which facilitates both realistic detail enhancement and se-
mantic structure alignment.

3.3. Paradigm-Specific Training

While we introduce a general realistic detail-enhancement
scheme, its application to different 3D-native generative
models needs paradigm-specific training designs. Accord-
ingly, as illustrated in the middle of part of Fig. 2, we de-
velop distinct training strategies for geometry—texture cou-
pled and decoupled 3D-native generation paradigms.

Coupled 3D-Native Generation. For geometry—texture
coupled 3D-native generation, we choose the representative
diffusion-based generator Trellis [65] for training. Trellis
encodes 3D models into structured 3D latents and learns
their distributions through a 3D diffusion process. Since

four views are insufficient to texture a 3D model, which
is further analysed in the Appendix B, we design a novel
strategy to integrate realistic detail priors into the diffusion
training without relying on GT 3D latents.

As illustrated in Fig. 2(a), we first sample a structured
3D latent x( and perturb it with Gaussian noise to obtain
a noised latent z;. We take the corresponding realistic
multi-views as GT images Igr and randomly select a single
view as the condition image I.onq. The noised latent x; and
condition image I.,nq are fed into a 3D diffusion model pa-
rameterized by 6 to predict the clean latent Zy, which is sub-
sequently decoded by a 3D decoder D¢ into a 3DGS model.
The 3DGS model is rendered at the same viewpoints as Igr
and supervised with our realism loss L., formulated as:

%1,1(;{1 ]Ezo-, t Teond |:£rea] (D¢(i0)7 IGT)} ’ (5)

JAJO =Tt — tUG(xta t) Icond)7

where vy represents the learned velocity field that rectifies
the noisy 3D latent x; toward a clean latent Zy. Although
the original image condition of the x differs from the cur-
rent input I o4, adding noise to xy encourages the diffusion
model to explore an expanded generative space toward re-
alism derived from the paired realistic GT images.

Decoupled 3D-Native Generation. For the geome-
try—texture decoupled paradigm, we design distinct train-
ing strategies for 3D-native and multi-view texturing mod-
els based on 3D-native geometry. We first employ TexGaus-
sian [66], a single feed-forward 3D-native texturing model
that generates an octree-based 3DGS directly from a given
3D mesh in one pass, serving as the GT for texture opti-
mization of the 3D mesh. As shown in Fig. 2(b), we train
the texturing model Ty, conditioned on a 3D mesh M from
Photo3D-MYV and a text description yxt, to generate a tex-
tured 3DGS, which is then rendered at the same viewpoints
as Igr and supervised by L, , defined as:

nbin Em, Yeext {‘Creal (T9 (ylexb M)7 IGT)} . (6)

This single feed-forward 3D-native texturing process en-
ables efficient and direct synthesis of photorealistic and ge-
ometrically consistent appearances on 3D-native geometry.

For multi-view generation methods, we adopt the rep-
resentative Step1X-3D texturing model [37], which is built
upon the pretrained single-image diffusion model [42] and
fine-tuned on 3D datasets for multi-view generation. How-
ever, the fine-tuned model often produces over-smoothed
textures, thereby reducing the realism and fine details in
the generated textures. To solve this problem, as shown in
Fig. 2(c), we encode the realistic multi-view images from
Photo3D-MYV into multi-view latents Xy = {z;}?_,, where
each x; corresponds to a single-view image, and add Gaus-
sian noise to X, to obtain the noised latents X;. The



Table 1. Comparison on the ImageNet and Real 3D datasets. Quantitative metrics evaluate input fidelity (CLIP, KID), detail realism
(MANIQA, MUSIQ), and overall aesthetic quality (NIMA, Aesthetic Score). Qualitative metrics include the Gemini-2.5-based winning

rate and human-rated realism scores (1-5 scale, higher indicates greater realism) on 20 objects for each method.

Quantitative Metrics

‘ Qualitative Metrics

Method Fidelity Realism Aesthetic Quality ‘ Gemini Human
CLIPT KID] MANIQAT MUSIQT NIMAT Aes.t? ‘ Winning Rate%1 Scoret
ImageNet [54]
Real3D 0.600 0.074 0.261 29.666 4.185 3.843 0 1.0
3DTopia-XL 0.646  0.080 0.420 63.576 4913 4.150 42.5 2.3
Hunyuan3D 0.645 0.058 0.458 69.396 5.182  4.558 55.0 2.5
Trellis 0.672  0.045 0.438 69.108 5.239  4.682 68.1 34
Photo3D (Trellis) 0.679 0.044 0.470 72.385 5.548 4.927 95.0 4.4
Step1X-3D 0.672  0.046 0.438 70.471 5.387 4.701 66.9 34
Photo3D (Step1X-3D) 0.674 0.045 0.447 72.215 5412 4.776 80.0 3.8
TexGaussian 0.607 0.104 0.412 65.003 4.611 4.197 13.8 1.4
Photo3D (TexGaussian) 0.638 0.082 0.445 70.273 5.151 4.576 28.8 3.0
Real 3D Datasets (GSO [16], Omni3D [4], DTC [15])
Real3D 0.732  0.047 0.259 30.004 4.066 3.684 0 1.0
3DTopia-XL 0.831 0.015 0.382 57.085 4484 4.082 46.9 2.1
Hunyuan3D 0.811 0.006 0.440 63.585 4.607 4.524 50.6 2.5
Trellis 0.853  0.002 0.427 64.155 4.653 4.481 70.6 39
Photo3D (Trellis) 0.864 0.002 0.459 65.724 4.856 4.689 93.8 4.8
Step1X-3D 0.849  0.004 0.416 63.132 4713 4516 65.0 3.1
Photo3D (Step1X-3D) 0.856 0.004 0.424 64.904 4.738 4.593 83.1 3.6
TexGaussian 0.749 0.039 0.441 61.837 4440 4.346 14.4 1.7
Photo3D (TexGaussian) 0.766 0.039 0.444 64.706 4.642 4.531 25.6 1.8

diffusion-based model takes X; as input and the rendered
geometry images of the 3D mesh M as the condition, pre-
dicts the noise €y, and restores the clean latents XO. The
frozen 2D decoder Dy from the texturing model then de-

codes X into images for our realism supervision as:

mein Ex,.t, Lo [Ereal(D¢(X0)7 IGT)}

XO =0 Xt - ﬂt EG(Xtv ta Icond;M)v

(7

where o, and B; are the noise scheduling coefficients. With
this training strategy, we are able to advance the multi-view
texturing models with high-fidelity realistic details.

4. Experiments

4.1. Experiment Setup

Baseline Models and Fine-tuning Details. We use the
proposed Photo3D-MV dataset to finetune three represen-
tative 3D generators as our Photo3D models. The first is

Trellis [65], a geometry—texture coupled 3D-native gener-
ator, while the other two are geometry—texture decoupled
approaches, Step1X-3D [37], and TexGaussian [66]. Since
TexGaussian is a texturing model, we couple it with the 3D
geometries generated by Step1X-3D.

We fine-tune these models on 8§ NVIDIA H20 GPUs fol-
lowing their original training and inference hyperparam-
eters with the AdamW optimizer [46]. Specifically, we
fine-tune Trellis [65] (1.1B parameters) for 100K steps
with a batch size of 1 and a learning rate of 1 x 1074,
For TexGaussian [66], we fine-tune its Objaverse-trained
text-conditioned model for 10K steps with a batch size of
5 and a learning rate of 4 x 10~*. For Step1X-3D [37], we
fine-tune its texturing model for 10K steps with a batch size
of 1 and a learning rate of 1 x 10~%. We set both the input
and output image resolutions to 512 x 512. For computing
Linach, We set the upsampling resolution to m = 1024.

Compared Methods and Evaluation Datasets. We com-
pare our fine-tuned 3D generators with their original coun-



terparts, as well as several advanced models, including
Real3D [30], an approach emphasizing realistic 3D gen-
eration based on the large 3D reconstruction model [26],
3DTopia-XL [9] and Hunyuan3D 2.0 [73].

For evaluation, we employ two types of test sets.
First, we select 400 high-quality samples based on aes-
thetic scores [55] from real 3D scanned datasets, includ-
ing Google Scanned Objects (GSO) [16], OmniObject3D
(Omni3D) [4], and Digital Twin Catalog (DTC) [15], as
the test set. Considering that these scanned 3D data have
limited category diversity and often exhibit insufficient
fine-details, we further select 1,000 images with top aes-
thetic scores from the ImageNet [54] dataset as another
test set. Since ImageNet images often contain occlusions,
we use Gemini-2.5-Flash [11] to extract clean and com-
plete foregrounds. Besides, we use BLIP-2 [35] to generate
paired descriptions as text input prompts.

Evaluation Metrics. We quantitatively evaluate the fi-
delity, realism, and aesthetic quality of the generated 3D
assets. Fidelity is evaluated using CLIP similarity [52] and
Kernel Inception Distance (KID) [3], measuring the align-
ment between multi-view renderings and their input images.
Realism is measured with MANIQA [67] and MUSIQ [31],
which estimate the realism of rendered images. The overall
aesthetic quality is assessed using NIMA [58] and the aes-
thetic score [55]. We further qualitatively evaluate the 3D
perceptual realism using Gemini-2.5 [11] and human eval-
uation. Gemini-2.5 performs pairwise comparisons to com-
pute the winning rate among different 3D models, while the
user study involves 20 participants to rate each model on a
1-5 scale, where higher scores indicate greater realism.

4.2. Experimental Results

We compare Photo3D with the competing methods in Tab. |
and Fig. 6. Two observations can be made. First, across dif-
ferent 3D generation paradigms, Photo3D consistently im-
proves its baseline model in both quantitative and qualita-
tive metrics. Second, the Photo3D model built upon Trellis
achieves the best performance among all models.

In particular, as shown in Tab. I, Photo3D effectively
enhances the photorealistic performance, leading to more
faithful generation for real-image inputs and correspond-
ingly higher fidelity scores. Specifically, it better retains
fine 3D structural details and maintains cross-view percep-
tual coherence, yielding realistic views aligned with the ap-
pearance of the conditioned input perspectives. For realism
assessment, the consistently higher realism scores validate
Photo3D’s capacity to enrich realistic fine-grained details.
In terms of visual aesthetic quality, Photo3D-MV offers di-
verse and photorealistic multi-view supervision with high
aesthetic scores. Leveraging this prior, Photo3D produces
finer material details, more natural shading, and structure-
aligned textures, leading to visually superior 3D model gen-

Table 2. Ablation study on different supervision types. We ana-
lyze the effect of each component of our method and other super-
vision approaches on Photo3D (Trellis).

Method Fidelity Realism Aesthetic Quality
CLIPt KID{ MANIQAt MUSIQT NIMA?1  Aes.t
Ours 0.679 0.044 0.470 72.385 5.548 4.927
W/0 Ladapt 0.668 0.054 0.308 61.681 4.726 4.579
W/0 Liatch 0.671 0.048 0.409 71.069 5.400 4.897

w/o all (Baseline) 0.672 0.045 0.438 69.108 5.239 4.682

With Other Realistic Enhancing Supervision Types

w/ L2 loss 0.598 0.195 0.346 55.281 4.782 4.225
w/ Gram loss 0.671  0.049 0.444 69.646 5.241 4.682
w/ GAN loss 0.672  0.046 0.468 72.058 5.260 4.901

eration. Qualitatively, both Gemini and human evaluations
confirm that Photo3D delivers more realistic 3D generation.

We further visualize the generated 3D results in Fig. 6.
We can see that the Real3D model generally fails to synthe-
size plausible novel views, whereas 3DTopia-XL and Hun-
yuan3D often produce smooth and synthetic textures, pos-
sibly due to the domain bias introduced by their reliance
on predominantly synthetic 3D training datasets. More de-
tailed visualizations are in the Appendix C.

Analyses. We then analyze the 3D generation pipelines
of our fine-tuned models, including Trellis, SteplX-3D
and TexGaussian, together with their corresponding origi-
nal counterparts. First, for the geometry—texture coupled
pipeline represented by Trellis, it produces 3D consistent
textures on 3D-native geometry but still exhibits unrealistic
appearances. For example, in the wolf example, the fur tex-
ture lacks fine-grained hair strands and manifests as coarse
granular patterns, which can be attributed to the absence of
realistic exemplars in the training 3D datasets. In contrast,
Photo3D (Trellis) generates highly detailed and perceptu-
ally realistic textures, achieving stronger fidelity to the in-
put images. Step1X-3D adopts the geometry—texture de-
coupled paradigm, where the 3D geometry is first gener-
ated and then textured using a multi-view generation model.
Since it is trained on synthetic-dominant 3D datasets, the
textures often exhibit distortions. Photo3D (Step1X-3D)
alleviates these issues by being further trained on realistic
multi-view images, producing more faithful results, such
as the chestnut example. TexGaussian is a 3D-native tex-
turing model, and we apply it to the 3D geometries gen-
erated by SteplX-3D to evaluate its performance. Al-
though it generates 3D-consistent textures through a sin-
gle feed-forward pass, its limited generative capacity results
in a lack of fine-grained details. Photo3D (TexGaussian)
addresses these limitations by enriching the textures with
more natural surface variations and refined details, produc-
ing perceptually more realistic 3D results.

Overall, Photo3D consistently delivers more realistic 3D
generations across diverse 3D-native generation paradigms.
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Figure 6. Visual comparison of generated 3D assets between existing methods and our Photo3D models built upon different 3D generation
paradigms. For TexGaussian and Photo3D (TexGaussian), we use the generated captions of the input images as text conditions.

4.3. Ablation Studies

We then perform an ablation study on the supervision types
of Photo3D using the Trellis-based model. Specifically, we
compare the effects of different supervision losses on the
generated 3D quality. The results are presented in Tab. 2 and
Fig. 7. We see that removing Lygap, Which performs per-
ceptual feature adaptation, and keeping only Lyach for se-
mantic structural matching can preserve stable 3D structure
but result in low-resolution textures caused by patch-level
matching. Conversely, removing Lp,cn While retaining
Lagapt leads to texture misalignment and noticeable struc-
tural drift in the generated 3D models.

In addition, we compare other supervision approaches
for realism enhancement. A simple L, loss causes severe
texture distortion and even collapse of the generated 3D
model. The GAN loss [21] transfers certain visual realism
priors but fails to maintain semantic structure consistency.
The style-transfer Gram loss [20] focuses on global texture
patterns rather than spatial or lighting realism, leading to
limited improvement in 3D realism. These results demon-
strate the effectiveness and well-founded design of our re-
alistic detail enhancement scheme.

w/0 Linatcn w/0 Logapt w/o All (Baseline)

o~ =~

w/ GAN Loss

w/ Ly Loss w/ Gram Loss

Figure 7. Ablation results on rendered images of generated 3D
models. Highlighted regions mark areas with noticeable detail and
color variations for comparison.

5. Conclusion

In this work, we presented Photo3D, a framework for photo-
realistic 3D generation through structure-aligned detail en-
hancement. We first introduced a 3D-aligned multi-view
synthesis pipeline and built a realistic multi-view dataset,
Photo3D-MV. We then proposed a general detail enhance-



ment scheme with specific training strategies for different
3D-native generation paradigms. Experiments showed that
Photo3D could consistently and significantly improve the
photorealistic appearance of the 3D models generated by its
original counterpart, achieving state-of-the-art photorealis-
tic 3D generation performance. This highlighted the poten-
tial of leveraging 2D knowledge to complement costly and
limited 3D assets, enabling advanced 3D generation.

Limitations. While Photo3D produces photorealistic 3D
models using realistic detail priors from GPT-40-Image, the
generated 3D appearance may inherit its generation prefer-
ences. This bias can be reduced with the evolving advances
in image generators, which will be our future work.
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Appendix

A. More Details for Photo3D-MV

As mentioned in the main paper, we developed a structure-
aligned multi-view synthesis pipeline to construct the
detail-enhanced dataset Photo3D-MV. In this pipeline, we
first process the text prompts, then generate the correspond-
ing images, construct 3D models from these images, and
finally refine the rendered results to achieve greater realism.
Specifically, for the text prompt processing stage, we
employ LLaMA-3-8B [1] to transform the input text from
DiffusionDB [64] into object-centered descriptions, while
appending unified realistic constraints to ensure photore-
alistic image generation. For the final realistic multi-view
generation stage, we use GPT-4o-Image to generate detail-
enhanced multi-views on the rendered images with an edit-
ing prompt. The textual prompts we used are as follows:

Text Prompt Processing (Input for LLLaMA-3-8B)

“Optimize this prompt into a single, high-quality, photorealis-
tic physical object description, focusing on realistic materials,
detailed textures, and authentic visual qualities: {Raw_Text}.”

Realistic Constraints (Input for Flux.1-Dev [33])

“{Text_Prompt}, real camera shot, real photograph, pure white
background with no shadows, complete object, high-quality
photography, macro lens detail, professional studio lighting.”

Realistic Multi-View Generation (Input for GPT-40-
Image [29])

“Edit Image, photorealistic micro-refinement only, make it a
real object; strictly preserve exact composition and framing
(NO recomposition); lock camera parameters (position, rota-
tion, FOV, focal length); lock scale and subject position; pre-
serve exact geometry, silhouette and perspective; fix tiny arti-
facts; refine textures and micro-details; keep colors and light-
ing exactly the same.”

Besides, we also evaluated several recent advanced
image generators for realistic multi-view generation,
including GPT-4o0-Image, Gemini-2.5-Flash [11], and
Flux.1-Kontext [34], which are capable of both text and
image conditioned generation. Notably, GPT-4o0-Image
achieves superior performance in fine-grained realistic de-
tail enhancement and is therefore adopted in our frame-
work. Since the Trellis-generated 3D models will have
some color distortions, we further align the generated views
with the rendered views by performing per-channel his-

togram matching in the CIE L*a*b* [14] color space, so
that the luminance and color distributions can match the
original rendered views while preserving the 3D structure.
Comparisons among multi-views generated by different im-
age generators are shown in Fig. 8.

B. Analyses on Training Strategies

We analyze different training strategies for diffusion-based
geometry—texture coupled 3D generation. In the origi-
nal training paradigm of the geometry—texture coupled 3D-
native generator Trellis, each 3D asset is first rendered into
about 150 multi-view images, which are then projected onto
the asset’s voxelized representation and subsequently en-
coded into a structured 3D latent. Following the original
Trellis paradigm, we attempt to construct GT 3D latents by
projecting the 4 realism-enhanced multi-view images onto
the sparse structures generated in the preceding 3D sparse
structure generation stage of Trellis, and jointly train the
3D VAE models on the resulting structured 3D latents un-
der the supervision of realism-enhanced multi-view images.
However, since the reconstructed structured 3D latent ap-
pearance mainly depends on the information provided dur-
ing projection, four orthogonal views cannot fully cover
the latent volume, leading to blurred regions in the un-
seen areas (Fig. 9(a)), or ensure detail consistency across
views (Fig. 9(b)), resulting in distorted 3D structures. Con-
sequently, such structured GT 3D latents provide insuffi-
cient supervision for realistic 3D generation. Our proposed
realism-enhancement scheme offers a more robust solution
that overcomes this limitation.

C. More Results

We present more 3D generation results produced by
Photo3D, together with those of its baseline counterparts,
in Fig.10, Fig. 11 and Fig.12. Note that for the 3D-native
texturing model TexGaussian [66], we first input the images
into Step1X-3D to obtain untextured 3D meshes. Subse-
quently, we use BLIP-2 [35] to generate captions for each
image, which are then adopted as text conditions for both
TexGaussian and Photo3D (TexGaussian).
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Figure 8. Comparisons of realistic-detail-enhanced multi-view generation with different image generators.
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Figure 9. (a) Incomplete view coverage causes blurred regions. (b) Inconsistent details across views lead to distorted 3D structures.
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"there is a blue
bird that is flying
in the sky"”

"there is a turtle
that is flying in
the sky with its
head down"

"a shark with open
mouth and open
mouth in the air”

"a monkey with a
very large face
and a very long
neck”

“there is a man in
a raft paddling
on a boat”
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Figure 10. Comparison of 3D generation results between TexGaussian [66] and Photo3D trained on the TexGaussian’s 3D-native texturing
model. The results demonstrate the realistic appearance of geometry-texture decoupled 3D-native generation achieved by Photo3D.
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Figure 11. Comparison of 3D generation results between Step1X-3D [37] and Photo3D trained on the Stepl1X-3D’s multi-view texturing
model. The results demonstrate the realistic appearance of geometry-texture decoupled 3D-native generation achieved by Photo3D.
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Figure 12. Comparison of 3D generation results between Trellis [65] and Photo3D trained on the Trellis model. The results demonstrate
the realistic appearance of geometry-texture coupled 3D-native generation achieved by Photo3D.
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