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Abstract

Nuanced expressiveness, particularly through fine-grained hand and facial expres-
sions, is pivotal for enhancing the realism and vitality of digital human repre-
sentations. In this work, we focus on investigating the expressiveness of human
avatars when learned from monocular RGB video; a setting that introduces new
challenges in capturing and animating fine-grained details. To this end, we intro-
duce EVA, a drivable human model that meticulously sculpts fine details based
on 3D Gaussians and SMPL-X, an expressive parametric human model. Focused
on enhancing expressiveness, our work makes three key contributions. First, we
highlight the critical importance of aligning the SMPL-X model with RGB frames
for effective avatar learning. Recognizing the limitations of current SMPL-X
prediction methods for in-the-wild videos, we introduce a plug-and-play module
that significantly ameliorates misalignment issues. Second, we propose a context-
aware adaptive density control strategy, which is adaptively adjusting the gradient
thresholds to accommodate the varied granularity across body parts. Last but not
least, we develop a feedback mechanism that predicts per-pixel confidence to better
guide the learning of 3D Gaussians. Extensive experiments on two benchmarks
demonstrate the superiority of our framework both quantitatively and qualitatively,
especially on the fine-grained hand and facial details. See the project website at
https://evahuman.github.io

1 Introduction

High-quality digital avatar modeling exhibits a broad range of applications related to VR/AR,
movie production, sign language, etc. For digital human representation, the nuanced capture of
expressiveness is crucial for enriching its fidelity and vitality. This is particularly evident in the
detailed portrayal of hands and facial expressions, which enrich the emotional depth and interactive
expression capability of humans avatars. In this work, we are dedicated to explicitly investigate
expressiveness while building human avatars from monocular RGB video. The studies task definition
is adopting a monocular human video as input and learning an animated human avatar which endows
multiple capabilities, e.g. novel view or novel pose synthesis.

It is non-trivial to incorporate expressiveness into human avatars, particularly due to subtle and
complex movements of hands and faces. Compared to the body, hand and face occupy smaller spatial
sizes and exhibit unique characteristics. For instance, hand is highly-articulated, exhibiting fine-
grained texture and self-occlusion among joints. In the process of building human avatars, it is crucial
to accurately capture the texture from monocular RGB video and perform animation effectively. A
prerequisite for achieving this goal is accurate alignment between human pose information and the
corresponding frame. However, current off-the-shelf detectors often fail when capturing fine details,
especially the hand region. Moreover, adapting the learning process of 3D Gaussians to accommodate
the granularity differences among various body parts, while faithfully constructing each part, presents
a significant challenge.
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Figure 1: Qualitative comparison on novel pose synthesis between SOTA method [23] and our EVA
method. Given a monocular real-world video, our EVA framework generates an expressive human
avatar, outperforming the previous SOTA method, especially for the hand and facial details.

Current studies [49, 32, 15, 23, 12] mainly focus on learning human avatar on the body region
and have made remarkable progress. Early works [49, 32, 15] mainly utilize NeRF as an implicit
representation but usually have the drawback of low training/inference speed. Recently, more and
more works are built on 3D Gaussian Splatting [20] for its effectiveness and efficiency, which could
further speed up rendering to over 100fps. GART [23] utilizes a mixture of moving 3D Gaussians
to approximate human geometry and appearance and enhances fine details with learnable forward
skinning and latent bones. GauHuman [12] proposes a new density control strategy, e.g. split and
clone with KL divergence and a new merge operation. However, these methods do not consider the
fine-grained details of hand and face, which cannot meet the requirement of expressiveness.

In this work, we introduce EVA, a drivable human model that meticulously sculpts expressive details
using 3D Gaussians and human parametric model. Given a monocular RGB video, we extract the
pose and mask information corresponding to each frame, which allows us to map each frame’s human
observation to a rest space. Once the avatar is constructed, it can be animated using linear blend
skinning given a new pose, followed by rendering to the 2D human image. To tackle new challenges
introduced by expressiveness, we start by solving the misalignment issue between pose and RGB
frame via a plug-and-play module. By employing a fitting-based optimization, this module could
produce more reliable pose predictions, facilitating a more robust foundation for following digital
avatar modeling.

Considering the granularity differences across different body parts, we propose a context-aware adap-
tive density control strategy for 3D Gaussian optimization. It leverages attributes specific to different
parts and historical gradient information, to adaptively control Gaussian density. Furthermore, to
improve the Gaussian optimization, we design a feedback mechanism, which adaptively predicts
confidence scores based on the rendering result, thereby ensuring the supervision signal effectively
transferring to the corresponding Gaussian. For evaluation on expressiveness, we build comparison
baselines from related body avatar methods with a few modifications and collect a new benchmark
called UPB containing in-the-wild upper body videos. The image quality is evaluated with multiple
metrics on the full, hand and face regions, respectively. As shown in Figure 1, we visualize the novel
pose synthesis results. It can be observed that the rendered image by our method largely outperforms
previous SOTA, with more fidelity in fine-grained details.
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Our contributions are summarized as follows:

• In this work, we introduce EVA, an approach that can build expressive human avatars based on
3D Gaussians. EVA can build these avatars from monocular RGB video and through extensive
experiments on two datasets, we demonstrate its superiority, particularly on the hand and facial
details.

• To enhance expressiveness, we propose a context-aware adaptive density control strategy to
accommodate the granularity differences across human parts, followed by a feedback mechanism
to better guide the 3D Gaussian optimization.

• To handle challenging in-the-wild videos, we propose a plug-and-play module, which critically
improves the SMPL-X alignment to the RGB frames compared to off-the-shelf methods. We
demonstrate the importance of this improvement in recovering accurate avatars.

2 Related Work

2.1 Human Avatar Modeling from Monocular RGB Video

Building the human avatar from monocular RGB video is a challenging task. Its challenges mainly
arise from dynamic capture and limited observation for each frame. Early works [32, 2, 37, 38, 3,
15, 49, 46, 39, 42, 6, 22, 41] mainly resort to the combination of implicit neural representations
like NeRF [29] and parametric models to represent human avatar with high fidelity and flexibility.
To tackle the issue of slow computation in implicit models, some works have proposed various
techniques to reduce training [10, 14] or inference time [34, 27, 5]. With the advent of 3D Gaussian
Splatting [20] that achieve both high-quality and fast renderings, more and more works [23, 26, 11,
12, 21, 24, 33, 13, 18] utilize it as the base representation, in coordination with parametric human
model like SMPL. GauHuman [12] leverages human prior and KL divergence to propose a new
density control strategy. In this work, we systematically explore expressiveness while building human
avatar from monocular RGB video and tackle the new challenges brought by expressiveness.

2.2 Expressive Human Representations

Expressiveness plays a vital role in non-verbal communication, which particularly involves hand
and face regions besides the body [44, 48, 51, 8, 9, 30, 16, 7, 36]. To represent the expressive
human, some parametric models are proposed, such as SMPL-X [30], Adam [17], GHUM [43],
and etc. These models usually have predefined topology and can provide compact mapping from
the low-dimensional embedding to the mesh representation. However, the predefined topology
limits its capability for depicting fine-grained texture. Following works build the human avatar via
neural 3D representations, jointly with the parametric model to provide human prior and animation
signals. X-Avatar [36] combines NeRF and SMPL-X to build the avatar. It further proposes part-
aware sampling and initialization strategies to ensure efficient learning from high-quality 3D scan
or RGB-D data. GVA [26] integrates the SMPL-X model to improve the rendering image quality.
AvatarRex [50] proposes a compositional avatar representation to separately model body, hand and
faces from multi-view RGB video data. Different from them, we aim to build the expressive human
avatar with real-world monocular RGB video as input, which is a more challenging setting.

3 Technical Approach

In this section, we first introduce the preliminary knowledge on the SMPL-X human model and 3D
Gaussian Splatting and present the general framework design on articulated human modeling. Then
we elaborate on the key technical contributions of our approach.

3.1 Preliminaries

SMPL-X. It is a parametric human body model, which extends the SMPL body model [28] with the
capability of modeling both hand gestures via MANO [35] and facial expressions via FLAME [25].
SMPL-X can be defined as a mapping function M(θθθ,βββ,ψψψ) : R|θθθ| × R|βββ| × R|ψψψ| → R3N , where
θθθ,βββ,ψψψ are the parameters for pose, shape, and facial expressions, respectively. The function of
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SMPL-X is formulated as follows:
M(βββ,θθθ,ψψψ) =W (T(βββ,θθθ,ϕϕϕ), J(βββ), θθθ,W), (1)

T(βββ,θθθ,ϕϕϕ) = T̄+BS(βββ) +BE(ϕϕϕ) +BP (θθθ), (2)
where BP (·), BS(·) and BE(·) denote pose, shape, and expression blend functions, respectively.
W is a set of blend weights. The pose, expression and shape corrective blend shapes, i.e., BP (θθθ)
and BS(βββ), add corrective vertex displacements to the template human mesh T̄. After that, linear
blend skinning W (·) [19] is applied to rotate the vertices in the template mesh around the joints J(βββ)
smoothed by the blend weights W, generating the final human mesh.

3D Gaussian Splatting. Previous NeRF-based methods [29] model the scene with an implicit
representation and render novel views based on volume rendering. In contract, 3D Gaussian Splat-
ting [20] (3DGS) models a 3D scene with a set of discrete 3D Gaussians and performs rendering
through a tile-based rasterization operation, which can reach real-time rendering speeds. Specifically,
Each Gaussian is defined with its central position p, 3D covariance matrix Σ, opacity α, and color c
modeled by Spherical harmonics as follows:

G(x) = exp(−1

2
(x− p)TΣ−1(x− p)), (3)

where x is an arbitrary position in the 3D scene. The covariance matrix Σ is decomposed into two
learnable components to make the optimization easier, Σ = RSSTRT , where R and S denote the
rotation matrix and scaling vector, respectively.

During the rendering process, each 3D Gaussian G(x) is first transformed to a 2D Gaussian G
′
(x)

on the image plane. Then a tile-based rasterizer is designed to efficiently sort the 2D Gaussians and
employ α-blending:

C(r) =
∑
i∈N

ciσi

i−1∏
j=1

(1− σj), σi = αiG
′(r), (4)

where r is the queried pixel position and N denotes the number of sorted 2D Gaussians associated
with the queried pixel. ci and αi denote the color and opacity of the i-th Gaussian.

Articulated 3D Human Modeling. We are motivated by works employing 3D Gaussian-based
methods for modeling articulated objects [12, 23]. We optimize 3D Gaussians in a canonical space,
which corresponds to a human in a rest pose [15]. The Gaussians are transformed from canonical
space to frame space via linear blend skinning (LBS):

pf = G(Jf ,θf )pc + b(Jf ,θf ,βf ), (5)

Σf = G(Jf ,θf )Σc +G(Jf ,θf )T , (6)

where pf ,Σf ,pc,Σc are the Gaussian mean and covariance in frame space and canonical space, re-
spectively. G(Jf ,θf ) =

∑K
k=1 wkGk(J

f ,θf ), b(Jf ,θf ,βf ) =
∑K
k=1 wkbk(J

f ,θf ,βf ) are the
rotation and translation, respectively, with respect to the K joints, and Gk(J

f ,θf ),bk(J
f ,θf ,βf )

are the rotation and translation, respectively, with respect to the k-th joint. wk is the LBS weight.

To perform accurate LBS, two important components should be provided, i.e., LBS weight and input
pose parameter. Learning LBS weights wk from scratch would be inefficient and can lead to a local
optimum in the early stage of the training. Therefore, for each Gaussian, we start with the LBS
weight of the nearest SMPL-X vertex and use an MLP fΘw

to predict an LBS weight offset w
′

k from
positionally encoded [29] Gaussian centers γ(pc). wk is therefore defined as:

wk =
elog(w

SMPL-X
k +ϵ)+w

′
k∑K

j=1 e
log(wSMPL-X

j +ϵ)+w
′
j

(7)

w
′

k = fΘw(γ(p
c)[k]) (8)

where wSMPL-X
k is the LBS weight of nearest SMPL-X vertex, ϵ = 10−8.

Starting from the input pose θSMPL-X, we further fine-tune it via a MLP-based network fΘθ
, which is

jointly optimized with the 3D Gaussian optimization process. The actual poses θ used in optimization
and rendering are therefore obtained as follows:

θ = θSMPL-X ⊗ fΘθ
(θSMPL-X) (9)

where ⊗ represents the vector pointwise product.
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Figure 2: Overview of the proposed EVA framework. Given a real-world monocular RGB video,
EVA first prepares well-aligned SMPL-X mesh via a plug-and-play module. Then EVA utilizes 3D
Gaussians Splatting to perform avatar modeling, with the prior incorporated from the SMPL-X model.
To improve the optimization, we propose context-aware adaptive density control and confidence-
aware loss to improve the expressiveness of the avatar.

3.2 SMPL-X Alignment for Real-World Video

An important requirement for the recovery of accurate human avatars is to initialize the optimization
with a reliable SMPL-X estimate. However, this can be challenging, given the limitations of current
off-the-shelf methods for SMPL-X fitting. This motivates us to propose a robust fitting procedure
that leverages multiple sources as pseudo Ground Truth (GT), including the initial estimation of
camera parameter, SMPL-X parameters, 2D keypoints and 3D hand parameters from off-the-shelf
tools [31, 45, 1]. The SMPL-X fitting procedure minimizes the following objective:

L(θθθ,βββ,ϕϕϕ) = L2D + λbpLbp + λhpLhp. (10)

The 2D keypoint constraint term derives the supervision signal from detected 2D keypoints, which is
formulated as follows:

L2D =
∑
i∈J

γiωiψ(ΠKKK(Rθθθ(J(βββ))i)− J2D
i ), (11)

where ΠK(·) represents the camera projection under the given camera intrinsic parameterKKK. ψ(·) is
the robust Geman-McClure error function which helps prevent the disturbance from noisy supervision
signals. Rθ(·) denotes the function which rotates the J(βββ) given the pose θθθ. J2D is the detected 2D
keypoints from the method [45]. γ and ω are the weighting parameters from predefined weight and
detection confidence.

Our prior terms contain two components which focus on the coarse-grained body and fine-grained
hand, respectively. For the body part, we utilize the variational human body pose prior [30] to
filter infeasible body poses. The variational pose prior can provide a compact mapping from
low-dimensional embedding η to rotation matrices of the body pose θb. To better optimize the low-
dimensional embedding η, the estimated body pose J3D

b [1] is treated as guidance, in coordination
with the added regularization term. The body prior loss term is formulated as follows:

Lbp = ψ(Rθ(Jb(β))− J3D
b ) + ||η||2. (12)

For the hand part, we utilize the hand estimation J3D
h from the method [31] to provide a better hand

spatial relationship, which is formulated as follows:

Lhp = ψz(Rθ(Jh(β))− J3D
h ) (13)

where the index h represents the joints corresponding to the hand. ψz means that the robust error
function only takes the z-axis coordinates into the calculation.
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3.3 Context-aware Adaptive Density Control

The core of optimizing Gaussian Splatting is adaptive density control, which generally contains two
operations, i.e., densification (split and clone) and pruning. The original strategy [20] selects a fixed
constant as the densification criteria. However, utilizing the fixed threshold does not leverage context
information, leading to sub-optimal Gaussian representations.

To this end, we propose a context-aware adaptive density control that leverages part attribute and
history gradient information. Each Gaussian inherently possesses attributes associated with different
body parts. These body parts vary in spatial size and characteristics. For instance, compared to the
body, the hand is much smaller in size, exhibiting fine-grained textures and a high degree of freedom.
It also leads to inherent differences in the Gaussian positional gradient changes across different body
parts during the Gaussian optimization process. Furthermore, a continuous increase in the Gaussian
positional gradient indicates that Gaussians need to be densified.

Specifically, we first initialize the 3D Gaussians with the vertices of the SMPL-X model. Since the
SMPL-X human model has the predefined topology, this initialization will give each Gaussian its
attribute information U on which part it belongs, e.g. body, hand or face. After that, considering
attributes and gradient history information, the densification threshold for the i-th Gaussian in a
certain attribute U is formulated as follows:

ϵi = e+
λt
R
(

t∑
k=t−R

∇i,k −
t−R∑

k=t−2R

∇i,k), (14)

where e is a constant and R represents the densification interval, and ∇k denotes the position gradient
of i-th Gaussian on at the timestamp k. Note that e and λt have different values for different attributes.
For the pruning strategy, we further append the human model prior via removing the points that are
far away from the SMPL-X template vertices.

3.4 Objective Functions

The whole framework is optimized under the objective functions as follows,

L = Lc + λmLm + λsLSSIM + λlLLPIPS , (15)

where λm, λs, and λl are loss weighting terms. The mask loss Lm calculates the consistency between
accumulated volume density and mask pseudo ground truth. The SSIM loss LSSIM is adopted to
improve the structural similarity between rendered image and ground truth image. The LPIPS loss
LLPIPS focuses on the perceptual quality of the rendered image.

Confidence-aware Loss Lc. Given a training video, it is inevitable that it will contain some
disturbance factors (e.g., misalignment, motion blur), which make it non-trivial to optimize the avatar
in the canonical space via observations across different frames. Therefore, we are motivated to
propose a feedback module to inform the framework which pixel should have high confidence, and
thus, should be taken into consideration with higher weight. This module takes the rendered image
and rendered depth as the input, and predicts a score for each pixel which represents the confidence
as follows:

C = µ+ exp(E(Ir, Dr)), (16)

where µ is a constant. Ir and Dr are the rendered image and rendered depth, respectively. Then
the confidence serves as an adaptive weighting factor on the per-pixel consistency. Eventually, we
formulate our confidence-aware loss as follows:

Lc = C ⊙ |Ir − I|1. (17)

4 Experiments

In this section, we first introduce the experimental setup, including datasets, implementation details
and evaluation metrics. Then we make comparisons with baseline methods both quantitatively
and qualitatively. Finally, we perform ablation studies on the most important components of our
framework.
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Table 1: Comparison with two expressive avatar baselines, i.e., GART + SMPLX and GauHuman
+ SMPLX, on the XHumans and UPB dataset. N-GS denotes the number of Gaussians. ↑ and ↓
represent the higher the better, and the lower the better, respectively.

Method N-GS Full Hand Face

PSNR↑SSIM↑LPIPS↓PSNR↑SSIM↑LPIPS↓PSNR↑SSIM↑LPIPS↓
Controlled setting: XHumans dataset
3DGS [20] + SMPLX 19,458 28.88 0.9609 44.93 25.28 0.9189 91.37 25.91 0.9087 101.04
GART [23] + SMPLX 89,571 27.73 0.9553 50.32 25.42 0.9151 99.53 25.86 0.9013 105.06
GauHuman [12] + SMPLX 17,134 29.16 0.9623 41.16 25.69 0.9225 88.16 26.27 0.9124 93.35
EVA 19,993 29.67 0.9632 33.05 26.27 0.9279 72.95 26.56 0.9157 72.30

Real-world setting: UPB dataset
3DGS [20] + SMPLX 21,008 25.31 0.9469 90.80 24.89 0.9425 66.19 24.57 0.9072 136.53
GART [23] + SMPLX 90,676 26.20 0.9511 78.90 25.25 0.9411 61.44 26.62 0.9253 93.28
GauHuman [12] + SMPLX 12,372 25.17 0.9455 84.87 24.67 0.9418 67.61 24.33 0.9035 113.13
EVA 20,829 26.78 0.9519 65.07 27.00 0.9524 45.90 26.85 0.9298 65.90

4.1 Experimental Setup

Datasets. The experiments are conducted on two datasets, i.e., XHumans and our collected UPB
dataset. XHumans [36] is captured in the controlled environment. It provides images with a
resolution of 1200 × 800, along with well-aligned SMPL-X annotations. There are 6 identities (3
male and 3 female) for evaluation. UPB is collected from sign language videos in the web, which
usually contain complicated hand gestures. The resolution of the videos is 1920 × 1080 and do not
contain any pose/SMPL-X annotations. UPB contains 4 identities (2 male and 2 female).

Implementation details. Our framework is implemented on PyTorch and all experiments are
performed on NVIDIA A5000. The hyperparameter λm, λs and λl are set to 0.1, 0.01 and 0.04,
respectively. We use SGHM [4] to extract the human mask. The Gaussian optimization lasts 2,000
iterations with the densification performed between 400 and 1,000 iterations. For other parameters,
we follow the original settings [20]. We present more details in the Technical Appendices.

Evaluation metrics. We evaluate the avatar quality through the rendered views following previous
works [23, 12]. We adopt the widely-used Peak Signal-to-Noise Ratio (PSNR), Structural Similarity
Index Measure (SSIM) [40], and Learned Perceptual Similarity (LPIPS) [47] to evaluate the rendered
images. For a more fine-grained evaluation, we report the above metrics on the full body, on the
hands and on the face regions, respectively.

4.2 Comparison with baselines

The baselines we use for comparison are adopted from related methods with a few modifications.
3DGS + SMPL-X is modified from 3DGS [20]. We add our articulated human modeling mechanism
to make it fit the task requirement. GART and GauHuman are originally designed to model body-level
avatars. They are animated via the SMPL parametric model, which lacks the capability of modeling
hands and facial expressions. Therefore, we replace the driven signal with the SMPL-X model and
denote them as GART + SMPL-X and GauHuman + SMPL-X, respectively. Among these baselines,
GauHuman is mostly related to our approach. Our differences are mainly reflected in the adaptive
density control strategy, objective functions and the SMPL-X alignment for the real-world videos,
which are also consistent with our main technical contributions.

As shown in Table 1, we conduct experiments on the XHumans and UPB datasets to evaluate the
effectiveness of our method. The former is captured in the controlled setting with accurate SMPL-X
annotations, while the latter is oriented at the accessible video in daily life without pose information.
Since accurate SMPL-X annotation is hard to get in real-world scenarios, UPB is a more challenging
benchmark. We observe that our method achieves state-of-the-art performance on these two datasets.
Since the XHumans dataset contains SMPL-X annotation, we do not apply our designed alignment
module. Our method achieves 19.7%, 17.3% and 22.5% relative LPIPS gain on the full, hand and
face regions, respectively. On the real-world UPB dataset, our performance gain is much larger,
achieving over 25% relative LPIPS gain on the hand region. It indicates that EVA well adapts to the
challenges from real-world videos, unlike previous work. The qualitative comparison in Figure 3 also
validates the effectiveness of our method.
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GT 3DGS+ GART+ GauHuman+ EVA

Figure 3: Qualitative comparison with baselines, including 3DGS [20] + SMPLX, GART [23] +
SMPLX, and GauHuman [12] + SMPLX on XHumans and UPB datasets. Our EVA model exhibits
the best visual quality. See the zooming box for comparison of the fine-grained details.

4.3 Ablation Studies

We perform ablation experiments to highlight the important components of EVA, i.e., context-aware
adaptive density control, confidence-aware loss and in-the-wild SMPL-X alignment module.

Effectiveness of context-aware adaptive density control (CADC) and confidence-aware loss (CL).
These two components are designed for better optimization of Gaussian Avatar Modeling. As shown
in Table 2, “w/o CADC” means that we replace it with the original density control [20], while “w/o
CL” denotes removing the confidence weighting term in the RGB loss calculation. We observe that
these two components both improve performance. More specifically, CADC improves performance
for the metrics of all regions.

Effectiveness of in-the-wild SMPL-X alignment. Our SMPL-X alignment module is utilized for
the real-world video without accurate SMPL-X mesh and we conduct this ablation study on UPB
dataset. As shown in Table 3, “w/o Align” means that we directly utilize the SMPL-X mesh extracted
from current SOTA estimation method [1]. Notably, our proposed alignment module brings notable
performance gains on all metrics of all regions. It also demonstrates the importance of the SMPL-X
pose quality for final human avatar modeling. Without accurate SMPL-X alignment, the following
Gaussian model will need to deal with inconsistent textures for a specific region across frames,
leading to degraded avatar quality. Furthermore, we visualize the SMPL-X alignments in Figure 4,
where we observe visible improvements specifically for the hands.

4.4 Limitations and Broader Impact

In this work, we are dedicated to the expressiveness of the human avatar and designing a pipeline that
could take the raw Web video as the input. Besides expressiveness, some other factors are challenging
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Table 2: Ablation study on context-aware adaptive density control (CADC) and confidence-aware
loss (CL) on XHumans. ↑ and ↓ represent “higher the better”, and “lower the better”, respectively.

Method Full Hand Face

PSNR↑ SSIM↑ LPIPS↓ PSNR↑ SSIM↑ LPIPS↓ PSNR↑ SSIM↑ LPIPS↓
w/o CADC 28.92 0.9611 35.14 25.23 0.9175 84.00 26.08 0.9080 80.76
w/o CL 29.63 0.9634 34.08 26.27 0.9279 74.02 26.58 0.9166 73.19
EVA 29.66 0.9632 33.05 26.27 0.9279 72.95 26.56 0.9156 72.30

Table 3: Ablation study of SMPL-X alignment on the UPB benchmark. ↑ and ↓ represent “higher the
better”, and “lower the better”, respectively.

Method Full Hand Face

PSNR↑ SSIM↑ LPIPS↓ PSNR↑ SSIM↑ LPIPS↓ PSNR↑ SSIM↑ LPIPS↓
w/o Align 25.02 0.9435 73.82 24.64 0.9396 63.64 24.27 0.9009 93.56
EVA 26.72 0.9519 65.37 26.90 0.9523 46.11 26.75 0.9298 66.41

10- 7 82 263
11-210 178 37
15-135 242 73
16-110 120 290

GT w/o Align EVA GT w/o Align EVA

Figure 4: Demonstration of the effectiveness of our SMPL-X alignment module. We can produce a
SMPL-X mesh that aligns well with the RGB frame, especially for the fine-grained hand regions.

yet worth investigating to further improve the quality of the built avatar, e.g. non-rigid elements like
cloth and hair. It is also worth extending avatar reconstruction with more challenging input sources,
e.g. occlusion or few-shot scenarios.

Our research could create a 3D digital avatar with low cost (only need monocular RGB video),
which benefits multiple application scenarios, e.g. AR/VR, movie production, video games, etc. Its
outperforming capability of expressiveness better conveys the semantic meaning, thereby optimizing
the user experience. On the other side, our framework could generate non-existent images. It may be
misused in fake content creation and lead to privacy leakage, which is opposite to our natural intent.
It can be tackled via various regulations and technical measures (e.g. watermarking).

5 Conclusion

In this work, we present EVA, a drivable expressive human avatar learned from real-world monocular
RGB video. EVA is built on 3D Gaussian, in coordination with human prior introduced by SMPL-X.
To deal with the challenges brought by expressiveness, we first utilize a plug-and-play module to
solve the misalignment between pose and RGB frame. During the optimization of 3D Gaussian, we
propose context-aware adaptive density control, which leverages attribute and historical gradient
information to accommodate the varied granularity across body parts. A feedback mechanism is
jointly designed to further guide the learning. Extensive experiments on two benchmarks demonstrate
our method outperforms baselines both quantitatively and qualitatively, especially on the fine-grained
hand and facial details.
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Technical Appendices

This technical appendices provides more details which are not included in the main paper due to space
limitations. For more visualization results, please refer to the attached video file named “Supp.mp4”.

Training/Testing Split. For each identity in XHumans dataset, one video is selected as the training
split, where the other videos are marked as testing. During training, we utilize all of the frames (150
frames). We sample 20 frames for each testing video with the sampling rate of 5. For UPB dataset,
we uniformly sample the frames with the interval as 1 to split the training and testing frames. The
number of training and testing frames are both 140.

Additional Implementation Details. µ is set to 1. λt is set as -9.0, -4.5 and -6.3 for body, hand,
and face parts, respectively. We set e for body, hand, and face parts as 2e-4, 1e-4 and 1.4e-4,
respectively. For SMPL-X alignment, we utilize the L-BFGS optimizer with the Wolfe line search.
The optimization contains three stages with different loss weighting factors. The first stage is designed
to initialize the human body embedding to the initial estimation from the method [1]. Then the
second stage mainly aims to get better spatial hand relationship leveraging the prediction from the
method [31]. The third stage performs fine-tuning with more emphasize on the fine-grained hand and
face regions.

Comparison Baselines. The baselines we use for comparison are adopted from related methods with
a few modifications. 3DGS + SMPL-X is modified from 3DGS [20]. Since the original 3DGS does
not have the capability of animation, we add the same articulated human modeling in Section 3.1 as
ours. For fair comparison, it also utilizes the same optimization schedule as ours, which lasts 2,000
iterations with the densification performed between 400 and 1,000 iterations. GART and GauHuman
are originally designed to model body-level avatars. They are animated via the SMPL parametric
model, which lacks the capability of modeling hands and facial expressions. Therefore, we replace
the driven signal with the SMPL-X model and denote them as GART + SMPL-X and GauHuman +
SMPL-X, respectively. We do not modify the optimization schedules of these two methods.
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