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Figure 1: LGTM decomposes input text description at the part level using LLMs and generates output motion from local to
global with both part description and full-body descriptions.

ABSTRACT
In this paper, we introduce LGTM, a novel Local-to-Global pipeline
for Text-to-Motion generation. LGTM utilizes a diffusion-based
architecture and aims to address the challenge of accurately trans-
lating textual descriptions into semantically coherent human mo-
tion in computer animation. Specifically, traditional methods often
struggle with semantic discrepancies, particularly in aligning spe-
cific motions to the correct body parts. To address this issue, we
propose a two-stage pipeline to overcome this challenge: it first
employs large language models (LLMs) to decompose global motion
descriptions into part-specific narratives, which are then processed
by independent body-part motion encoders to ensure precise local
semantic alignment. Finally, an attention-based full-body optimizer
refines the motion generation results and guarantees the overall
coherence. Our experiments demonstrate that LGTM gains signif-
icant improvements in generating locally accurate, semantically-
aligned human motion, marking a notable advancement in text-to-
motion applications. Code and data for this paper are available at
https://github.com/L-Sun/LGTM

CCS CONCEPTS
• Computing methodologies→Motion processing.
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1 INTRODUCTION
In this paper, we address the problem of text-to-motion, i.e., given
a textual description of movements for a character, we aim to auto-
matically generate plausible and realistic 3D human motions. The
successful automation of this process holds significant potential
for a variety of downstream applications, including the creation of
content for augmented and virtual reality environments, advance-
ments in robotics, and enhancements in human-machine interac-
tions [Chen et al. 2021; Lan et al. 2023; Scanlon et al. 2023; Zhao
et al. 2022].

As a longstanding challenge at the confluence of natural lan-
guage processing, machine learning, and computer graphics, text-
to-motion generation has garnered significant attention in recent
research [Jiang et al. 2023; Petrovich et al. 2022; Tevet et al. 2022a].
The advent of diffusion models, as highlighted in various stud-
ies [Alexanderson et al. 2023; Poole et al. 2022; Rombach et al.
2022], has propelled notable advancements in this field [Tevet et al.
2022b]. Despite these strides, the task of generatingmotions that are
both locally semantic accurate and globally coherent from textual
descriptions remains a formidable hurdle. Current methods often
face difficulties in effectively capturing the nuanced local semantics
embedded in motion descriptions and in producing motions that
align accurately with these semantic cues.

In particular, existing approaches in text-to-motion synthesis
often encounter issues such as local semantic leakage and missing
elements [Chen et al. 2023a; Tevet et al. 2022b]. For instance, when
prompted with a description like “a man kicks something with his
left leg”, these methods might erroneously generate a motion that
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corresponds to a “right kick”. Similarly, prompts involving complex
actions requiring coordination of multiple body parts frequently
result in motions with certain parts omitted. Our observations
reveal two primary shortcomings in these methods. Firstly, most
existing techniques utilize a single global text descriptor for all
local body motions. This approach requires the network to learn
the association between local motion semantics and respective
body parts from a unified global text source. This process proves
challenging, especially when the textual content bears similarity
across different body parts, leading to difficulties in differentiating
specific actions for each part. Secondly, the text encoders used in
these methods exhibit limited effectiveness in encoding motion-
related text. This limitation is apparent in the high feature similarity
observed among different motion texts, as detailed in recent studies
[Petrovich et al. 2023]. This homogeneity in encoded text features
further exacerbates the network’s struggle to discern and accurately
represent subtle variations in local textual semantics.

Towards this end, we present a novel diffusion-based text-to-
motion generation architecture, LGTM, adept at producing motions
that are both in alignment with textual descriptions and precise in
local semantic accuracy. LGTM operates through a local-to-global
approach, structured in two main stages. The first stage implements
an efficient strategy to tackle the issue of local semantic accuracy.
Here, we introduce a partition module that employs large language
models (LLMs) to dissect global motion descriptions into narra-
tives specific to each body part. Subsequently, dedicated body-part
motion encoders independently process these part-specific narra-
tives. This focused approach effectively circumvents local semantic
inaccuracies by reducing redundant information and preventing
semantic leakage, thus maintaining a sharp focus on relevant local
semantics. However, as each body-part motion encoder functions
independently, without awareness of other parts’ movements, it is
imperative to synchronize these individual motions to avoid full-
body coordination issues. To address this, the second stage of LGTM
introduces an attention-based full-body optimizer. This component
is specifically designed to facilitate the integration of information
among different body parts, ensuring that the overall motion is not
only locally precise but also globally coherent and fluid.

To evaluate the effectiveness of LGTM, we further conduct exper-
iments on text-driven motion generation and provide both quan-
titative and qualitative results. Our experiments show that our
proposed LGTM can generate faithful motions that better align
with the input text both locally and globally, and outperform state-
of-the-art methods.

To summarize, our contributions are as follows:

• We present LGTM, a novel diffusion-based architecture that
translate textual descriptions into accurate and coherent hu-
man motions, marking a significant improvement over previous
text-to-motion approaches.

• LGTM introduces a unique partition module that utilizes LLMs
to decompose complex motion descriptions into part-specific
narratives. This significantly enhances local semantic accuracy
in motion generation.

• Our experiments demonstrate the effective integration of inde-
pendent body-part motion encoders with an attention-based
full-body optimizer, ensuring both local precision and global

coherence in generated motions, providing a promising improve-
ment for text-to-motion generation.

2 RELATEDWORK
The generation of motion sequences is a longstanding challenge
within the domain of computer graphics, where the objective is to
produce a series of motion frames guided by conditional control sig-
nals. Given that our approach is centered on body-partition-based
text-to-motion synthesis, we explore relevant literature across two
primary aspects: body partition modeling and text-to-motion gen-
eration.

Part-based motion modeling. Partitioning the human body into
distinct segments facilitates the control of motion synthesis at a
more granular level, allowing for localized adjustments.

Several studies have explored the concept of combining motions
of individual body parts to synthesize novel motions. [Hecker et al.
2008] introduced a retargeting algorithm that composes motions
at the level of individual body parts to generate diverse character
animations. [Jang et al. 2008] divided motions into upper and lower
body segments, merging them through an algorithm to augment
their motion database. [Soga et al. 2016] synthesized dance motions
from existing datasets by focusing on body partitions. [Jang et al.
2022] performed style transfer at the part level, utilizing a graph
convolutional network to assemble different body part motions into
new, coherent sequences, preserving local styles while transferring
them to specific body parts without compromising the integrity
of other parts or the entire body. However, these methods rely on
pre-existing motion data, and hence are more accurately described
as synthesis rather than generation.

For more detailed local control, [Starke et al. 2020] proposed a
local phase model based on body partitions used to generate bas-
ketball player movements, achieving higher local fidelity compared
to global phase approaches [Starke et al. 2019; Zhang et al. 2018].
[Starke et al. 2021] introduced a neural animation layering tech-
nique that combines trajectories of different body parts produced by
control modules, providing animators with more granular control
and enabling the creation of high-quality motion. [Lee et al. 2022]
developed an algorithm for reassembling physically-based part
motions, allowing the combination of partial movements from char-
acters with varying skeletal structures. By operating in a physically
simulated virtual environment, they employed part-wise timewarp-
ing and optimization-based assembly to ensure improved spatial
and temporal alignment. [Bae et al. 2023] utilized part-wise mo-
tion discriminators to enhance motion variety and a global control
policy to maintain the physical realism of the movements.

Text-to-motion generation. Text provides a user-friendly inter-
face for directing motion generation due to its ease of use and
editing capabilities. However, a significant challenge arises from
the difficulty in precisely controlling the outcome of the generated
motion through text. In this subsection, we examine text-to-motion
generation techniques and identify their limitations.

Certain text-to-motion approaches are founded on the encoder-
decoder architecture and focus on aligning modalities within a
unified latent space. [Ahuja and Morency 2019] trained their net-
work by alternating between encoding motions and texts, then
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Figure 2: Overview of our LGTM framework, which consists of three major components. (1) The partition module utilizes
ChatGPT to deconstruct motion descriptions 𝑇 into body part level text 𝑇part, and decomposes full-body motion M to body part
motion Mpart; (2) The part motion encoders encodes part-level motions with corresponding part-level text independently and a
diffusion time step 𝑛; (3) The full-body motion optimizer utilizes an attention module to optimize fused body part motion with
full-body text semantic.

decoding them back into motion, thereby implicitly aligning the
two modalities. [Ghosh et al. 2021; Petrovich et al. 2022] encoded
text and motion concurrently and decoded them into motion, em-
ploying additional loss functions to bring the modalities closer
within the latent space. These methods struggle with generating
motions from lengthy textual descriptions. [Athanasiou et al. 2022]
tackled long motion generation by producing short motion clips in
an auto-regressive fashion, but this requires manual segmentation
of long textual descriptions into shorter segments and specification
of action duration. To utilize visual priors, [Tevet et al. 2022a] em-
ployed a frozen CLIP [Radford et al. 2021] text encoder to encode
motion descriptions and aligned the motion latent space with that
of CLIP. Nevertheless, the images used for alignment, rendered from
random motion frames, can confuse the network when the frames
are not representative. Moreover, [Petrovich et al. 2023] observed
that motion descriptions tend to cluster closely in the CLIP latent
space, as the distribution of motion-related text is narrower than
that of the broader text datasets used to train CLIP.

Recent developments in neural diffusion models for image gen-
eration have inspired text-to-motion methods that leverage these
models to achieve superior quality. [Tevet et al. 2022b; Zhang et al.
2022] utilized Transformer to denoise motion conditioned on text.
[Chen et al. 2023b] introduced a U-Net-based DDIM generative
model to denoise motion in latent space, resulting in expedited gen-
eration. However, these methods lack the ability to control localized
motion generation through masking. Additionally, they struggle to
learning correct mapping of the local semantics because all body
parts share the same textual information, which potentially lead to
semantically mismatched part motions.

An alternative approach to motion generation involves process-
ing motion in a discrete space through token prediction [Guo et al.
2022b; Jiang et al. 2023; Yao et al. [n. d.]]. But the limitations of
these works are that the expressive capacity of the codebook can
restrict the diversity of the generated motions, potentially causing
the text input to be mapped to unintended motions.

The challenges in controlling local motion semantics stem from:
(1) the sharing of textual information across all body parts, and
(2) the difficulty networks face in distinguishing text latent codes
encoded by CLIP. These factors contribute to the difficulty of achiev-
ing precise local semantic control in motion generation, leading to
issues such as semantic leakage.

Drawing inspiration from the technological advancements and
challenges identified in prior research, we propose a novel frame-
work that combines body-part partitioning with independent local
motion semantic injection and a global semantic joint optimization
strategy. This framework is designed to enhance the fidelity and
controllability of text-to-motion synthesis, addressing the need for
more nuanced and accurate motion generation.

3 METHOD
In this section, we delve into the specifics of LGTM, as illustrated
in Figure 2. LGTM is structured as a local-to-global generation
framework that initially creates local, part-level motion, followed
by a global fusion and optimization process to produce the final
full-bodymotion. At its core, LGTMoperates by subdividing the full-
body text andmotion spaces into body-part-specific subspaces. Such
subdivision is adeptly handled by a dedicated Partition Module.

For each of these subspaces, we have developed specialized part
motion encoders. These encoders are trained to learn independently
a series of mappings between part-level motions and part-level text.
This strategy effectively mitigates the issues of incorrect local se-
mantic mapping seen in previous methods. Following the localized
encoding, LGTM introduces a full-body motion optimizer to es-
tablish correlations among the various subspaces and ensure the
consistency and coherence of the final full-body motion. Below, we
provide a detailed explanation of the functionalities and details of
each module in LGTM.
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3.1 Preliminary: Human Motion Diffusion
Model

Input representation. We define the input pair for our method
as (M,𝑇 ), where M represents full-body motion data and 𝑇 de-
notes the raw full-body text description. Specifically, we use the
HumanML3D representation proposed by [Guo et al. 2022a] as our
motion data representation, which is calculated from the SMPL
motion data [Loper et al. 2015] and includes redundant motion
features that are helpful for network training. A full-body motion
data M contains 𝐹 frames and 𝐽 = 22 joints. Specifically, we denote
M = [¤rroot, 𝑣root, ℎ, p, r, v, c], where ¤rroot ∈ R𝐹×1, 𝑣root ∈ R𝐹×2 and
ℎ ∈ R𝐹×1 are the angular velocity around y-axis, linear velocity
on x-z plane, and height of the root joint, p ∈ R𝐹×( 𝐽 −1)×3 and
r ∈ R𝐹×( 𝐽 −1)×6 are local position and 6D rotation [Zhang et al.
2018] of all joints except root joint, v ∈ R𝐹× 𝐽 ×3 is the local velocity
of all joints, and c ∈ R𝐹×4 is the contact signal of feet.

Diffusion model. Our method is built upon a text-conditional
diffusion model. In the training stage, this model adds noise to a
clean motionM following the Markov process and trains a network
to predict the added noise with an L2 loss. In the sampling stage,
this model gradually reduces noise from a purely noised motion
M𝑛 with the predicted noise. We use the DDIM [Song et al. 2022]
as our diffusion model to accelerate the sampling process. More
details is provided in the supplementary material.

3.2 Partition Module
The Partition Module is designed to inject local semantics into
each body part for Part Motion Encoders. In practice, an input pair
(M,𝑇 ) is divided into six parts, including head, left arm, right arm,
torso, left leg, and right leg.

The motionM is decomposed as follows:

Mhead = [phead, rhead, vhead] ∈ R𝐹×24

Mleft_arm =
[
pleft_arm, rleft_arm, vleft_arm

]
∈ R𝐹×48

Mright_arm =
[
pright_arm, rright_arm, vright_arm

]
∈ R𝐹×48

Mtorso = [ptorso, rtorso, vtorso, ¤rroot, 𝑣root, ℎ] ∈ R𝐹×43

Mleft_leg =
[
pleft_leg, rleft_leg, vleft_leg, cleft_leg

]
∈ R𝐹×50

Mright_leg =
[
pright_leg, rright_leg, vright_leg, cright_leg

]
∈ R𝐹×50,

where the subscript indicates where the feature from. For example,
pright_leg includes all local positions of joints from the right leg.

For the motion description 𝑇 , we leverage the knowledge in-
ference capabilities of LLMs to decompose it into six parts: 𝑇head,
𝑇left_arm,𝑇right_arm,𝑇torso,𝑇left_leg and𝑇right_leg using crafted prompts.
The prompt includes three sections: task definition, output require-
ments, and some output examples. The task definition instructs
LLMs to extract principal descriptions for each motion part. The
output requirements tell LLMs that we need structured output such
as JSON format, body part naming, etc. Then, we employ a few-shot
approach to guide LLMs in generating the desired output. More
details of our prompts can be found in the supplementary materials.
A decomposed description example is shown in Table 1.

Table 1: An example of decomposing full-body motion de-
scription: “a person waves the right hand and then slightly
bends down to the right and takes a few steps forward.”

Part name Part description

head dose nothing
left arm dose nothing
right arm waves hand
torso slightly bends down
left leg takes a few steps forward
right leg takes a few steps forward

Figure 3: The structure of an attention encoder block.

3.3 Part Motion Encoders
The part motion encoders, {𝐸head, . . . , 𝐸right_leg}, aim to learn local

semantic mapping from part-level input pairs
(
M𝑛

part,𝑇part
)
inde-

pendently. Since each encoder obtains information only from its
corresponding part-level input pair and cannot access information
from other body parts, the issue of semantic leakage is effectively
alleviated. We denote the part-level encoding process as follows:

z𝑛part = 𝐸part
(
M𝑛

part,𝑇part, 𝑛
)
, (1)

where each part motion encoder, 𝐸part, consists of three compo-
nents: a linear layer, a text encoder, and a Conformer [Gulati et al.
2020]. The linear layer aims to align the size of the latent dimension
with that of the text encoder. We use six different frozen part-level
TMR text encoders [Petrovich et al. 2023], each corresponding to
one of the six body parts, which are pretrained on part-level motion-
text pairs

(
Mpart,𝑇part

)
respectively. Since the TMRmodel is trained

only on motion description and motion data, and not on large visual
datasets, the motion-related text embedding encoded by TMR is
easier for the network to distinguish than that by CLIP. The pro-
jected motion and text embedding are then fused and processed
by a Conformer[Gulati et al. 2020]. The Conformer incorporates
convolution blocks into the Transformer [Vaswani et al. 2017] archi-
tecture to better capture temporal local features. Moreover, previous
work [Alexanderson et al. 2023] shows the success of Conformer
on music-to-dance task.

3.4 Full-Body Motion Optimizer
Since each part’s motion and text are independently encoded to{
z𝑛head, · · · , z

𝑛
left_leg

}
independently, the network will ignore the

correlations between the different body parts, therefore, we propose
that the full-body motion optimizer 𝐺 establishes correlations by
adjusting the movements of each body part based on full-body text
information.
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Figure 4: Example results generated by our method.

Specifically, we first concatenate all body part latent codes into
a full-body latent code z𝑛 whose shape is (𝐹, 𝑆) = (𝐹, 6 × 128), and
then fuse it with the global text embedding encoded by freezing
the full-body level TMR text encoder. Next, we use an attention
encoder [Vaswani et al. 2017] to compute a delta that adjusts each
part in the latent code z𝑛 . The attention encoder is where the
exchange of spatio-temporal information actually occurs. It consists
of several attention encoder blocks, each containing a multi-head
attention block and a feed-forward layer, as shown in Figure 3.
Since the latent code z𝑛 is processed by a multi-head attention
block on the temporal dimension 𝐹 , and feed-forward layers (FFN)
operate on the spatial dimension 𝑆 , the latent code for each body
part can continuously exchange temporal and spatial information.
Next, we use a SmoothNet [Zeng et al. 2022] to reduce jitter, which
contains a stacked MLP with residual connections and operates on
the temporal dimension, acting as a low-pass filter in the latent
space.

Finally, we project the latent code to origin feature dimension,
and get a clean motion M̂0. The full-body motion optimizer can be
formulated as

M̂0 = 𝐺

(
z𝑛head, · · · , z

𝑛
left_leg,𝑇

)
= Linear(SoothNet(z𝑛 + AttentionEncoder(ztext + z𝑛)))

(2)

4 RESULTS
In this section, we present the motions generated by our method
and conduct a comparative analysis with other text-driven motion
generation methods. Additionally, we perform several ablation stud-
ies to highlight the contributions of individual components within
our framework.

4.1 Implementation Details
The part-level motion description is generated by ChatGPT. (gpt-
3.5-turbo-1106) model. Our model is trained with AdamW optimizer
with learning rate decaying strategy of fast warm cosine decay. The

initial learning rate is 10−4 and the batch size is 64. The number
of diffusion steps is 1K. The training time of our model on the
HumanML3D dataset is about 8 hours on 3 NVIDIA RTX 4090
GPUs.

4.2 Qualitative Results
Figure 4 shows several example results generated by our method.
We can see that our method can generate motion with precise local
semantics, such as body part semantic correspondence and action
timing order, as our method injects local semantic information into
corresponding parts independently, and the whole-body optimizer
builds correct relationships between body parts in both spatial and
temporal domains. For example, the result of “a man leans forward
and jumps high” shows that the character does lean and jump in
the correct order. The result of“a man lock his hands to his face, and
do a dance move net with his legs” shows that the character keeps
correct spatial relationship between hand and face while dancing.
The result of “a person doing air kicks with his right feet” shows that
the character do kick with correct body part.

We also provide some visual comparisons to two baselines, in-
cluding MDM [Tevet et al. 2022b] and MLD [Chen et al. 2023b].
Figure 5 shows that our method can generate more semantic well-
matched motion. In the first row, the character can pick something
with both hands in our result, but with just left hand in MDM. In
the second row, the character only jumps on the left foot correctly
in our result, but jumps on both feet in MDM and dose not jump in
MLD. In the third row, the result of MDM contains weird pose and
the MLD dose not contain “claps”, but our result is more correct.
The last row shows that, for more complex text inputs, our method
is able to generate more semantic accurate results than those two
baselines.

4.3 Quantitative Evaluation
Evaluation metrics. To quantitatively evaluate our method, we

use the metrics suggested by [Guo et al. 2022a] which includes
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Figure 5: Qualitative comparison of results generated by our method with those from MDM [Tevet et al. 2022b] and MLD [Chen
et al. 2023b].

(1) Fréchet Inception Distance (FID) that evaluates the gener-
ated motion quality against real motion distribution; (2) Diver-
sity (DIV) that calculates the variance of generated motion; (3) R
Precision that calculates the top-n matching accuracy between
generated motion and the corresponding text description; (4)Multi-
-Modal Distance (MM Dist) that calculates the distance between
paired motion and text; (5) Part-level Multi-Modal Similarity
(PMM Sim) that calculates the normalized cosine similarity be-
tween part-level paired motion and text. These metrics are calcu-
lated in the latent space using the text encoder and motion encoder
from T2M [Guo et al. 2022a] as in previous works. As our method
provides detailed control of generated motions, we also compare
our method to baselines in terms of part-level motion quality using
Part-level Multi-Modal Similarity (PMM Sim), by training both part-
level text encoder and motion encoder with contrastive learning
as in TMR [Petrovich et al. 2023], which we believe makes motion
samples in the latent space more dispersed allowing dissimilar mo-
tions can be distinguished more easily. Specifically, we calculate
the PMM Sim in the TMR latent space as follows:

𝑠part =
1
2

(
𝑧Mpart · 𝑧𝑇part

∥𝑧Mpart∥∥𝑧𝑇part∥
+ 1

)
(3)

where both 𝑧Mpart and 𝑧
𝑇
part are obtained by encoding part-level mo-

tion and text through TMR encoders. Although we mainly focus
on semantically controllable generation, we also evaluate common
artifacts in text-to-motion synthesis. We assess the generated mo-
tions using three specific metrics: sliding, penetration, and floating,
as introduced by [Yuan et al. 2022].

Comparison results. The comparison results for full-body motion
are presented in Tables 2, and the comparison results for part-level
motion are presented in Table 3. The FID and DIV in Tables 2 indi-
cate that our method generates more realistic and diverse motion.
The R Precision and MMDist indicate that our method can generate
better globally semantically matching motion. Table 3 also shows
that our method achieves the best local semantic matching, with
performance very close to that of real data. Our local-to-global
design injects local semantic information independently into body
parts and refines it with global semantics, which provides more
accurate and structured semantic information to the network to
help generation and thus achieve higher quality. For artifact evalu-
ation, as shown in Table 4, we can see that each method exhibits
performance very close to the ground truth (the Real row) at the
millimeter scale. The artifacts can be attributed to the dataset’s
intrinsic quality variances.

4.4 Ablation Studies
We have designed two main experiments to assess the impact of
different components of our approach. The first experiment investi-
gates the influence of different text encoders on the motion quality.
The second experiment evaluates the effect of the full-body motion
optimizer on the the quality of motions generated by our method.

The importance of text encoder. We test our method by replacing
our pre-trained text encoder with CLIP as an alternative, demon-
strating that the TMR text encoder we use can capture more detailed
semantics. Furthermore, we also present the results obtained by
MDM using either CLIP or the TMR text encoder for comparison.
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Table 2: Comparison of the visual quality and degree of se-
mantic matching between input text and output full-body
motion. These metrics are computed in the latent space of
the T2M model [Guo et al. 2022a].

Method FID ↓ DIV↑ R Precision↑ MM Dist ↓Top 1 Top 2 Top 3

Real 0.000 9.831 0.513 0.708 0.804 2.939

MotionDiffuse[2022] 0.687 8.894 0.318 0.531 0.677 3.118
MDM[2022b] 0.747 9.462 0.390 0.581 0.695 3.635
MLD[2023b] 1.753 8.970 0.383 0.573 0.687 3.682

Ours (LGTM) 0.218 9.638 0.490 0.689 0.788 3.013

Table 3: Comparison of text-to-motion generation using
PMM Sim. These metrics are calculated in the latent space
of the part-level TRM encoder. Higher values indicate better
performance.

Method head left arm right arm torso left leg right leg

Real 0.803 0.716 0.723 0.759 0.755 0.760

MotionDiffuse[2022] 0.789 0.687 0.712 0.735 0.728 0.739
MDM[2022b] 0.783 0.699 0.691 0.740 0.717 0.723
MLD[2023b] 0.771 0.675 0.702 0.717 0.723 0.726

Ours (LGTM) 0.799 0.719 0.724 0.763 0.755 0.763

Table 4: Comparison of text to motion generation using met-
rics on artifact.

Method sliding (cm/s) ↓ penetration (cm) ↓ floating (cm) ↓
Real 0.743 1.442 0.079

MotionDiffuse[2022] 1.359 1.783 0.051
MDM[2022b] 0.721 1.622 0.102
MLD[2023b] 0.949 2.392 0.064

Ours (LGTM) 0.854 1.247 0.046

Table 5: Comparison of the impact of different text encoders
on full-body metrics computed in the latent space of T2M
model [Guo et al. 2022a].

Method FID ↓ DIV↑ R Precision↑ MM Dist ↓Top 1 Top 2 Top 3

MDM + CLIP 0.747 9.462 0.390 0.581 0.695 3.635
MDM + TMR 0.403 9.687 0.455 0.653 0.759 3.266

Ours + CLIP 0.331 9.386 0.391 0.569 0.674 3.699
Ours + TMR 0.218 9.638 0.490 0.689 0.788 3.013

Table 5 and Table 6 evaluate full-body and part-level motion
quality, respectively. In general, we observe that using the TMR text
encoder consistently produces better results than using CLIP, for
both our method and MDM as well as both local and global quality.
When comparing our method to MDM using the same text encoder,
our method generally performs better, further demonstrating the
superiority of our local-to-global design.

Table 6: Comparison of the impact of different text encoders
on PMM Sim computed using the part-level TRM encoder.
The greater the value, the better.

Method head left arm right arm torso left leg right leg

MDM + CLIP 0.783 0.699 0.691 0.740 0.717 0.723
MDM + TMR 0.803 0.704 0.707 0.756 0.734 0.743

Ours + CLIP 0.795 0.693 0.694 0.752 0.725 0.732
Ours + TMR 0.799 0.719 0.724 0.763 0.755 0.763

Table 7: Comparison of the impact of usingConformer versus
Transformer in Part Motion Encoders on global quality.

Method FID ↓ DIV↑ R Precision↑ MM Dist ↓Top 1 Top 2 Top 3

Transformer 1.814 8.578 0.373 0.567 0.680 3.688
Conformer 0.218 9.638 0.490 0.689 0.788 3.013

Table 8: Comparison of the impact of usingConformer versus
Transformer in Part Motion Encoders on PMM Sim. Higher
values indicate better performance.

Method head left arm right arm torso left leg right leg

Transformer 0.784 0.712 0.718 0.750 0.728 0.732
Conformer 0.799 0.719 0.724 0.763 0.755 0.763

The impact of Conformer. The goal of replacing Transformer with
Conformer in Part Motion Encoders is to improve the motion qual-
ity. To validate the improvement, we compare both configurations
on global quality metrics. From Table 7 and Table 8, we observe that
LGTM with Conformer can achieves better quality and semantic
matching performance than with Transformer. This improvement
can be attributed to the convolution blocks of Conformer, which
capture local features better than self-attention.

The importance of full-body motion optimizer. The goal of our full-
body motion optimizer is to establish correlations among different
body part movements and improve the coordination of full-body
movements. To validate the effect, we compare it to the setting
“w/o opt”, where we remove the key component of our full-body
optimizer, namely, the attention encoder From Table 9 and Table 10,
we can see that the local motion quality drops, and the full-body mo-
tion quality is also much worse without the optimizer; see Figure 6
for one example result. Without the full-body optimizer, the char-
acter’s two feet cannot coordinate well to step alternately during
movement due to the lack of information exchange.

5 CONCLUSION
In this study, we propose LGTM for text-to-motion generation,
which significantly improves the accuracy and coherence of 3D hu-
man motion derived from textual descriptions. By integrating large
language models with a local-to-global generation framework, our
method effectively addresses key challenges in semantic mapping
and motion coherence.
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Table 9: Comparison of the impact of attention encoder on
global quality. These metric are calculated using the T2M
model [Guo et al. 2022a].

Method FID ↓ DIV↑ R Precision↑ MM Dist ↓Top 1 Top 2 Top 3

w/o opt 7.384 11.552 0.219 0.360 0.454 5.227
w/ opt 0.218 9.638 0.490 0.689 0.788 3.013

Table 10: Comparison of the impact of attention encoder on
PMM Sim using the part-level TMR encoder. The greater the
value, the better.

Method head left arm right arm torso left leg right leg

w/o opt 0.783 0.715 0.700 0.735 0.699 0.709
w/ opt 0.799 0.719 0.724 0.763 0.755 0.763

(a) With full-body optimizer. (b) Without full-body optimizer.

Figure 6:Motions generation by ourmethodwith andwithout
the full-body optimizer for “a person walks upstairs, turns
left, and walks back downstairs.”

Figure 7: A failure case. The corresponding input prompt is
someone imitating a golf swing.

Limitation and future work. As we use ChatGPT for motion de-
scription decomposition, the local semantic mapping depends on
the reasoning ability of ChatGPT. Incorrect decomposition or map-
ping may lead to unsatisfactory motion generation results. For
example, when generating the “golf swing” motion, which requires
high-level and full-body coordination, LGTM struggles because
ChatGPT identifies that the right hand swings the golf club but
fails to decompose this reasoning into a series of low-level actions
for each body part. The result is that the network generates an
implausible motion, as shown in Figure 7. Also, ambiguous texts in

the dataset can confuse the network during training. For example,
the phrase “a person performs action A and action B” could imply
that these actions occur simultaneously or sequentially, leading to
output that may not align with user expectations. This issue could
be mitigated by providing more detailed temporal descriptions. Fur-
thermore, due to the limited length of samples in the dataset, our
current framework cannot consistently generate long-termmotions
with high quality. For future work, one promising direction is to
incorporate our local-to-global idea with those VQ-VAE based ap-
proaches such as TM2T [Guo et al. 2022b] and MotionGPT [Jiang
et al. 2023] by onstructing part-level motion clips as motion to-
kens for more detailed motion generation with different part-level
motion combinations.
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