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Towards Label-Efficient Human Matting:
A Simple Baseline for Weakly Semi-Supervised Trimap-Free Human Matting
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Abstract

This paper presents a new practical training method
for human matting, which demands delicate pixel-level hu-
man region identification and significantly laborious an-
notations. To reduce the annotation cost, most existing
matting approaches often rely on image synthesis to aug-
ment the dataset. However, the unnaturalness of synthe-
sized training images brings in a new domain generaliza-
tion challenge for natural images. To address this chal-
lenge, we introduce a new learning paradigm, weakly semi-
supervised human matting (WSSHM), which leverages a
small amount of expensive matte labels and a large amount
of budget-friendly segmentation labels, to save the anno-
tation cost and resolve the domain generalization prob-
lem. To achieve the goal of WSSHM, we propose a simple
and effective training method, named Matte Label Blending
(MLB), that selectively guides only the beneficial knowl-
edge of the segmentation and matte data to the matting
model. Extensive experiments with our detailed analysis
demonstrate our method can substantially improve the ro-
bustness of the matting model using a few matte data and
numerous segmentation data. Our training method is also
easily applicable to real-time models, achieving competi-
tive accuracy with breakneck inference speed (328 FPS on
NVIDIA V100 GPU). The implementation code is available
at https://github.com/clovaai/WSSHM.

1. Introduction

Human matting aims to recognize the precise per-pixel
opacity of human regions with significantly more elaborated
details than human segmentation, and it is widely used for
many applications, such as image editing and background
replacement. However, obtaining matte labels is extremely
costly and time-consuming since the annotations must in-
clude precise boundaries of every detail, including small
hair strands, as shown in Figure 1a, which can be a daunting
task for human annotators.
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Figure 1. (a) The forms of segmentation label, matte label, and
trimap. The matte label requires much more sophisticated annota-
tions than the segmentation label. The gray-colored region in the
trimap is the unknown region where details need to be estimated.
(b) An example of synthetic matte data that is unnatural and lacks
real-world context.

Unfortunately, publicly available matting datasets are ex-
tremely limited due to the high cost of matte annotations.
For instance, Human-2K [33], Distinctions-646 [42], and
DIM [54] consist of 2000, 362, and 202 images, respec-
tively, Moreover, most of the datasets provide only fore-
ground images. To mitigate the scarcity of labeled data,
prior works [6, 19, 33, 37, 42, 54, 57, 60] utilize synthetic
images to augment the datasets, as shown in Figure 1b.
However, synthetic images lack the natural contextual com-
positions of real-world images, causing a domain general-
ization problem.

To circumvent this problem, previous works [6, 9, 33, 34,
37, 47, 50, 54] exploit an extra input source called trimap,
which contains explicit foreground, background, and un-
known region information, as shown in Figure 1a. By using
the trimap as a strong prior, the solution space is reduced to
the unknown (boundary) region, which is the gray-colored
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Figure 2. The qualitative comparisons of the models trained with
(b) only segmentation data, (c) only matte data, (d) and both seg-
mentation and matte data with our training method. The first and
second rows are the results on natural (real-world) images, and the
third and fourth rows are the results on synthetic images.

region in Figure la, leading to significant performance im-
provement on natural images even when trained with only
synthetic data. However, trimap-based methods are not suit-
able for real-world scenarios such as real-time and non-
interactive applications. To facilitate real-world applica-
tions, trimap-free approaches, which take only an image
as input, have attracted more attention recently. However,
when trained with only synthetic data, they often fail to
generalize to natural images, as shown in Figure 2, since
the absence of the trimap makes the model more vulnerable
to the domain generalization problem. Building more matte
data for natural images is the obvious solution, but it is not
practical due to the tremendous annotation cost.

To address these challenges, we present a new learn-
ing paradigm for human matting, named Weakly Semi-
Supervised trimap-free Human Matting (WSSHM), to
reduce the costly annotation of matte labels while improv-
ing the robustness of the trimap-free model to natural im-
ages. The WSSHM leverages a small amount of expensive
matte data and a large amount of budget-friendly segmenta-
tion data, considering the segmentation label as a weak label
and the matte label as a strong label, as illustrated in Fig-
ure 3. Although segmentation labels lack detailed human
boundary information as shown in Figure 1a, they are sig-
nificantly cheaper to obtain than matte labels and are pub-
licly available in massive quantities for natural images. In
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Figure 3. [llustration for the definition of Weakly Semi-Supervised
Human Matting (WSSHM). The goal of the WSSHM is to train
the trimap-free matting model using a small amount of expensive
matte data and a large amount of economic segmentation data.

this paper, we consider that the matting dataset consists of
only synthetic images and the segmentation dataset consists
of only natural images, which is a realistic setting in matting
research fields.

To achieve the goal of WSSHM, we introduce a baseline
training strategy named Matte Label Blending (MLB),
which aims to maximize the synergy between segmentation
and matte data in a simple and effective way. The MLB
selectively leverages beneficial information from both seg-
mentation and matte labels. Namely, segmentation data is
employed to enhance the robustness of the model to natu-
ral images, and synthetic matte data is used to improve the
boundary detail representation of the model.

To verify the effectiveness of the proposed method under
the WSSHM setting, we precisely analyze the effect of the
amount of segmentation and matte labels with extensive ex-
periments. The results demonstrate that (1) leveraging the
cost-efficient segmentation data can dramatically improve
the domain generalization of the model, (2) using a small
amount of matte data significantly enhances the boundary
detail representation of the model, (3) the proposed method
can achieve promising matte results on natural images with-
out any matting dataset consisting of natural images, (4) our
training method can be easily applicable to existing models.
In summary, our contributions are as follows:

* We introduce a new learning paradigm for human mat-
ting, Weakly Semi-supervised Trimap-free Human Mat-
ting (WSSHM) to reduce annotation costs and improve
domain generalization of the model to natural images.

* We propose an effective baseline method for WSSHM,
named Matte Label Blending (MLB), which selectively
exploits advantageous information from the matte and
segmentation labels.
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Figure 4. Overview of the proposed training pipeline encompassing the two-step process involving (1st step) teacher network training
with synthetic matte data and (2nd step) student network training with natural segmentation data, along with the integration of Matte Label
Blending (MLB) mechanism to combine boundary detail representation and domain generalization to achieve the goal of WSSHM.

2. Related Work
2.1. Human Matting

Compared to human segmentation, human matting requires
detailed pixel-level estimation of the opacity of the hu-
man region. Due to the challenging nature of the matting
task, most existing methods [6, 9, 33, 34, 47, 50] have em-
ployed a trimap as an auxiliary input source to focus on only
the boundary region and achieve promising matte results.
DIM [54] proposed an encoder-decoder network with a se-
quential refinement stage. MatteFormer [37] adopts the vi-
sion transformer architecture [12] and leverages the trimap
as the prior token of the transformer. Additionally, some
works [40, 57] utilize a coarse segmentation mask as a form
of trimap. However, the necessity of obtaining the trimap
(or segmentation mask) in the input space demands extra
annotations or user interaction, limiting its practical appli-
cability in real-world scenarios and real-time applications.

For the better real-world applicability, trimap-free meth-
ods [19, 32, 42, 60, 62] have been proposed. LFM [60]
proposed a dual-decoder network for foreground and back-
ground identification with a fusion module. MODNet [19]
presented a real-time portrait matting model that consists
of three interdependent branches with a series of sub-
objectives. However, due to the absence of the trimap, their
performance still lags behind trimap-based methods.

BSHM [32] incorporates segmentation labels to boost
matting performance, but they require three sequential sub-
networks and lack detailed analysis of performance varia-
tion with the amount of segmentation and matte data. In
contrast, our training method is more straightforward and
flexibly applicable to existing real-time models, and we pro-
vide in-depth analyses of this synergy between the amount
of segmentation and matte data.

2.2. Weakly Semi-Supervised Learning

In the field of object detection, there exist several ap-
proaches [4, 14, 22, 55, 58] to minimize annotation costs
and achieve reasonably strong performance by utilizing a
few amounts of fully-labeled data (i.e., bounding boxes)
and numerous weakly-labeled data (e.g., image-level or
point labels), known as weakly semi-supervised object de-
tection. Inspired by this learning paradigm, we present
weakly semi-supervised human matting (WSSHM), which
considers the segmentation label as the weak label and the
matte label as the strong label, to reduce annotation costs
while achieving robust matting results.

3. Proposed Method
3.1. Problem Setting

Due to the high cost of annotating matte labels and the lim-
ited availability of public matting datasets, existing human
matting methods [19, 37, 42, 57, 60] heavily rely on syn-
thetic datasets. However, models trained solely on synthetic
data often fail to generalize to natural images due to the lack
of natural compositions in synthetic images (Figure 2c).

To address both annotation cost and domain generaliza-
tion issues, we rethink the potential of coarse segmentation
data in human matting. Segmentation labeling is less expen-
sive than matte labeling, and there is a large amount of pub-
licly available segmentation labels for natural images. In
this paper, we introduce a new learning paradigm for cost-
efficient trimap-free human matting, called weakly semi-
supervised human matting (WSSHM), to reduce annotation
cost using a small number of expensive matte labels and a
large number of economical segmentation labels, while im-
proving generalization performance to natural images.



3.2. Notation

We denote a segmentation dataset as Dy that consists of
a set of pairs (I°,S) where I® € RH¥*W>3 i5 an natural
image and S € {0,1}7>W is a coarse segmentation label
and a matting dataset as D,, that consists of a set of pairs
(I™, M) where I™ € RH*W>x3 g a gynthetic image and
M € [0,1]#*W is a fine matte label. The images in D,
and D,, are totally disjoint. Here, the I is composited
with a foreground image I/9 and a background image I%9
as follows:

I =M 1"+ (1—-M)-I". (1)

We assume that matting datasets consisting of natural im-
ages are unavailable for training, as is the case in real-world
scenarios.

3.3. Baseline Training Method

We introduce a simple baseline method to achieve the goal
of the WSSHM. As illustrated in Figure 4, we employ a
two-step pipeline involving teacher-student networks [2, 7,
51] to effectively blend the boundary detail representation
from matte data with the domain generalization capability
from segmentation data.

Step 1: Teacher Network Training In the first step, we
train the teacher network f'(-) using the synthetic mat-
ting dataset D,,, to develop robust boundary detail repre-
sentation. The teacher network generates two outputs: the
output matte M’ € [0,1]#*"W and the output boundary
o' € {0,1}#*W_ The boundary label indicates regions that
require detailed representation, and the ground-truth bound-
ary label « is obtained from the matte label M in D,,,:

o 1 if0.05 < M; ; < 0.95
10 otherwise.

We train the network leveraging a conventional matte loss
function:

L = Lyatte + ALpoundary 2
Latte = Lmse + Lgrad (3)
Lonse = (M — M')? @
Lypaa = [V (M) — Vo (M')] + [V (M) — ¥, (M)
(%)
Lyoundary = o0 — o], (6)

where ) is set to 0.01 by default.

Step 2: Student Network Training with Matte Label
Blending In the second step, we freeze the teacher net-
work and train the student network f°(-) using the natu-
ral segmentation dataset D, to mitigate the domain gen-
eralization problem. The frozen teacher network provides

pseudo matte M’ and boundary o' labels for the weakly
augmented natural images. However, the teacher network
often struggles to generalize to natural images due to the
synthetic nature of the training data, as shown in Figure 2¢
and Figure 5b. Notably, we observe that errors primarily
occur in the foreground and background regions, while pre-
dictions on the boundary regions are relatively accurate.
Based on this observation, we introduce an effective la-
bel blending mechanism, named Matte Label Blending
(MLB). This mechanism adaptively combines the bound-
ary representation from M’ with the coarse-level knowl-
edge from segmentation label S, generating a blended matte
label M = o’/ M’ + (1 — ’)S. Namely, as shown in Fig-
ure 5e, it removes noisy errors in the non-boundary region
of M’ using segmentation label S while maintaining de-
tailed representation in the boundary region of M’, resulting
in high-quality pseudo matte labels.

The student network takes strongly augmented natural
images and is trained using the blended matte label M with
the L,,qtte l0ss function, enabling it to develop robustness
to natural images and precise boundary detail representa-
tion. Additionally, we employ exponential moving average
(EMA) updates to slowly update the teacher network pa-
rameters using those of the student network if both network
architectures are the same. This approach effectively com-
bines the strengths of synthetic matte data and natural seg-
mentation data, providing a comprehensive solution for the
WSSHM that improves both boundary detail representation
and domain generalization.

4. Experiments
4.1. Datasets and Evaluation Metrics

Training Dataset. For the human matting dataset, we
use Human-2K dataset [33], which contains 2,000 im-
ages and is publicly available. Note that images in the
Human-2K dataset have only foreground region informa-
tion. Following the common practice [19, 37, 42, 57, 60],
we generate the synthesized images by compositing the
foreground images of Human-2K dataset with background
images of the COCO dataset [30], which contain no hu-
mans to prevent their negative influence on the stable train-
ing of trimap-free matting models. For the human seg-
mentation dataset, we assemble public portrait segmenta-
tion datasets [1, 18, 46, 53]. Note that all images in the
segmentation datasets are natural images. We set the maxi-
mum number of segmentation labels to S0K, and the rest of
the samples, except the public datasets, are collected from
our private segmentation dataset.

Validation Dataset. To validate the human matting per-
formance, we use three matting datasets which consist of
natural images (P3M [24], PPM [19], and RWP [57]) and
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Figure 5. Qualitative samples of Matte Label Blending demonstrating its ability to generate high-quality blended matte labels by
effectively combining boundary detail representation from teacher network outputs with the coarse-level knowledge from ground-truth

segmentation labels.

one synthetic dataset (D-646 [42]). The P3M, PPM, and
RWP consist of 500, 100, and 636 natural scene images.
The D-646 dataset includes 362 foreground images, and
we composed these foreground images with five VOC [13]
background images.

Evaluation Metrics. We adopt the mean square error
(MSE) and the sum of absolute differences (SAD) metrics,
which are widely used for the human matting task. For the
detailed analysis, we separately measure the scores on the
whole and boundary regions. The pixels that are larger than
0.05 and smaller than 0.95 in the ground-truth matte label
are treated as the boundary region pixels, following [57].
We mainly use the MSE metric for analysis and provide the
SAD scores in the appendix.

4.2. Implementation Details

Baseline Network. We employ the U-Net [43] architec-
ture with ResNet [16] backbone and an Atrous Spatial
Pyramid Pooling [5] module as a baseline matting net-
work, which is commonly used in existing matting ap-
proaches [6, 33, 57, 60] and quite straightforward archi-
tecture. We use the U-Net with ResNet-101 backbone for
the teacher and student networks by default. The student
network can be flexibly replaced with other networks. To
verify the applicability of our training method on real-time
models, we also adopt the ResNet-18 or ResNet-18 with a
width multiplier of 0.5 backbones for the student network.

Optimization. We use the Adam optimizer, cosine learn-
ing rate decay scheduling, and a batch size of 16 to train the
network. We initialize the parameters of both teacher and
student networks with the pre-trained weights, which are
trained on segmentation datasets, for fast and stable con-
vergence. Note that the pre-trained weights are not used
when training the model using only the matting dataset.
During the pre-training stage, we set the learning rate to
le-4 and training iterations to 200K using the MSE objec-
tive function. The teacher network is fine-tuned on the syn-
thetic matting dataset, the learning rate is set to 5e-5, and
the training iteration is 10K with the objective function of
Eq. 3. After training the teacher network, we train the stu-
dent network using the natural segmentation dataset with
the Matte Label Blending strategy. Here, we set the learn-
ing rate to 5e-5 and training iterations to 20K. We employ
random scaling, random cropping, and random horizontal
flipping for basic data augmentation and apply the color jit-
tering operations [7] only for strong augmentation. We also
adapt the multi-scale training strategy by cropping the im-
age from 512 x 512 to 768 x 768. Note that our final result
is generated only from the student network. During the test
time, we resize the image to the shorter edge length of the
image to be 512. We train the models on 4 NVIDIA V100
GPUs using Pytorch [41] framework.

4.3. Results

We conducted extensive experiments on the proposed
method to analyze the effect of varying amounts of matte
and segmentation labels. We split segmentation data into
six subsets with 0, 2K, 5K, 10K, 20K, and 50K labels, and
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Figure 6. Comparisons on P3M dataset (natural images) according
to the amount of segmentation and matte data.
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Figure 8. Comparisons on RWP dataset (natural images) accord-
ing to the amount of segmentation and matte data.

matte data into six subsets with 0, 50, 200, 500, 1000, and
2000 labels. We train the model on all (=6x6-1) combina-
tions of the segmentation and matte subsets, and evaluate
on four validation sets, namely P3M, PPM, RWP, and D-
646. We primarily analyze the performance of the model
on natural images using P3M (Figure 6), PPM (Figure 7),
and RWP (Figure 8) datasets and on synthetic images using
D-646 dataset (Figure 9). Note that there is no pre-training
for segmentation subsets with zero data counts.

Finding 1: Segmentation data improves the robustness
of the matting model to natural images. The model
trained with only matte data (e.g., seg 0 & mat 2000)
achieves a reasonable performance on synthetic images, as
shown in Figure 2c and Figure 9. However, it shows com-
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Figure 7. Comparisons on PPM dataset (natural images) according
to the amount of segmentation and matte data.
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Figure 9. Comparisons on D-646 dataset (synthetic images) ac-
cording to the amount of segmentation and matte data.

pletely different results on natural images, as shown in Fig-
ure 2c¢ and Figures 6-8. The reason is that the model often
fails to generalize to natural images because it is trained
with only synthetic matte data. When we leverage seg-
mentation data with the proposed training method (e.g., seg
2000 & mat 2000), the performance of the model dramat-
ically improves from 34.2 MSE to 4.1 MSE. We also dis-
cover that the performance gap between using 2K and 50K
segmentation data is not substantial (4.1 vs. 3.6 MSE). The
results demonstrate that (1) domain generalization is a criti-
cal issue for trimap-free matting models when training with
only synthetic matte data, and (2) although segmentation
data consists of weaker information, our method can lever-
age segmentation data as an effective source to improve the
robustness of the model to natural images.



Method ] Whole Region MSE | \ FPS 1
| P3M [24] | PPM [19] | RWP [57] | D-646 [42] | GPU | CPU
SHM [6] 40966 | 27.306 | 58.456 23.646 | 970 | 66
GCA [27] 22.176 16.337 32423 11523 | 951 | 5.0
P3MNet [24] | 13.586 9.672 24.079 8.935 94.6 | 11.8
IndexNet [34] | 12.484 6.043 20.580 7.683 529 | 1.9
GFM [26] 10.770 5.183 18.895 6.705 100.3 | 13.3
LEM [60] 9.611 5.970 18.012 6.222 263 | 20
MODNet [19] | 9.692 5.161 18.038 5736 | 101.7 | 89
Ours (R101) 4.391 2.802 11.257 5.301 583 | 5.0
Ours (R18) 7.007 3.518 13.094 6.192 | 2222 | 187
Ours (R180.5) | 8307 3.996 16.787 7816 | 3289 | 437

Table 1. Comparison with state-of-the-art trimap-free matting approaches. All models are trained with the same amount of 10K
segmentation and 200 matte labels. The P3M [24], PPM [19], and RWP [57] datasets consist of natural images, and the D-646 [42]
consists of synthetic images. The R18 (0.5) denotes UNet ResNet18 backbone network with a width multiplier of 0.5.
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Figure 10. Qualitative comparisons according to the amount of
matte data with a fixed number of 10K segmentation data: (b)
without matte data, (c) 50 matte data, (d) 2000 matte data.

Finding 2: A small amount of matte data can dramati-
cally improve the boundary detail representation of the
matting model. The model trained with only segmenta-
tion data (e.g., seg 10K & mat 0) performs well on nat-
ural images but lacks representing boundary detail infor-
mation due to the coarse training labels, as shown in Fig-
ure 10b. Even when we increase the amount of segmen-
tation data, the improvement of the model in the boundary
region is marginal. However, by leveraging a small amount
of synthetic matte data, our training method considerably
improves the prediction accuracy of the model, especially
on the boundary region. As shown in the results on P3M
dataset consisting of natural images (Figure 6), the MSE er-
ror on the boundary region is steeply decreased when the

amount of matte data is increased from O to 50. Moreover,
we found that the performance gap between leveraging 50
and 2000 matte data is insignificant, as shown in Figure 10c
and Figure 10d. The results demonstrate that (1) incorporat-
ing a small amount of matte data using our method can dra-
matically improve the boundary detail representation of the
model, and (2) it gives us more opportunity for cost-efficient
human matting using a reduced amount of segmentation and
matte data.

Comparison with state-of-the-art methods. Our
method is compared to state-of-the-art trimap-free mat-
ting methods such as SHM [6], GCA [27], GFM [26],
P3MNet [24], IndexNet [34], LFM [60], and MODNet [19]
as in Table 1 using the same amount of 10K segmentation
and 200 matte labels. Following the training strategy used
in [19], all existing methods are pre-trained on segmen-
tation labels and fine-tuned on matte labels. Our three
baseline networks are trained using the proposed training
method, Matte Label Blending. In addition, we measure
the throughput of each model using ONNX runtime [11] on
an NVIDIA Tesla V100 GPU and Xeon Gold 5120 CPU
with an input size of 512x512. We evaluate all methods
using three real-world datasets (i.e., P3M, PPM, and RWP)
consisting of natural images and one synthesized dataset
(i.e., D-646) consisting of synthetic images. As a result,
the performance of ours on the synthesized dataset is not
substantial compared to state-of-the-art matting methods.
However, we achieve remarkable performances on real-
world datasets since our training method can noticeably
improve the domain generalization of the model to natural
images. Especially, our training method is successfully
applied to the lightweight model (i.e., UNet-ResNetl8
with a multiplier of 0.5) achieving extremely fast inference
of 328.9 FPS on a GPU and state-of-the-art performance.



‘ Whole Region ‘ Boundary Region

Network
\ MSE | \ MSE |
seg 2K, mat 50

BSHM [32] 20.012 87.186
Context-aware [17] 19.837 52.943
ours 4.901 32435

seg 10K, mat 200
BSHM [32] 15.779 80.787
Context-aware [17] 16.844 46.361
ours 4.391 28.776

seg 50K, mat 2000
BSHM [32] 13.287 75.600
Context-aware [17] 14.092 42.006
ours 3.512 22.728

Table 2. Comparison with existing training methods,

BSHM [32] and Context-aware [17], for human matting using the
same amount of segmentation and matte data.

Also, our training method is compared to existing train-
ing methods such as BSHM [32] and Context-aware [17]
that are proposed to mitigate the domain generalization is-
sue. We reproduce them using the same amount of seg-
mentation and matte data and evaluate them on P3M vali-
dation set. The results in Table 2 demonstrate the substan-
tial superiority of our training method. The reason is that
when BSHM sequentially trains three sub-network in an of-
fline manner, the last sub-network is trained with only syn-
thetic matte data, resulting in inevitable domain generaliza-
tion errors. Also, Context-aware consists of simple image
augmentation methods, such as re-JPEGing and Gaussian
blur. Such image augmentation may remove some artifacts
in synthesized images, but cannot handle the contextual un-
naturalness as shown in Figure 1 and Figure 2.

4.4. Analysis

We conduct experiments to analyze each component of our
training method on P3M [24] validation set under the seg-
mentation 10K and matte 200 labels setup.

Effect of Matte Label Blending. We compare the per-
formance of the student network with that of the teacher
network to investigate the effect of the proposed method.
Table 3 and Figure 11 show the comparison results be-
tween the student network and two kinds of teacher net-
works. The first is the teacher network trained with only
segmentation data, and the second is the teacher network
that is fine-tuned on the synthetic matte data. The teacher
network trained with only segmentation data shows a rea-
sonable performance on the whole region, but the bound-
ary detail representation is insufficient, as in Table 3 and
Figure 11b. When we fine-tune the teacher network using

(@) Input image (b) (c) (d)

Figure 11. Qualitative comparisons under 50K segmentation
data and 2K matte data setting: (b) teacher network trained with
only segmentation data, (c) teacher network fine-tuned on matte
data, (d) student network trained with Matte Label Blending.

] Whole Region \ Boundary Region

Network
\ MSE | \ MSE |
Teacher (seg only) 6.676 48.088
Teacher (fine-tune) 6.991 32.553
Student (ours) 4.391 28.776

Table 3. Effect of Matte Label Blending. Note that the Matte
Label Blending method is applied only to the student network.

matte data, the boundary detail representation of the net-
work is improved, but there are several noisy predictions in
the foreground and background region, dropping the per-
formance in the whole region, as in Table 3 and Figure 11c.
When fine-tuning the network, the continuous guiding of
synthetic images deteriorates the generalization of the net-
work to natural images. However, the Matte Label Blending
is designed to exploit only the advantageous information of
the teacher network and segmentation data, and the student
network can enjoy a substantial improvement on both the
whole and boundary region.

Effect of loss weight \. 'We conduct experiments to verify
the robustness of the model to the hyperparameter A used in
Eq. 2. The experimental results in Table 4 indicate that
our method exhibits consistency across different values of
A. Consequently, we set A to 0.01 by default, which yields
optimal results across our experiments.



] Whole Region ‘ Boundary Region

| MSE| |  MSE]

0.1 4.442 28.911
0.01 4.391 28.776
0.001 4.421 28.838

Table 4. Effect of loss weight A. Our training method is robust to
changes in A, and we set A to 0.01 by default.

Weak-Strong | EMA | Whole Region | Boundary Region
Aug ‘ Update MSE | MSE |
v v 4.391 28.776
v 4.419 28.793
v 4.437 28.804
4.472 28.815

Table 5. Effect of training strategies: weak-strong augmenta-
tion and EMA update. We follow the detailed setting of them
used in teacher-student frameworks [2, 7, 51].

Effect of components in the teacher-student framework.
We designed the baseline training method encompassing
teacher-student networks, motivated by [2, 7, 51]. Here,
we analyze the effect of weak-strong augmentation and ex-
ponential moving average (EMA) update strategies used in
the teacher-student framework on the performance of hu-
man matting models. The results in Table Tab. 5 indicate
that both strategies yield a slight performance improvement.
We employ both strategies in our training by default and
note that the EMA update is applied only when the teacher
and student networks have the same network architecture.

Transferring to existing matting models. Our training
method can be easily transferred to existing matting mod-
els by changing the student network in Figure 4. We adopt
seven existing matting models (SHM [6], MODNet [19],
P3MNet [24], GFM [26], GCA [27], IndexNet [34], and
LFM [60]) and compare our training method with the fine-
tuning technique, where the model is pre-trained on seg-
mentation data and then fine-tuned on matte data. As shown
in Table 6, our training method improves the performance
of all matting models with a large margin. This result
demonstrates that ours can be served as an effective train-
ing method to properly incorporate segmentation and matte
data. Notably, the state-of-the-art real-time matting model,
MODNet, shows an improved performance of 5.602 MSE
with a 42.2% reduction in error.

Network | Whole Region | Boundary Region | FPS
| MSE] | MSE | | GPU 4 | CPU 1t

UNet-R101 6.991 32.553

+ ours 4.472 (—36.0%) 28.837 (—11.4%) >8.3 >0
UNet-R18 9.868 44.735

+ ours 7.090 (—28.2%) 30.303 (- 32.3%) 2222 18.7
UNet-R18(0.5) 11.388 55.745

+ ours 8.335 (—26.8%) 31.059 (—44.3%) 328.9 437
MODNet [19] 9.692 42.270

+ ours 5.655 (—41.7%) 34.335 (—18.8%) 101.7 8.9
LFM [60] 9.611 42.737

+ ours 6.103 (—36.5%) 29.633 (—30.7%) 263 20
GFM [26] 10.770 43.055

+ ours 6.425 (—40.3%) 32.098 (—25.4%) 100.3 13.3
P3MNet [24] 13.586 50.146

+ ours 7.381 (—45.7%) 35.092 (-30.0%) 94.6 1.8

IndexNet [34] 12.484 46.936 529 1.9

+ ours 7.554 (—39.5%) 34.596 (—26.3%) ’ :
GCA [27] 22.176 65.232 95.1 5.0
+ ours 8.875 (—60.0%) 36.712 (—43.7%) ’ :

SHM [6] 40.966 106.338

+ ours 19.073 (—53.4%) 46.899 (—52.0%) 97.01 6.6

Table 6. Transferring our training method to existing matting
networks. +ours denotes that the network is trained as the student
network in our training method. Otherwise, the network is pre-
trained on the same amount of 10K segmentation data and then
fine-tuned on the same amount of 200 matte data. The models are
evaluated on P3M [24] dataset.

5. Conclusion and Future Direction

In this paper, we introduced a new practical learning setting
for human matting that utilizes both relatively easy-to-find
coarse segmentation data and precise but expensive matte
data. Firstly, We observed that the segmentation data con-
tains coarse-level human region information, and the model
trained with matte data captures delicate details informa-
tion mainly in the boundary region. Based on the obser-
vation, the proposed Matte Label Blending method showed
that guiding only informative knowledge from segmenta-
tion data and the model trained with matte data makes the
matting model robust to natural images and precise bound-
ary detail representation. From the extensive experiments,
we analyzed the effect of the amount of segmentation and
matte data for human matting and verified the effectiveness
of the proposed method. Although we showed the segmen-
tation data could be effectively used in human matting, we
have a limit in the comfortable usability of an extensive
pool of unlabeled images, such as web-crawling images.
Our promising future research direction will be applying
pseudo-segmentation labels to utilize a huge amount of un-
labeled images in the proposed framework.
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Appendix
A. Additional Analysis

A.1. Network architecture

As mentioned in the experiment section, we used the U-
Net [43] structure with ResNet [16] backbone network. In
Figure 12, we provide an illustration of our network ar-
chitecture. Note that we remove the max-pooling layer in
the stem part of the ResNet, and the architecture is highly
straightforward and simple.

A.2. Detailed quantitative results

In Figures 5-8, we provided the quantitative scores of the
matting model according to the amounts of segmentation
and matte data in the form of a graph. Here, we provide all
numerical scores including MSE and SAD metrics in Ta-
ble 7.

A.3. Additional Qualitative results

We provide more additional qualitative results in Figure 13;
compared to the models trained with only segmentation data
or matte data, the model with the proposed method shows
more robust results on natural images with finer boundary
details.

13



‘ Natural Images ‘ Synthetic Images

PPM [19] P3M [24] RWP [57] Distinctions-646 [42]

#seg #mat Whole Region Boundary Region Whole Region Boundary Region Whole Region Boundary Region Whole Region | Boundary Region
MSE| SAD| |MSE| SAD| |MSE| SAD|] |[MSE| SAD| | MSE|] SAD| | MSE| SAD] |MSE| SAD| | MSE| SAD/|

2K 0 5.129  154.675 | 68.699 65.668 | 6.907  29.991 | 50.727 15.329 | 17.943  50.777 | 95.872 28.608 | 11.562 99.361 | 55.793 46.424
5K 0 4.676  137.027 | 67.019 65.649 | 6.771 29.534 | 50.401 14.347 | 15.805  49.369 | 85372 27.676 | 9.438 92.097 | 55.769  46.407
10K 0 4375 124.083 | 66.326 64.557 | 6.676  28.158 | 48.088 14.077 | 15.279  48.191 84.883 28969 | 9.125  90.853 | 53.630  45.329
20K 0 4222 114.015 | 63.351 64356 | 6.539  26.152 | 45.760 13.822 | 14.185  47.283 | 79.485 28.041 | 8.265 89.945 | 51.904 44.767
50K 0 4130 102522 | 62.662 64.186 | 6493  26.113 | 43.031 13.577 | 14.072  46.108 | 78211 27.845 | 7.001  80.785 | 47.563  43.558

0 50 30.781 532989 | 99.097 78266 | 50.220 137.725 | 93.092 21.302 | 161.199 180.452 | 204.548 43.815 | 15584 99.183 | 53.696  47.369
2K 50 3.682 82504 | 55228 56.894 | 4.994  21.080 | 32.558 10.867 | 15.435  44.122 | 82.191 25.885 | 9.222 68.998 | 48.033  41.664
5K 50 3380  81.419 | 52.964 55.520 | 4.764  20.824 | 31.519 10.723 | 13.678 42349 | 74.699 24994 | 7.397 58224 | 44578 40.306
10K 50 3.351 78.560 | 52.651 54914 | 4.629 19.768 | 30.698 10.578 | 12.342  41.685 | 70.383  24.982 | 6.734  55.813 | 44.084  40.088
20K 50 2980  74.714 | 51.526  53.537 | 4.593 19.132 | 29.871 10499 | 11.891 41.277 | 67.690 24.855 | 5.808 55.055 | 42.805 39.580
50K 50 2783  71.655 | 50.211 52907 | 4512  18.764 | 28368 10.141 | 11.590  40.995 | 66.759 24.746 | 6.304 52.233 | 41.897 37.967

0 200 | 28.778 379.350 | 81.467 74.051 | 38.322 125.955 | 71.315 19.607 | 147.368 174.427 | 199.475 43.181 | 12986 67.594 | 42.418 38.423
2K 200 3.321 77307 | 51.109 54.613 | 4.743 19.943 | 30.573 10.423 | 13.960 35479 | 71.251 25.117 | 8.739 58.641 | 44.689 40.136
5K 200 2944 74930 | 50.548 54.057 | 4.569 18.909 | 29.781 10.208 | 12.899  33.820 | 70.103 24.939 | 7.007 54.526 | 44.076  39.143
10K 200 2815 72908 | 50.240 53.624 | 4.472 18.392 | 28.837 10.168 | 11.974  32.871 66.965 24905 | 5.601 54.049 | 40.366  38.530
20K 200 2810  72.801 | 48.821 52.648 | 4.408 18.114 | 28.016  10.079 | 11.609  32.567 | 66.367 24.726 | 5314 49.867 | 40.302 37.971
50K 200 2.636  70.763 | 48512 52.112 | 4.303 17.755 | 27.900 10.027 | 11496  31.173 | 66.044 24589 | 5438 49.512 | 39.985 37.144

0 500 | 25.513 358315 | 77.480 65381 | 36.656 97.700 | 69.166 16.868 | 134.276 172.330 | 182.532 40.766 | 11.852 46.528 | 40.290  35.524
2K 500 3.027 747792 | 49.926 53.972 | 4.466 17.443 | 27.981 10.128 | 13.585 35452 | 69.758 25.099 | 6.090 48.846 | 39.481 37.218
5K 500 2902 73733 | 48.846  52.937 | 4.260 16.975 | 27.691  9.991 12.870  33.499 | 67.908 24900 | 5255 48.753 | 39.117 36.762
10K 500 2.803  72.889 | 48.402 52.550 | 4.198 16.766 | 27.136  9.703 11.850 32512 | 65.216 24.641 | 5.148 47.151 | 38.955 36.539
20K 500 2740  71.639 | 48.111 52.075 | 4.073 16.681 | 25.541  9.635 11480 32417 | 65016 24573 | 5.043 46.847 | 38.095 36.320
50K 500 2629  68.218 | 47.961 51970 | 3.965 16.287 | 25.880  9.629 11240 30.868 | 64.692 24.561 | 4.707 46.422 | 37.293  35.635

0 1000 | 22.102 278.938 | 74.582 62.741 | 36.123 92371 | 62.685 15423 | 125.071 162.275 | 181.543 40.163 | 4.598 45.086 | 37.086 35.213
2K 1000 | 3.050  71.727 | 49.598 53.074 | 4.316 16402 | 27.052  9.967 13.461 35382 | 69.004 25.062 | 5.131 47.592 | 39.291  36.588
5K 1000 | 2.844  70.688 | 48.650 51.962 | 4.074 16.371 | 26.943  9.836 12.848 32988 | 64.773 24786 | 4.860 47.473 | 37.692 35.889
10K 1000 | 2.746  70.187 | 48.370 51.928 | 3.979 16.002 | 25.837  9.517 11.789 31406 | 64.149 24532 | 4805 45.857 | 37.265 35.865
20K 1000 | 2.700  68.380 | 48.060 51918 | 3.766 15974 | 24.663  9.511 11379 31311 | 63.536  24.525 | 4.795 45.494 | 37.230 35.618
50K 1000 | 2.601 67.634 | 47.813  51.553 | 3.695 15.562 | 24.556  9.455 11.164  30.734 | 63.085 24.310 | 4.670 45368 | 37.172 35.612

0 2000 | 20.950 224.514 | 62.836 54.350 | 33.823 86.223 | 57.339 14.822 | 115.815 140.533 | 171.560 39.019 | 4.163  42.115 | 34.568 34.568
2K 2000 | 2999  69.131 | 48.994 51.501 | 4.076 16.283 | 25.130  9.840 13.424 35309 | 65.878 24997 | 5.127 46936 | 37.674 35.953
5K 2000 | 2790  67.960 | 48.232 51.312 | 3.949 15.836 | 24.030  9.654 12430  32.831 62,515 24.683 | 4.682 46478 | 37.218 35.756
10K 2000 | 2.635 67.876 | 47.886 51.451 | 3.760  15.823 | 23.906  9.412 11740 31.215 | 61.568 24.511 | 4.674 45535 | 36.826 35.372
20K 2000 | 2.600  67.350 | 47.781 51.071 | 3.634 14.757 | 22.853  9.404 11.286  30.624 | 60.714 24489 | 4371 44.567 | 36.000 35.322
50K 2000 | 2.580  66.081 | 47.457 50.963 | 3.594  14.516 | 22.831  9.301 11.067  30.025 | 60.580 24.164 | 4.234 42929 | 34.866 34.755

Table 7. The whole numerical scores of our model on three validation sets consisting of natural images (PPM [19], P3M [24], and
RWP [57]) and one synthetic validation set (Distinctions-646 [42]) according to the amounts of segmentation and matte data.
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Image Pooling r

Figure 12. Illustration of the network architecture we used. We adopt the U-Net [43] based architecture with the ResNet [16] backbone
network and ASPP module [5]. Conv3x3 (d=3) means using a convolutional neural network with the kernel size of 3x3 and the
dilation rate of 3. Upx 2 means applying a bilinear upsampling layer.
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Figure 13. Additional qualitative comparisons for the models: the model trained with (b) only segmentation data, (c) only matte data,
(d) and both segmentation and matte data with our training method.
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