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Fig. 1. MeshifyDreams employs intrinsic decomposition, per-frame transient normal prior, and view augmentation to reconstruct 3D objects from generated
multi-view images from a single view, text, or other inputs conditioned generation model), preserving high-quality geometry and texture.

Reconstructing 3D objects from a single image is an intriguing but chal-
lenging problem. One promising solution is to utilize multi-view (MV) 3D
reconstruction to fuse generated MV images into consistent 3D objects.
However, the generated images usually suffer from inconsistent lighting,
misaligned geometry, and sparse views, leading to poor reconstruction qual-
ity. To cope with these problems, we present a novel 3D reconstruction
framework that leverages intrinsic decomposition guidance, transient-mono
prior guidance, and view augmentation to cope with the three issues, respec-
tively. Specifically, we first leverage to decouple the shading information
from the generated images to reduce the impact of inconsistent lighting;
then, we introduce mono prior with view-dependent transient encoding to
enhance the reconstructed normal; and finally, we design a view augmen-
tation fusion strategy that minimizes pixel-level loss in generated sparse

views and semantic loss in augmented random views, resulting in view-
consistent geometry and detailed textures. Our approach, therefore, enables
the integration of a pre-trained MV image generator and a neural network-
based volumetric signed distance function (SDF) representation for a single
image to 3D object reconstruction. We evaluate our framework on various
datasets and demonstrate its superior performance in both quantitative
and qualitative assessments, signifying a significant advancement in 3D
object reconstruction. Compared with the latest state-of-the-art method
Syncdreamer [Liu et al. 2023a], we reduce the Chamfer Distance error by
about 36% and improve PSNR by about 30% .

Additional Key Words and Phrases: 3d reconstruction, multi-view synthesis,
neural rendering
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Table 1. Our method enhances the quality of 3D reconstruction based on
various state-of-the-art (SOTA) multi-view generators. We evaluate geomet-
ric quality with Chamfer Distance (CD) and Volume Intersection over Union
(IoU), and RGB quality with PSNR, SSIM, and LPIPS, using GSO dataset for
SyncDreamer and Zero123, and ShapeNet dataset for GFLA. "A+B" in the
Method column represents images generated from A and 3D reconstruction
using B and methods without "+" means the original implementation.

Method CD ↓ IoU ↑ PSNR ↑ SSIM ↑ LPIPS ↓
Syncdreamer 0.0261 0.542 18.61 0.722 0.283
Syncdreamer+Ours 0.0167 0.643 24.13 0.879 0.099
Zero123+Neus 0.0312 0.482 16.85 0.672 0.172
Zero123+Ours 0.0216 0.585 21.92 0.714 0.114
GFLA+Neus 0.0527 0.357 17.93 0.702 0.227
GFLA+Ours 0.0304 0.439 20.14 0.751 0.12

1 INTRODUCTION
Recently, there has been remarkable progress in generating 3D ob-
jects thanks to the development of generation models like diffusion
and GAN [Ho et al. 2020; Karras et al. 2021, 2019; Ramesh et al.
2022; Rombach et al. 2022]. These promising results soon attracted
a lot of attention and led to many intriguing possibilities, such as
generating 3D objects from a single image, text prompts, or envi-
ronment [Chan et al. 2022; Lin et al. 2023a; Melas-Kyriazi et al. 2023;
Poole et al. 2022; Wang et al. 2023]. Many of these 3D generation
works leverage 2D image generation models; they usually consist
of two stages: an image generation stage and a 3D reconstruction
stage, and face one major challenge of reconstructing 3D objects
from the generated 2D images, i.e. multi-view consistency.

Multi-view 3D reconstruction is a fundamental problem in 3D vi-
sion and has been extensively researched for decades. In the problem,
the images are captured from real scenes, and each pixel results from
the physical law of imaging: a combination of factors of light trans-
port, object material, geometry, etc. With these physically faithful
images, multi-view reconstruction methods can utilize geometrical
and physical priors to fuse information from multiple views and in-
fer 3D properties like color and geometry, for example triangulating
two pixels imaging from a 3D point to get its 3D position.
However, it is hard to teach a generation model to understand

physical laws, and therefore hard to produce images with correct
physical properties (view consistency) from generation models. To
tackle the issue and utilize the 3D reconstruction techniques for 3D
generation, many existing works [Chan et al. 2022; Lin et al. 2023b;
Liu et al. 2023a; Shi et al. 2023a] focus on the first stage, training or
finetuing 2D image generation models with multi-views images and
improving the view consistency. GFLA [Ren et al. 2020] generates
multiple views based on a GANmodel and Zero123 [Liu et al. 2023b]
finetunes a stable diffusion model to generate a high quality novel
view of the input image based on relative camera pose. Syncdreamer
[Liu et al. 2023a] improves the view consistency from Zero123 [Liu
et al. 2023b] via attention layers.

Though these up-to-date generation models can produce visually
faithful multi-view images to some extent, they still have a long way
toward physical correctness. For example, Figure 2 presents a group

of multi-view images generated by the state-of-the-art (SOTA) view-
consistent generation techniques, including a generative adversarial
network (GAN) model and diffusion model [Chan et al. 2022; Liu
et al. 2023a]. We notice three critical problems shared by existing
multi-view generation methods: 1) geometry misalignment, the
surfaces of the sofa and the wheels of the truck vary in different
views; 2) light inconsistency, the important reconstruction clues
like spots and shadows are view-dependent, implying an incorrect
shading process that would significantly hinder decoupling the
geometry-shading confusion for robust geometry reconstruction; 3)
view sparsity, because of the scarcity of 3D dataset, most gener-
ation models are trained to produce a few views without accurate
camera pose. Images with these three defects significantly reduce
the reconstruction quality and challenge existing 3D reconstruction
techniques designed for real images.

While continuing to improve the image generator may help tackle
the challenges, in the work, we instead explore the feasibility and
the capability of 3D reconstruction from imperfectly generated im-
ages. We attempt to reduce the assumption of physically correct
images required by current multi-view reconstruction methods and
adapt the methods for the imperfect 2D images generated from off-
shelf multi-view generation models. The paper presents a novel 3D
reconstruction framework designed for dreamed images with the
defects aforementioned. By priors learned about the 3D world from
images, embedding imaging physical laws into the reconstruction,
and ensuring semantic consistency between views, we alleviate the
dependency of reconstruction on the physical correctness of the
generated images. Specifically, we first introduce monocular nor-
mal prior with view-dependent transient encoding to enhance the
reconstructed geometry. Then, we leverage to decouple the shading
information from the generated images to reduce the impact of
inconsistent lighting. Finally, we design a view augmentation fusion
strategy that minimizes pixel-level loss for generated and rendered
images from the same sparse views and semantic loss across dif-
ferent views, i.e. generated sparse views and augmented random
rendered views, resulting in view-consistent geometry and detailed
textures. With our view-dependent transient encoding, decoupling
of the lighting, and view augmentation, we can leverage the off-shelf
models like the monocular normal estimator and decomposition
models without finetuning with multi-view images, or in-domain
data. This helps the generation of our method: with less dependency
on finetuning models, our method can be plugged into 3D gener-
ation works based on 2D image generation directly. Also, we can
easily replace the off-shelf models in our method with alternatives
and keep our "plug-in" reconstruction module updated.
When replacing reconstruction modules in the existing 3D gen-

eration methods with our method, it significantly outperforms their
original methods. As shown in Table 1 ( Syncdreamer [Liu et al.
2023a] is based on 3D reconstruction with Neus[Wang et al. 2021a]
and Ours is the Neus reconstruction with our proposed contribu-
tions), compared with methods with the basic Neus reconstruc-
tion (Syncdreamer, Zero123+Neus, GFLA+Neus), methods with our
reconstruction designed for dreamed images (Syncdreamer+Ours,
Zero123+Ours, GFLA+Ours) gain a reduction in Chamfer Distance
error about 28% to 44% and an improvement in PSNR about 12% to
33%. Also as shown in Figure 1, methods with our reoncstruction
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attain the highest reconstruction quality, featuring smooth surfaces
and intricate geometry.
In summation, our contribution includes:

• We present a novel multi-view 3D reconstruction method
tailored for imperfect dreamed images, which can be readily
plugged into 3D generation works leveraging image genera-
tion models.

• We discover and address the light inconsistency problem of
generated images by introducing the intrinsic decomposi-
tion technique, which increases reconstruction quality and
achieves the albedo component.

• We introduce a normal prior model and per-frame transient
geometry encoding to improve the geometry detail and con-
sistency in 3D object generation.

• We invent a view augmentation scheme to produce seman-
tic guidance in densely sampled random views, which sig-
nificantly alleviates the under-supervision problem due to
sparse views.
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(b) Light Inconsistency(a) Geometry Misalignment

Fig. 2. The geometry misalignment and lighting inconsistency generally
exist in state-of-the-art MV generation models like GAN [Chan et al. 2022]
and diffusion [Liu et al. 2023a].

2 RELATED WORK

2.1 Single-view 3D reconstruction
Reconstructing 3D objects from a single view is a challenging prob-
lem, as it is ill-conditioned and requires reconstructing the 3D struc-
ture of the scene from just one viewpoint. One approach is to rely on
collections of 3D primitives to approximate the target shape explic-
itly. These works obtain object embeddings from input RGB images
and map them to the 3D space. Various 3D object representation
methods are employed, such as mesh[Worchel et al. 2022; Xu et al.
2019], point clouds[Fan et al. 2017; Mescheder et al. 2019], and voxel
[Girdhar et al. 2016; Wu et al. 2017]. And the methods of embedding
and mapping are influenced by 3D object representation methods.
Some others leverage cues like texture [Li and Snavely 2018] and
defocus [Favaro and Soatto 2005] to understand 3D shapes from a
single image. The effectiveness of these approaches relies on the
technique of estimating depth cues from images. In addition, Fan
et al. [2017] directly regresses the point clouds from the image using
learned priors to complete the information of invisible parts.

Recently, there has been a remarkable development of NeRF-based
approaches [Wang et al. 2021a; Yariv et al. 2021] for 3D reconstruc-
tion, following the success of neural radiance fields (NeRF) [Milden-
hall et al. 2021]. Some researchers focus on improving the accuracy

of sparse view reconstruction [Chen et al. 2021; Chibane et al. 2021;
Wang et al. 2021b]. Furthermore, works like PixelNeRF[Yu et al.
2021] and PVSeRF[Yu et al. 2022] aim to reconstruct 3D scenes from
a single image by incorporating prior knowledge of the object’s
structure. These methods train their models on ShapeNet[Chang
et al. 2015], a database containing objects of simple shapes with
available 3D annotation.

2.2 Novel View Synthesis
Novel view synthesis is the task of generating novel views of a scene
from a new viewpoint given multi-view observations of the scene.
The generation of high-quality images from an unseen perspective
is a challenging task, particularly when the object’s position and ori-
entation in the scene are not known. One of the popular approaches
to novel view synthesis involves using Generative Adversarial Net-
work (GAN) [Goodfellow et al. 2020]. In prior works, researchers
explored the use of GAN models to discover latent semantic di-
rections that could manipulate object rotation without reliance on
underlying 3Dmodels [Chang et al. 2015; Härkönen et al. 2020; Shen
and Zhou 2021]. Several recent works [Chan et al. 2021; Niemeyer
and Geiger 2021] have extended this GAN-based approach to NeRF
models and trained them using adversarial losses, resulting in sig-
nificant performance improvements. Auto-regressive models have
been explored [Sanghi et al. 2022; Yan et al. 2022], which learn the
distribution of these 3D shapes conditioned on images or texts.
Another promising approach to novel view synthesis involves

using diffusion models, specifically diffusion-denoising probabilistic
models. Diffusion models are a class of generative models that make
use of a Markovian noising process to iteratively reverse the noise.
In recent years, several researchers [Li et al. 2022; Lin et al. 2023b;
Liu et al. 2023b; Melas-Kyriazi et al. 2023; Poole et al. 2022; Shi et al.
2023a] have explored the use of diffusion models in conjunction
with radiance fields and have demonstrated excellent results in tasks
such as conditional synthesis, completion, and other related tasks
[Zeng et al. 2022; Zhou et al. 2021].

2.3 Multi-view/3D generation with 2D Generation
2D generative models [Ramesh et al. 2022; Rombach et al. 2022] have
learned a wide range of visual concepts by pretraining on large-scale
image datasets. They possess powerful priors about the 3D world,
which allow them to exhibit significant potential in multi-view or
3D generation. Some attempts [Jun and Nichol 2023; Nichol et al.
2022] have been made to directly train 3D diffusion models using
different 3D representations. However, this approach often require
a large 3D dataset, and currently such datasets are inadequate for
capturing the intricacies of diverse 3D shapes.
To leverage the capability of 2D generative models, one line of

approaches [Melas-Kyriazi et al. 2023; Poole et al. 2022; Wang et al.
2023] propose Distillation Sampling to generate 3D assets from
texts. These approaches usually suffer from low diversity, over-
saturation, and multi-face problems. Some approaches attempt to
generate multi-view images by a direct application of 2D diffusion
models. Several works [Liu et al. 2023b,a; Shi et al. 2023a] fine-tune
the StableDiffusion model [Saharia et al. 2022] on a large-scale 3D
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render dataset. The fine-tuned models are able to generate a high-
quality novel view of the input image based on relative camera pose,
but the generated images still suffer from inconsistency in geometry
and colors. To alleviate the issue of inconsistency, the work [Qian
et al. 2023] employs a distillation sampling approach, but the novel
views are guided by a combination of 2D and 3D diffusion priors.
Some other works [Chan et al. 2023] resort to estimated depth maps
to warp and in paint novel view images. However, the results heavily
rely on the quality of the depth estimator; an inaccurate depth
map would lead to low-quality results. [Chan et al. 2023; Tewari
et al. 2023] generate new images using an autoregressive render-
and-generate approach, but limited to specific object categories or
scenes. Recent work [Liu et al. 2023a; Szymanowicz et al. 2023]
produce consistent multiview color images via attention layers but
face low-quality geometry and blurring textures challenges.

3 PROPOSED FRAMEWORK

3.1 Overview
Figure 3 illustrates our pipeline. It takes a single image or other input
conditions (Figure 3 only shows image for example) as input and
uses pre-trained MV generation models to generate sparse images
for 3D reconstruction via training a neural SDF-based representation.
The reconstruction can be roughly classified into two stages.

The first stage reconstructs the geometry and albedo field. We uti-
lize a pretrained mono-depth prediction model to synthesize normal
prior of the spare images as geometry guidance. Considering that
the geometry is view-inconsistent, we further integrate a per-frame
encoding to predict the transient part of geometry in each view.
Regarding the lighting, we use a pretrained intrinsic decomposition
model to decompose the image and use its albedo for 3D reconstruc-
tion. This scheme can eliminate the inconsistent shading clues, e.g.,
the specular light spots, in the generated images, thus improving
the reconstructed geometry. Furthermore, we can directly achieve
the albedo component for downstream applications like relighting.
Finally, we invent a view augmentation scheme that densely samples
tens of random views to enrich the sparse views. Because there are
no ground-truth images on these random views, we minimize the
semantic loss between the rendered images and its nearby sparse
views.

The second stage reconstructs the texture, producing a shaded
texture with highlight and shadow details. The process is similar
to the first stage. Specifically, we freeze the geometry and albedo
fields reconstructed by the first stage, and use the generated sparse
images to reconstruct an RGB field for texturing the mesh.

3.2 Neural Volume Rendering
Following NeuS [Wang et al. 2021a], we optimize the implicit SDF
field and color field to reconstruct the 3D object using volume ren-
dering. Given a pixel, we denote the ray emitted from this pixel as
{p(𝑡) = o + 𝑡v | 𝑡 ≥ 0}, where o is the center of the camera and v is
the unit direction vector of the ray. We accumulate the colors along
the ray by

𝐶 (o, v) =
∫ +∞

0
𝑤 (𝑡)𝑐 (p(𝑡), v)d𝑡, (1)

where 𝑐 (·) denotes an implicit color field represented by a neural
network. The weighting function𝑤 (𝑡) = 𝑇 (𝑡)𝜌 (𝑡).𝑇 (𝑡) is computed
as: 𝑇 (𝑡) = exp

(
−

∫ 𝑡

0 𝜌 (𝑢)d𝑢
)
, and 𝜌 (𝑡) is opaque density defined

as:

𝜌 (𝑡) = max

(
− dΦ𝑠

d𝑡 (𝑓 (p(𝑡)))
Φ𝑠 (𝑓 (p(𝑡)))

, 0

)
, (2)

where Φ𝑠 (·) is the Sigmoid function and 𝑓 (·) is the SDF value re-
trieved from a neural network-based geometry representation.

3.3 Geometry Reconstruction Stage
In contrast to conventional geometry reconstruction that aims to
faithfully match the input content, we need to take the inconsistency
between generated images into consideration. Therefore, we employ
a combination of techniques, including the utilization of mono prior,
per-frame normal encoding, and intrinsic decompose, all of which
play an important role in the optimization process.

Intrinsic Decomposition Guidance. Intrinsic image decomposition
(IID) is the process of recovering the image formation components,
such as reflectance (albedo) and shading (illumination) from an
image. Here, we employ IID to separate material properties and
shading information from input images to reduce the impact of in-
consistent lighting, and then use the separated albedo to reconstruct
the color field in the geometry reconstruction stage.

Given a generated image 𝐼 , we decomposed it using Pie-net [Das
et al. 2022] as the pixel-wise product of the albedo 𝐼𝑎𝑙𝑏𝑒𝑑𝑜 and the
illumination variance 𝐼𝑠ℎ𝑎𝑑𝑒 as

𝐼 = 𝐼albedo ⊙ 𝐼 shade, (3)

and minimize the difference between rendered pixel color𝐶 and the
pixel color of 𝐼albedo in Stage 1.

Mono Normal Prior. Because the object boundary in 2D images
primarily shapes the object’s 3D contour, it requires dense views
to determine geometry details. However, it is hard to achieve a lot
of images via existing generation models. Furthermore, generating
more images might not help because the generated geometry is
misaligned from different views and produces conflicts. To address
this problem, we employ readily available monocular geometric
priors, Omnidata [Eftekhar et al. 2021], to generate a normal map 𝑁
for each RGB image. Unlike depth cues, which provide semi-local
and relative information, normal cues offer localized insights into
the geometric structure of the scene.

In addition, the fake contour due to geometry misalignment can
be resolved by mono prior, as illustrated in Figure 4.

Per-Frame Normal Encoding. In 3D reconstruction, monocular
normals hold reference value, yet inconsistencies arise due to the
disparate perspectives of monocular estimations. Therefore, we
integrate per-frame encoding to decouple the transient part of each
image.
To allow the transient component of the scene to vary across

images, we assign each training image 𝐼 a second embedding ℓ (𝑛) ∈
R𝑛

(𝑛)
, which is given as input to one branch of the SDF network as

show in the Stage 1 in Figure 3. Here we abuse the notation a bit for
brevity and use 𝑓 (p(𝑡), ℓ (𝑛) ) to denote the SDF network consisting



2L3: Lifting Imperfect Generated 2D Images into Accurate 3D • 5
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Fig. 3. Our pipeline of 3D mesh reconstruction from generated multi-view images. Off-shelf models for 2D images generation, instrinsic decomposition and
monocular depth estimation are leveraged to generate sparse multi-view images, and their normal and albedo maps for supervision in the reconstruction
stages. Our reconstruction is decomposed into two stages to produce view-consistency 3D results. Stage 1: reconstructing the geometry and albedo field with
the guidance of normal and albedo maps. Stage 2: reconstructing shaded texture with highlight and shadow details. Further, per-frame encoding and view
augmentation fusion schema are designed to enhance view consistency and alleviate under-supervision of sparse views.

View 1
Image

View 2
Image

Reconstructed
Geometry

View 2
Normal Prior

Resolve
Fake 

Contour

Fig. 4. The red line of view 1 represents a misaligned boundary in view 2,
which might lead to a wrong contour on the surface of view 2, as shown
by the orange line. However, the mono normal prior of view 2 enforces a
smooth constraint on the same region (the green line), and thus eliminates
the wrong contour in the final reconstructed geometry.

of both the transient branch and the non-transient branch. Therefore
the SDF value of a point is given by 𝑓 (p(𝑡), ℓ (𝑛) ). We denote the
surface normal at the point as ∇𝑓 (p(𝑡), ℓ (𝑛) ).

To render the normal maps, we follow the methodology in NeRF
[Mildenhall et al. 2021] and NeuS [Wang et al. 2021a]. This scheme
samples 𝑛 points {p𝑖 = o + 𝑡𝑖v | 𝑖 = 1, . . . , 𝑛, 𝑡𝑖 < 𝑡𝑖+1} along the ray
to compute the approximate normal of the ray as

𝑁̂ =

𝑛∑︁
𝑖=1

𝑇𝑖𝛼𝑖∇𝑓 (p𝑖 , ℓ (𝑛) ). (4)

We impose consistency on the volume-rendered normal 𝑁̂ and the
predicted monocular normal 𝑁 transformed to the same coordinate
system with angular and L1 losses [Eftekhar et al. 2021]:

Lnorm =
∑︁
r∈𝐼

∥𝑁̂ (r) − 𝑁 (r)∥1 +


1 − 𝑁̂ (r)⊤𝑁 (r)




1 . (5)

3.4 Texture Reconstruction
In the second stage, we use the trained geometry field to infer density
while training a texture field that aims to faithfully represent the
generated image 𝐼 .

Per-frame Color Encoding. Because the generated image 𝐼 also
contains many inconsistent details, we integrate a per-frame color
encoding like the transient per-frame normal encoding. Similar to
fer-frame normal encoding, we add ℓ (𝑐 ) ∈ R𝑛 (𝑐 )

into a transient
color network:

𝑐
(𝜏 )
𝑖

= 𝑀

(
p𝑖 , 𝒗𝑝𝑖 ,∇𝑓 (p𝑖 , ℓ (𝑛) ), 𝒛𝑝𝑖 , ℓ (𝑐 )

)
, (6)

𝐶 (𝜏 ) =
𝑛∑︁
𝑖=1

𝑇𝑖𝛼𝑖𝑐
(𝜏 )
𝑖

. (7)

The transient color network 𝑀 is a neural network (MLP) that
takes into account the surface point p𝑖 , the viewing direction 𝒗𝑝𝑖 , the
corresponding surface normal ∇𝑓 (p𝑖 , ℓ (𝑛) ), the latent feature vector
for the point 𝒛𝑝𝑖 from Stage 1, and the per-frame color encoding
ℓ (𝑐 ) .

The transient color and the non-transient color are combined to
form the rendered color𝐶 (𝑟 ) for a ray 𝑟 as shown in the bottom-left
of Figure 3

3.5 View Augmentation Fusion
Our goal is to reconstruct a 3D model from sparse multi-view im-
ages {𝐼𝑠 }𝑁𝑠=0. Intuitively, we can train an SDF field directly from
{𝐼𝑠 } utilizing volume rendering. However, a set of sparse generated
images lacks supervision from many viewpoints, leading to issues
with the generated texture that may be unreasonable or unclear. To
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address this issue, we propose a view augmentation fusion that aims
to provide supervision from any viewpoint, resulting in texture with
a high degree of fidelity. Specifically, there are two main points to
this strategy:

Asymmetric Pixel-level Loss. We adopt a selective optimization
approach that focuses on optimizing pixel-wise mean squared error
(MSE) losses only in a limited set of generated images that may
exhibit overlap with each other. We adopt an asymmetric pixel-level
RGB loss to minimize the per-pixel difference between the predicted
view and the generated images 𝐼𝑠 . The pixel-level RGB loss is

L𝑟𝑔𝑏 = 𝑤𝑠

𝑅∑︁
𝑟

| |𝐶 (𝑟 ) −𝐶 (𝑟 ) | |22, (8)

where 𝑟 denotes a ray sampled from a 𝑠𝑡ℎ image of a training image
pool {𝐼𝑠 }𝑁𝑠=0 consisting of 𝑁 generated sparse views and one input
view, and 𝑅 denotes a set of sampled rays.𝐶 (𝑟 ) is the predicted pixel
color at ray 𝑟 and𝐶 (𝑟 ) is the pixel color in reference images. In Stage
1, the reference images are albedo maps {𝐼𝑎𝑙𝑏𝑒𝑑𝑜𝑠 } decomposed from
{𝐼𝑠 } and in Stage 2, the original sparse multi-view images {𝐼𝑠 }.𝑤𝑠

is the weight of loss for the 𝑠𝑡ℎ image, which reflects the credibility
of different views. In our work, we apply 𝑤𝑠 = |𝑣𝑠 − 𝑣0 |, where
we assume the input single view 𝑣0 to be the origin view. This
approach helps to minimize the impact of pixel-level misalignment
and generate sharper training results with reduced blurring.

Semantic Consistency. We propose to employ a self-supervised
semantic loss to connect the striding key viewpoints to further
enhance view consistency across the generated images. This in-
volves incorporating a pre-trained Vision Transformer (ViT) net-
work, which has been proven to be an expressive semantic prior even
between images with misalignment [Amir et al. 2021; Tumanyan
et al. 2022]. Inspired by [Jain et al. 2021], for each image 𝐼𝑠 we ran-
domly sample 𝐽 unseen viewpoints

{
𝑝 𝑗

} 𝐽
𝑗=1 around the object and

render the images
{
𝐼𝑝 𝑗

} 𝐽
𝑗=1 from the SDF field utilizing volumetric

rendering. Furthermore, we adopt a pre-trained ViT model 𝐸𝑣𝑖𝑡 to
extract feature embedding from images and enforce semantic consis-
tency by minimizing the difference of feature embedding between
different views:

L𝑠𝑒𝑚 =

𝐽∑︁
𝑗=1

| |𝐸𝑣𝑖𝑡 (𝐼0) − 𝐸𝑣𝑖𝑡 (𝐼𝑝 𝑗
) | |22

+
𝑁∑︁
𝑠=1

𝐽∑︁
𝑗=1

𝑤𝑠 𝑗 | |𝐸𝑣𝑖𝑡 (𝐼𝑠 ) − 𝐸𝑣𝑖𝑡 (𝐼𝑝 𝑗
) | |22,

(9)

where 𝐸𝑣𝑖𝑡 (𝐼0), 𝐸𝑣𝑖𝑡 (𝐼𝑠 ), and 𝐸𝑣𝑖𝑡 (𝐼𝑝 𝑗
) are the semantic features of

the input image, generated multi-view images, and the rendered
image from a random viewpoint, respectively. In Stage 1, these fea-
tures are extracted from corresponding albedo maps.𝑤𝑠 𝑗 = |𝑣𝑠 −𝑝 𝑗 |.
This term compares the semantic features of the reference images
and the rendered images from any random viewpoint to ensure the
consistency of the underlying scene structure. In practice, we adopt
CLIP-ViT [Radford et al. 2021], a self-supervised vision transformer
trained on ImageNet [Deng et al. 2009] dataset.

We apply Asymmetric Pixel-level Loss and Semantic Consistency
Loss to both reconstruction stages.

3.6 Loss Design
Eikonal Loss. Following common practice [Yariv et al. 2021], we

also add an Eikonal term [Gropp et al. 2020] on the sampled points
X to regularize SDF values in 3D space:

L𝑒𝑖𝑘 =
∑︁
x∈X

(
∥∇𝑓𝜃 (x)∥2 − 1

)2
. (10)

The combined loss function is given by:

L = L𝑟𝑔𝑏 + L𝑠𝑒𝑚 + 𝜆1L𝑒𝑖𝑘 + 𝜆2L𝑛𝑜𝑟𝑚, (11)

where 𝜆s are hyperparameters that control the relative importance
of each loss term.

4 EXPERIMENTS SETUP
In order to evaluate the proposed reconstruction framework, we
leverage a series of pre-trained models. Regarding MV image genera-
tion, we use the SOTAdiffusionmodel presented by SyncDreamer [Liu
et al. 2023a] and the SOTA GAN model EG3D [Chan et al. 2022]. Be-
sides, we use Omnidata [Eftekhar et al. 2021] for monocular normal
prior generation and Pie-net [Das et al. 2022] for intrinsic image
decomposition.

4.1 Implementation Details
Our proposed method is trained on a single NVIDIA A40. During
training, we use Adam optimizer with a learning rate of 1e-4 and a
batch size of 32. We typically take 50k iterations for the SDF field. In
addition, we sample 1024 ray directions each iteration when training
SDF field 𝑓𝜃 . The entire process takes approximately 40 minutes to
train an SDF field 𝑓𝜃 of each object. When training the SDF field,
we set 𝑅min=16, 𝑅max=2048 , 𝐿 = 16 and 𝑛 (𝑛) = 𝑛 (𝑐 ) = 8. In addition,
we set 𝜆1 = 0.7 and 𝜆2 = 0.1.

4.2 Evaluation Metrics
We evaluate the performance of our method on the GSO [Downs
et al. 2022] and report the quantitative and qualitative results in
the following section. We used three standard evaluation metrics
to quantitatively evaluate the performance of our proposed frame-
work for texture reconstruction: Peak Signal-to-Noise Ratio (PSNR),
Structural Similarity Index (SSIM) [Wang et al. 2004], and Learned
Perceptual Image Patch Similarity (LPIPS) [Zhang et al. 2018]. In
addition, we employ Chamfer Distance(CD) and Volume IoU on the
GSO dataset for geometry quality evaluation.

Note that although we evaluate quantitative metrics on GSO, the
following qualitative results include many out-of-domain images,
such as real-world photos, 2D design images, and pictures from the
internet. This is done to showcase the generalization and robustness
of our work.

4.3 Application on Various Multi-View Generators
As discussion in Section 1, the Table 1 and Figure 1 show that our
method significantly improves the quality of 3D reconstruction
when applied to a variety of multi-view generators. In addition, as
shown in the quantitative results in Table 2, when our method is
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A smiling baby penguin Wizard outfit Optimus Prime fighting

Fig. 5. Visual comparison of reconstruction using baseline and our frame-
work on text-generated images [Shi et al. 2023b]. Our method can be ex-
tended to multi-view images produced using various methods based on
different inputs.

Table 2. Quantitative comparison with SOTA 3D generation methods. We
report Chamfer Distance and Volume IoU on the GSO dataset.

Method CD ↓ IoU ↑
Realfusion [Melas-Kyriazi et al. 2023] 0.0819 0.274

Magic123 [Qian et al. 2023] 0.0516 0.453
One-2-3-45 [Liu et al. 2023c] 0.0629 0.409
Point-E [Nichol et al. 2022] 0.0426 0.288

Shap-E [Jun and Nichol 2023] 0.0436 0.358
Zero123 + Ours 0.0216 0.585

SyncDreamer + Ours 0.0167 0.643

applied to Zero123 [Liu et al. 2023b] and SyncDreamer [Liu et al.
2023a], it consistently achieves outcomes that surpass those of the
current state-of-the-art methods.
Furthermore, we present the qualitative comparison in Figure

9. It is clear that Shap-E [Jun and Nichol 2023] often generates in-
complete meshes, failing to reconstruct regions with rich geometric
details, which results inmesh holes. The One-2-3-45 [Liu et al. 2023c]
model employs a 3D convolutional network and feature volume to
extract spatial information from the inconsistent multiview outputs
of Zero123 and uses an MLP for direct SDF prediction, speeding
up 3D reconstruction. Nonetheless, this approach often results in
smoother outputs with diminished geometric and textural detail.

In contrast, when our method is applied to the SyncDreamer [Liu
et al. 2023a], the resulting 3D reconstructions exhibit precise fea-
tures, such as detailed backpack surfaces and rich textural details
like the feathers of a bird, surpassing all other state-of-the-art meth-
ods in quality. Our approach is also applicable to multi-view images
generated by other methods, as shown in Figure 5, demonstrating
the distinction between directly using Neus [Wang et al. 2021a] and
using our method reconstruction on text-generated [Shi et al. 2023b]
images. In fact, our method is applicable to all reconstructions from
multi-view images where inconsistencies are present.

4.4 Ablation Study
In our ablation study, we systematically evaluate the contributions
of different components within our framework. The Figure 6 demon-
strates that the intrinsic decomposition guidance can eliminate ambi-
guities on the surface of a wine bottle caused by specular highlights.
Without the intrinsic decomposition guidance, areas with highlights
would incorrectly appear as indentations. The transient monocular
normal prior significantly assists in overcoming the supervision

Table 3. Quantitative evaluation results for ablation study. The 2D metrics
(PSNR, SSIM, LPIPS) are tested on 60 random novel views rendered by the
reconstructed color field.

Method CD ↓ IoU ↑ PSNR ↑ SSIM ↑ LPIPS ↓
w/o Decomposition 0.0211 0.587 22.52 0.852 0.117
w/o Transient prior 0.0214 0.603 23.82 0.859 0.104
w/o Per-frame encoding 0.0188 0.622 24.06 0.861 0.105
w/o Augmentation 0.172 0.640 21.63 0.791 0.142
Ours 0.0167 0.643 24.25 0.863 0.097

deficit caused by sparse viewpoints, as shown in 7. This issue is
particularly pronounced in regions with either overly complex or
overly simplistic textures, which can lead to inaccuracies in geomet-
ric reconstruction. In addition, with augmented view supervision,
the visual quality of the rendered views is improved substantially
in texture detail shown as Figure 8. Furthermore, we quantitatively
evaluate the impact of each component of our framework, as shown
in . Each component contributes to performance enhancement, with
the complete framework delivering the best reconstruction quality,
both in terms of geometry and texture.

Input w/o Decomposition w/ Decomposition

Fig. 6. Visual comparison of without and with the intrinsic decomposition
guidance in stage one.

Input w/o Transient-mono Prior w/ Transient-mono Prior

Fig. 7. Visual comparison of without and with the transient-mono prior
guidance in stage one. The guidance helps reconstruct geometry details and
remove conflicts.

5 CONCLUSION
Our paper introduces a framework designed to reconstruct 3D repre-
sentations from imperfect 2D images created by off-the-shelf multi-
view generation models. Leveraging our view-dependent transient
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w/o View Augmentation w/ View AugmentationInput

Fig. 8. Visual comparison of without and with the view augmentation fusion.
This strategy benefits the reconstructed texture details and visual quality.

encoding, along with the decoupling of lighting and view augmen-
tation, we employ models like the monocular normal estimator and
decomposition models without the need for finetuning with multi-
view images or in-domain data. This approach allows our framework
to be easily integrated into 3D generation works that are based di-
rectly on 2D image generation. Additionally, the flexibility of our
method means that the off-shelf models can be readily replaced with
alternatives, keeping our scalable reconstruction module up-to-date.
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Input (a) SyncDreamer + Ours (b) One-2-3-45 (c) Shap-E 

Fig. 9. Based on a single-view input, we reconstruct the object using images generated by SyncDreamer [Liu et al. 2023a] and compare our results with
One-2-3-45 [Liu et al. 2023c] and Shap-E [Jun and Nichol 2023]. Our outcomes demonstrate significant advantages in both texture and geometry.

Neus OursInput

Fig. 10. Rendering results of our method on SyncDreamer[Liu et al. 2023a]-generated images.
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Fig. 11. Rendering results of our method on text-generated (MVDream[Shi et al. 2023b]) images.
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OursNeusInput

Fig. 12. Rendering results of our method on GFLA[Ren et al. 2020]-generated images.

Neus OursInput

Fig. 13. Rendering results of our method on zero123 [Liu et al. 2023b]-generated images

Neus OursInput Neus2

Fig. 14. Visual comparison of reconstruction using Neus, Neus2 and our method comparison on SyncDreamer-generated images.
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