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Abstract

Object detection is a critical task in computer vision, with
applications in various domains such as autonomous driving
and urban scene monitoring. However, deep learning-based
approaches often demand large volumes of annotated data,
which are costly and difficult to acquire, particularly in com-
plex and unpredictable real-world environments. This depen-
dency significantly hampers the generalization capability of
existing object detection techniques. To address this issue,
we introduce a novel single-domain object detection gen-
eralization method, named GoDiff, which leverages a pre-
trained model to enhance generalization in unseen domains.
Central to our approach is the Pseudo Target Data Genera-
tion (PTDG) module, which employs a latent diffusion model
to generate pseudo-target domain data that preserves source
domain characteristics while introducing stylistic variations.
By integrating this pseudo data with source domain data, we
diversify the training dataset. Furthermore, we introduce a
cross-style instance normalization technique to blend style
features from different domains generated by the PTDG mod-
ule, thereby increasing the detector’s robustness. Experimen-
tal results demonstrate that our method not only enhances the
generalization ability of existing detectors but also functions
as a plug-and-play enhancement for other single-domain gen-
eralization methods, achieving state-of-the-art performance
in autonomous driving scenarios.

Introduction
Object detection technologies, particularly through deep
learning, are integral to various computer vision applica-
tions, including autonomous driving and urban surveillance
(Xiao et al. 2020). These technologies empower computer
vision systems to accurately identify and localize objects
within images and videos, thereby supporting subsequent
tasks like decision-making. However, the diversity and un-
predictability of real-world scenarios pose significant chal-
lenges to the generalization capability of object detection
models (Wilson and Cook 2020). Moreover, deep learning-
based object detection models require extensive annotated
data, which are costly to produce and often insufficient to en-
compass all potential scenario variations (Jiang et al. 2022).
Consequently, improving the generalization ability of object
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Figure 1: Our method expands the training data distribu-
tion through a two-step approach. First, LDMs generate a
pseudo-target domain DG with diverse styles, partially cov-
ering multiple target domains DT . This DG is combined
with the source domain DS for model training. Second, dur-
ing training, the data distribution is further augmented to
maximize coverage of potential target domains, enhancing
the model’s generalization capability.

detection models in unseen scenarios becomes a practical
yet challenging task in this field.

To address this challenge, researchers have introduced
Single-Domain Generalization (S-DG), a novel task aimed
at generalizing models across multiple unknown target do-
mains using only a single source domain (Wang et al. 2021).
In this context, data augmentation is a key strategy for en-
hancing model generalization by diversifying training data,
thereby simulating unseen scenarios and facilitating adapta-
tion to varying environments. While data augmentation tech-
niques have been widely used in S-DG for image classifica-
tion (Zheng, Huai, and Zhang 2024), object detection tasks
present additional complexities due to the need for accu-
rate detection and classification of multiple objects within
a single image. Directly applying data augmentation meth-
ods designed for image classification to object detection
may significantly compromise object annotations. Several
approaches, such as style-transfer augmentation (Michaelis
et al. 2019a), have mitigated this issue by preserving ob-
ject positions, yet they often fail to fully exploit the range of
transformations available in image classification, resulting
in limited domain coverage and insufficient generalization.

Recent advancements in large-scale vision models have
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Figure 2: Visualization of source domain and generated pseudo-target domains. The leftmost image shows a real Daytime-
Sunny scene from the source domain. The four images on the right demonstrate our method’s capability to generate diverse
pseudo-target domain images while preserving the semantic content and annotations from the source domain.

highlighted the potential of utilizing the extensive prior
knowledge embedded in foundational models pre-trained
on internet-scale datasets (Schuhmann et al. 2022). For
instance, the C-Gap model (Vidit, Engilberge, and Salz-
mann 2023) achieves State-of-the-Art (SOTA) performance
in single-domain object detection by extracting relevant se-
mantic information from the CLIP (Radford et al. 2021)
model using domain-specific text prompts. Building on this
success, we explore whether the prior knowledge within
the Latent Diffusion Models (LDMs) (Rombach et al.
2022)–known for their exceptional performance in image
generation–can inform data augmentation strategies to en-
hance the generalization of object detection tasks in au-
tonomous driving scenarios.

In this paper, we introduce a novel object-style diffusion-
based method, called GoDiff, to incorporate extensive trans-
formations at the object level while preserving object anno-
tations for data augmentation. GoDiff integrates a Pseudo
Target Data Generation (PTDG) module with a Cross-Style
instance Normalization (CSN) technique to perform data
augmentation at both image and feature levels. The PTDG
module aims to transform an LDM into a pseudo-target do-
main generator, generating virtual images with varied styles
but consistent annotations from a single source domain (see
6). To achieve this, we propose a dual-prompt strategy for
the LDM to effectively diverge the style distribution of ob-
jects. Furthermore, considering that the generated virtual im-
ages may contain low-quality objects, we introduce an ob-
ject filtering method using the CLIP-RBF kernel to remove
these, ensuring data reliability. Additionally, CSN further
extends the scope of data augmentation by exchanging style
features across different generated pseudo-domains (using
PTDG) and the source domain. This interaction of cross-
domain style features enhances model robustness thereby
improving generalization ability. By combining dual-level
data augmentation techniques at both image and feature lev-
els, our method provides richer training data and more robust
feature representations for object detector models, signifi-
cantly enhancing their generalization performance in unseen
scenarios.

Figure 1 illustrates our generalization strategy. We use
PTDG to expand the training distribution at the image level,
and propose CSN to enhance domains at the feature level.
This dual approach improves the model’s ability to encom-
pass the target domain distribution, enhancing generaliza-
tion performance.

The key contributions of this work are as follows:
i) We propose an innovative image generation module

PTDG that requires only a single annotated source domain
to produce data with consistent annotations across diverse
styles. Integrating these generated datasets significantly en-
hances the detector’s performance, particularly when en-
countering previously unseen scene variations.

ii) We propose a novel feature enhancement technique
CSN that performs feature-level style exchange on images
from multiple generated pseudo-domains during training.
This approach significantly increases the model’s robustness
and generalization ability.

iii) By adopting the proposed two methods, GoDiff signif-
icantly enhances the generalization performance of existing
object detection models. Notably, as a versatile, plug-and-
play tool, GoDiff enhances other S-DG methods, achieving
SOTA performance in autonomous driving scenarios.

Related Work
Data Augmentation for Domain Generalization
Data augmentation is a highly effective method for single-
domain generalization. In image classification tasks, pre-
vious efforts have produced diversified domains through
mixed augmentation chains (Hendrycks et al. 2019) and
orthogonal primitive transformations (Modas et al. 2022).
However, these methods may alter the position and seman-
tic features of objects, thereby decreasing the model per-
formance on object detection tasks. To avoid this issue,
(Geirhos et al. 2018) expands the domain coverage through
style transfer (Gatys, Ecker, and Bethge 2016), which does
not change the position of objects and eliminates texture bi-
ases unrelated to the objects, thus enhancing the general-
ization of the object detection model. However, this limited
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Figure 3: Pipeline for pseudo-target domain generation. The process takes annotated source domain images as input and pro-
duces annotated images for multiple pseudo-target domains. This approach enables the creation of diverse, style-rich images
while preserving original annotations, facilitating domain generalization in object detection tasks.

enhancement method is insufficient, and more exploration is
still needed in the domain generalization of object detection.

Diffusion Models for Domain Generalization
Diffusion Models (DMs) (Cai et al. 2023; Song, Meng, and
Ermon 2020) have shown exceptional potential in deep gen-
erative models, outperforming GANs and VAEs in image
generation quality. LDMs (Rombach et al. 2022) have fur-
ther improved efficiency by operating in latent space and in-
corporating text-guided techniques like CLIP (Radford et al.
2021). Recent research has explored DMs for generaliz-
ing computer vision tasks (Jia et al. 2023; Niemeijer et al.
2024). (Gong et al. 2023) proposed prompt randomization to
enhance cross-domain performance, while DatasetDM (Wu
et al. 2023) introduced a universal dataset generation model.
These approaches primarily address semantic segmentation
tasks. However, applying diffusion models to domain gener-
alization in object detection remains understudied. Unlike
semantic segmentation, object detection requires both se-
mantic consistency and precise object-level alignment. The
recent introduction of InstanceDiffusion (Wang et al. 2024),
which provides instance-level control in text-to-image dif-
fusion models, offers potential solutions for creating object-
aligned datasets suitable for detection tasks.

Single-domain generalization for object detection
Although there are numerous single-domain generalization
methods for image classification, these methods cannot be
directly applied to object detection tasks as they disrupt the
features of the objects. To address this, (Lee et al. 2024)
proposed an object-aware domain generalization approach,

and (Vidit, Engilberge, and Salzmann 2023) introduced a
novel semantic enhancement strategy using a pre-trained
vision-language model. In addition, the Generalizable Neu-
ral Architecture Search (G-NAS) (Wu et al. 2024) was pro-
posed to adapt to task complexity by altering network ca-
pacity, preventing small-capacity networks from overfitting
easy-to-learn, irrelevant features like background charac-
teristics. Cyclic Separation Self-Distillation (Wu and Deng
2022) learns domain-invariant object features unsupervis-
edly, demonstrating good generalizability and further en-
hancement via self-distillation.

Method
Approach Overview
Single-domain generalization for object detection aims to
enable models to perform well in unseen domains using an-
notated data from a single source domain. To address this
challenge, we propose a novel object-style diffusion-based
method called GoDiff for data augmentation. Our GoDiff
integrates a PTDG module with a CSN technique to per-
form data augmentation at both image and feature levels.
Specifically, the PTDG module synthesizes diverse datasets
of labeled virtual images (see Fig. 3). Starting with the an-
notated source domain dataset, our method utilizes an in-
stance diffusion model to generate pseudo target datasets.
This process involves generating global and instance-level
textual prompts for each source image, guiding the diffusion
model to produce stylistically diverse virtual images while
maintaining the semantic integrity of object positions and
labels. The resulting pseudo-target dataset domain dataset is
then combined with the original source domain dataset to



form an augmented training set.
Given the potential distribution bias between domains in

the augmented dataset, we propose a CSN training strat-
egy to facilitate smooth transitions between different styles.
CSN broadens the training distribution by mixing image fea-
tures of various styles at multiple network levels. The gen-
erated data retains the same annotations as the real data, and
the high stylistic diversity within the generated domain en-
hances the training dataset’s distribution. By combining real
and virtual data during training, our approach maximizes the
model’s generalization ability.

Object Conditioned Image Generation
Recent advances in image generation, particularly through
latent diffusion models like Stable Diffusion (Rombach et al.
2022), have opened new avenues for creating synthetic train-
ing data for neural networks. While previous work has suc-
cessfully applied these techniques to semantic segmentation
tasks, adapting them for object detection presents unique
challenges. Our approach addresses two key aspects of im-
age generation for object detection: scene diversity and
object-level control. We utilize InstanceDiffusion (Jia et al.
2023) as our core generative model and fine-tune it on our
source domain dataset to better capture the nuances of street
scenes. We also incorporate a CLIP text encoder and Fourier
feature mapping to create embeddings for each object in-
stance. After training, we constrain the generated objects to
the bounding box regions specified in the source domain la-
bels. This approach allows us to generate diverse, yet struc-
turally consistent, synthetic data for improving object detec-
tion models.

Dual-prompt Generation Strategy
The generation of diverse and realistic pseudo-target do-
mains requires object-level descriptions and conditions to
guide image creation. However, no established solution ex-
ists for designing object-level text prompts for diffusion
models in complex urban street scenes. To address this,
we developed a dual-prompt generation strategy that con-
trols overall scene characteristics with image-level prompts
and fine-tunes individual object attributes using object-level
prompts. This approach enhances dataset diversity, poten-
tially improving the robustness and generalization of object
detection models trained on it.

Image-level Prompt. The image-level prompt describes
global image features, including weather, time, and scene.
A caption model automatically extracts key global features
from source domain images and combines them with tar-
get domain descriptors to generate natural language descrip-
tions, reflecting the overall style and context.

We leverage the Tag2Text (Huang et al. 2023) to extract
descriptive tags from source domain images and augment
them with target domain descriptors. This process is as fol-
lows:

Tag Extraction. Let Xs be a source domain image. We
utilize the Tag2Text to extract a list of tags tsi, represented
as:

Ts = Tag(Xs) = {ts1, ts2, . . . , tsn}, (1)

where Ts is the set of tags extracted from Xs.
Tag Augmentation. We introduce a set of domain de-

scriptors Td = {td1, td2, . . . , tdm}, including weather, time,
and specific scenes. The augmented tag set Taug = Ts ∪ Td,
where ∪ denotes the union of source and target tag sets.

Prompt Construction. The combined tag set Ta is syn-
thesized into a descriptive sentence (Pw) using a text de-
coder Dec:

Pw = Dec(Taug). (2)

For example, if Ts = “cityscapes, street” and Td =
”night, dark”, Pw could be: “a cityscapes photo of a dark
street during night.”

Object-Level Prompt. object-level prompts detail spe-
cific objects in an image with attributes like actions, po-
sitions, colors, etc. Unlike automated image-level prompts,
the random combination approach generates numerous dis-
tinct instance prompts through predefined templates filled
with specific content, offering greater flexibility.

We define a template P as a structured string contain-
ing placeholders for descriptors such as object, action,
weather, scene, and time. This template is expressed as:
P = “A object is action in a weather scene during time.”
Let o, a, w, s, and t represent placeholders for object, ac-
tion, weather, scene, and time, respectively. Each descrip-
tor category has its own set: O = {o1, o2, . . . , ox}, A =
{a1, a2, . . . , ay}, W = {w1, w2, . . . , wz}, S =
{s1, s2, . . . , su}, T = {t1, t2, . . . , tv}. c must be consis-
tent with the real category, but modifiers can be added, e.g.,
the category “car” can be adjusted to “yellow taxi”.

An object-level prompt, denoted as Pi, is generated by
randomly selecting elements from each set:

Pi = T (ox, ay, wz, su, tv), (3)

where ox ∈ O, ay ∈ A, wz ∈ W, su ∈ S, and tv ∈ T
are randomly chosen descriptors. For example, a generated
prompt might be “A black car is parked in a foggy street
during the night.”

Pseudo-Target Domain Generation
We employ our dual-prompt generation scheme with object
location information from source domain images to gener-
ate diverse virtual images, expanding the source domain into
multiple pseudo-target domains.

Given an annotated source image Xs with object loca-
tions Bs = {b1, b2, . . . , bn}, we create a global textual de-
scription Pw of the target domain scene and individual style
descriptions pi for each bounding box region. The source
image Xs, global description Pw, and instance-specific con-
ditions C = {(p1, b1), (p2, b2), . . . , (pn, bn)} are input into
a customized InstanceDiffusion model, generating a virtual
image Xt:

Xt = F (Xs, Pw,C; θ) . (4)

The generator F starts with a noise image z ∼ N (0, I)
and produces the final virtual sample through denoising:

Xt = z−
T∑

i=1

F (zi, Pw,C; θ) . (5)
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Figure 4: Cross Style Normalization-based detector training
framework. The CSN modules are embedded between Back-
bone layers, processing feature maps from images with di-
verse styles. This approach leverages diverse image styles
to create a more continuous feature distribution, promoting
style-invariant feature learning for improved domain gener-
alization.

InstanceDiffusion integrates instance-specific condition-
ing into visual features, and generated images exhibit the
target style at specified locations. Annotations {Bs,Ys}
from Xs are transferred to Xt, creating a virtual sample
(Xt,Bs,Ys) while preserving semantic consistency.

By generating multiple stylized images per source image,
we obtain pseudo-target domain datasets DGk . These, com-
bined with the source domain dataset DS , form an expanded
training set enhancing the object detection model’s domain
generalization ability.

Object Filter
In generating pseudo-target domain images, object quality
is crucial for accurate alignment. Poor-quality objects can
lead to inconsistencies, necessitating quality detection and
filtering. CMMD (Jayasumana et al. 2024) with a Gaussian
RBF kernel (Thurnhofer-Hemsi et al. 2020; Fukumizu et al.
2008; Gretton et al. 2012)accurately measures discrepancies
between generated and real image distributions. However,
it primarily focuses on distribution differences. Inspired by
CMMD, we propose an object filtering mechanism using the
CLIP-RBF kernel. This approach evaluates semantic dispar-
ities between generated and real images, ensuring elimina-
tion of inconsistent objects and improving dataset quality.

For a given source domain image (Xs,Bs,Ys), we
generate a corresponding virtual source domain image
(XPS ,Bs,Ys), where both images depict the same
scene, such as a Daytime-Sunny setting. Here, Bs =
{b1, b2, . . . , bn} represents the set of bounding box coordi-
nates within the image. We assume that the objects in these
two images should maintain a high degree of semantic con-
sistency.

Building on this, for each bounding box bi ∈ BS , we ex-
tract the features from both the source domain image and
the virtual source domain image within that bounding box.
Using the CLIP image encoder, we encode these region fea-
tures into feature vectors of the same dimension, denoted
as fS(bi) and fPS(bi), respectively. The similarity between
these vectors is then measured using the CLIP-RBF dis-

tance, as follows:
DRBF(fS(bi), fPS(bi)) = exp

(
−γ∥fS(bi)− fPS(bi)∥2

)
, (6)

where γ is a hyperparameter that controls the spread of
the RBF kernel. If the distance DRBF exceeds a predeter-
mined threshold τ , the corresponding bounding box is fil-
tered out; otherwise, the bounding box bi is retained. This
process ensures that only bounding boxes with highly sim-
ilar features between the source and virtual source domains
are preserved. The resulting set of retained bounding boxes
is denoted as BŜ :

BŜ = {bi ∈ BS | DRBF(fS(bi), fPS(bi)) ≤ τ}. (7)

The filtered bounding boxes, along with their corre-
sponding object categories (YŜ ,BŜ), serve as labels for
all pseudo-target domains. This approach ensures that the
generated pseudo-labels are more accurate and consistent,
thereby improving the model’s performance on the target
task.

Cross Style Normalization
To effectively integrate the generated pseudo target domains
with the original domain data, we developed a strategy to
address domain discrepancies and distribution biases, aim-
ing for a coherent and diverse training distribution.

Ulyanov et al. introduced Instance Normalization
(Ulyanov, Vedaldi, and Lempitsky 2016), primarily enhanc-
ing style transfer performance. Unlike Batch Normalization,
Instance Normalization uniquely normalizes each channel
per sample, expressed as:

F̃ = IN(F ) = γ

(
F − µ(F )

σ(F )

)
+ β, (8)

where F is the input, and γ, β are scaling and shifting pa-
rameters. The functions µ(·) and σ(·) represent the mean
and standard deviation, encoding style elements such as
color and contrast. Thus, the style of a feature map Z ∈
RC×H×W is defined by channel-wise µ(Z), σ(Z) ∈ RC ,
calculated as follows:

µ(Z) =
1

HW

H∑
h=1

W∑
w=1

Z·,h,w, (9)

σ(Z) =

√√√√ 1

HW

H∑
h=1

W∑
w=1

(Z·,h,w − µ(Z))2. (10)

Inspired by Instance Normalization (Ulyanov, Vedaldi,
and Lempitsky 2016), which normalizes each channel of
each sample independently, we propose Cross Style Nor-
malization (CSN). This strategy enables the mixing of im-
age features across different styles at various levels of the
network, thereby broadening the training distribution.

The CSN operation involves dividing images from the
source and pseudo-target domains into small batches, ex-
tracting feature maps, and then randomly exchanging the
mean and variance of these maps between image pairs. For
feature maps FA and FB of the image pair (XA, XB), the
transformation is defined as:

F̃A = σ(FB)
FA − µ(FA)

σ(FA)
+ µ(FB) (11)



Table 1: Comparison with state-of-the-art methods on different weather conditions.

Method GoDiff Daytime
Sunny

Night
Sunny

Dusk
Rainy

Night
Rainy

Daytime
Foggy mPC (%)↑ relative

gain (%)↑
F-RCNN ✘ 50.2 31.8 26.0 12.1 32.0 25.5 -
SW ✘ 50.6 33.4 26.3 13.7 30.8 26.1 0.6
IBN-Net ✘ 49.7 32.1 26.1 14.3 29.6 25.5 0.0
IterNorm ✘ 43.9 29.6 22.8 12.6 28.4 23.4 -2.1
ISW ✘ 51.3 33.2 25.9 14.1 31.8 26.0 0.5
Ours ✔ 55.0 35.4 32.1 15.0 35.9 29.6 4.1
S-DGOD ✘ 56.1 36.6 28.2 16.6 33.5 28.7 3.2
C-Gap ✘ 48.1 32.0 26.0 12.4 34.4 26.2 0.7
SRCD ✘ - 36.7 28.8 17.0 35.9 29.6 4.1
OA-DG ✘ 55.8 38.0 33.9 16.8 38.3 31.8 6.3
OA-DG ✔ 56.0 38.4 34.1 18.0 39.9 32.6 7.1

F̃B = σ(FA)
FB − µ(FB)

σ(FB)
+ µ(FA) (12)

This style-swapping mechanism, triggered with a certain
probability during training, efficiently augments styles and
expands the sample distribution.

Additionally, we introduced a Covariance Matching Loss
(CML) (Ahn et al. 2024) to minimize differences between
the covariance matrices of features from different styles, en-
suring the learning of style-invariant features. Flattening F̃A,
F̃B into F̄A and F̄B ∈ R(HW )×C , the covariance matrices
are expressed as:

Σi
XA,XA

= F̄ i
A

T · F̄ i
A, Σi

XB ,XB
= F̄ i

B

T · F̄ i
B . (13)

CML is defined as:

LCM = ∥Σi
XA,XA

− Σi
XB ,XB

∥2. (14)

This approach allows the network to form a more continu-
ous and diverse feature distribution, enabling the detector to
learn style-invariant features from a broader and more varied
sample set.

Experiment
Datasets and Metrics We employ two essential datasets
for our study: 1) The Diverse Weather Dataset (DWD)
(Wu and Deng 2022), which contains urban scenes under
five distinct weather conditions; and 2) The Cityscapes-C
(Michaelis et al. 2019b) dataset, a benchmark to evaluate
model robustness against 15 different types of corruption.
We use the mean Average Precision (mAP) and mean Per-
formance under Corruption (mPC) assess domain general-
ization and robustness against out-of-distribution data (Lee
et al. 2024).

Implementation Details We employ InstanceDiffusion
(Rombach et al. 2022), fine-tuned on the Daytime-Sunny
dataset, as the base image generation model. We employ
the Tag2Text (Huang et al. 2023) to generate text prompts.
Our object detector model is based on Faster R-CNN (Ren
et al. 2017) with ResNet101 backbone, initialized with Im-
ageNet weights. The training is conducted on the Daytime-
Sunny dataset and generated pseudo-target domains, includ-

ing Night-Sunny, Night-Rainy, Daytime-Foggy, and Dusk-
Rainy. We use the SGD with momentum of 0.9 and weight
decay of 1e–4 as the optimizer. The learning rate is set to
1e–2, with a batch size of 4 per GPU. Further details on the
experimental setup and model configurations are provided
in the supplementary materials.

Comparison Results
Robustness Across Various Weather Conditions. We
present a comprehensive comparison of our method against
eight SOTA approaches, including SW (Pan et al. 2019),
IBN-Net (Pan et al. 2018), IterNorm (Huang et al. 2019),
ISW (Choi et al. 2021), and recent SDGOD methods such
as S-DGOD (Wu and Deng 2022), C-Gap (Vidit, Engilberge,
and Salzmann 2023), SRCD (Rao et al. 2023) and OA-DG
(Lee et al. 2024), under various weather conditions in real-
world urban environments.

As shown in Table 2, Our method consistently out-
performs others across all target domains, with partic-
ularly notable results in daytime-sunny and dusk-rainy
conditions, achieving scores of 55.0 and 32.1, respec-
tively—significantly higher than those of other methods.
GoDiff also shows strong performance in the night-sunny
and dusk domains, with scores of 35.4 and 32.1. Further-
more, we extend GoDiff to the OA-DG framework, and the
results demonstrate that our generated dataset significantly
enhances performance in most target domains, setting new
SOTA benchmarks. These results underscore the effective-
ness of our PTDG pipeline.

Robustness Against Common Corruptions. We present
a comprehensive comparison of our method against two
SOTA approaches (OA-Mix and OA-DG (Lee et al.
2024)) and seven conventional data augmentation tech-
niques (Cutout, Photo, AutoAug-det, AugMix, Stylized,
SupCon and FSCE) (Lee et al. 2024), under various types
of common corruptions. All models are trained on clean
domain data and then evaluated across both clean and cor-
rupted domains.

Table 2 presents the effectiveness of each method. As
shown, conventional augmentation techniques yield mini-
mal improvements in corrupted domains, whereas our GoD-



Table 2: Comparison with state-of-the-art methods on
Cityscapes-C. For each corruption type, average perfor-
mance was calculated. mPC denotes the average perfor-
mance across 15 corruption types. † indicates that the
method is enhanced by our GoDiff implementation.

Method Clean Noise Blur Weather Digital mPC

F-RCNN 42.2 0.9 13.5 19.1 24.5 15.4

Cutout 42.5 1.0 13.7 19.6 24.8 15.7
Photo 42.7 2.1 13.2 23.5 25.3 16.9
AutoAug-det 42.4 1.1 13.0 21.5 23.8 15.8
AugMix 39.5 5.7 15.5 22.6 25.7 18.1
Stylized 36.3 5.3 14.9 20.7 25.0 17.2
OA-Mix 42.7 8.2 17.2 26.2 28.6 20.8
SupCon 43.2 8.0 17.6 26.1 29.0 20.9
FSCE 43.1 8.6 17.5 26.1 28.9 21.0
OA-DG 43.4 9.1 18.1 27.3 29.7 21.8

GoDiff 42.7 8.8 17.9 27.5 26.8 20.3
OA-DG † 42.9 10.9 18.2 27.1 29.4 22.8

iff method demonstrates significant gains. However, GoDiff
is less effective against digital corruption types, likely due
to the introduction of noise and distortion patterns that differ
from those in natural images. Nevertheless, when integrated
with OA-DG, GoDiff significantly improves performance,
establishing new SOTA benchmarks. This synergy under-
scores the potential of generative data in enhancing model
robustness against common corruptions.

Ablation Study

We conduct comprehensive ablation studies to assess the
contribution of each component in our proposed method
and present the results in Table 3. Firstly, the inclusion of
Pseudo-Target domain training (PT) significantly improves
performance across various weather conditions, particularly
in Day Foggy, where mAP increases from 32.0 to 33.7.
This indicates that effectively utilizing generated pseudo-
target domain data enhances domain generalization. Sec-
ondly, combining CSN with PT further improves perfor-
mance, notably in Night Sunny (mAP from 29.0 to 33.9)
and Daytime Foggy (mAP from 32.4 to 35.2). This inte-
gration aligns feature distributions across various styles, en-
hancing robustness. Thirdly, the addition of CML achieves
the best overall performance, with a further improvement
of +1.5 mAP in Night Sunny. This explicitly aligns with
inter-domain covariance statistics, demonstrating its effec-
tiveness. Fourthly, omitting any component results in a per-
formance decline, affirming the value of each component. In
challenging scenarios like Night Rainy, the complete model
achieves an mAP of 15.0, significantly improving over the
baseline’s mAP of 12.1. These findings validate the design
rationale of our method and underscore the importance of
each component in achieving robust object detection across
diverse weather conditions.

Table 3: Ablation study results for Faster R-CNN on DWD
dataset. PT: Pseudo Target domain training, CSN: Cross-
Style Normalization, CML: Covariance Matching Loss.

PT CSN CML Day
Sunny

Night
Sunny

Dusk
Rainy

Night
Rainy

Day
Foggy

✘ ✘ ✘ 50.2 31.8 26.0 12.1 32.0
✔ ✘ ✘ 51.9 32.0 28.4 12.5 33.7
✘ ✔ ✘ 53.5 29.0 32.4 13.2 32.4
✔ ✔ ✘ 55.4 33.9 32.0 14.6 35.2
✔ ✔ ✔ 55.0 35.4 32.1 15.0 35.9

Table 4: Performance comparison of different object detec-
tors with and without GoDiff on the DWD dataset.

Detector GODiff Day
Sunny

Night
Sunny

Dusk
Rainy

Night
Rainy

Day
Foggy mPC

F-RCNN
✘ 50.2 31.8 26.0 12.1 32.0 ↑ 4.3
✔ 55.0 35.4 32.1 15.0 35.9

M-RCNN
✘ 53.2 30.3 27.1 11.4 34.1 ↑ 4.1
✔ 58.4 37.2 30.4 13.9 36.7

DINO
✘ 53.8 29.7 24.6 8.3 33.3 ↑ 4.7
✔ 58.8 34.5 30.2 12.4 38.8

Additional Experimental Analysis
Versatility Across Different Detectors. We apply GoDiff
to several object detection architectures, including Faster R-
CNN, Mask R-CNN, and DINO, to demonstrate its versatil-
ity. As the results presented in Table 4, GoDiff shows a con-
sistent performance improvement across different detector
backbones and weather conditions and enhances the mPC
for all different object detectors. Specifically, Faster R-CNN
shows a 4.3-point increase in mPC, with significant im-
provements in challenging scenarios like Night Rainy (from
12.1 to 15.0) and Dusk Rainy (from 26.0 to 32.1). Mask R-
CNN shows a 4.1-point increase in mPC, with notable en-
hancements in Night Sunny (from 30.3 to 37.2) and Dusk
Rainy (from 27.1 to 30.4) conditions. As a SOTA detec-
tor, DINO shows the most substantial improvement with a
4.7-point increase in mPC, particularly in adverse conditions
such as Night Rainy (from 8.3 to 12.4) and Day Foggy (from
33.3 to 38.8). These results demonstrate GoDiff’s generaliz-
ability and its ability to consistently enhance performance
across various state-of-the-art object detection models, es-
pecially in challenging weather conditions.

For further experimental results, visualizations, and tech-
nical details, please refer to the Supplementary Materials.

Conlusion
In this study, we propose GoDiff, a novel method to improve
object detection generalization in urban scenes. By integrat-
ing the PTDG module and CSN technique, GoDiff enriches
training data and strengthens feature representations, lead-
ing to more robust object detection models. Extensive exper-
imental results demonstrate that GoDiff not only enhances
the generalization ability of object detector models but also
functions as a plug-and-play enhancement for other S-DG



methods, achieving SOTA performance in autonomous driv-
ing scenarios.
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Appendix
More Implementation Details
The CSN module is integrated into the backbone of baseline
detector to enhance robustness by exchanging style features
across different domains. It is activated with a 0.1 probabil-
ity in each backbone layer, with a maximum of two layers
activated per forward pass. At the core of PTDG module
lies the InstanceDiffusion model (Wang et al. 2024). We de-
velop this model by fine-tuning Stable Diffusion 1.5 (Rom-
bach et al. 2022) on the Daytime-Sunny training set for 40
epochs, adapting it to urban scenes. The fine-tuning process
adopt default training configurations, with the exception that
the SDXL-refiner is not utilized.

To promote transparency and facilitate further research
in this field, we have made our code available at
https://anonymous.4open.science/r/GoDiff-FB85/. Further-
more, upon acceptance of this paper, we will publicly re-
lease both the code and the generated dataset used in our
experiments, ensuring full reproducibility of our results.

Further Experiments
Comparison of the class-wise improvement To further
assess the effectiveness of our GoDiff method, we perform
a comprehensive analysis of its performance across various
object categories and target domains (see Table 6), bench-
mark it against two baseline methods: S-DGOD (Wu and
Deng 2022) and SRCD (Rao et al. 2023).

GoDiff consistently outperforms these baselines across all
target domains and object categories. In the Daytime-Foggy
scenario, GoDiff achieves significant improvements, partic-
ularly with challenging objects like cars, where it delivers a
5.9% increase in mAP, surpassing both S-DGOD and SRCD.
In the Night-Sunny domain, despite the inherent low-light
challenges, GoDiff demonstrates robust performance, with
notable gains across all categories, including an 8.3% in-
crease in mAP for bikes and a 5.1% increase for persons.
These results highlight GoDiff’s resilience in nighttime con-
ditions, a crucial factor for continuous autonomous driv-
ing operations. The most significant advantage of GoDiff is
seen in the Dusk-Rainy domain, characterized by low light
and severe weather conditions. In this difficult environment,
GoDiff markedly outperforms S-DGOD and SRCD, achiev-
ing remarkable improvements, such as a 9.8% increase in
mAP for buses and a 7.8% increase for trucks. This under-
scores GoDiff’s exceptional capability to manage complex
environmental challenges that typically hinder object detec-
tion systems.

In contrast to S-DGOD, which exhibits negative gains in
some categories within certain domains, GoDiff consistently
delivers positive enhancements across all categories and do-
mains. This reliability ensures consistent performance im-
provements regardless of environmental conditions or object
types. Compared to SRCD, GoDiff distinctly excels, partic-
ularly in more demanding domains like Dusk-Rainy.

Ablation on Generated Domain We conduct ablation
studies using the Faster R-CNN detector to evaluate our
GoDiff method, comparing various combinations of source
and generated domains. Table 5 presents the mAP results for

Table 5: Impact of different generation domains on model
performance (mAP).

Generated Domain Day
Sunny

Night
Sunny

Dusk
Rainy

Night
Rainy

Day
Foggy

/ 50.2 31.8 26.0 12.1 32.0
Daytime-Sunny 53.1 30.7 28.3 12.5 33.7
Daytime-Foggy 52.2 31.8 26.0 12.1 35.0

Dusk-Rainy 53.7 33.3 32.6 13.9 33.7
Night-Rainy 52.1 32.0 28.3 12.5 33.9
Night-Sunny 52.5 32.6 31.0 14.6 33.7

All 55.2 34.9 31.7 13.7 35.2

these domain configurations, with generated domains listed
in rows and target test domains in columns. The baseline
row (“/”) represents training solely on the source domain
(Daytime-Sunny).

Our findings indicate that each generated domain sub-
stantially improved detector performance in its correspond-
ing target domain. For instance, the generated Night-Sunny
domain increased mAP on the Night-Sunny test set from
31.8% to 32.6%, and the generated Daytime-Foggy domain
enhance performance on the Daytime-Foggy test set from
32.0% to 35.0%. This consistent improvement across all
generated domains confirms the effectiveness of our ap-
proach.

Moreover, models in some generated domains demon-
strate strong generalization to related conditions. For in-
stance, the model in the Dusk-Rainy domain not only im-
proved performance under Dusk-Rainy conditions (from
26.0% to 32.6%) but also enhanced results in Night-Rainy
scenarios (from 12.1% to 13.9%). This suggests that our
method effectively captures common features across do-
mains, thereby increasing the detector’s overall robustness.

Training with all generated domains combined (“All”
row) achieves the best overall performance, attaining the
highest mAP in three out of five test domains and the second-
highest in the remaining two.

Analysis of Domain Difference To evaluate the effective-
ness of our GoDiff method, we conduct a detailed analysis
focusing on the impact of fine-tuning the diffusion model
with source domain data. The analysis centers on two key
metrics: the CMMD between generated and real domains,
and the resulting improvement in mean mAP for object de-
tection. The findings are illustrated in Figure 5, which com-
pares these metrics across three domains—Daytime-Sunny,
Night-Rainy, and Daytime-Foggy—both before and after
fine-tuning.

CMMD values indicate the dissimilarity between the gen-
erated pseudo-target domain data and the real target domain
data, with lower values reflecting higher similarity. Our re-
sults show that fine-tuning the diffusion model with source
domain data consistently reduces CMMD values across all
three domains. This reduction is especially notable in the
Daytime-Sunny scenario, where the CMMD value decreases
from 3.3 to 1.4, signifying a substantial improvement in the
realism of the generated data. Additionally, we observe a
strong correlation between the reduction in CMMD values



Table 6: Comparison of mAP gain variations across various categories on DWD datasets.

Daytime-Foggy Night-Sunny Dusk-Rainy Night-Rainy
Method Bus Bike Car Motor Person Rider Truck Bus Bike Car Motor Person Rider Truck Bus Bike Car Motor Person Rider Truck Bus Bike Car Motor Person Rider Truck

S-DGOD 4.8 -1.7 -0.9 3.5 -0.7 2.7 2.6 5.9 3.1 -5.9 5.9 -2.7 4.5 4.8 4.8 -1.7 -0.9 3.5 -0.7 2.7 2.6 5.9 3.1 -5.9 5.9 -2.7 4.5 4.8
SRCD 5.7 3.4 2.7 5.1 3.5 4.6 4.5 5.4 1.9 2.8 4.7 3.3 2.9 2.1 5.7 3.4 2.7 5.1 3.5 4.6 4.5 5.4 1.9 2.8 4.7 3.3 2.9 2.1
GoDiff 1.9 0.1 5.9 0.4 1.5 1.8 2.8 1.1 8.3 2.0 3.9 5.1 3.6 4.3 9.8 6.1 6.6 2.7 6.7 3.6 7.8 6.9 1.9 6.1 -0.3 0.2 -0.1 4.3

Daytime-Sunny Night-Rainy Daytime-Foggy
Target Domain

0.0

0.5

1.0

1.5

2.0

2.5

3.0

C
M

M
D

 V
al

ue
s (

Lo
w

er
 is

 B
et

te
r)

CMMD Values and mAP Gain Before and After Fine-tuning

CMMD Value
CMMD Value (Fine-tuned)

4

2

0

2

4

6

8

m
A

P 
G

ai
n 

(H
ig

he
r i

s B
et

te
r)

mAP Gain
mAP Gain (Fine-tuned)

Figure 5: The Impact of source domain fine-tuning on gener-
ation domain authenticity (CMMD) and target domain per-
formance (mAP).

and the increase in mAP. In all three target domains, the fine-
tuned model consistently achieves higher mAP gains com-
pared to the non-fine-tuned version.

Our analysis reveals a clear trend: lower CMMD values,
which indicate greater similarity between generated and real
data, are associated with larger mAP gains. This finding em-
phasizes the importance of generating high-quality, domain-
specific data to enhance object detection performance across
diverse environments. These results underscore the effec-
tiveness of our approach in improving domain generalization
for object detection tasks. By fine-tuning the diffusion model
with source domain data, we not only reduce the domain gap
between generated and real data but also significantly boost
detection performance in challenging scenarios.

Looking forward, these findings suggest a promising di-
rection for future research. Further enhancing the realism of
generated domain data could potentially lead to even greater
improvements in generalization performance, highlighting
the value of refining our data generation techniques.

Visualization of Generated Domains

Figure 6 presents sample images generated by our method
across four environmental conditions: night, daytime, foggy,
and rainy. These visualizations demonstrate the effective-
ness of our PTDG module in creating diverse and realis-
tic data. By applying various visual styles to source im-
ages while maintaining their core structure and object re-
lationships, our approach significantly expands the training
dataset. This increased diversity is key to improving our ob-
ject detection model’s performance across a range of envi-
ronmental conditions.

Qualitative Results
Figure 7 showcases our method’s improved generalization
performance under challenging weather and lighting condi-
tions. The figure compares ground truth annotations, base-
line detector results, and outcomes from our proposed gen-
eralization method across four scenarios: heavy fog, rain,
nighttime, and urban rainy scenes. Our method demonstrates
notable improvements over the baseline detector in all tested
conditions.
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Figure 6: Sample images generated by our method across four weather conditions.
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Figure 7: Comparison of object detection performance in challenging weather conditions. Rows show ground truth labels (top),
baseline detector results (middle), and our proposed method (bottom) across foggy, rainy, nighttime, and urban rainy scenes.


