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Abstract

Semantic segmentation requires labour-intensive labelling tasks to obtain the super-
vision signals, and because of this issue, it is encouraged that using domain adap-
tation, which transfers information from the existing labelled source domains to
unlabelled or weakly labelled target domains, is essential. However, it is intractable
to find a well-generalised representation which can describe two domains due to
probabilistic or geometric difference between the two domains. This paper presents
a novel method, the Conditional and Inter-coder Connected Latent Diffusion (CI-
CLD) based Semantic Segmentation Model, to advance unsupervised domain
adaptation (UDA) for semantic segmentation tasks. Leveraging the strengths of
latent diffusion models and adversarial learning, our method effectively bridges the
gap between synthetic and real-world imagery. CICLD incorporates a condition-
ing mechanism to improve contextual understanding during segmentation and an
inter-coder connection to preserve fine-grained details and spatial hierarchies. Addi-
tionally, adversarial learning aligns latent feature distributions across source, mixed,
and target domains, further enhancing generalisation. Extensive experiments are
conducted across three benchmark datasets-GTA5, Synthia, and Cityscape-shows
that CICLD outperforms state-of-the-art UDA methods. Notably, the proposed
method achieves a mean Intersection over Union (mIoU) of 74.4 for the GTA5 to
Cityscape UDA setting and 67.2 mIoU for the Synthia to Cityscape UDA setting.
This project is publicly available on https://github.com/andreYoo/CICLD.
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1. Introduction

Semantic segmentation, a fundamental task in computer vision, involves as-
signing labels to each pixel in an input image with high granularity. Over the past
decade, significant efforts have been dedicated to advancing this field, leading
to notable improvements through deep representation learning techniques [1, 2].
Competitions on major open benchmark datasets [3, 4, 5] have spurred the devel-
opment of increasingly robust models; however, despite achieving new heights in
benchmark performance, these models frequently face difficulties in real-world
applications such as autonomous driving, which demand consistently high perfor-
mance from the perception module. This discrepancy arises because benchmark
datasets are typically biased towards specific environments, whereas real-world
testing scenarios can present substantial domain variations due to factors like
geographic location, lighting, camera differences, and weather conditions. Con-
sequently, even highly advanced models can experience significant performance
degradation in these situations, an issue that cannot be easily resolved by merely
enhancing model complexity.

The most straightforward practical approach to enhancing a network’s gener-
alisation capability is to gather and annotate data from a wider range of scenes.
Nonetheless, densely annotating images is an arduous and labour-consuming pro-
cess. For instance, in the Cityscapes dataset, [5], each image requires approximately
90 minutes to annotate. To address this limitation, researchers have developed
methods to produce densely annotated images from rendered scenes efficiently,
exemplified by the Synthia Dataset [4] and the Grand Theft Auto V (GTA5) Dataset
[3]. However, the substantial visual disparity between simulated and real domains
can markedly diminish the performance of models trained on synthetic data.

Due to these limitations, various domain adaptation methods have been devel-
oped to improve performance by exchanging information between data containing
from diverse sources. Depending on the existence of labels in the domain for which
performance is to be improved, domain adaptation can be classified as supervised
[6, 7], semi-supervised [8, 9, 10, 11, 12, 13, 14], self-supervised [15], and unsu-
pervised domain adaptation [16, 17, 18]. The purpose is to transfer information
extracted from one domain to another domain. In this process, to improve the
generalisation performance of the neural network itself, networks with various
structures such as transformers [19] or spatial and channel attention mechanism
[20] were used, and learning methods such as teacher-student learning were used
[19, 15].

We tackle the intricate problem of unsupervised domain adaptation (UDA) in
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semantic segmentation. We aim to transfer a segmentation model trained on a
labelled source domain to an unlabeled target domain devoid of predefined super-
vision. Given that UDA operates under the assumption of absent-label information
in the target domain [21], it presents a notably more intricate challenge compared
to other domain adaptation scenarios [22]. To solve the UDA, a segmentation
model should be well-generalised for the source domain, and the model could
be well-transferred to a model for a target domain. Until recently, research was
conducted to apply various network structures and add various objective functions
to improve generalisation performance [16, 17, 18, 19, 15].

Addressing the challenge of UDA, we present a semantic segmentation model
using a diffusion model and unsupervised domain adaptation based on adversarial
learning. Diffusion models [23, 23, 22], known for their capability to generate high-
quality, diverse samples and learn complex data distributions, can be considered a
novel approach to overcome these limitations. The proposed method, based on the
diffusion model’s intrinsic ability to model the gradual transition between different
domains, can produce more generalised and accurate feature representations. These
advantages are well-matched with the challenging issue for the UDA for semantic
segmentation.

Our method employs a self-training-based learning framework, wherein the
model predicts the target domain and subsequently uses these predictions to update
itself. We develop a segmentation model employing a diffusion-based methodology,
which is trained on a source domain and adeptly extrapolated to predict a target
domain. The segmentation using our diffusion-based method can be considered a
mapping function, including the diffusion process (noising and denoising processes)
on the latent feature space between an image and a segmentation mask. During the
denoising process, We apply a conditioning module using a segmentation mask to
improve semantic information on the latent features. In order to transfer the source
domain’s information to the model for the target domain, we formulate adversarial
learning aiming to adapt by confusing the domain discriminator, maintaining
domain alignment separate from task-specific learning under distinct losses.

The contributions of this paper are threefold. First, we propose a novel con-
ditional and inter-coder connected latent diffusion (CICLD) based on semantic
segmentation. The CICLD contains a long skip-connection to explicitly bridge
information between each encoder and decoder pair and also enrich the semantic
information by applying the conditioning module during the diffusion process. The
proposed CICLD can learn more generalised representation from a given source
domain so that, consequently, it will improve the segmentation performance on the
target domain.
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Second, we present adversarial learning to improve the domain adaptation
performance on CICLD. The formulated adversarial learning is applied to the
denoising process on the latent diffusion model, and it adversarily classifies the
denoised latent features of source and target domains. This adversarial learning
approach effectively aligns the feature distributions between the source and target
domains, leading to improved domain adaptation capabilities and consequently
improving the generalisation performance for domain adaptation.

Third, we demonstrate the effectiveness of our proposed methodology through
extensive ablation studies and comparisons with state-of-the-art methods. In our
experiments, the CICLD achieves state-of-the-art performance on two challenging
unsupervised domain adaptation benchmarks. Specifically, it attains 74.4 mIoU
and 67.2 mIoU for the GTA5→Cityscape and Synthia→Cityscape UDA settings,
respectively, surpassing the performance of existing state-of-the-art UDA methods.
These results highlight the superior domain adaptation capabilities of the CICLD
and its potential to bridge the gap between source and target domains in semantic
segmentation tasks.

The structure of this paper is as follows: Section 2 reviews related works and
offers a foundational overview of diffusion models. Section 3 details our proposed
approach for Unsupervised Domain Adaptation (UDA) in semantic segmentation.
Section 4 provides comprehensive information on the experimental setup and
discusses the results. The paper concludes with Section 7, summarising key
findings and implications.

2. Related works

2.1. Semantic segmentation
Semantic segmentation is a fundamental task in computer vision that involves

classifying each pixel in an image into a predefined category. This fine-grained
classification is essential for various applications, including autonomous driving
[24], medical imaging [25, 26], and scene understanding [27]. Recent advance-
ments in this field have been significantly influenced by the development of deep
learning, particularly convolutional neural networks (CNNs) [28]. However, re-
cently, the landscape of semantic segmentation has evolved with the introduction
of novel approaches such as transformers [27, 24, 26, 29, 22], self-supervised
learning [30, 31], and diffusion models [32, 33, 22]. Each of these methods brings
unique advantages and challenges, contributing to the rich diversity of the current
state-of-the-art in semantic segmentation.
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Transformers have revolutionised natural language processing and have recently
made significant strides in computer vision tasks, including semantic segmentation.
Methods like Segmenter [27], SegFormer [24], and TransUNet [26] leverage the
ability of transformers to capture global context and dependencies, which are
crucial for accurate segmentation. For instance, Segmenter [27] uses vision trans-
formers to model long-range dependencies, effectively enhancing segmentation
performance. SegFormer [24] simplifies the transformer architecture, making it
efficient and effective for segmentation tasks. TransUNet [26] combines transform-
ers with the UNet architecture [25], specifically improving performance in medical
image segmentation. The main advantage of these methods is their superior ability
to capture global context, leading to improved accuracy. However, they often come
with increased computational complexity and higher memory requirements than
traditional CNN-based approaches.

Self-supervised learning (SSL) has emerged as a powerful paradigm, especially
when labelled data is scarce. Seince et al. [31] focus on learning representations
from unlabelled data to predict. These approaches are advantageous because they
reduce the dependency on large annotated datasets, which are often expensive and
time-consuming. As a result, their method significantly improves performance in
medical image segmentation by leveraging dense self-supervised learning tech-
niques. The primary benefit of SSL methods is their ability to generalise well across
different domains and tasks. However, they can sometimes fall short in scenarios
where the pretext tasks do not align well with the downstream segmentation tasks,
potentially leading to sub-optimal feature representations.

Recently, diffusion models [32, 33] have shown promise in generative mod-
elling, and their application to semantic segmentation is gaining traction. Denoising
Diffusion Implicit Model [33] demonstrates high-quality image generation capabil-
ities, which can be directly applied to segmentation tasks. The primary advantage
of diffusion models is their ability to generate detailed and accurate segmentation
maps, leveraging their generative capacities. However, applying diffusion models
for the semantic segmentation is just beginning [22, 34, 35, 36, 37]. Baranchuk et
al. [34] and Tan et al. [35] applied the diffusion process to generate multi-scale
latent features for image segmentation. Wu et al. [36] leveraged a diffusion-
based text-to-image generation approach to generate semantic segmentation results.
Those approaches leverage the outstanding sampling capacity of diffusion models
for semantic segmentation and assume that the training dataset is large-scale and
well-organised. In this work, we propose a semantic segmentation method based on
the diffusion model and apply it to unsupervised domain adaptation. The continued
evolution and diversification of approaches promise to drive further improvements
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in semantic segmentation, making it an exciting topic of research and application.

2.2. Unsupervised domain adaptation
Unsupervised Domain Adaptation (UDA) entails training a model to transfer

knowledge from a domain with available labels to a domain without annotations
[19]. Recently, UDA techniques for semantic segmentation have seen significant
advancements through the use of data augmentations [38, 39], feature alignments
[40, 22], and self-supervised learning [19, 20]. Traditionally, these methods have
leveraged synthetic datasets like GTA5 [3] or Synthia [4] as the labelled source
domain, transferring knowledge to real-world datasets such as Cityscapes in the
unlabelled target domain. These conventional benchmarks are reasonable be-
cause making a synthetic segmentation dataset is way easier than labelling real
images. However, it is obvious that context information, such as texture and object
variations of synthetic images and real images, are very different. This context
information gap makes learning highly generalised representations from synthetic
images very important.

It is widely recognised that the generalised representational power of a segmen-
tation model often does not translate effectively across domains, leading to inferior
cross-domain performance. Consequently, domain adaptation for semantic seg-
mentation has become a highly active area of research. Various adaptation methods
have been introduced, including adversarial training at the input image level [39],
feature level [16, 39], and network output level [17]. For instance, Hoffman et al.
[39] seek to mitigate the domain gap by first converting source images to the target
style using a cycle consistency loss, followed by aligning cross-domain feature
distributions through adversarial training. Additionally, Saito et al. [40] propose a
method to identify non-discriminative samples near decision boundaries using a
critic network, enabling the generator to produce more discriminative features by
deceiving the critic network with adversarial training. Zhang et al. [41] introduced
a curriculum adaptation method to regularise the predicted label distributions in
the target domain, ensuring they align with the label distributions in the source
domain.

To improve the semantic segmentation model’s representation performance
and consequently the unsupervised domain adaptation’s result, we have designed a
diffusion model-based semantic segmentation model and formulated an adversarial
learning-based unsupervised domain adaptation. Our diffusion-based method can
learn more generalised and outstanding representations from synthetic images and
convey representational information for the target domain via adversarial learning.
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Figure 1: Illustration of workflow details for pre-training, fine-tuning, and inference
processes of the unsupervised domain adaptation using CLDM for semantic segmentation.
The dotted lines denote the adversarial learning process. The bolded lines define the
workflow of the CLDM for segmentation in the test step.

3. The proposed method

3.1. Preliminaries
The goal of diffusion models [23] is to find the parameterised data distribution

pθ(x0) using a given data x0 ∼ q(x0). To do this, when a data x0 is given, the
training of diffusion models conducts a forward process (a.k.a. diffusion process)
q(xt|xt−1), which adds Gaussian noise to the data and a reverse process (a.k.a.
denoising process) pθ(xt−1|xt), which denoises the given noised data by subtracting
predicted noise.

The forward process q(xt|xt−1) is a task to add Gaussian noise to data at a
certain time step t ≤ T. The Gaussian noise is generated by a Gaussian probability
N (·) with scheduled variance: β1, . . . , βT. The entire forward process to generate
completely noised sample xT is represented by

q(x1:T|x0) :=
T∏

t=1

q(xt|xt−1),

q(xt|xt−1) := N (xt;
√
1− βtxt−1, βtI).

(1)

The reverse process pθ(xt−1|xt) can be considered as a denoising task. For
each time step t, a diffusion model predicts a noise and subtracts it from the noised
data. This task is represented by Markov Chain so that it can be represented by

7



parametric conditional distribution, as follows:

pθ(x0:T) := p(xT)
T∏

t=1

pθ(xt−1|xt),

pθ(xt−1|xt) := N (xt−1;µθ(xt, t),Σθ(xt, t)).

(2)

The learning of the diffusion model is to find the suitable parametric distribution
pθ(x0) representing a given data. This distribution is central to reconstructing the
original data from its noised state. However, directly optimising the negative
log-likelihood of pθ(x0) poses computational challenges due to its complexity.
Consequently, optimisation is conducted via a variational lower bound, which is
more computationally feasible and is formulated as follows:

Ldm := E [− log pθ(x0)] ≤ Eq

[
− log

pθ(x0:T)

q(x1:T|x0)

]
= Eq

[
− log p(xT)−

∑
t≥1

log
pθ(xt−1|xt)

q(xt|xt−1)

]
.

(3)

In DDPM [23], it found that the forward and reverse processes are represented
by reparameterisation tricks; therefore, it can be replaced by the minimisation of
prediction error for a Gaussian noise and noise prediction obtained by a neural
network. As a result, Eq. 3 is further simplified to the l2-distance between the
generated Gaussian noise ϵ ∼ N (0, I) and predicted noise ϵθ at a certain time
step. Using the notations, αt := 1 − βt and ᾱt :=

∏t
s=1 αs, the simplified loss is

represented by

Ex0,ϵ

[
β2

t

2σ2
t αt(1− ᾱt)

∥∥ϵ− ϵθ(
√
ᾱtx0 +

√
1− ᾱtϵ, t)

∥∥2
]
. (4)

3.2. Methodology overview
Fig. 1 provides our proposed approach’s structural details and loss functions.

For unsupervised domain adaptation, the input to our model is a source image xs

and a target image xt sampled from the source and target distributions, respectively.
We subsequently create a mixed image xs+t, where the source and target images
are mixed using the approach in ClassMix [42]. Here, source pixels belonging
to randomly sampled classes are overlayed on the target image, and pixel-level
augmentations are applied to the resulting mixed image. The same module is
applied in the labels as well; however, the UDA task operates under the assumption
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pf absent-label in the target domain during the training phase to generate the pseudo
labels ys+t for the xs+t. In generating the pseudo label, the predicted labels ȳt by a
student model (See Fig. 1) are used.

Those images pass through the teacher model parts. A sample of the source
domain xs is encoded to the corresponding latent feature zs0 using the encoder E ,
and it proceeds via the diffusion process (Eq. 1) to generate noised latent feature zsT
and denoising process (Eq. 2) using the UNet ϵθ to obtain denoised latent feature z̄s0
(refer to Fig. 2). During those diffusion processes, the corresponding labels ys and
yt+s are used as conditional signals c in enriching the semantic information while
the latent features are transferred to generate segmentation results. The conditional
signal is obtained by extracting the latent features from the segmentation labels
using additional pre-trained neural network fmask (See Fig. 2). After that, the
denoised latent feature is applied to the decoder D and the fully connected network
fcls to generate the pixel-level class map ȳs (illustrated in Fig. 2). The above
process applies to the mixed image xs+t. The predicted segmentation results ȳs and
ȳs+t are applied to compute the cross-entropy loss LCls (Eq. 7) and back-propagate
to update the teacher model parameters.

The information of the target domain can be obtained while the model is
optimised by the cross-entropy loss using the mixed samples xs+t and the corre-
sponding label yt+s. However, it is obviously beneficial to apply the loss term
for an explicit domain adaptation. We additionally apply an adversarial loss to
explicitly align the distribution of latent features for the source and target domains
to improve the generalisation performance of the UDA. It conducts adversarial
learning between the latent feature spaces of the source domain, mixed domain, and
target domains. In particular, adversarial learning collaborates with the diffusion
process so that adversarial learning loss is computed for every denoising step and
will consequently be averaged for each batch. The gradient of the adversarial loss
is back-propagated to the Unet ϵθ for the denoising process to improve the general-
isation performance in the denoising process. Moreover, as with the classification
loss, the computed gradient is applied to the teacher model only. The student
model, serving as the segmentation model for the target domain, is updated using
the Exponential Moving Average (EMA) algorithm to ensure stability and improve
generalisation during the domain adaptation process [19] In the inference step, the
student model is used for the testing.

3.3. Architectural details of CICLD
Several studies have been presented that apply diffusion models for semantic

segmentation [34, 35, 36, 37]. However, those approaches still face challenges
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in computational complexity since those studies applied diffusion models to the
high-dimensional data space. To reduce the computational complexity and improve
the flexibility in embedding other complementary information, such as a mask or
vector-embedded prompt, Rombach et al. [43] proposed the latent diffusion model
(LDM), which moves in developing the CICLD. In semantic segmentation, Amit
et al. [37] present a diffusion model for the segmentation task, which uses a latent
feature encoded from an image to improve the segmentation performance.

The architectural framework of the CICLD incorporates similar core compo-
nents such as an encoder and decoder structures for compressing high-dimensional
data. A key structural distinction compared with Rombach et al. [43] is the
inter-coder connection—a long-skip connection between the encoder and decoder.
This structural innovation enhances feature transfer and integration, significantly
improving semantic segmentation by preserving detailed spatial and contextual
information. Additional details on the conditioning mechanisms and the specific
configuration of these connections will be discussed later.
Conditioning: As shown in Fig. 2, the conditional signal c is applied while the
denoising process is being conducted using the UNet ϵθ, and this can be interpreted
that the diffusion model will be optimised with the conditioning task p(z|c) to
improve the contextual property of transferring the latent feature extracted from the
image to predict the semantic segmentation results. We embedded the conditioning
vector to the UNet ϵθ to compile this conditioning task. This can be implemented
with a conditional denoising autoencoder ϵθ(z∗t , t|c∗), where z∗ ∈ {zs, zs+t} is a
latent feature extracted from the source and mixed image domains and c∗ defines
the corresponding conditioning vector that is also extracted from the source ys

and mixed ys+t domains’ labels. In extracting the conditioning vectors from the
labels, we use a mask encoder fmask, which is an independent neural network
model trained by ImageNet dataset [44].

The conditioning operation in the UNet is accomplished by using the attention
mechanism. After computing the self-attention vector between the latent feature
of U-Net and the conditioning vector, the conditioning is done by conducting the
element-wise summation between the two vectors, which is represented as follows:

ô∗t = o∗t + σ (o∗t c
′) c (5)

where o∗t is the feature extracted from the middle layer of the UNet ϵθ for tth noised
latent feature. It can be defined as os or os+t, which are the features extracted
from the source domain and the mixed domain, respectively. ô∗t is conditioned
features. c′ denotes that the conditional vector is transposed before it is multiplied
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Figure 2: Architectural details of the conditional and inter-coder connected latent diffusion
(CICLD). During the training phase, x can be defined by the source and target domain
images xs and xs+t. Depending on the given domain, the latent features (z0 and zT, and
z̄0), the mask y, and the output ȳ can be noted by the source domain’s one (zs0, zsT, z̄s0, ys,
and ȳs) or the mixed domains’ one (zs+t

0 , zs+t
T , z̄s+t

0 , ys+t, and ȳs+t), respectively.

with feature. The conditioned feature is applied to the remaining networks in ϵθ to
generate the z̄0, which is a denoised and transferred feature for predicting semantic
segmentation results.

By conditioning on segmentation masks during training, the diffusion model
learns to capture the complex boundaries and structures associated with differ-
ent classes within the images. This results in a more refined understanding of
object shapes, sizes, and spatial relationships, which can significantly improve
the accuracy of the segmentation. also, conditioned training enforces contextual
integrity by ensuring that the generated segments make sense within the broader
context of the image. For instance, the model learns not to segment parts of an
object as separate from the whole merely based on colour or texture variations,
which might confuse less context-aware segmentation methods. To demonstrate
the effectiveness of the conditioning, we conducted an ablation study.
Inter-coder connection: We built the skip connection structure between the
encoder E and the decoder D (See Fig. 2, sparsely dotted line between the encoder
and the decoder). The concept of the long skip-connection was seldom discussed in
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several previous works [45, 46]. Those works define the long skip connection as a
connection between a complex network module such as a residual block in ResNet
[2] or sparse connected architecture in InceptionNet [47], and experimentally show
that the long skip-connection is helpful in keeping the semantic and contextual
information when input images are up or down-sampled and alleviate vanishing
gradient.

The LDM has long skip connections in its UNet structure. This only influences
the denoising performance since the connection is only built inside the UNet. Even
if the latent feature denoised by the UNet is conditioned by the segmentation
mask vector, which enhances the semantic context, it may not be detailed enough,
in particular, to distinguish the object boundaries because that conditioning will
not affect up-sampling by the decoder. Several semantic segmentation methods
overcome this issue by using skip-connection structures. Still, LDM does not
employ skip-connection between the encoder and the decoder except for the skip-
connection in the UNet for denoising.

In semantic segmentation, finding object boundaries is one of the important,
challenging issues; therefore. To solve this issue, we build the inter-coder connec-
tion, which is a skip-connection structure between the encoder E and the decoder
D. Unlike the LDM having the skip connection structure in the UNet only, the
inter-coder connection directly generates information flow between the encoder
and the encoders, which was actually disconnected by the UNet.

By connecting the encoder and decoder, the model can transfer fine-grained
details and spatial hierarchies directly across the network, helping to preserve
details that are often lost during the encoding process. This is particularly beneficial
for distinguishing object boundaries, where maintaining texture and detail fidelity
is crucial. Additionally, for a semantic segmentation task that requires precise
spatial information, direct paths from the encoder to the decoder ensure that spatial
relationships and contextual information are effectively utilised and maintained
throughout the generation process. We conducted ablation studies to empirically
validate the effectiveness of the inter-coder connection in Section 5.2.

3.4. Training objectives
Conditional LDM loss: We reformulate the diffusion loss function in the DDPM
[23] to apply the diffusion process to the latent feature space. The loss function is
used to optimise the Unet fUnet only by minimising given noise ϵ and the predicted
noise by the Unet ϵ̄. The loss function for the diffusion process is formulated as
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follows:

argmin
fUnet

LDif(t, z
∗, ϵ) =

∥∥ϵ− ϵθ(
√
ᾱtz

∗ +
√
1− ᾱtϵ, t)

∥∥2
, (6)

where z∗ can be defined by the latent features for the source image zs, mixed image
zs+t, and target image zt. α is defined by the scheduled variance. For further
details, please refer to the DDPM [23].
Classification loss: We have chosen the standard softmax cross-entropy formula
to serve as our classification loss, which is defined as follows:

argmin
E,D

LCls(ȳ
∗, y∗) = E [y∗ log(ȳ∗)] , (7)

where ȳ∗ can be defined by predicted segmentation results ȳs and ȳs+t, and y∗ can
be defined by image labels ys and ys+t.
Adversarial loss: The adversarial loss is applied to improve the generalisation
performance for the unsupervised domain adaptation explicitly. A typical adversar-
ial loss is related to distinguishing whether an input is generated by a generator
or a given true sample. Hence, it is basically a two-class classification problem.
In this work, we formulate adversarial loss for the three-class classification using
softmax cross entropy and Kullback-Leibler (KL) divergence. The adversarial loss
is formulated as follows:

argmin
E

max
fdis

LAdv(z
∗) = E [o∗ log(fdis(z

∗))]︸ ︷︷ ︸
For fdis

+ E[DKL(fdis(z
∗)||U(z∗))]︸ ︷︷ ︸

For E

,
(8)

where o∗ is pseudo labels generated by a student model for representing whether
the latent feature belongs to which domain e.g., When zs is given, os is set by
0. U(z∗) represents a vector to define a uniform distribution having the same
dimensionality with z∗. In this work, since our adversarial learning is formulated
based on the three classes, i.e., U(z∗) is defined by the three-dimensional vector
initialised by 1/3 for each element.

3.5. Training and Inference
We conduct pre-training and fine-tuning to optimise the CICLD for unsuper-

vised domain adaptive semantic segmentation. The pre-training is essential for
diffusion-based segmentation, which is very slow to optimise the model. Also,
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we optimise the model parameters to fit the model to the unsupervised domain
adaptive semantic segmentation by producing the fine-tuning task. After finishing
all training steps, the student model is used for the semantic segmentation model
for the target domain. A detailed explanation of those training and inference tasks
is below.
Pre-training: The pre-training involves a two-stage approach, each utilizing spe-
cific loss functions to achieve high-quality and efficient image synthesis. In the
first stage, an autoencoder is trained to compress high-dimensional image data into
a lower-dimensional latent space while preserving the perceptual quality of the im-
ages. This is achieved through a combination of loss functions: the perceptual loss
ensures that the reconstructed image retains the high-level features of the original
image by comparing features extracted from a pre-trained network, the patch-based
adversarial loss promotes the generation of locally realistic image patches by using
a discriminator, and regularisation losses—such as KL divergence and vector quan-
tisation—structure the latent space to ensure meaningful representations. The total
loss function for the autoencoder is a weighted combination of these components,
balancing the contributions of perceptual, adversarial, and regularisation losses.
In the second stage, the diffusion model is trained within the latent space created
by the autoencoder. This step leverages the latent space’s reduced dimensionality
to make training and inference more efficient. The diffusion model uses a time-
conditional UNet architecture and is trained with a reweighted variational objective,
which aims to predict the noise added to the latent representation at each timestep.
This loss function measures the mean squared error between the predicted and
actual noise, guiding the model to effectively denoise progressively noisier latent
representations. These loss functions enable LDMs to produce high-resolution,
high-fidelity images with significantly reduced computational requirements.
Fine-tunning: After the initial pre-training phase involving the autoencoder and
diffusion model in the latent space, Latent Diffusion Models (LDMs) undergo
further training to enhance their generative capabilities and adapt to various con-
ditional tasks. This stage leverages flexible conditioning mechanisms, such as
cross-attention layers and concatenation, which allow the model to incorporate
additional information like text descriptions, semantic maps, or low-resolution
images. Cross-attention layers enable the model to focus on relevant parts of the
conditioning input by computing attention scores, while concatenation provides di-
rect access to conditioning information. The primary loss function remains similar
to the reweighted variational objective used during pre-training. Still, it is adapted
to include the conditioning inputs, guiding the model to generate images that match
the conditioning input with high fidelity. Task-specific losses, such as perceptual
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Figure 3: Example images and labels of the (a) GTA-5 [3], (b) SYNTHIA [4], and
(c)Cityscapes datasets [5].

loss, pixel-wise L2 loss, and adversarial loss, are used for applications like super-
resolution, inpainting, and text-to-image synthesis to ensure sharp, realistic outputs.
Fine-tuning involves hyperparameter adjustments, evaluation using metrics like
FID (Fréchet inception distance), IS (inception score), PSNR (peak signal to noise
ratio), and SSIM (structural similarity index measure), and implementing efficient
sampling techniques like DDIM to optimize performance and speed up the genera-
tion process. Further training is crucial for achieving state-of-the-art performance
across various image synthesis tasks while maintaining computational efficiency.
Inference: After finishing all the training steps, the inference is straightforwardly
conducted with the student model. As shown in Fig. 1, the teacher model, which
is a segmentation model for the source and mixed domain, will not be used for
inference. The student model optimised by the EMA algorithm and the teacher
model will work to obtain segmentation results for the target domain. This inference
task is a typical approach for the UDA using a teacher-student learning process.
During the performance evaluation, all figures were obtained by the student model.

4. Experimental settings

4.1. Experiment details
We choose GTA5 [3], SYNTHIA [4], Cityscapes [5] datasets for our experi-

ments. Those datasets are publicly available. Fig 3 shows the example snapshots
of images and labels of those three datasets. Detailed information on those datasets
is as follows.
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Figure 4: Qualitative comparison of the UDA performance with the proposed method with
other methods. The results on GTA → Cityscapes note that the proposed method shows
performance improvement in classes like Sidewalk, Fence, Bus, etc, highlighted using
dotted boxes compared with other methods.

GTA-51 has 24,966 synthetic images extracted from a photo-realistic open-world
game called Grand Theft Auto, along with semantic segmentation maps. The
image resolution is 1914x1052.
Synthia2 is a synthetic dataset comprising 9400 photo-realistic frames with a
resolution of 1280 × 960, rendered from a virtual city with pixel-level annotations
for 13 classes.
Cityscapes3 is a large-scale database that focuses on semantic understanding of
urban street scenes. The dataset has semantically annotated 2975 training images
and 500 validation images with a resolution of 2048x1024.

We evaluate the UDA performances for GTA5 and Synthia to Cityscape using
the above dataset. The experiment protocol is referred from the CLUDA [15] and
Toldo et al. [48].

We use the Latent Diffusion Model (LDM) [43] as the backbone. The LDM
uses UNet structure [25] so that the neural network components for applying
adversarial learning are also built based on the encoding part of the UNet with the
two extra fully connected networks with the dimensionalities of 1024 and 3 for
the classification tasks. The Adam optimiser is used to train the three components.
The initial learning rate is 6 × 10−5, and the learning rate is decayed every five

1https://download.visinf.tu-darmstadt.de/data/from games
2https://synthia-dataset.net/
3https://www.cityscapes-dataset.com/

16

https://download.visinf.tu-darmstadt.de/data/from_games
https://synthia-dataset.net/
https://www.cityscapes-dataset.com/


epochs by multiplying 0.99 by the learning rate. The batch size is 2. Fifty epochs
are set for training. For updating the student model, we keep the value of EMA
weight update parameter α = 0.999; for learning-rate optimisation, we follow
polynomial-learning rate reduction4.

5. Ablation study

5.1. Effectiveness of the conditioning
We built the conditioning module to improve the contextual property when a

given latent feature is being denoised and transferred for semantic segmentation,
and it is one of the key differences between our method and other diffusion-based
segmentation methods [34, 35, 36, 37, 43].

To demonstrate the effectiveness of the conditioning module for semantic
segmentation using the diffusion model, we conduct ablation studies by comparing
the segmentation performances depending on the usage of the conditioning module.

Table 1 shows the segmentation performances for the models taking the con-
ditioning module and without the module. The segmentation obtained with the
conditioning module achieves 74.4 mIoU for the GTA5 → Cityscape UDA setting.
Those figures are 5.1% higher than the performances of the model without the
conditioning module. In the Synthia → Cityscape UDA setting, the segmentation
obtained with the conditioning module achieves 67.2 of mIoU. The segmentation
performance without the conditioning module shows 69.3 mIoU and 58.5 mIoU for
the GTA5 → Cityscape UDA and Synthia → Cityscape UDA settings, respectively.

Those results are also represented in the qualitative results in Fig. 4; the
segmentation results of the model using the conditioning module provide more
distinguishing results (See the yellow coloured box areas). The quantitative and
qualitative results demonstrate that the conditioning module helps improve the
segmentation performance in the UDA setting.

5.2. Effectiveness of the inter-coder connection
The inter-coder connection is built to bring the wide range of latent features

available from the encoder’s feature extraction process to the decoder. The inter-
coder connection is motivated by the skip connection on the UNet [56] and ResNet
[2] so we expected to improve the feature representation performance by concate-
nating the low-level and high-level latent features from the encoder to improve the

4This project is publicly available on https://github.com/andreYoo/CICLD
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Figure 5: Qualitative comparison of the UDA performance with the proposed method
with HRDA [55], DAFormer [19], and BAPA [53]. HRDA and DAFormer achieve the
2nd and 3th ranked performances based on mIoU (See Table 3), and BAPA produces the
best performance for the Veget classes on the Synthia → Cityscape UDA setting. The
visualisation of the segmentation results show that the proposed method produces more
precise segmentation performance than the other methods.
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UDA settings GTA5 → Cityscape Synthia → Cityscape

Without the Inter-coder connection

Unconditioned 58.3 42.7

Conditioned 69.3 58.5

With the Inter-coder connection

Unconditioned 68.4 60.7

Conditioned 74.4 67.2

Table 1: Quantitative results depending on the usages of the conditioning module and the
inter-coder connection. The lined figure denotes the lowest performance, and the numbers
and the arrow marks inside the bracket denote the performance gap from the lowest one.
The bolded figure defines the best performance among the results.

precision in predicting the pixel-level segmentation results. This connection is a
key structural difference between our architecture and LDM.

To demonstrate the effectiveness of the inter-coder connection, we built two
segmentation models. One has an inter-coder connection, and the other one has no
inter-coder connection. The dimensionalities of the hidden layers on the decoder
of the model without the inter-coder connection are relatively smaller than the
model with the inter-coder connection because the input of each decoder layer
has no features bridged from the encoder. Table 1 also shows the segmentation
performance of the two models on the GTA to Cityscape and Synthai to Cityscape
UDA setting. Fig. 4 includes the segmentation results for the UDA settings.

The segmentation model, by using the inter-coder connection, achieves 74.4
of mIoU for the GTA5 → Cityscape UDA setting. Also, the model produces
69.3 mIoU for the Synthia → Cityscape UDA setting. The model without the
connection produces 69.3 mIoU for the GTA5 → Cityscape UDA setting. Also,
the model produces 58.3 mIoU for the Synthia → Cityscape UDA setting, which
performs less than the model, including the connection. The quantitative results in
Fig. 4 also show that the model, including the connection, predicts more precise
segmentation results. In particular, in predicting the object boundaries, the model
with the connection performs better than the other. Consequently, overall results
justify that the inter-coder connection helps improve the segmentation performance
on our architecture settings.

19



Loss function Objective settings

LCls ✓ ✓ ✓ ✓ ✓ ✓ ✓ ✓ ✓ ✓ ✓
2 classes LAdv [49] ✓ ✓ ✓ ✓
3 classes LAdv (Ours) ✓ ✓ ✓ ✓
CL [15] ✓ ✓ ✓ ✓ ✓
MMD [50] ✓ ✓ ✓ ✓ ✓

mIoUG2C 42.8 65.7 74.4 71.6 64.2 73.1 74.9 70.3 71.6 64.8 70.5

mIoUS2C 31.6 54.1 67.2 60.3 48.6 62.5 68.1 58.7 60.1 58.2 59.9

Table 2: Quantitative results of the UDA performances depending on the objective function
settings. The CL and MMD stand for contrastive learning [15] and maximum mean
discrepancy [50]. mIoUG2C and mIoUS2C denote that the averaged Intersection of Union
(mIoU) for the GTA5 → Cityscape UDA setting and the Synthia → Cityscape UDA
setting, respectively. The bolded figure denotes the best results, and it is achieved by the
combination of LCls, 3 classes LAdv, and the CL [15]. The bolded figures represent the
best performance.

5.3. Effectiveness of LAdv

We formulate adversarial learning using cross-entropy and KL-divergence to
explicitly align the latent feature distributions for the source and target domains.
Unlike other UDA methods using adversarial learning, which apply the adversarial
learning strategy for the source and target domain only, our adversarial learning
takes three domains i.e., the source, mixed, and target domains, so that, rather than
computing the cross-entropy loss with the fake labels about the target domains for
updating the encoder, our adversarial learning tries to minimise the KL-divergence
between the classification likelihood and the uniform distribution.

We conducted ablation studies to demonstrate the effectiveness of adversarial
learning. Table 2 shows the segmentation performances depending on the loss
function settings. We not only compare the segmentation performance depending
on the usage of adversarial learning but also compare the segmentation performance
with other adversarial and contrastive learning-based UDA methods [49, 15, 50].
The experimental results demonstrate the effectiveness of adversarial learning.
The models trained with objective functions with the proposed adversarial loss
always perform better than those trained with the loss functions, considering the
two classes of adversarial loss. The best performance was achieved by the model
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Method mIoU Road S.Walk Build. Wall Fence Pole T. Light T. Sign Veget. Terrain Sky Person Rider Car Truck Bus Train M.Bike Bike

GTA5 → Cityscapes

AdaptSeg[17] 41.4 86.5 25.9 79.8 22.1 20.0 23.6 33.1 21.8 81.8 25.9 75.9 57.3 26.2 76.3 29.8 32.1 7.2 29.5 32.5
CBST[18] 45.9 91.8 53.5 80.5 32.7 21.0 34.0 28.9 20.4 83.9 34.2 80.9 53.1 24.0 82.7 30.3 35.9 16.0 25.9 42.8
DACS[51] 52.1 89.9 39.7 87.9 30.7 39.5 38.5 46.4 52.8 88.0 44.0 88.8 67.2 35.8 84.5 45.7 50.2 0.0 27.3 34.0
CorDA[52] 56.6 94.7 63.1 87.6 30.7 40.6 40.2 47.8 51.6 87.6 47.0 89.7 66.7 35.9 90.2 48.9 57.5 0.0 39.8 56.0
BAPA[53] 57.4 94.4 61.0 88.0 26.8 39.9 38.3 46.1 55.3 87.8 46.1 89.4 68.8 40.0 90.2 60.4 59.0 0.0 45.1 54.2
ProDA[54] 57.5 87.8 56.0 79.7 46.3 44.8 45.6 53.5 53.5 88.6 45.2 82.1 70.7 39.2 88.8 45.5 59.4 1.0 48.9 56.4

DAFormer[19] 68.3 95.7 70.2 89.4 53.5 48.1 49.6 55.8 59.4 89.9 47.9 92.5 72.2 44.7 92.3 74.5 78.2 65.1 55.9 61.8
HRDA [55] 73.8 96.4 74.4 91.0 61.6 51.5 57.1 63.9 69.3 91.3 48.4 94.2 79.0 52.9 93.9 84.1 85.7 75.9 63.9 67.5

Our method 74.4 97.6 74.3 90.9 62.3 52.3 57.0 64.9 72.5 91.1 51.3 94.5 78.6 53.2 94.5 84.9 85.4 75.1 65.4 66.7

Synthia → Cityscapes

AdaptSeg[17] 37.2 79.2 37.2 78.8 - - - 9.9 10.5 78.2 - 80.5 53.5 19.6 67.0 - 29.5 - 21.6 31.3
CBST[18] 42.6 68.0 29.9 76.3 10.8 1.4 33.9 22.8 29.5 77.6 - 78.3 60.6 28.3 81.6 - 23.5 - 18.8 39.8
DACS[51] 48.3 80.6 25.1 81.9 21.5 2.9 37.2 22.7 24.0 83.7 - 90.8 67.5 38.3 82.9 - 38.9 - 28.5 47.6
CorDA[52] 55.0 93.3 61.6 85.3 19.6 5.1 37.8 36.6 42.8 84.9 - 90.4 69.7 41.8 85.6 - 38.4 - 32.6 53.9
BAPA[53] 53.3 91.7 53.8 83.9 22.4 0.8 34.9 30.5 42.8 86.8 - 88.2 66.0 34.1 86.6 - 51.3 - 29.4 50.5
ProDA[54] 55.0 93.3 61.6 85.3 19.6 5.1 37.8 36.6 42.8 84.9 - 90.4 69.7 41.8 85.6 - 38.4 - 32.6 53.9

DAFormer[19] 60.9 84.5 40.7 88.4 41.5 6.5 50.0 55.0 54.6 86.0 - 89.8 73.2 48.2 87.2 - 53.2 - 53.9 61.7
HRDA [55] 65.8 85.2 47.7 88.8 49.5 4.8 57.2 65.7 60.9 85.3 - 92.9 79.4 52.8 89.0 - 64.7 - 63.9 64.9

Our method 67.2 91.3 48.5 89.9 49.5 8.5 58.6 67.4 60.2 86.2 - 93.4 79.8 54.2 88.9 - 66.7 - 65.5 65.7

Table 3: Comparison with state-of-the-art methods for UDA. The bolded figures represent
the best performances.

trained with objective functions, including proposed adversarial learning, cross-
entropy loss, and conservative learning loss [15]. We can observe that the model’s
performance using the proposed adversarial learning improves the segmentation
performance constantly, and the results are even better than the normal adversarial
learning loss.

When analysing the performance metrics, the 3 Class LAdv (Ours) setting
consistently outperforms the 2 Class adversarial loss [49] baseline across both
mIoUG2C and mIoUS2C metrics. For instance, in the context of mIoUG2C , the 3
Class LAdv setting achieves scores as high as 74.9, compared to the maximum score
of 73.1 under the 2 Class LAdv setup. Similarly, for mIoUS2C , the 3 Class LAdv

setting reaches peak performance of 68.1, whereas the 2 Class LAdv setting lags
behind with a maximum of 62.5. These results underscore the superiority of the
3-class adversarial loss in improving the model’s accuracy and reliability.

Moreover, the consistent performance improvements observed with the 3 Class
LAdv across different configurations suggest that this setting is more robust and
versatile. The increased complexity introduced by the three-class adversarial
loss likely helps the model learn more discriminative features and better adapt to
variations in the data, resulting in higher mIoU scores.
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6. Comparison with existing UDA methods

We begin by comparing the proposed approach with existing UDA methods [17,
18, 51, 52, 53, 54, 19, 55]. We show that our method achieves better performance
than the current state-of-the-art methods by a margin of +0.6 mIoU in GTA5
→ Cityscapes and +1.4 mIoU in Synthia → Cityscapes in Table 3. Class-wise
improvements can be seen in 11 of the 19 classes in GTA5 → Cityscapes, where
major improvements can be seen in difficult classes like Wall, Rider, Fence, etc.,
and 12 of the 16 classes in Synthia → Cityscapes, as also supported quantitatively
in Table 3.

The proposed method achieves 74.4 mIoU for the GTA5 → Cityscapes UDA
setting and 67.2 mIoU for the Synthia → Cityscapes UDA setting. Overall, the
proposed method outperforms the other methods. However, the HRDA [55]
performs better in the GTA5 → Cityscapes UDA settings in some particular classes.
The HRDA [55] achieves better performances for the sidewalk (S.Walk), building
(Build), pole, vegetation (Veget), person, bus, train, and bike. In the Synthia →
Cityscapes UDA results, BAPA [53] and HRAD [55] show better performance for
some particular classes. The BAPA [53] produces 86.8 IoU for the Veget class,
and the HRDA achieves 60.9 IoU and 89.0 IoU for the traffic sign (T. Sign) and
car, respectively. However, the performance gap between those methods and our
method is usually less than 0.2, suggesting that the proposed method also achieves
very competitive performance for the above classes.

We not only compare the quantitative results but also the qualitative results.
Fig. 5 shows the segmentation results of the proposed method and some methods
achieving comparable performance with ours. HRDA [55] and DAFormer [19] are
selected because those methods produce 2nd and 3th ranked performances based
on mIoU. We also show the visualisation results of the UDA segmentation results
using BAPA [53] since it produces the best performance for the Veget clase on
the Synthia → Cityscape UDA setting (86.8 IoU, see Table. 3). The visualisation
results show that the proposed method produces less noisy segmentation results
for both UDA settings, which can interpreted as our method can have a more
generalised representation from a source domain.

7. Conclusion

In this paper, we propose a Conditional and Inter-coder Connected Latent
Diffusion (CICLD) for unsupervised domain adaptive semantic segmentation. The
CICLD, leverages latent diffusion models (LDMs) and adversarial learning to
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enhance the generalisation capability of semantic segmentation models across
different domains. The key contributions include the conditioning module, which
enhances generalisation by modelling gradual transitions between domains and im-
proving segmentation accuracy through a conditioning mechanism for segmentation
masks. The Inter-coder Connection is a structural innovation that preserves fine-
grained details and spatial hierarchies, crucial for precise semantic segmentation.
The adversarial learning component explicitly aligns latent feature distributions
from source, mixed, and target domains, enhancing the model’s ability to generalise
across different domains with a novel three-class adversarial loss. Experimental
results demonstrate that CICLD significantly outperforms state-of-the-art UDA
methods on benchmarks such as GTA5 to Cityscapes and Synthia to Cityscapes,
with notable improvements in mean Intersection over Union (mIoU) scores, par-
ticularly in challenging classes like walls, riders, and fences. The model achieved
74.4 mIoU for the GTA5 to Cityscapes UDA setting and 67.2 mIoU for the Synthia
to Cityscapes UDA setting, surpassing existing methods. Overall, CICLD presents
a robust and innovative solution for unsupervised domain adaptation in semantic
segmentation, showing considerable potential for real-world applications by effec-
tively handling domain variations and improving segmentation model performance
in diverse environments.

However, even though the proposed method shows outstanding performance
compared with the existing state-of-the-art methods, there is a critical drawback
which has to be resolved in the future. The huge, time-consuming diffusion process
is it. Our method contains the noising and denoising process for the diffusion
model, and, this process is very time-consuming. Additionally, the performance,
depending on the number of sampling steps, is a critical issue. This issue is
a common problem in all studies leveraging diffusion models. In conclusion,
our method has shown promising results, but there is room for improvement in
computational complexity and processing speed. Our future research will focus
on optimising the algorithm and exploring more efficient techniques to develop a
more robust and scalable solution for UDA tasks.
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