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Abstract

In this paper, we present PointmapDiffusion, a novel frame-
work for single-image novel view synthesis (NVS) that uti-
lizes pre-trained 2D diffusion models. Our method is the
first to leverage pointmaps (i.e. rasterized 3D scene coordi-
nates) as a conditioning signal, capturing geometric prior
from the reference images to guide the diffusion process.
By embedding reference attention blocks and a ControlNet
for pointmap features, our model balances between gener-
ative capability and geometric consistency, enabling accu-
rate view synthesis across varying viewpoints. Extensive ex-
periments on diverse real-world datasets demonstrate that
PointmapDiffusion achieves high-quality, multi-view con-
sistent results with significantly fewer trainable parameters
compared to other baselines for single-image NVS tasks.

1. Introduction

Novel View Synthesis is a core problem in computer vision
and graphics. It aims to synthesize high-quality, realistic
images of a scene from unseen viewpoints, which can en-
hance user immersion in applications such as virtual real-
ity (VR) and augmented reality (AR). Existing approaches
for novel view synthesis, such as those in [8, 27, 28], of-
ten rely on extensive multi-view datasets and require opti-
mizing a 3D representation to generate realistic results. In
contrast, our method targets single-shot view synthesis us-
ing a diffusion-based framework [14]. Unlike multi-view
synthesis, where multiple perspectives aid in reconstructing
scenes, single-shot view synthesis poses unique challenges
as it must generate plausible unseen areas without addi-
tional views while retaining consistency, making the task
inherently ambiguous.

Many state-of-the-art methods focus on generative-based
NVS by leveraging models such as GANs [21, 24, 58], au-
toregressive [36–38], and diffusion models [6, 51, 64]. Dif-

Figure 1. Starting from a single input image, PointmapDiffusion
generates coherent novel views and ensures visual consistency and
realism along a chosen camera path.

fusion models, in particular, have demonstrated a strong ca-
pacity to iteratively refine images, improving quality with
each denoising step to meet specified input constraints,
whether text or reference images. Nonetheless, they strug-
gle to maintain consistency in generated images when sim-
ulating free camera movement in the scene. For exam-
ple, [6, 9, 37, 44] generally rely on Monocular Depth Es-
timation (MDE) [3, 34] and inpainting/outpainting to itera-
tively expand the scenes. While effective in some scenarios,
the success of explicit-based schemes largely depends on
the precision of depth estimation models. Consequentially,
these methods often struggle with incomplete or noisy depth
maps, which can lead to distortions, misaligned details, and
inconsistencies in view transition and scene layout [43].
Others [12, 29] train the models to be conditioned on multi-
view inputs to better address the challenge. However, these
approaches are computationally intensive, as they demand
substantial resources to fine-tune such highly complex mod-
els. Additionally, fine-tuning could make the models prone
to forgetting prior knowledge, limiting their robustness and
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practicality [22].
To this extent, we introduce PointmapDiffusion, a novel

framework that enables the application of pre-trained 2D
diffusion models for NVS by embedding a sense of 3D
structure into 2D diffusion features. Central to our ap-
proach is the extraction of geometric features and structure
details in the form of pointmaps, which represent raster-
ized 3D coordinates extracted from the scene’s point cloud,
alongside diffusion features from reference images. Specif-
ically, to strengthen feature alignment and reinforce the
model’s understanding of spatial coherence, we incorporate
a Pointmap ControlNet [66]—a neural network structure
designed to condition diffusion models by introducing addi-
tional trainable copy. By encoding pointmap features, Con-
trolNet enhances the diffusion model’s capacity to capture
spatial correspondences between multiple pointmaps, effec-
tively bridging the gap between the reference and target
views. This conditioning enables the model to extract rel-
evant geometric relationships for accurate viewpoint trans-
formation. The use of ControlNet eliminates the need for
extensive retraining or fine-tuning that state-of-the-art ap-
proaches frequently require. Furthermore, PointmapDif-
fusion employs a reference cross-view attention module
that generates novel target views through a denoising dif-
fusion process, guided by the established correspondences
between pixels of two pointmaps. This facilitates a seam-
less flow of geometric and semantic information from the
reference view to the generated target view. As a result,
we conduct extensive quantitative and qualitative studies on
real-world indoor and outdoor datasets to evaluate the pro-
posed approach. Our results demonstrate that the model im-
proves the consistency and the quality of synthesized views
with fewer tuned parameters.
To summarize, our main contributions are as follows:
• we propose a pointmap-conditioned generative frame-

work, that can synthesize viewpoints from a single or a
variable number of reference views,

• by utilizing reference-view attention to effectively cap-
ture correspondences from pointmaps, our method
achieves seamless transfer of features from reference
views to novel target viewpoints,

• we showcase PointmapDiffusion’s robust performance
across indoor and outdoor environments, as well as its
effectiveness in both NVS and object manipulation tasks.

2. Related Work
Image & Video Diffusion Models have achieved state-of-
the-art results in unconditional as well as text-guided image
generation [11, 16, 31, 39]. Soon after, foundational mod-
els such as DALL-E [33], Stable Diffusion [39], and Ima-
gen [41], trained on large-scale datasets, showcase remark-
able abilities in creating stunning art within seconds. Since
they are primarily trained on single, independent views,

they could not infer the spatial information necessary for
accurately rendering scenes from multiple perspectives.

Video diffusion models [5, 15, 17] follow these impres-
sive capabilities in generating realistic videos. While re-
cent video diffusion models are believed to implicitly rea-
son about 3D structures, they still lack the ability to explic-
itly control the camera viewpoint in the generated videos,
making it challenging to leverage off-the-shelf video diffu-
sion models for 3D generation. Despite this limitation, the
temporal consistency learned by attention modules presents
a valuable asset that can be leveraged to address the chal-
lenge of view synthesis [12, 52].
Novel View Synthesis (NVS). The goal of NVS is to gen-
erate realistic and visually coherent images of a specific in-
stance or scene from camera viewpoints that have not been
observed before. This involves taking one or more exist-
ing views of the scene and synthesizing new views while
ensuring consistency in geometry and appearance. This is
particularly important in applications such as virtual reality
and 3D reconstruction.

NVS can be categorized into two types based on how
viewpoints are generated: View Interpolation, where the
synthesized viewpoints lie within the given input views dis-
tribution, and View Extrapolation, which involves generat-
ing viewpoints outside the input range, often requiring the
model to infer a significant amount of unseen content.

Many modern view interpolation methods are
reconstruction-based and built upon NeRF [28],
3GDS [19], and their derivatives [50], which describe
a scene as radiance fields to fit the observed images.
They enable 3D representation by capturing photos of a
real scene and optimizing the underlying geometry and
appearance. This allows for rendering the scene from any
viewpoint in the training poses distribution. However,
these methods typically require extensive per-scene fitting
and struggle to generate realistic details in unseen regions.
Moreover, capturing detailed scenes requires hundreds to
thousands of images, and insufficient scene coverage can
lead to optimization issues, resulting in inaccurate geom-
etry and blurry renderings when viewed from far-away
perspectives.

On the other hand, extrapolation methods are generative-
based and rely on training generative models to take avail-
able reference images and camera viewpoints as condi-
tions, and directly generate new views. These methods
are designed to work with minimal initial input (e.g. a sin-
gle image) and rely on leveraging general knowledge from
large datasets to plausibly hallucinate unseen content. Pi-
oneer works focus on relatively constrained camera mo-
tions around a single object, [26, 42, 57, 70] achieve pow-
erful generalization capability by fine-tuning text-to-image
models on object-centric datasets [1, 10, 35]. In con-
trast, another line of work addresses scenes with arguably
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more complex camera trajectories. Especially, ReconFu-
sion [59] and GeNVS [7] uses priors from CLIP image em-
bedding [32] and pixelNeRF’s [63] features for enabling
3D-awareness. Other works [12, 36, 49, 51, 64] designed
special attention mechanisms based on epipolar geometry,
local neighborhoods, or camera’s ray embeddings [45]. Ge-
oGPT [38], GenWarp [43] and MultiDiff [29] focus on im-
plicit geometric warping signals using MDE [3, 34]. They
address challenges related to noisy depth input and view-
point consistency to enhance scene coherence across gener-
ated views. PolyOculus [65] proposes a set-based genera-
tive model that can maintain image quality over large sets
of images by condition on a variable number of keyframes.

While the mentioned methods require intensive train-
ing across large datasets and numerous parameters, our ap-
proach is distinct in its efficiency. We design the architec-
ture to focus on tuning only a minimal subset of parameters
by leveraging ControlNet [66]. With this, we ensure that the
model can adapt to new views and scenes with small adjust-
ments, providing consistent results that maintain alignment
with the reference viewpoint. In contrast, our method in-
spires but also stands out from [2, 30, 61] as we focus on
scene-level view synthesis rather than object-level appear-
ance transfer.

3. Method
3.1. Preliminaries
Diffusion Models [14] are probabilistic models designed to
learn the underlying data distribution p(x) by starting from
a Gaussian distributed variable xT and gradually denois-
ing it to recover the original data sample x0, which simu-
lates the reverse process of a fixed forward (noise-adding)
Markov Chain.

In particular, we leverage Latent Diffusion Models
(LDM) [39], which utilize a pre-trained Variational Auto-
Encoder (VAE) [20] to map image data from pixel space
into a compressed latent space with lower dimensionality
and performs diffusion process in that latent space. This
reduces computational complexity, memory footprint, and
enables conditioning on other modalities such as text dur-
ing generation while still preserving details. Typically, to
learn the denoising process, the network, U-Net [40] in this
case, is trained to predict the noise by minimizing:

L(θ) = Eϵ,τ

[
∥ϵ− ϵθ(zτ , τ, c)∥22

]
(1)

where ϵθ is the noise prediction network with parameters θ,
τ ∼ U(0, T ) is the time step, zτ is the noisy latent at τ , ϵ ∼
N (0, I) is the additive Gaussian noise, and c denotes the
user-specified conditions, which are used for the conditional
generation.
ControlNet [66] is a versatile network that allows the ad-
dition of conditioning into a pre-trained SD model. It has

been demonstrated to support various types of input con-
ditioning, such as depth, sketches, and semantic maps by
injecting conditional image features into trainable copies of
the original SD encoder blocks, enabling SD to generate
images coherent with the input condition. A key advan-
tage of ControlNet is its ability to resist overfitting during
fine-tuning, allowing it to retain the original model’s per-
formance. This makes it particularly useful for incorporat-
ing 3D awareness [54, 60] into diffusion models without
compromising their 2D semantic quality. Nonetheless, this
ability has not yet been fully exploited in view synthesis
applications.
Problem Statement. Given a reference image Ir with its
depth map Dr, we aim to generate a novel view It from a
relative viewpoint Pr→t ∈ SE(3) and a camera intrinsic
K ∈ R3×3. In latent space, our objective becomes:

zt ∼ p(zt|zr, Dr, Pr→t,K) (2)

where zt, zr are the latent representations for It, Ir and can
be decoded through the VAE’s decoder.

3.2. Architecture
Our approach comprises a two-stream architecture, the ref-
erence U-Net takes the input view image Ir and produces
a semantic feature fr of the input view. Concurrently, the
target U-Net takes a noisy latent and generates a novel view
image It, by integrating the input view feature fr into its in-
ternal novel view feature ft. To imbue the diffusion model
with the depth-based correspondence, we generate a pair
of pointmaps {X r,t,X t,t} both in the same target coordi-
nate frame and inject them using the two ControlNets. An
overview of the architecture of our approach is shown in
Fig. 2.

3.3. Pointmap ControlNet.
The advantages of pointmap have been explored in
DUSt3R [55]. Pointmaps encapsulate the geometry of the
scene, the relation between pixels and 3D points, and the
relationship between two viewpoints. Such powerful repre-
sentation can be easily applied to a variety of Multi-View
downstream tasks, such as point matching and relative pose
estimation. As the potential of pointmaps has not been thor-
oughly explored, in this work, we further investigate their
benefits in the context of diffusion models.

We first revisit the term pointmap, a pointmap X ∈
RW×H×3 is a one-to-one mapping between image pixels
and 3D scene points. The pointmap X of the observed
scene can be straightforwardly obtained from the cam-
era intrinsic K and the ground-truth depth D as Xi,j =
K−1Di,j [i, j, 1]

T , where each pixel represents the pro-
jected point coordinate. Here, X is expressed in the camera
coordinate frame but in practice, it can further be denoted as
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Figure 2. Method overview. (left) Our PointmapDiffusion model is trained in the latent space of a fixed VAE with encoder E and decoder
D. Given a reference RGB image Ir and the corresponding depth Dr , we obtain a pair of pointmaps {X r,t,X t,t} as the input to the
model. We predict the target image It given the geometry signal from the target pointmap, and information comes from the reference
U-Net. Particularly, two Pointmap ControlNets are employed to extract geometric feature correspondences and concatenate c⃝ them with
the intermediate SD feature maps. We freeze the original SD model and only train the Pointmap ControlNet and the reference attention
module. (right) We extract reference features using our reference U-Net. These augmented features are integrated into the target U-Net
through a reference-guided cross-view attention mechanism, which is added

⊕
throughout the mid- and up-block of the target U-Net.

Xn,m which is the pointmap Xn from camera n expressed
in camera m’s coordinate frame:

Xn,m = h−1(Pn→mh(Xn)) (3)

where Pn→m is the relative camera poses for images m and
n, and h : (x, y, z)→ (x, y, z, 1) is the homogeneous map-
ping.

We utilize ControlNet to enhance the 3D awareness of
diffusion features by injecting pointmap into the model.
Specifically, we select pairs of images with known rela-
tive camera poses and train the ControlNet to condition
on the two pointmaps {X r,t,X t,t}. We suppose F(·; Θ)
is an SD block, with parameters Θ, in particular, the
original ControlNet block copies from pre-trained SD’s
as F(·; Θ′) and accompanies with two zero convolutions
Z(·; Θz1), Z(·; Θz2). Since the geometric features induced
by the pointmap condition in ControlNet are designed to be
aligned with the latent inputs, they are processed through
the zero-initialized convolutions and subsequently added to
the spatial layers of the U-Net, as:

fm
CN = F(z; Θ)︸ ︷︷ ︸

semantic feature

+Z
(
F(z + Z(γ(Xm,t); Θz1); Θ

′); Θz2

)︸ ︷︷ ︸
geometric feature

(4)
where fm

CN with m ∈ {r, t} is the set of residual signals,
which are augmented with the extracted geometric features
to join in the features of the middle and upsampling blocks
in the diffusion model. The pointmap is then transformed
using positional encoding [47] function γ(·).

We incorporate these two shared-weight ControlNets
into the dual U-Net branches to help extract the intermediate
feature correspondences between the reference and target
pointmaps {X r,t,X t,t}. Since both pointmaps are aligned
in the same target view coordinate system, the model can
naturally follow these geometric correlations between the
reference and target views.

3.4. Reference-Guided Cross-View Attention.
Our next step is to learn an attention mechanism be-
tween the reference and target features, ensuring consis-
tency across different views. We introduce reference-view
attention and inject it after the self-attention layer in the
main target U-Net, this allows the model to better capture
the corresponding relationships from the reference views
during the generation process. In this module, we change
the keys and values corresponding to the output image It

with those of the reference image Ir. Formally, the output
of our reference-view attention layer is given by:

RefAttn(Qt,Kr, V r) = softmax

(
QtKrT

√
d

)
· V r

with Qt = WQf t;Kr = WKfr;V r = WV fr (5)

where WQ,WK ,WV are learnable projection matri-
ces [53] for the feature inputs fr, f t. We further initial-
ize this attention module with the weights from the self-
attention module. The output is then passed through a zero
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Target view w. query Source views

Self-attention map Cross-attention maps

Figure 3. Given a query point in the upper-left generated view
and reference views, we extract PointmapDiffusion’s intermediate
layer activations through the keys and queries of self-attention and
reference attention layers at a certain time step τ = 0.2 during its
backward process and use them to visualize the attention maps [2,
48]. As a result, the method is able to learn and produce correct
correspondences.

convolution layer and added back to the information flow.

f = f + Z
(
RefAttn(Qt,Kr, V r),Θz

)
(6)

We verify the roles of the keys and queries in Fig. 3;
they determine the regions in the source view that can be
used for generation. Additionally, when leveraging off-
the-shelf MDE models [3, 34], the generated depth maps
Dr used for wrapping and establishing point correspon-
dences can be noisy. However, our reference attention
mechanism additionally injects both semantic and geomet-
ric multi-resolution information from the reference image
as a guiding signal. This enables the model to be more
robust to noisy depth naturally within the generative prior
compared to the warping [6, 9, 37, 44] approach.

3.5. Multi-View Conditioned Generation.
Our method can be easily extended to condition on a set of
multiple reference images, {Ir1 , . . . , Irk}. This is achieved
by concatenating the keys and values from all the reference
images, as all pointmaps share the same coordinate system
(i.e., the target coordinate). This allows the model to nat-
urally integrate information from multiple reference views,
enhancing the quality and consistency of the generated out-
put. Formally, the key and value with multiple images guid-
ance are obtained with the following expressions:

Kr = WK [fr1 , . . . , frk ];V r = WV [fr1 , . . . , frk ]. (7)

While our model has been trained using only one ref-
erence view as a conditioning signal, is worth to emphasis

that thanks to a careful design, it can benefit from multiple
reference view conditioning without further fine-tuning or
modification. This allows the model to inherently decide
which views it should rely more on during generation.

3.6. Training
Implementation Details. We define an axis-aligned bound-
ing box (AABB) for the scene based on the two calculated
pointmaps to normalize the point values to a fixed range of
[−1, 1]. This normalization reduces the model’s sensitivity
to 3D scale ambiguities as we do not explicitly condition on
camera poses.
Training Objective. We leverage the pre-trained SD v1.5
model for both U-Net branches to inherit its generalization
ability. We freeze the VAE, the two U-Nets and train only
the reference attention modules with the Pointmap Control-
Net by minimizing the following cost function:

L(θ) = Eϵ,τ

[
∥ϵ− ϵθ(z

t
τ , z

r,X r,t,X t,t, Pr→t,K, τ)∥22
]
,

(8)
on a dataset containing pairs of source view image Ir,
target view image It that are encoded into zr, zt respec-
tively, their camera information {Pr→t,K}, and pointmaps
{X r,t,X t,t}. We adopt DDIM sampler [46] during infer-
ence.
Data Augmentation. During training, having access to the
target ground truth depth, we randomly choose between the
full target pointmap and the partial target pointmap pro-
jected from the reference depth. This approach encour-
ages the model to not only follow the local geometry pro-
vided by the pointmap and leverage the semantic informa-
tion embedded in the reference views but also to robustly
infer and complete unobserved regions where no points are
available.

4. Evaluation
4.1. Experimental Setup
Datasets. We train and evaluate our model on multi-
ple datasets, including indoor RealEstate10K [69], Scan-
Net++ [62], and outdoor KITTI-360 [23] datasets. For
ScanNet++, we render depth maps from the given scene
mesh and the camera information. For RealEstate10K,
ground-truth depth maps are not provided, so we pre-
process the datasets to generate pseudo-ground-truth depth
maps and their corresponding camera information. For
KITTI-360, we complete the projected depth [68] obtained
from LiDAR data. All images and depth maps are resized
and center-cropped to 256 × 256. We refer to the supple-
mentary material for additional information on data pre-
processing.
Baseline. Our baseline methods include GeoGPT [38],
Photoconsistent-NVS [64], the warping and inpaint-
ing method using the SD Inpainting [39], and Gen-
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Warp [43]. To ensure fair comparison, we train our model
on RealEstate10K, aligning with the training data used by
our baselines, and further evaluate on ScanNet++ to assess
performance on out-of-distribution scenarios.
Metrics. Similar to [36, 43], we consider dividing into
short-term and long-term view synthesis. Specifically, we
randomly select 1k sequences from the test set with more
than 200 frames and evaluate the 50th generated frame
as short-term and the 100th generated frame as long-term
view synthesis on RealEstate10K. Due to the faster cam-
era movement in ScanNet++, we focus solely on short-
term synthesis, evaluating every 50th frame in each se-
quence. For short-term, we use pairwise reconstruction
metrics PSNR, SSIM [56], and LPIPS [67] to measure the
difference between the generated and ground-truth images.
For long-term, we measure generated image quality, using
the FID [13] and KID (×100) [4] scores to estimate the re-
alism of the generated sequences.

4.2. Results
We present two versions of our model, PointmapDiff, which
is conditioned only on points from the reference depth map,
and PointmapDiff-Full, which has access to the target depth
map. The idea is to see if the model could follow the geo-
metric structure given by the point cloud.

Tab. 1 demonstrates that while GeoGPT gives good FID
and KID, indicating realistic generation quality, it struggles
with misalignment issues from the input view, leading to
lower PSNR and SSIM scores. In contrast, the inpainting-
based method excels in PSNR and SSIM, benefiting from
explicit warping strategies. However, it often suffers from
artifacts due to imperfect warping, resulting in lower FID
and KID.

Short-term Long-term

PSNR↑ SSIM↑ LPIPS↓ FID↓ KID↓
GeoGPT [38] 14.97 0.424 0.356 28.42 0.158
Photo-NVS [41] 15.74 0.484 0.309 30.96 0.305
Inpainting [39] 16.29 0.568 0.300 47.63 1.546
GenWarp [43] 15.87 0.494 0.237 29.65 0.446

PointmapDiff 16.02 0.500 0.270 38.40 1.183
PointmapDiff-Full 17.52 0.579 0.213 34.54 1.097

Table 1. Quantitative comparisons with SoTA methods on
RealEstate10K [69].

For the out-of-distribution experiment, we omit Gen-
Warp as the publicly available model was trained on
a similar dataset. As shown in Tab. 2, GeoGPT and
Photoconsistent-NVS struggle to generalize to out-of-
domain scenarios, resulting in poor performance metrics
and a noticeable drop in generation quality. On the other
hand, our method achieves stable and consistent results

across both in-domain and out-of-domain datasets, indi-
cating improved adaptability and maintaining high-quality
view synthesis under diverse conditions while mitigating
overfitting.

Short-term

PSNR↑ SSIM↑ LPIPS↓ FID↓ KID↓
GeoGPT [38] 14.50 0.520 0.328 62.70 2.256
Photo-NVS [41] 11.72 0.403 0.525 90.05 4.143
Inpainting [39] 15.09 0.630 0.312 56.08 1.647

PointmapDiff 15.19 0.536 0.303 40.16 0.560
PointmapDiff-Full 16.15 0.568 0.248 38.05 0.546

Table 2. Quantitative comparisons with SoTA methods on Scan-
net++ [62].

Fig. 4 shows qualitative comparisons on RealEstate10K
and ScanNet++. The inpainting model performs well in re-
gions where there is a clear overlap between the input and
the novel views. However, in areas with sparse warped pix-
els, it produces inconsistent novel views, failing to take into
account the information from the surrounding input pixels,
which impacts the overall coherence. Our method consis-
tently synthesizes realistic and stable novel views across
both small and large viewpoint changes, compatible with
the quality of GenWarp. Notably, our model achieves these
results with significantly reduced parameters being trained,
around 50% of a standard U-Net model, compared to 100%
for PhotoNVS and 200% for GenWarp. By providing the
full target pointmap, PointmapDiff-Full surpasses most of
the baselines thanks to its ability to preserve scene structure
and transfer appearance plausibly from the input image.

4.3. Ablation Study
For this section, we re-train all the variants on the KITTI-
360 [23] dataset and we also provide the full target
depth to study the conditioning ability of our ControlNet
(PointmapDiff-Full). Tab. 3 and Fig. 5 demonstrate the re-
sults of our study.

Ablation LPIPS↓ FID↓ KID↓
w/o Pointmap ControlNet 0.564 39.50 0.936
w/o Ref-Attention 0.608 64.57 3.626
w/o Pointmap P.E. 0.299 24.80 0.276

Full model 0.283 21.26 0.268

Table 3. Ablation of individual components of our pipeline on
KITTI-360 [23].

Pointmap ControlNets. When excluding the pointmap
ControlNets, the model loses access to the correct corre-
spondences derived from the reference image. This omis-
sion impairs its ability to maintain spatial consistency, re-
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Figure 4. Novel views comparison given a reference view on RealEstate10K [69] and ScanNet++ [62].

sulting in generated views that respect the reference appear-
ance but deviate significantly in geometry (Fig. 5d).

Reference-Guided Cross-View Attention. Without
reference-view attention, the model operates similarly to
a standard geometry-controlled SD model. Even when

we employ LLaVA [25] to input more detailed scene de-
scriptions, the model struggles to respect the reference im-
age. However, this version provides valuable insights-
specifically, it demonstrates that pointmaps are an effective
conditioning source. They successfully encode the scene’s
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(a) Source view (b) Target view (c) Full model

(d) w/o Pointmap CN (e) w/o Ref-attention (f) w/o Pointmap P.E.

Figure 5. The full model effectively captures high-detail scene
continuity, closely aligning with the target image; however, re-
moving components leads to a loss in both geometric structure and
fidelity.

geometry, helping the model recover the scene’s structure
reasonably, only without precise adherence to the reference
image. In Fig. 5e, while the model can place the cars in the
correct position, it fails to accurately transfer the appearance
from the source image.
Pointmap Positional Encoding. Fig. 5f shows that directly
passing pointmap coordinates into the network results in re-
duced image detail (e.g. texture on the road and the shadow
regions) and lower performance metrics, whereas prepro-
cessing the input with positional embedding (Fig. 5c) en-
ables the model to represent higher frequency details.
Single-View vs. Multi-View Conditioning. We use two
reference views and compare them with single-view condi-
tions, we use both perspective stereo cameras so that they
respect the minimum frame distance for fair comparison.
Tab. 4 indicates multi-view conditioning achieves better
metrics as it likely solves occlusion problems where one ref-
erence viewpoint could not observe several regions within
the scene.

LPIPS↓ FID↓ KID↓
Single-view conditioning 0.283 21.26 0.268
Multi-view conditioning 0.255 23.35 0.235

Table 4. Ablation of multi-view and single-view conditioning on
KITTI-360 [23].

4.4. Discussion
In this section, we explore additional capabilities granted by
the architecture design of PointmapDiffusion, along with its
current limitations.
Point Modalities Augmentation. We observe that when
doing augmentation, by randomly injecting sparse LiDAR
point cloud during training, our model can still generate

Source view Warped view Prediction

Figure 6. Given very sparse warped results, it’s nearly impossible
for the inpainting approach to recover the scene. Nonetheless, our
method is able to synthesize target views based on sparse valid
pointmaps.

Source view Target view

Translation Duplication

Figure 7. Scene editing results. The proposed pipeline achieves
instance-level editing by manipulating pointmap values.

high-fidelity views with only 10% of points available, as
shown in Fig. 6.
Objects Manipulation. Our model allows image editing
by manipulating the pointmap, which enables repositioning
or duplicating objects within a scene without changing their
visual appearances. We first isolate the points belonging to
the objects of interest using 3D bounding boxes or instance
labels. Then, spatial transformations are applied to these
points while preserving their initial values of the pointmap,
helping the model to establish correspondences based on
these transformations. Following this idea, we showcase in
Fig. 7 two scenarios where we shift and duplicate a set of
points that belong to a car. As a result, we can perform both
novel view synthesis and spatial editing at the same time.
This provides a promising direction for future explorations
in scene manipulation through pointmap-based editing.
Limitations. Our model struggles to adapt effectively when
point distributions shift significantly, such as transitioning
from indoor to outdoor driving scenes. In such cases, users
might need to fine-tune the model for better adaptation.
Moreover, despite achieving steerable generation, the cur-
rent editing process cannot satisfy pixel-level scene control.
We hope our method can be a starting point for the large-
scale scene editing task, and leave addressing the above is-
sues as future work.
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5. Conclusion
PointmapDiffusion offers an efficient solution to single-
image novel view synthesis by seamlessly combining 2D
diffusion models with 3D geometric awareness through
pointmap-based conditioning. Unlike traditional methods
requiring extensive multi-view data, our method relies on
minimal tuning and effectively synthesizes high-quality,
consistent views with fewer parameters. Evaluations across
real-world datasets confirm its robustness in in-domain and
out-of-domain settings, from multiple point modalities, and
open new editable view synthesis applications.
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Pointmap-Conditioned Diffusion for Consistent Novel View Synthesis

Supplementary Material

A. Implementation Details
A.1. PointmapDiffusion Motivation
We further explain the motivation for using pointmaps as
conditioning signals. Establishing correspondences Mr,t

between pixels of two images can be trivially achieved by
nearest neighbor (NN) search in the 3D pointmap space:

Mr,t =
{
(a, b) | a = NNt,r(b) and b = NNr,t(a)

}
with NNm,n(a) = argmin

b∈{0,...,WH}
∥Xn,n

b −Xm,n
a ∥ . (9)

Here, NNm,n computes the nearest neighbor b of pixel
a between views m and n. While this explicit correspon-
dence is computationally expensive and only operates on
pixel space, it motivates our approach of leveraging implicit
attention mechanisms.

We consider a simple positional encoding example of
pointmaps, γ(X ), which maps the normalized input points
to higher dimensional Fourier features using a set of sine
and cosine functions:

γ(x) = [a1 cos(2πF1x), a1 sin(2πF1x), . . . ,

aN cos(2πFNx), aN sin(2πFNx)]T , (10)

where Fj are the Fourier basis frequencies and aj are their
corresponding coefficients. Using this encoding, the spatial
correlation between two pointmaps can be measured via a
kernel function as:

γ(x1)γ(x2)
T =

N∑
j=1

a2j cos (2πFj(x1 − x2)) (11)

To adapt this to the nearest neighbor computation, we rede-
fine NNm,n using the encoded pointmaps as follows:

NNm,n(a) = argmax
b∈{0,...,WH}

(
γ (Xn,n

b ) γ (Xm,n
a )

T
)
, (12)

replacing t ← n and r ← m, and applying this for
all a ∈ {0, . . . ,WH}, interestingly, this operation re-
sembles the reference attention mechanism introduced in
the main paper. Specifically, the attention matrix: A =

softmax
(

QtKrT

√
d

)
serves a similar purpose by learning im-

plicit correspondences between the query (Qt) and key
(Kr) representations extracted from Pointmap ControlNet
layers of the target and reference views. Thus, the pointmap
conditioning acts as an intermediate signal to naturally es-
tablish correspondences within the attention layers, bridg-
ing the gap between explicit point matching and feature-
based reasoning with the ability to dynamically attend to
relevant regions.

A.2. Data Processing

We use the same DUSt3R [55] model to generate pointmaps
for training and as a depth estimator for all baseline methods
during inference. Furthermore, we use a small-resolution
voxel grid to measure the overlap ratio between the two
pointmaps thus choosing the correct image pairs in the test
set, i.e. all pairs will have overlapping areas between 10%
and 90%. The generated pointmap then undergoes a nor-
malization process followed by a positional encoding step.

A.3. Model & Training

Our method employs a pre-trained SDv1.5 as the backbone
for its robust generative capabilities. Since SDv1.5 is also
a text-to-image model, we incorporate simple text prompts,
such as ”a photo of a room” or ”a photo of an office,” to pro-
vide high-level semantic guidance and enhance the genera-
tive process. Unlike other methods [12, 43], we do not mod-
ify the latent input, allowing us to retain the U-Net back-
bone and instead adapt to the task by training the additional
ControlNet. Notably, features from the ControlNet are in-
tegrated only into the decoder of the U-Net, so we do not
need to apply reference attention to the encoder part.

As we notice a color shift between the output and the
reference images, we apply AdaIN [18] to the output im-
age. Specifically, we normalize the prediction by subtract-
ing its per-channel mean and dividing by its standard devi-
ation, then introduce the mean and standard deviation from
the warped image to align with the color distribution of the
reference view.

For the positional encoding, we use a frequency range
from 20 to 23, resulting in an input channel dimension of
24 for the ControlNet model. During training, we use a
batch size of 4 and train the model for 500k iterations with a
learning rate of 10−4 and a cosine scheduler. Other training
parameters remain set to their default values.

A.4. Baseline Details

We use the official checkpoint for all baselines: GeoGPT,
Photoconsistent-NVS, SD-Inpainting, and GenWarp. For
GeoGPT, we use the re impl depth model. More-
over, we apply interpolation on the warped results for SD-
Inpainting and dilate the inpaint mask using a 9 × 9 kernel
to reduce artifacts since the model performs inpainting on
latent space. Finally, all outputs are resized and cropped to
256× 256 for evaluation.
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Figure 8. Additional NVS comparison on RealEstate10K [69] and ScanNet++ [62].

B. Additional Results
Fig. 8 provides additional qualitative comparison. We ob-
serve that GeoGPT and Photoconsistent-NVS give worse
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Source view 1 Source view 2 Target view

Prediction from
source view 1

Prediction from
source view 2

Prediction from
both source views

Figure 9. We demonstrate the ability to generate viewpoints situ-
ated between two source views, effectively covering occluded re-
gions by combining complementary information from both views.
We use red to denote hallucinated regions and green to indicate
aligned regions compared to the target view.

(a) Source view (b) Target view (c) Translation

(d) Source pointmap (e) Target pointmap (f) Modified pointmap

Figure 10. Translation procedure in pointmap space. From
a structure pointmap of the scene (d), one can move the camera
around (e) and relocate the object position (f) while still retaining
point correspondences. The transparency of background pixels is
increased to ease visualization.

performance in out-of-distribution scenarios. Additionally,
when the camera is far away from the reference view, Gen-
Warp tends to prioritize preserving semantic information
over geometric consistency.

C. Additional Analysis
C.1. Multi-View Conditioning
Our method enables few-shot NVS by conditioning on mul-
tiview inputs, which other baselines cannot do. This tech-
nique leverages information from multiple viewpoints, ef-
fectively addressing scenarios where certain regions are vis-

ible in one viewpoint but occluded in another and vice versa,
ensuring more consistent scene reconstruction as shown in
Fig. 9.

C.2. Pointmap-based Editing
According to Fig. 10, we detail the pointmap modification
as follows: given a bounding box of an object of interest
(shown in red), we separate the points that lie within the
bounding box and apply a transformation on the points. Af-
ter we have the modified point cloud, to obtain the condi-
tioning signal for scene manipulation, we rasterize the mod-
ified point cloud while keeping the old point coordinates as
the pixel values. This ensures the object’s shape remains
consistent after spatial adjustments and appearance can be
transferred correctly. Additionally, we use a z-buffer to han-
dle point occlusions and empty regions that may appear af-
ter the transformation will be inpainted during the genera-
tion process.
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