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Abstract

Monocular depth estimation (MDE) is a challenging task
in computer vision, often hindered by the cost and scarcity
of high-quality labeled datasets. We tackle this challenge
using auxiliary datasets from related vision tasks for an al-
ternating training scheme with a shared decoder built on
top of a pre-trained vision foundation model, while giving
a higher weight to MDE. Through extensive experiments
we demonstrate the benefits of incorporating various in-
domain auxiliary datasets and tasks to improve MDE qual-
ity on average by ∼ 11%. Our experimental analysis shows
that auxiliary tasks have different impacts, confirming the
importance of task selection, highlighting that quality gains
are not achieved by merely adding data. Remarkably, our
study reveals that using semantic segmentation datasets
as Multi-Label Dense Classification (MLDC) often results
in additional quality gains. Lastly, our method signifi-
cantly improves the data efficiency for the considered MDE
datasets, enhancing their quality while reducing their size
by at least 80%. This paves the way for using auxiliary data
from related tasks to improve MDE quality despite limited
availability of high-quality labeled data. Code is available
at https://jugit.fz-juelich.de/ias-8/mdeaux.

1. Introduction

Monocular depth estimation (MDE) is a well-established
task in computer vision, with possible applications ranging
from autonomous vehicles to augmented reality. It is in-
herently data-hungry, necessitating extensive, high-quality
labeled datasets for effective training. Yet, the procurement
of such datasets poses a significant challenge, often being a
costly and time-consuming endeavor.

Recent advances in monocular depth estimation have
been driven by suitable adoption of Vision Transformers
(ViT) [18, 63]. In particular DPT [51] is the first attempt to

Figure 1. (Top) NYUv2 results with MIX6 auxiliary MLDC. From
left to right: input, ground truth, error difference (w.r.t. ground
truth) between the DINOv2 baseline and ours. Green indicates
ours is better, while red vice versa. (Bottom) AbsRel (↓) for vary-
ing values of the task focusing parameter α with multiple tasks
(markers). The solid and dashed lines represent the mean and stan-
dard error of DINOv2, respectively.

relative MDE using ViT. Recent architectures, like MiDaS
3.1 [6] and ZoeDepth [4] extend DPT to multiple ViT back-
bones and metric monocular depth prediction, respectively.
Furthermore, DINOv2 [46] is a vision foundation model
with excellent zero-shot MDE capabilities when combined
with a DPT decoder, and Depth Anything [69] fine-tunes
this into an MDE foundation model using a large composi-
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tion of labeled MDE and unlabeled vision data.
Vision transformers have been primarily employed for

individual tasks or in self-supervised learning paradigms.
Recently, their application in Multi-Task Learning (MTL)
is a growing area of research. In particular, there is an
increasing interest in using a single model to predict mul-
tiple dense tasks, often employing MTL approaches that
propose either a unified architecture [5, 24, 27, 45, 48, 70]
or methods to balance the loss functions during the train-
ing [3, 12, 23, 25, 39, 56, 67]. While MTL has been applied
to MDE in prior studies [15, 29, 32, 60], we propose Multi-
Label Depth Classification (MLDC) as an auxiliary task to
improve MDE.

Motivated by the limited availability of high-quality la-
beled MDE data, we propose a data-efficient and resource-
considerate approach that leverages related vision datasets
without requiring extensive fine-tuning of a pre-trained
foundation model. This strategy improves MDE perfor-
mance while reducing the reliance on MDE labels.

Our approach leverages a frozen DINOv2 ViT Giant
model [46] as a feature extractor, bypassing the need for
fine-tuning. We jointly train a shared DPT decoder [51]
with auxiliary datasets from related tasks to improve MDE.
We illustrate the qualitative and quantitative improvements
of our method over the DINOv2 baseline in Figure 1.

Our key contributions are summarized as follows:

• We propose an alternating training scheme leveraging
auxiliary non-MDE datasets from related vision tasks
to boost the MDE downstream task. This improves the
MDE performance by weighting MDE steps more than
auxiliary ones through our task-focusing parameter α;

• To the best of our knowledge, we are the first to use
Multi-Label Dense Classification (MLDC) as an aux-
iliary task for MDE.

• We find that MLDC frequently outperforms semantic
segmentation as auxiliary task, suggesting that classifi-
cation aspects may be more beneficial than spatial de-
tails, especially with low-quality segmentation labels.

• We thoroughly test our method across various MDE
datasets, using multiple auxiliary datasets and tasks.
Our results show an average quality gain of 11% com-
pared to the DINOv2 baseline on in-domain datasets,
confirming the robustness of our method;

• We show that our method enhances the data efficiency
of DINOv2, allowing for a reduction in MDE training
data of 80-99%, while still improving over DINOv2;

These contributions represent a novel advancement in
the field, both algorithmically and scientifically.

Notably, compared to the recent Depth Anything [69],
which reports no improvements when jointly training their
model (using DINOv2 ViT-L encoder) together with seman-
tic segmentation data using task-specific DPT decoders, our

method successfully leverages auxiliary tasks to enhance
MDE. In particular, our approach keeps the larger DINOv2
ViT-G model frozen and jointly trains a single shared DPT
decoder with an auxiliary task to improve MDE. In addi-
tion, our method has a reduced training cost by design as it
does not fine-tune the backbone, while being bounded by its
quality. In this sense, we see Depth Anything and methods
that fine-tune the backbone as orthogonal to our work.

2. Related Work

Monocular Depth Estimation. Recent works on Monoc-
ular Depth Estimation [4, 30, 31, 35–37, 43, 46, 50, 52, 57,
65, 68] primarily use Vision Transformers [18, 63]. In
particular DPT [51], also known as MiDaS 3.0, is the
first attempt to relative monocular depth estimation using
Vision Transformers, adapting the original MiDaS CNN-
architecture [52]. DPT has been used as a baseline for re-
cent MDE SOTA architectures, for instance, MiDaS 3.1 [6]
which shows performance of multiple ViT backbones in the
MiDaS model, and ZoeDepth [4], which combines DPT
for relative depth estimation with a new module for met-
ric depth prediction. Furthermore, DINOv2 [46] proposes
a general-purpose vision foundation model that can be used
together with DPT decoder to build a powerful zero-shot
MDE predictor. Lastly, the recent Depth Anything [69]
builds on top of DINOv2 and trains using a large combina-
tion of labeled MDE and unlabeled vision datasets. These
works are task-specific and therefore miss the potential syn-
ergies between different vision tasks. In this paper, we show
that the representations extracted by DINOv2 can be lever-
aged as a strong foundation for multi-task dense prediction,
without further fine-tuning DINOv2.

Multi-Task Dense Prediction. Multi-Task Learning
(MTL) [8,54,61,72] leverages the idea that related tasks can
provide complementary insights and improve the overall
model representations during training, without the need for
training multiple separate models. Multi-task dense predic-
tion pertains to the domain of MTL concentrated on dense
vision tasks. Through this paper, the abbreviation MTL is
employed to denote methods related to Multi-Task Dense
Prediction. Research in MTL can be broadly classified into
two primary categories. The first [5, 27, 33, 45, 67, 70] fo-
cuses on refining network architectures to optimize infor-
mation sharing across tasks and to enhance task-specific
representations. For instance, PolyMax [70] handles di-
verse prediction tasks effectively, showcasing adaptabil-
ity and spatial data handling. Painter [67] leverages in-
context learning with an innovative image-centric method.
The second category [3, 12, 23–25, 39, 56] involves task-
balancing optimization, where tasks synergistically learn a
single model for solving multiple tasks. Sener et al.’s frame-
work [56] fine-tunes task equilibrium, promoting synchro-



nized learning. Kendall et al. [25] address task uncertainty
via dynamic weighting mechanism based on confidence lev-
els. Chen et al. [12] explore gradient contributions for adap-
tive loss balancing. Liu et al. [39] advocate an end-to-end
approach, emphasizing integrated learning workflows. Guo
et al. [23] propose dynamic task prioritization.

The methods discussed so far aim to learn multiple tasks
simultaneously, whereas we propose an auxiliary learning
approach [11,17,38,53] where auxiliary tasks are used only
in the learning phase to improve MDE performance and are
discarded afterwards. This approach allows us to show the
positive impact of auxiliary tasks on improving MDE with-
out direct reliance on MTL comparisons.

Cross-Task Relations. The investigation into cross-task
relations [1, 9, 19, 21, 47, 55, 59, 64, 66, 71] goes beyond un-
derstanding individual tasks in isolation, aiming to uncover
how tasks mutually inform, and enhance each others. Zamir
et al.’s Taskonomy [71], provides a systematic framework
that maps relationships between different vision tasks. Fifty
et al. introduced Task Affinity Grouping [21], which clus-
ters related tasks to maximize learning efficiency and per-
formance, providing a pragmatic approach to task integra-
tion. Wang et al. [66] emphasize how cross-task relations
can be domain-specific and used for improved model per-
formance. Saha et al. [55] present methodologies for mod-
els to effectively learn from multiple task interactions.

In contrast to these works, our focus is not on discover-
ing general cross-task relations, but to leverage data from
specifically chosen vision tasks, known to be complemen-
tary to MDE, to improve the MDE quality.

3. Proposed Method

Monocular Depth Estimation (MDE) is frequently im-
peded by limited availability of high-quality labeled
datasets. Images in publicly available datasets often con-
tain many invalid regions (represented in black in images
throughout the paper), where the correct label is undefined
or out of range. Additionally, datasets may come with their
own pre-processing procedure, where, depending on the
context, the distance is limited to specific ranges. MDE
methods address this issue by mixing MDE datasets and
scaling their size, while MTL methods attempt to train a
single model to predict multiple tasks, improving on some
or all of them. These methods may suffer from the ”task
interference” problem, where gradients from different tasks
conflict and hinder each other’s progress [8].

Motivated by these limitations, we propose a method that
bridges the gap between conventional MDE techniques and
the prevalent methodologies within the MTL domain. Dif-
ferently from these works, we use datasets from related vi-
sion tasks to boost the performance of a frozen pre-trained
foundation model on the MDE downstream task, disregard-

ing the auxiliary outcomes. We select DINOv2 ViT-Giant
[46] as backbone due our requirement for a high-quality and
robust feature extractor. We jointly train a shared DPT [51]
decoder by alternating MDE steps and auxiliary task steps,
while prioritizing MDE. Differently from Depth Anything
[69], we share a single DPT decoder, and only separate the
smaller task-specific heads. This allows us to have an ad-
ditional shared model component and to freeze the larger
pre-trained backbone, while still benefiting from joint train-
ing with auxiliary datasets and tasks. Our training method
is summarized in Figure 2.

Formally, let D = (xi, yi)
N
i=1 be an MDE training

dataset with N samples, A = (xk, yk)
M
k=1 be an auxil-

iary training dataset from a related task with M samples,
V = (xl, yl)

L
l=1 an MDE test dataset with L samples, where

x. are input images and y. the respective task ground truths.
Further, let f be a frozen pre-trained foundation model, gθ
a decoder with shared parameters θ and hϕ and hψ respec-
tively the depth and auxiliary task heads with parameters
ϕ and ψ, our goal is to improve the decoder quality on the
main downstream task (MDE) by jointly training it with ex-
ternal auxiliary datasets from a related vision task. More
specifically, let d.(x) = hϕ(gθ(f(x)) be the depth predic-
tor with parameter states θ and ϕ, let M(V, d.) be a set
of MDE validation metrics to minimize on all test samples
(xl, yl) ∈ V using the depth predictor d.. Then, let

mb = minM(V, db) (1)

be the smallest test metrics achieved by the DINOv2 base-
line db, obtained with the following minimization problem:

db = argmin
θ,ϕ

LD(ŷi, yi) (2)

where ŷi = d.(xi) is a prediction on a depth training sam-
ple (xi, yi) ∈ D with parameters θ and ϕ updated during
training, and LD is an MDE training loss.

Let aj = hψ(gθ(f(x)) be the predictor on an auxiliary
related vision task with parameter states θ and ψ, we look
for model dj that best performs on the MDE test dataset V
with a set of metrics M, while jointly trained on an auxil-
iary training dataset A from a related task

dj = argmin
θ,ϕ,ψ

(LD(ŷi, yi),LA(ŷk, yk)) (3)

s.t. M(V, dj) ≤ mb

where ŷk = aj(xk) is a prediction on an auxiliary train-
ing sample (xk, yk) ∈ A with parameters θ and ψ updated
during training, and LA is an auxiliary task training loss.

In order to train (3), we define a joint global gradient step
as two consecutive task-specific gradient steps. In particu-
lar, we first apply a depth gradient step

θtD = θt−1 − αηgθ
1

BD

BD∑
i=1

∇θt−1,ϕt−1
LD(ŷi, yi) (4)
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Figure 2. Overview of the proposed training pipeline. We use a frozen pre-trained DINOv2 ViT-G backbone (f ) as a feature extractor and
jointly train a DPT decoder (gθ) with auxiliary datasets from related vision tasks (semantic segmentation, dense classification, or image
reconstruction). We train 2 task-specific heads: MDE (hϕ) and auxiliary (hψ). We alternate MDE steps and auxiliary steps. During
backpropagation, each head has its own learning rate (ηhϕ and ηhψ ), while the decoder shares a common learning rate ηgθ , scaled by α for
MDE and 1− α for the auxiliary task.

and then an auxiliary task gradient step

θt = θtD − (1− α)ηgθ
1

BA

BA∑
k=1

∇θtD ,ψt−1
LA(ŷk, yk) (5)

where t − 1, tD and t respectively represent the latest
global training step, the intermediate MDE step and the
updated global step, BD and BA are respectively a batch
of depth samples (xi, yi) ∈ D and auxiliary task samples
(xk, yk) ∈ A, ηgθ is the overall decoder learning rate for a
full gradient step, weighted by the task-focusing parameter
α, deciding how much of the overall decoder gradient step
focuses on the main and auxiliary tasks. This ensures that
the total learning rate for the joint scheme is comparable to
that of the baseline, which we tested to be optimal (see Sec-
tion 5.1). When α = 1, our training method is reduced to
baseline MDE, and when α = 0, it becomes solely an aux-
iliary task. Lastly, note that (4) and (5) omit the gradient
step for the task-specific heads hϕ and hψ , which use their
own learning rates, ηϕ and ηψ respectively (here ηϕ = ηψ).

Auxiliary tasks. We consider three tasks in our eval-
uations. (1) Semantic segmentation, for which we use a
CrossEntropy (CE) loss. (2) Multi-Label Dense Classifi-
cation (MLDC), defined as the classification task that can
be computed out of semantic segmentation outputs ys and
labels ŷs. We average along the spatial dimensions of ys,
obtaining a multi-label vector yc = 1

HW

∑H
i=1

∑W
j=1 ysi,j ,

taking the unique classes ŷc of ŷs and computing Bina-
ryCrossEntropy (BCE) loss between yc and ŷc. We include
this task to disentangle the contributions of the classification
and positioning parts of the semantic segmentation task. (3)

Lastly, we use image reconstruction by using 3 output chan-
nels (RGB) and computing the MeanSquaredError (MSE)
loss w.r.t. the original input images. We include this task to
understand whether task labels are needed at all.

4. Experimental Results

This section presents a comprehensive evaluation of our
method. We begin by describing the training details, the
studied auxiliary tasks, MDE and auxiliary datasets, and
their pre-processing steps. We then evaluate the efficacy
of our method, investigating three main areas: the impact
of different auxiliary datasets in improving MDE quality;
the effectiveness of jointly training across a variety of MDE
datasets; and the task relevance, exploring the impact of the
auxiliary task selection for the improvement of MDE.

Training details. We adopt the training procedure of DI-
NOv2 [46], both for our main task (MDE) and for our auxil-
iary task. In practice, we duplicate the optimizer and learn-
ing rate scheduler, and then we scale the MDE DPT learning
rate by α and the auxiliary task learning rate by 1 − α, as
depicted in Figure 2. In Figure 1 (right) we study the impact
of the hyperparamether α on MIX6, a dataset we introduce
below, see Table 1. Notably, the figure reveals that values
greater than 0.6 are good candidates for achieving improve-
ments on MDE. Throughout the experimental section, we
adopt 0.9 as it showed the best performance. However, this
may vary depending on the dataset, task and training pro-
cedure. The general optimal selection of α is complemen-
tary and not the main goal of this work. Lastly, note that
for all experiments we report mean and standard error of 4



Table 1. Adopted auxiliary datasets. We name their union MIX6.

Name Scene Type Classes
Train
Size

ADE20K [73] Indoor, Outdoor 150 20K
SUN RGBD [58] Indoor 37 5.2K
Cityscapes [14] Driving 34 2.9K
COCO-Stuff [7] Indoor, Outdoor 171 118K
Pascal VOC [20] Indoor, Outdoor 21 8.5K
Pascal Context [41] Indoor, Outdoor 59 5K

independent runs (with different random but fixed seeds).
Further training details, and hardware details are provided
in Appendices A and B, respectively.

Auxiliary Datasets. We consider the auxiliary datasets re-
ported in Table 1. We use the pre-processing steps in the
mmsegmentation framework [13]. Additionally, we com-
pose a dataset out of these, which we name MIX6. This
dataset is used in combination with dataset-specific predic-
tion heads, to avoid the need to join the classes into a unique
class space. Each composing dataset keeps its original pre-
processing steps. We excluded Taskonomy from MIX6 as
its relatively poor segmentation label quality might nega-
tively impact the MDE performance [70].

MDE datasets. We use the MDE datasets reported in
Table 2. In particular, for NYUv2 and SUN RGBD we use
the pre-processing steps adopted by DINOv2 [46], while for
the other indoor/outdoor datasets we use the NYUv2 pre-
processing, without the NYUCrop. For DIODE Outdoor we
limit the depth to 80 meters [69], while for Matterport3D
we first resize the images to match the NYU images size
(480x640). For Matterport3D and Taskonomy we report re-
sults on the validation set. To maintain a proportional scale
between MDE and auxiliary datasets, we randomly select
10% of the images for Taskonomy.

For KITTI we use the configurations in the Monocular
Depth Estimation Toolbox [34]. Note that KITTI evaluates a
different case than the remaining datasets: images are taken
from autonomous driving and street scenes and therefore
are semantically and structurally different1. Nonetheless,
we include it to observe the effects of using mainly out-of-
domain auxiliary datasets on MDE performance.

4.1. Enhancement via Multi-Source Auxiliary Tasks

We study whether we can compensate a decrease in
depth estimation information during training with an in-
crease in information from an auxiliary vision task and an
external dataset. In other words, if downscaled MDE steps
can be compensated by complementary upscaled auxiliary

1wider images (352x704), large outdoor scenes, and poor label quality.

Table 2. MDE datasets used in this work, where SL=Structured
Light; TOF=Time-of-Flight; SCS=Stereo Camera Sensing. For
more information about the sensor names, we refer the reader to
the work of Lopes et al. [40]. For MatterPort3D and Taskonomy
we test on the validation split.

Name
Scene
Type

Sensor
Type

Train
Size

Test
Size

NYUv2 [42] Indoor SL 24.2K 654
SUN RGBD [58] Indoor SL, TOF 5.2K 5K
MatterPort3D [10] Indoor SCS, SL 144K 19.2K
Taskonomy [71] Indoor SL 3.2M 498K

DIODE [62]
Indoor
Outdoor LiDAR

8.5K
16.8K

325
446

KITTI [22] Driving
SCS,
LiDAR 23K 652

task steps from an external dataset. We conduct exten-
sive experimental evaluations using the training method de-
scribed in Section 3. Results show that not only can we
compensate MDE information with an auxiliary task, but
we also improve the overall MDE quality. This suggests
that our method can be used as ”augmentation” for the
main downstream task, while disregarding the auxiliary task
outcomes. In the following paragraphs, we show that our
method succeeds independently from the auxiliary dataset,
consistently improving MDE performance when using in-
domain auxiliary data. Lastly, we report observations on
the auxiliary task relevance.

Auxiliary dataset choice. Figure 3 illustrates Absolute
Relative Error on NYUv2, SUN RGBD and DIODE Out-
door of the baseline and our method with each auxiliary
dataset listed in Table 1, including their mix, MIX6. The re-
sults confirm the enhancement of MDE quality on the three
datasets, irrespective of the chosen auxiliary dataset. No-
tably, MIX6 consistently outperforms others, emerging as
the most effective auxiliary dataset for both NYUv2 and
SUN RGBD, leading us to use it subsequent experiments
unless differently specified. The consistent outperformance
of MIX6 suggests that the diverse combination of auxiliary
datasets within MIX6 offers a set of cues to enhance MDE
quality, with each dataset contributing unique information.
We note that for DIODE Outdoor using Cityscapes in dense
classification works even a bit better than MIX6.

Results across multiple MDE datasets. We extend our
experiments to a variety of MDE datasets, covering indoor,
outdoor and driving scenes, as reported in Table 2. We here
use MIX6 as auxiliary dataset as it generally performed the
best (Figure 3). From Table 3, we see that our method
consistently improves MDE quality on indoor and outdoor
datasets by an average of ∼ 11%, indicating that our method



Figure 3. Absolute Relative Error (AbsRel) of MDE on NYUv2, SUN RGBD and DIODE Outdoor using the DINOv2 baseline and our
method with multiple auxiliary datasets and tasks. Dots and bars depict the mean and standard error of AbsRel (↓), respectively.

is robust to the MDE dataset selection and that MIX6 pro-
vides useful information mainly but not exclusively when
used as auxiliary training dataset for MLDC. Furthermore,
Table 3 demonstrates that incorporating MIX6 as auxiliary
dataset for KITTI does not yield beneficial results. We
hypothesize that this outcome is due to two main factors:
firstly, the inherent challenges presented by KITTI dataset
(see Section 4), and secondly, the out-of-distribution char-
acteristics of the MIX6 dataset, which is dominated by non-
driving scenes. Consequently, we have chosen to exclude
KITTI from further evaluations.

When also considering the out-of-distribution perfor-
mance on KITTI, our method achieves an average ∼ 9%
AbsRel gain compared to the DINOv2 baseline.

Task relevance. We ask the question: ”Is the contribu-
tion coming from the auxiliary task or simply from adding
data?”. As depicted in Figure 3 and detailed in Table 3, em-
ploying the same dataset with different tasks yields vary-
ing results, indicating that improvements in MDE quality
do not merely stem from data addition. Remarkably, Ta-
ble 3 shows the consistent superiority of MLDC as an aux-
iliary task, outperforming other tasks across datasets, with
exceptions for DIODE Outdoor, where image reconstruc-
tion is more effective. Interestingly, MLDC often surpasses
semantic segmentation, suggesting that identifying classes
in an image, without the need for precise object positioning,
is sufficient for auxiliary task effectiveness. We hypothesize
that this holds true, especially when semantic segmentation
labels lack positional precision. The broader implication
is that semantic segmentation datasets can be repurposed
as dense classification datasets to enhance various vision
downstream tasks, showcasing the versatility and impact of
repurposing datasets for auxiliary tasks. Given these find-
ings, MLDC is selected as the auxiliary task for the sub-
sequent experiments, unless explicitly specified otherwise.
We additionally evaluate the method with single-label dense
classification as an auxiliary task and show in Appendix C.1

that it also improves MDE quality compared to the baseline,
while using multiple labels seems better.

4.2. Improved Data Efficiency Properties

Given challenges associated with collecting new high-
quality labeled MDE datasets, we explore the data effi-
ciency properties of our method by seeking an answer to the
following question: ”To what extent can we reduce the us-
age of MDE data while maintaining performance compara-
ble to our full-data baseline?”. Our investigations highlight
the intrinsic data efficiency of the frozen DINOv2 ViT-G
for MDE, up to a certain degree. As shown in Figure 4, this
efficiency is amplified by our method on all tested MDE
datasets, allowing from 80% to 99% less labeled MDE data
usage without decreasing the performance. These promis-
ing results suggest that for future MDE dataset collection it
may be possible to gather less data, while still being able to
compensate for it using auxiliary datasets.

5. Ablation studies
We conduct ablation studies on the impact of learning

rate scaling, and robustness to backbone configurations.

5.1. Tuning the Learning Rate with and without
Auxiliary Task

In order to verify that the contribution comes from the
auxiliary task, and not merely from adjusting the learning
rate, we repeat the baseline experiments with learning rate
scaled by a factor γ, as reported in Figure 5 (Baseline, γ).
The figure shows that the adopted learning rate (scaled by
γ = 1) is optimal for MDE on NYUv2, and that differently
scaling it produces on par or worse performance.

Furthermore, we motivate our method design by report-
ing results for an alternative method, where only auxiliary
steps are scaled. In other words we re-design our method
such that the learning rates for the shared DPT decoder are
ηgθ and βηgθ , respectively for MDE and the auxiliary task.



Table 3. AbsRel ×104 (↓) scores and percentage gain of the best task w.r.t. the DINOv2 baseline on various indoor and outdoor (top 6)
and driving scenes (bottom 2) datasets, using different auxiliary tasks. The indoor-outdoor dominated MIX6 dataset with α = 0.9 is used
for all the experiments. The best and second-best results are highlighted in bold and italic, respectively.

MDE
Datasets

In
MIX6

Aux Tasks

DINOv2 Classification Segmentation Reconstruction Gain %
NYUv2 ✗ 809 ± 10 696 ± 3 755 ± 6 838 ± 7 13.9
SUN RGBD ✓ 1128 ± 11 1024 ± 10 1069 ± 9 1111 ± 5 9.2
Matterport3D ✗ 1874 ± 19 1728 ± 9 1793 ± 13 1805 ± 6 7.8
Taskonomy ✗ 1506 ± 13 1481 ± 4 1567 ± 12 1543 ± 6 1.7
DIODE In ✗ 3588 ± 19 3239 ± 26 3451 ± 47 3368 ± 31 9.7
DIODE Out ✗ 5820 ± 223 4965 ± 162 5085 ± 172 4530 ± 91 22.2
KITTI ✗ 605 ± 5 609 ± 7 646 ± 3 642 ± 6 -0.6

Figure 4. AbsRel of models trained with various fractions of the dataset. The dataset sizes are reported in Table 2. DINOv2 baseline
(red circles) represents the model trained without auxiliary tasks, whereas Proposed (blue squares) depicts our method jointly trained with
MIX6 MLDC auxiliary task with α = 0.9.

Figure 5 (Proposed, β) shows that this method can still im-
prove the MDE performance, while being slightly worse
when compared to our proposed method, suggesting that
using some auxiliary information from related datasets and
tasks is beneficial for MDE training, while highlighting the
importance of using a small weight for the auxiliary task, to
prevent it from overtaking the MDE task.

5.2. Validation with Depth Anything Backbone

We validate our method using the recent Depth Any-
thing model [69] as backbone, which is pre-trained on over
60 million samples, and therefore is a stronger MDE back-
bone than DINOv2. We follow its original training details,
extending the training duration (same as DINOv2 [46]) to
compensate for the frozen backbone and randomly initial-
ized DPT decoder. Table 4 shows that our method improves
when using this backbone, achieving an average 2.5% qual-
ity gain. This suggests that our training scheme can enhance
MDE quality across various pre-trained backbones.

Table 4. AbsRel ×104 (↓) scores on various depth datasets using
Depth Anything as baseline and our method with MLDC and α =
0.9, and percentage gain of our method w.r.t. Depth Anything.
The best results are highlighted in bold.

MDE Datasets Depth Anything Ours Gain %
NYUv2 736 ± 15 721 ± 10 2.1
SUN RGBD 1028 ± 7 1018 ± 15 1
Matterport3D 1885 ± 9 1843 ± 2 2.3
Taskonomy 1741 ± 15 1687 ± 13 3.1
DIODE In 1993 ± 14 2073 ± 22 -0.4
DIODE Out 3835 ± 164 3574 ± 66 6.8

6. Qualitative Results

Figure 1 (top) reports a prediction on a NYUv2 valida-
tion sample using the baseline and our method using MIX6
MLDC auxiliary task with α = 0.9. Note that black regions



Figure 5. AbsRel (↓) when varying the learning rate. (Left) Learning rate tuning for the DINOv2 baseline by a factor γ. (Right) Our
method re-designed to do unscaled depth steps and auxiliary steps scaled by a factor β, using MIX6 MLDC task. For both plots, dashed
and dotted-dashed lines represent the performance of the baseline (γ = 1) and of our method with α = 0.9, respectively.

represent invalid regions, i.e. pixels for which the label is
unknown or out of range. We define errm = |ŷ−y|/ŷ as the
(absolute relative) error map of the prediction y of a method
m w.r.t. the ground truth ŷ. Note that rows in these fig-
ures should be considered independently. The figure shows
errα=1.0 − errα=0.9, i.e. the difference between the errors
of the baseline and our method, respectively, where green
depicts areas where our method is closer to the ground truth
than the baseline, and red vice versa. In this figure, it is clear
that the most distant area (right corner) is lighter and there-
fore closer to the ground truth. More qualitative results are
provided in Appendix D. In general, our method’s predic-
tions are closer to the ground truth, even though not always
these improvements are well visible by human eyesight.

7. Discussion and Limitations

Our method presents promising advancements, however
it is essential to acknowledge its limitations.

The selection of auxiliary datasets and tasks plays a piv-
otal role in improving MDE. We show that MLDC is ef-
fective with various datasets. However, the observed task
dependency highlights the significance of carefully choos-
ing auxiliary tasks and datasets for optimal outcomes.

As mentioned in the results section, we report no im-
provement on KITTI. This can be attributed to several fac-
tors. First, as discussed in Section 4, driving images are
pre-processed differently than other datasets and have poor
and sparse labels. Second, the domain distribution of the
KITTI dataset is specific to driving scenes, which is not ad-
equately represented in our auxiliary datasets. Third, the
quantity and variety of auxiliary datasets are crucial for en-
hancing the model performance. This is evident when com-
paring our results in Table 3 and the corresponding ablation
in Table 6 in Appendix C.2, which shows a decrease in per-
formance across all datasets when using the same dataset
exclusively as auxiliary. These observations suggest that in-
cluding of a broader and more diverse range of driving data

could enhance the baseline performance for KITTI.

8. Conclusion
Monocular Depth Estimation poses challenges stemming

from scarcity of high-quality labeled datasets [69]. We pro-
pose joint training of a shared decoder on top of a frozen
pre-trained model using auxiliary vision datasets and tasks.

Through our experimental analysis, we show that our
method is robust to the auxiliary dataset choice and that
we can improve MDE performance on MDE datasets with
in-domain auxiliary datasets by an average of 11% com-
pared to the DINOv2 baseline.Our method demonstrates
improved data efficiency for MDE, allowing for at least
80% MDE data reduction on the tested datasets. This
suggests that it may enable quality gains even in scenar-
ios where access to high-quality labeled data is limited.
By leveraging auxiliary datasets and a frozen foundation
model, our approach improves the quality without the need
for extensive re-training. Moreover, our results highlight
the influence of semantic segmentation datasets employed
as MLDC task and that improvements are due to the se-
lected auxilliary task, not only due to adding more data.

In conclusion, we introduce a compelling strategy for
improving MDE by addressing its challenges and demon-
strating the potential of using auxiliary datasets. We aim to
encourage the exploration of auxiliary task balancing strate-
gies and further studies on auxiliary data and task selection.
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Supplemental Material

Reproducibility Statement

All results presented in this work are reproducible using
the code associated with our research. Upon acceptance,
we are committed to publishing the code to facilitate trans-
parency and enable other researchers to replicate our find-
ings.

Ethics Statement

Our research relies on publicly available datasets, en-
suring transparency and reproducibility in our experiments.
Additionally, for datasets obtained through agreements,
such as Matterport, we adhere to the respective terms and
conditions outlined in the agreements [44].

Environmental Impact

Recognizing the environmental impact of computational
resources, we are mindful of the compute resources used
in our experiments. The experiments, conducted on the
aforementioned hardware setup, resulted in an estimated en-
vironmental impact of approximately 29.25 million mWh,
equivalent to 0.0117 metric tons of carbon dioxide. This is
comparable to the emissions from driving 5.1 miles in the
average gasoline-powered passenger vehicle in the US [2].
For a comprehensive overview of the environmental impact
of compute [49], we refer to metrics provided by platforms
like the ML CO2 Impact calculator [28].

A. Training Details

As mentioned in Section 4 of the main paper, we adopt
the DINOv2 training procedure [46]. In particular, we use
AdamW with initial learning rate of 0.0001 and weight de-
cay of 0.01, and a cosine scheduler with linear warmup for
1/3 of the iterations. In total we train for 38400 steps with a
batch size of 4 (2 images per 2 GPUs). For Taskonomy we
use a batch size of 16 (across 8 GPUs), whereas for Matter-
port we train twice longer. When using our method, we du-
plicate the optimizer and learning rate schedulers, and scale
the DPT decoder learning rates by our parameter α.

For the experiment using the Depth Anything backbone,
we adapt the Depth Anything training procedure to our
scheme. In particular we use an initial learning rate of
0.000161 and a cosine scheduler without linear warmup.
We train for 38400 steps with a batch size of 16 (2 images
per 8 GPUs).

B. Hardware Details

In our experiments, we leveraged high-performance
computing (HPC) nodes equipped with 4 NVIDIA A100
GPUs with 40GB VRAM and 48 CPU cores. For most

of the experiments the training process used only 2 of the
GPUs, while for some we used 8 GPUs.

C. Additional ablations
C.1. Single-Label Dense Classification

Motivated by the promising outcomes observed with our
MLDC task as an auxiliary task for Monocular Depth Es-
timation, we simplify the problem to Single-Label Dense
Classification to investigate the viability of using straight-
forward classification datasets as auxiliaries for MDE. This
involves extracting the dominant class for each image seg-
mentation mask and output during training and computing
the CrossEntropyLoss based on the dominant classes. As
depicted in Table 5, the results for single-label and MLDC
are comparable. This suggests that classifying the dominant
class could potentially suffice as an auxiliary task for MDE.
We encourage further exploration with additional single-
label classification datasets, such as ImageNet [16], to val-
idate whether they can contribute further improvements in
MDE quality.

C.2. Comparison of Single and Multi Source Auxil-
iary Tasks

We extend our investigation to ascertain if our approach
can also be applied within a single dataset, even though this
is not the primary focus of our research. For SUN RGBD
we use the original provided semantic segmentation labels,
whereas for the other datasets we use pseudo labels gener-
ated using the approach used in PolyMax [70] for Taskon-
omy. Note that the quality of the pseudo-labels is not guar-
anteed to be high, especially when images contain objects
unknown to the chosen pseudo-labeler model. This can lead
to noisy labels and potentially degrade the performance.
The results reported in Table 6 reveal that our method can
also improve the MDE quality when only using a single
dataset and pre-processing for both tasks, while the quality
gains for each MDE dataset are worse compared to using
multiple auxiliary data sources. On one hand, this demon-
strates the versatility of our method, showing that it can pro-
vide improvements in both single and multiple sources sce-
narios. On the other hand, these results suggest that using
multiple and diverse auxiliary sources should be preferable
to ensure higher quality gains.

D. Additional qualitative results
We present additional qualitative results for each dataset

to demonstrate the effectiveness of our approach. Each row
should be considered individually.



Table 5. AbsRel ×104 (↓) scores of the best task w.r.t. the DINOv2 baseline. The last column shows the result of Single-Label Dense
Classification, while others are taken from Table 3. The indoor-outdoor dominated MIX6 dataset with α = 0.9 is used for all the
experiments. The best and second-best results are highlighted in bold and italic, respectively.

MDE
Datasets

In
MIX6

Aux Tasks

DINOv2 Classification Segmentation Reconstruction S-Classification Gain %
NYUv2 ✗ 809 ± 10 696 ± 3 755 ± 6 838 ± 7 727 ± 8 13.9
SUN RGBD ✓ 1128 ± 11 1024 ± 10 1069 ± 9 1111 ± 5 1007 ± 11 10.3
Matterport3D ✗ 1874 ± 19 1728 ± 9 1793 ± 13 1805 ± 6 1720 ± 5 8.2
Taskonomy ✗ 1506 ± 13 1481 ± 4 1567 ± 12 1543 ± 6 1491 ± 20 1.7
DIODE In ✗ 3588 ± 19 3239 ± 26 3451 ± 47 3368 ± 31 3289 ± 59 9.7
DIODE Out ✗ 5820 ± 223 4965 ± 162 5085 ± 172 4530 ± 91 4926 ± 121 22.2

Table 6. AbsRel ×104 (↓) scores on various depth datasets using different auxiliary tasks and percentage gain of the best task w.r.t. the
DINOv2 baseline. For every dataset, the same dataset is used as auxiliary with α = 0.9, either with original or pseudo labels. The best and
second-best results are highlighted in bold and italic, respectively.

MDE
Datasets

Pseudo
Labels

Aux Tasks – Same Dataset Only

DINOv2 Classification Segmentation Reconstruction Gain %
NYUv2 ✓ 809 ± 10 762 ± 25 838 ± 32 846 ± 29 5.8
SUN RGBD ✗ 1128 ± 11 1105 ± 32 1161 ± 7 1167 ± 12 2
Matterport3D ✓ 1874 ± 19 1841 ± 21 1856 ± 17 1864 ± 15 1.8
Taskonomy ✓ 1506 ± 13 1576 ± 16 1606 ± 5 1607 ± 8 -4.6
DIODE In ✓ 3588 ± 19 3447 ± 67 3554 ± 90 3620 ± 26 3.1
DIODE Out ✓ 5820 ± 223 5918 ± 88 6040 ± 60 5682 ± 96 2.4



Figure 6. Results on NYU with MIX6 auxiliary MLDC task. From left to right: image and respective ground truth, baseline and our
method predictions, and error difference between the last two w.r.t. to the ground truth.



Figure 7. Results on SUNRGBD with MIX6 auxiliary MLDC task. From left to right: image and respective ground truth, baseline and our
method predictions, and error difference between the last two w.r.t. to the ground truth.



Figure 8. Results on Matterport with MIX6 auxiliary MLDC task. From left to right: input image and respective ground truth, baseline
and our method predictions, and error difference between the last two w.r.t. to the ground truth.



Figure 9. Results on Taskonomy with MIX6 auxiliary MLDC task. From left to right: input image and respective ground truth, baseline
and our method predictions, and error difference between the last two w.r.t. to the ground truth.



Figure 10. Results on DIODE Indoor with MIX6 auxiliary MLDC task. From left to right: input image and respective ground truth,
baseline and our method predictions, and error difference between the last two w.r.t. to the ground truth.



Figure 11. Results on DIODE Outdoor with MIX6 auxiliary MLDC task. Left to right: input image and ground truth; baseline and our
method predictions; error difference relative to ground truth highlighting visible improvements in the facade behind the trees.
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