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Figure 1. We propose Orchid: a unified, multi-modal latent diffusion model that jointly generates color, depth, and surface normals. The
output color, depth, and normals are consistent with each other and can be seamlessly turned to 3D reconstructions using methods like
3DGS [26]. Orchid can generate 3D scenes from text (left), or from a single color image (center). Orchid captures joint appearance and
geometry prior which can be used to solve different 3D inverse problems e.g. inpaint incomplete 2.5D reconstructions (right).

Abstract

Diffusion models are state-of-the-art for image gener-
ation. Trained on large datasets, they capture expressive
image priors that have been used for tasks like inpainting,
depth, and (surface) normal prediction. However, these
models are typically trained for one specific task, e.g., a
separate model for each of color, depth, and normal predic-
tion. Such models do not leverage the intrinsic correlation
between appearance and geometry, often leading to incon-
sistent predictions.

In this paper, we propose using a novel image diffusion
prior that jointly encodes appearance and geometry. We in-
troduce a diffusion model Orchid, comprising a Variational
Autoencoder (VAE) to encode color, depth, and surface nor-
mals to a latent space, and a Latent Diffusion Model (LDM)
for generating these joint latents. Orchid directly gener-
ates photo-realistic color images, relative depth, and sur-
face normals from user-provided text, and can be used to
seamlessly create image aligned partial 3D scenes. It can

also perform image-conditioned tasks like monocular depth
and normal prediction jointly and is competitive in accu-
racy to state-of-the-art methods designed for those tasks
alone. Lastly, our model learns a joint prior that can be
used zero-shot as a regularizer for many inverse problems
that entangle appearance and geometry. For example, we
demonstrate its effectiveness in color-depth-normal inpaint-
ing, showcasing its applicability to problems in sparse-view
3D generation. See orchid3d.github.io for more results.

1. Introduction
Generative 3D scene modeling [17, 21, 47, 52] has been a
longstanding challenge in the computer vision and robotics
community for decades. In particular, generating the ap-
pearance and geometry of 3D scenes has important ap-
plications in virtual reality [46, 51], animation [44], and
robotics [1, 5, 14]. Since the scale of available 3D data is
small, 3D generation models rely on priors learned from
large scale 2D (color) images. In recent years, diffu-
sion models trained on billions of color images have been
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Diff + FF Diff + Diff Joint Diff

# Independent models 3 3 1
Inference speed (mid) (slow) (fast)
Geometry generative prior
Joint image-geometry prior
Consistent depth-normal

Table 1. Comparison of methodologies for 2.5D/3D generation:
Diff + FF diffuses color image followed by feedforward models
for depth + normal prediction; Diff + Diff diffuses images, then
diffuses depth and normal conditioned on the color image; Joint
Diff (Orchid) jointly diffuses color, depth and normal.

adopted as an appearance prior for generating 3D objects or
scenes. A typical 3D scene generation workflow involves
using a standard image diffusion model for appearance fol-
lowed by separate models each for depth and surface normal
estimation (e.g., DepthAnythingV2 [60], Marigold [25],
Lotus-G [18], and DSINE [2]). However, the appearance
and geometry of 3D scenes are tightly coupled by nature.
In this paper, we introduce a joint generative model of ap-
pearance and geometry for 3D scene generation.

We propose a new method, Orchid, for the joint diffusion
of appearance and geometry in a unified image latent space.
Leveraging 2D priors from large-scale pre-training on color
images, we propose a new joint latent space that extends the
image diffusion latent space to incorporate 3D priors in the
form of depth and surface normals. Specifically, we train
a Variational Autoencoder (VAE) by taking depth and nor-
mal as extra input and output channels, initialized with a
pre-trained color space VAE learned from billions of color
images. Such training enables us to jointly encode and de-
code image, depth, and normal using a single model. Given
the joint latent space as constructed by our VAE, we further
train a latent diffusion model (LDM) to denoise the joint
latents on a large dataset. Specifically, we craft a dataset
containing coupled color, depth, and normal in a similar
fashion as [59, 60] for joint modeling. Our learned joint
diffusion priors can be used to directly generate color, depth
and surface normals from input text prompts. The same pri-
ors can be further used to jointly generate depth and surface
normals from input color images by finetuning as a color-
conditioned model without text prompts.

A joint prior has several advantages over a combination
of an color image prior and color-conditioned downstream
models for depth or normal, as summarized in Table 1. It is
faster as it only needs a single model. By directly sampling
from the joint distribution, it also avoids the compounding
error problem of stacking specialized models (performing
depth/normal estimation based on generated color output)
and the inherent information loss between the models which
can cause ambiguity and estimation errors. But most im-
portantly, we found that depth and normal predictions from

Orchid are more consistent with each other than depth and
normal produced by separate models.

In addition to the above advantages for geometry gener-
ation, our joint diffusion model is a 2.5D foundation model
that can be used for various applications. We demonstrate
that it can be used as an color-conditioned depth and normal
prediction model. Incorporating color, depth and normal
into a shared latent space also allows us to perform multi-
modal inpainting: joint generation of all modalities using a
partial subset of observations. Orchid has several potential
applications in robotics and virtual reality, including depth
completion from color image and sparse LiDAR depth, in-
painting holes produced during novel view synthesis from
sparse views, and interactive 3D experience. It could also
be used in a score-distillation framework, providing a depth
and normal aware score function.

In summary, our contributions are as follows:
• We introduce Orchid, a single joint diffusion model to

generate both appearance and geometry. Key to our
method is a new joint latent space that extends the image
diffusion latent space to incorporate depth and normals.

• We train Orchid’s VAE with extra input and output chan-
nels to learn a joint latent space from a large dataset with
paired color, depth, and normals. When trained on the
new joint latent space, Orchid can accurately generate ap-
pearance and geometry jointly from input text prompts.

• Orchid serves as a foundation model for various down-
stream applications, including monocular depth and nor-
mal prediction (with finetuning) and zero-shot multi-
modal inpainting. Orchid’s monocular depth and normal
predictions are competitive with SOTA methods that use
separate models, while being more consistent.

2. Related work
Monocular depth and normal prediction: Monocular
depth estimation is an extensively studied problem in com-
puter vision. Modern deep depth prediction models rely
on priors learned from large scale datasets [3, 11–13, 22,
25, 30, 39, 59, 60]. Since metric depth is a function of
the camera’s intrinsics parameters, most approaches predict
affine-invariant depth. Models that predict metric depth ei-
ther predict depth for a single camera [11] or condition on
the camera intrinsics [3, 16, 22]. However, since the amount
of depth data with known camera intrinsics is limited, most
recent methods with zero-shot generalization capabilities,
much like our model, predict affine-invariant relative depth.

Monocular surface normal prediction has also seen sim-
ilar trends as depth prediction, with training deep models
for feed-forward prediction being the standard approach
[9, 54]. In particular, [9] achieved state-of-the-art perfor-
mance following this setup. The most recent state-of-the-
art [2] incorporates inductive biases specific to the normal
prediction task into the deep model.
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Figure 2. Orchid training architecture: As illustrated on the left figure, we first train a joint color-depth-normal VAE that leverages
priors from color-only pretraining. We introduce additional depth and normal reconstruction losses, along with a distillation loss to ensure
that the joint latent space follows the structure of the original color-only VAE. As illustrated on the right figure, we then train the latent
diffusion model on paired image-depth-normal and text data, while keeping the joint VAE encoder frozen.

Joint prediction of depth and surface normals has been
explored by a few works as a multi-task problem. They
are modelled using two branches on a deep network with a
shared backbone [10, 29, 57, 63].

Most recent approaches for depth [59, 60] and normal
prediction [22] adopt self-supervised ViT backbones [37],
and train jointly on several large datasets to achieve zero-
shot in-the-wild generalization. Although they can predict
depth and normals from images, they are discriminative and
do not learn a generative prior that can be leveraged for
tasks like depth completion.

Diffusion priors for depth and normals: Several recent
works [8, 13, 24, 25, 48, 49] have shown that diffusion pri-
ors learned from large color image datasets can be adapted
for depth and normal estimation by finetuning them on rela-
tively small amounts of data. These color-conditioned depth
and normal diffusion models learn a generative 2D prior of
depth which can be used for tasks like depth completion.

However, when used to generate 3D scenes, they impose
a two-step process where a color image is first generated
using a diffusion model, followed by depth and/or normal
generation using another diffusion model. In contrast, our
model learns a joint prior over color, depth and normal.

Diffusion priors for inverse problems: The 2D priors
learned by text-to-color diffusion models have been lever-
aged for controlled generation tasks such as inpainting or
super-resolution. The two main approaches to use dif-
fusion priors either 1) train a masked image conditioned
model [61] model on additional data [56], or 2) use the con-
ditioning image to guide the diffusion process without addi-
tional training [6, 35, 42, 43]. The second approach is more
appealing since it does not require additional training and
retains the diffusion model’s generalization capabilities. We
use this approach with our learned diffusion prior to jointly
inpaint color, depth and normals.

The diffusion image priors have also been used for 3D
scene generation conditioned on text or single-view color
image. One family of approaches uses diffusion models as
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Figure 3. Orchid inference: (a) For text-conditioned generation,
We denoise the joint latents conditioned on the text prompt; (b) For
monocular depth / normal estimation, we denoise the joint latents
with a noise-free latent of the input color image as condition.

novel view priors within an optimization framework using
a variant of the score-distillation loss [32, 34, 38, 55, 58].
We believe such work can benefit from a joint appearance-
geometry prior that avoids the need for cascaded meth-
ods and provides score functions that capture the joint
appearance-geometry likelihood.

3. Method

Orchid is a latent diffusion model that learns a joint 2D
generative prior of appearance (RGB) and 3D geometry
(depth and surface normals). More specifically, it learns
a score function for the joint distribution p(x,d,n|T ) of
color x ∈ RH×W×3, depth d ∈ RH×W , and surface
normals n ∈ [−1, 1]H×W×3 (with ||n||2 = 1), condi-
tioned on text prompts T . This is a foundational gener-
ative prior that can be used for various tasks, such as text-
conditioned appearance and geometry generation (sampling
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from p(x,d,n|T )), color-conditioned depth and normal es-
timation (sampling from p(d,n|x)), and joint multi-modal
inpainting.

Central to our method is (1) a joint latent space VAE
(Section 3.1) that additionally encodes and decodes depth
and normals, building upon 2D priors learned by color-
space VAE; and (2) a joint diffusion prior (Section 3.2)
with the ability to generate depth and normals in addition
to color. The generative priors learn by Orchid can be used
for color-conditioned depth and normal prediction by fine-
tuning on an added color image condition (Section 3.3).

3.1. Joint latent space VAE
The conventional color-space VAE encoder [27, 41]
projects pixels to a compact latent space, which diffusion
models use for generation by iterative denoising. To jointly
model appearance and geometry, we extend the conven-
tional VAE to include depth and normals by adding four
more input and output channels (one for depth and three
for normals). This design allows Orchid to decode all three
modalities jointly at once, without relying on separate mod-
els (e.g., monocular depth estimators) to predict geometry.
Using a joint VAE for appearance and geometry also allows
the encoder to learn a unified compact latent space, min-
imizing redundancies in depth and normal representations.
This is unlike other diffusion-based depth models that dupli-
cate depth across 3 channels to reuse the VAE [13, 18, 25].

We preprocess depth before it is input to the VAE. In
particular, from metric depth d, we compute inverse depth
d∗ = 1/d, and its mean deviation around the median: dσ =
mean(|d∗ − median(d∗)|). We normalize inverse depth by
the deviation d′ = d∗/dσ . We then shift it to begin at zero:
dmodel = d′ − d′min. To simplify notation, we use d to
denote the preprocessed depth dmodel.

We fine-tune our joint VAE on paired color, depth, and
normal datasets. We apply various losses (Lx, Ld, Ln)
for joint color, depth, and normal supervision, including
a shared KL regularization loss LKL and a distillation loss
Ldistill on the joint latent space. We find the distillation loss
crucial to encourage our VAE’s latents to be close in dis-
tribution to the color VAE, to retain diffusion priors from
color pretraining (Section 4.5). We supervise our color pre-
dictions using reconstruction loss Lrec = ||x̂ − x||2, ad-
versarial loss Ladv, perceptual loss LLPIPS = ||FVGG(x̂) −
FVGG(x)||2 (see [62]), and locally-discriminative learning
loss Llocal disc [31]. These losses follow the standard prac-
tices from conventional color-space VAE literature [41].

We supervise our depth and normal prediction using
depth reconstruction loss Ldepth rec = ||d̂ − d||1, the multi-
scale scale-invariant depth gradient loss Ldepth grad [30], and
the normal reconstruction loss Lnormal rec = ||n̂− n||2. The
full training loop is summarized in Alg. 1. We further use an
exponential moving average for updating the VAE encoder

and decoder parameters.

Lx = wx
1Lrec + wx

2Ladv + wx
3LLPIPS + wx

4Llocal disc

Ld = wd
1Ldepth rec + wd

2Ldepth grad

Ln = wnLnormal rec

Algorithm 1 Joint VAE training

Initialize model weights θ = [θenc, θdec, θdisc]
for i = 1, · · · , num steps do

Sample coupled color x, depth d, normal n
[zµ, zσ]← Enc(x,d,n; θenc)
zsample ← N (zµ, zσ)
LKL ← wKL ∗ KL(N (zµ, zσ) || N (0,Σ))

[x̂, d̂, n̂]← Dec(zsample; θdec)
Ldisc ← log(Disc(x; θdisc)) + log(1− Disc(x̂; θdisc))
Update parameters according to gradients
θenc

+← −∇θenc(Lx + Ld + Ln + αLKL + βLdistill)

θdec
+← −∇θdec(Lx + Ld + Ln − γLdisc)

θdisc
+← −∇θdiscLdisc

end for

3.2. Joint diffusion prior for color-depth-normal
We train a latent diffusion model (LDM) to jointly de-
noise color-depth-normal latents z. In the forward pro-
cess, we inject noise in the joint latent space through
zt =

√
αtz0 + ϵ

√
1− αt and ϵ ∼ N (0, I) by fol-

lowing q(zt|z0) = N (zt;
√
αtz0, (1 − αt)I). Here, zt

represents the noisy input at diffusion time t and αt =∏t
s=1(1 − βs) is the diffusion coefficient [20]. In the

reverse process, our latent diffusion model (parameter-
ized by θLDM) predicts the target y given zt and diffu-
sion time t. We optimize the standard objective function
LLDM = Eϵ∈N (0,I),t∈U(T )[∥y − fθLDM(zt, t)∥2]. We use the
v-prediction (velocity) parametrization for our target y [45].
We train our LDM to denoise joint latents conditioned on
text embeddings (Figure 2). This allows us to directly use
Orchid to generate color, depth and surface normals from
text prompts with classifier-free guidance [19] (Figure 3a).

3.3. Color-conditioned depth and normal prediction
The formulation in Section 3.2 allows us to generate color,
depth, and normals directly from the joint latent space
through fθLDM(zt, t). To further use Orchid to generate
depth and surface normals jointly from an input image con-
dition, we append an input image latent zx from the pre-
trained frozen color-only VAE as a condition signal for dif-
fusion training through fθLDM(zt, t; z

x). While this is in line
with previous work on using diffusion priors for dense pre-
diction [18, 25], our joint latent space allows direct gener-
ation of both depth and surface normals from image con-
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Figure 4. Text-conditioned generation: Color, depth and normal images generated jointly by our model from a single text prompt. The
input text prompt is provided on the top. The generated color, depth, and normal are presented from top to bottom. Results show that
Orchid can produce consistent appearance and geometry for a wide range of text prompts such as close-up object shots or views from
complex layouts of indoor and outdoor environment.

ditions. When used as an image-conditioned geometry esti-
mator at inference, we drop text conditions (Figure 3b). The
sampling procedure is detailed in Alg. 2.

Algorithm 2 Color-conditioned depth sampling

Require: zx (color-space latent condition), T (total de-
noising steps)
Initialize joint latent zT ∼ N (0, I)
for t = T, . . . , 1 do

η ∼ N (0, I) if t > 1, else η = 0

zt−1 = 1√
αt

(
zt − βt√

1−ᾱt
fθLDM(zt, t; z

x)
)
+ σtη

end for
return z0

4. Experiments
Orchid learns a joint color, depth, and surface normal
prior that can be leveraged for several tasks. In our ex-
periments, we evaluate its performance on three differ-
ent tasks: text-conditioned color-depth-normal generation,
color-conditioned depth and normal prediction, and uncon-
ditional joint color-depth-normal inpainting. Our experi-
ments highlight the versatility of Orchid, showing how a
joint appearance and geometry prior can be used for either
text or color conditioned generation, or as an unconditional

model for solving inverse problems that combine appear-
ance and geometry.

4.1. Implementation details

We use a convolutional encoder and decoder with a latent
channel of 8 for our joint VAE, initialized from a VAE pre-
trained on datasets of color images alone. For the latent dif-
fusion model, we use a transformer UNet similar to Stable
Diffusion [41] pretrained on a large image-text dataset. The
diffusion model uses v-prediction. We train both models
on 512x512 image resolution. When training our text and
color-conditioned diffusion models, we use a DDPM noise
schedule [20] with 1000 steps. For diffusion sampling, we
adopt a DDIM schudule with 100 steps for text-conditioned
generation and 50 steps for image-conditioned generation.
We use the zero terminal SNR schedule from [33].

Dataset: We combine many real and synthetic datasets
with ground truth depth and surface normals to train our
VAE: Omnidata [9], Virtual KITTI [14], Hypersim [40],
and DIODE [53]. Additionally, we create a large-scale
dataset with text, color, depth and normals by using large
pretrained models to predict depth [60] and surface nor-
mal [22] from a text-image dataset. We use approximately
2.5M images with ground truth depth and surface normal,
and about 100M images with pseudo ground truth.
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Figure 5. Joint depth and surface normal prediction from single color image: Given in-the-wild images as input (top row), Orchid
works jointly predicts accurate and consistent depth (middle row) and normal (bottom row).

4.2. Text-conditioned generation
Orchid is a first-of-its-kind model that can jointly gener-
ate color images along with their depth and normal from
text prompts. We provide qualitative results of color, depth
and normal generated by Orchid from a diverse set of text
prompts in Figure 4. Assuming approximate intrinsics, we
can use the predicted color, depth and surface normal to
optimize 3D Gaussians using Gaussian Splatting [26]. We
show an example of this in Figure 1. Additional results are
provided in Appendix C.

4.3. Monocular depth and normal prediction
The joint color-depth-normal prior learned by Orchid can
also be leveraged for monocular depth and normal predic-
tion with color-conditioned fine-tuning (Section 3.3). We
evaluate the accuracy of the depth and normal jointly esti-
mated by Orchid from color images. We follow the pro-
tocol in recent approaches and evaluate the zero-shot per-
formance on standard benchmarks we do not train on. In
addition, we present qualitative results in Figure 5. As il-
lustrated in the figure, our model can produce high-fidelity
and consistent depth and normal estimation from in-the-
wild color images that contain single objects, indoor, and
outdoor complex scene environment.

Zero-shot monocular depth estimation: We evaluate
the accuracy of the affine-invariant depth estimated by
Orchid on four held-out datasets: NYUDepthv2 [36],
KITTI [15], ETH3D [50] and ScanNet [7]. We compare
Orchid’s performance to other zero-shot depth estimation
baselines. This includes feed-forward momdels [22, 39, 60]
as well as models that learn a conditional depth estimation
prior by finetuning image generative models [13, 25]. Note

Figure 6. Monocular depth prediction: Orchid obtains more ac-
curate depth compared to Marigold [25], as highlighted in the re-
sults shown above. Our model achieves better performance on far-
range objects (row 1,2,4), small objects (row 5), depth-ambiguous
scenes (row 6), and transparent occlusions (row 3).

that all our baselines (except [13]) are explicitly trained
for color-conditioned depth prediction while Orchid jointly
predicts depth and normals. As demonstrated in Table 2,
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Model NYUv2 KITTI ETH3D ScanNet
AbsRel ↓ δ1 ↑ AbsRel ↓ δ1 ↑ AbsRel ↓ δ1 ↑ AbsRel ↓ δ1 ↑

MiDaS [39] 11.7 87.5 23.6 63.0 18.4 75.2 12.1 84.6
DepthAnything v2 [60] 4.5 97.9 7.4 94.6 6.8 95.3 6.0 96.3
Marigold-depth [25] 6.1 95.8 9.8 91.8 6.8 95.6 6.9 94.6
Lotus-G-depth [18] 5.4 96.6 11.3 87.7 6.2 96.1 6.0 96.0
Geowizard [13] 5.6 96.3 14.4 82.0 6.6 95.8 6.4 95.0
Orchid (Ours) 5.7 96.9 7.7 94.4 7.3 96.9 6.3 95.8

Table 2. Zero-shot monocular depth estimation: Comparison of our zero shot affine-invariant depth estimation accuracy to that of other
methods. Our accuracy is comparable to that of [60] while being better than the other joint depth-normal method [13]. The first , second
and third ranking methods are highlighted.

Model NYUv2 ScanNet iBims-1 Sintel
Mean ↓ 11.25◦ ↑ Mean ↓ 11.25◦ ↑ Mean ↓ 11.25◦ ↑ Mean ↓ 11.25◦ ↑

Omnidata v2 [9] 17.2 55.5 16.2 60.2 18.2 63.9 40.5 14.7
DSINE [2] 16.4 59.6 16.2 61.0 17.1 67.4 34.9 21.5
Marigold-normal [25] 20.9 50.5 21.3 45.6 18.5 64.7 - -
Lotus-G-normal [18] 16.9 59.1 15.3 64.0 17.5 66.1 35.2 19.9
Geowizard [13] 18.9 50.7 17.4 53.8 19.3 63.0 40.3 12.3
Orchid (Ours) 15.2 60.6 14.2 63.8 16.3 68.1 31.7 22.6

Table 3. Zero-shot monocular surface normals estimation: Comparison of our color-conditioned normal estimation accuracy to state-of-
the-art. Orchid is significantly better than other methods while jointly predicting both depth and normals. The first , second and third
ranking methods are highlighted.

Dataset Marigold [25] GeoWizard [13] Orchid

NYUv2 0.102 0.122 0.040
KITTI 0.146 0.324 0.082

Table 4. Depth-normal inconsistency: We show the mean error
edepth normal (↓) in the table. Orchid’s color-conditioned joint depth
and normal estimates are significantly more consistent than those
produced by GeoWizard or separate Marigold models.

Orchid’s depth estimates are comparable to the state-of-the-
art method [60], while being better than other diffusion-
based baselines. As illustrated in Figure 6, our method pro-
duces more accurate depth than Marigold [25] on far-range
objects, small objects, and depth-ambiguous scenes. No-
tably, Orchid achieves better monocular depth estimation
performance than Geowizard [13], the only baseline that
jointly predicts depth and surface normals.

Zero-shot monocular surface normals estimation: We
also evaluate Orchid’s normal estimation accuracy on four
held-out datasets: NYUv2 [36], ScanNet [7], iBims-1 [28]
and Sintel [4]. As shown in Table 3, Orchid is signifi-
cantly better than baselines at estimating surface normal.
This highlights the significance of training a VAE that ex-
plicitly encodes color, depth and normal into a joint la-
tent on a large scale dataset, as opposed to other diffusion
baselines [13, 18, 25] that use a frozen color-space VAE

to encode and decode depth and normal. We visualize the
comparisons to Marigold-normal [25] in Figure 7, where
our method has stronger normal prediction performances on
curved and deformable surfaces.

Depth-normal consistency: We evaluate the consistency
of the depth and surface normal produced by Orchid and
compare it to other diffusion baselines that either use sep-
arate model weights or switch embedding to predict depth
and normal [13, 25]. We align the affine-invariant depth
d̂ with ground truth to get metric depth predictions d,
which we use with camera intrinsics to compute a 3D
pointcloud p. We use the pointcloud to estimate normals
n̂ = ∇xp×∇yp from depth, and compute its inconsistency
edepth normal = (1−n̂·n)/2 with the estimated normals n. As
shown in Table 4, we find that Orchid is able to leverage the
joint latent space to predict depth and normal that are sig-
nificantly more consistent. We visualize the depth-normal
inconsistency error map in Figure 8. These results clearly
demonstrate the benefit of our joint generative model of ap-
pearance and geometry in downstream applications.

4.4. Joint color-depth-normal inpainting
The joint color-depth-normal generative prior learned by
Orchid can be used for unconditional tasks that combine
appearance and geometry, such as jointly inpainting both
color and geometry. Given color, depth and normals for a
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Figure 7. Monocular surface normal prediction: A comparison
of our jointly generated normal to that of color-conditioned pre-
diction using Marigold [25]. Orchid produces more robust results
on curved and deformable surfaces.

Figure 8. Depth-normal consistency: This heatmap of predicted
depth-normal inconsistency shows that our joint predictions are
more consistent with each other, compared to Marigold [25].

frame, we mask all of them for the region to be inpainted
(input in Figure 9). Following the approach from RePaint
[35], we use Orchid as an unconditional inpainting prior to
generate inpainted regions, as shown in Figure 9. We find
that our model is able to generate plausible inpainted re-
gions with consistent color, depth and normals, without any
additional training. This is a unique capability that results
from Orchid’s joint prior. Please refer to Appendix C.4 for
more inpainting results.

Figure 9. Joint color-depth-normal inpainting: Given a masked
region in color-depth-normal data (left column shows masked
color), our model inpaints them jointly using an approach like [35].

4.5. Ablations

We ablated the impact of some choices we make in train-
ing Orchid’s VAE and latent diffusion model. Please find
additional ablations in Appendix B.

Distillation loss: We use a distillation loss to encourage
our VAE’s latents to be close in distribution to the origi-
nal LDM’s latents. We find that dropping the distillation
loss during VAE training makes the diffusion training for-
get some priors learned from image pretraining, generating
qualitatively worse images. We observe a reduced CLIP
image-text similarity by 0.7 and increased FID by 1.7.

Use of pseudo labels: Unlike previous methods that rely
solely on real or synthetic training data, we use a large text-
image dataset with depth and normals from pretrained mod-
els. We find that this improves the VAE’s depth predictions
by 1.3 AbsRel and normals by 7.7% (< 11.25◦ error).

5. Conclusion
In this work, we presented Orchid, a joint appearance and
geometry diffusion prior that encodes color, depth, and sur-
face normal in an unified latent space. This allows Orchid
to be used for generating 3D reconstructions efficiently and
seamlessly with just one model. The joint appearance and
geometry prior captured in Orchid can be used for various
downstream tasks. Notably, Orchid enables joint genera-
tion of images, depth, and surface normal from an given text
prompt using a single model. Sampling from Orchid with
a single color image as condition produces accurate and
consistent depth and normals, which rival SOTA monocu-
lar depth and normal prediction models trained specifically
for those tasks. It also excels in joint inpainting of color,
depth, and surface normals when used as an unconditional
diffusion prior, a capability that is unique to Orchid. We
anticipate Orchid will pave the way for advancements in
tasks like new-view synthesis from single and sparse ob-
servations, densification from sparse depth, and solving in-
verse problems that entangle appearance and geometry.
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Orchid: Image Latent Diffusion for Joint Appearance and Geometry Generation

Appendix

In this appendix, we provide additional details on our
datasets, model architecture, ablations and training method-
ology. We also provide additional qualitative results from
Orchid for text conditioned color-depth-normal generation
as well as image conditioned depth and inpainting tasks,
including comparisons to more baselines. Also see the
project website containing 3D reconstructions using predic-
tions from Orchid (more details in Section C.5), and quali-
tative comparisons.

A. Orchid details
A.1. Architecture

For our VAE, we use a convolutional encoder and decoder
with a latent dimension of 8, with 8× spatial downsampling.
The VAE has 7 input channels: 3 for RGB, 1 for depth, and
3 for surface normals.

Once the VAE is trained, we keep it frozen when training
the latent diffusion model. The latent diffusion model itself
is a UNet transformer similar to Stable Diffusion which is
conditioned on both time and text embeddings. It has ap-
proximately 2B parameters.

A.2. Training

We use a combination of different RGB, depth, and normal
losses when training the VAE, weighted differently as ex-
plained in Section 3.1 of our paper. Here we provide the
values of the weights we found to work best for our setting.
For Lx, we use wx

1 = 1, wx
2 = 0.1, wx

3 = 0.1, wx
4 = 1. For

Ld, we use wd
1 = 1, wd

2 = 0.5. We use wn = 1 for Ln.
On 16 NVIDIA A100 GPUs, we take approximately 5

days to train the VAE, 2 days to finetune our LDM starting
from a color LDM, and 8-12 hours to finetune our image-
conditioned model.

A.3. Dataset

We provide details of the dataset we used for VAE and LDM
training in Table 5.

Dataset Size Text Depth Normals

Hypersim 60k ✗ ✓ ✓
Virtual KITTI 21k ✗ ✓ ✗
Replica + GSO (Omnidata) 100k ✗ ✓ ✓
Taskonomy (Omnidata) 2M ✗ ✓ ✓
DIODE 25k ✗ ✓ ✓
Pseudo-labeled (ours) 110M ✓ ✓ ✓

Table 5. Dataset details: We use all the above datasets for training
the VAE, but only the pseudo-labeled text-image dataset, Hyper-
sim, and Replica + GSO for finetuning our LDM.

B. Additional ablations

This section provides ablations in addition to the ones pro-
vided in our paper.

Impact of pseudo labels: As explained in Section 4.5,
we found that using predictions from pretrained models
[22, 60] for depth and normal as pseudo-ground truth im-
proves the depth and normal reconstruction accuracy of our
joint color-depth-normal VAE. Here, we further ablate its
impact on the finetuning of Orchid for image-conditioned
depth and normal estimation. As shown in Table 6, we
find that the monocular depth estimation accuracy of Orchid
drops by 0.3 in δ1, while its surface normal prediction ac-
curacy drops significantly by approximately 1◦ worse mean
error, if the pseudo-labels were not used for finetuning.
Disentangled latent space for joint generation: Orchid
uses a unified latent space for joint color-depth-normal gen-
eration. Another alternative design to enable a joint color-
depth-normal latent space would be to explicitly encode
all three modalities using shared/separate VAEs, and fine-
tune the LDM to denoise a higher dimensional concatena-
tion of all three latents. We find that while this is a fea-
sible approach, the quality of generated images is worse
than that of using a joint latent. Our hypothesis is that this
is likely due to a significant mismatch is latent represen-
tations for the UNet when compared to the color image-
only pretraining stage, as opposed to a joint latent space
that is similar in structure to the pretrained LDM’s latent
space. Quantitatively, Table 6 shows that this disentangled
latents model has a lower CLIP-similarity score when eval-
uated on COCO captions. It does however have a lower FID
and higher LPIPS, likely because it uses the same latent di-
mension to store color information alone. Our joint latent
however is significantly better on image-conditioned pre-
diction tasks, as it can better leverage the interdependencies
between color, depth, and normals.

Figure 10. Colormap for depth (left) and surface normal on a unit
hemisphere (right) used for all qualitative results in this paper.
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Model Text-conditioned generation Monocular depth Monocular normals
CLIP (↑) FID (↓) LPIPS (↑) AbsRel (↓) δ1 (↑) Mean (↓) < 11.25◦ (↑)

Joint latent 0.316 18.74 0.764 5.7 96.9 15.2 60.6
Distentangled latents 0.312 17.11 0.769 6.4 96.0 - -
w/o pseudo labels - - - 5.7 96.6 16.12 57.9

Table 6. Ablations: We provide further metrics to ablate some key choices in our implementation. We find that: 1) using a joint latent
instead of disentangled latents to encode color, depth and normals provides text-conditioned image generations with an improved CLIP-
similarity and better image-conditioned depth and normal predictions on NYUv2; 2) using pseudo-labeled depth and surface normals on a
large text-image dataset when finetuning Orchid for image-conditioned prediction degrades the depth and normal estimates significantly.

C. Qualitative results
We provide additional qualitative results and comparisons
for experiments in our paper. Colormaps used to visualize
the depth and surface normal predictions is shown in 10.

C.1. Note on depth map visualization
Orchid predicts affine-invariant inverse depth, unlike other
baselines Marigold [25] and GeoWizard [13] that predict
affine invariant depth normalized to [0, 1]. To compare
our depth qualitatively when ground truth depth is available
(Figures 14, 15, 16, 17, 18), we align all predictions to the
ground truth by estimation a shift and scale offset using least
squares. When ground truth is not available (Figures 12 and
13), we inverted inverse-depth produced for our method,
while using the predicted depth for [25] and [13], which
may appear different due to an unknown inverse-depth shift.
We use the colormap in Figure 10.

C.2. Text conditioned joint generation
We show color-depth-normals generated by our model for
different text prompts in Figure 11. Figure 12 compares
the results from our model to a baseline that uses a color-
only LDM to first generate color, and then depth and nor-
mal diffusion models to generate depth and surface normals.
The results from a single pass of our model are compara-
ble to these results. Figure 13 compares the depth and nor-
mals generated by our model to those predicted by depth
and normal prediction baselines on our images (generated
along with depth and normals). We find that our generated
depth is comparable to depth predicted by [25] while nor-
mals from our model are significantly better.

C.3. Monocular depth and normal estimation
Internet images: We show more depth and normal predic-
tions on in-the-wild images produced by Orchid in Figures
14, 15, 16, and 17. Figures 14 and 15 compare our joint
predictions to those from GeoWizard [13]. We find that our
depth and normals are more accurate (with fewer errors on
large sections), even though GeoWizard’s predictions more
detailed in many cases. In Figures 16, and 17, we compare
Orchid’s predictions to Marigold [25]. We find that Orchid
has better depth estimates at longer ranges, and significantly

better normal estimates overall. Note that we need different
Marigold weights to predict depth and normals (unlike our
joint prediction model). When comparing colorized depth
maps on these datasets without ground truth depth, please
refer to the note in Section C.1.
Zero-shot benchmark images: We show more depth and
normal predictions on the zero-shot depth and normal es-
timation benchmarks using in Section 4 of our paper in
Figures 19, 18, and 20. Figure 19 shows that Orchid is
competitive with diffusion-based depth prediction baselines
Marigold [25] and GeoWizard [13], while being slightly
better in some cases. Both [25] and [13] have a common
failure mode where depth estimates are sensitive to image
discontinuities, which our model is significantly less sensi-
tive to. Figure 18 shows that our model is significantly bet-
ter are depth estimation in outdoor environments, especially
at longer ranges. Figure 20 shows that our model is signif-
icantly better at surface normals estimation, particularly on
objects with curved surfaces.

C.4. Joint inpainting
Section 4.4 explains how our model can be used to jointly
inpaint color-depth-normals. For this task, we use as input
paired color, depth, and normal images, and a user-provided
mask for the region to be inpainted. In cases where only a
color image is available, depth and normals can be gener-
ated using the image-conditioned Orchid. We then generate
the latents in the masked region, using Orchid to iteratively
denoise them, while using noise-free latents encoded from
the inputs for the unmasked region. This is similar to the
approach proposed in RePaint [35]. We provide qualitative
results in Figure 21. We show multiple inpainting results
for the same input. We find that Orchid is able to jointly
generate different semantically and geometrically consis-
tent color, depth, and normals for the masked regions.

C.5. 3D reconstruction from single view
The image-conditioned Orchid can jointly generate depth
and normals from an input image. These color, depth,
and surface normals can be used to reconstruct the 3D
scene using either Gaussian Splatting methods (3DGS [26],
2DGS [23]) or Poisson surface reconstruction. We provide
results at: https://orchid3d.github.io.

10

https://orchid3d.github.io


Figure 11. Text conditioned generation: We show color, depth and normals generated by Orchid for different text prompts. We show two
results for each prompt.
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Figure 12. Text conditioned color-depth-normal generation: We show two predictions from Orchid for each text prompt. We qualita-
tively compare these to the alternative: generate color, depth and normals from a separate diffusion model for each. For this baseline, we
use a color-only LDM for color, and separate Marigold [25] models for depth and normals. When comparing results, please refer to our
note on depth map visualization (Section C.1).
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Figure 13. Text conditioned color-depth-normal generation: We show two predictions from Orchid for each text prompt. We compare
the geometry predicted by our model to Marigold [25] which uses separate models for depth and normal. When comparing results, please
refer to our note on depth map visualization (Section C.1).
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Figure 14. Comparison of GeoWizard [13] and Orchid for depth and normal estimation on in-the-wild input images. We can see that unlike
GeoWizard, results from Orchid have correct depth and normal predictions while still having sharp boundaries. Some of these areas have
been highlighted in the images shown above. In particular, Orchid shows less discontinuities in the Origami surfaces in both depth and
normals, and more accurate depth predictions of the hollow objects pictured (milk pitcher, coffee mug and saucer).
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Figure 15. Comparison of GeoWizard [13] and Orchid on in-the-wild input images. Some areas with larger differences have been high-
lighted. In particular, we observe that high-frequency parts of the image can manifest themselves in noisy depth and normal predictions
by GeoWizard (highlights on the fruits, texture of the croissants), whereas Orchid correctly predicts smooth surfaces. In far-away layered
scenes we also observe that GeoWizard’s predictions do not cover background (mountain range example).
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Figure 16. Comparison of Marigold [25] and Orchid on some in-the-wild input images. We use separate Marigold models to predict depth
and normals. Orchid’s joint predictions are better, especially for surface normals. Some notable differences are highlighted above.
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Figure 17. Comparison of Marigold [25] and Orchid on some in-the-wild input images. We can clearly see that our model Orchid can
correctly predicts depth and surface normal of both far-away and nearby objects. Depth-maps from Orchid also has sharper and more
accurate boundaries near pixels with depth discontinuities (e.g. between narrow tree branches and sky). Some of these are highlighted in
the figure above.

17



Figure 18. Qualitative comparison of monocular depth prediction on KITTI [15] dataset between GeoWizard [13], Marigold [25] and
Orchid. Ground-truth depth (from lidar) are shown in the bottom row. Pixels without valid ground-truth depth are colored black. Orchid’s
predictions are significantly better, especially at longer ranges.
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Figure 19. Comparison of monocular depth prediction results by GeoWizard [13], Marigold [25] and Orchid on NYUv2 [36],
ETHD3D [50], and ScanNet [7] datasets. Ground-truth depth are shown in the rightmost column. Pixels without valid ground-truth
depth are colored black. Our model Orchid has better depth predictions. Some notable differences are highlighted.
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Figure 20. We compare single color image to surface-normal prediction methods of GeoWizard [13], Marigold [25] and Orchid on
iBims [28], and ScanNet [7], and NYUv2 [36] datasets. Ground-truth normal are shown in the rightmost column. Pixels without valid
ground-truth normal are colored black. Some notable differences are highlighted. Orchid’s normals are significantly better than baselines.
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Figure 21. Joint color-depth-normal inpainting: Given color-depth-normal images with masked regions, our model inpaints them
jointly. Masked-out pixels are shown with green overlays on the input images in the leftmost column. As demonstrated in the results
above, inpainted outputs from Orchid look very realistic. For e.g. in top row, the inpainted pillow seems to also have a similar color theme
as the other pillow and the sofa. The inpainted results are also diverse (e.g. the canoe with and without the girl in the second example).
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