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Abstract

3D scene reconstruction is essential for applications in vir-
tual reality, robotics, and autonomous driving, enabling
machines to understand and interact with complex environ-
ments. Traditional 3D Gaussian Splatting techniques rely
on images captured from multiple viewpoints to achieve op-
timal performance, but this dependence limits their use in
scenarios where only a single image is available. In this
work, we introduce FlashDreamer, a novel approach for
reconstructing a complete 3D scene from a single image,
significantly reducing the need for multi-view inputs. Our
approach leverages a pre-trained vision-language model to
generate descriptive prompts for the scene, guiding a dif-
fusion model to produce images from various perspectives,
which are then fused to form a cohesive 3D reconstruction.
Extensive experiments show that our method effectively and
robustly expands single-image inputs into a comprehensive
3D scene, extending monocular 3D reconstruction capabil-
ities without further training.1Our code is available here.

1. Introduction
3D scene reconstruction generates a three-dimensional rep-
resentation of a scene from multiple input images. This
essential task in computer vision provides spatial rep-
resentation for applications such as autonomous driving
[31], robotics [25], game development [27], and vir-
tual/augmented reality (VR/AR) [35]. Recently, 3D Gaus-
sian splatting (3DGS) has gained popularity as a method for
3D representation, delivering high-quality, real-time results
with minimal input [3, 8, 14–16, 21]. However, 3DGS gen-
erally relies on multiple images from diverse viewpoints for
optimal performance [3, 30, 32], limiting its adaptability for
single-image scenarios [17]. Flash3D [28] addresses this by
enabling 3D reconstruction from a single image. However,
when viewing such reconstructions from alternative angles,
artifacts often appear due to insufficient information in the
original image. For example, rotating the viewpoint often
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Input: An RGB image Output: A fuller 3D scene

Figure 1. Motivation of our FlashDreamer: Given a single input
image, our method reconstructs a more complete 3D scene without
requiring additional images from multiple viewpoints.

reveals blank areas or artifacts along the borders, as these
regions lie outside the initial input.

To address these limitations, new viewpoints can be syn-
thesized using generative models like diffusion models [23].
However, diffusion models often face consistency issues
when generating multiple images of the same scene [1]. For
instance, the overlapping regions between generated images
may vary, introducing inconsistencies. Therefore, we pro-
pose FlashDreamer: a novel method that completes the 3D
Gaussian splatting of the scene, initialized with Flash3D,
by generating views from predefined angles. FlashDreamer
addresses consistency by aligning overlapping areas in 3D
space using intermediate 3DGS representations. Addition-
ally, a vision-language model (VLM) provides supplemen-
tary guidance to enhance the diffusion process. The key
contributions of this work include:

• FlashDreamer Pipeline: We introduce FlashDreamer, a
pipeline that constructs a complete 3D scene from an in-
put image and surrounding viewpoints using pre-trained
Flash3D, diffusion models, and VLMs.

• Alternative Configurations: We explore variations
within FlashDreamer, including different diffusion mod-
els, rotation angles, and prompt selections for the diffu-
sion model.

• Experimental Validation: Qualitative and quantitative
evaluations demonstrate that FlashDreamer achieves ef-
fective 3D scene completion without additional training.
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Figure 2. The pipeline of our FlashDreamer. Our model receives the initial image (I0) as the input. A text prompt (t0) for the dif-
fusion inference will be generated by a pre-trained Vision-Language Model (VLM) which sees the I0. The initial 3DGS (R0) will
be generated by Flash3D, and rendered with the first pre-defined gemeotry transform T1 and viewing angle g1 to get the incomplete
image (I ′1 = T1(R0, g1)). The diffusion model will complete I ′1 with inpainting, combined with the prompt t0, to get I1. With I1
(I1 = Diffusion(I ′1, t0)), a new 3DGS R′

1 will be generated by Flash3D, and merged with R0 to get the completed 3DGS (R1). This
sequential loop will iterate N times for all the pre-defined geometric transform {Ti}Ni=1. The final 3DGS (RN ) will be the output.

2. Related Work

Scene reconstruction. Scene reconstruction refers to the
process of creating a 3D representation of a real-world en-
vironment from one or more images. There have been some
great effort on multiple view (image) reconstruction, from
multi-view stereo [24], Neural Radiance Field (NeRF) [18],
to 3D Gaussian Splatting (3D-GS) [14]. Other approaches
focus on reconstruction from few images [3, 30], demon-
strating the capability to construct scenes from few view-
points. These methods has provides accurate and real-time
rendering performance in the multiple-view setting, how-
ever, these methods either require a large amount of input
images or require special relationship among the input im-
ages [32], limiting their performance in few-view or sin-
gle view reconstruction. To overcome this limitation, recent
study proposed two-view [29] and single-view reconstruc-
tors [7] who leverage the transformer to capture the cross-
view relationship during the training time. Flash3D [28]
has advanced the field by offering a simple and efficient
method for monocular scene reconstruction using a single
image with lightweight convolution layers.

Nonetheless, these few-view approaches can only
reconstruct the content within input images, making the
completion of missing content in the scene a challenge.
Some methods [15, 16] utilize panoramic images for
reconstruction, offering good loop closure due to their 360-
degree coverage there no missing content within the scene.

Iterative scene generation approaches, such as PixelSynth
[21], and Text2Room [11] and LucidDreamer [4], offer
another perspective by autoregressively generating scenes
from partial views, or text description. Our proposed
method leverages high-fidelity scene completion across
multiple viewpoints while requiring only a single image
as input and simple yet efficient pipeline with pre-trained
models.

Diffusion model. The diffusion model [5] in computer
vision is devised to learn the denoising process from images
perturbed by Gaussian noise and then generate high-quality
and diverse images. As one of the deep generative meth-
ods, diffusion-based models are widely adopted in many
real-life applications such as image synthesis [23], video
generation [10], and dense visual prediction [13]. Stable
Diffusion [19, 23] as Latent Diffusion Models (LDMs),
shows great success on the high-resolution image synthesis
task. Apart from image generation, diffusion models have
also gained great success in image inpainting, which is
an image editing technique that can edit or complete a
given image by user requirements that has the form of
text description, mask, or layout [12]. Ledits++ [2] allows
users to provide a mask that indicates the target region to
edit, combined with certain text that describes the desired
content to generate of that region. This editing pipeline
aligned with our goal of completing a specific image
region. In our work, we use a pre-trained Stable Diffusion
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Figure 3. The pipeline of Flash3D [28]. Flash3D uses a ResNet encoder that extracts features from both the RGB image and its depth map
estimated with a pre-trained monocular depth estimation model. They are subsequently processed by two decoders, which together output
all 3D Gaussian parameters eventually. Image reproduced from [28].

model to generate multi-view images guided by mask and
text description.

Vision language model. Vision Language Model (VLM)
captures correlations between images and text, enabling
application to downstream vision-language tasks without
fine-tuning [34]. CLIP [20], a pioneering VLM, employs
contrastive learning between text and image embeddings,
each extracted by respective encoders. Its objective is to
maximize similarity within matched text-image pairs while
minimizing similarity across non-matching pairs. Despite
CLIP’s success in matching text-image pairs, it does not ad-
dress image-to-text generation. CoCa [33] addresses this by
proposing an image-to-caption framework that decouples
the encoder and decoder, facilitating text generation from
images. In CoCa, the image and text are initially encoded
separately, then cross-attended in a multimodal decoder to
generate captions. In our work, we utilize LLama3 [6], a
state-of-the-art open-source VLM, to generate textual de-
scriptions of our pipeline based on input images.

3. Methodology
Problem formulation. Our objective is to develop a
pipeline capable of reconstructing a complete 3D scene
using only a single image without relying on a set of
images. Specifically, given a single image I0 ∈ RH×W×3,
our method is able to generate a more complete 3D scene
representation RN . The whole pipeline is shown in Fig. 1.
We define a collection of 3D scenes, {R′

i}Ni=0, generated
using Flash3D [28] from a single viewpoint at every step,
and {Ri}Ni=0 denotes the accumulated 3D scene from
multiple viewpoints obtained after merge and alignment
at every step. Additionally, we define a set of rendering
transformations {Ti}Ni=0 and geometric transform angles
{gi}Ni=0, to render scenes from multiple viewpoints. Ad-
ditionally, the I ′i ∈ RH×W×3 denotes the image prior to
inpainting while Ii ∈ RH×W×3 represents the image after
inpainting via a diffusion model.

FlashDreamer. As shown in Fig. 2, our pipeline involves

two main steps: (i) inpainting images for new viewpoints
and (ii) the 3D Gaussian Splatting (3DGS) merge and align-
ment process. Firstly, the input image I0 will first be fed
into the Flash3D [28] backbone to generate a original 3D
representation of the scene R′

0 by following equation:

R′
i = Flash3D(Ii) (1)

This scene representation, R′
0, may contain occlusions or

incomplete regions due to unobserved parts of the scene.
Then we render the new viewpoint image I ′1 from the orig-
inal reconstructed 3D scene R0

2 with a pre-defined geo-
metric transformation g1, which means the specific angle
we rotate at the first step, following:

I ′i+1 = Ti+1(Ri, gi+1) (2)

The black-masked area in I ′1 indicates regions requiring in-
painting by the diffusion model. Next, I ′1 is extended by
the Stable Diffusion model [23] to create a extended new
viewpoint image I1. This refinement is guided by a text de-
scription t0 of the original image I0, which is generated by
a VLM, specifically LLaMA-3.1-8B [6], note that to keep
the consistency of each generated viewpoint, we always use
the description t0 as diffusion prompt at every step.

Ii+1 = Diffusion(I ′i+1, t0) (3)

When we obtain a inpainted scene image I1, we reapply
Eq. 1 for rendering R′

1, which is reconstructed based on
the viewpoint from geometric transform angle g1. R′

1 will
be merged and aligned with R′

0 to get a more complete 3D
representation R1 (see the red box in Fig. 2), the merging
details of which will be introduced later.

Ri+1 = Merge&Align(Ri,R′
i+1) (4)

The sequential pipeline goes on by applying the pre-defined
geometric transform {gi}Ni=0 and generates the set of
{Ri}Ni=0. Finally, RN will be the output of the pipeline,
which is the 3D representation of the scene contains both

2Note that for i = 0, R0 = R′
0. For i ̸= 0, we use Ri for rendering.
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1 Ranging from -30 degrees to 30 degrees, with increments of 10 degrees at each step.

…

Figure 4. Comparison of different rotation angle increments. The top row presents original images rendered from various perspectives.
The middle row demonstrates image rotations in 10° increments, spanning from -30° to 30°. The bottom row further refines this with 5°
rotation increments over the same range. While smaller rotation increments provide finer adjustments, they result in overlapping edges,
which may degrade inpainting quality by introducing artifacts in the boundary regions.

the original input image I0 and images of new viewpoints
{Ii}Ni=1 generated by the diffusion model.

Flash3D. The scene completion process is incremental,
where unobserved scenes are gradually filled with 3D
Gaussians generated from Flash3D [28] model. The 3D
coordinates of these Gaussians are first rescaled according
to the dataset camera intrinsics to ensure consistency in
scale. After rescaling, the coordinates are transformed
from camera coordinate system into the world coordinate
system. The Flash3D diagram is shown in Fig. 3, and the
corresponding equation is simplified as Eq. (1).

3D Gaussian splatting: Merge and align. Given a pre-
defined camera pose, we can render 3D Gaussains from new
viewpoints. The newly rendered image possibly contains
two parts: seen and unseen regions. Since we only need to
complete unobserved part in the rendered image, a mask is
created based on the existing 3D Gaussians, covering the
observed regions. And the mask is defined as:

M(u, v) =

{
1 if (u, v) is observed
0 otherwise

(5)

where (u, v) are the pixel coordinates of the rendered
image.

The mask M is used as a filter for the diffusion model to
complete the image based on existing RGB information.
After a new image is generated, it is fed into Flash3D again,
and we still use the same mask to retain the output 3D Gaus-
sains corresponding to pixels in the previously unobserved

regions:

R̃′
i = {θj ∈ R′

i | M(uj , vj) = 0} (6)

where R′
i represents the set of 3D Gaussians generated by

Flash3D from image Ii, R̃′
i represents the 3D Gaussians we

need to retain, and (uj , vj) represents the pixel coordinates
of the projection of the previous existing 3D Gaussians θj .

We combine the previous and new 3D Gaussians together
as an entire scene reconstruction (Ri = Ri−1 + R̃′

i), and
optimize the 3D Gaussian parameters to make the rendered
image more similar to the Flash3D inputs. The rendered
images are compared with the Flash3D input images using
RGB loss, defined as the pixel-wise absolute difference be-
tween the rendered image Îj and the Flash3D input image
Ij :

Lj(θ) =
1

HW

W∑
u=1

H∑
v=1

∣∣∣Îj(u, v)− Ij(u, v)
∣∣∣ , (7)

where (u, v) represent the pixel coordinates, and the sum is
taken over all pixels in the image. The overall loss function,
L(θ), is the average loss over all frames:

L(θ) = 1

N

N∑
j=1

Lj(θ), (8)

Eventually, we obtain a more comprehensive 3D scene
reconstruction as a result of our pipeline. And we can
further render it from desired viewpoints to evaluate the
completion quality.
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4. Experiment

In this section, we perform both qualitative and quantitative
analyses to examine factors influencing scene generation
quality in our method. The qualitative analysis considers
(i) rotation angles, (ii) diffusion models, and (iii) prompt
diversity. Quantitatively, we assess quality using Fréchet
Inception Distance (FID) [9] and CLIP Score [20] across
rotation angles, aiming to clarify key parameters that drive
high-quality scene generation.

Setup. We employ Flash3D [28] for efficient scene recon-
struction, combined with a pre-trained Stable Diffusion-v2
model [22] to expand scene images across multiple
viewpoints. To enhance the generation accuracy of the
diffusion model, we input a guiding prompt, ”Please briefly
describe the scene”, into the LLaMA-3.1-8B [6]. The
visual language model (VLM) then generates a description,
which serves as the prompt for the diffusion model. Finally,
a standard 3DGS pipeline is applied to reconstruct the
3D scene. Due to the time limits, our experiments are
conducted on a subset of the Replica dataset [26], which
contains image frames for 18 highly photorealistic 3D
indoor scenes, providing a diverse and comprehensive
simulation of real-world indoor scenes. The subset contains
20 images randomly selected from the replica dataset, and
for each image, we chose 6 new viewing angles ranging
from -30° to 30° with 10° as rotation unit, i.e., the subset
contains 20 input images, and 120 ground-truth images.
To ensure efficient processing and optimal performance,
we utilize an NVIDIA Tesla V100 GPU for all experiments.

Baseline. PixelSynth [21] is a monocular scene completion
models that use a generative model to complete the content
beyond the input image, and serves as the baseline to
compare with our model. The difference is that they did not
utilize a 3D representation of the scene, and trained a GAN
[9] to generate the pixel content. In our model, we use
Flash3D to generate intermediate 3DGS for 3D consistency
maintenance, and we use a pre-trained diffusion model and
VLMs that are more generalized than a trained GAN.

Evaluation metrics. Considering the generative nature of
the task, we adopt two metrics for generative task includ-
ing: (i) Fréchet Inception Distance(FID) [9], measuring the
distribution drift between generated and real data. (ii) CLIP
Score [20], measuring the similarity of generative image
with text prompt. For quantitative evaluation regarding the
metrics of CLIP score and FID, we use the API 3 to obtain
images of 3D-rendering scenes as the inputs, along with
images from various camera rotation angles as the ground
truth. Then, we feed inputs into methods and request them

3https://github.com/facebookresearch/Replica-Dataset

Stable Diffusion-xl

Stable Diffusion-v2

Figure 5. Comparison of diffusion models. Images generated with
identical prompts and using Stable Diffusion-v2 [22] and Stable
Diffusion-xl [19]. Stable Diffusion-v2 yields more realistic out-
puts, while Stable Diffusion-xl shows inconsistencies and artifacts.

Long Prompt

Short Prompt

Figure 6. Comparison between diffusion prompts. Longer
prompts enhance detail but introduce more artifacts and reducing
structural consistency. Shorter prompts create simpler layouts but
maintain stronger structural consistency.

to complete the missing parts of the original image rotated
by preset angles.

Rotation angle. As illustrated in the first row of Fig. 4, our
experiment demonstrates the process of rendering original
images from multiple perspectives, with black-masked
areas indicating regions that the diffusion model needs to
inpaint. By combining inpainted images from different
angles, we construct the final 3D scene, making the se-
lection of rotation angle increments crucial to the model’s
performance. Our study explores the impact of two rotation
increments, 5° and 10°, on diffusion model generation
quality, with angles ranging from -30° to 30°, as shown in
the middle and bottom rows of Fig. 4. The results reveal
that smaller increments, while providing finer adjustments,
lead to edge overlap across viewpoints, which introduces
more artifacts that can hinder inpainting quality.

Comparison between diffusion models. Diffusion models
can exhibit diverse visual characteristics even when using
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identical rotation angles and prompts, highlighting their
inherent stylistic differences. In our experiment, we utilize
Stable Diffusion-v2 [22] and Stable Diffusion-xl [19].
As demonstrated in Fig. 5, Stable Diffusion-v2 achieves
more photographic results compared to Stable Diffusion-xl.
The quality can be advantageous for applications that
prioritize realism across multiple views. Conversely, Stable
Diffusion-xl, while more flexible in producing diverse and
artistic visual styles, may introduce elements that deviate
stylistically from the source images. The added artistic
capabilities of Stable Diffusion-xl can be beneficial for
creative applications but may result in inconsistencies in
style when compared to the original images, particularly in
scenarios requiring uniformity.

Comparison between prompts. Existing powerful Vision-
Language Models (VLMs) can elegantly describe the fea-
tures of a scene [34]. However, when we input these
prompts into the diffusion model, we encounter two is-
sues: (i) the token length that can be input into the diffusion
model is limited, and (ii) a well-crafted descriptive prompt
does not necessarily yield high-quality scene generation.
Therefore, we conduct experiments on Stable Diffusion-
v2 [22] to identify the most effective prompt types for scene
generation. To investigate how prompt detail affects the
generated results, we use two types of diffusion prompts,
labeled in the green box as the “short prompt” and the
“long prompt”. The long prompt describes specific items
in the room, their relative positions, and additional scene
elements, providing the model with a richer context. While
the short prompt shortly describes the items in the scene.

Short prompt: An indoor scene, a window, two sofas.
Long prompt: The room features a white sofa with sev-
eral pillows. To the left of the sofa, there is an armchair
with a blue cushion, and in front of the sofa is a small
round wooden table with a decorative plant in a vase. On
the right side, there is a round side table with two wooden
tiers, topped with a small lamp. The lamp casts a warm
glow on the wall. Above the sofa, a large black-and-white
framed photograph of a canoe by a lake or river hangs on
the wall, adding a nature-inspired element to the space.
The walls are painted a light neutral color, and the room
has a drop ceiling with overhead lighting.

As shown in Fig. 6, images generated with longer prompts
exhibit enhanced detail, capturing additional elements such
as lamps and decorative plants, which improves texture and
object fidelity. However, these images tend to lack struc-
tural consistency and contain more artifacts. In contrast,
images generated with shorter prompts present a simpler
layout, with fewer scene details but greater structural
consistency. This observation highlights the role of prompt
engineering in single-image 3D scene reconstruction,

TEQSA PROVIDER ID: PRV12002 (AUSTRALIAN UNIVERSITY) CRICOS PROVIDER CODE: 00120C

Figure 7. Additional inpainting results generated using our method
with Stable Diffusion-v2. The images demonstrate the model’s
capability to capture spatial coherence across multiple scenes.

Table 1. Comparison of Fréchet Inception Distance(FID) [9] and
CLIP Score [20] for Pixelsynth (PixSyn) [21] and our Flash-
Dreamer (FD) across various horizontal rotation angles. Lower
FID and higher CLIP scores indicate better performance.

Method
-30° -20° -10°

FID ↓ CLIP ↑ FID ↓ CLIP ↑ FID ↓ CLIP ↑
PixSyn [21] 252.54 0.251 229.37 0.261 207.26 0.260
FD (ours) 247.31 0.266 232.46 0.273 175.39 0.268

Method
10° 20° 30°

FID ↓ CLIP ↑ FID ↓ CLIP ↑ FID ↓ CLIP ↑
PixSyn [21] 216.94 0.255 223.96 0.252 228.28 0.245
FD (ours) 186.36 0.262 227.37 0.273 243.49 0.266

where a carefully tailored prompt can effectively guide the
model to produce a more complete and realistic scene.

Quantitative results. As shown in Table. 1, our experi-
ment compares the Fréchet Inception Distance (FID) and
CLIP scores between two methods, PixelSynth and our
FlashDreamer, at different rotation angles. FID evaluates
the quality of generated images, where lower scores
indicate better image fidelity, while CLIP score measures
alignment with text prompts, with higher scores being
preferable. As the absolute value of the rotation angle
decreases, both methods demonstrate progressively lower
FID scores, indicating improved image quality. Similarly,
CLIP scores increase at these smaller angles, suggesting
better prompt alignment. Overall, these results highlight
that smaller rotation angles contribute to higher-quality
image generation, with our FlashDreamer outperforming
PixelSynth across most evaluated angles.
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Figure 8. Scene completion results using our method. The left
column shows the original input images, while the right column
displays the reconstructed 3D scenes.

Further visualization. We present inpainted room images
from the Replica dataset in Fig. 7. The generated images
showcase various perspectives and settings, capturing dif-
ferent environments such as offices, living rooms, and meet-
ing spaces. Additionally, Fig. 8 shows examples of our
3D reconstructions, demonstrating structural completeness
and spatial depth that clarify room geometry. These results
highlight the challenges of capturing fine details and keep-
ing textures consistent across different views.

5. Conclusion

We propose FlashDreamer, a new method that advances
monocular 3D scene reconstruction by creating complete
3D environments from a single image, removing the need
for multi-view images required by traditional 3D Gaussian
Splatting. By leveraging a vision-language model to gener-
ate descriptive prompts that guide a diffusion model in pro-
ducing multi-perspective images, FlashDreamer achieves
accurate and cohesive 3D reconstructions. Our approach re-
quires no additional training, highlighting its efficiency and
adaptability across applications in virtual reality, robotics,
and autonomous driving. Extensive experiments confirm
that FlashDreamer robustly transforms single-image in-
puts into comprehensive 3D scenes, advancing the field of
single-image 3D reconstruction.
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