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Abstract

Despite the significant advances in domain generalized
stereo matching, existing methods still exhibit domain-
specific preferences when transferring from synthetic to real
domains, hindering their practical applications in complex
and diverse scenarios. The probability distributions pre-
dicted by the stereo network naturally encode rich similar-
ity and uncertainty information. Inspired by this observa-
tion, we propose to extract these two types of dark knowl-
edge from the pre-trained network to model intuitive multi-
modal ground-truth distributions for both edge and non-
edge regions. To mitigate the inherent domain preferences
of a single network, we adopt network ensemble and fur-
ther distinguish between objective and biased knowledge in
the Laplace parameter space. Finally, the objective knowl-
edge and the original disparity labels are jointly modeled
as a mixture of Laplacians to provide fine-grained super-
vision for the stereo network training. Extensive experi-
ments demonstrate that: 1) Our method is generic and ef-
fectively improves the generalization of existing networks.
2) PCWNet with our method achieves the state-of-the-art
generalization performance on both KITTI 2015 and 2012
datasets. 3) Our method outperforms existing methods
in comprehensive ranking across four popular real-world
datasets. Our code will be made available upon paper ac-
ceptance.

1. Introduction
Stereo matching plays a crucial role in numerous vision-
based applications, including automatic driving, augmented
reality, and robotics. For these safety-critical systems, en-
suring the reliability of stereo networks in complex real-
world scenarios is of paramount importance. Different
from monocular depth estimation [41], collecting massive
amounts of labeled or even unlabeled real data to train a
stereo foundation model is extremely challenging due to the
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Figure 1. Cross-domain preferences of different network archi-
tectures (left) and different checkpoints of the same network [40]
(right). All the methods are trained on synthetic dataset [27] and
evaluated on four real-world datasets [11, 28, 30, 31]. The closer
to the center, the better the performance.

hardware limitations. Existing works [2, 8, 24, 40, 46] at-
tempt to directly train well-generalizing stereo networks in
the synthetic domain [27] and have achieved considerable
progress.

Nevertheless, these methods still exhibit undesired cross-
domain preferences. As shown in Fig. 1 (left), ITSA-
CFNet [8] performs well on KITTI 2015 [28] and 2012 [11]
but poorly on Middlebury [30] and ETH3D [31], while
IGEVStereo [39] is just the opposite. Rao et al. [29] point
out that existing works typically report the optimal result
among all checkpoints for each dataset separately. This con-
flicts with the practical demands, where a single network
with fixed weights must maintain robust performance across
diverse scenarios. Motivated by these limitations, our work
aims to mitigate the domain preferences and improve the
comprehensive generalization of a single checkpoint.

Guiding stereo networks to learn fine-grained disparity
distributions has been proven effective in enhancing cross-
domain generalization. Currently, the stereo ground-truth
is usually modeled as the uni-modal Laplacian or Gaussian
distribution, centered around the disparity label [3, 36, 49].
Xu et al. [40] model the multi-modal ground-truth distri-
butions for edge regions but retain uni-modal modeling
for non-edge regions, which limits their ability to address
repetitive- or weak-textured regions. Fig. 1 (right) demon-
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(a) Left Image (b) Edge (c) Repetitive-Textured (d) Weak-Textured (e) Transparent

Figure 2. Visualization of the probability distributions output by PSMNet [1], trained with uni-modal Laplacian cross-entropy loss [36].
Four representative pixels (marked with colored stars in the left image) illustrate different distribution patterns. The stereo network natu-
rally produces multi-modal distributions in edge ⋆, repetitive-textured ⋆, and transparent ⋆ regions, while generating wider uni-modal
distribution in weak-textured ⋆ region.

strates that their different checkpoints also exhibit varying
domain preferences.

Our exploration stems from the observation that stereo
matching networks naturally output multi-modal distribu-
tions not only in edge region but also in non-edge regions
with repetitive textures or transparent surfaces, as shown
in Fig. 2. These multi-modal distributions in stereo match-
ing are analogous to the multi-hot distributions in classifi-
cation task [17], with both encoding the similarity informa-
tion. However, stereo matching differs from classification
in the distribution patterns. While classification networks
produce responses characterized by Dirac delta functions at
discrete class locations, stereo matching networks generate
modes with finite width for each correspondence candidate.
This width encodes valuable uncertainty information about
the pixel-wise matching process. When matching becomes
highly uncertain, stereo networks output the wider modes,
as shown in Fig. 2 (d).

Building upon the insights into the properties of stereo
distributions, we propose to extract dark knowledge (simi-
larity and uncertainty) from the pre-trained stereo network
to model informative ground-truth distributions for both
edge and non-edge regions. We adopt network ensem-
ble [21, 37, 43] to mitigate the domain preferences inher-
ent in a single pre-trained network. However, naı̈vely su-
perimposing the outputs from the ensemble fails to effec-
tively fuse the uncertainty information and compromises the
uni-modal nature of each mode. To address these prob-
lems, we innovatively aggregate the dark knowledge in the
Laplace parameter space. Specifically, we first separate in-
dividual modes from the output multi-modal distributions
and project them as a series of points in the Laplace pa-
rameter space. Then, we cluster these points to distinguish
the objective knowledge (effective clusters) from the biased
knowledge (noise). Finally, the objective knowledge, to-
gether with the disparity labels, is utilized to construct the
multi-modal ground-truth distributions.

We conduct extensive experiments to demonstrate the ef-
fectiveness of our method on PSMNet [1], GwcNet [14],
and PCWNet [33]. At the time of writing this paper,

PCWNet with our method achieves the state-of-the-art gen-
eralization performance among all published methods on
both KITTI 2015 [28] and 2012 [11] datasets. For a more
intuitive comparison of comprehensive generalization per-
formance, we compute the mean rank across four real-world
datasets [11, 28, 30, 31]. PCWNet with our method also
outperforms the existing methods.

Our contributions can be summarized as follows:
• To the best of our knowledge, we are the first to model

multi-modal ground-truth distributions for all regions in
stereo matching. By incorporating texture information
into modeling, we provide more intuitive and insightful
supervision signals for network learning.

• We propose to aggregate objective knowledge in the
Laplace parameter space, reducing the introduction of bi-
ased knowledge during the modeling process.

• We achieve the state-of-the-art cross-domain generaliza-
tion performance on KITTI 2015 and 2012 datasets, and
rank 1st in the comprehensive comparison across four
popular real-world datasets.

• Our method achieves stable cross-domain generalization
across multiple datasets with the fixed checkpoint and
demonstrates superior robustness when handling various
challenging regions, significantly enhancing the reliabil-
ity of stereo vision systems in real-world applications.

2. Related Work
Deep Stereo Matching. In recent years, deep learning-
based stereo matching methods have become mainstream
and achieve performance far exceeding traditional meth-
ods. DispNet [27] is the first end-to-end stereo network.
GCNet [20] aggregates information through 3D convolu-
tion. PSMNet [1] and GwcNet [14] are the two most
popular stereo backbones [4, 8, 24, 35, 38, 40, 48, 49],
prompting the prosperity of the community. The former im-
proves the extracted features through spatial pyramid pool-
ing [15], while the latter preserves feature similarity in-
formation in the cost volume through the group-wise cor-
relation. Besides the cost volume filtering-based meth-
ods mentioned above, iterative optimization-based meth-
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ods [6, 19, 22, 23, 39, 50] show impressive results. Fol-
lowing RAFT [34], these methods adopt ConvGRUs [7] to
update the disparity map recurrently and bypass the compu-
tational burden of 3D convolutions, making high-resolution
stereo matching possible. IGEVStereo [39] further provides
a better initial disparity map for the updater with a tiny 3D
convolution network. MoCha-Stereo [6] achieves accurate
detail matching by capturing repeated geometric contours
with the motif [42] channel attention mechanism.

Cross-Domain Generalization. Stereo networks that
can generalize well from synthetic to real domains are
promising. DSMNet [46] designs a domain normaliza-
tion layer and a non-local graph-based filtering layer to re-
duce the domain shifts. ITSA [8] bridges the gap between
the extracted features from original and perturbed images
to minimize the feature representation sensitivity. Graft-
Net [24] exploits a pre-trained encoder to extract broad-
spectrum features and compresses features for better match-
ing. FCNet [48] introduces a contrastive feature loss and
a selective whitening loss to maintain the feature consis-
tency. PCWNet [33] fuses the multi-scale volumes to ex-
tract domain-invariant features, and narrows the residue
searching range for easier matching. Chang et al. [2] trans-
form the training samples into new domains with diverse
distributions and minimize the cross-domain feature incon-
sistency to capture domain-invariant features.

Ground-truth Distribution Modeling. Unlike classifi-
cation, the ground-truth distribution of stereo matching can-
not be modeled as a one-hot vector due to the conflict be-
tween the discrete disparity candidates and the continuous
disparity label. PDSNet [36] proposes to model the ground-
truth distributions as discrete Laplacians with fixed width
and infer the final disparity with a maximum a posteriori
estimator. Chen et al. [3] model the distribution as the dis-
crete Gaussian and determine the scope of the major mode
based on monotonicity during inference. AcfNet [49] mod-
els uncertainty by computing the variances of the output
distributions. Xu et al. [40] achieve outstanding generaliza-
tion performance by embedding edge information into the
ground-truth modeling and optimizing the selection strategy
of the major mode. Following these studies, our goal is to
develop a better ground-truth modeling for stereo matching.

Knowledge Distillation. The concept of knowledge dis-
tillation was first proposed by Hinton et al. in [17]. The core
idea is to use the dark knowledge (i.e., soft labels) from
a teacher network to train a student network. By leverag-
ing the soft labels, the student network gains insights into
the similarity between classes, leading to improved gener-
alization on unseen domains. Subsequently, the concept of
dark knowledge has been continuously enriched, including
attention maps [44], activation boundary [16], relationship
graph [26], etc. Additionally, the student can access a wider
range of knowledge by aggregating the outputs from a net-

work ensemble [21, 37, 43]. Despite the widespread use
of dark knowledge in classification and segmentation, it re-
mains largely unexplored in stereo matching. In this paper,
we focus on extracting dark knowledge from the pre-trained
ensemble to construct multi-modal probability distributions
to train a domain generalized stereo network.

3. Method
3.1. Preliminary
Stereo matching networks based on the cost volume filter-
ing strategy [1, 14, 20, 33] output a discrete probability dis-
tribution p = [p0, p1, . . . , pD−1] ∈ R1×D for each pixel
of the target image, where D is the pre-defined disparity
search range. Treating stereo matching as a classification
task [35, 36, 40, 49], the output distribution can naturally
be supervised by the cross-entropy loss:

Lce(p, p̂) = −
D−1∑
d=0

p̂d · log pd (1)

where p̂ = [p̂0, p̂1, . . . , p̂D−1] is the ground-truth distribu-
tion. The core problem is that p̂ remains unknown, as the
disparity labels d̂ in stereo matching are continuous scalars
obtained from depth sensors such as LiDAR. Several stud-
ies [3, 36] model the ground-truth distribution as a uni-
modal distribution, of which the mean value is set to the
disparity label. Later, Xu et al. [40] demonstrate that the
multi-modal distribution is more natural than the naı̈ve uni-
modal distribution at the edge and can provide better su-
pervision signals. Considering the lack of exploration of
non-edge regions in existing research, we aim to develop a
reasonable and effective ground-truth modeling method for
all regions in stereo matching.

Manually matching similar textures between stereo im-
age pairs to model multi-modal distributions for non-edge
regions is exhausting and infeasible. We observe that
stereo networks typically output multi-modal distributions
not only in edge regions but also in repetitive-textured or
transparent regions, and produce wider modes in weak-
textured regions, as shown in Fig. 2. Multiple modes indi-
cate multiple similar matches in the reference image, while
wider modes reflect greater matching uncertainty. There-
fore, we leverage these two types of dark knowledge to
model ground-truth distributions for both edge and non-
edge regions. Our method enriches the information within
the ground-truth distribution, enabling stereo networks to
learn more knowledge from the training samples.

3.2. MIDAS
In this section, we introduce how to extract dark knowledge
from the pre-trained stereo networks, and leverage it to con-
struct our multi-modal ground-truth distribution.
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Figure 3. Illustration of the ground-truth distribution modeling. For each pixel in the input image pair, the network ensemble predicts
M multi-modal probability distributions. Individual modes are separated from these distributions and fitted as parameterized Laplacians
(w, µ, b). The disparity label is also modeled as the uni-modal Laplacian with coordinate (ŵ, d̂, b̂). Then, we cluster these modes in the
parameter space to distinguish the objective knowledge (effective clusters) from the biased knowledge (noise). The elements within each
cluster are fused and modeled as a formulated mode in the final ground-truth distribution.

As shown in Fig. 3, given a stereo image pair, the pre-
trained network ensemble {E1, E2, . . . , EM} outputs a set of
probability distributions {p1,p2, . . . ,pM} for each pixel in
the target image. Then, we separate modes from the output
distribution, and fit each mode as a discrete Laplacian:

Laplacian(d;w, µ, b) = w ·
exp(− |d−µ|

b )∑
d∈d exp(− |d−µ|

b )
(2)

where d = [0, 1, . . . , D − 1] is the disparity candidates.
Specifically, the weight parameter w is defined as the
sum of the probabilities within the mode. We apply soft-
argmin [20] and mean absolute deviation (MAD) [9] oper-
ations upon the normalized mode to compute the location
parameter µ and the scale parameter b in Eq. (2), respec-
tively. The details are shown in Algorithm 1. In this way,
we transform the predicted distribution to a set of points
T = {(w, µ, b)} in the Laplace parameter space. The num-
ber of elements in T indicates the number of modes in the
distribution. µ denotes the center location of each mode,
representing the potential disparity. w denotes the match-
ing probability of each mode, reflecting the degree of sim-
ilarity between modes. b denotes the width of each mode,
reflecting the strength of the texture information in the cor-
responding region. To mitigate the impact of all pre-trained
networks making incorrect predictions simultaneously, we
additionally add a uni-modal Laplacian distribution cen-
tered around the disparity label d̂, i.e., a point with coor-
dinate (ŵ, d̂, b̂), to the Laplace parameter space.

Next, we apply the DBScan algorithm [10] to per-
form clustering along the µ-axis, resulting in K clusters
{C1, C2, . . . , CK} and a set of noise. Note that even when
the label point (ŵ, d̂, b̂) has no adjacent points, we still con-
sider it as an effective cluster rather than noise. The points
within each cluster have similar location parameters, indi-
cating that a significant number of pre-trained networks re-

Algorithm 1 Mode Separation and Fitting
Input: probability distribution p
Input: threshold ϵ > 0, σ > 0
Output: a set of triples T
T ← ∅
while max(p) > ϵ do

l, r ← argmax(p)
while p[l]− p[l − 1] > σ and l − 1 ≥ 0 do

l← l − 1
end while
while p[r]− p[r + 1] > σ and r + 1 ≤ D − 1 do

r ← r + 1
end while
w ←

∑r
d=l p[d]

µ←
∑r

d=l (p[d]/w) · d
b←

∑r
d=l (p[d]/w) · |d− µ|

T ← T ∪ {(w, µ, b)}
p[l : r]← 0

end while
Return T

spond to the similar disparity candidates. We believe that
these points are reliable and represent the objective knowl-
edge within the ensemble. Conversely, the noisy points cor-
respond to the unreliable modes, which represent the biased
knowledge. We remove this biased knowledge during mod-
eling to generate better ground-truth distributions.

Finally, the stereo ground-truth distribution is modeled
as a mixture of K Laplacians:

p̂ =
K∑

k=1

Laplacian(d;wk, µk, bk)

=

K∑
k=1

wk ·
exp(− |d−µk|

bk
)∑

d∈d exp(− |d−µk|
bk

)

(3)
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Figure 4. Training and inference pipeline. Ns: the stereo net-
work to be trained. MIDAS: the ground-truth distribution model-
ing method described in Sec. 3.2.

where wk, µk, and bk are the means of the weight, location,
and scale parameters of elements in cluster Ck, respectively.
Assuming that the label point is located in cluster C1, we set
µ1 = d̂. In addition, the modeled distribution is normalized
as p̂/∥p̂∥1 to ensure that the sum of probabilities is equal
to one.

Our method offers the following advantages: 1) By clus-
tering in the parameter space and filtering out noise, we ef-
fectively avoid introducing biased knowledge into the mod-
eled ground-truth. 2) Directly superimposing the output dis-
tributions of the pre-trained ensemble may result in multi-
ple peaks for the fused mode due to the misalignment of
mode centers. In contrast, fusing modes in the parameter
space and remodeling them as the Laplacian can maintain
the uni-modal nature. 3) Our method can adaptively adjust
the mode number in the ground-truth distribution as well as
the height and width of each mode not only for edge regions
but also for non-edge regions.

3.3. Overall Pipeline
Fig. 4 illustrates the overall pipeline of our method. To
train a stereo network Ns, the dark knowledge embedded
multi-modal distributions described in Sec. 3.2 are applied
as the ground-truth to supervise the predicted distributions
of Ns. Following [41], we apply color jittering and random
occlusion only to the image pairs input to Ns to encour-
age the trained network to acquire domain-invariant fea-
tures. Cross-entropy loss encourages the stereo network
to output multi-modal distributions [40]. Directly apply-
ing the weighted average operation (soft-argmin) [20] to
regress disparity on the multi-modal distributions leads to
over-smoothing artifacts [3], i.e. the disparity is incorrectly
estimated between modes. For this reason, we employ
DME [40] instead of soft-argmin to estimate the final dis-
parities from the predicted distributions during inference.

4. Experiments
4.1. Datasets and Evaluation Metrics
Following previous works [8, 46, 48], we train stereo net-
works on SceneFlow [27] and evaluate cross-domain gen-

eralization performance on the training sets of four real-
world datasets: KITTI 2015 [28], KITTI 2012 [11], Mid-
dlebury [30], and ETH3D [31].

SceneFlow is a synthetic dataset that includes 35,454
pairs of stereo images for training and 4,370 pairs for test-
ing. We use its finalpass training set, as it considers mo-
tion blur and depth of field, making it more realistic and
challenging. KITTI 2012 and 2015 are two driving scene
datasets, including 194 and 200 training pairs respectively.
Middlebury and ETH3D are small datasets, both containing
dozens of real image pairs.

We employ kpx as the performance metric, which counts
the percentage of valid pixels with an absolute disparity er-
ror greater than the threshold k. For KITTI 2015 and 2012,
the threshold is set to 3. For ETH3D, the threshold is set to
1. For Middlebury, we evaluate on its half resolution train-
ing set and set the threshold to 2.

4.2. Implementation Details
We perform experiments on PSMNet [1] and GwcNet [14],
two classic networks frequently employed as backbones,
along with PCWNet [33], which is designed for the cross-
domain generalization. We first pre-train these networks
with uni-modal Laplacian cross-entropy loss [36], and se-
lect three checkpoints from each network to form the en-
semble for generating the multi-modal ground-truth distri-
butions. ŵ is set to 1 and b̂ is set to 0.8. ϵ and σ in Algo-
rithm 1 are all set to 1 × 10−3. The distance threshold and
the density threshold in DBScan algorithm [10] are set to
3 and 2, respectively. Then, we train these three networks
with our modeled ground-truth from scratch. For all exper-
iments, we train the stereo networks on a single NVIDIA
4090 GPU for 80 epochs. We apply Adam (β1 = 0.9 and
β2 = 0.999) to optimize the networks and one-cycle sched-
ule (max lr = 1× 10−3) to adjust the learning rate.

4.3. Cross-Domain Evaluation
Comparison with state-of-the-art. As shown in Tab. 1,
all three backbones [1, 14, 33] trained with our method
demonstrate promising generalization performance. In par-
ticular, PCWNet [33] with our method achieves state-of-
the-art cross-domain generalization performance on most
datasets. Compared to the baseline, it yields considerable
improvements of 29.29%, 15.00%, 54.34%, and 47.69% on
KITTI 2015 [28], KITTI 2012 [11], Middlebury [30], and
ETH3D [31], respectively. These results prove that stereo
networks supervised by our multi-modal ground-truth dis-
tributions can effectively learn generalizable matching prin-
ciples from synthetic data and transfer well to real-world
scenarios.

We further compute the mean rank to compare the
comprehensive generalization performance of the listed
methods across diverse scenarios. As shown in Tab. 1,
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Method Publication
KITTI 2015 KITTI 2012 Middlebury ETH3D Mean

>3px >3px >2px >1px Rank

PSMNet [1] CVPR 2018 16.3018 15.1018 25.1018 23.8018 18.00
GwcNet [14] CVPR 2018 12.8017 11.7017 18.1016 9.0016 16.50
GANet [45] CVPR 2019 11.7016 10.1016 20.3017 14.1017 16.5
DSMNet [46] ECCV 2020 6.5015 6.2015 13.8013 6.2014 14.25
CFNet [32] CVPR 2021 5.8012 4.7011 15.3014 5.8012 12.25
Mask-CFNet [29] CVPR 2023 5.8012 4.8012 13.7012 5.7011 11.75
Raft-Stereo [23] 3DV 2021 5.7011 5.2014 12.6011 3.306 10.50
FC-GANet [48] CVPR 2022 5.309 4.6010 10.209 5.8012 10.00
PCWNet [33] ECCV 2022 5.6010 4.205 15.7715 5.2010 10.00
IGEV-Stereo [39] CVPR 2023 6.0314 5.1813 7.273 3.607 9.25
Graft-GANet [24] CVPR 2022 4.906 4.205 9.808 6.2014 8.25
ITSA-CFNet [8] CVPR 2022 4.704 4.205 10.4010 5.109 7.00
StereoRisk [25] ICML 2024 5.198 4.439 9.327 2.412 6.50
NMRF [13] CVPR 2024 5.107 4.205 7.504 3.808 6.00
GANet + ADL [40] CVPR 2024 4.845 3.934 8.726 2.311 4.00

PSMNet + Ours —— 4.493 3.722 7.955 3.175 3.75
GwcNet + Ours —— 4.162 3.743 7.232 2.914 2.75
PCWNet + Ours —— 3.961 3.571 7.201 2.723 1.50

Table 1. Quantitative evaluation of cross-domain generalization. All methods are trained on SceneFlow [27] and evaluated on four
popular real-world datasets [11, 28, 30, 31]. Mean rank is computed to compare the comprehensive generalization performance. The best
and second best are marked with colors.

PCWNet [33] with our method rank first among all meth-
ods, followed by GwcNet [14] and PSMNet with our
method. The superior comprehensive performance of our
method highlights its potential in enhancing the reliability
of stereo vision system.

Comparison with ground-truth modeling. In practical
applications, stereo networks can only load a fixed check-
point. Therefore, the generalization performance of a single
checkpoint deserves special attention. We compare the sin-
gle checkpoint performance of our method with both uni-
modal [36] and multi-modal [40] ground-truth modeling
methods. For each method, we select the best checkpoint
among all its checkpoints, following the ranking strategy
described in Tab. 1. As shown in Tab. 2, our single check-
point performance (last row) even surpasses the best perfor-
mance of ADL (third row) [40], which models the multi-
modal distributions for edge regions only, on all datasets.
We also report the degradation of the single checkpoint
performance compared to the best performance on each
dataset. The uni-modal method [36] and the edge-aware
multi-modal method [40] degrade by 12.06% and 5.30% re-
spectively, while our method only degrades by 2.81%. This
further demonstrates the advantage of our method that mod-
els multi-modal distributions for both edge and non-edge
regions.

We visualize the disparity maps to provide more intu-
itive comparisons with the modeling methods. As shown
in Fig. 5, in weak-textured regions such as the sky (top

Method KT15 KT12 MB ETH3D Average
>3px >3px >2px >1px Degradation

UMCE [36] 4.73 4.64 9.76 4.18
UMCE* 5.62-18.82% 5.55-19.61% 9.76-0.00% 4.59-9.81% -12.06%

ADL [40] 4.78 4.23 8.85 3.44
ADL* 4.78-0.00% 4.23-0.00% 8.95-1.13% 4.13-20.06% -5.30%

Ours 4.49 3.72 7.95 3.17
Ours* 4.49-0.00% 3.72-0.00% 8.29-4.28% 3.39-6.94% -2.81%

Table 2. Quantitative comparison with ground-truth modeling
methods. All methods are trained on PSMNet [1]. *represents
generalization performance from the optimal single checkpoint.
We also report the performance degradation of the single check-
point relative to the best result on each dataset, indicated by red
subscripts.

row), both uni-modal [36] and multi-modal [40] methods
result in large areas of artifacts, which are not accurately
reflected in the metrics because the sky lacks disparity la-
bels. The same phenomenon can be observed in the white
areas of containers (second row). Our method also demon-
strates superior performance in handling repetitive-textured
regions, achieving smoother disparity for grass (third row)
and avoiding mismatching the chair gaps (fifth row). Ad-
ditionally, our method obtains sharp and accurate object
edges (fourth row), which is crucial for downstream tasks
such as 3D object detection [5], and exhibits considerable
robustness when addressing the challenging case of strong
glare (last row). These examples demonstrate that by mod-
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Figure 5. Qualitative evaluation of cross-domain generalization. All methods are trained on SceneFlow [27] and evaluated on four
real-world datasets [11, 28, 30, 31]. Compared to uni-modal method (UMCE) [36] and edge-aware multi-modal method (ADL) [40], our
method demonstrates superior performance in weak-textured regions (sky, container), repetitive-textured regions (grass, chair gaps), and
object edges (sign post). Furthermore, our method exhibits excellent robustness when handling strong glare (last row). The outlier metric
is displayed in the upper left corner of each disparity map.

Figure 6. Qualitative evaluation of cross-domain generaliza-
tion on daily-life images from Holopix50k [18].

eling the ground-truth distributions as multi-modal distri-
butions for both edge and non-edge regions and adaptively
adjusting the width of each mode, our method successfully
guides stereo networks to learn matching similarity and un-
certainty to cope with real-world complexities. Fig. 6 shows
more qualitative results of our method on daily-lift images
of Holopix50k [18].

Comparison with knowledge distillation. As shown
in Tab. 3, compared with the vanilla knowledge distilla-

Method KT15 KT12 MB ETH3D

KD [17] 4.67 4.41 9.00 4.02

Average [43] 4.58 3.96 8.61 3.53
Entropy [21] 4.61 4.10 8.29 3.71
Confidence [47] 4.54 3.78 7.58 3.75

Ours 4.49 3.72 7.95 3.17

Table 3. Quantitative comparison with knowledge distillation
methods. Beside the vanilla distillation [17], we evaluate three en-
semble methods that employ average [43], entropy-based [21], and
confidence-aware [47] fusion strategies, respectively. All methods
are trained on PSMNet [1].

tion [17], ensemble methods [21, 43, 47] aggregate the
output distributions of multiple pre-trained networks and
effectively improve the generalization of stereo networks.
Our method achieves further generalization improvement
on most datasets, which we attribute to our fusion strategy
for dark knowledge. Simply superimposing the predicted
distributions introduces the noisy modes and compromises
the uni-modal nature of each mode due to the misalign-
ment of the mode centers. We propose to fuse modes in
the parameter space and remodel the aggregated clusters as
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Method PSMNet [1] PCWNet [33] GwcNet [14] IGEVStereo [39] ICGNet [12] GANet+ADL [40] PCWNet+Ours

>3px 4.56 3.68 3.30 2.47 2.34 1.81 2.03

Table 4. Quantitative evaluation on SceneFlow test set [27]. We report the percentage of outliers with the absolute error larger than 3px.
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Figure 7. Visualization of outlier rate curves during training on
SceneFlow test set [27]. We report the percentage of outliers with
the absolute error larger than 3px.

Laplacians, making the ground-truth distribution better for-
mulated and easier to learn.

4.4. In-Domain Evaluation
Comparison with state-of-the-art. Although our method
primarily focuses on the cross-domain generalization, it
still achieves competitive performance in the source do-
main [27], as shown in Tab. 4. PCWNet [33] with
our method generates only 2.03% outliers, representing a
44.84% improvement over the baseline. Both ADL [40] and
our method outperform competitors trained with L1 loss.
This is attributed to the finer-grained supervision signals
provided by the modeled distributions compared to the orig-
inal disparity labels, enabling the stereo networks to learn
more efficiently.

Convergence stability. To further investigate the im-
pact of different ground-truth distributions on stereo net-
work learning, we plot the outlier rate curves during train-
ing on SceneFlow test set [27]. As illustrated in Fig. 7, our
method achieves more stable and better convergence com-
pared to the uni-modal method [36]. The stereo network
effectively learns valuable dark knowledge from our pro-
posed multi-modal ground-truth distributions, thereby re-
ducing overfitting to the training set.

4.5. Ablation Study
Tab. 5 presents the ablation study on the number of net-
work architectures and checkpoints in the pre-trained en-
semble. Our methods (second block) consistently outper-
form the modeling method (first row) [1] and the distillation
method (second row) [17]. Compared to ensembling dif-
ferent architectures, ensembling different checkpoints helps
mitigate training randomness and achieves better general-

#Arch. #CKPT KT15 KT12 MB ETH3D
0 0 4.73 4.64 9.76 4.18
1 1 4.67 4.41 9.00 4.02
1 2 4.57 3.87 8.47 3.34
2 1 4.64 3.89 8.27 3.64
2 2 4.59 3.82 8.01 3.40
3 3 4.49 3.72 7.95 3.17

Table 5. Ablation study of the number of network architectures
and checkpoints in the pre-trained ensemble. All methods are
trained on PSMNet [1].

Method KT15 KT12 MB ETH3D

PSMNet [1] + Ours 4.49 3.72 7.95 3.17
w/o BKF 4.57 3.81 8.47 3.40

Table 6. Ablation study of biased knowledge filtering (BKF).

ization performance. Increasing the number of architectures
and checkpoints yields further improvements in generaliza-
tion. Due to computational resource constraints, we do not
ablate larger-scale ensembles, which we believe could still
achieve some level of performance improvement.

We also perform an ablation study to verify the effec-
tiveness of filtering biased knowledge. As shown in Tab. 6,
the preservation of noisy points clustered in the Laplace pa-
rameter space leads to poorer generalization performance
across all datasets, demonstrating that these points are in-
deed detrimental to network learning.

5. Conclusion

In this paper, we present MIDAS, a novel method that
extracts similarity and uncertainty information from the
pre-trained network to model ground-truth distributions for
stereo matching. To mitigate the impact of domain prefer-
ences in a single network, we employ the network ensem-
ble. Specifically, we propose to aggregate objective knowl-
edge in the Laplace parameter space and ultimately model
the ground-truth distribution as a mixture of Laplacians.
Our method effectively improves the generalization perfor-
mance of cost volume filtering-based stereo networks. By
modeling intuitive patterns for both edge and non-edge re-
gions, our method exhibits considerable robustness in han-
dling real-world challenges. Last but not least, our single
checkpoint network achieves stable generalization perfor-
mance across diverse scenarios, satisfying the practical de-
mands of real-world applications.
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