
Distilling Monocular Foundation Model for Fine-grained Depth Completion

Yingping Liang1 Yutao Hu2 Wenqi Shao3 Ying Fu1†

1Beijing Institute of Technology 2Key Laboratory of New Generation Artificial Intelligence
Technology and Its Interdisciplinary Applications, Southeast University 3Shanghai Al Laboratory

{liangyingping,fuying}@bit.edu.cn huyutao@seu.edu.cn weqish@link.cuhk.edu.hk

Depth 
Completion 

Network

Depth 
Completion 

Network

L1 Loss

Predict

Sprase Ground Truth

Distillation
(SSI Loss)

Depth Completion with Our Distillation Framework

L1 Loss

Predict

Sprase Ground Truth

Depth Completion with Sparse Supervision

Monocular Dpeth

Monocular
Foundation

Model
Knowledge

Transfer

Figure 1. Depth completion models trained solely with L1 loss and sparse ground truth produce incomplete and fragmented depth predic-
tions. Our framework, however, demonstrates significant improvements by distilling knowledge from monocular foundation models and
incorporating a scale- and shift-invariant loss (SSI Loss), resulting in more complete and accurate dense depth completion.

Abstract

Depth completion involves predicting dense depth maps
from sparse LiDAR inputs. However, sparse depth anno-
tations from sensors limit the availability of dense super-
vision, which is necessary for learning detailed geometric
features. In this paper, we propose a two-stage knowledge
distillation framework that leverages powerful monocular
foundation models to provide dense supervision for depth
completion. In the first stage, we introduce a pre-training
strategy that generates diverse training data from natural
images, which distills geometric knowledge to depth com-
pletion. Specifically, we simulate LiDAR scans by utiliz-
ing monocular depth and mesh reconstruction, thereby cre-
ating training data without requiring ground-truth depth.
Besides, monocular depth estimation suffers from inherent
scale ambiguity in real-world settings. To address this, in
the second stage, we employ a scale- and shift-invariant loss
(SSI Loss) to learn real-world scales when fine-tuning on
real-world datasets. Our two-stage distillation framework
enables depth completion models to harness the strengths
of monocular foundation models. Experimental results
demonstrate that models trained with our two-stage distilla-
tion framework achieve state-of-the-art performance, rank-
ing first place on the KITTI benchmark. Code is available

† Corresponding author.

at https://github.com/Sharpiless/DMD3C

1. Introduction
Depth completion is a fundamental task in computer vi-
sion, where the goal is to generate dense depth maps from
sparse depth measurements. This task is particularly impor-
tant in applications such as autonomous driving [22, 45, 59],
robotics [25, 37, 61], and augmented reality [20, 28].

Recent approaches [7, 26, 27, 63, 65, 76] leverage deep
neural networks to learn from depth data. Some methods
[54, 77] also incorporate RGB images to guide the depth
completion process. Despite these advancements, state-of-
the-art models [48, 55, 68] still face difficulties in capturing
fine-grained geometric details, particularly in complex out-
door scenes where depth annotations are sparse [51, 56, 73].

The challenge arises from the reliance on sparse ground
truth for training. The lack of dense ground truth makes
it difficult for models to accurately learn depth comple-
tion across an entire scene. Monocular depth estimation
[24, 44, 69, 70], on the other hand, has the ability to provide
dense depth predictions from a single image. Specifically,
state-of-the-art monocular foundation models could gener-
ate dense depth maps, containing fine-grained details and
relative depth relationships, offering valuable guidance for
training depth completion networks.

To make full use of the advantages of monocular foun-
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dation models, we propose a novel two-stage distillation
framework to transfer geometric knowledge from monoc-
ular foundation models to depth completion networks.
Specifically, in the first distillation stage, we generate
training data through monocular foundation models and
then distill knowledge via the proposed pre-training strat-
egy. Specifically, diverse natural images are used to gener-
ate pseudo depth maps. Then, we utilize randomly sampled
camera parameters to re-construct the scene with mesh and
simulate LiDAR using ray simulation. The generated data
trains the depth completion model to learn diverse geomet-
ric knowledge from monocular foundation models, enhanc-
ing its ability to generalize across different scenes.

However, monocular depth estimation suffers from in-
herent scale ambiguity [15, 79], resulting in depth predic-
tions that vary greatly in scale. Thus, monocular depth
alone cannot serve as a reliable basis for real-world depth.
To solve this problem, in the second distillation stage,
we introduce a scale- and shift-invariant loss (SSI Loss)
[44]. Specifically, when fine-tuning on labeled datasets with
sparse ground truth, SSI Loss ignores the scale and shift that
causes the least loss from the depth prediction and monoc-
ular depth, to ensure consistent depth completions aligning
monocular depth supervision across varying scales.

By integrating these two distillation stages into the train-
ing process, our method achieves state-of-the-art perfor-
mance on the KITTI benchmark. The contributions of this
work are summarized as follows:
• We propose a novel two-stage distillation framework to

transfer knowledge from monocular foundation models to
depth completion models, which enables the learning of
fine-grained depth information from sparse ground truth
by providing dense supervision.

• In the first stage, we propose a data generation strategy
that uses monocular depth estimation and mesh recon-
struction to simulate training data, enabling the model
to learn geometric features from diverse natural images
without the need for any LiDAR and ground truth.

• In the second stage, we propose a scale- and shift-
invariant loss (SSI Loss) to address the scale ambiguity
problem in monocular depth estimation, which ensures
consistent depth completions across varying scales and
focuses on learning real-world scale information.

• Our method achieves first place on the official KITTI
depth completion benchmark, demonstrating the effec-
tiveness of the proposed approach with significant gains
in both quantitative metrics and qualitative visualizations.

2. Related Work
2.1. Depth Completion Datasets

Depth completion has been widely studied in both indoor
and outdoor settings. Indoor datasets, such as NYU Depth

V2 [46] and Matterport3D [4], are popular because dense
depth measurements are easier to obtain in controlled en-
vironments. NYU Depth V2, for instance, provides dense
depth maps from a Kinect sensor along with RGB images.

In outdoor environments, however, obtaining dense
depth annotations is more challenging due to limitations in
sensing technologies like LiDAR. The KITTI dataset [51]
is a key benchmark for outdoor depth completion but suf-
fers from sparse annotations, covering only about 5% of
the image. To address this, training methods often em-
ploy complex post-processing and multi-frame fusion tech-
niques to increase the annotation coverage to around 20%
at most. Furthermore, ground truth values for long dis-
tances and dynamic objects typically cannot be included.
The sparse ground truth raises challenges for training fine-
grained depth completion models. Therefore, we employ
monocular depth estimation techniques for dense distilla-
tion to preserve fine-grained details.

2.2. Depth Completion Methods

Depth completion methods have seen significant advance-
ments [20, 25, 62]. Compared to predicting depth directly
from a single RGB image [2, 21, 42, 71], depth completion
fuses LiDAR information to obtain more accurate sparse
depth cues. Recent methods [1, 6, 8, 9, 11, 32–36, 38–
40, 43, 47, 48, 50, 53–55, 60, 64–68, 72, 74, 77, 78, 80, 82]
rely on supervised learning, using pairs of sparse depth
maps and corresponding dense ground truth. While ef-
fective with sufficient labeled data, these methods are lim-
ited in real-world applications, where obtaining dense an-
notations, especially in outdoor environments, is challeng-
ing [5, 14, 81]. To reduce the reliance on dense labels,
[10, 75] use a teacher-student model, where a teacher net-
work trained on labeled data provides guidance to a student
network. However, pseudo-labels in complex or dynamic
scenes can be noisy or inaccurate. Therefore, we turn to
monocular depth estimation to provide fine-grained super-
vision for depth completion.

2.3. Monocular Depth Estimation

Monocular depth estimation [24, 44, 69, 70] has emerged
as a powerful tool for generating dense depth maps from
single RGB images, making it particularly valuable in sce-
narios where dense depth annotations are sparse or unavail-
able [17, 18, 30]. Notable models, such as MiDaS [44]
and Depth-Anything [69, 70], have demonstrated impres-
sive capabilities in predicting dense depth maps across a
wide range of scenes. G2-MonoDepth [52] have proposed
a general framework for monocular RGB-X Data with a
scale invariant loss. Despite their versatility, monocular
depth estimation methods face the challenge of scale am-
biguity, which can limit the accuracy of depth completion,
especially when integrated with sparse depth measurements



Figure 2. Illustration of our proposed first distillation stage with a data generation strategy to learn geometric features from monocular
foundation models, which only requires unlabeled RGB images. We use the estimated monocular depth to re-construct the scene and then
simulate the Lidar swap process to generate sparse points for training.

from LiDAR. Therefore, we introduce a scale- and shift-
invariant loss inspired by [52], combined with a supervised
loss to keep real-world scales when fine-tuning on real-
world datasets.

3. Method
In this section, we first provide a brief overview of the mo-
tivation and formulation of our method. Then, we intro-
duce our two-stage distillation framework. In the first stage,
we propose a data generation strategy for pre-training that
leverages large-scale, unlabeled images without ground-
truth depth annotations, as illustrated in Figure 2. In the
second stage, we detail the fine-tuning process on a labeled
dataset with sparse ground truth, using monocular depth in
combination with SSI Loss, as shown in Figure 3.

3.1. Motivation and Formulation

In the depth completion task, the input typically consists
of an RGB image I and a sparse depth map Ds obtained
from a LiDAR sensor. The objective is to produce a dense
depth map Df that provides a complete and detailed rep-
resentation of the scene’s depth. To achieve this, a depth
completion model fθ, parameterized by θ, takes both the
RGB image and sparse depth map as inputs:

Df = fθ(I,Ds). (1)

To guide the model’s learning, a sparse supervision loss
is defined based on the available sparse depth annotations:

Lsup = M × |Df −Dsparse| , (2)

where M represents the valid mask for sparse depth ground
truth Dsparse. This loss aligns the predicted dense depth map
Df with the sparse ground truth, ensuring that the output

is consistent with the available depth data. However, this
sparse supervision provides limited guidance, particularly
in outdoor scenes [51], leading to challenges in achieving
fine-grained and consistent depth predictions due to the in-
herent limitations of sparse supervision.

Foundation models for monocular depth estimation [69,
70] provide an alternative approach by generating fine-
grained dense depth from single RGB images, which we use
as supervision without relying solely on LiDAR. Therefore,
in the first stage, we utilize the monocular foundation mod-
els to generate diverse and large-scale training data, to pro-
vide dense supervision for pre-training, allowing the model
to learn geometric features. However, monocular methods
suffer from scale ambiguities, which can lead to inconsis-
tencies when combining dense monocular predictions with
sparse depth. To address this, in the second stage, we in-
troduce SSI Loss [44] combined with L1 loss when fine-
tuning on labeled datasets with sparse ground truth to miti-
gate scale inconsistencies and learn real-world scale.

3.2. First Stage: Data Generation and Pre-training

To leverage diverse images without depth annotations, we
introduce a pre-training strategy that utilizes synthesized
depth data generated through monocular depth estimation
on large-scale natural image datasets inspired by [29, 30].
As illustrated in Figure 2, this pre-training phase enables
the model to learn robust geometric features from monoc-
ular foundation models across diverse scenes, preparing it
for subsequent fine-tuning on real-world datasets.

Specifically, we first utilize a pre-trained monocular
depth estimation model, such as Depth Anything V2 [70],
to predict depth maps for such images. For each natural im-
age Iun, the monocular depth estimation model predicts a



Figure 3. Illustration of our proposed second distillation stage utilizing foundation models for monocular depth estimation when fine-tuning
on labeled datasets. Sparse ground truth provides real-world depth scale with L1 loss. Our method enhances this process by incorporating
dense monocular depth for fine-grained supervision. However, monocular depth maps come with inherent scale and shift ambiguities. To
address these challenges, we employ a Scale- and Shift-Invariant Loss (SSI Loss) that aligns the predictions with the dense monocular
depth to match the real-world depth scale, ensuring more accurate depth completion.

corresponding dense depth map Dsyn:

Dsyn = fmo(Iun), (3)

where fmo represents the monocular depth estimation
model. These synthesized depth maps, though not accurate
in metric scale, capture the relative depth relationships and
structural details in the scene, providing valuable supervi-
sion signals during pre-training.

To simulate LiDAR scanning, we first sample a random
camera intrinsic matrix K as:

K =

fx 0 cx
0 fy cy
0 0 1

 , (4)

where fx and fy represent the focal lengths along the x- and
y-axes, and (cx, cy) denotes the center of the image.

For each pixel (u, v) in the depth map, the correspond-
ing 3D coordinates (X,Y, Z) in the camera coordinate sys-
tem are derived using the sampled camera intrinsic ma-
trix K. This transformation generates a point cloud P =
{(X,Y, Z)} that represents the 3D spatial locations of each
pixel. Leveraging the 3D point cloud P , we reconstruct
a mesh M via surface reconstruction techniques, such as
Poisson Surface Reconstruction [23], to create a continuous
3D surface model for simulation.

Next, we simulate a LiDAR sensor by generating a set
of ray direction vectors d. Each ray is cast from the origin
along di,j , intersecting the mesh M to determine the dis-
tance to the intersection point. This distance is recorded as
the simulated LiDAR depth reading Dsimu(i, j). The result-
ing sparse depth map Dsimu emulates LiDAR depth readings
from the reconstructed 3D surface, to provide a synthetic
depth image comparable to actual LiDAR data.

Then, the depth completion model fθ takes the RGB im-

age and the sparse depth from simulated scanning as inputs:

Df = fθ(Iun, Dsimu), (5)

where Dsimu is the sparse input from simulated LiDAR
scanning. Afterwards, the depth completion model is pre-
trained using L1 Loss:

Lpre = |Df −Dm| . (6)

This pre-training process encourages the depth com-
pletion model fθ to align its predictions with the synthe-
sized depth maps, learning meaningful geometric features
from the generated training data using monocular founda-
tion models and diverse natural image data. Additionally,
the model learns complex geometric structures and relative
depth relationships across varying scenes, which are crucial
for accurate depth completion in the fine-tuning phase.

3.3. Second Stage: Fine-tuning

The depth completion model pre-trained on the generated
data learns powerful geometric features from the monocu-
lar foundation models. However, due to the inherent scale
ambiguity of monocular depth, the model prediction is not
consistent with the scale in the real world. To learn the real-
world scale, we introduce a combined loss for fine-tuning
on labeled datasets. To be specific, we first utilize the sparse
ground truth Ds for supervised loss Lsup to focus on real-
world depth, as in Equation 2. Then, the dense monocu-
lar depth Dm predicted by monocular depth models is also
used to provide approximate depth values across the image,
especially in regions not covered by the ground truth Ds.

However, the key challenge in using monocular depth
estimation as supervision is the inherent scale ambiguity in
depth predictions. To address this issue, we incorporate a
Scale- and Shift-Invariant Loss (SSI Loss) into our distil-
lation framework. The SSI Loss is designed to align the



Table 1. Unlabeled datasets used for pre-training data generation.

Dataset Indoor Outdoor # Images

COCO [31] ✓ ✓ 118,287
Google Landmarks [57] ✓ 117,576
Nuscenes [3] ✓ 93,475
Cityscapes [12] ✓ 19,998
DAVIS [41] ✓ ✓ 10,581

predicted depth map Df with the dense monocular depth
Dm. It remains invariant to differences in scale and shift
between Df and Dm. The SSI Loss is formulated as:

LSSIL = min
s,b

|Df − (s ·Dm + b)| , (7)

where s and b are the optimal scale and shift parameters
that align the predicted depth Df with the dense monoc-
ular depth Dm. The loss function seeks to find the best
alignment between Df and Dm, effectively normalizing
any global differences in scale and offset. By minimizing
this loss across all pixels in the image, the model is encour-
aged to produce depth maps that maintain consistency with
the relative depth structure provided by the monocular depth
estimates. In addition, we adapt a gradient matching term
to preserve sharpness and align with with depth discontinu-
ities. The gradient matching term is defined as:

Lreg =
1

N

K∑
k=1

(
|∇xR

k|+ |∇yR
k|
)
, (8)

where R = Df − Dm, and Rk denotes the difference of
depth maps at scale k. We use K = 4 scale levels as in [44],
halving the image resolution at each level. The final objec-
tive function combines the supervised loss Lsup, the dense
distillation loss LSSIL, and the regularization term Lreg.

4. Experiments
In this section, we first introduce the details of our imple-
mentation, as well as the datasets and evaluation metrics
for experiments. Then, detailed comparisons are conducted
with the state-of-the-art methods. Finally, ablations and dis-
cussions are performed to confirm the effectiveness of our
proposed main components. Additional analysis is provided
in the supplementary materials, along with videos.

4.1. Experimental Pipeline

First stage involves utilizing our proposed data generation
strategy to train the depth completion model from scratch,
as described in Section 3.2. In this stage, we generate train-
ing data using the RGB images in Table 1 and train the depth
completion model using SSI Loss, which does not require

any ground truth depth. This stage allows the pre-trained
model to focus on learning diverse geometric features with-
out being constrained by labeled data, enhancing general-
ization across different scenes.
Second stage involves adapting the pre-trained model on
labeled datasets, using supervised loss (L1 loss) with depth
annotations and our proposed SSI Loss for knowledge dis-
tillation, as described in Section 3.3. Using L1 loss with
sparse ground truth allows the depth completion model to
adapt to the real-world depth scale under sparse supervi-
sion. Specifically, our proposed monocular model distilla-
tion uses SSI Loss to help the model maintain fine-grained
detail with dense supervision by distilling monocular foun-
dation models. Fine-tuning and validation are performed on
the KITTI and NYU Depth V2 datasets, respectively.

4.2. Implementation Details

We follow the setup of recent work [48, 55, 77] and train
our model on 4 NVIDIA RTX A100 GPUs. For the monoc-
ular foundation model used in distillation, we adopt Depth
Anything V2 [70] due to its robust performance. For the
depth completion network architecture, we use BP-Net [48]
as our base model, which is primarily composed of ResNet
[19] blocks. In the first stage, we utilize a mixed dataset
collected from a wide range of resources, as shown in Ta-
ble 1. We select five large-scale public datasets as our un-
labeled sources for their diverse scenes, totaling approx-
imately 360, 000 images with varying scenes and image
scales. We adopt AdamW with a weight decay of 0.05 as the
optimizer and clip gradients if their norms exceeding 0.1.
In the first stage, our model is pre-trained from scratch for
600K iterations. In the second stage, the pre-trained model
is fine-tuned on the labeled datasets for 300K iterations us-
ing a OneCycle learning rate policy. We set the batch size
to 16. The final model is obtained by applying Exponen-
tial Moving Average (EMA) with a decay of 0.9999, which
helps stabilize the model parameters during training.

4.3. Datasets and Evaluation Metrics

KITTI Depth Completion Dataset [51] serves as a stan-
dard benchmark for depth completion in autonomous driv-
ing scenarios. It provides over 93,000 training samples,
including sparse LiDAR depth maps, their corresponding
RGB images, and ground truth depth maps. The sparse
LiDAR depth maps are generated from Velodyne LiDAR
scans, which typically cover only a small percentage of the
image pixels (approximately 5%). The ground truth depth
maps are obtained via multi-frame matching and cover ap-
proximately 20% image pixels. The dataset also includes
1,000 test samples on the private online benchmark.
NYU Depth V2 Dataset [46] is also a standard benchmark
for indoor scene understanding, consisting of RGB-D data
captured with a Kinect sensor. It provides 1,449 densely



Table 2. Performance on KITTI and NYUv2 datasets. For the KITTI dataset, results are evaluated by the KITTI testing server and ranked
by the RMSE (in mm). For the NYUv2 dataset, we report their performance on the official test set in their papers.

Method Year
KITTI NYUv2

RMSE ↓ MAE ↓ iRMSE ↓ iMAE ↓ RMSE ↓ REL ↓ δ1.25 ↑

S2D [36] 2018 814.73 249.95 2.80 1.21 0.230 0.044 97.1
CSPN [8] 2019 1019.64 279.46 2.93 1.15 0.117 0.016 99.2
DeepLiDAR [43] 2019 758.38 226.50 2.56 1.15 0.115 0.022 99.3
CSPN++ [9] 2020 743.69 209.28 2.07 0.90 0.101 0.015 99.5
GuideNet [47] 2020 736.24 218.83 2.25 0.99 0.115 – –
FCFR [33] 2021 735.81 217.15 2.20 0.98 0.106 0.015 99.5
ACMNet [78] 2021 744.91 206.09 2.08 0.90 0.105 0.015 99.4
NLSPN [39] 2020 741.68 199.59 1.99 0.84 0.092 0.012 99.6
PointDC [72] 2023 736.07 201.87 1.97 0.87 0.089 0.012 99.6
RigNet [65] 2022 712.66 203.25 2.08 0.90 0.090 0.013 99.6
DySPN [32] 2022 709.12 192.71 1.88 0.82 0.090 0.012 99.6
BEV@DC [80] 2023 697.44 189.44 1.83 0.82 0.089 0.012 99.6
CFormer [77] 2023 708.87 203.45 2.01 0.88 0.090 0.012 –
LRRU [54] 2023 696.51 189.96 1.87 0.81 0.091 0.011 99.6
TPVD [68] 2024 693.97 188.60 1.82 0.81 0.086 0.010 99.7
ImprovingDC [55] 2024 686.46 187.95 1.83 0.81 0.091 0.011 99.6
BP-Net [48] 2024 684.90 194.69 1.82 0.84 0.089 0.012 99.6

DMD3C (Ours) - 678.12 194.46 1.82 0.85 0.085 0.011 99.7

labeled images from various indoor scenes. Missing ground
truth is mainly due to the difference in perspective between
the depth sensor and the camera.
Evaluation Metrics used for KITTI are root mean squared
error (RMSE), mean absolute error (MAE), root mean
squared error of the inverse depth (iRMSE), and mean abso-
lute error of the inverse depth (iMAE), among which RMSE
is used for ranking. These metrics are obtained by submis-
sion and evaluation from a non-public test set. For NYU,
we follow the previous work and report the RMSE, mean
absolute relative error (REL), and δθ, which represents the
percentage of pixels whose error is less than a threshold θ.

4.4. Comparison with State-of-the-art Methods

Evaluation on Depth Completion Benchmarks. We eval-
uate our method on the test sets of the NYUv2 dataset
[46] and KITTI dataset [51]. Table 2 shows the quantita-
tive comparison of our method and other top ranking pub-
lished methods. On the KITTI leaderboard, our proposed
DMD3C ranks 1st outperforming all other methods under
the primary RMSE metric at the time of paper submission.
It also has comparable performance under other evaluation
metrics. On the NYUv2 dataset, our method achieves the
best RMSE and best δ1.25. Additionally, DMD3C maintains
competitive results across several other evaluation metrics,
further confirming its robustness and generalization.

To enhance understanding of DMD3C’s superiority over
other state-of-the-art methods, we provide visual compar-
isons. Figure 4 provides qualitative comparisons with other

SOTA methods on the KITTI test set using publicly avail-
able results. We use results from the official benchmark1

produced by the best models for method comparison. Our
DMD3C model excels in maintaining sharp object bound-
aries and capturing fine details in areas where other mod-
els encounter difficulties, particularly in scenes with com-
plex structures or objects at varying distances. In such
challenging regions, other methods fail to estimate accurate
depth. Furthermore, as shown in the error maps, our method
demonstrates a clear advantage even in regions without
ground truth, despite these areas not being factored into the
evaluation metrics.

Not only does our model retain the fine details in the
depth map, but it also maintains structural integrity in the
potential three-dimensional space. Figure 5 illustrates that
our proposed two-stage distillation improves performance
in the 3D space by visualizing point clouds from the com-
pleted depth maps. In comparison to other methods, our
DMD3C produces a more coherent and complete 3D struc-
ture, further outperforming existing methods.

4.5. Discussions

Effect of Pre-training in the First Stage. First, to evaluate
the impact of the proposed pre-training strategy using un-
labeled images, we conduct an experiment where the depth
completion model is trained from scratch, without any pre-
training. As shown in Table 3, removing the pre-training

1https://www.cvlibs.net/datasets/kitti/

https://www.cvlibs.net/datasets/kitti/


(a) Frame (b) CFormer [77] (c) TPVD [68] (d) BP-Net [48]

(e) Error Map (f) LRRU [54] (g) ImprovingDC [55] (h) DMD3C (Ours)

Figure 4. Qualitative comparison of our proposed DMD3C with several state-of-the-art methods on the KITTI benchmark, using public test
results. Error maps highlight pixels with ground truth. In regions lacking ground truth, our method demonstrates notable improvements in
depth completion, even though these areas are excluded from the evaluation metrics.

Table 3. Ablations on the proposed main components.

Method
KITTI

RMSE ↓ MAE ↓ iRMSE ↓ iMAE ↓

w/o Pre-train 682.34 194.96 1.82 0.84
w/o SSI Loss 684.54 195.65 1.86 0.85
DMD3C 678.12 194.46 1.82 0.85

Table 4. Ablations on different network architectures.

Method
KITTI

RMSE ↓ MAE ↓ iRMSE ↓ iMAE ↓

LRRU [54] 696.51 189.96 1.87 0.81
+ Ours 693.17 189.60 1.85 0.80

CFormer [77] 764.87 183.88 1.89 0.80
+ Ours 760.29 183.62 1.88 0.80

BP-Net [48] 684.90 194.69 1.82 0.84
+ Ours 678.12 194.46 1.82 0.85

step results in a performance degradation, with an increase
in RMSE by 4.22 mm. This demonstrates that pre-training
plays a crucial role in enhancing the model’s ability to gen-
eralize, enabling it to better capture complex geometric fea-
tures across diverse scenes.
Effect of SSI Loss in the Second Stage. Next, we show
the impact of removing SSI Loss in the second distilla-
tion stage, while retaining the standard supervised loss with
sparse ground truth. As shown in Table 3, the results indi-
cate that the proposed SSI Loss improves the model’s per-
formance. This demonstrates the benefit of aligning monoc-
ular depth supervision with real-world scale using SSI Loss.

Table 5. Zero-shot performance comparison with other methods
on out-of-the-domain datasets.

Method ScanNet DDAD VOID1500
RMSE ↓ MAE ↓ RMSE ↓ MAE ↓ RMSE ↓ MAE ↓

CFormer 0.120 0.232 9.606 3.328 0.726 0.261
LRRU 0.132 0.245 9.164 2.738 0.698 0.232
BP-Net 0.122 0.212 8.903 2.712 0.704 0.230
Ours 0.101 0.210 7.766 2.498 0.676 0.225

Network Architectures. We evaluate the compatibility of
our method with different network architectures, as shown
in Table 4. Since we focus on training strategies, we
have the flexibility to various models, demonstrating the
robustness of our approach across different network de-
signs. Specifically, we evaluate BP-Net [48], LRRU [54],
and CFormer (L1 Loss) [77]. BP-Net is one of the most ad-
vanced methods, while LRRU and CFormer are considered
representative architectures. Our approach consistently im-
proves performance across all three models. Notably, BP-
Net with our method achieves the best performance in terms
of RMSE, the primary evaluation metric.
Generalization to Out-of-Domain Datasets. To evaluate
the generalization ability of our method, we conduct zero-
shot testing on unseen datasets, including ScanNet [13],
DDAD [16], and VOID1500 [58], as shown in Table 5. Our
approach consistently achieves the best performance across
all datasets, demonstrating lower RMSE and MAE com-
pared to prior methods. Notably, our method outperforms
BP-Net by a significant margin on DDAD, reducing RMSE
from 8.903 to 7.766, highlighting its effectiveness in han-
dling unseen scenarios.
Application on Dense SLAM. Figure 6 compares a rep-
resentative SLAM method, Droid-SLAM [49], with sparse
LiDAR points (left) and our method with dense depth com-



(a) Input (b) CFormer [77] (c) LRRU [54] (d) ImprovingDC [55] (e) BP-Net [48] (f) DMD3C (Ours)

Figure 5. Qualitative comparison of depth completion methods. This figure demonstrates the performance of various depth completion
models, including CFormer, LRRU, ImprovingDC, BP-Net, and our proposed DMD3C. For each method, we show the input RGB images
with sparse LiDAR points (left), along with the resulting completed depth maps and corresponding 3D point cloud reconstructions.

Figure 6. Qualitative comparison of Droid-SLAM with sparse Li-
DAR points and our method with dense depth completion.

pletion (right). Droid-SLAM suffers from structural distor-
tions and noise, especially in occluded or low-texture areas
(red boxes), due to limited depth information. In contrast,
our method generates more consistent reconstructions, pre-
serving structural details and improving alignment (green
boxes). These results highlight the advantage of dense
depth completion in enhancing SLAM quality.

5. Conclusion

In this work, we present DMD3C, a novel two-stage dis-
tillation framework that distills knowledge from monocular
depth estimation foundation models into the depth comple-
tion task. In the first stage, we introduce a data genera-
tion strategy that leverages monocular depth estimation and
mesh reconstruction to simulate training data, allowing the
model to learn geometric features from diverse natural im-
ages. In the second stage, we propose a scale- and shift-
invariant loss (SSI Loss) combined with a supervised L1
loss with sparse ground truth, which addresses the scale am-
biguity in monocular depth estimation. This ensures con-
sistent depth completions across varying scales and focuses
on learning real-world scale information. Extensive exper-
iments on the depth completion benchmarks demonstrate
that DMD3C achieves state-of-the-art performance, rank-
ing first on the KITTI leaderboard, and significantly outper-
forming existing methods. Our results highlight the frame-
work’s ability to produce high-quality depth maps with im-
proved detail and structural consistency, making it a promis-
ing solution for depth completion tasks.
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