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Distilling Multi-view Diffusion Models into 3D Generators
Hao Qin, Luyuan Chen, Ming Kong*, Mengxu Lu, Qiang Zhu
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Fig. 1. DD3G can distill visual knowledge from MV-DM into the 3D Gaussian generator to achieve rapid and generalized high-quality 3D generation.

Abstract—We introduce DD3G, a formulation that Distills a
multi-view Diffusion model (MV-DM) into a 3D Generator using
gaussian splatting. DD3G compresses and integrates extensive
visual and spatial geometric knowledge from the MV-DM by
simulating its ordinary differential equation (ODE) trajectory,
ensuring the distilled generator generalizes better than those
trained solely on 3D data. Unlike previous amortized optimization
approaches, we align the MV-DM and 3D generator represen-
tation spaces to transfer the teacher’s probabilistic flow to the
student, thus avoiding inconsistencies in optimization objectives
caused by probabilistic sampling. The introduction of probabilis-
tic flow and the coupling of various attributes in 3D Gaussians
introduce challenges in the generation process. To tackle this, we
propose PEPD, a generator consisting of Pattern Extraction and
Progressive Decoding phases, which enables efficient fusion of
probabilistic flow and converts a single image into 3D Gaussians
within 0.06 seconds. Furthermore, to reduce knowledge loss and
overcome sparse-view supervision, we design a joint optimization
objective that ensures the quality of generated samples through
explicit supervision and implicit verification. Leveraging existing
2D generation models, we compile 120k high-quality RGBA
images for distillation. Experiments on synthetic and public
datasets demonstrate the effectiveness of our method. Our project
is available at: https://qinbaigao.github.io/DD3G project/.

Index Terms—3D Generation, 3D Gaussian Splatting, Knowl-
edge Distillation, Probabilistic Flow.

I. INTRODUCTION

W ITH the rapid development of 2D-AIGC [1] and 3D
Gaussian Splatting [2] technologies, there is a signif-

icant opportunity for the automated generation of 3D assets
from a single image. However, a key challenge that has
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persisted is the scarcity of high-quality 3D data. 3D generators
trained exclusively on 3D data [3], although capable of rapid
generation, typically exhibit limited generalization capabilities
and lack a proper understanding of plausible 3D shapes.

Thanks to the rich visual knowledge in pre-trained diffusion
models [4], [5], the idea of constructing 3D objects using
Score Distillation Sampling (SDS) [6] has recently gained
widespread attention [7], [8]. Despite significant progress,
this approach is still limited by the complex, sample-wise
optimization process, which requires substantial computational
resources and time during the generation process. To improve
generation speed, several studies adopt a two-stage 3D gen-
eration strategy: first producing multi-view images using MV-
DM, then employing them for 3D reconstruction or generation
[9], [10]. This approach significantly accelerates the generation
process, but it is prone to error accumulation and often leads
to voids and subtle shadow artifacts in the generated samples.
In addition, repeated inference of the denoiser within MV-
DM during the generation process undermines the real-time
performance of this strategy.

Recently, some researchers have attempted to optimize the
triplane generator directly using pre-trained visual models
through amortized optimization [11], [9], [12]. This approach
allows for the generation of triplets with a single forward pass
during inference, ensuring high generation efficiency while
avoiding the limitations of scarce training data. Essentially, this
method transfers the visual knowledge from the pre-trained
model to the triplane generator, providing a reference for the
automated generation of 3D Gaussians. However, this high-
dimensional and complex knowledge mapping is undoubtedly
a challenging task. Additionally, existing amortized optimiza-
tion methods often lose latent probabilistic information during
training, preventing complete alignment between the represen-
tation spaces of teacher and student models and thus hindering
the knowledge distillation process.
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To address the aforementioned challenges, we propose
DD3G, which achieves rapid and generalized single image-to-
3D Gaussians generation by distilling an MV-DM into a 3D
generator. During inference, the MV-DM is no longer required;
instead, we rely solely on the distilled knowledge embedded
within the 3D Gaussian generator to achieve feed-forward
3D generation. By doing so, we eliminate error accumulation
and improve real-time performance compared to the conven-
tional two-stage generation strategy, while the extensive visual
knowledge retained in the MV-DM ensures the generalizability
of the distilled model. Specifically, by simulating the ODE
trajectory using the DDIM sampler [13], we perform inference
on the MV-DM to obtain {N, C, II, OI} quadruples, where N,
C, II, and OI represent, respectively, the initial noise sampled
from a Gaussian distribution, the camera poses, the input
image, and the output multi-view images. These quadruples are
then employed in a weakly-supervised training regime for the
3D generator. The deterministic nature of the DDIM sampler
ensures a one-to-one correspondence between N-C-II and OI,
thereby aligning the representation space of the MV-DM and
the 3D generator. Moreover, incorporating N and C allows
the 3D generator to learn the probabilistic flow within the
MV-DM, providing the essential condition for addressing the
ill-posed nature of 3D generation.

The weakly-supervised distillation scenario introduces novel
challenges in designing generators and optimization objec-
tives. To better facilitate the conversion from N-C-II to 3D
Gaussians, we propose a novel 3D Gaussian generator named
PEPD, which formulates the generation of 3D Gaussians as a
2D-to-3D lifting task. As illustrated in Fig. 1, PEPD consists of
two phases: Pattern Extraction (PE) and Progressive Decoding
(PD). In the PE phase, to efficiently capture probabilistic flows
in MV-DM and provide generalized guidance for subsequent
generation, we map N and C under the guidance of II to
obtain the fundamental patterns for lifting the image. In the
PD phase, we decode features at multiple levels of a single-
branch network via distinct mapping heads. This allows us
to effectively capture diverse attributes, maintaining computa-
tional efficiency and mitigating the issues caused by coupling
among unstructured attributes in 3D Gaussians. Moreover,
the transformer-based architecture enhances the scalability of
PEPD, thereby providing significant potential for DD3G.

Simple data distillation can lead to overly sparse supervi-
sory signals and significant knowledge loss. To address this
limitation, we design a joint optimization objective that incor-
porates explicit supervision and implicit verification through
a curriculum learning strategy. Explicit supervision ensures
the alignment of representations between the teacher and
student models during distillation by simulating the ODE
solver, enabling the student model to learn an effective prob-
abilistic flow. However, simple explicit distance metrics are
insufficient to fully map the complex nonlinear distributions
fitted through multiple iterations in MV-DM into the student
model [14]. Meanwhile, the sparse multi-view images OI lack
full supervision for 3D objects, leading to confusing visual
artifacts for certain unseen views. In the field of diffusion
acceleration, adversarial loss has been proven effective in
mitigating knowledge loss when distilling complex distri-

butions [15], [16]. Yet, the scarcity of 3D data makes it
challenging to construct a high-quality 3D discriminator or a
dense multi-view consistency verifier. Alternatively, we revisit
the SDS loss, which fails to efficiently capture the probabilistic
information in MV-DM. However, when used judiciously, it
can serve as an excellent multi-view consistency verifier with
effects similar to adversarial loss. Therefore, we adopt it as an
implicit verification objective.

The collection of quadruples and the computation of the
implicit verification objective require RGBA images. To this
end, we collect 120k high-quality RGBA images, including
those generated using 2D-AIGC techniques [17], [18], [19]
and front-facing renderings of objects from Objaverse [20].
All images have been manually filtered to exclude low-quality
data. With the rapid advancement of image-to-3D generation
technologies, there is a concomitant increase in the demand for
high-quality RGBA image data featuring individual objects.
In response, we will release our dataset publicly to serve as a
foundational resource for subsequent research.

Our main contributions are as follows:
• We propose a formulation, DD3G, which enables the

distillation of an MV-DM into a 3D Gaussian generator,
offering a novel and general solution for image-to-3D
generation.

• We introduce a novel 3D Gaussian generator, PEPD,
which incorporates both the Pattern Extraction and Pro-
gressive Decoding phases. PEPD efficiently learns the
probabilistic flow within MV-DM and enables fast and
generalized image-to-3D lifting.

• We develop a joint optimization objective by combin-
ing explicit supervision and implicit verification through
curriculum learning, addressing the challenges of sparse
supervisory signals and knowledge loss inherent in the
data distillation process.

• We collect 120k high-quality RGBA image data, which
provides a foundation for future research. Extensive ex-
periments on synthetic and public datasets validate the
effectiveness of our approach.

II. RELATED WORK

A. 3D Generation through Score Distillation

SDS [6], also known as Score Jacobian Chaining (SJC) [21],
is an optimization method that distills knowledge from pre-
trained diffusion models. Given the rich visual knowledge em-
bedded in these pre-trained models, SDS enables generalized
3D generation. To further improve the quality and efficiency
of the generation process, researchers have proposed various
score distillation methods following enhancements to SDS
[22], [23], [24]. These methods largely adhere to the same
optimization paradigm:

LSD = Et,ϵ,c̃ [w(t) (ϵϕ(xt; t, y, c̃)− ϵ̂)] , (1)

where, ϵ̂ can be the noise predicted by the original or fine-
tuned U-Net. Different design choices lead to varying genera-
tion outcomes. Despite significant progress, this sample-wise
optimization approach still requires substantial computational
resources.
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Fig. 2. DD3G trains the 3D Gaussian generator PEPD to lift a single image into a 3D object. Given the offline collected {N, C, II, OI} (noise, camera
pose, input image, output multi-view images) quadruples as training samples, the Pattern Extraction (PE) phase extracts the lifting pattern of II from random
information NC, as the general guidance for the Progressive Decoding (PD) phase to decouple the 3D Gaussian attributes progressively. Furthermore, the joint
optimization objective that combines explicit supervision with implicit verification is formed to improve the quality of generated samples.

B. Feed-forward 3D Generation

To achieve fast and automated 3D generation, some studies
have attempted to train a 3D generator. Initially, researchers
learned priors for 3D objects of fixed categories through an
encoder-decoder structure [25], [26]. As the architectures of
generative models evolved, some works realized multi-type 3D
generation by designing multi-parameter models [27], [28],
[29], [30]. However, these approaches have been limited by
the scarcity of 3D data. In addition, to mitigate the time con-
straints caused by per-sample optimization in score distillation,
works such as [11], [9], [12] have converted the optimization
objective of score distillation from a single 3D object to a
3D generator. These methods achieve prompt-amortized feed-
forward 3D generation but suffer from the loss of probabilistic
flow in pre-trained visual models. VFusion3D [31], which uses
samples generated by video diffusion models [32] to train
LRM [30], faces a similar issue. Our method also falls under
feed-forward 3D generation, and it achieves fast 3D generation
without the loss of probabilistic flow.

C. Generative Gaussians Splatting

Thanks to its excellent rendering speed and representation
quality, 3D Gaussian Splatting (3DGS) [2] has recently at-
tracted significant attention and made substantial progress [33],
[34]. The original 3DGS requires the reconstruction of 3D
Gaussians from multiple images. Later studies begin exploring
methods to obtain high-quality 3D Gaussians using only a
single image. TGS [35], AGG[36], and BrightDreamer [37]
indirectly obtain 3D Gaussians by combining point clouds with
triplanes. SI [38] maps the input image to one 3D Gaussian
per pixel using 2D operators. GVGEN [39] and GaussianCube
[40] apply structural constraints on the 3D Gaussians to align
them with existing 3D generative models. Single image-to-3D
Gaussians is an ill-posed task and requires external knowl-
edge, with existing approaches relying on limited 3D data.
Considering that pre-trained MV-DMs contain rich 2D and
3D visual knowledge, we attempt to leverage this knowledge

to achieve high-quality 3D Gaussian generation. To the best of
our knowledge, we are the first to attempt distilling knowledge
from MV-DM into a 3D Gaussian generator.

III. METHOD

Our goal is to transfer visual knowledge from the pre-
trained MV-DM Ubase to the 3D generator PEPD Gθ via
knowledge distillation. This process is designed to model
the distribution of image-to-3D lifting and achieve rapid,
high-quality 3D Gaussian generation. We begin with a brief
overview of the preliminary concepts. Next, we provide a
detailed explanation of the two phases and the underlying
mechanisms of Gθ. We then examine explicit supervision
and implicit verification, introducing the joint optimization
objective through a curriculum learning strategy. Finally, we
outline the data collection and inference processes.

A. Preliminaries

Denoising Diffusion Implicit Models (DDIM) [13] build
upon the foundation laid by Denoising Diffusion Probabilistic
Models (DDPM) [41] but introduce significant modifications
to the sampling process. It reinterprets the reverse diffusion
process as solving an ODE, enabling deterministic computa-
tion of the reverse trajectory. This reinterpretation not only re-
moves the inherent randomness of DDPM but also streamlines
generation, yielding a more efficient sample reconstruction.
The deterministic sampling process provides prerequisites for
Gθ to learn the probability flow in Ubase.

3D Gaussian Splatting (3DGS) [2] represents a 3D scene
with a set of anisotropic 3D Gaussians G. Each 3D Gaussian
Gi is composed of its position µi ∈ R3, scaling factor si ∈ R3,
rotation quaternion qi ∈ R4, color information ci ∈ Rc, and
opacity αi ∈ R, i.e., Gi = {µi, si, ci, αi, qi}. The tile-based
CUDA rasterizer allows real-time differentiable rendering of
3DGS [42]. However, the various unstructured attributes of 3D
Gaussians are coupled, making it challenging to generate all
3D Gaussians at once.
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Score Distillation Sampling (SDS) [6] bridges the gap
between pre-trained 2D diffusion models and 3D generation,
with its core idea illustrated in Eq. 1. The effectiveness of
SDS is heavily influenced by the noise timestep t; specifically,
a higher noise level enables the 3D model to capture coarse-
grained features, whereas a lower noise level allows it to focus
on fine-grained details [43].

B. PEPD

As shown in Fig. 2, after offline collecting a sufficient
number of {N, C, II, OI} quadruples using a deterministic
ODE solver, we employ the two-phase Gθ to facilitate the
transformation from a single image to 3D Gaussians G:

G = p2(II ⊕ p1(II,N,C)), (2)

where ⊕ denotes concatenation, and p1 and p2 correspond to
the first and second phases of Gθ, respectively.

Pattern Extraction (PE): Unlike original diffusion mod-
els [1], the reverse trajectory of MV-DM is influenced by the
camera parameters. Therefore, we first employ the Plücker ray
embedding [27] to densely encode C in the quadruple and
concatenate it with N to form a random variable NC. Let the
number of sampled noise instances be n, so that NC contains
n sub-random variables, each corresponding to a viewpoint.
In order for Gθ to learn the probabilistic flow from Ubase,
we need to integrate NC into the generative process by some
sensible means.

During the image-to-3D lifting process, the unseen regions
must be inferred from the visible regions in the input image.
Considering the varying utilization patterns of the visible
regions by different types of objects, such as symmetric
objects that can directly replicate visible regions, while ir-
regular objects cannot overly rely on them, we design the
Pattern Extraction phase to perform an initial mapping of
NC under the guidance of II, providing direction for the
subsequent generation process. Specifically, we employ the
Cross Attention (CA) layer to inject image information into
NC, and utilize the 3D Self-Attention (3SA) layer [44] to
enable interaction between the n sub-random variables in
NC, thereby ensuring the model’s capacity to map space
features. At both the input and output sides of the Pattern
Extraction, we apply convolutional layers to transform feature
dimensions; in the intermediate part, we stack ResBlocks and
SpatialTransformer3D layers, which consist of 3SA, CA, and
the Feed-Forward (FF) layer, to extract the lifting pattern. The
pattern tokens are concatenated with image tokens and serve
as the input for the Progressive Decoding phase.

Progressive Decoding (PD): The various attributes of
3D Gaussians are interrelated, and different combinations of
these attributes can produce the same rendered image. When
using 2D images for supervision, multiple reasonable gradient
descent directions can hinder the expected optimization of
these attributes. To decouple these unstructured attributes,
previous work utilized a dual-branch structure to transform
the prediction of positional information into a point cloud
generation task, thereby separating µi from the other attributes
[35], [36], [37]. However, this dual-branch structure not only
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Fig. 3. Overview of the synthetic image collection process. We adopt the
same method as in [35] to extract the foreground objects in images.

reduces the model’s computational efficiency but also prevents
any interaction between µi and the other attributes.

To address this, we design a single-branch network that
decouples different attributes through a progressive decoding
strategy. Specifically, we construct the backbone of the de-
coding process by stacking PointTransformer [45] blocks, and
then decode features from different levels of the network using
several simple MLP decoders to obtain various attributes. Con-
sidering the meaning of each attribute, we perform progressive
decoding in a manner similar to how humans construct 3D
objects. As shown in Fig. 2, we first decode µi to obtain
the basic shape of the 3D object, then decode si and qi
respectively to capture the object’s outline, and finally decode
ci and αi to retrieve detailed information. The combination of
progressive decoding and a single-branch structure ensures that
different attributes have relatively independent optimization
paths while enabling sufficient interaction between them.

Multiple 3D Gaussians in an object may have similar
attributes, so we choose to decode multiple 3D Gaussians from
a single output token to improve the detail of the generated
samples. We do not apply any structural constraints to the 3D
Gaussians to avoid reducing their representational capacity.
Experiments in Fig. 6 show that PEPD is more effective in
the distillation scenario compared to the baseline. The specific
structure of PEPD is listed in Supplementary Materials.

C. Joint Optimization

We train Gθ by minimizing two optimization objectives:
explicit supervision and implicit verification.

Explicit Supervision: The explicit supervision objective
aims to encourage Gθ to match the large scale structure of
the output of Ubase on a fixed dataset of many {N, C, II, OI}
quadruples. Essentially, it achieves knowledge distillation by
simulating the ODE trajectory of Ubase:

LODE
distill = EN,C,II [d (R (Gθ(N,C, II), C) , OI)] , (3)

where, R represents differentiable rasterization rendering, d
represents the distance metric function, and in DD3G we use
Mean Squared Error (MSE) and Learned Perceptual Image
Patch Similarity (LPIPS) [46], so the overall explicit supervi-
sion objective can be expressed as:

LES = λ1LODE
MSE + λ2LODE

LPIPS, (4)
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Fig. 4. Qualitative comparisons between DD3G and other baselines. Our method achieves significant advantages in overall geometric consistency, primarily
due to the efficient utilization of visual knowledge from MV-DM.

where, λ is the weight coefficient. Although explicit super-
vision can achieve knowledge distillation on its own, we ob-
serve that it causes geometric inconsistencies in the generated
3D objects, which results in lower multi-view coherence. In
the field of diffusion acceleration, Lin et al. [14] find that
transferring the complex distribution from the teacher model
to the student model using distance metrics such as MSE,
L1, and LPIPS leads to knowledge loss. They also point out
that adversarial objectives can effectively mitigate this issue.
Based on this, we aim to incorporate adversarial objectives into
3D distillation. However, considering the limited data and the
complexity of unstructured representations, training a robust
3D discriminator presents significant challenges.

Implicit Verification: SDS assesses the validity of an image
by predicting the noise added on its feature map. We observe
that, when the noise intensity is controlled at a low level,
SDS can implicitly verify the sample within the feature space,
ensuring it aligns with the true distribution without imposing a
specific form. This is conceptually similar to the discriminator
loss. Therefore, we employ MV-DM as a verifier and use
multi-view SDS to construct an implicit verification objective,
addressing challenges such as knowledge loss introduced by
explicit supervision and the poor reasoning in invisible regions
caused by sparse supervisory views in OI:

LIV = Et,II,ϵ,c̃ [w(t) (ϵϕ(zt; t, II, c̃)− ϵ)] ,

s.t. zt = forward(R(Gθ(N,C, II), c̃), t), (5)

where, w(t) is a weighting function, c̃ represents the random

camera poses, and forward denotes the encoding and forward
process of MV-DM. To ensure that the implicit verification
objective does not disrupt the coherent information within the
generated samples, we set the noise-adding timestep t within
a relatively small range.

Curriculum Learning: In the early stages of model train-
ing, the quality of generated samples is poor. This makes it
difficult for the implicit verification—with fewer noise-adding
timesteps—to provide effective gradients, whereas the more
fundamental explicit supervision objective remains unaffected.
To address this, we gradually introduce implicit verification
during the training process while keeping explicit supervision
unchanged:

LDD3G = LES + βiLIV + Lon,

s.t. βi = min
(
0.5 ∗

(
ei/I − 1

)
, η
)
, (6)

where, i and I represent the current iteration number and the
total number of iterations, respectively, η is a hyperparameter
used to control the upper limit of the weight. Lon is the opacity
regularization term to prevent the generation of an excessive
number of transparent 3D Gaussians:

Lon = − 1

M

M∑
i=1

logαi with αi ∈ (0, 1) ∀i, (7)

Random Background Color: We find that if the back-
ground color is kept white during training, Gθ tends to
generate many white 3D Gaussians around the target object.
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TABLE I
QUANTITATIVE COMPARISON BETWEEN DD3G AND BASELINES ON GOOGLE SCANNED OBJECTS AND RTMV-BRICKS. “W/O MV-DM” INDICATES

THAT MV-DM IS NOT REQUIRED DURING THE GENERATION PROCESS.

Method w/o MV-DM Google Scanned Objects RTMV-bricks Generation Time (s) ↓PSNR ↑ SSIM ↑ LPIPS ↓ PSNR ↑ SSIM ↑ LPIPS ↓

SI [38] ✓ 16.03 0.815 0.201 11.76 0.582 0.319 0.03
TGS [35] ✓ 17.37 0.820 0.189 11.85 0.591 0.310 0.11

DG [7] ✗ 13.77 0.801 0.254 10.22 0.569 0.332 106
LGM [10] ✗ 15.60 0.823 0.195 11.83 0.584 0.297 3
V3D [47] ✗ 19.26 0.847 0.163 14.05 0.659 0.212 174

Ours ✓ 19.85 0.883 0.131 15.83 0.702 0.168 0.06

These white 3D Gaussians not only lead to computational
waste but also cause the model parameters to fall into local
optima. To address this issue, we adopt random background
colors for the implicit verification objective:

bgc = 255 ∗
(
1− (1− ζ)3

)
, (8)

where, bgc is the the background color and ζ ∼ U(0, 1).

D. Collecting RGBA Images

In the distillation process of DD3G, the collection of
quadruples and the computation of the implicit verification
objective both rely on RGBA images. However, the quality of
existing RGBA datasets is generally poor and unsuitable for
3D generation. To address this, we collect 120k high-quality
RGBA images, including 80k synthetic images and 40k images
rendered from objects in the Objaverse [20] dataset. The
detailed process of collecting synthetic images is illustrated in
Fig. 3. All images are manually verified to ensure data quality.
The contents of these images cover a variety of everyday
objects, plants, animals, as well as various virtual objects and
cartoon characters. We will make all the data publicly available
to promote future research in image-to-3D generation.

E. Inference

After the distillation of our DD3G, Gθ is optimized to
quickly generate high-quality 3D Gaussians from a single
image. Users can simply randomly select a set of camera
poses and concatenate them with Gaussian noise, then per-
form inference on PEPD with the input image to obtain the
corresponding 3D object.

IV. EXPERIMENTS

A. Experimental Setup

Data: We use 120k RGBA images for distillation and hold
out 200 images as a test set. In addition, we also test on Google
Scanned Objects (GSO) [48] and RTMV-bricks [49]. To strike
a balance between training cost and generation quality, we
simulate the ODE of ImageDream [4] using 50 steps of DDIM,
generating 2.8 million quadruples.

Training: During training, we set both λ1 and λ2 to 0.5
and η to 0.4. t is randomly selected from the range [20, 300],
and the rotation angle of c̃ ranges from [-180, 180], while the
pitch angle ranges from [-5, 5]. We use the Adam optimizer
[50] to update the parameters of PEPD with the learning rate
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Fig. 5. Illustration of CLIP Similarity and User Study. The samples generated
by PEPD are more aligned with human preferences.

set to 1e-5. The size of the rendered images is set to 256*256.
To enhance the stability of training, we apply Exponential
Moving Average (EMA) to the model parameters and clipped
the gradients during backpropagation to the range (-5.0, 5.0).
All scaling factors s are adjusted to the range of (-9, -3) using
the sigmoid function. We train the model on a 6 A100-80G
server, with the batch size set to 72. The model training and
quadruple generation take approximately 2,600 GPU hours.

Progressive Decoding: We weight and sum the features ex-
tracted from the outputs of adjacent PointTransformer blocks
to form the input for a specific attribute’s decoder. The
weighting coefficients for the inputs of the µ, s, q, c, and
α decoders are respectively [0.15, 0.7, 0.15], [0.15, 0.7, 0.15],
[0.15, 0.7, 0.15], [0.2, 0.8], and [0.2, 0.8]. Each token is
decoded into 512 3D Gaussians, and the 3D object generated
by PEPD contains a total of 157,184 3D Gaussians.

Baselines and Metrics: We compare our method with
previous state-of-the-art single image-to-3D Gaussians meth-
ods. Based on whether MV-DM is involved in the generation
process, these methods can be categorized into two types: (1)
SI [38], TGS [35]; (2) DG [7], LGM [10], and V3D [47]. In
line with [35], [38], we calculate Peak Signal-to-Noise Ratio
(PSNR), Structural Similarity (SSIM), and perceptual loss
(LPIPS) on GSO and RTMV-bricks. Since our work, as well
as DG and LGM, assume that the input image’s angle is not
zero but a hidden variable, during testing, we manually rotate
the generated samples to align their 0-degree view with the
input image. Additionally, we follow [7], [10] to calculate the
clip similarity [51] between the input image and the rendered
images of the output sample’s various views, and conduct a
user study.
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(a) (b) (c)Input (d)

Fig. 6. Ablation study of PEPD. We train different backbones in DD3G with
the explicit supervision objective, which are (a) TGS, (b) SI, (c) PD, and (d)
the full PEPD.

B. Comparison with Baselines

Qualitative Comparisons: We compare the generated sam-
ples of PEPD trained via DD3G with those of the baselines,
as shown in Fig. 4. TGS and SI are feed-forward methods that
offer fast generation speeds; however, the limited 3D training
data restricts their ability to understand spatial structures,
resulting in geometric distortions in the generated objects.
LGM and V3D require the involvement of MV-DM during
inference. While they produce better generation results from
certain perspectives, they are prone to artifacts from other
viewpoints. By directly distilling visual knowledge from MV-
DM into the generator, we achieve efficient and geometrically
consistent 3D generation.

Quantitative Comparisons: In addition, we conduct quan-
titative comparisons. First, we render 12 images from different
viewpoints for each object in the test set and evaluate the
quality of novel view synthesis in comparison with baselines,
as shown in Tab. I. It can be observed that our method
significantly outperforms all baselines across all metrics while
maintaining fast generation speeds. Next, we calculate the
CLIP score between the input image and the rendered images
of the generated 3D objects using 200 synthesized images
and conduct a user study. We randomly present 10 sets of
generated samples from different methods to 47 volunteers,
who are asked to rate the 3D objects based on their intuitive
impressions, with a score of 1 representing very poor quality
and 10 representing perfection. Fig. 5 shows the average CLIP
score and quality score for each method, and it can be seen
that our method best aligns with human preferences. The
Supplementary Materials provide comparisons with generators
of other representations.

C. Effectiveness of Each Component

To achieve efficient knowledge distillation, we propose
a novel 3D Gaussian generator, PEPD, and design a joint
optimization objective specifically tailored for DD3G. Here,

TABLE II
QUANTITATIVE RESULTS ON GSO OF THE ABLATION STUDY IN FIG. 6.

Group PSNR ↑ SSIM ↑ LPIPS ↓

(a) 15.88 0.781 0.204
(b) 16.95 0.793 0.193
(c) 18.16 0.831 0.175

(d) 19.85 0.883 0.131

we validate their effectiveness through ablation experiments.
Fig. 6 demonstrates the impact of different network architec-
tures on the generated samples when distillation is performed
using the explicit supervision objective. Tab. II presents the
quantitative experimental results on GSO for the various
experimental groups illustrated in Fig. 6.

Effectiveness of PD: Initially, we intend to directly use ex-
isting 3D Gaussian generators, such as TGS and SI. However,
during the implementation, we observe that these generators
are designed for 3D data and require knowledge of the camera
pose of the input image during training. They also align the
output with standard images rendered from 3D data. In our
experiments, we fix the camera pose of the input image with
the expectation that the network can automatically disregard
the influence of the camera pose. As shown in Fig. 6a and
6b, existing generators do not converge well in DD3G. We
hypothesize that this is because the distillation process of
DD3G is essentially a form of weakly-supervised learning,
which cannot provide precise camera poses and supervisory
images, leading to the failure of the components in 3D-data-
oriented generators. Fig. 6c shows the experimental results
when ignoring probabilistic information and using only the
PD. It can be observed that using PD alone achieves better
generative samples than other network architectures, primarily
due to the simplified single-branch structure and the progres-
sive decoding strategy.

Effectiveness of PE: As shown in Fig. 6c, when the
probabilistic information from the teacher model is ignored,
the generated samples, while geometrically reasonable, lose
many fine details. During training, we observe that directly
concatenating the probabilistic information with the input
image results in an unstable training process. To efficiently
integrate the probabilistic flow into the generator, we design
the Pattern Extraction (PE) phase. The experimental results of
distilling the full PEPD are presented in Fig. 6d. It can be
observed that with the introduction of PE, even when only
explicit supervision is used, the model’s generation capability
improves significantly, with the generated samples exhibiting
richer texture details.

Effectiveness of Joint Optimization: Furthermore, Fig. 7
and Tab. III present the experimental results obtained using the
complete PEPD as the generator with different optimization
objectives. It can be observed that, in the absence of the
implicit verification objective, the model still ensures con-
vergence. However, the generated samples exhibit confusing
visual effects from certain viewpoints, and the overall color
saturation is insufficient. When only implicit verification is
used, the model fails to converge, likely due to the insufficient
noise intensity, which fails to provide an effective optimiza-
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Joint Optimization Implicit VerificationExplicit Supervision 

Fig. 7. Ablation study of optimization objectives. The absence of implicit
verification leads to unreasonable generated samples in certain views and
weaker overall color. Meanwhile, the lack of explicit supervision results in
the loss of details.

TABLE III
QUANTITATIVE RESULTS ON GSO OF THE ABLATION STUDY IN FIG. 7.

Objective PSNR ↑ SSIM ↑ LPIPS ↓

Explicit Supervision 19.06 0.862 0.147
Implicit Verification 18.47 0.849 0.160

Joint Optimization 19.85 0.883 0.131

tion gradient for the generator. Therefore, we redesign the
noise intensity according to the strategy in [23] and conduct
experiments, as shown in Fig. 7. In the absence of explicit
supervision, the generated samples tend to lose fine details, and
regions that are not visible become blurred. We attribute this to
the fact that, in addition to the oversaturation characteristics
introduced by the SDS loss itself [22], the lack of explicit
supervision reduces the ability of the student model to align
its representation space with that of the teacher model, leading
to the loss of some probability flow.

The necessity of further design details is discussed and
experimentally validated in the Supplementary Materials.

D. Experiments on Photographs

To evaluate the applicability and robustness of our proposed
method in realistic scenarios, we perform additional exper-
iments utilizing real-world photographs captured by smart-
phone cameras, as presented in Fig. 8. Remarkably, even
though our training dataset does not include photographic
images, our model successfully generalizes and produces high-
quality 3D reconstructions from these images. The synthe-
sized results demonstrate accurate geometry, underscoring
our method’s strong ability to handle data variations inher-
ent in real-world photography, such as varying illumination,
viewpoint changes, background complexity, and slight noise.
These results validate the practical value and versatility of
our method, suggesting its potential effectiveness in broader
real-life applications, particularly in scenarios involving data
captured by consumer-level devices.

Input Output

Fig. 8. Samples generated from photographs taken with mobile phones.

TABLE IV
QUANTITATIVE EXPERIMENTAL RESULTS ON GSO OBTAINED BY

MODELS DISTILLED FROM DIFFERENT TRAINING DATASETS.

Type and Quantity PSNR ↑ SSIM ↑ LPIPS ↓

Rendered (40k) 18.32 0.830 0.164
Synthetic (40k) 16.55 0.807 0.203

Rendered (20k) + Synthetic (40k) 18.36 0.831 0.158

Rendered (40k) + Synthetic (80k) 19.85 0.883 0.131

E. Ablation Study of the Dataset

We collect a comprehensive dataset comprising 120k RGBA
images to facilitate effective knowledge distillation from MV-
DM. The dataset includes a diverse combination of synthetic
and rendered images, aiming to provide sufficient variability
and complexity for robust model training. To systematically
evaluate the impact of dataset composition on the performance
of the distilled PEPD model, we conduct a series of abla-
tion experiments. As detailed in Tab. IV, we methodically
vary the type and quantity of synthetic and rendered images
and subsequently evaluate the trained models on the GSO
benchmark. Our results indicate that: 1) increasing the total
volume of training data consistently improves model accuracy,
underscoring the model’s ability to effectively leverage larger
datasets; and 2) perhaps more notably, rendered images exhibit
a disproportionately positive impact on performance compared
to synthetic images, likely because their distribution more
closely resembles that of the test data.

F. Interpolation Results

To further validate the generalization ability of PEPD after
distillation training, we conduct a latent space interpolation
experiment. We fix N and select two distinct input images, ex-
tracting their latent features via DINO encoding [52]. A linear
interpolation between these representations yields intermediate
codes that we feed into PEPD to generate corresponding 3D
outputs. As shown in Fig. 9, the outputs transition smoothly
as the interpolation weights vary. This smooth transformation
indicates that our model learns a continuous latent space
capturing meaningful geometric variations rather than merely
memorizing the training set. The consistent generative process
confirms that our distillation training effectively transfers
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Fig. 9. Illustration of PEPD’s output when using interpolated input embeddings (1− β)II1 + βII2.

Fig. 10. Illustration of multiple inferences performed on the same Christmas
tree image. While there are certain differences in texture and structural details
among the multiple inferences, the overall layout of the various elements
shows minimal variation when compared to the 2D diffusion model.

knowledge, enhancing robustness and generalization to unseen
inputs, and underscores the importance of a well-structured
latent space for 3D reconstruction.

G. Discussion and Prospects

We perform inference on a Christmas tree image using the
trained PEPD model and render the results of three inference
runs from the same viewpoint, as shown in Fig. 10. The
multiple inference results exhibit some variation in texture
and structure. However, we observe that the model tends to
generate in a conservative manner (e.g., it rarely produces
large deformations, even in occluded regions), resulting in
reduced sample diversity compared to the original MV-DM.
We attribute this to the insufficient quantity of RGBA images
and quadruples collected, which likely limits the full potential
of DD3G, placing the entire network in a state of “under-
distillation.” In addition, the reduction in diversity is also a
challenge in the 2D distillation domain [15], suggesting that,
beyond increasing the dataset size, further research into the
distillation mechanism is necessary.

To strike a balance between computational cost and perfor-
mance, we select ImageDream [4] as the teacher model and
verifier. It is foreseeable that using larger models with more
views, such as SV3D [5], could further enhance the distillation
process. However, this will lead to a significant increase in
computational demands, estimated at around 40,000 A100
GPU hours. Fortunately, collecting more RGBA image data
and increasing computational power is relatively straight-
forward for the broader research community. DD3G holds

substantial potential, as it no longer requires the involvement
of 3D data during the distillation process.

V. CONCLUSION

In this paper, we propose DD3G, a formulation that enables
the distillation of knowledge from MV-DM into a 3D gener-
ator. To align the student model with the teacher model in
the representation space and achieve efficient 3D Gaussian
generation in weakly-supervised settings, we design a 3D
Gaussian generator, PEPD, consisting of two phases: Pattern
Extraction and Progressive Decoding. Moreover, by combin-
ing explicit supervision with implicit verification objectives,
we perform joint optimization for PEPD, mitigating issues
such as knowledge loss during the distillation process and
unreasonable views. Qualitative and quantitative experiments
demonstrate the effectiveness of our method. Since 3D data
is no longer required during the distillation process, DD3G
is expected to achieve even better results in the future as the
scale of RGBA image data increases.
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