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Abstract
Depth images have a wide range of applications, such as

3D reconstruction, autonomous driving, augmented reality,
robot navigation, and scene understanding. Commodity-
grade depth cameras are hard to sense depth for bright,
glossy, transparent, and distant surfaces. Although ex-
isting depth completion methods have achieved remark-
able progress, their performance is limited when applied
to complex indoor scenarios. To address these problems,
we propose a two-step Transformer-based network for in-
door depth completion. Unlike existing depth completion
approaches, we adopt a self-supervision pre-training en-
coder based on the masked autoencoder to learn an ef-
fective latent representation for the missing depth value;
then we propose a decoder based on a token fusion mecha-
nism to complete (i.e., reconstruct) the full depth from the
jointly RGB and incomplete depth image. Compared to
the existing methods, our proposed network, achieves the
state-of-the-art performance on the Matterport3D dataset.
In addition, to validate the importance of the depth com-
pletion task, we apply our methods to indoor 3D recon-
struction. The code, dataset, and demo are available at
https://github.com/kailaisun/Indoor-Depth-Completion.

1. Introduction
An investigation by the Environmental Protection Agency
(EPA) has found that over 75% of the global population
resides in urban areas and spends approximately 90% of
their time indoors in buildings [31]. With the urban popula-
tion and the proliferation of buildings, there is an increasing
demand for the spatial layout of indoor environments and
the information about objects within them [34]. In order to
meet the demands of human activities, indoor spatial infor-
mation representation is of paramount importance.

Indoor 3D reconstruction [25], which aims to create a
digital spatial information representation of the interior of
a building in three dimensions, has gained increasing atten-
tion recently. Indoor 3D reconstruction has wide-ranging
implications and significance in architecture [30], virtual
reality, navigation guidance, and robotics. Indoor 3D re-
construction typically uses sensors (e.g., RGB-D camera
[12], laser scanning [5], IMUs [16]) to collect indoor scene

data and develop artificial intelligence (AI) methods to ef-
fectively capture the geometric details, spatial layout, and
semantic understanding of the indoor scene.

In indoor 3D reconstruction, depth completion is an im-
portant task. The depth completion task focuses on using
part of the depth data measured in the real scene to obtain
more dense and complete depth data. While existing depth
completion studies have made notable advancements, their
performance is limited when applied to complex indoor sce-
narios. Traditional methods [17, 18, 27, 29, 33] often need
many hand-tuning hyper-parameters, and they struggle to
fill high-quality depth holes and complete complex depth
structures effectively. Existing deep learning-based meth-
ods in depth completion can be divided into two categories:
only taking the depth map as input [2, 4, 13, 22], and com-
bining the depth map with the RGB image as input. The
latter often performs better with more scene information.
Early methods in this category typically directly input the
depth map and RGB image as four-channel data into the
model [20, 23, 24, 26]. To improve them, recent data fusion
methods employ two encoders to process the depth map and
RGB image separately. The dual encoders extract multi-
scale features while performing data fusion [7, 15, 28, 36].
However, the latest methods often suffer from sensitivity to
dynamic environmental lighting, failing to predict accurate
depth completion results under demanding lighting condi-
tions. Moreover, While many depth completion algorithms
are tailored for sparse depth images such as LiDAR, they are
difficult to directly apply to RGBD cameras. Thus, further
research on the network design, and adaptation in complex
indoor scenarios and dynamic environments is needed.

To address these problems, we notice that masks in com-
puter vision could be applied to simulate the missing data.
Mask-based methods, e.g., Masked Autoencoders (MAE)
[10] only apply partial observation to reconstruct the entire
image, making the model learn robust features and improv-
ing the generalization ability. Inspired by this, we consider
the missing depth patches as masks, then train an encoder-
decoder model to complete (i.e., reconstruct) full depth im-
ages. We propose a Vision Transformer-based two-stage
network for indoor depth completion: an MAE-based self-
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Figure 1. Pipelines of depth completion.

supervision pre-training encoder to learn an effective latent
representation from the jointly masked RGB and depth im-
ages; a decoder based on token fusion to complete (recon-
struct) the full depth from an incomplete depth image. To
our knowledge, it is the first work to apply MAE and Vision
Transformers (ViT) in an indoor depth completion task. The
contributions: we introduce an MAE-based self-supervision
pre-training mechanism to learn a latent representation for
the missing depth value, a supervised fine-tuning mecha-
nism for accurate indoor depth completion. We demonstrate
our method on the Matterport3D dataset with SOTA perfor-
mance. By applying on the indoor 3D reconstruction task,
we highlight the importance of the depth completion task.

2. Methods
Like autoencoder-based depth completion approaches, our
method has an encoder that maps the measured depth to
a latent representation, and a decoder that completes (i.e.,
reconstructs) the full depth from the latent representation.
Unlike existing depth completion approaches, we adopt a
mask-based self-supervision pre-training mechanism to ex-
tract an effective latent representation from part depth data;
we employ a Vision Transformer encoder, and merge depth
tokens to achieve the SOTA performance. Our method
includes self-supervision pre-training and supervised fine-
tuning. Figure 1 illustrates the idea, introduced next.
2.1. MAE-based Self-supervision Pre-training
Input In Figure 1(a), we follow a self-supervision learning
pipeline to learn an effective latent representation from par-
tial observation. We divide a raw RGB image and a true

depth image (ground truth) into regular non-overlapping
patches, simultaneously. Then, we sample a subset of
patches and mask the remaining ones. We sample random
patches from a uniform distribution to prevent more masked
patches near the image centre [10]. We mask these patches
to simulate the missing depth in the real scene. The masks
in the raw RGB image and the true depth image are spatially
aligned. Then, we concatenate the unmasked regions of the
RGB image and true depth image to a four-channel RGB-D
image for further feature extraction.
Encoder The remaining RGB-D image patches after mask-
ing are fed into the encoder along with position encodings.
Since the masking operation reduces the size of the input
data, it allows larger encoder modules to be trained with the
same computational cost as the original ViT. We adopt a
self-attention mechanism and a Vision Transformer to learn
global structural information. Our encoder is based on a
Vision Transformer but applied only on unmasked patches.
Like a standard Vision Transformer, our encoder embeds
patches by a linear projection with added position embed-
dings. To represent the position of each patch, we use
absolute position embedding, a learnable parameter. We
straightway add this parameter to the image tokens. Then,
we process the tokens via many Transformer blocks.
Decoder Before the decoder, because our encoder is ap-
plied only on unmasked patches, we need to concatenate
the mask tokens with the encoder’s output. The masks in
RGB-D images are encoded as a shared, learned parameter,
which indicates the presence of missing patches to be pre-



dicted. We add this parameter and position embeddings to
obtain mask tokens. We concatenate the mask tokens with
the encoder’s output. Then, we process the tokens via our
decoder, including many Transformer blocks.
Loss function The tokens after the decoder are then mapped
to the same dimensions as the original image through a fully
connected layer. The purpose of the task is to reconstruct
the masked image patches, similar to the depth completion
task, which aims to reconstruct/complete the depth image.
In the true depth image, partial depth incompleteness is in-
evitable. When the model needs to reconstruct parts that
contain this incomplete depth, we do not wish the missing
depth to mislead the model. Unlike MAE, in the loss func-
tion, we only consider the parts where the depth value ex-
ceeds zero. In particular, we employ the Root Mean Square
Error (RMSE) as the loss function in Equation (1):

RMSE (D,DT ) =

√
1

|O|
∑
p∈O

∥D (p)−DT (p) ∥2, (1)

where D represents the predicted depth image, DT repre-
sents the true depth image, p represents a pixel in the depth
image, and O represents non-zero pixels in DT .

2.2. Indoor Depth Completion based on Supervised
Fine-tuning

Using this pretrained encoder and decoder directly for depth
image completion still has many limitations. The masked
RGB image patches have yet to be utilized for depth pre-
diction (i.e., underuse the full RGB image). Prior infor-
mation from the RGB image has significant guiding impli-
cations [11]. Besides, the patches are square, while missing
depth areas are irregular, resulting in the information loss of
RGB-D images. Therefore, to overcome these limitations,
we consider our encoder as a pre-training model to extract
implicit features and finetune the pretrained model to com-
plete the entire image. Figure 1(b) illustrates the whole al-
gorithm pipeline. The algorithm(b) is similar to the algo-
rithm(a); the main differences:
Input In the fine-tuning process, following the self-
supervised learning method, we feed the masked true depth
image into the encoder and reconstruct the true depth image
conditional on the masked RGB image. In contrast, we use
a supervised learning method to complete the depth image
using the raw RGB and depth images. Thus, the input only
contains RGB-D image patches without masks.
Token Fusion Before the pre-training encoder, the
RGB/depth image patches are fused by concatenation. We
perform multi-modal data fusion at both the input level and
the token level. After the pre-training encoder, the encoder’s
output and depth tokens are fused. We add a residual con-
nection to connect the raw depth image with the intermedi-
ate tokens from the encoder. In this step, the features ex-
tracted from the RGB image and the depth image can be
fused with the depth image for the second time.

Loss function After the decoder, the tokens are mapped to
the same size as the raw depth image through a fully con-
nected layer. Different from (1), we compute the loss in all
patches, including non-zero pixels and zero pixels. Through
the above improvements, our model can utilize the full RGB
image information and carry out two-stage data fusion in the
whole process.

3. Experiments and Discussion
3.1. EXPERIMENTAL SETUP
Dataset We use the famous dataset from work [35], which
is modified on the original MatterPort3D [3]. The original
data set takes RGB and depth panoramas at fixed points in-
doors and then aligns RGB and depth images. We follow
the method [35] to generate true depth images. As a result,
the dataset includes 104699 images for training and 474 im-
ages for testing. The size of each image is 320× 256.
Evaluation Indicators We use the RMSE in the sec-
tion 2.1, Mean Error(ME), Structure Similarity Index Mea-
sure(SSIM [32]), and δt for performance comparison.
Hyperparameters The input images are resized to 224 ×
224. The channel is 4. We set the mask rate in our pre-
training model at 75%. The encoder comprises 24 lay-
ers with 16 attention heads and an embedding dimension
of 1024. The decoder comprises 8 layers with 16 atten-
tion heads and an embedding dimension of 512. Our pre-
training model is trained for 200 epochs while our fine-
tuning model is trained for 20 epochs.
3.2. Quantitative and Qualitative comparison
In Table 1, we compare our proposed methods with some
existing depth completion methods, including traditional
methods (e.g., joint bilateral filter, JBF), FCN-based meth-
ods (ResNet18), the methods of Zhang [35] and [15], and
Struct-MDC[14]. Compared to the existing methods, our
proposed methods, achieve the state-of-the-art (SOTA) per-
formance on the Matterport3D dataset. The result shows
our significant improvement in most of the evaluation met-
rics (e.g., RMSE, ME and δt).

The pre-training model is better than the traditional
methods (e.g., MRF) and the method of Zhang [35] on
RMSE, and only better than the Joint bilateral filter on ME,
and better than Joint bilateral filter and FCN on SSIM.

Our fine-tuning model achieves a significant improve-
ment. More importantly, our fine-tuning model achieves
superior performance on the Matterport3D dataset. In par-
ticular, on δt and ME, our fine-tuning model performs best.
In Figure 2, our method learns the structural features in the
scene effectively, reconstructing the edge structure instead
of only smoothing the missing depth values.

Our fine-tuning model also has limitations. It is slightly
inferior to the method of Huang[15] on SSIM. SSIM fo-
cuses on the overall structure of graphics and the intuitive
feeling of human eyes[32]. And SSIM can be easily af-
fected by variance and mean. For example, in Figure 2, the



Table 1. Quantitative comparison of our proposed methods against the existing SOTA methods on the Matterport3D dataset. RMSE and
MAE are measured in meters.

Methods RMSE↓ ME↓ SSIM↑ δ1.25 ↑ δ1.252 ↑
Joint Bilateral Filter 1.978 0.774 0.507 0.613 0.689
MRF[9] 1.675 0.618 0.692 0.651 0.780
AD[19] 1.653 0.610 0.696 0.663 0.792
FCN 1.262 0.517 0.605 0.681 0.808
Zhang[35] 1.316 0.461 0.762 0.781 0.851
Huang[15] 1.092 0.342 0.799 0.850 0.911
Struct-MDC[14] 1.060 0.503 0.534 0.656 0.713
Pre-training 1.216 0.675 0.642 0.705 0.800
Fine-tuning w/o Pre-training 0.660 0.243 0.654 0.794 0.904
Fine-tuning w/ Pre-training 0.690 0.206 0.765 0.852 0.912

Figure 2. Qualitative comparison of our proposed methods against the existing depth completion methods on the Matterport3D dataset.
Table 2. 3D Reconstruction Errors

Methods Mean (m)↓ Median (m)↓ Standard Deviation (m)↓ Minimum (m) Maximum (m)↓
Depth uncompletion 0.138 0.053 0.200 0.0 1.106

Depth completion 0.086 0.057 0.101 0.0 1.100

depth images generated by our Transformer models have
unsmooth grids, which need to be improved in the future.
4. An application:Indoor 3D Reconstruction
Indoor 3D reconstruction by RGB-D cameras has many er-
rors because of camera limitations (e.g., bright lighting con-
ditions, limited measured range, and depth images often
contain holes and noise). We claim that deep completion
plays a crucial role in ensuring the accuracy and reliability
of indoor 3D reconstruction. We use a living room scene in
the ICL-NUIM dataset [8] to confirm.

As for the input, for a fair comparison, we adopt an im-
age fusion strategy in Equation 2 to merge the depth image
from our depth completion network with the original image.

DR (p) =

{
DO (p) DO (p) ̸= 0,
D (p) DO (p) = 0,

(2)

where DR represents the fused depth image, DO represents
the original depth image, and D represents the depth image,
which is outputted by our depth completion network.

As for evaluation indicators, we followed the evaluation
method recommended by the ICL-NUIM dataset, which
uses the point cloud distance measurement in the open-
source software (i.e., CloudCompare [6]) to quantify the re-
construction quality of 3D models.

We choose ORB SLAM3 [1] to estimate pose esti-
mation and then use TSDF volume and marching cubes
algorithm[21] to get 3D reconstruction models. Since the
estimated trajectories exhibit minimal disparity, we conduct
separate experiments to compare the 3D reconstruction re-
sults using the completed depth image DR or the original,
incomplete depth image DO. The errors are shown in Ta-
ble 2. It can be observed that the depth completion method
leads to a more minor mean error, standard deviation, and
maximum error. Only the median error slightly increases.
Overall, ORB SLAM3 with completed depth images per-
forms better than incompleted depth images.

5. Conclusion
Although depth cameras can sense the distance information
between objects, many depth values are often lost because
of the bright, glossy, transparent, and distant surfaces. In
this paper, we propose a two-stage Transformer-based net-
work to complete an indoor depth image given a single
RGB-D image. Our proposed network achieves the SOTA
performance on the Matterport3D dataset. An indoor 3D
reconstruction task application highlights the depth com-
pletion’s importance. We believe our method can be widely
applied in other areas, including 3D understanding, building
renovation or construction, etc.
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