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Abstract

Despite advancements in self-supervised monocular depth estimation, challenges
persist in dynamic scenarios due to the dependence on assumptions about a static
world. In this paper, we present MGDepth, a Motion-Guided Cost Volume Depth
Net, to achieve precise depth estimation for both dynamic objects and static back-
grounds, all while maintaining computational efficiency. To tackle the challenges
posed by dynamic content, we incorporate optical flow and coarse monocular
depth to create a novel static reference frame. This frame is then utilized to build
a motion-guided cost volume in collaboration with the target frame. Additionally,
to enhance the accuracy and resilience of the network structure, we introduce an
attention-based depth net architecture to effectively integrate information from
feature maps with varying resolutions. Compared to methods with similar compu-
tational costs, MGDepth achieves a significant reduction of approximately seven
percent in root-mean-square error for self-supervised monocular depth estimation
on the KITTI-2015 dataset.

Keywords: Unsupervised Learning, Depth Estimation, Ego-motion Estimation,
Dynamic Scenario, Attention Mechanism.

1. Introduction

The role of vision-based depth estimation (VDE) has become increasingly
important in computer vision due to its ability to understand the 3D geometry of
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a scene based on the 2D observation, which serves as the foundation for various
high-level 3D tasks such as scene reconstruction [38], 64} 30], object detection
[51]] and navigation [7]. Moreover, VDE has enabled state-of-the-art applications
ranging from autonomous driving [59, to augmented reality 36, 39].

(c) Monodepth2(S) (d) MGDepth

Figure 1: Qualitative comparison on KITTI-2015. (a) shows the RGB image of the current
frame. (b) displays the estimated depth generated by Monodepth?2 trained with monocular mode.
(c) presents the estimated depth of Monodepth2 trained with stereo mode. (d) demonstrates the
estimated depth of MGDepth in monocular mode. Differences are masked out by circles.

Recently, self-supervised depth estimation has emerged as a viable approach
for training depth estimation methods, aiming to alleviate the dependency on ex-
tensive training data and reduce high computational demands. These methods
learn depth maps from either monocular images or stereo image pairs [58]].
Despite the significant advancements made in self-supervised monocular vision-
based depth estimation, a notable performance gap persists when comparing self-
supervised monocular VDEs to self-supervised stereo VDEs. The disparity in per-
formance can be mainly ascribed to the capability of stereo methods to utilize
multiple views for constructing a feature volume, thereby incorporating a greater
amount of 3D camera frustum information. While multi-frame monocular VDEs,
as presented in [53]], have the ability to construct a feature volume based on ad-
jacent frames, the presence of dynamic elements in these adjacent frames can
potentially disrupt the construction of the feature volume.

Taking the aforementioned concern into account, this paper strives to enhance
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the performance of multi-frame monocular VDEs by integrating motion informa-
tion during the inference process and adeptly managing the influence of dynamic
objects in the construction of the feature volume. Experimental results indicate
that the proposed multi-frame monocular VDEs can surpass even previous monoc-
ular VDEs that directly incorporate stereo information during the training process,
as demonstrated in the examples provided in Fig.

Specifically, in light of recent advancements in optical flow estimation and
its successful application in motion detection and estimation tasks, we propose
MGDepth. MGDepth is a self-supervised monocular vision-based depth estima-
tion (VDE) system that leverages motion information through a motion-guided
cost volume constructed with an attention mechanism. The attention mechanism
is chosen due to its demonstrated outstanding performance in representation learn-
ing and effective fusion of diverse information. Our main contributions are sum-
marized as follows:

* We utilize estimated optical flow alongside prior depth information to gener-
ate a new static reference frame. This reference frame effectively neutralizes
the influence of dynamic elements within the original frame.

* By incorporating the new static reference frame, the target frame, and the
initial reference frame, we construct a novel motion-guided volume that
captures the dynamics of moving objects.

* Leveraging the High-Resolution network (HRNet), we introduce an innova-
tive depth estimation architecture that employs attention mechanisms. This
enables the integration of features with varying levels of detail, resulting in
precise pixel-wise dense predictions.

* QOur proposed model outperforms existing single and multi-frame methods
on the KITTI, Cityscapes, and Odometry datasets. Additionally, our model
can be trained efficiently using only a single NVIDIA A10 graphics card
within a reasonable timeframe.

The structure of this paper unfolds as subsequent sections detail various as-
pects. Section II offers a concise overview of related studies concerning monocu-
lar depth estimation techniques. Section III delves into the intricacies of the pro-
posed MGDepth. Findings from experiments and a thorough model analysis are
outlined in Section IV. Section V wraps up with the conclusions drawn from the
presented research.



2. Related Works

2.1. Monocular Depth Estimation

Self-supervised techniques for monocular depth prediction have gained no-
table traction due to their independence from labeled data and their versatility
across various scenarios. Broadly, monocular VDEs fall into two categories: one
relies solely on the present frame for depth estimation, while the other employs
multiple neighboring frames to achieve depth prediction.

2.1.1. Single-frame Monocular Depth Estimation

In the initial category, Monodepth [65] emerges as a leading benchmark, show-
casing reliable results. The model features two networks: one focused on pose
estimation and the other on depth estimation. During the optimization process,
these networks synergize by utilizing the warping connection between depth and
image transformations to construct a photometric loss function. Building upon
this framework, Monodepth?2 [14] introduces a minimal projection error approach
to tackle occlusion and minimize visual artifacts through full-resolution multi-
scale sampling. In addition to employing traditional photometric loss, FeatDepth
[45]] introduces a feature-space-based metric loss to more effectively regulate the
warping relationship between target and source frames. Moreover, DevNet [63]]
enhances its performance by integrating 3D geometric consistency among neigh-
boring frames.

2.1.2. Multi-frame Monocular Depth Estimation

The premise of the second category rests on the notion that integrating tem-
poral information during inference—by employing multiple neighboring frames
as inputs—can enhance the accuracy of the final depth estimation. Initially, this is
accomplished by employing test-time refinement techniques [3, 5, 134, 24]], along
with recurrent neural networks (RNNs) as evidenced in studies like [40, |50, [61]].
The test-time refinement method adopts a monocular strategy to leverage tem-
poral data during testing, whereas the recurrent neural network integrates with
a monocular depth estimation network to analyze continuous frame sequences.
Nonetheless, models utilizing recurrent neural networks often entail high compu-
tational costs and lack a distinct geometric inference approach. Recently, Many-
depth [53]] and MonoRec [54] have made notable advancements in performance
and real-time efficiency by incorporating cost volumes from stereo-matching tasks
for geometric-based reasoning [[16]. These models rely on a photometric loss func-
tion, where temporally neighboring frames are mapped onto the current image



plane using predetermined depth bins. Within the cost volume framework, the
inferred depth with the minimal value corresponds closely to the actual depth.

Nevertheless, these approaches are grounded in static assumptions regarding
scenarios and struggle with dynamic foreground elements. To tackle this limita-
tion, we introduce MGDepth, a technique adept at managing dynamic foreground
by integrating temporal data into the cost volume and implementing a motion-
guided photometric loss function.
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Figure 2: Illustration for the structure of MGDepth. During Stage 1, target and reference frame
I; and I,. are processed Flow Net, Pose Net, and Depth Net to generate optical flow f,.;, transfor-
mation matrix [ R|t],, and coarse depth D¢. During Stage 2, the outputs are used to generate the
motion-guided cost volume V,,. Finally, the motion-guided cost volume V,,, and the target frame
I; are used by Attention-Based Depth Net to produce the refined depth D;.

2.2. Self-supervised VDE for Dynamic Objects

Due to the distinctive characteristics of dynamic objects, researchers have pur-
sued differential treatment of these objects during both the training and infer-
ence processes in self-supervised vision-based depth estimation (VDE) methods.
In [23], dynamic objects are deliberately excluded from consideration to prevent
their influence on the optimization process and maintain the accuracy of the depth
estimation. In [11}42], dynamic objects are initially segmented and subsequently
treated differently in the photometric loss function. This approach allows for the
incorporation of dynamic objects into the depth learning process, enabling their
meaningful contribution rather than direct exclusion. Moreover, in [26, 27, 28], an
effort is made to predict object-level motion information and leverage it to provide



enhanced constraints for self-supervised depth learning. However, these methods
either suffer from high computational demands or exhibit limited performance
improvement. Our proposed method, MGDepth, addresses these limitations by
constructing a motion-guided cost volume that integrates predicted optical flow
information through an attention mechanism.

3. Method

3.1. Overview
The primary structure of MGDepth is based on previous self-supervised monoc-

ular depth estimation algorithms, such as Monodepth [13] and Manydepth [S3],
with the goal of estimating depth from monocular video recorded by an unknown
camera. However, existing methods face difficulties in accurately estimating depth
for moving objects [26, 28]. We propose the following innovative strategies to
achieve accurate monocular depth estimation in complex dynamic scenarios. (1)
We make use of the optical flow information and prior depth information to con-
struct a new static reference frame. (2) Based on the new static reference frame, the
original reference frame, and the new target frame, we construct a motion-guided
cost volume. (3) We introduce an attention-based depth net structure, specifically
designed to proficiently amalgamate feature maps with varying resolutions de-
rived from a high-resolution network.

3.2. Framework

Our objective is to estimate the depth map D, and the rigid transformation
[R|t],+ between the target frame I, and a reference frame I,. To create the con-
straint for self-supervision, we can first reconstruct target frame /; in the following
manner:

Il = ¢(I., Dy, Ky, K, [RIt] ). (1)

Here, K;, K, represents the intrinsic matrices of the target and reference frames,
and ¢(.) denotes the projection process based on homography warping. The ul-
timate photometric loss function, denoted as £,, is computed as the discrepancy
between the transformed image I/ and the reference image [;. This loss function
serves as the optimization objective for the proposed neural network.

The structure of MGDpth is demonstrated in Fig. [2] At the outset, MGDpth
employs a pretrained optical flow network denoted by 6 and a pose network de-
noted by 6, to predict the optical flow f,.; and the transformation matrix [R|t],
from the target frame to reference frame. Concurrently, a prior depth network de-
noted by 6,4 is utilized to estimate the coarse depth map Dy for the target frame.
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Figure 3: Relationship between optical flow and depth in the dynamic scenario. This figure
demonstrates that in a dynamic scenario, there is a discrepancy between the static optical flow and
the real optical flow. p;,

Subsequently, the target frame denoted as [;, the reference frame represented by
I, the coarse depth map denoted as D;, the transformation matrix [ R|t],, and the
optical flow f,..; are utilized collaboratively to construct a motion cost volume
denoted as V,,. The motion-guided cost volume V), and the target frame [; are
used in unison as inputs to the attention-based depth network 6,; with the objec-
tive of predicting the final depth map D;. Subsequently, this predicted depth map
Dy is utilized in the construction of the ultimate motion-guided photometric loss
denoted as L,,,),.

3.3. New Static Reference Frame

To address the depth estimation of moving objects with monocular video, we
leverage the estimation of flow f,.,, transformation matrix [R|t],;, and coarse
depth Df. Using the warping relationship between /; and I,, we can calculate a



depth-based flow (static flow) f/_, according to the following expression:

1
free= H(Kr)(th(Kt)_lDprtrt) - Pe, (2)

where p; are pixels in the frame [;; K, & K, are intrinsic matrix for frames ,.& ;.
As illustrated in Fig. (3] in static scenarios, the static flow f/_, aligns with the real
optical flow f,. ;. In scenarios involving moving objects, the real optical flow f,.;
can be decomposed into static optical flow f/_, and dynamic optical flow f4

ret*

Then the dynamic flow can be calculated as 2 , = f,., — f!_,. The motion mask
could be generated as follow:

Mey = vt = Licills > € 3)

where € is the threshold for distinguishing moving parts. The motion pattern ob-
served in the reference frame can be utilized to create a corresponding mask in
the target frame. This is achieved through the generation of a static motion mask
Mr ., utilizing the static optical flow f/_,. Simultaneously, the dynamic motion
mask M . is derived with the assistance of f,.;. The composite motion mask
for the reference frame is obtained by combining these two masks, denoted as
M, = M u M . The rationale for avoiding the direct computation of mask
M using f/_,. lies in the necessity of inferring the depth of the target frame D,..
This procedure would subsequently lead to a rise in computational demands for
both the training and inference processes.

With M,,,, it becomes possible to reconstruct a new static reference image I,
by eliminating the impact of dynamic objects. This process can be formulated as
follows:

i - I, pi ¢ Mo @)
¢'(Iy, Dy, Ky, K [R|t]1)  pi € Moy,

It is important to note that ¢'(.) differs from ¢(.), as ¢(.) is utilized to generate
current frame information via sampling based on pixel correspondence between
the current frame and the adjacent frame, whereas ¢'(.) generates adjacent frame
by shifting forward pixels of the current frame. Please note that I, is detached to
eliminate its impact on the gradient calculation of backpropagation process.

3.4. Motion-Guided Cost Volume

In constructing the motion-guided cost volume V,, for target frame /;, a set of
parallel planes that are perpendicular to the optic axis of [; is defined, based on



the depth assumptions D = {dy;k = 1,..., M}, where M represents the number
of planes. The feature extractor 0. is utilized to generate the feature maps F;,
F, and F, of I;, I, and I,, respectively. With the aid of D and [R|t],;, a set of

wrapped feature maps {F, e Flk o e D} are generated by warping F, and F,.

t<rrY t<r

Considering V,,, = {Py,k = 1,..., M }, it could be written as:
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Figure 5: Illustration for the construction of Final Volume. Feature maps of the target, reference,
and new static reference frames F;, F, and .7:} are used to generate motion-guided cost volume
V,, with the help of D and [ R|t],+. This volume V,, is combined with target feature map F; via a
channel attention to form the Final Volume.

Here, N denotes the number of reference frames used in construction, while
in our experiment, we typically use a single adjacent frame as a reference frame.
a denotes the parameters used to balance the influence of new static reference
frame I,. The main reason for keeping the first item in the motion-guided cost
volume is that at the early stage of the training process, the prior depth is not
accurate enough which makes the f/_, noisy. With the progress of training, o will
gradually decrease to improve the influence of the new static reference frame in
the construction of V,,,.



Instead of directly taking the volume V), into the later depth network, we pro-
pose to construct the final feature volume V; by combining the V,, with the F;
though channel attention. The process of constructing the final feature volume V'
is presented in Fig. 5]
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Figure 6: Illustration for the structure of Attention-based Depth Net. To effectively lever-
age feature maps of varying resolutions, we employ efficient channel attention to concatenate
high-resolution feature maps with low-resolution feature maps and the low-resolution disparity
map. This resultant feature map is subsequently utilized for disparity prediction within the current
branch and is propagated to the subsequent branch.

3.5. Attention-Based Depth Network

The High-Resolution Network (HRNet) [49] is well-regarded for its ability to
preserve a high level of detail in input images. Although it is widely used in vari-
ous computer vision tasks, its performance in Vision Depth Estimation (VDE) has
not been extensively explored. To enhance the accuracy and efficiency of VDE,
we integrate an efficient channel attention module into the design of the depth
decoder network of the HRNet-based depth network.

The HRNet is composed of multiple branches, denoted as B, each generating
S =b,...,4 features with resolutions of (547, 517 ). Following the framework of
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Monodepth2, we utilize all branches to produce multi-scale disparity maps de-
noted as D?, and apply the same loss function to each branch.

However, instead of exclusively utilizing the feature map from the last stage
of each branch for disparity map prediction, we leverage the efficient channel
attention mechanism. This mechanism integrates feature maps from the current
branch’s various stages, feature maps from deeper branches, and disparities from
deeper branches. This fusion process can be expressed as A([ f]5=}, [ f1]5=), |, DY),
as in Fig. @ for the b*" branch, to collectively inform the disparity estimation pro-
cess.

3.6. Loss Function

To summarize, there are three loss functions used in updating MGDepth’s
weights. The final loss function £ could be written as:

L=L,+Ls+L,. (6)
The photometric loss £,, consists of L; norm and SSIM regularization:
L,=015% Y M,0 |- I
p

_1-SSIM(Z,. 1) )

+0.85 ,
2

where M, is the auto mask introduced in [[13]]. £, is the smooth loss, which could
be written as:
L =0, D;le”%!1 + |0, Dy |e” 1, ®)

where d;* = dt/d_t and d, is the average depth of target frame [47]. And L. is
the consistency loss introduced by [53]], to preserve the consistency between prior
monocular depth and final multi-frame depth, which could be written as:

Lo=Y M., o|D;-D,. 9)
p

3.7. Network Structure
3.7.1. Depth Prior Network

The architecture of the Depth Prior Network (DPN) encompasses a dual-
component system consisting of a depth encoder and a depth decoder. The depth
encoder is established employing the HRNet16 model [49], which has been pre-
trained on the ImageNet dataset [8] and functions as the foundational backbone.
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This encoder operates across four distinct branches, each corresponding to a dis-
tinct pyramidal scale. The feature representations within each of these scales are
subsequently channeled to the depth decoder through a sequence of skip connec-
tions, notably influenced by the UNet framework [44].

The depth decoder is characterized by an attention-based architecture as orig-
inally introduced in our primary manuscript. This component is designed to facil-
itate the fusion of encoded features derived from the depth encoder.

3.7.2. Pose Network

PoseNet exclusively comprises an encoder architecture utilizing a ResNet18
model [19] that has been pre-trained on the ImageNet dataset [8]. Nonetheless, its
distinctive attribute lies in its capacity to generate a 6-degree-of-freedom camera
ego-motion vector, including a 3d translational vector and a 3d rotational vector.

3.7.3. Depth Network

In contrast to the Depth Prior Network, the depth network has a very similar
layout. The key distinction is that, rather than analyzing just one frame at a time,
it often processes two consecutive frames together. Once the first stage’s feature
extraction is complete, these paired feature maps are employed to create a “cost
volume” as outlined in the main text. This cost volume is then blended with the
feature representation of the target frame, resulting in a comprehensive “final vol-
ume.” This final volume plays a crucial role in the subsequent process of building
the depth map.

3.7.4. Optical Flow Network

The low-level computer vision community has favored the task of estimating
the pixel-wise correspondence (Optic Flow) between two frames due to its ap-
plicability across various scenarios, without the need for specialized prior knowl-
edge. Our paper involves adapting the pre-trained Gmflow [S5] on synthetic datasets,
including the Flying Thing, Monkaa, and Driving datasets from the Scene Flow
Dataset [33]] and the Sintel dataset [2]. Notably, Gmflow used in MGDepth was
not trained on any dataset used in our depth and ego-motion estimation experi-
ments. The rationale behind adopting Gmflow lies in its lightweight nature and
rapid inference capabilities, attributed to the inclusion of a dilatation correlation
layer. This selection was made based on the consideration that integrating Gm-
flow into the existing depth estimation framework would not impose substantial
computational overhead.
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Figure 7: Qualitative results on KITTI Dataset. The initial row displays the RGB images of
target frames where depth information has been estimated. The subsequent rows, specifically the
second, third, and fourth, showcase depth maps generated by Monodepth2 trained with stereo
techniques, ManyDepth, and MGDepth, respectively.
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3.8. Discussion And Thinking

MGDepth distinguishes itself from previous methods, such as [[11]], that utilize
category information for segmentation and object tracking. Unlike those methods,
MGDepth operates independently of any prior dataset knowledge. The optical
flow module, pretrained solely on synthetic testing data, significantly enhances its
ability to adapt to various scenarios, eliminating the need for extra labeling efforts.

Furthermore, unlike typical motion segmentation modules relying on optical
flow [56]] that demand substantial computational resources, MGDepth takes a dif-
ferent approach. We directly leverage the optical flow model and integrate neces-
sary information, resulting in reduced computational demands.

4. Experiment

The primary experiments were conducted on the KITTI-2015 [12] and Cityscapes
[46]] datasets. (1) KITTI-2015: We use the Eigen split [9] for both training and
testing our model. To maintain consistency with prior studies [65, 66], we utilized
the same data selection approach and excluded all static images from the training
set. This resulted in 39,810 training images and 4,424 test images.

To ensure uniformity, we employed the camera matrix configuration described
in [14], which applies a single intrinsic matrix to all images and sets the length
focal to the average value.

(2) Cityscapes: To ensure consistency with previous investigations [53} 57],
we selected 69,731 images from the monocular sequences from Cityscapes [6] as
our training dataset, which were preprocessed into triples using scripts from [635].
Our approach does not take into account stereo pairs or semantics. Performance
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assessment was based on the 1,525 test images, and the provided SGM [20] dis-
parity maps were used. Similar to KITTI, we restricted depths to a max of 80m.

T | Method M|S|F WxH Abs Rel | SqRel | RMSE | RMSE log | § <1.25 | § <1.252 | § < 1.25°
EPC++[32] 1024 x 320 | 0.128 | 0.935 | 5.011 0.209 0.831 0.945 0.979
@ FeatDepth[45] 1024 x 320 | 0.099 | 0.697 | 4.427 0.184 0.889 0.963 0.982
% R-MSFEMG6]66] 1024 x 320 | 0.108 | 0.753 | 4.469 0.185 0.888 0.963 0.982
DFR[60] 608 x 160 0.135 1.132 | 5.585 0.229 0.820 0.933 0.971
Packnet-SFM [17] 1280 x 384 | 0.107 | 0.802 | 4.538 0.186 0.889 0.962 0.981
Monodepth2 [14] 1024 x 320 | 0.115 | 0.882 | 4.701 0.190 0.879 0.961 0.982
Zhao [62] e | 1024x320 || 0.113 | 0.704 | 4.581 0.184 0.871 0.961 0.984
Chen [4] . e | 1024x320 || 0.112 | 0.859 | 4.798 0.193 0.879 0.960 0.981
FeatDepth [45] 1024 x 320 | 0.104 | 0.729 | 4.481 0.179 0.893 0.965 0.984
g Wang [43] . 1024 x 320 | 0.106 | 0.773 | 4.491 0.185 0.890 0.962 0.982
a DevNet [63] 1024 x 320 | 0.103 | 0.713 | 4.459 0.177 0.890 0.965 0.982
E 5| Ranjan [43] o | 832x256 0.148 1.149 | 5.464 0.226 0.815 0.935 0.973
v § EPC++ [32] 832 x 256 0.141 1.029 | 5.350 0.216 0.816 0.941 0.976
£ | Guizilini [18] . 640 x 192 0.102 | 0.698 | 4.381 0.178 0.896 0.964 0.984
= | Johnston [22] 640 x 192 0.106 | 0.861 | 4.699 0.185 0.889 0.962 0.982
Monodepth2 [14] 640 x 192 0.115 | 0.903 | 4.863 0.193 0.877 0.959 0.981
Packnet-SFM [17] 640 x 192 0.111 0.785 | 4.601 0.189 0.878 0.960 0.982
Patil [40] o | 640 x 192 0.111 0.821 | 4.650 0.187 0.883 0.961 0.982
Wang [48] . 640 x 192 0.106 | 0.799 | 4.662 0.187 0.889 0.961 0.982
Li [29] o | 640 x 192 0.102 | 0.703 | 4.348 0.175 0.895 0.966 0.984
ManyDepth[53] . 640 x 192 0.098 | 0.770 | 4.459 0.176 0.900 0.965 0.983
Lee [25] . 640 x 192 0.096 | 0.644 | 4.230 0.172 0.903 0.968 0.985
DynamicDepth [11] o | o 640 x 192 0.096 | 0.720 | 4.458 0.175 0.897 0.964 0.984
MGDepth . o | 640x192 0.091 | 0.650 | 4.263 0.171 0.908 0.967 0.984
Lee [27] 832 x 256 0.116 1.213 | 6.695 0.186 0.852 0.951 0.982
InstaDM [26] . 832 x 256 0.111 1.158 | 6.437 0.182 0.868 0.961 0.983
Pilzer [41] 512 x 256 0.240 | 4.264 | 8.049 0.334 0.710 0.871 0.937
| o | Monodepth2 [14] 416 x 128 0.129 1.569 | 6.876 0.187 0.849 0.957 0.983
§ % Videos in the Wild [15] 416 x 128 0.127 1.330 | 6.960 0.195 0.830 0.947 0.981
I é Li [28] 416 x 128 0.119 1.290 | 6.980 0.190 0.846 0.952 0.982
g § Struct2Depth [3] . 416 x 128 0.151 2492 | 7.024 0.202 0.826 0.937 0.972
ManyDepth[53] . 416 x 128 0.114 1.193 | 6.223 0.170 0.875 0.967 0.989
DynamicDepth [11] o | e 416 x 128 0.103 1.000 | 5.867 0.157 0.895 0.974 0.991
MGDepth . o | 416 x 128 0.097 | 0.792 | 5.827 0.154 0.903 0.975 0.993

Table 1: Self-supervised depth estimation results on the KITTI 2015 and Cityscapes. We eval-
uate the performance of algorithms utilizing either stereo or monocular information during the
training phase. Metrics denoted by Color have a lower optimal value, while metrics denoted by
Color have a higher optimal value. The upper portion shows results on the KITTI 2015 dataset
and the lower portion shows results on the Cityscapes dataset. The optimal results in each subsec-
tion are denoted in bold. Our method outperforms all prior approaches in most metrics across all
subsections, irrespective of whether the baselines utilize multiple frames during testing. M: Multi-
frames. S: Motion Segmentation. F: Optical Flow.

(3) KITTI Odometry: For the purpose of odometry evaluation, we subject our
system to the official KITTI odometry split, encompassing 11 driving sequences.
These sequences are accompanied by ground truth odometry acquired through
IMU and GPS readings. In line with prior research endeavors [63} 66], our model’s
training is conducted on sequences 00-08, while sequences 09-10 are reserved for
testing.
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The primary focus of this section is to evaluate the ability of MGDepth and
other state-of-the-art methods to predict depth information and estimate ego-motion.
The depth prediction results are evaluated using widely used metrics [14}10].

The initial evaluation involves assessing MGDepth’s depth estimation perfor-
mance on the KITTI-2015 and Cityscapes. Next, we evaluate its ability to esti-
mate depth for dynamic objects on Cityscapes, utilizing the ground truth motion
segmentation map. Following this, we conduct ablation studies to investigate the
effectiveness of each module proposed in our paper. Finally, we present the re-
sults of MGDepth’s ego-motion estimation performance on the KITTI Odometry
dataset.

4.1. Monocular Depth Estimation

KITTI-2015: In this experiment, the ResNet18 [19] architecture was utilized as
the backbone for the pose network. The HRNetl6 was used as the backbone
for coarse depth network and attention-based depth network. During the train-
ing phase, our MGDepth receives input images with a resolution of 192 x 640.
For testing, we set the minimum and maximum depth values to 0.1m and 80m,
respectively, following the recommendations of [[14} 21]. In our experiment, the
scale factor is computed using the median value of the ground-truth image, em-
ploying the same approach as in [65]]. The upper section of Tab. [I|presents a com-
parison between the performance of MGDepth and state-of-the-art algorithms.
Overall, MGDepth exhibits superior performance compared to other methods,
irrespective of whether monocular or multiview images are used. In particular,
MGDepth demonstrates a significant performance advantage over Manydepth,
which also employs multiview images and a cost volume structure to estimate
depth. MGDepth outperforms Manydepth by a substantial margin of 7.2% in terms
of Abs Rel. In comparison to Dynamicdepth, which employs semantic motion
segmentation maps to leverage high-level computer vision information for precise
depth estimation, MGDepth achieves a superior performance of 5.3% in terms of
the Abs Rel, without the inclusion of any domain-specific information. Quantita-
tive results are shown in Fig.

Cityscapes: In contrast to the KITTI dataset, the Cityscapes dataset features a
higher percentage of dynamic objects. During the training phase on the Cityscapes
dataset, the input resolution of MGDepth is set to 128 x 416. The lower section of
Tab.[T]indicates a substantial performance advantage of MGDepth over its compet-
ing methods. Remarkably, MGDepth exhibits superior performance over Many-
Depth, with a margin of approximately 15.0% in the absolute relative error metric.
Through the visualization of error maps generated by computing the differences
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MGDepth ManyDepth

Figure 8: Qualitative results on Cityscapes (Error Map). The first row exhibits the RGB image
of target frames for which depth information is estimated. The second and third rows illustrate
error maps depicting the absolute relative error concerning the ground truth, where the degree of
accuracy is represented by white (good) to red (poor) color gradations. The mask proposed in
is employed during drawing.

between predicted depth maps and their corresponding ground truth depth maps,
Fig. [ facilitates a qualitative analysis of depth predictions. These observations
indicate that MGDepth offers enhanced accuracy for depth estimation of both dy-
namic foreground and static background. Additionally, the incorporation of a pre-
trained optical flow estimation model with low computational requirements has
resulted in a minimal increase in parameter size and running time for MGDepth.
Quantitative results are shown in Fig. [§]

Type | Method M WxH AbsRel | SqRel | RMSE | RMSE log | § <1.25 | § <1.25% | § < 1.25%
S InstaDM 832 x 256 0.139 1.698 | 5.760 0.181 0.859 0.959 0.982
Monodepth2 [14] 416 x 128 0.159 1.937 | 6.363 0.201 0.816 0.950 0.981
w/0'S | ManyDepth [53] | o | 416x 128 | 0.169 | 2.175 | 6.634 0.218 0.789 0.921 0.969
MGDepth o | 416x 128 | 0.123 1.260 | 4.519 0.144 0.869 0.971 0.989

Table 2: Results of Dynamic Foreground on Cityscapes. We evaluate depth prediction errors
for dynamic objects such as vehicles, people, and bikes on the Cityscapes dataset [46]. The best
results are highlighted in bold.

4.2. Depth For Dynamic Foreground

Tab. [2 showcases the depth errors within dynamic object regions by utilizing
the ground truth motion segmentation maps provided in [26], which corresponds
to the qualitative results presented in Fig. [§] Based on these results, it can be
inferred that self-supervised monocular depth estimation methods from previous
studies struggle to accurately estimate depth in dynamic scenes. This is likely due
to their reliance on photometric loss, which assumes that the majority of fore-
ground objects are static. In dynamic scenes, the photometric loss assumption is
often violated, leading to difficulty in providing accurate depth estimates. How-
ever, MGDepth presents an effective solution to this issue by handling dynamic
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objects. Moreover, the motion-guided ego-motion loss function used in MGDepth
enables accurate pose estimation, which aids in constructing cost volumes similar
to stereo depth estimation. As a result, MGDepth achieves superior performance.

Prediction —— Prediction
—— Ground Truth —— Ground Truth
* Start Point * Start Point
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Figure 9: Trajectory visualization on Seq. 09. and Seq. 10. The ground truth trajectories are
represented by red lines. Trajectories generated by the FeatDepth [45] results are indicated by
green lines, while our method’s trajectories are depicted in blue lines.

4.3. Odometry Estimation

To evaluate odometry estimation results, we follow the split used in [65, [60]].
Specifically, we trained our model using Seq. 00-08 from the KITTI odometry
dataset and test methods on Seq. 09-10. Tab. [3| shows the results, where the trans-
lational and rotational motion were evaluated by using the root mean square er-
ror (RMSE). MGDepth, which uses less computational resources, outperforms
other learning-based techniques that use more computational resources, such as
FeatDepth. The results indicate that MGDepth achieves a significant reduction
in RMSE by approximately 24.1% for translational motion and 22.5% for ro-
tational motion, as compared to ManyDepth, on Seq. 10. In support of this re-

17



| Method | T | R | Tr | R |
DFR [60] 11.93 | 391 | 1245 | 3.46
MonoDepth?2 [14] 10.85 | 2.86 | 11.60 | 5.72
NeuralBundler [31] 8.10 | 2.81 | 12.90 | 3.71
SC-SfMlearner [65] | 8.24 | 2.19 | 10.70 | 4.58

FeatDepth [45] 8731 | 2.11 | 10.657 | 491
ManyDepth[53] 808 [ 197 | 9.86 | 3.42
MGDepth 7.01 | 1.76 | 7.29 | 2.65

Table 3: Visual odometry results on Seq. 9 and Seq. 10 of the KITTI odometry dataset. The
average drift in root mean square error for both translation (Tr) and rotation (R) is reported.
denotes the method that outperforms the results reported in the original paper.

sult, we present a visual depiction of the trajectory of both methods in Fig. [9]
which shows that MGDepth’s trajectory exhibits considerably less drift than that
of FeatDepth. The superior performance of MGDepth in precise pose estimation
can be attributed to its use of both depth-based photometric loss and flow-based
ego-motion loss, as well as the implementation of a motion-guided mask that ef-
fectively filters out dynamic foreground outliers. This combination of techniques
enables MGDepth to achieve more reliable pose estimates compared to others.

] Ablation H Abs Rel | Sq Rel | RMSE ‘
Final Prior Depth 0.108 0.753 | 4.563
w/o Motion-Guided Volume 0.094 0.676 | 4.289
w/o Attention for Final Volume 0.093 0.648 | 4.338
w Normal HRNet 0.096 0.746 | 4.349
MGDepth 0.091 0.650 | 4.263

Table 4: Ablation study results of depth accuracy on the KITTI 2015. The proposed MGDepth
model was evaluated by modifying its components.

4.4. Abaltion Study

We conduct ablation studies on the Cityscapes dataset to demonstrate the ef-
fectiveness of our proposed modules and validate our design choices. The results
are presented in Tab. ] where the experiments were conducted under various set-
tings, including Prior Depth Net of MGDepth, MGDepth without Motion-Guided
Volume, MGDepth without Attention for Final Volume, and MGDepth with Nor-
mal HRNet. Tab. [d]indicates that the addition of Attention-Based HRNet has a sig-
nificant impact on the performance of MGDepth. And the introduction of Motion-
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Guided Volume and the Attention for Final Volume could further improve the
performance of MGDepth.

5. Conclusion

We present MGDepth, a self-supervised multi-frame monocular depth predic-
tion model leveraging optical flow-depth geometry for enhanced depth estima-
tion. Our approach involves novel components such as a static reference frame,
motion-guided cost volume, and an attention-based high-resolution neural net-
work. MGDepth achieves accurate depth estimation for dynamic foreground and
static background on KITTI-2015 and Cityscapes datasets. Notably, our results are
reproducible using a single NVIDIA A10 GPU. MGDepth seamlessly integrates
with existing self-supervised monocular depth estimation algorithms, serving as a
refined coarse depth network. Moreover, our proposed modules augment accuracy
by incorporating dynamic information.
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