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Figure 1. Given a single image as input, our InstantMesh framework can generate high-quality 3D meshes within 10 seconds.

Abstract

We present InstantMesh, a feed-forward framework for
instant 3D mesh generation from a single image, featuring
state-of-the-art generation quality and significant training
scalability. By synergizing the strengths of an off-the-shelf
multiview diffusion model and a sparse-view reconstruction
model based on the LRM [14] architecture, InstantMesh
is able to create diverse 3D assets within 10 seconds. To
enhance the training efficiency and exploit more geomet-
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ric supervisions, e.g., depths and normals, we integrate a
differentiable iso-surface extraction module into our frame-
work and directly optimize on the mesh representation. Ex-
perimental results on public datasets demonstrate that In-
stantMesh significantly outperforms other latest image-to-
3D baselines, both qualitatively and quantitatively. We re-
lease all the code, weights, and demo of InstantMesh, with
the intention that it can make substantial contributions to
the community of 3D generative Al and empower both re-
searchers and content creators.


https://github.com/TencentARC/InstantMesh

1. Introduction

Crafting 3D assets from single-view images can facilitate
a broad range of applications, eg, virtual reality, industrial
design, gaming and animation. We have witnessed a revo-
lution on image and video generation with the emergence
of large-scale diffusion models [37, 38] trained on billion-
scale data, which is able to generate vivid and imaginative
contents from open-domain prompts. However, duplicating
this success on 3D generation presents challenges due to the
limited scale and poor annotations of 3D datasets.

To circumvent the problem of lack of 3D data, pre-
vious works have explored distilling 2D diffusion priors
into 3D representations with a per-scene optimization strat-
egy. DreamFusion [34] proposes score distillation sam-
pling (SDS) which makes a breakthrough in open-world
3D synthesis. However, SDS with text-to-2D models fre-
quently encounter the multi-face issue, i.e., the “Janus”
problem. To improve 3D consistency, later work [35] pro-
poses to distill from Zero123 [23] which is a novel view
generator fine-tuned from Stable Diffusion [37]. A series of
works [24, 26, 42, 47, 50] further propose multi-view gen-
eration models, thereby the optimization processes can be
guided by multiple novel views simultaneously.

2D distillation based methods exhibit strong zero-shot
generation capability, but they are time-consuming and
not practical for real-world applications. With the ad-
vent of large-scale open-world 3D datasets [8, 9], pioneer
works [13, 14, 45] demonstrate that image tokens can be di-
rectly mapped to 3D representations (e.g., triplanes) via a
novel large reconstruction model (LRM). Based on a highly
scalable transformer architecture, LRMs point out a promis-
ing direction for the fast creation of high-quality 3D assets.
Concurrently, Instant3D [19] proposes a diagram that pre-
dicts 3D shapes via an enhanced LRM with multi-view in-
put generated by diffusion models. The method marries
LRMs with image generation models, which significantly
improves the generalization ability.

LRM-based methods use triplanes as the 3D representa-
tion, where novel views are synthesized using an MLP. De-
spite the strong geometry and texture representation capa-
bility, decoding triplanes requires a memory-intensive vol-
ume rendering process, which significantly impedes train-
ing scales. Moreover, the expensive computational over-
head makes it challenging to utilize high-resolution RGB
and geometric information (e.g., depths and normals) for
supervision. To boost the training efficiency, recent works
seek to utilize Gaussians [18] as the 3D representation,
which is effective for rendering but not suitable for geo-
metric modeling. Several concurrent works [54, 63] opt to
apply supervisions on the mesh representation directly us-
ing differentiable surface optimization techniques [39, 40].
However, they adopt CNN-based architectures, which limit
their flexibility to deal with varying input viewpoints and

training scalability on larger datasets that may be available
in the future.

In this work, we present InstantMesh, a feed-forward
framework for high-quality 3D mesh generation from a sin-
gle image. Given an input image, InstantMesh first gen-
erates 3D consistent multi-view images with a multi-view
diffusion model, and then utilizes a sparse-view large re-
construction model to predict a 3D mesh directly, where
the whole process can be accomplished in seconds. By
integrating a differentiable iso-surface extraction module,
our reconstruction model applies geometric supervisions on
the mesh surface directly, enabling satisfying training ef-
ficiency and mesh generation quality. Building upon an
LRM-based architecture, our model offers superior train-
ing scalability to large-scale datasets. Experimental re-
sults demonstrate that InstantMesh outperforms other lat-
est image-to-3D approaches significantly. We hope that In-
stantMesh can serve as a powerful image-to-3D foundation
model and make substantial contributions to the field of 3D
generative Al

2. Related Work

Image-to-3D. Early attempts on image-to-3D mainly focus
on the single-view reconstruction task [4, 28, 32, 33, 49,
64]. With the rise of diffusion models, pioneer works have
investigated image-conditioned 3D generative modeling on
various representations, e.g., point clouds [27, 31, 46, 56,
64], meshes [1, 25], SDF grids [6, 7, 43, 62] and neural
fields [11, 16, 30, 52, 61]. Despite the promising progress
these methods have made, they are hard to generalize to
open-world objects due to the limited scale of training data.
The advent of powerful text-to-image diffusion mod-
els [37, 38] inspires the idea of distilling 2D diffusion priors
into 3D neural radiance fields with a per-scene optimization
strategy. The score distillation sampling (SDS) proposed by
DreamFusion [34] exhibits superior performance on zero-
shot text-to-3D synthesis and outperforms CLIP-guided al-
ternatives [15, 36, 58] significantly. However, SDS-based
methods [3, 20, 48, 53] frequently encounter the multi-face
issue, also known as the “Janus” problem. Zerol123 [23]
demonstrates that Stable Diffusion can be fine-tuned to
synthesize novel views by conditioning on relative cam-
era poses. Leveraging the novel view guidance provided
by Zero123, recent image-to-3D methods [22, 35, 57] show
improved 3D consistency and can generate plausible shapes
from open-domain images.
Multi-view Diffusion Models. To address the inconsis-
tency among multiple generated views of Zerol23, some
works [24, 26, 41, 50] try to fine-tune 2D diffusion models
to synthesize multiple views for the same object simulta-
neously. With 3D consistent multi-view images, various
techniques can be applied to obtain the 3D object, e.g.,
SDS optimization [50], neural surface reconstruction meth-
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Figure 2. The overview of our InstantMesh framework. Given an input image, we first utilize a multi-view diffusion model to synthesize 6
novel views at fixed camera poses. Then we feed the generated multi-view images into a transformer-based sparse-view large reconstruction
model to reconstruct a high-quality 3D mesh. The whole image-to-3D generation process takes only around 10 seconds. By integrating
an iso-surface extraction module, i.e., FlexiCubes, we can render the 3D geometry efficiently and apply geometric supervisions like depths

and normals directly on the mesh representation to enhance the results.

ods [24, 26], multi-view-conditioned 3D diffusion mod-
els [21]. To further enhance the generalization capability
and multi-view consistency, some recent works[5, 12, 47,
66] exploit the temporal priors in video diffusion models
for multi-view generation.

Large Reconstruction Models. The availability of large-
scale 3D datasets [8, 9] enables training highly generaliz-
able reconstruction models for feed-forward image-to-3D
creation. Large Reconstruction Model [14, 19, 51, 60]
(LRM) demonstrates that the transformer backbone can ef-
fectively map image tokens to implicit 3D triplanes with
multi-view supervision. Instant3D [19] further extends
LRM to sparse-view input, significantly boosting the re-
construction quality. By combining with multi-view dif-
fusion models, Instant3D can achieve highly generalizable
and high-quality single-image to 3D generation. Inspired
by Instant3D, LGM [44] and GRM [59] replace the tri-
plane NeRF [29] representation with 3D Gaussians [18]
to enjoy its superior rendering efficiency and circumvent
the need for memory-intensive volume rendering process.
However, Gaussians fall short on explicit geometry model-
ing and high-quality surface extraction. Given the success
of neural mesh optimization methods [39, 40], concurrent
works MVD?2 [63] and CRM [54] opt to optimize on the
mesh representation directly for efficient training and high-
quality geometry and texture modeling. Different from their
convolutional network architecture, our model is built upon
LRM and opts for a purely transformer-based architecture,
offering superior flexibility and training scalability.

3. InstantMesh

The architecture of InstantMesh is similar to Instant3D [19],
consisting of a multi-view diffusion model Gj); and a
sparse-view large reconstruction model G'i. Given an input
image I, Gy generates 3D consistent multi-view images
from I, which are fed into G to reconstruct a high-quality

3D mesh. We now introduce our technical improvements on
data preparation, model architecture and training strategies.

3.1. Multi-view Diffusion Model

Technically, our sparse-view reconstruction model accepts
free-viewpoint images as input, so we can integrate ar-
bitrary multi-view generation model into our framework,
e.g., MVDream [42], ImageDream [50], SyncDreamer [24],
SPAD [17] and SV3D [47], to achieve both text-to-3D and
image-to-3D assets creation. We opt for Zero123++ [41]
due to its reliable multi-view consistency and tailored view-
point distribution that covers both the upper and lower parts
of a 3D object.
White-background Fine-tuning. Given an input image,
Zero123++ generates a 960 x 640 gray-background image
presenting 6 multi-view images in a 3 x 2 grid. In practice,
we notice that the generated background is not consistent
across different image areas and varies in RGB values, lead-
ing to floaters and cloud-like artifacts in the reconstruction
results. And LRMs are often trained on white-background
images too. To remove the gray background, we need to
utilize third-party libraries or models that cannot guarantee
the segmentation consistency among multiple views. There-
fore, we opt to fine-tune Zero123++ to synthesize consistent
white-background images, ensuring the stability of the lat-
ter sparse-view reconstruction procedure.
Data Preparation and Fine-tuning Details. We prepare
the fine-tuning data following the camera distribution of
Zerol23++. Specifically, for each 3D model in the LVIS
subset of Objaverse [8], we render a query image and 6 tar-
get images, all in white backgrounds. The azimuth, eleva-
tion and camera distance of the query image is randomly
sampled from a pre-defined range. The poses of the 6 tar-
get images consist of interleaving absolute elevations of 20°
and —10°, combined with azimuths relative to the query im-
age that start at 30° and increase by 60° for each pose.
During fine-tuning, we use the query image as the con-



dition and stitch the 6 target images into a 3 x 2 grid for
denoising. Following Zero123++, we adopt the linear noise
schedule and v-prediction loss. We also randomly resize
the conditional image to make the model adapt to various
input resolutions and generate clear images. Since the goal
of fine-tuning is a simple replacement of background color,
it converges extremely fast. Specifically, we fine-tune the
UNet for 1000 steps with a learning rate of 1.0 x 10~° and
a batch size of 48. The fine-tuned model can fully preserve
the generation capability of Zero123++ and produce white-
background images consistently.

3.2. Sparse-view Large Reconstruction Model

We present the details of the sparse-view reconstruction
model G'r that predicts meshes given generated multi-view
images. The architecture of Gr is modified and enhanced
from Instant3D [19].

Data Preparation. Our training dataset is composed of
multi-view images rendered from the Objaverse [8] dataset.
Specifically, we render 512 x 512 images, depths and nor-
mals from 32 random viewpoints for each object in the
dataset. Besides, we use a filtered high-quality subset to
train our model. The filtering goal is to remove objects
that satisfy any of the following criteria: (i) objects without
texture maps, (ii) objects with rendered images occupying
less than 10% of the view from any angle, (iii) including
multiple separate objects, (iv) objects with no caption infor-
mation provided by the Cap3D dataset, and (v) low-quality
objects. The classification of “low-quality” objects is deter-
mined based on the presence of tags such as “lowpoly” and
its variants (e.g., “low_poly”) in the metadata. Specifically,
by applying our filtering criteria, we curated approximately
270k high-quality instances from the initial pool of 800k
objects in the Objaverse dataset.

Input Views and Resolution. During training, we ran-
domly select a subset of 6 images as input and another 4
images as supervision for each object. To be consistent
with the output resolution of Zero123++, all the input im-
ages are resized to 320 x 320. During inference, we feed
the 6 images generated by Zero123++ as the input of the
reconstruction model, whose camera poses are fixed. To be
noted, our transformer-based architecture makes it natural
to utilize varying number of input views, thus it is practical
to use less input views for reconstruction, which can allevi-
ate the multi-view inconsistency issue in some cases.
Mesh as 3D Representation. Previous LRM-based meth-
ods output triplanes that require volume rendering to syn-
thesize images. During training, volume rendering is mem-
ory expensive that hinders the use of high-resolution images
and normals for supervision. To enhance the training effi-
ciency and reconstruction quality, we integrate a differen-
tiable iso-surface extraction module, i.e., FlexiCubes [40],
into our reconstruction model. Thanks to the efficient mesh

rasterization, we can use full-resolution images and addi-
tional geometric information for supervision, e.g., depths
and normals, without cropping them into patches. Apply-
ing these geometric supervisions leads to smoother mesh
outputs compared to the meshes extracted from the triplane
NeRF. Besides, using mesh representation can also bring
convenience to applying additional post-processing steps to
enhance the results, such as SDS optimization [3, 20] or
texture baking [22]. We leave it as a future work.

Different from the single-view LRM, our reconstruction

model takes 6 views as input, requiring more memory for
the cross-attention between the triplane tokens and image
tokens. We notice that training such a large-scale trans-
former from scratch requires a significant period of time.
For faster convergence, we initialize our model using the
pre-trained weights of OpenLRM [13], an open-source im-
plementation of LRM. We adopt a two-stage training strat-
egy as described below.
Stage 1: Training on NeREF. In the first stage, we train on
the triplane NeRF representation and reuse the prior knowl-
edge of the pre-trained OpenLRM. To enable multi-view
input, we add AdaLLN camera pose modulation layers in the
ViT image encoder to make the output image tokens pose-
aware following Instant3D, and remove the source camera
modulation layers in the triplane decoder of LRM. We adopt
both image loss and mask loss in this training stage:
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where I, Ift, M, and Migt denote the rendered images,
ground truth images, rendered mask, and ground truth
masks of the i-th view, respectively. During training, we
set Aipips = 2.0, Amask = 1.0, and use a learning rate of
4.0 x 10~* cosine-annealed to 4.0 x 10~°. To enable high-
resolution training, our model renders 192 x 192 patches
which are supervised by cropped ground truth patches rang-
ing from 192 x 192 to 512 x 512.
Stage 2: Training on Mesh. In the second stage, we switch
to the mesh representation for efficient training and apply-
ing additional geometric supervisions. We integrate Flex-
iCubes [40] into our reconstruction model to extract mesh
surface from the triplane implicit fields. The original tri-
plane NeRF renderer consists of a density MLP and a color
MLP, we reuse the density MLP to predict SDF instead, and
add two additional MLPs to predict the deformation and
weights required by FlexiCubes.

For a density field f(x) = d,x € R3, points inside the
object have larger values and points outside the object have



smaller values, while an SDF field g(x) = s is just the
opposite. Therefore, we initialize the weight w € R¢ and
bias b € R of the last SDF MLP layer as follows:

W = —Wy,

2
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where w; € R and by € R are the weight and bias of
the original density MLP’s last layer, and 7 denotes the iso-
surface threshold used for density fields. Denoting the input
feature of the last MLP layer as f € R, we have
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With such an initialization, we reverse the “direction” of
density field to match the SDF direction and ensure that the
iso-surface boundary lies at the 0 level-set of the SDF field
at the beginning. We empirically find that this initializa-
tion benefits the training stability and convergence speed of
FlexiCubes. The loss function of the second stage is:
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where D, Df’t, N; and Nigt denote the rendered depth,
ground truth depth, rendered normal and ground truth nor-
mal of the ¢-th view, respectively. ® denotes element-wise
production, and L, denotes the regularization terms of
FlexiCubes. During training, we set Ageptn = 0.5, Anormal =
0.2, \eg = 0.01, and use a learning rate of 4.0 x 107°
cosine-annealed to 0. We train our model on 8 NVIDIA
H800 GPUs in both stages.

Camera Augmentation and Perturbation. Different from
view-space reconstruction models [13, 44, 45, 65], our
model reconstruct 3D objects in a canonical world space
where the z-axis aligns with the anti-gravity direction. To
further improve the robustness on the scale and orientation
of 3D objects, we perform random rotation and scaling on
the input multi-view camera poses. Considering that the
multi-view images generated by Zero123++ may be incon-
sistent with their pre-defined camera poses, we also add ran-
dom noise to the camera parameters before feeding them
into the ViT image encoder.

Model Variants. In this work, we provide 4 variants of the
sparse-view reconstruction model, two from Stage 1 and
two from Stage 2. We name each model according to its
3D representation (“NeRF” or “Mesh”) and the scale of pa-
rameters (“base” or “large”). The details of each model

Table 1. Details of sparse-view reconstruction model variants.

‘ InstantNeRF InstantMesh
Parameter

‘ base large base large
Representation NeRF NeRF Mesh Mesh
Input views 6 6 6 6
Transformer dim 1024 1024 1024 1024
Transformer layers 12 16 12 16
Triplane size 64 64 64 64
Triplane dim 40 80 40 80
Samples per ray 96 128 - -
Grid size - - 128 128
Input size 320 320 320 320
Render size 192 192 512 512

are shown in Table 1. Considering that different 3D pre-
sentations and model scales can bring convenience to dif-
ferent application scenarios, we release the weights of all
the 4 models. We believe our work can serve as a power-
ful image-to-3D foundation model and facilitate future re-
search on 3D generative Al

4. Experiments

In this section, we conduct experiments to compare our In-
stantMesh with existing state-of-the-art image-to-3D base-
line methods quantitatively and qualitatively.

4.1. Experimental Settings

Datasets. We evaluate the quantitative performance us-
ing two public datasets, i.e., Google Scanned Objects
(GSO) [10] and OmniObject3D (Omni3D) [55]. GSO con-
tains around 1K objects, from which we randomly pick out
300 objects as the evaluation set. For Omni3D, we select
28 common categories and then pick out the first 5 objects
from each category for a total of 130 objects (some cate-
gories have less than 5 objects) as the evaluation set.

To evaluate the 2D visual quality of the generated 3D
meshes, we create two image evaluation sets for both GSO
and Omni3D. Specifically, we render 21 images of each
object in an orbiting trajectory with uniform azimuths and
varying elevations in {30°,0°,—30°}. As Omni3D also
includes benchmark views randomly sampled on the top
semi-sphere of an object, we pick 16 views randomly and
create an additional image evaluation set for Omni3D.
Baselines. We compare the proposed InstantMesh with
4 baselines: (i) TripoSR [45]: an open-source LRM im-
plementation showing the best single-view reconstruction
performance so far; (ii) LGM [44]: a unet-based Large
Gaussian Model that reconstructs Gaussians from generated
multi-view images; (iii)) CRM [54]: a unet-based Convo-
lutional Reconstruction Model that reconstructs 3D meshes
from generated multi-view images and canonical coordinate



maps (CCMs). (iv) SV3D [47]: an image-conditioned dif-
fusion model based on Stable Video Diffusion [2] that gen-
erates an orbital video of an object, we only evaluate it on
the novel view synthesis task since generating 3D meshes
from its output is not straight-forward.

Metrics. We evaluate both the 2D visual quality and 3D ge-
ometric quality of the generated assets. For 2D visual eval-
uation, we render novel views from the generated 3D mesh
and compare them with the ground truth views, and adopt
PSNR, SSIM, and LPIPS as the metrics. For 3D geometric
evaluation, we first align the coordinate system of the gen-
erated meshes with the ground truth meshes, and then repo-
sition and re-scale all meshes into a cube of size [—1,1]3.
We report Chamfer Distance (CD) and F-Score (FS) with
a threshold of 0.2, which are computed by sampling 16K
points from the surface uniformly.

4.2. Main Results

Quantitative Results. We report the quantitative results
on different evaluation sets in Table 2, 3, and 4, respec-
tively. For each metric, we highlight the top three results
among all methods, and a deeper color indicates a better
result. For our method, we report the results of using differ-
ent sparse-view reconstruction model variants (i.e., “NeRF”
and “Mesh”).

From the 2D novel view synthesis metrics, we can ob-
serve that InstantMesh outperforms the baselines on SSIM
and LPIPS significantly, indicating that its generation re-
sults have the best perceptually viewing quality. As Figure
3 shows, InstantMesh demonstrates plausible appearances,
whereas the baselines frequently exhibit distortions in novel
views. We can also observe that the PSNR of InstantMesh
is slightly lower than the best baseline, suggesting that the
novel views are less faithful to the ground truth at pixel
level since they are “dreamed” by the multi-view diffusion
model. However, we argue that the perceptual quality is
more important than faithfulness, as the “true novel views”
should be unknown and have multiple possibilities given a
single image as reference.

As for the 3D geometric metrics, InstantMesh outper-
forms the baselines on both CD and FS significantly, which
indicates a higher fidelity of the generated shapes. From
Figure 3, we can observe that InstantMesh presents the most
reliable geometries among all methods. Benefiting from
the scalable architecture and tailored training strategies, In-
stantMesh achieves the state-of-the-art image-to-3D perfor-
mance.

Qualitative Results. To compare our InstantMesh with
other baselines qualitatively, we select two images from the
GSO evaluation set and two images from Internet, and ob-
tain the image-to-3D generation results. For each generated
mesh, we visualize both the textured renderings (upper) and
pure geometry (lower) from two different viewpoints. We

Table 2. Quantitative results on Google Scanned Objects (GSO)
orbiting views.

Method | PSNR 1 | SSIM 1 |LPIPS | | CD| | FS+?
TripoSR 23373 | 0.868 | 0213 | 0217 | 0.843
LGM 21.538 | 0.871 | 0216 | 0.345 | 0.671
CRM 22.195 | 0.891 | 0.150 | 0.252 | 0.787
SV3D 22.098 | 0.861 | 0.201 - -

Ours (NeRF)
Ours (Mesh)

23.141 | 0.898 0.119 0.177 | 0.882
22.794 | 0.897 0.120 | 0.180 | 0.880

Table 3. Quantitative results on OmniObject3D (Omni3D) orbit-
ing views.

Method | PSNR 1 | SSIM 1 |LPIPS | | CD| | FS+?
TripoSR 21.996 | 0.877 | 0.198 | 0.245 | 0.811
LGM 20434 | 0.864 | 0226 | 0.382 | 0.635
CRM 21.630 | 0.892 | 0.147 | 0.246 | 0.802
SV3D 21.510 | 0.866 | 0.186 - -

Ours (NeRF)
Ours (Mesh)

22.635 | 0.903 0.110 | 0.199 | 0.869
21.954 | 0.901 0.112 | 0.203 | 0.864

Table 4. Quantitative results on OmniObject3D (Omni3D) bench-
mark views.

Method | PSNR 1 | SSIM 1 |LPIPS | | CD| | FS+?
TripoSR 19.977 | 0.859 | 0.206 | 0.221 | 0.847
LGM 18.665 | 0.832 | 0.250 | 0.356 | 0.653
CRM 19422 | 0.865 | 0.172 | 0.274 | 0.778
SV3D 20294 | 0.853 | 0.176 - -

Ours (NeRF) | 19.752 | 0.869 | 0.150 | 0.206 | 0.863
Ours (Mesh) | 19.552 | 0.868 | 0.150 | 0.204 | 0.866

use the “Mesh” variant of sparse-view reconstruction model
to generate our results.

As depicted in Figure 3, the generated 3D meshes of
InstantMesh present significantly more plausible geome-
try and appearance. TripoSR can generate satisfactory re-
sults from images that have a similar style to the Objaverse
dataset, but it lacks the imagination ability and tends to gen-
erate degraded geometry and textures on the back when
the input image is more free-style (Figure 3, 3rd row, 1st
column). Thanks to the high-resolution supervision, In-
stantMesh can also generate sharper textures compared to
TripoSR. LGM and CRM share a similar framework to ours
by combining a multi-view diffusion model with a sparse-
view reconstruction model, thus they also enjoy the imagi-
nation ability. However, LGM exhibits distortions and ob-
vious multi-view inconsistency, while CRM has difficulty
in generating smooth surfaces.

Comparison between “NeRF” and “Mesh” variants. We
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Figure 3. The 3D meshes generated by InstantMesh demonstrate significantly better geometry and texture compared to the other baselines.
The results of InstantMesh are rendered at a fixed elevation of 20°, while the results of other methods are rendered at a fixed elevation of
0° since they reconstruct objects in the view space.

also compare the “Mesh” and “NeRF” variants of our variant achieves slightly better metrics than the “Mesh”
sparse-view reconstruction model quantitatively and quali- variant. We attribute this to the limited grid resolution of
tatively. From Table 2, 3, and 4, we can see that the “NeRF” FlexiCubes, resulting in the lost of details when extracting
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Figure 4. Image-to-3D generation results using different sparse-view reconstruction model variants. For each generated mesh, we visualize
both the textured rendering (upper) and untextured geometry (lower). All images are rendered at a fixed elevation of 20°.

mesh surfaces. Nevertheless, the drop in metrics is marginal
and negligible considering the convenience brought by the
efficient mesh rendering compared to the memory-intensive
volume rendering of NeRF. Besides, we also visualize some
image-to-3D generation results of the two model variants in
Figure 4. By applying explicit geometric supervisions, i.e.,
depths and normals, the “Mesh” model variant can produce
smoother surfaces compared to the meshes extracted from
the density field of NeRF, which are generally more desir-
able in practical applications.

5. Conclusion

In this work, we present InstantMesh, an open-source in-
stant image-to-3D framework that utilizes a transformer-
based sparse-view large reconstruction model to create
high-quality 3D assets from the images generated by a
multi-view diffusion model. Building upon the Instant3D
framework, we introduce mesh-based representation and
additional geometric supervisions, significantly boosting
the training efficiency and reconstruction quality. We
also make improvements on other aspects, such as data
preparation and training strategy. Evaluations on public
datasets demonstrate that InstantMesh outperforms other
latest image-to-3D baselines both qualitatively and quanti-
tatively. InstantMesh is intended to make substantial contri-
butions to the 3D Generative Al community and empower
both researchers and creators.

Limitations. We notice that some limitations still exist in
our framework and leave them for future work. (i) Follow-

ing LRM [14] and Instant3D [19], our transformer-based
triplane decoder produces 64 x 64 triplanes, whose resolu-
tion may be a bottleneck for high-definition 3D modeling.
(i) Our 3D generation quality is inevitably influenced by
the multi-view inconsistency of the diffusion model, while
we believe this issue can be alleviated by utilizing more ad-
vanced multi-view diffusion architectures in the future. (iii)
Although FlexiCubes can improve the smoothness and re-
duce the artifacts of the mesh surface due to the additional
geometric supervisions, we notice that it is less effective on
modeling tiny and thin structures compared to NeRF (Fig-
ure 4, 2nd row, 1st column).
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