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Figure 1: VolFill synthesizes structured amodal 3D geometry from (a) a single-view image, recovering
holistic scene layouts from partial visibility. (b) Pixel-aligned methods are restricted to visible surfaces.
(c) Amodal baselines produce sparse, noisy or artifact-heavy geometry, yielding fragmented meshes.
Our approach delivers clean, sharp point clouds and smooth, consistent meshes.

Abstract

Reconstructing the complete geometry of a scene from a single RGB image remains
challenging—especially when inferring hidden structures where visual evidence
is incomplete. We introduce VolFill, a generative framework that predicts the 3D
structure of the complete scene rather than relying on traditional pixel-aligned
regression. Our method utilizes a hybrid 3D VAE to compress sparse truncated
unsigned distance function grids into a compact latent space, paired with a latent
Diffusion Transformer that denoises this representation to recover the complete
scene. We condition the generation on geometry foundation models, leveraging
rich spatial priors for robust reasoning. Unlike existing methods limited by per-
ray constraints or unstructured point-cloud queries, VolFill provides a structured
representation that supports direct surface extraction and occupancy queries at scale.
Extensive experiments on the SCRREAM and NRGB-D datasets demonstrate
that our approach significantly outperforms current baselines, providing a robust
foundation for holistic spatial understanding.

1 Introduction

This paper addresses amodal 3D scene reconstruction, seeking to recover the complete geometry,
including observed and occluded structures, from a single RGB image. Beyond the inherent ill-posed
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problem, amodal reconstruction must infer hidden structures where geometric evidence is partially
absent. This requires synthesizing under-determined regions that remain physically plausible and
consistent with the observed scene. Such spatial awareness is critical for practical applications, as
navigating or interacting with an environment requires a comprehensive understanding of the scene
that extends well beyond the immediate line of sight.

Recent feed-forward methods [15, 37, [77, 78, (79, 180, 81, [87, 189]] can recover accurate 3D structure
from images in seconds, but all share a hard constraint: pixel alignment. Every predicted point lies
on a source camera ray, bounding reconstruction strictly to visible surfaces and producing duplicated
geometry in overlapping views. Optimization-based scene representations [38l 149, 52| 156, [69]
reconstruct complete geometry but require dense captures and per-scene optimization which can take
hours to compute. Large reconstruction models 30} 97] and generative 3D models [42} 73] 84, 85]]
demonstrate impressive 3D reconstruction quality from sparse inputs, but are predominantly optimized
for object-centric scenarios, limiting their applicability to complex scenes with unbounded extents
and challenging amodal structures.

At the scene level, LaRI [41]] proposes a layered ray intersection representation, regressing multiple
ordered surface intersections per camera ray. While this enables amodal recovery within a pixel-
aligned framework, it remains a partial solution; the fixed layer count under-represents densely
occluded structures while wasting capacity in open regions. Furthermore, it frequently yields layered
artifacts (the “multiple wall” effect) rather than accurately recovering the actual unobserved surfaces.
Alternatively, NOVA3R [[L1] employs flow matching to directly generate amodal 3D point clouds,
but often yields noisy and disintegrated outputs (Fig. [I).

To address these limitations, we propose VolFill, a latent diffusion framework that predicts a complete
Truncated Unsigned Distance Function (TUDF) voxel grid from a single image. A TUDF encodes the
distance to the nearest scene surface, including occluded regions, as a continuous scalar field, enabling
direct surface extraction via isosurfacing [23]] and without requiring post-processing reconstruction
of point clouds. Unlike point clouds, it scales well with scene complexity; unlike layered ray
representations, it places no constraint on the number or layers of recoverable occluded surfaces.
VolFill consists of a hybrid 3D VAE that encodes the sparse TUDF grid into a compact dense latent
space, and a Diffusion Transformer (DiT) trained with flow matching. To ensure robust in-the-wild
generalization, we introduce a dual conditioning strategy combining high-level image tokens with
explicit visible geometry from a frozen MoGe?2 [79] model, grounding amodal reasoning in the
observed scene while leveraging strong geometric priors to compensate for limited 3D training data.

Trained on 3D-FRONT [17] and ScanNet++ [91], VolFill achieves state-of-the-art performance on
the SCRREAM [33] and NRGB-D [2] benchmarks, synthesizing high-fidelity amodal geometry with
significantly greater sharpness and structural accuracy than existing methods (Fig. [T). In summary,
our main contributions are:

* VolFill, a generative framework that utilizes volumetric flow matching to recover complete
scene-level geometry from single-view images.

* A hybrid 3D VAE enabling efficient spatial compression of high-resolution TUDF grids to a
compact latent space, facilitating high-fidelity reconstruction of complex amodal structures.

* A dual-conditioning strategy leveraging geometry foundation models to integrate high-level
image tokens with explicit visible geometry.

2 Related Work

Volumetric 3D Representations provide a flexible foundation for 3D vision, spanning applications
from scene understanding to generative modeling. To mitigate the cubic complexity of dense
grids, sparse convolutional engines [[13| 22| [71]] have become the standard for efficiently processing
geometry along active surfaces. In scene-level reconstruction, “lifting” paradigms map 2D features
into these volumes through depth-guided projection [[70]], ray-sampling [6l], or transformer-based
voxel queries [43)82]]. Within the generative domain, early models applied diffusion directly to raw
voxels [53]], whereas contemporary frameworks leverage hierarchical latent diffusion [12} 62] or
rectified flow on sparse latents [85] to achieve high-fidelity structural synthesis. Building on these
advances, our approach adopts a TUDF representation within a structured 3D grid, using sparse
convolutions to capture complex scene geometry while maintaining high computational efficiency.



Pixel-Aligned Single-View 3D Reconstruction recovers visible surface geometry, evolving from
early handcrafted features [29, 134} 166, [67]] to deep architectures [3 [15) [18} |39} [75]. Progress in
scaling has yielded models with remarkable zero-shot generalization [4} 5] 24} 311159} 161} 89,190, 92].
Recently, methods have further refined geometric accuracy by jointly predicting intrinsics [3} 59],
regressing dense 3D pointmaps [78, [79], or utilizing diffusion priors [60, |65] for high-fidelity,
arbitrary-resolution depth synthesis [[19} 21} 26| 36l 58] [87, 93]]. Nonetheless, these approaches
remain fundamentally confined to 2.5D visible surfaces. Their inability to infer occluded regions or
amodal structure directly motivates our shift from surface-level estimation to full-scene reconstruction.

Geometry Foundation Models as Priors. Recent geometry foundation models (GFM) [16/ 144,77,
78L179,180] have demonstrated strong performance in 3D reconstruction and serve as robust feature
extractors for downstream tasks requiring explicit spatial priors [8, 54} 83| [87]. Current approaches
typically adopt one of two strategies: (1) using explicit geometric outputs (e.g., depth or point clouds)
as structural anchors to guide synthesis [[7, [10} 194} 95]], or (2) injecting latent foundation features
into transformer blocks to maintain geometric consistency [32} 83| [86]. Our approach unifies these
paradigms via a dual-conditioning strategy. By leveraging both explicit visible geometry for structural
grounding and foundation latent tokens for high-level context, we enable robust and physically
plausible amodal reconstruction that generalizes to diverse scenarios.

Amodal 3D Reconstruction aims to recover complete geometry from partial visual observations.
Object-centric strategies often utilize two-stage pipelines—generating novel views via multi-view
diffusion [46} 48l 150, [68] before reconstructing geometry [30, 40, [72} 188} [100]—or synthesize 3D
representations directly [9, 142} 55731 85]], yet remain limited to isolated assets. For scenes, recent
methods leverage camera trajectories for view synthesis [20} 25,163 (76} (95| 98] but typically lack
direct 3D outputs. Most related are LaRI [41], using layered ray intersections, and NOVA3R, which
regresses point clouds from scene tokens. In contrast, our structured volumetric representation enables
more complete and accurate amodal reconstruction, recovering geometry with smoother surfaces and
sharper structural detail than unstructured point-based approaches.

3 Method

3.1 Problem Formulation

We address the task of amodal scene reconstruction from a single RGB image. Unlike traditional
pixel-aligned methods [} 78 (79, 180, |89] that recover only visible surfaces (e.g., depthmaps or
pointmaps), our goal is to predict the complete 3D geometry within the observed view frustum. This
includes recovering amodal geometry, surfaces occluded by foreground objects while maintaining the
structural consistency of the scene-level environment.

Input and Output: Given a single input image I € R”>W>3our model predicts a complete
volumetric grid V' € RV*NXN at a resolution of N = 256. We represent the scene geometry using
a Truncated Unsigned Distance Function. Let S C R3 denote the set of all physical surfaces in the
scene contained within the view frustum. For each voxel center p within our grid, the value V' (p) is
defined as the distance to the nearest surface in S, truncated to a maximum value 7:

V(p) = min(dist(p,S), 1) (1

We employ an unsigned formulation because indoor scenes are frequently non-watertight. A signed
distance function requires a globally consistent inside/outside orientation — well-defined only for
closed, watertight surfaces. For the common open geometries (single-sided walls, floors, furniture),
no such orientation exists, making the sign geometrically meaningless beyond the immediate voxel
neighborhood. The unsigned formulation avoids this ambiguity, as distance-to-nearest-surface is
well-defined for any geometry regardless of topology.

Amodal Geometry Voxelization. The amodal surfaces S can be obtained either directly from
ground-truth dataset 3D meshes (if available) or by fusing depth from multiple surrounding views
and transforming them into the target camera coordinate frame. To translate these amodal surfaces
into our discrete target grid V', we employ a dynamic, frustum-aligned discretization strategy:
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Figure 2: 3D VAE architecture. The encoder compresses high-resolution sparse TUDF grids into a
regularized dense latent via sparse convolutions. The decoder upsamples through dense layers, applies
occupancy-guided sparsification, then restores the full-resolution TUDF via sparse convolutions.

* Spatial scope: To establish the precise boundaries of our volumetric grid, we compute an axis-
aligned bounding box B based on the visible geometry P,;s C S. Any amodal surfaces in S
extending beyond B are discarded, focusing the representation on the immediate captured scene.

* Dynamic scaling and TUDF computation: Rather than using fixed spatial extents [6} 43} [82], we
calculate a dynamic, isotropic voxel size derived from the maximum dimension of B and our
target resolution /N. We then discretize this bounded space and compute the truncated distance
from each voxel center p to the cropped amodal surfaces, yielding the final TUDF grid V.

Downstream Geometric Extractions. The TUDF grid V' serves as a flexible geometric proxy
supporting diverse downstream formats. Surfaces can be efficiently extracted as point clouds by
thresholding voxels with distance values below a small threshold |V (p)| < €wqs, or converted into
meshes via MeshUDF [23]], producing clean, topologically consistent reconstructions.

3.2 Amodal 3D Reconstruction via Generative Framework

We formulate amodal scene reconstruction as estimating the conditional distribution P(V'|I) rather
than a deterministic point estimate, overcoming a critical limitation of regression-based pipelines [}
78]. Standard L, or Lo losses predict the conditional expectation E[V'|I], averaging over plausible
geometries and producing over-smoothed reconstructions in occluded regions where evidence is
absent. In contrast, our generative framework samples from P(V'|I), producing sharp and physically
plausible completions by following the learned manifold of real-world scene structures.

3.3 Hybrid 3D VAE

To bridge the gap between high-resolution TUDF grids and the manageable latent space required by
our generative model, we propose a hybrid sparse-dense 3D VAE (Fig. [2). This architecture exploits
the inherent sparsity of scene geometry, where typically only 3-5% of voxels are surface-adjacent,
while providing a fixed-size dense latent representation suitable for denoising via a latent transformer.

The encoder £ is designed to process natively sparse TUDF inputs with high computational efficiency.
We convert the input grids into sparse tensors, retaining only active voxels within the truncation band
7, and apply a sequence of sparse 3D convolutions [[13, 114, [71] with strided downsampling to reduce
the spatial resolution by 16x. At the bottleneck, these features are densified into a regular 4D tensor
z € R16x16x16XC by densifying only at this highly compressed scale, we maintain a manageable
memory footprint while ensuring compatibility with dense generative architectures. Finally, a standard
KL-divergence bottleneck regularizes the latent space to facilitate stable sampling [64]].

The decoder D faces the challenge of recovering a 256 grid from a dense 162 latent without prior
knowledge of the target scene’s sparsity pattern. We address this through a hybrid dense-to-sparse
decoding schedule:

s Dense Upsampling (163 — 64%): We first employ standard transposed 3D convolutions to
upsample the latent to a 64> dense feature map, where the total voxel count (~ 262K) remains
tractable for dense computation.
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Figure 3: Latent DiT architecture. It operates in the compressed VAE latent space using a denoising
transformer backbone with a flow-matching objective. We leverage a dual conditioning strategy,
integrating high-level image tokens and explicit visible geometry, to guide the generative process and
synthesize sharp, scene-consistent amodal structures.

s Structure Prediction: At the 64° stage, a binary occupancy head predicts a mask 0, indicating
surface-adjacent voxels. This mask is used to sparsify the dense feature map, discarding empty
regions and focusing subsequent computation solely on relevant geometric structures. We
supervise this with a ground-truth occupancy mask O derived from the TUDF grid.

s Sparse Upsampling (64> — 256°): The sparse features are processed by sparse 3D convolutions
to reach the final 256 resolution, where memory cost scales linearly with surface area rather than
cubically with volume, enabling high-resolution TUDF reconstruction at surface-adjacent voxels.
The resulting sparse predictions are finally scattered back into a dense grid to obtain V.

The VAE is trained end-to-end on our collected TUDF datasets using a composite loss function:
Lyae = L1(V, Vig) + AeeBCE(O, Ogt) + AdiceDice(0, O) + AL 2

where £; ensures precise distance reconstruction in active voxels, BCE and Dice losses supervise
binary occupancy in the dense-to-sparse transition, and Lg; regularizes the latent distribution. This
hybrid design facilitates aggressive 16 spatial compression while preserving the fine-grained details
essential for high-fidelity amodal reconstruction.

3.4 Geometry-Conditioned Flow Matching

We implement a latent Diffusion Transformer ® that learns the conditional velocity field to transport
noise toward the distribution of scene TUDF latents. Starting from zy ~ A(0,I), we iteratively
integrate the learned flow to obtain a clean latent z;, which is decoded by D to produce the final TUDF
prediction Vjeq. To guide this process, we propose a dual-conditioning strategy that supplements
global semantic-geometric context with local structural anchors. This architecture is shown in Fig. [3]

Global Geometric Priors. To inherit a robust, zero-shot understanding of spatial layouts, we
condition the DiT on frozen features (Fgpm) extracted from a geometry foundation model. We utilize
MoGe?2 [[79] as our backbone for its strong geometric estimation performance. Following standard
practice, these features are processed via layer normalization and a linear projection before being
injected into the cross-attention layers of each DiT block as keys and values (details in Appendix[A-2).

Visible-Latent Inpainting. While global features provide context, we explicitly anchor the generative
process to the observed scene by integrating known visible geometry directly into the latent space.
Conceptually motivated by unprojection-based synthesis [10, 93], this strategy provides a partial
guide for the model to complete occluded regions. Concretely, we obtain the visible pointmap Pl
from the GFM and convert it into a TUDF grid. This is then encoded into a visible latent zy;s via the
frozen VAE encoder £, and fused with the noisy latent as:

Zy =zt + MLPzero(Zvis) 3)

where MLP,,, is a zero-initialized projection layer. This provides the model with an explicit structural
prior over observed regions to guide completion of occluded geometry.



Table 1: 3D Reconstruction results on SCRREAM dataset. We mark best and second-best .

Method Occluded Complete

CD] APDg.1 1T APDgp.o21T CDJ FSo.1 1T FSo.02 T
TripoSGJr [42] 10.73  55.34 13.37 11.10 53.56 13.30
TRELLIS' [83] 9.65 60.70 17.52 1072 56.69  15.59
DUSt3R [80] 2321 3843 8.40 10.85 69.90 24.17
VGGT [77] 17.40  44.60 10.04 6.77 80.45 36.77
DA3 [44] 16.16  48.31 10.76 6.16 82.86 43.10
‘DepthPro 3] ~ 385 9510 3330 1531 4866 971 690 80.36 2844
MoGe2 [79] 1529  50.09 10.30 574 8396 4584
‘LaRI[41] 343 9548 4161 523 8525 2931 519 8543 3085
NOVAS3R [11] 3.56 | 94.86 41.21 343 1 9526 45.12
VoIFill (ours) 284 96,10 5673 | 346 9270 | 5553  3.03 9503 | 54.83

Note: All reported numbers are scaled by a factor of 102, T: methods trained on object-centric datasets.

Flow Matching Objective. We train our model using a rectified flow objective [1 145} 47]. Given a
ground-truth TUDF latent z; and Gaussian noise ¢ ~ N (0, I), we define a linear interpolation path
2zt = (1 — t)e 4 tz;. Our training objective is to minimize the expected mean squared error between
the predicted velocity ug and the constant velocity target u* = z; — e:

Loen = Epe 2 [ NJua(Ze,t, Form) — u*|?] )

During inference, we integrate the learned ODE from ¢ = 0 to ¢ = 1 via Euler steps, then decode the
resulting latent through the VAE decoder D to produce the final TUDF grid Vjeq.

3.5 Model Architecture

The 3D VAE employs a symmetric encoder-decoder architecture, where each stage consists of
two ResNet-style blocks and doubles the channel dimension at each resolution step. The primary
distinction lies in the convolution implementation: while the encoder uses sparse 3D convolutions
across all stages for efficiency, the decoder utilizes standard dense convolutions at lower resolutions
(163 — 643) before transitioning to sparse convolutions for the remaining higher stages (643 — 2563).
Finally, the binary occupancy and TUDF regression heads are both implemented as 2-layer MLPs.

The latent DiT features 12 transformer blocks with a 768-dimensional hidden state and 12-head self-
attention [74]]. Each block integrates image tokens Fgry through cross-attention, utilizes AdaLN [57]]
for timestep conditioning, and employs a GELU feed-forward network [27]] with 4x expansion. To
stabilize flow-matching training, we apply QK-normalization [28]] via RMSNorm [96]] before the
attention layers. The detailed architecture of the DiT block is provided in Appendix [A.2]

4 Experiments
4.1 Implementation details

Training datasets. We train VolFill on a combination of 3D-FRONT [17] and ScanNet++ [91]],
following the data splits established by LaRI [41] and NOVA3R [11]]. For the synthetic 3D-FRONT
dataset, we utilize 18k room-level scenes to construct 96k image-TUDF pairs. For real-world
ScanNet++ data, we aggregate multi-view depth maps and back-project them into a unified point
cloud, followed by a filtering and voxelization pipeline to obtain amodal TUDF grids for 46k samples.

Training protocol. Training is conducted on two NVIDIA A6000/L40S GPUs in two stages: in Stage
1, the 3D VAE is trained for 20 epochs with a total batch size of 24, requiring 3 days to converge; in
Stage 2, the latent transformer is trained for 100 epochs with a total batch size of 48, completing in
2.5 days. Both stages utilize the AdamW optimizer with an initial learning rate of 10~%, a cosine
scheduler, and mixed-precision training. More training details are provided in Appendix



Table 2: 3D Reconstruction results on NRGB-D dataset.

Method Occluded Complete
CD] APDo.1 T APDg.os T CDJ| FSo1 1T FSo.os T

DUS3R [80] 2321 3843 22.18 1085 69.90 51.61
VGGT [[77] 2138 4215 2635 944 7385 5891
DA3 [44] 21.65 4334 28.15  8.88 74.87 = 63.52
"DepthPro [3] ~ 438 9256 6741 2219  41.69 2464 1003 7130 51.60
MoGe2 [79] 21.12 4331 2843 931 7535 61.93
"LaRIEI] ~ ~ 409 9377 7351  13.04 6453 4582 979 6837 4347
NOVA3R [11] 831  80.50 5855 819 7399  49.92
"VoIFill (ours) 452 0006 6922 | 697 8141 6248 644 8435 6392

Latent Sampling and Inference. During training, we sample the flow-matching timestep ¢ € [0, 1]
from a logit-normal distribution to prioritize training on higher-noise regimes following [85]. We
apply classifier-free guidance (CFG) by dropping conditions with a probability of 0.1. At inference,
we utilize an ODE solver with 50 steps and set the CFG guidance scale to 3.0.

Our source code and evaluation procedure will be published on our project page upon acceptance.

4.2 Comparison with prior work

Datasets. We evaluate our model on two benchmarks. (1) SCRREAM [33]] consists of 460 samples
with complete, high-quality scanned meshes, providing reliable ground truth for both visible and
occluded surfaces. (2) Neural RGB-D [2]] is adapted for amodal evaluation by aggregating its depth
maps into a global coordinate frame via camera trajectories and multi-view fusion to reconstruct
occluded surfaces. We manually curate the dataset to retain only samples with high “amodal richness”,
excluding scenes where occluded coverage is sparse or hidden geometry negligible. This filtering
ensures the benchmark effectively tests scene completion in complex environments.

Metrics. Following [[11} 41]], we evaluate reconstruction quality using Chamfer Distance (CDJ)
and F-score (FS, 1) at thresholds v € {0.02,0.05,0.10}. Since our non-pixel-aligned formulation
lacks point-wise correspondences, we recover the optimal similarity transformation (scale, rotation,
translation) by minimizing Chamfer Distance via gradient descent prior to evaluation. We assess
performance across visible, occluded, and complete subsets. We employ a one-way Chamfer Distance
(measuring from ground truth to prediction) in the visible and occluded subsets to assess regional
coverage without penalizing valid predicted geometry that falls outside the target subset, and replace
the F-score with a threshold coverage score APD,, 1, measuring the percentage of ground truth points
successfully reconstructed within threshold +. We further evaluate generative quality via Fréchet
Point Cloud Distance (FPDJ) [51]], using a pretrained Uni3D [99] to measure distributional similarity
in a semantically aligned 3D feature space.

Baselines. We compare against four groups. Object-level generative models (TRELLIS [85]],
TripoSG [42]) show the effect of naively applying strong 3D object priors to full unmasked scenes.
Multi-view geometry models (DUSt3R [80], VGGT [77], DepthAnything3 [44]) and single-view
pixel-aligned estimators (MoGe2 [79]], DepthPro [5]) establish visible-surface reference performance
but fundamentally cannot recover occlusions. Finally, scene-level amodal reconstruction methods
(LaRI [41], NOVA3R [11]]) serve as our primary competitors.

Results. Tables[T]and [2]report performance on SCRREAM and NRGB-D datasets respectively. While
pixel-aligned estimators [44}[79] naturally dominate visible metrics, they inherently fail to reconstruct
occluded regions. Among methods designed for amodal completion [[11}41]], our approach establishes
a new state-of-the-art for complete scene reconstruction, achieving a significant performance leap
under the stringent FSy o2 metric. On NRGB-D visible metrics, we maintain performance near that
of LaRlI [41]], while achieving substantially stronger reconstruction across occluded and complete
geometry — confirming that our volumetric formulation provides a far more robust foundation for
full-scene understanding than existing point-cloud or ray-based baselines.
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Figure 4: Qualitative comparison. VolFill synthesizes sharp, high-fidelity geométry, whereas LaRI
produces layered artifacts (red circle) and holes, and NOVA3R yields noisy, unstructured point
scatters (green circle).
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Figure 5: Mesh reconstruction comparison. LaRI and NOVA3R produce fragmented and noisy
meshes due to their unstructured outputs, whereas VolFill directly extracts clean, topologically
consistent surfaces from the structured TUDF grid.

Table [3] presents our metric-scale evaluation, where we assess the reconstruction of amodal point
cloud by applying a rigid transformation to align the predicted and ground-truth coordinates. While
our model leverages internal MoGe?2 predictions to infer absolute scale, we provide baselines [11] 41]]
with a standalone MoGe2 model to lift their normalized outputs into metric space. Our approach sig-
nificantly outperforms these methods, confirming its ability to reconstruct faithful metric-scale amodal
geometry. Our superior FPD score demonstrates that the synthesized geometry is distributionally
well-aligned with ground-truth scenes within a semantically meaningful feature space.

Fig. [ presents qualitative comparisons of predicted point clouds. LaRI produces severe layered arti-
facts inherited from its ray-aligned formulation and leaves many occluded regions empty; NOVA3R
recovers broader scene coverage but produces a noisy, unstructured point cloud. VolFill recovers a
more complete geometry with higher structural fidelity in both visible and occluded regions.

Furthermore, the structured nature of our TUDF representation enables direct surface extraction [23]],
yielding smooth and topologically consistent meshes, as qualitatively evidenced in Fig. 5] In
contrast, [11} 4] require Poisson reconstruction [35]] to produce meshes, a slower post-processing
step that nevertheless results in significant noise and disconnected regions wherever predicted density
is sparse — further demonstrating that representing amodal scenes as structured distance functions is
essential for recovering physically plausible surface geometry. See Appendix [A.4]for more results.

4.3 Ablation study

We evaluate our core design choices through ablation studies on the SCRREAM dataset to justify our
architectural components and conditioning strategies for effective amodal scene reconstruction.

VAE Decoder Design is analyzed in Table [ We evaluate reconstruction fidelity using the TUDF L1
distance within active cells and the occupancy Intersection over Union (IoU) from the thresholded
TUDF. While a dense-only decoder is highly resource-intensive, a purely sparse variant reduces



Table 3: Metric geometry evaluation. Table 4: VAE decoder design ablation.

Method CD| FSo.021 FPDJ) Decoder L1 Dist| IoU?T Time (s)| Mem. (GB)}
LaRI 1143 1147 - Dense-only 049 932 0.63 9.2

'NOVA3R 656 2223 1650 Sparse-only 048 930 009 = 25
VolFill (ours) 3.88  44.90 4.86 Hybrid (Ours) 043  93.5 0.07 1.7
Table 5: Conditioning ablation. Input image

Config. Form  2zwis CDJ FSp.o2 1

X Add 680 31.72
,,,,, MoGe2 X _ 381 4680

MoGe2 Concat 3.66 48.94
MoGe2 Add 3.03 54.83

Table 6: Foundation model ablation.
Conditioning CDJ FS¢.02 1

DINOvV2 546  35.98 Figure 6: Qualitative conditioning ablation. @ Visible-
VGGT 432 4230 only geometry fails to complete the scene; @, @ image-only
TMoGe2 T T 381 4680 tokens result in distorted results; @ our dual-conditioning

synthesizes sharp, high-fidelity amodal geometry.

overhead but compromises accuracy. By integrating both, our hybrid design achieves the best
reconstruction quality alongside the lowest latency and memory footprint, validating its efficiency for
compressing sparse 3D structures into a compact latent space.

Ablation on visual and geometric priors is shown in Table [5] and Fig.[6] Relying exclusively
on the visible latent (®) fails to recover unobserved structures. While image-only conditioning
(Fgrm) enables amodal reasoning, using DINOv?2 (@) leads to distorted geometry, and replacing it
with MoGe?2 (®)—though more realistic—remains insufficient for recovering sharp, fine-grained
details. Our full dual-conditioning strategy (@) achieves the highest fidelity, where additive fusion via
zero-initialized MLPs (Add) outperforms concatenation (Concat), demonstrating that the synergy of
global visual context and explicit geometric grounding is essential for accurate amodal reconstruction.

Ablation on different geometry foundation models is analyzed in Table[f] Despite its semantic
richness, DINOvV2 performs worst due to a lack of 3D spatial anchors. Geometry models like
VGGT significantly improve results, while MoGe2 achieves the best performance. This suggests that
structural consistency is a stronger driver for amodal reconstruction than general semantic reasoning.

5 Limitations and Conclusion

Limitations. While VolFill produces sharper geometry with fewer artifacts than NOVA3R
and LaRI [41], small holes can occasionally persist in unobserved regions, reflecting the challenge
of synthesizing geometry without visual evidence. Scaling model capacity and data diversity will
be essential to bridge these remaining topological gaps. Additionally, as an iterative generative
framework, inference with 50 steps and CFG requires 1.4s on an RTX 4090, remaining slower than
regression-based baselines.

Conclusion. We introduced VolFill, a generative framework for amodal 3D scene reconstruction.
A hybrid 3D VAE compresses sparse TUDF grids into a compact latent space, while a latent
Diffusion Transformer denoises this representation to recover the complete scene geometry; frozen
geometric priors from MoGe2 provide the necessary spatial context. This shifts reconstruction
from deterministic pixel-aligned regression to a structured generative manifold, enabling physically
plausible completions in occluded regions. VolFill produces sharper geometry and outperforms
existing point-cloud and ray-based methods.
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A Technical appendices and supplementary material

A.1 Volumetric Representation Design Choice

We represent amodal 3D geometry as a Truncated Unsigned Distance Field (TUDF), where each
voxel stores its distance to the nearest surface, clipped to a maximum of 7 voxels. This choice is
motivated by the limitations of the two below alternatives.

Binary occupancy marks each voxel as occupied or empty, providing only a single bit of information
per voxel, while TUDF encodes the continuous distance to the nearest surface. This continuous
formulation provides smooth gradients that guide the decoder toward surface boundaries, whereas
binary losses offer no directional signal within the truncation band. Additionally, TUDF enables
precise sub-voxel surface localization through isosurface extraction, while binary occupancy is
restricted to discrete voxel centers.

Truncated Signed Distance Functions (TSDF) require a globally consistent inside/outside orientation,
which is well-defined only for closed, watertight surfaces. Indoor scenes are frequently non-watertight
(single-sided walls, floors, and furniture surfaces do not enclose a volume) so no such orientation
exists. Consequently, TSDF provides no practical advantage over TUDF for open-geometry scenes.
The unsigned formulation avoids this ambiguity entirely, as distance-to-nearest-surface remains
well-defined regardless of scene topology.

A.2 Architecture Details

Fig.|/|describes the internal components of our DiT block, which processes latent tokens z; through
sequential self-attention, cross-attention, and pointwise feedforward stages. To inject temporal
information, the timestep ¢ is mapped via an MLP to generate adaptive Layer Norm parameters
{74, Bi, a; } that modulate and scale the features. Visual priors are integrated by passing foundation
model tokens Fgry through an MLP to serve as key and value pairs for cross-attention.

A.3 Implementation Details

For the construction of the Truncated Unsigned Distance Function (TUDF) grids (Section [3.1)),
the truncation distance 7 is set to 3.0. In the VAE architecture (Section [3.3)), the bottleneck latent
space (16x downsample) utilizes a channel dimension of C' = 16. To derive the low-resolution
ground-truth binary occupancy mask from the high-resolution TUDF grid, we apply 3D max-pooling
to accurately preserve the structural bounds of the geometry. Finally, the weighting coefficients for the
composite VAE objective (Equation@) are empirically balanced and set to Apce = 0.2, Agjce = 0.2,
and /\kl = le — 6.
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A.4 Additional Qualitative Results

We refer the reader to the supplementary video for animated visualizations of the reconstructed 3D
scenes.

Comparison with pixel-aligned geometry approaches is presented in Fig. [§| While these base-
lines [44], [79] achieve high accuracy on visible surfaces, they are inherently restricted to the camera’s
line-of-sight, leaving significant holes and “shadows” in occluded regions. In contrast, VolFill synthe-
sizes physically plausible hidden structures, producing a continuous and structurally coherent scene
representation resolving the visibility constraints of prior work.

Comparison of mesh reconstruction. As shown in Fig. [9] LaRI and NOVA3R can produce
reasonable point clouds in some cases, yet their unstructured outputs consistently yield fragmented,
artifact-heavy meshes. Our approach produces cleaner point clouds and topologically consistent
meshes that better reflect the physical scene geometry.

Qualitative results of the hybrid 3D VAE are shown in Fig. Our VAE effectively compresses
sparse high-resolution TUDF grids into a compact dense latent while preserving fine geometric details
upon reconstruction. For larger scenes, a slight reduction in fidelity is observed given the fixed latent
capacity, though overall structure and surface topology remain well-preserved — confirming the
latent space provides a faithful scene representation for the downstream diffusion process.

Generative inference trajectory. Fig. |1 1|illustrates the iterative refinement of the amodal geometry
throughout the denoising trajectory. Even at early stages (t = 3), the framework successfully predicts
the coarse overall structure of the scene. As the latent representation becomes progressively cleaner,
the synthesized geometry sharpens significantly around ¢ = 15, followed by continuous, fine-grained
structural refinement until the final inference step.

B Computing Resources

Our research utilized multiple computing servers, consisting of a high-performance cluster for model
training and a dedicated local workstation for data preparation, evaluation, and visualization.

Hardware Specifications.

* Cluster Training: Primary training was conducted on a cluster node equipped with 2x NVIDIA
RTX A6000 GPUs (48GB VRAM each). We also have access to a SLURM-managed server
providing 2x NVIDIA L40S GPUs (48GB VRAM each).

* Local Workstation: Data preprocessing, quantitative evaluation, and visualization were per-
formed on a local workstation featuring an NVIDIA RTX 4090 GPU (24GB VRAM) and an Intel
Core 19 processor with 64GB of RAM.

Data Preparation and Training Duration. The computational timeline for the final models reported
in the main text is as follows:

» Offline Preprocessing: The preparation of the training data, including TUDF preparation and
the pre-extraction of VAE latents to accelerate training, was performed on the local workstation.
This process required approximately 3—4 days for the complete dataset.

* VAE Training: The hybrid 3D VAE required approximately 3 days of training using 2 GPUs.

* DiT Training: The latent Diffusion Transformer (DiT) required approximately 2.5 days using 2
GPUs.

* Ablation Studies: The dense VAE ablation required approximately 6 days of compute, while
DiT architecture ablations mirrored the 2.5-day schedule.

Total Compute Expenditure. Accounting for preliminary investigations and hyperparameter tuning,
we estimate a total compute expenditure of approximately 1,680 GPU hours (2 GPUs over 35
days). This excludes the additional CPU-intensive preprocessing and evaluation time on the local
workstation.
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Figure 8: Qualitative comparison with pixel-aligned approaches. Unlike MoGe2 [[79] and
DepthAnything3, which are restricted to visible surfaces and leave significant holes, VolFill recon-
structs complete, physically plausible amodal geometry.

C Broader societal impacts.

Our work advances single-image 3D scene reconstruction, which may benefit applications in robotics,
assistive navigation, AR/VR, digital twins, architectural design, and embodied Al by enabling richer
spatial understanding from limited visual input. In particular, complete-scene reconstruction could
help autonomous systems reason about occluded geometry and improve safety in indoor navigation
or human-robot interaction. However, the same capability may also raise concerns if deployed in
privacy-sensitive settings, since inferred 3D layouts could reveal information about private homes,
workplaces, or personal environments beyond what is directly visible in an image. The method could
also be misused for surveillance, unauthorized mapping, or synthetic reconstruction of restricted
spaces. In addition, models trained on datasets such as 3D-FRONT and ScanNet++ may inherit dataset
biases toward particular indoor layouts, object categories, geographic regions, or socioeconomic
settings, potentially limiting performance in underrepresented environments. Thus, we view this
work as a research contribution rather than a deployment-ready system, and recommend that practical
use include consent-aware data collection and privacy safeguards.
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Figure 9: Point cloud and mesh comparison. Our method produces cleaner point clouds and
significantly more coherent meshes than LaRI and NOVA3R.
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Figure 10: Qualitative results of the hybrid 3D VAE.
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Figure 11: Evolution of amodal geometry. Step-wise visualization of the denoising process. Our
model rapidly converges on the coarse scene layout by ¢ = 3 and recovers sharp, detailed structures
around ¢ = 8, followed by continuous refinement.
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