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Abstract

In this paper, we introduce DiffusionMat, a novel image
matting framework that employs a diffusion model for the
transition from coarse to refined alpha mattes. Diverging
from conventional methods that utilize trimaps merely as
loose guidance for alpha matte prediction, our approach
treats image matting as a sequential refinement learning
process. This process begins with the addition of noise to
trimaps and iteratively denoises them using a pre-trained
diffusion model, which incrementally guides the prediction
towards a clean alpha matte. The key innovation of our
framework is a correction module that adjusts the output at
each denoising step, ensuring that the final result is consis-
tent with the input image’s structures. We also introduce
the Alpha Reliability Propagation, a novel technique de-
signed to maximize the utility of available guidance by se-
lectively enhancing the trimap regions with confident alpha
information, thus simplifying the correction task. To train
the correction module, we devise specialized loss functions
that target the accuracy of the alpha matte’s edges and the
consistency of its opaque and transparent regions. We eval-
uate our model across several image matting benchmarks,
and the results indicate that DiffusionMat consistently out-
performs existing methods. Project page at https://
cnnlstm.github.io/DiffusionMat.

1. Introduction

Image matting, a critical process in extracting objects from
images, has indispensable applications in numerous fields,
including media production, virtual reality, and intelligent
editing tools [6, 27, 34, 44, 52]. The process is mathemat-
ically modeled as a decomposition of an image I into its
constituent foreground F' and background B, combined via

an alpha matte o. The composite model is given by:
L =a;F+(1—w)B;, «;€]0,1], (1

where each pixel ¢ entails solving for the transparency «;
alongside the colors of F; and B;.
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Figure 1. Our DiffusionMat transforms alpha matting into a se-
quential refinement process, progressing from a noise-injected
trimap to a precisely defined alpha matte (see bottom-right). The
resulting composited foregrounds are showcased against a green

screen background.

The inherent challenge in matting stems from its ill-
posed structure, in which each pixel’s calculation involves
estimating more variables than the available observations.
Traditional approaches [30, 38, 48, 52, 54, 56] partially
mitigate this issue by leveraging auxiliary inputs, such as
trimaps, to provide boundary conditions for the unknown
regions. However, this method of one-off prediction has in-
trinsic limitations. It assumes a static relationship between
the auxiliary input and the image content, which can lead
to inaccuracies due to oversimplified assumptions about the
spatial distribution of opacity within the unknown regions.

To overcome these limitations, we introduce a reconcep-
tualized framework, DiffusionMat, that embraces a sequen-
tial refinement learning strategy. Unlike one-off prediction
models that generate a single alpha matte in a direct manner,
our approach progressively refines the matte through a se-
ries of informed iterations. This methodology aligns with
the stochastic nature of diffusion processes, which have
demonstrated exceptional capability in capturing complex
data distributions in recent studies [3, 14, 17, 24, 42].

DiffusionMat operates on the premise that the matting of
unknown regions can be enhanced incrementally, benefit-
ing from each iteration’s feedback to correct and refine the
predictions. This is in stark contrast to one-off predictions
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that lack the flexibility to revise and improve upon initial
estimations. Our correction module plays a pivotal role in
this iterative process, fine-tuning the matte at each step to
ensure fidelity to the input image’s structural nuances. Par-
ticularly, our method commences with the training of an un-
conditional diffusion model on a comprehensive dataset of
alpha mattes, preparing it to understand and generate the
distribution of matting details. We then inject random noise
into a trimap in a controlled manner to mimic real-world
unpredictability, enabling our model to explore a diverse set
of potential alpha matte solutions. The noised trimap is fed
into the diffusion model, which denoises it step by step, it-
eratively refining towards a high-quality alpha matte (see in

Fig. 1). This stochastic process naturally incorporates vari-

ability, which we harness rather than constrain, to produce

a range of plausible matte solutions.

To achieve a deterministic result aligned with the input
image I, our framework incorporates a deterministic de-
noising process using Denoising Diffusion Implicit Mod-
els (DDIM) inversion [46]. This process inverts a ground
truth alpha matte through the diffusion model to establish
a reference trajectory for the denoising steps. A correction
module, augmented with an image encoder, ensures that the
intermediate outputs adhere to this trajectory, focusing par-
ticularly on the unknown regions as identified by the trimap.
We further propose an Alpha Reliability Propagation (ARP)
to regulate the intermediate denoised results by the deter-
mined regions. This operation enhances the model’s fo-
cus and efficiency in learning, allowing for rapid refinement
within the most ambiguous regions of the trimap.

In summary, our primary contributions are as follows:

* We present the first attempt to utilize diffusion models
for image matting. This marks a novel step in the context
of matting tasks, demonstrating the potential of diffusion
models in this domain.

* We reconceptualize image matting as a process of trans-
forming trimap guidance into precise alpha mattes, em-
ploying a novel correction strategy to align random de-
noising trajectories with the GT ones.

* We propose an Alpha Reliability Propagation module to
accelerate and regulate the sequential learning process.

e Our extensive experiments on both portrait and non-
portrait matting datasets validates that DiffusionMat sets
a new benchmark for state-of-the-art performance.

Through this approach, we demonstrate that the pro-
posed DiffusionMat not only addresses the core challenges
of image matting but also opens up a new avenue to apply
sequential learning to complex vision tasks.

2. Related Works

Natural Image Matting. Image matting techniques can
be broadly divided into sampling-based and affinity-based
methods. Sampling-based methods [13, 18, 45, 49] estimate

alpha values by drawing color samples from foreground
and background regions. In contrast, affinity-based meth-
ods [1, 9, 26] extrapolate alpha values into unknown regions
based on the relational affinities between pixels. Recent ad-
vancements have seen the application of deep learning to
image matting. Xu et al. [52] were pivotal in introducing
a dedicated image-matting dataset alongside an encoder-
decoder network tailored for this task. Lutz et al. [35] fur-
ther enhanced matting frameworks by integrating genera-
tive adversarial networks, while Lu er al. [34] developed In-
dexNet, which dynamically adapts to feature maps for index
generation. Li et al. [30] introduced the concept of guided
contextual attention for the effective global communication
of opacity information. Building upon the transformer ar-
chitecture, Park et al. [38] implemented a trimap prior to-
ken to leverage the self-attention mechanism for improved
matting. Cai et al. [5] focused on the challenges presented
by transparent objects, employing a design with an expan-
sive receptive field. Furthermore, Yu et al. [56] proposed
a concatenate network that enhances the prediction of the
unknown region. Diverging from the conventional end-to-
end matting paradigm, our work redefines the process as a
transformation from noisy trimap to alpha matte, capitaliz-
ing on the generative capacities of diffusion models. This
approach not only acknowledges but actively engages with
the generative aspects of diffusion to inform the matting
process.

Diffusion Models. Diffusion models have recently risen
to prominence for their superior generative performance in
various domains [3, 14, 17, 24, 42]. These models function
by iteratively refining from random noise to create coher-
ent samples, showcasing impressive capabilities in image
synthesis and restoration. Notable implementations include
GDP [16], which uses pre-trained diffusion models for im-
age restoration and enhancement, and SDEdit [36], which
synthesizes realistic images through stochastic differential
denoising. Stable Diffusion further extends this utility to
diverse applications such as image and video manipulation,
language-to-image translation, and synthetic media genera-
tion [39, 53, 57]. In this paper, we harness the generative
capabilities of pre-trained diffusion models to address im-
age matting, a fundamental perceptual task.

Diffusion Models for Perception Tasks. The versatil-
ity of diffusion models, traditionally celebrated for genera-
tive tasks, is now being explored for perceptual challenges.
Segdiff [2] marked an initial foray into diffusion-driven seg-
mentation, while Chen et al. [11] expanded the utility with
the Bit Diffusion model [12], adept at panoptic segmen-
tation across still images and videos. In a similar vein,
Boah et al. [23] combined diffusion models with adversar-
ial training for enhanced vascular segmentation accuracy.



Baranchuk et al. [4] investigated the potential of diffusion
model activations in capturing the semantic segmentation
of images. Building on this, DiffusionDet [10] introduced
a paradigm shift in object detection by conceptualizing it as
a denoising diffusion sequence. The recent VPD model by
Zhao et al. [59] exploits a pre-trained text-to-image diffu-
sion model’s semantic prowess for a range of visual percep-
tion tasks, and DDP by Ji et al. [21] applies it to various
dense visual prediction scenarios. Our work pioneers the
application of diffusion models for image matting, leverag-
ing their generative strengths to advance this intricate per-
ceptual task.

3. Approach

transforming trimap guidance into precise alpha mattes In
this section, we present DiffusionMat, a novel diffusion-
based framework for image matting. Our key idea is to
transform the trimap guidance into precise alpha matte by
a novel correction strategy. We first present the background
of diffusion models, and then describe how we correct the
denoised results via deterministic denoising and our alpha
reliability propagation.

3.1. Preliminaries: Diffusion Models

Diffusion models are classes of likelihood-based models
that learn the distribution space in a gradual denoising pro-
cess [3, 14, 17, 24, 42]. A diffusion model consists of a
noising process and a reverse denoise sampling process. In
the forward process, the diffusion model adds the noise to
the data gradually via a Markov chain. Each forward step
can be represented as:

q(zy|zi—1) =N (\/ 1- thtflvﬂtl) )

where {f;}1_, are variance schedule. The latent variable
¢ can be denoted as:

T = /ouxo + V1 — age, e ~ N(0,1),

where oy :=1— 3, . During training, the diffusion model
€p is used for predicting € from z; with following equation.

Lpm = |le — eg(ae, 1|3

During the inference, the data can be sampled using
the following Denoising Diffusion Probabilistic Models
(DDPM) [19] reverse diffusion process:

Tt—1 =

! (m— b e (x t))—l—oz
=5 t o, 0 (Tt tZ,
where z ~ N(0,I). Moreover, Song ef al. propose the
DDIM [46] denoising process with fewer steps. The DDIM
sampling is a deterministic process, which allows us to fully
invert the real data to its latent variables.
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Figure 2. Pipeline of SDEdit [36] for synthesizing alpha matte
under the trimap guidance.

3.2. Procedure

Given an input image [ along with its trimap guidance m,
our objective is to derive the corresponding alpha matte
«. Diverging from existing one-off prediction approaches,
we introduce a sequential refinement learning strategy that
transforms noised trimap to clean alpha matte.

The trimap-to-alpha transformation can be seen as a con-
ditional image generation process, SDEdit [36] provides a
simple pipeline for this generation, it synthesizes output im-
ages under given guidance by iteratively denoising through
a stochastic differential equation. Here, we present the
pipeline that applies SDEdit to synthesize an alpha matte
under trimap guidance. As illustrated in Fig. 2, SDEdit
begins with the trimap guidance m, which is initially per-
turbed with random noise to create a noised mask my at
time step 7. Subsequently, this corrupted trimap mr un-
dergoes denoising in the diffusion model’s sampling pro-
cess through iterative application of Eq. 3, leading to the
final alpha matte denoted as «°PF. This process can be rep-
resented as follows:

mr = Jarm+ (1 — ar)e, e ~ N(0,1), 2)

_ mr — /1 —oqeg(mp; T)
mr—1 =y/Q&r—1 ( g
“predicted clean alpha matte in one step 3)

V1—ar_i-e(mp;T),

“direction pointing to m7”

)+

where ¢y is the unconditional diffusion model pre-trained
on large scaled alpha matte dataset, and the first term is the
clear alpha matte o predicted in one step, and the second
term is the direction pointing to m .

3.2.1 Deterministic Denoising

In the SDEdit, a noised guidance trimap can be denoised
to arbitrary alpha matte due to the randomness brought by
the random noise. However, as a perception task, image
matting has one only deterministic alpha matte. For obtain-
ing the precisely alpha matte, we correct the intermediate
denoised results using the GT inverted guidance [37]. Par-
ticularly, given the GT alpha matte «, we invert it to the pre-
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Figure 3. Pipeline of our DiffusionMat. Given a trimap guidance m, we first perturb it with random noise € to a noised mask m at time
step 7. In each denoising timestep ¢, we propose the deterministic denoising that corrects the immediate results m; with an image encoder
Eg and correction module Cg. We further propose an Alpha Reliability Propagation that regulates the intermediate denoised results by the

determined unknown regions. Then the output result m;* %

is aligned with the corresponding GT inverted results o;. We also predict a

clean alpha matte &9 in each step and minimize its distance with the GT . Note that loss £, and Lcom are omitted for simplicity.

trained diffusion model via DDIM inversion, and obtain the
deterministic inversion trajectory, which can be used as the
supervision during correction.

In the case of SDEdit, a noised guidance trimap has the
potential to be denoised into an arbitrary alpha matte due to
the randomness introduced by the random noise. However,
image matting, being a classic perception task, necessitates
a single deterministic alpha matte. To achieve this precise
alpha matte, we correct the denoised results under the su-
pervision of the GT inverted guidance. Different from [37],
we use a learnable correction module for the revision.

Specifically, starting with the GT alpha matte «, we per-
form an inversion process to map it onto the pre-trained dif-
fusion model via DDIM inversion, and yields a determinis-
tic inversion trajectory.

In each denoised timestep ¢, we correct the intermediate
denoised result m; using an image encoder Ey and a cor-
rection module Cy. As illustrated in Fig. 3, we initiate the
process by encoding the image I with the image encoder
eg, resulting in the image feature f;. Subsequently, we con-
catenate f; with m, and feed this combined input to the cor-
rection module ¢y, generating the corrected denoising result
mg°"". These procedures can be expressed as follows:

fI = E@(I)v

m{°"" = Co(cat(fr;me);t),

where cat(+; ) denotes the concatenation operator.

3.2.2 Alpha Reliability Propagation

Learning such a correction for all pixels is challenging and
unnecessary since the difference between the trimap and al-
pha matte only exists in the unknown region. To alleviate
the learning complexity and concentrate the module’s ef-
forts on the unknown regions, we introduce the “Alpha Re-

liability Propagation” (ARP) module that regulates the in-

termediate denoised results by the known regions.
Particularly, we first invert the trimap m to diffusion

model via DDIM inversion and get the inversion trajectory

m;™7, then we replace the known regions’ values on m§°"™"

with those in m$¥™ according the known mask M ,oun,
that is:
ARP __ corr inv
my =y X (1 - mknown) +my X Mynown-

Then we denoise m* ¥ to its next timestep following
Eq. 3. Note that the first term in Eq. 3 can be regard as the
alpha matte &) that predicted in one step directly.

3.2.3 Loss Functions

In this section, we provide the loss functions for train-
ing DiffusionMat, the first one is the DDIM inversion loss
L1y for correcting the intermediate denoised results. Let
{ar,...;as,...ap} denotes the deterministic inversion tra-
jectory of GT alpha matte «, in each timestep t, we define
the DDIM inversion loss Ly, as:

Liny = [law = m{7 3. S

Moreover, we also develop another loss term L, by
aligning the distance between one step alpha matte & with
GT alpha matte «:

Lo = |la—a?;. (5)

For those matting datasets that have GT foreground and
background, we also also introduce the composition loss
that wild used in many image matting works [30, 38, 52,
56]. We first composite an image I;°""" using &} following
Eq. 1, then we minimize the absolute difference between
the composited image and the GT image I:

Lcomp = T = L1 (©)



Table 1. Quantitative evaluation on portrait matting with state-of-the-art methods on P3M-10K dataset. “Trimap™” denotes the GT trimap.
The lower the better for all metrics, and the best results are marked in Bold.

Metrics Guidance P3M-500-P P3M-500-NP
Methods SAD| | MSE| | Grad] | Conn] | SAD| | MSE| | Grad] | Conn|
LF [58] None 42.95 0.0191 42.19 18.80 32.59 | 0.0131 31.93 19.50
HATT [40] None 25.99 | 0.0054 14.91 25.29 30.53 0.0072 19.88 27.42
SHM [8] None 21.56 | 0.0100 | 21.24 17.53 20.77 | 0.0093 20.30 17.09
GFM [29] None 13.20 | 0.0050 12.58 17.75 15.50 | 0.0056 14.82 18.03
P3M-Net [28] None 8.73 0.0026 8.22 13.88 11.23 0.0035 10.35 12.51
MODNet [22] None 13.31 0.0038 16.50 10.88 16.70 | 0.0051 15.29 13.81
DIM [52] Trimap* 4.89 0.0009 4.48 9.68 5.32 0.0009 4.70 7.70
AlphaGAN [35] Trimap 5.27 0.0112 - - 5.24 0.0112 - -
GCA [30] Trimap 4.36 0.0088 10.04 5.03 4.35 0.0089 8.27 5.26
IndexNet [34] Trimap 4.69 0.0007 8.94 4.20 5.36 0.0007 7.19 471
MG [56] Mask 5.60 0.0012 11.27 5.16 6.23 0.0012 9.54 5.59
MatteFormer [38] Trimap 4.54 0.0008 9.32 4.08 491 0.0007 7.19 4.27
DiffusionMat Trimap 4.58 0.0007 8.67 3.89 5.03 0.0007 6.29 4.15

Now we define the final loss Lgjp,) for training the Dif-
fusionMat:

EFinal = A1 EInv + )\2£o¢ + >\3£Comp7 (7)

where {);} denote the weight factors for balancing loss
terms. It is noticed that Lgin, can be applied on arbitrary
timesteps.

Different from classical diffusion models trained and
inference in two different pipelines, our DiffusionMat is
trained in the inference process of diffusion. Once trained,
we can predict the alpha matte with the same pipeline.

4. Experiments
4.1. Experimental Settings

Datasets. To evaluating the effectiveness of our Diffusion-
Mat, we conduct experiment on following image matting
datasets.

* P3M-10K dataset [28] is the largest privacy-preserving
portrait matting dataset, it contains 10,421 high-
resolution real-word portrait images and the correspond-
ing alpha matte. The dataset is divided into one train-
ing set and two test datasets. The training set contains
9,421 face-blurred portrait-matte pairs. The first test set
has 500 face-blurred portrait-matte pairs, which are de-
noted as P3M-500-P. Another test set also contains 500
portrait-matte pairs, but the portraits are not blurred faces,
and it is denoted as P3M-500-NP.

e Human-2K dataset [33] provides 2,100 portrait fore-
ground image and matte pairs. Then the foreground im-
ages are composited with background images from MS
COCO [31] and Pascal VOC [15] datasets, which result
in 43,100 training samples and 2,000 testing samples.

* Composition-1k dataset [52].  Beyond above por-
trait matting datasets, we also conduct experiment on

Composition-1k dataset, which contains not only por-

trait but also object images. It contains 431,000 training

image-matting pairs which composited with background
from Pascal VOC [15] datasets. The test dataset contains

1,000 composited images which composited with back-

ground image from MS COCO [31] dataset.

Evaluation Metrics. We use four metrics to evaluate the
alpha matting results, namely, the mean square error (MSE),
the sum of absolute differences (SAD), the gradient error
(Grad), and connectivity errors (Conn) [41]. Particularly,
MSE and SAD measure the statistical differences between
predicted and GT alpha mattes, Conn evaluates the discon-
nected foreground objects, and Grad focuses on the over-
smoothed or erroneous discontinuities in the alpha matte.
Compared with MSE and SAD, Conn and Grad are more
related to human perception.

4.2. Implementation Details

We implement the proposed framework in Pytorch on a PC
with Nvidia GeForce RTX 3090. We first follow [19] that
uses U-Net architecture [43] as the diffusion model’s struc-
ture. Since the resolution of alpha matte is relatively high,
we remove the “att_block” of U-Net to save GPU mem-
ory. For two portrait matting datasets, we use the diffusion
model that trains on their mixed alpha mattes. The diffu-
sion model fine-tuned on the Composition-1k dataset is uti-
lized on this object matting dataset. We use the Swin-Unet
as the image encoder [7], and the correction network also
has the same U-Net structure as the diffusion model. The
framework is optimized by the Adam optimizer [25] with
the learning rate of 1e~%. We empirically set the balancing
weights in Eq. 7 as Ay = 2, Ao = 1, and A3 = 1. We crop
the input images and trimaps to the resolution of 512x512
for training the framework. During the inference, we pre-
dict the alpha matte of the full-resolution images.



Table 2. Quantitative evaluation on portrait matting with state-of-
the-art methods on Human-2K dataset. “Trimap™” denotes the GT
trimap. The lower the better for all metrics. The best results are
marked in Bold.

Methods  |Guidance |[SAD] | MSE] |Grad| | Conn]

DIM [52] | Trimap* | 7.53 | 0.008 | 6.40 | 6.70
IndexNet [34] | Trimap | 6.55 | 0.006 | 4.50 | 5.50

GCA [30] Trimap | 5.18 | 0.004 | 3.00 | 4.00

TIMI-Net [33]| Trimap | 4.20 |0.0026| 2.06 | 2.95
MODNet [22]| None | 7.80 [0.0080| 7.20 | 7.40

MG [56] Mask | 4.40 [0.0040| 2.50 | 3.20
SPGM [51] Mask | 4.00 |0.0020| 2.00 | 2.80
DiffusionMat | Trimap | 4.04 |0.0020| 1.66 | 2.66

4.3. Evaluations

P3M-10K. We first compare DiffusionMat with state-of-
the-art models on P3M-10K dataset in Tab. 1. Gener-
ally speaking, guidance-based approaches tend to outper-
form guidance-free methods. This is primarily due to the
auxiliary guidance effectively reducing learning ambiguity.
Moreover, our DiffusionMat achieves comparable results to
its competitors on two test sets. This validates the effec-
tiveness of our approach. In particular, DiffusionMat yields
lower Grad and Conn metrics, indicating that our predicted
alpha mattes are more perceptually favorable to humans.
This can be attributed to our utilization of the generative
prior from pre-trained diffusion models, which effectively
eliminates discontinuous regions that are rarely encountered
in portrait alpha mattes. This further underscores the effec-
tiveness of DiffusionMat in sequential refinement.

The qualitative comparison results are shown in Fig. 4.
It is evident that DiffusionMat produces the most refined
alpha mattes. In the 2,4 sample, DiffusionMat accurately
captures the semi-transparent region around the “plant”,
while other methods failed on capturing it. Notably, our
approach also demonstrates robustness against inaccurate
trimaps. In the 54, sample, where the trimap inaccurately
marks regions in the background as unknown, most trimap-
based methods erroneously predict alpha mattes around the
object. This error even affects the mask-guided method
MG [56]. Conversely, DiffusionMat remains unaffected
by the imprecise trimap, accurately predicting the alpha
matte exclusively around the portrait. We attribute this to
the strong generative prior of the diffusion model, which
has been trained on extensive portrait matte datasets, natu-
rally preventing predictions on background objects.

Human-2K. We present the quantitative comparison on
the Human-2K dataset in Tab. 2. We can see that Diffusion-
Mat also works well on this compositional dataset, which
evidences its generalization ability. Same as the P3M-10K
dataset, our predicted alpha mattes achieve better perfor-
mance on Grad and Conn metrics, which is more favorable

Table 3. Quantitative evaluation on image matting with state-of-
the-art methods on Composition-1k dataset. “Trimap*” denotes
the GT trimap. The lower the better for all metrics. The best

results are marked in Bold.

Methods Guidance|SAD||MSE/| |Grad| |Conn]

Learning Based [60]| None |113.9]0.048| 91.6 | 122.2
Closed-Form [26] | None |168.1|0.091|126.9|167.9
KNN [9] None |175.4|0.103|124.1|176.4
DIM [52] Trimap* | 50.4 |0.014 | 31.0 | 50.8
AlphaGAN [35] | Trimap | 52.4 | 0.030| 38.0 -
IndexNet [34] Trimap | 45.8 [0.013| 25.9 | 43.7
HATT [40] Trimap | 44.0 [0.007 | 29.3 | 46.4
AdaMatting [6] Trimap | 41.7 |0.010| 16.8 -
SampleNet [48] | Trimap | 40.4 |0.010| - -
Fine-Grained [32] | Trimap | 37.6 [0.009| 18.3 | 35.4
Context-Aware [20] | Trimap | 35.8 [0.008 | 17.3 | 33.2

GCA [30] Trimap | 35.3 [0.009| 16.9 | 32.5
HDMatt [55] Trimap | 33.5 |0.007 | 14.5 | 29.9
MG [56] Mask | 31.5 [0.007| 13.5 | 27.3
TIMINet [33] Trimap | 29.1 [0.006| 11.5 | 25.4
SIM [47] Trimap | 28.0 {0.006| 10.8 | 24.8

TransMatting [5]
MatteFormer [38]
DiffusionMat

Trimap | 25.0 |0.005| 9.7 | 20.2
Trimap | 23.8 [0.004| 8.7 | 18.9
Trimap | 22.8 |0.004| 6.8 | 18.4

to human perceptual.

Composition-1k. The quantitative comparison on the
Composition-1k dataset is presented in Tab. 3. Our Dif-
fusionMat also outperforms the state-of-the-art methods on
this dataset, especially on human perceptual-related Grad
and Conn metrics, which evidences that our method is not
limited on portrait matting dataset, but also generalize well
on the object matting dataset.

4.4. Ablation Studies

In this section, we perform ablation studies to evaluate Dif-
fusionMat on the Human-2K dataset. Then we develop var-
ious variants with different settings and the modification of
loss functions.

w/ vs. w /o Diffusion. To demonstrate the effectiveness
of introducing the pre-trained diffusion model, we propose
a vanilla variant (w/o Diffusion) by removing the diffusion
model. In this variant, we concatenate the feature f; with
the trimap along channels and feed them directly to the cor-
rection network for alpha matte prediction. The compari-
son between w/ Diffusion and w /o Diffusion can be found
in Tab. 4. The w/o Diffusion variant exhibits poor perfor-
mance on the Human-2K dataset, while w/ Diffusion (Dif-
fusionMat) achieves significantly better results. This sug-
gests that our performance gain does not originate from the
image encoder or correction network but rather from our
sequential refinement trimap-to-alpha framework.

Quantitative comparisons are provided in Fig. 5, where
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Figure 4. The qualitative comparison results on P3M dataset, our method produces the most refined alpha mattes and is robustness against

inaccurate trimaps. Best viewed by zooming in.

Table 4. Ablation study on w/ Diffusion vs. w/o Diffusion model.

Variants SAD|
w/o Diffusion | 17.34
w/ Diffusion | 4.04

“ Hﬂ‘ﬂ

MSE| | Grad] | Connl
0.0709 | 51.33 | 16.38
0.0020 | 1.66 2.66

Image Trlmap w/o Dlttuslon w/ Dltfuslon
Figure 5. Without the generative prior of pre-trained d1ffus10n, the

vanilla variant w /o Diffusion cannot predict the finest alpha matte.

the w/o Diffusion variant only produces a coarse alpha
matte with significant detail loss. Conversely, w/ Diffusion
captures fine details effectively.

w/ vs. w/o ARP. To highlight the effectiveness of our
Alpha Reliability Propagation, we trained DiffusionMat by
removing this module. The comparison is presented in
Tab. 5, where the variant w/o ARP exhibits inferior per-
formance across all four metrics. ARP module plays a vi-
tal role in propagating reliable knowledge from the trimap.
It not only eases the learning process but also ensures that
DiffusionMat focuses on the unknown regions during alpha
matte prediction, resulting in more accurate predictions.

Choice of Perturbation Timestep 7. We further con-
duct an ablation study to evaluate the impact of the pertur-
bation timestep (7"), which controls the noise level added to

Table 5. Ablation study of w/ vs. w/o Alpha Reliability Propaga-
tion module.

Variants | SADJ
w/o ARP | 7.07
w/ ARP | 4.04

MSE| | Grad| | Conn}
0.0062 | 3.82 5.57
0.0020 | 1.66 2.66

Table 6. Ablation study on corrupt timestep 7" with fixed 3 sam-
pling steps.

Variants SAD|
T =100 5.52
T = 250 5.34
T = 500 5.33
T =750 5.46
T =1,000 | 9.40

MSE| | Grad| | Connl
0.0045 | 2.96 4.16
0.0044 | 2.71 3.99
0.0050 | 2.84 3.74
0.0047 | 2.77 4.03
0.0126 | 7.15 8.04

the trimap and subsequent denoising. We set different val-
ues of 1" with 3 sampling steps in this ablation study and
the comparison is shown in Tab. 6. Variant 7" = 1,000
performs the worst performance, which indicates a higher
level of trimap perturbation, providing less useful guid-
ance to the denoising process. Conversely, the variant with
T = 100 also showed suboptimal performance compared to
T = 250, indicates fewer perturbation cannot transform the
trimap to an alpha matte successfully. Notably, the T" = 250
variant yields the best performance across all metrics and
we use it as our default setting.

Choice of Sampling Steps. We evaluated the perfor-
mance and computational costs of DiffusionMat with vary-



Table 7. Ablation study on different sampling steps with the per-
turbation timestep 1" = 250.

Variants ‘ SADJ ‘ MSE| ‘ Grad| ‘ Connl. ‘ FLOPs|
step=1 | 6.03 |0.0050| 3.41 | 4.78 | 517.96G
step=3 | 534 [0.0044 | 2.71 | 3.99 |1455.54G
step="5 | 4.04 [0.0020| 1.66 | 2.66 |2393.12G

step=10| 3.99 |0.0020 | 1.59 | 2.57 |4737.07G

Table 8. Ablation study on the modification of loss functions.

Variants SAD]
w/o Liny 4.96
w/o Lq 4.34
w/0 Lcomp 477
DiffusionMat | 4.04

MSE] | Grad| | Conn]
0.0034 | 2.51 3.44
0.0024 | 1.84 291
0.0027 | 1.98 3.19
0.0020 | 1.66 2.66

ing numbers of sampling steps with the input resolution of
512x512. As shown in Tab. 7, the increased sampling steps
results in a more accurate alpha matte. However, larger
sampling steps also incur higher computational costs, lead-
ing to elevated FLOPs values. Notably, compared to the
variant with 5 steps, using 10 steps does not yield a signif-
icant improvement in accuracy, yet it doubles the compu-
tational resources cost. Considering the trade-off between
accuracy and efficiency, we set sampling steps as 5.

Ablation Study on Different Losses. To evaluate the
impact of different loss terms, we developed three variants:
1) w/o Ly, by removing the DDIM inversion loss, 2) w/o
L, by omitting the alignment between one-step alpha matte
and GT alpha matte, and 3) w/0 Lcomp by eliminating the
composition loss. The comparison is detailed in Tab. 8. It
is evident that the variant w/o Lr,, presents inferior per-
formance across all metrics. This highlights the crucial role
played by the DDIM inversion loss in DiffusionMat, as it
corrects the denoised results with the GT inverted trajectory.
Additionally, both Lcomp and L, contributed to improved
performance.

Random seeds. To evaluating the stability of Diffu-
sionMat under varying random seeds, we follow Diffusion-
Det [10] that trains 5 models with different initial seeds and
evaluate their performance with 10 different random seeds.
As illustrated in Fig. 6, DiffusionMat demonstrates consis-
tent mean values on the MSE metric, signifying its robust-
ness to different sources of noise. This stability can be at-
tributed to our deterministic denoising approach, which ef-
fectively reduces randomness during the denoising process.

Visualization of Denoised Results. We provide visu-
alizations of the original and corrected denoised results at
different timesteps in Fig. 7. The original denoised results
primarily preserve global semantic structures but fail to cap-
ture local details. In contrast, the corrected denoised results
effectively capture these local details, resulting in an accu-

0.00240

0.00225

w
£0.00210
= 0020 —0.0020 0021 0020
—10.0020)
0.00195
0.00180 ; 5 3 7] =

Random Seeds
Figure 6. We train DiffusionMat with 5 different random seeds
and evaluate each one 10 times. They get the very similar mean
values on MSE metric.

TeuTrbrio

po302110D

Trimap/Image ¢t = 200 t = 150 t =100 t =50 t=20
Figure 7. Visual comparison between original denoised results
(obtained by SDEdit [36]) and corrected results on different de-
noising timesteps.

rate alpha matte. This highlights the effectiveness of our
sequential refinement learning strategy.

5. Conclusion and Discussions

In this paper, we present DiffusionMat, a framework that
transforms a noise-injected trimap into a clean alpha matte
by treating image matting as a sequential refinement learn-
ing process. Initially, we perturb the trimap with noise and
subsequently denoise it using a pre-trained diffusion model.
We introduce a correction module designed to adjust each
intermediate denoised result. Furthermore, we propose the
Alpha Reliability Propagation module, which enhances the
efficacy of the correction module, particularly in unknown
regions. Our experiments across various image matting
datasets demonstrate DiffusionMat’s superior performance.

The primary limitation of our DiffusionMat lies in its
computational efficiency. It requires more processing time
compared to traditional single-pass image matting methods,
taking approximately 0.6 seconds for an input resolution of
512 x 512. However, these drawbacks could potentially be
mitigated through the development of more efficient diffu-
sion models, which is a direction we aim to explore in future
research.



6. Appendix

We provide the pseudo code for training and inference our
DiffusionMat in Alg. 1 and Alg. 2.

In addition, more qualitative comparison with related
works on Composition-1k dataset [52] can be seen in Fig. 8.
Our diffusionmat is robust to semitransparent areas, such as
glass. Moreover, it captures the local fine details effectively.

We also apply our DiffusionMat on real video matting
dataset provided by [50], it consists of 19 human videos
results in 711 frames. We use our DiffusionMat trained on
P3M dataset [28] and evaluate on this video matting dataset.
The quantitative comparison can be seen in Tab. 9, though
our DiffusionMat is trained on image-matting pairs, it also
achieves state-of-the-art performance, which demonstrates
that effectiveness of our DiffusionMat.

Table 9. Quantitative evaluation on image matting with state-of-
the-art methods on video matting dataset. The lower the better for
all metrics. The best results are marked in Bold.

Methods MSE| | SAD| | Grad] | Connl
DIM [52] 13.32 | 98.92 129.1 88.56
IndexNet [34] | 10.91 95.07 120.0 73.05
LF [58] 29.61 141.4 168.5 131.7
CAM [20] 11.62 101.0 123.9 78.21
CRGNN [50] 9.224 73.5 112.1 58.49
DiffusionMat | 7.789 70.3 101.0 52.13




Algorithm 1 Training Procedure of DiffusionMat.

def train(images, trimaps, alphas, steps, T):
i
images: [B, H, W, 3]
trimap: [B, H, W, 1]
alphas: [B, H, W, 1]

steps: manual defined sample steps Algorithm 2 Inference Procedure of DiffusionMat.
T: manual defined corrupted timestep
B: batch

wnn def inference (images, trimaps, steps, T):
W
images: [B, H, W, 3]

# Encode image features trimap: [B, H, W, 1]

feats = image_encoder (images) steps: manual defined sample steps
4 Perturb guidance mask ;f Ezggil defined corrupted timestep
m_t = perturb_operation(m, T) [

# Get the known mask

m_known = trimap==0 + trimap== # Encode image features

feats = image_encoder (images)

#Set time pairs

time_pairs = set_timepairs (T, steps) # Perturb guidance mask

m_t = perturb_operation(m, T)

#Invert alphas into matte diffusion model

Alphas_Invs = {}

for t_now, t_next in zip(time_pairs):
alphas_inv = ddim_step (alphas)
Alphas_Invs|[t_now]=alphas_inv

# Get the known mask
m_known = trimap==0 + trimap==1

#Set time pairs
time_pairs = set_timepairs (T, steps)

#Invert trimaps into matte diffusion model

Trimaps_Invs = {}

for t_now, t_next in zip(time_pairs):
trimaps_inv = ddim_step (trimaps)
Trimaps_Invs[t_now]=trimaps_inv

#Invert trimaps into matte diffusion model

Trimaps_Invs = {}

for t_now, t_next in zip(time_pairs):
trimaps_inv = ddim_step (trimaps)
Trimaps_Invs[t_now]=trimaps_inv

losses = 0

for t_now, t_next in zip(reversed(time_pairs)): for t_now, t_next in zip(reversed(time pairs)):

# Correct the perturbed mask
m_t “correct = correction_network (m_t, feats,
t_now)

# Correct the perturbed mask
m_t“correct = correction_network (m_t, feats,
t_now)

# Get the current timestep’s inverted trimap for
replacement
trimap_inv = Trimaps_Invs[t_now]

# Get the current timestep’s inverted trimap for
replacement
trimap_inv = Trimaps_Invs[t_now]

# Alpha Reliability Propagation

m_t"ARP = m_t"correct * (l-m_known) + trimap_inv
* m_known

# Alpha Reliability Propagation
m_t"ARP = m_t"correct * (l-m_known) + trimap_inv
* m_known

# DDIM sampling & One step denoising

# DDIM sampling & One step denoising m_t, alpha 0 = ddim_step (m_t ARP)

m_t, alpha_0 = ddim_step(m_t "ARP)

# Get the current timestep’s inverted alpha for
supervision
alpha_inv = Alphas_Invs[t_now]

return m_t

# Set matting loss
loss = set_matting_loss(m_t, alpha_0, alpha_inv,
alpha)
losses += loss
return losses




Image Trimap IndexNet [34] GCA [30] MG [56] MatteFormer [38]  DiffusionMat GT
Figure 8. The qualitative comparison results on Composition-1k dataset. Best viewed by zooming in.
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