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Flow-Anything: Learning Real-World Optical
Flow Estimation from Large-Scale Single-view
Images

Yingping Liang, Ying Fu, Senior Member, IEEE, Yutao Hu, Wengi Shao, Jiaming Liu, and Debing Zhang

Abstract—Optical flow estimation is a crucial subfield of computer vision, serving as a foundation for video tasks. However, the
real-world robustness is limited by animated synthetic datasets for training. This introduces domain gaps when applied to real-world
applications and limits the benefits of scaling up datasets. To address these challenges, we propose Flow-Anything, a large-scale
data generation framework designed to learn optical flow estimation from any single-view images in the real world. We employ two
effective steps to make data scaling-up promising. First, we convert a single-view image into a 3D representation using advanced
monocular depth estimation networks. This allows us to render optical flow and novel view images under a virtual camera. Second, we
develop an Object-Independent Volume Rendering module and a Depth-Aware Inpainting module to model the dynamic objects in the
3D representation. These two steps allow us to generate realistic datasets for training from large-scale single-view images, namely
FA-Flow Dataset. For the first time, we demonstrate the benefits of generating optical flow training data from large-scale real-world
images, outperforming the most advanced unsupervised methods and supervised methods on synthetic datasets. Moreover, our
models serve as a foundation model and enhance the performance of various downstream video tasks.

Index Terms—Optical flow estimation, novel-view synthesis, warping, stereo matching, and unsupervised learning.

1 INTRODUCTION

PTICAL flow is the precise calculation of per-pixel

motion between consecutive video frames. Its appli-
cations span a wide range of fields, including object track-
ing [1], [2], robot navigation [3]], three-dimensional (3D)
reconstruction [4], and visual simultaneous localization and
mapping (SLAM) [5], [6]. Therefore, optical flow estimation
is a fundamental problem and also requires a foundation
model with strong zero-/few-shot performance to estimate
motion information from two frames in the real world.
Recently, driven by the rapid advancement of deep learning
and neural networks, learning-based methods [7], [8], [9],
[10] have demonstrated significant advances compared to
traditional model-based algorithms [11]]. Conventional prac-
tices primarily rely on synthetic datasets, as shown in [12],
[13]. Synthetic data typically includes precise dense optical
flow labels and animated images utilizing rendering engine.
However, the difference and domain gap between synthetic
data and real-world scenarios limits its effectiveness and
robustness in real-world applications.

Recent efforts to extract sparse optical flow from real-
world data have utilized custom-made specialized hard-
ware [14], [15], [16], [17], [18]. However, these methods are
hindered by the rigid and inefficient data collection proce-
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dures, limiting their real-world use [19], [20]. To overcome
this challenge, Depthstillation [21] and RealFlow [22] are
introduced. These methods involve projecting each pixel of
real-world images onto novel view frames using random
virtual camera motions or estimated flows. Despite these
innovations, the lack of image realism in these methods
results in issues like collisions, holes, and artifacts, which
negatively impact the performance of learning-based optical
flow models [7], [8]. Thus, the field remains underdevel-
oped due to the challenges in creating large-scale, realistic
datasets with accurate and dense optical flow labels.

In this work, we aim to develop a robust foundational
model for optical flow estimation that can generate high-
quality optical flow information for real-world images. This
requires realistic, large-scale optical flow data for training.
To enhance image realism in generating such data, we focus
on single-view Multiplane Images (MPI) [23], [24]. This
method has shown exceptional single-view image rendering
capabilities and effectively reduces issues like collisions,
holes, and artifacts observed in earlier methods [21]], [22].
These improvements in image realism raise an important
question: Can high-realistic MPI methods for novel view
synthesis be adapted to create high-quality optical flow
datasets for training purposes?

To this end, we propose Flow-Anything, a method
aimed at generating realistic optical flow datasets from
single-view images in the real world. First, we carefully
analyze the image synthesis pipeline of MPI and develop a
framework for generating optical flow alongside novel view
images. Using layered planes, we extract optical flow from
both rendered and real images by applying virtual camera
motions. In this process, we warp features of single-view
images onto each layered plane and construct an MPL. A
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neural network is used to predict the RGB color, density,
and optical flow in each plane. These attributes are then
mapped into novel view images and optical flow maps via
the volume rendering technique.

Second, as MPI is limited to static backgrounds, it con-
tains only plain optical flow with similar motion directions
and thus restricts motion realism. To solve this problem,
we introduce an Object-Independent Volume Rendering
module and a Depth-Aware Inpainting module. The Object-
Independent Volume Rendering module separates dynamic
objects from static backgrounds and applies different virtual
camera motions to calculate the motion of both dynamic and
static components. In this way, the dynamic objects have
different directions of motion than the static background.
Then, to handle object occlusion due to dynamic object
motion in the synthesized novel view image, we propose
the Depth-Aware Inpainting module. This module uses the
depths of novel views obtained through volume rendering
to identify occlusion and then perform inpainting.

With Flow-Anything, we can leverage a large number of
single-view images from the real world to create training
datasets featuring realistic images and motions. Therefore,
we have collected a large hybrid dataset to provide a rich
image source for data synthesis. Using this dataset, we
synthesize the largest known optical flow dataset with real-
world images, namely FA-Flow Dataset. The generated
dataset contains diverse images from various scenes. This
enhances the ability of learning-based optical flow estima-
tion models to generalize across a wide variety of real-world
scenes. Extensive experiments on real-world optical flow
datasets and various downstream video tasks validate the
effectiveness and robustness of our method. In summary,
our main contributions are as follows:

1)  We introduce a novel optical flow training data
generation framework using single-view real-world
images, namely Flow-Anything, which uses multi-
plane images as 3D representation and can provide
realistic optical flow data for training.

2) To model dynamic objects and handle occlusion in
static single-view images, we present an Object-
Independent Volume Rendering module and a
Depth-Aware Inpainting module to model dynamic
objects in MP], to separate dynamic objects and fill
the holes created by their motion. By utilizing these
two modules, realistic optical flow and novel view
images can be rendered in dynamic scenes.

3) To our knowledge, this is the first attempt at gen-
erating large-scale optical flow data from the real
world and training. The experiments show that our
training scheme is significantly superior to the exist-
ing state-of-the-art unsupervised methods and su-
pervised training schemes using synthetic datasets.

2 RELATED WORK

In this section, we first introduce the existing optical flow
datasets and how to get optical flow labels. Then, we re-
view the most relevant studies on supervised optical flow
estimation networks, optical flow dataset generation, and
novel view image synthesis methods.

2.1 Optical Flow Datasets

Recent advancements in Optical flow estimation are largely
driven by the availability of synthetic datasets. Traditional
datasets, such as FlyingChairs [12], FlyingThings3D [13]],
Sintel [25], Virtual KITTI 2 [26], and Spring [27], have
played a crucial role in the development and benchmarking
of optical flow algorithms. These datasets, however, often
consist of synthetic images or images with substantial post-
processing, which can introduce a domain gap when ap-
plying these models to real-world applications. Real-world
datasets, such as HD1K [28] and KITTI 12/15 [14], [15], have
attempted to bridge this gap by providing data from actual
scenes. However, these datasets primarily offer sparse an-
notations and contain a relatively small number of images,
which can restrict the training process for more complex
models [29]. To solve this problem, our work focuses on
generating data from the real world.

2.2 Supervised Optical Flow Estimation Networks

Supervised optical flow estimation networks are usually
trained deep neural networks to match patches across im-
ages [11]. FlowNet [12] is the first neural network with
convolutional layers, which is trained on synthetic datasets
with dense optical flow labels. Subsequent methods [13],
[301, [31], [32], [33] introduce advanced modules and im-
proves the performance of optical flow estimation by su-
pervised learning. RAFT [8], FlowFormer++ [34], and SEA-
RAFT [35] are the representative state-of-the-art networks
with advanced network design in optical flow estimation.
However, the domain gap between real-world applications
and synthetic datasets remains a concern, limiting gener-
alization. Consequently, many methods focus on synthetic
scenarios similar to their training sets, neglecting real-world
performance. Our work aims to address this gap by gener-
ating realistic optical flow datasets from real-world images
to train such supervised optical flow estimation networks.

2.3 Optical Flow Dataset Generation

The data generation method is designed to compensate for
the limitations of real-world data [36], [37], [38]. Real-world
optical flow acquisition is difficult and often requires special
hardware [39], [40]]. The luorescent texture is first utilized to
record motions in real-world scenes, which serves as optical
flow labels as described in [41]]. In addition, KITTI [14],
[15] provides sparse optical flow through complex camera
setups and expensive hardwares to obtain the correspond-
ing depth of camera settings and calculate optical flow.
However, these real-world datasets have limited quantities
with constrained scenes, which makes it challenging for
models to be generalized to broader scenes. As a result, the
models may perform poorly in varied real-world scenarios.
This highlights the need for more comprehensive datasets.
Synthetic optical flow datasets have shown promise using
advanced rendering engines, in which FlyingChairs [12]
and FlyingThings [13] are representative and widely used
datasets. Sintel and Virtual KITTI are also photo-realistic
synthetic datasets that use the Unity Engine. However, these
synthetic datasets usually fail to accurately replicate real-
world scenes, leading to domain gaps.
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Fig. 1. lllustration of our proposed Flow-Anything, with two main parts. A) Optical flow training data generation pipeline. We estimate depths to
construct MPI, where neural networks predict RGB and density for each plane, and virtual cameras calculate the flow. Novel views and flow maps
are separated using object masks. Then, the Object-Independent Volume Rendering module is used to render the novel views and optical flows.
Holes due to object occlusion are filled with the Depth-Aware Inpainting module. B) Training optical flow estimation networks. The generated training
data, including two images and the optical flow, is used to train optical flow networks.

AutoFlow [42] introduces a learning-based method for
generating training data by hyperparameter searching but
also relies on optical flow labels for domain adaptation.
Two recent works, Depthstillation [21] and MPI-Flow [43],
synthesize paired images and optical flow by estimating
depth from a single image and computing flow based on
virtual camera poses. RealFlow [22] synthesizes interme-
diate frames using estimated flow from pre-trained mod-
els, leveraging advances in video frame interpolation. Our
goal is to scale up optical flow dataset generation from
easily accessible single-view images. Therefore, our method
builds upon the core idea of MPI-based rendering intro-
duced in MPI-Flow and introduces several improvements.
Specifically, we integrate a more accurate depth estimation
network to enhance geometric consistency, and employ a
generative inpainting model based on Stable Diffusion to
robustly fill occlusions and vacant regions arising from
novel view synthesis.

2.4 Novel View Synthesis

Novel view synthesis methods aim to generate novel views
of complex scenes by optimizing an underlying scene func-
tion using a sparse set of input images with camera poses.
Early methods [44], [45], [46] utilize multiple views of a
scene to render novel views with geometric consistency.
Synthesizing novel views from a single image is more chal-
lenging due to limited scene information. Geometry-Free
View Synthesis [47]] and PixelSynth [48] address single-view
view synthesis by training neural networks with multi-view
supervision. However, they struggle to generalize to more
complex scenes due to the lack of large-scale datasets with
multi-view images and calibrated camera poses for training.
Recent methods decompose scenes into multiple layers and

show promising generalization. For example, Single-view
MPI [23] predicts disoccluded content and introduces scale-
invariant view synthesis for supervision. MINE [49] intro-
duces the neural radiance fields, which jointly reconstruct
the scene function and fill in occluded contents. Then,
AdaMPI [24] proposes a novel plane adjustment network
to handle complex 3D scene structures. These MPI-based
methods have shown success, which we choose as our
basic tool for novel view synthesis. However, there are no
publicly available methods that currently generate optical
flow datasets from MPI. To extract optical flow from MPI,
we propose a novel pipeline. This pipeline uses layered
depths and virtual camera poses. Besides, we introduce
an Object-Independent Volume Rendering module for de-
coupling static background and dynamic objects, which is
typically overlooked in these methods. We also introduce
a Depth-Aware Inpainting module to address unnatural
occlusions caused by dynamic object motion.

3 METHOD

In this section, we first introduce our motivation and the
basic formulation for novel view image generation. Then,
we detail the MPI construction pipeline. We also present two
crucial components of our method, including the Object-
Independent Volume Rendering module and the Depth-
Aware Inpainting module. Finally, we introduce the process
of training optical flow networks. The illustration of our
framework is shown in Figure

3.1 Motivation and Formulation

Our goal is to generate a realistic novel view image I; €
RIXW>3 and the corresponding optical flow maps F,_,; €
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RIXWX2 from a single-view image I, € RT*W>*3 [ and
W are the height and width of the image, respectively. The
two-dimensional array of the optical flow F,_,; represents
the displacement of corresponding pixels from image I, to
image I;. The input image, generated novel view image, and
optical flow together form a data pair for training.

To generate training data, previous works [21], [22] warp
pixels from image I to image I, with estimated flows. This
leads to holes and artifacts in the image I;, which damages
image realism. Recent works [23]], [24], [49] on Multiplane
Images (MPI) reveal that the layered depth representation of
a single-view image can significantly improve the realism of
the generated novel view image. Therefore, MPI-Flow [43]
recently explores using MPI to synthesize training data for
optical flow, but it is limited to small-scale experiments.

In this work, we focus on scaling up this approach
to generate high-quality optical flow data from a wide
range of single-view images. To this end, we present Flow-
Anything, an updated MPI-based optical flow dataset gen-
eration framework designed for large-scale and diverse data
synthesis. As illustrated in Figure [1} our pipeline incorpo-
rates advanced components such as object-aware rendering,
depth-aware fusion, and generative inpainting, enabling the
training of state-of-the-art optical flow networks at scale.

Besides, due to viewpoint changes and occlusions, merg-
ing these novel view images can introduce vacant regions
and false occlusions. To address this, we propose a Depth-
Aware Inpainting module. Guided by the rendered depth
and object masks, we use a generative model based on Sta-
ble Diffusion to fill missing regions and correct occlusions
in the synthesized image I;.

Finally, the generated image pair (I, I;) and the corre-
sponding optical flow F;_,; are used to train optical flow
networks, which take I, and I; as input and are supervised
by the generated flow.

3.2 MPI Construction

Following MPI-Flow [43] and AdaMPI [24], we adopt a
similar strategy for Multiplane Image (MPI) construction.
Specifically, our neural network F is designed to generate
N fronto-parallel RGBo planes from the source view p,
each with a color map C,, a density map X, and a depth
map D,,. The density and depth maps are derived from the
monocular depth map D, which is estimated using a state-
of-the-art monocular depth estimation model [50].

By discretizing the continuous depth range into N uni-
formly sampled planes, our method effectively decomposes
the scene into layered representations at different depths.
Then, the network simultaneously maps image features
from I, to each plane to assign color maps, completing the
initial construction of the MPI:

{(Cm EmDn)}gzl = f(IS,DS), 1)

where we set N to 64 by default.

To also get the corresponding optical flow labels, we add
an additional optical channel in each plane. To this end, each
pixel contains the value of (¢, o, d, fop;. fog), where fop; and
fvg are the pixel shift vectors from source view p, to target
views " and p?, respectively.

4

For object motion under view u’”, we compute the
optical flow map on the n-th plane at pixel [z, y,] of source
image I, by FO = [2% — z,,y?" — y,] with a backward-
warp process as:

. . 4T ttnT
bj  ob - T
[xgjvygjv]-} NK<RT_d K l[xsvysa]-] ’ (2)
n
where z, and y, are uniformly sampled from a H x W grid.
R and t are the rotation and translation from the source
views i, to the target view p?™, K is the camera intrinsic,
and n = [0,0,1] is the normal vector. R" and t are the
inverses of R and t, respectively. For background motion
under view Y, we com]é)ute the optical flow in the same
by F9 = [2}7 — g _

way by Fp” = [xt Ts, Yy ys]-

To separate dynamic objects from the background, we
utilize an instance segmentation network Q [51] to extract
the main object in the source image I;; as:

M = Q(1,) € RF>W, ®)

where M is a binary mask to indicate the region of the object.
The object mask M,, on the n-th plane can be obtained
using bilinear interpolation. Therefore, Equation (1) for MPI
construction can be re-formulated as:

{(Cnaznanan7F%bj’Fzg) nN:I (4)
= F(L6,Dy) UT (pr, 1", p1%) U B(M),

where 7 indicates the pixel shift operation to compute
optical flow and B indicates bilinear interpolation. The
constructed MPI thus can be viewed as a collection of planes
with multiple properties, including colors, density, depth,
flows, and object occupancy.

3.3 Object-Independent Volume Rendering

To render novel view images and the corresponding optical
flow, volume rendering are used. We first formulate the vol-
ume rendering process. Assuming a virtual camera motion
pe, each pixel (z¢, y;) on the novel view image planes can
be mapped to pixel (x5, ys) on n-th source MPI plane via
homography function [52]:

tnT

din) Kil [xtv Yt I]T ) (5)

where R and t are the rotation and translation from the
source view p, to the target view p,, K is the camera
intrinsic, and n = [0, 0, 1] is the normal vector.

Then, we can render the novel view P; of a specific
property under target view p. Discrete intersection points
between new planes and arbitrary rays passing through the
scene and estimate integrals are used as:

N n—1
- (rza; (- am) 6w

n=1 m=1

2o, yen 1)7 ~K(Rf

where a!, = exp(—d,0!) and §, is the distance map
between plane n and n + 1 and we set the initial depth
of MPI planes uniformly spaced in disparity as in [24]. For
example, the novel view image under target view 7"’ can

be rendered by re-formulating Equation (6) as:

N n—1
LY =3 <C?f’jai’f’j I (- azi’j)> .o
m=1

n=1
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where C2% is the n'" color plane under target view pt.

To make sure that the optical flow maps match the novel
view image I} b perfectly, we propose to render optical flow
sz_{t in the same way as Equation (6) by:

N n—1
B =D (Fz”jaz”j I (1- aﬁ?’)) . B
n=1 m=1

where Fs ~4; indicates the optical flow that matches novel
view image I/, The pipeline implemented thus far models
the optical flow of dynamic object motion. Then we pro-
pose applying separate virtual camera motions to the static
background. We achieve this by rendering objects and back-
grounds separately, following the rendering formulation
described in Equat1on (7). We generate the novel V1ew image
of the background, Itg In this way, the frame I 7 contains
dynamic objects with 6DOF motion u 7, while It contains
static backgrounds influenced by camera motion (9. The
final novel-view image I, is obtained by adding these two
frames, I?” and 1%, utilizing object masks. Similarly, the
optical ﬂow is obtained by adding the two optical flows,
ngjt and FS 7., which can be rendered in the same way with
Equation (8). Thend, we utilize the binary mask to indicate
the region of the object. Thus the final optical flow F,_,; can
be obtained by:

Fooyy = M x F%, + (1 — M) x F*9, )

where F,_,; can serve as the ground truth labels for training
optical flow estimation networks. And the novel view I,
with dynamic objects can be obtained by:

1% 4+ (1

where M{"/ and M2? are the object masks generated using
bilinear interpolation under target views ut 7 and ,utg How-
ever, given the differences in viewing angles, simply adding
two novel view images will result in unnatural occlusion
due to separate motions between objects and background. In
addition, areas that do not contain objects and backgrounds
can also lead to empty holes. Therefore, we propose a
Depth-Aware Inpainting module to solve this problem.

I, = MY x — M) x 1% (10)

3.4 Depth-Aware Inpainting

Although merged image through Equation gives a
realistic visual effect, depth changes caused by different
camera motion and object motion can also cause unnatural
occlusions. To solve this problem, we use volume rendering
to obtain the depth of the novel views, i.e,, D?*/ and D%.
We then utilize both depths to compute the occupation mask
between the novel views:

Moo = (1 =MY) oM & (DY < D), (11)

where M, indicates the wrong background areas in front
of the object. Therefore, we can restore the overlapped area
between the object and the background in the new image I,
by re-formulating Equation (10):

I =M% 1% 4 (1 - MY & M) x I, (12)

which prevents wrong occlusions. After handling the occlu-
sions, we use an advanced inpainting model to fill the holes

(d) + Depth-Aware Inpainting

Fig. 2. Visualization of incrementally adding different modules to improve
the realism of the generated data.

that contain no object and no background. We first compute
the mask of the area without object and background by:
-M7”)

M, = (1-MY) o (1 (13)

which indicates the areas to fill. Then, a pre-trained Diffu-
sion Inpainting model II is utilized to fill the masked
areas, and the final novel view image I, can be obtained by
re-formulating Equation as:
I = (MY < % 4+ (1 = MY © Moee) X 129, Miy,,). (14)
We provide a detailed illustration of the incremental
effects of Flow-Anything, both with and without the Object-
Independent Volume Rendering and Depth-Aware Inpaint-
ing modules, in subsection Novel view images and
optical flow from single-view images can be generated
using Flow-Anything with only camera motion, as depicted
in Figures @ and @ However, camera motion alone is
insufficient to capture the complex optical flow present in
real-world scenes. As demonstrated in Figure2d the Object-
Independent Volume Rendering module enhances motion
realism by providing separate flows for dynamic objects and
the background as in the real world. To further improve
motion realism and address occlusions caused by dynamic
object movement, we employ the Depth-Aware Inpainting
module, as illustrated in Figure 2d]

3.5 Training Optical Flow Networks

With generated data from our proposed optical flow data
generation pipeline in Figure [I} Optical flow estimation
networks can be trained. To be specific, we basically follow
the training pipeline of SEA-RAFT [35]. The networks take
two images I; and I; as input and output estimated optical
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Fig. 3. Visualization of generated data using our proposed Flow-Anything from unlabeled single-view images for training. From top to bottom: source

images, generated novel view images, and generated optical flow.

flow Fpreq. Then, the generated optical flow F,_,; is used for
supervised training. The training loss is:

»Cprob = - 10gp0 (Fpred =Fs | L, It)v (15)

where the probability density function py is parameterized
by the network. When training networks, we make no
change to the setting of the training loss function. For ex-
ample, when training SEA-RAFT, the loss is set to a mixture
of two Laplace distributions as in [35].

4 EXPERIMENTS

In this section, we first introduce the datasets and the
details of our implementation. Then, we conduct various
comparisons with the existing methods of optical flow data
generation, supervised methods, and unsupervised meth-
ods, respectively. Finally, we show more discussions. We
explain the nouns we use in the footnote, including Flow-
Anythingﬂ FA-Flow Datasetﬂ and FA-Flow (X) El

4.1 Datasets

In this subsection, we outline the datasets used for train-
ing and evaluation of our optical flow estimation net-
works. Models are pre-trained on FlyingChairs and Fly-
ingThings3D by default. We also detail the mixed dataset
we collected for data generation, in which the single-view
images are utilized.

FlyingChairs and FlyingThings3D (C+T) are pop-
ular synthetic datasets used for training optical flow models.
We denote these datasets as “C” and “T” respectively. “C+T”
indicates training on FlyingChairs first and then fine-tuning
on FlyingThings3D. By default, we pre-train models on
“C+T” and then fine-tune it on the generated datasets.
KITTI 2012 and KITTI 2015 (K) are renowned
benchmarks for optical flow estimation, each with 200 la-
beled pairs for training and additional pairs for testing. We
use “K” to represent KITTI 2015. There are also multi-view

1. Our proposed framework for optical flow training data generation,
which only needs single-view images from the real world.

2. A large-scale optical flow training dataset using our Flow-
Anything and mixed dataset resources as in Table

3. An optical flow dataset using our proposed Flow-Anything and
only the images in dataset “X” is used for data generation.

TABLE 1
Labeled and unlabeled datasets used in our FA-Flow Dataset. We use
our proposed Flow-Anything to generate the optical flow and novel view
images using the single-view images from unlabeled datasets.

Real-World ~ Label Dataset # Images
FlyingChairs | 22,872
FlyingThings3D 21,818
Dense MPI Sintel [54] 1,041
Virtual KITTI 27[26] 21,260
Spring 6,000
HDI1K [28] 1,083
v Sparse T pow 18 200
BDD100k [55] 90,000
COCO [56] 118,287
Google Landmarks 117,576
Nuscenes [58] 93,475
v None SUN RGBD [59] 10,335
KITTI Raw [60) 93,657
NYU V2 [61] 45,205
Cityscapes [62] 19,998
DAVIS [63] 10,581

extensions (4,000 for training and 3,989 for testing) datasets
without ground truth, which We use to generate separate
datasets for training and testing. By default, we evaluate the
trained models on the training sets of KITTI 2012 and KITTI
2015, which serve as the validation sets, following previous
work. Additionally, we present the fine-tuned results on the
test sets of the KITTI 2015 official benchmark.

Sintel (S) is derived from the open-source 3D animated
short film Sintel, denoted as “S”. The dataset includes 23
different scenes with RGB stereo images and disparity maps.
Although it is not a real-world dataset, we use it to validate
the model’s generalization across different domains.
Spring is a computer-generated, large, high-resolution,
high-detail benchmark for scene flow, optical flow, and
stereo. Based on rendered scenes from the open-source
Blender movie “Spring”, it provides photo-realistic HD
datasets with state-of-the-art visual effects and ground truth
optical flow labels. We also use it to validate the model’s
generalization across different domains.

Mixed datasets are collected from a wide range of sources,
as shown in Table |1} FlyingChairs, FlyingThings3D, Sintel,
Spring, and Virtual KITTI 2, despite having a significant
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TABLE 2
Zero-shot cross-dataset validation results compared with data generation methods, using the same image sources. The results demonstrate the
superior performance of our proposed Flow-Anything data generation method beyond other data generation methods. RAFT networks are trained
on the generated data for fair comparison. In cases where RealFlow fails to work on single-view images from COCO, the table indicates “N/A”. The
curly braces “{}” represent the use of the unlabeled images from the evaluation set, which is the KITTI 15 training set in this table. MPI-Flow uses
the same models as the competitors, and Flow-Anything uses more advanced monocular depth estimation [50] and inpainting models [53].

Sintel.C Sintel.F KITTI 12 KITTI 15

Image Source Method EPE, >3, EPE| >3, EPE|, Fl| EPE| F|
Depthstillation [21]  1.87 531 321 925 174 681 345  13.08

COCO [56] RealFlow [22] N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A
MPI-Flow [43] 187 459 316 829 136 491 344  10.66

Flow-Anything 181 447 314 822 129 490 338  10.32

Depthstillation [21] 270 752 381 1206 181 689 379 1322

DAVIS [63] RealFlow [22] 173 481 347 871 159 608 355 1252
MPI-Flow [43] 179 477 306 856 141 536 332 1047

Flow-Anything 168 450 301 841 122 507 325 995

Depthstillation [21] 402 9.08 496 1323 177 597 399 1334

RealFlow [22] 373 736 553 1131 127 516 243 886

KITTU15 Test [15] 1y Flow (23] 225 525 365 889 124 451 216 730
Flow-Anything 210 497 338 859 121 434 211 713
Depthstillation [21] 2.84 7.18 4.31 11.24 1.67 5.71 {299} {9.94}
: RealFlow [22] 406 768 478 1144 125 502 {217} {864}
KITTI15 Train [15]  \1pp_pjow [43) 241 539 38 911 126 466 {188} {7.16}
Flow-Anything 221 495 356 884 120 429 {179} {6.98}

number of images, do not represent real-world scenes.
HDI1K (“H”) and KITTI Flow 15 are real-world datasets
but provide only sparse labels and a limited amount of
data, offering a more challenging and real-world dataset for
network training. In contrast, the remaining datasets, from
BDD100k to DAVIS, are real-world datasets without any
labels. These datasets, which include a substantial number
of images, are essential for cross-domain learning where
our method learns to generate optical flow training without
ground truth data. We select eight large-scale public datasets
as our unlabeled sources for their diverse scenes. They con-
tain more than 6M images in total. Figure [B|showcases some
generated data from these unlabeled real-world datasets.

4.2 Implementation Details

Firstly, we describe the learning-based optical flow estima-
tion models that are utilized in our experiments. Subse-
quently, we outline the experimental parameters and setup
along with the evaluation formulation.

Network Architectures. To evaluate how effective our gen-
erated data are at training optical flow models, we select
SEA-RAFT [35], which represents state-of-the-art architec-
ture for supervised optical flow estimation and has excel-
lent generalization capability. We also show the results of
another two representative network architectures, including
RAFT and FlowFormer++. For monocular depth estimation
and instance segmentation, we use Depth-Anything [50]
and Mask2Former [64], which represent the state-of-the-
arts. For the inpainting model, we use Stable Diffusion 2
Inpainting [53] for its superior performance on realism.
Training Details. By default, we train SEA-RAFT on gener-
ated data for 200K steps with a learning rate of 1 x 10~* and
weight decay of 1 x 1075, batch size of 16. Models. Image
crops are set to 432 x 960 for training. For KITTI evaluation,
the models are then fine-tuned to 288 x 960. For the rest of

e LR s e

(a) Source Image from KITTI 15

(b) Depthstill.

(c) RealFlow

(d) MPI-Flow (e) Ours

Fig. 4. Visualization of generated images using Depthstillation, Re-
alFlow, MPI-Flow, and our Flow-Anything from KITTI 15.

the setup, we use the official implementation of the SEA-
RAFT without any modifications.

Virtual Camera Motion. To generate the novel view images
from single-view images, we adopt the same settings in
[21] to build the virtual camera. For KITTI, Nuscenes, and
Cityscapes, we empirically build the camera motion with
three scalars where t,,t, are in [—0.2,0.2] and ¢, are in
[0.1,0.35]. This is more in line with the camera parameters
of the autonomous driving scenario. We build the camera
rotation with three Euler angles a., ay, a. in [~5, g5]-

4.3 Comparison with Data Generation Methods

In this subsection, we validate the performance of our
proposed Flow-Anything data generation framework on
public benchmarks, comparing it with other representative
data generation methods, including Depthstillation [21], Re-
alFlow [22], and MPI-Flow [43]. To evaluate Flow-Anything,
we build training sets from four different datasets: COCO,
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TABLE 3
Comprehensive comparison of optical flow estimation accuracy of models with both supervised and unsupervised methods. The results
demonstrate the superiority of our generated large-scale optical flow dataset, namely FA-Flow Dataset, beyond synthetic datasets and
unsupervised learning methods. Our models are trained on the optical flow generated from the mixed dataset using our proposed Flow-Anything.

“«»

indicates no results reported. For Sintel and KITTI, models are pre-trained on “C+T”. For the Spring dataset, models are pre-trained on

“C+T+S+K+H". T indicates that datasets for validation are not included in our mixed dataset when training. It is important to note that unsupervised
methods generally require continuous frames for training and fail in single-view images, which constrains their applicability to larger datasets. In
comparison, our method requires only single-view images for data generation, allowing for the use of a broader range of image resources.

Training Dataset Method Sintel KITTI 15 KITTI 12 Spring
Clean| Final| EPE| Fl-all] EPE| Fl-all] 1px| EPE]
PWC-Net [7] 2.55 3.93 10.4 33.7 4.14 21.3 - -
RAFT [8] 1.43 2.71 5.04 17.4 2.15 9.30 4.78 0.448
GMA [65] 1.30 2.74 4.69 171 1.99 9.27 4.76 0.443
SKFlow [66] 1.22 2.46 4.27 15.5 1.89 8.35 452 0.408
é FlowFormer [67] 1.01 240 4.09 14.7 1.80 7.20 4.50 0.470
< DIP [68] 1.30 2.82 4.29 13.7 - - 4.27 0.463
§ C+T (+K+S+H) EMD-L [69] 0.88 2.55 4.12 13.5 - - - -
5 CRAFT [70] 1.27 2.79 4.88 17.5 2.01 9.33 4.80 0.448
] RPKNet [71] 1.12 245 3.79 13.0 1.68 6.83 4.47 0.416
E GMFlowNet [72] 1.14 2.71 4.24 15.4 1.89 8.43 4.29 0.433
g, SEA-RAFT [35] 1.21 4.04 4.29 14.2 1.96 7.26 4.06 0.406
A GMFlow [73] 1.08 2.48 7.77 234 3.46 14.9 294 0.930
GMFlow+ [74] 091 2.74 5.74 17.6 2.47 10.0 4.29 0.433
YouTube-VOS [75] + C+T (+K+S+H)  FlowFormer++ [34] 0.90 2.30 3.93 14.1 1.78 7.35 4.48 0.447
Tartan [76] + C+T (+K+S+H) SEA-RAFT [35] 1.19 4.11 3.62 12.9 2.01 7.51 3.88 0.406
UnFlow-CSS [77]] - 791 8.10 - 3.29 - - -
" DDFlow [78] 2.92 3.98 5.72 14.2 2.35 - - -
3 SelFlow [79] 2.88 3.87 4.84 14.1 1.69 - - -
< SimFlow [80] 2.96 3.57 5.19 13.3 - - - -
g UFlow [81]] 3.01 4.09 2.84 9.39 1.68 - - -
- UPFlow [82] 2.33 2.67 2.45 - 1.27 - - -
&  C+T+Unlabeled Datasets ARFlow [83] 2.73 3.69 2.85 - 1.44 - - -
z SemARFlow [84] - - 2.18 - 1.28 - - -
g SemiFlow [85| 1.30 2.46 3.35 11.1 - - - -
2 UnSAMFlow [86] 221 3.07 2.01 - 1.26 - - -
5 SS-AutoFlow [87]] 1.51 2.30 1.96 6.26 - - - -
SMUREF [_88] 1.71 2.58 2.00 6.42 - - - -
o RAFT 1.28 243 1.76 6.43 1.15 4.33 450 0.428
2 FA-Flow Dataset’ FlowFormer++ 0.86 2.20 1.89 6.92 1.06 4.02 4.43 0.431
© SEA-RAFT 1.06 2.22 1.64 5.27 0.98 3.09 3.79 0.398

DAVIS, KITTI 15 multi-view training set, and KITTI 15
multi-view test set. For fair comparisons, we conduct ex-
periments with the same setup as our competitors and do
not use extra data from our mixed dataset. Specifically,
for DAVIS and KITTI, we generate four data pairs for
each image to match RealFlow, which trains RAFT for four
EM iterations with four times the amount of data. For
COCO, we follow the setup used in Depthstillation. Since
Depthstillation does not provide details for the KITTI 15
train, we use its default settings to get the results. Trained
models are evaluated on the training sets of Sintel, KITTI
12, and KITTI 15. We report the evaluation results of the
best-performing models for Depthstillation and RealFlow.
Additionally, we conduct cross-dataset experiments where
RAFT is trained on one generated dataset and evaluated on
another to measure zero-shot performance.

As shown in Table[2} with the same amount of generated
data, our Flow-Anything achieves significant improvements
and better generalization across multiple datasets. When
trained and tested with the same KITTI 15 Train image
source for data generation, our method outperforms the
second-best method by a remarkable margin. When trained
and tested with different image sources, Flow-Anything

performs better than competitors in all evaluation settings.
Qualitative Results. Figure E] showcases the generated im-
ages from various methods utilizing real-world images, as
detailed in Table 2| For this comparison, we use images
from the KITTI 15 dataset as the source image input. The
qualitative analysis focuses on the visual fidelity and realism
of the generated images. The images generated by RealFlow
[22] and Depthstillation [21] display artifacts that degrade
the realism of the images. In contrast, MPI-Flow and Flow-
Anything produce images that are more realistic than those
generated by the other two methods. The qualitative results
demonstrate that Flow-Anything significantly outperforms
Depthstillation, RealFlow, and MPI-Flow in terms of gener-
ating realistic images. In addition, Flow-Anything reduces
unnatural artifacts compared to MPI-Flow. This may benefit
from more accurate depth estimates, as well as a more
natural inpainting effect driven by the diffusion model.

4.4 Comprehensive Comparison

In this subsection, we comprehensively compare the optical
flow estimation accuracy of models trained on our large-
scale generated data, namely FA-Flow Dataset, with other
representative datasets and methods. For comprehensive
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TABLE 4
Comparison of models trained on our FA-Flow Dataset with synthetic
datasets. For synthetic datasets, we choose Virtual KITTI 2 (VK2)
dataset, which is specially designed and aligned with KITTI 15 dataset.
The results indicate that our FA-Flow Dataset with diverse real-world
images can defeat well-designed synthetic data.

Training Dataset Method KITTI 15
EPE| Fl-all|

PWC-Net [7] 7.14 19.5
RAFT [8] 2.45 7.90
GMA [65] 2.33 7.62
SKFlow [66] 2.28 7.30
FlowFormer [67]] 241 8.17
FlowFormer++ [34] 2.34 8.44

C+T+VK2 Dataset [26] EDli/II)[;—GE II ) ;1232 ggi
CRAFT [70] 2.55 9.06
RPKNet [71] 2.35 6.70
GMFlowNet [72] 2.19 7.40
GMFlow [73] 2.85 10.7
GMFlow+ [74] 2.25 7.20
SEA-RAFT [35] 227 6.72

FA-Flow Dataset SEA-RAFT 1.64 5.27

comparison, we compare the state-of-the-arts, including
supervised, semi-supervised, and unsupervised methods.
Given that our proposed flow-Anything achieves the best
performance in the data generation comparison, we use
our method to synthesize optical Flow data from single-
view images in the mixed datasets to train the models.
We first validate the performance on two representative
datasets in the real world: KITTI 15 and KITTI 12. We
basically follow the experiment setup of SEA-RAFT [35].
We do not include the dataset for training when using it
for evaluation. As shown in Table 3} our Flow-Anything
outperforms the best models across extensive scenes. For
example, when tested on the real-world datasets KITTI 15
and KITTI 12, models trained on our FA-Flow Dataset gains
remarkable improvements on three representative model
architectures, including RAFT, FlowFormer++, and SEA-
RAFT. For example, when train on our FA-Flow Dataset,
SEA-RAFT gains remarkable improvements —1.98 on EPE
and —7.63 on Fl-all on the KITTI 15 dataset.

We also show the generalization of our model on the un-
seen animated images and conduct experiments on another
two representative synthetic datasets: Sintel and Spring.
Our model also shows the best performance compared with
the state-of-the-art supervised and unsupervised methods.
Given that the SEA-RAFT architecture trained on our FA-
Flow dataset achieves the best performance in most cases,
especially on the real-world dataset, we use it as our de-
fault network. These results underscore the robustness and
versatility of models trained on our FA-Flow dataset across
various domains and datasets.

4.5 Comparison with Synthetic Datasets

As shown in Table[4) to validate the generalization capability
of our FA-Flow Dataset, we compare it with several super-
vised methods trained on synthetic datasets. In this setup,
models are pre-trained on “C+T” and then fine-tuned on
the dataset synthesized against KITTI 15. One such dataset

TABLE 5
Comparison of models pre-trained on our FA-Flow Dataset with
synthetic datasets, when fine-tuned on the real-world dataset, i.e.,
KITTI 15 training set. Models are validated on the KITTI 15 test sets
using the official benchmark. By default, all supervised methods have
undergone “C+T+S+K+H” pre-training process and then fine-tuned on
KITTI 15 training set. “” indicates no results on the leader-board and
not reported in the paper. The results indicate that our FA-Flow Dataset
can serve as a powerful pre-training dataset, allowing the models to
show better performance when fine-tuned on in-domain training
datasets with ground truth labels.

KITTI 15 (Test)

Training Dataset ~ Method
Fl-all | Flbgl Flfgl

PWC-Net [7] 7.72 7.69 7.88
RAFT [8] 5.10 4.74 6.87
GMA [65] 5.15 - -
SKFlow [66] 4.85 4.55 6.39
FlowFormer [67]] 4.68 4.37 6.18
DIP [68] 421 3.86 5.96
EMD-L [69] 4.49 416 6.15

CHT+S+K+H CRAFT [70] 479 458 585
RPKNet [71] 4.64 4.63 4.69
GMFlowNet [72] 4.79 4.39 6.84
GMFlow [73] 9.32 9.67 7.57
GMFlow+ [74] 4.49 4.27 5.60
Flowformer++ [34] 452 - -
SEA-RAFT [35] 4.64 447 5.49

FA-Flow Dataset SEA-RAFT 3.66 3.46 4.67

TABLE 6
Comparison with unsupervised optical flow estimation methods on the
KITTI 15 test sets when trained on unlabeled images from KITTI 15
training set. Models do not use the optical flow labels from the KITTI 15
training sets for training or fine-tuning. “-” indicates no results on the
leader board and not reported in the paper. The results indicate that
models trained on our generated datasets show better robustness
when using only unlabeled images from the target domain.

KITTI 15 (Test)

Training Dataset Method
Fl-all | Fl-bg| Flfgl
UnFlow [77] 11.11 10.15 15.93
DDFlow [78] 14.29 13.08 20.40
SelFlow [79] 14.19 12.68 21.74
SimFlow [80] 13.38 12.60 17.27
UFlow [81] 11.13 9.78 17.87
Unlabeled KITTI 15 3 puov 1221 o - -
SemARFlow [84] 8.38 7.48 12.91
UnSAMFlow [86] 7.83 6.40 14.98
SS-AutoFlow [87] 6.76 5.90 11.09
SMURE [88] 6.83 6.04 10.75
FA-Flow (KITTI15) SEA-RAFT 6.11 547 9.09
FA-Flow Dataset SEA-RAFT 4.91 4.40 7.48

is Virtual KITTI 2, which employs state-of-the-art game
engines to render optical flow datasets. The setup of Virtual
KITTI 2 is meticulously designed to align with KITTI 15,
thereby training optical flow estimation models to improve
the performance of the real images from KITTI 15. As shown
in Table [}, our FA-Flow Dataset outperforms the previous
best methods when compared with synthetic datasets.

We further validate our model on various real-world
datasets with in-domain training data, as shown in Table
For supervised methods, the models are pre-trained on
“C+T+5+K+H” following previous works, which indicates
a mixture of FlyingChairs, FlyingThings, Sintel, FlyingTh-
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(a) Frames (b) UnFlow [77]

(c) DDFlow [78]|

(d) SelFlow [79] (e) SimFlow [80]

(f) UFlow [8T]

(g) SemARFlow [84]

(h) UnSAMFlow [86]

(i) SMUREF [88] (j) Ours

Fig. 5. Unsupervised qualitative results on the KITTI-2015 test. All methods are trained without real labels on KITTI. We use the examples of the
methods that are public on the KITTI Vision Benchmark. From top to bottom: predicted optical flow and error maps (sample frame #000009).

==

(f) UFlow [_82] (g) SemARFlow [84] (h) UnSAMFlow [86]

(i) SMUREF [88]

(j) Ours

Fig. 6. Unsupervised qualitative results on the KITTI-2015 test. All methods are trained without real labels on KITTI. We use the examples of the
methods that are public on the KITTI Vision Benchmark. From top to bottom: predicted optical flow and error maps (sample frame #000016).

ings3D clean pass, KITTI and HD1K. This training combi-
nation indicates the state-of-the-art training process. Then,
models are fine-tuned on the training set of KITTI 15 and
tested on the test set by uploading the estimated optical flow
to the official benchmark. In this table, we train models on
our mixed datasets with the generated optical flow as labels
and then fine-tuned models on the labeled KITTI 15 training
set. As shown in Table[5} our FA-Flow Dataset demonstrates
a remarkable improvement.

4.6 Comparison with Unsupervised Methods

Table[5|presents the results of a comparative analysis of vari-
ous unsupervised learning methods on the KITTI 15 test set.
In this experiment, all methods were trained without access
to optical flow labels from the KITTI 15 training set, relying
solely on the images. This setup ensures a fair comparison
across different methods, as none of the models had access
to ground truth flow data. Our model follows the same
training protocol and is trained on our FA-Flow Dataset.
As shown in the table, it outperforms other methods by
a notable margin. Specifically, our model achieves a Fl-all
score of 4.91, which is much lower than the closest competi-
tor. For background and foreground flow estimation, Flow-
Anything also achieves state-of-the-art performance with FI-

bg and Fl-fg scores, respectively. These results also demon-
strate the superior generalization of our model when trained
using only images from the target domain, highlighting its
effectiveness in unsupervised optical flow estimation.

Qualitative Comparison. To further verify the generaliza-
tion of our proposed method in the real world, we show
the results of unsupervised qualitative comparisons. In this
setting, real optical flow labels from KITTI 15 are not
allowed to be used. The evaluation is performed on the
non-public KITTI 15 official test benchmark. We provide a
qualitative comparison with previous models with the best
performance on KITTI 15 in Figures [5 and [f| The End-
Point Error (EPE) is depicted in the top-left corner. Our
model consistently produces superior optical flow estima-
tion results compared to previous models, demonstrating
the effectiveness of our dataset generation method. We
compare the optical flow predictions and error maps on
two representative sample frames. Note that only the first
20 samples on the test benchmark are available. The models
evaluated include several unsupervised methods, which are
publicly available on the official benchmark. Neither our
model nor the comparison models is trained using the labels
provided by KITTI. Our model achieves a lower EPE and
more accurate optical flow estimates, as evidenced by the
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(b) C+T

(a) Frame 1

2 ] e

(c) C+T+S+K+H (d) FA-Flow Dataset

Fig. 7. Qualitative results of predicted optical flow by models trained on different datasets. We show the predicted optical flow from three models
here. From top to bottom: RAFT [8], SEA-RAFT [35], and FlowFormer++ [34]. Frames are from DAVIS dataset.
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Fig. 8. Optical flow estimation performance on KITTI 15 with different
number of refinements at inference time.

error maps. Besides, our model preserves clearer details,
such as shading, the edges of objects, and fine structures.

5 DiSCUSSION

To verify the effectiveness of the proposed Flow-Anything,
we discuss the performance of models trained on generated
datasets with different settings. All the experiments are
conducted on KITTI datasets as only KITTI datasets contain
real-world images and optical flow. These experiments are
more reflective of how the model performs in the real world.
Evaluations are performed on the training set as in previous
works. Because the test set on the official benchmark is not
publicly available and has very few chances to commit. In
addition, we further validate the generalization of models
trained with our synthetic data by leveraging frame-to-
frame optical flow predictions and evaluating them on point
tracking datasets and video editing benchmarks.

5.1 Benefits of Real-World Images for Training

In this section, we discuss the benefits of real-world images
for training optical flow estimation models, especially in

TABLE 7
Comparison with synthetic datasets when optical flow estimation
models are trained from scratch. In this case, we only use COCO
dataset to generated the training data. The results indicates only using
generated data from a sliver of data real-world images for training still
leads to better performance than synthetic datasets.

KITTI 12 KITTI 15
Dataset Quantity EPE| Fl, EPEJ Fl|
C+T [13] 47K 2.08 8.86 5.00 17.44
FA-Flow (COCO) 20K 1.59 6.22 3.68 11.95
FA-Flow (COCO) 120K 1.51 5.94 341 11.16

comparison to synthetic data, as shown in Tablem We com-
pare the performance of models trained on our generated
data with synthetic data under identical training settings to
evaluate their effectiveness when trained from scratch. The
results clearly demonstrate that models trained on datasets
derived from real-world images outperform the model
trained on the synthetic “C+T” dataset when evaluated on
the KITTI benchmarks. This indicates a significant domain
gap between synthetic datasets and real-world applications.
Even though the optical flow labels or novel frames in the
generated datasets may be relatively inaccurate compared
to the highly accurate labels in “C+T”, models trained on
these real-world images still achieve superior performance.

We further validate the benefits of real-world images
for training by evaluating optical flow estimation models
trained on different datasets. To be specific, we visualize
the predicted optical flow of RAFT models trained on
“C+T”, “C+T+S+K+H”, and generated data using our pro-
posed Flow-Anything, in which “C+T+5+K+H” indicates
the state-of-the-art combination of training data to date.
Our proposed method leverages a large-scale dataset of
real-world images for training. By contrast, “”C+T” and
“C+T+5+K+H"” predominantly rely on synthetic datasets or
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TABLE 8
Evaluation results of frame-to-frame optical flow models on point tracking datasets. We report results on TAP-Vid benchmark with three datasets.
AJ: Average Jaccard; < §t: Temporal alignment; OA: Overall Accuracy.

TAP-Vid-Kinetics

TAP-Vid-DAVIS

TAP-Vid-RGB-Stacking

Model Training Dataset
AT <ottt OA1T AJT <ottt OAT AJtT <détt  OAT
C+T 37.02 5211 8040 35.05 49.72 79.71  43.07 53.71 90.69
RAFT C+T+S+K+H 39.81 55.02 80.69 3658 5136 79.89 49.77  60.53 92.19
FA-Flow Dataset (ours) 3991  55.24 80.73 37.62 51.80 79.92 50.06 61.92 92.31
Tartan+C+T 40.41 54.43 81.77 33.84  48.52 79.82 5257  63.33 91.93
SEA-RAFT  Tartan+C+T+S+K+H 4425 5830 8245 4169 5690 80.10 5255 63.34 91.41
FA-Flow Dataset (ours) 41.67 5697 81.17 4270 57.71 80.26 54.36  65.07 91.94

12

(a) Tartan+C+T

(b) Tartan+C+T+S+K+H

- | 2
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(c) FA-Flow Dataset

Fig. 9. Qualitative results of SEA-RAFT trained on different datasets on point tracking datasets with frame-to-frame optical flow predictions.

limited real-world data with sparse flow annotations.

Figure [7] illustrates the qualitative results of predicted
optical flow from models trained on different datasets. The
first row demonstrates the handling of missing parts in
blurred images, such as the upper body of the person in
the first frame. Traditional models fail to accurately capture
the motion, resulting in incomplete or distorted flow fields.
Model trained on our FA-Flow Dataset, however, demon-
strates a superior ability to recover the motion details in
these blurred regions. The second row focuses on another
challenge of estimating optical flow in the presence of
shadows. Our model mitigates these issues by correctly dis-
tinguishing between the actual object motion and shadow-
induced artifacts. In the third row, the models” ability to
capture the motion of small objects and accurately predict
motion direction is evaluated. The edges of small objects,
such as the fingers in the last frame, are often lost or
poorly estimated by other models. Furthermore, the pre-
dicted motion direction by “C+T+5+K+H”" can be incorrect,
as evidenced by the misaligned flow vectors. Our model
excels in preserving the details of small objects and provides
a precise motion direction, showcasing its robustness and
fine-grained accuracy.

Figure [§] also shows the quantitative results of SEA-
RAFT trained on different datasets with different numbers

of refinement steps. The models trained on both “C+T” and
our generated data start with a high EPE and Fl at the first
iteration and show a steady decrease as the number of iter-
ations increases. The results indicate that our method con-
sistently outperforms the “C+T” model across all iterations.
The lower EPE values demonstrate that SEA-RAFT trained
our FA-Flow Dataset achieves better accuracy in predicting
optical flow. Another observation from the results is that our
proposed FA-Flow Dataset leads to the early stabilization of
both EPE and Fl metrics. This early stabilization implies that
our model reaches its optimal performance much faster than
the “C+T” model. The early stabilization of EPE and Fl in
our proposed FA-Flow Dataset also translates to reduced
inference computation.

5.2 Performance on Point Tracking Datasets

To further validate the generalization ability of models
trained on our FA-Flow Dataset, we evaluate their per-
formance on point tracking benchmarks using frame-to-
frame optical flow predictions. As shown in Table 8 we
report results on the TAP-Vid benchmark across three
datasets: TAP-Vid-Kinetics, TAP-Vid-DAVIS, and TAP-Vid-
RGB-Stacking. We follow the standard evaluation protocol
and use RAFT and SEA-RAFT as base models for compari-
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TABLE 9
Ablation experiments on our main modules. Settings used are marked
with a checkmark. “DO” indicates dynamic objects. “OAl” indicates
object aware inpainting. “MO” indicates multiple objects.

po oAl Mo  KITTI12 KITTI 15
EPE| Fl| EPE| Fl|

X X X 119 434 {247} {816}

voX X 129 448 {180} {7.01}

oo/ X 124 431 {18} {701}

v v /117 429 {179} {6.98}

son. Our models are trained solely on the FA-Flow Dataset
without any fine-tuning on the TAP-Vid datasets.

The results show that models trained on FA-Flow
achieve competitive or superior performance compared
to those trained on traditional combinations of real and
synthetic datasets (e.g., C+T+5+K+H). Notably, SEA-RAFT
trained on FA-Flow achieves the best performance on
TAP-Vid-DAVIS and TAP-Vid-RGB-Stacking, demonstrat-
ing strong robustness and generalization in diverse and
dynamic scenes.

Furthermore, as illustrated in Figure 9] we provide qual-
itative visualizations of long-term tracking results using
only frame-to-frame predictions from SEA-RAFT. Despite
lacking explicit temporal modeling, the model trained on
our synthetic data maintains consistent tracking over time.
These results highlight the diversity and effectiveness of our
generated training data in supporting real-world, long-term
motion understanding.

5.3 Ablations on Main Modules

To analyze the impact of different components in our pro-
posed Flow-Anything for optical flow data generation, we
conduct a series of ablation studies on object motion, Depth-
Aware Inpainting, and multiple objects, as shown in Table
Bl “Multiple objects” indicates the presence of multiple
moving objects in each image. In these experiments, we
generate novel view images from the KITTI 15 training set to
train the RAFT model and evaluate the performance on both
the KITTI 12 and KITTI 15 training sets. By incrementally
adding components of our method, we can measure the im-
pact of each factor, as shown in Table @ The first row shows
the performance achieved by generating novel view images
without dynamic objects, assuming that optical flow results
solely from camera motion. The second row introduces
dynamic objects into the scene. We observe a significant
improvement in the EPE metrics, particularly in the KITTI
15 dataset, where the presence of dynamic objects increases
the complexity of the optical flow estimation task. The addi-
tion of Depth-Aware Inpainting, as shown in the third row,
further enhances the model’s performance by providing a
more accurate representation of occluded regions, which is
critical for generating realistic optical flow data. Finally, the
fourth row incorporates multiple objects, demonstrating the
robustness of our method in handling complex scenes with
multiple moving objects. This comprehensive setup yields
the best results across all evaluated metrics, particularly in
the KITTI 15 dataset, where both the EPE and F1 scores are
significantly improved.
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(a) Frames

(b) C+T+5+K+H (c) FA-Flow Dataset
Fig. 10. Qualitative comparison of ProPainter using RAFT trained on
“C+T+S+K+H” or our FA-Flow Dataset for video inpainting.

TABLE 10
Quantitative results for the inpainting task are presented. We use
ProPainter for inpainting and evaluate the models on the YouTube-VOS
and DAVIS datasets. Optical flows, used as inputs, are predicted from
RAFT models trained on the "C+T+S+K+H” combination or our
FA-Flow Dataset, respectively. The datasets used to train the optical
flow models are indicated in the "Flow Dataset” column.

Validation Dataset Flow Dataset PSNR 1t SSIM 1
C+T+S+K+H 33.96 0.9718
YouTube-VOS FA-Flow Dataset  34.04 0.9726
C+T+S+K+H 34.17 0.9771
DAVIS FA-Flow Dataset 34.30 0.9774

Figure [2| provides a detailed illustration of the incre-
mental effects of Flow-Anything with and without Object-
Independent Volume Rendering and Depth-Aware Inpaint-
ing. As shown in Figures [2a| and camera motion alone
does not capture the complex optical flow shown in real-
world scenes. To address these limitations, we introduce
the Object-Independent Volume Rendering module, which
ensures that dynamic objects have separate motions from
the background. This module helps to capture the complex
movements within the scene more accurately, as shown in
Figures Additionally, we apply the Depth-Aware In-
painting module to enhance the realism further by filling in
masked areas caused by object motions, effectively handling
occlusions, and improving the continuity of the flow fields,
as shown in Figures 2d]

6 APPLICATIONS

In this section, we demonstrate the effectiveness of models
trained on our FA-Flow Dataset in several applications. We
mainly show the effects of optical flow models trained on
two types of datasets. First, the optical flow model used by
default in downstream methods, in which RAFT trained on
“C+T+5+K+H"” is used. Then, the RAFT trained on gener-
ated data from real-world images using our Flow-Anything,
which we label as FA-Flow Dataset. Experiments are con-
ducted on representative tasks, including video inpainting,
unsupervised video segmentation, space-time view synthe-
sis, and video editing. In these tasks, optical flow plays a
crucial role in each of these tasks.

6.1 Video Inpainting

Video inpainting involves removal of objects from video
sequences while maintaining temporal coherence. This tech-
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TABLE 11
Quantitative results on unsupervised video segmentation with
TokenCUt and TMO. mIOU is reported. We set the max frames for
graph construction of TokenCut to 50 for memory efficiency.

Validation Dataset

Method Flow Dataset
DAVIS FBMS
C+T+S+K+H 76.17 66.10
TokenCut FA-Flow Dataset 76.82 67.45
C+T+S+K+H 85.60 79.90
T™O FA-Flow Dataset  86.16 80.04

nique is crucial in various applications, where unwanted
objects need to be removed without leaving noticeable
artifacts or inconsistencies. Flow-based propagation is one
mainstream mechanism in video inpainting to ensure that
the background and remaining content in the video appear
natural and coherent across frames.

To validate the performance of RAFT trained on our
FA-Flow Dataset in video inpainting, we conducted ex-
periments on a variety of video sequences with different
objects removed. We compared RAFT trained on our FA-
Flow Dataset with the one trained on “C+T+S+K+H" using
ProPainter [90], which indicates the state-of-the-art video
inpainting model using optical flow. Figure [10] illustrates
a series of frames from a video sequence where objects
are removed using our model. The results highlight the
ability of our model to maintain temporal coherence and
produce visually appealing backgrounds. Additionally, we
used quantitative metrics such as Peak Signal-to-Noise Ratio
(PSNR) and Structural Similarity Index (SSIM) to evaluate
the performance. As shown in Table ProPainter with our
model outperforms the one using RAFT on both YouTube-
VOS and DAVIS datasets, achieving higher PSNR and SSIM
scores, and lower VFID.

6.2 Unsupervised Video Segmentation

Unsupervised video object segmentation aims to segment a
target object in the video without a ground truth mask in
the initial frame. This challenging task requires extracting
features for the most salient objects within a video sequence
using motion information such as optical flow. Methods
should provide a set of object candidates with no overlap-
ping pixels that span through the whole video sequence.
This set of objects should contain at least the objects that
capture human attention when watching the whole video
sequence. Optical flow provides critical motion cues that
help in identifying and tracking objects.

In our experiments, we focus on two representative
methods for unsupervised video segmentation: TokenCut
and TMO [92]. We compare the downstream perfor-
mance of RAFT trained on our FA-Flow Dataset with the
default “C+T+S+K+H” used in these two methods across
two evaluation datasets: DAVIS and FBMS. The mean In-
tersection over Union (mIOU) metric is used to evaluate
the performance. The quantitative results are shown in
Table The results show that our model outperforms
RAFT train on synthetic datasets in all cases, indicating the
superiority of our model in capturing motion information
for video segmentation. The results show the efficacy of
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(b) FA-Flow Dataset

Fig. 11. Qualitative comparison of TokenCut using RAFT trained on
“C+T+S+K+H” or our FA-Flow Dataset for unsupervised video segmen-
tation.

(b) FA-Flow Dataset

Fig. 12. Qualitative comparison of TMO using RAFT trained on
“C+T+S+K+H” or our FA-Flow Dataset for unsupervised video segmen-
tation.

Flow-Anything in improving the segmentation accuracy
of unsupervised methods. We also provide a qualitative
comparison of the segmentation results using TokenCut and
TMO with both RAFT and Flow-Anything as optical flow
estimators, as shown in Figures and As observed,
our model consistently delivers more precise and coherent
segmentation masks.

6.3 Space-Time View Synthesis

Space-Time View Synthesis involves generating novel views
of a scene over time. This method captures the temporal
evolution of a scene, allowing for the reconstruction of
dynamic environments from different perspectives. Optical
flow estimation plays a pivotal role in enhancing the accu-
racy and realism of space-time view synthesis. Optical flow
estimation helps in temporal consistency and accurately
tracking the movement of objects. To evaluate the effective-
ness of our model, we conducted experiments comparing
two representative methods, DyNeRF and NSFF [94],
using RAFT and our model for optical flow estimation. For
fair comparison, checkpoints saved at 300, 000 and 250, 000
iterations are used for evaluation. Table[I2lshows the results
of these experiments, reporting the average peak signal-
to-noise ratio (PSNR) and learned perceptual image patch
similarity (LPIPS) scores in the Dynamic Scene dataset.
Higher PSNR values and lower LPIPS values indicate better
performance in terms of image quality and perceptual sim-
ilarity, respectively. As shown in TabldI2} using our model
outperforms RAFT trained on synthesis datasets across most
scenes in terms of both PSNR and LPIPS.
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TABLE 12
Quantitative results on space-time view synthesis. We report the PSNR 1/ LPIPS | results with comparisons on Dynamic Scene dataset.
Method Flow Dataset Jumping Skating Truck Umbrella Balloon1 Balloon2 Playground
N ARE C+T+S+K+H 2457 /0.091 32.32/0.037 2622/0077 2339/0141 22.38/0.105 26.81/0.053 24.34/0.084
FA-Flow Dataset 24.74 / 0.094 32.64 / 0.036 26.26 / 0.076  23.52 / 0.138 2236 / 0.104 26.88 / 0.052 24.40 / 0.083
NIQER 'ﬂ' C+T+S+K+H 26.99 / 0.057 33.01/0.021 32.08/0.028 24.45/0.096 24.15/0.066 29.51 /0.035 24.61 / 0.064
FA-Flow Dataset  27.05 / 0.055 34.50 / 0.020 32.17 / 0.026  24.50 / 0.100 24.15 / 0.065 30.98 / 0.029  24.64 / 0.064

(a) Frames (b) C+T+S+K+H

(c) FA-Flow Dataset

Fig. 13. Qualitative comparison of DyNeRF using RAFT trained on
“C+T+S+K+H” and our FA-Flow Dataset for space-time view synthesis.

(b) C+T+S+K+H (c) FA-Flow Dataset

(a) Frames

Fig. 14. Qualitative comparison of NSFF using RAFT trained on
“C+T+S+K+H” and our FA-Flow Dataset for space-time view synthesis.

TABLE 13
Quantitative results on Video Editing with FLATTEN. We report the
CLIP scores and Pick Score on the TGVE-DAVIS dataset.

Method Flow Dataset CLIP-F  PickScore CLIP-T
wroarren CHTHSHK+H 0.915 20.73 27.78
FA-Flow Dataset 0.916 20.79 27.95

We also visualize the rendered results using default
optical flow models and our model in Figures [13| and
Our model achieves significantly better optical flow esti-
mation on the edges of dynamic objects and the motion
of reflections on glass surfaces. This improved optical flow
estimation translates to better novel view synthesis results,
yielding more accurate reconstructions.

6.4 Video Editing

Video editing applications, such as object-driven manipu-
lation and stylization, often rely on accurate optical flow
to maintain temporal coherence and structure consistency
across frames. In this section, we evaluate the effectiveness
of our FA-Flow Dataset in the context of video editing
using FLATTEN [95], a recent representative framework that
leverages optical flow for temporal consistency.

(b) FA-Flow Dataset

Fig. 15. Qualitative results of FLATTEN with SEA-RAFT trained on
different datasets for video editing.

To assess the impact of our synthetic data, we replace
this component with SEA-RAFT trained on “C+T+5+K+H”
and our FA-Flow Dataset, separately. For fair comparison,
we follow the official FLATTEN repository’s default settings
with a guidance scale of 20, fixed random seed, and no
use of negative prompts. Quantitative results on the TGVE-
DAVIS benchmark are reported in Table where
we evaluate the edited results using CLIP-based metrics,
including CLIP-F, CLIP-T, and PickScore. The differences
between the two training settings are relatively minor,
which is expected given the strong temporal smoothing
and image refinement strategies employed in the FLATTEN
framework. These mechanisms tend to minimize the effect
of moderate flow quality differences.

As shown in Figure qualitative comparisons also
reveal that in certain cases, the model trained with FA-Flow
yields more consistent results. Specifically, our model better
preserves textual elements and fine structures across frames,
suggesting its advantage in scenarios where maintaining
semantic fidelity is crucial.

7 CONCLUSION

In this paper, we introduce a novel framework, Flow-
Anything, for generating large-scale optical flow datasets,
addressing the challenges of image realism and motion
realism. Our method introduces an MPI-based rendering
pipeline that produces realistic images and correspond-
ing optical flow from novel views. This pipeline employs
volume rendering to mitigate image artifacts, resulting in
higher quality. We further enhance motion realism with
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our Object-Independent Volume Rendering module, which
separates dynamic objects from the static background, im-
proving the accuracy of object motion. Additionally, the
Depth-Aware Inpainting module addresses unnatural oc-
clusions caused by object motion, ensuring smoother and
more realistic results. By converting single-view images into
3D representations using advanced monocular depth esti-
mation networks and simulating realistic 3D motion under
a virtual camera, our method effectively bridges the gap
between synthetic data and real-world applications.

Flow-Anything demonstrates superior performance on
real-world datasets, outperforming both unsupervised and
supervised methods commonly used for training learning-
based models. Our framework trains robust optical flow
estimation models on large-scale data generated from di-
verse single-view images across various domains, achiev-
ing state-of-the-art performance on standard benchmarks.
Furthermore, Flow-Anything enhances the performance of
downstream tasks, including video inpainting, unsuper-
vised video segmentation, and space-time view synthesis. In
conclusion, Flow-Anything serves as a competitive method
in the generation of optical flow datasets, paving the way
for advancements in video analysis and processing. Our
framework’s ability to generate realistic training data from
single-view images at scale underscores its potential as a
foundational model for optical flow estimation.

The main limitations of our Flow-Anything include that
using diffusion for inpainting results in a slightly longer
data synthesis time, i.e., about 1.5s per pair of data. There-
fore, multiple processes are required for data synthesis. An-
other limitation is the relatively limited inclusion of specific
perspectives, such as aerial or drone-based views, within
our generated datasets. The inclusion of these specialized
perspectives could be particularly beneficial for certain tasks
where these angles are prevalent.
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