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x1 #HHT—Ztv OER
FT—&tvy b ‘ Cityscapes  BDD Synscapes A2D2 Mapillary ~ ADE20K
Domain Driving Driving Driving Driving Driving Everyday
(Europe)  (USA)  (simulator) (Europe) (Worldwide)  objects
AN 19 19 18 63 150
FET—& 2,975 7,000 23,000 26,955 18,000 20,210
FAif 7 — & 500 1,000 2,000 4,493 2,000 2,000

# 2 Single Domain &2 RFIED L (%]

Train/Test | Cityscapes BDD  Synscapes
Cityscapes 77.57 39.81 63.06
BDD 59.05 61.55 55.78
Synscapes 39.04 12.66 91.55
RRETIE 78.49  62.63 90.18
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7 VX LKL, (0.5, 2.0] OFEIPAITD 7 > X LAT—)b,
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RE LT SGD ZHW5. Z LT, FIFEE®RE 0.0112
REL, (1 iertotal)0.9 2 fd | TERRER T Y 2 —
V755, EEMEBUL 100 epoch ¥ 3 5. FHflifEE
1213 mloU ZHW 3
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A% 720 272z ¥ A X§ 5. Cityscapes [1],
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AREFRTIE, Cityscapes, BDD, Synscapes % X145
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Single Domain EDLE FK21Z7—%ty M
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7. CORERD S, ERTIEIE Multi Domain E1C
BNTHD VR 5.

Single Head #iE & DLEE  Multi Head #i&E D
B3R ER ST 272912, Single Head #i& & DF5fE
%17 5. 3£ 312 Single Head £ 7 /L, Mix Loss @
A, Multi Head ET VDA, Multi Head E7 /VIZ Mix
Loss & DA Module % & A5 % 2R T-IE T D RS
DL %R, Multi Domain 8 %179 & &, Multi
Head #i& CHR WA, BDD EEWHEEZEMR L T
W33, Cityscapes ¥ Synscapes {IFEERIET LTW
e B. ZDIZEPH, 1DDTFT =Xty b
W72 ET N/ oTWVWBEWR D, Mix Loss DA
BEAL7SEICBWTIE, Single Head f38 & A4
\ZBDD 7 =&t v b DADEVCESHIEE 2R LT
%. F7=, Multi Head D A Z A L7285 & 128W0
TlX, Cityscapes & Synscapes (& WO idikds & % 2K
LTW5%2, BDD OF#EMENMETLTWS. —7,
Mix Loss & Multi Head #:& D7 2 B At 7= %
FETE, 2TOT—REy FPINRNT UV AILEHX
NTWBZeBbrs. ZORRENS, M—I~L%E
Fo7r—&ty b 2¥E T 255, Mix Loss & Multi
Head G DBEANENTH 2 L \WVWR 5.

DA Module O@AICKBLEE F£3 LD, Multi
Head #3&D 4 v F v —212, DA module ZHH T3 Z
T, £ TCD7—X+t v bTDA module % L ® Multi
Head #i&i 4t v bV —2 XD FRKESM L L. %
7z, Cityscapes ¥ BDD TiZ, Single Domain THE L
T2ET R UGG A M E Uz, 2, Bz
% Domain {§#% DA module 12 & » THEH, IEHTE
LlebrrEZLNS. ZOMEH, S, Multi Domain
BBV T DA module WERNTH 2 L \WVWR 5.

INTA—=ZBOHE F4I1TTX—ZBOLLERE
RY. T—&XEy MEATEE L7 Single Domain @
ETME, NTA=—REBT =Xty ORI FEM
5. REFETEREO Ry VY- 2HHTZ
¥ T, Single Domain DETVEEBHET2H5E5LD
b 8T X — 2% 57.10% HIIR L 7z. Single Head Hi&



£3 FA—27207—%+ty FTORELR %]

‘ DA module Multi Head Mix Loss ‘ Cityscapes BDD  Synscapes | Mean

Single Domain - 77.57 61.55 91.55 76.89
- - 75.55 63.14 86.91 75.34

- - 75.86 63.33 88.10 75.76

Multi Domain - v 77.30 59.47 90.20 75.66
- v 77.92 62.51 90.14 76.86

v v 78.49 62.63 90.18 77.10

Ground truth

Single Domain

Multi Head RRFIE

4 HIIFERO g

K4 NTX—ZEDHE
‘ Params. ‘ HITEER (%)

Single Domain | 178.02M -
Single Head 59.34M 66.67
Multi Head 61.94M 65.21

RETE 76.37TM 57.10

MHDIRT X — RO % A% £, Multi Head #
BEDLE 1.04 1%, DA module ZH#A L7254 1.28 {5
DRT A =R ieoT=. ZOFER)P S, Multi Head
&G Y DA module i, &7 —&ty bTH¥ELLET
NEBERART2HEEID S, E2RRTRA—-ZHD
HINTHEB R AL Y 2FHTEHe Db 5.

HARER D LEER AT ORER RS, M4 13,
1 BtH 23 Cityscapes, 2 BxH? BDD, 3 BEH® Syn-
scapes D IIHERTH 5. Single Domain DFERTIX,
Cityscapes ¥ BDD TH%* b7 v 7 LI LTV 5
Zebhb. —hH, BEOT -2ty bTEEEITo
REZETFETE, R ZBETE TV Db
Mob. T, BT Xty hEHELTEELE
T, 77 RIDZLORHEEETELLDT
tEZLNS.

INHDHRED, F—F7NVTHEEEITS5HBAET
¥, Mix Loss, Multi Head #i&, DA module % £

T2 TR—RDREM b, F R FA%FORE L E
RT3 ZEHRRETH B L BHER LT
4.3 RBBZISRAZHIOT—2ty FTORR

R, 8207 A THRENTWS T =Xty +
ZERICFEETZ 2 0EB T 5. EHICIE, Cityscapes,
Mapillary, ADE20K ZHW5. %7z, €7 /WZIEFE—
TNV TDEBRTERETH o7z, DA module % EH
L 7= Multi Head €7 V2 HH T 3.

Single Domain & OFEELLLEZ K 5 ITRT. 7T R
B R XA VERPELZZ T2ty b TH¥EE LY
ATH, Single Domain & [FFOEETH 5 Z & =i
L7, ZORRED, BETHRIRRS 7 7 RAKT
BRENTWE T =Xty N THERFFICEERETDH
52 zB L.

44 5207—2tvy bEFERLLEREER

YRS 27 —&ty OE 5 DI LTERE
175. B, Cityscapes, BDD, Synscapes, A2D2,
mapillary ZH\W5. ¥£7z, £7/0LI21E DA module %
B L7z Multi Head E7VEEHT 5.

Single Domain & OFEEIEZ X 6 ITRT. FET
527 —%+ty b5 DODHE, Single Domain & D %
Cityscape 1& 1.94 K4 >, BDD & 4.04 KA > b,
Mapillary 1& 1.25 KA > + OFZFMAEEM L2 R L 7.
F7z, FEIMET L7 Synscapes ¥ A2D2 T% Single
Domain & [FIEDFEEETH 2 e 2R L. 20D



x5

BB T ARFOT— Xty P TORMELE (%]

‘ Cityscapes Mapillary ADE20K ‘ Mean

Single Domain 77.57 43.71 36.42 | 52.57
REFE 76.01 43.31 37.16 52.16
£6 52007—Xtvy b TOEE (%]
‘ Cityscapes BDD  Synscapes A2D2 Mapillary | Mean
Single Domain 77.57 61.55 91.55  78.08  43.71 70.49
REFHE 79.51 65.59 89.47 76.56 44.96 | 71.22

ERED, BEFRE 5207 —&XLy VEEE T2
LETHAMTH S Z e 2R L.

5 &bHDIC

AR TIE, Bid X4 U RFERFIZHEE S % Multi
Head Dt~ T 4w 7 I AXA T —v a vy Fik%E
REL. FXA VIE#RZEIHET % DA Module & 7 —
Ry b Z e OELERIFHSIERE T % Mix Loss %1
AL, 7—&t v b Z¥ICH I Head Z FIE T % Multi
Head 2B AT 2522 T, B3 7A%F07—
Xty ML THH—DETILTEETLZ %]
BB L7z, BT, I—D7 7 RA%Fo>7—XTH
FLGEEITEBWT, Single Head #& & D 3 BV ARk
TBEZEMR L. £72, Single Domain T#E L7125
BLHBRLUTHEFU LOBELZER L. FEIRE
WTHBIIRABPRR DT -2ty b EEIRICEY
I35 ETH, Single Domain ¥ FIEDREEZZERK L
oo FEITE7—Xty bR 5DICLAEERIIBWT
%, Single Domain & D & &EWVEliEE L ZER L. &
BIX, ZIABDBER LT XLy VB LSS
T3, Single Domain DFZHMEZEZ 5 Z %, o
N—=22ty 7= \OBEHIC L DA Z RS 5.
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