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topological constraints in learning signed distance functions for

surface reconstruction from point clouds

NaoMmicHI NAKAJIMATL®)  Ryo FurRukawaf2:P)

Abstract: In recent years, for the surface reconstruction of a 3-dimensional object from point cloud data,
methods to approximate the signed distance function (SDF) of an object, which is one of the implicit func-
tions representing the surface, by neural networks have been actively researched. One of the problems in
many neural network approximation methods is that there is no guarantee that desired global geometric
properties of a surface are satisfied. In this paper, in the task of a surface reconstruction of an object from a
point cloud without normal information, we propose a method for additionally learning the signed distance
function with a neural network by introducing the connectivity constraint, which is a global and topological
property of a surface, through a loss function. Compared with the conventional shape learning and modifica-
tion methods using loss functions that impose connectivity constraints, the proposed method devises a more
direct and efficient way to reflect the constraint. We have experimented with this method on 3-dimensional
shape datasets to investigate the connectivity of the reconstructed surface and the difference from the original
point cloud.
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1. ELHIC

B, RSP0 3R ORMEHBEKICBWT,
Za2—F)% v b7 —2 (NN) I &3R8 ERE AW
FIEPBAHRINA TN S, BRBEBERIZ AW 3 %0C
YR DR T, PIRREIE NN TR Ehiz 3K
T2 OB fo: RP > Ro¥oLr~nty b LTH
BHanz S ={xecR3| fo(x) = 0}. NN &V -F2EIEL
KREEHNEZ 2T, {ERDKRI LN, X v a, octree &
Fo/Gar B, MBEECIORVEREES Z
AMREICR 5. AWFZE T, BEBE% L LT, Frc, Wikost
e TR &4 IE - BDfER © 2755 & FEERTEL (signed
distance function, X{'F SDF 2 IEXR) 2& X 5.

SDF 0%E ke UTHEN M2 ZE7— & & LT
EFEITSdDbH2H, —RIITEHONEEERT S
Ytk o Mok o = G BLHLARED 5182 Z 2 IZHEETH
5. ZFIZT, MEHEREFZROVAEED S SDF 2283 3%
HEDPREEINTVS (2], [3], [4], [11], [19]. NN Z{#- 7
FLEFEE TIEHOER R EOCE S OBHNEE L <, 4k
EBDR > TV ABEFAIW L THBREhTLES o
HEbMEINTVS WIREX, [2). ZThoolEic
RUT, A IGWIRRE O KB 2 R HEE O FilF 0 H
HiEERE 52 CTH¥E T 282 5.

AWFED BERE, —2OWIRKRE D 51550 2 M = I1HH
PR RVERICN LT, KB M Ru Y Al
TH 2 YARKREOEIEMZ23 X 512, SDF 2%
HEERZTS 22 TH 5. 202, i, T
DORMEDHH > T ¥ 7 N7 SEHTN U CTHEABEEUE @
L CEFEMEDFIF 2 22T, NN D85 X — X &2 EHrs 21810
FRGEERET . 7— 2Rl M Ra o huinlE
WEMDHFTEE L LTR—YRTF Y MRERS—DHD,
A - EFHOMHICBWTRELTWS. 3XotiRkici#b
BRAZIZBVTS, YHEROEREER YD bRe bz
Hill# %2 220F 2 T DR X ATV 3 [5], [9], [10], [15], [17)
2, ZOFHLbNHIBENTH 2. KK TIE, > 7Y
VAN EBORA— ATy MRERY —RHVT, £
HOBAER DA LK E L HEND &2 SN ERE
L, ZORELSEER L2 s 2 8KHEECETEAT 5 Z
T, YRREOEEEICHNE DT D, Fie, Bl
LYY N AR RS  LTHR T 28K
HHEAT S, Zhuckh, #EEOHIKE 2O OHHE
WEHMOEZ KRELRT IR WEE 2EHT 5. HKH
BOMED S DOWEET NN DT X —REBEHT 372012
1%, HELEEDI NN 05 X — XIZB LT ATRETH %
WERDH L. AETIE, TOWDAEEE 2825720
12, BEBOLLVEy b 25T YT V7T D R
% NN DT X=X L CMOAIEEICT 2 FiE (1] 2
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W5,

Bxlx, IREFEEMILT 572912, ShapeNet 7 — &
Y b6 DRy T ahbHr Ty I mB R
T, HB»SOREEERICBWT, R—XEFALZEM
YHTLEBREITo 7. HHNREREOEER TR O
FEBIT OV TR % S0 L 724G R, 1IRERFIENFERR T — &
WX UTESER - ERINCENTH 2 2 e DRI L.

AL DOERIEIROMED TH 5 -

o WAD KB D b Er O AL RWETH 2 HEEED
flf 2B E @ L TEAL, SDF 2553 % 41k
ZIRETS.

o ity R EED S D NEOEMMEDLERL,
ORI 2 5 2 OO KRR OE 2 HIRT 5.

2. FEEHARE
2.1 EEKERREEBV-EIBERLLOSED,SORE
BB

SDF O #HfiEH % v 72 NN OFZBIRERI I X 2 5%
PITbh s, 2] T, MEFREEELZRVARRZED
BANEN T — X 0 STEIR O REBI R 2 ¥ E 3 5 71k sign
agnostic learning (SAL) ZERE L7z, DD, HEBK
W EHR S & SAL O—fb [3], HALABELOHIKI D
KBIEIEDOEA [11], SDF & Z DAL W/ RENELD
%7 D%E [4], implicit moving least-square function T
BN SDF &GS 5 B S b8 [19] OWIZH
B%. SAL [2] TI&, FEIHEEHT 5 NN (MLP) 0]
FEDSERTEI D SDF %35 % X 5 READWIHML G¥{A
RIEE) SRR L. Zowkidm 2 HHRO v il
25D NN OFERHERICB W TEEREE % R 7.

AWFFETIE, —D DA HHL L ORBHIH LT SDF
B —N—T 49 PERBZRXRAZIZBNT, EANRET
NTH5SAL 2] D3 v Y — 7 HEE - BRI ZEFAWT
R—=RAETILVDFEEZTV, ZORIBRFEOERERE
AWTEMEE 21T 5 ERE21To 7.

2.2 N—=YRFYVMREOQS—ICES 3 RTHIRDEIHK

F— R AR EI LD A—Y AT Y FRERY —DEF
BAEMOAEEICZL, R—Y AT Y PREQOY—DHAHEX
NBEREBEHCTETADNRT XA —XEEHT 3Tk
M, HEARRZAZIZBWTHWSLATWS,

NN 2 &R & 70 3 ZonlEtRIc b 2 85 Tk, $—
ATV MRIZEDELEBEOZLY (10], Bk~ v F 27
D7 OB [17), SR 5 OREEREK 5] 1ICH
WHERTWS., FHZ, [5] TlE, =Y A7 Y MRI»LEHE
SN BRI AW TEEE D O GHITIIZ 4T X —
233 REBRBORELEZITo. [9) T, &h—KD
P - NN ICEAFTRER @22 L, AL - e T
b B IREI B L7z, [15] T, NN 2wz 3K
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Fig. 1 Outline of the method.

TUEROARL - BOFSIL - BIEO X R 2T, 9] DfgzH
WA D IR 2 B EE IR & & HITHWT,
ERETVOBTIEEAR L BIRT 2B HEZEA L.
12, BEBEIEL Y L T occupancy field #4532 & @ SDF % H
WZE T (7], 20] ICBWTHEMMEEMAEL 2. RO
NN DT X = RDEFIToTWARNWI LITERT 5.
FETIE, ERDAR= 27 NEOFEEZWIAIREICT
BITEICBWTHLE T 2@ —HRohTLES 2
CATHLT B 72012, BAEURIEIIC BT merge tree % H
W3 715 [16] S B RE R S 7E S50 28 0BIEE VW5 /5
18] BREENT W 3.

AWFFETIE, NNIC K 2 ZR%EERZ W SDF 12X %
KHFMHEB T, EEEOFNZE5Z 272912 (9] 27T
W B EREED AN B B i % [9] & D EHRYICELD
H3 B41%FH). ZRUTX-> TEIHE SN2 HELEHBIEL =
HofGr LToas iz 5 2 21 8RBEE0HEE G bt
THWT, NNDXTXA—RPEEEHRT 5.

3. EEFE
3.1 HIE

—DDEERYRDELE D 54~ 7Y ¥ 7S i ik
X CR3 KL, ZOMIED SDF % NNfy: R? - R TiFf
Bz ®EZ23%. ZIT, 0 cRPIENN DT X —
RTH5. FRETIICHI DA TRIBRER Lyase 7312
RINTW3.

AFIETIE, Lpase BT 2B DR, —FHEOBRER
Leconns Lps ZMATEMFEZ1TS (K1), Zhs o fEH
DKL, Erl~ty b S = {zeR?| fy(z) =0}
oY Ty FENTFBEHAWTHEZNS. Lo
&, YIMARRE O 2 Xt O KIHY 22 E T % i
T (connectivity) IZHlfE 232 Z e ZHINE Lizd D
THY, ¥V ITEBOARA— AT M RERY —%
HOTEREINS (341 ). Ly ik, HAis#e 0xR
ZIRHFINCIEZ 2 Z 2 HINE LD TH D, HihliA
Hed o7V v rafe OO chamfer discrepancy %
W3 (3.4.2 ). BANGIBRKRE DIBREAEL Liota 1EE AR
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>\conna )\ps € RZO ’&ﬁﬂ‘f;ﬁw) £ Lzﬁéhé .
Ltotal = Lbase + )\connLconn + )\psts- (1)

EBIEE OBRICIE, Controlling Neural Level Sets [1] ®
HEZHWT, ¥rLlty b S»R60&Y YT s
ROPERYEZ NN D87 X —& § DRI LTERT. 20
Ty Y IR OEEED HEHE S B IBKER DA
EWLIEXE S Z Y TNNfy DRI XA —REEHHT 5.

3.2 #f

T, RFEETHELRS, =Y AT Y FKRER
¥ —, chamfer discrepancy MU L)Lty F DT X —
ZAF DOFIREICOWTHHAT 3.

3.2.1 N—=2RFYhREOD—

ZZTiE, =Y RF7TrirRERY— GHlZ, iz
X [8), [21] BM) & 2 OFEZMIATREC L THENY S
WKHW2 A 2R, [9) oW THEIS 5.

RERY—ZNE B, MAEZER) 28T 21t
BWEETHZ. n ROLORE X 1Tk L TiE, &XT
E=0,1,....n I LTHRERY —F Hp(X) DERI N
%. Ho(X) DERBITIZ X OERERTITHIGT 5. =
AFvihAERY -, BEEERK 7400 L= 3
YIRS K DR EIEDEKI] (K, )rers, DEZ 5
N, 740 L=y a YADKRER Y —DEBBEFR
MoOT2EETHS. K BPERBEKREEROEEE, 710
Fo—Ya VIZHRER K FOFEBERRM F: K R ¥
EZONE. N—YRT Y FRERY-DERIE, FXT
TrIZT 4N ML=y a YNDOKRER Y —DERITHIEE
3 % K4 birth & Z DEMITTHTHIE S 2 KX death DFHD
BE (=Y ZR7 VM) L TWROHET I TES.
ZIZT, BENET7 4 L — a YOIRFISHRIGT 5.

birth « death OFDES {(b;, d;) }iez, (b 1EKTT) 1T
LCTFEHAVCTIERZANS Z 2T, % birth (7213,
death) 1T L CTHAEZ MG E 2 Z L TE %:

’/TF(]C)Z {budi}ielk — K. (2)

9] TREEINE (L&, Topology Layer & L) T
1%, & birth (F721%, death) ITMET 2 HARK o 128—
AT ¥ M SRS NZIEREROFEREIITONS !

% = %pr(k)(bi)w +> %%(k)(dam- 3)

1€Ly 1€Ty
ZIT, L= Fa=bD5EI1 xD, 2hSNOGE
F0r25BTHS.

AT, X O Rar—RrOELNE TV 7
BhReZzo 0T (k=0) D=V ATV FRERY—
ZHES. 0 XD NR—2 27 ¥ RN ASEE X OFERI | X|
DM {(b, d)VE 27D, £Thith 130 THD Fu
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F—HDOEADEE (M +00) 2 death 5. KERD
F#i%, Topology Layer [9] D/ABHZEZEN D AlphaLayer %
R UTHW:.
3.2.2 Chamfer discrepancy

SEE P,Q C R3 @ chamfer discrepancy £ I XTERH X
NZ8T, MHEEOBELMEZH26ETDH 2 ¢
aP,Q) = ;p;ggnp a3 + égq%i%iﬁ”qu'

(4)

TIT, |PlIESBEP OREERL, || |2 & Ly J VAT
» 5. Chamfer discrepancy (JFEBED NEL % 7z X7\
DEFFETIERVD, HEEPX v Y 2 ERD X R T TIE—H
Hzfibn 2562 TH 3.
3.2.3 LANILEY FONFA—=2F1F

Controlling Neural Level Sets [1] Ti&, NN fy T8 X —
B0 =00 DHEITRBT 2B fo,. R =R &, ZD
BHOERE c DLty b §S={peR®| fo,(p) =c}
DB BT, S EDRp % NN DT X—% 0 OB L
TRITELZRRLTVS !

~ Vafa(p) 0fe(p)
IV fo, )5 00

~ vocho(p) —c
~ P s DI PP ) (©)

T, Vu 3ZEMER 2« € R OB T 3RS %
£3. —DOHDELUZ ¢ DY fo, DIERIEE WHRED FT
DREBEREM Z HWe—XoaTh b, ZOHDELUZ fo
D fo,(p) = c DREDTD O 1T 2 —TGEMTH 3.
AFETE, JFRToOra Lty MBTh S >
TV TENTZRITH LT, c=02LTOICEB T A—
2T EITS.

p(0) =~ p

(6 — o) ()

3.3 FOLNILLtEy b TUT

Controlling Neural Level Sets [1] I35} 2 REHHEK T
&, ErLNty bo¥ I 7T HBKIC, SDF &
RT3 NN OARERAWTA YR + =2— b ik

Vac f00 (pprev)

next __ prev prev
Pt =P — S e (P
Ve funeg ™)
ZREDIELHWS.

SDF Z3iffll§ % NN QAR EZ AWV R« =a— b
BIZEB3H 7Y TR, 327 FEBUED A
CHIELPKRE VDRI BRB R N, —kRTRWT
VI U IRERDOEL T L AULE Y MSEL BV EE AL
THROBEZITS> Zvid#LVWEEZLNS. £2T,
AFIETE, oLty MBErO— Y 7Y~
PEB1DIC, I—F U Fa— T [12] TELNB X v
AoV T I EHAWELET, AR =a—F
VIEEITS. BARIICIE, 3, ~—F ¥ Fa—TET
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2 NN »SHDHL7WEERI (KE) & death HMEFRTED
HEREED T EET 2 EE0M Of - & - B0 3#) o
fiil. /£ : Topology Layer D&, H | RFEOHA.

Fig. 2 Examples of an object surface (gray) out of a NN and
pairs of point sets (3 pairs of red, blue, and orange)
where the loss function propagates backwards around
the death corresponding points. Left: Topology Layer
case. Right: In this method.

BohizXyoabpbYd VY I%2i75, ~—F2 7
F a2 — 7T, BROFNEZLERI Ty 2%k
7=, Ay Y alHEORBIE~—F > 7% 2 — 7 EL2EA
T BB SENOME & G IckES 5. 22T, X
2, ZEMDEIONE & RIRE DR E RS T2, TR
AR 2~ N(0,6%1) ZIMZ 3. REBIZ, /A4 ZXDMMZ5
YTV TREPARE LTH YR » = a— bk
2TV, BohlzmEvol ity bhR50H YT v
TOEMLS = {p;} £ T 5.

X iLTELREERLRNLEY FOY T v
JREES = {p;} DEROEEEY, R (6) DELZ AWV
28T, NNDXFX—X& 0 DB Sy = {p:;(0)} £ L
THEEBEBOFEICHN 3.

3.4 1BKEH

KERFHETIE, R—R R 2HFEET N OEKEK
Liyase THEETIR 57215, BEEEZEET 2 Leonn &M
B2 T 2 Ly ZMZ 7230 (1) QKRB Liota %
FAWTEMEE 2175,

3.4.1 EEMDT-DHDIBKLBEHIE

R=Y A7 Y FRIZHAWT, #FEEOHINEE X 2725
WIERDEHI12T 5. 7, RO ORD = ATV
B {(bs,d)}N, ZFEL, 94 7&XA 5l :=d; — b; DR
g, 2% b, i<jRoldl >, %23 ETHEFEN
25, ZOLET, BOBRWVWIAT7XA L1 =d — b
DISNHVNE L 2% & 5 12Hlf %D 5.

Topology Layer HWT, 0 XD = AT ¥ MID S
EAER ORI D 258 Wz, (9], [15]), % death
WX LT (2) ZHWTHAE 3) Zreshs, X 3) %
FAWTEE LB M X8 2728, % death I
XL 2 MDA LHEKERS R zw (K2 A).
ZDT, FFIZ X o THEN#ER D H L 28T 2 X5
WIEIET 2RENDREMICHRZ L EZ BN 3.

ZIT, AFETEAA—Y ATV bREOY —DFEIC
Ko TERRZHEGEHRAFALBEEEINS Fer—RHNOD
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ARFFEL, ZOHDYGRED REE TR U THEKBEK
PEMET 2. BRI, £F, ¥uorotky sy
YTV TENTEABRCN L, 74724 LORIETHR
FOT LN 0 RDAA—= 27> MR {(b;,d;)} ZFTET
%. RIZ, % birth - death X7 (b;,d;) IR LT, X (2) D
7r(0)(d;) ICIBT 2D vi1, vipo D, ZHHD
SR D D T —EHRE 0; MNDEFRES V], V], 2
B35, 2oth, “OOEEDERED min(|V/,], |V/,])
i3 K912, BETHIUIFBEIEVHED S @L%mf,
WD CEBERESE Vip, Vie 2162 (K 27H). &&IC,
Z0 o DEEH D chamfer discrepancy Z5IHE T 3 :

K
Lconn = Z d(‘/i,ly ‘/;,2)~ (7)
=2

ZIT, BERZES Y YTV T RICEPINGEERDL
Tz ks, 54 7&4 DN Ky HD death 1255
TAEFEREEGDAEZHVS.
3.4.2 mEFETZEIERY ZRKEHIAE

WA X tEaL vty OB YT v RS,
DA—HM%L & & X 5 7=9IZ chamfer discrepancy % F\»
5. Sp={pi(0)} 13 i < j 725 mingex ||pi(0) — z||2 >
mingex ||p;(0) — zl|2 £72 5 X5 ITHRFRMNIFFZTHL.
ARk, X = {z;} TR LTHHRFITH LT Sy & OFEEED
BB X O5BTFRMNIEZE. 20 2 ROHEXR
BAEL Lps BRD K S22 5 .

Lps = i Z:<rmn||pZ ) — |3 + (g;len H%*P(@H%)

(®)

ZZT, BEZET 2V YT ¥ FRICEF TN RIED
ThL s X5 chamfer discrepancy DX (4) D Z-DDIHD
%% T EN Ky D RDAHWS.

4. RER

4.1 [IREERE

B2 o iz—o0#EHRMERIE» LY > 7Y v &R
72l & EH A Lo s LT, SDF #il3 % NN %
F—=nN=T 4y PELMEZEZ L. ZZTE, NNOD
NRIR—=REEHT DI E2EH MR,

4.2 T2tV hH

AWML T, 3D BIRD 7 —& -+t v b ShapeNet [6] D
airplane 7 2 AD Xy T ambY v Y v 7 NI HEE
F—&%ZH W7, ShapeNet D X v > 21X, AP —KD
Xy amdbRAGERA Yy Y afEAREboTW3Y
BREBPALN, —BICIIKERX v > 2 TIERL, FFiC
FAC7-fhE & 13R 50 (K3 £).
networks [14] DRV KT VY OFHEIINME T, KERX v

% Z T, occupancy
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osy

SEpy
ety ¢ 9

B3 EMXy>afl Eitxysa. G AFRLIKEX > a.
Fig. 3 An example of the ground truth mesh. Left: The orig-
inal mesh. Right: the created watertight mesh.

YaRfERL (M34), TOXyyadrbHr Ty
LimEz A, Fii7—XIcHwad Xy > a7—4&
I¥ Meshing Point [13] 125 7z. FEFRIAER L 7-&W1kD
Xy aDHFT, THRED 1% KEOEFER D 2 EE L T
—ODEER DD OIRDIMEDA v > 2 Z2BRA LK. 2D
iR airplane 277 2D 300 fFD A v > 2 D 5% 288 s
BRI, oD X vy ahoH TV 7Lk
100,000 /&2 77— &2 » L7z, 22EKRAICIE, % 100,000
HDSBb—HDAZ AV (4.4 ).

4.3 HIEERHE

AWFLTIE, SAL [2] ZF5EE LD 0% AW TR
21T o7z, HBRBEE Lyase ZHWTR—RERH 217725
7%, REFEOEEMA 2R (1) OEREE Liga % H
WOBMZEE 21T 572, Lpase £ LT NN O 27512
LD Lo PR 2 5 2B e SR L 7z

Lyase = Eonpy ||fo(2)] — ha,x (2)], 9)
J— 3 — /
ha,x (¢) = min ||z —2'[]2. (10)

CITC, Dx BF— XA X POEEINMHTHS.

4.4 T—2%E(H

N— 228 GBS L 612, ZURDIEMAREE 100,000
Hom»s, 20,000 A HWTITR o7, BMETR—2
E - BINFERICH T 5 20,000 sUEFEI—0b 0k L
7o, FEOBE, mRBEORELDFME RS XD IHTRE)
L, BEEORKEOHMED 1 722 K51 —1T 5
YT, RED[-L1P CRIWCNES LSI1TL .
4.41 2y bT7—01EE

SDF %33 % NN & LT, HEE 8 @D MLPfp: R3 —
R EHWE (K4). 3y b7 =275 X=X FEAEHIL
(weight normalization, WN) %17k o7z, ZHEEDOX
JCIE 512 KITT, 4 EEICATIE ZER L. EMELBIE
1% ReLU (rectified linear unit) % FW7z.
N—2¥# B OBXX, NN OEADYHE L TR
WML 2] ZFWa 2 & T, FliRBaR O NN 238ER4% 1.0
DERE D SDF ¥ 722 X512 L.

4.4.2 NAIN—=INTRA—&

Liotal 2 (1) 1I2BWT Leonn, Lps DEAE, (Aconns Aps) =
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B4 fo Dry b 7— 2R
Fig. 4 Network architecture of fy.

(1,10) & L7z, Leonn R (7) ICBWT, Ky =32 & L7%.
F72, & death d; [CHEFT 2RE I; OUDUR v14, v2;
DELFFTB VT, FElE S = 0.51; LD s % FAWT Vi,
Vo BAER LTz, Lps 3 (8) IBWT, Ko =1024 & L7,

EEFOERL Ly bSOV YT Y VI (33FE) D
eDIC~e—F V7 F 2 —TREHEHAT 5B, 1,13 CR3
CEENBEBHIN LT, [—1.1,1.1]° OHIFACHRUGE 1283
D7)y AW, 37V UMMz s /4 X
DIEERZ 0 13277 v R AL XD 0.2fF Lz, ErLAN
Lty b eDY YT I EEE 32,768 Rk L.
4.4.3 FIRRE

N — 2 #3113, Adam optimizer % 2 FH % 0.0001,
(B1, B2) = (0.9,0.999) THWT, 15,000 =K v 71772 - 7=.

BAEETIE, UTFDXS5ITBIR L 2R— R EHDRREE
FLDOEARVEUEYL LTz i R—2R¥EE 0BT, [FR~ARE
20,000 R FEFDOETNVHOTELNIZX vy > a bW
VT Y 7ENTZ 20,000 R DD chamfer discrepancy
DEZEMINCEIEL, ZOEPRNDETILER— R
HFORREETLET 5.

BN E T1X, Adam optimizer % 2% E 2 0.00005,
(B1, B2) = (0.9,0.999) THWT, 500 =Ky 74T/ - 7.
272U, BNEEBNER LD (288 HFEH 1 14) 120w
T, HE%E% 0.00001 ¥ LTHDTBEIMFEE 2T - 7.

HIRBEBOF RO ET 291 Dx »H0H% > 7
Y 7%, SAL 2] DRBAFEEIEWT — R EDOEE R E R
LCiT72o72: X (20,000 ) 26 0—Hk0, X D&M
ZHLINZ 50 T/ H ORGE R OB EERA » 55 EMH
e X O&RZHFINEERZE 1.0 O IERD M ORE 7
fi, D200 N56, FTKRY 7 16,384 mTOo¥ > 7
V> J L7

4.5 FHEEIRR U FHESE

FHiZE, NN TEMIL7z SDF 2o~ —F ¥ 7 F a2 —7
% 12] THEREINEEMED R v v a WS, v—F >
¥ a—7EEHEAT 2, [—1.1, 1.1]3 OHiFETHUSE
128° D7) v FEMHV.

FHiFERE » LT, ¥ chamfer discrepancy (mCD) &
O, [15] TR ATV 2 FEER D (mCC) ki
% (CR) &% HW/z. Chamfer discrepancy (3N (4)) &
REFEOARZHD , REFEMEKO & R 7 OFHli©—#HY
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R 1 EE. B: R—R¥EF, FT:BN¥E.
Table 1 Quantitative results. B: base learning, FT: additional

learning.

EFN (HERFOHE) mCD[10-7)(}) mCC(}) CR(1)

B(Lbase) 2.458 1.990 0.677
FT(Lbase) 2.382 1.917 0.670
FT(Lvase, Leonn) 25.20 1.208 0.833
FT(Lbase, Lps) 0.9956 1.660 0.698
FT(Lbase, Leonn, Lps) | 1.579 1.240 0.847

WHWSNZIEETH 5. SVERDIERT — 2 58 X, 125t
LT, tEENZX vy ahrb I Ay Yy
L7kt Yy, ZHVT, d(X,Y;) 251832, 27—k
LT —XDY A R LUTEELE. EROT— X585,
nylﬁaﬁyfuyﬁbtﬁﬁﬁz%mwomoﬁ@

. OPEERER . (mCC) 115 S - FEE AR O
Fﬁ DF =&y MIBIF2FITHD, #EER (CR)
37—ty bOHRTERMRID—DIZRIEETHD,
EHIHREEICET 2 IES MM S 2. i HFHOT —X
WAL TIERE N R v & 2 OHEFER R ¢; £ T 5L,
mCC, CRIEEFZBAMUTTRIEENS :

1 & 1, .
mCC = NZQ, CR:NHZ|Cz‘:1,Z:1,2,~-,N}|~

i1
ZZT, NE7—2%, | | 3EEOERKTH 3.
N—2RFEDETIVERDIEE, FERRCAHWS 20,000
SUCEH U 72 chamfer discrepancy 238/ NDETILEFER L
7. BINEE O FOLBROERE, FERICHW S 20,000
AU G L 7z chamfer discrepancy 25f/NDE TV (F272
L, WIHHEDETIIRRL) ZEIRL 7.

4.6 #HER
4.6.1 EEFHMERUELTE

£ 112 aiplane 7 7 ADE &M%, R—RFEE R BN
FRICBOTHABIH AR DY EER G L&D
BORT. HBRBEBUEEZH/ISEM LR WSS FT(Lbase)
TiX, mCD *mCC THENRSNS. mCCHBERE FN)
DET M, EIEEOBKBEEIHO A2 1B L 72
TWVEFT(Lpase, Leonn) THo 7. TDETILTIX, mCD D
F =R —=DEDLD EERREDOEN T2 Z e hiEREh
7. mCD &R (/D) OEF/UE, mffrttigs 218%
BIBUED B & HT 7B U727V FT(Lpase, Lps) TH -
t REEZ LS 2 8RBETHO A2 AN ZDET LD

BD, FT(Lpase) WCHARTHEGEOIREN X D E L.

?;%?é?(ﬁf H%, Lioa 2 >7F TNV FT(Lbase,; Leonns

Lys) Tlid, CRPERE (&K) 1Tkxof. ZOETFTALTRH,
SEERNTERE R DB S LD, chamfer discrepancy T
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B 5 EMEHE: ROl B2, TEX vy a, FEERE, B(Lbase),
FT(Lbase), FT(Lbase; Leonn; Lps)-

Fig. 5 Qualitative comparison: good cases. From top to bot-

tom, ground truth mesh, learning point cloud, B(Lbase),
FT(Lbase); FT(Lbase, Lconn, Lps)-
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o L U
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Fig. 6 Qualitative comparison: bad cases. From top to bot-

tom, ground truth mesh, learning point cloud, B(Lbase),
FT(Lvase)s FT(Lbase, Leonn, Lps)-
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IR DMK S L Lo TVRL,
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xR 2 HEEMEOHELBBIEHDE VI K B HER K
Table 2 Comparison of results for different loss function terms

of connectivity

LB (Aconn, Aps) | mCD[1075](}) mCC() CR(1)
Lioa1(1,10) 0.9884 1.656 0.698
Lio4a1(10,10) 0.9887 1.698 0.712
Liotar (0, 10) 0.9956 1.660 0.698
Liotar (1,10) 1.579 1.240 0.847

AR SN 2 OEKBEBIHO MR Z ST 5. 22
T Aﬁ (1) @*E%Bgﬁ Ltotal Q\-%L\VC Lconn %Ey D K_f\_,

LUF OB FI - CBPER L7 b T |
K

Lgotal Lbasc +)‘00ﬂnLconn +)‘ Lpsv L/conn Z |d2 - bz ‘ .
=2

(11)
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D, Leonn DFM L., & D bR HEEDHIFZ 201 &
NBMEFMDB DB EZHNS.
5. Eim
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£ 1 ERFEHG B ~—A%Y, FTRMNEE.
Table 1 Quantitative results. B: base learning, FT: additional

6 R— :7 learning.

4.6.1%= 70 (HFEME0E) mCD[10-°](})) mCC(}) CR(Y)
B(Lase) 2.458 1.990 0.677

ZAE 1 FT(Lpase) 2.382 1.917 0.670
FT(Lpuser Leonn) 25.20 1.208 0.833
FT(Lbuse; Dpa) 0.9956 1.660 0.698
FT(Luser Leonn, Lps) | 1.579 1.240 0.847

® 1 ERIME B: N—2¥Y, FT:BM¥Y.
Table 1 Quantitative results. B: base learning, FT: additional

learning.
5L (HRBIROR) mCD[10-5]({) mCC() CR(1)
B(Lbase) 2.458 1.990 0.677
FT(Lbase) 2.382 1.917 0.670
FT(Lvases Leonn) 24.25 1.212 0.833
FT(Lbases Lps) 0.9956 1.660 0.698
FT(Lbases Leonns Lps) | 1.560 1.181 0.872
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® 5 GEMEIE: R0l bR, oA ey s, FEAHE, B(Loase),
FT(Lbase); FT(Ltase, Leanny Lps)-
Fig. 5 Qualitative comparison: good cases. From top to bot-
tom, ground truth mesh, learning point eloud, B(Lyase ),
FT(Lbase); FT(Lbase; Leonny Lps)-
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Fig. 5 Qualitative comparison: good cases. From top to bot-

tom, ground truth mesh, learning point cloud, B( Lpase),

FT(Lbase), FT(Lbase; Leonny Lps).
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Fig. 6 Qualitative comparison: bad cases. From top to bot- Fig. 6 Qualitative comparison: insufficient cases. From top
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Table 2 Comparison of results for different loss function terms

of connectivity

HEMB (Aconn, Apa) | mCD[10-%](}) mCC(l) CR(1)
Lioew(1,10) 0.9884 1.656 0.698

L0 (10,10) 0.9887 1.698 0.712
Loz (0, 10) 0.9956 1.660 0.698
Liota(1, 10) 1.579 1.240 0.847

R 2 HEMEOHKMBIHDENC & B RHRELEK
Table 2 Comparison of results for different loss function terms

of connectivity

HKBIE (Meonns Aps) | mCD[10-3](}) mCC(}) CR(})
Léoml(l, 10) 1.543 1.229 0.840
Liota1(0.5,10) 1.560 1.181 0.872
L:om (2,10) 2.080 1.115 0.906
Liota1(1,10) 2.039 1.111 0.924
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