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3D Shape Knowledge Graph for Cross-domain 3D

Shape Retrieval
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Abstract—The surge in 3D modeling has led to a pro-
nounced research emphasis on the field of 3D shape retrieval.
Numerous contemporary approaches have been put forth to
tackle this intricate challenge. Nevertheless, effectively address-
ing the intricacies of cross-modal 3D shape retrieval remains
a formidable undertaking, owing to inherent modality-based
disparities. This study presents an innovative notion—termed
”geometric words”—which functions as elemental constituents
for representing entities through combinations. To establish
the knowledge graph, we employ geometric words as nodes,
connecting them via shape categories and geometry attributes.
Subsequently, we devise a unique graph embedding method for
knowledge acquisition. Finally, an effective similarity measure
is introduced for retrieval purposes. Importantly, each 3D or
2D entity can anchor its geometric terms within the knowledge
graph, thereby serving as a link between cross-domain data.
As a result, our approach facilitates multiple cross-domain
3D shape retrieval tasks. We evaluate the proposed method’s
performance on the ModelNet40 and ShapeNetCore55 datasets,
encompassing scenarios related to 3D shape retrieval and cross-
domain retrieval. Furthermore, we employ the established cross-
modal dataset (MI3DOR) to assess cross-modal 3D shape re-
trieval. The resulting experimental outcomes, in conjunction with
comparisons against state-of-the-art techniques, clearly highlight
the superiority of our approach.

Index Terms—3D shape retrieval, cross-domain 3D shape
retrieval, cross-modal 3D shape retrieval, 3D shape knowledge
graph.

I. INTRODUCTION

The advancement of digitalization methods and computer

vision has led to the widespread utilization of 3D shapes

in various domains such as computer-aided design, medical

diagnostics, bioinformatics, 3D printing, medical imaging, and

digital entertainment. In recent years, there has been a desire

for quick generation and simple access to vast quantities of 3D

shapes, particularly for applications in virtual and augmented

reality. It is reasonable to utilize some references to obtain sim-

ilar 3D shapes and accelerate secondary development. These

references can be 3D shapes [1, 2], 2D images [3], sketch

images [4], and text information [5]. Numerous methods have

been put out in recent years to deal with this issue.

The MVCNN[3] extracts a series of rendered views on

2D pictures and combines information from several perspec-

tives of a 3D shape into a single, compact shape descriptor.
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PointNet++[6] iteratively implements the representations in

a hierarchical neural network using point cloud representa-

tions for the input data to create a representation of three-

dimensional forms. A multiloop-view convolutional neural

network architecture for 3D shape retrieval was suggested

by Gao et al.[7]. It may be seen of as a modified MVCNN

that takes into account the natural hierarchical links between

views. Some researchers, however, concentrate more on the

multimodal information to effectively represent the 3D shapes.

You et al.[8] suggested a combined convolutional network that

successfully integrates point cloud and multiview images into

an end-to-end neural network. These conventional methods

concentrate on the descriptive layout of 3D shapes and use

them to find related 3D shapes. However, consumers may now

quickly obtain photographs thanks to the advancement of com-

puter vision and smartphones. Some academics concentrate on

the issue of retrieving cross-modal 3D shapes from 2D photos.

Dai et al.[9] recommended a unique deep correlated holistic

metric learning (DCHML) strategy to lessen the distinction

between sketch images and 3D shapes. DCHML simultane-

ously trains modality-specific networks, mapping input data

into an integrated feature space. Joint distribution adaptation

(JDA), another transfer learning strategy, was put out by Long

et al.[10]. It jointly adjusts the conditional distribution and the

marginal distribution as part of a principled dimensionality re-

duction strategy to provide the effectiveness and robustness to

significant distributional variations during feature learning. A

coherent structure that minimizes the transition across domains

statistically and geometrically has been proposed by Zhang

et al.[11]. In order to simultaneously decrease the geometric

shift and the propagation shift, two combined projections are

trained that project the information from the source domain

and the target domain into low-dimensional subspaces. All of

these techniques, however, concentrate on cross-modal feature

learning and global structural information descriptor creation.

Both of these depend on parameter learning, extensive training

datasets, and model design. All of these techniques have

trouble retrieving several cross-domain 3D models at once.

These techniques cannot thus be seen as union methods.

A. Motivation

Traditional 3D shape retrieval techniques suffer from three

distinct issues:1) They heavily rely on extensive 3D shape

datasets to train network parameters. 2) They are ill-suited for

addressing cross-domain and cross-modal retrieval challenges,

where the efficacy of one modality diminishes when applied

to different datasets. 3) None of these methods can effectively

http://arxiv.org/abs/2210.15136v2
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Fig. 1. The schematic diagram for inspiration. Each 3D shape can be represented by a set of 2D views. The 2D image can also be split into a set of part
shapes. Finally, these part shapes can be mapped into a standard geometric shape. This means that any 3D shape or a 2D image can be represented by finite
geometric shapes if we have a complete dictionary of geometric shapes. Based on this assumption, we can handle the traditional 3D shape retrieval problem,
2D image-based 3D shape retrieval problem and cross-domain 3D shape retrieval problem according to the geometric dictionary.

handle multi-condition cross-domain 3D model retrieval. This

paper introduces a novel concept to bridge these gaps. By

identifying an intermediary variable capable of representing

both 2D images and 3D shape information, we can establish

connections between diverse domains and modalities. This

intermediary variable serves as a representation of shape

information and facilitates guided feature learning. Thus, the

task at hand is to determine how to identify and utilize this

intermediary variable.

This paper introduces a novel concept to bridge these gaps.

By identifying an intermediary variable capable of repre-

senting both 2D images and 3D shape information, we can

establish connections between diverse domains and modalities.

This intermediary variable serves as a representation of shape

information and facilitates guided feature learning. Thus, the

task at hand is to determine how to identify and utilize this

intermediary variable.

In this paper, a novel idea is presented. If we can find an

intermediate variable, which can be used to represent the 2D

image and the 3D shape information, we will be able to bridge

the gap between different domains and different modalities.

Naturally, this variable can be used to represent the shape

information and help to guide feature learning. Thus, we need

to think about how to find this intermediate variable.

In Fig.1, a single 3D shape finds representation through a set

of rendered images. Additionally, these rendered images can

be deconstructed into a set containing geometric information.

For example, a ”cup” can be reduced to a cylinder, and a

”table” can be decomposed into a square plane and a cylinder.

When we treat a 3D shape as a document, its rendered images

can be likened to sentences, while geometric information

constitutes the ”geometric words.” These ”geometric words”

represent elemental shape components, allowing any shape to

be expressed through a limitless combination of such words.

Importantly, the term ”geometric word” surpasses the conven-

tional interpretation of geometric primitives, which encom-

passes standard shapes like cylinders, squares, and triangles.

Instead, the concept of a ”geometric word” boasts a broader

scope, applicable to any shape. This perspective liberates us

from relying on an extensive array of 3D shapes for train-

ing, as we can sufficiently describe shapes by generating an

ample assortment of geometric words. This technique has the

potential to address cross-domain retrieval concerns, as each

3D shape can be delineated by an infinite array of geometric

words. Furthermore, geometric information can be extracted

from 2D images, bridging the gap between 2D images and

3D shapes and thus facilitating cross-modal 3D shape retrieval.

Nonetheless, we are confronted with two pivotal challenges: 1)

Defining and identifying the comprehensive set of ”geometric

words” serving as a holistic shape representation. 2) Devising

methods for shape retrieval and cross-domain shape retrieval

predicated upon these ”geometric words.”

This paper, grounded in the notion of ”geometric words,”

proposes an innovative 3D shape knowledge graph and graph

embedding technique to address the complexities of cross-

domain 3D shape retrieval. We begin by leveraging OpenGL

to construct a toolbox1 for generating a set of rendered 3D

shape images. Subsequently, we deploy an image segmentation

approach to extract part shapes. The unsupervised technique

of K-means is then employed to identify geometric words

based on these part shapes. At this juncture, we have acquired

a collection of rendered images and associated part shapes.

The subsequent steps encompass the construction of a 3D

shape knowledge graph that encapsulates the relationships

among 3D shapes, rendered images, part shapes, and geometric

words. A unique graph embedding strategy is subsequently

introduced to facilitate the learning of embeddings for 3D

shapes, rendered images, shape parts, and geometric words,

incorporating their inherent structural attributes. Finally, an

effective similarity measurement methodology is proposed to

address 3D shape retrieval. Notably, our approach adeptly

addresses cross-domain and cross-modal 3D shape retrieval in

one unified framework, all the while requiring minimal data

to establish the 3D shape knowledge network.

B. Contributions

The contributions of this paper are outlined as follows:

• We present a pioneering 3D shape knowledge graph

that proficiently tackles the intricate challenges of cross-

domain 3D shape retrieval. To the best of our knowledge,

this study marks the inaugural application of the knowl-

1Removed for anonymized peer review
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edge graph paradigm to the realm of 3D shape retrieval,

uniquely addressing multiple cross-domain aspects.

• A novel graph embedding strategy is proposed for rep-

resenting entities within the 3D shape knowledge graph.

This strategy effectively addresses representation learning

under both supervised and unsupervised conditions.

• A similarity metric between query shapes/images and

target 3D shapes, rooted in knowledge graph embeddings,

is introduced. This metric adeptly incorporates geomet-

ric structural and categorical information of 3D shapes,

resulting in enhanced retrieval precision.

The subsequent sections delineate the remaining content of

this document. Section 2 expounds upon related work, while

Section 3 introduces our proposed solution. Section 4 show-

cases experimental outcomes, elucidating the effectiveness of

our approach. A comprehensive review of the results is also

furnished in this section, employing our approach to confront

a range of 3D shape retrieval challenges and demonstrate its

efficacy. Lastly, Section 5 delves into potential avenues for

future research.

II. RELATED WORK

In recent years, there has been a surge in the development of

diverse 3D shape recognition methods. This section introduces

classic 3D shape retrieval methods and recent advancements

in cross-domain 3D shape retrieval.

A. 3D Shape Retrieval

The advancement of 3D data processing technology has

led to the application of 3D shape retrieval across various

domains. To convolve a 3D shape akin to any other ten-

sor [12, 13], several studies have concentrated on voxelized

shapes. These techniques encounter resolution constraints due

to data sparseness and the computational expense associated

with 3D convolution.

For the purpose of 3D object identification and retrieval,

Garro et al. [14] introduced tree-based shape representations

grounded in specific graph kernels and the scale space of

the autodiffusion function (ADF), enabling the incorporation

of texture and other structural information. Xie et al. [15],

by estimating multiscale shape distributions and applying

Fisher discriminant criteria to neurons, proposed a discrim-

inative deep autoencoder for learning deformation-invariant

shape information. PointNet [6] pioneered a technique for

direct processing of point clouds using deep neural networks,

albeit disregarding local features. These methodologies ex-

hibit commendable performance on certain publicly available

3D shape datasets. Nevertheless, these approaches primarily

rely on mathematical models to derive effective structural

representations, neglecting geometric information of practical

significance.

In the context of addressing classification and retrieval

challenges, Wang et al. [16] introduced the EdgeConv mod-

ule, suitable for point cloud tasks integrated with CNNs.

Concurrently, other strategies tackle 3D representation using

multiview data. The lighting field descriptor (LFD) [17] serves

as an initial viewpoint-based 3D representation, comparing

the corresponding 2D properties of two view sets to ascer-

tain the similarity between 3D objects. Similarly, GIFT [18]

calculates the Hausdorff distance between their corresponding

view sets. Traditional methods of 3D shape representation

can be regarded as variants of LFD and GIFT. Su et al. [3]

recently introduced a multi-view convolutional neural network

(MVCNN), which generates numerous 2D projection features

through CNN-based learning in a trainable end-to-end manner.

Sfikas [19] proposed a technique for capturing panorama

view features, aiming to ensure 3D shape continuity and

minimize data preprocessing by creating an augmented image

representation.

In recent years, graph structures have gained prominence in

handling the representation of 3D models. Utilizing a graph

neural network, Wang et al. [20] introduced local spectral

graph convolution to jointly consider point information and

information from neighboring points. Te et al. [21] employed

spectral graph theory to develop a regularized graph convolu-

tional neural network. This network maps the point cloud onto

a graph structure and performs calculations on this structure

using Chebyshev polynomial approximation.

To address classification and retrieval challenges, Wang et

al. [16] proposed EdgeConv, an approach suitable for point

cloud tasks within a CNN framework. Shi et al. [22] devised

Point-GNN to mitigate translation variance and introduced a

process of box merging and scoring to accurately aggregate

detections from various vertices. Zhang et al. [23] introduced

an edge-oriented graph convolutional network that leverages

multidimensional edge information for relationship modeling

and the study of interactions between nodes and edges. These

methodologies emphasize the utilization of structural informa-

tion to enhance the performance of 3D shape features. How-

ever, these graph-based approaches tend to overlook cross-

modal relation information and local details of 3D shapes.

Both of these methods have developed corresponding net-

works for learning 3D form representations using prevalent

deep learning techniques. These approaches rely extensively

on abundant training data, rather than geometric structural

data. Adapting these methodologies to address the challenge

of cross-domain 3D shape retrieval presents a formidable task.

B. Cross-domain 3D Shape Retrieval

Cross-domain refers to the exploration that enable effec-

tive knowledge transfer [24, 25] and generalization between

different, often unrelated, modalities or data sources [26],

facilitating improved performance and insights across various

tasks. Image-based retrieval has emerged as a contemporary

technique with the potential to become a formidable com-

petitor [27–29]. Mu et al. introduced a novel paradigm for

image-based 3D shape recovery [30]. The approach initially

represents the image as a Euclidean point, transforming all

displayed views of a 3D shape into Symmetric Positive Def-

inite (SPD) matrices, effectively representing them as points

on a Riemannian manifold. The recovery of image-based 3D

shape is then simplified into a process of learning Riemannian

metrics from Euclidean metrics. Li et al. constructed an em-

bedding space using a 3D shape similarity measure [31]. They
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further employed a Convolutional Neural Network (CNN)

to enhance the purity of images by eliminating distracting

elements. This joint embedding strategy enables cross-view

image retrieval, image-based shape retrieval, and shape-based

image retrieval. Despite the limited availability of relevant

works in the image retrieval community, these techniques have

been established and serve as important references. Incor-

porating a Generative Adversarial Network (GAN) into the

process, random noise drawn from a fixed distribution can be

harnessed to generate coherent images while handling function

transformations. The forthcoming sections provide detailed ex-

planations of these methodologies. It is noteworthy to consider

the definition of SeqViews2Seqlabels [32] during the feature

extraction phase.To capture the global characteristics of 3D

shapes, the SeqViews2Seqlabels model is introduced. This

model maintains spatial and content knowledge across se-

quence views through aggregated sequences. Simultaneously,

by adjusting the weight of specific views, the discriminative

capacity of the SeqViews2Seqlabels model is enhanced. Upon

closer examination, these approaches collectively constitute

cross-domain feature learning. Their primary objective is to

facilitate feature learning from multi-modal data within an

embedding space. Notably, these approaches tend to overlook

geometric information of practical significance.

C. 3D Model based on Component Theory

In this paper, we introduce a ”geometric word” theory

inspired by previous research [33], which serves as a versatile

framework for representing shape information. Conceptually,

a ”geometric word” can be conceived as a fundamental

constituent of an object, akin to the notion of components

introduced in prior work on component theory. Liu et al.

[34] presented an innovative formulation that encompasses the

learning of physical primitives to expound both an object’s

visual attributes and its behavior within physical events. Their

approach offers a compelling strategy for tackling segmen-

tation challenges, particularly in the context of tool behav-

iors, while remaining adaptable to more traditional models.

Katageri et al. [35] proposed the Point Decomposition Net-

work (PointDCCNet) tailored for 3D object classification.

This method relies critically on the performance of its de-

composition module. Our methods are further inspired by

certain multi-view 3D model segmentation strategies, such

as those outlined in [36–38]. These approaches transform

3D point clouds into 2D images, effectively translating the

3D analysis into a 2D problem addressable through CNN-

based solutions. Feng et al. [39] introduced the Group-view

Convolutional Neural Network (GVCNN) as a means of

hierarchical correlation modeling aimed at delivering dis-

criminative 3D shape descriptions. By providing multiview

information through a grouping mechanism, each group can be

interpreted as a distinctive component. This design effectively

eliminates redundant information, ultimately enhancing the

final performance. Mo et al. [40] introduced an extensive 3D

object dataset featuring intricate annotations and structured

object parts. This dataset offers a valuable lens through which

to comprehend 3D models and served as an inspiration for our

formulation of the geometric word theory. In recent years, a

surge of research has delved into the realm of fine-grained and

hierarchical shape segmentation. Yi et al. [41] leveraged noisy

part decomposition derived from CAD model designs to learn

consistent shape hierarchies. Furthermore, a recursive binary

decomposition network [42] was introduced to address shape

hierarchical segmentation challenges in a recursive manner.

III. OUR APPROACH

This section offers a comprehensive introduction to our

approach, as illustrated in Fig. 2. The complete framework

consists of three core steps:

• Construction of the 3D Shape Knowledge Graph: The

initial step involves generating multiple images from

various viewpoints of 3D shapes. Subsequently, we em-

ploy an image segmentation technique [43] to partition

each rendered image into distinct shape parts. These

segmented parts are then categorized into a collection

of geometric words, allowing for the projection of each

shape component into a corresponding geometric word.

Additionally, we establish entities and edges to facilitate

the construction of the 3D shape knowledge graph.

• Graph Embedding: Our approach introduces a graph

embedding strategy tailored to the structure of our 3D

shape knowledge graph. Notably, we define the category

edge within the knowledge graph. This edge’s manipu-

lation enables our approach to effectively address both

supervised and unsupervised problems.

• Similarity Measure: Drawing on the entity embeddings,

we put forth an efficient similarity measurement method.

This method encompasses various similarity measure-

ment strategies, as depicted in Fig. 2. Further elaboration

on these steps can be found in Subsection III-D.

The ensuing sections will provide a detailed breakdown of

each of these steps, elucidating our approach’s intricacies and

contributions.

A. Data Preprocessing

Data processing plays a pivotal role in our approach, focus-

ing on the crucial task of identifying visual geometric words to

construct the 3D shape knowledge graph. This process encom-

passes three distinct steps: 1) Extraction of Rendered Views:

Starting with a 3D model, we extract multiple rendered views.

Each 3D model generates a corresponding set of images. 2)

Image Segmentation: We apply an image segmentation tech-

nique to segment the rendered images. Each object is dissected

into a collection of parts, with each part associated directly

with its corresponding rendered image. 3) Part Classification

for Geometric Words: Subsequently, we classify these parts to

extract essential information. The objective here is to discern

the geometric words, with each class representing a distinct

geometric word. The central point of each part serves as the

representative of its associated geometric word.

In the course of this process, our focus rests on 2D object

segmentation techniques [44]. Classic 3D shape decomposi-

tion methods or unsupervised techniques such as those in

[34, 45, 46] do not apply in this context. The absence of an
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Fig. 2. The framework of our approach, which includes three parts: knowledge graph construction (entity and edge extraction), graph embedding and similarity
measure. K-means is used to generate geometric descriptions. The embedding strategy embeds the graph entities into vector space for retrieval.

effective method for object segmentation led us to develop a

new 3D shape segmentation dataset. To train the segmentation

model, we employed the well-established FCN model [43].

The segmentation dataset, as depicted in Fig. 3, along with its

detailed specifications available in the supplemental files, has

been made publicly accessible on GitHub2. We employed the

classic FCN model [43] for training, utilizing 4,940 samples

for training, 1,900 for validation, and 760 for testing. Notably,

Fig. 4 showcases select segmentation results. During training,

unlike traditional segmentation models, our approach doesn’t

require object-specific label information, relying solely on the

ground truth of segmentation. This implies that the segmen-

tation model trained using our dataset serves as a general

segmentation tool applicable to diverse shapes. This process

ultimately yields a collection of shape parts associated with

each rendered or real image, as illustrated in Fig. 4. Several

well-regarded segmentation techniques were also employed for

comparative analysis. The outcomes of these experiments are

presented in Table I. The retrained model exhibits superior per-

formance. Through these processes, we attain sets of rendered

images, shape parts, and geometric words, each with explicit

correlations. This valuable information forms the foundation

for constructing the 3D shape knowledge graph. Importantly,

it’s worth acknowledging that segmentation methods serve as

2Removed for anonymized peer review

preprocessing steps. Their performance significantly influences

the eventual outcomes of retrieval and classification. While

other segmentation methods could be employed, we have

selected the most effective approach for our subsequent work.

Fig. 3. Some training examples in the object segmentation dataset

B. 3D Shape Knowledge Graph Construction

This section elucidates the meticulous process of construct-

ing the 3D shape knowledge graph, which necessitates the

definition of entities and their associated edge information. The
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Fig. 4. Some segmentation results based on the FCN

TABLE I
PERFORMANCE COMPARISONS OF THE FCN WITH OTHER CLASSICAL

METHODS ON OUR DATASET

Model Backbone MIoU

U-Net[47] - 80.68
SegNet[48] VGG16 82.84
PSPNet[49] ResNet-103 86.49
DeepLab v3[50] ResNet-101 90.42
FCN VGG16 96.09

sufficiency of edges or relations within the graph significantly

impacts the representation of the 3D shape, as limited infor-

mation hinders the effective learning of entities. Hence, the

architectural structure of the knowledge graph is of paramount

importance, and this process is detailed comprehensively be-

low.

Entity Definitions in the 3D Shape Knowledge Graph:

1. Model Entity: This entity embodies the query 3D shape.

We employ PointNet++ [13] to extract feature vectors for each

shape and subsequently integrate them into G. To maintain

uniform dimensionality of shape descriptors, PCA [51] is

applied for feature vector dimension reduction.

2. Image Entity: This entity represents rendered images

derived from the 3D shape. Furthermore, it can represent real

images if the knowledge graph is used for cross-modal 3D

shape retrieval. We utilize two methodologies for extracting

rendered images, as delineated in Fig. 5. For Case C1, we

employ NPC [52] to orient the 3D shape upright along a fixed

axis (e.g., z-axis). Cameras are then positioned at a fixed angle

θ around this axis, set at 30 degrees from the ground plane, and

facing the shape’s center. Different θ values generate varying

views, producing {20; 16; 12; 10; 8; 6; 4; 2; 1} views for each

object. In Case C2, a diverse perspective is adopted, where

shapes are not continuously kept upright. Instead, multiple

views are sampled from the 3D space. Specifically, we deploy

20 virtual cameras at the vertices of a dodecahedron shape

situated around the object’s center.

3. Part Entity: Based on rendered or real images, each

image is segmented into parts using a model trained on our

dataset [43]. These segmented parts serve as part entities,

representing the attributes of each shape in the knowledge

graph. Real images require additional preprocessing due to

complex backgrounds, where salient object detection [53] is

applied to separate the object from the background.

4. Geometric Word Entity: These entities serve as piv-

otal elements in the 3D shape knowledge graph, bridging

the gap between disparate domains or modalities. Geometric

word entities are generated from part entities originating

from different images, including rendered images and real

images representing the same object. Similar part entities are

categorized as geometric words. We employ a pretrained CNN

[54] to generate descriptors, followed by K-means clustering

to determine geometric word labels, with their centers serving

as descriptors.

Edge Definitions in the Knowledge Graph :

1. Lash Edge: This edge establishes connections between

the 3D shape and its rendered images, rendered images and

segmented parts, and real images and segmented parts. Such

connections embody the geometric and visual attributes of the

3D shape within G.

2. Geometric Edge: This edge links part entities to their

respective geometric word entities, reflecting the geometric

structure of the 3D shape or real image.

3. Category Edge: Capturing inter-category relations, this

edge represents a priori knowledge. Its presence allows our

approach to function in a supervised manner. Removal of this

edge renders our approach unsupervised.

In summary, the knowledge graph G holistically captures

the geometric structure and categorical information of 3D

shapes. Each edge encapsulates distinct knowledge, e.g., ”ta-

ble, rectangle, lash” signifying the presence of a rectangle

within a table. Notably, entities (3D shapes, 2D images, geo-

metric words) lack explicit text labels. As depicted in Fig. 1,

the segmentation process indirectly illustrates the composition

of the knowledge graph.

Fig. 5. Illustration of classic viewpoint setups. Both of C1 and C2 center the
3D object and surround the object with cameras for comprehensive views.
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C. Graph Embedding

Up to this point, we have successfully constructed the 3D

shape knowledge graph. To effectively address the challenges

of cross-domain 3D shape retrieval, we must devise a strategy

to generate embeddings for each node based on the structure

of this knowledge graph. This section provides an in-depth

explanation of our innovative embedding approach.

1) Problem Definition: The 3D shape knowledge graph

captures the structural aspects of 3D shapes and directly

reveals the correlation between visual information and 3D

shapes. However, it does not fully address the weak correlation

that exists in (Euclidean) space between a real image and a 3D

shape. Consequently, employing a graph embedding technique

to create dense embedding features for sparse data becomes a

compelling avenue.

In this study, we introduce a novel graph convolutional

network to generate node embeddings, thereby leveraging the

structure of the 3D shape knowledge graph, particularly the ge-

ometric word, to enhance feature vector consistency between

similar 3D shapes and to establish connections between images

and 3D shapes.

We define the knowledge graph as an undirected weighted

graph G = (V,E), where V denotes the nodes and E
represents the edges. Specifically, we divide the node set V
into five distinct parts: V = V M , V I

v , V
I
r , V

P , V G, where VM

signifies the model entity set, V I
v corresponds to the rendered

image entity set, V I
r pertains to the real-image entity set,

V P encompasses the part shape entity set, and V G represents

the geometric word entity set. Formally, our problem can be

articulated as follows: given an undirected weighted graph

G = (V,E) and the node feature matrix X ∈ R
N∗K , wherein

each node is represented by an N -dimensional feature vector

and K signifies the number of entities in G, our objective is

to learn embeddings for all nodes within the graph. The final

node embedding in graph G is denoted as X∈
R

E∗K , where

each node boasts an E-dimensional embedding. Our ultimate

optimization objective can be expressed as follows:

min
∑

vi,vj∈V

−logp(1|vi, vj)+ logp(0|vi, vj), s.t vi 6= vj , (1)

Here, p(1|vi, vj) signifies the presence of a direct edge be-

tween nodes vi and vj in graph G, while p(0|vi, vj) indicates

the absence of an edge between them. The objective aims

to minimize the direct distance between similar nodes. In

scenarios where specific category information about the 3D

shape or 2D image is available, additional category edges

are introduced between relevant entities. These edges serve

to reduce the distance between embeddings of two entities.

Furthermore, if a 3D shape and a 2D image share the same

geometric word entity, they are connected via a pathway

consisting of multiple edges. This information, integrated into

the graph embedding process, mitigates disparities between

entities, ultimately influencing the final entity embeddings.

In summary, our approach involves generating embeddings

for nodes within the 3D shape knowledge graph. This is

achieved by utilizing a novel graph convolutional network

that leverages the graph’s structural characteristics, particularly

the geometric word entity, to enhance the consistency of

feature vectors for similar 3D shapes and establish meaningful

connections between images and 3D shapes. The objective

function minimizes the direct distance between related nodes

and incorporates category edges and geometric word entities

to facilitate effective cross-domain retrieval.

2) Graph Neural Network: As highlighted in the literature,

graph neural networks (GNNs) have emerged as a potent and

contemporary approach for acquiring representations within

graph structures [55]. Consequently, we place a pronounced

emphasis on the application of Graph Convolutional Networks

(GCNs) for embedding the 3D shape knowledge graph. Our

primary objective revolves around addressing the challenges

associated with cross-domain 3D shape retrieval. In this con-

text, the utilization of GCNs is specifically directed towards

enhancing the representation learning process for both shape

entities and image entities. It is pertinent to note that these

distinct entities inherently possess diverse representations and

interact with different sets of neighbors.

Within the context of our knowledge graph, an essential

principle is that images and 3D shapes representing the same

object should share corresponding geometric entities. This

underlines the importance of employing geometric entities

to facilitate the generation of embeddings for both image

and shape entities. By doing so, we aim to ensure that

entities corresponding to identical objects exhibit embeddings

that are coherent and comparable. In essence, our approach

underscores the pivotal role of Graph Convolutional Networks

(GCNs) in addressing the intricacies of cross-domain 3D shape

retrieval. This entails leveraging shared geometric entities to

underpin the embedding process for image and shape entities,

thus establishing a robust and unified foundation for effective

representation learning within the 3D shape knowledge graph.

The classic GCN structure[55] is used to learn the embed-

dings of the nodes, which is defined as follows:

y(l+1) = Relu(D̃−
1

2 ÃD̃−
1

2 y(l)W (l)), (2)

where y(l+1) ∈ R
N×F is the final entity feature matrix

in graph G. The subscript l is the index of the domain-

shared layer. The term N represents the entity number on the

knowledge graph. Let A be the original adjacency matrix. The

graph adjacency matrix is calculated as Ã = A+ IN ∈ R
N×N.

The learned weight of the l-th GCN layer is W (l). Finally, the

embeddings y(l+1) is generated by combining all the entity

embeddings. The adjacency matrix D̃ ∈ R
N×N is calculated

as follows.

D̃(i, j) =
∑

j

Ã(i, j). (3)

To learn the embeddings of an entity, we train the neural

network by modeling the graph structure. We use the em-

beddings to generate the linkage between two entities, i.e.,

the probability that there exists an edge between vj and vi in

Eq.1. Therefore, we formulate embedding learning as a binary

classification problem by using the embeddings of two entities.

The probability that there exists an edge between node vi
and node vj in graph G is defined in Eq.4 and the probability



8

Algorithm 1 Graph Convolutional Network

Input: Graph G = (V,E), the node feature matrix X ∈
R

N∗M , and the initialized parameter W .

Output: The learned parameter W and the embeddings Y .

1: Initialize parameters W ,

2: for (vi, vj) ∈ S do

3: Sample a set of samples S.

4: Compute Gradients:
∂L(W )
∂W

.

5: Update W ′ = W − b∂L(W )
∂W

.

6: return The final embeddings: Y .

that there exists no edge between node vi and node vj in graph

G is defined in Eq.5.

p(1|vi, vj) = σ(yTi ẏj), (4)

p(0|vi, vj) = σ(−yTi ẏj), (5)

where yi is the embedding vector of vi, and ẏj is the

embedding vector of vj . σ()̇ is the sigmoid function.

Accordingly, the optimization objective function Eq.1 is

expressed as:

min
∑

vi,vj∈V

−logp(1|vi, vj) + logp(0|vi, vj)

=min−
∑

vj∈Sp

log p(1|vi, vj) +
∑

vk∈Sn

log p(0|vi, vk)

=min−
∑

vj∈Sp

log σ(yTi .yj) +
∑

vk∈Sn

log σ(yTi .yk),

(6)

where Sp is the set of entities in graph G that has a clear

pathway to node vi, and Sn is the set of nodes that does not

have a pathway to node vi. Thus, the final objective function

is defined as:

L = min−
∑

vj∈Sp

log σ(yTi .yj) +
∑

vk∈Sn

log σ(yTi .yk). (7)

3) Optimization: In our model, we need to find the opti-

mized parameter W . The classic back-propagation algorithm

is utilized to optimize this parameter. Thus, the optimization

objective is defined as follows:

W ∗ = argmin
W

L(W )

= argmin
W

−
∑

vj∈Sp

log σ(yTi ẏj) +
∑

vk∈Sn

log σ(yTi ẏk).

(8)

The goal of this objective function is to find the solution

that is optimal for each entity representation. W is trained by

the optimizer according to the gradient: W ′ = W − b∂L(W )
∂W

.

Here, we summarize the learning procedure of our approach

in Algorithm 1. We first input the graph G, the input feature

X and the initialization parameter W . Then, we sample the

training samples S. vi and vj are sampled from S. The existing

pathways are utilized for the training of the network, compute

the gradients and update the parameters of the specific graph

convolutional layers. Finally, we return a set of embeddings

for each entity.

D. Similarity Measure

Based on the above process, a 3D shape knowledge graph

and corresponding entity embeddings are generated. The next

issue is how to manage the similarity measure between the

candidate shapes and the query shape/image according to these

embeddings. In this section, we will detail our solution.

Given a query shape Q, the query image I and a large

3D shape dataset M, the purpose of 3D shape retrieval is to

construct a similarity measure function to calculate the simi-

larity between query shape Q, query picture I and candidate

shapeM ∈ M. In this work, we first build the 3D shape

knowledge graph on the dataset M, query shape Q and query

image I . Then, the GCN model is utilized to generate the

related embeddings for each entity. Finally, we measure the

similarity between Q/I and M according to these embeddings.

For each query shape Q, the directly related entities include

image entities, part entities and geometric entities, as shown

in Fig.1. These entities can be represented by a set of em-

beddings, as shown in Fig.6. Here, we utilize IQ to represent

the image entity set, PQ to represent the part entity set and

GQ to represent the geometric word entity set. Each entity

will be represented by an embedding. Here, f is utilized to

represent the embedding of each entity. Thus, for the query

shape Q, the image entity set can be represented as IQ =

{f
IQ
1 , f

IQ
2 , ..., f

IQ
n }, the part entity set can be represented as

PQ = {f
PQ

1 , f
PQ

2 , ..., f
PQ
m }, and the geometric word entity set

is represented as GQ = {f
GQ

1 , f
GQ

2 , ..., f
GQ

l }. Each candidate

shape M can also be represented by the related image entity,

part entity and geometric entity. Here, we utilize IM , PM and

GM to represent the three kinds of entity sets. Meanwhile,

IM = {f IM
1 , f IM

2 , ..., f IM
n }, PM = {fPM

1 , fPM

2 , ..., fPM
n }

and GM = {fGM

1 , fGM

2 , ..., fGM
n } are utilized to represent

the embeddings of the candidate shapes. The objective is

to calculate how similar Q and M are. We first define the

similarity between two different entities by Eq.9.

Se(ei, ej) =
1

2
(1 + cos(fei , fej )), (9)

where fei and fej are the embedding features of entities ei
and ej . Here, the classic cosine distance is utilized to compare

different entities. The cosine distance has the range [−1,+1].
Eq.9 is utilized for normalization.

Then, according to different entities, the similarity between

query shape Q and candidate shape M is defined as:

S(Q,M) =αSM (fQ, fM ) + βSI(IQ, IQ)

+ γSP (PQ, PM ) + λSG(GQ, GM ),

s.t. α+ β + γ + λ = 1,

(10)

where fQ and fM are the embeddings of the query shape entity

and the candidate shape entity, respectively. SM (fQ, fM ) =
Se(fQ, fM ). Meanwhile,

SI(IQ, IM ) =
n,m
max

i=1,j=1
S(f

IQ
i , f IM

j ), (11)

where n and m are the number of image entities in IQ and

IM , respectively.

SG(GQ, GM ) = sigmoid(log(Mw ∩Qw)). (12)
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Fig. 6. Illustration of the similarity measure. SM denotes the 3D-shape-level similarity measure, SI denotes the view-level similarity measure, SP denotes
the part-level similarity measure and SG denotes the geometry-word-level similarity measure.

For SP (GQ, GM ), we adopt the bipartite graph matching

method [56] for the similitude measurement between different

part entity sets. However, the results of graph matching are a

set of matching pairs. The matching score is the summary of

matching pairs. Here, we normalize the results by combining

averages. α, β, γ and λ are the weights of these four similarity

measures, which are used to control the contributions of

different entities in the measurement.

In other words, for each query image I , the directly related

entities include part entities and geometric word entities. These

entities can be represented by a set of embeddings. Here,

PI and GI are utilized to represent the part entity set, and

the geometric word entity set, respectively. We also utilize

PI = {f
IQ
1 , f

IQ
2 , ..., f

IQ
n } and GI = {f

IQ
1 , f

IQ
2 , ..., f

IQ
n } to

represent the embeddings of these two kinds of entities. The

final similitude between the input image and its relevant shape

can be calculated as:

S(I,M) =β∗SI(fI , IQ)

+ γ∗SP (PI , PM ) + λ∗SG(GI , GM ),

s.t. β∗ + γ∗ + λ∗ = 1,

(13)

where fI is the input query (image) embedding. IQ is the

candidate 3D shape’s view embedding set.

SI(I, IM ) =
m

max
j=1

S(fI , fj), (14)

where m is the number of views extracted from the candi-

date 3D shape M . SG(GQ, GM ) is computed by Eq.12. For

SP (PQ, PM ), we applied a computational approach similar to

shape retrieval. β∗, γ∗, and λ∗ are the weights of these three

similarity measures in Eq. 13, which are also used to balance

the contributions of different entities in the final similarity

measure.

So far, we are able to handle the 3D shape retrieval and

cross-domain 3D shape retrieval without massive training and

parameter debugging issues. We only focus on how to enlarge

the size of the geometric words in the proposed knowledge

graph.

IV. EXPERIMENT AND DISCUSSION

We have conducted a comprehensive set of experiments to

showcase the efficacy of our proposed approach. Section IV-C

presents the experimental outcomes pertaining to the conven-

tional 3D shape retrieval task, utilizing the widely-recognized

ModelNet40 dataset. In Section IV-D, our focus shifts towards

evaluating the performance in the context of cross-domain

retrieval. In this scenario, we utilize 3D shapes extracted

from the ModelNet40 test set as queries, seeking similar 3D

shapes from the Shapenet-Core-55 dataset [12]. Furthermore,

we delve into the realm of cross-modal retrieval in Section

IV-E, where we present our experimental investigations. In

contrast to the aforementioned experiments, this scenario in-

volves utilizing an input image as the retrieval query, with

the corresponding 3D shapes serving as the retrieval targets.

The subsequent subsections will provide a comprehensive

breakdown of these experiments, offering intricate insights into

each facet of our evaluation process.

A. Dataset

To evaluate the efficiency of our proposed method, we made

considerable use of ModelNet40[12] dataset, which contains

12,311 CAD models divided into 40 categories. ModelNet40’s

training and testing data are made up of 9,843 and 2,468

3D models, respectively. This dataset is utilized to find the

best parameters of our model. To demonstrate our approach

on the cross-domain information retrieval task, we use the

ShapeNet-Core-55 dataset. This dataset has been used for

the Shape Retrieval Contest (SHREC) 2018 competition track

to evaluate the performance of 3D shape retrieval methods.

Our method for cross-modal 3D shape retrieval is also shown

using the MI3DOR dataset from SHREC 2018. This dataset,

which includes 21,000 2D monocular photos of 21 categories

and 7,690 3D shapes, is a public benchmark for 3D shape

retrieval using monocular images that was provided by [57].

The benchmark is split into two sets: a training set that

comprises 3,842 3D shapes and 10,500 2D images, and a
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testing set that uses the remaining data. We have conducted

extensive experiments to evaluate the performance of our

method. However, due to the length constraints, we only select

some key experiments to describe in the manuscript. More

experiments are shown in supplemental files.

B. Evaluation Metrics

In the context of 3D shape retrieval, the credibility of our

experimental outcomes hinges upon the thoroughness of our

evaluation methodology. To this end, we employ a range of

well-established metrics [58], including but not limited to

nearest neighbor (NN), first tier (FT), second tier (ST), F-

measure (F), and discounted cumulative benefit (DCG). By

applying these metrics, we rigorously assess the performance

of our approach against state-of-the-art methods, facilitating a

comprehensive and insightful comparative analysis.

C. 3D shape representation on ModelNet40

In order to validate the efficacy of our proposed method,

we conducted comprehensive 3D shape retrieval experiments

utilizing the Princeton ModelNet40 dataset [12]. Our compar-

isons encompass a diverse array of methodologies, spanning

different representations of 3D data. These include volumetric-

based techniques [12], handcrafted features tailored for multi-

view data [59] [17], deep learning approaches designed for

multi-view data [3] [60], deep learning methods tailored for

panorama views [19], as well as point cloud-based method-

ologies [6] [13] [61]. Through these extensive comparisons,

we aim to establish a robust assessment of our approach’s

performance.

TABLE II
EXPERIMENTAL RESULTS OF 3D SHAPE CLASSIFICATION AND RETRIEVAL

ON MODELNET40.

Method Classification (ACC) Retrieval (mAP)

SPH[59] 68.2% 33.3%
LFD[62] 75.5% 40.9%
3D ShapeNets[12] 77.3% 49.2%
VoxNet[63] 83.0% -
VRN[64] 91.3% -
MVCNN (AlexNet)[3], 89.5% 80.2%
MVCNN (GoogLeNet), 92.2% 83.0%
LMVCNN-VggNet-11[65], 93.5% -
VS-MVCNN[66] 90.9%
PointNet++[13] 90.7% -
DGCNN[61] 92.2% -
PVNet[8] 93.2% 89.5%
N-gram Network[67] 90.2% 89.3%
PCT[68] 93.2% -
Ours (AlexNet), 12× 93.7% 91.8%
MLVACN[69] - 93.5%

Ours (ResNet), 12× 96.9% 92.7%

In our study, we utilized the test data as the query models,

while the training data was employed to construct the 3D shape

knowledge network. The comparative evaluation against state-

of-the-art methods is summarized in Table II. In the context of

the 3D classification task, our approach demonstrates superior

performance. Notably, our approach outperforms Point Cloud

Transformer (PCT)[68] by a margin of 3.7%. Additionally, in

addressing the retrieval problem, our approach also achieves

favorable results. Remarkably, in contrast to traditional meth-

ods, our approach circumvents the need for an intricate training

process, the benefits of which will be exhibited in the next

subsection.

D. 3D shape retrieval based on cross-domain datasets

The 3D shape knowledge graph proves to be a highly

effective solution for addressing the cross-domain 3D shape

retrieval challenge. A characteristic form of this cross-domain

predicament involves learning from data that adheres to dis-

similar distributions. To elucidate this concept, we employ

3D shapes from the ModelNet40 testing set as query mod-

els, seeking related 3D shapes from the ShapeNet-Core-55

dataset. The ensuing experimental results substantiate the

efficacy and resilience of the 3D shape knowledge graph,

as exemplified in Table III. For the purpose of comparison,

we have implemented several standard cross-domain learning

methodologies[10, 70–73]. These approaches involve mapping

cross-domain embeddings onto an intermediary domain and

subsequently gauging their similarity using the Euclidean

distance metric.

Significantly, our approach dispenses with the need for train-

ing, setting it apart from these cross-domain learning methods.

In this context, we directly evaluated our performance without

any training or fine-tuning interventions. As evidenced by

the data presented in Table III, the disparity in performance

between state-of-the-art (SOTA) methods and our approach is

negligible. Nonetheless, even though our method is applied to

the cross-domain dataset without training, it is still successful

in addressing the cross-domain retrieval task and is comparable

to or outperforms other state-of-the-art methods.

TABLE III
EXPERIMENTAL RESULTS ON THE CROSS-DOMAIN DATASET (TRAINED ON

THIS TASK). QUERIES ARE FROM MODELNET40 AND CANDIDATES ARE

RETRIEVED FROM SHAPENET.

Method NN FT ST F DCG ANMRR

RevGard[70] 0.89 0.79 0.90 0.33 0.83 0.15
JAN[71] 0.90 0.81 0.91 0.33 0.84 0.14
TJM[10] 0.90 0.81 0.91 0.34 0.84 0.14
JDA[73] 0.91 0.82 0.91 0.34 0.85 0.14
JGSA[72] 0.92 0.82 0.92 0.34 0.85 0.13
KGMR[33] 0.91 0.83 0.92 0.34 0.87 0.13
IPSC[74] 0.93 0.83 0.93 0.36 0.87 0.12
SI3DMR[75] 0.94 0.84 0.93 0.35 0.88 0.10

Ours 0.93 0.84 0.94 0.36 0.87 0.12

E. 3D shape retrieval on cross-modal conditions

The cross-domain situations are currently narrowed as cross-

modal conditions in 3D shape retrieval tasks. To verify the

performance of the proposed method on the cross-modality

information retrieval, we also conduct experiments on a dataset

more suitable for this task, SHREC 2019 Monocular Image-

Based 3D Object Retrieval (MI3DOR) [57]. The comparison

methods on the MI3DOR dataset involve both supervised

and unsupervised methods. They are distinguished by whether

labels are available for the target domain data. We compare
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our approach with both kinds of these methods. The related

experimental results are listed in Table.IV for supervised

methods and Table.V for unsupervised methods. According

to the results, our method achieves promising results. The

results demonstrate the performance of various methods on

the MI3DOR dataset, focusing on cross-modal retrieval, which

is similar to image-based 3D shape retrieval. In the super-

vised methods, our method consistently outperforms other

techniques across most metrics. It achieves the highest retrieval

rates, indicating its effectiveness in retrieving relevant 3D

shapes.

The unsupervised methods also highlight the competitive-

ness of the proposed method. While it may not achieve

the highest values in all metrics, it still maintains strong

performance across the board. Notably, in the unsupervised

setting, our method performs comparably or better than most

other methods, and it achieves the best F measure, indicating

a better ranking of retrieved shapes.

Overall, the experimental results suggest that the proposed

method, which leverages a 3D shape knowledge graph with

integrated geometry information, yields favorable cross-modal

retrieval performance in both supervised and unsupervised sce-

narios on the MI3DOR dataset. This integration of geometry-

based knowledge into the knowledge graph seems to contribute

positively to the retrieval of relevant 3D shapes, making the

proposed method a promising approach for 3D shape retrieval

tasks.

TABLE IV
EXPERIMENTAL RESULTS OF SUPERVISED METHODS ON MI3DOR

DATASET. ALL METHODS FOR COMPARISON ARE FROM SHREC 2019
MONOCULAR IMAGE-BASED 3D OBJECT RETRIEVAL (MI3DOR) [57]

Method NN FT ST F DCG ANMRR

RNF-MVCVR 0.97 0.92 0.93 0.2 0.93 0.06
SORMI 0.94 0.92 0.96 0.18 0.92 0.07
RNFETL 0.97 0.91 0.97 0.18 0.92 0.07
CLA 0.95 0.88 0.89 0.2 0.9 0.1
MLIS 0.94 0.91 0.96 0.18 0.91 0.08
ADDA-MVCNN 0.87 0.86 0.87 0.17 0.87 0.13
SRN 0.89 0.86 0.87 0.18 0.88 0.12
ALIGN 0.64 0.69 0.8 0.13 0.69 0.3
Ours 0.98 0.93 0.98 0.21 0.94 0.06

TABLE V
EXPERIMENTAL RESULTS OF UNSUPERVISED METHODS ON MI3DOR

DATASET.

Method NN FT ST F DCG ANMRR

MEDA[76] 0.43 0.34 0.50 0.05 0.36 0.65
JMMD-AlexNet[57] 0.44 0.34 0.49 0.08 0.364 0.64
JAN[71] 0.45 0.34 0.50 0.09 0.36 0.65
MVML[57] 0.61 0.44 0.59 0.11 0.47 0.54
JGSA[72] 0.61 0.44 0.60 0.12 0.47 0.54
IPSC[74] 0.73 0.65 0.81 0.15 0.67 0.34

SI3DMR[75] 0.78 0.58 0.73 0.15 0.62 0.40
Ours 0.64 0.47 0.62 0.17 0.53 0.49

F. Discussion on Similarity Measurement

In this section, we present a comprehensive similarity calcu-

lation method that encompasses various entities, as illustrated

in Fig.6. To evaluate the efficacy of our proposed approach, we

conducted a thorough comparative analysis involving different

similarity measures, using the ModelNet40 dataset as our

experimental platform. The results of these experiments are

summarized in Table.VI.

From the experimental outcomes, it is evident that the super-

vised method outperforms the unsupervised alternatives. This

superiority can be attributed to the inclusion of the category

edge within the 3D shape knowledge graph. The additional

information introduced by the category edge contributes to

the enhancement of the embedding quality produced by the

GCN method. In other words, our amalgamated similarity

measure achieves the most favorable retrieval results. However,

among the single similarity measures, SM stands out by

yielding the most promising outcomes. Nevertheless, in the

context of unsupervised methods, SG manages to achieve

a slight improvement over other single similarity measures.

This discrepancy can be attributed to the reliance of the

graph embedding method on category information during the

supervised learning stage. The category edge establishes a

clear path between relevant entities, thereby fortifying their

relationships. Consequently, SP , SI , and SM contribute more

information to the similarity measure. In unsupervised learning

scenarios, the absence of the category edge in the 3D shape

knowledge graph places greater emphasis on the geometric

entity as the sole bridge between disparate shapes and different

modalities. This entity assumes a pivotal role in the graph

embedding process, causing the information conveyed by SP ,

SI , and SM to converge toward SG, as revealed through the

graph embeddings operation. These findings are consistently

supported by the final experimental results.

Building upon these insights, we introduce weighted coeffi-

cients for each similarity measure in the final step of similarity

fusion. Specifically, under the supervised setting, the weights

assigned to the four similarity measures (SG, SP , SI , and

SM ) are 0.1, 0.3, 0.2, and 0.4, respectively, when the query

pertains to a 3D shape. When the query involves a 2D image,

the weights for the three similarity measures (SG, SP , and SI )

are set at 0.2, 0.4, and 0.4, respectively. In the unsupervised

scenario, the weights for the four similarity measures (SG, SP ,

SI , and SM ) are adjusted to 0.3, 0.2, 0.2, and 0.3, respectively,

for 3D shape queries. Similarly, for 2D image queries, the

weights for the three similarity measures (SG, SP , and SI )

are fine-tuned to 0.3, 0.2, and 0.4, respectively.

G. Discussion on the Geometric Word Entities

In this section, we introduce a crucial element of our

proposed framework - the geometric word entity, which serves

as the cornerstone of our 3D shape knowledge graph and

functions akin to a dictionary for object representation. As

such, the dimensionality of this dictionary plays a pivotal role

in our entire framework and wields a direct impact on the

ultimate performance. To shed light on this dimensionality’s

influence, we conduct comparative experiments with varying

numbers of geometric word entities and present the results in

Table VII.

To gauge the efficacy of our approach in the context of the

retrieval task, we leverage the ModelNet40 dataset. Observing
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Fig. 7. Partial 3D model retrieval framework.

TABLE VI
COMPARISON OF DIFFERENT SIMILAR MEASURES ON MODELNET40.

Supervision Layer NN FT ST F measure DCG ANMRR

Unsuperviesd

SG 0.84 0.67 0.82 0.27 0.70 0.27
SP 0.83 0.66 0.81 0.25 0.69 0.28
SI 0.82 0.65 0.80 0.24 0.68 0.29
SM 0.83 0.66 0.81 0.26 0.69 0.28

SG + SP + SI + SM 0.85 0.69 0.84 0.30 0.73 0.26

Superviesd

SG 0.87 0.78 0.88 0.31 0.81 0.17
SP 0.89 0.80 0.90 0.32 0.83 0.15
SI 0.88 0.80 0.90 0.31 0.82 0.16
SM 0.90 0.81 0.91 0.33 0.84 0.15

SG + SP + SI + SM 0.92 0.83 0.93 0.35 0.86 0.13

TABLE VII
PERFORMANCE ON DIFFERENT NUMBERS OF GEOMETRIC WORD ENTITIES ON MODELNET40.

Supervision Number Words NN FT ST F measure DCG ANMRR

Unsupervised

64 0.76 0.60 0.75 0.22 0.63 0.34
128 0.79 0.62 0.76 0.24 0.65 0.31
256 0.81 0.64 0.79 0.26 0.68 0.29
512 0.83 0.67 0.81 0.28 0.70 0.27

1024 0.85 0.69 0.84 0.30 0.73 0.26

2048 0.84 0.67 0.82 0.28 0.71 0.27

Supervised

64 0.84 0.73 0.83 0.26 0.76 0.21
128 0.86 0.77 0.87 0.30 0.80 0.17
256 0.89 0.80 0.89 0.32 0.83 0.15
512 0.90 0.81 0.91 0.33 0.84 0.14

1024 0.92 0.83 0.93 0.35 0.86 0.13
2048 0.91 0.82 0.91 0.33 0.84 0.13

Fig. 8. Partial 3D model retrieval samples. (Zoom in for more details.)

the experimental outcomes, we discern a trend of improved

retrieval results as the number of geometric words increases.

Interestingly, we note that the optimal outcome is achieved

when the number of geometric words reaches 1024, after

which a gradual degradation in performance is observed.

This behavior can be attributed to the introduction of

additional geometric words resulting in a sparser structural

information landscape. As the number of geometric words

grows, there is a possibility of similar parts from different

virtual views of a 3D shape being mapped to distinct geometric

words. Consequently, the coherence between the two models

diminishes, causing the 3D shape knowledge graph to devolve

into disjoint clusters. This phenomenon hampers the identifi-

cation of analogous structural nodes and weakens the impact
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Fig. 10. Text-3D model retrieval samples.(Zoom in for more details.)

of the graph embedding process. In essence, the structural

relationship information within the 3D shape knowledge graph

becomes muddled with a smaller number of geometric words.

Conversely, a larger number can lead to the convergence of

various part structures onto the same geometric word, thereby

diluting the structural information and negatively impacting

embedding and retrieval performance.

H. Computational complexity

In this experiment, we conducted a comparison of the com-

putational complexity of our model with that of several classic

3D representation methods, using the ModelNet40 dataset as a

benchmark. We adopted DGCNN [61] as the reference method

for this comparison. The comparison approaches have been

selected based on their well-established recognition within

the field. These approaches serve as essential benchmarks to

establish a foundation for evaluating computational efficiency.

The results in Table VIII presents a comparison of various

methods in terms of their computational complexity for 3D

shape analysis. Two important aspects are considered: model

size and inference time.

Model Size: Smaller model sizes are generally desirable

as they require less storage and memory. In this context,

Pointnet has the smallest model size of 9.4 MB, followed

closely by MVCNN with 11 MB. DGCNN and RotationNet

have moderate model sizes of 21 MB and 36 MB, respectively.

On the other hand, PointNet++ and PCNN have larger model

sizes of 12 MB and 94 MB, respectively. The proposed method

has a model size of 51 MB.

Inference Time: Faster inference times are preferred as they

lead to quicker predictions. Pointnet demonstrates the lowest

inference time of 6.8 ms, followed by MVCNN with 12.3

ms. DGCNN and our method achieve inference times of 27.2

ms and 34 ms, respectively. The other methods, including

RotationNet, PointNet++, and PCNN have longer inference

times ranging from 117 ms to 163.2 ms.

Overall, the results indicate that our method performs

competitively in terms of both model size and inference time

compared to the other methods evaluated. We utilized the GCN

model to generate node embeddings for retrieval purposes.

Our GCN structure comprises only 3 layers, offering distinct

advantages in terms of algorithm complexity when compared

to traditional deep learning networks. It strikes a balance be-

tween model size and inference speed, showcasing promising

computational efficiency. While Pointnet and MVCNN exhibit

lower inference times, our method demonstrates a reasonable

trade-off between model size and inference speed, positioning

it as a viable option for efficient 3D shape analysis and

recognition.

TABLE VIII
EXPERIMENTAL RESULTS FOR THE COMPUTATIONAL COMPLEXITY, WE

REPORT THE MODEL SIZE AND INFERENCE TIME.

Method Model Size (MB) Inference Time (ms)

Pointnet[6] 9.4 6.8
PointNet++[13] 12 163.2
PCNN[77] 94 117
DGCNN[16] 21 27.2
MVCNN[3] 11 12.3
RotationNet[78] 36 121
Ours 51 34

V. EXTENDED APPLICATIONS BASED ON KNOWLEDGE

GRAPH

This paper capitalizes on shape parts to generate geometric

words, a pivotal component of our approach. These geometric

words serve as building blocks for constructing the 3D shape

knowledge graph and facilitating cross-domain3D model re-

trieval. Our proposed knowledge graph is versatile, extending

beyond its primary applications. In this section, we conduct
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novel experiments to corroborate the effectiveness of the 3D

shape knowledge graph in diverse contexts.

A. Partial 3D Shape Retrieval

The challenge here entails querying with incomplete 3D

models. A partial 3D model retrieval system is tasked with

returning a ranked list of complete models from a database

based on their similarity to the query. Addressing this, we

introduce an effective framework, as illustrated in Figure 7.

The process involves extracting rendered images from the

partial 3D model, followed by feature vector extraction using

the ResNet-34 model [79]. These features facilitate the iden-

tification of analogous part entities within the 3D knowledge

graph. Subsequently, we leverage this information to retrieve

the relevant 3D shape based on these part entities. Figure 8

illustrates retrieval examples, substantiating the feasibility of

our method.

B. Text-3D Shape Retrieval

The versatility of the 3D shape knowledge graph extends

to text-to-shape retrieval scenarios. For instance, consider the

query: ”A 3D shape that features four legs and a rounded

surface.” We initiate the process by employing an NLP method

[80] to extract entities from the given text. These entities

are subsequently mapped to corresponding geometric shapes,

which are further linked to geometric words or part entities

within the 3D knowledge graph. The final step involves select-

ing 3D shapes with distinct relationships to these geometric

words and part entities as the retrieval results. The conceptual

framework is depicted in Figure 9, with retrieval instances

showcased in Figure 10. We validate this concept using sam-

ples from the Text2Shape dataset [81], where the construction

of the 3D shape knowledge graph and the mapping between

geometric shapes and descriptions underscore the practical

viability of our approach.

VI. CONCLUSION

This study introduces the innovative concept of the ”ge-

ometric word,” a foundational element within our 3D shape

knowledge graph. Empirical results underscore the graph’s

efficacy in capturing and quantifying shape similarities. The

”geometric word” concept bridges the gap between 3D shapes

across different domains and the interface between 3D shapes

and 2D images across varied modalities. Augmenting this

notion, our graph embedding strategy harnesses graph struc-

tural information and effective similarity measures, making our

approach a versatile tool for tackling challenges encompassing

3D shape retrieval and cross-domain 3D shape retrieval.

The empirical findings emphasize the significance of con-

structing knowledge graphs within the constraints of available

data. Furthermore, the adaptability of ”geometric words,”

learnable from a multitude of datasets, points toward the

potential for a universal 3D shape knowledge graph akin to

WordNet, capable of encompassing a broad spectrum of shape

information. Future research will concentrate on realizing

this universal 3D shape knowledge graph and exploring its

applicability across diverse domains.
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