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Abstract

The lack of façade structures in photogrammetric mesh models renders them in-
adequate for meeting the demands of intricate applications. Moreover, these mesh
models exhibit irregular surfaces with considerable geometric noise and texture qual-
ity imperfections, making the restoration of structures challenging. To address these
shortcomings, we present StructuredMesh, a novel approach for reconstructing façade
structures conforming to the regularity of buildings within photogrammetric mesh
models. Our method involves capturing multi-view color and depth images of the
building model using a virtual camera and employing a deep learning object detec-
tion pipeline to semi-automatically extract the bounding boxes of façade components
such as windows, doors, and balconies from the color image. We then utilize the
depth image to remap these boxes into 3D space, generating an initial façade layout.
Leveraging architectural knowledge, we apply binary integer programming (BIP) to
optimize the 3D layout’s structure, encompassing the positions, orientations, and
sizes of all components. The refined layout subsequently informs façade modeling
through instance replacement. We conducted experiments utilizing building mesh
models from three distinct datasets, demonstrating the adaptability, robustness, and
noise resistance of our proposed methodology. Furthermore, our 3D layout evalua-
tion metrics reveal that the optimized layout enhances precision, recall, and F-score
by 6.5%, 4.5%, and 5.5%, respectively, in comparison to the initial layout.
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1. Introduction

The recent advancements in Multi-View Stereo (MVS) technologies, coupled with
the development of the penta-view oblique camera, have established oblique pho-
togrammetry as the primary method for large-scale urban 3D reconstruction (Nan
and Wonka, 2017; Fritsch and Rothermel, 2013). This technique provides auto-
mated and efficient acquisition of highly-detailed, photo-realistic, and large-scale
photogrammetric mesh models (Gerke et al., 2016; Toschi et al., 2017). However,
the mesh models do not possess crucial structured information, such as roofs, façades,
and windows. This lack of structure limits the ability to support complex geospatial
applications, and impedes the effective implementation of urban planning and dis-
aster prevention and mitigation strategies (Wong et al., 2021; Vargas-Munoz et al.,
2021; Biljecki et al., 2015). Therefore, there is an urgent need to obtain 3D urban
models that are enriched with critical structured information.

The CityGML standard (Gröger and Plümer, 2012) defines three levels of detail
(LOD) for the external structure of buildings, with LOD3 providing detailed geomet-
ric information about building façades. Research on automatic generation of LOD
models has made significant progress, from traditional data-driven and model-driven
approaches (Nan and Wonka, 2017; Verdie et al., 2015) to the latest end-to-end 3D
reconstruction techniques based on deep learning (Yu et al., 2021; Li et al., 2022;
Chen et al., 2022). By combining these approaches with façade modeling techniques,
highly detailed 3D models of buildings that are both regular and well-structured can
be created (Verdie et al., 2015; Kelly et al., 2017). However, as the LOD model is
a geometric abstraction of the real model, misalignment with the actual models is a
challenge, necessitating substantial interaction for texture mapping and geometry re-
construction. This often requires sacrificing the advantages of authentic texture and
automation via oblique photogrammetry. To address these challenges, we present
StructuredMesh, which facilitates the direct reconstruction of façade structures in-
corporating the regularity of buildings within photogrammetric mesh models (Figure
1).
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(a) (b)

Figure 1: StructuredMesh. (a) The original photogrammetric mesh model lacks structured façade
components, while (b) StructuredMesh achieves a comprehensive façade parsing of the entire build-
ing. This enables the reconstruction of specific and intricate façade components that adhere to the
regularity of the building, such as equal relative elevation, equal size, and equal orientation.

Nonetheless, implementing the StructuredMesh is not trivial, as two issues must
be resolved.

1) Limitations of fragmented texture atlas and insufficient geometrical details.
The texture atlas of the photogrammetric mesh model exhibits discreteness and dis-
continuity (Zhu et al., 2021), thereby presenting challenges for utilizing advanced
deep learning models in object detection (Ren et al., 2015). In addition, the insuffi-
cient level of geometric details on building façades poses a considerable challenge to
accurately extracting façade components. This is attributed to the fundamental role
of geometric characteristics, such as edges and corners, in the identification of object
boundaries and the extraction of meaningful structured information. 2) Limitations
due to noise and precision arise from the detected components. As highlighted by
Zhu et al. (2021), photogrammetric mesh models are prone to inherent texture qual-
ity issues, including blurring and distortion, which inevitably lead to a decline in the
accuracy of identifying façade structures. Consequently, this loss of accuracy results
in a deviation from the façade’s regularity, ultimately impacting the aesthetic and
geometric coherence of the 3D reconstruction.

In order to address the aforementioned issues, StructuredMesh employs a sophisti-
cated binary integer programming (BIP) approach to tackle geometric misalignment
in 3D space. Specifically, the study leverages multi-view rendering of building models
captured by virtual cameras (Zhu et al., 2020), in conjunction with state-of-the-art
deep learning object detection techniques (Ren et al., 2015), to semi-automatically
extract bounding boxes of façade components, such as windows, doors, and bal-
conies. StructuredMesh then utilizes BIP to model the logical constraints, which
include equal height, equal width, and geometrical alignment and applies global op-
timization to all the façades to ensure the geometric consistency of components in 3D
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space. The detected components are then replaced by instances from the model li-
brary, which are scaled, translated and rotated with refined transformation through
BIP. Finally, the instances can be stitched to the original photogrammetric mesh
models to enhance the façade structure.

In summary, this article proposes two key innovations: 1) the detection of 3D
layout of façade components on photogrammetric mesh models through the rendered
color and depth image, and 2) a BIP-based method for optimizing the geometric
regularity of the façade components. The paper is organized as follows: Section 2
provides an introduction to related works, while Section 3 presents the methods in
detail. Section 4 elaborates on the experimental data and results, and Section 5
concludes the paper with our findings.

2. Related works

We will provide a brief review by focusing on two aspects most closely related
to our research, namely 1) image-based façade modeling and 2) binary integer pro-
gramming for structure optimization.

2.1. Image-based façade modeling

The task of image-based façade modeling can be broadly classified into two cat-
egories: model-driven and data-driven approaches. Model-driven methods typically
employ grammar-based approaches to search for combinations from a predefined set
of grammars while fitting relevant parameters (Teboul et al., 2012). In principle,
any combination of grammars and parameters can be utilized to decompose a given
façade. However, optimizing these models using random sampling techniques such as
Markov Random Fields or Markov Chain Monte Carlo can be a time-intensive and
non-convergent process, particularly when the search space is vast (Koutsourakis
et al., 2009; Koziński and Marlet, 2014; Kozinski et al., 2015; Tylecek and Šára,
2012). Consequently, these methods often restrict the available grammar types and
parameter values to those that conform to the associated rules, with manual deriva-
tion of grammars being necessary for decomposing complex façades. To overcome
the limitations of model-driven approaches, some studies have investigated super-
vised learning methods by defining a limited number of common grammars and
learning universal grammars from annotated façades and corresponding grammar
parsing trees (Dehbi et al., 2017; Gadde et al., 2016). However, the probability mod-
els generated from such methods are constrained by the training set and may be
challenging to extend to general façades.
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The data-driven approach to building façade segmentation is also exploited by a
plethora of works. Unsupervised clustering methods do not require prior informa-
tion. They typically divide building façade images into regular grids, assuming that
the edges of objects such as windows and doors are parallel to the grid lines. The
segmentation is based on low-level features of the image (Datta et al., 2008; Recky
and Leberl, 2010), and clustering strategies are designed to determine specific regions
formed by intersecting grid lines, such as using horizontal and vertical projections
of gray-level histograms in the image, with the window edges determined by the
grid lines corresponding to the peak values (Meixner et al., 2013). The reliability
of such methods is based on numerous conditions, such as the assumption that win-
dows are arranged in a simple and regular pattern on the façade and that there is
a significant difference in color between the windows and the walls, limiting the ap-
plicability. Machine learning methods train classification functions using prior data
and then automatically segment unannotated data. Typical works include support
vector machines, random forests, and decision trees, combined with low-level image
features, their composite forms, or context information of pixels for façade segmenta-
tion (Fröhlich et al., 2013; Gadde et al., 2018; Haugeard et al., 2009). However, such
methods require elegantly-engineered image feature descriptors, making it difficult
to ensure the reliability of the features constructed under different conditions, such
as in scenes, lighting, and viewing angles.

With the improvement of hardware capabilities, target detection and semantic
segmentation methods based on deep learning have achieved impressive progress in
recent years. Deep convolutional neural networks (Krizhevsky et al., 2017) can di-
rectly learn high-level features from images. Such networks or their variants (Badri-
narayanan et al., 2017; He et al., 2017; Ren et al., 2015) have gradually been applied
to building façade segmentation and have achieved good results (Femiani et al., 2018;
Liu et al., 2020; Nishida et al., 2018; Wang, 2010). However, such methods usually
focus more on network structures or training strategies, and how to use prior knowl-
edge of façade regularities to guide network learning is still a challenging problem
(Liu et al., 2020; Zhang and Aliaga, 2022).

While the model-driven approach can analyze a façade as a hierarchical structure,
it is only feasible for examining façades with discernible rules due to its strict gram-
matical structure. For asymmetrical and misaligned façades, methods that account
for weak architectural principles tend to be more adaptable (Mathias et al., 2016).
Such methods lack clear grammatical definitions and usually represent windows and
doors through their outer bounding boxes, which are then integrated into a façade
layout. General constraints are applied to regularize the layout (Cohen et al., 2017;
Hensel et al., 2019; Hu et al., 2020; Jiang et al., 2016b; Zhang and Aliaga, 2022).
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Nonetheless, the above method is only suitable for single façade images that have
undergone ortho-rectification and cannot factor in the regularity of multiple façade
layouts.

2.2. Binary Integer Programming for Structure Optimization

Binary integer programming is a mathematical optimization technique in which
a linear objective function is minimized or maximized subject to a set of constraints.
The decision variables are required to take on binary values of either 0 or 1. It is
extensively employed in practical applications, including the reconstruction of LOD
models (Li et al., 2016; Monszpart et al., 2015; Fang and Lafarge, 2020; Bouzas et al.,
2020), the final 3D model is composed of a combination of primitive elements. To
accomplish this, primitive elements such as lines, planes, and blocks are extracted
from point clouds or triangle meshes, and a binary variable is assigned to each prim-
itive to indicate whether it is part of the final model. An energy function is then
constructed to optimize the combination of primitive elements, which facilitates the
reconstruction of the LOD model. Façade parsing (Jiang et al., 2015; Koziński et al.,
2015) and other tasks also apply similar ideas. Building on the foundations of these
excellent works, we utilized BIP to optimize the 3D layout of building façades. More-
over, our method goes beyond previous approaches by fully leveraging the powerful
logical operation rules (Williams, 2009) inherent to BIP.

3. Methods

3.1. Overview and problem setup

3.1.1. Overview of the approach

The overall pipeline, as depicted in Figure 2, consists of two distinct components.
Firstly, we use a virtual camera to capture multi-view façade texture images in or-
thographic projection. We then employ the Faster-RCNN (Ren et al., 2015) to semi-
automatically extract the bounding boxes of components and associate independent
façade instances in the model library. Subsequently, we convert the bounding boxes
to 3D space to obtain the initial 3D layout, after which we optimize the position,
orientation, and size of each component in the layout, utilizing both architectural
knowledge and the BIP algorithm. Finally, we stitch the façade components with
the photogrammetric mesh models to obtain a structured mesh model.
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Rendered images 2D layout

Initial 3D layout generation through interactive rendering and Faster-RCNN

Initial 3D layout

Section 3.2

Binary integer programming for 3D layout optimization of façade

Regularized 3D layout

Position SizeOrientation

Optimization
Section 3.3

Output

Input

S

Q̂

T̂

T

Figure 2: Overview of the workflow. The two parts are detailed in the following subsections.

3.1.2. Problem setup

Mesh models S and components Q. We typically concentrate on a specific
portion of the photogrammetric mesh model, which represents a building, denoted
as S. Additionally, we use a collection of pre-built façade components with unit
sizes, represented as Q̂, as inputs. A transformation matrix is applied for the final
components Q as below. As a building comprises numerous components, we stitch
them sequentially, generating intermediate results Si. Both S and Q are considered
as manifold meshes without topological errors, such as self-intersections or stray
triangles.

Transformation matrix of components T . To determine the initial position
of each component Q, we employ object detection techniques on the texture of S (see
Subsection 3.2). We further optimize the placement of these components through
BIP in our work (see Subsection 3.3), obtaining the spatial transformation T ∈ R4×4

for the components as Q = TQ̂.
Geometric parameters of components, p, z, w, h and n. It should be noted

that the transformation matrix T is not directly optimized in BIP but the decom-
posed geometric parameters are. The horizontal coordinates p, relative elevation z,
width w, height h and orientation n are considered. The mapping between all the

7



parameters and transformation mapping is invertable.

3.2. Initial 3D layout generation through interactive rendering and Faster-RCNN

3.2.1. Generation of color and depth maps through interactive rendering.

We present a method for interactive selection of the initial components from the
subset building mesh, wherein orthogonally rendered images are captured to detect
façade primitives. As the building model lacks structured information and may con-
tain noise, obtaining an optimal rendering plane parallel to the façade can be arduous.
Therefore, we do not impose strict constraints on the pose of the scene camera. The
graphics rendering pipeline efficiently projects a photogrammetric mesh model onto
the screen space, displaying its texture information. To achieve this transforma-
tion, the pipeline requires the projection matrix and view matrix. We utilize the
OpenSceneGraph’s ortho routine (OpenSceneGraph, 2023) to construct these two
matrices. The parameter values of the matrices are automatically determined by the
minimum bounding box of the building model and the virtual camera’s pose. The
direct output of the rendering pipeline is a color image that accurately represents
the texture of the building model. However, relying solely on the color image can
only provide the 2D layout of the building. Therefore, we additionally create a frame
buffer with the same size as the color image to store the depth information of the
scene from the virtual camera’s viewpoint, which is the depth image, as previously
reported (Zhu et al., 2020). It is worth mentioning that through the depth image,
every point in the color image can be accurately mapped to the 3D model. With
these tools at our disposal, we can generate the 3D layout of the building model from
the 2D layout, as thoroughly explained in Subsection 3.2.2.

3.2.2. Detection of initial components using Faster-RCNN

Detection of façade components. We utilize Faster R-CNN (Ren et al., 2015)
for the automatic extraction of objects in the rendered images, as detailed in our ear-
lier work (Hu et al., 2020). The training dataset consists of 606 building façade images
from the commonly used open-source façade dataset (Tyleček and Šára, 2013), with
12 artificially labeled objects, where our focus is limited to windows, doors, and bal-
conies. Furthermore, we obtain 600 façade images from experimental data, manually
labeling them for training purposes. Despite strict orthorectification, the reliability
of object extraction results may be affected by distortion, blurring, occlusion, and
other defects in textures. Additionally, the orthorectification of non-planar façade
images remains unresolved. Hence, we only select the region of interest in the ren-
dered image under each viewing angle and use it directly as the pipeline input. Our
method achieves the accuracy, precision, recall, and F-score of 84.8%, 77.2%, 65.9%,
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and 0.711, respectively, indicating acceptable results. By using manual sketching as
an aid, the extraction of façade components can be efficiently accomplished. Figure
3 depicts some examples of the final 2D façade layout under various views.

View1 View2 View3 View4

Layout1 Layout2 Layout3 Layout4

Figure 3: Instances of the interactive creation of rendered images and the detection of façade
components.

Generation of initial transformation matrix T̂ . To generate the initial
transformation T̂ of each component Q, we leverage the depth maps produced from
the rendering process discussed earlier. By taking into account the position and size
of the bounding boxes on the 2D layout and the camera’s pose, we derive the initial
3D layout through projection transformation. As illustrated in Figure 4a, distinct
colors indicate different object categories, including windows, doors, and balconies.
We also establish an interactive association relationship between each bounding box
and the corresponding 3D component in the model library, as highlighted by the
different colors in Figure 4b. Using orthogonal projection, we can deduce the widths
and heights of the components in 3D Euclidean space from the projection’s scale
and the detected object bounding boxes’ sizes. We then determine the position
and orientation of the components by fitting the four corners back-projected to 3D
space based on the depth map. The initial transformation matrix T̂ is defined by
the scale, position, and orientation (Pauly et al., 2008). Subsequently, Figure 4c
portrays the transformed objects T̂ Q̂ overlaid on the building surface, which exhibit
certain deviations in position, orientation, and size. Hence, optimization is essential
to achieve better regularization.
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(a) (b) (c)

Figure 4: Generation of the initial 3D layout. (a) Different object categories; (b) Different types of
selected models in the library; (c) Overlay of the mesh and initial layout.

3.3. Binary integer programming for 3D layout optimization of façade

In our previous work (Hu et al., 2020), we utilized BIP to optimize the 2D layout
of a single façade image. This paper expands upon this methodology by extending
the regularities to 3D space with multiple façades. To achieve regularized location,
scale, and orientation for each component Q encoded in the transformation matrix
T , we present a logical optimization approach. The alignment constraints, such
as aligned elevations for location, equal widths for sizes, and parallel orientation,
are modeled using BIP, as described in Subsection 3.3.2 and Subsection 3.3.3. The
modeling details and optimization techniques are outlined in Subsection 3.3.1 and
Subsection 3.3.4.

Basic logical operation. The fundamental logical operations, including and
(∧), or (∨), not (¬), xor (⊕), etc., can be explicitly modeled using binary variables
x ∈ {0, 1} with BIP, as shown in Table 1.

Table 1: Expression for the basic logical operation using BIP.

Expression z = x ∧ y z = x ∨ y z = ¬x z = x⊕ y

BIP encoding
z ≥ x+ y − 1
z ≤ x
z ≤ y

z ≤ x+ y
z ≥ x
z ≥ y

z + x = 1

z ≤ x+ y
z ≥ x− y
z ≥ y − x
z ≤ 2− x− y

Attributes space A. In contrast to previous work (Hensel et al., 2019), our ap-
proach formulates the optimization problem of the component’s geometrical trans-
formation as a selection problem, rather than directly optimizing the values. To
accomplish this, we define an attribute space A for each parameter as described in
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Subsection 3.1.2.
A = {A1, A2, · · · , AN} (1)

Selection vector ξ. To facilitate the selection problem, we introduce a selection
vector for each parameter,

ξai = {xa
i,1, x

a
i,2, · · · , xa

i,j, · · · , xa
i,N} (2)

where the superscript a ∈ {p, z, w, h, o} indicates the different attributes. And xi,j ∈
{0, 1} denotes whether the j-th parameter in the model space A is chosen for the
i-th component Qi.

The same operator. To enforce the constraint that the parameter for different
components Qi and Qj should be the same, we introduce the same(ξi, ξj) operator,
which is modeled as follows.

same(ξi, ξj) = ¬((xi,1 ⊕ xj,1) ∨ (xi,2 ⊕ xj,2) ∨ · · · ∨ (xi,N ⊕ xj,N)) (3)

The operator same(ξi, ξj) evaluates to true (1) if the selection vectors ξi and ξj choose
the same parameter values for all N parameters, and false (0) otherwise.

The enumeration operator. To regularize the layout, it is preferred that
the number of selected types in the model space is sparse. To formalize this, we
introduce the enumeration operator. Given a set of m vectors Ω = {ξ1, ξ2, · · · , ξm},
the enumeration operator models the number of different types as follows.

enum(Ω) = ∥ξ1 ∨ ξ2 ∨ · · · ∨ ξm∥1 (4)

The operator enum(Ω) evaluates to the number of unique selection vectors in Ω, i.e.,
the number of distinct component types chosen from the model space. By minimizing
enum(Ω), we encourage the selection of a smaller number of distinct component types
in the layout, leading to a more regularized design.

3.3.1. Parameter space

Parameters ξa. The optimization parameters for the BIP are depicted in Figure
5. They comprise the horizontal position p, relative elevation z, sizes w and h, normal
vector of the plane n, horizontal angle λ, and elevation angle θ of the normal vector.
The selection vector for a single component Q is the direct concatenation of all the
aforementioned parameters.

ξ = (ξp, ξz, ξw, ξh, ξn, ξλ, ξθ) (5)

The superscript denotes the different portions of the parameters.
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𝜉𝑛𝜉𝜏 𝜉𝜃

(a) (b) (c)

θ

λ

n

p

z
𝕆

ξ

𝕆∈ ⸽

ξ o

Figure 5: BIP Optimization Parameters for façade Regularization. The optimization parameters
for the BIP in façade regularization are classified into two parts: (a) location, which includes the
horizontal coordinates p and relative elevation z; (b) orientation, which includes the normal vector
n, horizontal angle λ, and elevation angle θ. The final selection vector (c) ξ for a single component
is a concatenation of them. It’s important to note that the set of three parameters in the orientation
part are interdependent and therefore share the same values in the model space O.

Model space clustering P, Z, W, H and O. To construct the model space,
we begin by computing the initial parameter value (Equation 5) from the initial
transformation T̂ . However, the presence of model noise can cause small numerical
deviations, leading to a multitude of unnecessary solutions in the solution space,
resulting in a considerable decline in efficiency. To mitigate this issue, we adopt
an adaptive threshold to group the values obtained from the initial transformation
(Subsection 3.2.2). Initially, we estimate the average absolute differences of the
most adjacent components, designated as δ(δp, δz, δn, δw, δh). We subsequently use
a straightforward clustering algorithm (Ester et al., 1996) with a threshold of 2δ
to create the model space for position P, elevation Z, orientation O, width W, and
height H.

3.3.2. Objective functions

The objective function is the desire that should be minimized during the optimiza-
tion of BIP. Specifically, two terms are considered, e.g., the data term OD and the
regularization term OR. Therefore, the objective function for the BIP optimization
consider both of them as below.

min
ξ

OD(ξ) +OR(ξ) (6)

Data term. The overall deviation between the optimized layout and the initial
layout should not be too large. Therefore, we calculate OD as the difference between
them (Hu et al., 2020),

ϵai = (âi − A0, âi − A1, · · · , âi − A|A|)
T (7)
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where a ∈ {p, z, w, h, o} and i denote each attribute and component index, respec-
tively. And âi represents the value from the initial transformation T̂i and Aj is the
value in the attribute space (Equation 1). In this way, the total data term for all
attributes and all elements can be briefly expressed as below.

OD =
∑
a,i

|ϵai | · ξai (8)

It should be noted that for each component i, only a single element in ξi is selected
as 1, e.g., only one element counts for each attribute a and each component i.

Regularization term. Secondly, although the pose categories of façade com-
ponents on the same building are quite limited, we still found that the Manhattan
assumption (Coughlan and Yuille, 2000) for real-world urban environment too re-
stricted. Therefore, StructuredMesh adopts the enumeration operator (Equation 4)
to softly reduce the number of categories,

OR =
∑
a

ωa · enum(Ωa) (9)

where the weights ω is a weight to control the order of magnitude and Ωa indicates
all the vectors for a specific attribute (Equation 4).

3.3.3. Modeling constraints

BIP can involve some linear equality constraints during the optimization. Struc-
turedMesh exploits such constraints in two threads, i.e., feasibility and regularity.
The former constraints the optimization to produce results aligned with certain pri-
ori knowledge and the latter enforces the tidiness of the structure.

Regularity constraints. In urban environment, buildings with different offsets
for varying floor are common. And the noises of the photogrammetric meshes often
impede the successful fusion if the orientation of the components Q deviates too much
from the mesh models. Fortunately, we have identified two effective constraints that
can greatly enhance the regularity of the layouts. (1) For the same floor (the same
z), the elevation angle θ should be the same; and (2) for the same column (the same
p), the horizontal angle λ should be the same. Thus, we introduce the following two
regularity constraints.

R1 :same(ξzi , ξ
z
j ) = same(ξz∪θi , ξz∪θj ) ∀i, j

R2 :same(ξpi , ξ
p
j ) = same(ξp∪λi , ξp∪λj ) ∀i, j

(10)

Feasibility constraints. First of all, a single value xa
i,j in the selection vector

ξai (Equation 2) should be and must be selected.

C1 : |ξai | = 1 ∀i, a (11)
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Secondly, different components Qi and Qj can not coincide with each other. Namely,
they can not chose the same category for locations, i.e., horizontal location p and
relative elevation z. This constraint is enforced with the same operator as below.

C2 : same(ξp∪zi , ξp∪zj ) = 0 ∀i ̸= j (12)

Thirdly, as noticed in Figure 5, the normal vector n, horizontal angle λ and elevation
angle θ should chosen the same set in the attribute spaceO, i.e., attribute o = n∪λ∪θ
. This is effectively modelled the constraints below.

C3 :
∑
ξoj∈O

same
(
ξoi , ξ

o
j

)
= 1 ∀i (13)

3.3.4. Optimization

The integer programming is notoriously difficult for optimization. We use Gruobi
(Gurobi, 2023), which is widely regarded as one of the most powerful and efficient
optimization solvers, to solve our BIP model. Besides, a simple trick has been found
to emperically accelerate the optmization speed. Because each independent variable
of component i has a certain range, that is, when the k component εγi,k of the residual
vector εγi exceeds the threshold δγ, the k component of the corresponding selection
vector ξγi,k = 0, where δγ = 5∆. Because of the above strategy, unlike (Kelly et al.,
2017), the same(·) and enum(·) operators in this paper are not actually executed
on the two full-length selection vectors ξi and ξj, instead, calculations are performed
only on dimensions where there is an unknown at the corresponding position in ξi
and ξj.

4. Experimental evaluations and analyses

4.1. Dataset description

In order to verify the effectiveness of our method, we use oblique images of three
regions to experiment, which are the Shenzhen dataset collected independently, the
Dortmund dataset and the Zeche Zollern dataset published by (Nex et al., 2015). The
photogrammetric meshes obtained are shown in Figure 6. The actual data processed
in this paper is a single building or a piece of building clipped from them. Table 2
gives the specific data source of the experimental results with the figure indexes. In
addition, we pre-design several common components and store them in the model
library, as show in Figure 7.
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(a) (b) (c)

Figure 6: Datasets. (a) Shenzhen; (b) Dortmund; (c) Zeche Zollern.

Figure 7: Façade components

4.2. Qualitative experiment

The experimental results of four simple building models are depicted in Figure 8.
Each row, from top to bottom, represents the original models, the initial 3D layouts,
the regularized 3D layouts (overlaid on the initial 3D layouts), the details, and the
final models. Figure 8a and Figure 8b are derived from the Shenzhen dataset, which
boasts a higher image resolution and a more pronounced contrast between façade
objects and walls. However, texture distortion remains an issue, as a result, even
components with the same geometric structure have different sizes in texture. While
a simple method, such as utilizing the average size directly based on the prior knowl-
edge from Figure 4a and Figure 4b, may produce more pleasing visual results, it
could result in the overlapping of components that do not match the original model.
Therefore, we do not strongly restrict the sizes of components. Figure 8c and Fig-
ure 8d, taken from the Zeche Zollern dataset, exhibit lower image resolution and
reconstructed models with blurry, occluded, and missing textures. Such situations
are widespread in practical data. In our experiments, relying solely on the deep
learning object detection pipeline failed to produce dependable initial layouts. As
a result, we permit both interactively drawn bounding boxes and automatically ob-
tained bounding boxes to be utilized as optimization targets, enhancing the method’s
practicality.
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(a) (b) (c) (d)

Figure 8: The results of our method for four simple building models are displayed in a top-to-
bottom sequence, presenting the original models, followed by the initial 3D layouts, regularized 3D
layouts overlaid on the initial layouts, the details, and the final models.
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The experimental results of our proposed method applied to more complex build-
ing models are presented in Figure 9. The top row displays the original models, while
the bottom row shows the corresponding experimental results. All three buildings
are taken from the Dortmund dataset and are characterized by a large number of
components and significant noise in the model. This noise is particularly evident on
the unshown side of the models, as depicted in Figure 4. Furthermore, the presence
of non-planar surfaces, such as corners and eaves, where façade components are dis-
tributed, adds complexity to the optimization task. Figure 10 illustrates the initial
(Figure 10a) and optimized (Figure 10b) layouts of these complex buildings, with
local details presented on the right of each layout. Our method effectively eliminates
small differences in the initial layout and reduces the misalignment of component
poses caused by noise, demonstrating its robustness and effectiveness in handling
complex building models.

(b) (c)(a)

Figure 9: The experimental results for three complex building models are presented, with the
original models displayed in the top row and the corresponding results obtained by our proposed
method shown in the bottom row. These buildings are characterized by a high degree of complexity,
featuring a large number of components and significant noise.
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(a) (b)

Figure 10: 3D layouts of complex building models with local details. The comparison between (a)
initial 3D layouts and (b) regularized 3D layouts demonstrates the effectiveness of our proposed
method in eliminating minor differences and reducing misalignment of component poses caused by
noise.

4.3. Quantitative experiment

It can be challenging to provide quantitative indicators for describing the reg-
ularity of building layouts. Generally, a layout appears more regular when it has
fewer categories. To demonstrate this, we have counted the number of categories
for the relevant building parameters before and after optimization and presented our
findings in Table 2. The symbols used have been explained in Section 3.3. It should
be noted that our method ensures the regularity of building layouts while reducing
categories.

We used precision (P ), recall (R), and F-score (F ) to evaluate our method,
similar to other 2D layout evaluation metrics (Jiang et al., 2016a). The calculation is

shown in Equation 14, where we constructed the true layout
∼
L interactively using 3D

modeling software (Blender, 2023) and ΛL is the sum of the areas of each polygon in
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Table 2: The relevant parameters of the building models and their layouts.

Biulding
Indexes

N
Before After Figure

Indexes
Data
Source|P| |Z| |N| |W| |H| |P| |Z| |N| |W| |H|

1 42 42 42 42 23 29 6 30 3 2 2 8d Zeche Zollern
2 63 63 62 56 39 45 10 21 2 3 3 8a Shenzhen
3 71 71 71 71 38 46 33 21 6 8 8 8c Zeche Zollern
4 101 101 95 101 77 69 48 20 6 10 9 9b Dortmund
5 128 128 80 128 82 43 24 41 4 8 6 8b Shenzhen
6 207 206 202 206 145 145 111 21 16 12 10 9a Dortmund
7 221 221 219 210 122 92 68 34 12 18 22 9c Dortmund

layout L. We projected each polygon in L onto the corresponding polygon in
∼
L and

used boolean intersection (Fabri and Pion, 2009) to obtain a set containing multiple

2D polygons denoted as L∩
∼
L. The relevant quantities were calculated for the initial

and regularized layouts of the seven buildings mentioned above, and the results are
illustrated in Figure 11. Compared to the initial layout, the regularized layout showed
6.5%, 4.5%, and 5.5% higher average precision, recall, and F-score, respectively.
Furthermore, as shown in Figure 11c, the overall evaluation metric F-score did not
exhibit a significant pattern in the optimization effect for different building layouts.
This is because the position, size, and orientation of each component all affect the
value of this metric, and even if the orientation of certain polygons is corrected, it
may not result in a significant improvement in the value of the overall layout (e.g.,
for building 4 and 6). Nevertheless, in general, the higher the F-score, the closer the
layout is to the ground truth.

P = Λ
L∩

∼
L
/ΛL

R = Λ
L∩

∼
L
/Λ∼

L

F = 2 · P ·R/ (P +R)

(14)
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Figure 11: Evaluation metrics (a) precision, (b) recall, and (c) F-score of our method, with the true
layout constructed interactively using 3D modeling software. The regularized layout demonstrated
higher precision, recall, and F-score compared to the initial layout.

4.4. Comparative experiment

There is currently a lack of research on optimizing 3D building façade layouts,
but reducing the number of categories often leads to more regular designs, as noted
by Hensel et al. (2019). In order to compare traditional clustering methods with our
own, we employed mean-shift (Comaniciu and Meer, 2002; Carreira-Perpinán, 2015),
a method that can perform adaptive clustering without the need for pre-defined
categories and has been widely used for optimizing geometric structures and façade
layouts (Pauly et al., 2008; Kelly et al., 2017). Figure 12 illustrates the results
(position and orientation) of applying mean-shift to the building layout shown in
Figure 9c, along with our own approach. The top row presents an overhead view
of the entire layout and local details, while the bottom row shows the side view of
local details. Figure 12a depicts the raw data, Figure 12b displays the outcomes
of adaptive clustering using mean-shift, and Figure 12c showcases the results of our
approach. The findings indicate that mean-shift enhances regularity, although it is
still affected by noise. Additionally, mean-shift was unable to prevent overlapping
positions in 3D space in our evaluations.
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(a) (b) (c)

Figure 12: Comparison between the traditional clustering method and our approach. We utilized
the adaptive clustering algorithm mean-shift to cluster the (a) raw data, resulting in (b), and
compared it with the results of our approach in (c). The red circles represent the position in
the top view, the green arrows represent the normal vectors, and the blue dotted lines depict the
auxiliary lines.

BIP enables the creation of special algebraic operations using logical operations.
However, it suffers from computational inefficiency due to its NP-hard nature, com-
monly referred to as combinatorial explosion. This issue becomes increasingly prob-
lematic as the number and types of building components grow. To address this
challenge, we adopted the same(·) operation from Bigsur (Kelly et al., 2017) to
construct our BIP model and developed related optimization strategies detailed in
Section 3.3.4. Figure 13 compares the key parameters of our strategy and Bigsur’s in
optimizing the layouts of the seven buildings mentioned above. Specifically, Figure
13a illustrates the number of unknowns, and Figure 13b shows the time consump-
tion. Our proposed optimization strategy has considerably reduced the scale of the
BIP model, with an average reduction of 50%, resulting in a noteworthy decrease in
memory usage. Furthermore, as the layout complexity increases, our approach leads
to a significantly greater reduction in computation time, as illustrated in Figure 13b.
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Figure 13: Efficiency comparison of our proposed optimization strategy and Bigsur’s when optimiz-
ing the layouts of seven buildings. The comparison is based on the following relevant parameters:
(a) Number of unknowns; and (b) Time consumption.

4.5. Robustness

To evaluate the robustness of our approach, we gradually introduced Gaussian
noise to a true layout, creating multiple initial layouts, and subsequently applied our
method to optimize these layouts, followed by the application of Equation 14 for
quantitative assessment. The results are illustrated in Figure 14, where Figure 14a
displays the original building and its true layout. Let e be the length of the shortest
edge of the polygons in the true layout, and let δe = 0.005e be the base variance.
Gaussian noise was gradually introduced to this layout with variances ranging from δe
to 15δe with a step size of δe. The top row of Figure 14b, c and d presents the layouts
subjected to Gaussian noise of 5δe, 10δe, and 15δe, respectively, while the bottom
row displays the corresponding optimized layouts. Figure 14 demonstrates that our
method improves the position and orientation of the initial layout and exhibits a
certain degree of denoising effect. The quantitative metrics with increasing noise are
shown in Figure 15, and it can be observed that when the variance is less than 9δe,
the F-score of our method remains above 0.9. As the noise level increases, the sizes
of the polygons in the layout change significantly, leading to a noticeable fluctuation
in the F-score.
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(a) (b) (c) (d)

Figure 14: Robustness test. Incremental levels of Gaussian noise were introduced gradually to a
true layout (a), and our method was employed to optimize them. The resulting layouts for variances
of (b) 5δe, (c) 10δe, and (d) 15δe are shown.
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Figure 15: The quantitative metrics were evaluated with increasing levels of noise to assess the
robustness of the proposed method.
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4.6. Discussion and limitations

To fully utilize the geometric and texture information of photogrammetric mesh
models, we extracted and optimized the 3D layout of the façade components directly
from the models. This approach improved the regularity and geometric details of
the original façade, which has significant practical value.

However, there are still limitations to our method. For instance, we did not
impose strict constraints on the sizes of the components due to the texture noise
present in the photogrammetric mesh model. Even if a layout with relatively uniform
sizes is obtained, some components may overlap partially. Presently, we have not
addressed this issue, but we have ensured that the center points of the components
do not overlap.

5. Conclusion

In this investigation, we unveil StructuredMesh, a sophisticated methodology
that capitalizes on the logical operations of BIP to refine 3D geometric structures of
façades. Distinctively, StructuredMesh eschews dependence on orthorectified façade
images for modeling, exhibiting an exceptional capability for alleviating geometric
noise. Furthermore, it embraces a comprehensive optimization strategy for multiple
façades, ensuring seamless congruity among components within the 3D space. Intrin-
sically, our BIP model operates as a clustering technique, albeit with comparatively
modest efficiency. Recently, the emergence of advanced deep learning methods for
discerning geometric parameters and relationships through differentiable rendering
(Li et al., 2020) and differentiable optimal transport (Cuturi et al., 2019) has been
witnessed. These pioneering approaches manifest extraordinary potential to bridge
the gaps between images and geometric components, heralding a new opportunity
for the conjoint detection and optimization of façade geometries.
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2015. ISPRS benchmark for multi-platform photogrammetry, in: ISPRS Annals
of Photogrammetry, Remote Sensing and Spatial Information Sciences.

Nishida, G., Bousseau, A., Aliaga, D.G., 2018. Procedural Modeling of a Building
from a Single Image. Computer Graphics Forum 37, 415–429.

OpenSceneGraph, 2023. The openscenegraph project website. https://www.

openscenegraph.com/. Last accessed on 2023-03-26.

Pauly, M., Mitra, N.J., Wallner, J., Pottmann, H., Guibas, L.J., 2008. Discovering
structural regularity in 3d geometry, in: ACM SIGGRAPH 2008 papers, pp. 1–11.

Recky, M., Leberl, F., 2010. Windows detection using k-means in cie-lab color space,
in: 2010 20th International Conference on Pattern Recognition, IEEE. pp. 356–
359.

Ren, S., He, K., Girshick, R., Sun, J., 2015. Faster r-cnn: Towards real-time object
detection with region proposal networks, in: Proceedings of the 28th International
Conference on Neural Information Processing Systems - Volume 1, MIT Press,
Cambridge, MA, USA. pp. 91–99.

Teboul, O., Kokkinos, I., Simon, L., Koutsourakis, P., Paragios, N., 2012. Parsing
facades with shape grammars and reinforcement learning. IEEE transactions on
pattern analysis and machine intelligence 35, 1744–1756.

Toschi, I., Ramos, M.M., Nocerino, E., Menna, F., Remondino, F., Moe, K., Poli, D.,
Legat, K., Fassi, F., 2017. Oblique Photogrammetry Supporting 3D Urban Recon-
struction of Complex Scenarios, in: The International Archives of the Photogram-
metry, Remote Sensing and Spatial Information Sciences, Copernicus GmbH. pp.
519–526.
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Tyleček, R., Šára, R., 2013. Spatial pattern templates for recognition of objects
with regular structure, in: Pattern Recognition: 35th German Conference, GCPR

29

https://www.openscenegraph.com/
https://www.openscenegraph.com/


2013, Saarbrücken, Germany, September 3-6, 2013. Proceedings 35, Springer. pp.
364–374.

Vargas-Munoz, J.E., Srivastava, S., Tuia, D., Falcão, A.X., 2021. OpenStreetMap:
Challenges and Opportunities in Machine Learning and Remote Sensing. IEEE
Geoscience and Remote Sensing Magazine 9, 184–199.

Verdie, Y., Lafarge, F., Alliez, P., 2015. LOD generation for urban scenes. ACM
Transactions on Graphics 34, 30.

Wang, C.C., 2010. Approximate boolean operations on large polyhedral solids with
partial mesh reconstruction. IEEE transactions on visualization and computer
graphics 17, 836–849.

Williams, H.P., 2009. Integer programming, in: Logic and Integer Programming.
Springer, pp. 25–70.

Wong, C.H.H., Cai, M., Ren, C., Huang, Y., Liao, C., Yin, S., 2021. Modelling
building energy use at urban scale: A review on their account for the urban envi-
ronment. Building and Environment 205, 108235.

Yu, D., Ji, S., Liu, J., Wei, S., 2021. Automatic 3D building reconstruction from
multi-view aerial images with deep learning. ISPRS Journal of Photogrammetry
and Remote Sensing 171, 155–170.

Zhang, X., Aliaga, D., 2022. RFCNet: Enhancing urban segmentation using regular-
ization, fusion, and completion. Computer Vision and Image Understanding 220,
103435.

Zhu, Q., Shang, Q., Hu, H., Yu, H., Zhong, R., 2021. Structure-aware comple-
tion of photogrammetric meshes in urban road environment. ISPRS Journal of
Photogrammetry and Remote Sensing 175, 56–70.

Zhu, Q., Wang, Z., Hu, H., Xie, L., Ge, X., Zhang, Y., 2020. Leveraging photogram-
metric mesh models for aerial-ground feature point matching toward integrated
3D reconstruction. ISPRS Journal of Photogrammetry and Remote Sensing 166,
26–40.

30


	Introduction
	Related works
	Image-based façade modeling
	Binary Integer Programming for Structure Optimization

	Methods
	Overview and problem setup
	Overview of the approach
	Problem setup

	Initial 3D layout generation through interactive rendering and Faster-RCNN
	Generation of color and depth maps through interactive rendering.
	Detection of initial components using Faster-RCNN

	Binary integer programming for 3D layout optimization of façade
	Parameter space
	Objective functions
	Modeling constraints
	Optimization


	Experimental evaluations and analyses
	Dataset description
	Qualitative experiment
	Quantitative experiment
	Comparative experiment
	Robustness
	Discussion and limitations

	Conclusion

