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Abstract

Enhancing AI systems to perform tasks following human instructions can signif-
icantly boost productivity. In this paper, we present InstructP2P, an end-to-end
framework for 3D shape editing on point clouds, guided by high-level textual
instructions. InstructP2P extends the capabilities of existing methods by synergiz-
ing the strengths of a text-conditioned point cloud diffusion model, Point-E, and
powerful language models, enabling color and geometry editing using language
instructions. To train InstructP2P, we introduce a new shape editing dataset, con-
structed by integrating a shape segmentation dataset, off-the-shelf shape programs,
and diverse edit instructions generated by a large language model, ChatGPT. Our
proposed method allows for editing both color and geometry of specific regions in
a single forward pass, while leaving other regions unaffected. In our experiments,
InstructP2P shows generalization capabilities, adapting to novel shape categories
and instructions, despite being trained on a limited amount of data.

1 Introduction

Automatically editing 3D shapes is an important task beneficial to various applications such as
computer graphics, computer-aided design, gaming, and animation. Conventional methods [5] focus
on specific 3D manipulations using computational geometry algorithms, such as mesh deforma-
tion [62, 26, 25] and surface subdivision [36, 8]. Although these methods offer precise control
over shapes, the editing processes tend to be functionally simplistic, laborious, and incapable of
comprehending high-level human instructions. In contrast, learning-based shape editing meth-
ods [1, 63, 34, 20, 48] can learn decomposed implicit representations directly from shape data, thus
enabling smooth shape transitions and controlled manipulation at higher semantic levels. However,
editing with implicit representations is neither handy nor intuitive, and these methods may suffer
from limited generalization across unseen categories due to scarce training data, constraining their
application in real-world scenarios. Moreover, existing shape editing techniques often encounter
difficulties when attempting to perform color and geometry editing simultaneously.

Employing natural language instructions to manipulate 3D shapes offers a more user-friendly and
intuitive way of editing, which can significantly improve productivity. With the rise of vision-language
models pre-trained on large-scale text-image datasets, such as CLIP [57], recent studies [44, 9, 40, 17]
have explored optimization-based mesh stylization by iteratively maximizing the similarity between
multi-view shape renderings and a text prompt. Despite the promising results, these methods are
limited to generating simple vertex deformations and color variations, and the optimization process
can be time-consuming. More recently, Achlioptas et al. [2] propose to train a shape auto-encoder and
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Input “square the backrest” “the legs are golden” “increase its height” “add armrests” “make the armrests sky blue”

Figure 1: Instruction-guided 3D shape editing. Given a 3D shape represented by a point cloud, our
InstructP2P model can perform accurate color and geometry editing following text instructions.

a neural listener that distinguishes the target shape from a distractor with a text description first, and
then train a shape editor module to edit shapes within the latent space in a way that is both consistent
with the language instruction and also minimal. However, their method is limited to specific shape
categories and only allows for geometry editing.

To address the limitations of existing methods, we draw inspiration from the recent work on
instruction-guided image editing [6] and present InstructP2P, a novel end-to-end 3D shape edit-
ing framework. InstructP2P aims to automate the editing process by employing high-level textual
instructions, thereby enabling users to effectively manipulate complex 3D objects. Considering that
instruction-based point cloud manipulation requires a comprehensive understanding of language
semantics, geometric structures, visual appearance, and the correspondence between language, shape,
and texture, we propose to collect a dataset encompassing these features to facilitate the training of
InstructP2P. Specifically, we leverage a shape segmentation dataset, i.e., PartNet [46], along with the
shape programs of three categories provided by Pearl et al. [54] to produce color and geometry editing
instances. Additionally, we harness the power of a large language model (LLM), i.e., ChatGPT [50],
to generate a plethora of edit instructions.

By training on a compilation of shape editing examples and the corresponding edit instructions,
we transform a text-conditioned point cloud diffusion model, i.e., Point-E [49], into an instruction-
conditioned shape editor, which is capable of editing both the color and geometry of a designated
region in a single forward pass by following the text instruction, while preserving other regions un-
touched. Thanks to the rich 3D priors and impressive shape generation ability of Point-E, InstructP2P
also exhibits a degree of generalization to previously unseen shape categories and instructions, even
though it has only been trained on a limited set of editing instances.

The main contributions of our paper can be summarized as follows: 1) We introduce InstructP2P, the
first general instruction-guided 3D shape and color editing framework that marries the strengths of
text-conditioned point cloud diffusion models with intuitive instructional guidance, enabling effective
color and geometry editing. 2) We present a new shape editing dataset built upon an existing shape
segmentation dataset and off-the-shelf shape programs, encompassing a diverse collection of shape
editing examples and the corresponding edit instructions generated by a powerful LLM. 3) Our
proposed method, InstructP2P, exhibits generalization capabilities to unseen shape categories and
edit instructions, expanding its range of real-world applications and laying the foundation for future
advancements in text-guided 3D shape editing.

2 Related Work

3D Shape Editing. 3D shape editing is challenging and requires complex shape understanding.
Traditional methods use explicit deformations [5, 62, 26, 25], while learning-based methods [1,
63, 34, 20, 48] employ lower-dimensional implicit representations [52, 43] to enable manipulation
at higher semantic levels. Language-driven 3D shape editing has been studied to achieve more
intuitive manipulation. Leveraging powerful vision-language models like CLIP [57], a series of
works [44, 9, 40, 17] generate mesh vertex deformations and colors by continuously optimizing the
CLIP similarity between the rendered images and a text prompt. ChangeIt3D [2] builds a shape
auto-encoder for presenting shapes in a latent space, and a neural listener that can distinguish target
shapes from distractor shapes based on text descriptions. It then uses the two modules to train a latent
shape editor that edits shapes according to input instructions with minimal changes.

Text-driven 2D Image Editing. The vision-language alignment ability of CLIP can be applied
in text-driven image manipulation by altering the image content directly [3, 31] or optimizing the
latent code of a pre-trained Generative Adversarial Network (GAN) [18, 28, 53, 38, 14, 69]. Recent
advances in text-to-image (T2I) diffusion models [23, 61, 58, 59] trained on internet-scale text-image
datasets provide a new paradigm for text-driven image editing [30, 42]. Recent works [29, 22, 47,
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“Make the {table legs} {sloped}.”

“Make the {table} {rounder}.”

“Make the bag handle yellow.”

“Make the bag body blue.”

“Make the table legs sloped.”

“Make the table rounder.”

ChatGPT

“Set the bag handle to yellow.”
“Turn the bad handle into yellow”

“”“The bag body should be blue.”
“Change the bag body to blue.”

“”“Tilt the table legs further.”
“Increase the angle of table legs.”

“”“Give it a more circular shape.”
“Round the table.”

“Make the table less square.”

InstructP2P

“The chair legs should be green.”

“M
ake the chair taller.”(b) Diverse Instructions Generation with LLM

(c) Instruction-guided Shape Editing

Color Editing Examples Geometry Editing Examples

Tedious Template Instructions Diverse and Practical Instructions

“Make the {bag body} {blue}.”

“Make the {bag handle} {yellow}.”

Template: “Make the {} {}.”

(a) Shape Editing Examples Generation

Figure 2: Overview. (a) Color and geometry editing examples. We utilize a text template “Make the
{} {}” to create simple edit instructions for the editing examples pairs, where {} denotes the editing
objective and {} is a description of the editing. (b) To improve the robustness of the trained model
and simulate a more realistic user experience, we leverage ChatGPT to diversify the edit instructions.
(c) After training InstructP2P on the dataset, we can edit the color and geometry of an input point
cloud following text instructions in a single forward pass.

13, 68] have leveraged T2I diffusion models to conduct free-style image manipulation in a diffusion-
denoising scheme, allowing for greater control and flexibility. Brooks et al. [6] further presents an
instruction-guided image editing model that is fine-tuned from a T2I diffusion model using large-scale
synthetic image editing pairs associated with edit instructions. Following [6], some methods have
also explored instruction-guided image inpainting [66] and neural radiance field stylization [21, 27].

3D Diffusion Models. Diffusion models, gaining popularity for their generation performance
and training stability, have been utilized in 3D shape generation for point clouds [70, 37, 41, 64],
meshes [19, 35, 39], and implicit fields [60, 67, 32, 10, 24, 33, 16]. Despite the promising shape
generation performance, these methods are often trained on limited shape categories and are hard
to generalize. Recently, OpenAI introduced Point-E [49], a conditional point cloud diffusion model
trained on millions of 3D models. Thanks to the large-scale training data, Point-E can generate
colored point clouds from complex text or image prompts and exhibits great generalization ability
across many shape categories. Our instruction-guided shape editing model is built upon Point-E to
enjoy its rich internal 3D priors.

Large Language Models. Advancements in large language models (LLMs) have greatly impacted
natural language understanding. Earlier models, such as word2vec [45] and GloVe [55], introduced
continuous word embeddings, while transformer architectures, like GPT [56] and BERT [15], utilized
self-attention for improved context representation. Recent LLMs, including GPT-3 [7], PaLM [11],
ChatGPT [50], and GPT-4 [51], showcased their potential across various sophisticated tasks such as
question-answering, summarization, translation, and code completion. These new models showcased
unprecedented capabilities thanks to their massive scale and pre-training techniques, highlighting the
potential of LLMs in a vast spectrum of applications.

3 Method

Given a 3D shape represented by a colored point cloud P ∈ RN×6 and a text instruction t describing
the desired color/geometry modification, we aim to synthesize a new point cloud P′ ∈ RN×6 where
the color or geometry is accurately edited according to t. We present InstructP2P, an end-to-end
model that generates edited shapes conditioned on given shapes and text instructions. The architecture
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of InstructP2P is based on Point-E, a powerful text-to-3D diffusion model. We directly take the
pre-trained weights from Point-E and fine-tune InstructP2P with a collection of editing examples
where each example includes a source point cloud, a target point cloud, and an edit instruction.

In this section, we first outline background knowledge (Section 3.1). We then detail our data gener-
ation pipeline with automatic editing examples and ChatGPT-generated instructions (Section 3.2).
Finally, we describe the model architecture and training procedures of InstructP2P (Section 3.3).

3.1 Preliminaries

3.1.1 Text-conditioned Point Cloud Diffusion Model

Diffusion models [23, 61] learn to gradually denoise pure Gaussian noise into data samples. Given
a data sample x0 ∼ q (x0) and a noise schedule 0 < β1 < · · · < βT < 1, the forward diffusion
process q gradually adds noise to x0 at each time step t: q (xt|xt−1) = N

(
xt;
√
1− βtxt−1, βtI

)
.

Let αt = 1 − βt and ᾱt =
∏t

i=1 αi, it can be achieved by sampling ϵ ∼ N (0, I) and then setting
xt =

√
ᾱtx0+

√
1− ᾱtϵ. To reverse this process, a noise prediction network ϵθ is trained to estimate

the added noise at each timestep t using the following loss function:

L = Ex0,t,ϵt

∥∥ϵt − ϵθ
(√

ᾱtx0 +
√
1− ᾱtϵt; t

)∥∥2
2

(1)

After training, we can sample a random Gaussian noise xT ∼ N (0, I) and then gradually denoise
it to end up with a sample from the real distribution x0. Conditional diffusion models further add
an additional condition y to the denoising network ϵθ, such as a text or an image prompt, and the
training objective becomes:

L = Ex0,t,ϵt,y

∥∥ϵt − ϵθ
(√

ᾱtx0 +
√
1− ᾱtϵt; t, y

)∥∥2
2

(2)

Point-E [49] is a conditional point cloud diffusion model released by OpenAI, which is trained on
millions of 3D models associated with text descriptions. Given a text or an image prompt, Point-E uses
its CLIP embedding as the condition of ϵθ and gradually denoise a pure Gaussian noise into a colored
point cloud. Point-E provides several model variants, which are trained under different settings: 1)
40M-textvec: a model conditioned on CLIP text embeddings of text descriptions, 2) 40M-imagevec: a
model conditioned on CLIP image embeddings of rendered images, and 3) 40M/300M/1B: models
that are condition on grid-features of rendered images encoded by the CLIP ViT image encoder, they
share the same architecture but differ in parameter scales. Our InstructP2P is fine-tuned from the
40M-textvec variant of Point-E, due to its inherent ability to deal with language input.

3.1.2 InstructPix2Pix

Brooks et al. [6] propose InstructPix2Pix, an end-to-end image editing framework that can follow
human instructions. It leverages the power of an advanced large-scale text-to-image diffusion model,
i.e., Stable Diffusion [58], and fine-tune it on a dataset containing 454K image editing examples
and the corresponding instructions. To generate the dataset, Brooks et al. [6] first manually create
700 <source caption, target caption, edit instruction> triplets, then leverage them to fine-tune a
GPT-3 [7] language model to make it generate a larger amount (454K) of triplets. To transform the
<source caption, target caption> pairs into <source image, target image> pairs, they use Prompt-
to-Prompt [22], a recent method aimed at encouraging multiple generations from a text-to-image
diffusion model to be similar. Finally, the <source image, target image, edit instruction> triplets are
used to fine-tune Stable Diffusion into the InstructPix2Pix model.

3.2 Dataset Generation

To give users more control, our method aims to handle both part-level and global-level shape editing,
as well as color and geometry manipulations simultaneously. Inspired by InstructPix2Pix, we propose
to leverage the text-to-shape generation ability of Point-E and fine-tune it into an instruction-guided
shape editing model. However, the training requires a shape editing dataset containing color and
geometry editing examples associated with edit instructions, which is challenging to collect since
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there is no automatic tool like Prompt-to-Prompt to create precise shape pairs from caption pairs in
the 3D community. We now illustrate how we generate such editing examples and edit instructions.

3.2.1 Generating Color Editing Examples

We exploit a 3D shape dataset with part-level annotations, i.e., PartNet [46], to generate the color
editing examples. PartNet consists of 27K 3D models covering 24 object categories annotated
with fine-grained and hierarchical 3D part information. In this work, we utilize the first-level part
annotations, please refer to the supplementary material for more details.

Given a colored point cloud P ∈ RN×6 in PartNet with K part annotations {pj}Kj=1 (P = p1 ∪
· · · ∪ pK), for each part pj , we randomly assign a new color to the points. Denoting the edited part
as p′

j , we now obtain an edited point cloud P′ = p1 ∪ · · · ∪p′
j ∪ · · · ∪pK ∈ RN×6. Meanwhile, we

also generate an edit instruction t with a pre-defined text template like “make the {part name} {color
name}” and form an edit triplet <P,P′, t>. For example, if we assign a blue color to the “legs” of a
chair, the edit instruction would be “make the chair legs blue”. Following this scheme, we generate a
part-level color editing dataset of <source point cloud, target point cloud, edit instruction> triplets.

3.2.2 Generating Geometry Editing Examples

Our framework seeks to handle geometry editing tasks like part addition, deletion, and deformation.
Acquiring a high-quality part-level dataset is challenging due to the absence of effective automatic
tools for these operations.

Recently, Pearl et al. [54] introduced GeoCode, which maps input shapes to an editable parameter
space for novel shape assembly using Blender’s [12] Geometry Nodes. They created three programs
for chairs, vases, and tables that decompose shapes into components, featuring human-interpretable
parameters controlling properties. More details can be found in their paper and supplementary
material.

We then present a two-step geometry editing dataset generation pipeline using these shape programs.
In the first step, we assign random parameters to the shape programs and generate a large set of diverse
shapes (triangle meshes) {Si}Mi=1. Next, for each mesh Si, we iterate over its editable parameters
and randomly alter each parameter to obtain a set of edited meshes {Sj

i }Lj=1, where L is the number
of editable parameters. The edited shape Sj

i shares exactly the same parameters with Si except for
the j-th parameter. For each of the three shape categories, we define a unique set of editable shape
parameters. For example, for the "chair" category, the editable parameters include leg length, backrest
curvature, indicator of having armrests, etc. We give more details in the supplementary material.

When altering a parameter, we generate an associated edit instruction t from a pre-defined textual
template according to whether the parameter is increased or decreased. For example, if the length
of the chair leg is increased by the control parameter, the edit instruction would be “make the chair
legs longer”; otherwise, it would be “make the chair legs shorter”. After iterating over every shape
Si and every editable parameter of Si, we obtain a geometry editing dataset consists of triplets
{< Sk, S

′
k, tk >}ML

k=1. We then uniformly sample the source and target point clouds Pk,P
′
k ∈ RN×6

from the surface of Sk and S′
k, respectively, and get the final part-level geometry editing dataset

{< Pk,P
′
k, tk >}ML

k=1. To be noted, the generated meshes are textureless, thus we assign a default
gray color (0.5, 0.5, 0.5) to all sampled point clouds.

3.2.3 Enriching Edit Instructions with ChatGPT

Although we have generated the associated edit instructions when generating the color/geometry
editing examples, these instructions are created from hand-crafted templates and lack of diversity.
Considering the powerful descriptive ability of large language models (LLMs), we leverage Chat-
GPT [50] to generate a more diverse set of edit instructions. For each existing instruction, we ask
ChatGPT to rewrite it into three different shape edit instructions without altering the meaning. We
give the full prompt we use in the supplementary material.

The usage of LLMs is highly advantageous. Firstly, ChatGPT can generate highly diverse and
contextually relevant edit instructions, enhancing the robustness of the trained model. Secondly, the
extended instructions can capture more complex and highly-specific shape edit instructions, which
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Predicted Noise 𝝐𝝐𝑡𝑡Noised Point Cloud 𝐱𝐱𝑡𝑡Timestep 𝑡𝑡

InstructP2P

⋯

Point-E

⋯

Text/Instruction 𝐭𝐭 Point Cloud Condition 𝐏𝐏

⋯

⋯
⋯

Figure 3: The transformer-based model architectures of Point-E and InstructP2P. The input of Point-E
includes three parts: a token of the CLIP embedding of the text prompt, a token of the timestep t, and
N tokens of the noised point cloud xt. Our InstructP2P model replaces the text prompt with the edit
instruction and concatenates the input point cloud P with xt as an additional condition.

may otherwise be challenging to create manually using fixed templates. Lastly, utilizing a powerful
LLM ensures the generated instructions reflect human-like expressing preferences, thus simulating a
more realistic user experience and increasing the applicability in real-world scenarios.

3.3 InstructP2P

With the generated color and geometry editing examples paired with diverse text instructions, we can
now train an end-to-end instruction-guided shape editing model.

3.3.1 Model Architecture

The model architecture of InstructP2P is based on Point-E [49], which exploits a transformer-based
model as the denoising network ϵθ. As shown in Figure 3, the original model maps the noised point
cloud xt ∈ RN×6, the timestep t ∈ R, and the CLIP text embedding e ∈ R768 into D-dimensional
tokens with separate linear layers and feeds them into the transformer to predict the added noise ϵt at
timestep t.

To transform the model into an end-to-end shape editing model, we add an additional point cloud
condition P ∈ RN×6 to ϵθ by concatenating xt and P and adding 6 extra input channels to the
linear layer that maps xt to transformer tokens. We initialize the weights of our model with the
40M-textvec checkpoint of Point-E, and the weights that operate on the newly added 6 input channels
are initialized as 0.

3.3.2 Training Details

The training objective of InstructP2P is the diffusion loss in Equation 2 with an extra point cloud
condition, denoted as:

L = EP′,t,ϵt,t,P

∥∥ϵt − ϵθ
(√

ᾱtP
′ +
√
1− ᾱtϵt; t, ET (t),P

)∥∥2
2
, (3)

where t represents the text instruction and ET signifies the CLIP text encoder. P′ is the ground truth
target point cloud corresponding to P which denotes the real data sample x0 in Equation 2. The
learning rate is set to 10−5, which is 10× smaller than the original learning rate of Point-E. The point
coordinates and RGB values in the dataset are both normalized to [−1, 1] before feeding them into
the model. We train InstructP2P on our shape editing dataset for 200K steps with a batch size of 64
using two NVIDIA A100 GPUs. The training takes about 48 hours.

Point Cloud Alignment. The transformer architecture of Point-E does not employ positional
encodings for the input noise, thus ensuring permutation-invariant point cloud generation. However,
since the output order is tied to the input order and we take the source point cloud P as an additional
input, we need to make an alignment between the source point cloud P and the target point cloud
P′. For the color editing dataset, this issue does not exist since we only change the colors of a point
subset and the source and target points strictly share the same order. However, the point cloud pairs in
the geometry editing dataset are sampled from two different meshes and are not aligned in 3D space.

To align P and P′, we first run the Iterative Closest Point (ICP) registration algorithm [4] and apply
the output SE(3) transformation to P′ to make them aligned globally. Then we construct a bijection
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f : P→ P′ by minimizing the sum of the squared Euclidean distances of all matched point pairs:

f = argmin
f

N∑
j=1

∥pj − f(pj)∥22, (4)

where pj ∈ P, f(pj) ∈ P′. This is a classical linear sum assignment problem and can be efficiently
implemented with the SciPy [65] library. With the bijection f , we can permute P′ so that pj and
f(pj) share the same order. Intuitively, our model tries to learn the correct point displacements for a
given instruction from the geometry editing examples, and this alignment operation makes the point
displacements “minimal”, thus easing the model learning.

4 Experiments

In this section, we first evaluate the efficacy of our proposed InstructP2P on the instruction-guided
3D shape editing task, both qualitatively (Section 4.1) and quantitatively (Section 4.2). Subsequently,
we conduct ablation studies to assess the effectiveness of critical components of our framework
(Section 4.3).

4.1 Qualitative Evaluation

Baseline. Since there is no text-guided point cloud editing method that is publicly available, we
draw inspiration from recent diffusion-model-based image editing methods and build a baseline
method ourselves for comparison. Similar to Prompt-to-Prompt [22], our baseline requires three
inputs: the input point cloud, a source prompt tsrc captioning the input, and a target prompt ttgt
describing the edited point cloud. For example, if we want to edit the backrest of a chair into red color,
then the source and target prompt would be “a chair” and “a chair with red backrest”, respectively.
Given an input point cloud P ∈ RN×6, we first run DDIM [61] inversion using tsrc as condition to
inverse P into a noise z ∈ RN×6, and then run the denoising sampling process from z using ttgt as
condition to generate the edited point cloud. Additionally, we leverage a “strength” hyper-parameter
s ∈ (0, 1.0] to control how many DDIM inversion steps we run. When s = 1.0, P is inverted into a
pure Gaussian noise, otherwise, we invert P into an intermediate noise level, and a smaller s leads to
editing results closer to P. By default, the total number of DDIM steps is set to 64 (we use the same
number of sampling steps for our method).

Qualitative Comparison. We show the color and geometry editing results in Figure 4. We can
observe that our method shows higher editing quality and accuracy. For the DDIM inversion baseline,
using a larger strength value for editing can destroy the original shapes. And a smaller strength makes
no edit to the shapes in most cases. Sometimes, the baseline can edit the shape properly (such as the
“remove armrests” example in the 3rd row, the last column). However, our method still shows a better
ability to preserve the shape details irrelevant to the desired edit (3rd row, 7th column).

Generalization Ability. Our InstructP2P is fine-tuned from the Point-E model, which was originally
trained on millions of 3D models. Thanks to the generation ability and rich internal 3D priors of
Point-E, our shape editing model also exhibits a degree of generalization ability to unseen shape
categories and instructions, even though the scale and diversity of the training dataset are limited. As
Figure 5 shows, our model can successfully edit the car, the airplane, and the corgi, although these
three shape categories are not in our training dataset. The results demonstrate the generalization
ability of our method. To the best of our knowledge, our InstructP2P is the first learning-based 3D
shape editing method that shows generalization ability across unseen shape categories. We believe
our method can serve as a starting point for open-vocabulary 3D shape editing.

Sequential Editing. Our InstructP2P also enables sequential point cloud editing by executing a
sequence of edit instructions step-by-step. We show an example in Figure 1, where we gradually
edit a short chair without armrests into a tall chair with sky-blue armrests and golden legs. At each
step, we edit the color or geometry of a specific chair part, while faithfully preserving the geometric
structure and visual appearance of other regions. We believe such a serialized editing ability can be
very practical in real-world applications.
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Input Ours DDIM Inv
(s=1.0) 

DDIM Inv
(s=0.75) 

DDIM Inv
(s=0.5) 

Input Ours DDIM Inv
(s=1.0) 

DDIM Inv
(s=0.75) 

DDIM Inv
(s=0.5) 

make the vase wooden a vase → a wooden vase

the chair seat is golden a chair → a chair with golden seat

make the lamp base pink a lamp → a lamp with pink base it should be one-legged a chair → an one-legged chair

reduce the screen width a screen → a narrow screen

remove the armrests a chair → a chair with no armrest

Figure 4: Left: color editing results. Right: geometry editing results. We use the DDIM inversion
baseline with 3 different strengths (s = 1.0, 0.75, 0.5) for comparison. For our method, we annotate
the edit instruction above each example. For DDIM inversion baselines, we annotate the used prompts
in the format of “source prompt”->“target prompt”.

.make the wheels red widen the car make the wings longer the corgi’s ears are brown

Figure 5: The generalization ability of our InstructP2P model. We show 3 examples from the “car”,
“airplane”, and “corgi” categories. Although these 3 categories are not in our training dataset, our
model still generates proper color and geometry manipulations following the edit instructions.

4.2 Quantitative Evaluation

Table 1: Quantitative comparison with DDIM inversion. We report the Chamfer-L1 distance for the
geometry editing task in the first row, and the RGB mean squared error for the color editing task.

Metric DDIM Inv Ours
s = 1.0 s = 0.75 s = 0.5

Chamfer-L1 (×10−2) ↓ 9.72 6.12 10.16 4.09
RGB MSE (×10−2) ↓ 59.73 99.71 89.75 3.28

Metrics. To evaluate our method and the baseline quantitatively, we manually create a color editing
test set and a geometry editing test set using the same procedure as in Section 3.2, each containing
100 <source point cloud, target point cloud, edit instruction> triplets. To run the DDIM inversion
baseline, we also write the corresponding <source prompt, target prompt> pairs. Although there
should be no particular “ground truth shape” to judge the editing results, we use the target point
cloud as a common reference and consider that a smaller distance to the reference indicates a better
editing. We leverage two metrics: (i) For geometry editing, we use Chamfer-L1 distance (evaluated
with 2048 points) between the xyz-coordinates of the generated point cloud and target point cloud as
the metric. (ii) For color editing, we compute the mean squared error between the RGB values of the
generated point cloud and the target point cloud (we match the two point clouds with the procedure
in Section 3.3.2 before computing the error).

Quantitative Comparison. As shown in Table 1, our method achieves a significantly lower
Chamfer-L1 distance and RGB error than the DDIM inversion baseline, demonstrating the effective-
ness of our method on both the color and geometry editing tasks. For the DDIM inversion baseline, it
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Input Ours w/o LLM Ours Ours w/o LLM Ours Ours w/o LLM Ours Ours w/o LLM Ours

make the backrest forest green the chair back looks forest green make the chair legs slanted curve its legs

Input Ours (Color) Input Ours (Geometry) Input Ours 40M-imagevec 40M 300M

remove the armrests make the lamp base pink

(a)

(b) (c) make the wheels red

Figure 6: Ablation studies. (a) Ablation on the usage of ChatGPT. We denote the model trained
solely with template instructions as “Ours w/o LLM”. We mark the template instructions in red and
the free-style instructions in blue, respectively. (b) Ablation on joint color-geometry training. The
models trained on the color and the geometry editing datasets are denoted as “Ours (Color)” and
“Ours (Geometry)” respectively. (c) Ablation on different Point-E variants for fine-tuning.

obtains the worst Chamfer-L1 distance with the strength s = 0.5 since it tends to “reconstruct” the
input point cloud without editing. We can also observe the RGB error of our method is much smaller
than the DDIM inversion baseline. As Figure 4 has shown, the baseline struggles to edit the color
correctly, while our method can edit the colors precisely while preserving the colors of other parts.

4.3 Ablation Studies

Usage of ChatGPT for Instruction Diversifying. To demonstrate the efficacy of diversifying
edit instructions with ChatGPT, we train an InstructP2P model with only the instructions generated
automatically from the template “make the {} {}” (denoted as “Ours w/o LLM”) for comparison. As
Figure 6 (a) shows, although the model trained solely with the template instructions can deal with
instructions conforming to the template, it shows a weaker generalization ability to more free-style
instructions. In comparison, our model trained with the instructions produced by ChatGPT can
understand more diverse edit instructions and generate proper manipulations more consistently.

Joint Color & Geometry Training. Our InstructP2P model is trained on the color and geometry
editing datasets to handle the two types of editing simultaneously. We then evaluate the model’s
editing ability when we train it on the two datasets separately. As Figure 6 (b) shows, the model
trained solely with color editing examples fails to edit the geometry, and vice versa. By training the
model on the two datasets jointly, we can edit both the geometric structure and the visual appearance
of the input point cloud with a single model, which makes it more practical.

Varied Point-E Architectures. We train InstructP2P by fine-tuning the 40M-terxtvec variant of
Point-E, since it is the only variant using languages as conditions. We also tried training the model
using different variants for comparison. Although we find that all the models can fit the editing
examples in the dataset well, the models fine-tuned from other Point-E variants shows weaker
generalization ability to unseen shapes, as shown in Figure 6 (c). We argue that the other Point-E
variants take CLIP image embeddings as the condition while we take CLIP text embeddings of edit
instructions as the condition during fine-tuning, thus suffering from the gap between the text and
image modalities of CLIP embedding space. As a result, the model is overfitted to the training dataset.

5 Conclusion

In this paper, we present InstructP2P, the first 3D shape editing framework that can follow human
instructions. By generating a collection of shape editing examples and diverse edit instructions with
the help of an LLM, we fine-tune a large-scale text-conditioned point cloud diffusion model, i.e.,
Point-E, into a feed-forward instruction-guided shape editor. The experimental results demonstrate
that our InstructP2P is capable of handling both color and geometry editing. Additionally, we also
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show that our model exhibits generalization abilities to unseen shape categories and instructions,
although it is trained on a limited scale of the shape editing dataset.

Limitations. Our method attains notable point cloud editing results but faces limitations. First,
it cannot synthesize complex textures due to point cloud representation constraints. Second, the
architecture demands equal input and output sizes, hindering more intuitive geometric operations such
as adding/deleting. Finally, fine-grained edits, such as “increase the height by 0.2m", are challenging
due to dataset scale and Point-E’s limited generation capacity.

Societal Impact. The emergence of intuitive 3D shape editing techniques has the potential to
revolutionize the development of content creation. However, this technique also poses potential
risks, such as malicious use in data piracy. Hence, it is crucial to prioritize responsible research and
implementation of this technology.
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A Details of The Shape Editing Dataset

A.1 Dataset Generation Algorithms

To generate the color editing examples, we use the part-level annotations of the PartNet [46] dataset.
For each point cloud in PartNet, we assign a random color to each part to get the target point clouds.
To generate the geometry editing examples, we use the blender shape programs of 3 categories (chair,
vase, table) provided by Pearl et al. [54] *. We use the shape programs to generate a set of meshes
first, then we randomly alter each editable parameter and synthesize a target mesh for each edited
parameter with the shape programs. Finally, we sample the source and target point clouds from
the source and target meshes. To be noted, we pre-dine a “parameter inscrease instruction” and
a “parameter decrease instruction” for each editable shape parameter to generate the simple edit
instructions. We give the detailed dataset generation algorithms for the color and geometry editing
datasets in Algorithm 1 and 2, respectively. For simplicity, Algorithm 2 only takes a single category
into account, but the procedures are equal for all the 3 categories.

A.2 ChatGPT Prompt

We generate an associated edit instruction for each pair of edit examples using the template “Make
the {} {}”, where {} denotes the editing objective and {} is a description of the editing. To diversify
these naive edit instructions, we leverage the ChatGPT [50] API to rewrite each edit instruction into 3
different instructions sharing the same meaning. We show our prompt for calling the API in Figure 7.
To reduce the API cost, we process 40 edit instructions in parallel at each API call to maximize the
number of input tokens, and we request ChatGPT to output a JSON dict whose keys are the indices
of the input instructions while the values are the lists of 3 rewritten instructions.

A.3 Dataset Details

After running Algorithm 1 and 2 for dataset generation, we obtain 98763 color editing examples
and 80270 geometry editing examples in total. For each pair of editing example, we have a source
point cloud, a target point cloud, and 3 different edit instructions produced by ChatGPT. For the color
editing dataset, we utilize the first-level part annotations of PartNet. All the shape categories and the
corresponding part categories we used are listed in Table 2. For the geometry editing dataset, we list
all the editable shape parameters and the shape properties they control for the three categories (chair,
vase, table) in Table 3. Finally, we visualize samples from our instruction-guided point cloud editing
dataset in Figure 8.

*https://github.com/threedle/GeoCode
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Algorithm 1 Generating Color Editing Examples

Input: Point clouds {Pi}Mi=1, part annotations {{li,j}Ni
j=1}Mi=1 where Ni denotes the number of parts

of Pi, colors set C = {ck}Nc

k=1.
Output: Color editing dataset Dcolor.

1: Dcolor ← []
2: for i = 1 to M do
3: for j = 1 to Ni do
4: ck ← RANDOM(C)
5: P′

i,j ← ASSIGN(Pi, li,j , ck) {Assign color ck to the part li,j of Pi}
6: npart ← NAME(Li,j)
7: ncolor ← NAME(ck)
8: text← TEMPLATE(npart, ncolor) {Generate edit instruction using text template}
9: Add < Pi,P

′
i,j , text > to Dcolor

10: end for
11: end for
12: return Dcolor

Algorithm 2 Generating Geometry Editing Examples (Single Category)
Input: Meshes {Si}Mi=1, shape parameters {ej}Nj=1 where N denotes the number of editable pa-
rameters of this category, parameter increase instructions {tinc

j }Nj=1, parameter decrease instructions
{tdec

j }Nj=1, shape program G of this category.
Output: Geometry editing dataset Dgeometry.

1: Dgeometry ← []
2: for i = 1 to M do
3: for j = 1 to N do
4: vi,j ← VALUE(Si, ej) {Get the original parameter value}
5: v′

i,j ← RANDOMCHANGE(vi,j) {Get the edited parameter value randomly}
6: S′

i,j ← PROGRAM(G,Si,v
′
i,j) {Generate the edited mesh using the shape program}

7: if v′
i,j > vi,j then

8: text← tinc
j

9: else
10: text← tdec

j
11: end if
12: Pi ← SAMPLE(Si) {Sample the source point cloud}
13: P′

i,j ← SAMPLE(S′
i,j) {Sample the target point cloud}

14: Add < Pi,P
′
i,j , text > to Dgeometry

15: end for
16: end for
17: return Dgeometry
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You are a useful assistant. I will give you a list of 40 shape edit instructions enclosed in
"[]", each of which describes a 3D shape edit operation. Please edit each instruction
into 3 different edit instructions without changing the meaning. The output should be
a json dict whose 40 keys are the indices of the instructions I give you and the value of
each key is the list of the 3 new instructions corresponding to each original instruction.
Don't output anything else such as code or comments other than the json dict.
Here is the list of instructions: [“make the chair arm red purple”, “make the chair back
pastel red”, “make the chair seat yellow”, “make the chair base almost black”, …]

{“0": ["change the color of chair arm to red purple", "make the chair arm red
purple", "the chair arm should have a red purple color"], “1": ["the chair back
should be pastel red", "change the color of chair back to pastel red", "make
the chair back pastel red"], “2": ["change the chair seat to yellow", "make
the chair seat yellow", "the chair seat should have a yellow color"], “3": ["the
chair base is almost black", "change the color of chair base to almost black",
"make the chair base almost black"], …}

You are a useful assistant. I will give you a list of 40 shape edit instructions enclosed in
"[]", each of which describes a 3D shape edit operation. Please edit each instruction
into 3 different edit instructions without changing the meaning. The output should be
a json dict whose 40 keys are the indices of the instructions I give you and the value of
each key is the list of the 3 new instructions corresponding to each original instruction.
Don't output anything else such as code or comments other than the json dict.
Here is the list of instructions: [“make the seat lower”, “make it have armrests”,
“make the backrest rounder”, “make the chair narrower”, …]

{“0": ["lower the position of the seat", "move the seat down", "bring the seat
closer to the ground"], “1": ["it has armrests", “install armrests on it",
"attach armrests to it"], “2": [“give the backrest a more circular shape",
"round the backrest", "create a round backrest"], “3": ["narrow the chair",
"make the chair less wide", "reduce the width of the chair"], …}

Figure 7: Our prompt for calling the ChatGPT API to generate diverse edit instructions and the
responses from ChatGPT. For each API call, we process 40 edit instructions in parallel to maximize
the number of input tokens and reduce cost. The output format is a JSON dict.

make the chair back light green make the blade handle cyan it has no armrest make the chair seat higher

change the bottle neck to yellow the display has a yellow base thicken the tabletop reduce the angles of chair base

set the cup handle as light purple the trashcan’s cover is yellow green delete its handles make the vase’s mouth smaller

Source Target Source Target Source Target Source Target

Figure 8: Left: samples from our color editing dataset; Right: samples from our geometry editing
dataset.
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Table 2: The shape categories and the corresponding part categories we used for generating the color
editing dataset.

Bag Bed Bowl Bottle Chair Clock Dishwasher Display Door Earphone Faucet Hat

body sleep area container lid head base body screen body earbud unit switch crown
handle ladder bottom handle back frame base base frame connector wire hose brim

shoulder strap frame containing things body arm body head band spout button
seat frame panel

bill

Keyboard Knife Lamp LaptopMicrowave Mug RefrigeratorScissorsCabinet Table Trashcan Vase

frame handle base screen body containing things body blade frame base base body
key blade body base base body base handle shelf bench cover base

unit handle drawer tabletop frame containing things
power cord base container

door

Table 3: The editable shape parameters we used to generate the geometry editing dataset and the shape
properties they control. Each of the three shape categories owns an independent set of parameters.

Chair Vase Table

parameter property parameter property parameter property

scale_x width body_height height table_top_scale_x width
scale_y length body_width width table_top_scale_y length
scale_z height bodytop_curve_heightbottom thickness table_top_height height
pillow_state pillow existence body_profile_blend roundness table_top_shape roundness
seat_shape roundness handle_count handles existencetable_top_thickness tabletop thickness
seat_pos seat height neck_end_x neck size legs_shape_1 legs thickness
cr_count back rails existence _end_z neck length legs_bevel legs roundness
tr_shape_1 back curvature neck_end_bezier_x neck thickness std_legs_bottom_offset_y legs straightness
is_vertical_rail vertical/horizontal rails is_std_legs_support_x leg connections existence
is_back_rest solid back or not std_legs_support_x_heightleg connections height
legs_shape_1 legs thickness legs_support_x_height leg connections thickness
legs_bevel legs roundness is_monoleg one-legged or not
is_monoleg one-legged or not is_monoleg_tent leg supports existence
is_monoleg_tent leg has supports or not monoleg_tent_base_radius leg supports angles
monoleg_bezier_end_x leg thickness monoleg_bezier_end_x leg thickness
frame_top_y_offset_pct back angle
leg_bottom_y_offset_pct leg angles
handles_state arms existence
is_handles_support arm supports existence
handles_profile_width arms thickness
handles_base_pos_z_pct arms heights
handles_support_thicknessarm supports thickness

B Discussions

B.1 Point Cloud Alignment

As stated in Section 3.3.2, we align the source and target point clouds in the geometry editing
dataset by computing a bijection f : P → P′ that minimizes the summarized squared distance∑N

j=1 ∥pj − f(pj)∥22 before training, and then permute the target point cloud to make pj and f(pj)
share the same order. We visualize the effects of this point cloud alignment operation in Figure 9.
As Figure 9 shows, the distances between the source point cloud (blue) and the target point are
minimized after alignment (right colomn), while the point correspondences (green lines) are chaos
and highly-random without alignment (left column). By aligning the source and target point clouds,
the point offsets our model needs to learn are minimized, thus making the training easier.

B.2 Comparison with ChangeIt3D

ChangeIt3D [2] is the most relevant work since it is also a language-driven shape editing framework.
However, its code and data are not publicly available yet thus we cannot use it as a baseline and make
a comparison. In Table 4, we compare the main features of our InstructP2P and ChangeIt3D. Our
InstructP2P is an end-to-end framework that can handle both color and geometry editing on point
clouds, while ChangeIt3D requires a two-stage training and cannot deal with color manipulations.
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Besides, ChangeIt3D is trained on the ShapeTalk [2] dataset which contains limited shape categories,
while our InstructP2P is fine-tuned from Point-E [49] trained on millions of 3D models. Therefore,
our method can deal with broader shape categories. Additionally, we believe their ShapeTalk dataset
can also benefit our framework by providing additional geometry editing data once it is released.

without point cloud alignment with point cloud alignment

Figure 9: The effects of the point cloud alignment operation. We visualize the source and target point
clouds in blue and red colors respectively, and draw the point correspondences using green lines. The
edit instructions for each editing pair are annotated on the top.

Table 4: The comparison of the main features of InstructP2P and ChangeIt3D.

Method Color editing Geometry editing End-to-end Categories

ChangeIt3D limited
Ours broad

C Additional Qualitative Results

In this section, we give additional qualitative comparisons against the DDIM [61] inversion baseline
in Figure 10, additional sequential point cloud editing results in Figure 11, and additional results
showing the generalization ability of InstructP2P in Figure 12.

Figure 10 shows that our method outperforms the DDIM inversion baseline significantly. The
baseline struggles to preserve the shape details irrelevant to the desired edit, even altering the
strength value. The results in Figure 11 demonstrate the sequentail point cloud editing ability of
our method, which can be practical in real-world applications. In the first row of Figure 12, we
show the generalization ability of our method to unseen edit instructions (e.g., “it plants a tree”)
and shape categories (we take the “ship” category as an example). In the second row, we show the
generalization ability of our method to real data. We take the real scan of a chair as input and edit
it with 5 different instructions covering both color and geometry editing. Our model performs the
desired edit successfully, demonstrating that InstructP2P can be applied to both synthetic and real
data.
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Input Ours DDIM Inv
(s=1.0) 

DDIM Inv
(s=0.75) 

DDIM Inv
(s=0.5) 

Input Ours DDIM Inv
(s=1.0) 

DDIM Inv
(s=0.75) 

DDIM Inv
(s=0.5) 

make the base metal a display → a display with metal base

make the bottle lid yellow a bottle → a bottle with yellow lid make the vase thinner a vase → a thin vase

delete its armrests a chair → a chair with no armrest

a table → a table with purple tabletopmake the tabletop purple square the table a table → a square table

Figure 10: Additional qualitative comparisons against the DDIM inversion baseline.

Input “make it thinner” “make it thinner” “its body is green” “its bottom is yellow” “reduce its height”

Input “remove its armrest” “slope its back” “make it narrower” “its backrest is purple”

Input “square the table” “make it one-legged” “its tabletop is golden”

“it has silver legs”

“make it shorter”“it has black table base”

Figure 11: Additional sequential point cloud editing results.

Input make the chair base blue it has a golden seat set the backrest to pink reduce its height install armrests on it

Input it plants a tree make the flowers fatter Input make its sail sea blue shorten its sail

Figure 12: The generalization ability of InstructP2P. Up: generalization results on unseen edit
instructions and shape categories. Down: generalization results on real scan.
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