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Abstract

Three-dimensional (3D) freehand ultrasound (US) is a widely used imaging modality that allows non-invasive imaging
of medical anatomy without radiation exposure. The surface reconstruction of US volume is vital to acquire the
accurate anatomical structures needed for modeling, registration, and visualization. However, traditional methods
cannot produce a high-quality surface due to image noise. Despite improvements in smoothness, continuity, and
resolution from deep learning approaches, research on surface reconstruction in freehand 3D US is still limited. This
study introduces FUNSR, a self-supervised neural implicit surface reconstruction method to learn signed distance
functions (SDFs) from US volumes. In particular, FUNSR iteratively learns the SDFs by moving the 3D queries
sampled around the volumetric point clouds to approximate the surface, guided by two novel geometric constraints:
sign consistency constraint and on-surface constraint with adversarial learning. Our approach has been thoroughly
evaluated across four datasets to demonstrate its adaptability to various anatomical structures, including a hip phantom
dataset, two vascular datasets and one publicly available prostate dataset. We also show that smooth and continuous
representations greatly enhance the visual appearance of US data. Furthermore, we highlight the robustness of our
method to noise distribution and its potential to improve segmentation performance.
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1. Introduction US with rich anatomical structure has been greatly de-
veloped and applied in many areas, such as 3D carotid
. . . L . . artery diagnoses, automatic segmentation and organ visu-
clinical d'1agnos1s, monltorlng.and analysis due to its low alization (Jiang and Chiu, 2023; Liu et al., 2019; Nambu-
cost, radiation-free and real-time performance. The 3D rete et al., 2023). The data acquisition of 3D US imaging
can be divided into 2D array, mechanical control, free-
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Ultrasound (US) is a widely used imaging modality for




Luo et al., 2022; Guo et al., 2022). Compared to the
other three approaches, freehand 3D US with tracking
sensors is a rapidly advancing technology to obtain the
high-quality 3D volumes without the limitation of field-
of-view (Rohling et al., 1999; Mozaffari and Lee, 2017).

The freehand 3D US imaging technology commonly
compounds the collected 2D B-mode images from the
transducer and the corresponding 3D poses from the
tracking device into a volume to reconstruct the 3D in-
ternal structures of the human body (Mozaffari and Lee,
2017). After the reconstruction, the volume rendering
technique is usually adopted to transmit the 3D informa-
tion in a translucent way or implicit neural representa-
tion (Li et al., 2021; Song et al., 2022; Wysocki et al.,
2023). However, such voxel-based visualization makes it
hard to recover accurate geometries and continuous sur-
face Batlle et al. (2023). Since each voxel element in
the volume is considered for the rendered view, this tech-
nique also requires expensive computation costs for train-
ing (Huang and Zeng, 2017; Song et al., 2022).

The surface reconstruction is an alternate method to
facilitate the geometric evaluation, morphological as-
sessment, anatomical structure visualization, and surgery
guidance (Zhou and Jagadeesan, 2020; Yeung et al.,
2021; Velikova et al., 2024; Meng et al., 2024). Tra-
ditional surface reconstruction methods for freehand 3D
US, like Contour filtering and Marching Cubes, usually
convert the voxel representation after volume reconstruc-
tion to triangles or polygons mesh according to the seg-
mented boundary (Mohamed and Siang, 2019). The geo-
metric connection between each voxel is established fol-
lowing the successive slices or voxel intensity, also known
as the ISO-Surface (Treece et al., 1999). However, the
traditional methods have connectivity problems because
of the reconstructed empty holes or noise in the US vol-
ume, this will lead to a rough surface, which requires
further post-processing, such as smoothing and interpola-
tion for better reconstruction results (Zhang et al., 2004).
The quality of the generated surface is also limited by
the original reconstructed volume and the voxel resolu-
tion (Nguyen et al., 2015).

In recent years, there has been a growing interest in
using deep learning (DL) methods for surface reconstruc-
tion from medical imaging data, as an alternative to tra-
ditional methods, to bring increased accuracy and speed,
as well as the ability to handle more complex and het-

erogeneous data (Farshian et al., 2023). Among various
approaches, implicit neural representation (INR) has re-
ceived substantial attention in recent few years and suc-
cessfully applied in medical imaging and graphics (Mo-
laei et al., 2023; Reed et al., 2023). INR typically pa-
rameterizes a 3D surface structure as neural implicit func-
tions through a deep neural network, such as encoding
the signed distance functions (SDFs) as Multi-Layer Per-
ceptrons (MLPs) (Park et al., 2019). Within this context,
INR provides resolution-agnostic surface rendering and
improved memory efficiency. After training, the 3D scene
can be effectively represented by a straightforward MLP,
with the flexibility to re-generate the mesh at varying res-
olutions during the reference stage.

However, the application of INR to freehand 3D US for
continuous surface reconstruction is still missing. There
are two main challenges in 3D freehand US to achieve
high-quality surface reconstruction using deep learning.
1) Only the boundary of the target structure in 2D segmen-
tation mask cannot accurately reflect the actual smooth
surface because of the low signal-to-noise ratio (SNR) and
poor pixel connectivity in US images. Additionally, it’s
difficult to extract the exact border and normal of complex
surface. 2) Different anatomical structures have differ-
ent geometric priors, and, it’s difficult to acquire enough
ground truth volumes, templates or surface normal to su-
pervise the training stage for 3D surface reconstruction.

In this study, in order to address these issues, we pro-
pose, FUNSR, an efficient end-to-end online learning
model to predict the SDFs for implicit surface represen-
tation from freehand 3D US point clouds data. Instead
of calculating the segmentation boundary, the whole seg-
mentation masks and their locations are directly trans-
formed into a 3D volumetric point clouds as the input.
Our target is to use the neural network to overfit the
underlying geometric surface in the point clouds as the
continuous SDFs representation to avoid the disturbance
of noise. Specifically, the 3D query points are sampled
around the point clouds, and fed into the network to learn
the SDFs between query points and point clouds using a
self-supervised strategy (Baorui et al., 2021).

In summary, there are three primary contributions:

e To the best of our knowledge, this is the first at-
tempt to introduce an online self-supervised learning
strategy of neural implicit surface reconstruction for



freehand 3D US volumetric point clouds. The pro-
posed method can learn the 3D continuous and high-
resolution structures from individual input subject
without the need for additional ground truth training
data or post-processing.

e We introduce two geometric constraints aimed at en-
hancing surface reconstruction accuracy.

1) Sign consistency constraint which is designed to
correct the predicted SDFs within the volumetric
point clouds. This constraint ensures the network
maintains an accurate sign in the input mask.

2) On-surface constraint in accordance with the ad-
versarial learning strategy which is adopted to dy-
namically optimize the predicted SDFs when ap-
proaching to the zero-level-set surface.

e We conduct extensive experiments to assess the
structural fidelity and computational efficiency of our
approach using four distinct datasets acquired by dif-
ferent US imaging systems. These datasets encom-
pass four types of anatomical structures: hip joint,
common carotid artery, carotid artery bifurcation and
prostate (public dataset). We further demonstrate the
robustness of our model against noisy inputs, includ-
ing network segmentation noise and randomly dis-
tributed outliers. The results demonstrate our ap-
proach is competitive with current methods.

2. Related works

2.1. Traditional surface reconstruction in 3D ultrasound

Traditional surface reconstruction methods in 3D US
can be simply classified into direct extraction and indirect
segmentation. Zhang et al. (2002, 2004) propose to di-
rectly extract the surface from freehand 3D US B-mode
scan using the ISO-Surface after approximating a radial
basis function across the pixels in 2D transverse images.
Nguyen et al. (2015) first segments the contours of re-
gion of interest (ROI) from the transverse B-mode images
in the reconstructed US volume. The Bézier-spline func-
tion is then used to smooth and interpolate the contours
to form a high-quality triangle mesh. Kerr et al. (2017)
adopts a column-wise threshold method to segment the

bony surface of each image as a point cloud from ultra-
sonic synthetic aperture images. The surface mesh is di-
rectly produced by the point clouds using a wrapping al-
gorithm.

2.2. DL-based surface reconstruction in medical imaging

Recent advances in DL-based 3D surface reconstruc-
tion methods have shown the promising results in mag-
netic resonance image(MRI), computerized tomogra-
phy(CT) and 3D echocardiography. Wang et al. (2021)
extends the graph convolutional network (GCN) to learn
the mesh deformation parameters of the target CT organ
from the surrounding detectable-organ features. A tar-
get organ template is provided to receive the predicted
deformation parameters. After combining the convo-
lutional neural network (CNN) and GCN, the network
can reconstruct 3D liver surface from a single 2D radio-
graph (Nakao et al., 2021). Strategies for joint segmen-
tation and surface reconstruction have been designed to
facilitate end-to-end training, converting the input MRI or
CT volume directly to the output meshes (Gopinath et al.,
2021; Wickramasinghe et al., 2020). The cortical surface
reconstructions from brain MRI scans mainly focus on
the development of deformable template-based geometric
networks (Santa Cruz et al., 2022; Ma et al., 2023; Bon-
gratz et al., 2024). For echocardiography, Laumer et al.
(2023) proposes a weakly supervised auto-encoder model
to generate a 4D shape mesh from sequences of 2D mesh
videos.

2.3. Implicit neural representation

Neural volume reconstruction. The concept of INR has
been widely applied in different medical imaging modal-
ities for volume reconstruction, including MRI slice-to-
volume reconstruction (Xu et al., 2023), CT limited-view
reconstruction (Song et al., 2023), 3D US freehand or sen-
sorless volume reconstruction (Wysocki et al., 2023; Ye-
ung et al., 2024; Gaits et al., 2024; Eid et al., 2024). In
particular, Velikova et al. (2024) attempts to integrate neu-
ral volume reconstruction (NVR) and a post-processing
module to reconstruct the abdominal aorta surface from
robotic 3D US imaging. This method (NVR-Poisson) first
extracts a dense point cloud from the neural reconstructed
volume, then downsamples the point cloud and fits a con-
vex hull to obtain the surface point cloud and correspond-



ing point normal. The mesh is finally obtained through
Poisson surface reconstruction.

Neural surface reconstruction. Currently, the develop-
ment of the end-to-end learning of an SDF has emerged
as a primary choice for the neural implicit surface recon-
struction (Zha et al., 2023; Batlle et al., 2023). Park et al.
(2019) proposes DeepSDF to learn an SDF in continuous
space with the latent code by given ground truth signed
distance values. Baorui et al. (2021) further demonstrates
the feasibility of SDFs to learn the 3D shape from surface
point clouds using a neural pull operation without extra
ground truth signed distance values, point cloud normal
or occupancy value (Mescheder et al., 2019). Cruz et al.
(2021) introduces the INR to the MRI cortical surface
reconstruction for the points in a continuous brain tem-
plate coordinate system. Inspired by DeepSDF, Sander
et al. (2023) trains an auto-decoder architecture to com-
plete the high-resolution 3D left ventricle shape from the
sparse views of cardiac MRI (CMRI). Furthermore, Wies-
ner et al. (2024) encodes the spatial domain with an addi-
tional temporal domain into the network to learn the shape
of living cells from microscopy. Alongside SDFs, a recent
approach has explored representing high-resolution shape
through learning implicit occupancy function using the ar-
chitecture of DeepSDF from sparse volumetric masks in
CT and MRI scans (Amiranashvili et al., 2024). In con-
trast to this occupancy-focused work, our study aims to re-
construct geometric surface and simultaneously establish
a signed distance field, enabling potential applications in
surgical navigation and multi-view reconstruction (Driess
etal., 2021).

3. Materials and Methods

3.1. Overview

The proposed method consists of two components: the
volumetric point cloud generation and the neural im-
plicit surface reconstruction. In addition, two geometric
constraints, including sign consistency constraint (SCC)
and on-surface constraint with adversarial learning (OSC-
ADL), are designed to ensure superior reconstruction
quality.

As shown in Fig. 1, given a sequence of 2D transverse
images with associated 3D freehand poses, the coordi-
nates of 2D segmented masks are transformed into a 3D

point cloud P in the tracking space. The query points
Q are then sampled around P as the input of MLPs net-
work. The SDFs between @ and the underlying surface
described by P are then progressively learned by the neu-
ral network, guided by geometric constraints in a self-
supervised manner. The triangle mesh is ultimately pro-
duced by the Marching Cube algorithm using the pre-
dicted SDFs (Lorensen and Cline, 1987).

3.2. Volumetric point cloud and query point generation

For the freehand 3D US system (Chen et al., 2021),
each 2D pixel v, in the segmented mask space is first
transformed into the tracking space to acquire the 3D po-
sition, v, = M,M.v,. Where, vy = [x,,7s,0,1]7 and
ve = [x, Y1, 2, 1]7 are in the homogeneous coordinate rep-
resentation. M, and M, are the 4 X 4 calibration and track-
ing matrices from the imaging system.

These 3D points v, are then spatially discretized into
voxel grids to acquire the volumetric point cloud P =
{pi,i =1,...,N} for the uniform density distribution and
efficient memory usage (Zhao et al., 2021; Kerr et al.,
2017). For each p; in P, a set of 3D query points Q =
{q,- j=1,..,1 } are randomly sampled around it following
Gaussian distribution (0, §) (Baorui et al., 2021). Here, §
is selected as the Euclidean distance between p; and its
k-th nearest neighbor, N and [ are the total number of 3D
point cloud and the query points, respectively.

3.3. Neural implicit surface reconstruction

3.3.1. Self-supervised learning of SDF's from point clouds

The SDFs are an implicit continuous representation to
describe the 3D shape by dividing the surface as exterior
(positive), on-surface (zero) and interior (negative) (Zha
et al., 2023; Park et al., 2019). In this paper, we indicate
the SDFs through learning the signed distances between
the surface represented by point cloud P and query points

Q:

SDF (q;.pi) = {s € Rlq;; € Q.p; € P M

where p; = [x;, i, z;] is the 3D point in volumetric point
cloud, g;; = [xij,yij, zi;] is the sampled query point around
pi, and s is the predicted signed distance between Q and
the surface represented by P. The underlying surface
boundary is depicted by a zero-level-set of S DF(x) = 0,
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Figure 1: Overview of the proposed FUNSR, a neural implicit surface reconstruction method from the freehand US volumetric point clouds (VPC).
The VPC P is first extracted from freehand 3D US volume after the segmentation. A series of query points @ are then sampled around P and fed
into the neural network for learning the SDFs (denoted as s). The final mesh file is generated using the Marching Cube algorithm via the predicted
SDFs. The blue block at the bottom left depicts the MLPs neural network with fully connected layers (FC), and the orange block at the bottom right
represents the on-surface constraint with adversarial learning (OSC-ADL).

which can be easily used to extract mesh by Marching
Cube.

To simplify the notation, each query point is re-denoted
as {qx,k = 1,...,1}. Then, for each g, we find its nearest
neighbor point £; € P under the Euclidean distance for the
calculation of self-supervised loss. As described in Fig. 1,
an MLPs neural network f is trained to learn the SDF
value and gradient of a given query point g in Q. The
query point is then projected along or against the learned
gradient to its nearest point ¢; using the predicted SDF
value. The projection process is illustrated in Fig. 2 (a)
and formulated as the below equation (Chou et al., 2022;
Baorui et al., 2021),

Vg
V£ (gl

where s, also denoted as f(gx), is the predicted SDFs of
gy from the network, V£ (gi) / [IVf (gr)l| is the normalized
gradient of the network, indicating the direction in 3D
space where the signed distance increases most rapidly.
Following Neural-pull (Baorui et al., 2021), we mini-

@

g’ = qr— s X

mize the self-supervised L2-distance loss to optimize the
projected g, approaching its nearest neighbor ¢ € P:

1
Lag =z > o =l 3)

ke[1,K]

where K is the batch size during the training.

3.3.2. Sign consistency constraint for volumetric point
clouds

In order to learn a better underlying surface, our input
is the whole mask instead of the boundary. However, as
proved in (Chou et al., 2022), only using Eq. (3) to su-
pervise the training has no explicit penalties for the pre-
dicted wrong sign when the query point is close to the
point cloud. This limitation will cause the network to fail
to converge to a stable status, especially inside the mask.

A simple 2D case is illustrated in Fig. 2 (d), #; and 1,
are two points inside the surface, g, is the corresponding
nearest query point around #; and #,, respectively. Follow-
ing Eq. 2, the network will predict a negative sign distance
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Figure 2: The 2D demonstration of sign consistency constraint from the carotid sample. (a) and (d) the projection around the surface and inside the
surface. (b) and (e) the plot of the number of SDF learned from L,y loss only and with SCC. (c) and (f) the level-sets of SDF learned from L,;¢
loss only and with SCC. The blue region and red region indicate the negative area (inside) and positive area (outside) respectively.

to project g; to f; along the direction of the gradient and
minimize the loss Eq. (3). However, in the next train-
ing batch, 1,, as the opposite direction of #;, will make
the network try to change the sign to minimize Eq. (3)
against the gradient. Obviously, this will lead the pre-
dicted sign inside the mask to be in a chaotic state. As
shown the Fig. 2 (b) and (c), the number of positive signs
and negative signs varies wildly at each iteration and the
zeros-level-set boundary disappears.

To address this problem, we introduce a direction loss
as Lscc to balance the distance loss by the following for-
mula,

1
Lsce = =

( )
llge’ — &l

I~ cos (v Fqo. ) @)

ke[1,K]

where 1 — cos(x, ) is the cosine distance to penalize the
direction deviation between two non-zero vectors to the
range of {0, 2}.

When the distance loss .L;s converges near to surface
boundary, the network may begin to oscillate. At this
point, the SCC constraint on the projection path starts to
guide the network to change the direction of the gradient
in the next training batch, but not the sign, thereby fa-
cilitating the model in learning the correct SDFs. Fig. 2
(b) and (c) demonstrate that the predicted positive and

negative values are quickly stabilized after using the pro-
posed SCC, and the zeros-level-set boundary is still well-
preserved for surface representation.

3.3.3. On-surface constraint with adversarial learning
On-surface prior is another important geometric con-
straint to improve the surface reconstruction. Ideally, the
network will converge to the actual surface boundary, al-
lowing us to accurately distinguish the inside and out-
side of a structure by SDF = 0 on the surface. However,
lacking the on-surface prior can result in the inaccurate
or even wrong prediction in complex medical structures,
such as the shapes with polygonal holes or noisy input.
Adversarial learning strategies have previously been in-
vestigated for point cloud reconstruction and 3D US sen-
sorless reconstruction (Li et al., 2019; Luo et al., 2023).
To leverage more information, we propose encoding the
OSC-ADL to enforce the network to learn a more accu-
rate shape. The ADL module, consisting of four fully
connected MLPs and Leaky ReLU activation functions,
serves as an adversarial discriminator D for the recon-
struction. Specifically, the actual boundary corresponds
to a prior SDF of 0, representing the on-surface con-
straint, while the SDF learned from the network is con-
sidered the ’fake’ value. The predicted signed distance
values from the network f are fed into the discrimina-



tor, and the confidence levels are generated using an at-
tached sigmoid layer. This enables the model to penal-
ize points that are close to zero-level sets but do not be-
long to the surface. Through this strategy, the network’s
SDF predictions are iteratively guided to accurately rep-
resent the surface boundary of anatomical structures, ulti-
mately enhancing the precision of our surface reconstruc-
tion methodology.

Overall, the entire network is optimized end-to-end by
minimizing L and Lp in an adversarial manner during
the training stage. The Lg is the adversarial generator
loss to train the MLPs with Ly and L., and the Lp
is the adversarial discriminator loss. Here, we directly
minimize the least-squared adversarial loss (Mao et al.,
2017) between the predicted SDF values and zero scalar
field’s value:

1
L = st Luets + AseeLsce + Aa7D(s) = 1?4

1
Lp= 5[D(s>2 +(D(s") - 1)*] ©6)

where, A, Agec and Ag are the loss weights, D(s) is the
confidence value predicted by D from learned SDFs, G,
D are optimized alternatively during the training process,
s and s’ denotes the predicted signed distances and zero
scalar field’s value (on-surface constraint), respectively.
The size of the zero scalar field’s value is defined follow-
ing batch size.

4. Experiments setup

4.1. Datasets

To assess the generalizability of the proposed method,
four types of datasets are involved in this study. The
comprehensive specifications of these datasets are listed
in Appendix A.

1) Phantom dataset. Two anthropomorphic hip joint
phantoms are scanned underwater by an operator
using a portable freehand 3D US imaging sys-
tem (Chen et al., 2020). The straightforward thresh-
old method is utilized for image segmentation.
The corresponding computer-aided designed (CAD)
model of each hip phantom served as the reference.

MRI Label ISO-Surface NVR-Poisson Neural-Pull  FUNSR (Ours)

11111

Dataset #2 (CCA

Point Cloud 1SO-Surface NVR-Poisson ~ Neural-Pull  FUNSR (Ours)

=z
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Figure 3: Six examples of reconstructed meshes from in-vivo datasets
using four methods at 1.5x 10% iterations. The blue-to-red color in point
cloud indicates the directional changes from left to right.

2) Common carotid artery (CCA) dataset. This dataset
comprises 10 shapes of left and right CCA collected
from five volunteers. Annotations of carotid artery
are derived from an experienced rater through man-
ual labeling. Paired MRI scans for each volunteer
are conducted for reference at MR Lab at School
of Biomedical Engineering at ShanghaiTech Univer-
sity on a 3T uMR 890 MRI system (United Imaging
Healthcare, Shanghai, China).

3) Carotid artery bifurcation (CAB) dataset.  This
dataset consists of 77 CAB shapes collected from the
clinical setting. Approval for the study was granted
by the relevant local research ethics committees. The
reference annotations for all the images are deter-



mined through manual labeling. We further parti-
tion the datasets into a training set (57 cases) and
a test set (20 cases) for automatic segmentation fol-
lowing (Zhang et al., 2023). The automatically seg-
mented masks from the test set are utilized for exper-
imental analysis of segmented noisy inputs.

4) Prostate Dataset. This dataset includes 108 pa-
tients from MICCAI 2023 MRI to US Registra-
tion for Prostate (u-RegPro) Challenge (Baum et al.,
2023). The publicly available 73 transrectal ultra-
sound (TRUS) volumes have been divided by the
organizers into 64 for training and 8 for validation
in registration task. These volumes contain well-
defined anatomical landmarks for reference, includ-
ing prostate gland, visible lesions and zonal struc-
tures etc'. This dataset is employed to examine how
our method can be directly applied to 3D US volume
with masks.

4.2. Baseline methods

ISO-Surface. This is a classic algorithm in medical
imaging graphics for surface reconstruction (Treece et al.,
1999). We directly generate the surface mesh from seg-
mented masks using ISO-Surface.

NVR-Poisson. Two stages are involved in this method
for surface reconstruction of the abdominal aorta from
robotic 3D US imaging (Velikova et al., 2024): a) se-
mantic neural volume reconstruction (NVR) (Song et al.,
2022) and b) surface point cloud extraction based on the
reconstructed volume and mesh generation using Poisson
surface reconstruction® from point cloud.

Neural-Pull. Our approach is established based on
the self-supervised learning strategy that originally in-
troduced in this method for computer vision applica-
tions (Baorui et al., 2021).

4.3. Evaluation metrics

Fidelity. Six accuracy metrics are employed to com-
prehensively access the reconstruction fidelity, including

'https://muregpro.github.io/
*https://www.open3d.org/docs/latest/tutorial/
Advanced/surface_reconstruction.html

Dice similarity coefficient (DSC), Jaccard coefficient (in-
tersection over union / IoU), Average Surface-to-Surface
Distance (ASD), L2-Chamfer Distance (CD), Hausdorff
Distance (HD) and 95% Hausdorff Distance (HD95).
Here, DSC and IoU coefficients are specifically adopted
to verify the area similarity between the predicted closed
surfaces and the reference closed surfaces. The distance
metrics quantify the boundary discrepancies between the
reconstructed surfaces and their references.

Geometry. We also geometrically evaluate the com-
pleteness and smoothness of reconstructed meshes from
different methods. We choose topological measures (con-
nected component (CC), genus (Popescu-Pampu, 2016;
Martelli, 2022)) to assess the shape completeness, and
Gaussian curvature computation as well as kernel density
estimation (KDE) to assess the surface smoothness.

4.4. Implementation details

During the training phase, all the extracted point clouds
are randomly down-sampled using the farthest point sam-
pling (FPS) and 25 query points are sampled for each
point p € P. The weights of MLPs are initialized fol-
lowing (Baorui et al., 2021) and the network is trained
for 1.5 x 10* iterations using the Adam optimizer with a
learning rate of 0.001, a momentum of 0.9 and a batch
size of 5000. All the segmented point clouds are normal-
ized in the range of {-1,1}. The A,y is set as 1, and the
Asces Agan are set as 0.005 to control the query points near
to the surface, respectively. Our network is implemented
using Pytorch and trained on a single NVIDIA RTX 3090
GPU with 24 GB memory. During the reference, we set
the threshold of Marching Cube to 0 and resolution to
256 x 256 x 256 to generate the mesh based on the pre-
dicted SDFs.

5. Experimental results

5.1. Surface reconstruction performance

We benchmark the structural fidelity of our results
against three methods across all four datasets, using man-
ual labels as inputs. As detailed in Table 1, our method
demonstrates continuous significant superiority over three
methods on Datasets #1 and 4, and achieves similar per-
formance with ISO-Surface on Dataset #3. Notably, we
observe a substantial average decrease of 32% ASD, 69%


https://muregpro.github.io/
https://www.open3d.org/docs/latest/tutorial/Advanced/surface_reconstruction.html
https://www.open3d.org/docs/latest/tutorial/Advanced/surface_reconstruction.html

Table 1: Mean (std) results of surface reconstruction performance on different methods from four types of datasets.

Dataset #1 (Phantom)

Methods CC Genus ASD(mm) | CD(mm)| HD(mm) | HD95(mm) |
ISO-Surface 154 (200) non-manifold 4.69 (3.41)  4.45(3.22) 26.86 (11.48) 12.77(7.89)
NVR-Poisson 14 (13) 99 (125) 478 227) 459 (1.87) 26.33(9.92) 13.39 (4.72)
Neural-Pull 73 (68) 79 (69) 3.31(0.69) 2.78 (0.36) 3.43 (2.02) 1.75(0.18)
FUNSR(Ours) 2(0) 1(0) 1.51(0.36) 1.04 (0.01) 2.09 (1.59) 0.77(0.38)
Dataset #2 (CCA)!

Methods DSC 1T ToU 7T ASD(mm) | CD(mm)| HD(mm) | HD95(mm) |
ISO-Surface 0.848 (0.03) 0.737(0.04)  0.12(0.03)  0.12 (0.02) 0.44(0.03) 0.28 (0.06)
NVR-Poisson 0.850 (0.02) 0.739(0.04)  0.12(0.03)  0.12(0.02) 0.47 (0.07) 0.27 (0.05)
Neural-Pull 0.662 (0.04) 0.496 (0.04) 0.13(0.03) 0.21 (0.02) 0.80 (0.04) 0.30 (0.04)
FUNSR(Ours) 0.861 (0.02) 0.756 (0.04)  0.12(0.02)  0.12 (0.02) 0.46 (0.09) 0.24 (0.05)
Dataset #3 (CAB)

Methods DSC 1 IoU T ASD(mm) | CD(mm)| HD(mm) | HD95(mm) |
ISO-Surface 0.94 (0.02)  0.89 (0.04) 0.17 (0.03) 0.16 (0.03) 0.75 (0.43) 0.28 (0.10)
NVR-Poisson 0.82(0.18)  0.72(0.18) 0.62(0.93) 0.64(1.13) 4.04 (3.61) 2.05 (1.81)
Neural-Pull 0.70 (0.19)  0.56 (0.17) 0.43 (0.90) 1.09 (1.90) 4.54 (4.31) 0.96 (1.92)
FUNSR(Ours) 0.95 (0.05)  0.90 (0.06) 0.17 (0.11)  0.15(0.11) 0.79 (0.62) 0.35 (0.08)
Dataset #4 (Prostate) ¢ o ToU 1 ASD(mm)| CD(mm)| HD(mm)|  HD95(mm) |
Methods

ISO-Surface 0.72(0.38)  0.68 (0.39) 0.74 (0.33) 0.75(0.29) 3.10(4.92) 1.34 (1.89)
NVR-Poisson? 0.80(0.34)  0.76 (0.35) 0.64 (0.09) 0.65(0.15) 3.71(2.15) 1.21 (0.40)
Neural-Pull 0.79 (0.05)  0.66 (0.07) 0.63(0.04) 3.12(0.13) 17.17(0.77)  1.19(0.08)
FUNSR(Ours) 0.97 (0.01)  0.94 (0.01) 0.59 (0.04)  0.55(0.05) 1.53(0.33) 1.08 (0.17)

! Three decimal places are used for DSC and ToU in Dataset #2 to facilitate more nuanced comparisons.
2 Only second stage of NVR-Poisson is involved since Dataset #4 already contains reconstructed 3D volume.

in CD, 63% in HD, and 37% HD95 across all the datasets
when compared with Neural-Pull, indicating the superior
accuracy of the proposed method in matching the recon-
structed surfaces on the respective references.

For Dataset #1 (phantom), we report topological mea-
sures to access the shape completeness rather than simi-
larity coefficients, as the US signal can not penetrate the
phantom surface to accurately capture the structure be-
hind the surface. The topological analysis for CAD model
only has two CC and one genus. However, as shown at
the top of Table 1, three baseline methods fail to maintain
shape integrity, particularly ISO-Surface, which results in
a high number of CC (154 + 200) and non-manifold shape

for genus calculation. A possible explanation for this is
that Dataset #1 contains noise and outliers introduced by
threshold segmentation. The combined NVR and Poisson
surface reconstruction (NVR-Poisson) method displays
some improvements over ISO-Surface and Neural-Pull,
yet the performance is limited. Our method (FUNSR)
achieves the 1.51 mm ASD and 1.04 mm CD, approach-
ing the imaging resolution of the data acquisition system.

In Dataset #2 (CCA), no significant differences are ob-
served in the results among ISO-Surface, NVR-Poisson,
and our method when compared with MRI scans, due to
the simplicity of the vascular structures in this dataset for
reconstruction. Similarly, ISO-Surface performs compa-
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Figure 4: Quantitative evaluation of smoothness of reconstructed meshes from Dataset #2 (CCA). The plots show descriptive statistics (mean
and interquartile range) of four methods based on Gaussian curvature (top) and kernel density estimation (KDE, bottom). For the density of four

methods, the higher amplitude of the Gaussian curve, the smoother it is.

rably to our method in Dataset #3 (CAB). However, NVR-
Poisson struggles to reconstruct the bifurcation structure
of carotid artery, leading to reduced performance in this
dataset. FUNSR (Ours) demonstrates superior fidelity
across the other three methods, except for the HD and
HD95 metrics. This exception can be attributed to our
method’s ability to smooth out fluctuations in vascular
shape caused by breathing during scans. Such a smooth-
ing effect might prevent the reconstructed mesh from per-
fectly matching the original input labels.

Dataset #4 (Prostate) vividly showcases the advantages
of our approach, particularly its capability to accurately
handle finer structures, such as tumors on the prostate
gland surface (as shown in Fig. 3). In contrast, when ISO-
Surface and NVR-Poisson attempt to process these sur-
face details, they often create holes or lose details, lead-
ing to decreased DSC and IoU performance. A signif-
icant challenge for the second stage of NVR-Poisson is
accurately estimating the correct point normal, which is
essential for successful Poisson reconstruction on these
datasets.

We qualitatively present six in-vivo examples of re-
constructed meshes in Fig. 3. While the ISO-Surface is
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capable of generating accurate shapes, it is constrained
by the resolution and discontinuities. The NVR-Poisson
method leverages INR and Poisson to produce smooth
and continuous shapes. However, this approach may
over-smooth structures in complex cases, for instance, the
carotid artery bifurcations are forcibly closed in Dataset#
3 (CAB) and small raised tumors in Dataset# 4 (Prostate)
are erased. Additionally, Neural-Pull lacks integrity
across all datasets due to the absence of geometric con-
straints. Overall, our method demonstrates superior per-
formance in both fidelity and visualization.

We further evaluate the smoothness of reconstructed
meshes from different methods using Dataset #2. Fig. 4
shows the descriptive statistics (mean and interquartile
range) of Gaussian curvature computation and the associ-
ated kernel density estimation (KDE) on the normalized,
reconstructed mesh of each carotid artery shape. The top
plots show the variation of Gaussian curvature across dif-
ferent radii. We then choose a stable radius of 0.0195 and
the other two radii 0.0045 and 0.0255 for the density es-
timation at the bottom plots. In comparison to the other
three methods, FUNSR (Ours) shows superior ability in
predicting more continuous and smooth surfaces without
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Figure 5: Quantitative and qualitative evaluation for Dataset #3 (CAB)-test. (a) Boxplots of Dice similarity coefficient and Hausdorff Distance from
four methods and automatic network segmentation (Auto-Seg). (b) Visualization of ground truth (GT) label, Auto-Seg masks and reconstructed
meshes from four methods in 3D space, 2D cross-section plane and 2D coronal plane.

Table 2: Noisy input analysis for Dataset #4 (Prostate) at various noise levels.

Methods 50 100 2002
HD cc HD cC HD cC
ISO-Surface 36.49 (6.28)  43.40(4.94) 3834 (6.18)  83.9(8.48)  39.85(6.61) 1654 (15.6)
NVR-Poisson!  3.01 (0.88) 1.08 (0.39) 3.79 (4.07) 1.23 (0.44) \
Neural-Pull 2923 (5.47) 723 (2368) 28.14(5.38)  482(174) 3248 (5.68) 3056 (4440)
FUNSR(Ours)  2.73 (3.98) 1.08 (0.40) 2.98 (5.19) 1.08 (0.39)  4.12(7.87) 1.15 (0.59)

! Only second stage of NVR-Poisson is involved since Dataset #4 already contains reconstructed 3D volume.
2 NVR-Poisson fails to fit the convex hull at noise level 200 and the batch size of Neural-Pull and FUNSR are set to 10000 at this noise level.

the resolution limitations. This is evidenced by the maxi-
mal probability and minimal variation in the interquartile
range.

5.2. Various input analysis

As previously noted, ISO-Surface exhibits the poorest
performance on Dataset #1 (phantom) due to unexpected
noise and outliers introduced by simple threshold segmen-
tation. In this section, we conduct two experiments to ex-
plore the sensitivity of different methods to noisy inputs.

Firstly, we utilize the automatic segmentation (Auto-
Seg) mask of Dataset #3 (CAB)-test as input to assess
the performance of different surface reconstruction meth-
ods. Fig. 5 summarizes the results both quantitatively

11

and qualitatively. The boxplots clearly show that our
method can partially filter out the abnormal segmentation
caused by the network, achieving the lowest HD com-
pared to other methods. Specifically, FUNSR exhibits a
21% reduction in HD compared to the original Auto-Seg
results. The 3D visualization presented on the right of
Fig. 5 aligns with boxplots, indicating our method’s effi-
cacy in handling anomalies in detailed 3D structures. Fur-
thermore, the 2D section visually illustrates the enhanced
resolution achieved by our method.

We then evaluate the performance of different methods
under various noise levels by introducing random noise
around the mask in the volume space in Dataset #4. Three
noise levels are introduced: 50, 100 and 200. The two
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for NVR-Poisson is presented on a logarithmic scale. (b) Different training iteration steps for Neural-Pull and FUNSR (Ours) with a downsampling

size of 20,000.

evaluation metrics that showed significant variance, HD
and CC, are reported in Table 2. Unsurprisingly, ISO-
Surface has the worst results, as its reconstruction di-
rectly reflects the entire structure of the input. The sec-
ond stage of NVR-Poisson method displays competitive
performance against noise interference (Kazhdan et al.,
2006), since the Poisson reconstruction method typically
tends to produce a closed shape. However, this method
fails to reconstruct mesh at a high noise level (e.g., 200).
The results presented in Table 2 indicate that our method
exhibits robustness to noisy inputs.

5.3. Computation cost analysis

Unlike ISO-Surface, which directly reconstructs the
mesh from the segmented mask, the other three methods
involve downsampling operation for the network input. In
this section, therefore, we explore the impact of down-
sampling size on the reconstruction performance and the
computation cost using the Dataset #2 (CCA). The re-
sults are plotted in Fig. 6 (a). The time required for the
NVR-Poisson method shows no variation across different
downsampling sizes, with an average duration of 182.3
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minutes. This suggests that the computational cost for this
method is primarily driven by the training of the semantic-
NVR. Although the proposed geometric constraints intro-
duced a computational burden, the total processing time is
still within 5 minutes, about 3.5 minutes. Besides, Fig. 6
(a) indicates that 20,000 points can achieve a balance be-
tween performance and time for our method under the
current setting of query point generation.

Additionally, we investigated the performance of
Neural-Pull and our method at different numbers of train-
ing iterations, as well as the computational time. Fig. 6 (b)
shows the unstable convergence of the Neural-Pull at dif-
ferent iteration steps, in contrast to the consistent perfor-
mance exhibited by our approach. Meanwhile, the plots
reveal that training for 1.5 x 10* steps achieves a balance
between the reconstructed quality and time cost. More-
over, a considerable performance can be rapidly produced
at 5000 iterations, which takes less than 1 minute. The
above results significantly demonstrate the ability of our
method to realize high reconstruction quality and fast con-
vergence speed.
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Figure 7: Visualization of the ablation study on the H1 phantom in Dataset #1 for the validation of geometric constraints. The top and bottom plots
are the reconstructed surface of baseline (Neural-pull), only SCC, only OSC-ADL and full model (FUNSR) at 1.5 x 10* and 2.0 x 10* iterations,
respectively. The CAD model is shown on the left. Three colored boxes highlight the main differences.

5.4. Ablation Study

In this subsection, to investigate the capability of each
module in the proposed method, we perform a compre-
hensive ablation study on the Dataset #1 (phantoms),
which has CAD model as ground truth. The experiments
include exploring the effectiveness of two geometric con-
straints and the performance of point cloud types. We
train the network for 2.0 x 10* iterations and compare the
results of each module at 1.5x 10* and 2.0x 10* iterations.
The Neural-Pull is chosen as the baseline method.

5.4.1. Validating the effectiveness of geometric con-
straints

The effectiveness of our method is attributed to the in-
corporation of two geometric constraints, SCC and OSC-
ADL. We have individually evaluated their efficiency on
the two hip phantom models by both qualitative and quan-
titative analysis. The ablation study is carried out by sep-
arately adding SCC and OSC-ADL to the baseline.

Table 3 reports the individual contribution of SCC and
OSC-ADL to the enhancement of surface reconstruction
performance. Compared with the baseline at 1.5x10% iter-
ations, the SCC results improve by 54% for CD and 33%
for HD. The OSC-ADL results also demonstrate the de-
crease of 40% for CD and 22% for HD. Furthermore, the
most significant improvements are observed when both
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constraints are jointly optimized in the proposed method,
revealing a lower CD (63%) and HD (39%) on two phan-
toms. Our method can also improve the accuracy by de-
creasing 63% CD, 53% HD at 2.0 x 10*.

Fig. 7 shows an example of the ablation study con-
ducted on the HI phantom model. The baseline method
presents the worst structures, showing the broken surface
and imperfect shape due to unstable training, especially
at the 2.0 x 10" iterations. The SCC constraint illustrates
the ability to reconstruct the overall shape at both iter-
ations compared to the baseline. However, only using
SCC fails to handle certain tough detailed structures at
the 1.5 x 10* iterations, as indicated by the purple and
blue boxes. The edge of the sacrum (purple) appears to
be inflated and the obturator foramen at the bottom (blue)
is filled. In contrast, the OSC-ADL module can recover
the detailed structures, but lose the completeness of the
overall shape due to the absence of SCC. By combining
both constraints, our proposed method is able to effec-
tively preserve all the structures.

5.4.2. Comparing the appearance of the VPC with SPC
In this experiment, we investigate our network per-
formance using surface point cloud (SPC) or volumetric
point cloud (VPC) as input. The SPC data, which serves
as the original input for baseline, is extracted only from



Table 3: Ablation studies on the effectiveness of the geometric constraints using Dataset #1 (phantoms) at 1.5 x 10* and 2.0 x 10* iterations.

4 4
Module 1.5x 10 2.0x 10

CD (mm) HD (mm) CD (mm) HD (mm)
Baseline 2.78(0.36) 3.43(2.02) 3.29(0.38) 4.21(1.44)
+SCC 1.26(0.09) 2.31(1.57) 1.29(0.16) 2.34(0.95)
+OSC-ADL  1.67(0.11) 2.67(1.39) 1.75(0.54) 2.65(0.84)

FUNSR(Ours) 1.04 (0.01) 2.09(1.59) 1.23(0.15) 1.97(1.01)

Baseline FUNSR (ours)

T
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Figure 8: Visualization of the ablation study on the H1 phantom in Dataset #1 for the comparison of different inputs. The results at 1.5 x 10* and
2.0 x 10* iterations are presented on the left block and right block. The top and bottom plots are the reconstructed surface of baseline (Neural-pull)
and our method using surface point cloud and volumetric point cloud, respectively. The CAD model is shown on the left. The blue-to-red color in
point cloud indicates the directional changes from left to right. Three colored boxes highlight the main differences.

the segmented boundary. While the VPC data is gener-
ated from all the voxels within the segmentation masks.
A visual contrastive analysis of two input types is shown
on the right of Fig. 8. The VPC exhibits a dense aggre-
gation of 3D points within the mask area, which provides
enriched information for the underlying shape representa-
tion. Therefore, only using the SPC as the input will lead
the network to produce a coarser local surface or even lose
integrity as opposed to the results using VPC. The dif-
ferences are most apparent on the three highlight boxes.
Our method shows the advantage of representing continu-
ity and completeness, particularly in achieving a smoother
surface when using VPC, as indicated by the orange box
in Fig. 8.

We also present a quantitative assessment for two hip
phantoms using CD and HD in Table 4. The numerical re-

14

sults align with the visual inspection in Fig. 8, with base-
line showing that SPC input yields the highest CD and
HD due to the vanishing boundaries in the reconstructed
mesh. In contrast, the performance of our method utiliz-
ing SPC or VPC is both significantly improved in com-
parison to baseline and achieves the lowest discrepancy
when using VPC.

6. Discussion and Conclusion

We propose FUNSR, an end-to-end self-supervised
surface reconstruction model designed to tackle the chal-
lenges in 3D freehand US, including the limited resolu-
tion and noise-segmented boundary for the representation
of anatomical structure. Although the proposed method



Table 4: Ablation studies on the performance of two input data types, surface point cloud (S) versus volumetric point cloud (V), using Dataset #1

(Phantom) at 1.5 x 10* and 2.0 x 10* iterations.

Methods 1.5 x 10* 2.0 x 10*

CD (mm) HD (mm) CD (mm) HD (mm)
Baseline-S  12.35(2.39) 24.20(1.52) 13.26(1.06) 23.78(2.34)
Baseline-V  2.78(0.36) 3.43(2.02) 3.29(0.38) 4.21(1.44)
Proposed-S 1.12(0.06) 2.17(1.58) 1.43(0.41) 2.07(0.92)
Proposed-V 1.04(0.01) 2.09(1.59) 1.23(0.15) 1.97(1.01)

proves to be valuable for the current situation, it’s im-
portant to acknowledge the limitations and discuss future
work to address them. First, even though the reconstruc-
tion time for individual subject is already 3.5 minutes by
using a single NVIDIA RTX 3090 GPU, the computa-
tional efficiency can still be improved for possible real-
time reconstruction (Kerbl et al., 2023). For simplicity,
we directly consider the entire segmentation mask as vol-
umetric input in this study. Future studies could bene-
fit from investigating resampling strategies that concen-
trate on sampling more points around the boundary and
fewer points at the center of the mask to accelerate the
reconstruction process further. Second, the input of VPC
will result in a pseudo-SDF field inside the shape. While
the primary goal of this paper is to accurately reconstruct
the surface structure and simultaneously generate an ex-
ternal signed distance field for possible navigation appli-
cations, a more precise internal distance field and inner
structure could be achieved with the assistance of multi-
view US scans or unsigned distance functions (Chen et al.,
2023). Besides, recent studies on positional embedding
techniques present promising avenues for enhancing de-
noising performance, leading the need for further explo-
ration (Zheng et al., 2023; Tancik et al., 2020).

In summary, we have developed a novel DL-based ap-
proach that incorporates geometric constraints to learn
SDFs of the neural implicit surface reconstruction for
freehand 3D US volume. The proposed constraints allow
us to effectively minimize the sign variations and recon-
struction errors during the training. The results demon-
strate our method is highly effective at reconstructing the
3D surface of medical anatomical structures. Addition-
ally, we show that our approach can be directly applied to
3D US volumes for surface reconstruction. The promis-
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ing results have the potential to advance applications 3D
US in medical augmented reality, surgical navigation and
computer-assisted interventions.

Appendix A.

Table Al summarizes the datasets and detailed tech-
nical parameters of used data acquisition systems. The
spacing size of the voxel grid is set according to the pixel
size of US transducer based on previous works (Chen
et al., 2020; Zhang et al., 2023; Baum et al., 2023).
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