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Abstract—Point cloud registration involves determining a rigid
transformation to align a source point cloud with a target
point cloud. This alignment is fundamental in applications such
as autonomous driving, robotics, and medical imaging, where
precise spatial correspondence is essential. Deep learning has
greatly advanced point cloud registration by providing robust
and efficient methods that address the limitations of tradi-
tional approaches, including sensitivity to noise, outliers, and
initialization. However, a well-constructed taxonomy for these
methods is still lacking, making it difficult to systematically
classify and compare the various approaches. In this paper,
we present a comprehensive survey and taxonomy on deep
learning-based point cloud registration (DL-PCR). We begin with
a formal description of the point cloud registration problem,
followed by an overview of the datasets, evaluation metrics, and
loss functions commonly used in DL-PCR. Next, we categorize
existing DL-PCR methods into supervised and unsupervised
approaches, as they focus on significantly different key aspects.
For supervised DL-PCR methods, we organize the discussion
based on key aspects, including the registration procedure,
optimization strategy, learning paradigm, network enhancement,
and integration with traditional methods; For unsupervised DL-
PCR methods, we classify them into correspondence-based and
correspondence-free approaches, depending on whether they
require explicit identification of point-to-point correspondences.
To facilitate a more comprehensive and fair comparison, we
conduct quantitative evaluations of all recent state-of-the-art
approaches, using a unified training setting and consistent data
partitioning strategy. Lastly, we highlight the open challenges
and discuss potential directions for future study. We hope this
comprehensive survey will contribute to the advancement of DL-
PCR by serving as a fundamental reference for researchers and
practitioners in the field. A comprehensive collection of DL-PCR
resources is available at https://github.com/yxzhang15/PCR,

Index Terms—Deep leaning, point cloud registration, survey
and taxonomy.
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I. INTRODUCTION

Advancements in high-precision sensors, such as LiDAR
and 3D cameras, have greatly improved the speed, accuracy,
and cost-effectiveness of point cloud data collection. These
sensors capture detailed 3D representations of the physical
world, which are crucial for applications that require high
spatial precision [1]], [2]. A key technique for processing
this data is point cloud registration [3[], [4], which involves
determining a rigid transformation to align a source point
cloud with a target point cloud. This process enables the
integration of point cloud data from diverse sources, including
different sensors, viewpoints, or time frames, into a unified
system. As a result, point cloud registration plays an essential
role in various downstream applications, such as autonomous
driving [5]], 3D reconstruction [6], pose estimation [7]], 3D
localization [8]], cultural heritage preservation [9]], robotics
[10], and medical imaging [11]].

Deep learning revolutionizes point cloud registration by
automating feature extraction, increasing robustness to noise,
enhancing computational efficiency, and offering adaptable
solutions that effectively address a wide range of real-world
challenges [12]-[|16]. However, a well-constructed taxonomy
for these methods is still lacking, making it difficult to
systematically classify and compare the various approaches.
To address this gap, we present a comprehensive survey and
taxonomy of deep learning-based point cloud registration (DL-
PCR). Our focus is on three key aspects: 1) establishing a clear
and well-defined taxonomy, 2) providing a fair comparison
of existing methods, and 3) identifying key challenges and
proposing future research directions, as follows:

o Taxonomy. We categorize DL-PCR methods into
supervised and unsupervised approaches, as they focus
on significantly different key aspects. Supervised
methods rely on labeled training data to learn the
mapping between source and target point clouds. These
methods typically aim for higher accuracy by utilizing
supervisory signals or ground-truth correspondences
during the learning process. In contrast, unsupervised
methods do not require labeled data. Instead, they
leverage the intrinsic characteristics of the point clouds
or the registration process itself, offering greater
flexibility and scalability. This makes unsupervised
methods particularly useful in real-world scenarios
where labeled data may be scarce or unavailable. The
fundamental differences in methodology lead to distinct
approaches for addressing key challenges, such as
robustness to noise, generalization to new environments,
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TABLE I
A SUMMARY OF VARIOUS DATASETS USED FOR DL-PCR.

Dataset \ Year Type Classes  Capacity Level Scenarios Representation
ETH [17] 2012 Real-World 8 276 Scene-level Indoor & Outdoor Point Clouds
KITTTI [18] 2012 Real-World 8 22 Scene-level Outdoor Point Clouds
ICL-NUIM [19] 2015 Synthetic 2 8 Scene-level Indoor Depth Images
ModelNet40 [20] 2015 Synthetic 40 12311 Object-level - Mesh
ShapeNetCore [21] 2015 Synthetic 55 51190 Object-level - Mesh
RedWood [22] 2016 Real-World 9 1781 Object-level - Depth Images
3DMatch [23] 2017  Synthetic & Real-World - 62 Scene-level Indoor & Outdoor Point Clouds
Oxford RobotCar [24] | 2017 Real-World - 22703 Scene-level Outdoor Point Clouds
ScanObjectNN [25] 2019 Real-World 15 2902 Object-level - Point Clouds
WHU-TLS [26] 2020 Real-World 11 115 Scene-level Outdoor Point Clouds
NuScenes [27] 2020 Real-World 23 1000 Scene-level Outdoor Point Clouds
MVP-RG [28] 2021 Synthetic - 7600 Object-level - Point Clouds
FlyingShapes [29] 2023 Synthetic - 200 Scene-level Indoor Point Clouds

and computational efficiency. Therefore, for supervised
DL-PCR methods, we organize the discussion based
on key aspects, including the registration procedure,
optimization strategy, learning paradigm, network
enhancements, and integration with traditional methods;
For unsupervised DL-PCR methods, we classify them
into correspondence-based and correspondence-free
approaches, depending on whether they require explicit
identification of point-to-point correspondences.

o Comparison. The rapid advancement of deep learning
has led to the development of numerous methods and
a wide range of benchmark datasets for DL-PCR.
However, these advancements also present challenges
in making comprehensive and fair comparisons, as
the methods often differ in their training strategies
and data processing techniques. To provide a clearer
understanding of the performance of various DL-PCR
methods, we conduct quantitative evaluations of recent
state-of-the-art approaches, using a unified training
setting and consistent data partitioning strategy. These
comparisons not only enhance the understanding of
different DL-PCR methods but also help better identify
key challenges that remain in this field.

o Challenge & Direction. By establishing a clear taxon-
omy for comprehensive review and employing unified set-
tings for quantitative evaluations, we can more effectively
identify key challenges in DL-PCR and explore potential
directions for future research. Specifically, several key
areas that warrant further exploration include the devel-
opment of more realistic and complex data generation
methods, the incorporation of complementary multimodal
information, the integration of large language models,
and a greater focus on semi-supervised and unsupervised
learning techniques. A thorough investigation of these
topics will be essential for advancing DL-PCR.

A. The Difference Between This Survey and Others

On the one hand, the surveys by [30]—[32] primarily fo-
cus on traditional point cloud registration methods, without

addressing the advancements brought by deep learning tech-
niques; On the other hand, [33[]-[37]] provide overviews of DL-
PCR. However, these reviews, particularly [35]], [36], predom-
inantly concerntrate on specific subfields, such as low-overlap
scenarios and cross-source registration. Moreover, none of
these reviews offer an in-depth discussion on recent advance-
ments in unsupervised methods. To address these gaps, [38]]
presents a comprehensive classification and analysis of recent
DL-PCR methods, covering both supervised and unsupervised
approaches. This work provides a more integrated and up-to-
date overview of the field. This paper extends our previous
work [38]], introducing several key improvements: (i) a more
detailed taxonomy, (ii) a comprehensive overview that includes
the most recent advancements, (iii) a comparison of various
deep learning-based registration algorithms within a unified
framework, and (iv) a reorganization of future trends to better
reflect the ongoing advancements in deep learning techniques.

B. A Guide for Reading This Survey

Section [MI] provides the definition of DL-PCR, along with
an overview of commonly used datasets, loss functions, and
evaluation metrics. The taxonomy of both supervised and
unsupervised methodologies is detailed in Sections and
[V] respectively. Section |V| presents experimental evaluations
and analyzes existing approaches. Unresolved challenges and
promising research directions are discussed in Section [VI]
Finally, Section summarizes the key points of this survey.

II. PRELIMINARIES
A. Problem Definition

Pairwise registration serves as a fundamental task in various
DL-PCR applications, including multi-instance and multi-view
registration. The objective is to determine the optimal rigid
transformation 7', which consists of a rotation matrix R &
SO(3) and a translation vector ¢ € R3, to align a source
point cloud X € RV*3 with a target point cloud Y € RM*3
within a shared coordinate system. This process minimizes the
alignment error between corresponding points, as formulated
in the following equation:

P
T = argmin y_ | T(,) — gy, M

p=1
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where ¢, € X,y, € Y represent corresponding points from
the source and target point clouds, respectively, and P denotes
the total number of such point pairs.

In multi-instance registration, the target point cloud Y is
divided into K instances, denoted as {Y;}X |, where each
instance Y}/ represents a set of points that partially or fully
sample the source point cloud X'. The objective is to compute
a set of optimal rigid transformations, {(R},,t,)}5_,, to align
the source point cloud X’ with each instance Y. In multi-
view registration, the objective to align multiple point clouds
{X!"}3_,, each corresponding a distinct perspective or frame,
into a unified coordinate system. This involves determining a
set of global rigid transformations, { (R”,t”)}5_,, that ensures
consistent alignment across all views. Throughout this survey,
unless explicitly stated otherwise, the discussion focuses on
algorithms designed for pairwise registration.

B. Datasets

This subsection reviews the datasets commonly used for
training and evaluating DL-PCR methods. Table [I] highlights
their key characteristics, including release year, data type,
number of classes, capacity, data level, scenarios, and data
representation formats. Missing information is indicated by
a dash (“-”). The datasets are further categorized based on
the scenarios they represent, with a clear distinction between
object-level and scene-level datasets.

1) Object-level Dataset: Point cloud data of individual
objects, such as airplanes, computers, and cups, form an
object-level dataset. The ModelNet40 dataset [20] is a widely
used object-level dataset that includes 40 categories, with
each model originating from computer-aided design (CAD)
and featuring multiple viewpoints and varying structures. The
MVP registration (MVP-RG) dataset [28]] provides detailed 3D
data focused on various poses and occlusions, making it ideal
for evaluating DL-PCR methods in challenging conditions.
For real-world applications, the RedWood dataset [22] offers
high-resolution 3D scans of objects in cluttered environments,
designed to evaluate algorithms under diverse object poses.
The ShapeNetCore dataset [21]] contains a comprehensive
collection of object models, suitable for training and evaluating
algorithms across a wide range of object types. Lastly, the
ScanObjectNN dataset [25], which includes 3D object scans
from 15 categories, provides a realistic and challenging envi-
ronment for evaluating registration techniques, particularly for
the alignment of noisy and partial point clouds.

2) Scene-level Dataset: Scene-level datasets provide struc-
tural and environmental information about entire scenes, en-
compassing both indoor and outdoor scenes. The KITTI
dataset [|18]] offers large-scale 3D point cloud data from urban,
rural, and highway scenes, making it a valuable resource for
evaluating algorithms in dynamic driving environments. Its
high-quality data, captured using LIDAR and cameras, has
made it a popular choice for autonomous driving research. The
ETH dataset [17] includes 3D scan data from urban and indoor
environments, featuring complex point clouds that challenge
registration algorithms under dynamic conditions. Similarly,
the Oxford RobotCar dataset [24] provides point cloud data

collected in urban settings, while the WHU-TLS dataset [26]]
offers large-scale point clouds from outdoor environments.
The ICL-NUIM dataset [19] provides realistic RGB-D images
along with camera trajectories, facilitating the evaluation of
algorithms in intricate indoor environments. The NuScenes
dataset [27], a multimodal collection, incorporates data from
six cameras, five radars, and one LiDAR, making it well-suited
for evaluating algorithms in complex and cluttered driving
scenarios. The 3DMatch dataset [[23]] combines both real-world
depth images and synthetic data, incorporating several other
datasets, such as SUN3D [39], 7Scenes [40], RGB-D Scenes
v2 [41]], BundleFusion [42], and Analysis by Synthesis [43]].
As the first scene-level dataset composed entirely of synthetic
data, FlyingShapes [29] aims to improve model performance
on real-world datasets by engaging in the training process.

C. Loss Functions

1) Supervised DL-PCR: Several loss functions are com-
monly used in supervised DL-PCR, including circle loss,
overlap loss, point matching loss, and regression loss. Each
of these loss functions is introduced below:

o Circle loss optimizes feature descriptors by minimizing
the distance between corresponding points while max-
imizing the distance between non-corresponding points
[[14]], [44]-[46]. It enhances the ability of the descrip-
tors to effectively distinguish between points that should
match and those that should not.

e Overlap loss supervises the estimation of the overlap
regions in the point cloud to be aligned by framing the
problem as a binary classification task [15], [47], [48].
It encourages the network to predict higher probabilities
for points in overlapping regions and lower probabilities
for non-overlapping points.

« Point matching loss supervises the prediction of keypoint
matching by classifying whether a point can be correctly
matched with points in another point cloud [14], [49],
[50]. It encourages the network to assign higher match
scores to points that are correctly matched and lower
scores to incorrect or ambiguous matches.

o Regression loss measures the error between the predicted
transformation parameters (rotation matrix and translation
vector) and the ground-truth transformation [[15], [16],
[51]. It minimizes the difference between the predicted
and ground-truth transformation parameters, helping the
network to accurately align the point clouds during the
registration process.

2) Unsupervised DL-PCR: In unsupervised DL-PCR, loss
functions optimize registration results by measuring geometric
differences and structural consistency between the point clouds
to be registered. These loss functions refine the network’s
transformation predictions without relying on annotated super-
vision. The most commonly used discrepancy loss is Chamfer
Distance, which calculates the distance from each point in the
source point cloud to the nearest point in the target point cloud,
summing these distances to evaluate the alignment [41]], [52]],
[53]]. In addition to Chamfer Distance, other loss functions,
such as Earth Mover’s Distance [54], Cosine Distance [55],
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Fig. 1.

A taxonomy of supervised DL-PCR algorithms. Methods published in the same year are grouped in curly brackets, with the superscripts

{3DMatch [23]}'7 {PPFNet [57]}8 {3DSmoothNet [58]}°

{D3Feat [59]}2° {SpinNet [60], DIP [61]}2 {YOHO [62], GeDi [63]} 22

{RoReg [64], SphereNet [65]}%3 {GMCNet [66], DeepSGM [67],
RoCNet++ [68], HA-TiNet [[69]}24 {PARE-Net [50]}2°

{Predator [47], OMNet [48]}21, {STORM [70]}22
{RORNet [71] Li et al. [72)}?3 {MPC [73]}24

{PRNet [51]}'° {FIRE-Net [[74]}2! {OIF-PCR [75], SHM [76]}?>

{DHVR [[77], PointDSC [78]}2! {DLF [79], SC2-PCR [80]}22 {SC2-PCR++ [81],
Hunter [82]}23 {Yuan et al. [83], TEAR [84], MAC [85], FastMAC [86]}2*

{DetarNet [87]], FINet [88], Zhang et al. [89]} 32
{MFANet [90], Q-REG [91]}24

{MVDesc [92]}8 {DeepVCP [93]}'° {Gojcic et al. [94]}20
{HRegNet [95], RGM [96]} 2! {BUFFER [13], Wang et al. [97]}23

{DeepGMR [98]}22 {OGMM [99]], Chen et al. [100]}23
{VBReg [101]}23

{Regiffusion [102], DiffusionPCR [103]}23

{PosDiffNet [104], PointDifformer [[105], Jiang et al. [106]}2¢ {Diff-Reg [107]}2°

{PCR-CG [[108], IMFNET [[109], ImLoveNet [[110], GMF [111]}22
{IGReg [112]}?* {SemReg [113]}?5

{SIRA-PCR [29], Yuan et al. [114], ZeroReg [115]}23 {PointRegGPT [116]}2°

{PointCLM [[117], SCRnet [[118]}22 {Liu et al. [119]}23 {UMERegRobust [[120]}2°

{Point-TTA [121], 3D Meta-Registration [122]}23
{ReAgent [123]}?! {Chen et al. [[124]}?3

{FCGF [125]}'° {DGR [126], 3DRegNet [127]}20
{PCAM [|128]}2! {SACF-Net [[129], Wu et al. [[130]}23

{REGTR [[131]}22 {GeoTransformer [[14], RoITr [45], PEAL [132],
RegFormer [[133], DIT [[16], EGST [[134]}23 ,

{SPEAL [135], NMCT [136], CAST [49], DCATr [[137], MIRETR [138]}%*

= .. : - {DCP [139]}'° {IDAM [140]}2° {DCPCR [141], Global-PBNet [142]}22

{RPMNet [143]}2°
{PointNetLK [144]}1° {PointNetLK Revisited [[145]}2!

17 18 19

2021 22 23 24 and 25 indicate the publication years 2017, 2018, 2019, 2020, 2021, 2022, 2023, 2024, and 2025 respectively. Within each curly bracket,

the l1sted methods are not in any particular chronological order.

and L1 loss [56]], are also employed. These functions either
assess the overall disparity between point clouds or measure
similarity in feature space.

D. Evaluation Metrics

Evaluation metrics are essential for assessing performance,
as they facilitate the comparison of results and guide the
selection of optimal network structures and parameters. These
metrics are classified into two main categories, as follows.

1) Error Characterization: Metrics in this category focus
on quantifying the accuracy of registration and transformation
parameters. Root Mean Squared Error (RMSE) and Mean
Squared Error (MSE) evaluate overall alignment accuracy by
calculating point-wise deviations. Mean Isotropic Error (MIE)
and Mean Absolute Error (MAE) assess isotropic and absolute
alignment discrepancies, respectively, while Chamfer Distance
captures point-level proximity. Additionally, the coefficient
of determination (R2?) measures the goodness of fit between
point clouds, and Relative Rotation Error (RRE) and Relative
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Fig. 2. An overview of key registration procedures in supervised DL-PCR. Note that certain procedures, such as overlap prediction, similarity matrix
optimization, and outlier filtering, may not be necessary for all registration methods.

Translation Error (RTE) quantify the precision of the estimated
rotation matrix and translation vector.

2) Performance Robustness: These metrics evaluate the
algorithm’s resilience to challenging scenarios, such as noise,
outliers, and partial overlaps, as well as the quality of feature
correspondences. Feature Matching Recall (FMR) measures
the proportion of correctly matched feature point pairs relative
to the total ground-truth feature correspondences, reflecting
the algorithm’s ability to identify accurate matches. Inlier
Ratio (IR) assesses the fraction of inliers among all matches
produced by the algorithm, offering insights into the precision
of the matching process. Moreover, Registration Recall (RR)
evaluates the overall registration quality by calculating the
fraction of point cloud pairs whose transformation errors, both
rotation and translation, fall below specified thresholds.

III. SUPERVISED DL-PCR

Supervised DL-PCR algorithms typically rely on various
supervisory signals, such as ground-truth labels or transfor-
mation parameters, to guide the training process and optimize
registration performance [[13]], [49], [[146]]. To advance research
in deep learning-based supervised methods, we categorize
these algorithms into five main types based on the primary
contributions of each study: (i) registration procedure (see Sec-
tion [[II-A), (ii) optimization strategy (see Section [[II-B), (iii)
learning paradigm (see Section [[II-C), (iv) network enhance-
ment (see Section [[II-D), and (v) integration of traditional
algorithms (see Section [[lI-E)). A taxonomy of supervised DL-
PCR algorithms is shown in Fig.

A. Registration Procedure

As shown in Fig. the supervised DL-PCR pipeline
typically consists of five key procedures: descriptor extrac-
tion, overlap prediction, similarity matrix optimization, outlier
filtering, and transformation parameter estimation. Each pro-
cedure plays a crucial role in enhancing registration accuracy.
We categorize algorithms according to their focus within
the registration process. Some algorithms optimize individual
procedures, while others aim to jointly optimize multiple
procedures to improve overall performance. The latter are
grouped under the category of “Others”.

1) Descriptor Extraction: Descriptor extraction serves to
capture features with high discriminative power. To improve
clarity, this category is further divided based on the type of
input data, including point, patch, and voxel grid.

Firstly, point is the basic unit of the point cloud, represented
as a discrete, unconnected 3D entity. As a result, extracting
descriptors from points often requires constructing complex

local relationships. D3Feat [59] embeds the full convolutional
network, which acquires the local information of the point
cloud, into the joint learning framework to realize 3D local fea-
ture detection and description. GMCNet [66]] utilizes rotation-
invariant features and noise-resistant spatial coordinates to
aggregate local features. The robust descriptors are subse-
quently generated by encoding the aggregated features through
hierarchical graph networks and graph models. Additionally,
geometric properties are captured by RoCNet++ [68] through a
triangle-based local descriptor, which forms triangles between
each point and its neighbors, leveraging the invariance of
triangle angles under rigid transformations. While previous
works focus on extracting local geometric descriptors, they
often overlook the semantic context of scenes. To address
this, DeepSGM [67]] improves the robustness of large-scale
DL-PCR by acquiring semantic instances through semantic
segmentation and Euclidean clustering. Furthermore, a graph
convolutional network is used to learn spatial and semantic
features. To overcome rotation sensitivity, PARE-Net [50]]
proposes a position-aware rotation-equivariant network, which
learns rotation-invariant features while maintaining distinctive
geometric properties, ensuring efficient and stable registration.

Secondly, patch reliably represents the local neighborhood
structure in point clouds. As a pioneering work, 3DMatch
[23] laid the groundwork for extracting deep features from
local patches. To incorporate rotation invariance, methods like
PPFNet [57] introduce global context awareness in descriptor
learning, enabling single correspondences to consider other
local features. YOHO [62] further advances this by applying
group-equivariant feature learning, which enables rotation-
equivariant components that significantly reduce the search
space for transformations. Based on YOHO, RoReg [64]
incorporates rotation-guided keypoint detection and rotation-
coherent matching, which enhances correspondence quality.
Other approaches, like DIP [61] and GeDi [[63], normalize
the local reference frame and encode patch information into
rotation-invariant descriptors through deep networks [147],
[148]]. While both methods share a similar strategy, DIP
focuses on rotation-invariant descriptors robust to clutter and
occlusions, whereas GeDi further incorporates invariance to
scale and point permutations, which allows better generaliza-
tion across domains. Furthermore, HA-TiNet [69]] enhances
rotation invariance by generating height-azimuth images and
utilizing a ResNet-based backbone [149] with a rotation-
invariant layer. This method achieves full rotation invariance
around all axes and provides a lightweight yet effective solu-
tion for local descriptor learning.

Thirdly, voxel grid provides a uniform sampling of point
clouds by using customizable grid size. 3DSmoothNet [5§]]
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employs a voxelized smoothed density technique with fully
convolutional layers to model local point cloud morphol-
ogy, which leverages local density estimates for DL-PCR. In
SpinNet [60], the spatial point Transformer first maps the
input point cloud into cylindrical space to achieve SO(2)
equivariance. Subsequently, for a voxel at position (j,k,!)
on the d-th cylindrical feature map in the s-th layer, the
3D cylindrical convolution extracts features F' by moving the
convolution kernel with the following operation:

D Rs; Hs A

Fii=> 22> v

d=1r=1h=1a=1

sd'd gp(s—1)d
Wy Fj+r Y(k+h)(I+a)’ 2

where D denotes the number of input feature channels, wfg;,d
represents the learnable parameters, R, represents the size of
the kernel along the radial dimension, H, and Ay represents
the kernel sizes along the height and width, respectively. More-
over, SphereNet [65] learns noise-robust and generalizable de-
scriptors by utilizing spherical interpolation, spherical integrity
padding, and a spherical convolutional neural network.

2) Overlap Prediction: Methods focusing on enhancing
this step estimate the overlap region between point clouds
to be registered, and then search for correspondences within
this region [[132], [150]. Predator [47] is the first model to
introduce the concept of overlap prediction, which employs
a graph neural network and an overlap attention module to
enhance contextual relationships and predict overlap scores.
To minimize the prediction error in overlapping regions, the
overlap 10ss Loyerap i defined as:

N

- Z [0;1og(6;) + (1 — 0;)log(1 —6;)],  (3)

i=1

Loverlap =

where N represents the total number of points, o; is the
ground-truth label indicating whether the i-th point is within
the overlap region (1 for within, O for outside), and 0; is
the predicted probability for the i-th point. Based on this
concept, OMNet [48] introduces a mask prediction module for
generating overlapping masks. Meanwhile, the intermediate
layer of the module is combined with regression prediction,
which can optimize mask generation and transform param-
eter estimation simultaneously. RORNet [71] alleviates the
problem of overlapping estimation errors by down-sampling
and filtering out low similarity points. In addition, RORNet
combines similarity-based and score-based methods in a two-
branch structure to reduce noise sensitivity. STORM [70]]
integrates a differential sampling overlap prediction module
within a dual Transformer [[151] architecture to facilitate in-
formation exchange during the prediction stages. This module
employs the Gumbel-Softmax [152] to perform independent
point sampling within the overlap region. In Li et al. [72], a
bird’s eye view (BEV) model is proposed that jointly learns
3D local features and overlap estimation. This BEV uses
a sparse UNet-like network for feature characterization and
a cross-attention module for overlapping region detection.
Different from the algorithms above that directly predict the
overlap region, MPC [73] extends the overlap region through
mutual reference, using low-overlap portions of point clouds
to enhance the overlap. This approach does not rely on shaping

prior knowledge, making it capable of handling various types
of point cloud data, especially in low-overlap scenarios.

3) Similarity Matrix Optimization: Each element of the
similarity matrix represents the likelihood of a match between
points in the point clouds to be registered. A probability
function is commonly used to compute the similarity matrix,
after which the maximum value in each row or column is
identified to select the most likely point pairs [139]. Although
softmax is often employed as the probability function, it tends
to generate a blurred correspondence map. To tackle this issue,
various methods have been proposed to reduce the resulting
ambiguity. PRNet [51] proposes an iterative self-supervised
framework for partial-to-partial registration, utilizing Gumbel-
Softmax sampling [152] to obtain an approximately differen-
tiable matching matrix m, defined as:

FyF{ +gij)]
A b

“4)
where F'x and Fy are the features of source and target point
clouds extracted by DGCNN [[153] and Transformer [151],
respectively. g;; is samples from a Gumbel(0, 1) distribution
and ) is a temperature parameter controlling the sharpness of
the matching matrix. FIRE-Net [74] enhances feature interac-
tions in multiple layers across the point cloud by extracting
structural features and facilitating feature exchange, which
in turn enables highly similar points to be recognized for
easier matching. By considering a few correspondences, OIF-
PCR [75] proposes an effective position encoding strategy
to normalize the point cloud point by point. The strategy
is then incorporated into an iterative optimization process
to progressively optimize the similarity matrix. SHM [76]
adopts a soft-to-hard matching approach, where the enhanced
Sinkhorn algorithm [154] first computes a soft similarity
matrix, which is then refined into the final permutation matrix.

4) Outlier Filtering: The goal of outlier filtering is to
eliminate points that lack corresponding counterparts, known
as outliers [I155]—[158]. As outliers can negatively affect the
registration process, the removal of outliers is beneficial to
maintain registration performance. DHVR [77] introduces a
Hough Voting [[159] that places the predicted correspondences
into a sparse transformation parameter space, improving the
identification of inliers. Similarly, DLF [79] employs a clas-
sifier with stacked order-aware modules to evaluate hypothe-
sized outliers and verify the compatibility of inliers.

The above methods estimate outliers directly after feature
extraction but usually ignore 3D spatial information due to
over-reliance on multilayer perceptrons (MLP). In addition,
they only evaluate feature pairs and do not take into account
the consistency among inliers [78]. To address these limita-
tions, PointDSC [78] explicitly incorporates spatial compati-
bility, which argues that not only should the relative distances
between inliers in the point clouds remain consistent, but
inliers within the same point cloud also share inherent spatial
relationships. The spatial compatibility can be represented by:

m(x;,Y ) = one_hot |arg max softmax <
j

d

d2.
ﬂm:[ U;] v dij = |l — 25 = llye —yslll, S
+
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where (3;; measures the compatibility between point pairs
(z;,y;) and (z;,y,), with d;; as the length difference.
The parameter o4 adjusts sensitivity, and [-]; ensures non-
negativity. When d;; exceeds o4, 3;; becomes zero, indicating
incompatibility. Moreover, SC2-PCR [80] introduces second-
order spatial compatibility by converting the spatial compat-
ibility matrix into a binary form and measuring similarity
based on the count of mutually compatible points. This global
compatibility approach improves early differentiation between
inliers and outliers. Expanding on SC2-PCR, SC2-PCR++ [81]]
further refines the process by designing a feature and spatial
consistency-constrained truncated Chamfer Distance metric,
which enhances model hypothesis evaluation by increasing
efficiency and reducing dependency on the assumed rate of
true correspondences. Yuan et al. [83] utilize spatial consis-
tency to filter outliers but propose a joint integration strategy
that leverages correspondences across different networks. In-
stead of recognizing inliers using first-order or second-order
consistency as a prior in the above methods, Hunter [32]]
learns higher-order consistency that is more robust to severe
outliers. In TEAR [84], the outlier problem is tackled through
a robust loss function based on truncated entry-wise abso-
lute residuals, ensuring accurate registration even in highly
contaminated datasets. Through constructing a compatibility
graph and searching for maximal cliques, MAC [85]], [[160]
filters out geometrically inconsistent outlier correspondences,
generating accurate pose hypotheses to enhance registration
precision. Building on MAC, FastMAC [86]] introduces graph
signal processing and stochastic spectral sampling, prioritizing
high-frequency nodes to further filter low-confidence outliers,
thereby accelerating the hypothesis generation process.

5) Transformation Parameter Estimation: The calculation
of transformation parameters is the final step in DL-PCR.
Random sample consensus (RANSAC) [161], as a classic
solving algorithm, is widely used in various DL-PCR methods.
RANSAC is typically employed during the coarse registration
phase to effectively reduce the impact of outliers, requiring a
predetermined number of iterations to compute the transfor-
mation parameters. Additionally, some algorithms [15], [16],
[162] rely on singular value decomposition (SVD) [[163] to
perform the calculation of transformation parameters. In con-
trast to RANSAC, SVD does not require iterative processing.
It computes the optimal rotation and translation parameters
by decomposing the covariance matrix H, which H can be
obtained by the following formula:

N
H =) (- 2)(y—9)". ©)
i=1

where © and y are the averages of the source and target
point clouds, respectively. Apart from computing the transfor-
mation parameters using the traditional algorithms described
above, several methods [127], [[164] have attempted to use
convolutional neural networks to simultaneously solve for the
rotation matrix and translation vector. These approaches have
been validated by multiple models. However, solving for both
transformation parameters together can lead to interference
between the rotation and translation components [87]]. To

address this issue, DetarNet [87]] employs a siamese network
that decouples the rotation and translation parameters through
a two-step process. First, a regression network is used to
compute the translation vector, followed by the application of
SVD to determine the rotation matrix. Additionally, FINet [88]]
enhances the information linkage between point clouds to be
registered by leveraging both point-wise and global features.
It utilizes a dual-branch structure with separate branches to
predict the translation vector and rotation matrix.

In addition to convolutional neural networks, some methods
explore point cloud characteristics to solve for transformation
parameters [[89]], [165]. MFANet [90] introduces a framework
using dual quaternion representation and multi-scale feature
correlation to estimate transformations. By introducing a self-
supervised framework, Zhang et al. [89]] propose the concept
of rigid transformation equivariance (RTE). RTE stipulates
that when two point clouds (pose difference is R, t) undergo
distinct rigid transformations R;,%; and Rg,to, their new
relative pose ¢’ relates to the original relative pose ¢ can
be obtained through the following relationship:

¢ = {RyRRY Ryt +t, — RoRRTt,}. (7)

Subsequently, this relationship is used to supervise the training
of the network, which can be integrated into various registra-
tion frameworks. Q-REG [91]] utilizes quadric surface [160] to
estimate the rigid transform through a single correspondence.
As well, Q-REG also employs an exhaustive search for robust
estimation, enabling end-to-end training for correspondence
matching and pose estimation. It does not depend on a specific
matching method and is effective in improving performance
during both inference and training.

6) Others: There are also some methods to achieve accurate
registration by carefully designing multiple links in the regis-
tration procedure [[13]], [95]], [167]. DeepVCP [93]], an end-to-
end registration network, which incorporates point weighting
to estimate point saliency scores, facilitating the detection of
keypoints. The K-nearest neighbors method is then utilized
to create neighborhoods around these keypoints, followed by
a permutation-invariant network that extracts more detailed
descriptors. HRegNet [95] is a hierarchical network that uti-
lizes geometric features, descriptors, and similarity measures
obtained through bilateral and neighborhood consensus to
establish correspondences between keypoints. The concepts
of bilateral consensus and neighborhood consensus imply that,
within the descriptor space, two correctly corresponding points
should not only be nearest neighbors but also possess similar
neighborhood structures. Through graph matching, RGM [96]]
not only considers the local geometry of each point when
establishing correspondence relationships but also considers
a larger range of structural and topological relationships.
Furthermore, RGM trains the network using losses defined di-
rectly on the correspondences, promoting the network to learn
better point-to-point correspondences. BUFFER [13]] designs
a point-wise learner to enhance computational efficiency and
feature representation capabilities by predicting keypoints and
estimating point orientations.

The above-mentioned papers focus on pairwise registra-
tion, there are some other studies focusing on multi-view
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Fig. 3. Illustration of DL-PCR methods using the following two optimization
strategies: (a) GMM-based and (b) Multimodality-based.

registration tasks. MVDesc [92] introduces a multi-view local
descriptor designed to characterize 3D keypoints based on
points captured from various perspectives. Following this,
a robust matching technique is presented that rejects false
correspondences through efficient belief propagation within a
defined graphical model. Gojcic et al. [94] employ iteratively
reweighted least squares (IRLS) as a global refinement method
to preserve cycle consistency and reduce ambiguity in initial
alignments. However, this approach relies on dense pairwise
correspondences, which leads to a large computational over-
head and an increase in outliers. This would make it difficult to
make an accurate estimation of the correct pose for IRLS. To
overcome these challenges, Wang et al. [97] propose a novel
method focusing on learning reliable initialization techniques
that take into account the overlap between multiple point
cloud pairs. This strategy allows for the construction of sparse
yet dependable pose graphs. Additionally, they incorporate
a history reweighting function into the IRLS framework,
enhancing its generalization and robustness.

B. Optimization Strategy

These methods incorporate different optimization strate-
gies into DL-PCR. Based on their underlying approaches,
they are further classified into several categories: GMM-
based, Bayesian-based, diffusion-based, multimodality-based,
and pretrain-based techniques. The applications of each opti-
mization strategy will be discussed.

1) GMM-Based: As a commonly used probability model,
the Gaussian Mixture Model (GMM) finds optimal alignments
by integrating an expectation-maximization (EM) method into
a maximum likelihood framework [[168]], [169]. However, the
EM process can be computationally intensive and potentially
lead to incorrect data associations, especially in registrations
with significant angular disparities [98]. To mitigate the prob-
lems highlighted above, a technique called deep Gaussian
mixture registration (DeepGMR) [98§]] is proposed as shown in
Fig.[3(a), which leverages the rigorously rotation-invariant pro-

cessor [[170] and correspondence network to search correspon-
dences between points and GMM parameters. Specifically,
two differentiable compute (Diff-Com) blocks are employed
to estimate the optimal transformation parameters 1", with
the optimization governed by

J .
\ . LI
T =arng1nZ ;;”T(Nj) - il (8)

j=1 J

where J represents the total number of components in the
GMMs, 7; and 0']2 represent the source weights and target
variances respectively, and ft; and p; represent the means of
the source and target GMMs. In OGMM [99], predictions of
the overlapping region between point clouds to be registered
are utilized for GMM estimation, and the registration task is
framed as minimizing the variance between the two GMMs.
Chen et al. [[100] combined global and local information
to formulate the GMM as a distribution that encompasses
comprehensive representation capabilities.

2) Bayesian-Based: Bayesian-based methods are statistical
techniques for updating and improving estimates of event
probabilities based on existing data. In VBReg [101], a
non-local network architecture for DL-PCR is introduced,
which utilizes variational Bayesian inference to learn non-
local features. VBReg enables the modeling of Bayesian-
driven long-range dependencies and facilitates the acquisition
of discriminative feature representations for inlier/outlier.

3) Diffusion-Based: Diffusion model is a machine learning
technique based on generative stochastic processes [171]-
[174], which generate data or optimize tasks by gradually
introducing and eliminating noise. In DL-PCR, diffusion
models are embedded at various stages, which provide key
assistance in determining optimal alignment between source
and target point clouds. PosDiffNet [[104] and PointDifformer
[105] utilize graph neural diffusion [[175] for assisting robust
feature extraction. Specifically, PointDifformer uses graph
partial differential equations and heat kernel signatures [176],
while PosDiffNet employs Beltrami flow and hierarchical
matching to integrate positional information in large-scale
registration. Regiffusion [[102] creatively employs the diffusion
model to predict and generate overlapping regions between
source and target point clouds before registration, offering a
unique solution for scenarios with low or negative overlap
rates. Diff-Reg [107] utilizes the denoising diffusion model to
direct the search for the optimal matching matrix, focusing on
efficiency and accuracy in finding better alignment solutions.
Furthermore, Jiang et al. [[106] apply the denoising diffusion
process within the SE(3) space to refine the registration of
point clouds for 6D object pose estimation, showcasing a
novel approach by integrating linear Lie algebra SE(3) for
precise spatial transformations. DiffusionPCR [103] frames
the registration task as a denoising process where noisy
transformations are iteratively refined toward the ground-truth.
In DiffusionPCR, the forward diffusion process is defined by

Ry = Slerp(Rl, REvu5 /o), 9)

te= (1= Von) -t + Vg - ¥, (10)
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where Slerp(-,-;-) is the spherical linear interpolation [177],
R; and t; are the rotation and translation at time ¢, and oy
controls the interpolation between the prior and ground-truth
transformations, ensuring a smooth transition. The quaternion
forms of the prior and ground-truth rotations are denoted by
RN and RS, respectively, while 7" and ¢&' refer to the
prior and ground-truth translations.

4) Multimodality-Based: Current multimodal DL-PCR al-
gorithms aim to enhance the structural information of the
original point cloud by integrating texture details extracted
from images, which are beneficial for accurate representation
and analysis [110], [112], [178]. PCR-CG [108] utilizes 2D
image matching to create 2D correspondences, which are
then mapped onto point clouds through a 2D-to-3D projection
module to identify overlapping regions. Similarly, ImLoveNet
[110] leverages images to improve overlap region predictions,
which uses cross-fusion technology to merge 3D features
extracted from point clouds with 3D features simulated from
2D image-derived data, as shown in Fig. Ekb). IMFENET [109]]
introduces an interpretable module that explains the impact
of original points on the final descriptor, thereby improving
both transparency and effectiveness. By combining image in-
formation with point features and selectively fusing geometric
consistency in reliably salient regions, IGReg [112] improves
the accuracy of alignment effectively in challenging scenarios
including repetitive patterns and low geometric regions. Addi-
tionally, GMF [111]] combines the structural information from
point clouds with texture information from images, allowing
for effective outlier rejection. The aforementioned multimodal
algorithms focus on enhancing registration accuracy through
image data but lack specific supervision for optimizing 2D fea-
ture extraction, resulting in suboptimal matching performance
[113]]. To address this issue, SemReg [113] is proposed, which
introduces a Gaussian mixture semantic prior to fusing 2D
semantic features from images, revealing the semantic corre-
lations between point cloud pairs. Furthermore, a semantics-
aware focal loss is designed, which further optimizes the 2D
feature extraction process that allows the model to better focus
on semantic information.

5) Pretrain-Based: Pre-training involves training the model
on a large-scale dataset in advance, which allows the model
to learn general features that provide a strong initialization
for downstream tasks [179]], [180]. In SIRA-PCR [29], the
model is pre-trained on the constructed large-scale synthetic
dataset FlyingShapes to acquire general features. Meanwhile,
a simulation-to-real adaptation process is employed to narrow
the domain gap between synthetic and real-world point clouds.
By transferring the knowledge of pre-trained multimodal mod-
els into a new point cloud descriptor neural network, Yuan et
al. [114] can only require point cloud data during inference
and achieve performance comparable to multimodal methods.
ZeroReg [1135] integrates pre-trained 2D visual features with
3D geometric information to achieve deep multimodal fusion,
thereby enhancing the effectiveness of DL-PCR. PointRegGPT
[116] utilizes the diffusion model in the pre-training phase
to generate high-quality training data from the depth map.
It enhances the realism and consistency of the data by re-
projecting and correcting the depth map so that more precise
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and applicable training resources are provided.

C. Learning Paradigm

Fig. [ illustrates the different learning paradigms used by
DL-PCR methods: contrastive learning, meta-learning, and
reinforcement learning. These learning paradigms aim to en-
hance feature representation, improve model generalization,
and optimize the registration process through reward-based
mechanisms, respectively.

1) Contrastive Learning: Contrastive learning has emerged
as a powerful tool in DL-PCR, enhancing feature represen-
tations and registration accuracy through various innovative
approaches. In PointCLM [117], contrast learning is used
to obtain a well-distributed depth representation f of the
hypothesized counterparts. Then, these depth representations
are used to prune outliers and cluster in-points, thus improving
the multi-instance DL-PCR performance. The contrastive loss
function L.; used in PointCLM is given by

Lo = Z [E(.fiafj)_To]i_/|O|
(i,)€0

+ 3 [ B £ /IN,

(4,J)EN

(1)

Where E represents the Euclidean Distance, 7, and 7, are
margin thresholds for positive and negative pairs to prevent
overfitting, O and N are the sets of positive and negative
pairs, respectively, and |O| and |N| are the number of point
pairs in O and N. SCRnet [[118] leverages contrastive learning
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and spatial consistency to guide the network for more accu-
rate registration by emphasizing spatially consistent features.
In addition, Liu et al. [119] propose intergroup contrastive
learning (as shown in Fig. f[a)), which addresses the density
mismatch problem in long-range outdoor DL-PCR by aligning
multiple highly overlapping point clouds. It also ensures that
positive samples are independently and identically distributed
(i.i.d.), enabling density-invariant feature extraction. UMERe-
gRobust [[120] integrates the transformation invariance prop-
erty of universal manifold embedding [181f, [182] with the
optimization strategy of contrastive learning. In this method,
universal manifold embedding maps point cloud data into a
low-dimensional subspace, providing a representation that is
invariant to transformations. Meanwhile, contrastive learning
optimizes the embedded features of the point cloud, ensuring
that the model maintains consistency across transformed data.

2) Meta Learning: The role of meta-learning in the DL-
PCR task is to enhance generalization. As shown in Fig. f[b),
Point-TTA [121]] employs a test-time adaptation approach that
updates the model parameters during inference using self-
supervised auxiliary tasks, including point cloud reconstruc-
tion, feature learning, and correspondence classification, to
adapt to unseen data distributions and improve registration per-
formance. During the training phase, a meta-auxiliary learning
framework is employed to optimize the model parameters
using the following formula:

9/ = 9—’7V0Laux(X7Y79)7 (12)

where L,yx denotes the loss function of the auxiliary tasks, and
7 is the learning rate. Another approach, 3D Meta-Registration
[122], uses a 3D registration learner to focus on completing
a specific registration task and a 3D registration meta-learner
to provide optimal parameter update through task distribution-
based training. With this synergistic approach, the parameters
of the learner can be dynamically tuned to quickly adapt to
new registration tasks.

3) Reinforcement Learning: Reinforcement learning is ap-
plied to DL-PCR task to improve the registration performance.
As shown in Fig. @c), ReAgent [123] models DL-PCR as a
reinforcement learning problem, where an agent interacts with
the environment to optimize the registration process. The state
of the agent is the current source point cloud X, and the
action is the transformation applied to minimize the distance
to the true source point cloud X. The reward function in
ReAgent is defined as:

) lfD(X':7X)<D( z{fl’X)’
r=< —e, iIfDX/,X)=DX/,,X), (13
—e_, if D(X/,X)>D(X,_,, X),

where X/ ; is the source point cloud transformed by the
transformation parameters obtained in the previous step and
D is Chamfer Distance. The agent selects actions to maximize
the reward, thereby gradually reducing registration errors and
achieving precise alignment, which showcases the role of rein-
forcement learning in DL-PCR. Based on ReAgent, Chen et al.
[124] enhance the state embedding with edge convolution for
improved feature extraction and introduce a reward function
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Fig. 5. An example of Transformer-based DL-PCR.

that adjusts penalties over time, allowing for aggressive initial
attempts followed by more conservative actions.

D. Network Enhancement

Techniques for enhancing networks include convolution-
based operations [183]] and attention mechanisms [[151]], [184].

1) Convolution-Based: These methods leverage advanced
convolution strategies to model geometric structures in point
clouds effectively. FCGF [125] introduces a fully convolu-
tional geometric feature extraction approach based on sparse
convolution, which improves feature learning efficiency and
captures broader contextual information by extending the
receptive field. DGR [[126] employs a 6-dimensional convo-
lutional network to predict the confidence of matched pairs.
It integrates a weighted Procrustes method with a gradient
optimization module to establish an end-to-end registration
framework. 3DRegNet [127] combines ResNet [149] with
fully connected layers to classify matching point cloud pairs
and regresses rigid transformation parameters for efficient and
accurate registration. Wu et al. [130] incorporates a sparse
convolution module to expand the receptive field, enhancing
feature discriminability and accelerating the estimation of
transformation parameters. Additionally, attention mechanisms
have been adopted to dynamically adjust feature weights,
focusing on key regions or features [[129], [185], [186]. For
example, PCAM [128]] uses cross-attention matrices (CAM)
to enhance feature augmentation by simultaneously focusing
on shallow geometric information and deep contextual details,
generating more reliable matching features in overlapping re-
gions. Inspired by PCAM, SACF-Net [129] introduces a skip-
attention-based correspondence filtering network that revisits
encoder features at different resolutions to extract high-quality
correspondences selectively.

2) Transformer-Based: Transformer architectures [151],
which leverage attention mechanisms to capture long-range
dependencies and encode global relationships, have achieved
remarkable success in DL-PCR [[187]-[|191]]. Fig. E] illustrates
a typical transformer-based DL-PCR framework. GeoTrans-
former [[14]] encodes distance and angle information within
the transformer framework to capture geometric structures
in individual point clouds and ensure geometric consistency
between point clouds during registration. Building on Geo-
Transformer, several methods have introduced customized
transformer networks for enhanced point cloud registration.
For example, SPEAL [[135] improves upon GeoTransformer
by incorporating skeleton-aware information to refine the
registration process. RoITr [45] introduces a rotation-invariant
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Transformer with an aggregation module, which helps extract
discriminative, pose-agnostic descriptors while maintaining
cross-frame position awareness. EGST [134] develops an en-
hanced geometric structure Transformer that learns contextual
features of geometric structures without relying on explicit
position embeddings or additional feature exchange. PEAL
[132] enhances registration accuracy by injecting overlap pri-
ors into the Transformer, specifically addressing low-overlap
point cloud scenarios. NMCT [136]] improves local feature
extraction with neighborhood position encoding and employs
a multi-compound Transformer to facilitate local-global fu-
sion and feature interaction. CAST [49]presents an improved
Transformer architecture that integrates consistency awareness,
point-guided strategies, and a hierarchical design, address-
ing the challenges posed by complex registration scenarios.
DCATr [[137] proposes a dynamic cue-assisted Transformer
that constrains attention to highly consistent regions and
dynamically updates cue regions to improve feature distinc-
tiveness and resolve matching ambiguities.

Furthermore, several methods also directly use transformer
networks to predict correspondences. REGTR [[131] employs
a transformer-based architecture that integrates both self-
attention and cross-attention mechanisms. This design en-
hances the network’s ability to extract meaningful features,
enabling precise predictions of the probability that each point
belongs to the overlap region. To mitigate false matches, Reg-
Former [[133] introduces a bijective association transformer,
which regresses the initial transformation. This is followed
by iterative refinement of shallow layers to recover the accu-
rate transformation. To address matching and occlusion chal-
lenges in multi-instance DL-PCR, MIRETR [138] proposes
an instance-aware geometric transformer. This model extracts
instance-specific superpoint features and predicts coarse-level
masks for each instance. An iterative optimization strategy
is then applied to improve the reliability of the superpoint
features and the accuracy of the masks, reducing feature
contamination between instances.

E. Integration of Traditional Algorithms

Traditional methods play a crucial role in supporting deep
learning-based registration. Key examples of these methods

{PPF-FoldNet [164]}18 {MS-SVConv [192], UPCR [193]}2! {UGMM [52]}%2

{PCRNet [54]}'° {Deep-3DAligner [194]}2°
{Sun et al. [195]}23 {MMMI [196]}%4

{UnsupervisedR&R [56]}2! {LLT [197]}%2
{PointMBF [198]}23 {Yan et al. [199], NeRF-UR [200]}?*

{LatentCEM [201], CEMNet [202]}2!
{UGMM [52]}22 {OBMNet [203], UDPReg [53]}23

{DeepUME [204], CorrNet3D [205]}?* {R-PointHop [206]}?2 {GTINet [207]}%*

{RIENet [208]}22 {ICC [209], RegiFormer
[210], EYOC [211], INTEGER [212]}24

include the integration of Iterative Closest Point (ICP), Robust
Point Matching (RPM), and Lucas-Kanade (LK).

1) Iterative Closest Point: As a classical method, ICP
iteratively finds the nearest neighbor correspondences and
estimates the rigid transformation [3]], [213]]. Several DL-PCR
algorithms combine the iterative optimization idea of ICP to
optimize the registration process. DCPCR [141] introduces
compressed encoders and attention mechanisms to improve the
robustness of feature matching. Furthermore, DCP [[139] uses
attention mechanisms to predict soft correspondences between
point clouds and employs a differentiable SVD layer to extract
the rigid transformation. Contrasting with the above-discussed
algorithms that iterate over the entire network, IDAM [140]]
distinctively positions the feature extraction component out-
side the iterative loop, which reduces the computational burden
to a certain extent. Furthermore, it integrates distance infor-
mation into the iterative network and incorporates a two-stage
point elimination module. This design effectively filters out
points and point pairs that are detrimental to the registration
process. Global-PBNet [142] integrates deep learning for high-
precision rough registration with ICP and branch-and-bound
optimization [214]] to achieve globally optimal alignment.

2) Robust Point Matching: As a prominent work to address
the limitations of ICP, RPM [215] solves issues related to
local minima and noise sensitivity, and it is also extended to
a deep learning-based registration framework. RPMNet [143]]
improves the classical RPM algorithm by learning hybrid
features to compute the soft correspondence matrix ¢ between
the source and target point clouds:

cij = e—ﬁ(HFwi —Fy; Hg—@)’ (14)
where F,, and F. represent the learned features for points
x; and y;, respectively. The parameter 3 controls the hardness
of the matching, gradually converging during the iterative
process, and « is used to reject outliers. The utilized differ-
entiable Sinkhorn layer [154] and annealing strategy reduce
the dependence on initialization while enhancing robustness to
noise and outliers, which enables the model to better handle
partially visible point cloud data.

3) Lucas-Kanade: The LK algorithm [216] is a classi-
cal image registration method that iteratively optimizes rigid
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transformation parameters by minimizing the feature differ-
ences between a source and a target image. PointNetLK
[144] extends this concept to point cloud data by employing
PointNet [147] to learn a feature mapping function ¢ that
projects point clouds into a fixed-dimensional feature space.
The registration process in PointNetLK aims to minimize the
following objective function:

arg min |6(G(€) - X) — o(Y) 3, (15)
where G(§) = exp (Z§:1 EpAp) € SE(3), € € R® represent
exponential map twist parameters and A denote the generator
matrices. This method iteratively updates the A& to achieve
registration. To enhance the generalization ability, PointNetLK
Revisited [[145] improves upon the PointNetLK by introducing
an analytic Jacobian matrix, addressing numerical instability
issues and improving robustness.

IV. UNSUPERVISED DL-PCR

Supervised DL-PCR algorithms have demonstrated promis-
ing results, but their effectiveness depends heavily on the
availability of a large set of ground-truth transformations
or correspondences to guide the training process. However,
obtaining such annotated data in real-world scenarios is both
challenging and costly, which limits the practical use of
supervised registration algorithms. In contrast, unsupervised
DL-PCR algorithms aim to address these limitations by elim-
inating the need for ground-truth labels. This section clas-
sifies unsupervised DL-PCR algorithms into two categories:
correspondence-free and correspondence-based.

A. Correspondence-Free

Correspondence-free unsupervised registration methods be-
gin by extracting global features from both the source and
target point clouds. These features are then processed using
a multi-layer perceptron (MLP) to regress the transformation
parameters. We further categorize correspondence-free DL-
PCR methods into two approaches: one-stage registration and
iterative registration methods.

1) One-Stage Registration: In the field of one-stage un-
supervised registration methods, an early significant contri-
bution is PPF-FoldNet [164], which starts by constructing
four-dimensional (4D) point-pair features. These features are
subsequently fed into an end-to-end architecture similar to a
folded network as well as reconstructed using an encoder-
decoder structure. The loss function in PPF-FoldNet involves

comparing the Chamfer Distance (CD) between the 4D point
pair features before and after reconstruction. The CD is a
bidirectional metric that measures the discrepancy between
two sets of data, which is commonly used in one-stage
registration tasks. Specifically, the formula for CD is:

1 1
i > min lu—vll3+ 7 > min flo—ul,
uwelU veVv

(16)
where U and V' could be two sets of points or their corre-
sponding features, |U| and |V| are the number of points in U
and V. MS-SVConv [[192] combines multi-scale sparse voxel
convolution and unsupervised transfer learning to enhance
unsupervised registration. To learn relative poses that are
essential for deriving transformation parameters, UPCR [193]]
introduces dual point cloud representations: pose-invariant and
pose-related. Moreover, the CD is also integrated to evaluate
the discrepancy between the source point cloud and the target
point cloud. UGMM [52] estimates posterior probabilities
through unsupervised learning, which uses the CD between
Gaussian mixture models derived from the point clouds to be
registered as the loss function.

2) Iterative Registration: As shown in Fig. [/(b), the it-
erative registration method performs multiple iterations of
the entire registration network (Reg-Network) to estimate the
optimal solution. The source point cloud of each iteration
is updated with the transformation parameters obtained in
the previous iteration, while the target point cloud remains
unchanged. Similar to the one-stage methods, Deep-3DAligner
[194] and Sun et al. [195] also use CD as the loss function to
measure the difference between point clouds to be registered.
Based on the introduced deep spatial correlation representa-
tion feature, Deep-3DAligner [194] describes the geometric
essence of the spatial correlation between the source and the
target point clouds in a coding-free manner. Sun et al. [195]]
further develop the PointNetLK algorithm for cross-source
DL-PCR. Moreover, to alleviate the problem of feature redun-
dancy in DL-PCR, MMMI [196] designs a structure aimed
at maximizing the multi-level mutual information between
features at different levels. Instead of CD, PCRNet [54] uses
Earth Mover’s Distance as the loss function, aiming to reduce
the difference in features obtained through the PointNet [[147].

LU, V)=

B. Correspondence-Based

Correspondence-based unsupervised methods begin by ex-
tracting features, followed by the establishment of corre-
spondences at various levels—point-level, distribution-level,
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or cluster-level. Rigid transformation parameters are then
estimated based on these correspondences. These methods
can be further categorized into RGB-D methods, probabil-
ity model methods, descriptor-based methods, and geometry
consistency-based methods.

1) RGB-D: Motivated by multi-view geometry, the inherent
geometric and photometric consistency in RGB-D sequences
provides an effective self-supervised signal for point cloud fea-
ture extraction, which is therefore leveraged in unsupervised
DL-PCR algorithms [55]], [217]]. To the best of our knowledge,
UnsupervisedR&R [56] is the first unsupervised algorithm
to address RGB-D DL-PCR. It generates projected images
through differentiable rendering and optimizes the registration
network by backpropagating the rendering error. LLT [197]]
progressively fuses the learned geometric information from the
point cloud and the visual information from the RGB-D data
using a multi-scale local linear transformation. The resultant
visual-geometric features exhibit reduced visual discrepancies
caused by geometric changes in a canonical feature space,
thus facilitating more reliable correspondences. LLT primarily
focuses on using depth information to guide RGB processing
but overlooks the interaction between the two modalities [[198]].
With that in mind, PointMBF [198]] introduces a complex
fusion strategy that integrates multi-scale and multi-directional
features. On the other hand, Yan et al. [199] estimate point
cloud correspondences by using hyperrectangle-based embed-
dings and intersection volume calculation, the complementary
information from the RGB-D modalities are leveraged. As
opposed to the aforementioned frame-to-frame consistency
strategy, NeRF-UR [200] leverages the neural radiance field
(NeRF) [218] as a global model of the scene. It performs pose
optimization by ensuring consistency between the input frames
and the frames re-rendered by NeRF.

2) Probability Model: As depicted in Fig. probabil-
ity model-based algorithms integrate probabilistic knowledge
within the registration framework. These approaches utilize
probability models to portray the matching relationship and
invariant uncertainty between the point clouds. OBMNet [203]]
proposes the overlap bias matching module, which first gen-
erates class probabilities and temperature parameters. Then,
the Gumbel-Softmax [152]] is used to infer the distribution
of shared structures. UGMM [52] presents a novel approach,
redefining the DL-PCR challenge as a clustering problem.
Unlike UGMM which treats all clusters equally, UDPReg
[53]] aligns different clusters with different importance. Ad-
ditionally, self-consistency loss and cross-consistency loss are
utilized to encourage the extracted features to be geometrically
consistent. LatentCEM [201]] and CEMNet [202]] model DL-
PCR as a Markov decision process and use a cross-entropy
method to find the optimal transformation iteratively.

3) Descriptor-Based: Descriptor-based algorithms primar-
ily focus on extracting robust feature descriptors from point
clouds and leveraging these descriptors to establish accurate
correspondences. The essence of these algorithms lies in
the selection and matching strategies of features, which aim
to achieve high-quality registration through accurate feature
matching. DeepUME [204] combines deep learning and uni-
versal manifold embedding [[219] registration methods to opti-

i Feature
i Extraction v
Correspondence Transformation
Search Parameter Estimation T
Feature f -, -,
Extraction

Probability Model

Bias Prediction GMM Cross-entropy Method

Fig. 8. Visualization of the correspondence-based unsupervised registration
process using a probabilistic model for optimization.

mize feature consistency and enhance the robustness of regis-
tration. Furthermore, GTINet [207]] captures global topological
relationships to guide the correspondence between the source
and target point clouds. In CorrNet3D [205], the learned
dense correspondences and feature consistency are utilized
to drive unsupervised 3D registration through deformation-
like reconstruction without the need for annotated data. R-
PointHop [206] utilizes a local reference frame to achieve
rotation and translation invariance. By extracting hierarchical
features through point downsampling strategy, neighborhood
expansion, and dimensionality reduction, R-PointHop builds
robust point correspondences.

4) Geometric Consistency-Based: Geometric consistency-
based algorithms emphasize the preservation and exploitation
of geometric consistency across local and global structures.
By exploiting geometric differences between the source and
pseudo-target point cloud neighborhoods, RIENet [208] de-
signs an reliable inlier evaluation module and optimizes the
model with global alignment, neighborhood consensus, and
spatial consistency losses. In ICC [209], the transformation-
invariant geometric constraints and geometric structure consis-
tency are constructed, to alleviate the inlier misinterpretation
issues caused by relying on coordinate differences. By using a
geometry-based local-to-global transformer, RegiFormer [210]]
aggregates local neighborhood features and extracts global
interrelationships within the entire point cloud. EYOC [211]]
utilizes structural information of the point cloud by progres-
sively self-supervising distance extension, which employs spa-
tial filtering and nearest neighbor search to enhance the accu-
racy and generalization of distant registration. In comparison,
INTEGER [212] further strengthens geometric consistency by
integrating both high-level feature representations and low-
level geometric cues, facilitating the reliable mining of pseudo-
labels to enhance the inlier identification process.

V. PERFORMANCE COMPARISON

To offer a clear comparison and fair evaluation of existing
algorithms, we assess recent state-of-the-art DL-PCR methods
through unified experimental setups, utilizing widely recog-
nized benchmark datasets.

A. Experimental Settings

For the 3DMatch dataset, we also include its low-overlap
variant, 3DLoMatch [47]. The preprocessing procedures fol-
low those outlined in [47]. To ensure a fair comparison, we
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TABLE 11
RESULTS ON 3DMATCH AND 3DLOMATCH.

Method | 3DMatch | 3DLoMatch | Param.(M) |
\ 5000 2500 1000 500 250 Average \ 5000 2500 1000 500 250 Average \
Registration Recall (%) 1
FCGF [125] 85.03 84.87 83.15 81.60 71.34 81.20 40.28 4098 38.14 3539 26091 36.34 8.76
Predator [47] 89.52 8991 8898 88.51 85.46 88.48 60.78 60.83 58.00 55.31 50.19 57.02 7.43
CoFiNet [187| 89.33 88.96 8843 87.35 87.12 88.24 67.33 6621 64.16 63.08 61.04 64.36 5.48
Lepard [[189] - - - - - 93.43 - - - - - 70.88 37.55
REGTR [131] - - - - - 91.24 - - - - - 62.71 11.81
GeoTransformer [[14] | 91.71 9145 91.16 91.11 91.17 91.32 7295 7351 72779 7374 72.46 73.09 9.83
YOHO [62] 90.77 9032 89.24 88.52 84.53 88.68 65.04 65.61 63.16 56.55 48.12 59.70 12.38
RoReg [64] 9294 93.10 9293 93.18 91.15 92.66 70.54 70.70 68.31 6795 64.90 68.48 12.71
RolITr [45] 91.82 9155 9137 90.86 91.23 91.37 7225 7284 7251 72,09 71.70 72.28 10.10
BUFFER |[13] - - - - - 91.79 - - - - - 71.92 0.92
SIRA-PCR [29] 93.68 93.68 93.11 93.05 92.61 93.23 7442  75.09 75.12 7392 71.76 74.06 -
HEPCG [46] 90.65 90.18 90.73 90.18  90.00 90.35 7220 7247 7244 7204 71.62 72.15 16.59
CAST [49] 9246 91.89 9222 9297 92.86 92.48 7190 71.85 72.10 71.69 72.22 71.95 8.61
Diff-Reg [107] - - - - - 94.29 - - - - - 73.22 44.87
PARE-Net [50] - - - - - 94.17 - - - - - 73.65 3.84
PointRegGPT [116] 9244 9211 91.86 91.39 90.16 91.59 76.76  76.19 7695 7528 7393 75.82 -
Inlier Ratio (%) 1
FCGF [125] 56.88  54.07 48.71 4253  34.09 47.26 20.94 20.06 17.24 1491 11.63 16.96 8.76
Predator [47] 57.59 5931 58.33 5571 51.46 56.48 2226 23779 2434 2384 2238 23.32 7.43
CoFiNet [187| 4985 5099 51.73 5190 52.11 51.32 24.04 2525 2597 2619 26.17 25.52 5.48
Lepard [[189] - - - - - 57.62 - - - - - 27.84 37.55
GeoTransformer [[14] | 72.62 79.14 83.81 85.62 86.82 81.60 43.83 4943 5580 58.58 60.54 53.64 9.83
YOHO [62] 6440 60.73 55.82 4733 4277 54.21 26.04 23.12 2264 18.64 16.17 21.32 12.38
RoReg [[64] 81.58 80.68 75.14 7450 7592 77.64 39.64 39.84 3368 3199 3443 35.92 12.71
RolITr [45] 8222 8230 8243 8249 8239 81.37 53.25 53.58 5378 53.81 53.95 53.67 10.10
SIRA-PCR [29] 7141 7861 83.67 85.67 87.01 81.27 43.57 49.70 56.72 5898 60.98 53.99 -
HEPCG [46] 7243 7874 8331 85.12 86.29 81.18 4359 4893 55.19 57.82 59.70 53.05 16.59
CAST [49] 90.14  90.14 90.15 90.51 9224 90.64 65.07 65.07 65.07 65.08 6552 65.16 8.61
Diff-Reg [107] - - - - - 25.72 - - - - - 9.29 44.87
PARE-Net [50] - - - - - 74.73 - - - - - 46.28 3.84
PointRegGPT [116] 73.84 80.48 8494 86.67 87.82 82.75 4585 5201 58.18 60.81 62.55 55.88 -
Feature Matching Recall (%) 1

FCGF [125] 9734 97.16 97.08 96.73  96.59 96.98 76.56 7538 7417 T71.87 6722 73.04 8.76
Predator [47] 96.32 9643 96.60 96.94 96.18 96.49 73.94 7524 7453 7521 7535 74.85 7.43
CoFiNet [187| 98.13 9826 98.05 98.13 9834 98.18 83.11 83.52 83.28 83.04 82.55 83.10 5.48
Lepard [[189] - - - - - 98.09 - - - - - 84.39 37.55
GeoTransformer [[14]] | 98.21 97.89 97.89 97.89 9791 97.96 88.43 88.50 88.61 8829 88.37 88.44 9.83
YOHO [62] 98.17 9748 9752 97.81 96.11 97.42 79.37 78.19 76.33 7391 70.04 75.57 12.38
RoReg [[64] 98.24 98.04 98.33 98.18 97.81 98.12 82.15 82.01 81.15 81.27 80.54 81.42 12.71
RolITr [45] 97.88 97.82 97.83 97.77 9753 97.77 88.39 88.13 8842 88.04 88.37 88.27 10.10
SIRA-PCR [29] 98.44 9832 9843 9847 9836 98.40 8895 89.18 83.66 88.64 88.65 88.82 -
HEPCG [46] 98.36 9821 98.31 98.32 98.37 98.31 86.78 86.88 8792 87.62 87.45 87.33 16.59
CAST [49] 97.78 9778 97.78 97.72 9754 97.72 81.36 81.36 81.81 84.11 84.33 82.59 8.61
Diff-Reg [107] - - - - - 95.38 - - - - - 68.66 44.87
PARE-Net [50] - - - - - 98.20 - - - - - 87.93 3.84
PointRegGPT [116] 98.67 98.74 98.55 9845 9824 98.53 89.45 89.65 89.54 89.37 88.72 89.35 -

perform all experiments in a unified environment with a batch
size of 1 and 40 epochs during training. Other experimental
settings adhere to the default configurations specified in the
respective algorithm code bases. The Python version used is
3.8, and the PyTorch version is 1.13.0. All experiments are
conducted on a single NVIDIA GeForce RTX 4090 GPU.
In the 3DMatch dataset, point cloud pairs exhibit an overlap
greater than 30%, while in 3DLoMatch, the overlap ranges
from 10% to 30%. To evaluate performance, we use three
metrics: 1) Inlier Ratio: the proportion of putative correspon-
dences with residuals below a given threshold (e.g., 0.1m);
2) Feature Matching Recall: the percentage of point cloud
pairs with an Inlier Ratio exceeding a specified threshold

(e.g., 5%); and 3) Registration Recall: the fraction of point
cloud pairs for which the transformation error is below a
predefined threshold (e.g., Root Mean Squared Error < 0.2m).
For algorithms that use RANSAC, results are reported for
different numbers of correspondences (5000, 2500, 1000, 500,
and 250). Other algorithms report results using uniform values.
Additionally, the pre-trained methods SIRA-PCR [29] and
PointRegGPT [116] are executed on GeoTransformer [[14].

For the KITTI dataset, most algorithms follow the same
experimental setup and directly reuse the results presented by
comparison algorithms. To facilitate an intuitive comparison,
we report the best metric from either the results in the original
papers of each algorithm or those reproduced in subsequent
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works. In the experimental setup for the KITTI dataset, scene
sequences from 11 cities are utilized, with sequences 0-5, 6-
7, and 8-10 designated for training, validation, and testing,
respectively. Three evaluation metrics are provided: Relative
Rotation Error (RRE), Relative Translation Error (RTE),
and Registration Recall (RR). The RR is computed using a
rotation threshold of 5° and a translation threshold of 2m.

B. Results on 3DMatch and 3DLoMatch

Table [l shows the experimental results for the 3DMatch and
3DLoMatch datasets. As shown, Diff-Reg, Lepard, and PARE-
Net achieve high Registration Recall on 3DMatch. Diff-Reg
and Lepard excel in handling variable DL-PCR tasks, but their
performance is accompanied by a large number of parameters.
On the other hand, PARE-Net achieves the best overall per-
formance on both 3DMatch and 3DLoMatch, though its Inlier
Ratio lags behind CAST, suggesting potential for improvement
in correspondence precision. Regarding Feature Matching Re-
call, most algorithms perform exceptionally well, with results
exceeding 95% across the board, showcasing their robustness
in identifying correct correspondences. However, no algorithm
has optimized all metrics simultaneously. This indicates a need
for a balanced approach that excels across key metrics while
maintaining efficiency on both the 3DMatch and 3DLoMatch.

C. Results on KITTI

Table |[II} shows the experimental results comparing different
algorithms on the KITTI dataset. As shown in the table,
most algorithms achieve a 99.8% Registration Recall (RR).
This indicates that these algorithms can effectively match the
majority of the point cloud data during registration, meeting
the criteria of rotation errors below 5° and translation errors
below 2m. However, there are noticeable differences in the
Relative Rotation Error (RRE) and Relative Translation Error
(RTE) across the algorithms. For instance, both OIF-PCR and
PARE-Net excel in minimizing rotation and translation errors.
Notably, DCATr achieves the best performance in rotation
error, with a value of 0.22°, while also maintaining relatively
low translation error.

VI. CHALLENGES AND OPPORTUNITIES

While existing DL-PCR algorithms have yielded impressive
results, several challenges remain. In this section, we highlight
these challenges and outline potential research directions that
could drive future advancements in the field.

Data Generation. Current data generation techniques for
DL-PCR primarily rely on synthetic rendering and generative
models to produce large-scale paired datasets [29], [[116], thus
avoiding the high costs associated with real-world data collec-
tion. However, methods based on generative adversarial net-
works (GANSs) and diffusion models face several challenges,
including unstable training, slow data generation, and dis-
crepancies between synthetic and real-world data distributions.
Additionally, these approaches struggle to generate multi-view
point cloud groups, limiting their applicability in complex
and dynamic scenarios. To address these limitations, future

TABLE III
RESULTS ON KITTI.

Method \ RRE (°)l RTE(cm)] RR (%) 1
FCGF [125] 0.30 9.5 96.6
D3Feat [59] 0.30 7.2 99.8
DGR [126] 0.37 32.0 98.7
PCAM [128] 0.79 12.0 98.0
HRegNet [95] 0.29 12.0 99.7
CoFiNet [187] 0.41 8.2 99.8
SpinNet [60] 0.47 9.9 99.1
Predator [47] 0.27 6.8 99.8
PointDSC [78] 0.35 8.1 98.2
DIP [61] 0.44 8.7 97.3
GeDi [63] 0.32 7.2 99.8
GeoTransformer [14] 0.24 6.8 99.8
OIF-PCR [75] 0.23 6.5 99.8
SC2-PCR++ [81]] 0.32 7.2 99.6
UDPReg [53] 0.41 8.8 64.6
RegFormer [133| 0.24 8.4 99.8
VBReg [101] 0.32 7.2 98.9
DiffusionPCR [103| 0.23 6.3 99.8
PEAL [132] 0.23 6.8 99.8
RIGA [188] 0.45 13.5 99.1
RoCNet++ [68]] 0.23 7.3 99.8
MAC [85] 0.40 8.3 99.3
DCATr [137] 0.22 6.6 99.7
FastMAC [86] 0.41 8.6 98.0
TEAR [84] 0.39 8.6 99.1
SPEAL [135] 0.23 6.9 99.8
PosDiffNet [[104] 0.24 6.6 99.8
PARE-Net [50] 0.23 49 99.8

research could focus on: (i) employing hybrid strategies that
combine multiple methods to enhance realism and diversity,
(ii) integrating physical simulations to accurately replicate
sensor characteristics, (iii) incorporating geometric priors into
real-world data to ensure consistency, and (iv) developing
frameworks for multi-view consistency and dynamic scene
generation to better support multi-view DL-PCR tasks.

Multimodal Information. Current multimodal DL-PCR
algorithms improve feature representation by integrating image
textures, which leads to more accurate and detailed mappings.
Future research could focus on expanding the registration
framework by incorporating additional modalities. For in-
stance, (i) topological information from meshes can provide
valuable structural insights, while (ii) semantic information
derived from object recognition or segmentation can offer
contextual understanding, aiding the model in distinguishing
between relevant and irrelevant features. By integrating these
modalities, the model can access richer contextual and struc-
tural information, thereby enhancing its ability to accurately
estimate transformation parameters.

Vision-Language Models. Large-scale vision-language
models, such as CLIP [220]], establish semantic associations
between images and text, enabling a deeper understanding
of high-level semantic features. Although these models have
shown promising results in point cloud recognition [221]-
[223], their application to DL-PCR tasks remains largely
unexplored. Future research could focus on integrating vision-
language models into DL-PCR to enhance feature matching
and scene understanding by providing global semantic infor-
mation, particularly in complex or sparse data scenarios.

Semi-Supervised/Unsupervised Learning. To enhance the
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scalability and applicability of DL-PCR models, it is essential
to reduce the reliance on labeled datasets. As shown in our
taxonomy in Figs. [[|and [6} supervised methods currently out-
number unsupervised approaches. To address this imbalance,
future research should focus on developing semi-supervised
and unsupervised learning techniques that can effectively learn
from unlabeled or partially labeled data. Techniques such as
self-supervised learning, unsupervised domain adaptation, and
data augmentation offer promising potential for improving
model performance, especially in situations where labeled data
is limited or unavailable.

VII. CONCLUSION

This paper provides a comprehensive review of deep
learning-based point cloud registration (DL-PCR) algorithms,
covering over 100 registration methods and evaluating
their performance across several commonly used benchmark
datasets. It also highlights key challenges and outlines future
research directions. To systematically organize the field and
connect existing work, we propose a fine-grained taxonomy
that categorizes algorithms based on their primary contribu-
tions and offers an analysis of their core ideas. Additionally,
we provide an open-source repository with useful links to DL-
PCR algorithms and datasets. We hope this survey will inspire
and drive further research and innovation in this field.
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