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From Images to Point Clouds: An Efficient Solution
for Cross-media Blind Quality Assessment without

Annotated Training
Yipeng Liu, Qi Yang, Yujie Zhang, Yiling Xu, Le Yang, Zhu Li

Abstract—We present a novel quality assessment method which
can predict the perceptual quality of point clouds from new
scenes without available annotations by leveraging the rich prior
knowledge in images, called the Distribution-Weighted Image-
Transferred Point Cloud Quality Assessment (DWIT-PCQA).
Recognizing the human visual system (HVS) as the decision-
maker in quality assessment regardless of media types, we can
emulate the evaluation criteria for human perception via neural
networks and further transfer the capability of quality prediction
from images to point clouds by leveraging the prior knowledge
in the images. Specifically, domain adaptation (DA) can be
leveraged to bridge the images and point clouds by aligning
feature distributions of the two media in the same feature space.
However, the different manifestations of distortions in images and
point clouds make feature alignment a difficult task. To reduce
the alignment difficulty and consider the different distortion
distribution during alignment, we have derived formulas to
decompose the optimization objective of the conventional DA
into two suboptimization functions with distortion as a transi-
tion. Specifically, through network implementation, we propose
the distortion-guided biased feature alignment which integrates
existing/estimated distortion distribution into the adversarial
DA framework, emphasizing common distortion patterns during
feature alignment. Besides, we propose the quality-aware feature
disentanglement to mitigate the destruction of the mapping from
features to quality during alignment with biased distortions.
Experimental results demonstrate that our proposed method
exhibits reliable performance compared to general blind PCQA
methods without needing point cloud annotations.

Index Terms—Cross-media transfer, blind quality assessment,
learning-based metric, no-annotation training

I. INTRODUCTION

Point clouds have demonstrated remarkable performance
in various applications, including augmented reality [1], au-
tomatic driving [2], and industrial robots [3]. Ensuring the
accuracy of point cloud quality assessment (PCQA) is of
paramount importance for delivering high-quality service for
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Fig. 1: Comparison with existing ideas. The existing IT-
PCQA directly aligns and maps the features into the unified
distribution by domain adaptation (DA). The proposed DWIT-
PCQA considers differential distortion distributions between
the source domain and the target domain, and emphasizes
common distortion patterns. Besides, contrastive learning is
employed to promote the quality-sensitive representation dur-
ing distortion-guided alignment. The dashed line represents
the testing flow.

various human vision tasks. PCQA can be divided into sub-
jective and objective methods. Although subjective methods
can provide reliable quality prediction, they can be expensive
in terms of time, cost, and testing conditions [4]. Therefore,
the objective PCQA methods have become a hotspot in recent
research, which is the main focus of this work.

Objective methods can be categorized as full-reference (FR),
reduced-reference (RR), and no-reference (NR) methods [5],
[6]. FR and RR metrics require complete or partial reference
information that is not available in many practical applications
[7], such as point clouds rendered after transmission [8] and
captured in the wild. Therefore, a more urgent requirement
for PCQA lies in the development of NR methods. An NR
metric is usually based on the natural scene statistic (NSS)
[9] or the deep neural network (DNN) [10]. Both methods
need to analyze the characteristics of the point cloud based
on a large number of labeled samples, i.e., diverse distorted
samples with mean opinion score (MOS). However, compared
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to well-studied image quality assessment (IQA), current PCQA
databases are usually limited in scale and scene due to the
difficulty of point cloud production and complex subjective
experiments. For example, current widely-used PCQA datasets
like PointXR [11], IRPC [12], SJTU-PCQA [13], and WPC
[14] only contain hundreds of labeled samples distorted from
several handcrafted point clouds.

A solution to the above problem is to inherit prior knowl-
edge from other mature research [15], e.g., IQA [16], to
facilitate the PCQA study. The feasibility comes from two key
factors. First, IQA databases, such as LIVE [17], CSIQ [18],
TID2013 [19], KonIQ [20] and KADID [21], which contain
tens of thousands of samples, offer extensive and accurate
subjective ratings and various capture scenes. Second, previous
research has established strong connections between 2D and
3D perception, evident in tasks like reconstruction (e.g., from
image to 3D object [22]) and tracking [23]. Since the
human visual system (HVS) serves as the universal evaluator,
the perceptual characteristics observed in IQA likely exhibit
homogeneity with those of PCQA. Considering the potential
relationship between images and point clouds, it is promising
to employ prior knowledge in IQA to guide the PCQA task.

IT-PCQA is the first and only existing attempt [15] to solve
NR-PCQA utilizing prior knowledge from IQA by domain
adaptation (DA) [24]–[26]. It uses DA to map the features
of images and point clouds to the unified distribution by
confusing a discriminator to make it unable to distinguish the
features from the images or point clouds, and then the labels
of images are used to train a quality regression, as shown
in Fig. 1. Intuitively, it is a prior knowledge transfer from
synthesized distorted images to synthesized distorted point
clouds (abbreviated as image-to-point cloud transfer in the
following text). We inherit this transfer research, as existing
PCQA research has focused mainly on synthesized distortions.
However, the large domain gap makes the performance of such
an attempt far from satisfactory. Although image distortions
and partial distortions in point clouds share certain similarities
in color/attribute [17], [19], their own unique distortions result
in different distortion distributions, diminishing transfer per-
formance after alignment. Fig. 2 shows the low-dimensional
t-SNE plot of different distortion distributions extracted from
images (TID2013 [19]) and point clouds (SJTU-PCQA [13]),
indicating that direct alignment is not the most appropriate
choice especially due to the existence of some outlier distor-
tions. Further, Fig. 3 shows the impact of different distortions
in source domain (TID2013) on the performance of IT-PCQA
in target domain (SJTU-PCQA) by removing distortions with
the median performance one by one. Despite the mutual
influence between the samples, Fig. 3 demonstrates that the
presence of some distortions in the source domain suppresses
the DA performance in the target domain.

The suppression comes from two aspects: difficult feature
alignment and failed quality-sensitive maintenance. Specif-
ically, given extracted features z and quality y, different
distortion manifestations lead to disparate low-level feature
distributions D(z) [28]. The bias in D(z) caused by mis-
matched marginal distortion distortions D(yd) further results
in the disparity of feature likelihood functions with respect to

Fig. 2: Different distortion distributions of images and point
clouds. Features of images and projections are extracted from
the pre-trained backbone of HyperIQA [27]. Red represents
the feature distribution of images (TID2013 [19]), while green
represents the feature distribution of point cloud projections
(SJTU-PCQA [13]). The numbers in the figure represent the
distortion types numbering in their original papers.
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Fig. 3: Performance change with each removal of distortion
type in source domain of IT-PCQA (TID2013 as the source
domain, and SJTU-PCQA as the target domain). The distortion
type number is the same as in the original paper [19], shown
in Table I. Positive ∆PLCC represents positive performance
improvement after removing this distortion, indicating that the
removed distortion has a potential negative impact on DA.

perceptual quality between the source domain DS(z|y) and
the target domain DT (z|y). The likelihood conflict makes the
DA network for feature alignment, which aims at min ||DS(z |
y) − DT (z | y)||), difficult to converge and find a common
quality mapping. Besides, due to the existence of different
feature distributions between the source domain DS(z) and
the target domain DT (z), direct cross-domain alignment may
destroy the feature-to-quality mapping zT → y in the target
domain under zS → y is well fitted. In other words, the
alignment may suppress the quality-sensitive representation
of the aligned features in the target domain. All these issues
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TABLE I: Distortion types in the TID2013 dataset [19] and
their numbering.

Distortion Types Distortion Types
1 Additive Gaussian noise 13 JPEG2000 transmission er-

rors
2 Additive noise 14 Non eccentricity pattern

noise
3 Spatially correlated noise 15 Local block-wise distortions
4 Masked noise 16 Mean shift (intensity shift)
5 High frequency noise 17 Contrast change
6 Impulse noise 18 Change of color saturation
7 Quantization noise 19 Multiplicative Gaussian

noise
8 Gaussian blur 20 Comfort noise
9 Image denoising 21 Lossy compression of noisy

images
10 JPEG compression 22 Image color quantization

with dither
11 JPEG2000 compression 23 Chromatic aberrations
12 JPEG transmission errors 24 Sparse sampling and recon-

struction

require us to emphasize common distortion patterns during
cross-domain alignment.

In this paper, we propose a novel domain-transfer qual-
ity assessment framework called distribution-weighted image-
transferred point cloud quality assessment (DWIT-PCQA) to
solve the above problems, as shown in Fig. 1. Specifically,
to reduce alignment difficulty and emphasize common distor-
tion patterns during cross-domain alignment, we decompose
the optimization objective of the conventional DA into two
suboptimization functions. The first suboptimization func-
tion constructs a distortion-based conditional discriminator
to perform distortion-guided importance-weighted alignment
in feature distributions, which emphasizes the cross-domain
common distortion patterns, DS(yd) ∩ DT (yd), to align the
feature likelihood functions with respect to common distor-
tions D(z|yd). The second suboptimization function constructs
a quality-aware feature disentanglement to maintain the
quality-sensitive components during alignment with biased
distortion distributions. Considering that the perceptual quality
is not equivalent to the distortion, only aligning the feature
distribution based on distortion may suppress the feature-to-
quality mapping in the target domain. The proposed feature
disentanglement harmonizes mismatched feature likelihood
functions with respect to distortion D(z|yd) and quality
D(z|y), by maintaining quality-sensitive components related
to common distortions through contrastive learning. Finally,
the point cloud quality can be predicted by using image
annotations to make the aligned re-weighting features quality-
aware while the quality scores of point clouds are not needed
for training.

The contributions of this paper are summarized as follows:

• We propose a novel domain-transfer quality assessment
method called DWIT-PCQA which can predict the per-
ceptual quality of point clouds by leveraging the prior
knowledge of images.

• We decompose the conventional optimization objective of
DA into two suboptimization problems: distortion-guided
feature alignment and quality-aware feature disentangle-
ment, which handles domain discrepancy in transfer-

based quality assessment.
• The proposed DWIT-PCQA shows reliable performance

under training without point cloud annotations, which can
promote the wider application of PCQA.

The remainder of this paper is organized as follows. The
related work is discussed in Section II. Section III derives the
functionality of each module by decomposing the conventional
DA optimization objective. Section IV presents the implemen-
tation of the proposed DWIT-PCQA, with its performance
evaluation given in Section V. Finally, the conclusion is drawn
in Section VI.

II. RELATED WORKS

A. Point Cloud Quality Assessment
For PCQA, the FR metric is first studied due to its ur-

gent requirement for point cloud compression (PCC). Mov-
ing Picture Experts Group (MPEG) has applied point-to-
point (p2point) [29], point-to-plane (p2plane) [30] and
PSNRyuv [31] in PCC standardization. Further subjective
experiment [32], [33] demonstrate the unstable performance
of these point-wise metrics when facing multiple types of
distortion although with low computation complexity. There-
fore, other PCQA metrics are proposed that take HVS-based
features (e.g., structural features, curvature statistics and color
lightness) into consideration and realize more robust perfor-
mance [34]–[43].

For NR-PCQA, [44] employed multi-scale feature fusion
to predict the quality of point clouds. [45] split point clouds
into local patches and used low-level patch-wise features to
train the network. [46] proposed to use multiview projection
and distortion classification information to enhance quality
prediction. [47] calculated the importance weights of projec-
tion patches based on information validity and constructed the
quality description that connects 2D and 3D feature represen-
tations. [48] proposed to leverage pseudo MOSs and sparse
convolution network to learn quality representation. [49] and
[50] introduced video quality assessment methods into PCQA
by integrating point cloud projections into videos. [51] pre-
dicted the quality of point clouds using anti-perturbation fea-
tures extracted from a graph neural network. [52] introduced
hypergraph learning into PCQA, leveraging the interactive
information among vertices for quality representation. [53]
leverage both point cloud projection and raw 3D data to extract
integrated quality features.

All the above methods require large-scale training data in
the same scene as the test samples. This requirement is difficult
to meet in many cases, such as for unknown testing scenes.
In this work, we propose to use DA to connect the point
cloud quality and the prior knowledge in other media formats
(e.g., images). Considering the common judge of perceptual
quality for different forms of media (e.g., image, video, and
point cloud) applies to HVS, the prior knowledge in IQA can
reveal the characteristics of HVS and contribute to the quality
assessment of point clouds.

B. Domain Adaptation
DA aims to transfer knowledge from a labeled source do-

main to a related target domain, minimizing the need for costly
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labeled data in the target domain. DA typically aligns feature
distributions between domains by minimizing discrepancies
such as maximum mean discrepancy (MMD) [54], correlation
alignment [55] and Kullback Leibler divergence [56]. In recent
years, adversarial DA, which reduces domain discrepancy
through an adversarial objective concerning a domain dis-
criminator [26], has become increasingly popular and is
widely applied in visual tasks such as image classification and
recognition [24], [25].

Currently, there are a few works that introduce DA into
IQA. [57] used MMD as a loss function to reduce domain
discrepancy for screen content image quality prediction by
treating natural images as the source domain. [58] performed
progressive alignment based on the divided confident and non-
confident subdomains of target domains. [59] proposed the
StyleAM to introduce style feature space into feature align-
ment for NR-IQA. [16] filtered source domain images based
on the similarity between the source domain and the target
domain for alignment but introduced the extra conversion
error.

The image-to-point cloud transfer is a more challenging
task. Some researches reveal the potential perceptual con-
nection between images and point clouds, e.g., [60] which
used the bird’s view of a point cloud image to enhance the
original LiDAR point cloud data via DA, and [61]–[63] which
studied 3D reconstruction and recognition based on single or
multiview images. For image-to-point cloud transfer quality
prediction, the distortion discrepancy makes the performance
of the only existing attempt IT-PCQA [15] which conducts the
direct cross-domain feature alignment by DA unsatisfactory.
Therefore, to handle the distortion discrepancies in image-
to-point cloud transfer, we introduce the distortion-guided
alignment in the DA optimization objective and meanwhile
reduce the conversion error between distortion and perceptual
quality using contrastive learning.

III. PROBLEM FORMULATION

In unsupervised domain adaption, the source and target
domain are given as P{(xs

i ,y
s
i )}

ns
i=1 and Q{xt

j}
nt
j=1, where

xs
i and xt

j represent individual samples in the source and
target domain, i.e., images and point clouds in this work,
respectively. ys

i denotes the label of xs
i . We assume that the

source and target domains are sampled from the distributions
DS(x,y) and DT (x,y).

For quality assessment, the ultimate goal of applying DA is
to learn a feature extractor G(·) and a regression module
R(·) to minimize the expected target risk, i.e.

ε(xt
i,y

t
i)∼T [Lsim{R(G(xt

i)),y
t
i)}], (1)

where Lsim{·} is an index which can evaluate the discrep-
ancy between the subjective and objective scores, such as
Pearson linear correlation coefficient (PLCC), Spearman rank-
order correlation coefficient (SROCC), Kendall rank-order
correlation coefficient (KROCC) and root mean squared error
(RMSE).

Given z = G(x), to achieve the goal of the domain-transfer
quality assessment, confusing the feature distribution of the

images DS(z) and the point clouds DT (z) is required, which
can be achieved by aligning their likelihood functions, i.e.

min ||DS(z | y)−DT (z | y)||. (2)

However, due to different low-level feature distributions
directly caused by different distortion distributions, directly
aligning these two likelihood functions is difficult. We resort
to decomposing the optimization objectives to solve the issues.

A. Optimization Objective Decomposition

The preparatory experiment mentioned in Section I demon-
strates the role of the distortion discrepancy in domain-
transfer quality assessment. Specifically, the discrepancy be-
tween DS(z | y) and DT (z | y) can be explained by different
low-level feature distributions related to different distortion
manifestations.

To reduce the transfer difficulty and emphasize common
distortion patterns during cross-domain alignment, the prior
distortion distribution is introduced into the DA optimization
objective, i.e., Eq. (2). As a result, the alignment target of Eq.
(2) is decomposed into

min ||DS(z | yd)−DT (z | yd)||, (3)

and meanwhile regarding the biases in conversion from Eq.
(2) to Eq. (3),

min ||DS(z | y)−DS(z | yd)||. (4)

B. Sub Objective 1: Distortion-guided Feature Alignment

Eq. (3) requires to align the feature distributions based on
the distortion distributions between the source domain and the
target domain. Since the unknown distortion distribution in the
target domain is needed in Eq. (3), a new classification mod-
ule H(·) is first introduced to recognize the distortion types
yd = H(z). According to Theorem 4.1 in [64], under different
prior distributions, the cross-domain alignment requires not
only learning domain invariant features and achieving mini-
mum source domain error, but also optimizing the error bias
between the source and target domain, denoted as

||εS − εT || = ||DS(ŷd ̸= yd)−DT (ŷd ̸= yd)||, (5)

which is related to the distance between the two distributions
and the distance of the label mapping functions between
the two domains [64], and where ŷd signifies the predicted
distortion type. Specifically, the upper bound of Eq. (5) can
be calculated according to the error decomposition theorem
[64]–[66] as follows

||DS(ŷd ̸= yd)−DT (ŷd ̸= yd)|| ⩽
∥DS(yd)−DT (yd)∥max

yd

DS(ŷd ̸= yd | yd)

+ 2(|yd| − 1) max
ŷd ̸=yd

||DS(ŷd ̸= yd | yd)−DT (ŷd ̸= yd | yd)||,

(6)

where |yd| represents the number of distortion types.
∥DS(yd)−DT (yd)∥ is a constant associated with the dataset
distribution. max

yd

DS(ŷd ̸= yd | yd) signifies the max-

imum probability that the predicted distortion type does
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not match the true one, which can be optimized by the
optimal distortion classification in the source domain. And
max
ŷd ̸=yd

||DS(ŷd ̸= yd | yd)−DT (ŷd ̸= yd | yd)|| measures the

distance of the conditional distortion distribution ŷd|yd be-
tween the source domain and the target domain, which leads to
the only unknown distortion distribution in the target domain
DT (yd) that needs further processing.

To deal with the unknown distortion distribution in the target
domain DT (yd), a distribution weight is defined as

wy =
DT (yd)

DS(yd)
. (7)

Then according to the clustering structure theorem [66],
max
ŷd ̸=yd

||DS(ŷd ̸= yd | yd) − DT (ŷd ̸= yd | yd)|| reaches op-

timality as long as wy can achieve a partition of z = ∪yd
zyd

such that ∀yd, DS(z ∈ zyd
|yd) = DT (z ∈ zyd

|yd) = 1,
which is consistent with the optimization objective of the
classifier H(·).

When Eq. (3) reaches optimum by ensuring the optimal
H(·), we obtain

DT (z) =
∑

yd∈Yd

wy · DS(z,yd) = Dw
S (z), (8)

which demonstrates that to achieve Eq. (3), aligning the re-
weighted feature distribution of the source domain Dw

S (z)
based on the distortion distribution and the feature distribution
of the target domain DT (z) is requred.

C. Sub Objective 2: Quality-sensitive Maintenance

Eq. (4) aligns the feature likelihood function with respect
to quality DS(z | y) and distortions DS(z | yd), which
physically requires consistent feature distributions for qual-
ity prediction and distortion recognition. In other words, Eq.
(4) requires to make the features zi both quality-aware and
distortion-aware, denoted as

min
∑
i

||zi − zqi ||+ ||zi − zdi ||, (9)

where zqi indicates the quality-aware representation, and zdi
indicates the distortion-aware representation.

To achieve this, we resort to constractive learning, denoted
as

min
∑

i,j∈Pq,d

||zi − zj ||+max
∑

i,j∈Nq,d

||zi − zj ||, (10)

where the positive samples Pq,d satisfy both the quality-
aware representation and distortion-aware representation and
vice versa for negative samples Nq,d. Specifically, it aims
to distill the quality-sensitive components related to common
distortions among extracted features. The original features z =
G(x) are considered to contain the quality-aware and quality-
unaware components. Further, the quality-aware components
can be divided into distortion-related and distortion-unrelated
components. If the distortion-related quality-aware feature
components are extracted, the extracted feature distribution
can be well applied to both quality prediction and distortion
recognition although consuming a certain degree of fitting
ability.

IV. METHODOLOGY

The proposed DWIT-PCQA is illustrated in Figure 4.
Specifically, it has the point cloud preprocessing module, the
feature generative network G, the quality-aware feature dis-
entanglement module, the conditional-discriminative network
D, the distortion classification network H , and the quality
regression network R.

The preprocessing module is used to transfer point clouds to
multi-perspective images, casting point clouds into the same
data format as images. The feature generative network G is
used to extract the representative features for both the source
domain and the target domain. Then based on the analysis in
Section III, to handle the distortion discrepancy, we propose a
distortion-based conditional-discriminative network D to pro-
mote minimizing the feature likelihood function discrepancies
with respect to distortions D(z|yd), which aligns the feature
distributions Dw

S (z) re-weighted based on distortion distribu-
tions. The distortion distributions in the target domain are
estimated by an introduced distortion classification branch H .
Besides, we propose a quality-aware feature disentanglement
to mitigate the destruction of the feature likelihood function
with respect to quality D(z|y) during aligning the feature
likelihood function with respect to distortions D(z|yd) and to
maintain the quality-sensitive representation during alignment
with biased distortions. It is accomplished by contrastive
learning with designed positive and negative pairs. The quality
regression network R predicts the final objective scores based
on the aligned features.

A. Feature Extraction For Two Domains

To share a common feature encoder, the images and point
clouds need to be cast into the same data format. Therefore,
similar to [15], we first project the 3D point cloud onto the
perpendicular planes of a cube. Then, the side projections
are spliced together to form a multi-perspective image as the
network input, as shown in Figure 4. Images and spliced
perspective views are resized into 224× 224.

The feature generative network contains a basic backbone
and a multilayer perceptron (MLP). A weight-shared ResNet-
50 backbone is adopted to extract the output features from
the last layer for both the source domain and the target
domain. Then the basic backbone is followed by the MLP
which contains 2 fully-connected (FC) layers with channels
[2048, 1024] and [1024, 256], to adjust the dimension of output
features from 2048 to 256. This feature generative network is
indicated as G(·).

B. Distortion-guided Feature Alignment

The feature alignment can be conducted by fully confusing
a discriminator so that it cannot distinguish whether the
generated features are from the source domain, i.e., images,
or the target domain, i.e., point clouds, leading to a similar
cross-domain feature distribution. However, the bias in the
prior distortion distribution suppresses the confusion effect
for the discriminator. As analyzed in Section III, additional
feature distribution re-weighting based on the prior distortion
distribution is required between different domains.
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Fig. 4: An illustration of our proposed DWIT-PCQA. It consists of the following substeps: (a) the preprocessing module casts the
point clouds and images into the same data format; (b) the generative network extracts representative features from both source
and target domains; (c) the conditional-discriminative network aligns the feature likelihood functions with respect to distortions
D(z|yd) between the source domain and the target domain; (d) the quality-aware feature disentanglement module is applied to
harmonize the conflicts of feature likelihood functions with respect to distortions D(z|yd) and perceptual quality D(z|y); (e)
the distortion classification network estimates the necessary distortion distribution for cross-domain feature alignment under
biased distortions; (f) the quality regression network achieves quality prediction.

1) Distortion Weighted Cross Entropy: To minimize do-
main discrepancy while considering distortion distributions,
we design a new discriminator D, i.e., the conditional-
discriminative network, where a distortion-based weight is
incorporated to help align the unbalanced feature distribution
with biased prior distortion distributions. The weighting factor
introduced is to assign feature distributions with different
weights based on the marginal distortion distributions DS(yd)
and DT (yd), forming a distribution-weighted cross-entropy
(DWCE) loss.

Specifically, the output of the feature generative network,
i.e., z = G(x), is fed into a discriminator D. Considering
that the unbalanced feature distribution should lead to the
unbalanced feature alignment, we reward/punish the features
of overlapping/non-overlapping distortion to tackle the biased
marginal distortion distribution, which is formulated as

LDWCE = −Exs
i∼DS

wyi
log[D(zsi )]− Ext

j∼DT
log[1−D(ztj)],

(11)

where wy = DT (yd)
DS(yd)

is the distribution weight which signifies
the cross-correlation of the marginal distortion distribution

between the source domain DS(yd) and the target domain
DT (yd). wy can be estimated based on the predicted results
ŷd in the target domain according to Theorem 1.

Theorem 1. If DS(z | yd) = DT (z | yd) and z → yd

follows the same mapping H on S and T , DT (ŷd) =

DS(ŷd,yd)
DT (yd)
DS(yd)

.

Proof.

DT (ŷd | yd) = DT (ŷd | z,yd)DT (z | yd)

= DT (ŷd | z,yd)DS(z | yd)

= DH
S (ŷd | z)DS(z | yd)

= DS(ŷd | z,yd)DS(z | yd) = DS(ŷd | yd)
(12)

DT (ŷd) = DT (ŷd | yd)DT (yd)

= DS(ŷd | yd)DT (yd) = DS(ŷd,yd)
DT (yd)

DS(yd)

(13)
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Theorem 1 explains that wy can be calculated based on
the predicted distortion results ŷd in the target domain under
the optimal classifier H(·). Defining C as the discrete binary
distribution of H(·),

C = DS(ŷd,yd), (14)

and µ as the distribution of predictions in the target domain,

µ = DT (ŷd), (15)

w is calculated by wy = C−1µ, which can be approximately
solved by the quadratic program [67],

minimize
w

1
2∥µ̂− Ĉwy∥22

subject to wy ≥ 0,wT
y DS(yd) = 1.

(16)

where Ĉ and µ̂ signify the estimation of C and µ with finite
samples. Algorithm 1 details the calculation of wy .

Algorithm 1 Distortion-based Distribution Weight Computa-
tion
Require: distortion labels in the source domain ys

d, predicted
distortion results in the target domain ŷt

d

Output: distortion-based distribution weight wy

wy ← 1
for epoch = 1 to EpochNum do

Compute the distortion distribution in the source domain
ys
d

′
= normalize(sum(onehot(ys

d)))
Compute the distortion distribution in the target domain

ŷt
d

′
= normalize(sum(onehot(ŷt

d)))
Obtain the distortion classification results in the target

domain µ̂ = ŷt
d

′

Compute the discrete binary distribution of the distortion
classification results in the source domain and the target

domain Ĉ = ŷt
d

′
T

ys
d

′

Update wy by quadratic program wy = Ĉ−1µ̂ ←
QP (Ĉ, µ̂)
end for

2) Physical Meaning: Physically, samples with close dis-
tortions in both the source and target domains, such as Gaus-
sian noise and color noise, are emphasized to promote learning
of cross-domain commonalities (e.g., the higher weights are
given for distortion types with higher proportions in the target
domain). Samples with unique image distortions in the source
domain, such as JPEG2000 lossy compression, are punished
to reduce the impact of divergences between different domains
on training (e.g., the weights approaching 0 are given for
distortions not present in the target domain). The samples
with unique point cloud distortions in the target domain, such
as V-PCC lossy compression, are still involved in feature
alignment, since the target domain is a black box and only
the distortions in the source domain can be known. These
point cloud distortions are actually tried to be expressed as the
combination of source domain distortions through H , ensuring
effective utilization of information in the target domain.

C. Quality-sensitive Component Maintenance

To solve the offset of the prior distortion distribution of
two media, distortion-guided alignment is conducted as sec-
tion IV-B proposed. However, considering that the perceptual
quality is not equivalent to the distortion, forcing alignment
of different feature distributions with respect to distortions
D(z|yd) between two media may destroy the feature likeli-
hood functions with respect to perceptual quality D(z|y). As
a result, the learning of cross-domain commonality suppresses
the quality-sensitive representation, i.e., the required feature
distributions for distortion recognition and quality assessment
are not completely consistent. Therefore, to achieve Eq. (4), we
propose a quality-aware feature disentanglement to harmonize
the conflict and enhance the quality-sensitive representation.

The extracted features are considered to contain quality-
aware and quality-unaware components. The quality-aware
components can be divided into distortion-related and
distortion-unrelated components. The proposed feature disen-
tanglement module aims to extract distortion-related quality-
aware features. In this way, the extracted feature distribution
can be well applied to both the quality branch and distortion
branch, although consuming a certain degree of fitting ability.
To achieve this, we resort to contrastive learning to restrict the
feature distributions related to both distortion and quality in
the same feature space, as shown in Figure 5.

1) Positive and Negative Sample Setting: Suppose that
the source domain has N original images, represented by
xs(1),xs(2), · · · ,xs(N). Each original image xs(n) is degraded
by K distortion types, resulting in x

s(n)
d1

,x
s(n)
d2

, · · · ,xs(n)
dK

.
Then we extract M patches from x

s(n)
dk

but with differ-
ent locations, denoted x

s(n)
dk,1

,x
s(n)
dk,2

, · · · ,xs(n)
dk,M

. The patches
x
s(n)
dk,1

,x
s(n)
dk,2

, · · · ,xs(n)
dk,M

are considered as positive samples of
the source image x

s(n)
dk

due to their almost identical perceived
quality derived from consistent content and distortion type.
And the whole images with different distortion types, denoted
x
s(n)
dj

, and meanwhile with different perceptual quality are

considered as the negative samples of the anchor image x
s(n)
dk

.
Note that the same content and different distortion often result
in different perception, so the symbol for negative samples is
directly labeled as x

s(n)
dj

without any special markings.
The following matters are worth mentioning. First, patches

x
s(n)
dk,m

and their whole images x
s(n)
dk

are fed together into the
network to ensure that the network is able to obtain complete
positive sample images for training. Second, to ensure that
the perceptual quality among positive samples is as consistent
as possible, the cropped patches are set to have a sufficient
overlap area.

2) Physical Meaning: As a result, the proposed feature
disentanglement simultaneously implements two constraints
on the feature distribution, leading to simultaneously satisfying
two distributions on the same feature space. First, samples with
similar quality are brought closer, while samples with different
quality are pulled farther away. Meanwhile, the samples with
the same distortion are clustered and vice versa. In this way,
the extracted features are promoted to be meanwhile quality-
aware and distortion-aware.



8

JPEG compression

Sparse sampling 

and reconstruction

Contrast change

Anchor

Same Quality & 

Same Distortion

Positive

Same Quality & 

Same Distortion

Positive

Diff Quality & 

Diff Distortion

Negative

push push

pull pull

Quality-sensitive 

Maintenance

Diff Quality & 

Diff Distortion

Negative

JPEG compression

JPEG compression

MOS=2.08

MOS=0.46

MOS=4.08

Crop

Positive

(close perception 

& same distortion)

Negative

(diff perception

& diff distortion)

Patches of Anchor

Patches of Anchor

Fig. 5: Positive and negative sample configuration for the quality-aware feature disentanglement. Positive and negative samples
are designed to simultaneously achieve two distributions related to quality and distortion in the same feature space. The patches
of the same image are set to be positive samples of anchor images (with close perception), and the images with the same
content but different distortion types are set to be negative samples (with different perception). In this way, the extracted
features are promoted to be both quality-ware and distortion-aware.

3) Loss Function: To promote quality-aware learning, we
employ infoNCE loss [68]. Let G(·) denote the feature gen-
erative network. Given the images x from the source domain,
the extracted features can be represented by z = G(x). After
defining the similarity between two extracted features, i.e.

h(z1, z2) = exp(
z1 · z2

∥z1∥2 · ∥z2∥2
· 1
τ
), (17)

where τ is a hyper-parameter that controls the range of the
results, we implement the InfoNCE loss to regularize the
distribution of extracted features. The contrastive loss function
for a positive pair with the anchor feature z

s(n)
dk

is formulated
as:

Ln,m
dis = − log[

h(z
s(n)
dk

, z
s(n)
dk,m

)

h(z
s(n)
dk

, z
s(n)
dk,m

) +
∑

j ̸=k h(z
s(n)
dk

, z
s(n)
dj

)
],

(18)
where z

s(n)
dk,m

signifies a cropped version of zs(n)dk
, demonstrat-

ing different scales, and z
s(n)
dj

refers to a different distorted

version of z
s(n)
dk

with the consistent content but different
distortion type and different perception.

For a mini-batch, the loss function to regularize the feature
distribution is as follows:

LFea =
1

nsms

ns∑
n=1

ms∑
m=0

Ln,m
dis , (19)

where ms represents the patch number, and ns represents the
sample number in the source domain.

D. Distortion Distribution Prediction

Since the distortion distribution in the target domain is
involved in the calculation of the similarity weight wy in
Eq. (8), a distortion classification network H is introduced
to provide the necessary distortion distribution. H contains
twofold FC layers, i.e., channels [2048, 1024] and [1024, nd]

where nd denotes the distortion types in the source domain,
to predict the probability belonging to each distortion type.

1) Training by Source Domain: The classification network
is trained by the distortion annotation in the source do-
main. Given a set of images in the source domain denoted
{xs

i ,y
s
di
}ns
i=1 where ys

di
signifies the distortion type, we can

obtain a latent feature z for each image via the feature gen-
erative network, i.e., {xs

i |zsi ,ys
di
}ns
i=1, zsi = G(xs

i ). We train
the classification network via a cross-entropy loss function:

LCls = −
ns∑
i=1

ys
di
log(ŷs

di
), (20)

where ŷs
di

= H(zsi ) denotes the predicted distortion type of
samples in the source domain.

2) Estimating Distortion Distribution in Target Domain:
The estimated distortion distribution obtained through H in
the target domain can be used to calculate the required weight
wy = DT (yd)

DS(yd)
in Eq. (8) based on Theorem 1 following

Algorithm 1.

E. Quality Regression

We use a quality regression network R containing twofold
FC layers, i.e., channels [2048, 1024] and [1024, 1], to regress
an objective score of the aligned latent feature generated
jointly by the feature generative network G, the quality-
aware feature disentanglement module, and conditional-
discriminative network D.

The regression network is also trained using quality an-
notations in the source domain. Given a set of features of
distorted images from the source domain, i.e., {xs

i |zsi ,ys
i }

ns
i=1,

zsi = G(xs
i ) where ys

i signifies the MOS of the distorted
samples, the regression network is trained via

LReg =
1

ns

ns∑
i

(ŷs
i − ys

i )
2, (21)
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where ŷs
i = R(zsi ) denotes the predicted quality score of

samples in the source domain.
During testing, the quality scores of the samples xt

i in the
target domain can be directly predicted by ŷt

i = R(zti) as
shown in the bottom row of Fig. 4.

F. Overall Loss

The overall loss is:

L = λ1LFea + λ2LCls + λ3LDWCE + λ4LReg, (22)

where the parameters λ1, λ2, λ3 and λ4 are the weighting
factors.

V. EXPERIMENT

A. Implementation Details

Our experiments are performed on NVIDIA 3090 GPUs. To
test the proposed method, we use four independent databases,
including two for images (TID2013 [19] and KADID-10k
[21]) and two for point clouds (SJTU-PCQA [13] and WPC
[14]).

To ensure consistency between predicted scores and MOSs,
a nonlinear Logistic-4 regression is applied to map the
predicted scores to the same dynamic range, following the
recommendations suggested by the Video Quality Experts
Group (VQEG) [69], [70]. The employed evaluation metrics
include PLCC and RMSE for prediction accuracy, SROCC
and KROCC for prediction monotonicity. The higher PLCC,
SROCC, or KROCC values indicate better performance, while
the lower RMSE reflects better performance.

We implement our model using PyTorch. The ResNet-50
backbone is initialized with the pre-trained model on ImageNet
[71]. The Adam optimizer is employed with a weight decay of
1e-4, and an initial learning rate of 5e-5. Natural and projected
images are resized to 224 × 224 × 3. The batch size for the
source domain is set to 20, and the batch size for the target
domain is set to 35. To implement feature disentanglement,
both of the positive and negative sample numbers for an anchor
are set to 2. The default training duration is set to 300 epochs.
All weighting factors in the overall loss are set to 1.

For NR methods, following training-testing setups in [51],
5-fold cross-validation is adopted for the PCQA datasets
(SJTU-PCQA and WPC) to reduce content bias. For SJTU-
PCQA, the dataset is split into the training-testing sets with
the ratio of 7:2 according to the reference point clouds for
each fold, and the average performance in the testing sets is
recorded. Similarly, for WPC, the training-testing ratio is set
to 4:1. For FR metrics, their performance in the testing set for
each fold is averaged and recorded.

For image-to-point cloud transfer evaluation, the whole IQA
datasets (e.g., TID2013 and KADID-10k) are used as the
source domain for training. The PCQA datasets (e.g., SJTU-
PCQA and WPC) follow the same training-testing partition
used as the target domain during training and the testing set
respectively, but the difference compared to general methods is
that the quality labels of point clouds are not used in training
and only the data itself is used for feature alignment.

B. Image-to-point cloud Transfer Performance Comparison
with Existing Methods

Since images and point cloud projections share the same
2D format, IQA methods can also be used for image-to-
point cloud transfer. In this section, the image-to-point cloud
transfer performance of the proposed DWIT-PCQA is com-
pared with the existing general IQA methods (e.g., DBCNN
[72], HyperIQA [27]), existing image-to-image transfer IQA
methods (e.g., StyleAM [59] and Chen’s method [57]) and
existing image-to-point cloud transfer methods IT-PCQA [15].
The backbone of IT-PCQA is set to general SCNN [72].
Their backbones are initialized with the pre-trained model on
ImageNet. The IQA datasets (e.g., TID2013 and KADID-10k)
are treated as the training set (general methods)/source domain
(transfer methods), and the PCQA datasets (e.g., SJTU-PCQA
and WPC) are treated as the testing set (general methods)/the
target domain and testing set (transfer methods). Note that the
whole data and labels of the IQA dataset are used in training,
and only the data itself of the PCQA dataset may be involved
in feature alignment for transfer methods. The performance
is evaluated following the training-testing setups mentioned
above. The results are shown in Table II.

We can see from Table II that: i) the proposed DWIT-
PCQA exhibits the best transfer performance when generalized
from IQA to PCQA datasets. DWIT-PCQA outperforms IT-
PCQA [15] by about 20% in terms of SROCC on SJTU-
PCQA, and 40% on WPC (trained with the same source
domain), which demonstrates the effectiveness of the proposed
alignment strategy; ii) directly transferring the IQA model
from images to point clouds shows poor performance, indicat-
ing that the domain discrepancy between the source and target
domains lead to the requirement for corresponding processing
(i.e. feature alignment in transfer methods); iii) the existing
transfer methods exhibit unsatisfactory performance. Among
them, the style features in StyleAM are not generalized under
huge domain discrepancies. The rudimentary alignment in
Chen’s method is insufficient to solve difficult image-to-point
cloud transfer. The relaxation mechanism in IT-PCQA looses
training when alignment violates feature-to-quality mapping,
which reduces fitting ability.

Additionally, we present examples of distorted point clouds
with their subjective MOS and predicted quality score gener-
ated by the proposed DWIT-PCQA in Fig. 6. The predicted
quality scores align closely with subjective perceptions, de-
spite being derived from unlabeled training.

C. Performance Comparison with General PCQA Methods
which Require Labeled Training

In addition to comparing the proposed DWIT-PCQA
with the existing image-to-point cloud transfer method IT-
PCQA [15], we also compare our DWIT-PCQA with prevalent
general FR-PCQA metrics, including MSE-PSNR-P2point (M-
p2po) [73], Hausdorff-PSNR-P2point (H-p2po) [73], MSE-
PSNR-P2plane (M-p2pl) [29], Hausdorff-PSNR-P2plane (H-
p2pl) [29], PSNRyuv [74], PCQM [75], GraphSIM [76],
MPED [37] and pointSSIM [42], and prevalent general NR-
PCQA methods, including ResSCNN [77], GPA-Net [51], and
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(a) ship

MOS (0-100): 15

Predicted Score (1-10): 2.48 

(b) flowerpot

MOS (0-100): 46

Predicted Score (1-10): 4.97

(c) cake

MOS (0-100): 71

Predicted Score (1-10): 7.51

(d) bag

MOS (0-100): 89

Predicted Score (1-10): 9.10

Fig. 6: Exemplary point clouds on the WPC dataset with the subjective MOS, the predicted quality score of the proposed
DWIT-PCQA (KADID as the source domain and WPC as the target domain). The predicted quality score aligns with subjective
perception even without using labels from the target domain for training.

TABLE II: Image-to-point cloud transfer performance com-
parison. The general IQA and transfer methods are trained
on the IQA dataset and tested on the PCQA dataset. Modal I
means that the methods are designed to operate within a single
image domain, modal I-to-I indicates that the methods operate
on image-to-image transfer, and I-to-P represents the image-
to-point cloud transfer. The proposed DWIT-PCQA exhibits
the best transfer performance and significant improvement
compared to the existing image-to-point cloud transfer method
IT-PCQA.

(a) Performance of training on TID-2013 and testing on SJTU-PCQA.
modal PLCC SROCC KROCC RMSE

DBCNN I 0.405 0.399 0.310 1.370
HyperIQA I 0.371 0.361 0.277 1.625
StyleAM I-to-I 0.610 0.575 0.415 1.868
Chen’s I-to-I 0.711 0.669 0.482 1.646
IT-PCQA I-to-PC 0.717 0.678 0.494 1.636
DWIT-PCQA I-to-PC 0.859 0.828 0.640 1.197
Gain I-to-PC ↑19.8% ↑22.1% ↑29.6% ↓26.8%

(b) Performance of training on TID2013 and testing on WPC.
modal PLCC SROCC KROCC RMSE

DBCNN I 0.268 0.280 0.202 25.266
HyperIQA I 0.209 0.229 0.163 25.539
StyleAM I-to-I 0.379 0.325 0.230 21.111
Chen’s I-to-I 0.456 0.425 0.297 20.258
IT-PCQA I-to-PC 0.439 0.437 0.265 20.470
DWIT-PCQA I-to-PC 0.628 0.617 0.454 17.783
Gain I-to-PC ↑43.1% ↑41.2% ↑71.3% ↓13.1%

(c) Performance of training on KADID-10k and testing on SJTU-PCQA.
modal PLCC SROCC KROCC RMSE

DBCNN I 0.371 0.368 0.272 2.566
HyperIQA I 0.349 0.369 0.283 2.609
StyleAM I-to-I 0.714 0.705 0.519 1.521
Chen’s I-to-I 0.609 0.499 0.349 1.819
IT-PCQA I-to-PC 0.724 0.660 0.466 1.628
DWIT-PCQA I-to-PC 0.827 0.812 0.625 1.284
Gain I-to-PC ↑14.2% ↑23.0% ↑34.1% ↓21.1%

(d) Performance of training on KADID-10k and testing on WPC.
modal PLCC SROCC KROCC RMSE

DBCNN I 0.259 0.272 0.195 26.571
HyperIQA I 0.221 0.240 0.172 26.641
StyleAM I-to-I 0.378 0.336 0.233 21.102
Chen’s I-to-I 0.519 0.499 0.350 19.395
IT-PCQA I-to-PC 0.560 0.539 0.383 18.758
DWIT-PCQA I-to-PC 0.703 0.714 0.537 15.971
Gain I-to-PC ↑25.5% ↑34.5% ↑40.2% ↓14.9%

PQA-Net [46]. Note that these general NR-PCQA metrics
need the quality labels of point clouds for training. For the
transfer methods, we use TID2013 and KADID-10k as the
source domain and treat SJTU-PCQA and WPC as the target
domain, respectively. The results are shown in Table III.

We can see from Table III that: i) compared to the best
general metrics, the performance degradation of the proposed
DWIT-PCQA is only about 7.0% in terms of SROCC on
SJTU-PCQA, and 4.8% on WPC, which indicates that the
proposed transfer metrics have been of great practical value; ii)
although the quality of point clouds is not used for training, the
proposed DWIT-PCQA still exhibits better performance than
many general FR-PCQA and NR-PCQA metrics on the PCQA
datasets, which indicates the benefits of prior knowledge in
IQA for PCQA, and also highlights the importance of how to
bridge the two media.

D. Ablation Study

In this part, we illustrate the effectiveness of each loss
function. Specifically, TID2013 is used as the source domain,
and SJTU-PCQA is used as the target domain. Considering
the interdependence between different modules, we adopted a
progressive ablation study approach. We use LReg to train the
network as a benchmark, which demonstrates the performance
of directly predicting point cloud quality with training in
images. In order to demonstrate the effect of direct feature
alignment as in [15], we use LReg + LDWCE (w/o wy) as
the loss function to repeat the trials where wy in LDWCE

is set to 1. Then to evaluate the effect of the distortion-
guided distribution alignment, LReg + LDWCE + LCls (w/
wy) is adopted as the loss function to train the network
where the calculation of wy depends on LCls. To demonstrate
the effect of quality-aware feature disentanglement which is
used to alleviate the disruption of feature-to-quality map-
ping caused by distortion-based feature alignment mentioned
earlier, LReg + LDWCE + LCls + LFea generates the final
performance of the network. Finally, to illustrate the impact
of multitasking branches on the DA framework and the further
role of quality-aware feature disentanglement, the performance
between LReg +LCls and LReg +LCls +LFea is compared.
The results are shown in Table IV.
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TABLE III: Performance comparison with general PCQA methods. The general methods require labeled training, and the transfer
methods are evaluated under unlabeled training. The proposed DWIT-PCQA presents competitive performance compared to
conventional FR-PCQA and NR-PCQA metrics.

Type Method Requiring Labels SJTU-PCQA WPC
PLCC SROCC KROCC RMSE PLCC SROCC KROCC RMSE

FR

M-p2po yes 0.889 0.803 0.623 1.093 0.586 0.567 0.414 18.452
M-p2pl yes 0.776 0.689 0.517 1.499 0.468 0.445 0.333 20.102
H-p2po yes 0.776 0.696 0.519 1.482 0.379 0.256 0.176 21.136
H-p2pl yes 0.752 0.686 0.506 1.566 0.369 0.313 0.219 21.231
PSNRyuv yes 0.743 0.737 0.550 1.581 0.579 0.563 0.401 18.597
PCQM yes 0.795 0.869 0.681 2.383 0.705 0.750 0.571 22.891
GraphSIM yes 0.877 0.858 0.667 1.126 0.693 0.679 0.495 16.487
MPED yes 0.907 0.890 0.717 0.997 0.692 0.682 0.512 16.426
pointSSIM yes 0.734 0.709 0.521 1.609 0.481 0.453 0.333 20.037

NR

ResSCNN yes 0.867 0.858 0.654 1.113 0.747 0.728 0.517 16.131
GPA-Net yes 0.864 0.855 0.632 1.058 0.722 0.704 0.497 15.784
PQA-Net yes 0.859 0.836 0.646 1.072 0.718 0.703 0.508 15.073
IT-PCQA (TID2013) no 0.717 0.678 0.494 1.636 0.439 0.437 0.265 20.470
IT-PCQA (KADID-10k) no 0.724 0.660 0.466 1.628 0.560 0.539 0.383 18.758
DWIT-PCQA (TID2013) no 0.859 0.828 0.640 1.197 0.628 0.617 0.454 17.783
DWIT-PCQA (KADID-10k) no 0.827 0.812 0.625 1.284 0.703 0.714 0.537 15.971

TABLE IV: Model performance with different loss functions
on TID2013 (source domain) and SJTU-PCQA (target do-
main).

LReg LDWCE LCls LFea PLCC SROCC KROCC RMSE
✓ % % % 0.684 0.667 0.495 1.679
✓ ✓(w/o wy) % % 0.711 0.704 0.517 1.581
✓ ✓(w/ wy) ✓ % 0.778 0.749 0.548 1.458
✓ ✓ ✓ ✓ 0.859 0.828 0.640 1.197
✓ % ✓ % 0.608 0.579 0.406 1.936
✓ % ✓ ✓ 0.664 0.648 0.482 1.715

We can see from Table IV that: i) according to the per-
formance of LReg + LDWCE (w/o wy), the performance
gain demonstrates that transferring the prior knowledge from
images to point clouds for quality assessment task is feasible;
ii) based on the performance of LReg + LDWCE + LCls

(w/ wy), the distortion-based importance-weighted alignment
is necessary and effective to handle the domain discrepancy
induced by distortion differences between two domains; iii)
the proposed quality-aware feature alignment can maintain the
quality-sensitive representation during alignment with biased
distortions, which is also the necessary optimization objec-
tive derived from the formula derivation to promote further
alignment; iv) the performance degradation of LReg + LCls

further illustrates that the different requirements for features
of different task branches will suppress the feature alignment
in DA. Considering the necessity of multitasking branches
in the proposed DA framework, the proposed quality-aware
feature disentanglement can alleviate the conflict of feature
distribution between different task branches.

E. Feature Space Analysis

To further demonstrate the effectiveness of the proposed
method, the t-SNE plots of extracted features under forced
direct alignment and proposed conditional alignment are given
in Fig. 7. Fig. 7(a) shows the t-SNE plot derived from direct
alignment, where the features of two domains are aligned
into a specialized and irregular feature space. The direct
alignment forcefully fits the unique distortions and reduces

potential generalization, posing challenges to the feature-to-
quality mapping. Instead, the proposed conditional alignment
emphasizes the cross-domain common distortion patterns,
forming a regular feature space that is more conducive to
generalizing the feature-to-quality mapping as shown in Fig.
7(b).

VI. CONCLUSION

In this paper, we proposed a novel transfer quality assess-
ment method called DWIT-PCQA for point clouds by leverag-
ing the prior knowledge of images, which solves cross-media
transfer quality assessment by decomposing the optimization
objective of the conventional DA into two suboptimization
functions with distortion as a transition. Through network
implementation, the proposed method incorporates distortion-
based feature distribution re-weighting into the unsupervised
adversarial DA framework to achieve more reasonable align-
ment under distortion discrepancy. Furthermore, the proposed
quality-aware feature disentanglement is implemented to main-
tain the sensitivity of features to perceptual quality during
alignment with biased distortions. The proposed method fur-
ther reveals the potential connection between different types
of media in the field of quality assessment, and exhibits
outstanding and reliable performance.
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(a) Irregular feature space of direct feature alignment.

(b) Regular feature space of proposed distortion-based conditional feature
alignment.

Fig. 7: T-SNE plot under different alignment conditions.
Following similar setups in Fig. 2, features of the direct
alignment and proposed conditional alignment are extracted
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