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Abstract

Although significant progress has been made in the field
of 2D-based interactive editing, fine-grained 3D-based in-
teractive editing remains relatively unexplored. This limita-
tion can be attributed to two main challenges: the lack of an
efficient 3D representation robust to different modifications
and the absence of an effective 3D interactive segmentation
method. In this paper, we introduce a novel fine-grained
interactive 3D segmentation and editing algorithm with ra-
diance fields, which we refer to as SERF. Our method en-
tails creating a neural mesh representation by integrating
multi-view algorithms with pre-trained 2D models. Build-
ing upon this representation, we introduce a novel surface
rendering technique that preserves local information and is
robust to deformation. Moreover, this representation forms
the basis for achieving accurate and interactive 3D segmen-
tation without requiring 3D supervision. Harnessing this
representation facilitates a range of interactive 3D editing
operations, encompassing tasks such as interactive geome-
try editing and texture painting. Extensive experiments and
visualization examples of editing on both real and synthetic
data demonstrate the superiority of our method on repre-
sentation quality and editing ability.

1. Introduction
Recent advancements in neural rendering, exemplified by
methods such as NeRF [38], MVSNeRF [8], and MiP-
NeRF 360 [4], have significantly improved the accuracy
of 3D shape reconstruction using 2D multi-view images.
These developments have catalyzed the emergence of new
3D editing techniques, expanding the scope of interactive
digital content manipulation. Despite this progress, current
3D editing methods confront substantial limitations, partic-
ularly in achieving fine-grained interaction and precise edit-
ing in 3D space. This gap is primarily due to the absence of
an efficient 3D representation and a lack of effective 3D in-
teractive segmentation methods, hindering the full exploita-
tion of neural rendering’s potential in 3D interactive editing.

Existing works in 3D editing, such as Neumesh [12] and
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Figure 1. 3D Editing with SERF. Our method achieves high-
quality interactive 3D segmentation and editing.

Yuan et al. [71], require extensive training periods and de-
pend on external software for editing functionalities. This
dependence significantly increases the complexity and re-
duces the accessibility of 3D editing processes. Meanwhile,
methods like ARF [72], Chiang et al. [11], Chen et al. [10],
Huang et al. [23], and Fan et al. [14] focus mainly on global
3D style editing. These methods depend on supervision
from pretrained 2D models, limiting their application to
broader, less precise editing tasks. In contrast, approaches
like Get3D [17] and SINE [3] offer direct editing in the fea-
ture space, deviating from the high-resolution 2D feature
maps common in 2D editing. However, the coarser reso-
lution of 3D feature volumes poses significant challenges
for detailed, fine-grained 3D editing. Additionally, certain
techniques, such as those exemplified by SEAL [62], re-
quire prior knowledge of an object’s 3D position, confining
their use to predefined 3D spaces and limiting the potential
for spontaneous or creative modifications. Thus, achieving
fine-grained 3D editing remains a significant challenge.

In this paper, we introduce a novel algorithm named
SERF for interactive 3D segmentation and editing guided
by 2D instructions (as illustrated in Figures 2 and 3). Our
method initially employs established multi-view 3D recon-
struction algorithms to construct a 3D mesh representation.
We then augment this representation by incorporating 2D
features from trained models, enhancing the accuracy and
completeness of the information it encapsulates. Further-
more, our approach introduces a novel surface rendering
process that preserves local information and demonstrates
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Figure 2. Illustration of Mesh Construction and Surface Rendering in SERF. The SERF involves 2 steps. In Step (1), a multi-view
approach is employed to reconstruct the mesh, followed by projecting the color and geometry features extracted by trained 2D models
onto the mesh to create the neural representation. In Step (2), the queried point considers the features of neighboring points, and these
interpolated features are fed into texture and geometry MLPs to predict the final SDF and color.

robustness to global modifications. This process uniquely
leverages local information to separate the learning pro-
cesses for geometry and texture distinctly. Moreover, we in-
corporate an efficient 3D segmentation technique that lever-
ages interactive 2D instructions and a pre-trained 2D seg-
mentation model, which facilitates accurate 3D segmenta-
tion based on user inputs and enhances the intuitiveness of
the editing process.

The main contributions of our work are threefold:
• We achieve enhanced scene reconstruction by integrating

2D features into our 3D representation. We establish a
surface rendering process that preserves local information
and demonstrates robustness to global modifications.

• Expanding on this representation, we present a novel 3D
segmentation method that eliminates the need for fine-
tuning when prompts are provided, relying solely on su-
pervision from a 2D segmentation model.

• Based on the proposed methods, we demonstrate two
types of editing operations: geometric editing, which al-
lows for precise manipulation of geometry, and texture
editing, which enables the modification of textures.

2. Related Works

Novel View Synthesis. Novel view synthesis aims to gen-
erate photo-realistic images from new viewpoints based on
a set of posed image captures of a scene. Recent de-
velopments have integrated neural networks into the ren-
dering process, leveraging various representations such as
voxels [35, 53], point clouds [1, 13], multi-plane images
(MPIs) [30, 36, 76], and implicit representations [39, 54].
A significant breakthrough in this area is the Neural Ra-
diance Field (NeRF) [39], which uses a Multilayer Per-

ceptron (MLP) to encode scenes into a volumetric field.
NeRF, with its volume rendering technique, has achieved
outstanding results, including view-dependent effects, and
has inspired a wide range of applications such as human
rendering [43, 63], pose estimation [32], surface recon-
struction [60, 67], and indoor scene rendering [70]. Fur-
ther advancements and accelerations in NeRF’s MLP repre-
sentation have been made using hybrid representations like
voxels [50, 56], hashgrids [40], and tensorial decomposi-
tion [9, 57]. Despite these advancements, existing works in
novel view synthesis often face challenges in fine-grained
3D editing due to limitations in representation accuracy and
the complexity of integrating view synthesis with interac-
tive 3D editing techniques.

NeRF Segmentation. The advent of NeRF in 3D novel
view synthesis has catalyzed research in 3D segmentation
within NeRF frameworks. A key development is Semantic-
NeRF by Zhi et al. [74], which integrates semantic in-
formation into NeRFs’ appearance and geometry model-
ing, showcasing their potential in label propagation and
refinement. Additionally, NVOS [47] introduces an in-
teractive technique for selecting 3D objects in NeRFs us-
ing a specialized MLP trained with 3D features. There
are also methods like N3F [58], DFF [27], LERF [25],
and ISRF [18] that focus on converting 2D visual fea-
tures to the 3D domain by training additional feature fields.
Further, various instance and semantic segmentation ap-
proaches [5, 15, 16, 21, 34, 42, 52, 55, 59, 69] have been in-
tegrated with NeRFs, broadening the capabilities of NeRF
segmentation. However, these methods often require sig-
nificant modifications or retraining of NeRF models and



involve intricate feature-matching processes, posing chal-
lenges in practical and efficient 3D editing applications.

3D Editing. The realm of scene editing in computer vi-
sion and graphics has seen substantial evolution, transi-
tioning from single-view editing techniques, such as inser-
tion [29, 77], relighting [31], composition [44], and ob-
ject movement [26, 51], to more complex neural rendering-
based approaches. These advanced methods encompass
scene-level, object-level, and pixel-level editing. Scene-
level editing includes altering global attributes like light-
ing [19] and color palettes [28], while intrinsic decompo-
sition methods [20, 22, 41, 68, 73, 78] enable more de-
tailed modifications. At the object level, techniques such
as Object-NeRF [65] and Liu et al. [33] facilitate manipu-
lation within neural radiance fields, though they are primar-
ily restricted to rigid transformations. NeuMesh [12] marks
a stride in pixel-level editing with its fine-grained control,
yet it is constrained by the limitations of mesh scaffolds.
Despite these advancements, a major drawback in the field
remains the optimization for efficiency, with many meth-
ods requiring extensive optimization and inference times for
practical editing applications.

3. Methodology

The user is provided with a set of multi-view images
{I1, I2, ..., IN} that capture a 3D scenario from different
viewpoints {C1, C2, ..., CN}. To initiate the editing pro-
cess, the user begins by selecting a random image Iu. From
there, the user can segment out the specific part they wish to
edit using prompts pr and provide the editing instructions
Ieu for that segment. This allows the user to focus on a par-
ticular region of interest and provide targeted instructions
for the desired modifications.

The goal of SERF is to generate a set of modified multi-
view images {Ie1 , Ie2 , ..., IeN} based on the edited image Ieu.
The primary objective is to ensure that the modified images
remain consistent with the edited image Ieu. This means that
the modifications applied to Ieu should be reflected consis-
tently across all the generated multi-view images, resulting
in a coherent set of modified images. To achieve this, this
methodology is divided into four parts. Firstly, we utilize a
previously developed multi-view geometry estimation algo-
rithm to reconstruct the mesh representation M of the tar-
get 3D scenario. Using M , we combine the geometry and
appearance features provided by trained 2D models to re-
construct the Neural Mesh Representation M , as described
in Section 3.1. Secondly, based on the Neural Mesh M ,
we employ a previously introduced volume rendering tech-
nique to establish the connection between M and the set
of multi-view images {I1, I2, ..., IN}. To facilitate the sub-
sequent editing process, we separate the rendering process

into geometry and appearance learning, outlined in Sec-
tion 3.1. Thirdly, in order to achieve accurate 3D editing,
we generate a 3D segmented mesh Ms corresponding to
the edited segmented image Ieu, as explained in Section 3.3.
Lastly, based on the proposed view synthesis model and 3D
mesh segmentation model, we present two possible editing
methods for demonstration purposes.

3.1. Neural Mesh Construction

To obtain the Neural Mesh Representation M , we start by
using existing multi-view methods as NeuS [60] to recon-
struct a 3D mesh representation M that consists of around
10,000 - 20,000 vertices. However, this initial mesh only
provides coarse geometry information and lacks detailed
features. Previous methods like NeuMesh [12] assigns op-
timizable features to each vertex. The optimization process
involves computationally intensive tasks, including opti-
mizing the networks that establish the connections between
the mesh representation and the input images, as well as
optimizing the assigned feature vectors.

In contrast, we propose a novel approach to enhance the
generalizability and efficiency of our method. Instead of
relying on an optimized process to calculate the final geom-
etry and appearance feature vectors, we introduce a tech-
nique that aggregates features extracted by pre-trained 2D
models onto the reconstructed mesh M . By leveraging pre-
trained 2D models, we can extract rich and informative fea-
tures from the input images.

We utilize the pre-trained unsupervised model DINO [6]
to extract hierarchical appearance features corresponding to
the images {I1, I2, ..., IN}. The DINO [6] model comprises
a conv-layer followed by 12 transformer layers. From these
layers, we extract feature maps from the 4th, 8th, and 12nd

positions, which we use to construct the appearance feature
map {Fa

n} for frame In. Similarly, we employ the monocu-
lar depth estimation model DPT [45] to extract the geometry
feature map {Fg

n} for frame In.
Using the extracted appearance features {Fa

n} and ge-
ometry features {Fg

n}, our goal is to assign a feature vec-
tor to each vertex of the constructed mesh M in order to
create the neural mesh representation M . To achieve this,
we follow the following steps: (1) Given a frame In and
the camera matrix Cn, we estimate the corresponding depth
D′

n based on the mesh M . This depth information is used
to compute the corresponding 3D point P for each pixel p
using the equation P = D′

n(p)KnCnp, where Kn repre-
sents the intrinsic camera matrix and we assume that Kn

is known. (2) The pixel-wise appearance feature Fa
n(p)

and geometry feature Fg
n(p) can then be assigned to the 3D

points P based on the aforementioned relationship. This as-
signs the corresponding features to each point in the mesh.
(3) By reprojecting all the pixel-wise features into the 3D
point space, we obtain a set of neural points {Pn}n = 1N ,
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Figure 3. Illustration of 3D Segmentation Pipeline.
where Pn represents the 3D points associated with frame
In. (4) For each vertex V in the mesh M , we find the K
closest points from the neural points obtained in the pre-
vious step. These closest points serve as the neighboring
points for vertex V :

{Pk}k=K
k=1 = argminK(V − P )2. (1)

By performing these steps, we can assign feature vectors to
each vertex in the mesh, enabling the construction of the
neural mesh representation M . The feature of vertice V
could be written as:

F(V ) =

k=K∑
k=1

wkF(Pk)/

k=K∑
k=1

wk, wk =
1

||Pk − V ||
,

(2)
where wk is the weight based on the inversed distance.

3.2. Surface Rendering

Rendering. Based on the constructed Neural Mesh M ,
our objective is to utilize surface rendering techniques to
achieve accurate view synthesis. This view synthesis should
possess two key characteristics. Firstly, it should be robust
to the deformation of the neural mesh representation. Sec-
ondly, it should allow for texture editing without altering
the geometric features.

To accomplish these goals, we introduce a rendering
process that relies on locally relevant positions rather than
global positions to predict corresponding information. Ad-
ditionally, our learning process involves two components:
geometry nets fg(.) and appearance net fa(.). The geome-
try nets are responsible for predicting the local signed dis-
tance field s for a given queried point P . This can be ex-
pressed as follows:

s = fg(ns,Fg(P ), d̂), ns = −
k=K∑
k=1

wk(nP ·nT
Vk
)/

k=K∑
k=1

wk

(3)
In this equation, Fg(P ) represents the weighted geom-
etry feature obtained by querying nearby vertices using
an inverse process similar to Eqn. 2. The term d̂ =∑k=K

k=1 wk||P − Vk||/
∑k=K

k=1 wk denotes the distance be-

tween the queried point and the surface hit point. Addition-
ally, ns is utilized to approximate the angle-weighted nor-
mal vector, as proposed in the work [2]. Using the predicted
SDF information, we can estimate the color information as
follows:

c = Fa(nr,Fa(P ),∇P s, d̂);nr =

k=K∑
k=1

wk(nP−nT
Vk
)/

k=K∑
k=1

wk

(4)
where fg(P ) is the weighted appearance feature by query-
ing nearby vertices based on the inversed process of Eqn. 2;
∇P s is the gradient of predict SDF along the ray.

Please note that the positional encoding technique pro-
posed in NeRF [38] is utilized to process normal vectors and
distances. However, for the sake of brevity, we omit the de-
tailed description of the positional encoding in this context.
Following the formulation of NeuS and quadrature rules, we
perform the rendering process for the pixel Ĉ using a set of
points. These points are specifically chosen based on the
principles of NeuS and the quadrature rules, which ensure
accurate and efficient rendering computations.

Ĉ =

N∑
i=1

Tiαici, Ti =

i−1∏
j=1

(1− αj), (5)

αj = max

(
Φs(si)− Φs(si+1)

Φs(si)
, 0

)
, (6)

where T represents the accumulated transmittance; Φs de-
notes the cumulative distribution of the logistic distribu-
tion; and α represents the opacity derived from the adjacent
Signed Distance Function (SDF).

Loss Function. To supervise the learning process, we uti-
lize two loss functions: one for color information and one
for density information. Following the approach of NeRF,
the loss function for color information can be expressed as
Lc =

∑
j∈J ||Ĉ(j)− C(j)||22. This loss function measures

the discrepancy between the predicted color Ĉ(j) and the
ground truth color C(j) at each pixel j.

Similarly, the loss function for the signed distance field
(SDF) information can be written as Ls =

∑
h∈H ||ŝ(h) −

s(h)||22. Here, the SDF loss function quantifies the differ-
ence between the predicted SDF ŝ(h) and the coarse SDF
s(h). To compute the SDF information, we rely on the re-
constructed mesh M and employ the algorithm in [61].

Additionally, following a similar approach to NeuMesh,
we incorporate an Eikonal loss to regularize the norm of the
spatial gradients to 1. This loss term, denoted as Lre, is for-
mulated as Lre =

∑
k || ∥∇P sP ∥ − 1||22. The Eikonal loss

ensures that the spatial gradients of the signed distance field
(sP ) have a magnitude of 1, promoting smooth and consis-
tent variations in the distance values across the surface.
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Figure 4. Comparisons on DTU Scenes for Novel View Synthesis. In comparison to the NeuS model, SERF demonstrates superior view
synthesis results for both texture and geometry information reconstruction.

Methods DTU NeRF 360◦ Synthetic

PSNR ↑ SSIM ↑ LPIPS ↓ PSNR ↑ SSIM ↑ LPIPS ↓
NeuTex [64] 26.080 0.893 0.196 25.718 0.914 0.109
NeuS [60] 26.352 0.909 0.176 30.588 0.960 0.058
NeuMesh [12] 28.289 0.921 0.117 30.945 0.951 0.043
Ours 29.113 0.924 0.121 31.701 0.954 0.037

Table 1. Quantitative Results for View Synthesis on DTU and NeRF Synthetic. Our method achieves the best performance while
enabling interactive segmentation and editing on both two datasets.

3.3. 3D Mesh Segmentation

In order to achieve precise 3D editing using the edited seg-
mented frame Ieu, we need to extend the 2D segment mask
to a 3D representation. Having accurate 3D segmentation
is crucial as it helps us identify the specific parts that re-
quire modification while keeping the remaining parts static.
In contrast to 2D images, where methods like SAM (Seg-
ment Anything) offer efficient interactive segmentation so-
lutions, there is no widely available interactive 3D segmen-
tation technique. Although SAM3D [7] provides a possible
solution, it is limited to handling large foreground objects
and requires fine-tuning when prompts are updated. To ad-
dress this challenge, in this section, we propose an efficient
3D scene segmentation approach based on 2D supervision.
Our method mainly consists of the following steps.
• (a) The 2D mask mpre = pj , pj ∈ {0, 1}, representing

the mask of initial image Ipre provided by the user, is
generated using prompts probjpre for objects and prothpre for
the remaining parts, along with a trained SAM.

• (b) To generate a 3D masked vertices M = Vj , Vj ∈
{−1, 0, 1}, we back-project the 2D mask mpre into the
3D space. In this representation, the values −1 indicate
parts that do not appear in the mpre mask, the values 0
represent parts marked as ”others”, and the values 1 rep-

resent parts marked as ”objects”.
• (c) In this step, we aim to choose the most suitable next

frame for masking. Given the vertice V = Vj , Vj ∈
{0, 1} corresponding to image I , where 1 denotes ver-
tices viewed by image and 0 denote vertices wouldn’t be
viewed, the next frame is chosen as:

Inew = argmax(V · (M′)T ), (7)

M′ = M, M′[Vj == −1] = 0. (8)

• (e) With the new frame Inew, we aim to provide new
prompts probjnew and prothnew. Here, we assume that the
previously provided prompts are accurate and we want
to generate new prompts as close as to all prpre as pos-
sible. We first compute the corresponding vertices V obj

pre

of probjpre. Thus the corresponding vertices V obj
new could be

written as:
V obj
new = argmin(d), (9)

d =
∑
pre

||V[Vj == 1]− V obj
pre ||, (10)

where d is the distance between each vertex and previous
denoted prompts. A similar method is used to choose the
V oth
new. Both V oth

new and V obj
new are projected to 2D space to
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Figure 5. Results of 3D Interactive Segmentation Using SERF.
The red lines represent content to be deleted, while the blue lines
represent content to be preserved.

generate new pixel-wise prompts prothnew and probjnew. The
new mask Imnew is generated with the help of prompts and
SAM. We set mnew = mpre and restart from step (b).
It is worth mentioning that in step (b), when fusing the

2D mask mpre with the 3D mask M, directly replacing all
vertices in M with the values provided by mpre could lead
to abnormal segmentation results in a few frames. To ad-
dress this issue, we employ a mitigation strategy. For each
vertex V , we compare the segmentation results provided by
all previous frames, denoted as {Mn}Nn=1. If in the major-
ity of frames, vertex V is masked as 1 (indicating it belongs
to the object), we classify it as an ’object’. Conversely, we
classify it as ’others’. By adopting this approach, we take
into account the consistency of segmentation across multi-
ple frames, enabling more reliable and accurate segmenta-
tion results. This helps to mitigate the issue of abnormal
segmentation and ensures a more robust and consistent seg-
mentation process. Once the consistent 3D mask M is gen-
erated, we can project it onto each frame to generate a cor-
responding mask for each frame. This projection process
involves mapping the 3D mask onto the 2D image plane of
each frame to obtain a frame-specific mask. By projecting
the 3D mask onto each frame, we can accurately segment
the object of interest in each individual frame, enabling fur-
ther analysis and editing at the frame level.

3.4. 3D Editing

Building upon the previously proposed Neural Mesh Con-
struction and 3D Mesh Segmentation methods, we will now

focus on implementing two specific types of editing. It’s
important to note that although we only present these two
editing methods, our approach can be extended to other
editing operations, such as scaling.

Geometry Deformation. Our representation is primarily
based on an explicit mesh representation, which enables us
to achieve consistent multi-view geometric editing by ma-
nipulating the 3D neural mesh. In order to maintain local
consistency within the 3D representation, we have deviated
from the traditional volume rendering process, which relies
on global positions. Instead, we calculate local normals and
relevant distances between queried points and vertices. This
allows us to infer the structure and appearance information
of the 3D scenario. Our Experiment section includes several
examples that demonstrate these concepts.

In our proposed single-view-based 3D editing approach,
we first utilize a 3D segmentation method to create a mask
for vertices that are subject to deformation and vertices
that are intended to remain static. Next, we employ a
mesh deformation algorithm, such as ARAP (As-Rigid-As-
Possible), to transform the shape of the 3D mesh. Finally,
the 3D neural mesh is used to construct the 3D appearance
information.

Texture Painting. In addition to 3D geometry deforma-
tion, we introduce texture painting operations for 3D edit-
ing. This allows users to draw directly on a selected frame
Ier from the provided frames I1, I2, ..., IN . Instead of mod-
ifying the UV mapping, our approach, called SERF, offers
a more intuitive way to perform texture painting.

To begin the texture painting process, we start with the
edited frame Ier . First, we segment the edited region me

by comparing Ier with the corresponding original frame Ir.
This segmentation helps identify the specific area that has
been modified.

Next, we compute the feature Fa of Ier , capturing the
appearance information of the edited frame. We then back-
project the 2D mask me into 3D vertices, resulting in the
vertex mask Vm. This vertex mask indicates which vertices
of the neural mesh M

e
are affected by the edited region.

Using the vertex mask Vm, we modify the appearance
feature of the neural mesh M

e
for the masked-out vertices.

This ensures that the texture changes applied to the edited
region are reflected in the 3D representation.

Finally, based on the edited mesh M
e
, we fine-tune our

appearance network for several minutes. This step helps
refine the network to better capture the appearance changes
introduced through the texture painting process.

By incorporating texture painting operations into our ap-
proach, we provide users with the ability to directly manip-
ulate and enhance the visual details of 3D objects. This ex-
pands the range of editing possibilities and offers a more in-
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Figure 6. Example of 3D Interactive Editing with SERF. Our approach allows for interactive geometry editing (1st row) and interactive
appearance editing with fine-tuning, a process that takes only a few minutes (2nd row).

DTU Scan ID

Method 24 37 40 55 63 65 69 83 97 105 106 110 114 118 122 Avg.

NeuTex [64] 2.078 5.038 3.477 1.039 3.744 2.078 3.201 2.163 5.104 1.828 1.951 4.319 1.177 3.100 1.921 2.815
NeuS [60] 1.544 1.224 1.065 0.665 1.286 0.825 0.904 1.350 1.320 0.855 0.987 1.328 0.487 0.636 0.678 1.010
NeuMesh [12] 1.112 1.262 0.988 0.674 1.224 0.835 0.878 1.232 1.304 0.741 0.963 1.239 0.558 0.645 0.739 0.960
Ours 1.038 1.213 0.979 0.656 1.222 0.817 0.898 1.150 1.296 0.732 0.946 1.190 0.468 0.625 0.651 0.942

Table 2. Quantitative Results for Mesh Reconstruction on DTU. We compare mesh quality using Chamfer distance on the DTU dataset.
We use training split of images instead of full images, so the result of NeuS [60] is different from the original paper.

tuitive and natural way to modify textures without the need
for complex UV mapping adjustments.

4. Experiments

To demonstrate the advantages of our method, we conduct
a series of experiments aimed at providing comprehensive
evidence of its capabilities in various aspects, including (1)
novel view synthesis, (2) 3D mesh segmentation, and (3) 3D
interactive editing. Detailed experimental settings and ad-
ditional visualization results are provided in the Appendix.

Datasets. Our experiments are conducted on various
datasets, including DTU [24], NeRF Synthetic [38], and
NVOS [46]. For the DTU dataset [24], we used the IDR
[66] configuration, utilizing 15 scenes with images of 1600
× 1200 resolution and accompanying foreground masks.
To facilitate metric evaluation for both rendering and mesh
quality, we randomly selected 10% of the images as a test
split and used the remaining images for training. For the
NeRF Synthetic dataset, we adhered to the official split
guidelines. The NVOS dataset [46], derived from the LLFF
dataset [37], features several forward-facing scenes. Each
scene in NVOS includes a reference view with scribbles and
a target view, accompanied by 2D segmentation masks.

4.1. View Synthesis

We first conduct an evaluation of view synthesis perfor-
mance across several surface rendering techniques. We
include comparisons with NeuTex [64], NeuS [60], and
NeuMesh [12]. The experimental setup follows Xiang et al.
[64], assessing each method on two benchmark datasets,
i.e., DTU and NeRF 360◦ Synthetic with three metrics,
namely PSNR, SSIM, and LPIPS. We also measure the
mesh reconstruction quality with the Chamfer distances in
the same way as Wang et al. [60].

Results. As shown in Table 1, our method demonstrates
state-of-the-art (SOTA) performance in novel view synthe-
sis on both the DTU and NeRF synthetic datasets. Specif-
ically, our approach achieves the highest PSNR scores
of 29.113 and 31.701 on the DTU and NeRF Synthetic
datasets, respectively. Besides, as detailed in Table 2,
our method consistently outperforms the baseline meth-
ods across most of the DTU Scan IDs regarding Chamfer
distance. This demonstrates the superior accuracy of our
method in reconstructing mesh details. Visualizations are
provided in Figure 4. These results underscore the efficacy
of our method in rendering high-quality views. Further-
more, our method facilitates interactive editing capabilities,
adding a layer of practical utility.



Method mIoU (%) Acc (%) Tuning

NVOS [47] 70.1 92.0 ✓
SA3D [7] 90.3 98.2 ✓
Graph-Cut (3D) [49] 39.4 73.6
ISRF [18] 83.8 96.4
Ours 90.3 97.6

Table 3. Quantitative Results for 3D Segmentation on NVOS in
terms of mIoU (Intersection-Over-Union) and Accuracy. Tun-
ing refers to whether fine-tuning is necessary for the model when
presented with new prompts.

Method PSNR↑ SSIM↑ LPIPS↓
SERF (K=4) 30.487 0.944 0.060
SERF (w/o ns) 31.150 0.951 0.043
SERF (w/o nr) 31.413 0.952 0.041
SERF (K=8) 31.701 0.954 0.037

Table 4. Quantitative Results of Ablation Studies for SERF on
NeRF Synthetic.

4.2. 3D Interactive Segmentation

In this section, we present the results of our study on 3D
mesh segmentation, which is guided by interactive instruc-
tions. The objective is to demonstrate the effectiveness of
our method in accurately segmenting reconstructed meshes
based on user-provided 2D instructions. We conduct exper-
iments involving SERF and three contemporary learning-
based interactive segmentation techniques: NVOS [47],
ISRF [18], and SA3D [7]. It is important to note that while
NVOS and SA3D require network fine-tuning to adapt to
new prompts, ISRF and our SERF are designed to be effec-
tive without such fine-tuning.

Results. As shown in Table 4, SERF achieves perfor-
mance on par with SA3D, despite the latter’s reliance on
fine-tuning to new prompts. Our method attains a mean In-
tersection over Union (mIoU) of 90.3% and an accuracy
of 97.6%, which are competitive with the best-performing
method in our study. These results are significant as they
highlight the efficiency of SERF in interactive segmenta-
tion tasks, offering comparable accuracy to fine-tuned mod-
els while eliminating the need for such adjustments. Fig-
ure 5 further illustrates our method’s segmentation results
on the NVOS dataset, underscoring its practical application
in mesh segmentation scenarios.

4.3. 3D Interactive Editing

Interactive Geometry Editing. In this section, we
demonstrate the effectiveness of our method in interactive
3D geometry editing. As illustrated in Figure 6 (specifically
in the first row), our approach enables users to manipulate
an object within a view interactively. This manipulation di-
rectly alters the corresponding 3D mesh, leading to coherent
and synchronized changes across different viewpoints. This
experiment highlights our algorithm’s capability not only in

generating realistic and visually appealing views but also
in maintaining the consistency of the reconstructed mesh
during dynamic geometry modifications. Such interactive
editing underscores the practical utility of our method in
applications requiring real-time 3D scene manipulation and
visualization.

Interactive Appearance Editing. We further demon-
strate the capabilities of our method in interactive surface
editing. Our approach enables users to modify an object’s
surface within a view. For instance, as a part of our ex-
periment, we alter the object’s surface by adding the text
“CVPR” in one viewpoint, as illustrated in Figure 6 (in
the second row). This modification is reflected in the cor-
responding mesh, leading to changes in the reconstructed
views from new perspectives. The experiment showcases
how our algorithm facilitates not only the modification of
the mesh’s appearance but also ensures that these changes
are consistently translated across different views. The result
is visually compelling and customized outputs, illustrating
the practical utility of our method in applications that re-
quire detailed and personalized surface editing.

4.4. Ablation Studies

To evaluate the performance of the proposed module, we
conducted ablation studies by establishing several baseline
scenarios. These include: SERF (K=4), which considers
only 4 neighboring points as the baseline; SERF (w/o ns),
representing the baseline but excluding the proposed pseudo
signed normal vector; SERF (w/o nr), which uses the con-
ventional direction of the corresponding ray instead of the
proposed relevant normal vector; and SERF (K=8), repre-
senting the standard case. Our findings reveal that the ab-
sence of both ns and nr significantly reduces SERF’s per-
formance, with the most notable decrease occurring when
the number of neighboring points, K, is reduced.

5. Conclusion

In our study, we introduce SERF, an efficient algorithm for
interactive 3D segmentation and editing without fine-tuning
per user prompts by blending multi-view 3D reconstruc-
tion with advanced 2D techniques to create an efficient neu-
ral mesh representation. This approach facilitates precise
3D segmentation and interactive editing, enhancing scene
reconstruction accuracy and offering innovative geometric
and appearance editing capabilities. Through extensive ex-
periments, SERF has shown superior performance in qual-
ity and editing ability across various datasets, representing a
significant stride in 3D-based interactive editing and paving
the way for future advancements in the field.



6. Appendix
6.1. Method

6.1.1 Mesh Construction

A crucial aspect of our approach involves establishing a
prior mesh prior to the training of the Appearance Net and
Geometry Net. We use the following two pure RGB meth-
ods for generating the final mesh information.

Mesh Construction Based On Multi-View Depth Esti-
mation Mesh reconstruction can be achieved through lever-
aging existing multi-view depth estimation (MDE) tech-
niques such as MVSNet and Cascade MVSNet. One no-
table benefit of this approach is its generalizability, requir-
ing only fine-tuning to adapt to new datasets.

For a set of images I1, I2, ..., IN , the task is to estimate
the corresponding depth images D1, D2, ..., DN . How-
ever, to determine the depth Dn for image In, multi-view
depth estimations (MDEs) necessitate two or more refer-
ence views. The simplest approach involves selecting the
nearest views based on the distance between different view-
points. Nonetheless, solely estimating the depth Dn for In
results in sparse and noisy outcomes. Therefore, we pro-
pose the following steps to estimate D1

n, D
2
n, ..., D

W
n depth

maps for image In:
• With camera poses denoted as C1, C2, ..., CN , the first

step entails determining the nearest distance d between
distinct camera poses. Following this, we apply a radius
equal to 3d in the ball-pivoting technique to construct the
mesh structure derived from these camera poses.

• The camera set Ct1, Ct2, Ct3 is formed by utilizing the
three vertices of each triangle in the camera mesh struc-
ture. Specifically, we assign Ct1, Ct2, and Ct3 as the
target frame, while the remaining two cameras func-
tion as reference frames. For each triangle, three depth
maps—Dt1, Dt2, and Dt3—are generated.

• However, utilizing Dt1, Dt2, and Dt3 directly can lead
to noisy results. Consequently, we propose a method to
reduce the noise in the generated depth. To elucidate the
denoising process, we take Dt1 as an example. (1) We
employ Dt1 to project all points Pt1 in frame It1 to frame
It2 as Pt1

t2 and to frame It3 as Pt1
t3 with the assistance of

extrinsic parameters R|T and the intrinsic matrix K. (2)
We subsequently re-project Pt1

t2 and Pt1
t3 back to frame

It1, resulting in P̂t1
t2 and P̂t1

t3 . (3) For each point P , we
employ the following equation to assess its validity:

V (P ) = (||Pt1(P )−P̂t1
t3 (P )||+||Pt1(P )−P̂t1

t2 (P )||) < ϵ.
(11)

where ϵ is the threshold ϵ to check the validation.
Upon generating a set of depth maps, the final point

clouds P can be derived. To construct the ultimate mesh M ,
we employ the Poisson surface reconstruction feature avail-
able in MeshLab, resulting in the final mesh as depicted in

Fig. (a).
Mesh Construction Based On Neural Radiance Field

While the multi-view depth estimation (MDE) method sug-
gests a versatile approach to mesh construction, the result-
ing mesh may still exhibit noise. If fine-tuning is feasi-
ble, NeuS [60] is employed to reconstruct the corresponding
mesh for each specific scenario. In the original NeRF, the
computation of color information is as follows:

C(o, d) =

∫ +∞

0

w(t)c(P (t), d)dt, (12)

where C(o, d) is the output color for this pixel, w(t) a
weight for the point P (t). However, according the NeuS
w(t), the weight w(t) in Eqn. 12 attains a local maximum
at a point before the ray reaches the surface point. Thus, the
new weight function is construct as:

w(t) =
Φs(f(P (t)))∫ +∞

0
Φs(f(P (u)))du

, (13)

where Φs is the cumulative distribution of the logistic distri-
bution and f(.) is the function to predict SDF information.
The final mesh is shown in Fig. 7. Meshes generated from
NeuS are used in our view synthesis process. The main
problem of mesh generated by the MVSNet is that they
couldn’t provide an accurate normal map and smooth sur-
face for the final map, which leads to longer training time.

6.1.2 Interactive Editing

Geometry Editing
Image-Based InstructionAs depicted in the main text, the
process of geometry editing typically involves two sequen-
tial steps: initially, we isolate the deformed portion using
the suggested interactive segmentation method, and subse-
quently, employing the point-based illustration, we apply
the deformation algorithm to modify the existing mesh.

However, we’ve discovered that our algorithm not only
supports the point-based illustration but also accommodates
an image-based algorithm with the assistance of scene flow
estimation. Specifically, once we obtain the edited image Ieu
for the frame Iu, we can first estimate the depth Du using
the constructed mesh M and the optic flow map {e with
the assistance of a pre-trained optic flow model— in our
case, we utilize FlowFormer. Subsequently, we leverage Du

and {e to estimate the scene flow ∫e by applying the scene
flow MLP proposed in DynPoint [75] and SINE [3]. Since
we already have segmentation for dynamic points and static
points, we can introduce an additional constraint to restrict
the scene flow. To ensure the object’s rigidity, only points in
the dynamic part Pd will possess a scene flow value, while
points in the static part Ps will not have a scene flow value.
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Figure 7. Comparisons of Meshs Constructed By MVSNet and NeuS. The top row is generated using NeuS, and the bottom row is
generated using MVSNet. The color is determined by mapping the normal vectors to a scale that falls within the range of [0, 1].

6.1.3 Structure of Networks

To capture color features, we employ the SMALL Dino
backbone with a patch size of 8. We extract outputs from
the 4th, 8th, and 12th layers to create hierarchical feature
maps. However, these feature maps are only 1/8 the size of
the original input image, and the dimensionality change is
too substantial for direct use in the final prediction. There-
fore, prior to incorporating DINO hierarchical features into
the neural mesh construction process, we apply an average
pooling layer along the channel dimension of the feature
map to reduce its channel dimensions. Subsequently, we
utilize bilinear interpolation for both the height and width
dimensions. It’s noteworthy that, given the utilization of
a vision transformer as the encoder in the DPT model, we
employ a similar technique to process the feature maps from
the encoder.

The structure of our MLP modules is shown in Fig. 9.

6.2. Experiment

6.2.1 Evaluation Metrics

In this section, we outline the computational process for the
evaluation metrics utilized in our experiments. They can be

expressed as follows:

PSNR = 10 · log10
(

MAX2

MSE

)
, (14)

where, MAX represents the maximum possible pixel value
in the image, and MSE is the mean squared error between
the original and reconstructed images.

SSIM(x, y) =
(2µxµy + C1)(2σxy + C2)

(µ2
x + µ2

y + C1)(σ2
x + σ2

y + C2)
, (15)

where x, y are the original and reconstructed images; µ and
σ are the mean and the variances; C1, C2 are constants to
stabilize the division with weak denominator.

LPIPS(x, y) =
∑
i

wi · di(x, y), (16)

where, di(., .) represents the perceptual distance at scale i
between original image and reconstructed image; wi repre-
sents the weight associated with scale i.

IoUi =
TPi

TPi + FPi + FNi
; (17)

mIoU =
1

N

N∑
i=1

IoUi; (18)
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Figure 8. More Qualitative Result of Interactive Segmentation. The user’s instructions for a specific image are displayed in the left
column, while the right columns depict the segmentation results generated by our algorithm.
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Figure 9. Detailed Structure of Proposed SERF. This figure illustrates the architecture of the MLPs employed in SERG. The term
”Embedding” refers to the positional embedding introduced in the original NeRF [38].
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Figure 10. Texture Change With the Help Of Diffusion Model. We introduced a method for texture modification through the utilization
of the diffusion mode. This involves applying a diffusion model to alter the texture of the proposed model and subsequently employing the
resulting image to construct a neural mesh.

where TPi is the number of true positive pixels; FPi is the
number of false positive pixels; FNi is the number of false
negative pixels; N is the number of classes.

Accuracy =
TP + TN

TP + TN + FP + FN
; (19)

where TN is the number of true negative pixels,

6.2.2 Interactive Segmentation

Thanks to our innovative interactive segmentation method,
our approach is capable of producing consistent 3D mesh
segmentation with just a single-point prompt (one point for
the object and one for the rest). We present additional exam-
ples here to showcase the method’s performance as in Fig. 8.
It is evident that our algorithm can yield plausible results
for 3D mesh segmentation when guided by user-provided
3D instructions.

6.2.3 Geometry & Texture Editing

In addition to the suggested texture painting discussed in the
main text, our approach also accommodates texture modifi-
cation inspired by recent Diffusion works [48], as illustrated
in Fig. 10. Here, we utilize a diffusion model to replace the
original texture with an iron texture. The generated mesh
from this process can be subsequently employed in the sub-
sequent stages to achieve precise view synthesis.
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