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Abstract—In this paper, we introduce a novel method
for comparing 3D point clouds, a critical task in various
machine learning applications. By interpreting point clouds
as samples from underlying probability density functions,
the statistical manifold structure is given to the space
of point clouds. This manifold structure will help us to
use the information geometric tools to analyze the point
clouds. Our method uses the Gaussian Mixture Model
(GMM) to find the probability density functions and the
Modified Symmetric KL divergence to measure how similar
the corresponding probability density functions are. This
method of comparing the point clouds takes care of the
geometry of the objects represented by the point clouds. To
demonstrate the effectiveness of our approach, we take up
five distinct case studies:(i) comparison of basic geometric
shapes, (ii) comparison of 3D human body shapes within
the MP FAUST dataset, (iii) comparison of animal shapes,
(iv) comparison of human and animal datasets and (v)
comparison of audio signals.

Index Terms—Point Clouds, Information Geometry,
Gaussian Mixture Model, Statistical Manifold, Divergence.

I. INTRODUCTION

THREE-dimensional point cloud is a highly accurate
digital record of an object. Point clouds provide a

flexible geometric representation suitable for application
in computer graphics, photogrammetry, computer vision,
the construction industry, remote sensing, etc. The ex-
traction of meaningful information from point clouds is
fundamental for many applications. In particular, appli-
cations such as registration, retrieval, and autoencoding,
require comparison between two or more point clouds.
Comparing point clouds presents difficulties due to their
inherent properties and the underlying surfaces they
represent. Unlike structured data on grid, point clouds do
not have a common metric, such as the Euclidean metric.
Because of this the direct comparisons between point
clouds is difficult. When comparing the point clouds
which are sampled from 3D surface, the primary goal
is to compare the overall surface and not the specific
points. Conventional methods for point cloud compari-
son, including Huasdorff distance, Chamfer distance and
Earth mover’s distance, have limitations. These methods
directly compare the given point clouds, rely on an unsta-
ble correspondence process, and are highly sensitive to

variations in sampling, which can lead to inconsistencies
and inaccuracies in the comparison results.

The aim of this work is to develop a theoretical and
computational framework to compare objects represented
as point clouds. This method uses information geometric
tools and it takes care of the shape, structure, pattern, and
overall distribution.

Our method uses the deep learning models such as
DGCNN (Dynamic Graph Convolutional Neural Net-
work) and FCNN(Fully connected Neural Network) [11]
followed by the Gaussian Mixture Model (GMM) for
giving the statistical manifold structure to the space of
point clouds. Then, the similarity of the point clouds
is measured using the Modified Symmetric KL diver-
gence. In fact one can use any suitable divergence for
comparing point clouds. Compared to other techniques
this method provides a better understanding of point
cloud similarity, considering their geometric properties.
Using information geometric technique this method is
effectively able to handle complex data and enhances
the ability to capture intrinsic geometric properties of
the point cloud data.

To demonstrate the effectiveness of our approach, we
present case studies (i) comparison of basic geometric
shapes, (ii) comparison of 3D human body shapes within
the MP FAUST dataset, (iii) comparison of animal
shapes, (iv) comparison of human and animal datasets
and (v) comparison of audio signals. The inclusion of
audio signals, converted into frequency-time represen-
tations for analysis, showcases the adaptability of the
information geometric method to diverse datasets.

II. RELATED WORKS

A significant part of working with point clouds in-
volves comparing them to assess similarity. Commonly,
the Hausdorff distance [6], Chamfer distance [17], and
Earth mover’s distance [16] measures are employed.
However, these measures focus primarily on how close
the points are to each other, which may fail to consider
the broader context and thus, the overall shape and
structure of the point clouds.

The Hausdorff distance is a critical metric in the areas
such as computer vision, pattern recognition, and 3D
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shape analysis. It is particularly useful in highlighting
the dissimilarity between two point sets and is defined
for two finite point sets P and Q as:

DH(P,Q) = max

{
sup
p∈P

inf
q∈Q

∥p− q∥, sup
q∈Q

inf
p∈P

∥p− q∥
}

(1)
This measure emphasizes the largest difference be-

tween two sets of 3D points, which makes it particularly
sensitive to unusual points that do not fit in the pattern.

Our method leverages information geometry to mit-
igate the issue of unusual points by focusing on the
underlying statistical properties of point clouds. By treat-
ing point clouds as samples from underlying probability
distributions, we enable a comprehensive evaluation that
incorporates both spatial and statistical relationships,
offering a robust comparison technique.

The Chamfer distance provides an alternative that
averages point-to-point distances, thereby reducing the
impact of outliers. It is widely used in 3D reconstruction
and mesh generation.

CD(P,Q) =
1

|P |
∑
p∈P

min
q∈Q

∥p−q∥+ 1

|Q|
∑
q∈Q

min
p∈P

∥p−q∥

(2)
This method calculates the average of the squared dis-

tances between each point in one set to its nearest point
in the other set, offering a balance between sensitivity
to large discrepancies and outliers.

By integrating geometric tools with probabilistic anal-
ysis, our method provides a nuanced assessment of
point cloud similarity. Information geometric techniques
enable the detection of subtle differences in point cloud
shape and distribution, offering advantages in complex
scenarios where context and relationships of 3D points
significantly influence data structure and interpretation.

Another method for comparing the similarity and
dissimilarity between point clouds is the Earth Mover’s
Distance (EMD),

EMD(A,B) = min
ϕ:A↔B

∑
a∈A

∥a− ϕ(a)∥ (3)

Here, ϕ denotes the bijection between point clouds A
and B. Although EMD is insightful for measuring the
dissimilarity by conceptualizing the minimum cost of
transforming one point cloud into another, it might not
be taking into account for the overall shape and intrinsic
geometric structures of the point clouds. This limitation
can lead to a less comprehensive understanding of point
cloud similarities and differences, especially in contexts
where the geometric and topological properties are of
significant importance [16].

Our approach addresses this limitation by incorporat-
ing both geometric and probabilistic properties of point
clouds into the comparison. By doing so, it allows for
a deeper analysis of the point clouds’ intrinsic struc-
tures, making our method highly effective in applications
where the data’s geometric and statistical characteristics
are crucial. This provides a more robust comparison
mechanism, especially beneficial in scenarios where
understanding the complex interplay between shape,
structure, and distribution is paramount.

In [17], [6] comparing two objects reduced to the
comparison between the corresponding interpoint dis-
tance matrices in the multidimensional scaling. In these
methods, information about rigid similarity is only at-
tained. But for isometric objects, allowing bend and not
just rigid transformation Facundo Mémoli and Guillermo
Sapiro developed a method in [14]. The underlying the-
ory in the isometric invariant recognition is based on the
Gromov-Hausdorff distance. This theory is embedded in
a probabilistic setting by points sampled uniformly and
using the metric as pairwise geodesic distance.

dGH(X,Y ) = inf
Z,f,g

dZH(X,Y ) (4)

where

dZH(X,Y ) = max

(
sup
x∈X

dZ(x, Y ), sup
y∈Y

dZ(y,X)

)
,

(5)
and X,Y are subsets of the manifold Z with the intrinsic
geodesic distance function dZ . Since there is no efficient
way to directly compute the Gromov-Hausdorff distance
they introduced a metric

dJ(X,Y ) = min
π∈Pn

max
1≤i,j≤n

1

2
|dX(xi, xj)− dY (yπi, yπj)|

(6)
where Pn is the set of all parmutations of {1, 2, ..., n},

n is the number of points in the point cloud.
This metric satisfies dGH ≤ dJ . The metric dJ is

computable and can be used to replace dGH . The frame-
work for comparing point clouds developed in [14] may
face challenges with highly complex or high-dimensional
geometric structures due to computational constraints.
In this method, geodesic distances are approximated
using techniques like the isomap algorithm, which relies
on constructing a neighborhood graph from the nearest
neighbors. While effective for simpler datasets, this ap-
proach can become computationally intensive for highly
complex data, where the intrinsic geometric structures
demand more nuanced distance calculations to accurately
capture the manifold’s topology.

In the information geometric method the point clouds
are represented by probability density functions and a
statistical manifold structure is given to the space of
point clouds. This statistical manifold structure enables
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a more comprehensive and robust comparison, as it
considers both the spatial distribution and the statistical
relationships between points.

III. INFORMATION GEOMETRY

Information geometry is a new field that originated
in the mid 1980s. It explore the application of non-
Euclidean geometry in probability theory in general and
with a specific focus on it’s application in statistical in-
ference and estimation theory. This approach has proved
to be highly effective in many applications, such as
neaural network, machine learning etc. Metrics and di-
vergences between probability distributions is important
in practical applications to look at similarity/dissimilarity
among the given set of samples.

The basis of a statistical model resides in a family
of probability distributions, which are represented by a
set of continuous parameters that constitute a parameter
space. The local information contents and structures of
the distributions induce certain geometrical properties
on the parameter space. The pioneer work of Fisher in
1925, studying these geometrical properties, has received
much attention. The introduction of Riemannian metric
in terms the Fisher information matrix by C. R. Rao in
1945 marked a significant milestone. This inspired many
statisticians to study the geometric theory in the context
of probability space.
In this section, we give a brief account of the geometry
of statistical manifold [4], [5].

A topological space is a set equipped with a collection
of subsets called open sets that satisfy certain axioms:
(i) The empty set and the entire set are open (ii) The
intersection of a finite number of open sets is open. The
union of any collection of open sets is open.
A topological space is said to be Hausdorff if for
every pair of distinct points can be separated by non-
intersecting open sets. This property ensures that points
are individually distinguishable.
A topological space is second countable if it has a
countable base for its topology, meaning that any open
set can be formed as a union of sets from a countable
collection.

A. Smooth manifold

An n-dimensional topological manifold M is a sec-
ond countable, Hausdorff topological space which is
locally Euclidean. That is, for every point p ∈ M ,
there exists an open set U ⊂M and a homeomorphism
ϕ : U −→ U ′, where U ′ is an open subset of Rn. (U, ϕ)
is called a co-ordinate chart on M around p and ϕ is
written as ϕ = (xi); i = 1, ..., n.

If we have two charts (U,φ) and (V, ψ) on M such
that U ∩ V ̸= ∅, the composite map ψ ◦ φ−1 : φ(U ∩

Fig. 1

V ) −→ ψ(U ∩ V ) is called the transition map and
the charts are said to be smoothly compatible if either
U ∩ V = ∅ or the transition map is a diffeomorphism.
Collection of charts A whose domains cover M is said
to be an Atlas for M.

Fig. 2

A smooth structure A is an atlas in which any two
charts are smoothly compatible and A is maximal with
respect to smooth compatibility. A smooth manifold is
a pair (M,A) where M is a topological manifold and
A is a smooth structure on M .

A function f :M −→ R is said to be a smooth map
if f◦φ−1 is smooth for some smooth chart (U,φ) around
each point. The set of all smooth functions from M to
R is denoted by C∞(M) and is a real vector space.

Let M be a smooth manifold and let p ∈ M . The
tangent space Tp(M) to M at a point p, is defined as the
set of all derivations of C∞(M) at p, where derivation is
a linear map from C∞(M) to R satisfying the Leibnitz
rule. Let (U, ϕ = (xi)) be a smooth chart on M around
p. Then, TpM is a vector space of dimension n which is
spanned by { ∂

∂xi |p; i = 1, ..., n}. Each element in TpM
is called a tangent vector at p.

A Riemannian metric g =<,> on M is a smooth
symmetric 2-tensor field which is positive definite at
each point that is, gp : TpM × TpM −→ R is bilinear,
symmetric and positive definite. A Riemannian mani-
fold is a manifold equipped with a Riemannian metric
[10].
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B. Statistical manifold

Now, we describe manifold the structure and its ge-
ometry for a statistical model.

Let (X ,Σ, p) be a probability space, where X ⊆ Rn.
Consider a family S of probability distributions on X .
Suppose each element of S can be parametrized using
n real-valued variables (θ1, ..., θn) so that

S = {pθ = p(x; θ) / θ = (θ1, ..., θn) ∈ Θ} (7)

where Θ is an open subset of Rn and the mapping θ 7→
pθ is injective. The family S is called an n-dimensional
statistical model or a parametric model. We often write
as S = {pθ}.

For a model S = {pθ / θ ∈ Θ}, the mapping
φ : S −→ Rn defined by φ(pθ) = θ allows us
to consider φ = (θi) as a coordinate system for S.
Suppose there is a c∞ diffeomorphism ψ : Θ −→ ψ(Θ),
where ψ(Θ) is an open subset of Rn. Then, if we use
ρ = ψ(θ) instead of θ as our parameter, we obtain
S = {pψ−1(ρ) | ρ ∈ ψ(Θ)}. This expresses the
same family of probability distributions S = {pθ}. If
parametrizations which are c∞ diffeomorphic to each
other is considered to be equivalent then S is a c∞

differentiable manifold, called the statistical manifold.
The tangent space Tθ(S) to the statistical manifold S

at a point pθ is spanned by

{ ∂

∂θi
|pθ ; i = 1, ..., n}. (8)

The score functions { ∂
∂θi

log p(x; θ); i = 1, ..., n} are
assumed to be linearly independent functions in x.
Denote ∂

∂θi
log p(x; θ) by ∂iℓ(x, θ). The vector space

T 1
θ (S) spanned by {∂il(x, θ) : i = 1, ..n} is isomorphic

with Tθ(S). Note that Tθ(S) is the differential operator
representation of the tangent space and T 1

θ (S) the ran-
dom variable representation of the tangent space.
The expectation Eθ[∂iℓ(x; θ)] =

∫
∂iℓ(x; θ)p(x; θ)dx =

0 since p(x; θ) satisfies
∫
p(x; θ)dx = 1 and so

Eθ[A(x)] = 0 for A(x) ∈ T 1
θ (S). This expectation

induces an inner product on S in a natural way as
< A,B >θ = Eθ[A(x)B(x)]. Denote ∂

∂θi
by ∂i the

inner product of the basis vectors ∂i and ∂j is

gij(θ) = ⟨∂i, ∂j⟩θ
= Eθ[∂iℓ(x; θ)∂jℓ(x; θ)]

=

∫
∂iℓ(x; θ)∂jℓ(x; θ)p(x; θ)dx. (9)

Note that the matrix G(θ) = (gij(θ)) is symmetric, for
the vector c = [c1, ..., cn]t

ctG(θ)c =
∫
{
∑n
i=1 c

i∂iℓ(x; θ)}2p(x; θ)dx ≥ 0.
Since {∂1ℓ(x; θ), ..., ∂nℓ(x; θ)} are linearly independent,
G is positive definite. Hence g =<,> defined above is a
Riemannian metric on the statistical manifold S, called
the Fisher information metric.

C. Divergence Measures on Statistical Manifolds

Divergence is a distance-like measure between two
points (probability density functions) on a statistical
manifold. The divergence D on S is defined as D =
D(.||.) : S × S → R a smooth function satisfying, for
any p, q ∈ S

D(p||q) ≥ 0 and D(p||q) = 0 iff p = q.

The KL divergence is defined as [9],

DKL(p||q) =
∫
p(x; θ1) log

p(x; θ1)

q(x; θ2)
dx (10)

where p(x; θ1) and q(x; θ2) are probability density func-
tions. KL divergence is non-symmetric.
In this paper, we are using the modified version of KL
divergence called Modified Symmetric KL divergence,
denoted as DMSKL(p ∥ q), is defined as

DMSKL(p ∥ q) =
1

2
[DKL(

√
p ∥ √

q) +DKL(
√
q ∥ √

p)]

(11)

IV. INFORMATION GEOMETRIC FRAMEWORK FOR
POINT CLOUDS

In this section, we establish a statistical manifold
framework for point clouds. Consider the point cloud X
with n points in Rm, i.e X = {x1, ...., xn : xi ∈ Rm},
assuming that all the points are distinct. Denote the set
of all point clouds by Z.

A. Covering in the Context of Point Clouds

The concept of ’covering’ plays an important role
in the study of point clouds within the framework of
topological spaces. A covering in the context of point
clouds refers to using a group of smaller sets to represent
different parts of the whole point cloud.
A covering C of X is defined as a finite collection of
subsets {U1, U2, . . . , Uk} of X , such that X ⊆

⋃k
i=1 Ui.

Each Ui is a subset of X representing a localized region
of the point cloud. The key properties to be satisfied by
this covering are

1) Locality: For each subset Ui ⊆ X , there exists an
open set Ni containing Ui in X . Mathematically,
this can be represented as Ui ≈ Ni ∩X .

2) Overlap: For any two distinct subsets Ui and Uj ,
their intersection is not necessarily empty, that is
Ui ∩ Uj ̸= ∅ for some i ̸= j.
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B. Statistical Manifold Representation:

By choosing the finite subsets {U1, U2, . . . , Uk} of the
point cloud X , we are simplifying the point cloud X
while still preserving its key features. This simplifica-
tion is particularly important for finding the probability
distribution governing this data using Gaussian Mixture
Models (GMM). Then the statistical manifold structure is
given to the space Z of point clouds. By this, we obtain
a manageable and accurate representation of the point
clouds as a statistical manifold preserving the geometric
nature of the object.

C. Gaussian Mixture Model

The fundamental idea to create the statistical manifold
is to view a point cloud X as a collection of n sam-
ples originating from an underlying probability density
function which is a point in the manifold. Using the
Gaussian Mixture Model [8], a parametric probability
density function p(x; Θ) is constructed for the point
cloud data, where Θ is the parameter set representing
the GMM.

A Gaussian Mixture Model p(x; Θ), in the context of
point clouds, represents a composite distribution wherein
each data point x in the point cloud X is assumed to
be drawn from one of the K Gaussian components.
The model is parametrized by the parameter set Θ =
{(µk,Σk, πk) : k = 1, 2, . . . ,K}, where µk is the mean
vector, Σk is the covariance matrix, and πk is the mixing
coefficient.

Mathematical Formulation:
1) Gaussian Distributions: Each Gaussian compo-

nent in the mixture is defined by its mean µk and
covariance Σk. The probability density function of
a Gaussian is given by

N (x|µk,Σk) =
1√

(2π)m|Σk|

exp

(
−1

2
(x− µk)

⊤Σ−1
k (x− µk)

)
,

(12)

where x is a data point in the point cloud X , m
is the dimensionality of the data, and |Σk| is the
determinant of the covariance matrix.

2) Mixing Coefficients: These are denoted by πk
for each Gaussian component and they satisfy∑K
k=1 πk = 1, 0 ≤ πk ≤ 1.

3) Final Model: The probability density function of
the entire mixture model for a data point x in the
point cloud X is given by

p(x; Θ) =

K∑
k=1

πkN (x|µk,Σk).

This p(x; Θ) is the statistical representation of the point
cloud X .

D. Manifold Structure for Point Clouds

Consider the space Z of point clouds, where each
point cloud is represented as X = {x1, . . . , xn : xi ∈
Rm}. Point cloud X has a statistical representation
p(x,Θ) where the parameter Θ varies over the parameter
space T = {Θ = (µ1, ..., µk,Σ1, ...,ΣK , α1, ..., αK) :
µi ∈ Rm,Σi is an m×m symmetric matrix, ΣKi=1αi =
1}. The set S of all the probability density functions
p(x,Θ) representing the point clouds in the space Z is
the statistical model representing Z. Our aim is to give
a geometric structure, called statistical manifold, to the
space Z.

Theorem 1: Let p(x,Θ1) =
∑K
i=1 αiN (x;µi, σ

2
i )

and p(x,Θ2) =
∑L
j=1 βjN (x; νj , τ

2
j ) be two Gaussian

mixture models representing the point cloud X having
the number of Gaussian components K and L respec-
tively. Suppose that for all x in a set with no upper
bound,

p(x,Θ1) = p(x,Θ2).

If the components are distinct and they are ordered
lexicographically by variance and mean, then K = L
and for each i, αi = βi, µi = νi, and σ2

i = τ2i .
Proof: Arrange the components of each GMM in

increasing order of their variances. For p(x; Θ1) we have
σ2
1 ≤ σ2

2 ≤ . . . ≤ σ2
K , and for p(x; Θ2) we have

τ21 ≤ τ22 ≤ . . . ≤ τ2L. If σ2
i = σ2

j , then µi ≤ µj , and
similarly if τ2i = τ2j then νi ≤ νj .

For all x in a set with no upper bound,

K∑
i=1

αiN (x;µi, σ
2
i ) =

L∑
j=1

βjN (x; νj , τ
2
j ).

Consider the component with the largest variance in
each GMM. Without loss of generality, assume σ2

K and
τ2L are the largest variances in their respective GMMs.
Then,

lim
x→∞

σK
N (x;µK , σ2

K)

K∑
i=1

αiN (x;µi, σ
2
i ) = αK

lim
x→∞

τL
N (x|νL, τ2L)

L∑
j=1

βjN (x|νj , τ2j ) = βL

Since the two GMMs are equal for all x, their lim-
its must also be equal. That means αK = βL and
(µK , σ

2
K) = (νL, τ

2
L). Then,

K−1∑
i=1

αiN (x;µi, σ
2
i ) =

L−1∑
j=1

βjN (x; νj , τ
2
j )
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By repeating the above steps we conclude that K = L
and for each 1 ≤ i ≤ K, the parameters are equal:
αi = βi, µi = νi, and σ2

i = τ2i .

Theorem 2: The parameter space

T = {Θ = (µ1, ..., µk,Σ1, ...,ΣK , α1, ..., αK) : µi ∈ Rm,

Σi is an m×m symmetric matrix, ΣKi=1αi = 1}

for GMMs with K components of m-dimensional Gaus-
sian is a topological manifold.
Proof: For the probability density function

p(x; Θ) =

K∑
i=1

αiN (x|µi,Σi),

each µi is an m−dimensional vector. The m × m
covariance matrix Σi is symmetric, thus having m(m+1)

2
distinct elements. The total number of mixing coeffi-
cients are K and since

∑K
i=1 αi = 1, only K − 1 are

independent.
The parameter space T is

T =

{
Θ =

(
µ1, . . . , µK ,Σ1, . . . ,ΣK , α1, . . . , αK

) ∣∣∣∣∣
µi ∈ Rm,Σi is an m×m symmetric ,

matrix
K∑
i=1

αi = 1

}
The total number of independent parameters in T is

dim(T ) = K
(
m+ m(m+1)

2

)
+ (K − 1).

Note that T ⊆ Rdim(T ), so T is a topological
space with standard Euclidean topology. Also, around
any point in T there exists a neighborhood that
is homeomorphic to an open subset of Rdim(T ).
This satisfies the local Euclidean condition for a
manifold. Therefore, the parameter space T of Gaussian
Mixture Models with K components of m-dimensional
Gaussian is a topological manifold of dimension
K
(
m+ m(m+1)

2

)
+ (K − 1).

Theorem 3: The mapping h : T → S, defined by
h(Θ) = p(x; Θ) for Θ ∈ T , is injective under the condi-
tion that the covariance matrix in the multidimensional
Gaussian is diagonal.

Proof: Consider parameter sets Θ1,Θ2 ∈ T and
corresponding GMMs with their respective probability
density functions

p(x; Θ1) =

K∑
i=1

αi1N (x|µi1,Σi1)

and

p(x; Θ2) =

K∑
i=1

αi2N (x|µi2,Σi2).

From the Theorem 1, we know that different parameter
sets lead to different GMM distributions. Extend this
to the multidimensional case under the condition that
the covariance matrices Σi1 and Σi2 are diagonal. This
condition allows us to treat any linear combination of
the variables in multidimensional Gaussian distributions
as a univariate Gaussian distribution.

Given p(x; Θ1) = p(x; Θ2) for all x, and based on
the earlier Theorem 1, it implies Θ1 = Θ2. Thus, the
mapping h : T → S is injective under the condition of
diagonal covariance matrix.

The parameter space T is a topological manifold and
the mapping h : T → S is injective hence the statistical
model representing the space Z of point clouds can be
viewed as a statistical manifold of dimension dim(T ).

V. DATA OVERVIEW AND PREPROCESSING

This section is an overview of the data sources used
in the study, including basic geometrical shapes, MP
FAUST dataset, and audio signals that are processed into
point cloud representations. The preprocessing steps are
designed to ensure that both data types are compatible
with the computational framework.

A. Basic Geometrical Shapes

We consider three basic geometrical shapes in R3: unit
cube (U), cone (C), and unit sphere (S), all centered at
the origin.
U is defined by: −0.5 ≤ x, y, z ≤ 0.5. For the

coordinates (xi, yi, zi) of each point pi are randomly
generated using a uniform distribution over [−0.5, 0.5]
for each dimension.

Each coordinates pi in the cone C is represented
by cylindrical coordinates (ri, θi, hi), where θi is uni-
formly distributed over [0, 2π], h over [0, 2] and the
radii ri = 1 − hi

2 . For C, each point pi is represented
by its cylindrical coordinates (ri, θi, hi). The angles
θi are uniformly distributed over [0, 2π], the heights
hi over [0, 2], and the radii ri are calculated using
ri = 1 − hi/2. The cylindrical coordinates are then
converted into cartesian coordinates (xi, yi, zi) using:

xi = ricos(θi), yi = risin(θi) and zi = hi.

For S, each point pi is represented by its spherical
coordinates (θi, ϕi). The angles θi and ϕi are uniformly
distributed over [0, 2π] and [0, π] respectively. The spher-
ical coordinates are then converted into cartesian coor-
dinates (xi, yi, zi) using:

xi = sin(ϕi)cos(θi), yi = sin(ϕi)sin(θi), zi = cos(ϕi).
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B. Human and Animal dataset

For the human dataset, we employ the MP FAUST
dataset, a collection of high-resolution 3D scans of
human figures in various poses. These point clouds
capture the geometry of the human form, making them
an invaluable resource for analyzing shape and structure
within our geometric framework [2]. For the animal
dataset, we utilize the G-PCD: Geometry Point Cloud
Dataset, which has rich local geometrical information.
[1].

C. Audio Signal Processing for Point Cloud Generation

Now present our method of generating a point cloud of
an audio signal. We start with Fourier Transform which
decomposes a time-domain signal into corresponding
frequencies. Then, use a Short-Time Fourier Transform
(STFT) to convert audio signals into a time-frequency
representation. STFT divides the audio signal into over-
lapping segments and then applies the Fourier Transform
to each segment. This approach involves transforming
the STFT data into a point cloud representation by map-
ping the time-frequency values onto a three-dimensional
space. In the point cloud, each point corresponds to a
specific pair of time-frequency with magnitude as an
additional dimension. This representation enables the
application of geometrical analysis techniques. Now, a
brief description of the point cloud generation is given.

1) Fourier Transform: The Fourier Transform is a
mathematical tool used to decompose a time-domain
signal into its constituent frequencies. For a continuous
time-domain signal x(t) and the frequency f in Hz the
frequency domain representation of x(t) is the Fourier
Transform X(f), defined as [15],

X(f) =

∫ ∞

−∞
x(t)e−j2πtf dt. (13)

Note that X(f) indicating the amplitude and phase of
different frequency components.

2) Short-Time Fourier Transform (STFT): The STFT
extends the Fourier Transform to analyze signals whose
frequency content changes over time. It is defined as [3],

X(n, k) =

∞∑
m=−∞

x(m)w(m− n)e
−j2π k

Nfft
m (14)

where,

• m is the sample index in the original time-domain
signal x(t).

• n is the time index of the windowed segment.
• k is the frequency bin index.
• w(m − n) is the window function applied to the

signal, centered around time n.

Fig. 3: Process flow from the original audio signal to the
combined point cloud representation.

• Nfft is the number of Fast Fourier Transform(FFT)
points, determining the resolution of the frequency
bins.

The choice of window function and hop size significantly
affects the analysis’s resolution and accuracy. We have
used Hann window in our analysis which is defined as
ω(n) = 1

2

(
1− cos( 2πn

Nfft −1 )
)

[12]
3) Magnitude and Point Cloud Representation: After

computing the STFT, the magnitude spectrum is obtained
to represent the signal’s energy at various frequencies
over time,

M(n, k) = log
(
1.0× 10−8 + |X(n, k)|

)
(15)

This magnitude is then used to form a point cloud, with
each point represented as a triplet of frequency, time and
magnitude.

4) 3D Point Cloud for Each Segment: The conversion
of the magnitude spectrum into a 3D point cloud is done
on a segment-by-segment basis. Each segment of the
audio, traced by the STFT, is transformed into a series
of 3D points where each point corresponds to a specific
frequency (f ′), time (t), and magnitude value (M(n, k)).
This is given by,

• The normalized frequency f ′ = kfs
Nfft

, where k is the
frequency bin index and fs is the sampling rate.

• The time coordinate t = n × HopSize/fs, with n
being the segment index and HopSize being the step
between consecutive STFT windows.

• The magnitude M(n, k) derived from the STFT
given in equation (15).

For each STFT segment, a collection of points
(f ′, t,M(n, k)) is generated, giving the spectral char-
acteristics of that audio segment in a 3D space. This
process is iterated across all segments, creating a com-
prehensive point cloud representation of the entire audio
signal.

5) Aggregating Point Cloud Segments into a sin-
gle Representation: After processing the audio signal
through the Short-Time Fourier Transform (STFT) and
converting each segment into point cloud data, next
step is to aggregate these individual segments. This
aggregation combines the spectral information captured
in each segment to form a comprehensive point cloud
representation of the entire audio signal.

(i) Formation of the single Point Cloud:
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The segmented point cloud data, initially orga-
nized as a tensor with dimensions [num segments,
num points per segment, 3], is reshaped to merge
all segments. This reshaping process aligns each point
from the segments into a single, cohesive data structure,
effectively forming a single point cloud. Each point in
this cloud is defined by three coordinates: frequency
(f ), time (t), and magnitude (M ), corresponding to the
spectral content of the audio signal at different time
intervals.

(ii) Saving the single Point Cloud:
For practical use, visualization, and analysis, this

single point cloud is then saved in the PLY file format.
The PLY format is chosen for its versatility in storing
3D data and its compatibility with a wide range of
visualization and analysis tools.

VI. COMPUTATIONAL FOUNDATION

In this section, the computational approach for com-
paring the point clouds is given. By using the deep
learning techniques and EM algorithm we converted the
point clouds into the probability density functions and
given the statistical manifold structure to the space of
point clouds. This allows to use the theory that have
established in section IV to analyze the similarities
or dissimilarities between point clouds using informa-
tion geometric techniques. In the information geometric
method (IGM), the similarity of the probability density
function is measured using divergence, we employ the
Modified symmetric KL divergence (MSKL) in this
paper. In fact, one can choose a suitable divergence
according to the nature of the problem.

A. Sampling

Farthest Point Sampling (FPS) Method: The Far-
thest Point Sampling (FPS) [13] is used to choose the
samples from the point clouds. FPS is chosen because
of its effectiveness in preserving the geometric and
topological properties of the datasets.

Consider two distinct point clouds, X and Y of
dimension m. The FPS process involves,

1) Initialization: Select an initial point p1 randomly
from the point cloud X. Set U = {p1}.

2) Iterative Selection: Choose the point p2 that has
maximum distance form p1. Now choose pi, where
i > 2, such that pi gives minimum value for
{maxx∈X |x− p1|,& . . . , maxx∈X |x− pi−1|}.
Now the sample set U is selected with the required
number of points in this way.

3) Sample Extraction: Using the above procedure
choose 960 samples of 512 points each for both X
and Y. Let the sample sets of X and Y be denoted
by UX and UY .

B. Labeling and Data Splitting
In this section, the process of preparing the dataset

from point clouds X and Y is given. Initially, we
extracted 960 samples, each consisting of 512 points,
from both the point clouds. These samples were then
labeled distinctly, those from X as “First” and from Y
as “Second.” This labeling was critical for identifying
the source of each sample in subsequent analysis.

After the sampling combine the labeled samples into
a single dataset, comprising 1920 samples in total. This
dataset is then divided into training, validation, and
testing sets in a 70%, 15%, and 15% split, respec-
tively. This division was carefully executed to ensure
an equal distribution of samples from both point clouds
in each subset, maintaining the balance and integrity
of the dataset for our analysis. This setup forms the
foundational basis for the computational exploration and
analysis that follows.

C. Model Implementation
In this section, the implementation details of the

DGCNN-FCNN (Dynamic Graph CNN followed by
a Fully Convolutional Neural Network), and encoder-
decoder model are discussed. This model implementa-
tion is taken from [11], because of its proven effective-
ness in similar contexts.

This model takes input point clouds of 3×512 dimen-
sion. These point clouds are passed through a series of
five EdgeConv layers at the initial stage. These layers
are unique in their point-wise latent space dimensions,
set at (64, 64, 128, 256), and a max pooling layer. We
do not use the batch normalization layer. The output of
this DGCNN is 1024 dimensional feature vector. Other
parameters k = 20, leaky ReLU activation function are
same as original DGCNN model.

Further, this feature vector undergoes three fully con-
nected neural networks with dimensions (512, 256, 2),
with a leaky ReLU activation function and a linear output
activation function. The resultant latent space is two-
dimensional.

A key aspect of this approach is minimization of the
reconstruction loss to ensure that the 2D latent space
provides the most accurate representation of the original
point cloud.

The same FCNN (fully connected neural network) is
used for the decoder. The two dimensional vector from
the latent space is passed through three fully connected
neural networks with dimensions (256, 512, 3×512),
with a ReLU activation function and a linear output
activation function. The final output of this process is
a reconstructed three dimensional point cloud with 512
points.

Training Details: To train our networks, we utilize
the ADAM optimizer with a learning rate of 0.001. We
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Initialization

of farthest

point sampling

Iterative Selection

Repeat above 2 steps until 960 samples of

512 points are extracted from X and Y

Label:
First (Samples of X)

Second (Samples of Y)

Combine and split the

dataset Train/Val/Test in

equal representation form

both the point clouds.

Input Point Clouds

Farthest Point Sampling Labelling and Data Splitting

Input: 3 × 512 Point Clouds

DGCNN EdgeConv Layers

Output: 1024 dim Feature Vector

Input: 1024 dim Feature Vector

FCNN Layers

DGCNN ModelFCNN ModelFCNN Output: 2d latent space for X and Y

GMM fit using the EM algorithm

Computing Symmetric

Modified KL divergence

Computation of Modified MSKL

Fig. 4: Flowchart of the Computational Process.

use the Chamfer distance as the reconstruction loss. The
training parameters, however, vary depending on the data
type. For 3D Basic geometrical shapes, human body, and
animal point cloud datasets, we conduct the training with
a batch size of 16 and 400 epochs. Whereas for the audio
point cloud datasets, the training is conducted over 350
epochs with a batch size of 4.

D. Probability Density Function Estimation Using
GMM

After the model training phase, we fit Gaussian Mix-
ture Models (GMM) for estimating the Probability Den-
sity Functions p(x; Θ) for the point cloud data.

Post-training, test data corresponding to the label
“First” is given as input to the trained model. This
will generate a 2D latent space. Then, input the data
corresponding to the label “Second,” to generate another
2D latent space. The Gaussian mixture model is fit to
each latent space using the Expectation-maximization
(EM) algorithm [7].

E. Space of Statistical Manifolds

After estimating the probability density functions
p(x; Θ) for the point clouds using the Gaussian mixture
model, we give the statistical manifold structure to the
space of point clouds using the theory that we established
in Theorems 1, 2, and 3 from Section IV. This statisti-
cal manifold structure allows us to apply information-
geometric methods to compare and analyze the point
clouds in a principled and meaningful manner.

Fig. 5: Left: The original point cloud sample extracted using
FPS. Right: Reconstructed point cloud sample after passing the
encoder output to the decoder model.
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F. Modified Symmetric KL Divergence

After establishing the statistical manifold structure
we now use Modified Symmetric KL (MSKL) diver-
gence for measuring similarity and dissimilarity be-
tween the point clouds. Take two sets of samples
{x1, .x2, ......, xN} and {y1, y2, ...., yN} from two prob-
ability density functions p(x; Θ1) and q(y; Θ2) using a
grid-based approach, instead of random sampling. This
method involves creating a grid over the data range and
calculating the PDF values at each grid point.

This sampling method evenly covers the entire sample
area and accurately calculates the PDF values, whereas
in the random sampling using Monte Carlo, it might be
possible that the sampling does not cover the sample

area accurately. Then computed, log
(√

p(xi)√
q(xi)

)
for each

xi in {x1, . . . , xN} and log

(√
q(yi)√
p(yi)

)
for each yi in

{y1, . . . , yN}.
The Modified Symmetric KL divergence,

DMSKL(p∥q) =
1

2

[
N∑
i=1

√
p(xi) log

(√
p(xi)√
q(xi)

)

+

N∑
i=1

√
q(xi) log

(√
q(yi)√
p(yi)

)]
(16)

is then computed.

VII. CASE STUDIES

The information geometric method is applied to five
sets of datasets and analyzes the results. There are five
cases each focusing on different types of datasets. Each
case demonstrates the effectiveness of the information
geometric method for the point cloud comparison.

A. Comparision of Basic Geometrical Shapes

We demonstrate the effectiveness of the information
geometric method against the multidimensional scaling
techniques (Hausdorff and Chamfer distances) for three
different 3D basic shapes: sphere (S), cone (C), and cube
(U). (See Table I).

• Accurate Identification of Identical Shapes: The
information geometric method and the multidimen-
sional scaling techniques show the same accuracy in
the case of identical shapes (e.g., sphere vs. sphere,
cone vs. cone, cube vs. cube), with all values at
zero.

• Sensitivity to Shape Variations: The information
geometric method accurately captures the shape
variations. The values 6.012, 6.74 and 5.75 for
sphere vs. cone, sphere vs. cube and cone vs.
cube respectively shows that the point clouds are
different.

The multidimensional scaling techniques show low
sensitivity towards shape variation. The Hausdorff
distance values for sphere vs. cone (1.41), sphere
vs. cube (0.9892), and cone vs. cube (1.501) and
Chamfer distance values for the same comparisons
(0.6188, 0.8675, and 1.2016) are lower than the in-
formation geometric method, suggesting a reduced
sensitivity to shape variations.

TABLE I: Comparison result of Basic Geometrical
shapes

Shape
Sphere (S) Cone (C) Cube (U)

Sphere (S)
Ch = 0
H = 0
IGM = 0

Cone (C)
Ch = 0.6188 Ch = 0
H = 1.41 H = 0
IGM = 6.012 IGM = 0

Cube (U)
Ch = 0.8675 Ch = 1.2016 Ch = 0
H = 0.9892 H = 1.501 H = 0
IGM = 6.74 IGM = 5.75 IGM = 0

B. Audio Data Analysis

In the audio analysis, we transferred the audio signals
into point clouds using the Short-Time Fourier Trans-
form (STFT).

Below we discuss the merits of the information geo-
metric method compared to the multidimensional scaling
techniques.(See Table II).

• Accurate Identification of Identical Audio
Tracks: The information geometric method and the
multidimensional scaling techniques show the same
accuracy in the case of identical audio signals (e.g.,
Audio1 vs. Audio1), with all values at zero.

• Balanced Sensitivity to Audio Variations: Infor-
mation geometric method shows balanced sensitiv-
ity to audio variations. For different audio signals
(Audio1 vs. Audio2), the value is 0.5999, indicating
two audios are different. Also for the same sen-
tence by different people, the information geometric
method gives a value of 0.2239. It shows the method
captures the geometry of the signal and the small
variation effectively.
On the other hand, the multidimensional scaling
techniques, facing difficulty in capturing audio vari-
ations. The Hausdorff distance value of 0.4698 for
Audio1 vs. Audio2 is lower than the IGM value,
while the Chamfer distance value of 0.0542 for the
same comparison is very small shows two audios
are similar which is not the case.

• Differentiation of Pitch and Tempo Variations:
Information geometric method effectively captures
differences in pitch and tempo. The information
geometric method shows values 0.10251 (similar
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pitch) and 0.2667 (different pitch) when the same
person speaks different sentences in different pitch.
In comparison, the multidimensional scaling tech-
niques under-represent the impact of pitch and
tempo variations. The Hausdorff distance shows
values 0.2173 (similar pitch) and 0.2891 (different
pitch), while the Chamfer distance shows 0.00742
(similar pitch) and 0.0096 (different pitch), show-
ing the superiority of the information geometric
method.

TABLE II: Comparison result of Audio signals

IGM Hausdorff Chamfer
Audio1 - Audio1 0 0 0
Audio2 - Audio2 0 0 0
Audio1 - Audio 2 0.5999 0.4698 0.0542
Same sentence but
two different people

0.2239 0.7361 0.01072

Same person two dif-
ferent sentence (sim-
ilar pitch)

0.10251 0.2891 0.0096

Same person two dif-
ferent sentence (Dif-
ferent Pitch)

0.2667 0.2173 0.00742

C. Point cloud comparison of the Human body:

The analysis of point clouds of human body dataset
[2] shows that the information geometric method effec-
tively handles complex point cloud data compared to the
multidimensional scaling technique. (See Table III).

• Accurate Identification of Identical Shapes: The
information geometric method and the multidimen-
sional scaling technique show equal capability when
applied to the identical point clouds (e.g., Man1 vs.
Man1 and Man2 vs. Man2).

• Balanced Sensitivity to Shape Deformations:
When comparing the same person in different pos-
tures (e.g., Man1 vs. Man2), the information geo-
metric method shows a balanced output of 0.1412,
suggesting slight yet small distinctions due to vari-
ations in body posture. In contrast, the multidimen-
sional scaling techniques exhibit limitations in cap-
turing shape deformations. The Hausdorff distance
(0.2661) somewhat overstates the differences and
the Chamfer distance (0.0888) underestimates them.

• Differentiation of Topologically Similar Shapes:
The information geometric method shows it’s capa-
bility in differentiating topologically similar shapes
(e.g., Man vs. Woman). It accurately captures the
subtle differences, with 0.2645 (Man2 vs. Woman1)
which is somewhat higher than the value between
Man1 vs. Man2 as expected, demonstrating its abil-
ity to capture geometric changes. On the other hand,
the multidimensional scaling techniques, Hausdorff
(0.4423) and Chamfer (0.2875), slightly overesti-
mate the differences.

D. Point cloud comparison of Animals:

The analysis of the animal dataset [1] highlights the
effectiveness of our information geometric method in
capturing the differences between different animal point
clouds. (See Table III)

• Accurate Identification of Identical Shapes: The
information geometric method and multidimen-
sional scaling technique show equal capability when
applied to the identical point clouds (e.g., Rabbit vs.
Rabbit and Dragon vs. Dragon).

• Differentiation of Topologically Similar Shapes:
The information geometric method effectively dis-
tinguishes between different animal shapes (e.g.,
Rabbit vs. Dragon), with value of 0.4512. The
value shows the significant differences between
the two animal shapes while maintaining a bal-
anced approach. In comparison, the multidimen-
sional scaling techniques, the Chamfer distance
(0.2779) was somewhat lower and the Hausdorff
distance (0.4598) was almost the same as our out-
put.

E. Point cloud comparison of the Human body and
Animals:

Below we discuss the comparison of two completely
different datasets: the human body dataset and the animal
body dataset. (See Table III).

• Differentiating Between Human and Rabbit
Point Clouds: The information geometric method
and the multidimensional scaling technique ef-
fectively differentiate between human and rabbit
shapes. The inforamation geometric method, Cham-
fer distance and Hausdorff distances are consis-
tently high which shows the human and rabbit point
clouds are different.

• Differentiating Between Human and Dragon
Point Clouds: The information geometric method
and the multidimensional scaling techniques exhibit
their effectiveness in distinguishing between human
and dragon shapes. In all the cases the values are
high.

The results highlight the overall effectiveness of our
information geometric method, in accurately capturing
shape deformations, differentiating topologically similar
shapes, and distinguishing between completely different
point clouds giving a well-balanced output in 3D basic
geometrical shapes, human body and animal case. In
audio data analysis, our method effectively captures
audio variations, pitch, and tempo differences. However,
the multidimensional scaling techniques have certain
limitations in analyzing both shape and audio point cloud
data. In certain instances, it has a tendency to either
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TABLE III: Comparison result of complex shapes

Man1 Man2 Woman1 Rabbit Dragon

Ch= 0
H= 0

IGM= 0

Ch=0.0888
H=0.2661

IGM=0.1412

Ch= 0
H= 0

IGM= 0

Ch=0.2615
H=0.4563

IGM=0.2359

Ch=0.2875
H=0.4423

IGM=0.2645

Ch=0
H=0

IGM =0

Ch= 0.7879
H= 1.2488

IGM= 0.5871

Ch= 0.8094
H= 1.2461

IGM = 0.5478

Ch= 0.9030
H= 1.1394

IGM = 0.3612

Ch= 0
H= 0

IGM= 0
Ch=0.5291
H= 1.2073

IGM =0.5466

Ch=0.5626
H=01.2015

IGM =0.5789

Ch=0.5994
H=1.0161

IGM=0.6124

Ch=0.2779
H=0.4598

IGM =0.4512

Ch=0
H=0

IGM =0

overstate or underestimate the disparities, hence lacking
the ability to accurately capture the geometry of the data.

VIII. CONCLUSION

Information geometric method discussed in this paper
gives a more accurate and balanced comparison of the
point clouds and captures the geometry effectively. By
giving the statistical manifold structure to the space
of point clouds the geometric tools can be applied to
datasets for comparing them efficiently. This method is
adaptable to various kinds of data and able to give a
geometric framework for comparing the datasets. The
advantages of the information geometric method over
other techniques are, (i) it offers a mathematically rig-
orous framework based on information geometry, (ii)
it is a comprehensive method that can be used for
different types of datasets and (iii) the method’s balanced
sensitivity and robustness to variations in geometry make
it suitable for many practical applications.

The information geometric method consistently ex-
hibits a balanced sensitivity to shape deformations and
topological variations in all the different types of datasets

including basic geometrical shapes, audio signals, human
body scans, and animal point cloud. Moreover, the infor-
mation geometric method shows robustness in handling
complex datasets, such as audio signals with variations
in pitch and tempo. It effectively distinguishes between
audio of different speakers or sentences, showing its abil-
ity to capture complex datasets’ geometry. In the context
of 3D shape analysis, information geometric method is
effective in differentiating topologically similar shapes,
such as human body scans in different postures.

Thus, the information geometric approach presented
in this paper provides a new and effective way
to analyze and compare point clouds. The method
effectively handles different types of datasets which
could be very useful in areas like audio processing,
computer vision, 3D modeling, etc. The method also
suggests that one can classify objects by fixing a
threshold. In particular, in the medical field, diseases
like tumors, etc can be meticulously detected.

In future work, our plan is to take up some interesting
research problems in image processing, remote sensing,
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etc, using the information geometric method that we
have establish in this paper. For the computational cost,
here we reduced the dimension of the 3D dataset to
2D latent space, in future we will try to work with
the three dimensional latent space. We will also explore
the concept of connection which helps in understanding
how the geometry changes when we move along the
manifold. So along with the divergence measure, we also
like to incorporate the curvature measure so as to capture
the geometry of the data more effectively.
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