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Abstract

The field of self-supervised 3D representation learning
has emerged as a promising solution to alleviate the chal-
lenge presented by the scarcity of extensive, well-annotated
datasets. However, it continues to be hindered by the lack
of diverse, large-scale, real-world 3D scene datasets for
source data. To address this shortfall, we propose Gener-
alizable Representation Learning (GRL), where we devise
a generative Bayesian network to produce diverse synthetic
scenes with real-world patterns, and conduct pre-training
with a joint objective. By jointly learning a coarse-to-
fine contrastive learning task and an occlusion-aware re-
construction task, the model is primed with transferable,
geometry-informed representations. Post pre-training on
synthetic data, the acquired knowledge of the model can be
seamlessly transferred to two principal downstream tasks
associated with 3D scene understanding, namely 3D object
detection and 3D semantic segmentation, using real-world
benchmark datasets. A thorough series of experiments ro-
bustly display our method’s consistent superiority over ex-
isting state-of-the-art pre-training approaches.

1. Introduction
3D scene understanding that perceives and understands the
three-dimensional world is crucial for many real-world ap-
plications such as self-driving cars, domestic robots, aug-
mented and virtual reality devices, etc. Over the past few
years, deep learning-based 3D scene understanding tasks
such as 3D semantic segmentation [7, 30, 31, 39] and 3D
object detection [27, 32, 33, 51] have attracted growing
interest and achieved remarkable progress. Nonetheless,
the success of these deep models heavily relies on large-
scale well-annotated datasets. The existing 3D scene-level
datasets [1, 9, 36] are highly limited in terms of size due to
the much higher cost of annotations in 3D tasks comparing
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to those in 2D tasks.
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Figure 1. Comparison of representation learning methodolo-
gies. We compare our overall framework with CSC [20] and Ran-
domRooms [35].

In view of the scarcity of large-scale well-annotated 3D
data, self-supervised representation learning that can train
a transferable representation learner from unlabeled data
becomes an appealing solution to boost the performance.
Recently, a number of self-supervised learning works have
been proposed, but most of them require specialized pre-
training data that can be difficult to satisfied. For example,
both PointContrast [45] and CSC [20] require point-wise
correspondences across different views to form positive
sample pairs for point-level contrastive learning, which re-
quire scene-level point registration and can limit their scala-
bility of pre-training data. The commonly used pre-training
dataset, ScanNet [9], is limited to only 1,513 scenes with
repetitive rooms, which unavoidably leads to insufficient
pre-training and limited capacity for transferring knowl-
edge.

To overcome the absence of large amounts of diverse
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3D scenes, RandomRooms [35] utilizes 3D synthetic ob-
ject dataset to generate diverse synthesized scenes with ran-
dom object layouts and performs object-level contrastive
learning to enforce the object-level feature consistency.
Nonetheless, due to their naive iteration over ShapeNet
[4] to sample objects and insufficient scene augmentation,
their synthesized scenes lack generalizable real-world pat-
terns, including object distributions, scene-object contexts
and occlusion. Moreover, their pre-training objective is in-
sufficient to capture the fine-grained object representation.
These limitations prevent RandomRooms from carrying out
a more effectively transferable representation learning.

In this paper, we propose a Generalizable Representation
Learning (GRL) framework, aiming to further enhance the
generalizability of the scene-level representation and benefit
diverse downstream tasks across datasets and data-efficient
settings. As depicted in Figure 1, our GRL approach offers
several advantages over previous methods. Specifically, for
data generation, we devise a simple-yet-effective genera-
tive Bayesian network to create large quantities of synthetic
scenes with real-world patterns and high diversity. For
training objective, we equip the pre-trained model with both
fine-grained object representation and geometry-reasoning
ability, in order to generalize to diverse downstream tasks.
We first propose a coarse-to-fine contrastive learning task
that learns object-level and point-level representations hi-
erarchically, in order to encode consistent object represen-
tations with fine-grained details. Additionally, to account
for occlusion and detailed geometries in real-world point
clouds, we perform occlusion-aware point cloud reconstruc-
tion as a pretext task, encouraging the backbone to preserve
the rich geometrical information. The resulting representa-
tions obtained through joint learning are capable of captur-
ing generalizable geometry patterns in 3D scenes and can
be effectively transferred to various downstream tasks. Our
contributions are summarized as follows:

• We introduce Generalizable Representation Learning
(GRL) framework, which comprises of a generative
Bayesian network to model scene-object distributions,
and a joint learning objective to mine the generalizable
geometries using large amounts of synthetic scenes.

• Our GRL demonstrates high generalizability, leading to
superior boost on variety of tasks and datasets.

• We further evaluate GRL under various data-efficient and
representation quality settings, where extensive experi-
ments demonstrate our consistent superiority over other
existing methods.

2. Related Work

3D Deep Learning Backbone Networks. In recent years,
3D Deep Learning [22, 26, 27, 43] is becoming increas-
ingly popular, with point clouds, voxels or meshes as the

input formats. To conduct convolution operations on point
clouds, multiple previous works [7, 13, 25, 38] have been
focused on processing the voxelized data, and one represen-
tative architecture is the SR U-Net [7]. On the other hand,
recently point-cloud based models [23, 30, 31, 53] have
largely benefited from the convenient input and lower com-
putational cost, where PointNet [30] first leverages deep
learning in operating on the unordered point clouds input,
and PointNet++ [31] performs hierarchical sampling and
grouping to capture the local patterns that are missing in
PointNet. In order to perform pre-training on a more com-
monly used backbone and benefit from raw point cloud in-
puts, we use PointNet++ [31] as our backbone network.

3D Representation Learning. Unlike in 2D representation
learning [3, 5, 6, 17, 21, 42], where the model is typically
pre-trained on rich source dataset like ImageNet [10], 3D
representation learning still greatly suffers from the insuf-
ficiency of scene-level real-world source datasets. There-
fore, most previous works focus on single object level tasks
including reconstruction and classification [15, 40]. Only
recently, motivated by the success of contrastive learning
in 2D [5, 44], PointContrast [45] proposes to use point-
level contrastive learning to pre-train on ScanNetV2 [9] and
fine-tune on scene-level downstream tasks. Subsequently,
CSC [20] proposes to partition the space for each anchor
point and perform point-level contrastive loss in each par-
tition individually. Recently, DepthContrast [52] proposes
to perform scene-level contrastive learning between point
clouds and voxel grids without requiring multi-view in-
puts, and DPCo [24] learns the format-invariance between
point clouds and depth maps. Nonetheless, these works
still face the scarcity of source dataset. To overcome this
limitation, RandomRooms [35] generates large amounts of
scenes using synthetic shapes from ShapeNet [4] and ap-
plies object-level contrastive learning. However, their naive
synthetic scene generation lacks real-world patterns. More-
over, merely applying object-level contrasting fails to cap-
ture the fine-grained object representations, leading to lim-
ited improvements on downstream tasks like segmentation,
which requires explicitly discriminating the object bound-
aries. To take advantage of the rich synthetic datasets while
overcome these weaknesses, we generate synthetic scenes
with essential real-world patterns, since it is crucial for the
model to be exposed to the prevalent real-world patterns
during pre-training, and we design a joint-objective method
to capture generalizable representations.

3D Scene Understanding. Deep learning for 3D scene
understanding has been vastly developed in 3D object de-
tection [2, 28, 29, 32–34, 37, 48, 51, 54], semantic seg-
mentation [11, 14, 30, 31, 38, 39] and instance segmenta-
tion [16, 18, 19, 41, 46, 50]. In this work, we choose two
of the most representative tasks as our downstream tasks,
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Figure 3. Our scene generator is modeled as a generative Bayesian
network. Nps is the number of objects per scene.

namely 3D object detection and 3D semantic segmentation,
for which we use VoteNet [33] and PointNet++ [31] as the
backbone architecture, respectively.

3. Our Method

3.1. Overview

Figure 2 illustrates the overall structure of our proposed
GRL framework, which includes synthetic scene generation
and joint-objective learning. The synthetic scene generation
is based on a simple-yet-effective generative Bayesian net-
work to model the scene-object distributions, and the gen-
erated synthetic scenes are further augmented with noise
and occlusion. During training, we jointly learn two pre-
text tasks: a coarse-to-fine contrastive learning task and an
occlusion-aware point cloud reconstruction task.

3.2. Synthetic Scene Generation

Generative Bayesian Network. Unlike the previous work
RandomRooms [35] which naively iterates over ShapeNet
[4] to sample objects, we design a generative Bayesian net-
work to model scene-object distributions in the real world.
Figure 3 shows our generative Bayesian network.

Let XS , XC and XI denote the random variables repre-
senting the scene type, object category and object instance,
respectively. We model our scene generator as conditional
categorical distributions shown in Figure 3, where the joint

probability is given by:

p(XS , XC , XI) = p(XS)p(XC | XS)p(XI | XC). (1)

The prior p(XS) and conditional probabilities p(XC | XS)
and p(XI | XC) follow the categorical distributions:

NS∏
k=1

λ
xS,k

S,k ,

NS∏
k=1

NC∏
l=1

λ
xC,kl

C,kl ,

NC∏
l=1

NI∏
m=1

λ
xI,lm

I,lm . (2)

NS , NC and NI are the total number of scene cate-
gories, object categories, and instances per object category,
respectively. xS,k = 1 when XS takes the k-th scene
type, and 0 otherwise. Furthermore, xC,kl = 1 when
XC takes the l-th object category in the k-th scene, and
0 otherwise. xI,lm is defined in a similar way as xC,kl.
ΛS = {λS,1, . . . , λS,NS

}, ΛC = {λC,11, . . . , λC,NSNC
}

and ΛI = {λI,11, . . . , λI,NCNI
} are parameters of the cat-

egorical distributions, which we learn from the real-world
dataset ScanNet [9]. Specifically, taking the maximum log-
likelihood of the joint probability over ΛS and ΛC , respec-
tively, gives us:

λ
xS,k

S,k =
NS,k∑NS

n=1 NS,n

, λ
xC,kl

C,kl =
NC,kl∑NC,k

n=1 NC,kn

. (3)

NS,k is the total occurrences of the k-th scene and NC,kl

is the total occurrences of the l-th object category in the
k-th scene. We can see that λxS,k

S,k is simply the normal-
ized occurrence frequency of the k-th scene, and λ

xC,kl

C,kl is
the normalized occurrence frequency of the l-th object cat-
egory in the k-th scene. Since ScanNetV2 does not pro-
vide the instance occurrence frequency within specific ob-
ject categories, we simply set p(XI | XC) as a uniform
distribution. We then use the learned joint probability dis-
tribution to draw samples, where we first draw a sample of
the scene category xS ∼ p(XS), followed by Npc object
categories {xi

C} ∼ p(XC | XS = xS) and the correspond-
ing object instances xi

I ∼ p(XI | XC = xi
C). Furthermore,



we follow the ϵ − greedy strategy to switch between uni-
form and categorical distribution for the object category to
induce higher diversity. Our Generative Bayesian network
based synthetic Scene Generation (GBSG) is proposed in a
straightforward design to model the real-world scene-object
distributions while preserving the inherent diversity of syn-
thetic scenes.

Occlusion Simulation To generate synthetic scenes with
sufficiently diverse real-world patterns, we perform occlu-
sion simulation on point clouds. With hope of incorporating
higher diversity, we use the distance-based occlusion sim-
ulation similar to the one in PoinTr [49]. Specifically, for
each scene we randomly pick a viewpoint in the 3D space
of the scene, and for each object we randomly remove 0% to
50% furthest points. Such method benefits our framework
through its efficiency and occlusion diversity, i.e., each ob-
ject has random level of incompleteness.

3.3. Joint-Objective Learning

Our generalizable representation learning approach is de-
signed to enable representations to capture the rich geome-
try information that can be effectively transferred to down-
stream tasks. Specifically, we propose a coarse-to-fine con-
trastive learning task to learn consistent fine-grained object
representation, and an occlusion-aware reconstruction loss
to preserve the detailed geometry information.

3.3.1 Coarse-to-Fine Contrastive Learning

Object-level Constrastive Learning. Given the two cor-
responding scenes with occlusion R̃A, R̃B , the object-level
contrastive loss is calculated based on the the object-level
averaged features. Specifically, denoting the backbone net-
work as g(·) and a shared MLP projection as φo(·), the pro-
jection of output features are hX = φo(g(RX )), and the
instance-level averaged features are {fX

k }Kk=1 = A(hX ),
where X ∈ {A,B}, K is the number of instances per scene,
and A(·) is per-instance average pooling. The object-level
contrastive loss is then given by:

Lobj =− 1

K

K∑
k=1

log
exp(fA

k · fB
k /τ)

exp(fA
k · fB

k /τ) +
∑

f∈Fk
exp(fA

k · f/τ)

− 1

K

K∑
k=1

log
exp(fB

k · fA
k /τ)

exp(fB
k · fA

k /τ) +
∑

f∈Fk
exp(fB

k · f/τ)
,

(4)

where Fk is the set of the object features with categories
that are different from xk within the batch, fA

k and fB
k is

the positive sample pair, fX
k and f ∈ Fk are the negative

pairs, and τ is the temperature.
Our object-level loss has two additional contributions

compared to the loss from RandomRooms [35]: 1) Robust-
ness to occlusion: The objects in the input scenes have ran-
dom levels of incompleteness, and thus further encouraging
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Figure 4. Illustration of our relaxed point pair matching scheme.

the backbone network to be robust under diverse levels of
occlusion. 2) Category-aware: Leveraging the easily ac-
cessible object category labels, we only use the features of
the inter-class objects as the negative samples to focus on
discriminating between different object categories.

Object-aware Point-level Contrastive Learning. Al-
though the object-level contrastive learning can help repre-
sent the object-level geometry and semantic information, it
might fail to capture the fine-grained details of object parts,
which are important in elevating the competence of the pre-
trained model in some downstream task (as shown in Table
6). To overcome this problem, we propose an object-aware
point-level contrastive loss based on a relaxed point match-
ing scheme. With our point-level contrastive learning, the
model can produce consistent representations for specific
parts of the same object.

We first introduce how we match points in a pair of
scenes. A straightforward way is to sample the exact same
points on each object in a pair of scenes and regard them
as positive point pairs, which however leads to significant
drop on the performance (shown in the supplementary ma-
terial) due to inconsistent point sampling among the scenes
and missing robustness to the randomness of sampling. To
circumvent this problem, we propose a relaxed matching
scheme based on distances.

With synthetic scenes yielded by randomly placed ob-
jects, we have the access to the object transformation ma-
trices in SE(3) space: T A = {TA

k }Kk=1, T B = {TB
k }Kk=1,

which represent the object transformations from the origi-
nal ones centering at the origin of the corresponding objects
in scene A and scene B, respectively. Formally, we denote
the homogeneous coordinates of n seed points sampled by
PointNet++ as PX ∈ Rn×4. Note that PX = {xX

k }Kk=1,
where xX

k represents the set of k-th object points. We first
leverage Farthest Point Sampling (FPS) on PX to sample
M foreground points with indices {mi}Mi=1. The corre-
sponding point coordinates are {PA

mi
}Mi=1 with object cor-

respondences {yi}Mi=1, where yi ∈ {1, 2, ...,K} represents
the corresponding object index of PA

mi
. Subsequently, we

geometrically translate the sampled points to scene B, i.e.
for each point PA

mi
we perform:



P̃B

mi
= TB

yi
(TA

yi
)−1PA

mi
, (5)

where P̃B

mi
should represent the coordinate on the corre-

sponding part of the same object in scene B. Then we cal-
culate the distances from the points xB

yi
to P̃B

mi
and match

the closest point in xB
yi

as the positive point pair of PA
mi

, as
shown in Figure 4. Denoting the seed point indices of yi-th
object as wyi

= {t |PB
t ∈ xB

yi
}, the index of the matched

point in scene B is obtained by:

j∗ = argmin
j∈wyi

D(PB
j , P̃

B

mi
), (6)

where D(·, ·) is the Euclidean distance. Note that the paired
scenes are individually augmented through the occlusion
simulation scheme, which results in random incompleteness
among the paired point clouds. Therefore, we set a thresh-
old θ on di = D(P̃B

mi
,PB

j∗) to mask out the point pairs
where the counterpart in scene B is removed due to occlu-
sion, and obtain the successfully matched seed point indices
as M = {(mi, j

∗) | di < θ}, where we set θ = 0.1 in
the experiments. With the matched point pairs, the object-
aware point-level contrastive loss is defined as follow:

Lpts =− 1

|M|
∑

(i,j)∈M

log
exp(hA

i · hB
j /τ)

exp(hA
i · hB

j /τ) +
∑

h∈Hi
exp(hA

i · h/τ)

− 1

|M|
∑

(i,j)∈M

log
exp

(
hB
j · hA

i /τ
)

exp(hB
j · hA

i /τ) +
∑

h∈Hi
exp(hB

j · h/τ)
,

(7)

Here hX
i is the projected feature of point PX

i as men-
tioned in the object-level loss (3.3.1), Hi is the set of
projected features of other successfully paired points from
different objects within the batch. The proposed Lpts is
constructed between the point-level samples to provide
fine-grained constraints, which is integrated with Lobj to
form coarse-to-fine contrastive learning.

It is worth highlighting that our relaxed point pair match-
ing benefits the pre-training through its orthogonality to in-
dividual seed point sampling on the paired scenes, and the
object-awareness of the proposed loss is two-fold: match-
ing positive point pairs based on relative object poses, and
choosing negative samples from inter-object points.

3.3.2 Occlusion-Aware Reconstruction

With the access to complete synthetic scene-level point
clouds and the motivation to encourage the backbone to
preserve the detailed geometry information, we propose a
novel pretext task of occlusion-aware reconstruction, for
which we devise a decoder to reconstruct the complete
scene. The visualization of our proposed decoder is illus-
trated in supplementary material. Specifically, given the
complete point cloud RX and the occluded point cloud R̃X

of scene X ∈ {A,B}, and the point-wise feature of seed
points is zX = g(R̃X) ∈ Rn×s, where s = 256 is the fea-
ture dimension. We then use a shared MLP φc(·) to predict
the offsets of coordinates and features:

δX = φc({P̄
X
, zX }) ∈ Rn×(3+s), (8)

Y X
coarse = P̄X

+ δX [:, : 3] ∈ Rn×3, (9)

hX
coarse = {Y X

coarse, z
X + δX [:, 3 :]} ∈ Rn×(3+s). (10)

Here {·, ·} is a concatenation operator on feature dimension,
P̄X ∈ Rn×3 is the inhomogeneous coordinates of PX ,
Y X
coarse and hX

coarse are coarse reconstruction and coarse
feature, respectively.

To reconstruct the dense structure, we further devise
a FoldingNet [47]-like structure to upsample Y X

coarse to
Y X
detail. Specifically, we use a 2D grid s ∈ Ru2×2, where

we set u = 3 and repeat it n times to get src ∈ Ru2n×2.
We repeat Y X

coarse and hX
coarse u

2 times to generate the re-
peated centers Y X

rc ∈ Ru2n×3 and the repeated coarse fea-
ture hX

rc ∈ Ru2n×(3+s). Subsequently, we predict the dense
complete point cloud Y X

detail using a shared MLP φd(·):

Y X
detail = Y X

rc + φd

(
{src,hX

rc

}
) ∈ Ru2n×3. (11)

We downsample the complete dense point cloud RX to
obtain ground truths for detailed point cloud and coarse
point cloud, and form reconstruction loss Lrec as the ad-
dition of Chamfer Distance [12] for coarse and detail
point clouds individually. Conceptually, our reconstruction
pipeline operates as a point cloud Variational AutoEncoder
(VAE) with occlusion awareness. This characteristic em-
powers the backbone to maintain rich geometrical informa-
tion, subsequently enhancing the efficacy of transference re-
sults for specific downstream tasks. These tasks typically
involve datasets with partially represented objects but de-
mand exact localization, a common requirement in tasks
such as 3D object detection.

3.3.3 Training Objective

The overall loss of GRL is given by:

Loverall = Lobj + λptsLpts + λrecLrec, (12)

where λpts, λrec are weights to balance pretext task losses.
The joint objective aims to mine the rich geometries which
can be transferred to a variety of downstream tasks.

4. Experiments
We evaluate our approach by conducting extensive experi-
ments in both fully-supervised and data efficient scenarios,
and we also provide representation quality analysis by lim-
iting learnable parameters during fine-tuning and show de-
tailed ablation study. Finally, we give qualitative compar-
isons with baselines.



Pretraining dataset Encoder
ScanNetV2 SUN RGB-D

mAP25 mAP50 mAP25 mAP50

VoteNet SR U-Net 56.7 35.4 55.6 31.7
PointContrast [45] ScanNetV2∗ SR U-Net 58.5 38.0 57.5 34.8

CSC [52] ScanNetV2∗ SR U-Net 59.1 39.3 58.9 36.4

VoteNet† PointNet++ 60.0 36.9 57.8 33.2
CSC [52]† ScanNetV2∗ PointNet++ 62.5 39.4 59.2 34.7

RandomRooms [35]† Synthetic PointNet++ 61.3 38.2 59.3 35.4
DPCo [24]† ScanNetV2∗ PointNet++ 63.0 40.2 60.0 35.8
GRL (ours) Synthetic PointNet++ 63.9 41.0 60.7 36.8

Table 1. 3D object detection results with full supervision comparing to the state-of-the-arts. † indicates our reproduced results using
the same experiment settings. ∗ indicates extra information in addition to point clouds, e.g. multi-view point correspondences, depth maps.

Method
α = 100% α = 50% α = 25% α = 10% α = 5%

mAP25 mAP50 mAP25 mAP50 mAP25 mAP50 mAP25 mAP50 mAP25 mAP50

VoteNet Baseline [33] 60.0 36.9 54.0 30.2 46.0 23.6 35.1 15.0 18.7 5.1
CSC [20] 61.4 38.4 56.3 32.8 50.7 27.5 38.1 15.0 22.1 5.4

RandomRooms [35] 61.3 38.2 55.9 32.9 48.9 25.8 37.7 16.9 25.8 7.0
DPCo [24] 63.0 40.2 56.1 33.8 49.5 27.0 39.3 19.8 27.3 10.4

GRL (ours) 63.9 41.0 57.8 34.2 51.7 28.9 42.8 21.7 30.5 12.4

Method
all m = 7 m = 4 m = 2 m = 1

mAP25 mAP50 mAP25 mAP50 mAP25 mAP50 mAP25 mAP50 mAP25 mAP50

VoteNet Baseline 60.0 36.9 55.3 31.9 47.4 26.7 40.9 16.8 25.5 6.2
CSC 61.4 38.4 56.2 33.9 48.6 26.4 42.0 18.8 22.2 5.9

RandomRooms 61.3 38.2 54.8 33.2 48.1 26.4 40.3 19.3 27.0 8.5
DPCo 63.0 40.2 57.2 35.0 49.3 27.7 41.9 19.5 25.8 7.5

GRL (ours) 63.9 41.0 57.8 36.5 50.1 28.8 42.5 20.3 27.5 8.1

Table 2. 3D object detection results on ScanNetV2 val set in LR and LA scenario. We compare the results when using α =
{50%, 25%, 10%, 5%} of training set for LR scenario and m = {1, 2, 4, 7} of bounding boxes per scene for LA scenario.

4.1. Self-supervised Pre-training

We pre-train the backbone network PointNet++ on the syn-
thetic scenes with objects from ShapeNet [4]. We use a two-
layer MLP to get 128-D embedding for contrastive learning,
and set batch size as 16 during pre-training. For a fair com-
parison with RandomRooms, we pre-train the model using
the same number of sampled 3D objects.

4.2. Transfer to 3D Object Detection

Implementations Details. When fine-tuning on 3D ob-
ject detection task, we use the framework of VoteNet [33],
which also applies PointNet++ [31] as the encoder. We
evaluate on ScanNetV2 [9] and SUN RGB-D [36], using
the pre-trained PointNet++ as initialization. During fine-
tuning, we set batch size as 8 and use initial learning rate 1e-
2 and 1e-3 for ScanNetV2 and SUB RGB-D, respectively.
We perform exponential learning rate decay of 0.1 on epoch
80, 120 and 160, with a maximum epoch of 180. For the
baselines, we conduct pre-training for RandomRooms [35],
CSC [20] and DPCo [24] using their pre-trained models,

and reproduce their fine-tuning results under our settings.

3D Object Detection with Full Supervision. Table 1 re-
ports the results comparing with other state-of-the-art pre-
training approaches in terms of mAP@0.25 and mAP@0.5
on ScanNetV2 and SUN RGB-D, where we demonstrate
consistent improvement over the other PointNet++ based
methods. Note that to provide a fair comparison, we av-
erage 3 individual runs to reproduce each result.

3D Object Detection with Limited Scenes. We evaluate
our method on one data-efficient learning setting - Limited
Scene Reconstructions (LR), i.e. we only have access to a
subset of the full training set. The results on ScanNetV2
and SUN RGB-D are shown in Table 2 and Table 3 respec-
tively, where our improvements become more remarkable
when only very few training data is available.

3D Object Detection with Limited Annotations. We also
evaluate our method on another data-efficient learning set-
ting - Limited Annotations (LA), where the average number
of available annotated bounding boxes per scene is limited.



Method
α = 100% α = 25% α = 10% α = 5%

mAP25 mAP50 mAP25 mAP50 mAP25 mAP50 mAP25 mAP50

VoteNet Baseline [33] 57.8 33.2 45.6 22.0 36.5 12.9 26.4 8.0
CSC [20] 62.5 39.4 49.9 24.0 38.8 14.6 33.6 9.7

RandomRooms [35] 61.3 38.2 49.0 23.7 38.7 15.1 32.9 10.1
DPCo [24] 63.0 40.2 50.0 24.5 41.3 18.0 34.9 11.9

GRL (ours) 63.9 41.0 50.5 25.4 43.0 19.8 36.0 13.2

Table 3. 3D object detection results on SUN RGB-D dataset in LR scenario. α indicates available training set raito.

Method
S3DIS ScanNetV2

α = 100% α = 100% α = 25% α = 10% α = 5%
mIoU mAcc mIoU mAcc mIoU mAcc mIoU mAcc mIoU mAcc

PointNet++ Baseline [33] 60.3 69.9 55.8 68.2 49.2 60.7 43.5 55.4 35.3 46.3
CSC [20] 62.3 71.5 57.8 69.3 51.3 62.6 45.3 57.0 40.2 51.3

RandomRooms [35] 62.0 71.3 57.0 68.9 51.0 61.9 45.6 56.5 38.9 50.3
DPCo [24] 59.6 69.2 57.3 68.2 52.0 62.8 46.0 57.0 40.0 50.8

GRL (ours) 63.4 72.5 58.5 70.3 52.5 64.0 46.6 58.7 40.7 52.0

Table 4. 3D semantic segmentation results on S3DIS Area 5 and ScanNetV2 val set. α indicates available training set raito.

GBSG OS
Detection Segmentation

mAP25 mAP50 mIoU mAcc

A 59.8 35.7 62.5 71.3
B ✓ 60.4 36.3 63.2 72.1
C ✓ 60.2 36.4 62.9 71.8
D ✓ ✓ 60.7 36.8 63.4 72.5

Table 5. Ablation study on scene generation schemes. The de-
tection and semantic segmentation results are on SUN RGB-D and
S3DIS, respectively. GBSG: Generative Bayesian Network based
Scene Generation; OS: Occlusion Simulation.

Lobj Lpts Lrec
Detection Segmentation

mAP25 mAP50 mIoU mAcc

E ✓ 61.8 38.9 57.5 69.2
F ✓ ✓ 62.4 39.4 58.3 70.1
G ✓ ✓ 62.9 40.0 57.9 69.6
H ✓ ✓ 62.7 39.8 58.1 69.5
I ✓ ✓ ✓ 63.9 41.0 58.5 70.3

Table 6. Ablation study on losses, fine-tuned on ScanNetV2.

Our results using different numbers of bounding box labels
per scene of ScanNetV2 are shown in Table 2, where we
consistently and clearly outperform the baselines.

4.3. Transfer to 3D Semantic Segmentation

Implementations Details. To further demonstrate the gen-
eralizability of our method across different downstream
tasks, we evaluate on 3D semantic segmentation. We follow
the implementation of MMDetection3D [8] and only take
as input the geometry information. Specifically, we add two
Feature Propagation layers after the pre-trained PointNet++
to up-sample to 4,096 points for S3DIS [1] and 8,192 points
for ScanNetV2. We fine-tune the model for 50 epochs and
200 epochs on S3DIS and ScanNetV2, respectively, using

an initial learning rate of 1e-3 with cosine decay.

Results Under Different Settings. The results on S3DIS
[1] and ScanNetV2 [9] under fully-supervised and LR set-
tings are shown in Table 4, where we reach consistent im-
provements over RandomRooms [35], CSC [20] and DPCo
[24]. Note that although DPCo usually gives the runner-up
results on other benchmarks, it instead undermines the se-
mantic segmentation results on S3DIS, while our method
gives consistently state-of-art results across benchmarks.
Such improvement serves as a clear demonstration of the
generalizablity of our pre-trained backbone network.

4.4. Ablation Study

Scene Generation. In Table 5, we ablate our scene gen-
eration strategies, where the detection and semantic seg-
mentation fine-tuning results are reported on SUN RGB-D
and S3DIS respectively, in order to demonstrate the gener-
alizability of the scene generation schemes that are learned
from ScanNet. The comparisons between rows {A, B, C}
and row D demonstrate the contributions of the scene gen-
eration scheme and the occlusion simulation.
Loss Components. The ablation study on loss components
is shown in Table 6. By only using our advanced object-
level loss together with our scene generation strategies (row
E), we give better performance comparing to Random-
rooms (cf . Table 1 and Table 4). Additionally, the com-
parisons between rows {F , G, H} and row I indicates the
contribution of each loss component, illustrating the neces-
sity of our joint-objective pre-training in extracting different
perspectives of geometry information that can nourish dif-
ferent downstream tasks. Further ablation studies on loss
components can be found in the supplementary material.



PointNet++ Init
3D Object Detection 3D Semantic Segmentation

ScanNetV2 SUB RGB-D ScanNetV2 S3DIS
mAP25 mAP50 mAP25 mAP50 mIoU mAcc mIoU mAcc

Random 26.6 10.1 28.9 9.9 22.2 29.8 43.5 54.1
CSC [20] 43.3 15.3 45.9 19.8 42.6 53.9 48.8 56.9

RandomRooms [35] 41.3 16.3 43.6 19.1 34.8 46.3 47.9 60.0
DPCo [24] 33.6 10.3 39.8 18.0 28.7 37.5 37.5 47.0

GRL (ours) 49.7 26.7 50.5 24.5 42.0 54.5 52.5 62.7

Table 7. Representation Quality Analysis on 3D object detection and 3D semantic segmentation.

(a) VoteNet [33] (b) DPCo [24] + VoteNet (c) Ours + VoteNet (d) Ground Truth

Figure 5. Qualitative results of 3D object detection (first row) and 3D semantic segmentation (second row) when fine-tuned with
10% of training data. The colors of bounding boxes and segmented points represent the semantic labels. Note that the two tasks are
fine-tuned individually, initialized with the same pre-trained PointNet++ parameters.

4.5. Analytic on Representation Quality

We further explore the representation quality analysis by
freezing the pre-trained parameters of PointNet++ on both
downstream tasks. By emulating the format of linear evalu-
ation employed in 2D representation learning [5, 17, 44], we
create a benchmark that allows for a comparison between
the quality of representations achieved using different pre-
training methodologies, and concurrently reduces variabil-
ity during the fine-tuning process.

The results on both tasks are shown in Table 7, where
our approach improves with clear margins over Random-
Rooms [35], CSC [20] and DPCo [24]. Note that CSC is
pre-trained on ScanNetV2 with multi-view point correspon-
dences, while we transfer the parameters pre-trained on syn-
thetic scenes and provide comparable segmentation results
on ScanNetV2, underscoring the generalizability of GRL.

4.6. Qualitative Results

We further provide the qualitative comparisons in Figure 5
when fine-tuned with 10% data. Our model predicts more
precise bounding boxes with higher recall for object detec-

tion, and higher mIoU for semantic segmentation.

5. Conclusion

This paper presents GRL, a novel joint-objective repre-
sentation learning approach aimed at capturing generaliz-
able 3D geometry information. We first devise a genera-
tive Bayesian network to model the scene-object distribu-
tions when generating synthetic scenes. Subsequently, we
jointly learn a coarse-to-fine contrastive learning task and
an occlusion-aware reconstruction task, which enpowers the
backbone to develop geometry-aware representations with
broad applicability. Extensive results under various experi-
ments settings robustly showcase the superior generalizabil-
ity of GRL over other state-of-the-art pre-training methods.
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