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Abstract

In this paper, we explore a critical yet under-investigated issue: how to learn robust
and well-generalized 3D representation from pre-trained vision language models
such as CLIP. Previous works have demonstrated that cross-modal distillation
can provide rich and useful knowledge for 3D data. However, like most deep
learning models, the resultant 3D learning network is still vulnerable to adversarial
attacks especially the iterative attack. In this work, we propose Dual Denoising,
a novel framework for learning robust and well-generalized 3D representations
from CLIP. It combines a denoising-based proxy task with a novel feature de-
noising network for 3D pre-training. Additionally, we propose utilizing parallel
noise inference to enhance the generalization of point cloud features under cross
domain settings. Experiments show that our model can effectively improve the
representation learning performance and adversarial robustness of the 3D learning
network under zero-shot settings without adversarial training. Our code is available
athttps://github.com/luoshuqing2001/Dual_Denoising.

1 Introduction

Recent years have witnessed the rapid development of vision-language pre-training, exemplified by
the pioneering work of CLIP (Cross Language Image Pretraining) [1] and the following works like
FLIP [2]], SLIP [3], EVA-CLIP [4], which have significantly influenced downstream tasks and related
research, propelling further investigations into 3D deep learning. In the pre-trained Vision-Language
Models (VLMs) like CLIP, the input images and texts are encoded respectively to be projected to a
shared latent space, which can be leveraged for tasks such as classification in an open-vocabulary
manner. This suggests that projecting 3D point clouds into the same latent space could similarly
enhance 3D learning.

Recent efforts have attempted to align point clouds with images and texts using VLMs in various
data spaces—from rendering 3D objects into RGB images [5} 6] to employing depth images [7]] or
aligning high-level features [8-11]]. This work focuses on developing a 3D encoder that not only
projects point clouds into the shared pre-trained feature space but also improves generalization and
adversarial robustness. Given that images alone cannot fully capture the geometry of 3D objects
and 2D-based methods often fall short in performance, our research does not engage with these
approaches.

Pre-trained VLMs can be distilled to learn 3D representations, which is usually associated with
3D pre-training [[L1, 9} [12]. Through scaling up, it can achieve higher performance in zero-shot
recognition tasks. Previous works [10] have demonstrated that the combination of self-supervised
learning like mask reconstruction with knowledge distillation (also can be viewed as cross-modal
contrastive learning) can improve the cross domain performance. In this work, we attempt to view
this task from the perspective of learning adversarially robust representations. As a long-standing
issue for deep learning, adversarial attacks can reduce the performance of deep neural networks by
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adding optimized tiny perturbations on the input. These perturbations are typically imperceptible
to humans but can mislead the model to incorrect outputs. Previous works have proposed many
talented solutions to alleviate this teaser, such as adversarial training [[13]], feature denoising [[14]
and adversarial purification [15}[16]. However, simultaneously enhancing representation learning
performance and adversarial robustness has proven challenging. In this work, we propose to train a
Denoising Autoencoder (DAE) [17] on point cloud as a proxy task to learn robust and multi-modal
features from CLIP. Experiments show that not only can our model surpass other methods with similar
scale on zero-shot classification benchmark, but it is also more robust to 3D adversarial attacks, i.e.,
the robust accuracy of our method is higher than others under similar settings.

Masked autoencoders are often used in 3D pre-training. However, we present a comparison in
Figure[I]to show that mask reconstruction may not be the optimal choice for point cloud pre-training.
We take the point cloud representation of an airplane as an example. We can see that the tail of it
in the raw point cloud and masked point cloud does not have much difference even with a masking
ratio of 80%. Therefore, learning to reconstruct the masked point tokens does not have too much
difference from reconstructing all of the original point tokens themselves, i.e., setting mask ratio to 0.
We also confirm it in the experiment results. However, in Figure |Ikc), we can find that the tail of the
noised plane has been obviously disturbed, which makes learning to reconstruct the clean point cloud
non-trivial. We also present in the experiments that the proxy task of denoising can largely improve
the model generalization in zero-shot recognition tasks.

To learn robust and well-generalized representations, we designed a novel dual denoising architecture
for our model, which is inspired by diffusion-based generative models like DDPM [18]] and the
relevant research on its representation learning ability [[19]. Specifically, our model is composed of
two branches, one performs denoising on the point cloud as a proxy task while the other transforms
another input standard gaussian noise to the corresponding CLIP features. These two branches
are densely coupled via cross-attention modules. The noise added on point cloud follows a pre-
defined scheduler similar to DDPM, while the noise used for feature branch is a gaussian noise with
fixed variance. We also propose a test time augmentation (TTA) strategy to further improve the
generalization performance by parallel noise inference.

The contributions of our model can be outlined as follows:

(1) We propose to learn robust 3D representation via distillating CLIP from the perspective
of adversarial machine learning. Our method can surpass previous methods with similar
scale and configuration with regard to model and training dataset on zero-shot point cloud
classification benchmark.

(2) We propose Dual Denoising as a robust cross-modal distillation framework for 3D point
cloud, which shows better adversarial robustness under zero-shot settings. We also extend
the 3D adversarial attack algorithms to multi-modal settings. Experiments demonstrate the
effectiveness of these two novel designs.

(3) We propose parallel noise inference to further improve the cross domain representation
learning performance of our model, which does not require too much computation budget.
Experiments also demonstrate the effectiveness of this strategy.

(a) Raw Point Cloud. (b) Masked Point Cloud. (c) Noised Point Cloud.

Figure 1: Visualization of raw point cloud, masked point cloud, and noised point cloud. The
raw point cloud contains 1024 points. For masked point cloud, we first compute 128 centroids using
farthest point sampling (FPS) algorithm, then select 16 neighbors for each centroid using K nearest
neighbor (kNN) algorithm. We mask 80% of the clusters and visualize the remained points. For
noised point cloud, we diffuse the input by z; = xg + o€, where {Ut}tT;Ol is a linear schedule from
0to s = 0.08. We choose t = 600 and T" = 1000.



2 Related Work

Contrastive Language Image Pre-Training. The pioneering work CLIP [1] from OpenAl provides
a new paradigm for multi-modal learning by projecting vision and language inputs to a shared latent
space respectively. Classification is implemented in a retrieval-based manner. Given input image

and label set y = {y;|i = 1,..., N}, we first compute the l5-normalized image feature f,(x) and
text feature f;(y), then get the logits by
logits = ¢’ - (f,(x), f1(y)), (1)

where ¢ is a pre-defined constant. Then we can get the probability of each class by a Softmax operation
on the logits. Notice that the labels are given as texts rather than integers, thus it can empower the
model to inference in an open-vocabulary manner. Prompt engineering is also necessary for CLIP
to get better cross domain performance. Some following works try to enhance the cross domain
generalization by improving the training strategy. FLIP [2] propose to accelerate and scale the
training of CLIP via masking. SLIP [3] propose to combine self-supervised learning and CLIP pre-
training. EVA-CLIP [4] incorporates new techniques for representation learning, optimization, and
augmentation to enable it achieving better performance than CLIP with equal number of parameters
and smaller training costs. SigLIP [20] propose to replace Softmax in CLIP with Sigmoid to improve
the efficiency of large-scale distributed pre-training, as computing Sigmoid loss does not need to
traverse the whole batch.

Adversarial Robustness of 3D Deep Learning Models. Deep learning has been widely adapted
on point cloud data [21H24]], and previous works have also demonstrated that the vulnerability of
deep learning model under adversarial attacks [25} 126] still exists in 3D models [27} 28]]. To tackle
this problem, researchers have proposed to use more robust network [29], integrate adversarial
training [30] and purification on the input [31]. In this paper, we focus on designing pre-training
algorithm on point cloud that is more robust on downstream tasks, without the aid of adversarial
training.

Denosing Methods for Representation Learning. Denoising Diffusion Probablistic Models
(DDPM) [18] have made great contributions for generative tasks [32H34], which also inspire the
research on representation learning [35,[19]. The pioneering work [-DAE [19]] provides a through
study on the components of DDPM to explore their contributes on representation learning, respectively.
It finds that the latent space provided by the off-the-shelf tokenizer, the denoising process and the
prediction of clean input are beneficial for representation learning, while the label condition, the
noise schedule and the input scaling are unnecessary.

3 Our Method
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Figure 2: Pipeline of our Dual Denoising algorithm. The upper branch is PointDAE, performing as
a proxy task during pre-training. The lower branch is feature denoising, gradually transforming a
gaussian noise to CLIP feature under the guidance from the upper branch.

The overview of our robust distillation algorithm is shown in Figure[2] It is composed of two branches.
The upper branch, named as Point Denoising AutoEncoder (PointDAE), conducts denoising for point



cloud following a pre-defined noise scheduler, performs as a proxy task. The lower branch is named
as feature denosing. It converts the input standard gaussian noise to CLIP feature hierarchically
under the guidance of point cloud features from the upper branch. The two branches are densely
connected by multiple cross-attention modules. A stop gradient operation [36]] is implemented on
them during pre-training to avoid representation collapse. Moreover, we propose a new test time
augmentation strategy, which can improve the performance of cross domain generalization by parallel
noise inference.

3.1 PointDAE

PointDAE performs as a proxy task for pre-training. It leverages a ViT [37]]-like encoder and decoder
architecture to predict clean point cloud from the noisy input. Similar to classical Denoising Diffusion
Models (DDM), we compute noisy point cloud from the clean data z; via a diffusion process. At
time step ¢, the noised data z; is derived from:

Zt = V20 + Ot€, (2
where € ~ N (0, 1) is a standard gaussian noise. As input scaling and noise schedule is unessential
for representation learning [19]], we set v, = 1 and o, as a simple linear schedule from O to s. The

noise time step ¢ is further embedded as a guidance for the point cloud learning backbone, using
Adaptive Layer Normalization Zero (AdaLLN-Zero) [34].

Although the latent space provided by the off-the-shelf tokenizer is important for DDM inspired
representation learning [19], it is difficult to project point cloud to some latent space and add noise
on it following some schedule. This is because point cloud tokens are overlapped between each other,
and the basic element in each token (point) lies in a disordered space. To adapt the mechanism of
DDM to point cloud representation learning, we designed a simple yet efficient training scheme,
shown in Figure 3] We first add noise on the zyz-coordinates of the input point cloud to perturb the
whole point set. To transform it into tokens, we conduct farthest point sampling (FPS) on the clean
data to get a subset composed of key point indices. Then we select the noisy key point subset from the
noised data with these indices. Noisy tokens and clean tokens can be obtained respectively afterwards,
using k nearest neighbor (kNN) algorithm. During pre-training, we compute reconstruction loss for
each token and average them, denoted as E;. To make the model learn more from the cleaner data so

that to better align with other modalities, we empirically set the loss weight as A\, = 1/(1 + o2).
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Figure 3: Implementation of PointDAE during training. Point cloud is tokenized to fit the ViT
architecture. We first using farthest point sampling (FPS) on the clean data to get a representative
subset of indices. Then we compute the clean key point subset and noisy one under the same indices.
Next we conduct k nearest neighbor (kNN) to get the noisy point tokens and clean tokens respectively.
Reconstruction loss like chamfer distance is used between them.

3.2 Feature Denoising

The feature denoising network gradually transforms a standard gaussian noise to high-level features,
guided by point cloud features from each layer in the point denoising encoder. We train this part to
learn k kinds of feature from CLIP, e.g., image feature or text feature. This part is pre-trained using
contrastive learning to align with CLIP, and the corresponding loss function is denoted as £ ;. We use
a weighted combination of point token reconstruction loss at time step E; and feature contrastive
loss L for our robust pre-training, with a loss weight « for L:
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Figure 4: The details of a basic block in PointDAE (left) and feature denoising network (right).
Notice that the structure of point cloud denoising decoder is similar to the encoder, only without the
cross-attention connection with feature denoising branch. Point cloud tokens perform as K and V
while feature tokens perform as () in the cross attention module. A stop gradient operation is jointly
used during pre-training to avoid representation collapse.

3.3 Basic Blocks

The detailed structure of basic blocks in PointDAE and feature denoising network is shown in Figure[4]
as the left and right one. In PointDAE, we need to modulate the noise time step into the basic modules.
Following DiT [34], we use a timestep embedder on it, followed by a multi-layer perception (MLP)
to regress «, § and . Since this AdalLN-Zero module provides a guidance for the backbone network
that may not be beneficial for representation learning, we explore to use a time step merging strategy
to weaken this guidance, making this proxy task more challenging. As a standard DDM usually use a
total number of 1000 noise time steps, we use a reduced total number as input for the neural network
while keeping the noise schedule unchanged. Denoting the merging interval as A, the weakened time
step for ¢ is obtained by ¢’ = |t/A|. When we set A as a relatively large number such as 100 and
use t’ as the model input, we can train the model to be more robust to the noise level so that to learn
better representations.

The category of feature is denoted as integers 0O, ...,k — 1, which is embedded with a learnable
embedding layer and projected with a MLP to regress «, S and +y, performing as AdaLLN-Zero [34]
on the feedforward network. The cross attention context comes from PointDAE. To avoid over-fitting
and representation collapse, a stop gradient operation [36] is necessary in the pre-training stage.

3.4 Parallel Noise Inference

We propose to use multiple noise as input for inference parallelly as a test time augmentation strategy.
Denoting our model as y! = f;(z,t, €}, e2), where y is the predicted CLIP feature, z is the input
point cloud, t € {0,...,T — 1} is the diffuse time step, 7 € {0, ...,k — 1} is the feature type and
€t , €5 are the standard gaussian noise with the same shape as z, . Since we take denoising as the
proxy task, the input of the model is reasonable to be a noised point cloud. We propose to inference
in a parallel manner, aggregating N paths:

N
1
yi = N Zfi($>t7€§-,1»€j,2)a “)
=1

where {¢/ | }_, and {e; 5}/, are independently sampled from A/(0,T). After that, we can use {y!}
for knowledge ensemble, i.e., taking weighted sum of these features to boost the performance in cross
domain tasks.



4 Experiments

4.1 Implementation

So far, there has been quite a few solutions on learning 3D representation from pre-trained VLMs with
various experiment settings. For example, the choice of pre-training dataset includes ShapeNet [38]]
and Objaverse [39] with a size of 50K+ and 800K+. The prompt templates include hand-crafted [5}(10]
and synthesized, with the help of LLMs [6] or multi-modal LLMs [[12} |40]. The scale of model
architecture also varies from millions to billions. To make a fair comparison with existing methods,
we take the basic experiment setting similar to ReCon [10]], including: (1) Dataset: we take ShapeNet,
the most commonly used dataset for 3D pre-training. (2) Prompt: we follow PointCLIP [S] and use
the hand-crafted templates. (3) Model: we use the standard plain transformer [41]] encoder blocks
with dimension 384 and a tiny PointNet patch embedding module to learn 3D tokens. The PointDAE
encoder contains 12 blocks and decoder contains 4 blocks. We use the Vision Transformer (ViT-
B) [37] and text encoder from CLIP [1] as the vision teacher and language teacher, respectively. The
image and text teacher encoders are frozen during pre-training, using Smooth [/, -based positive-only
distillation loss [36]. PointDAE uses a reconstruction loss based on I Chamfer-Distance. All the
experiments are conducted on a single NVIDIA GeForce RTX 3090.

4.2 Zero-Shot 3D Object Recognition

Since we align the 3D feature with pre-trained CLIP feature space, our model has a competitive
zero-shot capability. We use multiple dataset for zero-shot evaluation, following the previous bench-
mark [6]]. The evaluation datasets include real-world object recognition dataset ScanObjectNN and
synthetic object dataset ModelNet. ScanObjectNN [42]] is one of the most common and challeng-
ing 3D datasets containing ~ 15 K real-world objects from 15 categories. We take 3 splits of it,
including OBJ_ONLY, OBJ_BG, and PB_T50_RS. ModelNet [43] is also a commonly used 3D
dataset, containing ~ 12 K CAD objects of 40 (ModelNet40) or 10 (ModelNet10) categories. We
implement evaluation on both datasets. Following the zero-shot principle, we directly test the classifi-
cation performance on the full test set without learning from the training set. We compare existing
methods under their best settings to fully achieve their performance, following PointCLIP v2 [6].
For fair comparison, we do not compare with methods that scale up on model size or pre-training
dataset like ULIP-2[12] and Uni3D [11]], or methods that adopt external knowledge from LLMs like
ShapeLLM [40]]. The zero-shot 3D object classification results are shown in Figure[I] We surpass
almost all of the previous methods with similar configuration or scale. For ModelNet, we achieve
79.5% accuracy on ModelNet10 and 69.0% accuracy on ModelNet40, with an improvement of 3.9%
and 4.8%. For ScanObjectNN, we achieve 52.7 accuracy on OBJ_ONLY, 48.7 accuracy on OBJ_BG,
and 39.8 accuracy on PB_T50_RS, with an improvement of 2.6%, 4.5%, and 4.4%, respectively. The
best performance of our method is obtained with N = 8,¢ = 600 on ModelNet and N = 8,¢ = 100
on ScanObjectNN. More details are shown in Figure [6]

Method Pre-train Dataset Teacher Model ModelNetl0 ModelNet40 S-OBJ_ONLY S-OBJ_BG S-PB_T50_RS
CLIP2Point [7] ShapeNet CLIP 66.6 49.4 35.5 30.5 23.3
PointCLIP [5] - - 30.2 23.8 21.3 19.3 15.4
PointCLIP V2 [6] - - 73.1 64.2 50.1 41.2 35.4
ULIP 9] ShapeNet SLIP 72.8 60.4 49.9 44.2 27.2
ReCon [10] ShapeNet CLIP 75.6 61.7 43.7 38.6 28.6
Ours ShapeNet CLIP 79.5 69.0 52.7 48.7 39.8
Improvement +3.9 +4.8 +2.6 +4.5 +4.4

Table 1: Zero-shot 3D classification accuracy (%) on ModelNet10, ModelNet40 and ScanOb-
JjectNN. We report the performance of other methods with their best-performing settings, e.g., visual
encoder, projected view number, and textual input.

4.3 Adversarial Robustness under Zero-Shot Settings

We extend 3D adversarial attack algorithms in standard classification to zero-shot classification,
and evaluate existing cross modal distillation algorithms for point cloud under the same setting.
The gradient-based 3D adversarial attack algorithms can largely reduce the performance of the
3D learning model by adding slight perturbation on the input. Generally speaking, 3D adversarial
example is computed by raising the logit value of a target while minimizing the perturbation on the



input through optimization [27]. In this way, we can change the model output while keeping the input
point cloud almost unchanged. To extend previous methods to CLIP-like zero-shot classification task,
we only need to change the logits into cosine similarity in Eq[T} We choose the first candidate (the
element with 2nd highest similarity value) as the target, and conduct targeted adversarial attack [27].
We use iterative attack algorithms, including IFGM [44], PGD [45] and C&W Perturb [27], as
they have stronger attack capacity. Please see Appendix [A] for more details of these algorithms.
Experiment results are shown in Table 2] We investigate current methods under these attacks,
including ReCon [10], ULIP [9], ULIP-2 [12], and Uni3D [11]. € is used for gradient-based
optimization, where larger one means larger degree of perturbation. We implement IFGM and PGD
for 50 steps, while conduct C&W Perturb attack for 10-step binary search and 500 iterations of
optimization in each binary search to find the adversarial examples. From Table[2] we can find that our
method is more robust under adversarial attacks. We also visualize these methods under PGD attack
under different optimization steps with € = 0.01, shown in Figure[5] This also shows the robustness
of our method. Notice that we also compare with the methods that scaled up like Uni3D and ULIP-2.
When taking adversarial examples as input, our model performs better than them.

Method Adversarial robustness on zero-shot 3D classification task on ModelNet40 test dataset

. Ours Ours Ours Ours

ReCon [10] ULIP[9] ULIP-2 (121 Uni3D [L1] (N=8,1=100) (N=8,#=500) (N=8,t=900) (N=16, {=500)

Clean point cloud 61.7 60.3 75.6 86.3 68.4 68.8 68.3 68.6
IFGM (e = 0.01) 27.5 17.8 29.1 0.4 335 38.5 40.6 423
IFGM (e = 0.025) 16.9 6.0 8.8 0.2 9.7 20.7 20.4 18.8
IFGM (e = 0.05) 7.1 3.0 3.1 0.0 35 8.9 10.1 83
IFGM (e = 0.075) 3.8 2.3 2.8 0.0 2.6 4.7 44 4.1
PGD (e = 0.01) 31.7 18.0 18.2 0.3 43.8 48.1 46.3 479
PGD (e = 0.025) 133 5.0 53 0.0 249 31.8 31.9 31.8
PGD (e = 0.05) 35 2.7 2.1 0.0 13.0 20.2 19.0 20.7
PGD (e = 0.075) 0.9 1.1 2.0 0.0 9.7 153 15.6 15.1
C&W Perturb 6.6 0.0 0.0 0.0 8.1 14.6 15.0 14.5

Table 2: Comparison of adversarial robustness in zero-shot 3D classification task. The best
scores are in bold.
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Figure 5: Visualization of adversarial robustness under PGD attack on ModelNet40 and ScanOb-
jectNN. We use ModelNet40 test set and OBJ_ONLY test set, respectively.

4.4 Ablation Study

Noise Scale. Noise scale plays an important role in our method. If the noise scaling factor s is too
small, we can hardly learn robust 3D representation. If the factor is set too large, the pre-training
would be difficult to converge. We first present Figure[6]as a visualization for noise scale and noise
time step on point cloud. In Figure [6[a), we change the noise scale and fix the time step to the max
steps (999/1000). When s is set to be too large like 0.10 or 0.12, even humans can hardly recognize it.
When s is set to be too small like 0.02, there is little difference from the clean data, as point cloud
itself has contained some noise and perturbation. In Figure [(b), we visualize the point cloud at
different time steps with s = 0.08. We can generally recognize the shape in most cases. We ablate s
in zero-shot classification task, as shown in Table a). We find that even setting s = 0 can still have
a decent performance, i.e., forcing the network to predict the input point tokens themselves in the
pre-training stage. This indicates that the most critical point for 3D self-supervised learning may not



lie on the proxy task. This result is also similar to ReCon [10] (61.7%), which also reveals the weak
effect of mask reconstruction in this knowledge distillation setting.

(b) Noised point cloud at time step 0, 200, 400, 600, 800, and 999 from left to right with scale 0.08.

Figure 6: Visualization of different noise scaling factor (up) and noise time step (down).

(a) Ablation study on noise scaling factor s. (b) Ablation study on time step merging factor A.

s 0 0.02 0.04 006 008 0.1 0.12 A 1 10 20 50 100 200 1000
Acc 604 656 673 68.1 69.0 683 679 Acc 669 675 673 68.1 687 69.0 654

Table 3: Ablation study on nosie scaling factor s and time step merging factor A in zero-shot
3D classification task on ModelNet40 test set. We report the best performance for each case.

Time Step Merging. We ablate the time step merging interval parameter A in zero-shot 3D
classification task. Results are shown in Table3[b). Notice that A = 1 means do not conduct time
step merging, and A = 1000 means do not use AdaLLN-Zero in PointDAE. We can see that the time
step embedding module plays a relatively important role for representation learning, and time step
merging can slightly improve the performance of pre-training.

Dual Denoising. We ablate the two denoising design in our model, i.e., PointDAE and feature
denoising. We set removing PointDAE as setting s = 0, and set removing feature denoising
as using learnable tokens to replace the standard gaussian noise for the input of feature branch.
Results are shown in Table @ We can see that PointDAE and feature denoising both play a part
for adversarial robustness, while PointDAE is more critical for both representation learning and
adversarial robustness.

PGD Attack Step 0 5 10 15 20 25 30 35 40 45 50

w/o. PointDAE 604 41.1 383 378 369 351 342 339 337 335 328
w/o. Feature Denoising 68.7 45.1 42.0 412 40.7 40.1 396 395 392 388 382
Complete 69.0 493 437 421 415 409 406 404 403 402 399

Table 4: Ablation study on dual denoising in zero-shot 3D classification task on ModelNet40 test
set. We evaluate the robust accuracy under PGD attack with e = 0.01. We report the performance for
each model under the best inference configuration such as N and ¢.

Parallel Noise Inference and Noise Addition for Inference. We conduct comprehensive experi-
ments on the inference parameters N and ¢ in Eq ] for both zero-shot classification and zero-shot



adversarial robustness. Results are shown in Table[6l The difference of the distribution for Model-
Net40 and ScanObjectNN makes the best configuration vary from each other, while we can generally
conclude that using parallel noise inference and adding noise on the input point cloud can improve
the performance and robustness in cross domain scenarios. We can also find that when ¢ = 0 and N
changes from 1 to 16, the performance can be significantly promoted, which shows the effectiveness
of the feature denoising module. In this setting, the computation cost for inference does not increase
significantly, because the point cloud feature extraction network (encoders in PointDAE) is repeatedly
called and used as the cross attention context for the feature denoising branch, which does not require
too much computation. Since we take the noised point cloud as the model input during pre-training,
it is reasonable that adding some level of noise can slightly improve the performance, similar to
[-DAE [19].

N t 0 100 200 300 400 500 600 700 800 900

S 1 577 585 593 597 600 601 602 597 59.8 595
] 2 615 628 63.0 631 635 636 633 629 62.7 627
% 4 63.8 64.6 651 655 658 659 656 656 653 652
§ 8 665 673 681 686 688 689 69.0 689 689 6838
16 665 674 682 688 689 690 69.0 690 689 689

S = 1 2377 417 457 478 452 46.1 447 447 439 446
T g 2 21.7 395 447 46.6 442 455 452 455 447 441
E E 4 212 364 425 445 450 449 447 452 440 438
§ "2 8 21.7 303 38.8 413 429 434 432 423 420 422
16 225 297 375 395 416 415 431 422 408 395

z 1 444 427 411 403 410 408 41.0 404 41.0 40.1
% 2 482 489 460 456 470 453 458 454 451 449
Q 4 499 504 49.1 492 482 475 472 46.6 475 473
é 8 49.1 52,7 513 508 509 504 509 506 504 499
16 49.1 527 516 508 509 506 S51.1 508 504 504

Z = 1 88 205 213 222 224 210 225 205 217 205
%% 2 10,0 231 27.0 256 227 239 238 241 244 250
Q E 4 102 191 256 267 286 260 274 294 284 256
é 2 8 10.7 155 277 256 253 282 274 291 267 251
16 10.7 141 255 244 243 274 274 269 272 267

Table 6: Ablation study on IV and ¢ in zero-shot classification task on ModelNet40 and ScanOb-
JNN test set. Adversarial robustness is evaluated using PGD attack, optimizing for 10 steps with
e =0.01.

5 Conclusion

In this paper, we propose Dual Denoising, an algorithm to learn robust 3D representation from
pre-trained VLMs like CLIP. Experiments on zero-shot recognition benchmark show that our method
can generalize better than others with similar scale and settings, while experiments on zero-shot
recognition under adversarial attack show that our method can learn more robust 3D representations
from the proposed denoising design. We also propose to use parallel noise inference, i.e., using
different gaussian noises with the same scale and average the output features. Experiments show that
this design can significantly improve the cross domain performance, and also shows the effectiveness
of the two modules we proposed, i.e., PointDAE and feature denoising. We would further explore to
scale up our method in the following works to demonstrate whether Dual Denoising is scalable for
3D representation learning.
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A Details for Adversarial Attack on Point Cloud

We use IFGM, PGD and C&W attack in this paper, where C&W attack is Lo norm-based and the
others are L., norm based. For C&W attack, we set the loss function as:

L= (max Z(X"); = Z(X")e)" + A1 X = X|l2, 5)

where X € R"™*?3 is the clean point cloud, X’ € R™*3 is the optimized adversarial point cloud,
Z(X); is the i-th element of the output logits, and ¢’ is the target class. Here logits are computed
via dot-production between the point cloud feature and the set of text CLIP features. We leverage
10-step binary search to find the appropriate hyper parameter A from [10, 80]. We use the whole test
set of ModelNet40 and ScanObjectNN (OBJ_ONLY) for evaluation. The step size of the adversarial
optimization is 0.01 and we allow at most 500 iterations of optimization in each binary search to find
the adversarial examples. For the L., norm-based PGD attack, we adopt the formulation as:

Xt+1:HX+5(Xt+a~sign(VXt£(Xt,0,y))), (6)

where X is the adversarial point cloud in the ¢-th iteration during attack, II is the projection function
to project the adversarial point cloud to a pre-defined space X + S, the Lo, norm ball. « is the step
size. We use the sign function to normalize the gradient into L, norm ball at each iteration. We set
the boundary of allowed perturbations as ¢ = {0.01,0.025,0.05,0.075} for space S. Since point
cloud data is continuous within the range of [—1, 1], we set the step size as a = ¢/10. IFGM is
basically similar to PGD, with a difference in perturbation initialization.
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NeurlIPS Paper Checklist

1. Claims

Question: Do the main claims made in the abstract and introduction accurately reflect the
paper’s contributions and scope?

Answer: [Yes]
Justification: We claim the paper’s contributions and scope in the abstract and introduction.
Guidelines:

* The answer NA means that the abstract and introduction do not include the claims
made in the paper.

* The abstract and/or introduction should clearly state the claims made, including the
contributions made in the paper and important assumptions and limitations. A No or
NA answer to this question will not be perceived well by the reviewers.

* The claims made should match theoretical and experimental results, and reflect how
much the results can be expected to generalize to other settings.

* It is fine to include aspirational goals as motivation as long as it is clear that these goals
are not attained by the paper.

2. Limitations
Question: Does the paper discuss the limitations of the work performed by the authors?
Answer: [Yes]

Justification: We discuss the limitations in Section[5] which is we do not explore to scale up
our method in this paper.

Guidelines:

* The answer NA means that the paper has no limitation while the answer No means that
the paper has limitations, but those are not discussed in the paper.

* The authors are encouraged to create a separate "Limitations" section in their paper.

* The paper should point out any strong assumptions and how robust the results are to
violations of these assumptions (e.g., independence assumptions, noiseless settings,
model well-specification, asymptotic approximations only holding locally). The authors
should reflect on how these assumptions might be violated in practice and what the
implications would be.

* The authors should reflect on the scope of the claims made, e.g., if the approach was
only tested on a few datasets or with a few runs. In general, empirical results often
depend on implicit assumptions, which should be articulated.

* The authors should reflect on the factors that influence the performance of the approach.
For example, a facial recognition algorithm may perform poorly when image resolution
is low or images are taken in low lighting. Or a speech-to-text system might not be
used reliably to provide closed captions for online lectures because it fails to handle
technical jargon.

* The authors should discuss the computational efficiency of the proposed algorithms
and how they scale with dataset size.

* If applicable, the authors should discuss possible limitations of their approach to
address problems of privacy and fairness.

* While the authors might fear that complete honesty about limitations might be used by
reviewers as grounds for rejection, a worse outcome might be that reviewers discover
limitations that aren’t acknowledged in the paper. The authors should use their best
judgment and recognize that individual actions in favor of transparency play an impor-
tant role in developing norms that preserve the integrity of the community. Reviewers
will be specifically instructed to not penalize honesty concerning limitations.

3. Theory Assumptions and Proofs

Question: For each theoretical result, does the paper provide the full set of assumptions and
a complete (and correct) proof?

Answer: [NA]
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Justification: Our paper does not include theoretical results.

Guidelines:

The answer NA means that the paper does not include theoretical results.

All the theorems, formulas, and proofs in the paper should be numbered and cross-
referenced.

All assumptions should be clearly stated or referenced in the statement of any theorems.
The proofs can either appear in the main paper or the supplemental material, but if
they appear in the supplemental material, the authors are encouraged to provide a short
proof sketch to provide intuition.

Inversely, any informal proof provided in the core of the paper should be complemented
by formal proofs provided in appendix or supplemental material.

Theorems and Lemmas that the proof relies upon should be properly referenced.

4. Experimental Result Reproducibility

Question: Does the paper fully disclose all the information needed to reproduce the main ex-
perimental results of the paper to the extent that it affects the main claims and/or conclusions
of the paper (regardless of whether the code and data are provided or not)?

Answer: [Yes]

Justification: We fully described the key points of the implementation details so that it can
be reproduced by other researchers.

Guidelines:

The answer NA means that the paper does not include experiments.
If the paper includes experiments, a No answer to this question will not be perceived
well by the reviewers: Making the paper reproducible is important, regardless of
whether the code and data are provided or not.
If the contribution is a dataset and/or model, the authors should describe the steps taken
to make their results reproducible or verifiable.
Depending on the contribution, reproducibility can be accomplished in various ways.
For example, if the contribution is a novel architecture, describing the architecture fully
might suffice, or if the contribution is a specific model and empirical evaluation, it may
be necessary to either make it possible for others to replicate the model with the same
dataset, or provide access to the model. In general. releasing code and data is often
one good way to accomplish this, but reproducibility can also be provided via detailed
instructions for how to replicate the results, access to a hosted model (e.g., in the case
of a large language model), releasing of a model checkpoint, or other means that are
appropriate to the research performed.

While NeurIPS does not require releasing code, the conference does require all submis-

sions to provide some reasonable avenue for reproducibility, which may depend on the

nature of the contribution. For example

(a) If the contribution is primarily a new algorithm, the paper should make it clear how
to reproduce that algorithm.

(b) If the contribution is primarily a new model architecture, the paper should describe
the architecture clearly and fully.

(c) If the contribution is a new model (e.g., a large language model), then there should
either be a way to access this model for reproducing the results or a way to reproduce
the model (e.g., with an open-source dataset or instructions for how to construct
the dataset).

(d) We recognize that reproducibility may be tricky in some cases, in which case
authors are welcome to describe the particular way they provide for reproducibility.
In the case of closed-source models, it may be that access to the model is limited in
some way (e.g., to registered users), but it should be possible for other researchers
to have some path to reproducing or verifying the results.

5. Open access to data and code

Question: Does the paper provide open access to the data and code, with sufficient instruc-
tions to faithfully reproduce the main experimental results, as described in supplemental
material?
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Answer: [Yes]

Justification: The dataset we used in our paper is openly accessible, and we provide the
source code in the supplementary material.

Guidelines:

* The answer NA means that paper does not include experiments requiring code.

* Please see the NeurIPS code and data submission guidelines (https://nips.cc/
public/guides/CodeSubmissionPolicy) for more details.

* While we encourage the release of code and data, we understand that this might not be
possible, so “No” is an acceptable answer. Papers cannot be rejected simply for not
including code, unless this is central to the contribution (e.g., for a new open-source
benchmark).

* The instructions should contain the exact command and environment needed to run to
reproduce the results. See the NeurIPS code and data submission guidelines (https:
//nips.cc/public/guides/CodeSubmissionPolicy) for more details.

* The authors should provide instructions on data access and preparation, including how
to access the raw data, preprocessed data, intermediate data, and generated data, etc.

* The authors should provide scripts to reproduce all experimental results for the new
proposed method and baselines. If only a subset of experiments are reproducible, they
should state which ones are omitted from the script and why.

* At submission time, to preserve anonymity, the authors should release anonymized
versions (if applicable).

* Providing as much information as possible in supplemental material (appended to the
paper) is recommended, but including URLSs to data and code is permitted.
6. Experimental Setting/Details

Question: Does the paper specify all the training and test details (e.g., data splits, hyper-
parameters, how they were chosen, type of optimizer, etc.) necessary to understand the
results?

Answer: [Yes]
Justification: We present the necessary experiment settings in our paper.
Guidelines:

* The answer NA means that the paper does not include experiments.

* The experimental setting should be presented in the core of the paper to a level of detail
that is necessary to appreciate the results and make sense of them.

¢ The full details can be provided either with the code, in appendix, or as supplemental
material.
7. Experiment Statistical Significance

Question: Does the paper report error bars suitably and correctly defined or other appropriate
information about the statistical significance of the experiments?

Answer:
Justification: It is unnecessary to do this on the benchmark used in this paper.
Guidelines:

* The answer NA means that the paper does not include experiments.

* The authors should answer "Yes" if the results are accompanied by error bars, confi-
dence intervals, or statistical significance tests, at least for the experiments that support
the main claims of the paper.

* The factors of variability that the error bars are capturing should be clearly stated (for
example, train/test split, initialization, random drawing of some parameter, or overall
run with given experimental conditions).

* The method for calculating the error bars should be explained (closed form formula,
call to a library function, bootstrap, etc.)

* The assumptions made should be given (e.g., Normally distributed errors).
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8.

10.

« It should be clear whether the error bar is the standard deviation or the standard error
of the mean.

It is OK to report 1-sigma error bars, but one should state it. The authors should
preferably report a 2-sigma error bar than state that they have a 96% CI, if the hypothesis
of Normality of errors is not verified.

* For asymmetric distributions, the authors should be careful not to show in tables or
figures symmetric error bars that would yield results that are out of range (e.g. negative
error rates).

* If error bars are reported in tables or plots, The authors should explain in the text how
they were calculated and reference the corresponding figures or tables in the text.
Experiments Compute Resources

Question: For each experiment, does the paper provide sufficient information on the com-
puter resources (type of compute workers, memory, time of execution) needed to reproduce
the experiments?

Answer: [Yes]
Justification: We present the computer resources needed for experiment implementation.
Guidelines:

* The answer NA means that the paper does not include experiments.

* The paper should indicate the type of compute workers CPU or GPU, internal cluster,
or cloud provider, including relevant memory and storage.

* The paper should provide the amount of compute required for each of the individual
experimental runs as well as estimate the total compute.

* The paper should disclose whether the full research project required more compute
than the experiments reported in the paper (e.g., preliminary or failed experiments that
didn’t make it into the paper).

. Code Of Ethics

Question: Does the research conducted in the paper conform, in every respect, with the
NeurIPS Code of Ethics https://neurips.cc/public/EthicsGuidelines]?

Answer: [Yes]
Justification: We conform the code of ethics.
Guidelines:

¢ The answer NA means that the authors have not reviewed the NeurIPS Code of Ethics.

* If the authors answer No, they should explain the special circumstances that require a
deviation from the Code of Ethics.

* The authors should make sure to preserve anonymity (e.g., if there is a special consid-
eration due to laws or regulations in their jurisdiction).
Broader Impacts

Question: Does the paper discuss both potential positive societal impacts and negative
societal impacts of the work performed?

Answer: [NA]
Justification: Our work is purely a research paper.
Guidelines:

» The answer NA means that there is no societal impact of the work performed.

e If the authors answer NA or No, they should explain why their work has no societal
impact or why the paper does not address societal impact.

» Examples of negative societal impacts include potential malicious or unintended uses
(e.g., disinformation, generating fake profiles, surveillance), fairness considerations
(e.g., deployment of technologies that could make decisions that unfairly impact specific
groups), privacy considerations, and security considerations.
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12.

» The conference expects that many papers will be foundational research and not tied
to particular applications, let alone deployments. However, if there is a direct path to
any negative applications, the authors should point it out. For example, it is legitimate
to point out that an improvement in the quality of generative models could be used to
generate deepfakes for disinformation. On the other hand, it is not needed to point out
that a generic algorithm for optimizing neural networks could enable people to train
models that generate Deepfakes faster.

* The authors should consider possible harms that could arise when the technology is
being used as intended and functioning correctly, harms that could arise when the
technology is being used as intended but gives incorrect results, and harms following
from (intentional or unintentional) misuse of the technology.

* If there are negative societal impacts, the authors could also discuss possible mitigation
strategies (e.g., gated release of models, providing defenses in addition to attacks,
mechanisms for monitoring misuse, mechanisms to monitor how a system learns from
feedback over time, improving the efficiency and accessibility of ML).

Safeguards

Question: Does the paper describe safeguards that have been put in place for responsible
release of data or models that have a high risk for misuse (e.g., pre-trained language models,
image generators, or scraped datasets)?

Answer: [NA]
Justification: The paper poses no such risks.
Guidelines:

» The answer NA means that the paper poses no such risks.

* Released models that have a high risk for misuse or dual-use should be released with
necessary safeguards to allow for controlled use of the model, for example by requiring
that users adhere to usage guidelines or restrictions to access the model or implementing
safety filters.

 Datasets that have been scraped from the Internet could pose safety risks. The authors
should describe how they avoided releasing unsafe images.

* We recognize that providing effective safeguards is challenging, and many papers do
not require this, but we encourage authors to take this into account and make a best
faith effort.

Licenses for existing assets

Question: Are the creators or original owners of assets (e.g., code, data, models), used in
the paper, properly credited and are the license and terms of use explicitly mentioned and
properly respected?

Answer: [Yes]
Justification: We followed this guidance.
Guidelines:

* The answer NA means that the paper does not use existing assets.

* The authors should cite the original paper that produced the code package or dataset.

 The authors should state which version of the asset is used and, if possible, include a
URL.

* The name of the license (e.g., CC-BY 4.0) should be included for each asset.

 For scraped data from a particular source (e.g., website), the copyright and terms of
service of that source should be provided.

 If assets are released, the license, copyright information, and terms of use in the
package should be provided. For popular datasets, paperswithcode.com/datasets
has curated licenses for some datasets. Their licensing guide can help determine the
license of a dataset.

* For existing datasets that are re-packaged, both the original license and the license of
the derived asset (if it has changed) should be provided.
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* If this information is not available online, the authors are encouraged to reach out to
the asset’s creators.

New Assets

Question: Are new assets introduced in the paper well documented and is the documentation
provided alongside the assets?

Answer: [NA]
Justification: We do not release new assets.
Guidelines:

» The answer NA means that the paper does not release new assets.

* Researchers should communicate the details of the dataset/code/model as part of their
submissions via structured templates. This includes details about training, license,
limitations, etc.

* The paper should discuss whether and how consent was obtained from people whose
asset is used.

* At submission time, remember to anonymize your assets (if applicable). You can either
create an anonymized URL or include an anonymized zip file.

Crowdsourcing and Research with Human Subjects

Question: For crowdsourcing experiments and research with human subjects, does the paper
include the full text of instructions given to participants and screenshots, if applicable, as
well as details about compensation (if any)?

Answer: [NA]
Justification: This paper does not involve crowdsourcing nor research with human subjects.
Guidelines:

* The answer NA means that the paper does not involve crowdsourcing nor research with

human subjects.

* Including this information in the supplemental material is fine, but if the main contribu-
tion of the paper involves human subjects, then as much detail as possible should be
included in the main paper.

* According to the NeurIPS Code of Ethics, workers involved in data collection, curation,
or other labor should be paid at least the minimum wage in the country of the data
collector.

Institutional Review Board (IRB) Approvals or Equivalent for Research with Human
Subjects

Question: Does the paper describe potential risks incurred by study participants, whether
such risks were disclosed to the subjects, and whether Institutional Review Board (IRB)
approvals (or an equivalent approval/review based on the requirements of your country or
institution) were obtained?

Answer: [NA]
Justification: This paper does not involve crowdsourcing nor research with human subjects.
Guidelines:

* The answer NA means that the paper does not involve crowdsourcing nor research with

human subjects.

* Depending on the country in which research is conducted, IRB approval (or equivalent)
may be required for any human subjects research. If you obtained IRB approval, you
should clearly state this in the paper.

* We recognize that the procedures for this may vary significantly between institutions
and locations, and we expect authors to adhere to the NeurIPS Code of Ethics and the
guidelines for their institution.

* For initial submissions, do not include any information that would break anonymity (if
applicable), such as the institution conducting the review.
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