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Abstract. Current 3D self-supervised learning methods of 3D scenes face a data
desert issue, resulting from the time-consuming and expensive collecting process
of 3D scene data. Conversely, 3D shape datasets are easier to collect. Despite
this, existing pre-training strategies on shape data offer limited potential for 3D
scene understanding due to significant disparities in point quantities. To tackle
these challenges, we propose Shape2Scene (S2S), a novel method that learns
representations of large-scale 3D scenes from 3D shape data. We first design multi-
scale and high-resolution backbones for shape and scene level 3D tasks, i.e., MH-P
(point-based) and MH-V (voxel-based). MH-P/V establishes direct paths to high-
resolution features that capture deep semantic information across multiple scales.
This pivotal nature makes them suitable for a wide range of 3D downstream tasks
that tightly rely on high-resolution features. We then employ a Shape-to-Scene
strategy (S2SS) to amalgamate points from various shapes, creating a random
pseudo scene (comprising multiple objects) for training data, mitigating disparities
between shapes and scenes. Finally, a point-point contrastive loss (PPC) is applied
for the pre-training of MH-P/V. In PPC, the inherent correspondence (i.e., point
pairs) is naturally obtained in S2SS. Extensive experiments have demonstrated
the transferability of 3D representations learned by MH-P/V across shape-level
and scene-level 3D tasks. MH-P achieves notable performance on well-known
point cloud datasets (93.8% OA on ScanObjectNN and 87.6% instance mIoU
on ShapeNetPart). MH-V also achieves promising performance in 3D semantic
segmentation and 3D object detection.

Keywords: Self-supervised Learning · 3D Scene Data · 3D Shape Data

1 Introduction

Self-supervised learning (SSL), a technique for deriving representations from unan-
notated data, has showcased remarkable achievements across a spectrum of domains,
including natural language processing [1–5], computer vision [6, 7], and multi-modal
learning [8–10]. The efficacy of these techniques often hinges on extensive training
with sizable datasets. However, in comparison to images and text, the data desert is-
sue [11] in 3D data has constrained the development of 3D SSL. Amassing extensive
scene-level 3D data on a large scale demands dedicated 3D scanning equipment and
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(a) Shape-to-Scene Process and Pre-Training on Shape Data (b) Scene-Level Downstream Tasks for Fine-Tuning
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(+4.1%) mAP

Fig. 1: Illustration for transferring from shape data to scene-level downstream tasks, i.e.,
Shape2Scene. The Shape-to-Scene strategy aggregates 4 (=M ) shapes to one pseudo scene.
Each shape is resampled and rescaled to fit onto a unit sphere. Blue scores show maximum
improvements relative to training-from-scratch models. (S-KITTI stands for SemanticKITTI.)

platforms [12–14], resulting in financially burdensome and time-intensive data acquisi-
tion. Fortunately, shape-level datasets [15, 16] that encompass geometric information of
individual objects are more readily accessible. Furthermore, due to the availability of
open-source resources [17–21] and the advancement of Image-to-3D technology [22,23],
obtaining such 3D data has become easier. The number of 3D shapes available online is
increasingly approaching that of 2D images in the large-scale 2D dataset. This shows
potential for forthcoming large-scale shape-level datasets.

However, existing shape-level 3D SSL methods [24–28] demonstrate limited poten-
tial for 3D scene understanding [29] due to significant disparities in point quantities
between shape and scene data. These methods prioritize the pre-training of an encoder
structure to preserve global semantic representations but overlook finer high-resolution
features. The decoder structure is discarded for downstream tasks. In contrast, 3D SSL
methods for 3D scene understanding [29, 30] utilize an encoder-decoder structure for
high-resolution capacity. Nonetheless, these methods heavily rely on pre-training with
large-scale scene-level 3D datasets, scene of which is composed of hundreds of thou-
sands of points. Considering that 3D shape data is more readily available, the pretext
task based on the shape data becomes more meaningful. The challenge lies in adapting
the pre-trained model in the aforementioned setting to scene-level downstream tasks.

To tackle these challenges, we have introduced a novel 3D scene representation
learning method called Shape2Scene (S2S). This method bridges the gap between shape-
level and scene-level datasets from three aspects: architecture, data, and loss. For 3D
scene understanding, including semantic segmentation and object detection [31–34],
high resolution capacity is an important influencing factor. However, existing meth-
ods either neglect the learning of high-resolution features or overlook the features of
multi-scale structures. To tackle this, multi-scale and high-resolution architecture is
proposed. It is principled enough to be incorporated into both point-based and voxel-
based backbones, namely, MH-P and MH-V. Specifically, they map multi-scale deep
semantic information to high-resolution representations, ensuring the model’s transfer-
ability and generalizability for 3D scene understanding. MH-P/V incorporates a series
of Multi-scale High-resolution (MH) Modules. By stacking them, MH-P/V generates
high-resolution semantic representations across multiple scales, providing an advantage
for high-resolution downstream tasks. In terms of data, we adopt a straightforward
approach called the Shape-to-Scene strategy (S2SS), which involves combining points
from various shapes to generate a pseudo scene with multiple objects. This strategy
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reduces disparities in point quantities, simulating the placement of multiple instances
within a scene, and alleviates the gap between shape and scene. Regarding the loss
function, we introduce a point-point contrastive loss (PPC) for pre-training, ensuring
that MH-P/V model learns to capture intricate details and features within the scene (see
Fig.1). The inherent point pairs are naturally obtained in S2SS, making them suitable
for PPC without the need for time-consuming point-level prepairing [29, 35].

To the best of our knowledge, S2S represents a novel method for learning 3D
scene representations. Initially pre-trained on 3D shape data, it is highly adaptable
to a range of downstream tasks, including large-scale 3D scene understanding. MH-
P/V is a high-resolution architecture specifically designed for this method, offering
three key advantages. Firstly, it provides a direct pathway to high-resolution deep
semantic information across diverse scales. This fundamental characteristic makes it
well-suited for various 3D downstream tasks. Secondly, it seamlessly integrates features
from different scales into the point head, maintaining abstraction at varying levels and
ensuring consistent semantic retention throughout the network. Features from diverse
scales collaborate to collectively enhance the model’s performance. Thirdly, it is versatile,
as its architecture accommodates both point-based and voxel-based backbones across
various 3D downstream tasks.

For a comprehensive evaluation, we examined the transferability of MH-P/V across
multiple 3D tasks, yielding more promising results compared to previous 3D SSL
methods. MH-P achieves an accuracy of 94.6% on ModelNet40 [15] and 93.8% on
ScanObjectNN [16]. Additionally, for part segmentation, MH-P achieves an instance
mIoU of 87.6% on ShapeNetPart [36]. In terms of indoor semantic segmentation, MH-V
achieves a mIoU of 74.1% on S3DIS [14] and 75.8% on ScanNet v2 [13]. For outdoor
semantic segmentation, MH-V achieves a mIoU of 71.5% on SemanticKITTI [37] and
84.2% on Synthia4D [38]. Furthermore, MH-V demonstrates a 43.9% mAP@0.5 in 3D
object detection.

2 Related Work

3D Backbones. 3D backbone methods encompass a diverse range of techniques, in-
cluding point-based methods [39–45], which directly operate on raw point cloud data.
Projection-based methods [46–49] transform point clouds into 2D representations. Voxel-
based approaches [50–55] employ voxelization techniques and apply sparse convolution
exclusively to non-empty voxels. The 3D backbones diverge in network structure for
shape-level and scene-level tasks. Networks for shape classification commonly employ
successive downsampling to acquire high-level semantic features while maintaining
a lower resolution. Conversely, for extracting deeper features with higher resolution,
well-known networks for scene-level tasks often incorporate architectures like U-Net or
hourglass-like networks [40, 41, 43, 44, 46, 47, 50–54]. For contrastive methods [56, 57]
and multi-modal methods [58, 59], backbones originally designed for shape classifica-
tion tasks are employed during pre-training. However, it has been demonstrated that
the features extracted by these low-resolution backbones are not suitable for tasks that
require high resolution representations [60]. Directly utilizing high-resolution shallow
features for region and point level tasks, however, does not yield satisfactory results [60].
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We present a multi-scale, high-resolution mechanism that preserves high-resolution
features along with high-level semantic information. This approach improves the ap-
plicability of pre-trained high-level semantic features, making them more suitable for
point-level tasks. This also ensures the preservation and mutual refinement of features
across a wide range of scales, each offering distinct levels of abstraction for the point
cloud. Retaining all these scale-specific features enhances diversity, and their comple-
mentary nature enables effective mutual refinement.
SSL for Point Clouds. SSL has garnered attention in point cloud representation learning,
evident through extensive research [29, 30, 33, 61–70]. Among the diverse landscape
of SSL frameworks tailored for point clouds, a particular subset, known as contrastive
methods [29, 30], has gained substantial attention. Among these methods, PointCon-
trast [29] stands out by harnessing the power of contrastive learning, which enhances
3D representations through feature comparisons extracted from different viewpoints.
DepthContrast [30] introduces an innovative approach using augmented depth maps to
facilitate instance discrimination and global feature extraction, leading to a demonstrably
improved understanding of 3D point clouds.

Generative methods, particularly those involving masked point modeling, have
emerged as a focal point of research in the field [24, 26, 27, 71]. OcCo [61] utilizes an
encoder-decoder architecture to reconstruct occluded point clouds. Its primary goal is to
restore point clouds from observations made from camera views of the occluded version.
Point-BERT [24] introduces a BERT-style pre-training approach for 3D point clouds, pre-
dicting masked regions and drawing inspiration from the concepts in dVAE [72]. Notably,
both Point-BERT and its counterpart Point-MAE [26] utilize pre-training techniques
inspired by BERT [2] and MAE [7], consistently demonstrating impressive perfor-
mance across various downstream tasks. Point-M2AE [27] implements an MAE-style
framework featuring a hierarchical transformer for multi-scale pre-training, achieving
state-of-the-art results. Meanwhile, PointGPT [28] addresses challenges such as object
shape leakage by leveraging auto-regressive pre-training, effectively reducing positional
information leakage and enhancing the model’s generalization capabilities.

Pre-training data for generative methods typically involves 3D shape data. Conversely,
previous SSL methods for 3D scene understanding either utilize pre-training data derived
from 3D scene data [29,73] or consider 3D scene data as an indispensable component of
pre-training [30]. In the realm of 3D scene understanding, our S2S method fundamentally
distinguishes itself from various aforementioned methods. MH-VH, pre-trained on
shapes, outperforms various methods [29, 30, 73], which are pre-trained on scenes.
Despite attempts by 4DContrast [74] to generate pseudo-scenes by aggregating objects
with ScanNet (scene), our S2SS fundamentally differs from it, as we aggregate shapes
independently of scene data. In summary, previous studies [29, 30, 73, 74] inevitably
relied on substantial amounts of scene data (ScanNet v2) for pre-training.

3 Methodology

This section introduces the novel 3D scene representation learning method, S2S, learning
representations of large-scale 3D scenes from 3D shape data. In § 3.1 and § 3.2, we
commence with the introduction of MH-P/V and MH module. MH-P/V is a versatile
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Fig. 2: (a) The overview of the MH-P backbone during pre-training, with contrastive loss (Eq. (1)).
(b) The Multi-scale High-resolution (MH) Module of MH-P (see §3.1 for details.) (c) The overview
of the MH-V backbone during pre-training, with contrastive loss (Eq. (1)). (d) The Multi-scale
High-resolution (MH) Module of MH-V (see §3.2 for details).

point cloud pre-training backbone, providing a flexible foundation for SSL of 3D point
clouds. It is applicable to a range of 3D downstream tasks, spanning from shape-level
tasks to scene-level tasks, especially for tasks that focus on learning high-resolution
features. Subsequently, we delve into the specifics of S2SS in §3.3, along with a detailed
description of PPC in §3.4.

Suppose that the input is I = {Pk}Kk , i.e., a set with K training samples. Here
Pk={pkn∈R3+a}Nn is the k-th sample containing N points with 3D position and other
auxiliary information (e.g., color). We represent the MH-P/V backbone and point head
as ψ and θ, respectively.

3.1 Point-based MH Backbone

Fig. 2 (a) provides an overview of MH-P designed for the shape-level tasks. MH-P
comprises MH modules. High-resolution features are learned by point head θ.
MH Module of MH-P. As shown in Fig.2 (b), each MH module is divided into three
parts: subsampling, local aggregation, and high-resolution mapping. In each MH module,
we adopt a set abstraction (SA) block [40] for subsampling. One SA block comprises
several key components: a subsampling layer that reduces the resolution of incoming
points, a grouping layer responsible for identifying neighbors for each point, a series
of shared multi-layer perceptrons (MLPs) designed for feature extraction, and a max
pooling layer that combines features from neighboring points. Local aggregation consists
of a grouping layer, MLPs, and a max pooling layer. High-resolution mapping employs
nearest neighbor interpolation to assign low-resolution high-dimensional features to the
nearest high-resolution points.
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MH-P. Assuming one MH module with the scale of S, both spatial geometry and seman-
tic information are learned through subsampling and local aggregation. We denote the
learned deep semantic representation as the semantic feature xs for S. After undergoing
high-resolution mapping, xs is ultimately transformed into a high-resolution format,
yielding a high-resolution semantic representation xhs . It will be used as the input for the
next scale. As the scale increases, it progressively gathers more sophisticated semantic
information from lower-resolution data. Stacked modules generate point-level semantic
representations at multiple scales, which are advantageous for high-resolution tasks. The
overall network structure is shown in Fig.2 (a).

For shape-level high-resolution tasks, e.g., part segmentation, {xhs}s are integrated
as the input of θ. This ensures the consistent retention of semantics throughout the
network, and the collective synergy of features from various scales enhances the model’s
performance. MH-P establishes a direct pathway to high-resolution features that cap-
ture rich semantic information across multiple scales. By translating multi-scale deep
semantic information into high-resolution/point-level representations, MH-P ensures
that features originally trained on 3D shape data can seamlessly adapt to a variety of 3D
downstream tasks, especially for tasks that necessitate high-resolution representations.
This pivotal characteristic of MH-P makes it exceptionally well-suited for high-resolution
representations in part segmentation.

The shape classification task does not emphasize high-resolution representations but
instead extracts global features. To adapt to this requirement, we only need to make minor
modifications to MH-P. In each MH module, xs passes through one more max-pooling
layer, obtaining xgs , which represents the global feature of scale S. Subsequently, we
seamlessly integrate xgs from different scales into the input of one shape head, preserving
abstractions at various levels. The surprising thing is that, during the transition from
high-resolution representations to global features, MH-P still achieves better perfor-
mance on downstream tasks (see § 4.2). We attribute this to the network’s capacity
to acquire essential abstractions at various scales. This guarantees the preservation of
vital information and its effective utilization across different scales, thereby maintaining
performance even with the shifts towards global features.

3.2 Voxel-based MH Backbone

There are significant differences in dataset statistics between shape-level and scene-level
data, with ∼1k input points for ModelNet40 [15], ∼40k input points for ScanNet v2 [13],
and ∼956K input points for S3DIS [14]. Following the methods for processing large-
scale point clouds [50, 55], we design a voxel-based MH backbone with MH modules.
Fig.2 (c) provides an overview of MH-V, and Fig.2 (d) shows the MH module for MH-V.
Different from hourglass-like networks, MH-V follows a similar concept to MH-P and
learns high-resolution features at the scene level across multiple scales. For simplicity,
we retain the symbols used in §3.1.
MH Module of MH-V. As depicted in Fig. 2 (d), this MH module possesses a structure
similar to that of the MH module of MH-P (in §3.1), including featuring subsampling,
local aggregator, and upsampling functionalities. Specifically, the voxelizer first defines
indices and inverse indices between points and voxels at different scales, as well as
indices and inverse indices between voxels at different scales. These indices will be
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applied for subsampling, i.e., point features with the same voxel index will be averaged
and then treated as features of the corresponding voxel. The inverse indices will be
used for upsampling or high-resolution mapping, i.e., voxel features will be assigned
to corresponding points according to the inverse indices. The local aggregator employs
stacked submanifold convolutions to extract local features, combines them with features
from skip connections, and then processes them through a series of MLPs to derive a
deep semantic representation xs. While upsampling, xs is ultimately transformed into a
high-resolution/point-level representation xhs .
MH-V. In MH-V, xs of the MH module for S is taken as input of the MH module for
the next scale. Similar to MH-P, we employ high-resolution mappings within each MH
module, and all {xhs}s are integrated as the input of θ. Our MH-V not only effectively
manages the substantial volume of data at the scene level but also benefits from direct
access to high-resolution data and integrated features from various scales.

Our MH-V differs fundamentally in structure from other hourglass-like voxel-based
3D networks (e.g., SparseConvNet [53] and MinkUNet [50]). MH-V serves as a back-
bone network aimed at pursuing multi-scale high-resolution features. The significance
of high-resolution 3D network has been validated in [75, 76], thus affirming the effec-
tiveness of our MH-V. However, unlike previous methods, we achieve downsampling
and upsampling entirely through indices and inverse indices, eliminating the need for
regular sparse convolution or trilinear interpolation of nearest neighbor voxels. Our
approach is more streamlined, efficient, and not affected by the issue of blurring valuable
information caused by regular sparse convolution [77, 78].

3.3 Shape-to-Scene Strategy

Previous work [29] has demonstrated the significance of point-level representations
for 3D scene understanding. Directly training on a single shape and acquiring a global
representation might be inadequate for scene-level tasks. To mitigate this concern, it could
be advantageous to directly pre-train the network on complex scenes containing multiple
objects to more accurately align with the target distributions [29]. Therefore, a series of
SSL methods for 3D scene understanding have depended on scene data [29, 30, 73, 74].
However, collecting 3D scene data is financially burdensome and time-intensive. With
the development of open-source platforms and Image-to-3D technology, 3D shape data
has become more readily accessible. Here, we revisit the challenge of extending 3D SSL
from 3D shape data to 3D scene data.

We propose S2SS to aggregate multiple objects (shapes) to generate pseudo scene-
level training data. This strategy is entirely different from previous methods [29,30,73,74]
in terms of how the pre-training data is created. Moreover, it brings the additional benefit
that it even allows the natural derivation of positive and negative pairs by leveraging
known shape correspondences, without the need for any extra computation. As shown in
Fig.1 (a), given M shapes, we undergo random presampling with 2,048 points for each
shape. Each shape is then normalized by rescaling it to fit onto a unit sphere. Through
translation, we position various shapes within a shared world coordinate. The Euclidean
distance between the barycenters of any two shapes is ensured to be greater than 2,
preventing any overlap among shapes. The final output yields pseudo scene data contain-
ing M shapes: Ps={pn}M×2048

n=1 . Next, we use two rigid transformations, denoted as
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{T (·), T ∗(·)}, randomly sampled from the transformation set T . The transformations
in T are applied to the pseudo scene data, and T encompasses rotation, translation, and
scaling, etc. We produce two views X 1=T (Ps) and X 2=T ∗(Ps), which are aligned
within the same world coordinates.

3.4 Point-Point Contrastive Loss
The fundamental principle of contrastive learning hinges on the concept of invariance
learning [6,79,80]. This entails that the abstraction of semantics generally remains either
invariant or equivariant [81] in the face of various transformed perspectives, such as
augmentations [82]. Previous work [29, 83] has demonstrated the significance of point-
level representations over global representations. Similarly, our designed MH-P/V aims
to acquire point-level/high-resolution features. Therefore, on top of the PointInfoNCE
loss [29], we introduce PPC. However, PPC shares a close relationship with S2SS, where
the inherent point pairs are naturally obtained without relying on the time-consuming
point-level pairing method, FCGF [29, 35]. During pre-training, we utilize θ to acquire
high-resolution 3D representations. Given input data p, the model E=ϕ ◦ψ is optimized
by:

LPPC=−
∑

(u,v)∈Op

log
exp

(
E
(
T (pu)

)
·E

(
T ∗(pv)

)
/τ

)
∑

(·,w)∈Op
exp

(
E
(
T (pu)

)
·E

(
T ∗(pw)

)
/τ

) , (1)

where E=θ◦ψ represents the whole model, E
(
T (p∗)

)
denotes the representation learned

by E ; τ is a temperature hyperparameter; and Op = {(n, n) | pn ∈Ps} ∪ { (i, j) | pki ∈
Pk∩ pkj ∈Pk} denotes the collection of all positive matches derived from two different
views. This approach focuses solely on points that have at least one corresponding
match and regards additional non-matched points as negative matches. In a matched pair
(u, v)∈Op, the point feature E

(
T (pu)

)
operates as the query, and E

(
T (pv)

)
functions

as the positive key. We employ the point feature E
(
T ∗(pw)

)
, where ∃(·, w)∈Op and

w ̸=v, as the pool of negative keys. Following [29], we choose a subset of 4,096 matched
pairs from Op for scene-level downstream tasks. However, we empirically select a subset
of 2,048 matched pairs from Op for shape-level downstream tasks. Additionally, we
present a PyTorch-style pseudo-code for PPC in the supplementary.

The way we obtain Op fundamentally differs from previous methods [29, 30]. On
the one hand, rigid transformations maintain the point cloud’s order, ensuring a one-to-
one correspondence (i.e., {(n, n) | pn ∈Ps}) between X 1 and X 2. On the other hand,
points originating from the same shape are regarded as positive pairs (i.e., { (i, j) | pki ∈
Pk∩ pkj ∈Pk}) across the two views. In this way, we create the scene-level point pair
data that is original from single objects. These designs fully exploit the correspondences
between points and the relationships within points in the shape.

4 Experiment

In §4.1, we introduce the self-supervised pre-training settings for MH-P/V. Subsequently,
we present the supervised fine-tuning performance on shape-level and scene-level down-
stream tasks in §4.2 and §4.3, respectively. Furthermore, we conduct ablation studies in
§4.4 to validate the effectiveness of each part of our method.



Shape2Scene 9

4.1 Pre-Training Settings

MH-P and Data Settings. We conduct pre-training of MH-PS on ShapeNet dataset [84]
and MH-PH on both the labeled hybrid dataset (LHD) and the unlabeled hybrid dataset
(UHD) [28]. MH-PS is a backbone network composed of four MH modules. ShapeNet
comprises ∼52K synthetic 3D shapes in 55 categories. MH-PS is trained without any
post-pre-training, aligning with previous SSL methods [24–27] to enable direct com-
parison with them. Moreover, MH-PH is pre-trained on LHD and UHD. MH-PH also
consists of four MH modules. However, to explore a high capacity model, we scale
it by increasing the network width and the number of local aggregation within the
MH modules. The UHD, used for self-supervised pre-training, aggregates point clouds
from various sources such as ShapeNet [84], S3DIS [14] for indoor scenes, and Seman-
tic3D [85] for outdoor scenes, etc. In total, UHD comprises around 300K point clouds.
Conversely, LHD, utilized for post-pre-training, aligns the label semantics from diverse
datasets, including ShapeNet [84], S3DIS [14], and other sources, encompassing 87
categories and roughly 200K point clouds in total.
MH-V and Data Settings. We employ a similar setup as described above. The difference
lies in combining M shapes to form a scene for pre-training. We denote the MH-V pre-
trained on ShapeNet as MH-VS, and the MH-V pre-trained on UHD and LHD as
MH-VH. We also scale MH-VH by increasing the network width and the number of
local aggregators within the MH modules.
Pre-Training Setups. We extract the input shapes by sampling 2,048 points from each
raw point cloud, and compose M shapes to form a scene. See §3.3 and §4.4. The MH-P
model undergoes pre-training for 600 epochs with a batch size of 10. We utilize the
AdamW optimizer [86] with an initial learning rate of 0.001, and a weight decay of 0.05.
Additionally, we employ cosine learning rate decay [87] based on our empirical findings.
The MH-V model undergoes pre-training for 800 epochs on two V100 GPUs with a
batch size of 10. Other configurations align with those used for MH-P.

4.2 Shape Level Downstream Tasks

We perform supervised fine-tuning of MH-PS and MH-PH on three classical downstream
tasks. Each shape-level downstream task has thousands of input points.
Shape Classification on ScanObjectNN. ScanObjectNN stands out as one of the most
formidable 3D datasets, encompassing 15K objects extracted from real-world indoor
scans [16]. Within the dataset, there are three commonly utilized data splits, namely
OBJ_ONLY (object only), OBJ_BG (with background), and the PB_T50_RS (with
background and manual perturbations). Following [16, 24–28], we conduct experiments
on the three splits mentioned above and reported overall accuracy (OA) on the respective
test sets. As evidenced in Tab.1, our approach, MH-PS, outperforms PointGPT-S on
all three data splits’ test sets. Our performance improvements can be attributed to the
effective utilization of the multi-scale mechanism. It contributes to the preservation of
global features and results in enhanced performance at the shape level tasks, yielding an
improvement of approximately 0.8% to 0.9%. Furthermore, MH-PH showcases better
performance compared to PointGPT-L.
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Table 1: Classification results on ScanOb-
jectNN [16] and ModelNet40 [15] datasets
(§4.2). We report the overall accuracy (%).

ScanObjectNN
Methods

OBJ_BGOBJ_ONLYPB_T50_RS
ModelNet40

Supervised Learning Only

DGCNN [88] 82.8 86.2 78.1 92.9
PointNet++ [40] - - 77.9 90.5

PointMLP [43] - - 85.4 94.5
PointNeXt [44] - - 87.7 94.0

Pre-training on ShapeNet

Point-BERT [24] 87.4 88.1 83.1 93.2
MaskPoint [25] 89.3 88.1 84.3 93.8

Point-MAE [26] 90.0 88.3 85.2 93.8
Point-M2AE [27] 91.2 88.8 86.4 94.0
PointGPT-S [28] 91.6 90.0 86.9 94.0

MH-PS (Ours) 92.4 90.8 87.8 94.1

Pre-training on UHD and LHD

PointGPT-B [28] 95.8 95.2 91.9 94.4
PointGPT-L [28] 97.2 96.6 93.4 94.7

MH-PH (Ours) 97.4 96.8 93.8 94.6

Table 2: Segmentation results on the Shape-
NetPart [36] dataset (§4.2). We report the Class
mIoU and Instance mIoU.

ShapeNetPart
Methods Backbone

Cls. mIoU(%) Inst. mIoU(%)

Supervised Learning Only

PointNet++ [40] PointNet++ 81.9 85.1
DGCNN [88] DGCNN 82.3 85.2

Pre-training on ScanNet

DGCNN [61] DGCNN - 85.0
PointNet++ [73] PointNet++ - 85.9

PointViT [73] Transformer - 86.7

Pre-training on ShapeNet

Point-BERT [24] Transformer 84.1 85.6
Point-MAE [26] Transformer - 86.1

Point-M2AE [27] Transformer 84.9 86.5
PointGPT-S [28] Transformer 84.1 86.2

MH-PS (Ours) S2S 85.3 87.1

Pre-training on UHD and LHD

PointGPT-B [28] Transformer 84.5 86.5
PointGPT-L [28] Transformer 84.8 86.6

MH-PH (Ours) S2S 85.5 87.6

Shape Classification on ModelNet40. ModelNet40 is a classical dataset for synthetic 3D
object recognition [15]. It contains ∼12K meshed 3D CAD objects of 40 classes. For fair
comparisons, the standard voting method [89] is used during testing. The experimental
results are presented in Tab.1, MH-P achieves comparable performance to PointGPT
in two pre-training data settings. ModelNet40 has been thoroughly explored (saturated
around 94%), and this performance is already convincing enough. Moreover, MH-PS
surpasses other MAE-style and BERT-style pre-training frameworks.
Part Segmentation. We evaluate MH-P on ShapeNetPart [36] for part segmentation
task (a high-resolution task), which predicts per-point part labels for a known object.
The ShapeNetPart dataset consists of 17K objects across 16 categories. The point clouds
are sampled into 2,048 points. Tab.2 provides the instance mean Intersection over Union
(Inst. mIoU) and class mean Intersection over Union (Cls. mIoU) results. Despite the
strong Transformer architectures (MAE-style and BERT-style backbones), our MH-PS
even surpasses the performance of PointGPT-B and PointGPT-L, which are pre-trained
on UHD and LHD. This underscores the effectiveness of our method, as MH-P captures
high-resolution semantic features from deep semantic information across multiple scales.
Additionally, our MH-PH achieves state-of-the-art performance on both Cls. mIoU and
Inst. mIoU metrics.

4.3 Scene Level Downstream Tasks

We perform fine-tuning for MH-VS and MH-VH on five scene-level downstream tasks.
Each scene-level downstream task has hundreds of thousands of input points.
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Table 3: Segmentation results on S3DIS
Area5 [14] and ScanNet v2 validation set [13]
(§4.3). We report mIoU (%) here.

Methods Backbone S3DIS Area5 ScanNet v2

Supervised Learning Only

PointNet++ [40] PointNet++ 55.3 57.9
MinkNet [50] SR-UNet 68.2 70.3
MH-V (Ours) MH-V 70.3 71.4

Pre-training on ScanNet

PointContrast [29] SR-UNet 70.9 74.1
DepthContrast [30] SR-UNet 71.5 71.2

OcCo [61] DGCNN 58.0 -
PointClustering [73] PointNet++ 61.2 62.6
PointClustering [73] Transformer 65.6 65.8
PointClustering [73] SR-UNet 73.2 75.5

Pre-training on ShapeNet / UHD and LHD

MH-VS (Ours) MH-V 72.7 74.4
MH-VH (Ours) MH-V 74.1 75.8

Table 4: Segmentation results on Semantic-
KITTI validation set [37] and Synthia4D test
set [38] (§4.3). We report mIoU (%) here.

Methods Backbone SemanticKITTI Synthia4D

Supervised Learning Only

PointNet++ [40] PointNet++ - 79.4
MinkNet [50, 76] SR-UNet 61.1 79.8

SPVNAS [76] SPVCNN 64.7 -
MH-V (Ours) MH-V 67.1 81.4

Pre-training on ScanNet

PointContrast [29] SR-UNet - 83.1
DepthContrast [30] SR-UNet - 81.3

Pre-training on ShapeNet

PointDif [90] SR-UNet 71.3 -
MH-VS (Ours) MH-V 70.8 82.4

Pre-training on UHD and LHD

MH-VH (Ours) MH-V 71.5 84.2

Semantic Segmentation on Indoor Scene. We proceed with the evaluation of MH-V
in the indoor semantic segmentation task, involving the classification of points within
3D scenes into distinct categories. This research involves pre-training on pseudo scenes
and finetuning on the Stanford Large-Scale 3D Indoor Spaces (S3DIS) dataset [14] and
ScanNet v2 validation set [13], respectively. They are based on the standard settings [29,
50, 73]. S3DIS encompasses 3D scans of six expansive indoor areas. Following the prior
method [50], Area 5 is designated as the test set. There are approximately 204 samples in
the training set. Each training sample contains an average of ∼956K points. ScanNet v2
comprises richly annotated 3D indoor scenes, encompassing 1.5K scenes from hundreds
of distinct rooms. There are 1,201 scenes for training. The mean Intersection over Union
(mIoU) of various approaches is summarized in Tab.3. Even with S2SS, transferring
features from the pseudo scene to S3DIS and ScanNet v2 presents a considerable
challenge. While UHD includes specific objects outlined in S3DIS, discrepancies arise
in terms of occlusion, object scale, and scene magnitude. However, when compared to
pre-training methods on ScanNet, such as OcCo [61] (with DGCNN as the backbone),
and PointClustering [73] (with PointNet++, PointViT, and SR-UNet as backbones),
MH-V shows significant improvement. It also outperforms pre-training methods [29, 30]
that use SR-UNet as the backbone. These results conclusively affirm that MH-V derives
substantial advantages from the acquisition of high-resolution features across various
scales. The high-resolution representation effectively harnesses the semantics within
point cloud data, thereby bolstering the network’s proficiency in semantic segmentation.
Semantic Segmentation on Outdoor Scene. We also conduct experiments on Se-
manticKITTI [37] and Synthia4D dataset [38] for the outdoor semantic segmentation
task. SemanticKITTI is a large-scale driving-scene dataset, containing 43K scans with
point-wise annotation. We use sequences 00 to 10 for training, and 08 is left for valida-
tion. Synthia4D is a large synthetic dataset depicting driving scenarios. We adhere to
the train/validation/test split as defined by [50]. Our implementation does not involve
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Table 5: 3D object detection on ScanNet v2 [13] (§4.3). We report mAP (%). SR-UNet stands
for Sparse Residual U-Net [29].

Methods Backbone mAP@0.25 mAP@0.5

Supervised Learning Only

VoteNet [91] PointNet++ 58.6 33.5
3DETR [92] Transformer 62.1 37.9

MH-V (Ours) MH-V 62.9 39.8

Pre-training on ShapeNet

TAP [93] Transformer 63.0 41.4
PointDif [90] Transformer - 43.7

MH-VS (Ours) MH-V 63.4 42.1

Methods Backbone mAP@0.25 mAP@0.5

Pre-training on ScanNet

PointContrast [29] SR-UNet 59.2 38.0
STRL [94] PointNet++ 59.5 38.4

Point-BERT [24] Transformer 61.0 38.3
DepthContrast [30] PointNet++ 64.0 42.9

MaskPoint [25] Transformer 64.2 42.1

Pre-training on UHD and LHD

MH-VH (Ours) MH-V 64.8 43.9

temporal learning. mIoU of different methods is summarized in Tab. 4. Fine-tuning
on them poses similar challenges as previously mentioned. However, we significantly
mitigate the differences between shape data and scene data by employing synthesized
pseudo scenes. In comparison to the methods pre-trained on the ScanNet and ShapeNet
datasets, our approach has also achieved encouraging results. This indicates that the rep-
resentations learned in pseudo scenes still enhance the generalization for segmentation
in both real-world and synthetic outdoor scenes.
3D Object Detection on ScanNet v2. To further evaluate MH-V on 3D object detection,
we utilize MH-V as the backbone on the ScanNet v2 dataset [13]. Our methodology
adheres to the training/validation split and 18 classes outlined in VoteNet [91]. We also
follow VoteNet [91] and switch the original backbone network with MH-V without
other modifications to the detection module. As reported in Tab.5, MH-VH outperforms
MH-V by 4.1% mAP@0.5. Previous methods [24, 25, 29, 30, 94] conduct pre-training on
large-scale scene datasets like ScanNet. In contrast, we conduct pre-training on pseudo
scenes originally from individual objects. The experiments also show the effectiveness
of MH-V over SR-UNet, as MH-V learns multi-scale point cloud encoding by mapping
scale features to high-resolution features. This demonstrates that the representations
learned from multiple objects can be successfully transferred to large-scale datasets and
enhance the performance of scene-level tasks.

4.4 Ablation Study

Comparsion to Training-from-scratch Baseline. We first compare the training-from-
scratch baseline and the fine-tuned network on ScanObjectNN (PB_T50_RS), ShapeNet-
Part, and S3DIS Area5, respectively. Specifically, MH-PS and MH-VS are pre-trained
on ShapeNet and fine-tuned on the target dataset. The upper part of Tab.6 details the
model configurations. Model A, B, D, and E are employed as training-from-scratch
baselines. The backbone of Model A is PointNet++ with an encoder on ScanObjectNN,
while it uses PointNet++ with both encoder and decoder on ShapeNetPart. Model C, F
leverages pseudo scenes synthesized through S2SS for pre-training data, with PPC as
the loss function. In the lower part of Tab.6, we present the performance on shape-level
tasks (ScanObjectNN, ShapeNetPart) and scene-level tasks (S3DIS Area5). On ScanOb-
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Table 6: Ablations for different designs (§4.4).
We report Overall Accuracy (%) on ScanOb-
jectNN (PB_T50_RS), Instance mIoU (%) on
ShapeNetPart, and mIoU (%) on S3DIS Area5.

Models Pre-training Backbone Data Type

Model A Scratch PointNet++ Shape
Model B Scratch MH-P Shape
Model C ✓ MH-P Shape
Model D Scratch SR-UNet Scene
Model E Scratch MH-V Scene
Model F ✓ MH-V Scene

Models ScanObjectNN ShapeNetPart S3DIS Area5

Model A 77.9 85.1 -
Model B 85.9 86.0 -
Model C 87.8 87.1 -
Model D - - 68.2
Model E - - 70.3
Model F - - 72.7

Table 7: Ablations for network design (§4.4).
We report Overall Accuracy (%) on ScanOb-
jectNN (PB_T50_RS), Instance mIoU (%) on
ShapeNetPart, and mIoU (%) on S3DIS Area5.

Models Backbone S1 S2 S3 S4

Model G MH-P ✓/✓ ✓/✓
Model H MH-P ✓/✓ ✓/✓ ✓/✓
Model I MH-P ✓/✓ ✓/✓ ✓/✓ ✓/✓
Model J MH-P ✓/ ✓/ ✓/✓ ✓/✓
Model K MH-P ✓/ ✓/ ✓/ ✓/✓
Model L MH-V ✓/✓ ✓/✓
Model M MH-V ✓/✓ ✓/✓ ✓/✓
Model N MH-V ✓/✓ ✓/✓ ✓/✓ ✓/✓
Model O MH-V ✓/ ✓/ ✓/✓ ✓/✓
Model P MH-V ✓/ ✓/ ✓/ ✓/✓

Models ScanObjectNN ShapeNetPart S3DIS Area5

Model G 82.3 85.4 -
Model H 85.6 86.3 -
Model I 87.8 87.1 -
Model J 87.4 86.8 -
Model K 87.1 86.6 -
Model L - - 62.3
Model M - - 68.4
Model N - - 72.7
Model O - - 72.0
Model P - - 71.6

jectNN, Model B aggregates deep semantic features at multiple scales, outperforming
Model A. This proves that MH-P is a strong backbone. For high-resolution tasks, we
benefit from the design of multi-scale feature aggregation with high-resolution mapping.
Both Model B and E exhibit better performance than Model A and D. Compared to
training-from-scratch baselines, Model C achieves improvements of 1.9% and 1.1% on
ScanObjectNN and ShapeNetPart, respectively. Model F demonstrated a 2.4% improve-
ment on S3DIS compared to Model E. This highlights the efficacy of our proposed
pre-training strategy, i.e., S2SS and PPC, for high-resolution tasks.
Network Design. Then we present the performance of models that have different network
designs. We have investigated four scales, denoted as S1=2, S2=4, S3=8, and S4=16.
The upper part of Tab. 7 details the configurations of scales. Specifically, whether to
use a certain scale and whether to integrate its feature into the final output. Model G-K
are pre-trained on ShapeNet[84] with PPC. Model L-P synthesize pseudo scene with
S2SS on ShapeNet[84] under the supervision of PPC. In the lower part of Tab.7, we
report the performance. MH-P and MH-V achieve optimal performance when using four
scales. Comparing Model G-K and Model L-P, we find that integrating high-resolution
features from multiple scales into the final output results in improved performance. This
aligns with the key advantages discussed in §1.
Pre-Training Data for Scene-Level Task. Furthermore, we have conducted research
on pre-training data for the scene-level task (S3DIS Area5). Model Q, R, S, and T have
all used MH-V as the backbone and have been pre-trained on ShapeNet (shape data),
pseudo scenes made of ShapeNet (scene data), ScanNet from PointContrast[29] (scene
data), and pseudo scenes made of UHD (scene data), respectively. Model Q shows
only marginal improvement compared to Model E (refer to Tab. 6). Pre-training on
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Table 8: Ablation study on pre-training data
for the scene-level task (§4.4). We report mIoU
(%) on S3DIS Area5.

Models Backbone Data Type Source S3DIS Area5

Model Q MH-V Shape ShapeNet[84] 70.5
Model R MH-V Scene ShapeNet[84] 72.7
Model S MH-V Scene ScanNet[29] 73.5
Model T MH-V Scene UHD[28] 74.1

Table 9: Ablation study for M (§4.4). We re-
port OA (%) on ScanObjectNN, Inst. mIoU (%)
on ShapeNetPart, and mIoU (%) on S3DIS.

M ScanObjectNN ShapeNetPart S3DIS Area5

1 86.8 86.2 70.5
2 87.4 86.7 71.1
4 87.8 87.1 71.9
6 87.7 86.9 72.7
8 87.7 86.7 72.5

10 87.6 87.0 72.6

shape-level data exhibit minimal potential in downstream scene-level tasks. However,
Model R demonstrates significantly enhanced performance compared to Model Q,
indicating the effectiveness of S2SS. Additionally, Model T even outperforms Model
S (pre-training on ScanNet) with larger shape-level datasets (i.e., UHD and LHD[28]).
Considering the time-consuming preprocessing required for generating matched pairs
in PointContrast[29], our approach can be integrated into the training process to obtain
matched pairs in running time, which is highly valuable.
Number of Shapes M . Finally, we conduct ablation experiments to explore M in S2SS
on three downstream tasks. The pre-training settings, including pre-training data, S2SS,
MH-P/V, loss function, etc., remain consistent with Model I and N. In downstream
shape-level tasks, the pre-trained model demonstrates its peak performance at M =4.
In contrast, for scene-level segmentation, the optimal performance of the pre-trained
model is observed at M=6. When it comes to larger values of M , neither Model I nor
N show improved performance. Intuitively, we attribute this to the number of matched
pairs utilized for the contrastive loss. However, indiscriminately increasing the number
of matched pairs entails in increased resource and time consumption [29], hence we
empirically set M=4 for Model I and M=6 for Model N.

5 Conclusion

In summary, our research introduces S2S, a novel 3D scene representation learning
method. By leveraging readily available 3D shape datasets and introducing innovative
architectural designs, data strategies, and loss functions, S2S overcomes the data desert
issue and bridges the gap between shape-level and scene-level datasets. This approach
demonstrates remarkable adaptability and transferability across both shape-level and
scene-level datasets, as evidenced by the impressive performance achieved on eight
well-established benchmarks. S2S represents a significant step forward in addressing
the challenges faced by current 3D SSL for scene understanding. However, despite its
notable achievements, challenges still lie ahead, particularly in extending the application
of S2S to broader 3D contexts, such as open-world scene understanding. Expanding
S2S’s capabilities to encompass these more complex scenarios will require further
research and innovation. We intend to delve into these challenges in our future research.
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Supplementary Material
In this supplementary material, we provide the following sections to enhance compre-

hension of the main paper. The experiment setting is elaborated in §A. Subsequently, §B
presents details of the network structure for MH-V in the context of 3D object detection
and semantic segmentation, as well as the point-point contrastive loss (PPC). Finally, the
limitations and social impact are discussed in §C.

A Experiment Setting

A.1 License of Assets

PointGPT [28]1 has been released under an MIT license. VoteNet [91]2 has also been
implemented under an MIT license. The experiments involve publicly available datasets
that have been widely applied for 3D research. ModelNet40 [15]3, ShapeNet [84]4,
ShapeNetPart [36]5, and S3DIS [14]6 have custom licenses that only allow academic use.
Synthia4D [38]7 is published under the Creative Commons Attribution-NonCommercial-
ShareAlike 3.0 License. ScanObjectNN dataset [16]8 is released under the ‘ScanOb-
jectNN Terms of Use’. ScanNetv2 [13] is released under the ‘ScanNet Terms of Use’9.
We use the SemanticKITTI dataset [37] under the permission of its creators and authors
by registering at the competition website10. The unlabeled hybrid dataset (UHD) and la-
beled hybrid dataset (LHD) are built upon ModelNet40 [15], PartNet [95], ShapeNet [84],
S3DIS [14], ScanObjectNN [16], SUN RGB-D [96], and Semantic3D [85]11, following
the licenses of each dataset.

A.2 Experimental Environment

Software and hardware environment:

– CUDA version: 10.1
– cuDNN version: 7.6.3
– PyTorch version: 1.7.0
– GPU: Nvidia Tesla V100, 32GB VRAM
– CPU: Intel(R) Xeon(R) Gold 6132 CPU @ 2.60GHz

1 https://github.com/CGuangyan-BIT/PointGPT/
2 https://github.com/facebookresearch/votenet/
3 https://modelnet.cs.princeton.edu/
4 https://shapenet.org//
5 https://cs.stanford.edu/~ericyi/project_page/part_annotation/
6 http://buildingparser.stanford.edu/dataset.html
7 https://synthia-dataset.net/
8 https://hkust-vgd.github.io/scanobjectnn/
9 https://kaldir.vc.in.tum.de/scannet/ScanNet_TOS.pdf

10 https://codalab.lisn.upsaclay.fr/competitions/6280
11 https://github.com/CGuangyan-BIT/PointGPT

https://github.com/CGuangyan-BIT/PointGPT/
https://github.com/facebookresearch/votenet/
https://modelnet.cs.princeton.edu/
https://shapenet.org//
https://cs.stanford.edu/~ericyi/project_page/part_annotation/
http://buildingparser.stanford.edu/dataset.html
https://synthia-dataset.net/
https://hkust-vgd.github.io/scanobjectnn/
https://kaldir.vc.in.tum.de/scannet/ScanNet_TOS.pdf
https://codalab.lisn.upsaclay.fr/competitions/6280
https://github.com/CGuangyan-BIT/PointGPT
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Fig. A1: Illustration for transferring from shape data to scene-level downstream tasks, i.e.,
Shape2Scene (§ B). (a) shows the pre-training of MH-V backbone for semantic segmentation
task; (b) shows the downstream semantic segmentation tasks; (c) shows the pre-training of MH-V
backbone for object detection task; and (d) shows the downstream object detection tasks. (Best
viewed with zoom-in.)

B Voxel-based MH Backbone (MH-V)

Figs. A1 (a-d) demonstrate the pre-training and fine-tuning of MH-V for scene-level
downstream tasks, encompassing 3D semantic segmentation and object detection tasks.
The pre-training data is obtained by S2SS. Eq. (1) represents PPC. The details of S2SS
and PPC can be found in the main paper.

B.1 MH-V for 3D Semantic Segmentation

Fig.A1 (a) visually demonstrates the pre-training process of MH-V backbone for the
semantic segmentation task. It is constructed atop four MH modules (as referenced in
Fig.2 (d) of the main paper). These modules are configured to operate at scales of 2, 4, 8,
and 16, respectively. Specifically, within the MH module designated for scale S, its input
derives from the output xs′ of the former MH module (with a scale of S′). Additionally,
xs transitions into the input for the subsequent MH module. Similar to MH-P backbone,
high-resolution mapping is implemented within each MH module, seamlessly integrating
all xhs as the input for the point head. This innovative architecture empowers MH-V
with direct access to high-resolution data and integrated features spanning various scales.
Subsequent to the pre-training phase, we apply MH-V backbone to the downstream
semantic segmentation task, as illustrated Fig.A1 (b).

B.2 MH-V for 3D Object Detection

Figs.A1 (c-d) show the MH-V backbone for pre-training and the downstream object
detection task, respectively. The backbone is built on the top of four MH modules (see
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Fig. 2 (d) in the main paper). The modules are operated at scales of 2, 4, 8, and 16,
respectively. The MH module used here shares the same structure as the one employed
in the semantic segmentation task. The difference lies in that the integration of x4, xh8 ,
and xh16 is taken as the input of point head. The high-resolution features, at a scale of 4,
are mapped from features on scales of 8 and 16. This is because the 3D object detection
task focuses on region-level features. Moreover, 4,096 points at a scale of 4 are randomly
selected and then applied to generate point pairs for Eq. (1). After the pre-training phase,
we apply MH-V as the backbone and use the vote & proposal module [91] to detect
objects, as illustrated in Fig.A1 (d).

B.3 Pseudo-Code for Point-Point Contrastive Loss

Here, we present a PyTorch-style pseudo-code for point-point contrastive loss (PPC).

Algorithm 1 Pseudo-code of PPC.

1 # Z_1, Z_2: features for matched points between view 1 and view 2: (M x 2048, C)
2 # t: temperature
3 # Ns: subsampling size for point features.
4

5 # mark each point
6 mark = torch.arange(M).repeat_interleave(2048)
7 mark = mark.view(-1,1)
8 pairs = torch.eq(mark,mark.T)
9 # get positive pairs

10 pos_pair = torch.where(pairs==True)
11 # get subsampling indexes
12 pos_pair_num = pos_pair[0].shape[0]
13 inds = random.sample(range(pos_pair_num), Ns)
14 # get subsample point features
15 Z_1 = Z_1[pos_pair[0][inds],:]
16 Z_2 = Z_2[pos_pair[1][inds],:]
17 sim = torch.mm(Z_1,Z_2.T) # Ns x Ns
18 labels = torch.arange(Ns)
19 loss = CrossEntropyLoss(sim/t,labels)

C Limitation and Social Impact

C.1 Limitation

We have extensively researched three classical shape-level downstream tasks and five
scene-level benchmarks: S3DIS [14], Synthia4D[38], ScanNet v2[13], and Semantic-
KITTI [37]. Our research has narrowed the gap between 3D shape and scene-level
datasets. However, there are remaining challenges, including expanding S2S’s applica-
tions to broader 3D scenarios, encompassing more challenging open-world scenes. Open
world of point clouds (see [97, 98]) is a new downstream task, S2S may be helpful for
it. We will address this challenges and conduct research on open-world 3D perception
tasks, such as on ScanNet v2[97] and SemanticKITTI[98], in our future work.
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C.2 Social Impact

With the potential emergence of large-scale shape-level datasets, exploring research
using a pretext task grounded in these datasets gains increased significance. Within real-
world contexts, endeavors concentrating on scene-level perception are closely linked to
augmented reality, urban planning, and autonomous vehicles. This research contributes
to bridging the divide between shape-level and scene-level datasets. It holds promise for
advancing various facets of 3D technologies, spanning from 3D self-supervised learning
to scene comprehension and beyond.
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