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Abstract

Test-time adaptation (TTA) of 3D point clouds is crucial
for mitigating discrepancies between training and testing
samples in real-world scenarios, particularly when han-
dling corrupted point clouds. LiDAR data, for instance,
can be affected by sensor failures or environmental fac-
tors, causing domain gaps. Adapting models to these dis-
tribution shifts online is crucial, as training for every pos-
sible variation is impractical. Existing methods often focus
on fine-tuning pre-trained models based on self-supervised
learning or pseudo-labeling, which can lead to forgetting
valuable source domain knowledge over time and reduce
generalization on future tests. In this paper, we introduce
a novel 3D test-time adaptation method, termed 3DD-TTA,
which stands for 3D Denoising Diffusion Test-Time Adap-
tation. This method uses a diffusion strategy that adapts
input point cloud samples to the source domain while keep-
ing the source model parameters intact. The approach uses
a Variational Autoencoder (VAE) to encode the corrupted
point cloud into a shape latent and latent points. These
latent points are corrupted with Gaussian noise and sub-
jected to a denoising diffusion process. During this pro-
cess, both the shape latent and latent points are updated to
preserve fidelity, guiding the denoising toward generating
consistent samples that align more closely with the source
domain. We conduct extensive experiments on the ShapeNet
dataset and investigate its generalizability on ModelNet40
and ScanObjectNN, achieving state-of-the-art results. The
code has been released at https://github.com/
hamidreza-dastmalchi/3DD-TTA.

1. Introduction
Point cloud processing has recently gained much atten-

tion and is critical in various computer vision applications
[13, 27, 29, 53, 55]. Although significant progress has been
made in this field [27, 29, 53, 57], much of the research has
focused on controlled environments where the domain gap
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Figure 1. Reconstruction of corrupted point clouds using the pro-
posed 3DD-TTA method.

between training and testing samples is minimal. However,
real-world scenarios often feature test samples that devi-
ate from the training domain. For example, LiDAR point
cloud data may be compromised by sensor failures or en-
vironmental factors, creating a domain gap that could lead
to decreased performance. Moreover, distribution shifts in
3D data can vary greatly, rendering it infeasible to train net-
works for every possible test-time variation in point clouds.
Therefore, it is crucial to efficiently adapt the models to un-
predictable distribution shifts during the test stage in an on-
line manner.

Current approaches for test-time adaptation often involve
fine-tuning the parameters of a pre-trained source model
during inference. Some methods [6, 47, 49] utilize pseudo-
labeling, adjusting the source model using pseudo-labels
generated from test samples. Other techniques [7,19,22] ap-
ply self-supervised learning to update the model for new test
instances. However, both strategies face a common chal-
lenge: they may initially perform well but risk forgetting
valuable source domain knowledge over time. It promotes
error accumulation during the long TTA process. This can
diminish the model’s generalization ability, leading to sub-
par performance on future test samples.

Unlike previous TTA methods [6,7,19,22,47,49], which

1

ar
X

iv
:2

41
1.

14
49

5v
1 

 [
cs

.C
V

] 
 2

1 
N

ov
 2

02
4

https://github.com/hamidreza-dastmalchi/3DD-TTA
https://github.com/hamidreza-dastmalchi/3DD-TTA


Noise Perturbation

𝐂𝐃 (× 𝟏𝟎−𝟒)𝐂𝐃 (× 𝟏𝟎−𝟒)

𝐅
𝐫𝐞
𝐪
𝐮
𝐞
𝐧
𝐜𝐲

𝐅
𝐫𝐞
𝐪
𝐮
𝐞
𝐧
𝐜𝐲

CD , CD ,

Figure 2. In the TTA setting, the source model encounters corrupted 3D point clouds with an unknown distribution shift, requiring
adaptation without prior knowledge of the corruption type. Our 3DD-TTA approach adds Gaussian noise to the latent points (encoded by a
pre-trained VAE) to reduce their dependence on the initial corruption. The distribution of the Chamfer Distance (CD) between original and
corrupted point clouds—corrupted with uniform noise, Gaussian noise, and RBF [8]—from ShapeNet dataset [3] is shown before (Left)
and after (Right) Gaussian perturbation. After perturbation, the CD distributions for all corruption types overlap, demonstrating corruption
independence.

focus on updating the source model parameters and risk in-
ducing forgetting, [9, 39, 43] introduced an alternative ap-
proach: adapting input test images to the source domain
using deep generative models, such as denoising diffusion
models (DDM) [12,37]. While this approach has proven ef-
fective for 2D images [9,26,39,43], applying it to 3D point
clouds presents a far greater challenge due to the unstruc-
tured nature of point clouds and the inherent difficulty in
preserving their fidelity during the denoising process. De-
spite the growing success of diffusion models for 2D TTA,
no existing method extends this powerful framework to 3D
point clouds—until now.

To this end, we introduce a novel, training-free test-time
adaptation method called 3D Denoising Diffusion Test-
Time Adaptation (3DD-TTA). By training-free, we mean
that the method adapts corrupted point clouds without mod-
ifying or fine-tuning the network parameters during the test
phase. Specifically, our method employs a latent diffusion
model, initially trained on the source domain, to adapt cor-
rupted point clouds back to the source domain (see Figure
1). To enhance time efficiency, we reduced the computa-
tional overhead of our adaptation method by using a De-
noising Diffusion Implicit Model (DDIM) [38], which skips
denoising steps without major performance loss. Since
point clouds typically lack high-frequency content, fewer
denoising steps are sufficient to maintain performance. Be-
fore applying the reverse diffusion process in the latent
space, we add Gaussian noise to the latent points (obtained
from a VAE network) to reduce their dependence on vari-
ations in data distribution (see Figure 2). To guide the de-
noising process and ensure it does not generate an inconsis-
tent point cloud, we employ a modified Chamfer distance,
termed Selective Chamfer Distance (SCD). The SCD mea-

sures the discrepancy between the original and predicted la-
tent points at each time step, with updates made based on
the gradient of this distance. This method improves fidelity
while accommodating variations in the latent points. Ulti-
mately, we obtain a refined point cloud that is better aligned
with the source domain, preserving the essential charac-
teristics necessary for accurate classification. This align-
ment allows the source classifier to leverage its pre-trained
knowledge more effectively, resulting in improved accuracy
and reliability during the classification process.

In summary, our contributions are: (1) The paper intro-
duces a novel, training-free method called 3D Denoising
Diffusion Test-Time Adaptation (3DD-TTA), which adapts
corrupted point clouds rather than altering network parame-
ters. To the best of our knowledge, we are the first to employ
denoising diffusion models for TTA of 3D point clouds. (2)
We generate corruption-irrelevant latent points by introduc-
ing Gaussian noise to perturb latent points, which serve as
inputs to a pre-trained latent diffusion model. This model
then denoises the perturbed latent points iteratively through
the reverse process, effectively restoring their alignment
with the source domain characteristics. (3) We introduced a
modified Chamfer distance, named Selective Chamfer Dis-
tance (SCD), to increase the fidelity during the reverse dif-
fusion process. The SCD allows for targeted updates to
the latent points and shape latent, ensuring that fidelity is
maintained while also permitting necessary variations. This
mechanism improves the model’s adaptability in handling
corrupted data, ensuring more accurate reconstructions. (4)
We conduct extensive experiments validating the approach
on ShapeNet [3] ModelNet40 [52], and ScanObjectNN [44]
achieving new state-of-the-art results.

2



2. Related Work
Point Cloud Processing: PointNet [28], a pioneering work
by Qi et al., marked the beginning of using multi-layer per-
ceptron (MLP) networks for processing 3D point clouds.
However, this initial method did not capture the intricate lo-
cal structures inherent in the input data. To overcome this
limitation, subsequent advancements like PointNet++ [30]
were introduced, employing hierarchical feature extraction
to better capture local information. Building on this, vari-
ous studies [1,4,5,15,18,25,32,51,54] have proposed con-
volutional strategies to extract local information. Concur-
rently, other research efforts [46, 50, 56] have represented
point clouds as graph vertices, enabling feature extraction
in spatial or spectral domains. For instance, DGCNN [50]
constructs graphs in feature space and dynamically updates
them using MLPs for each edge. In contrast, PointGCN [56]
employs k-nearest neighbors to generate graphs directly
from point clouds, efficiently capturing local information.

Diffusion Models: Denoising Diffusion Models (DDMs)
[12, 37] are a class of generative models that synthesize
data by systematically reversing the forward diffusion pro-
cess. This reverse process effectively transforms noisy in-
puts into high-quality outputs that align closely with the
original data distribution. DDMs are especially noted for
their ability to generate intricate images and complex data
forms [23, 31, 33–35]. Applying generative models to point
clouds provides a powerful framework for unsupervised
representation learning, effectively capturing data distribu-
tion. However, the development of diffusion models for 3D
point clouds lags behind their image counterparts, largely
due to the challenges posed by the irregular sampling pat-
terns of point clouds in 3D space [20]. However, a few
diffusion models have been introduced for 3D point clouds
[2, 20, 45, 58]. The LION model [45] distinguishes itself
by applying a diffusion model to a hierarchical latent space,
combining the global shape latent and local latent points to
enhance expressivity and performance. We leveraged this
latent diffusion model for the TTA task, utilizing its hierar-
chical framework to effectively adapt 3D point clouds.

Test-Time Adaptation: Test-time adaptation (TTA) adapts
a source-trained model to a new target domain during in-
ference without access to the source data. Common strate-
gies include fine-tuning with an unsupervised loss on un-
labeled target samples, generally designed for image do-
main adaptation. TTT [41] uses a self-supervised proxy
task, while TENT [48] updates batch normalization param-
eters by minimizing model response entropy. Similarly,
SHOT [16] minimizes prediction entropy. TTT++ [19] adds
a self-supervised branch with contrastive learning. MM-
TTA [36] merges predictions from multiple modalities us-
ing intra- and inter-modules for pseudo-labels. DSS [49]
addresses noisy pseudo-labels with dynamic thresholding

and learning processes. For 3D point clouds, several TTA
methods are specifically designed. MATE [22] employs
masked autoencoding for robustness to distribution shifts
in 3D point clouds. Hatem et al. [11] uses meta-learning
for point cloud upsampling. Point-TTA [10] adapts model
parameters instance-specifically during inference for point
cloud registration. In contrast to the fine-tuning methods,
the authors in [9] proposed a data-driven approach for TTA
of 2D images using DDMs. Similarly, [39, 43] employed
diffusion models with structural guidance to enhance gen-
eralization for 2D image adaptation. In this work, we intro-
duce a novel approach for TTA in 3D point clouds, lever-
aging a latent diffusion model with 3D shape guidance to
address different distribution shifts.

3. Method
Problem Formulation: Consider corrupted point

clouds, each containing n points x̃ ∈ Rn×3, belonging to
a target domain Qt. We have a classifier pc and a diffusion
model ϵθ, both trained on original point clouds x ∈ Rn×3

from a source domain Qs, where a domain gap exists be-
tweenQt andQs. The goal during test-time adaptation is to
improve classifier accuracy on the corrupted data by adapt-
ing it back toQs using ϵθ, without accessing the source data
or modifying the classifier pc.

3.1. Preliminaries

Denoising Diffusion Models: Denoising diffusion mod-
els (DDMs) [12, 37] are generative models that learn the
data distribution q(x) by reversing a forward diffusion pro-
cess. In this process, Gaussian noise is progressively added
to the data in a Markovian manner, and the model is trained
to recover the original data from this noisy sequence. The
forward diffusion process is defined as:

q(x1:T |x0) :=

T∏
t=1

q(xt|xt−1),

q(xt|xt−1) := N
(

xt;
√
1− βtxt−1, βtI

) (1)

Here, T denotes the number of diffusion steps.
q(xt|xt−1) represents the Gaussian transition distribution,
and β1, ..., βT constitute a variance schedule. The choice
of βt aims to ensure that the chain approximately con-
verges to a standard Gaussian distribution after T steps, i.e.,
q(xT ) ≈ N (0, I). According to the Markov chain property,
for any intermediate timestep t, we have:

q(xt|x0) = N
(
xt;
√
ᾱtx0, (1− ᾱt)I

)
,

xt =
√
ᾱtx0 +

√
1− ᾱtϵ

(2)

where ᾱt :=
∏t

s=1(1− βs) and ϵ is drawn from a stan-
dard Gaussian distribution. Similarly, the generative pro-
cess is modeled as a Gaussian transition with a learned
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mean µθ:

pθ(xt−1|xt) = N
(
xt−1;µθ(xt, t), σ

2
t I
)

(3)

Here, σt is typically a predefined constant associated
with the variance schedule, and µθ(xt, t) is parameterized
by a denoising U-Net, denoted by ϵθ(xt, t), with the follow-
ing equivalence [12]:

µθ(xt, t) =
1
√
αt

(
xt −

1− αt√
1− ᾱt

ϵθ(xt, t)

)
(4)

The denoising network is trained by minimizing the vari-
ational upper bound on the negative log-likelihood of the
data x0 under pθ(x0:T ). This objective can be succinctly
expressed as:

min
θ

Et∼U{1,T},x0∼p(x0),xt∼q(xt|x0)

[
1

2
||ϵ− ϵθ(xt, t)||22

]
(5)

Latent Diffusion Model for 3D Point Cloud: In this study,
we employ the hierarchical latent diffusion model (LION)
proposed in [45] as the backbone for the TTA task. The
LION model leverages a VAE network composed of two
hierarchical encoders and one decoder. The first encoder,
denoted as qz(z0|x), converts the input point cloud x into
an abstract latent vector z0 ∈ RDz , referred to as the
shape latent. Subsequently, another encoder, denoted as
qh(h0|z0, x), maps the input point cloud to a point cloud-
structured latent space, represented by h0 ∈ R4×n, referred
to as the latent points. Here, the first three dimensions repre-
sent the xyz-coordinates, and the last dimension represents
an additional feature. Additionally, two denoising diffusion
networks denoted by ϵz (zt, t) and ϵh (ht, z0, t) are trained
to model the shape latent and latent points, respectively. Fi-
nally, the decoder denoted by pd(x|z0,h0) takes the shape
latent and latent points as inputs and maps them back to the
point cloud. This generative framework is trained in two
stages. In the first stage, the encoders and the decoder are
simultaneously trained to maximize the variational lower
bound over the data log-likelihood:

LELBO = Ep(x),qz(z0|x),qh(h0|x,z0)

[
log pd (x | z0,h0)

− γzDKL (qz (z0 | x) | p (z0))

− γhDKL (qh (h0 | z0, x) | p (h0))
] (6)

Here, p(z0) and p(h0) denote the Gaussian priors im-
posed on shape latent and latent points, respectively. In the
second stage, the two latent diffusion models are trained
on the encodings z0 and h0 sampled from qz(z0|x) and
qh(h0|z0, x), minimizing the following loss functions:

LSMz
= Et,ϵ,p(x),qz(z0|x) ∥ϵ− ϵz (zt, t)∥22 ,

LSMh
= Et,ϵ,p(x),qz(z0|x),qh(h0|x,z0) ∥ϵ− ϵh (ht, z0, t)∥22

(7)

3.2. Model Overview

We provide an overview of the proposed diffusion-based
TTA method, as illustrated in Figure 3. Starting with a cor-
rupted test point cloud x̃ from domain Qt, our objective is
to adapt the data back to the source domain Qs to improve
the performance of a classifier pc trained on Qs. Leverag-
ing the LION model [45], the input point cloud x̃ is first
encoded into a shape latent and latent points, represented
as z0 and h0, respectively. The latent points h0 are then
perturbed with Gaussian noise ϵ ∈ N (0, I) at the tw time
step using Eq. 2. The noisy latent points undergo tw it-
erations of denoising through the diffusion network until
they sufficiently revert to resemble the source domain point
cloud. The denoising process is guided by minimizing our
proposed Selective Chamfer Distance (SCD), between the
predicted and the original latent points to enhance fidelity,
which is denoted by lλcd, where λ is a hyperparameter con-
trolling the strictness of the similarity enforcement. In ad-
dition, the shape latent z0 is updated in the direction of the
SCD gradient to improve the conditional signal it provides
to the diffusion model during the denoising process. Finally,
after tw steps of denoising, the rectified latent points hr

0 are
decoded to generate the adapted point cloud.

3.3. Denoising Diffusion-based Adaption Method

Initially, the corrupted point cloud x̃ is decoded into the
shape latent z0 and latent points h0 using the corresponding
encoders, qz(.) and qh(.), respectively:

z0 ∼ qz (z0 | x̃) , h0 ∼ qh (h0 | z0, x̃) (8)

To achieve effective test-time adaptation, the model must
remain agnostic to various distribution shifts. To this end,
we perturb the latent points with Gaussian noise through
the tw ∈ (0, T ) forward steps to neutralize the effects
of different corruptions: htw =

√
ᾱtwh0 +

√
1− ᾱtwϵ,

where htw denotes the perturbed latent points and ϵ is
drawn from a standard Gaussian distribution. Following
this, the added noise is estimated using the denoising net-
work ϵh(htw , z0, t). Subsequently, the latent points of the
previous time step (htw−1) are estimated using the DDIM
[38] sampling technique, guided by a regularization term
denoted asR:

htw−1 =
√
ᾱtw−1h̄0 +

√
1− ᾱtw−1ϵh(htw , z0, tw) + ηR

(9)
The first two terms in Eq. 9 constitute the non-markovian
deterministic process in DDIM. The regularization term
aims to align the predicted latent points to the original ones.
h̄0 denotes the estimated original latent points using the fol-
lowing equation:

h̄0 =
ht −

√
1− ᾱtϵh(htw , z0, t)√

ᾱt
(10)
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Figure 3. Given a corrupted test point cloud x̃, we adapt it to the source domain to improve classifier pc. Using the LION model [45], the
point cloud is encoded into shape latent z0 and latent points h0. The latent points h0, perturbed with Gaussian noise, are progressively
denoised over tw iterations. During denoising, both shape latent and latent points are updated to minimize the SCD distancelλcd. After
denoising, the latent points are decoded into the adapted point cloud and passed to the classifier pc for prediction.

We introduce and employ the gradient of the Selective
Chamfer distance (SCD) denoted as lλcd, with respect to
htw−1 as the regularization term: R = −∇htw−1 l

λ
cd.

Employing this regularization term along with the de-
terministic denoising process ensures that the latent points
are refined towards a coarse representation of original latent
points. Since the original latent points are corrupted, we
avoid perfect alignment by considering a fraction of latent
points in the SCD distance (lλcd). To compute lλcd, we sum
the lowest λ% of the sorted minimum squared distances be-
tween the two point sets, reducing the influence of outliers
and focusing on coarse similarities. :

lλcd (h0, h̄0) =
1

|h0|
∑

lowerλ(sort(Dh0
))

+
1

|h̄0|
∑

lowerλ(sort(Dh̄0
))

(11)

where Dh0
=

{
minh̄∈h̄0

∥h− h̄∥22 : ∀h ∈ h0

}
and

Dh̄0
=

{
minh∈h0 ∥h̄− h∥22 : ∀h̄ ∈ h̄0

}
.

Additionally, given that the initial shape latent z0, ob-
tained from the input point cloud, potentially leads to inac-
curate guidance for the denoising network, we propose an
adjustment over the shape latent using the gradient descent
technique. The update formula is expressed as:

z0 ← z0 − γ∇z0lλcd (12)

This gradient descent-based updating technique ensures
that the shape latent is adjusted in a direction that enhances
the denoising process, resulting in improved alignment be-
tween the denoised and the original latent points.

Algorithm 1 The algorithm for the proposed 3DD-TTA.

1: Input: Corrupted point cloud x̃, shape encoder qz(.), latent
point encoder qh(.), decoder pd(.), diffusion prior ϵh(.), and
source classifier pc(.)

2: z0 ∼ qz (z0 | x̃) ▷ obtain the shape latent
3: h0 ∼ qh (h0 | z0, x̃) ▷ obtain the latent points
4: htw ←

√
ᾱtw h0 +

√
1− ᾱtwϵ ▷ perturb the latent points

5: for t← tw...1 do:
6: ϵt ← ϵh(ht, z0, t) ▷ estimate the diffusion noise by ϵh(.)

7: h̄0 ← ht−
√
1−ᾱtϵt√
ᾱt

▷ estimate original latent points

8: lλcd = CDλ(h̄0, h0) ▷ compute SCD distance
9: z0 ← z0 − γ∇z0 l

λ
cd ▷ update the shape latent

10: ht−1 ←
√
ᾱt−1h̄0 +

√
1− ᾱt−1ϵt − η∇ht l

λ
cd ▷ obtain

the latent points for previous time step
11: x← pd(x|z0, h0) ▷ reconstruct the point cloud
12: c ∼ pc(c|x) ▷ pass the point cloud to the source classifier

We iteratively apply the denoising steps following the
update rules in Eq. 9 and 12. This process is repeated
up to tw times to approximate h0 and z0. Finally, we de-
code the denoised latent points using the decoder: x ∼
pd (x | z0,h0). The reconstructed point cloud x is then fed
into the source classifier pc to determine the final class la-
bel: c ∼ pc(x).

The proposed 3DD-TTA method is summarized in Al-
gorithm 1. Extensive experiments show that our adap-
tation method effectively restores corrupted point clouds
to the source domain while remaining agnostic to corrup-
tion types, significantly improving the performance of the
source classifier.
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Table 1. Classification accuracies on ShapeNet-c. Point-MAE [24], as trained in [22], serves as the source classifier denoted as src. The
highest accuracy is in bold, while the second-best is underlined.

Methods uni gauss back impu ups rbf rbf-i den-d den-i shear rot cut dist occ lidar Mean
Point-MAE (src) [24] 72.5 66.4 15.0 60.6 72.8 72.6 73.4 85.2 85.8 74.1 42.8 84.3 71.7 8.4 4.3 59.3
DUA [21] 76.1 70.1 14.3 60.9 76.2 71.6 72.9 80.0 83.8 77.1 57.5 75.0 72.1 11.9 12.1 60.8
TTT-Rot [42] 74.6 72.4 23.1 59.9 74.9 73.8 75.0 81.4 82.0 69.2 49.1 79.9 72.7 14.0 12.0 60.9
SHOT [17] 44.8 42.5 12.1 37.6 45.0 43.7 44.2 48.4 49.4 45.0 32.6 46.3 39.1 6.2 5.9 36.2
T3A [14] 70.0 60.5 6.5 40.7 67.8 67.2 68.5 79.5 79.9 72.7 42.9 79.1 66.8 7.7 5.6 54.4
TENT [47] 44.5 42.9 12.4 38.0 44.6 43.3 44.3 48.7 49.4 45.7 34.8 48.6 43.0 10.0 10.9 37.4
MATE-S [22] 77.8 74.7 4.3 66.2 78.6 76.3 75.3 86.1 86.6 79.2 56.1 84.1 76.1 12.3 13.1 63.1
3DD-TTA (ours) 81.6 80.7 77.6 77.2 85.4 76.5 75.3 86.5 88.2 77.2 50.4 85.4 76.5 14.9 14.2 69.8

4. Experiments

Setup: We adopted the hierarchical latent diffusion model
proposed in [45], pre-trained on the ShapeNet dataset [3]
for our 3DD-TTA model. We employed the deterministic
DDIM [38] process over 100 total time steps to accelerate
the denoising process. Our investigation reveals that per-
turbing the latent points with noise corresponding to the 5th
time step and denoising through these five steps is sufficient
to mitigate most of the corruption. For the weights used in
updating the shape latent (γ) and latent points (η), we con-
ducted a grid search and determined that 0.01 is the optimal
setting for both, after testing various configurations. Re-
garding the SCD distance parameter (λ), we analyzed dif-
ferent values and found that λ = 0.96 yields the best per-
formance (refer to Section B in the appendix for more de-
tails). All experiments were conducted on a single NVIDIA
A6000 GPU.

4.1. Datasets and Corruption Methods

ShapeNet-c: ShapeNet [3], a large-scale point cloud
dataset with 51,127 shapes across 55 categories, is used to
train the LION model [45], the backbone of our 3DD-TTA
framework. Thus, we primarily evaluate our TTA model’s
performance on this dataset. For experiments, we applied
15 types of corruptions to the test set using the open-source
ModelNet40-c implementation [40], creating a corrupted
version called ShapeNet-c. Further details about the cor-
ruption function can be found in Appendix A.

ModelNet40-c: ModelNet40-c [40] introduces the
aforementioned 15 typical corruptions to the original test
set of ModelNet40 [52]. We use this dataset to test the gen-
eralization power of the proposed 3DD-TTA approach on
datasets beyond the source datasets.

ScanObjectNN-c: ScanObjectNN [44], a real-world
point cloud dataset with 15 categories, is corrupted using
the same open-source code as ModelNet40-c [40], introduc-
ing 15 corruptions into the test set. We refer to this dataset
as ScanObjectNN-c.

4.2. Baselines

We compared our 3DD-TTA model to the non-adapted
source classifier, PointMAE (src) [24], and six TTA ap-
proaches originally proposed for images, each assuming ac-
cess to a single sample for test-time adaptation. The base-
lines include: (1) SHOT [17], which minimizes output en-
tropy; (2) T3A [14], which learns class-specific prototypes
to replace the pre-trained classifier; (3) TENT [47], which
also minimizes prediction entropy; (4) DUA [21], which
updates batch normalization statistics to adapt at test time;
(5) TTT-Rot [42], which adapts via self-supervised rotation
prediction tasks; and (6) MATE-S [22], which fine-tunes
PointMAE [24] for reconstruction at test time.

4.3. Results

Table 1 compares the performance of various TTA ap-
proaches on the ShapeNet-c dataset for different types of
corruptions. The table clearly shows that the 3DD-TTA
method outperforms the other methods by a significant mar-
gin in most corruption types. In particular, 3DD-TTA ex-
cels at mitigating noise-related corruptions such as uniform,
Gaussian, impulse, and background noise. This effective-
ness is attributed to the denoising capabilities of DDMs
during the reverse diffusion process. Notably, 3DD-TTA
dramatically boosts the source classifier’s performance on
background noise, raising accuracy from 15.0% to 77.6%.
In addition, our 3DD-TTA outperforms other TTA frame-
works on density-based corruptions such as cut-out and
density increase. However, the model faces limitations
in addressing the transformation-based deformations like
shear and rotation. This limitation is due to the training-
free nature of the model, making it challenging to reverse
transformations to their original shape without additional
training. Figure 4 shows the qualitative performance of the
3DD-TTA algorithm in reconstructing the corrupted point
clouds. The model successfully restores the point clouds,
thereby improving the performance of the source classifier.
More qualitative results are provided in Appendix D.
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Figure 4. Qualitative assessment of the proposed test-time adaptation across various corruptions.

Table 2. Classification accuracies on ModelNet40-c. Point-MAE [24], as trained in [22], serves as the source classifier denoted as src. The
highest accuracy is in bold, while the second-best is underlined.

Methods uni gauss back impu ups rbf rbf-i den-d den-i shear rot cut dist occ lidar Mean
Point-MAE (src) [24] 62.4 57.0 32.0 58.8 72.1 61.4 64.2 75.1 80.8 67.6 31.3 70.4 64.8 36.2 29.1 57.6
DUA [21] 65.0 58.5 14.7 48.5 68.8 62.8 63.2 62.1 66.2 68.8 46.2 53.8 64.7 41.2 36.5 54.7
TTT-Rot [42] 61.3 58.3 34.5 48.9 66.7 63.6 63.9 59.8 68.6 55.2 27.3 54.6 64.0 40.0 29.1 53.0
SHOT [17] 29.6 28.2 9.8 25.4 32.7 30.3 30.1 30.9 31.2 32.1 22.8 27.3 29.4 20.8 18.6 26.6
T3A 64.1 62.3 33.4 65.0 75.4 63.2 66.7 57.4 63.0 72.7 32.8 54.4 67.7 39.1 18.3 55.7
TENT [47] 29.2 28.7 10.1 25.1 33.1 30.3 29.1 30.4 31.5 31.8 22.7 27.0 28.6 20.7 19.0 26.5
MATE-S [22] 75.0 71.1 27.5 67.5 78.7 69.5 72.0 79.1 84.5 75.4 44.4 73.6 72.9 39.7 34.2 64.3
3DD-TTA (ours) 77.5 79.1 49.9 80.3 81.8 63.8 66.9 79.3 84.7 63.7 33.4 74.7 68.2 39.9 42.2 65.7

We suggest that our model, built on the LION back-
bone [45], which was pre-trained on the extensive ShapeNet
dataset [3], can effectively generalize to reconstruct cor-
rupted point clouds from other datasets. To validate
this, we conduct experiments on the ModelNet40-c and
ScanObjectNN-c datasets. Table 2 presents the perfor-
mance of various TTA models in addressing different cor-
ruptions within the ModelNet40-c dataset [40]. Notably,
the diffusion model is effective in addressing the noise-
related corruptions in ModelNet40-c dataset [40], despite
being trained on the ShapeNet dataset [3]. Similarly, the
model outperforms other methods in addressing density-
related corruptions but is less effective for transformation-
based corruptions, ranking second or third for these defor-
mations. We also conducted experiments on the corrupted
version of the real-world ScanObjectNN dataset [44], which
inherently suffers from noise, background issues, and oc-
clusion. Table 3 displays the performance of the 3DD-TTA
model on this dataset, demonstrating its strong generaliza-
tion capability to real-world datasets. 3DD-TTA boosts
Point-MAE (source) in most corruption types, showing im-
proved robustness across different corruptions.

4.4. Ablation Study

Number of Denoising Steps for Reconstruction: While
the denoising diffusion network in the original LION [45]
model has been trained with 1000 time steps, we posit that
a total of 100 deterministic DDIM time steps is sufficient
for sampling a point cloud from pure Gaussian noise with-
out compromising point cloud quality. This implies a 10-
step skip for each DDIM step. We base our assumption
on DDIMs’ efficiency in achieving high-quality generation
with fewer steps and the lack of high-frequency details in
point cloud meshes, meaning that reducing denoising steps
should not significantly impact the quality of the generated
point clouds. As the first experiment, we fixed the total
number of DDIM steps to 100 and investigated the opti-
mal number of denoising steps for reconstructing corrupted
point clouds. Our analysis, illustrated in Figure 5 (left),
demonstrates that five denoising steps are sufficient for most
types of corruption. However, for extreme outliers such as
background noise, a more extensive denoising process of up
to 35 steps is required. This is because outliers and isolated
points in the point cloud require significant perturbation to
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Table 3. Classification accuracies on ScanObjectNN-c dataset.

Corruptions: uni gauss back impu ups rbf rbf-i den-d den-i shear rot cut dist occ lidar Mean
Point-MAE (src) [24] 59.0 59.0 57.3 66.6 64.4 73.6 72.9 81.2 82.4 71.9 59.7 78.3 70.7 14.1 11.0 61.5
3DD-TTA (ours) 68.7 68.0 61.1 67.3 74.0 73.0 73.8 78.8 84.7 70.9 59.8 81.4 72.3 14.8 16.5 64.3

𝐀
𝐜𝐜
𝐮
𝐫𝐚

𝐜𝐲

Denoising Steps

𝐀
𝐜𝐜
𝐮
𝐫𝐚

𝐜𝐲

Total DDIM Steps

Figure 5. (left) Accuracy of the source classifier after adaptation using different numbers of denoising steps. (right) Performance of the
model across different numbers of total DDIM steps.

fill the gaps with noise, followed by denoising to return the
point cloud to its natural manifold.
Adaptation Time vs. Number of Denoising Steps: Ta-
ble 4 shows the time duration required for test-time adap-
tation using our method as the number of denoising steps
increases. The adaptation time grows linearly with the num-
ber of denoising steps, ranging from 12 ms for 1 step to 290
ms for 40 steps. As only 5 denoising steps (taking 40 ms)
are sufficient for most corruptions, the proposed method is
efficient, making it suitable for time-sensitive applications.

Table 4. Adaptation time (ms) for different numbers of denoising
steps in the 3DD-TTA method.

# Denoising Steps: 1 5 10 20 30 40
Time Duration (ms) 12 40 74 142 218 290

Number of Total DDIM Steps: In a second experiment,
we investigated the impact of the total number of DDIM
steps to validate our assumption of 100 steps. We chose
the background noise for this analysis because it requires
more denoising steps to resolve, thereby better illustrating
the impact of reducing DDIM steps. We fixed 35 denoising
steps for reconstruction with 100 total DDIM steps, then
varied the total DDIM steps (S) from 0 to 1000, proportion-
ally adjusting the denoising steps to 35*(S/100) to assess
its impact on source classifier performance. Figure 5 (right)
shows that accuracy remains stable with fewer DDIM steps
until around 100 steps, after which a sharp decline occurs.
Based on this, we selected 100 DDIM steps to balance adap-
tation time and accuracy.
Limitation: Our model performs exceptionally well with
just five denoising steps for most types of corruption, mak-
ing it efficient and suitable for time-sensitive applications.

However, severe outliers, such as background noise, may re-
quire up to 35 steps, increasing the processing time for these
cases. Additionally, future work could explore determin-
ing the optimal number of denoising steps adaptively based
on the input point cloud. In addition, while the model ef-
fectively addresses density inconsistencies and noise-based
corruptions, it struggles with transformation-based defor-
mations like rotation and shear. Making parts of the net-
work trainable could help handle both types of corruption
in the future.

5. Conclusion

This paper introduces a novel approach to 3D point
cloud test-time adaptation, addressing the challenge of
managing discrepancies between training and testing sam-
ples, especially in corrupted point clouds. Unlike exist-
ing methods that often fine-tune pre-trained models using
self-supervised learning, the proposed method focuses on
adapting input point cloud samples to the source domain
through a denoising diffusion strategy. By leveraging a dif-
fusion model trained on the source domain, the approach
iteratively denoises the perturbed test point clouds, enhanc-
ing their consistency with the source domain without ad-
justing the model parameters. Incorporating the proposed
updating strategy based on the gradient of the Selective
Chamfer Distance (SCD) ensures the generation of high-
fidelity, noise-free test samples. Extensive experiments con-
ducted on ShapeNet [3], ModelNet40 [52], and ScanOb-
jectNN [44] datasets validate the efficacy of the proposed
approach, demonstrating new state-of-the-art results. This
innovative method not only advances the field of 3D test-
time adaptation but also provides a promising direction for
handling real-world challenges in various domains.
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[6] Mario Döbler, Robert A Marsden, and Bin Yang. Robust
mean teacher for continual and gradual test-time adaptation.
arXiv preprint arXiv:2211.13081, 2022. 1

[7] Hehe Fan, Xiaojun Chang, Wanyue Zhang, Yi Cheng, Ying
Sun, and Mohan Kankanhalli. Self-supervised global-
local structure modeling for point cloud domain adapta-
tion with reliable voted pseudo labels. In Proceedings of
the IEEE/CVF Conference on Computer Vision and Pattern
Recognition, pages 6377–6386, 2022. 1

[8] Davide Forti and Gianluigi Rozza. Efficient geometrical
parametrisation techniques of interfaces for reduced-order
modelling: application to fluid–structure interaction cou-
pling problems. International Journal of Computational
Fluid Dynamics, 28(3-4):158–169, 2014. 2

[9] Jin Gao, Jialing Zhang, Xihui Liu, Trevor Darrell, Evan Shel-
hamer, and Dequan Wang. Back to the source: Diffusion-
driven adaptation to test-time corruption. In Proceedings of
the IEEE/CVF Conference on Computer Vision and Pattern
Recognition, pages 11786–11796, 2023. 2, 3

[10] Ahmed Hatem, Yiming Qian, and Yang Wang. Point-
tta: Test-time adaptation for point cloud registration using
multitask meta-auxiliary learning. In Proceedings of the
IEEE/CVF International Conference on Computer Vision,
pages 16494–16504, 2023. 3

[11] Ahmed Hatem, Yiming Qian, and Yang Wang. Test-time
adaptation for point cloud upsampling using meta-learning.
arXiv preprint arXiv:2308.16484, 2023. 3

[12] Jonathan Ho, Ajay Jain, and Pieter Abbeel. Denoising dif-
fusion probabilistic models. Advances in neural information
processing systems, 33:6840–6851, 2020. 2, 3, 4

[13] Jie Hong, Shi Qiu, Weihao Li, Saeed Anwar, Mehrtash Ha-
randi, Nick Barnes, and Lars Petersson. Pointcam: Cut-
and-mix for open-set point cloud learning. arXiv preprint
arXiv:2212.02011, 2023. 1

[14] Yusuke Iwasawa and Yutaka Matsuo. Test-time classifier
adjustment module for model-agnostic domain generaliza-
tion. Advances in Neural Information Processing Systems,
34:2427–2440, 2021. 6

[15] Yangyan Li, Rui Bu, Mingchao Sun, Wei Wu, Xinhan Di,
and Baoquan Chen. Pointcnn: Convolution on x-transformed
points. In NeurIPS, 2018. 3

[16] Jian Liang, Dapeng Hu, and Jiashi Feng. Do we really need
to access the source data? source hypothesis transfer for un-
supervised domain adaptation. In International conference
on machine learning, pages 6028–6039. PMLR, 2020. 3

[17] Jian Liang, Dapeng Hu, and Jiashi Feng. Do we really need
to access the source data? source hypothesis transfer for un-
supervised domain adaptation. In International conference
on machine learning, pages 6028–6039. PMLR, 2020. 6, 7

[18] Yongcheng Liu, Bin Fan, Shiming Xiang, and Chunhong
Pan. Relation-shape convolutional neural network for point
cloud analysis. In CVPR, 2019. 3

[19] Yuejiang Liu, Parth Kothari, Bastien Van Delft, Bap-
tiste Bellot-Gurlet, Taylor Mordan, and Alexandre Alahi.
Ttt++: When does self-supervised test-time training fail or
thrive? Advances in Neural Information Processing Systems,
34:21808–21820, 2021. 1, 3

[20] Shitong Luo and Wei Hu. Diffusion probabilistic models for
3d point cloud generation. In Proceedings of the IEEE/CVF
Conference on Computer Vision and Pattern Recognition,
pages 2837–2845, 2021. 3

[21] M Jehanzeb Mirza, Jakub Micorek, Horst Possegger, and
Horst Bischof. The norm must go on: Dynamic unsuper-
vised domain adaptation by normalization. In Proceedings
of the IEEE/CVF Conference on Computer Vision and Pat-
tern Recognition, pages 14765–14775, 2022. 6, 7

[22] M Jehanzeb Mirza, Inkyu Shin, Wei Lin, Andreas Schriebl,
Kunyang Sun, Jaesung Choe, Mateusz Kozinski, Horst Pos-
segger, In So Kweon, Kuk-Jin Yoon, et al. Mate: toen-
coders are online 3d test-time learners. In Proceedings of
the IEEE/CVF International Conference on Computer Vi-
sion, pages 16709–16718, 2023. 1, 3, 6, 7

[23] Alex Nichol, Prafulla Dhariwal, Aditya Ramesh, Pranav
Shyam, Pamela Mishkin, Bob McGrew, Ilya Sutskever, and
Mark Chen. Glide: Towards photorealistic image generation
and editing with text-guided diffusion models. arXiv preprint
arXiv:2112.10741, 2021. 3

[24] Yatian Pang, Wenxiao Wang, Francis EH Tay, Wei Liu,
Yonghong Tian, and Li Yuan. Masked autoencoders for point
cloud self-supervised learning. In European conference on
computer vision, pages 604–621. Springer, 2022. 6, 7, 8

[25] Adrien Poulenard, Marie-Julie Rakotosaona, Yann Ponty,
and Maks Ovsjanikov. Effective rotation-invariant point cnn
with spherical harmonics kernels. In 3DV, 2019. 3

9



[26] Mihir Prabhudesai, Tsung-Wei Ke, Alexander Cong Li,
Deepak Pathak, and Katerina Fragkiadaki. Diffusion-tta:
Test-time adaptation of discriminative models via generative
feedback. In Thirty-seventh Conference on Neural Informa-
tion Processing Systems, 2023. 2

[27] Charles R Qi, Hao Su, Kaichun Mo, and Leonidas J Guibas.
Pointnet: Deep learning on point sets for 3d classification
and segmentation. In Proceedings of the IEEE conference
on computer vision and pattern recognition, pages 652–660,
2017. 1

[28] Charles R Qi, Hao Su, Kaichun Mo, and Leonidas J Guibas.
Pointnet: Deep learning on point sets for 3d classification
and segmentation. In CVPR, 2017. 3

[29] Charles R. Qi, Li Yi, Hao Su, and Leonidas J. Guibas.
Pointnet++: Deep hierarchical feature learning on point sets
in a metric space. In Proceedings of the 31st Interna-
tional Conference on Neural Information Processing Sys-
tems, NIPS’17, page 5105–5114, Red Hook, NY, USA,
2017. Curran Associates Inc. 1

[30] Charles Ruizhongtai Qi, Li Yi, Hao Su, and Leonidas J
Guibas. Pointnet++: Deep hierarchical feature learning on
point sets in a metric space. In NeurIPS, 2017. 3

[31] Aditya Ramesh, Prafulla Dhariwal, Alex Nichol, Casey Chu,
and Mark Chen. Hierarchical text-conditional image gen-
eration with clip latents. arXiv preprint arXiv:2204.06125,
1(2):3, 2022. 3

[32] Yongming Rao, Jiwen Lu, and Jie Zhou. Spherical fractal
convolutional neural networks for point cloud recognition.
In CVPR, 2019. 3

[33] Robin Rombach, Andreas Blattmann, Dominik Lorenz,
Patrick Esser, and Björn Ommer. High-resolution image
synthesis with latent diffusion models. In Proceedings of
the IEEE/CVF conference on computer vision and pattern
recognition, pages 10684–10695, 2022. 3

[34] Chitwan Saharia, William Chan, Saurabh Saxena, Lala
Li, Jay Whang, Emily L Denton, Kamyar Ghasemipour,
Raphael Gontijo Lopes, Burcu Karagol Ayan, Tim Salimans,
et al. Photorealistic text-to-image diffusion models with deep
language understanding. Advances in neural information
processing systems, 35:36479–36494, 2022. 3

[35] Axel Sauer, Dominik Lorenz, Andreas Blattmann, and Robin
Rombach. Adversarial diffusion distillation. arXiv preprint
arXiv:2311.17042, 2023. 3

[36] Inkyu Shin, Yi-Hsuan Tsai, Bingbing Zhuang, Samuel
Schulter, Buyu Liu, Sparsh Garg, In So Kweon, and Kuk-Jin
Yoon. Mm-tta: multi-modal test-time adaptation for 3d se-
mantic segmentation. In Proceedings of the IEEE/CVF Con-
ference on Computer Vision and Pattern Recognition, pages
16928–16937, 2022. 3

[37] Jascha Sohl-Dickstein, Eric Weiss, Niru Maheswaranathan,
and Surya Ganguli. Deep unsupervised learning using
nonequilibrium thermodynamics. In International confer-
ence on machine learning, pages 2256–2265. PMLR, 2015.
2, 3

[38] Jiaming Song, Chenlin Meng, and Stefano Ermon.
Denoising diffusion implicit models. arXiv preprint
arXiv:2010.02502, 2020. 2, 4, 6

[39] Kaiyu Song and Hanjiang Lai. Target to source: Guidance-
based diffusion model for test-time adaptation. arXiv
preprint arXiv:2312.05274, 2023. 2, 3

[40] Jiachen Sun, Qingzhao Zhang, Bhavya Kailkhura, Zhiding
Yu, Chaowei Xiao, and Z Morley Mao. Benchmarking ro-
bustness of 3d point cloud recognition against common cor-
ruptions. arXiv preprint arXiv:2201.12296, 2022. 6, 7

[41] Yu Sun, Xiaolong Wang, Zhuang Liu, John Miller, Alexei
Efros, and Moritz Hardt. Test-time training with self-
supervision for generalization under distribution shifts. In
International conference on machine learning, pages 9229–
9248, 2020. 3

[42] Yu Sun, Xiaolong Wang, Zhuang Liu, John Miller, Alexei
Efros, and Moritz Hardt. Test-time training with self-
supervision for generalization under distribution shifts. In
International conference on machine learning, pages 9229–
9248, 2020. 6, 7

[43] Yun-Yun Tsai, Fu-Chen Chen, Albert YC Chen, Junfeng
Yang, Che-Chun Su, Min Sun, and Cheng-Hao Kuo. Gda:
Generalized diffusion for robust test-time adaptation. In Pro-
ceedings of the IEEE/CVF Conference on Computer Vision
and Pattern Recognition, pages 23242–23251, 2024. 2, 3

[44] Mikaela Angelina Uy, Quang-Hieu Pham, Binh-Son Hua,
Duc Thanh Nguyen, and Sai-Kit Yeung. Revisiting point
cloud classification: A new benchmark dataset and classifi-
cation model on real-world data. In International Conference
on Computer Vision (ICCV), 2019. 2, 6, 7, 8

[45] Arash Vahdat, Francis Williams, Zan Gojcic, Or Litany,
Sanja Fidler, Karsten Kreis, et al. Lion: Latent point dif-
fusion models for 3d shape generation. Advances in Neural
Information Processing Systems, 35:10021–10039, 2022. 3,
4, 5, 6, 7

[46] Chu Wang, Babak Samari, and Kaleem Siddiqi. Local spec-
tral graph convolution for point set feature learning. In
ECCV, 2018. 3

[47] Dequan Wang, Evan Shelhamer, Shaoteng Liu, Bruno Ol-
shausen, and Trevor Darrell. Tent: Fully test-time adaptation
by entropy minimization. In International Conference on
Learning Representations, 2021. 1, 6, 7

[48] Dequan Wang, Evan Shelhamer, Shaoteng Liu, Bruno Ol-
shausen, and Trevor Darrell. Tent: Fully test-time adaptation
by entropy minimization. In International Conference on
Learning Representations, 2021. 3

[49] Yanshuo Wang, Jie Hong, Ali Cheraghian, Shafin Rahman,
David Ahmedt-Aristizabal, Lars Petersson, and Mehrtash
Harandi. Continual test-time domain adaptation via dynamic
sample selection. In Proceedings of the IEEE/CVF Win-
ter Conference on Applications of Computer Vision (WACV),
pages 1701–1710, January 2024. 1, 3

[50] Yue Wang, Yongbin Sun, Ziwei Liu, Sanjay E Sarma,
Michael M Bronstein, and Justin M Solomon. Dynamic
graph cnn for learning on point clouds. Acm Transactions
On Graphics (tog), 2019. 3

[51] Wenxuan Wu, Zhongang Qi, and Li Fuxin. PointCONV:
Deep convolutional networks on 3D point clouds. In CVPR,
2019. 3

[52] Zhirong Wu, Shuran Song, Aditya Khosla, Fisher Yu, Lin-
guang Zhang, Xiaoou Tang, and Jianxiong Xiao. 3d

10



shapenets: A deep representation for volumetric shapes. In
Proceedings of the IEEE conference on computer vision and
pattern recognition, pages 1912–1920, 2015. 2, 6, 8

[53] Tiange Xiang, Chaoyi Zhang, Yang Song, Jianhui Yu, and
Weidong Cai. Walk in the cloud: Learning curves for point
clouds shape analysis. In Proceedings of the IEEE/CVF In-
ternational Conference on Computer Vision, pages 915–924,
2021. 1

[54] Yifan Xu, Tianqi Fan, Mingye Xu, Long Zeng, and Yu Qiao.
Spidercnn: Deep learning on point sets with parameterized
convolutional filters. In ECCV, 2018. 3

[55] Renrui Zhang, Liuhui Wang, Yali Wang, Peng Gao, Hong-
sheng Li, and Jianbo Shi. Starting from non-parametric
networks for 3d point cloud analysis. In Proceedings of
the IEEE/CVF Conference on Computer Vision and Pattern
Recognition, pages 5344–5353, 2023. 1

[56] Yingxue Zhang and Michael Rabbat. A graph-cnn for 3d
point cloud classification. In ICASSP, 2018. 3

[57] Hengshuang Zhao, Li Jiang, Jiaya Jia, Philip HS Torr, and
Vladlen Koltun. Point transformer. In Proceedings of the
IEEE/CVF International Conference on Computer Vision,
pages 16259–16268, 2021. 1

[58] Linqi Zhou, Yilun Du, and Jiajun Wu. 3d shape generation
and completion through point-voxel diffusion. In Proceed-
ings of the IEEE/CVF international conference on computer
vision, pages 5826–5835, 2021. 3

11


	. Introduction
	. Related Work
	. Method
	. Preliminaries
	. Model Overview
	. Denoising Diffusion-based Adaption Method

	. Experiments
	. Datasets and Corruption Methods
	. Baselines
	. Results
	. Ablation Study

	. Conclusion

