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Figure 1: Qualitative comparison of current existing and RealPC object point clouds. (a) We show a complete absence
of non-uniformity and noise for the PCN dataset [64], in contrast to multiple levels of non-uniformity (as shown by the
magnified regions) along with noise (bottom two magnifications) in the case of our RealPC dataset. (b) Comparison of
Persistence Diagrams of a point cloud each from RealPC and PCN dataset. Points further away from the diagonal indicate
strong topological features. Unlike PCN, RealPC has numerous significant 0- and 1-dimensional (H0, H1) topological
features.

Abstract

Point clouds acquired in constrained, challenging, un-
controlled, and multi-sensor real-world settings are noisy,
incomplete, and non-uniformly sparse. This presents acute

†Equal contribution.

challenges for the vital task of point cloud completion. Us-
ing tools from Algebraic Topology and Persistent Homology
(PH), we demonstrate that current benchmark object point
clouds lack rich topological features that are integral part of
point clouds captured in realistic environments. To facilitate
research in this direction, we contribute the first real-world
industrial dataset for point cloud completion, RealPC - a
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diverse, rich and varied set of point clouds. It consists of
∼ 40,000 pairs across 21 categories of industrial structures
in railway establishments. Benchmark results on several
strong baselines reveal that existing methods fail in real-
world scenarios. We discover a striking observation - un-
like current datasets, RealPC consists of multiple 0- and
1-dimensional PH-based topological features. We prove
that integrating these topological priors into existing works
helps improve completion. We present how 0-dimensional
PH priors extract the global topology of a complete shape
in the form of a 3D skeleton and assist a model in generating
topologically consistent complete shapes. Since comput-
ing Homology is expensive, we present a simple, yet effec-
tive Homology Sampler guided network, BOSHNet that by-
passes the Homology computation by sampling proxy back-
bones akin to 0-dim PH. These backbones provide similar
benefits of 0-dim PH right from the start of the training,
unlike similar methods where accurate backbones are ob-
tained only during later phases of the training.

1 Introduction

In its simplest form, a point cloud (PC) is a discrete
surface-sampling of an object or an environment. With the
growing interest in digital twins of the real-world, PCs can
now be obtained using various sensors and techniques, such
as LiDAR, depth cameras, photogrammetry, structured light
scanning, etc. Their ability to represent complex shapes
with attention to local intricate details makes them indis-
pensable across numerous fields, such as robotics [26], au-
tonomous driving [63], medical image analysis [67], aug-
mented and virtual reality [38], remote sensing and geoin-
formatics [28], etc.

Inherently, real-world PCs are non-uniformly sparse,
noisy, complex-structured and topologically rich, unlike
their synthetic counterparts (Figure 1). Moreover, they may
also have missing parts due to occlusions, view-angle con-
straints, object surface properties, environmental factors,
etc. This hinders the performance of all downstream PC
tasks, for instance, registration, surface reconstruction, ob-
ject recognition, segmentation, etc. As a result, obtain-
ing the full 3D shape representation of an incomplete and
sparse PC plays a vital role in the practical applications of
PC datasets. With the rise of data-driven methods, this area
has been widely investigated under the umbrella term point
cloud completion [21, 69, 47].

Although historically motivated from a real-world per-
spective, as discussed above, most of the existing models
in the field of machine learning-based PC completion re-
port their performances on synthetic datasets [51, 66, 13,
33, 56, 68]. This stems from the easy accessibility, simpler
shapes, minimal to no noise, and uniform point distribu-

tion of controlled and synthetically-generated PC datasets
[64, 45, 62, 39]. However, due to the excessive tailoring
of these models to these existing datasets, they fall short of
providing similar results for real-world datasets.

The unordered representation of a PC itself does not al-
low for the encoding of any structural information, which
makes PC processing very challenging. Persistent Homol-
ogy (PH), a powerful tool from Topological Data Analysis
(TDA), has proven to be highly effective in extracting struc-
tural properties from 3D datasets. It has gained traction in
vision applications, particularly for analyzing and under-
standing the underlying shape and structure of data from
different modalities such as PCs, images, graphs [44, 37, 8],
etc. However, as far as our knowledge goes this line of re-
search has not yet been explored for the task of completing
PCs in general, let alone real-world ones. Hence, this paper
presents the following key contributions:

• We present a real-world paired (ground truth com-
plete and sparse/partial incomplete) industrial object
PC dataset RealPC, captured in challenging, uncon-
trolled and realistic multi-sensor settings.

• We demonstrate that RealPC PCs are intrinsically dif-
ferent from existing synthetic ones via three important
metrics, PH features, non-uniformity and noise. Us-
ing tools from TDA, we discover that they have rich
and versatile topological features. Benchmarking ex-
ercises on non-neural and neural methods reinforce our
discovery and establish that current methods for exist-
ing datasets do not work well with such realistic ones.

• We prove the significance of integrating 0-dim PH
priors into existing completion models (under certain
conditions). Since Homology extraction is costly, we
design a simple and intuitive Homology Sampler net-
work BOSHNet, which extracts multiple Homology
backbones from a PC at various scales. These priors
force a network from the start of the training to stick
to the backbone while generating complete shapes, en-
abling precise completion.

2 Related Work

2.1 Benchmark Object-Level Point Cloud
Datasets

Not only is the processing of real-world PC data ardu-
ous but also its acquisition comes with its own set of chal-
lenges. With the availability of high-end 3D-scanning de-
vices nowadays, this task ultimately boils down to balanc-
ing the time involved, the accuracy required, and the setup
costs. In addition, there is no particular standard storage for-
mat followed by the available sensors in the market today.
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Moreover, such PC datasets have background outliers which
can make most of the modern data-driven algorithms blow
up and therefore demand manual outlier removal, which is
extremely time-consuming. All of these factors combined
pose a great difficulty in accessing and working with re-
alistic PC data and introduce an inevitable hurdle for the
3D vision research community. Hence, researchers prefer
working on synthetically-generated datasets instead.

Among some of the well-known datasets for PC comple-
tion is the PCN dataset [64], which contains paired partial
and complete PCs derived from 30,974 CAD models across
8 categories from the ShapeNet repository [11]. Two more
datasets derived from the same CAD repository [11] are
ShapeNet55 and ShapeNet34 datasets [62]. ShapeNet-55
includes 52,470 objects from 55 categories. The ShapeNet-
34 dataset is derived by splitting the original ShapeNet-55
dataset into 34 seen categories and 21 unseen categories.
Another such dataset is the MVP dataset [39], which con-
sists of more than 100,000 PCs from 16 categories sampled
again from CAD models.

Although fewer in number, some recent real-world PC
object datasets include OmniObject3D [55], MatterPort3D
[10], ScanNet [16], and KITTI [25]. The first three datasets
offer PCs captured in extremely controlled environments,
in contrast to real-world settings, which induce numerous
factors of variation, disturbance and noise. Moreover, all
of these datasets are unpaired and hence contain only par-
tial shapes without ground truth, making them infeasible for
supervised training.

2.2 Point Cloud Completion

PC completion has been widely explored for existing
datasets such as PCN and ShapeNet. Most approaches
frame this as learning point-wise features and generating
points individually to reconstruct the complete structure.
Voxel and point-based techniques have been used exten-
sively for this purpose. GRNet [58] uses 3D CNNs and
MLPs for PC representation. Voxel-based methods struggle
with limited input points, resulting in incomplete neighbor-
hoods and hole-ridden outputs. Point-based methods oper-
ate directly on raw PCs (e.g. PCN [64]). Multiple works
[56, 54, 68] have used this strategy for effective comple-
tion. ODGNet [6] incorporates a seed generation U-Net for
enhanced seed representation, and orthogonal dictionaries
to learn shape priors. PointAttN [51] leverages cross and
self-attention mechanisms, using Geometric Details Percep-
tion and Self-Feature Augment blocks to establish struc-
tural relationships between points. PointTr [62] represents
PCs as unordered groups with position embeddings, con-
verting them to point proxy sequences for generation via
a transformer encoder-decoder architecture. There are sev-
eral similar works [43, 65, 46, 39, 57, 54, 48, 30, 3, 59, 2],

which revolve around the point feature learning approach.
The current literature works well on these PCs, but their
performance on real-world PCs remains relatively less ex-
plored.

2.3 Persistent Homology and Topological Deep
Learning

Persistent Homology (PH), having its origins in alge-
braic topology, measures topological features, which char-
acterize the shape of the data. These features help in dis-
cerning essential structures and patterns, which conven-
tional methods cannot. Topological methods have been re-
cently used across several learning-based tasks to augment
architectures with better feature descriptors [27, 41, 29, 14,
35, 12, 17]. Vectorized topological descriptors extracted us-
ing PH have been used for interpretability of models and
adversarial learning [22]. [24] introduces topological repre-
sentation for auto-encoding and demonstrates the topolog-
ical richness of the learned representations. PH has also
been used for several geometric problems like surface re-
construction, pose matching [9, 4, 17], etc. [23] proposes
general-purpose differentiable topology layers to extract de-
scriptors for topological regularization.

3 Background

Let X be some general bounded surface in 3-space, dis-
cretely sampled to form a point cloud, represented by the
unordered set ϕ. A standard tool from algebraic topology
represents the topology of X by a simplicial complex C, a fi-
nite set of simplices of different dimensions. In our case the
surface X has dimension 2, so the only simplices we need
are vertices (the points ϕ), edges (connecting some pairs of
ϕ) and triangles (bounded by some triples of edges). By
definition, the different simplices of this complex are either
disjoint or intersect in a common subsimplex. The idea is
that C provides a triangulation of X such that the union of
all simplices is topologically equivalent (homeomorphic) to
X . The nice thing about representing a space X by a simpli-
cial complex C is that we can consider integer linear com-
binations of simplices at each dimensional level, yielding
chains or cycles of edges and triangles, including so-called
boundary maps to obtain cycles of one dimension less. The
benefit of this added algebraic structure is the homology of
the complex C, identifying vertices that are linked by edges,
and detecting cycles of edges that bound holes of the sur-
face, yielding topological features of X , independent from
the chosen triangulation C.

The idea of Persistent Homology (PH) is to develop
the homology of a surface in an incremental way, starting
from the sampled PC [19, 40, 5, 18]. For a PC ϕ, a finite
sequence of subcomplexes of C is constructed, such that
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Figure 2: (a) to (c) Progression of filtration on a PC over dif-
ferent spatial resolutions as the distance threshold increases
[36]. (d) Birth and death of k-dim topological features doc-
umented in the form of a persistence diagram, i.e., (bi, di)
pairs, so that each point corresponds to a homology which
is born at bi and dies at di.

ϕ = C0 ⊆ C1 ⊆ C2 ⊆ C3....Ci....Cn = C. More pre-
cisely, in Figure 2 we illustrate the development of such a
sequence of subcomplexes by increasing the radius of the
α-neighborhood balls around each point. Two points are
connected by an edge when their balls intersect, i.e., dis-
tance between them ≤ 2α. As α increases, we introduce
more and more edges, following a specific order, implying
an extension of our complex. Observe that these extensions
only happen at a finite number of critical values for α. Con-
sequently we obtain a finite sequence of increasing com-
plexes. When an edge is added, it can potentially create a
triangle. In this procedure, lower-dimensional simplices are
always added before higher-dimensional ones. During the
growing of the subcomplexes, we observe the creation and
destruction of the topological features, as described by the
homology. Indeed, when an edge is added, it may create a
new hole that was not present before. This marks the birth
of a feature. When an edge is added, it may fill an exist-
ing hole completely. This leads to the death of the feature
that was born when the hole first appeared. For instance,
consider four points forming a rectangle, hence creating a
1-dimensional hole (a cycle). When the diagonal edge is
added later, it fills the rectangle with two triangles, causing
the 1-dimensional hole to disappear. Each 1-dimensional
hole has a specific birth value of α and a death value of
α. The addition of an edge always results in either the cre-
ation or destruction of a homology. In the case of a PC or
an image, we don’t know the optimal values of α to extract
significant features. Therefore, we consider all possible val-
ues of α and track the changes in homology. This creates
a nested sequence of simplicial complexes, known as a fil-
tration. Each hole has a birth-death pair (b, d), representing
its persistence. These pairs can be represented as points in
a 2D graph, called a Persistence Diagram, where the diag-
onal (b = d) represents trivial pairs while points above the
diagonal represent topological descriptors.

4 RealPC Dataset

4.1 Creation

In light of the challenges outlined in Section 2.1 con-
cerning the acquisition of real-world PC datasets, in this
section we demonstrate a methodology (Figure 4) to extract
and process paired object PC datasets from existing open-
source scene-level datasets. Their paired nature ensures
suitability for any supervised PC completion algorithm,
therefore, lowering the threshold for experimenting on real-
world data. Although we have explored this methodology
in a railway-environment setup, this exact procedure can be
followed for any scene-level PC dataset.

We use four open-source scene-level annotated railway
datasets from different countries, a few of which are vi-
sualized in Figure 3 (more about them in supplementary
material). We extract annotated industrial structures from
these scene-level PCs, hence obtaining a PC with multiple
industrial structure shapes (Figure 4 Input to (A)). Our cre-
ation pipeline (Figure 4) is divided into five parts. (A) We
deploy HDBSCAN [7], a hierarchical clustering algorithm
to cluster individual structures. (B) We perform manual
inspection to extract complete industrial structures, which
can serve as good ground truth (GT). Steps (C), (D), and
(E) process these GT PCs in three different ways to induce
uniform sparsity, non-uniform sparsity and incompleteness:
(C) pick a random viewpoint around a GT PC and remove N
points farthest away from this viewpoint, (D) pick a random
viewpoint around a GT PC, and sample N points w.r.t the
probability values assigned to the points, which are either
proportional or inversely proportional to a point’s cubed
distance from this viewpoint, and (E) randomly sample N
points from a GT PC. While (C) and (D) are repeated for
multiple viewpoints and N values, (E) is performed for sev-
eral values of N. We manually examine all the industrial
structures and classify them into 21 classes based on their
geometric shapes, hence obtaining a real-world PC dataset
which we call RealPC.

We shall make RealPC as well as the code for the pro-
cessing pipeline open-source.

4.2 Comparative Analysis

We conduct a comprehensive geometric and topologi-
cal analysis and comparison of RealPC with PCN and
ShapeNet based on the following three factors:

• Persistent Homology (H0; H1): Persistence Diagrams
in PH represent the (birth, death) of topological fea-
tures across a filtration, as points on the x-y plane. All
points are above the diagonal (x = y). Points further
from the diagonal represent features with larger persis-
tence (death − birth), and hence are more important.
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Noise Non-Uniformity PH-based (H0; H1)

Class 1 Class 2 Class 3 Class 4 Mean Class 1 Class 2 Class 3 Class 4 Mean Class 1 Class 2 Class 3 Class 4 Mean

PCN 10.6 8.8 8.6 14.0 12.2 18.1 12.0 14.7 20.4 19.7 79.5; 34.2 52.4; 22.2 66.0; 31.9 87.1; 36.9 86.0; 37.5
ShapeNet 9.8 12.2 14.9 11.2 23.7 13.9 14.6 20.2 17.8 31.8 44.4; 18.6 47.2; 20.2 66.0; 29.4 56.4; 26.5 101.3; 41.0
RealPC 137.4 99.2 93.1 92.5 113.7 234.2 222.4 128.1 148.2 173.8 382.3; 155.7 322.5; 114.9 341.2; 149.5 274.8; 126.4 345.2; 155.5

Table 1: Quantitative comparative analysis of RealPC against PCN and ShapeNet with respect to Noise (×10−4), Non-
uniformity (×10−4), and 0 and 1-dimensional persistence of topological features (×10−4). All numbers demonstrate that
RealPC has stronger homology-based topological features, and higher non-uniformity and noise. Refer to Figure 1 for a
qualitative comparison.

(a) (b)

(c) (d)

Figure 3: Scene-level PCs from different acquisition tech-
niques (a) [1], (b) [15], (c) [42], and (d) [49].

HDBSCAN (A)
Manual 

Inspection (B) Non-uniform 
Sparsification (D)

Incompletion (C)

Uniform 
Sparsification (E)

Input to (A)

Input to 
(C), (D) and (E)

Output 
of (C)

Output 
of (D)

Output 
of (E)

(B)

Figure 4: Object-level training dataset creation methodol-
ogy. Input to (A) shows the segmented industrial structures
from scene-level PCs. Figure (B) shows how manual in-
spection was done to extract ground truth data. Output of
(C), (D), and (E) are the three variants of sparse and incom-
plete PCs.

We compute the average of persistence averages, for
0- and 1-dimensional topological features, across all
classes of a given dataset and report them as PH-based
(H0; H1).

• Non-Uniformity: For a PC we calculate the distance of
all of its N points with their nearest neighbor and then
find the standard deviation of all these distances across
the entire PC. We report the average of all these stan-
dard deviation values across different classes of differ-
ent datasets as Non-Uniformity.

• Noise: For each point in a PC we first fit a plane using
linear regression over its k-nearest neighbors. Then
we calculate the perpendicular distance from the said
point to the said plane. We average this distance for all
the points in our PC. Finally, we calculate the average
of these average values, termed Noise, across different
classes of different datasets.

For all three mentioned datasets, we present in Table 1
the above three metrics over four random classes and also
the mean of all the classes (not just four). Our dataset shows
the highest Noise, Non-uniformity, and PH-based (H0; H1)
values consistently when compared to existing datasets.
This result is supported by the visualizations shown in Fig-
ure 1 (a) and (b). We can clearly see high non-uniformity
and noise in PCs from our dataset, in contrast to the com-
plete absence of them in PCN. The (b) part of this figure in-
vestigates the existence of topological features in RealPC
and existing PCs. The contrast between the two is striking.
While the persistence diagram for ours consists of numer-
ous important 0- and 1-dimensional topological features,
existing datasets (e.g. PCN) lack them. This is indicated
by the presence of several points further away from the di-
agonal for RealPC, and their absence for PCN.

4.3 Benchmarking on Non-Neural Methods

We evaluate and compare RealPC and ShapeNet on
three critical and fundamental non-neural network based
tasks for PCs: (a) Simplification using Weighted Locally
Optimal Projection (WLOP) [31] by × 0.3, (b) Sur-
face reconstruction using alpha shapes [20] with α =
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Simplification Surface Reconstruction Upsampling
CD HD CD

ShapeNet 0.522 68.198 0.043
RealPC 8.817 494.591 0.838

Table 2: Comparison of RealPC with ShapeNet on
three popular non-neural tasks. We compare simpli-
fied/meshed/upsampled PCs with original PCs averaged
across all classes. CD is Chamfer Distance and HD is Haus-
dorff Distance. All numbers are (×10−3).

ShapeNet RealPC

CD 67 90
EMD 61 90

ShapeNet RealPC

FoldingNet 5 27
DGCNN 49 58

SnowflakeNet 19 23

Table 3: Left Table: Benchmarking result for shape gen-
eration on diffusion-guided shape generation [50] using the
1-NNA metric (with both Chamfer distance (CD) and Earth
Mover Distance (EMD)) as our main metric. It quanti-
fies the distributional similarity between generated shapes
and validation sets and measures both quality and diversity.
Right Table: Benchmarking result for reconstruction using
standard PC backbones using the Chamfer Distance metric.
Both tables use Chamfer Distance (×10−3).

0.05, 0.1 & 0.15, and (c) Upsampling using [32] by × 2.
We use Chamfer Distance and Hausdorff Distance as met-
rics, and average them across all the classes per dataset. We
also average across multiple values of α for the task (b). For
more details on these methods and metrics, please refer to
the supplementary material.

As shown in Table 2, RealPC exhibits significantly
higher errors when compared to ShapeNet for the three
tasks, demonstrating the complexity of RealPC. For a vi-
sual comparison, please refer to the supplementary material.

4.4 Benchmarking on Neural Methods

In this subsection, we study and compare RealPC’s per-
formance against existing datasets on three neural methods:
(a) Completion, (b) Reconstruction, and (c) Generation. PC
completion is a fundamental task in PC perception-based
challenges, and it will serve as our primary focus. We
benchmark several completion methods on RealPC: (a)
ODGNet [6], (b) PointTr [62], (c) AdaPoinTr [62], (d) Fold-
ingNet [60], (e) PCN [64], (f) TopNet [46], (g) Snowflak-
eNet [56], (h) GRNet [58], and (i) AnchorFormer [13].
These results are demonstrated in Table 4 and Figure 5.

In Table 3 (Right), we further benchmark RealPC on
the task of reconstruction using standard LIDAR back-
bones: (a) DGCNN [52], (b) FoldingNet[61], and (c)
the best performing completion method (Table 4), i.e.

Incomplete input Complete output
using best baseline Ground truth

Figure 5: Sub-optimal completion results on a RealPC PC
using the best-performing completion baseline Snowflak-
eNet (Table 4).

SnowflakeNet.
Finally, we benchmark RealPC on a shape generation

strong diffusion-based model LION [50] in Table 3 (Left).
RealPC results on the completion task (Table 4 and Fig-

ure 5), and on generation and reconstruction tasks (Table
3) demonstrate the complexity of RealPC and the perfor-
mance gap between it and existing object PC datasets.

We discuss the reasons behind the unsatisfactory perfor-
mance of the baselines as follows: (a) We investigate ex-
isting PC datasets and RealPC using tools from algebraic
topology and TDA in Section 4.2. Our discoveries, though
striking, are not surprising. It suggests that RealPC con-
sists of non-trivial 0- and 1-dimensional Homology-based
topological features that correspond to connected compo-
nents, and cycles - indicated by the non-diagonal nature
of the persistence diagram in Figure 1. These add to the
complexity of RealPC and provide strong evidence of the
existence of higher dimensional topological features. We
demonstrate that adding these Homology priors as con-
straints to an existing model can improve completion to
some degree (Sec. 5.1 and Table 5). (b) PCs in RealPC
are collected from four different sensors. This is a real-
istic setting where different incomplete PCs have been ac-
quired with sensors with different intrinsic characteristics.
Hence, different PC samples in such a case may follow dif-
ferent distributions, which is not true for existing datasets.
(c) Section 4.2 shows that RealPC has several character-
istics that make them challenging to work with. The point
cloud acquisition in the real-world is affected by multiple
ungovernable parameters. These factors introduce noise,
non-uniform and inconsistent patterns - a characteristic that
is absent in current object PC datasets.

5 Methodology

5.1 Persistent Homology Regularized Completion

Section 4.2 establishes that RealPC consists of rich
topological features unlike existing datasets. We now fo-
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RealPC PCN

Ch0 Ch1 Ch2 Ch3 Du0 Du1 Du2 Du3 Du4 Hu0 Hu1 Hu2 Hu3 Hu4 Hu5 Hu6 Hu7 Sn0 Sn1 Sn2 Sn3 Mean (L1) Mean (L2) Mean (L1)

ODGNet 96 91 90 100 170 172 208 154 191 89 114 106 120 116 120 134 119 83 67 79 80 119 111 6
PoinTr 110 113 101 104 99 113 98 92 105 191 146 165 106 132 194 94 121 117 151 144 151 114 58 8

AdaPoinTr 65 71 71 68 57 54 52 98 37 158 132 114 75 79 134 67 86 65 47 61 53 69 26 7
FoldingNet 158 163 181 246 159 143 203 259 161 181 205 154 221 183 235 219 211 142 107 102 74 167 127 14

PCN 145 136 132 123 158 146 167 181 118 170 129 150 139 126 196 118 151 148 106 125 113 143 92 10
TopNet 563 385 200 211 88 77 90 91 45 590 110 328 94 79 441 93 93 455 75 320 129 341 1103 12

SnowflakeNet 58 - 49 - 54 73 57 - - - - - 68 - - - - - 57 - 82 60 72 7
GRNet 79 80 79 104 83 63 66 111 64 140 133 131 92 74 155 74 82 81 71 94 73 84 27 9

AnchorFormer 64 68 75 115 58 51 62 84 36 146 131 108 79 85 151 70 92 78 79 75 91 72 28 7

Table 4: Performance of baselines on RealPC dataset. We also show the corresponding average values for the PCN dataset.
Despite remarkable performance on current existing datasets, the baselines fail on RealPC. We use Chamfer distance
(×10−3).

cus on validating the use of 0-dim PH priors on top of an
existing benchmarked method, to improve completion per-
formance. We choose a PC completion model that can be
easily integrated with PH. There exist certain criteria that
allow an existing model to be easily integrated with PH.
A challenge with PH is that it is compute-intensive. The
creation of the Vietoris-Rips complex on a PC and persis-
tence computation is time and compute intensive - number
of simplices in the complex increase exponentially with in-
crease in the PC size. Models that transform the input PC
into seed PCs (at an intermediate model layer) at lower res-
olutions, generating multiple and sparse PC seeds, can al-
low diverse and compute-efficient calculation of PH pri-
ors. Such models are suited for integration of PH priors.
We find ODGNet [6] to be a feasible model with multiple
sparse seed point clouds at the decoder, which can be easily
integrated with topological priors using moderate compute.
The availability of these sparse seeds as learnable parame-
ters at intermediate layers helps in training ODGNet using
PH-based topological priors.

5.1.1 Architecture

We describe our methodology for the integration of
ODGNet with topological priors - TopODGNet. We ex-
tract the multi-level seeds from the mid-level, low-level, and
global features generated at the decoder. Seed point clouds
consisting of points in the range of 256 to 1024 can be ex-
tracted at the decoder (Figure 6). The sparse nature of these
seeds makes them easy to work with, and also allows effi-
cient computation of topological features.

5.1.2 Topological Loss

Given an incomplete PC, our goal is to augment it with new
points that follow the global topology of the ground truth
complete PC. A part of this work is handled by the dictio-
nary module of ODGNet [6]. It ensures that the seed PCs
are able to capture the artifacts of the complete PC and look
similar to it. We extract the sparse multi-level PC seeds
at the decoder (Figure 6). We now apply topological reg-
ularization priors on the seed PCs. To obtain this global

Multi-Level 
Feature 
Encoder

Low-Level 
Features

Mid-Level 
Features

Global 
Features

Very 
Sparse 
Seed

Sparse 
Seed

Moderately 
Sparse 
Seed

0-dim PH 
backbone

Upsample

Topo Loss

CD Loss

Figure 6: TopODGNet. We calculate 0-dim PH based
topological priors over sparse seeds and integrate it into the
loss function. It enables completion along a topologically
consistent skeleton.

topology-based backbone we use 0-dim PH priors on the
seed PCs. 0-dim PH ensures the extraction of a complete
PC skeleton (Fig. 7) that can serve as a prior which the
network can follow, for complete PC generation. The un-
derlying idea is to ensure shape consistency of the complete
output along the skeleton, by generating points along the
skeleton. We explain the process that extracts 0-dim PH
priors from the seeds. The seed PC is converted into a sim-
plicial complex. The initial complex is just the original PCs
with an α-radius ball (here α=0). Increasing α adds edges,
faces to the simplicial complex, thereby leading to the evo-
lution and death of k-dim topological features. Each k-dim
topological feature is characterized by a (birth, death) pair.

Our goal is to use 0-dim PH based topological features.
These focus on the global topology of the PC, providing a
global skeleton that outlines the complete PC (Figure 7).

Each 0-dim homology feature generated using filtration
consists of a separate set of (birth, death) pairs denoted as
b, d. The persistence of each pair is (b-d) (Section 3).

We now explain our topological loss function. For 0-
dim PH, we minimize the sum of persistence for all ex-
tracted 0-dim persistence pairs. This ensures that at the end
of the filtration, there is one connected component left (we
minimize the persistence of all the pairs and there always
exists at least one default component in the persistence dia-
gram). This persistence diagram outlines the skeleton of the
complete PC, which when used as a regularizer to a model,
guides point generation along the skeleton (Figure 7). This
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Figure 7: Left: A complete PC Middle: Visualization of
the 0-dim PH based skeleton on a sparse seed during initial
training. Right: 0-dim PH skeleton using sparse seeds as
the training progresses. These priors assist the model in
generating topologically consistent complete PCs.

is a vital observation - the network is able to observe sparse
precise backbones of the complete PC during training which
allow it to generate points more closer to the backbone.
This observation is of immense interest and we utilize it in
the next section to generate accurate complete PCs. Given
(bi, di) refering to 0-dim PH based (birth, death) pairs of
a given seed PC, the topology loss is defined as follows:

Topo Loss =

n∑
i=0

1{i > k}(bi−di) =

n∑
i=k+1

(bi−di) (1)

We explain the significance of k now. The input partial
PC may not necessarily have a single component i.e. it may
be split into more than one component (Fig. 6). In such
cases, k ≥ 2, which allows PH to generate multiple skele-
tons, each of which can attend to partial components in the
input.

To establish that 0-dim PH priors demonstrate a similar
effect on other real world datasets, we test these priors on an
extensive scene-level dataset (KITTI) for scene completion
and reconstruction (details in the supplementary material).

5.2 BOSH-Backbone Outline Sampler for PH

In Section 5.1, we studied the effect of 0-dim PH in-
duced backbones as priors. A major shortcoming of 5.1.2 is
the computational complexity of PH. A single backbone
requires generating the Vietoris-Rips complex of the PC
(Figure 2). This is time and compute intensive as the num-
ber of simplices increase exponentially with the PC size.
Further, the benefit of 5.1.2 is minor, as will be seen in Ta-
ble 5 in Section 6 later.

0-dim backbone priors are proxies to ground truth
shapes. We hypothesize that these can be directly sam-
pled from the complete shapes’ surfaces at multiple sparsity

Multi-Level 
Feature 
Encoder

Very Sparse 
Backbone Features

Sparse 
Backbone Features

Moderately Sparse
Backbone Features

Upsample

CD Loss

Extremely Sparse 
Backbone Features

Homology 
Backbone 
Sampler

Figure 8: BOSHNet. Our compute-efficient Homology
Sampler samples proxy PH backbones from the surface
of the complete scan. These guide the completion process
from the start of training.

levels. We circumvent the costly PH computations by in-
troducing a simple and novel Homology Sampler (BOSH).
BOSH directly samples numerous backbones from the sur-
face of the ground truth PC (Figure 8). These act as proxies
to the global 0-dim PH backbone. These sampled back-
bones also serve as seeds to a model, which grow into a
complete shape PC as the training proceeds. Introduction
of these seed backbones serves a dual purpose: (a) It en-
ables the model to have a fine-grained overview of the com-
plete shape at various resolutions. Given that sparse back-
bones are more difficult to complete, compared to the orig-
inal shape, it forces the model to generate explicit attention
to the precise shape details of the backbone for completion.
(b) This strategy allows circumventing costly Vietoris-Rips
complex computations.

Let {ci, pi}ni=1 be the set of complete and incomplete PC
pairs and BOSH be the 0-dim Homology Sampler. M (here
Chamfer Distance) refers to the similarity metric used, Net
refers to the model and k refers to the number of Homology
backbones sampled. The new total loss function is given
by:

n∑
i=1

k∑
j=1

M(Net(BOSH(ci, j)), ci) +

n∑
i=1

M(Net(pi), ci)

(2)

6 Experiments

Method CD-L1 CD-L2
ODGNet 119 111
TopODGNet 103 80
SnowFlakeNet 60 72
BOSHNet 69 5.4

Table 5: Performance comparison of TopODGNet and
BOSHNet against the baseline models.

We demonstrate the benefit of topological priors on the
ODGNet backbone. Figure 9 shows the relative topological
consistency of TopODGNet w.r.t. the baseline. This results
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Figure 9: We find that TopODGNet is able to follow the
global topology of the ground truth PC better than ODGNet,
as indicated by the tapering upper half of the output and
overall consistency. TopODGNet shows visible benefits of
introducing topological priors.

Incomplete
 input

BOSHNet
complete output

Ground 
truth

Figure 10: BOSHNet, on account of multiple 0-dim PH
priors, is able to reconstruct the incomplete PC reasonably.

in a slight reduction of Chamfer distance as shown in Ta-
ble 5. While both the outputs are still noisy, TopODGNet
maintains a better topological consistency w.r.t. the ground
truth.

We demonstrate the effectiveness of our Homology Sam-
pler Completion Network, BOSHNet in Figure 10 and Ta-
ble 5. The Homology Sampler outperforms all baselines
by a significant margin for CD-L2. It performs comparable
to the best baseline for CD-L1. A vital benefit of our ap-
proach is that the network has access to the multiple 0-dim
PH prior backbones from the start of the training, unlike
the case with TopODGNet, which depends on the learned
sparse seeds to generate the backbone. These seeds are
noisy during the start of the training and sharpen only dur-
ing the later stages of the training.

7 Conclusion

We discover that real-world PCs in uncontrolled set-
tings have non-uniform density, noise, and rich and versa-
tile topological features (extracted using tools from Alge-
braic Topology). These are non-existent in existing datasets.
Existing methods for PC completion do not account for
these and fail miserably for real-world PCs. We intro-
duce a topologically-rich real-world PC completion dataset,
RealPC with 21 categories across ∼ 40,000 pairs. We
benchmark several state-of-the-art baselines on RealPC
and demonstrate the need to rethink PC completion for the
real-world. We demonstrate that utilizing PH-based topo-
logical features as priors for real-world PCs can help in gen-
erating topologically accurate complete PCs.
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Revisiting Point Cloud Completion: Are We Ready For The Real-World?

Supplementary Material

8 Persistent Homology

In this section, we delve into the concept of Persistent
Homology (PH), an important tool in topological data anal-
ysis that systematically uncovers and quantifies the topo-
logical features of datasets. Persistent Homology combines
ideas from algebraic topology, geometry, and computational
mathematics to identify meaningful structures, such as con-
nected components, loops, and voids, that persist across
multiple scales. It is particularly valuable when applied to
data in the form of point clouds or pixelated images, where
traditional methods might struggle to capture structural and
relational information.

At the core of this process lies the representation of
a topological space as a cell complex—a combinatorial
structure that encodes the relationships between points
in the space. These cell complexes are constructed us-
ing simplices, which are the building blocks of higher-
dimensional shapes. A 0-dimensional simplex is a point,
a 1-dimensional simplex is an edge, a 2-dimensional sim-
plex is a triangle, and so on, with higher-dimensional sim-
plices being generalizations of these structures. Simplices
are combined to form simplicial complexes, which general-
ize graphs to higher dimensions. Figure 11 provides a visual
depiction of simplices of various dimensions and how they
combine to form simplicial complexes. These structures
serve as the foundation for applying homological methods.

Homology, in its simplest sense, is a branch of mathe-
matics that provides a systematic way to analyze and clas-
sify the global properties of a topological space by examin-
ing its local features. Specifically, homology assigns alge-
braic invariants to a topological space, allowing us to iden-
tify and quantify k-dimensional holes, where k corresponds
to the dimension of the feature being analyzed. For exam-
ple: a 0-dimensional hole corresponds to a connected com-
ponent of the space, a 1-dimensional hole corresponds to a
loop or cycle, a 2-dimensional hole corresponds to a void or
cavity enclosed by a surface.

These holes, generalized across all dimensions, encapsu-
late the structural essence of a space. Figure 11 illustrates
how homology captures these features, translating the ge-
ometry of a space into meaningful topological features [18].

Persistent Homology (PH) extends classical homology
by tracking how these k-dimensional features change as the
dataset is viewed at different scales. This is accomplished
by constructing a filtration, which is a sequence of nested
simplicial complexes:

ϕ ⊆ C1 ⊆ C2 ⊆ C3 . . . Ci . . . Cn = C,

where ϕ is the empty complex, and C is the final simpli-
cial complex encompassing the entire dataset. Each step in
this sequence corresponds to a specific scale or resolution.
Persistent Homology identifies when topological features,
such as connected components, cycles, or voids, are born
and when they die as the filtration progresses. Features that
persist across a wide range of scales are considered signifi-
cant and indicative of meaningful structures within the data.
Conversely, features that appear and disappear quickly are
often interpreted as noise [18].

Filtration is the step-by-step process of building sim-
plicial complexes by progressively adding simplices to the
structure. The manner in which this process is defined de-
pends on the type of dataset being analyzed. For exam-
ple, in the case of point clouds, a filtration is often con-
structed using distances between points. At each stage of
the filtration, new simplices are added based on a chosen
threshold parameter, often denoted by α. The filtration pro-
gresses monotonically, meaning that each simplicial com-
plex in the sequence contains all simplices from the previ-
ous step, along with any new simplices added at that stage.

For point clouds, a common type of filtration is the Vi-
etoris–Rips filtration, which is defined based on pairwise
distances between points. For a given value of α, an edge
is added between two points if the distance between them
is less than or equal to 2α. Higher-dimensional simplices,
such as triangles and tetrahedra, are introduced when a set
of points becomes fully connected. The progression of this
filtration is depicted in Table 11, which illustrates how sim-
plicial complexes evolve as α increases.

As the filtration progresses, topological features are born
and die. These events are recorded as pairs (b, d), where
b is the scale at which the feature first appears (birth), and
d is the scale at which the feature disappears (death). For
example: - The addition of an edge may create a new 1-
dimensional cycle, marking the birth of a feature. - Con-
versely, the addition of another edge may fill in that cycle,
causing its death.

Consider the example of four points forming a rectan-
gle. Initially, a 1-dimensional hole (cycle) is created when
the rectangle is formed. When the diagonal edge is added,
the rectangle is divided into two triangles (2-simplices), re-
sulting in the destruction of the cycle. These birth-death
pairs can be visualized using barcodes, where the length of
each bar represents the persistence of a feature. Long bars
correspond to significant features, while short bars typically
represent noise [18].

When dealing with images, the process of constructing
a filtration differs from that of point clouds. Instead of us-
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Figure 11: (a) to (c) Progression of filtration on a point cloud over different spatial resolutions as the distance threshold
increases [36]. (d) Birth and death of k-dim topological features documented in the form of a persistence diagram, i.e.,
(bi, di) pairs, so that each point corresponds to a homology which is born at bi and dies at di.

ing pairwise distances, the pixel intensities of the image are
used. The final simplicial complex C corresponds to a trian-
gulation of the image grid, with vertices representing pixels.
Sub-level set filtrations are used, where the filtration func-
tion is defined as:

f((v0, v1...vn)) = max
i=0,1,2,3...n

f(vi),

which assigns each simplex a value equal to the maximum
intensity of its vertices. Filtration begins with the minimum
intensity value and gradually includes pixels with intensities
less than or equal to α. As α increases, new simplices are
added, and the filtration progresses. This allows the topo-
logical features of the image to be analyzed at multiple in-
tensity levels.

Persistent Homology is a powerful framework that ex-
tracts meaningful structural information from complex
datasets. By studying the persistence of topological fea-
tures across scales, it provides insights into the underlying
geometry and topology of the data. Its versatility makes
it applicable to a wide range of domains, including shape
analysis, image processing, and network analysis.

9 Evaluation Metrics

We evaluate the difference between model reconstructed
complete PC and ground truth complete PC using the fol-
lowing metrics.

• Chamfer Distance (CD): It tries to capture the aver-
age mismatch between points in two given point clouds
X,Y ∈ R3 and is given by:

dCD−L2(X,Y ) =
∑
x∈X

min
y∈Y

||x−y||22+
∑
y∈Y

min
x∈X

||x−y||22

dCD−L1(X,Y ) =
∑
x∈X

min
y∈Y

|x− y|+
∑
y∈Y

min
x∈X

|x− y|

• Hausdorff Distance (HD): If the distance between a
point p on a surface S and a surface S′ is given by:

d(p, S′) = min
p′∈S′

||p− p′||2

then the HD between S and S′ is defined as:

dH(S, S′) = max
p∈S

d(p, S′)

For the evaluation of our surface reconstruction task
(Section 4.3 of the main paper), we use an average of
dH(S, S′) and dH(S′, S).

10 Scene-Level Datasets

We provide a detailed description of the procedure for
creation of RealPC. To create RealPC, as mentioned in
Section 4.1 of the main paper, we use four open-source rail-
way datasets: [15] by Hungarian State Railways acquired
with a Riegl VMX-450 high-density mobile mapping sys-
tem; [42] by Wuhan University, in which urban railway
dataset was captured using Optech’s Lynx Mobile Mapper
System, rural railway dataset with MLS system equipped
with HiScan-Z LiDAR sensors, and plateau railway dataset
with Rail Mobile Measurement System (rMMS) equipped
with a 32-line LiDAR sensor; [1] by SNCF Réseau, the
French state-owned railway company; and a catenary arch
dataset [49] given by Strukton Rail, captured using Trimble
TX8 Terrestrial Laser Scanner (TLS). A few scenes from
these datasets have been visualized in Figure 3 in the main
paper.

We use four open-source scene-level railway datasets
from different countries. These scene-level PCs are an-
notated into relevant sections such as vegetation, overhead
cables, railway tracks, industrial support and transmission
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structures, ground, etc. For this work, we extract indus-
trial structures from these scene-level PCs. As a result, we
obtain a PC with multiple industrial structures as shown
in Figure 4 in the main paper - Input to (A). Referring to
the same figure, our methodology is divided into five main
parts. In (A) we employ HDBSCAN [7], a hierarchical clus-
tering algorithm, to cluster individual industrial structures.
HDBSCAN works accurately for noisy and complex data
and automatically detects the number of data clusters. In
(B), a manual inspection is performed to extract industrial
structures which can serve as good ground truth for super-
vised training. Finally, in (C), (D), and (E), we process these
ground truth PCs in three different ways to induce uniform
sparsity, non-uniform sparsity, and incompleteness as ex-
plained in detail ahead.

For making a partial PC (C), we pick a random viewpoint
around a ground truth PC and remove N number of points
that are farthest away from this viewpoint. Similarly for
sparsifying the same PC non-uniformly (D), we again pick
a random viewpoint but this time we assign a probability to
each point, which is either proportional or inversely propor-
tional to a point’s cubed distance to this viewpoint. Then,
we sample N points based on these probability values. This
is repeated for different values of N and for different view-
points. For uniform sparsification (E), we randomly sample
N points and then repeat for different values of N. Simul-
taneous to these steps, we perform manual noise removal.
These three steps are conducted for all ground truth PCs to
obtain a paired object-level training dataset.

Steps (B) and (C) have manual interventions. We want
to highlight that these interventions make RealPC robust
and accurate. Most point clouds extracted from industrial
scenes are incomplete due to view occlusions present dur-
ing acquisition. To ensure that all ground truth point clouds
in RealPC are complete in all respects, we manually hand-
pick the complete shapes (B). To group samples into dif-
ferent classes, manual inspection and labeling is known to
be more accurate as compared to automated processes. We
intensively study all available shapes and acquire domain
knowledge of the dataset before manually categorizing the
point clouds.

RealPC is a real-world object point cloud dataset gen-
erated using mostly scene-level parent datasets. Topolog-
ical properties of RealPC are inherited from the parent
datasets. Our proposed method exploits these properties us-
ing PH priors.

A differentiating factor of RealPC is that - unlike exist-
ing datasets (which may or may not be simulated) that are
captured in extremely controlled environments, RealPC is
acquired in uncontrolled real-world multi-sensor industrial
settings that have numerous factors of variation, noise and
disturbance.

We also highlight in the main paper that several existing

datasets (mentioned in L129-132) though not simulated, are
captured in extremely controlled environments - unlike real-
world settings (e.g. industrial) that have numerous factors
of variation, noise and disturbance. These datasets (includ-
ing KITTI) do not consist of ground truth complete shapes
and hence do not consist of partial-complete paired infor-
mation.

11 Non-Neural Methods

In subsection 4.3 of the main paper, we benchmark our
RealPC and ShapeNet against three non-neural network-
based tasks: (a) Simplification, (b) Surface reconstruction,
and (c) Upsampling. Point cloud simplification reduces
point density of a point cloud while preserving its salient
features and the overall structure. This enables faster pro-
cessing, lower storage costs, and efficient analysis for large-
scale 3D data. We use Weighted Locally Optimal Projec-
tion (WLOP) [31] in the mentioned subsection, an enhance-
ment of the parameterization-free denoising and simplifica-
tion method known as Locally Optimal Projection (LOP)
[34]. While LOP struggles with point clouds that exhibit
non-uniform distributions, WLOP addresses this shortcom-
ing by integrating locally adaptive density weights.

Surface reconstruction for point clouds aims to gener-
ate a continuous surface from discrete points, enabling the
creation of complete 3D models essential for visualization,
analysis, and manufacturing. An alpha shape [20] is basi-
cally made from a subcomplex of the Delaunay triangula-
tion of a point cloud, with its refinement level ranging from
a rough approximation to a highly detailed representation
of the point cloud’s surface. For our comparison, we use
a range of α values to create a mesh from different point
clouds. Mesh visualizations shown in Figure 12 support the
average high HD values in the case of RealPC as com-
pared to ShapeNet (Table 2 of the main paper). The meshes
formed from RealPC point clouds fail to capture the intri-
cate details of the point cloud at any α value.

Point cloud upsampling increases the density of sparse
point clouds, enabling finer surface details and improv-
ing the accuracy of reconstruction, analysis, and down-
stream processing tasks. We adopt an upsampling strategy
[32] which uses an edge-aware method to compute normals
away from the surface singularities, and then uses the data
obtained to resample towards the said singularities with the
help of a bilateral projector.

12 Topological Loss

12.1 Formulation

The topological loss function assists the completion pro-
cess by ensuring that the model generates point clouds along
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the topological prior generated by 0-dim PH.
The coarse point cloud seeds at the decoder assist the

topological module and are used as input for the topological
loss. The output of the topological module consists of 0-dim
topological features (birth, death) pairs. The loss function
in Equation 3 below uses these pairs for adjusting the birth
and death values of the 0-dim Homology features according
to the required skeleton and the available components in the
input incomplete point cloud.

Lhomo =

n∑
i=0

1{i > k}(bi − di) =

n∑
i=k+1

(bi − di) (3)

The parameter k holds significance here. As explained
in the main paper, the input partial point cloud may con-
sist of multiple disconnected components as demonstrated
in Figure 6 in the main paper. In such cases, the above loss
formulation ensures that the skeleton can have three skele-
ton components that can (a) cater to the three disconnected
components and (b) merge together to form the final com-
plete point cloud skeleton.

Setting the value of k requires manual inspection of the
partial point clouds. In cases where the majority of point
clouds have single components, setting k=1 works fairly
well.

This formulation assists in the formation of the 0-dim
PH skeleton easily when the partial point clouds are not
continuous (points are in disconnected clusters).

12.2 PH priors for KITTI scene understanding

We test these topological priors for scene reconstruction
as well as completion on the real-world KITTI Odometry
dataset (data). We cannot use TopODGNet and its mod-
ules (dictionary, seed generation, orthogonality constraint)
are optimized for shape completion [6]. For KITTI scenes,
we develop a generative model (inspired by DGCNN) and
test it with and without 0-dim PH priors. We use DGCNN
[53] because it can easily be used for integrating topologi-
cal priors as it satisfies the required criterion for integrating
PH priors. It transforms each point of a point cloud using
Edge Convolutions into higher dimensions and retains the
number of points across each layer. Therefore, sparse seeds
point clouds of higher dimensions can easily be extracted
from these layers and used for computation of the Vietoris
Complex and persistence information. We use Sequence
08 for testing, 03 for validation, and the rest for training
DGCNN with the KITTI dataset. The results for the exper-
iments are shown in Table 6.

Without PH priors With PH priors

Scene Completion 1.18 1.04
Scene Reconstruction 1.50 1.18

Table 6: Benchmarking result for scene reconstruction and
completion using the KITTI dataset using the Chamfer Dis-
tance ↓ metric. All numbers are (×10−3).

13 Experimental Details

We provide the experimental details here. Our models
are trained using an NVIDIA A100 GPU. For training the
TopODGNet we use the same parameters and model struc-
ture as ODGNet [6]. We plug in the topology module on
the sparse seeds generated at the decoder as demonstrated
in Figure 6 in the main paper.

For Homology Sampler based network, we train the net-
work for 1000 epochs with Adam optimizer using an initial
learning rate of 5e-4. We use a standard Point Cloud Au-
toencoder backbone based on PointNet.

14 Demonstrations

We visually demonstrate nine point clouds from our
dataset in Table 7 and 8. These demonstrate the non-
uniform sparsity and noise that are natural and intrinsic
characteristics of real-world datasets.

We demonstrate the Persistence Diagrams of these nine
point clouds in Figure 9. For most of the point clouds we
observe non-trivial persistence (most points are far from
the diagonal). This indicates that real-world point clouds
captured in challenging settings exhibit significant zero and
one-dimensional topological features which are absent in
synthetic point clouds (refer to Table 1 in the main paper).
These persistence features are not observed in the persis-
tence diagram of the synthetic datasets as shown in Table
10. Almost all the 0-dimensional topological features (indi-
cated by dot) are along or very close to the diagonal for the
synthetic datasets (Table 10) as opposed to RealPC (Table
9).

We also show some more examples of BOSHNet com-
pletions using RealPC in Figure 13. BOSHNet picks up
precise topology of the point clouds and generates decent
complete point clouds.
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Table 7: Visual Demonstration of some examples from our dataset. For a video demonstration please refer to the video in the
supplementary.
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Table 8: Visual Demonstration of some examples from our dataset. For a video demonstration please refer to the video in the
supplementary.

Table 9: Persistence Diagram of nine point clouds (of Table 7 and 8) of the RealPC dataset.

6



Table 10: Persistence Diagram of nine point clouds from the synthetic datasets - ShapeNet and PCN.
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ShapeNet

RealPC

(a) α = 0.05

ShapeNet

RealPC

(b) α = 0.1

ShapeNet

RealPC

(c) α = 0.15

Figure 12: Surface reconstruction of some instances from different categories of ShapeNet and RealPC using alpha shapes.
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Figure 13: Left: Complete GT Middle: Partial Input to
Homology Sampler based Model Right: Output. Our Ho-
mology Sampler model, on account of multiple 0-dim PH
priors is able to accurately reconstruct the incomplete PC.
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