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Figure 1. Our Shape Tokens representation can be readily used as input / output to machine learning models in various applications,
including single-image-to-3D (left), neural rendering of normal maps (top right) and 3D-CLIP alignment (bottom right). The resulting
models achieve strong performance compared to baselines for individual tasks. Mesh credits [3, 5, 6, 53, 66].

Abstract

We introduce Shape Tokens, a 3D representation that is
continuous, compact, and easy to incorporate into machine
learning models. Shape Tokens act as conditioning vec-
tors that represent shape information in a 3D flow-matching
model. The flow-matching model is trained to approximate
probability density functions corresponding to delta func-
tions concentrated on the surfaces of shapes in 3D. By at-
taching Shape Tokens to various machine learning models,
we can generate new shapes, convert images to 3D, align
3D shapes with text and images, and render shapes directly
at variable, user specified, resolution. Moreover, Shape To-
kens enable a systematic analysis of geometric properties
such as normal, density, and deformation field. Across all
tasks and experiments, utilizing Shape Tokens demonstrate
strong performance compared to existing baselines.

1. Introduction
How should 3D shapes be represented in learning systems?
There are many available options: voxels [21, 39, 47],
meshes [57, 70], point clouds [41, 64, 73, 85], (un-)signed
distance fields [18, 46, 56], radiance/occupancy fields [54,
55, 61, 80], 3D Gaussian splats [38, 40], etc. In a typical
setting, the choice of representation is determined by the
downstream task of interest. For example, in graphics or
rendering scenarios one may choose a mesh or a 3D Gaus-
sian representation [38]. For scientific or physics simulation
settings, continuous representations like fields might be able
to encode fine-grained information [9, 30]. Yet, there seems
to be no clear consensus on what constitutes a good rep-
resentation for 3D shapes when training machine learning
models. Most machine learning models require continuous
and compact representations due to computation and mem-
ory constraints. Point-like representations are often chosen
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due to their continuous nature and compatibility with recent
architectures like transfomers [50, 85, 87]. However, tens
and thousands of points are usually required to represent
3D shapes in high fidelity, making point clouds difficult to
use in large systems.

Our hypothesis is that one can learn a continuous and
compact representation of 3D shapes that encodes useful in-
formation for many different machine learning downstream
tasks. In particular, we treat shapes as probability density
functions in 3D space and use a flow matching generative
model to learn representations of these densities by training
on samples of each density function (i.e., points sampled on
surfaces of the shape). We call our representation Shape
Tokens (ST) and it offers several desirable properties:1

1. ST are continuous and compact. Instead of represent-
ing a scene with a discrete mesh or tens of thousands
of points, they represent diverse shapes with 1, 024 con-
tinuous vectors of 16 dimensions, making it an efficient
representation for downstream machine learning tasks.

2. Our approach makes minimal assumptions about the un-
derlying structure of 3D shapes. We only assume that
we can sample independent and identically distributed
(i.i.d.) points from the surface of 3D shapes (i.e., ob-
taining point clouds from 3D objects). This is distinct
from most 3D representations like signed distance func-
tions (which assume water-tight shapes) and 3D Gaus-
sians (which assume volumetric rendering).

3. At training time our method only requires point clouds.
This is different from existing neural 3D representations
that often require meshes or signed distance functions
during training (e.g., [88, 89]). This requirement sig-
nificantly simplifies our training pipeline and enables us
to scale our training set easily, as most meshes in large-
scale dataset like Objaverse [20] are not watertight and
are difficult to process.

4. Notably, ST enable systematic analysis of shapes, in-
cluding surface normal estimation, denoising, and defor-
mation between shapes (see Section 4.2).
We empirically demonstrate the effectiveness of our rep-

resentation on a range of downstream tasks. First, we
tackle 3D generation problems by learning an unconditional
flow-matching model on ShapeNet [12] and an image-
conditioned flow-matching model on Objaverse (see Sec-
tion 5.1). Second, we showcase zero-shot text classification
of 3D shapes by learning a Multi-Layer Perceptron (MLP)
that aligns ST to image and text CLIP embedding [44] (see
Section 5.2). Third, we showcase a graphics use case (ray-
surface interaction estimation), by learning a neural net-
work that takes a ray and ST as input and outputs intersec-
tion point and its normal (see Section 5.3). In all these tasks,
we achieve competitive performance as baselines designed

1Note that ”token” commonly denotes a discrete set of symbols in lan-
guage models. Shape Tokens refer to a set of real-valued vectors.

for the specific tasks.
Finally, we found that a significant challenge holding

back progress is the lack of readily available code and
pretrained models from existing neural 3D representation
methods trained on extensive datasets such as Objaverse
(e.g., [88]). To address this issue and facilitate the advance-
ment of future works, we will make a public release of
pretrained shape tokenizers, image-conditioned latent flow-
matching models, the 3D-CLIP model, our data rendering
pipeline, and our full training code.

2. Related work
The field of 3D representation, generation, and classifica-
tion is vast. We focus on discussing literature most relevant
to our work — generative models of 3D representations.
For an overview of 3D representations as a whole, we refer
reader to [76].

There are several approach that learn latent representa-
tions and generative models of 3D shapes. MeshGPT [70]
and MeshXL [17] learn auto-encoder of triangles and
auto-regressive models to produce sequences of triangles.
XCube [65] learns latent representations for occupancy
grids of individual resolutions. 3DShape2VecSet [86],
Michelangelo [90], Direct3D [79], and Clay [88] encode
surfaces by learning to estimate occupancy at xyz loca-
tions. During training, these methods require meshes and
extensive pre-processing and filtering to ensure the meshes
are watertight, well-discretized (not too many triangles),
or UV-mapped. In the point cloud domain, both Point-
E [58] and LION [77] learn generative models of point sets
of a fixed cardinality, i.e., they learn the joint distribution
of a fixed number of points, i.e., p(x1, . . . , xk). Despite
its permutation-invariance, it is a much higher dimensional
function compared to our 3-dimensional distribution, which
allows us to use compact latent to achieve similar recon-
struction quality. Closely related to our approach are Luo
and Hu [51] and PointFlow [85], which also consider 3D
shapes as 3D probability density functions and use a gen-
erative model (diffusion model and continuous normalizing
flow, respectively) to model the distributions. In compari-
son, we utilize flow matching and scale up our training from
ShapeNet to Objaverse. Moreover, we demonstrate connec-
tions between the predicted velocity field in flow matching
and geometric properties like surface normal and deforma-
tion fields, and we show that the learned 3D representation
is useful beyond generative modeling (e.g., zero-shot clas-
sification and neural rendering).

Another interesting line of work utilizes images and dif-
ferentiable rendering to supervise the estimation of 3D rep-
resentations [28, 31, 42, 45, 63, 75, 81, 82]. The focus of
these works are the realism of the rendered images — 3D
representations and their distributions are not directly super-
vised or modeled, and thus are out of scope for this paper.
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3. Preliminary
We provide a preliminary overview of Flow Matching.
Flow matching generative models [43, 52] learn to reverse
a time-dependent process that turns data samples x ∼ p(x)
into noise ϵ ∼ e(ϵ):

xt = αtx+ σtϵ, (1)

where t ∈ [0, 1], x and ϵ∈Rd, αt is an increasing function
of t and σt is a decreasing function of t, and p0(x) ≡ e(x)
is the distribution of noise and p1(x) ≈ p(x) is the data
distribution. The marginal probability distribution pt(x) is
equivalent to the distribution of the probability flow Ordi-
nary Differential Equation (ODE) of the following velocity
field [52]:

ẋt =
dxt

dt
= vθ(x; t), (2)

where vθ(x; t) can be learned by minimizing the loss

L(θ) =
∫ 1

0

E
[
∥vθ(xt; t)− α̇tx1 − σ̇tϵ∥2

]
dt . (3)

In practice, the integrations of time and the expectation are
approximated by Monte Carlo methods, allowing simple
implementations. Under this formulation, samples of p1(x)
are generated by integrating the ODE (Eq. (2)) from t=0
to t=1. Note that the formulation allows flexible choices
of e(ϵ), αt, and σt, which we utilize in our paper, for more
details we refer readers to [43, 52].

4. Method
We consider a 3D shape S as a probability density function
pS(x) : R3 → [0,∞), where x ∈ R3 is a 3D location (i.e.,
xyz)2. A set of i.i.d. samples of pS(x) creates a point cloud,
X = {x1, . . . , xn}. Our goal is to fit pS(x) with a condi-
tional flow matching model vθ(x; s, t) : R3 → R3, where
t ∈ [0, 1] is the flow matching time, s ∈ Rk×d are k ST
representing the shape S, and θ is the parameters of a neu-
ral network v. The ST s are outputs of a tokenizer µθ(S),
which is jointly learned with the flow matching model to
embed all necessary information about S into s to fit pS(x).
To input information S to µ, we sample a point cloud con-
taining m points on S — this enables us to train both µ and
v with only point clouds. Specifically, given a dataset con-
taining N point clouds, X 1, . . . ,XN , where X i contains n
i.i.d. samples xi

1, . . . x
i
n ∼ pSi(x) of shape Si, we max-

imize the variational lower bound of the log-likelihood of
the empirical distribution:

max
θ

E
S

E
x∼pS(x)

log pθ(x|S) (4)

≈ E
S

E
x∼pS(x)

log

∫

s

pθ(x, s|Z) ds (5)

2In practice, we normalize S so it lies in [−1, 1]3.

= E
S

E
x∼pS(x)

log

∫

s

pθ(x|s)pθ(s|Z) ds (6)

= E
S

E
x∼pS(x)

log

∫

s

pθ(x|s)pθ(s|Z)
qθ(s|Y)

qθ(s|Y)
ds (7)

≥ E
S

E
x∼pS(x)

E
s∼q(s|Y)

log pθ(x|s)−KL(qθ(s|Y)||pθ(s|Z)),

(8)

where Y and Z are independently sampled point clouds
from pS(x). The approximation in Equation (5) is from
using Z as S and is controlled by the density of Z . We ap-
ply Jensen’s inequality at Equation (8). Since all models are
jointly trained, we use θ to represent all learnable parame-
ters. We use flow matching (3) to learn pθ(x|s), we parame-
terize qθ(s|Y) as a Gaussian distribution N (s;µθ(Y), σ2I)
and pθ(s|Z) as N (s;µθ(Z), σ2I). Under this parameter-
ization, the KL divergence in Equation (8) is reduced to
1
σ2 ∥µθ(Y)− µθ(Z)∥2. This is intuitive as two point clouds
sampled from the same shape should produce similar Shape
Tokens. To regularize the shape-token space, we also add
a KL-divergence KL(qθ(s|Y) || p(s)), where p(s) is the
prior distribution of s, an isometric Gaussian distribution.
We utilize a weighted sum of the KL divergence terms
(10−3 for Equation (8) and 10−4 for the prior term) in the
training objective and set σ = 10−3 empirically.

Architecture. The architecture of the shape tokenizer
µ(·)→ s and the flow-matching velocity estimator f are il-
lustrated in Figure 2. The shape tokenizer has a similar ar-
chitecture as a PerceiverIO architecture [34]. We learn an
array of initial queries that retrieve information from the in-
put point cloud representing the shape with a cross attention
block. Two self-attention blocks are added after each cross
attention block. A linear layer projects the output of the last
self attention block to ST.

The velocity estimator v takes the ST s and a 3D location
x as input and outputs the estimated 3D velocity at x. We
use x as query of a cross attention block (and s as key and
value). Note that there is no self attention in the velocity
decoder to keep the velocity estimation at each 3D location
independent to each other, making p(x|s) a 3D distribution
(instead of a joint distribution of n locations). The flow
matching time t is supplied to the velocity estimator through
adaptive layer normalization.

4.1. Evaluation of shape tokenizers
We first train a shape tokenizer on the ShapeNet
dataset [12], which contains 55 classes of objects. For fair
comparison, we use the same training data as LION [77],
including point cloud normalization and train-evaluation
splits. The training set contains 35,708 point clouds, and
the test set contains 10,261 point clouds. All point clouds
contain 15,000 points. We randomly sample 4,096 points
without replacement from the 15,000 points, and we use
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Figure 2. Overview of our architecture. (Left) We model a 3D shape as a probability density function that is concentrated on the surface,
forming a delta function in 3D. (Right) Our tokenizer uses cross attention to aggregate information about the point cloud sampled on the
shape into ST. The velocity estimator only use cross attention and MLP to maintain independence between points.

Table 1. Reconstruction error on ShapeNet.

PointFlow [85] ST ST ST LION [77] 3DS2VSet [86]

latent dimension 512 512 2048 8192 8320 32768
CD (×10−3) ↓ 1.75± 1.53 0.82± 1.19 0.75± 0.53 0.65± 1.3 0.84± 2.4 9.5

Table 2. Reconstruction error on Objaverse and GSO datasets. Cham-
fer distances are of unit 10−4 and the reference point clouds are box-
normalized to [-1, 1].

Objaverse [20] Google scanned objects [23]
CD@2048↓ CD@8192↓ normal (◦)↓ CD@2048↓ CD@8192↓ Normal (◦) ↓

Real 2048 5.1± 3.9 3.2± 2.5 25.3± 11.1 6.3± 2.9 4.0± 1.8 17.6± 8.74
Real 8192 - 1.3± 1.1 20.5± 9.95 - 1.6± 0.77 14.3± 7.68
ST (d = 8) 5.6± 4.0 1.8± 1.2 22.5± 10.2 6.7± 3.0 2.0± 0.85 15.1± 8.26
ST (d = 16) 5.4± 4.0 1.6± 1.1 19.0± 8.84 6.6± 2.9 1.9± 0.83 13.9± 6.84

the first 2048 points as input to the tokenizer and the rest
as the reference when computing symmetric Chamfer Dis-
tance (CD). We train tokenizers with various total latent
dimensions (number of ST multiplied by their dimension).
We use 500 uniform steps of Heun’s 2nd order method [36]
to sample p(x|s).

We compare with Pointflow [85], as it is the closest to
our method, and LION [77], which models the joint dis-
tribution of 2048 points. Both take 2048 input points and
are trained on the same training data (normalization and
split). PointFlow represents a shape as a latent vector of
512 dimensions, and LION represents a shape as a 128-
dimensional global latent and a local latent of 8192 total
dimensions. We use the mean of the posterior distribution
(p(s|Z)) for all methods. As shown in Table 1, shape to-
kenization achieves similar chamfer distances while being
16× more compact than LION. The chamfer distances im-
prove as we increase the total dimension of ST. We also
report the chamfer distance from 3DShape2VecSet [86].
Note that our method is not directly comparable with theirs,
which predicts occupancy (i.e., inside / outside of a water-
tight shape) and uses marching cube to find surfaces. This
operation contributes to their larger chamfer distance.

We then train shape tokenizers on the Objaverse
dataset [20], which contains 800k meshes with a wide vari-
ety of 3D shapes. Unlike existing methods that need wa-
tertight meshes for training (e.g., to compute signed dis-

tance functions or occupancy [79, 88, 89]), our method
only requires point clouds. This significantly simplifies the
training of shape tokenization — we are able to utilize all
meshes in the training split of Objaverse and do not per-
form any pre-processing (e.g., smoothing the meshes, mak-
ing the meshes watertight, etc.) besides box-normalization
to [-1, 1]. We i.i.d. sample 200k points uniformly on the
surface of the meshes to create a dataset of point clouds.
We randomly select 640k meshes for training. We train two
variants of shape tokenizers, both take 16,384 points as in-
put and outputs 1024 tokens. The smaller tokenizer outputs
8-dimensional tokens and the other outputs 16-dimensional.

We evaluate the shape tokenizers on 600 held-out meshes
in Objaverse and the entire Google Scanned Objects (GSO)
dataset [23], which contains 1032 meshes. We sample with-
out replacement 16384 + n points from each point cloud,
the 16384 points are used as input to the tokenizer and the
n points are used as reference when computing chamfer
distance. Since there are no publicly available baselines
trained on Objaverse, we obtain a baseline by comparing
with real point clouds that are sampled from the surfaces of
certain sizes (shown as Real in Table 2). When the num-
ber of points is the same as the reference point cloud, it
provides an upperbound of the performance, and when the
number points is smaller than the reference point clouds, we
randomly sample with replacement to match the number of
points in the reference number. This provides a strong base-
line as all points are real and lie on the surface. As can
be seen in Table 2 and Figure 3, shape tokenization recon-
structs the 3D shapes well, we observe close chamfer dis-
tances to the upper bounds, and increasing dimension of ST
improves chamfer distances.

4.2. Analysis
We analyze properties of shape tokenization—modeling 3D
shapes as probability density functions with flow matching.

Surface normal. First we show that the connection be-
tween the flow matching velocity and the surface normal.
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Figure 3. Reconstruction, densification, and normal estimation of unseen point clouds in GSO dataset. For each row, we are given a point
cloud containing 16,384 points (xyz only), we compute ST and i.i.d. sample the resulted p(x|s) for 262,144 points. Different columns
render the input and the sampled point clouds from different view points. Indicated by the label in the parenthesis, we color the input points
according to their xyz coordinates and the sampled points according to their initial noise’s uvw coordinates and their estimated normal (last
two columns). Note that we do not provide normal as input to the shape tokenizer. Mesh credits [23].

Specifically, since p(x|S) is a 3D delta function, the direc-
tion of the score function ∇xlog p(x|S) aligns with the sur-
face normal. We use the formula derived by Ma et al. [52]
to convert velocity to score function and result in

n̂(x) =
∇xlog p1(x|s)
∥∇xlog p1(x|s)∥

= normalize(α1v(x; t→ 1)−α̇1x).

(9)
The expression motivates us to choose the generalized vari-
ance preserving path (αt = sin

(
π
2 t
)

and σt = cos
(
π
2 t
)
) [2,

52] such that α̇1 = 0 and the decoder directly estimates the
normal direction when t = 1.

We utilize the property to estimate surface normal at the
sampled points. Table 2 shows the angle between the esti-
mated normal at sampled points and the ground truth nor-
mal, which is that of the closest point in the real point cloud.
Notice the sampled points may not lie exactly on surfaces.
Our baseline is to compute vertex normal from real point
cloud by fitting a plane locally using Open3D [91]. It is a
standard method when getting point clouds without vertex
normal and is a strong baseline. As can be seen from the
table, modeling entire 3D shape enables ST to outperform
the strong real baseline when the number of points is small.

Log-likelihood. Our formulation using flow-matching en-
ables using the instantaneous change of variable [15] to cal-
culate the exact log-likelihood log p(x|s) at any 3D loca-
tion, enabling us to estimate the probability of x∈S by in-
tegrating an ODE. Since our distribution is 3-dimensional,
we can calculate the exact divergence with automatic differ-
entiation with little cost instead of using a trace estimator as

by Song et al. [72]. The capability to evaluate log-likelihood
at any location is useful for removing noisy points, e.g., due
to the finite number of steps used for the ODE integration.
We also notice that in practice we can get good estimation of
the log-likelihood by integrating the ODE for log-likelihood
estimation with much fewer steps (e.g., 25). In the paper,
we use the technique to filter point clouds sampled from
p(x|s) to filter the stray/noisy points caused by numerically
integrating the ODE when sampling p(x|s). Please see pre-
filtered point clouds in the supplemental material.

UVW mapping. Since our velocity estimator is a neural
network and thus is uniformly Lipschitz continuous in x and
continuous in t, the ODE has non-intersecting integration
trajectories and bijective mapping between the initial noise
space and the 3D shape space [15]. This means that given
any 3D location in the 3D space (i.e., xyz), we can traverse
the ODE trajectory (2) back to a unique location in initial
noise 3D space (that we call uvw to differentiate from xyz).
Additionally, since the trajectories do not intersect, the map-
ping varies smoothly. Inspired by the property, we choose to
use a uniform distribution within [−1, 1] as our initial noise
distribution e(ϵ). This allows us to map each xyz to a loca-
tion in a uvw-cube. One example is shown in Figure 4. We
also use the property to color the sampled point clouds by
their initial uvw locations (rgb = (uvw + 1) / 2). As can be
seen in the figures, the uvw mapping varies smoothly across
xyz. We think the uvw-mapping is an interesting property
and worth noting in the paper, as it is automatically discov-
ered by shape tokenization and resembles the UV-mapping
technique used for texture interpolation.
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Figure 4. The ODE integration trajectory defines a mapping from
xyz (data) to uvw (noise). Mesh credits [23].

5. Experiments
We apply ST to represent 3D in three applications, 3D shape
generation (single-image-to-3D or unconditional genera-
tion) (Section 5.1), 3D CLIP (Section 5.2), and neural ren-
dering (Section 5.3). Our goal is to demonstrate a variety
of capabilities enabled by ST and further motivate future
work. In all tasks, ST achieves competitive performance
compared to models specifically designed for each task.

5.1. Token Generation with Latent Flow-Matching
To demonstrate our ST is compatible with generative mod-
els, we train Latent Flow-Matching (LFM) models that gen-
erate ST. We train an unconditional LFM on ShapeNet
dataset (55 classes) [12] and an image-conditioned LFM
on Objaverse dataset [20]. We use the same training splits
as those used when training the corresponding shape to-
kenizers in Section 4. We build our velocity estimator
based on the Diffusion Transformer architecture (DiT) [60]
with AdaLN-single [14] and SwiGLU [69]. For the image-
conditioned model, we use DINOv2 [59] to extract image
features of each non-overlapping patch, and we encode the
patch center rays’ origins and directions with Fourier posi-
tional embedding and Plucker ray embedding [62], respec-
tively. We also learn a linear layer to extract additional in-
formation from the image patches. The DINO feature, the
output of the linear layer, and the ray embedding of each
patch are concatenated along feature dimension to form a
vector c. In each block, a cross-attention layer attends to c
of all patches to gather image information. For each mesh
in Objaverse, we render four images, each with 40 degrees
field of view, 448 × 448 resolution, at 3.5 units on the op-
posite sides of x and z axes looking at the origin. We train
the models with AdamW optimizer [48] with learning rate
10−4 with weight decay 0.01. The model is trained with
batch size 128 for 200k iterations on ShapeNet and batch
size 1024 for 1.2M iterations on Objaverse. During sam-
pling, we apply Heun’s 2nd order method [36] to sample
both tokens (250 steps) and point clouds (100 steps).

Table 3 shows the unconditional generation results on
ShapeNet. We compare with LION [77] and DPF [92].

Table 3. Unconditional generation on ShapeNet. For MMD-CD,
the unit is 10−3, and that for MMD-EMD is 10−2.

MMD ↓ COV ↑ (%) 1-NNA ↓ (%)

Model CD EMD CD EMD CD EMD

LION [77] 3.4336 2.0953 48.0 52.2 58.25 57.75
DPF [92] 3.2586 2.1328 49.0 50.4 54.65 55.70
ST (ours) 3.2102 2.0847 50.8 54.6 57.80 55.55

Table 4. Single-image-conditioned generation on Objaverse.

Model ULIP-I ↑ P-FID ↓ P-IS ↑
Shap-E [35] 0.1307 - -
Michelangelo [89] 0.1899 - -
CLAY [88] 0.2066 0.9946 -
ST (ours) 0.3214 0.7664 11.4415

Specifically, LION is a latent diffusion model that models
the joint distribution of a fixed size point set, and DPF is
our implementation of [92] that directly models the coordi-
nates of 3D points. Our model takes 32 ST of dimension 64;
it has ∼110M parameters, which is similar to the sizes of
LION and DPF. We measure Minimum Matching Distance
(MMD), Coverage (COV), and 1-Nearest Neighbor Accu-
racy (1-NNA) [85], using the same reference set as used by
Vahdat et al. [77]. For each method, we sample point clouds
containing 2048 points for 1000 samples in test set. As can
be seen, our model achieves better performance than LION
despite having a more compact latent space. Our model also
achieves competitive performance with the ambient-space
model, DPF, that is designed to learn the point distribution
without a separately learned encoder.

Table 4 shows the quantitative results of single-image-
conditioned generation on Objaverse. Due to the wide di-
versity of objects in Objaverse, we measure the quality of
generated point clouds with ULIP-I [84], P-FID [58], and
P-IS [58]. We use the PointNet++ provided by Nichol et al.
[58] to measure P-FID and P-IS, which measures qualities
of point clouds. We use ULIP-2 [84] to extract point-cloud
embedding and measure cosine similarity with the condi-
tioned image’s CLIP embedding. This evaluates the simi-
larity between the generated point cloud and the input im-
age. Our LFM model generates ST of dimension 1024×16.
As can be seen from the table, our model performs strongly
compared to existing baselines.

Figure 5 shows examples of our single-image to point
cloud results. Our model generates point clouds that highly
resemble the conditioning images and have plausible 3D
shapes. Moreover, as shown in Figure 14, our model gen-
erates diverse samples when the conditioning is ambiguous
(e.g., surfaces invisible in the conditioning images). For ex-
ample, the model generates rooms furnished differently and
Buddha with different gestures. See the supplemental ma-
terial for videos of more generated point clouds.
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Figure 5. Single-image to 3D point cloud results on unseen meshes in Objaverse. We color the points with RGB color that indicates the
original location of the point in the initial noise space. Mesh credits [4, 8, 25, 26, 29, 71].

Figure 6. We generated 9 point clouds independently from the same input image (top left image of each set). We provide the rendered
image of the meshes at the same viewpoint as a reference (middle left). No human selection was conducted, all 9 generated point clouds
are shown. Note that the model does not observe the reference images. Mesh credits [22, 24].

5.2. 3D CLIP
3D-CLIP aims to align shape embeddings with image and
text embeddings of a pretrained CLIP model [33]. The
shape encoder takes a point cloud as input and outputs an
embedding. We replace the shape encoder of an existing
3D-CLIP pipeline, OpenShape [44], with our shape tok-
enizer (1024 × 16) and an MLP.3 The MLP takes the con-
catenated ST as an input vector and has 4 layers of feature
dimension 4096, and finally a linear layer output the em-
bedding of dimension 1280. Note that we only train the
MLP, and thus we are able to use a large batch size (600
per GPU). We use the same training recipe and datasets

3Though ULIP-2 [84] has demonstrated better performance and has an
improved text corpus, part of its training pipeline is not available. Since
our goal is to demonstrate feasibility, we choose OpenShape [44] for its
better maintained codebase.

as OpenShape. We train two models, one on Objaverse
and ShapeNet datasets, and the other additionally on 3D-
FUTURE [27] and ABO [19]. We use the same text cap-
tions as OpenShape. The models are trained for 2 weeks
using 8 A100 GPUs.

Table 5 shows the zero-shot text classification results
using the learned shape embedding. As can be seen, the
model trained with ST as the 3D representation achieves
comparable performance as OpenShape that uses a specifi-
cally trained PointBert encoder. We notice that our accu-
racy on ModelNet-40 reached 83.3% after training for 2
days and started decreasing afterwards, while the accuracy
on Objaverse-LVIS kept increasing during the entire train-
ing. Since ModelNet40 is not part of the training set, this
indicates a distribution mismatch between Objaverse-LVIS
and ModelNet40, we believe an in-depth analysis of this
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Figure 7. Given a point cloud containing 16,384 points (xyz only), camera pose and intrinsics, we process rays corresponding to each pixel
individually and rasterize depth (bottom row) and normal (top two rows) map images. Mesh credits [10, 68].

Table 5. Zero-shot text classification. The first row block shows
comparison between OpenShape with a jointly trained PointBERT
encoder and OpenShape with ST + MLP encoder. The second row
block include other current methods for reference.

Objaverse-LVIS ModelNet40
Method Input Training Data top-1 top-5 top-1 top-5

OpenShape + PointBERT [44] xyz [20], [11], [27], [19], [44] 42.6 73.1 84.7 97.4
OpenShape + ST xyz [20], [11], [44] 47.9 75.1 80.6 94.6
OpenShape + ST xyz [20], [11], [27], [19], [44] 48.4 75.5 78.6 93.4

ULIP + PointBERT [83] xyz [20], [11], [84] 34.9 61.0 69.6 85.9
OpenShape + PointBERT [44] xyzrgb [20], [11] [44] 46.5 76.3 82.6 96.9
OpenShape + PointBERT [44] xyzrgb [20], [11], [27], [19], [44] 46.8 77.0 84.4 98.0
ULIP-2 + PointBERT [84] xyz [20], [11], [84] 48.9 77.1 84.1 97.3

observation is out of the scope of the paper.

5.3. Neural rendering
Ray-shape intersection is an important operator in graphics.
We demonstrate the capability of estimating the intersec-
tion point between a ray and the underlying 3D geometry
represented by ST. We take an existing method, Pointer-
sect [13], that uses the input point cloud and a ray as input
to a transformer to estimate intersection points, and use ST
to represent the input point cloud. Specifically, we train
a transformer consisting of 4 blocks of cross-attention lay-
ers, each is paired with a 2-layer MLP. The cross attention
takes the Plucker embedding of a single ray as query and
attends to the ST. In other words, individual rays are inde-
pendently processed. A final linear layer outputs estima-
tions of whether the ray hits any surface, the ray-traveling
distance to the first intersection point, and the surface nor-
mal. Given a camera pose and intrinsics, we process rays
corresponding to each pixel individually and rasterize depth
and normal map images. The results are shown in Table 6
and Figure 7. With ST as its 3D representation, the model
is able to estimate a smoother normal map, robust to local
variations of point clouds.

Table 6. Ray-shape intersection on unseen Objaverse shapes.
Poisson [37] Pointersect [13] ST (ours) + Pointersect [13]

Depth (RMSE) ↓ 0.16± 0.15 0.064± 0.066 0.053± 0.055
Normal (angle (◦)) ↓ 26.0± 14.1 17.7± 12.3 15.7± 12.3
Hit (acc (%)) ↑ 91.1± 10.6 99.4± 1.20 99.3± 1.19

6. Discussion
Shape tokenization is a novel data-driven method for 3D
shape representation. It lies on the opposite end of the spec-
trum from most existing 3D representations, which explic-
itly model geometry (e.g., meshes, SDFs) or rendering for-
mulations (e.g., 3D Gaussians, NeRF). Despite being mo-
tivated by machine learning, we show that Shape Tokens
possess properties that are tightly connected to 3D geome-
try, such as surface normals and UVW mapping. Shape to-
kenization and the connection between flow matching and
3D geometry provide an interesting and new viewpoint of
3D representations. Across a number of downstream tasks,
Shape Tokens demonstrates competitive performance with
task-specific representations.

Limitations. Current Shape Tokens consider geometry
only; extending to color is for future work. We need to in-
tegrate ODEs when sampling point clouds, shape tokens, or
computing log-likelihood, this means it takes longer times
to generate a point cloud than feed-forward methods. Uti-
lizing methods like distillation or advancement in diffusion
models to improve sampling efficiency is also future work.
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A. Summary of appendix
In the supplemental material, we present details about:
• Videos of single-image-to-3D results on Objaverse test

set (see index.html).
• Videos of single-image-to-3D results on Google Scanned

Objects (see index.html). We also compare with re-
cent single-image-to-3D methods, including Point-e [58],
Splatter-image [74], and Make-a-Shape [32].

• Videos of reconstruction, densification, and uvw-xyz de-
formation of point clouds in Google Scanned Objects (see
index.html).

• Videos of multiple independent samples from the same
input image (see index.html).

• Videos of point clouds sampled from linear interpolated
Shape Tokens. (see index.html).

• Videos of neural rendering results. (see index.html).
• Point cloud filtering results.
• Scaling experiments of single-image-to-3D.
• Architecture and training details of Shape Tokenizer.
• Runtime analysis.

B. Single-image-to-3D on Objaverse
In the attached offline website, we present ¿100 videos of
single-image-to-3D results on the Objaverse test set. In the
videos, we first show the input image, then the sampled
point cloud from the sampled Shape Tokens from the in-
put view. Finally, we rotate the viewpoints. As can be seen
from the videos, our results follow input image closely from
the input viewpoint and have plausible 3D structures when
seen from other viewpoints. In the results, the Shape To-
kens are sampled with 250 steps using Heun’s method, and
the point clouds are sampled with 100 steps using Heun’s
method. We use classifier free guidance with scale equal to
5.

C. Single-image-to-3D on GSO
In the attached offline website, Figure 8, Figure 9 and Fig-
ure 10, we present more than 20 single-image-to-3D results
on Google Scanned Objects (GSO). We also present results
from recent single-image-to-3D methods using the same in-
put image:
• Point-e [58], which is trained on a proprietary dataset con-

taining several millions meshes. It first generates 1024
points, then uses another model to upsample to 4096
points. It models the joint distribution of a point set with a
fixed number of points and cannot sample arbitrary num-
ber of points.

• Splatter-image [74], which is a recent method that takes
an image as input and predicts 3D Gaussian splats repre-
senting the scene. It also models RGB color. The model
is trained on Objaverse. Along the same line of works
as splatter images, recent methods [42, 81] often use an
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additional multiview image diffusion model to generate
multiview images from a single image, then apply the
multiview images to a model that is similar to Splatter-
image to construct 3D Gaussian splats. We think Splatter-
image reasonably demonstrate the performance of such
methodology without using the additional image diffu-
sion model.

• Make-a-Shape [32], which is a recent method that repre-
sents voxel grids of signed distance functions with packed
and pruned wavelet coefficients. A diffusion model is
learned to generate the representation given a single im-
age. The model is trained on ¿10 million meshes from 18
datasets, including Objaverse.

We present these results for the reader’s reference, and we
want to emphasize that they are not intended for direct
comparison. The models differ in their training data (e.g.,
Point-e is trained on a proprietary dataset) and underlying
mechanisms (e.g., Splatter-image is not a generative model
and our model assumes the input camera parameters are
known). In general, we find it difficult to establish com-
pletely fair comparisons of image-to-3D methods. We hope
our code and model release can help improve the situation.
In the results, the Shape Tokens are sampled with 250 steps
using Heun’s method, and the point clouds are sampled with
100 steps using Heun’s method. We use classifier free guid-
ance with scale equal to 5.

D. Reconstruction and densification on GSO
In the attached offline website, we present ¿ 20 videos of
point clouds sampled from the Shape Tokens computed
from input point clouds in Google Scanned Objects (GSO).
The input point clouds contain 16,384 points, and we sam-
ple 262,144 points (16×) to demonstrate the densification
capability. We also color the point clouds with their initial
coordinate in the noise space (uvw) to demonstrate the de-
formation trajectory from the noise space (uvw) to the am-
bient space (xyz). As can be seen, the trajectories smoothly
vary in 3D.

E. Multiple samples from same image
In the attached offline website, we present results of point
clouds sampled from independently sampled Shape Tokens
from the same input image. The input images are from Ob-
javerse test set. As can be seen, the model can generate
diverse samples when the input image is ambiguous while
matching the input image. In the results, the Shape To-
kens are sampled with 250 steps using Heun’s method, and
the point clouds are sampled with 100 steps using Heun’s
method. We do not use classifier-free guidance in these ex-
amples.

F. Linear interpolation of Shape Tokens
Out of curiosity, we linear interpolate Shape Tokens com-
puted by two distinct shapes. Specifically, given two Shape
Tokens, s1 and s2, we compute a series of Shape Tokens:

s(w) = (1− w)s1 + ws2, (10)

where w varies from 0 to 1. We sample point clouds from
the resulting Shape Tokens with the same initial noise (col-
ored by their uvw coordinates) and render the video shown
in the attached offline website.

G. Neural rendering results on Objaverse
In the attached offline website, we present results of neural
rendered normal maps from input point clouds from Obja-
verse test set. We also present results from screened Poisson
reconstruction [37] and Pointersect [13]. Screened Poisson
reconstruction first reconstructs a mesh from the input point
cloud, then renders the normal maps. Since the input point
clouds do not contain vertex normal, we use Open3D to es-
timate vertex normal by computing principle components
of local point clouds. Screened Poisson reconstruction is
sensitive to the quality of the vertex normal. We use the im-
plementation of screened Poisson reconstruction in Open3D
with depth=7, and we remove the vertices with density in
the last 5% percentile. We empirically find the settings pro-
duces slightly better results in our experiments.

Pointersect is a neural rendering method that takes a tar-
get ray and an input point and estimates the intersection
point between the ray and the underlying shape represented
by the point cloud. We find it preserve high frequency de-
tails in the rendered normal maps, but it is also sensitive to
the input point cloud and thus its results often contain high
frequency noise. Our neural rendering model takes a target
ray and Shape Tokens computed from the input point cloud,
and it estimates the intersection point between the ray and
the underlying shape represented by the point cloud. The
normal estimation is more robust to input-point configura-
tions, however, we also observe smoothing in the rendered
normal maps.

H. Point cloud filtering results
In Figure 11 and Figure 12, we show point clouds before
and after filtering by the log-likelihood computed using the
instantaneous change of variables technique [16]. In the re-
sults of the paper, we sample point clouds containing more
than 200 thousands of points using numerical integration
of the ordinary differential equations of flow matching with
finite number of steps (e.g., 100). Since we sample indi-
vidual points in the large number of points independently,
a small number of points may contain error from the nu-
merical integration. As a result, some points may be away
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Figure 8. Single-image-to-3D results on Google Scanned Objects (1/3). Each row block shows different views of the same generated 3D
representation from the same input image.
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Figure 9. Single-image-to-3D results on Google Scanned Objects (2/3). Each row block shows different views of the same generated 3D
representation from the same input image.

15



Figure 10. Single-image-to-3D results on Google Scanned Objects (3/3). Each row block shows different views of the same generated 3D
representation from the same input image.
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from the surfaces after the integration. We notice that we
can calculate the log-likelihood of the sampled points with
a small number of steps (e.g., 25) and filter the sampled
point cloud by thresholding the log-likelihood. As can be
seen from the results in Figure 12 (e.g., the center hole in
the top down view), the filtering is effective and can remove
points that are not removed by the standard statistical out-
lier removal method. In all results of the paper, we apply
log-likelihood filter to remove 10% of the points with low-
est log-likelihood, and then apply statistical outlier removal
with neighbor size of 3 and standard deviation to be 2 [91].
We emphasize that the filtering is only conducted for visu-
alization, all quantitative evaluations are conducted on the
unfiltered point clouds.

I. Scaling experiments of single-image-to-3D
In Figure 13, we demonstrate that the Latent Flow Match-
ing model (LFM) trained on Shape Tokens benefits from
scaling, analogous to image tokenizers (e.g., SD-VAE [67]).
We train LFM of various sizes: small (S), base (B), large
(L), and extra-large (XL). As shown in Figure 13(a) and
(b), the ULIP-I scores increase with the size of the models
and dimension of the shape tokens. Our model also sup-
ports classifer-free guidance (CFG). Figure 13(c) illustrates
how CFG scales affect the ULIP-I scores.

J. Architecture of Shape Tokenizer
See Figure 15 for the detailed architecture of the shape to-
kenizer. The main shape tokenizer trained on Objaverse
has 55.4 million trainable parameters. We use Fourier Posi-
tional embedding [78] with 32 logarithmic spaced frequen-
cies from 20 to 212. We change the dimension of the final
linear layer to control the dimension of the Shape Tokens.

See Figure 16 for the detailed architecture of the veloc-
ity estimator paired with the shape tokenizer. We use the
same Fourier Positional embedding to encode the input xyz
locations as that in the shape tokenizer. We use Fourier
positional embedding following by a MLP to encode flow-
matching time. The Fourier positional embedding uses 16
logarithmic spaced frequencies from 2π to 216π, and the
MLP has 2 linear layers (64 dimension) and SiLU activa-
tion function.

We train the shape tokenizer with AdamW [49] with
β1 = 0.9 and β2 = 0.98. No weight decay is used. We use
the learning rate schedule used by Vaswani et al. [78] with
a warm-up period of 4000 iterations. During the warm-up
iterations, the learning rate increases to 2.8e-4, and it gradu-
ally decreases afterwards. We train the shape tokenizers on
32 H100 GPUs for 200 hours (1.2M iterations). We do not
observe overfitting, since each point cloud contains a large
number of i.i.d. samples of pS(x).

The neural rendering model uses the same architecture

Table 7. Runtime (in seconds)
H100 A100

bfloat16 float32 bfloat16 float32

compute Shape Tokens 0.022 0.028 0.025 0.047
sample 16384 points from Shape Tokens with 100 Euler steps 0.72 2.81 1.18 3.58
sample shape tokens from single image with 100 Euler steps 6.76 23.12 9.20 33.56
single image to point cloud 7.48 25.93 10.38 37.14

as the flow-matching velocity estimator above. Without
self-attention blocks, it processes individual rays indepen-
dently. We remove the adaptive layer normalization with
flow-matching time (i.e., it uses standard layer normaliza-
tion layers). It takes encoded ray as input and repeats the
blocks 4 times. The ray is encoded as ray origin and direc-
tion. The coordinate of the ray origin is encoded with the
same Fourier positional embedding as above. The direction
is encoded with Plucker ray representation [62]. Addition-
ally, we sample 32 points uniformly on the ray within the
[-1, 1] box (only after the ray origin if it is within the box).
We empirically find that it improves the estimation of ray
hit slightly. We train the model on 32 A100 GPUs for 250
hours (880k iterations).

K. Runtime analysis
In Table 7, we report the runtime of (a) computing Shape
Tokens from 16,384 input points, (b) sampling 16,384
points from Shape Tokens with 100 Euler steps, (c) sam-
pling the image-conditioned latent flow matching model
with 100 Euler steps, and (d) total time to generate a point
cloud containing 16,384 points from a single image. We
measure the runtime with various combinations of hard-
ware (H100, A100) and floating point precision (bfloat16,
float32). Encoding point clouds into Shape Tokens is fast
(e.g., 25 ms on A100 with bfloat16), since it is a feed-
forward model. Sampling point clouds or Shape Tokens
requires numerical integration and calling the flow match-
ing models multiple times. Under the settings, generating
a point cloud from a single image takes ¿7.5 seconds us-
ing H100 and bfloat16. There is usually a trade-off between
reducing the number of steps, numerical integration method
(e.g., first order, second order, etc.), runtime, and generation
quality. Utilizing advancement in diffusion model speedup
is future work.
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Figure 11. Denoising with log-likelihood. We sample 262k points from p(x|s). Due to error from the numerical integration, a small
number of points contain noise. We compute exact log-likelihood log p(x|s) for each point and use the values to filter. Log-likelihood
filtering is complementary to the standard statistical outlier filtering, which also effectively filters noisy points.
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Figure 12. Denoising with log-likelihood. We sample 262k points from p(x|s). Due to the finite capacity of neural network and the large
number of points, a small number of points contain noise. We compute exact log-likelihood log p(x|s) for each point and use the values to
filter. Log-likelihood filtering is complementary to the standard statistical outlier filtering, which also effectively filters noisy points.
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Figure 13. ULIP-I cosine similarities of (a) different model sizes, (b) different latent dimensions, and (c) different CFG scales.
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Figure 14. We generated 9 point clouds independently from the same image. We provide the rendered image of the meshes at the same
viewpoint as a reference. Note that the model does not observe the reference images. Mesh credits [1, 7].
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Figure 15. Architecture of shape tokenizer. Our main model for
Objaverse uses n = 16, 384, k = 1024, df = 512, and d =
16. This results in 55.4 million trainable parameters. For shape
tokenizers trained on ShapeNet, we use n = 2048, k = 32, df =
512, and d = 64, resulting in 54.9 million trainable parameters.
All multihead attention uses 8 heads. The linear layers in MLP
have expand and contract the feature dimension by 4 times.

Figure 16. Architecture of flow-matching velocity estimator for
shape tokenization. The model uses feature dimension 512, and
the number multihead attention is 8. The linear layers in MLP have
expand and contract the feature dimension by 4 times. The total
number of trainable parameters is 8.72 millions and 8.87 millions
for Objaverse and ShapeNet models, respectively. The neural ren-
dering model uses the same architecture without the adaptive layer
normalization with flow-matching time (i.e., it uses standard layer
normalization layers). It takes encoded ray as input and repeats
the blocks 4 times.
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3D Shape Tokenization

Rick Chang, Yuyang Wang, Miguel Angel Bautista Martin, Jiatao Gu, Josh Susskind, Oncel Tuzel
Machine Learning Research

Motivation. We aim to enable large-scale 3D data collection
and 3D machine learning. Most 3D data capture (lidar/laser
scanning, stereo, structured light, etc.) come in the form of
point clouds. However, it is difficult for ML models like
transformers to process the large number of points required
to preserve 3D details, due to computation and memory con-
straints. Other 3D representations are built for specific use
and thus impose certain assumptions and limitations. Meshes
are designed for fast rendering, but their topology are dis-
continuous and difficult for ML. Signed distance functions
only represent watertight surfaces, but most 3D data are not;
additionally, acquiring distance functions needs meshes or
optimization, which are difficult to acquire in large scale. 3D
Gaussian needs optimization and a large numbers of points
to preserve geometry details. Occupancy grids are limited by
the resolution and memory.

Main message and Apple impact. We proposes a new 3D
representation, shape token, that only requires point clouds to
train, is continuous, and is compact. Given any 3D shape, our
representation converts it into 1024 continuous tokens, each
with 16 dimensions (these are configurable hyper-parameters).
Despite its compactness, it preserves geometry details in high
fidelity (see Table 1 and Figure 1). Our representation can
represent non-watertight, partially observed, intersecting, or
even volumetric shapes. It learns from the data, thus adapting
to any type of geometry of interest and provide 3D priors
to downstream ML models. We demonstrate downstream
applications, single image to 3D and 3D-CLIP, utilizing our
shape token representation. Our method also enables exact
log-likelihood calculation, which we use to denoise point
clouds. The capabilities to directly learn and inference from
point clouds make our model a useful tool for large-scale 3D
data collection and 3D ML on Apple Vision Pro and ARKit.

Main idea. Our main innovation is to represent 3D shapes
as probability density functions in 3D. We treat each point,
xi ∈ R3 in a point cloud, X={x1, . . . } as an i.i.d sample from
p(x; s): R3 → [0,∞), where s is the 3D shape tokens. Notice
that p(x; s) is the distribution of 3D locations, instead of the
joint distribution of the entire set X. This is in sharp contrast
to existing latent representations of point clouds like Point-
e or LION (NeurIPS 2022). Our p(x; s) is extremely low
dimensional (i.e., 3), whereas LION and Point-e learn the joint
distribution of 2048 points, i.e., p(x1, . . . , x2048): R2048×3 →
[0, 1). Our representation enables sampling arbitrarily dense
point clouds, whereas theirs can only sample point clouds
with fixed number of points. We parameterize p(x; s) with a
flow matching model and learn the shape tokenizer (s = E(X))
jointly. Utilizing flow matching provides several benefits: 1)
it enables us to sample any number of points from p(x; s); 2)
it models the score function ∇x p(x; s) ∈ R3, which directly
provides the surface normal; 3) it enables computation of
log-likelihood at x, which is useful for point cloud denoising.

Results. We first train a shape tokenizer on ShapeNet (35k
training point clouds). We evaluate detail preservation with
Chamfer distance. Table 1 shows our model achieves 1/10
reconstruction error compared to our baseline (LION) while
being 4× more compact. Next, we train a shape tokenizer on
the Objaverse dataset (500k training point clouds). Note that
unlike existing methods like CLAY (SIGGRAPH 2024), we
do not need any preprocessing (e.g., making meshes water-
tight or smooth) – we simply need point clouds. This signifi-
cantly simplifies training. The model achieves reconstruction
Chamfer distance of 9.5 × 10−4 on test set.
Table 1: Reconstruction error on
ShapeNet.

LION Ours

latent dimension 8320 2048
Chamfer distance (×10−3) ↓ 6.4 0.49

Table 2: Zero-shot text
classification on Objaverse.

top-1 acc top-5 acc

OpenShape (xyzrgb) 46.8 77.0
Ours (xyz) 47.6 74.9

3D-CLIP. To showcase our shape tokens are ML-friendly, we
take an existing 3D-CLIP, OpenShape (NeurIPS 2024), and
replace their 3D encoder with our shape tokenizer (frozen).
As shown in Table 2, our model achieves comparable zero-
shot classification accuracy despite training only a 4-layer
MLP and with no color information.

Single-image to 3D. We train a latent flow-matching model
on shape tokens computed from the Objaverse training set.
The model takes a single image as input and integrating an
ODE to get the shape token s. We then sample p(x|s) to get a
dense point cloud. See results below.

Figure 1: Unseen single image to 3D point clouds results.
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Motivation. We aim to enable large-scale 3D data collection
and 3D machine learning. Most 3D data capture (lidar/laser
scanning, stereo, structured light, etc.) come in the form of
point clouds. However, it is difficult for ML models like
transformers to process the large number of points required
to preserve 3D details, due to computation and memory con-
straints. Other 3D representations are built for specific use
and thus impose certain assumptions and limitations. Meshes
are designed for fast rendering, but their topology are dis-
continuous and difficult for ML. Signed distance functions
only represent watertight surfaces, but most 3D data are not;
additionally, acquiring distance functions needs meshes or
optimization, which are difficult to acquire in large scale. 3D
Gaussian needs optimization and a large numbers of points
to preserve geometry details. Occupancy grids are limited by
the resolution and memory.

Main message and Apple impact. We proposes a new 3D
representation, shape token, that only requires point clouds
to train, is continuous, and is compact. Given any 3D shape,
our representation converts it into 1024 continuous tokens,
each with 16 dimensions.1 Despite its low-dimensionality, it
preserves geometry details in high fidelity (see Table 1 and
Figure 1). Our representation can represent non-watertight,
partially observed, intersecting, or even volumetric shapes. It
learns from the data, thus adapting to any type of geometry
of interest and provide 3D priors to downstream ML models.
We demonstrate downstream applications, single image to
3D and 3D-CLIP, utilizing our shape token representation.
The capabilities to directly learn and inference from point
clouds make our model a useful tool for large-scale 3D data
collection and 3D ML on Apple Vision Pro and ARKit.

Main idea. Our main innovation is to represent 3D shapes
as probability density functions in 3D. We treat each point,
xi ∈ R3 in a point cloud, X={x1, . . . } as an i.i.d sample from
p(x; s): R3 → [0,∞), where s is the 3D shape tokens. Notice
that p(x; s) is the distribution of 3D locations, instead of the
joint distribution of the entire set X. This is in sharp contrast
to existing latent representations of point clouds like Point-
e or LION (NeurIPS 2022). Our p(x; s) is extremely low
dimensional (i.e., 3), whereas LION and Point-e learn the joint
distribution of 2048 points, i.e., p(x1, . . . , x2048): R2048×3 →
[0, 1). Our representation enables sampling arbitrarily dense
point clouds, whereas theirs can only sample point clouds
with fixed number of points. We parameterize p(x; s) with a
flow matching model and learn the shape tokenizer (s = E(X))
jointly. Utilizing flow matching provides several benefits: 1)
it enables us to sample any number of points from p(x; s); 2)
it models the score function ∇x p(x; s) ∈ R3, which directly
provides the surface normal; 3) it enables computation of
log-likelihood at x, which is useful for point cloud denoising.

1These are configurable hyper-parameters, but in practice this works
well on the benchmarks tested.

Results. We first train a shape tokenizer on ShapeNet (35k
training point clouds). We evaluate detail preservation with
Chamfer distance. Table 1 shows our model achieves 1/10
reconstruction error compared to our baseline (LION) while
being 4× more compact. Next, we train a shape tokenizer on
the Objaverse dataset (500k training point clouds). Note that
unlike existing methods like CLAY (SIGGRAPH 2024), we
do not need any preprocessing (e.g., making meshes water-
tight or smooth) – we simply need point clouds. This signifi-
cantly simplifies training. The model achieves reconstruction
Chamfer distance of 9.5 × 10−4 on test set.
Table 1: Reconstruction error on
ShapeNet.

LION Ours

latent dimension 8320 2048
Chamfer distance (×10−3) ↓ 6.4 0.49

Table 2: Zero-shot text
classification on Objaverse.

top-1 acc top-5 acc

OpenShape (xyzrgb) 46.8 77.0
Ours (xyz) 47.1 74.7

3D-CLIP. To showcase our shape tokens are ML-friendly, we
take an existing 3D-CLIP, OpenShape (NeurIPS 2024), and
replace their 3D encoder with our shape tokenizer (frozen).
As shown in Table 2, our model achieves comparable zero-
shot classification accuracy despite training only a 4-layer
MLP and with no color information.

Single-image to 3D. We train a latent flow-matching model
on shape tokens computed from the Objaverse training set.
The model takes a single image as input and integrating an
ODE to get the shape token s. We then sample p(x|s) to get a
dense point cloud. See results below.

Figure 1: Unseen single image to 3D point clouds results.
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A. Summary of appendix001

In the supplemental material, we present details about:002
• Videos of single-image-to-3D results on Objaverse test003

set (see index.html).004
• Videos of single-image-to-3D results on Google Scanned005

Objects (see index.html). We also compare with re-006
cent single-image-to-3D methods, including Point-e [9],007
Splatter-image [12], and Make-a-Shape [5].008

• Videos of reconstruction, densification, and uvw-xyz de-009
formation of point clouds in Google Scanned Objects (see010
index.html).011

• Videos of multiple independent samples from the same012
input image (see index.html).013

• Videos of point clouds sampled from linear interpolated014
Shape Tokens. (see index.html).015

• Videos of neural rendering results. (see index.html).016
• Point cloud filtering results.017
• Scaling experiments of single-image-to-3D.018
• Architecture and training details of Shape Tokenizer.019
• Runtime analysis.020

B. Single-image-to-3D on Objaverse021

In the attached offline website, we present ¿100 videos of022
single-image-to-3D results on the Objaverse test set. In the023
videos, we first show the input image, then the sampled024
point cloud from the sampled Shape Tokens from the in-025
put view. Finally, we rotate the viewpoints. As can be seen026
from the videos, our results follow input image closely from027
the input viewpoint and have plausible 3D structures when028
seen from other viewpoints. In the results, the Shape To-029
kens are sampled with 250 steps using Heun’s method, and030
the point clouds are sampled with 100 steps using Heun’s031
method. We use classifier free guidance with scale equal to032
5.033

C. Single-image-to-3D on GSO034

In the attached offline website, Figure 1, Figure 2 and Fig-035
ure 3, we present more than 20 single-image-to-3D results036
on Google Scanned Objects (GSO). We also present results037

from recent single-image-to-3D methods using the same in- 038
put image: 039
• Point-e [9], which is trained on a proprietary dataset con- 040

taining several millions meshes. It first generates 1024 041
points, then uses another model to upsample to 4096 042
points. It models the joint distribution of a point set with a 043
fixed number of points and cannot sample arbitrary num- 044
ber of points. 045

• Splatter-image [12], which is a recent method that takes 046
an image as input and predicts 3D Gaussian splats repre- 047
senting the scene. It also models RGB color. The model 048
is trained on Objaverse. Along the same line of works as 049
splatter images, recent methods [7, 14] often use an addi- 050
tional multiview image diffusion model to generate mul- 051
tiview images from a single image, then apply the multi- 052
view images to a model that is similar to Splatter-image 053
to construct 3D Gaussian splats. We think Splatter-image 054
reasonably demonstrate the performance of such method- 055
ology without using the additional image diffusion model. 056

• Make-a-Shape [5], which is a recent method that repre- 057
sents voxel grids of signed distance functions with packed 058
and pruned wavelet coefficients. A diffusion model is 059
learned to generate the representation given a single im- 060
age. The model is trained on ¿10 million meshes from 18 061
datasets, including Objaverse. 062

We present these results for the reader’s reference, and we 063
want to emphasize that they are not intended for direct 064
comparison. The models differ in their training data (e.g., 065
Point-e is trained on a proprietary dataset) and underlying 066
mechanisms (e.g., Splatter-image is not a generative model 067
and our model assumes the input camera parameters are 068
known). In general, we find it difficult to establish com- 069
pletely fair comparisons of image-to-3D methods. We hope 070
our code and model release can help improve the situation. 071
In the results, the Shape Tokens are sampled with 250 steps 072
using Heun’s method, and the point clouds are sampled with 073
100 steps using Heun’s method. We use classifier free guid- 074
ance with scale equal to 5. 075
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Figure 1. Single-image-to-3D results on Google Scanned Objects (1/3). Each row block shows different views of the same generated 3D
representation from the same input image.
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Figure 2. Single-image-to-3D results on Google Scanned Objects (2/3). Each row block shows different views of the same generated 3D
representation from the same input image.
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Figure 3. Single-image-to-3D results on Google Scanned Objects (3/3). Each row block shows different views of the same generated 3D
representation from the same input image.
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D. Reconstruction and densification on GSO076

In the attached offline website, we present ¿ 20 videos of077
point clouds sampled from the Shape Tokens computed078
from input point clouds in Google Scanned Objects (GSO).079
The input point clouds contain 16,384 points, and we sam-080
ple 262,144 points (16×) to demonstrate the densification081
capability. We also color the point clouds with their initial082
coordinate in the noise space (uvw) to demonstrate the de-083
formation trajectory from the noise space (uvw) to the am-084
bient space (xyz). As can be seen, the trajectories smoothly085
vary in 3D.086

E. Multiple samples from same image087

In the attached offline website, we present results of point088
clouds sampled from independently sampled Shape Tokens089
from the same input image. The input images are from Ob-090
javerse test set. As can be seen, the model can generate091
diverse samples when the input image is ambiguous while092
matching the input image. In the results, the Shape To-093
kens are sampled with 250 steps using Heun’s method, and094
the point clouds are sampled with 100 steps using Heun’s095
method. We do not use classifier-free guidance in these ex-096
amples.097

F. Linear interpolation of Shape Tokens098

Out of curiosity, we linear interpolate Shape Tokens com-099
puted by two distinct shapes. Specifically, given two Shape100
Tokens, s1 and s2, we compute a series of Shape Tokens:101

s(w) = (1− w)s1 + ws2, (1)102

where w varies from 0 to 1. We sample point clouds from103
the resulting Shape Tokens with the same initial noise (col-104
ored by their uvw coordinates) and render the video shown105
in the attached offline website.106

G. Neural rendering results on Objaverse107

In the attached offline website, we present results of neural108
rendered normal maps from input point clouds from Obja-109
verse test set. We also present results from screened Poisson110
reconstruction [6] and Pointersect [3]. Screened Poisson re-111
construction first reconstructs a mesh from the input point112
cloud, then renders the normal maps. Since the input point113
clouds do not contain vertex normal, we use Open3D to es-114
timate vertex normal by computing principle components115
of local point clouds. Screened Poisson reconstruction is116
sensitive to the quality of the vertex normal. We use the im-117
plementation of screened Poisson reconstruction in Open3D118
with depth=7, and we remove the vertices with density in119
the last 5% percentile. We empirically find the settings pro-120
duces slightly better results in our experiments.121

Pointersect is a neural rendering method that takes a tar- 122
get ray and an input point and estimates the intersection 123
point between the ray and the underlying shape represented 124
by the point cloud. We find it preserve high frequency de- 125
tails in the rendered normal maps, but it is also sensitive to 126
the input point cloud and thus its results often contain high 127
frequency noise. Our neural rendering model takes a target 128
ray and Shape Tokens computed from the input point cloud, 129
and it estimates the intersection point between the ray and 130
the underlying shape represented by the point cloud. The 131
normal estimation is more robust to input-point configura- 132
tions, however, we also observe smoothing in the rendered 133
normal maps. 134

H. Point cloud filtering results 135

In Figure 4 and Figure 5, we show point clouds before and 136
after filtering by the log-likelihood computed using the in- 137
stantaneous change of variables technique [4]. In the results 138
of the paper, we sample point clouds containing more than 139
200 thousands of points using numerical integration of the 140
ordinary differential equations of flow matching with finite 141
number of steps (e.g., 100). Since we sample individual 142
points in the large number of points independently, a small 143
number of points may contain error from the numerical inte- 144
gration. As a result, some points may be away from the sur- 145
faces after the integration. We notice that we can calculate 146
the log-likelihood of the sampled points with a small num- 147
ber of steps (e.g., 25) and filter the sampled point cloud by 148
thresholding the log-likelihood. As can be seen from the re- 149
sults in Figure 5 (e.g., the center hole in the top down view), 150
the filtering is effective and can remove points that are not 151
removed by the standard statistical outlier removal method. 152
In all results of the paper, we apply log-likelihood filter to 153
remove 10% of the points with lowest log-likelihood, and 154
then apply statistical outlier removal with neighbor size of 155
3 and standard deviation to be 2 [15]. We emphasize that the 156
filtering is only conducted for visualization, all quantitative 157
evaluations are conducted on the unfiltered point clouds. 158

I. Scaling experiments of single-image-to-3D 159

In Figure 6, we demonstrate that the Latent Flow Matching 160
model (LFM) trained on Shape Tokens benefits from scal- 161
ing, analogous to image tokenizers (e.g., SD-VAE [11]). 162
We train LFM of various sizes: small (S), base (B), large 163
(L), and extra-large (XL). As shown in Figure 6(a) and (b), 164
the ULIP-I scores increase with the size of the models and 165
dimension of the shape tokens. Our model also supports 166
classifer-free guidance (CFG). Figure 6(c) illustrates how 167
CFG scales affect the ULIP-I scores. 168

5



CVPR
#4385

CVPR
#4385

CVPR 2025 Submission #4385. CONFIDENTIAL REVIEW COPY. DO NOT DISTRIBUTE.

Figure 4. Denoising with log-likelihood. We sample 262k points from p(x|s). Due to error from the numerical integration, a small number
of points contain noise. We compute exact log-likelihood log p(x|s) for each point and use the values to filter. Log-likelihood filtering is
complementary to the standard statistical outlier filtering, which also effectively filters noisy points.

J. Architecture of Shape Tokenizer169

See Figure 8 for the detailed architecture of the shape to-170
kenizer. The main shape tokenizer trained on Objaverse171
has 55.4 million trainable parameters. We use Fourier Posi-172
tional embedding [13] with 32 logarithmic spaced frequen-173
cies from 20 to 212. We change the dimension of the final174
linear layer to control the dimension of the Shape Tokens.175

See Figure 9 for the detailed architecture of the veloc-176
ity estimator paired with the shape tokenizer. We use the177
same Fourier Positional embedding to encode the input xyz178
locations as that in the shape tokenizer. We use Fourier179
positional embedding following by a MLP to encode flow-180
matching time. The Fourier positional embedding uses 16181

logarithmic spaced frequencies from 2π to 216π, and the 182
MLP has 2 linear layers (64 dimension) and SiLU activa- 183
tion function. 184

We train the shape tokenizer with AdamW [8] with β1 = 185
0.9 and β2 = 0.98. No weight decay is used. We use the 186
learning rate schedule used by Vaswani et al. [13] with a 187
warm-up period of 4000 iterations. During the warm-up it- 188
erations, the learning rate increases to 2.8e-4, and it gradu- 189
ally decreases afterwards. We train the shape tokenizers on 190
32 H100 GPUs for 200 hours (1.2M iterations). We do not 191
observe overfitting, since each point cloud contains a large 192
number of i.i.d. samples of pS(x). 193

The neural rendering model uses the same architecture 194
as the flow-matching velocity estimator above. Without 195
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Figure 5. Denoising with log-likelihood. We sample 262k points from p(x|s). Due to the finite capacity of neural network and the large
number of points, a small number of points contain noise. We compute exact log-likelihood log p(x|s) for each point and use the values to
filter. Log-likelihood filtering is complementary to the standard statistical outlier filtering, which also effectively filters noisy points.
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Figure 6. ULIP-I cosine similarities of (a) different model sizes, (b) different latent dimensions, and (c) different CFG scales.

self-attention blocks, it processes individual rays indepen-196
dently. We remove the adaptive layer normalization with197
flow-matching time (i.e., it uses standard layer normaliza-198
tion layers). It takes encoded ray as input and repeats the199
blocks 4 times. The ray is encoded as ray origin and direc-200

tion. The coordinate of the ray origin is encoded with the 201
same Fourier positional embedding as above. The direction 202
is encoded with Plucker ray representation [10]. Addition- 203
ally, we sample 32 points uniformly on the ray within the 204
[-1, 1] box (only after the ray origin if it is within the box). 205
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Figure 7. We generated 9 point clouds independently from the same image. We provide the rendered image of the meshes at the same
viewpoint as a reference. Note that the model does not observe the reference images. Mesh credits [1, 2].

Table 1. Runtime (in seconds)
H100 A100

bfloat16 float32 bfloat16 float32

compute Shape Tokens 0.022 0.028 0.025 0.047
sample 16384 points from Shape Tokens with 100 Euler steps 0.72 2.81 1.18 3.58
sample shape tokens from single image with 100 Euler steps 6.76 23.12 9.20 33.56
single image to point cloud 7.48 25.93 10.38 37.14

We empirically find that it improves the estimation of ray206
hit slightly. We train the model on 32 A100 GPUs for 250207
hours (880k iterations).208

K. Runtime analysis209

In Table 1, we report the runtime of (a) computing Shape210
Tokens from 16,384 input points, (b) sampling 16,384211
points from Shape Tokens with 100 Euler steps, (c) sam-212
pling the image-conditioned latent flow matching model213
with 100 Euler steps, and (d) total time to generate a point214
cloud containing 16,384 points from a single image. We215
measure the runtime with various combinations of hard-216
ware (H100, A100) and floating point precision (bfloat16,217
float32). Encoding point clouds into Shape Tokens is fast218
(e.g., 25 ms on A100 with bfloat16), since it is a feed-219
forward model. Sampling point clouds or Shape Tokens220
requires numerical integration and calling the flow match-221
ing models multiple times. Under the settings, generating222
a point cloud from a single image takes ¿7.5 seconds us-223
ing H100 and bfloat16. There is usually a trade-off between224
reducing the number of steps, numerical integration method225
(e.g., first order, second order, etc.), runtime, and generation226
quality. Utilizing advancement in diffusion model speedup227
is future work.228
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