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Abstract

A high-fidelity digital simulation environment is crucial for accurately repli-
cating physical operational processes. However, inconsistencies between
simulation and physical environments result in low confidence in simulation
outcomes, limiting their effectiveness in guiding real-world production. Unlike
the traditional step-by-step point cloud ”segmentation-registration” genera-
tion method, this paper introduces, for the first time, a novel Multi-Robot
Manufacturing Digital Scene Generation (MRG) method that leverages multi-
instance point cloud registration, specifically within manufacturing scenes.
Tailored to the characteristics of industrial robots and manufacturing settings,
an instance-focused transformer module is developed to delineate instance
boundaries and capture correlations between local regions. Additionally, a
hypothesis generation module is proposed to extract target instances while
preserving key features. Finally, an efficient screening and optimization al-
gorithm is designed to refine the final registration results. Experimental
evaluations on the Scan2CAD and Welding-Station datasets demonstrate
that: (1) the proposed method outperforms existing multi-instance point
cloud registration techniques; (2) compared to state-of-the-art methods, the
Scan2CAD dataset achieves improvements in MR and MP by 12.15% and
17.79%, respectively; and (3) on the Welding-Station dataset, MR and MP
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are enhanced by 16.95% and 24.15%, respectively. This work marks the
first application of multi-instance point cloud registration in manufacturing
scenes, significantly advancing the precision and reliability of digital simulation
environments for industrial applications.

Keywords: industrial robots, scene generation, point cloud, multi-instance,
transformer

1. Introduction

In recent years, digital twin technology has experienced widespread adop-
tion across modern manufacturing sectors, particularly in the areas of welding,
assembly, and quality inspection [1]. Through the construction of high-fidelity
digital models, this technology facilitates the precise simulation of real-world
production environments, thereby optimizing manufacturing processes and
forecasting potential failures [2]. A large field-of-view three-dimensional (3D)
scanner is employed to acquire high-quality ambient point clouds, which
serve as the foundation for generating a highly reliable digital simulation
environment. The generation process involves several stages: 1) utilizing a 3D
scanner to capture the spatial configuration of the industrial robot’s working
shops; 2) preprocessing point cloud data to eliminate noise and enhance
data quality; 3) segmenting the industrial robot’s point cloud data; and 4)
employing point cloud registration technology to align the corresponding
robot’s digital model with the spatial pose of the point cloud data [3].

To facilitate high-precision simulations within digital industrial man-
ufacturing environments, point cloud registration technology has become
indispensable. Its objective is to estimate the transformation relationships
between point clouds from different locations and to align them spatially with
high precision. Specifically, this involves identifying and establishing spatial
mappings between two point clouds, thereby integrating their respective coor-
dinate systems. This technology constitutes a critical research domain within
industrial big data analysis and has found extensive applications in reverse
engineering [4], simultaneous localization and mapping [5], pose estimation
[6], and intelligent manufacturing [7].

Over the past few decades, researchers have developed a variety of effective
point cloud registration techniques. Traditional geometric methods include
the Iterative Closest Point (ICP) algorithm [8]. Fast Global Registration
(FGR) [9], the Normal Distribution Transform (NDT) [10, 11], and their
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variants are also prominent. In recent years, deep learning (DL)-based
methods, such as PointNetLK [12], CoFiNet [13], and GeoTransformer [14],
have been increasingly proposed. However, the step-by-step method for
generating digital industrial manufacturing simulation environments has the
following drawbacks: 1) As a crucial front-end step in point cloud registration,
segmentation accuracy significantly impacts scene generation quality, and its
robustness is inadequate; 2) The step-by-step method results in prolonged
generation times;

Figure 1: Comparison of different methods for generating digital welding station. The
target instance point clouds in the station are shown in blue, the source point cloud after
the transformation estimate is shown in yellow, point clouds similar to the target instances
are shown in purple, and outlier points are shown in gray. The green bounding boxes
represent the actual poses of the instances in the target point clouds, and the red bounding
boxes represent the predicted poses. Instances surrounded by both red and green bounding
boxes indicate successful detection, while those surrounded only by green bounding boxes
indicate missed detection.

In view of the aforementioned challenges, step-by-step generation methods
struggle to meet the accuracy and efficiency requirements of digital man-
ufacturing scene generation. With the rapid advancement of 3D scanning
technologies, such as LiDAR and RGB-D cameras, multi-instance point cloud
registration methods have gradually become a research focus. Unlike paired
point cloud registration methods, multi-instance point cloud registration meth-
ods require the identification of corresponding point clusters belonging to
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different instances and the estimation of multiple transformation relationships.
Fig. 1 illustrates the differences between the two digital simulation environ-
ment generation methods. Multi-instance point cloud registration methods
are primarily categorized into multi-model fitting methods and DL-based
methods. The fundamental concept of multi-model fitting methods [15, 16, 17]
is to sample a series of hypotheses and then subsequently conduct preference
analysis or consensus analysis. These methods rely on efficient hypothesis
sampling; however, in industrial manufacturing scenes with dense point clouds
and a high number of outliers, the efficiency and robustness of the algorithms
can be significantly reduced. To this end, researchers leverage DL algorithms
such as Predator [18] for point cloud feature extraction and combine them
with the robust representation capabilities of a distance consistency matrix to
propose a DL-based multi-instance point cloud registration method [19]. The
impact of outliers on the extraction of instance correspondences is effectively
reduced, and the efficiency of instance correspondence point clustering is
improved. However, the DL-based method also has limitations when applied
to registration tasks in digital manufacturing scenes. For example, these
methods often overlook the correlations between local areas of industrial
robots, resulting in an insufficient mapping accuracy.

To address the aforementioned research gap, we propose a DL-based multi-
instance point cloud registration method, Multi-Robot Registration (MRG),
which aims to solve the model generation challenges in digital manufacturing
environments. This method considers the sensing range of point clouds in
different regions and integrates a coarse-to-fine mapping extraction strategy
to substantially enhance the accuracy of instance extraction. Additionally,
the interconnections among various local regions of the industrial robot are
thoroughly taken into account, thereby enhancing registration accuracy. The
specific contributions of this paper are outlined as follows:

1) We propose a novel multi-instance point cloud registration method that
directly extracts instance correspondences and estimates transformation
parameters without relying on multi-model fitting.

2) We have developed a novel geometric transformer module that, while
limiting context features to the instance range, extends the receptive
field of the point cloud and enhances connections between point clouds
in different local areas.

3) We introduce a novel hypothesis generation and optimization strategy
that eliminates redundant candidates while retaining key features of
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the robot, thereby generating the final registration result.

The remainder of this paper is organized as follows: Section 2 reviews
the relevant research progress in point cloud registration and multi-instance
point cloud registration; Section 3 introduces the general framework of MRG.
Section 4 evaluates the performance of the proposed method and presents
the experimental results. Section 5 summarizes the research presented in this
paper.

2. Related works

Based on the number of objects in the scene and the registration require-
ments, point cloud registration algorithms can be classified into pairwise
point cloud registration methods and multi-instance registration methods.
The latter can be further subdivided into multi-model fitting methods and
DL-based methods.

2.1. Pairwise Point Cloud Registration

Point cloud registration has a long history, and most current methods
focus on pairwise registration. These methods are generally divided into three
sub-tasks: point matching, outlier rejection, and transformation estimation.
Traditional point matching methods rely on manually designed descriptors
[20, 21], to capture local information; however, these methods are sensitive
to noise and outliers. To enhance the robustness of matching algorithms,
DL-based methods have gradually replaced traditional methods. Zeng et
al. [22] proposed the pioneering 3DMatch algorithm, which takes local
voxel blocks as input and employs a 3D Convolutional Neural Network
(CNN) to learn local geometric features, thereby generating robust and highly
discriminative 3D descriptors. Deng et al. [23] proposed an unordered
network architecture based on PointNet [24] that utilizes a novel N-tuple
loss function to inject global contextual information into local descriptors,
thereby enhancing their representation capability. Gojcic et al. [25] aligned
Smoothed Density Value (SDV) with the Local Reference Frame (LRF) to
address the rotation invariance issue of descriptors. They used a twin deep
learning architecture for efficient point cloud matching.

Accurate correspondences are essential for enhancing the accuracy and
efficiency of pose estimation, making a robust outlier elimination module
crucial. Random Sample Consensus (RANSAC) [26] and its variants [27, 28]

5



are widely regarded as the most stable traditional outlier elimination methods.
These algorithms fit the model by randomly selecting data subsets. The model
assesses data consistency to distinguish inliers from outliers. Deep learning
methods, such as SACF-Net [29] and DGR [30], treat outlier elimination
as a binary classification task, outputting confidence scores by constructing
the largest possible group based on spatial consistency. After obtaining
accurate correspondences, the microweighted Procrustes method [31], based
on Singular Value Decomposition (SVD), is typically used for the final pose
transformation. With the advancement of end-to-end architectures, several
models [11, 32] can directly output the pose transformation matrix.

Although the aforementioned pairwise registration methods perform well
in many scenes, their effectiveness diminishes in digital manufacturing scene
generation for multi-instance industrial robots. In these scenes, identifying all
transformation matrices that achieve the necessary pose estimation accuracy
becomes challenging.

2.2. Multi-model Fitting

Multi-model fitting methods aim to fit multiple models from noisy data,
such as fitting multiple planes in a point cloud, estimating a fundamental ma-
trix in motion segmentation, or determining a rigid transformation matrix in
multi-instance point cloud registration. Existing multi-model fitting methods
are categorized into RANSAC-based and cluster-based methods. RANSAC-
based methods [16, 32] primarily adopt the hypothesis-verification method for
sequential fitting of multiple models. For instance, Sequential RANSAC [32]
detects instances by repeatedly running RANSAC to recover a single instance
and subsequently removing its inlier points from the input. CONSAC [16]
was the first to introduce the DL model into multi-model fitting, utilizing
a network similar to PointNet [24] to guide sampling. However, efficiency
significantly decreases with large-scale inputs. Cluster-based methods [15, 17]
sample numerous hypotheses and group input points based on residuals under
these hypotheses. For example, RansaCov [15] transforms the multi-model
fitting problem into a maximum coverage problem and provides two approxi-
mate solving strategies. T-linkage [17] initializes a broad range of hypotheses
through point sampling and preference vector clustering to remove outliers.

2.3. Multi-instance Point Cloud Registration based on Deep Learning

Multi-instance registration methods based on deep learning require the
estimation of multiple transformations for various instances in both the source
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and target point clouds. This process not only requires filtering outliers in
the noisy correspondences but also clustering the remaining correspondences
into individual instances. The current methods [19, 33] primarily focus on
utilizing the depth representation of correspondences for clustering, followed
by the iterative estimation of transformations for each individual instance.
Yuan et al. [33] proposed a multi-instance point cloud registration framework
leveraging contrastive learning. Through contrastive learning, a discrimi-
native representation of high-dimensional correspondence relationships was
acquired. Finally, they clustered high-dimensional features using a spectral
clustering algorithm with a specific pruning strategy. However, the learned
high-dimensional features have a limited impact on the overall results, and
the clustering process of these features is time-consuming. In addition to
employing contrastive learning, Tang et al. [19] directly groups the noisy
correspondence sets into distinct clusters using a distance-invariant matrix,
based on the global spatial consistency of the point cloud’s rigid transforma-
tion [34]. However, when multiple instances are involved, the reliability of the
distance-invariant matrix is compromised due to dense noisy correspondences
and similarity between outliers and inlier points.

In summary, existing registration methods have made significant progress
in addressing the challenges of paired registration and multi-instance registra-
tion. However, these methods are not specifically designed for generating of
digital industrial manufacturing scenes and often overlook the consideration
of local, fine-grained characteristics among industrial robots. Therefore, this
paper primarily aims to propose a multi-instance point cloud registration
framework specifically designed for generating digital models of robots in
industrial manufacturing scenes. The framework is designed to eliminate
noise interference, investigate the correlation between local regions of the
robot, and enhance the accuracy of pose estimation.

3. Method

Given the source point cloud P = {pi ∈ R3|i = 1, ..., N} and the target
point cloud Q = {qi ∈ R3|i = 1, ...,M}. The source point cloud contains one
instance of the 3D model, and the target point cloud contains J instances of
the same model. The purpose of multi-instance point cloud registration is
to recover J rigid transformations from two point clouds: {Rj ∈ SO(3), tj ∈
R3}Jj=1. Given the number of instances J in the target point cloud and
the predicted value of the point set C, the process of solving the rigid
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transformations can be formulated as an optimization problem.

min
{Rj ,tj}Jj=1

1

J

J∑
j=1

∑
(pj,i,qj,i)∈Cgt

j

1∣∣Cgt
j

∣∣ ∥qj,i −Rjpj,i − tj∥2 (1)

where Cgt
j represents the true inlier set of the j-th instance, and

∣∣Cgt
j

∣∣ rep-
resents the number of inliers. To illustrate the proposed methodology, the
remainder of this section is organized as follows: an overview of the pro-
posed architecture is described first (Section 3.1). Subsequently, the four
key modules of the architecture are described in detail: the instance-focused
transformer module (Section 3.2), the instance hypothesis generation module
(Section 3.3), the instance filtering and optimization module (Section 3.4),
and the loss function module (Section 3.5).

3.1. Overview

Figure 2: The pipeline of the proposed MRG for multi-instance point cloud registration. It
takes putative correspondences and the original point cloud as input, and outputs Nc rigid
transformations.

MRG employs a coarse-to-fine strategy [13] based on a keypoint-free
registration method for extracting correspondences. The comprehensive
process of our method is illustrated in Fig. 2. To enhance the computational
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efficiency and feature representation for scene-level point clouds, we use the
backbone network [35] to progressively downsample the two point clouds P
(source point cloud) and Q (target point cloud), as well as their downsampled
counterparts P̂ and Q̂, and extract multi-level features represented by F P , FQ,
F̂ P , and F̂Q. At the coarse level, the instance-focused transformer module
processes the multi-level features of the source and target point clouds, yielding
highly discriminative fused features and a neighbor mask matrix. Considering
the complex geometric structures of instances in industrial manufacturing
scenes, MRG uses an instance hypothesis generation module to process the
fused features and the neighbor mask matrix, generating uniformly distributed
coarse correspondences on instance surfaces. At the fine level, accurate coarse
correspondences are extended to dense correspondences by incorporating the
neighbor mask matrix. Finally, a simple and effective instance filtering and
optimization algorithm generates the final registrations.

3.2. Instance-Focused Transformer

Accurate correspondence is essential for high-precision pose estimation.
The feature similarity matrix represents the correlation between source and
target point clouds. Transformers have been demonstrated to effectively
capture contextual information within individual point clouds while facilitating
cross-feature fusion between paired point clouds [36]. However, in industrial
manufacturing, target instance features are susceptible to contamination, and
robotic joint features often exhibit significant similarity. Consequently, the
feature similarity matrix may become unreliable, as illustrated in Fig. 3. To
address this, we propose a novel instance-focused transformer module. This
module restricts the contextual encoding of target instance point clouds to
intra-instance information and enhances associations between different local
structures within each instance. The specific structural details of this module
are illustrated in Fig. 4.

Regional association module. The instance-focused transformer mod-
ule comprises three key components: a regional association module, a cross-
attention module, and a neighbor mask module. Given a superpoint q̂i ∈ Q̂,
its K-nearest neighbors are represented as: N̂Q

i = {q̂i,1, q̂i,2, q̂i,3, . . . , q̂i,k}.
The input feature matrix is F̂Q ∈ R|Q̂|×d, and the neighbor mask matrix is
MQ ∈ R|Q̂|×k. Here, | · | represents the number of elements in the set, and d
represents the feature dimension. The regional association module outputs
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Figure 3: Schematic characterization of different robot instances.

HQ ∈ R|Q̂|×d, with elements hQ
i ∈ HQ computed as follows:

ei,j =

(
f̂Q
i W

Q
)(

f̂Q
i,jW

K + gi,jW
R
)T

√
d

+mQ
i,j (2)

fQ
1 =

k∑
j=1

exp(ei,j)∑k
l=1 exp(ei,l)

(f̂Q
i,jW

V ) (3)

hQ
i = MLP1(sum

(
k∑

i=1

(
fQ
2 ⊙ softmax(fQ

2 )
))

) (4)

where ei,j represents the attention score between the superpoint and its
neighboring point, WQ, WK , W V , and WR ∈ Rd×d represent the projection
weights for the query, key, value, and geometric embedding, respectively, and
gi,j ∈ R1×d represents the geometric structure of the embedding [14]. mQ

i,j

represents the correlation score between superpoint q̂i and its neighboring point
q̂i,j, where mQ

i,j = 0 if q̂i and ˆqi,j belong to the same instance, otherwise, mQ
i,j

= −∞. fQ
1 ∈ R1×d represents the output features, fQ

2 ∈ R1×k×2d represents
the fusion features filtered by MQ, computed as shown below:

fQ
2 = concat(repeat(fQ

1 , k), f
Q
3 ) (5)

where fQ
3 ∈ R1×k×d represents the K-nearest neighbor feature filtered by MQ,

concat(·) represents an aggregate operation, and repeat(·) represents a repeat
operation. For the source point cloud P , we omit the mask term calculation
in Equation 2.
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Figure 4: Structure of the Instance-Focused module.

Cross-attention module. Inspired by [13, 14], we capture the corre-
lations between the source and target point clouds using a cross-attention
module subsequent to encoding the internal geometric context of each in-
stance. Given input features HP and HQ, the cross-attention module outputs
V P ∈ R|P |×d. The calculation for vPi ∈ V P is shown as follows:

vPi =

|Q̂|∑
j=1

exp(ei,j)∑|Q̂|
k=1 exp(ei,k)

(hQ
k W

V ) (6)

where the attention score ei,j is calculated as follows:

ei,j =

(
hP
i W

Q
) (

hQ
i W

K
)T

√
d

(7)

where WQ, WK , and W V ∈ Rd×d are the respective projection weights for
the query, key and value. The same computation applies for V Q. Benefiting
from the cross-attention block, the superpoint features in one point cloud
become aware of the geometric structure of the other, thereby facilitating the
modeling of geometric consistency between two point clouds.
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Neighbor mask module. Finally, we propose a neighbor mask module
based on the self-attention mechanism to mitigate interference from noisy
instances in the target point cloud. By dynamically adjusting the attention
weights, the module effectively suppresses the influence of irrelevant noisy
neighbors. However, the enhancement of prediction accuracy is hindered
by insufficient feature discrimination. Therefore, we introduce geometric
features including normal vectors, curvature, and geodesic distances to en-
hance instance differentiation. Specifically, in complex scenes, normal vectors
represent the directionality of local surfaces, curvature describes the bending
of local structures, curvature describes the bending of local structures, and
superpoints of different instances exhibit greater distances in geodesic space.
Comprehensive utilization of these characteristics significantly enhances pre-
diction accuracy.

Figure 5: Structure of the Neighbor mask module. The left is the Neighbor mask module,
and the right is the standard self-attention module.

The forward propagation schematic of the neighbor mask module is il-
lustrated in Fig. 5. The geometric structural embeddings in Equation 2 are
replaced with aggregated geometric features to enhance the discriminative
capabilities among instances. Finally, we employ an MLP to predict whether

12



q̂i ∈ Q̂ and its neighbor q̂i,j ∈ N̂Q
i belong to the same instance. The confidence

score ai,j ∈ A is calculated as follows:

oYi,j = MLP2 (cat(fnormal, fcurve, fgde)) (8)

ai,j = sigmoid
(
MLP3

(
concat(ŷi,j − ŷi, o

Y
i,j)
))

(9)

where oYi,j represents the embedded geometric features, while fnormal, fcurve,
and fgde represent the normal vector, curvature, and geodesic features, re-

spectively. Finally, the confidence score matrix A ∈ R|Q̂|×k is transformed
into MQ

(t) through a threshold function, as detailed below:

mQ
i,j =

{
−∞, if ai,j < τ,

0, otherwise.
(10)

where τ represents the confidence threshold. By utilizing instance masks, our
model can effectively learn the overlapping contextual information within
instances and extract precise correspondences that encompass more instances.
Additionally, the neighbor mask module contributes to extracting dense point
correspondences, as described in Section 3.3.

3.3. Instance Hypothesis Generation

After obtaining the combined source and target point cloud features, a
feature similarity matrix is typically generated. Subsequently, the top Nl

pairs with the highest matching scores are selected to form sparse superpoint
matches [13, 14]. However, in industrial manufacturing scenes, as instances
and robot geometries become more complex, target point clouds with low
matching degrees are often frequently overlooked. This oversight results in
partial loss of instance point clouds and decreased pose estimation accuracy.

To address this issue, this paper proposes an effective instance hypothesis
generation module. By combining the neighbor mask matrix and feature
similarity matrix, we restore the geometric structures of most target instances,
even with low feature matching scores. Refer to Algorithm 1: for detailed
steps.
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Algorithm 1: Instance Hypothesis Generation Module

Input: Hybrid features (V P , V Q), neighborhood mask MQ, positions (P̂ , Q̂),
Topk parameter Nl

Output: Sparse correspondences Ĉ, match scores Ŝ
1: Compute Euclidean distance E ← E(V P , V Q), and matching scores

S ← exp(−E)
2: Select top-Nl correspondences (ĈP , ĈQ)← Topk(S,Nl)
3: Initialize TQ ← 0, candidate list LQ ← [ ]
4: Initialize candidate index list D ← [ ]
5: for ĉi ∈ ĈP where TQ[ĉi] == 0 do
6: Set TQ[ĉi]← 1 and add ĉi to D
7: while D is not empty do
8: d← D.pop()
9: if sum(MQ

ĉi
[d]) == K then

10: Set TQ[d]← 1, add d to LQ

11: Add all neighbor indices of d to D
12: end if
13: end while
14: end for
15: LQ ← Unique(LQ); LP ← argmin(S[j]) for j ∈ len(LQ)
16: if len(LQ) < Nl then

17: Based on ĈP , ĈQ, S, compute Ŝ

18: return Ĉ ← (ĈP , ĈQ), Ŝ
19: end if
20: return Ĉ, Ŝ ← FS(LP , LQ, S)

where E(·) represents the Euclidean distance computation, Unique(·)
performs element deduplication, and FS(·) represents the Farthest Point
Sampling algorithm [37].

In the Instance Hypothesis Generation Module, feature differences between
the source and target point clouds are calculated. The top Nl pairs with the
lowest scores are selected as reliable candidate correspondences. To capture
a larger portion of the instance’s surface structure, a neighborhood mask
matrix is utilized. By incorporating region growing, the candidate points
are iteratively expanded. To enhance computational efficiency and reduce
memory consumption, the Farthest Point Sampling (FPS) algorithm is applied
to downsample the correspondences and scores.
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Given the feature similarities among various robot models, sparse su-
perpoint correspondences must be refined into dense point correspondences
at a finer scale. This process facilitates the acquisition of richer geometric
information, enhances diversity among robot instances, and improves both the
accuracy and robustness of pose estimation. Previous methods [13] employed
an optimal transport layer to directly match points within the local regions of
two corresponding point clouds. However, locally extracted correspondences
originate from tightly clustered groups, potentially leading to unstable pose
estimation. To address this issue, this paper integrates a coarse-level instance
mask matrix with the point-to-node partition strategy [13], thereby refining
sparse instance candidate points into dense correspondences that uniformly
cover the instances. Given a superpoint q̂i ∈ Q̂, its assigned local region is
GQi . The following outlines the specific refinement strategy:

f
(
q̂i, q̂i,j, ĝ

Q
j,l

)
=

{
True, if Cls(q̂i) = Cls(q̂i,j) = Cls(ĝQj,l),

False, otherwise.
(11)

where ĝQj,l ∈ G
Q
i represents a local region point assigned to the superpoint

q̂j, and Cls(·) represents the instance class. The function f(·) determines

whether the local region point ĝQj,l and the superpoint q̂j belong to the same

instance. Specifically, for each sparse superpoint correspondence Ĉ, we collect
their neighbor points N̂P

i and N̂Q
i , and based on the instance mask matrix

MQ and the point-to-node partition strategy, we remove local region points
originating from different instances within GQi , thereby expanding the set
of candidate instance points. Any point located in the overlapping local
regions of N̂P

i and N̂Q
i suggests that P may appear in Q, forming a candidate

instance Am.
Finally, following a procedure similar to that described in [14], we employ

an optimal transport layer to extract instance correspondences from Am,
represented as Cm.

3.4. Instance Filtering and Optimization

After completing these steps, the correspondence achieves high accuracy.
The subsequent step involves partitioning these correspondences into subsets
belonging to different instances and determining their final rigid transforma-
tions through the application of weighted SVD as outlined in Equation 1. This
division constitutes a clustering problem, where the number of instances cor-
responds to the number of clusters. Previous methods [33] employed spectral

15



clustering on high-dimensional features. However, clustering high-dimensional
features is computationally intensive. Therefore, this paper introduces a
simple yet effective method for filtering and optimizing instances. First, using
the mean absolute distance error [38], we determine whether different local
regions belong to the same instance. The specific calculation method is as
follows:

simi,j = 1− ADD(Ti, Tj)

r
(12)

where simi,j similarity between two transformation relationships, r represents
the normalization factor, and ADD(·) represents the computation of the
mean absolute distance error.

Secondly, based on the overlap ratio within the local regions of each
instance, we rank the corresponding transformation matrices. The method
for calculating the overlap ratio is detailed below:

Pop =
{
pAi |d(pAi , PQ) ≤ dthop, p

A
i ∈ PA

}
(13)

where PA represents the transformed source point cloud, PQ represents the
instance point corresponding to PA, d(pAi , P

Q) represents the point-to-plane
distance, and the calculation method is detailed as follows:

d
(
pAi , P

Q
)
= min

pQj ∈PQ

∣∣∣∣∣∣pAi − pQj

∣∣∣∣∣∣ (14)

where dthop represents the distance threshold, which is utilized to determine
whether two points fall within the overlapping regions of PA and PQ. The
method for calculating the inlier ratio is detailed as follows:

overlap =
|Pop|
|PA|

(15)

Finally, an iterative inlier selection method, as proposed in [14], is em-
ployed to gradually improve the pose estimation of instances until no new
transformation relationships between instances emerge.

3.5. Loss function

Regarding the loss functions, we employ three distinct loss functions to
train MRG: 1) Overlap-aware Circle Loss; 2) Negative Log-likelihood Loss; 3)
Neighbor Mask Loss. The overall loss function is detailed as follows:

L = Lcircle + Lnll + Lmask (16)
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Overlap-aware Circle Loss. To supervise the superpoint features of
the instance-focused module output (superpoint feature features), we adopt
the method proposed in [14], utilizing the Overlap-aware Circle Loss, which
weights the loss of each superpoint (patch) matching pair based on its overlap
ratio. Given the set of local patches U , it consists of the patches in Q which
have at least one positive patch P . For each patch GQi ∈ U , we define the
positive patches P , which share at least a 10% overlap with GQi , as E ip, and the

negative patches, which do not overlap with GQi , as E in. The Overlap-aware
Circle Loss on Q is then calculated as follows:

LQ
circle =

1

|U|
∑
GQ
i ∈U

log

1 + ∑
GP
i ∈Ei

p

eλ
j
iβ

i,j
p (dji−△p) ·

∑
GP
k ∈Ei

n

eβ
i,k
n (△n−dki )

 (17)

where dji = ∥f̂
Q
i − f̂P

i ∥2 represents the distance in feature space, λj
i = (lapji )

1/2,
and lapji is the overlap ratio between GPi and GQi . The weights βi,j

p = γ(dji−∆p)
and βi,k

n = γ(∆n − dki ) are determined individually for each positive and
negative example, using the margin hyperparameters ∆p = 0.1 and ∆n = 1.4.
The loss LP

circle on P is computed in the same way. The overall loss is
Lcircle = (LQ

circle + LP
circle)/2.

Negative Log-likelihood Loss. In accordance with [39], we employ a
Negative Log-likelihood Loss on the assignment matrix H̄i for each ground-
truth superpoint correspondence Ĉgt

i . For each Ĉi, we calculate the inlier
ratio between matched patches using each ground-truth transformation. Sub-
sequently, we select the transformation corresponding to the highest inlier
ratio to estimate a set of ground-truth point correspondences Ĉi within a
matching radius r. The point matching loss for Ĉgt

i is calculated as follows:

Lnll,i = −
∑

(x,y∈Ĉgt
i )

logh̄i
x,y −

∑
x∈Fi

logh̄i
x,mi+1 −

∑
y∈Ji

logh̄i
ni+1,y (18)

where Fi and Ji are the unmatched points in the two matched patches. The
final loss is the average loss over all sampled superpoint matches: Lnll =
1
Ng

∑Ng

i=1 Lp,i.

Neighbor Mask Loss. Following [40], the neighbor mask prediction loss
consists of the Binary Cross-Entropy Loss and the Dice Loss with Laplace
smoothing, which is defined as follows:

Lmask,i = BCE(mi,m
gt
i ) + 1− 2

mi ·mgt
i + 1

|mi|+ |mgt
i |+ 1

(19)
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where mi and mgt
i are the predicted and the ground-truth instance masks,

respectively. The final loss is the average loss over all superpoints: Lmask =
1

Nm

∑Nm

i=1 Lmask,i.

4. Experiments

4.1. Experimental Setup

Datasets. We collected a Welding-Station dataset from a real-world
multi-robot welding workshop, capturing detailed 3D scans of industrial
welding environments. The dataset includes different models of robots, various
welding stations, electrical equipment, and fixtures. This diversity reflects
the complexity and variability of real industrial settings. Each scene contains
accurate annotations of object instances and their rigid transformations. For
our experiments, we sampled the target point clouds from workshop scenes
and the source point clouds from corresponding sources. We allocated 70% of
the data for training, 10% for validation, and 20% for testing.

To comprehensively evaluate the performance of our method, we con-
ducted experiments on the publicly available Scan2CAD dataset [41]. The
Scan2CAD dataset precisely aligns object instances from ScanNet [42] with
CAD models from ShapeNet [37]. It provides accurate rigid transformation
annotations for multiple real-world scanned scenes, each containing 2 to 5
identical CAD instances. We fully utilize the annotation information and
conduct experiments by separately sampling the target point clouds from the
scene point clouds and the source point clouds from CAD models. After ob-
taining 2,175 sets of point clouds, we used 1,523 scenes for training, 326 scenes
for validation, and 326 scenes for testing. We utilize the fine-tuned Predator
[18] for point matching to establish the initial putative correspondence set.

Metrics. We follow the evaluation procedure of PointCLM [33], where
the rotation error is defined as

RE = arccos[(Tr(RT
gtRest)− 1)/2] (20)

and translation error is defined as

TE = ∥test − tgt∥2 (21)

For the Welding-Station dataset, we established strict thresholds to eval-
uate registration success, aligning with the high-precision requirements of
industrial environments. A registration is considered successful if the Rotation
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Error (RE) ≤ 15◦ and the Translation Error (TE) ≤ 0.2 m. For the public
Scan2CAD dataset [41], we adhered to the commonly used evaluation stan-
dards in the field to ensure result comparability. A registration is considered
successful if RE ≤ 15◦ and TE ≤ 0.1 m. We employed Mean Recall (MR),
Mean Precision (MP), and their harmonic mean (MF) as evaluation metrics,
which are defined as follows:

MR =
1

Npair

Npair∑
i=1

M suc
i

M gt
i

(22)

MP =
1

Npair

Npair∑
i=1

M suc
i

Mpred
i

(23)

MF =
2×MR×MP

MR +MP
(24)

where Npair represents the number of paired point clouds, M suc represents the
number of successful registration instances, M gt represents the actual number
of instances and Mpred represents the number of predicted transformations.

Implementation Details. The experiments in this paper were conducted
on a computing platform with an Intel(R) Core(R) i5-12400F processor
running at 4.5 GHz and an NVIDIA RTX 3060 with 12 GB of memory. The
code was developed using CUDA version 11.7 and PyTorch version 1.13.0. The
Adam optimizer was employed to update the model parameters, with an initial
learning rate of 10−4, a momentum of 0.98, and a weight decay of 10−6. The
learning rate decayed exponentially with a decay rate of 0.05 after each epoch.
We trained the network for 100 epochs, and all point clouds were downsampled
to a voxel size of 0.05 m. The default value for k-nearest neighbors was set
to 32 for both the Scan2CAD dataset and the Welding-Station dataset. We
determined whether each point and its K-nearest neighbors belong to the
same instance based on a confidence threshold τ . Points with confidence
scores exceeding 0.5 are considered part of the same instance; those with
lower scores are not. The default value for the normalization factor r is set
to the instance diameter. The distance threshold dthop is set to 1.5 pr, where
pr is the resolution of a point cloud [43]. The similarity threshold θ is set to
0.8 on the Welding-Station dataset and 0.7 on the Scan2CAD dataset.

Baseline Methods. We compared MRG against three multi-model fitting
methods(RansaCov [15], CONSAC [16], T-linkage [17]) and two state-of-the
art multi-instance point cloud registration methods (ECC [19], PointCLM
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[33]). We tuned all methods to achieve optimal performance on the evaluation
dataset within reasonable time and memory consumption constraints. To
ensure a fair comparison, all methods used the same assumed correspondences
as input.

4.2. Evaluation on Real-World Welding-Station Dataset

Figure 6: Process for welding station digital manufacturing scene generation.

To clearly illustrate the process of generating a digital shop model, we
utilize an automotive body welding station as an example. This workstation
comprises two distinct robot models, resulting in six robot instances. To
generate the source point cloud, we sample points from each triangular face
of the robot CAD models. The source point cloud is then aligned with and
matched to the corresponding robot instances in the welding station. Through
this registration process, we construct a digital manufacturing scene model
for the body welding station. Fig. 6 illustrates the complete workflow of the
digital scene generation process.

As shown in Table 1. Our MRG method outperforms all other methods.
Compared to the closest competitor, it achieves improvements of 16.95% in
MR metrics, 24.15% in MP metrics, and 20.79% in MF metrics. Although
our method requires an additional 0.8s processing time compared to the
state-of-the-art method, accuracy remains paramount in industrial digital
scene generation applications. By leveraging the distance-invariance matrix,
ECC directly clusters noise correspondences into distinct groups. While this
method significantly improves registration accuracy, it incurs substantially
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Table 1: Multi-instance registration results on Welding-Station dataset. ↑ means the larger
the better, while ↓ indicates the contrary.

Method MR(%)↑ MP(%)↑ MF(%)↑ Time(s)↓

T-linkage[17] 20.05 28.42 23.51 11.31
RansaCov[15] 42.58 20.85 27.99 0.32
CONSAC[16] 43.66 41.54 42.57 0.61

ECC[19] 54.22 57.15 55.65 2.14
PointCLM[33] 62.37 55.10 58.50 0.53

Ours 75.10 72.64 73.85 1.33

increased computational complexity. PointCLM proposes a two-stage method:
first obtaining discriminative high-dimensional correspondence representa-
tions through contrastive learning, then applying spectral clustering to these
features embeddings. This novel framework achieves simultaneous improve-
ments in both accuracy and computational efficiency. However, experimental
results indicate that the learned high-dimensional features yield only marginal
improvements in overall performance. Moreover, the remaining three multi-
model fitting methods demonstrate suboptimal performance in multi-instance
point cloud registration tasks within welding scenes. Notably, none of these
methods achieves the registration accuracy required for industrial applications.

T-linkage[17]

RansaCov[15]

CONSAC[16]

ECC[19]
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PointCLM[33]

Ours

Figure 7: Examples of multi-instance registrations on the Welding-Station dataset.

We present the visualization of the multi-instance point cloud registration
results in Fig. 7. In scenes with multiple similar instances, Our MRG accu-
rately estimates the number of rigid transformations and the corresponding
transformation poses with minimal errors. Due to the use of a powerful
instance-focused geometric transformer module, our MRG effectively distin-
guish all instances. This module accurately estimates instance boundaries and
captures the relationships among local regions within each instance. However,
in welding stations with numerous outlier points. The limitations of global
spatial consistency and the similarity of local structures between instances
prevent PointCLM and ECC from distinguishing multiple similar instances.
This results in missed detections or poor pose estimation outcomes. The
other three multi-model fitting methods can only successfully register a few
obvious instances but with significant errors.

4.3. Evaluation on Scan2CAD Dataset

In addition to conducting experiments on the Welding-Station dataset,
we evaluated our method using the Scan2CAD dataset. Table 2 presents the
quantitative results, demonstrating that MRG outperforms all other methods
across three metrics: MR, MP, and MF. On average, MRG achieves im-
provements of 35.65%, 37.31%, and 37.49% in these metrics. Notably, MRG
outperforms PointCLM and ECC across three metrics without a significantly
increasing in computational time. Compared to the other three multi-model
fitting methods, PointCLM and ECC also demonstrate satisfactory perfor-
mance.

To facilitate qualitative comparisons with competing methods, we present
visual registration results for three sets of indoor point cloud scenes, each
containing 8, 10, and 12 identical instances, as shown in Fig. 8. As the
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Table 2: Multi-instance registration results on Scan2CAD dataset.

Method MR(%)↑ MP(%)↑ MF(%)↑ Time(s)↓

T-linkage[17] 33.56 45.69 38.70 6.67
RansaCov[15] 57.25 55.24 56.22 0.25
CONSAC[16] 58.00 32.33 41.67 0.10

ECC[19] 67.56 73.32 70.32 1.80
PointCLM[33] 81.26 73.44 77.15 0.12

Ours 92.50 89.33 90.89 0.92

number of instances increases, our MRG method retains its capability to
accurately predict the number of instances in the scene and estimate the
transformation poses of all source point clouds with minimal error. The
PointCLM and ECC methods can generally predict the poses of all instances,
albeit with greater pose errors. The three multi-model fitting methods only
identify a limited number of easily distinguishable instances and estimate
their poses with reduced accuracy.

T-linkage[17]

RansaCov[15]

CONSAC[16]

ECC[19]
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PointCLM[33]

Ours

Figure 8: Examples of multi-instance registrations on the Scan2CAD dataset.

4.4. Ablation Experiments

Experiments to Verify Each Module. We conducted a series of
ablation experiments using the Welding-Station dataset to assess the individ-
ual contributions of each component within the proposed MRG framework.
Our primary objective was to evaluate the impact of specific modules on
registration accuracy. We began with a baseline network architecture (Fig. 9)
and progressively integrated three essential modules: the regional association
module, the neighbor mask module, and the instance hypothesis generation
module (as described in Section 3.3). This stepwise method allowed us to
quantify the contribution of each module, thereby validating the design choices
made in our methodology.

Table 3 presents the registration accuracy of different combinations of
the backbone network and modules on the Welding-Station dataset. The
results indicate a consistently positive trend in the impact of the modules on
registration accuracy. Specifically, the combination of the regional association
module and the neighbor mask module yields the greatest improvement in
accuracy during the coarse correspondence extraction phase. Registration
accuracy increased by 22.02%, 25.58%, and 23.86% for the three metrics (MR,
MP, and MF), respectively. This enhancement is attributed to the iterative
process in which the neighbor mask module accurately predicts instance
boundaries, while the regional association module strengthens the relationships
between local regions of the instance. As a result, the extracted features of
the target instance exhibit greater distinguishability, enhancing the ability
to differentiate instances with similar local structures and extract precise
coarse correspondences. Furthermore, the instance hypothesis generation
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Figure 9: Initial backbone network structure.

module contributes to retaining most of the complex instance geometry during
the transition from coarse to dense correspondences, thereby improving
registration accuracy during the iterative pose estimation process. This
module resulted in improvements of 3.7%, 3.19%, and 3.48% in registration
accuracy for the MR, MP, and MF metrics, respectively.

Table 3: Registration results of the backbone network and different module combinations.
RAM represents the regional association module, NMM represents neighbor mask module,
IHG represents instance hypothesis generation module.

ID Backbone RAM NMM IHG MR(%)↑ MP(%)↑ MF(%)↑ Time(s)↓

1 ✓ 56.35 52.33 54.27 0.51
2 ✓ ✓ 65.36 61.58 63.41 0.83
3 ✓ ✓ 68.89 66.38 67.61 0.98
4 ✓ ✓ ✓ 72.26 70.32 71.28 1.10
5 ✓ ✓ ✓ ✓ 75.10 72.64 73.85 1.33

Validate the Advantages of the Instance-Focused Transformer.
The results of this experiment demonstrate that using the Instance-Focused
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Transformer (IFT) module throughout the entire network yields significant
advantages. As shown in Table 4, with the integration of IFT module, MRG’s
mean recall rate on the Welding-Station dataset increased by 29.87%, the
mean precision increased by 22.49%, and the mean F1 score increased by
26.31%. This is because, in the absence of the IFT, the features of the
target instance are contaminated by surrounding noise, resulting in an in-
creased number of mismatched points in the extracted coarse correspondences.
Furthermore, additional noise is introduced when extending to dense corre-
spondences, leading to poorer registration results. Secondly, to explore the

Table 4: Ablation experiments to validate the Instance-focused transformer.

Model MR(%)↑ MP(%)↑ MF(%)↑

MRG with IFT 75.10 72.64 73.85
MRG without IFT 52.67 56.30 54.42

effect of geometric embedding on the registration results within the IFT, we
investigated the geometric embedding of the neighbor mask and self-attention
modules. As shown in Table 5, GEO represents geometric embedding as
described in Reference [14], GDE represents geodesic embedding, and AGE
represents aggregate geometric embedding. When combined with GEO and
AGE, MRG’s mean recall on the Welding-Station dataset increased by 12.98%,
mean precision increased by 17.24%, and mean F1 score increased by 15.19%.
This improvement is attributed to AGE integrating geodesic distance, curva-
ture, and normal vector information, which more accurately represents the
geometric features of robot instance surfaces.

Finally, to select the optimal neighborhood range for accurately predicting
the neighbor mask, we conducted experiments by varying the number of
K-neighbors within the module. As shown in Table 6, decreasing the number
of neighbors leads to a gradual decline in model performance, particularly af-
fecting the MP metric. Reducing the number of neighbors causes the instance
hypothesis generation module to generate more instances but introduces more
false matches, resulting in an increase in MP and a decrease in registration ac-
curacy. Conversely, increasing the number of neighbors weakens the module’s
ability to sense and predict masks, leading to decreased registration accuracy.

Validate the Design Advantages of the Instance Hypothesis
Generation. The results of this experiment demonstrate the benefits of
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Table 5: Registration results of different geometric embedding.

Model MR(%)↑ MP(%)↑ MF(%)↑

None & None 65.35 60.12 62.63
GEO & None 68.59 67.66 68.12
GEO & GEO 70.03 68.35 69.18
GEO & GDE 71.08 69.59 70.33
GDE & GDE 72.19 70.39 71.28
GDE & AGE 74.13 72.00 73.05
AGE & AGE 74.96 72.06 73.48
GEO & AGE 75.10 72.64 73.85

Table 6: Ablation experiments of the number of neighbors on Welding-Station dataset.

Neighbors MR(%)↑ MP(%)↑ MF(%)↑

4 76.29 62.98 69.00
8 77.53 65.33 70.91
16 76.69 69.39 72.86
32 75.10 72.64 73.85
48 74.79 71.05 72.87
64 74.50 70.60 72.50

utilizing the Instance Hypothesis Generation (IHG) module across the entire
network. As shown in Table 7, when integrated with the IHG, MRG’s mean
recall, mean precision, and mean F1 score on the Welding-Station dataset
increased by 3.34%, 4.36%, and 3.86%, respectively. This indicates that
retaining additional geometric feature information helps improve registration
accuracy.

Table 7: Ablation experiments to validate the Instance Hypothesis Generation.

Model MR(%)↑ MP(%)↑ MF(%)↑

MRG with IHG 75.10 72.64 73.85
MRG without IHG 72.59 69.47 71.00
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(a)

(b)

(c)

(d)
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(e)

Figure 10: Results of various coarse correspondence extraction methods on the Welding-
Station dataset. The left is based on TOP-K, the center is raw scene, and the right is
MRG. The red points represent coarse correspondence points.

As shown in Figure 10, we present the extraction process of coarse corre-
spondences for robot instances in different welding stations. As the number of
instances increases, the geometric features extracted by the TOP-K method
become increasingly insufficient, thereby compromising pose estimation ac-
curacy. The IHG module integrates neighbor mask information into the
coarse correspondence extraction process. This ensures that keypoints are
evenly distributed across each instance, thereby ensuring sufficient geometric
information for accurate pose estimation.

Validate the Design Advantages of the Instance Filtering and
Optimization.To quantitatively assess the advantages of the proposed in-
stance filtering and optimization module in complex point cloud registration
tasks, comparative experiments were performed. In the MRG framework,
the instance filtering and optimization module was replaced with three al-
ternative methods: the spectral clustering method from PointCLM [33],
the distance-invariance clustering from ECC [19], and multi-model fitting
techniques [15, 16, 17]. The comparative results are presented in Table 8.

As shown in Table 8, the proposed full pipeline significantly outperforms
all baseline multi-model fitting methods. Specifically, the proposed method
achieves average improvements of 24.15%, 25.66%, and 25.29% in the MR, MP,
and MF metrics, respectively. Although the ECC-based model demonstrates
slightly better performance in MR compared to the proposed full pipeline, its
performance in MP is substantially weaker. This observation suggests that
ECC attains a higher MR by predicting an excessive number of registrations.
This behavior consistently outperforms PointCLM across all three registration
metrics, underscoring its robustness and effectiveness.

Secondly, we analyzed instance filtering strategies involving outlier removal
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Table 8: Registration results of different multi-model fitting methods combined with MRG
point matching.

Method MR(%)↑ MP(%)↑ MF(%)↑ Time(s)↓

MRG + T-linkage[17] 31.56 40.42 35.44 5.90
MRG + RansaCov[15] 52.96 41.25 46.38 0.98
MRG + CONSAC[16] 54.36 50.79 52.51 0.65
MRG + PointCLM[33] 69.59 68.37 68.97 1.56
MRG + ECC[19] 76.35 69.16 72.58 3.00
MRG(full pipeline) 75.10 72.64 73.85 1.33

using two methods: “point-to-point” and “point-to-plane”. As shown in Table
9, compared to the “point-to-point” strategy, the “point-to-plane” strategy
demonstrated improvements of 1.88%, 4.56%, and 3.26% in the MR, MP, and
MF metrics, respectively. This suggests that the “point-to-plane” strategy
is more effective at mitigating errors induced by noise and outliers during
registration, thereby enhancing overall matching quality. Notably, although
the “point-to-plane” strategy considers the local fitting degree when filtering
points with large errors, its computational complexity remains comparable
to that of the “point-to-point” strategy. As a result, its time consumption
aligns with that of the “point-to-point” strategy.

Table 9: Registration results on different filtering strategies. The point-to-point strategy
removes corresponding point pairs with distances smaller than a predefined distance
threshold, while point-to-plane strategy excludes pairs where the nearest distance from the
transformed source point cloud to the target point is below the threshold.

Strategy MR(%)↑ MP(%)↑ MF(%)↑ Time(s)↓

point-to-point 73.69 69.33 71.44 1.20
point-to-plane 75.10 72.64 73.85 1.33

Finally, to enhance the distinction of local regions across different instances,
we conducted a sensitivity analysis on the instance similarity threshold the.
The threshold the defines the inclusion criteria for local regions within the
same instance. As shown in Table 10, as the threshold the decreases from
0.9 to 0.4, MP increases by 17.57%, while MR decreases by 22.42%. This
suggests that reducing the threshold leads to repeated detections of the same
instance and multiple pose estimations. Fig. 11 illustrates the visualization
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results across various threshold values.

Table 10: Registration Results on Different Thresholds.

θ MR(%)↑ MP(%)↑ MF(%)↑ Time(s)↓

0.9 76.35 69.56 72.80 1.33
0.8 (Ours) 75.10 72.64 73.85 1.33

0.7 69.29 77.39 73.12 1.33
0.6 67.60 79.98 73.85 1.33
0.5 63.39 81.10 71.18 1.33
0.4 59.23 84.39 69.61 1.33

0.9 0.8 0.7

0.6 0.5 0.4

Figure 11: Visualization of registration performance on different thresholds.

Validate the Design of Advantages of our method in the scenes
with a large number of instances. To quantitatively assess the registration
performance of MRG in scenes with a high number of instances, we compared
the MR of PointCLM [33], ECC [19], and MRG methods across varying
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instance counts. As shown in Figure 12, the accuracy of PointCLM and ECC
decreases as the number of instances increases. In contrast, MRG can still
maintain high levels of accuracy.

(a)

(b)
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(c)

Figure 12: Registration results for different instances. (a)-(c) represents MR, MP, and MF
metrics respectively.

Validate the robustness of our method. To quantitatively assess
the robustness of MRG, we randomly selected 100 scenes from the test set
and conducted 15 experimental trials. The average recall rate and standard
deviation of the five methods in welding scenes are presented in Fig. 13,
demonstrating that the proposed method achieves superior accuracy and
stability.

Figure 13: The MR and standard deviations of different methods on the Welding-Station
dataset.
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5. Conclusions

By constructing high-precision digital models of industrial manufacturing
scenes, achieving precise simulation of physical operational results has emerged
as the mainstream method for accurate simulation in the development of
the manufacturing industry. The advantages of simulation systems include
accelerating the manufacturing process and reducing manufacturing costs.
However, inconsistencies between the simulation and physical environments
reduce the credibility of simulation results, limiting their utility in guiding
actual production. Unlike traditional step-by-step ”segmentation-registration”
generation methods, this paper presents a novel Multi-Robot Manufacturing
Digital Scene Generation (MRG) method for the first time. This method
employs multi-instance point cloud registration to replace key robot instances
in the scene with digital models while retaining point cloud data of other
non-production-related operations, thereby enhancing the credibility of the
simulation environment and improving generation efficiency, making it es-
pecially suitable for manufacturing scenes. Addressing the characteristics
of industrial robots and manufacturing environments, an instance-focused
Transformer module was developed to delineate instance boundaries and
capture correlations between local regions. Additionally, an instance gen-
eration module was proposed to extract target instances while preserving
key features. Finally, an efficient filtering and optimization algorithm was
designed to refine the final registration results. Experimental evaluations
on the Scan2CAD and Welding-Station datasets demonstrate that: 1) this
method outperforms existing multi-instance point cloud registration tech-
niques; 2) compared to state-of-the-art methods, the Scan2CAD dataset
shows improvements of 12.15% and 17.79% in MR and MP, respectively. This
work represents the first application of multi-instance point cloud registration
in manufacturing scenes, significantly enhancing the accuracy and reliability
of digital simulation environments for industrial applications.
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