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Implicit Guidance and Explicit Representation of
Semantic Information in Points Cloud: A Survey

Jingyuan Tang, Yuhuan Zhao, Songlin Sun, Yangang Cai

Abstract—Point clouds, a prominent method of 3D representa-
tion, are extensively utilized across industries such as autonomous
driving, surveying, electricity, architecture, and gaming, and have
been rigorously investigated for their accuracy and resilience.
The extraction of semantic information from scenes enhances
both human understanding and machine perception. By inte-
grating semantic information from two-dimensional scenes with
three-dimensional point clouds, researchers aim to improve the
precision and efficiency of various tasks. This paper provides
a comprehensive review of the diverse applications and recent
advancements in the integration of semantic information within
point clouds.

We explore the dual roles of semantic information in point
clouds, encompassing both implicit guidance and explicit rep-
resentation, across traditional and emerging tasks. Additionally,
we offer a comparative analysis of publicly available datasets
tailored to specific tasks and present notable observations. In
conclusion, we discuss several challenges and potential issues that
may arise in the future when fully utilizing semantic information
in point clouds, providing our perspectives on these obstacles. The
classified and organized articles related to semantic based point
cloud tasks, and continuously followed up on relevant achieve-
ments in different fields, which can be accessed through https:
//github.com/Jasmine-tjy/Semantic-based-Point-Cloud-Tasks.

Index Terms—point cloud semantic segmentation,point cloud
compression, point cloud registration, point cloud reconstruction,
semantic scene completion, 3D scene graphs, 3D dense captioning,
point cloud understanding.

I. INTRODUCTION

THE emergence of 3D acquisition devices [1] and the
increasing demand for high-dimensional data have led to

a broad interest in the 3D representation of static and dynamic
situations, as well as related activities. The current mainstream
3D representations include voxels [2], point clouds [3], grids
[4], [5], and neural radiation fields [6], etc. Among these, the
depth sensor can directly capture the point cloud while main-
taining the initial data in the three-dimensional scene. Point
cloud representation is still the preferred method for many 3D
scene activities and applications since it is robust and does
not exhibit a significant topological correlation among points.
Point clouds are widely used in domains including urban
planning, autonomous vehicles, surveying, and mapping. Apart
from fulfilling the requirements for 3D scene demonstrate,
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tasks including segmentation, registration, reconstruction, and
compression are also performed in different scenarios, con-
tributing to the advancement of 3D data processing technology.

In 2D image video content, semantic information can be
used as a local or global condensed representation. Semantic
information, on the one hand, delivers important information
to humans in a more direct manner. On the other hand,
for terminals with more detailed functions, it can help with
machine perception and offer implicit guidance. Currently,
two-dimensional representation is the subject of more in-
depth research on semantic information than three-dimensional
representation. Starting from semantics, this prior information
can be used for high-dimensional feature processing such as
image and video content retrieval [7], [8], content editing [9],
and target segmentation [10]. Semantic information serves as a
high-level feature to offer implicit guidance for target functions
of optimization, like compression [11], image enhancement
[12], and image recognition [13]. The divergent exploration
and continuous attempts of semantic information in two-
dimensional representation make it possible to apply it in three
dimensions. Semantic analysis of three-dimensional data has
also gained increasing attention due to the construction of
large-scale storage libraries and depth scanner data collecting.

Semantically driven tasks based on point cloud representa-
tion are still unexplored, despite the fact that semantic infor-
mation in two-dimensional representation has been extensively
examined. Due to the growing maturity of point cloud repre-
sentation, researchers are also exploring the optimization of
traditional point cloud tasks of semantic information, as well
as the emerging tasks that may be introduced by combining
it with point clouds. The inclusion of semantic information
expands the point cloud’s content, and the labels that each
point receives aid in a more precise understanding and analysis
of the three-dimensional scene. Furthermore, point cloud data
that has been semantically labeled can be more efficiently
applied to clustering, retrieval and other tasks, and provide
clues for processing more complex three-dimensional data.
Advancements in semantic information within point clouds in-
clude the introduction of semantic information into traditional
tasks such as instance segmentation and object detection, en-
abling multi-scene semantic segmentation. Semantic guidance
has been utilized to enhance efficiency in traditional tasks
such as compression [14], registration [15] and reconstruction
[16]. Additionally, emerging semantic-based point cloud tasks
include 3D dense captioning [17], scene graph prediction [18],
semantic scene completion [19], and point cloud understanding
[20] are also burgeoning.

Despite significant advancements, the field of point cloud
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Fig. 1. Taxonomy of existing methods in point cloud related to semantic.

semantic-related tasks still lacks a comprehensive and system-
atic survey, hindering a clear and complete understanding of
these tasks. The rapid development in this area necessitates a
thorough review of the latest research. This paper addresses
this need by providing an extensive review from the dual
perspectives of implicit derivation and explicit representation,
integrating semantic information with both traditional and
emerging point cloud tasks.

Implicit derivation in point cloud semantics involves lever-
aging high-level semantic features to guide task implementa-
tion, achieving state-of-the-art performance compared to tradi-
tional methods. This category encompasses tasks such as point
cloud compression, registration, reconstruction, and semantic
scene completion. On the other hand, explicit representation
refers to tasks where the final output includes visual semantic
tags of the scene or descriptive semantic narration. This cat-
egory includes semantic segmentation, 3D dense captioning,
scene graph prediction, among others. This review aims to
elucidate these aspects, offering a comprehensive overview of
the current state and future directions of point cloud semantic-
related tasks. The contributions of this study mainly include
threefold. First, it diverges from traditional reviews that focus

Fig. 2. Implicit guidance and explicit representation of semantic information
in points cloud.

on specific fields by using ”semantics” as a central theme
to provide a comprehensive overview of the most advanced
point cloud semantic-related tasks, analyzing the advantages
and limitations of each area. To our knowledge, this is the first
review to address the global semantic analysis of point clouds.
Second, we summarize performance evaluation indicators for
each task, facilitating multi-dimensional comparisons. Finally,
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by integrating advancements in 2D semantics with an analysis
of the unique characteristics of point clouds, we aim to offer
guidelines for future research in this field and discuss potential
research directions.

The organizational structure of the remainder of this article
is illustrated in Fig.1. Further details will be discussed in the
following subsections.

II. BACKGROUND

As previously mentioned, discussions will be conducted in-
depth on the development of tasks in 3D point clouds from the
perspectives of implicit derivation and explicit representation.
This analysis is based on the integration of semantic infor-
mation with both traditional and emerging point cloud tasks.
Fig.2 presents the classification of each task.

A. Traditional Tasks of Point Cloud
Traditional tasks in point cloud processing encompass target

classification, detection, compression, registration and recon-
struction. Point cloud target classification aims to categorize
objects represented by a set of 3D points into predefined
classes, typically using machine learning classifiers trained
on extracted global feature vectors. Recent advancements in
3D point cloud classification have achieved remarkably high
accuracy, with performance nearing saturation. However, the
diversity of predefined classes and the continuous updating of
object datasets may provide new impetus for further improve-
ments [21].

Point cloud target detection primarily employs 3D bound-
ing boxes for annotating targets within a scene [22], using
cuboids to enclose detected objects. Unlike target classifi-
cation, which focuses on distinguishing a single instance,
target detection enables the recognition of multiple instances
within a scene. Point cloud compression involves reducing the
volume of point cloud data by leveraging its geometric and
attribute information, thereby facilitating efficient storage and
transmission of the data [23]. Point cloud registration involves
aligning point clouds captured from various perspectives into
a unified coordinate system to create a complete scene point
cloud. This process essentially involves measuring and rigidly
transforming data points across different coordinate systems
[24]. Point cloud reconstruction refers to the recovery of a
continuous, closed 3D surface or shape from discrete point
cloud data [25]. Given that raw point cloud data often contains
noise and may be non-uniformly distributed [26], point cloud
reconstruction remains a persistent challenge in traditional
tasks.

Based on our survey of current research, the above tra-
ditional point cloud tasks utilize semantic information as
either clues or final visualization outputs. Notably, point cloud
target classification and detection have evolved into point
cloud semantic segmentation. Meanwhile, traditional tasks
such as point cloud registration,compression, and reconstruc-
tion continue to be driven by their original optimization goals.
Researchers in these fields are integrating semantic attributes
and deep learning techniques to achieve optimizations that
surpass traditional methods.

B. New Point Cloud Tasks Introduced by Semantic Infor-
mation

The growing interest in the intersection of 3D visual un-
derstanding [27], natural language processing, and machine
perception has spurred the development of new tasks in 3D
point cloud representation. These new tasks, driven by se-
mantic information, include 3D dense captioning, scene graph
prediction, point cloud localization, semantic scene comple-
tion, and point cloud understanding. The 3D dense captioning
task involves generating meaningful textual descriptions for
detected objects. Scene graph prediction [28] leverages the
”scene graph” concept from computer graphics to describe
instances in 3D scenes and their interrelationships, with each
node representing an object and each edge representing a rela-
tionship between objects. Although scene graph prediction also
maps visual data to natural language, it is distinct from dense
captioning, which is more object-focused and emphasizes
precise descriptions of object appearance, often overlooking
complex geometric relationships between instances. Despite
their similar objectives, the differing foundational logics in 2D
from which these tasks evolved warrant separate discussions.
Point cloud localization [29] Point cloud localization achieves
specific location search in 3D point cloud scenes based on
user natural language descriptions and instructions. Semantic
scene completion [30] emphasizes that the semantic and
geometric information of the entire scene are jointly inferred.
This field has gained tremendous development momentum
in recent years. Compared with other tasks, the semantic
scene completion task has a relatively targeted dataset, and
the details will be introduced in the next section. Point
cloud understanding is a new integrative task based on
traditional point cloud tasks that considers underlying feature
sharing between multiple information dimensions (even across
dimensions) and modalities to improve the flexibility of the
model.

This article aims to utilize semantic information to provide
a comprehensive overview of both traditional applications
and emerging tasks in point cloud processing. It focuses on
the historical development of related technologies and the
direction of new applications. The technological advancements
are illustrated in Fig.3.

III. COMPARISON OF PUBLIC DATASETS BASED ON TASKS

In this section, we provide a summary of several widely-
used datasets pertinent to various semantic tasks.

A. Point Cloud Semantic Segmentation Related Dataset
• Semantic3D

The Semantic3D dataset [31] offers an extensive collec-
tion of annotated 3D point clouds for natural scenes, com-
prising over four billion individual points. This dataset
encompasses a diverse array of urban environments,
including churches, streets, railway tracks, squares, vil-
lages, football fields, and castles.

• SemanticKITTI
The SemanticKitti [32] dataset is a large-scale outdoor 3D
point cloud dataset for autonomous driving applications,
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Fig. 3. Technical development related to traditional tasks and new applications of point cloud based on semantic information.

dedicated to 3D semantic segmentation tasks. It is built
upon the Kitti dataset [33] through additional processing
steps such as semantic segmentation.

• S3DIS
The S3DIS dataset [34] comprises six extensive indoor
areas, each encompassing various scene types, including
offices, storage rooms, corridors, and conference rooms.
The dataset includes approximately 273 million points
annotated with 13 semantic labels. It is extensively uti-
lized in semantic segmentation and instance segmentation
tasks involving indoor point cloud data.

• SemanticPOSS
The SemanticPOSS dataset [35] is specifically developed
for 3D semantic segmentation tasks, offering a novel
resource for this critical aspect of autonomous driving
research. It comprises 2,988 complex LiDAR scans, along
with a substantial amount of dynamic instance data. The
data is formatted consistently with the SemanticKITTI
dataset to enable seamless comparison and research
across different datasets.

• SensatUrban
The SensatUrban dataset [36] contains nearly three billion
richly annotated 3D points. The dataset covers a large
area of three UK cities, totaling approximately 7.6 square
kilometers of urban landscape. In the dataset, each 3D
point is classified into one of 13 predefined semantic
categories.

• Matterport3D
The Matterport3D dataset [37] is primarily used for
indoor scene understanding. It contains 10,800 panoramic
views of 90 real-world building-scale scenes, constructed
from 194,400 RGB-D images. Each scene is annotated
with surface structure, camera positions, and semantic
segmentation.

• SceneNN
The SceneNN dataset [38] contains more than 100 differ-
ent indoor scenes. These scenarios cover a variety of en-
vironments, such as offices, dormitories, classrooms, and
food pantries. The dataset’s semantic categories encom-

pass 40 different classes. All scenes are reconstructed into
triangle meshes, with each vertex and pixel annotated.

• ShapeNet
ShapeNet [39] contains 3D models from various seman-
tic categories, providing extensive semantic annotations
for each model, including consistent rigid alignment,
parts, bilateral symmetry planes, physical dimensions,
keywords, and other annotations. ShapeNet has indexed
over 3 million models, with 220 thousand classified into
3,135 categories.

B. Point Cloud Compression Related Dataset
The dataset utilized for semantic-guided point cloud com-

pression differs significantly from those used in conventional
compression methods, primarily because it requires anno-
tations within the point cloud. As a result, datasets from
other tasks are often repurposed, including ModelNet40 [40],
SemanticKITTI [32], and ShapeNet [39].

C. Point cloud Registration Related Dataset
• ModelNet40

The ModelNet40 dataset [40] has been extensively em-
ployed in the domain of point cloud registration. Com-
prising 12,311 meshed computer-aided design (CAD)
models encompassing 40 distinct categories of man-made
objects. It is structured into training and test sets, with
9,843 shapes dedicated to training and 2,468 allocated for
testing purposes, thereby enabling effective model train-
ing and subsequent assessment of performance metrics.

D. Point Cloud Reconstruction Related Dataset
• ScanNetV2

The ScanNetV2 dataset [41] comprises 3D indoor scene
reconstructions with extensive annotations, encompass-
ing 1,613 3D scans across 20 different categories. This
dataset is also divided into training sets and test sets.
The benchmark evaluation targets 20 semantic categories,
including 18 distinct object categories.



5

TABLE I
TASK BASED COMPARISON OF BENCHMARK DATASETS

Name Representation Scale Source Task

Semantic3D [31] Point 4 billion points in 8 class labels Lidar Semantic segmentation and classification

SemanticKITTI [32] Point 23,201/20,351 scans with 4,549
million points from 28 classes Lidar Semantic segmentation, classification and compression

S3DIS [34] Point 273 million points in 13 semantic
labels RGB-D Semantic segmentation and classification

SemanticPOSS [35] Point 216 million points, 2,988 scenes,
14 semantic labels Lidar Semantic segmentation and classification

SensatUrban [36] Point 3 billion points, 13 predefined
semantic classes RGB-D Semantic segmentation and classification

Matterport3D [37] Mesh 10,800 views from 90 scenes RGB-D Semantic segmentation and classification

SceneNN [38] Mesh 100 scenes, 40 semantic classes RGB-D Semantic segmentation and classification

ShapeNet [39] Mesh More than 3,000,000 models,
3,135 categories CAD model Semantic segmentation, classification and compression

ModelNet40 [40] Mesh 40 artificial objects categories CAD model Point cloud matching and compression

ScanNetV2 [41] lmage 1,513 scenes, 20 semantic classes RGB-D Point cloud reconstruction

VASAD [42] Mesh Approximate 62,000 m2 of
building floors CAD model Point cloud reconstruction

3DSSG [43] Image 478 scenes, 534 classes RGB-D 3D semantic scene graphs prediction

Nr3D [44] Mesh and image 41,500 free-form natural (human)
referential utterances CAD model and RGB-D 3D dense captioning

ScanRefer [45] Image
800scenes, 11,046 objection,

51,583free-form natural (human)
referential utterances

RGB-D 3D dense captioning

NYUv2 [46] Image
1,449 RGBD images consisting

464 diverse scenes across 26
scene classes

RGB-D Semantic scene completion

SUNCG [47] Image 45,622 indoor scenes RGB-D Semantic scene completion

Scan2CAD [48] Mesh and image 97,607 annotated keypoint pairs CAD model and RGB-D Semantic scene completion

• VASAD
The VASAD dataset [42] consists of six complete build-
ing models, each with detailed volume descriptions and
semantic labels. Collectively, these models provides a
substantial scale to facilitate the development and eval-
uation of learning-based methodologies. The VASAD
dataset is designed to advance joint research efforts in
point cloud surface reconstruction and semantic segmen-
tation tasks.

E. Point Cloud Semantic Scene Graph Prediction Related
Dataset

• 3DSSG
The 3DSSG dataset [43] is a large 3D dataset for learning
3D semantic scene graphs from 3D indoor reconstruc-
tions. This dataset extends 3RScan and contains anno-
tations of semantic scene graphs covering relationships,
attributes and category hierarchies. The data structure
of 3DSSG is built by defining a set of tuples between
nodes and edges, where the nodes represent specific 3D
object instances in the 3D scan. These nodes are defined
in terms of their semantics, a class hierarchy, and a
set of properties that describe the visual and physical
appearance of the object instance and its usability. The
edges denote the semantic relationships between these
nodes.

F. Point Cloud 3D Dense Captioning Related Dataset

• Nr3D
The Nr3D dataset [44] integrates three-dimensional ob-
ject models from ShapeNet and ScanNet, encompassing
a wide range of object categories. Each object model is
provided with corresponding 3D point cloud data and
semantic segmentation labels. The Nr3D dataset includes
41,500 free-form human descriptions, facilitating the en-
hancement of computational understanding and process-
ing of objects within three-dimensional scenes.

• ScanRefer
The ScanRefer dataset [45] is built based on ScanNet
dataset. It is an important dataset focusing on the field
of 3D scene understanding. It is dedicated to promoting
the interaction between natural language and 3D scenes.
The 3D scene understanding dataset. This dataset contains
11,046 objects in 800 ScanNet scenes with a total of
51,583 natural language descriptions. Each scene contains
detailed information such as point clouds, geometric
images, and semantic segmentation labels. The natural
language description part involves instructions related to
objects, locations, and actions in the scene. The goal of
the ScanRefer dataset is to perform object localization
directly in three-dimensional space through the use of
natural language expressions so that machines can un-
derstand and execute these instructions.
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G. Point Cloud Semantic Scene Completion Related Dataset
• NYUv2

The NYUv2 dataset [46] consists of 1449 RGBD images,
which include 464 different indoor scenes in 26 scene
categories. Each image is densely labeled pixel-by-pixel,
and each instance has a unique instance label. The support
annotation of each image consists of a set of 3-tuple
(Ri, Rj , type), where Ri is the area ID of the supported
object, Rj is the area ID of the supported object, and
type indicates the direction of support . For example, the
supporting object is a table, the supported object is a
water glass, and the direction is upward.

• SUNCG
The SUNCG dataset [47] contains 45,622 indoor scenes.
On a technical level, this dataset allows the acquisition
of depth images and semantic scene volumes by setting
different camera directions. As a large synthetic 3D scene
dataset, SUNCG provides dense voxel annotation. This
dataset is suitable for training algorithms to perform scene
understanding tasks such as semantic segmentation, depth
estimation, visual navigation, etc.

• Scan2CAD
The Scan2CAD dataset [48] consists of 1506 ScanNet
scans and 14225 CAD models from ShapeNet. This
dataset contains 97,607 keypoint pairs that connect the
CAD model and their corresponding objects in the scan.
The CAD models in the dataset mainly include common
objects in indoor scenes such as chairs, tables, and
cabinets.

IV. TRADITIONAL POINT CLOUD TASKS UNDER
SEMANTIC GUIDANCE

A. Point Cloud Semantic Segmentation
Point cloud semantic segmentation endeavors to transform

the input 3D point cloud representation into a visualized
output with a highlighted region of interest mask. This process
involves a series of technical operations that achieve instance
segmentation while assigning a class label to each point.
Originating from instance segmentation and target detection,
point cloud semantic segmentation encompasses both top-
down and bottom-up methodologies. Given that each point
in a 3D point cloud inherently possesses discrete attributes,
bottom-up methods, which are based on clustering principles,
have become predominant.

Furthermore, point cloud semantic segmentation must adapt
to the requirements of various scenarios. Consequently, some
researchers have optimized segmentation techniques to cater
to diverse refined segmentation objectives. Beyond enhancing
the semantic segmentation process, studies have also focused
on aspects such as generalizability and real-time performance.
Thus, the latter part of this section will analyze specific
methods and models of point cloud semantic segmentation,
guided by the overarching goals of the field.

Top-down Semantic Segmentation Method: In the do-
main of natural image processing, state-of-the-art methods
predominantly adhere to a top-down paradigm [49], [50]. Typ-
ically, this process involves detecting candidate instances fol-

lowed by pruning through non-maximum suppression (NMS).
However, in the context of 3D point cloud representation,
top-down segmentation methods generally underperform com-
pared to bottom-up approaches. Consequently, the majority
of researchers concentrate on enhancing the technical perfor-
mance of bottom-up methods, while exploration of top-down
segmentation methods remains relatively limited.

In response to this context, Sun et al. [51] introduced an
innovative top-down segmentation method termed NeuralBF.
This approach generates instance suggestions based on a
given query by leveraging spatial and semantic affinities for
instance discrimination. NeuralBF redefines the point cloud
segmentation problem as a point-to-point affinity calculation
issue, employing a neural bilateral filter to model this calcula-
tion. Similar to conventional segmentation methods, NeuralBF
utilizes the NMS method during the proposal pruning phase.
Despite addressing the bottleneck in the proposal generation
process, NeuralBF, as a top-down segmentation method, still
encounters certain limitations.

Bottom-up Semantic Segmentation Method: In the con-
text of bottom-up approaches, methods are typically catego-
rized into voxel-based, projection-based, and point-based tech-
niques. Recently, there have also been proposals for methods
based on unit-sets, such as superpoints and point-plus-voxel
combinations.

1) Voxel-based Semantic Segmentation
Voxel-based semantic segmentation involves initially
converting unstructured point clouds into regular voxel
forms, with each voxel encompassing a set of associated
points. This conversion process can result in a loss of
resolution. Dense voxel methods store data for each
voxel, whereas sparse voxel methods store only non-
empty voxel data to conserve space.
VoxNet [52] represents one of the earliest attempts at
voxel-based 3D deep learning, demonstrating notable
performance across various three-dimensional represen-
tations such as LiDAR, RGBD, and CAD. Pure vol-
ume networks face cubic growth in voxel count, which
severely limits the resolution of dense voxel methods due
to memory constraints. To address this, Le et al. [53]
introduced an approach that uses a linearly expanded
number of points to generate grid cells, integrating point
and grid data to achieve computational memory savings
and enhanced performance without necessitating high-
resolution networks. Sparse voxel-based methods miti-
gate computational demands by disregarding empty vox-
els. Riegler et al. [54] proposed OctNet, a convolutional
network leveraging point cloud sparsity. This method dy-
namically adjusts the depth of the octree during recursive
voxel segmentation based on data density, facilitating the
processing of high-resolution point cloud inputs via deep
learning. Since voxelization can overlook geometric
complexities at scales smaller than the voxel size, Hu et
al. [55] proposed VMnet, which combines sparse voxel
and grid characteristics for three-dimensional semantic
segmentation. Despite voxel-based methods achieving
high accuracy, their substantial memory and compu-
tational requirements hinder their application in large-
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scale scenarios. Moreover, Wang [56] et al. adopted a
learning approach from coarse to fine, which solved the
problem of memory overhead and significantly improved
efficiency.
To address the voxelization bottleneck in large-scale
scenes, Tang et al. [57] introduced the SPVConv
lightweight module, which enhances the accuracy of
identifying small objects by simultaneously consider-
ing neighborhoods and local details. Zhang [58] et al.
proposed a voxel guided dynamic point network that
utilizes prior knowledge from voxel features to guide
high-quality spatial feature extraction.
While voxel-based methods address data regularity is-
sues to some extent, their computational complexity in
handling large-scale dense point clouds poses limitations
for practical applications.

2) Projection-based Semantic Segmentation
In the early stages of 3D representation, a commonly
adopted strategy involved performing dimensionality re-
duction on 3D data. Point cloud based semantic segmen-
tation technology has inherited and developed this con-
cept, attempting to transform a 3D point cloud dataset
into multiple 2D planes via multi-view projection. After
completing semantic segmentation on the 2D plane, the
resulting annotations are remapped and reintegrated into
the original 3D space using reconstruction algorithm.
Consequently, projection-based semantic segmentation
technology is also referred to as a multi-view processing
method, with related efforts documented in studies such
as [59], [60], [61], and [62].
Projection methods are primarily categorized into spheri-
cal projection and bird’s-eye view projection (orthogonal
projection). For instance, spherical projection has been
utilized in researches such as [63], [64], [65], [66], [67],
and [68] to achieve dimensionality reduction of data,
though its applicability has been predominantly confined
to LiDAR data, necessitating broader applicability. On
the other hand, bird’s-eye view projection, employed by
studies like [69], [70], [71], [72], and [73], facilitates
feature migration from 3D views to planes, though such
method can encounter area distortion problems when
dealing with large-scale data.
Projection-based methods can effectively leverage pro-
cessing algorithms with proven performance in the im-
age domain. For example, Ando et al. [74] proposed
RangViT, which combines visual large models (ViTs)
[75] to harness their powerful representation learning ca-
pabilities, thereby enhancing semantic segmentation per-
formance. Additionally, projection-based methods ben-
efit from efficient computational performance, making
them a crucial approach for achieving real-time perfor-
mance.
Despite their advantages, projection-based methods face
two significant limitations. First, since the 2D view only
provides an approximate representation of the original
3D scene, geometric structure loss occurs during the
reconstruction process. Second, in complex scenes, oc-
clusion problems substantially increase the difficulty of

Fig. 4. Multi level feature extraction structure.

segmenting small objects.
3) Point-based Semantic Segmentation

The unstructured nature of point cloud data challenges
the application of 3D Convolutional Neural Networks
(CNNs). To address this, researchers map point clouds
to regular structures like multi-view projections and
voxelized grids for CNN compatibility, though this can
cause information loss and higher computational costs.
PointNet [76], the first deep learning framework for
direct point cloud processing, uses a multi-layer per-
ceptron (MLP) and T-Net to ensure model invariance
to spatial transformations. While PointNet excels in
classification by extracting global features via maximum
pooling, it struggles with capturing local features, com-
plicating complex scene analysis. PointNet++ [77] ad-
dresses this by proposing a multi-level feature extraction
structure, capturing both local and global features. This
framework, involving point cloud downsampling, local
domain querying, encoding, upsampling interpolation,
and decoding as shown in Fig.4, has inspired many
subsequent networks, advancing point cloud analysis.
For instance, RandLA-Net [78] accelerates computation
with random sampling and a more complex local feature
encoding module to compensate for geometric detail
loss. Point Transformer [79], [80], [81] enhances the
encoding module with a self-attention mechanism to
capture the hidden space of the point cloud.
In CNNs, convolution extracts local features through
receptive fields and weight sharing, reducing parame-
ters and computational complexity. Suitable convolution
operations are key for performance enhancement. A-
CNN [82] uses circular convolution to capture geometric
features, while Thomas et al. [83] proposed KPConv
(rigid) and its deformable version to adapt to geometric
shapes of scene objects.
Additionally, local structures in point cloud data are
crucial for analysis. Specific clustering strategies en-
hance model performance by identifying and extracting
these structures. Researchers [84], [85], [86] proposed
optimized aggregation methods for improved clustering
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Fig. 5. A process of generating superpoints based on geometry and color
features [88].

efficiency and accuracy.
4) Unit-sets-based on Semantic Segmentation

Combining the complementary information-preserving
advantages of different unit representations is a major
reason why researchers explore semantic segmentation
based on unit sets. This comprehensive multi-source
information strategy significantly improves the accuracy
and credibility of semantic segmentation, positioning
unit set-based semantic segmentation as a new focus in
the research field. There are two main shortcomings in
point-by-point semantic segmentation methods: first, the
primary segmentation target is not effectively used to
supervise the point-by-point clustering process; second,
point-by-point feature learning and clustering may lead
to segmentation and fragmentation issues when dealing
with irregular data [87].

• Superpoint based
To address these challenges, researchers have ex-
plored grouping local feature similarity points into
sets known as superpoints. Superpoint generation
methods vary: Liu et al. [89] use spectral clustering,
while Deng et al. [88] combine geometric and color
information through region growing as shown in
Fig.5. Superpoint-based semantic segmentation of-
ten incorporates unsupervised [90], semi-supervised
[91], [88], and weakly supervised [92] learning
approaches, leveraging limited annotated data to
reduce computational complexity and improve seg-
mentation quality. The supervised learning aspects
of point cloud semantic segmentation are discussed
in IV-A.
Landrieu et al. proposed a superpoint graph (SPG)
structure for semantic segmentation of large-scale
point clouds [93], which represents relationships be-
tween instance parts and context compactly. Yang et
al. [94] introduced the Auto-NestedNet architecture,
learning optimal nested architectures for point cloud
representation using multi-layer features. Recently,
Zheng et al. [95] enhanced semantic segmentation

Fig. 6. Point-based vs. voxel-based comparison [96].

performance using multi-scale superpoint networks,
obtaining small-scale superpoints based on feature
similarity and employing an attention mechanism to
upsample and restore resolution, thus propagating
multi-scale geometric features from low to high
resolution.

• Point-plus-voxel based
Point-based representation offers high geometric
accuracy but struggles with local neighbor identi-
fication due to its disordered nature, while voxel-
based representation is more regular but compu-
tationally intensive at higher resolutions. In large-
scale point cloud segmentation, voxel-based meth-
ods typically outperform point-based methods [96].
Combining voxel and point features can enhance
segmentation quality by providing coarse- and fine-
grained spatial information. A comparison of point-
based and voxel-based methods is shown in 6 The
PVCNN model by Liu et al. [97] reduces memory
consumption by using points as inputs and voxels
for efficient neighborhood access in convolution. Xu
et al. [96] introduced RPVNet, which fuses features
from projections, points, and voxels, significantly
improving semantic segmentation performance.
Supervoxels, generated through region growing
from seed points [98], cluster similar features for
better local area representation. Hou et al. [99] uti-
lized point-to-voxel knowledge distillation (PVD) to
transfer knowledge and compress models, capturing
detailed perceptual information at the point level
and broader features at the voxel level.
Furthermore, during the clustering process of point
cloud semantic segmentation, dense areas may
receive disproportionate attention, leading to the
neglect of sparse areas. Chen et al. [100] ad-
dressed density inconsistency in point cloud seg-
mentation with the PointDC framework, which uses
cross-modal distillation and supervoxel clustering.



9

Fig. 7. The main goals of point cloud semantic segmentation optimization.

PointDC converts multi-view features into point-
based representations and iteratively optimizes se-
mantic features via supervoxel pooling. This ap-
proach highlights the effectiveness of knowledge
distillation in cross-modal knowledge mapping, as
seen in works by [70], [101], and [102].

In summary, semantic segmentation methods based on
unit sets allow pipelines to adaptively segment point
clouds based on their spatial complexity, enabling deep
learning architectures to mine more refined and long-
range interactions. In addition, the linkage between
unit collections and different deep learning models also
shows certain regularity. Finally, in the process of con-
structing the local domain, regardless of supervoxels
or superpoints, one should try to avoid using only
distance constraints because it is impossible to ensure
that points located in the constructed domain have the
same semantics.

Refined Segmentation Goal: In the evaluation of point
cloud semantic segmentation methods, an analysis based on
refinement goals provides a complementary perspective, en-
abling researchers to more effectively identify and compare
the performance of various models in achieving specific seg-
mentation objectives. As illustrated in Fig.7, we categorize the
optimization of point cloud semantic segmentation into two
primary directions: generalization and real-time performance.
This classification method helps highlight excellent models for
specific tasks, provides researchers with a framework for se-
lecting appropriate segmentation methods based on application
requirements.

1) Generalization of Segmentation
The generalization goal of point cloud semantic seg-
mentation is to enhance the adaptability of segmentation
algorithms to diverse point cloud data inputs and new,
previously unprocessed categories.

• Domain Adaptation
Compared to RGB camera-based technologies,
LiDAR-only semantic segmentation methods ex-
hibit greater robustness under varying lighting con-
ditions due to LiDARs accurate depth informa-
tion. However, differences in 3D sampling modes

across LiDAR datasets [32], [103], [104], [105]
and changes in sensor configuration can hinder
model adaptation, necessitating domain adaptation
methods to utilize new unlabeled data and transfer
knowledge from labeled data, thus avoiding re-
labeling costs.
Yi et al. [106] addressed domain adaptation by
converting raw LiDAR data into three-dimensional
surface representations, enhancing adaptability. Li et
al. [107] tackled challenges in multi-modal models,
such as mode heterogeneity and limited sensor
interaction, proposing a method that combines intra-
modal feature extraction with inter-modal feature
fusion.
For devices with both RGB and LiDAR sensors, fus-
ing these modalities improves segmentation accu-
racy. Datasets like KITTI [108] and nuScenes [109]
enable this fusion. Zhuang et al. [110] supplemented
depth information by mapping point cloud data to
the RGB domain and used a dual-stream network for
feature complementation. To address feature density
differences between 2D RGB and 3D LiDAR data,
Peng et al. [111] proposed a dynamic sparse-to-
dense cross-modal learning method (DsCML), Zhao
et al. [112] developed a coarse-to-fine network LIF-
Seg, and Jaritz et al. [113] introduced new unsuper-
vised cross-modal loss functions, enhancing feature
fusion.
To further research, Saltori et al. [114] established a
domain generalization testbed for LiDAR semantic
segmentation (DG-LSS) using diverse datasets and
configurations, alongside the baseline LiDOG, to
develop more robust models.

• New Class Adaptation
Deep neural networks excel in semantic segmenta-
tion but face challenges due to limited annotated
3D point cloud data, which is costly to obtain.
Current methods assume closed-set scenarios, strug-
gling with new, minimally represented categories
emerging over time, prompting research into few-
shot, zero-shot, and 3D open-vocabulary learning
[115] and class incremental method [116].
To adapt to new categories, approaches by [117],
[118], and [119] use limited labeled data for seg-
mentation. The disorderly 3D point clouds exac-
erbate catastrophic forgetting [120], [121], tackled
by Geometry-aware Feature Transfer (GFT) [122]
and Label-Guided Knowledge Distillation (LGKD)
[123]. RegionPLC [124] effectively builds compre-
hensive regional point language pairs and performs
well in challenging long tail or unannotated scenar-
ios.
Non-fully supervised methods reduce parameters
and computational load, maintaining performance
standards. Semi-supervised learning [122], [125],
[126], [127], [128] blends limited labels with un-
labeled data, while weakly supervised approaches
[129], [130], [131], [132], [133] and unsupervised
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techniques [65], [134], [135], [136], [137] show
promise in semantic segmentation tasks.

2) Real-time Segmentation
Most point cloud semantic segmentation methods rely
on pre-trained models but face challenges in speed,
hindering their deployment on mobile platforms. To
address this, research focuses on achieving real-time
semantic segmentation of point clouds.
Efforts to enhance real-time performance include
strategies like reducing image resolution or design-
ing lightweight networks [138], [139], [140], [68] to
trim model parameters and sampling dimensions, thus
easing computational load. As discussed in Section
2, projection-based techniques leverage mature two-
dimensional image processing to lower data complexity,
often training models on projected point cloud data for
real-time implementation. However, this approach sacri-
fices contextual and spatial details, impacting segmenta-
tion accuracy. Balancing inference speed with segmen-
tation precision remains a central challenge in the field.
Recent studies, including SFANet [141], BiSeNet [142],
and DFANet [143], employ multi-branch frameworks to
integrate high-level and low-level features, aiming to
resolve this trade-off effectively.

Point Cloud Semantic Segmentation Evaluation Index:
Average Intersection over Union (mIoU) and Overall Accuracy
(OA) are two core indicators when evaluating point cloud
semantic segmentation tasks.

• mIoU
mIoU quantifies segmentation performance by calculating
the ratio of the intersection and union of the predicted
region and the actual region. Specifically, the Intersection
over Union (IoU) ratio reflects the degree of overlap
between the predicted segmentation area and the real seg-
mentation area. mIoU further provides a comprehensive
evaluation by calculating the IoU of each category and
taking its average. It is calculated as follows:

IoU =
TP

T + P − TP
(1)

mIoU =

n∑
i

IoUi (2)

Among them, TP represents the positive samples cor-
rectly classified by the model, T represents the number of
all samples that are actually positive classes, P represents
the total number of samples predicted by the model
as positive classes, and n represents the number of
categories.

• OA
As a basic evaluation index, OA measures the probability
that the sample label predicted by the model is consistent
with the real label. It provides a global accuracy measure
and is calculated as follows:

OA =
TP + TN

TP + TN + FP + FN
(3)

Among them, TP represents the positive sample correctly
classified by the model, FN represents the positive

sample misclassified by the model, FP represents the
negative sample misclassified by the model, and TN
represents the negative sample correctly classified by the
model.

B. Semantic-based Point Cloud Compression
High-precision sparse point cloud data provide accurate nav-

igation functionalities for autonomous driving systems, while
dense point cloud data facilitate the creation of high-fidelity
immersive experiences. As the demand for higher precision
and denser point cloud data increases, the role of point cloud
compression in content generation and transmission becomes
increasingly critical. In point cloud compression, both the
Video-Based Point Cloud Compression (V-PCC) algorithm
for dense point clouds [144] and the Geometric Point Cloud
Compression (G-PCC) algorithm for sparse point clouds [145]
rely extensively on the rate-distortion optimization (RDO)
principle to enhance compression efficiency [146]. However,
this approach has not fully exploited the semantic information
in ordered point cloud data, nor has it effectively adapted
and optimized for specific tasks. Moreover, traditional point
cloud compression methods primarily aim to achieve visual
fidelity for human vision tasks, whereas machine vision tasks
prioritize semantic fidelity. Research in this domain remains
in its nascent stage.

Research Status of Semantic Combined Compression
in 2D: The application of compression in the context of
two-dimensional (2D) semantic information aims primarily
at achieving efficient hierarchical transmission and adapting
to the requirements of machine vision tasks. This approach
can offer valuable insights for the compression of three-
dimensional (3D) scenes.

Scalable compression has been demonstrated as an effective
method for data representation in 2D contexts, wherein visual
signals are encoded into multiple layers. Zhang et al. [147] and
Akbari et al. [148] proposed a framework for scalable cross-
modal compression that hierarchically represents signals based
on semantic segmentation. In this framework, each layer of the
scalable flow enhances interpretability through the preceding
layer. Similarly, Chang et al. [11] utilized semantic segmenta-
tion maps as a structural guide to extract deep semantic priors,
thereby providing stronger capabilities for detail construction
and greater flexibility for advanced visual tasks. This approach
achieves a compression ratio of up to 1000:1 while maintaining
high-quality visual reconstruction and robust applicability to
visual task analysis.

Huang et al. [149] introduced a human-computer-friendly
video compression scheme, namely Human-Machine Friendly
Video Compression (HMFVC) based on Learning Semantic
Representation (LSR). This solution establishes an end-to-
end video compression framework by extracting semantic
information from temporally adjacent frames, optimizing hu-
man visual perception quality, machine analysis accuracy, and
compression efficiency in a collaborative manner.

In the realm of 2D representation, several initial attempts at
compression processing based on semantic information have
been made, demonstrating significant potential in enhancing
performance.
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Fig. 8. The flowchart of real-time scene-aware LiDAR PCC system [14].

Research Status of Point Cloud Compression based
on Semantics: Recent point cloud compression architectures
primarily aim to produce higher quality reconstructed point
clouds while optimizing compression efficiency [150], [151],
[152], [153], [154]. However, these methods may not be the
most suitable for machine vision tasks. Many image coding
technologies designed for machine vision enhance perfor-
mance specifically for these tasks, often compromising human
visual performance. To address the need for a balance between
human and computer vision tasks in compression schemes, Ma
[155] and Liu [156] proposed innovative solutions.

The HM-PCGC method [155] employs a pre-trained com-
pression backbone network and a semantic mining module to
aggregate multi-task features, achieving superior performance
compared to traditional methods. The PCHM-Net [156] uti-
lizes a dual-branch structure to simultaneously accomplish two
tasks, constructing a comprehensive graph based on sparse
point sets to aggregate global information, thereby achieving
a better trade-off between the two tasks. Zhao et al. incor-
porated the scalable coding concept from two-dimensional
representation [14], using semantic prior representation (SPR)
and a variable precision lossy coding algorithm to generate
the final bit stream, as illustrated in Fig.8, facilitating real-
time compression of point clouds.

In addition to enhancing machine vision and human vi-
sion tasks, semantic compression technology also significantly
contributes to improving compression efficiency. Sun [157]
proposed a task-driven sparse point cloud coding framework,
SA-LPCC, for autonomous driving scenarios. This framework
employs a semantic segmentation network to identify and
temporarily shield moving objects, eliminating spatial and
temporal redundancy and enhancing compression efficiency.
Liu [158] et al. introduced a unified framework for jointly
compressing various visual and semantic data, including im-
ages, point clouds, segmentation maps, object attributes, and
relationships. By embedding these data representations into a
joint embedding graph based on categories, this framework
allows flexible handling of joint compression tasks for diverse
visual and semantic data.

Despite significant advancements in semantic-based point
cloud compression, existing solutions have not yet achieved
comprehensive coverage of all point cloud compression ap-
plication scenarios compared to traditional compression tech-
nologies. Furthermore, the focus of current solutions remains
relatively limited in scope.

Point Cloud Compression Evaluation Index: Similar to
traditional point cloud compression, point cloud compression
evaluation indicators based on semantic information can also
be measured using compression efficiency and fidelity, but ma-
chine vision-oriented solutions need to additionally consider
the fidelity of machine vision.

Compression efficiency is usually compared by the number
of bits per point (BPP) used to store each point. The lower
the BPP, the higher the compression efficiency. In addition,
encoding and decoding time is also used as one of the
evaluation indicators of compression efficiency. The shorter
the time, the higher the efficiency.

In the field of machine vision, the evaluation of fidelity
usually uses mean average precision (mAP) as the perfor-
mance index. For the human visual system, the evaluation
of fidelity involves multiple indicators, including parameters
such as root mean square error (RMSE) and peak signal-
to-noise ratio (PSNR). MPEG defines two additional PSNR
metrics for point clouds [159], namely PSNR D1 and PSNR
D2, which correspond to the peak signal-to-noise ratio based
on point-to-point distance and point-to-point distance. These
metrics collectively reflect the difference between compressed
or processed visual content and the original content, allowing
for a quantitative analysis of visual fidelity.

• Mean Average Precision (mAP)
mAP evaluates the overall performance of an algorithm
in multi-category detection by averaging the area under
the precision-recall curve (AP) of each category.

mAP =
1

n

n∑
i=1

APi (4)

Among them, n represents the number of categories, and
APi is the average accuracy of the i-th category.
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• Symmetric root mean square (RMSE)
The symmetric root mean square distance uses the origi-
nal point cloud as a reference to calculate the maximum
average error value of the decoded point cloud based on
geometric distance.

MSE(A,B) =
1

K

∑∥∥vA(i) − vB(k)

∥∥2 (5)

RMSE(A,B) =

√
MSE(A,B) +MSE(B,A)

2
(6)

Among them, A and B represent the original and decoded
point clouds respectively; vA(i) and vB(k) represent the
original point cloud and the corresponding nearest neigh-
bor decoded point cloud respectively; K is the number
of points in the original point cloud.

• PSNR-based Geometry Quality Metrics

Based on the characteristics of point cloud data, MPEG
proposes a PSNR-based geometric quality measure suitable
for 3D point cloud representation. PSNR is obtained from
the normalized mean square error MSE, by calculating PSNR
in both original and decoded directions to obtain a single
symmetric PSNR value for the maximum pooling function.

- Point-to-point distance (PSNR D1)

dD1
A,B = ∥−→e (i, j)∥22 (7)

MSED1 =
1

NA

∑
∀ai∈A

dD1
A,B (8)

- Point-to-surface distance (PSNR D2)

dD2
A,B = ∥ê(i, j)∥22 = (−→e (i, j) · −→nj)

2 (9)

MSED2 =
1

NA

∑
∀ai∈A

dD2
A,B (10)

Based on the mean square error (MSE) obtained in the
above steps, the corresponding geometric peak signal-to-noise
ratio (PSNR) value can be further calculated.

PSNRA,B = 10log10(
p2s

MSED1/D2
) (11)

PSNR = max(PSNRA,B , PSNRB,A) (12)

Among them, ps represents the signal peak value, and
MSED1/D2 is the point-to-point or point-to-point mean
square error between all points in the original point cloud A
and their corresponding nearest neighbor points in the decoded
point cloud B. Due to the fact that not all datasets provide the
ground truth normals of object surfaces, which are necessary
reference values for PSNR D2 calculations, the analysis of
PSNR D1 geometric quality based on point-to-point distance
is currently more widely used.

Fig. 9. Partial-to-Partial (PtP) registration based on semantic-strucual cogni-
tion [15].

C. Semantic-based Point Cloud Registration
3D point cloud registration is a pivotal process in the

domains of computer vision and robotics. This process in-
volves the precise alignment or merging of two or more
3D point cloud datasets into a unified coordinate system.
These point clouds may be acquired at different times, from
various perspectives, or via different sensors. The objective of
registration is to determine the optimal spatial transformation
that ensures these point clouds are geometrically consistent or
aligned to the desired extent.

Current Research Status of Semantic-based Point Cloud
Registration: In the field of point cloud registration, registra-
tion algorithms can be divided into two categories: partial reg-
istration algorithms and global registration algorithms based
on the degree of dependence on the initial transformation
parameters. The partial registration algorithm [160] relies on
the heuristic nearest neighbor search strategy to establish the
correspondence between point clouds, and can achieve more
accurate pose estimation when accurate initial transformation
parameters are provided. The global registration [161] algo-
rithm refers to a registration method that does not require
accurate initial guesses or has low initial guess requirements.
It can perform an overall registration operation on two or more
point clouds from a macro perspective.

1) Partial Registration
Shu et al. [15] implemented a hierarchical partial-to-
partial registration strategy, illustrated in Fig.9. This
approach involves two key phases: the first phase op-
erates at the global semantic level, aiming to generate
high-confidence matching candidates; the second phase
focuses on the local structure level, seeking to establish
robust point-to-point correspondences.
Bowman et al. [162] utilized a Gaussian Mixture Model
(GMM) to create a correlation model between semantic
three-dimensional landmarks and image detection re-
sults. Building on this, Hu et al. [163] introduced a novel
method to enhance point set registration performance by
incorporating an additional semantic region association
layer, also modeled using GMM. This method employs
a hierarchical point set registration strategy, accounting
for both external semantic region associations and in-
ternal point pair associations. By leveraging GMM to
associate semantic regions and integrating the cascaded
expectation-maximization (EM) algorithm to address
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the hierarchical association registration problem, this
approach achieves more accurate and robust point cloud
registration.

2) Global Registration
Yin et al. [164] developed a semantic global point
cloud registration framework by extracting semantic
clues using neural networks. This framework provides
accurate pose estimation for low-overlap LiDAR scan-
ning in autonomous driving environments and signif-
icantly enhances the efficiency and accuracy of the
correspondence search algorithm by incorporating se-
mantic information. Similarly, Zhang et al. [165] pro-
posed an innovative semantic point cloud registration
framework, which utilizes a hierarchical distributed rep-
resentation method of features to integrate and extend
geometric, color, and semantic information into a non-
parametric continuous model. This comprehensive ap-
proach achieves more accurate and robust environment
mapping and pose estimation.
In another development, Qiao et al. [166] introduced
a low-overlap point cloud registration method known as
Pyramid-based Angular-semantic Registration with Out-
lier Rejection (Pagor). This method employs a distrust
and verification strategy, initially using semantic clues
for preliminary registration and subsequently utilizing
geometric clues to verify and optimize the registration
results.
Furthermore, the Iterative Closest Point (ICP) algorithm
[167] is an iterative method for point cloud registra-
tion. This algorithm iteratively matches each point in
the source point cloud with the closest point in the
target point cloud. During each iteration, based on the
current point correspondences, the spatial transformation
between the two point clouds is calculated, and the
source point cloud is updated according to this transfor-
mation to reduce the difference between the two point
clouds. This process is repeated until predetermined
convergence conditions are met. Due to its simplicity
and efficiency, the ICP algorithm (global registration)
has become a benchmark method in the field of point
cloud registration.
Inspired by the iterative framework of the ICP algorithm,
researchers such as Wang et al. [168], Zaganidis et al.
[169], Li et al. [170], and Truong et al. [171] have
utilized semantic information to guide the establishment
of point correspondences. This approach enhances the
accuracy of correspondences between points with the
same semantics, thereby improving the overall robust-
ness and precision of point cloud registration.

Current semantic-based point cloud registration work aims to
further improve the robustness and convergence of point set
registration methods by fusing semantic information extracted
from images. In addition, combined with pose estimation
technology, multi-scan registration can not only achieve spatial
alignment, but also segment and integrate scan data to build a
semantic map.

Point Cloud Registration Evaluation Index: In the
quantitative assessment of point cloud registration, similarity

Fig. 10. Hausdorff distance illustration. Calculate the distance between points
of different classes, take the minimum distance value between points of
different classes, which is d11, d22, d32, and then take the maximum one as
the HD value, which is d22.

measures are typically employed to evaluate the degree of
correspondence between two sets of point clouds. The per-
tinent quantitative evaluation metrics can be categorized into
distance-based and transformation error-based measurement
approaches. Distance-based measurement methods are widely
regarded as fundamental and commonly utilized evaluation
techniques. These methods involve a quantitative analysis of
the spatial distance between the transformed source and target
point clouds.

• Chamfer Distance (CD)
The Chamfer Distance [172] is extensively utilized to
assess the discrepancy between two point clouds. This
metric’s calculation typically entails the registration of
corresponding points within the two point cloud sets, fol-
lowed by the computation of the spatial distance between
these registered point pairs. Considering the discrete
nature of 3D point cloud data, various approximation
strategies are frequently employed in practical applica-
tions to estimate Chamfer Distances. These strategies
facilitate effective surface distance evaluation on discrete
point cloud datasets.

dCD(A,B) =
1

A

∑
x∈A

min
y∈B

∥x− y∥22+
1

B

∑
y∈B

min
x∈A

∥y − x∥22

(13)
Among them, A and B denote two sets of 3D point
clouds respectively. The first term represents the sum of
the minimum distances from any point x in A to the
midpoint of B, and the second term represents any point
in B. The sum of the minimum distances from a point y
to A. Lower value of chamfer distance tends to indicate
higher morphological consistency between the two sets of
point clouds, and it can be inferred that the registration
process has higher accuracy.

• Hausdorff Distance (HD)
Hausdorff distance [173] is used to describe the degree of
similarity between two sets of points, as shown in Fig.10.

H(A,B) = max(h(A,B), h(B,A)) (14)

h(A,B) = max
a∈A

{
min
b∈B

∥a− b∥
}

(15)

h(B,A) = max
b∈B

{
min
a∈A

∥b− a∥
}

(16)
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Among them, A and B represent two sets of 3D point
clouds respectively, and ∥·∥ is the distance paradigm
between point set A and point set B. (eg: L2 or Euclidean
distance)

Commonly used quantitative evaluation indicators based on
transformation errors include relative translation error, relative
rotation error [174], etc. The specific details are as follows:

• Relative Translation Error (RTE)
The relative translation error is defined as the difference
measure between the observed actual translation vector
between two point clouds and the translation vector
estimated by the registration algorithm during the point
cloud registration process. This error index is used to
quantify the accuracy of the registration algorithm in
spatial transformation alignment, reflecting the accuracy
of the algorithm’s estimation of the relative position
between point clouds.

RRE =
√
∆x2 +∆y2 +∆z2 (17)

Among them, ∆x, ∆y, and ∆z denote the deviations
between the actual translation vector and the predicted
translation vector, represented mathematically as tgt −
tpre.

• Relative Rotation Error (RRE)
Relative rotation error is a key performance metric used
to evaluate rotational alignment accuracy. This metric
quantifies the difference in rotation between the rotation
matrix (or quaternion) estimated by the registration al-
gorithm and the actual rotation of the two point clouds.
The goal of point cloud registration not only includes
spatial translation alignment, but also requires the ac-
curacy of rotation alignment. The calculation of RRE
involves comparing the rotation representation output by
the registration algorithm with the representation of the
true rotation to evaluate the accuracy of the algorithm’s
estimation of the rotation parameters.

RTE = arccos(
trace((RpreR

−1
gt )− 1)

2
) (18)

Where trace() denotes the trace of a matrix, which
is the sum of its diagonal elements. In this context,
Rpre represents the rotation matrix estimated by the
registration algorithm, while Rgt signifies the rotation
matrix corresponding to the ground truth. This formula
computes the angular difference between the two rotation
matrices, with the resulting value expressed in radians.

In related academic research, registration algorithms are typi-
cally optimized based on the correspondences between point
pairs. Consequently, in addition to measuring registration error,
the recall metric is often employed to represent the percentage
of correctly matched point pairs. Hence, the recall metric is
crucial for assessing the robustness of research methods in
handling noise and outliers.

• Recall Rate (Registration Recall, RR)

Fig. 11. Point cloud reconstruction With semantic priors [176]. (a) RGB-D
data stream, (b) semantic tracker, (c) semantic pose graph, (d) 3D semantic
reconstruction.

When registering each pair of scan data, the registration
error introduced by the predicted transformation param-
eters can be calculated by the following formula [175]:

ERMSE =

√√√√ 1

Ωgt

∑
(a,b)∈Ωgt

∥b−Rprea− tpre∥2 (19)

Among them, Ωgt represents the corresponding true value
segment, and (Rpre, tpre) is the transformation parameter
rotation matrix and translation vector of attitude estima-
tion.

D. Semantic-based Point Cloud Reconstruction
Point cloud reconstruction entails the process of recovering

the geometry and structure of an object from a collection of
points distributed in three-dimensional space. These points are
generally obtained through techniques such as laser scanning,
structured light scanning, or voxel rendering. The primary
objective of point cloud reconstruction is to construct an
accurate geometric model of the object from these irregularly
distributed points.

Research Status of Point Cloud Reconstruction based on
Semantics: By analyzing the role of explicit representation
and implicit guidance of semantics in other traditional tasks,
it can be inferred that the integration of semantic cues can op-
timize task performance. We observe that similar applications
exist in point cloud reconstruction. When leveraging semantic
prior information for instruction, the assessment of accuracy
is complicated by the difficult-to-measure nature of semantic
information.

BuildingFusion [177] is an innovative semantic-aware
closed-loop detection method that utilizes semantic informa-
tion as a positional identifier to enhance robustness against
similar positions. Additionally, BuildingFusion can provide
real-time semantic and structural information, enabling an
immediate understanding of online scenes. Similarly, Huang et
al. [176] proposed a semantic space model using a continuous
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metric function to quantify the distance between discrete
semantic concepts. In the context of 3D reconstruction, this
method employs semantic mapping and registration techniques
to establish reliable semantic correspondences and construct a
global pose map. By leveraging compact semantic priors, this
technique effectively integrates semantic and geometric cues,
facilitating real-time 3D reconstruction.

Currently, the exploration of semantic-based reconstruction
in point cloud representation is relatively underdeveloped.
Compared to other three-dimensional representations, this area
requires further investigation to fully realize its potential.

Research Status of Other 3D Representation Recon-
struction based on Semantics: Neural Radiance Fields
(NeRF) is a technology that demonstrates exceptional perfor-
mance in the field of 3D scene reconstruction and rendering.
It leverages neural networks to learn the lighting and texture
information of a scene, enabling the high-quality rendering of
3D images from any viewing angle. As a crucial technology in
3D reconstruction, research on NeRF offers valuable insights
for point cloud reconstruction. Furthermore, point clouds can
serve as an input data type for the NeRF model, highlighting
the significant practical and application value of integrating
and developing these technologies.

Before NeRF can generate a three-dimensional scene, it
requires the collection of images from multiple perspectives.
To minimize the number of images needed as input for NeRF,
researchers have explored the strategy of introducing semantic
guidance information during the reconstruction process. For
instance, SG-NeRF [178] employs sparse point clouds as
geometric constraints for NeRF optimization and performs
semantic predictions on both two-dimensional images and
point clouds. This approach guides the search for adjacent
neural points during the reconstruction process. By using
semantic information, the sampled query points can accurately
identify neural points that are structurally adjacent to the query
points within a non-uniformly distributed sparse point cloud.

Additionally, in a three-dimensional scene, decoupling in-
stances and attributes within those instances is critical for
accurate scene reconstruction. NaviNeRF [179] uses self-
supervised learning to identify interpretable semantic direc-
tions in reconstructed scenes. This method combines 3D
reconstruction technology with potential semantic operations,
enabling fine-grained solutions to 3D scene reconstruction
challenges.

Point Cloud Reconstruction Evaluation Index: In point
cloud reconstruction, commonly used evaluation indicators
include chamfer distance (see IV-C), average intersection over
union (see IV-A), RMSE (See IV-B) etc.

V. NEW TASKS INTRODUCED BY SEMANTIC INFORMATION

The increasing demand for deeper understanding and rea-
soning in visual tasks represented by 3D point clouds has
established point cloud understanding as a crucial research
domain. This field includes key components such as scene
graph prediction and the integration of 3D vision with nat-
ural language. Scene graph prediction focuses on extracting
semantic relationships between objects within a point cloud,

thereby enabling machines to comprehend the spatial and
contextual aspects of a scene more accurately. Meanwhile, the
integration of 3D vision and language aims to bridge the gap
between visual data and natural language processing, allowing
machines to describe and interpret 3D scenes with greater
precision.

A significant element within 3D vision and language is 3D
dense captioning, which generates detailed descriptions for
individual points in a point cloud, providing a comprehen-
sive understanding of the scene’s content. Additionally, point
cloud-based semantic localization is another critical aspect of
this area. It involves the precise identification and localization
of specific objects or regions of interest within a point cloud
based on their semantic attributes. By integrating these tech-
niques, the field of point cloud understanding contributes to the
development of more advanced and intelligent 3D perception
systems, ultimately enhancing our capacity to interact with and
interpret the 3D world.

A. 3D Scene Understanding
With the advancement of artificial intelligence technology,

the understanding of scene content has evolved beyond tradi-
tional localized tasks such as object recognition and segmen-
tation. It now encompasses a deeper exploration of objects,
their attributes, and the global spatial relationships between
objects within a scene [28]. In the field of 3D point cloud
research, the current mainstream methods for scene under-
standing primarily focus on scene graph prediction and 3D
vision integrated with language. This study provides a detailed
explanation and comparative analysis of these two approaches,
highlighting their characteristics, advantages, and applicable
scenarios when processing three-dimensional spatial data.

Scene Graph Prediction: As a structured representation
method, the three-dimensional scene graph is dedicated to
describing objects within a scene and their interrelationships.
In the scene graph prediction task, the primary objective
is to identify object instances within the image (such as
humans, vehicles, furniture, etc.) and to predict the pairwise
relationships between these objects (e.g., ”located on the
right of...”, ”nearby”, etc.). Ultimately, a series of (subject,
predicate, object) triples are generated. As illustrated in 12,
this representation method emphasizes the semantic analysis
of image content and the modeling of relationships between
objects.

Wald et al. [43] proposed the first learning-based approach
for generating semantic scene graphs from 3D point clouds
and demonstrated how 3D semantic scene graphs can be
utilized for 2D cross-domain retrieval. Furthermore, the team
developed a point cloud semantic scene graph dataset, 3DSSG,
employing the GNN-based baseline model SGPN. This dataset
includes detailed semantics within nodes (instances), encom-
passing attributes and edges (relationships).

Wu et al. [180] developed a method for predicting real-time
3D scene graphs in a 3D environment by incrementally inte-
grating newly observed subgraph predictions into a globally
consistent semantic scene graph model.

Zhang et al. [181] introduced a graph autoencoder network
capable of automatically learning a set of embedding vectors
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Fig. 12. Scene graph prediction: Semantic scene graph inference from point
clouds [43].

Fig. 13. 3D dense captioning task: localization and description of objects in
3D scenes [185].

for each category. These pre-learned embeddings are then
utilized for the prediction of three-dimensional scene graphs
(3DSSG), enabling the network to identify reliable relational
triples from pre-trained knowledge.

To address visual confusion issues, SGGpoint [182] em-
ploys prior knowledge for scene graph prediction, acquiring
information solely through the structural patterns of semantic
categories and rules. After training, the scene graph predic-
tion model integrates geometric features with corresponding
knowledge element embeddings to form relational triples.

Building on previous work [43], Wald et al. introduced an
embedding-based method [183] for learning semantic scene
graphs from raw 3D point clouds. They further released the
RIO10 localization benchmark’s scene graph to supplement
the large-scale 3D scene graph dataset 3DSSG.

Following the development of these fully supervised tasks,
Koch et al. [184] proposed a self-supervised pre-training
method, SGRec3D. SGRec3D uses three-dimensional graph
structure reconstruction as an auxiliary pre-training task and
enhances the efficiency of the pre-training process by learning
the optimal information flow within the graph.

Given the uneven distribution of word segments in the
training set triples, which leads to a significant long-tail distri-
bution, VL-SAT [18] seeks to utilize visual-linguistic semantic
information to enhance the understanding of three-dimensional
structures. This approach improves the 3D scene graph pre-
diction model’s ability to distinguish long-tail distributions
and ambiguous semantic relationship triples. Additionally, VL-
SAT demonstrated the generalization capability and feasibility
of this strategy in scene graph prediction tasks.

Scene graphs offer a compact representation of scene con-
text, making them suitable for various industrial applications.
The success of mapping 3D scenes to scene graphs also opens
up the possibility of reversing the process, i.e., generating 3D
scenes from scene graphs. Dhamo et al. [186] were the first

to implement the direct generation of 3D representations from
scene graphs in an end-to-end manner, using a novel model
architecture that shares the layout and shape generation pro-
cess. Additionally, CommonScenes [187], as a fully generative
model, combines variational autoencoders and latent diffusion
models to achieve parallel modeling of scene layout and shape
distribution.

Currently, research on point cloud scene graph prediction
has advanced significantly. Researchers have explored various
approaches, such as utilizing 3D scene graphs for cross-
domain retrieval between 2D and 3D data, enhancing local-
ization, and incorporating new learning methods to improve
prediction accuracy.

1) Scene Graph Prediction Evaluation Index
In 3D point scene graph prediction, the experimen-
tal settings and evaluation indicators of 3DSSG [43]
are mainly followed. For the accuracy evaluation of
triplet prediction, top-k precision (A@k) and top-k recall
(R@k) are mainly used as indicators. Additionally, since
scene graph prediction can be considered an extension
of the semantic segmentation task, some studies have
adopted the top-k evaluation approach and introduced
metrics such as F1@k to comprehensively assess model.

• Top-k Triple Accuracy (A@k)
For triples (subject, predicate, object), the three
partial scores are first multiplied to obtain the
triple score, and then the top-k accuracy (A@k) is
calculated as the evaluation index. This triplet is
considered correct only if the subject, predicate, and
object are all correct. To solve the problem of long-
tail distribution in the database, the average top-k
accuracy (mA@k) can be calculated, such as the
average top-k accuracy of predicates in all predi-
cate classes. The top-k triple accuracy calculation
formula is as follows:

A@k =
tripc
k

(20)

mA@k =
1

k

k∑
i=1

A@k (21)

Where tripc represents the correct number of
triples, and k represents the number of top-k triples.

• Top-k Triple Recall Rate (R@k)
Recall is commonly used to evaluate a model’s
coverage of positive samples; thus, mean recall
(mR@k) can assess performance in cases of uneven
sampling relationships, following a strategy similar
to mean average precision (mA@k). As with preci-
sion, the three partial scores are multiplied to obtain
the triplet score, and then top-k recall is calculated.
The formula for calculating the top-k triplet recall
rate is as follows:

R@k =
tripc
GT

(22)

mR@k =
1

k

k∑
i=1

R@k (23)
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Fig. 14. Text-to-point-cloud cross-modal localization [188].

Where tripc represents the number of correct
triples, n represents the number of top-k triples, and
GT represents the number of true values.

3D Vision with Language: Currently, tasks related to 3D
vision and language, such as 3D dense captioning and 3D
point cloud localization, are being explored.

1) 3D Dense Captioning
3D dense captioning involve describing 3D scenes, such
as point clouds, by not only identifying objects within
the scene but also generating detailed descriptions of
these objects. These descriptions are typically presented
in natural language, aiming to provide a richer un-
derstanding of the environment for applications like
robotics and self-driving cars. The task requires locating
and classifying objects in three-dimensional space and
generating natural language descriptions, emphasizing
the comprehension of three-dimensional spatial informa-
tion and language generation capabilities.
In contrast, 2D dense captioning focus on identifying
and expressing local visual details of 2D content in
multiple natural languages. Chen et al. [189] expanded
this traditional task by extending the concept of dense
captioning from two-dimensional to three-dimensional
space, proposing the 3D dense captioning task. Unlike
the scene graph prediction task, the 3D dense cap-
tioning task prioritizes the target object in the scene
and primarily learns the main relationships between the
target object and its surrounding objects [17]. The input
data for this task is point cloud data generated from
a three-dimensional scene, and the output includes text
descriptions of the target object and the corresponding
specific bounding box, as shown in Fig.13.
In the 3D dense captioning task, to effectively model
complex connections and cross-modal interactions in
indoor scenes, researchers have adopted various rela-
tionship modeling methods. These methods include, but
are not limited to, graph-based methods, Transformer
architecture-based methods, and knowledge distillation
techniques. Traditional image captioning methods typi-
cally rely on the visual features of objects detected from
images and generate corresponding natural language
descriptions through natural language inference models,
such as RNNs or LSTMs. However, these methods often
fail to fully exploit the semantic relationships between

objects, resulting in limitations in the accuracy of the
generated language descriptions.
Graph-based methods focus on capturing the structural
characteristics between objects and their mutual rela-
tionships, using nodes to represent objects and edges to
represent relative positional relationships. Methods such
as Scan2Cap [189] and MORE [190] use semantic scene
graphs [191] to capture the relative spatial positional
relationships between objects (e.g., ”top,” ”front,” ”left,”
or ”center”). Graph-based methods can facilitate the
inference of relationships, allowing for reasoning even
when two objects are not directly connected by edges in
the graph.
Transformer architecture-based methods employ self-
attention mechanisms to manage long-distance depen-
dencies in sequence data. Specifically, both SpaCap3D
[192] and 3DJCG [17] use transformer-based mod-
ules to construct relationship models between objects.
SpaCap3D utilizes spatially guided transformers to cap-
ture relationships between objects. These methods rely
on the transformer’s self-attention mechanism to estab-
lish relationship models between objects and capture
long-distance dependencies in the scene. The 3DJCG
method enhances attribute features through a feature
enhancement module composed of a multi-head self-
attention layer and a fully connected layer.
Additionally, knowledge distillation, as a model com-
pression and knowledge transfer technique, helps reduce
model complexity while maintaining performance. For
example, X-Trans2Cap [193] applied a knowledge dis-
tillation framework with a cross-modal fusion module to
facilitate the interaction between 3D object features and
multiple modalities.
Together, these methods provide powerful tools for the
3D dense captioning task, enabling accurate description
and explanation of objects and their relationships in
indoor scenes.

• 3D Dense captioning Evaluation Index
The 3D dense captioning evaluation index mainly
conducts a comprehensive evaluation from two di-
mensions: detection and captioning. In order to
jointly evaluate the positioning and captioning gen-
eration capabilities of the model, the mc@kIoU
metric is generally used, where mc is a metric
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specially designed for image captioning, including
CIDEr (C) [194], BLEU-4 (B -4) [195], ROUGE
(R) [196], METEOR (m) [197], etc. k represents
the intersection ratio threshold of the predicted
bounding box and the true bounding box, that is,
only the parts whose intersection ratio is greater than
k are considered. Calculated as follows:

mc@kIoU =
1

N

N∑
i=1

mci (24)

Where N represents the number of all captioned
instances in the evaluation dataset, and mc can be
any metric among CIDEr, BLEU-4, ROUGE, and
METEOR.

2) Point Cloud Localization
Point cloud localization, which focuses on the geomet-
ric shape of the scene, offers several advantages over
image-based approaches. Unlike images, point clouds
are not affected by variations in lighting, weather, or
seasons, ensuring consistent representation of geomet-
ric structures. With the maturation of image local-
ization research, point cloud localization, particularly
deep learning-based 3D localization, has emerged as a
prominent area of interest [198], [29]. Currently, only
a few networks have been proposed for language-based
localization in 3D large-scale urban maps.
Text2Pose [188] is a pioneering approach that aligns ob-
jects described in text with their corresponding instances
in a point cloud using a coarse-to-fine strategy. However,
this method overlooks the relationship between instances
and sentences. To address this issue, Wang et al. [199]
developed the RET network, based on the Transformer
architecture, to enhance the discriminative representation
of point clouds and natural language queries.
Inspired by RET, Xia et al. [29] tackled the prob-
lem of 3D point cloud localization using natural lan-
guage descriptions by introducing a new neural network,
Text2Loc. This network effectively captures the seman-
tic relationships between points and text, achieving state-
of-the-art performance.

• Point Cloud Localization Evaluation Index
In point cloud localization, commonly uses top-k recall
as evaluation index, which has been introduced detailly
in scene graph prediction ealuation index (see V-A).

Both tasks are developed in conjunction with deep learning
and corresponding tasks in two dimensions. Since the devel-
opment of these two-dimensional tasks is still ongoing, the
evaluation metrics are primarily based on a two-dimensional
evaluation system. Although the processes of the two tasks are
similar, they have not yet been fully unified.

B. Point Cloud Semantic Scene Completion
In the field of visual scene understanding, humans can

mentally complete incomplete objects in a scene by observing
their visible parts. For instance, they can infer the presence
of a doll based on partially exposed elements. This capability
relies on a deep semantic understanding of the scene, allowing

Fig. 15. Schematic diagram of semantic scene completion [19]. (a) 2D
semantic segmentation generated for RGB images. (b) and (c) are different
views of the point cloud, and (d) is the semantic scene completion result.

observers to estimate the spatial layout of objects using prior
knowledge. For autonomous agents, such as navigation or
object interaction robots, the ability to infer geometric shapes
based on semantic understanding is highly advantageous. A
robot with this intuitive capacity can predict the geometry
behind a surface from a limited view, enabling it to plan
actions without fully exploring the environment.

Recent advancements in three-dimensional deep learning
have introduced Semantic Scene Completion (SSC) as an
extension of Scene Completion (SC). In SSC, both the se-
mantic information and geometric structure of a scene are
inferred simultaneously. The increasing richness of semantic
data distinguishes SSC from traditional SC, particularly in
terms of input data attributes and sparsity.

Song and colleagues [200] first introduced an end-to-end
model called SSCNet to tackle the semantic scene completion
task. This model uses the integration of scene completion
and depth map semantic labeling to achieve two objectives
simultaneously. They demonstrated that the joint approach
outperforms addressing each task separately. The schematic
diagram of semantic scene completion is illustrated in Fig.15.

Scene Completion (SC) has become a crucial pre-processing
step in 3D vision tasks, facilitating downstream processing.
Extensive research has been conducted on various represen-
tation methods, including point-based and voxel-based ap-
proaches. In contrast, Semantic Scene Completion (SSC) is
still in its early development stage. Most studies in SSC use
depth maps as input and design models and network architec-
tures based on voxel representations, as seen in works by [30],
[201], [202], [203], [204], [205], [206], [207], among others.
Unlike voxel-based methods, humans naturally perceive and
understand the world through the concept of ”instances.”
Following this approach, Jiang et al. [208] employed instance
concepts to guide semantic scene reconstruction.

Previous research in 3D geometry reconstruction often as-
sumes uniform measurements of the scene by sensors, leading
to a focus on voxel frameworks and ultimately decoding into
voxel labels. However, few studies address directly process-
ing points or generating point-level labels, and point-based
semantic scene completion methods remain underdeveloped.
Additionally, unlike RGBD cameras, the data density from
lidar scanning decreases with distance, causing point cloud
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data to become uneven. This not only complicates scene
completion but also challenges high-resolution downstream
tasks, requiring dense 3D structures and associated semantic
labels from ”sparse” representations.

Based on this, Cheng [209] et al. supplemented the 3D
network based on a multi-view fusion strategy to provide
robustness to extreme sparsity. Similarly, An et al. [210]
developed a semantic scene completion network ESC-Net
for extremely sparse scenes. First, feature map completion
technology is utilized to recover accurate spatial features.
Secondly, 3D object boundary details are preserved by cor-
recting the occupancy and semantic labels of regions in three-
dimensional space and bird’s-eye space. Third, a combined
network (ESC-Net-D) is used to overcome the dilemma of
imbalance of foreground and background GT labels. And
can achieve better results in downstream tasks (point cloud
registration, target detection).

Deep implicit functions are advantageous for modeling
complex relationships, providing continuous representation,
and exhibiting strong generalization capabilities, making them
a powerful tool in semantic scene completion. Rist et al. [211]
introduced a novel scene segmentation network based on local
depth implicit functions, which constructs a continuous scene
representation by locally encoding point clouds at different
resolutions. This approach effectively captures the geometric
and semantic features of outdoor scenes, avoids the voxeliza-
tion inherent in traditional methods, does not require spatial
discretization, and overcomes the trade-off between detail and
coverage.

Similarly, Li et al. [212] employed deformable templates
based on deep implicit function representations (DDIT) for
semantic scene completion, where each instance in the scene is
represented segmentally by a template. This method constrains
the overall shape while preserving fine details of each instance.

To address the challenge of misclassification in small-sized
objects and complex scenes, Xia et al. [213] designed kernels
of various sizes to aggregate multi-scale features, leveraging
rich contextual information. They also introduced a knowledge
distillation strategy, optimizing it according to the task’s char-
acteristics. By aligning through feature index, this approach
ensures that the paired feature relationships learned by the
student model match those in the teacher model, facilitating
effective transfer of relationship knowledge.

In the development trajectory of the field of semantic scene
completion, a series of innovative methods combining new
technologies have emerged. These methods can provide impor-
tant reference for point-level semantic scene completion tasks.
Dong et al. [214] use multi-view feature synthesis (MVFS) and
cross-view transformer (CVTr) based on voxel representation
to achieve cross-view modeling of object relationships. To
obtain relevant information about the existence of occluded
objects. At present, although there are a variety of technical
means that can convert only two-dimensional image input into
a three-dimensional voxel scene with semantic labels [215],
[216], [217], there has not yet been a method that can directly
convert two-dimensional image input into a three-dimensional
voxel scene with semantic labels. Lee [218] et al. applied the
diffusion model to SSC, achieving outdoor scene generation

and improving its applicability in various downstream tasks.
As an emerging research field, there are currently relatively

few studies on semantic scene completion for point cloud
data, which shows that this field has broad exploration space
and potential research value. Judging from the progress of
point cloud semantic segmentation, different representations
and their combinations (point-based, voxel-based, and unit set-
based) show their unique advantages. Therefore, in the seman-
tic scene completion task, fine-grained collaborative optimiza-
tion with the model can be performed in the scene through
semantic relationships to improve overall performance. The
performance achieved in the semantic scene completion task
reveals that in a multi-task environment, the diversity of feature
extraction strategies and the integrated application of cross-
modal technologies provide rich inspiration and reference
value for different fields.

Semantic Scene Completion Evaluation Index: Semantic
scene completion metrics are similar to those used in semantic
segmentation, including indicators such as the average inter-
section over union (mIoU), recall rate (RR), and accuracy (see
IV-A and IV-C).

Precision is a performance metric in machine learning
and information retrieval that measures how often a model
correctly predicts a positive class. In the context of semantic
scene completion, precision typically refers to the proportion
of predicted positive pixels that are indeed positive. The
formula for calculating precision is as follows:

Precision =
TP

TP + FP
(25)

True Positives (TP) are pixels correctly predicted as positive,
while False Positives (FP) are pixels incorrectly predicted
as positive. Precision measures the proportion of predicted
positive pixels that are actually positive, emphasizing the
minimization of FP. However, precision alone does not fully
assess model performance since it ignores False Negatives
(FN), which are actual positive pixels not predicted as such.
Therefore, metrics like recall are also used to provide a
comprehensive evaluation of the model’s performance.

In the current field of semantic scene completion, the eval-
uation indicators used show a certain degree of homogeneity,
mainly focusing on quantifying the accuracy of semantic label
classification. However, there is currently a lack of dedicated
evaluation indicators for a comprehensive assessment of the
quality of scene completion, especially the measurement of
the degree of scene completion.

C. Point Cloud Understanding
In this article, we distinguish point cloud understanding

from point cloud scene understanding. The latter involves
perceiving, interpreting, and reasoning about the environment
to identify objects, their relationships, and the overall layout
and structure of the point cloud scene. Point cloud scene
understanding typically includes subtasks such as object detec-
tion, semantic segmentation, pose estimation, and scene graph
generation. We posit that point cloud understanding encom-
passes point cloud scene understanding but extends beyond
it. It is a new, integrated task based on traditional point cloud



20

Fig. 16. Schematic diagram of semantic instance joint segmentation method
[219].

tasks that leverages shared underlying features across multiple
information dimensions and modalities to enhance flexibility.
Similar to the underlying logic of point cloud semantic scene
completion (see V-B), point cloud understanding reorganizes
the subtasks in scene understanding, optimizing tasks with
high coupling or complementarity. Before the concept of
semantic scene completion was introduced, the collaborative
optimization of semantic segmentation and scene completion
was categorized under point cloud scene understanding, as
noted in [220]. Furthermore, the exsiting researchs has linked
the development of point cloud backbone networks to point
cloud understanding tasks. The main reason is that after
optimizing the network structure, the underlying features of
the point cloud can be more accurately captured, achieving a
more comprehensive and in-depth understanding.

Semantic information serves two main roles in point cloud
understanding. First, it acts as a cross-task coherence mecha-
nism, facilitating effective integration and collaboration be-
tween different tasks. Second, as a low-dimensional repre-
sentation derived from high-dimensional features, it aids in
the training process of cross-modal learning, enhancing the
model’s ability to understand point cloud data.

Integration Tasks in Point Clouds: In addition to the point
cloud semantic scene completion technology that has gradually
attracted attention recently, we have noticed the diversity
of integration tasks. Therefore, we provide a comprehensive
overview of this type of tasks. Semantics plays the role
of implicit feature communication in integration tasks and
provides clues for inductive reasoning in the interaction of
different tasks.

[219], [221], [222], [223] and others developed a seman-
tic instance joint segmentation method that simultaneously
performs instance and semantic segmentation tasks on 3D
point clouds. This approach leverages the interdependency
between object instances and object semantics, as depicted
in the figure 16. [219] introduced a Multi Task Point Network
(MT-PNet), which embeds 3D points into high-dimensional
feature vectors after predicting their object categories in a
point cloud. These vectors are then clustered based on ob-
ject semantics, promoting proximity among similar objects
and enhancing discrimination between different objects. Sim-
ilarly, [221]’s semantic-aware point-level instance embedding

method improves instance segmentation through semantic
segmentation. To address issues of under-segmentation and
over-segmentation, [222] divided the point cloud into surface
patches and proposed a new patch segmentation and classifi-
cation framework with multi-scale processing. This approach
combines unsupervised clustering of patches with supervised
methods to enhance the model’s generalization capabilities.
[223] employs joint instance and semantic segmentation (JISS)
modules to enable mutual utilization between the two tasks,
sharing multiple layers of features through a common under-
lying backbone network. JISS converts semantic features into
instance embedding space and then fuses these transformed
features with instance features to facilitate instance segmenta-
tion.

Fang et al. [224] proposed a general framework called
PIC for 3D visual cues, which includes separate models for
four tasks: point cloud reconstruction, denoising, registration,
and part segmentation, along with a multi-task head. The
framework employs a shared backbone model using a con-
textual learning paradigm to interpret 3D point clouds. The
performance of this framework on all four tasks is comparable
to that of single-task models and surpasses existing multi-task
models.

Multi-modality: Beyond integration tasks, research in
point cloud understanding also explores the sharing mech-
anism of cross-modal information at the underlying feature
level. Afham et al. [225] integrated feature consistency re-
lationships within and between modalities to achieve two-
dimensional to three-dimensional correspondence using end-
to-end self-supervised learning.

In the realm of two-dimensional representation, the CLIP
method [226] was pioneering in aligning images and seman-
tic concepts, demonstrating that knowledge from different
modalities can significantly enhance conceptual understanding.
Building on this, Zhang et al. [227] proposed PointCLIP, a
method for point clouds. PointCLIP first converts the 3D point
cloud into a series of depth maps and then directly applies
CLIP for zero-shot 3D classification. Similarly, CrossNet [228]
combines 2D and 3D data for joint learning to achieve deep
feature mining.

Xue et al. [20] introduced a method for learning a unified
representation of language, images, and point clouds (ULIP)
to improve the understanding of three-dimensional scenes with
limited data. ULIP, as a backbone network, has demonstrated
superior performance. Unlike PointCLIP, the ULIP method
focuses on learning a unified representation across images,
semantic concepts, and point clouds, significantly enhancing
the comprehension of three-dimensional scenes.

Despite advancements in multi-modal exploration in the
three-dimensional field, there is currently a lack of authori-
tative datasets that integrate semantics, images, and point
clouds. Most methods rely on existing two-dimensional
datasets for independent expansion.

Network Architecture Optimization: Moreover, optimiz-
ing the neural network architecture for point cloud feature
extraction is a significant area of research in enhancing point
cloud understanding. Improvements in network design can
enable the extraction of features at multiple levels, leading
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to better performance across multiple tasks. Therefore, Trans-
formers [229], [230] and Mamba [231], [232], which have
garnered significant interest in recent years, have been applied
to point cloud data with promising results.

VI. CONCLUSION

In this paper, we review the latest developments in semantics
in point clouds, focusing on traditional tasks and emerging
tasks introduced by semantics. Semantic information serves
two primary roles in point clouds: explicit representation and
implicit derivation. Explicit representations include semantic
segmentation, 3D dense captioning, and scene graph predic-
tion. Implicit derivation encompasses tasks such as point cloud
compression, registration, reconstruction, and semantic scene
completion.

Different tasks in point cloud processing often provide
mutual references. Due to the high cost of obtaining labeled
3D point cloud data, there is a growing interest in apply-
ing semi-supervised and unsupervised methods, following the
success of fully supervised approaches. Furthermore, novel
tasks in 2D representation are being transferred to 3D point
cloud representation. The progress in point cloud semantics
is influenced by advancements in both 2D representation and
other 3D representations, such as NeRF. Successful semantic-
related tasks in other domains are being adapted to 3D point
cloud representations. Additionally, multi-modal and cross-
dimensional information enhances various models.

We conducted an in-depth analysis of each task, covering its
contributions, challenges, recent advances in low-dimensional
or other 3D representations, and evaluation metrics. Most
emerging tasks still use semantic segmentation metrics, em-
phasizing segmentation accuracy. For instance, tasks like se-
mantic scene completion and scene graph prediction inherit
semantic segmentation metrics, primarily focusing on label
accuracy. However, there are gaps in evaluating the depth of
completion tasks and scene graph prediction.

This study systematically reviews relevant datasets from
multiple task perspectives. The application of semantic in-
formation in 3D point cloud representation has not been
thoroughly summarized. Similar tasks may be described using
different concepts, leading to academic inconsistencies. For
example, research similar to ”semantic scene completion”
existed before the term was clearly defined, often described
as ”scene understanding.” Even within the same conceptual
framework, there can be significant differences and a lack
of strict definition. For instance, ”point cloud understanding”
might refer to developing backbone networks for extracting
point cloud features or extending to the comprehensive ap-
plication of multi-modal information. This ambiguity makes
it challenging to classify related research clearly, even using
keywords.

These challenges contribute to differing interpretations
among researchers. This study aims to clarify relevant con-
cepts to promote coherence and clear communication in future
academic research. Considering the significant interest in large
language models and diffusion models in recent years, we
systematically searched and evaluated their application in each

task. Our detailed discussion and review of semantic informa-
tion processing in point clouds indicate that the application
of semantic information in 3D point cloud representation will
expand and deepen.

Future research in explicit representation will delve deeper
into tasks such as semantic segmentation, 3D dense captioning,
and scene graph prediction, with a focus on accuracy, real-time
performance, and robustness. In the field of implicit derivation,
there will be an increased emphasis on the extraction and
utilization of point cloud features. Cross-modal information
fusion will present new opportunities for point cloud un-
derstanding tasks, such as multi-modal scene understanding
and cross-modal information retrieval. As new tasks emerge,
datasets and evaluation metrics will be refined to better support
task evaluation.

In conclusion, as technology advances and applications
deepen, the use of semantic information in 3D point cloud
representation will become more widespread and efficient.
Future research will focus on enhancing task performance,
integrating cross-modal information, and driving innovation
and breakthroughs in point cloud processing.
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