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Fig. 1. We propose and address Shape from Semantics, a novel generative problem. Given a set of semantics and corresponding views as input, our method

can produce high-quality shapes that exhibit geometry and appearance consistent with the semantics from each view and are feasible for real-world fabrication.

We propose “Shape from Semantics”, which is able to create 3D models
whose geometry and appearance match given semantics when observed
from different views. Traditional “Shape from X” tasks usually use visual
input (e.g., RGB images or depth maps) to reconstruct geometry, imposing
strict constraints that limit creative explorations. As applications, works like
Shadow Art and Wire Art often struggle to grasp the embedded semantics
of their design through direct observation and rely heavily on specific se-
tups for proper display. To address these limitations, our framework uses
semantics as input, greatly expanding the design space to create objects that
integrate multiple semantic elements and are easily discernible by observers.
Considering that this task requires a rich imagination, we adopt various
generative models and structure-to-detail pipelines. Specifically, we adopt
multi-semantics Score Distillation Sampling (SDS) to distill 3D geometry
and appearance from 2D diffusion models, ensuring that the initial shape
is consistent with the semantic input. We then use image restoration and
video generation models to add more details as supervision. Finally, we
introduce neural signed distance field (SDF) representation to achieve de-
tailed shape reconstruction. Our framework generates meshes with complex
details, well-structured geometry, coherent textures, and smooth transi-
tions, resulting in visually appealing and eye-catching designs. Project page:
https://shapefromsemantics.github.io.
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dering; Machine learning approaches.
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1 Introduction

Reconstructing 3D geometry from given information is a fundamen-
tal problem in computer graphics and computer vision, with broad
applications in areas such as cultural heritage digitization, film, and
architecture. Conventional “Shape from X” methods typically rely
on specific visual data such as RGB images, depth maps or surface
normals to reconstruct 3D geometry and renderings that closely
match the target. However, while these inputs provide sufficient
information for accurate reconstruction, they introduce strict con-
straints that hinder the generation of imaginative and novel 3D
assets, which are critical for applications in AR/VR and art.
To address these limitations, we propose a novel “Shape from

Semantics” problem that utilizes textual descriptions, or semantics,
to guide the generation of 3D geometry. In this context, semantics
refer to high-level, human-interpretable concepts or attributes that
describe the desired appearance or characteristics of an object. By
using semantics as input, our approach enables creating 3D models
that convey the intended visual properties frommultiple viewpoints,
introducing a new level of flexibility and creativity to the “Shape
from X” reconstruction paradigm. Unlike traditional methods that
aim to reconstruct a specific object based on captured visual data, our
approach allows users to generate 3D models that match a broader
set of desired attributes described by the input semantics. This
expands the design space and empowers users to create imaginative
and compelling 3D objects that align with their creative intent. The
resulting 3D models can be directly observed from different views,
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providing a more intuitive and immersive experience compared to
2D designs or projections. Moreover, semantics-based operations are
inherently more user-friendly, allowing users to generate intricate
textures and detailed meshes with just a few text prompts. This
significantly lowers the barrier to artistic creation, enabling non-
professionals to produce stunning works of art.
Our proposed problem is non-trivial because we aim to match

the shape geometry and appearance from different viewpoints with
input semantics rather than specific input images, making existing
multi-view reconstruction approaches inapplicable. Moreover, cur-
rent text-to-3D generation models are not suitable either, as they
typically use a single prompt to describe a single object, while our
approach uses multiple input prompts that describe different objects
for the appearance of the shape in different view directions. The
most similar current research to ours explores utilizing information
such as shadows and contours as the basis for reconstruction and
design. For instance, Shadow Art [Mitra and Pauly 2009] aims to
create objects whose projections under specific lighting conditions
match the given constraints. Wire Art [Hsiao et al. 2018; Qu et al.
2024; Tojo et al. 2024] focuses on generating wireframe geometries
that align with the input 2D line drawings or that can outline shapes
consistent with the provided semantic inputs. However, the visual
experience provided by these designs is primarily two-dimensional.
When directly observing the objects, it is often challenging to per-
ceive the embedded semantic information that the designs aim to
convey. Furthermore, these techniques often rely on specific se-
tups, such as light sources and projection planes, while also facing
challenges in fabrication, which limits their practical applications.
To solve the novel problem proposed above, our key idea is to

utilize the image- and text-understanding capabilities of genera-
tive models to create a 3D shape that matches the input semantics
when observed from different directions. Our structure-to-detail
approach is divided into three stages. In the first stage, we utilize a
semantic-guided diffusion model prior [Poole et al. 2022; Tang et al.
2023a] to construct coarse geometry and texture represented as 3D
Gaussian Splatting (3DGS) [Kerbl et al. 2023]. We employ multi-
semantics Score Distillation Sampling (SDS) to distill 3D geometry
and appearance from 2D diffusion models, ensuring that the initial
shape aligns with the semantic input. In the second stage, we refine
the generated textures using an image diffusion model [Yu et al.
2024b]. At the same time, we employ a video diffusion model [Sun
et al. 2024] to estimate rendering results from various satellite views,
which provide priors for training neural implicit representations in
the subsequent stage. This multi-view approach helps ensure that
the model’s geometry is consistent and perceptually coherent from
different views. Finally, in the third stage, we represent the refined
3D model using neural implicit representations of Signed Distance
Functions (SDF) [Park et al. 2019; Wang et al. 2021]. The training of
this SDF model is guided by the coarse 3DGS geometry masks and
the detailed texture maps derived from satellite views. This process
enables the neural implicit representation to capture both the final
shape and texture of the object. From this representation, we ex-
tract a fabricable high-quality mesh, which preserves the geometry,
textures, and smooth transitions required for practical use.
Our results demonstrate that specific viewpoints of the same

object effectively integrate multiple semantic elements, which are

easily discernible to observers. The models produced by our method
exhibit a high degree of creativity, often surpassing what can be
achieved through traditional spatial intuition or non-semantic in-
puts. The final high-quality meshes feature intricate details, well-
constructed geometry, cohesive textures, and smooth transitions,
resulting in visually engaging and compelling designs. Moreover,
these models are manufacturable, significantly enhancing their prac-
tical applicability and expanding their potential for real-world use.
In summary, our contributions include:
• We introduce the “Shape from Semantics” problem, where seman-

tic input guides the generation and design of 3D models with
perceptual 3D characteristics. Unlike traditional “Shape from
X” approaches, our focus is on creating highly imaginative and
visually compelling geometric objects.

• We employ a range of generative models to address this problem,
bridging the gap between multi-view constraints and perceptual
3D understanding. This approach opens new possibilities for
generating semantically rich and visually engaging 3D designs.

• Our method enables the creation of high-quality meshes with de-
tailed textures, superior geometry, intricate designs, and smooth
transitions—all from just a few prompts. Furthermore, the re-
sults produced by our approach are fabricable and do not rely on
specific setups, significantly enhancing their practical value and
broadening their potential applications.

2 Related work

Shape from X. The previous works in the “Shape from X” series
primarily focus on high-precision reconstruction of existing objects
based on known specific visual data, such as RGB images [Goesele
et al. 2007; Moulon et al. 2013; Schönberger and Frahm 2016; Snavely
et al. 2006; Wang et al. 2021], depth [Dai et al. 2017; Newcombe et al.
2011] and normals [Cao et al. 2022; Kadambi et al. 2015].

Constructing a single fixed object with multiple visual interpreta-
tions is a widely explored topic within the "Shape from X" domain.
Researchers have explored a variety of methods to achieve diverse vi-
sual perceptions, leveraging factors such as viewing distance [Oliva
et al. 2006], figure-ground organization [Kuo et al. 2017], illumina-
tion from different directions [Alexa and Matusik 2010; Baran et al.
2012; Bermano et al. 2012], light reflections [Sakurai et al. 2018; Wu
et al. 2022], viewing angles [Hsiao et al. 2018; Qu et al. 2024; Sela and
Elber 2007; Tojo et al. 2024; Zeng et al. 2021], and shadow casting
on external planar surfaces [Mitra and Pauly 2009; Sadekar et al.
2022]. However, the goal of the above works is to produce different
2D information perceptions based on an object, whether it is a con-
tour [Hsiao et al. 2018; Qu et al. 2024; Tojo et al. 2024], a projection
[Mitra and Pauly 2009; Sadekar et al. 2022], or a picture [Min et al.
2017; Schwartzburg et al. 2014; Wu et al. 2022]. Our work differs
in that it provides direct 3D information perception, allowing the
characteristics of 3D objects to be experienced firsthand. To the best
of our knowledge, no work has yet explored creating multiple 3D
interpretations of a single object. In addition, we leverage semantics
as a substitute for traditional inputs, similar to [Tojo et al. 2024] and
[Qu et al. 2024], significantly expanding the creative space.

3D Data Representations. The expression of 3D data is a core topic
in computer graphics and vision. Besides traditional point cloud and
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mesh representations, neural implicit functions [Mescheder et al.
2019; Mildenhall et al. 2021; Park et al. 2019; Wang et al. 2021] and
3D Gaussian Splatting (3DGS) [Kerbl et al. 2023] have shown great
advantages in various tasks recently. Mildenhall et al. proposed
Neural Radiance Fields (NeRF) that represent a scene with a neural
implicit function guided by neural rendering [Mildenhall et al. 2021].
This method has been widely applied to multi-view reconstruction
[Li et al. 2023c; Wang et al. 2021, 2023a], sparse reconstruction
[Jain et al. 2021; Liu et al. 2023; Niemeyer et al. 2022; Wynn and
Turmukhambetov 2023; Yu et al. 2021], and generation tasks [Chen
et al. 2023; Jain et al. 2022; Lin et al. 2023; Poole et al. 2022; Tang et al.
2023b; Wang et al. 2023b], thanks to its capability in representing
scenes with rich details. However, its optimization process can be
time-consuming and computationally intensive. Recent work on
speeding up NeRF have mainly focused on improving rendering
[Hedman et al. 2021; Li et al. 2023b; Reiser et al. 2021, 2023] and
reconstruction speeds [Li et al. 2023c; Wang et al. 2023a], with only
a few works applied to 3D generation [Li et al. 2023d].

At present, 3DGS [Kerbl et al. 2023], as a new 3D data expression,
brings new possibilities for rendering [Lu et al. 2024; Yan et al. 2024;
Yu et al. 2024a] and reconstruction problems [Fu et al. 2024; Guédon
and Lepetit 2024; Luiten et al. 2024; Zhu et al. 2023] due to the fast
optimization brought by flexible model design and efficient differen-
tiable rendering framework. Furthermore, Tang et al. incorporated
a generative model into 3DGS for 3D generation tasks, enabling
generation of textured meshes [Tang et al. 2023a]. However, the
geometry generated by 3DGS often suffers from significant detail
loss, excessive surface undulations, and suboptimal mesh quality.
We integrate these two promising 3D representations in our pipeline
to produce innovative and manufacturable geometries.

Diffusion Models in Vision. In recent years, generative models
have gained widespread attention in computer vision and graphics.
They have achieved remarkable success in 2D generation for a wide
range of tasks, including generating detailed images from rough
ones [Lin et al. 2024; Tao Yang and Zhang 2023;Wang et al. 2024c; Yu
et al. 2024b] and prompts [Ramesh et al. 2022; Rombach et al. 2022;
Saharia et al. 2024], and creating videos from images [Sun et al. 2024;
Yu et al. 2024c], estimating depths, normals [He et al. 2024; Yang et al.
2024a,b; Ye et al. 2024] and viewpoints [Wang et al. 2023c, 2024a].
On the other hand, 3D generation presents unique challenges, due
to the limited availability of large, high-quality 3D datasets [Deitke
et al. 2023, 2022; Koch et al. 2019; Wu et al. 2023]. Recently, most
3D generation methods [Chen et al. 2023; Jain et al. 2022; Lin et al.
2023; Poole et al. 2022; Tang et al. 2023b; Wang et al. 2023b] utilized
2D information as supervision to guide 3D generation, using neural
implicit function as the primary representation of 3D data. Dream-
Fields [Jain et al. 2022] pioneered the use of diffusion models for
semantic-based 3D generation. DreamFussion [Poole et al. 2022] in-
troduced the score distillation sampling (SDS) loss, which leverages
semantic information and 2D rendering results, and this approach
has since been widely adopted. DreamGaussian [Tang et al. 2023a]
used 3DGS to represent 3D data, significantly improving generation
speed. However, as these methods inherently rely on supervision
from 2D rendering results, they often face challenges with multi-
view inconsistency. While many existing works aim to mitigate

"The left side is a 
flying bird. The 

front side is a run-
ning dog ."

Input Front Left Random View

Fig. 2. Failure of Naive Solutions.We conduct direct text-to-3D or text-

to-image-to-3D approaches to solve the proposed problem. However, these

solutions have significant deficiencies in semantic understanding and geo-

metric consistency. Our result of this case can be found in Fig. 11.

such inconsistencies [Liu et al. 2023; Shi et al. 2023], our approach
leverages such potential inconsistency to generate creative objects
with multiple visual interpretations. Moreover, researchers incorpo-
rate various priors (normal, depth, etc.) into 3D generation tasks to
enhance the realism of models. SweetDreamer [Li et al. 2023a] and
RichDreamer [Qiu et al. 2024] integrate canonical coordinate maps
and normal-depth priors into the loss function, respectively. Mean-
while, Wonder3D [Long et al. 2023] and CRM [Wang et al. 2024b]
directly utilize these priors to construct corresponding meshes.

3 Method

Our input consists of 𝑛 semantic labels T = {𝑡𝑖 } where each 𝑡𝑖
represents a textual prompt, along with their corresponding view
directionsV = {𝑣𝑖 } with 𝑣𝑖 ∈ SO (3). We refer toV as the primary
views, which can either be predefined or initialized randomly. Our
purpose is to generate a colored 3D shape S such that its texture
and geometry when observed from any primary view align with
the associated semantic class. Formally, this can be expressed as:

min
S

Lreg (S), s.t. 𝑃 (S, 𝑣𝑖 ) ∈ 𝐶 (𝑡𝑖 ) , 𝑖 = 1, . . . , 𝑛, (1)

where 𝑃 (S, 𝑣𝑖 ) denotes the appearance of S when observed from
the direction 𝑣𝑖 , and 𝐶 (𝑡𝑖 ) denotes the class of images consistent
with the prompt 𝑡𝑖 . Lreg is a regularization loss that enforces the
following conditions for S in addition to the semantic constraints:
• Efficient Structure: The design of S should be simple, intuitive,

and compact to facilitate fabrication while maintaining geometric
features that contribute to its appearance.

• Natural Transitions: The parts of S corresponding to each seman-
tics should transition smoothly in both color and shape. This
helps to generate aesthetically appealing results not only for the
primary views but also for adjacent views.

• Aesthetic Appeal: The generated shape should be highly recog-
nizable and visually elegant.
Designing a visually appealing and semantically consistent 3D

shape requires substantial creativity and imagination. Although
recent advancements in generative models provide a powerful foun-
dation for addressing this challenge, directly using such models
often produces unsatisfactory results. As shown in the top row
of Fig. 2, existing text-to-3D models like DreamGaussian [Tang
et al. 2023a] struggle to generate 3D shapes from text prompts that
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Fig. 3. Shape from Semantics Pipeline. For given semantics, we first adopt a 2D generative model to supervise and design a rough geometric shape, and

then use diffusion models for image restoration and video generation to generate more high-quality images. Finally, we use SDF representation to reconstruct

the detailed shape under the supervision of generated images and Gaussian masks. Our shape is fabricable and can be produced by 3D printing.

describe different semantics under different view directions. This
might be because the same prompt are used to describe the orienta-
tion in supervision of different views, which makes it ambiguous.
At the same time, generating additional elements in shapes does
not seriously violate the semantics, making undesirable blending
of all semantics into a single object a trivial solution. Alternatively,
one could first generate an image for each semantic label using a
text-to-image model such as Stable Diffusion 3.5 [Esser et al. 2024],
and then use the generated images as input to create a 3D shape
with multi-view reconstruction. However, as shown in the bottom
row of Fig. 2, such an approach can lead to an unnatural transition
of geometry between the primary view directions. This is because
each image is generated independently, which fail to ensure the
compatibility of their corresponding geometry on the final shape.

We propose to gradually generate the geometry and appearance
from multi-view semantics in a structure-to-detail manner in three
stages with the help of generative models (see Fig. 3). First, we
leverage 2D generative priors to design the overall structure of
the shape. Next, we use an image restoration model to improve
the quality of rendered images, and use a video diffusion model
to produce additional views based on the rendered results, which
serve as supervision for subsequent optimization. Finally, we train
a neural signed distance function that represents the refined shape
with detailed geometry and texture, and extract a mesh surface from
it as the final fabricable result.

3.1 Multi-Semantics SDS based Shape Design

Designing the structure of the shape is key to the entire task, as it
directly affects the smoothness of transition between different views.
To this end, we utilize generative models capable of understanding
semantics. While recent 3D generation techniques can generate
more realistic shapes, they are typically based on 3D consistency

priors to create a globally consistent shape from a single semantic.
In contrast, since our input semantics describe different objects, we
need to allow for 3D inconsistencies between different views to
accommodate multiple semantics in a single object. Therefore, we
follow [Poole et al. 2022; Wang et al. 2023b] and adopt the Score
Distillation Sampling (SDS) loss to supervise the generation of 3D
shapes through a text-to-image model, and extend the SDS process
to our multi-semantics case. Using this loss, we optimize a coarse
shape represented using 3D Gaussian Splatting.

Multi-Semantics SDS Loss. We choose Stable Diffusion [Rombach
et al. 2022] as our 2D prior. In each iteration, for each semantics 𝑡𝑖 ,
we randomly sample a camera pose 𝑝𝑖 around its primary view 𝑣𝑖
and render an RGB image 𝐼𝑖 of the current view. Then 𝐼𝑖 is input
into the text-to-image model as the image to be denoised. For each
𝐼𝑖 , we compute the gradient of original SDS loss with respect to Θ,
the parameters that encode S, with semantics 𝑡𝑖 :

∇ΘLSDS (𝑡𝑖 ) = E𝑡,𝜖
[
𝑤 (𝑡)

(
𝜖𝜙 (𝐼𝑖 ; 𝑡, 𝑒𝑖 ) − 𝜖

) 𝜕𝐼𝑖

𝜕Θ

]
, (2)

where 𝜖𝜙 and 𝜖 are the predicted and added noise respectively, and
𝑒𝑖 is the CLIP embeddings of 𝑡𝑖 . Note that our sampled camera poses
{𝑝𝑖 } can deviate from the primary views, which brings two advan-
tages. First, it ensures that geometric shapes maintain their intended
semantics even when not strictly observed from the primary view
directions to make our generated geometries without texture should
also look meaningful. Moreover, expanding the camera’s selection
range allows capturing more overlapping regions between different
semantics in S during rendering, thereby enabling the SDS process
to facilitate natural transitions between adjacent parts better. Then,
the gradient of multi-semantics SDS loss is defined as the average
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loss under different semantics:

∇ΘLSDS (S) =
1
𝑛

∑︁𝑛

𝑖=1
∇ΘLSDS (𝑡𝑖 ). (3)

3D Gaussian Splatting Representation. 3D Gaussian Splatting
(3DGS) [Kerbl et al. 2023; Tang et al. 2023a] is an efficient 3D mod-
eling method that represents scenes as a collection of Gaussian
primitives. Each Gaussian primitive represents a 3D Gaussian dis-
tribution and is represented with the following components: the
center x ∈ R3, a scaling factor s ∈ R3, a rotation quaternion q ∈ R4,
an opacity value 𝛼 ∈ R and a color feature c ∈ R3. To ensure that
the shape color is independent of views in the final fabrication,
spherical harmonics are disabled in our task. Therefore, the model
parameter Θ can be presented as:

Θ = {Θ𝑘 } = {x𝑘 , s𝑘 , q𝑘 , 𝛼𝑘 , c𝑘 } . (4)

To render 3DGaussians into images, the primitives are first projected
onto the image plane. Then, volume rendering is applied to each
pixel in front-to-back order based on depth to compute the final color
and alpha values. Compared to other representations, the results
generated with 3DGS guided by SDS capture semantic information
more effectively, render faster, and exhibit fewer failure cases. We
observe that regions of different semantics within the same shape
tend to adopt similar color styles (see Fig. 3, the green tortoise
and hare), which facilitates smooth transitions between regions.
Moreover, the unstructured nature of 3DGS makes it more flexible
in representing 3D shapes with different topologies, which is highly
suitable for our creative task. To enforce the structure efficiency
required in Eq. (1), we penalize the standard deviation 𝜎 (·) of the
depth value 𝑑𝑖 (·) for the Gaussian centers {x𝑘 } under each primary
view 𝑣𝑖 to keep the overall volume compact:

Lreg =
∑︁

𝑖
𝜎 ({𝑑𝑖 (x𝑘 )}), (5)

The total loss is:
L = LSDS + 𝜆Lreg . (6)

At this stage, we have obtained a shape that generally meets the
requirements of Eq. (1). However, it still lacks sufficient details.
Therefore, we subsequently usemore generativemodels to introduce
additional details based on the 3DGS results, which in turn guide
the optimization of a more refined shape.

3.2 Generation of Detailed and Multi-View Supervision

We augment the details based on Gaussian renderings from 𝑛 pri-
mary views, as they best represent the visuals and geometric features
of S. These renderings currently have certain limitations: insuffi-
cient image clarity and a limited number of views. Therefore, we
utilize corresponding generative models to address these issues.

Improving Resolution through Image Restoration. Although the
rendering of Gaussians in the first stage is blurry, it guides the
overall shape structure and how different parts merge together.
Therefore, it is necessary to refine the rendering while maintaining
the original image structure and color style. To achieve this goal, we
adopt the image restoration work SUPIR [Yu et al. 2024b]. We input
the Gaussian rendering images from the primary views into the
model to obtain the restored images, and provide semantic guidance
in this process to ensure that the result makes sense.

Fig. 4. Example for Image Restoration. Prompt: "A detailed waterfall".

Generating Satellite-view Images. The generated high-quality im-
ages are insufficient to provide comprehensive constraints. Thus,
alternative methods are required to supervise the geometry of vari-
ous semantics effectively. A straightforward approach is leveraging
depth or normal estimation [He et al. 2024; Yang et al. 2024a,b; Ye
et al. 2024] or employing image-to-3D model techniques [Tang et al.
2024; Xiang et al. 2024]. However, due to the property of our task,
geometry in a specific view must consider the influence of surround-
ing semantics and make certain deformations to adapt accordingly.
Consequently, constraining geometry one view at a time proves
overly rigid and may lead to geometric inconsistencies.

Compared to direct supervision methods, a more flexible alterna-
tive is to use images captured near the primary views for supervision.
This approach offers the advantage of adjustable supervision scope,
achieved by controlling the viewing angles of the capturing cam-
era. Additionally, supervision intensity can be reduced for areas
farther from the primary viewpoint by adding weights, enabling
compatibility across different semantic geometries. We employ Di-
mensionX [Sun et al. 2024] to accomplish this task. The restored
images are fed into the model, guided by semantics, to generate
videos simulating camera movement around the primary views.
Subsequently, Dust3R [Wang et al. 2024a] is used to estimate the
camera parameters for each frame of the generated video. Due to the
continuity between video frames, the geometry generated within a
small angular range achieves better consistency than models like
zero-123 [Liu et al. 2023]. These surrounding views, termed as satel-
lite views, provide abundant geometric information when used as
supervision later on, proving particularly effective for representing
convex geometric structures, as illustrated in Fig. 5.

3.3 Reconstruction of Refined Shapes with Neural SDF

In the final stage, we derive a more refined shape S under the su-
pervision of previous results. Since the multi-view images already
contain sufficient semantic information, we only consider recon-
struction at this stage. We use the neural implicit SDF function F as
the shape representation to benefit from its capability to represent
detailed geometric shapes and easily calculate geometric informa-
tion such as normals. To achieve high-quality rendering, we follow
the SDF-based volume rendering framework [Mildenhall et al. 2021;
Wang et al. 2021], using an SDF network for geometry and an RGB
network for color presentation. During rendering, we collect rays
from both the primary views and satellite views, and use the volume
rendering formula to calculate the color loss for each ray:

Lrgb = ∥𝐶 −𝐶 ∥, 𝐶 =
∑︁𝑛

𝑘=1
𝛼𝑘𝑐𝑘

∏𝑘−1
𝑙=1

(1 − 𝛼𝑙 ) , (7)

where𝛼𝑘 is the opacity derived from the SDF values of sample points
along the ray, and 𝑐𝑘 is predicted by the color network. For satellite
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Fig. 5. Example for Satellite Views. During reconstruction in the third

stage, the generated satellite-view images can mitigate geometric flattening.

views, to lead to natural shape transition, we design additional
weights for each satellite view light when calculating the loss:

𝑤𝑖, 𝑗 = exp
(
−𝜇 sin⟨𝑣𝑖, 𝑗 , 𝑣𝑖 ⟩

)
, (8)

where 𝑣𝑖, 𝑗 is the 𝑗-th satellite view of 𝑣𝑖 , and 𝜇 is a hyperparameter.
In this way, images farther from the primary view will have less
influence on the regions corresponding to other semantics, helping
to avoid geometric incompatibility.
In addition, to leverage the geometric features of the first stage

without introducing local inaccuracies, we sample a set of camera
poses to render opacity images of 3DGS. These images were used
as masks to guide the optimization of SDF, ensuring that the cumu-
lative opacity along each ray closely aligns with the mask values.
This strategy ensures the overall structure remains reasonable while
allowing the SDF sufficient flexibility for detail refinement. Mean-
while, since the supervised view focuses on areas near the primary
view, less captured regions often appear overly compact and deflated.
To address this, we introduce a dilation loss on a random point set
𝑃 near the surface to make the overall geometry well-rounded:

Ldil =
1
|𝑃 |

∑︁
𝑝∈𝑃 max{F (𝑝), 0}. (9)

We give it a lower weight to ensure the overall structure remains
efficient. In addition, eikonal loss [Gropp et al. 2020] Leik is adopted
to maintain ∥∇F ∥ = 1. The regularization loss term is:

Lreg = 𝛾1Ldil + 𝛾2Leik . (10)

In summary, our loss in this stage is:

L = Lrgb + 𝛼Lmask + 𝛽Lreg . (11)

In this stage, the Gaussian masks and regularization loss make the
structure of S efficient, and the high-resolution images generated
in the second stage ensure sufficient details and beautiful appear-
ance. Since the generated supervision and the final reconstruction
are loyal to the design in the first stage, the color and geometry
of different parts of S can transition naturally and conform to the
semantics under the input primary views. At this point, we get the
expected shape defined in Eq. (1). We then use the Marching Cubes
algorithm [Lorensen and Cline 1987] to extract a mesh, and use the
color network to add the color for mesh vertices. During the render-
ing process, in order to ensure the geometry extraction convenience,
we make the color no longer related to the view directions but still
related to the normals, so that the change of rendering will also

Table 1. CLIP Similarity (%) (higher is better) between the Semantics
and the Observed Meshes. The indices here are consistent with the ones

in Fig. 7. Each result is displayed as scores of with/without textures. As a

reference, the score for a semantically perfect image is around 41.

Index View1 View2 View3 Mean Score

Case 1 38.00 / 36.39 35.94 / 32.35 33.40 / 36.49 35.78 / 35.07
Case 2 41.24 / 27.92 40.46 / 26.63 33.93 / 25.56 38.55 / 26.70
Case 3 40.07 / 23.42 33.86 / 28.26 37.17 / 28.86 37.03 / 26.85
Case 4 40.26 / 23.25 39.51 / 32.22 36.61 / 32.04 38.79 / 29.17
Case 5 39.03 / 37.36 37.81 / 36.62 36.92 / 34.27 37.92 / 36.08
Case 6 32.48 / 29.99 41.79 / 30.63 36.87 / 26.06 37.05 / 28.89
Case 7 39.41 / 23.17 38.21 / 36.69 39.09 / 33.83 38.90 / 31.23

lead to the change of local geometry fluctuations, thus producing a
relief-sculpture-like effect.

4 Experiments

Implementation Details. In the first stage of our pipeline, we adopt
the configuration of DreamGaussian [Tang et al. 2023a] and con-
duct training for 500 iterations. Each Gaussian is initialized as a
sphere centered at (0, 0, 0), while the cameras are distributed on a
sphere with a radius of 2.5. During training, we randomly sample
camera positions within a 20-degree range around each primary
view. For image restoration, we employ the ComfyUI integrated
version of SUPIR and directly input Gaussian renderings from the
primary views. For video generation, we leverage the original code
of DimensionX. We remove the background from the SUPIR results
and input them into the model, selecting 20 frames closest to the
primary view in the generated videos as satellite views. All experi-
ments are conducted on an NVIDIA A100 (80GB) GPU, with the first
and third stage training requiring less than 10 GB of GPU memory.
The only exception is that when compared with other methods, we
run Fantasia3D [Chen et al. 2023] using 8× 3090 GPUs, which is
its official configuration. For the Marching Cubes Algorithm, we
sample the SDF on a grid with a 10243 resolution. In the following
parts, the case indexes in the tables refer to Fig. 7.

Main Results. We use our method to generate various multi-
semantic textured meshes. The rendering results and normal maps
are shown in Fig. 7. The meshes are created using diverse semantic
and view inputs, demonstrating the rich creativity of our method.
The outcomes align well with expected semantics in both geometry
and rendering quality. To validate the manufacturability of the gen-
erated shapes, we 3D-printed several examples using both colored
and white materials: the white prints make it easy to observe the
geometric details, while the colored prints verify the final appear-
ance. The results are shown in Fig. 10. The fabricated objects closely
match the intended designs and exhibit an aesthetic appeal.

Quantitative Evaluation. To evaluate the consistency between the
generated results and the input semantics, we render the generated
shapes from various primary views and use the CLIP score [Rad-
ford et al. 2021] to measure their semantic similarity to the input.
Table 1 presents the CLIP scores for textured and non-textured
cases. For each primary view, we allow random variations within a
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Table 2. Scores of the User Study. The indices here are consistent with
the ones in Fig. 7. For each term, the rating range is 0-10, with higher scores

indicating that our results are better.

Index w/o Texture w/ Texture Semantic Pref. Overall Pref.

Case 1 8.82 9.56 8.82 9.00
Case 2 4.52 7.57 8.14 8.16
Case 3 6.34 9.41 8.70 9.17
Case 4 7.45 9.54 8.22 8.96
Case 5 8.10 9.45 7.87 8.30
Case 6 3.89 8.64 8.24 8.34
Case 7 6.07 8.77 8.43 8.74

20-degree latitude and longitude range to render the images. The
CLIP model then evaluates the captured results 1,000 times, and the
average score is taken as the score for that primary view. The results
indicate that the generated shapes effectively convey semantic infor-
mation, regardless of whether textures are applied. Observers can
also discern the semantic representation of these geometric shapes
even with slight changes in perspective.
In addition, we conducted a user study to further validate our

method. The participantswere shown the rendering of our generated
shapes one at a time, and asked to sequentially answer the following
questions with a score from 0 to 10:
• Q1: How semantically accurate is our textureless rendering?
• Q2: How semantically accurate is our textured rendering?
The last two questions focus on participants’ preferences between
the results of ours and [Tojo et al. 2024] under the same semantics.
A score closer to 10 indicates a stronger preference for our results:
• Q3: Which result better aligns with semantics?
• Q4: Which overall result do you prefer?
We randomly and fairly selected participants, collecting 102 samples.
The average scores from each primary view of each case are pre-
sented in Tab. 2. The results indicate that our shape design receives
considerable recognition in terms of rendering quality. However,
our geometry scores were relatively lower, likely due to the need
to account for compatibility across different semantics. This might
lead to a degree of shape deformation, which may have impacted re-
alism. Nevertheless, in preference scoring, our overall performance
in semantics and aesthetics is significantly higher compared to the
methods we benchmarked against. This suggests that the combi-
nation of our rendering and geometry maintains strong semantic
expressiveness. Moreover, when compared to monochrome or out-
line results, our overall design proved to be highly appealing.

Qualitative Comparison. As far as we know, no previous research
has been conducted with the same purpose as ours. Therefore, we
make comparisons with similar works like Shadow Art [Mitra and
Pauly 2009] and Wire Art [Tojo et al. 2024]. Similar to us, they aim
to represent diverse semantics from different views. Initially, we
provided images after restoration to both of them and compared
their results with our reconstruction. As shown in Fig. 12, both meth-
ods convey information solely through contours and silhouettes,
lacking color representation and meaningful geometric expression.
In contrast, our shape representation integrates rendering, enabling
the depiction of more intricate and complex shapes while enhancing

Generated 3D Shapes
Representation

Front Left Middle Details

NeRF

DMTET

3DGS (Ours)

Fig. 6. The Generation Results of Different Representations. The input
semantics are “a flower”&“a butterfly”.We compare with Dreamfusion [Tang

2022] using NeRF and Fantasia3D [Chen et al. 2023] using DMTet [Shen

et al. 2021], adding multiple-semantics SDS guidance to their frameworks.

Results show that our 3DGS geometry is more stable and detailed. The

fabrication result of our final model is presented in Fig. 10.

the presentation of geometry. Fig. 11 further illustrates our com-
parison with Wire Art under the same semantic inputs. While both
approaches align with the given semantics, our generated shapes are
more intricate and refined. Additionally, as shown in the first row
of Fig. 11, our method can utilize the occlusion of sight to convey
different semantics on the front and back, which is challenging for
simpler representations based mainly on contours.

To demonstrate the advantages of 3D GS, we experiment with dif-
ferent 3D representations during the design stage. Results are shown
in Fig. 6. Compared to 3DGS, designs of other methods appear rela-
tively dull, with excessive local geometric noise. Additionally, they
require significantly more computational resources and longer gen-
eration time than Gaussian. 3DGS’s flexible and efficient rendering
makes it more suitable for our task.
We also conduct an ablation study to show the effectiveness of

dilation loss and multi-view Gaussian mask loss in stage 3 recon-
struction. As illustrated in Fig. 8, the absence of dilation loss leads
to distorted local geometry. Meanwhile, without Gaussian mask
constraints, the overall shape becomes excessively inflated.

5 Conclusion & Discussion

We proposed and addressed a novel problem: generating shapes
from multi-view semantics. The core of our approach is to leverage
generative models for design and optimization. Experimental results
demonstrated that our method successfully produced impressive
shapes that are aesthetically pleasing, semantically aligned with the
input, and easy to manufacture.

Our method still has some limitations. Despite several strategies
that have been designed to align geometry and semantics, satisfac-
tory results cannot be guaranteed under all semantic conditions. As
shown in Fig. 9, this case achieves semantic alignment in rendering,
but their geometry remains suboptimal. One potential solution is
to consider the primary views as optimizable parameters, allowing
them to adjust moderately during the generation process. This could
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enhance the compatibility of shapes with different semantics. We
leave it for future work.
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Fig. 7. Gallery of Shape from Semantics. We show the input to our method, the generated colored mesh, the rendering and normal results of each semantics.

The textured meshes are rendered with Blender. The normal maps show that our generated shapes have meaningful geometries aligned with the renderings.

Reference Complete Model w/o Dilation w/o Gaussian Masks

Fig. 8. Ablation Study of Reconstruction Losses. To make the

geometric differences more obvious, the viewing angles of meshes are

shifted slightly upwards compared to the reference image.
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Fig. 9. Limitations of Our Results. Under specific semantics and

views, while our generated results can achieve semantic alignment

through visual misalignment, they lack geometric consistency.
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Fig. 10. Fabrication Results. Results show that the manufactured outcomes

are nearly identical to the simulations, delivering eye-catching visual effects.
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Fig. 11. Comparison with Wire Art [Tojo et al. 2024].We use the same

semantics for comparison. The top-row result highlights the limitations ofWire

Art, which arise from its dependence on projections to convey information. All

results demonstrate that our model can capture perceptual 3D characteristics

while delivering high levels of creativity, visual appeal.
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Fig. 12. Comparison with Similar Works.We compare with Shadow Art

[Mitra and Pauly 2009], Wire Art [Tojo et al. 2024]. Considering that Shadow

Art only accepts binary images as input, the inputs for Wire Art during com-

parison are RGB images restored in 3.2, while the inputs for Shadow Art are

their masks. The input views are [0,0], [0,90], [-90,0]. The results illustrate

that our models effectively integrate multiple semantic elements, presenting

the information in a manner that is more readily perceivable to observers.
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