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Figure 1. We propose an Octree-based Adaptive shape Tokenization (OAT) that dynamically allocates tokens based on shape complexity.
Our approach achieves better reconstruction quality with fewer tokens on average (439 compared to 512 on the full test set) by intelligently
distributing more tokens to complex shapes while saving on simpler ones.

Abstract

Many 3D generative models rely on variational autoencoders
(VAEs) to learn compact shape representations. However,
existing methods encode all shapes into a fixed-size token,
disregarding the inherent variations in scale and complexity
across 3D data. This leads to inefficient latent represen-
tations that can compromise downstream generation. We
address this challenge by introducing Octree-based Adap-
tive Tokenization, a novel framework that adjusts the di-
mension of latent representations according to shape com-
plexity. Our approach constructs an adaptive octree struc-
ture guided by a quadric-error-based subdivision criterion
and allocates a shape latent vector to each octree cell us-
ing a query-based transformer. Building upon this tokeniza-
tion, we develop an octree-based autoregressive generative

*Work done when interning at Roblox.

model that effectively leverages these variable-sized rep-
resentations in shape generation. Extensive experiments
demonstrate that our approach reduces token counts by
50% compared to fixed-size methods while maintaining com-
parable visual quality. When using a similar token length,
our method produces significantly higher-quality shapes.
When incorporated with our downstream generative model,
our method creates more detailed and diverse 3D content
than existing approaches. Please check our project page:
https://oat-3d.github.io/.

1. Introduction

Recent advances in generative models have revolutionized
the field of 3D content creation, enabling diverse applica-
tions, including shape generation [28, 45, 71], text-to-3D
generation [29, 52, 76], text-driven mesh texturing [4, 10],
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single-image 3D generation [35, 38], and 3D scene edit-
ing [15, 36]. One popular paradigm among state-of-the-art
methods employs 3D-native diffusion or autoregressive mod-
els [28, 55, 81, 88, 90] on top of 3D latents learned from
large-scale datasets. As a result, the effectiveness of these
models heavily depends on how well 3D shapes are repre-
sented and encoded as latent representations.

Effective latent representations for 3D shapes must ad-
dress several fundamental challenges. First, 3D data is in-
herently sparse, with meaningful information concentrated
primarily on surfaces rather than distributed throughout the
volume. Second, real-world objects vary in geometric com-
plexity, ranging from simple primitives to intricate structures
with fine details, requiring representation structures that can
adapt accordingly. Third, the encoding process must take
into account capturing fine local details while preserving the
global geometric structure.

Most existing shape VAEs [28, 86, 88, 90] encode shapes
into fixed-size latent representations and fail to adapt to
the inherent variations in geometric complexity within such
shapes. As shown in Figure 1 (bottom), objects are encoded
with identical latent capacity regardless of their scale, spar-
sity, or complexity, resulting in inefficient compression and
degraded performance in downstream generative models.
While some approaches [55, 81] leverage sparse voxel rep-
resentations like octrees to account for sparsity, they still
subdivide any cell containing surface geometry to the finest
level, thus failing to adapt to shape complexity. As illustrated
in Figure 2, a simple cube with only eight vertices requires
similar representation capacity as a highly detailed sculpture
in traditional octree structures. Ideally, hierarchical shape
representations should adapt to the complexity of different
regions within a shape. For instance, in the bottom right
of Figure 2, complex structures like a tree canopy should
require finer subdivision than simpler regions like the trunk.

To address these challenges, we propose an Octree-based
Adaptive Tokenization. Our approach dynamically adjusts
the latent representation based on local geometric complex-
ity measured by quadric error, efficiently representing both
simple and intricate regions with appropriate detail levels.
As shown in Figure 1, our approach achieves better recon-
struction quality with comparable or fewer shape tokens. By
developing an Octree-based autoregressive generative model,
we verify that our efficient variable-sized shape tokenization
is beneficial to downstream generation tasks. Experiments
show our generated results are generally better than those of
existing baselines regarding FID, KID, and CLIP scores.

2. Related Work

3D Generation. Recent 3D generation methods have
achieved remarkable results by leveraging pre-trained large-
scale 2D diffusion models [57]. Approaches like DreamFu-
sion [52] and DreamGaussian [65] use 2D diffusion priors
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Figure 2. Traditional octree construction subdivides each octant
based on whether the octant contains any mesh element. This con-
struction always subdivides to the maximum depth (set to 6 in this
example), leading to a similar amount of nodes for simple (top) and
complex (middle) shapes. In contrast, our approach terminates sub-
division when the local geometry is simple (e.g., a plane), leading
to an adaptive octree that better reflects the shape complexity.

to optimize 3D representations, such as Neural Radiance
Fields [48] and Gaussian Splats [22]. Subsequent works have
improved performance with new loss functions and 3D rep-
resentations [5, 21, 27, 29, 37, 40, 41, 46, 47, 61, 69, 76, 84].
However, these methods often require extensive iterative
optimizations, making them impractical for real-world ap-
plications. To reduce inference time, feed-forward meth-
ods have been developed that synthesize multi-view consis-
tent images of the same object followed by 3D reconstruc-
tion [17, 26, 31, 32, 34, 63, 68, 83, 87, 91]. Nonetheless,
approaches leveraging 2D diffusion priors alone without 3D-
native supervision tend to suffer from challenges in modeling
refined geometric structures and complex surfaces, especially
for shapes of high concavity.

More recently, a wave of 3D-native generative mod-
els [28, 33, 55, 80, 81, 88, 90] has emerged, aiming to train
directly on raw 3D assets rather than relying on 2D diffusion
priors. These methods have achieved superior generation
quality compared to their predecessors thanks to the 3D-
native architecture design. Another line of work explores
auto-regressive methods for direct mesh generation with
artist-like topology [7, 8, 14, 60, 64, 77]. Due to tokeniza-
tion inefficiency and challenges in scaling up the context
window, these methods are still struggling to model high-
poly meshes with complex surfaces. In contrast, our work
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aims to explore more efficient tokenization schemes that
encode shapes into compact yet expressive representations
for 3D-native generation.

Compact 3D latent representations. Representing 3D
shapes with compact latent representations has become in-
creasingly popular in 3D generative modeling. One line of
work, pioneered by 3DShape2VecSet [50], advocates encod-
ing 3D shapes into latent vector sets that can be decoded
into diverse geometry representations such as occupancy
fields [28, 50, 78, 88, 89], signed distance fields [6, 90], and
meshes [64]. These methods encode all shapes into a fixed-
length vector, and do not adaptively adjust the representation
budget based on shape complexity. Other work [59, 79]
learns latent space from triplanes, but achieving high-fidelity
triplane representations remains challenging, which limits
their accuracy, especially for complex shapes.

An alternative direction focuses on structured 3D latent
representations to better leverage the spatial hierarchies
inherent in the underlying geometry. For instance, sparse
voxel grids coupled with feature-rich latents or attributes,
as proposed in XCube [55], MeshFormer [33], LTS3D [44]
and Trellis [80], enables more efficient training for high-
resolution shapes and scenes and better preservation of high-
frequency geometric details. Meanwhile, OctFusion [81]
proposes to represent a 3D shape as a volumetric octree
with each leaf node encoded by latent features. Although
these approaches offer adaptiveness in the latent representa-
tion similar to ours, their spatial structure is determined by
volumetric occupancy rather than surface complexity.

Octree-based 3D representation. Octree [42, 43] is an effi-
cient 3D data structure that recursively divides a 3D space
into eight octants. It adapts to sparsity and minimizes storage
and computation in empty regions, making it both memory-
and computationally efficient. Compared to dense voxel
grids, octrees significantly reduce memory usage while pre-
serving fine geometric details in complex regions. Octree
has been used in a wide range of geometric processing ap-
plications, including point cloud compression [58], 3D tex-
turing [2], multi-view scene reconstruction [62, 85], shape
analysis [56, 73, 74], and shape generation [66, 81]. While
similar adaptive octree [75] has been used for the shape clas-
sification and prediction tasks, our work is the first to explore
octree representation in the context of 3D tokenization and
autoregressive generation, which requires us to co-design the
encoding, decoding, and generation with octree data struc-
ture. Compared to existing approaches [55, 80, 81] that use
uniform tokenization schemes, our method adapts tokeniza-
tion according to shape complexity.

3. Method

Figure 3 illustrates our text-based shape generation frame-
work. Our approach comprises two components: (1) a shape

tokenization method (Octree-based Adaptive Tokenization,
OAT) in Section 3.1 and 3.2 that efficiently compresses 3D
shapes into a compact latent space, and (2) an autoregres-
sive generative backbone model, OctreeGPT in Section 3.3,
which operates on these variable-length shape tokens.

For each 3D shape, our approach begins by sampling a
point cloud Pc ∈ RN×3 from the surface, along with its sur-
face normal vectors Pn ∈ RN×3 following prior work [86].
We then employ our novel adaptive octree construction al-
gorithm that partitions 3D space based on local geometric
complexity to obtain an sparse octree structure. We then
leverage the Perceiver-based transformer architecture [19] to
encode the shape into an adaptive latent tree structure. The
resulting variable-length latent representation can then be
decoded into an occupancy field, from which a mesh can be
extracted using marching cubes [39].

Unlike existing shape VAEs [28, 86, 88, 90] that learn
fixed-size latent representations for every shape using Vari-
ational Autoencoders [23], we propose to encode shapes
into variable-length latents based on their shape complexity.
This adaptive tokenization approach results in a more com-
pact latent space that only uses more latents by subdividing
cells to finer resolution where the complexity of the shape
is higher — thereby leading to better reconstruction quality
and improved performance in downstream generative tasks.

3.1. Complexity-Driven Octree Construction
One of the core ingredients of our method is a sparse octree
data structure which subdivides octants according to local
geometry complexity, unlike existing methods subdividing
cells based on occupancy.

An octree is a hierarchical spatial data structure that re-
cursively subdivides 3D space into eight equal octants. Start-
ing with a root node representing a bounding cube, each
non-empty node can be further partitioned into eight child
nodes, creating a tree-like structure O = {V, E}. We use
V = {v1, v2, . . . } to denote the cells in an octree hierarchy,
and E ⊆ V × V defines parent-child relationships, where
(vi, vj) ∈ E indicates that vi is the parent of vj . This rep-
resentation is efficient to represent sparse 3D data, as it
allocates higher resolution only to occupied regions.

In this paper, we consider the sparse octree by omitting
empty child nodes, i.e., each node can have 0 to 8 child
nodes, with all nodes being non-empty. This structure can
be compactly encoded by an 8-bit binary code χ : V →
{0, 1}8. For instance, χ(v) = (01001000)2 indicates that
node v has two non-empty child nodes at its second and fifth
slots. An octree structure can thus be uniquely represented
as a sequence of 8-bit binary codes in breadth-first order,
[χ(v0), χ(v1), · · · ].

While octrees have previously been used to tokenize 3D
shapes, earlier methods [55, 81] always subdivide up to the
maximum depth unless empty. In contrast, we subdivide an
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Figure 3. (a) Adaptive Shape Tokenization. Given an input mesh with surface point samples, we partition 3D space into a sparse octree that
adapts to the local geometric complexity of the surface. We then use a Perceiver-based transformer [19] to encode the shape into a tree of
latent codes, where a child node need encode only the (quantized) residual latent relative to its parent [25]. Latents can then be decoded
into an occupancy field from which a mesh can be extracted. (b) Autoregressive Shape Generation. We define an autoregressive model
for generating a tree of quantized shape tokens given a textual prompt, following a coarse-to-fine breadth-first search traversal. Similar to
variable-length generation of text via end-of-sentence tokens, we make use of structural tokens to generate variable-size tree structures.

octant only when the local geometry is “complex”. Inspired
by the literature in mesh simplification [12] and isosurfac-
ing [20], we use the quadric error metric to measure shape
complexity and guide octree subdivision. This approach op-
timizes representational capacity, allocating tokens where
they provide the greatest benefit for shape fidelity.

Quadric error metric was first introduced to quantify local
geometric complexity for mesh simplification tasks [13].
Given a plane in R3, let p denote a point on the plane with
unit normal vector n. The plane can be defined by all points
x ∈ R3 satisfying

n⊤(x− p) = 0. (1)

The quadric error measures the squared point-to-plane
distance between any point x and this plane, computed as

E(x) =
(
n⊤(x− p)

)2 .
= [x⊤, 1]Q [x⊤, 1]⊤, (2)

where the quadric matrix Q ∈ R4×4 is defined as

Q =

[
nn⊤ −nn⊤p

(−nn⊤p)⊤ p⊤nn⊤p

]
. (3)

As a key property, the cumulative error from a point x to
multiple planes can be computed with a summed quadric,

E(x) =
∑
i

Ei(x) = [x⊤, 1]

(∑
i

Qi

)
[x⊤, 1]⊤. (4)

We use the quadric error E∗ = minx E(x) to measure
local geometric complexity. As the energy is quadratic, the
minimum E∗ can be efficiently computed by solving a linear
system, with details left in the appendix. Intuitively, when

the planes form common intersections (e.g., an edge, a cone,
or being flat), the optimal quadric error approaches zero,
whereas complex regions usually yield higher quadric error
values. This property makes quadric error metrics suitable
for guiding adaptive geometric representations.

Specifically, for each octree cell v ∈ V , we compute the
cell quadric Qv by summing up quadrics for all sampled
points within v,

Qv =
∑

p∈Pc(v)

Qp, (5)

where Pc(v) = {p ∈ Pc | p is contained in cell v} denotes
the subset of points that lie within cell v, and Qp is the
quadric matrix for point p with its corresponding normal
vector n ∈ Pn. We then calculate the average quadric error

E∗
v = min

x
Ev(x) =

1

|Pc(v)|
min
x

[x⊤, 1]Qv[x
⊤, 1]⊤. (6)

We recursively subdivide v into child cells only when both
of these conditions are met: (1) the maximum depth L has
not been reached, and (2) the quadric error exceeds our
pre-defined threshold, E∗

v > T . In regions with complex
geometry, cells are subdivided to the maximum depth L,
while subdivision stops early in areas with simpler (i.e.,
planar) geometry.

3.2. Adaptive shape tokenization with OAT

Following prior work [28, 86, 88–90], we adopt a Perceiver-
based variational autoencoder (VAE) [19, 23] to encode the
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Algorithm 1 Multi-scale octree residual quantization

Input: Octree O = {V, E}, Latent ϕ : V → Rd.
Output: Multi-scale residual quantized latent z : V → Rd,

Quantized latent index q : V → Z.
1: z(v0), q(v0) = Quantize(ϕ(v0)) ▷ v0 is the root node.
2: zacc(v0) = z(v0) ▷ Initialize accumulated latent.
3: for d = 1, · · · , L− 1 do ▷ L is the max depth of O.
4: for v ∈ Vd do ▷ Vd is the set of nodes at level d.
5: Find the parent vparent of v according to E .
6: z(v), q(v) = Quantize(ϕ(v)− zacc(vparent)).
7: zacc(v) = zacc(vparent) + z(v). ▷ Update zacc.
8: end for
9: end for

shape into latents. Specifically, we compute:

P̂ = Concat (PE(Pc),Pn) , (7)

Ô = Concat (PE(Vleaf),SE(Vleaf)) , (8)

ϕ(Vleaf) = SelfAttn(i)(CrossAttn(Ô, P̂)), i = 1, · · · , Le,

where the encoder ϕ outputs a latent vector ϕ(v) for every
leaf cell v ∈ Vleaf, where ϕ : V → Rd. Here, PE denotes the
positional encoding function [72], which operates on point
coordinates and octree cell centers, while SE denotes the
scale encoding function on the depth of octree cells. Vleaf
comprises all the leaf cells within V , and Le refers to the
number of Self Attention layers in the shape encoder.

Notably, the cross-attention operation is global, allowing
each leaf cell to attend to all points in P̂ across the entire
shape, rather than just points within its local cell. This global
attention enables the model to capture long-range dependen-
cies and contextual information beyond local neighborhoods.
The subsequent self-attention layers further refine these rep-
resentations by allowing leaf cells to exchange information.

Finally, we propagate latent vectors from leaf cells to
their ancestors bottom-up. Each non-leaf node computes its
latent vector by averaging those of its child nodes.

Multi-scale octree residual quantization. The variable
length of the encoded latent motivates us to adopt an au-
toregressive model for downstream generation in Section 3.3.
This approach requires us to learn a quantization bottleneck
in the VAE. To achieve this, we propose an octree-based
residual quantization strategy, enabling a coarse-to-fine to-
ken ordering using residual quantization [25, 67]. Specif-
ically, we start quantization from the root node and only
process the residual latent of every latent from its parent. We
use a shared codebook and quantization function for all of
the nodes using vqtorch [18]. We summarize our residual
quantization algorithm in Algorithm 1.

Octree decoding. Given the multi-scale octree residual la-
tent z : V → Rd, we recover the full latent ϕ̂ : V → Rd by

adding the latent to every node from all its ancestors. Moti-
vated by prior work [28, 86, 89], we use a similar perceiver-
based transformer to decode the latent to an occupancy field.
Specifically, given a query 3D point x ∈ R3, the decoder
predicts its occupancy value:

Ŝ = Concat
(
ϕ̂(V),PE(V),SE(V)

)
, (9)

Ŝ = SelfAttn(j)(Ŝ), j = 1, 2, · · · , Ld, (10)

σ̂(x, ϕ̂,O) = CrossAttn
(

PE(x), Ŝ
)
, (11)

where Ld is the number of Self Attention layers in the shape
decoder, and σ̂ is the predicted occupancy value at the query
point. At inference time, we query the decoder using grid
points and run marching cubes [39] to extract a mesh. Dur-
ing training, we sample query points using uniform and
importance sampling near the mesh surface following prior
work [28, 86, 89].We jointly optimize the networks and code-
book via the following loss functions.

LVQ = Ev∈||sg(ϕ̂(v))− ϕ(v)||2 + ||sg(ϕ(v))− ϕ̂(v)||2,
(12)

where sg() is the stop-gradient operation. Additionally, we
incorporate an occupancy reconstruction loss to ensure that
the latent codes accurately reconstruct the input shape:

Lrec = ExLBCE

(
σ(x), σ̂(x, ϕ̂,O)

)
, (13)

where LBCE is the binary cross-entropy loss for shape recon-
struction, and σ(x) ∈ {0, 1} is the ground truth occupancy
value of the query point, indicating whether it is located
inside the object. Our final loss function is:

Lrec + λVQLVQ, (14)

where λVQ weights the vector quantization loss.

KL variant for continuous tokens. By replacing the quan-
tization bottleneck with a KL regularization [23], our pro-
posed OAT can learn continuous shape latent instead, which
provides a fair comparison with other continuous latent base-
lines in Section 4.1.

3.3. OctreeGPT: Autoregressive Shape Generation
Building on our adaptive tokenization framework, we de-
velop OctreeGPT, an autoregressive model for generat-
ing 3D shapes conditioned on text descriptions. Unlike
previous approaches that operate on fixed-size representa-
tions [28, 88, 90], OctreeGPT models the joint distribution
of variable-length octree tokens while maintaining a hierar-
chical coarse-to-fine structure.

Shape Token Sequence. To enable autoregressive modeling,
we first serialize the octree structure by traversing it in a
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breadth-first manner as mentioned in Section 3.2. For each
node v, we include both its quantized index q(v) ∈ Z and
a structural code χ(v) ∈ {0, 1}8 that encodes the presence
or absence of each potential child node. A latent octree can
thus be uniquely represented by a variable-length sequence
of tokens:

[t0, t1, · · · , tN ] ,

where each token ti = (q(vi), χ(vi)) ,∀i ∈ N.
We train an autoregressive model that predicts the next

token in the sequence,

P (t0, t1, · · · , tN |θ) =
N∏
i=1

P (ti|t0, · · · , ti−1, θ), (15)

where θ is our learned OctreeGPT model.

Model Architecture. Our architecture builds upon decoder-
only transformers similar to GPT-2 [11, 53]. Specifically, we
compute the embedding for each shape token ti as:

Embed(ti) = Embedq(q(vi))+Embedχ(χ(vi))+PEtree(vi),
(16)

where χ(vi) is interpreted as an 8-bit integer. The tree-
structured positional encoding PEtree(vi) captures both spa-
tial and hierarchical information:

PEtree(vi) = Embedx(x(vi)) + Embedy(y(vi)) (17)
+Embedz(z(vi)) + Embedd(d(vi)), (18)

where x, y, z are quantized coordinates of the cell center,
and d ∈ {0, 1, · · · , L − 1} is the depth of the octree node.
This multi-dimensional positional encoding helps the model
understand both spatial relationships and the hierarchical
structure of the octree. Our model employs dual prediction
heads for predicting quantized latent indices q̂ and structural
codes χ̂, allowing the model to jointly reason about geom-
etry and tree structure. For text-conditioned generation, we
prepend the sequence with 77 tokens derived from the input
text’s CLIP embedding [54].

Training and Inference. We train OctreeGPT using a com-
bined loss function that balances the reconstruction of latent
tokens and structural codes:

LGPT = LCE(q, q̂) + λχLCE(χ, χ̂), (19)

where LCE is the cross-entropy loss for 28-way classification,
and λχ are balancing hyperparameters. During inference, we
employ sampling with temperature τ to control the diversity
and quality of generated shapes. We process the predicted
structural code χ(vi) on the fly to determine the octree topol-
ogy, which dynamically establishes the final length of the
token sequence. Further implementation details and hyper-
parameter settings are provided in the appendix.

84
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Average number of tokens
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93
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Figure 4. We plot reconstruction quality (IoU) against latent size
in both discrete (left) and continuous (right) scenarios. We use
KiloBytes (KB) for continuous latent representations for a fair com-
parison. Our method consistently outperforms baseline approaches
at equivalent latent sizes and achieves comparable reconstruction
quality with much smaller latent representations.

Ground-
truth

Craftsman-
VQVAE

(512 tokens)

Ours
(439 tokens
on average)

Ours w/o A.S.
(607 tokens
on average)

569 tokens

629 tokens37 tokens

537 tokens

34 tokens 47 tokens

Figure 5. Shape reconstruction with discrete latent. We com-
pare our full method against Craftsman-VQ [28] as well as an
ablation without Adaptive Subdivision (A.S.). With comparable or
lower token budget, our method generally outperforms the base-
line regarding reconstruction fidelity. Meanwhile, without adaptive
subdivision, the vanilla octree only allocates the token budget effi-
ciently for objects of small volume (bottom) but wastes tokens on
geometrically simple objects that occupy large space (middle).

4. Experiments
We evaluate our method on shape tokenization and genera-
tion. We perform qualitative and quantitative comparisons
with existing baselines and conduct an ablation study on the
significance of each major component.

Dataset. We use the Objaverse [9] dataset, which contains
around 800K 3D models, as our training and test data. To
ensure high-quality training and evaluation, we filter out low-
quality meshes, such as those with point clouds, thin struc-
tures, or holes. This results in a curated dataset of around
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Groundtruth Craftsman-VAE
(512 latent)

Ours-KL
(439 latent)

Octfusion
(4096 latent)

539 latent

416 latent

Figure 6. Shape reconstruction with continuous latent. We in-
clude the visual comparison between our continuous VAE (OAT-
KL) and other baselines. In general, our reconstruction preserves
more details using similar or smaller number of latent vectors.

Craftsman-
VQVAE

Ours

Groundtruth

256 tokens 512 tokens 1024 tokens

236 tokens 506 tokens 1045 tokens

Figure 7. Ablation study on token length. With an increasing
number of tokens, our method achieves better quality while consis-
tently outperforming the baseline at a comparable token length.

207K objects for training and 22K objects for testing.
For preprocessing, each mesh is normalized to a unit cube.

For each mesh, we sample 1M points with their normals from
the surface as the input point cloud. To generate ground-truth
occupancy values, we uniformly sample 500K points within
the unit volume and an additional 1M points near the mesh
surface to capture fine details and obtain the occupancy based
on visibility following prior work [88]. We then construct an
adaptive octree for each shape based on the sampled point
cloud using a pre-defined quadric error threshold T , which
guides the subdivision process according to local geometric
complexity. To enable text conditioning, we render nine
views of each object under random rotations and use GPT-
4o [1] to generate descriptive captions from these renderings.

4.1. Shape Reconstruction
We first assess the reconstruction fidelity of different latent
representations.
Baselines. We compare OAT with latent vector sets from
Craftsman3D [28]. For a fair comparison, we train both meth-
ods under identical conditions, using both quantization for
discrete tokenization and KL regularization for continuous
latent space. Additionally, we evaluate against two other

Method Avg Token Cnt IoU ↑ CD (×10−3) ↓

Craftsman-VQ [28]

256 83.1 2.31
512 83.8 1.94
768 84.2 1.88
1024 84.4 1.80

Ours (OAT)
w/o A.S.

148 84.7 2.19
607 88.3 1.85
1726 89.9 1.37

Ours (OAT)

266 86.7 1.94
439 88.6 1.78
625 89.7 1.53
1284 90.2 1.27

Table 1. Quantitative analysis of shape reconstruction with dis-
crete latent. We compare our method against Craftsman-VQ [28]
and ablation without Adaptive Subdivision (A.S.). With comparable
token counts, our approach outperforms both baselines, showing
the effectiveness of our proposed adaptive tokenization.

Method Avg Latent Len IoU ↑ CD (×10−3) ↓

Craftsman [28]

256 87.8 1.96
512 91.0 1.83
768 92.1 1.33

1024 92.4 1.29

Octfusion† [81] 4096 88.9 1.87
XCube† [55] 4096 - 1.26

Ours (OAT-KL)
w/o A.S.

148 88.4 1.89
607 92.1 1.29

1726 93.0 1.01

Ours (OAT-KL)

266 89.7 1.81
439 91.6 1.29
625 92.7 1.08

1284 93.1 0.97

Table 2. Quantitative analysis of shape reconstruction with con-
tinuous latent. We replace the quantization with a KL regular-
ization to learn continuous latent (OAT-KL) as mentioned in Sec-
tion 3.2. Our method outperforms all the baselines with comparable
or shorter latent code lengths. † indicates off-the-shelf models that
are pre-trained on different data sources than ours.

recent approaches, XCube [55] and Octfusion [81]. Due to
computational resource constraints, we use publicly avail-
able pre-trained models for these two baselines rather than
retraining them on our dataset. We exclude VAE models
from Direct3D [78], CLAY [88], and LTS3D [44] as their
implementations are not available.
Results. We evaluate shape reconstruction quality using vol-
ume Intersection over Union (IoU) and Chamfer Distance
(CD) with 10K sampled surface points in Table 1 and Table 2.
Note that XCube [55] outputs an Unsigned Distance Func-
tion (UDF), which cannot be evaluated with IoU metrics.
Visual comparisons in Figure 5 and Figure 6 demonstrate
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Input Text InstantMeshOurs XCube

A wooden ship 
with mast, …

A dog warrior, 
…

The imperial 
state crown of 
england, …

Craftsman
Craftsman-

VQVAE+GPT

<latexit sha1_base64="wqZ4kn94CN+kCYSdpqZ8E82g4Qc=">AAAB7nicbVBNS8NAEJ3Ur1q/qh69LBbBU0lEqseiF48V7Ae0oWw203TpZhN2N0IJ/RFePCji1d/jzX/jts1Bqw8GHu/NMDMvSAXXxnW/nNLa+sbmVnm7srO7t39QPTzq6CRTDNssEYnqBVSj4BLbhhuBvVQhjQOB3WByO/e7j6g0T+SDmaboxzSSfMQZNVbqDkIaRaiG1Zpbdxcgf4lXkBoUaA2rn4MwYVmM0jBBte57bmr8nCrDmcBZZZBpTCmb0Aj7lkoao/bzxbkzcmaVkIwSZUsaslB/TuQ01noaB7YzpmasV725+J/Xz8zo2s+5TDODki0XjTJBTELmv5OQK2RGTC2hTHF7K2FjqigzNqGKDcFbffkv6VzUvUa9cX9Za94UcZThBE7hHDy4gibcQQvawGACT/ACr07qPDtvzvuyteQUM8fwC87HN03Mj5E=</latexit>† <latexit sha1_base64="wqZ4kn94CN+kCYSdpqZ8E82g4Qc=">AAAB7nicbVBNS8NAEJ3Ur1q/qh69LBbBU0lEqseiF48V7Ae0oWw203TpZhN2N0IJ/RFePCji1d/jzX/jts1Bqw8GHu/NMDMvSAXXxnW/nNLa+sbmVnm7srO7t39QPTzq6CRTDNssEYnqBVSj4BLbhhuBvVQhjQOB3WByO/e7j6g0T+SDmaboxzSSfMQZNVbqDkIaRaiG1Zpbdxcgf4lXkBoUaA2rn4MwYVmM0jBBte57bmr8nCrDmcBZZZBpTCmb0Aj7lkoao/bzxbkzcmaVkIwSZUsaslB/TuQ01noaB7YzpmasV725+J/Xz8zo2s+5TDODki0XjTJBTELmv5OQK2RGTC2hTHF7K2FjqigzNqGKDcFbffkv6VzUvUa9cX9Za94UcZThBE7hHDy4gibcQQvawGACT/ACr07qPDtvzvuyteQUM8fwC87HN03Mj5E=</latexit>†

Figure 8. Shape Generation Results. We compare OctreeGPT with a GPT baseline trained on Craftsman-VQVAE (Section 4.1), text-to-3D
model XCube [55], and image-to-3D methods InstantMesh [82] and Craftsman [28]. Our results have smoother surfaces, finer details, and
fewer artifacts than baselines. For image-conditioned methods†, we use FLUX.1 [24] to generate condition images from input text.

Method FID↓ KID↓ CLIP- Runtime↓
(×10−3) score↑ (secs)

Craftsman† [28] 65.18 6.42 0.27 54.8
InstantMesh† [49] 67.93 7.23 0.31 21.5
XCube [55] 132.56 9.83 0.23 32.3
Craftsman-VQ + GPT 85.10 7.49 0.26 15.4

Ours (OctreeGPT) 56.88 5.79 0.34 11.3

Table 3. Quantitative analysis of shape generation. We compare
OctreeGPT with a GPT baseline trained on Craftsman-VQVAE
(Section 4.1), text-to-3D model XCube [55], and image-to-3D meth-
ods InstantMesh [82] and Craftsman [28]. We compute FID [16],
KID [3], and CLIP-score on the renderings of generated shapes,
and report the average generation time. Our method outperforms
all the baselines, showing higher quality and better consistency
with the input text while achieving the fastest runtime due to our
efficient tokenization.

our approach outperforms all baselines.

Ablation Study. We ablate our proposed adaptive subdivi-
sion in Figure 5. Without quadric-error-based adaptive sub-
division, the octree representation subdivides to the deepest
level unless empty, wasting tokens on simple objects of large
volumetric occupancy (middle row). Figure 4 shows recon-
struction quality (IoU) versus latent size in both discrete and
continuous scenarios, confirming our method achieves better
quality at equivalent latent sizes and requires significantly
smaller latent representations for comparable reconstruction
quality. Figure 7 further shows a qualitative comparison be-

tween our method and the baseline in reconstruction quality
with respect to the number of tokens used.

4.2. Shape Generation

This section evaluates our text-to-shape generation quality
against multiple baselines. We train our OctreeGPT on top
of OAT using 439 tokens on average, and for comparison,
train a GPT model on Craftsman-VQ with 512 tokens. We in-
clude XCube [55]’s pre-trained Objaverse model as a native
text-to-3D baseline. We also compare against two image-to-
3D methods, InstantMesh [82] and Craftsman [28], using
FLUX.1 [24] to generate condition images from input text.

Results. We quantitatively evaluate generation quality in Ta-
ble 3 by rendering generated shapes and computing Frechet
Inception Distance (FID) [16, 51], and Kernel Inception
Distance (KID) [3] against groundtruth renderings. We also
report CLIP-score [54] to evaluate text-shape consistency,
and average generation time to evaluate efficiency. In addi-
tion to quantitative measures, we also provide qualitative
comparisons in Figure 8. Overall, thanks to a more compact
and representative latent space, our OctreeGPT produces
finer details with fewer artifacts compared to Craftsman-VQ
with GPT, while also outperforming other 3D generation
baselines in both geometry quality and prompt adherence,
with a faster runtime.
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5. Discussion
In this work, we propose an octree-based Adaptive Shape
Tokenization, OAT, a framework that dynamically adjusts
latent representations according to shape complexity. At its
core, OAT constructs an adaptive octree structure guided
by a quadric-error-based subdivision criterion, allocating
more tokens to complicated parts and objects while saving
on simpler ones. Extensive experiments show that OAT re-
duces token counts by 50% compared to previous fixed-size
approaches while maintaining comparable visual quality. Al-
ternatively, with a similar number of tokens, OAT produces
much higher-quality shapes. Building upon this tokeniza-
tion, we develop an octree-based Autoregressive generative
model, OctreeGPT that effectively leverages these variable-
sized representations, outperforming existing baselines.
Limitations. Our framework only addresses geometric shape
reconstruction and generation without incorporating texture
information. We leave modeling both shape and texture prop-
erties jointly for future work.
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Appendix

A. Quadric Error Computation
In Section 3.1, we employ quadric error to guide our adap-
tive octree subdivision. Quadric error is, by definition, the
minimizer of a quadratic energy

E(x) = [x⊤, 1]Q [x⊤, 1]⊤, (20)

characterized by the quadric matrix Q

Q =

[
nn⊤ −nn⊤p

(−nn⊤p)⊤ p⊤nn⊤p

]
=

[
A b
b⊤ c

]
, (21)

where we follow the same notation as in the main text, using
p,n ∈ R3 to denote the location and the normal vector, re-
spectively. For clarify purposes, we use A,b, c to abbreviate
the expression.

As the energy E(x) is quadratic, one can compute the
minimizer x⋆ by setting the derivative to zero

∂E(x)

∂x
= 0, (22)

which amounts to solve a 3-by-3 linear system in the form of

Ax⋆ = −b (23)

If the matrix A is well-conditioned, one can solve for x⋆ with
standard solvers, such as Cholesky decomposition. If not,
numerical surgeries, such as singular value decomposition
[30] or Tikhonov regularization [70], are recommended to
solve for x⋆. Once we obtain the minimizer x⋆, we can
then compute the quadric error by evaluating E(x⋆) at the
optimal location.

B. Implementation Details

Hyperparameters. We provide our choice of quadric error
threshold T and Octree max depth L in Table 5. For shape
VAE learning, we use 768 as the width and a codebook size
of 16384. We set the maximum token length to 2048 and trim
those exceeding samples. Since our octree nodes are sorted
based on breadth-first order, we will only omit leaf nodes
which will not affect the overall octree structure. We set both
λVQ and λχ to 1.0. We train our OAT with a batch size of 24
on 8 GPUs for 300K iterations. We train our OctreeGPT with
a batch size of 16. For both experiments, we use AdamW
optimizer with a learning rate of 3e-4.

C. Additional Results

Ablation study on octree node ordering. In Section 3.3, we
train our OctreeGPT on the sequence of shape tokens from
a latent octree. In our experiments, we empirically find that
breadth-first ordering works the best. We present an ablation

OctreeGPT FID↓ KID(×10−3)↓ CLIP-score↑

Depth-first 67.31 9.33 0.29
Next scale prediction [67] 198.37 15.42 0.21

Ours (Breadth-first) 56.88 5.79 0.34

Table 4. Ablation study on octree node ordering

Input Text Generated Shape

A pair of noise-
cancelling headphones, 

…

A 3D model of a 
space rocket, …

A 3D model of a 
wizard hat, …

An intricate ring 
with a gem, …

An pirate ship with 
cannons, …

A 3D model of a 
locomotive, …

Input Text Generated Shape

Figure 9. Additional shape generation results

study in Table 4. We find depth-first ordering works worse
than breadth-first ordering potentially because of the lack
of a coarse-to-fine scheme. We also experimented with the
next scale prediction method from VAR [67], where we si-
multaneously predict the tokens at the next level. While this
method runs significantly faster, it produces much worse re-
sults than ours. We suspect it is due to the larger discrepancy
(2×) between levels in the octree structure while VAR [67]
uses a much denser upsampling schedule.

D. Additional Discussion

Societal Impact. Our Octree-based Adaptive Shape Tok-
enization approach offers significant potential for advancing
3D content creation. By dynamically allocating representa-
tion capacity based on shape complexity, our method substan-
tially reduces computational requirements while maintaining
or improving quality. This efficiency enables more detailed
and diverse 3D content generation with fewer resources,
making high-quality 3D asset creation more accessible and
environmentally sustainable. The reduced token count and
improved generation capabilities could accelerate applica-
tions across gaming, simulation, virtual environments, and
digital twins. However, like other generative technologies,
our method could potentially be misused to create misleading
content. While current human perception can generally dis-
tinguish synthetic 3D objects from real ones, we encourage
ongoing research into detection methods as these technolo-
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Method Token number Quadric Error Threshold T Octree Max Depth L

Ours

266 0.001 6
439 0.0005 6
625 0.0003 6

1284 0.0001 6

Ours w/o Adaptive Subdivision
148 - 4
607 - 5

1726 - 6

Table 5. Hyperparameters.

gies continue to advance.
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