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Abstract

3-Dimensional Embodied Reference Understanding (3D-
ERU) combines a language description and an accompa-
nying pointing gesture to identify the most relevant target
object in a 3D scene. Although prior work has explored
pure language-based 3D grounding, there has been limited
exploration of 3D-ERU, which also incorporates human
pointing gestures. To address this gap, we introduce a data
augmentation framework– Imputer, and use it to curate a
new benchmark dataset– ImputeRefer for 3D-ERU, by in-
corporating human pointing gestures into existing 3D scene
datasets that only contain language instructions. We also
propose Ges3ViG, a novel model for 3D-ERU that achieves
∼30% improvement in accuracy as compared to other 3D-
ERU models and ∼9% compared to other purely language-
based 3D grounding models. Our code and dataset are
available at https://github.com/AtharvMane/
Ges3ViG.

1. Introduction
Referring Expression Comprehension (REC) is a funda-
mental vision-language task that involves identifying a tar-
get object that is referred to by an instruction, as illus-
trated in Figure 1. Grounding such referring expressions
in 3-dimensional space is a critical perceptual capability
for robots and intelligent situated agents. Although several
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Figure 1. 3D grounding of referring expressions with pointing.

studies have explored grounding purely linguistic referring
expressions in 3D scenes without accompanying pointing
gestures [5, 37], pointing is an integral part of human com-
munication and plays a vital role in situated and embodied
interactions. However, the problem of 3D Embodied Ref-
erence Understanding (3D-ERU) – which includes natural
human pointing gestures along with natural language refer-
ences for 3D visual grounding remains relatively underex-
plored. This task involves (a) determination of the human’s
position and the pointed direction in 3D space, and (b) iden-
tification of an object that best fits the verbal instruction and
the pointed location.

To obtain a large workable dataset for 3D-ERU, prior
work such as ScanERU [25], explored an augmentation ap-
proach by inserting a human avatar into the 3D scenes found
in a pre-existing 3D-REC dataset called ScanRefer [5], such
that the avatar is pointing to the target object that is being
referred by the language instruction. However, the follow-
ing issues remain to be tackled in both data curation and
model development for 3D-ERU:
• Manual positioning of human avatar: To address the

complexities of positioning the human avatar in avail-
able and appropriate vacant spaces within the 3D envi-
ronment, ScanERU employed crowd-sourced human sub-
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jects to manually insert the avatar into the 3D scenes pro-
vided by ScanRefer. However, our inspection,1 revealed
that the human avatars are placed very close to the target
object, thus making the language instruction completely
redundant. This is problematic as the models developed
using such a dataset will be biased towards learning the
pointing gesture alone, disregarding the language refer-
ences. The scalability of the manual placement approach
is also questionable, and an automated method may be
preferable for collecting large-scale data.

• Unrealistic language descriptions: ScanERU retained the
original language descriptions from ScanRefer even af-
ter incorporating pointing gestures. This is not realistic
as prior work such as [34] has shown that the choice of
words and verbosity of the language instructions will be
different when a pointing gesture is used (see Figure 1).

• Limited computational model: The baseline model pro-
vided by ScanERU assumes that the ground truth of the
human’s position in the scene is known and does not lo-
calize the human. However, localizing the human is an
integral part of 3D-ERU, and hence, a holistic model
for 3D-ERU must integrate human localization into its
pipeline. We show that effective learning of human po-
sition improves the performance of 3D-ERU models.
To address these issues, we propose a novel automated

data augmentation approach along with a revamped instruc-
tion dataset for 3D-ERU. We then develop a new model that
incorporates human localization into 3D grounding. The
following are the main contributions of this work:
• We introduce Imputer, an automated framework for aug-

menting existing 3D-REC datasets (e.g., ScanRefer) for
3D-ERU tasks by inserting human avatars into suitable
spaces in the 3D scenes with precise control over their
positioning, such that they point towards the target.

• We introduce the ImputeRefer dataset for the 3D-ERU
task, which requires more complex reasoning to identify
target objects than ScanERU due to a larger average dis-
tance between the human avatar and the target object.
Also, the language instructions in ImputeRefer are re-
generated by a VLM that is prompted by providing the
context that there is a human pointing at the target.

• We develop Ges3ViG, a unified model for 3D-ERU that
performs both human localization and reference under-
standing. It implements a new combined loss function to
simultaneously learn human-localization and instruction
grounding. It also uses a novel multi-stage fusion mech-
anism to effectively integrate the pointing gesture and the
language text to achieve a significant ∼29.46% increase
in grounding accuracy compared to ScanERU.

Overall, we believe that ImputeRefer and Ges3ViG help to
significantly advance work on 3D-ERU.

1ScanERU is no longer publicly available. We could obtain only a par-
tial test set after contacting the authors.

2. Related Work

Referring Expression Comprehension (REC) on 2D im-
ages has been well studied, starting from ReferIt [23],
and several other works that followed [26, 31, 36]. Re-
cently, transformer-based architectures [12] and Vision-
Language Models (VLMs) [32] have emerged as promis-
ing approaches for 2D-REC. The incorporation of point-
ing gestures into 2D-REC has also been studied by works
such as M2Gestic [33], YouRefIt [8] and COSM2IC [34].
However, these 2D RGB image-based approaches are not
directly applicable to 3D point cloud data, due to differ-
ences in data representation and the significant increase in
the search space. For 3D-REC, pointcloud-based datasets
such as ScanRefer [5] and ReferIt3D [1] were developed,
with scenes obtained from the ScanNet dataset [11]. Among
them, ScanRefer stands out as a large-scale 3D-REC dataset
featuring human-annotated language descriptions, compris-
ing 46,055 descriptions of 11,046 different target objects.
Existing work on 3D-REC encompasses graph-based ap-
proaches [13, 20], neuro-symbolic approaches [19], tech-
niques using multi-view images and 2D semantics [2, 21,
35], and unified models that address both dense captioning
and 3D-REC [3, 6, 9]. M3DRefCLIP [37], currently, the
state-of-the-art in 3D-REC, introduces a CLIP model-based
approach for extracting visual features [30]. However, these
works do not consider pointing gestures, which humans nat-
urally use when referring to objects in a scene.

The problem of 3D-ERU, which considers the incorpo-
ration of pointing gestures for comprehending referring ex-
pressions in a 3D scene remains under-explored compared
to 3D-REC. ScanERU [25] proposed inserting a human
avatar into an existing 3D-REC dataset. To date, this stands
as the sole dataset for 3D-ERU. However, ScanERU’s ap-
proach for dataset creation suffers from drawbacks such as
(a) laborious manual placement of human avatar, (b) posi-
tioning the avatar too close to the target, (c) language ex-
pressions that are generated without consideration of the
pointing gesture, and (d) implicitly assuming that the 3D
ground truth location of the human avatar is externally avail-
able. These drawbacks hinder both the scalability of the
dataset and the performance of the models.

In contrast to ScanERU, our work adopts an automated
approach to insert the human avatar in the 3D scenes. Our
proposed dataset consists of more challenging and realis-
tic instructions as the human avatar is placed further away
from the target (leading to larger pointing errors) and the
language instructions are re-generated using a VLM that
also considers the human pointing at the target object. Fur-
thermore, our model includes human localization into the
pipeline for 3D-ERU.
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3. Imputer Framework
We next describe our augmentation framework – Imputer–
to automatically generate a 3D-ERU dataset. Similar to
ScanERU [25], we use the 3D scenes obtained from Scan-
NetV2 [11] and insert a human avatar into it. Imputer con-
sists of two parts: (a) Pointing gesture augmentation, where
we propose a simple automated approach to determine the
possible locations to ‘impute’ the pointing human avatar and
(b) Language description generation, where we employ a
Generative model– Gemini [15], to augment the existing
verbal description to incorporate the pointing gesture. We
next describe each of these components.

3.1. Pointing Gesture Augmentation with Imputer
Figure 2 illustrates the intermediate steps involved in the
pointing gesture augmentation with Imputer framework.
Before we delve into the computational process involved
in inserting a human avatar, we note the following assump-
tions made by Imputer about the 3D scene: (a) all the 3D
scenes are oriented such that the floor’s normal is aligned
with the Z-axis, (b) the floor is level (there are no artifacts
like stairs) for a major part of the scene, and (c) the human
avatar mesh is pre-aligned with the ‘floor’ of the scene. If
the mesh is not pre-oriented correctly, one can use software
such as CloudCompare [16] to adjust it. This process only
needs to be performed once per avatar, as the same mesh
can be reused across all scenes.

Acquiring realistic human avatars: Augmenting the
scene with a pointing gesture requires generating a human
point cloud that can be augmented into the 3D scene such
that the generated human point cloud performs a point-
ing gesture towards the target object. We begin this step
by extracting the base human meshes for male and fe-
male subjects separately from the SMPL-X dataset [27].
Next, we utilize the Blender package [10] to adjust vari-
ous model parameters, such as joint poses, height, weight,
and gender, to introduce diversity across the generated hu-
man point clouds. To add color textures, we use samples
from SMPLite-X [4], creating a total of 12 textured human
models, evenly distributed between genders with six models
each.

The workflow of the Imputer framework is as follows.
We first voxelize the scene and determine its boundaries.
Then, we search for a set of vacant spaces for placing the
human avatar so that there is a direct line of sight available
for pointing at the target. The avatar is then placed in a suit-
able vacant space. Finally, a generative model is prompted
to generate a language instruction for referring to the target
object. These steps are explained in detail below.

Voxelization of the scene: We voxelize the scene to dis-
cretize the search space, which allows for efficient querying
of point occupancy. Checking occupancy in a voxel grid

Figure 2. Imputer pointing gesture generation

is substantially faster compared to meshes or point clouds,
and voxel grids allow interaction with ‘empty space’. These
empty spaces are crucial, as they define the potential lo-
cations where the human avatar can be placed. We create
voxel grid V1(N3 → {0, 1}), which represents the origi-
nal scene with the target object, and voxel grid V2(N3 →
{0, 1}) which represents the scene with the target object re-
moved. Each voxel Vi(x, y, z) in V1 and V2 is assigned a
value of ‘1’ if it is occupied by an object or ‘0’ if it is un-
occupied. We also voxelized the human avatar mesh sep-
arately to get a 3D grid (similar dimension as V1 and V2)
given by H(N3 → {0, 1}). A voxel H(x, y, z) is assigned
a value of ‘1’ only if it is occupied by the human or to ‘0’
otherwise. The height of the human in the voxel grid is de-
noted by hhv .

Determining scene boundaries: In this step, we calculate
the scene bounds to ensure that the avatar is placed within
the scene. This is done by identifying the the largest contour
on the planar voxel grid created by projecting the voxel grid
V1 onto the XY -plane. We then create a binary voxel grid
B(N3 → 1, 0), with the same dimensions as V1. A voxel
B(x, y, z) is assigned a value of ‘1’ if its x and y coordi-
nates lie within the contour boundary, or ‘0’ otherwise.

Finding regions for plausible occupancy: Next, we iden-
tify all regions within the scene that can accommodate a
human mesh. To ensure that the feet of the human avatar
is placed appropriately, i.e., just touching the floor of the
scene, we must determine the appropriate co-ordinates of
the human feet (xfoot, yfoot, zfoot) and a plausible repre-
sentative z-coordinate for the floor level within the voxel
grid. We define the ‘foot’ as the lowest point in the human
avatar mesh after converting it into a voxel scale. Since
there are multiple voxels corresponding to ‘floor’, we adopt
the following approach to estimate the vertical displacement
of the floor (denoted as hflr) with respect to the origin of
the scene. The 3D scenes in the ScanRefer dataset originate
from ScanNetV2 [11]. Using the segmentation ground truth
from ScanNetV2, we can extract a list of vertices labeled as
‘floor’. We calculate hflr by taking the minimum of the
following two values: (1) the average height of all floor ver-
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tices plus an offset C1 = 0.04m, and (2) the 85th percentile
of the height distribution of ‘floor’ points. Here, C1 and 85th

percentile are chosen empirically. Next, we convert this es-
timated height to a voxel scale denoted as hfv . The final
floor height estimated is given by ĥfv = max(C2, hfv),
where C2 = 4. C2 is chosen to account for potential ar-
tifacts, such as floor misalignment, that could cause it to
extend into voxels at heights above zero. We allow for a
small tolerance by permitting the human model to be posi-
tioned up to 4 voxels (∼10 cm in world coordinates) above
the floor. In practice, this offset is generally less than 5 cm.

We then adopt a sliding volume approach to identify suf-
ficiently large vacant spaces that can fit the human avatar.
The size of the sliding volume is chosen to be equal to
the size of the human avatar voxel grid. We then use the
human voxel grid as a mask to check if there is sufficient
space to fit the human avatar at a given point (i, j) on the
floor. We consider the human avatar volume H compris-
ing of voxels whose co-ordinates range from (i, j, ĥfv) to
(i + xmax, j + ymax, ĥfv + hhv). We see that the entire
volume falls into a clear space of the scene if it satisfies,

xmax∑
x =0

ymax∑
y =0

hhv∑
z =0

H(x, y, z)

=

xmax∑
x=0

ymax∑
y=0

hhv∑
z=0

H(x, y, z)× V1(i+ x, j + y, ĥfv + z)

(1)

In practice, we observed that there could be some cases of
improper human positioning even after the above condition
is satisfied (especially after rotation of the avatar). To avoid
such scenarios, we increase the border widths by 25 cm (10
voxels), which is approximately half the average shoulder-
to-shoulder width of a human. We store the co-ordinates
(i, j, ĥfv +hhv) in the set Ono collide if all the voxels in the
volume placed at (i, j) on the floor satisfy Equation 1 after
accounting for the additional allowance.

Grid visibility search: In this step, we aim to identify
all the voxels that are accessible via a direct line-of-sight (a
spatially contiguous set of empty voxels) from the center of
the object. These voxels would serve as plausible locations
from where the human avatar could point at the object. We
define the center of the 3D bounding box of the target object
as the origin of the line of sight. We use the voxel grid V2,
where the target object is removed for visibility search. This
is done so that the target object’s own boundary surface does
not interfere with line-of-sight calculation.

Prior studies (e.g., [14]) have used a path-counting al-
gorithm in 2D space to calculate visibility scores for grid
cells. We extend this approach to 3D environments to com-
pute the regions with line-of-sight. Given V2, we compute

a visibility score grid, S(N3 → R), where S is defined as:

S(x, y, z) = (
x× S(x− 1, y, z)

x+ y + z
+

y × S(x, y − 1, z)

x+ y + z

+
z × S(x, y, z − 1)

x+ y + z
)× V2(x, y, z) (2)

We then obtain S′(N3 → {1, 0}) a thresholded version
of S, where S′(x, y, z) is assigned a value of ‘1’ if its
visibility score is more than 0.33, or set to ‘0’ otherwise.
The value 0.33 was chosen using a rough rule of thumb –

1
No.ofdimensions . In [14], a threshold of 0.5 was used to
calculate visibility in 2D grids. We define the set of all the
coordinates where S′ = 1, as the region of visibility, a good
approximation for all the visible regions.

Final positioning of the human avatar: A correctly im-
puted human avatar, with its feet at (x,y,z) and pointing at
the referred object, must satisfy the following conditions:
(a) the human avatar is placed within the bounds of the
scene, i.e, B(x, y, z) = 1, (b) the avatar does not occupy
any already-occupied space in the scene, i.e, if (x, y, z) ∈
Ono collide, and (c) there is a direct unblocked line between
the human avatar’s gesture and the object of interest in the
scene, i.e., if S′(x, y, z) = 1. After identifying all such
feasible points, we randomly choose 5 of these points to
create diverse, feasible positions of the human avatar. For
each of these points, we then use the gesturing shoulder of
the human avatar as a pivot of rotation to point towards the
object of interest. In natural scenarios, a human may have
some directional error while pointing towards a target ob-
ject. To simulate this, we introduce a rotational jitter sam-
pled uniformly within a range of Njitter = 9◦ to the cor-
rect pointing direction. We then calculate simple Euclidean
transforms to move the human to the desired coordinate and
then rotate the human in place. To choose from appropri-
ately pointing meshes, we also store the angle ̸ Apointing

between the X-Y plane and the line joining the shoulder
point to the desired pointing direction. This completes the
process of augmenting the 3D scene with an appropriately-
posed human avatar as shown in Figure 2, where the avatar
(green box) points towards the target object (red box).

3.2. Referring Expression (Re)Generation:
We use Gemini [15] to augment the referring expression.
The input prompt to Gemini for generating the referring ex-
pression included a brief paragraph describing the scenario:
a person pointing at the target object needs to generate an
expression that uniquely identifies that object. To ensure
diversity in the generated expressions, for each data point
in the ScanRefer [5] dataset, we prompt Gemini to gener-
ate 3 different referring expressions and choose one of them
randomly to generate our new dataset ImputeRefer for 3D-
ERU, some samples of which are shown in Figure 3. Next,
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Figure 3. ImputeRefer with ‘unique’ and ‘multiple’ object scenes.
The imputed human is placed at different distances from the target.

Figure 4. Proposed architecture of Ges3ViG

we describe the development of our Ges3ViG model using
this dataset.

4. Ges3ViG: Gesture-enhanced 3D Visual
Grounding

We now present Ges3ViG, a new gesture-enhanced, uni-
fied feed-forward, 3D visual grounding DNN model that
integrates human localization, language understanding, and
gestural reasoning to identify the 3D bounding box of the
target object. To effectively combine gestural and linguis-
tic cues, we utilize an innovative multi-stage fusion strat-
egy that employs both early and late fusion within the
same DNN. We now highlight the key components of the
Ges3ViG model, visually illustrated in Figure 4.

4.1. Vision Module

We first encode the point cloud features using a PointGroup
detector [22]. PointGroup, being a standard object detector
for 3D point clouds P ∈ RN×C , returns both the visual fea-
tures and all the objects in the scene. Here, N is the number
of points in the point cloud and C is the number of channels
per point, including the 3D coordinate, the per-point surface
normal vector and the color of the point.
We use the following outputs from the PointGroup Detec-

tor for further processing: (1) Semantic Features (Fs ∈
RN×32), (2) Semantic Scores (Ss ∈ RN×Nc ), where Nc is
the number of classes in the dataset, (3) Proposal Features
(F 3D

p ∈ RM×32), where M is the number of proposals, and
(4) Proposal Scores (Sp ∈ RM ): These are essentially the
instance/objectness scores for each proposal.

We use Fs and Ss for Gesture Inference (details in Sec-
tion 4.3), while Sp is used to find proposals and F 3D

p is
passed ahead to be used as 3D visual features. For each
proposal P , we render the object from 3 different views as
images (similar to M3DRef-CLIP [37]). The images are
passed into a CLIP [29] image encoder that generates 2D
features (F 2D

p ∈ RM×128) for each proposal. F 3D
p and

F 2D
p are concatenated into joint visual features and passed

through a 1D convolution to obtain Fv ∈ RM×128.

4.2. Language Feature Encoder

For language features, we use CLIP to get sentence-level
and token-level feature embeddings. We define our sen-
tence features as Fl,s ∈ R128 and word features as Fl,t ∈
RNtoken×128, for an Ntoken token long sequence.

4.3. Gesture Feature Encoder

To enable gestural reasoning for human segments identified
from region proposals generated by the PointGroup detec-
tor, this module uses the following components.

Joint Feature Extractor: This component computes the
joint-coordinates of the pointing human and extracts joint-
based features. The semantic features (Fs) computed in the
vision module are used as input to this component. For a
human segment Phum ⊂ P , obtained from the semantic
segmentation predictions of the Vision Module and com-
prising Nhum points, we extract a corresponding subset of
semantic features, Fs,hum ⊂ Fs, consisting of Nhum vec-
tors. Given an anticipated number of human joints, Nj ∈ N,
the semantic feature subset Fs,hum is processed through a
point-wise MLP inspired by PointNet [28], resulting in an
output Whum ∈ RNhum×Nj . Inspired from Point2Skeleton
[24], the joint coordinates J ∈ RNj×3 are then computed
from Whum as J = Softmax(WT

hum) × Phum and the
initial joint-based features Fj,init ∈ RNj ,32 are obtained as

Fj,init = Softmax(WT
hum)× Fs,hum (3)

Joint-Wise MLP: We concatenate the location of each
joint with its corresponding feature to form Fj,init. This
concatenated feature is processed by Joint-wise MLP, which
consists of Nlayers layers. In this configuration, the MLP
processes each feature vector independently for each joint.
Let Mi represent the i-th layer of the MLP, and let Pj,i de-
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note its output for the jth joint. This module’s output is:

Fj,final = Pj,Nlayers
; where Pj,i = Mi(Pj,i−1)

and Pj,1 = M1(Fj,init) (4)

Fj,aggregate = concatenate
i=Nlayers

i=0

Nj∑
j=0

Pj,i (5)

Here Nj is the number of joints specified in SMPL.
We then adopt a multi-stage fusion approach that com-

bines early and late fusion techniques to effectively fuse
the extracted gesture features with language features. We
first perform an early fusion of the ‘reference’ modalities
by concatenating gesture and language instruction features.
The concatenated features are fed into the ‘reference-scene’
fusion module, which fuses them with the 3D scene/object
features obtained from the vision module to produce pre-
diction scores for the potential target objects. Finally, a late
weighted fusion biases the scores towards objects that are
within a certain angular radius of the pointing hand.

4.4. Early Fusion of Referential Modalities

In the proposed early fusion module, we utilize Fj,final ∈
RNj×128, which is passed through two self-attention lay-
ers, after which they are concatenated with Fl,t to form
Fclue ∈ R(Ntoken+Nj)×128. Since both gesture and lan-
guage modalities provide information about the same tar-
get object, we treat them similarly and perform a simple
concatenation-based fusion for the two modalities.

4.5. Fusion of Referential and Scene Features

We employ the same transformer-based approach for the
‘reference-scene’ fusion module as used in M3DRef-
CLIP [37] to integrate object features with the referential
embeddings Fclue, generating confidence scores (Sconf ∈
RM ) for each proposal. This module consists of two self-
attention and two cross-attention blocks, where the object
features sequentially pass through the self-attention and
cross-attention blocks. In the cross-attention blocks, Fclue

is used as the key-value pairs.

4.6. Late Fusion of Gesture

The reference-scene fusion module’s output provides confi-
dence scores for each object proposal, allowing to identify
the target object based on the highest score. To further refine
this, we introduce an additional late fusion approach that ex-
plicitly biases confidence scores to favor objects that align
with the pointed direction. This corrects some errors from
the previous stages that could occur due to the presence of
multiple distractor objects, especially in cases where the
language instruction was given more importance. Specifi-
cally, we compute a pointing biasing score, Sb ∈ RM , and
add it to Sconf to guide predictions toward points that are

angularly closer to the pointing direction. To achieve this,
we first extract the shoulder and fingertip points represented
by v⃗1 ∈ R3 and v⃗2 ∈ R3, respectively. The center co-
ordinates of a predicted bounding box are represented by
v⃗3 ∈ R3. The pointer bias score Sb is defined as follows:

Sb =
(v⃗2 − v⃗1) · (v⃗3 − v⃗1)

||((v⃗2 − v⃗1))||·||((v⃗3 − v⃗1))||
(6)

We calculate Sb,left ∈ RM and Sb,right ∈ RM using the
equation 6 for both left and right hand respectively.

Intuitively, humans may use either the left or right hand
for pointing. To classify the pointing hand used, we employ
a classification head that takes Fj,aggregate as input to learn
Wlragg ∈ R2 as follows.

Wlr agg = Softmax(MLP1(Fj,aggregate)) (7)

With the calculated Wlr agg , we compute the final bias-
ing score Sb,final as follows.

Sb,final = W 0
lr agg × Sb,left +W 1

lr agg × Sb,right (8)

With Sb,final from the pointing biasing score and Sconf

from the fusion module, we have two sets of object scores.
To obtain the final object scores, we use an additional prob-
abilistic head, denoted as Wscoreagg ∈ R2, which adap-
tively aggregates scores from the two branches as follows:
Wscore agg = SoftMax(MLP2(Fj,aggregate)). The final
object scores are obtained using the following equation, and
the target object is identified by the object proposal with the
highest Sconf,final.

Sconf,final = W 0
score agg × Sconf +W 1

score agg × Sb,final

(9)

4.7. Loss Function:

Our proposed loss function comprises of the following:
Object Detection Losses:
1. Cross-entropy loss for supervising per-point semantic

class prediction called the Semantic Loss, Lsemantic.
2. L1 loss for supervising per-point offset vector towards

object centers (useful for instance segmentation), called
the Offset Norm Loss, Loffset norm.

3. A directional loss formed as a mean of minus cosine sim-
ilarities to constrain the direction of per-point offset vec-
tors called the Offset Direction Loss, Loffset dir.

4. A binary cross-entropy loss for supervising per-point ob-
jectness confidence score called the Score Loss, Lscore.

Reference Understanding Losses:
5. Reference Loss, Lref , is a multi-class cross-entropy loss

to classify object referenced by the referring expressions.
6. A symmetric contrastive loss, Lcontrastive between sen-

tence features and the visual features to aid training.
Human Localization Losses:
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7. L2 loss between the predicted and ground truth human
joint locations.

8. A classification loss Llr over Wlr agg to classify the ges-
ture as left-handed or right-handed.

4.8. Training Details:

We utilize an iterative training approach where we first train
the PointGroup detector and gesture feature encoder for 20
epochs with a learning rate of 0.00005 with cosine anneal-
ing, using the Adam optimizer. At this step, loss term
Lsemantic, Loffset norm, Loffset dir, Lscore, Lhum and
Llr are enabled for optimization. Subsequently, we freeze
the PointGroup detector and the gesture feature encoder and
only enable the fusion module with the loss terms Lref and
Lcontrastive enabled for 20 epochs. This step trains the
comprehension module to comprehend verbal instruction.

5. Results
We use our new ImputeRefer dataset, to evaluate the per-
formance of various models for the 3D-ERU task. Im-
puteRefer includes 707 point-cloud scenes sourced from
the original ScanNetv2 dataset, augmented with human
pointing gestures and modified referring expressions as de-
scribed in Sections 3.1 and 3.2. Overall, our dataset en-
compasses 35, 581 samples, with 9, 391 designated as the
test dataset. Similar to previous 3D grounding research, we
adopt IoU@0.25 and IoU@0.5 as the evaluation metrics.
IoU@0.25 and IoU@0.5 deem a prediction as correct if the
Intersection over Union between the ground truth and pre-
dicted 3D bounding boxes ≥ 0.25 and ≥ 0.5, respectively.

5.1. Performance of Ges3ViG for 3D-ERU

Table 1 presents a comparison of the accuracy of Ges3ViG
against current state-of-the-art models for 3D visual
grounding, both with and without gesture support. No-
tably, ScanERU is the only existing model that incorporates
gesture-enhanced 3D visual grounding. From the results, it
is evident that Ges3ViG surpasses ScanERU significantly,
achieving a 29.87% higher overall IoU@0.5 accuracy. In
the presence of ‘multiple’ distractors, Ges3ViG demon-
strates even more pronounced improvements of 32.71% in
IoU@0.5 over ScanERU.

Ges3ViG achieves significant performance improve-
ments over existing standard 3D visual grounding mod-
els that do not support pointing gestures. It surpasses
M3DRefCLIP, the current state-of-the-art in 3D visual
grounding, by 10.88%, 8.50%, and 8.93% for ‘unique’,
‘multiple’, and ‘overall’ categories respectively. These cu-
mulative performance gains across both standard 3D visual
grounding and gesture-enhanced models highlight the ef-
fectiveness of Ges3ViG in integrating both gestural and lin-
guistic reasoning within a unified architecture.

Table 1. Performance of Ges3ViG Vs baselines on ImputeRefer

Model unique multiple overall
IoU

@0.25
IoU

@0.5
IoU

@0.25
IoU

@0.5
IoU

@0.25
IoU

@0.5
without Gestures:
3DVG-Transformer [38] 71.56 50.66 31.35 21.54 39.17 27.20
HAM [7] 67.10 48.13 25.42 16.04 33.51 22.27
3DJCG [3] 75.93 59.19 40.34 30..61 47.24 36.16
RefMask-3D [18] 72.45 64.95 25.44 22.24 34.57 30.54
M3DRefCLIP [37] 77.32 60.15 62.62 47.27 65.53 49.78
with Gestures:
ScanERU [25] 71.6 52.79 31.91 23.06 39.54 28.84
Ges3ViG 84.60 71.03 67.57 55.77 70.85 58.71

Table 2. Effect of re-generated instructions in ImputeRefer

Text Inst. Source Average
No. of words

IoU@0.5 on Ges3ViG
unique multiple overall

From ScanRefer 19.18 71.77 56.75 59.69
Generated 10.52 71.03 55.77 58.71

Table 3. Ablation studies for Ges3ViG in ImputeRefer dataset

Model unique multiple overall
IoU

@0.25
IoU

@0.5
IoU

@0.25
IoU

@0.5
IoU

@0.25
IoU

@0.5
Ges3ViG w/o Gestures 69.26 48.84 52.58 37.32 55.79 39.54
Ges3ViG noHumanLoss 68.76 48.57 58.75 42.31 60.68 43.51
Ges3ViG noEF onlyLF 69.43 49.28 54.81 39.02 57.62 41.00
Ges3ViG onlyEF noLF 83.71 70.09 66.47 54.92 69.93 58.05
Ges3ViG random LF 84.0 70.6 66.1 54.6 69.6 57.7
Ges3ViG onlyGest 15.29 11.81 12.46 9.80 13.0 10.18
Ges3ViG ConstantLang 51.05 43.87 44.89 36.78 46.08 38.15
Ges3ViG 84.60 71.03 67.57 55.77 70.85 58.71

5.2. Evaluating Imputer Augmentation for 3D-ERU

We evaluate the impact of Imputer augmentation on
Gesture-enhanced 3D visual grounding in Table 2. While
all results here use the Ges3ViG model, the first row (Scan-
Refer) simply integrates the human pointing gestures into
the scene while retaining the original pointing-unaware
ScanRefer verbal instructions. We find that a ScanRefer in-
struction contains a substantially higher average word count
per language description (19.18 words) compared to Imput-
eRefer (10.52 words), indicating that ScanRefer likely has
many redundant words. However, using the ScanRefer text
instructions only results in a slightly better overall IoU@0.5
(59.69%) than using the referring expressions in ImputeRe-
fer (58.71%), despite the detailed verbal description. In
practice, however, humans generally use short verbal de-
scriptions when using a pointing gesture, justifying our cu-
ration of pointing-augmented ImputeRefer dataset. Further-
more, compared to the average human-to-target distance of
∼1.24 meters in the shared subset of ScanERU instructions
that we obtained, ImputeRefer has an average distance of
∼2.31 meters. This approx. 2× increase in distance in-
creases the complexity of gestural reasoning needed.
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5.3. Ablation Studies
Table 3 summarizes the results of an ablation study to eval-
uate the effectiveness of early fusion, late fusion and human
localization loss. We consider the following variants:
• Ges3ViG w/o Gestures Ges3ViG without any gestural rea-

soning and only relying on language-based reasoning.
• Ges3ViG onlyEF noLF integrates the gesture information

only once at the early fusion and disables the late fusion
of gesture information by assigning a weight of 0 to the
gesture branch in late fusion.

• Ges3ViG noEF onlyLF integrates the gesture information
only at the late weighted fusion stage and skips the early
fusion block. To simulate this variant, we re-train this
variant from scratch by directly feeding the language fea-
tures to the fusion module (by-passing early fusion).

• Ges3ViG random LF uses the full Ges3ViG pipeline but
with random weights in the late fusion.

• Ges3ViG onlyGest relies solely on the gesture and ignores
all language information by assigning a full bias weight
of 1 to the gesture branch in weighted late fusion.

• Ges3ViG noHumanLoss does not include the human local-
ization loss component in the loss calculation. This net-
work is also obtained by re-training from scratch.

• Ges3ViG ConstantLang All language references set to “This
object”, forcing the model to heavily rely on pointing.
From Table 3, we observe that early fusion is more ef-

fective than late fusion for fusing the referential modalities
as Ges3ViG onlyEF noLF provides significantly high perfor-
mance than Ges3ViG noEF onlyLF. But the performance of
Ges3ViG onlyEF noLF is still slightly lower than Ges3ViG.
The performance of Ges3ViG random LF is even lower than
Ges3ViG noEF onlyLF, showing that the weighted late fusion
is meaningful as it provides a small boost in accuracy as
compared to early fusion. We further note that ignoring
the human localization loss causes a significant difference
of about 15% in IoU@0.5 for Ges3ViG noHumanLoss when
compared to Ges3ViG. This underscores the importance of
learning to localize the human accurately. Ges3ViG stands
out as the first unified model that performs human locali-
sation and reference understanding. Ges3ViG onlyGest vari-
ant that relies solely on gestural scores achieves signifi-
cantly lower IoU@0.5 of 10.18% compared to Ges3ViG
(58.71%). Similarly, Ges3ViG ConstantLang which relies heav-
ily on pointing with the same language reference used
across the dataset achieves significantly lower IoU@0.5
of 38.15%. These findings are supported by prior studies
[33, 34] that showed that language references are impor-
tant for reference understanding when the target object is
further away from the human, and in contrast to ScanERU,
where the pointing was done from a much closer distance.
This result also shows that Gemini’s language instructions
in ImputeRefer are meaningful and useful.

Figure 5 summarizes the effect of distance between the

Figure 5. Accuracy at different distance ranges for 3D-ERU

human and the target object on the accuracy of Ges3ViG
model variants and baselines. For this analysis, we di-
vided the test set of ImputeRefer into the following four
distance ranges, using Hall’s interpersonal distance classi-
fication [17]— Intimate (x < 0.46m), Personal (0.46m ≤
x < 1.22m), Social (1.22m ≤ x < 3.70m), and Pub-
lic (x ≥ 3.70m). The test set of ImputeRefer contained 0
samples for the Intimate distance range, 1391 for Personal,
6909 for Social, and 1097 for Public distance ranges. Us-
ing this division, we plotted the variation in IoU@0.25 and
IoU@0.5 across the distances in Figure 5. Across all mod-
els with gestural reasoning, we consistently observed a de-
cline in accuracy metrics as distance increased, indicating
that 3D-ERU becomes progressively more challenging as
the human-to-object distance grows. We also find that the
drop in IoU@0.5 is more pronounced for larger distances.
In contrast, M3DRefCLIP, a model without gestural reason-
ing, does not exhibit a decreasing pattern of accuracy as dis-
tance increases. To ensure that gesture information is com-
pletely excluded from this study on M3DRefCLIP, we re-
moved the human avatar from the scene. On the other hand,
Ges3ViG ConstantLang, a model completely relying on point-
ing gestures, exhibits a clear decreasing pattern of accuracy
with increasing human-to-object distance.

6. Conclusion
We have demonstrated the design and performance of an
enhanced model for 3D-ERU tasks, where humans refer to
target objects via both gesture and verbal cues. We first
introduced the Imputer framework to automatically aug-
ment existing 3D-REC datasets with pointing gesture cues
and used it to create a challenging benchmark dataset for
3D-ERU, named ImputeRefer. We then introduced the
novel Ges3ViG model that jointly (a) localizes the human
in the 3D scene, (b) comprehends the pointing gesture, and
(c) fuses language and gestural cues to accurately identify
the 3D location of the target object. Ges3ViG and Imput-
eRefer establish a new benchmark for the 3D-ERU task, by
achieving 29.5% higher accuracy compared to prior work.
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