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Soft Masked Transformer for Point Cloud
Processing with Skip Attention-Based Upsampling
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Abstract—Point cloud processing methods leverage local and
global point features to cater to downstream tasks, yet they often
overlook the task-level context inherent in point clouds during the
encoding stage. We argue that integrating task-level information
into the encoding stage significantly enhances performance. To
that end, we propose SMTransformer which incorporates task-
level information into a vector-based transformer by utilizing a
soft mask generated from task-level queries and keys to learn the
attention weights. Additionally, to facilitate effective communi-
cation between features from the encoding and decoding layers
in high-level tasks such as segmentation, we introduce a skip-
attention-based up-sampling block. This block dynamically fuses
features from various resolution points across the encoding and
decoding layers. To mitigate the increase in network parameters
and training time resulting from the complexity of the afore-
mentioned blocks, we propose a novel shared position encoding
strategy. This strategy allows various transformer blocks to
share the same position information over the same resolution
points, thereby reducing network parameters and training time
without compromising accuracy. Experimental comparisons with
existing methods on multiple datasets demonstrate the efficacy of
SMTransformer and skip-attention-based up-sampling for point
cloud processing tasks, including semantic segmentation and
classification. In particular, we achieve state-of-the-art semantic
segmentation results of 73.4% mloU on S3DIS Area 5 and 62.4%
mloU on SWAN dataset.

Index Terms—Deep learning, 3D point clouds, Soft mask,
Transformer, Attention-based up-sampling.

I. INTRODUCTION

With the rapid development of 3D sensors such as LiDARs
and depth cameras, the accessibility of 3D point cloud data
has dramatically increased. Consequently, its importance is
growing across various applications, such as autonomous
driving [1], [2], robotics [3], and industrial automation [4].
Techniques for processing 3D point clouds have attracted
the interest of many researchers. Effectively learning features
from 3D point clouds is challenging due to its irregular
nature, as opposed to regular grid like structure of images.
Inspired by the success of grid convolutions, several methods
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have been proposed to transform irregular point clouds into
regular representations, including projected images [5], [6], or
voxels [7], [8]. However, the discretisation process inevitably
sacrifices significant geometric information.

Early approaches learn features from raw point clouds by
employing a shared multi-layer perceptron (MLP) on each
point and use symmetric functions (e.g., max-pooling) to
aggregate the most prominent features over the receptive
field. However, this design ignores local structures crucial
for shape representation. Inspired by 2D grid convolutions,
point convolutions utilize correlation functions to quantify
connections among points, enabling the model to leverage
local features (e.g., edges, corners, surfaces) and contextual
information (e.g., scene layout). Some point convolutions use
weight functions to learn weights from various local point
geometric connections, such as point coordinates, coordinate
differences, distances, etc., [9], [10], [11], [12]. Others asso-
ciate coefficients (derived from point coordinates) [13], [14],
[15] with weight functions to adjust the learned weights.

In contrast to point convolution, the point transformer
focuses on learning feature connections and attention maps
between point features through a scalar or vector-based at-
tention mechanism globally [16], [17], [18], [19], [20], [21]
or over a local receptive field [22], [23]. Recently, with the
help of position encoding, the aggregation ability of point
transformers has seen significantly improvement. While point
transformers are powerful learners, they generally fall short
of simultaneously exploiting local features and global context,
failing to establish communication between the two. Current
point convolution and transformer based approaches strive
to enhance the encoder and decoder designs to facilitate
proficient point connection learning for improved performance
on downstream tasks such as segmentation, detection and clas-
sification. However, these methods often overlook capturing
the task-level contextual information of the entire point cloud
which results in sub-optimal performance on the target task,
such as inaccurate predictions when segmenting small objects
with intricate boundaries.

To address the aforementioned issues, we propose a
Soft Masked Transformer (SMTransformer) that incorporates
task-level contextual information into attention mechanisms
and utilises this information to guide local feature learning
softly. Specifically, the SMTransformer predicts task score
keys and queries over the global receptive field and then
obtains a soft mask from these keys and queries to re-weight
the local attention map.

To establish communication between encoder and decoder



layers, conventional point transformer networks typically in-
corporate skip connections and fusion within the up-sampling
block of the decoder layer. However, this straightforward
fusion approach may not dynamically blend features from
the encoder and decoder layers. Furthermore, these operations
are limited to the same resolution point cloud i.e. there is
no communication between points at different resolutions. To
address this challenge, we introduce a novel Skip-Attention-
based up-sampling Block (SAUB). This block initially aug-
ments the resolution of low-resolution points at the position
level, while preserving their original features. Subsequently,
it learns attention maps to establish meaningful connections
by skip attention between low-resolution and high-resolution
point features.

Moreover, in conventional networks, different point trans-
former blocks often employ distinct position encoding infor-
mation for the same resolution. This increases the network pa-
rameters and the training time. Intuitively, the same resolution
points in the network have the same position information, a
characteristic independent of the number and location of point
transformers.

Motivation and Contributions: The motivation for this
paper lies in addressing the limitations of existing point
cloud processing methods. While existing methods effectively
utilize local and global point features, they often neglect the
inherent task-level context in point clouds during the encoding
stage. This oversight can lead to sub-optimal performance
in downstream tasks. To overcome this challenge, the pa-
per proposes the SMTransformer, which integrates task-level
information into the encoding stage by introducing a soft
mask generated from task-level queries and keys to adjust the
attention weights. Additionally, this paper introduces a skip-
attention-based up-sampling block to enhance communication
between features from encoding layers over different resolu-
tions, particularly in high-level tasks like segmentation. To
further improve efficiency, a novel shared position encoding
strategy is proposed to reduce network parameters and training
time without sacrificing accuracy. These innovations aim to
enhance the performance, effectiveness and efficiency of point
cloud processing methods in general. To summarize, our
contributions are threefold:

e« We propose a Soft Masked Transformer block, which
integrates task-level information into the attention mech-
anism, enhancing its effectiveness for downstream tasks
such as semantic segmentation and classification.

o We introduce a Skip Attention-based Up-sampling block,
which dynamically combines features from different res-
olution points across the encoding layers, improving the
model’s ability to capture contextual information.

o We present a shared position encoding strategy, which
reduces network parameters by 24.3% and training time
by 33.3%. This strategy enhances the efficiency of the
network without sacrificing performance.

We conduct extensive experiments on benchmark datasets to
showcase the effectiveness of our proposed method and their
robust generalization across various tasks, including indoor
semantic segmentation, outdoor semantic segmentation, and

object classification. Our method consistently achieves com-
petitive results compared to existing point transformer-based
approaches. Particularly noteworthy is our method’s achieve-
ment of state-of-the-art semantic segmentation performance,
attaining the remarkable mIoU of 73.4% on the S3DIS Area
5 and 62.4% on the SWAN dataset without any pre-training.

II. RELATED WORK

A. Point-based Methods

Aiming to maximize the preservation of geometric infor-
mation in point clouds, state-of-the-art methods prefer to
directly process the raw point clouds. The development of
the most important unit (i.e., local aggregation) in the point
cloud processing network can be broadly divided into three
categories explained below.

1) MLP-Based Approaches: PointNet [24] is considered
a milestone in point cloud based deep learning. It employs
shared MLPs to leverage point-wise features and utilizes a
symmetric function such as max-pooling to aggregate these
features into global representations. However, the network’s
performance is limited as it does not account for the spatial
relationships among local points, which are crucial for vision
tasks. To address this issue, hierarchical architectures have
been proposed to aggregate local features with MLPs [25],
[26] such that the model can benefit from efficient sampling
and grouping of the point set. Recent works [27]-[29] have
focused on enhancing point-wise features by hand-crafting
geometric connections such as curves, triangles, umbrella ori-
entation, or affine transformations. Additionally, graphs have
been introduced to points [20], [30]-[35] and subsequent geo-
metric representations, such as edges, contours, curvature, and
connectivity. However, these strategies might lack generality
due to the need to optimize hyperparameters for hand-crafted
representations or graphs across datasets with varying densities
or shape styles.

2) Convolution-Based Approaches: Inspired by the success
of 2D convolution, various works have successively proposed
novel point convolutions on points or point graphs. These
methods dynamically learn convolutional weights through
functions derived from local geometric connections. A popular
category of methods in this domain focuses on designing
weight functions. Among these, some approximate the weight
function using MLPs [13], [14], [33], [36]-[39], spline func-
tions [11], a family of polynomial functions [12], or standard
unparameterized Fourier functions [40]. Unlike these methods
with dynamic convolution kernels, KCNet [9] and KPConv
[10] predefine a set of fixed kernels (i.e., template points) in
the local receptive field and then learn the weights on these
kernels from the geometric connections between local points
and template points using Gaussian and linear correlation
functions, respectively. However, the number and position of
kernel points need to be optimized for different datasets. An-
other approach [13]-[15] associates coefficients with kernels
to further adjust the learned weights, where the coefficients
are obtained through kernel density estimation, inverse density
functions, and fuzzy functions of point coordinates.



3) Transformer-Based Approaches: Unlike convolution-
based methods, which learn convolutional weights from low-
level point coordinates, attention mechanisms learn attention
weights from the connections between point features, thereby
exploiting high-level contextual information. Motivated by the
success of attention mechanisms in natural language process-
ing and image processing tasks, early methods applied self-
attention to global points through scalar dot-product [16]-
[21], but suffered from high computational costs. These early
attention-based methods did not demonstrate superior perfor-
mance due to the lack of employing position encoding.

The Point Transformer [23] introduces local vector attention
to the local points. Additionally, it emphasizes the signif-
icance of point position encoding. Subsequent work, Point
Transformer V2 [22], incorporates multi-grouping into vector
attention inspired by the multi-head strategy. It also enhances
position encoding by introducing an additional multiplier to
the relation vector, which facilitates learning complex posi-
tional relations.

To exploit long-range contextual information, the Stratified
Transformer [41] densely selects nearby points over a cubic
window and sparsely selects distant points. This stratified strat-
egy enlarges the effective receptive field without incurring too
much computational overhead. However, by using a window-
based approach, the Stratified Transformer focuses on an
expanded local region rather than the global region. Moreover,
hyper-parameters such as the window size and number of
distant points must be optimized for different datasets with
varying densities.

B. Up-sampling in 3D Point Clouds

The hierarchical architecture of a network is instrumental
in learning long-range contextual information through down-
sampling and grouping operations. Up-sampling involves in-
terpolating new points between known points and adjusting the
features of these new points based on their mutual distance to
propagate the learned context features to each point. Compared
to the extensive research on down-sampling [14], [18], [21],
[42], [43] and grouping operations [20], [25], [26], [33],
[34], [37], [44]-[46], few works specifically emphasize the
up-sampling operation. In the Point Transformer [23], the
transition up module uses an interpolation operation to recover
new point features from known point features through indexing
and then integrates these features with those from the encoding
layer via a skip connection. Similarly, in Point Transformer
V2 [22], the fusion of encoding and decoding layer features
is achieved through a skip connection. The distinguishing
factor here is that the new point features are unpooled by grid
unpooling instead of interpolation. While these methods are
simple, they lack semantic awareness and ignore the contextual
connection between the encoding and decoding layers.

Our survey highlights several gaps of in current point cloud
processing methods. Their fundamental unit, such as point
MLP, convolution, transformer, completely ignores task-level
information which then leads to sub-optimal performance in
downstream tasks. Moreover, the upsampling methods do not
effectively communicate between the encoding layers over

different resolution points to refine the context information
for high-level tasks. Motivated by these gaps, we propose a
soft-masked transformer and skip-attention-based upsampling.
Moreover, we propose shared position encoding to reduce the
network parameters and training time.

III. METHOD

We revisit the two classical local vector attention-based
point transformers, namely Point Transformer and Point Trans-
former V2, in Section III-A. Then, we present the SMTrans-
former block in Section III-B, followed by our skip attention-
based up-sampling block in Section III-C. We introduce the
shared position encoding strategy in Section III-D, and finally,
in Section III-E, we provide details about our network.

A. Rethinking Vector Attention based Transformer

Denote a point cloud p; € RV*3 (where p; defines point
positions) and its corresponding features f; € RVXC. f; is
a feature vector that may contain attributes such as normal
vectors and colour of the surface. N and C are the number
of points and feature channels, respectively. We denote the K
neighbors of p; as p;; € RY*K*3 and their corresponding
features as f;; € RN*KXC The position over the local
receptive field can be expressed as Ap;;. Point Transformer
[23] on point cloud p; can be expressed as,

K
Gi=> A(KLeQhea)o(Viea),
j=1

where Q{ € RV*C is the query matrices of f;. Kifj and
Vil € RVXKXC gre the key and value matrices of f;;. The
subtraction operation © between Q{ and K ZJ; is performed via
broadcasting to ensure dimension compatibility. &, = d,(Ap;;)
is the position encoding bias function. A(-) donates the local
vector attention function, implemented by MLP, followed by
the softmax. )  stands for the symmetric operation (SOP)
(e.g. summation) and © is the element-wise multiplication
operation. @ is the element-wise addition operation and G;
is the output feature of transformer.

To exploit the more complex geometric relationships be-
tween points, Point Transformer V2 [22] strengthens the
position encoding with an additional multiplier to the relation
feature vector (i.e. KZ]; — Q{ ), which can be formulated as,

K
Gi=Y AGn(K[oQhes)o (Viaa), @
j=1
where d,, = J,,(Ap;;) is the position encoding multiplier

function. The diagram of the above two classical point trans-
former are illustrated as Fig. 1.(a)(b). The attention function
A(-) learns robust weights from the rich relationships, includ-
ing the low-level geometric relationship (i.e. relation position)
and the high-level contextual relationship (i.e. relation feature).
Despite the overarching influence of the task on the entire
network, the fundamental unit transformer overlooks task-level
information, resulting in the loss of crucial task-related details
(e.g. semantic information) during the encoding and decoding
stages.



B. Soft Masked Transformer Block (SMTB)

We propose a novel soft-masked transformer for point cloud
processing. The soft-masked transformer can be expressed as,

G = SMTransformer(fi),

where S () is the soft mask function, which re-weights the
attention weights. &(-) is the enhanced position encoding
function, learning more complex relationships between points.
We introduce them in detail in the following text.

1) Soft Mask: The soft mask can be interpreted as the
learnable coefficient of the attention function. Its significance
lies in modelling the semantic context, a prior for calculating
a task score difference. This difference is then used to softly
mask the attention weights at the point level rather than the
channel level. Inspired by the vector attention, SMTransformer
divides the features f; into two entities: the scoring query Q3
and score key K?., separately.

iy

where the W and W} (RN*C 5 RNXTY are prediction
functions implemented as linear layers followed by softmax,
where T is the number of the task classes. G[-] is the grouping
operation to obtain the task scores of neighbour points at

point p;. The soft mask is generated from the score difference
(K — Qf) € RVXEXT g

S(-) = S(Q7, K};) = ||[Max(Norm(

3)

VeA(KLeQh @) o (V]es),

K5 0Q)|l2, (5

where the Max(-) is the maximum, Norm(-) is Min-Max
Normalization, and ||-||2 is the Euclidean Norm. The soft mask
consists of real numbers ranging between O and 1, typically
representing the probability values of identical labels among
different points. This allows the model to assign higher im-
portance to neighbouring points with distinct predicted labels.
Taking segmentation as an example, the soft mask enhances
the robustness of attention weights around class boundaries.
Unlike traditional hard masks (i.e., binary masks), soft masks
are more flexible and efficient as they do not require explicit
rules or conditions for determination.

2) Enhanced Position Encoding: Most existing position
encoding methods in local point transformers focus solely
on local positions. While this approach greatly assists the
transformer in understanding local shapes, it struggles to
capture long-range shapes beyond the limited local receptive
field. Therefore, global position encoding is equally important
as local position encoding. Similarly, SMTransformer encodes
the global point position into two entities: position query Q7
and position key Kj;.

Q7 = Wi(pi), = G[Q7], (6)

where the W2 (RY*3 — RV*C) are global position encoding
functions, implemented as MLPs. The local relative position
information can be expressed as (K?, — Q%) @ Ap;;, where the
© donates the concatenation operation. The enhanced position
encoding can be expressed as,

6(-) = 6((KL, — QY) @ Apyj), ©)
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Fig. 1. Comparison of the attention, position encoding in Transformers. (a)
The vector attention with position encoding bias in Point Transformer, see
Eq.(1). (b) The vector attention with position encoding multiplier in Point
Transformer V2, see Eq.(2). (c) The vector attention with soft mask and
enhanced position encoding bias in our proposed SMTransformer, see Eq.(3).

where the ¢ is the local position encoding function im-
plemented by MLPs. By constructing the Query and Key
matrices of global point position, SMTransformer can bypass
the local receptive field limitation to learn the global geometric
information.

To compare the differences between SMTransformer and the
classical vector attention-based point transformer, we illustrate
their architectures in Fig. 1. There are two key distinctions:

i) Both Point Transformer and Point Transformer V2 em-
phasize learning contextual relationships. In contrast, SM-
Transformer not only grasps contextual relationships through
vector attention but also integrates a soft mask as the coeffi-
cient with the attention function, driven from the task at hand.

ii) Point Transformer and Point Transformer V2 both effec-
tively capture local fine-grained details through local position
encoding. In contrast, SMTransformer introduces an inno-
vative enhanced position encoding that represents positions
across the global point cloud, enabling modelling of the
global shape without being confined to local receptive fields.
Additionally, it encodes positions across local points, allowing
for learning fine-grained details.

Residual connections are instrumental in training deep neu-
ral networks, facilitating gradient flow during backpropaga-
tion. Therefore, we combine the Soft Masked Transformer
with residual connections to construct a transformer block. As
illustrated in Fig. 4.(b), the Soft Masked Transformer Block
(SMTB) can be expressed as,

fi = Linear(fin1),
G; = SMTransformer( f;), ®)

fout1 = Linear(G; & fi),

where f;,1 is the input feature and f,,¢; is the output feature
of SMTB. The projection layer Linear() is achieved through
a series of layers, including one linear layer, one batch
normalization layer, and one Relu layer.

C. Skip Attention-based Up-sampling Block (SAUB)

To facilitate deep communication between features over
various resolution points, we introduce a skip attention-based
up-sampling block that combines conventional unpooling with



a learnable unit to learn and refine contextual information
between features from the encoding and decoding layers across
different resolutions.

As illustrated in Fig. 4.(c), given the skip feature I f, €
RM*Cn and skip feature II f; € R™X“ from the two
adjacent encoding layers over the low and high-resolution
points, respectively. To build the communication between the
different resolution point features, we first balance their feature
dimension and point resolution,

fmia = Gridup (Linear(fin2 @ f1)), )

where the Linear() serves as the projection layer; its primary
role involves integrating both the input features f;,> and skip
features II f;, thereby augmenting the dimension of low-
resolution point features to match that of high-resolution point
features (R™*¢t — R™*Cn) where m is the number of
low-resolution points. The Gridup is the common practice of
unpooling, implemented by grid-based unpooling, to augment
the resolution (R™*» — RM*Ch) where M is the number
of high-resolution points. By the above two steps, the low-
resolution features are expanded in terms of feature dimension
and point resolution.

To build deep communication between the expanded low-
resolution features and skip features I, we propose the skip
attention,

Qi = wq(f1), Kij = Glw(fmia)], Vij = Glwy(fmia)], (10)

G = ZA((Kij 0Q:)® 5()) © (Vij ©® 5('))’

j=1

Y

where §(-) is the proposed enhanced position encoding. G3“
is the output of skip attention. The skip attention use @,
derived from high-resolution features f;, as query and K,
derived from expanded low-resolution features f;,;q to learn
the contextual connection (i.e. attention map) between differ-
ent resolution points.

To prevent the loss of some important information, we
utilize a residual connection, concentrating the output on the
input of skip attention and skip features,

Foutz = Linear(G:* & f & fonia)- (12)

To compare the differences between SAUB and classical
upsampling block ( i.e. Transition up [22]), we illustrate their
diagrams in Fig. 2. The key differences lie in two aspects:

i) The classical upsampling block only learns the connection
between features from the encoding and decoding layers over
the same resolution points. In contrast, our proposed SAUB
can learn the connection between features from the encoding
and decoding layers of different resolution points.

ii) The classical upsampling block uses a simple skip
connection to learn the contextual information between the
features from the encoding and decoding layers. However,
we propose skip attention to refine the contextual information
between the features.

skip (b) skip

(a) : MxCy oties
features 1 skip features 1
Linear features 11
mxC |§ mxC
—5 2 b— —()—
input |~ input

Sfeatures Sfeatures

Fig. 2. Comparison of (a) Transition up and (b) Skip attention-based up-
sampling. ‘interpo.’” stands for the interpolation operation. ‘grid up’ stands for
the grid-based unpooling. ‘SA’ donates the skip attention.

D. Shared Position Encoding

In conventional point transformer networks, several trans-
former blocks typically utilize different position encoding
information within the same encoding or decoding layer across
resolution points. We refer to this practice as unshared position
encoding. Intuitively, points within the same position in the
point cloud should have the same position information. Build-
ing on this intuition, we propose the shared position encoding
strategy. Under this strategy, transformer blocks within the
same encoding or decoding layer share identical position
encoding information across resolution points. This approach
enhances network robustness and efficiency, particularly in
large-scale scene processing. Their comparison is illustrated in
Fig. 3. The robustness and efficiency experiments are provided
in Section IV-D.

(a) un-shared position encoding

(b) shared position encoding

Fig. 3. (a) Unshared position encoding: Various transformer blocks (coloured
in grey) within the same encoding or decoding layer (coloured in yellow),
operating over the same resolution point cloud, require different position infor-
mation (coloured in blue). (b) Shared position encoding: Various transformer
blocks within the encoding and decoding layers share position information
over the same resolution point cloud.

E. Network Architecture

We employ a U-Net-like architecture comprising five en-
coding and decoding layers with skip connections for the
semantic segmentation task. The first encoding and decoding
layers consist of one MLP and SMTransformer block. The
subsequent encoding layers incorporate one Grid Pooling layer
[22] followed by several SMTransformer blocks. The number
of SMTransformer blocks in the five encoding layers is [1, 2,
2, 6, 2]. The subsequent decoding layers consist of one skip
attention-based up-sampling block and one SMTransformer
block. We set the feature dimensions C' as [32, 64, 128, 256,
512] for the 5 encoding and decoding layers. At the network’s
end, we append an MLP to predict the final point-wise
labels. The network architecture for semantic segmentation is
illustrated in Fig. 4.(a).

For the classification task, we utilize the basic PointNext
[47] as the backbone and replace one SMTransformer block
with an MLPs block to form the new network architecture
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for classification. Further details regarding the configurations
of the segmentation and classification networks are in Section
IV.

IV. EXPERIMENTAL RESULTS

We evaluate our network on three tasks namely, seman-
tic segmentation of indoor scenes, semantic segmentation of
outdoor scenes, and shape classification. We also perform
detailed ablation studies to demonstrate the effectiveness and
robustness of the proposed Soft Mask Transformer Block, Skip
Attention-based up-sampling Block and the Shared Position
Encoding strategy.

A. Indoor Semantic Segmentation

Datasets: We evaluate our network on two large-scale in-
door scene datasets, namely S3DIS [62] and ScanNetV2 [63].
The S3DIS dataset consists of RGB-D point clouds annotated
point-wise with 13 classes. It encompasses 271 rooms from
6 large-scale indoor scenes, totalling 6020 square meters. We
utilize 6-dimensional point features, including 3-dimensional
normalized colour and 3-dimensional normalized location. For
evaluation, we conduct a 6-fold cross-validation on S3DIS and
focus more extensively on comparisons using Area 5 as the
test set, which is distinct from the other areas and not within
the same building.

The ScanNetV2 dataset comprises coloured point clouds of
indoor scenes with point-wise semantic labels for 20 object
categories. It is divided into 1201 scenes for training and
312 for validation. Our approach utilizes 9-dimensional point
features corresponding to 3-dimensional normalized colour, 3-
dimensional normalized location, and 3-dimensional normals.

Network Configurations: For semantic segmentation on
S3DIS, we set the voxel size as 4cm and the maximum number
of voxels to 60,000. We adopt the SGD optimizer and weight
decay as 0.0001. The base learning rate is set as 0.4 and the
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(a) Network architecture for semantic segmentation. (b) Soft masked transformer block and (c) skip attention-based up-sampling block.

learning rate is scheduled by the MultiStepLR at the 402 and
80th epoch. We train and test the model with batch size 16 and
8 on 4 GPUs, respectively. We adopt random scaling, random
flip, chromatic contrast, chromatic translation, chromatic jitter
and hue saturation translation to augment training data. We set
the grid size in grid pooling as [0.08, 0.1, 0.2, 0.4]cm and the
number of neighbour points in SMTransformer as 16.

On ScanNet, we set the voxel size as 2cm and the maximum
number of voxels to 100,000. We use the Adam optimizer,
where the weight decay is set as 0.02. The base learning
rate is set as 0.02 and the learning rate is scheduled by the
MultiStepLR every 40 epochs. We train and test the model
with batch size 24 on 4 GPUs. We adopt random rotation,
random scaling, random flip, elastic distortion, chromatic con-
trast, chromatic translation, chromatic jitter and hue saturation
translation to augment training data. The grid size is set as
[0.04, 0.12, 0.36, 1.08]cm, and the number of neighbour points
is set as 16. During the test, the network uses the test time
augmentation, following the Point Transformer V2 [22] and
Stratified Transformer [41].

Results: We compare our method with the recent state-of-
the-art on S3DIS dataset, using three metrics i.e. mean class-
wise intersection over union (mloU), mean overall accuracy
(mAcc) and overall accuracy (OA). Results are reported in
Table 1. Our network demonstrates superior performance on
all three metrics i.e. 73.4% mloU, 78.9% mAcc and 91.8%
OA. It achieves the top 2 results on 9 out of 13 classes
including ceiling, floor, wall, column, window, table, bookcase,
board, clutter. Notably, the segmentation performance of book-
case class exceeds the second-best method by 6.5% mloU.
Compared to the previous state-of-the-art point transformers
(e.g. Point Transformer V2 and Stratified Transformer), our
network outperforms them by 1.8% and 1.4% in terms of
mloU, respectively. Compared to the MLP-based method (e.g.
Point Vector), the performance of our method exceeds it by



TABLE I
SEMANTIC SEGMENTATION RESULTS ON THE S3DIS DATASET AREA-5. WE REPORT THE MEAN CLASS-WISE INTERSECTION OVER UNION (MIOU),
MEAN CLASS-WISE ACCURACY (MACC), AND OVERALL ACCURACY (OA). THE BEST RESULT IS HIGHLIGHTED IN BOLD, AND THE SECOND BEST IS

UNDERLINED.
Year Methods mloU | mAcc | OA | ceil. floor wall beam column window door chair table bookcase sofa board clut.
2017 CVPR | PointNet [24] 41.09 | 4898 | — |[88.80 97.33 69.80 0.05 3.92 46.26 10.76 52.61 5893 40.28 5.85 26.38 33.22
2018 NIPS PointCNN [36] 5726 | 63.86 | 859 | 923 982 794 0.0 17.6 22.8 62.1 744 80.6 31.7 66.7 62.1 56.7
2019 ICCV KPConv [10] 67.1 | 72.8 - 928 973 824 00 239 58.0 69.0 91.0 815 75.3 754 66.7 589
2020 PAMI | SPH3D-GCN [48] 59.5 | 659 - 933 97.1 8lL.1 00 332 45.8 438 79.7 869 332 715 541 537
2020 CVPR | PointANSL [21] 62.6 | 685 [87.7] 943 984 79.1 0.0 26.7 55.2 662 86.8 833 68.3 476 564 521
2020 CVPR | SegGCN [15] 63.6 | 70.4 - 937 98.6 80.6 0.0 28.5 42.6 745 80.9 88.7 69.0 713 444 543
2021 CVPR | PAConv [49] 66.6 | 73.0 - 945 98.6 824 00 26.4 58.0 60.0 89.7 804 743 69.8 735 577
2021 CVPR | BAAF-Net [50] 654 | 73.1 [88.9| 929 979 823 0.0 23.1 65.5 649 875 785 70.7 614 687 572
2021 ICCV | Point Transformer [23] 704 | 76.5 [ 90.8 | 94.0 985 863 0.0 38.0 63.4 743 824 89.1 80.2 743 760 593
2022 CVPR | CBL [51] 694 | 752 [90.6| 939 984 842 0.0 37.0 57.7 719 81.8 917 75.6 77.8 69.1 629
2022 CVPR | RepSurf-U [27] 68.9 | 76.0 |90.2 - - - - - - - - - - - - -
2022 CVPR | Stratified Transformer [41] | 72.0 | 78.1 | 91.5| - - - - - - - - - - - -
2022 ECCV | PointMixer [52] 714 | 774 - 942 982 860 0.0 43.8 62.1 785 822 908 79.8 739 785 594
2022 NIPS PointNeXt [47] 71.1 | 772 [91.0] 942 985 844 0.0 37.7 59.3 740 91.6 83.1 77.2 774 78.8 60.6
2022 NIPS PointTransformerV2 [22] 71.6 | 77.9 | 91.1 - - - - - - - - - - - - -
2023 TCSVT | LCPFormer [53] 70.2 | 76.8 |90.8 - - - - - - - - - - - - -
2023 TCSVT | SAKS [54] 68.8 | 740 [90.8 | 952 986 84.1 0.0 27.5 58.5 75.1 804 90.8 69.0 710 735 621
2023 TNNLS | PicassoNet++ [55] 710 | 772 |91.3 | 944 984 875 0.0 46.9 63.7 755 814 903 71.3 762 767 6l1.1
2023 CVPR | Point Vector [29] 723 | 78.1 |91.0] 951 98.6 851 0.0 414 60.8 76.7 921 844 77.2 82.0 851 614
SMTransformer(ours) 734 | 789 |91.8| 952 987 877 0.0 45.8 64.8 752 852 927 86.7 76.8 835 624
TABLE II
SEMANTIC SEGMENTATION RESULTS ON S3DIS WITH 6-FOLD CROSS VALIDATION.
Year Methods mloU | mAcc | OA | ceil. floor wall beam column window door chair table bookcase sofa board clut.
2017 CVPR | PointNet [24] 47.6 662 | 78.6 | 88.0 88.7 693 424 23.1 47.5 51.6 420 54.1 38.2 9.6 294 352
2018 NIPS | PointCNN [36] 65.4 75.6 | 88.1 | 948 973 758 633 51.7 58.4 572 69.1 71.6 61.2 39.1 522 58.6
2019 CVPR | PointWeb [30] 66.7 762 | 873|935 942 808 524 413 64.9 68.1 67.1 714 62.7 503 622 585
2019 ICCV | KPConv [10] 70.6 79.1 - 93.6 924 831 639 54.3 66.1 76.6 64.0 57.8 74.9 69.3 613 60.3
2020 PAMI | SPH3D-GCN [48] 68.9 779 | 83.6 | 933 962 819 586 55.9 55.9 717 824 721 64.5 485 548 604
2020 CVPR | PointANSL [21] 68.7 79.0 | 88.8 1953 979 819 470 48.0 67.3 705 778 713 60.4 507 63.0 628
2020 CVPR | RandLA-Net [42] 70.0 82.0 | 83.0|93.1 96.1 80.6 624 48.0 64.4 694 764 694 64.2 60.0 659 60.1
2021 CVPR | PAConv [49] 69.3 78.7 - 943 935 828 569 45.7 65.2 749 59.7 74.6 67.4 61.8 658 584
2021 CVPR | SCF-Net [56] 71.6 827 | 884|933 964 809 649 474 64.5 70.1 81.6 714 64.4 672 675 609
2021 CVPR | BAAF-Net [50] 72.2 83.1 | 889|933 968 8l1.6 619 49.5 65.4 733 837 720 64.3 675 67.0 624
2021 ICCV | Point Transformer [23] | 73.5 81.9 [90.2|943 975 847 55.6 58.1 66.1 782 741 T71.6 71.2 673 657 64.8
2022 NIPS | PointNeXt [47] 74.9 83.0 | 90.3 - - - - - - - - - - - - -
2022 CVPR | RepSurf-U [27] 74.3 82.6 | 90.8 - - - - - - - - - - - - -
2022 CVPR | CBL [51] 73.1 794 | 89.6 | 941 942 855 504 58.8 70.3 783 750 757 74.0 71.8 60.0 624
2023 CVPR | Point Vector [29] 784 | 86.1 | 919 - - - - - - - - - - - - -
SMTransformer(ours) | 79.0 869 | 919 | 974 983 894 68.0 66.1 70.4 784 826 84.0 78.5 722 732 685
TABLE III the-art results of 79.0% mloU, 86.9% mAcc and 91.9%

SEMANTIC SEGMENTATION RESULTS (MIOU) ON SCANNETV?2
VALIDATION AND TEST SET.

Year Methods Input | Val(%) | Test(%)
2018 NIPS PointNet++ [25] point | 55.7 53.5
2018 CVPR | SparseConvNet [57] voxel | 72.5 69.3
2019 CVPR | PointConv [13] point | 66.6 61.0
2020 CVPR | PointANSL [21] point | 63.5 66.6
2019 ICCV | MVPNet [58] point | 66.4 -
2019 ICCV | KPConv [10] point | 69.2 68.6
2019 3DV JointPointBased [59] point | 69.2 63.4
2019 CVPR | MinkowskiNet [60] voxel | 72.2 73.6
2022 CVPR | RepSurf-U [27] point | 70.0 -
2022 CVPR | Stratified Transformer [41] | point | 74.3 73.7
2021 CVPR | PointTransformer [23] point | 70.6 -
2022 CVPR | FastPointTransformer [61] | voxel | 72.0 -
2022 NIPS PointTransformerV2 [22] | point | 75.4 752
2023 TNNLS | PicassoNet++ [55] mesh - 69.2
SMTransformer (ours) point | 75.9 75.7

1.1% mloU. Compared to the LCPFormer and SAKS, our
method outperforms them by a large margin on all metrics.
Fig. 5. shows visualizations of our results on S3DIS area 5
in comparison to Point Transformer V2. We can see that our
method is more robust to the object boundaries.

Table II shows results with the 6-fold validation setting
on the S3DIS dataset. Our method again achieves state-of-

OA. It achieves the best results on 12 out of 13 classes
including ceiling, floor, wall, beam, column, window, door,
table, bookcase, sofa, board and clutter.

The ScanNetV2 validation and test set results are illustrated
in Table III. Compared to the Stratified Transformer, our
method exhibits a substantial improvement of +1.6% mloU
and +2.2% mloU on validation and test sets, respectively.
Against the Point Transformer V2, our method delivers en-
hanced performance with an improvement of (+0.5%, +0.5%
in terms of mloU) on the validation and test sets, respectively.

B. Outdoor Semantic Segmentation

Datasets: We conduct experiments on two popular datasets:
SemanticKITTI [74] and SWAN [72] dataset. The Se-
manticKITTI provides 22 sequence point clouds consisting
of 43,552 frames. Adhering to standard practice, we employ
sequences 0 to 10 (excluding 8) for training, use sequence 8
for validation and sequences 11 to 21 for testing. The labels
for the test set are exclusively available to the online server,
necessitating result submissions for remote evaluation. The
demanding SWAN dataset comprises 32 sequences of point
clouds totalling 10,000 frames and containing approximately
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Fig. 5. Visualization of semantic segmentation results on S3DIS Area-5. The red boxes highlight the object boundaries in the scenes where our proposed
SMTransformer performs particularly better than the Point Transformer V2 (PTv2).

TABLE IV
SEMANTIC SEGMENTATION RESULTS ON THE SEMANTICKITTI TEST SET. ‘*’ MEANS THE NETWORK IS PRE-TRAINED ON OTHER DATASETS.
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Year Methods E § g g g g E g g § i 3 -:‘5 2 § c?>)ﬁ E g g g
2017 NIPS | Pointnet++ [25] 201537 19 02 09 02 09 10 00 720 187 418 56 623 169 465 138 300 6.0 89
2018 ICRA | SqueezeSeg [64] 308|683 181 51 41 48 165 173 12 849 284 547 46 615 292 596 255 547 112 363
2019 ICRA | SqueezeSegV2 [65] 39.6 | 82.7 21.0 226 145 159 202 243 29 885 424 655 18.7 73.8 41.0 685 369 589 129 41.0
2019 IROS | RangNet++ [66] 5221914 257 344 257 230 383 388 4.8 918 650 752 27.8 874 586 805 551 646 479 559
2020 CVPR | PolarNet [67] 5431938 403 30.1 229 285 432 402 56 908 61.7 744 21.7 90.0 613 840 655 67.8 51.8 57.5
2021 CVPR | Cylinder3D [68] 689 [ 97.1 67.6 638 50.8 585 73.7 69.2 48.0 922 650 77.0 323 90.7 66.5 856 725 69.8 624 66.2
2021 CVPR | (AF)2-S3Net [69] 69.7 1945 654 86.8 392 41.1 80.7 804 743 913 688 725 535 879 632 702 685 537 615 71.0
2022 CVPR | PVKD [70] 712 197.0 679 693 535 60.2 75.1 73.5 505 91.8 709 775 41.0 924 694 86.5 738 719 649 658
2022 ECCV | 2DPASS [71] 729 197.0 63.6 634 61.1 615 779 813 74.1 89.7 674 747 40.0 93.5 729 862 739 710 650 704
2023 TITS | SAT3D [72] 613945 42.1 456 216 394 634 612 186 91.8 68.6 773 272 91.8 678 858 703 715 60.3 649
2023 ICCV | RangFormer* [73] 7331967 694 737 599 662 78.1 759 58.1 924 73.0 788 424 923 70.1 86.6 733 728 664 66.6
SMTransformer(ours) | 74.9 | 97.3 664 658 67.2 682 803 827 765 92.8 714 823 382 928 70.6 86.1 74.5 705 67.2 723

0.9 billion points. Sequences 0 to 23 are allocated for training,
while sequences 24 to 31 are designated for testing.

Network Configurations: For semantic segmentation on Se-
manticKITTI, we set the voxel size as Scm and the maximum
number of voxels to 100,000. We use the AdamW optimizer
and weight decay as 0.02. The base learning rate is set as
0.004 and the learning rate is scheduled by the Cosine. We
adopt rotation, flip, scaling, and transformation to augment
training data. On SWAN, we opt not to employ voxelization
to reduce point resolution; instead, we directly process the raw
point cloud data. We set the maximum number of points to
80,000. We use the AdamW optimizer and set weight decay
as 0.04. The base learning rate is set as 0.004 and the learning
rate is scheduled by the MultiStepLR. We use the same data
augmentation as the ones on SemanticKITTI to preprocess the
input data. Our model undergoes training and testing phases
with a batch size of 16 and 8 distributed across 4 GPUs.

Results: Table IV presents the outcomes of our network
alongside results from well-established methods on the Se-
manticKITTI dataset. Our approach demonstrates commend-
able performance, achieving 74.9% mloU. Notably, compared
to the cutting-edge projection-based method RangFormer,

which is pre-trained on other datasets, our method exhibits
superior performance (+1.6%) without any pre-training. Fur-
thermore, our proposed method surpasses voxel partitioning
and 3D convolution-based techniques, such as Cylinder3D,
2DPASS, and PVKD. Importantly, our model showcases a
remarkable understanding of certain small object categories,
including poles, traffic signs and motorcyclists. Fig. 6 shows
visualizations of our results on SemanticKITTI validation set.

We present the results for 20 classes of interest in the SWAN
test frames in Table V. We compare our results to PointNet++
[22], PointConv [13], Cylinder3D [68], PolarNet [67], ©)-CNN
[75] and SAT3D [72]. As depicted in Table V, the mIoU values
for these compared methods on the SWAN dataset are lower
than those on the semanticKITTI dataset. This discrepancy can
be attributed to the heightened complexity of the scenes in the
SWAN dataset which was captured in dense central business
district are of the city of Perth, Australia. Notably, on this
dataset, our method demonstrates the best performance with
a remarkable improvement of +4.2% in mloU compared to
the nearest competitor SAT3D. Our method is generally able
to show remarkable prediction accuracy towards some small
objects, including light poles, traffic sign and pedestrians.



TABLE V
SEMANTIC SEGMENTATION RESULTS ON THE SWAN TEST SET.
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Pointnet++ [25] 1450312 73 47 90 00 48 00 339 127 595 684 00 137 90 69 159 10 21 11.0 00
PointConv [13] 3731537 205 365 196 52 687 77 610 525 742 771 423 19.6 389 2211 451 267 273 404 64
-CNN [75] 39.8 1485 252 31.1 224 42 776 73 690 562 739 756 47.1 230 46.1 30.1 57.0 29.1 258 382 94
PolarNet [67] 40.5 | 78.1 203 21.6 46 153 180 83 84.0 309 919 927 547 334 295 480 603 427 222 422 118
Cylinder3D [68] 5491808 304 48.7 280 6.8 91.7 137 853 69.0 927 923 752 375 721 488 71.1 465 325 56.7 189
SAT3D [72] 582 | 83.7 45.7 387 424 113 89.5 493 855 682 932 927 749 406 771 433 748 429 267 65.6 179
SMTransformer(ours) | 62.4 | 86.4 50.2 472 44.6 19.6 87.0 56.0 884 704 940 922 833 56.8 75.1 467 748 549 356 67.0 21.0
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Fig. 6. Visualization of semantic segmentation results on SemanticKITTI (each scene is 50m by 50m, centered around the LiDAR). To accentuate the disparity
between predictions and ground truth, we colour right/wrong predictions in gray/red colour, respectively. Notice that there are very few red points i.e. very

few wrong predictions.

C. Object Classification

Datasets: We evaluate SMTransformer on the synthetic data
ModelNetd40 [76], and real-world data ScanobjectNN [77].
The ModelNet40 comprises 12,311 CAD models from 40
categories and is divided into 9,843 training and 2,468 test
models. Each sample has about 10,000 points and the features
contain coordinates and normals. The ScanObjectNN dataset
comprises 15,000 objects categorized into 15 classes, selected
from ScanNetv2. In contrast to the synthetic ModelNet40
objects, these objects exhibit occlusion, background noise,
deformed geometric shapes, and non-uniform surface density,
presenting a more challenging scenario. Our experiments are
conducted on its most challenging perturbed variant, denoted
as PB_T50_RS. Here, we uniformly sample 1024 points from
each model and only use their (X,Y, Z) coordinates as input.
We follow the data augmentation used in PointNext [47].

Network Configurations: We employ identical network con-
figurations for both ModelNet40 and ScanObjectNN. Through-
out the training, we utilize the SGD optimizer with a momen-
tum of 0.9 and an initial learning rate set to 0.1, training
the model for 350 epochs using a batch size of 32. To
dynamically adapt the learning rate, we implement cosine
annealing, adjusting it when it decreases to 0.001 and applying
a dropout ratio of 0.4.

Results: We compare our method with representative state-
of-the-art methods in Table VI using the overall accuracy
(OA) metric. For better comparison, we also show the input
data type and the number of input points for each method.
Our network achieves the best performance of 94.2% OA
on ModelNet40 and the best performance of 88.0% OA on
ScanObjectNN.

On ModelNet40, our network surpasses the classical local
point convolution KPConv by 1.3%, even though KPConv uses
7,000 input points while our network uses only 1,024 points.
In comparison to the previous state-of-the-art MLP-based
method (e.g., PointNext), our network outperforms it by 1%.
Furthermore, compared to the classical vector attention-based
transformers, our network outperforms the Point Transformer
by 0.6% and achieves similar competitive results 94.2% as
the Point Transformer V2 in terms of OA. Compared to the
scalar attention-based methods, our network outperforms the
PointANSL and LCPFormer by 1% and 0.6%, respectively.

On ScanObjectNN, our network achieves the state-of-the-art
overall accuracy (OA) of 88.0%. Specifically, when compared
to MLP-based methods, our network outperforms PointMLP,
PointNext, and PointVector by 2.6%, 0.3%, and 0.2% in
terms of OA. This superior performance on a real-world
dataset highlights the suitability of our method for practical
applications.
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Fig. 7. (a) Input point cloud. (b) Attention weights of the hard-masked point transformer. (c) Attention weights of the soft-masked point transformer. The red
boxes emphasize the boundaries of challenging board class where our proposed SMTransformer exhibits superior performance compared to the hard-masked

point transformer.

TABLE VI
CLASSIFICATION RESULTS ON MODELNET40 AND SCANOBJECTNN
DATASET. ‘XYZ’ AND ‘N’ REPRESENT COORDINATES AND NORMAL
VECTOR. ‘K’ STANDS FOR ONE THOUSAND AND ‘PN++’ FOR
POINTNET++. OUR NETWORK ACHIEVES THE BEST OVERALL ACCURACY.

. OA(%)

Methods fnput | #Points ModelNet40 | ScanObjectNN
PointWeb [30] Xyz, n 1K 92.3 -
PointConv [13] Xyz, n 1K 92.5 -
SpiderCNN [12] Xyz, n 5K 92.4 -
KPConv [10] Xyz 7K 92.9 -
PointASNL [21] Xyz, n 1K 93.2 -
PRANet [78] Xyz 2K 93.7 82.1
RS-CNN [79] Xyz 1K 93.6 -
PointNet [24] Xyz 1K 89.2 68.2
PointNet++ [25] Xyz 1K 90.7 77.9
DGCNN [33] Xyz 1K 92.9 78.2
PointCNN [36] Xyz 1K 922 78.5
BGA-DGCN [77] Xyz 1K - 79.9
BGA-PN++ [77] Xyz 1K - 80.2
PointASNL [21] Xyz 1K 92.9 -
PRANet [78] Xyz 1K 93.2 81.0
PointTransformer [23] Xyz 1K 93.7 -
PointMLP [28] Xyz 1K 94.1 85.4
PointTransformerV2 [22] Xyz 1K 94.2 -
DANet [80] Xyz 1K 93.6 -
LCPformer [53] Xyz 1K 93.6 -
PointNext [47] Xyz 1K 93.2 87.7
PointVector [47] Xyz 1K - 87.8
SMTransformer(ours) Xyz 1K 94.2 88.0

D. Ablation Studies

We conduct ablation studies on the S3DIS dataset to demon-
strate the effectiveness of SMTransformer, SAUB and Shared
Position Encoding.

1) Effect of Various Components: Table VII displays the
influence of our introduced modules (i.e. SMTransformer and
SAUB) and strategy (i.e. shared position encoding). Case I is
the baseline Point Transformer which does not include any of
our modules. Cases II to IV systematically incorporate each of
our proposed components, progressively enhancing the base-
line result to reach 73.4%. Case V employs the shared position
encoding strategy while maintaining performance similar to
the unshared position encoding strategy. This indicates that
point clouds with the same resolution could share the same
position encoding information without sacrificing accuracy.

2) SPE versus Unshared Position Encoding (USPE): We
conducted a comparative analysis between a network employ-
ing shared position encoding and another utilizing unshared
position encoding while maintaining consistency in the re-

TABLE VII
EFFECT OF VARIOUS COMPONENTS ON SEMANTIC SEGMENTATION (S3DIS
AREA-5). SMTB'’ DONATES THE SOFT MASKED TRANSFORMER WITH
POSITION ENCODING USED IN THE POINT TRANSFORMER [23]. ‘EPE’
DENOTES THE PROPOSED ENHANCED POSITION ENCODING. ‘SAUB’
DONATES THE PROPOSED SKIP ATTENTION-BASED UP-SAMPLING BLOCK.
‘SPE’ IS THE SHARED POSITION ENCODING STRATEGY. ‘PARA.” DONATES
THE NETWORK PARAMETERS.

Case | SMTBT EPE  SAUB  SPE | mloU(%) mAcc(%)  Para.(M)
I 70.6 765 7.8
il v 72.0 77.8 8.4
11 v v 729 782 9.0
v v v v 73.3 78.8 10.3
\% v v v v 73.4 789 7.8

maining network configuration. The findings, as presented in
Table VIII, highlight the noteworthy advantages of the shared
position encoding strategy. The network with shared position
encoding not only delivers a superior performance of 73.4%
mloU, but also boasts efficiency gains with fewer parameters
(7.8 million) and shorter training time (16 hours).

3) Soft Mask versus Hard Mask: To demonstrate the ef-
fectiveness and versatility of the soft mask, we conduct a
comparison with the hard mask. The hard mask, represented
by binary mask, can be expressed as,

S() = 0 Kfj—Qf<T’
1 K -Q;>r7
where 7 represents the threshold of the mask. When the
difference between the task score key K and the task
score query ()7 is greater than or equal to the threshold,
the corresponding position in the hard mask is set to 1.
Otherwise, it is set to 0. Typically, the threshold needs to be
optimized for different datasets. Here, we set the 7 as 0.5
on S3DIS through iterative experimentation. Fig. 7 illustrates
a comparison of attention weights on the point cloud with
soft mask and hard mask, respectively. The point transformer
with a mask demonstrates robustness to object boundaries. In

TABLE VIII
COMPARATIVE ANALYSIS OF NETWORK PERFORMANCE WITH SHARED
AND UNSHARED POSITION ENCODING.

Case ‘ mloU(%)71 ‘ Para.(M)J. ‘ Training time(h)J.
SMTransformer + USPE 73.3 10.3 24
SMTransformer + SPE 734 7.8 16




particular, the transformer with a hard mask is highly sensitive
to certain classes, such as tables and chairs. On the other hand,
the transformer with a soft mask not only exhibits common
sensitivity to the mentioned classes but also displays high
robustness to challenging classes, such as boards.

4) SAUB versus Classic Up-sampling: To prove the ef-
fectiveness of our proposed skip attention-based up-sampling
block (SAUB), we compare it with two types of up-sampling
blocks including the transition up-sampling block (TUB) [23]
and grid unpooling block (GUB) [22]. TUB consists of one
projection layer, one interpolation, and one addition operation.
GUB consists of one projection layer, one grid unpooling
operation and one addition operation. The addition operation
connects the features from the encoding and decoding layers.
Table IX presents the performance of our network with vari-
ous up-sampling blocks. The network employing the SAUB
achieves the best performance with mloU, mAcc, and OA
values of 73.4%, 78.9%, and 91.8%, respectively, surpassing
the performance of the network using the TUB by a significant
margin.

TABLE IX
SEGMENTATION PERFORMANCE OF OUR MODEL ON S3DIS AREA 5 WITH
DIFFERENT UP-SAMPLING BLOCKS. TUB: TRANSITION UP-SAMPLING
BLOCK, GUB: GRID UNPOOLING BLOCK, SAUB: SKIP-ATTENTION-BASED
UP-SAMPLING BLOCK.

Up-sampling block mloU (%) mAcc(%) OA(%)
TUB 71.0 76.8 90.6
GUB 72.3 78.0 91.2
SAUB (ours) 734 78.9 91.8

E. Robustness Analysis

1) Robustness to Density: We compare the robustness of
our model to inter- and intra-point cloud density with several
typical baselines such as PointNet [24], PointNet++ [25],
DGCNN [33], classical convolutional network such as Point-
Conv [13], RS-CNN [79], DANet [80] and attention network
PointASNL [21]. For a fair comparison, all the networks are
trained on modelnet40_normal_resampled dataset [76] with
1024 points using only coordinates as the input. To showcase
the robustness across inter-point clouds with varying densities,
we utilize downsampled points of 512, 256, 128, and 64 as
input to the trained model. To evaluate the robustness of intra-
point cloud with various densities, we divide the 1024 points
into four equal parts along the X coordinate according to
the point number, and then we randomly sample 128 points
from each part in sequence. This generates the test samples
with 896, 768, 640 and 512 points, respectively. The results
are shown in Fig. 8. Our SMTransformer shows significantly
superior robustness, surpassing existing approaches for both
inter and intra-point cloud variations.

2) Robustness to Transformation: To demonstrate the ro-
bustness of our SMTransformer, we evaluate its performance
on S3DIS and ModelNet40 under a variety of perturbations in
the test data, including permutation, translation, scaling and
jitter. As shown in Table X, on S3DIS, Point Transformer and
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Fig. 8. Comparison of classification results on ModelNet40 when points
are downsampled to generate (a) inter-point cloud density robustness and (b)
intra-point cloud density robustness.

Point Vector have a huge performance drop on scaling trans-
formation. Our method exhibits remarkable stability across
diverse transformations. Particularly noteworthy is its stable
performance even amidst a 0.2 translation along the X, Y, and
Z axes and jitter. All methods are invariant to permutations. In
terms of sensitivity to point scaling, SMTransformer performs
relatively better when the scaling range is decreased. Our
method achieves the best accuracy under all transformations
on both segmentation and classification datasets.

TABLE X
ROBUSTNESS STUDY FOR RANDOM POINT PERMUTATIONS, TRANSLATION
OF + 0.2 IN X, Y, Z AXIS, SCALING (x0.8,%X1.2) AND JITTERING. NOTE
THAT THIS ABLATION STUDY IS WITHOUT TEST TIME AUGMENTATION.

Methods None | Perm. Translation Scaling Jitter
+02]-02 [ x08]x 12
S3DIS Dataset mloU(%)
PointNet [24] 57.75 | 59.71 | 22.33 | 29.85 | 56.24 | 59.74 | 59.04
MinkowskiNet [60] 64.68 | 64.56 | 64.59 | 64.96 | 59.60 | 61.93 | 58.96
PAConv [49] 65.63 | 65.64 | 55.81 | 57.42 | 64.20 | 63.94 | 65.12
Point Transformer [23] 70.36 | 70.45 | 70.44 | 70.43 | 65.73 | 66.15 | 59.67
Stratified Transformer [41] | 71.96 | 72.02 | 71.99 | 71.93 | 70.42 | 71.21 | 72.02
Point Vector [29] 7229 | 72.29 | 72.29 | 72.29 | 69.34 | 69.26 | 72.16
SMTransformer(ours) 72.62 | 72.62 | 72.83 | 72.96 | 72.30 | 71.94 | 72.75
ModelNet40 Dataset OA(%)

PointNet++ [25] 92.1 | 92.1 | 90.7 | 90.8 | 91.2 | 91.0 | 91.0
DGCNN [33] 925 | 925 | 923 | 92.3 | 92.1 923 | 91.5
PointConv [13] 91.8 | 91.8 | 91.8 | 91.8 | 89.9 | 90.6 | 90.6
SMTransformer(ours) 942 | 942 | 94.1 | 94.2 93.5 93.9 92.3




3) Robustness to Noise: To assess the robustness of SM-
Transformer to noise, we conducted experiments using the
PB_T50_RS variant of ScanObjectNN dataset, measuring the
performance with and without background noise (denoted as
‘obj_bg’ and ‘obj_nobg’ respectively). Table XI presents a
comparative analysis between our model and several baselines
from [77]. We observe that the overall accuracy of all networks
diminishes when trained and tested under conditions involving
background noise. However, our model achieves the highest
accuracy, exhibiting the smallest performance drop of 1.4%
OA from the ‘obj_nobg’ variant to the ‘obj_bg’ variant,
surpassing all other networks in comparison.

TABLE XI
ROBUSTNESS TO BACKGROUND NOISE ON SCANOBJECTNN. ‘OBJ_BG’,
‘OBJ_NOBG’ STAND FOR OBJECTS WITH AND WITHOUT NOISE.

Method | obj_nobg | obj_bg [ OA drop(%)
3DmFV [81] 69.8 63.0 6.8]
PointNet [24] 74.4 68.2 6.2)
PointNet++ [25] 80.2 77.9 23]
SpiderCNN [12] 76.9 73.7 324
DGCNN [13] 81.5 78.1 3.4)
PointCNN [36] 80.8 78.5 23]
SMTransformer(ours) 88.0 86.6 14]

V. CONCLUSION

In this paper, we introduced a novel Soft Masked Trans-
former to effectively capture contextual and task-specific in-
formation from point clouds. Additionally, we proposed a
Skip Attention-based up-sampling block to integrate features
from different resolution points across encoding layers. Fur-
thermore, we presented a Shared Position Encoding strategy.
By incorporating these modules, we constructed an SMTrans-
former network. Our method was evaluated across various
tasks, including indoor and outdoor semantic segmentation
and classification. Through extensive experiments on chal-
lenging benchmarks, thorough ablation studies and theoretical
analysis, we demonstrated the robustness and effectiveness of
our approach on real-world datasets. Our contributions signif-
icantly advance the state-of-the-art in-point cloud processing.
The introduced techniques, including the Soft Masked Trans-
former, Skip Attention-based Up-sampling block, and Shared
Position Encoding strategy, provide notable improvements in
capturing intricate details and enhancing the performance of
point cloud processing tasks. Experimental results on diverse
datasets confirmed the efficacy of our proposed approach. As
future work, exploring additional priors or refining the network
architecture could offer promising avenues to further improve
point cloud processing.
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