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Figure 1: We propose an improved AR model (ImAM) to learn versatile 3D shape generation. ImAM can either generate
diverse and faithful shapes with multiple categories via an unconditional way (one column to the left), or can be adapted for
conditional generation by incorporating various conditioning inputs given on the left-top (three columns to the right).

Abstract

Auto-Regressive (AR) models have achieved impressive
results in 2D image generation by modeling joint distribu-
tions in the grid space. While this approach has been ex-
tended to the 3D domain for powerful shape generation, it
still has two limitations: expensive computations on vol-
umetric grids and ambiguous auto-regressive order along
grid dimensions. To overcome these limitations, we propose
the Improved Auto-regressive Model (ImAM) for 3D shape
generation, which applies discrete representation learning
based on a latent vector instead of volumetric grids. Our
approach not only reduces computational costs but also pre-
serves essential geometric details by learning the joint dis-
tribution in a more tractable order. Moreover, thanks to

*Equal contribution
†Corresponding authors

the simplicity of our model architecture, we can naturally
extend it from unconditional to conditional generation by
concatenating various conditioning inputs, such as point
clouds, categories, images, and texts. Extensive experi-
ments demonstrate that ImAM can synthesize diverse and
faithful shapes of multiple categories, achieving state-of-
the-art performance.

1. Introduction

3D shape generation has garnered increasing interest in
both academia and industry for its extensive applications
in robotics [20], autonomous driving [47, 28], augmented
reality [35] and virtual reality [34]. Based on whether user
prerequisites are provided, shape generation is typically cat-
egorized as unconditional or conditional. To be an effective
generative model, it is crucial for the synthesized shapes

1

ar
X

iv
:2

30
3.

14
70

0v
1 

 [
cs

.C
V

] 
 2

6 
M

ar
 2

02
3



to be both diverse and faithful to the universal cognition
of humans or given conditions. These qualities serve as the
foundation for other deterministic tasks, such as shape com-
pletion, single-view reconstruction, and more. Previous ap-
proaches [8, 14, 25] usually utilize an AutoEncoder (AE) to
learn latent features by shape reconstruction. Then, a GAN
is trained to fit the distributions of the latent features, allow-
ing for the generation of 3D shapes through sampling the
latent codes learned in AE. While achieving convincing re-
sults, a single embedding for one shape easily encounters
the problem of poor scalability and difficulty in training.

Recently, Auto-Regressive (AR) models have shown re-
markable performance in the generation of 2D images [11,
50, 5] and 3D shape [23, 45]. Instead of learning a contin-
uous latent space, these model leverage discrete represen-
tation learning to encode each 2D/3D input into grid-based
discrete codes. Subsequently, a transformer-based network
is employed to jointly model the distribution of all codes,
which essentially reflects the underlying prior of objects,
facilitating high-quality generation and tractable training.
However, applying AR models to 3D still suffers from two
limitations. First, as the number of discrete codes increases
from squared to cubed, the computational burden of the
transformer grows dramatically, making it difficult to con-
verge. Second, discrete codes in the grid space are highly
coupled. It is ambiguous to simply flatten them for auto-
regression (e.g., a top-down row-major order). This may
lead to poor quality or even collapse of generated shapes
(see Tab. 7 and the Supplementary for more details).

In this paper, we propose an improved auto-regressive
model (ImAM), to enhance the efficient learning of 3D
shape generation. Our key idea is to apply discrete rep-
resentation learning in a one-dimensional space instead of
3D volumetric space. Specifically, we first project volumet-
ric grids encoded from 3D shapes onto three axis-aligned
orthogonal planes. This process significantly reduces the
computational costs from cubed to squared while main-
taining the essential information about the input geometry.
Next, we present a coupling network to further encode three
planes into a compact and tractable latent space, on which
discrete representation learning is performed.

Our ImAM is straightforward and effective, simply tack-
ling the aforementioned limitations by two projections.
Thus, a vanilla decoder-only transformer can be attached to
model the joint distributions of codes from the latent spaces.
Furthermore, the simplicity of the transformer structure al-
lows us to switch freely between unconditional and con-
ditional generation by concatenating various conditioning
inputs, such as point clouds, categories, images and texts.
Figure 1 showcases the ability of our ImAM to generate di-
verse and accurate shapes across multiple categories, both
with and without the given condition on the top-left corner.

In summary, the contributions of this paper are listed as

follows. (1) We propose an improved AR Model (ImAM)
for 3D shape generation. By applying discrete representa-
tion learning in a latent vector instead of volumetric grids,
our ImAM enjoys the advantages of lightweight and flex-
ibility. (2) Our proposed ImAM model provides a more
unified framework for switching between unconditional and
conditional generation for a variety of conditioning in-
puts, including point clouds, categories, images, and texts.
(3) Extensive experiments are conducted on four tasks to
demonstrate that our ImAM can generate more faithful and
diverse shapes, achieving state-of-the-art results for uncon-
ditional and conditional shape generation. Overall, our con-
tributions advance the field of 3D shape generation, provid-
ing a powerful tool for researchers and practitioners alike.

2. Related work
3D shape generative models. As an extremely challenging
task, we review the most previous efforts by using voxel,
point clouds, and implicit representations. (1) Standard
voxel grids can be easily processed by 3D convolution for
learning-based 3D task [19, 44, 10, 41]. However, restricted
by its cubic space complexity, voxel representation can not
scale to a high resolution, usually limited in 643. Even with
efficient data structures like octrees or multi-scale represen-
tation [40, 13, 30], such representations still have some lim-
itations in quality. (2) Point clouds extracted from shape
surfaces is an alternative 3D representation [12, 43, 27],
which is efficient in terms of memory and does not suffer
from the restriction of resolution compared with voxel rep-
resentations. However, these representation can not repre-
sent topological relations in 3D space and are also nontrivial
to recover shape surfaces from point cloud representation.
(3) Recently, implicit representations have gained attention
for simplicity in representing 3D shapes [25, 21, 22, 33]. By
predicting the signed distance [25, 33] or occupancy label
[21, 26] of a given point, and then through Marching cubes
[18] methods, the surface can be easily recovered. Follow-
up works [21, 25, 8, 26, 15] focus on the design of implicit
function representation with global or local shape priors. To
sum up, different 3D representations lead to various shape
generative models. There are various good previous works
such as 3DGAN [41], PC-GAN [1], IM-GAN [8], and GBIF
[14]. However, most current generative methods are task-
specific. And it is difficult to be directly applied to different
generative tasks (e.g., shape completion). Fundamentally,
they rely on GANs for the generation step, suffering from
the known drawbacks such as mode collapse and training
instability. In contrast, we propose an improved AR model
for 3D shape generation that can synthesize high-quality
and diverse shapes while being easily generalized to other
multi-modal conditions.
Autoregressive models. AR models are probabilistic gen-
erative approaches that have tractable probability density.



Using the probability chain rule, the likelihood of a given
sample (usually high dimensional data) can be factorized
into a series of product of conditional probability. In con-
trast, GANs do not have such a tractable probability den-
sity. Recently, AR models achieve remarkable progress
in 2D image generation [11, 37, 29], to a less extent 3D
tasks [36, 9, 24]. Most of 3D AR models are struggling
with generating high-quality shapes due to the challenges of
representation learning with more points or faces. Particu-
larly, we notice two recent works [45, 23] that share similar
insights of utilizing AR models for 3D tasks. [45] intro-
duces a sparse representation to only quantize non-empty
grids in 3D space, but still follows a monotonic row-major
order. [23] presents a non-sequential design to break the or-
ders, but performs on all volumetric grids. However, both
of them address only one of the above limitations, and bur-
den the structure design and training of transformer. In con-
trast, our ImAM applies discrete representation learning in
a latent vector instead of volumetric grids. Such a represen-
tation offers plenty of advantages, including shorter length
of discrete codes, tractable orders from auto-regression, fast
convergence, and also preserving essential 3D information.
Moreover, benefiting from the simplicity of transformers,
we can freely switch from unconditional generation to con-
ditional generation by concatenating various conditions.

3. Methodology
Figure 2 illustrates the schematic of our proposed frame-

work for 3D shape generation, which consists of a two-stage
training procedure. It first represents the input as a compo-
sition of learned discrete codes (in Sec. 3.1), then utilizes a
transformer model to learn their interrelations (in Sec. 3.2).

3.1. Improved Discrete Representation Learning

Preliminary. Given input point clouds P ∈ Rn×3 where
n means the number of points, an encoder is adopted to
extract features for each point cloud and then perform vox-
elization to get features of regular volumetric grids fv ∈
Rr×r×r×c, where r denote the resolution of voxels and c
is the feature dimension. To learn discrete representation
for each 3D shape, a codebook q ∈ Rm×c is thus intro-
duced whose entry is a learned code describing a particular
type of local-part shape in a grid. Formally, for each grid{
fv(h,l,w)

}r

h,l,w=1
, vector quantization Q (·) is performed

by replacing it with the closest entry in codebooks [11],

zv = Q (fv) := arg min
ei∈q
||fv(h,l,w) − ei|| (1)

where ei ∈ q represents the i-th entry in the codebook.
Thus, learning the correlations between entries in the sec-
ond stage can explore the underlying priors for shape gener-
ation. However, autoregressive generation [11, 45] requires

sequential outputs, facing two limitations. First, the reso-
lution of zv matters the quality of synthesized shapes. If r
is too small, it lacks the capacity to represent intricate and
detailed geometries, while a large value of r can learn a spe-
cific code for each local gird, it inevitably increase the com-
putational complexity since the number of required codes
explodes as r grows. Second, the order of zv affects the
generation quality. Each grid is highly coupled with neigh-
bors, simply flattening (say, along x-y-z axes) can weaken
their correlation, leading to sub-optimal generation quality.

One possible solution to solve the first limitation is ap-
plying vector quantization in spatial grids instead of volu-
metric grids inspired by [3]. Specifically, after obtaining
point cloud features fp ∈ Rn×c, we first project points onto
three axis-aligned orthogonal planes. Features of points
falling into the same plane grid are aggregated via sum-
mation, resulting in three feature maps for the three planes
{fxy, fyz, fxz} ∈ Rl×w×c. Next, the vector quantization
is applied to the three planes separately. The primary advan-
tage of tri-planar representation is efficient and compact. It
can dramatically reduce the number of grids from O(r3) to
O(r2) while preserving essential 3D information. However,
it still suffers from the the ambiguity of order, or worse,
since it involves the flattening order of three planes and the
order of entries of each plane.

To this end, we further introduce a projection by learning
a higher latent space for features of the three planes. This
is simply achieved by first concatenating three planes with
arbitrary order and then feeding them into a coupling net-
work. Finally, the output is flattened as a projected latent
vector, formulated as,

f = τ (G ([fxy; fyz; fxz] ; θ)) ∈ Rm×d (2)

where [·; ·] denotes the concatenation operation; G (·; θ) is a
series of convolution layers with parameters θ; τ (·) means
the operation of flatten with row-major order; m and d in-
dicate the length of latent vector and feature dimension. By
applying discrete representation learning in the latent vec-
tor, we can describe each 3D shape with z = Q (f), where
Q (·) represents vector quantization in Eq. 1.
Remark. Different from existing works [23, 45] that rely
on structure design and training strategies in second stage
to address the problem of ambiguous order, we tackle it by
learning the coupling relationship of spatial grids in the first
stage with the help of the second projection. By stacking
convolution layers, we increase the receptive field of each
element in the latent vector. Additionally, since the fea-
tures of each spatial grid on the three planes are fused and
highly encoded, each element does not have a definite po-
sition mapping in 3D space, which results in a tractable or-
der for auto-regression. More in-depth discussions can be
found in Sec. 4.6 and the supplementary materials.
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Figure 2: Overview of our ImAM. Given an arbitrary 3D shape, we first project encoded volumetric grids into the three
axis-aligned planes, and then use a coupling network to further project them into a latent vector. Vector quantization is thus
performed on it for discrete representation. Taking advantages of such a compact representation with tractable orders, vanilla
transformers are adopted to auto-repressively learn shape distributions. Furthermore, we can freely switch from unconditional
generation to conditional generation by concatenating various conditions, such as point clouds, categories and images.

Training Objective. We optimize parameters with recon-
struction loss. After getting discrete representation z which
represents indices of entries in the codebook, we retrieve the
corresponding codes with indices, denoted as q(z). Subse-
quently, a decoder with symmetric structures of the encoder
are designed to decode q(z) back to features of the three
planes *. Given sampling points x ∈ R3, we query their
features by projecting them onto each of the three feature
planes and performing bilinear interpolation. Features from
three planes are accumulated and fed into an implicit func-
tion to predict their occupancy values. Finally, we apply
binary cross-entropy loss between the predicted values yo
and the ground-truth ones ỹo,

Locc = − (ỹo · log (yo) + (1− ỹo) · log (1− yo)) (3)

To further train the codebook, we encourage pulling the
distance between features before and after the vector quan-
tization. Thus, the codebook loss is derived as,

Lcode = β||sg [f ]− q(z)||22 + ||f − sg
[
q(z)

]
||22 (4)

where sg [·] denotes the stop-gradient operation [38] and we
set β = 0.4 by default. In sum, the overall loss for the first
stage is Lrec = Locc + Lcode.

3.2. Learning Priors with Vanilla Transformers

Benefiting from a compact composition and tractable or-
der of discrete representation, models in the second stage
can absorbedly learn the correlation between discrete codes,
effectively exploring priors of shape composition. We thus
adopt a vanilla decoder-only transformer [11] without any
specific-designed module.

For unconditional generation, given discretized indices
of latent vector z = {z1, z2, · · · , zm}, we feed them into

*For more details about the first stage architecture, please refer to the
Supplementary.

a learnable embedding layer to retrieve features with dis-
crete indices †. Then, the transformer with multi-head self-
attention mechanism predicts the next possible index by
learning the distribution of previous indices, p (zi | z<i).
This gives the joint distribution of full representation as,

p (z) =

m∏
i=1

p (zi | z<i) (5)

For conditional generation, users often expect to control
the generation process by providing additional conditions.
Instead of designing complex modules or training strate-
gies, we simply learn joint distribution given conditions c
by prepending it to z. Equation 5 is thus extended as,

p (z) =

m∏
i=1

p (zi | c, z<i) (6)

where c denotes a feature vector of given conditions. The
simplicity of our model gives the flexibility to learn con-
ditions of any form. Specifically, for 3D conditions such
as point clouds, we use our discrete representation learning
in Sec. 3.1 to transform them into a vector. As for 2D/1D
conditions such as images and classes, we either adopt pre-
trained models or embedding layers to extract their features.
Objective. To train second stage, we minimize negative
log-likelihood of Eq. 5 or 6 as Lnll = Ex∼p(x) [− log p (z)],
where p (x) is the distribution of real data.
Inference. With both models trained on two stages, we use
Eq. 5 or 6 to perform shape generation by progressively
sampling the next index with top-k sampling strategy, un-
til all elements in z are completed. Then, we feed q(z) into
the decoder of the first stage, and query probabilities of oc-
cupancy values for all sampled 3D positions (e.g., 1283).
The output shapes are extracted with Marching Cubes [18].

†We reuse the symbols of z after embedding for simplicity



4. Experiments
This section starts with comparing results on uncon-

ditional 3D shape generation, showing more faithful and
diverse shapes synthesized by our approach in Sec. 4.1.
Next, we show extensive studies on four generation tasks,
demonstrating the powerful and flexible ability of ImAM (in
Sec. 4.2 ∼ 4.5). Lastly, we provide in-depth studies to eval-
uate the efficacy of our modules and show generalization to
real-world data and zero-shot generation (in Sec. 4.6). For
all experiments, if necessary, we sample point clouds from
output meshes with Poisson Disk Sampling, or reconstruct
meshes with our auto-encoder from output points, which is
better than Poisson Surface Reconstruction [16]. Please re-
fer to the Supplementary for more details about implemen-
tations and qualitative results.

4.1. Unconditional Shape Generation

Data. We consider ShapeNet [4] as our main dataset for
generation, following previous literature [14, 8, 36]. We use
the same training split and evaluation setup from [14] for
fair comparability. Five categories of car, chair, plane, rifle
and table are used for testing. As ground-truth, we extract
mesh from voxelized models with 2563 resolution in [13].
Baselines. We compare ImAM with five state-of-the-art
models, including GAN-based IM-GAN[8] and GBIF [14],
flow-based PointFlow [46], score-based ShapeGF [2] and
diffusion-based PVD [51]. We train these methods on the
same data split with the official implementation.
Metrics and Settings. The size of the generated set is
5 times the size of the test set, the same as [8, 14]. As
suggested by [8], we use the Light Field Descriptor (LFD)
[6] as our primary similarity distance metric between two
shapes. Coverage (COV) [1], Minimum Matching Distance
(MMD) [1] and Edge Count Difference (ECD) [14] are
adopted to evaluate the diversity, fidelity and overall quality
of synthesized shapes. We also use 1-Nearest Neighbor Ac-
curacy (1-NNA) [46] (with Chamfer Distance) to measure
the distribution similarity. The number of sampled points is
2048. Besides, it is well known that COV does not penalize
outliers. To rule out the false positive coverage, we intro-
duce CovT, counting as match between a generation and
ground truth shape only if LFD between them is smaller
than a threshold t. In practice, t could vary across different
categories based on the scale and complexity of the shape,
and we empirically use mean MMD as the threshold and
found it effective in identifying correct matches.
Results Analysis. Results are reported in Table 1. First,
ImAM achieves state-of-the-art performance with regard to
ECD and 1-NNA. It significantly demonstrates the superi-
ority of our model over synthesizing high-quality shapes.
We notice that the result of Car is not good on the metric
of 1-NNA. One possible reason is that ImAM tries to gen-
erate meshes of tires and seats inside cars, which may not

METRICS METHODS
CATEGORIES AVGPlane Car Chair Rifle Table

ECD ↓

IM-GAN [8] 923 3172 658 371 418 1108
GBIF [14] 945 2388 354 195 411 858
PointFlow [46] 2395 5318 426 2708 3559 2881
ShapeGF [2] 1200 2547 443 672 114 915
PVD [51] 6661 7404 1265 3443 745 3904
Ours 236 842 27 65 31 240

1-NNA ↓

IM-GAN [8] 78.18 89.39 65.83 69.38 65.31 73.62
GBIF [14] 80.22 87.19 63.95 66.98 60.96 71.86
PointFlow [46] 73.61 74.75 70.18 64.77 74.81 71.62
ShapeGF [2] 74.72 62.81 59.15 60.65 55.58 62.58
PVD [51] 81.09 57.37 62.36 77.32 74.31 70.49
Ours 59.95 76.58 57.31 57.28 54.76 61.17

COV ↑

IM-GAN [8] 77.01 65.37 76.38 73.21 85.71 75.53
GBIF [14] 80.96 78.85 80.95 77.00 85.13 80.57
PointFlow [46] 65.64 64.97 57.49 48.52 71.95 61.71
ShapeGF [2] 76.64 71.85 79.41 70.67 87.54 77.22
PVD [51] 58.09 58.64 68.93 56.12 76.84 63.72
Ours 79.11 73.25 80.81 74.26 84.01 78.29

CovT ↑

IM-GAN [8] 41.03 50.63 45.68 51.68 46.50 47.10
GBIF [14] 32.38 52.76 39.77 50.00 43.68 43.72
PointFlow [46] 35.85 47.76 28.48 34.81 30.98 35.57
ShapeGF [2] 40.17 53.63 43.69 51.05 48.50 47.41
PVD [51] 12.11 43.36 38.82 33.33 43.68 34.26
Ours 45.12 56.64 49.82 55.27 48.03 50.98

MMD ↓

IM-GAN [8] 3418 1290 2881 3691 2505 2757
GBIF [14] 3754 1333 3015 3865 2584 2910
PointFlow [46] 3675 1393 3322 4038 2936 3072
ShapeGF [2] 3530 1307 2880 3762 2420 2780
PVD [51] 4376 1432 3064 4274 2623 3154
Ours 3124 1213 2703 3628 2374 2608

Table 1: Results of unconditional generation. Models are
trained for each category. The best and second results are
highlighted in bold and underlined.

be very friendly to CD. Second, our model has a clear ad-
vantage on both MMD and CovT metrics compared with all
competitors, which separately indicates the outstanding fi-
delity and diversity of our generated shapes. Third, though
GBIF achieves relatively good results on COV, it gets worse
results on CovT, suggesting that most of the matched sam-
ples come from false positive pairs. ImAM, on the con-
trary, gets second best performance on COV, but higher than
GBIF on CovT by about 6 points, showing that our gener-
ated shapes enjoy the advantage of high-quality and fewer
outliers. Lastly, we visualize shapes with multiple cate-
gories in Fig. 3, further supporting the quantitative results
and conclusions described above.

4.2. Class-guide Generation

We first evaluate the versatility of ImAM on class-guide
generation, which requires generating shapes given a cate-
gory label. It is a basic conditional generation task. We use
the same dataset and evaluation metrics as in Sec. 4.1.
Baselines. We choose two recently-published works as
competitors due to the similar motivation. One is two-stage
generative model GBIF [14], the other is AR method Au-
toSDF [23]. We simply modify mask-condition of [14] to
class-condition, and additionally add class token to trans-
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Figure 3: Qualitative results of unconditional generation.

METRICS METHODS
CATEGORIES AVGPlane Car Chair Rifle Table

COV ↑
GBIF [14] 68.72 69.64 75.94 68.98 81.72 73.00
AutoSDF [23] 46.24 51.63 62.61 58.59 66.84 57.18
Ours 81.58 71.58 83.98 75.74 85.48 79.67

CovT ↑
GBIF [14] 24.10 38.63 32.69 35.44 37.80 33.73
AutoSDF [23] 15.43 38.03 27.82 34.60 31.22 29.42
Ours 56.49 52.70 45.09 52.74 49.32 51.27

MMD ↓
GBIF [14] 4736 1479 3220 4246 2763 3289
AutoSDF [23] 5201 1477 3517 4189 2992 3475
Ours 3195 1285 2871 3729 2430 2702

ECD ↓
GBIF [14] 1327 2752 1589 434 869 1394
AutoSDF [23] 5532 7352 4136 2510 6354 5177
Ours 571 1889 419 196 285 672

Table 2: Results of class-guide generation. Models are
trained on 13 categories of ShapeNet.

formers for [23] which is the same as ImAM.
Results Analysis. As shown in Tab. 10, ImAM outper-
forms both competitors across 5 categories by a significant
margin. Surprisingly, AutoSDF achieves worse results than
GBIF. We explain that the non-sequential auto-regressive
way would burden the training of transformer, leading to in-
ferior guidance of simple class tokens. Qualitative results of
5 different categories are further illustrated in Fig. 4. As ob-
served, the generated quality of our method is clearly better
than GBIF and AutoSDF, while preserving more diversity
in types and shapes.

4.3. Multi-modal Partial Point Completion

We further verify the ability of our model in conditional
generation by giving partial point clouds. Here, we advo-

Ours

GBIF

AutoSDF

Figure 4: Qualitative results of class-guide generation.

ShapeFormercGAN PVDInput: Ours

a). perspective completion
AutoSDFInput:

b). bottom-half completion

Ours

Figure 5: Qualitative results of partial point completion.

cate the multi-modal completion, since there are many pos-
sibilities of the completed shape given the partial shape. It
is the essence of generative model, where being faithful to
the given partial conditions but using your imagination.
Data. We use ShapeNet dataset for testing. Two settings are
considered here, (1) perspective completion [49]: randomly
sampling a viewpoint and then removing the 25% ∼ 75%
furthest points from the viewpoint; (2) bottom-half comple-
tion [23]: removing all points from the top half of shapes.
Baselines. Four multi-modal completion models are cho-
sen as baselines, including one generative adversarial model
cGAN [42], one diffusion model PVD [51], two AR models
ShapeFormer [45] and AutoSDF [23].
Metrics and Settings. We complete 10 samples for 100
randomly selected shapes of three categories, i.e., chair,
sofa and table. Following [42], we use Total Mutual Dif-
ference (TMD) to measure the diversity. Minimum Match-
ing Distance [1] (MMD) with Chamfer Distance and Uni-
directional Hausdorff Distance (UHD) [32] are adopted to



METRICS METHODS
CATEGORIES AVGChair Sofa Table

cGAN [42] 1.708 0.687 1.707 1.367
TMD ↑ PVD [51] 1.098 0.811 0.839 0.916
(×102) ShapeFormer [45] 1.159 0.698 0.677 0.845

Ours 2.042 1.221 1.538 1.600
cGAN [42] 7.836 7.047 9.406 8.096

UHD ↓ PVD [51] 10.79 13.88 11.38 12.02
(×102) ShapeFormer [45] 6.884 8.658 6.688 7.410

Ours 6.439 6.447 5.948 6.278
cGAN [42] 1.665 1.813 1.596 1.691

MMD ↓ PVD [51] 2.352 2.041 2.174 2.189
(×103) ShapeFormer [45] 1.055 1.100 1.066 1.074

Ours 0.961 0.819 0.828 0.869

Table 3: Results of multi-modal partial point completion.
The missing parts vary according to random viewpoints.

METRICS METHODS
CATEGORIES AVGChair Sofa Table

TMD ↑ AutoSDF [23] 1.230 1.422 1.381 1.344
(×102) Ours 3.682 2.673 10.30 5.552
UHD ↓ AutoSDF [23] 18.18 12.13 19.17 16.49
(×102) Ours 6.996 6.599 10.87 8.155
MMD ↓ AutoSDF [23] 2.404 1.466 3.540 2.470
(×103) Ours 1.477 1.127 2.906 1.837

Table 4: Quantitative results of multi-modal partial point
completion. The missing parts are always the top half.

measure the faithfulness of completed shapes.
Results Analysis. We first report perspective completion
results in Tab. 3. ImAM beats all baselines and achieves
state-of-the-art performance. Importantly, we outperform
Shapeformer on all classes and metrics, which also uti-
lizes an AR model with transformers to learn shape dis-
tribution. On the other hand, we compare with AutoSDF
in its bottom-half completion setting. Results from Tab. 4
illustrates that ImAM outperforms AutoSDF, especially on
TMD and UHD. It strongly suggests the flexibility and ver-
satility of our proposed method. Qualitative results in Fig. 5
show the diversity and fidelity of our completed shapes.

4.4. Image-guide Generation

Next, we show the flexibility that ImAM can easily ex-
tend to image-guide generation, which is a more challeng-
ing task. The flexibility lies in that (1) it is implemented
by the easiest way of feature concatenation; (2) the condi-
tion form of images is various, which could be 1-D feature
vector or patch tokens, or 2-D feature maps. For simplicity,
we use a pretrained CLIP model (i.e., ViT-B/32) to extract
feature vectors of images as conditions. All experiments are
conducted on ShapeNet dataset with rendered images.
Baselines. CLIP-Forge [31] is a flow-based model, which
is trained with pairs of images and shapes. We take it as
our primary baseline for two reasons: (1) it is a generation
model instead of reconstruction model, and (2) it originally
uses CLIP models to extract image features.
Metrics and Settings. We evaluate models with the test

CLIP-ForgeInput: Ours

Figure 6: Visualizations of image-guide shape generation.

split of 13 categories. For each category, we randomly sam-
ple 50 singe-view images and then generate 5 shapes for
evaluation. As a generation task, TMD is adopted to mea-
sure the diversity. We further use MMD with Chamfer Dis-
tance and Fréchet Point Cloud distance (FPD) [32] to mea-
sure the fidelity compared with the ground truth.
Results Analysis. Results are reported in Tab. 11. ImAM
wins out in terms of both fidelity and diversity. In particu-
lar, we achieve a great advantage on both TMD and FPD,
demonstrating the effectiveness of ImAM applied to image-
guide generation. It is also successfully echoed by qualita-
tive visualizations in Fig. 6. Our samples are diverse and
appear visually faithful to attributes of the object in images.

4.5. Text-guide Generation

Encouraged by promising results on image-guide gener-
ation, we also turn ImAM to text-to-shape generation. The
same pretrained CLIP model is used to extract single em-
bedding for text conditions. Note that we did it on purpose,
not using word sequence embedding, but only using a sin-
gle features vectors in our model to show its efficacy and
scalability to the simplest forms of conditions.
Data. To our knowledge, the only existing largest paired
text-shape dataset is Text2Shape [7], which provides lan-
guage descriptions for two objects from ShapeNet, i.e.,
chair and table. Thereby, we consider it as our main dataset
to perform text-guide shape generation.
Baselines. We compare our model with two state-of-the-
arts text-to-shape generation model. One is CLIP-Forge
[31] under the supervised learning setting, using the same
condition extractor as ours. The other is ITG [17], which
adopts BERT to encode texts into sequence embeddings.
Metrics and Settings. All models are trained on the train
split of Text2Shape dataset with their official codes. We
evaluate our model with two types of text queries: (1) de-
scription: the test split of Text2Shape; (2) prompts: cus-
tomized short phrases provided by [31] containing attributes
for chair and table. We additionally use Accuracy (Acc.)
[31] to measure the fidelity. The Accuracy is calculated by
a pretrained PointNet [27] classifier on ShapeNet.
Results Analysis. We report quantitative results of text-



METHOD TMD (×102) ↑ MMD (×103) ↓ FPD ↓
AutoSDF [23] 2.657 2.137 15.262
Clip-Forge [31] 2.858 1.926 8.094
Ours 4.274 1.590 1.680

Table 5: Quantitative results of image-guide generation.

METHOD TMD (×101) ↑ MMD (×103) ↓ Acc ↑
ITG [17] N/A 2.187 29.13
AutoSDF [23] 0.376 2.843 53.57
CLIP-Forge [31] 0.400 2.136 53.68
Ours 0.565 1.846 59.93

(a) Descriptions as text queries
METHOD TMD (×101) ↑ FPD ↓ Acc. ↑

AutoSDF [23] 0.842 29.47 48.70
CLIP-Forge [31] 0.961 4.14 55.00
Ours 1.246 5.39 60.87

(b) Prompts as text queriesTable 6: Quantitative results of text-guide generation.

guide generation in Tab. 12. ImAM achieves promising re-
sults on TMD, MMD and Acc, showing good generalization
performance across different conditional generation tasks.

4.6. Ablation Study

Lastly, we provide in-depth studies to dissect the effi-
cacy of our ImAM framework, and several proposed de-
signs. More discussions are presented in the Suppl.
Design Choices in Discrete Representation Learning. As
a key contribution of this paper, we first discuss the efficacy
of our improved discrete representation learning. We use
‘Vector’ to denote our design since we apply vector quan-
tization to latent vector. Similarly, ’Grid’ and ’Tri-Plane’
refer to baselines applying vector quantization to volumet-
ric grids and the three planes, respectively. Results in Tab. 7
show that ‘Grid’ gets better IoU performance for shape re-
construction in the first stage, but fails to train transformers
in the second stage due to extreme long length of sequence
(e.g., 323). In contrast, our model not only achieves com-
parable reconstruction results (#0 vs. #2), but also outper-
forms ’Tri-Plane’ by a large margin on generation quality
(#1 vs. #2). The latter shows inferior results due to ‘ambigu-
ity of order’ (see Suppl.) It significantly proves the efficacy
of our proposed coupling network, improving the plasticity
and flexibility of the model. We also explore different de-
sign choices in Tab. 7. By gradually increasing feature reso-
lutions or the number of entries in the codebook, we achieve
better performance on IoU. This observation is consistent
with [48], as the capacity of the discrete representation is
affected by these two factors. We do not try larger parame-
ters, as it would significantly increase the computation cost.
Image-guide Generation in Real-world. We further in-
vestigate the generalizability of our model on real-world im-
ages. We use the model trained on ShapeNet as described in
Sec. 4.4, and download images from internet as conditions.
Figure 7 shows the qualitative results for three categories,
i.e., plane, chair and table. Our model sensitively capture
major attributes of objects in the image and produce shapes

Figure 7: Results of real-world image-guide generation.

“a square table”

“a long sofa”

“a circular table”

Figure 8: Results of zero-shot text-to-shape generation.

NUM. TYPE #ENTRY RESO. STAGE 1 STAGE 2
IoU ↑ 1-NNA / ECD ↓

0 Grid
4096 32

88.87 ×
1 Tri-Plane 87.81 73.67 / 743
2

Vector

88.01 59.95 / 236
3 4096 16 79.17

-4 2048 32 86.99
5 1024 86.57

Table 7: Ablation study of auto-encoder design choices. We
report 1-NNA/ECD for plane category. ‘RESO.’ means the
resolution of feature map for vector quantization. ‘×’: can-
not report due to extreme memory cost. ‘-’: not report. No-
tably, without the coupling network, our method naturally
degenerates into ‘Tri-Plane’ representation.

faithful to them (see the first column to the left). Mean-
while, our synthesized samples enjoy the advantage of di-
versity by partially sticking to the images.
Zero-shot Text-to-shape Generation. Inspired by CLIP-
Forge [31], we utilize the CLIP model to achieve zero-shot
text-to-shape generation. At training, we only use the ren-
dered images of 3D shapes. At inference, we substitute im-
age features with text features encoded by the CLIP model.
Figure 8 shows our ability of zero-shot generation, where
shape attributes are controlled with different prompts.

5. Conclusion
We introduce an improved AR model for 3D shape gen-

eration. By projecting volumetric grids of encoded input
shapes onto three axis-aligned orthogonal feature planes,
which are then coupled into a latent vector, we reduce com-
putational costs and create a more tractable order for AR
learning. Our compact and tractable representations enable
easy switching between unconditional and conditional gen-
eration with multi-modal conditioning inputs. Extensive ex-



periments show that our model outperforms previous meth-
ods on multiple generation tasks.
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Appendix
A. Motivation of ImAM

A.1. What Is the ‘Ambiguity’ in AR Models?

Formally, ‘ambiguity’ appears in the order of a series
of conditional probabilities, which affects the difficulty of
likelihood learning, leading to approximation error of the
joint distribution. Critically, in the second stage of AR
models, it requires sequential outputs, autoregressively pre-
dicting the next code conditioned on all previous ones.
Thereby, the order of the flattened sequence determines
the order of conditional probabilities (Eq. 5 and 6 in the
main paper). Although some methods (e.g. position em-
bedding [39]) can be aware of positions of codes, it can-
not eliminate approximation error caused by the condition
order. Notably, this ‘ambiguity’ phenomenon is also dis-
cussed in [11] (Fig. 47). Figure 9 illustrates how the flat-
tening order affects the way of autoregressive generation.
For grid-based representation, it is ambiguous if the flatten-
ing order along axes is x-y-z, z-x-y or other combinations.
Similarly, the flattening order for tri-planar representation
is ambiguous, e.g., p (zxz) p (zxy|zxz) p (zyz|zxz, zxy),
p (zyz) p (zxz|zyz) p (zxy|zyz, zxz) or others.

A.2. Effect of Flattening Orders

We first investigate how the flattening order affects the
quality of shape generation. This study takes tri-planar
representation as an example (‘Tri-Plane’ for short), since
our improved discrete representation (‘Vector’) can nat-
urally degenerate into ‘Tri-Plane’ by removing the pro-
posed coupling network. As illustrate in Fig. 9, different
flattening order will affect different auto-regressive gener-
ation order of the three planes. Quantitatively, we con-
sider three variants to learn joint distributions of tri-planar
representation without loss of generality, Iter-A: p (z) =
p (zxz) · p (zxy|zxz) · p (zyz|zxz, zxy), Iter-B: p (z) =
p (zxy) · p (zxz|zxy) · p (zyz|zxy, zxz) and Iter-C: p (z) =
p (zyz) · p (zxz|zyz) · p (zxy|zyz, zxz).

Results are presented in Tab. 8 and Fig. 10. As ob-
served, different orders have significant impact on perfor-
mance, resulting in a large value of standard deviation. For
instance, Iter-A achieves a better result on Plane category
(Iter-A: 73.67 vs. Iter-B: 83.37 on 1-NNA), while for Rifle,
it prefers the order of Iter-B (Iter-B: 56.54 vs. Iter-A: 68.35
on 1-NNA). We attempt to explain this phenomenon by vi-
sualizing projected shapes on three planes. As illustrated
in Fig. 11, for Plane category (First Column), the projec-
tion onto the xy-plane provides limited shape information,
while the xz-plane reveals more representative geometries
of the aircraft. We agree that if the xz-plane that contains
more shape information is generated first, the generation of
subsequent planes may be much easier. Consequently, it
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Figure 9: Illustration of auto-regressive generation for tri-
planar representation. Here, we show three different flat-
tening orders as examples.

is beneficial for Iter-A to generate more faithful 3D shapes
than Iter-B. In contrast, Rifle and Chair exhibit more details
on xy-plane, so the autoregressive order of Iter-B yields bet-
ter results for these two categories. In addition, we notice
that Car has a relatively simple shape, e.g., a cuboid, lead-
ing to similar impacts on the generation quality for different
flattening orders.

A.3. Efficacy of Improved Discrete Representation

In this section, we further evaluate the advantage of our
improved discrete representation in terms of efficacy and ef-
ficiency. We explore two variants of our full model by flat-
tening coupled feature maps into vectors with row-major
or column-major order. In Tab. 8, our proposed method
achieves similar well performance even with different se-
rialization orders. Figure 10 shows that our standard devi-
ation is significantly lower than ‘Tri-Plane’, demonstrating
the robustness of our improved representation to generation
orders. The proposed coupling network has facilitated AR
learning by introducing more tractable order. Additionally,
the overall quality of synthesized shapes for all categories
are balanced and excellent across all metrics, indicating the
superiority of our design.

Furthermore, we also investigate the advantage of low
computation overhead. We use ‘Vector’ to denote our de-
sign since we apply vector quantization to latent vector,
and ‘Grid’ refers to the baseline method that applies vector
quantization to volumetric grids. Figure 12 compares the
performance of IoU at the first stage and the corresponding
memory cost in the second stage. Since we cannot afford
the training of transformers with volumetric grid represen-



METRICS METHODS
CATEGORIES

Plane Rifle Chair Car

ECD ↓
Tri-Plane

Iter-A 744 405 4966 3599
Iter-B 3501 36 1823 4735
Iter-C 3098 282 4749 3193

Vector (ours) Row-Major 236 65 27 842
Col-Major 205 79 102 980

1-NNA ↓
Tri-Plane

Iter-A 73.67 68.35 78.15 87.16
Iter-B 83.37 56.54 70.92 87.42
Iter-C 81.83 65.61 78.38 88.53

Vector (ours) Row-Major 59.95 57.28 57.31 76.58
Col-Major 62.48 57.70 58.38 78.09

COV ↑
Tri-Plane

Iter-A 81.70 75.10 79.33 65.31
Iter-B 74.16 75.52 82.95 63.97
Iter-C 71.32 76.69 78.89 72.25

Vector (ours) Row-Major 79.11 74.26 80.81 73.25
Col-Major 77.87 73.52 81.03 71.31

CovT ↑
Tri-Plane

Iter-A 43.51 41.56 23.10 50.30
Iter-B 26.57 49.78 35.50 49.43
Iter-C 30.28 41.35 24.94 51.23

Vector (ours) Row-Major 45.12 55.27 49.82 56.64
Col-Major 44.87 53.58 48.93 56.63

MMD ↓
Tri-Plane

Iter-A 3237 3962 3392 1373
Iter-B 3860 3624 3119 1404
Iter-C 3631 3958 3430 1385

Vector (ours) Row-Major 3124 3628 2703 1213
Col-Major 3102 3623 2707 1214

Table 8: The effect of flattening order on different discrete
representations. Here, we take unconditional generation as
an example and train one model per class. Please find statis-
tic and qualitative analyses in Fig. 10 and 11, respectively.

tations, as an alternative, we report the first-stage IoU ac-
curacy for comparisons. From Fig. 12, two conclusion can
be drawn. (1) The resolution r of feature grids (‘Grid’ and
‘Vector’) significantly affects the quality of reconstructed
shapes. If r is too small, it lacks the capacity to represent
intricate and detailed geometries (Grid Reso-32: 88.87 v.s
Grid Reso-16: 81.12). However, if r is large, it will in-
evitably increase the computational complexity in the sec-
ond stage, since the number of required codes explodes as
r grows (Grid Reso-32: ≥ 80G v.s Grid Reso-16: 19.6G).
(b) Our proposed ‘Vector’ representation not only achieves
comparable reconstruction results (Vector Reso-32: 88.01
v.s Grid Reso-32: 88.87), but also significantly reduces
the computation overhead (Vector Reso-32: 3.8G v.s Grid
Reso-32: ≥ 80G).

A.4. Inference Speed

For unconditional generation, the wall time ImAM takes
to sample a single shape is roughly 14 seconds, and we can
also generation 32 shapes in parallel in 3 minutes.

Figure 10: Statistic analysis of the effect of flattening order.
We report mean and standard deviation as histogram and
error bar, respectively. Best viewed in color and zoom in.
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Figure 11: Visualizations of projected shapes on three
planes.

B. Technical Details on ImAM

B.1. Model Architectures

Our proposed framework ImAM consists of a two-step
procedure for 3D shape generation. The first step is an



Figure 12: Comparisons of the first-stage IoU (%) accuracy
and the second-stage memory cost (Mb) with different res-
olutions and discrete representations. The memory cost is
calculated with a batch size of 1.

auto-encoder structure, aiming to learn discrete represen-
tations for input 3D shapes. And the second step introduces
a transformer structure to learn the joint distribution of dis-
crete representations. Below we will elaborate the details of
these two structures.
Auto-encoder. As shown in the left of Fig. 13, the auto-
encoder takes as input point cloudsP ∈ Rn×3 with nmeans
the number of points, and outputs the predicted 3D mesh
M. More concretely, the encoder starts by feeding point
clouds into a PointNet [30] with local pooling, results in
point features with dimensions Rn×32. Then, we project
points on three axis-aligned orthogonal planes with resolu-
tion of 256. Features of points falling into the same spatial
grid cell are aggregated via mean-operation, so that input
point clouds are represented as tri-planar features instead
of volumetric features. To further improve the representa-
tion, we concatenate three feature planes and couple them
with three convolution layers. Next, four stacked convolu-
tion layers are adopted to not only down-sample the feature
resolution three times, but also highly encode and abstract
the position mapping of each spatial grid in 3D space. Thus,
the output has a tractable order to be serialized as a feature
vector. Before we perform the vector quantization on the
flattened outputs, we follow [48] to utilize the strategy of
low dimensional codebook lookup, by squeezing the fea-
ture dimension from 256 to 4. Consequently, an arbitrary
3D shape can be represented with a compact quantized vec-
tor, whose elements are indices of those closest entries in
the codebook.

The decoder is composed of two 2D U-Net modules and
one symmetric upsample block. After reshaping the quan-
tized vector and unsqueezing its feature dimension from 4 to
256, we apply a 2D U-Net module to complement each spa-
tial grid feature with global knowledge. Subsequently, the

same number of 2D convolution layers as the downsmaple
block are appended to upsample the feature resolution back
to 256. Symmetric convolution layers further decouple it
into tri-planer features. To further improve the smoothness
between the spatial grids in each plane, we use the other
shared 2D U-Net module to separately process tri-plane fea-
tures. The structures of both 2D U-Net are in alignment
with [21]. Finally, we build a stack of fully-connected resid-
ual blocks with 5 layer, as implicit function, to predict the
occupancy probability of each query position.

Transformer. Benefiting from the compact discrete rep-
resentation with a tractable order for each input 3D shape,
we adopt a vanilla decoder-only transformer without any
specific-designed module to learn the joint distributions
among discrete codes. Our transformer consists of T
decoder layers, each of which has one multi-head self-
attention layer and one feed-forward network. The decoder
layer has the same structure as [11], and is illustrated in the
right of Fig. 13. Specifically, we use a learnable start-of-
sequence token ([SOS] token) to predict the first index of
the discrete vector, and auto-regressively predict the next
with the previous ones. For example, given an input con-
taining the first t indices along with one [SOS] token, we
first use an embedding layer to encode them as features.
Then, we feed them into several transformer layers. The
position embedding is also added to provide positional in-
formation. At the end of the last transformer layer, we use
two fully-connected layers to predict the logit of each token.
However, we only keep the last one which is a meaningful
categorical distribution for the next (t+1)-th index.

Implementation Details. Table 9 summarizes all param-
eter settings for both auto-encoder and transformer struc-
tures. We apply them as default to all experiments unless
otherwise stated. The feature dimension d in the trans-
former varies for different tasks. We set d = 512 for
unconditional generation; 768 for class-guide generation
and partial point completion; and 1024 for image- or text-
guide generation. We set the number of transformer lay-
ers T = 12 for all tasks, except for text-guide generation,
where we set L = 24 and h = 16. Lower triangular mask
matrix is used in all multi-head self-attention layers to pre-
vent information leakage, that is, the prediction of the cur-
rent index is only related to the previous known indices.
For various conditioning inputs, we adopt the most common
way to encode them. For example, we use a learnable em-
bedding layer to get the feature ∈ R1×768 of each category.
Gvien partial point clouds, our proposed auto-encoder en-
codes them into discrete representations ∈ R1024×1, which
are fed into another embedding layer to get features with
768 dimensions. We adopt pre-trained CLIP models to ex-
tract features ∈ R1×512 for images or texts, and further use
one fully-connected layer to increase the dimension from
512 to 1024; All of encoded conditioning inputs are simply
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Figure 13: The architectures of ImAM, consisting of an auto-encoder at the first stage (left) and a transformer at the second
stage (right).

prepended to [SOS] token via concatenation to guide the
generation.

B.2. Training and Testing Procedures

Training: All models are trained on a single NVIDIA 3090
or A100, without any learning rate decay strategy. For the
first stage, we take dense point clouds with n = 30, 000
as input, and train the auto-encoder with 13 categories on
ShapeNet dataset for total 600k iterations. The learning rate
is set as 1e-4, and the batch size is 16. Once trained, it is
shared for all generation tasks. For the second stage, we
adopt the same learning rate to train the transformer. Ex-
cept for the partial point completion which has the batch
size of 2, we set the batch size of 8 for the other generation
tasks. Models for all experiments are trained for around
600k iterations.
Testing: During inference, we first use the well-trained
transformer to predict discrete index sequences with or
without conditioning inputs. For each index, we sample it
with the multinomial distribution according to the predicted
probability, where only the top-k indices with the highest
confidence are kept for sampling. We progressively sample
the next index, until all elements in the sequence are com-
pleted. Then, we feed the predicted index sequence into the
decoder to get tri-planar features. Subsequently, we interpo-
late feature of each point on a grid of resolution 1283 from
tri-planar features, and adopt the implicit function to query
the corresponding occupancy probability. Finally, the iso-
surface of 3D shapes are extracted with threshold of 0.2 via
Marching Cubes [18].

B.3. Data Preparation

We give a more detailed explanation of data preparation.
We conduct all the experiments on ShapeNet dataset [4].
Following previous works [8, 26, 21], we use 13 classes of

ShapeNet dataset from 3D-R2N2 [10]. The data are pro-
cessed similarly to C-OccNet [26]. Following the same
setting from IM-GAN[8] and GBIF[14], for each category,
we sorted the shapes by name and select the first 80% as
training samples and the rest for testing. For the task of
shape completion, partial point clouds are obtained follow-
ing the similar strategy in [49]. Specifically, during train-
ing, we randomly select a viewpoint and then remove the
25 ∼ 75% furthest points from the viewpoint to obtain par-
tial point clouds. 2048 points are further sampled to guar-
antee the fixed number of partial points as inputs. For a
fair comparison, we follow AutoSDF [23] to devise a new
completion setting, by removing all the points from the top
half of shapes. For the task of image-guide generation, we
use rendered images provided by 3D-R2N2[10]. For text-
guide generation task, we use Text2Shape dataset [7] with
the same data splitting.

B.4. Implementation of Competitors

We select several representative works to verify the ef-
fectiveness of our method on five tasks (i.e., T1: uncondi-
tional generation, T2: class-guide generation, T3: partial
point completion, T4: image-guide generation, T5: text-
guide generation). These works follow the priority criteria
such as whether they have similar motivation, whether they
conduct similar tasks, whether they release source codes,
and so on. Here, we list all codebases used in our paper.

• IM-GAN [8] (T1): https://github.com/
czq142857/implicit-decoder

• GBIF [14] (T1,T2): https://gitlab.
vci.rwth-aachen.de:9000/mibing/
localizedimplicitgan

• PointFlow [46] (T1): https://github.com/
stevenygd/PointFlow

https://github.com/czq142857/implicit-decoder
https://github.com/czq142857/implicit-decoder
https://gitlab.vci.rwth-aachen.de:9000/mibing/localizedimplicitgan
https://gitlab.vci.rwth-aachen.de:9000/mibing/localizedimplicitgan
https://gitlab.vci.rwth-aachen.de:9000/mibing/localizedimplicitgan
https://github.com/stevenygd/PointFlow
https://github.com/stevenygd/PointFlow


Table 9: The detailed architecture of our framework. ‘k’, ‘s’
and ‘p’ denote kernel size, stride and padding, respectively,
in the convolution layer. ‘h8’ means the number of head
is 8 in multi-head self-attention layer. The feature dimen-
sion d in the transformer varies for different tasks. m stands
for the dimension of middle layer in the feed-froward net-
work. ‘K’ and ‘L’ are the sequence length of conditioning
inputs and discrete representation, ‘1’ indicates the length
of [SOS] token.

Layer Name Notes Input Size

Auto-encoder
PointNet n× 3
Coupler

ConvLayer k3s1p1 256× 256× 3× 32
ConvLayer k3s1p1 256× 256× 96
ConvLayer k1s1p0 256× 256× 32

Downsampler
ConvLayer k2s2p0 256× 256× 32
ConvLayer k2s2p0 128× 128× 64
ConvLayer k2s2p0 64× 64× 128
ConvLayer k1s1p0 32× 32× 256

Squeezer k1s1p0 32× 32× 256
Quantizer 32× 32× 4
Unsqueezer k1s1p0 32× 32× 4
2D U-Net 32× 32× 256
Upsampler

DeconvLayer k3s1p1 32× 32× 256
DeconvLayer k3s1p1 64× 64× 128
DeconvLayer k3s1p1 128× 128× 64
ConvLayer k1s1p0 256× 256× 32

Decoupler
ConvLayer k3s1p1 256× 256× 32
ConvLayer k3s1p1 256× 256× 96
ConvLayer k1s1p0 256× 256× 96

2D U-Net 256× 256× 3× 32

Transformer
Embedding Layer (1 + L)× 1
Decoder Layers × 12

Self-Attention h8 (K + 1 + L)× d
Feed-Forward m4d (K + 1 + L)× d

Head Layer
LinearLayer L× d
LinearLayer L× d

• ShapeGF [2] (T1): https://github.com/
RuojinCai/ShapeGF

• PVD [51] (T1,T3): https://github.com/
alexzhou907/PVD

• AutoSDF [23] (T2,T3,T4,T5): https://github.
com/yccyenchicheng/AutoSDF

• cGAN [42] (T3): https://github.com/
yccyenchicheng/AutoSDF

• ShapeFormer [45] (T3): https://github.com/

QhelDIV/ShapeFormer

• Clip-Forge [31] (T4,T5): https://github.com/
AutodeskAILab/Clip-Forge

• ITG [17] (T4): https://github.com/liuzhengzhe/
Towards-Implicit-Text-Guided-Shape-Generation

Among them, we slightly modify codes of GBIF and Au-
toSDF for class-guide generation. Specifically, GBIF de-
signs a generator to synthesize shape embeddings from a
random noise, and a discriminator to determine whether the
input embedding is real or fake. Thus, we improve it into
a conditional GAN by additionally adding a class embed-
ding as input to both the generator and discriminator. Au-
toSDF is also an auto-regressive model, it has the same two
stages as our ImAM, including an auto-encoder and a trans-
former. Similar to our model, we prepend a class token to
the [SOS] token, making AutoSDF be able to perform class-
guide generation. Except for these two cases, we either use
their provided models or re-train them with official codes if
necessary for fair comparisons.

C. Evaluation Metrics
C.1. Implementation Details

As a generator, the key to evaluate our proposed method
is not only to measure the fidelity, but also to focus on the di-
versity of the synthesized shapes. Therefore, we adopt eight
metrics for different generation tasks, including Coverage
(COV) [1], Minimum Matching Distance (MMD) [1], Edge
Count Difference (ECD) [14] and 1-Nearest Neighbor Ac-
curacy (1-NNA) [46], Total Mutual Difference (TMD) [42],
Unidirectional Hausdorff Distance (UHD) [42], Fréchet
Point Cloud distance (FPD) [32] and Accuracy (Acc.) [31].
In particular, we use the Light Field Descriptor (LFD) [6] as
our primary similarity distance metric for COV, MMD and
ECD, as suggested by [8]. Since both FPD and Acc. met-
rics require a classifier to calculate, we thus train a PointNet
‡ with 13 categories on ShapeNet datasets, which achieves
the classification accuracy of 92%.

For shape generation task, COV and MMD measures the
diversity and fidelity of the generated shapes, respectively.
Both suffer from some drawbacks [46]. FPD and Acc. mea-
sures the fidelity of the generated shapes from the viewpoint
of feature space and probability, respectively. On the con-
trary, ECD and 1-NNA measure the distribution similarity
of a synthesized shape set and a ground-truth shape set in
terms of both diversity and quality. Therefore, ECD and 1-
NNA are two more reliable and important metrics to quan-
tify the shape generation performance. For shape comple-
tion tasks, TMD is meant to the diversity of the generated
shapes for a partial input shape, and UHD is proposed to

‡https://github.com/jtpils/TreeGAN/blob/master/
evaluation/pointnet.py

https://github.com/RuojinCai/ShapeGF
https://github.com/RuojinCai/ShapeGF
https://github.com/alexzhou907/PVD
https://github.com/alexzhou907/PVD
https://github.com/yccyenchicheng/AutoSDF
https://github.com/yccyenchicheng/AutoSDF
https://github.com/yccyenchicheng/AutoSDF
https://github.com/yccyenchicheng/AutoSDF
https://github.com/QhelDIV/ShapeFormer
https://github.com/QhelDIV/ShapeFormer
https://github.com/AutodeskAILab/Clip-Forge
https://github.com/AutodeskAILab/Clip-Forge
https://github.com/liuzhengzhe/Towards-Implicit-Text-Guided-Shape-Generation
https://github.com/liuzhengzhe/Towards-Implicit-Text-Guided-Shape-Generation
https://github.com/jtpils/TreeGAN/blob/master/evaluation/pointnet.py
https://github.com/jtpils/TreeGAN/blob/master/evaluation/pointnet.py
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Figure 14: We show the matched pairs with largest MMD before and after using threshold shifting when computing the
metric of Coverage. For each pair, the left is the generated shape and the right is the closest ground-truth shape.

evaluate the completion fidelity. Both metrics are specifi-
cally designed for the completion task [42].

C.2. Coverage with threshold

As discussed above, Coverage [1] measures the diversity
of a generate shape set. However, it doesn’t penalize out-
liers since a ground truth shape is still considered as cov-
ered even if the distance to the closest generated shape is
large [46]. To rule out the false positive coverage, we count
as match between a generation and ground truth shape only
if LFD [6] between them is smaller than a threshold t. In
practice, t could vary across different semantic categories
based on the scale and complexity of the shape, and we em-
pirically use MMD [1] as the threshold. In this paper, we
set t as mean MMD of all competitors.

To evaluate the effectiveness of the improved COV in
identifying correct matches, we visualize the matched pairs
with the largest MMD before and after using threshold fil-
tering. As shown on the left of Fig. 14, when there is no
threshold constraining the quality of the generated shape,
outliers (e.g., a messy shape) could match any possible
ground-truth shape, which is clearly unreasonable. On the
contrary, when the threshold is applied for filtering, as illus-
trated on the right of Fig. 14, the generated shape has certain
similarity in texture or parts with the matched ground-truth
shape, even if they have the maximum shape distance. It
strongly demonstrates the validity and reliability of our im-
provement in measuring the diversity of generation.

Table 10: Results of class-guide generation. Models are
trained on 13 categories of ShapeNet.

METRICS METHODS
CATEGORIES AVGPlane Car Chair Rifle Table

COV ↑
GBIF [14] 68.72 69.64 75.94 68.98 81.72 73.00
AutoSDF [23] 46.24 51.63 62.61 58.59 66.84 57.18
Ours 81.58 71.58 83.98 75.74 85.48 79.67

CovT ↑
GBIF [14] 24.10 38.63 32.69 35.44 37.80 33.73
AutoSDF [23] 15.43 38.03 27.82 34.60 31.22 29.42
Ours 56.49 52.70 45.09 52.74 49.32 51.27

MMD ↓
GBIF [14] 4736 1479 3220 4246 2763 3289
AutoSDF [23] 5201 1477 3517 4189 2992 3475
Ours 3195 1285 2871 3729 2430 2702

ECD ↓
GBIF [14] 1327 2752 1589 434 869 1394
AutoSDF [23] 5532 7352 4136 2510 6354 5177
Ours 571 1889 419 196 285 672

1-NNA ↓
GBIF [14] 91.47 92.43 75.61 83.12 70.19 82.56
AutoSDF [23] 89.99 94.23 83.69 80.91 81.13 85.99
Ours 66.81 83.39 64.83 57.28 59.55 66.37

Table 11: Results of image-guide generation with more
baselines.

METHOD TMD (×102) ↑ MMD (×103) ↓ FPD ↓

Clip-Forge [31] 2.858 1.926 8.094
AutoSDF [23] 0.859 2.092 15.092
Ours (ViT32) 3.677 1.617 2.711
Ours (ResNet) 4.738 1.662 3.894
Ours (CLIP) 4.274 1.590 1.680



Table 12: Quantitative results of text-guide generation.

METHOD TMD (×101) ↑ MMD (×103) ↓ Acc ↑

ITG [17] N/A 2.187 29.13
CLIP-Forge [31] 0.400 2.136 53.68
Ours (BERT) 0.677 1.931 60.68
Ours (CLIP-seq.) 0.524 1.778 58.17
Ours (CLIP) 0.565 1.846 59.93

D. More Experimental Analysis

D.1. 1-NNA metric on Class-guide Generation

Both 1-NNA and ECD are two important metrics to mea-
sure the overall quality of the synthesized shapes in terms
of fidelity and diversity. Thus, we extend Tab. 2 of the
manuscript by additionally adding comparison results of 1-
NNA accuracy, as shown in Tab. 10. As expected, ImAM
outperforms both competitors across 5 categories by a sig-
nificant margin, achieving state-of-the-art results on all met-
rics. In particular, it also shows significant advantages on
the metric of 1-NNA, strongly demonstrating the versatility
of ImAM on class-guide generation.

D.2. More Baselines on Image-guide Generation

To further evaluate the effectiveness of ImAM on image-
guide generation, we compare it with AutoSDF [23], which
is also an auto-regressive model for 3D shape generation.
We follow its official codes to extract per-location con-
ditionals from the input image and then guide the non-
sequential auto-regressive modeling to generate shapes. On
the contrary, our method only utilize a single image feature
extracted from ResNet or CLIP, guiding the vanilla trans-
former, to auto-regressively synthesize shapes. As shown
in Tab. 11, ImAM beats AutoSDF on three metrics by a
large margin, which clearly suggests the effectiveness of our
proposed method. In addition, AutoSDF requires a specific
form of conditioning inputs, but our approach can accept
input in either 1- or 2-D form, giving it more flexibility. To
verify it, we conduct a baseline by using ViT32 to extract
patch embeddings from the input image as condition. The
conditional generation can be achieved by simply prepend-
ing patch embeddings to [SOS] token. Results in Tab. 11
indicate that it is competitive with models using ResNet or
CLIP as feature extractor, further suggesting the powerful
versatility of our ImAM in either generative ways or condi-
tional forms.

D.3. More Baselines on Text-guide Generation

Different images, texts have a natural form of sequence.
Each word is closely related to its context. Thereby, we
further discuss the ability of ImAM to text-guide genera-
tion conditioned on sequence embeddings. Concretely, we

adopt BERT and CLIP § model to encode texts into a fixed
length of sequence embeddings. From Tab. 12, we find that
using sequence embeddings indeed boost the performance
of ImAM for text-guide generation task. Thanks to our pro-
posed compact discrete representation with more tractable
orders, our ImAM can be easily adapted to different condi-
tional forms for different tasks, thus improving the quality
of the generated shapes.

E. More Qualitative Results

E.1. More Visualizations of Generated Shapes

We show qualitative comparisons of unconditional gen-
eration in Fig. 15. Our ImAM can generate more faithful
and diverse shapes of multiple categories. Comprehensive
visualizations of generated shapes are illustrated in Fig. 16.
ImAM can generate shapes with fine geometric structures
(e.g., airplanes and cars), as well as some shapes with com-
posite or hollowed-out designs (e.g., tables and chairs). One
major key is that it enjoys the advantages of more compact
discrete representations while endowing tractable orders to
learn shape priors of complicated geometries.

Moreover, we show more synthesized samples of class-
guide generation in Fig. 17, partial point completion in
Fig. 18, image-guide generation in Fig. 19, and text-guide
generation in Fig. 22. ImAM can generates high-quality
shapes not only being faithful to the given conditions, but
also showing large imagination on diversity, which signifi-
cantly indicates a more unified ability to freely turn uncon-
ditional generation into conditional generation.

E.2. Image-guide Generation in Real-world

To further investigate the application of ImAM on real-
world image-guide generation, we show more synthesized
shapes by given images captured in the real world. We use
the same model as described in Sec. 4.4 of the manuscript.
As illustrated in Fig. 20, results on five categories suggest
that our model can sensitively capture major attributes of
objects in the image. Take the first two rows as examples,
ImAM can generate plausible shapes while being faithful
to objects in images. In addition, two airplane images in
Fig. 20 show that our synthesized samples enjoy the advan-
tage of diversity by partially sticking to the major attributes,
such the types of wings and tail.

Figure 21 also show results of our model on Pix3D
dataset (trained on ShapeNet, without any finetuning).
Compared with other competitors, ImAM is capable of gen-
erating high-quality and realistic shapes that highly match
the shape of objects in real-world images. It significantly
highlights the strong generalization ability of our method.

§In this case, we output features of all tokens instead of the last [END]
token as the text embedding.



E.3. Zero-shot Text-to-shape Generation

Figure 23 shows more qualitative results of zero-shot
text-to-shape generation. Specifically, our model is trained
on multiple pairs of image and shapes, and directly take
text conditions as input during inference, as the same set-
ting in [31]. The high-quality of synthesized shapes clearly
demonstrate the powerful versatility of our proposed ImAM
in 3D shape generation, showing great potential to the real-
world applications.

F. Broader Impact and Limitation
Broader Impact. Synthesizing high quality 3D content has
strong application in the fields of AR/VR, graphics, robotics
and metaverse. In the past, creating high quality 3D content
requires great effort from professional designers and also
a great amount of time. Our work ImAM can serve as a
tool for automatically generating high quality 3D shapes,
providing convenience for 3D designers to create more so-
phisticated 3D content. However, at the same time, special
care must be taken not to infringe the copyright of other 3D
content creators during the process of data collection for our
model training.
Limitation. Despite we have made huge effort in adopt-
ing an efficient 3D representation in our model, ImAM still
inherit the limitation of auto-regressive model. The infer-
ence time is relatively consuming, since it requires multi-
ple forward operations to generate one sample. Besides, the
way of auto-regression may suffer from the problem of error
accumulation. In particular, if conditioning inputs contain
some noise, it is very fragile to synthesize incorrect shapes,
or even collapsed ones. In future work, we will explore
more efficient auto-regressive architectures and representa-
tions to overcome these limitations.
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Figure 15: More qualitative comparisons of unconditional generation on 5 categories.



Figure 16: More visualization of unconditional generation on 5 categories.
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Figure 17: More qualitative comparisons of class-guide generation.
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Figure 18: More qualitative comparisons of multi-modal partial point completion on 3 categories.
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Figure 19: More qualitative comparisons of image-guide generation.



Figure 20: More qualitative results of image-guide generation from real-world data.

CLIP-ForgeInput OursAutoSDF

Figure 21: More qualitative results of image-guide generation from real-world dataset Pix3D.
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Figure 23: More qualitative results of zero-shot text-to-shape generation. Results of CLIP-Froge are reported in their paper.


