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Instance Consistency Regularization for
Semi-Supervised 3D Instance Segmentation

Yizheng Wu*, Zhiyu Pan*, Kewei Wang, Xingyi Li, Jiahao Cui, Liwen Xiao, Guosheng Lin, Zhiguo Cao

Abstract—Large-scale datasets with point-wise semantic and instance labels are crucial to 3D instance segmentation but also
expensive. To leverage unlabeled data, previous semi-supervised 3D instance segmentation approaches have explored self-training
frameworks, which rely on high-quality pseudo labels for consistency regularization. They intuitively utilize both instance and semantic
pseudo labels in a joint learning manner. However, semantic pseudo labels contain numerous noise derived from the imbalanced
category distribution and natural confusion of similar but distinct categories, which leads to severe collapses in self-training. Motivated
by the observation that 3D instances are non-overlapping and spatially separable, we ask whether we can solely rely on instance
consistency regularization for improved semi-supervised segmentation. To this end, we propose a novel self-training network
InsTeacher3D to explore and exploit pure instance knowledge from unlabeled data. We first build a parallel base 3D instance
segmentation model DKNet, which distinguishes each instance from the others via discriminative instance kernels without reliance on
semantic segmentation. Based on DKNet, we further design a novel instance consistency regularization framework to generate and
leverage high-quality instance pseudo labels. Experimental results on multiple large-scale datasets show that the InsTeacher3D
significantly outperforms prior state-of-the-art semi-supervised approaches. Code is available:
https://github.com/W1zheng/InsTeacher3D.

Index Terms—3D point clouds, instance segmentation, semi-supervised learning, instance consistency regularization.

✦

1 INTRODUCTION

3D instance segmentation is critical for 3D scene under-
standing, and its success highly relies on datasets with

complete point-level annotations. However, the annotation
process is time-consuming and costly: One worker takes
around 22.3 minutes to annotate dozens of instances with
thousands of points in a single scene; For dataset validity,
over 500 annotation workers contribute to ScanNetV2 [1], in
which each scene needs 2.3 workers on average. The high
cost of annotations is a significant barrier to scaling up 3D
instance segmentation datasets, creating a bottleneck for fur-
ther progress. Therefore, boosting 3D instance segmentation
with the help of unlabeled data is in demand.

Unsupervised and semi-supervised approaches have
been explored to address this challenge. Unsupervised
works [2], [3] pre-train the model on unlabeled data through
contrastive learning and then finetune it on labeled data.
However, these unsupervised approaches have limited suc-
cess in leveraging unlabeled data due to the loose con-
straints of contrastive loss. Hence, some semi-supervised
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approaches utilize the self-training paradigm to generate
pseudo labels on unlabeled data and learn via consistency
regularization. For effective self-training, it is significant to
guarantee the quality of pseudo labels. TWIST [4] applies
a self-training framework combined with a serial segmen-
tation model, where both instance and semantic pseudo
labels are leveraged and instance segmentation relies on
semantic prediction. Nevertheless, as depicted in Fig. 1(a),
the imbalanced long-tail distribution of semantic categories
and natural confusion between similar but distinct semantic
categories, such as chairs and sofas, render the semantic
pseudo labels unreliable. As illustrated in Fig. 1(b), the
above factors contribute to one instance being wrongly sepa-
rated into several semantic parts, which causes a subsequent
impact on self-training. In contrast, as 3D instances are
non-overlapping and spatially separable in point clouds,
we observe that instance pseudo labels remain sharp and
cohesive, as shown in Fig 1(c). These factors prompt us
to question whether we can solely rely on instance consistency
regularization for improved self-training.

We find it non-trivial to explore and exploit pure instance
knowledge from unlabeled data. Specifically, there are two
fundamental challenges to be addressed: 1) how to mitigate
the impact of noisy semantic predictions and 2) how to effec-
tively enhance and leverage instance pseudo labels. On the
one hand, current state-of-the-art segmentation approaches
either rely on heuristic clustering [5], [6], [7] or transformer-
based paradigms [8], [9], [10] for instance segmentation.
However, cluster-based methods introduce noises due to
their serial reliance on semantic predictions, leading to self-
training collapse. Transformer-based approaches with paral-
lel instance query encoding techniques struggle with learn-
ing from limited labeled data, hindering their performance
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(a) Comparison of instance and semantic segmentation.
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(b) Fuzzy semantic pseudo labels.
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(c) Sharp instance pseudo labels.

Fig. 1. The comparison between semantic and instance pseudo labels. (a) An armchair combines features of both a sofa and a chair. This
confusion, along with the imbalance in semantic categories, results in poor semantic pseudo labels. In contrast, the non-overlapping and spatially
separable nature of 3D instances leads to accurate instance pseudo labels. We present the confidence scores within parentheses. (b) The semantic
pseudo labels may shatter the instances into multiple semantic parts, which causes ambiguity during the self-training procedure. (c) Instance pseudo
labels are sharp enough and keep instances as cohesive units, which benefits learning from unlabeled data.

under data-efficient settings. On the other hand, enhancing
instance pseudo labels for robust consistency regularization
is crucial. While TWIST [4] attempts a two-way inter-label
enhancement using both instance and semantic masks, it
fails when semantic pseudo labels are omitted for pure
instance consistency regularization.

To remedy these issues, we propose InsTeacher3D, a
novel self-training network to leverage instance consistency
regularization to improve semi-supervised 3D instance seg-
mentation. At the base model level, we build a kernel-
based 3D instance segmentation model DKNet, performing
instance segmentation parallel to the noisy semantic seg-
mentation branch. This architecture enables InsTeacher3D to
mitigate the impact of noisy semantic predictions. Then, for
stable self-training, InsTeacher3D discards semantic pseudo
labels and enhances the instance pseudo labels by inject-
ing task-specific priors to facilitate instance consistency
regularization. With high-quality instance pseudo labels,
InsTeacher3D employs a student model to learn potential
instance knowledge from unlabeled data, and the weight
of the student model is used to update the teacher model
via exponential moving average (EMA) [11] for robust
pseudo-labeling and consistency regularization. The above
procedure allows InsTeacher3D to focus on learning dis-
criminative instance knowledge, without being influenced
by semantic ambiguity.

We conduct experiments to evaluate the performance of
our InsTeacher3D on three popular datasets: ScanNetV2 [1],
S3DIS [12], and STPLS3D [13]. Our results show that In-
sTeacher3D significantly outperforms previous state-of-the-
art self-training instance segmentation approaches. More-
over, it ranks first on the online hidden test set of the data-
efficient ScanNetV2 benchmark.1 In conclusion, our study
emphasizes that exploiting unlabeled data via instance
consistency regularization is better for semi-supervised 3D

1. 3D Semantic Instance with Limited Reconstructions Benchmark
at: https://kaldir.vc.in.tum.de/scannet benchmark/data efficient/
index?percent scenes=20percent&metric=ap

instance segmentation.
Our contributions are four-fold:

• We identify that, for the semi-supervised 3D instance
segmentation, the origin of noise in pseudo labels is
semantic ambiguity.

• We design a parallel 3D instance segmentation ap-
proach DKNet, the pivot of which is building dis-
criminative instance kernels to mitigate the impact
of noisy semantic predictions.

• We propose InsTeacher3D as a self-training network
designed to facilitate instance consistency regular-
ization. InsTeacher3D generates and leverages high-
quality instance pseudo labels to effectively explore
potential instance information from unlabeled data.

• We conduct a series of experiments and ablation
studies to prove the effectiveness of our approach
and evaluate both the instance and semantic pseudo
labels. InsTeacher3D thoroughly explores the more
reliable instance consistency and outperforms the
previous approach by a large margin.

The preliminary version of this work was presented at
the European Conference on Computer Vision (ECCV) 2022,
entitled “3D Instances as 1D Kernels”. The conference ver-
sion showcases the strong instance discrimination capability
of proposed DKNet, demonstrating significant potential for
semi-supervised learning. This journal submission contains
substantial extensions to semi-supervised 3D instance seg-
mentation based on DKNet. We also include thorough anal-
ysis, algorithmic enhancements, as well as more extensive
experiments and discussions in this version.

2 RELATED WORK

2.1 3D Instance Segmentation
As a significant task in 3D scene understanding, 3D in-
stance segmentation assigns instance and semantic labels
for every point. The proposal-based approaches [14], [15],
[16], [17] first detect object proposals and then separate

https://kaldir.vc.in.tum.de/scannet_benchmark/data_efficient/index?percent_scenes=20percent&metric=ap
https://kaldir.vc.in.tum.de/scannet_benchmark/data_efficient/index?percent_scenes=20percent&metric=ap
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the foreground and background points within proposals.
In contrast, proposal-free approaches [18], [19] group the
points into instances based on embedding similarity. The
recent works [5], [6], [7], [20] have developed heuristic clus-
tering algorithms that serially rely on semantic categories
and latent instance hints to group points, which can be
seen as an extension of semantic segmentation involving
instance clues. The transformer-based approaches [8], [9],
[10] follow the general framework of the attention-based
architecture [21] and focus on the design of the query
encoder to encode and refine instances queries. Neverthe-
less, initialization and encoding of instance queries rely
on fitting large-scale datasets, which makes it not suitable
for data-efficient learning. On the contrary, kernel-based
approaches [22], [23], [24], [25] generate or assign dynamic
kernels [26] for instances depending on exploring scenes.
DyCo3D [22] built kernels based on coarse grouping pro-
posals; PointInst3D [23] apply farthest point sampling (FPS)
to sample points as candidate kernels; ISBNet [25] introduce
instance-aware FPS and further aggregation to obtain ker-
nels. We propose DKNet [24] with a localize-then-aggregate
paradigm to search local maximums in centroid heatmap
as candidates and further aggregate neighbor information
of candidates to represent 3D instances as kernels. There-
fore, DKNet could exploit scene information and instance
knowledge to thoroughly explore the data similarity, which
enables reconstructing accurate instance masks even with
limited labeled data. In this work, we employ DKNet as
the base segmentation model in InsTeacher3D, which lever-
ages instance localization, representation, and reconstruc-
tion consistency for effective semi-supervised learning.

2.2 Data-Efficient 3D Scene Understanding
Data-efficient scene understanding concerns learning with
limited scenes or annotations to reduce the data collection
and annotation cost. In 3D point cloud, these problems
can be broadly divided into two settings: Limited Annota-
tion(LA) and Limited Reconstruction(LR) [3], which corre-
spond to weakly supervised and semi-supervised learning
tasks respectively. Some approaches first explore unsuper-
vised pre-training on unlabeled data and finetuning under
a data-efficient setting. PointContrast [2] introduces point-
wise contrastive loss to enhance features. CSC [3] integrates
spatial contexts into pre-training features by introducing
contrastive scene contexts. However, these approaches have
limited success in leveraging unlabeled data due to the loose
constraints of contrastive loss. Further, there are numerous
works exploring weakly supervised and semi-supervised
approaches in diverse data-efficient 3D perception tasks:
object detection [27], [28], [29], semantic segmentation [30],
[31], [32], [33], instance segmentation [4], [34] et al.

In this paper, we focus on semi-supervised 3D in-
stance segmentation under the limited reconstruction set-
ting, where only a limited proportion of scenes are fully
labeled with others left unlabeled. TWIST [4] first explores
this task and builds a self-training network to leverage
unlabeled data. WS3D [35] proposes unsupervised region-
level energy-based and contrastive loss to achieve boundary
awareness and instance discrimination. Both approaches
build upon PointGroup [5] where instance segmentation se-
rially relies on semantic prediction. The semantic categories

and coarse centroid offset vectors are employed as pseudo
labels. However, due to the serial segmentation manner,
these approaches are unable to fully leverage instance infor-
mation and are plagued by noisy semantic prediction. Coop-
erating with our DKNet, InsTeacher3D abandons semantic
pseudo labels and solely focuses on exploiting instance
consistency from unlabeled data for effective self-training.

2.3 Self-Training Semi-Supervised Learning

The self-training approaches generate high-quality pseudo
labels for unlabeled data and utilize consistency regular-
ization to leverage potential information in unlabeled data
and boost the semi-supervised performance. There is a large
volume of published studies [4], [11], [36], [37], [38], [39],
[40], [41] describing the role of the self-training technique in
semi-supervised learning. However, these approaches usu-
ally suffer from noise in consistency regularization, which
can be mitigated by further improving the quality of pseudo
labels. Mean teacher [11] ensembles student models at every
step via EMA as the teacher model, which generates better
pseudo labels and guides the student model via consistency
regularization. TWIST [4] proposes a self-training network
with object denoising and two-way label enhancement mod-
ules to produce semantic and instance pseudo labels. In
this work, we first identify the origin of noise in pseudo
labels and propose a novel self-training strategy relying
solely on instance pseudo labels to leverage unlabeled data.
To facilitate instance consistency, we develop InsTeacher3D
following the general mean teacher framework and further
introduce a dynamic mask generation module to produce
high-quality instance pseudo labels.

3 PRELIMINARY: CONSISTENCY REGULARIZATION
FOR SEMI-SUPERVISED 3D SEGMENTATION

Given labeled and unlabeled point clouds P l and Pu respec-
tively, semi-supervised 3D instance segmentation aims to
utilize Pu to boost the performance. Throughout this paper,
all the superscripts l and u denote the labeled and unlabeled
portions, respectively. In this work, we leverage the unla-
beled data via consistency regularization, which supposes
that different models should produce the same prediction
for unlabeled data even with different disturbances. We
build our self-training network following the most popular
consistency regularization framework, mean teacher [11].

In the mean teacher framework, a teacher Φt produces
high-quality pseudo labels, which guide the student Φs by
applying consistency regularization upon unlabeled data.
We use superscripts t and s to represent the elements of
teacher and student models, respectively. Both Φt and Φs

are the same in initial weights and model architectures, but
different in data input and weight updating. Specifically, Φt

and Φs process the raw point cloud with weak and strong
augmentation, respectively. Besides, the weights of Φs are
updated via stochastic gradient descent while Φt uses the
exponential moving average (EMA) weights of the student
model. The update of EMA weights of Φt after step τ can
be formulated as:

Φt
τ+1 = α · Φt

τ + (1− α) · Φs
τ+1. (1)
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This self-ensembling procedure can smooth the model noise
and improve the performance of Φt to produce better
pseudo labels. α is set to 0.999 as a smoothing factor.

As stated above, the efficacy of consistency regulariza-
tion heavily depends on the performance of Φt and the
quality of the pseudo labels. If pseudo labels contain numer-
ous noise, the student model will overfit the noisy pseudo
label and finally collapse, which is known as confirmation
bias [11]. Thus, for stable self-training, it is significant to
enhance the quality of pseudo labels to alleviate the con-
firmation bias. In this work, we identify that the origin of
confirmation bias in semi-supervised 3D instance segmenta-
tion is semantic ambiguity and propose a novel self-training
network InsTeacher3D to address it.

4 INSTEACHER3D
4.1 Overview of InsTeacher3D

Semantic ambiguity is a common phenomenon in 3D in-
stance segmentation, especially under semi-supervised set-
tings. As shown in Table 1, up to 48.6% instances are with
semantic ambiguity, but only a few instances are with in-
stance ambiguity, which demonstrates the instance pseudo
labels are more reliable. Thus, the primary objective of
InsTeacher3D is to use the power of instance consistency
while mitigating the impact of noisy semantic predictions.

To this end, we design InsTeacher3D along two dimen-
sions: 1) at the model level, we leverage our proposed
parallel instance segmentation model, DKNet to produce
instance masks without reliance on semantic prediction;
2) at the semi-supervised learning level, we build an in-
stance consistency regularization framework to generate
and leverage high-quality instance pseudo labels to exploit
unlabeled data. We present the pipeline of InsTeacher3D in
Fig. 2. The base segmentation model (DKNet) and semi-
supervised framework (instance consistency regularization)
jointly contribute to the success of InsTeacher3D. In Sec. 4.2,
we construct a naive transitional network combining DKNet
with the intuitive joint consistency regularization (JCR)
framework. Notably, we observe that this naive network is
still susceptible to noisy semantic pseudo labels stemming
from semantic ambiguity, even with strong instance dis-
crimination from DKNet. Thus, in Sec. 4.3, we propose our
instance consistency regularization (ICR) framework, which
cooperates with a dynamic mask generation module to gen-
erate high-quality instance pseudo labels for self-training.
As shown in Table 2, JCR is hindered by severe semantic
ambiguity, while ICR effectively alleviates the impact of
semantic ambiguity.

4.2 A Naive Transitional Network

Previous approaches [4] adopt joint consistency regulariza-
tion frameworks, where both semantic and instance pseudo
labels are intuitively utilized for regularization. However, as
depicted in Fig. 3(a), if serial segmentation models serve as
base models in a joint consistency regularization framework,
the dominating noisy semantic prediction leads to unstable
self-training. We argue that DKNet explores informative
instance representation from scratch rather than relying on
semantic prediction, which can be leveraged to alleviate
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Fig. 2. The pipeline of InsTeacher3D. InsTeacher3D is a self-training
network in instance consistency regularization framework, where DKNet
is the base segmentation model. “DMG” denotes the dynamic mask
generation module, serving as a key module in instance consistency
regularization to generate high-quality instance pseudo labels.

TABLE 1
Instance-level evaluation of semantic and instance ambiguity. We

report the instance-level means of point-wise semantic prediction
accuracy within each instance and instance segmentation mask IoUs
as key metrics. An instance is deemed to exhibit semantic or instance
ambiguity if its semantic prediction accuracy or mask IoU falls beneath
the 25% threshold. We present the occurrence rates for both types of

ambiguity under varying label rates.

Rate mAcc Semantic mIoU Instance
Ambiguity Ambiguity

100% 82.1 10.3% 81.2 5.2%
20% 76.8 14.9% 78.7 6.5%
10% 74.0 17.4% 78.2 6.9%
5% 68.5 21.0% 74.4 8.1%
1% 42.7 48.6% 53.8 12.8%

TABLE 2
The impact of semantic ambiguity. We compare JCR against ICR

framework with 20% labeled data. The model trained with JCR exhibits
a lower instance IoU score and a higher proportion of semantic

ambiguity. Meanwhile, the instances with semantic ambiguity tend to be
incorrectly segmented, thereby undermining the model performance.

Framework mIoU Semantic mIoU
Ambiguity (w Ambiguity)

JCR 73.8 15.6% 58.1
ICR 78.7 14.9% 63.1

the impact of noisy semantic prediction. The comparison
in Fig. 4(a) and (b) proves that DKNet can obtain superior
performance of instance segmentation with comparable se-
mantic prediction under two supervised settings (100% and
20%), revealing its superiority in instance discrimination.

Thus, we conduct a naive transitional network as shown
in Fig. 3(b), which improves the joint consistency regular-
ization framework into a parallel architecture by integrating
DKNet as the base segmentation model. However, while a
parallel architecture with DKNet leads to remarkable im-
provement, the joint consistency regularization still suffers
from inevitable noisy semantic pseudo labels. As shown in
Fig. 4(c), the noisy semantic pseudo labels result in unstable
model learning. Subsequently, the instance segmentation is
affected by the model in chaos. Motivated by the above
observation, we design an instance consistency regulariza-
tion framework, which discards semantic pseudo labels
and solely relies on high-quality instance pseudo labels
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(c) InsTeacher3D

Fig. 3. Different architectures for consistency regularization of semi-supervised 3D instance segmentation network. Here, we focus on the
pivotal aspects of consistency regularization on unlabeled data for clarity. The joint consistency regularization (JCR) framework can cooperate with
serial and parallel base segmentation models in (a) and (b), respectively. “I” and “S” represent the instance and semantic segmentation modules.
The teacher and student models are denoted by superscripts “t” and “s”. “Ins.” and “Sem.” are instance and semantic pseudo labels respectively.
The red and blue colors represent the knowledge of semantic and instance segmentation. Best viewed in color.

to leverage unlabeled data. With this instance consistency
regularization framework, InsTeacher3D maintains a stable
learning procedure in Fig. 4(d), and effectively boosts the
segmentation performance shown in Fig. 4(a) and (b).

4.3 Instance Consistency Regularization

We propose further boosting semi-supervised segmenta-
tion through instance consistency regularization, focusing
on utilizing only instance pseudo labels to explore po-
tential knowledge from unlabeled data. Our evaluation of
instance consistency regularization encompasses two key
aspects: Instance consistency is sufficient for semi-supervised
instance segmentation. As semantic instances consist of shape,
spatial, and category attributions, finding and represent-
ing instances facilitate not only instance but also semantic
discrimination. Cooperating with semantic supervision on
labeled data, the model combines the instance clusters and
category names to build complete instance segmentation;
Pure instance pseudo label is more available. As every instance
can be recognized as an individual class, instance segmenta-
tion can get rid of class imbalance in data-efficient learning.
Besides, 3D instances are cohesive units and are usually
separated by void interspace, which can be exploited for
accurate segmentation.

Based on the efficacy of instance consistency, we intro-
duce InsTeacher3D as a concise self-training network in-
corporating instance consistency regularization framework,
as depicted in Fig. 2. Since this framework relies solely on
instance pseudo labels, it is thus crucial to implement an
appropriate self-training technique to harness the potential
of instance consistency. To achieve this, we designed a dy-
namic mask generation module and a self-training pipeline
specifically for generating and utilizing high-quality in-
stance pseudo labels, respectively.

4.3.1 Dynamic mask generation
The teacher model Φt, an instance segmentation model im-
plemented as DKNet, produces sparse soft instance masks
R ∈ RN×I as initial segmentation results, where Rn,i

indicates the possibility that point n belongs to instance
i. However, in these soft masks, one point may respond
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(c) Joint regularization.
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Fig. 4. The performance of different instance segmentation archi-
tectures and the training curves on S3DIS. We report the perfor-
mance of semantic and instance segmentation performance in (a) and
(b). HAIS [6] and DKNet [24] are adopted as serial and parallel base
models, respectively. 100% and 20% denote the two supervised settings,
where models are trained with different amounts of labeled data. “LR
(20%)” is the semi-supervised setting where we train the model with
labels from only 20% scenes. The curves in (c) and (d) represent the
loss terms on S3DIS validation sets with joint and instance consistency
regularization frameworks, respectively.

to multiple kernels, and some instances may show low
segmentation confidence and be ignored, leading to noisy
segmentation and failing to serve as pseudo labels. Thus,
we expect to obtain high-quality dense hard instance IDs
M̂ = {M̂n ∈ {−1, 1, 2, · · · , I}}Nn=1 as pseudo labels. To this
end, we introduce instance self-enhancement to exploit the
relationship priors between soft and hard instance masks
to preserve weak instances and filter out noisy instances to
generate pseudo labels. Superpoint [42] refinement is also
utilized to enhance the completeness of pseudo labels.

Instance self-enhancement. Firstly, to ensure one point be-
longs to one instance, we should project the soft masks into
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Fig. 5. A detailed procedure for the instance self-enhancement module. The simply projected masks contain numerous noises, which will lead
to unstable self-training. The proposed instance self-enhancement module effectively improves the quality of pseudo labels M̂ .

hard point-wise instance IDs. Since Rn,i indicates the pos-
sibility that point n belongs to instance i, the most intuitive
mask transform is the channel-wise maximum projection,
which can be formulated as:

M̂n =

{
argmax

i
(Rn,i) max(Rn) > 0.5, foreground

− 1 max(Rn) ≤ 0.5, background
,

(2)
where M̂n and Rn denote instance ID and instance simi-
larity vector of the nth point, respectively. The instance ID
−1 denotes the background. In this case, all the instances
share the same weight, and all points with low confidence
are recognized as backgrounds, which may ignore the weak
instances, even for well-learning models. Therefore, we
propose dynamic thresholding and weighting techniques
to preserve the weak instances in projection as an intra-
instance self-enhancement. Focusing on single instance, RT

i

is the point-wise binary segmentation mask for ith instance.
In RT

i, since scores of points belonging to ith instance
should clearly overweight other points, a dynamic threshold
Ti can be used for binary segmentation. Specifically, we
implement a maximum between-class variance (Otsu) [43]
algorithm to evaluate Ti, which can indicate the intensity of
the instance, i.e. weak instances should have low thresholds.
Then, the inverse of the dynamic threshold is utilized as
a weight to balance the instance score distribution, which
can be formulated as RT

i = RT
i/2T . This processing

effectively boosts the scores of weak instances, and we also
limit the maximum dynamic thresholds to 0.5 to avoid sup-
pressing the strong objects. Here, R is projected according
to Eqn.2 to build initial M̂ .

In addition, though we have tried to build one-to-one
correspondence by merging redundant candidates, there are
still multiple masks recovered for a single instance. To filter
out noisy masks, we exploit the interaction between soft and
hard instance masks for inter-instance self-enhancement.
For pure instances, the binary segmented soft masks (only

Algorithm 1 Instance Self-Enhancement

Require: Instance soft masks R ∈ RN×I

Ensure: Instance pseudo labels M̂
1: /* Intra-Instance Self-Enhancement*/
2: for i ∈ [1, I] do
3: T ← Otsu(RT

i)
4: if T < 0.5 then Update RT

i to RT
i / 2T

5: M̂ ← Projection(R) according to Eqn. 2
6: /* Inter-Instance Self-Enhancement*/
7: for i ∈ [1, I] do
8: Calculate Spurity according to Eqn. 3
9: Update RT

i to RT
i · Spurity

10: M̂ ← Projection(R) according to Eqn. 2 only for fore-
ground points

11: return M̂

concerning one mask) should produce the same result as
hard instance IDs (involving all masks). Thus, we define
purity score Spurity as:

Spurity =

∑N
n=1 Rn,i · 1(M̂n = i)∑N

n=1 Rn,i · 1(Rn,i > 0.5)
, (3)

where 1(·) is an indicator function. This score reflects how
noisy the instance masks are, i.e. the scores of pure instances
with the same results in both soft and hard masks will
be 1 while the instances disappearing in M̂ will get 0.
Then we can suppress the noisy instances via multiplying
Spurity with RT

i and re-project the foreground points in R
to further enhance M̂ .

A detailed procedure for the instance self-enhancement
module is illustrated in Fig. 5. In this example, the original
soft masks R will produce noisy results after projection.
The intra-instance self-enhancement highlights the weak in-
stance (instance 2), and the inter-instance self-enhancement
suppresses the duplicated instance (instance 1). The en-
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Fig. 6. The pipeline of DKNet. DKNet separates the instance segmentation with semantic category assignment as a parallel segmentation
framework. “Loc.”, “Rep.”, and “Rec.” represent instance localization, representation, and reconstruction module. All the above modules focus
on instance centroid area to alleviate the potential noise.

hanced soft masks are finally projected to the high-quality
pseudo labels.
Superpoint refinement. We also utilize superpoint [42] to
complement M̂ . Based on the assumption all the points
in a superpoint should belong to the same instance, we
determine instance IDs of superpoints as the mode IDs
within the points of their own. Then the instance IDs of
superpoints are broadcast to all the belonging points, which
enhances the completeness of instance masks by leveraging
spatial priors deriving from superpoints.

4.3.2 Self-training pipeline
At the start-up stage of the model training, especially for
data-efficient learning, the perception models tend to pre-
dict wrong pseudo labels for a large amount of unlabeled
data, which can encumber the model training. To lay prior
knowledge for Φt, we train the model only with the labeled
data for a few epochs as a warm-up. In the warm-up, to
leverage the available semantic and instance annotations,
we employ the mentioned several losses for labeled data,
which can be formulated as Ll = Ll

sem + Ll
ins, where Lsem

and Lins are defined in Eqn .6 and Eqn .11, respectively.
Through learning from labeled data, InsTeacher3D builds
basic instance discrimination ability for pseudo labeling.
Also, Ll

sem can impart the model with the knowledge of
category names.

Obtained the initialized Φt after the warm-up, we set
up the Φs with a replica of Φt, and the teacher is ready
for the generation of instance pseudo labels cooperating
with the dynamic mask generation module in Sec. 4.3.1.
Then, having obtained high-quality instance pseudo labels
M̂u, we can leverage instance consistency regularization
upon the unlabeled data Pu to boost the performance of
Φt and Φs. We introduce instance consistency regulariza-
tion through localization, representation, and reconstruction
terms, which can be formulated as:

Lu = Lu
ins = Lu

loc + Lu
rep + Lu

rec. (4)

All the above losses will be defined in Sec. 5.3.
Therefore, after the warm-up stage, the final training

loss for Φs consists of supervised loss and consistency loss,
which can be expressed as:

L = Ll + Lu = Ll
sem + Ll

ins + Lu
ins. (5)

Meanwhile, as stated in Sec. 3, the teacher model Φt is
updated via EMA according to Eqn .1.

5 REVISITING DKNET IN INSTANCE CONSISTENCY
REGULARIZATION

We argue that noisy semantic pseudo labels can cause ambi-
guity in model learning and the instance pseudo labels are
more reliable, which prompts us to propose instance con-
sistency regularization to fully exploit instance information
and get rid of the reliance on noisy semantic prediction.
Through a series of experiments in Sec. 6.3.3, we prove
that DKNet plays a crucial role in instance consistency
regularization framework. In this section, we briefly review
the architecture of DKNet and revisit the priorities of DKNet
in instance consistency regularization.

As depicted in Fig. 6, the pivot of DKNet is to encode
every instance into a discriminative representation, instance
kernel, which can recover the instance mask via scanning
the whole scene. Specifically, DKNet encodes instances into
instance kernels via centroid localization and representation
rather than relying on semantic prediction; and reconstructs
the instance masks by dynamic convolution. This paradigm
performs instance segmentation parallel with the semantic seg-
mentation branch and encourages the model to explore informative
instance discrimination instead of relying on noisy semantic seg-
mentation. In addition, as previous works have shown [16],
[20], [35], [44], the areas of object centroids provide rich
instance context and can yield purer segmentation results.
Most of the over-segmentation and under-segmentation ap-
pear in the border of instances, while the center parts tend to
be united. DKNet focuses on the localization and representation
of instance centroids effectively excluding numerous noises for
instance discrimination. Subsequently, we discuss how these
priorities are manifested in the detailed design of DKNet.

5.1 Feature extraction.

Given N points with colors (r, g, b) and coordinates (x, y,
z) as the raw point cloud P ∈ RN×6, the base instance
segmentation model should produce point-wise semantic
categories S = {Sn ∈ {1, 2, · · · , C}}Nn=1 and soft instance
masks R ∈ RN×I . C is a fixed value for every dataset
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denoting the object category number, while the instance
number I varies in different scenes. We can determine the
class of every instance via category voting among belonging
points. Beginning with the raw point cloud P , the feature
extractor adopts a sparse U-Net [45], [46] following the
previous works [5], [24], which produces the point cloud
features. Obtained point cloud features, several MLPs fur-
ther processed the features to predict point-wise semantic
scores B ∈ RN×C , centroid offsets O ∈ RN×3, and centroid
heatmap H = {Hn ∈ [0, 1]}Nn=1.

5.2 Semantic segmentation.

S can be easily obtained by performing a channel-wise
maximum upon B to realize semantic segmentation. To
learn knowledge of the name of semantic categories from
labeled data, we employ cross entropy loss and multi-class
dice loss for supervising semantic scores B. The semantic
loss Lsem can be formulated as:

Lsem =− 1

N

N∑
n=1

CE(Bn, B̂n)

+
1

C

C∑
c=1

(1− 2

∑N
n=1 Bn,cB̂n,c∑N

n=1 B
2
n,c +

∑N
n=1 B̂

2
n,c

)

, (6)

where the one-hot vector B̂n is the ground truth semantic
score, CE denotes the cross-entropy loss, and the second
term is a multi-class dice loss.

5.3 Instance segmentation.

To exhaustively explore instance discrimination, we intro-
duce a localize-then-aggregate paradigm to encode instance
kernels and a dynamic convolution [26] module to decode
instance masks. Thus, the segmentation procedure can be
divided into three stages: instance localization, representa-
tion, and mask reconstruction. The instance labels are given
in the form of M̂ = {M̂n ∈ {−1, 1, 2, · · · , I}}Nn=1, each
element M̂n of which is the instance ID of point Pn. −1
means background or unlabeled point.
Instance localization. To avoid the impact of the potential
noise, we first localize instance centroids in a coarse-to-
fine manner, where we predict coarse O and further build
accurate heatmaps H . The instance encoder localizes objects
based on H , each element of which is a score in [0, 1]
reflecting how close each point is to its respective instance
centroid. As centroids are expected to have the highest
value among their neighbors, an iterative instance searching
algorithm [24] is applied to localize local maxima in H as
instance candidates. We supervise the procedure of instance
localization focusing on instance centroids. For ith instance,
its instance centroid Ĉi is the mean coordinates of points
whose instance IDs are i in M̂ . If nth points belonging ith

instance, its ground truth Ôn and Ĥn can be formulated as:

Ôn = Ĉi −Xn, Ĥn = exp(−∥Ôn∥2/L2
i ), (7)

where Xn denotes the coordinate of nth point and Li is a
coefficient depends on the size of ith instance. The localiza-

tion loss Lloc supervises the length and direction of offsets
and the centroid heatmap, which can be formulated as:

Lloc =
1

N ′

N∑
n=1

(∥On − Ôn∥+
On · Ôn

∥On∥ · ∥Ôn∥
+

|Hn − Ĥn|) · 1(Pn),

(8)

where 1(Pn) is an indicator function that outputs 1 when
nth point is foreground, otherwise outputs 0. N ′ is the
number of foreground points in every scene, which can
be described as N ′ =

∑N
n=1 1(Pn). Note that H remains

unchanged in the following processing.
Instance representation. Obtained Q candidates via cen-
troid localization, we collect the spherical neighbors of the
centroid candidates to represent these candidates. Before
building instance kernels to recover the masks, it is ex-
pected that the instances and kernels are in one-to-one
correspondence. However, it is inevitable to generate redun-
dant candidates for some large instances. Hence, a learning-
based candidate affinity measure module produces instance
affinity matrix A ∈ RQ×Q, based on which a greedy aggre-
gation algorithm [24] further merges candidate features into
I instance kernels. We expect that each element Aj,k should
reflect, in the embedding domain, how similar candidates j
and k are. Therefore, we set the ground truth Âj,k as 1 if M̂j

equal to M̂k, and vice versa. To supervise the learning of A,
we apply a binary cross-entropy (BCE) loss as:

Lrep = BCE(A, Â). (9)

This loss Lrep can facilitate the discriminative representa-
tion of instances in a contrastive manner [2], [47], [48] by
pushing candidates of different objects away and pulling
the candidates of the same objects close. In addition, for each
merged instance, among the belonging candidates, we select
the candidate with the highest score in H as its centroid.
Instance reconstruction. Once the kernels are built, we can
simply scan the whole scene with dynamic kernels [22],
[24], [25], [26] to reconstruct the soft instance masks R.
The key to precise mask reconstruction is to build accurate
matches between mask prediction and ground truth. We
use the distances between centroids of merged instances
and instance ground truths as matching costs, which are
then processed by the Hungarian algorithm [49] to build
one-to-one training pairs. Compared with the commonly
used matching cost, Intersection-over-Union (IoU) between
predictions and ground truth masks, the centroid distances
help establish the correct matches even with errors in the
border of instance masks in the pseudo labels. Afterward,
the mask reconstruction is supervised by a BCE loss and
a dice loss [50], which can further overcome the class
imbalance. The instance mask targets R̂ ∈ RN×I can be
easily obtained by converting M̂ to one-hot masks. Thus,
the reconstruction loss Lrec can be formulated as:

Lrec =
1

I ′

I∑
i=1

(BCE(RT
i, R̂T

i)+

1− 2
RT

i · R̂T
i

|RT
i|+ |R̂T

i|
) · 1(ioui > 0.5) ,

(10)

where ioui denotes the IoU between RT
i and R̂T

i, and 1 is
an indicator function.
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In conclusion, the learning procedure of instance seg-
mentation can be formulated as:

Lins =Lins(O,H,A,R, M̂)

=Lloc(O,H, Ô, Ĥ) + Lrep(A, Â)

+ Lrec(R, R̂).

(11)

We strongly recommend readers refer to DKNet [24] for
more details on the candidate localization, aggregation, and
instance reconstruction procedures.

6 EXPERIMENTS

In this section, we first evaluate InsTeacher3D and compare
it with previous state-of-the-art unsupervised and semi-
supervised 3D instance segmentation approaches. Then,
a series of ablation experiments are designed to verify
the components of InsTeacher3D. We build experiments
on two popular indoor 3D point cloud datasets: Scan-
NetV2 [1] and S3DIS [12], and one large-scale outdoor
dataset, STPLS3D [13].

6.1 Implementation Details

6.1.1 Datasets
All three datasets, ScanNetV2, S3DIS, and STPLS3D provide
dense instance and semantic labels. ScanNetV2 consists of
1613 scenes in total, and the scenes are split into subsets
with 1201, 312, and 100 scans for training, validation, and
testing, respectively. This dataset includes 18 object classes
and 2 invalid classes. S3DIS has 6 areas containing 272
rooms with 13 object categories. Following the common
split, we use the Area-5 as the validation set and the oth-
ers as the training set. STPLS3D is a synthetic large-scale
outdoor point cloud dataset, where 25 urban scenes totaling
6km2 are densely labeled with 14 classes. We follow the
common split [7], [13] to obtain the train/validation set.
Across three datasets, we employ mean average precision
(mAP) under different IoU thresholds as evaluation metrics.

6.1.2 Data-Efficient Settings
We follow the limited reconstruction setting in previous
works [4] to construct training sets, where the annotation
rates are in {1%, 5%, 10%, 20%}. On ScanNetV2, we directly
adopt the training scan splits from the Data-Efficient Scan-
NetV2 benchmark [3]. Meanwhile, we also split S3DIS and
STPLS3D in the same four ratios by randomly sampling
from the complete training set. For robust self-training, we
utilize random flipping and rotation as weak augmentation,
while the strong augmentation further implements point-
wise jitters, elastic, and color distortion.

6.1.3 Semi-Supervised Learning Details
We train the whole semi-supervised network on a single
RTX 3090 GPU and adopt an Adam [51] optimizer with
an initial learning rate of 0.001. The learning rate is sub-
sequently adjusted by a cosine scheduler [52]. We voxelize
the point clouds with the size of 2cm for both ScanNetV2
and S3DIS. Besides, for each scene in S3DIS, the points are
randomly sub-sampled to ∼1/4 to reduce point density. We
train the semi-supervised network for 400 and 600 epochs

in ScanNetV2 and S3DIS, where the first 96 and 160 epochs
are reserved for a warm-up, respectively. In the remaining
epochs, we train Φs with resampled batches of batch size
4, which consist of 2 labeled scenes and 2 unlabeled scenes.
Compared to Φt updated after every step, the pseudo labels
are generated after every epoch. To obtain high-precision
instance pseudo labels, we remove the instances with con-
fidence scores lower than 0.5 and instances occupying less
than 100 points. The scores are evaluated as the average
scores of foreground points in instance and semantic masks.
As S3DIS and STPLS3D do not provide superpoints, we
deactivate the superpoint refinement module in the imple-
mentation of these datasets.

6.2 Main Results

6.2.1 Performance on indoor datasets

We evaluate the semi-supervised 3D instance segmentation
performance of our model on both ScanNetV2 validation
and hidden test sets in Table 3. The performances on the
S3DIS validation set are also reported in Table 4.
Superiority in instance discrimination. On the one hand,
InsTeacher3D significantly boosts the baseline model (indi-
cated as “Sup.-only” in the above tables) via instance consis-
tency regularization for unlabeled data. On the other hand,
compared with the previous state of the arts, our approach
outperforms other unsupervised and semi-supervised ap-
proaches in most metrics under most settings. To be specific,
given 20% labeled scenes, our approach achieves 42.7%
mAP on the ScanNetV2 validation set, which surpasses
TWIST [4] by 9.9% and relatively boosts “Sup.-only” model
by 21.0%. We also compare our approach trained with only
20% labels with fully supervised approaches in Table 5,
where InsTeacher3D shows competitive performance. In
addition, we present visual results of instance segmenta-
tion on ScanNetV2 validation set in Fig. 7 as a qualitative
evaluation. Our approach produces accurate instance seg-
mentation results.

The high-quality instance pseudo labels in consistency
regularization become of utmost importance for building
strong instance discrimination, which is in turn the sine qua
non for successful instance segmentation. Since higher IoU
thresholds in mAP metrics provide a more accurate measure
of the ability of approaches to capture instance shapes, the
extraordinary performance of InsTeacher3D under higher
thresholds (mAP) proves the effectiveness of our approach
in improving instance discrimination. This superiority fur-
ther enables it to demonstrate the best performance in most
settings, especially with high annotation rates.

Besides, though DKNet [24] only obtains poor perfor-
mance under the extremely limited setting, InsTeacher3D
effectively boosts it to a comparable level with previous
approaches and consistently obtains higher improvements
compared with TWIST.
Inferiority under low label rates. One possible reason for
the inferior performance of DKNet under the 1% setting is
the learning of approaches in kernel-based paradigm relies
on numerous instance-level matches while the few instances
in limited scenes, 12 in ScanNetV2 and only 2 in S3DIS,
cannot effectively support the establishment of instance
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TABLE 3
Quantitative results on the ScanNetV2 validation set and hidden test set on the online benchmark. We report the results under four

annotation rates. The performance improvements labeled as “∆ ↑” are obtained by comparing semi-supervised models with the corresponding
“Sup.-only” models.

Set Approach 1% 5% 10% 20%
mAP AP50 AP25 mAP AP50 AP25 mAP AP50 AP25 mAP AP50 AP25

Val

Sup.-only (Ours) 2.1 4.9 10.5 18.8 31.6 42.3 30.1 46.1 58.5 35.3 51.0 63.4
Sup.-only (TWIST) 5.1 9.8 17.6 18.2 32.0 47.0 26.7 42.8 58.9 29.3 47.9 63.0
PointContrast [2] 7.2 12.5 20.3 19.4 35.4 48.5 27.0 43.9 59.5 30.2 49.5 63.6
CSC [3] 7.1 13.0 21.2 20.9 36.7 50.6 27.3 45.0 60.2 30.6 50.3 64.1
WS3D [35] - 32.5 - - 45.6 - - 49.2 - - 51.3 -
TWIST [4] 9.6 17.1 26.2 27.0 44.1 56.2 30.6 49.7 63.0 32.8 52.9 66.8
TWIST ∆ ↑ +4.5 +7.3 +8.6 +8.8 +12.1 +9.2 +3.9 +6.9 +4.1 +3.5 +5.0 +3.8
Ours 10.8 16.6 21.2 30.0 44.7 55.6 39.6 56.9 67.0 42.7 58.3 68.2
Ours ∆ ↑ +8.7 +11.7 +10.7 +11.2 +13.1 +13.3 +9.8 +10.8 +8.5 +7.4 +7.2 +4.8
TWIST [4]+CSC [3] 11.5 20.0 31.1 28.6 45.9 58.2 32.8 51.5 65.1 34.1 53.7 67.8
Ours+CSC [3] 13.7 21.5 29.3 28.3 42.9 55.3 38.3 54.7 66.5 41.8 56.9 67.5

Test

PointContrast [2] 5.7 11.9 20.6 17.6 29.8 43.8 25.9 43.2 57.3 30.4 48.8 67.6
CSC [3] 5.6 11.7 21.7 19.6 32.5 49.2 26.4 44.0 61.5 32.2 52.9 68.3
TWIST [4]+CSC [3] 10.8 18.6 28.8 25.7 42.1 59.2 29.5 48.1 66.9 34.2 55.0 69.3
Ours 11.7 16.2 20.3 31.0 44.3 56.3 41.6 59.8 73.8 47.3 64.6 73.5

discrimination. Due to the same reason, InsTeacher3D only
shows comparable performance in S3DIS with TWIST.

The previous work [4] inspires us to incorporate un-
supervised techniques to alleviate the noisy learning pro-
cedure, especially for low label rates. Thus, we combine
InsTeacher3D and CSC [3] for further performance improve-
ment. As shown in Table 3 and Table 4, the results high-
lighted with gray color demonstrate that InsTeacher3D can
be further enhanced when integrated with CSC under low
label rates. Notably, CSC significantly improves the perfor-
mances of InsTeacher3D under the 1% setting in ScanNetV2
and all settings in S3DIS. This also partly substantiates
that the inferior performance of InTeacher3D under low
annotation rates is attributed to its lack of robust instance
discrimination. However, under high annotation rates, we
notice slight performance degradation in Table 3 (5%, 10%,
20% settings). We analyze that the degradation derives
from the confusing knowledge from the loose constraints
in unsupervised learning, which may hinder the instance
consistency regularization under high label rates.

6.2.2 Performance on outdoor datasets
We evaluate DKNet and InsTeacher3D on large-scale out-
door dataset, STPLS3D [13] validation set in Table 6. DKNet
shows a convincing performance (45.5 mAP) on the eval
set, demonstrating its scalability and robustness on large-
scale outdoor datasets. Besides, as this work mainly focuses
on semi-supervised 3D instance segmentation, we report
the performance of InsTeacher3D on STPLS3D eval set,
where InsTeacher3D shows surprising performance under
four semi-supervised settings. Specifically, trained with only
20% labeled data, InsTeacher3D shows 93.4% performance
(42.5 mAP) of the fully-supervised DKNet (45.5 mAP).
Besides, trained with only 1% data, InsTeacher3D achieves
26.5 mAP and surpasses the fully-supervised approach,
PointGroup [5]. The above results prove that InsTeacher
successfully exploits the potential instance knowledge from
unlabeled data. In conclusion, InsTeacher3D and DKNet are
robust to diverse environments, and InsTeacher3D provides
a strong baseline for semi-supervised 3D instance segmen-
tation on outdoor scenes.

TABLE 4
Quantitative results on S3DIS validation set Area-5. mAP is

reported.

Approach 1% 5% 10% 20%

Sup-only 9.5 17.4 26.4 33.0
PointContrast [2] 13.4 22.9 27.1 31.2
CSC [3] 14.6 24.9 29.7 33.5
TWIST [4] 17.9 27.1 33.6 36.7
Ours 16.9 27.9 31.8 39.1
TWIST [4]+CSC [3] 18.9 29.3 35.0 37.9
Ours+CSC [3] 17.4 29.8 35.2 43.9

TABLE 5
Comparison with different semi-supervised and fully supervised
instance segmentation approaches. Trained with 20% annotation,

InsTeacher3D demonstrates comparable performance with fully
supervised approaches.

Rate Approach mAP AP50 AP25

20%
TWIST [4] 32.8 52.9 66.8
InsTeacher3D 42.7 58.3 68.2

100%

GSPN [14] 19.3 37.8 53.4
PointGroup [5] 34.8 56.9 71.3
3D-MPA [17] 35.3 59.1 72.4
DyCo3D [22] 35.4 57.6 -
HAIS [6] 43.5 64.1 75.6
DKNet 50.8 66.7 76.9

TABLE 6
Quantitative results on STPLS3D validation set under fully- and

semi-supervised settings.

Setting Rate Approach mAP AP50 AP25

Fully- 100%

PointGroup [5] 23.3 38.5 48.6
HAIS [6] 35.1 46.7 52.8
SoftGroup [7] 46.2 61.8 69.4
DKNet 45.5 58.9 64.0

Semi-

20%

InsTeacher3D

42.5 54.8 60.3
10% 34.5 44.0 48.7
5% 30.1 38.0 41.8
1% 26.5 33.8 37.4

6.2.3 Evaluation of pseudo labels.

As illustrated in Fig. 8, we report the qualities of instance
and semantic pseudo labels on ScanNetV2 training set
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GT Pred. GT Pred.

Fig. 7. More visualization results of instance segmentation on ScanNetV2 validation set. ’Pred.’ means the prediction of InsTeacher3D with
only 20% data labeled. Best viewed in color.

25

35

45

55

65

75 3.9

5.0

epoch

AP@50

77.7

71.3

Warm-up

Masks + Sem. GT (Ours)
Masks + Sem. Pred. (Ours)

Masks + Sem. GT (JCR)
Masks + Sem. Pred. (JCR)

Ⅰ Ⅱ
30

35

40

45

50

55

60

65

70

75

80
mIoU

Warm-up

Sem. Pre  
Sem. Pre  

Ⅰ Ⅱ
(a) Evaluation of instance pseudo labels.

30

40

50

60

70

80

mIoU

Warm-up epoch

Sem. Pred. (Ours)
Sem. Pred. (JCR)

3.5

Ⅰ Ⅱ

75.0

(b) Evaluation of semantic pseudo labels.

Fig. 8. Evaluations of the quality of instance and semantic pseudo labels. We report AP@50 and mIoU for instance and semantic segmentation
on the ScanNetV2 training set, respectively. “Sem. GT” means we combine the semantic ground truth with instance mask predictions for evaluation,
while we use category predictions in “Sem. Pred.”. “JCR” is joint consistency regularization. The qualities of pseudo labels from 64 to 400 epochs
are recorded in the table, and, for further analysis, we divide the entire training procedure into three stages: warm-up, stage I, and stage II.

over epochs. For evaluation for instance pseudo labels in
Fig. 8(a), AP@50 are calculated under two settings. We
first combine instance masks with semantic segmentation
prediction as “Masks +Sem. Pred.”, which is influenced by
both instance and semantic factors. In contrast, assigning
true categories for all masks, “Masks +Sem. GT” accurately
reflects the quality of instance pseudo labels and obtains
a 6.4% performance improvement compared with “Masks
+Sem. Pred.”. Besides, if joint instance and semantic con-
sistency are employed in consistency regularization, all the
metrics exhibit a noticeable decline.

In addition, for further analysis, we divide the entire
training procedure into three stages: warm-up, stage I, and
stage II. In the warm-up stage, the segmentation model
learns knowledge for instance segmentation from all avail-
able labeled data, which ensures the basic quality of initial

pseudo labels. Then, in the following stages, consistency
regularization is introduced to leverage unlabeled data. As
shown in Fig. 8, the quality of pseudo labels is effectively
improved in the stage I. The performance of the self-training
semi-supervised segmentation model heavily depends on
the quality of pseudo labels. We find that learning less but
accurate knowledge is more helpful than learning more but
noisy knowledge. At the end of the stage I, the models
trained with joint consistency tend to converge and only
generate inferior pseudo labels. In contrast, models with
our self-training strategy focusing on instance consistency
produce pseudo labels with increasing qualities in stage II.

6.3 Ablation Study
To evaluate the effectiveness of components of In-
sTeacher3D, we conduct a series of ablation experiments on



12

the ScanNetV2 validation set under 20% annotation rate.

6.3.1 Ablation on different components

In this work, we aim to use the power of instance consis-
tency and mitigate the impact of noisy semantic prediction
in semi-supervised 3D instance segmentation. To this end,
we integrate parallel segmentation model and instance con-
sistency regularization framework into our InsTeacher3D.
As shown in Table 7, we conduct ablation to evaluate the
effectiveness of each component.
Effect of mean teacher framework. TWIST [4] only employs
one model to generate pseudo labels for unlabeled data and
subsequently learn from the noisy pseudo labels. In contrast,
the mean teacher [11] framework adopts a self-ensembling
teacher model to generate high-quality pseudo labels and
utilize different augmentations to leverage consistency reg-
ularization. Group ii with mean teacher significantly boosts
the self-training framework used in TWIST (group i) by
2.0% in AP@50.
Effect of DKNet. Compared with serial segmentation mod-
els, the parallel model (DKNet) separates the mask recon-
struction with noisy semantic segmentation, which enables
the generation of high-quality pseudo labels. Thus, DKNet
in group iv-vi effectively improve i-iii with serial models by
3.8%, 2.4%, and 2.6% AP@50, respectively. Besides, thanks
to accurate instance pseudo labels, group iv with an inferior
self-training framework achieves comparable performance
with group v.
Effect of instance consistency regularization. In addition,
we argue noisy semantic pseudo labels are still harmful to
consistency regularization. Thus, we only employ instance
consistency to learn from the numerous unlabeled data in
group vi, which outperforms the model with joint consis-
tency regularization by 1.0% AP@50 and overall boost the
baseline (group i) by 9.9% mAP.

6.3.2 Evaluation of consistency regularization frameworks

We argue that the noisy semantic pseudo labels will lead to
severe confirmation bias and design an ablation experiment
to evaluate different consistency regularization frameworks
shown in Table 8. The sup-only model is trained with only
supervised loss on labeled data. In semi-supervised seg-
mentation tasks, joint consistency regularization is the most
intuitive self-training strategy generating both instance and
semantic pseudo labels to leverage all the available informa-
tion, while semantic and instance consistency regularization
frameworks produce only either of pseudo labels. For a fair
comparison, we also introduce semantic mask enhancement
techniques, e.g. thresholding and mutual enhancement like
that in TWIST [4], to improve the quality of semantic pseudo
labels. We analyze the experiment results in two aspects: 1)
The model leveraging unlabeled data via only instance con-
sistency shows the best performance while using semantic
consistency is the worst. Further compared with the joint
consistency regularization framework, instance consistency
abandons semantic pseudo labels but improves the segmen-
tation performance. The above phenomenons demonstrate
that engaging noisy semantic pseudo labels can lead to
performance deterioration. 2) Though we do not employ
semantic consistency loss upon unlabeled data in instance

TABLE 7
Ablation on different components of InsTeacher3D. “ST” denotes the
self-training framework. “MT” is the mean teacher. “Arch.” means the
architecture of the base segmentation model. “CR” is the consistency

regularization strategy, where “JCR” and “ICR” respectively denote joint
and instance consistency regularization.

Group ST Arch. CL mAP AP50 AP25

i w/o MT Serial JCR 32.8 52.9 66.8
ii w/ MT Serial JCR 39.0 54.9 66.5
iii w MT Serial ICR 39.6 55.7 67.3
iv w/o MT Parallel JCR 41.1 56.7 67.6
v w/ MT Parallel JCR 41.8 57.3 67.5
vi w/ MT Parallel ICR 42.7 58.3 68.2

TABLE 8
Comparison of different consistency regularization frameworks. “Sem.”

and “Ins.” indicate employing semantic and instance pseudo labels,
respectively. “JCR”, “SCR”, and “ICR” denote joint, semantic, and

instance consistency regularization, respectively. For instance
segmentation, mAP , AP50, and AP25 are presented. We also report

mIoU for semantic segmentation.

Group Sem. Ins. mAP AP50 AP25 mIoU

Sup.-only 35.3 51.0 63.4 61.3

JCR ✓ ✓ 41.8 57.3 67.5 62.1
SCR ✓ 41.1 55.0 66.3 59.7
ICR ✓ 42.7 58.3 68.2 65.4
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Fig. 9. Difference of semantic segmentation performance for differ-
ent categories. The sorted histogram illustrates the average number of
labeled points across various categories, while the line chart depicts the
performance improvement deriving from switching from joint consistency
regularization to instance consistency regularization. We only report the
categories with respectable performance.

consistency regularization, they still show the best perfor-
mance of semantic segmentation. The instance consistency
regularization not only boosts instance segmentation but
also helps discriminate semantic categories to obtain a well-
balanced prediction.

Meanwhile, as illustrated in Fig. 9, the semantic segmen-
tation for weak categories with limited annotation scales
in the right half is significantly improved. This proves that
employing only instance pseudo labels can enable students
to learn accurate semantic information.

6.3.3 Evaluation of segmentation models
Base segmentation models. We compare the state-of-the-
art approaches of several instance segmentation paradigms
in Table 9. The group-based approaches serially rely on
semantic prediction, which suffers from imbalanced cate-
gory distribution, especially with limited annotation. The
transformer-based and kernel-based approaches decode ob-
jects via encoded informative representation of instances.
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Fig. 10. The qualitative results of dynamic mask generation module. The bounding boxes highlight the key details. Best viewed in color.

TABLE 9
Comparison of different base instance segmentation models. The

previous state-of-the-art approaches are included. “*” means that the
models are trained from scratch. All the performances under the 20%

setting are obtained with only 20% labeled data.

Paradigm Approach 100% 20%
mAP AP50 mAP AP50

Group HAIS [6] 43.5 64.1 29.7 48.9
Transformer MAFT [9] 58.4 75.9 - -
Transformer MAFT* 50.3 68.1 28.3 41.5
Kernel DKNet [24] 50.8 66.7 35.3 51.0

The transformer-based approaches focus on the design of
the instance query encoder to build queries via learning
from large-scale datasets, which leads to an inferior per-
formance under a data-efficient setting. As shown in Ta-
ble 9, the performance of MAFT [9] drops catastrophically
when trained from scratch and with limited annotation.
On the contrary, kernel-based approaches generate or as-
sign kernels for instances depending on scenes. To build
discriminative kernels, DKNet [24] thoroughly explores the
data similarity to make full use of instance information,
which demonstrates its superiority with 20% labeled data
in Table 9.
Parallel segmentation framework. To evaluate the effects
of the parallel segmentation framework, we build two se-
rial models for comparison, where semantic and instance
segmentation respectively rely on each other in two ways,
termed “sem2ins” and “ins2sem”, respectively. The model
“sem2ins” implements a bottom-up segmentation model [6]
and adopts the mean teacher framework to realize semi-
supervised instance segmentation. In the model “ins2sem”,
the point-wise semantic prediction is covered by broadcast-
ing the instance-level categories predicted by an instance-
wise classification MLP. Both serial approaches utilize joint
instance and semantic consistency of unlabeled data. As
we can observe in Table. 10, compared with the parallel
segmentation model, both the above models show inferior
performance, which demonstrates the superiority of parallel
segmentation in semi-supervised learning.
Effect of instance centroids. As depicted in Table 11, we
test an ideal representation (DKNet*) where features are col-

TABLE 10
Comparison of different segmentation architectures. “JCR” and “ICR”

mean joint and instance consistency regularization, respectively.

Architecture mAP AP50 AP25

Serial (sem2ins) + JCR 39.0 54.9 66.5
Serial (ins2sem) + JCR 34.7 52.5 65.5

Parallel + JCR 41.8 57.3 67.5
Parallel + ICR 42.7 58.3 68.2

TABLE 11
Evaluation of our centroid-focusing strategy. “*” means that the model is

trained and evaluated with ground truth masks as an ideal
representation.

Rate Approach mAP AP50 AP25

100%
DKNet 50.8 66.7 76.9
DKNet* 51.5 67.0 77.0

20%
Random 39.5 56.2 65.9
IoU Match 40.9 57.1 67.4
Ours 42.7 58.3 68.2

lected from all the points within each ground-truth instance
mask. It can be observed that the performance of DKNet
is comparable with this ideal representation. This indicates
that the centroid areas encapsulate sufficient discriminative
instance contexts to build instance kernels. Besides, we build
two models that deviate from focusing on centroid areas.
The “Random” model randomly chooses candidates as in-
stance centroids instead of those with the highest centroid
scores. The “IoU Match” means that we replace centroid
distances with IoUs between instance mask predictions and
ground truth masks as matching costs to assign instance
labels. Both the above two models show inferior perfor-
mances, which reveals the potential of centroid areas in
preventing noises.

6.3.4 Effects of dynamic mask generation
To generate high-quality instance pseudo labels M̂u, we
propose a dynamic mask generation (DMG) module includ-
ing instance self-enhancement and superpoint refinement.
We evaluate the effectiveness of different components of
DMG, i.e. instance self-enhancement (SE) and superpoint
refinement (SP) in Table. 12. Since InsTeacher3D, when not
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TABLE 12
Comparison of different components in dynamic mask generation. SE
and SP denote the instance self-enhancement module and superpoint

refinement module, respectively.

SE SP mAP AP50 AP25

✗ ✗ 37.9 55.6 66.4
✗ ✓ 41.4 56.4 66.5
✓ ✗ 38.3 57.0 67.7
✓ ✓ 42.7 58.3 68.2

TABLE 13
Comparison of models trained with different smoothing factors.

α mAP AP50 AP25

0.99 39.4 55.7 65.2
0.999 42.7 58.3 68.2
0.9999 42.0 58.5 68.1

equipped with the DMG module (as shown in Row 1),
already exhibits a convincing performance, incorporating
DMG can significantly enhance its overall segmentation out-
comes. Firstly, the results presented in Row 2 demonstrate
that the addition of the SP module leads to a noteworthy
increase of 3.5 in mAP. As mAP serves as a measure of the
thoroughness and completeness of the segmented instance
masks, this improvement confirms the effectiveness of su-
perpoint refinement in enhancing the completeness of the
initial mask predictions. Secondly, the findings in Row 3
illustrate that the employment of the SE mechanism boosts
the AP50 metric to 57.0. This substantial improvement
attests to the ability of SE to effectively retain weakly ex-
pressed instances while eliminating instances that have been
over-segmented. Ultimately, the synergistic effect of com-
bining SE and SP is evidenced by the further enhancement
in the quality of the generated pseudo instance labels. We
utilize this collaborative strategy in InsTeacher3D to ensure
more reliable semi-supervised learning, contributing to its
stability and performance gains. We also provide qualitative
results to evaluate the effectiveness of different components
as illustrated in Fig. 10.

6.3.5 Ablation of Smoothing Factor in EMA
After every step τ , the weight of teacher model Φt is up-
dated by the EMA weights of the student model Φt, which
can be formulated as Eqn. 1. This procedure can smooth the
model noise and improve the performance of Φt. To select a
smoothing factor for better learning, we design an ablation
experiment using different α, the results of which are shown
in Table. 13. Observed that models trained with α larger
than 0.999 show a minor impact on performance, we set α
as 0.999 to maintain stable training.

7 CONCLUSION

In this paper, we argue that semantic pseudo labels are
not sufficiently reliable and that leveraging only instance
pseudo labels is preferable for semi-supervised 3D instance
segmentation. We propose a novel self-training network,
called InsTeacher3D, combining a parallel instance segmen-
tation model DKNet with an instance consistency regular-
ization framework. InTeacher3D effectively generates and
leverages high-quality instance pseudo labels, facilitating

semi-supervised 3D instance segmentation. Our experimen-
tal results demonstrate that InsTeacher3D significantly out-
performs previous state-of-the-art approaches, and a series
of ablation studies provide evidence of the effectiveness of
every component.
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