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Abstract

Domain adaptation (DA) techniques aim to close the gap between source and target domains, enabling deep learning models to
generalize across different data shift paradigms for point cloud semantic segmentation (PCSS). Among emerging DA schemes,
test-time adaptation (TTA) facilitates direct adaptation of a pre-trained model to unlabeled data during the inference stage without
access to source domain data and need for additional training process, which mitigates data privacy concerns and removes the
requirement for substantial computational power. To fill the gap of leveraging TTA for geospatial PCSS, we introduce three
typical domain shift paradigms in handling geospatial point clouds and construct three practical adaptation benchmarks, including
photogrammetric point clouds to airborne LiDAR, airborne LiDAR to mobile LiDAR, and synthetic to mobile LiDAR. Then, a TTA
method is proposed by exploiting the domain-specific knowledge embedded within the batch normalization (BN) layers. Given the
pre-trained model, BN statistical information is progressively updated by fusing the statistics of each testing batch. Furthermore,
we develop a self-supervised module to optimize the learnable BN affine parameters. Information maximization is used to generate
confident and category-specific predictions, and reliability constrained pseudo-labeling is further incorporated to create supervisory
signals. Extensive experimental analysis demonstrates that our proposed method significantly improves classification accuracy
compared to directly applying the inference by up to 20% in terms of mIoU, which not only outperforms other popular counterparts
but also maintains a high efficiency while avoiding retraining. In an adaptation of photogrammetric (SensatUrban) to airborne
(Hessigheim 3D), our method achieves a mIoU of 59.46% and an OA of 85. 97%.

Keywords: point cloud, semantic segmentation, test-time adaptation, domain adaptation

1. Introduction

Semantic segmentation of 3D point clouds plays a vital role
in photogrammetry and remote sensing. By categorizing points
with meaningful labels, semantic information supports various
downstream applications that demand an in-depth understand-
ing of 3D scenes, including land cover surveys (Huang et al.,
2020), 3D urban reconstructions (Shao et al., 2024), and forest
inventories (Yao et al., 2012).

In recent years, deep learning has emerged as a leading ap-
proach for this task, leveraging neural networks to extract high-
level and distinct representations from raw point cloud data.
Nevertheless, these approaches usually rely on numerous pre-
cise point-wise annotations to achieve favorable results, involv-
ing extensive and expensive labeling efforts. Point-wise anno-
tations entail assigning a semantic label to each point in the
point cloud, making it a difficult and time-intensive task. To
address this issue, some researchers have turned to weakly su-
pervised learning to reduce the annotation burden (Lin et al.,
2022; Wang and Yao, 2022; Wang et al., 2023a). Weakly su-
pervised learning seeks to train models using less detailed or
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noisier labels while still achieving performance comparable to
fully supervised methods. Despite this, most of these models
are designed and evaluated on specific 3D benchmarks, often
neglecting generalization and transferability across various 3D
domains. Different 3D domains may exhibit varying distribu-
tions, scales, densities, and noise levels in point clouds, lead-
ing to a marked performance decline when applying a model
trained in one domain to another. Figure 1 summarizes typical
domain shifts in geospatial point clouds. Transfer learning aims
to utilize the knowledge obtained by a trained model for related
tasks, thereby addressing the issue of domain shifts. Given that
the task variation in this study is due to differences in data struc-
tures, we use domain adaptation to describe this technological
approach.

The research area of domain adaptation (DA) has become vi-
tal in machine learning, focusing on the problem of transferring
knowledge from a source domain to a different target domain.
In recent years, significant advancements have been achieved in
addressing the growing complexities of DA (Ganin and Lempit-
sky, 2015; Tzeng et al., 2017; Vu et al., 2019). Initial strategies
utilized labeled data from both the source and target domains to
learn domain-invariant features that convey transferable knowl-
edge across domains. However, in practical computer vision
scenarios, labeled target data is often limited or too costly to
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Figure 1: Typical domain shifts in handling geospatial point clouds.

Table 1: The comparison of different adaptation settings

Setting Source data Target data Training
Domain adaptation xs, ys xt , yt ✓
Unsupervised domain adaptation xs, ys xt ✓
Source-free domain adaptation - xt ✓
Test-time adaptation - xt ✗

curate. As a result, unsupervised domain adaptation (UDA) has
garnered considerable interest as a prominent DA branch. In
UDA, models are trained on labeled source data and adapted to
the target domain with only unlabeled target samples. Genera-
tive adversarial networks (GANs) have been extensively used in
UDA approaches, aligning source and target distributions into
a common feature space with minimized discrepancy (Tzeng
et al., 2017; Hoffman et al., 2018). A more challenging situa-
tion is found in source-free domain adaptation (SFDA), where
only a pre-trained source model and target data are available
for adaptation. This scenario is driven by cases where access-
ing source domain data is impractical due to privacy or con-
fidentiality issues. Without source data access, some SFDA
techniques have employed GANs to generate target-style train-
ing samples (Li et al., 2020) or isolate source-resembling target
samples (Xia et al., 2021) for guiding the target domain. Ad-
ditionally, self-supervised methods have been broadly explored
in SFDA, including entropy minimization (Liang et al., 2020),
contrastive learning (Qiu et al., 2021), and pseudo-labeling (Liu
et al., 2021).

In practical applications, an effectively trained model is ex-

pected to deliver precise classification results without needing
further training, despite variations in data characteristics. This
requirement has spurred the development of test-time adapta-
tion (TTA), a concept centered around adjusting pre-trained
models to manage novel test conditions and distributions dur-
ing the inference stage. Due to its high efficiency, low com-
putational demands, and capability to circumvent potential se-
curity threats linked to the source, TTA has garnered signifi-
cant interest recently. Table 1 shows the comparison of differ-
ent adaptation settings. Faced with constrained resources, the
researchers explored the viability of utilizing batch normaliza-
tion (BN) (Ioffe and Szegedy, 2015) data for TTA tasks. Intro-
duced in 2015, BN has established itself as a standard element
in deep networks, computing the mean and variance of activa-
tions within a mini-batch and normalizing them. This process
aids in mitigating internal covariate shift and accelerating con-
vergence during training. Both experimental results and theo-
retical insights suggest that BN layer statistics capture data do-
main traits (Li et al., 2017; Schneider et al., 2020), making it an
efficient mechanism to tackle domain shift problems. While one
straightforward approach is to substitute the original BN statis-
tics with those of the current test batch, some methods have
merged BN data from both source and target domains (Mirza
et al., 2022; Lim et al., 2023). Moreover, self-supervision has
supported adaptation by establishing auxiliary constraints and
conducting test-time backpropagation. The widely used algo-
rithms in this realm are akin to those employed in SFDA tasks.

In the domain of PCSS, TTA has received limited explo-
ration (Saltori et al., 2022; Shin et al., 2022). A possible ex-
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planation for the limited research in this area is the absence
of a standardized TTA benchmark. When it comes to geospa-
tial point clouds, the diversity in domain characteristics and
label spaces—stemming from variations in regional attributes
and acquisition methods—complicates the implementation of
TTA. To facilitate TTA for geospatial point clouds and en-
sure fair comparisons, it is crucial to design meaningful and
practical benchmarks. By evaluating existing public geospatial
point cloud benchmarks, we have meticulously chosen several
datasets for TTA following a comparison of label distribution
similarities. We propose three key adaptation pathways, con-
sidering aspects such as area coverage and labeling complexity:
photogrammetric to airborne laser scanning (ALS) data, ALS to
mobile laser scanning (MLS) data, and synthetic to MLS data.

In pursuit of effective TTA, we propose to adapt the model
through the optimization of BN layers, as these layers encap-
sulate domain-specific knowledge. Specifically, we introduce
a progressive batch normalization module (PBN) to adapt the
BN statistical information. Building upon a pre-trained model,
the PBN module progressively updates the statistical informa-
tion by incorporating the statistics calculated from each testing
batch. Furthermore, we integrate a self-supervised method to
optimize the BN affine parameters, including information max-
imization and pseudo-labeling. The proposed self-supervised
learning exploits implicit semantic information in the target do-
main to enhance generalization performance, thus constructing
a holistic model adaptation pipeline. This synergistic approach
enables the effective transfer of domain-specific knowledge en-
capsulated within the BN layers, facilitating the adaptation of
pre-trained models to unseen test conditions during inference
time. Our main contributions are summarized as follows.

• We highlight the importance of test-time adaptation for
geospatial point cloud semantic segmentation, and con-
struct three practical adaptation pathways/paradigms, en-
compassing photogrammetric to ALS, ALS to MLS, and
Synthetic to MLS adaptations.

• A method for updating BN statistical information is in-
troduced to adapt the pre-trained model to the target do-
main, which is accomplished by progressively merging the
BN statistics of each testing batch through an exponential
moving average.

• A self-supervised strategy is developed to optimize learn-
able BN parameters. Information maximization is em-
ployed to produce confident and category-specific pre-
dictions, and a reliability-constrained pseudo-labeling
scheme considering entropy confidence and contrastive
consistency is further incorporated.

• Experimental findings based on designed benchmarks for
three adaptation paradigms show that our approach yields
a notable performance improvement over direct inference
using the pre-trained model.

The remainder of the study is structured as follows. Sec-
tion 2 provides a systematic review of UDA for PCSS and TTA

task. Section 3 presents a detailed description of the proposed
methodology. Section 4 described the datasets used and the
implementation details. In sections 5 and 6, we perform an
extensive experimental study to evaluate and analyze the effec-
tiveness of the proposed method. Finally, Section 7 concludes
the study and discusses future research directions.

2. Related works

2.1. Unsupervised domain adaptation for point cloud semantic
segmentation

UDA seeks to enhance a model’s performance in a target
domain that lacks labeled data by utilizing information from
a source domain with abundant label information. The pri-
mary challenge in UDA for PCSS is the acquisition of domain-
invariant features that can effectively generalize from the source
domain to the target domain. To tackle this issue, several meth-
ods, including adversarial learning, self-training, and feature
alignment, have been proposed.

Using synthetic data is a prevalent strategy for this task, as
large-scale and varied synthetic datasets can be generated with
ease, and the process is generally more cost-effective and faster
than manually annotating real-world data. Research has of-
ten concentrated on effective synthetic-to-real translation. An
early work, SqueezeSegV2 (Wu et al., 2019), investigated UDA
for road-object segmentation by learning intensity informa-
tion from synthetic point clouds through a pre-trained intensity
rendering network. To enhance generalization performance,
geodesic correlation alignment was employed to minimize the
output distribution distance between the two domains, with BN
parameters progressively adjusted layer by layer. ePointDA
(Zhao et al., 2021) enhanced the SqueezeSegV2 network archi-
tecture by substituting all standard convolutions and the final
conditional random field with aligned spatially adaptive con-
volutions and combining BN with instance normalization. Ad-
ditionally, ePointDA addressed domain shifts at both the pixel
and feature levels. Due to the absence of annotations in the tar-
get domain, auxiliary tasks were frequently utilized for cross-
domain feature alignment. Xiao et al. (2022b) assembled a
synthetic dataset named SynLiDAR and used GAN to create
the appearance translation module to convert synthetic point
clouds to real ones and the sparsity translation module for pro-
jected depth images. In Rochan et al. (2022), 2D range views
were used to enhance feature learning by completing randomly
omitted columns and matching the sparsity levels between do-
mains. A gated adapter module (GA) was also incorporated to
learn domain-specific details. In contrast to using projected 2D
images, Li et al. (2023) devised the Adaptive Spatial Masking
module to replicate the noise in real LiDAR data and diminish
domain shifts.

Alignment of cross-domain features is crucial for domain
adaptation in real-world scenarios. xMUDA (Jaritz et al., 2020)
utilized the complementary information present in 2D images
and 3D point clouds to tackle the domain shift issue. It pre-
sented a cross-modal learning framework that ensures con-
sistency between the predictions of both modalities through
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mutual imitation. LiDARNet (Jiang and Saripalli, 2021) in-
troduced a domain adaptation model featuring a two-branch
structure designed to extract both domain-specific features and
domain-shared features. Domain-shared features were further
used to predict boundary information as an auxiliary task to im-
prove predictions. As outlined in Peng et al. (2022), point-level
and set-level losses were proposed to align local geometric de-
tails and the overall distribution between domains. PolarMix
(Xiao et al., 2022a) discovered that data augmentation could
mitigate domain gaps by mixing LiDAR scans along the scan
direction.

Given access to data from both the source and target domains,
UDA methods primarily concentrate on aligning the two do-
mains for adaptation. In contrast, our approach targets a more
feasible and demanding adaptation strategy, aiming to enhance
classification accuracy on the target domain by utilizing only a
pre-trained model.

2.2. Test-time adaptation

TTA shows great promise in improving model performance
and robustness in changing environments. Drawing from exist-
ing research, TTA methods can be classified into BN and self-
supervised learning. Up to now, research has predominantly
centered on 2D image classification.

2.2.1. Batch normalization
As a transformative technique that has significantly impacted

deep learning training, batch normalization (BN) (Ioffe and
Szegedy, 2015) tackles the internal covariate shift issue by stan-
dardizing layer inputs, stabilizing the training process and pro-
ducing better outcomes. Given BN’s superior impact on model
robustness, Schneider et al. (2020) leveraged the idea of covari-
ate shift adaptation to fine-tune models for target distributions
with corrupted data. By simply substituting the BN statistics
computed on clean training data with those obtained from cor-
rupted test data, improvements in robustness and convergence
were seen across different out-of-distribution scenarios. DUA
(Mirza et al., 2022) further utilized BN layer statistics to dy-
namically adapt a model to new data distributions. This was
achieved by updating the mean and variance estimates of the
BN layers online using a small portion of unlabeled data from
the target domain. A similar approach was suggested for the
UDA task (Li et al., 2017), where the BN statistics were updated
using a weighted average of statistics from the source and tar-
get domains. TTN (Lim et al., 2023) also dynamically blends
the source and test batch statistics for each BN layer depend-
ing on its sensitivity to changes in the domain. This sensitiv-
ity was assessed during a post-training phase, which calculated
a gradient distance score between the clean input and its aug-
mented version. In contrast to dynamically updating the BN
statistics, Wang et al. (2023b) proposed Dynamically Instance-
Guided Adaptation (DIGA) for image semantic segmentation,
where BN parameters were mixed from the source and each test
sample.

2.2.2. Self-supervised learning
In addition to BN adaptation, self-supervised learning is fre-

quently utilized in the TTA task to achieve performance gains.
TENT (Wang et al., 2021) is the pioneering work that em-
phasizes the TTA task. It is built upon the insight that lower
entropy signifies greater confidence and potentially more pre-
cise predictions. Therefore, TENT reduced the entropy of the
model predictions as an indicator of this confidence. MEMO
(Zhang et al., 2022) additionally enforced regularization on the
marginal entropy of model’s predictions by utilizing different
data augmentations on the test inputs. AdaContrast (Chen et al.,
2022) utilized self-supervised contrastive learning along with
online pseudo-labeling to enhance feature learning for the tar-
get domain during test-time adaptation. Data augmentation and
momentum models with gradual changes were used to form
positive and negative pairs, while pseudo-labels were gener-
ated online and refined through soft voting among their near-
est neighbors in the target feature space. Choi et al. (2022)
presented a method for shift-agnostic weight regularization that
manages how model parameters are updated individually for
each layer by calculating the cosine similarity between gradient
vectors from clean and augmented inputs. Furthermore, they
proposed using contrastive learning with the nearest source pro-
totypes to improve feature representations. Rather than modi-
fying the model parameters, Boudiaf et al. (2022) proposed a
graph clustering approach that is optimized using the Laplacian
Adjusted Maximum-likelihood Estimation (LAME) objective
to enhance prediction accuracy. Given that machine perception
systems function in dynamic and constantly evolving environ-
ments, various methods have explored solutions for continual
adaptation. Wang et al. (2022) introduced Continual Test-Time
Adaptation (CoTTA), which incorporates weight-averaged and
augmentation-averaged predictions, as well as stochastic neu-
ron restoration, to achieve long-term adaptation. Niu et al.
(2022) utilized an anti-forgetting regularizer to deter signifi-
cant changes in model weights related to crucial features for
in-distribution data.

To date, only a limited number of studies have explored
TTA for PCSS, with the majority concentrating on autonomous
scenarios. GIPSO (Saltori et al., 2022) utilized an auxil-
iary geometrically-informed encoder for propagating pseudo-
labels to geometrically consistent distant regions, combined
with a self-supervised temporal consistency constraint to en-
hance adaptation performance. In Shin et al. (2022), both
2D and 3D modalities were used together for the fusion of
cross-attention and self-attention features, while the generation
of intramodal pseudo-labels and the refinement of intermodal
pseudo-labels were introduced for joint learning. Our research
aims to address the TTA issue between point cloud datasets
across different modalities, which presents more significant do-
main shifts.

3. Methodology

3.1. Overview
Given a pre-trained model M in a source domain Ds, TTA

aims to discover a method f that adjusts M to new data from

4



the target domain xt ∈ Dt, ensuring that the adjusted model
Mt = f (M, xt) reduces the expected risk on the target distri-
bution. Considering stability issues due to completely unla-
beled target data, inspired by Wang et al. (2021), we directly use
the BN layers of the pre-trained model, which possess domain-
specific knowledge. Building on this, we introduce a progres-
sive batch normalization method (PBN) to adjust BN statisti-
cal data and a self-supervised technique involving information
maximization and pseudo-labeling to fine-tune BN affine pa-
rameters (see Fig. 2). All other model parameters remain un-
changed during testing.

3.2. Progressive batch normalization

Considering that BN information includes domain-specific
knowledge, we propose a progressive batch normalization
(PBN) technique to combine BN statistics from the source and
target domains.

3.2.1. Revisiting batch normalization in deep learning
BN (Ioffe and Szegedy, 2015) is recognized as a vital tech-

nique in deep learning. It addresses the well-known issue of
internal covariate shift, which considerably impedes the learn-
ing process and affects generalization. The internal covariate
shift refers to the variation in the distribution of inputs to a
layer within a deep neural network during training. Deep neu-
ral networks are trained in batches, and each batch possesses its
own unique statistical properties, such as mean and variance.
During training, as the weights and biases in previous layers

are updated, the distribution of inputs to the subsequent layers
can vary extensively. This causes multiple problems, includ-
ing slower convergence, vanishing / explosive gradients, and
decreased generalization.

To address this problem, BN standardizes the activations of
each layer by removing the batch mean and scaling by the batch
standard deviation. This process re-centers and rescales the in-
puts within various batches. Specifically, for a batch of inputs
x1, x2, ..., xm to a layer, BN calculates the mean µ and variance
σ2 across the batch:

µ =
1
m

m∑
i=1

xi, σ
2 =

1
m

m∑
i=1

(xi − µ)2 (1)

Then, the inputs are normalized by subtracting the mean and
dividing by the square root of the variance, along with adding a
small constant epsilon (ϵ) for numerical stability:

x̂i =
xi − µ
√
σ2 + ϵ

(2)

The normalized activations are then scaled and shifted using
learnable parameters gamma (γ) and beta (β), respectively, en-
sure the network retain the representational capacity:

x′i = γx̂i + β (3)

The parameters γ and β are learned during the training process,
allowing the network to adjust the scale and shift of the normal-
ized activations as required.

BN statistics 
progressive 

update

Frozen 
convolutional 

parameters

Pseudo-labeling

Information 
maximization

BN learnable 
parameters 

optimization

Pre-trained model

Target data
Classification result

Source data

Training

Testing

Backpropagation

Figure 2: Illustration of the proposed method for test-time adaptation. Following the training of a deep model on labeled source data, the pre-trained model is
adapted to the target data through modifications to the BN layers during inference, which includes updating statistical information progressively and optimizing
learnable parameters in a self-supervised manner.
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3.2.2. Progressive adaptation
In DA tasks, the primary objective is to reduce prediction

errors caused by cross-domain variations. Owing to the con-
ceptual parallels between domain shifts and internal covariate
shifts, scholars began utilizing BN data to address DA issues.
While training on source datasets, batches are standardized con-
sidering the mean and variance of the present batch, and µ, σ are
aggregated through a running average as the network processes
multiple batches:

µ̄i = (1 − ρ) · µ̄i−1 + ρ · µi

σ̄2
i = (1 − ρ) · σ̄2

i−1 + ρ · σ
2
i

(4)

where i represents the training step number, and ρ denotes the
smoothing factor. During standard inference, µ̄ and σ̄ are fixed
to normalize the input because the averaged value over the en-
tire training set is considered to encapsulate comprehensive do-
main statistical information. However, the mean and variance
values µs and σs calculated using the source data may not ad-
equately reflect the domain characteristics of the target data
when there are significant domain changes, often resulting in
performance degradation. To address this, Li et al. (2017) pro-
posed a simple method called adaptive BN. Since BN ensures
that a similar distribution is fed into each layer regardless of
whether the data come from the source domain or the target do-
main, the mean and variance of the target batch, µt and σt, are
directly used during inference, expressed as:

x′i
t
= γs xt

i − µ
t√

(σt)2 + ϵ
+ βs (5)

where µt, σt are calculated with Equ. 1, and γs, βs are learned
from source data.

Considering the issue of unreliability due to the small test
batch size, the methods examined using µs, σs as prior infor-
mation and integrating them with µt, σt in BN layers. One type
of approach involved computing a weighted sum of µs, σs and
µt, σt for each test batch (Wang et al., 2023b), while others up-
dated µt, σt as the testing progressed (Mirza et al., 2022). The
comparison of various BN adaptations is shown in Fig. 3. In
this study, we contend that the latter approach is more suitable
for our scenario. Large-scale PCSS often encompasses multi-
ple highly homogeneous test batches. Therefore, although the
weighted BN for each test batch can prevent accumulated er-
rors in certain tasks, the homogeneity among test batches actu-
ally makes cumulative µt, σt beneficial for the adaptation pro-
cess in our datasets. Another benefit of the cumulative value is
its compatibility with self-supervised optimization techniques.

Specifically, given a pre-trained model with µs, σs as µ̄0, σ̄0,
PBN incrementally updates µ̄, σ̄ during each test batch as:

µ̄i = (1 − ρ) · µ̄i−1 + ρ · µ
t
i

σ̄2
i = (1 − ρ) · σ̄2

i−1 + ρ · (σ
t
i)

2 (6)

As indicated by (Mirza et al., 2022), using a small ρ effectively
mitigates instability issues. While Mirza et al. (2022) also pro-
posed a variable ρ to attain quicker convergence, our results
show that a constant ρ is enough to ensure good performance
without the need for extra hyperparameter tuning.

3.3. Learnable parameter adaptation with self-supervised
learning

Although adjusting µ and σ helps address the domain shift
issue and improves adaptation effectiveness, the parameters γ
and β in the BN layers remain unchanged. To achieve com-
plete BN adaptation, we refine γ and β using a self-supervised
approach that incorporates information maximization (IM) and
pseudo-labeling (PL).

3.3.1. Information maximization
A pioneering study introduced entropy regularization (ER)

(Grandvalet and Bengio, 2004) to mitigate adaptation errors
(Wang et al., 2021). ER reduces high-entropy (uncertain) pre-
dictions on unlabeled data, which is a common approach in
semi-supervised tasks. It pushes the model to make more
confident (low-entropy) predictions and improve performance,
as low entropy typically signifies high accuracy. ER refines
the deep model by decreasing the Shannon entropy (Shannon,
1948) H of the predicted probability, expressed as

Ler =
1
N

N∑
i

Hi,

Hi = −

K∑
c

pic log pic

(7)

where pic represents the predicted probability of point pi be-
longing to the c-th category. Nevertheless, in the TTA scenario,
the absence of annotation data prevents dependable supervi-
sion, making it prone to trivial solutions. For instance, Ler will
drop to 0 if all points are assigned to a single class with 100%
probability. To preserve prediction diversity, inspired by Liang
et al. (2020), we incorporate IM to fine-tune γ and β. Specifi-
cally, in addition to Ler, an additional diversity loss is added:

𝜇𝜇𝑠𝑠,𝜎𝜎𝑠𝑠
𝑥𝑥𝑖𝑖 �𝑥𝑥𝑖𝑖

𝜇𝜇𝑡𝑡,𝜎𝜎𝑡𝑡 

(a) Adaptive BN

𝛼𝛼 𝜇𝜇𝑠𝑠,𝜎𝜎𝑠𝑠 +
(1 − 𝛼𝛼)(𝜇𝜇𝑡𝑡 ,𝜎𝜎𝑡𝑡)

𝑥𝑥𝑖𝑖 �𝑥𝑥𝑖𝑖

𝜇𝜇𝑡𝑡,𝜎𝜎𝑡𝑡 

(b) Weighted BN adaptation

�̅�𝜇𝑖𝑖−1, �𝜎𝜎𝑖𝑖−1
⇒  �̅�𝜇𝑖𝑖 , �𝜎𝜎𝑖𝑖

𝑥𝑥𝑖𝑖 �𝑥𝑥𝑖𝑖

𝜇𝜇𝑡𝑡,𝜎𝜎𝑡𝑡 

(c) Progressive BN adaptation

Figure 3: Comparison of different BN adaptation methods.
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Figure 4: The reliability constrained pseudo-labeling strategy, which jointly considers entropy-based confidence and contrastive consistency.

Ldiv = −

K∑
c

p̄c log p̄c (8)

where p̄c =
1
N

∑N
i pic denotes mean predicted probability of

c-th category. IM simultaneously minimizes Ler and Ldiv to
optimize model parameters through Lim = Ler +Ldiv.

3.3.2. Pseudo-labeling with reliability constraint
IM promotes the generation of confident and diverse cate-

gory predictions. Yet, without label data, the model might still
produce unstable outcomes, such as sensitivity to the learning
rate. To mitigate these negative effects, we introduce pseudo-
labeling (Lee, 2013) to provide supervision signals. Pseudo-
labels lpl are the model’s predictions on unlabeled data, acting
as proxy true labels. Originally developed for semi-supervised
learning, pseudo-labeling aids TTA tasks where annotations are
lacking. It is crucial to consider the confirmation bias of pseudo
labels. Therefore, we limit the impact of pseudo labels using
contrastive consistency and entropy uncertainty (see Fig. 4).

In DA problems, divergence in the data distribution between
the source and target domains presents challenges in leverag-
ing the target data for adaptation. Domain shifts result in noisy
information and error propagation when self-supervised tech-
niques are employed. An optimal adaptation process aims to
minimize the impact of out-of-distribution data and fully uti-
lize domain-general knowledge, propagating it to the entire tar-
get domain. Contrastive consistency is a widely used mech-
anism in DA tasks, as high consistency in contrastive predic-
tions often signifies high reliability and domain-general infor-
mation. Various methods, such as data augmentation (Prabhu
et al., 2021), Bayesian models (Wen et al., 2019), and dropout
(Lee et al., 2019), are commonly used to build contrastive
pairs. In this study, we enhance the initial point clouds and
construct contrastive data pairs to assess prediction reliability.
Specifically, we add random noise to the raw data x to slightly

perturb the original geometric structure, which has proven to
be effective based on experimental results. This approach is
motivated by the hypothesis that consistent predictions from
contrastive data pairs represent domain-invariant information,
which is beneficial for robust adaptation. x and its augmented
version x̃ are fed into the network to produce contrastive pre-
dicted probabilities (p, p̃). To harness the full potential of
all pseudo-labels during model optimization, rather than us-
ing only prediction-consistent data, we estimate the signifi-
cance of pseudo-labels through Kullback–Leibler (KL) diver-
gence (Kullback and Leibler, 1951). KL divergence measures
the similarity between two probability distributions (p, p̃), and
is given by

DKL(p|| p̃) =
K∑
c

pc log
(

pc

p̃c

)
(9)

By measuring the disparity between p and p̃, DKL is used to
estimate the reliability of pseudo-labels throughout the opti-
mization process. DKL is transferred to weight value wcon =

exp(−DKL).
Meanwhile, predictions with high confidence and low uncer-

tainty are more likely to be correctly classified, which can be
seen as an effective indicator of reliability. We take the entropy
H to calculate the prediction confidence as

went = 1 −
H

log K
(10)

Next, we define the final reliability weight w as the product of
wcon and went, denoted as w = wcon · went. The loss function for
reliability-constrained pseudo-labeling is then expressed as:

Lpl = −
1∑N
i wi

N∑
i

wi

K∑
c

ypl
ic log pic (11)

ypl
ic = 1 if c equals to label lpl

i , otherwise 0.
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4. Experiment

4.1. Dataset and benchmark

Domain shifts in geospatial point clouds typically arise from
various factors like location, acquisition platform, modality,
and time. Considering the scale of the data, along with the
costs of acquisition and labeling, as well as the category over-
lap across datasets, three practical adaptation scenarios are ex-
amined using 5 public point cloud datasets. These scenar-
ios include adapting photogrammetric (SensatUrban (Hu et al.,
2022)) to ALS (Hessigheim 3D (Kölle et al., 2021)), ALS
(DALES (Varney et al., 2020)) to MLS (Toronto-3D (Tan et al.,
2020)), and synthetic (SynthCity (Griffiths and Boehm, 2019))
to MLS (Toronto-3D). We start by describing the characteristics
of these datasets.

4.1.1. Dataset description

SensatUrban. SensatUrban is a photogrammetric point cloud
dataset captured using unmanned aerial vehicles (UAVs). It
contains nearly 3 billion points, covering an area of 7.6 km2

across three cities in UK. Each point is meticulously labeled
with one of 13 semantic categories.

DALES. Dayton Annotated Laser Earth Scan (DALES) is a
large-scale and diverse dataset that covers a massive collection
of 40 densely labeled aerial scenes spanning various environ-
ments such as urban, suburban, rural, and commercial. The en-
tire data spans 330 km2 over the city of Surrey, Canada. Eight
classes are manually annotated for study.

Hessigheim 3DSensatUrban

Ground Vegetation Building Wall Bridge Parking Rail

Car Footpath Bike Water Traffic 
road

Street 
furniture

Low veg. Imp. Surf. Vehicle Urban Fur. Roof Facade

Shrub Tree Soil Ver. Surf. Chimney

SensatUrban

Hessigheim 3D

(a) Photogrammetric to ALS data adaptation

Toronto-3D Unclassified Road Road 
markings Natural Building Utility

line Pole Car Fence

DALES

Ground Vegetation Cars Trucks Power 
lines Fences Poles BuildingsDALES

Toronto-3D

(b) ALS to MLS data adaptation
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Toronto-3DSynthCity

Building Car Natural 
ground Ground Pole like Road Street 

furniture Tree Pavement

Unclassified Road Road 
markings Natural Building Utility 

line Pole Car Fence

SynthCity

Toronto-3D

(c) Synthetic to MLS data adaptation

Figure 5: Three real-world TTA benchmarks. Based on the category distribution among the datasets, evaluation merges classes sharing the same color, while
black-colored categories are excluded from evaluation.

Hessigheim 3D (H3D). The dataset consists of a high-
resolution LiDAR point cloud, featuring a density of around
800 points/m2, complemented by an RGB image with a Ground
Sampling Distance (GSD) between 2 and 3 centimeters. The
area of study was situated in Hessigheim, Germany. For the ex-
periments, data gathered in March 2018 was utilized, and the
evaluation was carried out using the validation data. The anal-
ysis involved 11 predefined semantic categories.

Toronto-3D (T3D). Toronto-3D (T3D) is a point cloud dataset
obtained through MLS, tailored for studies related to urban
highways. It encompasses about 1 km of urban roadways in
Toronto, Canada. This dataset contains approximately 78.3 mil-
lion points and is classified into eight semantic categories. The
file named “L002” is used for evaluation purposes.

SynthCity. SynthCity is a fully synthetic MLS dataset created
programmatically with computer graphics software. It consists
of an immense 367.9 million colorized points categorized into
9 categories.

4.1.2. Benchmark
In our practical TTA approach for PCSS, given the need for

adaptation to varying category distributions, we develop and ad-
just the classification benchmark to facilitate viable adaptation
experiments. The constructed TTA classification benchmark is
depicted in Fig. 5. When comparing source and target datasets,
analogous classes are combined for evaluation, while dissimilar
classes are excluded. Models are first trained on labeled source
data, then assessed using a test set from the target domain.

4.2. Implementation details
Some configuration specifications are provided here. Given

the high density of the raw data, we subsampled a subset to im-
prove computational efficiency while maintaining the detailed
structure. Due to variations in point density between datasets,
we standardized the grid size to 0.2 meters for all datasets. We
used overlapping spherical sub-clouds, uniformly set at 15 me-
ters, for mini-batch creation. Each batch, during testing, is
capped at 40,000 points. Once training is complete in the source
domain, we leverage the pre-trained model for label classifica-
tion in the target test dataset. To ensure a fair comparison, we
maintain the standard inference efficiency, testing each point
approximately three times. KPConv (Thomas et al., 2019) is
used as the backbone network, and we use the Adam optimizer
with a learning rate of 10−4. All models are implemented in the
PyTorch framework.

4.3. Evaluation metrics
The overall accuracy (OA) and Intersection over Union (IoU)

are used to evaluate the performance of our method. OA stands
for the percentage of correctly predicted points, while IoU
quantifies the overlap between predicted classification results
and ground truth, expressed as:

IoU =
tp

tp + f p + f n
(12)

where tp, f p, and f n are the true positives, false positives, and
false negatives, respectively.

5. Result

In this analysis, we examine the experimental results and
compare our approach with several well-known adaptation
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methodologies, such as Source, AdaBN (Li et al., 2017), TENT
(Wang et al., 2021), and DIGA (Wang et al., 2023b). The
Source serves as the baseline, which uses a traditional infer-
ence method without incorporating adaptation techniques. Ad-
aBN substituted the source domain BN statistics with the batch-
wise target data statistics, while TENT additionally used ER to
achieve predictions with high certainty. DIGA is an innova-
tive back-free TTA technique aimed at semantic segmentation,
developed through weighted BN adaptation and semantic adap-
tation employing class prototypes.

5.1. SensatUrban to H3D adaptation

The classification map can be seen in Fig. 6. In the source
mode, many vegetation points are incorrectly classified as urban
furniture. Unlike the detailed tree canopy information captured
by LiDAR sensors, photogrammetric point clouds capture only
the surface, resulting in notable differences. Moreover, much
of the data near the marina is misclassified as buildings. When
our method is adapted, most tree points are correctly retrieved,
and the misclassification of building points is reduced. The re-
sults of various methods are further quantified (see Table 2).
Compared to the source mode, all adaptation methods signif-
icantly improve vegetation classification accuracy. Although

Ground Vehicle Urban Fur. Building Vegetation

(a) Source only (b) Our method (c) Ground truth

Figure 6: Classification result of H3D dataset with the model adapted from SensatUrban dataset.

Table 2: Comparison of TTA methods on SensatUrban to H3D dataset (%)

Method
IoU

mIoU OA
Ground Vehicle Urban Fur. Building Vegetation

Source 80.36 34.25 8.80 59.46 26.39 41.85 73.48
AdaBN 73.41 31.06 17.68 57.98 73.31 50.69 78.56
TENT 73.02 30.88 17.78 58.00 74.06 50.75 78.57
DIGA 85.82 11.38 10.82 67.03 52.08 45.43 78.11
Ours 85.45 37.53 16.71 77.82 79.81 59.46 85.97
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other methods continue to perform poorly in building extrac-
tion, our method improves IoU by 18%. We achieve a score of
59.46% on mIoU and 85.97% on OA, which significantly sur-
passes other adaptation approaches. It is worth noting that, with
the inclusion of class prototypes, DIGA performs worse than
AdaBN. DIGA reassigns labels by computing the distance be-
tween features and the average embedding of each class, which
can be detrimental when inter-class boundary is not well de-
fined.

5.2. DALES to T3D adaptation

We illustrate the classification result in Fig. 7. The source
mode effectively classifies the points on the road, pole, and util-
ity line because these objects are less affected by the scanning
viewpoints. For the building class, the absent roof in the MLS
data causes a severe confusion when adapting from ALS data.
Furthermore, car structure scanned from the overhead is also
not as rich as that from street view perspective, leading to in-
correct predictions. Our method effectively recalls incorrectly
classified building and car points. The quantitative comparison
is shown in Table 3. Our method achieves an increase 7% in
mIoU, reaching 62.12%. In contrast, AdaBN and TENT even
obtain an inferior result in comparison to the source mode. This

means that directly replacing BN statistics with values calcu-
lated from each testing batch can produce unstable predictions.
In this experiment, DIGA obtains the highest mIoU number,
which also slightly outperforms our method in terms of OA.

5.3. SynthCity to T3D adaptation

The classification results are shown in Fig. 8. Due to the
substantial differences between synthetic and real-world data
concerning geometric structure and color rendering, the source
model incorrectly classifies most points as buildings, except for
ground and vehicle points. Through the enhancement of our
technique, the pre-trained model adapts to the limited positive
feedback, resulting in a more balanced classification pattern.
Our method not only effectively retains building points but also
successfully reclassifies a significant number of previously mis-
classified natural and pole points. According to the quantitative
evaluation comparison (see Table 4), our method shows a sub-
stantial performance improvement over the source model, with
a 21% increase in mIoU. Conversely, AdaBN and TENT face
challenges in adapting the pre-trained model, leading to per-
formance declines. DIGA significantly increases the classifi-
cation accuracy compared to the source model, yet it remains
inferior to our results. This indicates that a meticulously de-

Unclassified Road Natural Building Utility line Pole Car Fence

(a) Source only
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(b) Our method (c) Ground truth

Figure 7: Classification result of T3D dataset with a model adapted from DALES dataset.

Table 3: Comparison of TTA methods on DALES to T3D dataset (%)

Method
IoU

mIoU OA
Road Natural Building Utility line Pole Car Fence

Source 97.87 80.72 36.13 71.40 65.19 31.76 3.18 55.18 90.75
AdaBN 97.80 67.30 21.31 66.89 49.54 31.13 15.72 49.96 89.24
TENT 97.82 66.60 18.79 67.32 49.05 30.71 16.12 49.49 88.99
DIGA 98.01 88.49 50.71 73.33 67.86 66.32 3.95 64.10 93.18
Ours 98.09 86.99 53.50 60.12 60.34 72.72 3.07 62.12 92.67
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Unclassified Road Natural Building Pole Car

(a) Source only (b) Our method (c) Ground truth

Figure 8: Classification result of T3D dataset with a model adapted from SynthCity dataset.

Table 4: Comparison of TTA methods on SynthCity to T3D dataset (%)

Method
IoU

mIoU OA
Road Natural Building Pole Car

Source 96.97 54.47 41.10 1.45 39.58 46.71 86.26
AdaBN 93.67 59.58 38.22 10.76 37.38 47.92 84.96
TENT 93.39 60.58 38.05 10.51 36.69 47.84 84.91
DIGA 98.73 69.45 51.57 11.95 41.59 54.66 90.66
Ours 98.79 84.03 71.32 19.69 63.11 67.39 94.73

signed self-supervision strategy outperforms back-free methods
when adapting pre-trained models for geospatial PCSS in cases
of large domain shifts.

6. Discussion

6.1. Ablation study

The performance of each module in the proposed method is
evaluated here, and the quantitative results are shown in Ta-
ble 5. PBN significantly boosts OA and mIoU in transitioning
from SensatUrban to H3D (S2H) and from SynthCity to T3D
(S2T) when compared to the baseline. In the case of DALES to
T3D (D2T) adaptation, even though AdaBN has worse results,
our proposed PBN still retains the original effectiveness. Fur-
thermore, integrating IM shows a substantial improvement in
evaluation metrics for both S2H and S2T. Specifically, for S2T
adaptation, there is an approximate 20% increase in mIoU. It is
important to mention that there is notable performance decline
in D2T, indicating the necessity of PL. Further performance
enhancements are observed when combining PL, with results
suggesting that reliable auxiliary supervisory signals offer an
effective path for model adaptation. These experimental results

demonstrate that each module individually improves classifica-
tion performance and that the combined version achieves the
best results.

6.2. Influence of learning rate

The learning rate plays a crucial role when self-supervised
techniques are incorporated into TTA using unlabeled target do-
main data. Unlike traditional supervised deep model training,
a smaller learning rate is required to ensure effective adapta-
tion and prevent model collapse. However, a learning rate that
is too small may not lead to significant performance improve-
ments. Therefore, it is important to assess the robustness of
methods across different learning rate values. The comparison
between our approach and TENT is shown in Fig. 9. The fig-
ure demonstrates that choosing an optimal learning rate enables
successful adaptation, enhancing performance effectively while
avoiding negative impacts. A very small learning rate results in
only minor model updates, insufficient for meaningful perfor-
mance improvements. However, an excessively high learning
rate can produce large gradients that misdirect model updates,
causing model collapse. Our experiments indicate that a learn-
ing rate of 1e-4 yields the best results in most cases. For TENT,
only a very low learning rate yields average performance with
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Table 5: Ablation study (%)

Module SensatUrban⇒ H3D DALES⇒ T3D SynthCity⇒ T3D
PBN IM PL mIoU OA mIoU OA mIoU OA

41.94 73.53 55.18 90.75 46.71 86.26
✓ 48.78 77.67 54.98 90.85 50.17 88.61
✓ ✓ 54.95 82.28 48.32 87.98 65.91 93.43
✓ ✓ ✓ 59.46 85.97 62.12 92.67 67.39 94.73

1e-5 5e-5 1e-4 5e-4 1e-3
30

40

50

60

Learning rate

m
Io

U
(%

)

Source
TENT
Ours

(a) SensatUrban to H3D adaptation

1e-5 5e-5 1e-4 5e-4 1e-3
20

30

40

50

60

Learning rate

m
Io

U
(%

)

Source
TENT
Ours

(b) DALES to T3D adaptation
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(c) SynthCity to T3D adaptation

Figure 9: Robustness analysis on learning rate

the ER constraint, whereas a high learning rate significantly re-
duces accuracy.

6.3. Robustness analysis
During inference, we leverage overlapping sub-clouds,

which has been shown to be effective in established point cloud
backbone networks. With model parameters being fine-tuned
through sub-cloud generation, we analyze the effect of random
mini-batch creation and testing sequence. We record the mean
performance and the corresponding standard deviation across
five inference runs. As shown in Table 6, our method produces
consistent and robust results, evidencing its resilience to mini-
batch and testing sequence variations. Across the three adapta-
tion experiments, our method demonstrates a low standard de-
viation for both mIoU and OA, underscoring its robustness.

Table 6: Robustness analysis of the proposed method

SensatUrban⇒ H3D DALES⇒ T3D SynthCity⇒ T3D
mIoU(%)OA(%) mIoU(%)OA(%) mIoU(%)OA(%)

Iter1 59.46 85.97 62.12 92.67 67.39 94.73
Iter2 58.73 85.62 62.90 93.19 65.92 93.95
Iter3 60.56 87.32 61.75 92.72 66.95 94.71
Iter4 60.97 87.32 64.77 94.15 66.20 94.20
Iter5 59.69 86.05 62.36 93.44 65.74 94.37

Mean 59.88 86.46 62.78 93.23 66.44 94.37
STD 0.89 0.81 1.19 0.37 0.70 0.34

6.4. Influence of model parameter adaptation schemes
In this research, we choose to update the BN layers in deep

learning models to ensure stable adaptation. To evaluate the ef-
fectiveness of our method, we conducted a comparative study

with two other model parameter adaptation strategies. The first
strategy, called the ‘All’ mode, involves updating all learnable
parameters in the model. The second strategy, which is based
on SHOT (Liang et al., 2020), separates the classifier (the final
fully connected layer) from the feature extractor (FE, consist-
ing of all previous layers). According to SHOT, the FE mainly
encodes distributional data and thus targets the updating of FE
parameters. The results of our performance comparison are pre-
sented in Table 7. The analysis shows that both the ‘All’ and
‘FE’ modes are significantly less effective than focusing solely
on the BN layers. Specifically, in D2T adaptation, using the
‘All’ and ‘FE’ modes results in model collapse. This compari-
son reinforces the idea that BN layers hold domain-specific in-
formation, which also applies to point cloud processing.

Table 7: Performance comparison under different model parameter adaptation
schemes (%)

SensatUrban⇒ H3D DALES⇒ T3D SynthCity⇒ T3D
mIoU OA mIoU OA mIoU OA

Source 41.94 73.53 55.18 90.75 46.71 86.26
All 47.66 80.74 21.72 66.23 59.14 89.62
FE 46.07 79.73 24.11 69.04 56.24 89.70
BN 59.46 85.97 62.12 92.67 67.39 94.73

Table 8: Comparison of TTA and full supervision scheme (%)

SensatUrban⇒ H3D DALES⇒ T3D SynthCity⇒ T3D
mIoU OA mIoU OA mIoU OA

Source 41.94 73.53 55.18 90.75 46.71 86.26
Ours 59.46 85.97 62.12 92.67 67.39 94.73
Full 73.94 93.78 85.13 98.65 93.61 98.84
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Table 9: Performance comparison under different backbone networks (%)

SensatUrban⇒ H3D DALES⇒ T3D SynthCity⇒ T3D
mIoU OA mIoU OA mIoU OA

KPConv
Source 41.94 73.53 55.18 90.75 46.71 86.26
Ours 59.46 85.97 62.12 92.67 67.39 94.73

PointNet++
Source 52.94 82.89 42.28 86.93 47.76 86.81
Ours 55.71 84.96 50.57 87.47 54.21 89.25

6.5. Comparison with the full supervision scheme

Without the availability of labeled target data, TTA focuses
on streamlining the computation process and enhancing time ef-
ficiency, though its performance isn’t anticipated to match that
under full supervision. Here, we examine the performance dis-
parity between our approach and the fully supervised frame-
work, which adheres to the standard training and testing pro-
cedures on the original benchmark. It should be emphasized
that optimal results can be achieved with full supervision. For
instance, in the D2T scenario, only 3D coordinate data is used
for inference since the DALES dataset lacks color information,
while the T3D dataset includes it. The quantitative results are
shown in Table 8. This study’s benchmark consolidates simi-
lar categories due to cross-domain class discrepancies, resulting
in very high evaluation metrics across all three experiments in
the fully supervised setting. Although our method significantly
enhances accuracy over the source model, the figures remain
notably lower than those under full supervision. Nevertheless,
TTA’s practicality reveals potential in addressing domain-shift
challenges. To further boost performance, integrating weakly
labeled target data could be a promising area for future research.

6.6. Influence of backbone network

Our method introduces a flexible framework that can be in-
tegrated with various deep networks. To evaluate its flexibility,
we employ PointNet++ (Qi et al., 2017) as an additional back-
bone for comparison. As shown in Table 9, our method consid-
erably enhances accuracy compared to the source model with
two distinct backbones. For D2T adaptation, despite Point-
Net++ initially displaying subpar results, our method recti-
fies erroneous predictions and significantly improves evaluation
metrics. KPConv and PointNet++ exhibit marked performance
differences across three benchmarks, indicating that the archi-
tecture of deep models may also be crucial to adaptation perfor-
mance. This suggests an interesting direction for future investi-
gation.

7. Conclusion

In this study, we investigate test-time adaptation for point
cloud semantic segmentation, which is required to directly
adapt a pre-trained model to a target domain with distinct char-
acteristic discrepancy during inference time. To achieve this
objective, we designed a TTA framework targeted at BN lay-
ers, since they are regarded to contain fruitful domain-specific
features. A progressive batch normalization (PBN) adaptation
module is proposed by adapting statistical information of BN

layers with that calculated from testing batches. Addition-
ally, to achieve complete BN adaptation, we introduce a self-
supervised module containing information maximization and
pseudo-labeling to optimize learnable parameters in BN layers.
To evaluate the effectiveness of our method, we develop three
practical adaptation modes, including photogrammetric to ALS
data, ALS to MLS data, and synthetic to MLS data. Our method
significantly improves OA and mIoU compared to the source-
only mode, which also outperforms the existing popular TTA
counterparts. Evaluated on the SensatUrban to Hessigheim 3D
dataset, our method achieved an overall accuracy of 85.97% and
a mIoU of 59.46%, which increased by approximately 12.5%
and 17.5%, respectively, compared to baseline. In the future,
we will explore the potential of large vision-language models
in geospatial PCSS and achieve open-set adaptation.
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