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Abstract We present a hybrid-view-based knowledge
distillation framework, termed HVDistill, to guide the
feature learning of a point cloud neural network with
a pre-trained image network in an unsupervised man-
ner. By exploiting the geometric relationship between
RGB cameras and LiDAR sensors, the correspondence
between the two modalities based on both image-
plane view and bird-eye view can be established,
which facilitates representation learning. Specifically,
the image-plane correspondences can be simply ob-
tained by projecting the point clouds, while the bird-
eye-view correspondences can be achieved by lifting
pixels to the 3D space with the predicted depths un-
der the supervision of projected point clouds. The
image teacher networks provide rich semantics from
the image-plane view and meanwhile acquire geomet-
ric information from the bird-eye view. Indeed, im-
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age features from the two views naturally comple-
ment each other and together can ameliorate the
learned feature representation of the point cloud stu-
dent networks. Moreover, with a self-supervised pre-
trained 2D network, HVDistill requires neither 2D nor
3D annotations. We pre-train our model on nuScenes
dataset and transfer it to several downstream tasks
on nuScenes, SemanticKITTI, and KITTI datasets for
evaluation. Extensive experimental results show that
our method achieves consistent improvements over the
baseline trained from scratch and significantly out-
performs the existing schemes. Codes are available at
git@github.com:zhangshal024/HVDistill.git.

Keywords unsupervised learning - representation
learning - cross-modal distillation - point clouds
representation learning

1 Introduction

LiDAR point clouds play a vital role in 3D perception
for numerous applications, such as autonomous driv-
ing (Zhu et al. 2022; Li et al. 2022a; Wang et al. 2023),
virtual reality (Han et al. 2021a; Alexiou et al. 2020),
and domestic robotics (Qi et al. 2020; Duan et al. 2022),
etc. However, collecting and annotating point clouds in-
cur prohibitive costs (Behley et al. 2019; Caesar et al.
2020), limiting both the quantity and quality of the
available datasets to date. The pretrain-and-finetune
paradigm, which has achieved inspiring successes on 2D
images, cannot be directly applied to the 3D domain.
As a result, the previously developed point cloud pro-
cessing models are generally initialized from scratch and
trained with an enormous amount of samples (Shi et al.
2023). The absence of a properly pretrained model has
thus become one of the major stumbling blocks in the
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Fig. 1: Comparison between existing schemes and ours.
Both (a) and (b) transfer image knowledge to point
cloud networks based on the image-plane view. In con-
trast, we develop a hybrid-view framework (c) to trans-
fer image knowledge based on both the image-plane
view and the bird-eye view.

3D perception field (Xie et al. 2020; Liu et al. 2021a;
Sautier et al. 2022).

In fact, neural networks can learn from unsupervised
pretext tasks with a carefully designed loss function (He
et al. 2022; Grill et al. 2020; He et al. 2020), which is
known as unsupervised feature learning (UFL). In 2D
image domain, UFL has been validated to be extremely
effective in providing powerful and transferable feature
representation for various downstream tasks (Xiao et al.
2022; Xie et al. 2022). However, when it comes to 3D
point clouds, UFL hasn’t shown such impact. The main
reason is that the success in images is based on mil-
lions or even billions of training samples, while datasets
at such scale are unavailable for point clouds. Besides,
compared to image pixels, LIDAR points are sparse and
unevenly distributed, rendering it harder to learn the
appropriate feature representations.

Alternatively, the properly calibrated images and
point clouds that are often available for autonomous
vehicles can provide a potential solution to transfer
knowledge learned from images to point clouds in a
cross-modality manner. As shown in Figure 1(a), the
early work PPKT (Liu et al. 2021a) performs 2D-to-3D
knowledge transfer via pixel-to-point contrastive learn-
ing. However, the pixel-to-point correspondence needed

by this approach is imperfect in autonomous driving
scenes due to issues such as sensor occlusion and motion
blur. To address this problem, the more recent work
SLidR (Sautier et al. 2022) proposes to use superpixels
and superpoints instead for more reliable cross-modal
correspondences. As illustrated in Figure 1(b), SLidR
first groups visually similar pixels into superpixels, and
then performs 2D-to-3D knowledge transfer via con-
trastive loss between superpixels and superpoints. Here,
a superpoint indicates a set of points projected to the
same superpixel.

These prior studies attempt to learn point cloud
representation from an image teacher network by de-
veloping 2D-3D correspondences based on the image-
plane view (IPV). However, images are inherently in-
sufficient to represent 3D scenes due to the unavail-
ability of 3D geometric information. As such, the 2D
features extracted from the IPV alone naturally fall
short in guiding the representation learning of a point
cloud network, taking risks in ignoring 3D spatial lay-
outs. In this paper, we strive to enhance the 2D-to-
3D knowledge transfer by also considering the 2D fea-
tures from other views that can be derived from im-
ages. Formally, we introduce a hybrid-view framework,
termed HVDistill, to distill image knowledge to point
cloud networks in an unsupervised manner. As shown
in Figure 1(c), In this paper, we strive to enhance the
2D-to-3D knowledge transfer by also considering the 2D
features from other views that can be derived from im-
ages. Formally, we introduce a hybrid-view framework,
termed HVDistill, to distill image knowledge to point
cloud networks in an unsupervised manner. As shown
in Figure 1(c), in addition to IPV, our HVDistill fur-
ther leverages the bird-eye view(BEV) as a complement
for knowledge transferring. As such, the usage of both
the image-plane view and bird-eye view yields a virtual
3D space, from which better 3D representations can be
learned, with both semantic and geometric information
taken into consideration.

The most notable design consideration of HVDistill
is the addition of the image’s BEV features. Specifically,
when projecting 3D points to the image plane as in pre-
vious methods (Liu et al. 2021a; Sautier et al. 2022), we
not only build the correspondences between points and
pixels but also obtain the depth information for the
pixels with projected points. However, due to the spar-
sity of point clouds, only a small fraction of pixels has
direct correspondences with points, which means huge
potential untapped. In our algorithm, we address this
issue by estimating a dense depth map for each image
under the supervision of the sparse depth map directly
provided by point clouds. We combine the image fea-
tures with camera intrinsic to estimate the depth for
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each pixel. Once obtaining the depth, the pixels can
be “lifted” to the 3D space (Wang et al. 2019). Next,
we splat the lifted pixels to the BEV plane, because
the BEV representation has been validated to be effec-
tive in 3D perception tasks for autonomous driving (Liu
et al. 2022; Huang et al. 2021; Li et al. 2022b), where
the objects are not likely to overlap with each other and
their sizes are consistent with the real world ignoring
the distance to the ego sensor.

To wvalidate the merits of our proposed frame-
work, we first conduct pre-training on nuScenes
dataset(Caesar et al. 2020), and then evaluate
the learned representation on two typical 3D per-
ception tasks, i.e., 3D semantic segmentation and
3D object detection, over three prevalent bench-
marks, i.e., nuScenes-Lidarseg(Caesar et al. 2020), Se-
manticKITTI(Behley et al. 2019) and KITTI(Geiger
et al. 2012). Our HVDistill achieves improvements
on all three datasets. Remarkably, the model pre-
trained with HVDistill achieves 49.7% mIoU, resulting
in 5.1% performance improvement over the strongest
counterpart for few-shot semantic segmentation on Se-
manticKITTI, and up to 8.7% mAP improvements for
few-shot object detection.

In summary, our main contribution is the HVDis-
till framework that transfers image knowledge to point
cloud networks via cross-modality contrastive distilla-
tion based on image-plane and bird-eye views. Com-
pared to prior works, the hybrid-view image teachers in
our HVDistill take both semantic and geometric infor-
mation into account, thus learning the effective repre-
sentation from point clouds. Moreover, we provide an el-
egant solution to involve the image’s BEV features with
marginal cost and no extra annotations. Our HVDistill
takes a strong step towards effective pre-trained net-
works for 3D point clouds and exhibits great potential
to serve as a baseline for future investigation.

2 Related Work

In this section, we briefly review unsupervised feature
learning (UFL) and cross-modality knowledge distilla-
tion.

2.1 UFL for Point Clouds

Unsupervised feature learning aims to learn general fea-
ture representation without human-annotated labels.
The learned representation is supposed to be easily
adapted to downstream tasks via fine-tuning.

The existing intra-modality UFL methods for point
clouds can be divided into two categories: generative-
based methods and contrastive-based methods.

Generative-based methods (Han et al. 2019a, 2021b;
Chen et al. 2021; Han et al. 2019b; Rao et al. 2020;
Chen et al. 2019; Zhao et al. 2022b), explore 3D data
reconstruction as pretext tasks to learn effective fea-
ture representation. Typically, a series of pretext tasks
are involved, including 3D objects reconstruction(Chen
et al. 2021; Han et al. 2019b; Zhao et al. 2022b), point
clouds completion(Rao et al. 2020; Chen et al. 2019;
Yang et al. 2017) and rotation prediction(Han et al.
2019a, 2021b). Besides, PC-GAN(Li et al. 2018) in-
troduces generative adversarial networks to the point
clouds domain, learning point clouds’ feature via joint
distribution estimation.

Contrastive-based methods (Xie et al. 2020; Zhang
et al. 2021; Wang et al. 2021; Jiang et al. 2021) follow
the paradigm to learn effective point clouds features
by encouraging the augmentations of the same input
to approach each other while pushing away that of dif-
ferent inputs. Info3D (Sanghi 2020) proposes to max-
imize the mutual information between the whole 3D
objects’ point clouds and their chunks to improve the
feature representation. PointContrast(Xie et al. 2020),
for the first time, generalizes self-supervised represen-
tation learning to point clouds in complex scenes by
leveraging the correspondence between points from dif-
ferent camera views and shows that the pre-trained
models can be efficiently transferred to facilitate multi-
ple downstream tasks (e.g., classification, object detec-
tion, part segmentation, and semantic segmentation).
Unlike PointContrast which relies on correspondences
between points from different camera views, DepthCon-
trast (Zhang et al. 2021) shows that performing con-
trastive learning with the global feature of the whole
3D scene is enough to learn effective representation.

2.2 Cross-Modality Knowledge Distillation

Knowledge distillation (KD) (Bucilua et al. 2006; Hin-
ton et al. 2015) is first introduced to train a small model
(i.e., student) with the guidance of a well-performing
large one (i.e., teacher) for model compression. The
follow-up works (Mirzadeh et al. 2020; Cho and Har-
iharan 2019; Zhang and Ma 2020; Zhao et al. 2022a)
explore KD in various tasks and demonstrate its ef-
fectiveness in knowledge transferring, especially via a
cross-modality manner (Gupta et al. 2016; Guo et al.
2021; Alwassel et al. 2020; Tian et al. 2019; Liu et al.
2021b).

Cross-modality KD has attracted increasing atten-
tion in 3D perception fields. Among the surge of re-
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Fig. 2: An overview of the proposed HVDistill pipeline. Our approach transfers image knowledge from a
pre-trained 2D network into a 3D neural network via hybrid-view contrastive distillation. On one hand, the point
clouds are grouped into superpoints according to the corresponding superpixels generated on each image, and
then supervised by the image features from the 2D teacher network by image-plane view (IPV) based contrastive
distillation. On the other hand, the features of images/point clouds from 2D /3D backbones are transformed to the
bird-eye view (BEV), and then the image BEV features are used for supervising the point cloud BEV features by
contrastive loss. Note that the 2D backbone’s parameters are frozen.

search, several recent works (Liu et al. 2021a; Sautier
et al. 2022) distill knowledge in the same setting as ours:
treating a well-pretrained image model as the teacher
and a randomly initialized point clouds model as the
student. Specifically, PPKT (Liu et al. 2021a) opti-
mizes the point cloud features network by mimicking
the corresponding image features in a pixel-to-point
manner. However, the accurate matching of pixel-to-
point is not always accessible in real-world data, es-
pecially in autonomous driving, hampering the effec-
tiveness of the learned point cloud feature. Instead,
SLidR (Sautier et al. 2022) proposes to use superpixels-
to-superpoints as an alternative. It groups visually sim-
ilar pixels to superpixels and obtains corresponding su-
perpoints by projection. The contrastive distillation is
then performed among superpixels and superpoints.

From our point of view, these two works both con-
duct contrastive learning based on the correspondence
of image-plane view, which is insufficient for point
cloud representation learning. In contrast, we argue
that BEV-level features can provide a different view-
point and compensates for the 3D geometric informa-
tion. Meanwhile, the combination of image-plane view
and BEV can narrow the domain gap during 2D-to-3D
distillation, achieving more excellent performance.

3 Methodology

HVDistill is an unsupervised pre-training pipeline that
transfers knowledge from a pre-trained image network
to a point cloud network via hybrid-view knowledge
distillation.

An overview of HVDistill is depicted in Figure 2.
Given paired point clouds and images, a 3D backbone
network and a 2D backbone network are applied to ex-
tract 3D point cloud features and 2D image features,
respectively. After that, knowledge transferring is con-
ducted through the image-plane view (IPV) based and
bird-eye view (BEV) based contrastive distillation. On
the one hand, pixels are grouped into superpixels, and
superpoints are generated accordingly. The feature of
superpixel is obtained by average pooling over image
features, and the feature of superpoint is obtained by
average pooling over point cloud features. Then, IPV-
based contrastive distillation is performed based on su-
perpixels and superpoints. On the other hand, we trans-
form image features from IPV to BEV in three steps:
(1) we project points to the image plane by geometric
relationship to generate a sparse depth map with accu-
rate depth value; (2) with the supervision of the sparse
depth map, we predict a dense depth map via a depth
prediction head; and (3) we lift the pixel-level features
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to the 3D space according to the depth and then col-
lapse it to BEV to produce image BEV features.

The image BEV features are leveraged to supervise
the point clouds BEV features by grid-to-grid BEV-
based contrastive distillation.

In the following subsections, we first briefly intro-
duce preliminary information and then present the de-
tailed design of our hybrid-view distillation algorithm.

3.1 Preliminary

Before introducing the hybrid-view distillation frame-
work and training objectives of HVDistill, we briefly re-
view knowledge distillation (KD) and contrastive learn-
ing (CL) techniques, which serve as the preliminary of
our work.

Knowledge Distillation (KD): The conventional
target of KD is to transfer the knowledge from an un-
wieldy network to a smaller network. The network to
provide knowledge is known as a teacher network, and
the network to be learned is the student network. In this
work, we follow the recent practices (Gupta et al. 2016;
Guo et al. 2021; Liu et al. 2021b) to extend this conven-
tional target to a general one. Particularly, HVDistill
is intended to transfer the knowledge of 2D networks
trained with images to a 3D network aiming at point
clouds, learning the benefits of rich semantic informa-
tion from images. We denote the 2D teacher network
as N'(-) and the 3D student network as N*(-). The
parameters of A'*(+) are frozen in our method.

Contrastive Learning (CL): CL is widely adopted
as a pretext task for unsupervised representation learn-
ing (He et al. 2020; Wang et al. 2021; Jiang et al. 2021),
with the training objective to reduce the feature dis-
tance between positive pairs while increasing that be-
tween negative ones. Since the traditional margin-based
loss function is hard to be optimized, the CL meth-
ods usually use the noise contrastive estimation loss In-
foNCE (Oord et al. 2018), which is computed as follows:

T o/
Linfonce = — log f,xp((Fk) Fe/m) (1)
> iy exp((Fx) T F] /T)

Our HVDistill follows the feature-based paradigm
to perform images to point clouds KD. Knowledge is
transferred via image plane view and bird-eye view with
two InfoNCE loss variants in an unsupervised manner.

3.2 Hybrid-View Distillation

The primary innovation of this work is the hybrid-view
contrastive distillation for point cloud network pre-

training. Given a scan of point cloud Py € RV¥*3 and
multi-view images Z = {I1, I, ..., [ | I; € REXWx31
as the inputs, our method first applies the 3D/2D
backbones to extract point/image features. A high-
resolution feature map is necessary for establishing
point-to-pixel correspondences, while the output of the
2D backbone network (i.e., ResNet) is usually overly
downsampled for the correspondence. We replace the
downsampling convolutional layers with dilation con-
volutional layers following previous methods(Sautier
et al. 2022) and add an upsampling projection layer
H! following the 2D backbone N*(-) to obtain a high-
resolution image feature map FZP € RH *WxC - where
k indicates the k-th view. Note that the spatial reso-
lution of F2P is the same as that of input images but
with C channels. Another projection layer H® is then
applied to the point features out of the 3D backbone
N4(-) to produce point cloud features F3P ¢ RNV*C
that match the feature dimension of each FZP. Our
proposed hybrid-view distillation, including IPV-based
contrastive distillation and BEV-based contrastive dis-
tillation, is built on {FZP}E  and F3P.

IPV based Contrastive Distillation: IPV-based
contrastive distillation transfers knowledge from 2D
backbone to 3D backbone via cross-modality con-
trastive learning between 2D features from the image
plane and point cloud features from the 3D space. We
name it IPV based since the teacher signals, i.e., 2D
features, are from the image plane.

Inspired by the method in (Sautier et al. 2022), we
perform contrastive learning at the cluster level. Specif-
ically, visually similar pixels in each image are grouped
together to generate superpixels with a bottom-up seg-
mentation algorithm, SLIC(Achanta et al. 2012). We
use C}" to denote the set of pixels belonging to the m-
th superpixel from the k-th image. An L2 normalization
function followed by an average pooling is applied on
F?P to produce the superpixel’s feature F}(k,m) as:

1
t _
Fl(k,m) - |Cm| Z

kl @yecm

P (w,y) @)
[P (@, )l
where (z,y) is the index of a pixel in the image feature
map. In the 3D space, we use superpoints as a cluster
to learn from superpixels. To generate superpoints, we
first obtain the point-pixel correspondence by project-
ing the point clouds to the image plane according to
the extrinsic Tia. and intrinsic matrices T,o;. Once the
point- pixel correspondence is acquired, the points pro-
jected to the same superpixel are grouped together to
formulate a superpoint Dj":

D' = G(TeaiTiac P, Cy) (3)



Sha Zhang et al.

Note that the correspondence between points and pix-
els is independently obtained for each image, thus su-
perpoints are different for different image views. Similar
to producing features of superpixels, 1.2 Normalization,
and an average pooling layer are applied to compute
the superpixel’s feature:

FP(j)
ISP ()]l2°

R 1
FP(k,m) = \DZn| Z (4)

jeDy

where j is the index of a point from the 3D features.
After obtaining features of superpixels and super-
points, we utilize superpixel-to-superpoint contrastive
loss to perform point cloud feature learning. The
matched superpoint-superpixel pairs are taken as posi-
tive samples, while unmatched ones are token as nega-
tive samples. In an ideal situation, the positive samples
are close to each other, while the negative samples are
far away from each other. Specifically, the superpixel-
to-superpoint contrastive loss is adapted based on In-
foNCE loss (Oord et al. 2018), and calculated as:

Ei m(k,m)
Lipy = — log . :
kz >t B (K, m)

with By pn (K, m') = exp( (Ffe ) F g mry /7)5

()

where 7 > 0 is a temperature coefficient that is used
to smooth the sample distribution. In this situation,
the objective is to minimize the distance between the
feature F}( o) of a superpoint and the feature F’ fg(k)m)
of the corresponding superpixel within the same image
and superpixel region. At the same time, the aim is to
maximize the distance between superpixel features and
superpoint features that do not share the same indices
or belong to different scenes.

BEV based Contrastive Distillation: BEV-based
contrastive distillation provides an additional view for
knowledge transfer. By transforming image features
and point cloud features to BEV, a complementary
pathway is created to enhance the transfer of knowl-
edge. With the supervision of point clouds, the synthe-
sized image BEV features can effectively preserve the
geometric properties and thus ameliorate the feature
learning of the 3D student network. There are two steps
to obtain the image BEV features: (i) point supervised
depth estimation, and (ii) IPV-to-BEV transformation.
In the first step, we reuse the correspondences es-
tablished from point-to-pixel projection to obtain the
depths of those pixels that have matching points. Since
the LiDAR point clouds are far fewer than image pix-
els, the obtained depth map Dgparse € RHEXWXL g to0
sparse to lift the 2D image features into 3D space.

To address this issue, we add a depth prediction
head in our point-supervised depth estimation module
to output a dense depth map Dgense € RTOXWoxT "aach
element of which represents 7' discrete depth ranges.
Specifically, the sparse depth map Dgparse generated
from point clouds is leveraged as the depth supervi-
sion. Moreover, to make the depth camera aware, we
combine camera intrinsic matrices M with image fea-
tures to form the input of the depth prediction head.
The computation of Dgense can be described as:

Dycnse = Np(SE(MLP(M), Conv(F?P))), (6)

where Np(-) is the depth prediction head, SE(:) in-
dicates a Squeeze-and-Excitation module, and Conw(-)
represents linear transformation with a convolutional
layer. The depth prediction head consists of three
Residual Blocks and a Deformable Convolution layer.
We use Binary Cross Entropy for the depth loss Lgepth-

In the subsequent step, we lift the image features
to 3D space by expanding the pixel-level features along
the direction of camera rays and weighting each point
feature with the corresponding response from Dgepge-
We then group the lifted 3D features within each r x r
grid in the X-Y plane together and collapse them to the
BEV along the Z-axis by summation. Finally, we use an
L2 Normalization layer to generate the final image BEV
feature map Fj € RH»*WoXF This enables us to lift
the image features to 3D and generate a BEV feature
map, which is a key step in our approach.

The view transformation of point cloud features
from the 3D space to the BEV is more straightforward.
We simply flatten the 3D point cloud features F3P by
reshaping the features along Z-axis to the channel di-
mension. After that, three extra convolutional layers
followed by an L2 Normalization layer are applied to
obtain the point cloud BEV features Fg, € R xWoxE,

The image BEV feature map F; and the point cloud
feature map F are in the unified BEV representation
with the same resolution, which is naturally aligned.
The feature embedding F§ (i, j) from point cloud BEV
features is supposed to be similar to the corresponding
grid feature F5(i, j) from the image BEV features, and
quite different from the grid features in other positions
or other scenes. Based on this principle, we devise the
training objective of our BEV-based contrastive distil-

lation as:
‘CBEV = — Z log 1,] TEETE
i iy By, 7")

with E,ZJ (i/,j/) = 6xp( (Fé(z,J))TFE(’L’,j/) /T),

(7)

where 7/ > 0 is a temperature factor. In other words,
if an image BEV grid and a point BEV grid have the
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same index in the BEV map for the same scene, they
are positive pairs and are supposed to be close to each
other in the feature space. Otherwise, they are negative
pairs and are supposed to be far away from each other.
In practice, we only take non-zero grids in point cloud
BEV maps for training to avoid the gradient collapse
problem caused by empty grids.

Overall Loss: By combining the training objectives
from the IPV based, BEV based pathways, and the
depth prediction module, we get the loss function:

L = alipy + BLBEV + YLdepth, (8)

where «, 3,y are the weights of each training objective.

4 Experiments

We evaluate HVDistill pre-training method by fine-
tuning and linear-probing on downstream tasks over
several datasets. For pre-training, we choose a pub-
lic large-scale multi-modality autonomous driving
dataset, i.e., nuScenes (Caesar et al. 2020). Then
we fine-tune and evaluate the pre-trained model on
nuScenes, nuScenes-lidarseg (Caesar et al. 2020), Se-
manticKITTI (Behley et al. 2019), and KITTI (Geiger
et al. 2012) for different downstream tasks separately.
In this section, we present the implementation details
in parts: 1) datasets and metrics used in pre-training
and fine-tuning. 2) the network architecture. 3) the
pre-training details. 4) the downstream experiments, in-
cluding transferring to point clouds semantic segmen-
tation and few-shot 3D object detection. 5) ablation
study to validate the superiority of the design.

4.1 Datasets and Metrics

nuScenes : We conduct all the pre-train experiments
on this dataset. nuScenes contains 1000 scenes with 150
for testing, 150 for validation, and others for training.
The whole dataset includes approximately 1.4M cam-
era images and 390k LIDAR sweeps. Each scene has
around 40 keyframes. Every keyframe provides one scan
of point cloud from the LIDAR, six images from six dif-
ferent cameras, and the corresponding synchronization
and calibration information.

nuScenes-lidarseg : nuScenes-lidarseg is an extension
for nuScenes. This dataset has semantic labels of 32
categories and annotates each point from keyframes in
nuScenes. We use the 700 scenes in the training set
with segmentation labels to fine-tune for the semantic
segmentation task, and the 150 scenes in the validation
set to verify the performance.

SemanticKITTI : There are 28 semantic classes in
SemanticKITTI, and 19 are calculated for evaluation.
The annotation cover traffic participants and ground
class such as sidewalks. SemanticKITTI contains 22 se-
quences with only 00-10 annotated. We use the 8th se-
quence of SemanticKITTT to evaluate the quality of se-
mantic segmentation task and the other 10 sequences
for fine-tuning.

We fine-tune our pre-trained model transferring on
segmentation on SemanticKITTI, which never shows in
the pre-training stage.

KITTT : KITTT is a classical dataset for 3D object de-
tection. It contains 7481 training point clouds and 7518
test point clouds. We follow the official development
kit to partition them as training set and validation set.
KITTTI only evaluates three kinds of objects, including
cars, cyclists, and pedestrians. We conduct object de-
tection experiments on the training set of KITTI object
detection dataset.

Evaluation Metrics : For fine-tuning on semantic seg-
mentation, we report mloU and fwloU validated in spe-
cific data. For fine-tuning on object detection, we follow
the KITTT(Geiger et al. 2012) comparing methods by
mAP: First, we get the AP_R40 (40 recall positions)
at an overlap of 0.7 for cars, 0.5 for pedestrians, and
0.5 for cyclists. Then, we compute the average AP over
these three classes in the moderately difficult cases.

4.2 Network Architectures

Image Teacher Network: We use a ResNet-50(He
et al. 2016) as our image teacher network. This back-
bone network is pre-trained with MoCov2(Chen et al.
2020; He et al. 2020) on ImageNet, enabling our whole
training process to get rid of annotations. To maintain
the receptive field without reducing the spatial resolu-
tion, the second and following stridden convolutions are
replaced with dilated convolutions as the same in pre-
vious methods(Sautier et al. 2022). The adoption of the
dilation strategy enlarges the resolution of the output
feature map from 3—12 to i of the input images. Besides,
with the upsampling projection layer, the resolution is
further recovered to the same as that of input images.

Point Cloud Student Network: Following the com-
mon practice as in (Xie et al. 2020; Zhang et al. 2021;
Sautier et al. 2022), we adopt the SR-UNet (Choy et al.
2019) as our 3D backbone network, i.e., the student
model. SR-UNet has 256 output channels, while image
features from the projection layer have 64 channels. We
use a fully connected layer after SR-UNet to match the

point cloud feature channels with image feature chan-
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nels. We quantize the 3D points to voxels as the input of
SR-UNet. We generate voxels in Cartesian coordinates
with the X-axis range of [-51.2m, 51.2m], Y-axis range
of [-51.2m, 51.2m]|, and Z-axis range of [-5.0m, 3.0m].
The voxel size is set as (0.1m, 0.1m, 0.1m).

Other Modules: The upsampling projection layer H?
is composed of a 1x1 convolutional layer and an upsam-
pling layer. The convolutional layer reduces the chan-
nels from 2048 to 64. The upsampling layer performs
bi-linear interpolation with a scale factor of 4 to adjust
the solution of image features. The projection layer H*
is a fully-connected layer to align the channels as 64.
Besides, the discrete depth size T is set as 118 and the
BEV map size is 256 x 256.

4.3 Pre-training Details

The 3D network backbone and all the learnable heads
are pre-trained on 4 GPUs with a batch size of 16 for
50 epochs. We choose the SGD optimizer with a mo-
mentum of 0.9 and a weight decay of 0.0001. This op-
timizer is also used in all the training of downstream
tasks. The initial learning rate is 0.5. A cosine annealing
scheduler is employed to adjust the learning rate from
the initial value to 0. The temperature hyperparameter
in superpixel-to-superpoint contrastive loss and grid-to-
grid contrastive loss are all set to 0.07. The coefficients
a, B are set to 0.25 and 1, respectively.

Data Augmentation: We apply several augmenta-
tions in the pre-training of the backbone. For 3D point
clouds, we use random rotation, flip, scale, translate,
and drop points that lie in a random cuboid. On the
2D component, we crop and resize to get a patch with
the size of [224, 416]. Besides, we apply a random hor-
izontal flip, as in SLidR(Sautier et al. 2022). Note that
we have to inverse those operations to align the image
BEV feature and the point cloud BEV feature.

4.4 Transferring for Semantic Segmentation

In this section, we conduct experiments to transfer the
pre-trained backbone for point cloud semantic segmen-
tation. We compare our method with the state-of-the-
art approaches on two evaluation protocols, i.e., linear
probing and fine-tuning on point clouds semantic seg-
mentation.

Fine-tuning on Semantic Segmentation: We
transfer the pre-trained backbone on semantic segmen-
tation by adding a classification head and training them
together. We use a linear combination of the cross-
entropy and the Lovdsz Softmax loss (Berman et al.
2018) as our resultant loss. For all the experiments

on semantic segmentation, we fine-tune for 100 epochs
with a batch size of 16 and the learning rate is 0.02
in nuScenes. We evaluate performance of semantic seg-
mentation on nuScenes-lidarseg(Caesar et al. 2020) and
SemanticKITTI(Behley et al. 2019).

We compare Our HVDistill with SLidR and a few
other methods on the few-shot end-to-end semantic seg-
mentation task and show the results in Tab. 1, where
"P-gain’ represents the performance improvement of
the pretraining method compared to the ”Train from
Scratch” baseline. . We observe that all representation
pre-training methods are better than random initializa-
tion. In particular, our method performs the best. The
mloU is 14.4% and 18.3% higher than random initial-
ization on nuScenes-lidarseg and SemanticKITTI, and
4.4% and 5.1% higher than SLidR on the two datasets.

This proves the advantage of exploiting the hybrid-
view features in distilling knowledge from pre-trained
image networks. We further evaluate the performance of
our method in fine-tuning with different percentages of
annotated training data: 1%, 5%, 10%, 25%, and 100%.
The results are shown in Tab. 2. Again, our method per-
forms the best. Compared to random initialization, our
mlIoU improvement is 14.4% for 1% annotation, 10.4%
for 5% annotation, 6.3% for 10% annotation, 5.3% for
25% annotation, and 2.4% for 100% annotation. These
results verify that our approach does provide a better
initialization of point cloud networks.

Linear Probing: Next, we evaluate the transferring
methods on linear probing.

Here, we add a linear classification head based on
the pre-trained 3D backbone. During linear probing,
we freeze the backbone and only train the classifica-
tion head. As in fine-tuning, a linear combination of
the cross-entropy and the Lovész-Softmax loss(Berman
et al. 2018) are utilized as our loss. We train on
nuScenes for 50 epochs with a batch size of 16 on 4
GPUs with 100% of the available annotations. The ini-
tial learning rate is 0.05.

The comparison results are summarized in Tab. 4.
Among all the methods, ours is again the best perform-
ing, with mIoU of 39.5%. This again shows that our
hybrid-view distillation can learn more discriminative
point cloud representations than single-view distillation
such as SLidR(Sautier et al. 2022) and PPKT(Liu et al.
2021a).

4.5 Transferring for Few-Shot Object Detection

The object detection task aims to recognize foreground
objects from raw data, such as point clouds, which
is a fundamental problem in computer vision. Gener-
ally, it first uses a backbone to learn representations
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Table 1: Performance comparison of different pre-training methods for semantic segmentation by fine-tuning. On
nuScenes and SemanticKITTI we use only 1% of the annotated training data, respectively. The results with * are
from (Sautier et al. 2022). The results are the mIoU (%) on the validation sets of nuScenes and SemanticKITTT.

Initializati nuScenes(Caesar et al. 2020) SemanticKITTI(Behley et al. 2019)
nitialization . .
mloU P-gain mloU P-gain
Train from scratch 28.3 _ 31.4 _
PointContrast*(Xie et al. 2020) 32.5 +4.2 41.1 +9.7
DepthContrast*Zhang et al. (2021) 31.7 +3.4 41.5 +10.1
PPKT*Liu et al. (2021a) 37.8 +9.5 43.9 +12.5
SLidR*(Sautier et al. 2022) 38.3 +10.0 44.6 +13.2
HVDistill (Ours) 42,7144 +14.4 49.71°-1 +18.3

Table 2: Performance comparison of random initialization and our pre-trained backbone using our method HVDis-
till for semantic segmentation with different percentages of annotated training data on nuScenes. The results are

the mIoU(%) on the validation set of nuScenes.

Initialization 1% 5% 10% 25% 100%
mloU P-gain mloU P-gain mloU P-gain mloU P-gain mloU P-gain
Train from scratch 28.3 _ 46.2 _ 56.6 . 64.0 - 74.2 .
SLidR(Sautier et al. 2022) 38.3 +10.0 52.2 +6.0 58.8 +2.2 66.2 +1.8 74.6 +0.4
HVDistill (Ours) 42,7744 4144 | 56.6"**  +104 | 62.9T"'  4+6.3 69.373° 453 76.6720 424

Table 3: Performance comparison of methods for object detection by fine-tuning pre-trained networks using dif-
ferent percentages of the annotated training data in the KITTI. We present the average mAP(%) of cars, cyclists,

and pedestrians in moderately difficult cases.

Initialization 1% 5% 10% 20%
Part-A2(Shi et al. 2021) 0.04 62.3 67.1 70.9
PVRCNN++(Shi et al. 2023) 40.0 66.0 70.1 70.9
Train from scratch 41.7 67.2 69.6 70.8
HVDistill (Ours) 50.4(+8.7) 70.0(+3.0) 70.8(+1.3) 71.9(+1.1)

Table 4: Performance comparison of different pre-
training methods for semantic segmentation by linear
probing on nuScenes.

Initialization Linear Prob(mlIoU)
Random 6.8
PointContrast*(Xie et al. 2020) 21.9
DepthContrast*(Zhang et al. 2021) 22.1
PPKT*(Liu et al. 2021a) 36.4
SLidR 38.8
HVDistill (Ours) 39.5

from raw data and then translates the necessary at-
tributes of the object bounding boxes from the learned
representations. To verify the effectiveness of our pre-
train method, we fine-tune a detection network, PointR-
CNN (Shi et al. 2019), by loading the parameters of the
backbone pre-trained with our approach.

We conduct our few-shot object detection based on
OpenPCDet(Team 2020). In the toolbox, the backbone
of PointRCNN is replaced by the pre-trained network
SR U-net, and then trained end-to-end for object detec-
tion. We fine-tune the restructured detection network
for 80 epochs on 4 GPUs with a batch size of 16. We

Table 5: Ablative experiments of different views to
perform contrastive distillation when pre-training. We
present the mIoU (%) of semantic segmentation by fine-
tuning pre-trained networks using 1% of the annotated
training data in nuScenes. “Random” means this model
is randomly initialized and trained from scratch.

Method image-plane BEV mloU

Random X X 28.3

w/o IPV X v 37.8

w/o BEV v X 41.5
HVDistill v v 42.7

use the default settings in OpenPCDet except that the
learning rate is changed to 0.01.

On the validation set of KITTI dataset, we per-
formed an extensive comparison between our pretrained
model and the train-from-scratch baseline, utilizing
varying percentages of annotated training data. The
results of this comparison are delineated in Tab. 3.
Once again, our method stands out as the top per-
former in this evaluation. It is noteworthy that our
achieved Mean Average Precision (mAP) surpasses the
train-from-scratch with 1% annotated data by a signifi-
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cant margin of 8.7%. In addition, we compared our pre-
trained model to state-of-the-art (SOTA) 3D detection
methods. Our pretrained model consistently demon-
strated its superiority over the cutting-edge Part-A2
and PVRCNN++ methods.

4.6 Ablative Experiments

We further conduct ablative experiments to evaluate
the design choices in our proposed approach.

Effect of Different Views: We study the effect of dif-
ferent views in our contrastive distillation framework.
We compare three networks: (1) train from scratch,
(2) HVDistill without BEV distillation, (3) HVDistill
without IPV distillation, and (4) HVDistill. After pre-
training, we transfer the four backbones on semantic
segmentation with 1% annotated training data and test
them as in Sec. 4.4.

The results are presented in Tab. 5. The IPV-only
(w/o BEV in this table) models achieve 41.5% mloU,
improving the randomly initialized one with 13.2%.
The BEV-only (w/o IPV in this table) models achieve
37.8% mloU, improving the randomly initialized one
with 9.5%. Our HVDistill combines both of BEV and
IPV, and further boost the performance to 42.7% mloU,
demonstrating the effectiveness of our hybrid-view dis-
tillation framework.

A detail comparison in different classes for semantic
segmentation in SemanticKITTT is presented in Tab. 6.
When comparing our HVDistill to the w/o BEV model,
our approach achieves similar or superior performance
in almost all classes, except for bicycle, pole, and traffic-
sign. These three object classes are thin and extremely
challenging to recognize from the bird’s-eye view due to
their limited spatial presence and intricate details. The
BEV representation may struggle to capture these nu-
anced characteristics accurately, resulting in decreased
recognition and segmentation performance for these
classes. However, it’s worth noting that our method us-
ing BEV-only features outperforms the w/o BEV model
in categories such as other-vehicle, building, and park-
ing. This suggests the effectiveness of BEV contrast
distillation, particularly for larger objects, where the
BEV view excels. The combination of BEV-based and
IPV-based contrast distillation contributes to signifi-
cant overall improvements, demonstrating that BEV
and IPV complement each other effectively. This com-
bined approach offers a promising strategy for 2D-to-3D
knowledge transfer in our framework.

Additionally, we did qualitative analysis in Figure 3.
The bird-eye view effectively preserves the 3D layout of
the scene. In image-plane view distillation, the corre-

spondence between superpoints and superpixels hinges
on a projection-based approach. However, this method
can introduce a challenge wherein points from vary-
ing depths may project to closely situated locations on
the image-plane view, potentially leading to the mis-
grouping of these points into the same cluster, thereby
creating ambiguity. As in Figure 3, while points in pur-
ple area are clustered as superpoints to represent the
left car in the image, it contains both the car (points in
black area) and part of ground (points in green area). In
contrast, the integration of depth information and the
re-projection of pixels into 3D space within the bird-
eye view representation alleviates this issue, providing
a more accurate representation of the scene.

In addition, the bird-eye view representation offers
a mitigation strategy for occlusion and scaling issues,
which are notably more complex to resolve in the image-
plane view. These inherent advantages are particularly
advantageous for the recognition of large objects, as
exemplified in Table 6.

Effect of Point Supervision:

We study the effect of point supervision on our
HVDistill and present the results in Table 7.

In this table, “w/o point” means predicting the
depth distribution for each point without the guid-
ance or the supervision of projected points, “sparse
point depth” indicates only the pixels with projected
points are transformed to the BEV representation with
the depth provided by the corresponding point, “point
guided depth distribution” concatenated the sparse
depth map provided by projected points and the fea-
ture map to predict the depth distribution without
extra supervision, and our method devises the depth
module with the supervision of projected points to
make depth estimation. Among the competitors, our
method with projected point supervision achieves the
best performance, highlighting the importance of inte-
grating point-supervised depth prediction in image-to-
BEV transformation in our HVDistill.

Effect of Scaling Up Pretraining Data: In addition
to evaluating the performance of HVDistill, we conduct
an experiment to assess the impact of using different
portions of nuScenes. We present the evaluated results
of semantic segmentation on nuScenes in Table 8 and
on SemanticKITTT in Figure 4. The nuScenes training
data are divided into subsets representing varying sizes.
We observe notable variations in performance when uti-
lizing different portions of the pretraining data. Specif-
ically, we find that larger portions of pretraining data
consistently yield improved results compared to smaller
or limited subsets of these two datasets. These findings
suggest that the inclusion of additional pretraining data
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Table 6: Performance comparison of methods for fine-tuning on semantic segmentation with 1% percent of anno-
tated training data on SemanticKITTI. The results are the mIoU (%) on the validation set of SemanticKITTI.

X & N
& 5 . S 5 5 g
S S i FEFTES . F s J
P S S AN - AR AN S N S I

Method |& <& & & & & & § & § 5 &3 ¢ & & ¢ & & mloU
Random [83.3 0.0 0.0 0.0 04 0.0 0.0 0.0 8.0 0.0 58.8 0.0 76.0 27.4 81.3 33.5 65.0 38.8 21.9| 29.8
w/o IPV |91.3 2.8 17.4 20.0 11.9 29.5 28.3 0.0 88.6 25.4 71.4 0.0 86.3 35.5 82.7 57.4 67.5 60.9 43.2| 43.2
w/o BEV |94.4 11.7 24.2 30.8 8.4 47.6 45.6 0.0 89.1 24.1 72.8 0.0 85.8 37.9 84.6 59.4 71.2 62.5 47.8| 47.3
HVDistill|94.5 6.4 36.8 49.3 16.2 47.4 47.5 0.0 90.9 28.9 74.8 0.1 88.6 46.3 85.5 62.1 71.0 60.7 45.5| 50.1

O Points clustered in IPV

O Points inside a car

Fig. 3: The figure shows the raw image and superpixels on the left, point clouds in BEV view and superpoints
on the middle, and The zoomed-out image focuses on the superpoints surrounding the selected car on the right.
Points in the red boxes represent the same area. While points in purple are clustered as superpoints to represent
the left car in the image, it contains not only the car (points in black area) but also part of ground (points in

green area), introducing ambiguity for points.

Table 7: Ablative experiments of different design choices
to build BEV features. We present the mloU of seman-
tic segmentation by fine-tuning pre-trained networks
using 1% of the annotated training data in nuScenes.

Method mloU

w/o point 39.6

sparse point depth 41.2

Point guidance depth prediction 42.2
HVDistill 42.7

has the potential to further enhance the performance of
our proposed method. With the availability of a larger
dataset, we anticipate even more substantial gains in
feature extraction.

The Effect of Pretrained Image Teacher: To
explore the influence of different image teachers on
our proposed method, we conduct experiments utiliz-
ing multiple pre-trained image teachers in addition to
the MoCoV2. The results are presented in Table 9. Sur-
prisingly, Despite DINO’s (Caron et al. 2021) superior
performance in image classification, this image teacher
network is not optimally suited for our HVDistill. These

Table 8: Performance of different training data for se-
mantic segmentation by fine-tuning on nuScenes. We
use 1% training data for fine-tuning.

Data for pretraining mloU fwloU
5% 35.7 72.3
20% 38.9 75.0
50% 41.2 76.7
100% 42.7 77.1

Table 9: Performance comparison of our method with
different image teachers for semantic segmentation by
fine-tuning on nuScenes. We use 1% training data for
fine-tuning.

Teacher method  top-1 acc(ImageNet) mloU  fwloU
Dino 75.3 41.4 77.0
Supervised 79.3 42.9 77.2
MoCoV2 71.1 42.7 77.1

results suggest that the choice of pre-trained image
teacher should be carefully considered, taking into ac-
count its compatibility with the target task. While some
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Fig. 4: Performance of different training data for seman-
tic segmentation by fine-tuning on SemanticKITTI. We
use 1% training data for fine-tuning.

Table 10: Performance comparison of different contrast
learning methods on IPV branch. We use 1% training
data of nuScenes for fine-tuning on semantic segmenta-
tion.

contrast method on IPV branch mloU fwloU
None 33.4 71.8
pixel-to-point 41.1 76.8
Superpixel-to-superpoint 42.7 77.1

image teachers may excel in certain domains, their per-
formance may not necessarily translate directly to im-
prove results in other tasks.

Comparison of image-plane-view Method: We
explore pixel-to-point and superpixel-to-superpoint
contrast learning methods on IPV branch in Table 10.
The pixel-to-point contrast learning involves comput-
ing at individual pixel and corresponding point, while
superpixel-to-superpoint contrast learning aggregates
visually similar pixels and translates knowledge in su-
perpixel level. Our results show that the pixel-to-point
does yield a lower performance, as the noise of calibra-
tion of LiDAR and camera led to suboptimal results.
Ablation study of a and : In Tab.4, we present

the mloU scores achieved with different weight ratios,
specifically « : 5. We varied these ratios while keep-
ing 8 constant and observed the corresponding perfor-
mance changes. The table highlights the following find-
ings: When « : g is set to 1:1, the performance reaches
its lowest point, indicating that an equal contribution
from both image-plane view and bird’s-eye view distil-
lation has a minimal impact on performance. The best
performance is achieved when « : 3 is set to 4:1, under-
scoring the significance of the bird’s-eye view distilla-
tion in enhancing semantic segmentation. We note that

Fig. 5: Visualization of the predicted depth of differ-
ent objects. With sparse point cloud supervision, im-
age features can predict the dense depth and preserve
geometric information. Each row represents a specific

scene.

while there is variation in performance across different
weight settings, the impact on overall performance is
relatively minimal.

4.7 Qualitative Results

Visualization of predicted depth: We visualize the
discrete depth predictions obtained from our model in
Figure 5, which represent the depth value with the max-
imum probability for each pixel. We have also included
a comparison with sparse depth information derived
from point clouds. The results demonstrate that our
model performs well in diverse scenes, including both
daytime and nighttime scenarios, and can accurately
predict depth for a wide range of objects, such as cars
and trees. Overall, our approach shows promising re-
sults for depth estimation in real-world settings.

Visualization of Semantic segmentation results:
Figure 6 illustrates the semantic segmentation results
on the nuScenes validation set, including (a) Ground
Truth, (b) Train from scratch, (¢) SLiDR, and (d) Our
method. Our model can predict accurate class for dis-
tant and highly occluded objects, demonstrating the
high-quality predictions of our model.
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(a) Scratch (b) SLiDR

(d) Ground Truth

(c) Ours

Fig. 6: Qualitative results of 3D semantic segmentation on the nuScenes validation set.

5 Conclusion

In this paper, we propose HVDistill, a self-supervised
2D-to-3D distillation method to transfer knowledge
from a pre-trained image model to a point cloud neu-
ral network via two cross-modality contrastive losses,
one from the image plane view (IPV) and the other
from BEV. The BEV contrastive distillation utilizes the
depth information in the point clouds to preserve the
geometric information, providing a complement for the
mainstream [PV contrastive distillation. The experi-
ments demonstrate that our pre-train method brings
significant improvement in downstream tasks compared
to the state-of-the-art. We believe that our method
takes a step towards more effective knowledge transfer
between modalities.

Data availability: The nuScenes (Caesar et al. 2020)
dataset and nuScenes-lidarseg (Caesar et al. 2020)
dataset can be obtained from https://www.nuscenes.

org/. The KITTI (Geiger et al. 2012) dataset and
SemanticKITTI (Behley et al. 2019) dataset can be
obtained from https://www.cvlibs.net/datasets/
kitti/. The code that supports the findings of this
study are available from the corresponding author,
Yanyong Zhang, upon reasonable request.
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