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Abstract

The normal vector is a crucial geometric attribute of point clouds, capable of characterizing the local
geometry of the data. Therefore, rapidly and accurately estimating normals is of great importance.
When estimating the normal for a point in a cloud, its local neighborhood must be considered. In
many existing normal estimation methods, using a fixed neighborhood fails to meet the optimal se-
lection criteria for all points within the cloud. To address this, this paper proposes a point cloud
normal estimation algorithm based on adaptive neighborhoods, aiming to improve the accuracy
and reliability of the estimations. Experimental results demonstrate that applying the adaptive
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neighborhood strategy to various existing normal estimation methods leads to a consistent im-
provement in the quality of the estimated normals.
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1. 518

REEAZgR AP EBURNES, fem A REC bR B Lt SR ik =45 5, £2
ANSRIRE R AR T EmBEAR . ME A s I E LR, 7R SR A A R e, PR o
Wbk B R AR EEN T M. SaMERE. EY. SRR 2E. R ERm AR e
ZNFH, BT R R R R A L] [2].

IAER K R F IR oS ik 7. s ik R R 4 3T Voronoi/Delaunay )
HE[3] [4]s FETVERMBIEMSILB]-[7]. 2T REAEI A 5L (1] [2] [8]-[17].

J£T Voronoi/Delaunay 53 [3] [41& BRI sz vk v 5092, Hoazoo AR 2 R H Voronoi &
S E Delaunay = A5l 0 87R S m 23 (W o A 454, HFREE T4 Tkl SR, IEaE EH
Amenta 55 A\ [31H5 H, 17 R RO AR AT “ oM 7 I “ISREE” BIARETRR . BT %0
A2 R A A P BB, T B AE TGS L S 37 55 v AN R G P M s N AR 38 S SRR I, 925 T Ay o ) A
SRE TR,

B P B IE M BIE[5]-[T1R — IS FAIEVE M T8 IE M 5 . Alexa 25 N [5]32 1 T —F & 2l i/
31 (Moving Least Squares, MLS) K & SOGH FIMENT T, SEI 552 M B IE . Jones 55 A [6]4F 1%
[ TE 1) B 2 SO — AN Re /MG IR R, R T — A ZIRRE R kA, SeBlk 2 A /AR g k.
Calderon 25 \[7]#2H T — s ISR B AL S L . 1% T2 iER, REMFEENIILEA S 1
TR, AT H B A YR ) . HR X T AT A I B R v,  [RIIN JE AR G M R B R
REHE AL A0S

BT R AR A I R[] [2] [8]-[171& W Fidee) 2 7% - Hoppe 28 A [2]42 I F e/ — 7fe
A TS T, ZO5 AR AE 32 543 40 i (Principal Component Analysis, PCA). PCA J5 15[ 2] 3

AR T i — AN i, HR BRI — N1, $0A 1R 92 ) B A A i s i e . B
V2 S R MR AT ok . Pauly 55 A [817R FH i S A X AT 4ak sUE A7 B B AL, %of P 8 24 iy AU 1)
AN AU T B R AR, (AT I A P TR LA 1 R R FE 5 KB - Cazals 28 A\ [9]F1 Guennebaud
S5 N[L0142 H B 4 Y- T (9 753, o A PR BR TR — il TR AR P T AT = i AT 3 0L SR, LA BV
I3 T LS = R S AR AL, ARBURRIEALIE MG T I I R R SR B, MASHEEE, BroL
TESBURFE R ) i T 45 S B =K TH A AR 18]

N T PR S T A A PSR, AR 2 RO AT A TR, LI SR AL R
TFE8E G A4 1 5922 (Robust Normal Estimation, RNE). SCER[11] [12] 5] N &4 it BAR R itk 14 4t
B, BEME BRI, BERE-T-H WS R A MR RO BURIE AL A . AR e EVERN S HOE
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BORRUR[13]. Zhang 558 A\ [14] 1 AL T3 1] 58 25 (Low Rank Representation, LRR) 5% 51 A%l i1,
WS RHIE RO AR B i 22 N6 1 4RI, FEIL I B — e FAT B T LA, 3T T IR BURHE AL v2: )
TR R . (EAR % IR R B AR R i [18] . fEMLIEAE |, Liu 28 A[15]45H 7 LRR s i A< (Fast
Low Rank Representation, LRRfast). M%&) L4549, Zhang 55 N[16189% T — /> s i — S =
(Pair Consistency Voting, PCV)HEZE, H4 J5 i L& 5 2 (W 73 BIAH 45 & - Boulch 58 AN[17]RE RALH# 5
VIR RIS AR A, 2 — R ARASAE v im0 4k 1 5792 (Hough Transform, HF) . {H & 1ZHE7E I8 St FE
TEL L2 PO ) 2 A B ORI S, JF HAE S %, SBOSHE M R4 L EK[19].

IR BB SBRAE s 2R Al T 7 1Al A ST R A 1 Rk e, RO A A 4 ) [ e AR IR
18 F R AR IR 2 AT P30 AL VE Al T 45 RIS pe e T o, (B (ERBURFIE AL R 40T, i A /NI
AN

Table 1. Normal estimation results of the PCA method using two different neighborhood sizes on various point clouds. The
root mean square (RMS) error of the normal angles is given below each model, and point color represents the per-point normal
angle error. The results demonstrate that point cloud models with different noise scales require different global fixed neighbor-
hood sizes

= 1. PCA FAERRMAEMEXNNETRR R A LRERMGITER . BIMR o THSAH TARAENIARIREE
(RMS). REHABRRERIERARIRE. HRER, FRAREFRENSZERFEERTEAXIEBEES
13

(a) TreLERS (b) HRAE

N =16 N =64 N =16 N =64
RMS =0.094 < RMS =0.136 RMS =0.153 > RMS =0.142

HIZE LRI, £E PCA Jy i b s 4 o 1 2 SR 3RUEE TG i A AS [ x-SR IURUE IO ER . fE %54k E)
I R AR A R AR R e NSRS T B, e R B G ARIR . AR, fESERRR AR, Abkb
SR JUP AL, P SRR AR R BURFIE . B3 1 P ()T 0, 7R T4 o 75 A i o At
R, SPIE XA AR AT SR BN RIAR AT Lo AEN T I BURFAE R AR o, A P /N QR 32 0 A T 5 R
of o [, DUERT I s 2 80 2 2 S B 5 21, B2 A S8 AT e A A . ik 1
(RI(0)FT A, FEAFAENGE S [ i B v, SRR XA R AR 4, T DAY W 75 RIS, R SR BURFAE P
AL FH /N AT SRS 2 A3k [ A T 45 2R S e

A, WAHL AF N SIS SN B IE R SR . Mitra 58 A[20]4 H @& Rk £ 4RI
ANHITTE, AT IEAESERR N ) 5 FIVE RIS AR AN SR . S B B 2 Bl K BB e, 1A
THRERITERAR WNE[21]. Li S8 N[L]5EH Bl S e A REAG v 7%, R B & A T A = e s R
JER € SNz 53 HA OGBS 8. (%71 7 AR BRI PR 1) s 3 L, X ANIE T S P34
. FEE BN ST < [18]. Wang 55 A [13]42 S A E BT W& VL Al T 50k, IR0 581X
— SR FE B SE R . ORI, XA SEVEAE AR AR € MRERYE, TR TR AR B
ZEREME R Z R EX =FE, B 2N TR e E .

BT VA EBEIT, AR — M T B & B AR S ik A TS, S RO UATRFIE B & N
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SERRIGINN, FE LR LA AL 0 [T 96N 75 XA T A TS o 3 I AR5 VR BE S (A5 A0 TP 1 Ak
() A5 BVBUCR R AR, BRI R BURFAE AL (0 3 R RIS, IR AT RE A 4 3k A B 5 2 iy A A ] — SR T Y
R XA RATBENS TS B I AR ETH AR, (S R B MR A TR AR RO AR . I R AR
RE L TE — IR AEIR, 52T RAEWTAE SR I e fill_EZ 0 HEAC BIRAN, BRI QB8 A A B
SEM B E SR . ER ARSI R, 0 2 A 4RI P9 (0 BB S v ) BEAT SEIR B o 4 &38R i 17 22
FIERIRAE, A IER AT, K b IR AT AN T R AR sRIe R, A SCRIRREEAR
I8 KT UATRFAE 15 35 23 0 5 B (A3, R T s R Al o R AT AT S, BRSO 4 R ] E
SRR A Tt T e, AR R E R R kR AT 45 R

2. AICHE

N TEEMMESE A P={p} | (NAREMMANE), ASCEIL 5T 5 AN H b 7% ) 2%
St Mgig 7 M EEM AR A 2.1 1), AT RTE R SE A TR . AR X R a T
H & M2 S A AR, TSR IAT BAE PCAL FRESINALE /D IR &S5k i ik I (L 2.2
), R R VA TS R BHERE -

2.1. BiEM4RiE

211 BEdE
B IE RN AR FE SRR A 1R

B RIAT
B E— R |
ARy VB | R AR AE
i A0 1 1 VRIS < B 54 ) 5 110 405
18 1 48 % 57 (ERE—W
B ) B, A )
= B AL A g 2
i A4 ER)
e 8, ..'q.‘E
HKAR KA

Figure 1. Algorithm process
1. BEEiE
m%xiﬁ&¢Eﬁm%ﬁ%%%%%ﬁ%ﬁﬁ¢%ﬁﬁ%@%&ﬁNfﬁﬂL,Tﬁﬁ%mﬁ%
FUFTAE RV IR Ny JEAT T . 0 A1 A py TR RN g kg BIARIER, Ky 2RGS0 e KT
AR AT A8 22 BT AT R, A SCR A PCA TRk 502480 A p, FIUGE R ) o X =
@ﬁ%ﬁﬁﬁ%ﬁ%ﬁﬁ%%%ﬁ,ﬁﬁﬂ%ﬁ%ﬁﬁ%@%%ﬁNf%wif
Qﬁﬁ%ﬁ%ﬁ%u%%ﬁppW%%ﬁM%{wUszmmL%ﬁﬁ%W%%meﬁwﬁ\

=1

SR P22 5 BE O, ~ BIBI ORIEKRE m, AVRE O (R R3S B s 19BN o B i S N
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SR, TR0 A p, 0 DRI A, ={p =12 K] .

AT p, AT RS REARBURFIE I A £, A T RERFHEAL R 51, O 1A RUOR B AR BURFE AL R LA 4075
FEHIAR AR ko W BN NB/NAE . A &R ARSI (4% 02D B IR DK AR, BT AR AT
SRR TR A I 28 A A SRR R L. A SCEE A T3, B T R T AR A IR A R R 6,
OB 6, 5k 1A A 22 7 BUAH O, HEAT LU, RETT AW R R B 250k, MK R4 1k )5 BV AT A E i
2R 3 N AR

2.1.2. BEN4BERTRE

NI A e S I 6

BAEFUAE KA IS p, AR/ Nk (25 0 UK, Wk =k,), KA k IEAB(KNN) 7L [2] 13 212
AR N, = {p) | =12, k|, FIHIBIIGIERT N F320 4 AT AR M7 4E N, = {n) | j=1,2,-- k| . FIHi
THEVERI 2R 6, BEEERSE N, Tk i — 8k .

5 S R R 1T 07 A

f=rr (2)

j i .
ﬁ¢,mzl}ﬂ n e N, . FREIEMIEBMCE T RS0 3 7 . T e 00 27 24 A0 58 ATk
n.

2
SEH MR 5 PR I 7, 2 IO FR B, 26 £ F KA S T B0/ AT R A 5 AT T M P8 77 o
MREERRE. 0 WIS ) TR T AR SAE, B 6) = arccos(f) ). I 6) AT TR 2
B, WU, EIRTAEIER R G, B

a-x(@). @
=1
0, 11/ 5 240 5, B AE BB 0 ST 5K 2, p, ZEFHII B L, 0, Be/h, p, 76 A B I,

0, %K.

N T PN R AT I 250k, 7R EORE 1 B A R R 6 S5 E IR B A 2 R BUE 6, BEAT HUEL. A
0, > 6, WIFIESEKATI ., 0 <06, » MARSIGKIL, TR AN Bk +s , &I EEFE
WIREH IR AR 6, 5 6, HEL

FITEL, 5 L SR AT 1 5 0 AT P

BOL 1 K IREOE BRI KK B m,, B, ARG,

SR, ST py BB SBI A (V2 ) 22 S A2 N K, B py A TP IR I L, UK S R
35 R AT g B O RSB o X E RN RTSEIL, 0 TSP 38 AR A s A AR SB3,  JBl /N S (. BRI AT
S RECI M, EIERATE RN K =k, +sxm,, o

B 2: M0>0,, 1, FiEK.

SR, TT AL py (AT AR P PRV ) 22 i R L0V A 2K, BRI py iR AR BURFE AL ¥ p B 2 5
U RBURFIE R

(1) # p; RRBUFIEAL 2, WPASHIIR AT IR Dy F & R AR . BRI RBO 0, &R AR IR/
k=K.
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(2) # p RFEILRBUFAEN A, WK b — UK R (SR A B A FUERLAR S, B — R KR
AR/ K — s B A FEREATBRA KN K o SRERI AT S0, SEIT SRBERHE AL () A AR O U K, AEAS
o F At T 1) 1A g A AR RN, 5 KRR b WA R P X e 42 SR B o T 380K Mok T4
F 1 AT My EERABIR AN KL Ky <k <kg +5xm,

7 R KA (KNN R[4 B4 A p, 1 EDE R ;= {p/ | j =12, K} o IXFFRITTSEIL
AR R S E — ANMESE AR, TR T R

2.2. AT

2.2.1. ETBBERSREK PCA F3E((PCA_ad)

PCA J7ik[2]02 sl ik A v — s 77, AR 043 8 E & N AT IR PCA J7ik, TRiidh
PCA ad.

¥ E = EdE P ={pi}i":l, X MRS p, SEWILRAREL M ={pij Wi :1,2,---,k0} < TR SIIEETE
[N, = {n;’}in:1 « VRIS FE 2 S BE O, « SPIBU ER KIGRKIREL m,,, AR R B8 AN 2 s, TR
ﬁZi%*%Qﬁﬁ%ﬁﬁ%%iﬁ%ﬁﬁﬂ%ﬁﬁm=@Hjﬂ&mﬁ%

NTHCRHH SCHR 2] 1) PCA JiikAbihikm . wdextF A p, tHE I A IE R A :{pij j=1 2,---,|Z}
b 5 25, BT ZHRERE XN

Je-n] [oi-n]
Ci:E E X : 'pije‘/f/i’ 3)
F’iR - P piR -h
Horb, P AR M, < ARERIERER IR . XY TT ZE 56 BE C, TR E R
Cv, =A,V,,m=123, (4)

Ho, 4 <A, SALARFEE, v, vy Vo A0 R SRATRFAE ) o S/ MRFREARL A, X6 R FRVRRAE 7 & vy B A
JRERFR 0L, # PCA_ad J IS AHIHIEII n, = v, «
2.2.2. ETFBRENBENES M SN ZRHLE T E(isW_ad)

PR BN/ IR UL A 7 (disW) [8]HE 2 s ik Al T G vk 2 —, AR A BN H 3E
AR PR B IR/ I A 5, fREN disw_ad.

AT R AP ={p ) MTAH p . BEVIRIR N ={p) | =12k}« BT ARG
ﬁm:@ﬂL\%ﬁ%ﬁﬁ%ﬁ@ﬁ@m\%ﬁ%%kﬁ&mﬁmw‘ﬁﬁ%&%%ﬁﬁﬁﬁsﬂ%ﬂ
ARG A, PTAREE 2.1 T I B & RARIR S AT p, Y B IE RARIERC

No={pl1j=12-K}. ©)
"IN THI SR SCHR[8] R 4 2R B A 5 /IS — F AU A J VR Ak T IR o 127V A O SRR B /MG — E AR BRI
BR G RER DA FH . BisR T
o =argmin Y 1’y -w, (pi ), (6)
¢ PiJE-/‘_/i
L, @ RAEMETI, N, MR py B EERIAR, 1, AEATIR p) B I @ MR B (A %) .
W, (P, p) ) R E TR R, HAE RN G A p! RS RTA py OBRES A%, BRESEUL, ALK,
w, (p,, ) & I
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pi-el;
e,

Oy

U]

W, (pi, pl‘)—exp[

Koo
SRR oy —a Y [p) -, o B RHRE R B T R B B SO S U
j=1

LB IIVRLdR /N — Tl 4 77 v o N LB KI5 R R . 5 S R I AR A, o 41 LA
MBI, FIRRHE ERR IR O S A i T T A R (I 0 0 (A5 O 36 P
AT  1 n, F6S2400  p, FOVERT . Hn, B9 disW_ad 77k io% ik

3. LWMHE RS

9T VAl B IE R AR BRI RE, A S0 PCA 5 PCA _ad, disW 5 disW_ad 73 ST Hei . Aol
AL B 2 PRI i AT S BURFAE 19 & AR, GF B A B RS I Ao i M 7, A 22 8 SO RSP RA EE
BE A, 49N 30%, 40%, 50%, 60%.

3.1. SHHEE

HI&EMN AR S R EG AN SH, 22
Ko+ WIEAARIHK N
O = VE AV A B 22 S BUMH
My ¢ SBIB R IREL

S+ ARIE K I R BRI A AR AR 3 RN

disW_ad L a4E HAF NS, R

te BEATLAR RS (68 T T Bl

o« BB TR R

SRR, R T 5 ANAE MBI AN K, » 409309 100 20, 30, 40, 50. Jyit—LEGiE
BIAE AR ko W ELEVERERIREI, BE4T T RIS . 1A Fandisk (77 K), HB:EKFR0EN
40%, [H € VE AR 1 B 22 M 6, = 0.05, I KIEKIRHE m,, =50, FRXRIMKIBI AN $s=5, &
EL k, =10, 20, 30, 40, 50 FEAT 5258, ICFAE k, NHI RMS {EF1 RMS, B, SRiRgs WAL 2, ik, A 10 3
TNE] 50 I, AR RN, WIS K, 7E 10~50 Y B Y EAT B I SRR . X th B A AR AR K
71N ko FE— 8V N U B AN 23 3B R MV Al TSR, BOIE T A SCAITIE K, Y8 BRI & 2 .

Table 2. Influence of parameter k, on normal estimation accuracy
= 2. BHkK ARG TS HE R

PCA_ad diswW_ad
k, RMS RMS, RMS RMS,
10 0.1916 0.6487 0.2112 0.6946
20 0.1657 0.5357 0.1579 0.5212
30 0.1752 0.5711 0.1629 0.5441
40 0.1843 0.6069 0.1701 0.5686
50 0.1943 0.6364 0.1769 0.5952
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Opex LA 0.05, ZS I E TF LIS I YRR . KR FUNH 6, EIUL K, AT KA 151 2 1F
TR, IR SRS MABURE, A TS RAERHEAL T o6 . # 6, JBBUL N, WIS RE
THEGEIR AT IR ZE R EOE KRR R AT 2 1L, AP KRB L o 6, FIEISCI NN . £ Fandisk
(77 KB (e 75 40%) L b AT 5506, BE AR Nk, =20, BRI IH i m,, =50, BRI 4R
Wi Hs=5. TS50, =0.010.030.050.07,0.09, LILEENE 3.

Table 3. Influence of parameter 6., on normal estimation accuracy

% 3. BH 0, AR ITHERENFN

PCA ad diswW_ad
0, RMS RMS, RMS RMS,
0.01 0.1718 0.5698 0.1702 0.6107
0.03 0.1655 0.5359 0.1583 0.5262
0.05 0.1657 0.5357 0.1579 0.5212
0.07 0.1665 0.5410 0.1579 0.5208
0.09 0.1674 0.5472 0.1577 0.5201

LA 3T RMS AT RMS_ {8, %46, =0.050, PCA_ad 77i% 1) RMS_{H (%, RMS {HAHE
FRARAEAZER N . disW_ad J73% ) RMS {8 R RMS_{B.7E 6, = 0.05 i K /N5 B A8 A th A1 25 ARG
I, BIEE 0, fH9 0.05,

NTHESH, m, &EH 50, Wik EERMBERIGERTEELE K. s&EA S, #mHIERAE
MRS HAIE . disW_ad H ¥t Al o 43 HIEL 200 A1 1.0 CESLIR T R R 47, TR,

PCA il disW H [i] 5 4148 ] 23 )ik 52 >4 10, 20, 30, 40, 50, 100, 150, 200, 250, 300, 400,
500, 43 )k 6 A 52 AT R I et 45 SR 5 N O AR IR VE S I st 45 R (1B 6, =0.05, M
ko =10, 20, 30, 40, 50 f145 R b E B L4 ) BEAT EEAL

3.2. T ERE
KRR iR ZE(RMS ) [19]A1 B A BB 138 5 MR Z2( RMS, ) [19]%2 [ v 1 45 SR 147 8 P

il o
P77 iR 72 ( RMS YW B0 45 AT 2 R VEAS, THEATA skl imz, AN
1 2
RMS:\/F;<np,ref'np,e5t> ' (8)
Yok, PRAZEIRI, n, RIEI, n R, (0,0, ) R SSER AR 2
[ PR A

A BB 77 R ZE (RMS, )X SESE BT R PEPRAL, T SRSk ) 54l vk ) 2 0] (% A
L BIE ¢ R, E TSR A B X (A 2. S R, AN

[1
RMS, = sz;vﬁ : ©)

st v < (oMo (M) <7 (et My ) AR ETSTR PR P 2 W 9 48 o Ao
" w2 5 P
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r=10" o MELSVER S THER Z BRI A RT ¢ 1, 8 HE L], U‘ftﬁé’%ﬁ%{ﬁ?’\jg, FEHG I A )
A5 B A R
3.3. LRSI

AAFH PCA. PCA_ad. disW 1 disW_ad 7 ETEVUAMERL AT S ik mfhiTh, & 4~7 R T
DUt 7532 %o A 7] W 7 7K P (AR (1) RMIS AT RMIS, A A Ll 25 SR 3R w50 LB e R I 1) RMIS i A
RMS_{H, AR 12 AN e SRR E AT 5 ANASFEI BTSRRI k, fiE . B 2 23 4~7 1%
&, R T TR RMS S5 AT RMS_ 35918 . K 3 R FIBLRL ) FIE N AR T B . % 8 A
A A T 2 SRR ZE B AT P AL

Table 4. Comparison of different methods under varying noise levels for the Fandisk (77 K) model
= 4. Fandisk (77 K)#RBLE R EIRE A K E TR E A IERIXTEE

Fandisk (77 K)

RMS RMS,
I 7 30% 40% 50% 60% 30% 40% 50% 60%
PCA 0.1678 0.1806 0.1879 0.1955 0.5260 0.5709 0.5956 0.6246
PCA_ad 0.1498 0.1657 0.1712 0.1814 04944  0.5357 0.5584 0.5926
disw 0.1622 0.1761 0.1852 0.1941 05294  0.5732 0.6052 0.6386
disW_ad 0.1458 0.1579 0.1688 0.1759 0.4937 0.5212 0.5630 0.5862

Table 5. Comparison of different methods under varying noise levels for the Anchor (40 K) model

= 5. Anchor (40 K)iRBUE R EIRE AR K R A E /7 7ERIXTEE

Anchor (40 K)

RMS RMS,
ey 30% 40% 50% 60% 30% 40% 50% 60%
PCA 01650 01711 01823 01893 05784 06012 06472  0.6698
PCA_ad 0521 01635 01712 01781 05354 05904 06149  0.6557
disw 0.585  0.1694 01780 01880 05504 05990  0.6445  0.6797

disw_ad 0.1496 0.1559 0.1673 0.1775 0.5402 0.5745 0.6225 0.6592

Table 6. Comparison of different methods under varying noise levels for the Cylinder (60 K) model

= 6. Cylinder (60 KRB AE R [EIRE AR K T[] /5 AR EE

Cylinder (60 K)

RMS RMS,
Uy 30% 40% 50% 60% 30% 40% 50% 60%
PCA 0.1153 0.1232 0.1293 0.1334 0.3272 0.3496 0.3747 0.3865
PCA_ad 0.1007 0.1062 0.1101 0.1132 0.2945 0.3283 0.3375 0.3495
disw 0.1083 0.1155 0.1248 0.1300 03194  0.3361 0.3714 0.3894
disW_ad 0.0882 0.0957 0.1008 0.1079 0.2799 0.2993 0.3197 0.3451
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Table 7. Comparison of different methods under varying noise levels for the Mechpart (92 K) model
%< 7. Mechpart (92 KRBV E R EIEEKE T AR AR RTEE

Mechpart (92 K)

RMS RMS,
R e 30% 40% 50% 60% 30% 40% 50% 60%
PCA 0.2422 0.2490 0.2531 0.2593 0.5707 0.6092 0.6461 0.6666
PCA_ad 0.2383 0.2453 0.2483 0.2542 0.5563 0.5748 0.6093 0.6339
disw 0.2418 0.2493 0.2535 0.2610 0.5699 0.6106 0.6521 0.6902
disw_ad 0.2367 0.2446 0.2465 0.2553 0.5372 0.5781 0.6123 0.6448
s PCA and PCA_ad s disW and disW_ad
=g =PCA =@ = disW
s PCA_ad e disW_ad
035t 035
03+ ] 03+
© ©
= 025t = 025
< <
0.19 19
02y 018 _:'19_ _ - 02 0.18 P
-—-—r - — - 0.18 - - - 0.18
0.17 018 ' o 0.17 :
0.15 .16 0.15% 16 0.16
1 ‘ ‘ 0.1 ‘ ‘
30% 40% 50% 60% 30% 40% 50% 60%
M 7 Mg 7
o PCA and PCA_ad o disW and disW_ad
==@ =PCA =@ = disW
=== PCA_ad @ disW_ad
0.65 ] 0.65
06
§ 0.55
&
058
045 F

0.4
30%

40% 50% 60% 40% 50% 60%

M 7 Mg 7
Figure 2. Line chart comparing the mean RMS and mean RMS_ values at the optimal scale for PCA and disW, using both
fixed neighborhoods and adaptive neighborhoods across four models
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Figure 3. Heatmap of the adaptive neighborhoods
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Table 8. Visual comparison of normal estimation errors from different algorithms
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RMS 0.1879

RMS 0.1823
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