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Abstract

Normal vectors describe the local structure of point clouds and are an important geometric attribute
in point cloud processing. Therefore, a fast and accurate normal estimation is crucial. Existing
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methods based on multi-scale neighborhood shift select the optimal neighborhood by evaluating the
flatness and spatial distance of candidate neighborhoods. These methods perform well on smooth re-
gions and simple features. However, such methods ignore the consistency between the normals of
candidate neighborhoods and the initial normal of the current point. This easily leads to the incorrect
selection of neighborhoods that cross different surfaces near sharp features, resulting in large esti-
mation errors. Therefore, this paper introduces a normal consistency constraint to improve existing
algorithms, thereby enhancing the accuracy and reliability of normal estimation near sharp features.
Experimental results show that the proposed method can improve the effectiveness of the optimal
neighborhood selection and effectively reduce normal estimation errors near sharp features. Further-
more, it exhibits better robustness to models with more complex shapes.
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1. 5|8

Mo = ges R B E S, H T RaMREds SR UAEE . MG SR = 4ot R0
Y RGKE, RaRERPRER BT, R/, BAfE S NEs SR EECERERE, HE AR
RS &, shZ kSRR IR EREF AR sEE et —, Ehn
MR VG USRI R I AN B S TAE A E AR 1] SR E ARG B R E T i o a4k
A PRI AR IE A SR . BRI, WA PR ) R ik I il T DT AT R OGRS

IEAR, EEANREH T 2R S IE M AT 5, KRBT AL R LS 5T Voronoi/Delaunay [
BOE[2]-[5]y BT ERIBIEMEIE6]-[10]. T w408 & M HE 11]-[14].

HF Voronoi/Delaunay FJ512[2]-[5138 5 Je Xt = #E4T Delaunay = 3145, MRS 55 5 2 8] 1)
FANET IR R, ARG IR AN M I A G TH AN U ) B (R IX R VE AN oM 7 p 2 Bl N
AR R, A B SRR BURIE R s AR e I HE[15],

B TR B IE R SE[6]-[ 1012 — B0 T W6 m AT AL B il Th 5% . Jones S N[6]82H 7 —
P T RS () R iE AR g o R IE AR, KA RUIE 1n) TR S FLAR I N BB 46
IRULPER MBS, PR A ] . Calderon 55 A [713& H T — P =3 4048 88 41 572 (Normal Estimation
with Neighborhood Reorganization, NENR). iZFIERIEHIIRVE R, SeB kR AR S, SRJE 5T HAH
S AR FB v SR A . Han 55 A [10]88 kA5 SV RN T %, Sk R E LCUTNE R A S 5, M
FAR A E R I AT IEAUE TR, NS FHE R TR . AT, X RER TR OB R - IwIaaiEm, JF
HAIEAA I AR VT 22 S350 000 R 719 78 52 b B FH TR B B[ 16] .

BT R R AR A B SR 11 ]-[ 1412 4 AT S N 2 M — K07« %3877 %8 5 1 Hoppe S8 \[11]
B, FIH B4 43 B2 (Principal Component Analysis, PCA)SEIL R FIILE, &EEHE - TFImmER
YERZRRER . PCA J7iEAE G T RRREA3 B RAERR 1 1A o (Ha2, 4 T RBURFIE RT3
RS AR B Z A, XA G 25 R FE I, B2 R BUS TR IR AN . B S VF 2 %8 7E PCA
DL I . Pauly 55 A[12]8& H—F i A G T73%, ) v 0 oR )9 43380 i 70 e B B AL
H, PR BT OB R AR I R R R, A AR AP S R R R R IE R . e T AR B SR A
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THEE

HIERE, A%AERTE PR SOy AL R IEITHE . Cazals A [13]81 Guennebaud %5 A [14]43 5
A5 P BR A0 — R i T AT SR A AR 0L G o (H, XSS T VR BRI AT AR A2 & ] [RIPE R, (52 S8R
BURMIEALVE [\ R BT, iR T RO AR IB A B AR 17],

N T ERZ 5 AR S HH0 AR B [F— a5 i A8k O a6 9 iz i 7 .
Mederos %5 A\ [18]5] A M-fli 112§ (M-estimator), 4G5k 22 5K M 20 5k s 2 LB A EE PRI i 1
BRI . SRTZ VAT FahATT 2 RS E19]. Li ZEA[16[ 38 H — M T &M 0 S m ik T Bk
(Robust Normal Estimation, RNE), {H & % S50 RS B 1T S AZE — 2 R E[15], RIS BRI B =197
A 535 OB 35 ) [ P R AR 3k 4T 73 %1 o Zhang %5 A [201F1 FHARRL 725 8] 52 28 (Low Rank Representation,
LRR)XF SBIRHEAT 70 Fl o HZZ AR T AR R [21]. 9it, Liu 88 A[22]32 1 1 LRR FIHE A (Fast
Low Rank Representation, LRRfast). Boulch 1 Marlet [23]5&H T —FP3EFFEHLL Hough A8 # K& ¥k Al
i tH 5% (Hough Transform, HF), %77 V21 78 &7 38 4 BEALRAT = sUMs i P 1, FFR FH =P [m] Sk m
PRI VI SR, ZERAE B AT N 75 IR B XL M B AT S B 5, BEAWESHE S,
SHEOHR AR (1],

SR, X LLBRVR IS DL A SO O A IE AR, 6 T A BURFIE AL 1) A, AR IAS m] g fe tth 2> 60 5ok B
ZAMH R A, 2 RBOE RS T AR SO R RAR SR . A, FEEFERE T 2R T AR
ER I R BT T . ZRITEAE DS ET SO G, T2 AHAR I AUy O A 3 — A & m) S R )
ARIRAEATIE AL T

Cao %5 N\ [24]1%Z 3G UER AR B K, $RH —FhABEIERL T BRI BURFAE B I 0 5, 1 St
feeik AR AR, Horb e QOB AL & A RUEA LGS AT SO G o AR JEXHE G AR AT AR VRARY, #fsE tH—
BT 3H SRS 218 4 1 AR LRI G5 R B A8k, B TR Rl T . 1207 S S I R A A L,
TE g 128 A1 I F 3 A S AR IR VAN AR ) G 50k, REEHR T AR BURFIE AL I m) fl T B & o (EDN T it
AR TR T 2 4, BEIERENRE, BEER AT R E[25].

N1 BRAGTE B SAS, SRANEE N [26 1501 — Pl 5 3 R SRR vk I A T 55002 o %07 Vo e A AR (1)
P AT RIR T AL, [ B AS Pl 44 2 R e 4 1 RUR R eI AR, IR KFRRE B4 Tt RcE. (1
FE A 0 ) e HUS e R B — ROBE AR I, X R EURIE GBS FE, X T E IR ES 5]
REFAEBRORANE b . [N, AR AR IR PPN A & AR “ PIHAREE” i Ao T a7 5,
TERBURFIE AL 2 5 i B A R IR AR I AT V5 Im) Al T H[25]

R TR ANEE N [26] B 772 AFAE IR I R, 36 B R N [25] 50 i <0 A £ 1 Ay 36 R A A0 <83k P A 1
AT 768 B, BUEHEE N251800T T —Fh 2 REEGE IR IE Tk . Hk, fERMARIIIT
A 5] N 45 2 AT B R o IO VERE SRS Rk R A T B R, AR e R b v R A AR
SIRFESE IR . SR, BERHEHEE N[25]132 H PP E TS AECEAS 2 o VPN HE AN 5 RS 1 Bk AR 3]
HFRRE” MY R RAE 55 3k AU A I PR RS, 2 1 5 AR 7] 5 Y BRI ST 46 v v 1) — 3K
PR 25 8 AR 10 HL PR B Y BT RRAE fUB0E, H IS Y BT RHIE UG A w2 BORET, 2 33
BORBIMETHRZE

BEXT IR e, ASON SCHR[25 ] R 7 ik — 20 g, 0 B G AR KT PP AN YR DU AT B8, CE VT AN HE DU
gl NE R — B0, R L S g AR PR R A A AT T S 1 R AR A R S AT
TR G o 3K — 5038 43 2 ) B AR AT AN SR T3R8, (R B BE B Y BT AR AE s s, T Hvk i 5 2w
FRAE ST AR 1) DR ARE — B0, MR R 1 AR A B AR ALE DX 38 R 925 [ AN — 3503 B30 e A0 A Al P i R B 5
SRR, ASCEIRRS IR TR AL A TR ROR, SRA S UERA RS I, A R R A B REAE AL 1R
G T B HERAVE AN T 521, 2 R FEBLE AT A7) BE ORI R il H RS B o
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2. AXEE

X THERESE R P={p}  (n ARFEENED, AR ABIER B TRl . 45
SR SCRR[25] 7P IO DT VR AT S0, AE VP HE I PRSI T — SR LU0, 3R T e DU AT SR e RO, T
R BRI KB AT R . A CEIERE D =2, BAAWT:

e BT, HHEA PCA THE G & h ik — Rl BRIRE A, B AE— RUR B AR sk ) 77 22
FERERRFALAEL, A BORAAEE 22010 %% i 5 R BURFAE AT AR R 7 P T R ARSI R

F B R E R R AR X TAFE A p, o B MG IHARIE, 8 H SCHR[25] P 28— e U
15 16 AR I ARG T VEAF BIRHE KT p, B2 RUBEA I ST IR, SR 5 I A ST Y (K9 DU 7 {43 B o
B e — R AR Ik

W00 EERAER . XTI AL B PCA THE IR GE R RN 205 W TAHER, e
PLABIH AN PCA BRI THAR, RIAMSRIRAER .. FOAREE 1 Prs.

T

WG 7 P={p,)
S FA4S4T ﬂﬂﬁﬁ BB
@ HfES HEN S

RSB e e b

ik sEM 4RI PCA

FARBVGA T t . i
BN, (P) » RS ’ : " A »
FIHPCAJT AT H i)
A AR g E>
—_— 0 vty
BREGNANE @) s w0 ) S
BN, (p), B GRUSE S (45D AR R
ST R A

(1) 57 Fikk T (2) I3 10 22 JRE AR 5 0 S S S5 O

B3, FFFPCATERHE M 2%

Figure 1. Algorithm procedure
B 1. BEERiE

2.1. RafakE

TR EE P ={p,) THHTE 2 p,, BOGHREIRAE N, (p,)={p/ ]/ =125} ¥F
5 p, HELEAIRARIR I, (p, ) HIWI 7 22500, W7 2 s S

T

p;_l_)i p;_l_)i
C =— : X : . D] eN (p,»), M
p[Sz_ﬁ[ pisz_ﬁi

St pl SRR, (p,) ISR, B AU, BRI . XY 2R C, T4
WaNis

\

=~

Cv, =A,v,,m=1,2,3, 2)

Horb, 0< A <A, <A N5 C IRHIEE, v, v, vy XTI BAIRFE . AT p, IR aRTE
] ) B/ NRFEAE A, 0F L FR) B AL AR AE 7]

RIG, AT p o REWIR N, (p)={p/[j =128} > WH I I7 2 M, 3 B A fi
0< <y Sy o R p, WIFFERUE @, 38 LN:

DOI: 10.12677/aam.2026.159384 187 I3RS


https://doi.org/10.12677/aam.2026.159384

THEE

w=—rm 3)
Myt T+,

FIRHERUE o, ()R/IMUER TiZ s AL T-IRBURFE A R v REPE . 24 oo, BN, U B RUPE B AR BEURRHAIE
AL s Y oo, ORI, U B A FE B AR BRI B . TEAHEFREBE 0, o >0, WKL p,
WENFHE S BN, KR p, AE T R

AsCH, A SCER[24 ] 38 T L &S8R 1 B & B MR IR BT, W RE o 34T B S HUE . KRR
EREG (o)  HHE[0] X, SN NNXIE(ELELR R E 1=50). iCF, NRIERESS
o) B AT R EL FREIE SR A @) KR MU TR F, 25477 Ab 2

ITM =arg Flnin “Fw -F, o “)

. +5HDFw

Hob, e=05RIENLSE, DR—ENEE, ||, AF B8 || N L 5. KR o & N F, %
— AN IR TR, IR 50 T s R 2

2.2. FREFHERBIRMBE

AR R RO IE SO E SR AR A2 RE AP B e BRI R A R AR IR (L 2.2.1
), IR AR P R e DL AT (L 2.2.2 79) 0 FEACT B, S0 HIUGTE AL AR IS BURAIE AL (0 ANTf 5E 128
L IEAE R AT 73 AT (L 2.2.3 7).

2.2.1. #iE4BiEsE
XTHRHER p,» R p, FIARISAE Gy, #iE 2 RO PR AT I, 3E 1M 75 25 1 4RI 4E
O T A AT SR B R 1 p, S, AR SCATEA S, KNS p, 04BN, (p,)={p![j =125, } -
THE LN (p,) PRI —mHn, LLS S, S(8,>8,> 8, )y = F &40 3URBE #3815 128 48 424
Xy (p)={p (k=125 1 W (50) = (0! (Ol =128}« ¥, ()= o/ (R =125, - 0
A (0% 398 B A Rl 3% AR IR A M, B
M ={ Wy () Wy (27 )s M, (1) M, () M (1) M () (%)

BARIE 2 Fros:

N, 5, (Di)
o
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[
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( J
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Figure 2. Schematic diagram of multi-scale candidate neighborhoods
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TSR, B S, =5,/2, S, =S, /4 IXFEAEFROLSE B IARRIE S, AP HE B A 25 LA
A, 3R THRAR AR R ORI AR A p, BT I A 45 S S
2.2.2. THRiERAEEDE

TR M AR M R AR N

9T TR AR N AR, A SCYESCHRI25177 LS T KR At 3Nk ) — B 2k
BETE T —ANET A AU . 2200 I = A7 TR i AT AT % 52

(1) P B 7 22 58 W ok AB SR 10 P AR AL E 7 HEAT AN BT . 26 B A Q)X Mo 4 A 165 246 45 358
Ny (p!)(r=12.3h=1,2,-,8,) 14 38 J 35 40 B A0 By 07 25 96 B, 4% J R 20 38 (3) 49 31 4% 4E I
o(Ny (p1))(r =123 =1,2,+-,8,) o HFHHIERE RN, FRIIABETI, 1A TR AR

ARSIk, FERTAT R AR, e RS AL E AN AR
(2) X i 4B SR B UL & P TS AR AR A p, B9 CmIERERE T HEAT B E . GC Mo i 3k 48 5

Ny (P!)(r=1.2.3:h=1,2,--, 8, ) (LA F IS U S5 H(NS' (p;’))(r =1,2,3;h=1,2,--,5,) - L N
A R EAUA P 5 Y mT AP

d(N; (p)= ‘(pf =2t)v{o(vs (1)

Sty p SHATRER, pl AR AR LA, v(0(N, (o)) REME B AFIER, -

FNBIEH, | [RFL0HE . ZEEER/N, SIS TSI RHE SR p,, HIEREXT p, FJRFRAER)
Z A AR

(3) Mo i AT SRALL 51T K95 1) 5 S HIRAAE K3 p, BORIRRTE R ) — BUMEREAT B 55 6 T A HIRHE A3 p,
5E LA (T ) RE B 1) ) — B«

(N, (1)) 21| (o (N, (1)

SO, ! AERRHE S p, BPRIREYEIAICEE 2.1 Fi R BAHED, v(0(Ng (p))) Foliil b7 i 032

], - ARENRIZHE, Hﬁ%%ﬁ@o4NAﬁ»ﬁ@$,%%ﬁﬁ%ﬁﬁﬁ%&ﬁ%%%%ﬁ%@%

RT3 S e, BERE NS RO G A R B MR AL (s BUA ) A R IR I T )1 4E AT AR
N AR
ZRE VL E=ANTTIH, MG R VA I

£ (N (1)) =d (N (p1))+as (N (p1))+£xe(Ns (p1)). ®)
b, =123, h=12:-.8,, a F1pRRESH, HTFHd(N, (p!)) o(N; (p!))F1e(N (p)))-
IJE, A f B/ IME BRI R RD A R AL AR N

N' = argrrhninf(NS’_ (pf’ )) Q)

3r:17233;h:132"“7S2’ (6)

3r:17233;h:1a2a“'3S27 (7)

2.2.3. FIREEFERBEHEL T FE SR BEL D
FER = WAL Q2.1 ") FE T, HHIRHE R p, BIBIARIEI nf B PCA THEMEFE], LA EN

FRBEIABE N, (p,) = {p! 1] =1,2,0+,8,} o S, KNG4I E BO7E T+ AR FHHAE K T 0Bk 4008,
Ny (p) =PI =1,2,00,8, ) » HERIRTE RIS ATE N, (p,) = {p!|] =12, S, } BESBILNEE I 11
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AR PRI, S R B LAY o SRT, X ORBURAEAL R, BIAEGER] S, K/ HIRREL,
E AT N B AR TH S A7 2 A T A0, AEASAIS ORIRRIE ) ) 5 FLSIE 9 7 [ A AE R/ IMI 2% o

P 22X T AR SO ROV AR SO e AR AL 2.2.2 e B AR A A v o DA HEN £ b ik e —
BUET b B o) {ENZH TR 2207 AR 2, (GBI &1 1 AV 1A 5 R AR Rk A —
BUMERE OV A S s ST IR “BTR ] RS HHR AR Y iR 4RI, AT fE PCA U165 1
BRATR A2

(B, ASCHE BN N, (p,) = {p/|j =12, 8, | HEAIIGRIER, CAAEHIIRTE I n) 15 FSLI%
T3 1 B 22 R, XA R SR 22 RUBE AR IR SN T 5, A7 B T $ i e 2k il o H AORS L

23. BERTHIREER]

XTI R HAE RO T, PCA J7 i AT IS SRR Ak I i, PRI R 4672 A L%
VERNIRAIE R . W THRAER, HARISAEAE d1 2SR dh iR, BLERAE A PCA J7 20k LIS B HERS A 2K
IR R DL, SHRRAIE ROR A H e L AR GEAT PCA il BRI A3 B i 2 A HERRIL 1) -

3. SKEERR S

NT VA SCRIE R RE, ANTHOR S — s B ARR M0 BT A A T R AT . LR
PEE AP — SR T AR R AR S 25 M T 5092, A4S PatchShift [24]. ShiftPCA [26]+
SCHER[25]H YRR T %, B iR —. HEZ. HE=. HEWSHEHN dCe_Cr. dCe Cw. dTy_dr.
dTy dw; 53— @A AR R BAR I 57k, 55 PCA[11]. RNE [16]. LRRFast [22]. PCV [15].
HF [23], FH HF 0 A =AW, 2504 HF _points HF_cubes HF_unif, A 3C{# ] HF points 1 HF cubes
AT

AR SCAE 22 T i T A SR BURFAE 1) A A B AT A, BT FRASE Y B 7R 0 T 0B v e s, A
HEZ2 38 SO SRR BE B I E A3 B, 2008 30%, 40%, 50%, 60%.

3.1, BEEHLE

RIEEP S HEEE 54, 208:

Spv Sy Sy KNG 2 R ATHUAR I B R 1) — P AT EOR

a~ B VRIS E S

TEARSCSLSG T, A E S, =100, S, =50, S,=25. HTHE o Ml g6 S S48 = A4
BRI, bl a fl g IR/ANTR G — RV E . T IRTERE KA 30%0 Fandisk (77K)R7 |
BEAT SRR, WA o (5, B pE. WIRG R 1~6 fw, IR M. 20 RMS (a1
RMS_AE(RMS BT RZE, RMS, 2B A BEMB RRZ, VEAE X 3.2 TG EHE, R4
Ea=0.15, =0.06-

Table 1. Normal estimation errors for varying £ (a =0.05)

F 1. D pRPERMGITHRE(a =0.05)

a p RMS RMS,
0.05 0.01 0.1027 0.1624
0.05 0.02 0.0934 0.1580
0.05 0.03 0.0926 0.1622
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0.05 0.04 0.0932 0.1740
0.05 0.05 0.0945 0.1916
Table 2. Normal estimation errors for varying £ (a=0.10)
2. TE) pAUERMEITRZE(a =0.10)
a Yij RMS RMS,
0.10 0.02 0.0957 0.1528
0.10 0.03 0.0925 0.1505
0.10 0.04 0.0912 0.1499
0.10 0.05 0.0900 0.1505
0.10 0.06 0.0902 0.1524
Table 3. Normal estimation errors for varying £ (a=0.15)
= 3. TE) fAERMEITRZE(a =0.15)
a B RMS RMS,
0.15 0.04 0.0919 0.1495
0.15 0.05 0.0907 0.1480
0.15 0.06 0.0897 0.1473
0.15 0.07 0.0898 0.1479
0.15 0.08 0.0904 0.1497
Table 4. Normal estimation errors for varying £ (a=0.20)
F 4. TH) B RGEREITHRE(a=0.20)
a B RMS RMS,
0.20 0.06 0.0913 0.1484
0.20 0.07 0.0898 0.1476
0.20 0.08 0.0907 0.1474
0.20 0.09 0.0898 0.1474
0.20 0.10 0.0903 0.1484
Table 5. Normal estimation errors for varying £ (a=0.25)
5. TH) B RGEREITHRE(a =0.25)
a B RMS RMS,
0.25 0.08 0.0904 0.1478
0.25 0.09 0.0907 0.1478
0.25 0.10 0.0902 0.1472
0.25 0.11 0.0901 0.1472
0.25 0.12 0.0911 0.1483
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Table 6. Normal estimation errors for varying £ (a =0.30)

= 6. TE) B BFEREITHRE(2=0.30)

@ B RMS RMS,
0.30 0.09 0.0910 0.1482
0.30 0.10 0.0907 0.1476
0.30 0.11 0.0911 0.1480
0.30 0.12 0.0908 0.1477
0.30 0.13 0.0909 0.1479

N T KRR b RAE SR R FUE (0 AP, STRR[25 ] B DU R 5 S0 22 REABIR BN K, =100 ,
K,=50, K,=25; ShiftPCA M4 ERE N k=100, k =50; PatchShift H{&IEALIH A/ S=100;
HAB S AR R EE RN E N 1000 B3P I AR S S 05 B A BOAE .

3.2. N EH

ARSCAE P T3 RARZE( RMS ) [1JALEAT BME 1305 IRARZE( RMS, ) [1TRHE AL T 25 R AT VRAl -
BT RAR Z2( RMS ) T BB AR 22, € (IR

mn:ﬁ%z@mm%gi (10)

pEP

Hob, PRAEEE, n RISHEN, 0 RATHER, (0,0, ) REERRE HE L2 Rk
i,
BRI I 7 AR 2 RMS, YRR AT A ST RSB E A, 52 XL T

1
RMS. = /EZ};V;, (11)
PE
n

ﬁ¢,%:¥Zpr>f%w”%Q<ﬁ<%Mmm)%ﬁi&mﬁmﬁ&@zwm%ﬁo¢y¢ﬁ
b =N

Er=10". ISR SR Z IR T o 0, YOS AT, % A A
2 DUHRHERSR B AT

33. LERIH

538 Anchor(40K) B 63 Fandisk(77K) . 54 Octaflower(32K)

*

"

L
~"

0.1 0.05 0.1
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R I L
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Figure 3. Variation of RMS with noise scale across different models

B 3. FEMREE RMS ERERE RERERIER

Anchor(40K) Fandisk(77K) Octaflower(32K)

09
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Ly RS Y
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09
osf e
£ 070
5 0.6
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04 ="
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L LY LY
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Figure 4. Variation of RMS_ with noise scale across different models
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Table 7. Comparison of normal estimation errors for different algorithms on the Anchor (40K) model
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Table 8. Comparison of normal estimation errors for different algorithms on the Fandisk (77K) model
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Table 9. Comparison of normal estimation errors for different algorithms on the Octaflower (32K) model
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Table 10. Comparison of normal estimation errors for different algorithms on the Octopus (52K) model
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Table 11. Comparison of normal estimation errors for different algorithms on the Sharpsphere (41K) model
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