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Abstract. In this paper, we propose an efficient feature pruning strategy for 3D
small object detection. Conventional 3D object detection methods struggle on
small objects due to the weak geometric information from a small number of
points. Although increasing the spatial resolution of feature representations can
improve the detection performance on small objects, the additional computational
overhead is unaffordable. With in-depth study, we observe the growth of compu-
tation mainly comes from the upsampling operation in the decoder of 3D detector.
Motivated by this, we present a multi-level 3D detector named DSPDet3D which
benefits from high spatial resolution to achieves high accuracy on small object
detection, while reducing redundant computation by only focusing on small ob-
ject areas. Specifically, we theoretically derive a dynamic spatial pruning (DSP)
strategy to prune the redundant spatial representation of 3D scene in a cascade
manner according to the distribution of objects. Then we design DSP module
following this strategy and construct DSPDet3D with this efficient module. On
ScanNet and TO-SCENE dataset, our method achieves leading performance on
small object detection. Moreover, DSPDet3D trained with only ScanNet rooms
can generalize well to scenes in larger scale. It takes less than 2s to directly pro-
cess a whole building consisting of more than 4500k points while detecting out
almost all objects, ranging from cups to beds, on a single RTX 3090 GPU. Code.

Keywords: 3D small object detection - Spatial pruning - Efficient inference

1 Introduction

3D object detection is a fundamental scene understanding problem, which aims to detect
3D bounding boxes and semantic labels from a point cloud of 3D scene. With the recent
advances of deep learning techniques on point cloud understanding [7, 13, 34, 35], 3D
detection methods have shown remarkable progress [39, 40,46, 56]. However, with 3D
object detection being widely adopted in fields like robotics [30, 57] and autonomous
driving [2] which require highly precise and fine-grained perception, small object detec-
tion becomes one of the most important yet unsolved problems. In autonomous driving
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Fig. 1: Trained with only rooms from ScanNet, our DSPDet3D generalizes well to process a
whole house with dozens of rooms. It takes less than 2s to generate fine-grained detection results
with a RTX 3090 single GPU.

scenarios [12], we observe a significant performance gap between cars and pedestrians.
In indoor scenes [4,9] where the size variance is much larger (e.g. a bed is 1000x larger
than a cup), detecting small objects is more difficult. We focus on indoor 3D object
detection task where scenes are crowded with objects of multiple categories and sizes.

For indoor 3D object detection, although great improvement has been achieved in
both speed and accuracy on previous benchmarks [1,9,43], they are still far from gen-
eral purpose 3D object detection due to the limited range of object size they can han-
dle. For instance, these methods focus on furniture-level objects such as bed and table,
while smaller ones like laptop, keyboard and bottle are ignored. With the arrival of 3D
small object benchmarks [37, 50, 51] which contain objects with wider size variance
(e.g. from tabletop object like cup to large furniture like bed), it is shown that previous
3D detectors get very low accuracy on small objects and some even fail to detect any
small objects. This is because extracting fine-grained representation for a large scene is
too computationally expensive, so current methods aggressively downsamples the 3D
features, which harms the representation of small objects.

In this paper, we propose a dynamic spatial pruning approach for 3D small object
detection. Although increasing the spatial resolution of the feature representations is a
simple and effective way to boost the performance of 3D small object detection, the
large computational overhead makes this plan infeasible for real application. With in-
depth study, we observe the memory footprint mainly comes from the huge number
of features generated by the upsampling operation in the decoder of 3D detector. In-
spired by the fact that small objects only occupy a small proportion of space, we adopt
a multi-level detection framework to detect different sizes of objects in different levels.
As the multi-level detector has already detected out larger objects in lower resolution,
there are many redundant features in the scene representations of higher resolution. To
this end, we propose to dynamically prune the features after detecting out objects in
each level, which skips the upsampling operation at regions where there is no smaller
object. Specifically, we first theoretically derive a pruning mask generation strategy to
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Fig. 2: Detection accuracy (mAP@0.25 of all categories) and speed (FPS) of mainstream 3D
object detection methods on TO-SCENE dataset. Our DSPDet3D shows absolute advantage on
3D small object detection and provides flexible accuracy-speed tradeoff by simply adjusting the
pruning threshold without retraining.

supervise the pruning module, which prunes as much features as possible while not
affecting the features of object proposals. Then we design a dynamic spatial pruning
(DSP) module according to the theoretical analysis and use it to construct a 3D object
detector named DSPDet3D. On the popular ScanNet [9] dataset, DSPDet3D improves
the mAP of all categories by 3% and mAP of small object by 14% compared with
current state-of-the-art. On TO-SCENE [50] dataset with more tabletop objects, we im-
prove the mAP of all categories by 8% while achieving leading inference speed among
all mainstream indoor 3D object detection methods.

2 Related Work

Indoor 3D object detection: Since PointNet and PointNet++ [34, 35], deep learning-
based 3D detection methods for point clouds begin to emerge in recent years, which
can be mainly divided into three categories: voting-based [6,33,47,49,54], transformer-
based [26, 28] and voxel-based [14, 38,39, 46] methods. Inspired by 2D hough voting,
VoteNet [33] proposes the first voting-based 3D detector, which aggregates the point
features on surfaces into object center by 3D voting and predicts bounding boxes from
the voted centers. Drawing on the success of transformer-based detector [3] in 2D do-
main, GroupFree3D [26] and 3DETR [28] adopts transformer architecture to decode
the object proposals into 3D boxes. As extracting point features require time-consuming
sampling and aggregation operation, GSDN [14] proposes a fully convolutional detec-
tion network based on sparse convolution [7, 13, 19, 52], which achieves much faster
speed. FCAF3D [38] and TR3D [39] further improves the performance of GSDN with
a simple anchor-free architecture. Our method also adopts voxel-based architecture con-
sidering its efficiency and scalability.

Small object detection: Small object detection [45] is a challenging problem in
2D vision due to the low-resolution features. To tackle this, a series of methods have
been proposed, which can be categorized into three types: (1) small object augmen-
tation and oversampling methods [17, 25, 58]; (2) scale-aware training and inference
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strategy [11,31,41,42]; (3) increasing the resolution of features or generating high-
resolution features [5, 10, 21,22, 48, 53]. However, there are far less works about 3D
small object detection due to the limit of data and network capability. BackToReal-
ity [51] proposes ScanNet-md40 benchmark which contains small objects and finds
many current methods suffer a lot in small object detection. TO-SCENE [50] proposes
a new dataset and learning strategy for understanding 3D tabletop scenes. However, it
relies on densely sampled points from CAD models, which is infeasible in practical
scenarios where the points from small objects are very sparse. In contrast, we aim to
directly detect small objects from naturally sampled point clouds.

Network pruning: Network pruning can be divided into two categories: archi-
tecture pruning [15, 16, 18, 20, 27, 29] and spatial pruning [24, 36, 55]. Architecture
pruning aims to remove a portion of weights from a neural network to shrink the size
of a network, which includes unstructured pruning [15, 18,29] and structured prun-
ing [16,20,27]. The former removes network weights without a predefined structure,
while the latter removes whole channels or network layers. On the contrary, spatial
pruning does not prune the parameters of a network, but spatially removing redundant
computation on the feature maps. DynamicViT [36] prunes the tokens in vision trans-
former with an attention masking strategy. SPS-Conv [24] dynamically prunes the con-
volutional kernel to supress the activation on background voxels in sparse convolution
layer. Ada3D [55] proposes a pruning framework for 3D and BEV features. Our dy-
namic spatial pruning method also belongs to spatial pruning, which directly removes
redundant voxel features level by level according to the distribution of objects.

3 Approach

In this section, we describe our DSPDet3D for efficient 3D small object detection. We
first revisit the multi-level 3D detector and analyze the computational cost distribution.
Then we propose dynamic spatial pruning with theoretical analysis on how to prune
features without affecting detection performance. Finally we design DSP module ac-
cording to the theoretical analysis and use it to construct DSPDet3D.

3.1 Analysis on Multi-level 3D Detector

Preliminaries: We choose multi-level FCOS-like [44] 3D detector [38,39] with sparse
convolution [7, 13] for small object detection due to its high performance on both accu-
racy and speed (more detail can be found in Table | and 2).

As shown in Figure 3 (middle), after extracting backbone features, multi-level de-
tector iteratively upsamples the voxel feature representations to different levels. In each
level, all voxels are regarded as object proposals to predict bounding boxes and category
scores. Generative upsampling is widely adopted in this kind of architectures [14,38,39]
to expand the voxels from object surfaces to the whole 3D space, where object proposals
located at object centers can produce accurate predictions. During training, ground-truth
bounding boxes are assigned to different levels and each box assigns several nearby
voxels as positive object proposals. Only box predictions from positive object propos-
als will be supervised. While at inference time all voxel features from the decoder are
used to predict bounding boxes, which are then filtered by 3D NMS.
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Fig.3: Comparison of the decoder in typical multi-level 3D object detector [39] and our
DSPDet3D. Note that the sparsity of voxels in decoder is changed due to the generative up-
sampling operation. After detecting out objects in a level, DSPDet3D prunes redundant voxel
features according to the distribution of objects before each upsampling operation. Red boxes
indicate all pruned voxels and ‘scissor’ boxes indicate voxels pruned in the previous layer. {O}
is the set of all objects and {O; } is the set of objects assigned to level i.

Increasing spatial resolution: Based on multi-level architecture, a simple way to
boost the performance of small object detection is to increase the spatial resolution of
feature maps, i.e., voxelizing the point clouds into smaller voxels to better preserve geo-
metric information. Taking TR3D [39] for example, we double its spatial resolution and
show the results in Figure 4. It can be seen that the performance on small object really
benefits from larger resolution, but the computational overhead grows dramatically at
the same time. As 3D object detection is usually adopted in tasks which requires real-
time inference under limited resources, such as AR/VR and robotic navigation, directly
increasing spatial resolution is infeasible. Notably, we find the computation growth is
imbalanced: the decoder layers (including detection heads) account for the most mem-
ory footprint and have larger memory growth ratio than the backbone. This indicates the
generative upsampling operation will significantly increase the number of voxels when
the spatial resolution is high, which is the main challenge for scaling up the spatial
resolution of multi-level detectors.

3.2 Dynamic Spatial Pruning

Since small objects only occupy a small proportion of space, we assume there is a large
amount of redundant computation in decoder layers, especially when the resolution is
high. For instance, if a bed is detected in Layer 4, the region near this bed may be less
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Fig.4: The memory footprint distribution of different multi-level detectors. Layer 4 to Layer 1
refer to decoder layers (including detection heads) from coarse to fine. If doubling the spatial res-
olution of TR3D, the performance on 3D small object detection improves from 52.7% to 62.8%
while memory footprint increases dramatically. We find decoder layers accounts for most of the
costs. DSPDet3D efficiently reduces redundant computation on these layers, achieving both fast
speed and high accuracy.

informative for detecting other objects in the follow decoder layers. If we can skip the
upsampling operation at these regions, the voxels will be sparsified level by level, as
shown in Figure 3 (right). In this way, small objects can be detected in Layer 1 from
only a small number of voxels. Inspired by this, we propose to dynamically prune the
voxel features according to the distribution of objects.

However, pruning a voxel will not only reduce the number of object proposals in the
following levels, but also change the following voxel features computed based on the
pruned voxel. Therefore, in order to reduce the redundant computation of multi-level
detector without degrading the detection performance, a carefully designed pruning
strategy is required. We give theoretical derivation as below.

Problem formulation: For each scene, we denote {O} as the set of all objects,
{O;} as the set of objects assigned to level i' during training, f; € RY x(3+C) a5
the voxel features of level i. We aim to prune f; after detecting out {O;}, where the
objective is to remove as many voxels as possible while keeping the predictions of
{O\{O;} unaffected after the pruning. For each object o; in level j (j < i), we
assume the prediction of it is unaffected if the voxel features at level j near its center
c; are unaffected. We make this assumption because most true positive predictions are
from object proposals located at the center of bounding boxes [14,44]. We denote the
expected unaffected neighborhood as C;(c;, P), which means a cube centered at c;
with P x P x P voxels at level j. Given the symmetry, P should be odd. Then we
formulate the objective of our pruning strategy at level ¢ as:

minimize > Mifa]yl[z], M; = N2\ Ki(ej),

z,Y,z

s.t. vj < i7 Cj(cj?P) mAiJ(_"Ci(cj) *fi) =0 (1)

! We adopt the same definition of level as in Figure 3, where level 4 is finer than level 7 + 1.
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where M; € R¥ is a binary pruning mask sharing the same length with f;, where 0
indicates removing and 1 indicates keeping during the pruning operation . /C;(+) is the
generation strategy of pruning mask for each object, which generates a binary pruning
mask conditioned on the object center. A; ;(f) is defined as the affecting field of f,
which represents the voxels at level j that will be affected by pruning f at level i.
Without loss of generality, here we choose only one object at each level for simplicity
of presentation.

Overview of problem solving: We solve (1) by mathematical induction. Specifi-
cally, for pruning strategy M; at level i, we first consider how to generate pruning mask
K;(€ci—1) to ensure the predictions of {O;_1 } are unaffected. Then we show that by fol-
lowing our pruning strategy &C;, ‘the predictions of {O;} are unaffected’ can be derived
by ‘the predictions of {O, 1} are unaffected’.”

Solving /C;(c;—1): To make sure C;—1(c;—1,P) N A;;—1(-) = &, we need to
compute the affecting field of each voxel v; in level ¢. Obviously, the upper bound of
affecting field of v; expands in shape of cube with sparse convolution. Assume there
are m sparse convolution with stride 1 and kernel zj, (1 < k < m) between pruning
and generative upsampling in level ¢, one generative transposed convolution with stride
2 and kernel y, and n sparse convolution with stride 1 and kernel 2z (1 < k < n) until
detecting out objects in level ¢+ — 1. Then the affecting field from pruning (level ¢) to
detecting (level ¢ — 1) can be written as:

Aiic1(vi) = Cima(visaf f({zk )y, {25 })) (2)

where af f({zr},y, {zr}) is the range of affecting field represented by the kernel sizes,
which we will detail in supplementary material. Since the shape of the expected unaf-
fected voxel featuresisa P x P x P cube, K;(c;—1) can be formulated as:

Ki(ei—1)[z]lyl[z] =12 & — ci—1]oc < 755)
r= I'P—'_aff({ku}ay?{Zk})_Z‘l 3)

where S; is the size of voxel in level . I(-) is the indicative function. x = (z,y, z) is
the voxel coordinates of f;.

Recursion of C;: We now derive when the pruning strategy XC; in (3) also works
for ¢j (j < i —1). We can regrad c¢; as the center of object in level ¢ — 1 and use
(3) to generate the pruning mask. In this way, C;_1(c;, P) are unaffected. As C;(c;, P)
is covered by C;_1(c;, P), so Cj(c;, P) is unaffected as well. We should also ensure
pruning in level ¢ has no cumulative impact on pruning in level ¢ — 1:

(Ki—i1(cj) * fi—1) € Ci—1(cj, P) (€))

this means when generating pruning mask of c; in level ¢ — 1 using KC;_1, the kept
voxels should be covered by the unaffected voxels after pruning in level ¢. So we have:

r-Si-1 <P-Si )

The minimum P can be acquired by solving (5). In this case, strategy &C; in (3) works
forall ¢j (j < i).

2 We provide illustrated examples in supplementary material for better understanding.
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Fig. 5: Illustration of DSPDet3D. The voxelized point clouds are fed into a high-resolution sparse
convolutional backbone, which output four levels of scene representations. Four dynamic spatial
pruning (DSP) modules are stacked to construct a multi-level decoder and detect objects from
coarse to fine. DSP module utilizes a light-weight learnable module to predict the pruning mask.
During inference, we discretize the pruning mask and use it to guide pruning before generative
upsampling. While during training we interpolate the pruning mask to next level and prune the
voxel features after generative upsampling.

3.3 DSPDet3D

Based on the theoretical analysis, we devise a dynamic spatial pruning (DSP) module to
approximate the ideal pruning strategy. We further construct a 3D small object detector
named DSPDet3D with the proposed DSP module.

DSP module: As shown in Figure 3, we modify the layers of a typical multi-level
decoder to DSP modules, which prunes redundant voxel features after detecting out
objects at each level for efficient feature upsampling. Formally, given the upsampled
voxel feature fU and the backbone feature 7 at level i, DSP module first add them for
detection. However, U may be much sparser than f due to pruning, directly adding
by taking union of them is inefficient. Therefore, we propose a new operator called
partial addition to fit our pruning strategy:

fi=fBEfY (6)

where addition is constrained to be operated only on the voxels of fiU. Then objects
are detected using a shared detection head across all levels: {O;} = Detect(f;). Once
objects at level 7 are detected out, we prune the voxel features according to the derived
strategy described in Section 3.2. Here we devise a light-weight MLP-based learnable
pruning module to decide where smaller objects (i.e. objects in level j (j < 7)) may
appear, and then prune other locations:

fi = t(M;) % fi, M; = MLP;(f;) 7

where M, is the pruning mask predicted from f;, which represents the probability of
retention for each voxel. We utlize FocalLoss [23] to supervise M; with the generated
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M; in (1). During inference, a threshold function ¢(-) sets probability lower than 7 to
be 0, others be 1 to guide pruning. After pruning, the generative upsampling is applied
to acquire features for the next level: f ;| = GeConv(f;).

During training, as M; may not be so accurate (especially at beginning), we find
applying the above learnable pruning module makes training difficult to converge. In-
stead, we switch the pruning to weak mode for context preservation. As shown in Figure
5, the weak pruning is applied after generative upsampling. For level i, we upsample
the pruning mask Mi+1 to level ¢ with nearest neighbor interpolation. Then we sort
the interpolated scores and keep only N,,,, voxels with the highest scores. This weak
pruning mechanism aims to stablize training, which only works when the amount of
voxels is too large to conduct following operations.

Since our theoretical analysis sets the expected unaffected neighborhood to be a
P x P x P cube, we also modify the assigning strategy of positive object proposals
accordingly for robust training. Specifically, for a ground-truth bounding box of o; as-
signed to level 7, we sample the nearest N,s voxels to c; inside the cube centered at
c; with length P - S;. If there are less than IV,,,; voxels in the cube, we simply sample
all voxels inside it. Our assigning method is independent of the size of bounding box,
which ensures there are enough positive proposals even for small objects.

DSPDet3D: Based upon the top-performance multi-level detector TR3D [39], we
remove the max pooling layer to increase the spatial resolution of backbone features.
Then we replace the decoder in TR3D with four stacked DSP modules to remove redun-
dant voxel features level by level, which achieves efficient upsampling without affecting
the detection performance. To train DSPDet3D, we keep the same loss for classification
and box regression as in TR3D and add additional FocalL.oss to supervise M; with M;.

Compare with FCAF3D: Similar to our training-time weak pruning, FCAF3D [38]
also adopts a pruning strategy in the decoder to prevent the number of voxels from
getting too large, which is unable to remove redundant features in early decoder layers
during inference. Moreover, it directly utilizes the classification scores for bounding
boxes to sort and prune the voxel features, which cannot accurately preserve geometric
information for small objects.

4 Experiment

In this section, we conduct experiments to investigate the performance of our approach
on 3D small object detection. We first describe the datasets and experimental settings.
Then we compare DSPDet3D with the state-of-the-art 3D object detection methods. We
also design ablation experiments to study the effectiveness of the proposed methods.
Finally we transfer DSPDet3D to extremely large scenes to show its efficiency and
generalization ability.

4.1 Experimental Settings

Datasets and metrics: We conduct experiments on two indoor datasets including Scan-
Net [9] and TO-SCENE [50]. ScanNet is a richly annotated dataset of indoor scenes
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Table 1: 3D objects detection results and computational costs of different methods on ScanNet-
md40. DSPDet3D with the best pruning threshold is highlighted in gray. We set best scores in
bold, runner-ups underlined.

mAP mAPg
Method Decoder @025 @05 @025 @05 Speed Memory
VoteNet Voting 51.02 33.69 0.30 0 13.4 1150
VoteNets Voting 48.62 3155 1.04 0 8.5 1500
H3DNet Hybrid 53,51 3923 3.08 090 7.2 1550

GroupFree3D  Transformer 56.77 4139 11.7  0.81 7.8 1450
GroupFree3Ds Transformer 29.44 11.94 0.20 0 32 2000

RBGNet Voting 5523 3264 5381 0 6.6 1700
FCAF3D Multi-level 59.49 4875 18.38 821 123 850
CAGroup3D Voting 60.29 4990 16.62 8.63 3.1 3250
TR3D Multi-level 61.59 49.98 27.53 1291 10.8 1250

FCAF3D-higher Multi-level 62.65 51.01 27.68 1623 7.1 4000
TR3D-higher =~ Multi-level 65.18 54.03 41.70 29.56 5.2 4450
Ours(7 = 0) Multi-level  65.39 54.59 44.79 3155 44 4200

Ours(t = 0.3) Multi-level 65.04 54.35 43.77 3038 125 700

with 1201 training scenes and 312 validation scenes. Each object in the scenes are anno-
tated with texts and then mapped to category IDs. We follow the ScanNet-md40 bench-
mark proposed by [51], which contains objects in 22 categories with large size variance.
TO-SCENE is a mixed reality dataset which provides three variants called TO_Vanilla,
TO_Crowd and TO_ScanNet with different numbers of tabletop objects and scene
scales. We choose the room-scale TO_ScanNet benchmark, which contains 3600 train-
ing scenes and 800 validation scenes with 70 categories. However, TO_ScanNet adopts
non-uniform sampling to acquire about 2000 points per tabletop object, which is infea-
sible in practical settings. To this end, we downsample the small objects and control the
density of them to be similar with other objects and backgrounds. We name this mod-
ified version as TO-SCENE-down benchmark. We take the point clouds without color
as inputs for all methods. More details about ScanNet-md40 and TO-SCENE-down
benchmarks can be found in supplementary material.

We report the mean average precision (mAP) with threshold 0.25 and 0.5. To mea-
sure the performance on different categories, we use two kinds of metrics: mAP and
mAPg, which refer to the mean AP of all objects and of small objects respectively.
Here we define categories of small object as ones with average volume smaller than
0.05m? for both benchmarks.

Implementation details: We implement our approach with PyTorch [32], Minkow-
skiEngine [7] and MMDetection3D [8]. We follow the same training strategy / hyper-
parameters as TR3D [39] for fair comparison. Training converges within 4 hours on a 4
GPU machine. The stride of the sparse convolution in the preencoder of DSPDet3D is
set to 2, thus the voxel size of le is 4cm and S; equals to 2°- 2cm. We set Npos = 6 and

Npae = 100000 during training. The weight of the FocalLoss between M; and Mi is
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Table 2: 3D objects detection results and computational costs of different methods on TO-
SCENE-down benchmark. DSPDet3D with the best pruning threshold is highlighted in gray.
We set best scores in bold, runner-ups underlined.

mAP mAPg
Method Decoder @025 @05 @025 @05 Speed Memory
VoteNet Voting 26.72 1401 1451 478 128 1300
VoteNetg Voting 31.87 1489 21.75 740 7.6 1650
H3DNet Hybrid 27.69 1738 1483 739 5.1 1650

GroupFree3D  Transformer 3241 2043 20.17 10.13 7.7 1700
GroupFree3Ds  Transformer 40.14 23.55 3333 16.15 24 2200

RBGNet Voting 4042 30.27 29.69 21.61 5.0 1850
FCAF3D Multi-level  45.13 37.21 37.18 31.65 119 1000
CAGroup3D Voting 5428 47.58 4849 4385 22 3500
TR3D Multi-level  55.58 4595 5272 44.01 99 1400

FCAF3D-higher Multi-level 57.23 5039 53.07 48.76 6.3 4250
TR3D-higher =~ Multi-level 63.96 56.06 62.84 57.14 4.1 4600
Ours(7 = 0) Multi-level 66.81 59.41 66.53 61.57 4.1 5300
Ours(7 = 0.5)  Multi-level 66.12 58.55 65.82 60.73 13.9 800

0.01. In terms of block structure, we have {z;} = @,y = 3 and {2} = {3,3}. Sowe
setr = 7 and P = 7 according to (3).

4.2 Comparison with State-of-the-art

We compare our method with popular and state-of-the-art 3D object detection meth-
ods, including VoteNet [33], H3DNet [54], GroupFree3D [26], RBGNet [47], CA-
Group3D [46], FCAF3D [38] and TR3D [39]. We also follow [50] to reduce the radius
of ball query in the PointNet++ backbone for VoteNet and GroupFree3D. The mod-
ified models is distinguished by subscript S. Note that the original TR3D only uses
two detection head at level 2/3 and removes the last generative upsampling. However,
detecting small objects heavily relies on high-resolution feature map, so we add the
upsampling back. This will make it slightly slower but much more accurate on the 3D
small object detection benchmarks.

For all methods, we use their official code and the same training strategy / hyperpa-
rameters to train them on ScanNet-md40 and TO-SCENE-down.

Table 1 and 2 shows the experimental results on ScanNet-md40 and TO-SCENE-
down respectively. Consistent with the observation of [51], we find point-based (VoteNet,
H3DNet, RBGNet) and transformer-based (GroupFree3D) methods almost fail to de-
tect small objects on ScanNet-md40. This is because the PointNet++ backbone used
by these methods adopts set abstraction (SA) operation to aggressively downsample
the point clouds and extract scene representation. Since the number of small objects
in ScanNet is limited, furthest point sampling has a low probability to sample points
on small objects, which leads to inaccurate representation of small objects. For meth-
ods (CAGroup3D, FCAF3D, TR3D) with sparse convolutional backbone, they achieve
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Fig. 6: Visualization of pruning process on ScanNet. We show the kept voxels in each level under
different thresholds. The memory footprint of each level is also listed at bottom.

relatively much higher mAPg due to sparse convolution [7, 13] can extract fine-grained
scene representation with high efficiency. However, two-stage method like CAGroup3D
is both slow and memory-consuming. Multi-level methods like FCAF3D and TR3D
are efficient and get good performance on small object detection due to the FPN-like
architecture, but they are still limited by resolution. On the contrary, our DSPDet3D
with a proper threshold takes advantage of the high-resolution scene representation
to achieve much higher performance. Furthermore, DSPDet3D is the most memory-
efficient model among all mainstream methods.

4.3 Ablation Study

We conduct ablation studies on ScanNet-md40 to study the effects of hyperparameters
and different design choices.

Pruning process: We visualize the pruning process under different thresholds in
Figure 6, where the voxels in each level after pruning are shown. We also list the mem-
ory footprint of each level. It can be seen that our method significantly reduce the mem-
ory footprint by pruning most of the uninformative voxels. Our pruning module only
keeps regions where there are smaller objects than current level.

Hyperparameters: We study two hyperparameters: r and V,,,, which is highly
relevant to 3D small object detection. Note that r = [%], thus r and P should be
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Table 3: Ablation studies on several design choices. We control the speed of each method to 10
FPS and report the accuracy in mAP@0.25 and mAPs @0.25.

Method mAP  mAPg
Remove partial addition 55.3 35.5
Addition by taking union 57.9 36.4
Addition by interpolation 62.1 40.9
Spherical keeping mask 63.0 41.1

Remove training-time pruning - -
Positive proposal inside bounding box 62.4 40.7

The full design of DSP module 65.1 44.1
= Value of P Value of Npos
N
A butibin. sttt [ S
< 65 Sor—o—tnny -q\\ 65
é 64 e N 64
g 63 T\‘\ X 63

S

= 62 'R | 62 | —®- Npos=6 (Ours) s
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Fig.7: Ablation studies on the value of r and Np,,. For each value we report performance under
different pruning threshold 7.

changed simultaneously. As shown in Figure 7 (left), setting » = 7 achieves the best
performance. If 7 is smaller than 7 then » > P, which conflicts with Equation (5) and
the features will be affected by pruning. While a larger  will make the pruning less ag-
gressive, resulting in a large number of redundant voxel features. Figure 7 (right) shows
that the number of positive object proposals should be set properly, which is important
to balance the ratio between positive and negative samples during classification.

Design choices: We also study the design choices of DSPDet3D in Table 3. Observ-
ing the second, third and fourth rows, we conclude that the partial addition is important
for efficient feature fusion. Although taking union can preserve more information, this
operation will reduce the sparsity of voxels and thus make our pruning less efficient.
The fifth row shows that generate the keeping mask according to the shape of affect-
ing field is better than using a spherical shape. According to the sixth row, removing
training-time pruning will significantly increase the memory footprint during training,
which makes the network unable to train. The seventh row validates the effectiveness
of our assigning method for positive object proposals.

4.4 Transferring to Larger Scenes

We further validate the efficiency and generalization ability of different 3D detectors by
transferring them to scenes of much larger scale. We first train 3D detectors on rooms
from ScanNet training set in a category-agnostic manner, which is done by regarding
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FCAF3D

FCAF3D DSPDet3D

DSPDet3D

Fig. 8: Visualization of the transferring results of different 3D object detectors. The 3D detector is
trained on rooms from ScanNet and directly adopted to process a whole building-level 3D scene
from Matterport3D.

every labeled object as the same category. Then we directly adopt them to process the
building-level scenes in Matterport3D [4]. We find previous methods almost all fail to
process the extremely large scenes due to unaffordable memory footprint, so we only
compare DSPDet3D with FCAF3D as shown in 8. It is shown that FCAF3D cannot
detect out any small object and even struggles on relatively large objects like chairs
when the scene is too large. On the contrary, DSPDet3D is able to accurately detect
small objects like cups and thin pictures.

5 Conclusion

In this paper, we have presented an efficient feature pruning strategy for 3D small object
detection. Inspired by the fact that small objects only occupy a small proportion of
space, we adopt a multi-level detection framework to detect different sizes of objects
in different levels. Then we present a dynamic spatial pruning strategy to prune the
voxel features after detecting out objects in each level. Specifically, we first design
the dynamic spatial pruning strategy by theoretical analysis on how to prune voxels
without affecting the features of object proposals. Then we propose dynamic spatial
pruning (DSP) module according to the strategy and use it to construct DSPDet3D.
Extensive experiments on ScanNet and TO-SCENE datasets show that our DSPDet3D
achieves leading detection accuracy and speed. We also conduct transferring experiment
on Matterport3D to show DSPDet3D also generalizes well to extremely large scenes.
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[ |
Leveli-1  (a) Level i-/

Fig.9: Visual demonstration of our pruning strategy. (a) shows how a voxel in level ¢ affects
neighbor voxels in level ¢ — 1 after several convolutional layers. The affecting field A; ;—1(f)
is shown in translucent mask. (b) and (c) show how the choice of P affects the pruning strategy,
where the blue region is the unaffected P x P x P voxels C;—1(c;, P), the black cross is object
center c; and the pink box is the pruning strategy K(c;). All voxels outside the pink box will be
pruned.

Supplementary Material

This supplementary material is organized as follows:

— Section A provides illustrated examples of our theoretical analysis.
— Section B details the ScanNet-md40 and TO-SCENE-down benchmarks.
— Section C details the experimental results with per-category APs.

We also include a demo video and our source code in the supplementary material.

A Tllustrated Examples

We provide detailed explanation of Equation (1), (2), (3) and (4) in this section. Our
theoretical derivation is shown in Figure 9.

Eq1: Assuming we are pruning f;, without loss of generality, we only need to con-
sider one object ¢; (j < i) to acquire /C;(c;). Then we can summarize all K;(c;) to
acquire the final pruning mask M;.

Eq2: Figure 9 (a) shows the expansion of affecting field between level 7 and 7 — 1.
Eq (2) can be detailed as:

aff({xk}’ya {zk}) =
L+ (=1 2+14+y—1+> (2 —1) ®)
k=1 k=1

Given {x} = @, {y} = 3 and {2z} = {3, 3}, the affecting field A; ;_1(v;) is a cube
of 9 X 9 x 9 voxels in level 7 — 1.
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Fig. 10: Number of objects in each category for ScanNet-md40 and TO-SCENE-down. For each
category, we report the total number of objects on training and validation sets and use red and
blue bars to distinguish the numbers on each set.

Eq3: According to Figure 9 (b) and (c), to ensure C;(c;, P) unaffected, we only
need to ensure C;_1(c;, P) unaffected, as we explained in Line 200-203, Page 7. With
the help of (a), we can derive the range r of pruning mask K;(c;), as shown in Eq (3).
In this way, we can prune all voxels outside the r x r x r pink box in level 7 without
affecting C;_1 (c;, P).

Eq4: However, we need to further ensure pruning in level 7 has no cumulative affect
on pruning in level 7 — 1. When we prune f;_1, if j < ¢ — 1, we still need to ensure
Ci—2(cj, P) unaffected. Similarly, we can derive the pruning mask /C;_1(c;), which is
a cube with length r-.S;_1. Note that the unpruned voxels should be unaffected in order
for the recursion to be correct. In another word, the pink box in level 7 — 1 should be
fully covered by the blue region. This is the meaning of Eq (4). When P = 3, then
r = 5, so that some unpruned voxels are still affected. When P = 7, then r = 7, which
exactly ensures the unpruned voxels to be unaffected.

B Details on Benchmarks

We demonstrate the detailed categories and the number of objects in each class for both
benchmarks in Figure 10. We observe significant long tail effect in both benchmarks
and find that the number of small objects in the real world dataset (i.e. ScanNet) is
usually small, which poses great challenge to the 3D object detector.

In order to prove the necessity of downsampling for small objects in TO-SCENE-
down, we further visualize the scenes in TO-SCENE before and after downsampling
in Figure 11. It can be seen that the original dataset [50] contains densely and non-
uniformly sampled small objects, whose density is obviously much larger than other
objects and backgrounds. While after our downsampling, the overall scenes are closer
to naturally sampled real scenes.



3D Small Object Detection with Dynamic Spatial Pruning 17

Before After
Downsampling Downsampling

Fig. 11: Visualization of scenes in TO-SCENE before (originally provided in [50]) and after
(our TO-SCENE-down benchmark) downsampling. After downsampling, the density of points
on small objects is closer to others, which is more realistic.

C Class-specific Results

We provide more detailed experimental results on ScanNet-md40 and TO-SCENE-
down with class-specific APs. Table 4, 5, 6 and 7 refer to AP@0.25 on ScanNet-
md40, AP@0.5 on ScanNet-md40, AP@0.25 on TO-SCENE-down and AP@0.5 on
TO-SCENE-down respectively. We highlight the categories of small objects in blue. It
can be seen that DSPDet3D achieves much better performance on small objects com-
pared with the state-of-the-arts.
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Table 6: The class-specific detection results (AP@0.25) of different methods on To-Scene bench-
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mark. We highlight the categories of small objects in blue.
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Cabinet 53.34 49.72 5894 6190 57.12 6536 66.65 63.93 61.56 67.44 67.26 | 64.05 64.36
Bed 84.96 82.54 80.13 82.13 80.25 92.11 84.66 80.93 78.29 75.81 71.90 | 76.28 76.28
Chair  |87.79 8554 8954 9255 8820 9257 9420 9270 9414 9365 9397 | 9348 93.61
Sofa  [92.00 89.87 $7.43 9132 8633 88.96 8699 89.75 90.65 $7.81 90.11 | 91.62 91.65
Table  |67.19 6444 6824 7424 69.97 8621 7325 7572 7942 7825 7730 | 7899 78.99
Door  [5139 5288 53.85 6060 53.62 59.99 5999 5037 5588 5844 5868 | 57.40 5705
‘Window 41.05 4340 44.87 4821 41.62 58.83 53.19 46.33 43.79 47.99 4521 | 43.10 41.56
Bookshelf 29.69 24.08 30.24 2843 27.74 27.52 2629 21.24 29.02 3248 24.57 | 34.26 34.66
Picture 6.60 6.78 826 11.73 828 28.63 26.59 14.04 11.80 18.73 21.17 | 20.34 17.01
Counter 56.73 51.35 63.49 6273 63.39 71.11 71.83 6790 63.98 62.67 65.65| 58.33 59.14
Desk 59.65 57.20 56.39 59.23 49.80 64.55 64.29 63.38 59.20 61.12 62.24 | 59.03 59.30
Curtain 48.39 46.38 54.85 5423 5641 37.68 65.68 5477 43.18 S51.79 53.61 | 5446 54.64
Refrigerator  |49.68 54.76 69.77 65.12 4131 67.51 7450 7535 65.85 68.11 64.06 | 71.38 71.80
Showercurtrain |75.65 78.95 75.76 7847 81.55 83.46 79.70 7848 39.93 8246 56.37 |57.29 51.09
Toilet  [99.73 99.98 100.00 100.00 100.00 100.00 99.58 100.00 100.00 100.00 100.00 | 100.00 100.00
Sink 66.61 73.02 8524 8541 8465 8452 8549 90.04 9218 9230 8994 | 88.11 8758
Bathtub 9580 9542 9574 9591 9626 94.54 9602 93.14 9480 9630 9589 | 9630 96.30
Garbagebin 51.42 49.21 56.03 68.63 58.57 68.96 69.86 68.51 66.30 71.44 7136 |72.83 70.77
Bag 3922 4908 4483 60.35 69.97 7375 8927 8363 8928 §933 9171|9190 9119
Bottle 15.00 30.67 20.20 3324 53.09 5826 69.44 3588 70.83 68.38 83.14 | 83.06 83.31
Bowl 11.79 2327 872 1258 44.17 39.89 85.21 55.08 73.95 8552 93.08 | 92.29 92.71
Camera 7.88 1557 9.40 691 24.00 13.06 53.30 44.11 62.24 6523 70.69 | 79.41 78.45
Can 1240 2205 14.65 2608 4143 4535 7629 4240 7681 7054 89.41 | 8939 89.63
Cap 1946 4649 1553 3434 6086 4589 8458 67.04 8238 7898 8672 | 9202 91.90
Clock 129 187 094 356 542 1413 1130 265 2660 2317 3045 | 36.12 36.83
Keyboard | 0.14 1435 305 520 2671 086 5643 3804 7635 5445 9191|9394 9051
Display  |5327 47.56 5415 4678 6693 8161 8827 8655 87.00 8123 92.96 | 93.94 93.96
Eaphone | 8.94 28.85 6.06 1731 4637 27.75 7342 5600 75.10 6467 80.53 | 8171 81.40
Jar 531 2954 675 775 2842 2547 3458 2563 2392 3875 39.66 | 3320 3318
Knife 0.63 0.00 0.18 1.72 1.26 126 000 024 1652 1848 3273 | 31.68 31.70
Lamp 34.45 5344 4138 5899 6795 72.67 89.10 7845 83.13 90.53 89.47 | 9234 92.16
Laptop 65.25 66.98 67.75 82.17 94.18 88.77 96.86 9594 96.83 97.93 98.15 | 98.00 97.12
Microphone 0.04 0.00 0.01 0.01 0.04 0.16 0.00 0.16 0.96 7.87 1.38 2.26 245
Microwave |50.07 5279 5018 5493 5249 6378 8298 7813 69.59 £9.10 84.96 | 9068 90.01
Mug 1390 2948 1580 24.00 4859 39.16 8577 5340 78.14 7678 93.60 | 9418 93.86
Printer  [27.09 2225 4207 4361 3557 5419 6572 6849 6663 70.62 73.67 | 65.19 64.06
Remote Control | 036 233 022 032 200 268 1238 168 3458 17.03 5049 | 6044 6042
Phone 152 622 161 289 1596 1454 2013 997 6623 2949 79.46 | 8459 84.60
Alarm | 307 1211 356 951 1004 1344 3908 2060 30.59 4389 4812|5657 58.09
Book  [2037 3158 27.02 31.00 3888 3374 5775 3495 6388 5924 72.07 | 7600 76.61
Cake 20.69 27.18 22.09 27.41 3848 31.28 64.14 5694 5451 6554 56.40 | 65.61 64.76
Calculator 1.51 634 199 2.88 1371 11.74 21.56 16.73 3434 31.16 47.77 | 5343 52.72
Candle 28.00 29.63 21.62 42.58 4931 53.19 56.87 41.87 6545 71.23 70.38 | 69.32 69.76
Charger 0.03 212 033 0.53 1.78 8.09 2222 633 3747 3447 5848 | 6544 62.81
Chessboard | 6.80 45.14 1933 2738 7476 7196 8745 7831 7794 7306 8203 | 89.12 8972
Coffee_Machine |4121 27.08 3204 3488 47.09 5352 7794 6297 3869 5674 4934 | 60.68 60.85
Comb | 030 121 012 167 628 482 1105 244 2396 3423 4843 | 5338 4574
Cutting Board 1057 829 1422 1790 3876 3021 000 3218 6559 77.53 7234 | 6972 6220
Dishes  |1125 2630 9.16 21.03 4012 26.11 70.50 42.89 64.15 7743 7234 | 7150 68.77
Doll 1.14 189 0.70 724 17.74 212 955 1.68 1454 1549 10.21 | 28.84 25.06
Eraser | 000 004 000 000 000 055 000 029 3487 1371 6128|6613 6098
Eye_Glasses 5.67 2320 7.84 1257 40.69 31.52 8129 5837 9195 76.77 97.20 | 98.20 98.41
File_Box 56.97 49.39 33.74 40.07 4578 5542 6347 60.84 67.27 70.03 73.19 | 71.86 72.55
Fork 0.84 0.61 1.76 1.31 1.86 149 652 6.84 17.14 13.33 29.90 | 30.95 32.48
Fruit 256 954 215 753 2977 2058 6204 3200 5227 6227 8003 | 8195 8203
Globe  |3087 2041 1991 39.84 5262 3567 7565 64.64 6502 7412 80.54 | 7933 7830
Hat 187 2249 295 418 1318 683 5365 23.64 3208 4068 50.14 | 5234 4958
Mior 070 1736 076 020 054 563 058 2893 130 2389 155 | 325 287
Notebook | 390 8.02 852 833 23.19 2665 3744 1761 5938 30.12 6350 | 69.06 68.64
Pencil | 001 114 008 006 100 151 000 347 3200 2853 5531 | 6504 6532
Plant  [3159 4974 3544 5365 6560 60.77 §7.03 7341 7899 8643 8862 | 8734 §7.54
Plate 531 20.83 7.71 10.31 27.52 38.64 60.91 19.40 80.18 63.41 96.94 | 98.03 98.03
Radio 195 550 559 3.13 6.80 12.77 15.56 1042 18.59 25.11 2587 | 32.59 3235
Ruler 0.02 125 042 0.13 1.68 096 399 1.09 3556 1491 5844 |61.15 61.78
Saucepan 31.34 32.74 2473 39.52 47.05 37.65 73.89 37.29 30.28 4826 50.70 | 63.28 63.36
Spoon | 005 176 119 065 404 597 989 290 2735 29.13 3352|3893 38.14
Tea Pot  |21.10 2832 17.05 3306 4887 4251 8943 7664 77.67 89.80 8835 | 9176 9192
Toaster  |13.88 2195 1951 1142 1627 1990 3461 3132 29.11 3750 2448 3488 3501
Vase (2595 3729 17.00 3159 4684 3772 6579 5250 5439 6401 67.67 | 73.63 7327
Vegetables | 043 712 040 066 1835 1027 001 473 962 979 7.06 | 1400 1352
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Table 7: The class-specific detection results (AP@0.5) of different methods on To-Scene bench-
mark. We highlight the categories of small objects in blue.
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Cabinet 1975 1839 2536 34.62 2564 4075 4845 3636 3793 46.04 4536|4275 4293

Bed 73.12 7646 78.68 74.08 71.35 9037 74.66 7589 67.55 69.50 64.60 | 67.20 67.21
Chair 71.68 66.72 79.05 8435 77.56 8599 9035 87.31 89.64 8829 90.28 | 88.48 88.34
Sofa 86.54 8229 84.88 86.89 79.51 83.64 81.79 88.81 90.65 7845 88.87|88.61 88.34
Table 51.04 4721 58.03 6625 59.27 76.61 69.99 71.10 7252 7211 70.76 | 72.76 72.78
Door 2572 2480 3347 4378 3332 4123 49.61 39.67 4273 4575 46.82 | 44.34 4353

Window 18.49 188.00 20.23 2256 18.05 3476 31.92 2436 24.19 2329 21.30| 1527 1548
Bookshelf ~ |22.22 14.42 1549 12.83 1629 20.03 2290 1033 2222 23.78 20.23 | 3047 30381

Picture 0.69 035 175 6.88 342 1388 1348 512 350 1351 1941|1587 827
Counter 18.08 9.07 1745 3721 31.22 4043 49.28 43.81 40.71 4546 31.81|29.12 2943
Desk 3578 2670 3547 4583 37.67 4568 37.99 4225 42.13 3371 40.19 | 39.06 39.18

Curtain 11.85 13.01 657 1500 19.05 12.10 19.58 10.60 1542 924 1446|2127 21.37
Refrigerator |38.74 33.15 47.15 27.88 2122 5358 64.15 54.13 50.53 59.20 6229 | 57.12 57.40
Showercurtrain |41.76 41.14 7098 71.58 40.11 78.05 68.52 7277 30.12 73.76 44.63 | 52.55 46.85
Toilet 92.55 9228 100.00 100.00 100.00 100.00 99.58 100.00 100.00 100.00 100.00| 100.00 100.00
Sink 19.97 2251 38.04 4385 4229 4028 51.54 4637 55.16 53.83 44.04 | 52.09 50.92
Bathtub 7246 81.61 79.25 80.75 80.94 81.01 81.27 88.77 8538 90.30 83.50 | 76.03 76.03
Garbagebin  [27.98 23.46 40.25 50.67 41.58 56.65 64.57 60.39 57.68 65.61 64.48 | 63.97 61.21

Bag 1248 18.08 20.08 2686 41.31 5746 8231 75.13 81.16 87.70 87.94 | 89.19 88.55
Bottle 335 777 643 822 1378 43.00 66.27 2781 6595 66.51 64.48 | 82.36 82.31
Bowl 0.81 534 050 049 12.83 1949 8256 5206 68.56 82.05 92.50| 9229 92.71

Camera 219 205 338 152 10.81 898 4993 3538 57.19 6443 68.06 | 75.50 74.32

Can 206 350 360 547 1044 36.19 7351 3174 6829 66.53 86.73 | 87.88 88.00

Cap 1.69 1638 649 1087 3343 3772 8034 6426 8236 78.63 86.67 | 91.81 91.36
Clock 0.00 0.19 000 273 040 894 868 097 1465 1733 26.70 | 27.32 25.22

Keyboard 000 746 000 1.07 221 046 4601 1812 51.17 4625 90.25 | 84.05 80.65
Display 11.84 12,10 26.07 3146 28.19 51.38 8224 7747 80.11 7820 90.89 | 91.58 91.65
Earphone 259 6.62 092 452 2285 20.82 3370.73 49.99 71.87 61.81 78.13 | 79.25 78.86

Jar 2.10 1377 296 229 2122 2242 3381 2127 22.18 3875 39.66 | 33.20 33.15
Knife 0.00 0.00 000 0.00 100 0.00 000 000 140 1689 27.70 | 26.66 26.57
Lamp 13.97 27.06 2567 4375 5296 62.17 89.10 73.67 80.54 90.53 89.47 | 90.68 90.48

Laptop 24.34 1731 4220 5285 81.32 7585 9451 91.86 9432 97.04 97.15| 96.59 9552
Microphone | 0.00 0.00 0.00 001 001 006 0.00 002 096 787 138 | 226 245
Microwave [16.18 2578 36.97 4191 47.12 5450 8298 77.52 66.45 87.76 84.96 | 90.68 90.01
Mug 260 7.84 474 500 1303 27.83 83.00 4279 73.64 7379 9240 | 93.15 92.73
Printer 10.56 699 26.64 3236 26.62 4587 6505 66.80 61.81 66.61 73.67 | 65.19 64.06
Remote Control | 0.00 033 001 0.00 000 0.19 1.66 085 2192 1252 43.67 | 5475 54.73

Phone 0.04 039 002 009 050 195 1886 490 3450 21.68 66.15 | 75.14 74.42
Alarm 049 437 085 244 684 779 3516 17.02 2670 36.62 43.81 | 49.04 50.49
Book 391 570 659 572 887 1942 5452 30.53 57.04 5881 70.69 | 7529 75.12
Cake 1539 1540 20.09 2334 3324 3027 61.54 5642 53.17 6427 5550 | 64.51 63.42

Calculator 0.02 019 068 005 061 256 16838 1028 27.70 29.14 4645|5123 50.27
Candle 11.18 1059 11.51 1820 17.60 36.10 53.74 36.69 26.06 71.00 69.85| 69.29 69.32
Charger 0.01 001 007 000 001 071 1035 090 12.03 2033 38.89 | 49.32 4648

Chessboard | 0.00 3.19 0.11 891 36.56 4526 7872 6271 6745 6124 7046 | 76.69 78.07

Coffee_Machine | 11.13 20.39 20.38 1843 3455 53.51 77.56 5793 38.69 56.74 49.34 | 60.68 60.85
Comb 0.00 0.00 000 0.04 008 0.01 577 003 213 1959 3599|4372 37.76
Cutting_Board | 2.79 0.69 2.19 457 1923 1597 0.00 2723 5440 6125 49.67 | 63.59 55.86

Dishes 130 228 1.73 515 1001 1577 6585 29.00 61.69 77.31 72.25|71.16 68.38
Doll 0.14 101 000 684 552 206 9.12 144 1448 1549 10.18 | 28.82 25.03
Eraser 0.00 0.00 000 0.00 000 0.00 000 000 1029 341 19.20| 3599 36.67

Eye Glasses | 0.15 178 0.65 048 296 9.69 7273 37.83 77.15 71.12 90.49 | 9552 9521
File_Box 1522 1548 2351 2695 3566 5342 6336 6291 66.86 70.03 73.19 | 7131 71.46

Fork 0.00 0.0 000 000 017 000 005 000 298 559 886 | 1491 14.34
Fruit 077 088 041 1.82 7.1 1144 5814 2236 4200 59.38 76.82 | 77.79 78.10
Globe 2548 2542 1680 37.32 4997 3295 7562 6477 6498 74.12 80.54 | 79.33 78.30

Hat 0.04 1390 246 1.66 341 623 4689 2434 3208 40.68 50.14 | 52.34 49.58

Mirror 0.13 1671 003 000 000 09 047 376 097 2389 117 | 2.61 230
Notebook 031 095 1.19 041 204 687 2477 7.09 4573 2523 52.65|64.35 63.36

Pencil 0.00 003 000 0.00 002 0.03 000 021 7.83 1381 23.23|39.72 40.72
Plant 1255 25.19 24.01 39.13 49.13 5249 84.15 6691 7574 83.58 86.05| 86.11 85.76
Plate 036 069 041 087 161 1654 3890 18.06 74.66 5851 94.49 | 96.05 95.99
Radio 0.07 013 214 002 185 339 481 3.18 1142 1058 16.00 | 16.58 13.37
Ruler 0.00 0.06 000 000 000 000 017 007 807 675 23.11 3820 37.26
Saucepan 21.64 16.14 11.19 2624 17.81 31.15 7349 3025 2475 4826 50.70 | 63.28 63.36
Spoon 0.00 0.00 000 000 0.10 020 0.56 121 545 9.08 17.86 | 22.30 20.90

Tea_Pot 7.03 1242 929 2150 3124 3485 87.60 7344 7646 88.12 88.04 | 91.11 91.24
Toaster 2.18 6.8 1051 512 486 1579 3265 2629 27.72 3577 24.27 | 3440 34.52
Vase 743 1793 11.02 19.63 3639 3334 6457 5235 5275 63.92 67.60 | 73.40 73.03
Vegetables 0.00 0.18 0.3 020 491 975 001 500 9.62 934 705 | 1400 1344
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