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Abstract

Point cloud registration is a fundamental problem in many
domains. Practically, the overlap between point clouds to be
registered may be relatively small. Most unsupervised meth-
ods lack effective initial evaluation of overlap, leading to sub-
optimal registration accuracy. To address this issue, we pro-
pose an unsupervised network Overlap Bias Matching Net-
work (OBMNet) for partial point cloud registration. Specif-
ically, we propose a plug-and-play Overlap Bias Matching
Module (OBMM) comprising two integral components, over-
lap sampling module and bias prediction module. These two
components are utilized to capture the distribution of overlap-
ping regions and predict bias coefficients of point cloud com-
mon structures, respectively. Then, we integrate OBMM with
the neighbor map matching module to robustly identify cor-
respondences by precisely merging matching scores of points
within the neighborhood, which addresses the ambiguities in
single-point features. OBMNet can maintain efficacy even in
pair-wise registration scenarios with low overlap ratios. Ex-
perimental results on extensive datasets demonstrate that our
approach’s performance achieves a significant improvement
compared to the state-of-the-art registration approach.

Introduction
Point cloud registration is a crucial task in the fields of
robotics and computer vision. Its primary objective is to
align multiple point clouds through appropriate rigid trans-
formations (Agarwal et al. 2011; Schonberger and Frahm
2016). This process finds widespread applications in areas
such as 3D map reconstruction, object detection, and au-
tonomous driving (Wong et al. 2017; Deschaud 2018; Zhang
and Singh 2014). However, achieving accurate registration
becomes challenging due to factors like occlusions, differ-
ent viewpoints, and inaccurate scanning (Deng, Birdal, and
Ilic 2019; Qi et al. 2017b).

In recent years, with the discriminative representation
capabilities of deep learning, deep point cloud registra-
tion methods have garnered increasing research atten-
tion (Tombari, Salti, and Di Stefano 2010; Yang et al. 2017).
These methods focus on supervised learning of rigid trans-
formations, requiring a large number of real ground truth
transformations as supervised signals for model training
(Pais et al. 2020; Fu et al. 2021; Ali et al. 2021; Wang, Li,
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Figure 1: Our method exhibits consistently superior perfor-
mance across all four datasets through the utilization of min-
max normalization.

and Fang 2020). As a result, the training costs escalate, hin-
dering their practical application in real-world scenarios. To
address these challenges, various approaches have been pro-
posed. For instance, STORM (Wang et al. 2023) proposed
a structure-based overlap matching method for local point
cloud registration, detecting overlapping points using struc-
tural information and generating precise partial correspon-
dences based on feature similarity. However, the network
structure of STORM is complex and requires effective su-
pervision, leading to poor generalization in real point cloud
scenes. RIENet (Shen et al. 2022) proposed an unsupervised
point cloud registration network with reliable internal evalu-
ation, consisting of a matching refinement module and an in-
ternal evaluation module. However, it fails to handle partial-
to-partial point cloud registration effectively.

In our paper, we present an Overlap Bias Matching Mod-
ule (OBMM) suitable for most point cloud registration tasks
and propose an unsupervised framework for partial point
cloud registration based on this module. Specifically, we
use the output of the feature extraction module as the in-
put to OBMM. After passing through a differentiable over-
lap sampling module, we detect common points in the point
cloud using point-wise features to generate partial corre-
spondences. We employ the point cloud structure repre-
senting the overlap region along with point-wise features
for bias prediction, obtaining matching coefficients for the
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overlapping parts of the two point clouds. These coeffi-
cients are used in the weighted SVD for rigid transfor-
mation estimation. By fusing global features and locally
sampled estimates, we construct a neighbor map match-
ing module to merge the discriminating matching scores of
adjacent points to clarify ambiguous single-point features
and achieve reliable correspondence recognition. The en-
riched multi-neighborhood information effectively promotes
the construction of the matching graph and provides high-
quality correspondences.The experimental results are pre-
sented as shown in Figure 1 for demonstration. Our contri-
butions can be summarized as follows:

• We present a plug-and-play Overlap Bias Matching Mod-
ule (OBMM) consisting of an overlap sampling module
and a bias prediction module. This module can effec-
tively analyze the overlapping regions of point clouds in
a structured manner and compute bias coefficients.

• We introduce a neighbor map matching module that ad-
dresses the ambiguity in single-point matching. An unsu-
pervised point cloud registration network is proposed for
partial point clouds by integrating with OBMM.

• Extensive experimental results across a variety of bench-
mark datasets consistently demonstrate that our method
attains state-of-the-art performance in registration.

Related Work
Point Cloud Registration
Recently, deep learning has been successfully applied to the
point cloud registration which can get the rigid transforma-
tion in an end-to-end manner (Fischer et al. 2021; Sarode
et al. 2019; Gojcic et al. 2020; Choy, Dong, and Koltun
2020; Bai et al. 2021). There are some supervised meth-
ods for point cloud registration through good initial judg-
ment (Lu et al. 2019; Yuan et al. 2020; Sarode et al. 2020;
Huang et al. 2021). Following the soft matching map based
methods (Wang and Solomon 2019a,b; Mellado, Aiger,
and Mitra 2014), RPM-Net (Yew and Lee 2020) uses the
Sinkhorn layer to enforce the doubly stochastic constraints
on the matching map for reliable correspondences (Li et al.
2020). proposes an iterative distance-aware similarity ma-
trix convolution network with two-stage point elimination
technique for point cloud registration.Additionally, there
are some end-to-end unsupervised point cloud registration
methods (Kadam et al. 2020; Feng et al. 2021; Li, Wang,
and Fang 2019; El Banani, Gao, and Johnson 2021; Huang,
Mei, and Zhang 2020; Jiang et al. 2021). (Yang et al.
2020; Groueix et al. 2019; Fischler and Bolles 1981) em-
ploy cycle consistency across the pairwise point clouds for
points matching, which cannot be trained directly on the par-
tial data. RIENet (Shen et al. 2022)introduces an internally
assessed unsupervised method for point cloud registration.
However, its performance is suboptimal for aligning partial
point clouds with low overlap.

Neighborhood Consensus.
Recently, efforts on neighborhood consensus have been
made to establish correspondences between images (Aoki

et al. 2019; Qi et al. 2017a; Li, Pontes, and Lucey 2021;
Kadam et al. 2020). Those methods first build a 4D corre-
lation tensor, then employ the 4D CNN on this 4D tensor
to achieve the neighborhood consensus (Yang, Li, and Jia
2013; Chen, Hung, and Cheng 1999; Le et al. 2019). Since
the 4D tensor are inherently contains neighborhood informa-
tion, the convolution filters can capture patterns in the pair-
wise matches of two neighborhoods. However, the opera-
tions used in images cannot be directly applied to disordered
point clouds. Based on neighborhood consensus, we develop
two modules to obtain accurate correspondences and dis-
tinguish outliers for robust registration (Phillips, Liu, and
Tomasi 2007; Bouaziz, Tagliasacchi, and Pauly 2013; Segal,
Haehnel, and Thrun 2009). Since point clouds are disordered
and irregular, it cannot directly achieve neighborhood con-
sensus on point clouds with the operations used in images, so
we design two modules suitable for point cloud with neigh-
borhood consensus (Rusu et al. 2008; Rusu, Blodow, and
Beetz 2009; Tombari, Salti, and Di Stefano 2010). Among
them (Yang et al. 2020), with the sparse convolutions and
two-stage correspondence relocalisation achieves less mem-
ory consumption and more accurate localisation.

Method
Given a source point cloud P = {pi ∈ R3 | i = 1, ..., N}
and a target point cloud Q =

{
qj ∈ R3 | j = 1, ...,M

}
.

For partial point cloud registration, our proposed method
performs feature extraction to generate per-point features
ΦP and ΦQ as Figure 2 shows. Global features are con-
structed as overlapping representations TP and TQ by
OBMM, while predicting coefficients α for the bias distri-
bution of the two frames of overlapping point clouds. By
fusing the overlapping representations of point-wise fea-
tures and global per-point features, we build a matching map
M . Using the neighbor map matching module, we calculate
the relationship coefficients between the target domain and
neighboring points, and weight the discriminative matching
scores of neighboring points to merge them into the match-
ing graph, thereby obtaining a more reliable corresponding
matching map Mr. With this, we predict pseudo-target point
cloud Q′, and through an internal evaluation module, obtain
confidence scores wi for each pseudo-matched pair in the
target point cloud. Finally, we incorporate the bias coeffi-
cient α as an input to the SVD process for solving the rigid
transformation {R, t}. This iterative training process contin-
ues until a predefined threshold is met.

Overlap Bias Matching Module
This paper introduces a novel approach utilizing a differen-
tial sampling mechanism within an overlap bias matching
module for partial point cloud registration. The proposed
method comprises an overlap sampling network based on
Gumbel-Softmax and a bias prediction sub-network that es-
timates the current overlap parameters.

Overlap samping. Given the source point cloud P and the
target point cloud Q, in order to enhance the discriminative
nature of the learned point-wise features, we employ multi-
ple densely connected EdgeConv layers for feature extrac-



Figure 2: The overall pipeline of OBMNet. Given the input point clouds, It first extracts the point-wise features. Through
overlapping sampling, we determine the overlap between the source point cloud P and the target point cloud Q. Then, we get a
bias coefficient α by bias prediction, which is applied in the subsequent SVD computation. The subsequent neighbor matching
module refines the point-wise feature representation, yielding Mr, which is utilized for generating the pseudo-target point
cloud and determining rigid transformations {R,t} in conjunction with α.

tion, yielding per-point representations ΦP ∈ RN×D and
ΦQ ∈ RM×D, where N, M represents the number of points
and D represents the embedding dimension. These represen-
tations are then utilized as inputs to the overlap sampling
module, which serves to identify the overlapping regions
between point clouds P and Q. The details of our overlap
prediction module are illustrated in Figure 3.

The overlap sampling module relies on a differentiable
sampling mechanism. By integrating the feature represen-
tations of two frames of point clouds and constructing fully
connected layers with adapted channel sizes, we obtain class
probabilities π = {π1, · · ·πm} . Given the Gumbel noise
samples g1 . . . gm drawn from Gumbel(0, 1) distribution and
the class probabilities, we can compute a categorical sample
z as follows:

z = one hot

(
argmax

j
[(gj + log πj) /τ ]

)
, (1)

where the parameter τ controls the sharpness of the categor-
ical distribution.

We compress the feature representation ΦP of the source
point cloud, aligning its dimensions with the input class
probabilities, with tensor size tailored to the structure of
the original point cloud. Furthermore, in the network archi-
tecture, we replace the arg-max operation with a soft-max
function approximation, rendering Gumbel-Softmax differ-
entiable. This approach ensures the continuity of the opti-
mization process. Then a distribution indicative of the latent
overlapping structure within the input point cloud can be

generated, leading to the visualization of overlapping sam-
ples. The sampled points Qo, Po and their corresponding
point-wise features ΓQ,ΓP ∈ RK×D yield the following
outcomes:

{Qo,Po} = gumbel softmax (π, τ) · {Q,P }, (2)

{ΓQ,Γp} = Up( gumbel softmax (π, τ)·{ΦQ,ΦP }), (3)

where Up denotes Up-Sampling, and K represents the num-
ber of points sampled from the distribution. It’s important
to note that each sample is independent. These K samples
represent the overlap between P and Q.

Bias prediction. In previous point cloud registration al-
gorithms, most SVD computations primarily focused on
the pseudo-correspondence relationship, while overlooking
the bias relationship between two point clouds. To address
this, we introduce a secondary neural network that takes
two point clouds as inputs and predicts the bias coeffi-
cients for the current iteration. These coefficients are then
used as weights for the overlapping correspondences dur-
ing SVD computation. Specifically, we concatenate the two
point clouds to form a (2N, 4) matrix, where the fourth col-
umn indicates the origin of each point (from either of the two
point clouds) using an extended column containing 0 and 1.
This constructed matrix tensor is fed into a series of fully
connected layers comprising the point network. To ensure
that the predicted α coefficients are positive, we employ a
softplus activation for the final layer as Figure 4 shows.



Figure 3: Given the feature inputs ΦQ and ΦP, we first blend the features from two frames, which is achieved by construct-
ing fully connected layers with channel dimensions adapted accordingly. This process yields class probabilities along with a
temperature parameter τ , which are then employed as inputs for Gumbel-Softmax to derive a distribution describing the latent
shared structure within the input point clouds. Finally, we obtain a representation of the overlapping region through sampling.

Figure 4: Given the input overlapping point clouds Qo and
Po , we concatenate the feature tensors through dimension
extension. This involves augmenting the fourth dimension
with columns containing 0 or 1. Afterward, a fully connected
layer is utilized to produce the overlap coefficient α for the
two frames of point clouds.

Neighbor Map Matching Module
Point cloud registration methods based on feature matching
often utilize individual point feature distances as scores for
constructing matching maps. However, non-corresponding
points with similar point features can mislead these meth-
ods into making erroneous correspondence estimations. To
mitigate this issue, the neighbor map matching module ad-
dresses the problem by aggregating discriminative matching
scores of neighboring points, thereby enhancing the clarity
of ambiguous single-point features and enabling robust cor-
respondence identification.For each point cloud pair pi and
qj , we calculate their point-wise matching score with the
normalized negative feature distance by calculating the in-
dex src idx of k nearest neighbor points for each point in
the input point cloud P as below:

M′
i,j = softmax ([−Mi,1, . . . ,−Mi,M ])j [src idx, :],

(4)
where Mi,j =

∥∥Φpi − Φqj

∥∥
2

denotes the euclidean dis-
tance between the single-point features of points pi and qj .

Given the matching matrix M
′

i,j as input, we compute

Figure 5: By utilizing the indices of the source point cloud
and the target point cloud, combined with a matching map
M. The result Mr is achieved by weightedly merging the
matching scores of neighboring points to refine ambiguous
singular point features.

the indices tgt idx of the k nearest neighbor points for each
point in the input point cloud Q. Using these index ten-
sors, we gather features and reshape the collected features.
We then calculate pairwise distances between these reshaped
features, resulting in a weighted distance measure D, which
is defined as follows:

di,j =

M∑
pi∈P,j=1

∥ gather
(
M

′

i,j , tg t−idxi

)
∥22,

Di,j =(1/di,j + β)/

 M∑
j=1

(1/di,j + β)

 ,

(5)

where di,j represents pairwise distances between the col-
lected features. The symbol β corresponds to a very
small value, typically set to e−6 in practical applica-
tions.Based on the estimated point-level matching scores,
their neighborhood-level scores can be computed by weight-
ing the corresponding scores of the surrounding points:

Si,j =
Di,j

K

∑
pi∈Npi

∑
qj∈Nqj

M′
i,j , (6)

where Npi
denotes the k-nearest neighbor points around the

point pi, Nqj
for the same reason. The high neighborhood

score means the surrounding points consistently tend to have
large matching probabilities and vice versa. Based on the



fact that the real correspondence usually owns the high
neighborhood similarity while this similarity for incorrect
correspondence is prone to be low,we can effectively exploit
this neighborhood score to identify the non-corresponding
point pair. Finally, the neighbor matching map can be for-
mulated as:

Mr
i,j = softmax

([
−Me

i,1, . . . ,−Me
i,M

])
j
,

Me
i,j = exp (γ − Si,j) ∗Mi,j ,

(7)

where the refined feature distance Me
i,j is negatively related

to the neighborhood score Si,j .and we design an exponential
function to control the changing ratio. The hyper-parameter
γ controls the influence of the neighborhood consensus. The
process is shown in Figure 5.

Loss Function
In each iteration, we can obtain a set of pseudo correspon-
dences and their corresponding inlier confidence w. Then,
we employ the weighted SVD on the pseudo correspon-
dences with w and α to estimate the rigid transformation
{R, t}. Under the unsupervised setting, we construct the fol-
lowing unsupervised loss functions for model optimization.
Global alignment loss. We first exploit the alignment er-
ror based loss function to train our model. To handle the
partially-overlapping problem well, we integrate the Huber
function, a robust loss function insensitive to the outliers.
The Huber function based overall alignment loss can be for-
mulated as:

Lg =
∑

p′
i∈P′

ϑ

(
min
qi∈Q

∥pi
′ − qi∥22

)

+
∑
qi∈Q

ϑ

(
min

pi
′∈P′

∥qi − pi
′∥22

)
,

(8)

where P′ denotes the transformed source point cloud with
the estimated transformation and ϑ is the huber function.
Neighborhood agreement loss. To prevent the model from
becoming trapped in local optima, we introduce the robust
KNN-based neighborhood consensus loss along with the
spatial consistency loss, aimed at further mitigating the im-
pact of outliers. By selecting the k pairs of points with the
highest weights determined through overlap prediction, we
acquire overlapping point clouds: X ∈ Rk×3 and Y ∈
Rk×3. This enables us to formulate the neighborhood agree-
ment loss using the transformation {R, t}:

Ln =
∑

xi∈X,yi∈Y

∑
pj∈Nxi

,qj∈Nyi

∥Rpj + t− qj∥2. (9)

Spatial consistency loss. In order to further eliminate the
spatial gap between the pseudo target correspondence and
the real target correspondence for each selected xi ∈ X, we
exploit the cross-entropy based spatial consistency loss to

sharpen their matching distributions as below:

Ls = − 1

|X|
∑
xi∈X

M∑
j=1

I
{
j = argmax

j′
Mr

i,j′

}
logMr

i,j ,

(10)
where I {·} denotes the indicator function and we use the tar-
get point qj with the largest matching probability to estimate
the real target correspondence. By improving the matching
probability of the “real” target correspondence (Mr

i,j → 1),
the resulting pseudo target correspondence tends to further
spatially approach to the “real” target correspondence qj

well. Finally, we utilize a comprehensive loss function as
below to optimize our model:

L = Lg + Ln + Ls. (11)

Experiments
Experimental Settings
Datasets. We evaluate our method on ModelNet40 (Wu
et al. 2015), 7Scenes (Shotton et al. 2013), ICL-NUIM
(Choi, Zhou, and Koltun 2015) and KITTI odometry
datasets (Geiger, Lenz, and Urtasun 2012). The Model-
Net40 consists of 12,311 meshed CAD models from 40 cat-
egories. We use 9,843 models for training and 2,468 mod-
els for testing. 7Scenes is a widely used benchmark regis-
tration dataset of indoor environment with 7 scenes includ-
ing Chess, Fires, Heads, Office, Pumpkin, RedKitchen and
Stairs. The dataset is divided into 296 samples for training
and 57 for testing. For another synthetic indoor scene ICL-
NUIM, we first augment the dataset, then split the dataset
into 1,278 samples for training and 200 samples for testing.
And the KITTI odometry dataset consists of 11 sequences
with ground truth pose, we use Sequence 00-05 for training,
06-07 for validation, and 08-10 for testing. We form the pair-
wise point clouds with the current frame and the 10th frame
after it.
Compared methods and evaluation metrics. We com-
pare with traditional methods including ICP (Besl and
McKay 1992), FGR (Zhou, Park, and Koltun 2016). Be-
sides, we compare with deep methods, including super-
vised DCP (Wang and Solomon 2019a), IDAM (Li et al.
2020),RPM-Net (Yew and Lee 2020) and STORM (Wang
et al. 2023), and unsupervised RIENet (Shen et al. 2022).
We evaluate the registration by the mean absolute errors
(MAE) of R and t , which are anisotropic, and the mean
isotropic errors (MIE) of R and t used in RIENet.
Implementation details. Our model is implemented in Py-
torch. We optimize the parameters with the ADAM opti-
mizer. The initial learning rate is 0.001. For ModelNet40
and KITTI, we train the network for 50 epochs and multi-
ply the learning rate by 0.7 at epoch 25. For indoor scenes,
we multiply the learning rate by 0.7 at epochs 25, 50, 75 and
train the network for 100 epochs.

Comparison Evaluation
Analysis. We compared the registration performance of dif-
ferent methods on the ModelNet40 dataset under scenarios



Model
Same Unseen Noise

MAE(R) MAE(t) MIE(R) MIE(t) MAE(R) MAE(t) MIE(R) MIE(t) MAE(R) MAE(t) MIE(R) MIE(t)

ICP 3.4339 0.0114 6.7706 0.0227 3.6099 0.0116 7.0556 0.0228 4.6441 0.0167 9.2194 0.0333

FGR 0.5972 0.0021 1.1563 0.0041 0.4579 0.0016 0.8442 0.0032 1.0676 0.0036 2.0038 0.0072

DCP 1.3405 0.0075 3.4980 0.0070 1.7736 0.0093 3.8657 0.0090 2.7653 0.0137 5.7763 0.0279

IDAM 0.4243 0.0020 0.8170 0.0040 0.4809 0.0028 0.9157 0.0055 2.3076 0.0124 4.5332 0.0246

RPM-Net 0.0051 0.00005 0.0201 0.00006 0.0064 0.00014 0.0207 0.00014 0.0075 0.0000 0.0221 0.0001

STORM 0.0037 0.00002 0.0341 0.00005 0.0052 0.00004 0.0415 0.00008 0.0067 0.00016 0.0248 0.00014

RIENet 0.0033 0.00004 0.0210 0.00005 0.0059 0.00004 0.0228 0.00011 0.0069 0.00014 0.0230 0.00016

Ours 0.0013 0.00001 0.0190 0.00003 0.0016 0.00001 0.0192 0.00003 0.0048 0.00014 0.0221 0.00015

Table 1: The registration results of different methods on ModelNet40.

Model
ICL-NUIM 7Scenes KITTI

MAE(R) MAE(t) MIE(R) MIE(t) MAE(R) MAE(t) MIE(R) MIE(t) MAE(R) MAE(t) MIE(R) MIE(t)

ICP 2.4022 0.0699 4.4832 0.1410 6.0091 0.0130 13.0484 0.0260 4.7433 0.9174 11.9982 2.5732

FGR 2.2477 0.0808 4.1850 0.1573 0.0919 0.0004 0.1705 0.0008 1.6777 0.0352 4.0467 0.0762

DCP 5.7619 0.1762 8.8611 0.2561 3.6518 0.0243 10.0324 0.0557 4.3207 0.0402 8.1679 0.0817

IDAM 4.4153 0.1385 8.6178 0.2756 5.6727 0.0303 11.5949 0.0629 1.6348 0.0230 3.8151 0.0491

RPM-Net 0.3267 0.0125 0.6277 0.0246 0.3885 0.0021 0.7649 0.0042 0.9164 0.0146 2.1291 0.0303

STORM 0.0311 0.0017 0.1068 0.0057 0.0304 0.0002 0.0354 0.0001 0.6624 0.0147 2.0765 0.0512

RIENet 0.0492 0.0023 0.0897 0.0049 0.0121 0.0001 0.0299 0.0001 0.8251 0.0183 1.8754 0.0414

Ours 0.0210 0.0013 0.0664 0.0038 0.0053 0.000034 0.02304 0.000068 0.5237 0.0103 1.5884 0.0393

Table 2: The registration results of different methods on the indoor scenes and outdoor dataset.

Model
ModelNet40 KITTI

MAE(R) MAE(t) MIE(R) MIE(t) MAE(R) MAE(t) MIE(R) MIE(t)

ICP 11.67 0.16 23.04 0.33 15.37 12.65 39.67 30.10

FGR 4.74 0.062 9.53 0.128 17.23 1.3348 38.85 3.004

DCP 3.76 0.059 7.01 0.062 10.24 0.388 22.09 0.864

IDAM 7.02 0.110 14.86 0.233 18.09 0.8958 34.85 1.742

RPM-Net 0.97 0.0064 3.12 0.0071 3.94 0.0976 7.26 0.305

STORM 0.134 0.00058 1.43 0.0017 1.27 0.0237 3.25 0.0867

RIENet 0.174 0.00062 0.88 0.0043 3.19 0.0664 5.15 0.177

Ours 0.057 0.00026 0.62 0.0007 1.05 0.0195 2.85 0.0574

Table 3: The registration results of different methods on
ModelNet40 and KITTI with overlap rate of 0.58.

of “Same categories” , “Unseen categories” and “Noise cat-
egories”, as shown in Table 1. Each source point cloud, de-
noted as P, in the training set, is transformed into Q us-
ing randomly generated transformation matrices. It can be
observed that as an unsupervised learning approach, our
method achieves the smallest errors among both traditional
and deep learning methods.

We validated our approach on various real-world datasets,
including ICL-NUIM and 7Scenes for indoor scenes, as well
as KITTI for outdoor scenes. Following the data processing
in RIENet, our model shows promising performance in both
indoor and outdoor scenarios, as shown in Table 2. While

Model
ModelNet40

MAE(R) MAE(t) MIE(R) MIE(t)

OBMM+FGR 0.2714 0.0010 0.8236 0.0028

OBMM+DCP 0.8842 0.0050 2.1410 0.0049

OBMM+IDAM 0.0954 0.0008 0.1956 0.0009

OBMM+RPM-Net 0.0050 0.00004 0.0221 0.00006

Table 4: The registration results of different methods com-
bined with OBMM on ModelNet40.

the STORM method exhibits similarities with our approach
in certain metrics, our method boasts nearly 1/5 of its run-
time. The visual outcomes across four distinct datasets are
depicted in Figure 6.
Partial object registration. To validate the effectiveness of
our method in partial-to-partial registration, we conducted
experiments on the sparsely overlapped ModelNet40 and
KITTI datasets. By employing a truncation approach, we
generated point clouds with an approximate overlap rate of
0.58, where the point cloud overlap rate is defined as the ra-
tio of point pairs in similar spatial positions to the total num-
ber of points. The experimental results, as presented in Table
3, demonstrate our method’s capability to accurately detect
point cloud overlap and generate partial correspondences. In
comparison to other approaches, our method exhibits a no-
tably pronounced advantage.



Figure 6: Visualization of registration results on the ModelNet40, 7Scenes, ICL-NUIM and KITTI datasets.

NMM OS BP MAE(R) MAE(t) MIE(R) MIE(t)

✓ ✓ 0.0124 0.000035 0.098 0.000086

✓ 0.0058 0.000037 0.022 0.000103

✓ ✓ 0.0043 0.000028 0.022 0.000052

✓ ✓ ✓ 0.0016 0.000014 0.019 0.000031

Table 5: The results of different combination of key compo-
nents on ModelNet40.

Transferrability of OBMM. OBMM demonstrates impres-
sive transferability, effectively improving the precision of
various deep methods for partial-to-partial registration. We
integrated OBMM into FGR, DCP, IDAM, and RPM-Net as
an overlap feature extractor for point clouds. By predicting
overlap biases, we introduced bias coefficients into the sub-
sequent network to aid matrix transformation. The results in
Table 4 clearly illustrate the substantial enhancement in reg-
istration accuracy achieved through OBMM integration. Re-
markably, this improvement comes without significant addi-
tional runtime overhead.

Ablation Study
The effectiveness of key components. We conducted an
ablation study on the three key components of this model:
Overlapping Sampling (OS), Bias Prediction (BP), and
Neighbor Map Matching (NMM) modules. In the baseline
configuration, we concatenated the point-wise features of
the encoder and used them as input for the MLP, thereby
replacing the OS module and eliminating the NMM mod-
ule. The baseline model was trained using our unsupervised
loss function. By incrementally adding these components,
we obtained results for different categories on ModelNet40

Loss MAE(R) MAE(t) MIE(R) MIE(t)

Lg 2.0456 0.9888 74.2689 5.6725

Lg + Ls 4.8653 0.2195 14.8652 1.1569

Lg + Ls + Ln 0.5237 0.0103 1.5884 0.0393

Table 6: The results of different combination of loss func-
tions on KITTI.

dataset. The outcomes are presented in Table 5. Notably, the
early OS module exhibits significant improvements over the
baseline. Furthermore, the neighbor map matching module
contributes to achieving more precise partial data registra-
tion results.
Loss functions. In our experiments, we train our model with
the combination of the global alignment loss Lg , the neigh-
borhood agreement loss Ln, and the spatial consistency loss
Ls. In Table 6, we train our model using the different loss
functions and present the results on KITTI. One can see that
with the neighborhood consensus loss and spatial consis-
tency loss based on the selected module, we can obtain high
registration precision.

Conclusion
In this paper, we propose a plug-and-play Overlap Bias
Matching Module (OBMM) and then integrate it with
the neighbor map matching module to construct an unsu-
pervised network for partial point cloud registration. The
OBMM comprises two components: a differentiable over-
lap sampling module and a bias prediction module. The
proposed OBMM has good generalization and can be eas-
ily integrated into most registration networks. By integrat-
ing OBMM and the neighbor map matching module, we



have devised an unsupervised point cloud registration net-
work. This network can maintain efficacy even in pair-wise
registration scenarios with low overlap ratios. Experimental
results on extensive datasets demonstrate that our method
achieves state-of-the-art registration performance.
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