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Abstract 3D data analysis and understanding based on deep learning is a research hotspot in the
field of digital geometry. Increasingly rich three-dimensional data, including single models and
scene models, encourages us to use these abundant data to effectively process and analyze digital
geometric models, such as 3D object classification, 3D object recognition, 3D shape retrieval, 3D
shape segmentation, 3D shape matching and 3D modeling. How to obtain the information we
need by analyzing large-scale 3D data is the key to solve tasks related to the fields of computer
graphics and computer vision. With the successful application of deep learning in computer
vision, it is imperative to extend it to the field of digital geometry processing. 3D data processing
method based on deep learning is data-driven. It is no longer limited to a single three-dimensional
model. Instead, a set of three-dimensional models is analyzed. Unlike image analysis and under-

standing based on deep learning, the key problem that needs to be solved of 3D data analysis and
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understanding based on deep learning is the diversity of data. Compared with regular two-dimensional
images, the expression of three-dimensional data is diverse. The current related work is mostly
based on the discrete representation of three-dimensional data. Different three-dimensional data
representation methods and different digital geometry processing tasks have different requirements
for deep learning networks. The method based on deep learning can extract feature mapping
relationships and semantic correlations between these three-dimensional objects. The characteristics
of the 3D model are learned, so that the attributes of the 3D model and the relationships between
them can be effectively derived. There are some methods including extracting high-level features
based on low-level features, structured representation of 3D data, dimensionality reduction for 3D
data, fusion of multimodal features, and the method based on manifold and so on. In this paper,
a comprehensive and in-depth review of 3D data processing based on deep learning is provided.
We first summarize the commonly used 3D datasets and evaluation indicators of specific tasks,
and investigate the 3D model feature descriptors. Then, starting from specific tasks, the existing
three-dimensional data analysis and understanding network based on deep learning is reviewed
according to different input data representation. Then we further summarize existing work from
the perspective of 3D data representation. Meanwhile, the comparison, advantages and disadvantages
of various methods are summarized. Finally, based on the research status at home and abroad,

the problems existing in the existing research are expounded, and the future development trend is
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forecasted.
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FE B AR)Z FRAE AR 5 38 o TR A )y e AT
R A B AR L R R R K AR g = 4
R 2 FHAERR AT T =i ARG R 5 40 K 5%

Fang 45 N F 2015 4 56 I B 4 20 ) 45 48 1
TIRERRIH AR 4T (Deep Shape Descriptor, DeepSD).
TSP B = A A A A R AR PO R AE 3R AT (Heat
Kernel Signature, HKS) ; Z Jig %f #5 B Ti & g 47 28
253 T #4847 (Heat Shape Descriptor,
HeatSD) ; fiz J& ¥ HeatSD $FFAEAF A I FE #f 48 2%
HI % A 2% 2 153 8 DeepSD. 1% J5 3 F 1T LT 3T
ML AR BE 2% 2] 45 2 BF 90 G i A R
AN RE 6 b 3 = 4 JU AT B4 19 52 A b 0 LI BE L
X = AR (1 45 44 A2 A A — Sk

Xie 88 AV7F 2015 3 FA 15 1 IR E A
I 15 2% (discriminative deep auto-encoder) #2H, 7 —
P =R & R R AR 2% 2 7 . HOB RIS RO
HKS FAE, I 4 HAE S A g i 2% 09 5 A Z 5 %
Fisher 3 5l b5 HE T 0 T B2 & )2 th #2200, %% 2 15
B = AE R QY RRAE s B 5 I TR B g i A B )2
A 22T A B 1) B ORI 1) A D B 25 R AR Y

R AE AR A

Ghodrati % N5 F 2016 4F48 ) T —Fh 2 9 ¢
27 2] J5 k. T 2 $ = 2 A5 B Y 3 KT /N I R AR
(Spectral Graph Wavelets Signature, SGWS) % 4 ,
Hrp o Rk 7 =B Rl G R AR5 5T |
I JR) BB 4R A VL BoF (Bag of Feature, F#4iE4%) 4E
ZRH 3 P 1A J2 AL $4 A AT L 9 HLAE BoF HEZL b, fil
JH R 8 29 38 26 1k 4 79 (Locality-constrained Linear
Coding, LLC) 75 3058 MRS AE 2 85 » 51 A XU A1
% (biharmonic distance) 3 & 15 BoF [] 12 [A] B9 25 [H]
KA s e Ja B TR A S i 27 > & 2 RRE B U
RN IR RS -l E g N = RV o R PR IR
AT

Dai 58 AV F 2016 4R 42 1 £ 7 35 L 804
9K 2y Y = 4EAS YRR AL 08 A R RRAE 7 ST HEZR. 15 G
57 R BE A A8 1 FA A% 5 AIE 5 38 £F (Scale-Invariant
Heat Kernel Signature, STHKS) 3§ iR £5 % 15 o5, fifi
F LLC g A B TH AL 45 3 = 4EBE R 1) 2 )R 367
BRI H 2 %) — 4 1% 2% ( Many-to-One encoder,
MOencoder) #— 2% ) 5 R R 4 85 R AE N =
2 5 fi 2 1 R AE 8 A FF. MOencoder AT R [R] 26
S AEREAY AR [R) H b i A () 28 = 4 45 B0 A )
H b o DRI e 26 1) R AE 38 3R 145 X6 = 4 452 78 25 4y
ARG EA G
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41,2 AEAAETT s

Su % ANV F 2015 AR TR T = 4E R R
M) 22 A K] 2 FR A 22 R 4% (Multi-View Convolutional
Neural Netwoks, MVCNN) , 7 4638 i #H AL = 4k
BERY 12 AN W] 00 A A5 21— ZH A0 I o AR 26—

)

o
D OB d L

N\
x=

FAS R f AR LTE 5 = TR AR 2

-

ZHEREG

J2H T 2 ® 2% (Convolutional Neural Netwoks,
CNNs) [ A o 15 3 5 T 00 & B R AR SR Ja X H gk
TP fb e, Z 5 1E M 5 — 2 CNNs i A, e &
75 3] F7 5 1 = 4 A5 R R AE R SR AF L T = ZE R 4y
oA 2 fR.

bathtub

desk

g

1
chair——
—

dresser [

Pooling

toilet /1

Z R EICNNZS 14 ESGIRR

B 2 T Multi-View CNN {8 = 4545 78040 7] 75 fa o)

Shi 8 A F 2015 4E4 H T T = e R L)
1155 IR FE 4 2 78 W 4% (Deep Panoramic, Deep-
Pano). 15 55RF B> = 2 AR e ff il 4 55 (& ) [T 48
H 3T 85052 158 — AU KL R e &tk sh iy
CNN's T $32 Pk 2640 18] 27 o = AE AR 1) I8 B2 R
SALGEHY CNNs AN[A] 32 9 46 76 45 FRUZ #1423 45 2
Z AT R R 1 de Rt AL J2 4 B 27 ) B Ry 4
FEXT F 3 e e B A A8 k. R 28 45 an 8] 3 .
A L8 A S YRR — 2 A R
W YERRL A S I T LA 3 i) RWMP
(Row-Wise Max-Pooling) .fcl Fil {c2 JZ 2 HL = 4k
BERVRRAE. Hoh , RWMP BB i A () 47 5k 1) J5c K
{2 o e 2SR (9 FRAE B 32 e % AN

B

bed =
chair i————

sofa -
table ==

# 3 DeepPano [ £ 45 4t

Bai % N\ F 2017 AR 4 T 3k F = 4R A AL 4R
MR R 51 % GIFT. R GPU fin i & 2%
P AL I R AE 4 B 3 5 55 — 8] HE S (the First
Inverted File, F-TF) Jii 3 # & VC Big i) 3 B L 45 & 56 —
18] HE e 8 (the Second Inverted File, S-1F) 34 %
PEAT LT BRSO HHE R R A R HE SO A A
TEWIE 15 28] T = 4R R Y JR 38 4 15 B GIFT
L5 R AN 4 B,

Guo % NV F 2016 AR T —Fh g 4 2B R
A= S R e [ B Y R R e A I % L OG  AE
FUE R CNNs Sk 22 2] £ X 2 90 [ = 2 558 30 & %
(A R = HE BT R AF . % J7 15 K e 4 TR R 5 (]
5P B IR A AR 25 8], HC rp R AIE 1Y L B A B B B
X LT PG B o SCARRL A B [A] — 28 1 R B A (R
KGR E N . T R R SRR ] —
HIRERE RN . T2 2 0 1 = e B R A 2 9l % 4o
AR B BT IE (] 8, HoAE SHREC2015 4
ST SR 25 IR B T O T A

Sinha 58 A™ F 2016 4F $2 T LA B 1%
(geometry images)” X — HE 2, F] F & FLUpf 48 W) 4%
2 ) U] R R AR A3 = dE R G P 28 3R 5K, 1%
J7 V58 SR = 4 S GE b R AR S R e Oy T
SrEiekim b A58 S80S M ERIE =4 M R G
LN AN TR NI AN N VR CD IO
AR B YR T s AR 5 R il R s HKS Sk f
= YERDRL Y JL AT {5 B AR 1% — 4k 18 18 B Ja 181



1 4 2R AR ST IR A ) 0 = AR B o B L Y TR ST AR A 49

AR P

m%@miﬁ‘

=iy
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res e
% F

\4

o . gg
r-i NES :

ﬁﬁmﬂ\=+

FrfH I P } :
 GPUME (@5%@5&}%“‘?’ il i
K 4 GIFT %5#y K-

B R 22 9 46 2 2] LA EHRRRAE. 72 TOSCA™ Fil 4000
SHREC2011 B8O 86 1 5 5o 4 5 90 JL o 414 e
Rl 05 5 0% 200 T M0 10 PR 2000 o L FL AT 5 B A —
A5 . V27 1 2 1 T 1 = e = P 0y
9 S5 6+ FL T L A 0 A 2% ) 0 24 ]2
S JUART P AT A T 2% 33 == 2k BURVREAE 2 5 44 I ]
i R (1) 22 35 B o1

W % A7 F 2018 44 i T — B T 45 4 D
S 7 O 5 9 AR 8 ey B o 2 26 e ] s
f TSk B R T A R R R K
150 25 B I . 76X = 4 BB AT R AR 1% e i

Ak B ARG A 08 S .

Wu 2 A\ F 2015 442 4 T 3D ShapeNets,
AT ERRAR R B Z R AR B s, 28
AR 4 BUR (5 & W 4% (Convolutional Deep
Belief Netwoks, CDBNs) ¥ = 4% I 32 R #E = 4
RER WA b — 4E 2 50 40 A BE 3L IR R AE =
YT N WA R 1,50 Sy 05 9K 5 fdf 46 AR A5
S o] SRR R 5 bR Z T K5 4 AL 3D
ShapeNets [ RIZEHELL Q& 5 fF7R. S 1 5 (4R
By — s HE R T — M ERE.

3D ShapeNets &R ) — A~ 35 5 A & L1y W H
S DT BE TE] o 4 T 1 58 B 1 = 4EAR 2R i AN 75 2]
B IR 1 288 1) A A 7 S St xR . B AN i g
T 3 ) 22RO TR B LR R AT = 4R W) A T IR AR
T2 B A ) B 1 = 4R 3R, DOk 3R 15 & 44
) = e TR AR. BRI Z Ah R W] LR X — S R (R R
Y = AR A SRR 55 71 58 S B 4. X il 5
TE 55 — AL IR Y 28 03RO AS 808 56 70 19 I fi 7T L e 45
J& 2 WL EEA AR >k 54T R 0. 3D ShapeNets #843 i
FHANE 6 s,

30

HINIDIAZE
¥ 5 3D ShapeNets [& 4% fE a0

NIRIEE
(sofa )

MR

—
1

>4

3D ShapeNets
* sofa? A
dresser? =» .e >
(O
~bathtub. .%r

WG R CRE )

TN 5
& 6 3D ShapeNets [ i FL*)
Li 28 NV 2016 4R3E T X = 4508 19 7 45
K4 FPNN. by T it te = 4 0k 2 384 K 96 57
P R) R, 32 5 K = T R OR iUR R g, R 4R



50 it "

Hl

F
&

i 2020 4F

R YEUE#% (Field Probing Filter) sk 2f S 4HE AU T
LR W 2 v 1) 5 2. 7E ModelNet40 %5 5 48
SR A5 R AR Wy 2 A] LR HRUE M Y 4 SR AR
FEIRAF S [R] B AT DA S 2 e/ 3 B e ]

Qi 55 AMTF 2016 AR —F R il B AT 55 1
A PR Z B PE 19 CNN W 2% fR 2 AE 20, W 2% i = A~
mlpconv JZFI— 2R AW H b mlpeonv 2
Tl ReLU EAZE) =4 convGEFD JZH /B H A
T2 BUR B A R AE 1T LA (R ) A B T il g ik
. B 7 omlpeonv NI TS BT 43 A=A —
A conv 2 1Y I8 B A6 B RN AE KDL RS — A

30

30

30

ml pconv mlpconv

ml pconv

(48,6,2;4848)  (160,5,2;160;160)  (512,3,2;512;512)

HEEZAS cono J2 WE TR HEOASE ZADAE =4
conv JZ BRI NFER R 1Bl ml peconv (48,
6,2;48;48) & H conv(48,6,2) +RelL U, conv (48,
1,1) +RelLU Fll conv(48,1,1) +RelLU =/ BIL4H
I e os Uk P 9 W R i P L < IV TN 2
W28 G5 A8 1Y AT 5 0 S R A Z4ERL AL, 58 L
LM RAL 55 A B 7 o 358 U BT 55 B
512X 2X2X2 [ DY 45k 5 ) 3 )l 512 ZEfy 25X 2 X
2=8 A~ I B AN 1] 5 BCE r KAT 55 LI A
SR 2 B 3 Ao T4 o el B AT 55 A A 8B 1k 4 U Y
(i) I, 7T LB b 42 40 > A5 8 114 R R R AIE £

(Tt~ I
g E
PR ;
o 1o ST
W B BRI )
SR N N (|
10 mHE
\_ 2048 2048 AT )

B 7 SIS B AT 55 Bk CNN R 2% 45 447

Riegler % \"*F 2017 4R 1 1 2 > i 4 #¢
R AR FORHESE OctNet, A] RLFE AN 5 i) = 2
TG BRI D0 T S B IR ) = e AR 2%, 32
SRR P A = 4R RO 04 B — A
R UANCE it ey I B i = U S S AN S
g R A0 Ay A KA 4 2 R 0 = 4 s ) AT R B
B35 B de I B9 73 B AL /N SORS I35 85019 R/ & A8 A
[l i — AL 3 AR A — 2 4 i n] RE R
H 21k 8" =512 MR, I H/NSUR 3 A -4y 5 A7
filf AL 5 R RFIE 27 . 2 B 45 A 8 SO A X S ) 245
g b T3 R T N = 2SSO 1) R g 1 BE % S B
A SR LA fil A

Wang 4 ™ F 2017 SE42 ) T JE T /A SUR 1Y
BB LM 2 (O-CNND T =40 R 89 0 #r . 107
LG ol i B e 4 Dy N SURE [ IS A\ SUR 1Y
I R 145 AT - 2035 10 45 R SR 5 fs 7 23k 1
HRAER O-CNN 45 (1 56 A 5 d ) il i = 4450 R
(19 28 B L5 L IR % ML R ATl A/ \ SR E 4 o
He T\ SUR 85 K 27 1) = 4ERCRL 5 2k T IR R LR 1Y

SRR 8 R L LA 28 R FLSCRE R i ]
TR R R R L A7 1R S T\ U R R 1
BERY. AT AR o 2 T /N SO 254 110 = 4 58 70 B4
T T H SR,

Bl 8 MRFRAE /N UG5 FR 1 = e A

O-CNN [4 £ [ 52 75\ USRI 254 L o iR 1)
N FH A BRI AL B SR TR A LD = AR R 1Y 2 )
R, Horp A ReLU o 8O 300 it (1 BN
B (Batch Normalization, BN) 3 i 2> W 2% 1)1| 25
e A A ] R 20 A S 2R A e o “ 4 B BN+
ReLU A" — A0 U, — A4 d J2(d T\
XHEEO B O-CNN W 2% £ 7R A O-CNN(d) , H
ESEAAE -



1 4

A BT IR 0 = 480U 43 B B 7 A 4 0k 51

ﬁA9U49U4719 e >,
38 3 SO\ SUR IR BE R L O-CNN ¥ 45 114

JEBC BN SURS ) B2 28 T O-CNN R 45 11 )2 KL
O-CNN Fif s B 45 25 44 Qi P 9 Jr .

15T ;
i’/ﬂjir'rﬂ =
j#ﬁ jﬁu uft
] 1 — — L e K |||_._.
- _H
=y %
BN (D) Y Y = 3 2 |

P9 e\ SURT I 25 BRI 2 100 2% 25

O-CNN FA% 0 2 F R\ SURE K B = 2 $c s
AT AR A I CNN S5 R /SR G i T -
T4 b SRE ST O- CNN(6) fy = 2 780 465 %
25 B0 AL TR Z 46 )2 PointNet 25 )5 2 (k2% 45

Y B E A GE R KL TE IR & JR T CAD
BRI 25k A LiIDAR & 845 5 RGBD AHAL 1) 414
S A TE. =45 = U5 o B R R e s
B JE AL HLES RN SE T H AT T 1 L S
FHam gk R BT S M %
He Xof 8 2 B0l AT 4 A AL B

MR SES N EEEEIFAZ— 8
FEFEAHLER R JE N ASTCF I s B A 5 L = 4

(R AL FR ok 7R . T R 2 UM 1 AN R DU I
HIEB G HES S LSS HIERER
)RR EROTE S RN ER. B, XK E
LA X J I A 2 B A Al — o Ak B B e f A
R JRE 27 2 ) 4% K A RE 85 45 B A RO FRIE. B T
S B O B 2O BB A i A YR R
Sl A Dy U] ) PR A R B AR R AL L R S IR
JE 2 S HESR R AT I — A5 Ab R H KRR k2 5 = 4
{5 B R AN Tl A0 3T 5 B OR ORI )L [N Qi A
NPT 20017 AEER T 7R S 2 BOHE b AT IR
2] M B HEZR PointNet, 3 T = 4 5 = 70 K5 Al
3. H 2 45 an & 10 .

mlp®4,64) mlp(64,128,1024 ) '
LN RFEA AL mlp(512,256,k)
il o o 3 z 1024
=% S semms | X T X | e | 7102 —
; ) = ) S JRRHAE k
i | i T
_ ' L SR
A 3%3 o 64X64
s i .
FLE RN SL 2[R nXm
e e i e
. ’ mlp(512,256,128) mlp(128,m) ZKHIMH
Sy

& 10 PointNet [ £& 45 #4 |&] 127

PointNet 4045 5 2 AF i AL 73 264% 55 i i
N =4 s W R AR A o3 FIAT 55 i i O 2 B sl iy
R BR A % T7 ¥ 0 O B ol T — A g B 18 X K e
B PR B A A 46 AT DL A7 o) B — 2 AL R
M 38 A A bR o T LR 5 00 %08 1 fE B
Ao F T L S DR BEAT 2 0 i Je i AR R X
8627 o B YO0 B B U A =48 o 10 2R R
FRAE T =4 = 25 .

i T PointNet i A5 3| 1 & =4 S = 2R
FEOEF R AT B 0 S A B AR R 2 S 9 — A s 25 (]
G ORI B T A B B RURR AR BN A R R B R
fiE. Jo kA5 3 B 425 8] b i S AR A A, BRI 1 ) A
L AR (R B BE H RN A 2k 3 S iz AL fE .
I, Qi & AP F 2017 AEH H T PointNet+—+, —Fb
X 2 B AT B R E 25 2 19 5 2 S HE SR L i
Ji kAR YT PointNet FF 716 Y [a] 1.
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PointNet+ -+ & J¢ i i Ji§ )2 25 (8] 19 B 525 B 5
P R 53 & ) R AR XL 4R 5 R PointNet
PRI 3 2 /)N 408 3 v 45 2] 9 JL Ao 25 44 1 &) 38 4
I 32 5 1 3% 26 JRy 5 4 AR i — 2P 43 T K T

RSN A Z RIS

RRER4Y4H PointNet  SEREFI434H PointNet

« I\ J
Y Y
SABEHL(Set Abstraction) — SAREH(Set Abstraction)

K11

PointNet -+ X £ & — 4~ 73 )2 B 45 14 it ok 1
PointNet 5 K i Ak (19 3 72 & R AR 215 B 5 80X
e T TR 2 2% 2 By [a] B 5] 40 - PointNet [ £%
ALK 1024 A 08 2o e K Ab A5 3 1A 50 FE XA~
AP aE KRB L5 E. 1 PointNet ++ K& —
g 1024 A i He 4 80— A 5 T e AR 40 23 ]
PR HEAT I3 20 F R 48 iy 120 15 8 ] PointNet
W 2 b i A Al k47 Ak B B PointNet ++ A LA
P AR R N P M AN U8 B — /N
£ 1 PointNet #474b BRAF 5] — A FFAE , e & 0] LA
F| M A% 4t PointNet 4b #1152 By R AE. 5 )5 75 H
—JZ PointNet {25485 3x M A FFAE I B R R, 15 5
A R R,

Li % NPV F 2018 4R T A o FRAIE 2% S HE 4R
PointCNN. & 5 i A Ji if sl = B 2 ) X 2
e 9K J5 5 F B R INACHE S B A R AE . Y i A
I e A AR A X AU X BE % AH N b 28 1k
FEIACHE S J5 B R AE I AN A8 i 45 A AT DU g A
RUBTEARAT B g T B FRAE o, W] B 45 AR AE 7 05
J U — A 3 25 o o 7 — B 2L

Hegde 55 5% F 2016 4542 1 —Fh = 4t 35 L pf
2 M %% FusionNet, 25 & = il (k £ Fom M2
7R 2 > = 2 B 0B i R AR . 3R 45 Lo B f
HE— DR EF R 0 RE R X EROTET
A=A BRI 45, 2 ) 5 V-CNN1, V-CNN2 i
MVCNN (3 F ALexNet" 3 7 ImageNet® |- i

I X HHEAT A T 7 AR SR AR AR DL b B
AT H B AR AT A SR B AE. PointNet ++
5 A B LA = 4 05 4 S G A B A 11
iR

BRSNS S R

e

— F — F — —
228

PointNet PointNet ﬁ*/l\lf

eI

el =S

PointNet

PointNet-+ [0 4% 45 ¥ & HAE 53 ) 5 4325 1 =

FTFHING) , =4 M4 4 PE 43 JZ (the scores layers)
Fl s P43 J2 70 R 30 288 000 150 00 i &5 0 ) ek 4l
G MG R AN El 12 .

e

%
V-CNN1
7 4
W
/\\\ ;
V-CNN2 £
/
VAN
e \
7N A
ﬂ \\\ \\
MVCNN o

q o
- D
‘‘‘‘‘ \y

& 12 FusionNet fill 4 % B/ 2% 15 5
Wy A 4 Y B 2 DR

Hrr, V-CNNI1 fil V-CNN2 J& F >k &b 3 {4 2 %1
P P45, V-CNN1 1 = 4> = 4 45 FUZ F 4> 4204
R H N A 2R EGE RS BRZE T
557 FH 0% 25 AR AT LA 4 30 R A A5 AU 1 4 3R DG 1 L OF
£ ReLU 25| A TAEL M. Wik 2 8t & 02 )
BN TCARAT AN 23 52 W B AU (1 KN, T I 25 4 o
Ji A BRI 60 5 1 ok Il 4k V-CNNI1. V-CNN2 5|
A GoogLeNet "™ [ 4] 4 B2 B , A5 He 7] LA P 42 A5 [+
KN FRAZ AL 25 2R fuff 99 25 AT LA 27 ] 3 AS [] R
JEBYRRE. V-CNN2 H 95 A 3 A 1 ) 46 85 e fn— A~
GBRZE WA 2R AR

Bu 88 AP F 2017 42 1 T Rl & 2 B FRAE

@ ImageNet. http://www. image-net. org/



1 4 2R AR ST IR A ) 0 = AR B o B L Y TR ST AR A 53

7735 B T B — AR S Re ). RS R
J2 1) Y A AR 8 0 2% AR 46 RRR B8 15 7 T 248 53 ] 41 T
SRR AL A5 B AL S SRS R RS il
SR S 5 4% (Deep Belief Netwoks, DBNs)

JUAa 5 AE FNHL G AL P 24 ) 5 )2 R AE. s 4
oI 2k 9 52 FR 3F /R 2% 2 HL (Restricted Boltzmann
Machine, RBM) 3 % i A [a] 52 25 2 18] 1 1% Ji2 AH 56
PR Z I E R A AN 13 R,

g\ kh @

h ‘e
P
&> |
2 S L
YRR AR

JEDBN

e :

~ ™
......................... e . |
L ETREMEERR

l

L JUHE

0000000]

3D MMF

£

7 T

Bl 13 R 20 A R B A

BEREAE LT =40

(D BT R IE 2 ). 15 a8 = 4E B 3%
NILZ MK 5 T K T CNNs 78 1 55 5L 58 2
SR AR W AE 0 P R AE B2 BCRE 7 5 BT AT X L
Z W E £ Y25 CNNs, 7] DL B = 2 850 280 7 0 o
FHALE.

()BT I RE . i TERBHAA
i 2 A0 F% A28 1 10 5 OF R AR BUE T R 2 K
Zerh S B YA s b T S RO TR R T
YIZRRCR. G, i H] CDBNs % 22 2] JUf F#1E. 5
Jols = AER LA Ry 75 B i A B CDBNs H1 i iR R
TE L8R 5 252 ) = YRR LA s

(3) ZHISFRIERL A, LA L BEE 4 T LA 2] =
YRR RYAS W) 7 1 A9 65 5L . 6] DBNs SR 13 3 B 4111
1R RN A N FR Z 0 i JE AL AR AT (High-level
Visual Descriptor, HVD) fl & JZ JL{a #i A 75 (High-
level Geometric Descriptor, HGD). 8% J5 ] FH RBM
A4 PR R 2 1 = 2 R AR R AT O HK 47 4 L AR Lk
TR AR U G ) HA AR YRR AE R AL R 2
N 3D ZHAHEE (3D Multi-Modality Feature, 3D
MMEF).
4.1.3 ARUETTE

Masci % NP9 F 2015 4E48 8 TR 250K LW
T b, 552 B 22 B 2% (Geodesic Convolutional Neural

Networks, GCNN) , & 45 #2825 CNN ]
F T AR L B AR IE . GONN B A8 2 5L T 4% A b
0 JRy ER N b R ST, DA OR 4 BB — AN R N B
SR 5B A ik 45 IR Y DB B As R HE T R
LR BRAE. Horh UB B R MR PR B AL E 1 R
Boe A 1y 7428 &l 2o 2 23X S0 i OR f /N AR
SEAT 55 WY B 2% bR B TERE B R 3 I A A B R
(44 2 DL B GONIN ) I 4% &5 1 43 31 4t 1] 14 Ca)
B 14(h) P, HSe B 25 3R R WLl GONN 22 2] 1%
) 00 = 2 AR A 0A AT RE AT S0 T = 4R AR A R
1155 .

Boscaini 25 AP F 2015 44 GCNN py3Emt |-
P& T T R BB 15 45 BRI 2% 2 2] T AR B 1 R
R R AT AL H L TR PR A3 A L B A
WA SR AT EAHE T T 4R I — S A P 2 A
AT JRIERAT Ry AR 5B BT A ) 00 AR 3R O ik 4
— IR AR B R BRI A B T AR
PR 2 AT 55 B 2K

Cohen %5 A48 1y 7 3R T4 B 28 9 45, 7]
12 3t 73 A BRI RIS O AN 25 52 30 il T 2R B Y R .
BRI CNN B A 51X e 4 i« % A8 "Rt B IR
LM 2 o7 ) B N R R AL &= 5 A E B R 2P e
¥ ZOr AR SRR 2y 2R ST 5 B E T OHATY
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BRI
i BRI
B9 8O
s B H j(_"
ﬁ ‘o8 8ot
: o
" o ile) -
% 2o
: : K f—
B . :
L 8% oL 4 L
‘ ./;\;‘:g.w " | | | 11 fQ ]
A ONM Y iR RelLU WA okl QY

(b

14 GCNN Jaj Ff 00 45 A b 22 14 ) 2 DL % 1) 2% 45 4

4.2 5E
4,201 HETRZ R AR 4 T 2 R AE 1 O ik

Guo % AP F 2015 442 H i Fl CNN O 3E if
AN ) 1) = 4E A S A Dl e A A% 8 - Lt 4
TE T3 #0408 = 4E BBz A BE ) A 2 1Y Il 3%
J7 vk e B L B AR e LA R AL A A il R
(Curvature, CUR) | & i 43 43 #7 4% fiE* ( Principal
Components Analysis, PCA) . JE Ik B & g 5
(Shape Diameter Function, SDF) ., Py fill 17 5 g5+
(Distance from medial surface, DIS) . 3¢ ] 3 f5
B (Average Geodesic Distance, AGD) JEMR ETF
SCREAE™®) (Shape Context, SC) 1 Jig %% P 5 ¢ AEH
(Spin Image, SI) , 3% & R¢ fiE 4 Bl — 2 ¢ Ak J B
HeFn = HEMIRR B E 0B =M . AR5
CNN MARZRHAE b2 ) 43 3 B B 3 A 00 = 2
FRAE. o J5 A% G 00 A0 58 125 208 = A Tl b 28 1Y
Jay T2 BE L 5 L = R AL I 4 R L SR a5 R R
W 32 05 VA AR AR 8 - L3 R AIE RE A5 S A 80 HL
Fe g 1) 23 BIROR S AH %07 2 AN REAR 4 b 3831 9K 40
o3 B = AEREAY P RN A3

4.2.2 JAEARAETT

Khoury % A" F 2017 4F 48— Fh H TR 25
AL s 1 JRy B LA Rf AL 7 ) J7 15, %7 I E G
2] [ 58 1 JR 8 L AT AR AIE 1) 2 4E 0w L AR5 I 2k
— DIRIZE W 2805 3 AW U6 e i A — > B2 B BR
JUBLAG 25 (8], 4R 15 B 20 1Y 55 % JLAA) ¢ i (Compact
Geometric Features,CGF).

Su % AP F 2018 4E4R H —Fh H T B &
(R TR T 2 2] N 45 84k SPLAN et. 3% 7 32 1 FH i i 1)
Wi FHJZ (Bilateral Convolutional Layers, BCLs)
VA A i P 3k 2 22 5l 5 1 2R 5 ) 45 A AU TE R Y
i FER 23 b 00 A BROR DR R0 O A iF R 19
W 25 ) LS S DT 52 303 J22 25 ) SR RRAIE 2 T L DA
KRG M = AEHE R, (= Ao RS IR A5 IR
SPLANet R84 &b SE B 15 25 Ab #.

Atzmon 2 AP T 2018 4E42 5 —Fh CNN i
T = 1 548 L 4 W 4% (Point Convolutional
Neural Network, PCNN). %, i = b (¥ R ECTE S
] By R e R R EREG R E R IES ARG
FRONE ] 132 R B8 d i FEH 25 SR BR 1 1] il 5 i 0



1 4 2R AR ST IR A ) 0 = AR B o B L Y TR ST AR A 55

i 3 F EUZ 0 b5 CNN RIS I 2 B8, 50 360 2
R T VL e A R X = e BB E 47 40 H), BAE
SHERIRL O3 RAT 55 vh UL BE AR A B T R

AT PCNNF , Wang £ AN F 2018 4 4%
Hh AT LA 3R RO % 45 4 AL B s AT BRAE I S e 2
AR G AR BT 1 5 U A 3% 25 ) 5 R 1Y
SRR SRR B HZ 5 2ok 2 2T BB R 451 . R
LR SR R R BT R M. L A EEX E N
FEE S5 0 = 4 B 55 DA RS 3 7 55 ROt
KIEF AT 55 ERuE T HA RO

Huang % A" F 2018 44 —Fh St F Z WA
BRI 2% T DLA J8 ) Y i T A TR AR A IR A .
T3 ¥ 8 e UL e R 09 JE 2X AL 3 = 2 455 1Y 1) v 4 A
[ SR I 38 2ok A R o o3 B = AR B 4y 1 A W X
FFK H 3l A LG U B R N B R L B 2 45 e
A S g i 22 RUBE 1Y) JRy i PN 2 R AR S ) % THD A
WO TIATZRE, TR E RN 2T
245 2 1 J5 0 AR AT RE AT RO I ] T = 4R R 7
55 v, o RETE OG5 UK I 54T 55 h AR AR 4 1 RIOCR.
4.2.3 AFIEFT

Poulenard % A" F 2018 45 4 H 1) 22 1] I 4t b
22 W 2& (Multi-Directional Geodesic Neural Networks,
MDGNN) 52 B4 T2 1 15 2 4% 55 F OCHE J7 1] 45 2,
AT S 47 il A7 4 A ] 5B X Bz O 2R o DA 3R A5 B 4 1Y)
Ak T
4.3 RH/ A

Maturana 2§ A" 2015 4E42 1 T TS24k
For I 1 = 4k 45 R 28 [ 2% VoxNet. H 32 2R
T B AT R R AR IR R X AT
TR, A R0 4 3 2 S5 4R A L B 44459 B A AU R AIE. TE
PRI AT 55 b . VoxNet 845 58 B HL 8 2% 2 J7 %
B T AR 4 A9 SR, VoxNet A RIS HEZR A 15
JiR.

Hrp,Cono(fod ) TR KNK d W f A
¥ I3FH A KR 55 Pool Gm) 3678 A6 X 3% m $E47 M
s Full ) 7m A n AN I 42 1 42 )2

Song % ANMYF 2016 442 H £ X RGB-D B4
= AR ARSI B T s % O R = 4R R AR
R A E = 4 X3 1R 4% (Region Proposal
Network, RPN) 2% ] JUa[JE R Hr 5% 42, OB RPN
iy & G- B M 2% (Object Recognition Network,
ORN) ] LA $i B = 4t JUAn 45 il A1 — 48 231 43 e Ak 3%
D7 el sk Y 2R A A [/ ROBE ) RPN ORI 1 52 i =

\ 4

. (L
>, 32X32X32

\4

X |

v HR32,5.2) < i,
14X14X14 U
T mmGa e 0

6X6X6 [

\ é‘kﬁﬁims) %
% EER(K) i T

& 15 VoxNet [ &% 45yt

HE) FAHER) ORN ke Ak 225 Fh /N 1 ) 14 52 5 45
SRR LT A HER A P i Tt Ak B RS A LY
Depth-RCNN" HI{L G5 T 4R 1 sh Jy i g 2.

Hueting 5 A" F 2017 4F 2 Hh 78 i 38 14 &5
TR MR 9 7 1 SeeThrough %75 1: 75 TR A |
OO = HE AR R I A W R R LR R g b
e GRS L SO £ R i
SeeThrough 5 G0 I 7E B 92 % N 1 B & 18 B3I 2%
R P22 I 245 o 4 B 4 S B IR B A T A B =
A fe e W 1A A BB B SR 5 S 8T N R B = 4E 37 58
I P2 R W) ok M B T ke ik phe ok 2 e ) Ak 22 T
4 R B L % OZ R R R T E R IR
F187 BB 30 7 5 i 494t A ) B ARG G B ) I A o i
Yk

Izadinia % A\ F 2017 4E 42 ) Im2CAD £5¢.,
TLHE RO K 2 CAD 5B 54 e & gt
PG b 4l 23 19 3 5L 0F HLJ2 t VEOHE T vh A R A
B = GERIAY A . % R G AR A 16 BR. %
T3 A ) ARG I 8 4 P AR B X o (e 1L R
TR CHR R R AR AR TR S,
Faster-RCNN" R B /) 4% 38 13 LA R WA~ 2 B k17
R < 57 R W AR DS 1 AR S TR B B A2
TR AR 28 A 3 58 1L AR 8 b 1 ) A A U
% .
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o

FRCN

A

JUTHRFIE

ShapeNet

, oy
e cop M

B

BRI 55

L
- | s 9 4
Yl

Sl LA

B CADFRR

16 Im2CAD &% i fi l&l o

4.4 ER/ER/ER

Kar 8 N5 F 2015 4F 42 H DL R AE Ry di A1)
o g c iy D K R R B TR | B TRUUN IO R S
S A LSRR ) — 2 RS R A 2. 5D YR Il 17
JIE 7.2 2 A G S A A v R i 4 v R AU
ARES B Gl 1k B %o BT IR S 6 A e b
R 0 455 TR e A A 5 DA T S B = 4 i

“»
“pd D

— wmaE | =R
4’ 4’
AR Q»

2. 5 DR

TP A

Bl 17 =R e R

EAE LT =4

(D Wrta A, &Sm0 50 &5 i Py i B
I A6S 5 F9 A0 A O 2 L I VO R 28531 A % EE 491
(10 SAE P 2 ST A L B A TS I 30 I S 9
PR E 58 BE . AR 25 78 WU 1A 32 SR AE 9 3 A IO 3 4 2%
P52 550 27 S 13 2 P22 AR (mean Shape, S).
e P EIERAR A T f) R A A O i 3
1 FHE A H G

@) FEARHED. wrtafe)s @ B Er S.V I
7R -

min Etol(gqua)
SV (11)

subject to; S'=S +Ea,‘kvk
k

KR ALTEALE o (W IR AL 00 LA K T A A BLBEE
SRR VB8 W88 AR A0 D) . A A 2 SRR AR Bl
AR P AT A LSRR B AR A L
SCHUBLRY [ o R R EE

(3) AN ERIEAR AN, AR L 5 5 A0
Ot IR 2 T 1) 8 T LA R IR A e SRR R A7 L S A
5 G b AR 4 5

Fan 88 N"Y F 2017 48 42 7 A5 4 2 10 ) 4%
PointOutNet, 5% 3 HUHE 18] 3 17 = 4 5 4l FC ™) 2%
i AJ2 B 5k {8 (RGB 5 RGB-D) » i 3% 181 £ Al 4
W7 A A 5L R = s (A R Y AL T R
BTN SRR

Wu 2 A\ F 2017 4F 32 ) MarrNet, 5 55 )\ RGB
PG S W) A 1) L R 2 R4 g 2 181, SR JE A 2. 5D
F R A D SRR B ) R RO — SO
FKRBCEB R TH I = 4ERE AL 5 2.5 4 B KX 5F.
MarrNet 25 Kl 18 .

Li %8 AUV 2017 AR 4R b 3 03 05 42
2% (Recursive Neural Net, RvNN) [ H ah 4 i 25 . 7]
PITEWIA Z 4B AR Z 0] 34T 25 M TR & . 1% 07 4
I TR A AT R0 20 A1 Jmy e S 1) 55 028 1) e 4 T
A 8 % i M 455°%) (Generative Adversarial Network,
GAND HE — 25 8 % Fir 2 2] 19 B a] B S5F , DA 5 s 2L
X B 45 R AT R FE . R AR S AN IR
A LA KL BE ) JUART 22 5 5 A = 2R TR B JIHS

Tulsiani & N7 F 2017 4E4- H— 24 ) HEZE
M 3 A ) = YRR R T R X GOk R B IR AR
%7 3 3 TG W 2 2T il 2k CNIN RE % LA NI 8
e 14 T U S5 ] PR R TR A e = X &L L AE B A
P A5 v HE A 10 52 26 3R W92 7 125 B A= Ik il T IR 1Y
4 IEAER PR AL BT 55 Ik 17T A

Wu 55 N9 T 2016 AR5 G 14 2245 FH 0 46 26 A
XFHE ) 28 52 M = 4 AR 8O0 Bt ) 2% (3D Generative-
Adversarial Network,3D-GAN) , 52 Bl M 2 2% [8]
A Z AER ALY 32005 kb 2R e S AR A A
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(a) flitt2 54EREE

(b) it =4EfIR

18 MarrNet [ £ % #4165

R (] B = AR e LSS A A 275 BB
L CAD R 1% B0 T X B AL AT RAE IR R = 4
T S 0] g 0 0 A A ) = A A TR A A A
SEAGERY IR 25 RO ) B A A L DA AR 2R A 1Y
WG, 2 0 25 R 3R W% 07 125 BB AT AU AE i = ZE A
B BT H AR B ok = AR ) A L O O R A
P& I = 4 A YRR AR L BB A RCH T T = A AL )
KRR A 5. Smith A 255 GAN ik Js
% WGAN-GPY 1 3D-GAN #2111 T 3D-IWGAN,
RE A% A= A0 At e o A Y = 4EAR AR, [W] I )1 25 2o
BmFa . Gadelha 48 N7 PrGAN, 76 4 i
S 53] s 50 S AR B A A OB B ) 55 L I
b A 2 RGO DS T . DT S8 30 D) 58 42 TG
(0 5 A = e A

Han % \MYF 2017 4R 48— Rl ik 2 =4 658
BRRFR W T BT ESA T 2GR
(3D Fully Convolutional ,3DFCN) #1 K 45 #1212 I
T A fE e (Long Short-Term Memorized Context
Fusion module, LSTM-CF) 3 i l A1 5¢ 3% i A A
56 R BB 4 )R 25 4. AR R B gk = 48 CNN
(patch-level 3D CNN) iy i 73 HF AR R KR 41T )5
PSS A AL 52 18 o 3] I 1) VK 52 4 JRy 45 AL AR TR R A 1

Han % A" F 2017 4R 48— A3 F IR 2 )
18y = 2 N TG R i i S A AT R e HG R R R EE [l
I 28 DN 45 e PR T 1 = A SRR, ] A AT X
B f = 2 NI R R AT 2 o FOAE 2

Kelly & A" F 2018 4 3% 4 ) FrankenGAN
I PR GANs AR B g BEA LA 2075, AT 5 31
6 XA 7 ] ER B 8 5 b BB 179 2 500 A 3R L 7Y
Hay At ELA S 1Y S8 R T 4 5

Wang % AN F 2018 4248 3 T [ 38 1y /A X
15 BB 22 R 2% (Adaptive O-CNN) L %75 34 1l
o T 51T 0 XS W R AR R M A N SRR
I AP 180 X AN [ J2 5 s A 1 = 4R TR R AT A
B ARAG S i 1 = 4E R 5K, T B A\ SR AL i
IRy = A4 ff B i BE A= 0B R B A Y R R R L [ I
BT A7 fith e o SR R 5 AR

Niu 28 A7 T 2018 A2 19 Im2struct fE
MK RGB B iR 52 = 4B IR 1 4548 1% 05 Bk
SHERRFIR W Z A KIT IR A & L 4 R
I 3l i B i AR rh U] 25 R 20OR RS i 41K
P A B 5 R A2 25 O R 0 A L OG AR B 3% G
AR FRAE » DT AT d5c 28 1) = 4T AR 544

Zhu % NV F 2018 4E 4R H SCORES A ASE#L
H i A T 450 5 R = AE R 3% 07 et A L
A A R RY L IR 5 I 5 G ) s 19 4% R AT 5 4544 4
B ) W) T R TR SR AU RS — 4
REAG 0 BB AR 74544 . R e 2 005 i = 4R A A,

Wang % AW F 2018 4R 42 3L F B 5 B &
% 2% (Graph Convolutional Neural Network, GCN)
) Pixel2Mesh, # ] M i A BIAR Hh $ B0 H3AE 8
Tk 32 T T T s 3 73 1) A 3K A of AE R TE B 1Y) = 4R TE
AR5 DT S5 B i 2] ity 4 DA R 5K OR (0, [ 5 i i = A P
DA IR 1Y) = HERE A = 2 AR R IO 32 AT Y L
], 327 e T 2 DA /B 1 TV T Bl kL 2 )
W U 43 A 30 Jpe AR R M 1 62 8 O A i 1) A% K B
I T50 A58 AT S 0 Jmy #4075 DI ZRad F o i 0
T2 1) FH O 4 2 R 249 TR A s TR AR AR JE S A
BT 2% (the chamfer loss) 2 B8 R 4% T0 &5 19 67 B
IEER AR (normal loss) 44 i 15 78 2 17 3k £ 1 — X
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P, $ 3 Fr W7 1F W) 4k (Laplacian regularization) {4 £
TE S TE 0 (8] RH 4B T 55 7 AH XA B AN AR, DL il & K
B 1IE Mk Cedge length regularization) P 1 5 % {H.

5 BRFMRHEEARLRES

B SR Bh 1y TR AR B = TR R Z ] LA L &
P FNTE SCOG FR rh 47 T Ok B 2 A 0. IR ARk
R 8 22 Y BIF 50 S 1R TR B 2 2] BOR ] T = 4
s 0 o B 5 R ORI T — R M e A
B SCERA A 28 45 IR BB 2% 2 O3 B B — AR 55080 7 1%
RO e BE Ay b s AR 8 R 1 A R B kR TR)
K .
5.1 BEFHEIREE) A

AR S BT IR 2R S Iz Af T = e AT Ak
PR AR e B PR RE S WA T AR AT SR A ARV
ZXEB S PR A LU LA

(1) ik Z FMARE I B 27 > YR 1 B0 4R

R 2 2] $ R 78 AR Ak BEATUR T 32 1 O B
SRR I HEZ R 2 — R R ER B R R 1Y
L ) 4 ImageNet %548 45, 4 14197122 % &
18O, B 3D FHE B A5 LA S R OR 1 i FRAT
AJ DAAR AR Bk 8 22 1 = A B (0 B N
SCAS G AR AR . BN - B R Y = 2 A5 A
$dii 2 ModelNet ¥4 % Fl ShapeNet ¥4f 5 & i
KA Zy 300 T3 ABEAL, G /> T BB R . TR/ =
AR A U 2R B R IR BB E AR AR A 5 R A i
A WARMER HZ AL B e B 4R i 2 IR 2
SRR B P RE & HE. X TR E AT 55 b IR B A )
AU G5 AT AT 5 B AH QAT 55 M B 48 thn - 3 & Ak
JGIR) R, A 7 I R 500 Bl 5 3 S Y i B e
BObR i 1) = 2 37 55 500s A /D Sl 1 i 1A A B
M FEIE S AR Z A TR e R EAIRE
M REE AR, BOAR HRTA — L8 = 4ERE R R 1 ) 5k
TEAH T 304 | BRGSOk Bk 2 LU 8D, el 7 g =
AERERIIG T 7 1k KA T 2 ) = AR BRI 2591
Yk B2 H AR TE R — > ]

(2) ZYEE R FIoR ) 2R 5 51 Ak

AHAE T 5 T B 2 2 1 R o0 A B g 2 T %
JE 2 2] 1 = 2 B5CHI o B P OC SEEAE T A B I R
Ak YRR A 28 (RO S HUN i 7T DL He Xt
Foo: AR A A = s 1 Rk oA 206 H
BRI SC TAEZ B T i iR R (Z K AR A=
85D AN TR 3K 5 ¥ R IR B 2 ) ) 2% 1 2R AS ).

XF T 2B % T 1 e f = G A A o Y S5
A% 3 4E B R TR U Y 0y s kAT Ab B
AL LA A T B A B R AL BT ¥ H AL B2
WL 7 vk 3B A7 - MVONNE 28 3 PR R IR R
2RI s BT DL R K TR R DG b B0 7 AT
Jig, RIKs —4EdT e 3 =4 ) 402k 4G R ERAE Y
Ji& o =B R %2R 07 2 S R AL BT AR
2L, H AT AL 3R K 2% 84 VoxNet [3D-
GAN'S S5 = AR () (R R 3235 R B S 4 10 T £
M ARAT B AH B T 568 ) 0 Jm BRAE S 3 o 7 123 68
FHAL R PR = e R 2 B TR, BT A g
BE T Mgk 00 TAE, i O-CNNS 45 33 2K 07 il
DL R0 5 R TR 0 T v TE A 38 i 43 B R = 4k
B e u] LAY /D B ) 0 2 TR) 9 R (EX 2RO ik I AR
JE AT SR 4 AR ) Ak By i R B = 4L 9F L
X F B4R 5 AR AR B B i AR 2 s 2 AN R AL
MNFHm M TR BATL M, BN S s 75
FUEFRE e W B Mz 8. Half — L1
P S 5 BOHE B 4% 40 PointCNNEY | PointNet!” |
PointNet -+ 25 H 4033 Fh B 122 4 #1 = 4 52 A 1)
T VEATE SR A /b AR ME 4 T e 2550 b %o = AR A4S TR 1) R AR
PEATHEFE S B T U B 2 20 452 R A6 B0 JL AT b 3 F0
3 BT AT I, P S R

(3) = HE TR B 2 2] W 28 I 5 3k R AR

AR I A AR P AR TR 2 S 8 TE AR K
TS — 2 B o] 5 2 45K ) I i ] 0 R B
W7 M GRAERT fe A . B T AR B ik R
LA 114 28 7 7 35 B AR AT DU 2 — 26 5[] R[] 9
FE o (H AR T SCAS TG R BAATS SR + 4 B XA
LT GPU [Pl & J& FR AT 2] T — & R )
G2 At ARATY IR T 0 T R DRI 2 A A A ) 4%
I v R = AR 338 O =X ] o Bl 3t
R TR B 27 > I 2% o DA TG iff te = A A5 R0 | 2 ) AR E
R (18 ] TS A — A (B O T 1 IF 98 P4
5.2 RRED

MR A — 2 B4 1 52 2% 0 DA B i R i e ) ) S
FEAELU T REBS

(D) 5] ATHE LT JUA A ¢ 38

JIT A =2 TUAnT b 341 1% ] 50 e il o 3 5 L L
(EZE ok SITIN G T 1 e [ 1 v ey
V) H ) 2 T L g = A X A S 7R 2 50 31 0 ) 1y
TSR AT DA AR BORE R 6 Ry A TLART PR . DA i
S () Y A2 4% ] A Ak 3] A AR A 3 4
T 200 LI = 4B B SR 7 AR e 4 — 4 K



1 4 AR SE T B A W SRR o T B DT IR DT S SR 59

B R S EZRBEENILAGER JFHRET =
Y FE IR B4 JRy TR 4 Sy 45 F . A TR) T = 4 AR A 45 5
WL, JU AT PR — R ik 1) 26 1 S 80 fk. = AR
PR AE B — AN ARl T BG4 357 58 2 A% 7 B
Y 1 TR B AT DAOR B = AR S i LS R JF B
RE 0% B 122 (5 B0 10 R BB 2 = I 4% HE 28 5 1 L AT &1
QAR I = 2 BT R A, 52 18080 T 1 L ] 452 784 17 4cb 3
540 #r.

(2) fil A 2 BG5S = 2T AR 00 5008 3K 3 O

YRR AT 5K 5 2% A6 X R IR A A
BERAAE RS SR ) BRI AL B 1 B
2RSS B Rl A 1 ) 4 A SR T DA 28 i Jm B R
Fon e A0 = YA B0 23k A B RRE B AN T
A A B RS A E A B . BRI S b,
BT SRR 0 7 R T B RO HR A
N JUART 2 SCRNBCF IR B B 3 Fho vk 1 & B 45 1
LA 55 IR 7 1 ik . 00 ] 32 485 A0 34 405 WO 2t B A5 A 4
AT Al G DL RAE b 5 R v o] 35 8 A R AR
B — 2 TR AT

(3) fil A 2 50 H R TR B 2 ) I 48 BF 5%

BT URBE A 2 (1 = e R oy BT R AR AT T L
BT D5 3 2 B R Bl 114 o 3 2o R B 2 T 446 T LA
F 32 2] = 4E R0 1Y FR AR 5B 0 T T B A A R 4
(o ke a3 FL B 3R A A TR B 2 2] 5 iR AT TH R — A
SRR A RS BRIE FERE. 2 SRR R
JE IR B 2 ) BEAT = 4 b 3800 5 7 bl LARR
FEI6 K S AR S R ) TS A
BRI I8 P 22— Fn AL 5 F T8 R AE
TR AF 5 U 2 SRR AT 45 B BT T AR EAT 55
AT LUK A B 2 56 U A B 45 b, R
A /N TR B B /D I 4% 0] B 0 M L i 7
YR AT S5 L BT RLKS R 2 3 S i U B
YRR B A FER AR AT 4 A A
FA 8 SUAF AR 24 380 1 — 8 19 3 38 L 454
2 0] LU —3 43T 55 - 15 B [R) (0 R AE . #E — SE 058
o7 FH HR S R B 2 2T I 455 i i ) AR R AR L A A —
Fof 5 1) 2 T DL PR 3R 010 L 9 G o 4% i 2
Yo R G4 o o 0T 0L o L 2 TR ot 2 ) 2% AT A1 75
HARIBIO.

6 B &

B2 E ) iz B P B AL G 5 &
b RN A SR VE AL P AR R T ARk . BOR B 22 1Y AT

5 11 BA K TR B2 2% 2 i T 8507 T LA A 3 5 5 A
THEHMROR. AR SCEER T3 F IR 2 S 1) = 45K
23 B 5 B (0 I 5 BOIR A A 1 [ 8 R T e 4.
IR AT 55 K I = RS AG R /43 25 L = ZE
R I 7/ R S TV 1N VR O W= Wi
A MR = e R 19 20k Oy =0 R TR Z R AR R
B 2R AE R 7 i ARAE ik (R R LS = %) IEA
fE 5 3k GE TR M 0535 - A 48 7 Ab PR ) i A%
P 2R IR W IR BE 2 2] W 2% AR G e T H Al ik 7 il o
0 R R ) R . (1) = 4 i o 0 AN R PR T IR
] BRI PERE AR B K AR LA O AR
R A U 2k 15 AR AR X AE S 2 L e iR 4R b
(2) AR T 4t EAR , = 4R 2 2 B 5 = 45
Tt 1) 2238 B AR G L FEAE R TR B 2 2 B g A Z T
it 20} FCAYORE 7 Ay Ak 3L ol B 6% A Sy I 285 1) e %
A R B T = e 2 A R Sk i IR i HLAR
[ 1) & 38 st 2 1 0 4 1 25 0 22 505 (3) H
A B = A IO 7 R 2 T AL TR 1) B[] AR R FE
XF T o BE R S AR BORAT SR AR A R BT Rk
IR, % a3 E A . (1) 5 A B U A 56
FRIE W5 = Gl BOH [ 2 ) — 4k Y [ AT DL B R R
T IRAE B Z )5 AT UL #%08 A AE R B R b 307
s (2) 2 G Bl B 1 = 2 58l 0 i B, T DA
AR T = AR FHAS [R) (0 R B 2 2] N 4 i A 2
2] 5 B B RRAE HEAT Al A A R 2 I RR AR A R AT
T = 4E ik SCH G 555 (3D K5 30 AHH al A =
YETR 2 2] W 46, 24 = 4R EE B AN R L AT LSS SR
SRR AR Z FRAE L PR R 2 R R AT R R A
fIE27 2 AT LATE s e ok 4006 19 [ B 2 o) 1 J2 R AR T
X TR AT 4 ] DB o R £ BORn = 4k 5k
I [F) B SR — A T 2% 1) i & e & 1 A AL A 3
B R

2 % x M
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