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Abstract

Text-driven 3D reconstruction demands a mask generator
that simultaneously understands open-vocabulary instruc-
tions and remains consistent across viewpoints. We present
LISA-3D, a two-stage framework that lifts language-
image segmentation into 3D by retrofitting the instruction-
following model LISA with geometry-aware Low-Rank
Adaptation (LoRA) layers and reusing a frozen SAM-3D re-
constructor. During training we exploit off-the-shelf RGB-
D sequences and their camera poses to build a differ-
entiable reprojection loss that enforces cross-view agree-
ment without requiring any additional 3D-text supervision.
The resulting masks are concatenated with RGB images to
form RGBA prompts for SAM-3D, which outputs Gaussian
splats or textured meshes without retraining. Across Scan-
Refer and Nr3D, LISA-3D improves language-to-3D accu-
racy by up to +15.6 points over single-view baselines while
adapting only 11.6M parameters. The system is modular,
data-efficient, and supports zero-shot deployment on un-
seen categories, providing a practical recipe for language-
guided 3D content creation. Our code will be available
at https://github.com/binisalegend/LISA—-
3D.

1. Introduction

The ability to interpret free-form natural language and
ground it within three-dimensional environments represents
a fundamental challenge at the intersection of computer
vision, natural language processing, and 3D reconstruc-
tion [3, 10, 19, 23, 28]. This capability is essential for
applications ranging from interactive scene editing [29]
and robotic manipulation to augmented reality content cre-
ation [24] and embodied Al systems [28].

Recent advances in the Segment Anything family [4, 12,
18], particularly SAM3D [25], have demonstrated remark-
able capabilities in producing high-fidelity 3D reconstruc-
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tions when provided with accurate segmentation masks.
However, a critical bottleneck remains: the quality of the
input mask fundamentally determines reconstruction qual-
ity, and language is seldom translated into pixel-accurate
masks without expensive 3D-language supervision. Exist-
ing approaches place off-the-shelf mask proposers in front
of SAM3D, but treat every image independently, failing
to exploit multi-view coherence available in RGB-D se-
quences. When multiple views are processed in isolation,
the resulting masks exhibit inconsistencies that propagate
directly into corrupted 3D outputs.

Instruction-following vision-language models such as
LISA [13] and Sa2VA [26] offer powerful open-vocabulary
visual reasoning, interpreting complex natural language in-
structions to produce segmentation masks without being
limited to a fixed vocabulary. However, these models were
designed exclusively on 2D image-text pairs with no mech-
anism to ensure geometric consistency across viewpoints.
When naively combining LISA with SAM3D, this lack of
multi-view awareness becomes immediately apparent: as
illustrated in Figure 1, mask inconsistencies across view-
points translate directly into reconstruction artifacts such as
floating fragments and incomplete surfaces.

This observation motivates our central research question:
Can we retrofit a 2D vision-language model with sufficient
geometric awareness to reliably feed SAM3D, while keeping
both the VLM backbone and the 3D lifting module frozen?
Freezing these components preserves rich open-vocabulary
knowledge, avoids expensive full fine-tuning, and ensures
SAM3D’s reconstruction quality remains intact. We answer
this question affirmatively by introducing LISA-3D, a novel
two-stage architecture that bridges the gap between 2D lan-
guage grounding and 3D reconstruction through geometry-
aware adaptation. As illustrated in Figure 1, our framework
consists of two sequential stages: (1) Geometry-Aware Se-
mantic Reasoning, where a fine-tuned LISA model inter-
prets text instructions to locate target objects across multiple
2D views with enforced consistency; and (2) Mask-Guided
3D Lifting, where SAM-3D aggregates these consistent 2D
cues to reconstruct explicit 3D entities without additional


https://github.com/binisalegend/LISA-3D
https://github.com/binisalegend/LISA-3D
https://arxiv.org/abs/2512.01008v1

-

N
LISA Model (Shared Weights)

Vision LLM Decoder
View A(L4) Ba;';:);ne 7 [ Fu
Text &
LoRA
J

Instruction T'

( N
LISA Model (Shared Weights)

View B(Ip) polision || LLM || Decoder
F F I dec
enc
Text r
LoRA
Y,

Instruction T’

-

Mask M 4
ﬁ Input
Image
l (

Relative Pose
PA%B —>

Mask Mp

Input
/—j Image I

Text
Instruction T

~N

Multi-View . .
Consistency Loss Fine-tuned Lisa Model &

Lyve
Accurate

Mask M

SAM-3D
(Frozen)

)L 3D Mesh )

(a) Training Stage:Geometry-Aware Tuning

(b) Inference Stage:Zero-Shot 3D Lifting

Figure 1. Overview of LISA-3D. Our framework operates in two stages. First, geometry-aware LISA receives multi-view RGB-D pairs
and text instructions, producing consistent segmentation masks via LoRA tuning and differentiable warping supervision. The geometric
consistency loss enforces that predictions on different views agree when projected through known camera transformations. Second, the
predicted masks are concatenated with RGB images to form RGBA prompts for SAM-3D, which reconstructs Gaussian splats or meshes
without additional training. This decoupled design preserves the open-vocabulary reasoning of LISA while enabling faithful 3D recon-

struction from natural language alone.

training.

The key innovation enabling this architecture lies in our
training paradigm. Rather than relying on expensive 3D-
text paired datasets, we propose a self-supervised geomet-
ric alignment mechanism that leverages the physical laws
of rigid body motion as supervision. Specifically, we ex-
ploit the multi-view consistency constraint: if a model cor-
rectly understands the 3D structure of a scene, its pre-
dictions on different views of the same object should be
geometrically consistent when projected through known
camera transformations. RGB-D sequences naturally pro-
vide the necessary ingredients—camera intrinsics, extrin-
sics, and depth maps—enabling differentiable warping op-
erations that enforce cross-view agreement without requir-
ing any language-3D annotations. To implement this effi-
ciently, we adopt Parameter-Efficient Fine-Tuning (PEFT)
through Low-Rank Adaptation (LoRA) [9] modules in-
jected into the attention layers of LISA. By freezing the
pretrained weights of both the vision backbone and the lan-
guage model, we constrain the adaptation to approximately
1.1% of the full model’s parameters while still achieving
substantial improvements in multi-view consistency. The
LoRA modules learn to modulate attention patterns in a
way that implicitly encodes geometric awareness, produc-

ing masks that remain stable across viewpoint changes.

Our training objective combines two complementary
terms: a standard 2D segmentation loss that maintains the
model’s instruction-following capability using ground truth
masks, and our novel geometric consistency loss that pe-
nalizes discrepancies between a model’s prediction on one
view and the warped prediction from another view. By dif-
ferentiably warping probability maps using depth and cam-
era parameters, we create a self-supervised signal that en-
courages geometrically coherent outputs without requiring
additional annotations beyond what is already available in
standard RGB-D datasets.

In the second stage, we leverage the consistent masks
produced by geometry-aware LISA to guide SAM-3D re-
construction. Following the input protocol of SAM-3D, we
format the visual prompt by concatenating the original RGB
image with the predicted binary mask along the channel di-
mension, creating an RGBA representation that explicitly
isolates the object of interest. This mask-conditioned lifting
approach allows SAM-3D to focus its reconstruction capac-
ity on the target object, producing clean Gaussian splats or
meshes that faithfully represent the language-specified en-
tity. Crucially, SAM-3D remains completely frozen—we
use it purely as an off-the-shelf lifting module, demon-



strating that high-quality language-guided 3D reconstruc-
tion can be achieved without retraining the 3D component.

The decoupled design of LISA-3D offers several prac-
tical advantages: (1) it enables reconstruction of multiple
3D entities from a single scene by simply varying the text
instruction; (2) it maintains the open-vocabulary general-
ization of LISA for novel object categories and complex
referring expressions; (3) it preserves the reconstruction
quality of SAM-3D; and (4) the lightweight LoRA adapta-
tion makes the approach computationally efficient, requir-
ing only a fraction of the resources needed for full fine-
tuning.

Our main contributions are summarized as follows:

¢ Geometry-aware LoRA tuning. @ We introduce a
reprojection-consistency objective that aligns LISA
masks across views by differentiably warping logits us-
ing depth and camera intrinsics.

¢ Mask-guided SAM-3D lifting. We reformat the pre-
dicted masks into RGBA prompts and feed them to SAM-
3D without re-training, enabling faithful Gaussian or
mesh reconstructions from natural language alone.

¢ Comprehensive evaluation. On ScanRefer and Nr3D we
outperform LISA fine-tuning baselines while using only
11.6M trainable parameters. Qualitative demos (Figure 2)
showcase multi-object and fine-grained referring cases.

2. Methodology

Our goal is to convert a natural-language referring ex-
pression into an object-centric 3D representation without
retraining a 3D reconstructor or collecting 3D-text pairs.
LISA-3D achieves this via two tightly-coupled components:
a geometry-aware instruction follower that predicts consis-
tent masks across views, and a mask-guided lifting module
that reuses SAM-3D to hallucinate explicit geometry (Fig-
ure 1). Below we introduce the notation, architectural de-
tails, and training objective.

2.1. Problem Formulation

Given an RGB-D sequence {(Iy, Dy, Ky, Ex)}_, cap-
tured from the same scene and a referring expression 7',
we seek per-view masks M}, and corresponding object re-
constructions . Each I;, € RT*Wx3 j5 an RGB image,
Dy, € RE*W is a depth map, K}, and E}, respectively de-
note the intrinsic and extrinsic matrices of view k. The lan-
guage expression 7' describes a single instance (e.g., “the
blue chair near the window”). Our pipeline (i) grounds 7'
in every I} using a geometry-aware LISA model ®y with
trainable LoRA parameters 6, then (ii) feeds the resulting
masks to a frozen SAM-3D reconstructor ¥ to obtain ex-
plicit 3D geometry. Importantly, only 6 is trained; SAM-3D
and the base LISA weights remain intact.

2.2. Geometry-Aware Semantic Reasoning

Let P, = ®y(I),T) denote the per-pixel logits before sig-
moid. We inject Low-Rank Adaptation (LoRA) modules
into every self-attention layer of the vision encoder and
the language decoder, yielding trainable matrices (A, B)
of rank r that modify the original weight W via W' =
W + aABT. This keeps the parameter count under 12M
while allowing gradients to flow through both the visual and
textual branches.

Multi-view sampling. During training we sample view
pairs (a, b) with overlapping fields-of-view. The base LISA
is good at semantic alignment but not aware of relative pose;
thus we explicitly enforce cross-view consistency.

Differentiable reprojection. For any pixel u = (u,v) in
view a, we compute its 3D point using depth:
x3p = Dy(u) - K Yu,v,1]7. (1)

We transform it into the coordinate system of view b via

% =E,E;" {Xi’iD] , )

and reproject to the image plane:

K. 5. 37
o = n(z) = KBHA )
z
Using bilinear interpolation implemented through

grid_sample, we build a warping operator W that
maps logits from view a to b:

Pavsy = W(Pa, Da, Ka, Ea, Ky, Ey). )
Symmetrically we obtain ]5;)_>a.
Loss function. We maintain instruction fidelity by super-

vising each view with ground-truth masks M, M}, (derived
from 3D annotations) via the standard BCE+Dice loss:

Ly = BCE(P,, M,) + Dice(P,, M,) + (a <+ b). (5)

To enforce geometry, we measure the discrepancy between
view b logits and the warped prediction from view a:

Lgeo = ||Pb—st0pgrad(PaHb)||1+|\Pa—st0pgrad(]5bﬁa)||1,

(6)
where stopgradient prevents trivial solutions (e.g., collaps-
ing both predictions to zero). The total loss is

Etotal = Eseg + )\Lgem (7)

with A = 0.4 in all experiments. Only the LoRA parameters
0 are updated.



Why multi-view consistency matters. Without L.,, the
network may satisfy supervision by inventing view-specific
masks. Because SAM-3D expects tight RGBA prompts,
small inconsistencies cause severe artifacts (ghost objects,
missing parts). Our geometric loss propagates pose in-
formation into the VLM, effectively turning LISA into a
geometry-aware referential segmenter.

2.3. Mask-Guided 3D Lifting

SAM-3D [25] takes RGBA images where the alpha channel
specifies the reconstruction target. Given the logits Py, we
derive a binary mask My, = 1 (P, > 7) with 7 = 0.5 and
concatenate it with the RGB channels:

IOt = (I, M) € RFXW>4, (8)

The SAM-3D pipeline first samples sparse structures, then
refines them into Gaussian splats and meshes. We do not
modify any SAM-3D weights; instead, accurate masks im-
plicitly localize the object, allowing the reconstructor to fo-
cus on geometry. For scenes containing multiple expres-
sions, we repeat the lifting step independently and option-
ally fuse the resulting Gaussians.

2.4. Training and Inference Pipeline

Algorithm below summarizes the procedure. During infer-
ence, only a single image [ and text 7" are required; multi-
view batches are used solely to train 6.

Training Procedure.

1. Sample scene s and two frames (I, D,, K,, E,),
(Iy, Dy, Ky, Ey) with referring text T'.

2. Predict logits P, = ®¢(1,,T), Py = ®g(I,, T).

3. Compute L, using projected ground-truth masks
Mg, M.

4. Warp logits via W to obtain ]5a_>b, Pb_,a and compute
Lgeo.

5. Update LoRA parameters 6 with gradients of Liota1-

Inference. Given a single image I and text 7', obtain mask
M =1 (P > 0.5), form [P™Pt = [], M], and execute
SAM-3D lifting: O = W([PomPt K F).

2.5. Complexity Considerations

Our approach adds negligible overhead: the reprojection
loss uses off-the-shelf grid_sample, and the LoRA tun-
ing introduces only ~11.6M trainable parameters. SAM-
3D inference remains unchanged, so the entire system in-
herits its reconstruction speed (typically < 40 seconds for
Gaussian splats [11]). This makes LISA-3D an attractive
drop-in upgrade for any workflow already using SAM-3D
but lacking reliable text-grounded masks.

3. Experiments

3.1. Data Sources and Pre-processing

We curate ScanRefer training dataset of RGB-D data to
validate our method. ScanRefer [5] provides 800 Scan-
Net [8] scenes paired with textual descriptions. Instead of
using the full noisy raw data, we adopt filtered training split,
which contains approximately 27k high-quality utterance-
view pairs where the target object is strictly visible and
holds valid depth information. This filtering ensures that
the reprojection supervision remains reliable. We evaluate
on the official validation split. Data pre-processing follows
standard protocols: RGB frames are resized to 1024 x 1024
with padding. Depth maps are clipped to [0.2,5.0] m.

3.2. Implementation Details

We initialize our model from LISA [13]. We inject LoRA
adapters (r = 16, = 32) into all attention layers of the
vision and language branches. The model is trained using
AdamW [16] with a learning rate of 3x10~* and weight de-
cay of 0.05. The batch size is set to 2 views per GPU (total
effective batch size 32 across 4 RTX 6000 Ada GPUs). The
geometric consistency weight A is set to 0.4. During infer-
ence, we sample two views per instruction, fuse predictions
via our warping operator, and threshold the final mask at 0.5
before passing it to the frozen SAM-3D.

3.3. Benchmarks and Metrics

We evaluate on two benchmarks:

ScanRefer. A large-scale dataset of indoor RGB-D se-
quences paired with free-form referring expressions.

Nr3D. [1] A benchmark focusing on object-level refer-
ring expressions grounded in real indoor environments. The
instructions emphasize fine-grained distinctions between
nearby objects, making it a challenging test of both lan-
guage grounding and geometric reasoning.

To assess segmentation and reconstruction quality, we
report three complementary metrics:

2D mloU. (1) The mean Intersection-over-Union be-
tween predicted masks and the ground-truth 2D projec-
tions. This metric directly reflects the quality of language-
conditioned segmentation, and serves as the foundation for
3D lifting.

F-score. (1) Computed between the reconstructed point
cloud and the ground-truth object surface after alignment.
This score captures the geometric completeness and preci-
sion of the lifted 3D representation.

Chamfer Distance (CD). (], scaled by 102) The
symmetric Chamfer Distance between reconstructed and
ground-truth point sets. Lower values signify more accu-
rate spatial alignment and fewer structural artifacts in the
predicted geometry.



Table 1. Quantitative evaluation on 3D referring expression comprehension. 2D mloU measures mask prediction quality. F-Score and CD
(Chamfer Distance, normalized, x 102, lower is better) evaluate 3D reconstruction quality.

ScanRefer Nr3D
Method 2DmloU?T F-Scoret CDJ| | 2DmloU1T F-Scoret CDJ
LISA (2D Baseline) 10.2 - - 11.2 - -
LISA + SAM3D 10.2 54.7 124 11.2 534 12.2
LISA-Geo (Ours, 1-view) 17.6 61.8 10.2 18.3 60.5 10.5
LISA-3D (Ours, Multi-view) 254 70.3 7.9 26.1 68.7 8.2

Since LISA (2D Baseline) produces only 2D segmenta-
tion masks without 3D lifting, it is evaluated solely with 2D
mloU.

3.4. Baselines

We compare LISA-3D against the following variants to

demonstrate the effectiveness of our lifting strategy:

e LISA (2D Baseline): The original LISA model applied
per-frame. The 3D mask is obtained by simple depth
back-projection without any cross-view fusion.

e LISA + SAM-3D (Naive): We feed the independent per-
frame masks from the vanilla LISA directly into SAM-
3D. This tests the capability of SAM-3D to handle incon-
sistent prompts.

e LISA-Geo (Single View): Our model trained with the
reprojection loss but inferred using only a single view,
verifying the benefit of geometric-aware tuning.

e LISA-3D (Ours): The full pipeline using multi-view
training and multi-view inference with the proposed con-
sistency constraint.

3.5. Quantitative Results

Table | summarizes the results on ScanRefer and Nr3D. The
2D LISA baseline yields very low 2D mloU (10.2 on Scan-
Refer, 11.2 on Nr3D), confirming the difficulty of resolv-
ing language-grounded segmentation with purely 2D rea-
soning. Adding SAM-3D (“LISA + SAM3D”) improves
reconstruction accuracy, but the overall geometry remains
noisy due to inconsistent per-frame masks, as reflected by
moderate F-scores and high CD.

Introducing geometric supervision (LISA-Geo) signif-
icantly improves both segmentation and reconstruction:
mloU increases by over 7 points, and CD drops from 12.4 to
10.2 on ScanRefer. This demonstrates that enforcing repro-
jection alignment during training directly enhances mask
reliability.

Our full LISA-3D model achieves the strongest perfor-
mance on all metrics across both datasets. On ScanRefer,
LISA-3D reaches 25.4 mloU, 70.3 F-score, and 7.9 CD,
representing substantial gains over both LISA + SAM3D
and LISA-Geo. Similar improvements are observed on
Nr3D (26.1 mloU, 68.7 F-score, 8.2 CD), highlighting the

Table 2. Ablation on view count and geometric loss. 2D mloU
and F-Score are evaluated on ScanRefer validation set. Runtime is
measured per training iteration on RTX 6000 Ada.

Configuration 2D mloU 1+ F-Score 1 Runtime (s) |
1 view, w/o Lgeo 10.2 54.7 0.72
1 view, + Lgeo 17.6 61.8 0.81
2 views, + Lgco 254 70.3 0.96
3 views, + Lgeo 26.2 71.1 1.28

robustness of our geometric-consistency framework and the
effectiveness of multi-view inference.

3.6. Qualitative Observations

Figure 2 depicts representative cases. LISA-3D retrieves
multiple chairs described by subtle relational clauses (“the
object that the players in the foreground are currently com-
peting for?”), producing disjoint RGBA prompts that SAM-
3D turns into separate Gaussian splats. In contrast, the
single-view baselines frequently merge adjacent objects or
misinterpret occluded instances, which results in broken re-
constructions.

4. Analysis and Ablations

4.1. Impact of Multi-view Supervision

We analyze the contribution of multi-view supervision and
the geometric consistency loss L, using the ScanRefer
validation set. Results are summarized in Table 2.

Effect of geometric consistency. Comparing the single-
view settings (Row 1 and Row 2), introducing L4, yields
substantial improvements in both 2D mloU (10.2 — 17.6)
and F-score (54.7 — 61.8). This demonstrates that enforc-
ing cross-view reprojection compatibility, even when only
a single view is used at inference, acts as an effective regu-
larizer that encourages spatially coherent mask predictions.

Effect of the number of training views. Moving from
1 to 2 views (Row 2 and Row 3) produces the largest gain,
improving 2D mloU by +7.8 and F-score by +8.5. Explicit
multi-view warping enables the model to correct viewpoint-
specific errors and capture more stable object boundaries.



USER:<image> Can you segment the item used to
protect one's face from the sunlight in this image?
ASSISTANT:<SEG>

USER:<image> Can you segment the crescent-shaped
French pastry on the main plate?
ASSISTANT: Its <SEG>.

USER:<image> Can you
segment the electronic
device used for working
or browsing the
internet?

ASSISTANT: <SEG>.

USER:<image> Can
you segment the
object that the players
in the foreground are
currently competing
for?

ASSISTANT:
<SEG>.

USER:

<image> Can you
segment the
instrument
responsible for the
lowest frequency
beats?

ASSISTANT: Its
<SEG>.

Figure 2. Qualitative demos. From left to right: input image, LISA-3D mask, SAM-3D reconstruction (Gaussian splat) and textured mesh.
Our geometry-aware LoRA ensures precise localization even for fine-grained referring expressions.

Adding a third view (Row 4) provides only marginal
improvements (+0.8 mloU, +0.8 F-score) while increas-
ing per-iteration runtime from 0.96 — 1.28 (+33%). This
diminishing return suggests that two views offer the best
trade-off between performance and efficiency, and we there-
fore adopt the 2-view configuration for all main experi-
ments.

4.2. Interface to SAM-3D

We further investigate how the form of the mask prompt
affects reconstruction quality in SAM-3D. Two prompt-
ing strategies are compared: soft probability maps, where

SAM-3D receives continuous per-pixel scores, and discrete
masks obtained after converting probabilities into binary
spatial support.

Although soft maps preserve uncertainty and offer theo-
retically richer supervision, they consistently degrade the
reconstruction quality. The continuous activations cause
spatial leakage in the Gaussian splatting stage, leading to
blurred object boundaries and inflated Chamfer Distance.
The splatting process interprets low-confidence background
pixels as partial foreground support, accumulating noise in
3D space.

In contrast, discrete masks provide a compact and spa-



tially stable object region, enabling SAM-3D to produce
cleaner and more consistent point-level reconstructions.
This results in higher F-scores and lower geometric error
across all evaluated scenes.

We additionally explored an embedding-level interface,
in which LISA’s latent segmentation token is streamed di-
rectly into SAM-3D. While promising for future end-to-
end pipelines, this approach currently underperforms bi-
nary mask prompting due to a mismatch between the latent
space of LISA and the spatially structured input expected
by SAM-3D.

5. Related Work

Text-guided object grounding in 3D. Early efforts such as
ScanRefer [5] and Referlt3D [1] focus on grounding lan-
guage in reconstructed ScanNet [8] meshes by predicting
3D bounding boxes or point sets. Subsequent methods cou-
ple 3D detectors with transformers, e.g., Point-gnn [22] and
InstanceRefer [27], but they still require expensive point-
cloud encoders and are hard to deploy on raw RGB im-
agery. The Segment Anything family [4, 12, 18] provides
promptable segmentation from points, boxes, or masks;
SAM3D [25] extends the paradigm to 3D lifting via sparse
structure sampling. Our approach is orthogonal: we re-
purpose a 2D instruction follower (LISA) and enforce ge-
ometric priors through differentiable reprojection, thereby
avoiding full-fledged 3D feature extractors.

Vision-language models with segmentation heads.
LISA [13] extends LLaVA [15] by attaching a SAM-style
decoder, enabling instruction-based segmentation on 2D
datasets. Other works, e.g., Grounded-SAM [20], combine
CLIP [17] with SAM [12] for bounding box and mask
generation. These methods excel in single-view perception
but falter in scenes where depth or pose must be respected.
Our reprojection loss can be seen as injecting physical
constraints into such VLMs [2]: it prevents shortcuts and
ensures that the same textual instruction is grounded in the
same object across cameras.

Language-guided 3D reconstruction. Diffusion-based
systems like SDFusion [6], Anything-3D [21] produce
shapes from textual prompts but often hallucinate coarse
geometry and require heavy training. Part-aware methods
such as Part123 [14] or LAM3D [7] improve structural fi-
delity, yet they still depend on large 3D annotations. LISA-
3D sidesteps these costs: we reuse a powerful reconstruc-
tor (SAM3D) and feed it reliable language-grounded masks
learned via self-supervised geometry. In summary, prior art
either keeps 2D mask proposers frozen or trains bespoke 3D
nets from scratch. LISA-3D contributes a third paradigm:
retrofitting a mature VLM with multi-view consistency so
that a frozen 3D lifter can be used unchanged.

6. Limitations and Future Work

While LISA-3D substantially advances language-driven 3D
reconstruction, several limitations remain.

Dependence on RGB-D captures. Our geometry loss
relies on depth and camera poses. Commodity datasets
(ScanRefer, Nr3D) provide these signals, but in-the-wild
videos may not. A natural extension is to use monocu-
lar depth/pose estimators or to jointly learn them; however,
estimation errors could destabilize the reprojection loss.
Future work can investigate uncertainty-aware warping or
bundle-adjustment style objectives.

Two-stage pipeline. We currently pass hard binary masks
to SAM3D. Although modular, this design may discard use-
ful cues encoded in the SEG-token embeddings (e.g., fine-
grained semantics, confidence). An exciting direction is
to replace the explicit mask concatenation with a learned
interface: directly feed the hidden states corresponding to
SEG tokens into SAM3D’s prompt encoder, allowing the re-
constructor to condition on richer language-aware features.
This would effectively collapse the two-stage pipeline and
reduce latency while preserving interpretability.

Static scenes and single objects. SAM3D excels at rigid
objects; articulated humans or scenes with strong inter-
object occlusions remain challenging. Moreover, we lift
each referred object independently, ignoring mutual con-
straints (e.g., “the chair touching the table”). Future ex-
tensions could enforce relational priors, or build multi-
object Gaussian fields by jointly optimizing multiple RGBA
prompts.

Limited open-vocabulary evaluation. Our experiments
focus on indoor datasets where vocabulary overlaps with
LISA’s pre-training. Deploying the system outdoors or
on long-tail categories may expose weaknesses. Collect-
ing language-annotated RGB-D videos with diverse appear-
ances, or augmenting prompts with large-language-model
paraphrases, could mitigate this issue.

Toward end-to-end training. A more ambitious research
path is to fine-tune SAM3D (or a lighter 3D decoder) di-
rectly using gradients from the SEG-token embeddings, by-
passing the explicit SAM step. This would require differ-
entiable rendering losses and careful regularization to avoid
catastrophic forgetting, yet it might unlock higher fidelity
and enable the reconstructor to exploit textual subtleties be-
yond binary masks.

We hope these discussions motivate future work that
blends vision-language reasoning with 3D reconstruction
even more tightly, ultimately enabling conversational 3D
content creation in unconstrained environments.



7. Conclusion

We have shown that reliable multi-view masks are the key
ingredient linking instruction-following segmentation and
high-fidelity 3D reconstruction. By injecting geometry-
aware LoRA modules into LISA, LISA-3D produces pose-
consistent masks that can drive a frozen SAM-3D recon-
structor without bespoke 3D training. Extensive experi-
ments confirm that this decoupled design outperforms 2D-
only and single-view baselines on standard benchmarks
while preserving the open-vocabulary strengths of the un-
derlying VLM. The resulting pipeline remains lightweight
(11.6M tunable parameters), inherits SAM-3D’s recon-
struction quality, and enables downstream applications such
as multi-object lifting and zero-shot transfer to new do-
mains. Looking ahead, tighter coupling—e.g., passing
SEG-token embeddings directly into SAM-3D’s prompt
encoder—could further reduce latency and open the door
to fully differentiable, single-stage language-to-3D mod-
els. Overall, LISA-3D demonstrates that geometry-aware
adaptation is a powerful route toward practical, mod-
ular, and scalable 3D understanding from natural lan-

guage.
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