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ABSTRACT

The 3D Gaussian splatting method has drawn a lot of atten-
tion, thanks to its high performance in training and high qual-
ity of the rendered image. However, it uses anisotropic Gaus-
sian kernels to represent the scene. Although such anisotropic
kernels have advantages in representing the geometry, they
lead to difficulties in terms of computation, such as split-
ting or merging two kernels. In this paper, we propose to
use isotropic Gaussian kernels to avoid such difficulties in the
computation, leading to a higher performance method. The
experiments confirm that the proposed method is about 100X
faster without losing the geometry representation accuracy.
The proposed method can be applied in a large range appli-
cations where the radiance field is needed, such as 3D recon-
struction, view synthesis, and dynamic object modeling.

Index Terms— 3DGS, isotropic, Gaussian splatting, ra-
diance field, rendering

1. INTRODUCTION

Recently, the 3D Gaussian splatting method has gained signif-
icant attention in the field of 3D volumetric representation [1,
2, 3]. This state-of-the-art technique has transformed the way
complex geometry is approximated within a 3D space. By us-
ing 3D anisotropic Gaussian functions, the method is able to
capture the intricate details of the underlying geometry with
precision and accuracy. This advancement has unlocked new
opportunities for advanced analysis and exploration in vari-
ous applications, providing researchers and practitioners with
valuable insights into the 3D volumetric representation.

One of the major advantages of the 3D Gaussian splatting
method is its exceptional ability to efficiently handle large-
scale datasets. This method is specifically designed to pro-
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input anisotropic isotropic

Fig. 1. The input is indicated by the red dots. The green
ellipses indicate the anisotropic Gaussian kernels while the
blue circles indicate the isotropic Gaussian kernels. Although
anisotropic Gaussian is more representative in terms of ge-
ometry, it leads to the computation difficulties. In contrast,
isotropic Gaussian is more computational efficient.

cess vast amounts of data in a relatively short amount of time,
which makes it highly suitable for real-time applications.
Its parallelizable nature allows for simultaneous processing
of multiple data points, further enhancing its efficiency. By
leveraging this technique, developers can effectively man-
age and analyze complex datasets without compromising on
performance or accuracy.

Additionally, the method allows for flexible parameter
tuning. This adaptability is crucial in order to achieve the
desired level of detail in the representation, making the 3D
Gaussian splatting method an incredibly powerful and versa-
tile tool in the field of 3D volumetric representation. With
its ability to finely adjust parameters and accurately represent
complex structures, the 3D Gaussian splatting method of-
fers researchers unprecedented control and precision in their
work, opening up new possibilities for advancements in vari-
ous fields such as medical imaging [4], computer graphics [5],
and scientific visualization [6].

1.1. Grid vs Particle

In general, there are two ways to represent the 2D or 3D sig-
nals. One method is the grid-based representation, where the
world is divided into a grid and each grid cell represents a
specific region, for example the digital images and videos.
Thanks to the regular sampling on the grid, the grid methods
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can effectively represent the low frequency and exchange long
range (global) information. However, they have to use small
grid size when dealing with the high frequency details (high
resolution imaging), increasing the computation burden.

Another approach is the particle representation. This ap-
proach entails depicting objects in the world as separate par-
ticles, each with unique properties. By embracing this par-
ticle representation framework, we can explore the intricate
details and traits of the objects in question, enabling a more
nuanced and comprehensive observation of the surrounding
world. One typical example is the 3D Gaussian splatting [1].

1.2. Particle Representation

Mathematically, any function f(x⃗) can be represented via
convolution with a delta function [7, 8]

f(x⃗) =

∫
τ⃗

f(τ⃗)δ(x⃗− τ⃗)dτ⃗ , (1)

where τ⃗ , x⃗ are spatial coordinates, δ(·) is the Dirac delta func-
tion. In practice, the delta function is relaxed to a kernel with
a compact support region. More specifically, the function can
be approximated via

f(x⃗) ≈ f̂(x⃗) ≡
K∑

||τ⃗k−x⃗||2<D

f(τ⃗k)W (x⃗− τ⃗k, θ) , (2)

where W (·) ≥ 0 is a kernel (weight) function. It usually is
normalized,

∑
W = 1. The θ is the kernel parameter. There

are K particles and k is the particle index. The τ⃗k is the center
of the particle and D indicates the support region size of the
particle. f̂(x⃗) is the reconstructed signal from the particles.
The difference between them is the reconstruction error

L(f, f̂) = 1

2
∥f(x⃗)− f̂(x⃗)∥22 . (3)

The gradients of the reconstruction error are

∂L
∂θ

= (f̂ − f)
∑

f(τ⃗k)
∂W

∂θ
, (4)

∂L
∂τ⃗

= −(f̂ − f)
∑

f(τ⃗k)
∂W

∂τ⃗
, (5)

which are used to update θ and τ⃗ .
Since the W has local compact support, such methods

are called particle methods, where each particle carries some
properties, such as mass, curvature and temperature [9].

1.3. 3D Gaussian Splatting

The Gaussian splatting method is a widely used and effective
technique in the field of computer graphics for rendering com-
plex 3D scenes. It is employed to project three-dimensional
points onto a two-dimensional image plane by utilizing a

Gaussian kernel, which helps to achieve a visually pleasing
and realistic representation. By employing this method, in-
tricate details and nuances of the original 3D data can be
accurately preserved and faithfully translated into a two-
dimensional space, ensuring that crucial geometric and depth
information is not lost in the process.

In the radiance field rendering, the color C of a pixel can
be computed via [10]

C =
∑
k

ckαk

k−1∏
j

(1− αj) , (6)

where ck is the color of each point and αk is the opacity. This
is usually evaluated via ray-tracing, even the volume can be
represented by points with radial basis functions [11].

The 3D Gaussian splatting method uses Gaussian kernels

G(x⃗, µ,Σ) = exp−(x⃗−µ⃗)TΣ−1(x⃗−µ⃗) , (7)

where µ⃗ is the center of the particle and Σ is a symmetric
non-negative covariant matrix. Σ can be expressed as

Σ = RSSTRT , (8)

where R is a rotation matrix and S is a scaling matrix. This
3D function is then projected into 2D image space via a view
transformation V and a Jacobian of the affine approximation
of the projection transformation J by

Σ2D = JV ΣV TJT . (9)

1.4. Motivation and Contribution

Although the anisotropic Gaussian kernel is more effective
in representing the geometry (especially at edges), it leads
to computation difficulties because of the orientation in Σ.
In this paper, we propose to use scale-adaptive isotropic
Gaussian kernels to acceleration the computation perfor-
mance [12]. Our contributions include

• we propose to use scale adaptive isotropic Gaussian
kernels for signal representation.

• the isotropic Gaussian kernels have higher computa-
tional performance than the anisotropic ones.

• several numerical experiments confirm the efficiency
and effectiveness of the isotropic Gaussian kernels.

2. COMPARISON BETWEEN ANISOTROPIC AND
ISOTROPIC KERNELS

In this section, we discuss the advantages and limitations of
the anisotropic and isotropic Gaussian kernels. The isotropic
Gaussian kernel with parameter µ and σ2 is defined as

g(x⃗, µ⃗, σ2) = exp−
(x⃗−µ⃗)T (x⃗−µ⃗)

σ2 . (10)



anisotropic isotropic

(a) aniso vs iso kernels (b) adaptive iso kernel in 2D

Fig. 2. (a) The input is indicated by the red dots. Green
and blue lines indicate anisotropic and isotropic kernels re-
spectively. (b) The image can be represented by size-adaptive
isotropic particles. The top half is the pixel-based image and
the bottom half is the particle representation. The dot size in-
dicates the Gaussian kernel size. Although the sharp edges
use more particles, the isotropic kernels lead to higher com-
putational performance.

This kernel has less free parameters than the anisotropic one.
Thus, with the same number of particles, this kernel shows
lower rendering quality, as confirmed in [1]. In this paper, we
show that more number of isotropic Gaussian kernels should
be adopted to achieve the high quality and high performance.

2.1. Parameters

The Σ in Eq. (7) is a 3 × 3 matrix. Thanks to the symmetry
property, it only has 6 free parameters. Taking the location
µ⃗ into account, there are 9 parameters in each particle. In
contrast, the Eq. (10) has only 4 parameters to be estimated.
As a result, the isotropic kernels are more computationally
efficient. And smaller number of parameters benefits the op-
timization process.

2.2. Probability

In the field of image analysis, it is widely recognized that both
2D and 3D images have a distinct feature known as sparse
edges [13]. These edges, which define the boundaries and
outlines of objects within an image, are characterized by a rel-
atively low density of pixels or points. The notion of sparsity
in edges is well-established and acknowledged in the areas of
image processing and computer vision.

In other words, the most regions in an image are flat,
indicating the isotropic property of the image. Therefore,
even using the anisotropic kernels, most of the kernels are
still isotropic at most regions thanks to the input data. The
anisotropic kernels only appear at edges, which are sparse.

Table 1. Compare anisotropic and isotropic Gaussian kernels.
aniso iso

parameters ↓ 9× 4×
probability ↑ low high
interaction ↓ high low

view dependency yes no
multiscale↓ complex easy

2.3. Interaction between Kernels

Despite the statistics, the interaction between anisotropic ker-
nels is more computational expensive than the isotropic ones.
As shown in the Fig. 2(a), the interaction between anisotropic
kernels rely on the location, scale and orientation. Indeed, the
orientation leads to more accurate representation, especially
at the edges. However, such orientation also causes the dif-
ficulty to distribute the input onto the particles, especially in
the 3D case where the orientation becomes nontrivial.

In contrast, the isotropic kernels only rely on location and
scale. And their interaction is much simpler and more compu-
tationally efficient, leading to a higher performance. At sharp
edges, we can use more small size particles to represent the
edge, as shown in Fig. 2(b). And the particle size can depend
on the local curvature [9].

2.4. View Dependency

Another difference between the anisotropic and isotropic ker-
nels is the dependency on the view point. With different
view points, the anisotropic kernels might show very different
shapes. The orientation of the view point and the orientation
of the kernel make the coupled system more complex.

In contrast, the isotropic kernels do not have this issue.
Its size only depends on the distance to the view point and its
independent from the view orientation. Such property signif-
icantly reduces the computation complexity.

2.5. Multiscale

Although the anisotropic Gaussian kernels can be represented
in multi-scale, their orientation makes the scale decoupling
challenge. In contrast, the isotropic Gaussian kernels can be
easily merged, divided, deleted or added, according to their
scale settings. One example is shown in Fig. 2(b). These
differences are summarized in Table 1.

3. OUR METHOD

We represent the signal via weighted isotropic Gaussian ker-
nels. More specifically, the reconstructed signal is

f̂(x⃗) =
∑

||τ⃗k−x⃗||2<D

Akg(x⃗− µ⃗k, σk) , (11)



where Ak is the property (such as color or opacity), µ⃗k is the
center of the particle and σk controls the scale.

Our method has two stages. The first initialization stage
is based on the tree structure. The second stage is the opti-
mization process to reduce the following reconstruction error

L = (1− λ)∥f(x⃗)− f̂(x⃗)∥1 + λ · SSIM(f(x⃗), f̂(x⃗)) , (12)

where λ = 0.2 by default.

3.1. Initial with Tree Structure

Instead of using the random initialization as in the original
Gaussian splatting method, we use a QuadTree and Octree
to initialize and manage the particles in 2D and 3D signals,
respectively. One example is shown in Fig. 3.

Each leaf node in the tree is a cell that contain one or more
particles that carry the colors and opacity in that region. The
anisotropic and isotropic kernels are illustrated in Fig. 4. We
initialize the color Ak as the average in the cell. The scale σ
is initialized as half of the cell width. The idea is illustrated
in Fig. 4.

(a) original (b) 2D quad tree

Fig. 3. The tree structure is adopted to initialize and organize
the particles. Each cell contains one or more particles.

(a) initial state

⇒

(b) state during optimizing

Fig. 4. The anisotropic and isotropic kernels in a QuadTree
structure. The red is the input data. Green and blue indicate
anisotropic and isotropic kernels, respectively. (a) is the initial
state. (b) is a state during optimization.

Table 2. Running time in minutes.
setting (15, 103) (50, 103) (15, 2 ∗ 103) (50, 2 ∗ 103)
aniso 69m 73m 121m 128m
iso 0.12m 0.13m 0.25m 0.27m

(a) D = 15,K = 103 (b) D = 50,K = 103

(c) D = 15,K = 2× 103 (d) D = 50,K = 2× 103

Fig. 5. Anisotropic Gaussian kernels with different parameter
settings. The left in each panel is the random initialization.
The right is the resulting image after 2000 epochs.

3.2. Optimization

In general, there are two ways to optimize the loss func-
tion. One is the classical back propagation. The other is
the forward-only evolution algorithms. The particles can be
deleted if Ak is smaller than a threshold. They can also be
merged or split, as shown in [1].

3.3. Experiments

One example for the anisotropic and isotropic kernels is
shown in Figs. 5 and 6, respectively. Clearly, our method
can achieve higher quality with less artifacts. Moreover, the
proposed method is much faster in the training process, as
shown in Table 2. Our method is about 100 times faster.

4. CONCLUSION

In this paper, we propose to use isotropic Gaussian kernel for
geometry representation, which has higher computation per-
formance than the anisotropic case. The proposed method
can be applied in various image processing and 3D rendering
tasks [14, 15, 16, 17, 18, 19, 4, 20, 21, 22].
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