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Abstract

Spiking neural networks (SNNs) have been thriving on
numerous tasks to leverage their promising energy effi-
ciency and exploit their potentialities as biologically plau-
sible intelligence. Meanwhile, the Neural Radiance Fields
(NeRF) render high-quality 3D scenes with massive energy
consumption, but few works delve into the energy-saving
solution with a bio-inspired approach. In this paper, we
propose SpikingNeRF, which aligns the radiance ray with
the temporal dimension of SNN, to naturally accommodate
the SNN to the reconstruction of radiance fields. Thus,
the computation turns into a spike-based, multiplication-
free manner, reducing the energy consumption. In Spik-
ingNeRF, each sampled point on the ray is matched to a
particular time step, and represented in a hybrid manner
where the voxel grids are maintained as well. Based on the
voxel grids, sampled points are determined whether to be
masked for better training and inference. However, this op-
eration also incurs irregular temporal length. We propose
the temporal padding strategy to tackle the masked samples
to maintain regular temporal length, i.e., regular tensors,
and the temporal condensing strategy to form a denser data
structure for hardware-friendly computation. Extensive ex-
periments on a variety of datasets demonstrate that our
method reduces the 70.79% energy consumption on aver-
age and obtains comparable synthesis quality with the ANN
baseline.

1. Introduction
Spiking neural network (SNN) is considered the third gen-
eration of the neural network, and its bionic modeling en-
courages much research attention to explore the prospective
biological intelligence that features multi-task supporting as
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Figure 1. Comparisons of our SpikingNeRF with other NeRF-
based works in synthesis quality and model rendering energy. Dif-
ferent colors represent different works, and our works with two
different frameworks are denoted in red and violet, respectively.
Detailed notation explanation is specified in Sec. 5. Different test-
ing datasets are denoted in different shapes.

the human brain does[27, 35]. While, much dedication has
been devoted to SNN research, the gap between the expec-
tation of SNN boosting a wider range of intelligent tasks
and the fact of artificial neural networks (ANN) dominating
deep learning in the majority of tasks still exists.

Recently, more research interests have been invested
to shrink the gap and acquired notable achievements
in various tasks, including image classification[49], ob-
ject detection[46], graph prediction[52], natural language
processing[51], etc. Despite multi-task supporting, SNN
research is also thriving in performance lifting and energy
efficiency exploration at the same time. However, we have
not yet witnessed the establishment of SNN in the real 3D
reconstruction task with an advanced performance. To this
end, this naturally raises an issue: could bio-inspired spik-
ing neural networks reconstruct the real 3D scene with an
advanced quality at low energy consumption? In this paper,
we investigate the rendering of neural radiance fields with a
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spiking approach to answer this question.
We propose SpikingNeRF to reconstruct a volumet-

ric scene representation from a set of images. Learn-
ing from the huge success of NeRF[31] and its follow-
ups[2, 3, 33, 34, 37], we utilize the voxel grids and the
spiking multilayer perceptron (sMLP) to jointly model the
volumetric representations. In such hybrid representations,
voxel grids explicitly store the volumetric parameters, and
the spiking multilayer perceptron (sMLP) implicitly trans-
forms the parameters into volumetric information, i.e., the
density and color information of the radiance fields. After
the whole model is established, we follow the classic ray-
sample accumulation method of radiance fields to render
the colors of novel scenes[29]. To accelerate the training
and inference, we use the voxel grids to predefine borders
and free space, and mask those samples out of borders, in
free space or with a low-density value as proposed in [37].

Inspired by the imaging process of the primate fovea in
the retina that accumulates the intensity flow over time to
stimulate the photoreceptor cell[28, 39], we associate the
accumulation process of rendering with the temporal accu-
mulation process of SNNs, which ultimately stimulates the
spiking neurons to fire. Guided by the above insight, we
align the ray with the temporal dimension of the sMLP, and
match each sampled point on the ray to a time step one-to-
one during rendering. Therefore, different from the origi-
nal rendering process where all sampled points are queried
separately to retrieve the corresponding volumetric infor-
mation, sampled points are queried sequentially along each
ray in SpikingNeRF, and the geometric consecutiveness of
the ray is thus transformed into the temporal continuity of
the SNN. As a result, SpikingNeRF seizes the nature of both
worlds to make the NeRF rendering in a spiking manner.

However, the number of sampled points on different rays
varies due to the aforementioned masking operation, which
causes the temporal lengths of different rays to become ir-
regular. Consequently, the querying for the color informa-
tion can hardly be parallelized on graphics processing units
(GPUs), severely hindering the rendering process. To solve
this issue, we first investigate the temporal padding (TP)
method to attain the regular temporal length in a query-
ing batch, i.e., a regular-shaped tensor, thus ensuring paral-
lelism. Furthermore, we propose the temporal condensing-
and-padding (TCP), which totally removes the temporal ef-
fect of masked points, to fully constrain the tensor size and
condense the data distribution, which is hardware-friendly
to domain-specific accelerators. Our thorough experimen-
tation proves that TCP can maintain the energy merits and
good performance of SpikingNeRF as shown in Fig. 1.

To sum up, our main contributions are as follows:
• We propose SpikingNeRF that aligns the radiance rays in

NeRF with the temporal dimension of SNNs. To the best
of our knowledge, this is the first work to accommodate

spiking neural networks to reconstructing real 3D scenes.
• We propose TP and TCP to solve the irregular temporal

lengths, ensuring the training and inference parallelism
on GPUs and keeping hardware-friendly.

• Our experiments demonstrate the effectiveness of Spik-
ingNeRF on four mainstream inward-facing 3D recon-
struction tasks, achieving advanced energy efficiency
as shown in Fig. 1. For another specific example,
SpikingNeRF-D can reduce 72.95% rendering energy
consumption with 0.33 PSNR drop on Tanks&Temples.

2. Related work
NeRF-based 3D reconstruction. Different from the tra-
ditional 3D reconstruction methods that mainly rely on the
explicit and discrete volumetric representations, NeRF[31]
utilizes a coordinate neural network to implicitly represent
the 3D radiance field, and synthesizes novel views by accu-
mulating the density and color information along the view-
dependent rays with the ray tracing algorithm[17]. With
this new paradigm of 3D reconstruction, NeRF achieves
huge success in improving the quality of novel view syn-
thesis. The followup works further enhance the rendering
quality[1, 6, 38], and many others focus on accelerating
the training[7, 12, 37] or rendering process[24, 34, 37, 45].
While, we concentrate on exploring the potential integra-
tion of the spike-based low-energy communication and
NeRF-based high-quality 3D synthesis, seeking ways to the
energy-efficient real 3D reconstruction.
Fast NeRF synthesis. The accumulation process of render-
ing in NeRF[31] requires a huge number of MLP querying,
which incurs heavy flop-operation and memory-access bur-
dens, delaying the synthesis speed. Recent studies further
combine the traditional explicit volumetric representations,
e.g., voxels[15, 26, 37] and MPIs[40], with MLP-dependent
implicit representations to obtain more efficient volumet-
ric representations. Thus, the redundant MLP queries for
points in free space can be avoided. In SpikingNeRF, we
adopt the voxel grids to mask the irrelevant points with low
density, and discard unimportant points with low weights,
thus reducing the synthesis overhead.
Spiking neural networks. With the high sparsity and
multiplication-free operation, SNNs outstrip ANNs in the
competition of energy efficiency[5, 21, 23], but fall be-
hind in the performance lifting. Therefore, great efforts
have been dedicated to making SNNs deeper[10, 48], con-
verge faster[8, 42], and eventually high-performance[49].
With the merits of energy efficiency and advanced per-
formance, recent SNN research sheds light on exploring
versatile SNNs, e.g., Spikeformer[49], Spiking GCN[52],
SpikeGPT[51]. In this paper, we seize the analogous nature
of both NeRF and SNNs to make bio-inspired spiking neu-
ral networks reconstruct the real 3D scene with an advanced
quality at low energy consumption.
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SNNs in 3D reconstruction. Applying SNNs to 3D Recon-
struction has been researched with very limited efforts. As
far as we know, only two works exist in this scope. EVSNN
[50] is the first attempt to develop a deep SNN for image re-
construction task, which achieves comparable performance
to ANN. E2P [30] strives to solve the event-to-polarization
problem and uses SNNs to achieve a better polarization re-
construction performance. Unfortunately, both of them fo-
cus solely on the reconstruction of event-based images with
traditional methods, neglecting the rich RGB world. While,
we are the first to explore the reconstruction of the real RGB
world with SNNs.

3. Preliminaries
Neural radiance field. To reconstruct the scene for the
given view, NeRF[31] first utilizes an MLP, which takes
in the location coordinate p ∈ R3 and the view direc-
tion v ∈ R2 and yields the density σ ∈ R and the color
c ∈ R3, to implicitly maintain continuous volumetric rep-
resentations:

e, σ = MLPθ(p), (1)
c = MLPγ(e,v), (2)

where θ and γ denote the parameters of the separate two
parts of the MLP, and e is the embedded features. Next,
NeRF renders the pixel of the expected scene by casting
a ray r from the camera origin point to the direction of
the pixel, then sampling K points along the ray. Through
querying the MLP as in Eq. (1-2) K times, K color values
and K density values can be retrieved. Finally, following
the principles of the discrete volume rendering proposed in
[29], the expected pixel RGB Ĉ(r) can be rendered:

α = 1− exp(−σiδi), Ti =

i−1∏
j=1

(1− αi), (3)

Ĉ(r) ≈
K∑
i=1

Tiαici, (4)

where ci and σi denotes the color and the density values of
the i-th point respectively, and δi is the distance between the
adjacent point i and i+ 1.

After rendering all the pixels, the expected scene is re-
constructed. With the ground-truth pixel color C(r), the
parameters of the MLP can be trained end-to-end by mini-
mizing the MSE loss:

L =
1

|R|
∑
r∈R
∥Ĉ(r)− C(r)∥22, (5)

whereR is the mini-batch containing the sampled rays.
Hybrid volumetric representation. The number of sam-
pled points K in Eq. (4) is usually big, leading to the heavy

MLP querying burden as displayed in Eq. (1-2). To allevi-
ate this problem, voxel grid representation is utilized to con-
tain the volumetric parameters directly, e.g., the embedded
feature e and the density σ in Eq. (1), as the values of the
voxel grid. Thus, querying the MLP in Eq. (1) is substituted
to querying the voxel grids and operating the interpolation,
which is much easier:

σ = act(interp(p,Vσ)), (6)
e = interp(p,Vf ), (7)

where Vσ and Vf are the voxel grids related to the volu-
metric density and features, respectively. “interp” denotes
the interpolation operation, and “act” refers to the activation
function, e.g., ReLU or the shifted softplus[1].

Furthermore, those irrelevant points with low density or
unimportant points with low weight can be masked through
predefined thresholds λ, then Eq. (4) turns into:

A ≜ {i : Ti > λ1, αi > λ2}, (8)

Ĉ(r) ≈
∑
i∈A

Tiαici. (9)

Thus, the queries of the MLP for sampled points in Eq. (2)
are significantly reduced.
Spiking neuron. The spiking neuron is the most funda-
mental unit in spiking neural networks, which essentially
differs SNNs from ANNs. The modeling of spiking neuron
commonly adopts the leaky integrate-and-fire (LIF) model:

Ut = Vt−1 +
1

τ
(Xt −Vt−1 + Vreset), (10)

St = H(Ut − Vth), (11)

Vt = Ut ⊙ (1− St) + VresetS
t. (12)

Here, ⊙ denotes the Hadamard product. Ut is the interme-
diate membrane potential at time-step t and can be updated
through Eq. (10), where Vt−1 is the actual membrane po-
tential at time-step t − 1 and Xt denotes the input vector
at time-step t, e.g., the activation vector from the previous
layer in MLPs. The output spike vector St is given by the
Heaviside step function H(·) in Eq. (11), indicating that a
spike is fired when the membrane potential exceeds the po-
tential threshold Vth. Dependent on whether the spike is
fired at time-step t, the membrane potential Vt is set to Ut

or the reset potential Vreset through Eq. (12).
Since the Heaviside step function H(·) is not differen-

tiable, the surrogate gradient method is utilized to solve this
issue, which is defined as :

dH(x)

dx
=

1

1 + exp(−αx)
, (13)

where α is a predefined hyperparameter. Thus, spiking neu-
ral networks can be optimized end-to-end.
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Figure 2. Conventional data encoding schemes. For direct-
encoding, the operation #1 is necessary that the input data will be
duplicated T times to fit the length of the temporal dimension. For
Poisson-encoding, both operation #1 and #2 are utilized to gener-
ate the input spike train. The “Mean” or “Voting” operation is able
to decoding the SNN output.

4. Methodology
4.1. Data encoding

In this subsection, we explore two naive data encoding ap-
proaches for converting the input data to SNN-tailored for-
mats, i.e., direct-encoding and Poisson-encoding. Both of
them are proven performing well in the direct learning of
SNNs[4, 11, 14, 22, 36].

As described in Sec. 3, spiking neurons receive data
with an additional dimension called the temporal dimen-
sion, which is indexed by the time-step t in Eq. (10-12).
Consequently, original ANN-formatted data need to be en-
coded to fill the temporal dimension as illustrated in Fig. 2.
In the direct-encoding scheme, the original data is dupli-
cated T times to fill the temporal dimension, where T rep-
resents the total length of the temporal dimension. As for
the Poisson-encoding scheme, besides the duplication op-
eration, it perceives the input value as the probability and
generates a spike according to the probability at each time
step. Additionally, a decoding method is entailed for the
subsequent operations of rendering, and the mean [22] and
the voting[11] decoding operations are commonly consid-
ered. We employ the former approach since the latter one is
designed for classification tasks[9, 42].

Thus, with the above two encoding methods, we build
two naive versions of SpikingNeRF, and conduct experi-
ments on various datasets to verify the feasibility.

4.2. Time-ray alignment

This subsection further explores the potential of accommo-
dating the SNN to the NeRF rendering process in a more

natural and novel way, where we attempt to remain the real-
valued input data as direct-encoding does, but do not fill the
temporal dimension with the duplication-based approach.

We first consider the MLP querying process in the ANN
philosophy. For an expected scene to reconstruct, the volu-
metric parameters of sampled points, e.g., e and v in Eq. (2),
are packed as the input data with the shape of [batch, ce] or
[batch, cv], where batch represents the sample index and c
is the channel index of the volumetric parameters. Thus,
the MLP can query these data and output the corresponding
color information in parallel. However, from the geometric
view, the input data should be packed as [ray, pts, c], where
ray is the ray index and the pts is the index of the sampled
points.

Obviously, the ANN-based MLP querying process can
not reflect such geometric relations between the ray and the
sampled points. Then, we consider the computation modal-
ity of SNNs. As illustrated in Eq. (10-12), SNNs naturally
entail the temporal dimension to process the sequential sig-
nals. This means a spiking MLP naturally accepts the input
data with the shape of [batch, time, c], where time is the
temporal index. Therefore, we can reshape the volumetric
parameters back to [ray, pts, c], and intuitively match each
sample along the ray to the corresponding time step:

InputMLP := [batch, c]

⇒ [ray, pts, c]

⇒ [batch, time, c] := InputsMLP ,

(14)

which is also illustrated in Fig. 3(b). Such an align-
ment does not require any input data pre-process such as
duplication[49] or Poisson generation[13] as prior arts com-
monly do.

4.3. TCP

Yet the masking operation on sampled points, as illus-
trated in Sec. 3, makes the time-ray alignment intractable.
Although such masking operation improves the rendering
speed and quality by curtailing the computation cost of re-
dundant samples, it also causes the number of queried sam-
ples on different rays to be irregular, which indicates the
reshape operation of Eq. (14), i.e., shaping into a tensor, is
unfeasible on GPUs after the masking operation.

To ensure computation parallelism on GPUs, we first
propose to retain the indices of those masked samples but
discard their values. As illustrated in Fig. 3(c) Left, we ar-
range both unmasked and masked samples sequentially to
the corresponding ray-indexed vector, and pad zeros to the
vacant tensor elements. Such that, a regular-shaped input
tensor is built. We refer to this simple approach as the tem-
poral padding (TP) method.

However, TP does not handle those masked samples ef-
fectively because those padded zeros will still get involved
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Figure 3. Overview of the proposed SpikingNeRF. (a) The rendering process of SpikingNeRF. The whole 3D volumetric parameters are
stored in the voxel grids. The irrelevant or unimportant samples are masked before the sMLP querying. The expected scenes are rendered
with the volumetric information yielded by the sMLP. (b) Alignment between the temporal dimension and the ray. The sMLP queries each
sampled point step-by-step to yield the volumetric information. (c) Proposed temporal padding (left) and temporal condensing-and-padding
(right) methods. For simplification, the channel length of the volumetric parameters is set to 1.

in the following computation and cause the membrane po-
tential of sMLP to decay, implicitly affecting the outcomes
of the unmasked samples in the posterior segment of the
ray. Even for a sophisticated hardware accelerator that can
skip those zeros, the sparse data structure still causes com-
putation inefficiency such as imbalanced workload[47]. To
solve this issue, we design the temporal condensing-and-
padding (TCP) scheme, which is illustrated in Fig. 3(c)
Right. Different from TP, TCP completely discards the pa-
rameters and indices of the masked samples, and adjacently
rearranges the unmasked sampled points to the correspond-
ing ray vector. For the vacant tensor elements, zeros are
filled as TP does. Consequently, valid data is condensed to
the left side of the tensor. Notably, the ray dimension can
be sorted according to the valid data number to further in-
crease the density. As a result, TCP has fully eliminated
the impact of the masked samples and made SpikingNeRF
more hardware-friendly. Therefore, we choose TCP as our
mainly proposed method for the following study.

Rethinking

#1
P.t.1 P.t.2 P.t.3 . . . . . .

P.t.3 P.t.2 P.t.1. . . . . .

. . .

#2

Temporal Flip

Figure 4. Temporal flip. The direction of the temporal dimension
is consistent with the ray #1 but opposite to the ray #2. “P.t.” is the
abbreviation of “point”.

4.4. Temporal flip

Moreover, with the alignment between the temporal dimen-
sion and the camera ray, the samples on the same ray are
queried by the sMLP sequentially rather than in parallel.
This raises an issue: which querying direction is better for
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SpikingNeRF, the camera ray direction or the opposite one?
In this work, we propose to rely on empirical experi-

ments to choose the querying direction. As illustrated in
Fig. 4, the temporal flip operation is utilized to make the di-
rections of the temporal dimension and the camera ray be-
come opposite. The experimental results in Sec. 5.3 indicate
the direction of the camera ray is better for SpikingNeRF.
Therefore, we choose this direction as our main method.

4.5. Overall algorithm

This section summarizes the overall algorithm of SpikingN-
eRF based on the DVGO[37] framework. And, the pseudo
code is given in Algorithm 1.

As illustrated in Fig. 3(a), SpikingNeRF first establishes
the voxel grids filled with learnable volumetric parameters.
In the case of the DVGO implementation, two groups of
voxel grids are built as the input of Algorithm 1, which are
the density and the feature voxel grids. Given an expected
scene with N pixels to render, Step 1 is to sample M points
along each ray shot from the camera origin to the direc-
tion of each pixel. With the N ×M sampled points, Step 2
queries the density grids to compute the weight coefficients,
and Step 3 uses these coefficients to mask those irrelevant
points. Then, Step 4 queries the feature grids for the filtered
points and returns each point’s volumetric parameters. Step
5 and 6 prepare the volumetric parameters into a receivable
data format for sMLP with TP or TCP. Step 7 and 8 com-
pute the RGB values for the expected scene. If a backward
process is required, Step 9 calculates the MSE loss between
the expected and the ground-truth scenes.

Notably, the proposed methods can also be applied to
other voxel-grid based NeRF frameworks, e.g., TensoRF[2],
NSVF[25], since the core idea is to replace the MLP with
the sMLP and exploit the proposed TCP approach. There-
fore, we also implement SpikingNeRF on TensoRF for fur-
ther verification, and defer the corresponding implementa-
tion details to the appendix.

5. Experiments
In this section, we demonstrate the effectiveness of our pro-
posed SpikingNeRF. We first build the codes on the voxel-
grid based DVGO framework[37]1. Secondly, we compare
the proposed SpikingNeRF with the original DVGO method
along with other NeRF-based works in both rendering qual-
ity and energy cost. Then, we conduct ablation studies to
evaluate different aspects of our proposed methods. Finally,
we extend SpikingNeRF to other 3D tasks, including un-
bounded inward-facing and forward-facing datasets, and to
the TensoRF framework[2]2. The extension results on other
3D tasks are deferred to the appendix. For clarity, we term

1https://github.com/sunset1995/DirectVoxGO
2https://apchenstu.github.io/TensoRF

Algorithm 1 Overall algorithm of the DVGO-based Spik-
ingNeRF (SpikingNeRF-D) in the rendering process.

Input: The density and the feature voxel grids Vσ and Vf ,
the spiking MLP sMLP (·), the view direction of the
camera v, the rays from the camera origin to the di-
rections of N pixels of the expected scene R{N} =
{r1, r2, ..., rN}, the number of the sampled points per
ray M , the ground-truth RGB C = {C1, C2, ..., CN}
of the expected N pixels .

Output: The expected RGB Ĉ = {Ĉ1, Ĉ2, ..., ĈN} of the
expected N pixels, the training loss L.

1: The location coordinates of the sampled points
P{N×M} = {p1,1, p1,2, ..., pN,M} ← Sample(R).

2: α{N×M}, T{N×M} ←Weigh(P, Vσ) as in Eq. (6) and
(3).

3: Filtered coordinates P ′ ← Mask(P, α, T ) as in
Eq. (8).

4: InputMLP ← QueryFeatures(P ′, Vf , v) as described
in Eq. (7) and (2).

5: The temporal length T ← The maximum point number
among the batched rays.

6: InputsMLP ← The TP or TCP transformation on
InputMLP as described in Sec. 4.3 and Eq. (14).

7: The RGB values c{N,T} ← sMLP (InputsMLP )

8: Ĉ← Accumulate(P ′, α, T, c) as in Eq. (9).
9: L ←MSE(C, Ĉ) as in Eq. (5)

Note: Dependent on the specific NeRF framework, the
functions, e.g., Sample(·), Mask(·), may be different.

the DVGO-based SpikingNeRF as SpikingNeRF-D and the
TensoRF-based as SpikingNeRF-T.

5.1. Experiments settings

We conduct experiments mainly on the four inward-
facing datasets, including Synthetic-NeRF[31] that contains
eight objects synthesized from realistic images, Synthetic-
NSVF[25] that contains eight objects synthesized by
NSVF, BlendedMVS[44] with authentic ambient lighting
by blending real images, and Tanks&Temples datasets[18]
which is a real world dataset. We refer to DVGO as
the ANN counterpart to SpikingNeRF-D, and keep all
the hyper-parameters consistent with the original DVGO
implementation[37] except for the training iteration in the
fine stage being set to 40000. The grid resolutions for
all the above datasets are set to 1603. We also refer to
TensoRF as the ANN counterpart to SpikingNeRF-T.
In terms of the energy computation, we follow the prior
arts[16, 19, 20, 43, 49] to estimate the theoretical render-
ing energy cost in the most of our experiments except for
those in Tab. 3 whose results are produced by SpikeSim[32].
More details about SpikingNeRF-T and the SpikeSim eval-
uation are specified in the appendix.
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Table 1. Comparisons with the ANN counterpart and other NeRF-based methods.

Dataset Synthetic-NeRF Synthetic-NSVF BlendedMVS Tanks&Temples

Metric PSNR↑ SSIM↑ Energy↓
(mJ) PSNR↑ SSIM↑ Energy↓

(mJ) PSNR↑ SSIM↑ Energy↓
(mJ) PSNR↑ SSIM↑ Energy↓

(mJ)
NeRF[31] 31.01 0.947 4.5e5 30.81 0.952 4.5e5 24.15 0.828 3.1e5 25.78 0.864 1.4e6
Mip-NeRF[1] 33.09 0.961 4.5e5 - - - - - - - - -
JaxNeRF[6] 31.65 0.952 4.5e5 - - - - - - 27.94 0.904 1.4e6
NSVF[25] 31.74 0.953 16801 35.13 0.979 9066 26.90 0.898 15494 28.40 0.900 103753
DIVeR[41] 32.32 0.960 343.96 - - - 27.25 0.910 548.65 28.18 0.912 1930.67
DVGO*[37] 31.98 0.957 374.72 35.12 0.976 187.85 28.15 0.922 320.66 28.42 0.912 2147.86
TensoRF*[2] 33.14 0.963 641.17 36.74 0.982 465.09 - - - 28.50 0.920 2790.03
SpikingNeRF-D 31.34 0.949 110.80 34.33 0.970 56.69 27.80 0.912 96.37 28.09 0.896 581.04
SpikingNeRF-T 32.45 0.956 240.81 35.76 0.978 149.98 - - - 28.09 0.904 1165.90

* denotes an ANN counterpart implemented by the official codes.

Table 2. Ablation study with the naive versions.

Dataset Synthetic-NeRF Synthetic-NSVF BlendedMVS Tanks&Temples

Metric PSNR↑ SSIM↑ Energy↓
(mJ) PSNR↑ SSIM↑ Energy↓

(mJ) PSNR↑ SSIM↑ Energy↓
(mJ) PSNR↑ SSIM↑ Energy↓

(mJ)
SpikingNeRF-D with time-step 1.
Direct 31.22 0.947 113.03 34.17 0.969 53.73 27.78 0.911 92.70 27.94 0.893 446.31
Poisson 22.03 0.854 49.61 24.83 0.893 29.64 20.74 0.759 58.04 21.53 0.810 377.92
TRA 31.34 0.949 110.80 34.33 0.970 56.69 27.80 0.912 96.37 28.09 0.896 581.04
SpikingNeRF-D with time-step 2.
Direct 31.51 0.951 212.20 34.49 0.971 104.05 27.90 0.915 172.26 28.21 0.900 1076.82
Poisson 21.98 0.855 91.97 24.83 0.893 55.58 20.74 0.759 107.77 21.57 0.814 712.24
TRA 31.34 0.949 110.80 34.33 0.970 56.69 27.80 0.912 96.37 28.09 0.896 581.04
SpikingNeRF-D with time-step 4.
Direct 31.55 0.951 436.32 34.56 0.971 217.86 27.98 0.917 358.82 28.23 0.901 2296.22
Poisson 21.90 0.856 147.49 24.83 0.893 94.36 20.74 0.759 184.82 21.60 0.818 1138.89
TRA 31.34 0.949 110.80 34.33 0.970 56.69 27.80 0.912 96.37 28.09 0.896 581.04

TRA denotes the time-ray alignment with TCP.

5.2. Comparisons

Quantitative evaluation on the synthesized novel view.
As shown in Tab. 1, our SpikingNeRF-D can achieve
70.79±1.2% energy saving with 0.53±0.19 PSNR drop on
average over the ANN counterpart. Such a trade-off be-
tween synthesis quality and energy cost is reasonable be-
cause a significant part of inference is conducted with the
addition operations in the sMLP of SpikingNeRF-D rather
than the float-point operations in the original DVGO. On
the one hand, compared with those methods[1, 6, 31] that
do not perform the masking operation, SpikingNeRF-D
can reach orders of magnitude lower energy consumption.
On the other hand, compared with those methods[2, 25,
37, 41] that significantly exploit the masking operation,
SpikingNeRF-D can still obtain better energy efficiency and
comparable synthesis quality. Moreover, SpikingNeRF-
T also reduces 62.80±3.9% energy consumption with

0.69±0.23 PSNR drop on average. Notably, SpikingNeRF-
T only uses two FC layers as TensoRF does. One layer is for
encoding data with full precision, the other for spiking with
binary computation, leading to only half of the computation
burden is tackled with addition operation. This accounts for
the reason why SpikingNeRF-T performs a little worse than
SpikingNeRF-D on energy reduction ratio. In conclusion,
these results demonstrate the effectiveness of our proposed
SpikingNeRF in improving energy efficiency.
Qualitative comparisons. Fig. 5 compares SpikingNeRF-
D with its ANN counterpart on three different scenes. Basi-
cally, SpikingNeRF-D shares the analogous issues with the
ANN counterpart on texture distortion and blur.

5.3. Ablation study

Feasibility of the conventional data encodings. As de-
scribed in Sec. 4.1, we propose two naive versions of
SpikingNeRF-D that adopt two different data encoding
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Table 3. Comparisons between TCP and TP.

Dataset Synthetic-NeRF Synthetic-NSVF BlendedMVS Tanks&Temples
SpikingNeRF-D w/ TCP w/ TP w/ TCP w/ TP w/ TCP w/ TP w/ TCP w/ TP
PSNR↑ 31.34 31.34 34.34 34.33 27.80 27.80 28.09 28.01
Latency(s) 26.12 222.22 13.37 164.61 22.70 243.93 138.98 980.28
Energy+(mJ) 65.78 559.45 33.68 414.37 57.16 614.13 350.03 2468.16

+ denotes the energy result particularly produced by SpikeSim.

Table 4. Comparisons with temporal flip.

Dataset Synthetic-NeRF Synthetic-NSVF BlendedMVS Tanks&Temples
SpikingNeRF-D w/o TF w/ TF w/o TF w/ TF w/o TF w/ TF w/o TF w/ TF
PSNR↑ 31.34 31.25 34.34 34.15 27.80 27.79 28.09 28.05
SSIM↑ 0.949 0.947 0.970 0.967 0.912 0.910 0.896 0.894
Energy (mJ) 110.80 116.91 56.69 61.08 96.37 104.75 581.04 612.66

TF denotes temporal flip.

Ground-truth DVGO SpikingNeRF-D Ground-truth DVGO SpikingNeRF-D

Figure 5. Qualitative comparisons on the different challeng-
ing parts. Top: On Character from BlendedMVS, where the
color changes densely and intensely. Middle: On Ignatius from
Tanks&Temples, where the textures are distinct and dense. Bot-
tom: On Truck from Tanks&Temples, where detail information
are explicitly displayed.

schemes: direct-encoding and Poisson-encoding. Tab. 2
lists the experimental results. On the one hand, direct-
encoding obtains good synthesis performance with only one
time step, and can achieve higher PSNR as the time step in-
creases. But, the energy cost also grows linearly with the
time step. On the other hand, Poisson-encoding achieves
lower energy cost, but the synthesis quality is far from ac-
ceptance. The results indicates the direct-encoding shows
good feasibility in accommodating SNNs to the NeRF-
based rendering.
Effectiveness of the time-ray alignment. To demonstrate
the effectiveness of the proposed time-ray alignment, we
further compare SpikingNeRF-D with the direct-encoding.
In Tab. 2, SpikingNeRF-D can achieve the same-level en-
ergy cost as the direct-encoding with time-step 1, while the
synthesis quality is consistently better across all the four

datasets, which indicates SpikingNeRF is a better trade-off
between energy consumption and synthesis performances.
Advantages of temporal condensing. To demonstrate the
advantages of the proposed temporal condensing on hard-
ware accelerators as described in Sec. 4.3, we evaluate TCP
and TP on SpikeSim with the SpikeFlow architecture. As
listed in Tab. 3, TCP consistently outperforms TP in both
inference latency and energy overhead by a significant mar-
gin over the four datasets. Specifically, on Synthetic-NSVF
and BlendedMVS, the gap between TCP and TP is at least
an order of magnitude in both inference speed and energy
cost. These results demonstrate the effectiveness of a denser
data structure in improving computation efficiency on hard-
ware accelerators.
Importance of the alignment direction. As described in
Sec. 4.4, we propose temporal flip to empirically decide the
alignment direction since the querying direction of sMLP
along the camera ray will affect the inference outcome.
Tab. 4 lists the experimental results of SpikingNeRF-D with
and without temporal flip, i.e., with the consistent and the
opposite directions. Distinctly, keeping the direction of the
temporal dimension consistent with that of the camera ray
outperforms the opposite case over all the four datasets in
synthesis performance and energy efficiency. Similar con-
clusion can also be drawn from the experiments of the TP-
based SpikingNeRF-D as shown in the appendix. There-
fore, the consistent alignment direction is important in Spik-
ingNeRF.

6. Conclusion

In this paper, we propose SpikingNeRF that accommodates
the spiking neural network to reconstructing real 3D scenes
for the first time to improve the energy efficiency. In Spik-
ingNeRF, we adopt the direct-encoding that directly inputs
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the volumetric parameters into SNNs, and align the tem-
poral dimension with the camera ray in the consistent di-
rection, combining SNNs with NeRF-based rendering in a
natural and effective way. Furthermore, we propose TP to
solve the irregular tensor and TCP to condense the valid
data. Finally, we validate our SpikingNeRF on various 3D
datasets and the hardware benchmark, and also extend to a
different NeRF-based framework, demonstrating the effec-
tiveness of our proposed methods.

Despite the gain on energy efficiency, the spike-based
computation still incur performance decrease. Moreover,
we only show the usage of our methods in the voxel-grid
based NeRF. It would also be interesting to extend Spik-
ingNeRF to other 3D reconstruction, e.g., point-based re-
construction.
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