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Fig. 1. We present LetsGo - an explicit and efficient end-to-end framework for high-fidelity rendering of large-scale garages. We design a handheld Polar
scanner to capture RGBD data of expansive parking environments and have scanned a garage dataset, named GarageWorld, comprising eight garages with
different structures. Our LiDAR-assisted Gaussian primitives approach along with GarageWorld dataset enables various applications, such as autonomous
vehicle localization, navigation and parking, as well as VFX production.
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Large garages are ubiquitous yet intricate scenes that present unique chal-
lenges due to their monotonous colors, repetitive patterns, reflective surfaces,
and transparent vehicle glass. Conventional Structure from Motion (SfM)
methods for camera pose estimation and 3D reconstruction often fail in
these environments due to poor correspondence construction. To address
these challenges, we introduce LetsGo, a LiDAR-assisted Gaussian splatting
framework for large-scale garage modeling and rendering. We develop a
handheld scanner, Polar, equipped with IMU, LiDAR, and a fisheye camera,
to facilitate accurate data acquisition. Using this Polar device, we present
the GarageWorld dataset, consisting of eight expansive garage scenes with
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diverse geometric structures, which will be made publicly available for fur-
ther research. Our approach demonstrates that LiDAR point clouds collected
by the Polar device significantly enhance a suite of 3D Gaussian splatting
algorithms for garage scene modeling and rendering. We introduce a novel
depth regularizer that effectively eliminates floating artifacts in rendered
images. Additionally, we propose a multi-resolution 3D Gaussian represen-
tation designed for Level-of-Detail (LOD) rendering. This includes adapted
scaling factors for individual levels and a random-resolution-level training
scheme to optimize the Gaussians across different resolutions. This represen-
tation enables efficient rendering of large-scale garage scenes on lightweight
devices via a web-based renderer. Experimental results on our GarageWorld
dataset, as well as on ScanNet++ and KITTI-360, demonstrate the superiority
of our method in terms of rendering quality and resource efficiency.

CCS Concepts: • Computing methodologies→ Computational photog-
raphy; Image-based rendering.

Additional Key Words and Phrases: Neural rendering, large-scale garage
modeling, LiDAR scanning, 3D Gaussian splatting, garage dataset, level-of-
detail rendering
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1 INTRODUCTION
Modeling garage environments accurately is crucial for various
applications such as autonomous vehicle testing, architectural plan-
ning, and game design. Garages present a unique set of challenges
due to their complex geometries, varying lighting conditions, and
frequent presence of obstacles. The ability to create detailed and
realistic 3D models of garages can significantly enhance the effec-
tiveness of these applications, providing more accurate simulations
and analyses. For visual artists, garages represent a frontier in visual
simulation that merges the aesthetic with the technical, offering a
canvas where the intricacies of light, shadow, texture, and space
coalesce. The complex interplay of artificial and natural lighting
within the confines of a garage, with its reflective surfaces, vary-
ing materials, and intricate geometries, provides a rigorous testbed
for modeling and rendering, pushing the boundaries of what is
achievable in virtual environments.
However, capturing and rendering garage environments poses

significant difficulties. These spaces often have low-light conditions,
textureless surfaces, and a high degree of clutter (Fig. 4). The in-
tricacies of garage layouts, including narrow spaces and reflective
surfaces, further complicate the modeling process. Garages with
internal circular or spiral paths often lead to incomplete data and
ambiguities in spatial relationships. Additionally, their extensive spa-
tial area underscores the necessity for efficient 3D representations
and lightweight rendering techniques to facilitate real-time interac-
tion and visualization, particularly for scenarios demanding rapid
situational assessment, such as navigation and path adjustment.
Existing methods for garage modeling typically rely on either

manual measurements or conventional photogrammetry and LiDAR
scanning. Traditional computer vision techniques, such as Structure
from Motion (SfM) [Schönberger and Frahm 2016; Snavely et al.
2008] and Multi-view Stereo (MVS) [Furukawa and Ponce 2010;

Yao et al. 2018], often struggle in these environments due to the
prevalence of texture-less regions and repetitive structural designs.
These methods frequently fail to extract sufficient feature points and
establish accurate feature correspondences necessary for estimating
camera poses. Active sensing technologies based on LiDAR can
calculate camera poses and scene geometry using SLAM algorithms,
but the reflective materials and transparent car windows common in
garages lead to geometric inaccuracies. Moreover, LiDAR data tend
to be sparse, containing many holes that corrupt high-frequency
textures essential for rendering the color appearance of the scene.

While recent advances in neural representation, particularly Neu-
ral Radiance Fields (NeRF) [Mildenhall et al. 2021], have shown
promise in producing high-quality renderings, they come with high
computational costs and lengthy training times. Although enhance-
ments [Deng et al. 2022; Sun et al. 2022; Xu et al. 2022; Zhang et al.
2020] to NeRF aim to optimize training duration and visual rendering
quality, integrating such implicit representations into conventional
graphics rendering pipelines and tools for rapid 3D content appli-
cations remains challenging. The emerging 3D Gaussian Splatting
(3DGS) [Kerbl et al. 2023] method revisits explicit representations,
using 3D Gaussians to articulate the geometry and appearance of
scenes, achieving high-quality scene modeling and rendering. Re-
cent works [Kerbl et al. 2024; Liu et al. 2024; Lu and Dai. 2024; Ren
et al. 2024; Shuai et al. 2024] extend the 3DGS approach to model
large-scale outdoor scenes, achieving impressive results. However,
few methods address the unique challenges of modeling large-scale
indoor scenes like underground garages, where low lighting, large
texture-less regions, and repetitive patterns complicate the estab-
lishment of sufficient feature correspondences between different
images.

This paper introduces LetsGo, an explicit and efficient end-to-end
modeling scheme for high-fidelity rendering of large-scale garages.
Our key innovation is the integration of calibrated LiDAR points
into 3D Gaussian splatting algorithms. We design a handheld Polar
scanner, which combines IMU, LiDAR, and a fisheye camera for
robust relative pose estimation, specifically tailored for expansive
garage data collection.We scan eight large-scale garages, collectively
named GarageWorld, using this Polar scanner. To our knowledge,
this dataset is the first of its kind aimed at large-scale garages and
will be made available to the community. Our experiments demon-
strate that LiDAR points collected by the Polar device effectively
support various Gaussian splatting algorithms for detailed garage
scene representation. To enhance the quality of 3D Gaussian ren-
dering, we introduce a depth regularizer that uses depth priors as
supervisory signals, significantly reducing floating artifacts and
enabling high rendering quality.
As the scene size increases, the memory demands for rendering

large amounts of 3D Gaussians can exceed the capabilities of even
high-end GPUs. To address this challenge, we propose a multi-
resolution 3D Gaussian representation tailored for Level-of-Detail
(LOD) rendering. This approach dynamically adjusts based on the
camera’s position, orientation, and viewing frustum, allowing for
real-time, high-quality rendering of expansive scenes. Specifically,
we construct different levels of Gaussians at varying resolutions,
where lower-resolution levels capture coarse scene characteristics
and higher-resolution levels reconstruct fine, high-frequency details.
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We employ tailored scaling factors for each level and a random-
resolution-level training scheme to optimize the Gaussians across
different levels.
During rendering, we introduce a novel level selection strategy

that optimizes the trade-off between visual fidelity and device per-
formance by considering the distance between 3D Gaussians and
the rendering viewpoint. With our multi-resolution 3D Gaussian
framework, we develop an LOD PC viewer that achieves rendering
speeds up to four times faster than traditional 3DGS viewers on
high-performance GPUs (e.g., RTX 3090). Additionally, we offer a
lightweight web renderer designed to support LOD rendering across
various consumer-level devices, including laptops and tablets. We
have released our source codes, including our training code, high-
performance PC viewer, and lightweight web viewer, to facilitate
reproducible research. Please refer to our project page.
Our results, gathered from the GarageWorld dataset as well as

ScanNet++ [Dai et al. 2017] and KITTI-360 [Liao et al. 2022] datasets,
indicate that our approach not only surpasses other methods in ren-
dering quality but also maintains high rendering efficiency. The
GarageWorld dataset and the LetsGo framework for large-scale
garage modeling and rendering enable various applications, includ-
ing autonomous driving, localization, navigation, visual effects, etc.

2 RELATED WORK
Conventional Explicit Visual Reconstruction. Conventional algo-

rithms for reconstructing large-scale scenes include Structure from
Motion (SfM) [Moulon et al. 2013; Sweeney et al. 2016; Wu 2013],
Simultaneous Localization and Mapping (SLAM) [Bavle et al. 2023;
Bujanca et al. 2021; Ceriani et al. 2015; Leonard and Durrant-Whyte
1991] and Multi-View Stereo (MVS) [Furukawa et al. 2010; Goe-
sele et al. 2007; Seitz et al. 2006]. They are dedicated to discerning
the three-dimensional structure of a scene through the sequen-
tial or multi-view analysis of two-dimensional image frames. All
these methods leverage feature tracking and multi-view consistency
to recover the 3D scene structures. SfM- and SLAM-based meth-
ods [Agarwal et al. 2011; Crandall et al. 2011; Frahm et al. 2010;
Heinly et al. 2015; Li et al. 2020; Schmuck et al. 2021; Teed and Deng
2021] estimate poses of input images and recover the scene structure
jointly. However, their main purpose is pose estimation, and the re-
covered scene point clouds are always sparse, making it difficult for
high-quality free-view synthesis. While MVS-based methods [Dai
et al. 2019; Huang et al. 2021; Li et al. 2022; Xu et al. 2021a,b; Yang
et al. 2021], especially depth-based approaches, compute a dense
depth map for each input image, the constructed scenes often lack
accuracy and robustness in texture-less and complex scenes.

NeRF and 3D Gaussian Splatting Variants. Recent advances [Chen
et al. 2021; Kerr et al. 2023; Noguchi et al. 2021; Rebain et al. 2021; Yu
et al. 2021; Zhao et al. 2022a,b] in neural scene representation have
significantly impacted novel view synthesis. Neural Radiance Fields
(NeRF), introduced by Mildenhall et al. [2021], have revolution-
ized 3D reconstruction with a novel framework for detailed scene
capture. Subsequent improvements [Kulhanek and Sattler 2023; Re-
matas et al. 2022; Roessle et al. 2022; Sun et al. 2023] have aimed at
enhancing the visual fidelity and computational efficiency of NeRF.
MipNeRF [Barron et al. 2021] and MipNeRF360 [Barron et al. 2022]

address aliasing via a novel conical frustum rendering technique
and a nonlinear scene representation, respectively. Techniques such
as Plexnoxels [Fridovich-Keil et al. 2022], Instant-NGP [Müller et al.
2022], and TensoRF [Chen et al. 2022] have expedited rendering by
integrating explicit encoding methods with compact MLP networks.
Furthermore, Block-NeRF [Tancik et al. 2022] andMega-NeRF [Turki
et al. 2022] facilitate the application of NeRF to extensive scenes.
F2-NeRF [Wang et al. 2023] introduces a space-warping method for
handling arbitrary camera trajectories. ScaNeRF [Wu et al. 2023] op-
timizes camera pose and scene representation jointly to address pose
drift in large-scale scene reconstruction. Unlike these NeRF-based
approaches, our method employs an explicit 3D Gaussian represen-
tation with depth priors from our RGBD scanner, enhancing realism
and efficiency.
3D Gaussian Splatting (3DGS) [Kerbl et al. 2023] is a transfor-

mative approach characterized by its efficiency and lifelike visual
quality. Extensive research [Charatan et al. 2024; Jiang et al. 2024;
Keetha et al. 2024; Lu and Dai. 2024; Matsuki et al. 2024; Nieder-
mayr et al. 2024; Tang et al. 2023; Wu et al. 2024] has built on
3DGS. Mip-Splatting [Yu et al. 2024] mitigates artifacts from varying
view sampling rates, and GaussianPro [Cheng et al. 2024], which
enhances Gaussian distribution with 2D image constraints. DN-
Splatter [Turkulainen et al. 2024] and DNGaussian [Li et al. 2024]
use depth and normal cues for refinement. SuGaR [Guédon and
Lepetit 2024] introduces Gaussian alignment regularization for ex-
plicit mesh extraction, and GaussianSurfels [Dai et al. 2024] flattens
3D Gaussian ellipsoids into 2D ellipses for accurate surface recon-
structions. 2DGS [Huang et al. 2024] transforms 3D volumes into
2D planar Gaussian disks, employing a perspective-accurate 2D
splatting process aligned with geometric surfaces.

TRIPS [Franke et al. 2024] combines the strengths of 3D Gaussian
Splatting and advanced point-based rendering [Aliev et al. 2020;
Kopanas et al. 2021] by employing the concept of rasterizing points
into a screen-space image pyramid, enabling high-quality recon-
struction and rendering of complex details. Despite these advances
focusing on small-scale or object-level scenes, our approach in-
novates with a depth regularizer and a multi-resolution Gaussian
representation designed for large-scale scenes, achieving realistic
visual quality and enhanced rendering efficiency.

Gaussian Splatting for Large-Scale Scenes. To effectively manage
large-scale scenes, VastGaussian [Lin et al. 2024] explores various
partitioning strategies and introduces an appearance embedding
module to enhance Gaussian training. Concurrent works such as
DrivingGaussian [Zhou et al. 2024] and Street Gaussian [Yan et al.
2024] adapt Gaussian methodologies to the dynamic contexts of
urban landscapes and autonomous driving scenarios, respectively.
In addition, multiple studies are integrating the Level of Detail
(LOD) rendering technique with 3D Gaussian Splatting to balance
rendering quality and speed. Traditional mesh-based LOD strate-
gies [Cignoni et al. 2004; Ponchio and Dellepiane 2016] create vary-
ing levels of detail in object meshes, selecting the appropriate level
based on the viewer’s distance to the target or the desired quality.
Point-based LOD methods, like Potree [Schütz et al. 2016] and Fast-
LOD [Schütz et al. 2020], are designed to efficiently render large
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(a) Scene (b) Device (c) Point Cloud (d) Fisheye Image

Fig. 2. Our compact Polar scanner (b) is engineered for capturing expansive garage environments (a). It is optimized for handheld operation or vehicular
mounting, enabling versatile data capture in extensive spaces. At the core of Polar’s data acquisition unit lies a high-fidelity LiDAR sensor, capturing precise
3D point clouds (c), complemented by a fisheye camera that procures wide-angle 2D RGB images (d) for a complete scene modeling.

Table 1. Detailed illustrations of our GarageWorld dataset, including various datasets categorized by their environment type, geometric features, area size,
number of images, point count, face count, and lighting conditions

Dataset Category Geometry Aera(𝑚2) Image Num Point Num Face Num Lighting Condition

Campus 1 Underground Flat & Sloped Paths 38447.86 8479 1.9B 121.9M Uniform Lighting
Campus 2 Underground Flat & Sloped Paths 28046.37 7772 1.4B 95.8M Uniform Lighting
Shopping Mall 1 Indoor (Multi-floors) Spiral & Circular Paths 32646.68 5792 1.14B 40.8M Uneven Lighting
Shopping Mall 2 Outdoor Spiral & Sloped Paths 13495.92 2280 0.6B 77.1M Natural Lighting
Shopping Mall 3 Underground Flat & Sloped Paths 30246.07 13296 1.6B 106.1M Uniform Lighting
Office Building Underground With Mechanical Parking System 22159.25 9308 1.15B 72.3M Motion Sensor Lighting
Arts Center Underground Flat & Sloped Paths 10392.32 5779 0.52B 31.4M Uniform Lighting
Subway Garage Underground Flat & Sloped Paths 7109.12 3607 0.70B 43.5M Uniform Lighting

3D point clouds, which is particularly beneficial for LiDAR data
visualization.

Recently, Octree-GS [Ren et al. 2024] proposes representing Gaus-
sians within an octree structure to render fine details at different
viewing scales. CityGaussian [Liu et al. 2024] employs an LOD
strategy for efficiently training and rendering of large-scale 3DGS.
However, these methods lack on-demand rendering schemes and
require high-computational devices to load complete scenes for real-
time rendering, making them unsuitable for lightweight devices
such as tablets or laptops. Hierarchical 3DGS [Kerbl et al. 2024]
delivers promising results in rendering large-scale walk-through
datasets without requiring high-performance computational devices.
Nonetheless, it lacks a web-based viewer that supports rendering
on lightweight devices, such as laptops and iPads. In contrast, our
LetsGo method employs a multi-resolution Gaussian representa-
tion coupled with an on-demand rendering scheme. This approach
achieves rendering speeds four times faster than the original 3DGS
and ensures compatibility with lightweight devices, facilitating real-
time rendering in large-scale garage scenes.

3 GARAGE DATA CAPTURE

3.1 Raw Data Acquisition
Scanning and modeling a large garage is a non-trivial task. Un-
derground and indoor garages often face challenges in receiving
GPS signals due to the physical barriers presented by the structures
and materials surrounding them, making camera pose estimation
for scanning and modeling difficult. Furthermore, there are always

large-scale texture-less regions inside a garage, e.g., floors and walls.
The parked vehicles often contain transparent glasses, and their
surfaces are sometimes reflective. This complicates feature match-
ing between images for camera pose estimation and 3D geometry
reconstruction. Using a LiDAR sensor for scanning and modeling
can provide detailed geometric information. However, the RGB color
for each scanned point is not associated.
Capturing Device. To address these problems, we design a light-

weight handheld scanning device named “Polar” to jointly collect
color and geometric information of the garage. The data collection
unit of the Polar device comprises a color fisheye camera, a LiDAR
sensor, and an IMU sensor, as visualized in Fig. 2. The fisheye cam-
era captures RGB color information in 30 FPS. It has a resolution
of 6K and a field of view (FOV) of 180 × 180 degrees, allowing for
quick and comprehensive recording of color data. The LiDAR sensor
collects 3D point clouds, recording geometric information at a rate
of 2.6 million points per second. With a measurement accuracy of
1 to 1.5 cm and a maximum detection distance of 50 m, it is ideal
for 3D scanning of large garage scenes. The IMU sensor provides
acceleration information on the device’s motion, enabling more ac-
curate pose estimation. In addition to the data acquisition unit, we
also equip the Polar device with a data processing unit consisting
of a mini PC for real-time SLAM calculations. The data processing
unit is powered by two removable batteries that provide more than
30 minutes of single scan endurance. With this unit, one can use
a smartphone to connect with the Polar device and preview 3D
point cloud reconstruction results in real-time. More information
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Fig. 3. Overview of our LiDAR-assisted Gaussian splatting framework. Initially, we generate a base mesh using color and depth data collected by our
self-designed Polar device. The data is then partitioned into blocks for parallel and rapid processing. Next, we downsample the high-quality scanned point
clouds into multi-resolution point cloud for our LOD-LiDAR-RGS (Sec. 4.2) method initialization. In addition to photometric supervision, we apply our novel
unbiased Gaussian depth regularizer (Sec. 4.1) for geometric supervision. Finally, our system produces photorealistic LOD rendering results based on the
optimized multi-resolution Gaussian representation.

about Polar device along with the calibration process is provided in
Appendix. A.

Scanning Scheme.We use the Polar device to scan various garages
for modeling and free-viewpoint rendering. The scanning trajectory
for each garage is meticulously designed to emulate drive-through
and parking. We collect data along each trajectory four times: one
for forward-facing, one for backward-facing, one for side-left, and
one for side-right, ensuring comprehensive capturing of the garage.
We set the camera to auto exposure and auto ISO to accommodate
complex lighting changes in the garage. For garages that are par-
tially open-air and partially covered, the data is collected when the
sunlight is weak, i.e., during the early morning or evening. This
ensures the images captured in the transition between open-air
and covered areas share similar illumination. We also apply a short
pause for data capturing at the transition area, allowing the sensor
to adapt to different lighting conditions and thus ensuring the im-
ages are neither overexposed nor underexposed. For garages with
motion-activated lights, we ensure the data is collected after the
light turns on, maintaining consistent lighting conditions across all
images. The travel speed for data collection is at around 1.0±0.2 m/s,
with a turning speed of 15 °±3 °/s. To avoid motion blur in areas with
insufficient light, these parameters are reduced to 0.5 m/s and 10 °/s,
respectively. Some garages are very large, for example, over 30,000
square meters. Thus, we divide large garages into small subsections
and collect data for each subsection. The data is fused later after
collection.

3.2 GarageWorld Dataset
We collect data for eight garages1, including six underground garages
with various types of inside geometries, one indoor garage with
multi-floors at Shopping Mall One, and one outdoor surface parking

1All garage data is captured with the necessary permits.

at Shopping Mall Two. These garages comprise various challenging
structures, such as sloped surfaces with distorted lines, internal
circular or spiral paths, vehicle elevators, etc., as shown in Fig. 4.
Tab. 1 provides an overall description of the garages.

Underground Garages. Most of our captured garages are located
underground. This architectural choice is prevalent in regions where
above-ground space is scarce, allowing the conservation of surface
area for alternative applications. Our underground garages on cam-
pus feature a single parking level, characterized by flat and sloped
surfaces, and are lit by regular fluorescent light tubes affixed to
the ceilings. In contrast, the garages at Shopping Mall Three and
the Arts Center have vibrant design elements and superior lighting
conditions. Additionally, we conduct a scan of a compact indoor
garage within an office building, equipped with a mechanical park-
ing system and featuring colored surfaces.
Indoor Garage with Multi-floor. Staking garages to multi-floor

is a common design in dense urban environments. We collect data
for this type of parking garage in Shopping Mall One. The different
floors of this garage are connected by spiral and circular paths,
which have a semi-open structure and are partially illuminated by
sunlight and partially by indoor lights. Given that the lights in the
shopping mall are not turned on in the early morning, we collect
data for this garage during the early evening to maintain consistent
illumination between different images.

Outdoor Parking. The outdoor surface parking facility is often in
areas with large spaces or on the top of a commercial building. We
collect data for a garage with this type located on the top of Shop-
ping Mall Two. The entrance to this parking space is from indoor to
outdoor, containing spiral and sloped paths. During daylight time,
the outdoor illumination is stronger than indoor. At night, the lim-
ited dim streetlights are insufficient for photography requirements.
Therefore, we conduct our data capture during the early morning
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and evening when the sunlight is soft, and the illumination between
indoors and outdoors is similar.

3.3 Initial Mesh Reconstruction
Weemploy the off-the-shell LiDAR-Inertial-Visual (LIV) SLAM [Shan
et al. 2021] to estimate the relative poses of the sensor between dif-
ferent time steps. The LIV-SLAM system integrates a tightly coupled
LiDAR-Inertial Odometry and Visual-Inertial Odometry, along with
a joint optimization approach between LiDAR and camera data, for
relative pose estimation. The pose estimation system leverages the
unique capabilities of each sensor of our Polar device to enhance
overall accuracy and robustness. The IMU delivers reliable short-
termmotion estimates, while the LiDAR contributes precise distance
measurements. Visual sensors complement these by enriching pose
estimation in environments abundant with visual features, ensuring
a robust and precise outcome.
After merging the point cloud data collected at different time

steps using the estimated relative pose, we apply Poisson Recon-
struction [Kazhdan et al. 2006] to convert the point cloud data into
a mesh. To ensure the accuracy and integrity of the resulting mesh,
we also compare the reconstructed mesh to the original point cloud
data to remove incorrect faces (More details in Appendix. B). This
geometry-based mesh reconstruction method performs well for
Lambertian surface reconstruction. However, it faces challenges
for reflective and transparent surfaces, e.g., vehicle glass windows,
which is especially common in garage environments.

4 LIDAR-ASSISTED LOD GAUSSIAN
3D Gaussian representation excels at modeling transparent and
reflective surfaces compared to a mesh representation. However, it
requires a sparse 3D point cloud of the scene and accurate camera
parameters obtained from SfM. As discussed previously, the large-
scale garage scenes are challenging for SfM algorithms, with low
lighting conditions, large texture-less regions, repetitive patterns,
etc., making sufficient feature correspondences between different
images hard to establish. As a result, the capacity of the original
3DGS for high-quality modeling and rendering is limited.
Our Polar scanner, equipped with calibrated IMU, LiDAR, and

fisheye camera sensors, effectively addresses this challenge. By in-
tegrating the unique strengths of these diverse sensors, our system
achieves precise camera localization and detailed 3D point cloud
generation. In the following sections, we first delve into the techni-
cal details of our novel LiDAR-assisted Gaussian splatting technique
(Sec. 4.1), which incorporates a custom depth regularizer. By lever-
aging geometry priors derived from our RGBD scans, this method
enhances the realism of rendered images and minimizes the occur-
rence of floater artifacts. Subsequently, we introduce an innovative
framework incorporating Level-of-Detail (LOD) technology into
our Gaussian training and rendering process (Sec. 4.2). This frame-
work utilizes a multi-resolution point cloud as its input, significantly
boosting rendering speeds. Moreover, we show how it can facilitate
rendering expansive garage environments on lightweight devices
through a specialized web-based renderer (Sec. 4.3). Fig. 3 provides
an overview of our LiDAR-assisted Gaussian splatting framework.

4.1 Gaussian Splatting with LiDAR Inputs
3DGS [Kerbl et al. 2023] represents 3D points with 3D Gaussians, pa-
rameterized by position 𝜇, opacity 𝛼 , anisotropic covariance Σ, and
spherical harmonic (SH) coefficients representing view-dependent
color 𝑐 . The projection from 3D Gaussians to 2D images [Zwicker
et al. 2001b] is given by

Σ′ = 𝐽𝑊 Σ𝑊𝑇 𝐽𝑇 , (1)

where J represents the Jacobian of the affine approximation of the
projective transformation, and𝑊 corresponds to the viewing trans-
formation.

The goal is to optimize the Gaussian parameters so that the ren-
dered images from the 3D Gaussians are as close to their ground
truth (GT) images as possible.
A standard three-dimensional Gaussian sphere can be trans-

formed into an ellipsoid of arbitrary shape within space by ap-
plying a covariance matrix Σ. Additionally, so as to ensure the
semi-definiteness of the covariance matrix during the optimization
process, Kerbl et al. proposes to optimize a scaling matrix 𝑆 and
rotation matrix 𝑅, and compute the covariance matrix as:

Σ = 𝑅𝑆𝑆𝑇𝑅𝑇 , (2)

where 𝑆 is parameterized as a 3D vector and 𝑅 is parameterized as
quaternion, a 4D vector with unit norm.
Since conventional SfM approaches fail in large garage environ-

ments due to hard correspondence establishment between texture-
less and transparent regions, we use our Polar device with a LiDAR
sensor to scan point clouds of the garages. Considering the orig-
inally scanned point clouds contain noise, we resample a set of
new points from the reconstructed mesh with a uniform sampling
strategy. These resampled points, in conjunction with the camera
parameters, are used to train the 3DGS representations.

In addition to the image reconstruction loss in the original Gauss-
ian splatting, we further introduce a depth-regularizer for our LiDAR-
assisted 3DGS training, which incorporates depth priors derived
from the high-quality LiDAR data during training. We denote this
method as LiDAR-GS and the original 3DGS method with LiDAR-
assisted point cloud for Gaussian initialization as 3DGS∗.

Depth Regularizer. Inspired by the depth calculation from NeRF
[Mildenhall et al. 2021], we utilize the rasterization pipeline of Gaus-
sians to compute the depth of each Gaussian primitive:

𝐷G =
∑︁
𝑖∈𝑁

𝑑𝑖𝛼𝑖𝑇𝑖 , 𝑇𝑖 =

𝑖−1∏
𝑗=1

(
1 − 𝛼 𝑗

)
, (3)

where𝐷G is the rendered depth and 𝑑𝑖 is the depth of each Gaussian
splat in camera perspective.

It should be noted that the center of the Gaussian is not directly
employed for depth computation. Due to variations in the shape and
orientation of the Gaussian, the depth at the precise point where
the ray intersects the Gaussian deviates from the depth at its center.
Our approach computes the expected depth at the specific point of
intersection with the Gaussian as follows:
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𝑑𝑖 =
1
𝑙

(
𝑝2 −

(
Σ−1

)
0,2(

Σ−1
)
2,2
(𝑥0 − 𝑝0) −

(
Σ−1

)
1,2(

Σ−1
)
2,2
(𝑥1 − 𝑝1)

)
(4)

where p = [𝑝0, 𝑝1, 𝑝2] represents the position of the Gaussian cen-
ter in the ray space, and Σ is the 3 × 3 covariance matrix. (·)𝑚,𝑛
represents the corresponding element in the matrix. For detailed
derivation and understanding of this process, please refer to Appen-
dix. C.
Given the 𝐾 captured views, we compute the depth loss using

the following equation:

Ldepth =
∑︁
𝑘∈𝐾

𝐷𝑘𝐺 − 𝐷𝑘1 , (5)

where 𝐷𝑘 represents the 𝑘th inherent depth prior from LiDAR data.
The total loss function is as follows:

Ltotal = Lrgb + 𝜆depthLdepth, (6)

where Lrgb is the RGB image reconstruction loss, following the
original 3DGS, and 𝜆depth is the weight for our depth term. By incor-
porating the depth constraint, our LiDAR-GS effectively minimizes
the occurrence of floating artifacts and aligns the Gaussian kernel
more closely with the depth information inherent in the LiDAR
data.

4.2 Multi-Resolution Representation
The original 3D Gaussian representation requires a vast number
of 3D Gaussians, making it resource-intensive and inefficient for
lightweight devices. However, simultaneously loading all Gaussians
of the entire scene is inefficient and unnecessary for rendering a
specific view.

Inspired by advanced rendering techniques [Schütz et al. 2016] for
massive LiDAR point clouds, we introduce a multi-resolution Gauss-
ian framework called LOD-LiDAR-GS. This framework integrates
the Level-of-Detail (LOD) rendering to the LiDAR-GS, making it suit-
able for various devices. We represent the 3D scene with Gaussians
at different resolution levels. When initializing the multi-resolution
Gaussians, each Gaussian is assigned an LOD attribute, alongside its
original attributes like 3D position, spherical harmonic coefficients,
and opacity, to support our LOD rendering. The LOD value dynam-
ically adjusts the cloning and splitting threshold during training.
This multi-resolution representation enables fast and lightweight
rendering on web-based devices.

Multi-Resolution Gaussian Initialization. We first construct multi-
resolution point cloud data for Gaussian initialization. Our Polar
device generates dense point clouds with superior accuracy and
consistency, even in challenging garage conditions. We use a spac-
ing attribute, 𝜏 , to represent the resolution of a point cloud, defined
as the minimal distance between points. The finest resolution corre-
sponds to the original point cloud sampled from our reconstructed
mesh at the lowest 𝜏 . We then increase 𝜏 to 2𝜏 and downsample
the point cloud to derive a coarser point cloud, repeating until the
point count drops below a threshold, 𝜖𝑝 . Points in the finest level
get an LOD value of 𝑁 = 𝐿 − 1, and those in the coarsest level get
an LOD value of 𝑁 = 0. We set 𝜏 to 4.0 cm and 𝜖𝑝 to 10,000 points.

ALGORITHM 1: Octree Construction for LOD-LiDAR-GS
Input :A set of multi-resolution Gaussians stored in .ply files
Output :Gaussian in Octree structure stored in .bin files

// Initialization

Create an octree with depth 𝐿
Compute bounding box 𝐵 that covers all Gaussian levels
Initialize 𝑞𝑢𝑒𝑢𝑒 = {root of octree, 𝐵, lvl = 0}
// First loop: Distribute Gaussians into octree nodes

while length(𝑞𝑢𝑒𝑢𝑒 ) > 0 do
𝑐𝑢𝑟𝑟𝑒𝑛𝑡𝑁𝑜𝑑𝑒 ← 𝑞𝑢𝑒𝑢𝑒.𝑝𝑜𝑝 ( )
foreach childNode of currentNode do

Assign bounding box 𝐵𝑐ℎ𝑖𝑙𝑑 and
𝑙𝑣𝑙 = {𝑐𝑢𝑟𝑟𝑒𝑛𝑡𝑁𝑜𝑑𝑒.𝑙𝑣𝑙 } + 1 to childNode

queue.push({childNode, 𝐵𝑐ℎ𝑖𝑙𝑑 , 𝑙𝑣𝑙 })
end
Read Gaussians from 𝑙𝑒𝑣𝑒𝑙_{𝑐𝑢𝑟𝑟𝑒𝑛𝑡𝑁𝑜𝑑𝑒.𝑙𝑣𝑙 } .𝑝𝑙𝑦
Distribute Gaussians within 𝑐𝑢𝑟𝑟𝑒𝑛𝑡𝑁𝑜𝑑𝑒.𝐵

end
Initialize 𝑞𝑢𝑒𝑢𝑒 = {root of octree, 𝐵, lvl = 0}
𝑏𝑦𝑡𝑒𝑂𝑓 𝑓 𝑠𝑒𝑡,𝑏𝑦𝑡𝑒𝑆𝑖𝑧𝑒 = 0, 0
// Second loop: Prune empty nodes and store data

while length(𝑞𝑢𝑒𝑢𝑒 ) > 0 do
𝑐𝑢𝑟𝑟𝑒𝑛𝑡𝑁𝑜𝑑𝑒 ← 𝑞𝑢𝑒𝑢𝑒.𝑝𝑜𝑝 ( )
foreach childNode of currentNode do

if childNode.numPoints > 0 then
queue.push({childNode, childNode.B, lvl})

end
end
𝑏𝑦𝑡𝑒𝑆𝑖𝑧𝑒 = size(𝑐𝑢𝑟𝑟𝑒𝑛𝑡𝑁𝑜𝑑𝑒.𝑝𝑜𝑖𝑛𝑡𝑠 )
Flush 𝑐𝑢𝑟𝑟𝑒𝑛𝑡𝑁𝑜𝑑𝑒.𝑝𝑜𝑖𝑛𝑡𝑠 into octree.bin file
Flush 𝑐𝑢𝑟𝑟𝑒𝑛𝑡𝑁𝑜𝑑𝑒.𝐵, 𝑐𝑢𝑟𝑟𝑒𝑛𝑡𝑁𝑜𝑑𝑒.𝑛𝑢𝑚𝑃𝑜𝑖𝑛𝑡𝑠 ,
𝑏𝑦𝑡𝑒𝑂𝑓 𝑓 𝑠𝑒𝑡 , 𝑏𝑦𝑡𝑒𝑆𝑖𝑧𝑒 into hierarchy.bin file
𝑏𝑦𝑡𝑒𝑂𝑓 𝑓 𝑠𝑒𝑡 ← 𝑏𝑦𝑡𝑒𝑂𝑓 𝑓 𝑠𝑒𝑡 + 𝑏𝑦𝑡𝑒𝑆𝑖𝑧𝑒

end

The downsampling operation employs an approximate Poisson-disk
sampling method from the PotreeConverter library [Schütz et al.
2016].

LOD-LiDAR-GS Training. In contrast to LiDAR-GS, our LOD-
LiDAR-GS framework processes a multi-resolution point cloud,
wherein each resolution level has a distinct LOD value. We devise
a new training strategy to handle the complexity caused by multi-
resolution input effectively. We initialize a Gaussian model for each
resolution level, which operates independently during optimization.
Following the original 3DGS [Kerbl et al. 2023], the decision to clone
or split a Gaussian is based on threshold values for position gradi-
ents 𝜎𝑝𝑜𝑠 and variance 𝜎𝑣𝑎𝑟 . We introduce a scaling factor 𝑠 , which
varies with the LOD value 𝑙 of each level, modifying the thresholds
as 𝑠 · 𝜎𝑝𝑜𝑠 and 𝑠 · 𝜎𝑣𝑎𝑟 :

𝑠𝑘 = min(𝛽𝐿−1−𝑙𝑠 , 𝑠𝑚𝑎𝑥 ), 𝑙 ∈ [0, 𝐿 − 1] (7)

where 𝛽𝑠 and 𝑠𝑚𝑎𝑥 are hyperparameters set to
√
2 and 4.0 respec-

tively.
In our approach, the Gaussian representation at the lower resolu-

tion levels is employed to encapsulate the low-frequency content
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Fig. 4. Visualization of examples from our GarageWorld dataset.
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Fig. 5. Illustration of our LOD-LiDAR-GS within an Octree Structure, ac-
companied by an LOD rendering strategy. Distance varies from near to far,
with Gaussian level resolution transitioning from fine to coarse. The bottom
row illustrates the level composition in the rendered view.

of the scene, while higher resolution levels utilize finer Gaussians
to capture the intricate high-frequency details. To use our multi-
resolution Gaussian models for image rendering, we adopt a tech-
nique analogous to LOD rendering used in traditional computer
graphics pipelines. Gaussian subsets from each resolution level are
selected based on the rendering camera’s viewing frustum and the
projected depth 𝑑 of each Gaussian. The appropriate Gaussian level
𝐿 (𝑑 ) is determined as:

𝐿 (𝑑 ) = clamp(⌊𝐿1−𝑑/𝑑𝑚𝑎𝑥 ⌋, 0, 𝐿 − 1) (8)

where 𝑑𝑚𝑎𝑥 is the maximum depth value projected onto the training
viewpoint from the point cloud.

During training, we select portions of Gaussians from different
resolution levels based on depth ranges to accurately predict the
image. We compute the loss by comparing model predictions with
ground truth images. Our random-resolution-level (RRL) training
strategy renders each training sample with a 50% probability using
either the LOD strategy from multiple levels or a single Gaussian
level, preventing overfitting and biases in camera pose distribution.

4.3 Web-based Lightweight Renderer
With the proposed multi-resolution Gaussian representation, our
LOD-LiDAR-GS significantly enhances rendering efficiency. Instead
of using a large number of 3D Gaussians for each image, LOD-
LiDAR-GS dynamically selects Gaussian subsets from different reso-
lution levels based on depth ranges. This reduces the complexity of
sorting, projection, and accumulation operations, thereby accelerat-
ing rendering speed. On GPU systems such as the NVIDIA RTX 3090,
we implement a 3D Gaussian viewer based on the original 3DGS
SIBR viewer. By integrating our LOD rendering strategy, as detailed
in Equation 8, we achieve approximately a 4x increase in rendering
speed. Additionally, we introduce a web-based, on-demand renderer
developed with JavaScript and WebGL, which supports real-time
rendering on lightweight devices. Unlike mainstream lightweight
Gaussian renderers [Face 2024; Kwok 2023], which load all Gaus-
sians into VRAM simultaneously, our renderer dynamically loads

only the necessary data into memory according to the current view-
point and LOD strategy. This method avoids the need for full data
loading, enabling the rendering of large-scale environments on web
platforms.

Converting Multi-Resolution Gaussians into Octree Structure. Our
multi-resolution Gaussian representation is well-suited for storage
within an Octree structure, with Gaussians at each level efficiently
stored in the nodes at the corresponding depth of the Octree. We
begin by constructing an Octree of depth 𝐿, where the root node host
level 0 and the leaf nodes contain the finest level, 𝐿−1. Intermediate
levels are stored at the inner nodes of the Octree. We outline the
conversion of our Gaussian representation into the Octree format
in Algorithm 1.

Coarse-to-Fine Rendering. Rendering large-scale garage scenes
requires managing a substantial number of Gaussians, often ex-
ceeding in-memory storage capacity. To address this, we imple-
ment a coarse-to-fine loading and rendering scheme that facilitates
real-time rendering on resource-constrained devices. Initially, low-
resolution Gaussian levels are preloaded into memory at viewer
initialization. These levels occupy minimal storage and are accessed
frequently during subsequent rendering cycles. As shown in Fig. 5, to
render high-frequency details, our system dynamically selects high-
resolution octree chunks from disk based on the viewer’s frustum
and the conditions set by our LOD rendering strategy, as outlined
in Equation 8. The rendering process begins with a traversal of
the entire octree, determining each node’s visibility based on the
center position of the node’s bounding box. A second traversal then
loads visible Gaussian data into a buffer, continuing until either the
traversal is complete or the number of loaded Gaussians reaches the
maximum capacity. The buffer is updated by replacing preloaded
Gaussians with newly loaded high-resolution Gaussians, which are
then dispatched to a WebGL worker for rendering. Recent works,
such as OCT-GS [Ren et al. 2024] and LoG [Shuai et al. 2024], can
also be structured into an octree format. However, OCT-GS fails
to represent the entire scene at certain levels, making it unsuitable
for our lightweight rendering strategy. Additionally, LoG does not
provide a solution for lightweight rendering.

5 EXPERIMENTAL RESULTS

5.1 Training Details
All experiments are conducted on an NVIDIA RTXA6000 GPU using
the PyTorch Framework. Given the large scale of our scenes and the
initialization with LiDAR point clouds, we set the scaling learning
rate to 0.0015 and the initial position learning rate for Gaussian
primitives to 0.000016. We disable the opacity reset option and delay
the start of the Gaussian densification step to 75,000 iterations. The
total number of iterations is empirically set to twenty times the
number of captured images. We use a spherical harmonics (SH)
degree of 2 and set 𝜆depth to 0.8. We employ a partitioning strategy
similar to [Tancik et al. 2022], expanding each block outward by 30%
to address the poor reconstruction quality on the boundaries. The
overall end-to-end duration, including data capture, preprocessing,
and training, typically ranges from 12 to 16 hours. Each scene is
divided into 3 to 10 blocks, depending on its complexity. The training
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Fig. 6. Qualitative comparison between our LOD-LiDAR-GS, 3DGS∗, Mip-Splatting∗, F2-NeRF, NGP and Splatfacto∗ on the various datasets. Here, we use a
superscript ∗ to denote their Gaussian primitives are initialized according to our LiDAR-assisted 3D point cloud.

Table 2. Quantitative comparison among our LOD-LiDAR-GS, 3DGS∗, Mip-Splatting∗, F2-NeRF, NGP, Splatfacto∗, OCT-GS∗, and LoG-GS∗ on the various
datasets.

Method GarageWorld ScanNet++ KITTI-360
PSNR↑ SSIM↑ LPIPS↓ PSNR↑ SSIM↑ LPIPS↓ PSNR↑ SSIM↑ LPIPS↓

3DGS* 23.52 0.822 0.412 27.41 0.902 0.149 20.39 0.698 0.289
Mip-Splatting* 22.08 0.791 0.448 25.74 0.898 0.179 20.19 0.682 0.318
F2-NeRF 18.88 0.739 0.552 23.59 0.888 0.237 18.60 0.653 0.414
NGP 20.68 0.734 0.507 28.72 0.896 0.230 21.21 0.655 0.406
Splatfacto* 25.45 0.793 0.261 28.35 0.906 0.065 14.76 0.481 0.381
OCT-GS* 25.19 0.782 0.315 31.55 0.941 0.063 21.52 0.692 0.322
LoG-GS* 21.53 0.737 0.278 27.80 0.907 0.086 18.62 0.671 0.300

Ours (LOD-LiDAR-GS) 25.77 0.812 0.210 29.19 0.927 0.064 24.53 0.811 0.167
Ours (Web) 22.56 0.730 0.211 22.79 0.824 0.140 19.20 0.586 0.247

duration for each block varies from 1.5 to 4 hours, based on the size
of the point cloud and the number of images. In a few cases, irregular
shapes in underground garages result in particularly large blocks,
extending the training time to over 8 hours.

Training Image Selection and Pre-processing. Regarding training
view selection for each block, camera views originating within the
partition bounds are retained. Furthermore, for camera views posi-
tioned outside the partition, we project the mesh in the partition
block and the original mesh onto each camera view and compute the
projected pixel overlap ratio between the quadrilateral-partitioned
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Fig. 7. Qualitative comparison of our method and concurrent works, includ-
ing recent OCT-GS* and LoG* methods, on the GarageWorld and UAVD4L
datasets.

Fig. 8. Qualitative and Quantitative comparison of our method and READ
approach on the GarageWorld datasets.

mesh and the whole mesh. Views with a ratio exceeding a threshold
of 0.8 are retained. The original Gaussian framework does not sup-
port direct input of fisheye images. To retain more information from
the images, we avoided traditional fisheye distortion correction.
Instead, we split a single fisheye image into five pinhole images.
Specifically, the fisheye image is projected onto a hemispherical sur-
face. Then, five virtual cameras, each oriented at 45 degrees to the
top, bottom, left, right, and straight ahead, reproject the hemispher-
ical image into their respective views. This process generates new
images and extrinsic parameters. Additionally, since the downward-
facing view includes part of the capturing device, we use a mask to
obscure this portion of the image.

5.2 Comparison
Datasets. We compare our approach with state-of-the-art meth-

ods and concurrent works on various challenging datasets, includ-
ing our GarageWorld, KITTI-360 [Liao et al. 2022] (large outdoor
street scene), and ScanNet++ [Yeshwanth et al. 2023] (indoor scene
characterized by complex geometry and variable lighting). For each
dataset, we use 10% of the images as test sets and the remaining 90%
as training sets.

Fig. 9. Qualitative ablation study on depth regularization within our large-
scale GarageWorld dataset clearly demonstrates improvements in resolving
the floater problem on the ground.

Fig. 10. Ablation study on our LOD rendering strategy demonstrates that
our real-time LOD renderer operates approximately 3-4 times faster than
the original 3DGS SIBR viewer when tested on an NVIDIA RTX 3090 GPU.

Competing Methods. We compare our method against a suite
of 3DGS approaches, including 3DGS* [Kerbl et al. 2023], Mip-
Splatting* [Yu et al. 2024], and Splactfacto* [Tancik et al. 2023],
as well as recent concurrent work, including OCT-GS* [Ren et al.
2024] and LoG* [Shuai et al. 2024]. Additionally, we benchmark our
approach against recent implicit representation methods, namely
F2-NeRF [Wang et al. 2023] and Instant-NGP [Müller et al. 2022].
To extend recent 3DGS-based methods to large-scale garage scenes,
we initialize them with our LiDAR-derived point clouds instead of
SFM point clouds, enabling their application to challenging garage
environments. Methods utilizing our LiDAR-derived point clouds
are denoted with an asterisk (*).

Quantitative Comparison Results. For quantitative comparisons,
we use Peak Signal-to-Noise Ratio (PSNR), Structural Similarity
(SSIM), and Learned Perceptual Image Patch Similarity (LPIPS) [Zhang
et al. 2018] as metrics to evaluate rendering quality. The results of
these comparisons are presented in Tab. 2. Our LOD-LiDAR-GS
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Fig. 11. Qualitative ablation study on different input point cloud qualities
demonstrates that using point clouds sampled from the mesh significantly
enhances rendering quality.

method consistently achieves the best results on large-scale scene
datasets, such as our GarageWorld dataset and the KITTI-360 dataset.
On the small-scale scene dataset ScanNet++, our LOD-LiDAR-GS
approach achieves the second-best results. From the last two rows
of Tab. 2, our web renderer demonstrate comparable performance
on lightweight devices (MacBook Air with M2 clip).

Qualitative Comparison Results. As shown in Fig. 6, both 3DGS*
and Splactfacto* tend to generate floating Gaussian points around
scene surfaces, resulting in blurriness and poor rendering quality.
F2-NeRF performs well on the relatively small-scale ScanNet++
dataset but suffers from artifacts in the large-scale KITTI-360 dataset
and blurriness in our GarageWorld dataset. Instant-NGP, which
utilizes hash encoding, produces notably blurry results in large-scale
scenes. In contrast, our method demonstrates the highest rendering
quality across various scenarios. We also compared our method
with concurrent works such as OCT-GS* and LoG*. As shown in
Fig. 7, our approach achieves the best rendering quality on both our
GarageWorld and the UAVD4L datasets (recently proposed and used
in LoG*). Our web-based results also show comparable visual quality.
Moreover, we evaluate our method against the READ method [Li
et al. 2023] which also uses LiDAR as input. Fig. 8 presents the
qualitative and quantitative results, showing that our method can
recover more high-frequency details.

Rendering Performance of Web-based Renderer. Additionally, we
evaluate the performance of our web-based renderer on various
devices. On a high-performance desktop equippedwith an i9-10900X
CPU and a Samsung SSD T5 Disk, it takes 1.36 seconds to load
approximately 2 million 3D Gaussians. On a MacBook laptop with
an Apple M2 CPU and Apple SSD AP0512Z Disk, the load time for
the same number of 3D Gaussians is 1.29 seconds. Combining these
newly loaded 3D Gaussians with an additional 3 million pre-loaded
Gaussians, both devices maintain a rendering frame rate of 60 FPS.
Due to browser memory constraints, we restrict the 3D Gaussian
data loaded for rendering to a maximum of 2 GB. Furthermore,
the web renderer uses CPU-based sorting, which is slower than
the CUDA-based sorting employed by the original 3DGS renderer.

Fig. 12. Qualitative ablation study on the random-resolution-level (RRL)
training strategy reveals that our RRL approach effectively addresses the
overfitting issue at a certain level, influenced by the camera distribution.

To balance rendering quality and performance, we adopt our LOD
rendering strategy that adjusts the number of loaded 3D Gaussians.

5.3 Ablation Study
In this section, we perform ablation studies to validate the effective-
ness of each component of our approach.

Depth Regularization. Using only photometric loss constraints
can easily produce artifacts, such as floaters, in large-scale scene
reconstruction. To address this, we introduce an additional depth reg-
ularization term to enforce geometric constraints. As shown in Fig. 9,
we evaluated the impact of our depth regularization module across
various scenes. Our results demonstrate that the LOD-LiDAR-GS
method effectively mitigates floaters on the ground when depth
regularization is applied.

Input Point Cloud Qualities. Relying solely on high-density point
clouds can lead to computational inefficiencies without significantly
enhancing reconstruction quality. To investigate this, we conducted
an ablation study assessing the impact of varying point cloud quali-
ties on our reconstruction results. As shown in Fig. 11 and Tab. 3, we
evaluated the performance of our LOD-LiDAR-GS method using
point clouds sampled from the mesh at various intervals, alongside
original LiDAR point clouds downsampled to 4 cm intervals. Our
findings indicate that while higher densities yield more detailed
reconstructions, the benefits plateau beyond a certain threshold.
Conversely, lower densities still deliver robust performance with re-
duced computational costs. To balance training time and reconstruc-
tion quality, we selected 4 cm intervals for sampling from the mesh.
Notably, using original LiDAR point clouds directly results in poorer
outcomes compared to mesh-sampled point clouds, particularly in
garage environments where objects are smaller and geometrically
simpler. Thus, we opted for point clouds sampled from the mesh at
4 cm intervals, which offer superior reconstruction quality while
maintaining efficiency.

LOD Rendering Strategy. Next, we ablate the LOD rendering strat-
egy. Based on our multi-resolution representation, we select Gauss-
ian subsets from various resolution levels according to depth ranges,
following the LOD rendering strategy outlined in Equation 8. This
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Table 3. Quantitative ablation study on different input point cloud qualities and corresponding training times across two datasets. Point clouds sampled from
the mesh at varying intervals and original LiDAR point clouds downsampled to 4 cm intervals. The training times are based on tests performed with an
NVIDIA RTX A6000 GPU.

Point Cloud
Density

Arts Center Shopping Mall 3
PSNR↑ SSIM↑ LPIPS↓ Number of Gaussians Training Time PSNR↑ SSIM↑ LPIPS↓ Number of Gaussians Training Time

2 cm (Mesh) 25.87 0.862 0.317 17698464 10:55:07 25.01 0.836 0.320 36042237 31:01:11
6 cm (Mesh) 25.52 0.854 0.340 2300174 02:47:02 24.73 0.827 0.340 4559012 06:35:14
8 cm (Mesh) 25.29 0.848 0.348 1306965 02:15:16 24.49 0.821 0.348 2566219 04:53:08
10 cm (Mesh) 25.08 0.843 0.356 836921 02:02:50 24.21 0.814 0.357 1627634 04:06:29
4 cm (LiDAR) 23.11 0.816 0.370 10024717 03:03:03 21.52 0.764 0.399 21162613 04:39:05

4 cm (Mesh) 25.70 0.858 0.330 4997081 02:23:27 24.91 0.832 0.331 10015908 10:58:39

(a) Autonomous vehicle parking (b) Real-time localization & navigation (c) VFX demonstration

Fig. 13. Applications of our system: (a) Autonomous vehicle parking. Our diverse garage scenes facilitate training algorithms for generating parking trajectories
under different scenarios; (b) Real-time localization & navigation in challenging garage environments; (c) VFX demonstration. Through an analysis of the
animation in the reference video, we extract the poses of several keyframes, which enable our system’s renderer to generate corresponding video segments
and produce realistic visual effects.

strategy significantly reduces the complexity of sorting, projection,
and accumulation operations involved with 3D Gaussians, thereby
accelerating the rendering speed. As shown in Fig. 10, our real-time
viewer, integrated with the LOD rendering technique, is about 3-4
times faster than 3DGS’s SIBR viewer with similar rendering quality.

Random-Resolution-Level (RRL) Training Strategy. During train-
ing, directly applying the LOD rendering strategy to render images
and optimize the loss can lead to overfitting at certain resolution lev-
els in specific scene regions. We propose a random-resolution-level
(RRL) training strategy to address this issue. As shown in Fig. 12,
our RRL training strategy mitigates the overfitting problem and
remains robust to variations in the distribution of input cameras.

6 GARAGEWORLD
We introduce the first large-scale garage dataset, GarageWorld,
captured with our Polar device. This dataset comprises eight large
garages, featuring six underground garages, one outdoor parking lot,
and one multi-floor indoor garage. Fig. 4 visualizes the 3D models
and rendered images of a subsection of these garages using our
method. Our rendering pipeline and the GarageWorld dataset are
designed to support a wide range of applications, which are further
detailed in the following sections.

Data Generation and Testbed for Autonomous Driving. Our devel-
oped 3D reconstruction of large-scale garage scenes with enhanced
real-time rendering can support various autonomous driving algo-
rithms. The GarageWorld dataset provides diverse driving scenar-
ios, including tight parking spaces and complex geometric layouts,

which are instrumental for training algorithms in autonomous park-
ing and navigation path planning. Additionally, our LetsGo pipeline
further aids vehicle parking by supplementing sensor data, particu-
larly in low-light garage conditions. Our LiDAR-assisted Gaussian
primitives allow rigorous testing in a virtual setting, prompting safe
and efficient parking solutions. Fig. 13(a) illustrates how our ap-
proach generates rear-view images, allowing vehicles to accurately
estimate distances and navigate tight spaces, thereby avoiding col-
lisions and accelerating the development and deployment of safe
autonomous driving technologies.

Real-time Localization andNavigation. Our LiDAR-assisted garage
modeling and rendering provide accurate 3D references, signifi-
cantly enhancing autonomous vehicle localization and navigation,
particularly in challenging indoor or underground garages where
traditional methods struggle. Fig. 13(b) presents an example of
real-time localization and navigation. Additionally, our web-based
rendering engine represents expansive 3D garage maps and naviga-
tion trajectories on lightweight devices with limited computational
capacity, delivering smooth real-time interactions and superior ren-
dering performance.

VFX Production. Our reconstructed garage datasets and real-time
rendering capabilities significantly enhance VFX production by pro-
viding a robust foundation for creating realistic backgrounds and
seamlessly integrating CGI elements into live-action footage. In-
spired by the highway chase in "The Matrix Reloaded", our LetsGo
pipeline excels in rendering complex garage scenes, offering precise
control over elements like exposure time and motion blur. We cre-
ated a VFX video production to showcase our technology using our
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reconstructed garage models (Fig. 13(c)) in the supplementary video.
We downloaded a video depicting highway chase scenes with dy-
namic viewing angles of a rapidly moving motorcycle. By extracting
and aligning camera trajectories with our models and synthesizing
motion blur, we created immersive visual effects that convincingly
depict a chase within a garage environment. Our approach sup-
ports the exploration of diverse camera angles and compositions
in real-time while ensuring visual consistency between real and
virtual components, significantly reducing the need for reshoots
and streamlining the production process.

7 LIMITATIONS AND DISCUSSIONS
Although our rendering results exhibit realism and we showcase
various applications, our workflow still possesses certain limitations.
Here we present a detailed analysis and explore further potential
applications.
Firstly, our method focuses on large-scale garage scenes and

relies on our lightweight 3D scanner to provide high-quality LiDAR
point clouds, color images, and corresponding camera information.
Although we have also validated the effectiveness of our method
on other open-source datasets, it is important to explore the use of
even lighter devices for scanning and rendering large-scale scenes,
such as smartphones equipped with depth sensors. Additionally,
we have currently collected data from eight large-scale garages,
but it is necessary to gather more garage data to contribute to the
community and facilitate further research on garage modeling and
rendering.
As a method based on image rendering, our approach achieves

highly realistic rendering effects, almost indistinguishable from real
scenes. However, the existing pipeline does not support modify-
ing lighting conditions. This requires us to carefully design the
shooting process according to the lighting conditions, limiting the
applicability of our method in various scenarios. Enabling rendering
and editing of large-scale scenes under different lighting conditions
is a meaningful direction that deserves further investigation. Our
open-source dataset provides a foundation for the community to
conduct research in these directions, allowing for advancements
in this field. Also there are switching artifacts primarily caused by
loading different Gaussian levels. These artifacts can be mitigated
by interpolating between adjacent Gaussian levels during switching.
[Kerbl et al. 2024] successfully achieves smooth level transitions
using a linear interpolation scheme. We will explore this approach
and decrease the switching artifacts in future work.
Furthermore, there are additional directions and applications

worth exploring. Inspired by SMERF [Duckworth et al. 2024], one
potential research direction is to investigate streaming transmis-
sion methods for Gaussian kernels, enabling the distribution and
on-the-fly rendering of large-scale scene data. Additionally, there
are city generation methods such as InfiniCity [Lin et al. 2023] and
CityDreamer [Xie et al. 2024], which leverage Generative Adver-
sarial Networks (GANs) [Goodfellow et al. 2014] to achieve rapid
modeling of large-scale scenes. We intend to study large-scale scene
generation based on 3D Gaussian representations. This fully ex-
plicit representation can be easily integrated into existing computer
graphics workflows and achieve superior rendering effects.

8 CONCLUSION
For many of us, our daily lives begin with a safe departure from
a garage and end with a safe arrival. The garage serves as the ori-
gin of our journey to innovation. This paper has contributed a
handheld Polar device for data collection, a GarageWorld dataset,
LiDAR-assisted Gaussian splatting for scene representation, and an
LOD-based rendering technique that allows web-based rendering
on consumer-level devices. Benefiting from these innovations, we
successfully reconstruct various garages with diverse and challeng-
ing environments, allowing real-time rendering from any viewpoint
on lightweight devices. Experimental results on the collected and
two public datasets have demonstrated the effectiveness of our ap-
proach. Our GarageWorld, along with the reconstructed 3D model
and real-time rendering, enables a set of applications, including
training data generation and testbed for autonomous driving algo-
rithms, real-time assistance for autonomous vehicle localization,
navigation, and parking, as well as VFX production. Our current
contributions mainly focus on the perception of the world, and
enables downstream recognition tasks. In the future, we will also ex-
plore garage generation, continuing to push the boundary of garage
modeling and accomplishing a closure from perception, recognition,
and generation.
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A SPECIFICATIONS AND CALIBRATION OF POLAR
DEVICE

Below, we provide the configuration and calibration details of our
Polar scanner. The data acquisition unit comprises an Ouster OS0-
128 REV6 LiDAR, an Insta360 ONE RS 1-inch 360 Edition Camera,
and an Xsens MTi-630 IMU. Time synchronization across sensors is
achieved using DEITY TC-1 timecode generators and simulated ana-
log GPS NMEA time signals. The data collection unit and processing
unit weigh 1250g and 850g, respectively, excluding the battery. The
total apparatus weight does not exceed 3.2 kg, making it ideal for
both handheld and wearable scanning applications. Additionally,
we have engineered an over-shoulder support system to enhance
operator stability during scans.

For the intrinsic parameter calibration of the fisheye camera and
the IMU sensor, we leverage the program provided by OpenCV and
the Allan Variance ROS toolbox [Furgale et al. 2012, 2013; Maye et al.
2013; Oth et al. 2013; Rehder et al. 2016], respectively. The extrinsic
calibration between the fisheye camera and the IMU uses the Kalibr
calibration program [Rehder et al. 2016]. Due to the sparsity, noisi-
ness, and uncolored nature of the point cloud data collected by our
LiDAR sensor, it is hard to establish correspondences between the
LiDAR data and the images captured by the fisheye camera, making
relative pose estimation between the sensors difficult. To address
this issue, we introduce an additional sensor, a FARO laser scanner.
This scanner provides dense, accurate, and colored point clouds and
thus functions as a bridge for the relative pose estimation between
the LiDAR sensor and the fisheye camera. Specifically, we adopt a
checkerboard as our calibration scene and capture data from it using
the FARO laser scanner and Polar device. The relative pose between
the FARO laser scanner and the LiDAR sensor in our Polar device is
achieved by point cloud registration, and that between the FARO
laser scanner and the fisheye camera is obtained by establishing
color correspondences between the point cloud captured by the
FARO sensor and the fisheye image. By connecting the transforma-
tion from FARO to LiDAR and from FARO to the fisheye camera, we
can finally calculate the extrinsic parameters between the LiDAR
and the fisheye camera. We repeat this process twelve times in our
implementation to reduce experimental error. It is important to note
that FARO was only used to calibrate between the fisheye camera
and the LiDAR before we start scanning a garage, and the process
only needs to be conducted once.

B DATA PREPROCESSING AND MESH CLEANUP
To ensure data privacy, we anonymized vehicle license plate informa-
tion recorded in the underground garage data collection. Specifically,
we used image blurring to hide license plate numbers from iden-
tification. This step is essential to protect individual privacy and
comply with data protection regulations. To remove the dynamic

objects in the collected data, we apply Segment Anything [Kirillov
et al. 2023] to the images. For the point cloud data, we estimate
whether the points scanned at one LiDAR frame are also observed
at other frames, similar to Schauer and Nüchter[2018]. For mesh
cleaning, we construct a kd-tree from the point cloud of LIV-SLAM
and calculate the nearest neighbour distance of each mesh face (k =
1). If the distance exceeds 0.1 m, we remove the face.

C DETAILS OF DEPTH CALCULATION
To accurately calculate depth, we treat each Gaussian as a probability
density function. Following [Zwicker et al. 2001a], we get the depth
of each Gaussian primitive, 𝑑𝑖 , by calculating the expected value of
depth under this probability density as:

𝑑𝑖 =

∫ +∞
−∞ 𝑡𝑔𝑖 (𝒙)𝑑𝑥2∫ +∞
−∞ 𝑔𝑖 (𝒙)𝑑𝑥2

=
1
𝑙

∫ +∞
−∞ 𝑥2𝑔𝑖 (𝑥2 | 𝑥0, 𝑥1) 𝑑𝑥2∫ +∞
−∞ 𝑔𝑖 (𝑥2 | 𝑥0, 𝑥1) 𝑑𝑥2

, (9)

where 𝑔𝑖 is the Gaussian function, 𝒙 = [𝑥0, 𝑥1, 𝑥2]𝑇 is the coordinate
of the space in the ray space, where 𝑥0, 𝑥1 are the pixel coordinates,
𝑥2 is oriented in the same direction as the pixel ray. As in [Zwicker
et al. 2001a], 𝑡 = 𝑥2/𝑙 is the depth of 𝒙 in the camera coordinate
system and 𝑙 =

√︃
𝑥20 + 𝑥

2
1 + 1. We denote the center of the Gaussian

in ray space as 𝒑 = [𝑝0, 𝑝1, 𝑝2] and the covariance matrix as 𝚺, by
defining 𝒚 = 𝒙 − 𝒑, the Eqn. 9 can be simplified as:

𝑑𝑖 =
1
𝑙

∫ +∞
−∞ (𝑦2 + 𝑝2) 𝑔𝑖 (𝒚 + 𝒑)𝑑𝑥2∫ +∞

−∞ 𝑔𝑖 (𝒚 + 𝒑)𝑑𝑥2

=
1
𝑙

(
𝑝2 +

∫ +∞
−∞ 𝑦2𝑔𝑖 (𝒚 + 𝒑)𝑑𝑦2∫ +∞
−∞ 𝑔𝑖 (𝒚 + 𝒑)𝑑𝑦2

)
.

(10)

Then, 𝑔(𝒚 + 𝒑) can be expanded as:

𝑔(𝒚 + 𝒑) = 𝑒−𝐴𝑦
2
2+𝐵𝑦2+𝐶 = 𝑒𝐶 · 𝑒−𝐴𝑦

2
2+𝐵𝑦2 , (11)

where

𝐴 =
1
2

(
𝚺
−1

)
2,2

𝐵 = −
(
𝚺
−1

)
2,0
𝑦0 −

(
𝚺
−1

)
2,1
𝑦1

𝐶 = −1
2

(
𝚺
−1

)
0,0
𝑦20 −

1
2

(
𝚺
−1

)
1,1
𝑦21 −

(
𝚺
−1

)
1,0
𝑦0𝑦1

.

(12)

By integrating an arbitrary Gaussian function, we obtain:∫ +∞

−∞
𝑒−𝐴𝑢

2+𝐵𝑢𝑑𝑢 =

√︂
𝜋

𝐴
𝑒
𝐵2
4𝐴 , (13)∫ +∞

−∞
𝑢𝑒−𝐴𝑢

2+𝐵𝑢𝑑𝑢 =
𝐵

2𝐴

√︂
𝜋

𝐴
𝑒
𝐵2
4𝐴 . (14)

Next, substituting Eqn. 13 and Eqn. 14 into Eqn. 10 enables us to
obtain:

𝑑𝑖 =
1
𝑙

(
𝑝2 +

∫ +∞
−∞ 𝑦2𝑒−𝐴𝑦

2
2+𝐵𝑦2𝑑𝑦2∫ +∞

−∞ 𝑒−𝐴𝑦
2
2+𝐵𝑦2𝑑𝑦2

)
=

1
𝑙

(
𝑝2 +

𝐵

2𝐴

)
. (15)

Finally, through simplification, Eqn. 15 can be transformed into
Eqn. 4.
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Before depth supervision, we normalize both the captured depth
and predicted depth to 0 − 1 as follows:

𝑅(𝐷) =
{ 1
2𝛽𝐷 (𝐷 < 𝛽)
1 − 𝛽

2𝐷 (𝐷 ≥ 𝛽)
, (16)

where 𝛽 = 10, as the depth values within 10 meters are accurate.
In this way, the same depth error results in a greater loss when
closer to the camera than at further distances. It effectively avoids
excessive depth loss for distant Gaussians due to inherently large
depth values. This normalization also facilitates the storage of depth
maps.
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