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Fig. 1. (a) Our PanoTree consists of (top) a DNN-based scoring network that scores images captured in a VR scene, and (bottom) an
exploration algorithm that searches for photo spots in the VR scene using HOO, which hierarchically divides the scene and moves the
viewpoint to the region where the score of the captured image is higher. (b)Visualization of the divided region of a VR scene by the
PanoTree. We visualize the edge of regions in yellow lines, and the yellow box is a selected region with the highest score. (c) Detailed
visualization of the selected photo spot. For each coordinate in space, we visualized the direction in which the highest-scoring photo
could be taken and the vector field representing that score. The higher the score is, the closer the arrow color is to red. (d) Images
taken from the directions suggested by each of the points in (c) and their scores.

Abstract—Social VR platforms enable social, economic, and creative activities by allowing users to create and share their own virtual
spaces. In social VR, photography within a VR scene is an important indicator of visitors’ activities. Although automatic identification
of photo spots within a VR scene can facilitate the process of creating a VR scene and enhance the visitor experience, there are
challenges in quantitatively evaluating photos taken in the VR scene and efficiently exploring the large VR scene. We propose PanoTree,
an automated photo-spot explorer in VR scenes. To assess the aesthetics of images captured in VR scenes, a deep scoring network is
trained on a large dataset of photos collected by a social VR platform to determine whether humans are likely to take similar photos.
Furthermore, we propose a Hierarchical Optimistic Optimization (HOO)-based search algorithm to efficiently explore 3D VR spaces
with the reward from the scoring network. Our user study shows that the scoring network achieves human-level performance in
distinguishing randomly taken images from those taken by humans. In addition, we show applications using the explored photo spots,
such as automatic thumbnail generation, support for VR world creation, and visitor flow planning within a VR scene.

Index Terms—Reinforcement Learning, Vision Transformer, Tree Search, Social VR

1 INTRODUCTION

Social VR platforms use virtual reality (VR) technology to facilitate
communication between humans through interaction in a 3D virtual
environment [26]. These platforms provide a real-time social experi-
ence, allowing humans to interact and collaborate with others through
avatars. Social VR gained attention, especially during the COVID-19
pandemic [2], as a new way for people in remote locations to interact
in real time. In 2022, more than 171 million humans [40] worldwide
access social interaction, economic activity, and creative activity on
various social VR platforms such as VRChat [45], Cluster [6], and
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Resonite [49].
Social VR allows humans to design and publish hand-made vir-

tual spaces on the platform. These designed virtual spaces are called
worlds, and a large amount of human-generated content (UGC) is up-
loaded every day. Such worlds are expected to be used not only for
social functions and games but also for entertainment, such as virtual
music concerts [15], education and training [25], and psychological
therapy [19].

The concept of a VR world gives everyone the ability to design cre-
ative spaces beyond the real world. With free online tutorials, courses,
and templates available to the general public, the ability to become
a world creator has become a standard on the Internet [5]. Like ar-
chitects in the physical world, VR world creators focus on enhancing
the experience for their visitors. Architects design spaces with the
visitor’s behavior, experience, and satisfaction in mind, often before
the space is even visited. Similarly, to help novice creators design VR
worlds, social VR platforms should provide tools that take into account
expected visitor behavior and experiences to improve human-generated
environments.

We focus on photo spots in VR worlds as a cue to suggest visitor
behavior. As with real-world sightseeing, social VR users find the best
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Fig. 2. Examples of photos taken by humans in various VR worlds on
Cluster, a social VR platform.

parts of the VR world, preserve their memories by taking photos of the
landscape, and share their experiences with friends and followers on
social networks. Social VRs have a photo shooting feature to support
this motivation, as shown in Fig. 2. In real-world tourism research,
crowd-sourced photo data is also gaining attention [21]. Studies have
shown that photo spots, identified from the photo data, reveal the
most appealing aspects of a location and how visitors interact with
it [11, 14, 17]. Similarly, in VR worlds, analyzing photo spots can
significantly aid world designers by providing insights into visitor
preferences and guiding better design and marketing strategies.

To realize automatic photo-spot exploration in 3D scenes of VR
worlds, we must address two key challenges: (i) evaluating images
captured during exploration to determine their likelihood of being taken
by a human and (ii) efficiently searching the entire space of the VR
scene for photo spots (Fig. 1, a). For the former, it is difficult to quantify
whether a human is likely to take the input image, especially in a VR
scene. While deep learning models have successfully assessed the
aesthetics of real-world images [8, 16], applying similar assessments
to VR and 3D computer-generated scenes remains unexplored. For the
latter, searching for photo spots in the world is very computationally
intensive. This process requires varying the position and orientation
of the camera - 6 degrees of freedom (DoF) - to evaluate potential
photo spots. Performing a grid search over these parameters to identify
optimal photo spots involves computational complexity on the order
of O(d3), where d is the number of spatial subdivisions, with more
computation required to identify more detailed spots.

In this paper, we propose PanoTree Search, which realizes au-
tonomous photo-spot exploration in VR scenes by solving the afore-
mentioned challenges. To quantitatively evaluate the aesthetic quality
of images captured in VR worlds, we train a deep neural network
(DNN) based scoring network (Sect. 4.1) that predicts the likelihood of
the input image to be captured by humans. To train this network, we
create a large-scale dataset of VR photographs collected from Cluster,
a social VR platform in operation (Sect. 3). Subsequently, we propose
an algorithm that efficiently explores photo spots within the VR space
based on the scores output by the scoring network (Sect. 4.3). This
exploration model approaches the problem of finding 3D photo spots
as a multi-armed bandit problem in continuous space and efficiently
explores photo spots across the entire scene using hierarchical search.
Our PanoTree algorithm is implemented in a platform-agnostic manner
(Sect. 5), making it applicable to any 3D scene. We evaluate the scor-
ing network and the explored photo-spots (Sect. 6), demonstrating the
potential for practical applications (Sect. 7).

Our primary contributions are that we:

• Introduce PanoTree, an automated photo-spot explorer in VR
space, to enhance the experience of user-generated VR content
on the VR platform.

• Develop a scoring network trained on a wild large photo dataset
collected from social VR platforms in operation.

• Develop an efficient spatial hierarchical search algorithm for
photo-spot exploration with implicit supervision.

• Implement and evaluate a prototype for our PanoTree search,
discuss exploration quality, and provide potential applications.

2 RELATED WORK

2.1 Black-box Optimization
We treat the evaluation function of photography spots within a space as
a black-box function with respect to camera coordinates for black-box
optimization. Black-box optimization can be approached by various
methods [3, 4, 10, 18, 31, 34]. Among these, we use hierarchical opti-
mistic optimization (HOO) [4], which is well-suited for deep learning
models and Euclidean spaces.

HOO is a method that applies the multi-armed bandit problem to gen-
eral measurable spaces, such as Euclidean spaces, to find the maximum
value of a black-box function over continuous spaces. The multi-armed
bandit problem is a fundamental problem setting in reinforcement learn-
ing for balancing exploration and exploitation. The upper confidence
bound (UCB) search is a basic solution for the bandit problem, and the
upper confidence trees (UCT) search is its adaptation to tree structures.
Unlike standard UCT, HOO tightens the upper confidence bound by
making child nodes explicit subregions of the parent node’s region.
However, directly using HOO can result in a high computational cost of
O(n2), where n is the number of exploration iterations. Our algorithm
is based on the truncated HOO proposed by [4], which is a version of
HOO with a reduced computational cost of O(n logn).

Furthermore, truncated HOO is a deterministic method. However,
deterministic division might miss small but important spots in the search
for photography spots, requiring extended search times. To address this
issue, we propose a probabilistic division called softmax policy, which
helps to avoid this problem.

2.2 Semantic Understanding and Exploration in 3D Space
Understanding 3D scenes is a problem that has traditionally been ad-
dressed [37, 48]. In particular, recent developments in DNN have made
it possible to handle large-scale media data such as 3D scenes. 3D
semantic segmentation [12,29] is an application of DNN to understand-
ing 3D scenes, which detects object labels in a real space along with
their positions. It is intended to distinguish objects in space and differs
from our work, which predicts spots in 3D space to perform a specific
task.

2.3 Support for VR Scene Creation
VR scene creation requires both artistic and technical skills and involves
managing a large number of variables. For this reason, numerous types
of research have been proposed to support the creation of VR or 3D
scenes [35]. Initially, automated VR and 3D scene creation relied on
guideline-based layout designs [27, 51]. This evolved into data-driven
methods that use large 3D datasets [39] to refine object placement [46]
and combine existing 3D assets in VR worlds [24].

Recent developments in large language models (LLMs) and multi-
modal machine learning allow for more intricate modifications through
natural language prompts, such as 3D object generation [22, 33, 42, 47].
Methods have also been proposed to ensemble these models to create
designs for entire VR worlds [50] and to allow interactive editing of VR
worlds [41]. Furthermore, beyond 3D objects, methods have been pro-
posed to create interactive elements in VR spaces by generating scripts
from natural language using LLMs [13, 36]. More recently, LLMR pro-
posed a generic framework for applying LLMs to generate interactive
3D experiences by ensembling several specialized GPTs, including a
builder, a scene analyzer, a skills library, and an inspector [44].

Our method differs from the LLM-based approach in that we use a
large amount of human-generated non-verbal behavioral data to support
the creation of VR worlds. To our knowledge, this is the first study to
use accumulated data in a social VR platform to support the creation of
VR worlds. In the future, we expect to integrate non-verbal behavioral
data collected in social VR platforms with LLMs containing language-
based general knowledge to support higher-order creation in VR.

3 DATASET

We provide an overview of the dataset of VR scenes and images used
for our exploration before delving into the details of the PanoTree. The
dataset consists of two main components: a collection of images for
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Fig. 3. Pairs of negative samples (0) and positive samples (1) from ten
test scenes in WI-89 (top) and WI-245 (bottom).

training the scoring function of photography spots and a VR scene
designed for evaluating exploration algorithms.

In VR scenes, photos taken by humans often include avatars that can
affect the evaluation of photography spots. When creating VR worlds
and identifying photography spots, it is crucial to evaluate these spots
without the influence of avatars. Therefore, images used for training
the scoring function of photography spots need to exclude avatars.

To achieve this, we utilize the accumulated photography metadata
on the VR platform Cluster to recreate the shooting conditions and
retake the photos without the avatars. Similar to how people choose
backgrounds in real-world photography, we hypothesize that humans
also select backgrounds in VR scenes. Hence, we believe that even
when avatars are excluded, the recaptured images will still contain
relevant information about the photography spots.

3.1 Metadata Collection and VR Scene Selection
To build our dataset, we first collected photography metadata from
the VR platform Cluster [6]. This metadata includes the camera’s
position and orientation, field of view (FoV), and the VR scene used for
taking each photo. When equipped with VR trackers, users can directly
manipulate the arm of the VR avatar while holding a camera to take
pictures. Additionally, the camera can be placed at a distance from the
avatar’s position, allowing for high flexibility in height.

For the selection of VR scenes, we gathered the top-k VR worlds
based on the number of photos taken during specific periods, excluding
VR worlds with scene transitions. Therefore, each VR world in the
collection consists of a single 3D scene. Over a period of four months
(resp. one year), we identified the top-100 (resp. top-300) VR worlds,
resulting in 89 (resp. 245) distinct worlds. We denote these datasets as
WI-89 (resp. WI-245), which include the VR worlds and corresponding
images collected by the methods described in Sect. 3.2. The larger and
more diverse dataset WI-245 is instrumental in our study’s objectives.

3.2 Dataset Creation
We collected all physical collision regions associated with objects
for each VR scene. Then, we set X as the smallest bounding box
encompassing all collision regions for each VR scene. We use X as the
space for exploration algorithms.

We captured negative images labeled as 0 by setting a random camera
position and orientation according to the region collisions of each VR
scene contained in the datasets. We captured positive images labeled
as 1 using metadata from human photo-shooting in each VR scene
contained in the datasets. In the capturing process, we excluded avatars
and only included the objects and backgrounds in the scenes. Fig. 3
shows a selected pair of positive and negative images from ten scenes
in WI-89 and WI-245.

4 PANOTREE SEARCH

The PanoTree Search consists of a scoring network and an exploration
algorithm.

Our explorer searches for photo spots in the 3D CG space based on
the score of the trained scoring network. To make the search efficient,
we use Hierarchical Optimistic Optimization (HOO) [4] to find the
point that maximizes the score. The HOO is a black-box optimization

Fig. 4. Scoring network of the photo in VR space. The network learns
whether the input image is human-captured or randomly captured and
features the image likely to be captured by a human. The input images
are labeled with 1 for human-captured and 0 for randomly captured.
During the evaluation, for each input image, the network outputs a score
indicating whether the image is likely to have been captured by a human.

strategy that extends bandit algorithms and is effective for problems
with Euclidean search spaces and unknown or deep score functions. The
HOO is also effective for our problem since our photo-spot exploration
consists of a renderer without a differential function and optimizing a
DNN-based complex score function for camera poses.

We introduce spatial division of the VR space and region evaluation
in the HOO to apply the HOO to photo-spot exploration. First, we de-
scribe the general HOO strategy (Sect. 4.2) and then our HOO strategy
for photo-spot exploration (Sect. 4.3).

4.1 Photo Scoring Network in VR Scene

Next, we describe the network training process to score the input
images using the dataset detailed in Sect. 3. Fig. 3 shows scenes
for evaluation of the testing accuracy of scoring networks and the
exploration algorithm. Fig. 4 provides an overview of our scoring
network. Using our dataset, we train a scoring network fS : RHWC →
[0, 1] that outputs the probability that a human would capture an input
image X ∈ RHWC , where H and W represent the height and width
of the image, respectively, and C denotes the number of channels.

The scoring network fS is trained as a binary classifier using cross-
entropy loss, with random photos labeled as 0 and photos taken by
humans labeled as 1. When an unknown photo is input, fS outputs a
value in the range [0, 1]. The closer this value is to 1, the more likely
the photo is to resemble those taken by humans, which is considered
the score of the input photo. A detailed implementation of the network
will be described in Sect. 5.2.

4.2 Truncated HOO Strategy

Fig. 5 shows an overview of the truncated HOO, and Algorithm 1
provides the pseudo-code of the truncated HOO. The truncated HOO
performs a binary tree search by hierarchically dividing the search
space, balancing the exploitation and exploration of sub-regions. The
region associated with each node is evaluated using the Upper Confi-
dence Bound (UCB) [1] for Euclid spaces, which combines the score
obtained from the scoring function and the uncertainty due to the small
number of searches in the region. In this section, after introducing the
mathematical notation (see Table S.1 for a summary of notations), we
describe UCB-based search, region division, and evaluation.

4.2.1 Notations

We associate an entire search space box with the tree’s root node, and
each node in the tree is associated with a measurable subset of the
entire space. We call this subset a region. The nodes in this tree are



Fig. 5. Overview of the truncated HOO. The number on each node indicates the number of visits. (a) At the beginning of each iteration, starting from
the root node, the explorer traverses the tree by selecting the child with the highest B-value and arrives at the leaf (red arrows). (b) After including the
arriving leaf nodes in the tree, the space corresponding to the arriving leaf is split, and two child nodes (red nodes) are added. (c) Update of the
B-value. Starting from the leaf node marked by a red circle, the B-values and number of visits are updated up to the root node (red arrows). Once
the update is complete, the explorer moves on to the next iteration. In this example, the explorer will arrive at node (1, 1) in the next iteration. (d)
Results of the truncated HOO with f : R ⊃ X = [−10, 10] → R as an example (top) and its tree (bottom).

indexed by pairs of integers (d, i); d ≥ 0 is the depth of the node, and
i = 0, · · · , 2d − 1 is the index of the node.

Let X be the entire search space andRd,i be the region associated
with node (d, i). Since the root node (0, 0) corresponds to X , we have

R0,0 = X ,
Rd,i = Rd+1,2i ∪Rd+1,2i+1. (1)

Now, for any d, we assume thatRd,i(i = 0, 1, . . . , 2d−1) are mutually
disjoint sets and ∪2d−1

i=0 Rd,i = X .
Let us formally introduce time-indexed notations for quantities in

the algorithm. The indexing by n is used to indicate the value taken
at iteration n. For each n, we have a tree Tn. At the initial state, we
set T0 = {(0, 0)}. For node selections, we assume that each tree Tn
is equipped with values Bd,i(n) ∈ R ∪ {+∞}, which is an estimated
upper bound in the mean scoring function over the regionRd,i.

4.2.2 Selection and Expansion
At the beginning of each exploration iteration, the truncated HOO
selects the most promising action for the explorer (cf. lines 3–14 of
Algorithm 1). Starting at the root node, the explorer traverses the tree
until it reaches an undivided regionRdn,in , always selecting the child
node with the highest B-value (Fig. 5 (a) and lines 6–9). If two child
nodes have the same B-value, the explorer chooses a child uniformly
(lines 10–13). Then we add the node to the tree as follows:

Tn = Tn−1 ∪ {(dn, in)}, n ≥ 1. (2)

After the leaf node (dn, in) is included in the post-visit tree Tn, we
divide the region corresponding to the node (lines 18–20, see Sect. 4.3.2
for our division in detail). Note that we do not add the child nodes into
the tree at this time.

4.2.3 Upper Confidence Bound
In this section, we define the B-value at each node, which is an esti-
mated upper bound of mean rewards at the corresponding region. To
define the B-values, we need to introduce the number of played descen-
dants of the node (d, i), denoted by Td,i(n). It holds that a node in Tn
is a leaf if and only if Td,i(n) = 1.

Next, we introduce the average of the reward of descendants received
during exploration as follows:

µ̂d,i(n) =
1

Td,i(n)

∑
m=0,1,...,n,

Rd∗m,i∗m
⊂Rd,i

V (m), (3)

where V (n) is the reward in iteration n. In particular, it corresponds to
the output of the scoring function (Sect. 4.3.3 in detail.).

For any (d, i) ∈ Tn, we define

Ud,i(n) = µ̂d,i(n) + c

√
2 logN

Td,i(n)
+ ν1ρ

d, (4)

where c > 0, ν1 > 0, 0 < ρ ≤ 1 are hyperparameters. The last term of
(4), ν1ρd, is the regularization term that characterizes the smoothness
of the target function.

Last, we define inductively the B-value, which is a tighter estimated
upper bound in the mean target function at the node (d, i) than the
U -value. For each leaf node, we set Bd,i(n) = Ud,i(n). For each
non-leaf node, we set

Bd,i(n) = min{Ud,i(n),max{Bd+1,2i(n), Bd+1,2i+1(n)}}. (5)

The definition is based on two observations: the nodes represent the
region division (1), and the U -value is an estimate of the upper bound.

4.2.4 Backup
Once the explorer reaches a leaf node (dn, in), the region Rdn,in is
evaluated (see Sect. 4.3.3 in detail) and the reward V (n) is obtained
(21). By convention, we set Tdn+1,2in(n) = Tdn+1,2in+1(n) = 0
and Bdn+1,2in(n) = Bdn+1,2in+1(n) = +∞. Consider a node (d, i)
on the traversed path at the iteration n. The number of visits and the
averaged reward are updated as follows (23):

Td,i(n) = Td,i(n− 1) + 1,

µ̂d,i(n) =
Td,i(n− 1)µ̂d,i(n− 1) + V (n)

Td,i(n)
.



Algorithm 1 Truncated HOO Strategy
Auxiliary functions:

DIVIDESPACE(R): outputsR in two parts. (see Sect. 4.3.2)
EVALSPACE(R): outputs a reward ofR. (see Sect. 4.3.3)

Initialization:
R0,0 = X and T = {(0, 0)}.
R1,0,R1,1 = DIVIDESPACE(R0,0).
B1,0 = B1,1 = +∞.
T1,0 = T1,1 = 0.

1: function HOO(c, ν1, ρ,N )
2: for n = 1, 2, · · · , N do
3: (d, i)← (0, 0)
4: while (d, i) ∈ T and d < DN do ▷ Selection
5: Td,i+ = 1
6: if Bd+1,2i > Bd+1,2i+1 then
7: (d, i)← (d+ 1, 2i)
8: else if Bd+1,2i < Bd+1,2i+1 then
9: (d, i)← (d+ 1, 2i+ 1)

10: else
11: Sample z from Uniform({0, 1})
12: (d, i)← (d+ 1, 2i+ z)
13: end if
14: end while
15: Td,i+ = 1.
16: (dn, in)← (d, i)
17: T ← T ∪ {(d, i)} ▷ Expansion
18: Rd+1,2i,Rd+1,2i+1 = DIVIDESPACE(Rd,i).
19: Bd+1,2i = Bd+1,2i+1 = +∞ .
20: Td+1,2i = Td+1,2i+1 = 0.
21: V ←EVALSPACE(Rdn,in ) ▷ Simulation
22: while d > 0 do ▷ Backup
23: µ̂d,i ← (1− 1/Td,i)µ̂d,i + V/Td,i

24: Ud,i ← µ̂d,i + c
√

2 logN/Td,i + ν1ρ
d

25: Bd,i ← min (Ud,i,max (Bd+1,2i, Bd+1,2i+1))
26: ▷ Tighter Upper Bound
27: (d, i)← (d− 1, [i/2]) ▷ Go to the parent node
28: end while
29: end for
30: return T
31: end function

We update the U -value according to Equation 4. Finally, B-values are
backward updated from the (dn, in) to the root node by (5) as Fig. 5
(c) and Algorithm 1 (line 25).

For the nodes out of the traversed path, we set the values T, µ̂, U ,
and B the same as those at the previous iteration n− 1 since U only
depends on the last visit.

4.2.5 Depth Limitation

The depth limitation DN of the tree, as given in [4], is as follows:

DN = ⌈ logN + log v1
− log ρ

⌉, (6)

where ⌈·⌉ is the ceiling function.

4.2.6 One-Dimensional Example

Fig. 5 (d) shows an example of HOO exploration in a 1D space
[−10, 10]. The regions near the maximum were explored more fre-
quently, and the nodes there were deeper than the others.

4.3 Explorer Part of PanoTree

In this section, we introduce the explorer of the PanoTree based on
the truncated HOO. We introduce spatial division policies and a region
evaluation method to the truncated HOO for photo-shot exploration.

4.3.1 Search Space
The camera parameter to be optimized is the 6 degrees of freedom
(6DoF). Since position and orientation have completely different prop-
erties, we will apply the HOO search only to the position. Therefore,
we define the overall search space X as a cuboid within the 3D space
determined by the bounding box given by Sect. 3.2. Consequently, the
divided regions are also 3D cuboids. The camera is placed at the center
of each region. We denote the center ofRd,i by cd,i. Fig. 6 (a) shows
an overview of the region division in the PanoTree.

4.3.2 Spacial Division Policy
Consider a regionRd,i to be divided. We introduce spatial division poli-
cies based on the length of the region’s edges to balance the axes. Let
us denote the length vector of the region’s edges by L = (Lx, Ly, Lz).

Argmax Policy: A division policy is to divide the edge of the region
which has maximal length. We call this the argmax policy.

Softmax Policy: To avoid a strong dependence of the exploration
on slight differences between edge lengths, we introduce the softmax
policy defined as follows. Consider a probability distribution π on
(x, y, z) obtained by the softmax function below:

πi =
exp(Li/||L||)∑

j=x,y,z exp(Lj/||L||)
, i = x, y, z, (7)

where ||L|| is the Euclidean norm. We sample the index of the edge to
be divided from the distribution π.

We set the softmax policy as the default policy of the PanoTree’s
explorer.

4.3.3 Region Evaluation
Consider the node (dn, in) to be evaluated in the iteration n. We take
multiple directions from the camera center to evaluate the region and
aggregate the information using the scoring function. In each region,
the Ndir direction vectors δk = [xk, yk, zk]

⊤(k = 0, 1, · · ·Ndir − 1)
are defined as follows:

xk = r cos(θ), yk = 1−
2k

Ndir − 1
, zk = r sin(θ), (8)

where r =
√

1− y2
k, θ = (1 +

√
5)πk.

Fig. 6 (b) shows δk sampled by (8), which confirms that the sampled
direction vectors are sampled almost uniformly around the point.

Let fR(cdn,in , δk) be the rendered image of the scene from the
center point cdn,in and the direction vector δk. We set the reward
V (n) as follows:

V (n) = max
k=0,...,Ndir−1

fS (fR (cdn,in , δk)) . (9)

4.3.4 Discussion
Note that, since most VR platforms use game engines such as Unity,
the renderer is generally not differentiable. Therefore, the direction
vector of the camera cannot be continuously optimized to maximize
the reward as in differentiable rendering, which limits the resolution of
the optimized direction vector in the current system (Sect. 8.1).

The truncated HOO is a computationally efficient version of the
vanilla HOO, referred to simply as the HOO in [4]. The vanilla HOO
uses the U -value defined by

Ud,i(n) = µ̂d,i(n) + c

√
2 logn

Td,i(n)
+ ν1ρ

d. (10)

In that case, the term
√

2 logn/Td,i(n) depends not only on the last
visit but also on n. Therefore, as mentioned in [4], the backup of
B-values in the vanilla algorithm requires the U -value of nodes not
on the traversal path. This results in a computational complexity of
O(n2). Instead, in the truncated HOO, the U -value of nodes out of



Fig. 6. (a) 3D Spatial division and tree structure of the PanoTree. Each
scene is defined as a cuboid and is divided so that the longest edge is
the most likely to be divided. (b) Sampled directional vectors δk (blue
arrows) in Ndir = 15. Each δk is a unit vector whose destination (red) is
distributed over the unit sphere (green).

Table 1. Dataset statistics of VR spaces about the number of scenes,
the number of images, the number of humans’ photo-shooting metadata,
and the average volume of the search space X .

Datasets Scenes Images Metadata Avg. Vol. (m3)

WI-89 89 0.40× 106 0.21× 106 4.6× 108

WI-245 245 1.65× 106 0.83× 106 7.4× 108

the traversal path is determined by N instead of n for any (d, i) ∈ Tn.
This adjustment ensures backup along a single path and that the update
of B-values on the traversal path can be accomplished in O(n logn).

The depth limit (6) is due to suppressing deeper nodes than O(logn).
Since the suitable depth limit can depend on the scene, we set DT =∞
as the default for the PanoTree’s explorer.

5 IMPLEMENTATION

In this section, we describe the detailed implementation of the dataset
and the PanoTree.

5.1 Dataset
During random capture, the range of the camera position is limited to
within bounding boxes where objects are located, excluding positions
more than 25 meters above the ground. The FoV of the virtual camera
is set at 60◦. As shown in Table 1, we collected reconstruction of
0.21× 106 (resp. 0.83× 106) images from metadata of human photo-
shooting for WI-89 (resp. WI-245). When we recapture positive images
from metadata, we set the FoV as 60◦ to make them consistent with
negative samples. Additionally, we exclude positive images with a
standard deviation of less than 0.05 to remove images of only floors,
ceilings, or skyboxes. In total, the dataset consisted of 0.40 × 106

(resp. 1.65× 106) images in two categories.
We separate the scenes into training and test sets. Table S.2 shows

the detailed statistics regarding this separation. The hyperparameters
of the scoring function are determined by further splitting the training
scenes. Additional human annotation was used to remove false-positive
and false-negative images from the test image dataset to ensure data
quality. For the scenes used to test the exploration algorithm, the same
scenes used to create the test images are utilized to prevent leakage.

5.2 Scoring Network
As a scoring network, we compared two models: Vision Transformer
(ViT-B/16) [9] and MLP-Mixer (Mixer-B/16) [43]. Both models were
pre-trained by extensive training on ImageNet-21k and fine-tuning on
ImageNet-1k. To train for binary classification, we replaced the final
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Fig. 7. Parallel rendering and evaluation via server-client communication
with Ncam = 36. (Left) Images captured by multiple cameras are tiled
and combined into a single image. This image is transferred to the
Python client as a byte sequence. (Right) The average duration per
image and iteration The results are averaged over ten scenes and three
trials with different random seeds.

linear layer of each model with a 2D output. We then fine-tuned each
model on our dataset for five epochs with batch size 256. We used
AdamW as an optimizer and set its learning rate to 10−5 with cosine
annealing scheduling. The learning rate was warmed up during the
first epoch with a starting learning rate of 10−6. Dropout and label
smoothing rates were set at 0.5 and 0.1, respectively. The settings of
hyperparameters are summarized in Table S.3 . We implemented the
model using PyTorch as the framework.

To determine the appropriate network for this problem, the same
data set was trained on ViT-B/16 and Mixer-B/16. The results were
83.95 ± 0.38% for ViT-B/16 and 82.14 ± 0.20% for Mixer-B/16.
Each model was trained with eight different random seeds, and thus,
the experiment results summarize eight different models. Based on
these results, ViT-B/16 is used as the scoring network in subsequent
experiments.

5.3 Exploration

For a reduction in evaluation time of the space, we use parallel ren-
dering. We use a rendering server to render and capture images in the
VR scene, which are requested by the Python client to be passed to the
scoring network. We denote by Ncam the maximal number of images
per rendering loop to be passed.

In the implementation, the explorer on the Python client requests the
capture of images for Ndir shooting directions in ((9), and the results are
batch-processed on the Python client to speed up the exploration. The
state of the tree, including space information and camera parameters, is
managed by the Python server.

As an initialization, Ncam cameras are prepared in the rendering
server. We assume that Ncam is a square number because it can effi-
ciently tile the render result into a square texture. A render texture is
pre-assigned to each camera as the render target, and H ×W RGB
color images, the same size as the input layer of the scoring network,
are rendered off-screen in parallel. In the implementation, we set
H = W = 224.

For each iteration n, the Python client computes the next exploration
spaceRdn,in and sends the camera parameters, i.e. the alignment of
center positions and sampled direction vectors δk(k = 1, 2, . . . , Ndir),
to the rendering server. Based on the camera parameters received, the
Unity server moves the cameras according to the camera parameter
alignment (Fig. 7, left) and renders Ndir images in parallel. The con-
tents rendered in Ndir render textures are then copied and tiled into
multiple H

√
Ncam ×W

√
Ncam render textures (Fig. 7, right). Specif-

ically, the render texture is converted from R8G8B8A8 SRGB to RGB24
using AsyncGPUReadback on Unity and passed to the CPU as a raw
byte sequence. This raw byte sequence is sent back to the Python side.

After the Python side converts the received raw byte sequence into a
(⌈Ndir/Ncam⌉, H

√
Ncam,W

√
Ncam, 3) tensor, this tensor is further



Table 2. Confusion matrices for the classification accuracy of the humans
and the scoring network for the dataset WI-89.

Model TP FN FP TN Accuracy
(%↑) (%↓) (%↓) (%↑) (%↑)

Humans 34.6 15.3 10.7 39.3 74.0 ± 21.7
Ensemble of 43.0 7.0 5.0 45.0 88.0Humans

ViT-B/16 47.0 3.0 12.0 38.0 85.0

transformed into a (Ndir, H,W, 3) tensor, which is input to the scoring
network.

Fig. 7 (right) shows the time reduction achieved by using parallel
rendering. The results show the average time duration for Ndir =
1, 12, 36, 72, 144 over 3×104 images and 10 testing scenes, each with
3 trials using different random seeds. Our parallel implementation with
Ndir = 36 (resp.Ndir = 144) was 6.0 (resp. 6.8) times faster than
single-threading.

6 EVALUATION

Since the PanoTreeis divided into the scoring function and the explorer,
we evaluate them independently. All human experiments were ethically
reviewed by the Cluster Ethics Review Committee.

6.1 Comparison of Scoring Network with Humans
We evaluated whether the scoring network correctly classified human-
captured and randomly captured images by comparing them to human
classification. In the following, human-captured images will be referred
to as positive, and randomly captured images will be referred to as
negative.

We asked 75 people to determine whether a given image was taken
by a randomly placed camera or taken by a human and processed to
remove avatars. The demographics of the respondents were 60 males,
14 females, 1 non-responder, and 32.1± 4.3 years old. We extracted
the images presented to the human from 10 scenes in the test scenes in
WI-89, consisting of 100 images in total, with 5 positive and 5 negative
images per scene. The same set of images was then classified by the
scoring network trained on WI-89.

Table 2 shows the results. From Table 2, the accuracy of ViT-B/16
was 85.0%, 11% higher than the average human accuracy of 74.0%.
However, there was a large individual variation in human accuracy
of ±21.7%. When the majority vote of all participants’ choices was
used as the classification result for each image, this ensemble result
was 88.0%. Interestingly, the accuracy of this majority decision was
comparable to that of ViT. This suggests that ViT may have removed
individual bias from human judgments, resulting in an average choice.
Furthermore, the presence of large individual differences in classifi-
cation, even among humans, indicates that the classification of this
dataset is a more difficult problem than the classification of general
object recognition.

6.2 Comparison of Explorer with Baselines
In this section, we evaluate the PanoTree’s explorer with a fixed scoring
network trained on WI-245.

6.2.1 Random Explorer
To assess the efficacy of the PanoTree’s explorer, we compared it
against a naive random search approach. The implementation of the
random search is as follows: camera coordinates are selected from a
three-dimensional uniform distribution within a given bounding box
area. Subsequently, the camera’s direction vectors are chosen according
to (8), and scores are calculated based on (9). For the PanoTree, we
set c = 0.2, ρ = 0.5, v1 = 0.5, and for both the random search and
the PanoTree, we set Ndir = 15. According to Table 3, the PanoTree
outperformed the random explorer in both average and maximum scores.
Specifically, the PanoTree achieved a maximum score of 0.921±0.017
and an average score of 0.684±0.132 with both the softmax policy and
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Fig. 8. The cumulative maximum score (left) and cumulative average
score (right) on WI-245. The results are the average of five trials with
different random seeds and ten testing scenes. The filled area indicates
the standard deviation of each result. We set c = 0.2, ρ = 0.5, v1 =
0.5, Ndir = 15.

Table 3. The scores for the exploration algorithms. The results are
averaged over five trials with distinct random seeds and ten testing
scenes in WI-245.

Explorer Max Score (↑) Mean Score (↑)
Random 0.912 ± 0.028 0.538 ± 0.155
PanoTree 0.921± 0.017 0.684± 0.132

PanoTree (w/o Softmax) 0.918 ± 0.021 0.655 ± 0.170
PanoTree (w/o DT =∞ ) 0.911± 0.028 0.745± 0.097

DT = ∞ included. In contrast, the random method only achieved a
maximum score of 0.912±0.028 and an average score of 0.538±0.155.
Fig. 8 illustrates that the average score for the random method remained
unchanged regardless of the number of iterations. In contrast, the
average score for the PanoTree increased with the number of iterations,
indicating a continuous improvement over time. These results suggest
that the PanoTree prioritizes exploring regions with higher scores more
effectively compared to the random method, leading to a more efficient
use of the search space.

6.2.2 Ablation Study

As shown in Table 3, using the argmax policy instead of the softmax
policy resulted in lower final maximum and average scores compared
to the softmax policy. Specifically, the argmax policy achieved a maxi-
mum score of 0.918± 0.021 and an average score of 0.684± 0.132,
which are both lower than the PanoTree scores. According to Fig. 9,
the argmax policy performed better in the initial 100 iterations. This
is likely because it is beneficial to deterministically divide the space
in the early stages of the tree-structured search. However, as itera-
tions progress and the search region narrows, introducing randomness
(softmax policy) allows for finer distinctions within regions, enhancing
performance. Therefore, combining the argmax policy in the early
stages with the softmax policy in the later stages could potentially lead
to more efficient exploration.

Table 3 show that the PanoTree with the depth limit (6) achieved
the maximum score 0.911± 0.028 and the mean score 0.745± 0.097.
The mean score was higher than that of the PanoTree with DT =∞,
but the maximum score was lower or comparable with that of the
random explorer. Therefore, we do not use the depth limit in subsequent
experiments.

6.3 Scaling Up Experiments

In this section, we evaluate the extent to which performance improve-
ments can be expected with an increase in the number of tree updates
(number of exploration nodes), the number of direction vectors, and
the number of training scenes.
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Fig. 9. The softmax policy beets the argmax policy. The cumulative
maximum score (left) and cumulative average score (right) of the Pan-
oTree with both spatial division policies. The results are the average of
five trials with different random seeds and ten testing scenes in WI-245.
The standard deviations of softmax cases were less than 0.19, and that
of argmax cases were less than 0.22. We set c = 0.2, ρ = 0.5, v1 =
0.5, Ndir = 15.

Table 4. Test accuracy of the scoring network ViT-B/16 trained on two
types of datasets, WI-89 and WI-245, along with the number of scenes
and images used for training the network in each dataset. The results
represent the average of eight trials, each with different random seeds.

Dataset Train Scenes Train Images Test Accuracy
WI-89 79 0.4× 106 75.99± 0.52

WI-245 235 1.6× 106 88.28± 0.27

6.3.1 Enlarging Dataset

This study’s primary focus is exploring unknown scenes, emphasizing
the importance of the scoring network’s generalization performance
across scenes. Therefore, this section investigates how increasing the
number of training scenes affects the scoring network’s performance.
The dataset WI-89 was limited to 89 scenes, with 79 used for training.
In contrast, the dataset WI-245 is approximately three times larger,
encompassing 245 scenes, with 235 scenes dedicated to training (Ta-
ble 1). A pre-trained ViT-B/16 with the same parameters was employed
to compare the two datasets, using the same hyperparameters for model
training except for the learning rate. Experiments were conducted
with base learning rates of 1× 10−5, 2× 10−5, 4× 10−5, 8× 10−5

and the results for the learning rate yielding the highest average test
accuracy, 4× 10−5, are presented in Table 4. Our study’s key finding,
as indicated in Table 4, is that increasing the number of training scenes
and training images by approximately four times led to a significant
13.29% improvement in test accuracy. This finding underscores the
direct and positive impact of increasing the number of training scenes
on scoring accuracy.

6.3.2 Increasing the Time Horizon N

Fig. 10 presents the improvements in scores in response to increas-
ing the number of iterations N from 500 to 1000. Here, ρ = 0.5
and Ndir = 15 are fixed, and experiments were conducted for
v1 = 2n(n = −1, 0, . . . , 3). Specifically, for N = 500, v1 = 2−1

was optimal for the maximum score, while for N = 1000, v1 = 1 was
optimal. Here, a larger v1 means exploring a wider area in the early
stages of the search. Therefore, the increase in N allowed for more
extensive exploration, which aligned well with a larger v1, resulting in
higher performance.

6.3.3 Increasing Directions Ndir

Fig. 11 illustrates the changes in the maximum score when the number
of direction vectors is increased from 15 to 30. We set N = 500,
c = 0.2, and ρ = v1 = 0.5. At the last iteration, the max score
0.922 ± 0.017 with the mean score 0.726 ± 0.082 when Ndir =
30. However, when Ndir increased from 15 to 30, the increment was
smaller than 0.042, which is less than the growth for a comparable
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Fig. 11. Cumulative maximum scores (left) and cumulative mean scores
(right) for Ndir = 15, 30. The results are averaged over five trials with
different random seeds and ten testing scenes in WI-245.

increase in N from 500 to 1000 in Fig. 10. These results suggest that
depth-first search is more significant in our scene exploration.

7 APPLICATION

The PanoTree has the potential to be applied to a wide range of applica-
tions, including the design of VR spaces and the enhancement of the
user experience within these spaces. This section introduces potential
applications of PanoTree. Please refer to the supplementary video for
examples of these applications in operation.

7.1 Photospot Visualization of VR worlds in Production
Fig. 1 (c) shows the visualization of photo spots in a VR world. By vi-
sualizing the photo spots, users can easily identify the optimal position
and direction for taking a ”good” photo, enhancing the user experience
as in real-world tourism. Additionally, for VR world designers, the vi-
sualization provides valuable feedback on the quality of their creations.
By repeatedly creating VR scenes and evaluating them with PanoTree,
the quality of the VR world can be iteratively improved.

In the future, if the properties of all objects in VR scenes can be
defined in a differentiable state, such as their position, angle, and
appearance, it would be possible to optimize these properties so that
the scene’s overall score is high.

7.2 Automatic Thumbnail Generation
As shown in Fig. 1 (d), the high-scoring photos from PanoTree can
be used for the automated generation of thumbnails for VR worlds.
On social VR platforms, VR world designers can upload images that
best represent their VR worlds as thumbnails. The creation of more
attractive thumbnails is expected to result in increased user engagement
with the VR world. While online video-sharing services offer automatic
thumbnail generation, the majority of social VR platforms lack this
functionality, making it a time-consuming task for each VR designer.



PanoTree presents the designer with a selection of high-scoring
images from the explored photo spots in the VR scene. The VR designer
can then select one of these images and register it as a thumbnail. In
the future, the scoring network will be improved by human-in-the-loop
training, whereby the designer’s selection will be recorded, and the
scoring network will be updated accordingly.

7.3 Visitor Circulation Planning
By following the multiple photo spots found in the PanoTree, a visitor
circulation plan within the VR world can be proposed (see supplemen-
tary video). Since visitors can enter and exit the VR world at any time,
they tend to leave the world immediately, lacking guidance on what
to do when they enter the VR world. This application can be used
to give visitors the task of visiting photo spots as if they were on a
real-life tour, which is expected to increase the time visitors spend in
the space. Furthermore, if the VR world creator can establish a flow
line that allows visitors to tour the entire VR space, they will be able
to experience the experience design intended by the creator and more
effectively convey the appeal of the production.

8 LIMITATION AND FUTURE WORK

8.1 Differentiable Rendering
When exploring the best camera direction for each space, the current
method samples multiple camera directions and selects the direction
with the highest reward. This is because rendering by game engines
is non-differentiable and cannot calculate the change in reward when
the camera direction is slightly changed. Recently, methods such as
NeRF [28] and Gaussian splatting [20] have been proposed to represent
entire 3D scenes in a differentiable form, such as neural networks and
Gaussian distributions. If the entire VR scene can be reconstructed with
such differentiable representations, the derivative of the reward can
be back-propagated to the camera position and direction. This would
allow for more precise optimization of the direction vectors to obtain
good images and further speed up the search process. Differentiable
optimization that includes the direction and position of the camera has
already been proposed in neural rendering [23, 32] and is expected to
be applied in this study.

8.2 Deep Policy Network
In this study, deep learning is only used for the scoring function, and
the region division policy is implemented using a softmax function
based on the dimensions of the bounding box. Replacing this policy
function with a neural network could be valuable in reflecting periph-
eral visual information and enabling smarter division. Deep policy
networks appear in [38] for the Monte Carlo tree search (MCTS). By
replacing MCTS with HOO, deep policy networks can be applied to
the PanoTree. Our original softmax policy has the advantage of being
computationally fast and not requiring policy training compared to deep
methods. Investigating the trade-off between speed and performance of
these methods would be an interesting direction for future work.

9 CONCLUSION

This paper introduces the PanoTree, an autonomous photo-spot explorer
for 3D scenes of VR worlds. To realize our photo-spot exploration,
we propose a framework that combines a deep photo-scoring network
for determining the likelihood of images being taken by humans and
a spatial exploration algorithm based on HOO. Our scoring network,
trained on millions of human-captured screenshots within VR plat-
forms, achieved a level of accuracy comparable to human evaluation in
determining whether an input image was taken by a human.

Moreover, our exploration algorithm achieved a 6.0 times speedup
through parallel exploration and outperformed the random explorer by
33% in mean scores by introducing a probabilistic exploration strategy
to the traditional HOO. Further experiments with the explorer revealed
the importance of scaling up iterations, directions, and image datasets.
Finally, we proposed applications leveraging PanoTree, including au-
tomatic thumbnail suggestions for VR worlds, visualization of photo
spots, and tour route planning for VR world scenes.

Our approach demonstrates that the vast amount of user activity
data accumulated on VR platforms is generating new datasets and
insights. As human life gradually shifts towards virtual spaces where
all actions can be recorded, this indicates the possibility of gaining a
new understanding of humans and the spaces we inhabit, transcending
the boundaries between virtual and real. We believe that the large-
scale data-driven understanding of humans and spaces in VR platforms
proposed by this research will inspire future researchers.
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Supplementary Material
for PanoTree

A SUMMARY OF NOTATIONS

Table S.1 summarize the notations used in the paper. In this paper, we frequently use the notation region. Here, a region means a cuboid with or
without faces. The presence or absence of faces in the region does not affect the PanoTree since only the region’s center position and size are
needed for the algorithm. Furthermore, our definition of the region is consistent with the requirement in the HOO [4] to be a measurable subset of
X .

Table S.1 . Notation Description

Notation Description
R The set of real numbers.

H,W,C The height, the width, and the number of channels of input images for scoring functions.
X The entire region of exploration determined by collisions. We have X ⊂ R3 except for the 1D-example.

x, y, z The indexes of axes in the 3D space. The y represents the height axis.
Lx, Ly, Lz The length of a region’s edge corresponding axis.

fR The rendering function.
fS The scoring network.

Ncam The number of cameras used in the tile rendering.
Ndir The number of camera directions per position.
δk The camera direction for the index k. (k = 0, 1, . . . , Ndir − 1.)
N The number of exploration iterations.
n The index of the exploration iteration. (n = 0, 1, . . . , N − 1.)
c A hyper-parameter of the HOO, representing the power of exploration regularization. (c > 0)
v1 A hyper-parameter of the HOO, representing the power of the spatial regularization. (v1 > 0.)
ρ A hyper-parameter of the HOO, representing the reduction of the spatial regularization according to the depth d. (0 < ρ < 1.)
Tn The constructed tree at the iteration n.
DN The upper bound of the tree.
(d, i) A node in the tree, where d is the depth of the node and i = 0, 1, . . . , 2d − 1 is the index of the node in depth d.
Rd,i The region contained in X corresponding to the node (d, i).
cd,i The center ofRd,i.

(dn, in) The selected node in the iteration n to be evaluated.
V (n) The reward in the n-th iteration.
Td,i(n) The number of searches of (d, i) up to and including iteration n. (∀(d, i), Td,i(0) = 0.)
µ̂d,i(n) The average reward of the node (d, i) in n-th iteration. (∀(d, i), µ̂d,i(0) = 0.)
Ud,i(n) The upper bound estimation of the node (d, i) in n-th iteration. (∀(d, i), Ud,i(0) = +∞.)
Bd,i(n) The refined upper bound estimation of the node (d, i) in n-th iteration. (∀(d, i), Bd,i(0) = +∞.)

B DETAIL OF DATASETS

Table S.2 shows the detailed statistics of scene and image datasets of WI-89 and WI-245. The test scenes of both WI-89 and WI-245 are mutually
distinct and separated from all train scenes of both datasets.

Table S.2 . Detailed Statistics of WI-89 (left) and WI-245 (right).

Split Scenes Positive Imgs. Negative Imgs. Total Imgs.

Train 79 1.86× 105 1.72× 105 3.59× 105

Test 10 2.03× 104 2.16× 104 4.19× 104

Total 89 2.07× 105 1.94× 105 4.01× 105

Split Scenes Positive Imgs. Negative Imgs. Total Imgs.

Train 235 7.95× 105 7.92× 105 1.59× 106

Test 10 3.14× 104 3.20× 104 6.34× 104

Total 245 8.27× 105 8.24× 105 1.65× 106

C EXPERIMENTAL SETTINGS OF FINETUNING

To improve the scoring network’s generalization performance, we applied data augmentation techniques to our dataset. Since our dataset consists
of CG data, it is unclear whether existing data augmentation methods used for ImageNet-1k, which consists of real photos, can be effectively
applied to our dataset. Therefore, as a preliminary experiment, we investigated effective data augmentation methods for our training.

Table S.3 shows the hyperparameters for the training. As shown in Fig. S.1 , the classification performance of the scoring network decreased
when CutMix [52] and Mixup [53] were enabled, which are effective for ImageNet. Since these methods paste or blend two images, we confirmed
that these methods are not effective for our dataset, as they significantly collapse the image features. Therefore, we do not use the CutMix and the
Mixup. From the above, we used only Random Erasing [54] set to 0.1, and we used RandAugment [7] (m = 9, n = 5) in which the option of
increasing the severity of the augmentations with magnitude (inc) was set to True.



Table S.3 . Summary of hyperparameters for fine-tuning scoring networks.

Params Values

Epochs 5
Mini-batch size 256

Base learning rate 10−5

Schedule Cosine annealing
Warmup epochs 1

Warmup learning rate 10−6

Dropout 0.5
RandAugument [7] m = 9, n = 5, inc = True

Random Erasing [54] 0.1
Label Smoothing [30] 0.1

CutMix [52] Disabled
Mixupp [53] Disabled

Random seeds Eight different seeds

Fig. S.1 . Epochs and accuracy when training with (left) CutMix = 0.5 and (right) Mixup = 0.4 enabled (orange line) and disabled (black line) on
ViT-B/16.
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