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Figure 1. We propose an enhancement for 2D Gaussian Splatting that (a) replaces the per-primitive solid color with a small per-primitive
texture. This allows the 2DGS to represent more details (b) when the number of primitives is fixed to, e.g., 100000. Even with the standard
densification strategy and identical hyperparameters, it improves the quality of 3D scene reconstruction (c), shown on a test view.

Abstract
Gaussian Splatting has recently emerged as the go-to rep-
resentation for reconstructing and rendering 3D scenes.
The transition from 3D to 2D Gaussian primitives has fur-
ther improved multi-view consistency and surface recon-
struction accuracy. In this work we highlight the similar-
ity between 2D Gaussian Splatting (2DGS) and billboards
from traditional computer graphics. Both use flat semi-
transparent 2D geometry that is positioned, oriented and
scaled in 3D space. However 2DGS uses a solid color per
splat and an opacity modulated by a Gaussian distribution,
where billboards are more expressive, modulating the color
with a uv-parameterized texture. We propose to unify these
concepts by presenting Gaussian Billboards, a modification
of 2DGS to add spatially-varying color achieved using per-
splat texture interpolation. The result is a mixture of the two
representations, which benefits from both the robust scene
optimization power of 2DGS and the expressiveness of tex-
ture mapping. We show that our method can improve the
sharpness and quality of the scene representation in a wide
range of qualitative and quantitative evaluations compared
to the original 2DGS implementation.

1. Introduction

Neural scene representations have become a standard so-
lution to represent arbitrary 3D scenes from a collection
of 2D images, allowing for novel view synthesis, relight-
ing, animation playback or animation retargeting, just to
name a few applications. Recently, 3D Gaussian Splatting
(3DGS) [9] has established itself as the method of choice,
outperforming previous representations like NeRF [14] or
Mixture of Volumetric Primitives [13]. 3DGS’s core idea
is to represent the scene explicitly as a collection of volu-
metric primitives, positioned and oriented in 3D, and then
rasterized and rendered as 2D splats on the screen. To make
this representation differentiable, the opacity of this volume
is modeled via a 3D Gaussian distribution.

Since the introduction of 3DGS, many improvements
to its rendering and representation quality have been pre-
sented. In particular, 2D Gaussian Splatting (2DGS) [6]
replaces the volumetric primitives with oriented 2D prim-
itives (disks). Still, representing highly detailed textured
areas with potentially low geometric details, i.e. an image
on a wall, remains challenging.

Looking back at traditional Computer Graphics, bill-
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boards have been a common staple for rendering compli-
cated, semi-transparent features like leaves, grass, or parti-
cle effects in general. We want to highlight here the simi-
larities between 2DGS and billboards: in 2DGS, primitives
are oriented 2D disks with a position, orientation and size in
3D, a constant color and opacity defined by a Gaussian dis-
tribution. Billboards are typically 2D squares with a posi-
tion, orientation and size in 3D and a spatially-varying color
and opacity using texture mapping.

To combine the best of both representations, we present
Gaussian Billboards, an extension to 2DGS in which the
color of the splat is spatially modulated using a small per-
primitive texture, see Fig. 1a. We show that replacing the
per-primitive solid color with a per-primitive texture im-
proves the reconstruction capability when a fixed number
of primitives is employed (see Fig. 1b), and also when
the number of primitives is changed over the course of the
optimization with densification and pruning strategies (see
Fig. 1c). In short, our contributions are:
1. An extension to 2DGS with a spatially-varying color de-

fined by a per-primitive texture,
2. A detailed ablation of the introduced hyperparameters,
3. An evaluation of 2D and 3D scene representations show-

ing the improved capabilities of Gaussian Billboards in
representing texture details.

It is worth mentioning that, while these contributions are
novel, concurrent work by Rong et al. [16] named GStex
also explores similar ideas to enhance 2DGS with spatially
varying textures.

2. Related Work
We envision the proposed Gaussian Billboards as a method
that is orthogonal to other techniques for improving the ren-
dering quality of 3DGS and 2DGS.

Yu et al. [24] and Yan et al. [20] show how to over-
come aliasing errors during rasterization if Gaussian splats
become very small from far-away cameras. Improve-
ments to the densification, splitting and training heuristics
were presented by Zhang et al. [25], Ye et al. [22] and
Fang&Wang [3]. Especially in the context of 3DGS, the
volumetric splats are approximated as flat disks and then
sorted by the depth of the center position for alpha blend-
ing. This approximation can lead to popping artifacts due to
inconsistent sorting between views. Radl [15] show how to
remedy these rendering errors using per-pixel sorting. If
the input views are of particular low resolution, Feng et
al. [4] show how to utilize sub-pixel constraints and 2D
super-resolution networks to recover sharp details. Simi-
larly, Seiskari et al. [17] show how to explicitly compensate
for motion blur and rolling shutters if the input images come
from a video sequence. Alternatives to the usually used
Adam optimizer have been explored by Höllein et al. [7].

More closely related to our approach is 3D Half-

Gaussian Splatting by Li et al. [11] where the 3D volumet-
ric primitive is split into two halves and a separate color
and opacity can be assigned to each half. As one of the
few works explicitly exploiting the uv-parametrization of
2DGS, Yu et al. [23] show how to modulate the Gaussian
distribution of opacity with additional Hermite splines for
sharper opacity borders. Texture-GS by Xu et al. [19] oper-
ates on 3DGS and utilizes a small MLP to perform a global
UV-unwrapping that maps the 3D splat position to a uv po-
sition of a global texture atlas. Due to the smooth mapping,
this method facilitates simple texture edits in texture space,
but due to its global nature it is limited to simple, isolated
objects.

Concurrent work called GStex by Rong et al. [16] also
explores per-primitive color textures. Differences between
GStex and our proposed method include that we assign a
small texture to each primitive right from the start that is
optimized from the beginning, whereas GStex first trains
with per-primitive solid colors and only adds textures in
later epochs with potentially different resolutions per prim-
itive. Furthermore, we conduct a detailed ablation of the
spatial extent of the texture within the primitive and a dif-
ferent optimum compared to the value reported by GStex.

3. Method
Before we present the proposed Gaussian Billboards
method in Sec. 3.2, we first revisit the foundations of 3D
and 2D Gaussian Splatting.

3.1. Gaussian Splatting Fundamentals

In the seminal work by Kerbel et al. [9], 3D Gaussian Splat-
ting (3DGS) was introduced as a faster, higher quality 3D
scene representation, compared to, e.g., Neural Radiance
Fields (NeRFs) [14]. Instead of representing the scene as
a continuous, colored volume stored in an implicit neural
network, 3DGS represents the scene as a collection of 3D
Gaussian primitives that can be efficiently rasterized (splat-
ted) to a 2D screen [27, 28]. In 3DGS, a single primitive k
is defined by its location in 3D pk, its covariance matrix Σk

parameterized via a scale sk and rotation quaternion qk, an
RGB color ck, and an opacity αk. This representation can
be viewed as an oriented and colored ellipsoid. To make this
representation differentiable and optimizable, 3DGS turns
these ellipsoids into 3D Gaussian primitives by multiplying
the opacity with a 3D Gaussian distribution [9]:

G(p) = exp
(
−1

2
(p− pk)

TΣ−1(p− pk)

)
. (1)

Using the techniques by Zwicker et al. [27], the perspective
projection of a 3D Gaussian distribution can be analytically
approximated giving rise to a 2D Gaussian distribution G2D

in screen space. Then, all splats intersecting the camera ray



of a given pixel x are blended together using front-to-back
alpha compositing.

c(x) =

K∑
k=1

ckαkG2D
k (x)

k−1∏
j=1

(1− αjG2D
j (x)). (2)

2D Gaussian Splatting [6] simplifies the above method
by representing the scene as a collection of oriented, flat 2D
primitives for better view consistency and improved surface
reconstruction. Here, the geometry of a 2D Gaussian prim-
itive is defined by a center position pk ∈ R3, two orthogo-
nal tangent vectors tu,k, tv,k ∈ R3 (derived from a rotation
quaternion) and a 2D scaling vector S = (su, sv) ∈ R2.
This defines a local tangent plane parameterized by u =
(u, v):

P (u) = pk + sutu,ku+ svtv,kv. (3)

The 2D Gaussian distribution for modulating the opacity is
now equally defined in this uv-space using

G(u) = exp
(
−1

2
(u2 + v2)

)
. (4)

3.2. Gaussian Billboards

In the original 2DGS implementation [6], each 2D primi-
tive is rendered with a constant color ck across the entire
2D plane it spans. This ties both geometry and textural in-
formation together in the same representation, limited by
the same quantity, i.e. the number of splats.

We observe, however, that in most scenes, the texture
information is higher than geometry information. There-
fore, we take inspiration from textured billboards of tradi-
tional Computer Graphics and introduce a spatially-varying
color representation by bi-linearly interpolating a color grid
based on the uv-parametrization of the 2D primitive, see
Eq. (3). This enables modelling textures better with the
same or fewer number primitives. Let N ∈ N the reso-
lution of the per-primitive color grid. Since the Gaussian
primitive has infinite support, we have to define a region in
the uv-plane in which the texture is defined. Let σ ∈ R+

denote said spatial extent, then the texture grid is contained
within [−σ,+σ]2 in the uv-plane. The pixel color of the
current primitive is then given by

c(u, v)k = bilinear(Ck,
u

σ
,
v

σ
), (5)

where bilinear(C, x, y) represents bilinear interpolation
into a grid C of colors with shape N × N , evaluated at
normalized coordinates x, y ∈ [−1,+1]. Since the color
grid is defined in the uv-parametrization, it naturally scales
with S and rotates with tu,k, tv,k, see Eq. (3).

A visualization of the proposed spatial color can be seen
in Fig. 2 for N = 2, 4, 8 with a red-green-blue checkerboard
texture. The darker area indicates the area of [−σ,+σ]2.
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Figure 2. The color grid of Gaussian Billboards spans the uv-
parametrization of the 2D primitive in the range of [−σ,+σ] with
σ = 0.5. This way, the border of the grid where the interpola-
tion starts being clamped roughly corresponds to the isoline of 0.8
opacity. On the right you can see how the texture within a primi-
tive is rotated and scaled with su, sv, tu, tv .

However, since the Gaussian primitive has infinite support,
we border-clamp the uv-values in the bilinear interpolation
function. The result of this clamping is visualized in the
brighter shaded region. An intuitive choice for σ is to pick
it such that the texture grid covers the majority of the visible
are of a primitive to minimize the area where this clamping
occurs, e.g., at the isoline of 0.1 opacity (dotted line) with
σ = 2.0. We found, however, that the value for σ has a sig-
nificant impact on how much the proposed Gaussian Bill-
boards can improve over traditional 2DGS. An ablation of
this value can be found in Sec. 4.1, with the optimal value
being σ = 0.5, or the full color grid residing within the iso-
line of 0.8 opacity (dotted line), shown in Fig. 2. For all of
our results, if not otherwise mentioned, we use a value of
σ = 0.5.

3.3. Training

For training the scene representation, we follow the stan-
dard practices of 3DGS and 2DGS. We initialize the primi-
tives using structure-from-motion if available and add slight
color variations to the color grid. We use Adam [10] as the
optimizer and train only with a photometric loss. Since we
envision Gaussian Billboards as an orthogonal method to
other improvement techniques, we opted to keep all other
training hyperparameters at the default values used in tradi-
tional 2DGS to isolate the effects of introducing spatially-
varying colors.

For optimal performance, we integrated Gaussian Bill-
boards directly into the fused CUDA kernels of gsplat [21]
with gradients being propagated to all parameters, includ-
ing the color grid and the uv coordinate, thus also to the
position, scale and orientation of the primitive.

To reduce global memory bandwidth in the forward and
backward pass of the rasterization kernels, gsplat first loads
and accumulates the per-primitive parameters and their gra-
dients in shared memory for a batch of pixels and primi-



Figure 3. The three images used for image fitting tests and hyper-
parameter ablations: Creation of Adam, Meteora, and Zurich. The
marked areas indicate the crops visualized in Fig. 6.

tives called a tile, before writing them out to global memory.
Shared memory is bound by hardware to 32kB to 100kB de-
pending on the GPU architecture and sets an upper bound of
the per-primitive texture resolution. For N = 2 and N = 4,
the additional parameters fit into shared memory without
changes. For N = 8, however, the required shared mem-
ory exceeds the available memory in hardware (tested on
an A6000 and RTX3090), and the tile size must be reduced
from 16 × 16 to 8 × 8, drastically increasing the rendering
and training times (see Sec. 4.1 and Fig. 6). This also makes
larger resolutions of, e.g., N = 16 infeasible.

4. Results
We first evaluate the proposed method and design deci-
sions on the task of fitting a 2D image, see Sec. 4.1. Then
we qualitatively and quantitatively evaluate Gaussian Bill-
boards on a range of 3D scene reconstruction tasks using
the NeRF360 dataset [1] and human faces, see Sec. 4.2.

4.1. Ablations on Image Overfitting

For overfitting a single image, we define one camera fo-
cussed on the image in +Z direction and restrict the rota-
tion of the primitives to only rotate around the Z-axis. This
way, the plane of the 2D primitives aligns with the image
plane. The primitives are initialized with random positions
in the image plane, random orientation, size, and color. We
perform these tests on three images (see Fig. 3), Creation
of Adam by Michelangelo of size 1920 × 871*, a photo-
graph of the Meteora monastery in Greece with resolution
2016 × 1512, and a photograph of the Münsterbrücke in
Zurich, Switzerland, with resolution 1833 × 2000. All re-
sults shown are trained for 20000 epochs with an MSE loss.

*Creation of Adam is taken from Wikicommons, public domain.

a) Target

b) 2DGS c) Ours N = 4

PSNR: 19.8, SSIM: 0.380, LPIPS: 0.796 PSNR: 20.7, SSIM: 0.414, LPIPS: 0.691

d) 2DGS, random color e) Ours N = 4, random colors

f) Ours N = 4, mip level 1 g) Ours N = 4, mip level 2

Figure 4. Overfitting a single image (a) with a fixed number of
1000 splats. For that limited number of splats, Ours with N = 4
(c) achieves better quality than Traditional 2DGS (b) in terms of
quantitative statistics and image sharpness. If we assign random
colors, the individual splats and the bilinear interpolation of the
color grid become visible (d,e). To verify that the optimization
utilizes the additional color information, we downsample the color
grid to a resolution of 2× 2 (f) and a single color (g).

In a first test, we fix the number of splats to 1000 and
compare traditional 2DGS with our proposed method, see
Fig. 4, and N = 4. For this limited number of splats, our
method achieves visually a sharper and more texture-rich
image (c vs b) and improved quantitative statistics. To visu-
alize the individual splats, we assign random colors to each
splat (d and e). Finally, to verify that the optimization uti-
lizes the additional color parameters, we render the image
with the color grid downsampled to a size of 2 × 2 (f) or a
single color (g) using a box filter. As one can see, the im-
age quality drastically decreases, highlighting that the color
grid is now crucial for the image quality.
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Figure 5. Ablation of the spatial extent of the grid in the uv-plane,
σ, for overfitting of Creation of Adam and Meteora (see Fig. 3)
with N = 4. With a lower value for σ, the texture information
is concentrated in the area of the primitive with the highest opac-
ity. As can be seen in the plot, the optimal value for σ is achieved
at around 0.5. For a visualization of what different values for σ
mean, the bottom row shows three Gaussian primitives with a ran-
dom texture rendered with four values for σ.

Ablation of the Grid Extent σ. Next, we evaluate the
influence of the hyperparameter σ, the spatial extent of the
grid in the uv-parametrization, on an image fitting task with
a fixed number of primitives (see Fig. 5). A lower value for
σ indicates that the texture details are concentrated in the
center area of the Gaussian primitive where the opacity is
highest. As can be seen in the statistics of Fig. 5, across
two different test images and different number of primi-
tives, the reconstruction quality measured in SSIM [18] and
LPIPS [26] scores, improves with lower values for σ. This
reaches an optimal point of around σ = 0.5. We argue that
for even smaller values, the texture essentially collapses to
a binary quadrant image and cannot make use of the full
resolution of a 4× 4 grid in this case anymore.

Ablation of the Texture Resolution N . With a fixed
value of σ = 0.5 we now turn to analyzing the texture
resolution N and its impact on the reconstruction quality
and training speed compared to traditional 2DGS without
spatially varying colors. We perform this experiment on
all three test images with a fixed number of primitives of
10,000 and 100,000. See Fig. 6 for the results.

Qualitatively, the difference can be seen best for 10,000
primitives (upper row of Fig. 6 per image). With N = 1
(traditional 2DGS), many details are either blurred out in

Creation of Adam and Zurich or approximated with elon-
gated splats in Meteora. From N = 2 to N = 4, the re-
constructed image significantly improves. Texture detail of
the paint becomes visible in Creation of Adam and details in
the plants and bricks become visible in Meteora and Zurich.
Continuing on to N = 8 still shows improvements, but less
noticeable.

Quantitatively, increasing the texture resolution strictly
improves the PSNR, SSIM, and LPIPS scores, evaluated
over the entire image. For Creation of Adam and 100,000
primitives, the SSIM score increases, for example, from
0.849 for N = 1 to 0.988 for N = 8, matching the input
image almost pixel by pixel.

Enhancing the Gaussian primitives with spatially-
varying textures, however, does come with some overhead
in computation, but especially with an overhead of addi-
tional memory transfer and reduced tile size (see Sec. 3.3)
due to the additional parameters that must be considered
in the splatting kernel. We, therefore, look at the timings
shown in Fig. 6 now, all tests trained for 20000 epochs on
an A6000 GPU. For N = 2 and N = 4, the training time
usually increases between 10% and 30% compared to tra-
ditional 2DGS. However, for N = 8, the tile size has to
be reduced and the training time increases dramatically for
all test cases, e.g., by a factor of almost 4× for Meteora.
Despite the improved quality with N = 8, we found the
increase in computation time to not be worth it. We, there-
fore, recommend N = 4 and use that value for all following
tests.

4.2. Evaluation on 3D Scene Reconstruction

In a 3D scene reconstruction task, the surface color can
change depending on the view direction due to specular ef-
fects. We can model this as Spherical Harmonics as tradi-
tionally done in 3DGS and 2DGS [6, 9] and directly extend
this to a spatially varying color grid by storing M spher-
ical harmonics coefficients for each texel instead of a sin-
gle RGB color. This, however, quickly becomes expensive
in the number of parameters for high spherical harmonics
degrees. Alternatively, we can treat the color grid as the
albedo of the surface and then model the view-dependent
appearance with explicit BSDF models [8]. In this work,
however, we opt to perform a diffuse-specular split. We use
the proposed color grid as the view-independent Lamber-
tian part and model the residual specular components as an
additive term using a single set of spherical harmonics co-
efficients – not spatially varying – per primitive.

Results of the 3D scene reconstruction task on the
NeRF360 dataset [1], downsampled by a factor of 2 to a
resolution of approximately 2500 × 1650, can be found in
Fig. 8. We train for 30000 epochs with default densifica-
tion and pruning enabled, initialized with SfM points, and a
loss of MSE + 0.2 ∗ SSIM . Quantitatively, our method



Reference N=1 (Traditional 2DGS) N=2 N=4 (Ours) N=8

A
d
am PSNR=26.89, SSIM=0.552

LPIPS=0.578, Time=25.0m
PSNR=27.25, SSIM=0.576
LPIPS=0.558, Time=27.6m

PSNR=27.87, SSIM=0.629
LPIPS=0.458, Time=34.6m

PSNR=28.85, SSIM=0.721
LPIPS=0.295, Time=157.1m

PSNR=32.13, SSIM=0.849
LPIPS=0.129, Time=31.0m

PSNR=33.26, SSIM=0.888
LPIPS=0.091, Time=30.0m

PSNR=36.59, SSIM=0.954
LPIPS=0.028, Time=36.9m

PSNR=41.11, SSIM=0.988
LPIPS=0.006, Time=195.5m

M
et
eo
ra

PSNR=22.44, SSIM=0.527
LPIPS=0.506, Time=56.5m

PSNR=22.80, SSIM=0.556
LPIPS=0.488, Time=53.2m

PSNR=23.53, SSIM=0.619
LPIPS=0.414, Time=63.4m

PSNR=23.91, SSIM=0.662
LPIPS=0.386, Time=312.2m

PSNR=27.17, SSIM=0.826
LPIPS=0.210, Time=60.9m

PSNR=27.96, SSIM=0.858
LPIPS=0.166, Time=52.1m

PSNR=30.74, SSIM=0.926
LPIPS=0.073, Time=71.1m

PSNR=33.01, SSIM=0.964
LPIPS=0.034, Time=365.0m

Z
u
ri
ch PSNR=27.21, SSIM=0.810

LPIPS=0.368, Time=79.5m
PSNR=27.98, SSIM=0.827
LPIPS=0.340, Time=77.7m

PSNR=28.42, SSIM=0.840
LPIPS=0.311, Time=96.0m

PSNR=28.56, SSIM=0.852
LPIPS=0.280, Time=451.7m

PSNR=31.89, SSIM=0.898
LPIPS=0.189, Time=85.8m

PSNR=32.50, SSIM=0.909
LPIPS=0.165, Time=81.4m

PSNR=33.48, SSIM=0.928
LPIPS=0.118, Time=115.6m

PSNR=34.41, SSIM=0.953
LPIPS=0.064, Time=534.9m

Figure 6. Evaluation of the texture resolution N for image fitting with a fixed number of primitives, per scene with 10,000 primitives
(top row) and 100,000 primitives (bottom row). With an increase in texture resolution, the Gaussian Billboards consistently lead to better
fittings.



(N = 4, σ = 0.5) consistently outperforms traditional
2DGS in terms of LPIPS statistics on validation images. For
SSIM, Ours outperforms 2DGS in 5 out of 7 cases with the
two outliers being very close between both methods.

Qualitatively, we observe that Gaussian Billboards im-
proves the visual quality especially in areas where the ge-
ometry is fairly flat but shows a lot of texture variation. One
case can be seen in the counter scene (third row) where the
marble texture of the counter is represented better in Ours
(blue inset). Another example of the same behavior can
be seen in the shovel of the toy bulldozer. Even for areas
of high spatial variation, e.g., the vegetation in the bicycle
scene of row one, Ours visually reconstructs more detail.

Face Reconstruction. For a last test we evaluate Gaus-
sian Billboards on 3D face reconstruction from a multi-
view camera setup with 14 training cameras arranged in a
hemisphere around the front of the subject and one central
test camera not used for training. We use camera calibration
with fiducial markers [5] and a 3D face scan [2] to obtain a
point cloud for initialization. The background of the camera
images with resolution 2047×1535 was removed using Lin
& Ryabtsev et al. [12]. All training parameters remain the
same as described above.

The results can be found in Fig. 7. Even while quantita-
tive metrics remain almost equal, with only the LPIPS score
being noticeably improved from traditional 2DGS (N = 1)
to our method (N = 4), differences are visible in the qual-
itative comparison. Our result preserves more details in
both training and testing views while having a more uni-
form appearance. In the baseline with N = 1, artifacts
produced by elongated splats are especially visible. Fur-
thermore, with standard densification and pruning enabled,
our method achieves better results with fewer primitives
(≈ 90000 → ≈ 64000) compared to the baseline. This also
reflects in the time to render the test view, which decreases
slightly (0.019s → 0.015s). The training time, however, in-
creases slightly due to the additional memory transfer in the
backward pass (see Sec. 3.3) from 80 minutes to 95 minutes
for 30000 epochs.

5. Conclusion

In this work we presented an improvement over 2D Gaus-
sian Splatting that replaces the per-primitive solid color
with a small color texture that is jointly optimized together
with all other 2DGS parameters. This increases the power to
express texture details, leading to an improved image recon-
struction for the same number of Gaussian primitives. Even
if the number of primitives can be freely optimized due to
densification, splitting, and pruning strategies, our proposed
method improves the reconstruction and novel view synthe-
sis over traditional 2DGS on 3D reconstruction tasks.

Reference N=1, 2DGS N=4, Ours

Reference N=1, 2DGS N=4, Ours
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PSNR SSIM LPIPS

Train
Baseline 2DGS 35.9 0.928 0.159
N = 4 (ours) 35.2 0.924 0.151

Test
Baseline 2DGS 27.6 0.866 0.273
N = 4 (ours) 27.5 0.865 0.263

Figure 7. 3D Reconstruction of a human face from 14 training
cameras and one center test camera. Despite very similar quantita-
tive metrics, our method produces sharper textures on the face,
even with less Gaussian primitives, 90566 (Baseline 2DGS) to
64461 (Ours). Images best viewed zoomed-in.

We envision the proposed approach of Gaussian Bill-
boards as an orthogonal approach to many related methods
that also tackle the problem of how to enhance the repre-
sentation quality of 3DGS or 2DGS itself. In future work,
we want to explore the combination of these methods pre-
sented recently. Most promisingly, Yu et al. [23] introduce
a spatial modulation of the opacity that could show good
synergies with our proposed spatial color modulation.

Since the 2DGS primitive attributes are cached in shared
memory during the forward and adjoint rasterization stage,
the maximal supported color grid size is limited by the
available shared memory. In our implementation that
extends the CUDA kernels of gsplat, this leads to a
maximal texture resolution of 8 × 8 texels. In future,
we plan to investigate how to lift this technical restric-
tion.
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Gaussian Billboards:
Expressive 2D Gaussian Splatting with Textures

Supplementary Material

6. Algorithm Details
In Sec. 3.2 we introduce the basic algorithm of Gaussian
Billboards, enhancing 2DGS with spatially-varying tex-
tures. Here we give additional implementation details on
how to integrate this into the gsplat kernel [21].

In Algorithm 1 we show where the bilinear interpola-
tion fits into the rasterization kernels of gsplat with the
changes to the original kernel highlighted in green. The
main changes in the forward algorithm is twofold. First,
the parameter fetching is extended from a single color to
a grid of color. Second, the bilinear interpolation kernel
is invoked per primitive and pixel to obtain the per-pixel
color given the current u, v. The central change to the
backward algorithm is that the adjoint variables for the uv-
parameterization, û, v̂ are now also influenced by the ad-
joint of the color interpolation, instead of just the Gaussian
opacity as in traditional 2DGS.

In Algorithm 2 we give the detailed pseudocode of the
forward and backward implementation of bilinear interpo-
lation. We manually derive the adjoint code – the deriva-
tives of the output with respect to all inputs – from the bi-
linear interpolation code. This allows for direct integration
of the proposed changes into the fused rasterization kernels
of gsplat.



Algorithm 1 Integration of bilinear color interpolation into the rasterization kernel (Simplified)
1: procedure RASTERIZE FWD ▷ forward code

Each CUDA block processes a range of 2DGS primitives.
Each thread per block outputs one pixel.

2: Compute the pixel location of the current thread px, py
3: Fetch all primitive parameters of the current range, with the color extended to a color grid
4: T = 1.0 ▷ The transmittance
5: cacc = (0, 0, 0) ▷ Accumulated color
6: for all primitives k in the sorted range do
7: Intersect the primitive with the view ray → u, v
8: Evaluate the color c = bilinear(u, v,N, σ, Ck)

9: Compute the opacity α = αk ∗ exp(−u2+v2

2
)

10: cacc += cαT ▷ alpha-blending
11: T ∗= (1− α)
12: end for
13: return cacc

14: end procedure

15: procedure RASTERIZE BWD ▷ backward code
Each CUDA block processes a range of 2DGS primitives.
Each thread per block outputs one pixel.

16: Compute the pixel location of the current thread px, py
17: Fetch all primitive parameters of the current range, with the color extended to a color grid
18: Fetch transmittance T after the last Gaussian
19: Fetch adjoint of the output color ĉacc

20: cacc = (0, 0, 0) ▷ Accumulated color
21: for all primitives k in the sorted range do
22: Intersect the primitive with the view ray → u, v

23: Compute the opacity α = αk ∗ exp(−u2+v2

2
)

24: Evaluate the color c = bilinear(u, v,N, σ, Ck)
Adjoint computations:

25: Adjoint of color with visibility ĉk = (α ∗ T )ĉacc

26: Color-adjoint: Ĉ, û, v̂ = adj-bilinear(u, v, Ck, ĉk)
27: Adjoint of alpha: α̂, requires c
28: Adjoint of Gaussian opacity: û, v̂ += ...
29: Adjoint of ray intersection: p̂, t̂u, t̂v, ŝu, ŝv
30: Accumulate gradients into global memory, with the color extended to a color grid
31: end for
32: end procedure



Algorithm 2 Forward and backward algorithm of bilinear interpolation at u, v, given resolution N , spatial extend σ, and an
input color grid C ∈ RN,N,3.

1: function BILINEAR(u, v,N, σ, C)
2: u′ = clamp( (N−1)∗(u+σ)

2∗σ , 0, N − 1) ▷ From [−σ,+σ] to [0, N − 1]

3: v′ = clamp( (N−1)∗(v+σ)
2∗σ , 0, N − 1)

4: iu = floor(u) , fu = u′ − iu ▷ Integer index and fractional part
5: iv = floor(v) , fv = v′ − iv
6: c = ▷ Interpolation
7: C[iu, iv, :] ∗ (1− fu) ∗ (1− fv) +
8: C[iu + 1, iv, :] ∗ fu ∗ (1− fv) +
9: C[iu, iv + 1, :] ∗ (1− fu) ∗ fv +

10: C[iu + 1, iv + 1, :] ∗ fu ∗ fv
11: return c
12: end function
13: function ADJ-BILINEAR(u, v,N, σ, C, ĉ)

ĉ indicates the adjoint variable of variable c

14: u′ = clamp( (N−1)∗(u+σ)
2∗σ , 0, N − 1) ▷ From [−σ,+σ] to [0, N − 1]

15: v′ = clamp( (N−1)∗(v+σ)
2∗σ , 0, N − 1)

16: iu = floor(u) , fu = u′ − iu ▷ Integer index and fractional part
17: iv = floor(v) , fv = v′ − iv

Adjoint for color:
18: Ĉ[iu, iv] = ĉ ∗ (1− fu) ∗ (1− fv)
19: Ĉ[iu + 1, iv] = ĉ ∗ fu ∗ (1− fv)
20: Ĉ[iu, iv + 1] = ĉ ∗ (1− fu) ∗ fv
21: Ĉ[iu + 1, iv + 1] = ĉ ∗ fu ∗ fv

Adjoint for fractional grid position u, v (uses dot-product):
22: f̂u = ĉ • ((C[iu + 1, iv, :]− C[iu, iv, :]) ∗ (1− fv) + (C[iu + 1, iv + 1, :]− C[iu, iv + 1, :]) ∗ fv)
23: f̂v = ĉ • ((C[iu, iv + 1, :]− C[iu, iv, :]) ∗ (1− fu) + (C[iu + 1, iv + 1, :]− C[iu + 1, iv, :]) ∗ fu)

Adjoint for u, v coordinates:
24: û = (u > −σ and u < +σ) ?

(
(N−1)

2σ f̂u

)
: 0

25: v̂ = (v > −σ and v < +σ) ?
(

(N−1)
2σ f̂v

)
: 0

26: return Ĉ, û, v̂
27: end function


	. Introduction
	. Related Work
	. Method
	. Gaussian Splatting Fundamentals
	. Gaussian Billboards
	. Training

	. Results
	. Ablations on Image Overfitting
	. Evaluation on 3D Scene Reconstruction

	. Conclusion
	. Algorithm Details

