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Prompt: An adorable happy otter confidently stands on a surfboard wearing a yellow lifejacket, riding along 

turquoise tropical waters near lush tropical islands, 3D digital render art style.
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Figure 1. GS-DiT generates multi-camera shooting videos by bringing pseudo 4D Gaussian fields to video diffusion transformers.

Abstract

4D video control is essential in video generation as it en-
ables the use of sophisticated lens techniques, such as multi-
camera shooting and dolly zoom, which are currently un-
supported by existing methods. Training a video Diffusion
Transformer (DiT) directly to control 4D content requires
expensive multi-view videos. Inspired by Monocular Dy-
namic novel View Synthesis (MDVS) that optimizes a 4D
representation and renders videos according to different 4D

elements, such as camera pose and object motion editing,
we bring pseudo 4D Gaussian fields to video generation.
Specifically, we propose a novel framework that constructs
a pseudo 4D Gaussian field with dense 3D point tracking
and renders the Gaussian field for all video frames. Then we
finetune a pretrained DiT to generate videos following the
guidance of the rendered video, dubbed as GS-DiT. To boost
the training of the GS-DiT, we also propose an efficient
Dense 3D Point Tracking (D3D-PT) method for the pseudo
4D Gaussian field construction. Our D3D-PT outperforms
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SpatialTracker, the state-of-the-art sparse 3D point tracking
method, in accuracy and accelerates the inference speed
by two orders of magnitude. During the inference stage,
GS-DiT can generate videos with the same dynamic content
while adhering to different camera parameters, addressing
a significant limitation of current video generation mod-
els. GS-DiT demonstrates strong generalization capabili-
ties and extends the 4D controllability of Gaussian splatting
to video generation beyond just camera poses. It supports
advanced cinematic effects through the manipulation of the
Gaussian field and camera intrinsics, making it a power-
ful tool for creative video production. Demos are available
at https://wkbian.github.io/Projects/GS-
DiT/.

1. Introduction
Video generation [8, 14, 19, 21, 25, 42, 55] has made
rapid progress in recent years. Since the demonstration of
Sora [55], the video generated by Diffusion Transformers
(DiT) is approaching cinematic quality by scaling up the
parameters and the number of training videos. However,
in order to produce effective lens language, such as multi-
camera shooting, dolly zoom, and object motion editing in
videos, video creators often need to have more precise 4D
control over the video content. For example, multi-camera
shooting requires the presentation of the same content from
different perspectives and dolly zoom requires adjusting the
intrinsic and extrinsic parameters of the camera at the same
time. Yet, current video generation methods are unable to
support such 4D video control.

Generative Camera Dolly (GCD) [46] demonstrates the
possibility of utilizing the generative model for multi-
camera shooting. After preparing multi-camera shooting
videos as training data, it switches videos captured by dif-
ferent camera trajectories and the same dynamic contents
as input condition video and output supervision. However,
capturing a large amount of synchronized multi-trajectory
videos in open-door real scenes is too expensive, e.g., car
driving videos, so GCD chooses to collect training data
in a simulator, which exhibits poor generalization perfor-
mance to the real world and prohibits it from being trained
on web videos. This raises the question: can we directly
learn multi-camera shooting video generation from normal
monocular videos? One straightforward solution is to op-
timize a 4D Gaussian field [3, 50, 52] for each monocular
video and then reprogram the camera trajectories to render
novel view videos for training. However, the optimization
process is highly time-consuming, requiring at least one
hour for a 70-frame video, which makes the preparation of
training data impractical. Furthermore, due to the ill-posed
nature of 4D video optimization, the rendered videos suf-
fer from significant artifacts. Fine-tuning video generation

models with these videos will inevitably degrade the video
quality.

Fortunately, we observe that the videos rendered from
the Gaussian field although contain artifacts, still provide
strong cues for video generation. Drawing inspiration from
recent works on classical monocular dynamic video synthe-
sis (MDVS) [16], we build the pseudo 4D Gaussian field
and render the novel view videos to guide the video gen-
eration. Specifically, we first propose an efficient dense
3D point-tracking (D3D-PT) method to facilitate the pseudo
4D Gaussian field construction. Given an input video, we
select a reference frame and estimate its dense 3D point
trajectories across the subsequent frames. The pseudo 4D
Gaussian field is then directly constructed from 3D point
trajectories without any optimization. The Gaussian prim-
itives [30] of the field have constant color values derived
from the pixel values, replacing the view-dependent spheri-
cal harmonic representation. Other parameters of the Gaus-
sian primitives, such as opacity, are all held constant. We
then generate the training data by rendering the Gaussian
field using the original camera poses from the input video.
A pretrained Video DiT is finetuned with the rendered re-
sults as input to generate the original input video from the
rendered video, dubbed as GS-DiT. Since it is difficult to
annotate the ground truth of 3D point tracking in the real
world, point trackers are trained on synthetic data, and the
depth distribution in the real world may be quite different
from that in synthetic data. Our D3D-PT is loosely coupled
to the depth distribution so that can be flexibly adapted to
different scenarios. In the inference stage, given a monocu-
lar dynamic video, we also build a pseudo 4D Gaussian field
and render it according to the newly assigned camera pa-
rameters. Then, our finetuned DiT generates the final video
following the guidance of the rendered video. Besides the
camera pose control, we can also adjust the camera intrin-
sics and edit the Gaussian field. Such 4D control of video
generation supports video creators.

Our proposed framework does not require multi-view
videos for training. GS-DiT can therefore be trained on
any monocular dynamic videos and learn various motion
dynamics. Compared to GCD, GS-DiT presents a strong
generalization capacity and can be consistently improved
when the base DiT model is scaled up. GS-DiT can also
support more 4D controllability than GCD, such as camera
intrinsic control and object motion editing. The main con-
tributions of this paper are summarized as follows:

• We propose a novel framework that advances video gen-
eration with pseudo 4D Gaussian fields through efficient
dense 3D point tracking.

• We propose an efficient dense 3D point tracking (D3D-
PT) method that outperforms SpatialTracker in accuracy,
and accelerates dense 3D point tracking by two orders of
magnitude. D3D-PT facilitates the training of video gen-
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eration from a rendered pseudo 4D Gaussian field.
• We propose GS-DiT that learns to generate videos follow-

ing the guidance of rendered videos. GS-DiT can gener-
ate multi-camera shooting videos and provides 4D video
control such as camera intrinsic and object motion edit-
ing.

2. Related Work
Point tracking. PIPs [20] and TAP-Net [11] first address
the point-tracking problem that estimates point trajectories
in videos for the query pixels in the starting video frame. In
contrast to optical flow that tackles dense pixel correspon-
dence between a pair of video frames, they are interested
in independent pixel correspondence throughout multiple
video frames. CoTracker [27] and Context-PIPs [5] real-
ize that even though focusing on long-term temporal pixel
correspondence, spatial context information is still vital and
improves point tracking accuracy with more spatial infor-
mation. DOT [32] estimates dense point tracking by incor-
porating a pretrained point tracker to provide initialization
and refine the dense prediction with a RAFT [43]. Spatial-
Tracker [53] is the first method that extends the 2D point
tracking to 3D via a depth estimator. In our GS-DiT frame-
work, we need a dense 3D point tracker to build the pseudo-
4D Gaussian field but existing point trackers cannot com-
plete this task. We propose the first dense 3D point tracking
method, surpassing SpatialTracker by accuracy and accel-
erating the speed by two orders.
Video diffusion models. Diffusion models [10, 24, 28,
33, 34, 48] emerge as a prominent approach for genera-
tive modeling, excelling in synthesizing diverse and high-
quality samples. Although early diffusion models are pri-
marily validated on image generation tasks [10, 23], their
application is soon extended to video generation, revealing
significant potential. Initial video diffusion models [7, 14,
21, 25, 26, 42] are often based on off-the-shelf image diffu-
sion models [40], augmented with temporal layers to cap-
ture the relationships among frames. Since Sora [8], video
generation models have begun to shift to the transformer
architectures, such as CogVideoX series [55]. Video Diffu-
sion with Transformers (DiT) [36] utilizes temporal causal
VAE [56] and 3D attention for better temporal consistency.
Recent works show that image and video diffusion models
can be re-purposed for other dense video translation tasks
including monocular depth estimation [17, 29, 41], 3D gen-
eration and reconstruction [6, 9, 38, 47], and amodal seg-
mentation [35]. Text-to-4D, image-to-4D, and Video-to-
4D [45] papers have also attracted researcher’s attention but
the scenarios are highly limited, e.g., single objects or an-
imals. In addition to the generation quality, the generation
controllability, such as the camera pose [22, 51], is also cru-
cial. GCD [46] firstly grants the video generation model to
synthesize novel view video according to the assigned cam-

era trajectory so that the director can recreate the footage he
wants for a given video. However, GCD needs to be trained
on video data rendered from a simulator due to its train-
ing paradigm, which highly limits its generalization perfor-
mance. We bring the 4D Gaussian splatting [52] to a video
diffusion transformer so that we can migrate the controlla-
bility of 4D Gaussian splatting, such as camera intrinsic and
extrinsic and object editing, to video generation.

3. Method
Achieving precise control over 4D content in video gener-
ation is essential for integrating this technology into film
production. To better accommodate video generation in cin-
ematic studios, we tackle the 4D video control problem.
Inspired by classical Monocular Dynamic Video Synthe-
sis (MDVS) methods [15, 16, 50] that render novel view
videos by obtaining a 4D representation, we propose a novel
framework that learns 4D video control with the help of
pseudo 4D Gaussian fields. In contrast to GCD [46] which
learns multi-camera shooting video generation from multi-
view synchronized videos, our proposed framework directly
learns from conventional monocular videos and can be nat-
urally scaled up along with the base video Diffusion Trans-
formers (DiT). In this section, we first introduce the effi-
cient dense 3D point tracking (D3D-PT), which is the cor-
nerstone of the pseudo-4D Gaussian fields in training, and
then demonstrate the 4D Gaussian field construction. Fi-
nally, we elaborate on how to fine-tune a pre-trained DiT to
generate videos with 4D control.

3.1. Dense 3D Point Tracking
Given the video frames I ∈ RT×H×W×C and the corre-
sponding metric depth maps D ∈ RT×H×W , the goal of
dense 3D point tracking (D3D-PT) is to estimate the 3D tra-
jectories and visibilities v ∈ RT×H×W of all query pixels
on the first frame x0 ∈ RH×W×2 throughout the video. The
3D point trajectories is parameterized as their 2D locations
and depth on the images x ∈ RT×H×W×2,d ∈ RT×H×W .
Taking both spatial and temporal video information is nec-
essary but directly learning dense 3D point tracking by
encoding the whole video is too expensive. Inspired by
DOT [32], we propose to estimate dense 3D point track-
ing in two stages: initialize the 3D point tracks in the first
stage by encoding sparse but longer temporal information
and then iteratively refine them in the second stage by en-
coding dense pair-wise information.
Initialization. Following DOT [32], we estimate sparse 2D
point-tracking with CoTracker [27] and obtain the dense
point tracking xt ∈ {x0, . . . ,xT−1} through interpola-
tion. With such 2D point tracking initialization, we further
initialize the point depths in all frames {d0, . . . ,dT−1}.
Intuitively, the point depth in the first frame is assigned
according to its depth map. As the point depth varia-
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Figure 2. An overview of GS-DiT. In the training stage, we build a pseudo 4D Gaussian field from an input video via dense 3D point
tracking. Our GS-DiT learns to generate the original video guided by the video rendered from the pseudo 4D Gaussian field. In the
inference stage, we can build the pseudo 4D Gaussian via dense 3D point tracking, directly lifting the depth map, or optimizing a 4D
Gaussian field. Editing and rendering the Gaussian field with scheduled camera intrinsic and extrinsic bring various cinematic effects.

tions are derived from the first frame, we also initialize
the point depth in the other frames by the depth of the
first frame dt = d0 = D0(x0). All of the initial point
visibilities vt ∈ {v0, . . . ,vT−1} are set to 1, indicat-
ing that the points are visible. The initialized variables
{x0, . . . ,xT−1}, {d0, . . . ,dT−1}, {v0, . . . ,vT−1} will be
iteratively refined in the next stage.

Dense 3D Point Tracking Refinement. We sequentially
refine the coarse initialization results for each target video
frame. Given the reference frame I0 and a target frame
It, we refine the point tracks xt and visibilities vt with a
RAFT [43] network. Specifically, after computing the cor-
relation pyramid from the image features of I0 and It, we
iterativelly predict the residual point tracks ∆xt,i and visi-
bilities ∆vt,i at the i-th iteration according to the cropped
correlation information and update them xt,i = xt,i−1 +
∆xt,i,vt,i = vt,i−1+∆vt,i. Please refer to the supplemen-
tary for more details. But how do we refine the point depth?
Adopting RAFT-3D [44] is not feasible because we do not
accept the rigid body assumptions in conventional dynamic
videos. Another straightforward solution is to expand the
RGB images to RGB-D images by concatenating the depth
map to the RGB images and refining the point depth con-
currently. However, we rely on monocular depth predic-
tion methods in the inference stage. The distribution of
predicted depth may mismatch the depth distribution used
during training and such a tight-coupled design presents
poor generalization performance, which is critical in the
following video generation training. To improve the gen-
eralization performance of 3D point tracking, we propose a
loosely coupled point depth refinement module. Given the

depth map of the target frame Dt, we build a 4-layer depth
pyramid D̂t by downsampling the depth map 4 times. In
addition to the depth information of the current frame, we
iteratively refine the point depth with the 2D point tracking
features. At the i-th iteration, given the point tracking xt,i

and its feature mt,i, inp,net (see supplementray), we crop
depth information D̂t(xt,i) ∈ RH×W×9×9×4 centered at
xt,i, encode them through a motion encoder MotionEnc:

md
t,i = MotionEnc(mt,i,dt,i−1, D̂t(xt,i)), (1)

and refine the point depth dt,i = dt,i−1 + ∆dt,i with a
recurrent network ConvGRU and a lightweight convolu-
tional network DepthHead:

net = ConvGRU(net, inp,md
t,i),

∆dt,i = DepthHead(net).
(2)

In this way, our network refines the point depth predic-
tion by reading depth information from D̂t(xt,i) and gener-
alizes well when the input depth distribution differs from
the training depth. Our 3D point tracking accuracy sur-
passes SpatialTracker and accelerates the speed by two or-
ders of magnitude, which builds the pseudo 4D Gaussian
fields for our training videos.

3.2. Pseudo 4D Gaussian Field
Inspired by typical Monocular Dynamic View Synthesis
(MDVS) that renders novel view images via a 4D Gaussian
field, we tackle the 4D video control problem with the help
of 4D Gaussian fields. Optimizing a 4D Gaussian field with
geometric constraints is time-consuming, around 1 hour per



video, and such a method is always limited in object-centric
scenarios due to the canonical space assumption. Our goal
is to control the camera intrinsic, extrinsic, and object mo-
tion in open-world videos. The 4D video control can sup-
port various lens languages, such as multi-camera shooting
and dolly zoom. Therefore, we need to build the Gaussian
field efficiently and flexibly. We observe that the 4D mo-
tion field can be simply represented by the movements of
3D points along the time, which motivates us to construct
a pseudo 4D Gaussian field by the proposed efficient dense
3D point tracking.

Specifically, a 4D Gaussian field consists of N = H×W
points have the following parameters: s ∈ RN×3, α ∈
RN×3,p ∈ RT×N×3, c ∈ RN×3 describing the scale,
opacity, position, and color of Gaussians. We create a Gaus-
sian for each pixel in the source frame. The scale and
opacity are set as constants. We estimate the dense 3D
trajectories starting from the source video frame through-
out all video frames and assign them to Gaussian positions
pt ∈ RN×3 = (xt,dt) and a 3D Gaussian field at timestep
t can be directly extracted. The color of Gaussians is nat-
urally assigned the RGB value of the corresponding pixel.
Given a Gaussian field at timestep t and transformed to the
camera coordinate through a camera pose, we render the
image Î following the standard Gaussian splatting [30]:

Î =

N−1∑
i=0

ciαi

i−1∏
j=1

(1− αj) . (3)

We call this 4D Gaussian field “pseudo” because we do
not optimize the parameters and thus the rendered images
and videos inevitably contain artifacts. Fortunately, we do
not directly regard such rendered videos as our output but
exploit them as guidance for video generation. We pro-
vide an overview of GS-DiT in Fig. 2. During training, the
videos are rendered according to the same camera trajec-
tories as the original training video, and our proposed GS-
DiT learns to generate the original video from the rendered
video. The rendered video used as conditional signals pro-
vides temporal information with multi-view consistency but
presents serious artifacts. GS-DiT is encouraged to restore
the artifacts by connecting the temporal guidance informa-
tion and strong video prior.

In the inference stage, we can also construct a pseudo 4D
Gaussian field and render the videos with novel camera tra-
jectories to guide the video generation. Besides dense 3D
point tracking, the pseudo 4D Gaussian field can be con-
structed by other methods, e.g., directly lifting per-frame
depth to the 3D space or optimizing a real 4D Gaussian
field in a canonical space. In this paper, we use the lift depth
map as a major example because it is the most efficient way.
With the pseudo 4D Gaussian field design, our GS-DiT can
generate various visual effects. For example, based on the
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Figure 3. The neural network architecture of GS-DiT. GS-
DiT generates video conditioned on the video rendered from our
pseudo 4D Gaussian field.

same Gaussian field, rendering videos with different camera
trajectories generates multi-camera shooting videos, and si-
multaneously adjusting the camera intrinsic and extrinsic
produces dolly zoom effects.

3.3. Video Generation with GS-DiT
We obtain our GS-DiT that controls 4D content in videos
by finetuning the pre-trained 4D CogVideoX [55], an open-
source DiT architecture video generation model. We first
brief CogVideoX and then elaborate on how to finetune the
pretrained CogVideoX as our GS-DiT.
CogVideoX. CogVideoX contains three parts: a T5 text en-
coder [39], a 3D causal VAE that compresses 4 RGB video
frames into 1 latent feature frame of 16 channels, and a full
attention transformer backbone to encode all information.
CogVideoX generates a video consisting of 49 frames from
text. The training video is first compressed into 13 latent
feature frames by the 3D causal VAE, where three dummy
frames are padded in front, and diffusion training is con-
ducted in the latent space with a full attention transformer.
GS-DiT is designed to generate a video from a guidance
video. The guidance video is rendered from the pseudo 4D
Gaussian field with a given camera trajectory, so the cam-
era trajectory information is implicitly represented by the
rendered video. In this way, GS-DiT can generate multi-
camera shooting videos. Specifically, we render 13 video
frames as the guidance. To inject the guidance video infor-
mation into DiT, we pad 3 dummy frames in front of each
frame and individually encode the 4-frame group into a 16-
channel latent feature frame with the 3D VAE. Such condi-
tional latent features are concatenated to the corresponding
noise features, which constitute 32-channel features. The
patch embedding layer used in the attention is expanded to
accept the 32-channel features and we initialize the addi-
tional convolution parameters by 0.

Following CogVideoX, we finetune our model θ with the
standard DDPM [24] formulation:

L(θ) := Et,I,ϵ

∥∥∥ϵ− ϵθ

(√
ᾱtI+

√
1− ᾱtϵ, Î, t

)∥∥∥2 . (4)

We slightly abuse the annotation t and α, which indicates
the denoising timestamp and coefficients in the standard



Methods Kinetics DAVIS RGB-Stacking Average
AJ ↑ < δxavg ↑ OA ↑ AJ ↑ < δxavg ↑ OA ↑ AJ ↑ < δxavg ↑ OA ↑ AJ ↑ < δxavg ↑ OA ↑

TAP-Net [11] 38.5 54.4 80.6 33.0 48.6 78.8 54.6 68.3 87.7 42.0 57.1 82.4
PIPs [20] 31.7 53.7 72.9 42.2 64.8 77.7 15.7 28.4 77.1 29.9 50.0 75.9
OmniMotion [49] - - - 46.4 62.7 85.3 69.5 82.5 90.3 - - -
TAPIR [12] 49.6 64.2 85.0 56.2 70.0 86.5 54.2 69.8 84.4 53.3 68.0 85.3
BootsTAPIR [13] 54.6 68.4 86.5 61.4 73.6 88.7 - - - - - -
CoTracker [27] 48.7 64.3 86.5 60.6 75.4 89.3 63.1 77.0 87.8 57.4 72.2 87.8
DOT [32] 48.4 63.8 85.2 60.1 74.5 89.0 77.1 87.7 93.3 61.9 75.3 89.2

SpatialTracker [53] 50.1 65.9 86.9 61.1 76.3 89.5 63.5 77.6 88.2 58.2 73.3 88.2
Ours + ZoeDepth 51.9 64.6 86.1 61.3 74.5 89.4 77.0 86.4 92.8 63.4 75.2 89.4

Table 1. Comparison of 2D point tracking on TAPVid.

Methods Aria DriveTrack PStudio Average
3D-AJ ↑ APD ↑ OA ↑ 3D-AJ ↑ APD ↑ OA ↑ 3D-AJ ↑ APD ↑ OA ↑ 3D-AJ ↑ APD ↑ OA ↑

BootsTAPIR [13] + ZoeDepth [4] 8.6 14.5 86.9 5.1 8.7 83.5 10.2 17.7 82.0 8.0 13.6 84.1
SpatialTracker [53] 9.2 15.1 89.9 5.8 10.2 82.0 9.8 17.7 78.4 8.3 14.3 83.4
Ours + ZoeDepth[4] 10.0 16.1 90.0 7.2 12.0 81.1 9.8 17.3 80.5 9.0 15.1 83.9

Ours + Depth Anything V2 [54] 14.5 21.9 90.0 8.6 13.8 81.1 11.3 19.4 80.5 11.4 18.3 83.9
Ours + UniDepth V2 [37] 15.0 22.2 90.0 11.6 18.1 81.1 6.6 12.2 80.5 11.0 17.5 83.9

Table 2. Comparison of 3D point tracking on TAPVid-3D minival split.

DDPM here. ϵ ∈ N (0, 1) is the standard Gaussian noise
and ϵθ is the prediction of our GS-DiT.

4. Experiments
We first evaluate our proposed dense 3D point tracking
(D3D-PT) and then evaluate our 4D video control frame-
work GS-DiT. Finally, we show the controllability of GS-
DiT with dolly zoom and object motion editing. We strongly
suggest readers refer to the supplemented video.

4.1. Dense 3D Point Tracking
As there are no available dense 3D point tracking bench-
marks, we evaluate our dense 3D point tracking method on
the sparse 3D point tracking benchmark TAPVid-3D [31]
and sparse 2D point tracking benchmark TAPVid [11]. To
our best knowledge, we are the first that address the dense
3D point tracking problem. D3D-PT achieves state-of-the-
art performance even compared with the sparse 3D point
tracking methods and sparse 2D point tracking methods.
Nonetheless, D3D-PT presents extreme efficiency that ac-
celerates 3D point tracking of dense pixels by ∼ 90 times.
Implementation Details We train our D3D-PT model on 8
NVIDIA A100-SXM4-80GB GPUs for 500,000 iterations.
Our training data is generated with the Kubric [18] simu-
lator. We generate 11,000 24-frame RGB-D sequences in
total at 512 × 512 resolution with corresponding dense 3D
point tracking ground truth. We set the batch size to 64 and
the learning rate to 1× 10−4.
Experimental Setup We follow TAPVid and TAPVid-3D
to evaluate sparse 2D and 3D point tracking. TAPVid
consists of three sub-datasets Kinetics, DAVIS, and RGB-
Stacking. Kinetics contains 1144 250-frame videos, cover-
ing various human-related actions. DAVIS contains 30 real
videos ranging in length from 34 to 104. RGB-Stacking

contains 50 synthetic 250-frame robotic stacking videos.
We adopt the average Jaccard (AJ), < δxavg , and the occlu-
sion accuracy (OA) evaluation metrics for sparse 2D point
tracking. < δxavg evaluates the average fraction of visible
points that are within pixel thresholds δ ∈ {1, 2, 4, 8, 16}
of their ground truth. TAPVid-3D includes three tracks:
Aria, DriveTrack, and PStudio. We use the “minival” split,
where each track has 50 videos. Aria contains 300-frame
real videos recorded in indoor scenes. DriveTrack contains
outdoor driving videos with lengths from 25 to 300. PStudio
contains 150-frame indoor real videos focusing on human
motions. We also adopt 3D metrics to measure the quality
of the predicted 3D point trajectories (APD), point visibility
(OA), and both simultaneously (3D-AJ [31]).

Comparison on 2D Point Tracking We compare our D3D-
PT with representative sparse 2D point tracking methods.
The most related works are DOT and SpatialTracker. As
shown in Tab. 1, even though our method is designed for
dense 3D point tracking, it can also achieve state-of-the-
art performance on 2D sparse point tracking benchmarks.
BootsTAPIR ranks 1st on Kinetics and DAVIS benchmarks
because it is carefully improved with the bootstrap tech-
nique based on TAPIR. Our method, which is not improved
by bootstrap, ranks 2nd on the benchmarks and significantly
outperforms BootsTAPIR’s base model TAPIR. Our method
outperforms DOT, the dense 2D point tracking method,
by 7.2% on the AJ of Kinetics. Our method also consis-
tently outperforms the most recent sparse 3D point tracking
method, SpatialTracker, in AJ on all of the benchmarks.

Comparison on 3D Point Tracking We compare our D3D-
PT with BootsTAPIR + ZoeDepth and SpatialTracker in
Tab. 2. Notice that our method predicts dense 3D point
tracking while only the sparse points that are annotated with
ground truth are evaluated. The TAPVid-3D benchmark of-



Methods DAVIS Sora Pixabay
PSNR ↑ SSIM ↑ LPIPS ↓ PSNR ↑ SSIM ↑ LPIPS ↓ PSNR ↑ SSIM ↑ LPIPS ↓

MonST3R 14.12 0.59 0.31 15.32 0.59 0.30 19.78 0.74 0.22
GCD 15.04 0.41 0.48 11.96 0.32 0.52 13.71 0.42 0.50
Ours 19.18 0.60 0.23 17.92 0.60 0.20 22.66 0.73 0.15

Table 3. Comparison of the multi-shooting video generation quality.

Input Video Ours GCD MonST3RCamera Poses

(a) (b) (c) (d) (f)(e)

Figure 4. Qualitative comparison of synchronized video generation with camera control. (a)(b) are the first and last frame of the input
video. (c) is the camera trajectory visualization. (d)(e)(f) are the last frame of the video generated by our GS-DiT, GCD, and MonST3R.

ficially provides the results of BootsTAPIR + ZoeDepth,
which combines the state-of-the-art sparse 2D point tracker
BootsTAPIR and metric depth estimator ZoeDepth. Spa-
tialTracker is a pioneering method specifically designed for
sparse 3D point tracking. For a fair comparison, we use
ZoeDepth as our depth estimator (Ours + ZoeDepth). Our
method significantly outperforms both methods on Aria and
DriveTrack in terms of 3D-AJ and APD.
Comparison on inference time We compare the inference
time on the DAVIS dataset, which contains 90 480P videos
with an average length of 69 (from 24 to 104). We estimate
dense 3D point tracking of the entire video on DAVIS start-
ing from the first frame. We report the average time required
to estimate a single frame. The baseline method Spatial-
Tracker cannot directly estimate dense 3D point tracking,
so we split all query points into multiple chunks according

to the default 50 × 50 sparse grid and estimate the total in-
ference time to process all pixels. SpatialTracker takes 89.8
seconds when processing a frame. Such an expensive time
consumption prohibits it from processing large-scale video
data. Our method reduces the time overhead by two orders
of magnitude. Moreover, as shown in Tab. 2, our method
also outperforms SpatialTracker in accuracy. We, therefore,
utilize our D3D-PT to construct the pseudo 4D Gaussian
field in the following GS-DiT training.

4.2. 4D Video Control
Multi-camera shooting video generation requires camera
extrinsic control. We quantitatively and qualitatively evalu-
ate our GS-DiT in multi-camera shooting video generation.
We also show that we can control the camera intrinsic and
object motion in videos with GS-DiT.
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(b) Object Editing

Figure 5. Video generation with 4D control. (a) presents the dolly zoom effects and (b) rotates the body of the fan.

Implementation Details We train our GS-DiT model on
the WebVid-10M [2] dataset. We randomly select 400K
video clips with a length of 49 and stride 2 as the train-
ing data. We estimate the dense 3D point tracking with
our D3D-PT and build a pseudo 4D Gaussian field for each
video. Then we render the guidance videos from the pseudo
4D Gaussians to obtain the training set. We train our GS-
DiT for 100,000 steps on 8 NVIDIA A100-SXM4-80GB
GPUs. We set batch size as 8, learning rate as 3 × 10−5,
and the resolution as 320× 512.
Experimental Setup Our GS-DiT bridges the 4D Gaussian
splatting and the video generation. We select GCD [46] and
MonST3R [57] to compare the video quality and camera
pose control. GCD is the most relevant work that generates
novel view videos while keeping the contents of the orig-
inal video. Its generalization performance is poor because
the training data is generated by a simulator. MonST3R is
an efficient 4D video reconstruction method. We build the
4D Gaussian field with MonST3R for the input video and
render images through the test camera poses for evaluation.
Quantitative Comparison on Multi-camera Shooting
Video Generation. We evaluate the video quality and
camera controllability of video generation models on open-
world dynamic videos. An ideal benchmark should be es-
tablished by capturing the same dynamic scenes with multi-
ple synchronized cameras but it is too expensive in the real
open world. Instead, given a monocular dynamic video, we
design a special Arcball Rotation camera trajectory: start-
ing from the identity pose, rotating the camera to 30◦ in the
middle frame, and then rotating back to the identity pose in
the last frame. The rotation is orbit movement around the
(0, 0, 2) point. For this kind of rotational camera motion, we
set eight motion directions: left, right, up, down, upper left,
lower left, upper right, and lower right. Given a video and
a set of camera trajectories for evaluation, the first and last
frame of the generated video should be identical to the origi-
nal video according to the camera control, but the content in
the middle segment has corresponding viewpoint changes.
We evaluate the video generation controllability and quality
by computing the visual alignment of the last frame between
the original video and the generated video. Therefore, we
build three datasets: DAVIS, Sora, and Pixabay, for eval-
uation. DAVIS contains the same 30 real videos as those
selected in the TAPViD benchmark. Sora contains 15 gen-

erated videos collected from its technical report. Pixabay
contains 40 real videos collected from Pixabay’s website.
We use the standard SSIM, PSNR, and LPIPS metrics for
evaluation. For each method, we generate 240, 120, and
320 videos respectively on DAVIS, Sora, and Pixabay for
evaluation. As shown in Tab. 3, our method surpasses GCD
and MonST3R all-sided. Actually, GCD is almost collapsed
due to its poor generalization performance.
Qualitative Comparison on Camera Pose Control We
qualitatively compare our method with GCD and MonST3R
in Fig. 4. There are six videos drawn from DAVIS and
Sora datasets covering animals, humans, and vehicles. We
design different camera trajectories as queries. For each
method, we re-generate the input video according to the
query camera trajectories as the visualization. The videos
generated by our GS-DiT accurately respond to the query
camera trajectory, keep pleasing visual quality, and syn-
chronize the object motion of the original video. In contrast,
GCD roughly aligns the camera trajectory and presents poor
visual quality, which presents poor generalization perfor-
mance. Due to the collapse of the visual quality, we can
not tell whether the generated video is synchronized to the
original video. In the 2nd, 3rd, 4th, and 6th row, MonST3R
presents good camera pose controllability but the visual
quality is corrupted because some areas are unobserved.
Camera Intrinsic and Object Motion Control Besides
generating videos with camera extrinsic control, we can also
control the camera intrinsic and edit the 4D Gaussian field
when rendering the video. As shown in Fig. 5, we apply the
dolly zoom effects to the camel video (a) by simultaneously
controlling the camera intrinsic and extrinsic. We also edit
the pseudo Gaussian field derived from the video containing
a rotating fan (b). We apply a body rotation to the fan and
generate the final video with GS-DiT. The generated video
obtains the original rotation movement of the input video
and also presents the body rotation assigned by our control.
There are no floater artifacts after the object editing and the
final video is natural.

5. Conclusion
We have proposed a framework for 4D video control.
By bringing pseudo Gaussian fields to video generation,
we have endowed our GS-DiT with the 4D controllabil-
ity from Gaussian fields, such as camera intrinsic and



extrinsic editing and object motion editing. Since our
4D representation is not optimized, we look forward to
generating real 4D video with our GS-DiT in the future.
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Appendix

A. More Details about D3D-PT
RAFT [44] is designed for optical flow estimation, i.e., re-
gressing a per-pixel displacement field ft : IH×W×2 →
RH×W×2 that maps each source pixel to the coordinate xt

in the target video frame t. Suppose the coordinate of the
pixels in the source image is x0, the target coordinate can
be derived from xt = x0 + ft. DOT [32] adopt RAFT to
refine the dense point tracking. Drawing inspiration from
RAFT and DOT, we design the network architecture of our
D3D-PT by iteratively refining the dense 3D point tracking,
including the 2D point tracking xt, the visibility vt, and
the depth dt. We refine the 2D point tracking xt and the
visibility vt following RAFT, and refine the depth dt with
a recurrent decoder that is loosely coupled to the 2D point
tracking decoder.

RAFT encodes image features with shallow CNNs, com-
putes correlation volumes for all pairs of pixel features,
builds 4-layer correlation pyramids by average pooling, and
iteratively refines the correspondence estimation with a re-
current decoder according to the correlation pyramids and
the image features. Specifically, given a pair of RGB
images, RAFT encodes them with a siamese network as
feat0 ∈ RH×W×C and featt ∈ RH×W×C corresponding
to the source image and the target image. H,W,C denote
the height, width, and channels of the encoded feature map.
The source image is additionally encoded with a CNN to
provide the context information inp ∈ RH×W×C/2. With
the correlation pyramid Corr built from feat0 and featt,
RAFT encodes the motion feature mt,i from the flow and
visibility estimated at the last iteration ft,i−1,vt,i−1, and
cropped correlation information Corr(xt,i−1):

mt,i = MotionEncflow(ft,i−1,Corr(xt,i−1),vt,i−1).
(5)

We show the structure of the motion encoder in Fig. A2.
There is a ReLU [1] activation function between the convo-
lution layers. The motion features mt,i will be fed to the
ConvGRUflow to estimate the flow update:

netrgb,i = ConvGRUflow(mt,i,netrgb,i−1, inp),

∆ft,i = FlowHead(netrgb,i),

∆vt,i = V isHead(netrgb,i).

(6)

MotionEncflow, ConvGRUflow, and FlowHead are
standard blocks used in DOT. netrgb is an iterativelly up-
dated hidden state. ConvGRUflow is the recurrent decoder
used by RAFT. FlowHead, V isHead, and DepthHead
used to regress residual flow, visibility, and depth share sim-
ilar structures. We show them in Fig. A3, Fig. A4, and

Methods DAVIS
AJ ↑ < δxavg ↑ OA ↑

RGB-RAFT (DOT) [32] 60.1 74.5 89.0
RGBD-RAFT 55.7 71.6 86.7
D3D-PT (Ours) 63.4 75.2 89.4

Table A1. Ablation Study on DAVIS.

Fig. A5. Besides updating flow estimation, the motion fea-
ture mt,i and the hidden feature netrgb,i−1 will also be
used in the depth refinement as elaborated in the main paper.
We assign netrgb,i−1 to net used in the main paper.

B. Ablation Study
Dense 3D Point Tracking. We conduct an ablation study
on DAVIS to show the superiority of our loosely coupled
dense 3D point tracking design. As shown in Tab. A1,
DOT [32] can be regarded as the baseline that takes the
original RAFT to estimate the dense 2D point tracking. Di-
rectly extending the RAFT to accept RGB-D images as in-
puts (RGBD-RAFT) degrades the point tracking accuracy
seriously because the depth distribution in training is differ-
ent from the distribution of depth estimated in the inference
stage. On the contrary, our loosely coupled 3D point track-
ing design D3D-PT improves the tracking accuracy on the
DAVIS.
GS-DiT GS-DiT generates video conditioned on the in-
put video, which is rendered from the pseudo 4D Gaussian
field. The generated video is expected to fix the artifacts,
such as the blurs and the incomplete areas, derived from
the imperfect 4D Gaussians. Such a process is similar to
video inpainting, so we set a simple baseline that trains a
DiT-based video inpainting model to reveal the essence of
building the pseudo 4D Gaussian field for training. We cor-
rupted the videos with two simple masks: evenly distributed
dispersed masks (Inpainting-A) and fixed-size grid masks at
random locations (Inpainting-B). We train all models with
5000 iterations at 320× 512 resolution. We expect that the
masked region occupies 40% of the images, so we set the
dispersed occlusion ratio as 40% in Inpainting-A and the
grid mask with the size of 256 × 256 in Inpainting-B. We
remove part of the information to obtain the corrupted video
according to the generated random mask as the condition
video. As shown in Fig. A1, our GS-DiT obtains clear de-
tails and infers reasonable unobserved regions. In contrast,
both inpainting models (Inpainting-A and Inpainting-B) fail
to infer the incomplete regions and present blurry video
frames. Moreover, the blurry effects is severe in the video
frame generated by Inpainting-A. This comparison shows
that building the pseudo 4D Gaussian field with our D3D-
PT is the cornerstone of the GS-DiT.



(a) (b) (c) (d)

Figure A1. Comparison with video inpainting. (a) is the input frame. (b) is the video frame generated by our GS-DiT. (c) and (d) are the
video frames generated by Inpainting-A and Inpainting-B.

Conv7x7, 3, 128, 3

𝐟𝑡,𝑖−1

Conv3x3, 128, 64, 1

𝐯𝑡,𝑖−1

𝐦𝑡,𝑖

𝐂𝐨𝐫𝐫(𝐱𝑡,𝑖−1)

Conv1x1, 324, 256, 0

Conv3x3, 256, 192, 1

Conv3x3, 256, 125, 1

Figure A2. The structure of MotionEncflow.
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Figure A3. The structure of FlowHead.
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