
Light Transport-aware Diffusion Posterior Sampling
for Single-View Reconstruction of 3D Volumes

Ludwic Leonard
ludwig.mendez@tum.de

Nils Thürey
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Figure 1. Given a single view (y) of a volume (GT ), we reconstruct a volume (V̂ ) that matches y under the same lighting conditions,
resulting in a synthesized view (ŷ). Differentiable volume rendering optimizes physical volume parameters using Stochastic Gradient
Descent (SGD) in parameter space while simultaneously performing posterior sampling, conditioned on the observation, in the latent space
of a trained diffusion model (blue curve). Ambiguities due to the absence of information about unseen parts of the volume are reduced by
gradually steering the reverse diffusion process toward the most plausible reconstruction under the given view.

Abstract

We introduce a single-view reconstruction technique of vol-
umetric fields in which multiple light scattering effects are
omnipresent, such as in clouds. We model the unknown dis-
tribution of volumetric fields using an unconditional diffu-
sion model trained on a novel benchmark dataset compris-
ing 1,000 synthetically simulated volumetric density fields.
The neural diffusion model is trained on the latent codes of
a novel, diffusion-friendly, monoplanar representation. The
generative model is used to incorporate a tailored paramet-
ric diffusion posterior sampling technique into different re-
construction tasks. A physically-based differentiable vol-
ume renderer is employed to provide gradients with respect
to light transport in the latent space. This stands in contrast
to classic NeRF approaches and makes the reconstructions
better aligned with observed data. Through various exper-
iments, we demonstrate single-view reconstruction of volu-
metric clouds at a previously unattainable quality.

1. Introduction
The reconstruction of a 3D model from a single image
[3, 10, 22, 30, 35] is a fundamental task in 3D computer

graphics and vision. Once the model is reconstructed, oper-
ations such as novel view synthesis, relighting or inpainting
can be applied. However, this problem is ill-posed and, in
general, requires additional views to constrain the object pa-
rameters and infer plausible reconstructions of unseen parts.

Differentiable rendering (DR) uses a rendering process
to recover the shape and optical material parameters from
images [11, 25, 37, 70]. DR enables the calculation of gra-
dients of rendered images with respect to these parameters,
including position, texture, lighting, shape, and other at-
tributes. The challenge increases significantly when these
parameters describe complex distributions of volumetric
materials, such as clouds, smoke, or fire. In such scenarios,
the problem becomes so ill-posed that it requires dozens, if
not hundreds, of different views to adequately constrain the
object parameters [27, 44, 45]. It is now widely accepted
that reconstructing the internal density distribution of highly
dense volumes is nearly impossible due to the high uncer-
tainty in the light scattering process and the presence of van-
ishing gradients. This limitation can only be alleviated by
incorporating prior information during reconstruction.

When sufficient 3D datasets representing different in-
stances of an object type are available, network inference
can be used to tackle the task of inferring the 3D object.

1

ar
X

iv
:2

50
1.

05
22

6v
1 

 [
cs

.C
V

] 
 9

 J
an

 2
02

5



Many recent approaches build upon generative diffusion
models that are trained on 3D datasets [1, 15, 17, 31, 34,
40, 42, 83, 88]. Diffusion models have gained popularity
for their ability to produce high-quality, realistic 3D sam-
ples of specific object categories.

Using diffusion models for single-view volume recon-
struction, however, is challenging. Firstly, a publicly avail-
able 3D dataset on which a diffusion model can be trained
is not existing. Secondly, an image that is taken in the wild
contains intricate illumination effects due to background
light and multiple light scattering in the volume interior.
While the scattering properties of the material can be as-
sumed, the background radiance is typically unknown but
needs to be inferred to separate the object. In general, if
the optical parameters are not resolved, it is impossible to
understand how the appearance is explained.

Our proposed approach addresses these challenges by
employing a diffusion prior to guide a Physically-based Dif-
ferentiable Volume Renderer (PDVR) toward reconstruct-
ing a plausible volumetric field. The prior is trained to learn
the probability distribution of data conditioned on noisy
versions of that data. In contrast to previous approaches,
our approach includes controlled variations in the diffusion
step by considering the image gradient with respect to the
learned latent space representation. This approach steers the
reconstruction toward a realistic 3D density distribution, en-
suring that the generated structure aligns well with observed
data and maintains realistic spatial consistency

The diffusion model is trained on a dataset compris-
ing 1,000 synthetically simulated volumetric density fields
(specifically, cumulus clouds in our case study), using a
novel, diffusion-friendly representation for decoding. The
reconstruction is simultaneously constrained by the diffu-
sion prior and the image containing light transport effects.
The renderer is coupled with the diffusion model to recon-
struct radiance parameters using the prior for the density
distribution but not for its appearance. Thus, the 3D density
field can also be trained solely on the prior, not requiring
images of all possible backgrounds and light scattering ef-
fects.

Our key contributions are as follows:
• A large database of 3D cumulus cloud-like density fields,

generated using numerical fluid simulation.
• A 3D cloud decoder utilizing a novel, diffusion-friendly

monoplanar representation, trained jointly on a subset of
the database.

• A novel parametric Diffusion Posterior Sampling
(DPS) technique utilizing a shape-centric prior with a
physically-based differentiable volume renderer.
To the best of our knowledge, this is the first approach

that integrates an unconditional diffusion model, trained on
volumetric density distributions, with a differentiable vol-
ume renderer. We demonstrate the potential of our approach

across various tasks, including single- and multi-view re-
construction, and volume super-resolution.

2. Related Work
3D model reconstruction for view synthesis Novel view
synthesis aims at computing a 3D scene representation from
2D input images of this scene, and uses this representation
to generate novel views from arbitrary viewpoints. NeRF-
style approaches [38] learn a 3D Neural Radiance Field
(NeRF) which can be rendered with direct volume render-
ing. A number of techniques have recently been proposed
to make NeRF fast and scalable in the size of the features it
can reconstruct [13, 41, 63, 66, 75].

NeRFs have been generated initially with MLP-based
Scene Representation Networks (SRNs) [55], which have
later been used to compactly encode volumetric scalar fields
using the emission-absorption optical model [33, 74]. Al-
ternative to the use of SRNs, adversarial approaches have
recently emerged. They use 2D images to stochastically
condition the 3D reconstruction using an adversarial loss
[4, 16, 43, 53, 87]. In this context, sparse tri-plane volumet-
ric models have been proposed to reduce the memory con-
sumption at improved training efficiency of NeRFs [5, 14].
While NeRF-based approaches usually assume that images
of the scene from many different viewpoints exist, recent
advancements have shown their potential to also perform
single-view reconstruction [4, 29, 39, 39, 53, 53, 69, 76].

Generative diffusion modeling Generative diffusion
modeling [56] has paved the way for what nowadays is
termed “diffusion models” [19, 58–61], i.e., the creation of
synthetic data, such as images, audio, and text, by itera-
tively refining random noise into structured outputs. Kar-
ras et al. [49] and Po et al. [49] provide thorough
overviews of the current research in this field. For 3D re-
construction tasks, the diffusion model, i.e., the latent (com-
pressed) space, is used as a generative prior for the underly-
ing structure and features of the data. Previous works focus
on the reconstruction of purely geometric representations
[34, 42, 78, 86], neural fields [6, 14, 17, 23, 26, 36, 40, 47,
79, 83, 88] or use 2D image diffusion models to generate
3D models, either directly or via factorized radiance repre-
sentations [2, 5, 28, 51, 68]. Generative diffusion models
have been used for single-view 3D reconstruction, either
for novel view synthesis without an underlying geometric
model [20, 30, 72], or by computing this model iteratively
aside of the denoising process [32, 39, 53, 62, 65, 76, 85].

Instead of performing denoising directly in the pixel or
voxel space, operating in the space of a compressed latent
representation [50, 52, 54, 64] offers considerable advan-
tages. Once a sample from the latent representation is ob-
tained, a decoderD(θ) is used to reconstruct the final signal,
such as volumes [84, 89], signed distance fields [7, 8], and
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radiance fields [1, 6, 24]. This approach not only enhances
efficiency but also utilizes the structured features learned
within the latent space, promoting greater consistency and
coherence in the final decoded output.

Image-based volume reconstruction Zhang et al. [80]
present a general framework, including volumetric media,
for calculating radiance derivatives with respect to changes
of scene parameters. This framework has later been ex-
tended to make it applicable to path tracing including ran-
dom sampling [81]. Properties of the differentiation of in-
tegrators are analyzed by Zeltner and Monte [77]. Forward
mode automatic differentiation [44] for differentiable ren-
dering is nowadays replaced by radiative backpropagation
[45] to decrease the required memory, yet at the expense
of multiple branches along light paths and quadratic time
complexity thereof. Performance increases are achieved by
reusing radiances along light paths [67], and by avoiding re-
cursive radiance estimates at scattering locations with ded-
icated sampling methods for estimating derivatives of vol-
umetric scattering [46]. For multi-view reconstruction of
volumetric fields in the presence of global light transport,
singular path sampling in combination with in-scattering
relaxation and an exponential moving average shows im-
proved reconstruction fidelity [27]. Under the assump-
tion of an emission-absorption optical model, the ”inver-
sion trick” enables fast automatic differentiation for volume
reconstruction and transfer function learning [73]. Phys-
ical constraints are combined with self-supervision for the
reconstruction of single-scattering flow fields from single-
view videos [12].

3. Problem Formulation
3.1. Diffusion Models

A diffusion model operates by applying a forward Markov
chain process to an initial data sample x0, gradually trans-
forming it into pure Gaussian noise at a final state xT , where
T is typically large (e.g., T ∼ 1,000). This transforma-
tion is governed by a fixed, time-dependent Gaussian tran-
sition distribution q(xt | xt−1). The model then trains a
reverse Markov chain, parameterized by a set of distribu-
tions pΦ(xt−1 | xt), which also take the form of Gaussians.
The training objective is usually to predict the noise ϵt that
was incrementally added in the forward process, enabling
the model to reconstruct the original data x0 by denoising
sequentially from xT back to x0.

3.2. Diffusion Posterior Sampling

Given a forward model y := A(x0) + η, with η assumed to
be white Gaussian noise, a probabilistic model p(y|x0) =
N (y;A(x0),Σ) represents the conditional probability of
obtaining the observation given some parameters x0. With a

prior p(x0), represented as an unconditional diffusion prob-
abilistic model, the posterior distribution p(x0|y) can be ap-
proximated as in DPS [9] using Bayes inference.

The approach aims to bypass the indirect dependency
p(y|xt) that exists for all xt except x0 by introducing an
estimate x̂0(xt) for x0 at each level.

Adding the gradient

ζ∇xt
∥y −A(x̂0(xt))∥22 (1)

at each step guides the reverse process of an unconditional
diffusion model toward the posterior sample. Here, ζ is a
hyperparameter that balances prior enforcement with ob-
servation fidelity by accounting for normalization and the
noise level of the measurement (see [9]).

3.3. Differentiable Rendering with a Diffusion Prior

When measurements y involve complex physical phenom-
ena, such as light transport through a medium with multiple
scattering, the process A must account for these complexi-
ties. A differentiable rendering process R(ϕ) enables us to
simulate these effects by modeling how light interacts with
the medium (e.g., clouds, smoke) and reaches the observer
or sensor. Additionally, it provides a method to compute
how the gradients of a loss function with respect to the ren-
dered image, ∇RL, propagate through all the parameters ϕ
that govern the light scattering and interaction dynamics.

However, differentiable volume rendering faces chal-
lenges in accurately reconstructing scene parameters when
limited to only a few input images, as the optimization pro-
cess may not have enough information to fully constrain
the volume’s density distribution and material properties.
Therefore, our goal is to learn a volumetric prior that syn-
thesizes plausible cloud-like density fields via a diffusion
model. Since such models struggle to generalize or pre-
cisely reconstruct details of objects or configurations that
were not included in their training data, our key problem
is how to embed the volume prior into a differentiable vol-
ume renderer ensuring that the generated structure aligns
well with observed data and maintains realistic spatial con-
sistency.

4. Method
To address the problem formulated in Section 3, we pro-
pose a diffusion posterior sampling scheme in combina-
tion with a differentiable volume renderer to simultaneously
consider physical light transport effects in a single view and
a cloud-aware prior. Figure 1 provides an overview of our
method. Starting from a synthetically generated cumulus
cloud database (see Section 4.1), our posterior sampling
scheme employs a latent diffusion model to generate a 3D
density field with characteristic cloud distribution (see Sec-
tion 4.3).
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Figure 2. Cloudy Dataset: Photorealistic renderings of randomly
selected clouds from our dataset, illustrating natural variations and
details.

We introduce our novel monoplanar latent representa-
tion to effectively compress the cloud database (see Sec-
tion 4.2), and we demonstrate how to prevent overfitting by
refining this latent representation through analog transfor-
mations in both spatial and latent space (see Section 4.3).
With a standard volume diffuser reconstructing a cloud by
sampling from the latent representation, we constrain the re-
verse Gaussian process to a parameterized posterior sample
(see Section 4.4).

Finally, differentiable volumetric path-tracing [27] with
Monte Carlo importance sampling is used to account for the
recursive dependency of the incoming radiance at scatter-
ing positions, iterating over all possible path lengths. The
diffuser serves as a prior for a subset of recovered scene
parameters (see Section 4.5).

4.1. Cloudy - a 3D Clouds Dataset

First, we create a dataset consisting of 1,000 synthetic
clouds using the JangaFX fluid simulator [21]. The sim-
ulator is configured to emulate the evolution and dynamics
of gaseous substances, capturing realistic buoyancy, turbu-
lence, and diffusion essential for producing the lifelike flow
and rising motion characteristic of vapor and cloud forma-
tion.

To add natural randomness and represent diverse distri-
butions of warm columns to the clouds, we apply Perlin
noise functions and varied particle emission shapes. Fig-
ure 2 shows a random selection of clouds from our dataset,
which are rendered under different lighting conditions. The
density fields are numerically simulated on regular 3D grids
at a resolution of approximately 512× 256× 512.

4.2. Volume Latent Encoding

We introduce an implicit neural representation for a volume
V based on a single projection, which we refer to as mono-
planar. Unlike previous approaches that use positional fea-
ture embeddings like triplane or tensor decomposition, our
method involves sampling a window across a single pro-
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Figure 3. Implicit monoplanar representation.

jected axis, centered at the coordinate of interest, to extract
the final features.

Let G : R2 → RN be a continuous two-dimensional
field of features. Define F (x, y, z) as a piecewise linear
function with respect to z, specified over a regular grid in
the interval [−1, 1] by the values Gi(x, y). For a given po-
sition (x, y, z), the embedded feature vector fk is computed
as

fk(x, y, z) = F (x, y, z +∆k),

where ∆k is a linearly spaced offset within the interval
[−1, 1]. Shifted values that fall outside this interval are
clamped. Finally, a filter implemented with an MLP is ap-
plied to produce the final value:

V(·) = MLP(f1(·), ..., fk(·)).

In practice, we parameterize G with a coarse grid of size
128 × 128 and 32 features. A convolutional upsampler is
applied to increase the resolution to 256× 256× 64. Once
upsampled, the feature vectors at a specific grid position
(x0, y0) are obtained using bicubic interpolation (Figure 3).

The monoplanar representation model is trained jointly
on a subset of the clouds from the Cloudy dataset, sharing
the parameters for the upsampler and the MLP decoder. We
found that 64 cloud samples are sufficient to obtain an ac-
curate latent encoding. Thus, only the parameters of the
latent grid θ are representative of the volume. The repre-
sentation is constrained to be invariant to flips and trans-
positions of the latent grid. The final latent code is about
2MB. Since the memory consumption of a single cloud is
roughly 100MB, this results in a 50x compression.

While, in theory, the implicit representation V(·; θ) en-
coded in an MLP could be queried directly within a dif-
ferentiable renderer, we opt to use a proxy grid D(θ) that
explicitly exposes all volume values. A grid only requires
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Figure 4. Diffusion based cloud synthesis. Clouds generated with
our diffusion model, demonstrating convincing appearance under
realistic lighting conditions and physical parameters.

trilinear interpolation on the GPU, making it easier to in-
tegrate and evaluate in a differentiable renderer. Gradients
of the grid can be backpropagated through the model after
they are computed.

4.3. Volume Latent Space

To effectively train a diffusion model, it is essential to suffi-
ciently cover the entire data manifold. Training with only a
few instances would lead to a tendency for overfitting, lim-
iting the model’s ability to generalize features for unseen
clouds.

To generate the space of latent representations used to
guide the reconstruction process, we consider all 1,000
clouds from the Cloudy dataset and generate the respective
latent codes by optimizing the decoder D(θ) using gradient
descent.

Since cloud formations are invariant to arbitrary rota-
tions and minor scaling along the xy-plane, we apply 14
such operations to the clouds and augment the dataset by
these instances. The analog transformations are applied
to the latent codes as an initial solution, which is then
subsequently refined via optimization. While the trans-
formed latent already represents a plausible volume, the re-
finement prevents the diffuser from learning patterns that
emerge purely from resampling, i.e., due to boundaries and
clamping (see the supplementary material for an example).
Including the 8 invariant transformations (flips and trans-
poses), we obtain a total of 1, 000 × 14 × 8 volume in-
stances for training. Figure 4 demonstrates the effectiveness
of our diffuser in generating new, unconditional volumetric
instances. The ability to produce clouds with realistic shape
and interior is demonstrated in Figure 5.

4.4. Parameterized Posterior Sampling

Let us now assume that a proper posterior sampling method
p(θ|y;ϕ) is available, meaning that given an observation y
and a forward model y = A(θ;ϕ) + η, we can draw sam-
ples θ that satisfy the observation. In our case, A(θ;ϕ) en-

Figure 5. Diffusion Sampling. First column: A cloud from the
Cloudy dataset. Subsequent columns show clouds generated by
our diffusion model. First two rows show the clouds under dif-
ferent lighting conditions, demonstrating realistic cloud-light in-
teraction. Bottom row shows cross-sectional slices through the
volumes, demonstrating realistic interiors of diffused clouds.

capsulates both the decoding of the volume from θ and the
rendering depending on ϕ, i.e.,

A(θ;ϕ) := R(D(θ), ϕ).

The parametrization ϕ refers to unknown parameters, inde-
pendent of θ which may govern other aspects of the render-
ing, such as environmental settings, density scales, phase
functions, and scattering albedos.

With this setup, the reconstruction of all parameters ϕ
and θ can be obtained by optimization with respect to the
following objective:

ϕ̂ = argmin
ϕ

Ep(θ|y;ϕ)
[
∥y −A(θ;ϕ)∥22

]
, (2)

where the expectation is taken over the posterior distribu-
tion p(θ|y;ϕ).

The optimization is performed with Stochastic Gradient
Descent (SGD). The parameters ϕ are updated each step us-
ing the gradients of the argument in (2) estimated with a
single sample θ as

∇ϕ∥y −A(θ;ϕ)∥22. (3)

After determining ϕ̂, the final latent representation θ can
be sampled from the posterior distribution θ ∼ p(θ|y; ϕ̂).

4.5. Optimization

A naive application of SGD to (2) is impractical due
to the high computational cost associated with evaluat-
ing p(θ|y;ϕ). This process requires computing ∇xt

∥y −
A(x̂0(xt);ϕ)∥22 thousands of times.

Depending on the complexity of A(θ;ϕ) with respect to
the parameters, it may be advantageous to reuse the same
sample θ for multiple steps during the overall optimization.
This strategy reduces the need for repeated sampling, while
still allowing effective updates to ϕ over several iterations.
This can be particularly useful when A(θ;ϕ) involves ex-
pensive operations or when the gradient propagation is com-
putationally intensive.
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We also observed that it is beneficial to enforce the
prior during the initial stages of optimization (by grad-
ually scaling the DPS hyperparameter ζ from 0.1 to 1)
and, later, to begin posterior sampling from an intermediate
point—specifically, from a noisy version of θ that retains
some information, rather than from complete noise.

This approach allows θ to capture the global features
early in the process, enabling the optimization to focus
on refining other aspects of the rendering, such as finer
details and complex scene parameters, in the subsequent
steps. This strategy accelerates convergence and enhances
the reconstruction’s overall quality, helping avoid ambigui-
ties and preventing premature convergence to local minima.

Finally, an optional refinement step can be applied,
which enforces data consistency [57] before the latent θ
is reused to improve ϕ and diffuse for the next step. This
is achieved by directly optimizing the latent without any
prior supervision. The rationale is that certain features will
be preserved, allowing the latent to converge more quickly
without constraints. Additionally, if ambiguity arises, it is
advantageous for it to be reflected initially in the parameter
that is subsequently “cleaned” by the prior.

The proposed optimization is outlined in Algorithm 1.

Algorithm 1 Reconstruction with PDPS

Require:
y,R,D, ϕ0, θ0, p(θ|y;ϕ)

Ensure:
ϕ̂ = argminϕ Ep(θ|y;ϕ)

[
∥y −R(D(θ), ϕ)∥22

]
θ ∼ p(θ | y; ϕ̂)

L(ϕ, θ) := ∥y −R(D(θ), ϕ)∥22 + LREG(ϕ)
for s = 1 . . . N do

ϕs ← OPTIMIZE-ϕ(L, ϕs−1, θs−1) ▷ SGD
θ̂s ∼ p(θ̂s | y;ϕs) ▷ DPS
θs ← OPTIMIZE-θ(L, ϕs, θ̂s) ▷ Refinement

return ϕN , θN

5. Results

In this section, we demonstrate the effectiveness of our
method for different use cases. All modules are imple-
mented in Pytorch [48] and Vulkan SDK. Further details
are provided in the supplementary material. The code and
the Cloudy dataset will be released upon acceptance.

5.1. Diffusion Posterior Sampling

In a first experiment we shed light on the potential of DPS
for single-view volume reconstruction. Through this exper-
iment, we do not optimize for any physical parameters af-
fecting the cloud appearance, but solely assess the strength

Figure 6. Diffusion Posterior Sampling. Given an observation
and a differentiable process (differentiable volume rendering in
our application), the denoising process is guided step-by-step to-
ward matching the observation. From a different view, the recon-
structed cloud may deviate from the ground truth, but the diffusion
prior ensures that a realistic cloud is generated.

of the volume diffusion prior when used to constrain the
differentiable volume renderer.

Fig. 6 demonstrates this with a cloud from the Cloudy
dataset, which is rendered with an environmental sky model
and preset material properties. The Henyey-Grenstein scat-
tering function approximation [18] is used along with real-
istic values for the material absorption and scattering prop-
erties. More results are given in the supplementary material.

The result shows how the denoiser is guided by the
cloud’s appearance, which is considered by the differen-
tiable renderer, rather than performing unconditional de-
noising based solely on the diffusion model. Specifically,
in each iteration, the current image-based loss is used to
guide the sampling in the diffusion latent space. While an
exact match with the given observation cannot be achieved
– since the denoiser cannot perfectly reproduce the corre-
sponding 3D cloud – the reconstruction fairly accurately
matches both the observation (when rendered from the same
view) and the 3D density field. Novel views of the recon-
structed cloud and the ground truth further support the qual-
ity of our proposed single-view reconstruction.

5.2. Monoplanar Representation

To access the quality that is achieved with the proposed
monoplanar latent representation, we perform a series of
experiments with the monoplanar, triplanar and dense grid
representations. Table 1 shows the average values for each
metric across nine reconstructions using clouds from the
Cloudy dataset.

Representation PSNR↑ RMSE↓ MAE↓ SSIM↑
Triplanar 38.13 0.01245 0.00417 0.8547

Grid 37.26 0.01377 0.00436 0.8412
Monoplanar 38.46 0.01199 0.00393 0.8609

Table 1. Quality metrics for different latent representations.
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Figure 7. Qualitative comparison. Left: Cross-sections of a cloud
and its reconstructions using different latent representations are
shown. Right: Convergence graphs of the reconstruction loss over
50,000 steps, measured at 128K uniform sampled positions.

While PSNR, RMSE and MAE consider the full volume
at 256×128×256 resolution, SSIM [71] considers the cen-
ter slice. Our proposed monoplanar representation quantita-
tively outperforms the other state-of-the-art representations
in terms of reconstruction fidelity.

The qualitative comparison in Fig. 7 highlights the
strength of the monoplanar representation for volume re-
construction. Among all representations, features in the
original cloud are best preserved, and the reconstruction
loss for the monoplanar representation decays the fastest
over the optimization iterations, decreasing monotonically
toward the minimum.

5.3. Cloud Recovery from Transmittance Measures

DPS even has the capability to reconstruct a volume from a
2D transmittance image, with only posterior sampling (Fig-
ure 8). In this case, the transmittance is directly used as for-
ward model, i.e., A(θ) := T (θ). This enables, for instance,
the use of microwave measurements of cloud particle den-
sity with weather and Doppler radar.

5.4. Comparative Evaluation

To compare our novel DPS approach with previous meth-
ods for reconstructing 3D clouds from images, we evaluate
DPS alongside Differentiable Ratio-Tracking (DRT) [46]
and Singular Path Sampling (SPS) [27]. Since both DRT
and SPS require multiple views to achieve accurate results,
we use three images taken from below a cloud for the re-
constructions.

We evaluate DPS under three different settings: (1) us-
ing only a single view (DPS1), (2) using all three views
(DPS3), and (3) performing three restarts of the diffusion
from a noisy version of a previously reconstructed latent
(DPS3x3). The last setting aligns with diffuse-denoise
strategies, progressively adjusting the initial noise toward
the observed data to improve guidance stability. Results are
shown in Fig. 9.

Figure 8. Transmittance-based single-view reconstruction. Left:
Ground truth. The next columns show clouds conditioned on the
transmittance image (top). Second row: Clouds rendered from the
same view as the transmittance image. Third row: Novel views.

The reconstructions using DRT and SPS show that while
both techniques can overfit to a single view, they struggle
to constrain unseen parts of the cloud, resulting in a smooth
density distribution that only loosely follows the real dis-
tribution. By enforcing a prior on the cloud shape, as in
DPS, we obtain a reconstruction in good agreement with
the ground truth. Notably, even the single-view reconstruc-
tion aligns fairly well with the observed data, although chal-
lenges remain in capturing fine details.

5.5. Recovering Light Conditions

Parameterized DPS is used in two scenarios: one where all
physical parameters are known and the background needs
to be recovered, and one where the entire lighting condition
needs to be recovered (see Figure 10). Despite the increas-
ing complexity of each scenario, the reconstructions main-
tain consistent quality for both the target and novel views.
Notably, the iterative optimization of lighting parameters
for reproducing the test views converges to a setting that
closely matches the one used to render these views.

5.6. Super-Resolution

Super-resolution is a common use cases for diffusion mod-
els. The diffusion process naturally integrates prior knowl-
edge, making it effective in reconstructing fine details and
completing structures in a plausible manner.

For super-resolution, the measurement function is
A(θ) := C(D(θ)), where C is a coarse jittered sampling of
the decoded grid D. Figures 11 demonstrate the ability of
our diffuser to perform super-resolution, by using DPS due
to the non-linearity of the latent decoder. The non-linearity
requires careful computation of the gradients with respect
to xt, to enable approaching a solution at xt that satisfies
y = A(x̂0(xt)).

Conclusions
In this paper, we present a novel diffusion posterior sam-
pling approach for single-view reconstruction of volumetric
fields. Experimental results demonstrate that our approach
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0:05:00

LPIPS: 0.993

DPS3x5
0:23:55

LPIPS: 0.992

Test view LPIPS: 0.960 LPIPS: 0.962 LPIPS: 0.970 LPIPS: 0.977 LPIPS: 0.988

Figure 9. Reconstruction comparison using two distinct cloud configurations. In each experiment, the three leftmost 2 × 2 images depict
views from below the cloud and are used for reconstruction. The fourth image serves as a test view from above the cloud. DPS1 utilizes
only one image for reconstruction, whereas all other methods use all three images. The reconstruction time is reported in minutes (top),
along with the LPIPS [82] metric value (bottom), which quantifies the perceptual similarity between the ground truth and the synthesized
views.

None

LPIPS: 0.991

Background

LPIPS: 0.989

Environment

LPIPS: 0.987

Test view LPIPS: 0.973 LPIPS: 0.970 LPIPS: 0.972

Figure 10. Recovering ϕ. Top: Reconstructions using parame-
terized DPS under three scenarios—when no physical parameters
are unknown (None), when the background radiance is unknown
(Background), and when the entire lighting condition is unknown
(Environment). Bottom: Evolution of the recovered background
(top) and environment (bottom). Final column shows the lighting
condition used to render the test views.

provides robust generalization and achieves quality and per-
formance that significantly exceed existing methods. With
the availability of a few additional views, even more accu-
rate reconstruction can be achieved.

A notable limitation is the ambiguity between what is
represented by θ and ϕ. For instance, background radi-
ance may be misinterpreted as cloud structure, or parts of
a cloud may be interpreted as ’painting’ on the background
radiance. If no proper regularization for ϕ is applied, the
interleaved optimization of θ and ϕ may fall into local min-

Figure 11. Cloud Super-Resolution. From a cloud on a 32 ×
16 × 32 grid, the diffuser reconstructs a density distribution on
a 256×128×256 grid. This process adds fine details and internal
structures, demonstrating the model’s ability to upscale and intro-
duce complexity while preserving the overall coherence and shape
of the original cloud.

ima. This could lead to incorrect reconstructions, as certain
parts of the cloud may be explained without actually being
recovered.

Further limitations arise from the use of a pre-trained
diffusion model which, even for clouds alone, requires
days to compute the latent encoding. Additionally,
since a physically-based differentiable path tracer is
employed to provide gradients, the reconstruction task
is computationally intensive. This makes it challenging
for our method to be applied to different phenomena
such as smoke, fire, or explosions, and limits its use
in time-critical reconstruction tasks, such as capturing
time-varying phenomena. To address these issues, our
approach may benefit from diffusion models trained specif-
ically for direct 3D volume reconstruction from 2D images.
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Rota Bulò, Peter Kontschieder, and Matthias Nießner. Diffrf:
Rendering-guided 3d radiance field diffusion. In Proceed-
ings of the IEEE/CVF Conference on Computer Vision and
Pattern Recognition (CVPR), pages 18473–18483, 2023. 2

[41] Thomas Müller, Alex Evans, Christoph Schied, and Alexan-
der Keller. Instant neural graphics primitives with a mul-
tiresolution hash encoding. ACM Transactions on Graphics
(TOG), 41(4):102:1–102:15, 2022. 2

[42] Alex Nichol, Prafulla Dhariwal, Aditya Ramesh, Pranav
Shyam, Pamela Mishkin, and Bob McGrew. Point-e: A sys-
tem for generating 3d point clouds from complex prompts.
arXiv preprint arXiv:2212.08751, 2022. 2

[43] Michael Niemeyer and Andreas Geiger. GIRAFFE: Rep-
resenting scenes as compositional generative neural feature
fields. In Proceedings of the IEEE/CVF Conference on Com-
puter Vision and Pattern Recognition (CVPR), pages 11453–
11464, 2021. 2

[44] Merlin Nimier-David, Delio Vicini, Tizian Zeltner, and Wen-
zel Jakob. Mitsuba 2: A retargetable forward and inverse
renderer. ACM Transactions on Graphics (TOG), 38(6):1–
17, 2019. 1, 3
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Light Transport-aware Diffusion Posterior Sampling
for Single-View Reconstruction of 3D Volumes

Supplementary Material

𝜃′ 𝜃0 = 𝑇 𝜃′ መ𝜃 Saliency map

PSNR: 35.60 PSNR: 34.70 PSNR: 35.35

Ground truthTransformed Decoded Latent Decoded Transformed Latent Decoded Fine-tuned Latent

Figure 12. Latent enhancement. Starting with a latent code θ′ ob-
tained from the original volume, a transformed version serves as
the initial solution θ0. A few optimization steps are performed to
refine the latent representation θ̂, reducing artifacts and enhanc-
ing the peak signal-to-noise ratio (PSNR). During optimization,
a saliency map derived from θ0 guides the process by adaptively
sampling positions in regions with more prominent features.

6. Enhancing Latent Space

Augmenting the original 1, 000 instances in the Cloudy
dataset with additional volumes obtained via transforma-
tions requires increasing the encoding time significantly.
For example, if encoding 1, 000 clouds requires 2 days on
an NVIDIA GeForce RTX 3090, performing a 14-fold mul-
tiplication would result in a total computational time of ap-
proximately one month.

We leverage the transformation consistency of our
monoplanar representation with respect to the xy-plane.
The key to reducing the encoding time from 2 minutes to
approximately 12 seconds lies in initializing the latent code
by applying the desired transformation directly to the orig-
inal latent representation. Instead of evaluating the repre-
sentation loss uniformly across all locations, we concen-
trate sampling in regions where features are most promi-
nent, guided by a distribution derived from a saliency map.
This approach uses the features of the initial solution, as the
final solutions are expected to remain close to the initializa-
tion (see Figure 12).

Another benefit of this refinement is the reduction of pat-
terns that typically emerge from clamping at the domain
boundaries when sampling rotated or scaled positions. This
helps prevent the generative model from misinterpreting
those artifacts as valid structures.

Notation Description
σt(x) Extinction field, informally, the density

distribution of the particles in the space.
φ(x) Scattering albedo: the probability of light

to be scattered after a particle interaction.
ρ(ωi, ωo) Phase function: directional distribution of

the scattered light.
B(ω) Environment radiance coming from ω.
T (xa ↔ xb) Transmittance between two positions.
Ls(x, ω) Scattered light at x towards ω.
Le(x, ω) Emitted light at x towards ω.
Li(x, ω) Incoming radiance at x from direction ω.
Lo(x, ω) Outgoing radiance at surface position x to-

wards direction ω.

Table 2. Terms involved in the volume rendering equation. Notice
that all terms are wavelength-dependent.

7. Differentiable Volume Rendering Module
The rendering equation assumes that light travels un-
changed between visible surface positions, i.e., the incom-
ing radiance at a point xa from xb remains unchanged;
Li(xa, ω) = Lo(xb,−ω). However, incorporating partic-
ipating media like clouds requires considering the interac-
tions of light with particles within the volume, due to scat-
tering and/or absorption effects (see Table 2 for the notation
used).

7.1. Volume Rendering Equation

The Volume Rendering Equation (VRE) computes the in-
coming radiance Li(x0, ω) by integrating the contributions
of scattered and emitted light along a ray, as well as direct
contributions from surfaces. It accounts for transmittance
(T ), scattering properties (σt, φ, and ρ), and either volume
emission or surface exiting radiance (Le or Lo).

Given the scattered radiance at x in the direction ω:

Ls(x, ω) =

∫
ωi

ρ(−ωi, ω)Li(x, ωi) dωi,

the incoming radiance at any point in space, including cam-
era sensors, is computed as

Li(x0, ω) =

∫ d

0

T (x0 ↔ xt)σt(xt)
[
φ(x)Ls(x,−ω)

+ (1− φ(x))Le(x,−ω)
]
dt

+ T (x0 ↔ xd)Lo(xd,−ω).

(4)
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The recursive nature of equation 4 is typically addressed
using path sampling methods. In the path-based approach,
a path z = x0, . . . , xN is sampled, where intermediate ver-
tices correspond to scattering events and the final vertex rep-
resents either an absorption event or a surface interaction.
The path throughput Γ(z) captures the cumulative effects of
transmittance, densities, scattering albedo, and phase func-
tions along the path. In path-space, the expected radiance is
expressed as

Li(x0, ω) =

∫
z

Γ(z)E(z) dz,

where E(z) represents either volume emission (Le) or out-
going surface radiance (Lo), depending on the final vertex.
For simplicity, our analysis considers a single medium sur-
rounded by a “radiative environment shell” that emits radi-
ance inward (Lo(x,−ω) = B(ω)).

Volumetric path tracing is a standard method for sam-
pling paths proportional to Γ(z). However, in its basic form,
this approach often experiences high variance due to a mis-
match between the path throughput distribution Γ(z) and
the radiance distribution of the environment. To address
this, next-event estimation reduces variance by consider-
ing direct contributions from the environment at each vertex
along the primary path.

7.2. Differentiable Rendering

Let R be the process of computing the appearance of the
volume D(θ) subject to physical parameters ϕ, by measur-
ing the arriving radiance Li to an array of W ×H sensors,
i.e.,

R(D(θ);ϕ) := {Ik}W×H
k=1

with Ik =
∫
x0,ω

W
(k)
e (x0, ω)Li(x0, ω)dx0dω. Here, x0, ω

represents the incoming ray to the sensor, and W
(k)
e is a

function that models the sensor’s response, typically used to
simulate complex lens optics or filter effects. The integral
is approximated by averaging multiple samples per pixel,
typically 64 in most cases.

Since camera parameters (which could affect We or the
integral’s limits) are not considered, derivatives of R with
respect to its parameters propagate directly through the in-
tegral, i.e.:

∂θϕR(·) =
{∫

W (k)
e (x0, ω)∂θϕLi(x0, ω)dx0dω

}W×H

k=1

.

The propagation of the gradients ∇RL through all volu-
metric fields requires complex light-path sampling deposit-
ing the radiative quantities at every path interactions.

7.3. Differentiable VRE

The propagation of gradients to the argument of an integral
operator must adhere to the Leibniz Integral Rule. In this
case, the integral limits are independent of the parameters,
and there are no discontinuities in the fields. As a result,
gradients with respect to Li can be “propagated” directly to
the integral argument. Specifically,

∂θϕLi(x0, ω) =

∫
z

∂θϕ [Γ(z)E(z)] dz.

By applying the chain rule, the gradient of the loss func-
tion becomes

∇L =

∫
z

∇Li
L · ∂θϕ [Γ(z)E(z)] dz.

This is the idea proposed by Niemier et al. [45], where
path sampling is used to “deposit” gradients across all fields
involved in the product Γ. In [67], the same z is replayed to
compute both Γ and ∂Γ. A tailored sampler [46] is used to
compute ∂σ(xi)Γ, which becomes problematic when σ(xi)
is small. A weighted path sampler [27] includes singular
paths with no more than one σ(xi) = 0.

Summarizing, using techniques like DRT [46] or SPS
[27], gradients with respect to the fields, such as ∂L/∂σ(x),
can be computed. These fields may be represented using
various spatial structures, including complex neural models.
As long as the representations are differentiable, gradients
can propagate to their underlying parameters.

In practice, we use regular grids because they can be
efficiently queried and are easily differentiable. If a more
complex model is required, such as the volume decoder D,
values at the grid vertices are evaluated to obtain the inter-
mediate parameters γ. Then, the gradients ∇γL are back-
propagated through the model.

Finally, derivatives of R with respect to θ and ϕ can be
obtained using the differentiable volume renderer, and with
this, the gradients of the loss function:

L = ∥y −R(D(θ), ϕ)∥22,

that are required by the Diffusion Posterior Sampling and
the OPTIMIZATION method. In Fig. 13 we show some ex-
amples of the joint reconstruction of physical parameters ϕ
(environment map) and density distributions of the cloud
determined by θ with our proposed technique.

8. Parameterized Diffusion Posterior Sampling
Algorithm 2 outlines the adapted DPS method tailored for
our parameterized posterior sampling approach. Here, αt

denotes the noise scheduling parameter at time step t. In
practice, we sample only 100 time steps with a stride of 10,
rather than sampling all steps. This adjustment also impacts
the scaling factor ζt, which is proportionally amplified.
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Figure 13. Additional results for reconstructions of both, cloud and lighting conditions, varying the material settings of the cloud and
targeting different environment maps.

Target

: 0.0

LPIPS: 0.978

: 0.01

LPIPS: 0.980

: 0.05

LPIPS: 0.980

: 0.2

LPIPS: 0.988

: 0.8

LPIPS: 0.989

Test view LPIPS: 0.965 LPIPS: 0.957 LPIPS: 0.968 LPIPS: 0.964 LPIPS: 0.963

Figure 14. Effect of ζ: Multiple DPS runs were performed with varying values of the ζ multiplier. The top row shows the reconstruction’s
approximation to the target view, while the bottom row presents the reconstruction from a different perspective. Higher ζ values lead to
better alignment with the observation but deviate from the prior, resulting in less cloud-like formations. In contrast, smaller ζ values remain
closer to the cloudy prior but exhibit weaker alignment with the observation.

Algorithm 2 Parameterized DPS

Require:
y,R,D, ϕ
θk, k ▷ Start noisy version

Ensure:
θ ∼ p(θ | y;ϕ)

for t = k . . . 1 do
ϵ← ϵΦ(θt, t)

θ̂0 ←
(
θt −

√
1− αtϵ

)
/
√
αt

z ∼ N (0, I)
▷ DDIM step

θ′t−1 ←
√
αt−1θ̂0 +

√
1− αt−1 − σ2

t ϵ+ σtz
▷ DPS step

θt−1 ← θ′t−1 − ζt∇θt∥y −R(D(θ̂0), ϕ)∥22
return θ̂0

8.1. Influence of ζ in DPS

During diffusion posterior sampling, the gradients’ scaling
factor that guides the state toward the observation plays
a crucial role in balancing the trade-off between prior en-

forcement and observation fidelity. The authors of [9] pro-
posed the following formulation:

ζt =
ζ

∥y −A(x̂0(xt))∥
,

where the hyperparameter ζ is chosen within the range
[0.1, 1.0]. Figure 14 illustrates how this choice impacts re-
construction accuracy and adherence to the prior.

9. Common diffusion-base tasks
In this section, we present several applications of our pro-
posed generative model and the parameterized diffusion
posterior sampling technique, demonstrating their effective-
ness across a variety of tasks. These applications highlight
the versatility and power of our approach in addressing dif-
ferent challenges within the domain of volumetric scene re-
construction and rendering.

9.1. Generative model

One notable property of our proposed DDPM is its ability
to generate new clouds. The generated clouds look similar
to the original clouds in Cloudy, and their internal struc-
ture closely resembles that of a physical simulation. This is

3



Figure 15. Cloud Interpolation. Top row: linear interpolation between grids, showing a straightforward blending of two cloud structures.
Middle row: Linear interpolation between latent representations, offering smoother transitions compared to direct grid interpolation, but
still revealing limitations such as ghosting effects. Bottom row: DPS (Diffusion Posterior Sampling) using the linear interpolation in latent
space as the target, resulting in more coherent and natural transitions, with the prior enforced to avoid artifacts like ghosting.

demonstrated in Fig. 5 in the main document.
Interpolation: Interestingly, linear interpolation in the

cloud’s latent space—i.e., between different latent repre-
sentations—produces plausible transitions between cloud
shapes. However, when the cloud distributions differ signif-
icantly in terms of lobes or fine elongations, ghosting effects
may occur as structures fade out linearly.

To address this issue, we propose an interpolation
method based on posterior sampling: The mixture in the
latent representation serves as the target, defined as y :=
(1 − α)θa + αθb, where θa and θb are the latent represen-
tations of two different clouds, and α controls the blending
factor. This method ensures smoother transitions by tak-
ing the cloud structure into account during the interpolation
process, and enforcing the prior to prevent the appearance
of ghost artifacts. By integrating posterior sampling, the
model adapts to the natural distribution of clouds, resulting
in more physically consistent transitions.

Figure 15 showcases the differences between the linear
interpolation strategy and our proposed method, highlight-
ing the improved transitions and the reduction of ghosting
effects in complex cloud distributions.

9.2. Super-resolution and In-painting

Super-resolution and in-painting are common use cases in
image restoration with diffusion models. These tasks are
particularly well-suited for diffusers because the denoiser
can easily preserve parts of the existing signal while fill-
ing in missing or low-resolution regions with consistent and
coherent information. The diffusion process naturally inte-
grates prior knowledge, making it effective at reconstruct-
ing fine details and completing structures in a visually plau-
sible manner.

For the case of super-resolution, our measurement func-
tion is A(θ) := C(D(θ)), where C is a coarse jittered sam-
pling of the decoded grid D. In the case of in-painting,
we assume a mask of interest M and consider A(θ) :=

Figure 16. Cloud Inpainting. The diffuser is employed to generate
a cloud that is consistent with a visible portion of the cloud. Three
different instances are generated and displayed, demonstrating the
model’s ability to generalize and create diverse cloud formations,
each unique yet adhering to the visible parts provided.

M ⊗D(θ).
Figures 11 and 16 demonstrate the performance of our

diffuser on super-resolution and in-painting tasks respec-
tively. While these tasks are typically linear in explicit
cases, we continue to use Diffusion Posterior Sampling
(DPS) due to the non-linearity of our latent decoder. This
non-linearity complicates the optimization, and therefore
approaching the solution at xt to satisfy y = A(x0(xt))
requires careful computation of the gradients with respect
to xt.
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