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Sketch&Patch (Ours)3DGS

Figure 1: We propose a hybrid Gaussian representation with 3D structure prior, significantly reducing the storage of
3DGS model by an order of magnitude while maintaining the visual quality.

ABSTRACT

3D Gaussian Splatting (3DGS) has emerged as a promising representation for photorealistic render-
ing of 3D scenes. However, its high storage requirements pose significant challenges for practical
applications. We observe that Gaussians exhibit distinct roles and characteristics that are analogous
to traditional artistic techniques — Like how artists first sketch outlines before filling in broader
areas with color, some Gaussians capture high-frequency features like edges and contours; While
other Gaussians represent broader, smoother regions, that are analogous to broader brush strokes
that add volume and depth to a painting.
Based on this observation, we propose a novel hybrid representation that categorizes Gaussians into
(i) Sketch Gaussians, which define scene boundaries, and (ii) Patch Gaussians, which cover smooth
regions. Sketch Gaussians are efficiently encoded using parametric models, leveraging their geo-
metric coherence, while Patch Gaussians undergo optimized pruning, retraining, and vector quan-
tization to maintain volumetric consistency and storage efficiency. Our comprehensive evaluation
across diverse indoor and outdoor scenes demonstrates that this structure-aware approach achieves
up to 32.62% improvement in PSNR, 19.12% in SSIM, and 45.41% in LPIPS at equivalent model
sizes, and correspondingly, for an indoor scene, our model maintains the visual quality with 2.3%
of the original model size.

1 Introduction

The increasing demand for immersive experiences in extended reality (XR) applications — such as virtual reality (VR),
augmented reality (AR), and cloud gaming — has driven significant progress in 3D scene representation technologies.
These applications rely on accurately modeling complex 3D environments to deliver high-quality user experiences.
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(a) 3DGS. (b) Ellipsoids.

(c) Ellipsoid centers. (d) 3D lines.

Figure 2: Illustration of the characteristics of 3DGS. From left to right: rendered images from (a) 3DGS model,
(b) ellipsoids of 3DGS, (c) ellipsoid centers, (d) 3D lines within the model extracted by Line3D++ [16]. Note the
correlation between the density of 3DGS (or ellipsoid centers) and the location of 3D lines.

Classical 3D representations explicitly model the geometry. Continuous models, such as parametric surfaces or
meshes, support the appearance to be mapped onto them, whereas discrete models, such as point clouds, have ap-
pearance attributes such as colors, normals, and reflectance. Continuous models are preferred for design, but point
clouds, as the typical output of scanning devices, have been used for digital twins. However, a scan of large environ-
ments can easily produce millions of points, each with rich attributes such as colors, normals, and reflectance, posing
significant storage challenges. Additionally, the discrete nature of point clouds can easily introduce visual artifacts [46]
when compressed. Furthermore, when point clouds are projected to 2D for rendering, they can have holes [19] that
disrupt the visual experience and hinder the seamless immersion of the viewers.

Recently, learning-based methods have given rise to alternative representations that seamlessly model geometry and
appearance. First, NeRF (Neural Radiance Field) [32] (and its more than 9000 follow-up papers) implicitly models
the 3D as a multi-layer perceptron, offering the ability to render and navigate into a seamless and high visual quality
virtual, reconstructed scene. The main drawbacks of this representation are the resources required to train the model
from a large number of images and the performance for inferring new viewpoints. Alternatively 3D Gaussian Splatting
(3DGS) [19] has emerged as a leading approach for learning more explicit and more efficient point-based 3D represen-
tations while keeping the mix between geometry and appearance, leading to a very satisfying visual quality. Compared
to point clouds, 3DGS represents 3D scenes with a collection of 3D ellipsoidic Gaussian splats (or just Gaussians for
short), which can mitigate the presence of holes with much sparser distribution. By leveraging the properties of Gaus-
sians and taking advantages of modern GPU, 3DGS has demonstrated its ability to achieve photorealistic rendering
quality and real-time rendering speed, showing great promise as a foundational representation for future immersive
multimedia systems and applications.

While 3DGS achieves impressive visual fidelity, it still generates vast numbers of Gaussians to capture fine geomet-
ric and appearance details, with five attributes stored independently. For instance, Kerbl et al. [19] employ one to
five million Gaussians to model static scenes, demanding up to 1GB of storage per scene, which impedes efficient
transmission and rendering.
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Figure 3: The streaming pipeline. We propose to build an efficient representation by leveraging the 3D structure
information, which can be essentially regarded as a “codec” in the context of the streaming system.

Common point-based streaming strategies, such as 3D downsampling or tiling, are designed to address storage issues
in 3D point clouds by generating scalable and multi-resolution representations [9, 47, 45, 43]. However, these methods
are unsuitable for 3DGS due to the unique properties of its Gaussian-based representation. Unlike conventional point
clouds, 3DGS employs heterogeneous Gaussians parameterized by ellipsoid shape and view-dependent color. These
attributes are optimized iteratively to minimize discrepancies between rendered and ground-truth images, leading to a
nonuniform and highly interdependent distribution of Gaussians, as shown in Figure 2b. This tightly coupled repre-
sentation optimizes a set of Gaussians, thus significantly limiting the effectiveness of 3D downsampling or partitioning
techniques, which often result in substantial degradation of the visual quality.

Additionally, 3DGS’s adaptive density control mechanism introduces storage inefficiencies. The adaptive density
control aims to enhance fidelity by cloning Gaussians in under-reconstructed regions and splitting those in over-
reconstructed areas, based on 2D positional gradients. The reliance on 2D gradients often overestimates the need for
densification in high-frequency and boundary-defining areas, such as edges and contours. For instance, Figure 2c
depicts the distribution of ellipsoid centers in the scene. As illustrated, this process results in dense Gaussian clusters
along structural boundaries, like architectural edges, furniture boundaries, and other manufactured object contours,
leading to redundant representation and increased computational overhead [22, 26].

Based on these characteristics of 3DGS, we propose to categorize Gaussians into two distinct roles: Sketch Gaussians
and Patch Gaussians, drawing inspiration from traditional artistic techniques. Like how artists first sketch outlines
before filling in broader areas with color, Sketch Gaussians capture boundary-defining features such as edges and
contours, serving as the semantic scaffolding of the scene. These Sketch Gaussians exhibit strong coherence along
linear structures, particularly in man-made scenes where edges and contours often follow consistent geometric patterns.
In contrast, Patch Gaussians, analogous to broader brush strokes that add volume and depth to a painting, provide
volumetric coverage for smoother and broader regions.

We further propose leveraging the unique structural properties of edges and contours, which typically represent high-
frequency and boundary-defining features that are inherently linear or curvilinear. Specifically, instead of densely
populating these areas with Sketch Gaussians explicitly, we propose encoding Sketch Gaussians with the prior of 3D
line segments. By abstracting the coherent Sketch Gaussians into compact parametric models, such as polynomi-
als or splines, we preserve both the visual quality and semantic information with data of significantly smaller size.
For smoother and low-frequency regions, the Patch Gaussians are stored with their Gaussian parameters, given the
naturally sparse distribution of Gaussians in these areas. This dual-role categorization forms the basis of our hybrid
Gaussian representation, designed to enhance scalability, structure awareness, and storage efficiency for 3DGS.

While our approach works for any 3DGS scenes, it is especially effective in man-made (as opposed to natural) scenes
and objects, with well-defined straight edges and planar surfaces that naturally align with our Sketch and Patch catego-
rization. The prevalence of regular geometric primitives in architectural elements, furniture, and manufactured objects
enables the effective separation of boundary-defining features from broader regions, allowing for efficient encoding
through our hybrid representation strategy (see Figure 3).

Our contributions can be summarized as follows.

• A novel dual-role categorization of 3DGS into Sketch and Patch Gaussians, reflecting their distinct functions
in scene representation.

• A hybrid Gaussian representation that encodes high-frequency and boundary-defining features with structural
3D line prior and preserves volumetric detail for low-frequency regions using 3D Gaussians.

• Relying on the intrinsic structure of man-made scenes, our approach achieves consistent improvements in
visual quality by up to 32.62% in PSNR, 19.12% in SSIM, and 45.41% in LPIPS at the equivalent model
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size and correspondingly, a proposed hybrid model of size around 2% of the original model can maintain the
visual quality of an indoor scene.

The rest of this paper is organized as follows. Section 2 presents the background of 3DGS and related works on 3D
scene abstract representation and compact 3DGS representation. Section 3 introduces the framework we proposed to
construct the efficient hybrid Gaussian representation. Experiments and results are presented in Section 4. Finally, we
discuss and conclude this paper in Section 5.

2 Background and Related Work

2.1 3D Gaussian Splatting

3D Gaussian splatting (3DGS) [19] proposes a 3D reconstructed model capable of novel view synthesis, known for
its high reconstruction quality, faster training speed, and real-time rendering through rapid rasterization. The 3DGS
represents a scene using a collection of Gaussian Splats optimized to fit a set of input images, compared with a
splatting-based [59] rendering of the model.

Each Gaussian is parameterized by a center position µ ∈ R3×3, a 3D covariance matrix Σ, an opacity α, and a color
c which is described by a set of Spherical Harmonic (SH) coefficients K. A Gaussian centered at µ is defined as:

G(x) = e−
1
2 (x)

TΣ−1(x). (1)

To construct a collection of 3D Gaussians that accurately captures the scene’s essence, 3DGS introduces an optimiza-
tion method using differentiable rendering to estimate the parameters of the 3D Gaussians, fitting a set of calibrated
input images of the given scene. During optimization, 3DGS iteratively renders 2D images from the training views and
minimizes the loss between the rendered images and the ground-truth input images. The loss function is a combination
of the L1 loss and the Structural Similarity loss (SSIM) [50], weighted by

L = λ · L1 + (1− λ) · LSSIM . (2)

During the 3DGS training process, Gaussian points adapt to better fit their surroundings. Density is controlled by a
positional gradient threshold, balancing between the number of parameters and the fitting accuracy. Starting from a
sparse point set generated by Structure from Motion (SfM), the model iteratively removes the Gaussian splats whose
opacities are below the pre-set threshold, and densifies the Gaussian splats in regions with high positional gradients.
In areas lacking detail, low-density Gaussians are duplicated and shifted along the gradient to create new geometry. In
areas of excessive overlap, large Gaussians are split into smaller ones to achieve finer granularity.

This adaptive density control refines the scene representation while managing the number of Gaussians to balance
model complexity and rendering quality.

2.2 3D Scene Abstract Representations

Our work proposes to benefit from the correlation between the scene structure and the 3DGS representation (see
Figure 2 (c) and (d)). In the following, we review existing methods to abstract a 3D scene by analyzing the scene to
identify its features, particularly linear (1D) features. 3D scene abstraction varies depending on the types of input and
output. For instance, input types can include 2D images or 3D data, while output types may consist of features like
line segments, curves, or edges that combine both.

In earlier methods, extracting features from 2D inputs to abstract 3D line segments typically relies on Structure from
Motion (SfM) algorithms [10, 42, 52]. SfM reconstructs 3D structures from unordered image sets by simultaneously
estimating intrinsic and extrinsic camera parameters and a sparse 3D point cloud. With SfM results, the mapping
from 2D planes to 3D space becomes feasible. Some methods extract features from images to identify or abstract line
descriptors — 2D line segments on the image plane — using classical techniques [8, 17, 56], or neural network-based
methods such as DeepLSD [36]. These 2D descriptors are then matched across multiple views to identify the same or
similar line segments visible from different viewpoints. This process is influenced by the range of viewpoint coverage
and occluded areas. Once matching is complete, geometric methods like triangulation [1, 57, 37, 31] or other epipolar
constraints [13, 14, 15] are used to back project the segments into 3D space. Some approaches further leverage deeper
geometric relationships, such as planes [51], while Schindler [39] introduced the Manhattan-world assumption to
add geometric constraints, enhancing robustness in structured environments. Despite significant progress in recent
works [15, 51, 27], abstracting 2D data into 3D line segments still faces inherent limitations. These include robustness

4



Sketch and Patch: Efficient 3D Gaussian Representation for Man-Made Scenes A PREPRINT

issues introduced by geometric computation errors, which can affect the final results. Similarly, generating curves [40,
18] faces similar limitations.

Scene abstraction can also be achieved directly from 3D point clouds or other 3D data structures. Such methods
directly classify and identify edge regions within 3D point clouds, which are then abstracted or parameterized into
line segments or curves. Processing directly on 3D data avoids occlusion issues caused by multi-view matching but
faces challenges from the inherent noise in 3D data and the complexities of parameter tuning during abstraction. Some
works [41, 4, 49] have addressed these challenges by including point filtering steps, weight loss functions, and other
robust parametric estimations. Also, recent methods [55, 25, 53] extract 3D data containing only edge regions from
2D images to reduce noise inherent to reconstructed 3D data. Methods [28, 30] leverage deep neural networks trained
on large annotated datasets to learn hidden edge features within point cloud distributions, ultimately predicting a 3D
wireframe.

2.3 Compact 3DGS Representation

While 3DGS [19] leverages efficient techniques such as anisotropic Gaussians [59], tile-based sorting, and approx-
imate α-blending to achieve high-performance rendering, the presence of redundancy in the set of Gaussian splats
continues to impact computational efficiency. Minimizing these redundancies is crucial for optimizing model perfor-
mance across various applications.

The model size in 3DGS is primarily affected by two factors. First, complex, high-frequency areas require sophisti-
cated parameters to represent. In particular, advanced spherical harmonics coefficients are needed for accurate model-
ing. Second, as discussed in Section 2.1, the model generation process introduces additional Gaussian splats based on
density thresholds during scene fitting. The combination of these factors — the parameter complexity per Gaussian
and the total number of Gaussian splats — leads to significant storage overhead.

Recent research has approached these challenges from multiple angles. To address parameter complexity, several
methods have been proposed: region-based vector quantization [34], K-means codebooks [33], and view-direction
exclusion [3]. Fan et al. [5] employ knowledge distillation [12] to compress spherical harmonics parameters, while
Lee et al. [24] utilize learned binary masks and grid-based neural networks as alternatives to spherical harmonics.

Parallel efforts have focused on managing Gaussian density through various Level of Detail (LOD) techniques [38,
29, 21, 44]. For instance, Ren et al. [38] propose an octree-based organization where each level corresponds to anchor
Gaussian splats defining different LODs. Their approach, enhanced by Scaffold-GS [29], combines anchor Gaussians
with MLPs for anchor-level feature estimation, resulting in improved representation efficiency. Shi et al. introduce
LapisGS [44], a layered representation scheme enabling progressive and continuous quality adaptation for bandwidth-
aware streaming applications.

These methods, however, primarily focus on either parameter compression or LOD structuring without considering
the inherent roles of different Gaussian splats in scene representation. Our approach fundamentally differs by rec-
ognizing and leveraging the distinct characteristics of Gaussian splats in man-made scenes, categorizing them into
Sketch and Patch components based on their geometric significance. This structure-aware strategy enables more ef-
ficient representation by applying appropriate encoding techniques to each category: compact parametric models for
boundary-defining features and optimized pruning for volumetric regions.

Meanwhile, our Sketch and Patch categorization is complementary to these existing compression and LOD techniques.
Parameter compression methods like vector quantization [34], codebook learning [33], or SH compression [5, 24] can
be applied to both Sketch and Patch Gaussians while maintaining their distinct roles. This compatibility ensures that
our method can serve as a foundation for further optimizations while providing its unique benefits in storage efficiency
and visual quality preservation.

3 Proposed Methodology

While 3DGS can represent complex 3D scenes, the globally estimated set of Gaussian splats is non-uniform, due to
heterogeneous attributes; also, the adaptive density control mechanism creates numerous Gaussian splats, which leads
to storage inefficiencies and thus challenges the need for more scalable and efficient representations.

To address these challenges, we propose a hybrid Gaussian representation tailored for man-made scenes. Our
method categorizes Gaussians into Sketch Gaussians and Patch Gaussians. Sketch Gaussians capture high-frequency,
boundary-defining features and are compactly encoded using 3D line segments and parametric models. In contrast,
Patch Gaussians represent low-frequency, smoother regions and are optimized for storage efficiency through retraining
and quantization. This categorization allows us to leverage the structural properties of the scene and its correlation
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Figure 4: The encoding into our compact hybrid representation. Our method involves extracting 3D line segments
to abstract edges and contours, identifying Sketch Gaussians, and encoding them with compact parametric models.
For smoother regions, Patch Gaussians are pruned and retrained together with the decoded Sketch Gaussians to en-
sure sparsity while preserving visual fidelity. Vector quantization is then applied to further reduce the storage of the
optimized Patch Gaussians. The resulting hybrid representation combines Sketch and Patch Gaussians for efficient
storage, transmission, and rendering of 3D scenes.

to 3DGS density and bias (see Figure 2), achieving a representation that balances scalability, efficiency, and visual
quality.

The proposed method consists of the following steps (see Figure 4). First, we extract 3D line segments that abstract
edges and contours to identify Sketch Gaussians. Based on the prior of line segments, we identify the Sketch Gaussians
using a two-step process involving radius search and RANSAC-based filtering, enhanced with scaling-awareness to
improve precision for elongated Gaussians (Section 3.1). The Sketch Gaussians are then encoded using parametric
models on a given 3D line to model their attributes compactly, significantly reducing storage requirements. For
smoother regions, represented by Patch Gaussians, we first apply pruning and retraining to sparsify their distribution
while maintaining visual fidelity and then perform vector quantization to further reduce the model size (Section 3.2).
Finally, the Sketch and Patch Gaussians are integrated into a unified hybrid representation, enabling efficient storage,
transmission, and rendering of 3D scenes. Figure 4 illustrates our framework.

3.1 Partitioning Sketch and Patch Gaussians

The first step of the pipeline analyzes the 3D scene to extract linear features to partition the set of Gaussian splats into
Sketch Gaussians, associated with a given set of 3D lines, and Patch Gaussians.

Extraction of 3D Line Segments. Geometry-guided line reconstruction methods extract edges, contours, or high-
frequency regions corresponding to high Gaussian splats density (see Figure 2 (c) and (d)). As explained in Sec-
tion 2.2, 3D features are extracted from the 2D input images. Here, we choose the line reconstruction method
Line3D++ [13, 14, 15]. It takes as input the images and camera poses and provides as output the relevant 3D lines by
abstracting pixel or object boundaries into discrete 2D line segments [6, 48] and back-projecting them into 3D space.

Identification and modeling of Sketch Gaussians. Identifying Sketch Gaussians is a critical step in constructing
a structure-aware representation. These Gaussian splats, concentrated along edges and contours, play an important
role in preserving the semantic and visual essence of the scene. However, their identification is nontrivial due to the
densely coupled and anisotropic nature of Gaussian splats in 3DGS. To address this, we propose a two-step robust
process for extracting Sketch Gaussians based on structural priors provided by 2D line segments: (i) radius search and
(ii) random sample consensus (RANSAC) filtering [7].

Sketch Gaussians along a 3D line. In the first step, we identify a rough set of Gaussian splats associated with a line
segment extracted. Let Li(t) denote a 3D line segment parameterized as: Li(t) = (1 − t)pstart + tpend, t ∈ [0, 1],
where pstart and pend are the endpoints of the segment.
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We include a Gaussian splat Gj for line Li in the candidate set Si, if its center µj ∈ R3 lies within a radius r from the
line:

d(µj ,Li) = min
t∈[0,1]

∥µj − Li(t)∥ ≤ r. (3)

The three remaining steps further ensure that the Gaussian splats selected on a line also have coherent attributes.

Robust selection of Sketch Gaussians relative to the 3D line. After the initial radius search identifies a rough set of
candidate Gaussians, the next step is to refine this set using RANSAC, to ensure coherent attribute values among
the Sketch Gaussians on a given line. RANSAC is well-suited for this task, as it robustly fits models to data with
outliers. For edges and contours, which are inherently linear or curvilinear features in 3D scenes, RANSAC enables
the extraction of Gaussians that align well with the line segments while discarding outliers due to noise and artifacts
from the optimization process.

Robust selection of Sketch Gaussians relative to attributes. Given a set of Sketch Gaussians associated with a 3D line,
to account for the heterogeneous nature of Gaussian attributes, we perform RANSAC separately for each attribute
(opacity, color, scaling, and rotation), thereby leveraging the unique characteristics of each. The independent RANSAC
results for opacity, color, scaling, and rotation are combined by intersecting the sets of inliers across all attributes. This
ensures that only Gaussians consistent across multiple attributes are retained, improving the robustness and accuracy
of the model to be estimated.

Robust selection of Sketch Gaussians relative to the model. Specifically, for each attribute, we fit a polynomial regres-
sion model f(µ) to the robustly selected Sketch Gaussians along a given 3D line (see Section 3.2). We then evaluate
the residual error for each Gaussian as the squared deviation between its attribute value and the model’s prediction.
Gaussians are classified as inliers if their residual error falls below a dynamically determined threshold

ϵ = η · MAD, (4)

where MAD denotes the Median Absolute Deviation, and η is a hyperparameter that controls the sensitivity of
RANSAC to deviations. Through this process, we identify a refined, robust and coherent set of Sketch Gaussians
for each line segment. This set of Gaussian splats is represented efficiently through a compact polynomial model of
the attributes.

Generated Sketch Gaussians filtering. Even though the two previous steps filter outliers within Sketch Gaussians
along a 3D line, we observe that the scaling model tends to introduce a bias, which can result in poorly modeled long
and thin Gaussians. We introduce a further post-processing phase to address a critical issue caused by the polynomial
regression for scaling. To mitigate this, we decode the Sketch Gaussians and use the Interquartile Range (IQR) method
to identify outlier Gaussians with extreme scaling values that deviate from the expected distribution. We then filter out
the Gaussians among them that are not aligned with the direction of the line segment. This post-processing ensures that
only visually consistent Gaussians are retained for the later encoding, improving the accuracy of the Sketch Gaussian
representation and ensuring better alignment with the underlying scene structure.

Gaussians that are filtered out during this process are not discarded but instead reclassified as Patch Gaussians, ensuring
that no geometric information is lost while maintaining the most appropriate representation for each Gaussian based
on its characteristics.

3.2 Gaussian Encoding and Optimization

Sketch Gaussian Encoding. After identifying the Sketch Gaussians, we aim to encode their attributes efficiently
while preserving visual quality. Thanks to the coherence of the set of Sketch Gaussians along a 3D line, strengthened
by the different robust steps detailed in the previous section, we compactly code the Sketch Gaussians. To achieve this,
we choose polynomial regression (PR) to model the Gaussians’ attributes as it is a straightforward yet effective method
for encoding complex features in a compact form. While more sophisticated methods could be used for encoding, PR
combines simplicity with efficiency, which is crucial for real-time performance and memory consumption.

For each line corresponding to a set of Sketch Gaussians, we train four PR models to encode their key attributes:
opacity, color, scaling, and rotation. This separation of attributes allows for more accurate and flexible decoding and
each model captures the relationships between the attribute and the line segments. The degree is chosen by grid search
in the range of [1, 10]. Once the models are trained, the attributes of the Sketch Gaussians are encoded as a parametric
polynomial, significantly reducing the storage requirements.

By encoding the Sketch Gaussians with PR models, we efficiently represent the boundary-defining features of the
scene while maintaining visual fidelity. The compact representation not only reduces the memory footprint but also
enables faster processing, making it a suitable approach for scalable 3D scene reconstruction and rendering. Our
experiments (Section 4), and in particular Table 1, will stress out the efficiency of the Sketch Gaussians encoding.

7



Sketch and Patch: Efficient 3D Gaussian Representation for Man-Made Scenes A PREPRINT

(a) Playroom. (b) Drjohnson. (c) Room. (d) Truck.

Figure 5: The four scenes used in our evaluation: (a) Playroom, (b) Drjohnson, (c) Room, and (d) Truck. These scenes
encompass diverse man-made environments, ranging from interior spaces with furniture and architectural details to
exterior objects.

Patch Gaussian Pruning and Optimization. The core idea behind Patch Gaussian optimization is to reduce the
number of Gaussians in smoother and broader regions of the 3D scene, where low-frequency variations are typically
captured. While Sketch Gaussians efficiently encode high-frequency, boundary-defining features through 1D para-
metric models (where the original model concentrated significant storage), Patch Gaussians handle the volumetric
representation of smoother regions where sparser distribution is sufficient. To this end, we leverage the concept of
retraining, which allows for selective pruning of Patch Gaussians while ensuring that visual quality is maintained.

The process starts with the encoding and decoding of Sketch Gaussians. Once the Sketch Gaussians are (compactly)
encoded, we decode them and fix the decoded version for subsequent operations, such as pruning and retraining.
The set of decoded Sketch Gaussians remains unchanged during the pruning process. Note that the decoded Sketch
Gaussians are used during retraining, rather than the original Sketch Gaussians, allowing the Patch Gaussians to
compensate for errors introduced by the encoding-decoding process of the Sketch Gaussians. The retraining focuses
on optimizing the Patch Gaussians, which are first pruned, by randomly and uniformly removing some of them to
improve the compactness of the model, and then retrained to improve the visual quality of the results. This retraining
process ensures that the Patch Gaussians are optimized to align with the visual structure of the scene w.r.t. the given
set of Sketch Gaussians.

Through pruning and retraining, we achieve a more compact 3DGS representation where each Gaussian type serves its
designated role: Sketch Gaussians efficiently capture linear features and boundaries, while optimized Patch Gaussians
provide comprehensive coverage of smoother regions. This dual optimization strategy significantly reduces the total
number of Gaussians required to represent the scene while maintaining high fidelity. The result is a hybrid represen-
tation that efficiently allocates storage resources according to the geometric characteristics of different scene regions,
i.e. compact parametric models for boundary features and optimized sparse distribution for volumetric regions.

Vector Quantization. For additional storage efficiency, we apply vector quantization to the Patch Gaussians following
Papantonakis et al. [35]. This compression scheme employs K-means clustering to create codebooks for various
Gaussian attributes, including opacity, scaling, quaternion rotation (real and imaginary parts), base color coefficients,
and spherical harmonics color components. Instead of storing exact values, the indices are maintained to the nearest
values in fixed-size codebooks. For vector attributes, separate indices are used for each component while sharing a
single codebook. Based on the empirical experiments from Papantonakis et al. [35], 256-entry codebooks with 1-byte
indices are used, offering optimal compression while preserving visual quality. Note that Gaussian positions are not
compressed with codebooks because it leads to significant quality degradation, according to their pilot experiments.
Instead, 16-bit half-float quantization is applied to Gaussian positions and codebook entries, to further reduce storage
requirements while maintaining visual fidelity.

4 Experimental results

4.1 Experimental Setup

Dataset and Metrics. We evaluated our method across four representative scenes from three distinct datasets: Play-
room and Drjohnson from the Deep Blending dataset [11], Room from the Mip-NeRF360 dataset [2], and Truck from
the Tanks&Temples dataset [23]. As shown in Figure 5, these scenes were specially selected to encompass a diverse
range of geometric complexities, including bounded indoor environments and expansive unbounded outdoor scenes.
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This selection allows for an assessment of our method’s adaptability across varying scene morphologies characteristic
of man-made environments.

We quantitatively assessed the visual fidelity of our 3D Gaussian representations using three complementary metrics:
peak signal-to-noise ratio (PSNR), structural similarity index measure (SSIM) [50], and learned perceptual image
patch similarity (LPIPS) [58].

Implementation. Our implementation is based on the official 3D Gaussian Splatting codebase [20]. We initially
trained 3DGS models for each scene using the default hyperparameters on an NVIDIA H100 GPU. Subsequently, we
employed Line3D++ using the official release code [16] to extract 3D line segments, which formed the foundation for
identifying Sketch Gaussians. After distinguishing the Sketch and Patch Gaussians with the line prior, the polynomial
regression (PR) is utilized to model Sketch Gaussians while Patch Gaussians are pruned, retrained, and quantized
for further compact representation. The PR model’s degree was determined through a comprehensive grid search,
ensuring optimal representation. We maintained consistent hyperparameters across all training stages.

The identification and modeling of Sketch Gaussians were implemented using Python’s multiprocessing capabilities,
running on dual AMD Epyc 9334 CPUs with 3.9 GHz and 32 cores per CPU. Our experiments show that through
parallel processing optimization, we can achieve 7× speedup on average, taking only 5 to 10min when processing
1, 000 − 2, 000 line segments per scene. The subsequent Patch Gaussian retraining takes a fraction of the original
3DGS training time. Therefore, our method could achieve comparable or even faster processing times compared to
standard 3DGS training while producing more storage-efficient representations.

Comparison Methods. We implemented three comparative approaches to validate our method:

• Baseline. We train 3DGS for each scene with different densification thresholds, producing multiple 3DGS
models with different sizes. Standard 3DGS relies primarily on 2D positional gradients to guide the densi-
fication of Gaussians, which frequently results in significant redundancy, particularly in boundary-defining
regions. Serving as the baseline, this approach globally adapts the densification gradient by changing the
threshold value. We show that a global threshold modification fails to address the fundamental redundancy
in Gaussian representation.

• Sketch. The method focuses exclusively on the encoding of Sketch Gaussians, deliberately omitting the
pruning and retraining of Patch Gaussians. To quantify the storage efficiency and visual quality trade-offs
inherent in compact boundary feature representation, we progressively reduce the number of line segments
used for Sketch Gaussian identification and modeling and measure the visual quality and model size. Note
that this method is the only one not to retrain the model.

• Prune&Retrain. This method applies a uniform pruning and retraining strategy across all Gaussians, without
distinguishing between Sketch and Patch categories. This method serves as an ablation study to demonstrate
the importance of recognizing and processing Gaussians differently based on their structural roles.

4.2 Results Analysis

Figures 6 to 8 plot the visual quality of the four scenes versus the model size for four methods. To generate rate-
distortion (R-D) curves, we varied parameters for each method. For the Baseline, we adjusted the densification gradient
threshold from 0.002 (default) to 0.2 with an interval of 0.0005. For the Prune&Retrain, we created multiple models
by reducing the number of Gaussian splats by factors of {2, 4, 6, 8, 10, 15, 20} through uniform pruning, followed
by retraining. For the Sketch method, we varied line segments used for Sketch Gaussian identification by selecting
the top {25%, 50%, 75%, 100%} longest lines. As for our proposed method (denoted as Sketch&Patch), we first
utilized all line segments for Sketch Gaussian identification and modeling, then reduced Patch Gaussians by factors of
{2, 4, 6, 8, 10, 15, 20} through uniform pruning and retraining.

We make the following observations from these results.

Performance in Visual Quality. First, our proposed Sketch&Patch method demonstrates superior performance across
all evaluated metrics compared to alternative approaches at the same model size. For instance, in the Playroom scene,
we observe enhancements by up to 18.96% in PSNR, 3.12% in SSIM, and 24.72% in LPIPS. Similar patterns of
improvement are evident in other scenes, with Drjohnson showing gains of 16.27% in PSNR, 3.65% in SSIM, and
22.62% in LPIPS at most. Our method on Room scene achieves improvements by up to 22.78% in PSNR, 6.80%
in SSIM, and 25.03% in LPIPS, while the Truck scene demonstrates enhancements of 32.62% in PSNR, 19.12% in
SSIM, and 45.41% in LPIPS. These substantial improvements can be attributed to our method’s strategic approach
to Gaussian representation. By differentiating between Sketch and Patch Gaussians, our method preserves critical
geometric features while efficiently representing broader scene regions. The particularly high performance on percep-
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Figure 6: R-D curves for PSNR: (a) Playroom, (b) Drjohnson, (c) Room, and (d) Truck.
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Figure 7: R-D curves for SSIM: (a) Playroom, (b) Drjohnson, (c) Room, and (d) Truck.
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Figure 8: R-D curves for LPIPS: (a) Playroom, (b) Drjohnson, (c) Room, and (d) Truck.

tual metrics (LPIPS) suggests that our approach effectively maintains the visually significant features contributing to
human perception of scene quality.

Storage Efficiency. Second, a key advantage of our method lies in its significant reduction in storage requirements
while maintaining visual fidelity. When comparing model sizes at equivalent SSIM values, for instance, our method
achieves remarkable efficiency: requiring only 2.35% of the original model size for Playroom, 5.41% for Drjohnson,
4.83% for Room, and 3.46% for Truck, while maintaining the same visual quality. These substantial reductions in
storage requirements demonstrate the effectiveness of our hybrid representation strategy. The achieved compression
rates can be attributed to two key factors: the efficient encoding of high-frequency features through parametric mod-
els (Sketch Gaussians encoding) and the optimized representation of smooth regions through carefully pruned and
quantized Patch Gaussians. This dual approach enables our method to maintain high visual quality while significantly
reducing the storage footprint, addressing a critical challenge in 3D scene representation.

Ablation Effect of Sketch and Patch. As shown in Figures 6 to 8, while the Sketch method does not surpass the base-
line’s quality-storage trade-off, it achieves comparable performance. This observation is particularly noteworthy given
that the Sketch method operates without the benefit of Patch Gaussian optimization. The competitive performance of
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Figure 9: Visual quality (SSIM) vs. ratio of Sketch Gaussians of scene Playroom constructed by Sketch&Patch.

this naive approach validates our fundamental hypothesis regarding the high coherence of boundary-defining Gaus-
sians and their amenability to efficient encoding.

Moreover, the superior performance of our complete method over the Prune&Retrain approach underscores the impor-
tance of differential treatment of Gaussian categories. As shown, with the same model size, our method consistently
achieves better visual quality. This is because uniform pruning and retraining, while effective for general optimization,
fail to capitalize on the distinct characteristics of boundary and non-boundary regions.

To better illustrate it, we show the visualization of the rendering performance vs. the ratio of Sketch Gaussians of the
scene Playroom constructed by method Sketch&Patch in Figure 9. The Sketch ratio, defined as the number of Sketch
Gaussians over the total number of Gaussian splats, provides valuable insight into the effectiveness of our method. As
can be observed, in our Sketch&Patch method, the Sketch ratio increases as the model size decreases, ranging from
approximately 48% at the largest model size to 90% at the most compressed state. This trend occurs because we
fix the Sketch Gaussians while progressively pruning and optimizing the Patch Gaussians, ensuring the preservation
of critical boundary features even under extreme compression. In contrast, the Prune&Retrain method maintains a
constant Sketch ratio of approximately 48% across all model sizes, as it uniformly prunes and optimizes all Gaussian
splats without distinguishing their roles. This uniform treatment leads to suboptimal resource allocation, particularly
evident in their SSIM values. Even when our method has a high Sketch ratio (> 80%) at small model sizes, it
achieves better visual quality compared to Prune&Retrain. This superior performance demonstrates that preserving
Sketch Gaussians while selectively optimizing Patch Gaussians is more effective than uniform pruning, especially
under stringent storage constraints. In summary, the consistent superiority of our method validates the significance of
distinguishing between Sketch and Patch Gaussians, enabling targeted optimization strategies for each category.

Table 1: Model size (MB) at equivalent visual quality level.
Model Playroom Drjohnson Room Truck
Vanilla 3DGS 631.44 844.48 395.16 630.23
Sketch-Patch GS 19.07 41.46 21.05 36.59

Patch Gaussians 328.35 481.35 268.81 535.70
+ Pruned and Retrained 46.90 127.36 69.93 135.28
+ Vector Quantization 11.72 31.84 17.48 33.82

Sketch Gaussians 303.09 363.13 126.45 94.53
+ Encoded with PR 7.35 9.62 3.57 2.77

Breakdown of Components of Our Method. We further present Table 1, which provides a detailed breakdown of our
hybrid representation’s storage requirements, comparing Sketch and Patch Gaussians components with the baseline
Vanilla 3DGS at an equivalent visual quality level in terms of SSIM (0.88 on Truck, 0.92 on Room, 0.90 on Drjohnson,
and 0.91 on Playroom).
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Prune & RetrainGround Truth OursBaselineSketch

Size: 15.49 MBSize: 31.57 MBSize: 31.40 MBSize: 327.94 MB

SSIM: 0.93 SSIM: 0.95SSIM: 0.91SSIM: 0.94

Figure 10: Rendered images of 3DGS on Playroom generated from four methods.
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Size: 20.78 MBSize: 42.22 MBSize: 40.08 MBSize: 479.34 MB
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Figure 11: Rendered images of 3DGS on Drjohnson generated from four methods.
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Size: 9.75 MBSize: 26.34 MBSize: 27.32 MBSize: 297.93 MB
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Figure 12: Rendered images of 3DGS on Room generated from four methods.
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Figure 13: Rendered images of 3DGS on Truck generated from four methods.

The results reveal that our parametric encoding of Sketch Gaussians achieves remarkable efficiency, requiring no more
than 9.62MB of storage across all test scenes. This significant reduction in storage requirements for Sketch Gaussians
demonstrates the effectiveness of leveraging geometric coherence through parametric models. The compact represen-
tation of Sketch Gaussians is particularly noteworthy, as these elements typically require dense sampling in traditional
approaches to maintain edge and contour fidelity. Our method’s ability to encode these features efficiently while
preserving their visual importance validates the effectiveness of our line segment-based parametric approach. Further-
more, this efficiency in Sketch Gaussian representation allows for a more optimal allocation of storage resources to
Patch Gaussians, contributing to the overall balance between storage efficiency and visual quality.

Moreover, we can observe that pruning&optimization and vector quantization contribute significantly to compressing
the Patch Gaussians without impacting the visual quality. Specifically, applying pruning and optimization reduces the
size of the Patch Gaussians 5× while vector quantization further cuts down the storage of pruned Patch Gaussians 4×,
resulting in an average of 19× reduction in size.
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Qualitative Comparison. To illustrate the performance of the proposed method, we also present the visual comparison
with the other methods in Figures 10 to 13, for qualitative analysis. For fair comparison, we selected models repre-
senting each method’s maximum achievable compression while maintaining acceptable visual quality, corresponding
to the leftmost points in the R-D curves.

It can be noted that our method excels particularly in preserving geometric details and structural integrity. Compared to
Baseline and Prune&Retrain method, the Sketch Gaussian encoding effectively preserves sharp edges and boundary
features, especially in challenging areas such as bookshelves with stacked books and clearly readable book titles.
This preservation of fine text and sharp edges is particularly impressive given the substantial reduction in storage
requirements. Simultaneously, the optimized Patch Gaussians successfully preserve surface continuity in broader
regions, eliminating redundant information while maintaining visual consistency.

In contrast, the Prune&Retrain method, while achieving moderate compression, exhibits noticeable degradation in
geometric detail preservation, particularly evident in the degradation of text legibility and book edge definition. The
Sketch-only approach, despite its effectiveness in boundary preservation through parametric modeling, fails to achieve
significant storage savings without the pruning of Patch Gaussians.

5 Discussion and Conclusion

This paper introduces a novel perspective on 3D Gaussian scene representation by recognizing and leveraging the
distinct roles of different Gaussian types in man-made environments. Experimental results show that the proposed
hybrid representation significantly reduces storage requirements while maintaining visual quality, addressing a critical
challenge in immersive media applications.

While our method shows promising results, there are several limitations to our work that we can improve upon. Our
current implementation focuses on static scenes, and extending this approach to dynamic scenarios presents interesting
challenges. Dynamic scenes would require not only temporal coherence in both Sketch and Patch Gaussian represen-
tations but also efficient updating mechanisms to handle moving objects and changing geometries. The effectiveness
of our line segment-based encoding may vary in natural scenes where boundaries are less geometric, suggesting the
exploration of alternative parametric models for organic shapes [54]. Additionally, scenes with complex, curved ar-
chitectural features might benefit from more sophisticated geometric primitives beyond line segments.

Second, our method relies on hyperparameters tuning for balancing Sketch and Patch Gaussians. Future work could
explore adaptive parameter selection based on scene characteristics and user requirements. The optimization of these
parameters could potentially leverage machine learning techniques to automatically determine the optimal distribution
between Sketch and Patch Gaussians based on scene geometry and desired quality-storage trade-offs.

Furthermore, while our approach significantly reduces storage requirements, it is complementary to existing progres-
sive transmission strategies, such as the LOD approaches [44, 29]. Our method’s distinction between Sketch and
Patch Gaussians naturally aligns with progressive streaming paradigms, where Sketch Gaussians could serve as an
initial preview layer due to their structural importance, while Patch Gaussians could be transmitted progressively for
quality refinement. This compatibility with layered representations opens possibilities for integrating our storage-
efficient encoding with adaptive streaming systems, enabling both compact representation and flexible transmission
based on available bandwidth and viewing requirements.

Another promising direction involves the integration of semantic understanding into the Gaussian categorization pro-
cess. Currently, our method relies primarily on geometric features for categorization, but incorporating semantic
information could lead to a more appropriate distribution of Gaussians based on object importance and viewer at-
tention patterns. This could be particularly valuable in interactive applications where certain scene elements require
higher visual fidelity than others.
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