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Abstract

Structured light (SL) 3D reconstruction captures the pre-
cise surface shape of objects, providing high-accuracy 3D
data essential for industrial inspection and robotic vision
systems. However, current research on optimizing projec-
tion patterns in SL 3D reconstruction faces two main limi-
tations: each scene requires separate training of calibration
parameters, and optimization is restricted to specific types
of SL, which restricts their application range. To tackle
these limitations, we present a unified framework for SL op-
timization, adaptable to diverse lighting conditions, object
types, and different types of SL. Our framework quickly de-
termines the optimal projection pattern using only a single
projected image. Key contributions include a novel global
matching method for projectors, enabling precise projector-
camera alignment with just one projected image, and a new
projection compensation model with a photometric adjust-
ment module to reduce artifacts from out-of-gamut clip-
ping. Experimental results show our method achieves su-
perior decoding accuracy across various objects, SL pat-
terns, and lighting conditions, significantly outperforming
previous methods.

1. Introduction

Structured light (SL) 3D reconstruction has significant ap-
plications in several critical fields due to its non-contact
nature and high precision. In robotics, SL systems are
used for pose estimation [5, 30, 32] and precise position-
ing [14, 31, 35, 37]. In biological sciences, SL 3D re-
construction can accurately capture the 3D shapes of plant
[2, 18, 29, 38] and animal skeletons [3, 4, 20, 22, 25], which
is essential for creating digital biological databases. In in-
dustrial inspection, SL 3D reconstruction technology facil-
itates rapid reverse engineering [1, 26] and online quality
control [27, 33].

Some research has been conducted on optimizing the
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Figure 1. Challenging lighting environment and the texture of the
object’s surface can cause errors in the SL encoding information.
The algorithm we propose can effectively reduce such errors.

projection side of SL 3D reconstruction, particularly in de-
signing illumination coding strategies; however, current ef-
forts have not considered adaptive projection pattern opti-
mization for challenging lighting conditions and complex
object textures, as shown in Fig. 1. While most research
has focused on post-processing measurement data captured
by cameras—such as noise removal, plane refocusing, and
compensating for phase shift errors—there has been lit-
tle attention to optimizing projection patterns based on the
principles of image formation. SL 3D reconstruction meth-
ods are inherently proactive, especially in manipulating il-
lumination, but existing approaches often rely on heuris-
tic methods like composite coding, frequency multiplexing,
and color multiplexing. These methods, however, are not
learnable and do not guarantee the optimal recovery of the
necessary information.

Projection compensation techniques enable modeling of
the projection process, making it possible to adaptively ad-
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just projection patterns according to environmental lighting
and object textures, thus offering potential for optimizing
SL patterns[21, 34, 36].However, these techniques face sig-
nificant challenges that limit their direct application. While
these techniques can correct color deviations caused by am-
bient light and complex projection surfaces [8, 17, 19], two
major issues arise. First, accurately mapping surface re-
flection information from the object to the projector image
plane is complex. This limits the techniques to simple sur-
faces, such as flat or singly curved ones, which are less rep-
resentative of the complex geometries encountered in 3D
reconstruction. Second, projection compensation functions
are scene-specific, requiring a large number of patterns to
be projected for each scene to train photometric parameters,
making them impractical for direct application.

To address these challenges, we propose a unified opti-
mization framework for SL (Fig. 2), which only requires a
single projection to calibrate photometric properties and op-
timize the SL pattern through compensation. Our approach
introduces a global matching method that projects a single
image onto the object surface to locate key points. Using 2D
planar triangulation texture mapping, we achieve global and
continuous matching, enabling rapid alignment of the pro-
jector image plane with any object surface. Additionally, a
projection compensation network is constructed by integrat-
ing surface reflection information under ambient light. We
refine this network using a TPS color mapping function and
constraints from the projector alignment images, ensuring
effective compensation for any input.

Our contributions can be summarized as follows:

• We propose a novel unified framework for adaptive SL.
This framework enables rapid photometric calibration
with a single projection and optimizes any type of SL pat-
tern through projection compensation, adapting to various
objects and environments.

• We propose a global matching technique that requires
only a single projection, offering faster performance than
other projector-camera matching methods and achieving
continuous mapping with sub-pixel accuracy.

• We propose a SL projection compensation model. It re-
duces artifacts from traditional compensation models dur-
ing pattern optimization and ultimately improves decod-
ing accuracy in SL 3D reconstruction.

2. Related Work

Our proposed unified framework for SL optimization con-
sists of two main components: projector-camera global
matching and projection compensation. We first introduce
related work in these two areas. Additionally, we introduce
various recent attempts by researchers to generate SL pat-
terns that are better adapted to the capturing scene.

2.1. Projector-Camera Global Matching
Projector-camera global matching methods can be broadly
categorized based on the continuity of the projection sur-
face. For continuous surfaces, Raskar et al. [28] pro-
posed using a 3x3 single-response matrix for pixel corre-
spondence, suitable only for ideal planar surfaces. Huang
et al. [11] extended this to curved surfaces by constructing
a warping network based on Thin-Plate Splines (TPS) and
affine transformations, but this approach requires extensive
training data for each specific scene, limiting its practical-
ity in varied environments. For non-continuous surfaces,
Gupta et al. [9] designed a composite Gray code pattern
for matching, while Pages et al. [23] used sinusoidal SL
patterns to calculate the phase of each pixel, requiring mul-
tiple projections. These methods, though accurate, are time-
consuming and inefficient for real-time applications. Spe-
cialized equipment can expedite the matching process. Fujii
et al. [8] used a coaxial optical system to avoid parallax, and
Park et al. [24] employed an RGBD camera with grid im-
ages, achieving matching through online optimization with
differentiable rendering. However, these approaches de-
pend on specialized equipment, which may not be available
or feasible in all scenarios.

2.2. Projector Compensation
Projector compensation methods can be broadly divided
into traditional non-deep learning approaches and more re-
cent deep learning approaches. Traditional methods achieve
compensation by modifying the projector’s input to account
for the photometric environment. For instance, Raskar et
al.[28] established a mapping between the projector input
and output, calculating a compensation function in color
space. However, these methods struggle with complex
optical interactions on surfaces with arbitrary geometries
and colors and typically rely on gray code patterns, re-
sulting in a discrete mapping unsuitable for complex sur-
faces. Deep learning approaches have shown superior re-
sults. Huang et al. [12] introduced a model that separates
projection information from non-projected surfaces, while
Park et al. [24] used a virtual rendering process to opti-
mize the input image, reducing visual artifacts. However,
these methods also have limitations. Huang’s approach re-
quires extensive data retraining for different surfaces, and
Park’s method, while avoiding retraining, introduces addi-
tional equipment requirements and potential calibration er-
rors. Both approaches often require retraining for new en-
vironments, limiting their direct application in optimizing
projection inputs for SL-based 3D reconstruction.

2.3. Structural Light Projection Optimization
Recently, there have been several studies on the optimiza-
tion of SL projection patterns. Xu et al. [39] composed
SL encoding using an LED array and LCD mask, obtaining
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Figure 2. Unified structured light projection optimization framework.

the optimal SL encoding for the environment by learning
multiple sets of optimal mask patterns, and subsequently
aggregating decoded results from multiple LEDs captured
by the camera to generate the final depth map. Dong et
al. [6] proposed an adaptive method for color SL in ambi-
ent light, first quickly identifying the most distinct colors
that are easily separable under new environmental and de-
vice settings, then utilizing a maximum a posteriori (MAP)
based color detection method to robustly detect SL colors.
Jia et al. [13] proposed depth-adaptive speckle SL, repre-
senting speckle by three parameters: gray level, density, and
size, then uniformly dividing the projected pattern into sev-
eral sub-regions, and regressing the speckle parameters of
each sub-region based on prior depth to ensure even illumi-
nation of the object surface. The optimization schemes for
SL projection patterns mentioned above have achieved good
results for their specific projection inputs. However, they
are limited to optimizing specific types of SL; for instance,
Xu’s method cannot optimize color SL, Dong’s method is
unsuitable for grayscale SL, and Jia’s method is restricted
to speckle SL. Consequently, these methods struggle to be
generalized to more diverse scenes.

3. Methodology

In this section, we introduce the details of our unified
adaptive SL projection optimization framework. As shown
in Fig. 2, the overall system architecture is composed of two
key components: projector-camera global matching and
SL projection compensation. The projector-camera global
matching method achieves continuous global matching by

Algorithm 1 Optimizing Structured Light Pattern

1: Input: x̃: Optimization target
2: Output: x̂: Optimized SL pattern
3: Initialize: P = ∅, C = ∅, Ahor = {1, 3, 5, 7}, Aver =
{2, 4, 6, 8}, v = (0.25, 0.25, 0.25)

4: // Stage 1: Generate Matching Pattern
5: xm = GeneratePattern(Ahor, Aver,v)
6: x̃m

′ = Project(s̃m′,xm)
7: // Stage 2: Projector-Camera Global Matching
8: // Stage 2.1: Discrete Matching
9: P,C = FindFeaturePoint(xm, x̃m

′)
10: M = DeBruijnDecode(P,C)
11: // Stage 2.2: Error Code Filtering
12: (Xp

map, Y
p
map) = PositionMap(P )

13: (Xc
map, Y

c
map) = PositionMap(C)

14: Sx, Sy = ErrorVote(Xp
map, Y

p
map, X

c
map, Y

c
map)

15: M ← ErrorFilter(M,Sx, Sy)
16: // Stage 2.3: Global Matching
17: T = Triangulate(M)
18: s̃ = GlobalMatch(s̃m′, T )
19: // Stage 3: SL Projection Compensation
20: // Stage 3.1: Compensation Process Modeling
21: PCNet = NetworkTrain(x̃;x; s̃)
22: // Stage 3.2: De-artifacting
23: SyntheticDatas = {xm, x̃m

′, PCNet(SolidColor)}
24: TPS = Optimizer(SyntheticDatas)
25: Mask = Checker(TPS,SyntheticDatas)
26: x̂ = PCNet(Mask(TPS(x̃)), x̃)



triangulating feature points, effectively converting discrete
matching points into a continuous matching surface. This
approach provides robustness against incorrect matches.
Meanwhile, the SL projection compensation method intro-
duces a novel compensation framework that effectively re-
duces the impact of artifacts. The overall algorithm pseu-
docode of the framework is shown in Alg. 1.

3.1. Projector-camera Global Matching

3.1.1. Matching Pattern Design
To optimize the SL pattern, it is essential to determine the
position of each pixel as it is projected onto the object and
captured by the camera. We designed SL images using De
Bruijn [15] sequences for this purpose. In our method,
the horizontal alphabet Ahor = {1, 3, 5, 7} corresponds
to red, lime, cyan, and purple, while the vertical alphabet
Aver = {2, 4, 6, 8} represents yellow, green, blue, and ma-
genta. With a window length of 3, no sequence of three
consecutive lines repeats, allowing unique identification of
stripe intersections. To increase the number of matching
feature points, orange-red dots are placed at the center of
the grid.

To provide more reference data for projection compen-
sation, we set the background color of the pattern within
the range (0.25, 0.25, 0.25) to (0.75, 0.75, 0.75). The Eu-
clidean distance between three vectors representing (R, G,
B) was used to calculate the maximum separation from the
grid colors in color space, ensuring that the background
does not interfere with stripe detection or cause bright-
ness clipping. The optimal background color identified was
v = (0.25, 0.25, 0.25).

3.1.2. Discrete Matching and Error Code Filtering
Project the pattern shown in Fig. 2 onto the ob-
ject and use De Bruijn coding to match feature points.
This results in discrete sets of projector-camera matching
points, P =

{
pi =

(
xi
p, y

i
p

)
, i = 1, 2, . . . , n

}
and C ={

ci =
(
xi
c, y

i
c

)
, i = 1, 2, . . . , n

}
. The matching relation-

ship between these points can be described as a bijection
M= {(pi, ci) |pi ∈ P, ci ∈ C, i=1,2,. . . ,n} from the projec-
tor points P to the camera points C.

During the matching process, De Bruijn code losses in
some regions can lead to decoding errors in the grid’s cen-
tral feature points. This requires detecting and removing
these errors to prevent error codes from being carried into
the subsequent global matching process.

We compute the horizontal and vertical relative position
matrices, Xp

map and Y p
map on the projector image plane, and

Xc
map and Y c

map on the camera image plane, by compar-
ing the relative positions of the feature points (xi

p, y
i
p) and

(xi
c, y

i
c) with their surrounding eight feature points. Eq. 1

presents the XOR of these matrices, indicating the similar-

ity between the two sets of position encodings.

Vx = Xp
map ⊕Xc

map, Vy = Y p
map ⊕ Y c

map. (1)

Finally, by performing row summation on Vx and Vy , we
can obtain the voting scores for error codes in the x and y
analyses, Sx and Sy , for each point. Let the elements in Sx

and Sy be Si
x and Si

y , respectively. The indices of the points
to be filtered out are determined as Eq 2.

indices = {i | i ∈ {1, 2, ..., n} and
(
Si
x ≥ k or Si

y ≥ k
)
}.

(2)
The value of k is related to the number of points n involved
in the error code check. Generally, k is set as Floor(n/2),
where Floor(·) denotes the floor function.

3.1.3. Global Matching
To achieve continuous global mapping, we introduce the
use of Delaunay triangulation to convert discrete matches
into continuous mappings for the first time. This extends
M to every pixel on the projector image plane by triangu-
lating the point set P , forming a continuous triangular mesh
where each vertex p1, p2, p3 corresponds to camera image
coordinates c1, c2, c3.

For any point p = (xp, yp) within a triangular patch, its
barycentric coordinates calculated using Eq. 3 to 6.

detT =
(
y2p − y3p

) (
x1
p − x3

p

)
+

(
x3
p − x2

p

) (
y1p − y3p

)
,
(3)

L1 =

(
y2p − y3p

) (
xp − x3

p

)
+

(
x3
p − x2

p

) (
yp − y3p

)
detT

, (4)

L2 =

(
y3p − y1p

) (
xp − x3

p

)
+

(
x1
p − x3

p

) (
yp − y3p

)
detT

, (5)

L3 = 1− L1 − L2. (6)

If p lies within the triangle formed by p1, p2, p3, then
L1 ≥ 0, L2 ≥ 0, and L3 ≥ 0. The corresponding texture
coordinates c(xc, yc) can be obtained through barycentric
interpolation.{

xc = L1 · x1
c + L2 · x2

c + L3 · x3
c

yc = L1 · y1c + L2 · y2c + L3 · y3c
. (7)

By traversing each triangular patch on the projector im-
age plane and performing barycentric interpolation for the
points inside, corresponding camera coordinates are calcu-
lated, establishing a continuous global mapping between the
projector and the camera.

3.2. Structured Light Projection Compensation
3.2.1. Compensation Process Modeling
To achieve adaptive adjustment of the projection input
based on lighting and object reflectance, we need to model
the projection process, which is represented by Eq. 8.

x∗ = F† (x; s̃) , (8)



where s̃ is the surface image of the object under global il-
lumination, x∗ is the SL projection pattern, and x is the
projection pattern captured by the camera. To ensure that
the projection pattern is unaffected by ambient light or ob-
ject surface texture, we set the initial pattern as x0 and the
ideal captured image as x = x0. The optimized projection
pattern is obtained using:

x̂ = F† (x0; s̃) . (9)

Optimizing the SL pattern requires solving the inverse
projection function F†. To generalize this solution, the
photometric compensation network (PCNet), is trained to
model F† using globally matched projector-camera image
pairs (x̃;x) and corresponding surface images s̃. PCNet
consists of a siamese encoder and a decoder, as shown in
Fig. 2. The encoders share weights, and by subtracting the
features learned from s̃ from those learned from x̃, we can
separate the varying parts of ambient light, object surface
texture, and reflections from the overall photometric model.
This allows the network to focus on the photometric effects
caused by the projection, giving the photometric compensa-
tion network generalization capabilities.

However, many pixels in this process do not conform to
physical laws. For instance, if blue light is projected onto an
object that absorbs blue light, the surface is expected to ap-
pear blue. But adjusting the blue channel values of x̂ using
Eq. 9 might not accurately match the effect of x0. Conse-
quently, these pixels may experience brightness and chro-
maticity clipping, leading to artifacts in the image. To mit-
igate these artifacts, an additional module was added to the
traditional photometric compensation network. This mod-
ule refines the optimization objective with minimal loss,
achieving an optimal solution that meets the intended tar-
get.

3.2.2. DeArtifact Module
The DeArtifact module operates after PCNet training is
completed, explicitly handling the projection compensation
process to minimize artifacts. We use PCNet as the projec-
tion module to generate synthetic projection compensation
data that better aligns with physical optics. The generated
data is then fine-tuned with real data, allowing the DeArti-
fact module to more accurately identify the pixels needing
optimization.

The module identifies and corrects clipping points us-
ing three-dimensional TPS interpolation for each pixel. The
TPS function is given by Eq. 10.

x∗ = f (x′) =

N−1∑
i=0

ωiϕ (∥ x′ − x′
i ∥) + aTx′ + b, (10)

where x∗ is the compensation result, x′ is the captured im-
age, and ωi, a, and b are parameters determined by solving

a linear system of equations. To compute the TPS projec-
tion compensation function, N sets of projection compen-
sation image pairs are needed. During global matching, a
real projection compensation data pair is obtained, while
the remaining N − 1 simulated pairs are generated using
the trained PCNet by swapping input-output pairs. Dur-
ing the parameter computation process, the real data pair
(x∗

real,x
′
real) has a higher weight:

w = (αw1, αw2, ..., (1− α)wN )
T where α = 0.35.

(11)
To minimize clipping, we need to smoothly adjust the

input brightness.

x0adapt
= s ∗ x0, (12)

First, we define the error functions that will be minimized
in the optimization process. The error function includes the
saturation error errsat, which prevents color clipping, the
gradient variation error errgrad, which ensures smooth im-
age adjustments, and the intensity error errint, which main-
tains overall brightness.

Next, the variable brightness scaling value S is adjusted
non-linearly for each pixel. The optimal S is found by min-
imizing the following objective:

Sopt = argmin
S

erropt(S). (13)

The total error function is:

erropt(S) =ωsat · errsat(S) + ωgrad · errgrad(S)

+ ωint · errint(S).
(14)

Here, ωsat, ωgrad, and ωint are the weights for each error term.
To mitigate potential inaccuracies in the photometric per-

formance of the TPS function, we introduced a photometric
inspector following the optimizer. We also generated uni-
formly distributed solid-color projection compensation data
pairs across the entire color space for testing using PCNet.
Since the TPS function computes photometric compensa-
tion pixel by pixel, errors in these calculations can lead to
color discontinuities. These are detected by calculating the
pixel color gradient. However, texture boundaries on the
object’s surface may inherently result in large gradients.
Therefore, image similarity within regions is also consid-
ered. Pixels that fail to meet the criteria are excluded from
the DeArtifact module via a generated mask, ensuring min-
imal optimization is applied directly through PCNet.

M(p) =

{
1 if Gp ≥ 20 or SSIM(IA(p), RA(p)) ≤ 0.8

0 otherwise
(15)

Here, Gp represents the color gradient of pixel p, and the
SSIM function calculates the image similarity between the
region around pixel p with area A and the corresponding
reference data region.



4. Experiments

We prepared 40 sets of real data with various settings for
PCNet training to enhance the photometric compensation
network’s generalization. Twenty sets are from [10], with
the remaining 20 sets created by us. We used unwrapped
projection compensation data for PCNet training.

Each dataset comprises 700 projection images per object
surface, with 500 for training and 200 for testing. During
training, we randomly select different object surface images
and their corresponding projections to facilitate the separa-
tion of global illumination and partial reflections.

In our experiments, we first validate the advantages
of our global matching algorithm by comparing it with
Gray code mapping and deep learning methods, focus-
ing on continuous global projector-camera mapping. We
then demonstrate the optimization effects on common SL
patterns, presenting the first unified optimization scheme
across different SLs. Decoding accuracy is used to quan-
tify the algorithm’s effectiveness. The equipment used in
our experiment includes a Hikvision MV-CU013-A0GC
camera (1280x1024) and a Sony VPL-EX570 projector
(1024x768).

4.1. Comparison of Global Matching Methods

We first compare our method with traditional Gray code
matching. For a fair comparison in obtaining the global
projector-camera mapping relationship, we used 42 Gray
code SL patterns to encode every pixel on the projector’s
image plane. Correspondingly, we only used one SL pro-
jection pattern. The results, shown in Fig. 3, indicate that
Gray code, despite its global encoding, results in discrete
matching due to the lower resolution of the camera’s effec-
tive area compared to the projector.

Gray code often produces decoding errors at edges where
code values change, leading to periodic black areas and
missing matching results. Additionally, on dark textures,
Gray code can suffer from code value loss. These issues are
reflected in the periodic mismatches and black regions in
the matching results, as shown in the fourth column of Fig.
3. In contrast, our proposed method achieves continuous
global matching, preserving original texture details.

Next, we compared our method with WarpingNet [12],
a deep learning-based method that learns continuous global
mapping using 500 projection images. While WarpingNet
performs well on continuous surfaces, it struggles with
complex surfaces and stacked objects. Our method, which
uses only one projection, not only achieves finer and more
accurate texture mapping but also provides more detailed
results by directly calculating on continuous triangular
patches, making it especially effective in complex scenar-
ios.

Surface GC Ours DetailsWarpingNet

Figure 3. Comparison with the method of global encoding using
Gray code (GC) and WarpingNet.

4.2. Optimization Effects of Different Structured
Light Patterns

In SL 3D reconstruction, projecting different SL patterns
encodes the surface of the object, making decoding accu-
racy a critical metric for evaluating precision. We tested
several common SL patterns on various objects under dif-
ferent lighting conditions. To quantify our algorithm’s opti-
mization effect, we mapped the captured images to the pro-
jector’s coordinate system, allowing for a direct comparison
of decoding accuracy before and after optimization.

Due to the high generalization capability of our proposed
optimization method, we applied different targeted opti-
mization schemes to various SL patterns, demonstrating its
superior performance across different scenarios.

4.2.1. Binary Stripe Structured Light Pattern
Gray code encoding is widely used in binary stripe cod-
ing. We projected Gray code patterns onto objects under
varying lighting conditions and exposures, then decoded the
captured images to evaluate decoding accuracy. We com-
pared our method with Fu et al.’s HDR SL optimization [7]
and the Exposure Correction (EC) method [40], which post-
processes images to correct exposure.

As shown in Fig. 5, the optimization results of dif-
ferent methods are compared. The HDR SL method re-
duces overexposure by adjusting light intensity but is lim-
ited to grayscale optimization. Our method, which opti-
mizes based on object texture, preserves code values and
improves accuracy. However, as shown in Fig. 4, the EC
method may misinterpret dark textures as underexposure,
leading to decoding errors.

These experiments demonstrate the effectiveness of our
method in optimizing binary stripe-coded SL patterns.

4.2.2. Speckle Structured Light Pattern
Speckle SL, typically used in sparse matching scenarios,
can also suffer from coding errors due to pixel coupling and
reflection. We applied HDR SL and EC methods to opti-
mize speckle patterns, as shown in Fig. 5. Although speckle
SL has fewer coding patterns and its decoding error rate is
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2.392% 0.256%7.063% 0.169%

Figure 4. In Scene 3, the EC method incorrectly changes the ex-
posure, leading to a significant increase in the decoding error rate.

higher than that of gray-code patterns, its decoding rules are
more robust to grayscale variations. This robustness helps
reduce decoding errors caused by incorrect exposure adjust-
ments in the EC method. However, the decoding accuracy
of the other two methods is still lower compared to our ap-
proach.

We further assessed the optimization performance under
varying exposure times and different optimization schemes
(Fig. 6). The results demonstrate that extreme exposures re-
duce decoding accuracy. Within the normal exposure range,
all methods showed better optimization performance for
lower exposures. Our method, however, consistently en-
sured higher decoding precision.

Figure 5. The comparison of the optimized decoding error rates
of different methods under various scenes is shown, where the left
figure presents the optimization results for binary stripes (Gray
code), and the right figure shows the optimization results for
speckle structured light.

1000 2000 3000 4000 5000 6000 7000
Exposure Time (us)

0.0

0.5

1.0

1.5

2.0

2.5

3.0

De
co

di
ng

 e
rro

r r
at

e 
(%

)

Original error
HDR SL
EC
Ours

Figure 6. Optimization effect of speckle structured light under
different exposures.

4.2.3. Colored Structured Light Pattern
Colored SL encodes information in the color dimension,
allowing for higher density encoding with fewer images.

We optimized the classic De Bruijn color stripe pattern and
evaluated our results by comparing various optimization
methods.Koninckx et al. [16] improves colored SL by cal-
ibrating camera and projector response curves, while Dong
et al. [6] optimizes without calibration, using a color detec-
tion algorithm suitable for the De Bruijn pattern.

For a fair comparison, we pre-calibrated response curves
for Koninckx’s method. As shown in Fig. 7, the origi-
nal decoding accuracy was low, even in non-overexposed
areas. Koninckx’s method improves accuracy in extreme
exposure regions but struggles in normally exposed areas.
Dong’s method improved accuracy, but due to its uniform
alteration of the encoding colors, it still results in contin-
uous decoding errors. Our method, with pixel-level opti-
mization, effectively removes artifacts and achieves higher
decoding accuracy with fewer continuous errors.

Surface Original error Koninckx’s Dong’s Ours

38.111% 25.900%34.654% 6.866%

48.455% 21.853%41.287% 15.972%

Figure 7. The comparison of the decoding error rates of different
methods after optimizing colored structured light under various
scenes.The subfigures below show the results for Scene 3 and 4.

5. Ablation Study

5.1. Effect of Global Matching Module

In the Projector-camera global matching module, we em-
ploy error code filtering to reduce feature point matching
errors during global matching. To demonstrate the effec-
tiveness of this module, we conducted an ablation experi-
ment. After removing the error code filter, we performed
triangulation and global mapping on the original matching
pairs. The comparative results are shown in the Fig. 8.

When there is continuous loss in the surrounding De
Bruijn encoding, the orange-red dots may experience de-
coding errors, leading to incorrect placement. This can re-
sult in erroneous triangle color mapping, as shown in the



figure. After filtering out these errors, the region is cor-
rectly matched through re-triangulation and color mapping
within the triangles.

With EC filterSurface with SLRemove EC filter Details

Figure 8. Global matching results with and without the error code
(EC) filter. The fourth column is an enlarged view of the erroneous
matches, with red dots indicating incorrect matches, green dots
indicating correct matches, and blue dots indicating unmatched
points.

5.2. Effect of DeArtifact Module
In SL projection optimization, we propose the DeArtifact
module to reduce artifacts that traditional projection com-
pensation networks cannot avoid. We first use the pre-
trained PCNet as the projection network to provide the TPS
function with foundational training data, ensuring its accu-
racy. Then, we incorporate a SL image pair as real data into
the TPS function training, adjusting data weights to achieve
a photometric model closer to reality. To demonstrate the
contributions of the projection network and real data, we
conducted ablation experiments comparing the accuracy of
the resulting TPS photometric models.

If we do not use the training data generated by the pro-
jection network, we simulate the projection process using
a multiplication blend (MB) mode, processed by PCNet to
obtain photometric compensation images for TPS training.
We compare the effects of including or excluding a real SL
data pair during training to assess its impact on improving
the photometric model.

As shown in Fig. 9, results indicate that without the pro-
jection network, the TPS function can lead to significant
color deviations or data loss. Incorporating real SL data im-
proves accuracy but still shows deviations. Using projection
network data brings the TPS function’s photometric expres-
sion closer to reality, and adding a SL data pair allows for
fine-tuning that more closely matches the ground truth.

To evaluate the impact of different methods on the TPS
function’s ability to reduce artifacts, we compared their ef-
fectiveness in artifact optimization using image quality met-
rics such as SSIM, PSNR, and RMSE. SSIM measures the
structural similarity between the optimized image and the
original, highlighting perceptual differences in texture and

Surface Ground truth MB MB

+ real data

Projection Net Projection Net

+ real data

Figure 9. The photometric results of the TPS function.

shape. PSNR quantifies the peak signal-to-noise ratio, in-
dicating the level of distortion between the images. RMSE
evaluates the root mean square error, providing a numer-
ical measure of the differences in pixel intensity. In the
DeArtifact module’s optimizer, the TPS function’s photo-
metric expression is first checked. Pixels that cannot accu-
rately express photometric information are excluded from
artifact optimization. As a result, the ablation study shows
that an inaccurate TPS function does not negatively impact
the projection optimization process (Table 1).

Table 1. The comparison between the optimized projection results
and the projection inputs.

SSIM↑ PSNR↑ RMSE↓
Without DeArtifact module 0.745 19.055 28.482
Multiply blend 0.745 19.079 28.352
Multiply blend + real data 0.759 19.585 26.746
Projection Net 0.831 21.041 22.619
Projection Net + real data 0.858 22.722 18.638

In our experiment, the SL projection input to be opti-
mized is a colored grid (Fig. 1), a common type of SL that
uses unique color coding to determine the projection posi-
tion. We tested our method on a self-captured dataset, and
the experimental results, as shown in Table 1, indicate that
our proposed method achieves smoother and more natural
transitions in regions with color changes and significantly
improves color fidelity. The image quality metrics calcu-
lated between the different optimized results and the orig-
inal input images quantitatively demonstrate the optimiza-
tion effects of each module in DeArtifact.

6. Conclusion
In this paper, we propose a unified framework for struc-
tured light pattern optimization. It requires only a sin-
gle projection to quickly achieve targeted projection op-
timization for various scenes and any type of structured
light. Through comprehensive experiments, we evaluated
the optimization effects of three common types of struc-
tured light and demonstrated that our method outperforms
state-of-the-art techniques both qualitatively and quantita-
tively. Additionally, ablation studies confirm the reliabil-



ity of our projector-camera matching and artifact removal
strategies.
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[18] Marion Leménager, Jérôme Burkiewicz, Daniel J Schoen,
and Simon Joly. Studying flowers in 3d using photogram-
metry. New Phytologist, 237(5):1922–1933, 2023. 1

[19] Yuqi Li, Wenting Yin, Jiabao Li, and Xijiong Xie. Physics-
based efficient full projector compensation using only natu-
ral images. IEEE Transactions on Visualization and Com-
puter Graphics, 2023. 2

[20] Joshua J Medina, James M Maley, Siddharth Sannapareddy,
Noah N Medina, Cyril M Gilman, and John E McCormack.
A rapid and cost-effective pipeline for digitization of mu-
seum specimens with 3d photogrammetry. Plos one, 15(8):
e0236417, 2020. 1

[21] Gaku Narita, Yoshihiro Watanabe, and Masatoshi Ishikawa.
Dynamic projection mapping onto deforming non-rigid sur-
face using deformable dot cluster marker. IEEE Transactions
on Visualization and Computer Graphics, 23(3):1235–1248,
2016. 2

[22] Chuong V Nguyen, David R Lovell, Matt Adcock, and John
La Salle. Capturing natural-colour 3d models of insects for
species discovery and diagnostics. PloS one, 9(4):e94346,
2014. 1

[23] J. Pages, J. Salvi, R. Garcia, and C. Matabosch. Overview of
coded light projection techniques for automatic 3d profiling.
In IEEE International Conference on Robotics and Automa-
tion, pages 133–138 vol.1, 2003. 2

[24] Jino Park, Donghyuk Jung, and Bochang Moon. Projec-
tor compensation framework using differentiable rendering.
IEEE Access, 10:44461–44470, 2022. 2

[25] Martin Postma, Adrian Stephen Wolferstan Tordiffe, MS
Hofmeyr, Ryan Rudolf Reisinger, L Catherine Bester, Pe-
ter Erik Buss, and PJN De Bruyn. Terrestrial mammal three-
dimensional photogrammetry: multispecies mass estimation.
Ecosphere, 6(12):1–16, 2015. 1



[26] Jiaming Qian, Shijie Feng, Tianyang Tao, Yan Hu, Kai Liu,
Shuaijie Wu, Qian Chen, and Chao Zuo. High-resolution
real-time 360 3d model reconstruction of a handheld object
with fringe projection profilometry. Optics letters, 44(23):
5751–5754, 2019. 1

[27] Jiaming Qian, Shijie Feng, Mingzhu Xu, Tianyang Tao,
Yuhao Shang, Qian Chen, and Chao Zuo. High-resolution
real-time 360° 3d surface defect inspection with fringe pro-
jection profilometry. Optics and Lasers in Engineering, 137:
106382, 2021. 1

[28] Ramesh Raskar, Jeroen van Baar, and Jin Xiang Chai. A
low-cost projector mosaic with fast registration. In Asian
Conference on Computer Vision (ACCV), 2002. 2

[29] Paula Redweik, Susana Reis, and Maria Cristina Duarte. A
digital botanical garden: Using interactive 3d models for
visitor experience enhancement and collection management.
Virtual Archaeology Review, 14(28):65–80, 2023. 1

[30] Miguel Ribo and Markus Brandner. State of the art on vision-
based structured light systems for 3d measurements. In Inter-
national Workshop on Robotic Sensors: Robotic and Sensor
Environments, pages 2–6. IEEE, 2005. 1

[31] Joan R Rosell-Polo, Fernando Auat Cheein, Eduard Grego-
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