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Figure 1: 3D rendering of a crowd with four levels of detail (202k, 50k, 15k, or 3k Gaussians), chosen based on our results.

ABSTRACT

Efficient and realistic crowd rendering is an important element of
many real-time graphics applications such as Virtual Reality (VR)
and games. To this end, Levels of Detail (LOD) avatar representa-
tions such as polygonal meshes, image-based impostors, and point
clouds have been proposed and evaluated. More recently, 3D Gaus-
sian Splatting has been explored as a potential method for real-time
crowd rendering. In this paper, we present a two-alternative forced
choice (2AFC) experiment that aims to determine the perceived qual-
ity of 3D Gaussian avatars. Three factors were explored: Motion,
LOD (i.e., #Gaussians), and the avatar height in Pixels (correspond-
ing to the viewing distance). Participants viewed pairs of animated
3D Gaussian avatars and were tasked with choosing the most detailed
one. Our findings can inform the optimization of LOD strategies in
Gaussian-based crowd rendering, thereby helping to achieve efficient
rendering while maintaining visual quality in real-time applications.

Index Terms: Computing methodologies—Computer graphics—
Rendering—Perception; Crowd rendering

1 INTRODUCTION

The simulation of realistic crowd scenarios has been an active area
of research for many decades. Lemonari et al. [15] provide a compre-
hensive survey of the various components of this challenge, which
include high-level behaviors, motion planning, animation and visu-
alization. In this paper, we focus on the problem of 3D Gaussian
Splatting for crowd rendering [22], and evaluate how several factors
may affect how viewers perceive these Gaussian crowds.

Adaptive LOD strategies for Gaussian avatars [6] have shown
promise in balancing computational costs with visual fidelity, partic-
ularly for virtual environments. However, although the perception of
LOD human representations has previously been studied (e.g., [20]),
the perceptual impact of using real-image-based Gaussian avatars for
crowd rendering remains under-explored. We present a user study
in which we aim to answer the following questions about Gaussian
avatars:

Q1. Are rendering artefacts more noticeable for simpler cyclical
Motions than for more complex ones?

*These authors contributed equally to this work.
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Q2. Does reducing the LOD (i.e., number of Gaussians) result in
higher visibility of artefacts?

Q3. Are artefacts less noticeable if the avatar covers a smaller num-
ber of the image Pixels (i.e., increasing the viewing distance)?

Q4. Will the noticeability of artefacts vary based on different com-
binations of Motion, LOD and Pixels?

In a two-alternative forced choice (2AFC) experiment (Section
3), we studied the effects of Motion, LOD and Pixels and their in-
teractions on viewer perception of Gaussian avatars. Participants
viewed pairs of animated 3D Gaussian avatars, where one was ren-
dered at the highest quality (gold standard), while the other one was
rendered at a lower LOD. One group of participants viewed avatars
performing a cyclical jogging motion, while the other viewed them
more complex martial arts performance. In each case, the task was
to choose the most detailed of the two avatars shown. A three-way
Analysis of Variance (ANOVA) with independent variables Motion
(2) × LOD (3) × Pixels (5) and independent variable Accuracy (i.e.,
the proportion of times they correctly chose the gold standard) was
conducted, followed by Bonferroni post-hoc tests on significant ef-
fects. Higher accuracy therefore indicates that visual artefacts were
more noticeable.

We found that, for Q1, the answer is “No”. There was a main
effect of Motion, and higher accuracy was observed for the complex
motion than for the cyclical one, indicating that the artefacts were
more noticeable for the former. For Q2, the answer is “Yes”, as
accuracy (and concomitantly, detection of artefacts) decreased with
increasing numbers of Gaussians. The answer to Q3 is “Not always”,
as no main effect of Pixels was found. However, to answer Q4, Pixels
did interact with LOD, where viewers were most accurate when the
avatar was rendered at the lowest LOD and with the lowest number
of pixels (i.e., at the furthest viewing distance). No other significant
interaction effects were found.

Our results were used to guide the placement of Gaussian crowd
avatars in a real-time animated crowd scene (see Figure 1). Insights
gained can help to optimize LOD strategies and achieve efficient
rendering while maintaining visual quality in real-time applications.
2 RELATED WORK
Level of Detail (LOD) techniques are used to efficiently render large-
scale crowds by reducing the visual complexity of avatars based on
their screen contribution. The key idea is that avatars further from
the camera require less detail, thus allowing computational resources
to be focused on foreground elements, where visual fidelity is most
critical. We review the various avatar LOD representations that
have been used previously, and then discuss the use of 3D Gaussian
Splatting (3DGS) [23] as an alternative to these approaches.
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Figure 2: The Gaussian avatar at different LOD (#Gaussians): (a) Gold Standard–202k, (b) LOD3–50k, (c) LOD2–15k, (d) LOD1–3k.

LOD Representations: One common representation of LOD
avatars is to model them as detailed polygonal meshes, which ex-
cel at delivering geometric fidelity. Technical solutions such as
tessellation shaders allow for dynamically enhancement of low de-
tailed meshes, thereby enabling close-up realism without excessive
memory usage [23]. However, simplifying animated meshes of-
ten introduces errors in attributes like skinning weights, leading to
visible artefacts [14].

As an alternative, point-based techniques use collections of
points to depict avatars, offering computational efficiency for dis-
tant scenes [2]. While efficient, these methods frequently result
in artefacts when viewed up close, which limits their applicability
for scenes requiring high detail. Hybrid approaches that integrate
point and polygon representations [25] improve consistency across
varying distances.

Image-based representations offer an alternative solution by re-
placing complex 3D geometry with precomputed 2D impostors,
which significantly reduce rendering costs [1, 24]. Such methods
are particularly effective for background avatars but struggle with
dynamic motions and close-up perspectives. Hybrid approaches
have also been proposed to address these problems. Dobbyn et
al. [5] presented Geopostors, where 3D geometry is used for fore-
ground characters and image-based impostors for the background.
Shaders are used to efficiently enhance the realism and variety of the
dynamically-lit impostors, thereby allowing the two representations
to be switch interchangeably based on the “pixel to texel” ratio of
each avatar’s current distance from the viewer. Popping artefacts are
thus reduced and the switches are almost imperceptible. However,
the memory requirements for multiple frames of animation rendered
from different viewpoints for each impostor reduces the practicality
of this approach. Kavan et al. [10] aimed to address this limitation
by developing Polypostors, which augments the Geopostor approach
by incorporating skeletal articulation, thereby balancing rendering
efficiency, visual quality and memory requirements. Based on this
idea, Beacco et al. [3,4] rendered each joint with either relief or flat
impostors, thus allowing for real time animation without increasing
memory requirements

In prior work, the perception of LOD avatars in crowd rendering
has also been explored. For instance, studies have examined how
crowd density and viewpoint influence the perception of group be-
haviors, offering guidance on when such behaviors are necessary
for realism [27]. Other work has compared the effectiveness of sim-
plified meshes and impostors in conveying motion and appearance,
identifying perceptual thresholds for different representations [20].
Additionally, perceptual evaluations of deformable clothing in LOD
models have provided insights into optimizing representations for
realistically clothed avatars [18]. The effect of color, texture and
motion variety of LOD avatars on perception has also been explored
by McDonnell et al. [19].

3D Gaussian Splatting for Animated Crowds: Recent advance-
ments in 3D Gaussian Splatting (3DGS) have enabled efficient and
high-quality rendering for complex visual scenes [11]. This tech-
nique represents objects as anisotropic 3D Gaussian primitives, ef-
fectively blending light and color in a computationally efficient
manner. Several researchers have applied 3DGS to create avatars
for real-time photorealistic rendering. While Qian et al. [21] and
Zielonka et al. [28] use multi-view videos to reconstruct and animate
realistic humans, others achieve realistic avatars with dynamic 3D
appearances using only a single video [7, 8, 13]. The GaussianA-
vatar [7] method results in better image quality than those that use
a NERF-based method for 3D human reconstruction from a single
video [9, 26], Additionally, Liu et al. [16] and Kerbl et al. [12] have
demonstrated the technique’s scalability and real-time rendering
capabilities for large, static scenes.

While NERF-based methods have not been used to date for crowd
rendering, 3D Gaussian Splatting offers advantages over traditional
LOD representations in terms of realistic reconstruction and ren-
dering. Sun et al. [22] recently presented CrowdSplat, which uses
common 3D Gaussian attributes from an avatar template to optimize
memory usage and rendering speed for large animated crowds. Al-
though this work demonstrated how Gaussian-based LOD strategies
could efficiently render thousands of avatars with high visual fidelity,
there was no systematic evaluation of how viewers perceive these
technical optimizations. In this paper, we build upon the CrowdSplat
framework to evaluate the perception of 3DGS avatars under differ-
ent conditions. In a user study, we examine when viewers notice
differences in the 3D Gaussian count at various distances and how
different types of motion affect perception. We offer practical guide-
lines for optimizing Gaussian-based LOD strategies in real-time
crowd rendering, thus striking a balance between computational
efficiency and perceived visual quality.

3 EXPERIMENT DESIGN

Stimuli: In our experiment, we aimed to evaluate the perceived
LOD of 3DGS avatars by systematically varying the number of
reconstructed 3D Gaussians and viewing distances. Following the
approach of GaussianAvatar [7], we utilized monocular video record-
ings of a subject performing random movements for two minutes as
training data. To reconstruct the avatar templates, we generated posi-
tional maps at different resolutions in 64×64, 128×128, 256×256
and 512×512, resulting in four levels of detail (LOD) represented
by different number of 3D Gaussians: 3k, 15k, 50k and 202k, the
latter being the gold standard (GS), as shown in Figure 2. An ex-
ample stimulus, showing the GS and a lower LOD, can be seen in
Figure 3.



Figure 3: An example of the video stimuli.

To explore the effect of viewing distance, the baseline pixel height
of the 3DGS avatar was measured at a viewing distance of 3.0 m,
which matches the camera distance used when capturing the training
data for the avatar. At that distance, the height was 406 pixels within
the image frame (520 px × 440 px). Using the following metric:

Percentage of Pixels = 100× New Pixel Height
Baseline Pixel Height

we generated five versions of the avatar at 100%, 80%, 60%, 50%,
and 40% of the original 3DGS avatar, each corresponding to increas-
ing distances from the viewer (3, 3.75, 5, 6 and 7.5 metres).

Our stimuli comprised 60 video stimuli, each showing two 3DGS
avatars side by side at equal distances/%pixels, for a duration of
five seconds (see Figure 3). One avatar was rendered with 202k
Gaussians (considered as the pseudo ground truth or gold standard),
while the other was rendered with 50k, 15k, or 3k Gaussians. For
additional validation and elimination of side bias, each compari-
son was repeated with the gold standard and comparison avatars
swapped between the left and right positions. These comparisons
were presented at the five discrete viewing distances/%pixels (100%
to 40%). Each video featured one of two motion types: a cyclical
jogging motion or a more complex martial arts performance. These
motions were sourced from the AMASS dataset [17].

Participants and Procedure: A total of 35 volunteers (24M/11F,
aged 18-60+) participated in the experiment. The study was con-
ducted on the participants’ own devices, including laptops, desktops,
and tablets, with screen sizes ranging from less than 15 inches to
more than 21 inches. However, data from two participants who
used mobile devices were excluded to ensure consistency in visual
presentation. We asked for participants’ screen size at the beginning
of the experiment, and statistical tests of the effects of screen size
on the results were not significant.

The experiment was conducted via a Qualtrics-based survey. Af-
ter providing informed consent and some demographical informa-
tion, participants completed a brief practice session comprising two
trials to familiarize themselves with the task. The main experiment
block included 60 randomized trials, evenly divided between the
cyclical and complex Motion types. In each trial, participants were
presented with two animated avatars, one of which was the GS,
while the other was one of the three LOD renderings. They were
both presented at the same distance, which was selected from the
five levels of Pixels. Participants were asked to identify the avatar
with the higher perceived visual detail by selecting either “Left” or
“Right.”

Table 1: ANOVA showing the results of main and interaction effect
tests with degrees of freedom, effect sizes (η2) and (p) values. Signif-
icant effects are highlighted in red

Effect Tested dof F-Test η2 p

Motion 1 32 5.92 0.156 < 0.05
LOD 2 64 65.60 0.672 < 0.001
Pixels 4 128 1.15 < 0.035 0.336
Motion x LOD 2 64 0.49 0.015 0.616
Motion x Pixels 4 128 0.51 0.016 0.730
LOD x Pixels 5.2 168.1 4.22 0.116 < 0.001
Motion x LOD x Pixels 5.8 187.5 0.47 0.014 0.825

To ensure focused decision-making, the question only appeared
after the video finished playing, and participants were restricted to a
single viewing of the video. Once the video ended, it disappeared
from the screen, preventing participants from basing their choices
solely on the final image frame. This procedure was designed to min-
imize biases and improve the consistency of participant responses.
The experiment lasted approximately 10 to 15 minutes, and partici-
pants were allowed to take breaks. For each trial, the selected avatar
(Left or Right) was recorded, and accuracy was calculated based on
whether they chose the side where the GS avatar was (accuracy = 1)
or one of the LOD avatars (accuracy = 0). Higher accuracy therefore
indicates that visual artefacts were more noticeable. These values
were then averaged over the two videos with the GS on the left and
on the right, to give an accuracy rate for that particular combination
of variables.

Results: We averaged the accuracy results over all participants, for
each combination of variables, and the results can be seen in Figure
4. A three-way Analysis of Variance (ANOVA) with independent
variables Motion (2) × LOD (3) × Pixels (5) and dependent variable
Accuracy (i.e., the proportion of times they correctly chose the gold
standard). A summary of significant and non-significant effects
can be seen in Table 1. The results of pairwise comparisons of
differences between means (Bonferroni post-hoc tests) are shown in
Table 2.

A significant main effect of Motion (F(1,32) = 5.92, η2 = 0.156,
p < 0.05) was found. Post-hoc analysis revealed that accuracy was
higher for the complex motion (martial arts) than for the cyclical one
(jogging). This indicates that visual artefacts were more obvious for
the complex motion, which is the opposite of what we hypothesized
in Section 1 (Q1).

We also found a significant main effect of LOD (F(2,64) = 65.60,
η2 = 0.672, p < 0.001). The effect size η2 of 0.67 indicates that
this was quite a large effect of accuracy based on the number of
Gaussians used for rendering. Post-hoc analysis revealed significant
differences between all three LOD levels (all p < 0.00001), where
accuracy for LOD1 with 3k Gaussians (m = 0.93) was higher than
for both LOD2 with 15k (m = 0.81) and LOD3 with 50k (m = 0.60),
while LOD2 accuracy was also higher than for LOD3. Consistent
with our expectations (Q2), participants could successfully differen-
tiate each LOD from the Gold Standard at above chance (i.e., 0.5)
rates, in particular for the lowest quality level.



Figure 4: Accuracy rates by viewing distance/pixels and LOD for cyclical and complex motions.

Figure 5: Graph of the LOD x Pixels interaction effect

Table 2: Significant results of Post-hoc tests (Bonferroni) for the LOD
x Pixels interaction effect.

LOD (I) Pixels (J) Pixels Mean diff. (I-J) p

1 100% 40% 0.159 p < 0.01
1 80% 40% 0.121 p < 0.05
1 60% 40% 0.121 p < 0.01
1 50% 40% 0.098 p < 0.05
3 80% 50% -0.167 p < 0.05

In negation of Q2, no significant effect of Pixels was found,
suggesting that distance/%pixels alone does not consistently affect
accuracy. However, a significant interaction effect was observed
between LOD and Pixels (F(5.2,168.1) = 4.22, η2 = 0.672, p <
0.001). This effect can be explained by observing the graph of the
interaction in Figure 5 and the significant effects shown in Table 2.
It can be seen that, for LOD1 (with the lowest number of Gaussians),
accuracy rates for avatars rendered with (40%) pixels were lower
than for 100%, 80%, 60% and 50% pixels. This indicates that
increased viewing distance, corresponding to a reduced percentage
of pixels, successfully masked visual artefacts for the lowest number
of Gaussians, but only between the nearest and further distances.
For LOD3 (with the highest number of Gaussians after the GS),
accuracy for 80% pixels was significantly lower than for 50% pixels,
although the reason for this anomaly is not obvious.

The two-way interactions of Motion × LOD, Motion × Pixels
and the three-way interaction of Motion × LOD × Pixels were not
significant, which shows that that the two different motions did not
change any of the other effects. Therefore, the answer to Q4 is “yes”
for the LOD × Pixels interaction only.

Discussion: This study provides actionable insights for optimizing
LOD strategies in Gaussian-based crowd rendering. Inspired by
the results, a progressive allocation of the number of 3D Gaussians
levels is proposed to optimize computational efficiency while main-
taining visual fidelity. For close distances, the gold standard (GS)
with the highest number of 3D Gaussians is essential to ensure high
perceptual clarity. At intermediate distances, LOD3 with the next
highest #Gaussians, provides a balance between visual quality and
computational cost. For further distances, lower LOD avatars with
fewer Gaussians should be sufficient to achieve further computa-
tional savings without noticeable loss in perceived quality.

4 CONCLUSIONS AND FUTURE WORK

This study systematically evaluates the perceived LOD in Crowd-
Splat, focusing on how the number of 3D Gaussians, motion, and
viewing distance influence visual perception. The results demon-
strate the potential of this approach for optimizing rendering strate-
gies to achieve computational efficiency without sacrificing visual
fidelity. However, several limitations provide opportunities for future
exploration:

• 3DGS uses multiple-view images as input to reconstruct scenes.
The opacity α of 3D Gaussians is optimized between 0 and
1. However, GaussianAvatar [7] fixes the opacity at α = 1
to keep all 3D Gaussians visible, forcing the network to pre-
dict accurate 3D Gaussian positions. When multiple opaque
3D Gaussians are projected onto a single pixel, artefacts may
appear due to the overlapping of 3D Gaussians at greater dis-
tances.

• Unintended visual artefacts, such as white spots around the
hands, dotted lines, or text on the avatars’ clothing, were noted
by participants as influencing their judgments, potentially intro-
ducing bias into the results. Addressing these artefacts in future
experiments will help eliminate such confounding factors.

• The online experimental environment relied on participants
using personal devices with varying display size and quality.
This inconsistency may have affected their ability to perceive
fine-grained details, particularly at greater distances. Future
studies are needed where viewing conditions are standardized
to ensure consistency across participants.

• While the study examined motion, the number of 3D Gaussians,
and distance, it did not account for other perceptual factors,
such as lighting conditions or environmental complexity. In-
corporating these variables in future research would enhance
the applicability and robustness of the proposed thresholds.

In conclusion, despite these limitations, our results provide a solid
foundation for the improvement of Gaussian-based crowd render-
ing systems, with practical implications for real-time applications
requiring scalable and realistic visualizations.
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