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Abstract

Recent point-based differentiable rendering techniques
have achieved significant success in high-fidelity recon-
struction and fast rendering. However, due to the un-
structured nature of point-based representations, they are
difficult to apply to modern graphics pipelines designed
for structured meshes, as well as to a variety of simula-
tion and editing algorithms that work well with structured
mesh representations. To this end, we propose Structured-
Field, a novel representation that achieves both a struc-
tured geometric representation of the reconstructed ob-
ject and a high-fidelity rendering reconstruction of the ob-
ject. We employ structured tetrahedral meshes to repre-
sent the reconstructed object. We reparameterize the geo-
metric parameters of the tetrahedral mesh into the geomet-
ric shape parameters of a 3D Gaussians, thereby achiev-
ing differentiable high-fidelity rendering of the tetrahedral
mesh. We propose a novel inversion-free homeomorphism
to constrain the optimization of the tetrahedral mesh, which
strictly guarantees that the tetrahedral mesh is remains
both inversion-free and self-intersection-free during the op-
timization process and the final result. Based on our pro-
posed StructuredField, we achieve high-quality structured
meshes and high-fidelity reconstruction. We also demon-
strate the applicability of our representation to various ap-
plications such as physical simulation and deformation.
Project page: https://structuredfield.github.io

1. Introduction

Photorealistic and real-time rendering of 3D scenes is a cen-
tral pursuit in computer graphics, both in academic research
and practical applications. Traditional 3D representations,
such as meshes [9, 19, 34] and point clouds [47, 64], fa-
cilitate real-time rendering through rasterization techniques
that align with modern GPU rendering architectures. Nev-
ertheless, these methods frequently produce low-quality
rendering, exhibiting missing geometric details and blurry
artifacts. In contrast, emerging differentiable volumetric
rendering methods [5, 11, 41], including neural radiance
fields [39], demonstrate the capability to reconstruct 3D

scenes in an end-to-end manner using multi-view images,
thus achieving high fidelity and maintaining intricate de-
tails. However, the reliance on ray tracing-based rendering
pipelines and the necessity for extensive sampling points
pose challenges to rapid rendering in NeRF variants.

Recently, advancements in point-based differentiable
rendering techniques [18, 22, 23, 30] have demonstrated
notable success in enhancing both rendering speed and
high-fidelity reconstruction by leveraging smooth prim-
itives alongside rasterization-based pipeline. Although
point-based rendering techniques offer numerous advan-
tages, they inherently represent scenes as unstructured point
clouds. In contrast, contemporary graphics pipelines are
designed for structured representations, such as polygonal
meshes, which are increasingly favored in a variety of ap-
plications, including animation [25, 49], physical simula-
tion [3, 4, 35] and editing [65, 68]. The lack of a representa-
tion for the structure of objects within point-based rendering
methods significantly constrains their broader applications.

In this study, our aim is to bridge the gap between recent
high-fidelity differentiable point-based representations and
traditional graphics pipelines that are tailored for structured
meshes. To achieve this, we introduce a structured represen-
tation that facilitates both high-fidelity rendering and the re-
covery of near-surface structures. Specifically, we use tetra-
hedral mesh as the fundamental representation. Compared
to triangular mesh, tetrahedral mesh is better suited for vol-
umetric data and has been widely utilized in volume ren-
dering [36, 58, 61]. We leverage point-based 3D represen-
tations as differentiable renderers and employ differentiable
mappings to reparameterize primitive parameters with the
attributes of tetrahedral mesh. Thereby, we enable the opti-
mization of tetrahedral mesh parameters in a differentiable
manner and achieve high-fidelity reconstruction.

However, we find that directly optimizing tetrahedral
mesh without constraints leads to anomalous topological
structures. To mitigate this challenge, we analyze two main
causes of mesh anomalies: self intersections and element
inversions. We employ homeomorphic mappings [8, 12]
to prevent self intersections and introduce permutations
to ensure that the Jacobian determinant remains positive,
thereby preventing element inversions in mesh. By utilizing
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Figure 1. StructuredField represents and reconstructs scene using a structured tetrahedral mesh. This novel structured 3D representation
enables a variety of applications, including physical simulations, deformations, and more.

this orientation-preserving homeomorphism as a constraint
within the feasible solution space, we can prevent the oc-
currence of self intersections or inversions in the tetrahedral
mesh during the optimization process.

Through comprehensive experimentation, we demon-
strate that our approach achieves rendering quality compa-
rable to or even exceeding that of recent point-based ren-
dering techniques. Furthermore, our representation can be
seamlessly integrated into various applications like physics
simulation and deformation without necessitating algorith-
mic redesigns or extensive modifications. Our primary con-
tributions can be summarized as:
• We introduce a novel 3D structured representation that

employs reparameterization to make tetrahedral mesh dif-
ferentiable, facilitating high-fidelity scene reconstruction.

• We propose a novel invertible network architecture
specifically designed to represent orientation-preserving
homeomorphisms, which ensures that the tetrahedral
mesh remains inversion-free and self-intersection-free
during optimization.

• StructuredField can achieve high quality geometry and
rendering reconstruction while supporting physics simu-
lation and deformation without any modifications.

2. Related Work

2.1. 3D Reconstruction

Reconstructing 3D scenes from multi-view images is a
longstanding problem in both computer graphics and com-
puter vision. Traditional 3D reconstruction techniques in-
clude Structure-from-Motion (SfM) pipelines [2, 13] to es-
timate camera poses and obtain sparse point clouds, fol-
lowed by surface reconstruction through dense multi-view
stereo [15, 16, 28]. These methods rely on hand-crafted
features to acquire fine textures and geometry, and struggle
to reconstruct view-dependent colors. Significant advance-
ments have been achieved in NVS, particularly since the

introduction of Neural Radiance Fields (NeRF) [39]. The
original NeRF represents the scene as an MLP, which maps
positional encodings of spatial locations and directions to
attributes including color and density, and utilizes volume
rendering process to achieve realistic rendering. Various
works have enhanced the performance of NeRF [5, 7, 41]
or extended them to large scenes [6, 50]. More recently,
3DGS [30] optimizes anisotropic 3D Gaussian primitives,
demonstrating real-time photorealistic reconstruction re-
sults. This method has been quickly extended to multiple
domains [29, 33, 51, 60]. Despite these successes, point-
based representations are unstructured, limiting their further
applications. In this paper, we demonstrate detailed recon-
struction while maintaining a structured tetrahedral mesh,
and showcase its subsequent applications.

2.2. Mesh-based Representation

Explicit representations have served as a cornerstone within
3D modeling and computer graphics for decades [59]. Con-
ventional geometric representations like point clouds, vox-
els and polygonal meshes have been extensively revisited in
the context of 3D deep learning. Polygonal meshes are par-
ticularly attractive due to their structured geometry and effi-
cient rendering properties. Recently, differentiable render-
ing methods [34, 43] leveraging mesh representations have
enabled the production of high-quality renderings. How-
ever, the optimization processes inherent to mesh represen-
tations are often hampered by rigid topological constraints,
resulting in limited flexibility and reduced capacity to accu-
rately depict realistic appearances. Our method integrates
inversion-free mapping to effectively regulate and maintain
structural integrity during the mesh optimization process
while ensuring high quality reconstruction, addressing these
limitations.

On the other hand, NeRF [38] has attracted considerable
attention due to their ability to deliver high-fidelity render-
ings. Substantial research has focused on integrating im-
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Figure 2. Overview of StructuredField. Given multi-view images as input, we reconstruct the 3D scene using a structured tetrahedral
mesh. We use an orientation-preserving homeomorphism to maintain the inversion-free structured geometry of the tetrahedral mesh during
optimization. Additionally, parameters of tetrahedral mesh are reparameterized into the corresponding 3D Gaussian parameters, enabling
differentiable optimization. Finally, we use differentiable rasterization to render images from the given viewpoints. Based on our structured
mesh representation, we can further apply the model to physical simulations, deformation, and other applications.

plicit methods with mesh structures to extend and refine
NeRF [54]. For instance, some approaches [52, 53, 57]
utilize meshes to constrain the sampling regions within an
adaptively learned narrow ban of two explicit meshes. On
the other hand, Tetra-NeRF [31, 46] employs tetrahedral
mesh as feature grids to accelerate the training process.
Additionally, leveraging the fast rendering capabilities of
meshes, Baked SDF and its variants [45, 63] have baked
radiance fields into meshes to facilitate real-time rendering.
Mesh representations have also been pivotal in the deforma-
tion of radiance fields. NeRFShop and Cage-NeRF [24, 42]
using meshes as cages to drive the deformation of radiance
fields.

Recently, point-based representations [22, 23, 30] have
emerged, utilizing smooth primitives to represent radiance
fields and employing rasterization techniques to acceler-
ate rendering. In the subsequent works, Mani-gs and
GaMes [17] employ high-quality triangle meshes or tri-
angle soups as proxies, binding primitives to the triangle
mesh to drive the deformation of 3D Gaussians. Addition-
ally, VR-GS [26] and D3GA [67] adopt tetrahedral mesh
as proxies to facilitate the deformation of objects. How-
ever, these methods directly bind the mesh to Gaussians
without optimizing the positions of the mesh vertices. As
a result, any imperfections in the initial mesh can signifi-
cantly degrade the final reconstruction quality. In contrast,
our method reparametrizes Gaussians with tetrahedral mesh
vertices and optimizes these vertices, thereby allowing for
high-qualityreconstruction.

2.3. Inversion-free Mesh Optimization

Maintaining mesh quality during the optimization process
remains a challenging problem. Element inversion is a ma-
jor factor causing mesh quality issues [14]. Traditional
methods [44, 48] impose constraints on the Jacobian of
the mapping during optimization to ensure the Jacobian
remains positive, thereby enforcing that the mapping is
orientation-preserving. In addition to being inversion-free,
intersection-free boundaries are also necessary during the
optimization. This is typically achieved by constraining the
mapping to be bijective. Traditional methods [27, 40] intro-
duce scaffold meshes to convert the globally overlap-free
constraint into a locally flip-free condition. Recently, in-
vertible networks [8, 12] offer another solution, leading to
their widespread adoption in recent 3D deformation tasks.
For instance, NDR [10] and Cadex [32] employ invertible
networks to model the motion of objects, thereby achieving
dynamic object reconstruction. NFGP [62] utilizes invert-
ible networks to perform geometric processing on implicit
surfaces. Compared to these methods, we propose a novel
invertible network that implicitly and strictly constrains the
mapping to be inversion-free and intersection-free, and ap-
ply it during the optimization process to guarantee the mesh
quality.

3. Method

Given multi-view posed images of a scene, our primary ob-
jective is to reconstruct it with high fidelity, capturing not
only its geometric details but also the structures near its sur-
face. This enables seamless integration of the reconstructed
3D scene into existing computer graphics pipelines, such
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Figure 3. 2D illustration of reparameterizing Gaussians. In (a),
(c), and (d), all vertex weights are equal, w1 = w2 = w3 = 1.0.
In (b), the bottom vertices v2 and v3 have higher weights, w1 =
0.1, w2 = w3 = 1.0.

as those used for rendering, animation, physical simulation,
and deformation. To this end, we first introduce a novel
tetrahedral mesh-based 3D representation that is struc-
turally organized and facilitates differentiable optimiza-
tion (Sec. 3.1). The mesh is optimized using orientation-
preserving homeomorphism to ensure high-quality struc-
tured geometry (Sec. 3.2). An overview of our represen-
tation and reconstruction pipeline is shown in Fig. 2.

Given a tetrahedral mesh M = (V, T ), where V =
{vi}Ni=1 represents the set of vertices, T = {Tk}Kk=1 is the
set of tetrahedron. Each tetrahedron Tk ∈ T is defined by
four vertices {vk1 , vk2 , vk3 , vk4}. Tetrahedral mesh is gen-
erally challenging to render in a differentiable manner due
to their discrete, non-smooth nature.

To address this limitation, we build upon recent point-
based differentiable rendering techniques, such as 3D
Gaussian Splatting (3DGS) [30], 2D Gaussian Splatting
(2DGS) [22], and convex splatting [18]. In our method, we
establish a one-to-one correspondence between each tetra-
hedron and a primitive, using a differentiable reparameteri-
zation function Fr(·) to map the parameters Tk of the tetra-
hedron to the parameters Θk of the primitive:

Θk = Fr

(
Tk

)
. (1)

Gradients are propagated back to the parameters of tetra-
hedra through the differentiable reparameterization func-
tion, enabling the optimization of vertex positions and as-
sociated attributes in a fully differentiable framework. In
the following, we demonstrate how the parameters of 3DGS
can be reparameterized using the parameters of a tetrahedral
mesh.

3.1. Representation of StructuredField
Reparametrize 3D Gaussians 3DGS [30] represent a
scene with a set of 3D Gaussians G = {gk}Kk=1, where
each Gaussian gk encodes the following attributes: mean
µk ∈ R3, scales sk ∈ R3, rotation rk ∈ R4, color ck ∈ R3,
and opacity ok ∈ R. In our representation, each tetrahedron

Figure 4. Visualization of mesh optimization using different
methods. We retain tetrahedra in the region where y > 0 to better
visualize the internal structure of the tetrahedral mesh. The ex-
perimental setup can be found in Sec. 4.1. The regularization loss
used in the figure is Lsv .

Tk contains four vertices with positions {vki}4i=1, spherical
harmonic coefficients {SHki

}4i=1, and weights {wki
}4i=1.

We adopt a PCA-style [1] approach to convert these ver-
tices and their attributes into a 3D Gaussian. Specifically,
the mean and covariance matrix of each Gaussian are com-
puted as:

µ =

∑4
i=1 wi vi∑4
i=1 wi

,

Σ =

∑4
i=1 wi

(
vi − µ

)(
vi − µ

)⊤∑4
i=1 wi

.

(2)

This conversion effectively captures the weighted shape
of the tetrahedron, ensuring that the resulting 3D Gaussian
closely resembles the original tetrahedral shape, as shown
in Fig. 3.

We define the opacity attribute ok on the tetrahedron in-
stead of on the vertices, so the opacity of its corresponding
Gaussian is equivalent to the opacity of the tetrahedron. The
color of the Gaussian is obtained by a weighted average of
the colors computed from the spherical harmonic function
of each vertex:

c =

∑4
i=1 wici∑4
i=1 wi

, ci = SHi(d), (3)

where d is the direction from the camera center to the ver-
tex.

After reparameterizing 3D gaussians with tetrahedral
mesh, the scene can be rendered in a differentiable manner.
However, freely optimizing the tetrahedral vertices leads to
low quality tetrahedral mesh, as shown in Fig. 4(a). In the
following section, we introduce the orientation-preserving
homeomorphism to address this issue.

3.2. Inversion-free Structured Geometry
One of our goals is to optimize the tetrahedral mesh while
maintaining high-quality structure. As shown in Fig. 4(a),
optimizing a tetrahedral mesh without any constraints leads
to poor mesh quality. The main cause of this issue is that
the vertices can freely move during the optimization of the
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Figure 5. Two causes leading to mesh anomalies: self intersec-
tion and element inversion.

tetrahedral mesh. Consequently, the tetrahedral mesh suf-
fers from self-intersections and element inversion problems,
resulting in tetrahedra overlaps as shown in Fig. 5.

A naive solution is to introduce a loss function to con-
strain the mesh optimization process. Locally injective
mapping [48] uses a barrier function to strictly prevent el-
ement inversion. However, the gradient explosion near the
critical points of the barrier function makes it difficult to use
directly in gradient descent-based optimization. Another
approach is to apply a volume-preserving constraint Lvolume,
or directly impose an L1-norm constraint on the signed vol-
ume of the optimized tetrahedra Lsv, making tetrahedra with
negative signed volume sparse:

Lvolume =
1

K

K∑
k=1

∥∥s(Tk)− s(T 0
k )
∥∥
2
, (4)

Lsv =
1

K

K∑
k=1

max (−s(Tk), 0) , (5)

where s(Tk) is the signed volume of the tetrahedron Tk, T 0
k

is the initial tetrahedron. However, we found that these loss
function-based constraints significantly impact the render-
ing quality and do not fully guarantee that the tetrahedral
mesh remains reasonable structure as shown in Sec. 4.1.

Orientation-preserving Homeomorphism as constraint.
Unlike previous methods that used regularization loss, we
adopt the orientation-preserving homeomorphism as a con-
straint, implicitly restricting the feasible region of the vertex
set V of the tetrahedral mesh. The two key properties of this
mapping are:
• Orientation-preserving means that the Jacobian deter-

minant of the mapping remains positive, which prevents
element inversion during tetrahedral mesh optimization.

• Homeomorphism guarantees that tetrahedral mesh after
optimization does not produce self-intersecting bound-
aries.
During optimization, both the topology T and vertex po-

sitions V of tetrahedral mesh are fixed. The orientation-
preserving homeomorphism maps a vertex v = [x, y, z] to

its actual position as follows:

v′ = [x′, y′, z′]T = H([x, y, z]T ). (6)

We use the mapped vertices V ′ = {v′i} to reparameterize
the 3D Gaussians. This orientation-preserving homeomor-
phism can be viewed as a constraint on the feasible region
of the vertices, ensuring that a valid mesh is still generated
given a topology T .

Real-NVP Based on these observations, we implement
the orientation-preserving homeomorphism H by a novel
invertible network. Real-NVP [12] appears to be a reason-
able network architecture, as it is bijective and ensures that
the Jacobian determinant of each coupling layer remains
positive. Real-NVP splits the input x ∈ RD into two com-
ponents, x1:d and xd+1:D. The output of a coupling layer
x′ ∈ RD follows the equations:

x′
1:d = x1:d

x′
d+1:D = xd+1:D · exp(s(x1:d)) + t(x1:d),

(7)

where s : Rd → RD−d
+ and t : Rd → RD−d are the scale

and translation functions. We denote this map of the cou-
pling layer as h : RD → RD. The Jacobian of this mapping
is:

Jh =

[
1 0

∂x′
d+1:D

∂xT
1:d

diag[exp(s(x1:d)]

]
. (8)

This is a lower triangular matrix, so its determinant is the
product of the diagonal elements, which is positive. Real-
NVP stacks multiple coupling layers in an alternating pat-
tern, such that the components that are left unchanged in one
coupling layer are updated in the next coupling layer. How-
ever, when we split (x, y, z) into two components: (x, z)
and y, after mapping by a similar coupling layer, the Jaco-
bian matrix is in the following form, which is not a triangu-
lar matrix, and its determinant does not remain positive.

Jh =

1 ∂y′

∂x 0
0 exp(s) 0

0 ∂y′

∂z 1

 (9)

Orientation-preserving Networks The above problem is
caused by the fact that the input is split into discontinuous
parts, resulting in the Jacobian matrix being neither an up-
per triangular matrix nor a lower triangular matrix. To solve
this problem, we propose a permutation strategy. As shown
in Fig. 6, we multiply the input by a permutation matrix
P , ensuring that the input is always divided into contigu-
ous two parts. For example, when we need to keep the x
and z components unchanged and transform the y compo-
nent, we apply the permutation matrix P to the input and
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Figure 6. Invertible neural network architecture. By applying a permutation strategy, the input vector is divided into two contiguous
parts, ensuring that the resulting Jacobian matrix is upper triangular with positive diagonal elements. This strategy guarantees that the
determinant of the Jacobian is positive, thus ensuring that the mapping is inversion-free.

output. Therefore, the permuted transformation mapping
ϕ : R3 → R3 is:

ϕ
(
[x, y, z]T

)
= P−1

(
h
(
P [x, y, z]T

))
P =

0 0 1
1 0 0
0 1 0

 .
(10)

Thus, the Jacobian matrix is: Jϕ = PJhP
−1, where Jh

is the Jacobian matrix of the coupling layer h. Since Jh
is an upper triangular matrix, and its diagonal elements are
positive, it satisfies det(Jh) > 0. As det(P ) > 0, it follows
that det(Jϕ) > 0.

3.3. Training

Initialization We use two different initialization strate-
gies. In the first strategy, we reconstruct the surface using
NeuS2 [55], and then generate the tetrahedral mesh from
the reconstructed triangle mesh using fTetWild [21]. The
second is to generate a uniform tetrahedral grid within the
bounding box of the scene. We conduct experiments on dif-
ferent initialization strategies in Sec. 4.1, which show that
even with poorly initialized tetrahedral mesh, we can still
achieve high-quality results.

Adaptive Tetrahedron
Control We design an
adaptive control strat-
egy to dynamically add
and remove tetrahedra.
Specifically, if the gradient of a tetrahedron’s corresponding
Gaussians exceeds a certain threshold δ, the tetrahdron is
split. We add new vertices at the center of the tetrahedron
and at the midpoints of each edge, thereby subdividing
the tetrahedron into eight smaller tetrahedra. On the other
hand, tetrahedra with corresponding Gaussians’ opacities
less than ϵ are pruned.

Optimization Our model is trained using a loss function
written as a weighted sum:

L = λ1L1 + λ2LSSIM + λ3Lmask. (11)

The loss used for supervision of the RGB signal: L1 and
LSSIM follow 3D Gaussian splatting [30]. Lmask is de-
signed to prevent artifacts at the object boundaries:

Lmask = ∥M − M̂∥1,

where M represents the rendered opacity, and M̂ represents
the ground truth opacity.

4. Eexperiments
We first give the implementation details. The contribu-
tion analysis of proposed components is given in Sec. 4.1.
Evaluations of our proposed representation, with previous
state-of-the-art non-editable and editable approaches are
presented in Sec. 4.2. We also show some applications of
our proposed representation in Sec. 4.3

Implementation Details We set λ1 = 0.8, λ2 = 0.2, and
λ3 = 0.5 for training the model. We use the ReLU function
to prevent the weights of the vertices from being negative,
and apply the sigmoid function to ensure that the opacity
stays within the range of [0, 1). The gradient threshold δ
for tetrahedron splitting is set to 0.0002, the same value
used in 3DGS. We set the pruning threshold ϵ = 0.0005
to prevent overly aggressive pruning that could result in
too many isolated tetrahedra. The invertible neural network
consists of 3 blocks, with each axis chosen in order. A 2D
hash encoding is used with a size of 219 and a maximum
resolution of 10242. The MLP has 2 hidden layers, each
with 128 units. Additionally, we reconstruct the surface
with NeuS2 [55] and generate the initial tetrahedral mesh
through fTetWild [21]. We train each model with 30,000 it-
erations, which takes approximately 1 hour. The final model
has an average of 826k tetrahedra with 197k vertices (for the
NeRF Synthetic dataset). All experiments are conducted on
a single GTX RTX4090 GPU.



Table 1. Quantitative results with different constraints.

PSNR ↑ SSIM ↑ LPIPS ↓
w/o constraint 30.41 0.947 0.062
w/ Lvolume 29.37 0.925 0.076
w/ Lsv 29.92 0.936 0.069
ours 30.23 0.944 0.065

Table 2. Quantitative results for different initializations.

lego hotdog mic
PSNR ↑ SSIM ↑ PSNR ↑ SSIM ↑ PSNR ↑ SSIM ↑

w/ uniform 33.19 0.969 36.12 0.975 35.78 0.986
w/ NeuS2 35.48 0.982 37.69 0.985 37.56 0.993

4.1. Abalation Study
In this section, we conduct two main ablation studies to ad-
dress the following questions:
• Q1: How much does our orientation-preserving homeo-

morphism affect rendering quality and mesh quality?
• Q2: Does an initially low-quality mesh degrade our re-

construction quality?

Q1: Effect of Orientation-preserving Homeomorphism.
We conduct this experiment using the NeRF synthetic
dataset, with the mesh initialized by NeuS2 as input. To
avoid the influence of adaptive control on the experiment,
we removed this module, fixing the number of tetrahedra.
We regularized the training of the tetrahedral mesh using
four different methods: without constraints, with Lvolume,
with Lsv, and with our orientation-preserving homeomor-
phism as a constraint. Tab. 1 shows the quantative results
for the reconstruction of these four methods. Compared
to the unconstrained optimization, our module has minimal
impact on the rendering quality, whereas the other regular-
ization terms significantly degrade the reconstruction qual-
ity. As shown in Fig. 7, under unconstrained conditions,
the mesh exhibits a large number of overlaps and abnor-
mal structures. Additionally, Lsv and Lvolume constraints
fail to effectively regulate the mesh structure. Since the lo-
cal orientation-preserving property near the vertices cannot
guarantee global inversion-free tetrahedra, our final result
still contains a small number of inverted elements. Nonethe-
less, our method produces much better tetrahedral meshe
compared to the constraints imposed by the loss function
and achieves similar reconstruction quality as the uncon-
strained approach.

Q2: Ablations on Initial Mesh. We conduct this exper-
iment on three scenes from the NeRF synthetic dataset:
Lego, Hotdog, Mic. Initially, we start with a uniform tetra-
hedral mesh as described in Sec. 3.3, and project the tetra-

Figure 7. Visualization of tetrahedral mesh optimized with dif-
ferent constraints.

Table 3. Quantitative results on NeRF Synthetic and Shelly
dataset.

NeRF Synthetic Shelly
PSNR ↑ SSIM ↑ LPIPS ↓ PSNR ↑ SSIM ↑ LPIPS ↓

NeRF 31.00 0.947 0.081 31.28 0.893 0.157
Adaptive Shells 31.84 0.957 0.056 36.02 0.954 0.079
3DGS 33.78 0.969 0.030 39.61 0.961 0.064
2DGS 32.92 0.966 0.036 34.62 0.928 0.098
Mani-GS 32.58 0.961 0.034 – – –
SuGaR 29.78 0.948 0.055 31.19 0.943 0.080
Ours 33.53 0.968 0.019 39.76 0.967 0.052

hedra onto the image plane, followed by tetrahedron prun-
ing according to the mask. This tetrahedral mesh is then
used as input to our method for training. Tab. 2 shows the fi-
nal reconstruction results, compared to those obtained with
NeuS2 initialization. Our method still produces good mesh
quality and comparable reconstruction results, indicating
that our approach is robust to mesh initialization.

4.2. Comparison

We conduct experiments to compare the performance of
rendering on static scenes. The results show that, despite
the need to maintain a structured geometry during optimiza-
tion, we are still able to achieve comparable result to that of
unstructured radiance field representation like 3DGS [30].

We employ two datasets for evaluation: NeRF Syn-
thetic dataset [39], containing eight scenes, and Shelly
dataset [57], containing six scenes. We conduct compar-
isons with implicit, point-based, and mesh-based methods
to evaluate the performance of our approach, including
NeRF [39], 3DGS [30], 2DGS [22], Adaptive Shells [57]
and Mani-GS [17]. We use surface reconstructed by NeuS2
as input to Mani-GS for a fair comparison. We use the same
training process as 3DGS. The rendering quality is evalu-
ated using a set of established metrics: PSNR, SSIM [56],
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Figure 8. Our results on the test-views of Shelly dataset and NeRF Synthetic dataset.

and LPIPS [66]. In Tab. 3, we conduct a quantitative com-
parison of rendering quality. Our approach shows compet-
itive results across all mesh-based and point-based meth-
ods according to three evaluation metrics. Moreover, our
approach achieves qualitatively better reconstructions, with
fewer artifacts and more detailed results, as shown in Fig. 8.

4.3. Applications

Our method directly constructs an explicit tetrahedral mesh
M with good quality, and achieves good rendering quality
at the same time, which proves highly valuable for a vari-
ety of downstream applications. With tetrahedral mesh, we
can perform physics simulations, animations, editing, and
other operations seamlessly. With our proposed Structured-
Field, we can easily update the mesh by simply tracking the
movement or displacement of each vertex. This allows us
to reparameterize the Gaussians based on the new positions
of vertices, enabling the rendering of deformed scenes.

Methods like Mani-GS and GaMes are hybrid represen-
tations that fix mesh vertex positions and establish a rela-
tionship between triangle meshes and 3D Gaussians. In

contrast, our method offers a unified, structured represen-
tation where the vertex positions are optimized during the
reconstruction process. Since the final meshes produced by
our method differ from those in hybrid methods, it is diffi-
cult to establish a fair comparison under the same deforma-
tion.

For many applications such as physical simulation and
deformation, the tetrahedral mesh representation in our
StructuredField has inherent advantages. Unlike triangle
mesh, which only represent the surface of an object, tetra-
hedral mesh have internal structure, making it more suit-
able for physically accurate simulations. On the other hand,
thanks to our carefully designed reparameterization strat-
egy, the primitives in our representation are always con-
fined within the corresponding tetrahedra. This ensures that
our representation accurately reflects the mesh deformation.
In contrast, previous methods using triangle mesh may suf-
fer from artifacts during deformation, as the 3D Gaussians
could shift away from the triangular surfaces, leading to po-
tential inconsistencies between 3D Gaussians and triangle
mesh.



Static Physical Simulation

Figure 9. Gallery of physical simulation results. The original shape is shown in the leftmost column, with the corresponding physical
simulations displayed in the right column. Videos are provided in the supplementary materials for further visualization.
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Figure 10. Gallery of deformation results. Videos are provided in the supplementary materials for further visualization.

Physical Simulation After constructing the tetrahedral
mesh, we treat it as a mass-spring system, where each vertex
is modeled as a mass point, and the edges serve as springs
connecting these points. To simulate the physical behav-
ior of the system, we implement the XPBD [37] (Extended
Position Based Dynamics) algorithm using Taichi [20] pro-
gramming language. Specifically, we apply constraints to
preserve the spring lengths and tetrahedral volumes during
the simulation, ensuring realistic deformations and interac-
tions. Fig. 9 shows the results of our physics simulation:
please refer to the supplemental video for dynamic motion.
By adjusting various parameters of the object, such as mass

and the strength of spring constraints, we can simulate dif-
ferent effects on the same object.

Deformation We utilize lattice deformation as a mecha-
nism to drive the deformation of the tetrahedral mesh. As
the mesh vertices undergo deformation, we reparameterize
the associated Gaussian primitives based on the updated po-
sitions of the mesh vertices. As demonstrated in Fig. 10
even under large-scale deformations, our representation still
produces reasonable rendering results.



5. Conclusion

We introduced StructuredField, a novel structured 3D repre-
sentation that unifies high-fidelity rendering and structured
geometry. Our main contribution is using reparameteriza-
tion to make tetrahedral mesh rendering differentiable. An
orientation-preserving homeomorphism has been proposed
to ensure the mesh quality during optimization. Extensive
experiments have been conducted to verify the effective-
ness of StructuredField on the aspects of rendering quality,
physics simulations and deformation modeling.

Limitations Although our proposed StructuredField rep-
resentation can simultaneously recover high-quality render-
ing and structured geometry from multi-view images, there
are still some limitations: First, during the training process,
vertices need to pass through the neural network, which
leads to longer training time than unstructured radiance field
representation. In addition, since we need to maintain struc-
tured geometry during the reconstruction process, our solu-
tion space is more restricted than unstructured radiance field
representation, so more number of primitives are required to
represent the scene to achieve similar rendering effects.
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