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Fig. 1. Global illumination by our renderer running at 1920x1088 resolution with over 40 fps. The compound scene includes five 3D Gaussian models (over 1.5
million on-screen 3D Gaussian primitives) and other mesh models (e.g., Chinese dragon). Our global illumination method can efficiently handle dynamic 3D
Gaussians scenes, glossy materials, and multiple diverse dynamic light sources in real time, eliminating the need for pre-computation.

We present a real-time global illumination approach along with a pipeline

for dynamic 3D Gaussian models and meshes. Building on a formulated

surface light transport model for 3D Gaussians, we address key performance

challenges with a fast compound stochastic ray-tracing algorithm and an

optimized 3D Gaussian rasterizer. Our pipeline integrates multiple real-time

techniques to accelerate performance and achieve high-quality lighting ef-

fects. Our approach enables real-time rendering of dynamic scenes with

interactively editable materials and dynamic lighting of diverse multi-lights

settings, capturing mutual multi-bounce light transport (indirect illumina-

tion) between 3D Gaussians and mesh. Additionally, we present a real-time

renderer with an interactive user interface, validating our approach and

demonstrating its practicality and high efficiency with over 40 fps in scenes

including both 3D Gaussians and mesh. Furthermore, our work highlights

the potential of 3DGaussians in real-time applications with dynamic lighting,

offering insights into performance and optimization.
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1 Introduction
3D Gaussians splitting (3DGS) [Kerbl et al. 2023] has emerged as a

promising technique to model 3D objects for efficient 3D reconstruc-

tion and rendering, demonstrating significant potential. It directly

generates 3D assets from real-world RGB images, enabling high-

quality and visually convincing real-time rendering.

A major limitation of many 3D Gaussian-based methods is their

inability to interact with varying scene lighting. Recent research

efforts have focused on inferring the physical material properties of

3D Gaussians and developing relighting techniques to make them re-

spond to changes in lighting [Bi et al. 2024; Gao et al. 2025; Guo et al.

2024; Liang et al. 2024]. However, these relighting methods have

limitations: they cannot accommodate dynamic geometry or scene

changes in real-time, fail to compute indirect illumination respon-

sive to scene variations, and lack global illumination updates under

complex lighting settings. There are also recent studies focusing on

volumetric light transport in 3D Gaussian primitives [Zhou et al.

2024] [Condor et al. 2024], but they require heavy computation and

ACM Trans. Graph., Vol. 1, No. 1, Article . Publication date: March 2025.

ar
X

iv
:2

50
3.

17
89

7v
1 

 [
cs

.G
R

] 
 2

3 
M

ar
 2

02
5

HTTPS://ORCID.ORG/0000-0001-7819-0076
HTTPS://ORCID.ORG/0000-0002-8901-2184
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-7819-0076
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-8901-2184
https://doi.org/10.1145/nnnnnnn.nnnnnnn
https://doi.org/10.1145/nnnnnnn.nnnnnnn


2 • Chenxiao Hu, Meng Gai, Guoping Wang, and Sheng Li

thus are incompatible with real-time rendering. Consequently, real-

time relighting of dynamic scenes with global illumination effects

under complex lighting conditions remains an open challenge. To

date, no existing method has successfully satisfied all the demands.

Real-time global illumination (RTGI) plays a crucial role in de-

livering immersive and visually compelling virtual environments.

It is indispensable in applications like gaming, virtual reality, and

architectural visualization. Over the years, RTGI techniques have

been well developed, enabling high-quality illumination for mesh

representations [Boissé et al. 2023; Wright et al. 2022]. Often, they

leverage many approaches, including lighting classification, light

sampling [Boksansky et al. 2021], radiance caching [Wright et al.

2022] [Boissé et al. 2023], filtering and denoising [Lambru et al. 2021],

etc., to accelerate rendering and improve visual fidelity. However,

the challenge of RTGI for 3D Gaussian models remains largely un-

explored. Due to their fundamentally different characteristics from

meshes, accurately capturing and simulating indirect illumination

on them in real time presents significant difficulties.

Recently, accelerated querying operations for 3D Gaussians have

emerged, such as point-cloud ray tracing [Gao et al. 2025; Moenne-

Loccoz et al. 2024]. It enables the computation of visibility, shadows,

reflections, and refractions, significantly enhancing rendering real-

ism. For 3D Gaussian models, point cloud tracing serves as a critical

foundation for advanced lighting algorithms on 3D Gaussians, mak-

ing our pipeline feasible.

In this paper, we present an efficient real-time global illumina-

tion method along with a pipeline for compound scenes containing

both 3D Gaussian objects and meshes. Specifically, we propose a

formulation based on surface Light Transport Equation (LTE) for 3D

Gaussians, and propose fast compound stochastic ray tracing and an

optimized 3D Gaussian rasterizer, solving the crucial performance

issues involving 3D Gaussians in real-time global illumination. Ad-

ditionally, we adapt and integrate several rendering techniques on

3D Gaussians, such as light grid, two-level radiance cache, reflection

lobe tracing, and denoising, into a unified real-time global illumina-

tion pipeline for 3D Gaussians.

To the best of our knowledge, our study is the first exploration on

real-time realistic rendering of dynamic 3D Gaussian scenes with

global illumination. Furthermore, our approach offers insights into

the realistic rendering of 3D Gaussian models reconstructed from

the real world, contributing to the enhanced visual fidelity of natural

scenes.

Overall, our main contributions are as follows:

• We propose a formulation based on surface LTE for light

transport on 3D Gaussians, which serves as the foundation

for real-time GI applications.

• We propose compound stochastic ray tracing and optimized

rasterization techniques to address the critical performance

challenges in real-time GI of 3D Gaussians, enabling realis-

tic rendering of indirect illumination between 3D Gaussian

models and between 3D Gaussians and meshes.

• We present a practical real-time dynamic GI pipeline for

scenes of 3D Gaussians, is able to handle dynamic scenes,

glossy materials, and complex illumination conditions with

various light settings.

2 Related Work

2.1 Real-time Global Illumination
Real-time Global Illumination has been a long-standing goal in com-

puter graphics. Classic methods include voxel cone tracking [Crassin

et al. 2011] and light propagation volumes [Kaplanyan and Dachs-

bacher 2010]. Recent advances in hardware ray tracing have led to

improved techniques with radiance caching and better sampling

strategies. Majercik et al. [2019] proposed a probe volume radiance

cache that continuously updates and responds to changes in the

scene. Meanwhile, Bitterli et al. [2020] explored spatial-temporal

sample reuse through resampled importance sampling with reser-

voirs. Later, Ouyang et al. [2021] extended this sampling and reuse

mechanism to global illumination, and Lin et al. [2022] enhanced

the underlying theories. Wright et al. [2022] and Boissé et al. [2023]

developed comprehensive GI pipelines by combining various ren-

dering, caching, and sampling techniques tailored to different types

of lighting based on their characteristics, which has become the

prevailing approach for achieving superior visuals. Recent advances

in RTGI are capable of handling dynamic scenes and producing

high-quality lighting. However, they do not support scenes with 3D

Gaussian models due to the lack of a sound light transport model, a

high-performance rasterizer and a suitable ray-tracing algorithm.

2.2 Neural Radiance Fields (NeRF) and 3DGS
NeRF [Mildenhall et al. 2021] uses an implicit differentiable multi-

layer perceptron (MLP) for volume representation and reconstruc-

tion via volume rendering. Research has focused on improving

NeRF’s scalability and efficiency [Barron et al. 2021; Müller et al.

2022], as well as decomposing lighting, extracting material prop-

erties, and enabling relighting [Bi et al. 2020; Boss et al. 2021; Jin

et al. 2023]. However, NeRF-based 3D representations require time-

consuming volume rendering, unavailable for real-time applications.

3DGS [Kerbl et al. 2023] offering real-time performance by represent-

ing 3D geometry as varying Gaussian distributions, with outgoing

radiance specified as spherical harmonics and rendered using the

EWA splatting algorithm [Zwicker et al. 2002] with rasterization.

3DGS has inspired numerous advancements, including improve-

ments in forward and backward efficiency [Feng et al. 2024; Wang

et al. 2024], support for large-scale scenes [Liu et al. 2025a; Wang

and Xu 2024], specialized materials [Liu et al. 2025b], and extended

operations on 3D Gaussian datasets [Moenne-Loccoz et al. 2024;

Yu et al. 2024]. However, by relying on static radiance inferred

from training images, 3DGS lacks physically-based light transport,

limiting its ability to handle dynamic lighting conditions or scenes.

2.3 Relighting
Relighting NeRF models has been widely studied, with efforts focus-

ing on feature integration, geometric detail recovery, and lighting-

aware decoding, achieving limited success [Bi et al. 2020; Boss et al.

2021; Jin et al. 2023; Zeng et al. 2023]. Recent advancements in 3D

Gaussians have led to several works, such as [Liang et al. 2024],

which proposed an inverse and relighting rendering framework,

and [Jiang et al. 2024; Wu et al. 2024], which explored traditional

shading models for relighting. Gao et al. [2025] introduced inverse

rendering and point cloud tracing for lighting decomposition and
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material optimization, while Bi et al. [2024] and Fan et al. [2024] de-

veloped neural network-based relighting pipelines for 3D Gaussian

models with ill-formed surfaces. Guo et al. [2024] use precomputed

radiance transfer for real-time relighting. These methods rely on

pre-training and offline processing, supporting only limited lighting

conditions like a single environment or point light. As a result, they

fail to enable real-time relighting with dynamic scenes and complex

lighting.

2.4 Shading Model and Light Transport
Prior relighting and reconstructionmethods have explored physically-

based shading models for 3D Gaussian models, such as [Gao et al.

2025; Jiang et al. 2024; Wu et al. 2024; Ye et al. 2024]. AI [2024] devel-

oped a Unreal Engine (UE) plugin integrating 3D Gaussian models

into UE’s real-time rendering pipeline, but it lacks support for com-

plex multi-bounce lighting. Chen et al. [2024] addressed offline GI

for 3D Gaussians but is limited to a narrow lighting range and treats

them as solid meshes with screen-space-only light transport. Guo

et al. [2024] proposed a transfer equation, but stayed ambiguous on

the visibility term in 3D Gaussian light transport.

There are also studies that utilize volumetric light transport for GI

with 3D Gaussian primitives, such as the linear transmittance model

[Zhou et al. 2024] and the exponential scattering media model [Con-

dor et al. 2024]. Both offer theoretical foundations for light trans-

port, inverse rendering, and GI on 3D Gaussian datasets. However,

they are offline methods that rely on computationally expensive

volumetric light transport, making them impractical for real-time

applications. Moreover, their transmittance derivations diverge from

the rasterization-based approach widely used. They can not directly

relight models from current inverse 3D Gaussian renderers.

3 Our Method
Simulating multi-bounce light transport on 3D Gaussians poses

two key challenges: formulating the Light Transport Equation that

enables real-time global illumination and addressing performance

bottlenecks in ray tracing and rasterization. In this section, we

identify the remaining obstacles to real-time global illumination for

3D Gaussian scenes and present our solutions.

3.1 Light Transport on 3D Gaussians Model
The LTE defines global illumination we’re trying to solve. To ensure

consistency with current 3D Gaussian rasterizers while maintain-

ing real-time performance, we derive a modified surface-form LTE

that is computationally more efficient than previously proposed

volumetric LTEs [Zhou et al. 2024] [Condor et al. 2024].

Excluding transmissive materials, the classical LTE on surfaces

[Kajiya 1986] is as:

𝐿𝑜 (𝑝,𝑤𝑜 ) =
𝐿𝑒 (𝑝,𝑤𝑜 )+∫
𝑆
𝑓 (𝑝,𝑤𝑖 ,𝑤𝑜 )𝐿𝑜 (𝑞,−𝑤𝑖 )𝑉 (𝑝, 𝑞)𝐺 (𝑝, 𝑞) cos𝜃d𝑞 ,

(1)

where𝑤𝑖 = ∥𝑞 − 𝑝 ∥, and the visibility term

𝑉 (𝑝, 𝑞) =
{

1; if 𝑝 ↔ 𝑞 is not occluded.

0; otherwise.

(2)

and the geometry term 𝐺 (𝑝, 𝑞) = −nq ·𝑤𝑖

|𝑝−𝑞 |2 .
In 3D Gaussian rasterization, the translucency between a pair

of spatial positions varies with splatting configurations. We select

orthographic projection and a splatting direction v = ∥𝑞 − 𝑝 ∥ to
derive the translucency.

𝑇 (𝑝, 𝑞) =
𝑁∏
𝑖=1

(1−𝐴𝑔𝑖 ,v (𝑟 ) ·
1 + sgn(𝑝 − 𝑝𝑖 , v) · sgn(𝑞 − 𝑝𝑖 , v)

2

), (3)

where 𝑝𝑖 is the center of i-th 3D Gaussian 𝑔𝑖 , and𝐴𝑔𝑖 ,v (𝑟 ) is the
opacity of the intersection produced by intersecting the splatted

i-th 3D Gaussian on direction v with ray 𝑟 = (𝑝, v).
Since the surfaces produced by splatting 3D Gaussians are not

opaque, we replace the binary visibility termEquation 2with𝑇 (𝑝, 𝑞)·
𝐴v (𝑟 ) in Equation 1, where 𝐴v (𝑟 ) is short for 𝐴𝑔𝑞 ,∥𝑞−𝑝 ∥ ((𝑝, ∥𝑞 −
𝑝 ∥)), accounting for semi-transparent surfaces. The splatted 3D

Gaussian surfaces are influenced by the splatting directions, so LTE

is expressed in terms of integration over spherical angles, giving:

𝐿𝑜 (𝑝,𝑤𝑜 ) = 𝐿𝑒 (𝑝,𝑤𝑜 ) +
∫
𝐻 2

𝑓 (𝑝,𝑤𝑖 ,𝑤𝑜 )𝐿𝑖 (𝑝,𝑤𝑖 ) cos𝜃d𝑤𝑖 , (4)

The scattering function 𝑓 (𝑝,𝑤𝑖 ,𝑤𝑜 ) and surface normal at 𝑝 should

be derived from the material attributes on the hit 3D Gaussian at

𝑝 . For direction 𝑤𝑖 , there can be multiple splatted surfaces with

non-zero contribution to incoming radiance 𝐿𝑖 (𝑝,𝑤𝑖 ), so we have
to enumerate them as:

𝐿𝑖 (𝑝,𝑤𝑖 ) =
𝑛∑︁
𝑖=1

𝑇 (𝑝, 𝑞𝑖 )𝐴v (𝑞𝑖 )𝐿𝑜 (𝑞𝑖 ,𝑤𝑖 ), (5)

where 𝑞1, ..., 𝑞𝑛 are intersections of ray (𝑝,𝑤𝑖 ) with 3D Gaussians

splatted in direction v. Along the ray traced, weighted contributions
of the intersections should be added up to produce the incident

radiance 𝐿𝑖 (𝑜, v).
For now, we have derived the LTE for pure 3D Gaussian models.

To incorporate traditional mesh-based geometries G, we simply set

𝐴v ((𝑝, v)) = 1 for any v and all 𝑝 ∈ G. With the problem formally

defined, we now focus on developing an algorithm to approximate

the solution to this equation.

3.2 Overall Pipeline
In the context of real-time GI, we adopt certain assumptions to

simplify the computation of the full LTE, as follows:

• Simplified material model: For the primary vertices along

light paths, we employ a combination of the GGX and Lamber-

tian material models. For the remaining vertices we assume a

purely Lambertian model, finding a balance between accuracy

and computational efficiency.

• Clipped light path: Light paths that exceed two bounces and
cannot be recursively accumulated on the film are discarded,

which will be discussed in subsection 4.3.

Our approach follows current RTGI pipelines using ray tracing.

Final illumination is classified into four components based on ma-

terial properties of primary vertices: emission, diffuse (direct and

indirect), and glossy reflectance, with each component rendered

separately using specialized algorithms.
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Fig. 2. Our RTGI pipeline for 3D Gaussian models. The pipeline uses light sampling from light grid and shadow ray-tracing for direct diffuse lighting. The
two-level-cache including the hash grid and screen probes maintains indirect diffuse lighting. Shading ray-tracing that queries intersection properties is used
to update the cache and render glossy reflectance.

In our pipeline (see Figure 2), we first rasterize 3D Gaussians and

meshes to generate the G-buffer, including emission maps. Then,

direct diffuse lighting is computed by sampling lights per pixel from

a dynamically constructed light grid, tracing shadow rays for visi-

bility, and spatio-temporally filtering the results. For indirect diffuse

lighting, we use a two-level radiance cache: the primary cache with

screen light probes [Wright et al. 2022] and the secondary cache

with a hash grid cache [Boissé et al. 2023], which are temporally

reused and progressively updated to reduce noise. Spherical har-

monic coefficients from the screen light probes are interpolated and

multiplied with the material BRDF for shading. Glossy reflectance

is computed by tracing rays in the reflection lobe of glossy sur-

faces, followed by spatio-temporal filtering and accumulation, using

a split-sum approximation for shading. Finally, tone mapping is

applied to the combined radiance to produce the final result. This

pipeline effectively handles various lighting types, optimizing both

performance and visual quality in dynamic scenes. More technical

details will be discussed in Section 4.

Specifically, 3D Gaussian models and meshes are rasterized al-

together to get a G-buffer, and the geometry reconstructed from

the G-buffer is the weighted average of all surfaces enumerated in

Equation 5, expressed as:

𝑞 =

𝑛∑︁
𝑖=1

𝑇 (𝑝, 𝑞𝑖 )𝐴v (𝑞𝑖 ) · 𝑞𝑖 . (6)

Using 𝐿𝑖 (𝑝,𝑤𝑖 ) ≈ (∑𝑛
𝑖=1𝑇 (𝑝, 𝑞𝑖 )𝐴v (𝑞𝑖 ))𝐿𝑜 (𝑞,𝑤𝑖 ), we further apply

a split-sum approximation [Karis and Games 2013] for the first

bounce of light paths, reducing the shading operation from multiple

evaluations to just once per screen pixel.

Despite the assumptions and simplifications outlined earlier, prior

ray-tracing-based RTGI methods remain a performance-bottleneck

due to the high computational cost of the latest 3D Gaussian ray-

tracing methods [Gao et al. 2025; Moenne-Loccoz et al. 2024] and

a

b
c

d

e
f

𝑟 = (𝑜, v)

Fig. 3. Illustration of a shading ray traced in our algorithm. Hardware ray
tracing does not guarantee a specific anyhit invocation order along the
ray; we illustrate one possible permutation of intersections. First, the GPU
reports an intersection with the proxy geometry at a, but the hit is rejected
as its opacity 𝐴v (𝑎) is lower than the random threshold 𝑥1. Then, the GPU
reports intersection d. The orange Gaussian passes the opacity test, culling
subsequent intersections (e, f ). Finally, b is accepted, culling c. As the closest
hit, b’s features are returned as the trace result.

rasterizers. To address this issue, we propose a more efficient com-

pound stochastic ray-tracing algorithm and an optimized forward-

only rasterizer.

3.3 Compound Stochastic Ray-Tracing
A crucial observation is that only unbiased estimators rather than

actual values for ray-trace results are needed. Thus, we introduce a

stochastic process to ray-tracing, trading enormous performance

with endurable noise.

Replacing the Gaussian Max-response with 𝐴v (𝑟 ) as particle re-
sponse, we adopt a modified version of the ray-tracing algorithm

from [Moenne-Loccoz et al. 2024] as our reference. Rather than

computing the exact value of Equation 5 by enumerating all possi-

ble intersections along a ray, we propose a theoretically unbiased

estimator using stochastic ray tracing.

ACM Trans. Graph., Vol. 1, No. 1, Article . Publication date: March 2025.
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Moenne-
Loccoz et al Stochastic 1.0

Stochastic 0.2
Mean

Stochastic 1.0 Ref Ours 1.0 Ours 0.2

1.0 x

4.39 x

6.65 x

12.96 ms

2.95 ms

1.95 ms

Fig. 4. Ray-traced hit feature (albedo) from Moenne-Loccoz et al. [2024]
and our stochastic ray tracing, respectively. 𝐴v (𝑟 ) in stochastic ray tracing
is replaced with Gaussian Max-response for consistency. The initial random
value is scaled by 1 or 0.2. We visualize the mean of the unscaled stochastic
ray-trace result across multiple frames, which can be identical to Moenne-
Loccoz et al. [2024]. We also show the performance gain in ray throughput.

We use stretched polyhedral proxy geometries to bound Gaussians
and build an acceleration structure for hardware ray-tracing, con-

sistent with the reference algorithm. While intersection orders may

differ from classical rasterization, empirical results show that the

introduced error is negligible for shadow rays, and endurable for

shading rays thank to the denoising in our two-level-cache.

Shadow Rays determine whether a ray segment intersects with

the scene. A ray 𝑟 = (o, v) with origin o and direction v is dispatched.
When an anyhit shader is invoked on a Gaussian proxy geometry

with unspecified order, the hit’s particle response𝐴v (𝑟 ) is evaluated
and compared to a random number x between 0 and 1. If the hit

response 𝐴v (𝑟 ) is less than x, tracing continues; otherwise, the

intersection is confirmed. This process enables early termination

on high-opacity Gaussian surfaces, reducing computational costs.

Property: 𝐸 (𝑏) = 1−𝑇 (𝑟 ), where𝑏 is the expectation for the shadow
ray tracing result (1 for occluded), and 𝑇 (𝑟 ) is the ray translucency

to which the reference algorithm evaluates.

We provide the proof in the supplementary. The above property

makes our stochastic shadow ray tracing a competent estimator

for the fraction of non-occluded radiance transported along a ray

segment. It is useful in Monte-Carlo-based direct lighting algorithm.

Shading Rays are the rays querying intersection properties for

shading purposes. Different from shadow rays, we enable the clos-
esthit shader. Thus, the closest real hit is reported as the authentic

hit. Features like material properties are extracted from the hit 3D

Gaussian as the tracing result. We show an example of the tracing

process in Figure 3.

Property: The expectation for the ray-traced hit’s features equals

the ray-traced result from the reference algorithm.

Proof. In essence, our algorithm is equivalent to the following

process in terms of tracing outcomes:

• Gather all hit Gaussians along the ray.

• Accept each hit by its evaluated opacity 𝐴v,𝑔 (𝑟 ) as a proba-
bility. Otherwise, reject the hit.

• Return the feature of the closest hit among all accepted hits.

Thus, for a hit 𝑥𝑖 to end up being accepted and selected as the final

hit 𝑦 for the result, the probability is

𝑃 (𝑦 = 𝑥𝑖 ) = 𝐴𝑔𝑖 ,v (𝑟 ) ·
𝑖−1∏
𝑗=1

(1 −𝐴𝑔𝑗 ,v (𝑟 )), (7)

where 𝑥1, ..., 𝑥𝑖−1 are the hits closer to the ray origin than 𝑥𝑖 in

near-to-far order, and 𝑔1, ..., 𝑔𝑖 are the corresponding 3D Gaussians.

Note that 𝑃 (𝑦 = 𝑥𝑖 ) = 𝐴𝑔𝑖 ,v (𝑟 ) ∗𝑇𝑖−1 where𝑇𝑖−1 is the accumulated

transparency till (𝑖 − 1)-th Gaussian.

Enumerating all hits, the expectation of the feature 𝑓 returned

from the above process is

𝐸 (𝑦) = Σ𝑛𝑖=1𝑃 (𝑦 = 𝑥𝑖 ) 𝑓𝑖 = Σ𝑛𝑖=1𝐴𝑔𝑖 ,v (𝑟 ) ·𝑇𝑖−1 𝑓𝑖 , (8)

where 𝑓𝑖 is the feature value of the 𝑖-th Gaussian. The expectation

is exactly the rendering target of the reference algorithm. □

By biasing accept probabilities, we can further accelerate the trac-

ing process at the expense of unbiasedness. However, we find this

trade-off worthwhile, given the significant performance gains. To

balance bias and efficiency, we scale the initial random numbers in

our tracing algorithm within a range of 0 to 1. Figure 4 compares

our results with the baseline [Moenne-Loccoz et al. 2024], and il-

lustrates the impact of the scaling factor. We observe a significant

performance gain at the cost of introducing noise. Meanwhile, the

per-pixel mean of our ray-trace results is identical to the baseline.

Estimating Incoming Radiance using stochastic ray tracing is

done by simply averaging the shading results of multiple shading

ray hits of the same ray. Assume that we have an estimator of

the outgoing radiance E(𝐿𝑜 (𝑞𝑖 )) = 𝐿𝑜 (𝑞𝑖 ). By picking a random

intersection 𝑞 𝑗 enumerated in Equation 5, a 1-sample Monte-Carlo

estimation for 𝐿𝑖 (𝑝,𝑤𝑖 ) can be written as

𝐿𝑖 =
𝑇 (𝑝, 𝑞 𝑗 )𝐴v (𝑞 𝑗 )𝐿𝑜 (𝑞 𝑗 )

𝑃 (𝑞 𝑗 )
. (9)

From Equation 7, we found

𝑃 (𝑞 𝑗 ) = 𝐴𝑔𝑚,v (𝑟 ) ·
𝑚−1∏
𝑖=1

(1 −𝐴𝑔𝑖 ,v (𝑟 )), (10)

with 𝑔1, ..., 𝑔𝑚 as the 3D Gaussians hit along the ray by ascending

order and𝑔𝑚 the Gaussian producing hit𝑞 𝑗 . The above can simply be

written as 𝑃 (𝑞 𝑗 ) = 𝑇 (𝑝, 𝑞 𝑗 )𝐴v (𝑞 𝑗 ). Substituting it into the original

estimation, we cancel out the terms in numerator and denominator,

producing 𝐿𝑖 = 𝐿𝑜 (𝑞 𝑗 ) where 𝑞 𝑗 is a hit our unbiased stochastic ray-
tracing algorithm produced. Thus, for the n-sample Monte-Carlo

estimator, we can simply average the results from shading the hits

returned by our tracing algorithm to get an unbiased estimator

of 𝐿𝑖 (𝑝,𝑤𝑖 ). This becomes useful when updating the screen probe

cache later described in subsection 4.3.

Compound Tracing: Following Lumen [Wright et al. 2022], rays

start from directly visible surfaces using cheap screen-space tracing

on the Hi-Z buffer, stopping at intersections or occlusions. The

remaining segment is traced using stochastic ray-tracing. Screen-

space tracing hits are sometimes biased evaluating Equation 5. We

strip uncertain screen-space hits, making it more of an optimization

to fast-forward away from dense geometries near ray origins.
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Fig. 5. At each frame, 2D hexagons are generated from 3D Gaussians for
hardware rasterization, aligned with their projected distributions. Depth val-
ues (𝐷𝑥 , 𝐷𝑦, 𝐷𝑐 ) are extracted from the 3DGaussianMax-response positions
along camera rays and stored as vertex attributes for hardware interpolation.

Fig. 6. Reconstructed normals of the flat underside of a 3D Gaussian model
from depths rendered with constant Gaussian depths (left) and our approach
(right). We mitigate the artifacts at the edges of hexagons, by using linear
gradients for depths on each hexagon instead of constants.

3.4 Optimized 3D Gaussian Rasterization
Recent works accelerate 3D Gaussian rasterization via SM occu-

pancy, memory optimization, and Gaussian culling [Feng et al. 2024;

Wang et al. 2024]. Unlike software rasterization compromising for

differentiability, our forward-only renderer leverages hardware ras-

terization for efficiency.

3DGaussians in the view-frustum are squashed into 2-dimensional

hexagons, whose orientations and scales are determined by the

eigenvalues and eigenvectors of the projectedGaussian’s 2-dimensional

covariance. Hexagons are hardware-rasterized in a far-to-near order.

To compensate for the edge cutoffs of the hexagon, instead of using

a constant depth for all pixels of a Gaussian, we assume the depth

of a 3D Gaussian projection on the camera film is a linear gradient

approximating the Gaussian Max-response plane from the camera

viewpoint. Gaussian Max-response distance from Moenne-Loccoz

et al. [2024] is used as depths at the edges of the hexagons, as de-

scribed in Figure 5. The depth values are later hardware interpolated

and blended into the final G-buffer. We empirically find the biased

trick helpful. Figure 6 shows the improvement by displaying the

reconstructed normals from depth gradients. Our approach provides

smoother surfaces.

To correct rare cases of normal inaccuracy, our rasterizer recovers

fallback normals with depth gradient. A trivial heuristic is employed

to tell and replace bad rasterized normals with fallback normals.

4 Technical Detail and Implementation

4.1 G-Buffer
Hardware rasterization generates the G-buffer. First, meshes are

rasterized to create a depth texture. Then, 3D Gaussians undergo

depth testing against the mesh depth, with blending enabled to ac-

cumulate fragments into a separate G-buffer. The two G-buffers are

then merged by opacity, reconstructing the geometric and material

properties of directly visible weighted-mean surfaces 𝑞. Emission is

also rendered during rasterization.

4.2 Direct Illumination
Direct lighting is rendered with a simple Monte-Carlo method based

on light sampling and ray tracing. For each frame, lights are injected

into a cascaded light grid centering at the camera with A-Res algo-

rithm Efraimidis and Spirakis [2006], with weights from a heuristic

estimating their contribution to grid geometries. Later, lights are

sampled at a per-pixel level. We find the lights within the same

grid cell, spawn one candidate sample per light, and sample from

them with weights equal to their contributions to the pixel. Finally,

one shadow ray for the final light sample is traced to estimate the

fraction of radiance arriving at the pixel, multiplying into the overall

estimator. A spatio-temporal filter is applied to suppress the noise

from 1-sample Monte-Carlo for stable diffuse direct illumination.

4.3 Two-level Radiance Cache and Indirect Diffuse
The two-level radiance cache is a combination of the adopted screen

probe cache [Wright et al. 2022] as the primary cache, and amodified

version of hash grid cache [Boissé et al. 2023] as the secondary cache.

The cache suppresses noise produced by stochastic ray-tracing and

produces indirect illumination.

Screen Probes act as the primary radiance cache, storing incident

radiance (excluding emission) at primary vertices. They are placed

in a grid on the camera film and snapped to scene surfaces using G-

buffer depth. Each probe captures hemispherical incoming radiance,

with importance-sampled shading rays traced per frame for update.

Probes are spatially filtered, temporally reused, and interpolated

via spherical harmonics for screen pixel radiance distribution. Final

shading results undergo temporal denoising for stability.

For pixels with no valid adjacent probes, they fallback to reuse

lighting from nearby similar pixels.

HashGridCache is the secondary radiance cache for our pipeline.
World-space outgoing radiance queries are identified as 2-component

key vectors (position and view direction), quantized, hashed, and

mapped to tiles in a hash table. Each tile is further subdivided and

mapped to 2D cells based on the view direction’s major axis as

shown in Figure 2, optimizing storage and enabling spatial filter-

ing. Each frame, the shading rays allocated for screen probe update

produce hits in the scene. The pipeline evaluates direct lighting for

the hits using 1-sample Monte-Carlo, and accumulates results into

cache cells. Quantization of key vectors naturally handles radiance

caching on ambiguous 3D Gaussian surfaces.

Indirect Diffuse Lighting: The pipeline resolves radiance from
the previous frame’s film for outgoing radiance queries, and fallbacks

to the secondary cache upon failure. Thus, only light paths that

are no longer than 2 bounces or can recursively accumulate on the
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Fig. 7. Comparison between R3DG [Gao et al. 2025] and ours on various benchmarks, under environment lights. Each pair shows R3DG’s offline relighting
result (left) and our real-time rendering (right). Our method achieves an average PSNR of 32.87 and SSIM of 0.94, maintaining consistency with R3DG.

camera film are rendered. Thus, we spare efforts to maintain indirect

lighting for the secondary cache.

4.4 Glossy Reflectance
The pipeline renders a ray-traced detailed reflection texture for

surfaces with low roughness by sampling the glossy lobe in 1/2

the resolution, with a spatial filter for denoising. For surfaces with

higher roughnesses, a coarse reflection is approximated via sampling

diffuse direct lighting and adjacent screen probe texels in the reflec-

tion direction. Based on surface roughness, the detailed and coarse

reflection is blended and supplied to the split-sum approximation

[Karis and Games 2013] for glossy rendering after denoising.

5 Experiment and Evaluation
We conducted all the tests on a workstation equipped with RTX3090

GPU (24G VRAM). We test the consistency of our approach with

the baseline. Moreover, we validate our approach through a series

of experiments (dynamic scenes with diverse light settings), with

all results captured from our renderer running at more than 40 fps.

5.1 Consistency Validation
We use the training method from Relightable 3D Gaussians (R3DG)

[Gao et al. 2025] to produce Gaussian models. By using the same

set of optimized Gaussian models and 384 samples for R3DG as

they suggested in their code base, we compare the rendering results

produced by R3DG and our approach. In the single 3D Gaussian

model relighting results under environment lights presented in

Figure 7, we achieved consistency with R3DG. While minor artifacts

occur around small occlusions and reflections due to the screen

probe cache’s spatial granularity and the split-sum approximation

for glossy rendering, our approach maintains high visual quality

comparable to R3DG, with high PSNR and SSIM values.

R3DG only supports environment light in relighting. When re-

lighting grouped 3D Gaussian models, inter-model multi-bounce

global illumination effects become noticeable. Unlike R3DG, which

cannot render these complex lighting effects, our approach fully sup-

ports them. As all subsequent experiments involve multiple models

and complex light settings beyond environment light, comparisons

with R3DG are no longer included.

5.2 Various Evaluations

5.2.1 Various lighting conditions and material setting. We demon-

strate our approach under various lighting conditions with many

types of light sources (environment, directional, area), with different

materials, and across multiple scenes, highlighting the real-time GI

capabilities of our pipeline.

For various lighting conditions, we present results for each light

type individually while dynamically adjusting lighting parameters

in Figure 8. Our approach effectively renders multiple dynamic

lights. Area lights produce soft shadows. Strong directional lights

illuminate different Armadillos, scattering diffuse indirect lighting

on the walls and other Armadillos.

For materials, we show the illumination produced by alternating

material properties of 3D Gaussians dynamically in Figure 9. Mate-

rial parameters are alternated in our application in real time. Our

approach successfully approximates the appearances of 3D Gaussian

models with different colors and roughesses. Figure 15 shows the

GI effect that combines different materials and all types of lighting.

To further validate our approach, we test it on the more complex

teaser scene, showcasing relighting results under dynamically ad-

justed scene parameters in Figure 10. We freely modify the camera

parameters, object transforms and scales, material properties, and

lighting conditions. Our approach consistently delivers high-quality

global illumination across all settings.

We examine indirect illumination solely coming from light bounc-

ing between 3D Gaussians, which can be hard to perceive without

deliberate scene design, as shown in Figure 11. Additionally, we

demonstrate mutual indirect light transport between 3D Gaussians

(Armadillo) and a mesh (Dragon) in Figure 12. We observe that the

Dragon model receives indirect lighting from the Armadillo, giv-

ing it a slight green tint, while the Armadillo, in turn, is indirectly

lit by the Dragon, resulting in a subtle orange hue. These results

highlight our approach’s ability to accurately capture indirect illu-

mination transporting between 3D Gaussians and traditional mesh,

seamlessly integrating them altogether in global illumination.

5.2.2 Dynamic Scene. By updating the scene lighting progressively,
our approach handles dynamic scene changes without offline pre-

computation. Each figure in Figure 10 is generated in our application

by dynamically adjusting scene parameters in real time, including

object transformations, insertion/removal, as well as variations in
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Directional Light Area Lights Environment Light All

Fig. 8. First row: Relighting a single Armadillo with different lights. Second row: Relighting Armadillos with different area lights. Third row: Relighting
Armadillos with different directional lights. All the lighting changes and relighting are completed dynamically in our application in real-time.

material properties and lighting. We provide a video in the sup-

plements showing real-time navigating though the scene, and live

editing of the object transformations, materials, and lights.

5.3 Performance
We analyze our pipeline’s performance using the complex teaser

scene, containing 1.57 million 3D Gaussian primitives inside the

view frustum, as shown in Figure 1. Our approach achieves an aver-

age frame rate of 43 at 1920x1088 resolution with identical camera

settings that are used to render the teaser. We plot the time con-

sumption of different types of shaders and different lighting effects,

as shown in Figure 13. For simple scenarios such as single object

relighting, we can reach 200+ fps at a resolution of 1280x720, which

is shown in the supplemented video. Surprisingly, 3D Gaussian ras-

terization is the main performance bottleneck, scaling linearly with

total fragment byte size. Ray-tracing cost grows with model size

but in a sub-linear rate. Its cost remains minor compared to that of

rasterization. Other computational costs stay largely constant.

6 Conclusion, Limitation, and Future Work
In this paper, we define the global illumination problem for 3D Gaus-

sians with a modified surface LTE, and present a RTGI approach for

dynamic scenes and lighting settings, without pre-computations. By

demonstrating the pipeline, we extend the capabilities of 3D Gauss-

ian rendering, showcasing the feasibility of RTGI for 3D Gaussians.

Additionally, we provide empirical insights into optimizing RTGI

for 3D Gaussians and mitigating existing challenges. Our study can

serve as a valuable bridge between the rendering and vision com-

munities, enhancing the visual fidelity of scenes derived from the

real world. This work may lay the foundation for more realistic

rendering techniques that leverage 3D Gaussian models and scenes,

offering an alternative to traditional scene representations.

Our approach has several limitations, which we aim to address

in future work. First, it relies on well-formed 3D Gaussian mod-

els and strong assumptions. When these assumptions break down

or partially fail, as seen in Figure 14, noticeable lighting artifacts

occur. Therefore, improving geometry accuracy for 3D Gaussian

models remains a research topic. Second, as analyzed and shown

in Figure 13, rasterization is a major performance bottleneck, with

overdraw being the key limiting factor. Rendering 3DGS models

heavily loads the GPU’s output merging and blending units, lead-

ing to drastic performance downgrades. Minimizing overdraw is

essential for efficiency. Third, our pipeline supports only a limited

range of materials, assuming 3D Gaussian surfaces are well-formed.

RTGI for transmissive materials and irregular surfaces remains un-

explored. Notably, the 3D Gaussian reconstruction of translucent

or transparent objects is a significant challenge in the field of com-

puter vision. Additionally, glossy reflectance from our pipeline may

exhibit flickering. It’s noticeable in the supplementary video, which

could be mitigated with improved temporal anti-aliasing.
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Fig. 13. Time consumption of various shaders and lighting effects with
single frame. Mesh rasterization (less than 0.1 ms) is excluded. Covariance
matrix computation and depth sorting for 3D Gaussians are classified as
compute or misc workloads.

Fig. 14. A failure case on 3D Gaussians with complex and non-precise re-
constructed geometries. The sparse screen probes fail to cover and shade all
pixels due to misleading and low-quality reconstructed surfaces, ultimately
darkening the output (right) compared to R3DG (left).

Fig. 15. Three 3D Gaussian Armadillos with roughness variation. The blue
glossy object (left) is lit by skylight through a wall opening, while the green
and rough one (right) is illuminated by multiple area lights. Our RTGI can
handle diffuse and glossy materials under various light settings.
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Property: 𝐸 (𝑏) = 1−𝑇 (𝑟 ), where𝑏 is the expectation for the shadow
ray tracing result, and 𝑇 (𝑟 ) is the ray translucency the reference

algorithm evaluates to.

Proof. For the reference algorithm modified from [Moenne-

Loccoz et al. 2024], the ray translucency 𝑇 (𝑟 ) = ∏
𝑔∈G (1 −𝐴𝑔,v (𝑟 ))

where 𝐺 stands for the set of 3D Gaussians whose proxy geome-

try the ray intersects with. For our algorithm, the probability of

accepting a hit upon intersecting the proxy geometry of a Gaussian

is 𝐴v,𝑔 (𝑟 ).
The discrete probability 𝐸 (𝑏 = 0) for the entire shadow ray re-

jecting all hits, is

∏
𝑔∈G (1 − 𝐴v,𝑔 (𝑟 )) = 𝑇 (𝑟 ), which is exactly the

ray translucency the reference algorithm evaluates to. Thus, for the

expectation of 𝑏, we have: E(𝑏) = 1 × 𝐸 (𝑏 = 1) + 0 × 𝐸 (𝑏 = 0) =
(1 − 𝐸 (𝑏 = 0)) = 1 −𝑇 (𝑟 ). □

In Figure 16, we show the lighting decomposition for a single

3D Gaussian model under the Cornell Box lighting, illustrating our

pipeline’s classification approach.
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