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Figure 1. Schematic of the stationary camera imaging system for NeRF-based point cloud reconstruction in high-throughput plant
phenotyping. In this setup, each plant is conveyed to a rotating turntable marked against a matte black background. Over a full 30-second
rotation, a tripod-mounted stationary camera captures high-resolution images that serve as input for NeRF techniques to generate 3D
reconstructions. This streamlined approach eliminates the need for complex moving-camera rigs, aligning with the objectives of efficient,
scalable agricultural imaging. The right shows different PCD reconstruction using the stationary camera. (a) Apricot, (b) Banana, (c) Bell

pepper, (d) Maize ear, (e) Crassula ovata, and (f) Haworthia sp..

Abstract

This paper presents a NeRF-based framework for point
cloud (PCD) reconstruction, specifically designed for in-
door high-throughput plant phenotyping facilities. Tradi-
tional NeRF-based reconstruction methods require cameras
to move around stationary objects, but this approach is im-
practical for high-throughput environments where objects
are rapidly imaged while moving on conveyors or rotating
pedestals. To address this limitation, we develop a variant
of NeRF-based PCD reconstruction that uses a single sta-
tionary camera to capture images as the object rotates on a
pedestal. Our workflow comprises COLMAP-based pose es-
timation, a straightforward pose transformation to simulate
camera movement, and subsequent standard NeRF training.
A defined Region of Interest (ROI) excludes irrelevant scene
data, enabling the generation of high-resolution point clouds
(10M points). Experimental results demonstrate excellent re-

construction fidelity, with precision-recall analyses yielding
an F-score close to 100.00 across all evaluated plant objects.
Although pose estimation remains computationally inten-
sive with a stationary camera setup, overall training and
reconstruction times are competitive, validating the method’s
feasibility for practical high-throughput indoor phenotyping
applications. Our findings indicate that high-quality NeRF-
based 3D reconstructions are achievable using a stationary
camera, eliminating the need for complex camera motion or
costly imaging equipment. This approach is especially ben-
eficial when employing expensive and delicate instruments,
such as hyperspectral cameras, for 3D plant phenotyping.
Future work will focus on optimizing pose estimation tech-
niques and further streamlining the methodology to facilitate
seamless integration into automated, high-throughput 3D
phenotyping pipelines.



1. Introduction

Accurate characterization of plant phenotypes is crucial for
improving crop yield, resilience, and sustainability in agri-
culture [3, 18]. Advanced 3D phenotyping techniques en-
able precise measurement of critical traits, including plant
architecture, leaf angles, and biomass allocation, signifi-
cantly impacting yield prediction and environmental adapt-
ability [12, 13, 30, 31]. Given the growing global need for
sustainable agriculture, robust and scalable 3D phenotyping
methods are indispensable for advancing crop improvement
and breeding programs.

Conventional approaches to 3D phenotyping primarily
involve photogrammetry techniques such as structure-from-
motion (SfM) and multi-view stereo (MVS)[5, 8], as well as
terrestrial laser scanning (TLS)[23]. Although these meth-
ods provide detailed structural data and have been effectively
applied across various crops [16, 19], they present several
practical limitations, including high equipment costs, man-
ual labor, and significant computational demands [1, 29].
Additionally, their scalability and capacity to capture minute
structural details in dynamic agricultural scenarios are lim-
ited [22, 25].

Recent advancements in artificial intelligence (Al), par-
ticularly Neural Radiance Fields (NeRF), have opened new
avenues for detailed and scalable 3D reconstruction [24].
NeREF utilizes deep learning to implicitly represent volu-
metric scenes, synthesizing photorealistic views from mul-
tiple 2D images without explicit geometric constraints. Its
resolution-invariant representation offers advantages in cap-
turing intricate plant features compared to traditional meth-
ods [6, 10, 27]. Al-based NeRF approaches thus present
significant potential for rapid, cost-effective, and accurate
3D plant phenotyping.

However, conventional NeRF implementations require
cameras to move around stationary objects to capture multi-
ple viewpoints, presenting significant logistical challenges
in high-throughput indoor phenotyping environments. High-
throughput indoor phenotyping has become increasingly
widespread and is now a standard method to rapidly evalu-
ate plants and agricultural products in breeding, plant sci-
ence, and agricultural production applications. Facilities
routinely rely on automated conveyors and rotating pedestals
to quickly image large numbers of plants, ensuring efficient
data collection, consistency, and operational throughput. In
this context, a limitation of current high-throughput 3D
NeRF based phenotyping methods is their dependence on
manual or mechanically-assisted camera movement. Most
phenotyping systems currently in use require either manual
camera rotation or mechanical platforms to capture images
from multiple viewpoints, introducing operational inefficien-
cies. These approaches increase labor and operational costs
and restrict data collection frequency, throughput, and scala-
bility, particularly in high-throughput scenarios common in

agricultural breeding and research facilities. In such environ-
ments, stationary camera setups are essential for maintaining
workflow efficiency, uniformity, and reproducibility. Con-
sequently, traditional moving-camera NeRF approaches are
impractical for these standardized indoor phenotyping sce-
narios, highlighting the need for alternative methods specifi-
cally tailored to stationary imaging setups.

Moreover, other high-end imaging solutions, such as Li-
DAR scanners and multi-camera setups, involve prohibitive
upfront investments and high maintenance costs, making
them impractical for widespread adoption. Frequent recali-
bration, complex operational requirements, and limited ca-
pacity for continuous monitoring further reduce their suit-
ability, especially in indoor phenotyping facilities where
rapid and consistent data acquisition is critical. Additionally,
these imaging techniques often encounter challenges related
to data consistency and quality. Variations in lighting con-
ditions, occlusions caused by complex plant structures, and
motion blur resulting from mechanical movements degrade
the quality and reliability of the resulting 3D reconstructions.
Overcoming these challenges by eliminating the reliance
on camera movement while maintaining high-quality and
consistent data acquisition would significantly enhance the
efficiency and effectiveness of agricultural 3D phenotyping
systems.

To address these limitations, this paper presents a
stationary-camera-based NeRF framework explicitly devel-
oped for indoor high-throughput phenotyping. Our approach
integrates COLMAP-based pose estimation and a simple
pose transformation to simulate camera movement, enabling
standard NeRF training using stationary-camera data. We
demonstrate the effectiveness and scalability of our method,
achieving high-fidelity point cloud reconstructions with near-
perfect precision-recall metrics. Our primary contributions
include: (1) a novel stationary-camera NeRF reconstruction
pipeline designed specifically for high-throughput indoor
phenotyping, (2) extensive experimental validation demon-
strating reconstruction fidelity, and (3) evidence of compu-
tational feasibility, paving the way for seamless integration
into automated phenotyping workflows.

2. Background

Recent advances in neural implicit representations have
significantly improved 3D reconstruction from 2D im-
ages across various domains. In agriculture, NeRF-based
methods have been explored using diverse camera setups
[2, 15, 17, 32]. For example, Hu et al. [15] demonstrated
high-fidelity reconstructions of plants in both indoor and out-
door orchards with a moving camera, while Wu et al. [32]
utilized a rotating camera rig to capture multi-angle videos
in indoor settings. Gao et al. [11] further contributed by
employing a fixed multi-camera system for reconstructing
indoor objects under controlled conditions.
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Figure 2. Workflow of the NeRF-based 3D reconstruction pipeline. The process consists of three main steps: (A) Dataset Acquisition, where
the experimental environment is set up, and multi-view image data is collected using a stationary camera; (B) Data Preprocessing, involving
Keyframe extracion, pose estimation and camera calibration to ensure geometric consistency; and (C) NeRF-Based PCD, where a NeRF
model is trained for scene representation, followed by PCD Reconstruction, Alignment, and Refinement to generate high-quality 3D point
clouds. This structured approach improves the accuracy and scalability of 3D reconstruction for phenotyping and other agricultural vision

applications.

Despite these achievements, fixed, stationary cameras
remain relatively underexplored for NeRF-based recon-
struction. Traditional photogrammetric techniques—such
as voxel carving from silhouettes captured by fixed cam-
eras—offer a foundation [10, 14, 33], but standard NeRF ap-
proaches struggle with varying illumination in static scenes.
To address these challenges, several recent works have pro-
posed alternative strategies. For instance, EventNeRF [26]
leverages event-based cameras to enhance reconstruction un-
der rapid motion and low-light conditions. SII-NeRF Scans
employs structured illumination to achieve high-quality re-
sults, although its reliance on a large, controlled scanning
environment limits its portability. Additionally, research on
unposed turntable images has shown promise in reducing the
dependency on computationally intensive pose estimations
[20], thereby streamlining data acquisition. Moreover, Hy-
perspectral Neural Radiance Fields [4] introduces a station-
ary hyperspectral camera system that captures rich geometric,
radiometric, and spectral details, a capability especially valu-
able for applications demanding precise color and spectral
resolution.

Building on these advances, our work proposes a three-
channel approach tailored for agricultural applications. Our
goal is to develop a method that is robust, low-cost, and
high-throughput by optimizing image resolution, reducing
the number of required images, and ensuring accurate color
representation. This approach minimizes setup constraints
while delivering high-fidelity 3D reconstructions, making it
ideally suited for real-world agricultural scenarios.

3. Methodology

Figure 2 lays out our workflow. We describe each step in
detail below.

3.1. Experimental Setup

The experimental setup (Figure 3) was designed to capture
video data using an iPhone 13 mini under two different
conditions: one where the object was placed on a rotating
turntable while the camera remained stationary and another
(our baseline, standard NeRF approach) where the object
remained fixed while the camera moved around it to capture
different perspectives. The latter served as the ground truth
for evaluating the quality of PCD reconstruction.

To ensure stability and consistency, the iPhone 13 mini
was mounted on a tripod and positioned orthogonally to
the object. As shown in Figure 3, the camera screen was
adjusted to frame the object and ArUco markers, ensuring
proper alignment while minimizing unwanted elements. A
black matte fabric background was used to enhance object
segmentation and eliminate visual distractions. The setup
was placed on a vibration-free surface with adequate clear-
ance between the object and the background to maintain
uniform imaging conditions.

For pose estimation and structured scene reconstruction,
5x%5 ArUco markers were generated using the ArUco Mark-
ers Generator (https://chev.me/arucogen/). The markers were
positioned in two configurations: six markers were attached
to a 3D-printed blue cylinder (diameter = 0.09 m, height
= 0.07 m), which was designed using Onshape (a cloud
SaaS CAD solution) and fabricated with an Ultimaker S5
3D printer. The cylinder was designed to fit into a sphere
in CloudCompare for scaling, ensuring accurate dimension
matching in the reconstruction process. Additionally, eight
markers were placed on a circular paper mounted on the
turntable for pose estimation and structured scene reconstruc-
tion. These markers provided feature points for COLMAP,
enabling accurate camera extrinsic computation.

A ping pong ball (radius = 0.04 m) was included in the
scene for metric scale calibration, measured using a digital
caliper to ensure accurate dimension scaling.
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Figure 3. Experimental setup. (A) Overall setup, where a stationary camera (iPhone 13 Mini) records a rotating object (green bell pepper)
placed on a turntable against a black matte fabric to minimize background noise and improve segmentation. (B) Close-up of the turntable
and object, highlighting the elevated platform and ArUco markers used for pose estimation and structured scene reconstruction. (C) ArUco
markers for pose estimation, where different types of markers are used for feature matching in COLMAP to compute camera poses. (D)
Scale calibration, where a ping pong ball (radius = 0.04 m) is measured with a caliper to ensure accurate scaling in the reconstructed point
cloud data (PCD). This setup enables precise alignment between the stationary camera’s PCD measurements and the rotating camera’s

ground-truth data for quantitative evaluation.

3.2. Data Acquisition

The dataset included six objects of varying shapes, and ge-
ometric complexities: apricot, paprika, banana, maize ear
(corn cob), and two potted plants, Haworthia sp., and Cras-
sula ovata. Each object was placed individually on a motor-
ized turntable rotating at a constant speed to ensure uniform
coverage. Each video was recorded for 30 seconds at 4K
resolution (3840x2160) at 30 fps using HEVC (Main 10,
BT.2020 color space) encoding, preserving high dynamic
range fidelity. In the stationary camera with rotating object
configuration, the turntable maintained a constant speed to
ensure complete object coverage. In the stationary object
with moving camera configuration (our baseline compari-
son), the camera was manually moved around the object to
capture multiple viewpoints. Each imaging protocol was
repeated three times, and the highest-quality recording was
selected for analysis.

This controlled experimental design ensured alignment
between stationary-camera PCDs and ground-truth PCDs
generated from the moving-camera recordings. The inte-
gration of ArUco markers for pose estimation and a known-
scale reference object provided a reproducible and structured
framework for evaluating PCD reconstruction accuracy.

3.3. Data Preprocessing

The data preprocessing pipeline consisted of (1) keyframe
extraction, (2) pose estimation, and (3) camera calibration to
ensure accurate point cloud reconstruction.

The recorded video was converted into frames at 4 frames
per second (FPS) using FFmpeg to balance computational
efficiency and feature tracking accuracy. The extracted im-
ages were stored in a structured dataset directory for subse-
quent processing. The optimal frame rate for capturing slow,
structured motion, such as a rotating camera, is typically
4-5 FPS, as it captures sufficient detail while minimizing
redundancy [7]. This frame rate is particularly effective for
scenarios involving predictable and gradual motion, such
as object or camera rotations, where smooth motion can
be maintained without requiring excessive frame rates that
introduce unnecessary data overhead.

Motivated by prior findings that 4-5 FPS is typically
sufficient for structured motion [7], we adopted a top-down
strategy for frame rate selection in Algorithm 1. Starting
from 5 FPS, we progressively evaluated lower frame rates
to determine the minimal rate that still achieved complete
image registration in COLMAP. For each candidate FPS, we
measured the number of registered images and selected the



Algorithm 1 SELECTOPTIMALFPS: Find Minimum FPS
with 100% Registration

Algorithm 2 Custom Pose Estimation and Preprocessing
Pipeline

Require: Raw video file )V, candidate frame rates
fps_list
Ensure: Optimal frame rate £ps
Initialize: fpsqy < None, min_frames < oo
for each fpsin fps_list do
Extract frames at fps using f fmpeg
Run COLMAP: feature extraction, matching, SfM
Count registered images: Nie,
Count total extracted frames: Nfames
if Nreg = Nframes @nd Nframes < min_frames then
fpsey ¢ fps
min_frames < Nfames
end if
end for
return £ps,y

lowest FPS that yielded 100% registration while minimizing
the total number of extracted frames. This approach avoids
unnecessary redundancy and ensures data efficiency without
compromising reconstruction quality.

3.4. Feature Extraction and Pose Estimation

After image extraction, COLMAP was employed for fea-
ture extraction and pose estimation in Algorithm 2. Feature
extraction was performed using COLMAP’s SIFT feature
extractor with GPU acceleration enabled to improve com-
putational efficiency. Sequential matching was applied to
establish correspondences between frames, ensuring tempo-
ral consistency. Unlike exhaustive matching, which checks
all possible image pairs, sequential matching assumes an or-
dered sequence of frames, making it ideal for smooth, linear
camera motion while significantly reducing computational
complexity [9].

The Structure-from-Motion (SfM) pipeline was executed
using the COLMAP mapper with 64 CPU threads for optimal
performance, as the standard COLMAP SfM pipeline runs
exclusively on the CPU (COLMAP 3.12.0). This step ac-
counted for the longest processing time in the preprocessing
workflow. Although the system supported up to 128 threads,
increasing the thread count beyond 64 did not significantly
improve processing speed. In fact, the shortest execution
time was observed with 64 threads, while 96 and 128 threads
yielded similar results. Thus, 64 threads were selected as the
preferred configuration. The sparse point cloud was evalu-
ated based on reprojection error, with a target threshold of
below 1.0 px [21]. A bundle adjustment step was applied
to optimize intrinsic and extrinsic parameters, refining the
camera poses (COLMAP 3.12.0).

We estimated camera poses using COLMAP, which out-
puts world-to-camera transformation matrices T, € R4*x4,

Require: Raw video file VV in . MOV format
Ensure: Camera-to-world pose matrices {TSL} and pro-
cessed image data for NeRF
1: Frame Extraction:
fPSsgp ¢ SELECTOPTIMALFPS(V)
Extract frames {I;} from V using fps,, via
ffmpeg
2: COLMAP Database Initialization:
Create empty database for feature storage
3: Feature Extraction:
Use SIFT with GPU acceleration to extract local
features from each I;
4: Feature Matching:
Perform sequential matching to match features be-
tween consecutive frames
5: Structure-from-Motion (SfM):
Run COLMAP’s mapper to:
Estimate camera poses {T%}
Reconstruct sparse 3D point cloud
6: Bundle Adjustment:
Refine intrinsic and extrinsic parameters to minimize
reprojection error
7: Pose Conversion and Dataset Generation:
Use ns—process—data from Nerfstudio to:
Parse COLMAP outputs

Invert poses: Tgl = (Tﬁi},)

Export processed dataset in NeRF-compatible for-
mat )
return Camera-to-world poses {TEf,Z} and image

frames {I,}

Each pose matrix consists of a rotation matrix R € R3*3
and a translation vector t € R?, such that:
R t
Tew = {0 1]

To align with NeRF-based pipelines, which expect
camera-to-world transformations T ., we applied the in-
verse of the COLMAP pose matrices:

_ RT -R't
Tue = Tow = [ 0 1 }

To streamline the preprocessing pipeline, we leveraged
the pose conversion functionality in Nerfstudio [28], which
parses the COLMAP outputs and performs the necessary in-
version to produce camera-to-world transformations suitable
for NeRF-based neural rendering.

This simple preprocessing workflow produces data (poses
and images) that convert stationary camera (with rotating



object) format into an equivalent moving camera (with sta-
tionary object) format that fits into conventional NeRF recon-
struction pipelines (camera poses and optimized calibration
parameters).

3.5. NeRF-Based PCD Reconstruction

Neural Radiance Fields (NeRFs) have transformed 3D re-
construction by generating high-quality volumetric models
directly from 2D images. Rather than relying on traditional
mesh-based methods, NeRFs represent a scene as a continu-
ous function over spatial coordinates (z, y, z) and viewing
directions. A neural network is trained to predict color and
density at every point, effectively capturing the interplay
of light within the scene. In our approach, camera poses
obtained from COLMAP using a stationary camera are the
inputs during training. Once optimized, the network can
synthesize novel views and produce precise 3D reconstruc-
tions, offering a robust alternative to conventional multi-view
stereo techniques.

We utilized Nerfstudio to train a NeRF model on the pre-
processed dataset. The training was conducted using ns-train
nerfacto, with normal predictions enabled to enhance sur-
face detail. The model was trained using GPU acceleration.
The trained NeRF model was then used to generate a high-
resolution 3D point cloud. A Region of Interest (ROI) was
defined to remove extraneous data, ensuring the retention of
only relevant structures. A 10M-point cloud was exported
with outlier removal enabled to improve data quality, as
illustrated in Figure 1(right).

3.6. Metric Calibration

Since NeRF inherently produces a normalized coordinate
system, it is necessary to rescale the point cloud to recover
the original size of the object. In CloudCompare, metric cali-
bration was achieved by scaling the model using a ping-pong
ball with a known radius (0.04 m). This calibration step guar-
antees that the NeRF-based point cloud accurately reflects
the object’s true physical dimensions, allowing subsequent
geometric phenotyping. Following metric calibration, the
plant region of interest was segmented from the surrounding
data and cleaned using Statistical Outlier Removal (SOR)
filtering to minimize noise. This preprocessing step ensured
that only the pertinent objects are kept for downstream anal-
ysis.

3.7. Ground Truth Alignment

We consider the point cloud data constructed using standard
NeRF approaches (i.e. moving camera and stationary object)
as our ground truth. The rescaled point clouds — PCD from
the stationary camera, and the PCD from the moving camera
— are aligned using the Iterative Closest Point (ICP) algorithm,
refining the global registration between the stationary camera
NeRF-based reconstruction and the reference measurements.

The final aligned point cloud is exported for further accuracy
evaluation.

3.8. Evaluation Metrics

Following ground truth alignment, the quality of the recon-
structed point clouds is quantitatively assessed using pre-
cision and recall metrics. In these equations, the set of
stationary-camera NeRF reconstructed points is denoted as
Psc and the set of ground truth points (from standard, moving
camera NeRF) as Pgt. Precision is defined as the ratio of re-
constructed points that are within a threshold distance e from
any ground truth point to the total number of reconstructed
points, as shown below:

_ [z € Psc | minyepy ||z — y|| < ¢}

Precision(e) Psc|

Similarly, recall is the ratio of ground truth points that
have a corresponding reconstructed point within the thresh-
old distance to the total number of ground truth points:

€ Pat | mingepg ||y — | <
Recall(e) = [{y € Pg mm|P€Pt|C ly — z|| < e}
g

These metrics [2] offer a systematic framework for evalu-
ating the spatial accuracy of the NeRF-based reconstruction,
ensuring that both the inclusion of relevant details and the
exclusion of extraneous data are effectively measured.

4. Results and Discussion

Experimental Overview: The experimental results
demonstrate that the proposed stationary camera setup can
produce high-quality PCD reconstructions, as illustrated
in Figure 1(right). The reconstructed models closely align
with the ground-truth PCD obtained using the rotating cam-
era setup. The primary evaluation metrics included precision-
recall analysis (Figure 4) and computation time comparisons
for pose estimation, training, and reconstruction (Table 1).

Precision-Recall Analysis: As shown in Figure 4,
precision-recall analysis was conducted to evaluate recon-
struction accuracy across varying threshold values. The
F-score for all tested objects reached 100.00, indicating high
reconstruction fidelity. The precision (red) and recall (blue)
curves across different thresholds demonstrate that the pro-
posed method effectively captures fine structural details. The
optimal threshold (¢) values, marked by the black dashed
lines, varied slightly among objects, with values ranging
from ¢ = 0.0059m (Maize ear) for simple structures to
€ = 0.018m (Crassula ovata) for complex geometries, con-
firming the model’s adaptability across diverse structures.
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Figure 4. Precision-Recall Analysis for different objects based on varying threshold values. Each plot illustrates the relationship between
precision (red) and recall (blue) across different thresholds, with the optimal threshold (¢) marked by a black dashed line. The F-score for
all objects is 100.00, indicating high reconstruction accuracy. The subfigures represent (A) Apricot (¢ = 0.0110), (B) Banana (¢ = 0.0154),
(C) Bell pepper (e = 0.0059), (D) Maize ear (¢ = 0.0122), (E) Crassula ovata (¢ = 0.0160), and (F) Haworthia sp. (¢ = 0.0188). This
comparison evaluates reconstruction accuracy by analyzing precision and recall behavior at various threshold levels.

These results validate that the stationary camera setup
achieves robust and accurate 3D reconstructions, compara-
ble to those obtained using a rotating camera setup. The
combination of high F-scores and precise alignment further
supports the effectiveness of the proposed method in captur-
ing detailed object structures with minimal reconstruction
error.

Computation Time Analysis: Computation time analysis
revealed that data preprocessing was slower for the stationary
camera (SC) setup compared to ground truth (GT), primarily
due to the increased time required for pose estimation and
feature extraction. As shown in Table I, the largest gap
was observed for apricot (27m16.4s for SC vs. 4m41.6s for
GT), highlighting the computational burden associated with
pose estimation in a stationary camera setting. However, for
NeREF training, the differences were relatively small, with
SC generally being faster than GT. The largest training time
difference was observed in Haworthia sp. (16m58.0s for SC
vs. 35m3.8s for GT), showing a difference of approximately
18 minutes in SC.

The PCD reconstruction times between SC and GT were
comparable, with differences of only a few minutes across

all datasets. The largest discrepancy occurred in Crassula
ovata (5m57.6s for SC vs. 5m3.5s for GT), showing a 54.1s
difference, while banana exhibited the smallest difference
(3m54.9s for SC vs. 4m57.8s for GT). These results suggest
that although pose estimation is computationally intensive in
SC, the overall workflow remains feasible and competitive
in terms of training and reconstruction efficiency.

Implications: The experimental results confirm that
NeRF-based PCD reconstruction using a stationary camera
setup is both computationally feasible and highly accurate.
Although pose estimation remains the primary computational
bottleneck, the overall pipeline offers competitive training
times and high reconstruction quality, as validated by the
precision-recall analysis. These findings demonstrate that
high-fidelity 3D reconstructions can be achieved without
requiring complex mechanical setups, making the approach
well-suited for scalable agricultural imaging applications.



Table 1. Computation Times for Data Preprocessing, Training, and

PCD Reconstruction across different datasets (apricot, banana, corncob,

bell pepper, Crassula ovata, and Haworthia sp.). Data preprocessing time is significantly higher for the stationary camera (SC) setup
compared to the ground-truth (GT) setup, with the largest difference observed for apricot (27m16.4s vs. 4m41.6s). Training times are
generally longer for GT than SC, but the difference remains small, with a maximum gap of 18m14.7s in Haworthia sp.. PCD reconstruction
times remain comparable between SC and GT, with differences of only a few minutes across all datasets. The experiments were conducted
using the Nova computing cluster with an A100 GPU, 16 CPU cores, and 80 GB of allocated memory.

Dataset Data Preprocessing ‘ Training ‘ PCD Reconstruction
GT sc | ar sc | ar sC
Apricot 4m41.6s 27ml6.4s | 32m4.ls 23ml4.4s | Smd.4s 4m32.0s
Banana 4m34.8s 11m58.3s | 34m0.2s  32m8.4s 4m57.8s  3m54.9s
Maize Ear 6m2.6s  13m27.1s | 33m4.8s  33m4.7s 4m32.9s  3m32.3s
Bell Pepper 5m33.6s  14m489s | 33m8.5s  33m2.7s | 4m39.43s  3m37.9s
Crassula ovata 4m16.5s 11m45.5s | 22m33.5s 22m36.8s 5m3.1s 5m57.6s
Haworthia sp.  4m54.0s  11m45.0s | 35m3.8s  16m58.0s 5m3.0s 5m57.0s

5. Conclusions

This paper introduces a NeRF-based point cloud (PCD) re-
construction framework explicitly designed for indoor high-
throughput plant phenotyping environments. Traditional
NeRF methods require cameras to move around stationary
objects, a process incompatible with automated indoor phe-
notyping facilities that routinely employ stationary cameras
alongside rotating pedestals or conveyors. To overcome
this limitation, we develop a stationary-camera-based NeRF
approach that simulates camera motion through a straight-
forward pose transformation after COLMAP-based pose
estimation, facilitating standard NeRF training.

Our experimental validation demonstrated that this
method achieves high-fidelity 3D reconstructions, yielding
precision-recall F-scores approaching 100% across various
agriculturally relevant objects. Despite the computational
time associated with pose estimation in stationary setups,
our framework showed competitive overall reconstruction
times, highlighting its practical feasibility for integration
into automated phenotyping workflows.

Key contributions of our work include: (1) introducing a
stationary-camera NeRF-based pipeline tailored explicitly
for high-throughput indoor phenotyping, (2) providing ex-
perimental evidence supporting reconstruction fidelity and
consistency, and (3) establishing the computational practical-
ity of this approach, even when using high-resolution image
data.

This work has direct relevance for plant science research,
breeding programs, and agricultural production, particularly
when employing expensive or fragile imaging instruments
such as hyperspectral cameras. By eliminating the need
for complex camera rigs and costly imaging hardware, our
method simplifies high-throughput phenotyping infrastruc-
ture, reducing both operational complexity and expenses.

Future research directions will involve optimizing pose es-
timation processes to further reduce computational demands,
exploring the method’s adaptability to a broader range of
plant species and phenotyping scenarios, and integrating
multimodal imaging data such as RGB and hyperspectral
imaging.
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