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Figure 1. Beginning with a single image, users can freely adjust the viewpoint and interactively control the generation of a 3D scene, each
interaction requiring only 0.72 seconds.

Abstract

Interactive 3D generation is gaining momentum and captur-
ing extensive attention for its potential to create immersive
virtual experiences. However, a critical challenge in cur-
rent 3D generation technologies lies in achieving real-time

*These authors contributed equally to this work. �Corresponding au-
thors: Zheng Zhu, zhengzhu@ieee.org, Wenjun Mei, mei@pku.edu.cn.

interactivity. To address this issue, we introduce Wonder-
Turbo, the first real-time interactive 3D scene generation
framework capable of generating novel perspectives of 3D
scenes within 0.72 seconds. Specifically, WonderTurbo ac-
celerates both geometric and appearance modeling in 3D
scene generation. In terms of geometry, we propose Step-
Splat, an innovative method that constructs efficient 3D
geometric representations through dynamic updates, each
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taking only 0.26 seconds. Additionally, we design Quick-
Depth, a lightweight depth completion module that provides
consistent depth input for StepSplat, further enhancing ge-
ometric accuracy. For appearance modeling, we develop
FastPaint, a 2-steps diffusion model tailored for instant in-
painting, which focuses on maintaining spatial appearance
consistency. Experimental results demonstrate that Won-
derTurbo achieves a remarkable 15× speedup compared to
baseline methods, while preserving excellent spatial consis-
tency and delivering high-quality output.

1. Introduction
The online generation of 3D from a single image [64, 65],
which involves instant creation and updating of 3D scenes,
has attracted significant attention. Compared with offline
generation methods [10, 21, 30, 32, 34, 66], which generate
a fixed 3D scene based on user texts and input images, on-
line generation allows users to interactively create and edit
3D content, enhancing creation efficiency and flexibility.

Despite these advantages, existing online 3D scene gen-
eration methods [64, 65] still face significant challenges,
primarily due to the low inference efficiency. This effi-
ciency bottleneck largely stems from the time-consuming
processes of optimizing geometric details and generat-
ing or refining new view appearances. Specifically, 3D
scene representation methods like 3D Gaussian Splattings
(3DGS) [23] require iterative training to update new geome-
tries, while appearance refinement is based on diffusion-
based image inpainting models [37] that require extensive
inference steps, further increasing computational overhead.
For example, the current fastest online 3D generation ap-
proach, WonderWorld [64], takes nearly 10 seconds to up-
date a single 3D view, which falls short of real-time per-
formance expectations. Although some works [33, 40, 45–
47, 72, 72] on generating novel views from a single image
improve in speed, these methods only support generating
views within small viewpoint changes.

In this paper, we present WonderTurbo, a novel frame-
work designed for real-time interactive 3D scene genera-
tion. To address the critical challenges of inference effi-
ciency, we optimize both geometric representation and ap-
pearance modeling. For geometric optimization, we intro-
duce StepSplat, a scalable method that accelerates 3D scene
expansion in 0.26 seconds. Unlike conventional 3DGS
methods [23, 32, 55, 60, 69] that rely on iterative training
to update 3D representations, StepSplat leverages insights
from recent feed-forward approaches [7, 8, 52, 54] to per-
form direct inference 3DGS. Moreover, StepSplat extends
the feed-forward paradigm to interactive 3D geometric rep-
resentation, ensuring consistency across dynamic viewpoint
changes. This is achieved through the maintenance of a fea-
ture memory module, which adaptively constructs cost vol-

umes as the viewpoint changes. Meanwhile, to further en-
hance depth coherence, we incorporate a lightweight depth
completion module, QuickDepth, to provide a consistent
depth prior for StepSplat to construct the cost volume. On
the appearance front, we propose FastPaint, a highly effi-
cient method for real-time appearance refinement. In con-
trast to traditional diffusion-based inpainting methods [37],
which require dozens of inference steps to refine appear-
ance modeling, FastPaint achieves comparable results with
only 2 inference steps while preserving spatial appearance
consistency.

We present the results of various camera setups, includ-
ing a panoramic camera path and two casual walking cam-
era paths as shown in Fig. 1. The results demonstrate that
WonderTurbo can accurately generate 3D scenes based on
user-provided text while maintaining high consistency. Fur-
thermore, our model achieves leading performance in CLIP-
based metrics [35, 49] and user study win rates, while sig-
nificantly boosting speed, achieving a 15× acceleration.

The main contributions of this paper are summarized as
follows:

• We present WonderTurbo, the first real-time (inference
cost: 0.72 seconds) 3D scene generation method that al-
lows users to interactively create diverse and cohesively
connected scenes.

• For geometric efficiency optimization, the proposed Step-
Splat extends feed-forward paradigm to interactive 3D
geometric representation, accelerating the expansion of
3D scenes within 0.26 seconds. Besides, QuickDepth is
introduced to ensure depth consistency during viewpoint
changes. For appearance modeling efficiency, we present
FastPaint for image inpainting with only 2-steps infer-
ence.

• We perform comprehensive experiments to validate that
WonderTurbo, while achieving a 15× acceleration, sur-
passes other methods in generating high-quality 3D
scenes, both in geometry and appearance.

2. Related Work

2.1. Offline 3D Scene Generation from Single Image
Offline 3D scene generation from a single image [2, 10,
15, 21, 25, 30, 34, 59, 66] has been explored by vari-
ous methods, which generally involve generating multiple
views or panoramas of a scene and subsequently trans-
forming them into a 3D representation. Approaches such
as Text2Room [21] and LucidDreamer [10] begin with a
single input image and a user’s textual description, gen-
erate multiple images of the scene, and then employ 3D
optimization to refine the scene and create a more accu-
rate and consistent 3D representation. Meanwhile, Won-
derland [26] predicts 3DGS in a feed-forward manner by
constructing 3D reconstruction models based on a video
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diffusion model’s latent space. In contrast, methods such
as GenEx [30], Pano2Room [34], and Dreamscene360 [71]
synthesize coherent panoramas by leveraging pretrained
text-to-panorama diffusion models [16, 62], which are then
elevated to 3D, ultimately producing explorable 3D worlds.
However, these methods typically operate offline, prevent-
ing user interaction during the generation process. Further-
more, once the scene is generated, modifying or adjusting
the layout or content becomes challenging.

2.2. Online 3D Scene Generation from Single Image
Some researches have focused on the online interactive gen-
eration of 3D scenes, which only requires an image to gen-
erate a new 3D scene and specify its content. WonderJour-
ney [65] employs an LLM [4, 5, 20, 57] to generate scene
descriptions, a text-driven pipeline for coherent 3D scene
generation, and a vision-language model (VLM) [1, 24] for
result verification, while allowing users to adjust text and
control the generation of new 3D scenes. However, this pro-
cess takes several minutes, making it unsuitable for inter-
active use. WonderWorld [64] reduces reconstruction time
using Fast LAyered Gaussian Surfels (FLAGS) and gener-
ates geometrically consistent scenes with guided diffusion-
based depth estimation, but still requires about 10 seconds
per scene. In contrast, WonderTurbo achieves the genera-
tion of diverse scenes within 0.72 seconds through acceler-
ations both in geometric and appearance modeling, meeting
the needs for real-time interaction.

2.3. 3D Scene Representations
3DGS [23] has attracted significant attention, for its high
efficiency and photorealistic rendering. However, a ma-
jor limitation of traditional 3DGS-based methods [32, 50,
56, 60] is the need for per-scene optimization, which can
be time-consuming. 2D Gaussian Splatting [22] addresses
this by projecting 3DGS onto a 2D plane, allowing faster
rendering while maintaining geometric accuracy. Addition-
ally, WonderWorld [64] introduces FLAGS, which employs
a multi-layered representation and geometry-based initial-
ization to reduce the need for per-scene optimization.

However, these methods still require significant compu-
tational time. Therefore, recent work [7–9, 42, 52, 54, 61]
has explored using feed-forward networks to predict 3D ge-
ometry from images. PixelSplat [7] predicts 3DGS distri-
butions by learning from paired images and MVSplat [8]
leverages multi-view correspondence information through
the construction of a cost volume. These methods are not
suitable for generating interactive 3D scenes, especially for
scenarios with gradually increasing views. Moreover, their
reliance on unsupervised depth estimation leads to poor
generalization.

Recent explorations [51, 52, 54] have attempted to ad-
dress these challenges. FreeSplat [52] reconstructs long

sequence inputs by constructing an adaptive cost volume
between adjacent views and aggregating features through
multi-scale structures. However, it lacks depth supervision
and does not address the requirement for handling a grad-
ually increasing number of views. DepthSplat [54] inte-
grates monocular depth estimation priors [58] into the feed-
forward process, but its generalization capability remains
limited, and it does not meet the needs of gradually increas-
ing views.

3. Method
3.1. Overall Framework of WonderTurbo
Interactive 3D scene generation [64, 65] is constrained by
computational efficiency due to the time-consuming geom-
etry and appearance modeling. WonderWorld [64] intro-
duces FLAGS to accelerate geometric modeling. However,
it still requires hundreds of iterations to optimize the ge-
ometry representation, and its appearance modeling relies
on a pretrained diffusion model [37] that needs dozens of
inference steps for inpainting. In contrast, WonderTurbo
achieves real-time interactive 3D scene generation by ac-
celerating both geometry and appearance modeling. Specif-
ically, we propose StepSplat for geometric modeling accel-
eration, which directly infers 3DGS in 0.26 seconds. Within
this framework, QuickDepth completes missing depth in-
formation in 0.24 seconds. For appearance modeling ac-
celeration, we introduce FastPaint, which completes image
inpainting in 0.22 seconds.

We present the pipeline of WonderTurbo in Fig. 2. At
the i-th iteration, given a user-specified location, FastPaint
leverages the rendered image Iirender from the current 3D
scene and a user-provided textual description to generate
a new scene appearance Iitarget. Subsequently, QuickDepth
generates depth maps Di

target using the rendered depth map
Di

render and the newly generated appearance Iitarget, ensur-
ing that the geometry of the newly generated scene aligns
with the existing 3D scene. Finally, StepSplat takes the
depth map Di

target and the new scene appearance Iitarget
as inputs, incrementally fusing Gi

local into the global repre-
sentation Gi

global. In the following sections, we delve into
the details of StepSplat, QuickDepth and FastPaint.

3.2. StepSplat
To accelerate the modeling of appearance, we introduce
StepSplat. As shown in Fig. 3, StepSplat takes as input the
pose P i, image Iitarget, and corresponding depth Di

target

from QuickDepth, and first uses backbone to extract both
the matching features F i

m and image features F i
e . Then, it

queries the feature memory for nearby views’ matching fea-
tures to construct cost volumes. Then, cost volumes is con-
catenated with F i

e to predict Gaussian parameters. Mean-
while, we leverage consistent input depth from QuickDepth

3



Incremental Fusion

Render FastPaint QuickDepth StepSplat

Gglobal
i Glocal

i

0.22s 0.24s 0.26s

Irender
i & Drender

i Itarget
i Dtarget

i

StepSplat

Itarget
'Drender

'

FastPaint
0.22s

Render QuickDepth
0.24s 0.26s

Gglobal
i+1

Drender
i+1 I+,-./+i+1

Figure 2. The pipeline of WonderTurbo. As the user moves the real-time rendering camera and inputs the text, the rendered image and
depth map are then processed by FastPaint and QuickDepth to generate coherent geometry and appearance. Finally, StepSplat performs
incremental fusion based on the outputs of FastPaint and QuickDepth.
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Figure 3. The structure of StepSplat.

as a geometric priority to construct the cost volume, which
ensures the accuracy of Gaussian centers. Finally, an incre-
mental fusion strategy merges newly generated Gi

local from
the current view into the Gi

global, ensuring continuous and
consistent 3D representation.
Feature Memory. We introduce the feature memory to
store the matching features of previous views, which are
used to build the late cost volume. Given the input images
Iitarget and P i, we first feed them into backbone to extract
image features F i

e and matching features F i
m. Then, we

construct a tuple (P i, F i
m) that is updated into the feature

memory. To accelerate inference, we adapt RepVGG [13]
as the backbone.
Depth Guided Cost Volume. For constructing the cost vol-
ume for the current view, we adaptively select Nv neighbor-
ing views from the feature memory and use the input depth
from QuickDepth for the depth candidates of the cost vol-
ume. To achieve this, we first compute the distance between
P i and all stored poses {Pn}i−1

n=1 in the Feature Memory:

d(Pn, P i) = ∥Pn − P i∥2, (1)

where ∥ · ∥2 represents the L2 norm. From these distances,
we select the Nv closest poses to the current pose and ex-
tract their corresponding matching features from Memory
as {(P tn , F tn

m )}Nv
n=1, where each tn corresponds to one of

the Nv closest poses.
For ensuring consistent 3D representation, inspired by

Multi-View Stereo [17, 39, 51], we use Di
target to guide

the construction of the cost volume. Specifically, Nd depth
candidates {ds}Nd

s=1 are uniformly sampled from R as:

R = {d | (1− a) ·Di
target ≤ d ≤ (1 + a) ·Di

target}, (2)

where a is the offset value used to adjust the depth candi-
date range. Then, each neighboring view’s matching feature
F tn
m is warped to the candidate depth ds planes of the cur-

rent view using the plane-sweep stereo algorithm [11], the
feature warping is formulated as:

F tn→i
ds

=W(F tn
m , P i, P tn , ds), (3)

whereW denotes the differentiable warping operation. We
then compute the normalized dot-product correlation be-
tween the current view’s feature F i

m and each warped neigh-
boring feature F in→i

ds
, and average the correlation maps

from all neighboring views:

Si =

[
1

Nv

Nv∑
n=1

F i
m · F

tn→i
ds

]Nd

s=1

, (4)

where Nd is the number of candidate depths, and the cor-
relation maps from each depth are stacked to form the cost
volume Si. Meanwhile, an additional 2D U-Net [38] is used
to further refine and upsample the cost volume. We normal-
ize the cost volume Si and perform a weighted average of
all depth candidates to obtain the predicted depth map d̂:
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d̂ = softmax(Si) · d. (5)

After obtaining the depth predictions, the depth values
are unprojected as the center of the 3DGS. The cost volume
and image feature are then decoded to obtain other Gaussian
parameters, similar to MVSplat [8].
Incremental Fusion. To reduce the redundancy of Gaus-
sians, we achieve the incremental fusion by updating Gi

local

to Gi+1
global using a depth constraint. Specifically, given

Gi
local with a 2D coordinate [xlocal, ylocal] and depth dlocal,

we project all global Gaussians {µj
global}Kj=1 from Gi

global

onto the current pixel coordinate system using the camera
projection matrix Pi:[

xg
j , y

g
j , d

g
j

]⊤
= Piµj

global, (6)

We then construct a candidate set of global Gaussians pro-
jected to the same discrete pixel location via:

Sglobal =
{
j
∣∣ ⌊xg

j ⌋ = xlocal ∧ ⌊ygj ⌋ = ylocal
}
. (7)

To enforce geometric continuity, we prune conflicting
Gaussians from Sglobal that violate the depth consistency
constraint. The Gaussians to be pruned are those in C, de-
fined as:

C =
{
j ∈ Sglobal

∣∣ |dlocal − dgj | < δ · dlocal
}
, (8)

where δ controls the depth tolerance. The global model is
then updated by selectively merging the valid local Gaus-
sians, which are those not included in C, into the existing
global model, as shown by:

Gi+1
global ← Gi

global ∪
(
Gi

local \ C
)
. (9)

Training of StepSplat. Traditional 3DGS feed-forward
methods [7, 8, 28, 52] struggle to meet the demands of
interactive 3D scene generation. This is partly due to
the limited diversity of datasets, which focus on specific
scenes such as autonomous driving [6, 44] or indoor en-
vironments [12, 43]. Additionally, there is a significant gap
between the viewpoint variations in these datasets and the
requirements of interactive 3D scene generation. To ad-
dress this challenge, we creat a dataset utilizing 3D gener-
ation models [10, 21, 34, 64, 65] with simulated viewpoint
changes for the purpose of training StepSplat, which is de-
tailed in Section. 3.5. During training, we randomly select
an image sequence and feed these images into the model
one by one to generate a global Gaussian representation.
This representation is then used to render images from novel
viewpoints, with the RGB images serving as supervision.

3.3. QuickDepth
In the field of depth completion, existing methods [18, 27–
29, 58] have made notable advancements. However, these

Preatrained 3D Scene 
Generation Models

 Render under Different Trajectory 

Images

Depths

Trajrctory1 Trajrctory2
Interactive 3D Generation Dataset

...

... ...

...

Figure 4. The process of constructing the interactive 3D generation
dataset.

methods are generally designed for sparse depth comple-
tion and face challenges in completing depth for regions
that lack any depth information, a critical requirement for
interactive 3D scene generation. To address this, Won-
derWorld [64] introduces a training-free guided depth dif-
fusion method, but it requires over 3 seconds per depth
map. Invisible Stitch [14] trains a depth completion model
through teacher distillation and self-training due to the lack
of ground-truth data. However, its training data are lim-
ited, leading to a decline in performance in some scenar-
ios. We introduce QuickDepth, a lightweight depth comple-
tion model trained on our constructed dataset for interactive
3D scene generation, with strong generalization capabili-
ties, performing well across a wide range of scenarios.

To adapt QuickDepth to interactive 3D scene genera-
tion, we construct a dataset comprising diverse scenes, in-
cluding indoor and outdoor environments, and scenes from
comics and artworks (detailed in Section 3.5). Instead of
using random masks or projections to simulate the mask
in interactive 3D scene generation [14], we design a series
of camera trajectories that are more aligned with interac-
tive 3D scene generation. Specifically, we design camera
poses {T1, . . . , Tn} and obtain frames {I1, . . . , In} along
with their corresponding depth maps {D1, . . . , Dn} from
the dataset. We then utilize the geometric relationships
between adjacent frames. More precisely, for each frame
Ij (j ∈ [1, n]), we project the depth map of the previous
frame Dj−1 into the coordinate system of Ij using the rela-
tive pose Tj−1→j . This process produces incomplete depth
D′

j−1→j and binary validity mask Mj−1→j , where invalid
pixels indicate regions that require depth completion.

During training, we construct inputs by either masking
the target frame’s ground truth depth Dj entirely or select-
ing a warped depth-mask pair (D′

j−1→j ,Mj−1→j). Mean-
while, QuickDepth is initialized with a light pre-trained
depth estimation model [3] and takes as input the target
frame’s RGB image, the incomplete depth map and the bi-
nary mask. It then predicts the full depth, where the predic-
tion is supervised by the target’s ground truth depth through
a L1 loss.
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3.4. FastPaint
In 3D scene generation, image inpainting [31, 48, 63, 67]
is crucial for modeling 3D appearance. Some methods,
like Pano2Room [34], generate panoramic images from a
single input but struggle to place content at user-specified
locations. Others, such as WonderJourney [65] and Won-
derWorld [64], use Stable Diffusion-based fine-tuned in-
painting models [37]. However, during fine-tuning, the in-
painting regions differ significantly from those in 3D scene
generation, requiring a separate model to verify generated
content for each instance [65]. Moreover, these diffusion
models need multiple inference steps. To address this, we
propose FastPaint, which reduces inference to 2 steps and
enhances pretrained models’ inpainting capability through
distillation and fine-tuning, making them suitable for inter-
active 3D generation.

Specifically, our approach synergistically leverages the
advantages of ODE trajectory preservation and reformula-
tion [36] to perform knowledge distillation [19] on the pre-
trained model [37], reducing the number of inference steps
required while maintaining the quality of appearance mod-
eling. To address the issue where inpainting regions in 3D
scene generation differ from those in fine-tuning, a dataset
is constructed for training FastPaint. Especially, we de-
signed camera poses to simulate the interactive 3D gener-
ation process. By obtaining depth maps and images and
using projections to acquire masks, we ensure the dataset
aligns with the specific requirements of the inpainting task
in this context. The construction of this dataset shares simi-
larities with the methodology used in StepSplat and Quick-
Depth, particularly in simulating camera trajectories to help
the models adapt to interactive 3D scene generation.

3.5. Interactive 3D Generation Dataset
Interactive 3D generation from a single image allows for
a wide variety of images with different styles to be used
as inputs. However, real-world data is often limited to a
few specific scenes, mainly in autonomous driving [6, 44]
or indoor environments [12, 43]. This limitation results in
poor generalization for current 3D generation methods [10,
34, 71]. Meanwhile, some methods [64, 65] directly use
pretrained models to construct the pipeline, which may not
be tailored for 3D interactive scene generation, resulting in
the need for a Vision-Language Model (VLM) [1, 24, 70]
to verify if the generated content matches the scene style or
textual requirements.

To overcome this limitation, we build a dataset based on
current 3D scene generation methods and train all our mod-
ules using this dataset. Specifically, we employ multiple 3D
scene generation methods [10, 21, 34, 41, 64, 65, 68, 71]
to create 3D scenes that each method excels at. Mean-
while, a VLM model [65] is used to verify whether the
generated data conforms to the defined scene. Finally, the

dataset contains over 6 million frames rendered through
simulated interactive trajectories, including rotational paths,
linear movements, and hybrid trajectories. The dataset pri-
marily covers four categories: indoor environments (32%),
urban landscapes (28%), natural terrains (25%), and styl-
ized artistic scenes (15%). When training StepSplat, we im-
pose certain restrictions on the distances between adjacent
frames as inputs for StepSplat. This is to avoid using frames
that are too close together, ensuring better alignment with
the practical application of 3D interactive generation. For
FastPaint and QuickDepth, the depth of two adjacent frames
is used to project and obtain the corresponding mask.

4. Experiments
In this section, we present our experimental setup, which in-
cludes implementation details and evaluation metrics. Sub-
sequently, both quantitative and qualitative results are pro-
vided to demonstrate the superiority of WonderTurbo in per-
formance and efficiency. Finally, we conduct ablation stud-
ies to validate the effectiveness of each module.

4.1. Experiment Setup
Baselines. In our comparative analysis, we select represen-
tative 3D generation methods, encompassing both offline
and online approaches [10, 21, 34, 64, 65, 71]. The offline
methods include LucidDreamer [10] and Text2Room [21],
which generate 3D scenes by producing multi-view im-
ages of a scene, as well as Pano2Room [34] and Dream-
Scene360 [71], which directly generate panoramic images
that are then elevated to 3D. For online 3D scene generation,
we evaluate WonderJourney [65] and WonderWorld [64].
All comparisons are conducted using the official codebases
provided by these methods.
Evaluation Metrics. To evaluate the quality of 3D scene
generation, following WonderWorld [64], we used CLIP
[35] scores (CS), CLIP [35] consistency (CC), CLIP-IQA+
[49] (CIQA), Q-Align [53], and CLIP aesthetic [35] scores
(CA) as metrics. Additionally, a user study is conducted to
gather subjective feedback on visual quality. More details
are provided in the supplementary materials.
Implementation Details. To ensure comprehensive evalu-
ation, we use input images from LucidDreamer [10], Won-
derJourney [65], and WonderWorld [64]. We generate 8
scenes for each of 4 test cases, totaling 32 scenes. Eval-
uations are conducted with a fixed panoramic camera. For
efficiency, we compare the time taken to generate scenes of
the same size within the camera’s view. More details are in
the supplementary materials.

4.2. Main Results
Generation Speed. The time cost is crucial for interactive
3D scene generation. However, despite utilizing FLAGS
for acceleration, WonderWorld [64], the fastest among the
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Figure 5. Qualitative comparisons of using a fixed panoramic camera path.

compared methods, still requires more than 10 seconds to
generate a scene as shown in Tab. 1. LucidDreamer [10]
and Text2Room [21] involve generating multiple views for
each new scene, substantially increasing the time devoted to
modeling appearance. While Pano2Room [34] and Dream-
Scene360 [71] do not generate multiple perspectives, the in-
herent delays in panoramic image generation and the neces-

sity for per-scene optimization significantly constrain their
efficiency. Notably, WonderTurbo excels in both geometry
and appearance modeling, accelerating overall time by 15×.

Quantitative Results. In Tab. 2, we compare WonderTurbo
with various 3D scene generation methods [10, 21, 34, 64,
65, 71]. The experimental results show that online 3D scene
generation methods outperform offline approaches by better
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Table 1. Time comparison of scene generation, including geom-
etry and appearance modeling, on an H20 GPU for offline and
online methods. We compare the time taken to generate scenes of
the same size within the camera’s view.

Method Geometry (s) Appearance (s) Total (s)

O
ffl

in
e LucidDreamer [10] 35.38 8.32 43.70

Text2Room [21] 34.23 7.32 41.55
Pano2Room [34] 27.91 1.47 29.38

DreamScene360 [71] 44.29 1.45 45.74

O
nl

in
e WonderJourney [65] 78.12 1.45 79.57

WonderWorld [64] 6.62 4.43 11.05
WonderTurbo 0.50 0.22 0.72

Table 2. Evaluation of novel view renderings for offline and online
methods

Method CS↑ CC↑ CIQA↑ Q-Align↑ CA↑

O
ffl

in
e LucidDreamer [10] 27.72 0.9213 0.6023 3.5439 6.8231

Text2Room [21] 24.50 0.9035 0.4910 2.6732 6.5324
Pano2Room [34] 25.67 0.8652 0.3534 2.1342 5.0367
DreamScene360 [71] 24.50 0.8435 4.6973 2.4620 6.9846

O
nl

in
e WonderJourney [65] 27.63 0.9652 0.4753 3.5276 7.0134

WonderWorld [64] 28.14 0.9654 0.6764 3.7823 7.2121
WonderTurbo 28.65 0.9732 0.6812 3.7253 7.3243

Table 3. Comparing the win rates of WonderTurbo in rendering
novel views.

Method Win Rate Method Win Rate

vs. LucidDreamer [10] 96.32% vs. Text2Room [21] 98.47%
vs. Pano2Room [34] 94.26% vs. DreamScene360 [71] 96.23%

vs. WonderJourney [65] 96.54% vs. WonderWorld [64] 69.43%

meeting user textual requirements, achieving higher CLIP
scores and improved CLIP consistency. WonderWorld [64]
surpasses all other baseline methods, leading across all met-
rics. However, even with a 15× acceleration, WonderTurbo
maintains competitive performance across all metrics com-
pared to WonderWorld [64]. Additionally, since Wonder-
Turbo is fine-tuned specifically for interactive 3D gener-
ation tasks, improvements are observed in CLIP scores,
CLIP consistency, CLIP-IQA+ and CLIP aesthetic.
User Study. Additionally, we conduct a user study to eval-
uate the quality of 3D scenes generated by various methods.
As shown in Tab. 3, the results indicate that WonderTurbo
achieves comparable performance to WonderWorld [64]
with a lower scene generation time cost and significantly
outperforms all other methods in terms of user preference.
Qualitative Results. As shown in Fig. 5, we present a
qualitative comparison between WonderTurbo and several
baseline methods using the same settings. Notably, Wonder-
Turbo delivers competitive scene generation quality while
significantly reducing generation time. In contrast, Dream-
Scene360 [71] and Pamo2Room [34] struggle with notice-
able geometric distortions and lack aesthetic appeal due
to limited generalization capabilities. Meanwhile, Lucid-
Dreamer [10] and Text2Room [21] fail to place content cor-
rectly, with some prompt details not materializing. The re-

Table 4. Ablation study results on different geometry models.

CS↑ CC↑ CIQA↑ Q-Align↑ CA↑

WonderTurbo w/ FreeSplat 27.65 0.9542 0.6460 3.1543 6.6235
WonderTurbo w/ DepthSplat 27.32 0.9675 0.6620 3.2145 6.7432
WonderTurbo w/ StepSplat 28.65 0.9732 0.6812 3.7253 7.3243

Table 5. Ablation study results on novel view renderings.

CS↑ CC↑ CIQA↑ Q-Align↑ CA↑

Ours w/o depth guided 27.72 0.9532 0.6359 3.4361 7.1734
Ours w/o incremental fusion 27.87 0.9654 0.6459 3.5431 7.2734
Ours w/o FastPaint 27.82 0.9683 0.6574 3.7146 7.2136
WonderTurbo 28.65 0.9732 0.6812 3.7253 7.3243

sults from WonderTurbo and WonderWorld [64] are closely
matched, both demonstrating strong performance.

4.3. Ablation Study
Geometry Modeling. We compare different geometry
modeling methods, including FreeSplat [52] and Depth-
Splat [54], all fine-tuned with the same settings for fairness.
As shown in Tab. 4, FreeSplat [52] and DepthSplat [28]
underperform compared to StepSplat, especially in Q-Align
and CLIP aesthetic scores, due to their reliance on unsuper-
vised depth estimation. In contrast, StepSplat uses a consis-
tent depth map to guide cost volume construction, enabling
adaptive interactive 3D scene generation.
StepSplat. We conduct ablation experiments on StepSplat
to illustrate the effect of the depth guided cost volume and
the incremental infusion. As shown in Tab. 5, the depth-
guided cost volume is key to accurate geometry model-
ing and image quality. Meanwhile, incremental fusion im-
proves performance by reducing redundant Gaussians and
avoiding floating-point issues.
FastPaint. We compare FastPaint with the pretrained in-
painting model [37]. As shown in Tab. 5, FastPaint en-
hances the capability of 3D appearance modeling, with im-
provements across various metrics.

5. Discussion and Conclusion
Despite progress in 3D scene generation from a single im-
age, efficiency remains a challenge due to time-consuming
geometry optimization and viewpoint refinement. To ad-
dress this, we propose WonderTurbo, an efficient framework
for real-time interactive 3D scene generation that acceler-
ates geometry optimization and appearance modeling. For
accelerating geometry modeling, we introduce StepSplat,
which expands 3D scenes within 0.26 seconds while main-
taining high visual quality, and QuickDepth, which provides
consistent depth priors for cost volume construction. For
appearance modeling, FastPaint is proposed to accomplish
appearance modeling with only 2 inference steps while en-
suring spatial consistency. Experiments show that Wonder-
Turbo accurately generates 3D scenes from text, outper-
forming CLIP-based metrics and user study win rates, with
a 15× speedup.
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Figure 6. Qualitative examples.

1. Implementation Details
Time cost evaluation. To effectively evaluate the generated
scenes, we compare the time required to generate scenes of
the same size. Specifically, for offline methods, we follow
the setups of LucidDreamer [10] and Text2Room [21], first
generating multiple images of new scenes and then convert-
ing them into 3D scenes according to their respective meth-
ods. For DreamScene360 [71] and Text2Room [21], we use
the Diffusion360 [16] model to generate panorama images
of the input images, which are then lifted to 3D. We com-
pute the total time for this process and compute the time
cost of generating the test scenes based on the size of the
generated and test scenes. For online methods, we directly
calculate the time required to generate a new scene.
Metrics. To evaluate the quality of 3D interactive
scene generation, we utilize several metrics: CLIP scores
(CS) [35], CLIP consistency (CC) [35], CLIP-IQA+
(CIQA) [49], Q-Align [53], and CLIP aesthetic scores
(CA) [35]. These metrics not only assess the quality of ap-
pearance modeling but also evaluate the quality of geometry
modeling, as inaccurate geometry can lead to severe distor-
tions when rendering novel views, which can significantly
impact metrics such as CLIP-IQA+ (CIQA), Q-Align, and
CLIP aesthetic scores (CA). The CLIP score (CS) mea-
sures the relevance between the scene prompt and the ren-

dered image by computing the cosine similarity between
their respective CLIP embeddings. CLIP consistency (CC)
is assessed by measuring the cosine similarity between the
CLIP embeddings of each novel view and the central view,
ensuring semantic consistency across views. CLIP-IQA+
(CIQA) is an enhanced image quality metric that combines
perceptual quality models with deep learning techniques to
evaluate attributes. Finally, the CLIP aesthetic score (CA)
captures the aesthetic quality of the image, considering ele-
ments like composition, contrast, and color harmony.

2. Qualitative results
As shown in Fig. 6, Fig. 8, and Fig. 7, we provide additional
scenes in various styles to demonstrate the superiority of
WonderTurbo.
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Figure 7. Qualitative examples.
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Figure 8. Qualitative examples.
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