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Figure 1. Our proposed approach reconstructs a neural radiance field of an underwater scene captured by a camera system with unknown,
co-moving light sources, enabling novel view synthesis (a). Additionally, it can recover the clean scene representation where neither
medium nor light cone effects are present (b) and is capable of disentangling the light cone in the scattering medium (c) and the surface

illumination (d).
Abstract

We address the challenge of constructing a consistent and
photorealistic Neural Radiance Field in inhomogeneously
illuminated, scattering environments with unknown, co-
moving light sources. While most existing works on under-
water scene representation focus on a static homogeneous
illumination, limited attention has been paid to scenarios
such as when a robot explores water deeper than a few tens
of meters, where sunlight becomes insufficient. To address
this, we propose a novel illumination field locally attached
to the camera, enabling the capture of uneven lighting ef-
fects within the viewing frustum. We combine this with
a volumetric medium representation to an overall method
that effectively handles interaction between dynamic illu-
mination field and static scattering medium. Evaluation re-
sults demonstrate the effectiveness and flexibility of our ap-
proach.

*Authors contributed equally to this work.

1. Introduction

Neural Radiance Fields (NeRFs) [4, 14], along with their
subsequent variants [7, 26], have demonstrated remarkable
capabilities in generating high-fidelity, photorealistic ren-
derings of scenes reconstructed from 2D images. Although
NeRF’s formulation is volumetric, it assumes the scene ex-
ists in a clear air environment with highly opaque objects.
Underwater environments, however, present unique chal-
lenges due to wavelength-dependent attenuation and scat-
tering. The space between objects is no longer empty but
filled with water, which absorbs and scatters light, behaving
almost like an additional object. This interaction compli-
cates the disentanglement of true objects from the medium,
making the current NeRF formulation less effective. Recent
advancements [9, 10, 27] in underwater scene representa-
tion have adapted NeRF-based methods for these situations.
Nevertheless, most approaches focus on homogeneous scat-
tering medium illuminated by a distant global light source,
such as sunlight. These methods primarily rely on the re-
vised underwater imaging formation model [1, 2], which is
largely based on the well-known fog model [ 18] for shallow



Figure 2. Autonomous underwater vehicle in 100m depth in
coastal waters. Note the illumination pattern at the seafloor as well
as the scattering (the light cone) in the water.

water scenarios, where sunlight produces nearly isotropic
veiling light, closely resembling in-air fog conditions.

The dark depths of the ocean, with little or no natural
light, cover more than half of Earth’s surface but remains
largely uncharted and unexplored. Marine robots almost
always carry their own light sources, since even in shal-
lower waters artificial light is needed for bad weather, tur-
bid waters or night time. These inhomogeneous and dy-
namic illumination sources interact with the static scattering
medium, creating strong inhomogeneous backscatter light
cones [8, 24]. We find that the state-of-the-art underwa-
ter NeRF approaches cannot easily handle images taken in
such scenarios, and only a handful of previous works par-
tially address these challenges. Relightable NeRFs [30, 34]
try to factorize illumination from a scene representation for
relighting purposes, and these methods are typically demon-
strated in synthetic environments with a single object cen-
tered in the image with a clean background, or in an ar-
tificially controlled real-world setups. DarkGS [33] tack-
les co-moving light sources in dark, in-air environments,
constructing an illumination-consistent Gaussian represen-
tation of the scene. Classical methods addressing artificial
lights in a scattering medium [5, 17, 25] typically require
prior radiometric calibration, which limits their practical us-
ability, or rely on strong assumptions about the lights.

The closest work to ours in the literature is probably [32],
which assumes a single, ideal point light source at the cam-
era center. Since practical underwater systems try to posi-
tion light sources as far from the camera as possible [13],
our work drops [32]’s restriction. Additionally, nowadays’
robots are often equipped with many adjustable and spa-
tially distributed LED spotlights that make accurate pose
measurement and explicit parameterization of all the lights
challenging. Therefore, we propose a non-parametric illu-

mination field representation that is locally attached to the
camera. By integrating the underwater imaging formula-
tion into the rendering process, we achieve a clean scene
representation, invariant to both illumination and medium
effects, as shown in Fig. 1. The entire pipeline is optimized
jointly without requiring any calibration of the light. Our
key contributions are as follows

¢ A local camera viewing frustum-based MLP to model
the inhomogeneous illumination field, which dynamically
co-moves with the camera.

* A volumetric radiance field representation capable of
managing the interaction of the co-moving light field with
the absorbing and scattering medium.

* Extensive evaluations using realistically generated syn-
thetic images (physically-based volumetric path-tracer)
and real-world datasets to validate the proposed approach.

2. Related Work

Neural Radiance Fields NeRF [14] has emerged as a
powerful tool for photorealistic view synthesis by fitting
an implicit scene representation to calibrated multi-view
images. Subsequent variations, such as Instant-NGP [16]
and Mip-NeRF [3], have improved both rendering qual-
ity and training speed. RawNeRF [15] enables High Dy-
namic Range (HDR) view synthesis through training on
dark, RAW-format input images. Capturing neither over nor
under exposed images in low-light environments with artifi-
cial lighting requires an exceptionally high dynamic range.
As aresult, we follow the techniques proposed in RawNeRF
and train our model using RAW images.

To make NeRF more robust for real-world captures,
NeRF-Wild [11] introduces image-based appearance em-
beddings and optimizes the latent space to account for im-
ages taken at different times of day under varying illumi-
nation conditions. However, our goal goes beyond build-
ing a consistent representation—we aim to restore a clean
representation by removing the effects of both lighting and
the medium. NeRFactor [34] trains a neural reflectance
field alongside BRDF, light visibility fields, and surface nor-
mals, allowing for the factorization of a clean scene repre-
sentation under a single unknown lighting condition. S3-
NeRF [29] exploits shading and shadow information to es-
timate the neural reflectance field, assuming the light po-
sition is known. DarkGS [33] is one of the few works to
address co-moving light source scenarios. Although it is
based on 3D Gaussian Splatting (3DGS), its core approach
involves learning the Radiant Intensity Distribution (RID)
of the light and the fall-off curve using MLPs. A radiomet-
ric calibration step is required to obtain this information,
along with the light pose.



Underwater Color Restoration Early works from
Preisendorfer [21] have looked into the low level physics
of light transport at an infinitesimally small volume of wa-
ter. Jaffe and McGlamery [6, 13] suggests to decompose the
underwater imaging formation process into direct signals,
forward-scatter and back-scatter components. Effectively, a
fraction of light is absorbed, while another is scattered to
another direction. Which direction the light is scattered is
governed by Volume Scattering Function (VSF), which is a
directional distribution function that varies according to the
local water composition [20].

To restore the true color of the scene from underwa-
ter photos, the image formation process needs to be in-
verted. But the full physical model is computationally ex-
pensive and difficult to invert. For a more uniform illumina-
tion scenario, Akkaynak and Treibitz [1, 2] introduce a re-
vised underwater imaging formation model, along with the
SeaThru approach which estimates the model parameters
using RGB-D data. Their approach is also later integrated
into NeRF [9, 27] and 3DGS [10]. Interestingly, Tang et
al. [27] introduce an MLP to compensate globally inhomo-
geneous light distribution within the water column.

For scenarios involving artificial lighting, Bryson et
al. [5] employ a physical model that utilizes a pre-calibrated
Gaussian light source to restore colors accurately. Nakath
et al. [17] and Song et al. [25] both present an in-situ
calibration-based approach for color restoration. The first
employs a Monte-Carlo volumetric path tracer [19] to first
optimize the light parameters and the medium-related pa-
rameters, then to restore the object’s texture. The latter
pre-calibrates a 3D grid structure, storing multiplicative and
additive factors for each grid cell that determine the pixel
color underwater. The work most similar to ours is [32],
which learns a color-restored neural reflectance field under
a single point light source located at the camera center. As-
suming the light source is co-located at the camera center
allows simple application of inverse-square and Lambert’s
cosine law. Our approach differs by imposing no restric-
tions on the light sources, including their number, position,
orientation or intensity profile. Moreover, our method is
calibration-free, learning the distribution of light intensity
in space from the data.

3. Method

Our goal is to construct a NeRF of the underlying scene
with the effects of lights and medium removed, using a col-
lection of calibrated multi-view images (e.g. obtained from
underwater SfM[23]). NeRF utilizes a multilayer percep-
tron (MLP), denoted as Fg , to learn a continuous volu-
metric radiance field within a bounded 3D volume. The
MLP takes as input a positional-encoded vector ¢pash ()
and a directional-encoded vector ¢su(d), and outputs the
density o at position x = (z,y,2) and the correspond-

ing color ¢ = (r, g,b) observed along the viewing direc-
tion d = (dy, dy, d,). Here, ¢uasn(-) denotes the encoding
function for positions and ¢sy(+) for the unit-norm viewing
directions. In this work, ¢pasn(+) is chosen as the multi-
resolution hash encoding proposed by Instant-NGP [16] and
¢su(+) is simply the Spherical-Harmonics encoding.

Next, to render the pixel color C(r(t)) of a particular
ray r(t) = o + td originating from the projection center o,
NeRF uses the volumetric ray-marching algorithm [12] in
the approximated discretized form:

N
C(’I"(t)) = ZT’Z(I — exp(—aiéi))ci (1)
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where T; = exp(— Zaj5j),
J

t is the distance to a sample and §; = ¢;4.1 —; is the distance
between two samples points. 7} denotes the accumulated
transmittance from the beginning of the ray to the current
sample position. The model is then trained by minimizing
the image reconstruction loss for all the rays:

L= Cew) - Ccerm)? 2

TeR

Images captured in dark, low light environments often show
a very high dynamic range. The fall-off characteristics of
artificial illumination, further amplified by medium attenu-
ation, necessitates varying camera shutter speeds to allow
the sensor to work in its ideal range. This further increases
the dynamic range over the dataset. Since varying shutter
speeds effectively change the sensitivity of the camera sen-
sor we either require knowledge about the exposure time of
each view or an overall consistent shutter speed. To deal
with high dynamic range and varying exposure times we
adopt the strategies outlined in RawNeRF [15]. The loss
function in Eq. 2 becomes:

Or(t) - Clr(t)
L= ~
2 ey re !

where sg(+) stands for stop-gradient, and € = 1 - 1073.

3)

3.1. Local Illumination Field Representation

In dark environments a camera is often accompanied by
a mobile light to provide the necessary illumination. The
resulting extreme brightness variation of objects in the
scene is challenging for reconstruction algorithms, because
it breaks the photometric consistency between different
views. A common approach in this scenario is to explic-
itly consider the light sources to compensate this effect.
Previous studies have demonstrated that lights can be
modeled in various forms, such as Gaussian lights, pro-
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Figure 3. An illustration of the problem setup and the architecture of our proposed approach. The global NeRF MLP Fg learns both
density and color at each ray sample in the world coordinate frame. Simultaneously, each ray sample is transformed into the local camera
coordinate frame, with surface normals derived from the predicted density field, allowing the local illumination field MLP F§ to estimate
the light intensity factor « that the sample point receives. Finally, medium-related parameters, that is the attenuation coefficient o attn,
medium color ¢med, and backscatter op,s are jointly estimated and integrated together into a underwater volume rendering formulation.

jectors with texture patterns, or lights with neural network-
predicted RID and fall-off curves [17, 32, 33]. The advan-
tage of these models is that the pixel color can be accurately
determined using ray-tracing, which is physically accurate
and effectively captures shadow effects. However, a key
limitation of these methods is the requirement for known
light numbers, models and poses. Jointly estimating all light
parameters along with the scene within a differentiable ray-
tracing framework has been shown to be challenging [17].
Consequently, a calibration step is often necessary. Addi-
tionally, ray-tracing in a volumetric medium requires accu-
rate modeling of the Volume Scattering Function.

In the co-moving light source scenario, we observe that
the cumulative illumination a surface point receives within
the camera’s viewing frustum is more critical than knowing
all the characteristics of each individual light source. This is
because the three dimensional illumination pattern remains
constant in relation to the camera (see Fig. 1). Observing
this pattern on the same scene over several views allows to
draw conclusions about the distribution of light intensity in
space and its relation to the object reflectance. Therefore,
inspired by NeRF, we propose to fit a network to the input
data to “memorize” the light intensity distribution in the lo-
cal camera frame. To this end, we employ a simple MLP
F&, that maps a positional-encoded vector ¢pash(¢), but
in the local camera coordinate frame to a light intensity fac-
tor ¢, representing the illumination received at that point.
Here, the superscripts ! and ¢ denote the light field and the
coordinate frame respectively.

However, we understand that the light intensity received
by a surface point should also depend on the local surface
normal ¢ and the incoming light direction d;, as well as

the visibility of the light source. The reflected light at this
point further depends on its material properties and spec-
tral reflectance. Consequently, the radiance ¢; emitted by a
sample point in Eq. | should be replaced by:

c; = oy(x°,ne,dp) - fr - Nis - € )

where A5 represents a binary function indicating whether
this sample is visible to the light, f,. denotes the Bidirec-
tional Reflectance Distribution Function (BRDF), and c¢;
corresponds to the reflectance (albedo), which is the same
as the original NeRF representation.

Although [34] has shown that it is feasible to learn
the BRDF and a visibility mask within the NeRF frame-
work, we choose to omit it to reduce network complexity,
given that most non-artificial materials can be reasonably
assumed to behave Lambertian underwater[5]. Moreover,
we also drop the light visibility term, as the lights are com-
monly close to the camera and shadows are cast behind ob-
jects, outside of view. Neglecting shadows admittedly lim-
its our ability to model them when present, so we acknowl-
edge this as a limitation and suggest it be addressed in future
work. Therefore, the above equation can be simplified to:

¢ =a;(xz’,n° d)) - c; 5

In our representation, we are not aware of the number, the
location or the intensity profile of the light sources. What
matters is that the relative direction of the surface normal,
within the local camera frame, remains consistent with re-
spect to the light source. We therefore drop the d; term
and provide the local surface normal ¢ as an input to the
network to let it determine the light intensity a given sam-
ple point should receive. Hence, the final local illumination



field representation is:

a = F(Prasn(x€), dsu(n®)) (6)

Representing camera pose as T, = [‘R,, | “t,]', point
x¢ and normal ¢ can be obtained via transformation:

x¢=°T,  -x* and n° =R, -n" 7

the surface normal in the world coordinate frame n" can be
determined by calculating the gradient of the predicted den-
sity field with respect to the positions [28]. We introduce
" to indicate the 3D position of a point in the world coor-
dinate frame. But if the point is a sample along the camera
viewing ray, then ¥ = r(t) = o + td.

3.2. Medium Representation

To model the effects of the medium between camera and
objects we employ a volume rendering formulation akin to
the one utilized in NeRF (Eq. 1), but adding a medium com-
ponent into it:

C(r@t) =

N . obj obj med med
T(l B e*(a";b']‘FG';ned)(si)o'i C,; +0'i C;
§ i

%
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where T; = exp(— Y (097 + o1"*%)5))

J J
J

and the original (o, ¢;) are replaced by (67, ™) to dis-
tinguish between the object and the medlum. This formu-
lation was already used in [9, 27] where they show that it
aligns with previous image formation models for fog or in
water. As suggested in [9], the rendered color of a pixel can
be decomposed into the object color (direct signal) and the
medium color (backscatter component) assumlng that ob-
ject and medium density do not intersect, i.e. 07> > gmed
if the sample is at the surface of the object and o M« gmed
if the sample is in the medium [1, 2]:

Z Cob]

+CPr(t) )

with
CP(r(t)) = TP TR0 (1 — exp(—0?™5,)) - e
Crei(r(t)) =T T3 - (1= exp(=a™3))) -
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IThe transformation matrix ®T, transforms a point in the a coordinate
frame to the b coordinate frame. Elements of projective space are written
with upright serifs, e.g. x € P3, and the Euclidean elements are written in
italics such as & € R3.

and type is one of obj, attn or bs for object, attenuation
and backscatter respectively. For attenuation and backscat-
ter this simplifies to exp (—os;) with 5; = Z;;E §; be-
cause o™ and o are considered constant over the whole
ray. Due to our formulation we can drop the view depen-
dency used in [9] and consider the medium to be constant
over the whole medium. We also do not use a medium MLP
but rather implement o***", " and ¢™° as single optimiz-

able parameters.

3.3. Final Model

Our framework is illustrated in Fig. 3. Combining Eq. (9)
with the illumination field Eq. 6 is straight forward. The
factor a; acts on both the medium and object color samples
which simplifies to:

N

C(r(t) =) ai (Cfbj(r(t)) + C?Ied(?“(t))) (10)

%

Note that this model is also applicable to in-air scenes with
co-moving light sources by simply omitting C™(7(t)).
In a medium the light is not only attenuated on its path
from the object to the camera but also prior to that, on its
way from its source to the object. The above formulation
only considers the distance from camera to object since its
the one that corresponds to the sample depth. For a single
point light source located at the camera center the observed
attenuation of the light could be modeled by simply dou-
bling the actual medium attenuation. This is because the
distance t¢ and ' of camera and light to ¢ are equal and
the attenuation over the whole path of the light becomes
exp(—o®tntl) . exp(—o?"t¢) = exp(—2 - #™1¢¢). For
any other light configuration the relation between ¢© and #!
depends on the relative poses of the co-moving light sources
to the camera and the location of . We therefore estimate
an « per color channel to allow the illumination field to rep-
resent the cumulative attenuated light received at each point
x¢ for arbitrary light configurations.

3.4. Implementation Details

Our method is implemented as an extension to the Nerfs-
tudio framework [26]. We use the Nerfacto method from
Nerfstudio as our baseline NeRF, which includes features
like proposal network sampling, multi-resolution hash en-
coding and scene contraction from [4, 16]. However, we
disable the NeRF-Wild [11] appearance embedding, which
we find to interfere with our light representation and the
camera pose optimization. As mentioned before we also
employ the strategies from RawNeRF to deal with HDR
imagery: Input data is normalized to a common exposure
level and loss is calculated on RAW data masked with the
corresponding bayer pattern for each channel. We also fol-
low in using an exponential activation function for the color
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Figure 4. Experiments on different datasets. Top two rows are in air, bottom three in water. Sets contain one, four, two, two and one
co-moving light from top to bottom. The Four Lights and Color Checker dataset are rendered, the Taunk dataset is captured by us, the
DarkGS [33] and Beyond Nerf: Underwater [32] datasets are freely available. Since we are tackling a largely unsolved problem, there are
virtually no competitor methods to compare against. We found it still instructive to present results obtained by the methods marked with
an asterisk that do not explicitly model co-moving light but are still related to our scenario in some aspects.

output of the scene MLP but use a sigmoid activation for
the illumination field. We find that our method performs
better when introducing a dataset depending scaling factor
on . Our assumption is that this allows to deal with the
different dynamic ranges on the individual sets but requires
further investigation. Lastly, we also apply an exponential
activation function to ¢™°? and a softplus one to o®*** gb®
even though they are single parameters, ensuring they re-
main within the range (0, 00) .

4. Experiments

We evaluate our proposed method on synthetic and real
datasets. Synthetic data is rendered using physically based
ray-tracer Mitsuba3 [19]. Real data is captured in RAW
using a GoPro Hero9 Black, enclosed in a dome port hous-
ing” [22] with two co-moving light sources. To make the

2The NeRF formulation of tracing back a camera ray into the scene
easily allows consideration of refraction for a camera fixed inside a hous-
ing. This involves only one-time application of Snell’s law and is much
simpler that learning complex refraction patterns such as [31]. Our ap-
proach therefore also supports refractive cameras [23] at no extra cost, but
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Figure 5. Ablation of single- and three-channel illumination field. Estimating three channels for the illumination field has is advantageous
for in medium data. It is mostly irrelevant for in-air data. To represent the received light at a certain scene point the field must be able to
model the channel dependent attenuation of the light on its way to the object.

medium effects visible in a small 1m x 2m tank, scattering
agent and dye were added to the water to mimic the effects
in clear sea water. For visualization RAW images are de-
bayered and all images are SRGB gamma corrected.

4.1. Co-Moving Light and Medium Removal

Results of applying the proposed method on different
datasets are shown in Fig. 4. The two first datasets do not
contain any medium and the model was trained accordingly
by disabling C™°%(r(t)) in Eq. 10. Note that DarkGS re-
quires a human-in-the-loop light calibration procedure on
a calibration board beforehand, while we simply train our
model on their provided data. Additionally the compared
to methods model only a single known light source, while
we can model arbitrary light configurations. The datasets
in Fig. 4 contain one, four, two and two lights from top to
bottom. The method named Raw-Nerfacto is our integra-
tion of RawNeRF into the Nerfacto model. Due to a lack
of competitor methods for our challenging scenario neither
of the methods marked with an asterisk explicitly model
co-moving light, and consequently the resulting scene con-
tains heavy artifacts. SeaThru-NeRF does show some color

the dome port housing used here avoids refraction in the first place.

restoration but can also not deal with the co-moving light.
Parts of the scene which never receive light can obviously
not be recovered. This can happen easily since the light
cone effectively reduces the field of view of the camera.
The dark artifacts in the upper part of the clean Tank view
in Fig. 4 or the ones visible in the bottom row of Fig. 5 are
caused by this.

4.2. Ablation: Multi-channel Illumination Field

Light color and spectral response of the camera are con-
sistent over all views and can therefore not be disentan-
gled, given just this image data. They will effectively
be ’baked’ into the object color. The relative illumina-
tion field can only learn the amount of light a point in

Synthetic In-Air ~ Synthetic Medium  Real Medium
1-channel o 9.554 12.780 28.944
3-channel o 10.143 11.879 30.077

Table 1. Ablation results of 1- versus 3-channel ce. Metric is the
color difference as L? norm | in pixels (0-255) between reference
and input colors over all 24 color patches in linear color space.



Figure 6. Insufficient input data. Problematic camera trajectory at constant distance to the scene (a), ground truth image (b), reference
clean view (c), intermixed medium effects in the object color (d), view dependency and illumination ambiguity (e). For this limited data,
image (d) could only be separated from the illumination by training with disabled view dependency of the scene NeRF.

space receives in relation to the camera frame. For in-
air data this means that it is sufficient to estimate a single
a = fé(q&Hash(asc), ¢su(n®)) representing this factor, as-
suming all co-moving light sources have the same color. In
a medium the situation changes, because the light is already
attenuated on its path to the object. This attenuation de-
pends on the distance traveled from light source to object
point and varies between wavelengths. We therefore esti-
mate an « per color channel in this case.

The relighting and color correction quality is quantified
on the color checker chart present in the datasets. Color
patches are extracted and averaged over five test views. The
reference colors for the synthetic images are determined by
rendering the same scene with constant, global illumination
and no medium. For the real dataset we capture in-air im-
ages of the board using the same camera and light setup.
To simulate a constant illumination with these exact lights,
images are taken in a lawnmower-pattern while keeping a
constant distance and angle. The highest intensity value of
each color patch mean is then used as a reference for this
patch. Because the object color can only be recovered up
to scale all input and reference colors c’, ¢ are aligned
by a single factor estimated by minimizing F in a least-
squares fashion: £ = 254:0 | — ¢]? for all 24 colors of
the board. The reported metric then is the mean L? norm
between input and reference colors. Ablation renders are
shown in Fig. 5, metrics in Tab. 1. While there is no visible
difference for the in-air images, the single channel o images
show a slight blue-green hue in medium. For the real data
the metric does not show an improvement. We suspect that
the rather small effect is drowned in the noise of the real
dataset due to imperfect calibration and poses.

4.3. Discussion

While the proposed approach is very flexible in that it re-
quires no calibration or knowledge of light sources and
medium, it requires that this information is recoverable
from the data. This involves mainly two aspects:

Observable Attenuation Changes The changes in color
caused by the medium attenuation can only be observed if

the distance to the scene varies. If camera poses are at a
constant distance the degree of attenuation is also constant
and can not be distinguished from the object color. Fig. 6
shows an example of a problematic camera path where the
distance to the scene does not vary much. As a result, the
medium attenuation can not be estimated properly and the
object color becomes mixed with medium effects.

Observable Light Pattern Similarly, to discern object
color from lighting effects the distribution of light in space
must be constrained sufficiently. NeRF allows a certain de-
gree of view dependent color variation typically meant to
model specular highlights. This is usually implemented by
providing the spherical harmonics encoded ray direction to
the MLP and subsequently allows it to change the color
based on viewing direction. With very limited poses this
view dependency can interfere with the illumination field
estimation. The result can be seen in the bottom right image
in Fig. 6 where the illumination effect has been absorbed
into the scene MLP. For scenes with very uniform poses we
find that disabling NeRF’s ability to model view dependent
variation can help to successfully estimate the illumination
and separate it from the scene.

5. Conclusion

This work provides a novel extension to the NeRF frame-
work enabling the recovery of a clean scene representa-
tion for data captured with co-moving lights. We also
integrate a volumetric rendering formulation for a scat-
tering medium, allowing the approach to work on im-
ages captured underwater. The model is very flexible
and can deal with one or more light sources in arbi-
trary positions relative to the camera. The light distribu-
tion in space can be learned jointly with the medium ef-
fects making it the first approach capable of recovering
a scene free from both effects without calibration. Cur-
rently shadows cast by the co-moving lights are not explic-
itly considered. Since the fully trained network contains
information about light and scene geometry, extending the
method to deal with dynamic shadows is a goal for future
work.
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