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Figure 1: Rendering results on the DNA-Rendering [Cheng et al. 2023] dataset. All the rendered depth maps are normalized
using the same method with same hyper parameters and then combined with the rendered alpha maps. Im4D (our method)
produces high-fidelity rendering with high-quality depth results on a long dynamic scene with complex motions. ENeRF [Lin
et al. 2022] struggles to recover correct depth, leading to flicker and ghosting artifacts. K-Planes [Fridovich-Keil et al. 2023]
cannot recover the appearance details on such a difficult scene. Please refer to our video for better visualization.

ABSTRACT
This paper aims to tackle the challenge of dynamic view synthesis
from multi-view videos. The key observation is that while previous
grid-based methods offer consistent rendering, they fall short in
capturing appearance details of a complex dynamic scene, a domain
where multi-view image-based rendering methods demonstrate
the opposite properties. To combine the best of two worlds, we
introduce Im4D, a hybrid scene representation that consists of a
grid-based geometry representation and a multi-view image-based
appearance representation. Specifically, the dynamic geometry is
encoded as a 4D density function composed of spatiotemporal
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feature planes and a small MLP network, which globally models
the scene structure and facilitates the rendering consistency. We
represent the scene appearance by the original multi-view videos
and a network that learns to predict the color of a 3D point from
image features, instead of memorizing detailed appearance totally
with networks, thereby naturally making the learning of networks
easier. Our method is evaluated on five dynamic view synthesis
datasets including DyNeRF, ZJU-MoCap, NHR, DNA-Rendering
and ENeRF-Outdoor datasets. The results show that Im4D exhibits
state-of-the-art performance in rendering quality and can be trained
efficiently, while realizing real-time rendering with a speed of 79.8
FPS for 512x512 images, on a single RTX 3090 GPU. The code is
available at https://zju3dv.github.io/im4d.
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1 INTRODUCTION
Dynamic view synthesis aims to render novel views of a real-world
dynamic scene given input videos, which is a long-standing re-
search problem in computer vision and graphics. It has a variety of
applications in film and game production, immersive telepresence,
sports broadcasting, etc. The key challenge of this problem is to effi-
ciently reconstruct a 4D representation of the dynamic scene from
multi-view videos, which allows high-fidelity (i.e., photo-realistic
and multi-view consistent) and real-time rendering at arbitrary
viewpoints and time.

Recent methods [Mildenhall et al. 2020] have achieved great
success in novel view synthesis for static scenes using implicit scene
representations, which brings new insights to the field of dynamic
view synthesis. Somemethods (e.g., [Li et al. 2021b; Xian et al. 2021])
have been proposed to enhance NeRF’s [Mildenhall et al. 2020]
MLP by incorporating time as an additional input, enabling the
representation of radiance fields in dynamic scenes. By employing
the volume rendering technique with a series of training strategies,
DyNeRF [Li et al. 2021b] is able to achieve realistic rendering after
training for one week on 8xV100 GPUs. To address the challenge
of training efficiency, recent methods [Fang et al. 2022; Fridovich-
Keil et al. 2023] draw inspiration from [Chen et al. 2022b; Müller
et al. 2022] and incorporate explicit optimizable embeddings into
the implicit representation, significantly accelerating the training
speed. However, as depicted in Fig. 1, these methods encounter
difficulties in capturing the appearance details of complex dynamic
scenes. Some possible solutions are to increase the model size or
divide the sequence and process it using multiple models, which
will lead to a linear increase in training time and model size.

We observe that 2D videos faithfully record the appearance of
scenes and video compression techniques have been well stud-
ied and standardized [Sullivan et al. 2012], allowing very efficient
storage and transmission. Motivated by this, we propose Im4D,
a novel hybrid scene representation for dynamic scenes, which
consists of a grid-based 4D geometry representation and a multi-
view image-based appearance representation, for efficient training
and high-fidelity rendering of complex dynamic scenes. Specifi-
cally, given a spatial point at a specific time step, we fetch the
corresponding feature from explicit spatiotemporal feature planes
[Fridovich-Keil et al. 2023] and then regress the density from this
feature with a small MLP. For the appearance part, we first feed
the nearby views of the rendered view at the time step into a CNN
network to obtain feature maps. Then, we project the spatial point
onto these feature maps to obtain pixel-aligned features. Finally,
we utilize a small MLP to predict the color from these features. This
representation can be rendered using the volume rendering tech-
nique. Unlike previous methods [Fang et al. 2022; Fridovich-Keil
et al. 2023] that memorize the radiance of each space-time point
along each direction (in R6 space), our method learns inferring the
radiance from input image features. We experimentally show that
the proposed method achieves faster training and better rendering
quality, indicating that our strategy effectively reduces the learning
burden of the network.

In addition to boosting the training speed and rendering quality,
Im4D inherently ensures better cross-view rendering consistency.
Previous methods [Lin et al. 2022; Wang et al. 2021] also utilize

an image-based rendering representation, but they simultaneously
predict the geometry and appearance for each rendering. Their
nature of per-view reconstruction instead of global reconstruction
cannot ensure rendering consistency between viewpoints. With the
global geometry representation, Im4D achieves better cross-view
rendering consistency than these methods as shown in our video.

We evaluate our method on several commonly used bench-
marks for dynamic view synthesis, including the ZJU-MoCap [Peng
et al. 2021], NHR [Wu et al. 2020], DyNeRF [Li et al. 2021b] and
DNA-Rendering [Cheng et al. 2023] datasets. Our method consis-
tently demonstrates state-of-the-art performance across all of these
datasets, achieved with a training time of a few hours. Furthermore,
we demonstrate that our representation can be rendered in real-
time, capable of rendering 512x512 images at a speed of 79.8 FPS
on a single RTX 3090 GPU. We further validate the versatility of
our method on the ENeRF-Outdoor [Lin et al. 2022] dataset. This
dataset is particularly challenging for dynamic view synthesis, as it
comprises large motions within complex outdoor scenes.

In summary, this work makes the following contributions: 1) We
propose Im4D, a novel hybrid representation for dynamic scenes,
which consists of a grid-based 4D geometry representation and a
multi-view image-based appearance representation. 2) We conduct
extensive comparisons and ablations on several datasets, demon-
strating that our method achieves state-of-the-art performance in
terms of rendering quality with training in a few hours. 3) We
demonstrate that the proposed representation can be rendered in
real-time on the ZJU-MoCap dataset.

2 RELATEDWORKS
Novel View Synthesis of Static Scenes. Novel view synthesis has

traditionally been approached via several paradigms, including
light field-based methods [Davis et al. 2012; Gortler et al. 1996;
Levoy and Hanrahan 1996], multi-view images [Buehler et al. 2001;
Chaurasia et al. 2013; Flynn et al. 2016; Kalantari et al. 2016; Penner
and Zhang 2017; Zitnick et al. 2004], and multi-plane images [Li
et al. 2020; Mildenhall et al. 2019; Srinivasan et al. 2019; Szeliski and
Golland 1998; Tucker and Snavely 2020; Zhou et al. 2018]. Recently,
a new paradigm has emerged in the form of neural representations
[Attal et al. 2022; Hedman et al. 2018; Jiang et al. 2020; Kellnhofer
et al. 2021; Liu et al. 2019b,a; Lombardi et al. 2019; Shih et al. 2020;
Sitzmann et al. 2021, 2019; Suhail et al. 2022; Wizadwongsa et al.
2021] for novel view synthesis. NeRF [Mildenhall et al. 2020] repre-
sents scenes as neural radiance fields using a Multi-Layer Percep-
tron (MLP), yielding impressive rendering results. NeRF requires
a lengthy per-scene optimization. To avoid the training burden,
several methods [Chen et al. 2021; Chibane et al. 2021; Johari et al.
2022; Liu et al. 2021; Wang et al. 2021; Yu et al. 2021b] propose to use
an MLP to decode radiance fields from pixel-aligned image features
from nearby images. These methods can be quickly fine-tuned to
new scenes by pre-training a CNN to extract feature maps over
large datasets. There exist some works [Kopanas et al. 2021; Sun
et al. 2020] that study how to select nearby images and develop a
smooth fading strategy to avoid temporal instability. Some methods
[Chen et al. 2022b; Müller et al. 2022; Sun et al. 2021; Yu et al. 2022]
design hybrid or explicit structures to store optimizable features or
latent representations (e.g., spherical harmonics), achieving rapid
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Figure 2: Overview of Im4D. Given a set of multi-view videos, the proposed method aims to reconstruct a 3D model capable of
rendering photorealistic images at arbitrary viewpoints and time steps. The proposed method models the geometry with a
global 4D density function. This function consists of a small MLP and a 4D space structure storing optimizable features. The
appearance part is represented with a multi-view image-based appearance model, which learns to predict the color of a 3D
point from image features extracted from selected images (the input images closest to the rendering view).

reconstruction. To improve the rendering speed, some methods
[Garbin et al. 2021; Hedman et al. 2021; Liu et al. 2020; Reiser et al.
2021; Yu et al. 2021a] represent or cache the radiance fields into effi-
cient structures. Another category of methods [Neff et al. 2021] has
also achieved significant acceleration by using depth to expedite
rendering. More recently, several methods [Chen et al. 2022a; Wan
et al. 2023] design representations based on polygonal mesh and
leverage graphics pipelines to achieve real-time rendering effects. A
few studies [Barron et al. 2021, 2022, 2023; Tancik et al. 2022; Turki
et al. 2022] have also analyzed issues such as anti-aliasing inherent
in NeRF representation In addition to NeRF-based methods, several
methods [Riegler and Koltun 2020, 2021] have improved render-
ing quality or reconstruction quality by incorporating multi-view
image-based rendering appearance models into surface models.
[Bergman et al. 2021] explores a similar idea that uses multi-view
images and an MLP for appearance and geometry, respectively.

Novel View Synthesis of Dynamic Scenes. Early works [Dou et al.
2016; Newcombe et al. 2015; Orts-Escolano et al. 2016; Yu et al. 2018]
predominantly used explicit surface models for dynamic scenes.
They [Collet et al. 2015] rely on depth sensors andmulti-view stereo
techniques to capture per-view depth before consolidating it into
the scene geometry. In a different approach, NeuralVolumes [Lom-
bardi et al. 2019] use volume rendering to reconstruct 4D scenes
from color images. However, its usage of 3D volumes imposed lim-
itations on achieving high-resolution results. In response, some
works [Lombardi et al. 2021; Peng et al. 2023] seek to convert the
3D volume into a 2D representation, as MLP maps and UV maps, re-
spectively. While they provide a lightweight solution that is capable
of real-time rendering, they also demand extended training peri-
ods. Progressing further, a collection of studies extended NeRF to
accommodate dynamic scenes, paving the way for high-resolution

rendering. These methods generally incorporated a time variable
into the NeRF’s MLP [Li et al. 2021b; Lin et al. 2023; Xian et al. 2021],
scene flows [Du et al. 2021; Gao et al. 2021; Li et al. 2021a; You and
Hou 2023] or use deformable fields [Park et al. 2021a,b; Pumarola
et al. 2021; Zhang et al. 2021]. Despite the promising results, these
techniques necessitated considerable training resources. To opti-
mize training efficiency, recent methodologies [Attal et al. 2023;
Cao and Johnson 2023; Fang et al. 2022; Fridovich-Keil et al. 2023;
Gan et al. 2022; Shao et al. 2022; Wang et al. 2022] introduced opti-
mizable embeddings into the implicit representation, resulting in
training speed-ups. However, as demonstrated by our experiments,
K-Planes [Fridovich-Keil et al. 2023] still falls short of delivering
clear rendering results on challenging dynamic scenes. Some recent
methods [Li et al. 2022a; Song et al. 2023; Wang et al. 2023] also
explore the streaming representation of dynamic scenes. Another
line of works such as [Lin et al. 2022; Wang et al. 2021] deploy multi-
view images to represent 4D scenes, offering high-quality rendering
and efficient training. Nonetheless, due to their inherent per-view
reconstruction nature, they are unable to guarantee cross-view
rendering consistency. In contrast to these, our hybrid dynamic
scene representation ensures rendering consistency by employing
a global grid-based geometry representation. At the same time, we
use multi-view images for appearance representation, achieving
high-quality rendering. More recently, a concurrent work [Işık et al.
2023] has similar findings that the grid-based representations sig-
nificantly degrade when dealing with long and complex dynamic
scenes. They address this issue by adaptively dividing the dynamic
scene into much shorter segments.

3 METHOD
Given multi-view videos of a dynamic scene, our objective is to con-
struct a time-varying 3D model capable of generating photorealistic
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images from any perspective and any time (discrete time steps of in-
put frames). We propose Im4D, a novel scene representation, which
combines the strengths of both global methods [Fridovich-Keil et al.
2023; Mildenhall et al. 2020], with their cross-view rendering con-
sistency, and multi-view image-based rendering (per-view) methods
[Wang et al. 2021], recognized for their high-quality rendering and
fast training [Lin et al. 2022]. Im4D consists of two parts: a global
grid-based dynamic geometry representation (Sec. 3.1) and a multi-
view image-based appearance representation (Sec. 3.2). As shown
in Fig. 2, we represent the density fields with a continuous function
that takes (𝑥,𝑦, 𝑧, 𝑡) as input. The appearance is modeled using a
multi-view image-based rendering model, which infers the color of
a 3D point from nearby multi-view images at the given time. The
proposed representation is optimized using RGB images and can
be rendered in real-time. (Sec. 3.3).

3.1 Grid-based Dynamic Geometry
In this section, we seek to represent the dynamic geometry of a
scene as a time-varying 3D model to achieve inter-view rendering
consistency. Inspired by recent progress in static 3D reconstruc-
tion [Mildenhall et al. 2020; Müller et al. 2022; Yu et al. 2022], we
represent the dynamic geometry of a scene as a grid-based model.

In static 3D reconstruction, the geometry of a scene is repre-
sented as a 3D vector-valued function that takes a 3D position
coordinate as input and outputs a volume density. To consistently
represent the dynamic geometry, we extend the static geometry
function to a 4D vector-valued function, where the input becomes
a 3D coordinate (𝑥,𝑦, 𝑧) and time 𝑡 :

𝜎 = F𝜎 (𝑥,𝑦, 𝑧, 𝑡) . (1)

In practice, we utilize a hybrid representation to implement F𝜎 ,
which interpolates the (𝑥,𝑦, 𝑧, 𝑡) in the 4D volume V to obtain
v(𝑥,𝑦, 𝑧, 𝑡) and then a small MLP network m𝜎 maps the feature
v(𝑥,𝑦, 𝑧, 𝑡) to a scalar density 𝜎 . Inspired by [Chan et al. 2022; Chen
et al. 2022b], we decompose the 4D volume V into six orthogonal
planes {P𝑖 |𝑖 ∈ 𝑥𝑦, 𝑥𝑧,𝑦𝑧, 𝑥𝑡,𝑦𝑡, 𝑧𝑡} to maintain efficiency in storage.
Thus the feature v(𝑥,𝑦, 𝑧, 𝑡) can be defined as the aggregation of
features {p𝑖 = interp(P𝑖 , 𝑖) |𝑖 ∈ 𝑥𝑦, 𝑥𝑧,𝑦𝑧, 𝑥𝑡,𝑦𝑡, 𝑧𝑡}. For simplicity,
we simply use concatenation as the aggregation function. The final
dynamic geometry model can be formulated as:

𝜎 = m𝜎 (p𝑥𝑦 ⊕ p𝑥𝑧 ⊕ p𝑦𝑧 ⊕ p𝑥𝑡 ⊕ p𝑦𝑡 ⊕ p𝑧𝑡 ). (2)

The proposed grid-based dynamic geometry function is global
and continuous in both space and time. With the volume render-
ing technique, the proposed model inherently ensures cross-view
rendering consistency. Rather than representing the geometry as
a global function, previous multi-view image-based methods [Lin
et al. 2022; Wang et al. 2021] predict the geometry for a novel view-
point from the nearby multi-view images. This can be regarded as
per-view reconstruction instead of the global reconstruction, which
makes it difficult to achieve consistent rendering, resulting in flick-
ering artifacts. Some concurrent works [Cao and Johnson 2023;
Fridovich-Keil et al. 2023; Shao et al. 2022] propose similar repre-
sentations to represent the dynamic scene. However, they represent
both geometry and appearance as a global function, which struggles
to achieve high-fidelity rendering. In contrast, we only represent

the geometry as a global 4D function. Next, we will introduce how
to efficiently represent the appearance of a dynamic scene.

3.2 Multi-view Image-based Appearance
This section delves into finding a representation for high-fidelity
appearance model. Specifically, we aim to predict the radiance
of the space-time point (𝑥,𝑦, 𝑧, 𝑡) along the view direction d. A
straightforward approach would be to extend Eq. 1 to predict an
additional geometry feature, and then use an MLP that takes the
geometry feature and view direction d as inputs to predict radiance.
This method is commonplace in static scenes [Mildenhall et al. 2020;
Müller et al. 2022]. However, the same strategy, when applied to
complex dynamic scenes where the information becomes more
abundant and complex, tends to render blurry results as shown
in Fig. 1. To address this issue, we propose a multi-view image-
based appearance model. Rather than modeling the appearance as
an MLP with 4D explicit structure, we predict the color from the
image features, which are projected from multi-view image feature
maps of the 4D space-time point. In this manner, the appearance
model only needs to learn the problem of inferring, rather than
memorizing the radiance values at each point along each viewpoint
in space and time (in R6 space).

Specifically, to render an image from a novel space-time view-
point, we first select𝑁𝑣 input images from the input multiple videos
that are spatially close to the desired viewpoint at the given time.
The spatial proximity is defined as the distance between camera po-
sitions. Then we use a 2D UNet [Ronneberger et al. 2015] to extract
features from the 𝑁𝑣 selected images, resulting in {M𝑖 |𝑖 ∈ [0, 𝑁𝑣)},
where M𝑖 ∈ R𝐶𝑖×𝐻𝑖×𝑊𝑖 is the feature map extracted from the 𝑖-th
view, and 𝐶𝑖 , 𝐻𝑖 ,𝑊𝑖 denote the number of channels, height, and
width of the feature map, respectively. Next, we project the 3D point
(𝑥,𝑦, 𝑧) to the 𝑁𝑣 views to obtain the corresponding 2D coordinates
{u𝑖 |𝑖 ∈ [0, 𝑁𝑣)}, where u𝑖 ∈ R2 is the projected 2D coordinates
of the 𝑖-th view. Then we use the bilinear sampling to sample the
feature mapM𝑖 at the projected coordinates u𝑖 to obtain the pro-
jected features {f𝑖 |𝑖 ∈ [0, 𝑁𝑣)} and pixel colors {c𝑖 |𝑖 ∈ [0, 𝑁𝑣]}.
The projected features {f𝑖 |𝑖 ∈ [0, 𝑁𝑣)} are aggregated to obtain the
fused feature f . For simplicity, we use variance and mean as the
aggregation function, which is formulated as:

f = VAR({f𝑖 |𝑖 ∈ [0, 𝑁𝑣)}) ⊕ MEAN({f𝑖 |𝑖 ∈ [0, 𝑁𝑣)}). (3)

The color c of point (𝑥,𝑦, 𝑧, 𝑡) is predicted using a pointnet-like [Qi
et al. 2017] structure similar to ENeRF [Lin et al. 2022], which is
invariant to the order of the input features:

c =
∑𝑁𝑣

𝑖
mc (f, f𝑖 , diff(d, d𝑖 )) ∗ c𝑖∑𝑁𝑣

𝑖
mc (f, f𝑖 , diff(d, d𝑖 ))

, (4)

where d𝑖 is the view direction from 𝑖-th view camera position to
point (𝑥,𝑦, 𝑧) and diff(d, d𝑖 ) is the normalized angle difference
between d and d𝑖 .

3.3 Efficient Training and Rendering
Optimization. In the previous sections, we described how to

obtain color and view-dependent radiance using the proposed scene
representation. Given the estimated density and radiance fields, we
employ the volume rendering technique [Mildenhall et al. 2020] to
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Ground-Truth K-Planes IBRNet ENeRFIm4D ENeRF*IBRNet*

Figure 3: Qualitative comparison of image synthesis results on the DNA-Rendering dataset. The upperscript * implies that
the results are obtained with extensive per-scene fine-tuning. IBRNet and ENeRF often produce artifacts in thin structures
or occluded regions. Our method produces high-fidelity rendering and superior results in these regions, owing to the global
geometry representation. K-Planes struggles to recover the appearance details.

render pixel colors. We optimize our scene representation using
the mean squared error (MSE) loss with color images. In addition
to the color loss, we follow [Fridovich-Keil et al. 2023; Yu et al.
2022] and use the total variation (TV) loss to regularize the explicit
feature planes {P𝑖 |𝑖 ∈ {𝑥𝑦, 𝑥𝑧,𝑦𝑧, 𝑥𝑡,𝑦𝑡, 𝑧𝑡}}. We detail our loss
formulation in the supplementary material.

Efficient Training. In Table. 3, our experiments show that our
approach with an image-based appearance model obtains higher
rendering quality at 100K iterations than the one without image-
based appearance model training with 480k iterations. To further
improve the training speed, we exploit the property of a multi-view
image-based appearance model and design a specialized training
strategy. The basic idea is that the appearance model can be quickly
trained as it is an inferring model. We disable the training of the
appearance model to avoid the backward time, which accelerates
one training iteration. Specifically, we first jointly train the image
feature network with the geometry model for 𝑁 𝑗 iterations and
then finetune the image feature network every 𝑁𝑓 iterations. In
practice, we set 𝑁 𝑗 to 5000 and 𝑁𝑓 to 20 in all experiments.

Efficient Rendering. Previous multi-view image-based render-
ing methods, such as ENeRF [Lin et al. 2022], demonstrate that
estimating the depth of novel views as coarse geometry to guide
sampling can accelerate rendering. In our approach, we have a
global geometry model, which enables us to accelerate rendering

by precomputing the global coarse geometry. Specifically, we com-
pute a binary field that indicates whether each voxel is occupied or
empty. This binary field is then used to guide sampling, allowing
us to skip sampling in empty regions and thus speeding up the
rendering process. We use NerfAcc[Li et al. 2023] to implement the
described efficient rendering strategy. The storage requirement for
this binary field is remarkably small. For example, storing a binary
field for 300 frames of size 64x64x128 in the ZJU-MoCap dataset
only requires 18.75MB, and can be losslessly compressed further
to 1.1MB. This acceleration technique can be more efficient than
ENeRF as we only need to compute the coarse geometry (the global
binary field) for once, while ENeRF needs to estimate the coarse
geometry (per-view depth) for each rendering. (Ours 79 FPS v.s.
ENeRF 51FPS for rendering images of 512x512 on the ZJU-MoCap.)

4 EXPERIMENTS
4.1 Datasets and Metrics
We evaluate our method on 4 datasets for dynamic view synthe-
sis, including DNA-Rendering [Cheng et al. 2023], ZJU-MoCap
[Peng et al. 2021], NHR [Wu et al. 2020], and DyNeRF [Li et al.
2021b]. DNA-Rendering contains dynamic objects and humans. Its
videos are recorded at 15 FPS and each clip lasts for 10 seconds.
DNA-Rendering is very challenging due to the complex clothing
textures and movements featured in the videos. The NHR dataset
features a frame rate of 30FPS over a 3.5-second duration, while
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Table 1: Quantitative comparison on the DNA-Rendering
dataset. The zero training timemeans thatmethods are tested
with their released pre-trained model. We observe that our
method typically converges after 140k training iterations
and report the corresponding training time. We additionally
report our results at the 20k iterations to show the training
efficiency. For other methods, we identify a specific training
step to ensure convergence, and then report the training time
for these methods at this fixed training step. (120k and 480k
training iterations for K-Planes). The best and second-best
results are highlighted green and yellow , respectively.

Training time (hour) PSNR ↑ SSIM ↑ LPIPS ↓

K-Planes 2 26.34 0.943 0.134
8 27.45 0.952 0.118

IBRNet 0 25.31 0.954 0.106
3.5 27.85 0.967 0.081

ENeRF 0 26.85 0.966 0.073
3.5 28.07 0.968 0.066

Im4D 0.51 27.14 0.961 0.083
3.33 28.99 0.973 0.062

the ZJU-MoCap dataset runs at 50FPS over 6 seconds. We evaluate
our method on 4 sequences for both NHR and DNA-Rendering
datasets with all frames, using 90% of the views for training and
the remaining views for evaluation. We conduct experiments on 9
sequences for the ZJU-MoCap dataset. The DyNeRF dataset con-
tains dynamic foreground objects and complex background scenes.
It is captured by 15-20 cameras of 30FPS@10 seconds. We conduct
quantitative experiments on one sequence, using one view as the
test set and the remaining views as training data. All images are
resized to a ratio of 0.5 for training and testing. We also include
the view synthesis results of our method on the ENeRF-Outdoor
dataset [Lin et al. 2022] in the supplementary video.

To evaluate the dynamic view synthesis task, NeuralBody [Peng
et al. 2021] suggests evaluating metrics only for the dynamic re-
gions. For MoCap datasets, dynamic regions can be obtained by
projecting a predefined 3D bounding box of the person onto the
images. We follow this definition for the NHR, ZJU-MoCap, and
DNA-Rendering datasets. For the DyNeRF dataset, previous meth-
ods [Fridovich-Keil et al. 2023; Li et al. 2021b] directly evaluated the
entire image. However, we argue that this approach is unreasonable
due to the very small motion in this dataset. We introduce a new
evaluation approach to specifically evaluate the dynamic regions.
Specifically, for a 10-second video, we take the first frame of each
second as test frames. For each test frame, we calculate the average
frame for that second. Then, we identify several non-overlapping
patches with the highest average pixel differences between the
test frame and the average image. Only these patches are used for
evaluation. We recommend taking 6 patches with a patch size of
128 for the DyNeRF dataset.

4.2 Comparisons with State-of-the-art Methods
Comparison methods. We make comparisons with several open-

sourced SOTA methods. These methods can be divided into two
categories: 1) methods that optimize per-view radiance fields (multi-
view image-based methods), including IBRNet [Wang et al. 2021]

Table 2: Quantitative comparison on the DyNeRF dataset.
We include quantitative results for both entire image and
dynamic regions (entire/dynamic). The description of this
evaluation setting can be found in Sec. 4.1.

Training time PSNR ↑ SSIM ↑ LPIPS ↓

K-Planes 0.8 30.78/27.29 0.953/0.887 0.218/0.379
2 31.61/29.62 0.961/0.916 0.182/0.306

IBRNet 3 31.52/31.91 0.963/0.956 0.169/0.144
Im4D 0.46 32.58/32.05 0.971/0.956 0.208/0.170

Ground-Truth

Im4D (0.46) K-Planes (0.8) K-Planes (2.0) IBRNet (3.0)

Figure 4: Qualitative comparison on the DyNeRF dataset.

and ENeRF [Lin et al. 2022]. 2) methods that optimize global scene
representations, includingDyNeRF [Li et al. 2022b], K-Planes [Fridovich-
Keil et al. 2023] andMLP-Maps [Peng et al. 2023]. We use the official
implementation of them. Our comparison setting strictly follows
MLP-Maps and some quantitative results are taken from it.

Comparison results. We first make comparisons with the state-of-
the-art methods on the DNA-Rendering dataset. The corresponding
qualitative and quantitative results are shown in Fig. 3 and Table 1,
respectively. As shown in the results, K-Planes struggles to recover
the appearance details even after training for eight hours. Other
image-based methods (IBRNet, ENeRF and Our method) can recover
the high-quality appearance, but IBRNet and ENeRF have artifacts
in the occluded regions and regions including thin structures (e.g.,
legs and hands). We include more comparison results in the supple-
mentary video, where the artifacts for ENeRF and IBRNet can be
observed more clearly. We also make quantitative comparisons with
the state-of-the-art methods on the ZJU-MoCap and NHR datasets.
As shown in Table 3, our method outperforms all the other methods
in terms of all metrics on both datasets. Table 2 and Fig. 4 provide
quantitative and qualitative comparison results on the DyNeRF
dataset, respectively. We include the per-scene breakdown in the
supplementary material.

4.3 Ablations and Analysis
Ablations. We conduct qualitative and quantitative ablation stud-

ies on 2 sequences from NHR and DNA-Rendering datasets. As
shown in Table 4, we first investigate the core components of our
approach, i.e., the roles of the multi-view image-based appearance
model and grid-based global geometry. 2) is analogous to K-Planes
while 3) resembles IBRNet without the ray transformer proposed
in IBRNet. Quantitative results demonstrate that the absence of the
multi-view image-based appearance model and global geometry
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Table 3: Quantitative comparison on ZJU-MoCap and NHR
datasets. The results of DyNeRF* and MLP-Maps* are taken
from MLP-Maps. The zero training time means that the
method is tested with their released pre-trained models.
Please refer to the supplementary for qualitative results.

Training
time (hour)

ZJU-MoCap NHR
PSNR SSIM LPIPS PSNR SSIM LPIPS

DyNeRF* >24 29.88 0.959 0.087 30.87 0.943 0.118
MLP-Maps* >24 30.17 0.963 0.068 32.20 0.953 0.080

K-Planes 2 29.50 0.956 0.107 30.41 0.943 0.137
8 30.16 0.962 0.082 32.93 0.958 0.101

IBRNet 0 27.94 0.935 0.126 28.63 0.935 0.113
2.5 29.40 0.956 0.084 33.53 0.965 0.077

ENeRF 0 29.10 0.959 0.051 26.39 0.931 0.088
2.5 29.21 0.959 0.049 30.56 0.954 0.074

Im4D 0.49 30.07 0.964 0.061 32.40 0.962 0.074
2.29 30.49 0.966 0.049 33.72 0.970 0.055

would lead to extremely poor performance. This becomes more
evident from the Fig. 5, where the lack of the multi-view image-
based appearance model results in lost image detail, and the absence
of grid-based global geometry induces numerous floater artifacts.
Furthermore, we explore the effects of other components of our
method, including the proposed efficient training strategy. Initially,
we find that not training the image-based appearance model, as
in 4), results in poor performance. Not employing our specialized
training strategy, as in 7), leads to more extended training periods
(approximately an extra hour). Subsequently, we discover that miss-
ing the joint training (𝑁 𝑗 = 0) or not finetuning the image-feature
network (𝑁𝑓 = ∞) would result in slightly inferior outcomes.

Rendering time analysis. Our rendering time consists of the time
for the images to pass through the feature network and the time for
volume rendering each ray. On the ZJU-MoCap dataset, the time
for the images to pass through the feature network is 1.26ms, and
the time for rendering 512x512 rays is 11.27ms. Without using the
acceleration strategy, rendering 512x512 rays takes 449.1ms. The
final rendering times are 79.8FPS and 2.22FPS, respectively. Note
that after using the acceleration strategy, the rendering quality of
our method has slightly decreased (0.09 in PSNR, 0.0004 in LPIPS),
which we believe is acceptable.

Storage analysis. The storage of the proposed representation
consists of the storage for the feature network, the spatial-temporal
feature grids, the small MLPs, the binary field (for efficient ren-
dering), and multiple videos. On the NHR dataset, the storage for
the feature network is 161KB, the storage for the spatial-temporal
feature grids is 82MB, the storage for the small MLPs is 154KB, the
binary field is 2.2MB, and the storage for multiple (52 for NHR) loss-
less (pngs archived with zip format) image sequences is 300.85MB.
By using the video compression techniques referenced in [Sullivan
et al. 2012], the image sequences can be compressed to 11.14MB
with a PSNR error within 0.2 and an LPIPS error within 0.002.

Table 4: Quantitative ablation study on NHR and DNA-
Rendering datasets. “Tt” represents the training time, and
its corresponding unit is hours. All the models are trained
with the same training iterations. Please refer to Sec. 4.3 for
the detailed description.

NHR DNA-Rendering
PSNR ↑ LPIPS ↓ Tt ↓ PSNR ↑ LPIPS ↓ Tt ↓

1) Complete model 34.87 0.043 2.29 29.82 0.045 3.33
2) w/o image-based appearance 31.79 0.107 1.81 26.07 0.102 2.54
3) w/o global geometry 24.71 0.152 2.81 27.44 0.100 4.04
4) 𝑁 𝑗 = 0, 𝑁𝑓 = ∞ 30.44 0.051 2.21 28.25 0.047 3.23
5) 𝑁 𝑗 = 0, 𝑁𝑓 = 20 34.30 0.044 2.25 29.63 0.047 3.29
6) 𝑁 𝑗 = 5000, 𝑁𝑓 = ∞ 34.29 0.043 2.26 29.27 0.045 3.27
7) 𝑁 𝑗 = ∞, 𝑁𝑓 = \ 34.89 0.042 3.19 29.83 0.045 4.55

Ground-Truth 1) Complete model 2) w/o image-based app. 3) w/o global geo. 

Figure 5: Qualitative ablation study on theNHRdataset. “app.”
and “geo.” denote appearance and geometry, respectively.

5 CONCLUSION AND DISCUSSION
This paper introduced Im4D, a novel hybrid scene representation
for dynamic scenes that consists of a grid-based 4D geometry repre-
sentation and a multi-view image-based appearance representation.
The proposed method consistently demonstrates superior perfor-
mance across various benchmarks for dynamic view synthesis in-
cluding DyNeRF, NHR, ZJU-MoCap and DNA-Rendering datasets,
achieving state-of-the-art rendering quality within a few hours of
training. Furthermore, the proposed scene representation can be
rendered in real-time and handle complex motions within a diverse
set of scenarios including outdoor challenging scenes as shown in
our video, demonstrating its robustness.

This work still has some limitations. Although the proposed
method significantly reduces the rendering artifacts of previous
multi-view image-based rendering methods, it has the natural limi-
tation that some regions may be occluded in the input views, which
may lead to incorrect appearance prediction. Future work could
consider leveraging our consistent dynamic geometry for improved
occlusion handling and source view selection to address this issue.
Another limitation is that our method cannot handle the monoc-
ular video as input, since our appearance representation requires
multiple input views at the same moment.
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SUPPLEMENTARY MATERIAL
In the supplementary material, we provide implementation details,
more visualization results and per-scene breakdown. Please refer
to our video for more comparison results and visualization results.

A IMPLEMENTATION DETAILS
A.1 Loss Formulation
We optimize our scene representation using the mean squared error
(MSE) loss with color images.

Lmse =
1
𝑁𝑝

𝑁𝑝∑︁
𝑖=1

(C𝑖 − Ĉ𝑖 )2, (5)

where 𝑁𝑝 represents the number of sampled pixels for each train-
ing iteration, and C𝑖 and Ĉ𝑖 are the ground truth and predicted
colors of the 𝑖-th pixel, respectively. In addition to the color loss,
we follow [Fridovich-Keil et al. 2023; Yu et al. 2022] and use the
total variation (TV) loss to regularize the explicit feature planes
{P𝑖 |𝑖 ∈ {𝑥𝑦, 𝑥𝑧,𝑦𝑧, 𝑥𝑡,𝑦𝑡, 𝑧𝑡}}. We detail our loss formulation in the
supplementary material. The TV loss can be formulated as:

Ltv (P) =
ℎ−1∑︁
𝑗=1

𝑤−1∑︁
𝑘=1

(
P( 𝑗 + 1, 𝑘) − P( 𝑗, 𝑘))2 + (P( 𝑗, 𝑘 + 1) − P( 𝑗, 𝑘))2

)
,

(6)
where ℎ and𝑤 denote the height and width of the explicit feature
plane P, respectively.We sum the TV losses for the six feature planes
as the final TV loss. The TV loss is assigned a weight of 0.001, while
the MSE loss has a weight of 1 in the final loss calculation.

A.2 Evaluation Details
We include the evaluation details for the DyNeRF dataset [Li et al.
2021b] in Fig. 6. For a 10-second clip, we evaluate 10 frames and
Fig. 6 presents one of the frames.

A.3 Other Details
Our feature planes have mulptle spatial (𝑥𝑦,𝑦𝑧, 𝑥𝑧) resolutions
(512×512, 256×256, 128×128, 64×64) and one temporal (𝑥𝑡,𝑦𝑡, 𝑧𝑡)
resolution (𝑠𝑝𝑎𝑡𝑖𝑎𝑙_𝑟𝑒𝑠𝑜𝑙𝑢𝑡𝑖𝑜𝑛 × 𝑓 𝑟𝑎𝑚𝑒_𝑛𝑢𝑚𝑏𝑒𝑟

2 ). The number of
channels for each feature plane is 16. These feature planes We use
concatenation to aggregate multi-resolution features. The CNN
feature network’s architecture is the same as the architecture used
in ENeRF [Lin et al. 2022]. The hidden size of mc and m𝜎 is 64, and
the number of hidden layers is 1. We use ReLU as the activation
function. Our appearance-related networks can also be pre-trained
with generalizable radiance field methods[Lin et al. 2022; Wang
et al. 2021]. Specifically, we slightly modify the appearance ren-
dering head of ENeRF [Lin et al. 2022] to align it with our method
and retrain it on the DTU dataset. To train our method on a new
scene, we will load this pre-trained appearance network. We ex-
perimentally found that this helps our method get slight better
results as shown in the ablations in the main paper. We optimize
our model using Adam [Kingma and Ba 2015] optimizer with an
initial learning rate of 0.01 for explicit plane features and 0.001 for
MLPs and the feature network. The learning rate is decayed with a
cosine learning rate decay strategy and will be decayed into zero
when training is finished. (100k iterations on the ZJU-MoCap and

Figure 6: Evaluation details on the DyNeRF dataset. The left
image is the first frame (test frame) of a one-second video clip,
and the right image is the average frame of this second. We
identify the 6 patches with the largest differences between
the test frame and the average frame. During the quantitative
evaluation, we only assess these patches.
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Figure 7: Novel view synthesis results on the ZJU-MoCap
dataset. These images are taken from a video generated by
rendering a trajectory from novel perspectives. Please watch
the complete video sequence in the supplementary video.
The high-quality depth results indicate that our method can
achieve inter-view rendering consistency.

NHR datasets, 140k on the DNA-Rendering datasets, 15K on the
DyNeRF dataset.) For each training iteration, we randomly select 4
images and sample 1024 pixels from each image as a training batch.
Following [Barron et al. 2021], we use an additional proposal m𝜎

with feature planes of a single spatial resolution (128) to propose
points. For each ray, we uniformly sample 64 points to infer the
proposal network to get 32 proposal points. We implement our
efficient rendering strategy using NerfAcc [Li et al. 2023].

B ADDITIONAL RESULTS
We include qualitative comparison results on the ZJU-MoCap and
NHR datasets in Fig.8. We provide additional results on the ZJU-
MoCap dataset in Figure 7. The high-quality depth results we
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Figure 8: Qualitative comparison of image synthesis results on the ZJU-MoCap and NHR datasets.

achieved are the reason why our method is able to provide consis-
tent rendering.

C PER-SCENE BREAKDOWN
Tables 5, 6 present the per-scene comparisons. These results are
consistent with the averaged results in the paper.
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Table 5: Quantitative comparison of view synthesis results on the DNA-Rendering dataset.

0008_03 0013_01 0013_03 0013_09 0008_03 0013_01 0013_03 0013_09 0008_03 0013_01 0013_03 0013_09
PSNR↑ SSIM↑ LPIPS↓

K-Planes2ℎ 26.94 26.00 25.91 26.53 0.930 0.943 0.944 0.957 0.185 0.118 0.114 0.117
K-Planes8ℎ 27.99 26.80 27.87 27.15 0.940 0.950 0.958 0.960 0.165 0.107 0.091 0.108
IBRNet 25.76 26.08 25.15 24.28 0.945 0.960 0.952 0.959 0.150 0.087 0.091 0.097
IBRNet3.5ℎ 27.66 28.84 27.53 27.35 0.955 0.973 0.965 0.973 0.127 0.060 0.067 0.070
ENeRF 26.79 27.92 26.84 25.88 0.955 0.973 0.965 0.969 0.109 0.055 0.061 0.069
ENeRF3.5ℎ 27.74 28.99 28.08 27.84 0.958 0.976 0.970 0.970 0.113 0.048 0.052 0.052
Ours0.51ℎ 27.70 27.62 26.46 26.80 0.952 0.966 0.960 0.968 0.121 0.067 0.069 0.077
Ours3.33ℎ 28.90 29.53 28.75 28.78 0.962 0.977 0.972 0.979 0.096 0.047 0.052 0.051

Table 6: Quantitative comparison of view synthesis results on ZJU-MoCap and NHR datasets.

ZJU-MoCap NHR
313 315 377 386 387 390 392 393 394 basketball sport_1 sport_2 sport_3

PSNR↑ PSNR↑
DyNeRF>24ℎ 31.50 30.29 28.92 30.88 27.90 30.14 30.09 29.28 29.88 27.97 31.76 32.43 31.33
MLP-Maps>24ℎ 32.15 29.94 29.40 31.05 27.89 30.10 31.06 29.78 30.15 29.11 32.92 33.19 33.59
K-Planes2ℎ 30.85 29.23 28.69 30.67 27.43 29.84 30.12 28.85 29.82 28.26 32.23 30.70 30.89
K-Planes8ℎ 32.11 30.55 29.40 30.82 27.75 30.06 31.00 29.61 30.17 30.01 34.52 33.96 33.24
IBRNet 29.08 25.13 27.47 29.97 26.27 28.59 28.90 27.86 28.18 27.01 28.91 29.94 28.68
IBRNet2.5ℎ 30.89 28.12 27.47 30.66 27.43 29.84 30.12 28.85 29.82 30.47 34.65 35.02 34.01
ENeRF 30.31 28.13 28.73 30.34 27.24 29.32 29.86 28.84 29.18 25.98 25.87 27.40 26.30
ENeRF2.5ℎ 30.69 28.79 28.51 30.10 27.32 29.09 30.03 29.07 29.29 28.22 30.68 32.08 31.26
Ours0.49ℎ 31.62 30.09 29.24 30.89 27.89 30.16 30.84 29.59 30.27 29.51 33.67 34.21 32.21
Ours2.29ℎ 32.87 30.75 29.61 30.82 28.16 30.31 31.38 30.00 30.52 30.57 34.87 35.61 33.82

SSIM↑ SSIM↑
DyNeRF>24ℎ 0.970 0.976 0.960 0.960 0.953 0.959 0.953 0.952 0.952 0.929 0.954 0.945 0.944
MLP-Maps>24ℎ 0.976 0.977 0.963 0.960 0.953 0.959 0.962 0.958 0.957 0.943 0.959 0.954 0.956
K-Planes2ℎ 0.968 0.975 0.960 0.955 0.947 0.955 0.954 0.948 0.950 0.933 0.958 0.944 0.940
K-Planes8ℎ 0.975 0.981 0.965 0.957 0.952 0.957 0.960 0.955 0.955 0.949 0.968 0.960 0.956
IBRNet 0.941 0.930 0.939 0.942 0.931 0.936 0.936 0.931 0.926 0.926 0.945 0.933 0.935
IBRNet2.5ℎ 0.968 0.968 0.960 0.954 0.948 0.952 0.958 0.951 0.946 0.961 0.969 0.964 0.965
ENeRF 0.968 0.969 0.964 0.958 0.955 0.956 0.959 0.956 0.954 0.927 0.943 0.923 0.930
ENeRF2.5ℎ 0.970 0.971 0.960 0.954 0.953 0.953 0.959 0.956 0.955 0.938 0.956 0.947 0.949
Ours0.49ℎ 0.977 0.981 0.965 0.960 0.956 0.960 0.962 0.957 0.958 0.958 0.969 0.963 0.960
Ours2.29ℎ 0.982 0.983 0.968 0.959 0.958 0.961 0.965 0.960 0.960 0.966 0.976 0.971 0.968

LPIPS↓ LPIPS↓
DyNeRF>24ℎ 0.070 0.061 0.083 0.082 0.094 0.083 0.113 0.102 0.099 0.142 0.095 0.119 0.114
MLP-Maps>24ℎ 0.049 0.047 0.069 0.072 0.081 0.068 0.074 0.080 0.072 0.094 0.067 0.084 0.076
K-Planes2ℎ 0.085 0.070 0.106 0.125 0.117 0.100 0.124 0.118 0.117 0.164 0.103 0.140 0.135
K-Planes8ℎ 0.056 0.045 0.081 0.108 0.094 0.086 0.090 0.090 0.091 0.133 0.076 0.097 0.099
IBRNet 0.116 0.124 0.121 0.132 0.126 0.129 0.132 0.126 0.129 0.123 0.094 0.123 0.114
IBRNet2.5ℎ 0.066 0.070 0.078 0.094 0.093 0.095 0.089 0.090 0.083 0.079 0.068 0.087 0.077
ENeRF 0.042 0.043 0.046 0.054 0.053 0.056 0.056 0.056 0.053 0.095 0.072 0.098 0.088
ENeRF2.5ℎ 0.036 0.039 0.046 0.052 0.053 0.056 0.051 0.055 0.049 0.088 0.061 0.077 0.075
Ours0.49ℎ 0.040 0.034 0.063 0.068 0.068 0.064 0.071 0.073 0.068 0.081 0.059 0.079 0.075
Ours2.29ℎ 0.027 0.027 0.046 0.063 0.055 0.056 0.055 0.058 0.055 0.061 0.043 0.060 0.058
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