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Fig. 1: The ground truth and renderings of our MirrorGaussian and state-of-the-art
methods in the Coffee-House scene from our dataset. Compared to existing methods,
our MirrorGaussian achieves both high-quality and real-time rendering (top row), and
empowers scene editing such as inserting new objects and mirrors (bottom row).

Abstract. 3D Gaussian Splatting showcases notable advancements in
photo-realistic and real-time novel view synthesis. However, it faces chal-
lenges in modeling mirror reflections, which exhibit substantial appear-
ance variations from different viewpoints. To tackle this problem, we
present MirrorGaussian, the first method for mirror scene reconstruction
with real-time rendering based on 3D Gaussian Splatting. The key insight
is grounded on the mirror symmetry between the real-world space and
the virtual mirror space. We introduce an intuitive dual-rendering strat-
egy that enables differentiable rasterization of both the real-world 3D
Gaussians and the mirrored counterpart obtained by reflecting the for-
mer about the mirror plane. All 3D Gaussians are jointly optimized with
the mirror plane in an end-to-end framework. MirrorGaussian achieves
high-quality and real-time rendering in scenes with mirrors, empowering
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scene editing like adding new mirrors and objects. Comprehensive exper-
iments on multiple datasets demonstrate that our approach significantly
outperforms existing methods, achieving state-of-the-art results. Project
page: https://mirror-gaussian.github.io/.

Keywords: Novel View Synthesis · Mirror Reflections · 3D Gaussian
Splatting · Real-Time Rendering

1 Introduction

Reconstructing 3D scenes from multi-view images for photo-realistic rendering is
a fundamental problem in computer vision and graphics, with wide-ranging ap-
plications in cinematography, simulation, virtual and augmented reality, etc. A
notable breakthrough in this area is Neural Radiance Field (NeRF) [25] in-
troduced in 2020. NeRF intensively samples points via ray marching, utilizes
multi-layer perceptrons (MLPs) to estimate density and view-dependent colors
for each point, and then adopts volume rendering to generate photo-realistic
rendering results. More recently, 3D Gaussian Splatting (3DGS) [16] emerges
and gains a lot of attention [4, 14, 15, 22, 24, 43, 45]. 3DGS employs point clouds
to represent scenes, where each point has opacity and anisotropic 3D Gaussian
properties to model its shape, and uses a set of coefficients of spherical harmonic
(SH) functions to model its view-dependent colors. Through efficient point-based
differentiable rasterization, 3DGS achieves high-quality and real-time rendering
simultaneously.

However, both NeRF and 3DGS have limitations in accurately reconstruct-
ing scenes containing mirrors, due to their inherent reliance on multi-view con-
sistency. Mirrors have highly specular reflections, which causes inconsistencies
between the front and back views of the mirror. As a result, the appearance of
the same point can vary significantly when observed from different viewpoints.
It is challenging to model such appearance variation through MLPs or SH func-
tions [15, 23, 41, 44]. This challenge leads to a situation where mirror rendering
is often blurry (see Figure 1) or floaters appear behind the mirror.

Some researchers propose NeRF-based approaches to reconstruct scenes with
mirror reflections [44, 46]. MS-NeRF [44] introduces a multi-space scheme that
constructs the scene with multiple sub-spaces, and utilizes a gate MLP that
controls the visibility of a certain sub-space to obtain the final rendering results.
Mirror-NeRF [46] and TraM-NeRF [35] trace reflected rays physically in the
scene to optimize a unified NeRF model. While these NeRF-based approaches
demonstrate some success in reconstructing mirror reflections, they still face
limitations. Specifically, they require expensive point sampling and MLP queries
for rendering, leading to slow optimization and rendering. Since these methods
are designed for ray marching, they cannot be directly adopted by rasterization
to achieve fast rendering.

In this paper, we introduce MirrorGaussian, which integrates an explicit
point-cloud-based representation extended from 3DGS for 3D reconstruction
with mirror reflections. MirrorGaussian achieves photo-realistic and real-time

https://mirror-gaussian.github.io/
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novel view synthesis with a rasterization-based dual-rendering strategy. The fun-
damental insight is grounded in the principle of mirror reflection, which indicates
the mirror symmetry between the real-world scene outside the mirror and the
reflected scene inside the virtual mirror space. Drawing from this principle, we
intuitively propose a dual-rendering strategy, which utilizes both the real-world
image and its corresponding mirror image to synthesize novel views. The real-
world image is synthesized from the real-world 3DGS point cloud. The mirror im-
age, on the other hand, is derived by reflecting the real-world 3DGS point cloud
across the mirror plane. To acquire the mirror plane equation, we first obtain
a rough estimate from the sparse point cloud generated using Structure-from-
Motion (SfM) [30], and then jointly optimize it with 3D Gaussians to achieve
higher accuracy. With the real-world 3D Gaussians and its mirrored counterpart,
we apply the point-based rasterization [16] to get both the real-world and the
mirror images. We then compose them using the corresponding mirror mask to
get the final rendering result. To obtain the mirror mask from arbitrary view-
points, we need to locate the mirror points in 3D space. Thus, we augment 3D
Gaussians with an extra mirror label, which indicates whether a point belongs
to the mirror surface or not. We can then render these 3D Gaussians to generate
a mirror mask from any viewpoint.

We conduct comprehensive experiments on several datasets and demonstrate
that MirrorGaussian significantly outperforms existing methods both quantita-
tively and qualitatively. We facilitate free-viewpoint navigation with real-time
performance, thanks to the efficient point-based rasterization and the freedom
from any neural network. Since MirrorGaussian utilizes explicit point clouds to
represent scenes, it additionally enables various applications in scene editing,
such as integration of new objects into the scene, and placing a new mirror,
etc. In summary, the main contributions of this paper are threefold:

– We present MirrorGaussian, the first method that achieves high-fidelity re-
construction and real-time rendering of scenes containing mirrors, empower-
ing various applications in scene editing.

– We propose a novel representation of scenes with mirrors for point-based
rendering, which contains both the real-world 3DGS point cloud and its
mirrored counterpart, obtained by reflecting the former across the mirror
plane.

– We introduce intuitive dual-rendering strategy that enables differentiable
rasterization of both the real-world and the mirrored 3D Gaussians. This
strategy facilitates the generation of plausible images in mirrors while main-
taining efficiency of optimization and rendering.

2 Related Work

Novel View Synthesis (NVS). Given a set of calibrated images captur-
ing a 3D scene, NVS aims to generate photo-realistic images from new view-
points [5, 32, 33, 39]. A remarkable breakthrough in this field is NeRF [25].
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NeRF, as an implict representation of the scene, utilizes MLPs to estimate den-
sity and view-dependent colors for intensively sampled points via ray tracing,
and then leverages volume rendering to generate novel views. While NeRF can
produce photo-realistic rendering results, it suffers from high computation de-
mands on intensive point sampling and expensive MLP queries. This leads to
inefficient optimization and slow rendering, making NeRF unsuitable for inter-
active applications. Further advancements have been made to tackle this prob-
lem [3, 6, 7, 11, 13, 26–28]. However, it still remains challenging for NeRF-based
methods to balance between quality and efficiency. Concurrently, point-based
rasterization methods have shown impressive results, providing an appealing mix
of rendering quality and computational efficiency [9, 10, 16, 19, 29]. A represen-
tative work is 3DGS [16], which starts gaining much attention. 3DGS explicitly
represents a 3D scene with a set of anisotropic 3D Gaussians points, and each
point contains opacity and a set of SH coefficients for modeling view-dependent
colors. By applying a hardware-accelerated point-based rasterizer instead of com-
putationally intensive ray tracing, 3DGS achieves both high-quality rendering
and real-time rendering at the same time. Lately, there have been a lot of work
on further enhancing the quality of 3DGS [20, 22, 24, 40, 45]. Scaffold-GS [24]
proposes an anchor-based approach to distribute 3D Gaussians, which deliv-
ers higher rendering quality. Mip-Splatting [45] identifies the aliasing problem in
3DGS and introduces a 3D smoothing filter and a 2D Mip filter to produce alias-
free results. However, both NeRF-based and 3DGS-based methods still struggle
with reconstructing scenes with mirrors. Mirrors have highly specular reflections,
which can vary significantly from different viewpoints. It remains challenging for
existing methods to model such variation using MLPs or SH functions.

Reflection Reconstruction. Some studies have started to tackle the reflection
reconstruction via NeRF [12, 23, 34, 42] or point-based rendering [15, 18, 21, 31].
One common approach is decomposing diffuse colors and specular colors from
the objects by physically-based rendering (PBR). NeRO [23] first reconstructs
the geometry of the object using NeuS [38], and then recovers the environment
lights and the materials of the object via PBR to calculate specular colors. Gaus-
sianShader [15] extends 3DGS to extract the normal of the reflective object from
the shortest axis directions of 3D Gaussians, and similarly optimizes an environ-
ment lighting map for rendering reflective appearances. These methods mostly
rely on optimizing the environment lighting map; while it might be sufficient
for object-level reconstruction, it is often too rough to model reflections in the
mirror. Another direction is to model the real-world and the reflected elements
separately, and then combine them with appropriate weights to render the final
image. Ref-NeRF [36] reparameterizes NeRF’s color MLP to predict reflection
colors from reflected view directions about estimated normal vectors. NeRF-
ReN [12] models both a real-world radiance field and a reflected radiance field.
The images rendered from these two fields are further blended using an opti-
mizable weight. UniSDF [37] estimates the SDF of the scene to predict surface
normals, and similarly optimizes two radiance fields and blending weights. The
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reflective radiance field takes the reflected view direction derived from the surface
normal as input to better capture reflective colors. As for point-based rendering,
Kopanas et al. [18] reconstruct both real-world and reflected point clouds, and
use an MLP to model curved reflectors’ trace of reflection inside the object to
reconstruct reflections. While these methods achieve separate optimization for
real-world and reflective elements, they fail to consider the correspondence be-
tween the two. This oversight may limit the ability to reconstruct high-fidelity
details from mirror reflections, thus compromising overall rendering quality.

Mirror Reflection Reconstruction. There are some NeRF-based methods
that specifically address the challenge of reconstructing mirror reflections. MS-
NeRF [44] innovates by decomposing the scene into multiple subspaces, each
represented by a neural feature field. To render the scene, they sample points
in these subspaces to get multiple feature maps. These feature maps are passed
through a decoder MLP to get multiple rendered images. A gate MLP is then ap-
plied to compose these images into the final rendering result. Mirror-NeRF [46]
optimizes a unified NeRF by tracing rays on reflective surfaces using the esti-
mated normals. Additionally, it estimates the reflection probabilities of surface
to blend the colors of camera rays and reflected rays, then synthesizes the fi-
nal image. TraM-NeRF [35], a concurrent work, employs a similar ray-tracing
strategy and introduces a radiance estimator that combines volume and reflected
radiance integration to reduce the number of sampled points along rays.

However, these methods still rely on inefficient ray marching and expensive
MLP queries. This results in heavy computation loads, making them impractical
for interactive usage. In contrast, our MirrorGaussian excels in superior recon-
struction quality and fast rendering, positioning it as a promising solution for
various applications in scene editing.

3 Preliminaries

3DGS represents the scene with Q anisotropic 3D Gaussian primitives {Gi|i =
1, ..., Q}:

Gi(x) = e−
1
2 (x−µi)

TΣ−1
i (x−µi), (1)

where µi ∈ R3 denotes Gi’s center (mean) and Σi ∈ R3×3 denotes its 3D covari-
ance matrix defined in the world space. To maintain its positive semi-definiteness,
Σi is decomposed as an ellipsoid using a scaling matrix Si ∈ R3×3 and a rotation
matrix Ri ∈ R3×3:

Σi = RiSiS
T
i R

T
i . (2)

Each 3D Gaussian Gi is also characterized with opacity αi ∈ [0, 1] and spherical
harmonic coefficients SHs for view-dependent colors ci(d), where d denotes the
view direction from the camera.

During the rendering process, 3D Gaussians Gi(x) are projected to 2D Gaus-
sians G′

i(x) with µ′
i ∈ R2 and Σ′

i ∈ R2×2 via EWA Splatting [16, 47], where µ′
i
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Fig. 2: Overview of MirrorGaussian. MirrorGaussian is grounded on the mirror
symmetry between the real-world scene and its counterpart in the mirror. We first
reflect the 3D Gaussians Pr about the mirror plane P to obtain its mirrored counterpart
Pm. Then, we rasterize Pr to get the real-world image Ir and the mirror mask M , and
rasterize Pm to get the mirror image Im. The final image I is composited by Ir and Im
using M . I and M are supervised by the captured image Igt and its annotated mirror
mask Mgt, respectively. Note that for the sake of visual simplicity, Pr and Pm have
been cropped.

and Σ′
i denotes the center (mean) and the 2D covariance matrix of G′

i in the
image space, respectively. {G′

i} are then assigned to different tiles, sorted and
alpha-blended into a rendered image in a point-based volume rendering manner.
The color C of a pixel p is computed via alpha blending:

C =
∑
i∈N

ci(d)αiG′
i(p)Ti, Ti =

i−1∏
j=1

(1− αjG′
j(p)), (3)

G′
i(p) = e−

1
2 (p−µ′

i)
TΣ′−1

i (p−µ′
i),

where N denotes the set of ordered 2D Gaussians overlapping the pixel. Leverag-
ing the differentiable tile-based rasterizer, all attributes of 3D Gaussians are op-
timized end-to-end efficiently via the combination of the L1 and D-SSIM losses:

Lc = (1− λ)L1 + λLD−SSIM, (4)

where λ is a balance parameter. This process is interleaved with adaptive point
densification and pruning to better represent the scene [16].

4 Method

The overview of MirrorGaussian is illustrated in Fig. 2. MirrorGaussian recon-
structs a static scene containing a mirror from multiple-view images, along with
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their corresponding camera poses and mirror masks, and a sparse point cloud
obtained from Structure from Motion (SfM) [30]. The core idea of MirrorGaus-
sian is derived from the principle of mirror reflection: a scene in the real world
and its reflected counterpart in the virtual mirror space are mirror-symmetrical
about the mirror plane. Leveraging this principle, we propose a dual-rendering
strategy, which renders both the real-world image Ir outside the mirror and the
corresponding mirror image Im, and fuses them to get the final rendering result.
Based on our dual-rendering strategy, we further propose a three-stage pipeline
for end-to-end optimization of reconstructing scenes containing mirrors. First,
we start by optimizing 3DGS in an unmodified manner to get the real-world
3D Gaussians Pr. Next, we reflect Pr to get the mirrored 3D Gaussians Pm in
the mirror space, and optimize the mirror plane equation via our dual-rendering
strategy while fixing other parameters. Finally, we augment Pr with a mirror
label for generating the mirror mask in any viewpoints. We jointly optimize
3D Gaussians with the mirror label and the mirror plane equation to achieve
high-fidelity reconstruction with mirror reflection.

In the following subsections, we first explain how to reflect Pr to get mirrored
3D Gaussians Pm given the mirror plane equation (Sec. 4.1). Next, we present a
method that obtains a rough mirror plane equation from the sparse SfM point
cloud, and jointly optimize it with 3D Gaussians via our dual-rendering strategy
(Sec. 4.2). Finally, we describe how to optimize the 3D mirror mask, enabling
high-quality rendering of mirror reflections from arbitrary viewpoints (Sec. 4.3).

4.1 3D Gaussians Reflection about the Mirror Plane

This subsection explains how to reflect the 3D Gaussians Pr across the mirror
plane P (the acquisition of P is detailed in Sec. 4.2) to get the mirrored 3D
Gaussians Pm for modeling the virtual mirror space. We parameterize the mirror
plane as P(x) = ⟨n, x⟩+ b = 0, x ∈ R3, where n ∈ R3 denotes the normal vector
of P and b ∈ R1 denotes the negative of the plane’s distance from the origin
along n. A mirrored 3DGS point Ĝ is derived from G by keeping its opacity α
and scale S, but modifying its other three attributes: mean µ, rotation R and
view-dependent color c(d).

First, the mean µ̂ of Ĝ can be determined using the reflection function F :

µ̂ = F(µ) = µ− 2
⟨n, µ⟩+ b

∥n∥2
n. (5)

Next, we flip R across P to get the rotation R̂ of Ĝ (See Fig. 3(a)). By revisiting
Eq. 2, we find that S is a diagonal matrix and R is an orthogonal matrix that
satisfies RT = R−1, and thus Eq. 2 can also be interpreted as the eigendecom-
position of the matrix Σ:

Σ = RSSTRT = RS2R−1, R−1ΣR = S2. (6)

Therefore, the columns of R, denoted as R1, R2 and R3, are the normalized
eigenvectors of Σ. Given that Σ also describes the configuration of a Gaussian
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Fig. 3: Reflecting a real-world 3D Gaussian G with mean µ and rotation R about the
mirror plane (blue line) to get the mirrored 3D Gaussian Ĝ. (a) illustrates how the mean
µ̂ and the rotation R̂ of the mirrored 3D Gaussian Ĝ are derived using the reflection
function F . (b) illustrates how we derive the view-dependent color of Ĝ. Instead of
modifying the SH coefficients according to the reflection, we directly reflect the view
direction for Ĝ to get the view-dependent color.

ellipsoid [16], R1, R2 and R3 represent the directions of the three principal axes
of the Gaussian ellipsoid in the 3D space. Based on it, R̂ = (R̂1, R̂2, R̂3) is
obtained by reflecting R1, R2, R3 over P:

R̂i = F(µ+Ri)− µ̂, i = 1, 2, 3. (7)

Last but not least, the view-dependent colors c(d) should also be flipped to
get ĉ(d) in the mirror space. 3DGS uses a set of SH coefficients to model view-
dependent colors c(d), but it is complex to directly compute these coefficients
after reflecting. Thus, instead of computing them, we mirror d when rendering
Ĝ, as illustrated in Fig. 3(b). Then ĉ(d) can be derived by:

ĉ(d) = c(d̂), d̂ = µ−F(µcam), (8)

where µcam is the coordinate of the camera.

4.2 Mirror Plane Equation Estimation

We need to acquire the accurate mirror plane equation via optimization to enable
the mirroring process. To reduce the difficulty of optimization, we start from
a rough estimation of P, which is derived from the input sparse point cloud
generated from SfM. Fig. 4 illustrates the procedure of obtaining this rough
estimation. Given the mirror mask of an image (derived from SAM [17]), we
extract the mask edges and dilate it to get the 2D mirror border. Next, we
identify 3D points from the sparse SfM point cloud that fall on the extracted 2D
border. This is achieved by leveraging the correspondences between 2D points
in the images and 3D points in the point cloud, which is established by SfM.
We apply this operation to all input images to aggregate 3D points that locate
on the mirror border from the SfM point cloud, then remove flying points, and
finally use RANSAC [8] to fit a plane to the 3D points as the rough estimation
of the mirror plane.
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Frame #0
Dilation

Edge Extraction

SfM Key points on mask #0

Frame #n

…

Key points in the 3D space

…
Key points on mask #n…

Fig. 4: Strategy for yielding the mirror’s initial position. The mirror’s edges
from each frame’s mask are extracted using dilation and erosion. Employing SfM,
corresponding 2D-3D point pairs are established, allowing reconstruction of 3D points
along the mirror edges. Finally, a plane is fitted to the aggregated 3D points from all
frames.

Since this mirror plane estimation may not be accurate enough, we further
jointly optimize it with 3D Gaussians, which is incorporated into our three-stage
optimization pipeline. In detail, in the first optimization stage, we train vanilla
3DGS for s1 steps to get the real-world 3D Gaussians Pr. Next, we mirror Pr

about the roughly estimated P to get Pm. Note that we only mirror 3D Gaussian
points that are in front of the mirror plane. Points behind the mirror plane are
not reflected and thus have no contribution to the mirror image. For the next
s2 steps in our second optimization stage, we render both Pr and Pm to get the
real-world image Ir and the mirror image Im, and then fuse them together using
the ground-truth mask Mgt obtained by SAM [17] to get the final rendering
image I:

I = Ir ⊙Mgt + Im ⊙ (1−Mgt). (9)

We supervise I using the captured image Igt with the L1 loss and D-SSIM
loss. To enhance optimization stability and ensure accurate estimation of the
mirror plane equation, we only backpropagate the gradients to the parameters
of the mirror plane P. Optimizable parameters of Pr are fixed during the second
optimization stage. After s2 steps, the mirror plane equation is further optimized
in our final optimization stage, which will be detailed in Sec. 4.3.

4.3 3D Mirror Mask

With our dual-rendering strategy based on the accurate mirror plane equation,
we can already generate plausible renderings if the mirror masks are provided.
However, to synthesize novel views, we need to acquire the mirror mask M from
arbitrary viewpoints. Thus, in the third optimization stage with s3 steps, our
main goal is to identify 3DGS points G that are located on the mirror surface. By
rendering these mirror points, we can generate mirror masks from novel views.
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Mirror Label. We assign a label k ∈ [0, 1] for each G with value zero when it
belongs to the mirror surface and one when it does not. We can then render the
mirror mask M by applying the same alpha blending from 3DGS as described
in Eq. 3:

K =
∑
i∈N

kiαiG′
i(p)Ti, Ti =

i−1∏
j=1

(1− αjG′
j(p)), (10)

where K ∈ [0, 1] is the value of the pixel p in M , denoting how likely p belongs
to the mirror.

In the third optimization stage, we add mirror labels k to all 3D Gaussians
and initialize them based on the distance of 3D Gaussians’ means µ to the mirror
plane. We set k = 1 when the distance exceeds a threshold τ = 0.1, indicating
that the point does not belong to the mirror. For the remaining 3D Gaussians,
k is randomly assigned between 0 and 1.

RGB Rendering Formula with the Mirror Label. We require points with
k ≈ 0 to be distributed over the mirror surface to enable accurate mirror mask
rendering. Meanwhile we do not want these points to contribute to the rendering
of I, as they may hinder the rendering of Pm. To achieve so in a differentiable
way, we modify the vanilla color rendering formula in Eq. 3 by multiplying α
with k. The color C of a pixel p is then computed as:

C =
∑
i∈N

ci(d)α
′
iG′

i(p)T
′
i , T ′

i =

i−1∏
j=1

(1− α′
jG′

j(p)), α′
j = αjkj . (11)

In the third optimization stage, we fuse the real-world image Ir and the
mirror image Im using the estimated mirror mask M instead of Mgt to get the
final image I:

I = Ir ⊙M + Im ⊙ (1−M). (12)

We also supervise I by computing the L1 loss and D-SSIM loss between I and
the captured image Igt. To supervise M , we add the mask loss Lm, which is
the L1 loss between M and Mgt. We further add a regularization term Ld that
encourages the 3D Gaussians belonging to the mirror surface to be close to the
mirror plane:

Ld =
1

Q

Q∑
i=1

[
|⟨n, µ⟩+ b|

∥n∥
(1− ki)

]2
, (13)

where Q is the total number of the 3D Gaussians. This loss effectively helps the
mirror points to fast converge towards the mirror plane.

In the third optimization stage, we optimize all 3D Gaussian attributes, in-
cluding the newly introduced mirror label k and the mirror plane P, but tune
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Ground Truth MirrorGaussian Vanilla 3DGS MS-NeRF Mirror-NeRF

Fig. 5: Reconstructed samples with different methods across various scenes. Top row:
Meeting Room. Second row: Coffee House. Third row: Lounge. Bottom row: Market.

down the learning rate of P for stability. We incorporate all the loss functions
mentioned above to obtain the training loss for our final optimization stage:

L = Lc + λmLm + λdLd, (14)

where λm = 0.2 and λd = 0.1 are two balance hyperparameters. Note that the
optimization losses for the first and second stages are both Lc only.

Implementation Details. The training steps of the three stages s1, s2, and
s3 are 20,000, 1,000 and 9,000, respectively. We use the Adam optimizer and
exponentially decay the learning rate of P from 1.6e-4 to 1.6e-6 in the second
stage. In the third stage, the learning rate of P is decayed from 1.6e-6 to 1.6e-8
exponentially, and the learning rate of k is set to 0.005.

5 Experiments

5.1 Experiment Setup

Compared Methods. We compare MirrorGaussian with the most relevant
state-of-the-art methods: vanilla 3DGS [16], MS-NeRF [44], Mirror-NeRF [46],
and Ref-NeRF [36]. For vanilla 3DGS, we optimize it on four scenes under the
same setting described in its original paper [16]. For MS-NeRF, we choose Mip-
NeRF 360 [2] based model with eight sub-spaces that shows the best quality. For
Mirror-NeRF, we use the iNGP [26] based model for training efficiency.
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Table 1: Quantitative evaluation of our method compared to previous works on four
real-world scenes containing mirrors. We report SSIM ↑, PSNR ↑ and LPIPS ↓, as
well as training time and FPS on test views. The best and second best results are
highlighted.

Scene Coffee-House Meeting-Room Market Lounge Average (Avg.)

Metrics SSIM PSNR LPIPS SSIM PSNR LPIPS SSIM PSNR LPIPS SSIM PSNR LPIPS Avg. FPS Avg. Time

MS-NeRF [44] 0.901 26.21 0.111 0.910 31.09 0.129 0.685 26.25 0.275 0.921 31.20 0.126 0.048 14h57m
Mirror-NeRF [46] 0.847 23.92 0.201 0.889 27.43 0.145 0.809 27.49 0.146 0.917 29.38 0.184 0.468 18h23m

Ref-NeRF [36] 0.823 23.82 0.273 0.872 29.01 0.206 0.560 23.75 0.522 0.878 28.49 0.194 0.197 9h48m
Vanilla 3DGS [16] 0.921 25.83 0.086 0.939 28.82 0.073 0.832 28.29 0.127 0.927 30.10 0.107 271 47m

MirrorGaussian 0.927 26.66 0.068 0.943 30.63 0.063 0.844 28.35 0.105 0.928 31.10 0.108 155 1h8m

Datasets. The experiments are conducted on four real-world scenes with mir-
rors: Lounge and Market from the Mirror-NeRF dataset [46], and Meeting-
Room and Coffee-House captured by ourselves. Lounge and Market only in-
clude forward-facing views of the mirror and omit viewpoints capturing the back.
Meeting-Room and Coffee-House capture 360-degree views of the mirror. These
two scenes are captured with an iPhone 15 Pro. We use COLMAP [30] to esti-
mate camera poses and SAM [17] to segment the mirror masks. Every 8th image
is preserved for testing.

Metrics. We perform quantitative evaluation by resizing the images to 1.6
megapixels following [16] except for Mirror-NeRF. We find that Mirror-NeRF is
difficult to converge at high resolution, so we keep its original setting with width
of 480 pixels. We compare all the methods using three metrics: SSIM, PSNR,
and AlexNet-based LPIPS. We also report the rendering speed at the image size
of 1.6 megapixels, and the overall optimization time.

5.2 Result Analysis

Rendering Quality. We report the SSIM, PSNR, and LPIPS metrics in each
scene in Tab. 1, and also show visual comparisons in Fig. 5. The image qualities
of the NeRF-based methods are relatively low, and the reflections in the parts
of mirrors are even more blurry and short of details. Vanilla 3DGS produces
extremely blurry mirror surfaces when the dataset contains views behind the
mirror (see the first two rows in Fig. 5). For the forward-facing scenes (the
last two rows in Fig. 5), vanilla 3DGS tends to produce point clouds behind
the mirrors to model the virtual mirror space. Although the rendering from
frontal perspectives is relatively good, 3DGS often gets blurry results around
the mirror borders due to conflicts in different viewpoints. Note that we follow
Mirror-NeRF’s original setting to downscale the training images with width of
480 pixels to avoid the extremely long training time.

Training and Rendering Speeds. In Tab. 1, we also report the average
training time and rendering speed. The training and rendering speed tests are



MirrorGaussian 13

Fig. 6: Ablation studies. Bottom row: FLIP error map [1] visualization between the
rendered mirror masks and the ground truth mask.

Table 2: Ablation studies on the mirror equation and mask optimization.

Model setting SSIM↑ PSNR↑ LPIPS↓

1) w/o mirror equation optimization 0.919 25.84 0.082
2) w/o distance-aware initialization of k 0.926 26.42 0.071
3) w/o distance loss 0.926 26.59 0.068
4) w/o both 2) and 3) 0.921 25.95 0.077

Full model 0.927 26.74 0.068

both conducted on a single NVIDIA V100 GPU. Vanilla 3DGS and Mirror-
Gaussian require much shorter training time, and achieves real-time rendering
at high resolution. MS-NeRF builds upon Mip-NeRF 360 [2] and uses eight
sub-spaces to composite the final rendering, resulting in a low rendering speed.
Mirror-NeRF physically models ray reflections, and samples points on ingoing
and outgoing lights recursively, thus requiring long training time. MirrorGaus-
sian takes a slightly longer training time compared to vanilla 3DGS, due to the
dual-rendering strategy in the final optimization stage.

5.3 Ablation Studies

We perform ablation studies on the Coffee-House scene to evaluate different
aspects of MirrorGaussian, as illustrated in Tab. 2 and Fig. 6.

Mirror Equation Optimization. We optimize the mirror plane equation from
a rough estimation in the second and final optimization stages. Without this
optimization, reflecting the 3D Gaussians Pr across the mirror plane P results
in a shifted rendering in the mirror compared to the ground truth image Igt.
Consequently, the rendering results are blurry as shown in the third column of
Fig. 6.

Strategies for Mask Generation. After optimizing the mirror equation, we
initialize the mirror label k based on the distance of the 3D Gaussian to the
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Fig. 7: Illustration of scene editing. Please check our video demos in the supplementary
material.

mirror plane. This initialization accelerates the 3D mirror mask optimization
and thus facilitates the optimization for colors. Besides, the distance loss Ld en-
courages mirror points to distribute over the mirror surface. When the distance-
aware k initialization is utilized, the effects of the distance loss is not notably
significant, but a much worse mask Mr is produced without both.

5.4 Scene Editing

Adding New Objects. MirrorGaussian has the capability to seamlessly inte-
grate new objects into a scene, thanks to our explict point-cloud-based represen-
tation. The first two figures in Fig. 7 illustrates the integration of a pre-trained
toy bear in front of the mirror, and the mirror shows its reflected image.

Adding New Mirrors Likewise, we can seamlessly add a new mirror into the
scene. We generate a new mirror by distributing 3D Gaussian points evenly along
the plane’s surface, each sharing identical scales and rotations. As shown in the
last two figures of Fig. 7, the new mirror can correctly reflect the real-world
scene.

6 Conclusion and Limitation

In this paper, we propose MirrorGaussian, the first method that achieves high-
quality reconstruction and real-time rendering for scenes containing mirrors. The
proposed explicit point-cloud-based representation utilizes the mirror symmetry
between the real-world space and the virtual mirror space. Our rasterization-
based dual-rendering strategy can further leverage it to efficiently generate high-
quality images in novel views, and empowers various scene editing like adding
new mirrors and objects.

Even though MirrorGaussian achieves promising results in modeling mirror
reflections, there are still some limitations. Our method requires mirror segmen-
tation on input images to estimate the 3D mirror plane and mask. Additionally,
our dual-rendering strategy slightly decreases the rendering speed, since we cur-
rently render and compose the real-world image and the mirror image for the
whole frame. This can be further optimized by performing the dual-rendering
only on the mirror region.
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