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visual effects.

ABSTRACT
This paper introduces RealityEffects, a desktop authoring inter-
face designed for editing and augmenting 3D volumetric videos
with object-centric annotations and visual effects. RealityEffects
enhances volumetric capture by introducing a novel method for
augmenting captured physical motion with embedded, responsive
visual effects, referred to as object-centric augmentation. In Real-
ityEffects, users can interactively attach various visual effects to
physical objects within the captured 3D scene, enabling these effects
to dynamically move and animate in sync with the corresponding
physical motion and body movements. The primary contribution of
this paper is the development of a taxonomy for such object-centric
augmentations, which includes annotated labels, highlighted ob-
jects, ghost effects, and trajectory visualization. This taxonomy
is informed by an analysis of 120 edited videos featuring object-
centric visual effects. The findings from our user study confirm that
our direct manipulation techniques lower the barriers to editing
and annotating volumetric captures, thereby enhancing interactive
and engaging viewing experiences of 3D volumetric videos.
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1 INTRODUCTION
In recent years, augmented videos [9, 49, 79]—live or recorded 2D
videos enhanced with embedded visual effects—have gained an
increasing popularity in human-computer interaction (HCI). By
seamlessly integrating visual effects with physical motion, aug-
mented videos provide more interactive and engaging viewing ex-
periences, similar to augmented and mixed reality, but on a screen.
Traditionally, creating such augmented videos requires significant
time and expertise using professional video-editing software like
Adobe Premiere Pro. However, recent HCI research has enabled
interactive and improvisational authoring experiences, simplify-
ing the creation of these augmented live or recorded videos in
various applications, such as sports analysis (e.g., VisCommenta-
tor [9]), classroom education (e.g., RealitySketch [87]), storytelling
(e.g., Interactive Body-Driven Graphics [79]), interactive data visual-
ization (e.g., Augmented Chironomia [33]), live presentation (e.g.,
RealityTalk [58]), and entertainment (e.g., PoseTween [60]).

However, these works primarily focus on augmented 2D videos,
and to the best of our knowledge, no prior work has explored aug-
mented 3D volumetric videos. Especially with the recent releases
of sophisticated mixed reality headsets like the Apple Vision Pro,
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spatial and 3D volumetric videos become an emerging entertain-
ment medium in the mainstream consumer market. Despite the
recent proliferation of 3D volumetric capture technologies, such as
point-cloud rendering or reconstructed 3D capture with depth cam-
eras or LiDAR sensors, editing and augmenting these volumetric
videos remains challenging. Existing tools like 4Dfx [1], DepthKit
Studio [20], and HoloEdit [84] offer only basic video touch-ups and
timeline manipulation. Consequently, users must either edit these
effects frame-by-frame, similar to the traditional 2D video-editing
techniques, or program the behavior of visual effects within a 3D
game environment, such as Unity or Unreal Engine.

In this paper, we present RealityEffects, a desktop authoring
interface that supports the real-time and interactive creation of
augmented 3D volumetric videos. To augment the volumetric 3D
scene, users can simply select and bind captured physical objects
with annotated visual effects. The system then automatically tracks
physical objects such that the embedded visual effects can move
and respond dynamically with the corresponding physical motion
and body movement. We call this approach object-centric augmen-
tation, which can significantly reduce the time and cost of creating
augmented volumetric videos. Unlike 2D videos, the augmented
3D scene allows free-viewpoint movement, enabling immersive
viewing experiences.

To design our system, we collected 120 video examples utiliz-
ing the video-edited object-centric augmentation. Based on the
observed common augmentation techniques, we contribute a tax-
onomy of object-centric augmentations for 3D volumetric videos,
which includes annotated labels, highlighted objects, ghost effects,
and trajectory visualization. Along with the novel direct manip-
ulation authoring, RealityEffects extends the idea of previously
explored volumetric augmentation (e.g., Remixed Reality [59]) to
support more comprehensive visual effects that can be used in a
wide range of applications, such as sports analysis, physics educa-
tion, classroom tutorials, and live presentations. We evaluated our
system with a lab-based usability study (N=19). Our study results
suggest that object-centric augmentation is a promising way to
lower the barrier to editing and annotating volumetric captures
while allowing flexible and expressive video augmentation.

Finally, our paper contributes to:
(1) A taxonomy and design space of object-centric augmentation

for 3D volumetric captures, based on the analysis of existing
object-centric 2D video augmentation techniques.

(2) RealityEffects, a tool for creating augmented 3D volumetric
videos that leverage a novel direct manipulation technique
to bind dynamic visual effects with corresponding physical
motion.

(3) Application demonstration and user evaluation of RealityEf-
fects, which suggests the untapped potential of augmented
volumetric captures for more interactive and engaging view-
ing experiences.

2 RELATEDWORK
2.1 Volumetric Capturing and Editing
2.1.1 Volumetric Capture and Its Applications. Volumetric captures
or videos refer to the technique of capturing 3D space and sub-
sequently viewing it on a screen with free-viewpoint movement.

These techniques have been explored since the 1990s (e.g., Virtu-
alized Reality [44]), but recent research has greatly advanced this
domain in both high-quality 3D reconstruction (e.g., Fusion4D [21],
Montage4D [22], Relightables [32], VolumeDeform [39]) and more
accessible volumetric capturing with mobile phones (e.g., Kinect
Fusion [40], DepthLab [23], Polycam [72]). With recent advances in
commercially-available depth cameras like Kinect, volumetric cap-
tures have been used in various applications such as telepresence
(e.g., Holoportation [68], JackInSpace [50], Project Starline [52], Pho-
toPortals [51]), remote collaboration (e.g., RemoteFusion [2], Mini-
Me [70], On the Shoulder of Giant [71], Virtual Makerspaces [73]),
remote hands-on instruction (e.g., Loki [91], BeThere [81], 3D Help-
ing Hands [89]), and immersive tutorials for physical tasks (e.g.,
MobileTutAR [7], ProcessAR [15], My Tai Chi Coaches [34]). Past
research has utilized static or live 3D reconstructed scenes for re-
mote MR collaboration, facilitating more immersive interactions
with remote users [27, 88, 90]. Alternatively, live 3D reconstruction
has been used to facilitate co-located communications for VR users
(e.g., Slice of Light [94], Asynchronous Reality [26]). These captured
3D geometries are also used for anchoring virtual elements (e.g.,
SnapToReality [67], SemanticAdapt [12]), creating virtual contents
(e.g., SweepCanvas [57],Window-Shaping [38]), or generating vir-
tual environments (e.g., VRoamer [10], Oasis [82, 83]) by leveraging
object detection and semantic segmentation of volumetric scenes
(e.g., SemanticPaint [92], ScanNet [17]).

2.1.2 Augmenting and Editing Volumetric Capture. More closely
related to our work, past work has also explored further blending
the virtual and physical worlds by augmenting captured volumet-
ric scenes or the real world. By using VR/MR devices, systems
can alternate the captured scene by erasing physical objects (e.g.,
SceneCtrl [101], Diminished Reality [13, 63]) or replacing them with
virtual ones (e.g., RealityCheck [35], TransforMR [45]). Alternatively,
previous work has used the depth information to blend virtual aug-
mentation into the real-world with projection mapping (e.g., Illu-
miRoom [42], RoomAlive [41], Room2Room [69], Dyadic Projected
SAR [4], OptiSpace [24]). Systems like Mixed Voxel Reality [74],
Remixed Reality [59], and Virtual Reality Annotator [76] further
advance this approach by augmenting the volumetric scene by
leveraging both spatial manipulation (copy, erase, move), temporal
modification (record, playback, loop), and volumetric annotation
(sketches) with a VR headset and live 3D reconstruction.

While these works partially demonstrated the visual augment-
ing of captured scenes, supported augmentation techniques remain
simple (e.g., appearance change for color or texture). Moreover,
since their focus is on the immersive experience of these modified
scenes, the authoring aspect of these volumetric scenes and videos
is not well explored in the literature. Our focus is rather on the
authoring interface, which can support more comprehensive visual
augmentation for the volumetric scenes. This is because the cur-
rent work on authoring tools or video-editing tools for volumetric
capture is either focused on static scenes (e.g., DistanciAR [95]),
timeline manipulation (e.g., 4Dfx [1]), or simple video touch-ups
(e.g., DepthKit Studio [20], HoloEdit [84]). In contrast, RealityEffects
enables more expressive visual augmentation for dynamic volumet-
ric scenes by leveraging object-centric augmentation, which we take
inspiration from 2D video authoring, as described next.
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2.2 Authoring Augmented 2D Videos
In the context of 2D videos or mobile AR interfaces, augmented
videos refer to a live or recorded video in which embedded visuals
are seamlessly coupled with captured physical objects [9, 49, 79].
Systems like PoseTween [60], and Interactive Body-Driven Graph-
ics [79] demonstrate the interactive authoring tools for generating
responsive graphics that can move with the corresponding body
movement in the live or recorded video. Such visual augmenta-
tion can provide more engaging experiences for live presentations
(e.g., RealityTalk [58], Augmented Chironomia [33]) sports training
(e.g., VisCommentator [9], EventAnchor [19], YouMove [3]), story-
telling (e.g., RealityCanvas [97]), and education (e.g.,HoloBoard [31],
Sketched Reality [43]). Moreover, augmented videos are also useful
media for prototyping AR experiences (e.g., Pronto [56], Rapido [55],
Teachable Reality [62]) or remote collaboration (e.g., In-Touch with
the Remote World [28, 29]).

Traditionally, these videos require professional video-editing
skills, but HCI researchers have investigated end-user authoring
tools to lower the barrier of expertise. In particular, taking in-
spiration from object-based video navigation techniques [46, 64–
66, 77, 93], Goldman et al. [30] and Silvia et al. [80] explored object-
centric video annotation, which allows users to add dynamic annota-
tion based on the tracked object in the 2D video. More recently, sys-
tems like RealitySketch [87], RealityCanvas [97], VideoDoodles [99],
and Graphiti [78] have further expanded the object-centric augmen-
tation for dynamic AR sketching interfaces. However, to the best
of our knowledge, no prior work has explored these techniques for
3D volumetric videos, which introduce the additional interaction
challenge of selecting or aligning objects in 3D scenes [37, 61]. This
paper contributes to the first object-centric augmentation for 3D
volumetric video, along with a taxonomy of possible augmentation
design.

2.3 Object-Centric Immersive Visualization
Our design for spatial annotations and visual effects is also inspired
by various object-centric immersive visualization and visual analyt-
ics techniques [18]. Previous works have explored various spatio-
temporal visualization techniques, such as spatial and semantic
object annotation (e.g., ReLive [36], Skeletonotator [54]), trajecto-
ries of objects (e.g., MIRIA [6]), trajectories of human motion (e.g.,
AvatAR [75], Reactive Video [16], DemoDraw [14]), ghost effects
(e.g., GhostAR [8]), object and location highlights (e.g., Kepplinger
et al. [47]), and heatmap visualizations (e.g., HeatSpace [25], Eagle-
View [5]). These free-viewpoint movements and multi-viewpoint
analyses can greatly improve the way we watch and analyze object-
and body-related movements with deeper insights [5, 48, 85, 100].
While our tool is inspired by these works, our focus lies on the
authoring aspect of these dynamic effects and visualizations, rather
than developing novel visualization systems. For example, we de-
signed our system in a way that end-users can easily select, bind,
and visualize motion data without any pre-defined programs or con-
figurations. We believe our tool along with the direct manipulation
authoring approach, allows flexible and customizable volumetric
video editing that can be used for broader applications beyond these
visual analytics tools.

3 A TAXONOMY OF OBJECT-CENTRIC
AUGMENTATION

3.1 A Taxonomy Analysis
To better understand common practices and techniques for object-
centric augmentations, we first collected and analyzed a set of 120
existing videos available on the Internet, most of which were cre-
ated using professional video-editing software. These examples
showcase a variety of techniques and collectively contribute to a
preliminary taxonomy of object-centric visual augmentation, help-
ing the design of end-user systems for authoring these effects.

3.1.1 Definition of Object-Centric Augmentation. To design our
system feature, we first need to understand and investigate com-
mon practices for object-centric augmentation. In this paper, object-
centric augmentation refers to “a class of virtual elements 1) that
are embedded and spatially integrated with objects in a scene, and
2) whose properties change, respond, and animate based on the be-
haviors of physical objects in the scene.”. Here, virtual elements can
include text, images, visual effects, and visualization; objects can
be physical objects, parts of the human body, or environments;
and properties can encompass location, orientation, scale, and other
visual properties.

3.1.2 Motivation and Goal. While object-centric augmentations
are frequently used in many professional videos and several works
explore this domain [30], these works lack a taxonomy analy-
sis [30, 60, 78, 87] or focus on more specific domains such as pre-
sentations [58], storytelling [79] or robotics [86], leaving a gap in
the holistic understanding of possible designs, even for 2D videos
and, certainly, for 3D volumetric videos. The goal of this taxonomy
analysis is to provide initial insights into object-centric augmen-
tations. We have adapted methods from similar prior research pa-
pers [58, 62, 97] to provide an initial and preliminary taxonomy
of a representative subset of common practices, recognizing that
conducting a systematic visual search of videos is more challenging
than conducting a systematic search of research papers.

3.1.3 Corpus and Dataset. To collect the video examples, the au-
thors (A1, A2, and A4) manually searched popular video and image
search platforms (e.g., YouTube, Pinterest, Vimeo, Behance, and
Google Images), primarily relying on visual searches, as these videos
are not associated with a specific keyword like “3D visual effects”.
After some initial filtering, we started to identify some patterns
in the visuals we collected, and with the help of the similar image
suggestion feature on Pinterest, we expanded more visual search
criteria like annotations, highlights, augmented effects, labels, float-
ing text, floating screen, analysis, visualization, and motion. We
also did a reverse search to find the videos, through this process,
we first collected 200 videos. Note that there is a much smaller
proportion of examples for 3D volumetric videos, none of them
are volumetric videos, while most of them feature 3D visual effects.
Then, the authors (A1, A2, and A4) filter out by focusing only on the
object-centric augmentation (e.g., removing videos that use entirely
virtual effects without physical objects or visual effects that are not
associated with the physical objects). After the filtering process,
we obtained 120 videos that contain object-centric augmentation
based on our definition,
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Figure 2: Design Space Analysis: We collected a set of 120 existing edited videos and images and observed the five most common
design techniques, namely, Text Annotation, Object Highlight, Embedded Visual, Connected Link, and Motion Effect. The
screenshots are copyrighted by each video creator. We listed the link for each video in the Appendix.

3.1.4 Coding Methodology. We analyzed all 120 collected videos to
identify snippets displaying annotations and visual effects, captur-
ing screenshots of object-centric visual effects from each. Through
this process, one of the authors (A1) led the collection of screen-
shots, with assistance from another author (A2), resulting in a total
of 336 screenshots, averaging 2.8 screenshots per video. We chose
screenshots over full videos as a coding corpus because each video
may contain different techniques, and these screenshots served as
representative keyframes for our taxonomy analysis. Subsequently,
we conducted open coding to identify a preliminary taxonomy of
object-centric visual effects. With the 336 collected representative
images, author A1 led the initial open coding process to identify a
first approximation of the dimensions and categories, then iterated
with other authors (A2 and A4) on digital whiteboards (Miro and
Google Slides). In this process, the three authors independently re-
viewed the collected screenshots and refined the taxonomy initially
identified by A1. Subsequently, all authors reflected on the initial
design space to discuss the consistency and comprehensiveness of
the categorization. Finally, after systematic coding by authors A1
and A2, which involved individual tagging for the complete dataset,
we reviewed the tagging to resolve discrepancies and obtain final
coding results. All authors then reflected on the design space and
finalized the categorization by merging, expanding, and removing
categories.

3.1.5 Limitations. We acknowledge several limitations in our cur-
rent methodologies, including corpus selection and taxonomy anal-
ysis. First, our selected videos may not represent a comprehen-
sive and exhaustive corpus. While we aimed to collect as diverse a

dataset as possible, the nature of our visual search, rather than a sys-
tematic keyword search, limits our ability to claim comprehensive
representation. Second, the taxonomy analysis might have bene-
fited from the involvement of the video creators to better capture
the design space from their perspectives. Despite these limitations,
we believe this taxonomy can help identify common practices and
techniques for object-centric augmentation, benefiting both our
own and other HCI research.

3.2 Design Space of Object-Centric
Augmentation

Based on the analysis, we identified the following fivemost common
augmentation techniques: 1) text annotations, 2) object highlights,
3) embedded visuals, 4) connected links, and 5) motion effects (Fig-
ure 2).

3.2.1 Text Annotation. Text annotation is one of the most com-
mon techniques identified. It involves attaching textual labels or
descriptions to physical objects. These can be static descriptions,
providing information about the object, or dynamic data and pa-
rameters, such as speed, distance, or price, akin to embedded data
visualization [96]. The attached objects can be graspable physical
items, parts of the human body, or stationary locations like buildings
or furniture.

3.2.2 Object Highlight. Object highlight is a technique used to visu-
ally attract an audience’s attention to a specific object. For example,
object highlight techniques include changing the color of the object,
highlighting the contour of the object, adding highlighting marks
to the object, or changing the opacity of other objects. These object
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highlights can be applied to either 2D surfaces, such as showing a
colored circle on the ground around cars, phones, or pans, or 3D
objects, such as displaying a bounding box and sphere or 3D mesh
of the target object.

3.2.3 Embedded Visual. Embedded visuals are 2D images or visual
information attached to describe objects, similar to text annotation
but through static visuals or animations. Embedded visuals include
simple icons to describe the object, 2D images and photos to show the
associated information, animation to visually describe the behavior,
screens to display the associated website or user interfaces, and
charts or graphs to visualize the associated data.

3.2.4 Connected Link. Connected links are lines that indicate the
relationship between two elements. These connected lines can be
object to virtual elements, linking text annotations or embedded vi-
suals to a specific object to indicate which object is being described.
Alternatively, the connected lines can be object to object, explaining
the relationship and association between multiple physical objects,
such as indicating network communication between multiple IoT
devices or visualizing the connection between different body parts
like arms or legs. These connected links can dynamically move and
animate whenever the physical objects move.

3.2.5 Motion Effect. Motion effects are techniques used to visualize
the motion of physical objects. Most commonly, motion trajectories
are used to show the path a specific object moves, such as illustrat-
ing the trajectory of a golf swing, baseball batting swing, and body
movement in gymnastics. Alternatively, some videos leverage slow-
motion morphing effects or ghost effects to depict the trajectory of
the entire body or objects, similar to the famous bullet-time effects
in the movie Matrix.

3.2.6 Others. While much less common, we have also observed
several other effects, such as particle effects and virtual 3D anima-
tion. However, since object-centric augmentation already leverages
the dynamic motion of physical objects, simple visual augmentation
can significantly make the video more expressive and enrich the
viewing experience.

4 REALITYEFFECTS SYSTEM
4.1 System Overview
This section introduces RealityEffects, a desktop authoring inter-
face designed to support the real-time and interactive creation of
augmented 3D volumetric videos, whether live or recorded. The
goal of our system is to enable users to create augmented volumet-
ric videos through direct manipulation, without the need for pro-
gramming, by leveraging an object-centric augmentation approach.
Given the design space exploration outlined above, RealityEffects
allows users to easily embed text, visuals, highlight effects, and 3D
objects, which can be bound to physical objects and bodies captured
in the volumetric video. The following workflows are supported by
RealityEffects:

Step 1. Track a captured object or body part by clicking the tracking
points from the desktop 3D scene.

Step 2. Add visual effects that are automatically bound to the se-
lected physical object.

Step 3. Obtain the dynamic data and parameters of the real-world
motion.

Step 4. Bind and visualize the obtained dynamic parameter to create
responsive graph plots or associated animation.

4.2 System Implementation
As shown in Figure 3, RealityEffects is implemented across three
main modules: streaming, processing, and augmenting. The entire
application is written in JavaScript using React.js, React Three Fiber,
and Electron.js. It runs on a desktop Windows machine, and we rec-
ommend using a desktop machine equipped with graphics cards to
speed up rendering. The source code for our system implementation
is available on GitHub 1.

4.2.1 Streaming Module. The streaming module utilizes the off-
the-shelf Azure Kinect depth camera SDK to capture volumetric
point-cloud data. The data feed includes both RGB andDepth data in
separate channels, each with a resolution of 640 × 576 and a refresh
rate of 30 FPS. Both channels share the same (x,y) coordinate data
structure, enabling us to retrieve the depth information for any
(x,y) tracking point. The obtained RGB-D data is then passed to the
processing module.

4.2.2 Processing Module. With the RGB-D data feed, the applica-
tion performs 3D scene reconstruction by rendering the 3D point
cloud data directly using Three.js, where z = Depth(x,y) and RGB =
Color(x,y). We utilize MediaPipe Pose Estimation for body tracking
and OpenCV for object tracking. The application calculates the cen-
troid by averaging the (x,y) values, retrieves the depth information
with the (x,y) coordinates, and registers the centroid as the attach-
able object in the authoring interface for further augmentation.

4.2.3 Augmenting Module. With the attachable object from the
processing module, RealityEffects allows users to select objects
from pose estimation and color tracking and augment them with
object-centric annotations and dynamic visual effects. The object-
centric annotations are essentially Three.js coded objects such as
static text labels and bounding boxes, with a bloom pass to create
glowing highlight effects. The dynamic visual effects are parame-
terized object motions that allow us to create visualizations from
the motion and parameters, such as trajectory, position, distance,
and angle. Users can augment the moving object with motion ef-
fects like a trajectory (a series of points) and a trailing effect 2, and
augment the motion with embedded visualizations using an iframe
to create charts and interactive widgets. The augmentation can
be applied to a real-time camera data feed, allowing users to re-
view their own performance as it’s being annotated, which unlocks
several application scenarios like sport analysis and e-commerce
live streaming. Users can also freely move or zoom the camera
in 3D space through mouse movements. When using a recorded
volumetric video, the system supports simple pause and play func-
tionalities. Since we only use a single Kinect camera, capturing the
entire room is challenging. Therefore, we also scan the room with
a static 3D scanner (iPad Pro 12-inch with LiDAR camera and 3D
Scanner App) and place it as a 3D volumetric background asset

1https://github.com/jlia0/RealityEffects
2https://drei.pmnd.rs/?path=/docs/misc-trail--docs
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(glTF file) only for visual aesthetic purposes in most of the figure
and video demonstrations.

Streaming

Color Depth

Kinect

Volumetric Capturing

RGB Depth

Processing

MediaPipe OpenCV

Three.js

640 x 576

30 FPS

Pose  Estimation Object Tracking 

Augmenting

RealityEffects

3D Scene

Reconstruction

Tracking Points

(X,Y)
Z = Depth(X,Y)

Point Cloud

Annotation Highlight Motion Parameters

Render

3D Scene

Static Label… Bounding Box… Trajectory… Position, Angle…

3D Assets (GLTF)

Visualizations iframe

Dynamic Visual Effects

Annotations

Object-Centric Annotations

Figure 3: RealityEffects consists of threemodules – (1) Stream-
ing: Azure Kinect SDK provides the depth camera data feed,
(2) Processing: Mediapipe and OpenCV for body and color
tracking (3) Augmenting: Three.js for visual rendering.

Step 1. Object Selection and Tracking
The first step is to select a captured physical object. For object-
centric augmentation, all embedded annotations and visual effects
should be tightly coupled with physical objects. Therefore, our sys-
tem first allows the user to specify which objects to track and bind.
To specify the object, the user can enter the selection mode and
simply click the object in the scene. Then, the system automatically
adds a tracking point in the 3D scene and tracks its location. For
the tracking point, the system supports three categories: 1) physical
object, 2) body, 3) stationary physical environment. The performance
of object tracking can be found in Table 1. We evaluate the accu-
racy by counting the time duration of tracking target losses over a
fixed period of a captured video while we freely move the objects
around in space and at different angles. While this is a fairly simple
evaluation, we found that pose estimation is fairly robust and close
to its acclaimed benchmarks, whereas color tracking is unstable, es-
pecially for objects with reflective materials. Future improvements

are needed using more robust methods such as SAM-Track [11] and
Track Anything [98].

Pose Estimation Color Tracking

Accuracy 91.3% 65.7%

Table 1: Pose Estimation and Color Tracking Accuracy

4.2.4 Physical Object. First, for the colored physical object, the
system tracks the object’s 3D position based on the combination of
color tracking and point-cloud information.When the user clicks an
object, the system gets the current RGB value of the clicked points
in 2D screen. Then, the system captures a similar colors based
on an upper and lower threshold range of RGB (± 10) to obtain
the largest contour in the scene, based on Node OpenCV library.
Given the detected object in the 2D scene, the system raycasts to
the volumetric scene to obtain the associated point-cloud depth
information, which allows us to get the coordinated 3D position in
the scene.

4.2.5 Body. For post estimation and body tracking, we simply use
MediaPipe to get the estimation of 33 body tracking points. We also
tried Kinect-builtin body tracking feature, but the performance was
not satisfying because of high latency and low accuracy. Similar
to color tracking, the system allows the user to directly select one
of the tracking points of the body skeleton, and the system auto-
matically calibrate the 2D coordinates with the depth information.
When the user enters the body selection mode, then the system
shows the twenty body skeleton points which the user can select.
When the user selects a certain skeleton parts, then it becomes
highlights and starts tracking in the 3D scene.

4.2.6 Stationary Location. For stationary location, the user can
simply select a location in the scene and use a ray cast to obtain the
stationary 3D position in the physical environment, such as floor or
wall. The user can also place it in mid-air by moving the point with
a mouse. In this selection, the tracked point is stationary, thus there
is no dynamic movement. However, this tracked location can be
used as a reference point, such as a distance from a certain location.

Step 2. Virtual Object Binding
Once the system starts tracking the selected object, then the user can
add virtual objects that can be bound to the tracked object. Informed
by the taxonomy analysis, the system supports the following four
virtual 3D objects: 1) text annotation, 2) object highlight, and 3)
embedded visual.

4.2.7 Text Annotation. First, the user can bind the text label to the
associated physical object in the volumetric 3D scene. To place a
text annotation, the user specifies the associated object and then
clicks the text label button. Then, the system starts showing the
2D text label floating around the tracked object. Since the attached
text label is bound to the object, the text label position moves when
the object moves. The user can change the text value by typing
the name in the menu window. The user can also add a dynamic
value by using a variable, based on the JavaScript variables such
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Figure 4: AuthoringWorkflow: Collection of examples from RealityEffects’s workflow to demonstrate features such as dynamic
parameters, highlighting and annotations.

as Date.now(), or a user-defined variable based on the dynamic
parameters, such as position, speed, angle, distance, etc., as we
describe in Step 3. While the text is a 2D object, it always moves its
orientation to face the camera. The user can also disable this to

4.2.8 Object Highlight. The user can also add an object highlight
bound to the tracked object. The system supports two basic object
highlight options: 1) 3D primitive shapes, such as bounding box,
bounding sphere, and bounding cylinder, and 2) 2D highlight shapes
such as colored circles or rectangles. To add the object highlights,
the user first selects the tracked object and then chooses the object
highlight button in the menu. Then, the system lets the user choose
the shape of the highlight (default: 3D sphere), then the object
highlight is added to the scene. Unlike text annotation, the object
highlight is placed in the center of the tracked object. The user
can also change the scale, offset, orientation, and color accordingly
through a direct manipulation interface.

4.2.9 Embedded Visual. The user can also add embedded 2D vi-
suals. Informed by the taxonomy analysis, the system supports
images, icons, videos, and embedded websites as the associated
visual aids. From the technical point of view, all the embedded vi-
sual is implemented as embedded iframe in Three.js. Therefore, the
image, YouTube video, or website can be embedded as an iframe by
specifying the URL or local file. To add the embedded visual, the
user can also select the object and enter the embedded visual menu.
Then the user can enter the URL or file directory. Once loaded,
the added visual elements start following based on the object’s
movement. Again, the user can also change the size, orientation,
and opacity of these elements. Since the embedded visual is an
interactive HTML, the user can also interact with the screen such
as buttons or links. By leveraging this feature, we can also embed

dynamic graphs and charts by associating the dynamic parameter,
as discussed in Step 4. By default, the 2D visual always changes its
orientation to face the camera, but the user can also change it by
disabling it.

Step 3. Parameterize the Real World
The user can also parameterize the real world to obtain the dynamic
data value associated with the captured motion. The system obtains
these real-time values based on 3D reconstructed information. The
system supports the following parameterized values: 1) X, Y, and
Z position of the tracked object, 2) speed of the tracked object,
3) distance between two tracked objects, 4) angle between three
tracked objects, and 5) 2D area of three or more tracked objects.

4.2.10 Position. The system can obtain the 3D position of the
tracked object by simply getting the current position value. The
user can use this dynamic value in text labels or dynamic graphs
by using the specific variable. In the system, the user can use this
value by using the variable like obj_1.x.

4.2.11 Speed. The system also obtains the speed for all the tracked
objects, by calculating

Speed =

√︁
(𝑥1 − 𝑥0)2 + (𝑦1 − 𝑦0)2 + (𝑧1 − 𝑧0)2

𝑡1 − 𝑡0
(1)

where 𝑡1 − 𝑡0 is every 0.5 second (every 15 frames with 30 FPS).
The user can access this information by using the variable like
obj_1.speed.x

4.2.12 Distance. When the user selects multiple objects, the system
also calculates the distance between the two objects. If the user also
wants to show the line between the two points, the user can enter
the geometry menu, and then add the connected line between two
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tracked points. Then, the line geometry automatically changes its
length and orientation based on the tracked objects. The endpoint
of the line is not the dynamic object but can be also a stationary
location such as a specific point in the scene. The user can use the
distance information by using the variable like distance_1

4.2.13 Angle. When selecting the three tracked objects, then the
system also calculates the angle between the two lines. In this
case, the angle is calculated given the two 3D vectors 𝑎, 𝑏 through
𝜃 = 𝑐𝑜𝑠−1 [(𝑎 · 𝑏)/∥𝑎∥ · ∥𝑏∥)], where 𝑐𝑜𝑠−1 is arc cosine and 𝑎 · 𝑏 is
a dot product. The user can use the angle data by using the variable
like angle_1

4.2.14 Area. In the same way, the user can also obtain the dynamic
parameter for the area of three points (the area of a connected
triangle) or four points (the area of a connected rectangle). The user
can use the area by using the variable like area_1

Step 4. Visualize the Dynamic Motion
By default, the user can create object-centric augmentation by sim-
ply binding virtual elements to the tracked object in Step 2. However,
the user can even create more expressive dynamic effects by us-
ing or visualizing the dynamic parameters based on the variables
defined in Step 3. To that end, the system supports the following
three parameter-based dynamic visual effects: 1) dynamic text an-
notation, 2) dynamic visual appearance, and 3) dynamic graph. The
system also supports two motion-related visual effects: 4) motion
trajectory, and 5) ghost effects.

4.2.15 Dynamic Text Annotation. Dynamic text annotation is the
text annotation described in Step 1 but uses the parameterized
value in the 3D scene. For example, if the user types the text value
as PositionX: ${obj_1.x}$, then the system shows the parame-
terized value in the text label, which is shown as like PositionX:
34.23.

4.2.16 Dynamic Visual Appearance. Similarly, the user can also
bind the dynamic parameter to the visual property of the embedded
virtual objects, such as scale, rotation, position, opacity, and color.
For example, if the user associates the scale of the virtual object
with the position of the tracked object, then the embedded virtual
object’s size changes in response to the position of the tracked
object.

4.2.17 Dynamic Graph. The user can also show the dynamic graph
by associating the dynamic value with the charts. As we mentioned,
we can embed the interactive 2D data visualization with iframe.
We prepare several basic graphs such as line charts, bar charts, or
pie charts, based on the Chart.js library. For example, if the user
associates the y value of the line graph as an angle of between the
arm and body, then the system shows the real-time line chart to
show the tracked parameter.

4.2.18 Motion Trajectories. Alternatively, the system can also show
the motion effects with several prepared visual effects. For example,
the user can show the motion trajectory of the tracked object. To do
so, the user selects the motion trajectory option in the menu, then
the user selects the object. Then, the system starts the trajectory
path of the motion, based on the object location. To implement this,

we simply place a small sphere in the position of the tracked object
for each frame, then disappear for a certain duration (5 seconds).

4.2.19 Ghost Effects. Finally, the system also supports the ghost
effects by duplicating the tracked object’s geometry. To do this, we
simply clone the entire tracked object for every second, so that the
user can see the ghost effect.

5 APPLICATIONS
5.1 Product Showcase and Advertisement
Social e-commerce, which gained prominence during COVID, has
popularized remote selling and virtual sales. Our system can be
utilized for e-commerce live streaming or recorded product show-
cases. For example, Figure 5 illustrates a virtual sale presentation
using our system. Initially, the presenter showcases the camera, and
then the user can annotate the product with labeled annotations.
By using the embedded website feature, the user can also add an
Amazon link directly in the 3D scene. These embedded websites are
interactive and clickable, enabling the audience to directly access
the shopping website.

Figure 5: Product Showcase: Use case scenario demonstrating
a sales pitch for a handheld camera, where labels, visual-
izations, and highlights are used to enhance the product’s
appeal and provide information.

5.2 Tutorial and Instruction
When conducting experiments in a lab, safety is crucial. RealityEf-
fects can assist in maintaining safety standards, for instance, in a
chemical lab where preventing cross-contamination of chemicals
is essential. A user can define a specific space or surface for Real-
ityEffects to monitor. Based on the data, such as the duration of
interaction or movement, the system can augment visualizations to
display a heatmap showing levels of contamination seconds after
the area or surface is touched.

5.3 Physical Training and Sport Analysis
Our system is also suitable for sports analysis. By augmenting
volumetric videos of sports activities, RealityEffects can enhance
the understanding of athletic actions. For example, in a soccer
game, the system can annotate or highlight players to increase
their visibility, focus on individual players by binding objects to
them, or use highlighting features. Features such as object-object
binding or trajectory augmentation can display visual lines between
players to indicate player positioning or the trajectory of the ball
during the game. Additionally, the system can generate user-defined
data visualizations to display statistics such as player speed or heat
maps of areas with frequent movement or activity.
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Figure 6: Chemistry Lab Training: Use case scenario highlighting safe practices, necessary precautions, and potential lab
dangers related to cross-contamination.

Figure 7: Maker Space Introduction: Use case scenario providing an orientation to a creative space. Labels and highlights are
utilized to identify equipment and safety measures.

Figure 8: Physical Training and Analysis: Use case scenario demonstrating a physical workout routine by measuring repetitions
and bodily motion to display them as visualizations.

These applications demonstrate the versatility of RealityEffects
in enhancing interactive and dynamic visual experiences across var-
ious domains, from commercial showcases to educational settings
and athletic training.

6 USER STUDY
To evaluate the effectiveness and user satisfaction of our system,
we conducted a lab-based usability study with 19 participants (13
males, 6 females; aged between 19 and 29) from our local commu-
nity, consisting of university students and working professionals
on campus. Each participant was compensated with a $10 Amazon
gift card for their involvement in the user study. Our study was
structured around the “usage evaluation” framework proposed by
Ledo et al. [53]. The primary purpose of conducting usability stud-
ies with end-users is to assess the creative freedom, ease of use,
learnability, and overall usability of the system. We also measured
which design features were useful in helping participants achieve
their goals. Given that our system introduces a novel authoring
tool for 3D volumetric videos, we lack a direct comparison against
established baselines. To overcome this challenge, we employed a
combination of lab-based usability studies and in-depth interviews
with users. This approach allowed us to uncover the strengths and
weaknesses of our system and provided valuable insights that will
inform future research.

6.1 Method and Study Protocol
6.1.1 Method. The study was structured into two sessions: the
first aimed at evaluating the prototype’s usability to ascertain its
effectiveness, ease of use, and learnability through structured tasks
and a survey. Before the first session, we inquired about partici-
pants’ experience with 3D graphics software development tools
like Unity 3D, Blender, and Unreal Engine. Identifying experienced
participants helped in gaining deeper insights during the follow-up
conversational interviews. The second session involved an in-depth
interview to discuss the system’s benefits, limitations, and potential
improvements.

6.1.2 Study Protocol. The user study was designed to measure
specific usability factors such as learnability, satisfaction, and ease
of use. The total duration for the studywas between 45 to 60minutes
per participant, structured as follows:
- Introduction (3-5 minutes): Participants were introduced to the
project’s goals and the underlying technology. An online white-
board presentation outlined the system’s design and features, and
participants were briefed on the concept of volumetric video, setting
the stage for the tasks they would perform.
- Demonstration and Application (24-30 minutes): The demon-
stration phase was split into two parts to cover different aspects of
the system. Initially, participants followed a guided tutorial with
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slides on how to attach static annotations for a product advertise-
ment scenario. This task aimed to assess the system’s learnability
and ease of use. Subsequently, participants engaged in a more com-
plex task involving motion tracking, simulating a physical training
scenario to evaluate the system’s performance under dynamic con-
ditions. This helped in assessing the robustness and responsiveness
of the system.
- Survey (15-20 minutes): Finally, participants completed a Google
Form questionnaire to provide feedback on their experience. The
survey included questions designed to measure user satisfaction
and identify usability issues, thereby providing qualitative and
quantitative data to support the usability assessment.

6.2 Results
6.2.1 Demographics. We asked the participants at the beginning of
our survey to better learn about their background and demograph-
ics towards mixed reality experience, 3D graphics software, video
editing experience, and volumetric video experience. The collected
demographic information is shown in Figure 9. Non-surprisingly,
many of our participants do not have 3D graphics development
experience or volumetric video experience. Many of them also men-
tioned that it was their first time hearing about 3D video or 3D
volumetric video.

Mixed Reality Experience (3.6/7)

Ba
ck

gr
ou

nd

3D Graphics Experience (3.9/7)

Video Editing Experience (3.3/7)

Volumetric Video Experience (2.3/7)
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em

Overall Experience (5.7/7)

Easy to Use (5.4/7)

Creative Freedom (5.6/7)

Engagement (5.9/7)

Lower Barrier (5.4/7)

Figure 9: User Study Results – A graph summarizing the 7-
point Likert scale responses of demographics and overall
experiences from 19 participants.

6.2.2 Overall Experiences. As shown from the Figure 9, which
summarized

The Figure 9 outlines the study results. Overall, the vast majority
of participants had positive responses. Participant scores of the
overall experience averaged 5.7/7. "The user experience was fun and
interesting. It was pretty intuitive as well"(P9) and "It is such a fresh
and interesting experience for me to play a 3D reality product." (P13).
Some participants also had optimistic views towards the system
Seems interesting and could have potential uses for video editing
software(P16).

6.2.3 Ease of Use. The system was determined to be fairly easy to
use, averaging 5.4/7. P8 found "It was intuitive" and said "the user
panel was accessible". However, a (P5, P10, P13) found it hard to
make selections. However, others(P9, 19) with experience with 3D
software found it easy. P13 who was unfamiliar with using software
with 3D spaces found it difficult to navigate. P3 put up concerns
with certain demographics unfamiliar with 3D software and that it
might seem overwhelming. However, they did find the streamlined
interface made animation and editing so much faster P3.

6.2.4 Flexibility and Creative Freedom. The creative freedom of
the system was reported to be flexible, with an average score of
5.6/7. Regarding the variety of the features, P1 declared that they
could imagine multiple uses for them. Another said The trail feature
and ghost effect inspired my creativity P10. Body motion features
resonated more and had positive feedback in terms of creative
freedom, P19 said the ghosting and trailing effects were features they
would personally use for creative reasons.
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Figure 10: User Study Results – A graph summarizing the
7-point Likert scale responses of the usefulness of features
and authoring experiences from 19 participants.

6.2.5 Usefulness of features. One declared the tracking and bind-
ing features were necessary, as labels and highlights would likely
not work without them. (P2) From the questionnaire, highlighting
had positive feedback and that the torus seems very useful for high-
lighting objects in the scene (P8, P11)

6.2.6 Potential Applications and Use Scenarios. When asked about
the potential applications and use cases, many participants see the
potential for sports analysis (P3, P10) and data visualization (P7,
P14). For example, P3 says "On the note of sports, like for example,
in ballet, your position is very important. So if you’re doing plays
like, for example, videos where you highlight certain points like knees
they have to be at a certain angle.". As the participants say, our tool
allows the user not only to analyze the sports from different angles,
but also to measure the trajectory or posture in improvisational
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and interactive ways. Also, the participants see the future potential
of video streaming. For example, one of P4 says that "I would use
this in my stream in some way to incorporate effects. And maybe even
have audience members triggering different things in my space" The
feedback points to a future when 3D volumetric videos become
mainstream. The participants see that tools like RealityEffects allow
such a video streaming medium more interactive and engaging.

6.2.7 Limitations and Future Work. While the feedback was gener-
ally positive, several limitations were noted. P7 mentioned that the
tool’s functionality is currently limited, particularly the types of
3D shapes available for highlighting objects, which are restricted
to simple geometric forms. Many participants pointed out the
need for improvement in tracking accuracy, especially with the
color-based tracking system’s susceptibility to slight environmen-
tal changes, such as lighting conditions or shadow occlusion. Future
work should explore alternative tracking methods for 3D objects,
given that volumetric object tracking remains an active research
area and advances in this field could significantly enhance object-
centric 3D video augmentation.

System limitations also include the requirement for physical
interaction or assistance from another person, as stated by P4. P3
elaborated on this by mentioning the extensive setup required for
video capture, including the need for an open area, camera rig, and
trackable objects. Additionally, the tool currently lacks complex
time manipulation features found in traditional video-editing tools.
Integrating our features into volumetric video-editing platforms
could create richer experiences.

Participants also criticized the quality of 3D capturing. Using
only a single Azure Kinect depth camera limits the capture area and
fails to record occluded regions. Although we integrated a static
3D scene as a background to mitigate this, the limited capture area
restricts applications requiring dynamic movement across larger
areas. A potential solution could involve using multiple Kinect cam-
eras, similar to approaches like Remixed Reality [59]. While this
would allow more immersive visualization, it would also increase
computational demands and the complexity of the calibration pro-
cess. Future work should consider incorporating multiple depth
cameras to support activities requiring broader interaction spaces.

Direct manipulation in RealityEffects enables users to feel an
immediate connection with the digital content, fostering a sense
of control and ownership over the creative process. However, we
recognize the importance of considering alternative approaches
that could complement or enhance the user experience. Automatic
annotation, for example, could offer efficiency benefits by reduc-
ing the manual effort required to label and annotate volumetric
data. This method could automatically identify and label objects
within a scene using advanced machine learning algorithms, which
would be particularly useful in complex scenes or for users who
require quicker workflows. A suggestion-based interface is another
compelling alternative that could blend the strengths of direct ma-
nipulation with the efficiencies of automation. By providing users
with intelligent suggestions based on context, previous actions, or
common patterns, this approach could accelerate the editing pro-
cess while still allowing users the freedom to make final decisions.
Future work could explore these alternatives to support a wider
range of user preferences.

Currently, we focus on desktop authoring interfaces due to the
complexity of interactions and manipulations involved. However,
future investigations could explore opportunities within immer-
sive environments using mixed reality or virtual reality headsets.
Such environments would present unique design and technical
challenges, such as selecting objects and streaming large amounts
of data between the host computer and the headset. Addressing
these issues could lead to innovative solutions for immersive aug-
mentation, and we are keen on developing these capabilities for
devices like the Hololens.

7 CONCLUSION
This paper presents RealityEffects, a desktop authoring interface
designed to edit and augment 3D volumetric videos with object-
centric annotations and visual effects. We introduce a novel ap-
proach to augment captured physical motion with embedded and
responsive visual effects. The primary contribution of this paper
is the development of a taxonomy of augmentation techniques.
We demonstrate various augmentation techniques, including an-
notated labels, highlighted objects, ghost effects, and trajectory
visualization. The results of our user study indicate that our direct
manipulation techniques significantly lower the barrier to anno-
tating volumetric videos. Based on the feedback received, we also
discuss potential future work.
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8 APPENDIX
The following videos, which are a subset of the 120 videos analyzed
for this taxonomy, are used as examples of object-centric augmen-
tation techniques in Figure 2. Each letter indicates the category of
the augmentations: T for text annotation, O for object highlight,
E for embedded visual, C for connected link, and M for motion
effect. Each number represents the order from left to right. The
screenshots in Figure 2 are copyrighted by each video creator.
[T1] Clearly Contacts "Saving Money" © Copyright by Giant Ant

https://vimeo.com/10904876
[T2] NORTH: Analytics for the real world — Symphoni © Copy-

right by PwC Digital Experience Center
https://vimeo.com/121175225

[T3] GRTgaz biomethane © Copyright by la famille
https://vimeo.com/40092864

[T4] Zoopla TV advert "Smart Knows" © Copyright by Zoopla
https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=jkADFJdYakY

[T5] inBloom vision video © Copyright by Intentional Futures
https://vimeo.com/60661666

[T6] DREAN //Motion Tracking + layouts©Copyright by Estudio
Ánimo
https://vimeo.com/68242831

[O1] Live from Tokyo: 2018 Nissan LEAF Launch © Copyright by
George P. Johnson
https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=EoMU3SuZ-uw

[O2] Device UI in Realtime © Copyright by Dennis Schaefer
https://vimeo.com/165467760

[O3] Whirlpool Interactive Cooktop © Copyright by The Hobbs
Report
https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=Efj6gKw3wKc

[O4] Alibaba brings AR, VR, and virtual influencers to online
shopping © Copyright by TechNode
https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=xLQAxYMYxlU

[O5] GRTgaz biomethane © Copyright by la famille
https://vimeo.com/40092864

[O6] NORTH: Analytics for the real world — Symphoni © Copy-
right by PwC Digital Experience Center
https://vimeo.com/121175225

[E1] Ericsson - Business Users Survey - Commercial © Copyright
by Erik Nordlund, FSF
https://vimeo.com/20168424

[E2] NTT Data - Future Experiences © Copyright by Designit
https://vimeo.com/142118168

[E3] Crafting Brands for Future Life © Copyright by Ben Collier-
Marsh
https://vimeo.com/196708386

[E4] Mixed Reality - Home Kit © Copyright by Sertan Helvacı
https://dribbble.com/shots/6172560-Mixed-Reality-Home-Kit

[E5] Scosche myTrek :: 2011 [Evlab] © Copyright by Greg Del
Savio
https://vimeo.com/27620294

[E6] Sight © Copyright by Eran May-Raz and Daniel Lazo
https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=OstCyV0nOGs

[C1] Ericsson - Business Users Survey - Commercial © Copyright
by Erik Nordlund, FSF
https://vimeo.com/20168424

[C2] Zoopla TV advert "Smart Knows" © Copyright by Zoopla
https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=jkADFJdYakY

[C3] Scosche myTrek :: 2011 [Evlab] © Copyright by Greg Del
Savio
https://vimeo.com/27620294

[C4] DREAN //Motion Tracking + layouts©Copyright by Estudio
Ánimo
https://vimeo.com/68242831

[C5] La Boulangerie Delannay © Copyright by Julien Loth
https://vimeo.com/45055294

[C6] Thomson // Reuters © Copyright by Rushes Creative, Domh-
nall Ó Maoleoin, BT CORCORAN, Tania Nunes, and Guy
Hancock
https://www.behance.net/gallery/54032303/Thomson-Reuters

[M1] Writing Performance in the Language of Light © Copyright
by GE Lighting, a Savant company
https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=G9cBpSRT500

[M2] Yuki Ota Fencing Visualized Project - MORE ENJOY FENC-
ING (English Ver.) © Copyright by fencing visualized project
https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=h2DXCAWI8gU

[M3] IBM PGA © Copyright by LOS YORK
https://vimeo.com/40882289

[M4] FeelCapital corporate video © Copyright by democràcia
https://vimeo.com/98023574

[M5] Nike: Pegasus 31 © Copyright by Tad Greenough
https://vimeo.com/132446809

[M6] Writing Performance in the Language of Light © Copyright
by GE Lighting, a Savant company
https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=G9cBpSRT500
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