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Abstract—Recent progress in large-scale scene rendering has
yielded Neural Radiance Fields (NeRF)-based models with an
impressive ability to synthesize scenes across small objects and
indoor scenes. Nevertheless, extending this idea to large-scale
aerial rendering poses two critical problems. Firstly, a single
NeRF cannot render the entire scene with high-precision for
complex large-scale aerial datasets since the sampling range
along each view ray is insufficient to cover buildings adequately.
Secondly, traditional NeRFs are infeasible to train on one GPU
to enable interactive fly-throughs for modeling massive images.
Instead, existing methods typically separate the whole scene into
multiple regions and train a NeRF on each region, which are un-
accustomed to different flight trajectories and difficult to achieve
fast rendering. To that end, we propose Aerial-NeRF with three
innovative modifications for jointly adapting NeRF in large-scale
aerial rendering: (1) Designing an adaptive spatial partitioning
and selection method based on drones’ poses to adapt different
flight trajectories; (2) Using similarity of poses instead of (expert)
network for rendering speedup to determine which region a
new viewpoint belongs to; (3) Developing an adaptive sampling
approach for rendering performance improvement to cover the
entire buildings at different heights. Extensive experiments have
conducted to verify the effectiveness and efficiency of Aerial-
NeRF, and new state-of-the-art results have been achieved on two
public large-scale aerial datasets and presented SCUTic dataset.
Note that our model allows us to perform rendering over 4 times
as fast as compared to multiple competitors. Our dataset, code,
and model are publicly available at https://drliuqi.github.io/.

Index Terms—View synthesis, large-scale scene rendering,
neural radiance fields, fast rendering

I. INTRODUCTION

EURAL Radiance Fields (NeRF) [1]] synthesizes highly

realistic 3D scenes from limited observations due to
its implicit scene representation. NeRF has pervasive for
rendering small objects and indoor scenes [2] [3] [4] [S] in
illumination, reflections, and texture-less areas, which outper-
forms previous methods based on mesh [6] [[7] [8] [9] and
voxel [[10]] [11] [12] [13]] with ever growing popularitiess [14]]
[L5]] (16] [17].

NeRF has also evolved from rendering small objects to
more complex scenes. Such modeling can enable a variety
of practical applications, including autonomous vehicle simu-
lation [[18]] [[19] [20], aerial surveying [21]] [22], and embodied
AI [23] [24]. Considering how to sample on objects at infinity,
NeRF++ [25] proposes to compress unbounded scenes into
bounded regions enhancing the rendering effect of distant
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Fig. 1. Comparison of different methods for rendering new viewpoints. For a
sampling point on the view ray, Mega-NeRF [28] uses NeRFs of all regions
traversed by this ray to calculate the color and density of this sampling point,
resulting in a plodding rendering speed. Switch-NeRF [29]] applies an expert
network to determine which region a sampling point belongs to and applies the
corresponding NeRF to calculate its color and density, thereby improving the
rendering speed. Our method creatively utilizes existing camera poses to match
the region and the new viewpoint, which speeds up rendering. Moreover, ours
is more robust for different aerial photography trajectories to achieve higher
PSNR.

scenes. Mip-NeRF [2] replaces NeRF rays with view frus-
tums and utilizes the structural information to achieve more
accurate rendering results. This method can adaptively encode
the inputs, via using low-frequency positional encoding in
sparse sampling areas, and high-frequency positional encoding
in dense sampling areas to achieve an anti-aliasing effect.
NeRF-W [26] proposes appearance and transient embedding
to handle changes in illumination and dynamic objects for
the rendering quality enhancement of outdoor scenes. Block-
NeRF [27]] divides the street scene into multiple areas, and
trains a NeRF separately in each area, enhancing the rendering
accuracy of texture details. However, the deployment of NeRF-
based models on large-scale aerial scenes is still impeded by
two problems: (1) Using only a NeRF to render the whole
scene can result in insufficient detail expression and excessive
GPU memory consumption for high-resolution images in
large-scale aerial datasets. (2) As for the far distance between
the camera and the buildings, it becomes necessary to design
adaptive sampling algorithm for NeRF to cover the buildings.

Motivated by the Block-NeRF [27], Mega-NeRF [28]] evenly
partitions the scene into multiple predefined regions to achieve
arbitrarily large-scale scene rendering with only a single GPU,
whereas it is unsuitable for uneven distributed drones. Switch-
NeRF [29] performs region partitioning by learning to achieve
good rendering results. Nevertheless, Switch-NeRF requires to
input all images at once, which takes up high GPU memory
consumption non-amicable to limited memory resources when
the scene size grows. As shown in Fig. 1, both of them
apply the (expert) network to determine the region which new
perspective belongs to, which cost demanding inference time.
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Fig. 2. Comparison between different sampling approaches. "Near” represents
sampling origin along each view ray, and “Far” denotes the sampling end
point. The previous sampling method sets the sampling range along each ray
as a hyperparameter, resulting in a significant waste of sampling points in the
air and cannot cover the entire buildings in the sampling range.

To address that, we design an efficient spatial partitioning
and selection method, which clusters the poses of drones to
partition the scene into multiple regions and selects cameras
for each region based on boundary and similarity conditions.
The purpose of selecting cameras is to ensure that enough
cameras can observe a certain region to train the region’s
NeRF. To achieve sampling from unbounded space to bounded
space, NeRF++ [25]] is developed to partition the unbounded
space into a bounded foreground and an unbounded back-
ground, where the foreground remains unaltered and the
latter is compressed and transformed to a bounded space.
However, the spatial gap between drones and the buildings
results in numerous sampling points distributed in the air,
leading to a waste of sampling points and the GPU memory
increase. Moreover, the sampling range can not cover buildings
adequately, as shown in Fig. 2. To that end, we propose an
innovative strategy for ensuring that the sampling range covers
all buildings and the sampling points are almost distributed on
the buildings when cameras are at different heights. We sample
between the highest building and the surface of the Earth, so
that the sampling range covers all buildings and most of the
sampling points are distributed on buildings.

Our work makes notable contributions summarized as fol-
lows:

e For large-scale aerial rendering, we propose an adaptive
spatial partitioning and selection approach based on the cam-
era’s pose (position and orientation of the camera). The pro-
posed method outperforms existing large-scale aerial rendering
models by a large margin on the rendering speed, almost
at 4 times. Besides, it is applicable to aerial datasets with
diverse aerial photography trajectories. Additionally, under the
appropriate number of divided regions, our method enables the
rendering of arbitrarily large aerial scenes using a single GPU.

e We introduce a novel sampling strategy for aerial scenes,
which enables to cover buildings by the sampling ranges
from cameras at different heights. In a broader comparison
against SOTA models, our approach is substantially more
efficient (only 1/4 used sampling points and 2 GB GPU
memory saving) and compares favourably in terms of multiple
commonly-used metrics.

e We present SCUTic, a novel aerial dataset for large-
scale university campus scenes, which includes 5.86 GB
high-resolution oblique photography images. Unlike existing
datasets, we collect data in a way that the camera trajectory is
uneven, which can verify the robustness of rendering methods.

II. RELATED WORK

Aerial datasets differ from other image datasets because
there is significant space between cameras and the buildings of
interest. Performing perspective rendering on large-scale aerial
datasets is challenging, and this work is gradually gaining
attention. We propose a novel spatial division and selection
approach, along with a novel sampling strategy, achieving
state-of-the-art rendering results. Additionally, we create a
new drone aerial dataset using a novel aerial capture strategy
distinct from previous approaches. This dataset is utilized to
validate the robustness of rendering models. We consider the
most closely related works below.

A. NeRF for General Outdoor Scenes

NeRF [1]] uses the MLP to map each sampling point’s
spatial position and view direction along view rays to color
and density. By performing volume rendering integration along
each view ray, the corresponding rendering image for a given
camera view can be obtained. Due to the superiority of NeRF
in view synthesis, many works improve its efficiency [30],
accuracy [31] and apply it to 3D reconstruction tasks [32]]
[33]].

NeRF also has evolved from rendering small objects to
more complex scenes. We primarily focus on the application
of NeRF in large-scale outdoor scenes. NeRF++ [25] analyzes
the reasons for the success of NeRF and proposes a method to
compress unbounded scenes into bounded regions. Mip-NeRF
[2] proposes replacing NeRF rays with view frustums, utilizing
the structural information to achieve more accurate rendering
effects. NeRF-W [26]] introduces algorithms to handle changes
in illumination and dynamic objects, significantly enhancing
the rendering quality of outdoor scenes. Block-NeRF [27]]
suggests dividing large scenes into many regions and training
a separate NeRF for each region. This approach allows for
rendering scenes of arbitrary size.

However, when rendering large-scale aerial scenes, the
performance of these methods can not meet expectations. In
typical outdoor scene datasets, buildings far from the camera
are considered background and not the main focus of attention.
In aerial datasets, buildings on the ground are far from the
camera, but they are the scenes of interest for rendering.
Therefore, sampling strategies and other related tactics need
to be redesigned for aerial datasets.

B. NeRF for Large-Scale Aerial Scenes

This is a long-standing problem in computer vision [34]
(351 (361 (371 [38] [39] [40]. For large-scale aerial scenes, it
is essential to consider two key issues. The first issue is the
sampling problem, determining how to ensure the sampling
range covers objects on the ground. The second issue is region
partitioning and selection because processing all images at
once would require a high GPU memory. And the amount
of data can exceed the expressive capacity of NeRF, resulting
in blurry detail rendering.

Mega-NeRF [28] can render scenes of arbitrary size. This
method uniformly divides the scene into several regions.



JOURNAL OF KX CLASS FILES, VOL. 14, NO. 8, AUGUST 2021

Then, it crops each photo to retain only the pixels visible
in that particular region. The sampling strategy of Mega-
NeRF [28] is similar to NeRF++ [25]]. It involves sampling
in both bounded regions and compressed unbounded regions.
Eventually, the sampled points are fused to generate the color
of the corresponding pixels. However, Mega-NeRF [28] sets
the sampling range as a hyperparameter during sampling.
This leads to the sampling range not covering objects and
a significant number of sampled points in the air, causing an
inaccurate rendering and a waste of sampling points. During
rendering, Mega-NeRF [28] uses NeRFs of all regions that the
view ray passes through to fuse the color and density of each
sampling point on this ray, leading to a slow inference speed.
And Mega-NeRF [28] requires a specific aerial photography
trajectory, where the camera positions should be distributed as
uniformly as possible in the space. If the distribution of drones
in space is uneven, this algorithm fails.

Switch-NeRF [29] partitions the scene into several regions
through a learning-based approach. This method requires
inputting all the images and then learning the category of each
pixel to partition the scene. As the scene size increases, this
method requires computational resources to increase linearly.
And the shape of the space divided by this method is unknown,
adversely affecting the rendering results when the distribution
of drones is uneven. Moreover, this method shares the same
sampling strategy as Mega-NeRF, leading to the need for
numerous sampling points and situations where the sampling
range can not cover objects.

In response, we propose a novel method, Aerial-NeRF, with
solid efficiency and robustness for large-scale aerial datasets.
Firstly, our spatial partitioning and selection approach allows
fast and accurate rendering. Secondly, our proposed sampling
method enables sampling near objects, achieving high-quality
rendering with minimal sample points. Moreover, our method
can render aerial scenes of arbitrary size using only a single
GPU. Finally, we introduce a new aerial dataset. The cam-
eras’ trajectory in our dataset differs from previous datasets,
providing a good validation of the method’s robustness.

III. METHOD

The pipeline of our method is shown in Fig. 3. We partition
the space into multiple regions based on the distribution of
drones and select corresponding cameras in each region based
on boundary and similarity conditions. We also propose an
adaptive sampling algorithm that allows the sampling range to
cover the buildings and samples near the buildings.

A. Neural Radiance Field

We use the original NeRF [1]] as our network architecture.
NeRF models a scene using a consistent volumetric radiance
field to capture the scene’s geometry and appearance varia-
tions. During rendering, NeRF calculates a view ray for each
pixel based on the camera pose, and performs sampling on
this view ray. Then, the coordinates of sampling points and
the direction of the view ray are passed through MLP to
obtain the color ¢; = (r, g, b) and density o; of these sampling

points. Finally, NeRF derives the pixel color C(r) through the
integration:

N—-1
= > Ti(1 - exp(—0id;))c; (1)
1=0

where §; is the distance between samples p; and p;y1. T;
represents the cumulative transparency of p;, and

Za] ©)

NeRF employs a two-stage hierarchical sampling procedure
to sample on view rays. In a coarse stage, uniform sampling
is performed within the sampling range, while in a fine stage,
inverse distribution sampling is performed based on the density
of the sampling points from the coarse stage. During the
training process, the model is minimized by the loss function
Lnse with the ground truth C(r):

=Y JC(r) - C@)| 3)

reR

= exp(—

mse

where R represents the batches of pixels. However, NeRF
computes the color for each pixel independently, which leads
to a loss of structural information in the images. We incor-
porate the S3IM loss function [41] Lssras to constrain the
structural information:

M
1 .
_ (m) (
Lssi =1 - 57 > SSIM(PM(C(r)), P

m=1

™(C(r))) (4)
The final loss function L is defined as:

L=AvyseLmse + AssrmLssiv )

where )\]\45}5, )\53]1\/[ are the Weights of L]\/[SE, L531M.

B. Spatial Partitioning and Selection

We divide the scene into multiple regions based on the
distribution of drones, and then perform clustering on the
XY-plane using k-means clustering method [42]]. The scene is
divided into N regions cluster;,i = 1,2..., N, and N region
centroid points 0;,7 = 1,2..., N (0; is the coordinate on the
XY-plane) are obtained. There may be cameras from cluster;
that can see cluster;. We aim to train the i-th region’s NeRF
using enough cameras which can observe a certain region.
Therefore, we need to observe the boundary cameras between
regions. The characteristic of boundary cameras is that they are
close to other regions and may be able to view other regions’
scenes. For cluster;, if there exists a camera whose coordinate
is denoted as p; that satisfies |p; —p;|| < o with a camera p;
in cluster; and a threshold «, then the camera p; is considered
as a boundary camera between cluster; and cluster;.

Next, we select the boundary cameras that can observe
cluster;. If the boundary camera p; is in cluster;, it needs
to be determined whether this camera can view cluster;.
The orientation of this camera in its coordinate system is
d. = (0,0,1). We denote the rotation and translation from
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Adaptive Spatial Partitioning and Selection

The pipeline of our method. We propose an adaptive spacial partitioning and selection method that makes our method applicable to aerial datasets

of different trajectories. (a) (b) divide the entire scene into multiple areas based on the poses of drones. Next, we select cameras that can observe I-th region,
and use these cameras to train the NeRF of [-th region. (c) selects the cameras in [-th region. (d) selects the boundary cameras that can see the [-th region.
(e) utilizes the boundary cameras to select more cameras that can view the [-th region. (f) samples between H; and H2 in bounded space, and samples on
buildings to infinity in unbounded space. (g) is the condition for determining whether the boundary cameras belongs to the I-th region. When the distance
dis and angle 6 are within the threshold, it indicates that this boundary camera can observe the [-th region. (h) is to determine whether the non-boundary
cameras outside the [-th region belongs to this region. We use the similarity equation to find cameras in other regions that are similar to the boundary camera
of the [-th region, which indicates that these cameras can also observe [-th region.

the camera coordinate system to the world coordinate system
as R and t, respectively. Then, the orientation of the camera
in the world coordinate system d,, is:

d, =Rd.+t (6)

We denote the vector pointing from camera p; to o; as a. If
the angle 6 between d,, and a satisfies cosf > 0, it indicates
that camera p; can observe region cluster; and then add this
camera to cluster;. Since this camera can also view the scenes
from cluster;, it belongs to both cluster; and cluster;.

Due to the limited number of boundary cameras, there exist
some cameras in cluster; that, although are not boundary
cameras, can view cluster;. These cameras need to undergo
region redefinition as well. For two cameras p; and po, we
use the rotation R, translation t, and capture time time to
measure their similarity. R and t help to keep the similarity
of the cameras’ spatial position and orientation. timne ensures
that the shooting times are not too far apart and maintain small
differences in light changes between cameras. The similarity
error S between camera p; and camera p» is calculated as:

R Rs

=% e - [

The smaller the value of .S, the more similar the two cameras
are. For each boundary camera, we calculate n,, cameras with

ty
timey

to
times

’ )

the most minor similarity error. Then, they are assigned to
the same region as the corresponding boundary cameras. On
the basis of that, we divide the entire large-scale scene into
multiple regions and train a separate NeRF on each region. The
advantage of dividing space based on drones’ pose is that our
model can be applied to any aerial photography trajectory and
the computational resources do not increase with the scene’s
size.

Spatial Selection for New Viewpoints. During training,
we divide the cameras into corresponding regions and train the
NeRF for each region. During inference, For a new viewpoint,
we creatively design an accurate and fast spatial selection
method based on the known cameras in the space to determine
which region it belongs to and then render this viewpoint with
the corresponding NeRF, as shown in Fig. 4. Firstly, we should
determine ng cameras most similar to the new viewpoint at
each region by computing the similarity error S in equation
(7), and take the mean of ng cameras as the region similarity
error S between the new viewpoint and each region. If the
S of a particular region satisfies S < +, where 7 is the
threshold, It indicates that the new viewpoint can observe the
scene of this region. Therefore, the new viewpoint is rendered
by this region’s NeRF. When the above condition is satisfied
for several regions, we simply render the new viewpoint with
the NeRFs of these regions and then take the average of all
rendering results to get the final rendering result.
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Fig. 4. Visualization of our spatial selection strategy. The algorithm’s input is the pose of a new viewpoint, and the output is the rendering image of this
viewpoint. In each region, we find the ns = 5 cameras with the smallest S (calculated by (7)) relative to this viewpoint. The smaller the .S, the higher the
similarity between cameras, and the more common view areas there are. For instance, the scene viewed from the new viewpoint is almost identical to that
captured by a camera with S = 1.26. To avoid randomness, taking the average of ns = 5 cameras’ S as the region similarity error .S between this viewpoint
and each region. When S' is small, this camera belongs to this region, and the NeRF of this region is used to render this viewpoint. As can be seen from
the images, the smaller the .S, the smaller the difference between images of the new viewpoint and this region’s cameras, indicating that the new viewpoint

belongs to this space.

Fig. 5. Sampling strategy on bounded regions. The intersection of the drone’s
ray with the outer sphere near is the starting point for sampling, and the
intersection with the Earth far is the ending point for sampling. Each drone’s
ray is sampled to cover buildings on the ground.

C. Adaptive Sampling

During the process of training a NeRF for a region, sampling
is performed along each ray for every pixels. The previous
sampling methods do not cover the object adequately, resulting
in wasted sampling points and loss of accuracy. We propose
an adaptive sampling method to ensure cameras at different
heights sampling near objects.

Unbounded
Scene

Fig. 6. Sampling strategy for unbounded regions. When the view rays do not
intersect with the Earth or are directed towards the sky, objects in unbounded
regions, such as clouds, are visible. We uniformly sample from the camera
origin to R;. The sampling interval gradually increases in the [R1, +0o0].

Sampling on Bounded Space. As shown in Fig. 5, we
assume the Earth is a sphere with a radius of Rgg.¢n. The
height h of the tallest building in the current region can be
obtained from the sparse point cloud calculated by COLMAP
[43]]. A new sphere with the center at the center of the Earth
and a radius of R = Rggrtn + h is constructed. A camera’s
position in space is given by (zo,yo,20), and its view ray
direction is represented by (a, b, c). The parameter equation
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of this view ray with respect to t can be expressed as:

T =x9+ at
Yy =1yo+0bt (®)
z=2z9+ct

The center coordinate of the Earth is (r1,72,73), then the
Earth can be built as:

(x—r1)*+ (y —7r2)* + (2 = 13)° = Rpurun )

The outer sphere can be represented as:

(x—r1)2+(yfr2)2+(z—r3)2 = R? (10)

The intersection of the view ray with the outer sphere is
the nearest sampling point “near”, and the intersection with
the Earth is the farthest sampling point ” far”. Substituting
equation (8) into equations (9) and (10), near and far can
be solved by

-B — \Y% B? — 4ACEaTth

= 11

near 9 ( )
—_B — 2 _

far— =P \/23 1AC .

where

A=a*+b"+c
B =2(a(zo — 1) + b(yo — r2) + c(20 — 113))
Crarth = (10 — 1) + (Yo — r2)* + (20 — 73)* — Rigpun,
C = (zo—711)"+ (Yo —12)* + (20 — r3)*> — R

Thus, the sampling range along the view ray is [near, far].
Similar to NeRF [[1]], we first uniformly sample within this
range, then calculate the density of the sampled points, and
perform inverse distribution sampling based on the density.

Sampling on Unbounded Space. When the camera ob-
serves unbounded regions such as the sky and clouds, the view
ray does not intersect with the Earth. Therefore, we design a
sampling method for unbounded regions, as shown in Fig. 6.
We divide the view ray into foreground [0, R;] and background
[R1, +00]. We uniformly sample in the foreground, and sample
points gradually further away on the background, extending to
unbounded space. To that end, we compress the space as:

cam(t) =

{t,0§t§R1 13

R+ Ril — %, otherwise
where cam(t) represents the compressed space. When ¢ >
R, we sample uniformly in the compressed space. Let the
sampling point be s, s € (Ry, RH‘R%), then the corresponding
sampling point mapped back to the original space is:

1

t:—l
_S'i‘Rl‘FR*1

(14)

Hence, the sampling range for t is (R;, +00), and the space
between sampling points becomes increasingly larger.

Loss PSNR
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Fig. 7. The relationship between the number of iterations, loss function, and
PSNR. The model converges after 600k iterations.

IV. EXPERIMENTS
A. Datasets

56 Leonard [44] consists of aerial datasets taken at different
altitudes. When collecting data, the strategy is to move the
camera in a circular motion and gradually elevate the camera
from a low altitude to a high altitude. The range of cameras
in this dataset is 300m x 300m.

Residence from UrbanScene3D [45] consists of large-scale
scene pictures captured at the same altitude with a uniform
camera trajectory. The range of cameras in this dataset is
250m x 400m.

SCUTic is captured at the same altitude utilizing uneven
aerial trajectories. We conduct aerial photography around each
building. In areas where buildings are dense, the density of
cameras is high, while in areas where buildings are sparse,
the density of cameras is low. This dataset contains 5.86 GB
high-resolution images taken from the South China University
of Technology International Campus by a DJI Mini 2 drone
with 500m x 600m camera range. The uneven cameras’
distribution and the large camera range pose challenges for
view rendering and 3D reconstruction to test the robustness
and generalizability of different methods.

B. Metrics and Settings

Metrics. Our results on novel view synthesis are quanti-
tatively evaluated by PSNR [46]], SSIM [47]], and the LPIPS
implementation of VGG [48]]. PSNR is utilized to calculate the
mean squared error between two images in logarithmic space.
SSIM is more concerned with structural similarity. LPIPS is
used to assess perceptual similarity.

Settings. The scene is divided into several regions and a
separate NeRF is trained on each region. For the Residence
dataset, the scene is partitioned into 8 regions. For the 56
Leonard and SCUTic datasets, the scene is divided into 4
regions. Similar to NeRF [1f], the 8-layer MLP is utilized for
feature extraction, where each layer produces features with
256 channels. The 48-dimensional appearance encoding is
employed to adapt the model to different lighting conditions.
We train 600Kk iterations for each dataset with 4096 batch size.
The loss and PSNR versus the number of iterations are shown
in Fig. 7, respectively. The Adam is applied as optimizer [49]]
with a learning rate decaying exponentially from 5 x 10~4
to 5 x 107°. The number of sampling points at the coarse
sampling stage is 64, and at the fine stage is 128. Our model
is trained by a single RTX 3090.
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Fig. 8. The comparison of rendering results on four different altitudes. Our rendering results show clearer texture details at lower altitude and more complete

image information at higher altitude.
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Fig. 9. Our spatial partitioning on the 56 Leonard dataset. The left figure
represents the distribution of drones in this dataset and the right figure shows
the cameras we selected in each region. X, Y and Z axes represent the range
of drone distribution, with a unit of 10 meters. Those cameras at low altitudes
are relatively close and are grouped into one region. At high altitudes, cameras
at different heights are grouped into one region.

TABLE I
COMPARISON OF DIFFERENT METHODS ON THE 56 LEONARD DATASET.
THE BOLD DATA IN EACH COLUMN REPRESENTS THE BEST FOR EACH

METRIC.

Method PSNRT  SSIMT  LPIPSJ
NeRF [1] (D=8,Skip=4)  21.702 0.320 0.636
Mip-NeRF-small [_2] 23.337 0.709 0.354
Mip-NeRF-large 2] 23.507 0.718 0.346
Mip-NeRF-full [2] 23.665  0.732 0.328
Bungee-NeRF [44] 24.513 0.815 0.160
Ours ] 25.333 0.832 0.148

C. Results

Results on 56 Leonard. The comparison of rendering
results at four different altitudes is shown in Fig. 8. Our
method achieves rendering the texture of buildings more
clearly in low-altitude areas and structural information more
completely in high-altitude areas, respectively. Bungee-NeRF
[44] classifies cameras at each altitude into one category,
and uses a coarse-to-fine method to train NeRFs from high-

The Distribution of all Cameras Partitioning into Eight Regions

M Region |
I Region 2
M Region 3
I Region 4
M Region 5
M Region 6
M Region 7
M Region 8

Fig. 10. Our spatial partitioning on the Residence dataset. The left figure
represents the distribution of drones on the XY-plane, while the right figure
illustrates the clustering of cameras. The X and Y axes represent the range of
drone distribution, with a unit of 10 meters. We divide the cameras relatively
evenly into the corresponding space.

altitude areas to low-altitude areas sequentially. However, this
space partitioning method based on altitude can result in a
significant loss of texture information. The reason is that
the texture details decrease as the altitude increases. Bungee-
NeRF only utilizes images from one altitude to train the
corresponding NeRFs, resulting in less information to describe
each building, and blurry and incomplete rendering results.
Our adaptive spatial method effectively solves this problem by
grouping cameras at different altitudes into one category, as
shown in Fig. 9. At the lowest altitude, the cameras are densely
distributed, and there is a lot of shared information between
adjacent cameras. Grouping them into one category can yield
accurate rendering results. As the altitude increases, the range
of the scene expands while the texture details of the buildings
decrease. In this case, grouping cameras at different heights
into one category provides both global structure information
and texture details, thereby improving the quality of rendering.

From Table I, as compared to NeRF and Mip-NeRF
[2]], our method achieves 1.668, 0.1, and 0.18 dB increase in
PSNR, SSIM, and LPIPS, respectively. Compared to Bunggee-
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Fig. 11. Comparison of results on the Residence dataset. Our designed adaptive sampling and spatial partitioning strategy can improve rendering accuracy.

TABLE 11
COMPARISON OF DIFFERENT METHODS ON THE RESIDENCE DATASET. EXTENSIBILITY INDICATES WHETHER A SINGLE GPU CAN RENDER SCENES OF
ANY S1ZE. THE BOLD DATA IN EACH COLUMN REPRESENTS THE BEST FOR EACH METRIC.

Method PSNRT  SSIMtT LPIPS] GPU Memory] Rendering Time|  Extensibility
19.01 0.593 0.488 26G 41s X
18.99 0.586 0.493 29G 44s X
22.08 0.628 0.489 10G 246s v
22.57 0.654 0.457 32G 200s X
Ours 23.52 0.742 0.261 8G 48s v

NeRF with 120 hours for training, ours achieves 0.82,
0.017, and 0.012 dB increase in PSNR, SSIM, and LPIPS,
respectively, and only requires 32 tranining hours which in-
dicates the effectiveness of our adaptive spatial partitioning
algorithm.

Results on Residence. Fig. 10 shows the results of our
spatial partitioning on the Residence dataset, where the pose
distribution of drones is relatively uniform. In this case,
various models can achieve high-quality rendering. Fig. 11
compares the rendering results of our method with other
approaches. The previous methods do not render the texture
details finely enough and result in incomplete rendering of
distant buildings. The reason is that these methods set the
sampling range as a hyperparameter and the sampling points
cannot cover the entire scene, affecting the quality of render-
ing. We design the adaptive sampling method which ensures
that the sampling range at different altitudes covers buildings
to deal with this issue.

In Table II, as compared to the SOTA Switch-NeRF []ZE[],
our method uses 1/4 sampling points to save 24 GB GPU
memory but improves 0.95, 0.088, and 0.196 dB in PSNR,
SSIM, and LPIPS, respectively. In addition, we compare the
rendering time of different methods. Since NeRF and
NeRF++ [25] do not perform spatial partitioning, there is no
need to select regions for new perspectives, and they achieve
fast rendering. Mega-NeRF applies the NeRFs on regions
where a ray passes through to jointly calculate the color of a
pixel. This results in a linear increase in rendering time as
the number of regions increase. Switch-NeRF requires
an expert network to determine which region each sampling
point belongs to, and then calculates the color and density of
the sampling point with the corresponding NeRF. The large
expert network slows down the rendering speed. Our method
creatively utilizes existing cameras’ poses to determine which

region a new viewpoint belongs to, which does not rely on a
network and dramatically speeds up the rendering. Compared
with Mega-NeRF and Switch-NeRF [29], our method
increases the rendering speed by 4 times. We also compare
the extensibility of different methods if they can enable to
render arbitrarily large scenes using a single GPU. NeRF [1]],
NeRF++ and Switch-NeRF train all images at once
and the GPU memory increases as the scene size increases.
Mega-NeRF first divides the whole scene into several re-
gions and trains the corresponding NeRFs using each region’s
images, which significantly saves the GPU memory. That is
to say, as long as the spatial division method is appropriate,
any large aerial scene can be rendered based on a single
GPU. However, Mega-NeRF divides the space evenly into
multiple parts. The rendering accuracy is significantly lower
down when the distribution of the drones’ trajectory is uneven.
Our spatial partitioning and selection method based on drone
pose distribution answers in the affirmative to address that,
and is robust to the cameras’ trajectory of aerial datasets.
Results on SCUTic. Existing aerial datasets have a rela-
tively uniform distribution of cameras in space, and various
methods can achieve satisfactory rendering results. To verify
the robustness of those methods, we create a new dataset,
named SCUTic, in a way that the camera distribution is
uneven. The rendering results on this dataset are shown in
Fig. 12. It can be seen that the SOTA method Switch-NeRF
is easily influenced by the aerial flight trajectory. The
reason is that the uneven aerial flight trajectory results in
a large difference in information across different regions.
Switch-NeRF [29] needs to integrate the uneven information
from those regions when view rays pass through to synthesize
a new viewpoint. We train a separate NeRF for each area
to learn different spatial information. Our spacial selection
algorithm based on pose similarity can adaptively assign the
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Ground Truth

Switch-NeRF

Mip-NeRF Ours

Fig. 12. Comparison of results on the SCUTic dataset. When the distribution density of drones in space is uneven, our spatial partitioning method based on

camera poses is more robust compared to previous spatial partitioning methods.

The Distribution of all Cameras Partitioning into Four Regions

M Region 1
B Region2
W Region 3
B Region 4

Fig. 13. The distribution of drones and region division of our method on
the SCUTic dataset. This dataset is obtained by drones circling around each
building. When the buildings are dense, the camera distribution is dense. When
the buildings are sparse, the camera distribution is sparse. We evenly divide
the cameras into their respective regions based on our spatial partitioning
method.

TABLE III
COMPARISON RESULTS ON THE SCUTIC DATASET. PARTITIONING
REPRESENTS SPACIAL PARTITIONING AND SELECTION METHODS. THE
BOLD DATA IN EACH COLUMN REPRESENTS THE BEST FOR EACH

METRIC.
Method Partitioning PSNRT  SSIMt  LPIPS|
Mip-NeRF [2] - 22.40 0.717 0.318
Mega-NeRF Uniform - - -
Switch-NeRF [29] Learning 18.8 0.479 0.598
Ours Pose 27.62 0.847 0.108

new viewpoint to the corresponding region and use the NeRF
of this region for rendering, thereby solving the problem of
information difference. The spatial partitioning of our method
is shown in Fig. 13. For example, in Region 2, the cameras
are densely distributed and the amount of information is large,
therefore the number of cameras assigned to this region is
relatively fewer. In contrast, in Region 4, the cameras are
sparse and the amount of information is small, therefore
more cameras are allocated to increase the information in this
region. The rendering performance of each area is improved
by reasonably allocating cameras.

In Table III, Mega-NeRF [28] partitions the space evenly,
while Switch-NeRF [29] divides the space through learning.
These two approaches are greatly influenced by the flight
trajectory and Mega-NeRF even fails to render. Our
method partitions the space based on the poses of drones to
satisfy different flight trajectories. Compared to Switch-NeRF

TABLE IV
COMPARISON OF RENDERING RESULTS WITH DIFFERENT NUMBERS OF
REGION PARTITIONS. THE BOLD TEXT IN EACH COLUMN REPRESENTS
THE BEST DATA FOR EACH METRIC.

Method  PSNRT _ SSIM{ _ LPIPS]

Ours4 2262 0722 0293

Ours-8 2352 0742 0261

Ours-16  23.66 0763  0.229
TABLE V

ABLATION EXPERIMENTS FOR EACH MODULE OF OUR METHOD. THE
BOLD DATA IN EACH COLUMN REPRESENTS THE BEST FOR EACH

METRIC.
Method PSNRT  SSIMt  LPIPS|
w/o Spacial Partitioning 22.21 0.718 0.326
w/o Spacial Selection 22.97 0.728 0.287
w/o Adaptive Sampling 21.36 0.647 0.357
Full Method 23.52 0.742 0.261

[29], our method achieves 5.22, 0.368, and 0.49 dB increase in
PSNR, SSIM, and LPIPS, respectively. The rendering results
of our method on all datasets are shown in Fig. 14.

V. ABLATION STUDIES

Our method partitions the scene based on the distribution
of drones and trains a separate NeRF on each area. As shown
in Table IV, the more the number of divided regions is, the
more texture details of each region’s NeRF can perceive, and
the higher the rendering accuracy is achieved.

Table V shows the effect of each module in the proposed
pipeline. They are:

Spacial Partitioning. Our method divides the space based
on the pose of cameras, which can reasonably distribute the
information of the scene to each region and improve the
rendering effect. Compared with evenly dividing the scene
into several areas, our method achieves 1.31, 0.024, 0.065 dB
increase in PSNR, SSIM and LPIPS, respectively.

Spacial Selection. We design the boundary condition and
similarity condition to select cameras for a certain region.
Compared with only considering camera coordinates to al-
locate cameras, our method achieves 0.55, 0.014, 0.026 dB
increase in PSNR, SSIM and LPIPS, respectively.
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Rendering Results of Residence
N gty I

Fig. 14. Rendering results of our method on three datasets. Our method can achieve vivid rendering results at the same height, different heights, and in
situations where the drone distribution is uneven.
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Adaptive Sampling. Our method can make the sampling
range cover the entire buildings and distribute numerous
sampling points on the buildings, further improving the ren-
dering quality. Compared with setting the sampling range as
a hyperparameter, our method achieves 2.16, 0.095, 0.096 dB
increase in PSNR, SSIM and LPIPS, respectively.

VI. CONCLUSION

In this paper, we propose an efficient and robust rendering
method, termed Aerial-NeRF, for processing large-scale aerial
datasets. Herein, our method using an adaptive spatial par-
titioning and selection approach outperforms existing large-
scale aerial rendering competitors by a large margin on the
rendering speed, almost at 4 times. Additionally, under the
appropriate number of divided regions, Aerial-NeRF enjoys
the rendering of arbitrarily large scenes using a single GPU.
Meanwhile, we introduce a novel sampling strategy for aerial
scenes, which enables to cover buildings by the sampling
ranges from cameras at different heights. In a broader com-
parison against SOTA models, our approach is substantially
more efficient (only 1/4 used sampling points and 2 GB GPU
memory saving) and compares favourably in terms of multiple
commonly-used metrics. Finally, we present SCUTic, a novel
aerial dataset for large-scale university campus scenes with
uneven camera trajectory, which can verify the robustness of
rendering methods.
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