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Abstract

3D city generation with NeRF-based methods shows promising generation results
but is computationally inefficient. Recently 3D Gaussian splatting (3D-GS) has
emerged as a highly efficient alternative for object-level 3D generation. However,
adapting 3D-GS from finite-scale 3D objects and humans to infinite-scale 3D cities
is non-trivial. Unbounded 3D city generation entails significant storage overhead
(out-of-memory issues), arising from the need to expand points to billions, often
demanding hundreds of Gigabytes of VRAM for a city scene spanning 10km2. In
this paper, we propose GaussianCity, a generative Gaussian splatting framework
dedicated to efficiently synthesizing unbounded 3D cities with a single feed-forward
pass. Our key insights are two-fold: 1) Compact 3D Scene Representation: We
introduce BEV-Point as a highly compact intermediate representation, ensuring that
the growth in VRAM usage for unbounded scenes remains constant, thus enabling
unbounded city generation. 2) Spatial-aware Gaussian Attribute Decoder: We
present spatial-aware BEV-Point decoder to produce 3D Gaussian attributes, which
leverages Point Serializer to integrate the structural and contextual characteristics of
BEV points. Extensive experiments demonstrate that GaussianCity achieves state-
of-the-art results in both drone-view and street-view 3D city generation. Notably,
compared to CityDreamer, GaussianCity exhibits superior performance with a
speedup of 60 times (10.72 FPS v.s. 0.18 FPS).

1 Introduction

The generation of 3D assets has attracted considerable attention from both academia and industry
due to its significant potential applications. With the rapid advancements in generative modeling,
there have been notable achievements in 3D content generation, encompassing the production of
objects [42, 52, 55], avatars [8, 19, 23], and scenes [10, 30, 54]. City generation, recognized as one
of the most demanding tasks in 3D content creation, holds wide-ranging applications across domains
such as gaming, animation, film, and virtual reality.

In recent years, significant progress has been made in the field of 3D city generation. Both InfiniC-
ity [30] and CityDreamer [54] employ NeRF [36] to generate unbounded photorealistic 3D cities,
achieving promising results. However, these methods sample points at the same density and aggregate
color values for all points along rays, resulting in inefficiencies during inference and loss of details.
Over the past year, 3D Gaussian splatting (3D-GS) [22] has gained widespread use in 3D generation,
offering a significantly faster rendering technique by leveraging GPU-based rasterization. Moreover,
3D-GS provides a more flexible way to represent details, leveraging more 3D Gaussians to capture
finer intricacies. However, existing 3D-GS-based generators [52, 33, 10] only produce finite-scale
objects or scenes containing a limited number of 3D Gaussians. As illustrated in Figure 1(b-c), when
the scene scales up, the demands for GPU memory (VRAM) and file storage grow dramatically,
making it infeasible for unbounded scene generation.
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Figure 1: (a) Benefiting from the compact BEV-Point representation, GaussianCity can generate
unbounded 3D cities using 3D Gaussian splatting (3D-GS). (b) As the number of points increases,
the VRAM usage for 3D-GS grows dramatically, while the BEV-Point, serving as a compact rep-
resentation, keeps the VRAM usage constant. (c) As the number of points increases, BEV-Point
exhibits significantly lower growth in file storage compared to 3D-GS. (d) The proposed GaussianCity
achieves not only superior generation quality but also the best efficiency in 3D city generation.

To address these issues, we propose GaussianCity, the first generative Gaussian splatting for un-
bounded 3D city generation. As shown in Figure 1(a), GaussianCity leverages a highly compact scene
representation, namely BEV-Point, to decouple Gaussian attributes into two major parts: position-
related attributes and style-related attributes. The position-related attributes can be further condensed
into bird’s-eye-view (BEV) maps, while the style-related attributes can be compressed into a style
lookup table. Only visible BEV points are considered during the rendering and optimization process,
ensuring that VRAM usage is kept at a constant level. To generate 3D Gaussian attributes from
BEV points, we present BEV-Point Decoder, which leverages Point Serializer to capture structural
and contextual characteristics of unstructured BEV points. Notably, the contextual characteristics
of points are inherently preserved during point sampling within a local 3D patch in NeRF, whereas
these are disrupted due to the unstructured nature of BEV points. The Gaussian Rasterizer is finally
employed to render the image from the generated Gaussian attributes.

Extensive experiments, encompassing both qualitative and quantitative analyses on GoogleEarth [54]
and KITTI-360 [28], showcase the superiority of GaussianCity over state-of-the-art methods for 3D
city generation in terms of both generation quality and efficiency. The contributions are summarized
as follows: 1) To the best of our knowledge, we propose the first 3D-GS generative model for
unbounded 3D city generation with both high realism and efficiency. 2) We introduce BEV-Point as a
highly compact representation, which ensures that the VRAM usage remains constant as the scene
size scales up. 3) We present BEV-Point Decoder, which leverages Point Serializer to capture both
structural and contextual characteristics of unstructured BEV points.

2 Related Work

3D Gaussian Splatting. 3D Gaussian splatting (3D GS) [22] has gained considerable attention
in recent months, demonstrating promising rendering results and faster performance compared to
NeRF [36]. Numerous methods have been proposed to integrate 3D GS into the 3D reconstruction of
objects [50, 56, 62], avatars [41, 46, 61], and scenes [31, 34, 35]. Furthermore, several approaches [24,
37] have aimed to optimize the high memory consumption of 3D GS during reconstruction. 3D
GS is also extensively used in the generation of 3D objects [51, 52], 3D avatars [1, 33, 60], and
3D scenes [10]. However, these methods only generate small-scale 3D assets and are not memory-
efficient for representing large-scale 3D assets. Benefiting from 3D-GS, efficiently applying it to 4D
object [15, 44] and human [25, 27, 57] generation with deformation becomes feasible.

Scene Generation. Unlike impressive models for generating objects and avatars, generating scenes
presents greater challenges due to their extremely high diversity. Earlier approaches [26, 32] generate
scenes by synthesizing videos, which lack 3D awareness and cannot ensure 3D consistency. Semantic
image synthesis methods [16, 39, 48] exhibit promising results in generating scene-level content by
conditioning on pixel-wise dense correspondence, such as semantic segmentation maps or depth maps.
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Figure 2: The framework of GaussianCity. To create an unbounded 3D city, the BEV points are
firstly generated from a local patch of the BEV maps, which includes the height field H, semantic
map S, and binary density map D. Then, the BEV-Point attributes {I,CA,CR,FS} are generated
for each point and the Style Lookup Table: T (L) → ZT is generated for each instance. Next, the
BEV-Point decoder generates the Gaussian attributes A from BEV-Point attributes. Finally, the
Gaussian Rasterizer R produces the rendered image R.

Several methods [5, 10, 59] generate natural 3D scenes by performing inpainting and outpainting on
RGB images or feature maps. However, most methods can only interpolate or extrapolate a limited
distance from the input views and lack generative capabilities. Recent approaches [9, 30, 54] have
achieved 3D consistent scenes at an infinite scale through unbounded layout extrapolation. Another
set of works [2, 12, 40] focuses on indoor scene synthesis using costly 3D datasets [11, 49] or CAD
object retrieval [13, 14].

3 Our Approach

3.1 Background: 3D Gaussian Splatting

As introduced in [22], 3D Gaussian splatting (3D-GS) is an explicit point-based 3D scene repre-
sentation, using a set of 3D Gaussians with various attributes to model the scene. Each Gaussian
is characterized by a center x ∈ R3, a scaling factor of s ∈ R3, and a rotation quaternion q ∈ R4.
Additionally, it maintains opacity value α ∈ R and a color feature c ∈ RC for rendering, where
spherical harmonics can model view-dependent effects. These parameters can collectively be denoted
by A = {xi, si,qi, αi, ci}Ni=1, where N is the number of 3D Gaussians. Rendering 3D Gaussians
involves projecting them onto the image plane as 2D Gaussians and performing alpha composition
for each pixel in front-to-back depth order, thus determining the final color and alpha.

3.2 BEV-Point Initialization

Within 3D-GS, all 3D Gaussians undergo initialization with a predefined set of parameters during
optimization. However, as the scene scales up, the VRAM usage increases dramatically, making
it impractical to generate large-scale scenes. Addressing this issue, we propose a highly compact
representation namely BEV-Point. In the BEV-Point representation, only visible BEV points are
retained since only they impact the appearance of the current frame. It ensures that VRAM usage
remains constant because the number of visible BEV points does not increase with the scene scale,
given fixed camera parameters.

In a local patch of a bird’s-eye-view (BEV) map comprising a semantic map M and a height field H,
a collection of BEV points within this patch can be produced by extruding the pixels in the semantic
map S according to the corresponding values in the height field H. We further introduce the binary
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density map D to adjust the sampling density for different semantic categories. This is driven by
the observation that certain categories exhibit simpler textures (e.g., roads, water areas), allowing
for reduced density to manage computational costs, while other categories (e.g., building façades)
possess intricate textures, necessitating a greater number of points for representation. The coordinates
of the generated BEV points, denoted as CF ∈ RNpt×3, can be generated as

CF =
{
(x, y, z) |H(x,y) ≤ z andD(x,y) = 1

}
(1)

where Npt is the number of BEV points.

Benefiting from the binary density map D, a significant number of redundant BEV points have been
omitted. However, the remaining number, typically 20 million BEV points, is still too large for
optimization. To address this issue, we additionally conduct ray intersection to obtain the binary
visibility map V : (x, y, z) → v, where v ∈ {0, 1}, for filtering out the visible BEV points. Therefore,
the coordinates of the visible BEV points CA ∈ RNpt×3 can be generated as

CA = {(x, y, z) | (x, y, z) ∈ CF and V(x, y, z) = 1} (2)

3.3 BEV-Point Feature Generation

The features in the BEV-Point representation can be divided into three categories: instance attributes,
BEV-Point attributes, and style look-up table. The instance attributes encompass fundamental details
such as Instance label, size, and center coordinates for each instance. The BEV-Point attributes
determine the appearance within the instance, while the style look-up table controls the style variation
across instances.

Instance Attributes. The semantic map S provides semantic labels for BEV points. Following
CityDreamer [54], the instance map Q is introduced to handle the diversity of buildings and cars in
urban environments. Specifically,

Q = Inst(S) (3)

where Inst(·) denotes instantiation on semantic maps by detecting connected components. Therefore,
the instance label I ∈ RNpt×1 for BEV points can be computed as

I =
{
Q(x,y) | (x, y, z) ∈ CA

}
(4)

Obviously, Q(x,y) ∈ L, where L = {1, 2, . . . , Nins} and Nins is the number of instances. The size
S(l) ∈ R3 represents the size of the 3D bounding box of the instance l, where l ∈ L. The center
C(l) ∈ R3 denotes the coordinates of the center of the bounding box of the instance l.

BEV-Point Attributes. In BEV-Point initialization, the absolute coordinate CA is generated, with
the origin set at the center of the world coordinate system. Besides the absolute coordinate, the
relative coordinate CR ∈ RNpt×3 is introduced, with its origin set at the center of each instance, to
specify the normalized point coordinates relative to the instance. Specifically,

CR =
{
Ci

R | Ci
R ∈ R3

}Npt

i=1
(5)

where Ci
R can be derived as

Ci
R =

2
(
Ci

A − C(Ii)
)

S(Ii)
(6)

where Ci
A and Ii denote the i-th values in CA and I, respectively.

During generation, integrating contextual information for BEV points becomes essential. It is
achieved by introducing scene features FS ∈ RNpt×CFS derived from BEV maps and indexed using
absolute coordinates CA. Specifically,

G = E(H,S) (7)

FS =
{
G(x,y) | (x, y, z) ∈ CA

}
(8)

where E denotes the Scene Encoder. G is with the same size of H and S.

Style Look-up Table. In 3D-GS, the appearance of 3D Gaussians is defined by the attributes of each
Gaussian. As the number of 3D Gaussians increases, the demands on VRAM and file storage grow
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significantly, making unbounded scene generation infeasible. To further reduce computational costs,
the appearances of instances are encoded into a set of latent vectors ZT ∈ RNins×CZ , i.e.,

ZT =
{
ziT |ziT ∈ RCZ

}Nins

i=1
(9)

The style look-up table T queries the style code ziT for the instance l. Specifically,

ziT = T (l) (10)

3.4 BEV-Point Decoding

The BEV-Point decoder is designed to generate the Gaussian Attributes A using the BEV-Point
features. It comprises five key modules: positional encoder, point serializer, point transformer,
modulated MLP, and Gaussian rasterizer.

Positional Encoder. Rather than feed coordinates directly into the subsequent networks, the positional
encoder transforms each point coordinate and corresponding features into a higher-dimensional
positional embedding FP ∈ RNpt×CFP as follows

FP = P (Concat(CR,FS)) (11)

where P(·) is the positional encoding function that is applied individually to each value in the given
feature x.

P(x) =
{
sin(2iπx), cos(2iπx)

}NPE−1

i=0
(12)

Point Serializer. Unlike NeRF [36], which maintains spatial correlation among sampled points along
rays, BEV points and 3D Gaussians are unstructured and unordered due to their irregular nature of
point clouds. Therefore, directly applying Multi-layer Perceptrons (MLPs) to generate Gaussian
attributes from FP may not yield optimal results, as MLPs do not fully consider the structural and
contextual characteristics of point clouds.

To transform unstructured BEV points into a structured format, we present the point serializer
L : (x, y, z) → o, where o ∈ Z, to convert the point coordinates into an integer reflecting its order
within the given BEV points.

L(x, y, z, g) =
⌊
x

g2
+

y

g
+ z

⌋
(13)

where g is the grid size that controls the scale of the discrete space for serialization. This ordering
ensures that points are rearranged based on the spatial structure defined by the point serializer,
resulting in neighboring points in the data structure being close together in space. Thus, the serialized
feature FS

P ∈ RNpt×CFP can be derived as

FS
P =

{
FOi

P

}Npt

i=1
(14)

where FOi

P denotes the features of the Oi-th BEV point in FP . Oi denotes the order generated by the
point serializer.

Point Transformer. After serialization, the features of BEV points can be processed by a modern
Transformer F [53], producing the feature FT ∈ RNpt×CFT .

FT = F(FS
P ) (15)

Modulated MLPs. The attributes of 3D Gaussians A ∈ RNpt×CA are generated by applying MLPs
M [21], which modulate the style code ZP and instance labels I with the features of BEV points.

A = M(Concat(FP ,FT ),ZP , I) (16)

where ZP =
{
T (Ii)

}Npt

i=1
.

Gaussian Rasterizer. Given the camera intrinsic and extrinsic parameters K ∈ R3×3 and T ∈ R4×4,
the image can be rendered with the Gaussian rasterizer R.

R̂ = R(CA,A,K,T) (17)

During rasterization, default values are employed if the required attributes are not generated in A.
These defaults include scale factor s = 1, rotation quaternion q = [1, 0, 0, 0], and opacity α = 1.
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Table 1: Quantitative comparison on GoogleEarth and KITTI-360. The best results are highlighted
in bold. Note that “RT.” denotes “Runtime”, measured in milliseconds on an NVIDIA Tesla A100.

GoogleEarth KITTI-360
Method FID ↓ KID ↓ DE ↓ CE ↓ RT. ↓ Method FID ↓ KID ↓
SGAM [47] 277.64 0.358 0.575 239.291 193 StyleGAN [21] 31.9 0.021
Pers.Nature [5] 123.83 0.109 0.326 86.371 167 GSN [12] 160.0 0.114
SceneDreamer [9] 213.56 0.216 0.152 0.186 620 GIRAFFE [38] 112.1 0.117
CityDreamer [54] 97.38 0.096 0.147 0.060 5580 UrbanGIR. [58] 39.6 0.036
GaussianCity 86.94 0.090 0.136 0.057 93 GaussianCity 29.5 0.017

3.5 Loss Functions

The generator is trained using a hybrid objective that combines reconstruction loss with adversarial
learning loss. Specifically, we leverage the L1 loss, VGG loss [20], and GAN loss [29] in this
combination.

ℓ = λL1||R̂−R||+λVGGVGG(R̂,R) + λGANGAN(R̂,SG) (18)

where R denotes the ground truth image. SG is the semantic map in perspective view.

4 Experiments

4.1 Datasets

GoogleEarth [54]. The GoogleEarth dataset, sourced from Google Earth Studio, comprises 400
orbit trajectories captured over Manhattan and Brooklyn. Each trajectory comprises 60 images, with
orbit radiuses spanning from 125 to 813 meters and altitudes ranging from 112 to 884 meters. In
addition to the images, GoogleEarth provides camera intrinsic and extrinsic parameters, along with
3D semantic and building instance segmentation.

KITTI-360 [28]. KITTI-360 is an extensive outdoor sub-urban dataset known for its intricate scene
geometry. Within this dataset, scenes are rich in highlights and shadows, resulting in significant
variations in the appearance of objects across different scenes. Captured in urban scenarios spanning
approximately 73.7km of driving distance, KITTI-360 provides comprehensive 3D bounding box
annotations for various classes such as buildings, cars, roads, vegetation, and more.

4.2 Evaluation Protocols

FID and KID. Fréchet Inception Distance (FID) [17] and Kernel Inception Distance (KID) [3] are
metrics for the quality of generated images. Following CityDreamer [54], FID and KID are calculated
based on 15K generated frames on the GoogleEarth dataset. As for the KITTI-360 dataset, FID and
KID are computed using 5K generated frames, consistent with the settings of UrbanGIRAFFE [58].

Depth Error. We employ depth error (DE) to assess the 3D geometry following EG3D [6]. The
pseudo ground truth depth maps for the generated frames are obtained from a pretrained model [43].
For NeRF-based methods, the depth maps are generated by the accumulation of density σ. Conversely,
GaussianCity allows for the direct acquisition of depth maps by rasterization. DE is calculated as the
L2 distance between the two normalized depth maps. We evaluate DE using 100 frames for each
assessed method following CityDreamer [54].

Camera Error. Following CityDreamer [54], the camera error (CE) is introduced to evaluate the
multi-view consistency. CE quantifies the disparity between the inference camera trajectory and the
estimated camera trajectory from COLMAP [45], computed as the scale-invariant normalized L2
distance between the reconstructed and generated camera poses.

Runtime. Runtime is used to gauge efficiency. It measures the time taken to generate a 960x540
image on the GoogleEarth dataset. All timings are conducted on an NVIDIA Tesla A100, excluding
IO time, and averaged over 100 iterations.
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Figure 3: Qualitative comparison on GoogleEarth. Note that “Pers.Nature” is short for Persistent-
Nature [5]. The visual results of InfiniCity [30] are provided by the authors since the source code is
not accessible.

4.3 Implementation Details

Hyperparameters. The grid size g is set to 0.01 and NPE is set to 64. The feature channels CZ , CFS
,

CFP
, and CFT

are set to 256, 61, 1280, and 256, respectively. The Gaussian attributes A consist
of RGB values only (i.e., CA = 3). The loss weights λL1, λVGG, and λGAN are 10, 10, and 0.5,
respectively.

Training Details. The generator is trained using an Adam optimizer with β = (0, 0.999) and a
learning rate of 10−4. The discriminator is optimized using an Adam optimizer with β = (0, 0.999)
and a learning rate of 5 × 10−7. Training continues for 200,000 iterations with a batch size of 8
on eight NVIDIA Tesla V100 GPUs. The images are randomly cropped to sizes of 448×448 for
GoogleEarth and 448×224 for KITTI-360.

4.4 Main Results

Comparison Methods. On the GoogleEarth dataset, we compare the proposed method to SGAM [47],
PersistentNature [5], SceneDreamer [9], InfiniCity [30], and CityDreamer [54], following the protocol
established by CityDreamer. Except for InfiniCity, whose code is not accessible, we retrain the
remaining methods using the released code on the GoogleEarth dataset to ensure fair comparisons.
On the KITTI-360 dataset, we compare our method to StyleGAN2 [21], GSN [12], GIRAFFE [38],
and UrbanGIRAFFE [58], following the protocol outlined by UrbanGIRAFFE. As the training code
and pretrained model for UrbanGIRAFFE are unavailable, the results of UrbanGIRAFFE are directly
obtained from [58].

Comparison on GoogleEarth. Figure 3 shows qualitative comparisons against baselines on the
GoogleEarth dataset. PersistentNature utilizes a tri-plane representation, which faces difficulties
in generating realistic renderings. Both SceneDreamer and InfiniCity employ voxel grids as their
representation, yet they still encounter significant structural distortions in buildings due to all buildings
being assigned the same semantic label. CityDreamer and GaussianCity both introduce instance
labels, achieving improved generation results. However, CityDreamer composites two neural fields,
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Figure 4: Qualitative comparison on KITTI-360. The visual results of UrbanGIRAFFE [58] are
provided by the authors since the training code and pretrained model are unavailable.
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Figure 5: User study on GoogleEarth and KITTI-360. All scores are in the range of 5, with
5 indicating the best. Note that “Pers.Nature” and “UrbanGIR.” denotes PersistentNature [5] and
UrbanGIRAFFE [58], respectively.

resulting in artifacts at the seams of images. In contrast, GaussianCity achieves better visual results
and significantly lower runtime, as indicated in Table 1.

Comparison on KITTI-360. Figure 4 illustrates qualitative comparisons against baseline methods
on the KITTI-360 dataset. GSN uses an implicit representation named latent grid, which can easily
introduce structural distortion in street-view generation. UrbanGIRAFFE employs a voxel grid as
its 3D representation, but due to the resolution limitations of the voxel grid, the generated scenes
may exhibit jagged artifacts. In contrast, GaussianCity adopts a more flexible point cloud as its
representation, thus yielding superior visual results. The lower FID and KID scores in Table 1 also
attest to the effectiveness of the proposed method.

User Study. To more accurately evaluate the 3D consistency and quality of the unbounded 3D city
generation, we conduct an output evaluation [4], following the user study conducted in CityDreamer.
In this study, we requested feedback from 20 volunteers to assess each generated camera trajectory
based on three criteria: 1) the perceptual quality of the imagery, 2) the level of 3D realism, and 3) the
3D view consistency. Ratings are provided on a scale of 1 to 5, with 5 indicating the highest rating.
The results are shown in Figure 5, demonstrating that the proposed method significantly surpasses
the baselines by a considerable margin.

4.5 Ablation Studies

Effectiveness of BEV-Point Representation. The proposed BEV-Points, serving as a highly compact
scene representation, play an important role in enabling 3D-GS to generate unbounded scenes. As
shown in Figure 1(b), the VRAM usage of 3D-GS dramatically increases as the number of points
increases. Typically, for a scene covering 1.5km2 with 20 million points, optimization cannot be
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Table 2: Effectiveness of BEV-Point Decoder.
Note that “Ser.” and “Trans” denote “Point Se-
rializer” and “Point Transformer”, respectively.

Ser. Trans. FID ↓ KID ↓ DE ↓ CE ↓
✗ ✗ 151.27 0.179 0.185 0.135
✗ ✓ 119.40 0.138 0.159 0.118
✓ ✓ 86.94 0.090 0.136 0.057

Table 3: Effectiveness of different serialization
methods. Note that “Eq. 13” denote the serializa-
tion used in Point Serializer.

Eq. 13 Hilbert FID ↓ KID ↓ DE ↓ CE ↓
✓ ✗ 86.94 0.090 0.136 0.057
✗ ✓ 86.72 0.088 0.136 0.056
✓ ✓ 86.28 0.083 0.135 0.055

completed on a GPU with 32GB of VRAM. In contrast, BEV-Point ensures that the number of points
requiring optimization becomes a constant independent of the scene size through Ray Intersection,
leading to significantly reduced VRAM usage. Besides Ray Intersection, we also evaluate the region-
based and instance-based selection strategies to identify points requiring optimization. These methods
can all maintain the number of points at a constant level, with “Region” indicating selection based
on the camera coverage region and “Instance” indicating selection based on visible instances. After
applying “Region”, “Instance”, and Ray Intersection to a scene spanning 1.5km2 with 20M points,
the number of points becomes 1.4M, 680K, and 31.7K, respectively. “Region” and “Instance” are less
efficient compared to the ray intersection adopted by BEV-Point, as the ray intersection maximally
removes invisible points.

Effectiveness of BEV-Point Decoder. BEV-Point Decoder consists of two key components: Point
Serializer and Point Transformer. As shown in Table 2, removing both components leads to a
significant degeneration due to the absence of spatial correlations. Introducing only the Point
Transformer partially establishes spatial correlation, but it does not achieve the same effectiveness as
using both components together. Point serializer employs Equation 13 to structure the unordered BEV
points. To investigate the impact of different serialization methods in point serializer, we compare the
effects of using Equation 13, Hilbert curve [18] adopted in [7, 53], and both simultaneously on the
generation results. As shown in Table 3, different serialization methods have minimal impact on the
final generation results. For efficiency reasons, we use Equation 13 in Point Serializer due to its lower
computational complexity. Refer to Figures 6 and 7 in the appendix for more qualitative comparisons.

4.6 Limitations

While our method demonstrates promising results for unconditional 3D city generation, it still has
several limitations. Firstly, the BEV-Point Initialization elevates points to a height based on the
corresponding value in the height field, which assumes buildings adhere to the Manhattan assumption
and cannot represent hollow structures. Secondly, the BEV-Point decoder does not fully exploit the
expressive capacity of 3D-GS, as it only predicts RGB in the Gaussian attributes. However, predicting
an excessive number of attributes simultaneously may destabilize the training process.

5 Conclusion

In this paper, we introduce GaussianCity for generating unbounded 3D cities. It is the first method to
employ 3D Gaussian splatting (3D-GS) for unbounded scene generation. We introduce BEV-Point, a
highly compact scene representation to mitigate the substantial increase in VRAM usage associated
with representing large-scale scenes using 3D-GS. Additionally, we present BEV-Point Decoder,
which leverages Point Serializer to capture the structural and contextual characteristics of unordered
BEV points. Compared to previous NeRF-based city generators, our approach achieves better visual
results and a 60-fold increase in runtime speed compared to CityDreamer. Extensive experimental
results on GoogleEarth and KITTI-360 demonstrate the effectiveness of the proposed GaussianCity
in generating both drone-view and street-view in city scenes.
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In this appendix, we offer extra details and additional results to complement the main paper. Firstly,
we offer more extensive information and results regarding the ablation studies in Sec. A. Secondly,
we present additional experimental results in Sec. B.

A Additional Ablation Study Results

A.1 Qualitative Results for Ablation Studies

Effectiveness of BEV-Point Decoder. Figure 6 gives a qualitative comparison as a supplement to
Table 2, demonstrating the effectiveness of Point Serializer and Point Transformer in BEV-Point
Decoder. Removing either of them significantly degrades the quality of the generated images.
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Figure 6: Qualitative comparison of different BEV-Point Decoder variants. Note that “Ser.” and
“Trans.” represent “Point Serializer” and “Point Transformer”, respectively.

Effectiveness of Different Serialization Methods. Figure 7 provides a qualitative comparison as a
supplement to Table 3. As shown in Figure 7, using either Equation 13, the Hilbert curve, or both for
serialization is unlikely to impact the quality of the generated results. Moreover, Equation 13 exhibits
significantly lower computational complexity compared to the Hilbert curve. Therefore, Equation 13
is employed in the Point Serializer due to its lower computational demands.
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Figure 7: Qualitative comparison of different serialization methods. Note that “Eq. 13” denote
the serialization used in Point Serializer.
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A.2 Discussion on Generated Gaussian Attributes

In 3D-GS [22], each 3D Gaussian possesses multiple attributes, including XYZ coordinates, spherical
harmonics (SHs), opacity, rotation, and scale. These attributes are optimized using supervision
from multi-view images to represent the scene. In reconstruction, adding extra attributes like XYZ
offsets and opacity enhances representation capability. However, a scene can have multiple valid
reconstruction results because different combinations of 3D Gaussian attributes can yield the same
rendering result. For instance, changing the color of one 3D Gaussian can be equivalent to overlaying
multiple Gaussians with varying opacities or adjusting the scale of nearby Gaussians with similar
colors. This ambiguity causes instability when optimizing all these attributes simultaneously in city
generation.

Due to the carefully designed BEV-Point initialization, all points are evenly distributed on the surface
of objects. Therefore, Gaussian attributes other than RGB can be left unestimated and defaulted.
Table 4 and Figure 8 provide a quantitative and qualitative comparison of various attributes generated
for 3D Gaussians, demonstrating that optimizing 3D Gaussian attributes beyond RGB not only
complicates network convergence but also significantly impacts the quality of the generated results.

Table 4: Quantitative comparison of different attributes generated for 3D Gaussians. The best
results are highlighted in bold. Note that “-” in CE indicates that COLMAP cannot estimate camera
poses from the generated images.

Generated Attributes GoogleEarth KITTI-360
RGB ∆XYZ Opacity Scale FID ↓ KID ↓ DE ↓ CE ↓ FID ↓ KID ↓

✓ ✗ ✗ ✗ 86.94 0.090 0.136 0.057 29.5 0.017
✓ ✓ ✗ ✗ 371.15 0.468 0.367 - 281.5 0.342
✓ ✓ ✓ ✗ 384.81 0.485 0.401 - 256.9 0.297
✓ ✓ ✓ ✓ 535.49 0.709 0.470 - 486.3 0.605

GoogleEarth KITTI-360

𝒄𝒄
𝒄𝒄 
Δ𝒙𝒙

𝒄𝒄 
Δ𝒙𝒙

 𝛼𝛼
𝒄𝒄 
Δ𝒙𝒙

 𝛼𝛼
 𝒔𝒔

Figure 8: Qualitative comparison of different attributes generated for 3D Gaussians. Note that c,
∆x, α, and s denote the RGB color, XYZ offsets, opacity, and scale in the generated 3D Gaussian
attributes, respectively.
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B Additional Experimental Results

B.1 Building Interpolation

As shown in Figure 9, GaussianCity showcases the capability to interpolate building styles controlled
by the variable z.

Figure 9: Linear interpolation along the building style. The style of each building gradually
changes from left to right. In the first row, only the styles of the highlighted buildings are altered,
while in the second row, the styles of all buildings are changed.

B.2 Relighting

From the explicit representation of 3D Gaussians, relighting is much simpler than NeRF-based
methods. Using Luma AI’s 3D Gaussians Plugin 1, the generated city can be imported into Unreal
Engine, enabling highly realistic lighting effects, as illustrated in Figure 10. However, the plugin
is still under development, so shadow effects are not well generated. We believe this issue will be
resolved soon.

Figure 10: Relighting effects in Unreal Engine 5. From left to right, the relighting effect is shown
with increasing light intensity.

1https://www.unrealengine.com/marketplace/product/66dd775fa3104ecfb3ae800b8963c8b9
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B.3 Additional Qualitative Comparison

In Figures 11 and 12, we provide more visual comparisons with state-of-the-art methods on
GoogleEarth and KITTI-360, respectively.
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Figure 11: Qualitative comparison on GoogleEarth. Note that “Pers.Nature” is short for “Persis-
tentNature” [5]. The visual results of InfiniCity [30] are provided by the authors and zoomed for
optimal viewing.
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GSN UrbanGIRAFFE GaussianCity

Figure 12: Qualitative comparison on KITTI-360. The visual results of UrbanGIRAFFE [58] are
provided by the authors since the training code and pretrained model are unavailable.
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