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Abstract. First-Person-View (FPV) holds immense potential for revo-
lutionizing the trajectory of Unmanned Aerial Vehicles (UAVs), offering
an exhilarating avenue for navigating complex building structures. Yet,
traditional Neural Radiance Field (NeRF) methods face challenges such
as sampling single points per iteration and requiring an extensive array
of views for supervision. UAV videos exacerbate these issues with lim-
ited viewpoints and significant spatial scale variations, resulting in inad-
equate detail rendering across diverse scales. In response, we introduce
FPV-NeRF, addressing these challenges through three key facets: (1)
Temporal consistency. Leveraging spatio-temporal continuity ensures
seamless coherence between frames; (2) Global structure. Incorporat-
ing various global features during point sampling preserves space in-
tegrity; (3) Local granularity. Employing a comprehensive framework
and multi-resolution supervision for multi-scale scene feature representa-
tion tackles the intricacies of UAV video spatial scales. Additionally, due
to the scarcity of publicly available FPV videos, we introduce an inno-
vative view synthesis method using NeRF to generate FPV perspectives
from UAV footage, enhancing spatial perception for drones. Our novel
dataset spans diverse trajectories, from outdoor to indoor environments,
in the UAV domain, differing significantly from traditional NeRF sce-
narios. Through extensive experiments encompassing both interior and
exterior building structures, FPV-NeRF demonstrates a superior under-
standing of the UAV flying space, outperforming state-of-the-art meth-
ods in our curated UAV dataset. Explore our project page for further
insights: https://fpv-nerf.github.io/.

Keywords: Computer Vision · Spatial Perception · Neural Radiance
Field · First-Person View (FPV) · Unmanned Aerial Vehicle (UAV)

1 Introduction

In computer vision, advancements in Robotic Navigation, including Visual-SLAM
[37] and MVS [18], alongside innovations in Computer Graphics, such as Novel
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(a) Forward-facing

(b) 360°, object-centric (c) UAV trajectory (d) UAV video example, from outdoor scene to indoor scene

Fig. 1: Comparison of our proposed FPV-NeRF and previous NeRF-based
methods. Previous NeRF can be divided into two types: forward-facing and 360°
object centric. In UAV videos, view synthesizing faces the following challenges: 1)
Degree of view restriction, as UAV perspectives are limited by drone trajectories; and
2) Scene change, as UAVs encounter significant changes in scene scale and lighting
conditions when transitioning from outdoors to indoors.

View Synthesis [33], have become integral to applications like environmental
monitoring and disaster response [9,28,30,68]. These needs establish Neural Ra-
diance Field (NeRF) [34] as an emerging paradigm, using Multi-layer Perceptron
networks for scene representation and excelling in rendering high-quality images
from novel camera poses.

Despite NeRF’s success [2,35,52,54,58], it encounters challenges in UAV-
captured multi-scale videos due to its reliance on a single ray from a pixel
in training, limiting its effectiveness. Firstly, the model lacks temporal consis-
tency, resulting in non-smooth sequences during novel view generation. Secondly,
NeRF struggles to construct a comprehensive global structure, particularly in
low-texture regions like solid-colored surfaces or grassy fields. Thirdly, difficulties
arise in rendering local details when original video perspectives are insufficient,
especially around structures like buildings. Consequently, when applied to gen-
erate novel First-Person-View perspectives from complex UAV trajectories, such
as zooming from exterior to interior (Fig. 1), NeRF’s quality diminishes, high-
lighting its limitations in handling diverse scenarios and viewpoints.

Building on the preceding discussions, we introduce FPV-NeRF, a First-
Person View synthesis framework tailored for UAVs, leveraging the power of
Neural Radiance Field. Drones equipped with a first-person view (FPV) provide
immersive videos, offering a unique perspective that places viewers directly in
the midst of the action. Extensive research has highlighted that humans grasp
a comprehensive spatial understanding from FPV videos, mentally transitioning
between first and third perspectives with a holistic grasp of the environment. If a
UAV can transform a third-person view into first-person, it demonstrates spatial
cognition akin to humans. Our FPV-NeRF serves as a robust and interpretable
backbone for UAVs, excelling in multi-scale spatial structure recognition [17,76]
while acknowledging and surpassing the limitations of existing NeRF.

Specifically, FPV-NeRF divides the entire airspace into regions, recursively
breaking them into subregions. This multi-scale space constructor dynamically
adjusts the three-dimensional model composition based on the drone’s flight tra-
jectory, considering both global and local perspectives. Unlike previous NeRFs
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relying solely on MLP layers for color prediction, FPV-NeRF optimizes global-
local features for all points in the estimated UAV flying space. Our proposed
method includes: I) Multi-scale camera space estimation, focusing on trajectory
reconstruction using adjacent time frames to model environmental space. The
trajectory space undergoes division, applying distinct coordinate distortion func-
tions based on the UAV’s position and pose in adjacent frames. II) First-person
view video generation with a global-local scene encoder: i) a learnable volume
embedding indicating general features of each block; ii) a point location em-
bedding providing continuous features based on position, enhancing multi-scale
encoding with various frequency components; iii) a level embedding offering
global features for resolution rendering and cross-attention between levels. III)
For training, we propose a comprehensive loss function with three terms, incor-
porating Optimal Transport for disparity alignment and bounded variation for
smoothness consistency among neighboring regions.

Essentially, FPV-NeRF embodies several appealing qualities: First, it achieves
improved temporal consistency . The robust correlation timing mechanism
and spatial coherence between adjacent frames in video sequences empower FPV-
NeRF to construct a more continuous and smooth overall structure. Second, it
enhances the integrity of the global structure . Through the thoughtful design
of cross-attention between different resolutions and the acquisition of a volume
feature, the training of each point’s feature considers the context of surrounding
points, mitigating the risk of overlooking low contextual elements. Third, it ex-
cels in providing local granularity . The subdivision of space into regions with
distinct warping functions, coupled with the transformation of coordinate posi-
tions of sampling points into high-dimensional features, including high-frequency
components, ensures the high-fidelity restoration of local details. FPV-NeRF is
an intuitive yet general classification framework; it is compatible with different
NeRF-based first-person view generation methods. We experimentally show: In
§4.3, FPV-NeRF outperforms parametric counterparts, i.e., 1.61-7.77 PSNR
and 0.021-0.145 SSIM, on our proposed UAV dataset. With voxel-based ar-
chitecture, FPV-NeRF also outperforms those SOTA methods on previous fre-
quently used NeRF datasets, i.e., 0.03-3.07 PSNR on NeRF-360-V2 dataset
and 0.01-1.65 PSNR on LLFF dataset. In §4.4, our multi-scale camera space
estimation method enhances UAV dataset performance by 1.52-5.23 PSNR.
Furthermore, our global-local encoder significantly boosts performance (1.12-
4.36 PSNR), and the incorporation of our comprehensive loss further elevates
performance (1.49-4.85 PSNR).

2 Related Works

Spatial Perception for UAVs Spatial perception, crucial in applications like
indoor mapping, drones, and self-driving vehicles, has been extensively stud-
ied [41, 46, 49]. Technological progress, particularly in cameras and LiDAR, has
accelerated the adoption of SLAM systems. Visual SLAM [31,51,56,64] is widely
employed for its compatibility with low-cost vision sensors. These systems, uti-
lizing graph optimization, can be categorized as sparse feature-based or direct
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methods. Sparse feature-based methods track feature points to generate a 3D
map [25, 37], while direct methods minimize pixel intensity differences for 3D
camera movement and environment estimation [13, 14]. Despite popularity, Vi-
sual SLAM faces accuracy limitations, hindering precise navigation [67,69]. Cur-
rent research increasingly incorporates novel view generation to achieve spatial
perception. Unlike traditional methods, novel view generation accurately recon-
structs UAV navigation, bringing it closer to the real environment.
First-Person View Generation Methods Novel first-person view synthe-
sis involves two primary methods. Generative models, as seen in recent works
like [5, 57, 65], use the diffusion model to address the challenge of generating
random yet plausible samples from the conditional distribution. However, these
methods, relying on generative priors, may lack an inherent understanding of
the spatial environment [5]. Alternatively, some methods utilize 3D reconstruc-
tion [32] by estimating geometry from images, employing representations like
point clouds, depth maps, meshes, or volumetric implicit functions [16,39]. Tra-
ditional multi-view stereo (MVS) techniques and surface reconstruction meth-
ods (e.g., Poisson [23, 24], Delaunay triangulation [26]) have evolved, with re-
cent learning-based depth estimation methods exhibiting exceptional perfor-
mance [11,19,21,27,71,72]. Despite their success in generating 3D models, these
methods depend heavily on accurate depth estimation: diffusion models are typ-
ically employed for generating 2D images and often necessitate accurate depth
estimation or NeRF to extend its application to 3D space [5, 57, 65], and MVS
methods rely on GT depth maps to compute the loss of the prediction [11, 21].
Consequently, the rise of Neural Radiance Field (NeRF) [34] has positioned it
favorably for novel view synthesis, encompassing depth information in an im-
plicit embedding with heightened accuracy through iterative training processes.
Neural Radiance Field (NeRF) In contrast to traditional 3D reconstruction
techniques, NeRF [34] employs implicit neural network features for spatial repre-
sentation, efficiently generating novel view images. Since its introduction, NeRF
has spurred research in neural representations for tasks like novel view synthe-
sis [48, 55], relighting [4, 36, 77, 80], generalization to new scenes [8, 29, 50, 63],
shape representation [35,53], and multiview reconstruction [38,61,73,74]. These
methods implicitly reconstruct scenes using multi-layer perceptrons (MLPs),
yielding impressive novel view synthesis outcomes, even with very few training
views [70,75]. Furthermore, recent methodologies exhibit promise in tackling the
intricacies associated with large-scale or unbounded scenes [2, 54, 58, 66]. How-
ever, existing NeRF approaches like Instant-NGP [35], TensoRF [7], DVGO [52]
and Mip-NeRF 360 [2] are designed primarily for forward-facing or 360° object-
centric trajectories for a fixed scale, displaying limited adaptability to multi-scale
UAV videos. Besides, prevailing methodologies exclusively rely on isolated sam-
pled point features per iteration, neglecting global features. This confines them
to singular trajectories and scales, limiting UAV video exploration. In contrast,
our proposed method is tailored for tasks involving both forward-facing and 360°
object-centric trajectories, aiming to ensure consistent, high-quality long-term
view synthesis for UAVs.
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Fig. 2: The overall framework of our method. After estimating the camera lo-
cation and pose space using various wrapping functions, we can sample a pixel in a
frame as a view ray, which consists of a sequence of point positions in this estimated
space. During training, we use these point positions to query their learnable features
from a feature pool. Then, we pass those point positions and corresponding features
through a global-local encoder and rendering decoder to obtain the predicted color for
this pixel. Comparing this predicted pixel color with the ground truth color of this
pixel can supervise the network. During testing, we input a novel auto-generated point
position sequence into this pipeline and can finally obtain a novel first-person view
video (see Fig. 3).

3 Methods

Given a video V with a length of L, without any location and pose information
captured from UAV, the goal of FPV-NeRF is to reconstruct a radiance field of
the scene to generate a novel first-person view video. In the following, we first
give an overview of FPV-NeRF framework.

3.1 Overview

The FPV-NeRF framework is delineated as follows: I) Multi-scale camera
space estimation (§3.2): In the initial step, illustrated in Fig. 2, keyframes
are selected to predict the trajectory and poses of the UAV camera. These pre-
dictions occur in a subdivided space with diverse warping functions, using a
Jacobian matrix for seamless point warping between 3D and multi-camera 2D
spaces. A learnable feature pool, functioning as a neural embedding, captures
inherent features of each point in this spatial configuration. II) Global-local
scene encoder (§3.3): Following the approach of [35], we synthesize images
at various resolutions within the spatial domain, exploring global-local informa-
tion across resolutions. For each pixel in the synthesized image, camera rays
are traced through the scene, generating sampling points. The global-local scene
encoder utilizes point location information and queried features at these sam-
pling points to compute hidden features. III) Rendering and comprehensive
loss (§3.4): Following the scene encoder, a rendering MLP layer predicts local
color and density for each ray, considering point features and camera viewing
direction. Volume rendering techniques generate the image from computed col-
ors and densities. The loss is computed on the rendered image, disparity, and
ground truth image, providing a holistic evaluation of the model.
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(a) (c)(b) (d)

Fig. 3: Visualization of UAV trajectory and auto-generated FPV video tra-
jectories with camera poses. (a-b) Tentage scene. (c-d) Market scene.

3.2 Multi-Scale Camera Space Estimation

We initially establish a UAV trajectory space to define camera positions and
orientations within its spatial disposition:

Keyframe selector. We compute information entropy [47] for each UAV
video frame, considering color entropy within frames and entropy between frames.
These components are multiplied to assess frame information, expressed as:

I(l) = −
255∑
i=0

p
(l)
i logp

(l)
i × 1

L

L∑
k=0

255∑
i=0

σ
(
p
(k)
i , p

(l)
i

)
, (1)

σ
(
p
(k)
i , p

(l)
i

)
=
∣∣∣p(k)i logp

(k)
i − p

(l)
i logp

(l)
i

∣∣∣ , (2)

where I(l) is the information entropy of the l-th frame (among L frames), and
pi is the probability of the i-th grayscale value from the histogram. Keyframes
with notable information entropy in both aspects are identified.

UAV trajectory prediction. In contrast to previous Structure from Mo-
tion (SfM) methods [44], our method capitalizes on sequential video acquisition,
where frames naturally exhibit visual overlap, eliminating the need for exhaustive
image pair matching. Employing loop detection based on a vocabulary tree [45],
each image is matched with its temporally closest counterpart. Suppose a scene
part contains M points S = {δ0, ...δM}, for each point δj ∈ S appearing for
a duration of Ti in the video, considering the lj-th frame is where this point
initially appears, the sequential trajectory can be predicted by minimizing the
reprojection error:

argmin
S,Θ

M∑
j=0

lj+Tj∑
t=lj

∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣qt,j − P (Θt, δj)

∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣, (3)

where Θt is the camera’s internal and external parameters at time t, and qt,j
is the pixel location of δj in that frame. P is the project function. Output
forms Euclidean space for camera matrices, processed by a subsequent block
subdivision module for multi-block warping camera space.

Block subdivision for distinct warping. The core requirement for spatial
warping involves transforming the original Euclidean space, necessitating axis-
aligned grid establishment within the warped space for alignment with camera
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rays. Diverging from prior NeRF approaches [2, 34] reliant on a single warping
function, our scenes exhibit varied camera trajectories across regions (depicted in
Fig. 2). This mandates crafting distinct warping functions (i.e., Jacobian matri-
ces) for each region, ensuring precise alignment of camera position and direction
with region-specific pixels. Utilizing an octree structure for region subdivision,
our goal is to identify visible cameras intersecting with a tree node of side length
s. If a visible camera center is within a distance d ≤ λs (with λ set at 3), the
node undergoes subdivision into 8 child nodes; otherwise, it becomes a leaf node.
This process repeats until all leaf nodes are obtained.

3.3 Global-Local Scene Encoder

After obtaining the point embedding Ex,y,z by querying the point within the
feature pool and applying Multiresolution Hash Encoding [35] to obtain the
preprocessed point embedding E′

x,y,z, we then input E′
x,y,z into the Global-Local

Scene Encoder to compute a holistic feature representation for each point.
Cross-resolution attention. Scene features at various scales are effectively

captured through multi-resolution levels. Global aspects are accentuated at low
resolution, while high resolution unveils finer details. A precedent approach [35]
introduces a learning-based multi-resolution hash encoding, prioritizing perti-
nent details autonomously, free from task-specific constraints. In the context of
UAV scenes characterized by diverse scales, this methodology can be applied to
ensure a comprehensive representation encompassing both substantial structures
and minute details. Notably, prior multi-resolution hash encoding processes fea-
tures independently at each resolution, neglecting inter-resolution correlations.
To address this, we propose a cross-resolution attention mechanism gauging as-
sociation degrees between different resolution levels. Following the Transformer
model [59], Scaled Dot-Product Attention is employed to compute query Qx,y,z,r,
key Kx,y,z,r and value Vx,y,z,r on features of distinct resolutions, yielding E′′

x,y,z,r

from the preprocessed point embedding E′
x,y,z:Qx,y,z,r

Kx,y,z,r

Vx,y,z,r

 =

W (Q)

W (K)

W (V )

 · E′
x,y,z,r, (4)

E′′
x,y,z,r = Softmax

(
Qx,y,z,r ·K⊤

x,y,z,r√
dK

)
· Vx,y,z,r, (5)

where W (Q),W (K),W (V ) ∈ RdE×dK are weight matrices, dE and dK is the
dimension of the embedding and the attention key. Augmenting the model akin
to Transformer [59], we introduce a position embedding. This embeds the e-th
data position at the r-th resolution level as follows:

PEr,e =

 sin
(

r
10000e/dE

)
e = 2λ

cos
(

r
10000(e−1)/dE

)
e = 2λ+ 1

, λ ∈ N (6)
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In pursuit of an exhaustive multi-resolution feature, we integrate an extra global-
level feature, denoted as Eglobal, within the cross-resolution attention module,
depicted in Fig. 2. Analogous to the [CLS] token in the Vision Transformer
(ViT) [12], the Eglobal feature serves to concatenate with features across diverse
resolution levels, fostering attention connections throughout all levels.

Point location grouping. The aforementioned feature pool, expounded
in §3.1, discretely reinstates point space features, causing significant disparities
among adjacent points. Previous methods [34,54,58,66] calculate continuous fea-
tures based on positional information. This involves employing a learnable linear
transformation φ with a weight Wφ and bias Bφ to obtain continuous local fea-
tures for each point, projecting the point location (x, y, z) ∈ R3 (see Fig. 2)
into a higher-dimensional space R3×2×V using high-frequency functions. How-
ever, inadequate sampling frequency violates Nyquist-Shannon theorem, causing
high-frequency signals to fold into low-frequency signals during continuous sig-
nal sampling. Hence, we construct a hybrid point location embedding method
by grouping the neighbor points into multivariate Gaussian regions, inputting
the expected group location (Er(x),Er(y),Er(z)) of the region around the point
(x, y, z) as query into the learnable linear transformation φ:

Elocation
x,y,z = Wφ ·

(
sin(20πEr(x)), ..., cos(2

SπEr(z))
)
+Bφ, (7)

where S represents the number of sin and cos frequency variations, and · denotes
the dot product operation.

Volume feature. In pursuit of holistic component representation, our method-
ology delves into the bounding volume hierarchy (BVH) algorithm [60]. This
geometric query accelerator exploits the insight that if a query object avoids
volume intersection, it precludes interaction with objects within. Our approach
computes an encompassing feature for each UAV environment segment, stored in
a learnable volume feature pool F vol. The formalized volume feature embedding
is expressed as:

Evolume
x,y,z = Φ

(
F vol, δx,y,z

)
, F vol ∈ RC×dE , (8)

where δx,y,z represents a sampled point located at the coordinates (x, y, z), while
Φ refers to the volume feature selection algorithm, which involves two key steps:
first, determining the volume index of this point δx,y,z using the BVH approach,
and second, selecting volume features based by this index. C denotes the total
count of available volumes.

3.4 Comprehensive Learning Objective

Although the method above could solve the almost problem of temporal consis-
tency, global structure, and local granularity, there are still some problem
when learning a structure where the view perspective for training supervision is
limited. Leveraging the spatio-temporal information of the video, we propose a
novel loss function to punish those bad rendering results in apparent details and
temporal consistency, involving three parts:
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Color alignment. The RGB color reconstruction loss is calculated as by
the Charbonnier loss [6] between the RGB values of the reconstructed images
and the ground truth images. We introduce a fixed rectification value into it,
denoted as γ, which achieves slightly more stable optimization than the MSE
loss used in mip-NeRF [1]. Consequently, this loss term is defined as follows:

Lc =
1

3

[√
(rϕ − r̂ϕ)2 + γ +

√
(gϕ − ĝϕ)2 + γ +

√
(bϕ − b̂ϕ)2 + γ

]
, (9)

where rϕ, gϕ, bϕ represents the rendered RGB value of the sampled view ray
ϕ, and r̂ϕ, ĝϕ, b̂ϕ represents their corresponding ground truth from the original
input frames.

Disparity alignment. This loss term serves to quantitatively assess the re-
ciprocal depth disparity between two resolutions, providing robustness against
introduced noise to mitigate local distortions. Our methodology employs the
Earth Mover’s Distance (EMD) [42], rooted in Optimal Transport theory [10],
to quantify the depth distribution difference between resolutions. EMD distin-
guishes itself from conventional metrics by not only scrutinizing value differences
at corresponding points but also incorporating transportation costs into its eval-
uation, emphasizing distribution shapes. This unique characteristic makes EMD
proficient at discerning disparities in distributions with an overarching resem-
blance but nuanced deviations. In spatial contexts, EMD excels at shape-based
comparisons, particularly when analyzing density distributions. In comparing
and aligning spatial data point distributions, EMD’s virtue lies in its ability to
consider both spatial arrangement and structural nuances. The formula express-
ing the disparity alignment loss function is denoted as::

Ld =
∑

δi,δj∈ϕ

√√√√√ ∑
0≤j≤i

dδj −
∑

0≤j≤i

d̂δj

2

+ γ, (10)

where dδj represents the disparity value at the j-th point δj on the sampled
view ray ϕ. The cumulative distribution function

∑
0≤j≤i dδj is computed for

each point δi along this ray, encompassing all points along the sampled view ray
ϕ to portray the overall disparity distribution of ϕ.

Smoothness consistency. Outlined in §3.2, our methodology involves spa-
tial subdivision based on camera parameters, potentially yielding inconsistencies
among neighboring blocks. This loss term assesses the bounded variation of func-
tions relative to adjacent octree nodes, promoting uniform densities and colors
at their intersections. Employing the bounded variation function from image
restoration [43], suitable for non-continuous distributions, the feature difference
between points from adjoining octree nodes is computed as:

Ls =
1

N

∑
(x,y,z)∈ξ

∣∣∣∣∣∣F (φ0)
x,y,z − F (φ1)

x,y,z

∣∣∣∣∣∣. (11)
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We randomly sample N edge points on the borders of the octree nodes, this set
of points is denoted as ξ. For each same edge point with position (x, y, z) ∈ ξ,
their features F

(φ0)
x,y,z and F

(φ1)
x,y,z are fetched from two different warping functions

φ0 and φ1 conditioned on their corresponding neighboring octree nodes.
Final loss. The final loss is the sum of the above loss terms:

Ltotal = α1Lc + α2Ld + α3Ls, (12)

where α1, α2, α3 are the weights for those loss terms. By training the network
with the joint supervision of these three loss functions, it not only guarantees
comprehensive and detailed rendering quality in the RGB field but, more cru-
cially, maintains the coherence and consistency of the generated 3D model across
spatial and temporal dimensions. This aspect has been overlooked by current
NeRF methods, with a specific focus on addressing UAV videos that encompass
diverse indoor and outdoor multi-scale scenes.

4 Experiments

4.1 UAV Dataset Collection

Rendered Image DisparityLow Resolution Disparity

Fig. 4: Illustration of disparity alignment. The
absence of local granularity results in a substantial
difference in reciprocal depth disparity between two
resolutions (see §3.4).

We construct a new bench-
mark for 3D reconstruction
on UAV videos (called the
UAV dataset). The UAV
dataset is captured by DJI
mini3 pro, contains ten un-
bounded scenes, including
sky, grassland and a lot
of buildings. Each scene is
captured by a UAV, which
first flies around the build-
ing in the sky, and then lands
and moves into the building
through the door. Each sce-
nario video encompasses a temporal span ranging from 3 to 7 minutes. Simulta-
neously, the operational altitudes of the UAV manifest a diverse range, extending
from 40 to 170 meters. The scenes captured include market, garden, park, foun-
dation, library, etc., all of which are recorded in New York City, USA. In the
exposition of our aggregated dataset pertaining to UAV, as elucidated in §4.1, an
exhaustive calibration procedure unfolds, probing into both internal and external
dimensions. This meticulous endeavor is centered upon the precise determination
of intrinsic and extrinsic parameters, firmly grounded in a predetermined image
size of 3024× 4032 pixels. The scrutiny of camera intrinsics entails a discerning
analysis of critical properties, encompassing focal length, principal point, radial
distortion, skew, and the intrinsic matrix. The focal length for the UAV camera,
a pivotal intrinsic parameter essential for accurately mapping pixel coordinates
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GT DVGO Mip-NeRF-360 FPN-NeRF(Ours)F2-NeRF

Fig. 5: Qualification comparison results with several SOTA methods. It can
be seen that the synthesized frames of DVGO is blurred due to their limited resolutions
to represent such a long trajectory. The results of Mip-NeRF-360 and F2-NeRF have
local noise and distortion due to its unbalanced scene space organization. In compar-
ison, our FPV-NeRF takes advantage of the adaptive space subdivision and considers
scene features in different scale to fully exploit the global-local representation capacity.

to real-world spatial dimensions, is computed to be (2.858× 103, 2.845× 103) in
our experimental investigations.

4.2 Experimental Settings

All training experiments are done on a single NVIDIA A6000 GPU. Implemen-
tation details of our FPV-NeRF and the comparable baselines are following:

Implementation details. The point location grouping factor S is set to be
10 in Eq. 7. The weights in final loss is fixed to α1 = 1.0, α2 = 0.001, α3 = 0.1 in
Eq. 12. The attention The tiny MLP in scene encoder has one hidden layer of
width 64 to get the scene features and the volume densities, while the rendering
MLP has two hidden layers of width 64 to get the RGB colors (§3.1). For the
feature pool training, we follow a similar setting to Instant-NGP [35] and use the
hash table with 16 levels, each level contains a certain number of feature vectors
with dimension of 2. On our UAV dataset, each level contains 221 feature vectors
and are trained for 80k steps. On the other datasets, each level contains 219 and
are trained for 20k steps. We train the network with Adam optimizer, whose
learning rate linearly grows from zero to 1× 10−1 in the first 1k steps and then
decay to 1×10−2 at the end of training with cosine scheduling, with a batch size
of 262144. We adhere to the widely accepted training and testing configurations,
randomly selecting 12.5% of all keyframes from the UAV video for testing images,
while the remaining frames constitute the training set. To quantitatively evaluate
the novel view synthesizing quality, we utilize three metrics: PSNR, SSIM, and
LPIPS(VGG) [79]. As shown in Fig. 4, the low-resolution disparity in §3.4 adopts
reconstruction results from the first octree level, visibly revealing blocks that are
positioned inaccurately but exhibit relative transparency.

Baselines. We compare our FPV-NeRF with the state-of-the-art NeRF
methods, including (1) the MLP-based methods: NeRF++ [78], Mip-NeRF [1],
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Table 1: Main results on our pro-
posed UAV dataset.
Method Tr. time PSNR↑ SSIM↑ LPIPS(VGG)↓

NeRF++ [78] days 22.67 0.695 0.421
Mip-NeRF 360 [2] days 25.22 0.748 0.380
Zip-NeRF [3] days 24.78 0.703 0.413

Plenoxels [15] 8.4h 19.06 0.624 0.475
DVGO [52] 7.3h 21.78 0.683 0.419
Instant-NGP [35] 3.9h 23.17 0.710 0.392
F2-NeRF [62] 6.1h 24.61 0.735 0.386
Mega-NeRF [58] 9.8h 23.95 0.726 0.391
FPV-NeRF(Ours) 5.5h 26.83 0.769 0.364

Table 2: Results on previous NeRF-
360-V2 [2] dataset.
Method Tr. time PSNR↑ SSIM↑ LPIPS(VGG)↓

NeRF++ [78] hours 26.21 0.729 0.348
Mip-NeRF 360 [2] hours 28.94 0.837 0.208
Zip-NeRF [3] hours 28.25 0.822 0.198

Plenoxels [15] 22m 23.35 0.651 0.471
DVGO [52] 16m 25.42 0.695 0.429
Instant-NGP [35] 6m 26.24 0.716 0.404
F2-NeRF [62] 14m 26.39 0.746 0.361
Neo 360 [22] 19m 25.88 0.707 0.412
FPV-NeRF(Ours) 12m 26.42 0.758 0.359

Table 3: Results on previous LLFF
[33] dataset.
Method Tr. time PSNR↑ SSIM↑ LPIPS(VGG)↓

NeRF++ [78] hours 26.50 0.811 0.250
Mip-NeRF [1] hours 26.60 0.814 0.246

Plenoxels [15] 17m 26.29 0.822 0.210
DVGO [52] 11m 26.34 0.838 0.197
TensoRF [7] 48m 26.73 0.839 0.204
Instant-NGP [35] 6m 25.09 0.758 0.267
F2-NeRF [62] 13m 26.54 0.844 0.189
Tri-MipRF [20] 20m 25.61 0.792 0.199
FPV-NeRF(Ours) 10m 26.74 0.852 0.185

Table 4: Comparison of different
camera space estimation methods
(§3.2) on UAV dataset. We first as-
sess the time complexity O of various
trajectory prediction (TP) methods: se-
quential matching (Seq.), which matches
nearby frames, and exhaustive matching
(Exh.), which matches all frames in the
video. Additionally, we compare the per-
formance between our method and the sce-
nario without block subdivision (BS).

Method O of TP PSNR↑ SSIM↑ LPIPS(VGG)↓

Seq. O(T 2 · n) 26.83 0.769 0.364

Exh. O(n2) 25.31 0.718 0.382
Seq. (w/o BS) O(T 2 · n) 21.60 0.605 0.446

Table 5: Effect of global-local encoder
(§3.3) on UAV dataset. We systemat-
ically exclude the cross-resolution atten-
tion, grouped point location embedding
Elocation

x,y,z , and volume embedding Evolume
x,y,z

from our proposed global local scene en-
coder, individually assessing their impact.

Method Tr. time PSNR↑ SSIM↑ LPIPS(VGG)↓

- 5.5h 26.83 0.769 0.364

w/o Attention 4.2h 22.47 0.691 0.420
w/o Elocation

x,y,z 5.0h 24.26 0.713 0.405
w/o Evolume

x,y,z 5.3h 25.71 0.742 0.388

Mip-NeRF 360 [2], and Tri-MipRF [20]; (2) the voxel-based methods: Plenox-
els [15], DVGO [52], TensoRF [7], Instant-NGP [35], F2-NeRF [62], Mega-NeRF
[58] and Neo 360 [22]. Note that Instant-NGP [35] uses a CUDA implementation
while we adopt a LibTorch [40] implementation, thus faster than ours.

4.3 Comparison with SOTA

We first report the quantitative comparisons on our proposed UAV dataset and
then further validate our method on previous popular NeRF datasets.

Results on the proposed UAV dataset. As shown in Table 1 and Fig. 5,
the synthesized frames of DVGO [52] is blurred due to their limited resolutions
to represent such a long trajectory, the results of Mip-NeRF 360 [2] and F2-
NeRF [62] look shaper but have local noise and distortion due to its unbalanced
scene space organization. In comparison, our FPV-NeRF takes advantage of
the adaptive space subdivision and considers scene features in different scale
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w/ Cross-Resolution Attention

w/o Cross-Resolution Attention

Fig. 6: Ablation study results
on Cross-Resolution Attention,
which plays an important role in
global-local encoder (see §3.3).

GT

𝑆 = 4 𝑆 = 7 𝑆 = 10

Fig. 7: Comparison of different point lo-
cation grouping parameter S in Eq. 7.
Larger S exhibits more low-frequency and high-
frequency components of the scene (see §3.3).

to fully exploit the global-local representation capacity. Specifically, FPV-NeRF
surpasses the prior leading method F2-NeRF [62] by a margin of 2.22 PSNR,
0.034 SSIM, and 0.022 LPIPS(VGG)↓. Additionally, it outperforms the former
second-best method, Instant-NGP [35], by a margin of 3.66 PSNR, 0.059 SSIM,
and 0.028 LPIPS(VGG)↓. For each view in our UAV dataset the average inference
times of our FPV-NeRF and Mega-NeRF [58] are 13.7s and 21.6s respectively.

Results on previous datasets. To show the compatibility of FPV-NeRF,
we also evaluate our method on two widely-used datasets with two kinds of
specialized camera trajectories in Fig. 1(a) and Fig. 1(b): (1) NeRF-360-V2
dataset [2], which contains seven unbounded 360-degree inward-facing scenes. (2)
LLFF dataset [33], which contains eight real unbounded forward-facing scenes
recorded by mobile phone. As illustrated in Table 2 and Table 3, FPV-NeRF con-
sistently attains comparable outcomes to leading voxel-based approaches on both
datasets. Specifically, it exhibits improvements of 0.03-3.07 PSNR and 0.012-
0.107 SSIM on the NeRF-360-V2 dataset, 0.01-1.65 PSNR and 0.008-0.094 SSIM
on the LLFF dataset.

4.4 Ablation Study

Table 6: Impact of different weights for loss
terms (§3.4) on UAV dataset. We fix the weight
α1 = 1.0 for Lc and adjust weights for Ld and Ls in
Eq. 12. All results are reported on PSNR.

α3

α2 0 10−4 10−3 10−2 10−1

0 21.98 22.06 23.41 22.19 20.52
10−2 22.37 23.85 25.20 23.13 21.67
10−1 23.52 25.34 26.83 24.78 22.05
100 21.01 22.29 23.36 21.67 19.56

We conduct ablation studies
on our proposed UAV dataset
to prove the effect of each
module we propose.

Different camera space
estimation method. Em-
ploying exhaustive matching
results (see Table 4) in a
quadratic time complexity in-
crement of O(n2) for trajec-
tory prediction (§3.2). Conversely, performance exhibits a decline of 1.52 PSNR,
0.051 SSIM, and 0.018 LPOSVGG. Furthermore, our approach surpasses the non-
subdivided block counterpart by 5.23 PSNR and 0.164 SSIM.
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Fig. 8: Ablation study results on Ld in Eq. 10.
The RGB image that has been processed appears nor-
mal at first glance, but a closer examination reveals that
the disparity (relative to the depth) indicates that the
road surface is not smooth, with deep caves. Disparity
from different resolution levels can reflect this problem,
whereas the color loss cannot reveal it (see §3.4).

Effect of global-local
scene encoder. As de-
picted in Table 5, the ex-
clusion of cross-resolution
attention, point location
grouping, and volume em-
bedding from our global-
local encoder (§3.3) leads
to a reduction in PSNR
performance by 1.12-4.36
and a decrease in SSIM
by 0.027-0.078. Addition-
ally, Fig.6 illustrates that
the inclusion of cross-
resolution attention pre-
serves the integrity of
complex structures, while Fig.7 demonstrates that employing a larger S in Eq. 7
enhances the vividness of reconstruction details.

Ablation study on learning objective. As depicted in Table 6, we sys-
tematically investigate varying values of α2 and α3 to gauge the impact of Ld

and Ls. Our goal is to pinpoint the optimal loss parameters in Eq. 12 for FPV-
NeRF, as detailed in §3.4. Setting α2 = 0 or α3 = 0 omits Ld or Ls from our
loss, causing a PSNR reduction of 4.85. The experimentation reveals that intro-
ducing Ld and Ls as supervisory signals at an appropriate order of magnitude
enhances FPV-NeRF results. However, caution is warranted, as excessively high
weights for α2 and α3 can lead to interference with Lc during the early stages of
training. Additionally, we present intuitive comparison results for Ld in Fig. 8.
The findings indicate that employing Ld ensures the local granularity of the 3D
reconstruction. In contrast, Lc occasionally struggles to accurately restrict the
distance between pixels and the camera.

In summary, the temporal consistency is ensured by sequential trajectory
method (Table 4) and smoothness consistency (Table 6). The local granularity
is achieved through disparity alignment and global-local encoding (Fig.6, 7 and
8). The global structure is ensured through cross-resolution attention, grouped
point location and volume embeddings (Table 5).

5 Conclusion
In this work, we present FPV-NeRF, a pioneering approach for synthesizing
views from limited FPV footage to enhance spatial perception in drone appli-
cations. FPV-NeRF addresses UAV video reconstruction challenges with multi-
scale camera estimation, a global-local scene encoder, and a comprehensive learn-
ing objective focusing on temporal consistency, global structure, and local gran-
ularity. Experiments on various trajectories show FPV-NeRF’s superiority, sur-
passing current benchmarks on meticulously curated UAV dataset. Our approach
enables reconstructed environments for offline UAV navigation model training
and supports UAV tasks like object detection and autonomous navigation.
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