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Abstract—Most novel view synthesis methods—including Neural Radiance Fields (NeRF)—struggle to capture the high dynamic range
(HDR) radiance required for realistic image-based lighting (IBL). This limitation stems from a reliance on low dynamic range (LDR)
imagery, which fails to capture the intensity of light sources found in indoor environments. While exposure bracketing can recover this
range, it is often too slow for practical, large-scale acquisition. In this work, we introduce PanDORA: PANoramic Dual-Observer Radiance
Acquisition, a system specifically designed for the fast and affordable capture of high-quality HDR radiance maps for IBL. Our approach
utilizes two 360° cameras mounted on a portable monopod to simultaneously record videos at different exposures. These videos are
processed by our proposed two-stage NeRF-based algorithm featuring a novel self-calibrating pipeline to estimate camera parameters.
This pipeline produces non-saturated HDR radiance fields that accurately capture the radiance of a scene. When evaluated on a new
dataset of real indoor environments featuring HDR ground truth lighting, PanDORA demonstrates superior fidelity in reconstructing the
peak intensities necessary for downstream rendering tasks, providing a scalable and efficient solution for capturing real-world IBLs.

Index Terms—HDR Radiance Maps, Omnidirectional Cameras, Image-based Lighting

✦

1 INTRODUCTION

CAPTURING the spatially-varying radiance of a scene is
a longstanding goal with a broad range of applications,

including seamlessly compositing virtual objects into real-
world environments using image-based lighting (IBL). In
computer graphics and vision, this goal dates back to the
pioneering work of Adelson and Bergen [1], who defined
the plenoptic function, that is the “reconstruction of every
possible view, at every moment, from every position, at every
wavelength, within the bounds of the space-time wavelength
region under consideration”. Recent efforts to capture this
function have made significant strides, notably with the
introduction of neural radiance fields (NeRF) [2]. In this
framework, the plenoptic function is implicitly modeled by a
simple neural network, trained solely from 2D images (with
known camera positions) to predict the color and density
at each point in the 5D space (position and orientation,
assuming a static scene). For IBL, this technique offers a
powerful advantage over traditional environment maps: the
ability to model spatially varying illumination, allowing
virtual objects to react accurately to local light sources,
occlusions, and complex scene geometry.

However, for IBL to produce physically accurate shadows
and specular highlights, capturing the unsaturated dynamic
range of light sources is strictly required. Most existing NeRF-
based techniques cannot capture the true high dynamic
range (HDR) radiance of scenes since they are typically
trained on photos captured with standard low dynamic range
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(LDR) cameras. Capturing HDR scenes generally requires
multiple exposures [3], which is cumbersome for dense
multi-view capture. While methods like bracketing [4], [5] or
utilizing higher bit-depth RAW photos [6] allow images to be
registered by structure-from-motion (SfM) algorithms under
moderate lighting, they do not scale well to the full dynamic
range of complex indoor scenes. To accurately capture the
unclipped intensity of a primary light source—the most
critical component for IBL—the necessary exposure is so
fast that the resulting image captures almost no surrounding
spatial features. Consequently, these dark exposures cannot
be registered by SfM algorithms, preventing the training of
these methods and severely limiting their utility for realistic
relighting. PanoHDR-NeRF [7] (similarly, [8]) addresses this
limitation during post-processing. The method relies on a
single exposure capture and subsequently applies an inverse
tonemapping neural network [9] specifically trained for IBL.
While PanoHDR-NeRF produces acceptable rendering results
with visually plausible illumination, it fundamentally lacks
photometric accuracy (see sec. 5.4).

We present PanDORA: a PANoramic Dual-Observer
Radiance Acquisition system for the casual capture of the
HDR radiance field in indoor scenes, specifically designed for
image-based lighting (IBL). Our proposed system, illustrated
in fig. 1(a), comprises two 360◦ cameras rigidly attached
together at the end of a portable monopod. The cameras
simultaneously acquire two 360◦ videos: one at a regular
exposure and another at a very fast exposure (typically,
1/100-th that of the regular exposure). To capture a scene, a
user can simply wave the apparatus around the scene in a
matter of minutes (fig. 1(a)). Static images are extracted from
the resulting videos, pre-processed to mask the photographer
and estimate the camera poses, and subsequently fed to
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Very fast exposure

Normal exposure

(a) A user casually scans the room with our capture device (b) Frames captured at two exposures (c) Spatially-varying HDR radiance field

Fig. 1. We present PanDORA: a novel PANoramic Dual-Observer Radiance Acquisition system for the casual capture of the HDR radiance fields in
indoor scenes. Our system allows (a) a user to casually scan the scene with our capture device composed of two off-the-shelf 360◦ cameras, which
record (b) two videos at both well- and fast-exposure settings. After masking out the photographer, tripod, and visible camera, the resulting frames
are then used to reconstruct (c) the spatially varying HDR radiance field of the scene, which can be used for image-based lighting.

a novel NeRF-based algorithm for HDR radiance field
estimation. Specifically, we jointly learn two radiance fields,
one for each exposure. This enables us to impose minimal
changes to the highly-tuned NeRF approaches that work
very well on LDR images. Compared to HDR baselines from
previous work, our approach produces accurate lighting,
preserves visual quality and retains NeRF-style ease of use.

We summarize our contributions as: 1) a novel HDR radi-
ance acquisition system that is affordable, easy to replicate,
and allows for the casual capture of indoor environments
by a novice user; 2) a NeRF-based processing pipeline for
reconstructing a HDR radiance field, enabling image-based
lighting by generating HDR environment maps from arbi-
trary viewpoints within the captured space; 3) a homography-
based fine alignment procedure capable of matching fast- to
well-exposed images; 4) a novel dataset of 14 indoor scenes
captured by our acquisition system showcasing a variety of
indoor environments; and 5) extensive experiments showing
that our approach achieves state-of-the-art results over recent
HDR-NeRF methods. Code and data are available on the
project webpage to encourage reproducibility and further
research.

2 RELATED WORK

High dynamic range imaging One significant drawback of
typical cameras is their inability to capture the full dynamic
range of a scene. When capturing still scenes, a common
solution is bracketing—taking multiple images at different ex-
posures and merging them into a single HDR image [3], [10].
However, this method is not effective for dynamic scenes or
cameras. Although there is research on reconstructing HDR
under scene or camera motion [11], [12], [13], these methods
struggle with extreme exposure differences, preventing their
use for full HDR environment map capture. Our method
addresses this by aligning views using NeRF optimization
and employing the standard method of [3].

Neural radiance fields, or NeRFs [2], learn an implicit
volumetric representation of the scene with a simple neural
network that predicts the density and view-dependent color
at each 3D point. They can be trained solely from a set of

2D images, whose poses are obtained with structure-from-
motion (SfM) algorithms [14]. The original NeRF technique
has been improved in many ways, notably to make its
training and inference faster [15], [16], [17], improve the
visual quality with anti-aliasing [18], handle unbounded
scenes [19], [20], deal with inconsistencies through appear-
ance embeddings [21], and by training on omnidirectional
images [22], [23]. We leverage several such improvements by
implementing our approach within Nerfstudio [24].

HDR radiance fields Several previous works train neural
radiance fields to model the high dynamic range of captured
scenes. NeRF in the dark [6] leverages the whole bit depth
present in the RAW files of high-end cameras. HDR-NeRF [4]
proposes to train a NeRF from a series of images captured at
different exposures. HDR-Plenoxels [5] exploits essentially
the same idea in a Plenoxels [15] framework. These tech-
niques, along with [25], leverage differentiable tonemappers.
Wu et al. [26] extended these methods to handle dynamic
scenes. We also note that several of these ideas have been
applied to the 3DGS framework [27], for instance in [28], [29],
[30], [31]. One key limitation is that exposures cannot be too
slow (bright) or too fast (dark) for proper SFM registration,
which restricts the dynamic range these methods can learn.
In contrast, our pipeline utilizes a self-calibrating approach to
robustly estimate camera poses under short exposure times.
Xu et al. [32] developed the “Eyeful Tower,” a human-size rig
composed of 22 Sony α1 cameras, costing over $USD200,000.
While it produces exceptional visual quality and unsaturated
HDR radiance, its daunting cost and complexity are barriers
to reproducibility. In contrast, our method offers a good
balance between accessibility and accuracy, democratizing
HDR scene capture at a reasonable price (around $USD2,000).
More recently, Niemeyer et al. [33] proposed NExF, which
uses a neural field to learn the exposure for every 3D point
of the scene. While this method is more robust and performs
better than HDR-NeRF [4], it assumes that exposure varies
smoothly over the scene and that it relies on overlapping
exposures, that is, regions of the scene that are correctly
exposed in more than one exposure. In contrast, our method
is designed to handle the challenging scenario of two fully
disjoint exposures (where no scene point is properly exposed
in both) and aims to capture a much higher dynamic range.
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portable monopod

Ricoh Theta Z1
camera

(well-exposed)

Ricoh Theta Z1 
camera

(fast-exposed)

Fig. 2. Close-up of our proposed capture apparatus. Two Ricoh Theta Z1
panoramic cameras are rigidly attached to a portable monopod, allowing
for easy manipulation. One camera captures a well-exposed video, while
the other uses a much faster exposure to properly image the light sources.

Image-based lighting In his seminal work, Debevec [34]
pioneered the use of HDR environment maps—captured via
physical light probes—as distant light sources for realistic vir-
tual object insertion. To avoid the need for specialized equip-
ment, subsequent work estimates HDR from LDR images [8]
and 360° panoramas [7], [35], [36]. Other approaches generate
omnidirectional environment maps directly from single LDR
images [37], [38]. Ye et al. [39] sought to model spatially-
varying lighting in NeRFs, but require HDR NeRFs, which
are challenging to obtain. While learning-based methods can
hallucinate HDR details, they depend on network predictions
that may lack photometric accuracy. In contrast, our method
explicitly measures light source intensity, enabling more
accurate HDR scene radiance reconstruction.

3 PANDORA
Our capture system, illustrated in fig. 1(a) and fig. 2,
comprises two synchronized 360◦ cameras mounted on a
portable monopod. One camera is set to record a well-
exposed video while the other employs a faster exposure to
accurately capture only the bright light sources. Capturing a
scene can be done simply by waving the apparatus through
the scene, a process that takes approximately 10 minutes
and can be performed by a non-expert user. Since fusing
the two captured sequences using standard HDR merging
methods [3] is impossible due to the baseline between the two
cameras, we introduce a NeRF-based approach specifically
tailored for our hardware (sec. 3.1). Since NeRF requires
calibrated cameras and that standard structure-from-motion
algorithms do not work on fast-exposed images, we propose
a novel self-calibrating method (sec. 3.2) which estimates
the camera parameters for the fast-exposed sequence before
training and subsequently refines them during training.

3.1 NeRF architecture for HDR prediction
HDR-NeRF [4] and HDR-Plenoxels [5] proposed to train a
single radiance field model in HDR from multiple exposures.

Well-exposed MLP

Fast-exposed MLP Volume
rendering

Well-exposed
prediction

Fast-exposed
prediction

Density MLP Volume
rendering

Fig. 3. PanDORA NeRF architecture, where we split the training of
both well- and fast-exposed images into their own, separate MLPs.
The networks are trained in two stages: in the first stage, only the well-
exposed and density MLP networks are trained. In the second stage, the
fast-exposed MLP is trained while the well-exposed MLP is finetuned.

However, we find that significant differences in exposures
lead to many “floaters,” which degrade reconstruction
quality. To address this, we propose an alternative strategy:
instead of directly training the HDR radiance field, we
first learn to predict both exposures separately and then
merge them to HDR. This design is also motivated by our
dual-exposure capture regime, where the two exposures
are disjoint in dynamic range. Methods that share a single
color branch conditioned on exposure (e.g., NExF [33]) rely
on overlapping radiance regions to interpolate between
exposures, which is not available in our setup. In contrast,
our two explicit color branches learn each exposure indepen-
dently, avoiding the interpolation gap and producing sharper
reconstructions of both the well-exposed scene geometry and
the fast-exposed light sources. We propose the architecture
illustrated in fig. 3, which predicts both exposures individ-
ually through their own color MLPs. Formally, the density
MLP Gσ predicts the density σ at a scene point x. Both well-
and fast-exposed MLPs (Gw and Gf respectively) accept as
input a latent embedding e produced by Gσ as well as the
sample view direction d, and produce the well- and fast-
exposed colors cw and cf at x. As in the original NeRF
formulation [2], volume rendering produces the well- and
fast-exposed predictions zw and zf that can be compared
to the observations to compute the NeRF photometric loss.
The networks are trained in two stages. First, the density
and well-exposed MLPs Gσ and Gw are trained on the well-
exposed predictions only. Second, the fast-exposed MLP Gf

is trained, while Gσ and Gw are fine-tuned. We trained our
pipeline in two stages to facilitate fine alignment during the
optimization process (sec. 3.2).

After training the networks, we recover HDR radiance for
each ray/pixel by using a standard HDR merging method [3],
as shown in fig. 4. Each pixel value z is linearized using the
inverse camera response function, obtained by fitting a γ-
curve using a Macbeth color checker. Linearized images
p = zγ are then weighted, re-exposed, and composed to
obtain per-pixel radiance

r =
ww(pw)pw + 1

∆tf
wf(pf)pf

ww(pw) + wf(pf)
, (1)

where 1/∆tf is the exposure factor between the two exposures.
The weighting functions ww and wf are defined as

ww(p)=

{
1 if p<0.98

0 otherwise
, wf(p)=

{
1 if p>0.1

0 otherwise
. (2)

This is effectively equivalent to the hat function in [3], as a
pixel is in practice never well-exposed in both exposures.
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Linearize

Fast-exposed

Well-exposed

HDR image
Exposure factor
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Weight

Linearize

Fig. 4. HDR image generation by combining the well- and fast-exposed
images from PanDORA. The predicted pixel values zw and zf are first
linearized the inverse CRF f−1, then combined by using weighting
functions ww and wf , resulting in an HDR image (right, under-exposed
and tonemapped for visualization).

Contour
matching &

SIFT HFast-exposed image

Camera
parameters

Rendered well-exposed image Contours

Contours

Fig. 5. Overview of the fine alignment algorithm. From left to right: given
a fast-exposed image, we render its well-exposed counterpart at the
same pose using the trained Gw. Both images are then thresholded to
extract light masks and their contours. Contours are matched across
exposures via a weighted combination of Hu-moment similarity and
centroid distance, after which SIFT descriptors extracted around the
matched contours are used to establish correspondences for estimating
a homography with RANSAC. The resulting warp aligns the fast-exposed
image to its well-exposed prediction, which is then used to train Gf.

3.2 Self-calibrating pose estimation

Pre-training To obtain each camera pose, we employ a
self-calibration procedure using structure-from-motion (SfM),
a common approach in NeRF-based pipelines. The fast-
exposed frames are too dark (see fig. 1(b)) to perform regis-
tration with existing software like COLMAP [14]. To address
this, we capture two image sequences Sk = {(I li , Iri )}

Nk
i=1

(where (l, r) denote the left and right cameras respectively):
first, S1 with both cameras set to well-exposed settings, and
second S2 with their appropriate (well- and fast-) exposures.
Then, we perform SfM on S1 and the well-exposed frames
from S2 to register the camera poses. We rely on the first
sequence S1 to estimate the relative displacement between
the two cameras within the SfM reconstruction coordinate
system as

∆t =
1

N1

N1∑
i=1

(
t1,li − t1,ri

)
. (3)

Quaternion averaging [40] is applied to the rotations
(R1,l,R1,r) to obtain ∆R. The fast camera pose is then
obtained by applying the estimated relative pose (∆R,∆t)
to the well-exposed frames in the second sequence S2.
While calibrating extrinsics with a checkerboard provides a
translation ∆t in metric scale, it cannot be used with SfM due
to the scale ambiguity of the latter. Our method eliminates
the need for this unknown scale factor.

GT With fine alignment Without

Fig. 6. Importance of the fine alignment. Relying solely on the camera
pose estimation may cause slight misalignments between the well-
and fast-exposed frames (third column), resulting in visual artifacts in
the NeRF reconstruction. Our proposed fine alignment during training
corrects for this and reduces the visual artifacts.

Fine alignment during training Unfortunately, the esti-
mated poses between the well- and fast-exposed frames are
still too coarse to ensure high-quality results. Indeed, even
slight misalignments can cause significant visual artifacts in
the final reconstruction (see fig. 6, third column). We thus
propose a fine alignment step for pixel-accurate alignment
between the fast- and well-exposed images, performed
between the two stages of NeRF training (cf. sec. 3.1).

An overview of our proposed algorithm is shown in
fig. 5. For each fast-exposed frame, we render the well-
exposed prediction at the same camera pose using the trained
well-exposed MLP Gw. Given the small camera baseline of
∼5cm relative to the scene distance (2–3m), which is mostly
accounted for by the self-calibration procedure described
above, we assume rotation error is the dominant factor
and use a homography to warp the fast-exposed image
to match the well-exposed counterpart. We estimate the
homography between fast- and well-exposed images using
RANSAC applied to matched SIFT keypoints. However, the
direct application of this method to RGB images yields
poor alignment results due to the significant brightness
differences between the two exposures. To address this,
we compute the homography on binary images containing
only the detected light masks. To obtain the light masks,
we threshold the fast-exposed image at a fixed value of
5/255. For the well-exposed image, we apply five thresholds:
230/255, 235/255, 240/255, 245/255, and 250/255, resulting in a total
of six binary masks. From these, we extract contours K using
the algorithm of Suzuki and Abe [41]. We then compute a
similarity score LKij

between each contour Ki from the well-
exposed masks and each contour Kj from the fast-exposed
mask. The similarity is defined as a weighted sum of two
terms:

LKij
= λM ℓ1 (Ii, Ij) + λdℓ2 (ci, cj) , (4)

where ci is the centroid of contour Ki, and Ii = log (h(Ki)) is
the 7-dimensional vector of the log-transformed Hu moments
invariants h(Ki). In our experiments, we set λM =0.7 and
λd = 0.3. For each contour of the fast-exposed image Kj ,
we identify the matching contour Ki in the well-exposed
image by selecting the one that minimizes LKij . These pairs
are treated as corresponding light sources. This contour-
based filtering reduces spurious detections from under-
saturated regions in fast-exposed frames. Once the contours
are matched, we extract SIFT descriptors from the masks
surrounding each contour and match them between the well-
and fast-exposed images using a brute-force nearest-neighbor
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algorithm. These SIFT correspondences are used to estimate
the homography via RANSAC, which is applied to the fast-
exposed image to minimize visual misalignment artifacts
(see fig. 6, middle column). This aligned image is then used
to train the fast-exposed MLP Gf.

3.3 Implementation details
The PanDORA apparatus (see fig. 2) employs two Ricoh
Theta Z1 cameras screwed on the monopod, for a total weight
of around one kilogram. Each camera captures 360° panora-
mas at a 3840× 1920 resolution, and are remotely operated
via WiFi. Their exposure is kept constant throughout capture.
We use the auto-exposure setting to find the well-exposed
setting, and configure the fast exposure to be as short as the
camera allows (1/25000s), in order to capture bright light
sources without saturation. The FFmpeg library is used to
temporally align the videos from both cameras using audio
synchronization (using a clap at the beginning and another
at the end to validate that the synchronization did not drift).
After temporal alignment, static frames are extracted at 15
fps. Since we shoot 360° imagery, the photographer, the
monopod, and the other camera are visible in the images.
The photographer is masked automatically using Segment
Anything [42] with the prompt “person”. Since the monopod
and the other camera remain static across all frames, we
manually identify them in one frame and use this mask for
all frames in all videos. The masked-out pixels are ignored
for camera pose estimation and during NeRF training.

We employ OpenSFM [43] (which natively supports 360°
images) to perform bundle adjustment on all well-exposed
cameras. We implement our method within the Nerfacto
framework of Nerfstudio [24]. Both phases (c.f. sec. 3.1) are
trained for 60k iterations, for a total of 120k training iterations.
To train the NeRF, we extract eight perspective images with
a 120° field of view from each panorama frame at 960× 960
pixel resolution. We use a Macbeth color checker to estimate
the camera response function (CRF). We use the same white
balance setting (3500K) and the “video” capture mode, as in
a regular PanDORA capture. After recording a static video,
a single frame is extracted and cropped around the color
checker. We automatically detect the color checker’s squares
using a Python implementation of the Macduff1 color checker
detection tool. The uncorrected pixel values z are obtained by
averaging the acquired pixels within each square patch of the
color checker, and the ground truth colors p are provided by
the chart manufacturer2. We assume a CRF parametrized by
p = zγ and optimize the γ values through non-linear least
squares optimization. Results of the radiometric calibration
are shown in fig. 7.

4 EVALUATION DATASET

We present a new dataset of 14 indoor scenes, representing a
wide variety of interior spaces including classrooms, kitchens,
living rooms, offices, and more. Each scene, previewed in

1. Ryan Baumann, “Macduff”, 2010, https://github.com/
ryanfb/macduff.

2. X-Rite, “New color specifications for ColorChecker SG and Classic
Charts,” n.d., https://www.xrite.com/service-support/
new_color_specifications_for_colorchecker_sg_and_
classic_charts.

Before linearization After linearization

Fig. 7. Camera response function estimation. Using a Macbeth color
checker, we fit per-channel γ parameters on the uncorrected images
(left) which are then be used to for linearization (right). On the bottom,
we overlay the ground truth colors as circles to highlight the quality of the
correction (bottom right).

fig. 8, was captured with our proposed PanDORA acquisition
device, resulting in video sequences of approximately 2–
3 minutes with two exposures. We set the cameras to
“manual” with settings WB=3500K, ISO=800, f/2.1 for all the
captures. Capturing while walking at a normal speed and
slowly waving the capture apparatus is sufficient for a good
reconstruction. Detailed dataset statistics are provided in
tab. 2. Additionally, we captured a set of ground-truth HDR
panoramas at 15 different locations for each scene (except
the LAB OFFICE and SMALL OFFICE that contain 18 and 12
GTs, respectively). To do so, a single Ricoh Theta Z1 camera
was set to exposure bracketing mode to capture a sequence
of 11 RAW (linear) exposures, which were subsequently
merged using a standard HDR reconstruction algorithm [3].
We register the pose of the ground truth cameras by including
them in the OpenSFM reconstruction (cf. sec. 3.2), while
excluding them from the NeRF training. The dataset and
code will be released publicly. Please see the supplementary
material for more information about the dataset.

5 EXPERIMENTS

5.1 Baselines

We first train the Nerfacto approach on the well-exposed
panoramas alone as an LDR baseline, that approach is named
“LDR-Nerfacto” onwards. We also select the following NeRF-
based approaches to compare against: PanoHDR-NeRF [7]
and HDR-NeRF [4]. Since there is no publicly-available
implementation of NExF [33], HDR-NeRF [4] is selected
as a representative exposure-based baseline. To ensure the
improvements of our pipeline are not solely due to the use
of a more powerful NeRF architecture, we implemented both
methods in the same Nerfacto framework.

PanoHDR-NeRF [7] We replaced the original NeRF++
backbone [19] with Nerfacto, which we dub “PanoHDR-
Nerfacto” for clarity. Since our captured panoramas are
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SMALL OFFICE (125) BLUE BEDROOM (500) CLASSROOM-WINDOWS (78) CLASSROOM-NO WINDOWS (78) CLUBHOUSE (200)

BASEMENT (500) LOBBY (62) LIVING ROOM (100) AUDITORIUM (100) MEETING ROOM (100)

OFFICE (100) AUDITORIUM-DARK (500) COFFEE ROOM (100) LAB OFFICE (78)

Fig. 8. Representative images of the 14 scenes captured in our evaluation dataset. The numbers between parentheses indicate each scene’s
corresponding exposure factor 1/∆tf , i.e., the relative factor between the chosen well and fast exposures.

TABLE 1
Quantitative results on our dataset of 14 real scenes. Metrics are shown in 4 groups (left to right): LDR panoramas, HDR panoramas, HDR and LDR
renders (“LDR r.”). For “renders”, we use the HDR panoramas to render a virtual scene (see fig. 9), the metrics are computed on the result. Results

are color coded by best and second- best.

LDR panos HDR panos HDR render LDR r.
Method PSNR↑ SSIM↑ LPIPS↓ PU-PSNR↑ HDR-VDP↑ PU-SSIM↑ si-RMSE↓ RMSE↓ RGB ang.↓ PSNR↑

LDR-Nerfacto 20.02 0.66 0.40 26.81 6.25 0.90 0.28 0.40 5.40 27.97
PanoHDR-Nerfacto 19.51 0.62 0.44 28.43 6.64 0.90 0.18 0.31 6.25 29.18
HDR-Nerfacto 19.27 0.60 0.50 27.59 6.34 0.89 0.23 0.36 4.07 28.26
PanDORA (ours) 19.83 0.65 0.40 29.08 6.64 0.90 0.17 0.26 3.59 29.42

TABLE 2
Per-scene statistics for all 14 real scenes in our dataset, including the
number of training viewpoints (“#Train”) and the number of auxiliary

frames used for pre-training calibration (“#Aux”). The table also indicates
the exposure for the well-exposed camera (“Well exp.”) and, since the

fast exposure is held fixed at 1/25000 s across all scenes, “Exp. ratio” is
the resulting well/fast exposure ratio.

Scene #Train #Aux Well exp. (s) Exp. ratio

LOBBY 434 118 1/400 62×
CLUBHOUSE 708 172 1/125 200×
LIVING ROOM 652 170 1/250 100×
BLUE BEDROOM 218 58 1/50 500×
MEETING ROOM 412 100 1/250 100×
AUDITORIUM 310 74 1/250 100×
CLASSROOM-NO WINDOWS 570 138 1/320 78×
CLASSROOM-WINDOWS 1250 300 1/320 78×
BASEMENT 422 94 1/50 500×
SMALL OFFICE 358 44 1/200 125×
COFFEE ROOM 226 76 1/250 100×
OFFICE 328 78 1/250 100×
AUDITORIUM-DARK 258 68 1/50 500×
LAB OFFICE 848 82 1/320 78×

not necessarily upright, we retrain the same LaNet inverse
tonemapping network [9] on randomly-rotated HDR panora-
mas of 512× 256 pixel resolution from [44]. We then upscale
the prediction and blend it with the full-resolution LDR
panoramas (3840 × 1920) according to a mask defined by
predicted HDR pixel values greater than 1.

HDR-NeRF [4] The original HDR-NeRF code did not
converge on our data, likely due to challenges posed by
large scenes and its assumption of cameras facing similar
directions. We therefore reimplemented HDR-NeRF in the
Nerfacto framework, by matching as closely as possible
the original code while taking advantage of the strengths
of the Nerfacto framework. Specifically, we keep the HDR

radiance field MLP output in the log domain and add it to
the log-exposure before feeding it to the MLPs. We swap the
HDR radiance field to the Nerfacto backbone, and remove
the ReLU activation function from the output layer of this
backbone, as it would prevent the model from outputting
necessary negative log-exposures. The three CRF MLPs from
HDR-NeRF follow the original implementation (two-layer
MLPs with a width of 128). We note the importance of
disabling Nerfacto’s appearance embedding, which essen-
tially makes the network invariant to different exposures. As
in HDR-NeRF, we include the unit exposure loss during
training. We validated that our implementation yielded
comparable results were obtained3. We dub this adaptation
“HDR-Nerfacto”. HDR-NeRF exploits overlapping exposures
to learn the radiance (before applying their learned tonemap-
per), which fails in our setup due to the lack of overlap in the
dynamic range between the two captured exposures. Thus,
we use the tonemapper output in our evaluation, generating
two sRGB outputs (regular and fast exposure) and merging
them into a single HDR image. This approach empirically
provides better results than the original method. See the supp.
material for more information about our implementation.

5.2 Comparative evaluation

We train all methods on all scenes from our dataset from
sec. 4, and report quantitative metrics with respect to the
captured HDR ground truth in tab. 1. We used three sets of
metrics for the evaluation to properly assess the texture and
energy of the predicted environment maps. For the texture,

3. For example, on their “chair” scene for ours/theirs:
PSNR=32.19/32.87, SSIM=0.898/0.905, LPIPS=0.111/0.082.
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LDR-Nerfacto PanoHDR-Nerfacto HDR-Nerfacto PanDORA (ours) GT

Fig. 9. Qualitative results on our captured scenes. Our method produces high-quality environment maps with a dynamic range closer to the ground
truth, resulting in more realistic rendering results. From left to right, we compare: LDR-Nerfacto [24], PanoHDR-Nerfacto [7], HDR-Nerfacto [4],
PanDORA (ours) and the ground truth.
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TABLE 3
Comparison of capture strategies. Capturing a single exposure

(“Well-exposed”) and lifting it to HDR using an inverse tonemapping
network (“Well+LDR2HDR [9]”) yields underperforming metrics.

Capturing two simultaneous exposures helps, but our combination of
well- and fast-exposures (“Well+fast”) yields the best performance, when

compared to choosing another exposure (“Well+mid”). Results are
computed on the full HDR GT captures on 10 scenes from our dataset,

the best metrics are highlighted in red .

HDR render LDR r.
# exp. Strategy si-RMSE↓ RMSE↓ RGB ang.↓ PSNR↑

1 Well-exposed only 0.22 0.33 4.73 28.21
1 Well+LDR2HDR [9] 0.17 0.29 5.84 28.61
2 Well+mid 0.11 0.17 2.48 31.07
2 Well+fast (ours) 0.05 0.07 1.75 33.56

we used traditional metrics used in the NeRF literature such
as PSNR, SSIM, and LPIPS on the tone-mapped output
(tab. 1, columns 2–4) to assess the quality of the texture
of the predicted environment map. We also evaluate the
quality of HDR image reconstruction using the common
HDR metrics [45] such as PU-PSNR and PU-SSIM [46], and
HDR-VDP3 [47] in tab. 1 (columns 5–7). Finally, we evaluate
the suitability of the HDR outputs to be used for image-based
lighting by rendering the virtual scene from [7], on which
we compute RMSE, si-RMSE, and RGB angular error [48]
directly on the HDR renderings (tab. 1, columns 8–10), and
PSNR on the tone-mapped renderings (tab. 1, column 11). We
observe that PanDORA outperforms HDR baselines, while
remaining competitive with the ideal LDR-Nerfacto baseline
on tonemapped LDR images. Per-scene results are provided
in the supplementary materials.

These observations are validated qualitatively in fig. 9.
While LDR-Nerfacto produces high-quality reconstructions,
its LDR output limits realism when using it to relight virtual
objects. PanoHDR-NeRF provides better environment maps
for image-based lighting, but often yields underexposed
renderings, possibly due to under-shooting or inconsistent
HDR upscaling. It is also less color accurate (as demonstrated
by the RGB angular error metric in tab. 1). In contrast, HDR-
Nerfacto produces more accurate results, resulting in more
realistic renderings, but generates overly blurry environment
maps. Finally, PanDORA produces higher-quality, sharper
environment maps similar to those of LDR-trained models,
while preserving realistic lighting close to the ground truth.
Observe how the various lighting effects on the virtual
objects (shading, cast shadows, specularities, caustics, color
and intensity, etc.) closely match the ground truth HDR
lighting (rightmost column). These effects can be generated
because our method reconstructs the very high dynamic
range light sources more accurately than other methods, as
shown in fig. 10. We also validate this by comparing the pixel
intensity histograms against the ground truth radiance of the
CLUBHOUSE scene in fig. 11. While [7] and [4] underestimate
dynamic range, PanDORA aligns most closely with the
ground truth radiance of the scene.

5.3 Spatially-varying lighting

Our method produces spatially-varying HDR radiance fields
that enable the insertion of virtual objects, coherent relighting,
and viewing from multiple viewpoints, as shown in fig. 1(c)

TABLE 4
Effect of the fine alignment on quantitative metrics. Metrics are shown in
2 groups (left to right): LDR panos and HDR renders. The numbers are
reported on the same scene as fig. 6, AUDITORIUM, which contain many
small, very bright light sources. The best metrics are highlighted in red .

LDR panos HDR render
Method SSIM↑ PSNR↑ LPIPS↓ si-RMSE↓ RMSE↓ RGB ang.↓

No fine align. 0.57 17.53 0.41 0.050 0.066 4.72
Fine align. 0.61 18.34 0.37 0.042 0.053 4.60

and fig. 12. In fig. 1(c), multiple objects are rendered at
different positions in the scene. Notice how the armadillos
under the tables are significantly darker than the ones on
the tables. Fig. 12 shows virtual objects rendered from two
different viewpoints. To further illustrate the effectiveness
of our approach at learning lighting in a spatially-varying
manner, we select the three scenes with the greatest spatial
diversity in lighting—CLUBHOUSE, COFFEE ROOM, and
LIVING ROOM—and present the results in fig. 13. Notice how
our approach successfully reconstructs the lighting across the
full dynamic range of each scene, from the brightest regions
near the windows to the darkest corners.

5.4 Additional analyses

Comparison of capture strategies Our aim is to simplify
spatially-varying HDR capture for indoor scenes. To do
so, we propose that capturing two simultaneous exposures
(well- and fast-exposed) is a good compromise between ease
of capture and HDR accuracy for IBL. Here, we compare
this strategy with other options. To do so, we conducted
a comparative analysis across ten scenes, where exposures
from the GT HDR panoramas were selected to avoid any bias
which may arise from the underlying NeRF model. Results
are reported in tab. 3. First, selecting a single exposure—
either only the exposure corresponding to the well-exposed
setting, “well-exposed only”, or lifting that exposure to HDR
using an inverse tonemapping network “well+LDR2HDR”—
yields underperforming metrics. This justifies the need to
shoot a second exposure. We next compare two options,
where we combine the well-exposed setting with: the fastest
exposure (“well+fast”) and a mid-range exposure (halfway
between the fast- and well-exposed frames, “well+mid”). As
expected, including a second exposure improves metrics,
but selecting the fastest exposure is what results in a
reconstruction closer to the full HDR ground truth. Finally,
capturing more than two simultaneous exposures (e.g., with
a third camera) would increase complexity (synchronization,
calibration, etc.) while reducing coverage (since cameras
occlude each other).

Impact of fine alignment during training Both quantita-
tive (tab. 4) and qualitative (fig. 6) results confirm the benefit
of our fine alignment on both LDR and HDR metrics, par-
ticularly in challenging scenes such as AUDITORIUM, which
contains numerous small, bright light sources. Although
the fine alignment demonstrates robustness in scenes with
artificial lighting, its performance degrades in environments
where light sources span the intensity range between the
two camera exposures. This limitation is present in the
windows in CLASSROOM-WINDOWS, as illustrated in fig. 14.
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GT (well-exposed) GT (fast-exposed) Ours (PanDORA) HDR-Nerfacto

Fig. 10. Qualitative fast exposure reconstruction results. PanDORA produces results that more accurately capture the high dynamic range lighting (3rd
column) compared with HDR-Nerfacto (4th column). Corresponding well-exposed images are shown as reference (1st column).
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Fig. 11. Histogram of pixel intensities after reconstructing the CLUBHOUSE
scene. Compared to the ground truth, PanDORA more accurately
recovers the scene’s dynamic range than previous work: both [7] and [4]
fail to reconstruct a large portion of the dynamic range.

Fig. 12. Relighting virtual objects (red-black chair and desk) from two
different viewpoints in a scene. The objects and a planar shadow catcher
are composited onto the background, which is also rendered by our
method. Notice how the lighting produces both realistic shading on the
objects and shadows on the ground.

In fast-exposed images, these windows appear as noisy,
featureless dark regions due to under-saturation, whereas
well-exposed images retain detailed window structures,
including panes and frames. This occurs because the true
intensity of the windows exceeds the dynamic range of the
well-exposed camera and falls below that of the fast-exposed
camera. This is a challenge for the contour-matching step:

TABLE 5
Quantitative comparison of the PanDORA pipeline using NeRF vs.
3DGS across ten scenes. The best metrics are highlighted in red .

LDR panos HDR render LDR r.
Method PSNR↑ SSIM↑ LPIPS↓ si-RMSE↓ RMSE↓ RGB ang.↓ PSNR↑

3DGS 19.14 0.64 0.46 0.13 0.21 2.89 28.70
NeRF 20.32 0.66 0.39 0.13 0.18 2.93 29.60

a single saturated blob in the fast exposure has no shape
correspondence to the multiple sub-contours in the well-
exposed image. As a result, matching is often more robust
without visible windows (fig. 14, first row), but degrades
noticeably with them (second row). In these cases, one can
detect when estimated homographies result in too large a
displacement and simply ignore them.

5.5 3D Gaussian Splatting
3D Gaussian Splatting [27] (3DGS) has revolutionized novel
view synthesis by significantly accelerating rendering speeds.
Although our method is based on NeRF, our design prin-
ciples are equally applicable to 3DGS. To demonstrate this,
we adapt our NeRF-based approach to 3DGS by attaching
two sets of Spherical Harmonics (SH) coefficients to each
3D Gaussian primitive, one for each of the well- and fast-
exposures. During the initial 60k iterations, optimization is
confined to the well-exposed sequence. For the subsequent
60k iterations, we freeze the geometry and well-exposed SH
coefficients, focusing optimization exclusively on the fast-
exposure SH coefficients. As in sec. 3.3, the 3DGS is trained
on perspective crops. At inference time, both well- and fast-
exposure SH coefficients are evaluated, and resulting RGB
values are merged into HDR using eq. (1). 360° panoramas for
IBL are obtained with [49]. We implement this 3DGS variant
within the same Nerfstudio framework as our NeRF-based
pipeline. Comparative results between NeRF and 3DGS
across ten scenes are detailed in fig. 15 and tab. 5. As shown
in fig. 15, NeRF shows more robust performance in HDR
radiance field reconstruction, especially for the fast-exposure
part of the dynamic range. This is also reflected quantitatively
in tab. 5. While NeRF achieves higher fidelity, it is slow
and unsuitable for real-time applications, as rendering a
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Fig. 13. Spatially-varying lighting reconstruction. Predicted lighting at multiple locations within three scenes with strong spatial variation (top to bottom:
CLUBHOUSE, COFFEE ROOM, LIVING ROOM). Our method recovers coherent lighting across each scene’s full dynamic range, from bright window
regions to dark corners, capturing how illumination varies with position rather than predicting a single global estimate.

Fig. 14. Success (top) and failure (bottom) of the fine alignment. In
fast-exposed images, windows under-saturate into noisy, featureless
dark regions, while well-exposed images preserve the detailed window
structure (panes, frames), causing contour matching to fail (bottom).
Example shown from the CLASSROOM-WINDOWS scene.

1920× 3840 equirectangular image takes ∼13s on a TITAN
RTX, vs. 100ms for 3DGS, making it a better choice for
applications such as augmented reality.

6 DISCUSSION

We present PanDORA: a PANoramic Dual-Observer Ra-
diance Acquisition system for easily capturing spatially-
varying HDR radiance fields in indoor scenes. By utilizing
our simple and inexpensive capture device, users can record
a scene’s dynamic range, including bright light sources,
from multiple viewpoints. Our method generates HDR
environment maps at any 3D position within the scene,
ready for immediate use in standard rendering engines. As
demonstrated in fig. 1(c) and fig. 12—which showcase virtual
objects from different perspectives—this approach enables
high-fidelity digital staging, augmented reality, and coherent
object relighting with full spatial consistency.

GT PanDORA (NeRF) PanDORA (3DGS)

Fig. 15. Qualitative comparison of the PanDORA pipeline reveals a clear
trade-off between NeRF and 3DGS. In our experiments, NeRF provides
superior visual quality at the cost of speed, while 3DGS prioritizes real-
time performance. Here, examples are shown on the OFFICE and LAB
OFFICE scenes, respectively.

Limitations and future work Our system captures only
two exposures, potentially missing the dynamic range “in be-
tween”. Bright light sources are captured without saturation;
however, some regions will be under-exposed in fast-exposed
images and over-exposed (saturated) in well-exposed images,
resulting in artifacts such as halos around lights (fig. 16,
top). An improved HDR interpolation strategy may help
address this issue. Additionally, our system is designed
for indoor capture. Consumer cameras currently available
cannot capture the sun’s radiance with their fastest shutter
speed, resulting in saturated observations and erroneous
relighting. Moreover, our two-exposure capture sometimes
cannot reconstruct the darkest parts of a scene. Since these
regions contribute negligibly to light emission, this omission
does not meaningfully affect image-based lighting. Like
many NeRF-based approaches, our method is prone to
motion blur if the user moves the apparatus too fast. The
presence of significant motion blur could either make the
self-calibration method fail (thereby naturally filtering out
blurry images) or result in oversmooth NeRF reconstructions.
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GT PanDORA (ours)

Fig. 16. Limitations. Our system captures only two exposures, which can
result in missing parts of the dynamic range in some regions (top-right).
Moreover, when scenes contain small light sources, precise alignment
between the well-exposed and fast-exposed sequences becomes critical.
Despite improving results, our fine alignment strategy is not always per-
fect and slight misalignment between exposures can lead to inaccurate
reconstructions (bottom-right).

Although our fine alignment procedure (c.f. sec. 3.2) is robust,
it may still not be perfect. Even a slight misalignment left
can cause reconstruction errors in small, bright light sources
such as spotlights (fig. 16, bottom). Fine-tuning camera poses
through backpropagation [50] was attempted, but it did
not significantly improve alignment. In addition, the fine
alignment technique struggles with regions that fall between
the two captured exposures. Developing reconstruction
methods adapted to vast gaps in dynamic ranges is a key
area for future work. Additionally, the necessity for rapid
exposures inherently introduces low-light noise into the
captured dataset. Leveraging methods for radiance field
reconstruction under low-light (e.g., [51], [52], [53]) offers a
compelling avenue for future work. We hope our approach
and dataset will help spur this research effort forward.
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