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Figure 1. Teaser – We propose LoGoColor to achieve color-rich 3D colorization by minimizing guidance from image models. This avoids
the guidance-averaging of prior works, which relied on inconsistent image model outputs and led to monotonous results. To do so, we
explicitly handle consistency with a Local-Global approach, ensuring both intra- and inter- subscene consistency.

Abstract

Single-channel 3D reconstruction is widely used in fields
such as robotics and medical imaging. While this line of
work excels at reconstructing 3D geometry, the outputs are
not colored 3D models, thus 3D colorization is required
for visualization. Recent 3D colorization studies address
this problem by distilling 2D image colorization models.
However, these approaches suffer from an inherent incon-
sistency of 2D image models. This results in colors being
averaged during training, leading to monotonous and over-
simplified results, particularly in complex 360◦ scenes. In
contrast, we aim to preserve color diversity by generating
a new set of consistently colorized training views, thereby
bypassing the averaging process. Nevertheless, eliminating
the averaging process introduces a new challenge: ensuring
strict multi-view consistency across these colorized views.
To achieve this, we propose LoGoColor, a pipeline designed
to preserve color diversity by eliminating this guidance-
averaging process with a ‘Local-Global’ approach: we par-
tition the scene into subscenes and explicitly tackle both

inter-subscene and intra-subscene consistency using a fine-
tuned multi-view diffusion model. We demonstrate that our
method achieves quantitatively and qualitatively more con-
sistent and plausible 3D colorization on complex 360◦

scenes than existing methods, and validate its superior
color diversity using a novel Color Diversity Index.

1. Introduction

Recent advancements in 3D reconstruction, driven by Neu-
ral Radiance Fields (NeRF) [37] and 3D Gaussian Splat-
ting (3DGS) [23], have enabled high-fidelity novel view
synthesis. These breakthroughs have spurred a wide range
of subsequent research, including dynamic scene repre-
sentation [13, 31], efficient training [12, 19], scene edit-
ing [54, 64], and 3d scene generation [42, 66], increasing
their applicability in VR/AR.

One line of subsequent research has focused on multi-
view reconstruction from single-channel images, with prior
works focusing on optimizing 3D models from thermal or
(near-)infrared images, or reconstructing 3D volumes from
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X-ray images in the medical domain [6, 28, 34, 60]. How-
ever, they primarily focus on generating 3D geometry for
specific applications, such as robot manipulation [49] or
medical assistance [5]. While effective for these specific
tasks, the resulting single-channel models lack the rich vi-
sual data of full-color RGB models. This limits their versa-
tility for general-purpose applications like VR/AR and their
compatibility with standard 3D pipelines. To bridge this gap
and make these single-channel 3D reconstructions truly ver-
satile, a robust 3D colorization step is essential.

3D colorization task, however, presents a crucial chal-
lenge beyond the vividness and plausibility required in
2D image colorization: ensuring color consistency across
views. Existing 3D colorization methods achieve this by
leveraging image model outputs, either by iteratively up-
dating the 3D representation with local patch outputs [10],
or by training from pre-generated ones [11]. However, these
approaches essentially average the outputs of an image col-
orization model, either across iterations or training views.
This reliance on averaging, while effective at achieving
consistency, implicitly assumes a restricted color distribu-
tion. This assumption breaks down in 360-degree real-world
scenes, which are often composed of numerous distinct ob-
jects and complex geometric regions. Consequently, this ap-
proach fails to robustly colorize these intricate areas, result-
ing in muted and oversimplified results as shown in Fig. 1.

In this work, we rethink 3D consistency to robustly col-
orize complex 360-degree scenes. To preserve their natu-
ral color diversity, we minimize independent guidance from
image colorization models and eliminate the guidance-
averaging process. Instead, we design our pipeline to gener-
ate a new set of consistently colorized training views, with
minimal reliance on the image model knowledge. While this
approach bypasses the averaging issue, it shifts the chal-
lenge to how we generate these training views to be con-
sistent. To address this, we propose LoGoColor, a Local-
Global approach designed to achieve consistency without
resorting to averaging. We partition the scene into subscenes
and explicitly tackle both inter-subscene (global) and intra-
subscene (local) consistency, using a fine-tuned multi-view
diffusion model to learn and ensure these relationships.

Specifically, our pipeline begins by reconstructing a
geometry-only 3D model from the single-channel inputs.
Leveraging the training view cameras and the learned ge-
ometry, we then apply our View-based Subscene Decompo-
sition method to partition the scene into subscenes that max-
imize coverage while minimizing overlap. For each sub-
scene, we select a representative base view and colorize it
with an image colorization model. We then calibrate these
base views with a multi-view diffusion model that enforces
global consistency among subscenes. The calibrated base
views serve as color references for the subsequent coloriza-
tion of all training views, yielding globally and locally con-

sistent colorized images.
We demonstrate with experiments that our method yields

3D models with diverse and consistent color from single-
channel images. By comparing with existing work [10, 11],
we show both qualitatively and quantitatively that our
model achieves superior color diversity. To quantify this im-
provement, we propose the Color Diversity Index (CDI),
a novel metric specifically designed to evaluate the rich-
ness of the color distribution. Notably, even when we adapt
these baselines to the 3DGS framework to enhance their
geometric reconstruction, their inherent averaging process
inevitably leads to monotonous colorization. In contrast,
our method successfully preserves the rich color diversity
of the scene. We also demonstrate the effectiveness of our
Local-Global approach through ablation studies. Finally, we
reconstruct colorized 3D models from thermal multi-view
images demonstrating that our method applies robustly to
single-channel image modalities.

2. Related Work

2.1. 3D reconstruction
Reconstructing 3D scenes from 2D observations is a long-
standing problem in computer vision, and recent years have
seen significant progress through neural representations.
Neural Radiance Fields (NeRF) [37] have emerged as a
dominant framework by learning volumetric radiance fields
rendered via differentiable volume rendering. Since its in-
troduction, NeRF has been extended in various directions:
few-shot reconstruction [46, 47, 58, 62], scene generaliza-
tion [8, 43, 62], dynamic and unbounded scenes [2, 13],
and faster optimization [38, 61]. More recently, 3D Gaus-
sian Splatting (3DGS) [23] has gained attention as a real-
time alternative to NeRF, representing scenes with ras-
terized Gaussian primitives instead of volumetric fields.
Its efficiency has sparked numerous follow-ups on anti-
aliasing [29, 57, 63], 3D content generation [30, 50, 65, 69],
dynamic scenes [53, 56, 59], and so on. In our work, we
shift focus to single-channel 3D reconstructions, where ge-
ometry is recovered without color. Unlike the above meth-
ods that jointly learn color and shape, our method addresses
the open challenge of colorizing geometry-only 3D scenes
in a globally and locally consistent manner.

2.2. Single channel 3D reconstruction
The Single-channel 3D reconstruction comes from the lim-
its of RGB and depth sensors. While RGB and depth modal-
ities often degrade in such environments, thermal and in-
frared (IR) signals remain robust, enabling geometry infer-
ence directly from intensity variation. Early studies com-
bined thermal or IR cues with photogrammetry to jointly
recover geometry and temperature [4, 21], or employed
thermal-only silhouette intersection for volumetric recov-
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ery [9]. Similar attempts using near-infrared (NIR) polariza-
tion [28] further demonstrate that single-channel cues can
convey geometric information.

Recently, radiance based representations such as NeRF
and 3DGS have extended these ideas. Thermal-NeRF and
ThermalGS [34, 60] reconstruct the geometry of the scene
and thermal emission directly from the infrared input. How-
ever, these neural single-channel approaches still lack real-
istic color and cues, leading to less fidelity than multi-modal
reconstructions. Our work addresses this limitation by cou-
pling single-channel 3D representations with colorization,
producing vivid and plausible color 3D scenes even under
low-light, nighttime, or non-visible conditions.

2.3. Image colorization
Colorizing grayscale images into plausible RGB counter-
parts has been a fundamental challenge in computer vision.
Early CNN-based approaches learn the mapping between
luminance and chrominance channels [20, 67], and later
transformers capture broader spatial dependencies [26]. Ad-
versarial methods further enhance realism by training gen-
erative models to produce sharper and more vivid col-
ors [39, 68]. Diffusion models [17] have recently reframed
colorization as an image-to-image translation task [44], of-
fering greater color fidelity and diversity [41]. However, as
all these methods operate in a single-view setting, they in-
herently fail to ensure cross-view color consistency.

Parallel studies aim to translate single-channel modali-
ties, such as thermal into visible spectra. Early cross-modal
mappings [52] learn direct transformations between thermal
and RGB domains, while later GAN- and diffusion-based
approaches [15, 25] generate visually plausible single-view
results but still lacks multi-view color coherence. In con-
trast, our method colorizes multi-view single-channel in-
puts—grayscale, thermal, or NIR—to reconstruct consis-
tent and realistic 3D color scenes, providing a unified
framework for multi-view colorization in 3D.

2.4. 3D colorization
3D colorization has been extensively studied for point
clouds acquired from LiDAR or Time-of-Flight cameras,
which inherently lack color information [7, 14, 33, 48].
Recently, there have been attempts to colorize 3D recon-
structions derived from grayscale images. Notable works
include ColorNeRF [10], which integrates colorization into
NeRF by training on image patches processed by an im-
age colorization model, and ChromaDistill [11], which dis-
tills chromatic information from pre-generated 2D color
views into a Plenoxel representation. However, these meth-
ods achieve multi-view consistency primarily by averaging
the outputs of 2D image models. In contrast, we propose
a Local-Global approach that achieves consistency with-
out averaging, by generating a set of consistently colorized
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Figure 2. Our View-based Subscene Decomposition. – Starting
from the base view Wb1 that observes the largest number of Gaus-
sians, we use a greedy algorithm to iteratively select subsequent
base views that maximize coverage while minimizing overlap.

training views, thereby preserving the scene color diversity.

3. Method
We illustrate our proposed approach in Fig. 3. We first op-
timize single-channel 3D Gaussians from the given single-
channel multi-view images (Sec. 3.1). Given the scene ge-
ometry and training view cameras, we divide the scene into
subscenes that have minimal overlap and whose union cov-
ers most of the full scene (Sec. 3.2). For the subsequent
Local-Global 3D colorization, we first fine-tune a multi-
view diffusion model that colorizes an input image using the
color from a reference image (Sec. 3.3). Utilizing this fine-
tuned multi-view diffusion model, we perform the Local-
Global colorization. We begin by colorizing one base view
from each subscene using an image colorization model. To
resolve their global inconsistency, we pass them through the
fine-tuned multi-view diffusion model to create a globally
consistent reference set (Sec. 3.4). Next, to ensure intra-
subscene consistency, we again use this fine-tuned model to
colorize the remaining training views, referencing the base
views(Sec. 3.5). Finally, these consistent views are used as
pseudo-ground truth to optimize the color components of
the 3D Gaussian model.

3.1. Single-channel 3D Reconstruction
We first aim to reconstruct the scene geometry from given
single-channel multi-view images Ig = {I1g , I2g , . . . , ITg },
where I∗g ∈ R1×H×W . We represent the 3D geometry using
a set of single-channel 3D Gaussian primitives, modified
from 3D Gaussian Splatting (3DGS) [23]. Standard 3DGS
defines each Gaussian primitive with position x ∈ R3, ro-
tation q ∈ R4, scaling s ∈ R3, opacity α ∈ R, and
spherical harmonic coefficients Fc ∈ R3×h used to com-
pute its view-dependent color c ∈ R3. Since our input Ig
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Figure 3. Overview of LoGoColor– We first reconstruct single-channel 3D Gaussians from multi-view grayscale images to recover scene
geometry. Using this geometry, we decompose the scene into subscenes and select their corresponding base views. In parallel, we fine-
tune a multi-view diffusion model to transfer color from reference views. We then calibrate global consistency among the base views and
propagate color across all training views, ultimately producing a fully colorized 3D Gaussian model.

is single-channel, we adjust this representation by replacing
the color component Fc with a single-channel luminance
coefficients Fy ∈ R1×h, used to compute view-dependent
luminance y ∈ R, while retaining the core geometric pa-
rameters (x,q, s, α). We consequently modify the render-
ing process to compute an α-blended luminance Ŷ for each
pixel p:

Ŷ(p) =

N∑
i

yiα
′
i

i−1∏
j

(1− α′
j) (1)

where N is the number of Gaussian primitives contributing
to the pixel p and α′ is the projected 2D opacity at pixel p.
We optimize all parameters x,q, s, α,Fy by minimizing a
combined L1 and D-SSIM loss between the rendered lumi-
nance Ŷ and the ground-truth image Ig:

Lgeom = (1− λs)L1(Ŷ, Ig) + λsLD-SSIM(Ŷ, Ig). (2)

This process reconstructs a precise geometric foundation for
our subsequent “Local-Global” 3D colorization pipeline.

3.2. View-based Subscene Decomposition
We decompose the 360-degree scene into multiple sub-
scenes, based on the 3D Gaussian geometry reconstructed
in Sec. 3.1 and the training camera views. We design this
decomposition to leverage the prior knowledge of an im-
age colorization model for intricate parts of the complex
scene while tackling inter- and intra-subscene consistency.
The objective of the decomposition is twofold: 1) ensure
maximum coverage across the scene, and 2) find K sub-
scenes that have minimal overlap to prevent potential incon-
sistencies from multiple reference colors. Directly address-
ing these conditions on the myriad of Gaussian primitives

is complex, as it involves solving a large-scale partitioning
problem on millions of points. Instead, we reframe the prob-
lem as partitioning the scene from the perspective of cam-
era poses that represent these Gaussian subsets. Specifically,
we associate each camera pose Wt with its set of visible
Gaussian splats (Gt)—the Gaussians used when rendering
the image for that camera. We thus partition the scene by
selecting K base views (camera poses) whose correspond-
ing Gaussian sets best satisfy the conditions of maximum
coverage and minimal overlap.

We find these base view cameras using a greedy algo-
rithm. First, we select the first base view Wb1 as the camera
that observes the largest number of Gaussians. We initial-
ize the covered region as Gcovered = Gb1 . Subsequently, for
k = 2 to K, we iteratively select the next base view Wbk

as the camera Wt ∈ W that maximizes the ratio of newly
covered Gaussians to the overlapping Gaussians:

Wbk = arg max
Wt∈W

|Gt \ Gcovered|
|Gt ∩ Gcovered|+ 1

(3)

where adding 1 to the denominator prevents division by
zero. After selecting Wbk , we update the set of covered
Gaussians: Gcovered ← Gcovered ∪ Gbk . This process yields
K base views and their corresponding subscenes that ap-
proximate our coverage and overlap goals. See Fig. 2 for
a visualization. Note that this greedy selection minimized
overlap but does not eliminate it. However, as we describe
in Sec. 3.4, any potential inconsistencies arising from this
remaining overlap are resolved when we later use these K
base views to enforce global (inter-subscene) consistency.
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3.3. Multi-view Colorizing Model Fine-tuning
Our Local-Global colorization approach requires a model
capable of handling both inter-subscene and intra-subscene
consistency while preserving the 3D structure from Sec. 3.1.
Diffusion models have proven highly effective for image-to-
image translation tasks, including colorization [44], mak-
ing them a strong candidate for our pipeline. However,
unlike standard image-to-image models that process im-
ages independently, our approach requires a model that can
also ensure color consistency across multiple views of the
scene. To achieve this, we adopt the diffusion model SD-
Turbo [1, 45] as a base, and fine-tune it following the image-
to-image training scheme of pix2pix-Turbo [41]. Crucially,
to enable the required multi-view referencing, we integrate
a reference mixing layer from DIFIX3D+ [55], which ap-
plies self-attention to the reference image Iref to guide the
colorization of the single-channel input Ig . We denote this
multi-view model as ΦMV.

The fine-tuning process trains ΦMV to generate Îc by ap-
plying the color of its reference image Iref to the input
Ig while preserving structure. To provide explicit guidance
for color generation, we compute the loss in the LAB color
space, which is more perceptually uniform than the standard
RGB color space [67]. We convert both the model output Îc
and the ground-truth Ic to LAB space. The loss function is
then composed of a LL1 loss and an LLPIPS perceptual loss:

Lfine-tune = LL1(Îc, Ic) + λLPIPSLLPIPS(Îc, Ic) (4)

Thanks to the combination of the reference mixing layer
architecture and this training objective, ΦMV learns to col-
orize in a multi-view consistent manner while preserving
image structure. This model plays a key role in Sec. 3.4 and
Sec. 3.5.

3.4. Global Consistency Calibration
Using the K base views selected in Sec. 3.2, we generate
inter-subscene consistent colorized base views, which will
be used as references in Sec. 3.5. To achieve this, we first
pass the K base views Ikg through an image colorization
model F to produce initial colorized base views I ′kc :

I ′kc = F(Ikg ) for k = 1 . . .K (5)

However, since the image colorization model F processes
each input Ikg independently, it does not guarantee inter-
subscene consistency among the resulting {I ′kc }. To resolve
this issue, we introduce a global consistency calibration step
that iteratively refines each view using our multi-view dif-
fusion model, ΦMV.

Specifically, for each k ∈ [1,K], we generate a con-
sistent view Ikc by averaging the initial view I ′kc with a
globally-calibrated version. This calibrated version is gen-
erated by passing the grayscale k-th view into ΦMV, which

simultaneously references the color from all other K − 1
views, {I ′jc }j ̸=k. This entire calibration process for a single
view k is defined as:

Ikc =
1

2

(
I ′kc +ΦMV

(
Grayscale(I ′kc ), {I ′jc }j ̸=k

))
(6)

This process is repeated for all K views to create the final
consistent set {Ikc }Kk=1. Unlike F , which processes views
independently, this mechanism aggregates the color infor-
mation from all K image model outputs, thereby resolv-
ing potential inconsistencies. These resulting inter-subscene
consistent base views are then used as references to enforce
intra-subscene consistency in Sec. 3.5.

3.5. Local Color Propagation
Using the inter-subscene consistent reference set obtained
in Sec. 3.4, we colorize all T training views to ensure intra-
subscene consistency. To do this, we use ΦMV to colorize
each training view Itg . We pass Itg as the structure input
while providing the entire set of K calibrated base views
{Ikc } as the color reference:

Îtc = ΦMV
(
Itg, {Ikc }Kk=1

)
. (7)

The resulting image Îtc thus achieves comprehensive con-
sistency: intra-subscene consistency is achieved via the
reference-mixing layer to query the relevant colors from the
K base views, while inter-subscene consistency is inher-
ited from the globally-calibrated reference set. By repeat-
ing this process for all T views, we obtain a set of fully
consistent training views, Îc = {Îtc}Tt=1, for colorizing the
single-channel 3D model. Lastly, we use Îc as pseudo-color
ground-truth to colorize the single-channel 3D Gaussian
model obtained in Sec. 3.1. We freeze the geometry parame-
ters (x,q,S, α) and extend the optimized single-channel lu-
minance coefficients Fy ∈ R1×h with new, learnable color
coefficients Fc ∈ R3×h. We then optimize only this new
color component Fc. This additional optimization of the
colors of Gaussian primitives yields the final colorized 3D
model.

4. Experiments
4.1. Experimental setup
Implementation details. We implement our method us-
ing the PyTorch framework, based on the official 3DGS
implementation. We train the initial single-channel 3DGS
model for 30K iterations. For the scene decomposition, we
empirically set the number of subscenes K = 4 for the
Tanks and Temples and Mip-NeRF 360 datasets, and K = 1
for the LLFF dataset. For our multi-view colorization model
ΦMV , we fine-tune the pre-trained SD-Turbo model [45] by
integrating the reference mixing layer from [55]. We train
ΦMV for 25K iterations using the AdamW optimizer [35]
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Figure 4. Qualitative comparison on LLFF, Tanks and Temples (TnT) datasets and Mip-NeRF 360 – While other methods perform
reasonably well on the LLFF dataset, they tend to color the leaves in the ‘flower’ scene uniformly. In 360-degree scenes from the TnT and
Mip-NeRF 360 datasets, other methods produce monotonous colors. In contrast, our method yields plausible and diverse colors across all
regions.

with a constant learning rate 2 × 10−5. For our fine-tuning
loss Lfine-tune, we set the perceptual weight to λLPIPS = 1.0.
For our fine-tuning dataset, we utilize two sources, which
are mixed during training:

• DL3DV-10K-Benchmark [32]: Used to train multi-view
referencing. We select one reference view from each
scene and set others as grayscale inputs, yielding 4,920
input pairs.

• Flickr8k [18]: Used to learn the color distribution for
image-to-image translation. We apply random crops at
80-100% of the original scale, yielding 8,000 input pairs.

We use DDColor [22] as our plug-and-play image coloriza-
tion model F . The final 3D color component optimization
is run for 7K iterations. We provide further details in the
supplementary material.

Datasets. We evaluate our method on:
• LLFF [36]: forward-facing dataset composed of 24

scenes. We evaluate on 2 scenes – flower and trex – com-
monly used in existing works.

• Mip-NeRF 360 [3]: 360-degree dataset composed of 4
indoor and 3 outdoor scenes. We evaluate on the whole
dataset.

• Tanks and Temples [24]: 360-degree dataset composed of
20 scenes. We evaluate on 4 scenes – Horse, M60, Train
and Truck – commonly used in existing works.

Baselines. We compare our method with Col-
orNeRF [10], ColorNeRF-GS, and ChromaDistill [11],
where ColorNeRF-GS is our implementation of the method
on a 3DGS representation. For ChromaDistill, the con-
figurations in the official code release for 360-degree
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Table 1. Quantitative comparison across datasets – We provide the quantitative results across all benchmark datasets. The best score
is highlighted in bold, and the second-best is underlined. Overall, our proposed method achieves the best or second-best result across the
majority of scenes. “–” indicates where the NeRF reconstruction failed to converge in 360-degree scenes.

LLFF Tanks and Temples Mip-NeRF 360

Method flower trex Horse M60 Train Truck bicycle bonsai counter garden kitchen room stump

Color Diversity Index ↑

ColorNeRF 0.1660 0.1250 – – 0.1680 – – 0.2090 0.1934 0.1699 0.1777 – –
ColorNeRF-GS 0.2051 0.0938 0.1543 0.1816 0.2910 0.2539 0.1523 0.1719 0.1699 0.2266 0.1953 0.1660 0.1465
ChromaDistill 0.1211 0.1191 0.1074 0.1387 0.1699 0.1406 0.1230 0.1582 0.1426 0.2363 0.1758 0.1602 0.1074
Ours 0.2754 0.1074 0.1797 0.1309 0.2695 0.3125 0.1582 0.2109 0.2422 0.2793 0.1836 0.1484 0.1309

Short-term consistency ↓

ColorNeRF 0.0002 0.0005 – – 0.0020 – – 0.0021 0.0020 0.0016 0.0017 – –
ColorNeRF-GS 0.0006 0.0002 0.0006 0.0006 0.0017 0.0014 0.0037 0.0012 0.0012 0.0013 0.0015 0.0032 0.0017
ChromaDistill 0.0002 0.0001 0.0002 0.0002 0.0007 0.0002 0.0008 0.0006 0.0006 0.0019 0.0010 0.0038 0.0005
Ours 0.0005 0.0002 0.0006 0.0003 0.0014 0.0008 0.0026 0.0010 0.0010 0.0008 0.0007 0.0017 0.0020

Long-term consistency ↓

ColorNeRF 0.0008 0.0014 – – 0.0058 – – 0.0071 0.0073 0.0020 0.0056 – –
ColorNeRF-GS 0.0037 0.0037 0.0016 0.0024 0.0056 0.0075 0.0036 0.0043 0.0054 0.0020 0.0051 0.0103 0.0019
ChromaDistill 0.0009 0.0003 0.0009 0.0009 0.0030 0.0012 0.0010 0.0020 0.0028 0.0033 0.0035 0.0095 0.0005
Ours 0.0028 0.0005 0.0014 0.0011 0.0052 0.0054 0.0033 0.0034 0.0052 0.0011 0.0030 0.0053 0.0022

w
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ra
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Figure 5. Consistency ablation – Our global calibration step is essential for mitigating the continuous color shifting artifact observed in
uncalibrated views, ensuring global consistency.

scenes do not converge well, resulting in poor optimization.
For such scenes, we therefore also use our 3DGS-based
implementation.

Evaluation metrics. To evaluate our 3D colorization, we
assess both color diversity and color consistency. 1) Color
Diversity. We propose a new metric, the Color Diversity
Index (CDI), to quantify the richness of the color distribu-
tion in the final 3D scene. To calculate CDI, we first bin the
RGB space (0-255) into 8 bins per channel (total 83 = 512
bins). We then populate this 3D histogram with all pixels
from the rendered test views of a scene. The CDI is de-
fined as the ratio of bins whose pixel count exceeds a thresh-
old of 100. This metric evaluates how many distinct colors
are represented in the 3D scene. 2) Consistency. To eval-
uate view consistency, we follow existing works [11, 27]
and report both long-term consistency and short-term con-
sistency. 3) Discussed Metrics. While some works report
PSNR against a ground truth [10] or a colourfulness [16]
metric, we argue these are not suitable as primary metrics.

Colorization is a one-to-many problem, making PSNR an
unreliable indicator of quality. Furthermore, colourfulness
metrics often have a preference for overly saturated images.
We provide these metrics in the supplementary material for
comparison, but focus our main analysis on diversity and
consistency.

4.2. Results

Qualitative results. We show example novel views of
scenes colorized by our method and the baselines in Fig. 4.
As shown, our method colorizes the scenes with plausible
and diverse colors. For the forward-facing ‘flower’ scene,
our method renders plausible and distinct green tones for
the leaves, whereas baseline methods produce a more uni-
form color, due to an averaging effect. This averaging effect
is even more evident in the 360-degree scenes. For instance,
in the ‘garden’ scene, baseline methods color all the fruits
in the vase green, whereas our method preserves their dis-
tinct color. Also note the red cone in the ‘Train’ scene. Fur-
thermore, in indoor scenes, baselines tend to produce a yel-
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Figure 6. Hue distribution for the ‘garden’ scene – Our method
preserves diverse and rich colors similar to the original one.

Table 2. Quantitative ablation on TnT dataset

Method CDI ↑ short-const. ↓ long-const. ↓
w/o Flickr8k 0.1689 0.0004 0.0016
K = 1 0.2104 0.0024 0.0034
K = 8 0.2373 0.0009 0.0034

Ours 0.2231 0.0008 0.0033

lowish cast across the entire scene. In contrast, our method
assigns plausible colors to distinct local regions, such as the
fruit basket and plant pot in the ‘counter’ scene, and the bi-
cycle in the ‘bonsai’ scene.

Quantitative results. We provide the quantitative results
in Tab. 1. Overall, our method demonstrates superior per-
formance across all three metrics. We observe a trade-off
in the baseline methods: for instance, while ChromaDis-
till achieves the highest consistency, its low Color Diversity
Index (CDI) reveals this is a consequence of monotonous
colorization. In contrast, our method successfully achieves
high color diversity while maintaining comparable consis-
tency.

Quantitative analysis. We analyze the distribution of hue
in Fig. 6. For the ‘garden’ scene from the Mip-NeRF 360
dataset, we plot a histogram of the hue values from all
rendered test view pixels. The y-axis values represent the
square-root normalized results. While the distribution for
ColorNeRF shows only a few distinct peaks due to color
averaging, our result contains a diverse range of hues, simi-
lar to the original color scene.

4.3. Ablation studies
The number of subscenes. We conduct an ablation study
on the number of subscenes K in Tab. 2 and Fig. 7. As
shown, a single base view leads to a degradation in both
CDI and consistency compared to K = 4. Conversely, in-

K = 1 K = 4 K = 8

V
ie

w
1

V
ie

w
2

Figure 7. Ablation on the number of base views – K = 1 fails to
colorize the entire scene, due to the lack of color guidance. While
K = 8 contains rich color, it comes at a cost of the self attention
of 8 views. We select K = 4 as the optimal value.
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t
C
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Figure 8. Result on thermal images – Our method extends to
thermal multi-view images, achieving consistent and realistic col-
orization beyond grayscale inputs.

creasing to K = 8 increases the CDI by providing more
color guidance from the image model. However, this also
quadruples the computational cost of the reference mixing
layer, making K = 4 the optimal trade-off between color
diversity and computational efficiency.

Global consistency calibration. We demonstrate color
consistency across the scene of our method in Fig. 5, by
ablating our global calibration process. Without global cali-
bration, the object continuously changes color as the camera
moves around the 360-degree scene, leading to unnatural re-
sults. In contrast, our method maintains consistent coloriza-
tion. See suppl. material. for quantitative ablation.

Training data. While the DL3DV-10K-Benchmark is
sufficient for learning multi-view referencing, it lacks the
broad color distribution required by diffusion models. We
thus supplement our training with the Flickr8k dataset to
provide this rich color diversity. Our ablation study in Tab. 2
confirms that training on DL3DV alone results in a lim-
ited color distribution (see suppl. material for qualitative re-
sults).

4.4. Application
To demonstrate that our method is applicable not only to
grayscale images but also to general single-channel images,
we present results of applying our method to thermal multi-
view images. In this case, because the image colorization
model cannot colorize thermal images due to the domain
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gap in the input images, we replace the image coloriza-
tion model with ChatGPT5 [40] to translate the base view
thermal images into colorized visible images. As shown in
Fig. 8, our method successfully achieves plausible and con-
sistent colorization from multi-view single-channel images.

5. Conclusion
In this work, we present LoGoColor, a novel approach
for colorizing single-channel 3D reconstructions. We iden-
tify that existing methods rely on guidance-averaging to
achieve multi-view color consistency, which fails to cap-
ture the color diversity of complex 360-degree scenes, lead-
ing to monotonous results. Our method minimizes this av-
eraging process. However, this leads to a consistency chal-
lenge, so we propose a Local-Global pipeline that partitions
the scene and uses a fine-tuned multi-view diffusion model
to manage both inter-subscene and intra-subscene consis-
tency. Our experiments with our novel Color Diversity In-
dex (CDI) demonstrate that LoGoColor produces 3D mod-
els that are simultaneously consistent and color-diverse, en-
hancing their versatility for downstream applications like
VR/AR.
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LoGoColor: Local-Global 3D Colorization for 360◦ Scenes

Supplementary Material

In this appendix, we provide additional implementation
details, a comprehensive analysis, and additional experi-
ments. The supplementary material is organized as follows:

• Sec. A: Limitations
• Sec. B: Implementation details
◦ Sec. B.1: Human evaluation details
◦ Sec. B.2: Other details

• Sec. C: Experiments
◦ Sec. C.1: Consistency and color diversity trade-off
◦ Sec. C.2: Human evaluation
◦ Sec. C.3: Extended qualitative comparisons
◦ Sec. C.4: Extended quantitative comparisons

• Sec. D: Analysis
◦ Sec. D.1: Discussion on the metrics
◦ Sec. D.2: Extended qualitative ablation
◦ Sec. D.3: Extended quantitative ablation

• Sec. E: Video results as HTML

A. Limitations

Our method relies on the capabilities of the image coloriza-
tion model; consequently, any artifacts or implausible colors
generated by the 2D model are inevitably propagated to our
3D result. Furthermore, although we minimize the guidance
averaging process, we incorporate a single averaging opera-
tion during global calibration. While crucial for establishing
global consistency, this step slightly reduces the resulting
color diversity.

B. Additional implementation details

B.1. Human evaluation details

We conduct a human evaluation utilizing Amazon Mechan-
ical Turk (AMT) with 100 distinct participants to assess
the qualitative plausibility and consistency of our coloriza-
tion results. For each scene, participants are presented with
4 different views for every tested method and asked to
choose the series of images with the most realistic colors.
The comparison set consists of four randomized options
(ColorNeRF [10], ColorNeRF-GS, ChromaDistill [11], and
Ours), with the option count reduced to three where Col-
orNeRF failed the reconstruction. Crucially, we include an
attention check question for data reliability. This involves
presenting participants with the true color image alongside
three identical, low-saturation options; submissions from
participants who fail to select the true color image are fil-
tered out and discarded from the final analysis.

Table S.1. Human evaluation results – Our method shows supe-
rior overall preference compared to all baselines.

Method Ours ColorNeRF ColorNeRF-GS ChromaDistill

Preference (%) 48.77 7.00 37.38 6.85

B.2. Other details
We calculate short- and long-term consistency by first ren-
dering the scene using the training view cameras and sort-
ing the resulting frames by sequence order. We set the tem-
poral delta frame to 1 for short-term consistency and 10
for long-term consistency. Following [11], we utilize the
RAFT [51] optical flow method; the optical flow is com-
puted on the grayscale version of the rendered images to
minimize the impact of color inconsistencies. Consistency
metrics are then calculated in the LAB space, using only the
AB channels.

Our 3DGS-based ChromaDistill baseline is applied only
to scenes where the original ChromaDistill code fails to
reconstruct the scene (i.e., the scenes excluding ‘flower’,
‘trex’, and ‘garden’)

For the sake of transparency, we include the implemen-
tation code for our 3DGS-based versions of ColorNeRF and
ChromaDistill.

C. Experiments
C.1. Consistency and color diversity trade-off
We implement a 3DGS version of ChromaDistill, generally
adhering to the settings and methodology described in their
official code and paper. However, we encounter a critical
trade-off when reproducing their results: reproducing the
quantitative scores (Table 2 in [11]) necessitates adjusting
the content loss weight1, which unfortunately results in low
color diversity. Conversely, while the specific loss weight
in the original code provides higher color diversity, it leads
to a significantly degraded consistency. This result is qual-
itatively shown in Fig. S.1 as ‘CD-modified’, with corre-
sponding quantitative results reported in Tab. S.2 for de-
tailed comparison.

The inability to achieve both color diversity and consis-
tency simultaneously highlights the core challenge of 3D
colorization: previous research is forced to achieve consis-
tency by sacrificing color diversity. In contrast, our method
overcomes this fundamental trade-off, successfully achiev-
ing both consistency and color diversity.

1This parameter is detailed only in their code. The results presented
in our main paper utilize this adjusted content loss weight to ensure fair
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Table S.2. Color Diversity Index and long-term consistency trade-off – CD-modified exhibits the highest Color Diversity Index (CDI)
but simultaneously suffers from the lowest consistency. This result indicates the limitation of the method to maintain consistent color. The
artificially high CDI is achieved precisely because the method is inconsistent; the fluctuating colors across different views introduce enough
variance to inflate the measured CDI of the scene. This outcome highlights the fundamental trade-off: existing methods achieve high color
diversity only by sacrificing multi-view consistency.

LLFF Tanks and Temples mipnerf360

Method flower trex Horse M60 Train Truck bicycle bonsai counter garden kitchen room stump

Color Diversity Index ↑

ChromaDistill 0.1211 0.1191 0.1074 0.1387 0.1699 0.1406 0.1230 0.1582 0.1426 0.2363 0.1758 0.1602 0.1074
CD-modified 0.4355 0.2031 0.2598 0.2910 0.3672 0.3652 0.2422 0.3223 0.2930 0.3594 0.3535 0.2676 0.2500
Ours 0.2754 0.1074 0.1797 0.1309 0.2695 0.3125 0.1582 0.2109 0.2422 0.2793 0.1836 0.1484 0.1309

Long-term consistency ↓

ChromaDistill 0.0009 0.0003 0.0009 0.0009 0.0030 0.0012 0.0010 0.0020 0.0028 0.0033 0.0035 0.0095 0.0005
CD-modified 0.0086 0.0013 0.0024 0.0028 0.0059 0.0053 0.0038 0.0054 0.0074 0.0020 0.0063 0.0152 0.0026
Ours 0.0028 0.0005 0.0014 0.0011 0.0052 0.0054 0.0033 0.0034 0.0052 0.0011 0.0030 0.0053 0.0022
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Figure S.1. Consistency and color trade-off – ChromaDistill achieves high consistency but lacks color diversity, while CD-modified
exhibits sufficient color diversity but suffers from color shifts across views. In contrast, our method successfully overcomes this fundamental
limitation, achieving both high color diversity and view consistency.
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ColorNeRF ChromaDistill ColorNeRF-GS Ours

Figure S.2. Per-scene human evaluation results – It demon-
strates that participant preference for our method is significantly
higher in complex 360◦ scenes than in forward-facing scenes (e.g.,
‘flower’, ‘trex’).

quantitative comparison.

C.2. Human evaluation

The human evaluation results in Tab. S.1 indicate that the
participants generally perceive our method as having the
most realistic and consistent colorization. While a detailed
per-scene analysis in Fig. S.2 shows that ColorNeRF-GS
achieves competitive scores in certain scenes, these are typ-
ically scenes where intricate color details are difficult to
evaluate due to the image scale; the true quality discrep-
ancies become visible in the main qualitative comparison
(Fig. 4). Furthermore, we observe that on forward-facing
scenes such as ‘flower’ and ‘trex’, ColorNeRF also scores
comparably. Nevertheless, our method is clearly superior on
complex 360◦ scenes.

C.3. Extended qualitative comparisons

Due to space constraints in the main paper, we provide the
complete qualitative results for all scenes in Fig. S.5.
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(a) ColorNeRF (b) Ours

Colorfulness = 70.64 Colorfulness = 61.11
Color Diversity Index = 0.1191 Color Diversity Index = 0.1523

Figure S.3. Colorfulness – While the unrealistic, yellowish-cast
image (a) registers a high score on the Colorfulness metric, it ob-
tains a low Color Diversity Index. This disparity highlights the
superiority of CDI in identifying genuinely diverse color palettes
over mere color saturation.

Base view w/o Flickr8k Our method

Figure S.4. Ablation on the training data – Note the subtle color
variations. While the DL3DV-10K-Benchmark dataset is sufficient
for training the multi-view referencing capability to the model,
it fails to capture the full spectrum of real-world color distribu-
tion necessary for plausible colorization. Our method, with the
Flickr8k dataset, successfully captures realistic color distribution.

Table S.3. Quantitative ablation on TnT dataset

Method CDI ↑ short-const. ↓ long-const. ↓
w/o calibration 0.2700 0.00081 0.0036
Ours 0.2231 0.00079 0.0033

C.4. Extended quantitative comparisons

As mentioned in the main paper, Tab. S.4 reports additional
metrics, including Colorfulness and Peak Signal-to-Noise
Ratio (PSNR). While other methods achieve higher Color-
fulness scores in some scenes, this is relevant to the inher-
ent limitations of the metric, which we analyze in detail in
Sec. D.1.

D. Analysis
D.1. Discussion on the metrics
While the Colorfulness metric generally performs well in
evaluating 2D color quality, its utility is compromised in
the context of 3D reconstruction due to rendering artifacts.
Specifically, when the image model colorizes images con-
taining 3D artifacts, the output often exhibits an unnatural
yellowish cast. This distorted, non-plausible color palette
paradoxically results in a high Colorfulness score, as shown
in Fig. S.3. Comparing (a) and (b) of Fig. S.3 confirms this
flaw: the overly yellow image (a) registers a high score,
while the image with natural colors (b) registers a low score.
This anomaly demonstrates the limitations of the Colorful-
ness metric for 3D colorization, further validating the need
for a dedicated metric, such as our Color Diversity Index.

D.2. Extended qualitative ablation
Training data. While the DL3DV-10K-Benchmark
dataset provides crucial multi-view data necessary for
referencing capability, its scale of 140 scenes means it
cannot adequately represent the full spectrum of real-world
color distribution. Since diffusion model performance
relies heavily on its learned color space, we supplement
our fine-tuning with the Flickr8k dataset to provide this
required color diversity. Visually, the impact may be subtle,
but the results confirm that incorporating Flickr8k signifi-
cantly improves its ability to transfer color accurately from
the reference base view. This improvement is best observed
in zoomed-in views in the second row. The ablation study
validating this choice is presented in Fig. S.4.

D.3. Extended quantitative ablation
Tab. S.3 provides the quantitative results for the global con-
sistency ablation shown in Fig. 5, demonstrating that our
full method achieves superior consistency.

E. Video results as HTML
For more qualitative results, please see the videos on the
supplementary HTML page. The page has no external links
and is completely self-contained. These videos clearly show
that, unlike other methods where the overall scene color and
tone fluctuate with the viewpoint, our approach maintains
robust color consistency. We note that these videos are ren-
dered entirely using the 3DGS-based implementation; con-
sequently, the results for some scenes of ChromaDistill dif-
fer from the images in the main paper.
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Table S.4. Quantitative comparison across datasets – Higher is better for ↑ metrics and lower is better for ↓ metrics.

LLFF Tanks and Temples Mip-NeRF 360

Method flower trex Horse M60 Train Truck bicycle bonsai counter garden kitchen room stump

Colorfulness ↑

ColorNeRF 35.92 32.26 – – 35.05 – – 49.04 49.18 29.86 53.67 – –
ColorNeRF-GS 38.33 24.83 23.61 27.26 36.47 46.32 36.01 41.88 44.50 31.56 51.57 52.94 21.10
ChromaDistill 31.00 18.77 8.66 13.14 25.01 14.83 17.35 29.03 31.03 39.30 44.89 49.59 9.63
Ours 40.44 25.81 24.50 19.04 34.28 40.44 31.53 38.87 44.57 27.06 38.87 37.33 25.51

PSNR ↑

ColorNeRF 17.16 22.00 – – 12.85 – – 15.43 18.66 17.88 16.16 – –
ColorNeRF-GS 18.69 22.76 21.78 21.63 19.36 16.70 22.08 19.60 20.91 22.42 18.61 22.60 23.54
ChromaDistill 15.54 21.37 21.42 22.92 19.58 18.75 22.48 21.51 20.87 19.44 18.84 22.58 21.96
Ours 19.19 21.37 21.33 22.34 20.37 16.98 22.92 21.11 20.67 21.78 20.41 24.68 24.78
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Figure S.5. Additional qualitative comparison on LLFF, Tanks and Temples (TnT) datasets and Mip-NeRF 360 – We successfully
achieve high-fidelity colorization across all parts of the scene, including intricate and fine-grained details.
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