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Fig. 1. Our method uses Hamiltonian mechanics to enhance dynamic Gaussian splatting for improved rendering quality and motion coherence.
(a) Human cogpnition process. (b) Scene rendering process. (c) Both processes follow physical laws, with Hamiltonian mechanics offering mathematical

frameworks aligned with physical intuition. (d) Our method incorporates Hamiltonian mechanics as a physical prior in dynamic Gaussian splatting, improving
rendering reality (4. different colors represent different deformations, and our method reduces overlap while keeping structural clusters).

Representing and rendering dynamic scenes with complex motions remains
challenging in computer vision and graphics. Recent dynamic view synthe-
sis methods achieve high-quality rendering but often produce physically
implausible motions. We introduce NeHaD, a neural deformation field for
dynamic Gaussian Splatting governed by Hamiltonian mechanics. Our key
observation is that existing methods using MLPs to predict deformation
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fields introduce inevitable biases, resulting in unnatural dynamics. By in-
corporating physics priors, we achieve robust and realistic dynamic scene
rendering. Hamiltonian mechanics provides an ideal framework for model-
ing Gaussian deformation fields due to their shared phase-space structure,
where primitives evolve along energy-conserving trajectories. We employ
Hamiltonian neural networks to implicitly learn underlying physical laws
governing deformation. Meanwhile, we introduce Boltzmann equilibrium
decomposition, an energy-aware mechanism that adaptively separates static
and dynamic Gaussians based on their spatial-temporal energy states for
flexible rendering. To handle real-world dissipation, we employ second-order
symplectic integration and local rigidity regularization as physics-informed
constraints for robust dynamics modeling. Additionally, we extend NeHaD
to adaptive streaming through scale-aware mipmapping and progressive
optimization. Extensive experiments demonstrate that NeHaD achieves phys-
ically plausible results with a rendering quality-efficiency trade-off. To our
knowledge, this is the first exploration leveraging Hamiltonian mechanics
for neural Gaussian deformation, enabling physically realistic dynamic scene
rendering with streaming capabilities.

CCS Concepts: « Computing methodologies — Image-based rendering;
Rasterization; Reconstruction.

Additional Key Words and Phrases: Novel View Synthesis, Gaussian Splat-
ting, Dynamic Scene Reconstruction, Hamiltonian Mechanics
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1 Introduction

Representing and rendering dynamic scenes is pivotal for immersive
imaging applications, pushing the boundaries of multimedia and
graphics technologies including virtual reality (VR) and metaverse.
Given discrete temporal video sequences, dynamic scene rendering
aims to model scene dynamics and synthesize high-fidelity novel
views at arbitrary timestamps in real-time. It confronts two primary
challenges: first, achieving high-fidelity reconstruction of complex
dynamic scenes with rapid motions, and topological changes; second,
maintaining real-time rendering efficiency with low training cost.
However, existing methods struggle to simultaneously satisfy both
ends, which is precisely the issue this article explores.

Recent advancements in dynamic scene rendering have been
achieved mainly through methods based on Neural Radiance Field
(NeRF) [Mildenhall et al. 2021] and Gaussian Splatting [Kerbl et al.
2023]. NeRF employs implicit neural fields to model static scenes
and achieves photorealistic view synthesis. Its dynamic extensions
either utilize deformation and canonical fields to model motions
relative to canonical frames over time [Gao et al. 2021; Li et al. 2022;
Park et al. 2021b; Pumarola et al. 2021; Yan et al. 2023], or store
4D volumes as explicit structural representations (e.g., planes and
hash encodings) [Cao and Johnson 2023; Chan et al. 2021; Fang et al.
2022; Fridovich-Keil et al. 2023; Miiller et al. 2022; Shao et al. 2023;
Somraj et al. 2024; Wang et al. 2023a]. Despite progress in rendering
quality, these methods suffer from slow rendering speeds due to
their requirements for dense sampling along rays during rendering.

With the emergence of 3D Gaussian Splatting (3DGS) [Kerbl et al.
2023], high-fidelity and real-time rendering for static scenes be-
comes possible. Building on this milestone, several methods have
extended 3DGS with the ability to model dynamic scenes [Duan
et al. 2024; Huang et al. 2023; Li et al. 2023; Sun et al. 2024a; Wu
et al. 2024, 2025; Xu et al. 2024a; Yan et al. 2024; Yang et al. 2024].
These approaches either use predefined functions for Gaussian de-
formation in scenes with sufficient viewpoints [Li et al. 2023; Lin
et al. 2023], or employ neural networks to predict deformed Gauss-
ian attributes [Huang et al. 2023; Wu et al. 2024; Yang et al. 2024].
Nevertheless, they struggle to model temporally complex dynamics
such as object appearances and disappearances, and fail to properly
differentiate spatial and temporal deformations, leading to exces-
sive coordinate overlap among deformed Gaussians and degraded
rendering quality in complex motion scenarios.

To address the aforementioned challenges, we propose NeHaD, a
neural deformation field for dynamic Gaussian Splatting governed
by Hamiltonian mechanics. While Gaussian-based methods achieve
real-time rendering, we argue that realistic rendering requires not
only perceptual quality but also physically plausible dynamics, which
most current approaches have overlooked. Intriguingly as illustrated
in Fig. 1, the processes of human cognition and scene rendering
both follow fundamental physical laws, particularly Hamiltonian
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mechanics for predicting system dynamics [Noether 1971], demon-
strating the natural applicability of Hamiltonian principles to dy-
namic scene rendering. Moreover, Gaussian covariance matrices
inherently exist on symplectic manifolds, making Hamiltonian me-
chanics a proper choice for mathematically reformulating Gaussian
deformation fields.

Building on these insights, NeHaD enhances the Gaussian de-
formation fields of 4DGS [Wu et al. 2024] through Hamiltonian
mechanics. First, we replace the MLP-based deformation predictor
with a Hamiltonian neural network (HNN) [Greydanus et al. 2019]
to learn underlying conservation laws from data in an unsuper-
vised manner. Through in-graph backpropagation of Hamiltonian
gradients, HNN ensures stable and coherent deformations without
sudden discontinuities while incurring minimal training overhead.
Observing that most scene regions often remain static and requires
no dynamic modeling [Wu et al. 2025], NeHaD introduces a soft
masking mechanism that dynamically weights Gaussians based on
their spatial-temporal energy states, enabling adaptive decomposi-
tion of static and dynamic components. This mechanism is driven
by Boltzmann energy derived from primitives’ deviation from equi-
librium. To handle real-world dissipative forces such as friction,
we employ second-order symplectic integration to preserve system
symplecticity under perturbations. Additionally, we incorporate
local rigidity constraints to avoid large rotations while preserving
smaller, more natural rotations.

To extend NeHaD to bandwidth-constrained streaming appli-
cations, we incorporate scale-aware anisotropic mipmapping for
anti-aliasing and layered progressive optimization for level-of-detail
(LOD) rendering. We extensively evaluate our approach on monoc-
ular and multi-view dynamic scene datasets containing both syn-
thetic and real-world scenes. Both quantitative and qualitative re-
sults demonstrate that our method achieves physically plausible
rendering with an improved quality-efficiency trade-off, effectively
modeling complex system dynamics across diverse scenes. Our con-
tributions are summarized below:

e We propose a Hamiltonian-based neural deformation field
for dynamic Gaussian Splatting. Using a single HNN with
attribute-specific adapters, we implicitly learn conservation
laws from data for physically plausible deformations.

e We introduce Boltzmann equilibrium decomposition to adap-
tively separate static and dynamic Gaussians. Meanwhile, we
enhance deformation modeling through physics-informed
constraints, ensuring robust and realistic rendering.

o We extend NeHaD to streaming with scale-aware mipmap-
ping and progressive optimization. Extensive experiments
demonstrate our improvements in rendering reality. To our
knowledge, this is the first exploration leveraging Hamilton-
ian mechanics for neural Gaussian deformation.

2 Related Work
2.1 NeRF-based Dynamic Scene Rendering

NeRF [Mildenhall et al. 2021] reconstructs light fields of static scenes
through implicit neural representations, achieving significant visual
improvements. To extend NeRF to dynamic scenes, implicit defor-
mation fields are applied to static models [Pumarola et al. 2021].
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Various approaches have been developed to model dynamic scenes
more accurately. Some methods segment scenes into components
with different temporal behaviors [Gao et al. 2021; Tretschk et al.
2021], while others incorporate higher-dimensional latent codes [Li
et al. 2022; Park et al. 2021a,b] with additional supervision tech-
niques including optical flow across frames [Guo et al. 2023; Li
et al. 2021; Liang et al. 2023b; Wang et al. 2023b] and motion mask
constraints [Yan et al. 2023]. Meanwhile, special attention to rigid
objects is particularly important due to their prevalence and unique
physical properties [Tretschk et al. 2021; Yuan et al. 2021].

Recent research has addressed challenging scenarios including
dynamic human modeling [Cai et al. 2022], specular objects [Yan
et al. 2023], streaming [Song et al. 2023], and scenes without known
camera poses [Liu et al. 2023]. However, implicit MLP-based repre-
sentations suffer from over-smoothing and require computationally
expensive training. Explicit representations, such as Triplanes [Chan
et al. 2021] and Hash Encoding [Miiller et al. 2022], address these
limitations by improving both visual quality and training efficiency.
A popular approach for dynamic scene rendering decomposes 4D
inputs into six 2D planes [Cao and Johnson 2023; Fridovich-Keil
et al. 2023; Shao et al. 2023; Somraj et al. 2024; Xu et al. 2024b].

2.2 Gaussian-based Dynamic Scene Rendering

3DGS [Kerbl et al. 2023] represents static scenes using Gaussian
primitives, achieving fast training and high visual quality. For dy-
namic scenes, two main approaches have emerged: using 4D Gaus-
sians or deforming Gaussians with predefined functions [Duan et al.
2024; Lin et al. 2023; Luiten et al. 2023; Yang et al. 2023], and deform-
ing 3D Gaussian attributes through neural networks [Duisterhof
et al. 2023; Kratimenos et al. 2023; Liang et al. 2023a; Lu et al. 2024;
Sun et al. 2024a; Wu et al. 2024; Yang et al. 2024; Yu et al. 2023].

While fully MLP-based Gaussian deformation fields achieve high
quality [Yang et al. 2024], they suffer from over-smoothing, leading
to poor detail rendering in complex scenes. Explicit methods like
4DGS [Wu et al. 2024] employ plane-based deformation fields, but
their low-rank assumptions cause feature overlap and rendering
artifacts. Recent advances aim to address these limitations: Motion-
aware methods [Guo et al. 2024; Zhu et al. 2024] leverage optical flow
constraints to guide Gaussian deformations for robust rendering;
SaRO-GS [Yan et al. 2024] uses scale-aware residual fields with
explicit-implicit blending for better spatial-temporal correlations;
Grid4D [Xu et al. 2024a] decomposes 4D encoding into spatial and
temporal 3D hash encodings without low-rank assumptions; and
Swift4D [Wu et al. 2025] separates Gaussians into static and dynamic
components, applying deformation only to dynamic points.

Building on this static-dynamic decomposition paradigm, our
method distinguishes itself through Boltzmann energy-aware soft
decomposition of Gaussians and physics-informed deformations
guided by Hamiltonian mechanics.

3 Preliminaries
3.1 Gaussian Splatting

Static Gaussian Splatting. 3DGS [Kerbl et al. 2023] has emerged
as a powerful static scene representation method, known for its
high training speed and visual quality. Given input images with
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corresponding camera parameters, 3DGS explicitly represents scene
geometry and appearance using anisotropic ellipsoids (i.e., Gaussian
primitives), contrasting with NeRF’s implicit neural representation
strategy. Each Gaussian primitive G is parameterized by position
HE R3, covariance matrix ¥ € R3*3, color ¢ € R”, and opacity a €
R. The covariance matrix is factorized into scaling vector s € R* and
rotation quaternion r € R*, while color is represented by spherical
harmonic (SH) coefficients with n SH functions. For rendering, 3DGS
employs the tile-based differentiable rasterization.

Dynamic Gaussian Splatting. 3DGS can be extended to 4D dy-
namic scenes by incorporating the temporal dimension. Instead of
applying 3DGS to individual frames, 4DGS [Wu et al. 2024] uses
plane-based deformation fields for real-time dynamic rendering.

Given the camera view matrix V, a novel-view image X is ren-
dered as X = R(V,G’), where G’ = G + AG represents deformed
Gaussians and R denotes differentiable rasterization.

The deformation AG is predicted by deformation field at times-
tamp t. Specifically, a hex-plane encoder & extracts spatial-temporal
features, which are then processed by MLP decoder D to predict
deformations, i.e., AG = D(E(G, t)).

The hex-plane factorization employs six planes: spatial-only planes
Pxy, Pxz, Pyz and spatial-temporal planes Pxr, Pyr, Pzr. For a
4D coordinate u = (x, y, z, t), features are obtained by:

fa) =[] r@i = | vPe @), (1)
keK keK
where 7 projects u onto plane k, and i means bilinear interpolation.
Using extracted features f,amulti-head decoder D = {Dy, Dy, D, }

predicts Gaussian deformations for position (Ap = Dy (f)), scal-
ing (As = Ds(f)), and rotation (Ar = D, (f)). The final deformed
Gaussian is G’ = {y’,s',r’,a,c} where g’ = p+ Ap, s’ = s + As,
andr’ =r +Ar.

3.2 Hamiltonian Mechanics

Given position-momentum coordinates (q, p), ¢ € R, p € R?,
where d is the degrees of freedom, the Hamiltonian H (g, p) repre-
sents total system energy:

H(q, p) =U(q) +K(p), @

where U(q) and K (p) are potential and kinetic energy, respectively.
The Hamiltonian canonical equations is thus defined following
. dg oH . dp oH
q_dt_ap’ P=q aq
These equations ensure three fundamental properties:
Reversibility: The time-evolution mapping is invertible.
Energy Conservation: Total energy remains invariant.
Symplecticity: Hamiltonian mechanics preserves volume in (g, p)
space (i.e., Liouville’s Theorem). The symplectic gradient S¢/(q, p) =
(%, —%lq{) keeps constant energy while evolving the system.
Hamiltonian neural networks (HNNs) learn a parametric function
for H from data instead of computing S¢; analytically. During for-
ward pass, the network outputs a scalar energy value. Then the L,
loss enforces Hamiltonian constraints through in-graph gradients:
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Note that HNNs preserve a quantity close to, but not exactly
equivalent to, total energy. This limits their applicability to systems
with non-conservative forces, such as friction.

4 Methodology
4.1 Neural Hamiltonian Deformation Fields

Existing dynamic Gaussian splatting methods rely on purely data-
driven MLP decoders to predict deformation fields, which often
leads to physically implausible motions such as abrupt appear-
ance/disappearance of primitives, unrealistic trajectory disconti-
nuities, and violation of energy conservation principles. These limi-
tations arise from the lack of physics-informed inductive biases in
conventional neural architectures.

To address this fundamental issue, we propose to replace the stan-
dard MLP-based deformation decoder with a HNN that inherently
respects the underlying physical laws governing dynamic systems.
The key insight driving our approach is that Gaussian primitives
naturally exist in a phase space where their positions and momenta
evolve according to Hamiltonian dynamics. The overall pipeline of
our method is illustrated in Fig. 2.

Rather than completely abandoning MLPs, our HNN framework
leverages MLPs as differentiable baselines while imposing physics-
informed structural constraints. HNN optimizes symplectic gradi-
ents S¢; (mentioned in Sec. 3.2) instead of ordinary gradients. The
key distinction lies in gradient computation: while traditional MLPs
compute gradients only during backpropagation for parameter up-
dates, HNN requires additional forward-mode gradient computation
to construct vector fields from scalar potentials.

Given a Gaussian primitive with position y; at timestamp ¢, we
extract spatial-temporal features f; using a hex-plane encoder &
following Eq. (1). These features are processed via a differentiable
MLP M composed of linear layers and ReLU activations, with depth
D and width W, mapping features to latent representations h; =
M(f;) € RY that serve as the input to the Hamiltonian dynamics.

Note that the (g, p) notation follows Hamiltonian conventions
but is not the actual input. Explicitly defining position-momentum
coordinates for high-dimensional Gaussian primitives in neural
rendering is intractable. Therefore, we employ implicit latent repre-
sentations as the input to the HNN instead!. The hex-plane features
f; encode Gaussian spatial-temporal states containing necessary
geometric and kinetic information for phase space construction,
hence the latent representations h; = M(f;) can construct gen-
eralized coordinates with implicit position-momentum coupling,
maintaining information completeness while avoiding i—‘tl calcula-
tion, thereby reducing complexity.

Simulating Hamiltonian dynamics requires modeling a vector
field v, which can be decomposed into a conservative field v, and a
solenoidal field v, e.g., v = v, + v;, as proven in the Appendix A.1.
The objective of HNN is to learn these two fields. However, directly

The original HNN paper demonstrated the concept on simple systems where the
"correct” coordinates (like the angle and angular velocity of a pendulum) are already
known. In a complex, high-dimensional scene represented by thousands of Gaussians,
defining an explicit (g, p) for the entire system is intractable, which is the direct
reason why NeHaD uses the implicit features as the input. In fact, our NeHaD extends
the standard HNN with the concept of a learned latent phase space, where the latent
representations h; act as the generalized coordinates for the dynamical system.
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learning decomposed vector fields v, and v through HNN is chal-
lenging due to two main issues: 1) the high dimensionality can lead
to mode collapse, and 2) there is a lack of energy conservation con-
straints, as energy is a scalar, making it difficult to ensure that Eq. (2)
holds during vector field learning. To address these challenges, we in-
stead learn two scalar functions F; and F,. These functions generate
vector fields via automatic differentiation guaranteeing the desired
physical properties: v, is inherently conservative (V X v, = 0), pre-
serving energy and generating gradient-based motions, while v is
solenoidal (V - vs = 0), preserving volume and generating rotational
motions.

Specifically, the HNN decoder learns two scalar functions F; (h;)
and F,(h;) that generate v, and v, as follows:

ve = Vi, Fi(h)I, vs =VyF(hi)MT, (5)
04xd Idxd]

M= , 6

[_Idxd Ogxa ©)

where M is the permutation tensor keeping the symplectic structure
and I is the identity matrix. We use lightweight attribute-specific
adapters Ay, As, and A, (implemented as linear layers) to process
HNN-generated vector fields, maintaining standard dimensionality
of each Gaussian attribute. Finally, the predicted deformations of
each Gaussian attributes are Ap; = Apo, As; = Asv, Ar; = Ao,
respectively.

4.2 Boltzmann Equilibrium Decomposition

While HNN ensures physically consistent deformation fields, a crit-
ical challenge remains: determining which Gaussian primitives re-
quire dynamic modeling versus those that remain static throughout
the temporal sequence. Indiscriminate application of deformation
to all primitives leads to computational inefficiency and potential
artifacts in stable regions. To address this challenge, we introduce
Boltzmann Equilibrium Decomposition (BED).

The insight driving BED is that only Gaussian primitives away
from their equilibrium states should be activated for deformation.
We formalize this through statistical mechanics, constructing soft
masks based on Boltzmann energy distributions that adaptively filter
out primitives useless to deformation. Our decomposition strategy
employs two complementary mechanisms tailored to the distinct
visual characteristics of different Gaussian attributes.
Spatial-Temporal Decomposition for Position Dynamics. Posi-
tion deformation requires careful spatial-temporal filtering because
not all Gaussians need to deform at every moment, and not all spatial
locations are equally important at each timestamp. The decomposi-
tion pattern exhibits dual selectivity:

Spatial selectivity. At any given timestamp, only a subset of Gaus-
sians significantly contribute to the deformation, while others should
remain static to maintain scene stability.

Temporal selectivity. For a given Gaussian primitive, its activation
varies across different timestamps, i.e., it may be dormant at certain
frames but reactivated when motion patterns require.

We model this dual selectivity by constructing a phase space
where each Gaussian primitive’s equilibrium state is determined by
both its spatial position and temporal context. For the i-th Gaussian
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Fig. 2. Overall pipeline of NeHaD. (from left to right) An HNN with MLP baseline learns conservation laws from data. Through backpropagation of
Hamiltonian gradients, the HNN optimizes vector fields and predicts Gaussian deformations (position, scaling, rotation) via adapters. The Boltzmann
equilibrium decomposition decides which primitives should not be deformed with soft masks, i.e., smaller deviations from equilibrium maintain static during
deformation. Physics-informed constraints including symplectic integration and rigidity regularization are used to preserve system properties.

at position p; and timestamp ¢, the equilibrium deviation is:

(i) (i)
- t—1t
Adi _ ””1 Heq ”2’ A - eq ) (7)
Os O
where péf]) and téfl) represent the spatial and temporal equilibrium

states for the i-th Gaussian primitive, respectively, and oy, o5 control
the sensitivity scales. The spatial and temporal equilibrium states are
both initialized as Gaussian attributes and optimized during training.
Distance from equilibrium determines dynamic/static status - larger
distances indicate greater deviation from equilibrium, meaning more
intense motion, hence more likely to be dynamic primitives. The
combined spatial-temporal energy deviation follows a harmonic
oscillator model for simplicity:

ED = %(Ad,.z + AT + AAdiAT, ®)
where the coupling term AAd;Ar; captures the interdependence
between spatial and temporal deviations, reflecting that spatial mo-
tion patterns are inherently coupled with temporal evolution. The
position equilibrium mask follows the Boltzmann distribution:

=(1-y) exp(—BEY) +v, ©)

where f = 1/T is the inverse temperature that controls the sharp-
ness of the energy distribution, and y ensures minimum dynamic
responsiveness to prevent complete deactivation of primitives.

This mask naturally achieves the desired dual selectivity: primi-
tives near equilibrium keep static, while those far from equilibrium
are subjected to stronger deformations.

Mo,

Temporal-Only Decomposition for Scaling Dynamics. Scal-
ing dynamics exhibit fundamentally different visual characteristics
compared to position dynamics. The visual granularity of scaling
changes is much smaller than positional changes, primarily affecting
surface smoothness and appearance detail rather than global scene
structure. Consequently, our decomposition strategy for scaling
follows a different principle:

Spatial universality. At any given timestamp, nearly all Gaussian
primitives should participate in scaling deformation, as scaling con-
tributes to the fine-grained surface details across the entire scene.

Temporal selectivity. Different timestamps have varying scaling
requirements, i.e, some moments benefit from active scaling to
enhance surface quality, while others require minimal scaling to
preserve texture authenticity.

Based on this analysis, we apply temporal-only decomposition for
scaling dynamics, eliminating spatial constraints while maintaining
temporal equilibrium-based separation.

For scaling, the temporal energy deviation is modeled as:

)z
where te(fl) is initialized and optimized dynamically as an Gauss-
ian attribute, and o; controls the temporal sensitivity around the

equilibrium time téfl)

(i) 1(“’353
ED = | —2
2 O

(10)

. Then the scaling equilibrium mask becomes:

M

@ = (1=y) - exp(~pE") +. (11)
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This temporal-only approach ensures that scaling deformation
adapts to the natural temporal rhythm of the scene while maintain-
ing spatial universality for surface detail preservation.

Finally, the BED mechanism integrates into the deformation
pipeline through equilibrium-aware blending, applying different
decomposition strategies based on attribute characteristics:

Bi=p+Ap; 0 (1= M;();)s)’ (12)
si=si+As;0 (1-MD ), (13)

where Ap; and As; are the HNN-generated deformation predictions,
and O is the Hadamard product. These deformation residuals can be
further regularized and refined using specialized physics-informed
constraints, which are introduced in the following subsection.

4.3 Physics-Informed Constraints

While the HNN decoder and BED mechanism provide physically
consistent deformation predictions and energy-based primitive se-
lection, the temporal evolution of Gaussian attributes requires addi-
tional physics-informed constraints to ensure stable and directed
dynamics. We introduce two specialized constraints guiding the de-
formation process: Second-order Symplectic Integration for position
dynamics and Local Rigidity Regularization for rotation dynamics.
Second-order Symplectic Integration. The temporal integration
of position dynamics presents a fundamental challenge in physics-
based simulation [Sholokhov et al. 2023]: maintaining energy con-
servation and system stability over extended time sequences. Stan-
dard Euler integration and higher-order Runge-Kutta methods [Sili
and Mayers 2003], commonly used in neural operators, suffer from
energy drift and numerical instability, particularly for systems gov-
erned by Hamiltonian mechanics, due to violating symplecticity.

To ensure the long-term stability of our physics-based simulation,
we use a symplectic integrator to update the position of each Gauss-
ian. We have adopted the Position Verlet integration scheme, which
requires both the current velocity and acceleration of a primitive.
Specifically, our HNN decoder is structured to provide both of these
physical quantities:

Velocity. The primary deformation vector, Ay;, is interpreted as
the instantaneous velocity of the i-th primitive at a given timestamp.

Force. The HNN also learns a latent potential energy landscape as
part of its Hamiltonian. The force acting on the i-th primitive is the
negative gradient of this potential (-V 4% (q;)). This force guides
the Gaussian position updates within the symplectic integration,
treating the primitives as particles driven toward energy minimiza-
tion. This regularizes the system and helps enforce conservation
laws, even in the presence of dissipative effects. We obtain this
force vector F; directly from the conservative component (v.) of
the HNN’s output vector field (see Eq. (5)), which induces a change
in the primitive’s momentum (i.e., acceleration) and is calculated
via automatic differentiation.

Assuming unit mass (m = 1) for each Gaussian primitive?, the
force is equivalent to acceleration (a; = F;). We can then substitute
these terms into the standard Position Verlet integration formula:

2Newton’s second law of motion is expressed mathematically as F = ma, where
F represents the net force acting on an object, m denotes the object’s mass, and a
represents the resulting acceleration.
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. (At)?
By =p+ A Ap +

F;. (14)

This formulation bridges our data-driven predictions with a prin-
cipled integration scheme, ensuring that the position updates of
the Gaussians respects the underlying physical laws (e.g., symplec-
tic structures) learned by the HNN. Note that Eq. (14) should be
applied before Eq. (12), i.e, p; = f1; © (1 - MISL)S) +u; © MI(,;)S. A
detailed description of the algorithm pipeline can be found in the
Appendix A.2.

Local Rigidity Regularization. Rotation dynamics in Gaussian
Splatting present unique challenges due to the quaternion parame-
terization and the need to maintain local geometric coherence.

To address these challenges, we implement the local rigidity reg-
ularization motivated by As-Rigid-As-Possible (ARAP) [Sorkine and
Alexa 2007], which constrains rotation updates to preserve local
rigidity while allowing global flexibility. The ARAP principle ensures
that local neighborhoods of Gaussian primitives undergo near-rigid
transformations, preventing unnatural deformations while main-
taining overall scene dynamics. To ensure temporally smooth and
geometrically stable rotations, we regularize the rotation updates
to prevent unnaturally large changes between time steps. This is
achieved by clamping the magnitude of the rotation angle.

For the i-th Gaussian primitive with quaternion rotation r; =
[wi, x5, y;, 2] T, we apply simplified ARAP-constrained rotation up-
dates that do not require minimizing energy functions as in [Huang
et al. 2023; Sorkine and Alexa 2007]. The rotation head of our HNN
decoder predicts a unit quaternion, Ar;, which represents the change
in orientation from time ¢ to ¢t + At. We can decompose this quater-
nion increment into its scalar and vector components:

Ar; = [Aw;, Ag;]T,  Ag; = [Ax;, Ay, Azi] T, (15)

where Awj; is the scalar part, indicating the rotation magnitude, and
Ag; is the vector part, representing the rotation axis scaled by angle.
We convert this quaternion into its axis-angle representation to get
the total rotation angle ¢; = 2 - atan2(||Ag; ||, Aw;) in practice®.

To prevent abrupt rotational changes, we apply a smooth limiting
function that constrains large rotations while preserving small nat-

ural rotations to get a clamped angle, i.e., ¢; = @max - tanh ( b ),

Pmax

where ¢4, defines the maximum allowable rotation per timestamp,
and tanh(-) provides smooth saturation effect. Further on these
steps, the constrained quaternion increment Ar; is constructed as:

Ar} = [cos((}s—;),sin(ﬂ) ir (16)
2 2 ) llAg;l|

and the final rotation is thus obtained through quaternion multipli-
cation followed by normalization r; = N (r; ® Ar}), where ® and
N (-) denote quaternion multiplication and normalization.

5 Experiments

5.1 Experimental Setup
Datasets. We evaluate on both monocular and multi-view dynamic
scene datasets, including synthetic and real-world scenes:

3Using “atan2” is more numerically stable than “arctan”, especially for angles greater
than 90 degrees, and is the standard practice.



Low Medium High Rate

Fig. 3. Qualitative results of adaptive streaming. NeHaD adapts effec-
tively to progressive streaming across varying allocated rates.

Table 1. Quantitative results. Averaged metrics over all scenes in the
respective datasets. The best and second-best results are indicated in bold
and underlined, respectively.

D-NeRF [Pumarola et al. 2021] (monocular, synthetic, 800x800)

Method | PSNRT  SSIMT  LPIPS| | Train Time | | FPS 1
D-NeRF 29.68 0.947 0.058 48hrs <1
TiNeuVox 32.74 0.972 0.051 28min 15
K-Planes 31.52 0.967 0.047 52min 0.97
HexPlane 31.04 0.97 0.04 11.5min 2.5
4DGS 35.34 0.985 0.021 20min 82
SC-GS 40.26 0.992 0.009 30min 164
Ours | 40.91 0.995 0008 | 24min | 62

HyperNeRF [Park et al. 2021b] (monocular, real-world, 536X960)

Method | PSNRT MS-SSIMT LPIPS | | Train Time | | FPS 1
HyperNeRF | 22.41 0.814 0.131 32hrs <1
TiNeuVox 24.20 0.836 0.128 30min 1
4DGS 25.24 0.845 0.116 34min 32
DeformGS 25.02 0.822 0.116 1.5hrs 13
SaRO-GS 25.38 0.850 0.110 1.2hrs 34
Grid4D 25.50 0.856 0.107 2.5hrs 37
Ours | 25.69 0.858 0.104 | 45min | 25

DyNeRF [Li et al. 2022] (multi-view, real-world, 1352x1014)

Method | PSNRT D-SSIM| LPIPS | | Train Time | | FPS 1
DyNeRF 29.58 0.020 0.083 1344hrs <1
HexPlane 31.70 0.014 0.075 12hrs 0.2
4DGS 31.17 0.016 0.049 42min 30
STG 32.05 0.014 0.044 10hrs 110
SaRO-GS 32.15 0.014 0.044 1.5hrs 32
Swift4D 32.23 0.014 0.043 25min 125
Ours | 3235 0.013 0042 | 50min | 21

Synthetic Dataset. We use D-NeRF [Pumarola et al. 2021] for syn-
thetic scene evaluation rendering at 800x800 resolution.
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Real-World Datasets. We use HyperNeRF [Park et al. 2021b] and

DyNeRF [Li et al. 2022] for real-world scene evaluation. Camera
poses are estimated using COLMAP [Schonberger and Frahm 2016].
We report quantitative results on HyperNeRF’s “vrig” scenes at
536960 resolution and DyNeRF at 1352x1014 resolution.
Hyperparameters. Our hyperparameter settings largely follow
4DGS [Wu et al. 2024]. More experimental implementation details
are summarized in Appendix A.3.
Loss Function. Following previous work [Fang et al. 2022; Kerbl
et al. 2023; Wu et al. 2024], we supervise training using color loss £;
and structure loss Lpssiayr between the rendered and the ground-
truth images. Additionally, a grid-based total variational loss [Cao
and Johnson 2023; Wu et al. 2024] Lrvy is applied:

Liotar = (1 =)Ly + ALpssim + Lrv, (17)

where A, weighting between £; and Lpssa, is set to 0.2.

5.2 Applications: Streaming

To evaluate the practical utility of NeHaD in graphics applications,
we extend it to adaptive streaming for VR requirements, which
is challenging in bandwidth-constrained environments. We adapt
NeHaD to streaming through two enhancements: (a) scale-aware
anisotropic MipMapping for efficient multi-level texture sampling,
and (b) layered progressive optimization for global level-of-detail
(LOD) rendering. More details of streaming methodology are sum-
marized in Appendix A.4. Qualitative results for adaptive streaming
are illustrated in Fig. 3.

5.3 Experimental Results

We compare NeHaD with state-of-the-art models on three datasets:
the synthetic D-NeRF, the monocular? real-world HyperNeRF, and
the multi-view real-world DyNeRF.

Qualitative Comparisons. Qualitative results for D-NeRF, Hyper-
NeRF, and DyNeRF datasets are shown in Fig. 5, Fig. 6, Fig. 7, and
Fig. 8, respectively. Our method consistently outperforms baseline
models in visual perception, delivering realistic renderings with
coherent dynamic motion.

Quantitative Comparisons. Quantitative results are summarized
in Tab. 1. NeHaD outperforms state-of-the-art methods across all
quality evaluation metrics. While not matching the rendering speed
of the most efficient methods like [Li et al. 2023] in real-world
scenes, NeHaD maintains over 20 FPS, which is acceptable given its
improved visual quality.

5.4 Ablation Study

We conduct ablation studies on the synthetic D-NeRF dataset. Tab.
2 and Fig. 4 present our ablation results, with both quantitative
and qualitative evaluations confirming the effectiveness of each
proposed module in NeHaD.

Ablation of Hamiltonian Neural Network Decoder. The base-
line without HNN decoder produces blurred and over-smoothed
rendering results, likely due to low-rank assumptions and inade-
quate dynamics modeling. Detailed examination reveals Gaussian

4Monocular here refers to having only one viewpoint at any given time.
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Table 2. Ablation study. We start with 4DGS [Wu et al. 2024] and improve
it with proposed components on the synthetic dataset, respectively.

PSNRT  SSIM 1
35.34 0.985 0.021

Model configuration LPIPS |

Baseline model

+  Hamiltonian neural network 37.69 0.989 0.012
a Spatial-temporal decomposition 37.46 0.989 0.014
ﬁf Temporal-only decomposition 36.08 0.986 0.019
Q Symplectic integration 36.53 0.986 0.018
Q: Local rigidity regularization 36.04 0.986 0.020

40.91 0.995 0.008

Proposed model

w/o HNN w/o BED w/o PIC NeHaD (Ours)  Ground Truth

Fig. 4. Ablation visualization. Without the proposed modules, rendering
results exhibit motion artifacts and visual distortions. In contrast, our com-
plete NeHaD model produces significantly higher quality results, demon-
strating the effectiveness of our approach.

primitives positioned irregularly across surfaces, indicating the de-
formation field lacks physics-based inductive biases for unsuper-
vised motion learning. Incorporating the HNN decoder improves
visual quality metrics by approximately 6.7% over the baseline.
Ablation of Boltzmann Equilibrium Decomposition. Without
BED to separate static and dynamic Gaussians, rendering results
exhibit noticeable artifacts in motion regions with mixed textures,
significantly reducing quality metrics.

Ablation of Physics-Informed Constraints. Quantitative results
confirm the effectiveness of physical constraints. Similar to find-
ings in [Wu et al. 2024], position deformation contributes most
significantly to overall Gaussian deformation, with its physics regu-
larization providing guidance that reduces motion trajectory ambi-
guity. Meanwhile, local rigidity regularization on rotation enhances
motion stability through constrained rotation magnitudes.

6 Conclusion

In this paper, we introduce NeHaD, a neural deformation field for
dynamic Gaussian Splatting guided by Hamiltonian mechanics.
Our method decomposes 4D spatial-temporal representations using
Boltzmann equilibrium decomposition and employs an HNN-based
decoder to predict Gaussian deformations with physics-informed
constraints that ensure robustness against scene perturbations. The
approach extends naturally to bandwidth-constrained streaming
applications with minimal modifications. Extensive experiments
demonstrate that our method achieves improved rendering reality.
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Fig. 5. Visualization of Gaussian spatial distributions and motion
trajectories during deformation. Compared to baseline [Wu et al. 2024]
using MLP-based decoders, our HNN-based approach inherently respects
Hamiltonian mechanics principles, resulting in more directed, ordered, and
natural movements instead of relying solely on stochastic optimization.

Limitation. While improvements achieved, our method also has
limitations. First, specialized regularization for real-world scenes
may conflict with ground-truth dynamics, especially under occlu-
sion, large dissipation, or fluid deformation. Second, learning Hamil-
tonian introduces extra computational overhead, leading to reduced
real-time rendering performance. Future work could explore more
flexible neural operators and efficient rendering pipelines.
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A Appendix

A.1  Theorem Proof

TaEOREM A.1 (HELMHOLTZ DECOMPOSITION THEOREM). Let F :
R3 — R? be a sufficiently smooth vector field that decays rapidly at
infinity. Then F admits a unique decomposition:

F(r) = F conservative(r) + Fsolenoidal(T) (18)

where F conservative i irrotational (V X F copservative = 0) and F solenoidal
is divergence-free (V - F soienoidal = 0)-

Proor. We begin with the integral identity for any vector field
F(r) using the Dirac delta function:

F(r) =/VF(r’)(5(r—r')d3r' (19)

where V is the integration volume containing the observation point
r.

To proceed, we employ the fundamental identity relating the
Dirac delta function to the inverse Laplacian:

S(r-r') =—$V2 (;) (20)

=
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Substituting this identity into the integral representation yields:

__i ’ 2 1 3.7
F(r) = 4]T/‘/F(r )V (|r—r’|)dr (21)

Since the Laplacian operator V2 acts on the unprimed coordinates
r, we can move it outside the integral:

__ Y [ F() 5,
F(r) = 4”V /V|r—r’|dr (22)

Now we apply the fundamental vector calculus identity to decom-
pose the vector Laplacian:

VIA=V(V-A) -V x(VxA) (23)
Let G(r) = /V F("') 43¢ Then:

=

VG =V(V-G) -V x(VXG) (24)

Substituting this decomposition into our expression gives:

F(r):—ﬁ[V(V~G)—V><(V><G)] (25)
- lVV.6)+ LV Xx(Vx0) (26)
4 4
Expanding G explicitly:
__1 [ F() s,
F(r) = 4”V(V /V|r—r’|dr) 27)
1 F(r') 5,
+va(vx/‘,|r—r’|dr) (28)

This naturally leads us to identify the conservative and solenoidal
components as:

_ 1 F(r) 5,
Fc(r)——EV(V.[/|r_r,|d3r) (29)

_ 1 F(r) 5,
P = v (v [ i)

Thus, we have established that F(r) = F.(r) + F(r).
To verify the conservative nature of F., we compute its curl:

(30)

- _1 [ F@) 5,
VXF,=Vx 4”V(V /V|r—r’|dr)] (31)

__1 [ F@) s,

= 47[V><V(V /Vlr—r’ldr) (32)

By the fundamental vector calculus identity V X V& = 0 for any
scalar field ®:

VXF.=0 (33)

Similarly, to verify the solenoidal property of Fs, we compute its
divergence:

V.Fszv.[ﬁvx(vx‘/v F(r') d%«/)] (34)

=

=$V-VX(VX/VMd3r') (35)

=

By the fundamental vector calculus identity V - (V X A) = 0 for
any vector field A:
V.Fy=0 (36)
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To derive the explicit integral form, we use the vector identity
V. (PA) = A VP + DV - A and note that F(r’') depends only on
primed coordinates:

[r—r| lr—7'|
Since V (477) = =V’ () =~ 1250
V.( F(r') ):—F(r') Lr-r (38)
|r_r/| |r_rr|3

Using the identity V' - (F(r/) ) = YR F(r') -V’ (%)

=) = T =
and applying the divergence theorem to eliminate surface terms
(which vanish due to rapid decay at infinity), we obtain:

1 (V-F@)(r=r) 5,
F(r) = in '/R3 —|r e d’r (39)
N 1 (V'xF(r')x@x-r) By (40)
41 Jr3 lr—r'|3

To establish uniqueness, suppose there exist two decompositions:
F=F" +F) =F® +F{? (41)
This implies:
F) —F =FY - F (42)
Let G = Fgl) - ng) = FEZ) - Fgl). Since both Fgl) and ng) are
conservative:

VxG=Vx(FY-F?) =0 (43)

Since both F §1> and F §2) are solenoidal:
v.G=V-(FP -FV) =0 (44)

Therefore, G satisfies both VX G = 0 and V - G = 0. By the vector
Laplacian identity:

VG =V(V-G)-Vx(VxG)=0 (45)

With the boundary condition that G vanishes at infinity (due to
rapid decay), the unique solution to V2G = 0 is G = 0. Hence, the
decomposition is unique. O

The Helmholtz decomposition theorem [Griffiths 2023] estab-
lishes that any vector field can be uniquely separated into its funda-
mental physical components. In Hamiltonian Neural Networks, this
provides the theoretical foundation for learning physically meaning-
ful representations where the conservative component v, preserves
energy and the solenoidal component v preserves volume, naturally
capturing the physics of deformable systems.

A2 Algorithm Pipeline

For clarity and ease of understanding, we present the overall algo-
rithm pipeline of NeHaD in Alg. 1.



Algorithm 1: NeHaD: Neural Hamiltonian Deformation Fields

Input: input images {7, } thl, camera parameters { V;} tT:1
Output: deformed Gaussians G’

Initialization:

canonical Gaussians Gy < {u, s, r, a, c}; hex-plane encoder &;
HNN decoder D « (M, Fy, F;); adapters A « {A,, As, Ay };
equilibrium states { p(eil), téf; }
for iter =1 to Nj;er do
fort=1to T do

Sample V; // current viewpoint
for each Gaussian i do

Feature extraction;

u; — (p;,t); // 4D coordinate
fi — e (P, i (u3)); // hex-plane feature
h; — M(f;); // latent representation

Hamiltonian prediction;
v & Vi, Fi(h)I; // conservative field
vs — Vp, Fo(h)MT; // solenoidal field
U — v, + Ug; // combined field
Ap; — ﬂu(”)§ As; — As(v); Ar; — A (v);
// offsets
Physics-informed constraints;
f1; — p; +At-Ap; + <A2t)2 [ZP8 // symplectic
position update
¢i < 2atan2(||Ag;|l, Awi);
@} — Pmax tanh(¢;/Pmax); // rigidity clamp
Ar;  [cos(¢}/2), sin(¢}/2) 32y 173
ri — N(r; ® Ar});
Boltzmann equilibrium masks;
Ad; — Il = pl lofoss At — (£ = t8) [ors
// spatial and temporal deviations
EY  1(Ad? + At2) + AAd;iAT;
Mi(,i,)s —(1-y) exp(—ﬂES)) +y;// position mask
B L((t =1l /o)

// unit quaternion update

M (1-y) exp(~BE") +y; // scaling mask
Masked updates;
u;<—ﬁi0(1—Ml(,’25)+pi®M;,QS; // final
position
s;—s;i+As; 0 (1- Ms(é)ale); // final scaling
end

Rendering and optimization;

G —{p.s, v, ac}

X « R(V:,G’); // differentiable rasterization
Le—(1-AN)L+ALpssim+ L1v; // loss
Update all parameters by backpropagation;

end
end
return Optimized deformation model

A.3  Implementation Details

Datasets. We evaluate on both monocular and multi-view dynamic
scene datasets, including synthetic and real-world scenes:
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Synthetic Dataset. We use D-NeRF [Pumarola et al. 2021] for syn-
thetic scene evaluation. D-NeRF contains 8 scenes with large-scale
movements and non-Lambertian materials, posing challenges for
dynamic modeling. We render at 800x800 resolution.

Real-World Datasets. We evaluate on HyperNeRF [Park et al.
2021b] and DyNeRF [Li et al. 2022] for real-world scenes. Hyper-
NeRF captures scenes using 1 or 2 cameras with straightforward
motions, while DyNeRF contains 6 ten-second videos recorded at
30 FPS using 15 to 20 static cameras. Unlike synthetic data, camera
poses are estimated using COLMAP [Schonberger and Frahm 2016].
We report quantitative results on HyperNeRF’s “vrig” (validation rig)
scenes at 536x960 resolution and DyNeRF at 1352x1014 resolution.
Baselines. We compare NeHaD with several state-of-the-art meth-
ods [Cao and Johnson 2023; Fang et al. 2022; Fridovich-Keil et al.
2023; Huang et al. 2023; Li et al. 2023; Wu et al. 2024, 2025; Xu et al.
2024a; Yan et al. 2024; Yang et al. 2024]. TiNeuVox, K-Planes, and Hex-
Plane are NeRF-based approaches: TiNeuVox uses 3D grids while
K-Planes and HexPlane employ plane-based explicit representations.
4DGS, DeformGS, SC-GS, STG, Grid4D, SaRO-GS, and Swift4D are
Gaussian-based methods. 4DGS, DeformGS and SaRO-GS combine
plane-based representations with MLP-based deformation fields.
SC-GS builds on DeformGS using sparse control points for dynamic
rendering and editing. STG extends 3DGS to 4D spacetime with tem-
poral opacity and polynomial motion for real-time synthesis. Grid4D
and Swift4D both use hash encoding as explicit representations to
decompose spatial-temporal Gaussian deformations.

Evaluation Metrics. We employ multiple metrics to evaluate our
method. For rendering quality, we use PSNR, SSIM [Wang et al.
2004], DSSIM, MS-SSIM, and LPIPS [Zhang et al. 2018]. For rendering
efficiency, we measure FPS. All results are averaged across all scenes
unless specified otherwise. Due to the lack of standard metrics for
physical plausibility, we evaluate this aspect through qualitative
comparisons and dynamics visualization.

Hyperparameters. Our hyperparameter settings largely follow
4DGS [Wu et al. 2024]. For all datasets, a basic resolution of 64 is
used for the hex-plane encoder with upsampling factors of 2 and 4.
The learning rate starts at 0.0016 and is decayed to 0.00016 by the
end of training. The pruning interval is changed to 8000 and only a
single upsampling rate of the hex-plane encoder as 2 because the
relatively simple structures in D-NeRF [Pumarola et al. 2021] dataset.
The Gaussian deformation decoder consists of a single HNN trained
with Adam optimizer [Kingma and Ba 2014] at a learning rate of
0.001. Most scenes are trained for 20,000 iterations with a batch size
of 1, while complex real-world scenes such as flame_salmon require
additional training, and we empirically set to 30,000 iterations. All
experiments are conducted on a single NVIDIA RTX 3090 GPU.

A.4 Detailed Methodology of Streaming

We adapt NeHaD to streaming through two enhancements: (a) scale-
aware anisotropic MipMapping for efficient multi-level texture sam-
pling, and (b) layered progressive optimization for global level-of-
detail (LOD) rendering, as illustrated in Fig. 9.

To formulate the streaming strategy mathematically, given a scale
factor s € R3 representing sampling scales in spatial dimensions,
we aim to compute an adaptive mipmap level vector I € R* for
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Scale 3 71
S opt. |- @ * | sampling
Scale2 - -
Scalel./ ® /"\
L@ v v
AL Ratio

Anisotropy Level Selection

Trilinear MipMapping

(a) The pipeline of scale-aware anisotropic MipMapping for anti-aliasing

Level 0 Level 1 Level 2 Level 3

«
Go Go AG Go AG AG, Go AG AGy AGy

Rate

(b) The pipeline of layered progressive optimization for adaptive streaming

Fig. 9. Methodology overview of adapting NeHaD to streaming.
(a) Scale-aware anisotropic mipmapping pipeline for anti-aliasing: differ-
ent scales from varying viewing distances are analyzed using anisotropic
weights, followed by mipmap level selection and trilinear MipMapping for
texture sampling. (b) Layered progressive optimization pipeline for adaptive
streaming: training proceeds progressively across different LOD levels (from
lower to higher resolution), with Gaussian residuals obtained adaptively
based on opacity to enhance the ground Gaussian (level 0) in a layered
manner for increased detail at higher rendering rates.

anisotropic filtering requirements. The input scale is normalized
by clamp(-, @, b), constraining s to [3, 5 @ r|, where r € N3 is the
resolution ratio vector and O represents element-wise multiplication.
The level I is computed using normalized § and original scale s
through binary logarithmic operations, ie., I = logz(z?s).

The dominant axis is determined by the ratio of current level to
maximum level. Given the principle level L from this dominant axis,

the final level I is computed as:

tanh(p/3 - 1)

where L is the mean principle level across spatial dimensions, 3(p)
is the anisotropy regularization factor smoothly interpolating be-
tween isotropic (f — 0) and anisotropic (f — 1) regimes, and p
is computed by dividing the maximum and minimum I. Using the
selected final level I, we perform trilinear MipMapping through the
nvdiffrast [Laine et al. 2020] library.

For layered progressive optimization, following [Shi et al. 2024],
we begin with the lowest quality level (lowest resolution images) and
initially optimize ground Gaussian splats Gy. As training progresses,
higher resolution views are considered at each layer. Gaussian splats
at various quality levels are represented as {G; fi o (with total N
levels). The layered progressive optimization process is represented

as {Go, {AGI}Y, }:
Gi=Go+ ), AG; jef{L2.. N} (47)
j=1

where AG; is the j-th enhancement layer. To achieve smooth transi-
tions between low and high quality layers, we follow [Fan et al. 2024;
Shi et al. 2024; Sun et al. 2024b] by adjusting the opacity threshold,
allowing the system to fine-tune transmitted rates and adapt to
varying network bandwidths or device capabilities.
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Table 3. Summary of notations used throughout the paper

Symbol Description

G Gaussian primitive

peRd Position

seR? Scaling

reR? Rotation quaternion

aeR Opacity (scalar)

c eR” Color (spherical harmonics, SH)

T e R¥3 Covariance matrix

AG Gaussian deformation

A, As, Ar Position, scaling, and rotation offsets
& Hex-plane encoder

D Deformation decoder

Py Plane k in hex-plane factorization

f Hex-plane spatial-temporal features
u=(xyzt) 4D coordinate

q,p € R? Coordinates (position, momentum)
H Hamiltonian (total energy)

U Potential energy

K Kinetic energy

Sy Symplectic gradient

M Permutation tensor

M MLP baseline in HNN

heRY Latent representation

F, F, Scalar functions for vector fields

Ve, Us Conservative and solenoidal fields
Ay, As, Ay Gaussian attribute adapters

[ Network parameters

u glq) tég Spatial/temporal equilibrium states
Ei’t) , Eii) Spatial-temporal/temporal energy deviation
M 1(,25, 5(21 le Equilibrium masks for position/scaling
p=1/T Inverse temperature

y Minimum dynamic responsiveness
o5, Ot Spatial and temporal sensitivity scales
A Coupling coefficient

F; Force field

i; Symplectically integrated position

i Rotation angle

Pmax Maximum allowable rotation

Ag;, Aw; Vector/scalar parts of quaternion increment
R Differentiable rasterization operator
X Rendered image (novel view)

1; Input image at timestamp ¢

V: Camera view matrix at timestamp #
L, Ly,...., Lrv  Loss terms

At, T, Niter Time step, total timestamps, and training iterations

A.5 Notation Table
The notations used throughout the paper can be found in Tab. 3.



	Abstract
	1 Introduction
	2 Related Work
	2.1 NeRF-based Dynamic Scene Rendering
	2.2 Gaussian-based Dynamic Scene Rendering

	3 Preliminaries
	3.1 Gaussian Splatting
	3.2 Hamiltonian Mechanics

	4 Methodology
	4.1 Neural Hamiltonian Deformation Fields
	4.2 Boltzmann Equilibrium Decomposition
	4.3 Physics-Informed Constraints

	5 Experiments
	5.1 Experimental Setup
	5.2 Applications: Streaming
	5.3 Experimental Results
	5.4 Ablation Study

	6 Conclusion
	Acknowledgments
	References
	A Appendix
	A.1 Theorem Proof
	A.2 Algorithm Pipeline
	A.3 Implementation Details
	A.4 Detailed Methodology of Streaming
	A.5 Notation Table


