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Figure 1: We present MEGS?, a memory-efficient framework designed to solve the rendering mem-
ory bottleneck of 3D Gaussian Splatting and enable high-quality, real-time rendering on edge de-
vices. As demonstrated in our WebGL-based viewer, 3D Gaussian Splatting(3DGS) with Spherical
Harmonics (SH) exhibits low frame rates on desktop GPU and fails to run on mobile platforms. In
contrast, MEGS? achieves interactive frame rates across all tested devices, from desktop to mobile,
significantly expanding the applicability of 3DGS.

ABSTRACT

3D Gaussian Splatting (3DGS) has emerged as a dominant novel-view synthe-
sis technique, but its high memory consumption severely limits its applicability
on edge devices. A growing number of 3DGS compression methods have been
proposed to make 3DGS more efficient, yet most only focus on storage compres-
sion and fail to address the critical bottleneck of rendering memory. To address
this problem, we introduce MEGS?, a novel memory-efficient framework that
tackles this challenge by jointly optimizing two key factors: the total primitive
number and the parameters per primitive, achieving unprecedented memory com-
pression. Specifically, we replace the memory-intensive spherical harmonics with
lightweight arbitrarily-oriented spherical Gaussian lobes as our color representa-
tions. More importantly, we propose a unified soft pruning framework that models
primitive-number and lobe-number pruning as a single constrained optimization
problem. Experiments show that MEGS? achieves a 50% static VRAM reduc-
tion and a 40% rendering VRAM reduction compared to existing methods, while
maintaining comparable rendering quality.

1 INTRODUCTION

Although 3D Gaussian Splatting (3DGS) (Kerbl et al., [2023) has been rapidly replacing implicit
neural radiance fields (NeRF) (Mildenhall et al., [2020) as the dominant paradigm in neural render-

ing—thanks to its fast reconstruction, real-time performance, and high-quality outputs—supporting
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its application across devices with varying constraints has become increasingly important. As a re-
sult, compression of 3DGS (Bagdasarian et al., 2025) is gaining significantly more attention, with
the goal of enabling real-world use cases on edge devices, such as mobile 3D scanning and preview-
ing, virtual try-on, and real-time rendering in video games.

Nevertheless, existing compression methods only focus on storage compression rather than memory
compression. While the former storage compression speeds up the one-time data transfer of 3DGS
files, the rendering memory dictates whether the 3DGS rendering process can run smoothly on edge
devices. This limits the applicability of 3DGS applications to low-end devices like cell phones.
For example, some methods based on neural compression, vector quantization, and hash grid com-
pression (Chen et al.| [2024; |Girish et al.| [2024; [Lee et al. [2024) achieve high storage compression
rates. However, these methods require decoding the full Gaussian parameters from a compressed
state before rendering, even resulting in a larger rendering memory than the 3DGS methods without
compression. Another branch of works, i.e., primitive pruning methods (Zhang et al.l [2025b; [Fang
& Wang, [2024)), are effective at reducing both storage and rendering memory due to the reduced
primitives. However, these pruning methods still need to retain a substantial number of 3D Gaus-
sians for a reasonable rendering quality, which still consumes a large rendering memory. How to
further reduce the rendering memory of 3DGS-based rendering methods remains an open question.

In this paper, we observe that the overall memory consumption for 3DGS rendering is intrinsically
tied to two key factors: the total primitive count and the parameters per primitive. Thus, we propose
a novel framework that simultaneously reduces both factors, rather than only optimizing for the
primitive numbers in previous methods [Zhang et al.| (2025b)); Fang & Wang| (2024)). Specifically,
the rendering VRAM can be divided into a static component and a dynamic component. The static
part relates directly to the total number of Gaussian primitives loaded into the renderer, which is a
product of the primitive count and the parameters per primitive. On the other hand, the dynamic
part, which consists of intermediate data like projected 2D Gaussian parameters and the tile-depth-
gaussian key-value table, is also related to the primitive count in the specific camera viewpoint. This
inherent relationship underscores that to reduce the overall memory footprint, we need to reduce
both the number of primitives and the per-primitive parameter size.

Based on this analysis, we conclude that to truly address the memory bottleneck, we must reduce
both the number of primitives and the number of parameters per primitive. To this end, we first ana-
lyze the limitations of using Spherical Harmonics (SH) for color representation. While effective for
low-frequency lighting, SH functions are inherently global and require many high-order coefficients
to represent localized, high-frequency details like sharp highlights. This results in low parameter uti-
lization and makes them difficult to compress due to the varying parameter counts across different
degrees. Building upon this, we introduce the use of Spherical Gaussians (SG) as a more memory-
efficient alternative. Spherical Gaussians excel at modeling view-dependent signals with very few
parameters, and their complexity can be flexibly controlled by the number of lobes. This inherent
locality and sparsity make them a much more convenient and effective choice for compression.

Based on the SG-based representation, we further introduce a novel unified soft pruning frame-
work. We leverage the favorable properties of Spherical Gaussians to dynamically prune redun-
dant lobes for each primitive, thereby compressing the per-primitive parameter count. To achieve
a globally optimal memory footprint, our framework models the two traditionally separate pruning
problems—primitive-count pruning and per-primitive lobe pruning—as a single constrained opti-
mization problem, with the total parameter budget serving as a unified constraint. Extensive ex-
periments demonstrate that the proposed MEGS? achieves an excellent balance between rendering
quality and VRAM efficiency.

Overall, our contributions can be summarized as follows:

* We introduce a novel color representation for 3DGS by replacing spherical harmonics with
arbitrarily-oriented spherical Gaussians, which significantly reduces the per-primitive pa-
rameter count and thus lowers rendering VRAM with minimal impact on quality.

* We propose a unified soft pruning framework that models both primitive-count and lobe-
pruning as a memory-constrained optimization problem, which yields superior perfor-
mance compared to existing staged or hard-pruning methods.

* We achieve unprecedented memory compression for 3DGS, surpassing both vanilla and
state-of-the-art lightweight methods. Our method delivers over an 8 x static VRAM com-



pression and nearly a 6 x rendering VRAM compression compared to vanilla 3DGS, while
maintaining or even improving rendering quality. Furthermore, it still achieves a 2x static
VRAM compression and a 40% rendering VRAM reduction over the SOTA method, Gaus-
sianSpa, with comparable quality.

2 RELATED WORK

2.1 EVOLUTION OF SPLATTING-BASED SCENE REPRESENTATIONS

While Neural Radiance Fields (NeRF) (Mildenhall et al., [2020) and their variants (Barron et al.,
2021 Miiller et al., [2022; Barron et al., 2023)) achieved excellent quality in novel view synthesis,
their slow rendering speeds precluded real-time applications. 3D Gaussian Splatting (3DGS) (Kerbl
et al.l 2023) overcame this limitation by introducing a differentiable rasterizer for 3D Gaussians,
enabling unprecedented real-time performance with high visual fidelity. The success of 3DGS, how-
ever, highlighted its primary challenge: a substantial memory and storage footprint. This has directly
motivated the body of work on 3DGS compression and pruning that we discuss subsequently.

2.2 MEMORY ANALYSIS IN 3DGS RENDERING

In most 3DGS compression studies (Bagdasarian et al.| 2025), the rendering memory footprint has
not been thoroughly analyzed or compared. Memory usage can be conceptualized into two main
components: a static portion, consisting of the total parameters of all loaded Gaussian primitives,
and a dynamic portion, representing the runtime overhead. The dynamic overhead, which is highly
dependent on a renderer’s implementation, includes the storage of preprocessed 2D Gaussian at-
tributes—an overhead that scales significantly with the number of rendering channels, as seen in
multi-channel applications like Feature Splatting (Q1u et al., [2024). Additionally, it includes data
structures required by tile-based renderers, an overhead first discussed and optimized by FlashGS
(Feng et al.,|2024) for large-scale scenes.

2.3 PRUNING TECHNIQUES FOR 3DGS

Pruning unimportant primitives is a natural and widely explored approach for 3DGS compression.
Some work has focused on refining adaptive density control strategies to achieve more efficient
representations (Kheradmand et al., [2025} |Cheng et al., 2024; |Liu et al., |2024a; Pateux et al., [2025;
Mallick et al.}[2024; Kim et al.,[2024)). Other research has concentrated on defining better importance
metrics to decide which primitives to remove, with notable examples including LP-3DGS (Zhang
et al., 2024), mini-splatting (Fang & Wang) [2024)), and Reduced3DGS (Papantonakis et al., |2024),
the latter of which also involves spherical harmonic pruning. A recent noteworthy development is
GaussianSpa (Zhang et al.| [2025b), which models pruning as a constrained optimization problem,
offering a novel perspective and good compatibility with other pruning techniques. While effective
at reducing the number of primitives, these methods generally achieve a limited compression ratio
and are therefore often used as an initial step within a larger, integrated compression pipeline.

2.4 OTHER COMPRESSION SCHEMES FOR 3DGS

Besides pruning, researchers have applied common compression techniques like vector quantization,
scalar quantization, neural, and hash grid compression to 3DGS (Girish et al.;,[2024; |Lee et al.,[2024;
Wang et al.,2024a; |Lee et al.|[2025; [Liu et al., 2024b; [Navaneet et al.,[2024; [Xie et al.| | 2024). While
methods with entropy encoding (Chen et al.| 2024} 2025} [Liu et al., 2025; Wang et al., [2024c)
achieve the highest storage compression ratios, they are often limited to structured (anchor-based)
Gaussian representations (Lu et al., [2023; [Ren et al., 2024} [Zhang et al.| [2025a). These techniques
may drastically reduce file size, but they fail to deliver a comparable reduction in rendering memory.
This is because they cannot render directly from a compressed state; instead, they must first decode
the full Gaussian parameters. The resulting memory footprint is, therefore, never smaller than that
required for uncompressed Gaussian primitives, and the decoding process itself, particularly when
involving neural networks, can introduce significant additional memory overhead.
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Figure 2: The detailed architecture of our proposed MEGS2. (A) In Section we first re-
place the memory-intensive Spherical Harmonics (SH) with Spherical Gaussian (SG) representa-
tion. (B) In Section [3.3.1} we formulate the compression as a memory-constrained optimization
problem(Eq[6), which is solved using an ADMM:-inspired approach (Section [3.3.2) that jointly ad-
justs primitive opacity and lobe sharpness to progressively sparsify both the number of primitives
and the lobes. (C) In Section [3.3.3] primitives and lobes with near-zero opacity and sharpness are
removed, and a color compensation term (Eq[T3) is introduced to recover the energy of the removed
lobes, thereby maintaining rendering quality with a significantly smaller memory consumption.

3 METHOD

We present MEGS?, Memory-Efficient Gausian Splatting via Spherical Gaussian and Unified Prun-
ing, a novel Gaussian compression framework designed from a VRAM-centric perspective. Our
method achieves an optimal balance between rendering quality and memory footprint by simultane-
ously optimizing both the number of Gaussian primitives and the average parameters per primitive.

Overview Our pipeline (Fig[Z) begins with standard 3DGS initialization and densification. To
reduce the parameter count, we introduce a novel color representation for 3DGS by fully replacing
spherical harmonics (SH) with spherical Gaussians (SG) (Section @ The core of our approach
is a unified soft pruning framework (Section [3.3). This framework treats VRAM compression as
a constrained optimization problem, adjusting primitive opacities and lobe sharpness progressively.
After this process, a final post-processing step removes near-invalid primitives and low-sharpness
lobes to yield a highly compact set of Gaussian primitives that enables rendering with a significantly
reduced VRAM footprint.

3.1 PRELIMINARIES FOR 3D GAUSSIAN SPLATTING

Modeling 3D Gaussian Splatting (3DGS) (Kerbl et al.,[2023) represents a scene using a collection
of point-based 3D continuous Gaussian primitives. Each primitive is defined by its center position
u € R3, a positive definite covariance matrix ¥ € R3*3, a global opacity o, and a view-dependent
color model. The covariance matrix is structured as ¥ = RSST R to ensure its positive definite-
ness, where R is a rotation matrix and S is a scaling matrix. The view-dependent color is abstractly
defined as a function

c(v):8* - R3, (1)
which maps a viewing direction v from the unit sphere S? to an RGB color in R3.

Render Pipeline To render an image from a specific viewpoint, each primitive is projected onto
the 2D image plane. The 2D projected covariance matrix ¥’ is computed via ¥/ = JWEW TJT,
where W represents the view transformation and J is the Jacobian of the affine approximation of
the projective transformation. The final pixel color C' is then calculated by blending all projected



primitives that contribute to that pixel in a front-to-back order. The blending process is defined as:

1—1
C = Zciain(uaj), )

iEN j=1

where ¢; is the view-dependent color and «; is the rendering opacity of the ¢-th primitive. This
rendering opacity is determined by the primitive’s global opacity o; and the value of its projected
2D Gaussian at the pixel location. Specifically, the rendering opacity «; is calculated as:

1
o = 0; - exp (—2<x — )T x - u;>) , 3)

where x € R? is the pixel coordinate, i} € R? is the 2D projected mean, and 3, € R2*? is the 2D
projected covariance matrix. The view-dependent color ¢; is a function of the viewing direction v,
commonly modeled using Spherical Harmonics (SH) coefficients.

3.2 SPHERICAL GAUSSIANS

Although the original 3D Gaussian Splatting (3DGS) utilized Spherical Harmonics (SH) for color
modeling, as we discussed in Section[T} SH functions suffer from limitations in parameter efficiency
and the ability to model local and high-frequency signals.

In contrast, Spherical Gaussians (SG) offer a more compact representation, where the parameter
count can be controlled by adjusting the number of lobes. As we demonstrated in Figure[3] a three-
lobe SG requires only about half the parameters of a 3rd-order SH while achieving comparable
expressive power and superior high-frequency detail capture because, in most cases, we only need
to model highlights. Furthermore, as shown in Table[d] SG is more amenable to pruning than SH.

SG was first introduced in real-time rendering to support all-frequency shadows from both point
lights and environment lights (Wang et al2009). Specifically, a lobe of SG has the form

G(v;p,s,a) = ae® V=1, 4

where u € S? is the unit-length lobe axis, s € R controls the sharpness, and a € R? is the RGB
amplitude vector, with v € S? being the viewing direction.

We use the sum of all lobes of SG for color modeling and introduce a diffuse term to model the
direction-independent component. The view-dependent color ¢(v) is thus computed as:

n

c(v) = 00+ZG(V§M,S¢,01:)- &)

i=1

Where c¢(v) € R3 is the final color from the viewing direction v € S?, ¢y € R? is the direction-
independent diffuse color, and the sum is over n all lobes of SG, with p; € S? being the lobe axis,
s; € RT the sharpness, and a; € R? the RGB amplitude for the i-th spherical lobe.

Choice of arbitrarily-oriented SG lobes It is particularly notable that the lobe axes of different
SG are not constrained to be orthogonal, nor is any regularization term introduced to enforce orthog-
onality. Instead, each SG lobe is allowed to have an arbitrary direction. This flexibility grants the SG
model a higher degree of freedom, leading to greater representation capability compared to models
with fixed orthogonal axes. As shown in Figure [3] SG-Splatting (Wang et al.l 2024b) with fixed
orthogonal axes demonstrated significant rendering performance degradation, further underscoring
the importance of supporting arbitrarily oriented SG lobes.

3.3 UNIFIED SOFT-PRUNING FRAMEWORK

Benefiting from the property of Spherical Gaussians to control the number of parameters with the
number of lobes, they provide an ideal object for pruning. Given that most Gaussian primitives in
a scene require only a few lobes to effectively model their color, and that the number of Gaussian
primitives is itself often redundant, we propose a novel unified soft pruning framework. In the
framework, we first redefine the pruning of both Gaussian primitives and spherical lobes as a unified



optimization problem with a total memory-overhead constraint (Section [3.3.1). To handle the non-
differentiable nature of this constraint, we introduce an ADMM-inspired algorithm to efficiently
solve the problem (Section [3.3.2)). After optimization, the model enters a post-processing procedure
where the final primitives and spherical lobes are removed, with rendering quality subsequently
recovered through a color compensation strategy and minor fine-tuning (Section 3.3.3).

3.3.1 PROBLEM FORMULATION

We unify primitive count pruning and spherical lobe pruning into a memory-constrained optimiza-
tion problem. The Ly norm of the opacity vector represents the number of active primitives, as
Gaussian primitives with zero opacity make no contribution to rendering. Similarly, the Ly norm
of the sharpness vector denotes the number of active spherical lobes, since lobes with zero sharp-
ness exhibit no view-dependent effect and their color can be directly added to the diffuse term cy.
Building upon GaussianSpa (Zhang et al.,|2025b)’s sparsification framework and insights from our
analysis, we extend the pruning objective from primitive count optimization to total memory budget
control, formalized as:

min £(0,s,0), st polloflo+ psllsllo < & (6)

O7s7

total memory constraint

where o € RY*! means opacity vector for N Gaussian primitives, s € R"*3 means flattened
sharpness vector for N Gaussians, © € RY*13 (other Gaussian variables), p, = 11 and ps = 7
count base parameters for a single Gaussian primitive and a single SG lobe respectively, and « is the
total parameter budget. £(o, s, ©) is the reconstruction loss function.

3.3.2 MEMORY-CONSTRAINED OPTIMIZATION

In this subsection, we aim to solve the memory-constrained optimization defined in Section [3.3.]
Due to the introduction of a non-differentiable component (the Ly norm) into the constraint, we can-
not directly optimize it with regularized stochastic gradient descent. Instead, we adopt an ADMM-
inspired approach by introducing proxy variables 0 and s for o and s, respectively. This decompo-
sition strategy enables us to split the original optimization problem into two tractable subproblems:

5 - -
min £(o,s,0) + 5 (Pollo — 6+ Xo|® + pslls — 8 + As?) @)
o,s,
e O - .
min£(6,8) + 5 (poflo = &+ Aol + pslls =5+ As[?) ®)

)

where h(-,-) is an indicator function enforcing the sparsity constraint:

0 if polloflo + pslsllo < &,
h = 9
(0,) {—i—oo otherwise ®
and the proxy variables are updated via the proximal operator:
(6,8) = prox; (0 + Ao,s + As). (10)

Here, A, and Ag denote the corresponding Lagrange multipliers for the constraints.
The specific algorithm flow can be found in Algorithm|[I]

Proximal Operator Implementation The proximal operator projects o and s onto the constraint
pillollo + p2lisllo < k, compatible with any importance metric. To simplify the design and leverage
importance criteria from prior primitive-pruning research, we choose to factorize the projection:

6 = prox; (0 + Xo), [0, < Ko (11)
§ = prox, (s + As), |18/l < ks (12)



Algorithm 1 Memory-constrained optimizing
Require:
Initial parameters: 0% 0% s
Proxy variables: 6° = 0?,5° = s°
Dual variables: A2 =0, A2 =0
Learning rate 7, penalty d, budget «
Ensure:
Optimized parameters: ©%, 0¥, s
1: fork=0to K — 1do
2: Gradient Step:
3 @’““ — @k —nVeL(6F, o ,s%)
4: ko of —n[VoE(G oF,s") + (0"~ o +}\k)]
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6.
7
8

0

K

Proximal Step:
(6"t 88 1) < prox,, (oF Tt 4+ AE s"T! 4 AF)

: Dual Update:
9: AL NE (0’“'H — 6k+1)
100 AR 2\F o (sFF gkt
11: end for

12: Return ©%, o s¥

For opacity projection, |[Zhang et al.| (2025b) has established multiple proximal operators that are
selected based on scene characteristics. Our approach reuses these operators.

For sharpness projection, we propose two distinct operators:

* Sharpness-Based Selection: Sorts (s+ Ag) and preserves the k¢ elements with highest
magnitudes, where , controls the number of active spherical harmonic coefficients.

* Range-Based Selection: Similarly, Retains x4 elements using the dynamic range metric:

D; = |max(e;) — min(e;)| = [ail (1 — e7%) (13)
where a; is the RGB amplitude for the i-th spherical lobe.

Discussion: Sequential vs. Unified Pruning While sequential pruning tackles memory reduction
in a two-stage process—first reducing primitive count, then per-primitive parameters—our unified
framework jointly optimizes both factors as a single problem. This approach finds a better trade-off
between primitive count and per-primitive complexity, thus avoiding the sub-optimal solutions often
found by sequential methods. For a detailed experimental validation, please refer to Section [#.4.2]

3.3.3 POST-PROCESSING PROCEDURE

After completing the constrained optimization process, we obtain a large number of primitives and
spherical lobes with near-zero opacity and sharpness values, respectively. As the hard constraints
are enforced on the proxy variables rather than the original ones, these near-zero values must still
be pruned to achieve an actual memory and storage benefit. We address this with a three-step
post-processing strategy: first, we remove Gaussian primitives whose opacity falls below a certain
threshold. Then, for spherical lobes, we remove those with negligible sharpness and introduce a
simple color compensation method to minimize the average per-view color variation and mitigate
performance degradation caused by their removal.

This compensation is achieved by finding an optimal term, Acy, that minimizes the integral of the
squared color difference over all view directions on the unit sphere:

rgin/ ((co + Aco) — (co + G(v; s, si, ai)))2 dv (14)
Cco J§2

Solving this optimization problem yields an exact compensation term that preserves the energy of

the removed lobe:
1— 6723,;
Acy=a;  —— (15)
QSZ'



The diffuse term of the parent primitive is then updated with this value:
¢y = co + Acy (16)

Finally, after removing some Gaussian primitives and spherical lobes, we continue to fine-tune for a
small number of steps to recover the rendering quality.

4 EXPERIMENTS

4.1 EXPERIMENTAL SETTINGS

Datasets and Metrics Following 3DGS (Kerbl et al., |2023), we evaluate the rendering perfor-
mance on real-world datasets, including all indoor scenes and outdoor scenes in Mip-NeRF360
(Barron et al.| [2022)), two scenes from Tanks & Temples (Knapitsch et al.| |2017), and two scenes
from Deep Blending (Hedman et al., |2018). Additionally, we measure the VRAM overhead during
the Gaussian loading (static) and rendering stages on these scenes.

Baselines On all datasets, we benchmark our method against four categories of baselines: (1)
vanilla 3DGS (Kerbl et al.l 2023)) and SG-Splatting (Wang et al., |2024b); (2) lightweight 3DGS
methods based on primitive pruning: LP-3DGS (Zhang et al.,[2024), Mini-Splatting (Fang & Wang,
2024), and GaussianSpa (Zhang et al., 2025b); (3) lightweight 3DGS methods based on pruning
spherical harmonic coefficients: Reduced3DGS (Papantonakis et al., [2024); (4) 3DGS compres-
sion methods utilizing orthogonal techniques such as neural compression and vector quantization:
CompactGaussian (Lee et al.|2024), EAGLES (Girish et al.|[2024), and MesonGS (Xie et al.,[2024).

Implementation Details Our experiments are conducted on a single NVIDIA RTX 3090 GPU
(24GB). For a fair comparison, we adopt the same hyperparameters and optimizer used by vanilla
3DGS on all datasets. Regarding the training strategy, we employ the same densification, pruning,
and fine-tuning procedures as GaussianSpa, conducting densification training, sparse training, and
fine-tuning for the same number of steps. To ensure the accuracy of our VRAM measurements, we
reproduce 3DGS, GaussianSpa, EAGLES, CompactGaussian, MesonGS, and Reduced3DGS for di-
rect VRAM measurement. For other pruning-based methods, we utilize both the rendering quality
metrics and primitive counts reported in the GaussianSpa paper. We then estimate their correspond-
ing VRAM consumption based on our own VRAM measurements for 3DGS and GaussianSpa.

Evaluation Details For rendering performance, we report the peak signal-to-noise ratio (PSNR),
structural similarity (SSIM), and learned perceptual image patch similarity(LPIPS). For VRAM
consumption, we report both static VRAM overhead and rendering VRAM overhead. The former
refers to the VRAM required to load all 3DGS primitives into the renderer and dequantize or decode
them into a ready-to-render state. This is not necessarily equal to the file size, as some methods
might represent Gaussian attributes in a more compact or lower-precision data format but still require
restoring them to full, 32-bit precision Gaussian attributes before rendering. The latter denotes the
peak VRAM usage during the rendering process, which is typically larger than the static VRAM
due to the introduction of intermediate variables (e.g., projected 2D Gaussian attributes, key-value
tables for tile-based rendering) during rendering. We measure this value across all test viewpoints
and report the average. To exclude the overhead introduced by the framework itself and the impact of
memory fragmentation, we note that the memory allocation and management of the official 3DGS
implementation’s renderer are almost entirely handled by PyTorch. Therefore, all VRAM-related
metrics are reported using the values provided by the PyTorch framework.

4.2 MAIN RESULTS AND ANALYSIS

The quantitative results are summarized in Table [T} comparing our approach with several existing
lightweight 3DGS methods. Overall, our method achieves comparable or slightly superior rendering
quality to the current state-of-the-art lightweight 3DGS methods, while demonstrating significantly
lower VRAM overhead across all existing methods.

Compared to vanilla 3DGS, our method achieves a 0.4 dB PSNR improvement on the DeepBlending
dataset and a 0.012 LPIPS reduction on the Tanks & Temples dataset. Furthermore, it achieves more
than an 8x compression rate for static VRAM and nearly a 6x compression rate for rendering
VRAM across all datasets.



Table 1: Quantitative comparison across three datasets. Best results are in red region , second

best are in orange region , and third best are in blue region . Memory (VRAM) values are in MB.

EAGLES cannot be trained on a single NVIDIA RTX 3090 GPU with 24GB on some scenes in
Mip-NeRF360, so we do not report VRAM consumption.

Mip-NeRF 360 Tanks&Temples DeepBlending
Method VRAM| VRAM| VRAM|
PSNR1 SSIM? LPIPS| Stat. Rend. PSNR1 SSIM1 LPIPS| Stat. Rend. PSNR1 SSIM1t LPIPS| Stat. Rend.
3DGS 2748 0.813 0.217 648 1717|23.68 0.849 0.171 370 1021| 29.71 0.902 0.242 582 1569
SG-Splatting 2727 0.813 0.218 416 1327|2347 0.840 0.177 229 822 | 29.57 0.901 0.247 357 983

Reduced3DGS 2721 0.810 0.225 191 493 | 23.51 0.839 0.187 90 252 |29.60 0.902 0.248 121 340

CompactGaussian| 27.08 0.798 0.247 267 838 | 23.32 0.831 0.201 177 469 | 29.79 0.901 0.258 187 532
EAGLES 2723 0.810 0.240 - - 2337 0.840 0.200 333 965 | 29.86 0910 0.250 510 1550
MesonGS-FT 2698 0.801 0.233 709 1336|23.32 0.837 0.193 424 783 | 29.51 0.901 0.251 656 1202

LP-3DGS 27.12 0.805 0.239 420 1239|2341 0.834 0.198 251 769 - - - - -
Mini-Splatting 2740 0.821 0.219 125 477 | 2345 0.841 0.186 72 253 | 30.05 0.909 0.254 89 324
GaussianSpa 2756 0.824 0.215 115 448 | 23.73 0.857 0.162 106 336 | 30.00 0912 0.239 104 372

2754 0.824 0209 55 265 |23.57 0.855 0.159 59 209 | 30.17 0912 0.233 54 243
2721 0.814 0.227 40 224 |2327 0851 0.167 37 163 | 30.01 0.908 0.246 33 193

Ours

Even when compared to the current state-of-the-art lightweight 3DGS method, GaussianSpa (Zhang
et al.| [2025b)), we still achieve a nearly 2x compression rate for static VRAM on the Mip-NeRF360
dataset and reduce rendering VRAM by approximately 40% with comparable rendering quality.

Analysis on Existing Compression Methods It is noteworthy that methods based on vector quan-
tization, neural network compression, or hash grid compression (CompactGaussian (Lee et al.,
2024), EAGLES (Girish et al.| 2024), MesonGS (Xie et al., [2024), despite achieving high stor-
age compression rates, lack advantages in terms of static and rendering VRAM. We summarize the
average parameter costs for the color model of these methods in Table 2| This is because they still
cannot render directly from their compressed state in the latent space or codebook space; they must
first decode the full Gaussian parameters. This decoding and dequantization overhead results in both
their static and rendering VRAM being even higher than that of vanilla 3DGS methods with a sim-
ilar number of primitives. Similarly, we compare our method against HAC++ (Chen et al., [2025)),
a state-of-the-art storage compression algorithm only for anchor-based 3DGS on the Mip-NeRF360
dataset. As shown in Table[3] HAC++ does not significantly reduce VRAM compared to its baseline,
Scaffold-GS (Lu et al.| [2023), because its compressed representation must be fully decompressed
for rendering. In contrast, our method demonstrates a clear advantage in metrics closer to human
perception (SSIM and LPIPS) while achieving approximately 50-60% lower VRAM overhead and
a 1.5-1.7x rendering speedup.

Analysis on Pruning-based Methods Pruning-based methods (Zhang et al.| 2025b; Fang &
‘Wang, 2024; Zhang et al., |2024])), while effectively reducing both static and rendering VRAM, have
reached a point where it is difficult to further reduce the number of Gaussian primitives without com-
promising rendering quality, thus limiting the potential for higher VRAM compression rates. For
methods that independently prune primitives and spherical harmonics, such as Reduced3DGS (Pa-
pantonakis et al.|[2024), our advantage stems from two key factors: the superior pruning amenability
of Spherical Gaussians and the more effective, unified soft pruning framework. A detailed discus-
sion and experimental validation of this superiority are provided in Section

4.3 QUALITATIVE RESULTS

Figure [ presents a qualitative comparison of our method against baselines, including GaussianSpa
and 3DGS on various scenes. In the Bicycle and Truck scenes, our method accurately recovers
specular reflections on smooth surfaces and mirrors, details that other methods fail to fully capture.
In the Bonsai scene, our approach faithfully captures high-contrast lighting in both contours and
brightness. Furthermore, in the Playroom scene, where GaussianSpa struggles with the reconstruc-
tion of the wall corner, and 3DGS suffers from a loss of detail in other regions, our method delivers



a cleaner and more complete reconstruction. Notably, our method achieves these high-quality re-
sults with a VRAM footprint of only 50-60% compared to GaussianSpa, demonstrating a substantial
enhancement in memory efficiency. These visual results indicate that our Spherical Gaussian (SG)
based representation has a stronger capability for fitting local view-dependent signals than Spherical
Harmonics (SH), leading to sharper and more photorealistic images.

Table 2: Average parameter costs for the color model per Gaussian primitive. Storage and
Rendering costs are measured in the number of float32 parameters. Decode Overhead indicates
whether a method introduces significant additional VRAM during calculating color. The values of
our method are calculated on the DeepBlending dataset.

Method Storage Rendering Decode Overhead
3DGS 48 48 No
EAGLES <1 > 48 Yes
CompactGaussian <1 > 32 Yes
ours w/o lobe-pruning 24 24 No
ours 9.7 9.7 No

Table 3: Comparison of anchor-based 3DGS and specialized SOTA compression schemes on
the Mip-NeRF360 dataset. The best result is shown in bold.

Method PSNR{ SSIM{ LPIPS| VRAM| FPS}
Scaffold-GS 2774 0811  0.226 612 123

HAC++ (highrate)  27.81 0.811 0.231 637 115
HAC++ (lowrate) 27.60 0.803 0.253 514 132

Ours 27.54 0.824 0.209 265 200

Table 4: Ablation studies for different pruning strategies on Mip-NeRF360 dataset. Memory
(VRAM) values are in MB. The best result is shown in bold.

Method PSNR1 SSIMt LPIPS], VRAM|
GaussianSpa + Reduce3DGS 26.05 0.776 0.280 402
GaussianSpa (SH — SG) 27.01 0.808 0.230 339
Ablation 1: soft — hard 27.23 0.814 0.228 288
Ablation 2: unified — sequential 27.33 0.818 0.222 328
Ablation 3: w/o color compensation ~ 27.46 0.822 0.213 265
Unified soft pruning (ours full) 27.54 0.824 0.209 265

VRAM: 928MB
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Figure 3: Comparison of different 3DGS color representations on Mip-NeRF360 dataset.
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Figure 4: Qualitative results on the Bicycle, Bonsai, Kitchen, Playroom and Truck scenes comparing
to previous methods and the corresponding ground truth images from test views. The rendering
VRAM consumption for the corresponding method is annotated at the bottom of each image.

4.4 ABLATION STUDIES

In this section, we conduct a series of ablation studies to validate the effectiveness of our proposed
designs and answer two key questions:

1. Is the replacement of spherical harmonics with spherical Gaussians necessary? And why
not use the theoretically lighter-weight orthogonal-axis spherical variants? (Section [d.4.T))

2. Is our proposed unified soft pruning framework effective? And does it offer a significant
advantage over simply combining existing pruning methods? (Section 4.4.2)

4.4.1 ABLATION ON COLOR MODELING

To directly evaluate the effectiveness of our color modeling, we replace spherical harmonics (SH) in
vanilla 3DGS with our arbitrarily-oriented spherical Gaussians (SG). We ensure a fair comparison by
using identical hyperparameters and training strategies. As shown in Figure[3] our SG-based model
achieves either higher quality with similar VRAM usage or comparable quality with significantly
less VRAM compared to SH-based approaches.

Furthermore, we compare our arbitrarily-oriented SG to the orthogonal-axis SG proposed in SG-
Splatting (Wang et al.| [2024b). Although theoretically more lightweight, the fixed-axis variant suf-
fers a significant drop in rendering quality (about 0.6 dB PSNR) as it cannot efficiently capture
complex view-dependent effects. This also makes it unsuitable for lobe-pruning, as view-dependent
effects cannot be guaranteed to align with its predefined axes.

4.4.2 ABLATION ON PRUNING STRATEGIES

To evaluate the efficacy of our unified soft pruning framework, we compare our final method with
key ablation variants. First, we examine a version that ablates our lobe soft pruning, denoted as
”Ablation 1: soft — hard” , which only performs constrained optimization on opacity, rather than
on both opacity and sharpness. As shown in Table[4] the lack of a sharpness adjustment stage leads
to an irreversible drop in performance when lobes are removed.

Next, we evaluate a variant that performs primitive and lobe pruning independently (sequential prun-
ing), denoted as ”Ablation 2: unified — sequential”. This sequential approach is inferior to our final
unified method, which achieves a better rendering quality and VRAM trade-off. As we discussed in
Section [3.3.2] this underscores the fundamental advantage of our unified framework. We have also
experimentally validated the effectiveness of the introduced color compensation mechanism.



Finally, we compare our framework to two simple baselines to demonstrate that a naive combination
of existing techniques is insufficient to achieve our goal. The first, which combines the SOTA
pruning method GaussianSpa (Zhang et al., 2025b) with the spherical harmonics coefficient pruning
of Reduced3DGS (Papantonakis et al.| [2024)), shows a severe rendering quality degradation (Table
[). This highlights the failure of existing spherical harmonics pruning metrics when applied to a
reduced number of Gaussian primitives, which further validates our discussion on the limitations of
spherical harmonics in Section[I] The second baseline, which replaces the spherical harmonics in
GaussianSpa with spherical Gaussians, performs worse than our method in both memory footprint
and rendering quality. This demonstrates that our pruning strategy not only reduces memory but
also acts as a regularizer, improving rendering quality on novel views.

5 LIMITATION

Our current compression framework primarily focuses on static memory consumption to ensure
generalizability across various rendering platforms and implementations. The dynamic portion of
VRAM, which is highly dependent on specific renderer configurations (e.g., the tile-depth-Gaussian
key-value table in a tile-based CUDA renderer), was not integrated into our framework as this re-
mains a promising direction for future research. Furthermore, the ability of our framework to accu-
rately model highlights with particularly complex or intricate shapes warrants more comprehensive
testing and discussion.

6 CONCLUSION

In this paper, we introduced MEGS?, a novel framework that fundamentally solves the memory
bottleneck of 3D Gaussian Splatting by jointly optimizing both primitive count and per-primitive
parameters. Our approach pioneers a lightweight spherical Gaussian representation for color and
a unified soft pruning method, which together deliver unprecedented memory compression. Our
framework establishes a new paradigm for 3DGS compression by prioritizing rendering VRAM
efficiency, a critical step towards enabling high-quality neural rendering on the edge.
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