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Abstract

In this paper we introduce the potential equation which along with the rendering
equation forms an adjoint system of equations and provides the mathematical frame-
work for all known approaches to illumination computation. The potential equation is
more natural for illumination computations which simulate light propagation starting
from the light sources, such as, progressive radiosity and particle tracing. Using the
mathematical handles provided by the adjoint system of equations and the random walk
model, we present a number of biasing schemes for improving the computation of flux
estimation. Of particular significance is the scheme to use an approximate potential
value as the biasing function for directing a majority of the random walks through re-
gions of importance in the environment thus reducing the variance in the estimates of
flux in these regions. Finally results from a simple implementation of this scheme is
presented.

1 Introduction

There are basically two approaches used for the computation of global illumination. In one
the luminous flux reaching a surface or eye point is estimated by sampling its surround-
ings. Ray tracing, path tracing and full matrix radiosity solution are extensively researched
methods[1, 2, 3, 4] based on this approach. The other approach is based on simulating
the propagation of light starting from the light sources of which progressive radiosity and
particle tracing[5, 6, 7] are representative methods. So far Kajiya’s rendering equation[3]
has provided the mathematical basis for these computations. The essence of the rendering
equation is the balancing of point to point light transport through the use of a Transport
Intensity function which is closely related to the Luminance function. In this paper we
introduce an adjoint formulation which we shall call as the Potential function. This func-
tion captures the potential that any point of the environment has towards the illumination
of another point. The luminous flux at any point of a surface in the environment can be
expressed using either the luminance (transport intensity) or the potential function. To-
gether they form an adjoint system of equations which provides the mathematical basis
for any illumination computation. While illumination computation methods for computing
the flux reaching the surface or the eye are primarily based on the rendering equation, we
believe that the potential equation is more natural for describing methods which simulate
light propagation starting from the light sources. Just as Kajiya has shown[3] full radiosity
to be an approximate analytical solution of the rendering equation, analogously we have



also shown progressive radiosity[5] to be an approximate analytical solution of the potential
equation. The particle tracing[7] (or light ray tracing method[6]) mathematically speaking
is in fact a random walk based solution of the potential equation. Similarly the biasing
scheme of absorption suppression[8, 7] found useful in particle tracing automatically falls
within the mathematical framework of the random walk.

In this paper we introduce the notion of the potential function intuitively with the help of
a simple hypothetical experiment placing light detectors in an environment and then proceed
with its mathematical formulation. We then discuss the adjoint system of equations for
illumination computation and their corresponding approximate analytic solutions. Monte
Carlo quadrature and random walk techniques are then proposed for obtaining solutions
to the general equations. Using the mathematical handles provided by the adjoint system
of equations and the random walk model, we present a number of biasing schemes for
improving the computation of flux estimation. Of particular significance is the scheme to
use an approximate potential value as the biasing function for directing a majority of the
random walks through regions of importance in the environment thus reducing the variance
in the estimates of flux in these regions. Finally performance improvements resulting from
a simple straight forward implementation of this biasing scheme are presented.

2 Adjoint System of Illumination Equations

The illumination of any point of a surface in a complex 3D environment is due to the
emission of light from that point (if any) and/or due to the reflection from that point of the
light received from incoming hemispherical directions around that point. This fundamental
concept forms the basis for the derivation of the adjoint system of illumination equations.
To simplify our discussion, we have restricted our attention to environments containing
only opaque solid objects. However, in no way should this assumption be considered as a
limitation of the discussed framework. Illumination of environments containing transmitting
surfaces can also be easily explained within the given framework.

2.1 Luminance Equation

The luminance equation is basically Kajiya’s rendering equation. We have preferred to use
its original form with integration over a hemisphere mainly to retain its similarity with the
potential equation which we are introducing immediately after this. From the definition of
surface bidirectional reflectance function [9, page 64], the outgoing luminance (L) at any
point z of a surface in the environment in any direction ©,,;, due to the luminance incident
at z from direction ©;, can be given by

Lout (xa ®out) = P:v((")outa ®zn)LG ((II, ®in)0030indwin

where 0;, and dw;, are as shown in the Fig 1. Taking into account incoming luminance from
all the directions in the incoming hemisphere around the point x, the outgoing luminance
can be expressed as

Loyt (377 eout) = / pm(eouta ezn)LG (:I?, ein)cosoindwin
Qz

where the integration range (2, represents the hemisphere around z. If we include emitting
surfaces also in the general expression for the outgoing luminance then it takes the form:

Lout ((II, ®out) = €out (xa ®out) + /Q P:v(gouta ®zn)Lm (xa Gin)cosoindwin



Figure 1: Hemispherical Directions for the Incoming illumination.

For the kind of environment under discussion the luminance in any incoming direction at x
must be due to the outgoing luminance from some surface point y in an outgoing direction
©, where ©, is defined by the vector joining the point z to y. If we now wish to rewrite
the luminance equation in terms of outgoing luminance and outgoing directions only, then
by representing the outgoing directions at x and y as ©, and ©, we get:

L(z,0;) =¢(x,0,) —|—/ Pz (O, Oy)L(y, ©y)cost dw, (1)
Qg

Note that there is an implicit assumption in this equation that y represents a surface
point visible to z and ©, is the direction from y to z. For ease of understanding, Kajiya
introduced the concept of two point transport intensity, I(z, '), which is the luminous flux
density coming from a differential area dz’ around z’ and received by the differential area
dx around z and reformulated equation 1 as the rendering equation shown below: [3]

I(z,2") = v(z,a) [e(w,x') +/ p(z, 2’ 2" I (2, 2")dx"
A

where the integration range is defined as all the surfaces (A) in the environment. In this
equation all the illumination terms are from one point to another point of the environment.
He introduced the additional term v(z,z') to denote visibility which was not so explicit in
the earlier equation. In his paper he has also clearly stated the relationship of each of the
multipoint terms with the standard photometric terms used in the equation 1. As long as
the similarity between these two forms of the illumination equations is understood, either
form of the equation can form the mathematical basis for the illumination computation.

2.2 Potential Equation

Because of the optical properties of surfaces, in our case primarily reflection, the light emit-
ted from any surface in any direction can illuminate many other surfaces of an environment.
Alternatively we can say that a surface can be illuminated by lights placed anywhere in the
environment. The placement of the lights will of course determine how brightly or how
dimly lit that surface is. This phenomenon can be elegantly captured by the notion of a
potential associated with every point and direction in the environment. We shall describe
a simple experiment to make the concept of potential easier to understand.



Hypothetical Detectg

Figure 2: Hypothetical Detector Focused on the Surface Points of the Environment.

For the purpose of illumination computation an environment is generally described in
terms of the geometry of its surfaces and their optical properties such as reflection, trans-
mission and emission. To start with, consider an environment completely specified except
that its emission characteristics are omitted. Position some hypothetical light detectors in
this environment such that outgoing illumination from any surface point and direction gets
registered in one and only one detector. In other words each detector exclusively sees some
directional emission of some surface region (Fig.2). The detectors are hypothetical and in
no way affect the flow of light. Next take a hypothetical point source with highly directional
emission, emitting unit amount of luminous flux in any particular direction. If we position
this light source at a surface point in some orientation, it is clear that some or all of the
hypothetical detectors will register some amount of luminous flux passing through them.
Let us concentrate only on one of these, say the k-th detector and note the flux received by
that detector because of the placement of the hypothetical emitter. Carry out this exercise
for all possible orientations of the hypothetical emitter at that point and at all other surface
points of the environments. In the process we will have collected data as a function of all
the points and directions of the environment. We will call this as the illumination potential
function as this function captures the potential capability of every point and every direction
around that point, in illuminating the region on which the k-th detector is focused. Let us
denote this function as Wj. Other detectors would similarly define potential functions, say
W;.

Next we shall derive an expression for such a function. Let Hj denote the set of all
points  over which the k-th detector is focused. Similarly let D denote the set of all
directions made by these point with the aperture of the k-th detector. Then we define a
function g as follows:

1 iff (J? € Hj, and O, EDk)

gk ((II, 690) =
0 otherwise.



Figure 3: Hemispherical Directions for the Outgoing illumination.

Recall that the potential function W, is the value of light detected by placing hypothetical
unit light sources at every surface point and direction in the environment. Then the imme-
diate contribution of the unit light source placed at (z,©,) in the environment is captured
by the function gi(z,©,) as the detector would register an immediate unit amount of emis-
sion flux only from those emitter positions and orientations, (z,®,), such that z € Hy and
O, € Di, and would register an immediate zero emission flux from any other emitter posi-
tion and orientation. We also have to account for an indirect contribution which is the flux
received by the detector due to any number of reflections of the light emitted form this unit
light source. For this component we will provide a recursive expression. The emission from
the hypothetical emitter at x along direction ©, will reach the nearest surface point y and
then possibly reflected. If we take the probability of the whole amount of flux getting re-
flected in any one of the hemispherical directions ©, around y as p,(©,, ©,)cost,dw,, where
the symbols used are as in Fig 3, then its contribution to the indirect component will be this
probability times the potential of the point y along ©,, i.e. p,(0y, 0;)cosbydw, Wi (y, ©,).
The indirect component is then the cumulative result of this expression obtained over the
outgoing hemisphere around y, i.e. ny py(Oy, O2)Wi(y, ©y)cosydw,. The complete ex-
pression for the potential function is therefore given by:

Wil@.0.) = 0:(2,00) + | 0,(8,,0.)Wi(y, 0, )cost) d, (2)
Yy

If we look back at the equation 1 for the luminance equation, we find a striking similarity
in the form of this equation with that of the other. However it must be noted that in
equation 1 the integration is over the incoming hemisphere around x whereas in equation
2 the integration is over the outgoing hemisphere around y, where y is the surface point
visible to z in the direction ©,. We now proceed to find the relationship between these two
equations.

2.3 Duality

Here we show that the equations 1 and 2 are duals of each other for the purpose of compu-
tation of flux. Duality means that either equation may be used.

In most of the illumination computations one is interested in computing flux from a
small region in a small spread of directions. For example: in image rendering the color of a
pixel is assigned by computing the luminance from all the surface points visible to the eye
through that pixel and in a spread of directions made by each such point with the aperture
of the eye. Similarly in the computation of view independent global illumination of a diffuse



environment by radiosity based methods one is computing flux from a small surface patch
in the hemispherical direction.

Expression of this flux using the Luminance equation will therefore be an integral of the
form:

Dy, :/ / L(z,0;)cos0,dw,dx
position spread Jdirection Spread

If we assume that this flux represent the flux received by the k-th hypothetical detector
then we can use the earlier defined function gi(z, ©,) which evaluates to 1 in the limits of
the integration and 0 everywhere else, and rewrite the above equation as follows:

o, :/ L(z,0;)gk(x, ©4)cosOydwdz (3)
A JQ,

To get an expression for the above discussed flux using the potential function we will
remove the hypothetical source and complete the environment description by adding the
actual emissive characteristics to some of the surface points thus defining a function € which
is zero everywhere except at the positions belonging to emissive surfaces. By introducing
€ we get the emission luminance at (r,©;) to be €(x,0,;) and hence the emission flux
leaving (z, ©,) is €(x, ©4)cosldw,dz. The potential of (x,©,) towards the k-th detector is
Wi (z,0,). Then the flux received by the k-th detector due to the actual emission at (z,©,)
will be Wi.(z,0;) X €(z,04)cos0,dw,dz. Thus the expression for the total flux received by
the k-th detector will be

Dy :/ Wi(x, ©4)e(x, ©4)cosl,dw,dx: (4)
A JQy

To sum up

e We have given two different equations, equations 3 and 4, to express the same quantity
®. using two different functions L and Wy.

e The equations 3 and 4 are similar in form and so also are the equation 1 and 2 for L
and Wy.

e Equations 1, 2, 3 and 4 together form a closed system.

We will write again all these four equations together to highlight the above mentioned
points.

/ L(z,0;)gk(x, Og)cosbrdwydr = Dy :/ Wi (z, 04)e(z, O4)cosbdwydx
A JQ, A

Qe
L(z,0,) = e($,@m)+/ pz(Og, Oy) L(y, ©y)cosdw,
Qe
Wilw,0.) = ge@.0)+ [ 5y(0,,0)Wily,0,)costd,
Y

The equations satisfying above mentioned properties are said to form an adjoint system.
One may wish to solve equation 3 or 4 to compute ®;. In the subsequent chapters we
will discuss solution methods for computing this flux using either of the equations.



3 Analytical Solution for a Diffuse Environment

Because of their inherently complex nature it is not possible to analytically solve equations
3 and 4. However, simplified forms of these may be amenable to analytical solutions. We
will derive the simplified equations by making the following assumptions’:

1. The environment is a collection of a finite number, say IV, of small uniformly diffuse
patches.

2. As the luminance from any point of any such uniformly diffuse patch is 1/7 times the
flux per unit area we shall compute this total flux from any patch leaving that patch
in all the hemispherical direction.

3. The solution is carried out in an enclosure, i.e. the hemispherical direction around
any point in the environment is assumed to be covered by one or more of the patches
of that environment and every patch, j, may be assumed to occupy a solid angle, w;
(which may be zero) in the hemisphere over any surface point.

Because of the diffuse nature of the surfaces the luminance functions, €(z,©,) and L(z, 0,)
become independent of ©, and because of the uniformity of the patch they are also inde-
pendent of the position z on any patch. Thus they may be denoted as ¢; and L; respectively
for all the z belonging to the patch 4. Similarly p,(©, ©,) is independent of directions O,
and ©, and is independent of the position z on any patch 4 and hence may be denoted as
Pi-

Under these assumptions equation 1 for the luminance function will simplify to:

N N
L, =¢ + pz'/ choseidwi =€+ p; E Lj/ cosBidw; = €; + p; E L;F;; (5)
Q. 4 Wi 4
4 ]:1 2] ]:1

where L; is the luminance of any point y belonging to the j-th patch; w;; is the solid angle
occupied by the j-th patch in the visible hemisphere around the point z of the small patch
i, and Fj; is the geometric factor between patch ¢ and j. It may be recalled that Fj; is
similar to the formfactor used in the radiosity computation[4] with the only difference that
the summation of this factor over all the patches, i.e. Z;-V:l Fj;, is equal to .

As we are computing the flux leaving a surface patch in the hemispherical directions
and the surface patch has uniform illumination properties, again by the above assumptions,
gr(z,0,) is independent both of the direction ©, and z on any patch i and hence may also
be denoted as g ;. Further by the original definition of the g function, g;; would evaluate
to 1 for © = k and 0 otherwise. Using these relations we derive the new expression for the
flux leaving the k-th patch or equivalently the flux reaching the k-th detector which sees
the total outgoing flux from the k-th patch, as follows:

N
Q) = / L(w,@m)gk(w,@m)COSOmdwmdw:Z/ / L(z,0;)gk(x, ©4)cosbydwdz
A JQy i=1 A JQy

N N
= Z Ligk,z-/ / cosOxdwxd:Jc = Z Ligk,i'/TAi = LkAk’/T
i=1 Ai M i=1

!These assumptions are typical of radiosity based solutions[4].



N N
= Apm ek+kaLijj :Ek—i-Akﬂ'kaLijj

P =1
N .

= Ei+ Agpx Z ﬁij (6)
=1 4

where Fj, is the total emission flux leaving the k-th patch. We can see that this equation
forms the basis of well established radiosity method[4].

To derive the analytical approximation of ®, using the potential function we introduce
a hemispherical potential function over any point of patch ¢, Wy, as the average potential
of the surface points in any hemispherical direction. If the patches are sufficiently small
this hemispherical potential function may be assumed to be independent of the position on
each patch. The expression for this hemispherical potential function will be:

1
Wi = —/ Wi (i, ©4;)cosl,, dw,,
m Qmi

= %/ lgk(a:,@z)—k/ py(Oy,Oz)Wy(y,G)y)cosﬂydwy] 088, dw,,
Qa,

1 1
= _/ [gk,i + ijWk,j] cost‘)midwmi = _gk,i/ Cosemidwmi +/ ijkyjcosaxidwmi
m Qmi m .

N N
= kit Y _pi | Whycosbydws, = gri+ > piWhj / sty dwy,
i=1

wij j=1 wij

N
9k, + Z P, Fji
=1

N N
= Gki+t ijwk,jFij =g+ ijFij

j=1 j=1

N N N
= Gkit ZPjFijgk,j + ijFij ZPsz,lez
j=1 j=1 =1

N
= Gki+pelix + ijFijkajk +... (7)

Jj=1

Using this hemispherical potential function we can derive the simplified expression for
the flux over the k-th patch as follows:

ns
O, = / Wi(z, ©4)e(z, ©4)cos0dw,dx = Z/ Wi (z,0,)e(z, ©4)cosldwdz
A Qm i—1 Ai Qz
=7 Z eiWk,i/ dr=m Z €A Wi
i=1 Ai i=1

ns N
= 7Y &Ai |gi+ peFir+ D piFiprFik + - .. (8)
i=1 =1

where ns is the total number of source patches in the environment. And this is how the com-
putation proceeds in the progressive refinement approach for the radiosity computation[5].
Thus just as the full matrix radiosity solution is an approximate solution to the render-
ing equation, progressive radiosity solution is analogously an approximate solution to the
potential equation.



4 Monte Carlo and Random Walk for General Solution

We now attempt to provide a general solution method for computing flux using equation 3
and 4. Given equation 3 or 4, basically we have to carry out a multidimensional integration.
The integration is further complicated by the fact that a component of integral in turn has
a form of an integral equation of the second kind.

It is by now well known that solution of multidimensional integrations are best carried
out by Monte Carlo quadrature techniques. The main principle behind a Monte Carlo
quadrature technique for computing the integral [ F(x)dz is as follows[10]:

1. Write F(z) as a product fi(z)f2(x) such that [ fi(z) =1, i.e. fi(x) is a pdf.
2. Sample f; for a z;.
3. For each such sample z; evaluate fa(x;).

4. Carry out the steps (2) and (3) for some n times. The average, = 37", fo(z;), is the
estimate of the integral. Larger the n better is the estimation.

We will follow similar steps to evaluate equations 3 and 4. We have to find a pdf for
the purpose. In both of the equations we have a predefined known function each, ¢ and
gr respectively. We can convert these functions to constant times a normalised func-
tion. That means emission function e(z,®,) may be converted to & x S(z,0,) where
&= [4 Jq, €(z,0z)co88,dwydx and gi(z, ;) may be converted into Gy x Gi(z, ©;) where
Gr = [,4 me 9k (z, ©4)cosldw,dz. Then the quadrature process will start by sampling S
and G}, using any standard sampling technique. For each such sample the next task will be
to evaluate Wj and L. As said earlier the L and Wy, are integral equations of the second
kind. Random walk, a versatile mathematical method, is known to be useful in solving
such integral equations[11]. We shall discuss below in detail its use for the evaluation of
luminance(L) and potential(W}) values.

A random walk or a Markov chain is basically a sequence of states. Its formulation
requires the definition of all possible states (discrete or continuous) of the system, a starting
state and the transition probability function (T") for transition from one state (s) to another
(s') such that [T(s — s')ds’ < 1. From a current state the next state is chosen by
sampling this transition probability function. The transition kernel is said to be normalised
if [T(s — s')ds’ = 1, whereas it is said to be subcritical when [T(s — s')ds’ < 1. In
a subcritical situation, the probability of (1 — [T(s — s')ds’) is taken as the probability
of no transition (absorption) from in any state s. Hence random walk with a subcritical
transition kernel is bound to terminate in finite number of steps on undergoing absorption
at some state, whereas any random walk with a normalised kernel can go on for ever. So in
the latter cases, the walk has to be terminated by some external criterion. Any interaction
of the light with the medium or the surface is always associated with some absorption. Thus
the environment for illumination computation is always subcritical with p,(©,, ©.)cosf, as
the transition kernel for potential equation solution and p,;(©y, ©,)cosf, as the transition
kernel for luminance equation solution. Thus straight forward evaluation of L or W, using a
random walk leads to paths consisting of finite number of steps and hence are computable.
The states in our environment are the continuum of surface positions and hemispherical
directions around each such surface position. The starting states are sampled from the
respective pdfs i.e. S(x,0;) or Gi(z,0,).



The evaluation of equation 3 may be carried out by drawing n samples from the pdf,
Gi(z,0,), and evaluating L by the random walk for each sample (z;,©,,). If the i-th

random walk starting from the state (z,, ©y, ) covers m; steps, (zi,, Oz, ) - - (Tin,» Oy, ),
then the luminance estimate from this walk will be given by

m;
< L(xi,@i) >= e(xim@fvio) + Ze(xzk,(axlk) (9)
k=1
From this, the estimate of ®; will be arrived by averaging over n such random walks.

Q) = / L(z,0;)gk(x, ©4)cosbydwdz
AJQ,

= g/ L(z,0,;)Gk(z,04)cos0,dwydx
A JQy

1 n m;

- g X ﬁ ; [6($i07 G):Dzo) + ICZ:I E(Iik, el’zk) (10)
1 n m; -

— gXﬁ;];)E(xlk,lek)

This method of evaluating ®; by first sampling the G, function is the essence of Kajiya’s
path tracing method.

Similarly the evaluation of equation 4 may be carried out by drawing samples (z;,, Gf”io)
from the source function, S(z,©,) and carrying out the random walk. A random walk may
terminate at the state (z;,, ©g, ) with probability

O(rsy On; ) = 1 —/Q Py(Oy, Oy, )costydwy (11)
Y

or proceed to the next state (z;,, ,, G)wikﬂ ) chosen with probability Piy (G):Eik+1 O, )cos
and so on. For each such sample W can be evaluated by carrying out the random walk.
The potential estimate from this walk will be given by

< Wk(xia 61) >= gk(xioa ®xi0) + Z gk(xikv 650%) (12)
k=1

Thus ®;, will be estimated from n such walks as:
D, = / Wi(x,04)e(x, O4)cosldw dx
AlJa,

= £ x/ Wi (2,04)S(z,04)cos0,dw,dx
Ao,

1 m;
_exly [gkm-o, 0r)+ 3 (i, 05, ) (13)
na k=1

n m;

1
= £ X szgk(a:lk’@wlk)

1=1 k=0

This method of evaluating ®; by first sampling the source function is the essence of the
particle tracing or light ray tracing.
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Of the two solution methods, particle tracing is highly intuitive as it resembles the
physical illumination process [7]. Sampling of the source for a start state may be thought of
as the emission of a photon from the source and the transition for simulation of random walks
may be thought of as the wandering of the photon in the environment as it gets reflected at
the surface boundaries until it is absorbed. Path tracing though not directly related to the
physical process is by now well known to the computer graphics community. The eye point,
Deye, and a random point on the pixel, pyizer, define the direction, © 4yt = Peye — Ppizer- This
direction along with the nearest surface position along —©,,; define the starting state for
the random walk. At that nearest surface the ray is absorbed and the walk terminates or is
reflected along one of the incoming hemispherical directions, ©;,, by sampling the brdf and
the walk continues.

What is more important in the discussion so far is that both the random walk processes
attempt to solve the same problem and are subjected to similar statistical errors which in
montecarlo studies is known as variance. But one thing which makes the particle tracing
more attractive is that the simulation proceeds by sampling the source function. If we
partition the space into a finite number of subregions sry, sro, srs3, ..., then we can locate
detectors focused over each of these i.e. formulate equal number of g functions g1, g2, g3, . . -,
such that g; is nonzero in the respective subregion sr; and zero otherwise. Then each
random walk originating from the source contributes towards the estimation of the ®; for
each of the subregions. At the end of the simulation we have the estimates for ®; for all
the subregions. Whereas in path tracing the random walk starts by sampling a particular
gi, for example: directions through a particular pixel. So each random walk contributes
towards the estimation of only the ®; for that region for which g; is defined to be nonzero.
This is not meant to be understood as saying that the computational efforts required to
compute the brightness of a pixel by path tracing and to compute the illumination of all
the subregions visible through a pixel by particle tracing are of equal magnitude. One may
arrive at a low variance in the brightness estimate of the pixel by tracing a small number of
paths whereas it is possible that even after a large number of particle tracings the brightness
estimates of a few of the subregions continue to show high variance. However, the difference
is worth repeating:

In particle tracing a single random walk contributes towards the estimation of
many ®;s as against many random walks contributing to the single ®; in path
tracing.

There have been a number of efforts to combine these approaches and thus derive benefits
of both. These have typically come to be known as two pass methods or more generally
multi pass methods[12, 13, 14, 7]. In the initial passes simulation proceeds starting from the
light sources and estimates are obtained for the flux in different subregions. For example,
radiosity[13, 14] or particle tracing[7] is used in the first pass to estimate the flux over
diffuse surfaces. Chen et al[14] have an additional pass in which rays are traced from the
light sources through non-diffuse surfaces to estimate caustics. In the case of multiple
initial passes, care is taken to ensure that the flux computations are non-intrusive. The
final rendering pass is always from the eye which is based on the random walk solution
for equation 1 with slight difference from path tracing in that the walks are absorption
suppressed? and the walk terminates at a diffuse surface whose illumination computation
has already been carried out in the earlier passes.

2See section 5.2.1 for Absorption Suppression.
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Knowing the basic solution processes now we shall discuss some strategies for reduction
in variance. Most of our discussions will be based on the particle tracing method. However,
it must be emphasised that both the solution methods shall be equally benefited by these
strategies.

5 Improved Estimation Strategies

We discuss a few methods based on the observations that each random walk contributes
either zero or nonzero values to the estimation of a ®;. In most of the situations of interest,
more specifically in the problem of illumination computation of a reasonably complex en-
vironment the fraction of random walks contributing nonzero values towards the estimate
of any single ®; is small®. The basic principle of any computation based on random sam-
pling is that larger the number of samples better is the confidence on the estimated result.
A similar principle applied to particle tracing would mean that larger the number of ran-
dom walk visits to any subregion better could be the confidence in the estimated flux. A
simple minded approach of improving the estimated result will be to increase the number
of random walks. Each random walk requires some amount of computational effort for —
sampling the initial state, sampling the transition probability function for moving to the
next state and computing the nearest surface along a given direction. So any increase in
the number of random walks involves proportionate increase in computation and must be
contained. It can be seen that many random walks may in fact never visit the subregion(s)
of interest or may visit subregions in which there have already been an adequate number of
visits and hence not contributing further to the flux estimates of those subregions. So an
ideal strategy would be either to transform the basic underlying random walk process or to
change the estimator or to do both such that each random walk almost always contributes
towards any subregion of our interest.

5.1 Next Event Estimation

This technique[15] leaves the stochastic process under study unaltered but modifies the form
of the estimator. The modification involves the use of

9k (xioa 6%0) + Z Wk} (xik? 61'%)
k=0
as the estimator of Wy(x;,©z,) and thus uses
1 n m; 1
Op=Ex = 2; 9k(Tiy; Oy ) + I;)Wk (i, O, ) (14)
1= =

instead of the eqn.13 for the estimation of ®; using particle tracing where
Wkl (z,0;) = /Q Py(Oy, Oz) gk (y, ©y)cosbydw,
Y

and the use of

m;
6(ajiov G)Iio) + Z Ll(xik? el‘ik)
k=0

3In particle tracing it rarely happens that every subregion of the space is visited in a single walk. Similarly
in the path tracing it is also equally rare that every random walk starting from the eye will at all visit the
light source during its walk.
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as the estimator of L(x;,0,,;) and thus uses

n

1 i
By =G x ~ > [e(:pio, Ou,) + Y L'(zi,, O, ) (15)
k=0

=1

instead of the eqn.10 for the estimation using path tracing where
Ll(xa O) = /Q Pz (O, ®y)€(ya ®y)0030xdwx

The choice of this estimator is based on the intuition that replacing the contribution
gk (7, ©,) of an event by Wl(z, ©,), the expected direct potential contribution averaged over
all possible next events, and replacing the contribution e(z, ©,) of an event by L'(z,©,),
the expected direct source contribution averaged over all possible sampling over the source
may lead to faster convergence to the actual result. The next event estimation in the path
tracing would mean computing the local model at the points of ray-hit. Though not explic-
itly mentioned we believe that Kajiya used this estimator in path tracing as he writes in
[3, page 146] “Calculating emitted ... factors is simply a matter of consulting the ... light
models”. We also would like to point out that Chen et al[14, page 167] used a variant of the
next event estimation principle in computing the final luminance I(x,®;) by computing
I s(x,0;), a part of I(z,0;), by Monte Carlo sampling only the source contribution at z.

5.2 Biasing

All the methods discussed under this section attempt to transform the mathematical de-
scription of the stochastic process such that the modified form also gives the estimation of
® and is likely to converge faster than the the original process. The illumination process as
described in section(2) is completely described by the source function and the surface brdfs.
If we replace them by biased functions satisfying some requirement and if we still wish to
use them to estimate ® then we must make the compensation for the change. For such a
biasing in particle tracing the compensation required for the estimation may be derived as
follows:

d, = Sx/ S(z,0,)Wi(z,0,)cos0,dwdx
AJQ,

- (.00 (2292
= E&x /A o, S (z,04) (S’(IB,G)I) Wi(z, 0,)cos8,dw, dx

We@.0) = gu(0.0) + | 0)(8,,0.)Wily, 0y)cos0,d,
Yy

T(O; — Oy)

= gr(z,0,) + T'(0, — ©,) (T’(@ =0,
x Yy

> Wi (v, ®y)dwy
Qy

where S’ is the biased normalised source function, (0, — ©,) is the transition function
introduced only for notational convenience and is nothing but py,(0,,0,)cosd, and T" is
the biased transition function. In order to make the equation more compact we will define
a multiplication factor f such that



Then the transformed potential equation can simply be written as

Wi(z,04) = g(z,04) + o T'(©s = Oy) f (z,y)Wi(y, Oy)dw, (16)

The estimation equation with compensation will be:

1 n xzo, l‘zo) m; [k—1
Py = - Z 5 9k (ig, Ox) + Y | TI (@i i) | gn(wiy s Oy ) [(17)
n = 5" (@i, Oayy ) k=1 \i=0
We can see below two special cases of this general biasing mechanism.

5.2.1 Survival Biasing or Absorption Suppression

As the name implies, in this method the absorption probability at the transition points
is reduced (may even be made zero) and as a consequence the random walk stretches
to longer distances and the probability of nonzero contribution of each random walk to
the estimation of ®;s is increased. The absorption probability o at any state is given by
equation 11. Any reduction in this probability can be achieved by appropriate increase in
the reflection probabilities A very convenient method is to scale the reflection probabilities
simply by the factor =, consequently making the absorption probability at every state to
zero. Thus the compensated estimate can be derived from eqn.17 to be

n m; k—1
Q=& x %Z gk($i07 G)Iio) + Z (H(l - UwiH_l )) gk(xikv G)fﬂik )] (18)

i=1 k=1 \I=0

A word of caution is needed here; if the transition probability is changed such that there is no
absorption at any state then any single random walk will go on for ever without terminating.
In practice the walk is terminated when the product term in the above equations falls
below some minimum threshold. However this termination process introduces a bias into
the estimation. Unbiased termination technique like Russian Roulette may be used to
overcome this([8, 7].

5.2.2 Source Biasing

In the particle tracing process, emission function, S(x, ©,), plays an important role as every
random walk originates at the light source. From equation 17 it can be shown that any
biasing of this density, still keeping the normalisation condition satisfied and keeping the
transition probability unaltered will change the form of flux estimation equation from eqn.13
to

]_ n 513207 mlo) o) 2 o) 19

Source biasing provides a convenient mechanism for variance reduction using particle trac-
ing. In the next section we have provided the results from its implementation.
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5.3 The Approximate Potential as A Biasing Function

Any biasing need be carried out only if it results in improvement in the estimation either with
increase in computation speed or in variance reduction. In the case of particle tracing this
means that the minimum criterion based on which the biasing may be carried out must be
such that most of the emissions and transitions, lead the random walk directly or indirectly
to the region of interest, the hypothetical detector(s) of section 2. Further the biasing
computation must be straight forward. So what we need is a biasing function, which can
be easily computed and which can simply be multiplied with the emission function and/or
transition probability function to give us the appropriate biased functions. Suppose we
want to bias our random work process to improve the estimate variance of a some specified
region of interest in the environment. Such region of interest, hence forward will be termed
as the region of importance. The potential function as defined in equation 2 for this region of
importance may be seen as one such function. For the source biasing if we know the potential
towards the region of importance of all the source points i.e. where S(z,©,) > 0 then we
can bias the source function to S'(z, ©;) such that the S’(x, ©,) > S(x,0,) for those points
whose potential is higher and S’(z,0,) < S(z,©,) for those points for which the potential
is lower. Similarly the transition probability i.e. in our case the reflection probability of
the particle from a surface point in the hemispherical directions can be preferentially scaled
up only for those directions the nearest surface points along which have larger potential
towards the region of importance than those along the other directions. However, it is clear
that if we can derive this function exactly then we can as well derive the solution for the
problem at hand and hence we will not require the simulation. However, if we can derive
an approximate value of this function easily, then also this approximate value can be used
to bias the emission and transition probability functions. Obviously such biasing is not
optimal, but in any case is better for the region of importance than no biasing at all. Such
region of importance can be arrived at adaptively in a view dependent global illumination
or can be predefined, for example: in rendering one or more views of a scene all those
surface points visible to the eye-point in the view(s) would form the region of importance.
Our observation is that often it is possible to derive an approximate potential function
Wimp (2, ©4) with respect to such region of interest. This approximate function or one which
can be easily derived from this will be termed importance function[15], Imp(z,©,). We can
see the usefulness of this importance function in biasing the mathematical description of
the process.

o, = & ></ S(z,0,)Wi(z,04)cos0,dwdx
Q

= £x / /z (z,0z)Imp(z,0,)) x IZ’;}&%)) cosOydw,dx
IZI;}(:Z,%Z) = I%ff(;)) Imp(j;c 67) Jo, T = OIWily, Oy)dw
0 [ 1, 0 L0 IO
If we denote S(z,©,)Imp(z,©;) as a biased function S'(z,0,), % as W/ (z,0,) and
T©; — 0O )% as T'(©, — ©,) then we have the following representation of the
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biased potential function and the flux using this biased function:

o = EX/ S'(z,0,) Wy (z,0,)cos8dw,dx
AJQy

/ o g(xaGI) / /
Wile,0:) = =65+ o, T/ (O = O)Wils, 0,)de,

As earlier we can proceed to solve this quadrature by sampling S’ followed by the simulation
of random walks as discussed in section 4, provided the following conditions are satisfied.

1. S'(z,0;) is normalised.
2. Jo, T'(O4 = ©,)dw, < 1.

Wimp (:L‘,@m)
S(2,02)Wimp(x,0z)cos0zdwy dz

xT
trivially assures the normalisation of S'(z,©,) as

To satisfy the condition (1) we choose T for Imp(z, ©,) which
AJQg

Wimp (2, O4)
(2,0 Odd:/ S(z,0 imp{®, Og 0, dwyds = 1
/A Qu (7, 8z)cos0zdw,dz AJa, (= x)fA Ja, S(w,@x)Wimp(:Jc,G)x)COSdewxdaccos AWt
With the above definition of I'mp(z,0,),
Imp(yaG ) Wzm (y,@ )
T(O, = 0,)=T(0, = 0,)——2Y =T(0, - 0,) —2 VI
(O y) (O y)[mp((L‘,G)x) (O y)Wimp(xaG:v)

Using eqn.2 we can write that

Wi(r,0.) = gile,00) + /Q T(0, — 0,)Wi(y, 0,)dw,
Y

Wk(ffa 690) - gk(xa 690) = 0 T(@x — Gy)Wk(ya ®y)dwy
y
Thus
Wimp (Y, ©y)

T'(0, = 0,)dw / @—)@ RIS ARt Y1)
Qy ( )y )Wimp(xa@:v) Y

_ W (*’I: S} )_gimp(xae)x)

Wzmp(xa 6:1:)
1— gimp(xae)x) <1
Wimp(xa 6:1:)

Thus both the conditions are satisfied. Further it is established that the transformed tran-

sition probability function is subcritical and the absorption probability at any (z,0,) is

Jimp (:L‘,@m)

Wi .02)" Thus the estimator with the biased random walk is:
imp\LyZx

By =& x ~ ii 94(%i, Oay, ) (20)
k= T

i=1 k=0 Imp(xlk? GCElk)
Having shown the usefulness of an approximate potential function for the biasing of emission

and transition function we proceed to show an implementation of this scheme.
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6 Implementation and Results

Just for the sake of testing out the ideas of biased random walk solutions to the potential
equations we have carried out a simple implementation supporting only source biasing by
computing and using an approximate illumination potential as the biasing function. The
results obtained are quite encouraging.

In the earlier section we have shown that the approximate illumination potential of
every point in the environment towards any region of importance forms an useful biasing
function for biasing the random walks to visit that region of interest more often than usual.
Any computational method may be used to compute this approximate potential. In our
implementation we have used unbiased particle tracing with a small number of samples to
arrive at this approximate potential.

a) In one case we kept track of the total number of random walks leaving each patch (say
nl) and the total number out of these (say n2) visiting the region of importance. Assuming
uniform behaviour over the patch, the fraction Z—% actually gives an approximate potential
for the points of the patch averaged over the hemisphere. Because of this averaging the
directional nature is lost.

This approximate value could be used for source biasing. In source biasing the biased
source is computed as S’ = S x Imp. The computation of Imp requires Wj,, and another
double integral term which we shall denote as S0. The evaluation of S0 will be carried out
as follows:

S0 = / S(z, ©)Wipmp(z, ©)cosbydwydz
Qg

Ns

= Z/ S(z,0, / Wimnp (2, ©)cosbydw,dr = ZSWWMM,, A;
=1
= ZWSiWimp,iAi
i=1

With this value of S0, strength of each of the patch is computed as: S; = S; me L. This
biased emission is again uniformly diffuse over the patch as no change in dlrectlonal distri-
bution of the emission strength has taken place in this biasing. However now the random
walk originates more often than usual from those patches whose average potential is higher
than that of others.

b) In a second case we captured the potential as a function of a range of directions. In
this the direction range over each patch is uniformly discretised into a number of ranges (say
Nd direction ranges). For convenience this discretisation has been carried out by uniform
subdivision of the # and ¢ space. The total number of walks leaving each patch in the j-th
direction range (say n1;) and the total number out of these (say n2;) that visiting patches in
the region of interest is recorded. The fraction Z—ii gives an approximate average potential
for the points of the patch in the j-th direction range where the averaging has taken place
over the solid angle made by the j-th direction range with the patch. With this directional
capture of potential, SO may be evaluated as follows:

S0 = / S(z,0,)W(x,0,)cos0,dw,dx
Qz

— Z/ S(x,0,)W(z,0,)cos0,dw,dx
A; j=1 Wij
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Figure 4: A Typical Scene for Testing the Biasing Scheme

Ns Nd Ns Nd
= ZSZ/ ZW”/ cosl,dw,dx = ZSl/ (Z WijDz'j> dr
i=1 A A;

i j=1 Wij i=1 j=1

Ns Nd

= > 5 (Z WijDij) Ai
i=1 j=1

where D;; = fw”_ cosl,dw, is independent of the patch and depends only on the 8 and ¢

ranges and hence can be precomputed.

We carried out the biasing for a predefined region of importance in a typical environment
where the region of importance has been chosen in such a way that no portion of the source
is visible to this region and hence receives indirect illumination only (see figure 4). In order
to compare the simulation results between biased and unbiased cases we have recorded the
percentage of visits to the region of importance with respect to all walks originating from
the source. Table 1 shows the results of the simulation.

% of Random Walk

Type of Biasing visits to the
Region of Interest

Unbiased Simulation 18

Biased simulation: 30

Position Biasing

Biased simulation:
Position 4+ Direction Biasing 45
8 x 8 hemisphere discretisation

Biased simulation:
Position + Direction Biasing 50
8 x 32 hemisphere discretisation

7 Conclusion

Use of the approximate potential for biasing shows good promises in the computation of
global illumination by random walks. Immediate extension of the current work will be to
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adaptively improve the particle tracing computation results of any environment by start-
ing with the whole scene as the region of importance and then narrowing the region at
intermediate stages to include only those surfaces whose results cannot be said to be free
from error. The major problem in such a case will be finding a measure of the error in the
estimation at each of the surface patches. Further use of better sampling techniques can
make the method more efficient by directing more and more random walks to the regions
of interest.
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