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APPENDIX A
THE LINEAR APPROXIMATION OF SPHERICAL
GAUSSIAN

In the following, we give the linear approximation of
the spherical gaussian within a cell.

As the approximation is defined as 1D polynomial
functions respective to the dot product, (v - p), we
first project the cell to that 1D domain to compute a
interval [a, b] and then approximate the Gaussian by
1-order Legendre polynomials.

Given the four corner vertices of the cell,
Co((po, (90), C1(<p1, 90), C2(301, 91), Cg(@o, 91), if the lobe
axis does not lie in the cell, the interval is computed
as a = {min(c; - p)|i = 0 to 3} and b = {max(c; -p)|i =
0 to 3}. If the lobe axis lies in the cell, then b = 1 and a
is computed as a = {min(c; - p)|i = 0 to 3}. Similarly,
if the opposite of the lobe axis lies in the cell, then
a = -1 and b = {max(c; - p)|i = 0 to 3}.

We need to find optimal coefficients (¢, §), so that
the polynomial « + Sz is a optimal approximation of
Guassian G(z) = pe*@=1 in the interval = € [a, D]
in the least-square sense. We first map the domain
of the problem from [a,b] to [—1, 1] through variable
substitution z = “7“’ + b%t = p + gqt, where p =
ath g = 252, Substituting z(t) into the Guassian, we
have G(t) = pe*@1) = perPtat=1)  the least-square
linear approximation of G/(t) is found by projecting it
to the normalized Legendre polynomials:

yields

ro = (P, G(t)) = cw, where ¢ = perP=1)

r = (Pl, G(t)) — 3cx\q cosh (/}\%)q;sinh()\q)

)

Substituting back ¢ = %
optimal coefficients of x:

o= (n-M - () o

The error of this approximation is measured as

into ro + m1t, we get the

e = ["||pera=D — (a + Ba)||od 3)

APPENDIX B
THE ANALYTIC DOUBLE PRODUCT
GRALS

INTE-

In this section, we derive the analytic formation of
the double product integral (Eq.(8)). As p* and n are
vectors in the space, whose Cartesian coordinate is
given by (pz,py,p-) and (ng, ny, n.), respectively. The

dot products (p* - w) and (n-w) are computed as:

p*-w = pgcosysinb + pysin psinf 4 p.cos
= up sin (¢ + v)sin 6 + v,cos 0 @
n-w = n.cospsinf + nysin psin + n,cosd

= Uy, sin (¢ + 7)sin 6 + v, cos §

Substituting these dot products into Eq. (8), we have

L,~ [* k“0+b(oz* + (p* - w)) (n - w) sin fdAdy

wo JOo

21 (ROTh (. w) sin 0dfdy

*
=
wo Jbo

+ ;01 (ZWM(P* w) (n-w)sinfdfdep
- a*A(gOO’ #1s 907 k’ b’ Il) + B(QD()’ ©1, 90; k7 b’ n, P*)

©)

where

A((po, 90170(% ka b7 I'l)

w1 rke+b

=J2o Joo (tp sin (¢ + 7)sin 6 + v, cos 0)sin 6dddy

B(@Ov P1, 90» ka bv n, P*)

w1 ket+d

= Joo Joo (up sin (¢ + v)sin 6 + v,cos 0)

(up, sin (¢ + 7)sin 6 + v, cos 6) sin 6dOdp
(6)
Before computing the analytic functions of A and
B, we first give some integrals of functions of ¢ that
are used in further derivation.

Co(po, 1) = ;01 de = @1 — o
Cilpo,p1,p) = [Z1sin(p+p)dep = — cos (v +p)[7)
. $1
CQ(@O) P15 57t) = f;il COs (S@ + t)dw = w
¥o

C3(posp1,p) = [71 wsin(p+p)dy
= (sin (¢ +p) — pcos (¢ +p))[7)

Calo, p1,p,8,) = [ sin (p + p) sin (s + t)dy

Y1

_1 (sin((l—s)gp—i—p—t) _ sin((l—&-s)ap—&-p+t))
2 1—s 1+s

$o

05(99(% Solvp7Q7sat)

= f;‘: sin (o + p) sin (¢ + q) cos (s + t)dp

_ (smwm cos (p—q) _ sin((s=Dp+t—p—q)

2s 4(s—2)
_ sin ((8+2)w+t+p+q)) a1
4(s+2) %o

@)
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where g, ¢ are integral interval and p,q,s,t are
function parameters.

Then, we decompose A(po, ¢1,00,k,b,n) and com-
pute it as

A(QD()» ©1, 003 ka bv I'l) - unAO + UnAl (8)
where,
ko+b . .
Ay = :;1 00w+ sin (¢ + 7) sin? dAdy

ko+b

_ f;aol sin (¢ + 7) (29—si4n(20)) dp

0o

32 = 1—12(304(()00,()01,7',]6717)—04(9007301;7-a3k73b)
—(3sin by — sin (36))C1 (o, 1, 7))

(14)
By = ;01 QI:’Q—H) cos? fsin iii(;l)@
= — 1 (Ca(p0, 1,3k, 3b) + 3C2 (0, 1, k, b)
—(cos (36y) + 3 cos By)Co(po, v1))
(15)
APPENDIX C

=1 JZ 2kpsin (o + 7) — sin (2kg + 2b) sin (o + 7) ILLUSTRATION OF VISIBILITY BOUNDARY EX-

+(2b — 20y + sin (26p)) sin (¢ + 7)dp

%(2]{:03(9007 ©1, 7—) - C4(¢PO; Y1, T, Qka 2b)

+(2b — 200 + sin (200))C1 (0, ¢1,7T))

)
Ay = [2 [ cos Bsin 0d0dy
_rer 1 2 plke+b
7fLPO 5 COS 0|90 dep 10)

=-1 501 (cos? (kp + b) — cos? Og)dep

: 1 2 Y1
2(kp+b)+sin (2kp+2b 0,
— _ (ko+b) - (2kp ) + cos 0()0

k 2

To simplify the notation, we usé Ay and A; t repre-

sent Ao((po, ©1, 00, ]C, b, I'l) and Al((po, ©1, 00, ]C, b, Il) re-

spectively. In following, we will use the same notation

on B and B; that B; is the simplified notation of

Bi(wo, 1,00, k,b,n,p*).

After having A, similarly, we

B(vo, ¢1, 60, k,b,n,p*) and compute it as

B(vo, ¢1,60,k,b,n, p*) UpUn By + upvn By

+  vpupBa 4+ vpv,Bs

decompose

(11)

1 rke+b
— Jeo Joo

- f:;l sin (¢ + ) sin (¢ + 7)

By sin (¢ + ) sin (¢ + 7) sin® #dfdyp

cos (30)—9 cos 6 k¢+bd
12 p ¥
o

7(COS (300) —9cos 00)04(9007 #1,7 17 T))
(12)
As B; and Bj have similar forms, we only give the
derivation of B; and directly give the analytic form
of BQ.

ko+b
B, P1 P+

— Jpo JOo

= [21sin (o +7)

sin (¢ + 7)cos @ sin® Adfdyp
. . ko+b
sin f—sin
3 s (36) do
o

= %(304(9007 ©1,7, kv b) - 04(4,00, @1v773k73b)

—(3sinfy — sin (36y))C1 (o, v1,7))
(13)

TRACTION ALGORITHM

To demonstrate the ability of our visibility bound-
ary extraction algorithm, We provide some results of
boundary extraction of complex occluders in Fig. 1. As
explained in Section 5 and detailed in Algorithm 1 of
the paper, we control the quality of visibility extrac-
tion by iterative subdivision. The process is controlled
by a threshold that takes into account the bound-
ary extraction error. Similar approach was taken by
Frisken et al. [18] to approximate shapes by distance
fields. While the proof of conservativeness can be
difficult, in practice we find the approach works well
even for complicated visibility functions. As can be
seen from these examples, by controlling the error
threshold e,, we are able to increase the accuracy of
boundary extraction and catch disconnected visibility
regions and some wiggles Fig. 1(b).

APPENDIX D
QUALITY AND PERFORMANCE TRADE-OFF

In our method, we take an adaptive subdivision
scheme to extract visibility boundaries. In such a way,
it allows users to make tradeoff between shadow
quality and performance. In Fig. 2, we show results
with different shadow quality and performance. It
can be observed that by tweaking the error threshold
more cells are generated and higher quality of soft
shadows can be obtained, and performance declines

%(05(()00a $1,7, T, 3k7 3b) - 905 (@0) ©1,7, T, k7 b) accordingly'
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(e) Visible region and the SSDF (f) e, =0.2 (g) er =0.04 (h) e, = 0.008

Fig. 1. Extracting the boundary of complex occluders. (a) and (b) are two visible regions with different complex
boundaries. Cells and extracted boundaries under different threshold e, are shown.

LV VN

(@) Navg = 1, FPS 85.0 (b) navg = 3.3, FPS 51.5 ) Navg = 8.5, FPS 35.1 ) Navg = 13.8, FPS 22.7

Fig. 2. Demonstration of the quality and performance trade-off, n.., is the average number of cells generated
per pixel.



