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The authors would like to thank the editor and the anonymous reviewers for
the valuable comments and suggestions, which are all important and very helpful
for improving this manuscript, as well as the important guiding significance
to our researches. We have studied comments carefully and made correction
which we hope will meet with your approval. Revised portion are marked in
blue in the manuscript.

In the following, we show the point-to-point responses.

Response to Reviewer # 1

Comment: The submitted manuscript is improved and technically sound
after revision. The scope of the paper is broadened by conducting experiments
on the single-view video SCI. Please focus on correcting the format mistakes
and typos in the next revision.

Author Response: Thanks a lot for your support. We have thoroughly
checked the writing of our paper. Some important corrections are highlighted
in blue in the revised manuscript.
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Response to Reviewer # 2

Comment: I really appreciate the authors responses and additional exper-
iments which were all very complete, thorough, and clear.

The experimental section is now very strong and provides a complete picture
of the performance of the proposed algorithm. However, the improvement in
terms of reconstruction is marginal over the previous algorithm (24.51 vs. 25.12)
which yet alone does not suggest it can be considered as a new baseline. Same
picture on single-view SCI (thank you for extending the paper to a broader
scope).

Putting the experimental results aside, the novelty itself is limited as I
described in my initial review and therefore, I will keep my initial recommenda-
tion unchanged. The diversity amplifier is simple (which is nice) and interesting
but it doesn’t seem to contribute too much in the performance (compared
to previous state of the art but also relative to the other components of the
proposed approach). However, I encourage the authors to continue looking into
this direction (diversity amplifier).

PS. I want to apologize for my confusion about the sparsity and TV norm.
The authors are absolutely right, and I would like to thank them for clarifying
this.

Author Response: Thanks for your valuable comment. We hereby want
to emphasize the contributions of our work and also the significance to potential
applications.

i) Multi-view snapshot compressive imaging is a new technique developed
recently, which is able to decrease the memory, bandwidth as well as the
latency. Though it may seem narrow now, it can have potential wide
applications in machine vision.

ii) We proposed an elaborately designed model in a joint training framework
to solve the dual-view SCI problem effectively and efficiently. We hope the
proposed OFaNet will serve as a benchmark for dual-view SCI in the future
research and a new baseline model of deep learning based reconstruction
algorithms. Additionally, a benchmark simulated dataset for dual-view SCI
is collected and typical baseline results are provided, which will be useful
for future research.

iii) We do believe a 0.61dB improvement in PSNR is significant. Most impor-
tantly, the inference time has been improved about 40,000 times. Further-
more, our proposed OFaNet is more robust to noise. Specifically, as shown in
Table 5 in our revised paper, the performance of the runner-up DeSCI drops
very fast (24.51 to 5.35 dB) facing corrupted data (by adding zero-mean
Gaussian noise with standard deviation of 0.2 to the measurement), while
OFaNet is much more robust (25.12 to 14.83 dB).

iv) We have extended our proposed algorithm to single-view video SCI, which
has been a long time research topic. Our model achieves comparable vi-
sual results compared with the state-of-the-art method BIRNAT, while
occupying 2 times lower memory footprint.
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v)

vi)

vii)

The diversity amplifier leads to 0.57dB (PSNR) and 0.04 (SSIM) perfor-
mance improving, which is impressive. It is worth noting that this perfor-
mance improvement is achieved with almost zero computational cost in
both time and memory consumption.

The optical flow is firstly introduced into the video SCI problem (both the
single-view and dual-view SCI) by our elaborately designed bidirectional
mechanism and well assimilation into the reconstruction process, leading
to the improvement on PSNR (0.7) and SSIM (0.04), which we hope to be
enlightening for future work on SCI.

Our code and data are available at https://github.com/Ruiyinglu/
OFaNet-for-Dual-view-SCIl


https://github.com/RuiyingLu/OFaNet-for-Dual-view-SCI
https://github.com/RuiyingLu/OFaNet-for-Dual-view-SCI
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Response to Reviewer # 3

The authors would like to thank the reviewer for the insightful comments and
suggestions. Those comments are very valuable and of great importance to
improve our paper.

Major Comment: The authors say "As illustrated in the Fig. R9, Y is
visually clearer than Y by imposing the energy normalization", but as I wrote
in the previous review, the appearance of the image does not matter to the
CNN because the image input to the CNN does not need to be clear to humans.
Also, the author writes "which is able to preserve the motionless information
such as background.", but the background information does not increase due
to regularization even in the captured image before regularization because the
exposure pattern is known. I understand that regularization makes it easier
to train CNNs, but I don’t think it is correct that regularization increases the
information an image has.

Author Response: Thanks for your valuable comments for driving us to
think deeper about the normalized Y. We have the same opinion with the
reviewer that the image input to the CNN does not need to be clear to humans.
We also agree that it is incorrect to claim that the amount of information
is increased by imposing the energy normalization on an image. Here, we
introduce Y to alleviate the influence of imbalanced energy brought by coding
patterns in measurement, making it easier to train CNNs. In the revised version,
we have paid attention to the accuracy and correctness when describing this
part.

Specifically, we have revised the manuscript as follows. We normalize the
original measurement Y to balance the integrated energy by taking all the
coding patterns into consideration. Recalling the definition of Y, various pixels
of Y may gather different numbers of frames from {X°}25, as the integrated
energy according to {C® 1%]:317 which means some pixels acquire with large
energy but some others with low energy. In other words, the integrated energy
of each pixel is not only related to the value of corresponding position of original
scene, but also the corresponding position of the coding patterns. To alleviate
the influence of imbalanced energy and encourage the network to focus on
the video content with less disturbs from coding patterns, we normalize the
original measurement by:

2B
Y=Y0 (Z Cb/(2B)>, (1)

b=1

where @ denotes the matrix dot (element-wise) division, and the matrix

51:31 C’/(2B) refers to the averaged coding patterns with the same size
as Y, which can be regarded as the corresponding weights of each pixel in-
tegrated into the measurement Y. Fig. [1| shows the illustrations of both the
original measurement Y and the normalized measurement Y by imposing
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Fig. 1 Tllustration of the original measurement Y (top-left), the normalized measurement Y
(bottom-left), and four diversity amplified images D1, D2, D3, D4 (middle) and G(D1), G(D2)
(right), where we enlarge the details in red boxes for better visualization.

the energy normalization. In short, Y can be regarded as an approximated
averaging image of all the 2B high-speed frames {X?}Z | and {X3}Z | hoping
to normalize the imbalanced energy brought by coding patterns and facilitate
the dual-view reconstruction.

Minor Comment: When compressing both eyes of a stereo camera, if the
disparity and code shift are the same, can’t it be reconstruct the each FoV?

Author Response: This is an excellent question. Yes, if the disparity and
code shift are the same, the two views in the stereo cannot be reconstructed.
However, this only happens with zero chance. It’s important to keep respective
coding patterns uncorrelated to each other to make sure that different views
can be separated.

Minor Comment: Despite the complexity of the optical system, the
advantage of using a single sensor to capture multiple viewpoints is not clear.

Author Response: Thanks for your valuable comment. The advantages
of using a single sensor to capture multiple viewpoints can be summarized as
follows, which are included in the section ‘1.2.2 Spatial and temporal SCI’.

1. Multi-view imaging systems are in demand for the emerging applications
such as traffic surveillance, sports photography and self-driving cars. For
example, for some of the important vision tasks such as autonomous navigation,
site modelling and surveillance for robotics, conventional cameras with a limited
field of view often lose sight of objects when their bearings change suddenly
due to a significant turn of the observer (robot), the object, or both. In
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contrast, multi-view sensors can track objects more robustly while enjoying
the advantages of low cost and feasibility in hardware.

2. To meet the requirements of resource-limited video sensors, low-complexity
multi-view video encoding technique is highly desired. A simple intuitive method
is partitioning a coded aperture to different views and then merging them
together, but this method is usually too expensive or even infeasible to realize
in hardware. In contrast, the snapshot spatial-temporal compressive imaging
(SSTCI) system in our paper uses a single sensor to capture multiple viewpoints,
providing a low-cost, low-bandwidth and low memory requirement imaging
system by capturing high speed motions of multi views within a single snapshot.

Storage and transmission of multi-view video sequences involve large vol-
umes of redundant data, which can be efficiently compressed by the SSTCI
system (hardware) and then resolved using a decoder (software). By performing
the compressive sensing-based image reconstruction, the captured measurement
can be decoded computationally. Our paper aims to develop an efficient and
effective end-to-end deep learning based decoder for multi-view video SCI
reconstruction.



