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Abstract

Computational spectral imaging is drawing increasing
attention owing to the snapshot advantage, and amplitude,
phase, and wavelength encoding systems are three types
of representative implementations. Fairly comparing and
understanding the performance of these systems is essen-
tial, but challenging due to the heterogeneity in encoding
design. To overcome this limitation, we propose the uni-
fied encoding model (UEM) that covers all physical sys-
tems using the three encoding types. Specifically, the UEM
comprises physical amplitude, physical phase, and physi-
cal wavelength encoding models that can be combined with
a digital decoding model in a joint encoder-decoder opti-
mization framework to compare the three systems under a
unified experimental setup fairly. Furthermore, we extend
the UEMs to ideal versions, namely, ideal amplitude, ideal
phase, and ideal wavelength encoding models, which are
free from physical constraints, to explore the full potential
of the three types of computational spectral imaging sys-
tems. Finally, we conduct a holistic comparison of the three
types of computational spectral imaging systems and pro-
vide valuable insights for designing and exploiting these
systems in the future.

1. Introduction
Spectral imaging is a valuable technique that captures both
spatial and spectral information of a scene along a specific
range of wavelengths in the electromagnetic spectrum. The
analysis of the information facilitates material discrimina-
tion and object classification. Consequently, spectral imag-
ing has found applications in various fields, such as biol-
ogy [37], medicine [71], and agriculture [44]. Conventional
spectral imaging systems are bulky, require time-consuming
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scanning to acquire spatial and spectral information, and are
difficult to use in dynamic scenes. In contrast, computa-
tional spectral imaging systems capture spectral scenes into
a single snapshot measurement using well-designed opti-
cal encoders and then reconstruct them using corresponding
digital decoders. Therefore, computational spectral imag-
ing is the most promising solution to capture spectral infor-
mation of dynamic scenes without scanning efficiently.

Currently, physically implementable computational
spectral imaging systems can be divided into three represen-
tative categories based on the encoding method. Amplitude
encoding systems based on compressive sensing [5, 24, 41],
phase encoding systems that rely on diffractive optics [26,
29, 32], and wavelength encoding systems that employ fil-
ters [49, 53]. Research on the three kinds of computational
spectral imaging systems has been limited to specific cat-
egories, resulting in the absence of a comprehensive un-
derstanding of the technology. Moreover, due to inherent
differences among these systems, artificial optics specif-
ically designed for one cannot be transferred to another,
thus presenting challenges for fair comparisons. Therefore,
conducting comprehensive, impartial, and inclusive com-
parative investigations within a unified context is urgently
needed to gain a broader perspective and thorough under-
standing of these systems.

In this paper, we propose the Unified Encoding Model
(UEM) to comprehensively compare the performance of
the three types of spectral imaging systems under a unified
framework. Representative spectral imaging systems can be
modeled using physical coding techniques such as ampli-
tude (AEM-P), phase (PEM-P), or wavelength (WEM-P).
We choose three typical physical systems: CASSI as
AEM-P, Rotationally Symmetric DOE as PEM-P, and Se-
lected Filter as WEM-P.

Moreover, to fully explore the potential performance of
the three types of computational spectral imaging systems
in our comparative study, we propose ideal models with
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greater degrees of freedom that eliminate the constraints of
physical models. These ideal models, including the ideal
amplitude encoding model (AEM-I), ideal phase encod-
ing model (PEM-I), and ideal wavelength encoding model
(WEM-I), offer an opportunity to push the performance lim-
its of each type of spectral imaging system. The AEM-I
model enables the free modulation of amplitude to any pos-
sible value (i.e., 32-bit floating point number) in both spatial
and spectral dimensions, the PEM-I model enables any form
of the point spread function (PSF), and the WEM-I model
allows any shape of the spectral response curve. The encod-
ing properties obtained through the high-degree-of-freedom
optimization process provide valuable guidance for compu-
tational spectral imaging.

Furthermore, We construct an end-to-end computational
spectral imaging framework consisting of the UEMs and
three types of decoding models. To ensure a fair compar-
ison between the three types of computational spectral sys-
tems, we employ a joint encoder-decoder optimization ap-
proach [57] to optimize the three casted UEMs and corre-
sponding decoding models for the same spectral imaging
objective.

Additionally, to explore the performance of computa-
tional spectral imaging on high-level tasks, we conduct
spectral image segmentation experiments and observe no
positive correlation between segmentation performance and
imaging quality. By characterizing each system in the ex-
periment, we gain a more comprehensive understanding of
the three computational spectral imaging systems and guide
the development of computational spectral imaging sys-
tems.

In summary, our contributions are as follows:
• We propose the UEM for the three physically imple-

mentable computational spectral imaging systems, en-
abling a fair comparison under the unified framework.

• We extend the UEM to the ideal version with in-
creased degrees of freedom, eliminating the physical
constraints of the three models. The ideal UEM allows
for a thorough exploration of the potential performance
of the three types of computational spectral imaging
systems.

• We construct a computational spectral imaging frame-
work with the UEMs and decoding models, using a
joint encoder-decoder optimization approach to com-
pare three types of computational spectral systems.

• We investigate the impact of low-level imaging perfor-
mance on downstream high-level segmentation tasks.

2. Related Work
Amplitude Encoding System. The amplitude encoding
system is based on the theory of compressive sensing [9, 17,
67], which combines optics, mathematics, and optimization
theory. This system employs an encoding mask to block

or filter the input light and then passes through the disper-
sion element to acquire an image with compressed informa-
tion [2, 10, 18, 19, 45, 51]. The image generation is ex-
pressed as a point multiplication process between a mask
that is consistent with the image size and a monochromatic
object image for each wavelength. Finally, a specific re-
construction algorithm decodes and obtains the underlying
spectral image.

HyperReconNet [68] jointly learns the coded mask and
the corresponding CNN for reconstruction. The BinaryCon-
nect [15] adds the encoded mask to the network as a layer,
using a floating-point mapping to the binary-encoded mask
entity. E. Salazar et al. [56] proposed an optimal coded
mask algorithm for the Spatial Spectral Compressive Spec-
tral Imager (SSCSI) based on a discrete measurement model
of his design. D2UF [31] encoded the mask and multispec-
tral color filter array of the coded aperture snapshot spectral
imager (CASSI) and performed spectral reconstruction us-
ing an unrolling-based network.
Phase Encoding System. The phase encoding system is
based on diffractive imaging [29], employing diffractive op-
tical elements(DOE) [63] or metasurfaces [48]. These ele-
ments are specifically designed to control the phase mod-
ulation in terms of the PSF to act as encoders that collect
desired spectral information.

Several research efforts have been made to improve the
phase encoding system. Peng et al. [52] proposed a shape-
invariant PSF design approach for high-quality color imag-
ing. In contrast, Jeon et al. [33] designed a spectrally vary-
ing PSF that rotates regularly with wavelength and encodes
spectral information. Xiong et al. [20] decomposed the
PSF formula into Bessel functions, simplified these func-
tions according to rotational symmetry, and reconstructed
the network using a W-Net composed of Res-U-Net units.
Arguello et al. [4] introduced a color-coded aperture and
designed the spatially variable PSF.

To address the quantization issue of DOE height maps,
Li et al. [36] integrated the quantization operation into the
DOE optimization process, using an adaptive mechanism to
optimize the physical height of each volume layer. Tseng
et al. [64], and Makarenko et al. [43] used metasurface in-
stead of DOE as the encoding element, achieving excellent
results.
Wavelength Encoding System. The wavelength encod-
ing system uses RGB narrowband filters or other band fil-
ters directly to encode the scene in the wavelength dimen-
sion and perform spectral reconstruction of the captured im-
age. [25, 58, 61] Wavelength encoding systems produce bet-
ter spatial quality in reconstructed results due to the absence
of modulation on spatial dimensions.

The prevalent wavelength encoding system directly re-
gards the imaging pipeline of an arbitrary or well-selected
RGB camera as the encoding process, constructing recon-

2



Ground Truth ReconstructionSensor Image

Unified 
Encoding 

Model

Decoding
Model

Mask DOE Filter

MAE 
Loss

Sim-Conv-Net Res-U-Net Unfolding-Net

AEM PEM WEM

Forward
Backward

Model
-drived

Data-drived
Iteration

Figure 1. Joint encoder-decoder optimization framework optimizes the UEM and the decoding model toward the same objective.

struction algorithms from RGB images. Xiong et al. [69]
proposed HSCNN, which applied CNN to upsampled RGB
and amplitude-encoded measurements for spectral recon-
struction. Galliani et al. [23] proposed a learned spectral
super-resolution using CNN for end-to-end RGB to spec-
tral image reconstruction. The current popular attention
mechanism [65] has also been applied in spectral imaging.
Cai et al. [7] proposed Transformer-based MST++, which
uses cells based on HSI spatial sparsity and spectral self-
similarity properties as the base module.

Admittedly, existing RGB narrowband filters are de-
signed to satisfy human vision and are intuitively sub-
optimal for spectral imaging. Therefore, some researchers
chose filters to achieve a suitable spectral response for spec-
tral imaging [22], and some optimized the response to ob-
tain better spectral imaging performance. Nie et al. [50]
encoded the RGB filter and combined this function with the
reconstruction network for end-to-end optimization on the
spectral reconstruction task.

Joint Encoder-decoder Optimization. With the advance-
ments in computational photography, joint encoder-decoder
optimization methods have become the mainstream tech-
nique to enhance imaging performance. Instead of de-
signing the encoder and the decoder separately like tradi-
tional approaches, the joint encoder-decoder optimization
algorithm optimizes both the encoder and decoder simul-
taneously for a given task. The superior performance of
the joint encoder-decoder optimization method has been
demonstrated in various computational imaging tasks such
as HDR imaging [46, 60], depth estimation [6, 30, 40]
and computational spectral imaging [20, 36]. However,
joint encoder-decoder optimization in computational spec-
tral imaging is still limited to specific categories, lacking
comprehensive understanding.

3. Unified Encoding Model
3.1. Overview

We propose the UEM that covers all the possible types
of optical modulations for computational spectral imaging,
which can be cast into AEM, PEM, and WEM to repre-
sent amplitude, phase, and wavelength encoding systems,
respectively. Specifically, for the amplitude modulation,
the scene light is element-wise multiple with the matrix
A(x, y, λ) of the encoding mask; For phase modulation, the
light is convolved with the PSF P (x, y, λ) of the DOE; For
wavelength modulation, the light is multiplied by the spec-
tral response W (λ) of the filter, integrated along the wave-
length dimension λ, and converted into a measurement Irgb
on the RGB sensor. We give the overall formula for the
UEM as follows, with some terms becoming unit terms un-
der specific settings:

Irgb =

∫
W (λ) · P (x, y, λ) ∗ (A(x, y, λ) · I(x, y, λ))dλ,

(1)
where I(x, y, λ) denotes the natural spectral scene, and Irgb
is the RGB encoded image captured by the sensor.

In the following, we introduce two versions of UEMs:
the physical and the ideal versions. The physical UEM is
modeled with physical constraints in the encoding process,
corresponding to a series of physically implementable en-
coding systems for spectral imaging. Based on the physi-
cal UEM, we can put the three types of physically imple-
mentable spectral imaging systems into one unified setting
for comparative study. Beyond, the ideal UEMs are ex-
tended from the physical UEMs by eliminating the physical
constraints of the encoding process, which means the ideal
UEMs have higher degrees of encoding freedom. We em-
ploy the ideal UEMs to investigate the maximum potential
of each type of spectral imaging system. For convenience,
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Table 1. Physical systems corresponding to each physical UEM.

Encoding Model Physical Systems
AEM-P CASSI [3, 13, 39, 66], SSCSI [56]
PEM-P Rotationally Symmetric DOE [20], Free DOE [6]
WEM-P Selected Filter [21], Learned Filter [50]

we use the suffix ‘-P’ to denote the physical UEMs and the
suffix ‘-I’ to indicate ideal UEMs.

3.2. Physical Model

We first introduce the physical UEMs and cast them to
AEM-P, PEM-P, and WEM-P for physically implementable
amplitude, phase, and wavelength encoding systems, re-
spectively. The representative physical systems that corre-
spond to each physical UEM are presented in Table 1.
Physical Amplitude Encoding Model. The AEM-P only
employs the amplitude modulation part of the UEM, with
physical constraints on the modulation that should be im-
plementable using a mask.

CASSI [5, 14, 38, 41, 55, 62, 66] is a widely used phys-
ical amplitude encoding system. The system uses a binary
encoding mask to modulate the spatial amplitude of the inci-
dent light, followed by a dispersion element that introduces
distinct offsets for varying wavelengths of light, ultimately
compressing the spectral information along the spatial di-
mension. Specifically, the A(x, y, λ) of AEM-P encodes the
unit shift of the mask upwards layer by layer in the spectral
dimension.

A(x, y, λ) = MaskP (x, y, θmaskp) ·Dispersive(λ), (2)

where, the MaskP denotes the spatial dimensional encod-
ing mask, the θmaskp is a learnable parameters, and the
Dispersive(λ) represents the dispersion operation.

The imaging process of AEM-P can be written based on
UEM as follows:

Irgb =

∫
W (λ) · (A(x, y, λ) · I(x, y, λ))dλ. (3)

Physical Phase Encoding Model. The PEM-P controls
the height map or metasurface structure of the DOE to pro-
duce different PSFs, which describe the image-blurring ef-
fect by point light source. The resulting phase delay is
used as phase modulation. Following the standard set-
tings, we model PEM-P based on a rotationally symmetric
DOE, which uses a one-dimensional parameter to represent
the entire DOE height map. The parameterization reduces
both the number of learnable parameters and manufactur-
ing complexity. The height map H(x, y) of a rotationally
symmetric DOE can be represented as follows:

H(x, y) = HP (x, y, θheightmap), (4)

where the HP is the height map, and the θheightmap is a
one-dimensional learnable parameter.

According to diffraction law, the PSF P (x, y, λ) can
be derivated from the height map H(x, y). For the de-
tailed derivation, please refer to the supplementary mate-
rials for additional information. Then, the imaging process
of PEM-P can be written based on UEM:

Irgb =

∫
W (λ) · (P (x, y, λ) ∗ I(x, y, λ))dλ. (5)

Physical Wavelength Encoding Model. The WEM-P al-
gorithm selects the best spectral response curve from a
database while keeping other system components fixed, en-
suring optimal performance for non-learnable spectral re-
sponse curves [21].

W (λ) = {wi|wi ∈ W, wi is the most suited}, (6)

where w1, w2, w2, ... ∈ W represents a fixed response
function dataset.

The imaging process of WEM-P can be written from
UEM by eliminating unused terms:

Irgb =

∫
W (λ) · I(x, y, λ)dλ. (7)

3.3. Ideal Model

We then introduce the ideal UEMs, AEM-I, PEM-I, and
WEM-I, free from any physical constraint in the physical
UEMs.
Ideal Amplitude Encoding Model. Compared to AEM-P,
which uses binary spatial dimensional encoding, we design
the AEM-I using floating point encoding to encode spatial
and spectral dimensional encoding mask AI(x, y, λ).

The imaging model of AEM-I is obtained by replacing
A(x, y, λ) in Eq. (3) with AI(x, y, λ).

AI(x, y, λ) = MaskI(x, y, λ, θmask), (8)

where the MaskI is the spatial and spectral dimensional
encoding mask, the θmask is a learnable parameters.
Ideal Phase Encoding Model. We encode the PSF
PI(x, y, λ) directly for the PEM-I without considering the
structure of the DOE of PEM-P. The imaging model of
PEM-I is obtained by replacing P (x, y, λ) in Eq. (5) with
PI(x, y, λ).

PI(x, y, λ) = PSFI(x, y, λ, θpsf ), (9)

where the PSFI is the encoding PSF, the θpsf is a learnable
parameters.
Ideal Wavelength Encoding Model. When designing fil-
ter surface coatings, customizing the spectral curve must
consider filter material properties. Unlike WEM-P, our
WEM-I encodes the spectral curves directly but does not
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consider the material limitations. The imaging model of
PEM-I is obtained by replacing W (x, y, λ) in Eq. (7) with
WI(x, y, λ).

WI(λ) = ResponseI(λ, θresponse), (10)

where the ResponseI is the encoding response function,
and the θresponse is a learnable parameters.

4. Joint Optimization
This section introduces the decoding models we use and the
optimization objective in the joint optimization framework
for the comparative study.
Decoding Model. Since we mainly explore the perfor-
mance of several encoding models rather than the decoding
models, we design three typical reconstruction networks as
decoding models. These include a Sim-Conv-Net which is
a simple CNN [34, 35, 42], Res-U-Net [27, 75] which is
a variant of the popular U-Net [47, 54] and Unfolding-Net
which uses deep unfolding methods [8, 16, 59, 72–74, 76]
as the reconstruction network. For the detailed network
structure, please refer to the supplementary materials.
Joint Optimization Framework. We combine the UEM
with the decoding model to compose a joint encoder-
decoder optimization framework. In UEM, the scene light
passes through the mask to get the amplitude modulation
fA(I, θA), passes through the DOE to get the phase modu-
lation fP (I, θP ), passes through the filter and sensor to get
the wavelength modulationfW (I, θW ). We can describe the
overall imaging process as follows:

Irgb = fW (fP (fA(I, θA), θP ), θW ), (11)

where θA,θP , and θW are learnable parameters for the
AEM, the PEM, and the WEM. For each system only op-
timizes one parameter, e.g., for AEM systems, only θA is
optimized. After that, the decoding model reconstructs the
spectral images from the RGB measurement Irgb, and this
process can be written as:

Ĩ = fD(Irgb, θD), (12)

where the θD is the learnable parameter of the decoding
model.

Then, the optimization objective of the UEM is to find
a set of θA, θP , θW , θD that minimizes the mean absolute
error (MAE) loss between the reconstructed spectral images
and the ground truth:

θA, θP , θW , θD = argmin
θA,θP ,θW ,θD

∑
∥Ĩ − I∥

1
. (13)

Since each stage of the UEM is differentiable, we can
solve this problem using the first-order gradient-based opti-
mization methods. The irrelevant parameter will be elimi-
nated when we cast the UEM to a specific encoding model.

(a) GT

41.97dB

(b) WEM-I

41.24dB

(c) AEM-I

40.99dB

(d) PEM-I

34.58dB

(e) Baseline

41.79dB

(f) WEM-P

40.75dB

(g) AEM-P

33.05dB

(h) PEM-P

Figure 2. Visual comparison of reconstruction images, the PSNR
metrics are labeled in the lower left corner.

The irrelevant parameter will be eliminated. That is, we
only optimize θA, θD for AEMs, θP , θD for PEMs, and
θW , θD for WEMs.

Finally, we combine the UEM, decoding model, and op-
timization objective to build a joint encoder-decoder opti-
mization framework, as shown in Figure 1.

5. Experiments and Analysis

5.1. Experimental Setup

In our experiments, the Sim-Conv-Net serves as the primary
decoding model, and we establish a baseline by employ-
ing nearest neighbor interpolation from RGB images to the
spectral image. The camera response curve of the FLIR
BFS U3 04S2C C is utilized in experiments where the re-
sponse is fixed (AEM-P/I, PEM-P/I, and WEM-P).

Our joint encoder-decoder optimization framework un-
dergoes evaluation on four datasets: ICVL[1], Harvard [11],
CAVE [70], and KAIST [12], with cross-validation. The
dataset sizes are as follows: ICVL has 167 training, 17 val-
idation, and 17 testing images. Harvard has 40 training, 4
validation, and 6 testing images. CAVE has 28 training, 1
validation, and 3 testing images. Lastly, KAIST has 30 test-
ing images exclusively. All images are cropped to 512 ×
512 patches.

We consider PSNR, PSNR-SI, SAM, and ERGAS for
evaluation metrics. The supplementary material provides
more details on these metrics.

5.2. Results

Comparative Experiments on Different Datasets. Ta-
ble 2 presents a comprehensive comparison of the spectral
imaging performance of the system, incorporating UEMs
and Sim-Conv-Net, across different datasets. The imag-
ing effects of various UEM sub-models are carefully exam-
ined, revealing consistent regularity. WEM-P outperforms
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Table 2. Spectral imaging performance of systems using UEMs on different datasets, with the best results in bold.

Physical Model Ideal Model
Datasets Encoding Model PSNR↑ PSNR-SI↑ SAM↓ ERGAS↓ Encoding Model PSNR↑ PSNR-SI↑ SAM↓ ERGAS↓

ICVL WEM-P 44.96 38.81 0.0399 6.23 WEM-I 45.25 38.51 0.0328 5.23
AEM-P 40.21 32.66 0.0491 8.96 AEM-I 45.08 38.95 0.0405 6.24

(training & testing) PEM-P 34.07 26.35 0.0669 16.16 PEM-I 44.9 38.68 0.0398 6.28
Baseline 32.21 28.98 0.1342 33.3

Harvard WEM-P 38.72 36.91 0.07538 8.01 WEM-I 39.9 36.31 0.05152 8.09
AEM-P 32.7 30.01 0.0852 14.04 AEM-I 38.84 36.88 0.07513 7.97

(training & testing) PEM-P 27.24 24.42 0.10196 25.17 PEM-I 38.71 36.88 0.07561 8.12
Baseline 26.28 24.87 0.21845 143.05

CAVE WEM-P 36.02 37.57 0.1961 18.38 WEM-I 37.65 37.98 0.1682 17.48
AEM-P 33.13 33.13 0.2193 26.11 AEM-I 36.96 38.00 0.1590 16.85

(training & testing) PEM-P 28.99 28.76 0.2974 48.23 PEM-I 35.77 37.55 0.1894 18.77
Baseline 29.50 30.36 0.3906 41.74

CAVE (training), WEM-P 32.02 33.58 0.4819 36.82 WEM-I 33.04 31.93 0.4363 43.45
AEM-P 32.21 33.69 0.4707 36.22 AEM-I 33.30 34.42 0.3679 31.82

KAIST (testing) PEM-P 28.39 26.20 0.4909 70.45 PEM-I 30.68 29.60 0.4541 48.82
Baseline 30.78 31.06 0.6339 46.47

Table 3. Spectral imaging performance of systems using UEMs on different decoding models, with the best results in bold.

Physical Model Ideal Model
Decoding Model Encoding Model PSNR↑ PSNR-SI↑ SAM↓ ERGAS↓ Encoding Model PSNR↑ PSNR-SI↑ SAM↓ ERGAS↓

WEM-P 38.62 32.00 8.07 0.0373 WEM-I 40.54 33.96 6.73 0.0360
Res-U-Net AEM-P 36.72 29.53 10.39 0.0422 AEM-I 39.28 32.80 7.51 0.0396

PEM-P 34.87 28.10 13.08 0.0654 PEM-I 38.57 31.83 8.15 0.0385
WEM-P 45.09 38.93 4.22 0.0289 WEM-I 46.43 40.86 3.69 0.0257

Unfolding-Net AEM-P 44.63 38.55 4.43 0.0295 AEM-I 46.33 40.30 3.71 0.0280
PEM-P 38.70 31.80 8.69 0.0514 PEM-I 45.94 40.53 3.84 0.0286
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WEM-P: 0.119
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PEM-I: 0.12
PEM-P: 0.269
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Figure 3. Spectral curve comparison at a single sampling point,
the SAM metrics for this point are labeled in the legend.

AEM-P among physical models, while PEM-P exhibits rel-
atively inferior performance. Similarly, in the ideal model,
WEM-I imaging is superior. Given that WEM-P already
has the best performance in the physical model, the WEM-I
brings relatively little improvement. In contrast, AEM-P
and PEM-P show great potential for improvement when
transitioning to the ideal model.

To evaluate the generalizability of our systems, we train
on the CAVE dataset and test on the KAIST dataset, us-
ing only overlapping bands for both training and testing.
Significantly, AEMs demonstrate superior generalizability,

whereas WEM-P and PEM-I, when trained on CAVE, ex-
hibit noticeable performance dips when tests on KAIST.
Additional validation experiments on ICVL are detailed in
the supplementary materials.

RGB visualizations of the reconstructed spectral images
for all models are displayed in Figure 2. Although WEM-I
performs better numerically, we notice slight color inaccu-
racies in some instances, such as a dominant orange shift
(Figure 2b). We attribute this shift to the negative values
in the response curve of the free encoding. PEM-P con-
sistently shows inferior reconstruction, as reflected in color
and image detail, in line with numerical metrics.

In addition to the numerical and visual evaluations, we
select a point in Figure 2 (marked in the blue-circled area in
Figure 2a) to obtain the spectral accuracy of each model for
comparing the spectral accuracies of the models, as shown
in Figure 3. The results indicate that the WEM-I model
curve aligns with the ground truth most precisely, while the
PEM-P model is less accurate than the baseline. The other
physical and idea models display relatively close curves
around the ground truth, consistent with the numeric met-
rics.
Experiments on Different Decoding Model. In this exper-
iment, we replace the Sim-Conv-Net decoding model with
two different reconstruction networks: the Res-U-Net and
the Unfolding-Net. Table 3 summarizes the results.

Contrary to expectations that increasing network depth
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Table 4. Comparison of the segmentation quality of all systems,
with the best results in bold and the next best underlined.

Physical Model Ideal Model
Encoding Model Accuracy↑ Encoding Model Accuracy↑

WEM-P 0.5218 WEM-I 0.5221
AEM-P 0.4151 AEM-I 0.5234
PEM-P 0.4479 PEM-I 0.5128
Baseline 0.3223

Table 5. Comparison of the imaging quality of systems using
different types of WEM, where the WEM w/ P.C. represents the
wavelength encoding model with positive constraints. The best re-
sult is in bold, and the next best is underlined.

Encoding Model PSNR↑ PSNR-SI↑ SAM↓ ERGAS↓
WEM-I 45.25 38.51 0.0328 5.23
WEM-P 44.96 38.81 0.0399 6.23

WEM-I w/ P.C. 44.26 38.84 0.0432 5.37

and complexity would enhance image reconstruction, Res-
U-Net results in lower metrics in our end-to-end optimiza-
tion experiments. Except for WEM-I, the tables display
those models utilizing Sim-Conv-Net have higher metrics
sensitive to spatial differences like PSNR. In contrast, mod-
els using Res-U-Net as the decoding model tend to have
superior metrics sensitive to spectral errors like SAM. Only
PEM-P shows enhanced imaging performance when apply-
ing Res-U-Net compared to Sim-Conv-Net.

Unfolding-Net incorporates optical encoding informa-
tion into the inference process and achieves superior de-
coding performance by optimizing model-driven and data-
driven modules iteratively. Compared to Sim-Conv-Net,
physical model systems demonstrate significantly improved
performance, while ideal model systems exhibit only
marginal gains.

Training a large network structure in an end-to-end opti-
mized computational spectral imaging system may be chal-
lenging. Thus, we suggest utilizing simpler convolutional
neural networks, particularly in situations with limited com-
puting power. Moreover, we advise that simpler optical
encoding processes are more compatible with simple net-
works, while more complex encoding models should prefer
deeper networks.
Experiments on Image Segmentation. In practical ap-
plications, spectral imaging serves various high-level tasks.
Therefore, evaluating these systems based solely on imag-
ing performance may be insufficient, prompting further
exploration into how spectral imaging can aid perceptual
tasks. To evaluate this aspect, we choose spectral image
segmentation as a representative high-level task and em-
ploy a Res-U-Net as the segmentation network, assessing
segmentation performance on the LIB-HSI dataset [28].

Spectral images from each imaging system are fed into
the segmentation network for evaluation. Using the same

(a) RGB Image (b) GT (c) Baseline

(d) WEM-I (e) AEM-I (f) PEM-I

(g) WEM-P (h) AEM-P (i) PEM-P

Figure 4. Visual comparison of segmentation results.

segmentation network, Table 4 compares the segmenta-
tion accuracy among the previously discussed UEMs. Fig-
ure 4 shows the visualization results. Although noteworthy,
AEM-P outperforms PEM-P in low-level spectral imaging
but falls behind in segmentation performance. A positive
correlation between low-level imaging and high-level seg-
mentation performance cannot be established. We conclude
that phase encoding presents more difficulty decoding over-
lapping information than amplitude and wavelength encod-
ing. However, phase encoding may retain more compre-
hensive semantic information about the image, leading to
improved performance in image segmentation.

5.3. Breakdown Analysis

In this section, we analyze the characteristics of each sub-
model of UEM in combination with the experimental results
and visualization.
Amplitude Encoding Model. We show the masks in Fig-
ure 6b. The AEM-I mask has a narrower value range
than the binary AEM-P mask, with clear distinctions be-
tween channels, illustrating similar masks amongst neigh-
boring channels. Supplementary material provides a com-
plete view of AEM-I masks.

Retaining more scene information in optical encoding
seems advantageous for obtaining superior spectral recon-
struction and enhancing robustness in the context of AEMs.
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(a) Sim-Conv-Net, channel 6-11 (b) Sim-Conv-Net, channel 18-23

(c) Res-U-Net (depth=7), channel 6-11 (d) Res-U-Net (depth=7), channel 18-23

Figure 5. Visual comparison of the PSFs of PEM-I using different decoding networks. The PSF energy of the Sim-Conv-Net is more
convergent at the center, and the PSF pattern is differentiated between channels. The PSFs of the Res-U-Net are more diffuse and have no
obvious regularity.
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(b) Filter Response Curve

Figure 6. Visual comparison of masks of AEMs and response curves of WEMs. The mask is zoomed in for better visualization.

Our experimental findings strongly indicate that optimizing
AEM masks via a floating-point representation rather than a
binary one contributes to boosting the performance of spec-
tral imaging.

Phase Encoding Model. In PEM-I, achieving convergent
optimization results becomes challenging when the PSF has
the same size as the image. Consequently, we set the PSF
size to 9, optimizing only the central 9 × 9 region and
padding the remaining area with zeros. The visualization
of PEM-I PSFs, utilizing two different decoding models,
is depicted in Figure 5. Notably, the PSFs of PEM-I with
Res-U-Net exhibit significant divergence and inferior imag-
ing performance. Conversely, the Sim-Conv-Net experi-
ment, which attains the best performance, showcases rel-
atively concentrated patterns at the center with slight varia-
tions across channels.

Our experiments involve varying PSF sizes and convo-
lutional kernel sizes of the decoding model, revealing that
smaller learnable PSF and kernel sizes improve PSF con-
vergence and overall performance. Additional details can
be found in the supplementary materials. To achieve clear
imaging quality and preserve some spectral information, the
design of a concentrated PSF with a slight variance across
the channels is necessary for the PEM.

Wavelength Encoding Model. In WEM-I, a linear layer
is employed for encoding instead of a fixed RGB filter re-

sponse function. We visualize the weights of the linear layer
as spectral response curves for comparison with the FLIR
BFS-U3-04S2C-C. As shown in Figure 6b, the response
curve of the WEM-I is densely serrated, while the WEM-I
with positive constraints (WEM-I w/ P.C.) is smoother but
still has more peaks than the ordinary camera response
curve. Comparing the performance of the three WEMs in
Table 5, the WEM-I still has the best imaging performance,
while the WEM-I w/ P.C. and the WEM-P exhibit compa-
rable imaging performance.

The filter and sensor response is crucial in controlling the
information bottleneck between the encoder and decoder.
When the response is optimized according to the task, the
response curve will usually have multiple peaks. According
to our results, the ideal shape of the filter response curve
tends to have various separated sharp peaks compared to the
ordinary response curves of cameras. Therefore, we recom-
mend maximizing peak separation in the design process to
improve spectral imaging performance.

6. Conclusion

In this study, we propose the UEM, which allows for
a fair comparison of amplitude, phase, and wavelength
encoding computational spectral imaging systems through
joint encoder-decoder optimization. We utilize the UEM to
establish physical models of these systems, enabling a com-
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prehensive performance analysis. Additionally, we extend
the UEM to ideal models and explore the potential upper
bounds of performance without physical constraints. We
also evaluate these systems on the spectral image segmen-
tation task to investigate the correlation between low-level
and high-level task performance. Finally, by visualizing
and analyzing the ideal UEMs, we provide suggestions and
insights for the future design of spectral imaging systems.
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