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Abstract

Event-based Action Recognition (EAR) possesses the ad-
vantages of high-temporal resolution capturing and pri-
vacy preservation compared with traditional action recog-
nition. Current leading EAR solutions typically follow two
regimes: project unconstructed event streams into dense
constructed event frames and adopt powerful frame-specific
networks, or employ lightweight point-specific networks to
handle sparse unconstructed event points directly. How-
ever, such two regimes are blind to a fundamental issue:
failing to accommodate the unique dense temporal and
sparse spatial properties of asynchronous event data. In
this article, we present a synergy-aware framework, i.e.,
EventCrab, that adeptly integrates the “lighter” frame-
specific networks for dense event frames with the “heav-
ier” point-specific networks for sparse event points, bal-
ancing accuracy and efficiency. Furthermore, we estab-
lish a joint frame-text-point representation space to bridge
distinct event frames and points. In specific, to better ex-
ploit the unique spatiotemporal relationships inherent in
asynchronous event points, we devise two strategies for the
“heavier” point-specific embedding: i) a Spiking-like Con-
text Learner (SCL) that extracts contextualized event points
from raw event streams. ii) an Event Point Encoder (EPE)
that further explores event-point long spatiotemporal fea-
tures in a Hilbert-scan way. Experiments on four datasets
demonstrate the significant performance of our proposed
EventCrab, particularly gaining improvements of 15.17%
on SeAct and 17.01% on HARDVS.

1. Introduction

Accurate action recognition, essential for intelligent sys-
tems to sense human behaviors thoroughly, hinges on the
precision of the identification methods employed and the
quality of the benchmark datasets collected. Though current
methods have shown impressive performance [41, 42], they
are predominantly tailored for data captured by RGB cam-
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Figure 1. Insight of our work. Previous methods are limited to
using “heavy” frame-specific encoders to extract features from
densely stacked event frames or employing “light” point encoders
to process sparse raw event points. Our Frame&Point-based ap-
proach integrates prompt-aware language semantic information to
achieve a synergistic enhancement among the distinct event repre-
sentations, balancing efficiency and accuracy.

eras, which encounter difficulties in the conditions of rapid
motion, extreme lighting, and privacy concerns, efc. With
the iterative advancements of dynamic vision sensors, e.g.,
event cameras, their ability to emulate the human visual sys-
tem is increasingly garnering broad attention [6, 56]. Unlike
traditional RGB cameras, event cameras can swiftly capture
changes in brightness, outputting highly sparse, dynamic,
and asynchronous events [34]. Thereby, event cameras can
mitigate the issues of motion blur caused by rapid move-
ment [35] and the lack of scene texture in low-light con-
ditions. Meanwhile, event cameras primarily capture the
edges of objects, thereby offering a potential solution to
privacy concerns. Therefore, leveraging the inherent ad-
vantages of event cameras, such as low latency and wide
dynamic range, the pursuit of Event-based Action Recog-
nition (EAR) has become increasingly relevant in practical
applications [1, 6].

Currently, a principal challenge in the development of
EAR is how to effectively harness asynchronous event
streams that possess dense temporal information while
exhibiting highly sparse spatial information concurrently.



Considerable efforts have been made: i) stacking raw events
into a series of 2D frames to leverage neural networks de-
signed for RGB data [2, 16]. It typically uses fixed-time
intervals to acquire dense event frames and employ pow-
erful frame-specific networks with or without the guidance
of the text encoder [58], as shown in Fig. 1(a)(c). ii) di-
rectly applying the point-specific networks to event points
sampled by sliding windows leverages its suitability for
processing asynchronous event points [17, 36], as shown
in Fig. 1(b). However, the above solutions have distinct
focals: i) adapt “heavy” frame-specific encoders to dense
event frames, achieving satisfactory performance but at the
expense of efficiency, and ii) adapt “light” point-specific en-
coders to sparse event points, suffering from performance
loss while achieving energy efficiency.

In light of the challenges mentioned above, we seek to
achieve a trade-off between recognition performance and
energy consumption. Furthermore, to adeptly accommo-
date the unique sparse spatial and dense temporal attributes
of the asynchronous event streams, we delve into the inte-
grated compatibility of diverse event representations. More
concretely, we introduce an elegant event frame-point fu-
sion framework designed to fully harness the unique event
information from both frame and point embedding perspec-
tives, as depicted in Fig. 1(d). This framework integrates
distinct representations of event frames and event points
into a unified structure based on a primary strategy: heav-
ier modeling for sparse points, and lighter modeling for
dense frames. The “heavier” point-based branch endeavors
to ameliorate performance by exploring the long contextu-
alized information (e.g., high dynamic motions) from asyn-
chronous event points, and the “lighter” frame-based branch
is a residual branch to maintain efficiency by capturing de-
tailed information (e.g., accumulated static silhouettes). Fi-
nally, we establish a joint frame-text-point representation
space to bridge event frames and event points.

Formally, we propose a unified framework (EventCrab)
to seamlessly accommodate language-guided event-frame
and event-point embedding learning, enabling both effec-
tive and efficient event-based action recognition. Specifi-
cally, to align with the unique spatiotemporal characteris-
tics of sparse event points, we first design a Spiking-like
Context Learner (SCL) to recurrently extract event points
with contextual information from raw event points. Af-
ter that, we present an Event-Point Encoder to further ex-
plore event-point features while preserving spatiotempo-
ral correlations in a Hilbert-scan way. Second, the event-
point feature is guided by the point-prompt feature from
the CLIP text encoder with the specifically designed point-
related prompt. Meanwhile, the event frames, stacked
from the event stream, are processed by an event-frame en-
coder to yield event-frame features, which are guided by
the frame-prompt features from the CLIP text encoder with

the specifically designed frame-related prompt. Finally, the

event-frame feature is integrated with the event-point fea-

ture through a residual-like connection, enabling the recog-
nition task.

In summary, the main contributions of this work are sum-
marized as follows,

* Novel event frame-point fusion framework: we pro-
pose an EventCrab framework to effectively and effi-
ciently address the problem of EAR, by learning the
language-guided event-frame and event-point embed-
dings as the pretext task.

» Learnable event point contextualizing: we design a
Spiking-like Context Learner (SCL) to recurrently extract
event points with contextual information delivered by re-
dundant event points, which align closely with the nature
of asynchronous events.

* Long spatiotemporal-sensitive point encoder: we
present an Event-Point Encoder that further explores
event-point features while preserving spatiotemporal cor-
relations in a Hilbert scan way.

2. Related Work

Event-based Action Recognition. In general, due to
the dense temporal and sparse spatial nature of asyn-
chronous event stream, existing solutions fall into two cat-
egories: 1) converting unstructured event stream into for-
mats compatible with powerful RGB-based models like
event frame [2] or time surface representations [55], e.g.,
[16] transformed event camera outputs into processable
frames using a binary-decimal aggregation strategy. How-
ever, such a solution inevitably discards critical temporal
cues. ii) developing network architectures like Spiking
Neural Networks (SNNs) [37] or Graph Convolutional Net-
works (GNNG5s) that cater to the unique properties of event
data. e.g., [17] designed a GNN leveraging the spatiotempo-
ral information of events by treating asynchronous events as
nodes. Such a solution tends to be computationally efficient
and capable of preserving point-wise semantics. Unfortu-
nately, its performance in large-scale scenarios is still not
desirable. Consequently, a prevalent of subsequent efforts
make full use of multi-modal information to boost EAR,
e.g. utilize aligned RGB and event data [47]. In this paper,
our aim at enhance EAR from frame and point perspective.
Spiking Neural Networks in Recognition. Spiking Neural
Networks (SNNs), due to their ability to simulate the dy-
namic behaviour of biological neurons, are highly efficient
at processing signals with temporal dynamics [33, 37, 53].
Initial vanilla SNN is directly designed for event gesture
recognition, e.g., [9] proposed a novel SNN on the DVS
gesture dataset that combines multiple convolutional lay-
ers to extract spatial features with a reservoir layer for ex-
tracting temporal features. Subsequently, some studies [39]
introduced powerful convolution and attention mechanisms
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Figure 2. Framework of the proposed EventCrab. For the event-point embedding, the Spiking-like Context Learner (SCL) and the Event-
Point Encoder (EPE) are designed to extract contextual points and explore point features fs with consideration of the spatiotemporal
dependencies in asynchronous event points, respectively. It is guided by the point-prompt feature f% from CLIP Text Encoder with the
point-related prompt. Meanwhile, for the event-frame embedding, the event frames stacked from the event stream are fed to an Event-
Frame Encoder (e.g., Transformer) to obtain the event-frame feature f2, which is similarly guided by the frame-prompt feature fY from

CLIP Text Encoder with the frame-related prompt.

into SNNs to enhance performance while maintaining ef-
ficiency, e.g., [15] implemented a deeper Spiking Convo-
lutional Neural Network based on a ResNet architecture;
Differently, we leverage the spike-based processing capa-
bilities of SNNs to propose a spiking-like context learner
that comprehensively understands asynchronous event data.

State Space Models. State Space Models (SSMs) have
achieved success in various tasks [5, 11, 12, 43], which
stems from their ability to capture long-range dependen-
cies. Building on this, Mamba [11] introduced a selec-
tive SSM mechanism to enable the model to selectively
focus on or ignore certain parameterized inputs. Subse-
quently, VisionMamba [60] and Vmamba [26] combined
bidirectional SSM and cross-scanning to bridge the gap
between the ordered nature of 1D selective scanning and
the non-continuous structure of 2D visual data. Besides,
the great potential of Mamba has also inspired a series of
cross-disciplinary work, e.g., point cloud analysis (Point-
Mamba [23]), medical segmentation (U-Mamba [29]), and
video understanding (SpikeMba [22]). However, previous
work has directly used SSM to extract features from raw
data, overlooking important sparsity and asynchrony prop-
erties in event data. In this paper, we employ a spiking neu-
ral network (SNN) that captures spatiotemporal relation-
ships to preprocess the raw event data. This allows the SSM
to become sensitive to the spatiotemporal relations of events
and adapt to the concept of asynchronous event occurrence.

3. Method

3.1. Overview

As shown in Fig. 2, our proposed EventCrab is de-
signed to fully harness the abundant event information
from both event-frame and event-point embedding per-
spectives. For one event stream E = {e;},con) =
{(@i, yi, pi, ti) }ie (0, With the action label Y, we first ob-
tain its corresponding event points F, and event frames F,,
where e; denotes one event, (z;, y;) denotes the event’s po-
sition, polarity p;= £ 1 indicates the polarity of bright-
ness change, and ¢; € [1,7] is the timestemp of one
event point. For “heavier” event-point embedding, the
event points F, are firstly fed to Spiking-like Context
learner (SCL) (Sec. 3.2) for extracting contextual event
points, denoted by E.. Then, E. is fed into the Event-Point
Encoder (EPE) (Sec. 3.3), to explore the event-point feature
f¢ € RY™P. Simultaneously, the “lighter” Event-Frame
Encoder (EFE) obtains the event-frame feature f¢ € R**P
from E,, as follows:

fS = EPE(SCL(E,)), |
7° — EFE(E, ). M)

Subsequently, the f{ is residually connected to the fS for
the final action feature f7:

fo=f+ 105 2



where © is element multiplication. While the CLIP Text
Encoder transforms the point- and frame-related prompts of
the event label into the frame-prompt feature f! € R@*P
and the point-prompt feature f¢ € R?*P, which guide the
semantic consistency of f¢ and f¢ via contrastive loss £,
and L,, respectively. Here, () indicates the number of ac-
tion classes.

3.2. Spiking-like Context Learner (SCL)

Considering the high temporal resolution characteristic of
event cameras, the large amount of raw event stream
recorded at the microsecond level poses a challenge for
most EAR methods [54]. For these methods, the sparse
and asynchronous event stream is sampled and aggregated
through a size-fixed sliding window, as shown in Fig. |
(b). Thus, such a sampling strategy not only disrupts
the temporal correlations between events but also operates
independently of the subsequent feature extraction. In-
spired by [51], we find that spiking firing in Spiking Neu-
ral Networks (SNN) aligns well with event-based sampling.
Therefore, we address the challenges mentioned above by
introducing a Spiking-like Context Learner (SCL) that can
extract contextual event points from redundant raw events
using Spiking Residual Recurrent Neural Network (SR-
RNN) and effectively integrate them with subsequent fea-
ture exploration.

LIF Neuron. We choose the Leaky Integrate-and-
Fire (LIF) neuron [10] used in neuromorphic computing as
the basis for our approach. Its charging process is described
by the following equations:

ﬁmzofl)ﬂpu+iﬁm

1, wift] > e, 3)
0, ullt] <uen
vf [t] = ul [t] (1 — st [t]) + Ureset ST [t].

sl = H (uf[t] — uen) =

Here, uf[t] and v{[t] denote the membrane potential of
the i-th neuron in the [-th layer before and after charging,
with If[t] as input current. s{[t] is the output of the spik-
ing neuron. 7,, and u;; denote the membrane time constant
and the firing threshold, respectively. H(-) is the Heaviside
function. Upon receiving spiking inputs, a neuron accu-
mulates the input current I{[¢] into its membrane potential
u![t], which decays at a constant rate. When the membrane
potential uf [t] exceeds the threshold uyp, a spike is emitted,
resetting uf [t] to v{[t] with U denoting the resetting po-
tential. Such the LIF neuron is referred to as “SN(-)” for
the subsequent equation.

Spiking Residual Recurrent Neural Network (SRRNN).
The mechanism of membrane potential accumulation in
SNN is highly congruent with the rationale behind event-
based sampling, where events from asynchronous streams
should be selected once the accumulated event information
surpasses a predefined threshold. Therefore, we leverage

the functionality of the LIF model and fully consider the
contextual information among events to learn the sampling
for the raw event points. Taking into account the sparsity in
spatial dimensions and the density in temporal dimensions
of event data, we employ recurrent synaptic connectivity to
extract a contiguous and information-dense subset of event
points embedded with contextual information, as follows:

{ ult]
1]
v[t]

Here, * denotes the convolution operation, ¢ denotes
timestep of the event, E,[t] denotes the event points be-
tween [t—1,t], o denotes the sigmoid function, and « is the
residual weight, which defaults to 0.5.

The event points E, [t] at ¢-th timestep and the spike fir-
ing s[t—1] at the (¢t—1)-th timestep contribute to the I[¢] by
recurrent convolution W7 and W7, respectively. Likewise,
the decay factor 7[t] at the ¢-th timestep is updated by E,[t]
and s[t — 1] through recurrent convolution W and W. In
light of the process above, we achieve interval sampling by
acquiring the event slice between the previous spike firing
time t*~! and the current spike firing time t* (k = [1,7”]
denotes the index of sampling interval), as follows,

Ytolt=1] + al[t] + (1—a)W{ * I[t—1],
Wi * Eolt] + Wi * s[t—1], (C))
o (W5 x Eolt] + W3 x s[t—1]) .

ES = {(zj,y5.05t) [t; € WL oy )

Finally, we aggregate contextual event points E. €
RHXWXT XC from { EX}T" [47], where H and W denote

the spatial size, T denotes the sampled timestep and C' is
the channel.

3.3. Hilbert-scan Spiking Mamba (HSM)

Previous schemes for the event point encoding are typically
bifurcated into two distinct categories: 1) the direct employ-
ment of spiking neural networks (SNNs) that are congru-
ent with the ethos of event cameras, and 2) the utilization
of point cloud or graph structures, originally intended for
processing three-dimensional data, to manage event points.
Nonetheless, these schemes have not adequately addressed
the inherent spatiotemporal nuances of event data, as well
as the long-term interdependency of asynchronous event
points, both of which are pivotal for accurate recognition
tasks. To this end, we propose a novel Hilbert-scan Spiking-
Mamba (HSM) as Event Point Encoder (EPE) that rethinks
the nature of event points. Specifically, HSM mainly com-
prises Hilbert Scanning, and Spiking Mamba block as de-
tailed below.

Hilbert Scanning. In order to preserve the spatiotem-
poral distribution properties of event points, we first em-
ploy a space-filling curve, the Hilbert curve, to traverse all
event points without repetition while retaining spatial topol-
ogy. First, 2D-spatial and 1D-temporal event information
of event points are constructed into a 3D representation to



be processed in the forward and backward Hilbert curves.
Second, we reindex the contextual event points E. and
use a 3D convolution to project E, into non-overlapping

patches f, € R(LXT,)XD with D-dimension, where L =
Hx W/ P2 and (P, P) is the size of the patch. Third, we

obtain serialized point tokens f, € R(ZXT)*D by incorpo-

rating a learnable spatial position embedding p, € RL*P
and a temporal position embedding p, € R *P:
fs:fp+ps+pt- (6)

Spiking Mamba Block. We integrate the spiking neural
network (SNN), leveraging its asynchronous event process-
ing capabilities based on spikes (refer to Eq.3), into the
Mamba block for analyzing long time series of contextual
event points. This ensures low power consumption while
fully exploiting the high temporal resolution information of
the event points. First, the Mamba block effectively par-
allels and captures long-term temporal correlations within
event series by selective State Space Model (SSM) [11].
Such this operation is referred to as “MAMBA(-)” for subse-
quent equation:

SMAMBA(f) = SN(Mamba(SN(f))), (7

where SMAMBA(-) extracts explicit temporal features from
the serialized event-point sequences, SN(-) denotes the spik-
ing activation function. Second, based on the Spiking Feed-
Forward Network (SFFN) [59], the Spiking Group-wise
Convolution (SGC) layers are incorporated into the Spiking
Point-wise Convolution (SPC) layers to extract local fea-
tures while reducing computational overhead, which is for-
mulated as:

SPC(f) = Conv(SN(f)),
SGC(f) = GWConv(SN(f)) + f, (3)
SPGC(f) = SPC(SGC(SPC(f))).

Here, SPC(-) denote the spiking point-wise convolution
layer, Conv(+) is the point-wise convolution. SGC(-) denote
the spiking group-wise convolution layer and GWConv(-)
is group-wise convolution. SPGC(+) denotes that the stacked
SGC layer and SPC layers extract local features. When
feeding f; into the [-th Spliking Mamba block, we obtain
the event-point feature f¢ € R It can be formulated as
follows:

f.' = sumeBa(f!) + £,

- ©)

o = sPae(fy),
where f!*1 denotes the output features of the [-th Spiking
Mamba block and the output of the final block is recognized
as the ultimate event-point feature fS.

3.4. Training and Testing

When the raw event points are converted into event-point
features fS, we also implement the event-frame embedding
and text-prompt embedding to obtain the event-frame fea-
ture f¢ and the frame/point-prompt features f/f%, respec-
tively.

Event-Frame Embedding. As shown in Fig. 2, it inputs
stacked N; event frames E, € RIXWXNix3 of the spa-
tial size (H, W) to the Event-Frame Encoder (e.g., Trans-
former), which outputs the event-frame feature f¢ € R1*P.
Based on Eq. (2), it is residually connected to the event-
point feature for the final frame feature fy.

Text-Prompt Embedding. The CLIP Text Encoder ex-
tracts text features from the frame- and point-related
prompts, converting them into corresponding text features,
e.g., f € R*P and ft € RY*P, where Q indicates the
number of action class.

Training Process. We constrain the event-text consis-
tency via the contrastive loss £(f¢, f!) between the event-
frame/point feature and the frame/point-prompt feature as
follows:

TN .« LIRS /UL E
o=t T3 exp((f9)7T f(t*,k)/T)
(10)
where the subscript is x € {a, 0}, 7 is the temperature co-
efficient. Based on Eq. (10), we obtain specific contrastive
losses L, and L,, for the event-frame embedding and event-
point embedding branches, respectively. The final overall
recognition loss is composed of £, and L, as follows:

L= Lo+ Ao, L)

where ) is the weight coefficient.
Testing Process. Formally, we denote the frame-text fea-
tures of all class labels as f* = [f], f3,..., fg, - F5)

where f; € R'*P denotes the text feature of the g-th class.
Given an event-frame feature f¢ € R'*P that undergoes
residual fusion with event-point features, we get the classi-
fication logit P, of the g-th class as follows:

e\T gt
o oD £1) 1)

S exp ((f)T - £1)

4. Experiments
4.1. Dataset and Settings

Datasets. We conduct our research on four datasets, in-
cluding PAF [31], SeAct [58], HARDVS [48] and DVS128
Gesture [1]. PAF (DVS Action) contains ten action cat-
egories with 450 recordings, conducted in an unoccupied
office environment. SeAct is the first semantic-abundant
dataset for event-text action recognition, containing 58 ac-
tions under four themes. HARDVS is a recently released



Accuracy (%)
Dataset | Method Top-1 Top-5
HMAX SNN [52] 55.00 -
STCA [13] 71.20 -
Motion SNN [25] 78.10 -
% MST [50] 88.21 -
~ Swin-T(BN) [50] 90.14 -
EV-ACT [7] 92.60 -
EXACT [58] 94.83 98.28
Ours 96.49(+1.66) 100.00(+1.72)
= EventTransAct [2] 57.81 64.22
< EvT [38] 61.30 67.81
A ExXACT [58] 67.24 75.00
Ours 72.41(+5.17)  89.65(+14.65)
X3D 45.82 52.33
SlowFast [4] 46.54 54.76
ACTION-Net [49] 46.85 56.19
R2Plus1D [45] 49.06 56.43
? ResNet18 [14] 49.20 56.09
[a) TAM [27] 50.41 57.99
5,:‘ C3D [44] 50.52 56.14
T ESTF [48] 51.22 57.53
Video-SwinTrans [28] 51.91 59.11
TSM [24] 52.63 60.56
TSCFormer [46] 53.04 62.67
ExACT [58] 90.10 96.69
Ours 97.11(+7.01)  99.48(+2.79)
Time-surfaces [30] 90.62 -
° SNN eRBP [18] 92.70 -
E Slayer [40] 93.64 -
g DECOLLE [19] 95.54 -
® EvT [38] 96.20 -
7 TBR [16] 97.73 -
E EventTransAct [2] 97.92 -
ExACT [58] 98.86 98.86
Ours 98.80¢-0.08)  100.00(+1.14)

Table 1. Comparative performance (%) for EAR on the PAF,
SeAct, HARDVS and DVS128 Gesture datasets. The best results
are in bold and the second-best ones are in underlined.

dataset for event-based action recognition, currently having
the largest action classes, namely 107,646 recordings for
300 action categories. Both of the above three datasets have
an average time duration of 5 seconds with 346 x 260 res-
olution. DVS128 Gesture is collected using a DAVIS128
camera with 128 x 128 resolution, dividing into 11 distinct
classes of gestures.

Settings. The implementation of the overall framework is
carried out on PyTorch in a Linux environment with two
NVIDIA GeForce 4090 GPUs. We utilize SpikingJelly [3]
to enhance the training efficiency of the spike-based back-
bone. The event-frame encoder of the event-image-text
model [57] is utilized for event-frame embedding and the
CLIP text encoder from pre-trained CLIP [32] is utilized
for Text-Prompt embedding. We use the Adam [21] opti-
mizer with the initial learning rate of 1 x 10~° and weight
decay of 2x10~*. CosineAnnealingLR learning rate sched-
ule is employed with a minimum learning rate of 1 x 1076,

SeAct PAF
Method Top-1 Top-5 Top-1 Top-5
Baseline 66.37 79.31 91.22 95.80
+EPE  |70.68(+4.31) 87.85(+8.54) 94.73(+3.51) 98.24 (+2.44)
+ SCL, EPE|72.41(+1.73) 89.65(+1.80) 96.49(+1.76) 100.00(+1.76)

Table 2. Ablation study for effectiveness of each component in
Event framework.

By default, we set the parameter « in Eq. 4 to 0.5, and the
parameter A in Eq. 11 to 0.8.

4.2. Comparison with SOTA Methods

As shown in Table |, we evaluate our proposed method
against currently representative methods on PAF [31],
SeAct [58], HARDVS [48] and DVSI128 Gesture [I]
datasets. Our proposed EventCrab demonstrates superior
performance on these datasets. Specifically, EventCrab
achieves improvements of 5.17% (Top-1) and 14.65% (Top-
5), respectively, on the SeAct dataset with 58 dynamic ac-
tions. On the HARDVS dataset with 300 action classes,
EventCrab brings improvements of 7.01% (Top-1) and
2.79% (Top-5), significantly outperforming ExACT [58].
Concurrently, EventCrab achieves an accuracy of 96.49%
on the PAF dataset, which encompasses 10 distinct classes,
and 98.80% on the DVS128 Gesture dataset, spanning 11
distinct gesture classes, demonstrating comparable perfor-
mance to the EXACT. These results suggest that while
ExACT performs well on small datasets, it faces chal-
lenges with large datasets that contain a multitude of cate-
gories. However, our EventCrab, approaching from both the
event-frame and event-point perspectives, thoroughly ex-
ploits the spatiotemporal information within asynchronous
event streams, effectively addressing the challenges posed
by complex, large-scale datasets.

4.3. Ablation Studies

We conduct extensive ablation experiments to validate key
designs of EventCrab. Results are reported on SeAct and
PAF datasets.

Effectiveness of Each Component. As detailed in Table 2,
we conduct an ablation study to test the effectiveness of
Spiking-like Context Learner (SCL) and Event-Point En-
coder (EPE) within the proposed framework. The base-
line model is trained only using contrastive loss [32] be-
tween the event frame and its corresponding text embed-
dings without the event-point embedding branch. Build-
ing upon this baseline, adding the event-point embedding
branch with only EPE gains performance improvements of
4.31% on the SeAct dataset and 3.51% on the PAF dataset,
respectively. These performance improvements demon-
strate that it is significantly effective for harnessing the
abundant information contained within the raw event points.
Notably, when SCL is further added event-point embedding
branch, there is a continuous performance improvement,



SeAct PAF
Top-1 Top-5 Top-1 Top-5
Sliding window|  68.10 83.62 92.98 96.41
SNN 68.96(+0.86) 84.48(+0.86) 93.96(+0.98) 97.68(+1.27)
SCL 70.68(+1.72) 87.85(+3.37) 94.73(+0.77) 98.24 (+0.56)

Module

Table 3. Ablation study for the superiority of SCL.
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Figure 3. (left) Impact of different values of \ balanced between
event-frame and event-point on PAF dataset. (right) Impact of dif-
ferent numbers of Spiking Mamba blocks proposed in Event-Point
Encoder on PAF dataset.

namely improvements of 1.72% and 1.76% in Top-1 on the
SeAct and PAF datasets, respectively. These improvements
highlight the synergistic effectiveness of the proposed SCL
and EPE, emphasizing the strengths that contribute to the
enhanced performance.

Superiority of Spiking-like Contextual Learner (SCL).
We also validate the superiority of the proposed SCL com-
pared to the conventional sliding window- [37] and vanilla
SNN-based [10] sampling strategies. As shown in Table 3,
the comparison results demonstrate that the vanilla SNN-
based sampling, consistent with asynchronous event sam-
pling principles, is beneficial to event sampling, gaining an
improvement of 0.98% (Top-1) compared with sliding win-
dow sampling on PAF. Evolved from SNN-base sampling,
our SCL considering the important contextual information,
demonstrates better performance improvement compared
with the alternatives.

4.4. Diagnose Analysis

Balance Between Event-point and Event-frame. Our
findings suggest that achieving a balance between £, and
Lo (Eq. 11) is crucial. The contribution of L, is modi-
fied via A. As shown in Fig.3 (left), the variation of A af-
fects the accuracy performance. The best performance is
achieved with a weight of 0.8. Notably, our findings high-
light the potential benefits of leveraging complementary in-
formation from multiple event text representations to en-
hance the power of the proposed model for EAR.

Impact of the Different Number of Spiking Mamba
Blocks. As shown in Fig. 3 (right), we explore the impact
of different numbers of Spiking Mamba blocks which ex-
ploit the high temporal resolution information of the event
points. Our findings indicate that accuracy escalates with
incrementing the number of blocks up to 6. Subsequent

hurdle start

sit down

Figure 4. Visualization of events before/after processed by SCL
on the SeAct dataset.
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Figure 5. The t-SNE visualization of event features learned by
different methods on the SeAct dataset. Ten action classes on the
dataset are randomly selected. Best view in color.

augmentation from 6 to 12 blocks results in a gradual per-
formance decrement, implying that an appropriate number
of blocks is more conducive to effectively capturing the fea-
tures of event points. Intuitively, the selection of an appro-
priate number of Spiking Mamba blocks, which possess a
formidable ability to capture features, is of paramount im-
portance for smaller event datasets. Consequently, we set
the number of blocks to 6.

4.5. Qualitative Analysis

Visualization of Spiking-like Context Learner (SCL). To
explore the superiority of the designed SCL, we visual-
ize the events before/after processed by SCL on the SeAct
dataset. Notably, we employ the intuitive stacked frames
to represent the event points, with red indicating the event
before SCL processing and blue indicating the event after
SCL processing. As shown in Fig. 4, redundant event points
are markedly diminished while critical event points are re-
tained by the SCL. The results demonstrate that our pro-
posed SCL effectively extracts raw event points by leverag-
ing spatiotemporal contextual information, thereby alleviat-
ing the burden of feature exploration from event points.
The t-SNE of Features Learned by Different Methods.
We employ t-SNE to qualitatively visualize the distribution
of the original data, the features learned by ExACT [58],
and the features learned by our proposed method (Eq. 2).
Notably, Fig. 5 visualize the ten action classes distribution
on the SeAct dataset, which include the challenging pairs
with similar semantics, e.g. 7 ys. ¢

”. Comparing Fig. 5(b) with Fig. 5(c), we
can find that the features in different classes are widely
distributed while our proposed method advances in distin-



EXACT: ours:
Clap (0.783)
Circle arm (0.096) Circle arm (0.0008)

Long jump(0.0004)

EXACT: ours:
Jump squat (0.873)
Tie shoelaces (0.055)

Bend forward(0.041)

Jump squat (0.459)
Bend forward(0.008)

EXACT: ours:
Run with ball (0.608)
Walk with ball (0.438)

Handing box (0.020) Run with ball(0.059)

EXACT: ours:
Walking (0.204)
Walk with pain(0.163)] /8 - | Falling down (0.168)

Running(0.146) Leg injury walk(0.119)|

Figure 6. Visualization of the Top-3 predicted results on the SeAct
dataset.

guishing these classes. The results compellingly demon-
strate that our frame-point fusion strategy boosters the
model’s capacity to distinguish event features, particularly
for event actions that are closely related.

Recognition Results. Fig. 6 presents visualizations of four
groups of event actions in the form of event frames, along-
side comparative Top-3 recognition results for two meth-
ods (EXACT [58] vs. Ours) on the SeAct dataset. As shown
in the first and third rows, rapid movements result in the
blur of stacked event frames, which hinders the recogni-
tion ability of the frame-based method (i.e., ExXACT), for
“run with ball” vs. “walk with box”. Rows two and four
elucidate that event actions with subtle inter-class dispari-
ties (e.g., “walking” vs. “staggering”) become misleading to
the EXACT method when stacked into event frames. These
results suggest that our approach, which integrates spatial
contour information from event frames with a temporal tra-
jectory from event points, adeptly seizes the essence of mo-
tion dynamics and thus mitigates the impact of motion blur.

Computational Efficiency. We compare our EventCrab
with the state-of-the-art EXACT [58] on computational ef-
ficiency in Fig. 7. Our EventCrab has 147M parameters,
which is 8M less than EXACT. The FLOPs of EXACT and
EventCrab are 702 and 669. Meanwhile, our EventCrab
achieves faster inference speeds. Our EventCrab adeptly
balances computational efficiency with performance by har-
nessing the prowess for capturing event-point long depen-
dencies and the efficiency for detailing event frame nuances.

4.6. Extension to Other Tasks

Text retrieval has a multitude of practical applications [8,
20] and adheres to the following procedure: input the text
to be queried, and retrieve events that correspond to it. We

Params FLOPs FPS
160
700
150 0.26
140 650 - 0.24
EXACT Ours EXACT Ours EXACT Ours

Figure 7. Computational effectiveness analysis between ours
EventCrab and SOTA ExACT, which is a frame-text method.

Qside kick: A human action side kick involves someone performing a swift,
sideways kicking movement, often in martial arts.

z-dog. 1-do)

g-doy

Figure 8. Visualization of the Top-3 event action retrieval results
on the SeAct dataset.

extend our EventCrab to the task of text retrieval. No-
tably, we present the event stream in the form of stacked
frames. As shown in Fig. 8, we demonstrate the Top-3 re-
trieved event streams for the query label “side kick”, which
are “side kick”, “forward kick”, and “leg lift’. It can be
observed that the retrieved events exhibit a high degree of
similarity, thereby validating the retrieval effectiveness of
our EventCrab on such discernibly challenging events.

5. Conclusion and Discussion

Conclusion. In this paper, we present a novel EAR frame-
work, i.e., EventCrab, that simultaneously learns language-
guided event-frame and event-point embeddings for EAR,
balancing efficiency and accuracy. To address the chal-
lenge of harnessing asynchronous event points, EventCrab
has two main insightful components, i.e., Spiking-like Con-
text Learner (SCL), and Event Point Encoder (EPE). SCL
extracts event points with contextual information from re-
dundant raw event points. EPE efficiently further explore
event-point features while preserving spatiotemporal corre-
lations in a Hilbert scan way. Extensive experimental results
well demonstrate the effectiveness and efficiency of the pro-
posed method.

Discussion. While our approach delivers promising results
and scalability, it encounters modest limitations due to the
temporal overhead associated with event stacking. Future
work will focus on devising more efficient strategies to har-
ness the unique asynchronous event streams.
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