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Abstract

Event cameras are biologically inspired sensors that emit
events asynchronously with remarkable temporal resolu-
tion, garnering significant attention from both industry and
academia. Mainstream methods favor frame and voxel rep-
resentations, which reach a satisfactory performance while
introducing time-consuming transformation, bulky models,
and sacrificing fine-grained temporal information. Alterna-
tively, Point Cloud representation demonstrates promise in
addressing the mentioned weaknesses, but it ignores the po-
larity information, and its models have limited proficiency
in abstracting long-term events’ features. In this paper, we
propose a frequency-aware network named FECNet that
leverages Event Cloud representations. FECNet fully uti-
lizes 2S-1T-1P Event Cloud by innovating the event-based
Group and Sampling module. To accommodate the long se-
quence events from Event Cloud, FECNet embraces feature
extraction in the frequency domain via the Fourier trans-
form. This approach substantially extinguishes the explo-
sion of Multiply Accumulate Operations (MACs) while ef-
fectively abstracting spatial-temporal features. We con-
ducted extensive experiments on event-based object clas-
sification, action recognition, and human pose estimation
tasks, and the results substantiate the effectiveness and ef-
ficiency of FECNet. Our code is available at https:
//github.com/rhwxmx/FECNet

1. Introduction

Event cameras represent a revolutionary advancement in the
field of computer vision [16, 24]. Unlike traditional frame-
based cameras that capture images at fixed intervals, event
cameras operate asynchronously, detecting local changes in
illumination that exceed a predetermined threshold and gen-
erating events independently at the pixel level [37]. This
fundamental difference allows them to achieve exceptional
performance characterized by high dynamic range, low la-
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Figure 1. Gain of FECNet on DVS128 Gesture. The horizontal
axis represents the MACs after taking ln, the vertical axis repre-
sents accuracy, the different shapes denote representations, and the
number beside the shape is throughput (FPS).

tency, and low power consumption [34]. Consequently,
event cameras demonstrate superior effectiveness in cap-
turing high-speed motion and rapid scene dynamics, gen-
erating outputs in microsecond resolution, which far sur-
passes the frame rate of conventional cameras [12]. These
attributes make it particularly significant for robotics, secu-
rity, and autonomous driving applications [30].

The raw events generated by event cameras are repre-
sented by four dimension coordinates, which comprise the
spatial coordinate (x, y), timestamps t, and polarity p of
each event occurrence [48]. Due to the boom in deep learn-
ing algorithms in computer vision, most efforts in event-
based vision primarily focus on converting raw events into
frame-based or voxel-based representations, employing es-
tablished backbones to accomplish various tasks, such as
VGG [46], ResNet [19], and Transformer [15]. Although
these methods generally yield satisfactory performance,
they often introduce additional representation transforma-
tion times and involve relatively large model architectures,
which can substantially diminish their compatibility with
hardware and applications [45]. On the other hand, the
sparseness and fine-grained temporal information contained
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in raw events are greatly discounted when converted into
frames and voxels, which is detrimental for tasks like ac-
tion recognition that rely on critical details in the temporal
dimension [41].

Alternative event representation has also been inves-
tigated and is gaining popularity. Inspired by PointNet
[38] and PointNet++ [39], several studies employ Point
Cloud to represent raw events. Such representation ex-
empts the dataformat transformation process, preserves the
fine-grained temporal information, and is theoretically cou-
pled with lighter network architectures. However, there
are three major limitations preventing Point Cloud-based
methods from achieving comparable performance to frame-
based and voxel-based methods. Firstly, Point Cloud repre-
sentation often ignores the polarity information and treats
the temporal coordinate t as a quasi-spatial dimension z
[26, 41, 48], failing to differentiate each dimension of
events. Secondly, the Point Cloud networks show a lim-
ited performance plateau due to insufficient extraction of
spatial-temporal features in the long-term events. Thirdly,
the networks’ computational load, which is quantified by
the Multiply Accumulate Operations (MACs)[54], super-
linear grows with the increase in input points, leading to
potential inefficiencies when the input becomes larger [8].

In order to address the constraints mentioned above, we
propose an effective and efficient network named FECNet.
It leverages Event Cloud representation, which is the near-
est representation to raw events and requires only down-
sampling. Firstly, we redesign the Group and Sampling
(G & S) module to faithfully extract local features incor-
porating extra polarity information. More specifically, we
propose Differentiation Farthest Point Sampling (D-FPS),
Event Feature-based K-Nearest Neighbour (EF-KNN), and
Coordinates Evolution Strategy (CES). Secondly, we em-
brace the technique of frequency domain analysis by inno-
vating spatial and temporal Frequency-aware (FA) modules.
The Spatial-FA module significantly reduces the MACs by
replacing the convolution to Hadamard’s product by a rep-
etition of 104. Meanwhile, the Temporal-FA module ex-
cels at capturing long-term dependencies of Event Cloud
by global frequency filters rather than providing local tem-
poral information. Finally, FECNet can proficiently cap-
ture the spatial-temporal features from long-term 2S-1T-
1P Event Cloud. We conducted extensive experiments on
nine datasets for three different tasks: object classification,
action recognition, and human pose estimation. The ex-
perimental results sufficiently demonstrate the superiority
of FECNet, and the gain in DVS128 Gesture is shown in
Fig. 1. Our main contribution can be summarized in the
following:
• FECNet pioneer leverages Event Cloud representation,

which contains polarity and the nearest to raw output.
• FECNet effectively captures spatial-temporal features

Figure 2. Visualization of different representations in yin-yang
from N-Caltech101 dataset.

from long-term events via frequency domain analysis.
• FECNet is capable of handling a greater number of events

while being optimized for extremely lightweight.
• Comparable results highlight that FECNet serves as a

powerful backbone for the community.

2. Related Work

2.1. Event Representations

Event cameras capture changes in the environment rather
than entire frames at regular intervals, allowing them to
record rapid movements with high temporal resolution and
perform well in challenging lighting conditions. The repre-
sentation of output from event cameras is a well-developed
research problem [16], and we visualize some frame-based
and point-based representations in Fig. 2. The most com-
mon one is frame-based representations, which involve con-
verting event streams into 2D frames by either counting
the events or summing their polarity over time intervals
[6, 17, 20]. However, this representation often results in
a loss of temporal information and sparsity since it com-
presses dynamic information into static images [48]. To
address this, Time Surface representations are proposed,
which encode the timestamp of the most recent event at each
pixel location, thereby maintaining some temporal dynam-
ics [47]. Additionally, Bina-Rep converts asynchronous
events to a sequence of sparse and expressive event frames
[2], while it is very time-consuming. Another advanced
method is voxel-based representation, which segments the
event data into multiple time bins, further capturing tem-
poral features across 3D voxel grids that are beneficial for
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tasks like 3D reconstruction or depth estimation [4, 14, 51].
Additionally, Point Cloud representation takes a different
approach by representing the event data in a 3D spatial for-
mat, where each event’s spatial and temporal attributes are
preserved [25, 41, 43, 44, 48]. However, this representa-
tion ignores polarity and generally has a limited point num-
ber. Consequently, we embrace Event Cloud representation
closest to the raw output, which only needs downsampling.

2.2. Frequency-aware Learning
The Fourier transform is a powerful processing tool in com-
puter vision. With the rapid advancement of convolutional
neural networks, the theoretically substitutable frequency-
domain Hadamard product offers superior global capture
capability and computational efficiency. Initially, FFC em-
ployed local Fourier units instead of traditional convolu-
tions, performing convolution operations in the frequency
domain to process image features at different scales ef-
fectively [11]. Subsequently, GFNet introduced a new
technique that enhances feature expression by conduct-
ing element-wise multiplication between frequency domain
features and learnable global filters [40]. SpectFormer en-
hanced the feature representation capabilities of the orig-
inal ViT [15] architecture by combining spectral analysis
with multi-head self-attention mechanisms [36]. Recently,
network architectures based on frequency domain modules
have been extensively applied to various sub-tasks, such as
super-resolution [9, 23, 53], low-level tasks [31, 32, 55], and
human pose estimation [57]. Event Cloud is a collection of
long-term signals containing rich spatial and temporal in-
formation, and the utilization of frequency-domain feature
extraction can better capture the global temporal relation-
ship between events and conduct lightweight networks.

3. Method

3.1. Event Cloud Representation
Event cameras generate 2-spatial, 1-temporal, and 1-
polarity (2S-1T-1P) raw events in response to illumination
changes in the environment. The raw events E can be de-
fined as:

E = {ei = (xi, yi, ti, pi) | i ∈ I} , I = [1, 2 . . . , n], (1)

Where (x, y) represents the spatial coordinate where the
event emits, t denotes the timestamps, p means the polar-
ity, and i is the index representing ith element in the event
stream. As described in Section 2.1, E can be transformed
into many representations. Still, Event Cloud is the closest
representation to raw output and only requires downsam-
pling. Event Cloud can be generated by:

EC = {ej = (xj , yj , tj , pj) | j ∈ J} , J ⊆ord I (2)

where J is a sequential subset of I , and the length of J is
the number of downsampling points. We define the length
of J as T , so the dimension of EC is [T, 4]. Specific set-
tings for each dataset are shown in Table 1. It is crucial to
emphasize that Event Cloud does not exhibit the permuta-
tion invariance characteristic of Point Cloud. So, the sam-
pled events are arranged in the chronological order of their
occurrence, enabling the network to extract explicit events’
temporal features subsequently. Finally, Event Cloud is nor-
malized and sent into the network.

3.2. Event-based Grouping & Sampling
Considering the inherent difference in the spatial (x, y),
temporal t, and polarity p four coordinates within Event
Cloud, we redesign the Grouping & Sampling (G & S)
Module to faithfully extract those by treating them differ-
ently. Point-based G & S module serves as the fundamental
operation that captures local features with the limited re-
ceptive field in the Point Cloud space, akin to the convolu-
tional operation in frame-based architecture. Most previous
work has ignored the polarity and considered t as z of Point
Cloud, where temporal information has been treated as an
implicit spatial variable for feature extraction. However, the
information represented by 2S-1T-1P is not wholly equiva-
lent to that of Point Cloud. To address this discrepancy,
we propose the Event-based G & S Module, the details of
which will be discussed below.

Before being fed into the Event-based G & S module,
Event Cloud passes through the embedding layer, as shown
in the Fig. 3. The coordinates information represented by
EC with dimension [T, 4] becomes a high-dimensional fea-
ture, defined as F , with dimension [T, D]. Consequently, the
inputs to the Event-based G & S Module are both EC and F .
Then, we downsample half events to find the centroid using
Farthest Point Sampling (FPS) with the coordinates multi-
plied by a scaling factor α to focus on different dimensions.
We call this process Differentiation FPS (D-FPS), and this
process is formulated by:

C = FPS(α · EC), α ∈ R4, C ∈ R
T
2 ×4 (3)

where C denotes the centroids’ coordinates, which are uti-
lized to group events. Then, the centroid C and features
F are fed into the K-Nearest Neighbor (KNN) block. Dif-
ferent from previous work utilizing coordinates to find the
neighbors, we adopt the distance of events’ features and call
this process Event Features-based KNN (EF-KNN), which
is formulated by the following:

G,FG = KNN(FC ,F),G ∈ R
T
2 ×K×4,FG ∈ R

T
2 ×K×D

(4)
where K is the number of events in the group, FC represents
the centroids’ feature, G denotes the grouped events’ coor-
dinate, and FG means the grouped events’ features. The
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Figure 3. FECNet’s architecture. It accomplishes three tasks by processing the Event Cloud into a sequence of distinct modules: em-
bedding, hierarchy structure, and predict head. In more detail, the hierarchy structure contains five different modules: Event-based G
& S module captures the local neighborhood relationships, Spatial-FA abstracts the explicit spatial and implicit temporal features, AGG
aggregates the features in a group, Temporal-FA catches the global explicit temporal features, and RES is responsible for the abstraction
and high-level representation of features. The final results are obtained by the max-pooling and average-pooling features.

new coordinate is generated by mean operation within the
group, and we call this coordinates update process Coordi-
nates Evolution Strategy (CES).

EC′ = Mean(G), EC′ ∈ R
T
2 ×4 (5)

The new group feature is concatenated by two elements:

FG = FG ⊕ G,FG ∈ R
T
2 ×K×(D+4) (6)

where ⊕ means the concatenate operation. Finally, the new
group feature FG is got under standardized and concate-
nated with the centroids’ features. The standardized process
utilizes the centroids’ feature as mean value:

M = Mean(FG),M ∈ R
T
2 ×(D+4) (7)

FG =
FG −M

Std(FG ,M)
,FG ∈ R

T
2 ×K×(D+4) (8)

FG = FG ⊕FC ,FG ∈ R
T
2 ×K×(2D+4) (9)

where M denotes the mean values, and Std is the process
to compute the standard deviation.

3.3. Frequency-aware Module
We embrace frequency domain analysis to abstract the
spatial and temporal features through Spatial Frequency-

aware (FA) modules and Temporal-FA modules, respec-
tively. Event Cloud contains both spatial and temporal
information, and the performance is positively correlated
to the number of events. Theoretically, more events con-
tain finer temporal information. Nevertheless, capturing the
contextual relationships among a large number of events
poses a challenge for existing event-based network mod-
els, as demonstrated in Tab. 8. Simultaneously, the network
has to be lightweight and efficient to match the low power
consumption of the event cameras for a wider range of ap-
plications. To address the performance plateau and the en-
ergy consumption issue with a large number of events, we
adopt the Fourier transform for frequency domain feature
extraction, with the process formulated as follows.

Different from images, Event Cloud is a one-
dimensional signal, as shown in Eq. (2). One-dimensional
discrete Fourier Transform (DFT) is employed to convert
the Event Cloud features to the frequency domain by the
following formulation:

X[k] =

T−1∑
n=0

x[n]e−j 2π
T kn, k = 0, 1, . . . , T − 1 (10)

where j is the imaginary unit, x represents the signals in the
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Figure 4. Visualization of Event Cloud’s coordinates and features
dimension during hierarchy structure. The closer to the end of the
loop, the fewer the number of events and the greater the feature
dimension.

temporal domain, X denotes the spectrum at different fre-
quencies, and T is the length of temporal signals x. Addi-
tionally, the inverse DFT can recover spectrum to temporal
signals by the following formulation:

x[n] =
1

T

T−1∑
k=0

X[k]ej
2π
T kn, n = 0, 1, . . . , T − 1 (11)

Mathematically, the X[T−k] = X∗[k], where k ∈ [0, T
2 ], it

means the specturm X is conjugate symmetric. Therefore,
the transformed frequency domain spectrum only needs T

2 +
1 long enough to be recovered to the original signal.

Once the spectrum is obtained through DFT, we can ini-
tialize a learnable filter V with dimensionality matching that
of the spectrum and perform the Hadamard product between
the spectrum and the filter. In summary, the specific process
of the frequency-aware module is as follows:

X = FFT(x),

X̂ = V ⊙X,

x = iFFT(X̂), x = σ(x),

(12)

where σ is a nonlinear activation function and ⊙ means
Hadamard product. As shown in Fig. 3, FECNet adopts
two different frequency modules, the Spatial-FA module
and the Temporal-FA module. They perform Fourier trans-
forms on Event Cloud features in the spatial and temporal
dimensions, respectively, and work on extracting spatial and
temporal features. The functions of these two modules will
be discussed in detail in the following.

Spatial-FA Module. In the realm of signal processing,
it is theoretically established that convolution in the tempo-
ral domain is equivalent to Hadamard’s product in the fre-
quency domain. This equivalence suggests that it is fea-
sible to identify filters in the frequency domain that are

Algorithm 1 FECNet Pipeline
Input: Event Cloud EC
Parameters: Stage Number: m
Output: Category ĉ, Human Pose p̂

1: F = Embedding(EC),
2: for i in stage(m) do
3: Event-based G & S Module
4: G,FG , EC′ = G&S(EC,F)
5: Spatial-FA Module
6: FS = SFA(FG);
7: Temporal Aggregate Module
8: FA = AGG(FS);
9: Temporal-FA Module

10: FT = TFA(FA);
11: ResB Module
12: FR = RES(FT )
13: F = FR; EC = EC′;
14: end for
15: F = Mean(F)⊕ Max(F)
16: Classifier Regressor
17: Get category ĉ Get 13 skeleton points p̂

mathematically analogous to those derived through back-
propagation with the same performance. The input fea-
ture FG to this module is the output of Event-based G &
S moudle, with the dimension [T2 ,K, 2D + 4] as shown
in Eq. (9). Previous approaches all employed convolution-
based blocks to abstract features across the feature dimen-
sions (2D + 4), and this also means doing T

2 × K repeat-
ing calculations. The computational complexity of a single
convolution is O((2D+4)2). We utilize frequency domain
multiplication instead of convolution and the complexity
becomes O((2D + 4)log2(2D + 4)). Taking the dimen-
sion 540 of the last stage in FECNet, the individual com-
putational complexity is reduced by a factor of 60. This
reduced complexity is finally multiplied by the number of
repeats T

2 ×K ≈ 12× 103. The computational complexity
reduction by using the spatial-FA module is up to 20 times
in the actually constructed network. More importantly, the
network’s performance on the various datasets does not give
too much of a discount.

Temporal-FA Module. FECNet adopts a much larger
number of input events (T ) that is several times as many
as in previous Point Cloud-based works. Long-term events
have important global and local contextual relationships.
Commonly used models like LSTM and attention are not
adept at capturing these relationships and would intro-
duce excessive computational complexity as demonstrated
in Tab. 8. The input of the Temporal-FA Module is the
output of the aggregation module. The aggregation (AGG)
module employs a soft attention mechanism on the neigh-
bor dimension to aggregate the feature within a group on
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Dataset Source Object Resolution Train Test Point Number Class Avg.length (ms) Sliding Window (ms)
NMNIST [35] Synthetic Static 32x32 60000 10000 4096 10 300 300

N-Caltech101 [35] Synthetic Static 240x180 20896 5226 8192 101 300 30
CIFAR10-DVS [22] Synthetic Static 128x128 99965 24950 10240 10 1280 100

N-Cars [47] Real Static 128x128 15422 8607 8192 2 100 100
ASL-DVS [4] Real Static 240x180 80640 20160 4096 24 100 100

DVS128 Gesture [1] Real Dynamic 128x128 26796 6959 1024 11 6520 500
Daily DVS [28] Real Dynamic 346x260 2924 731 8192 12 3000 1500

UCF101-DVS [4] Synthetic Dynamic 240x180 108065 27384 8192 101 6600 1000
DHP19 [5] Real Dynamic 346x240 124980 24588 4096 13 128 -

Table 1. Specific details of different datasets.

Method Type Publish N-MNIST N-CARS CIFAR10-DVS N-Caltech101 ALS-DVS
Pretrained on ImageNet

EST [17] Frame ICCV’19 0.991 0.925 0.749 0.837 0.991
M-LSTM [6] Frame ECCV’20 0.989 0.957 0.73 0.857 0.992

MVF-Net [13] Frame TCSVT’21 0.993 0.968 0.762 0.871 0.996
Without Pretrainning

EST [17] Frame ICCV’19 0.99 0.919 0.634 0.753 0.979
M-LSTM [6] Frame ECCV’20 0.986 0.927 0.631 0.738 0.98

MVF-Net [13] Frame TCSVT’21 0.981 0.927 0.599 0.687 0.971
AsyNet [33] Frame ECCV’20 - 0.944 0.663 0.745 -

Gabor-SNN [20] Frame CVPR’18 0.837 0.789 0.245 0.196 -
HATS [47] Frame CVPR’18 0.991 0.902 0.524 0.642 -

ECSNet [10] Frame TCSVT’22 0.992 0.946 0.727 0.693 0.997
RG-CNNs [4] Voxel TIP’20 0.99 0.914 0.54 0.657 0.901

EV-VGCNN [14] Voxel CVPR’22 0.994 0.953 0.651 0.748 0.983
EVSTr [52] Voxel TCSVT’24 - 0.941 0.731 0.797 0.997

VMV-GCN [51] Voxel RAL’22 0.995 0.932 0.69 0.778 0.989
VMST-Net [27] Voxel TCSVT’24 0.995 0.944 0.753 0.822 0.998
EventNet [45] Point Cloud CVPR’19 0.752 0.75 0.171 0.425 0.833

PointNet++ [39] Point Cloud NIPS’17 0.841 0.809 0.465 0.503 0.947
FECNet Event Cloud Our 0.997 0.947 0.757 0.824 0.9993

Table 2. Experimemt on event-based object classification datasets.

the t dimension.

A =SoftMax(MLP(FS)), A ∈ RK (13)

FA = FS ·A,F ∈ R
T
2 ×(2D+4) (14)

where A is the attention value of group members, and FS is
the output of Spatial-FA module. Then, FECNet performs
a Fourier transform in the time dimension (T2 ) of the event
features FA. And the temporal features of different frequen-
cies are captured through Eq. (12). The filters V are global
since they can cover all the frequencies and capture both
long-term and short-term interactions.

3.4. Residual Module
To abstract the higher-level features within the network
from Event Cloud, we employ a basic residual module at
the end to further enhance the complexity and hierarchy of
features. The input and output dimensions of the block are
consistent, as shown in Fig. 3.

3.5. Overall Architecture
Next, we will present the FECNet pipeline in pseudo-code,
utilizing the previously defined variables and formulas as

described in Algorithm 1.

4. Experiment
4.1. Dataset
We validate FECNet on three tasks nine datasets, e.g.,
Object Classification: NMNIST [35], N-Caltech101 [35],
CIFAR10-DVS [22], N-CARS [47], ASL-DVS [4], Ac-
tion Recognition: DVS128 Gesture [1], Daily DVS [28],
UCF101-DVS [4], Human Pose estimation: DHP19 [5].
For N-Caltech101, CIFAR10-DVS, ASL-DVS, Daily DVS,
and UCF101-DVS do not have official divisions, we follow
the setting in [4, 10] randomly selected 20% of the samples
as the testset, and all other datasets use official divisions.
The details of these datasets are shown in Tab. 1.

4.2. Implement Details
The hardware platform configuration comprises the follow-
ing: CPU: AMD 7950x, GPU: RTX 4090. Our training
model employs the subsequent set of fixed hyperparameters.
Optimizer (AdamW), Initial Learning Rate (0.001), Sched-
uler (Cosine), and Maximum Epochs (150). The Batch Size
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Method N-Caltech101 [35] Daily DVS [28] DHP19 [5]
Event Frame 4.2ms 2.2ms 0.5ms
Binary Map 772ms 286ms 717ms

Time Surface 4.3ms 3.1ms 3.3ms
Voxel Grid 14.6ms 7.9ms 4.3ms

Rasterized Point Cloud 5.8ms 4ms 2.9ms
Event Cloud 1.5ms 1ms 0.3ms

Table 3. Preprocessing time of different representations.

is dynamically set to take full use of the GPU’s memory.
The Accuracy metric used in the object classification

and action recognition tasks represents the ratio of correctly
predicted samples to the total number of samples. The
Mean Per Joint Position Error (MPJPE) metric is used
in the human pose estimation tasks to evaluate the average
Euclidean distance between the ground truth and prediction,
and the metric space for 2D error is pixels and millimeters
for 3D error. The number of skeleton key points set for the
experiment is 13.

For all datasets, the hierarchy structure is configured
with 3 loops, and the embedding layer is implemented us-
ing a single layer of one-dimensional convolution, with in-
put and output dimensions of 4 and 64, respectively. So the
dimensional transformation of Event Cloud features is grad-
ually increased to 64, 132, 268, and 540 as the loop goes on,
and the formula is calculated as the previous layer’s dimen-
sion multiplied by two plus four as demonstrated by Eq. (9).
As for the number of groups, which is also the number
of centroids in the first loop, NMNIST, N-CARS, DVS128
Gesture, and DHP19 are set to 512, ASL-DVS, Daily DVS,
and UCF101-DVS are set to 1024, and CIFAR10-DVS and
N-Caltech101 are set to 2048. The number of groups is
halved as each loop moves to the next one.

4.3. Preprocessing time
We utilize tonic [21] as a code framework, which is a pow-
erful tool for event datasets and transforms. As shown in
Tab. 3, the time of preprocessing from raw event output to
six representations is required on three datasets. It’s in-
tuitive to see that Event Cloud takes the least amount of
time, and this time barely affects the overall throughput of
the model. The voxel representations, also equipped with
lightweight models, spend a lot of time in data format trans-
formation, nearly 10 times more than Event Cloud.

4.4. Object Classification Results
Object classification involves making irregular movements
with an event camera around the recognized object, with
the classification information primarily encoded in (x, y)
coordinates of the event. Theoretically, stacking events
into frames would make it easier to reach the performance
plateau. But without the pre-training process of imagenet,
the frame-based method performs inferior to the point-

Method Type DVSGesture DailyDVS UCF101-DVS
TANet [29] F 0.974 0.963 0.669

I3D [7] F 0.951 0.909 0.603
ECSNet [10] F 0.986 - 0.702

TimeSformer [3] F 0.917 0.906 0.541
RG-CNN [4] V 0.968 - 0.678

VMV-GCN [51] V 0.975 0.941 -
VMST-Net [27] V 0.978 - 0.787
TTPOINT [41] PC 0.988 0.991 0.725
SpikePoint [42] PC 0.988 0.979 0.685

FECNet EC 0.989 0.993 0.916

Table 4. Experimemt on event-based action recognition dataset.

based method, which contains the voxel, point cloud, and
event cloud as shown in Tab. 2. This is due to the fact that
mapping sparse data onto an intensity 2D plane may have
aberrations such as ghosting and blurring, which reduces
the quality of the dataset. Prior to our work, voxel repre-
sentations dominated such tasks. Point Cloud does not rep-
resent objects well due to the limited number of points it
supports (1024 or 2048), resulting in consistently poor per-
formance, which is demonstrated by EventNet and Point-
Net++. FECNet adopted Event Cloud representation to im-
prove performance by 26% compared to the state-of-the-
art (SOTA) Point Cloud method. Even compared with the
voxel-based SOTA methods, FECNet shows comparable re-
sults on all object classification datasets.

4.5. Action Recognition Results
Action recognition is a task used to analyze human move-
ments or gestures. It is widely applied in various fields,
including sports, security, and entertainment. This task dif-
fers from object classification in that the main informa-
tion is embedded in the t coordinates, which represent the
type of motion of the observed person or hand. However,
voxel-based and frame-based representations tend to dimin-
ish the resolution of t, reducing it from a fine-grained range
(1000000) to a coarse-grained range (0 - 40). So, the finer-
grained temporal resolution of the representations, the bet-
ter the performance results, as shown in Tab. 4. FECNet
utilizes the finest-grained representation of Event Cloud to
fully extract its spatial-temporal features, achieving SOTA
results on all three action recognition datasets. Especially
on the UCF101-DVS dataset, FECNet far outperforms the
previous SOTA methods by 16% named VMST-Net. This
implies that critical information you omit in the represen-
tations, and you cannot recover or make it up through the
network architecture.

In addition, we tested the hardware resource consump-
tion and runtime of FECNet on the server platform. Tab. 5
shows the amazing results of FECNet. Thanks to the de-
sign of the Spatial-FA module, FECNet achieves leading
results with a remarkably low computational cost, requiring
only one-thousandth of the MACs compared to frame-based
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Method Type Param(M) MACs(G) FPS Accuracy
I3D [7] F 49.19 59.28 34 0.951

TANet [29] F 24.80 65.94 32 0.974
TimeSformer [3] F 121.27 379.70 23 0.967
VMV-GCN [51] V 0.84 0.33 99 0.975

EVSTr [52] V 2.88 1.38 41 0.986
RG-CNN [4] V 19.46 0.4 - 0.968
PointNet [38] PC 3.46 0.23 455 0.902

PointNet++ [39] PC 1.48 0.44 415 0.963
TTPOINT [41] PC 0.334 0.29 88 0.988

FECNet EC 0.898 0.109 229.7 0.989

Table 5. Hardware benchmark on DVS128 Gesture dataset.

Method Type MPJPE2D MPJPE3D Param. GMACs
Pose-Res50 [50] F 5.28 59.83 34 12.91
LeVit-128S [18] F 7.68 87.79 7.87 0.2

DHP19 [5] F 7.67 87.9 0.22 3.51
VMV-PointTrans [51, 56] V 9.13 103.23 3.67 5.98

VMST-Net [27] V 6.45 73.07 3.59 0.38
PointNet [8, 38] RPC 7.29 82.46 4.46 1.19
DGCNN [8, 49] RPC 6.83 77.32 4.51 4.91

Point Tansfomer [8, 56] RPC 6.46 73.07 3.65 5.03
FECNet EC 6.11 69.89 1.831 0.161

Table 6. Experimemt on event-based human pose estimation
dataset. RPC means the rasterized Point Cloud representation [56].

methods. Additionally, FECNet inherits the high inference
speed of Point Cloud representations, delivering an impres-
sive throughput of 230 FPS while far superior to frame-
based and voxel-based methods. Although the number of
parameters in FECNet is higher than that of TTPOINT, the
tensor decomposition technique employed significantly re-
duces the network’s inference time. FECNet still maintains
a relatively low parameter count compared to the frame-
based method.

4.6. Human Pose Estimation Results
Human pose estimation is a fundamental task that is widely
used in autonomous driving, virtual reality, and security. It
aims to accurately regress the human skeletons’ key points.
Event cameras are distinguished by their advantages in pri-
vacy, high speed, and ability to capture motion without
blur in such tasks. We follow the DHP19 official split set-
ting, using S1-S12 for training and S13-S17 for testing, and
only two front cameras are used following the raw DHP19
dataset. Point Cloud representation was demonstrated to be
efficient for edge devices but did not perform well in the
MPJPE metric [56]. Furthermore, this work proposed the
Rasterized Point Cloud representation (RPC), which retains
the original Point Cloud network while additionally intro-
ducing the representation transformation time, as shown in
Tab. 3. FECNet leverages the raw unprocessed Event Cloud
to reach the SOTA results of point-based and voxel-based
methods. Meanwhile, FECNet has the smallest model size,
with GMACs of only 0.12, which is 2% of Point Trans-
former. In addition, it takes only 4.37 ms for the model to

Dataset DHP19 [5] N-CARS [47] UCF101-DVS [4]

Metric MPJPE2D MPJPE3D Acc. Acc.
w all 6.11 69.89 0.947 0.916

w point-based G & S 6.27 71.12 0.937 0.913
w/o TFT 6.47 73.84 0.944 0.913

w/o polarity 6.19 70.30 0.944 0.911

Table 7. Abaltion study on three different tasks with core modules.

Event number FECNet FECNet w LSTM PointNet++ [39] TTPOINT [41]
512 46.29 44.16 37.63 39.70

1024 50.36 48.31 43.54 42.15
2048 52.24 49.10 47.02 42.58
4096 56.57 50.84 49.04 44.39
8192 60.04 53.63 53.15 43.65
10240 60.60 52.42 54.39 45.61

Table 8. Ablation study of different Point-based networks in N-
Caltech101 with 300 ms sliding window.

infer a sample on the server.

4.7. Ablation Study
4.7.1. Modules Ablation
“w point-based G & S” means FECNet adopts the vanilla
Grouping and Sampling module design for the Point Cloud
area, which treats (x, y, p, t) all the same. The performance
of the model decreased on all three datasets. “w/o TFT”
denotes that FECNet is not equipped with the Temporal-
FA module for extracting explicit feature extraction. The
model showed a significant decrease on the DHP19 dataset,
suggesting that temporal features are important for predict-
ing the human skeleton. “w/o polarity” represents the input
equal to the Point Cloud representation. All three datasets
have demonstrated that polarity provides additional infor-
mation and brings performance improvements.

4.7.2. Event Number
PointNet++ and TTPOINT do not have an explicit temporal
feature extraction module, the accuracy is much lower than
that of FECNet, and the performance of TTPOINT does not
improve clearly after 4096 points as shown in Tab. 8. Ad-
ditionally, FECNet utilizes LSTM for temporal feature ex-
traction, which makes it difficult to capture long-term de-
pendencies between events as the number of points grows.

5. Conclusion
In this paper, we utilize Event Cloud representation, which
is the nearest one to the raw events. In order to effectively
and efficiently extract long-term events’ features, we
propose event-based G & S modules and embrace fre-
quency domain analysis. We benchmark FECNet on nine
datasets from three tasks, and the ground-breaking results
show promise with Frequency-aware Event Cloud Network.
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[2] Sami Barchid, José Mennesson, and Chaabane Djéraba.
Bina-rep event frames: A simple and effective representa-
tion for event-based cameras. In 2022 IEEE International
Conference on Image Processing (ICIP), pages 3998–4002.
IEEE, 2022. 2

[3] Gedas Bertasius, Heng Wang, and Lorenzo Torresani. Is
space-time attention all you need for video understanding?
In ICML, page 4, 2021. 7, 8

[4] Yin Bi, Aaron Chadha, Alhabib Abbas, Eirina Bourtsoulatze,
and Yiannis Andreopoulos. Graph-based spatio-temporal
feature learning for neuromorphic vision sensing. IEEE
Transactions on Image Processing, 29:9084–9098, 2020. 3,
6, 7, 8

[5] Enrico Calabrese, Gemma Taverni, Christopher Awai East-
hope, Sophie Skriabine, Federico Corradi, Luca Longinotti,
Kynan Eng, and Tobi Delbruck. Dhp19: Dynamic vi-
sion sensor 3d human pose dataset. In Proceedings of
the IEEE/CVF conference on computer vision and pattern
recognition workshops, pages 0–0, 2019. 6, 7, 8

[6] Marco Cannici, Marco Ciccone, Andrea Romanoni, and
Matteo Matteucci. A differentiable recurrent surface for
asynchronous event-based data. In Computer Vision–ECCV
2020: 16th European Conference, Glasgow, UK, August 23–
28, 2020, Proceedings, Part XX 16, pages 136–152. Springer,
2020. 2, 6

[7] Joao Carreira and Andrew Zisserman. Quo vadis, action
recognition? a new model and the kinetics dataset. In pro-
ceedings of the IEEE Conference on Computer Vision and
Pattern Recognition, pages 6299–6308, 2017. 7, 8

[8] Jiaan Chen, Hao Shi, Yaozu Ye, Kailun Yang, Lei Sun, and
Kaiwei Wang. Efficient human pose estimation via 3d event
point cloud. In 2022 International Conference on 3D Vision
(3DV), pages 1–10. IEEE, 2022. 2, 8

[9] Jiadi Chen, Chunjiang Duanmu, and Huanhuan Long. Large
kernel frequency-enhanced network for efficient single im-
age super-resolution. In Proceedings of the IEEE/CVF Con-
ference on Computer Vision and Pattern Recognition, pages
6317–6326, 2024. 3

[10] Zhiwen Chen, Jinjian Wu, Junhui Hou, Leida Li, Weisheng
Dong, and Guangming Shi. Ecsnet: Spatio-temporal feature
learning for event camera. IEEE Transactions on Circuits
and Systems for Video Technology, 33(2):701–712, 2022. 6,
7

[11] Lu Chi, Borui Jiang, and Yadong Mu. Fast fourier convolu-
tion. Advances in Neural Information Processing Systems,
33:4479–4488, 2020. 3

[12] Tobi Delbruck and Manuel Lang. Robotic goalie with 3 ms
reaction time at 4% cpu load using event-based dynamic vi-
sion sensor. Frontiers in neuroscience, 7:223, 2013. 1

[13] Yongjian Deng, Hao Chen, and Youfu Li. Mvf-net: A multi-
view fusion network for event-based object classification.
IEEE Transactions on Circuits and Systems for Video Tech-
nology, 32(12):8275–8284, 2021. 6

[14] Yongjian Deng, Hao Chen, Hai Liu, and Youfu Li. A voxel
graph cnn for object classification with event cameras. In
Proceedings of the IEEE/CVF Conference on Computer Vi-
sion and Pattern Recognition, pages 1172–1181, 2022. 3,
6

[15] Alexey Dosovitskiy. An image is worth 16x16 words:
Transformers for image recognition at scale. arXiv preprint
arXiv:2010.11929, 2020. 1, 3

[16] Guillermo Gallego, Tobi Delbrück, Garrick Orchard, Chiara
Bartolozzi, Brian Taba, Andrea Censi, Stefan Leutenegger,
Andrew J Davison, Jörg Conradt, Kostas Daniilidis, et al.
Event-based vision: A survey. IEEE transactions on pattern
analysis and machine intelligence, 44(1):154–180, 2020. 1,
2

[17] Daniel Gehrig, Antonio Loquercio, Konstantinos G Derpa-
nis, and Davide Scaramuzza. End-to-end learning of repre-
sentations for asynchronous event-based data. In Proceed-
ings of the IEEE/CVF International Conference on Com-
puter Vision, pages 5633–5643, 2019. 2, 6

[18] Benjamin Graham, Alaaeldin El-Nouby, Hugo Touvron,
Pierre Stock, Armand Joulin, Hervé Jégou, and Matthijs
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