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High Dynamic Range (HDR) reconstruction for multi-exposure video sequences is a very challenging task.

One of its main steps is registration of input frames. We propose a novel variational model for optical flow
estimation for multi-exposure video sequences. We introduce data terms for consecutive and non consecutive
frames, the latter term comparing frames with the same exposure. We also compute forward and backward flow
terms for the current frame, naturally introducing temporal regularization. We present a particular formulation
with sequences with two exposures, that can be extended to larger number of exposures. We compare the
proposed method with state of the art variational models.

1 INTRODUCTION

Multi-exposure fusion (MEF) and High Dynamic
Range (HDR) imaging are two techniques to combine
several images of the same scene taken with differ-
ent exposure times into a single image. Conventional
cameras are not able to capture in one shot the whole
large range of natural light present in the scene. Al-
though both families of methods seek the same goal,
the main procedure used is different. On one hand,
in HDR, the irradiance values of each image need to
be obtained. To do that, the camera response function
(CREF) has to be estimated, generally using the method
proposed by Devebec and Malik (Debevec and Ma-
lik, 2008). After the fusion, the result obtained by a
HDR method has to be converted into a standard 8
bit image, for visualization in common displays. This
process is known as tone-mapping (Reinhard et al.,
2005). On the contrary, MEF avoids the CRF esti-
mation and the tone-mapping by directly fusing the
images in the standard 8bit domain.

There exists a wide literature on MEF and HDR.
The most well-known method in MEEF is the one pro-
posed by Mertens et al. (Mertens et al., 2009) and
in HDR, a widely used method is the one proposed
by Devebec and Malik (Debevec and Malik, 2008).
In order to apply both methods, the image sequence
needs to be static, that is, the objects in the scene do
not move and the camera is fixed. This is not the case

https://orcid.org/0000-0002-9071-778X
@ nttps://orcid.org/0000-0001-9832-3358

666

Martorell, O. and Buades, A.
Variational Temporal Optical Flow for Multi-exposure Video.
DOI: 10.5220/0010908300003124

for many sequences, and the application of such meth-
ods introduce ghosting effects. To avoid these arte-
facts, methods might be adapted to non-static image
sequences (Martorell et al., 2019), (Ma et al., 2017),
(Hu et al., 2013), (Khan et al., 2006).

A natural extension of MEF and HDR imaging
algorithms are MEF and HDR video, respectively.
There is a lack of specialized hardware to acquire
pleasant videos with large range of colors directly or it
is too expensive to be used in daily-used devices such
as mobile phones because they require complex sen-
sors or optical systems (Tocci et al., 2011)(Zhao et al.,
2015). The best way to overcome this problem is by
capturing videos where each frame is taken with alter-
nating exposure times (generally 2 or 3) and produce
a video with a high range of colors by processing the
frames offline using MEF or HDR techniques. Fig-
ure 1 shows some examples of muti-exposure video
sequences.

The transition from MEF or HDR imaging to the
corresponding video method is not straightforward.
First, only two or three exposures are available, mean-
ing that for some regions we will only dispose of un-
der or over exposed images. This is not the case for
still image combination where five or more exposures
might be available. Second, when a single image
needs to be synthesized, the image with the best expo-
sure of the initial set can be chosen as reference and
the rest be registered according to this reference one.
However, in HDR and MEF video, methods need to
be applied taking as reference each one of the frames,
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which are generally darker or brighter than a middle-
exposed image.

Registration is an important step in video fusion
and the overall result depends critically on it. Most
HDR video methods try to estimate the optical flow
between the central frame and the neighbouring ones,
which were taken with a different exposure time. In
two exposure video sequences, this means the flow
with the previous and posterior frames is computed.
Methods additionally compute the flow between the
previous and posterior frames which have the same
exposure. Then methods select among computed flow
locally depending if the regions is or not saturated.

We propose a variational method for optical flow
with two alternating exposures. We combine in a
single functional the forward and backward flow and
take advantage that the previous and posterior frames
have the same exposure. All computed flows are de-
fined taking the central image grid as reference, al-
lowing to naturally include temporal regularization.

This paper is organized as follows. In Section 2
we present the existing literature on registration for
multi-exposure video sequences and variational op-
tical flow with temporal smoothness constraints. In
Section 3 we propose a new optical flow variational
model for triplets of images in a video. In Section 4
we compare the obtained results with existing optical
flow methods. Finally, in Section 5 we draw some
conclusions and future work.

2 RELATED WORK

2.1 HDR Video

It is not surprising that no methods are proposed for
dealing with multi-exposure sequences directly in the
input 8 bit domain. MEF methods perform worse than
HDR when few exposures are available, which is the
case of video. However, there are many works which
deal with HDR for video sequences. We will make a
review of those methods, focusing on the techniques
used to register the input images. All those meth-
ods use an estimation of the CRF to transform the
input images from an LDR domain to an HDR do-
main. These radiance frames are then normalized by
dividing by its exposition time. In this way, different
frames have the same irradiance value at correspond-
ing pixels.

The common step for reducing ghosting artifacts
is registering the frames prior to their combination.
The classical method for HDR video registration is
the use of optical flow, e.g Lukas-Kanade, used by
Kang et al. (Kang et al., 2003), block matching, used
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by Mangiat et al. (Mangiat and Gibson, 2010) or the
method proposed by Liu (Liu et al., 2009), used by
Kalantari et al. (Kalantari et al., 2013). The more re-
cent Li et al. (Li et al., 2016) first separate foreground
and background before registering the frames.

Musil et al. (Musil et al.,, 2020) present a fast
ghost-free HDR acquisition algorithm for static cam-
eras. For each frame, they compute a certainty map
based on the difference of pixel values with its neigh-
boring frames in the radiance domain. This permits
the removal of moving objects and the fusion to ob-
tain the final HDR image.

Van Vo and Lee (Van Vo and Lee, 2020) is the
only method that takes into account the temporal in-
formation: they divide the motion estimation step into
two phases: on one hand, they perform optical flow
estimation of well-exposed areas in the descriptor do-
main. On the other hand, they perform a superpixel-
based motion estimation on poorly exposed areas by
computing the optical flow field from the backward
frame to the forward frame. The optical flow from
central to forward and backward frames is half of the
computed flow.

There exist learning-based methods for HDR
video synthesis (Kalantari and Ramamoorthi, 2019)
(Chen et al., 2021). In both cases, they compute the
optical flow of the input frames by training a CNN
coarse-to-fine architecure based on the ones by Ran-
jan and Black (Ranjan and Black, 2017) and Wang et
al. (Wang et al., 2017). Training is performed into
an end-to-end way, meaning that only the error of the
final HDR sequence is used for defining the loss.

2.2 Variational Optical Flow with
Temporal Regularization

The first variational formulation of the optical flow
problem was presented by Horn and Schunk (Horn
and Schunck, 1981). They proposed to find the op-
tical flow field w = (u,v) between a pair of images,
Iy and I}, by minimizing an energy functional formed
by two different terms: the data and the smoothness
terms. The first one imposes the brightness constancy
constraint, that is, the gray values of corresponding
pixels are the same; and the second one penalizes the
high variations of the optical flow field. This second
term was written as

/Q(HVM(X)H2+ IVv(x)][*)dx, (1

with x = (x,y) being a two-dimensional point.
Weickert and Schnorr (Weickert and Schnorr,
2001) proposed the first method introducing a tem-
poral derivative in the energy functional. Instead of
computing the optical flow between a pair of frames,
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bridge2

hallway?2

hands

they considered a video sequence {/; |t =0,...,N}.
They used the data term proposed in (Horn and
Schunck, 1981) but used a 3D gradient operator for
the smoothness term:

Lo RV + Vel dx @
x[0,N]

with x = (x,y,#) being a three-dimensional point,
where the third coordinate corresponds to the time.
Brox et al. (Brox et al., 2004) adopted the same reg-
ularity term as Weickert and Schnorr but introduced a
new data term based on the correspondence of gradi-
ents. In both cases, this regularization operator may
fail in presence of large and complex motions.

Salgado et al. (Salgado and Sanchez, 2007) pro-
pose to separate the temporal regularization constraint
from the spatial one in (2). They used the same spatial
regularization term as in (1) and proposed the tempo-
ral term

N—1
/Q ZO (Wi (%) — Wi (X +wi (x))[[2)dx+

N
/Q ;wnw,(x)—wt,1<x+wr,l<x>>||2>dx,

where w;_, (x) is the backward flow. This new tem-
poral term is nonlinear but permits to better deal with
large displacements. Moreover, for small displace-
ments, this term can be seen as the discretization of
the temporal derivative presented previously. Years
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Figure 1: Frames of multi-exposure video sequences with 2 exposure times used for comparison. Sequences obtained from
Kalantari et al. (Kalantari et al., 2013) and Li et al. (Li et al., 2016) datasets.

later, Sanchez et al. (Sdnchez et al., 2013) improved
the method by introducing a second order temporal
smoothness constraint at the PDE level:

N—1
; W ([[we1 (x Wy (%) = We (x4 Wi (%))

(W1 (X+ W1 X)) — 2w, + Wy (x4 Wix))).

3)

Volz et al. (Volz et al., 2011) proposed a
novel parametrization of optical flow fields to encour-
age temporal regularization along motion trajectories.
With this new parametrization, the nonlinearity form
Sanchez et al. disappears and the minimization be-
comes simpler. As Sanchez et al., they also used
a second order regularization, in this case added di-
rectly in the energy functional:

N-1
/Q Z W(]|Wrp1(x) —W,(x)”z)dx_,_
=0
“

N-1

X i (0) 2w () + w3 e,

t=1

3 OPTICAL FLOW WITH
TEMPORAL CONSTRAINTS

Let {I; |t =0,...,N} be a sequence of images, where
images are taken with 2 different alternating exposure



times. Figure 1 shows some examples of frames of
the videos used in the experimentation section. At
each frame position we dispose of a single exposure.
Hence, we need to compute optical flow between con-
secutive frames of different exposure.

Let I; be the reference frame and ;1 and I,
the previous and posterior frames, respectively. We
present the method for this triplet of images, and it is
repeated for eachr € {1,...,N—1}.

It must be noted that most variational optical flow
models rely on the brightness constancy assumption,
which states that two corresponding pixels have the
same color. However, this assumption is not satis-
fied with multi-exposure images. To overcome this
issue, we apply photometric calibration to the pairs
(I;,I;+1) and (I;, 1, ) separately by using the method
proposed by Martorell et al. (Martorell et al., 2019).
As most algorithms, we choose to modify the color of
the darker images of the sequence, to look alike the
neighbouring brighter ones. Brighter images might
have large saturated areas while this is not the case of
darker ones.

The used method for photometric calibration re-
quires that the input images are roughly registered.
Hence, we first globally register the neighbour frames
with respect to the reference one. We use a global
affine transformation. This is estimated using SIFT
matches (Lowe, 1999) and RANSAC strategy (Fis-
chler and Bolles, 1981). After this initial registration
we apply the photometric calibration from Martorell
et al. (Martorell et al., 2019).

Once the images are photometrically calibrated
and globally registered, we can estimate the optical
flow between neighbouring frames using a variational
model.

3.1 Proposed Variational Model

Let I,_1,I; and I,+1 be 3 consecutive frames from a
multi-exposure video sequence and let wp(x) be the
optical flow field from I, (x) to I,1(x) and wp(x) the
optical flow field from I (x) to ,_;(x). We want to
jointly estimate the optical flow fields from the cen-
tral frame to the other two by taking into account the
video nature of the input data. Apart from the well-
known data and spatial smoothness terms, we want to
impose two new aspects in the minimization. On one
hand, we want that the motion trajectories are smooth
along the video sequence. On the other hand, we want
to match pixels from /,_; to 4.

Most methods presented in Section 2.2
parametrize wg(x) as the optical flow from I_;(x)
to I, (x), but this forces them to minimize the energy
functional twice, in order to warp both neighbour
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frames. In our case, we follow the parametriza-
tion from Volz et al. (Volz et al.,, 2011), which
parametrizes both optical flow fields with regard to
the central frame and allows to warp both neighbour
frames by minimizing just one energy functional.

Most methods for HDR video compute separately
the registration fields wr(x) and wg(x). However,
these estimations are prone to fail at saturated areas.
To solve this, Van Vo and Lee (Van Vo and Lee, 2020)
also compute the optical flow from ;_; (x) to [ 41 (X)
and combine it heuristically with wg(x) and wg(x).
In contrast, the proposed method introduces the com-
parison of non-consecutive frames in the energy func-
tional to address this problem.

With all that, we propose to minimize the fol-
lowing energy functional to estimate the optical flow
fields:

E(wg,Wr) = oc(.S(wB) +5(wF)) 4 ST (Wp, W)+

B(YF@F(WF) +v8Dp(wWg) +AJ (Wp, WF)>
)]

where variables B, Yr, Yg, A, O and & are the
weights that measure the trade-off of each term and

Q)F(WF):/S)\P<(i;+1,z(X+WF)*IAt,rJrl(X))z)dX

©)
Dy(wp) = /Q W (O wp) iy 1(3)) e

%

J(Wg,WF) :/Q‘P<(1t+l(X+WF)*Itfl(X*WB))z)dX

@®)

S(W):/Q‘I—‘(||VWFH2)+‘I‘(HVWBH2)dx 9)
rT(WB,WF):/Q‘P(||wF—wB||2)dx (10)

where Iy ; and fjk are pairs of images I; and /;
photometrically calibrated according to the criteria
presented at the beginning of the section. Finally,
WP(s?) = /52 + €2 with € = 0.00001 is a robust convex
function.

The proposed energy functional contains several
terms which serve for different purposes, let’s analyse
in detail all the terms of the energy functional:

(i) Dr(wp): data term to match pixels from IA,_H] to
I;+1, through optical flow field wr.

(il) Dp(wp): data term to match pixels from f,,,_l
to 1;,17, through optical flow field wg. Since wp

669



VISAPP 2022 - 17th International Conference on Computer Vision Theory and Applications

is computed with regard to the central frame, we
need to substract the optical flow to the coordi-
nates to get the right registration.

(iii) J(wp,wp): data term to match pixels from [+
and I,_; through optical flow fields w? and w’.
Since both optical flow fields have the same ref-
erence, we can use this term easily, without in-
troducing nonlinearities, which could make the
minimization more difficult.

(iv) S(w): spatial smoothness term for optical flow.

(v) T (wp,wp): first order temporal smoothness
term to regularize motion trajectories. Since
both optical flow fields have the same reference,
we just need to substract them, not as in Sanchez
et al. (Sanchez et al., 2013), where they needed
to compose optical flow fields to write this term.

3.2 Minimization

The minimization of the energy functional (5) at each
frame I, is done by finding the corresponding Euler-
Lagrange equation and solving the obtained linear
system of equations with a successive over-relaxation
(SOR) scheme. The minimization is embedded in
a pyramidal structure to better deal with large dis-
placements: given a number of scales Nycgzes, and
a downsampling factor v, the input images at scale
s =0,...,Nycqies — | are the input images at scale s — 1
convolved with a Gaussian kernel and downsampled
by a factor v. We start estimating the optical flow
at scale s = Nycq70s — 1, then we upsample the output
flow and we repeat the minimization at scale s — 1 by
using as initialization the upsampled optical flow.

4 RESULTS

In this section we compare the proposed fusion al-
gorithm with other variational optical flow methods.
We compare our method against Brox et al. (Brox
et al., 2004) with and without temporal smoothness
constraints. In both cases, we use the implementa-
tion available at ipol.im (Sanchez Pérez et al., 2013).
We modified the code of the method with temporal
constraints to be able to deal with pairs of photome-
trically calibrated images, as in the proposed model.
For simplicity, we name the methods brox_spatial and
brox_temporal, respectively. In both methods we need
to compute two flows: in brox_spatial we need to
compute separately the flow from /; to I; 1 and from I,
to ;1. On the other hand, brox_temporal model gives
always the optical flow from one frame to the next
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Table 1: Mean error of 4 frames from each sequence. In
bold, the method with lowest error for each sequence.

Brox et al. Brox et al. Ours

temporal
hands 10.67 13.68 11.99
ninja 23.30 32.10 20.88
bridge 15.25 18.95 13.93
hallway 10.71 12.59 10.71
parkinglot 24.30 31.67 22.94
Average 14.04 18.17 13.41

one. Hence, we need to apply the model to the se-
quence {l,_1,I;,I;+1} and to {L41,0,1—1} to get wg
and wg.

We evaluate our algorithm by using several multi-
exposure video sequences available online: Kalantari
et al. (Kalantari et al., 2013) have available online !
a dataset of 7 sequences, 4 of them with 2 exposures.
We use sequences hands and ninja from this dataset.
Moreover, Li et al. (Li et al., 2016) have available
online 2 a dataset with 4 video sequences with 2 ex-
posure times. From this dataset, we use sequences
bridge, hallway and parkinglot.

Our results were computed using the same param-
eters for all tests. We set weights B, o and § to 1,
13 and 0.5, respectively. The values of Yr, yg and A
have been set taking into account the kind of input
data used: in multi-exposure videos sequences with
2 exposure times, frames I;_; and ;| have the same
exposure times, hence, their comparison will be more
reliable compared to the ones of consecutive frames,
which have different exposure times. Because of that,
we have decided to give more weight to the term
J(wg,wp) by setting A =1 and yr =75 =0.5.

We first evaluate our algorithm quantitatively in
4 images of different sequences. We compute all
needed optical flow fields at each frame, we then com-
pute the registration error for each frame and we fi-
nally do the mean to get a measure of the error on
each sequence. For each frame I;, we compute the
error as

Z (hrs(x+wWp) =T (X))2 +

xeQ (11
Z (IAZ,]J(X — WB) _I,\t.,lfl (X))z ’

xeQ

where Q is the discrete domain of the image.

Table 1 shows the results on 5 multi-exposure se-
quences, where the method with lowest error is high-
lighted in bold. As we can see, our methods obtains
the lowest error in 4 sequences. In hands sequence we

! https://web.ece.ucsb.edu/~psen/PaperPages/HDRVideo
Zhttp://signal.ee.psu.edu/research/MAPHDR .html
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brox_temporal

Figure 2: Warped images for two consecutive frames of ninja sequence.

get the second best error, and in hallway sequence we
get the same error as brox_spatial.

We also evaluate our results qualitatively. Figure
2 shows a detail of L_;(x — wp) for two consecu-
tive frames of ninja sequence. As it can be seen, our
method performs better than the compared methods.

We also evaluate our optical flow method by find-
ing pixels with inaccurate displacement: we perform
a left-right consistency on the forward flow as

LR(x) =max ([ (x) + w5 (x+ Wil (12)
W)+ W (x+wp(0)) - (13)

e 1 ifLR(x) <2
My (x) = { 0 otherwise ‘ (14)

and the left-right consistency check on the backward
flow M g is computed analogously. Since we have two
masks, we combine them to get a final mask as

M (x) = M (x) - Mg (x). (15)

We apply the HDR algorithm from Khan et al.
(Khan et al., 2006) to the triplet of aligned images
to get a fusion with a large range of colors.

Figure 3 shows the result of fusing the three reg-
istered images using the HDR algorithm from Khan
et al. (Khan et al., 2006) as well as the left-right
consistency mask superimposed in two consecutive

frames of ninja sequence. As it can be seen, our
method has a better left-right consistency and align-
ment. Brox_spatial has more errors at registration: the
stairs in the background at the second row are not per-
fectly aligned and the man has registration errors be-
tween the legs. Moreover, brox_temporal has a small
misalignment on the right side of the second image,
making it look blurry. Finally, our method has less
errors due to left-right consistency.

S CONCLUSIONS

We have presented a new variational model for opti-
cal flow estimation in multi-exposure sequences. We
use temporal constraints to take into account the video
nature of input images. We have applied photometric
calibration to obtain pairs of images with the same
color, in order to satisfy brightness constancy on the
optical flow model. Qualitative and quantitative per-
formance show that our method performs better than
other optical flow variational models.

In future work, we plan to adapt the proposed
method for multi-exposure video sequences with 3
exposure times. In this case, forward and backward
frames do not have the same exposure time, hence we
need to use more frames in order to add more data
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brox_spatial

brox_temporal Ours

Figure 3: HDR fusion of registered images and left-right consistency mask superimposed in two consecutive frames of ninja

sequence.

terms like the one that matches pixels from forward
and backward frames.

Moreover, as seen in the results shown, our
method still has some registration errors, that should
be solved so as to get a good looking final fused im-
age. To do that, we plan to apply some processing
techniques to remove them.
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