arXiv:2509.10897v2 [cs.CV] 23 Apr 2026

JOURNAL OF KTEX CLASS FILES, VOL. 18, NO. 9, SEPTEMBER 2020

TV Subgradient-Guided Multi-Source Fusion for Spectral Imaging
in Dual-Camera CASSI Systems

Weiqgiang Zhao®, Tianzhu Liu®, Member, IEEE, Yuzhe Gui®, Wei Bian®, Yanfeng Gu®, Senior Member, IEEE

Abstract—Balancing spectral, spatial, and temporal resolutions
is a key challenge in spectral imaging. The Dual-Camera Coded
Aperture Snapshot Spectral Imaging (DC-CASSI) system allevi-
ates this trade-off but suffers from severely ill-posed reconstruc-
tion problems due to its high compression ratio. Existing methods
are constrained by scene-specific tuning or excessive reliance
on paired training data. To address these issues, we propose
a Total Variation (TV) subgradient-guided multi-source fusion
framework for DC-CASSI reconstruction, comprising three core
components: (1) An end-to-end Single-Disperser CASSI (SD-
CASSI) observation model based on the tensor-form Kronecker
0, which establishes a rigorous mathematical foundation for
physical constraints while enabling efficient adjoint operator
implementation; (2) An adaptive spatial reference generator
that integrates SD-CASSI’s physical model and RGB subspace
constraint, generating the reference image as reliable spatial
prior; (3) A TV subgradient-guided regularization term that
encodes local structural directions from the reference image
into spectral reconstruction, achieving high-quality fused re-
sults. The framework is validated on simulated datasets and
real-world datasets. Experimental results demonstrate that it
achieves state-of-the-art reconstruction performance and robust
noise resilience. This work not only establishes an interpretable
theoretical foundation for subgradient-guided fusion but also
provides a practical fusion-based paradigm for high-fidelity
spectral image reconstruction in DC-CASSI systems. Source
code: https://github.com/bestwishes43/ADMM-TVDS.

Index Terms—Snapshot compressive imaging, image fusion,
subgradient, total variation

I. INTRODUCTION

PECTRAL imaging has become an indispensable tool

for quantitative characterization of objects, enabling pre-
cise analysis of chemical compositions, physical properties,
and biological traits by capturing spatial-spectral data cubes.
Its applications span critical fields such as remote sensing,
geological exploration, and medical diagnosis. However, as
highlighted in [1], conventional single-sensor scanning-based
spectral systems face a fundamental trade-off among spatial,
spectral, and temporal resolutions.

To address this limitation, computational spectral imaging
(CSI) has emerged as a transformative paradigm. It leverages
compressed sensing for single-shot spatial-spectral acquisi-
tion via optical encoding and algorithmic reconstruction [2].
Among CSI methods, coded aperture snapshot spectral imag-
ing (CASSI) dominates, compressing a 3D spectral cube into a
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2D measurement using a coded aperture and a dispersive ele-
ment [3], [4]. Recent SD-CASSI reconstruction advancements
[5], [6] have adopted deep-unfolding frameworks embedding
physical observation priors, but rely on the computationally
inefficient two-stage observation model. More critically, the
aggressive compression in SD-CASSI renders the inverse
problem severely ill-posed, leaving insufficient constraints for
stable single-camera recovery.

This has spurred dual-camera CASSI (DC-CASSI), which
augments CASSI with an auxiliary RGB or panchromatic
camera [7], [8]. Early DC-CASSI relied on data-level fu-
sion, neglecting cross-modal complementarity [7], [8], [9];
recent work adopts feature-level fusion. Yet current approaches
remain limited: supervised methods require sensor-matched
paired data and generalize poorly [10], [11], [12]; self-
supervised ones trade robustness for high computational cost
[13], [14]; and model-based techniques demand challenging
hardware configuration [15] or scene-specific tuning [16].

To tackle these challenges, we propose a model-based,
multi-source fusion framework for DC-CASSI, as illustrated
in Figure 1. The framework consists of three tightly integrated
modules, each contributing a distinct innovation:

« End-to-end SD-CASSI observation modeling: We for-
mulate a tensor-form Kronecker § based observation
model, which rigorously encodes the spatial-spectral cod-
ing physics and enables an efficient adjoint operator.

o Adaptive spatial reference generation: We develop a
reference generation strategy that jointly exploits the
SD-CASSI observation model and the RGB subspace
structure to extract and refine spatial priors. It eliminates
the need for scene- or sensor-specific parameter tuning.

o TV subgradient-guided regularization: We propose a
regularization term (named TVDS) based on subgradient
theory. This term aligns the spatial feature characterized
by the TV subgradient of the reconstructed image with
that of the RGB-derived reference image, thereby fully
leveraging the complementary information of DC-CASSI.

Experiments on both simulated and real datasets confirm
that the proposed method performs well in reconstruction
quality, noise robustness, and computational efficiency.

The remainder of this paper is organized as follows: Sec-
tion II reviews related works on CASSI modeling and recon-
struction. Section III and Section IV elaborate on the DC-
CASSI observation model and adaptive spatial reference gen-
eration, respectively. Section V presents the TV subgradient-
guided reconstruction algorithm and its ADMM implementa-
tion. Section VI validates the method on simulated datasets,
while Section VII extends the evaluation to real datasets.
Section VIII concludes the study.

Copyright ©2026 IEEE. Personal use of this material is permitted.
However, permission to use this material for any other purposes must be obtained from the IEEE by sending an email to pubs-permissions @ieee.org.
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Fig. 1. Proposed TV subgradient-guided multi-source fusion framework for DC-CASSI

II. RELATED WORKS

For DC-CASSI reconstruction, the MAP estimation framework
admits two formulations:

argmax log P(Y|X) + log P(Yaux|X) + log P(X), (1)
X

argmax log P(Y|X) + log P(X|Y aux), 2)
X
where Y and Y, represent observations from the CASSI
system and auxiliary camera, respectively, and X denotes the
spectral image to be reconstructed. Specifically, Eq. (1) com-
bines dual data fidelity constraints with intrinsic image priors,
while Eq. (2) achieves feature-level fusion via conditional
priors from auxiliary data. Solving these estimation problems
requires modeling the CASSI observation process and design-

ing reconstruction priors, both reviewed subsequently.

A. Modeling of CASSI Observation Process

CASSI systems compress spectral images into 2D mea-
surements via spatial-spectral joint coding. While early dual-
disperser configuration [4] achieve 3D coding, their stringent
optical alignment requirements hindered practical applications.
To overcome this limitation, single-disperser CASSI (SD-
CASSI) [3] emerged as the mainstream configuration by sim-
plifying the optical path through removing the first disperser.

The SD-CASSI observation process follows a linear model
y = Px, where P is the observation matrix, y is the vec-
torized measurement, and x is the vectorized spectral image.
Early studies [3], [17] characterized this process in an element-
wise manner, whereas subsequent works [18], [19] proposed
overly complex observation matrices that are impractical for
reconstruction algorithms.

To address this challenge, a two-stage modeling scheme has
been proposed. This approach first disperse original spectral
image and then establishes the linear relationship y = ®'x’,
where @’ is the mapping matrix, and &’ is the vectorized dis-
persed spectral image. The simple structure of @’ [20] enables
efficient derivation and implementation of the adjoint operator
of ®’, which is essential in reconstruction. Consequently, this
two-stage scheme has been widely adopted in both model-
based [21] and deep unfolding methods [22], [23], [5], [6].

To establish a direct end-to-end mapping, researchers [24],
[25], [26] have attempted to remove zero-padded regions (in-
troduced via dispersion) from x’ and corresponding columns
in ®’. However, this model lacks a rigorous derivation, hin-
dering the analysis of adjoint operator for efficient implemen-
tation. As a result, researchers [27], [28], [10], [16], [13], [14]
often use the end-to-end model for problem formulation but
implement methods based on the two-stage framework.

To date, no mathematically rigorous end-to-end observation
model of SD-CASSI has been proposed, which restricts theo-
retical analyses of reconstruction techniques.

B. Reconstruction Methods of CASSI

The reconstruction methods are designed to address the ill-
posed inverse problem through priors constraints, which can
be categorized into three technical paradigms:

Learning-based methods employ neural networks to capture
spectral image statistics and structure (e.g., HyperReconNet
[25], TSA-Net [27], MST [29]). In DC-CASSI, multi-source
fusion approaches dominate [30], [12], [11], but supervised
variants suffer from dependency on paired training data (diffi-
cult to obtain) and poor generalization on sensors and scenes.
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Self-supervised methods (e.g., PiE [13], SIGDU-Net [14])
address these problems but they are time-consuming.

Deep unfolding networks integrate physics-driven optimiza-
tion with learned proximal operators (e.g., [22], [31], [23],
[10]), embedding system priors explicitly. These methods
require fewer training samples, support adjustable system
configurations, and maintain interpretability. However, their
”black-box” deep learning components lack rigorous theoret-
ical guarantees for convergence and stability.

Model-based methods employ intrinsic priors such as spar-
sity [3], [32], low-rankness [33], [34], and smoothness [35],
[36] for spectral reconstruction. However, when extended to
DC-CASSI [7], [37], [9] as in Eq. (1), auxiliary observations
provide limited information because they constrain only data
fidelity. The Eq. (2) paradigm improves performance via
feature-fusion but suffers from individual limitations: PFu-
sion [15] fuses dual-disperser CASSI and RGB in low-rank
subspace but requires impractical dual-disperser configura-
tion; PIDS [16] fuses spatial difference feature from prior
image into SD-CASSI reconstruction but is sensitive to energy
alignment parameter between prior image and ground truth;
ADMM-PRM [38] addresses PIDS limitations with random
forest-based prior generation but severely compromises com-
putational efficiency.

IIT. OBSERVATION MODEL OF DC-CASSI

As a typical multi-spectral imaging sensor system, the DC-
CASSI architecture integrates compressive sensing based SD-
CASSI and an RGB/panchromatic camera, plus a beam splitter
to enable synchronous dual-source acquisition as illustrated in
Figure 1. To establish a rigorous physical basis for subsequent
multi-source fusion (e.g., data-level consistency constraints in
Section IV and feature-level guided fusion in Section V), this
section analyzes the observation models of the two sensors.
Specifically, we focus on the SD-CASSI + RGB configuration,
as it is the most widely used DC-CASSI system.

A. Observation Model of SD-CASSI System
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Fig. 2. Visualization of observation process of SD-CASSI

As shown in Figure 2, the incident light first undergoes
spatial modulation via a coded aperture. The modulated light is
subsequently dispersed by a prism with a shear step of s € NT,
yielding a spectrally sheared image. This dispersed encoded
spectral information is finally integrated by the panchromatic

sensor, forming the CASSI image. According to [2], the
simplified discrete observation model can be formulated as

Y - ZX@T 3)

c=1

where X € RHXWXC denotes the spectral image of the
target scene, Y € RH*(W+s(C—1)) i the SD-CASSI image,
and 7 € REXWXC represents the equivalent coded aperture
mask that incorporates the influences of the split ratio, original
coded aperture, and quantum efficiency of the panchromatic
sensor. ® denotes the Hadamard product, and (X © 7)’
RHX(W+s(C=1))xC represents the shear-transformed version
of X ® T, which is defined as

(X @ T){,:Ac (X © T)ch

= [OHXS(C—l) OHXS(C—C)] ;

Obviously, the shear transform can be swapped with the
Hadamard product. In prior studies [27], [21], [22], [38],
researchers have introduced the shear-transformed spectral
image X’ € REX(W+s(C—1)xC gnqd shear-transformed mask
T' € REX(WHs(C=1))XC to model the SD-CASSI observation
process, which are defined as

-X;,,;,c = [OHXs(cfl) X:,:,c OHXS(Cfc)] )
T . .=

EERE)

I:OHXS(Cfl) 7T,:,c OHXS(Cfc)] )

this transforms Eq. (3) into

C
Y = Z ‘X‘:/,:,c © Tf:,ca

c=1

on this basis, the observation model is constructed in a
vectorized form as follows:

Z diag(t.,

JEAESK 1 4)

where ®' = [diag(¢]), diag(t}), - - ,diag(t,)] is observation
matrix, ' = [z}, z", -,z ]T is the vectorized X’, and
y, x., and t are the vectorized forms of Y, X! ., and

T!. . respectively. diag(-) denotes a square diagonal matrix
with the elements of the input vector on the main diagonal.
Additionally, some studies [14], [16], [13] remove the rows
corresponding to the padded zeros in @’ (denoted as x) and
the corresponding columns in ®’ (denoted as ®) to obtain
the end-to-end observation model y = ®x. However, this
approach hinders efficient adjoint operator analysis because it
breaks the corresponding relationship between the vector-form
and tensor-form observation models.

Different from aforementioned studies, we describe the
shear transform using the tensor-form Kronecker delta K €
RWX(W+s(C=1)xC "which is defined as

Kiie=[Owxse-1) Iwxw Owxsic—o]

using this definition, Eq. (3) can be reformulated as:

C
Y= Z(X,:,c © T7:7C)IC!,:7C) (5)

c=1
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by vectorizing Eq. (5), we obtain the end-to-end observation
model of SD-CASSI as:

c
y= Z Iy ® IC:T:,C)diag(tC) x. = Px. (6)

P,

where x. and t. are the vectorized forms of X... and
T...c, respectively, and ® denotes the Kronecker product.
Let ®. = (Iy ® K., .)diag(t.), the sensing matrix is ® =
[®1,®s, -, Pc],and & = [x] ,x9 -, 2] ". For a better
understanding of the proposed observation model, we visualize
the observation matrix in Figure 3.

Te ]RHXWXC
Equivalent
coded aperture

t, ¢ REW

& ¢ REW+s(C-1)xHWC

Vectorization Observation Matrix

Fig. 3. Visualization of proposed SD-CASSI observation matrix

B. Discussions on Proposed SD-CASSI Observation Model
For the proposed SD-CASSI observation model y = ®x, it
possesses two properties that are convenient for reconstruction.

Property 1. The adjoint operator ®' can be efficiently
implemented with O(HW C') complexity.

Proof. Based on the definitions of ® and ®., we have:

dlag(tl)(IH & ]C:,:,l)y
diag(t2)(Ig @ K. .2)y
<I>Ty = .

diag(tc)Ig @ K. ..c)y

Through inverse vectorization, the matrix form correspond-
ing to diag(t.)(Ixg ® K. . )y can be implemented as:

7?»370 © (YICT,C) = T,t,c © Y:,s(c—1)+1:s(c—1)+W; (7N

which indicates that we only require O(HW C) multiplica-
tions to obtain ® " y. O

Indeed, Eq. (7) describes the reversed optical path from the
image plane to the coded aperture plane, as shown in Figure 4.

Property 2. The Gram matrix of ®, denoted as ®®7, is
diagonal and identical to the Gram matrix of ®' (i.e., ®® T =
diag(A) = ®'®'").

Proof. According to the definition of ®, we know ®® ' =
25:1 ®.® /. Based on the definition of ®,., we have:
®.®] = blkdiag([K. diag(7Th,.c)K. . c[Vh]),

where blkdiag(-) denotes a block diagonal matrix consisting
of the elements in the input list. It is easy to verify that
Kiycdiag(ﬂmc)lcﬁc is a diagonal matrix. Thus, ®.®] is
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Fig. 4. Visual comparison of the implementation of the adjoint operator.
(a) Our implementation of the adjoint operator with complexity O(HWC).
(b) Traditional implementation of the adjoint operator with complexity
O(H(W + s(C —1))C).

diagonal, and ®PT is also diagonal. Therefore, we can
express ®® ' = diag(\). Combining this with Property 1,
we use PP 151 to compute the matrix form of A as:

c c

Z e O T =) (TLe O T

c=1 c=1

Hence, #® " = diag(\) = &'®'T. O

C. RGB Observation Model

To complement the SD-CASSI measurements, the DC-
CASSI system further provides an extra measurement via an
auxiliary RGB camera. Here, we mathematically formulate the
observation model of this auxiliary RGB camera, which retains
critical spatial information otherwise lost during the spatial-
spectral modulation and data compression processes inherent
to the SD-CASSI system.

The observation model for the RGB measurement of a target
scene is generally formulated as:

Yrgb = XTrgba (8)

where Yo € R¥W >3 denotes the matrix-form RGB image;
T € RE*3 represents the ideal spectral-to-RGB projection
matrix, which maps the C-dimensional spectral information
of spectral image X to the three RGB color channels. From
this formulation, it is clear that the RGB camera captures the
spatial information of X within a three dimensional subspace,
which lays the groundwork for leveraging spatial priors to
complement the spectral information from SD-CASSI in later
reconstruction steps.

IV. ADAPTIVE SPATIAL REFERENCE IMAGE GENERATION

The RGB image provides high-fidelity spatial information,
serving as a crucial prior for reconstruction. This section pro-
poses an adaptive reference image generation strategy based
on RGB image. It not only initializes the reference image
for reconstruction in Section V but also updates it to match
iteratively refined spectral results.
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A. Extracting Reference Image from RGB Subspace

For the matrix-form RGB image Yo, we perform singular
value decomposition to decouple spatial and color features:
the left singular matrix Uy, of Y, explicitly encodes spa-
tial information. Thus, a spectral image incorporating RGB
spatial features is expressed as Uy, ®, where © denotes the
unknown spectral coefficient matrix whose estimation requires
auxiliary information. When the spectral image X is available
(e.g., intermediate reconstruction results), ® is optimized by
minimizing the Frobenius norm of the reconstruction residual:

argé)nin |X — Ugr®||F. )

The closed-form solution is ® = U;;bX, and the resulting
reference image X|| = UrgbUr;bX corresponds to the projec-
tion of X onto the RGB subspace.

Figure 5 validates this representation: band-wise SSIM
remains above 0.9 and PSNR exceeds 34 dB across all spectral
bands, confirming that the RGB subspace retains high-fidelity
spatial features for cross-sensor fusion.

(@
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Fig. 5. Visualization of RGB subspace image of ARAD-0902 scene. (a)
Visual comparison with ground truth in four bands. (b) Band-wise SSIM. (c)
Band-wise PSNR.

However, the efficacy of this subspace fusion presupposes
perfect pixel-wise correspondence between the RGB and
CASSI sensors. In practical deployments, spatial misalignment
between the two branches often renders the directly computed
U,y inaccurate. While hardware calibration [7] can theoreti-
cally limit misalignment to negligible levels, practical factors
such as device aging or mechanical shifts often introduce
residual errors that compromise reconstruction fidelity. To
bridge this gap between the ideal model and physical reality,
we employ an Inception-style network optimized via self-
supervised training to extract a refined Uy, in the presence of
misalignment. Detailed architectural specifications and train-
ing protocols are provided in Supplementary Section S1.

B. Physics-Informed Initialization

In practical scenarios, the spectral image X is initially not
given, making the direct projection onto the RGB subspace
infeasible. Therefore, we integrate the physical observation
model of the SD-CASSI to implement initialization.

We formulate an optimization problem that balances two
critical objectives: maintaining data fidelity to SD-CASSI mea-
surements to preserve the reliability of the primary sensor’s
information and ensuring spatial consistency with the RGB
subspace to leverage the auxiliary sensor’s prior. This problem
essentially forms an initial fusion task:

argmin [y~ @2|* + X - Uy®f.  (10)
x,
where o adjusts the trade-off between the two terms, x is
the vectorized X. This formulation is consistent with the
MAP estimation framework in Eq. (2). To solve this problem
efficiently, we adopt the block coordinate descent method,
which decomposes the joint optimization of  and © into
two sequential subproblems:

a) Optimize x with fixed ©: The closed-form solution
for the vectorized spectral image x is:

z* = (al+ ‘I’Ti’)_l (@Ty + avec(U,®)) .

With Woodbury matrix identity to (oI + <I>T<I’)_l, we
finally obtain the solution for x as:

z* =vec (Up®) + &' ((y — Bvec (Ugp®)) @ (A +a)),
1D
where A denotes the vector of diagonal elements of ®&
(see Property 2), vec(-) represents the vectorization operation,
and @ denotes element-wise division.
b) Optimize © with updated x*: Next, substitute x*
into Eq. (10) and leverage Property 2 (#®'T = diag(\)).
This yields the following two equalities:

y — ®x* = o - diagla + A) ™! (y — ®u,9).
z* —vec (Upy®) = @' (diag(a+ A) ' (y — ®u,,9)),

where @y, = ® (Urg, ® I¢) and 6 is the vectorized form of
©. Substituting the above equalities into the original objective
function, we simplify it to a weighted least squares problem:

min tr ((y - ®u,0)  diagla+ )" (y - Pu,0)),

where tr(-) denotes the matrix trace operation. The solution
is given by:

-1

0" = (@I—Sygbdiag(a + )\)_IQU@) @Brgbdiag(a + )y,

(12)

Ultimately, we obtain the initial reference image X, =
U,,®* and the estimation of the spectral image =*.

V. TV SUBGRADIENT-GUIDED RECONSTRUCTION

Based on the generated reference image introduced in Sec-
tion IV, the core of this section lies in fusing the structural in-
formation of the reference into spectral reconstruction through.
We elaborate on four key aspects: the theoretical basis of
subgradient-guided fusion, the design of the conditional prior,
ADMM-based optimization, and algorithm analysis.
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A. Subgradient Guided Fusion

To establish a rigorous theoretical basis for fusing CASSI
spectral information and RGB spatial information, we first
revisit the subgradient concept.

Definition 1 (Subgradient). Let f : E — R be a convex
Sfunction, with y € domf. A vector s € E is called a
subgradient of f at y if it satisfies the inequality:

flx) > f(y) + (s,z—y), Y cdomf,

where (-,-) denotes the inner product. The set of all such
subgradients at y, called the subdifferential, is denoted O f (y).
The function f is said to be subdifferentiable at y if O f (y) # 0.

Leveraging it, the following theorem can be derived:

Theorem 1. For any proper closed convex function f : E — R
and a subgradient g € 0f(y) at y € domf, the solution set
S £ argmin, {f(x)— (g, )} satisfies that every x € S admits
g € 0f(z).
Proof. With the optimization condition, we have:

f(z) > f(z)+ {9,z —x), VreS8 Vzedomf
According to the Definition 1, Vz € S, the g € f(x). O

Moreover, it is methodologically critical for image fusion:
it guarantees that the subgradient features of reference image
can be inherited by the subgradient-regularized result.

B. Conditional Prior Design for Spatial Feature Fusion

Based on the subgradient theory, we select the TV function
as the convex functional for the subgradient of TV describes
local structural change directions, enabling the transfer of RGB
spatial information to spectral reconstruction.

Formally, we define the 3D isotropic TV function for
spectral images:

H W C

Rv(X) =2 )

h=1w=1c=

13)

27

||(AX):,h,w,c
1

where A denotes the 2D spatial difference operator (computed
per spectral band) with replicate padding:

Xh w:_Xh,w.:a 1§h<H
(AX)l,h,u),: _ +1,w, )

Ocx1, else

th :_Xh,w,:a 1§w<W
(AX)Q,h,w,: = et

Ocx1, else.

where (AX)qpw,: and (AX)2p ., represent vertical and
horizontal spatial differences at pixel (h,w), respectively.
It is straightforward to show that the subgradient of the TV
function at X’ is given by —divPy, where:
o Py is the normalized spatial difference of X, explicitly
encoding the direction of local structural changes. Specif-
ically, it’s defined as:

Prx = (AX) 0 ||AX

(14)

2,dim=1,

where || - ||2.4im=1 denotes the ¢2-norm computed along
the first dimension of AX. However, this definition

becomes singular where (AX). j, . = 0. In such cases,
(Px):hw,e lies in the unit ball [39]. Thus, Py is non-
unique, and all admissible solutions form the set Syx.

o div is the discrete divergence operator corresponding
to A, which converts local difference directions into
structural consistency, defined as

(diVPX)h,w,: :<PX)1,h,w,: - (PX)I,hfl,w,:
+ Px)2nw,: — (Px)ahaw—1.:

Notably, diviPx describes the consistency of local structural
change directions in horizontal and vertical dimensions, acting
as robust spatial features.

To achieve spatial information fusion, we construct the
TVDS regularization term by incorporating the TV subgra-
dient of the RGB-derived reference image As.

Rrvps (X Aet) = Rrv(X) + (divPa,, &), (15)
where —divPy,, is a subgradient of the TV function at the
point X¢. It is noteworthy that if divPx,, is set to zero (i.e.,
no reference guidance), Ryyps degrades to the conventional
TV regularization term. Thus, TVDS can be interpreted as an
extension of TV for guided spatial information fusion.

C. ADMM-Based Reconstruction with TVDS

Based on the TVDS term, we formulate the DC-CASSI

reconstruction problem as Eq. (2):

. 1
argmin §||y — ®x|* + pRrvps (X; Xrer), (16)
X

where ;1 > 0 controls the trade-off between data fidelity and
regularization strength of the TVDS term. Directly solving
Eq. (16) is challenging due to the non-smooth nature of Ryyps.

We address this via an auxiliary variable Z and reformulate
the problem as a constrained optimization:

arg min
X,Z

st. X =2Z.

1
§Hy — ®x||3 4+ pRrvps(Z; Xer)
(17)

Via the augmented Lagrangian method, we transform
Eq. (17) into an unconstrained one, which is then solved
via the scaled alternating direction method of multipliers
(ADMM):

X+ = arg;nin{lly — ®al} + o X — 2 + U3,

(18)
Zn+1) — argmin{%HZ — xnth —L{(")H%
z
+nBvos(Z: e, (19)
Ut =y 4yt _ ot (20)

where p > 0 is the penalty parameter, n is the ADMM iteration

index, U is the scaled Lagrange multiplier, and n £ pp~!.
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By vectorizing Eq. (18) (where @, z, u denote the vectorized
counterparts of X', Z,U/) and applying the Woodbury matrix
identity, we obtain the closed-form solution:

2"t = argminfly — @3 + plle — 2" + w3

=2 o™ L &7 ((y — &z — u("))) o (p+ A)) ,
21
where A denotes the diagonal of ®® " (see Property 2). This
step can be computed with a computational complexity of
O(HWC) by leveraging Property 1.
For Eq. (19), let Ziemp = X"+ + (™. We can derived
the equation from optimality condition:

Z* = Ziemp — ndivPy,, + ndivPz., (22)

where Z* is the optimal solution and P%. € Sz-.

To implement Eq. (22) in practice, we address the singu-
larity issue in the original definition of Pz by introducing
a step-size parameter 7 > 0 and reformulating Eq. (14) as
follows:

Pz = (733 + TAZ) (%) (1 + 7'||AZH2,dim:1) . (23)

By substituting Eq. (23) into Eq. (22) and denoting iterative
updates with superscript [k], we obtain the following coupled
fixed-point iteration scheme:

2+ —z - ndivPa, + ndivP Y, (24)

’P;H_l] — (’Pgﬂ] + TAZ[k+1]> %) (1 + T||Az[k+1]||2,dim=1> ’
(25)

where k = 1,2,..., K denotes the fixed-point iteration index.
We initialize Pg] =0 and set 7 = 1/(8n) to satisfy the con-
vergence condition [39]. The fixed-point iteration procedure is
summarized in Algorithm 1.

Algorithm 1: TV Subgradient Guided Fusion
Input: Initial Spectral image Ziemp, reference
subgradient —divPy,,, regularization parameter
7 and maximum iterations K.
Set k < 0,Pl « 0,7+ 1/(8n);
while £ < K do
Update Z*+1] by Eq. (24);
Update PE+Y by Eq. (25);
k+k+1;
end

Output: Fused image Z[¥], estimated subgradient
_ dJivpE]
divPz

D. Discussion on the ADMM Solution

To verify the reliability of the proposed algorithm, we
analyze its convergence and present the full reconstruction
pipeline with stage-wise parameter updates.

Theorem 2. The ADMM solution converges as p increases.

Proof. From Step 2 of ADMM-TVDS and the inequality
|divPz||r < V8| Pz|r (Proven in [39]), we derive the
bound for ||/ V|| p:

”u(n+1)” _ Hz(n+1) o X(n+1) _u(n)HF
= aniV'P[ZK] — diV'PXm.HF
< VBup Y IPF — Pallr
< 8up '"WVHWC := Ly(p)
From Step 1 of ADMM-TVDS, we have
Hm(n+1) — 2y u(")||
= |7 (- @™ — w2+ 2)
< Y Amax|| Y|l + )\matz(”) - u(n)”

p+ /\min
< Vmaxlyll + Amax L (p) + Amax VHWC (
- p+>\min o p)

where Ap.x and Ap;, are the maximum and minimum
values of ®® T, respectively. By leveraging Eq. (20), the
iteration errors can be derived:
A — U™ < U e U] < 2L1(p)
Hg(n+1) _ Z(m”F - HX("“) —zn) 4y —Z/{("“)HF
< Li(p) + La(p)
||X(n+1) _ X(”)HF - HX(”“) —zW) _ gy +u(n71)”F
<3Li(p) + La(p)
As p increases, both L;(p) and Ly(p) both decrease, Con-
sequently, all iteration errors tend to zero as p grows without

bound. This completes the proof of the convergence of the
ADMM-TVDS algorithm. O

Algorithm 2: ADMM-TVDS for DC-CASSI
Input: SD-CASSI sensing matrix ®, measurement v,
RGB image Y, parameters o, u, p, 8,L, N,
K.
Initialize Upgp, X (N) | X.¢ as Section 1V;
Set UN) « 0, stage index [ « 0;
while | < L do
Compute —divPy,, with spectral image Air and
reference subgradient O as inputs;
Set U — YWM) X0  x(N) 0,
while n < N do
Update Z("+1) via Algorithm 1;
Update /("1 via Eq. (20);
Update X1 via Eq. (21);
n+<n+1
end

Update reference image: X ef <— UrgbUrTng(N )
Increase penalty parameter:p < [(3p;
l+1+1

end
Output: Reconstructed spectral image X'V,

Based on Theorem 2, we design a stage-wise algorithm
(Algorithm 2) to enhance reconstruction performance. In each
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Fig. 6. Simulation pipeline of the ARAD-Simu dataset

stage, the penalty parameter p (via a growth factor 3) and the
reference subgradient —div/Py,, are updated.

Neglecting trivial operations (addition, assignment), the
computational complexity of the key algorithmic steps is:

o« Update X("*+D: O(HWC);

o Update Z"+t1): O (HWCK);

 Update reference image: O (HW(C');

The overall complexity is O (HWCKNL), this linear
scaling with image size ensures the algorithm is feasible for
high-resolution spectral images.

VI. EXPERIMENTS ON SIMULATED DATASETS

To fully validate the proposed reconstruction method, we
conduct experiments on simulated datasets in this section.
Subsequent parts are organized as follows: first introducing
datasets and experimental setup, then presenting benchmark
comparative results, followed by noise robustness analysis,
ablation studies, and computational complexity analysis. These
ensure a comprehensive evaluation of TVDS’s performance.

A. Datasets description

We use public ideal datasets for comparative and generate
noisy datasets for robustness analysis.

a) Ideal Datasets: Consistent with previous DC-CASSI
studies [16], [10], [13], [12], [11], two spectral image datasets,
TSA-Simu and CAVE-28, are employed to evaluate the per-
formance under ideal observation scenarios. Specifically, TSA-
Simu (256 x 256 x 28) is generated from the KAIST dataset
[40], with its coded aperture mask obtained via real-world
measurements as reported in [27]. To construct the DC-CASSI
version of the dataset, we adopt RGB data sourced from
[12], which corresponds to an ideal projection integrating the
spectral response function (SRF) of a real RGB camera. For
the CAVE-28 dataset (512 x 512 x 28), we maintain alignment
with CasFormer [11], facilitating fair comparison of multi-
source fusion performance.

b) Noisy Dataset: To evaluate noise robustness, we
constructed the ARAD-Simu dataset (code available') fol-
lowing the pipeline in Figure 6, addressing the absence of

Thttps://github.com/bestwishes43/ADMM-TVDS

12-bit ADC

Demosaicing

Denoising

=

12-bit ADC

CASSI Image

RGB Image

dedicated noisy DC-CASSI benchmarks. Derived from the
ARAD dataset [41], we center-cropped spectral images to
256 x 256 x 31 for compatibility with TSA-Simu coded aper-
ture mask and generated paired RGB and SD-CASSI observa-
tions. RGB images were produced using official NTIRE2022
tools [41] with traditional demosaicing [42], while CASSI
measurements followed Eq. (3). We modeled realistic imaging
degradations using Gaussian and Poisson noise, whose levels
were controlled by ISO, exposure time, and the light split ratio
between the CASSI and RGB. Three imaging conditions were
defined: Poor (short exposure + high ISO), Moderate (default
parameters), and Good (long exposure + low ISO). Combined
with three light split ratios (3:7, 5:5, 7:3), this yielded nine
noisy configurations summarized in Figure 7.

@ 4t

PSNR (dB)
8
PSNR (dB)

Medium Good
RGB imaging condition

Poor Poor Medium Good

CASSI imaging condition

Fig. 7. Statistical PSNR of generated RGB/SD-CASSI images of the ARAD-
Simu dataset, with colors indicating distinct light split ratios (CASSI:RGB).
(a) RGB images across imaging conditions; (b) SD-CASSI images under
identical settings.

B. Experimental Setup

a) Metrics: We employ three complementary metrics:
PSNR (dB) for reconstruction fidelity, SSIM for structural sim-
ilarity, and SAM (°) for spectral consistency. This combination
ensures comprehensive evaluation of spatial and spectral re-
construction quality. For consistency, bold values in all tables
denote the optimal performance.

b) Compared Methods: We evaluate TVDS against
state-of-the-art DC-CASSI reconstruction methods:

o Model-based: PIDS [16] constrains reconstruction using
spatial difference from RGB-derived prior image.
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o Self-supervised: PiE [13] fuses PIDS reconstructions
with autoencoder outputs; SIGDU-Net [14] employs self-
supervised deep unfolding with spatial-spectral attention,
and trained with spatial and spectral TV loss.

o Supervised: In2SET [10] integrates sensor quan-
tum efficiency priors with attention mechanisms; Cas-
Former [11] uses cascaded Transformers for spatial-
spectral fusion.

Due to varying code/data availability, comparisons were
adjusted for fairness: SIGDU-Net results are reported only on
CAVE-28 using published data; CasFormer is evaluated on
CAVE-28 with provided weights; and In2SET, following stan-
dard practice for supervised CASSI reconstruction methods,
was trained on CAVE-28 and evaluated on TSA-Simu.

c) Implementation Details: The proposed TVDS
method is implemented with parameters detailed in Table I.

TABLE 1
PARAMETER CONFIGURATION OF PROPOSED METHOD.

Parameters Noise-free case = Noisy case

p 0.03 30

m 0.03 30
a 0.1
B 1.2
Number of Stages (L) 30
ADMM iterations (IN) 10
Fixed point iterations (K) 30

For noise-free scenarios, low values of p and p (0.03) pri-
oritize the accurate SD-CASSI model constraint. A consistent
parameter set is maintained across all datasets to demonstrate
system compatibility despite varying sensor configurations. In
noisy conditions, elevated p and p values (30) enhance multi-
source fusion regularization to suppress noise propagation. A
single parameter configuration is applied universally across
all noise levels to validate noise robustness and parameter
robustness. All experiments were conducted on an NVIDIA
RTX 5070Ti GPU platform.

C. Comparison on CAVE-28 dataset

As summarized in Table II, TVDS achieves the best per-
formance across all three core metrics, demonstrating its
comprehensive reconstruction capability.

TABLE 11
QUANTITATIVE EVALUATION ON THE CAVE-28 DATASET

Method PSNR SSIM SAM
PIDS (2023, TPAMI) 37.54+3.6  0.975+0.01 4.727+1.73
CasFormer (2024, INFFUS)  37.24+3.2  0.983+0.01 4.648+1.31
PiE (2024, TCSVT) 46.19+1.8 0.994+0 1.862+0.48
SIGDU-Net (2025, INFFUS)  45.95+4.5  0.988+0.01 3.29+3.37
Initialization (Ours) 34.73+£4.5  0.778+0.16 9.253+4.6
TVDS (Ours) 48.29+4 .4 0.996+0 1.363+0.54

In terms of average PSNR, TVDS reaches 48.29 dB,
outperforming the second-ranked PiE by approximately 2.1
dB. For average SSIM, TVDS attains 0.996, which is close

to 1, reflecting its exceptional ability to preserve the spatial
structural details of the original spectral image. In the average
SAM metric, TVDS achieves the lowest value of 1.363°, out-
performing PiE (1.862°) and SIGDU-Net (3.29°), confirming
its superior preservation of critical spectral features.

Notably, TVDS maintains stable performance across diverse
test scenes, as illustrated in Figure 8. TVDS maintains leading
PSNR/SSIM and the smallest SAM across most scenes. In
contrast, SIGDU-Net exhibits notable SAM degradation in
S08, as its spectral TV loss erroneously regularizes motion-
induced spatial shifts, thereby distorting spectral signatures.

55 == PIDS ——— CasFormer ——= PiE ——— SIGDU-Nett—— TVDS-

501 . m I
4s- M Al § N nlH
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—
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Fig. 8. The PSNR, SSIM, and SAM comparison of different DC-CASSI
methods on the CAVE-28 dataset

8

Figure 9 further confirm this advantage: TVDS minimizes
reconstruction errors in both edge and bright regions of
S01, whereas PIDS/PiE exhibit edge error fluctuations (due
to static/misaligned priors) and CasFormer has concentrated
errors in bright regions. This validates that TVDS not only
optimizes metrics but also delivers detail-rich reconstruction.

alized Pixel Error

PIDS CasFormer PiE TVDS

L Observation )

Fig. 9. Visualization of normalized reconstruction errors for two distinct
regions in CAVE-28 S01
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TABLE III
QUANTITATIVE EVALUATION ON THE TSA-SIMU DATASET

Method Metrics  SO1 S02 S03 S04 S05 S06 S07 S08 S09 S10 Avg

o PSNR 40.86 3934 3574 4402 4197 4228 4410 4176 3337 4581 40.92

Initialization SSIM 0971 0962 0.926 0971 0974 0952 0988 0954 0.875 0965 0.954

(Ours) SAM 4884 7210 6.031 10332 4533 7970 3.066 9364 12264 7.969 7.362

PSNR 37.01 36.56 3438 4545 3505 3391 3347 3506 3471 38.08 36.37

PIDS SSIM 097 0919 093 097 0945 0934 092 0935 0942 0959 0.942

(2023, TPAMI)  SsAM 8374 18.172 10.927 12.169 11.173 17.055 11.368 18.266 10.167 14.305 13.198

PSNR 4259 4645 44.58 50.67 42.04 4253 41.62 4057 43.86 4236 4373

In2SET-9stg SSIM  0.987 0.992 0983 0992 099 0988 0981 098 0987 0991 0.988

(2024, CVPR)  SAM 4932 6.674 3.89 8592 4234 8641 4.041 9386 5357 7736 6.348

. PSNR 44.13 4417 4241 48.08 4299 441 4472 4356 4246 4624 4428

PiE SSIM  0.992 0991 0.984 0995 0991 0.992 0989 0993 0984 0997 0.991

(2024, TCSVT)  SAM 3251 5292 2.843 4658 3.626 4795 3.069 4545 5137 459 4.181

PSNR 4575 5098 429 5044 4594 4626 4556 464  46.06 49.09 46.94

TVDS SSIM 0995 0.997 0984 0997 0996 0996 0991 0995 0991 0.999 0.994

(Ours) SAM 2576 398 3.158 2.843 1.573 3.123 2951 4352 3.675 1727 2.996
481.5 nm 594.5 nm 614.5 nm Region A

PIDS
IN2SET

Pixel Error

0.15
0.1
0.05

?\05\‘\156‘ ?\?’ ,‘\106

0.9

0.8

0.3

0.2

0.1

Fig. 10. Visualization of TSA-Simu S09 scene reconstruction: Normalized region errors (right) and statistical pixel-wise error (bottom-left)

D. Comparison on TSA-Simu dataset

As summarized in Table III, TVDS leads comprehensively
across the three core evaluation metrics, with notable advan-
tages in average performance: it achieves an average PSNR
of 46.94 dB, significantly outperforming key competitors like
PiE and the attention-based deep unfolding network In2SET,
and secures top performance in most test scenes—even its
initialization result outperforms PIDS, a method also based
on the model-based paradigm. In terms of SSIM, its aver-

age value of 0.994, outperforming In2SET and PiE overall
and showing clear superiority over the baseline Initialization
method. Regarding SAM, TVDS attains the lowest average
of 2.996°, notably surpassing PiE and In2SET in effectively
retaining critical spectral characteristics.

Figure 10 further confirms TVDS’s advantages visually: in
the normalized error maps of Regions A and B, TVDS exhibits
the smallest error amplitude, whereas PIDS and In2SET show
noticeable fluctuations in the inner crayon regions, and PiE
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TABLE IV
NOISE ROBUSTNESS COMPARISON ON ARAD-SIMU DATASET. THE AVERAGE PSNR (DB), SSIM, AND SAM (°) ARE REPORTED.

Poor Medium Good

Methods Metrics 3:7 5:5 7:3 3.7 5:5 7:3 3.7 5:5 7:3
PIDS PSNR 21.42 21.37 20.86 21.99 21.92 21.65 22.27 22.25 22.08
(2023, TPAMI) SSIM 0.417 0411 0.361 0.478 0.473 0.443 0.512 0.509 0.491
’ SAM 43253 42.862 45.180 39.894 39277 40.514 37.703 37.323 37.977
PiE PSNR 29.99 32.53 33.40 35.69 37.48 37.69 39.52 41.61 41.68
(2024, TCSVT) SSIM 0.711 0.815 0.833 0.893 0.920 0.930 0.955 0.971 0.969
’ SAM 20.187 13.400 11.531 9.706 7.331 6.958 6.336 4.993 4.777
TVDS PSNR 40.67 40.23 38.68 43.15 42.57 41.13 44.91 44.39 43.24
(Ours) SSIM 0.960 0.954 0.933 0.977 0.973 0.962 0.985 0.982 0.977

urs SAM 6.450 6.302 7.403 4.627 4.828 5.613 3.824 3.991 4.487

has significantly higher errors at crayon tips (Region A)
and reflection regions (Region B). The statistical pixel error
distribution also shows TVDS has the narrowest range and
lowest mean error (reflecting stable error suppression), while
PIDS, In2SET, and PiE have wider distributions with more
pixels deviating from the ground truth.

E. Discussion on Noisy dataset

To evaluate noise robustness, experiments were conducted
on the ARAD-Simu dataset spanning three imaging conditions
(Poor/Medium/Good) and three light split ratios (3:7/5:5/7:3).

As shown in Table IV, TVDS consistently outperforms
competing methods across all configurations. While PIDS
exhibits noise vulnerability and PiE shows limited adaptation
to extreme noise despite self-supervised regularization, TVDS
maintains superior performance through its adaptive RGB
reference generator that filters noise while extracting spatial
priors, and TVDS regularization that aligns spectral structural
directions with RGB references to suppress noise propagation.
The framework demonstrates stable performance advantages
even under varying light split ratios and challenging imaging
conditions.

F. Ablation Study

Ablation experiments are designed to verify two core ad-
vantages of the TVDS framework: the efficiency of adjoint
operator derived from proposed observation model and the
necessity of each component in our reconstruction pipeline.

To validate that the adjoint operator ® " accelerates recon-
struction without performance loss, we replaced In2SET’s & "
with our proposed version, testing on the TSA-simu dataset.
Results are summarized in Table V.

TABLE V
ABLATION STUDY OF PROPOSED SD-CASSI OBSERVATION MODEL.

Time

PSNR (dB) SSIM SAM (°)  Time (ms)

Implementation of ®T (ms)
In2SET 43.73 0.988 6.348 232.74 42.5
Ours 43.73 0.988 6.348 226.86 36.6

As shown in Table V, the two implementations achieve
identical PSNR, SSIM, and SAM, confirming no performance
loss. In terms of efficiency, total running time is reduced
by ~6 ms, with & computation time dropping by 5.9 ms.
This aligns with theoretical expectations (theoretical reduction
should be 42.5ms x s(C — 1)/W = 8.86ms for shear step
s = 2, spectral bands C' = 28, spatial width W = 256
on TSA-simu dataset), validating the property 1 of proposed
observation model.

An incremental ablation study on CAVE-28 dataset validates
the contribution of each component (TV subgradient guidance,
reference update), as shown in Table VI.

TABLE VI
ABLATION STUDY OF PROPOSED RECONSTRUCTION FRAMEWORK.

Initialization Ty Subgradient  Reference poyp gy gam
guidance update

v 3473 0778 9253

v v 3757 0928  4.671

v v v 4755 0995  1.433

v v v v 4829 0996  1.363

Note: TV-only baseline with its optimally tuned parameters ( = 3 x 10— %,
p=1,and g = 1.4).

The baseline (physics-informed initialization only) achieved
modest performance (34.73 dB PSNR, 0.778 SSIM, 9.253°
SAM). Incorporating TV regularization with optimally tuned
parameters improved all metrics (37.57 dB PSNR, 0.928
SSIM, 4.671° SAM), yet its inherent over-smoothing tendency
limits fine detail preservation. The integration of subgradient
guidance yielded a dramatic performance leap, boosting PSNR
to 47.55 dB and SSIM to 0.995, demonstrating its efficacy
in mitigating over-smoothing while preserving details. Fi-
nally, the complete framework with dynamic reference update
achieved optimal results (48.29 dB PSNR, 1.363° SAM),
confirming that refined TV subgradients further improve re-
construction accuracy.

G. Discussion on Computational Efficiency

The computational efficiency of TVDS is evaluated by
comparing its running time with PiE [13] and PIDS [16]
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across three datasets of varying spatial-spectral resolutions, as
summarized in Table VIIL

TABLE VII
RUNNING TIME COMPARISON IN DIFFERENT DATASETS.

Dataset TVDS PiE PIDS

TSA-simu (256 x 256 x 28) 8.27 s 33.08 s 11.14 s
ARAD-simu (256 x 256 x 31) 940 s 37.12 s 11.30 s
CAVE-28 (512 x 512 x 28) 4834s 189.09s 44.70 s

Note: Bold values denote the minimum running time.

TVDS achieves nearly 4.0x speedup over PiE across all
benchmarks. On CAVE-28, PIDS’ slight edge (44.70 s vs.
48.34 s) stems from parameter tuning that cuts TV iterations
by 16.2% vs. TSA-simu.

Moreover, the running time does not scale linearly with data
volume, largely due to fixed overheads and memory access
latency, as detailed in Supplementary Section S4.

VII. EXPERIMENT ON REAL DATASET

To verify the practical applicability of the proposed TVDS
method, experiments were conducted on two real DC-CASSI
scenes (“Ninja” and “Doll”) from [9]. Each scene includes
three key components: panchromatic (PAN) measurement,
SD-CASSI measurement, and panchromatic sensor spectral
response function (SRF), as shown in Figure 11. Due to
the absence of ground-truth spectral images, we evaluate
performance via PAN reprojection. To mitigate radiometric
inconsistencies (e.g., exposure time, beam-splitting, normal-
ization) that could invalidate the evaluation, we employ an
adaptive matching strategy that calibrates CASSI observations
via an estimated scaling factor « (see Supplementary Section
S3 for details). For fair comparison, we benchmark TVDS
against methods without explicit SRF constraints (PIDS [16]
and PiE [13]), with results summarized in Table VIIIL.

Band 7 Band 17 Band 23 Band 25
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Fig. 11. Visualization of the real dataset, including ”Ninja” and “Doll” scenes

TABLE VIII
QUANTITATIVE EVALUATION ON REAL DATASET

Scene  Method NIQE BRISQUE PSNR SSIM

PIDS 7277 39.20 6.84 0313

Ninia  PiE 7.351 31.64 19.18  0.505

V2 TyDs 3.291 32.28 2678  0.882
PAN input  3.386 35.41 - -

PIDS 8.710 27.81 944  0.420

pon  PiE 7.903 27.34 2839  0.847

0 TVDS 7212 2229 3450  0.973
PAN input  7.373 20.80 - -

Note: Bold values denote top performance.

As shown in Table VIII, TVDS’s reconstruction quality is
comparable to the original PAN input in terms of perceptual
metrics (NIQE), while significantly outperforming existing
methods in fidelity metrics (PSNR and SSIM). This highlights
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TVDS’s ability to effectively fuse spatial and spectral infor-
mation from real measurements.

To complement quantitative results, Figure 12 visualizes
reconstructions of four spectral bands (Bands 7, 17, 23, 25) for
both scenes—the left subfigure corresponds to “Ninja” and the
right to “Doll”. PIDS reconstructions are heavily contaminated
by noise (notably in the “Doll” scene); PiE retains spatial
structure in Bands 23, 25 but loses detail in Band 7 and parts
of Band 17 (e.g., the doll’s hair). TVDS fully preserves the
PAN input’s spatial structure and has significantly lower noise
in high-frequency bands than the other methods.

VIII. CONCLUSION

This study proposes a novel multi-source fusion framework
for DC-CASSI reconstruction. By fusing compressive sensing-
based CASSI measurements with spatial priors from auxiliary
RGB/panchromatic image, it advances SOTA spectral recon-
struction via innovations in architecture and algorithm.

Three interconnected innovations form the framework’s
core. First, the tensor-form Kronecker d-based end-to-end
SD-CASSI observation model establishes a rigorous, efficient
mathematical foundation for reconstruction. Second, the adap-
tive reference generation mechanism enables dynamic spa-
tial prior extraction and ensures compatibility across diverse
sensor setups. Third, the TVDS regularization term innovates
reconstruction algorithm by encoding structural direction in-
formation from references into spectral reconstruction.

Comprehensive validations on simulated and real DC-
CASSI datasets confirm the framework’s superiority. In perfor-
mance, it outperforms SOTA methods on key metrics (PSNR,
SSIM, SAM) and exhibits robust noise resistance under chal-
lenging imaging conditions (high ISO, short exposure, varying
light split ratios). In efficiency, its linear complexity scal-
ing ensures applicability to high-resolution spectral images.
Ablation studies validate each component’s effectiveness and
confirm the integrated framework fully leverages cross-sensor
complementarity.

This work contributes to snapshot spectral imaging by estab-
lishing an interpretable, efficient fusion-based reconstruction
framework. It enriches the theoretical and algorithmic toolkit
for multi-sensor computational imaging and can be extended
to other complementary image/video processing scenarios.
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S1 Spatial alignment
S1.1 Methodology

In practice, spatial alignment can be implemented with hardware calibration and
algorithmic alignment. For hardware calibration, we can follow the calibration
process described in [1].

However, residual misalignment may still exist due to mechanical vibrations,
temperature variations, or imperfect calibration. To address this, we introduce
a learnable module. Considering the spatial transformation operation for align-
ment possesses translation invariance, which aligns with the prior of 2D con-
volution. Moreover, since the alignment task does not involve deep semantic
understanding, the deep network is unnecessary, and the pixel offset is small,
a large receptive field is unnecessary. Therefore, we use a simple inception-like
network to effectively achieve alignment.

In order to train the network in an unsupervised way, we use the CASSI
observation prior to guide the spatial alignment, which makes the reprojected
CASSI from RGB spatially aligned with the real measurements.

Therefore, the network architecture is illustrated in Fig. S1.
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Figure S1: Architecture of the spatial alignment network.

The network parameters are optimized by minimizing the measurement con-



sistency loss:
min[ly — @ vee( f(Vrg: 0) 1 (1)

where y denotes the CASSI compressed measurements, ® represents the sensing
matrix, and f(-;0) is the alignment network with parameters 6. This loss
ensures that the output is spatially consistent with CASSI measurements.

S1.2 Simulated Experiment

To validate the effectiveness of the proposed alignment method, we compare
the reconstruction performance with and without the alignment network under
various pixel shift conditions based on the TSA-simu dataset. We set the nega-
tive slope of LeakyReLU 0.2, and train the network with Adam optimizer with
learning rate 10~3 for 1000 epochs. The results are summarized in Table S1.

Table S1: Quantitative comparison of reconstruction performance with and
without the alignment network under different pixel shift conditions.

With Network Without Network
Pixel Shift PSNR SSIM SAM PSNR SSIM SAM
0 - - - 46.94 0.994 2.996
0.25v/2 46.24 0.994 3.039 41.76 0.988 3.728
0.5 45.28 0.993 3.119 39.69 0.982 4.188

0.5v/2 44.46 0992 3.281 3742 0.972 5.029

As shown in Table S1, the alignment network consistently improves recon-
struction quality across all misalignment levels. Without the network, perfor-
mance degrades significantly as pixel shift increases (PSNR drops from 46.94 to
37.42 dB). In contrast, with the alignment network, the degradation is substan-
tially mitigated (PSNR only drops from 46.24 to 44.46 dB). This demonstrates
the effectiveness of our algorithmic refinement in compensating for residual spa-
tial misalignment.

S2 Parameter Tuning for TV-only Baseline

To ensure that the performance improvements attributed to subgradient guid-
ance are not confounded by inadequate baseline tuning, we performed hyperpa-
rameter searches over three critical parameters: n (i.e., u/p), p, and 3.

All experiments were performed on the CAVE-28 dataset, with optimal hy-
perparameters selected based on the PSNR metric. We employed a sequential
single-parameter sweeping strategy (fixing the other two hyperparameters to
their optimal values determined in prior steps) to identify the optimal config-
uration. The final optimal hyperparameters were identified as n = 3 x 1074,
p =1, and f = 1.4. We further verified this configuration by sweeping the
parameters in its neighborhood, as illustrated in Fig. S2.
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Figure S2: Parameter sweep results to verify the optimality of the TV-only
baseline configuration. (a) Varying n; (b) Varying p; (¢) Varying 3. The red
vertical dashed line marks the optimal configuration with the highest PSNR.

S3 Radiometric Matching for Real Dataset Eval-
uation

S3.1 Methodology

Radiometric matching is a prerequisite for valid re-projection-based evaluation.
As the spectral estimate obtained in Main Document Sec. IV-B is energy-
consistent solely with the CASSI branch, we employ a three-step radiometric
matching procedure:

(1) Initial Projection: Replace the RGB input of the method in Sec. IV-B
with the PAN image to generate a spectral estimate, then project it to
the PAN domain via the sensor SRF to obtain Y ;.

(2) Coefficient Estimation: Compute the alignment coefficient by mini-
mizing the MSE between Y., and the measured PAN image Y pan:
<Ypan; Ypan>

K= —. 52
Y pan I o

(3) Observation Calibration: Last, we get calibrated CASSI measurements
Yl = kYOS, This ensures that the CASSI branch is energy-matched
to the PAN branch. Consequently, the reconstructed spectral image sat-

isfies the requirements for reprojection-based evaluation.

S3.2  Simulated Experiment

To evaluate estimation accuracy, we conducted Monte Carlo simulations config-
ured with real-system parameters (coded aperture and SRF) from the “Ninja”
and “Doll” scenes [2]. The simulation protocol was structured as follows:

e Noise Model: Additive white Gaussian noise (distributed as N(0, 0°T))
was added to the measurements, with noise standard deviations o €
{1.0,0.3,0.1,0.03,0.01}.



e Data Generation: For each of 1,000 trials per o, the ground-truth energy
ratio kgy was sampled uniformly from [0.1,10]. Hyperspectral cubes with
ii.d. uniform entries € [0,1] were generated to represent a worst-case
scenario lacking spatial-spectral correlation.

e Evaluation Metric: Accuracy was quantified via the Normalized Mean
Squared Error (NMSE) in dB:
a 2
NMSE,. = 10logy, (IE [(“fgt)b . (S3)

K:gt

Table S2 summarizes the NMSE performance of the estimated radiometric
alignment coefficient & across different noise levels and scenes.

Table S2: NMSE (dB) of the estimated radiometric alignment coefficient &
under varying noise levels o.

Noise Std. o
Scene 1.0 0.3 0.1 0.03 0.01

Ninja  -27.36 -48.17 -61.81 -67.23 -68.11
Doll -29.93 -4893 -60.96 -66.16 -66.70

Lower NMSE indicates higher estimation accuracy.

The results exhibit three key characteristics. First, estimation accuracy im-
proves monotonically with SNR; reducing ¢ from 1.0 to 0.1 yields an ~ 31 dB
NMSE improvement for both scenes, confirming that the estimator in Eq. (S2)
effectively leverages high-quality measurements. Second, performance saturates
at & —66 dB for o < 0.03. This error floor is attributed to the rank-1 subspace
approximation in the closed-form initialization (Sec. IV-B), which introduces
noise-independent approximation error. Finally, the consistent trends across
“Ninja” and “Doll” (variations within 3 dB) demonstrate the method’s robust-
ness to varying system configurations.

S4 Discussion of Running Time

S4.1 Theoretical Analysis

The total running time T(N) for processing a spectral image of volume N
(measured in millions of elements) is decomposed into three components:

T(N) = Thx + Teomp(IN) + Trnem (), (S4)

where Ty denotes fixed overhead (e.g., initialization), Tcomp(N) represents com-
putation time, and Tyem(N) accounts for hierarchical memory access latency.



The computation time scales linearly with IV, as established in Section V-D:
Tcomp(N) - CCOmpN7 (85)

where ccomp is the computational cost per million elements. Memory access time
is modeled as a weighted combination of cache-hit and cache-miss latencies:

Tmem(N) = N[CcacheH(N) + Cmem (1 — H(N))], (S6)

where ccache and cpem denote the access costs per million elements for cache
and global memory, respectively, and H(N) € [0, 1] is the cache hit rate.
Following the classical stack distance theory [3], the cache hit rate H(N;C)
under the LRU assumption corresponds to the cumulative distribution function
(CDF) of the stack distance evaluated at the cache capacity C. In our proposed
fixed-point iterations, the memory access pattern is characterized by frequent
alternating accesses between variables Z and Pz. This results in a stack distance
distribution that is tightly concentrated. To capture this characteristic, we
model the stack distance using a log-logistic distribution, yielding the following

hit rate formulation: )

)= 13 (aN/C)B’
where C is the physical cache capacity, a scales the algorithm’s working set
relative to IV, and 8 > 0 characterizes access locality. By defining the effective
cache capacity Ceg = C/c, we obtain the simplified form:
B 1

1+ (N/Ceﬁ‘)B '

H(N

H(N) (S7)
This formulation effectively captures the gradual degradation of cache efficiency
as the working set exceeds hardware limits.

S4.2 Experimental Validation

We fitted the proposed model to empirical running time measurements using
nonlinear least-squares optimization. Table S3 summarizes the fitted parame-
ters.

The near-perfect coefficient of determination (R? = 0.9999) confirms that
the model accurately captures the relationship between observed running time
and data volume, as visually validated in Fig. S3.

The fitted parameters reveal several key characteristics of the system per-
formance:

(1) Memory-Bound Nature: The negligible computation cost (ccomp <
Cmem) confirms that the algorithm is memory-bound. Execution time is
dominated by data movement rather than arithmetic operations.

(2) Locality Sensitivity: The ~212x latency gap between global memory
and cache access (Cmem/Ceache) underscores the critical importance of data
locality for performance optimization.



Table S3: Fitted model parameters and goodness of fit.

Parameter

Symbol

Value

Cache access cost

2.98 x 1072 (s/M-elements)

Ccache

Global memory access cost Cmem 6.33 (s/M-elements)
Effective cache capacity Cer 4.07 (M-elements)
Transition sharpness 15} 3.07
Computation cost Ceomp 6.85 x 10~7 (s/M-elements)
Fixed overhead Thx 6.65 (s)
Goodness of fit (R?): 0.9999
50
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Figure S3: Running time versus data volume: raw measurements (markers)

versus fitted model (solid curve).

(3) Hardware Alignment: The effective cache capacity Ceg &~ 4.07M ele-
ments aligns closely with the RTX 5070 Ti’s 48 MB L2 cache. This as-
sumes a 3X working set expansion (accounting for Z and Pz) with float32
precision (4.07 x 105 x 4B x 3 ~ 48.8 MB).

(4) Overhead Dominance: The fixed overhead (Thx = 6.65s) implies that
constant costs dominate total running time for very small problem sizes.

These observations motivate dataset-specific optimization strategies.
small-scale inputs (N < Ceg, €.g., TSA-Simu and ARAD-Simu), reducing fixed

For



overhead yields the greatest benefits. Conversely, for large-scale inputs (N >
Cest, e.g., CAVE-28), maximizing memory throughput via coalesced access pat-
terns becomes the primary optimization target.

In summary, the derived model not only fits empirical data with exceptional
fidelity but also provides hardware-aware guidance for optimizing GPU-based
spectral reconstruction algorithms across varying problem scales.
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