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Abstract—To date, the widely adopted way to perform fixation collection in panoptic video is based on a head-mounted display (HMD),
where users’ fixations are collected while wearing an HMD to explore the given panoptic scene freely. However, this widely-used data
collection method is insufficient for training deep models to accurately predict which regions in a given panoptic are most important when
it contains intermittent salient events. The main reason is that there always exist “blind zooms” when using HMD to collect fixations since
the users cannot keep spinning their heads to explore the entire panoptic scene all the time. Consequently, the collected fixations tend to
be trapped in some local views, leaving the remaining areas to be the “blind zooms”. Therefore, fixation data collected using HMD-based
methods that accumulate local views cannot accurately represent the overall global importance — the main purpose of fixations — of
complex panoptic scenes. To conquer, this paper introduces the auxiliary window with a dynamic blurring (WinDB) fixation collection
approach for panoptic video, which doesn’t need HMD and is able to well reflect the regional-wise importance degree. Using our WinDB
approach, we have released a new PanopticVideo-300 dataset, containing 300 panoptic clips covering over 225 categories. Specifically,
since using WinDB to collect fixations is blind zoom free, there exists frequent and intensive “fixation shifting” — a very special
phenomenon that has long been overlooked by the previous research — in our new set. Thus, we present an effective fixation shifting
network (FishNet) to conquer it. All these new fixation collection tool, dataset, and network could be very potential to open a new age for

fixation-related research and applications in 360° environments.

Index Terms—HMD-free, Distortion-free, Panoptic Video Fixation Learning

1 INTRODUCTION AND MOTIVATION

Given a panoptic scene, the primary goal of panoptic fixation
prediction is to perceive the regional-wise importance, which
reflects the varying degrees of attention that different areas of
the entire scene. This objective enables the rapid localization
of the most “important regions” in the scene. Generally, the
localized important regions have large variants of applica-
tions. As shown in Fig. 1, it can drive dynamic regional-wise
compression ratio and rendering quality [1]. When wearing
a head-mounted display (HMD), we can use the localized
regions to strike a better balance between computation cost
and rendering quality and thus have better graphics and
smoother performance, ultimately increasing immersion [2].

Different from the conventional 2D fixation prediction [7]-
[10], which has received extensive research attention, the
panoptic fixation prediction [1], [11]-[15] is currently in its
infancy. The major problem causing such slow progress is
the shortage of large-scale datasets [11], [16]-[18], because
collecting human-eye fixations in panoptic scene is much
more challenging than that in conventional 2D scene [2],
[19]-[23]. Also, the panoptic fixation prediction is much
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(a) App1: Navigation (b) App2: Compression

Fig. 1. Panoptic fixations that can well reflect the scene’s regional-wise
importance can be applied to multiple applications. Here we illustrate the
two most representative ones: (a) panoptic video navigation [1], which
facilitates the localizing of intermittent “salient events” in blind zoom, and
(b) panoptic video compression [2].

more complex than the conventional fixation prediction
in 2D images, where 2D data only has one fixed view,
yet, panoptic data allows users to explore 360° panoptic
video freely [24]-[27]. Thus, our panoptic fixation prediction
research community is currently facing a dilemma — using
tiny small-scale training data’ to beat a complex problem.
To date, the HMD-based human-eye fixation collection [3]-
[6] is the most popular approach, where users wear an HMD
to explore the given panoptic scene freely [28]-[30], and,
at the same time, fixations are collected. Albeit its broad
application, the HMD-based fixation collection [3]-[6], [31]
has two problems, and one of them is extremely critical.
First, there always exist “blind zooms” when using HMD
to collect fixations since the users cannot keep spinning
their heads to explore the entire panoptic scene all the time.
The blind zoom problem makes the HMD-based fixations
inconsistent with the real regional-wise importance degrees
in the given panoptic scene. Thus, a salient event occurring
in “blind zoom” might receive zero fixation. To facilitate a
better understanding, we have further demonstrated a vivid
example in Fig. 2-A and B. Second, the HMD-based fixation

1There are only 208 video clips most commonly used in our research
community, and most of them are simple scenes.
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Fig. 2. The existing HMD-based fixation collection method [3]-[6] for panoptic data has a critical limitation — blind zoom, results in the collected
fixations being insufficient to train deep models to accurately predict which regions in a given panoptic are most important (A). The reason causing
this drawback has been shown in (B), where users wearing an HMD tend to become “retard” after the early scene exploring stage, resulting in
missing important events that occurred in blind zooms. (C) summarizes the advantages of our novel WinDB against the existing HMD-based fixation
collection, where advantages and disadvantages are respectively remarked as v and X. See Sec. 1 for details.

collection is relatively “expensive”?, and users usually feel
very uncomfortable (e.g., cybersickness [32]) when wearing
an HMD to explore the panoptic scene. In a word, the
methodology of HMD-based fixation collection is ill-posed,
and its annotation process is extremely expensive.

Besides the above-mentioned HMD-based fixation pre-
diction approach, it is worth mentioning that plain Equi-
Rectangular Projection (ERP) [33]-[38], which projects a
panoptic scene, a typical spherical data, to 2D formulation,
is also generally not suitable to serve as the platform for
human-eye fixation collection. The primary reason is that
the ERP-based 2D form suffers severe visual distortions [39]-
[42], especially for those regions around the poles (see the
top row of Fig. 2-A). As a result, the distorted regions —
being irregular to their surroundings, may occasionally draw
users’ fixations even if they are not salient [43]-[46]. In short,
compared with the HMD-based method, ERP is a double
sword; its advantage (e.g., no blind zoom) cannot outweigh
its disadvantage (e.g., severe visual distortions), making it
unsuitable in real 360° fixation collection.

Given the abovementioned aspects, this paper presents
a novel approach, named as auxiliary window with a
dynamic blurring (WinDB), to panoptic fixation collection.
Our WinDB approach has considered all the advantages and
disadvantages of both HMD-based and ERP-based methods.
The key idea is to take full advantage of the ERP-based
fixation collection (i.e., blind zoom free) and resort to a series
of tailored designs to suppress the visual distortions, and
we can preview its overview in Fig. 4. Moreover, since our
WinDB approach is HMD-free, enabling users to explore a
panoptic scene in front of a computer and collect fixations
via an eye tracker, which is more comfortable than the HMD-
based method (see Fig. 2-C-b). The fixations collected by our
WinDB approach can well indicate each region’s importance
degree in the given panoptic scene.

In addition, using our proposed WinDB approach, we
have constructed a large panoptic video fixation prediction
dataset, PanopticVideo-300°, which is the most challenging
dataset in 360° video fixation prediction due to its significant

20ur concern is not about the high cost of the equipment itself but
rather the expensiveness of the annotation process.

3The PanopticVideo-300 is now publicly available at https:/ /github.
com/guotaowang/PanopticVideo-300.

inclusion of scenes with blind zoom. Since the blind-zoom
issue has been nicely addressed, the fixations collected
by our proposed WinDB approach can well reflect the
regional-wise importance, making PanopticVideo-300 the
first comprehensive dataset in our research field.

W.r.t our PanopticVideo-300, we have found an interest-
ing phenomenon — there exists frequent “fixation shifting”.
Because of the limitation of HMD (i.e., blind zoom), the fixa-
tions collected by HMD tend to be generally smooth in the
conventional panoptic fixation sets (e.g., VR-EyeTracking [5]
and Wild360 [44]). As we have stated, HMD-based fixations
tend to be trapped in local view due to blind zoom, and
thus, these fixations are generally smooth. In sharp contrast,
our WinDB is blind-zoom free; thus, those salient events
that were supposed to be neglected by the HMD-based
method can now be fully discovered. As a result, in our
PanopticVideo-300, fixations might shift to another long-
distance position in a very short period (see Fig. 3-A), and we
call this phenomenon “fixation shifting”. This phenomenon
is not bad at all; instead, it can further verify the solidness
of our WinDB in collecting fixations. For a better reading,
we have provided a vivid example in Fig. 3-B, where the
fixations are shifted from the talking person to the man who
pushed the door in. The corresponding technical details of
WinDB and more in-depth analysis will be provided in Sec. 3.

Further, we face another dilemma, i.e., none of the previ-
ous fixation prediction networks can well handle the “fixation
shifting” phenomenon. The main reasons for such deficiency
are generally two-fold: 1) their networks’ designs are over
emphasized on pursuing the spatiotemporal smoothness
towards their predicted fixations, and 2) their sensing scope
for fixations is basically local, making them theoretically
impossible to perceive long-range fixation shifting. So, this
paper also provides a new network (i.e., FishNet) to handle
the fixation shifting, whose technical rationale is very inspir-
ing and has the potential to guide future works, and this
novel content will be discussed and detailed in Sec. 5. In
summary, the key contributions include the following:

« We introduce a new fixation collection approach (WinDB)
for panoptic data, which is the first one that has truly
conquered the HMD-induced blind zoom limitation;

o Built upon WinDB, we have released a new set, the Panop-
tic Video-300, which is the first solid and most challenging


https://github.com/guotaowang/PanopticVideo-300
https://github.com/guotaowang/PanopticVideo-300
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dataset for 360° video fixation prediction, whose fixations
can well reflect the regional-wise importance;

o As the first attempt, we have devised a novel paradigm of
network design to handle the “fixation shifting” challenge,
and we coin the new network as FishNet;

« This paper has conducted a whole package work, including
a new data collection way (WinDB*), a new network
(FishNet®), and a new dataset (PanopticVideo-300°), whose
methodologies, new findings, in-depth analysis, and con-
clusion can jointly contribute our research community.

2 RELATED WORK

2.1 Panoptic Fixation Collection Approach

The fixation collection method of panoptic video fixation
collection has two main research branches, i.e., the methods
based on HMD [3]-[6] and the methods based on ERP [44],
[47]. HMD-based methods [3]-[6] require the users to wear
the HMD to watch the panoptic video, and the users’ fixation
is collected. The advantage of this method is that there is no
distortion problem. However, in this method, users can only
observe the content within the local view of HMD.

In contrast, ERP-based methods [44], [47] only require
the users to watch the video content played on a computer
screen and get the users’ fixation using eye-tracking [44]
or mouse input [47]. These methods have the advantage of
ensuring users are blind-zoom-free.

2.2 Panoptic Fixation Learning Network

Panoptic video fixation learning aims to rapidly locate
important regions, but it’s more challenging for panoptic
video compared to traditional 2D methods [7]-[10]. In 2D
video, fixation learning extracts important regions within
a fixed view. In panoptic video [3]-[6], all views must
be considered. However, due to bind zoom, HMD-based
methods only capture the locally important region, not across
the entire panorama. This leads to inaccuracies in predicting
the most important region. Moreover, there are other issues
in panoptic fixation learning networks, e.g., problems with
loading pre-trained model parameters, and feature distortion.
Panoptic fixation learning networks have three main research
branches. Next, we review recent advancements.

(1) ERP and CMP bi-stream fusion scheme. In this
approach [24], [44], [48], [49], 2D models were employed to

“The WinDB tool is publicly available at https://github.com/
guotaowang/WinDB.

SThe codes and results are also publicly available at https:/ /github.
com/guotaowang/FishNet.

The PanopticVideo-300 is now publicly available at https:/ /github.
com/guotaowang/PanopticVideo-300.

Fig. 3. Qualitative demonstration of the differences between the datasets collected by our WinDB method and the HMD method (i.e., VR-Eye
Tracking [5]). Sub-figure A illustrates the fixation shifting phenomenon in PanopticVideo-300 dataset. Since our WinDB method does not have blind
zoom, our WinDB is able to capture salient events that are ignored by the HMD method, i.e., the sudden human and animal events within the blind
zoom. Sub-figure B shows the phenomenon of “fixation shifting”, in which the fixation shifts from the talking person to the person pushing the door.
However, since the HMD method has a blind zoom, it has focused on the person talking.

capture both panoptic ERP information and detailed local
information from cube maps (CMP). The fusion of these ERP
and CMP bi-streams was achieved through different tech-
niques, such as dynamic weighted fusion [50], bi-projection
fusion [48], and multiplication [49]. It's worth noting that
this fusion process lacked explicit alignments, essentially
making it an additional step for feature embedding.

(2) Sphere convolution-based network. Spherical con-
volution [3], [11], [15], [51]-[53] involves several key steps.
Firstly, it identifies the central position of the convolution
kernel on the ERP. Then, it calculates the kernel’s surface
area on the sphere using ERP-to-sphere coordinate mapping.
Next, it maps the sphere’s coordinates to their corresponding
ERP pixels, which are then used as input for the CNN layers
to embed semantic features. Finally, the CNN outputs are
re-mapped back to the ERP. Spherical convolution offers the
advantage of performing operations directly on the sphere’s
surface, eliminating ERP distortion. However, it presents
a challenge as it differs from the standard CNN model,
making all available feature backbones for semantic feature
embedding unavailable.

(3) Transformer-based method. This method [54] ad-
dresses ERP distortion by incorporating local 2D projection
layers into a Transformer model [55], [56]. Each local pro-
jection layer employs deformable convolution [57] to map
spherical information to local 2D patches. The spherical to 2D
patch coordinate mapping determines the projection location.
While it significantly reduces ERP distortion, it generates
intermediate features from ERP with some visual distortions,
limiting the utilization of pre-trained network parameters.

3 NOVEL 360° FIXATION COLLECTION (WINDB)

3.1 WinDB Overview
To leverage the advantages of ERP and HMD, particularly
in eliminating blind zoom, WinDB employs ERP as the
foundational computational platform for fixation collection.
Therefore, the key problem is to eliminate the negative impact
of distortion as much as possible. We have illustrated the
WinDB'’s overview in Fig. 4, which consists of five steps.

To address the distortion issue, we employ the step
— grid-like spherical-to-2D projection (see Fig. 5-B) — to
equally divide the input ERP image into sub-regions. Then,
each spherical sub-region is projected onto plain 2D image
patches. Thus, after the step i}, all local sub-patches are
distortion-free, see the yellow mark (2) in Fig. 4. However,
there are noticeable “ghost effects” with massive “inter-patch
misalignment” (see the red arrows in Fig. 5-B). Clearly, these
artifacts are unacceptable when collecting fixations since they
tend to attract human fixation.


https://github.com/guotaowang/WinDB
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Fig. 4. The overall pipeline of our new HMD-free fixation collection approach for panoptic data. Compared to the widely-used HMD-based method,
our WinDB approach is more economical, comfortable, and reasonable. The most severe distortion in the given panoptic video scene will be solved
by D and E, while the medium distortion will be solved by A, B, and C. See Sec. 3 for details.

To improve, we have devised a very tricky step (the
step [§ of Fig. 4) — we use black narrow lines to block
those intersections of neighbored patches, making the entire
image to be covered with a black “mesh screen”. This step
is inspired by a unique mechanism of our human visual
system, called Persistence of Vision (POV [58], see Fig. 6),
which implies that our human brain can automatically restore
those blocked narrow regions. Thus, using such “mesh screen
tricky”, we can easily handle the “inter-patch misalignment”
(see the yellow mark (3) in Fig. 4). More technical details will
be provided in Sec. 3.3.

Next, we shall handle the “ghost effects”. Here we come
up with a simple yet effective solution (the step E of Fig. 4),
ie.,, we perform “discriminative vertical blur’” on each
local patch. And the blur degree is dynamically controlled
according to the patch’s position, where patches near the
poles are blurred more. By this step, the ghost effects can
be alleviated significantly; see the yellow mark @) in Fig. 4.
More technical details will be given in Sec. 3.4.

However, noticeable ghost effects still exist in some
patches, especially those near the poles (i.e., the top and
bottom rows). Hence, we present a new step (the step [B]
of Fig. 4), where “auxiliary windows” are placed around
the poles. These windows are essentially large-size sub-
patches, which are, of course, distortion-free. By assigning
an appropriate window coverage, the “ghost effects” can be
solved completely; see the yellow mark (§) in Fig. 4. More
technical details will be given in Sec. 3.5.

Further, due to the fact that the auxiliary windows are
distortion-free and more informative than local patches, users
are naturally more likely to pay attention to them. We shall
avoid this tendency to ensure an objective fixation collection.
So, we adopt the step |8 — dynamic blurring, which gradually

7Vertical blur: only the left and right sides of a rectangle patch
are blurred, because the adopted spherical-to-2D projection method
performs equal distance sampling over the sphere’s longitude. As a
result, the ghost effects only exist between vertically neighbored patches.
For a better understanding, please see Fig. 5-B.

blurs those auxiliary windows that have received human-eye
fixations. More technical details will be given in Sec. 3.6.

All the steps mentioned above consist of our WinDB,
which is distortion-free, has no ghost effects, no visual
artifacts, no blind zoom, and is user-friendly.

3.2 Grid-like Spherical-to-2D Projection
Generally, representing a panoptic image via ERP can retain
the image’s overall information. However, as shown in Fig. 4-
@), there exists ERP visual distortions, where the distortion
level becomes more dramatic when closing to the poles.
Inspired by the limited focal range of our HVS®, we
present the “grid-like spherical-to-2D projection (Fig. 5-B)”
to let the ERP stays “local distortion-free” — each sub-patch
has zero distortions. Although this “grid-like spherical-to-
2D projection” unavoidably brings noticeable inter-patch
misalignments over the vertical direction, we believe that the
ERP after the projection can also be regarded as distortion-
free if we can achieve “a precondition” — let our HVS
focus on the sub-patches’ inside regions. Here, we shall
leave the question of how to reach this “precondition” to
the following subsections and begin detailing the proposed

“grid-like spherical-to-2D projection”.

As shown in Fig. 5-B, suppose a typical ERP frame (with
a degree of freedom: horizontal 360° and vertical 180°) has
been projected on a sphere, we divide the sphere to slices,
where the vertical dividing interval is fixed to 30°”. Yet
the horizontal interval is dynamic to ensure the obtained
spherical slices have the same grid topology as the ERP
grid. As a result, each “spherical slice (light blue)” strictly
correlates to an “ERP sub-patch (yellow)”, and they have
the same vertical size but have different horizontal sizes, i.e.,
spherical slices near the poles are squeezed horizontally, and
this is the main reason causing the visual distortions in ERP.

To make ERP distortion-free, we resort to “spherical sub-
windows”, which have uniform size (i.e., the red box of Fig. 5-

8The HVS has a relatively large range field of view (FOV) [59], i.e.,
about 110°, however, the focal range is only about 25° [60] (see Fig. 5-A).
The dividing interval is 30° to cover HVS focus range (25°) [60].
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Fig. 5. Detailed illustration of our grid-like spherical-to-2D projection. Sub-
figure A is the HVS focal range; the human eye mainly focuses in a
range of 30 degrees. Sub-figure B is the technical detail and rationale
for adopting the spherical-to-2D projection. See section 3.2 for details.
B). Due to the limited focal range of HVS, this size shall be the
same as the largest “spherical slice” — those slices around the
sphere’s equator. To be more specific, the sizes of “spherical
slices” range between (horizontal: 0~30°, vertical: 30°), and
the sizes of “spherical sub-windows” are uniformly assigned
to (horizontal: 30°, vertical: 30°). Therefore, the “spherical
sub-windows” are generally larger than “spherical slices”,
especially near the poles. So, we can easily achieve distortion-
free projection using “spherical sub-windows”, which project
each “spherical sub-window” to “ERP sub-patch”. Since we
already have the mapping information between “spherical
slices” and “ERP sub-patches”, our “grid-like spherical-to-2D
projection” can be realized as:
Sphere < Pras(ERP),
{SSlices, EPats, Mg_gs} = SGrid(Sphere, ERP),
{SWindows, Ms_w } = SWindow(Sphere, SSlices),
ERP* < Fill(EPats, Psor (SWindows), Ms—w, Mg_s),
Distortion Free
where “ERP” is ERP image, “Sphere” is ERP’s spherical
form, “SSlices” denotes spherical slices, “SWindows” denotes
spherical sub-windows, and “EPats” represents the topology
of ERP sub-patches (see Fig. 5-B); Mig_g is the mapping be-
tween “ERP sub-patches” and “spherical sub-slices”, Mg_w
denotes the mapping between “spherical sub-slices” and
“spherical sub-windows”; Prag is a typical projection from
ERP to sphere, and Psap projects sphere back to ERP; SGrid|(-)
performs grid-like dividing on sphere, SWindow(-) divides
the sphere to uniform sub-windows; Fill(-) uses the EPats as
the indicator to reformulate a distortion-free EPR, i.e., ERP*
(the final result), which can be detailed as:
Step 1 : fz = PAlign (PSQE(SWinOWS), Msiw>7
Step 2 : fl = PAlign(fi,MEis),
Step 3. ERP* = Reform({---, f, --- }, EPats),
[ —

All f

M

()

where f is a temporary container, PAlign(-) performs pixel-
wise projection according to the given mappings (i.e., M), Re-
form(-) reformulate all distortion-free patches into a complete
ERP map; the step 1 projects “distortion-free spherical sub-
windows” to “spherical slices”, the step 2 projects “spherical
slices” to “ERP sub-patches”, and the step 3 reformulates
the obtained “ERP sub-patches” as the ERP*. The detailed
definitions of “spherical sub-windows”, “spherical slices”,
and “ERP sub-patches” can be reviewed from Fig. 5-B.

Qualitative demonstrations regarding ERP* can be found
in the @ of Fig. 4 and Fig. 5-B. Despite the advantage of
ERP* that all local patches are distortion-free, massive visual
artifacts can be easily noticed, i.e., inter-patch misalignments,
and ghost effects (see (@ of Fig. 4).

fA. Spherical-to-2D Projection Artifacts{

Our visual system tends to
focus on visual artifacts —
“inter-patch misalignments”

Information Perceived
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Fig. 6. Schematic illustration of why we should use “Mesh Screen”.
Sub-figure A and B represent the visual information flow without and
with a “mesh screen” in visual input. In the input of sub-figure A, due
to inter-patch misalignments, HVS will continue to focus on inter-patch
misalignments, and the information the brain perceives will also focus on
inter-patch misalignments. In sub-figure B, the inter-patch misalignments
are blocked by the mesh window, which will automatically trigger the
brain’s automatic filling mechanism so that the brain will focus on the
event itself. See Sec. 3.3 for details.

3.3 Mesh Screen

Recall that we have mentioned “a precondition” in Sec. 3.2
that we shall let HVS focus on inside regions of ERP sub-
patches. Here, we present a very tricky solution to reach
this precondition. Besides, this solution can well alleviate
the inter-patch misalignments in ERP* (Eq. 1). That is, we
propose applying an additional “mesh screen” on ERP*, see
the black mesh screen in the 3) of Fig. 4.

Our technical rationales are two-fold. First, the HVS tends
to focus on visual artifacts (see Fig. 6-A), and using the
proposed “mesh screen” can shift HVS’s focal to the inside
contents of each ERP sub-patch (see Fig. 6-B). The HVS
usually pays less attention to regular patterns [61], and the
proposed mesh screen is a regular pattern, which could be
automatically omitted. Also, we designed the mesh screen
to have the same grid size as the ERP sub-patches, and thus,
all inter-patch misalignments can be fully blocked. So, mesh
screen can eliminate misalignments and focus HVS on ERP’s
center regions. Second, though the mesh screen inevitably re-
sults in some information lost — the mesh screen fully blocks
the inter-patch regions, our brain can automatically restore
the overall ERP context. This phenomenon is automatically
achieved by the POV (Persistence of Vision) [58] mechanism,
which says that the visual clues echo in our brain for a while
after the visual signals have been lost. Since our task is in
a video environment, the mesh screen won't actually cause
information loss due to the POV mechanism.

Our “mesh screen” consists of two parts, including mesh
screen generation (i.e., generate the “GMask”) and mesh
screen deployment (i.e., via ©), which can be detailed as:

ERP* € R¥*" = ERP* ® GMask,

X ®)

CMask = Grids(ERP, EPats) € {0, 1}**"
where ERP* can be obtained via Eq. 1, ERP** is the result
with mesh screen solution; “EPats” has been defined in Eq. 1
— the topology information among the ERP sub-patches,
Grids(+) extracts the grid structure, i.e., the GMask'” from its
input, and w, h respectively denotes the ERP image’s width

and height; © is element-wise multiplicative operation.
Using Eq. 3, the inter-patch misalignments have been
addressed nicely (see (3 of Fig. 4), and, of course, the

1OWe use “0” to represent the grid, whose thickness is 5 pixels.
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“precondition” has also reached. Next, we shall conquer the
remaining “ghost effects”.

3.4 Discriminative Vertical Blur

Although we adopted the mesh screen (Sec. 3.3) to address
the inter-patch misalignment problem, we can notice the
“ghost effects” in ERP** (Eq. 3), especially in those sub-
patches near the poles. The main reason for causing the
ghost effects has been explained above, i.e., the existence of
overlapped regions between two horizontally neighbored
“spherical sub-windows” (see Fig. 5-B), and the interested
readers shall refer to Sec. 3.2.

To handle the “ghost effects”, our idea is to blur those
overlapped regions of “spherical sub-windows”. Although
this solution looks rude, resulting in some information loss,
it effectively alleviates the ghost effects. The rationale is quite
similar to that of the proposed “mesh screen (Sec. 3.3), i.e.,
the POV mechanism can automatically help our brain restore
the primary information of those blurred regions. Also, the
HVS can still possibly be attracted by these blurred regions
since the motions, a very critical clue for attracting fixations,
remain noticeable after the blur operation'’.

Since the “ghost effects” are more frequent near the
sphere’s poles, the “spherical sub-windows” near the poles
shall have larger regions to be blurred than those near
the equator, and that’s why we name it as “discriminative
vertical blur (DVB)'?”, the details of DVB can be given as:

SWindow; ; = Olap, ; U {SWindowm — Olapi,j},
Olap, ; = {SWindowi,j N SWindowm_l}
U {SWindow; ; N SWindow; ;{1 },
SWindowi—”j — B(Olapm) U {SWindowm- — Olapm}7

where “SWindows” denotes spherical window which has
been defined in Eq. 1; N is the intersection operation, and U
is the union operation; Olap denotes the overlapped regions
— the regions containing ghosts effects; 7 and j respectively
denote a SWindow’s row index and column index; B() is a
typical Gaussian blur'?; SWindow” is the output of our DVB.

Then, the overall of our WinDB can now be changed from
Eq. 1 to the following equation:

Sphere < Pras(ERP),

{SSlices, EPats, Mg_gs} = SGrid(Sphere, ERP),

{SWindows, Ms_w} = SWindow(Sphere, SSlices),
ERP** Mesh(%P*b),

4)

©)

Fill (EPats, Peor (DVB(SWindows)), Mg, MEis)
T

Discriminative Vertical Blur (Eq. 4)

where most of the symbols are the same as Eq. 1; Mesh(+)
denotes the proposed mesh screen (Eq. 3); ERP**! is the
output of Eq. 5, which can be visualized in (@) of Fig. 4. As
shown, the ghost effects near the equator have been allevi-
ated significantly, yet some ghost effects are still noticeable
near the poles even after applying the proposed DVB. Next,
we shall further improve it.

"The HVS is extremely sensitive towards movements [61].

2In our implementation, we leave the two rows which are closet to

the equator unchanged since they tend to have zero ghost effect.
13We empirically set the Gaussian blur as ksize=31 and o=5.

3.5 Auxiliary Windows
To further handle the ghost effects in ERP*** (Eq. 5), we
propose to use “auxiliary windows”. Generally, the concept
of auxiliary windows is quite simple, i.e., using multiple
tailored “spherical sub-windows” to facilitate users to watch
the panoptic scene’s pole regions, see () of Fig. 4. The
primary principles of designing “auxiliary windows” include
three aspects. First, for a better watching experience, the
adopted auxiliary windows shall have larger coverage and
as much as possible while staying distortion-free. Second,
the auxiliary windows can only occupy a small part of the
WinDB’s main screen to maintain the “global” perceptual
of ERP***. Third, the auxiliary windows shall have less
overlapping to alleviate the ghost effects significantly.

According to these principles, we design the auxiliary
windows’ covering scope as vertical-45° and horizontal-120°.
This design is mainly because: 1) the maximum horizontal
range of the distortion-free projection Psor (Eq. 1) is about
120° [44] and the HVS’s focal range is below 120° [62]
(Eg. 5-A), and thus we set the auxiliary windows” horizontal
covering range to 120°; 2) since the severest ghost effects are
near the poles, we empirically set the horizontal covering
range as 45° to strike the tradeoff between retaining global
perceptual and suppressing ghost effects. Thus, we have total
N auxiliary windows (see (&) of Fig. 4), where the auxiliary
windows are distortion-free, placed at the top and bottom
rows to block the ghost effects, and about 70% regions of
ERP**" are still accessible.

The whole process of deploying auxiliary windows
(DAW) can be detailed as follows:

WinDB~ = DAW(AWs, ERP**?),
,ﬂA

AW; = Psaw (SWindow™";),i € {1,..., N} ©)
1

SWindow " = SWindow(Sphere, SSlices™), Eq. 5

where most of the symbols used have been defined in
Eq. 5, N represents the total number of auxiliary windows;
compared with the previous “SWindows” and “SSlices”,
SWindows™ and SSlices™ cover more spherical regions, i.e.,
about 6 times; WinDB™ represents the early version of our
WinDB (® of Fig. 4) which has multiple advantages, i.c.,
much alleviated ghost effects with global perception. Yet it
still has some disadvantages, i.e., few ghost effects induced
by the “inevitable overlapping'*” between the auxiliary
windows, and, especially, fixations tend to be trapped in
auxiliary windows because they tend to be more informative
than the smaller ERP sub-patches. In the next step, we shall
handle these disadvantages to further improve our WinDB.

3.6 Dynamic Blurring

Here, we aim at two problems of WinDB~ (Eq. 6): 1)
the existence of few ghost effects, and 2) trapping HVS
fixations. The collected fixations won't reflect the regional-
wise importance degree if these two problems are unsolved.
Thus, we present the “dynamic blurring” solution, and the
general idea is to blur all auxiliary windows and dynamically
clear one that receives fixations. In this way, the ghost
effects can be solved completely, and the fixations won’t be

145uch overlapping is mainly induced by the strict “1-to-many”
correlation between “SWindow™” and “SSlices.”
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B. To Avoid Being Trapped into Auxiliary Windows }7

Clear—Blur

A. Blured Auxiliary Windows

: -—
Fixation Trajectory

Blur—Clear

Fig. 7. Technical details of the proposed auxiliary window with a dynamic
blurring strategy. The auxiliary window changes (from blurred to clear)
when the fixation trajectory sweeps over the auxiliary window. The
advantage is that ghost effects can be solved completely, and the fixation
won'’t be trapped in auxiliary windows. See sec. 3.6 for details.

trapped in auxiliary windows. Further, since the movements
are still noticeable in blurred auxiliary windows, the blur
operation won't cause much information to be lost, and this
phenomenon has also been mentioned in Sec. 3.3.

The technical details of the proposed dynamic blurring
has been shown in Fig. 7, which cyclicly repeats three
sequential status, ie., B (blurred), C (clear), and R (re-
blurred). The B status: at the beginning of the fixation
collection, all auxiliary windows are blurred (Gaussian
blur'®). The C status: a blurred auxiliary window would
become clear immediately if the fixation trajectory sweeps
over the auxiliary window during the fixation collection
process. The R status: to prevent trapping fixations into
auxiliary windows, the “clear status” of an auxiliary window
won't last long, and our method will “gradually blur” (last
about 2~3 seconds) the “clear” auxiliary window again). We
can formulate the whole process of dynamic blurring (DB)
as follows:

WinDB = DB(WinDB™),
JI§

{AW,,i € {1,..,N}
1 )

Receive Fixations Last 2s & No Fixation
C R

T Gradual Blurring, 2~3s |

where DB(-) donates the proposed dynamic blur scheme
which deplores on WinDB™ (Eq. 6) with N auxiliary win-
dows; AW, represents the i-th auxiliary window; “WinDB”
presents the final version of the proposed new panoptic
fixation collection approach (see (&) of Fig. 4).

In summary, our WinDB has the following advantages:
1) blind-zoom free, 2) no ghost-effects, 3) no inter-patch
misalignment, 4) good global perceptual, 5) almost zero
information lost, and 6) user friendly. Thus, based on WinDB,
we can easily collect solid fixations that can correctly reflect
the regional-wise importance of the given panoptic scene.
This novel fixation collection tool has built a solid foundation
for the panoptic saliency research field.

4 PROPOSED PANOPTICVIDEO-300 DATASET
4.1 Why Should We Build This New Set?

In the previous HMD-based datasets [3], [5], [44], we found
almost no panoptic video containing “sudden events” that
could result in “fixation shifting” — driving users’ fixations
from one place to another with long spherical distance.
Actually, the “fixation shifting” is a very common event in
our daily life, which could be an important event deserving
the HVS’s attention. However, due to the blind-zoom issue,
the fixations collected by HMD are fully unaware of such

150penCV GaussianBlur tool, ksize=31 and o=5.
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Fig. 8. The semantic categories of PanopticVideo-300 dataset.

fixation shifting phenomenon. Thanks to the advantages
of our WinDB, we can now handle this problem. Thus,
based on our WinDB, we shall construct a new set, named
PanopticVideo-300, the most challenging and comprehen-
sive panoptic saliency detection dataset, containing various
complex scenes with frequent sudden important events.

4.2 Video Clip Collection

To construct the mentioned large dataset, we downloaded
almost 400 video clips from YouTube, and nearly 80% of
them contain “sudden events”. Then, we removed about 100
low-quality clips (e.g., scenes with plain backgrounds, simple
movements, or low-resolutions). Thus, there is a total of 300
high-quality ones retained. It is worth mentioning that, in
the previous datasets [3]-[6], those clips contain almost no
“sudden events” since their fixation collection is ill-posed.
Yet, in facing “sudden events”, the fixations can be collected
by our WinDB correctly. Fig. 8 shows the semantic categories
covered by PanopticVideo-300, i.e., 225 categories.

4.3 Users Fixation Collection with WinDB

Based on our newly proposed panoptic fixation collection
approach (i.e., WinDB), we have recruited 38 users, including
12 females and 26 males aged between 18~29. All users are
completely unfamiliar with the fixation collection process; of
course, no video clips in our video clip pool have been shown
to them before. Since our WinDB approach is HMD-free,
each user only needs to watch the video with a resolution of
1,920x1,080 on the PC, and a typical eye tracker has also been
set up. For each user, the entire fixation collection process
takes about 50 minutes. It could be actively suspended at
any time if the user experienced fatigue or discomfort during
fixation collection. Notice that this HMD-free approach (i.e.,
WinDB) is more comfortable than the HMD-based one, not
to mention that fixations collected by our approach are more
consistent with the real regional-wise importance degree in
the given panoptic scene.

4.4 Advantage Discussions

To demonstrate the advantage of our WinDB against the
HMD/ERP-based ones, we provide some demonstrations in
Fig. 9, where we have made three in-depth discussions.
First, Fig. 9-A illustrates the cases with “sudden events”,
where important and noticeable events suddenly occur
in regions far away from the current main fixations. By
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WinDB HMD

A. Cases with Sudden Events

ERP

HMD ERP

B. Normal Cases

WinDB

-Eye
ing

Our Set Sports360 Our Set 'I¥:<:E

C. PanopticVideo-300 v.s. Three Popular Dataset

Wild-360

Our Set

e

Fig. 9. Qualitative comparisons between fixation collected by our
WinDB approach, conventional fixation collection methods, and existing
datasets (i.e., VR-Eye Tracking [5], Sports360 [3], and Wild-360 [44]).
The fixation shifting phenomenon has been highlighted via red cycles.
See sec. 4.4 for details.

comparing these three rows, the fixations collected by our
approach (the 2nd row) are more reasonable than that
collected by the HMD-based method (the 1st row), where our
approach can capture those “sudden events” (highlighted by
red cycle) yet the HMD-based method cannot. The reason is
that the sudden events in these cases occurred in the HMD’s
blind zoom; the users with HMD have missed these events.
Since our WinDB has no blind zoom, the users can fully
notice all sudden events, ensuring correct fixation collection.

Second, to verify the advantage of our WinDB against
the ERP-based one, we have shown some normal cases in
Fig. 9-B. Without “sudden events”, the fixations collected by
our approach are generally consistent with those collected
by the HMD-based method, showing the correctness of our
approach. Also, compared with the ERP-based method, the

8

fixations collected by our WinDB are generally compact, yet
the ERP-based fixations are scattered. The reason is clear that
the visual distortions in ERP (especially for those regions
near the poles) could easily influence human-eye fixations,
drawing them to those distortion-induced visual artifacts.
Since our WinDB is generally distortion-free, its fixations can
be focused on the salient regions.

Third, in the above two discussions, the competitors
were “re-realized” by our team. To further demonstrate
the advantage of our PanopticVideo-300 against other real
datasets (i.e., [3], [5], [44]), we have provided some represen-
tative qualitative comparisons in Fig.9-C. Our fixations are
more consistent with the real importance degree of the given
panoptic scene, and the reasons have been explained above
(i.e., distortion-free and no-blind zoom).

5 THE PROPOSED FISHNET
5.1 Why Should We Need This New Network?

Now, we have a dataset (i.e., PanopticVideo-300) containing
a unique phenomenon — “fixation shifting”, making this
set very challenging to the existing SOTA fixation prediction
methods [11], [51], [54]. Here, we shall brief the main reasons
causing this challenge. First, to fully use the spatiotemporal
information, a critical aspect for the fixation prediction to
suppress false alarms, the SOTA methods [3], [49], [53]
designed their networks to constrain their fixations to stay
spatiotemporal smoothness. However, the “fixation shifting”
is generally intermittent, where fixations could suddenly
jump from one place to another with long spatial distance
(see Fig. 9), which is clearly different from “normal fixations”
— fixations are spatiotemporally smooth. This contradiction
between these two types of fixations makes the learning
process extremely challenging. So, the “fixation shifting”
could get compressed or omitted if we directly follow the
existing network design that heavily relies on the constraint
of staying spatiotemporal smoothness. Second, almost all
previous SOTA methods cannot achieve panoptic global
perception, failing to sense sudden events and eventually
resulting in their incompetence to catch fixation shifting.
As the first attempt, we present a fancy network design,
coined as FishNet, to handle fixation shifting, whose key
technical innovations include 1) a fancy “panoptic perception”
to perceive sudden events globally and 2) a brand-new
“deformable prober” and “fixation shifting learning” to
handle the jumpable fixations.

5.2 Network Overview

As shown in Fig. 10, our FishNet model mainly contains
three major components (i.e., “J;y panoptic perception” and
“B] deformable prober”) with a tailored learning scheme (i.e.,
“/® fixation shifting learning”).

Taking ERP images as input, the “sudden events” could
be easily captured by the network because the ERP-based
feature embedding is a global process that can let the
network’s sensing scope cover the entire panoptic scene.
So, the key task for the “J} panoptic perception” (see Fig. 10)
is to avoid visual distortions when performing ERP-based
global feature embedding, which will be detailed in Sec. 5.3.

The primary objective of “[§ deformable prober” is to
let the network being capable of catching “fixation shifting”
that prevalent in our PanopticVideo-300. Most of the existing



IEEE TRANSACTIONS ON PATTERN ANALYSIS AND MACHINE INTELLIGENCE

Selective Fixation Filter e e
e GT
- \\/ﬁ Selective Fixation Filter — ”“"'Q— e E :
(Eg. 15) = N

C— — ——— GF EF

- . Ga e AT v Input G Selective Feature H Shifting Aware Feature Enhanced

— < N 5 AN Features Filter (Eq.10, 11) ‘ Enhancing (Eq. 13, 14) Features
m % Panoptic FeatM Y

— Panoptic Perceptual Decoder}»
D Grid-like ranst.
Spherical-to-2D (Eq. 1)
Grid-wise Projection
Transf. y DefC
Migeyy, Mgos (Scale 1) Trnst T (Scale'd, Eq. 9))  \gmd DefConv ]
4
Multi-scale Mappings F P D
17‘“ Transf. EMN Grid-wise Projection o3 DefConv |
(Scale 2 Eq. 9)
Msow, Mgss (Scale 2) - [ -] F, ‘ R
Transf. : 4 DefConv |

———
Enhancing

pherical Distanci i
(Eq. 12)

Fig. 10. The detailed network architecture of our Fixation Shifting Network (FishNet). Our FishNet has three major components. Component A
focuses on performing ERP-based global feature embedding to achieve panoptic perception and avoid visual distortion. B catches fixation shifting in
PanopticVideo-300 by refocusing the network to avoid the compression problem of shifted fixations in SOTA models. C makes the network fully aware
of and learns the fixation shifting behind mechanism to ensure that the network is sensitive to fixation shifting. See section 5.2 for details.

video fixation prediction networks are heavily dependent
on “spatiotemporal” information, which implies a strong
constraint — the predicted fixations shall stay smooth over
spatial and temporal. So, the shifted fixations are more likely
to be compressed by the existing networks. To improve, our
novel “deformable prober” provides an inspiring way to
“refocus” the network on shifted fixations without any side
effects, which will be detailed in Sec. 5.4.

Moreover, to make our FishNet “sensitive” towards the
“fixation shifting,” we shall also let the training process
be fully aware of whether the given GTs have fixation
shifting. If fixation shifting exists, the training process shall
automatically learn its behind the mechanism. We realize this
objective via the newly devised “[@ fixation shifting learning”,
which will be detailed in Sec. 5.5.

5.3 Panoptic Perception
5.3.1 Technical Rationale

As shown in the bottom-left of Fig. 10, the proposed “panop-
tic perception” of FishNet mainly consists of three parts, i.e.,
[} “grid-like spherical-to-2D”, [§ “ERP local encoder”, and
“panoptic perceptual decoder”.

The technical rationale of panoptic perception is to
achieve distortion-free global feature embedding. Thus,
we first use the “grid-like spherical-to-2D” that has been
explained and detailed in Sec. 3.2 to convert a typical ERP to
a distortion-free version, i.e., ERP* (Eq. 1). Since all sub-
patches in ERP* are distortion-free, we propose to treat
them as individual inputs to the “ERP local encoder”, a
typical Transformer-based multi-level encoder, to build the
inter-patch relationships. So, the features generated by the
“ERP local encoder” are all distortion-free and with global
perception. However, these features are not well aligned with
the original ERP containing redundant information, which
is mainly induced by the “ghost effects” that have been

mentioned and explained in Sec. 3.4. Therefore, we have
devised the “panoptic perceptual decoder”, which performs
the conventional multi-level feature collection, i.e., we use the
newly devised “grid-wise projection” to project the encoder’s
features back to the ERP formation. As shown in Fig. 10, we
have performed the “grid-like spherical-to-2D” projection
two times to span a multi-scale “grid” space (i.e., Scale 1
and Scale 2), aiming to be in line with the subsequent multi-
level structure of “ERP local encoder”. After this process, we
can obtain two important mapping information, i.e., Mig—w
and Mg_g, which will be used as the indicator to guide the
feature alignments in the “grid-wise projection” part.

5.3.2 Technical Details

The feature computation process of the ERP local encoder

can be briefed as:
ERP Local Encoder

{Fl )2,3’4} =ERPEnC (Spl’bt(ERP*)) s
x

®)

GS2E(ERP) — {ERP*, Ms_w, Mg_s, EPats}

————

Grid—like Spherical-to—2D (Eq. 1)
where Fy 3 3 4 denotes four intermediate features obtained
via “ERP local encoder”, the operation Split(-) splits ERP*
into individual patches to be fed as the input of encoder (i.e.,
ERPENC); Mg_w, Mg—g are the mappings, EPats is the ERP
grid’s topology information, which all have been defined in
Eq. 1 and will be used later (i.e., Eq. 9).

As shown in the Fig. 10, the intermediate features have
varying sizes with ranges from % X % to % X 3—H2 ,in which the
W and H is the ERP size. We have abandoned the F; because
the features from the shallow level tend to be generally
noisy [63], [64]. Thus, only the three of them are actually
used (i.e., F 3 4) in our “panoptic perceptual decoder”, i.e.,
to align these distortion-free & global feature representations
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with the original ERP topology. Then, when F; 3 4 arriving
at the “panoptic perceptual decoder”, F; 3 are fed into the
“grid-wise projection” to realize the feature mentioned above
alignments. Without undergoing the “grid-wise projection”,
the F, shall directly serve as the coarse localizer due to its low
resolution. So, the “grid-wise projection” in the “panoptic
perceptual decoder (lj in Fig. 10)” can be detailed as:

GF = Fusion(Concat|
DefConv (Fill(EPats, Pras (F2), M§_w, Mj_g)),
DefConv (Fill(EPats, Ppas (Fs), M3 _w, M3 _g)),
DefConv(F4)]),

where GF is the obtained global panoptic features,
“Concat(-)” represents the function for channel-level feature
concatenation; EPats, M can be obtained from Eq. 8, and
the superscripts of M denote different scales; function Fill(-)
has been defined in Eq. 1 and detailed in Eq. 2; Fusion(-)
is a typical collector which includes convolution, batch-
normalization, and ReLU; notice that “DefConv” denotes
deformable convolution [57], which can further mitigate the
tiny misalignments'® after the Fill(-) operation.

)

5.3.3 Panoptic Perception v.s. SOTA Solutions

There are three types of SOTA panoptic networks in our
research community; we shall briefly explain our advantages.
1) Bi-stream Networks [24], [44], [48], [49]. This type of
network consists of two research branches (Fig. 11-A), i.e.,
one branch for the ERP global information with heavy visual
distortions, and another branch for the local distortion-free
views. These two research branches are combined to make
the network’s features global and distortion-free at the same
time. The critical problem of this type of network is that
the fusion between these research branches is extremely
challenging — they don’t have explicit alignments, making
the fusion to be an additional feature embedding. Thus, the
features obtained by this approach are inferior to ours.

2) Spherical Convolution-based Networks [3], [11], [15],
[51]-[53]. Actually, this type of network has a perfect design,
which can simultaneously achieve global panoptic percep-
tion and stay distortion-free (Fig. 11-B). However, the key
problem is that the adopted “spherical convolution” differs
from the existing CNN, making all 2D feature backbones
that could provide strong semantic feature embedding
unavailable. Consequently, these types of networks generally
perform poorly without the support of semantic information.

3) Transformer-based Networks [54]. This type of network
resorts to additional CNN layers after each transformer layer,
i.e., the CNN-based local projection, to handle side-effects
of ERP’s distortions (Fig. 11-C). The major problem is that
the intermediate features are generated using ERP’s patches
with several visual distortions to original ERP, which cannot
take full advantage of the pre-trained feature backbones.

4) Our Panoptic Perception. As shown in Fig. 11-D,
our approach is generally “independent” to the existing
transformers, which can be regarded as a generic plug-in to
handle the visual distortions when generating ERP-based
global features. Notice that our solution enables end-to-
end training and testing. Thus, this plug-in nature enables

®There exist some tiny misalignments when projecting “spherical
sub-windows” to “spherical slices” due to the slight coverage mismatch
on the spherical surface.
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Fig. 11. The comparison of technical details between our FishNet and
the SOTA panoptic video saliency learning methods. Sub-figure A, B,
and C represent the SOTA panoptic video saliency learning method, and
sub-figure D is our method. “Ours” stands for our proposed panoptic
perception component (i.e., Sec. 5.3). The “collector” is used to fuse the
extracted panoptic ERP features. See section 5.3.3 for details.

Local Projection

the network to make full use of the pre-trained feature
backbones [56]. So, the features obtained by our approach
are global, distortion-free, and with strong semantics; all
these attributes bring superior performance against the
above-mentioned SOTAs. And these attributes are also very
necessary for handling the “fixation shifting” phenomenon,
which will be detailed next. In a word, our approach is very
inspiring, and the proposed panoptic perception provides a
brand-new foundation for feature computation, which is also
the first attempt to bridge the gap between the conventional
2D research field and the panoptic research field.

5.4 Deformable Prober

5.4.1 Technical Rationale
The proposed “deformable prober” has been visualized in the
bottom-right of Fig. 10, consists of two parts, i.e., "E selective
feature filter” and “[§] shifting aware feature enhancing”.
As we have mentioned in Sec. 5.1, learning to predict the
“fixation shifting” is very challenging because these unique
fixations generally conflict with the “normal fixations”. That
is, the normal fixations are spatiotemporally smooth, yet
the shifted fixations are not, which tend to jump from
one place to another with a long spherical distance. Since
the “fixation shifting” phenomenon is quite less than the
normal ones' in real works, it tends to be overwhelmed
by the normal fixations, then be treated as noises during
network training, and get compressed eventually. So, we
shall make the proposed FishNet “fixation shifting aware” —
exactly know if there exists fixation shifting and where they
are. Therefore, the key technical rationale of the proposed
“deformable prober” is to adopt the “selective feature filter”
to catch the shifted fixations, and then use the “shifting aware
feature enhancing” to focus on those shifted fixations.

5.4.2 Technical Details of Selective Feature Filter

To catch the shifted fixations, we shall know which attributes
differentiate them from the “normal fixations”. Generally,
there are three attributes that make the fixation shifting
phenomenon special. First, the shifted fixations shall have
strong feature responses. Second, the regions correlating to
“fixation shifting” shall receive the majority of fixations of the
scene, i.e., to be the “spotlight” of the scenes. The reason is
clear that the “fixation shifting” always comes with “sudden
events”; without blind zoom, the users are very likely to be
attracted and focused. Third, there shall be a large spherical
distance between temporally neighbored frames’ spotlight

7We designed our PanopticVideo-300 to include frequent “fixation
shifting” on purpose, primarily because the other datasets almost have
zero “fixation shifting”.
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Fig. 12. Detailed calculation of the spherical distance of “Spot P” and
“Spot Q”. Spot P and Q are from the “selective feature filter” component of
FishNet. The main purpose is to measure the spherical distance between
two “spotlights” that belong to two different frames within a short time
span. Lat; and Lon; ., denote the latitude and longitude of the tth and
{t+m}-th frame. See section 5.4.2 for details.

region. W.r.t. all these attributes, we design the “[ selective
feature filter” of deformable prober as:

Dynamic Thresholding
{Fol,...,Fou}:CQM(GF)—Exmax{M(GF)}‘ > (10)
+

Ms{---}—>Spot

where “M(-)” returns a matrix that represents the channel-
wise mean of its input; GF denotes the features generated via
Eq. 9; max(-) is the typical maximum function, and 7 is a pre-
defined hard threshold; using the “dynamic thresholding”,
following the 1st attribute mentioned above, we can easily
obtain those regions with high feature responses, and these
regions are very potential to be the “spotlight” containing
shifted fixations;| - |+ stands for keeping only the positive
values of the matrix; C(-) is the connected component
analysis [65], which returns u isolated regions (i.e., Fo); Then,
the “spot” can be localized via the function Ms(-), whose
rationale correlates to the 2nd attribute mentioned above,
which returns an isolated region that has the largest feature
response (region’s average).

So, the above process has let us meet the first two
attributes of “fixation shifting”, then we resort to “spherical
distance” to satisfy the 3rd attribute, which measures the
spherical distance between two “spotlights” that respectively
belong to two different frames within a short time span. This
process can be formulated as:

Wy = HPEQS (F(SPOtt))aPEZS (F(SPOtter))‘
I

)

(11)

where the subscripts t and t+m denote the ¢-th frame and
{t+m} frame, and m random between {1,2,...,15}'¥; GF can
be obtained by Eq. 9, SFF(-) is the “selective feature filter
(Eq. 10)”, and Spot; is the obtained spotlight in the t-th
frame; F (-) returns the center coordinates of its input, i.e.,
{Lat¢, Lon;} = F (Spot;), Lat and Lon respectively denotes
the latitude and longitude; Pgos is a typical projection from
ERP to sphere; || - ||s measures the spherical distance between
its inputs, which can be detailed as:

H{Latt, LOI’lt}, {Latt+m, LOI’lt+m}‘ |S =

arccos ( sin(Lat;) x sin(Latp, )+ (12)
cos(Laty) x cos(Lat sy, ) x cos(Long —Longy, ) ),

where we have provided a vivid demonstration regarding
the computation of spherical distance, see Fig. 12.

18Since the HVS's response limit is 500ms, i.e., about 15 frames.
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Fig. 13. Visualizing the “shifting-aware feature enhancing” consists of
two sequential parts: PART 1, enhancing features associated with shifted
fixations by increasing their feature values (i.e., Lightup), and PART 2,
ensuring these modified features facilitate the network’s understanding
of the actual “process” of fixation shifting. See section 5.4.3 for details.
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The output of Eq. 11, w, can reflect the degree of how the
3rd attribute is satisfied — a larger w indicates the higher
probability of Spot; to be a region containing shifted fixations.

5.4.3 Shifting-aware Feature Enhancing

In Fig. 10, using the proposed “selective feature filter”, we
have already known which regions in the panoptic scene
contain “fixation shifting”, i.e., the Spot (Eq. 10). To let the
network focus on these regions, we present the “[§l shifting-
aware feature enhancing”, whose key idea is to highlight
those features correlating to the shifted fixations. Our idea is
somewhat tricky, which consists of two sequential parts: 1)
“light up” all features that possibly contain shifted fixations,
then 2) make these modified features trainable.

In PART 1, we simply use a very crude scheme to realize
the “light up” process — simply increase the feature values
according to w (Eq. 11). That is, given a larger w, the “Spot’s”
feature values shall be increased more. The rationale of
this process is very straightforward, the features that are
crudely increased are, of course, more distinct from others,
and thus, the network could pay more attention to them
since they take a large portion of the overall training loss.
However, simply lighting up features as above has a critical
problem, i.e., though the network already knows where the
shifted fixations are, the network could still be “fixation
shifting-unaware”. That is, from the network’s perspective,
the modified features are just the same to the normal ones
except having some regions with large values, saying the
networks can learn from these features, yet what they learned
is completely independent of the “fixation shifting process”.
So, what we shall let the network learn is the “process” of
fixation shifting, i.e., spotlight focus shifts from one spherical
position to another. Thus, the primary objective of PART 2 is
to achieve this goal. Next, we shall respectively detail parts
1) and 2), which have also been visualized in Fig. 13.

The GF feature light up process (i.e., the PART 1) can be
formulated as:

GF”* « Lightup(GF, Spot, w), (13)

where the function Lightup(-) positively increases the feature
values according to the spherical distance w (Eq. 11) by
X (1 + w), and the increased features are indicated by Spot
(Eq. 10). This process has been visually demonstrated in
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PART 1 of Fig. 13. Then, the PART 2 can be represented as:
dFlat(A%) — {EFt, EFM},
1

A* = %@ o (Softmax(A x AT) x A) (14)

A = Concat (Flat(GFY), Flat(GF},,,))

where Flat(-) flattens its input matrix to a single column, and
dFlat(-) divides its input back to two matrixes; ® denotes
element-wise matrix multiplicative operation; Concat(-) rep-
resents the concatenation; o(-) denotes the sigmoid function;
AT denotes the transpose of matrix A; EF, denotes the
enhanced features of the f-th frame. It is worth mentioning
that the key of Eq. 14 is the computation of A*, which follows
the typical co-attention [66] to convert the individual Spots
of two different frames into “a unified shifting process”. The
whole Eq. 14 has been shown in the PART 2 of Fig. 13.

5.5 Fixation Shifting Learning

In the above subsections, we have presented a brand-new
network tailored for the “fixation shifting” problem, and the
fixation shifting-aware features (i.e., EF) can be obtained
via Eq. 14. However, from the perspective of network
training, using these fixation shifting-aware features alone
cannot ensure good learning towards the fixation shifting
phenomenon. Here, we shall further explain this problem.

Generally, the overall training loss in video-related tasks
(i.e., video saliency [67]) usually covers multiple consecutive
15 frames; the “fixation shifting” is a sudden process that
could be done in just two frames. In this case, the frames
with fixation shifting (i.e., the two frames) only take a small
part of the entire loss, which overlooks the “fixation shifting”
process during training.

Therefore, we present the “fixation shifting learning”,
which targets focusing the loss backpropagation process
on those frames with fixation shifting. The key idea is in
line with the “shifting-aware feature enhancing”. Instead of
performing on features, our fixation shifting learning directly
modifies the back propagated training loss, i.e., amplifies
the losses of those frames with shifted fixations. The whole
process of “fixation shifting learning” has been shown at the
top of Fig. 10, and the loss function can be expressed as:

Loss :ZEKL(EFt, GT;‘)—&—)\XZLZMSE (wt,wy),
t 1.

GT* < Lightup(GT, Spot*,w*), Eq. 13
1 (15)
Spot™* = MS{ﬂ}

—
Clustering(GT) — {Fol, o Fou}

where GT is the real fixations, Lki, is the KL divergence
loss [68], Lyvsk is the MSE loss [53], EF; can be obtained via
Eq. 14, w and w* denote the spherical distances respectively
on the features and the GT; {Fo} denotes the fixation clusters
generated via Clustering- (i.e., the classic DBSCAN [69]), and
the function MS select one fixation cluster from {Fo}, and
the selected cluster shall have the largest number of fixations.

6 EXPERIMENTS

This experimental section covers two aspects. Firstly, we
provide relevant details about the WinDB approach and the
PanopticVideo-300 dataset. We also conduct comparative
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Fig. 14. Technical details of dividing our PanopticVideo-300 into “blind
group” and “ordinary group”. See Sec. 6.1.2 for details.

experiments using fixation data collected with HMD to
validate our method. Moreover, we performed a user study to
demonstrate the superiority of our WinDB. We also provided
the generic dataset analysis to demonstrate the field boost
of our WinDB approach and PanopticVideo-300 dataset.
Secondly, we present the benchmark results of our fixation
shifting network, FishNet, on the PanopticVideo-300 dataset.
We evaluated its performance through quantitative and
qualitative comparisons with SOTA methods. Additionally,
we conducted an ablation study on different components
to verify the effectiveness. We summarized key parameters
mentioned in the previous technical details, shown in Table 1.

TABLE 1
Details of key parameters used in our WinDB and FishNet.

Sec3.3 wxh (Eq.3) The ERP size of the WinDB, wxh= {1,920x1,080}

Sec3.5 N (Eq.6) Total number of WinDB auxiliary windows (AWs), N = {6}
Sec5.3.2 WxH The ERP size of the FishNet input, WxH = {768x384}

Sec5.4 T, (Eq.10) The dynamic threshold of the “selective feature filter”, T, = {0.4}
Sec5.5 A (Eq.15) Balancing factor of fixation shifting learning, A = {5}

6.1 Experiments of WinDB and PanopticVideo-300

6.1.1 Platform and Hardware

Our WinDB uses Tobii Eye Tracker (v2) to collect panoptic
fixations. To verify the effectiveness of our fixation collection
method, we also use HMD to collect fixations as the refer-
ences, where we use the HTC VIVE PRO EYE with Zinvensun
a-Glass eye tracker. We use a PC with an NVIDIA RTX 3090
GPU for the representative models’ training and testing.

6.1.2 Dataset Split

Since our data set contains “blind zoom” and “ordinary’
scenes, for the convenience of subsequent experimental “user
study” and “generic analysis”, we divide the video clips in
our PanopticVideo-300 into two groups: 1) clips with fixation
shifting, also called the “blind group”, and 2) clips without
fixation shifting, named as “ordinary group”. We measure
the maximum fixation shifting distance for every 15 frames'’
to determine if a given clip contains fixation shifting; for
every 15 frames, we compute the spherical distance for any
two frames. We can obtain a 15x 15 diagonal distance matrix
for each clip. If the maximum fixation shifting distance is
below a pre-defined threshold (we set this threshold to 110°
according to the maximum FOV of our HVS [1], [70]), we
will regard this clip as a blind one ?’; otherwise, we label it
as an ordinary one. This detailed process has been shown in
Fig. 14. Thus, all 300 clips in our set can be divided into 195
“blind zoom” clips and 105 “ordinary” clips.

4

9Gince the HVS's response limit is 500 ms, i.e., about 15 frames.

20We compute the spherical distance for any two frames in every
15 frames. We can obtain a 15x15 diagonal spherical distance matrix
for each clip, and the maximum element is considered. Each one in the
blind zoom group MUST contain at least one shifting clip.
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TABLE 2
Components quantitative evaluations in Fig. 4 to verify if all parts
adopted in WinDB are effective. See Sec. 6.1.3 for details.
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6.1.3 Correctness of Our WinDB Approach

The main advantage of our WinDB collection approach
against the classic HMD-based one is to handle the blind
zoom limitation. Thus, for those ordinary panoptic scenes
(i.e., without blind zooms), the fixations collected by our
approach should stay consistent with those fixations collected
by the HMD-based method, and this aspect can verify the
soundness of our WinDB.

To demonstrate the effectiveness of each technical step
used in our WinDB (i.e., [A-[§ in Fig. 4), we conducted a
component evaluation, where each component recruited no
overlap of 10 users to provide fixations and was quantita-
tively tested by measuring four widely-used metrics (AUC-],
SIM, CC, NSS [12], [49], [71], [72]). The ERP-based and
HMD-based fixations are newly collected here to serve as the
references”!. Notice that we have randomly selected ten clips
from the “ordinary” group (i.e., all the panoptic scenes have
no blind zoom) as a small validation set.

The quantitative results have been shown in Table 2. As
can be seen, compared with the ERP-based fixations collec-
tion approach (marked by ), our WinDB method (marked by

) can achieve significant performance improvement. We can
also notice that the overall performance can get promoted
once a critical component has been applied, showing the
necessity of each technical component. B.t.w., we may notice
that some quantitative numerics are not very high. The main
reason is that the HMD-based fixations are not the perfect
“ground truths”, i.e., the “blind zoom group” and “ordinary
group” split is not perfect since it is just based on an empirical
threshold (110°), resulting limited numeric scores.

6.1.4 User Study

We have conducted a user study to further verify the overall
quality of fixation maps collected by our WinDB method
against those collected by the HMD-based methods. The
overall experiment setting is shown in Fig. 15. In this
experiment, we have randomly selected 16 video clips from
the “blind group” (Fig. 14). To conduct this user study, we
recruited 30 users equally divided into three groups (see
the groups A, B, and C in Fig. 15). Subject groups A and
B are the experimental groups that provide HMD-based
fixations and our WinDB-based fixations. Then, we show the
local salient views of each clip, in which salient views are
automatically selected using the same scheme mentioned
above, to the subject group C, and each subject in group C
will provide an overall score ranging between 0~9 to each
clip. Notice that each clip will be shown to users in group C

21Since the fixation shifting phenomenon is very rare in the existing
HMD-based datasets, we have to perform HMD-based fixation collection
in our new PanopticVideo-300 for the quantitative verification.
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Fig. 15. Details of the subjective user study. The user study is divided
into three groups (i.e., A, B, and C), with ten users in each group. Group
A collects gaze data and locates salient views using HMD. Group B
collects gaze data and locates salient views using our WinDB. Group C
scores the salient view generated by Groups A and B (Task 1). During
the scoring process of Task 1, Group C’s gaze data was collected without
their informed consent (Task 2). See Sec. 6.1.4 for details.

three times. The 1st time is the plain ERP version to let the
users become familiar with the overall contents in advance.
The 2nd and 3rd are randomly shown clips with salient
views selected by either the HMD-based fixations or our
WinDB fixations. Meanwhile, when showing clips (with all
regions blurred except the salient view) to users in group
C, we collect each subject’s fixations since a higher quality
of salient views should receive more fixations when users
watch it. Thus, we can obtain two indicators after this user
study, i.e., 1) the subjective quality scores, and 2) the fixation
point numbers in salient views. Notice that a good view can
attract more subject’s fixations and receive a higher quality
score. These two indicators” results are shown in Fig. 16,
where the right part is the subjective quality scores, and the
left is the fixation point numbers. As shown in the figure,
our method can significantly outperform the HMD-based
method in both indicators, where salient views determined
by our method can receive more fixations and higher quality
scores, verifying the superiority of our WinDB approach.

6.1.5 Generic Analysis

This experiment targets to verify if fixations collected by
our WinDB approach can promote the existing panoptic
fixation prediction models, where we choose the three
most representative models (SpCNN [73], SalGAN [74], and
SalEMA [75]). Our rationales are two-fold. (1) In “ordinary”
panoptic scenes, if the fixations collected by our WinDB
approach are adaptive to the fixations collected by the HMD-
based method, a panoptic fixation prediction model trained
on the HMD-based fixations only could get significant
performance improvement once including our fixations into
the training set. (2) The fixations collected by our WinDB
approach shall be able to let a panoptic fixation prediction
model handle “blind” panoptic scenes well. To verify these
two aspects, we have conducted the experiments in Table 3.
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Fig. 16. User study results. The left part shows the difference in fixation
numbers in salient views selected by our WinDB and the HMD-based
approach. The right part illustrates the sum of scores assigned by users
after respectively experiencing our WinDB approach and the HMD-based
approach. These two results suggest that our approach is more favorable
than the HMD-based one. See Sec. 6.1.4 for details.
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TABLE 3
Quantitative evaluation to verify if PanopticVideo-300 is adaptive to the
existing HMD-based fixations [5], and please details in corresponding
paper context (Generic Analysis). The B1+B2 split denotes the
combination of the ordinary group and the blind group; the corresponding
tendency can be seen in Table 4. See Sec. 6.1.5 for details.

1| Trained on A1 2 | Trained on A1+A2 3 | Trained on A1+B1
Ve []] SPCNN | SalEMA | SalGAN SpCNN | SalEMA | SalGAN SpCNN | SalEMA | SalGAN

Dataset

14

TABLE 4
Quantitative comparisons between FishNet and SOTA models on our set.
+p/—p: with/without equatorial prior; ATsalAtt-1/V, ATsallmg/ATsalVideo:
ATSal attention/expert model trained on image/video set [5], [76]; TE, RT,
TR: tested/retrained/trained the model on our set. *’ indicates that the
method does not load a pre-trained model, while ‘# indicates that the
method is a salient object detection method. See Sec. 6.2.3 for details.

IETEEY cc | sim | NSS [TAUCT

Train|Type

cc
SIM
NSS
AUC-J

Tested on C1

Dataset

Model
CcC

SIM
NSS
AUC-J

Tested on C2

0.1025 0.1296 0.1302
0.1384 0.2651 0.2872
0.4957 0.4613 0.4723
0.5821 0.5154 04855
4  Trained on A1
SpCNN | SalEMA | SalGAN
0.1007 0.1002 0.1089
0.1341 0.2584 0.2556
0.4836 0.4437 0.4430
0.5761 0.5039 0.4678

0.1189 0.1527 0.1545
0.1399 0.2982 0.3010
0.5406 0.4939 0.4913
0.6028 0.5453 0.5016
5 Trained on A1+A2
SpCNN | SalEMA | SalGAN
0.1052 0.1340 0.1289
0.1360 0.2742 0.2847
0.5233 0.4701 0.4793
0.6011 0.5218 0.4979

0.1391 0.1588 0.1627
0.1552 0.3093 0.3052
0.5830 0.5140 0.5518
0.6141 0.5660 0.5324
6 Trained on A1+B2
SpCNN | SalEMA | SalGAN
0.1563 0.1796 0.1872
0.1820 0.3187 0.3298
0.6429 0.6012 0.5943
0.6332  0.5988 0.5485

ATsalAtt-I[2021)( 0.1130
ATsalAtt-V(2021]| 0.1176
GBVS360+p;2017)| 0.1970
BMS+pj20171| 0.2484
ATsallmg(2021)| 0.1825
BMS360+pj2018]| 0.2444
GBVSnew(2007]| 0.1962
BMS360—-p(2015]| 0.2586
ATsalVideoj2021) 0.2002

0.1454
0.1469
0.3358
0.3634
0.1626
0.3522
0.1677
0.3720
0.1646

0.6781
0.7674
0.7271
0.8669
1.0422
1.0064
1.2530
1.0032
1.2329

0.6665
0.6794
0.6885
0.7196
0.7569
0.7376
0.8065
0.7567
0.7909

TE
TE
TE
TE
TE
TE
TE
TE
TE

360
360
360
360
360
360
2D

360
360

MSO clips with ordinary scenes from VR-EyeTracking mso clips with blind scenes from VR-EyeTracking
ESD clips with ordinary scenes from PanopticVideo-300 m 50 clips with blind scenes from PanopticVideo-300
€1 30 clips with ordinary scenes from PanopticVideo-300 €2 30 clips with blind scenes from PanopticVideo-300

We choose the existing HMD-based VR-EyeTracking
dataset [5] as the baseline. Then, we randomly select 50 clips
with “ordinary” scenes as A1l and randomly select 50 clips
with “blind” scenes as A2. Similarly, from our PanopticVideo-
300, we randomly select 50 clips with “ordinary” scenes as
B1 and 50 clips with “blind” scenes as B2. Meanwhile, from
our set, we randomly select 30 clips with “ordinary” scenes
as C1 and 30 clips with “blind” scenes as C2. The formulated
A1, A2, B1, and B2 will serve as the training set to train
the adopted three SOTA models; then these models will be
tested on C1 and C2 respectively. Notice that there exists no
intersection between these splits.

By comparing mark @ with mark @ in the table, we
can easily notice that models trained on “ordinary” scenes
could generally perform worse on “blind” scenes. This is
because these models have never learned the fixation shifting
phenomenon when taking A1 as the training set only. Then,
we have tested the three models by using A1+A2 as the
training set, and the testing results on C1 and C2 are still
the same tendency (see mark QO vs. B and O vs. ©),
i.e.,, numerics in C2 are generally worse than that in C1.
Also, as expected, we have noticed that the SOTA models’
performances on both C1 and C2 have been promoted after
using the additional training data. The reason is that the
initial 50 clips are far from enough for models to achieve
good performances, and frames in C2 do not completely
belong to the fixation shifting case. Finally, we have tested
the models’ performances by respectively adding B1 and B2
to the training set A1. By comparing ® and ®, we can easily
notice a significant performance improvement, implying that
the added B2 is very effective in enabling models to tackle
the “blind” panoptic scenes.

In summary, the experiment conducted above can ensure:
1) our PanopticVideo-300 is adaptive to the existing HMD-
based sets, and 2) models trained on set without containing
any “blind” scenes cannot perform well in scenes with fixa-
tion shifting — a very common phenomenon in real works.
Thus, our PanopticVideo-300 is a necessary complementary
part to the existing ones.

6.2 Experiments of FishNet
6.2.1 Implementation details of FishNet

Our FishNet model uses Transformer [56] as “ERP local
encoder” (Sec. 5.3), implemented with SGD optimizers in the

SalGAN[2015]| 0.5305
SalEMA[20191| 0.5367
SphCNN [20201| 0.2440
SAVT*(20221| 0.2924
TMFI[2023)| 0.5027
OUR (FishNet)| 0.6284

0.4807
0.4920
0.2067
0.2481
0.4727
0.5404

1.6922
1.6675
1.0957
1.3609
1.6389
2.0054

0.8228 RT
0.8132 RT
0.7340 RT
0.7319 RT
0.8131 RT
0.8525 TR

360
2D
360
360
2D
360

PyTorch framework. The learning rate was set to le-4, and a
batch size of three was used for 11 epochs. Each video frame
is resized to a resolution of WxH (768x384) and divided
into patches of size lonxlat (15°x15°). During training, we
construct each training instance consisting of two frames, e.g.,
the t-th frame and the {t+m}-th frame in Fig. 10, where m
random between {1,2,...,15}.

6.2.2 Quantitative Comparisons

Table 4 presents our FishNet (see Fig. 10) and some SOTA
panoptic fixation prediction models” performances on our
PanopticVideo-300. We have divided our set into training
and testing sets, where the training set contains 240 clips and
the rest are testing set?.

The compared methods
BMS360 [77], GBVS?, ATsal [49], SalEMA [75], SalGAN [74],
SpCNN [73], SAVT [78], and TMFI [79]. Different from
conventional 2D fixation prediction community or 2D salient
object detection community, which tend to release their codes
publicly, only two panoptic fixation prediction models” codes
are made publicly trainable, i.e., SalGAN [74], SpCNN [73].
Also, we have reached to the authors of SAVT [78], and
they helped us to retrain the model. Others” codes are
neither available nor retrainable. To ensure a fair comparison,
those models with available codes are all retrained on our
training set, marked by “RT or TR” in the “Train” column.
As shown in Table 4, our FishNet model has achieved the
best performance, indicating that the adopted “deformable
prober” and “fixation shifting learning” is useful in handling
the fixation shifting problem. Because our set can be adaptive
to the existing HMD-based sets, which have been verified
above (Sec. 6.1.5), it is still possible for other 360 models to
achieve good performance gain, demonstrating the generic
advantage of our PanopticVideo-300 again.

here include GBVS360,

6.2.3 Qualitative Comparisons
Fig.17 illustrates the visual results of FishNet, FishNet™
(i.e., a version of FishNet that includes only the “panorama

22The detailed training and testing split can be found on our GitHub
https://github.com/guotaowang/PanopticVideo-300.
Bhttps:/ / github.com/Pinoshino/gbvs.
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Fig. 17. Qualitative comparisons between our model (i.e., FishNet and FishNet~) and SOTA models (i.e., SalEMA [75], SalGAN [74], and
SpCNN [73]) on the PanopticVideo-300. FishNet— denotes a version of FishNet that includes only the “panorama perception” component, excluding
the “deformable prober” and “fixation shifting learning” components. All models were retrained using the training set of PanopticVideo-300and tested

on the corresponding testing set. See Sec. 6.2.3 for details.

7

perception” component, excluding the “deformable prober”
and “fixation shifting learning” components), and three
representative SOTA models (i.e., SalEMA [75], SalGAN [74],
SpCNN [73]) on PanopticVideo-300. As shown in the figure,
compared to the FishNet™ and other SOTA models, our
proposed FishNet effectively focuses on objects that fixation
shifted, providing evidence for the effectiveness of our
“deformable prober” (Sec. 5.4) and “fixation shifting learning”
(Sec. 5.5) component of FishNet. For example, in line 1 and
line 3 of Fig.17, our FishNet can accurately focus on the
sudden appearance of “cat” and “wingsuit flying”, while
other models without the capability of perceiving fixation
shifting fail to change the fixations to the sudden events. In
addition, our FishNet™, with its powerful global perception
and local distortion-free ability, can catch potential salient
events in panoptic videos, i.e., the “black leopard” in line 5
and the “aircraft pilots” in line 2 of Fig.17.

6.3 Effectiveness Evaluation on Different Components

6.3.1 Effectiveness of the Panoptic Perception of FishNet
To verify the effectiveness of the proposed “panoptic per-
ception” component of FishNet, we designed three different
implementations, as detailed in Table 5.

First, [§ “No pre-trained parameters” corresponds to
the spherical convolution network [3], [51]-[53], where the
convolution kernel is defined on the sphere to achieve
distortion-free processing. However, due to the absence of
pre-trained spherical convolution model parameters, loading
pre-trained parameters is impossible. Consequently, for the
sake of fairness in comparison, our proposed “panoptic
perception” component does not utilize pre-trained models
and is labeled as [8].

Second, J\ “Transformer with local projection” [54] incor-
porates CNN-based local projection after each transformer
layer to handle the ERP’s distortions. Consequently, we made
similar modifications and retrained our proposed “panoptic
perception” component accordingly.

Third, [§ “Panoptic Perception” represents a completely
transformer-independent approach that enables global

panoptic perception and local distortion-free. This ap-
proach can effectively leverage the pre-trained transformer
model [56] in the 2D domain. To maintain consistency with
the previous two implementations (i.e., @ and , we retained
only the “panoptic perception” component in FishNet (i.e.,
[). It is important to note that we re-trained on our training
set and re-tested on our test set for all three implementations.

1) When comparing line 1 and line 3 in Table 5, we
can observe that loading pre-trained parameters (i.e., [§
panoptic perception) leads to an approximate 3%~10%
performance improvement compared to [@. This is because
loading pre-trained weights can essentially be regarded as
introducing additional training data, resulting in a more
powerful semantic feature representation, e.g., the pre-trained
Transformer [56] was trained on the ImageNet dataset, which
consists of 1.28 million training images from 1,000 categories
with strong distinctive semantics.

2) By comparing line 1 with line 2 in Table 5, we can find
that, by leveraging the pre-trained parameters and “local pro-
jection (Ps2g)”, B\ transformer with local projection achieves
a significant performance improvement (+4%) compared to
[ However, when comparing line 2 and line 3, there is an 8%
gap in CC between [3\ transformer-based local projection and
[§ our proposed panoptic perception. This is mainly because
the adopted plain Psog of I\ can alleviate the side effects
induced by the ERP’s visual distortions. However, there is
another clear side-effect, i.e., the pre-trained Transformer
network parameters are not fully used.

3) In line 3 in the Table 5, we observe a significant perfor-
mance boost in [§] panoptic perception. This improvement is
attributed to its independence from the transformer, making
it a universal plug-in. Thus, it can achieve global perception
without any network modifications. Thus, the pre-trained
Transformer network parameters [56] can be fully used.

6.3.2 Effectiveness of Deformable Prober

In Sec. 5.4, we proposed a “deformable prober” to enhance
the FishNet’s learning ability for fixation shifting. It can
capture and enhance the shifted fixation feature and prevent
the fixation shifting feature from being compressed as noise
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TABLE 5
Quantitative evidence of component studies for FishNet. (See Sec. 6.3)

[ olAlB c/plE F cc | sim | Nss |[TAUC
1 |v 0.4622 0.4373 1.4857 0.8093
2 v 0.5015 0.4512 1.5975 0.8211
3 v 0.5859 0.5022 1.9320 0.8355
4 v 0.5937 0.5067 1.9485 0.8376
5 v ¥ 0.5980 0.5152 1.9526 0.8375

v v'| [0.6108 0.5203 1.9767 0.8410
7 v ¥'|¥[0.6284 0.5404 2.0054 0.8525

[ Transformer without Local Projection (No Pre-trained Parameters)

[ Transformer with Local Projection (with Pre-trained Parameters, Fig. 11-C)

[ Panoptic Perception (Sec 5.3)

[d shifting-aware Feature Enhancing (PART 2 of Fig. 13)

[ shifting-aware Feature Enhancing (PART 1 of Fig. 13) + Selective Feature Filter (Sec 5.4)
3 shifting-aware Feature Enhancing (PART 1 and PART 2) + Selective Feature Filter

I3 Fixation Shifting Learning (Sec 5.5)

during training. As shown in Fig. 10, it contains two parts: 1)
“selective feature filter” and 2) “fixation shifting aware feature
enhancement”. As shown in Fig. 13, the “fixation shifting
aware feature enhancement” also contains two sequential
parts: PART 1 — “light up features that possibly contain
shifted fixations by increasing their feature values”, and
PART 2 — “ensuring these modified features are trainable”.
As shown in Table 5, by comparing line 3 to line 4, we
observe that (@ shifting-aware feature enhancing without
Lightup leads to an approximate 1% improvement compared
to [§ panoptic perception. In other words, the [ shifting-
aware feature enhancing without Lightup can also be used for
fixation learning. Although there is no specific component
designed for perceptual fixation shifting, fixation learning
can still be achieved with the assistance of the inter-frame
similarity relation matrix, albeit with less ideal performance.
Furthermore, when comparing line 3 to line 5 in Table 5,
we notice that our designed [§) selective feature filter with
Lightup yields an approximate 2% performance improvement
compared to [§ panoptic perception. The primary reason
for this improvement is that the introduction of Lightup can
enhance the feature response associated with fixation shifting,
thereby enhancing the network’s capability to perceive
fixation shifting. However, the enhanced feature remains
isolated without establishing inter-frame correlation.
Finally, when comparing line 3 and line 6 in Table 5, we
can find that our proposed |38 deformable prober (comprising
selective feature filter and fixation shifting aware feature
enhancement) can bring about a performance improvement
of about 3%~4% compared to [§] panoptic perception. The
key reason behind this enhancement is that the deformable
prober enables our network to perceive fixation shifting, en-
hances the fixation-shifted features, and establishes learnable
inter-frame feature enhancement at the network level.

6.3.3 Effectiveness of Fixation Shifting Learning

In Sec. 5.5, we presented the “fixation shifting learning”,
which aims to focus the network training process towards
fixation shifting by emphasizing the loss associated with
frames containing shifted fixations.

As demonstrated in the lines 6 and 7 of Table 5, we found
that our proposed [ “fixation shifting learning” leads to an
approximate 2% improvement compared to |8 deformable
prober. Furthermore, when comparing line 3 and line 7
of Table 5, we observe that our designed fixation shifting
related component (i.e., deformable prober and fixation
shifting learning) leads to an approximate 4% performance
improvement compared to the proposed panoptic perception
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component. Since most video clips in the PanopticVideo-
300 contain fixation shifting scenes, achieving a substantial
improvement depends on effectively addressing the primary
challenge — fixation shifting. Therefore, the substantial
performance improvement reported in the table demon-
strates the effectiveness of our fixation shifting learning.
This approach enables the FishNet network to focus better
on fixation shifting learning during the training process.

6.4 Ablation Study
6.4.1 The Size of Panoptic Perception Input

In Sec. 5.3, we introduced the “grid-like spherical-to-2D
(Eq. 1)” to address ERP distortion (see E in Fig. 10) and
convert ERP to ERP*, where the visual distortions can be
solved and the global information has been well retained.

During this process, there are two “sizes” that could
influence the overall network performance of FishNet, i.c.,
the FishNet’s input ERP’s size, and the FishNet’s sub-patch
size in ERP*. So, here we perform two ablation studies to
determine the optimal choices of these two sizes, and the
quantitative results have been reported in Table 6 and Table 7.

As shown in Table 6, the performance improves (+1%)
when the input ERP width increases from 512 to 768. This
is mainly because the larger ERP input can capture richer
details and contextual information, which helps to under-
stand the panoptic content. However, further increasing the
input width from 768 to 1024 results in model performance
degradation (-2%). This is because larger network input
implies additional information to be considered during the
learning, complicating the learning process and degenerating
the overall performance.

We also tested different patch sizes, and the correspond-
ing results are reported in Table 7. The table shows that
the best choice is 15°x15°. Other choices could lead to
some performance degradation. The reason is that all other
parameters are selected based on our default sub-patch
size — 15°x15°. Though using other choices could hurt
the overall performance, the decreasing degree is marginal,
further showing our approach’s robustness.

6.4.2 Balancing Factor of Fixation Shifting Learning

In Eq. 15, we introduced a factor A to balance the impact of
fixation shifting loss Lyse and fixation prediction loss Lxip.
Gradually increasing the value of A makes the FishNet pay
more attention to the fixation shifting. According to Table 8,
we observe an improvement (+2%) in model performance
when gradually increasing A from 1 to 5. However, as
A increases (5—7), the performance degrades (-3%). This
phenomenon is quite reasonable because a very large A
could make the network over-emphasize learning the fixation
shifting, and a small X could do the opposite. And the assign
A = b exactly strikes the optimal trade-off.

6.4.3 T4 Used in Selective Fixation Filter

In the Sec. 5.4.2 of “selective feature filter”, we utilize a
dynamic threshold (73) to extract “Spot” (i.e., Eq. 10). The
dynamic threshold is crucial for the quality of the Spot,
because it directly determines whether the resulting Spot can
represent the area where fixation shifting is most likely to
occur in the current frame. We have tested multiple choices
of T4. In Table 9, we observe that increasing 74 (i.e., 0.2—0.4)
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TABLE 7
Ablation study on the FisNet’s
sub-patch size of
ERP* (Sec. 5.3).

Patch (lonxlat)
5%5
10x10
15x15
30%30
45%45

TABLE 6
Ablation study on the FishNet's
input size, i.e., the input
ERP’s size (Sec. 5.3).

1024x512
896x448
768x384
640%320
512x256

0.8220
0.8278
0.8355
0.8325
0.8331

0.5743 0.4937 1.8925 0.8314
0.5630
0.5859
0.5814
0.5712

0.4821
0.5022
0.4993
0.4911

1.8592
1.9320
1.8977
1.8958

0.5801 0.4991 1.8920 0.8314
0.5793 0.4978 1.8766 0.8306

(b) Multi potential spotlights

(a) Salient event kept in poles
Fig. 18. The limitations of the proposed WinDB and FishNet, see Sec. 7
for more details.

improves the performance (+2%). This is because the higher
threshold accurately identifies the regions where fixation
shifting is most likely to occur. However, the performance
degrades (-4%) as 7T, increases (i.e., 0.4—0.8) since some
regions containing shifted fixations could get filtered.

7 LIMITATIONS

Our WinDB approach effectively addresses the “blind zoom”
issue in HMD fixation data collection. However, the human-
designed “dynamic auxiliary window” (Sec. 3.6) in WinDB
may introduce minor biases to user attention. For example,
as shown in Fig. 18-(a), the salient event consistently remains
within the yellow auxiliary window, often in a static state. As
a result, the user tends to continuously fixate on the salient
event, leading to the dynamic blur of the auxiliary window.
Although the auxiliary window quickly becomes clear when
it detects user interest, it may slightly affect fixation data
collection. Additionally, our FishNet ensures the perception
of fixation shifting but focuses on a single salient event of
each frame. In extreme cases, as shown in Fig. 18-(b), limited
discrimination between multiple potential spotlights of each
frame can lead to fixation shifting misjudgment. This is
because various regions exhibit high feature responses; these
regions can potentially be the “spotlight”, and minor changes
between them can influence the generated “spot” (Eq. 10). In
this case, FishNet may inaccurately perceive fixation shifts,
limiting its performance in fixation shifting learning.

8 CONCLUSION

In this paper, we have made three distinguished innova-
tions. First, we have pointed out one critical limitation of
the widely-used HMD-based panoptic fixation collection
method, i.e. [3]-[6], it suffers from “blind zooms”, making the
collected fixations not suitable in real works. Thus, we have
presented an HMD-free panoptic fixation collection approach
named WinDB, which is more economical, comfortable,
and, more importantly, technically correct. Then, using our
WinDB approach, we constructed a large set PanopticVideo-
300, containing 300 clips with over 225 semantic categories.
Compared to the existing set [3], [5], [44], our PanopticVideo-
300 contains 195 clips with fixation shifting. The proposed
WinDB approach and the PanopticVideo-300 have a large
potential to promote the panoptic fixation prediction tool to
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TABLE 8
Ablation study on the balancing
factor used in fixation shifting
learning (Sec. 5.5).

TABLE 9
Ablation study on 75 used in
Technical Details of Selective
Feature Filter (Sec. 5.4.2).

Loss cC | SIm | NSs [AUC CC | SIM | Nss [ AUC

©'=0__|0.6108 0.5203 1.9767 0.8410 0.2]05827 05219 1.8274 0.8196

\=1{0.6116 0.5194 1.9816 0.8422 0.4|0.6284 0.5404 2.0054 0.8525

. 2[r=3[06140 05217 1.9886 0.8426 0.6]0.5980 05117 1.8251 0.8299

& § [i=5|0.6284 0.5404 2.0054 0.8525 0.8]0.5804 05122 1.8620 0.8267
< [r=6|0.6225 05274 1.9772 0.8491
A=7|0.6125 0.5174 1.9672 0.8469

a new era. Finally, we have devised a simple yet effective
FishNet model to handle the fixation shifting issue. We
verified the effectiveness and necessity of all technical
components adopted in the paper through extensive objective
and subjective experiments.
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