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Abstract

In this paper, we propose a new representation for multiiieage sets. Our approach relies on graphs to describe gsomfetrmation in

a compact and controllable way. The links of the graph conpéeels in different images and describe the proximity kesw pixels in the 3D
space. These connections are dependent on the geomety stghe and provide the right amount of information that e&essary for coding and
reconstructing multiple views. This multiview image reggatation is very compact and adapts the transmitted gepimé&rmation as a function

of the complexity of the prediction performed at the deccside. To achieve this, our GBR adapts the accuracy of the gggmepresentation,

in contrast with depth coding, which directly compressethvasses the original geometry signal. We present the iptes of this graph-based
representation (GBR) and we build a complete prototypengpdcheme for multiview images. Experimental results desttate the potential of
this new representation as compared to a depth-based aphp®BR can achieve a gain 8fdB in reconstructed quality over depth-based schemes
operating at similar rates.

Index Terms

Multiview image coding, 3D representation, view predintigraph-based representation

I. INTRODUCTION

Multiview image coding has received considerable atteniiorecent years. In particular, hardware technologiesHercapture and the
rendering of multiview content have improved significanfpr example, depth sensors and autostereoscopic didgmagsbecome popular
in the past years [1]. This has led to novel immersive apfitioa and thus to more challenges for the research commubitg of the
main open questions in multiview data processing residehendesign of representation methods for multiview data [Z] [4], where
the challenge is to describe the scene content in a companttfaat is robust to lossy compression. Many approaches bega studied
in the literature such as the multiview format [5], light @iel[6] or even mesh-based techniqués [7]. All these reptasens contain two
types of data. On the one hand, the color or luminance infdomawhich is classically described by 2D images. On theeptiand, the
geometry information describes the scene’s 3D charatitsjgepresented by 3D coordinates, depth maps or diypaf'crtorﬂ. Effective
representation, coding and processing of multiview dalta oa the proper manipulation of these two types of informiati.e., luminance
and geometry.

Since depth signals can be efficiently captured due to therachf new sensor devices, the multiview plus depth (MVID)ff8mat has
become very popular in recent years. Depth informationadlas to build a reliable estimation of scene geometry. Witk information,
encoders are able to extract the correlations between \[@gywand decoders can synthesize virtual views [10]. Marmené multiview video
coders rely on depth signals to enhance their coding pediocen[11]. However, the representation of geometry withtidelata has one
main drawback: if lossy compression is applied to depth,ceedn classical coders, the induced error makes it diffitcuttontrol the quality
of synthesized viewpoint. This is the case even if depthgyvegood estimation of 3D scene geometry. More specificafigetiainty A in

the depth value (due to quantization for example) leads toatiad uncertaintyA’ when determining the correspondence between pixels in

neighboring views. This is illustrated in Fig 1. Proper migttg of the impact of quantization on rendered view qualéyri general difficult,
even though it is crucial for solving classical problemshsas rate allocation between depth and color signals in dalenaximize the
quality of the reconstructed views.

Note that, by nature, depth information represents the gégnof one view without considering any information abohe tpredicted
viewpoints. For example, the raw depth maps generally hawartuch precision given the view predictions they are supgde perform.
Instead of directly coding the raw depth maps with hard tarobhosses, a more efficient approach may consist of bugldinepresentation
that captures only the information needed for the requiries \predictions, and then to perform a lossless coding & ti@w geometry
signdﬂ. This approach is similar to one based on the disparity veceven though these have a block precision in the currandatds
where they are employed. Hence, we investigate in this paetution for building “just enough” geometry informatiéor coding a given
set of views. The proposed approach considers only inteigpaidties that are obtained after a rounding operationhenflpat disparity
values derived from the depth maps. This geometry infomnatan be viewed as a dense disparity map, which explicitiytaios the
information to link pixels in different views.

We propose a new geometry representation format based qi gtauctures, called Graph-Based Representation (GBRgrevthe
geometry of the scene is represented as connections betwaesponding pixels in different images. In this notatiomo connected pixels
are neighbors in the 3D scene. As shown in Elg. 1, they areetefrom dense disparity maps and provide just enough gegriméormation
to predict another viewpoint. In other words, before lossle coding the geometry signal, GBR drastically simplifieas a function of
how it will be used at the decoder. This “use-aware” geometgnpression allows us to control the error due to coding. I8VGBR
representations offer a very generic format, we focus autlysbn the scenario wher® views (color and depth), acquired at the encoder,
are transmitted to a decoder that reconstructs the luminanages for all theV views. This scheme is illustrated in Figj 2. Throughout
this paper, we compare our GBR solution, where geometrypsesented by connections between pixels, to approachese vgeemetry
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INote that no explicit scene geometry information is trartadiin the multiview case.

2Note that this would be a lossy representation since onlyirtfegmation needed for rendering will be transmitted.
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Fig. 1: Pixel(r,c) in view 1 is associated to pixel’, ¢’) in view 2, given its geometry (depth valug. An uncertaintyA about this pixel's
depth leads to a spatial inaccurady in view 2. This basic observation is the origin of the main drawbadkdepth-based representations.
In contrast, our GBR uses disparity values which are cdetidbssy versions of depth values.
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is described by depth. We outline the importance of propetrobof coding errors and show that it leads to a better vieaonstruction
quality.

In more detail, the GBR is constructed as follows. The firsage in the set is represented by its color information. Then GBR
represents thaewpixels of image2 (i.e., pixels that are not present in imaggesuch as disoccluded pixels) and link them to their neighbor
in image 1 which correspond to the same 3D points in the scene. The sapreaxh is repeated for all views (or a subset of them as
explained later) until theéV*" view is reached. Hence, the resulting representation itlesc8D points of the scerence and only ongé.e.,
the first time they are captured by one of the cameras, and thgm through the different views in the graph. We build[d2?],[{13] where
the basic concept of GBR has been introduced and here wedetttanwork by designing a complete scheme, where luminarfoenhation
is coded along with the graph information. Moreover, we tatke account the errors in the connections and introducieluasimages that
allows us to correct minor geometrical distortions. Our GlEded multiview coding scheme thus has to transmit oneerefe image, the
graph connections providing the geometrical informatitre, luminance signal of new pixels of every viewpoint and Ifjnaome residual
images. As a first prototype implementation, we make use fothef shelf tools: JPEG2000 for image and residual, and ragtlt coding
for the graph.

Throughout this paper, we compare our approach to a simplifépth-based scheme. Rather than using the most recedastanwhich
apply depth-based intra prediction to each block, we buidhgbrid coding scheme where depth-based prediction is farethe whole
image, and prediction residuals are transmitted. Imagerage, the current view (color and depth images) is prediotiag the previous
view and the corresponding depth, and then residuals foinlemee and depth signals are sent. The residuals for luménand depth correct
the prediction errors and complete the information in tledtluded regions. The reconstructed images eventuailgse build an estimate
of the images from the following viewpoints. This simplifiegproach provides a more direct way of comparing depthebssehniques to
our GBR approach, since in both cases, the encoder is reqtdrase geometry-based prediction for all images, excapthi® first one.
For depth image compression, we also use JPEG2000, whipls bslto highlight the difficulties due to “blind” geometrynaspression.
In this paper we provide a proof of concept implementatiorowf GBR, rather than optimized RD results. Our experimeetgeriheless
demonstrate that our GBR representation leads to an easigpktof geometry compression artifacts than depth-baspresentation signals,
leading to a better reconstruction quality.

Our GBR thus constitutes a promising alternative to depited representations that face the problem of geometrgureces due
to lossy compression of depth information. A number of apphes have been proposed recently to address this prohbieparticular,
some recent methods aim at improving rate-distortion perémce of standard compression tools when applied to defdhniation. For
that purpose, models of the error in geometry estimation tdugaditional lossy compression of depth have been studied14], the
optimization is done by experimentally simulating somecfical RD points and choosing the best one. The minimizaisodone with a
multi-resolution full search. In some other works, a raitstattion (RD) model is developed [15]. For example, [in][1Ble RD model is
estimated region-by-region, corresponding to the diffembjects of the scene. IA[17], the RD analysis relies onesoomplex models for
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Fig. 3: lllustration of camera translation for a simple ssemith a uniform background, and one foreground object. $ypk pixels in
depth-based inter-view image warping: pixels can be a)ajpg b) disoccluded, c) occluded and d) disappearing. grben plain line is
an arbitrary row in the reference image and the dashed litieeicorresponding row in the target image.

the image textures. In_[18], wavelet properties are useceparste the different components of the scene and to anabjeet by object
the consequence of inaccuracies in their depth values. thiate regardless of the chosen RD model, optimization resnabmplex and
strongly dependent on scene content and camera settingsliftea geometry complexity, etc.).

Instead of optimizing standard codecs as described aboether solution is to develop alternative coding tools feptth maps in order
to enhance the control of depth compression. The main olsenvin these approaches is that depth maps have sharp leatgesry smooth
textures. The goal of these coding tools is to preserve thepskss of the edges, while spending few bits on the flat oo8mparts.
Examples of tools that have been proposed, include meshesel# block formats[[19], graph-based transforins [20] aadirg of depth
edges[[211]. These tools indeed permit to increase the peafoace of the depth-based coding schemes. However, theytgmowde a better
understanding of the effect of depth compression on rengeri

The same objective of reducing geometry inaccuracies Bashal targeted by works that investigate alternative reptations for multiview
data. Similarly to GBR, the layered depth image (LDI) repraation [22], [28] avoids the inter-view redundancieshia signal description.
More precisely, in both GBR and LDI, the 3D points of the sceme represented once and only once, which is not the casegfur |
field, multiview or depth-based representations. In LIDI|[Z23], the pixels of multiple viewpoints are projected ora single view. The
redundant pixels are discarded and the new ones the ones occluded on this reference view) are added in aticadd layer. This very
promising representation has however the drawback of bagpgndent on the depth signal. Indeed, the LDI describestla¢sdepth values
in multiple layers. They are necessary at the decoder sideefdeving the viewpoints. Thus, the problem of contrajlithe error due to
depth compression, mentioned for multiview-plus-depthmiat, still arises in LDI. A better control of these inacaiess is achieved with
GBR.

The rest of this paper is organized as follows. In Sedfibavé,present our GBR solution by introducing in detail the grapnstruction
process and the view reconstruction technique. We thereptrélse complete coding scheme for the transmission of vimiltidata with our
GBR representation (Sectiénllll). Finally, in Section IVewresent various experiments to compare the depth-bakethecand the GBR
approach and we show the benefit of representing geomethygngiphs.

Il. GRAPH-BASED GEOMETRY REPRESENTATION
A. Multiview image data

Let us consider a scene captured Nycameras with the same resolution and focal lenftiThe n-th image is denoted by,,, with
1 <n < N, wherel,(r,c) is the pixel at rowr and columnc. We consider translation between cameras, and we assumnthé¢éhaiews
are rectified. In other words, the geometrical correlatietween the viewd,, depends on horizontal components. We also work under the
Lambertian assumption, which states that each 3D pointettene has the same luminosity when viewed from every pessgwpoint.
We assume a depth imag#,,, is available at the encoder for every viewpoints, as illustrated in Fig2. Since the images are rectified,
the relation between the depthand the disparityd for two camera images is given hy = % where ¢ is the distance between the
two cameras. In what follows, the geometry information igegi by disparity values that are computed from the depth n#apsind the
camera parameters. Our goal is to design a compact multieéevesentation of thes®¥ camera images that offers control of the geometry
information accuracy.

B. Geometrical structure representation

Before introducing our new data representation in detadl analyze the effect of camera translation on the image wbritet us consider
two imagesI, and I,.1 captured by cameras that are separated by a distan8&nce we consider only full pixel displacements, the
geometrical correlation between pixels in these two imag&es the form ofl,,.1(r,¢) = I.(r,c + d), whered is a disparity value.
When this relation holds, pixels in certain regions in imdge: can be directly associated to pixels in corresponding regio I,,. These
correspond to the elements of the scene that are visibletmibmges. Alternatively, the elements that are visibleydrdm one viewpoint
are often designed under the general name of occlusions,iktleeir appearance is not only due to object occlusionsreMarecisely, we
can categorize these pixels that are present or absentroolyei image, into four different types as illustrated in EgFirst, a new part of
the scene appears in the camera because of camera trandlatisually comes from the right or left (depending on tiatisn direction)
and the new pixels are not related to object occlusions. Hreycalledappearingpixels. During camera translation, foreground objects
move faster than the background. As a result, some backdrpixels may appear behind objects and are thus calisoccludedpixels.
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Fig. 4: Graph construction example: the blue texture bamkgi has a disparity of at each view and the red rectangle foreground has
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Fig. 5: Reconstruction of the vie® with the toy example of Figil4. The green arrows indicates ghaph exploration order for view
reconstruction.

Conversely, some background pixels may become hidden byegrfmund object. These are called thecludedpixels. Finally, some pixels
disappear in the viewpoint change, and they are calisdppearingpixels.

We illustrate these different types of pixels and consideow of the target image in Fidl 3. Starting from the left bardee notice
that the row first contains several appearing pixels, and gwene pixels of the reference image. Then, the row presents slisoccluded
pixels before coming back to pixels of the reference imadeerAhat, the row contains occluded pixels that corresptond jump between
pixels in the reference image. The rest of the row refers éréference image until a series of disappearing pixels epicttd at the
end of the row. We want now to describe the pixels in this targe in the second view by maximizing references to elemé&ats the
corresponding row in the first view. This can be achieved hyigaing between the reference image and the “new” pixelsheftarget
image. This navigation can be guided by connections betwemesponding pixels in both views. We thus propose to cocast graph that
is exactly made of these connections. This graph is derikan the depth information and the number of connectionsesdinearly with
the number of foreground objects in the image. Similarlg size of these connections evolves linearly with the disametween cameras
and object disparities. A more formal description of thepraonstruction method is given next.

C. Graph construction

The proposed graph representation intends to avoid redar@ain the color informationi.e., only “new” pixels are described) and
additionally to offer an intuitive description of the geamyeinformation with links between corresponding pixeldifferent views. Generally,
a graph withN levels describes$ reference image aniy — 1 predicted ones and is constructed based on the depth figas< n < N —1.
Since the object displacement is only horizontal, we carsibat the graph construction is independent for each imageFor each row,
the graph is made of two components, which are described byntatricesI” and A of size L x W, whereL is the number of levelsi.g.,
the number of images encoded by the graph) Bnds the image width in pixels. These two matrices respedgtigalther color and geometry
information for all pixels in that row across all images. Téwor values in rowr are given byl'. = [v; ;]i<r j<w and the connections in
the same row are given by, = [\] ;]i<r,;<w. In the graph construction, both matrices are initialized,twhich means “no connection”
and “no color value” respectively.

We now describe in details the construction of the graph. Kdsvsin Fig.[4 a graph construction example, withevels that correspond
to 1 reference view and synthesized views. For the sake of clarity, we first descitibdetail the graph construction of an arbitrary row
r by considering only one predicted viely, one reference view; and its associated depth mafa. The first level corresponds to the



reference view, and thusg; ; = I1(r,j) for all 7 < W. The connections then indicate the relation between thelpix the current level
and those in the next one.
Then, the connection valueg ; and the color valuess; ; are assigned based on the following principles:

« The pixels intensities are represented in the level whesg #ppear first, which means that the second level only amnizikels that
are not present in the reference image.

« The connexions\i ; simply consists in linking these “new” pixels to the positiof their neighbor in the previous level. More precisely,
a new pixel represented at a level larger thas hidden by a foreground object in the previous views. 1§ floreground object was not
in the scene, the pixel would have been visible in the previgews, near the other background pixels. The “neighborthi lower
level is thus the pixel just next to the disoccluded area.

We describe now precisely how each of the pixel types in[Hig./®andled in our graph-based representation. First, afipearing pixels,
their corresponding valuesg ;, are assigned without any connectivity information (they ianplicitly attached to the side of the image). In
the example of Fid.l4, we see that the dark blue appearing igistored in leveR at its position inlz, i.e., it corresponds tes ;. Similarly,
for the disoccluded pixels, since they do not appear in tfereace image, their color value is stored in the positjgn in the color matrix,
wherej corresponds to the pixel positions in the vidw In Fig.[4, the disoccluded pixels are storechif); and~3 4. Additionally, at the
reference level and at the positienof the last pixel before the foreground object on roywve store the connection valug . = d + 1,
whered is the disparity vector associated to depth valigr, ¢). This connection value links the last background pixel & teference
view to the ones in the target view that are disoccluded. kKamle, in Fig[#, the foreground object is red. In levethe last pixel before
this foreground object is at positioh (light blue pixel). The graph thus links this pixel to the fidisoccluded pixel of leve?. These two
pixels are considered as neighbors. The dispatityf the background in the example of FId. 4 is equalltcso the connection value is
equal tod +1 =2, i.e, \]; =2.

The occluded pixels correspond to a jump in the referenas, \sace they represent color values that are absent in t@ndeview, and
only visible in the reference one. The jump value is storeth& connectivity matrix at the following two positions: et last pixel of
the foreground object (with a connection value equal to treground disparity) and 2) the last pixel of the correspugnaccluded region
(with a connection value equal to the background disparity}he example of Fid.]4, the last pixel of the foregroundeabjl) is at position
4 in level 1. Thus, we have\] , = 3, since the red foreground object has a disparit$.cbecondly, the last pixel of the occluded region 2)
is at position6 in level 1. Since the background disparity is we haveA] ¢ = 1. We notice that the two connections meetat 7 in level
2, which corresponds to the position of the last foregrounetlpin level 2. This time, since no new pixel is contained in the second yview
we do not store any value in the color vector. Finally, theagearing pixels are simply indicated by a connection valugne position of
the last preceding pixel. This connection value is equahtoldackground disparity. In the example of Hi§). 4, the firsagpearing pixel
is at position19, thus A7 ;5 = 1. For the next views, the graph construction proceeds in dineesway,i.e., each view is connected to the
previous one and constitutes a new level in the graph. Thidsléo H matricesA, andT',. (H is the number of rows) that are concatenated
in two 3D matricesA andI” and constitute the complete GBR data structure.

The GBR construction strategy introduced above is predente general form in Algorithrll1. The inputs are two luminandews I
and I», the depth imageZ; and the distance between the two cametafirst, we convert the depth image into a dense disparity map
(line [ to[8). The non-integer disparity value is simply rdad to the closest integer since the current GBR implenientamly handles
such values. This operation induces an approximation énadiris corrected by a residual image as detailed in SeLlibithen, the graph
construction is done row by row. The pixels bf are first inserted in the first level of the luminance matrirgs[8 td_1D). We then insert
the appearing pixels on level of the luminance matrix (linels_11 fo 113). After this operatiove go through the dense disparity mapl/of
and detect disocclusions (lines] 21[d 27) and occlusions{[PY td311). For building a graph with more tiammages, one simply needs to
repeat the operations from lings] 11[td 39 for every predigted;, while taking as starting point the most recent viewaHy, the matrices
for every row are concatenated in the 3D matrideandT .

With the above graph construction method, the graph reptasen is sparse (only a small fraction of entries is noregand avoids all
redundancy in the color value description since the pixelses stored at a given level Ify. are only those that are not present in the lower
levels. Another important advantage of this graph repitasem consists in the multi-level structure, where thermmtions in one level are
related to connections in other lower levels and for a chéiooonections. Therefore, a reconstruction algorithm areds to go through
these connection chains to reconstruct the different meNti images.

D. View reconstruction at the decoder

The graph information described in the previous sectiorsedudirectly for view reconstruction at the decoder, whiak hccess to graph
components’, and A, for every rowr. The reconstruction of a certain view requires the colousaland the connections of all lower
levels. The reconstruction of the color values in the curréew is performed by navigating the graph between the wdfie levels. This
navigation starts from the border of the image at the leva tieeds to be constructed, then follows the connectiongefads to the lower
levels when no color information is available at currenteleWWe show in Fig[lb an example of a view synthesis for the &nafjlevel
2, based on the graph in the example of £ij. 4. The pixel numbeis done with respect to the column index Bf as in Fig.[%. The
reconstruction starts with the appearing pixedt level2 . Then, it moves to the reference level and fills pixel colduga until encountering
a non-zero connection. The first connection is after piaind links it to pixel3 and4 in level 2. After filling all the disoccluded pixels,
the reconstruction goes back to the reference level andcblisr information §, 6 and 7) until the next non-zero connection (at pix8l.
The connection iri7 indicates an occluded region. Hence, the reconstructigarithms jumps across columns in the reference view and
continues the decoding of the pixels in the reference lemepixel 8 to 19 until it encounters the next non-zero connection (disappga
pixel). The reconstruction of the other viewise( the other levels of the graph) is done recursively. We saktlie reconstruction process is
very simple and that the required geometry information istwad in a flexible and controlled way by the graph connestid he integer
disparities obtained after a rounding operation leads kiewt errors in the view prediction. We leave for future wahle study of more



Algorithm 1 GBR construction for two levels

Input:
1: {I1,I2} - luminance images of heighf and width1W
2: Zy - the depth map corresponding to view
3: § - the distance between the two views
Output: The color and geometry matricdsand A
Algorithm:
Convert depthZ; to dense disparity ma@ with rounding operation
4: for r+ 1to H andc+ 1to W do
5 D(r) « |5 + 0.51
6: end for

7: for r < 1to H do

Insert I in the first level of the color matrix',.
8: forc« 1toW do
9: (e, 1) < I1(r, ¢)
10:  end for

Insert the D(r, 1) appearing pixels ((a) in FidJ4) in the second levellof

11:  for ¢« 1to D(r,1) do
12: (e, 2) « I2(r,c)
13:  end for

14:  c¢1 + 2 current column index iy
15:  dp < D(r,1) previous disparity value

16:  cstop < D(r,c1) +1 column index in leveR that serves as stopping criterion

17:  while cstop < W do

18: de < D(r,c1) current disparity value# d,, in the case of occlusion or disocclusion
19: if de # dp then
20: Agisp = de — dyp  disocclusion § 0) or occlusion K 0) size
21: if Agisp > 0 then
22: Cstop < Cstop + Adisp
Fill the disoccluded pixels ((b) in Figll4) in the second lewse T’
23: for c2 < c1 + dp tomin(cy +dp + Agisp — 1, W) do
24: T(r,c2,2) « I2(r, c2)
25: end for
Include the link between the two neighbors in the 3D spackili(iFig. @) in A
26: Alryer —1,1) +dp + 1
27: else
Include the jump ((c) in FidJ4) in\
28: A(ryer —1,1) +dp
29: A(r,c1 — 14 [Agisp|, 1) + de
30: c1 < c1+ ‘Adisp‘
31: end if
32: else
33: Cstop < Cstop +1
34: end if
35: dp  dc
36: cr+c1+1

37:  end while

38:  A(r,c1 —1,1) < W —c1 + 1 disappearing pixels ((d) in Fig]4)
39: end for

40: for r <+ 1to H andc <« 1to H andl < 1 to 2 do
41:  T'(r,c,l) < T'r(c,l)

42: A(r,c,l) + Ar(c,l)

43: end for
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Fig. 6: View 1 and2 luminance and disparity images of the “squares 1" datadwet. disparities of the objects in the scene are integer.
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Fig. 7: Evolution of the coding size (in bits) for losslesogetry compression, as a function of the number of imayeis the “squares
1" dataset.

evolved techniques that could interpolate pixels from fldiaparities, as it is done in_[24]. In this paper, we handkesthrounding errors
with the generation of residual images, as detailed in Seffil

Ill. GBR INFORMATION CODING

In this section, we propose a complete encoding scheme wher&BR information (color and geometry) is compressed tvige a
compact description of multiview images. The geometricabrs, due to depth errors or non-integer disparities, arefally taken into
account in order to minimize the reconstructed image distor

A. Geometry coding

We describe first our approach to code the graph connectimsie can observe in the example of Hif). 4, the matrix of cotimes for
row r, A, is sparse. Hence, it can be coded with a small number ofHmitsthat purpose, we do not code directly the connectionirmatr
and rather consider a small matdxof size M x 4, whereM is the number of non-zero elements in all the the connectidansatricesA ..
with » < H. The matrix® stores all the meaningful connections which are charaeérby4 parameters. The first column &f contains
the row indicesr for each graph connection. The second column contains thenooindicesc, the third column contains the graph level
indices, and finally, the fourth column contains the actuainection values. We then code the columns separately isstg differential
operator along each of them in order to decrease the entaoplythen an arithmetic coding technique.

We illustrate the behavior of the proposed compressionmseha the lossless coding of images of an artificial datasgte@ “squares 17,
190 x 190, and shown in Fid.]6). The data represents a 3D scene made gflame background and multiple foreground square objéts.
scene is captured by parallel cameras such that the disparities of the objedtsdem the viewpoints is only horizontal. The background
and the foreground objects are parallel to the camera plartes number of foreground objects, their position, theresand the integer
disparity values are generated randomly. We show in [High&,ewvolution of the graph geometry coding size (bits) as atfon of the
number of viewsN involved in the representation. Although the observedaiirrelationship only depends on the regularity of the scemk a
acquisition, we notice that the required number of bitseéases with the number of levels. This is due to the natureeofitaph construction.
It reflects that GBR sends “just enough” geometry informafior a given number of views to predict, and increases thisrggry precision
as soon as it becomes higher.

In order to decrease the coding costs, we can estimate thaeggoin some views, instead of coding it for every image. ¢terwe
introduce the possibility of removing some images.(levels) from the graph structure and interpolating therthatreceiver. In this case,
fewer bits are required for encoding the geometry since tmeber of levels is reduced. When a level is removed from tlagtyrthe graph
links are directly extended to the next leveld, edges connect levels and 4 directly, instead of passing through levdl, and the pixel
values of the level that is skipped are stored in the uppel.lélowever, the interpolation of views at the decoder maatg some distortion
in the geometry. The interpolation of a view at the decodedase by disparity compensation with the two closest receiveages. The
two disparity-compensated estimations of the interpdlaiew are then merged, which results in a synthesized imatiens disocclusion.
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Since the disparity maps are not explicitly transmitted iBBR-based scheme, they are retrieved from the values ofdiieections in the
graph. In other words, the GBR geometry can be used for Viktigsav synthesis at the decoder, similarly to what can be edd with
depth images. The choice of the number of leveland of which levels are included in the graph is a tradeofivbenh the bitrate required
for graph transmission, and the distortion of the recos#ial view distortion induced by view removal. In this papee choosel and the
views with a full search algorithm that evaluates the grapk and the rendered distortion for many configurations.

B. Luminance compression and residual images

The color signal compression may benefit from the graph strechat links pixels at different levels to each other. e fproposed
scheme, the reference image is encoded with traditionajéntading tools. The novel pixels at every level are to be dduetraversing
pixels along the graph connections. One of the interestiogesties of the graph is that it links pixels that are supgo® represent two
neighboring points in the 3D scene. In other words, theselpimight be correlated, which can be exploited for codingy. the current
system, we use a simple differential operator along thehgrajpe differentiated color values are then coded using @hnaetic coder.
Development of more sophisticated graph-based technigugsrt of our ongoing work.

The graph introduced in the previous sections only handiesgér disparities in the connections. However, the adlisparity value
obtained from depth data might not always be integer anddheding operation (see lifié 5 of AlgoritHth 1) in the graphstanction brings
a geometric error in the view prediction. In addition, if ttial depth map contains errors, the views predicted bgngetric projection
contain error too. In order to compensate for these erroesgenerate residual images that correct the view prediaioor and prevent
error propagation through the graph levels. Compensatimrseemay appear on almost every part of the predicted imagdBustrated in
Fig.[8. More precisely, sub-pixel precision disparity \&dtimply a pixel corresponding to an object in the scene isneoessarily captured
at integer pixel positions by two adjacent viewpoints. Efiere, when a view is predicted from another one, errors ntaym We can see
in Fig.[8 that these errors may appear in every region of thegarexcept in ones filled by the current level of the graph. ¢l we still
build the residual at an image level with a value of zero atltvation where the current level provides a new value. Thesiluals are
coded using the JPEG2000 coder in our current implementatioorder to illustrate the role of the residual images, wédba dataset
called “squares 2”190 x 190) involving non integer disparities. The scene is made ofasgdoreground objects with half pixel precision
disparity values. As for the “square 1" dataset, the pasitd the foregrounds and their disparity are initializeddamly. Thus for some
views a foreground object may appear at half pixel positlarthis case, the pixel intensity represented in the imageesaverage of the
foreground and background luminance values. We show indrthe images corresponding to vielw and I in the dataset, along with the
residual error image of view 2, which is the difference betwé, and its estimation froni; and the given GBR geometry information. We
see that the residual error image mostly contains energyeablbject boundaries, as it is also the case in the illustradf Fig.[8.

Similarly, we also generate residual images to correct tha elue to interpolation when a view is removed from the brafyucture. For
the interpolated views, errors may occur in any region ofithage, given that the connections of the graph do not cooresgxactly to
the actual geometry of the scene. Therefore, these residwalagain images, coded with JPEG2000.

We have described above a complete coding scheme where weaoarthe coding precision of the color signal and of the nesid
images, and where we can also adjust the number of level$vatyan the graph representation, in order to optimize the-distortion
performance. We are thus able to generate several rateidist points from low to high bitrate. The optimal rateemlation between
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Fig. 9: Views1 (a) and2 (b) and residual error image of vie/(c) after geometry prediction from GBR connections for tsguares 2”
dataset. The zoomed foreground object is shown for \Zeflv). The disparities of the objects in the scene are non éntesyich that error
appear at object boundaries as it can be observed in (c).

(c) JPEG2000 (e) Reconstructed;

(2) original depth map compressed depth map from compressed depth map

(d) retrieved (f) Reconstructed
disparity from GBR from GBR geometry

Fig. 10: Original depth of/; (a) and luminance of> (b), JPEG2000 compressed depth map (c), and disparity ntagvesl from GBR of
the first view I; in the “squares 3" dataset. Reconstruction of the secondénia from JPEG2000 compressed depth map (e) and GBR
geometry (f). No residual error data is used for reconsnct

(b) original I

the different components is however a complex task. In ootopype encoder, it relies on a full search algorithm betwte different
compression steps of all the components. Development dhgddols better suited for these datasets, as well RD optititin techniques,
are part of ongoing work.

IV. MULTIVIEW CODING EXPERIMENTS

We now evaluate the performance of our novel GBR representagchnique. We consider the multiview system descrilvedFig. [2
and show that i) the representation of the geometry with eaplybased approach leads to more efficient compressidarpance than
depth-based schemes and ii) the graph-based representdtine geometry provides a better control of geometry apdirtifacts than
commonly used approaches for depth map compression.

We first propose experiments where we measure the compligégsbthe geometry signal in GBR and depth-based schemdsssless
representation scenarios, in the sense that view preditdigerfect. We focus on two views with only integer dispastin the “squares
1" dataset introduced above. We build our GBR structure entwo first images. The reference image is not compressed amdsidual
is transmitted. Similarly, the depth-based scheme encodesreference image, one depth image and the color resifluatw 2. The
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schemes, the average reconstruction quality ofstiveews of venusdataset (b) is set t82.93 dB.

compression of the depth image is done with the lossless aB&codec [25], while the luminance is also transmittedléssly. We focus
on the geometry rate only, and for both schemes the predictiperfect. We first observe that the rate needed to comfiresdepth image
is equal to4.7 kb, while the rate for graph information is equal2@ kb. Thus, the graph links provide a more compact descriptiothe
scene geometry than lossless compression of depth map smgen though a more efficient technique could be considimetbssless
depth compression, this first experiment shows that ourhgddgiains a good compressibility of its geometry signal,neive the lossless
coding case. This case is however particular in the senséagsess prediction only happens for very particular sketsa Moreover, coding
schemes almost never operate in a lossless configurations.

We next evaluate performance in lossy compression scendnimatural images, losses are introduced because of dhtegyer disparities
or depth inaccuracies as shown in Jed. Il and b) geometrypoession with graph reduction or depth image compressiooumGBR
or depth-based scheme respectively. We study now the geoemnpression artifacts. We use a more complex datasetdc&huares 3”
(190 x 190) that contains more complex depth maps, since the foregrobjects are not parallel to the camera plane, unlike in sgeidres
1” and “squares 2" datasets. The positions and the depthiseoforegrounds are initialized randomly. Depth imagesesponding to this
new dataset are shown in F[g.]10. As the foreground objectsoddave the same depth everywhere, new disoccluded pixajsappear.
This is due to the fact that the foreground objects change fs&m one view to another. Since prediction algorithms $ngroject the
pixels involved in a view, some additional pixels might beded to complete the view. They are handled by the residuagjésan the
depth-based scheme, while they are simply added in thentugraph level in our GBR. As in the previous experiment, we iaterested
in the geometry information compression only. We thus casgrthe geometry information with our GBR scheme, and coenttas with
the depth-based scheme where the depth image is encodedREB2000. In both cases, we use the same encoding rate fgedhsetry
information. As can be seen in Fig.]10 (c), the JPEG2000 depthpression leads to significant artifacts on the resuldiepth maps and
thus to high compensation error (FIg.J10 (e)). With the GBResee, the geometry information is more accurate (Eig. 1) @hd the
reconstruction results are better, as shown in[Eigy. 10 {f)il& observations can be made on natural sequence, asishadwig.[11 for the
“sawtooth” dataset. We use the same comparison method adyg tste geometry compression artifacts. We compare thénatigepth map,
the retrieved disparity map from the GBR and the compresspthdmage (at similar bitrate). We observe that GBR pravidetter control
over where to introduce losses and where to preserve gepmeturacy. More specifically, the reconstructed disparigp is piecewise
constant but the edges are still sharp, in contrast to theoaippation provided by JPEG2000 compression. Moreover,|eliel of geometry
precision achieved by GBR is just enough to reconstruct gduersd viewpoint. We next show how these GBR properties leabetter
reconstructed view quality.

We build another experiment with more images,, a higherN, and extend our study of the effect of geometry compressiothe GBR
and depth-based representations when, this time, refsrgeometry and residual are coded. We run experiments wiesrepresent thé
images of the “venus” dataset (FIg.J12 (b)) using GBR andidbpsed coding schemes. We select the coding total codieg sa that we
achieve the same reconstruction qualit2.03 dB) while geometry rates and color rates are kept similarath ltoding schemes. In other
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Fig. 14: Rate-distortion performance comparisons betwbenGBR system and the depth-based scheme if®®& PP configuration for
respectively (a) “squares 2", (b) “venus” and (c) “sawtdd#st sequences.

words, we vary only the rate of the residual images. We shawrdite distribution in Fig_12 (a) for the two representagioe observe
that for a constant geometry and texture rate, the deptbebssheme needs to send more residual information in ordechieve the same
quality. In other words, the GBR has to perform less comp@nsafter geometry compression, which means that it ctstbetter the
effect of geometry coding. While, similar observations dome at different target qualities, GBR gains with respeatépth-based scheme
are highest at medium or high bitrates. The GBR, by the natfiies construction, cannot decrease its geometry rateab#ie minimum
amount of information that is needed for one view predictibhus it looses its advantage with respect to depth-baggégentation in this
rate range.

Finally, we present some rate-distortion (RD) performageauation results, where we compare the optimized GBR atichized depth-
based schemes in the scenario depicted in[Rig. 2. For thé-taged scheme, we consider a format of type IPPPPP, whiehsribat a
first view is transmitted along with its depth, and then, thieeo views are estimated iteratively by disparity-compgios using residual
error data (for depth and color images). The block diagrarthisf scheme is illustrated in Fig.113. We build the GBR codeesplained
before; it uses the sam® images (color and depth) as the depth-based scheme. Thaiwbjr both schemes is the reconstructionNof
color images. For both schemes, we simulate RD points atrdift quantization steps for geometry, color and residaaipcession. For
the GBR scheme, we also vary the number of levels. NV in the graph (theV — L other levels are interpolated at the decoder side).
In both schemes, we have distributed the rates of geomettyyre and residual optimally in order to maximize the retarction quality.
In particular, we retain the convex envelope of these two Ritpclouds in order to present the optimal RD curves for escieme.
We present the results obtained for the “squares 2", “veraus! “sawtooth” datasets in Fig.]14 (a), (b) and (c) respelstiwWe see that
our scheme generally outperforms the depth-based apprdaih is due to the fact that GBR controls the geometry cosgioa, which
leads to reduced residual error sizes. We see however thisty eitrates, the difference between the two schemes idlemar that the
depth approach is better for the “Venus” dataset. The sirg@@h compression algorithm that we have designed is stiltdd when the
bandwidth is too small. In particular, once we have removéthe intermediary images from the graph, we cannot reductér the rate
required for the geometry information in GBR. This fixed dwead leads to less competitive behavior at low rates. Hawewutside of the
very low bitrate regime, the GBR representation leads taravgxd RD performance.

V. CONCLUSION

In this paper, we have proposed an alternative to depthdbesgresentations for multiview image coding. Using graphsiescribe
connections between pixels of different views, our methaghages to represent the geometry of the scene and to avoidténesiew
redundancies. At the same time, it increases the controlomgtry compression artifacts in the reconstructed imagfeshave proposed a
complete coding scheme based on this new graph-based eefatisn and illustrated its potential in rate-distortiperformance compared
to depth-based schemes. Future work will focus on the dpusdat of more effective coding strategies in order to extidredperformance
of this promising GBR representation of multiview imagesor®l precisely, we will investigate how GBR can handle naegder disparity
values, and quantization errors in other to improve thegoeraince at low bitrate.
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