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Abstract—Recently, Mamba-based methods, with its advantage
in long-range information modeling and linear complexity, have
shown great potential in optimizing both computational cost
and performance of light field image super-resolution (LFSR).
However, current multi-directional scanning strategies lead to
inefficient and redundant feature extraction when applied to com-
plex LF data. To overcome this challenge, we propose a Subspace
Simple Scanning (Sub-SS) strategy, based on which we design the
Subspace Simple Mamba Block (SSMB) to achieve more efficient
and precise feature extraction. Furthermore, we propose a dual-
stage modeling strategy to address the limitation of state space
in preserving spatial-angular and disparity information, thereby
enabling a more comprehensive exploration of non-local spatial-
angular correlations. Specifically, in stage I, we introduce the
Spatial-Angular Residual Subspace Mamba Block (SA-RSMB)
for shallow spatial-angular feature extraction; in stage II, we use
a dual-branch parallel structure combining the Epipolar Plane
Mamba Block (EPMB) and Epipolar Plane Transformer Block
(EPTB) for deep epipolar feature refinement. Building upon
meticulously designed modules and strategies, we introduce a
hybrid Mamba-Transformer framework, termed LFMT. LFMT
integrates the strengths of Mamba and Transformer models for
LFSR, enabling comprehensive information exploration across
spatial, angular, and epipolar-plane domains. Experimental re-
sults demonstrate that LFMT significantly outperforms current
state-of-the-art methods in LFSR, achieving substantial improve-
ments in performance while maintaining low computational
complexity on both real-word and synthetic LF datasets. The
code is available at https://github.com/hsliu01/LFMT.
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I. INTRODUCTION

IGHT Fields (LFs) capture both the intensities (spatial

information) and directions (angular information) of light
rays, providing richer information than traditional images [!].
In recent years, the rise of portable LF cameras, such as Lytro
and Raytrix, has accelerated the application of LF images,
demonstrating great potential in areas such as post-capture
refocusing [2], [3], depth estimation [4]—[8], 3D reconstruction
[©], and virtual reality [10], [11]. However, despite enhancing
angular resolution through microlens arrays, these cameras in-
evitably compromise spatial resolution [!], thereby restricting
their practical applicability. Therefore, LFSR algorithms have
been widely studied to improve the spatial resolution of LF
images.

In recent years, Convolutional Neural Networks (CNNs)
have been widely applied to LFSR, aiming to learn complex
spatial-angular information or correlations within LF images.
A variety of feature extraction strategies have been proposed
to alleviate the spatial-angular entanglement in 4D LF images.
Some methods [12]-[20] extract features through several con-
volutions in single subspace to learn spatial or angular infor-
mation, while others [21]-[28] utilize combined convolutions
across multiple subspaces to extract and fuse features, thereby
learning spatial-angular correlations. However, these methods
fail to fully leverage the complete information in all subspaces,
and the local receptive field of CNNs restricts the interaction
in individual subspace or across different subspaces, resulting
in inadequate exploration of spatial-angular correlations.

Transformer models, known for their ability to capture long-
range dependencies, have been increasingly applied to LFSR.
Enhancing long-range interactions improves the modeling of
non-local spatial-angular correlations. For example, networks
such as LFT [29], DPT [30] and LF-DET [31] extract long-
range information from spatial and angular domains, while
EPIT [32] alternately extract the horizontal and vertical struc-
tural information from epipolar plane domain. However, due
to the quadratic complexity of self-attention computation,
Transformer-based methods face challenges in constructing
deeper networks to extract high-frequency information in all
domains. This limitation hinders their ability to effectively and
comprehensively explore non-local spatial-angular correlations
in LF images. Therefore, effectively utilizing the complete
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Notes: the red shaded regions represent pixel coupling areas, leading to
redundancy in multi-directional subspace scanning.

(a) Decouple 4D Light Field into 2D Subspaces
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(b) Bidirectional scanning in Spatial Domain and Epipolar Plane Domain
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(c) Four-way scanning in Spatial Domain, Epipolar Plane Domain and Angular Domain

Fig. 1. (a) The 4D LF can be decoupled into 2D subspaces, including the spatial, angular, and epipolar plane domains. For illustration, the LF images on the
left is shown with w = v = 2 and h = w = 3, where different colors represent different viewpoints, and different letters indicate different pixels in the same

viewpoint. (b) The coupling in bidirectional scanning [

between blue pixels D, E, F' are redundantly modeled. (c) The coupling in four-way scanning [

]: when bidirectional scanning is performed in spatial and epipolar plane domains, the correlations

]: when four-way scanning is performed in spatial, angular,

and epipolar plane domains, the correlations between blue pixels D, E, F, as well as between blue pixel E, yellow pixel E, are redundantly modeled.

information in all domains to model non-local spatial-angular
correlations remains a significant challenge.

Recently, State Space Models (SSMs), particularly Mamba
[33], have emerged as a powerful competitor to Transformer
models, maintaining linear computational complexity while
enabling long-range information modeling. Pure Mamba-based
methods (e.g., MLFSR [34] and LFMamba [35]) adopt the
multi-directional scanning strategy to model non-local spatial-
angular correlations. However, they overlook the inherent
complexity and redundancy of LF data, resulting in limited
efficiency and insufficient capability to capture the fine-grained
spatial-angular structures required for high-fidelity LFSR. In
contrast, pure Transformer models excel at global context
modeling and can better restore spatial-angular structures close
to the original LF. Nevertheless, their reliance on unfolding
4D LF data into 1D sequences for modeling incurs prohibitive
computational costs, thereby constraining overall performance.
As illustrated in Fig. 1(b) and Fig. 1(c), the coupling of LF
subspace scanning may lead to computational redundancy and
degrade performance in modeling non-local spatial-angular
correlations. To overcome this challenge, we design the Sub-
space Simple Mamba Block (SSMB) as a basic component for
feature extraction in LF subspaces, which adopts the Subspace
Simple Scanning (Sub-SS) strategy to mitigate the inefficiency
and coupling (refer to Sec. III-C for details). Additionally, to
further enhance the utilization of feature space information,
we introduce a symmetric branch composed of convolution
and SiLU activation to compensate for the information loss
caused by the Sub-SS sequential constraints.

Furthermore, when the sequence length is excessively
long, the limited state space may fail to adequately pre-
serve spatial-angular and disparity information, thereby hin-
dering the deeper exploration of spatial-angular correlations.
To tackle this challenge, we propose a dual-stage model-
ing strategy to capture non-local spatial-angular correlations.
Specifically, in Stage I, we focus on the coarse extraction
of shallow spatial-angular features from spatial and angular

domains. We first construct the Residual Subspace Mamba
Block (RSMB) to reduce channel redundancy and achieve
more efficient nonlocal feature aggregation. Subsequently, we
design the Spatial-Angular Residual Subspace Mamba Block
(SA-RSMB), where the RSMB is ingeniously applied in the
alternating processing of the spatial and angular domains to
capture non-local spatial and angular feature. In Stage II, we
thoroughly explore the deep interaction between LF disparity
and structural information in epipolar plane domain for deep
epipolar feature refinement. Building on the design strategy
of SA-RSMB, we introduce the Epipolar Plane Mamba Block
(EPMB) to extract disparity and structural information from
epipolar plane domain, further refining the spatial-angular
feature.

The epipolar plane domain deeply couples spatial and angu-
lar information, as shown in Fig. 1(a). This information reflects
the intrinsic structure of LF and contributes to promoting
the refinement and enhancement of non-local spatial-angular
correlations. Although EPMB demonstrates efficient long-
range dependency modeling, its limited state space restricts
deeper feature understanding, which may obstruct the capture
of structural information in epipolar plane domain. To address
this, we introduce the LFMT network that combines the
strengths of Mamba and Transformer models for the first
time. Specifically, we adopt a dual branch parallel structure,
introducing a few Epipolar Plane Transformer Blocks (EPTB)
with quadratic computational complexity in Stage II. This
strategy compensates for the limitation of EPMB in enhancing
spatial-angular correlations, enabling a more comprehensive
exploration of deep disparity and structural information.

We conduct extensive ablation experiments on real-world
and synthetic LF datasets, validating the superior performance
of LFMT in LFSR. Our contributions are summarized as
follows:

e We propose a Sub-SS strategy and construct the SSMB,
which addresses the issue of inefficient feature extraction



caused by the coupling of LF subspace scanning in LFSR.

e We propose a dual-stage strategy for modeling non-
local spatial-angular correlations that effectively pre-
serves spatial-angular and disparity information.

e« We propose the LFMT network, which combines the
advantages of Mamba and Transformer models for LFSR.
LFMT accomplishes non-local spatial-angular correla-
tions modeling from coarse to fine through complete
information interaction in all 2D subspaces.

o Experimental results confirm that our method achieves
new state-of-the-art performance in LFSR both quantita-
tively and qualitatively, while maintaining low computa-
tional complexity.

II. RELATE WORK
A. Light Field 2D Subspace Representation

LFs are commonly represented in 4D using the two-plane
parameterization model L(u,v,h,w) proposed by Levoy et
al. [38], where (u,v) represents the viewpoint plane, and
(h,w) represents the image plane. However, the spatial and
angular information in the complex and voluminous 4D LF
data are highly coupled, making the modeling of spatial-
angular correlations challenging. A common approach is to
project 4D LF data into 2D subspaces, as shown in Fig. 2.
The primary types of 2D subspace representations include sub-
aperture images (SAls), macro-pixel images (MacPIs), and
epipolar-plane images (EPIs), respectively corresponding to
the spatial, angular, and epipolar-plane domains. The epipolar-
plane domain bridges the spatial and angular domains, encod-
ing spatial-angular information. Notably, EPIs reflect disparity
values through slanted line patterns, enabling the exploration
of deeper disparity and structural information.

(a) Sub-aperture images (SAls)

E.u

(b) Macro-pixel images (MacPls)

(c) Epipolar-plane Images (EPls)

Fig. 2. The projection of 4D LF data into 2D subspaces: (a) SAI pattern
projected into the spatial domain, (b) MacPI pattern projected into the angular
domain, and (c) EPI pattern projected into the epipolar plane domain.

B. Light Field Image Super-Resolution

The task of LFSR typically aims to enhance the spatial
resolution of each sub-aperture image. As LF images become
increasingly adopted in various applications, this technology
has received considerable attention in recent years. By uti-
lizing advancements in modern neural networks, LFSR has

made significant breakthroughs. Currently, mainstream deep
learning-based methods for LFSR can be broadly categorized
into two types: CNN-based methods and Transformer-based
methods.

To address the challenges in spatial-angular feature mod-
eling for LFSR, various CNN-based methods have been
proposed with progressive improvements. Yoon et al. [12]
first introduced LFCNN, pioneering the use of CNNs to
explore correlations between adjacent SAIs and achieving joint
spatial-angular super-resolution. Building upon this, Zhang
et al. [13] proposed resLF, which groups SAIs with con-
sistent sub-pixel disparities into stacks and employs residual
convolutions to extract epipolar features more effectively.
To further enhance spatial-angular interaction, Yeung et al.
[14] introduced 4D convolutions and spatial-angular separated
convolutions to model complex structural dependencies in
both domains. Jin er al. [15] presented the “All-to-One”
model, integrating complementary information across multiple
viewpoints while preserving the disparity structure of LF
images. Extending the separation and fusion paradigm, Wang
et al. [39] developed LF-InterNet, which extracts spatial and
angular features independently and fuses them via feature
interaction modules. This design was further improved in
DistgSSR [40], which introduces a decoupling mechanism
based on convolutions with varying dilation rates to more
flexibly capture spatial-angular correlations. The works of Hou
et al. [41]-[43] make significant contributions to LFSR by
introducing complementary strategies such as view synthesis,
coded-aperture camera reconstruction, and regularized feature
learning, which enhance the recovery of both spatial and
angular information in a more comprehensive manner. To
robustly handle diverse real-world degradations, Xiao et al.
[44] proposed LF-DEST, a blind LFSR method that integrates
explicit degradation estimation with a modulated selective fu-
sion module. More recently, Van et al. [28] proposed HLFSR,
which decomposes the 4D LF into multiple 2D subspaces to
enable efficient feature extraction and attention-based fusion.
Despite their evolution from early pairwise SAI modeling
to advanced exploitation of epipolar geometry and subspace
decomposition, CNN-based methods remain constrained by
limited receptive fields, hindering effective modeling of non-
local spatial-angular correlations.

Recent studies have introduced Transformer-based methods
into LFSR to solve the problem of global information inter-
action. The main idea of these methods is to transform pixels
into sequences and approach LFSR as a sequence-to-sequence
reconstruction task. By the self-attention mechanism, these
methods can learn non-local spatial-angular correlations and
model long-range dependency across the spatial and angular
domains. Liang et al. [29] first proposed LFT and utilised
Transformer-based architecture to alternately extract long-
range feature in spatial and angular domains, achieving non-
local spatial-angular information interaction. Wang et al. [30]
introduced the detail-preserving transformer, which flattens
vertical or horizontal SAIs and employs LF gradient maps to
guide sequence learning, thereby effectively enhancing detail
restoration. Liang et al. [32] further developed EPIT, a robust
network for the large disparity LF scenes. They input vertical



and horizontal EPI pixels as sequences and leveraged basic
transformer to learn non-local spatial-angular correlations.
Cong et al. [31] proposed LF-DET, which applies subsampling
convolution layers in spatial domain for sequence mapping
and adopts a multi-scale angular modeling strategy in angular
domain, achieving more efficient information processing. Xiao
et al. [45] proposed OHT, a hybrid network that combines
convolution and Transformer modules with occlusion-aware
spatial-angular modeling to efficiently capture local and global
correlations. However, Transformer-based methods face the
quadratic computational complexity. This leads to challenges
in efficiently applying transformer blocks in all 2D subspaces
and in constructing deep networks to extract high-frequency
information. Beyond network architecture design, Xiao et al.
[46] introduced CutMIB, a novel data augmentation strategy
for LFSR that leverages implicit geometric cues via multi-
view patch blending to enhance reconstruction accuracy and
angular consistency.

C. State Space Model

SSMs originate from classical control theory [47] and have
recently emerged as a promising architecture in deep learning
for long-range dependency modeling. SSMs capture long-
range dependency through linear recurrence processes with
a computational complexity of O(N), offering a significant
advantage over the O(N?) complexity of Transformer-based
methods. S4 [48] introduced a novel parameterization method
for structured state spaces, significantly improving the ef-
ficiency of long sequence modeling. Building on this, S5
[49] further enhanced long sequence processing capabilities
through the multi-input multi-output mechanism and efficient
parallel scanning. The H3 model [50] narrowed the perfor-
mance gap between SSMs and Transformer in natural language
tasks, demonstrating the huge potential of SSMs in various
applications. In particular, Mamba [33] introduced a selective
mechanism that adaptively learns structured parameters from
input data, greatly enhancing the model’s performance.

Mamba-based methods have been rapidly applied to vision
tasks due to their strengths in linear scalability, computational
efficiency, and flexibility. The initial studies, including Vim
[36] and VMamba [37], employed multi-directional scanning
to overcome the causality limitations of Mamba. These works
have inspired the application of Mamba in a range of vision
tasks, including image segmentation [51], image restoration
et al., video understanding [52], [53] and 3D point cloud
processing [54], [55]. Mamba’s unique strengths in long-range
dependency modeling and computational efficiency establish
it as a promising method for LFSR. Specifically, Gao et
al. [34] introduced bidirectional scanning with Mamba for
LFSR. Xia et al. [35] proposed four-directional scanning along
the channel dimension to reduce the excessive number of
parameters of Mamba for LFSR task. Additionally, Jin et
al. [56] proposed the LFTransMamba that integrates Mamba
and Transformer, combined with masked LF image modeling
and an enhanced position-sensitive window mechanism, to
balance spatial-angular consistency modeling and compu-
tational complexity. However, pure Mamba-based methods

suffer from the coupling of 2D subspace scanning in LF,
where pixels are redundantly modeled across subspaces, thus
constraining performance. In this work, we further exploit the
potential of Mamba for LFSR by introducing a hybrid Mamba-
Transformer architecture, which enables comprehensive infor-
mation interaction across all 2D subspaces and facilitates non-
local spatial-angular correlation modeling in a coarse-to-fine
manner.

III. METHOD
A. Mamba Preliminaries

SSMs are the mathematical framework widely used in
time series analysis and control systems. They describe the
evolution of the system’s hidden states and internal dynamic
relationships through state equations. The core idea is to estab-
lish relationships between the input sequence x(t) € R” and
the output sequence y(t) € R¥ through intermediate hidden
states h(t) € RE, which capture the underlying structure and
dynamic properties of the system. This process is typically
represented by linear ordinary differential equations :

h'(t) = Ah(t) + Bz(t), "
y(t) = Cht),
where L is the length of the input sequence, A € RYV*¥ jg
the state matrix, B € RV*!, and C € RN¥*! are projection
parameters.

In recent years, for adapt to the training of deep neural
networks, the structured state space sequence model (S4)
[48] has introduced a timescale parameter A to discretize the
process in Eq. (1). They use the zero-order hold rule to convert
continuous parameters A and B into discrete parameters A
and B:

A =exp(AA), 2
B = (AA) '(exp(AA) —1)- (AB).
Thus, Eq. (1) is derived into its discrete form:
hi = Ahy_1 + Bz,
k k—1 k 3)

yx = Chy.

Further, the recursive form of Eq. (3) can be converted into
a fast parallel training structure with the structured convolution
kernel K € R” :

K= (CB,CAB,...,CA" 'B),

— 4)
y=xz*K,

where * denotes the convolution operation.

It bears mentioning that Mamba [33] introduces a context-
aware information selection mechanism on the parameters B
and C and proposes a parallel scanning algorithm to accelerate
training. This approach achieves weight allocation related
to the input and maintains linear computational complexity
at the same time, significantly enhancing the efficiency and
performance of SSMs.
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of spatial-angular feature in epipolar plane domain.

B. Overview of LFMT

For the LFSR task, given a low-resolution LF image I1.r €
RUXVXHXW “the goal is to reconstruct a high-resolution LF
image Iyp € RUXVxaHxaW "yhere U x V is the angular
resolution, I x W is the spatial resolution and « is the scale
factor. As shown in Fig. 3(a), the LEMT consists of three
parts: initial feature extraction, non-local spatial-angular cor-
relations modeling, as well as hierarchical feature fusion and
upsampling. Similar to previous works [29], [32], we first use
an encoder N7,;;, composed of cascaded convolutionals, to
extract initial features Fi,;; € RUXV*H*xWxC from the input
Irr, where C = 64 is the channel dimension. Then, F7,;;
undergoes a dual-stage spatial-angular correlations modeling
from coarse-grained to fine-grained, to accomplish non-local
information interaction in all subspaces. Specifically, in Stage
I, Fy,4+ will be processed by three cascaded SA-RSMBs to ex-
tract spatial-angular features Figy € RUXVXHXWXC coargely.
In Stage II, Fs4 will be processed by a dual-branch paral-
lel structure which contains EPMBs and EPTBs, to respec-
tively generate refined and enhanced spatial-angular features
FSAM c RU><V><H><W><C and FSAT c RUXVXHXWXC_
Subsequently, Fr,;:, Fsan, and Fgap are fused to generate

the multi-level features F,q, € RUXVXHXWX3C .

Fpyse = Conv(Concat(Frnit, Fsam, Fsar)),

&)

where Conu(-) denotes the convolution operation, and
Concat(-) indicates concatenation along the channel dimen-
sion. Finally, Fr,s. undergoes an upsampling encoder Ny,
which consists of pixel shuffling layers and convolutional
layers, to generate the final high-resolution image Iy g.

C. Subspace Simple Scanning and Subspace Simple Mamba
Block

Inspired by [29], [32], we propose slicing 4D LF fea-
tures into 2D subspaces, including the SAI pattern Fy €
RHXWXC (g 1,...,UV), the MacPI pattern F, €
RUXVXC (g = 1,...,HW), as well as the horizontal EPI
pattern Fj,,,. € RV*WXC (hor = 1,... ,UH) and vertical
EPI pattern F,.,. € RUXHXC (yer = 1,... V). These
features are then flattened through scanning. Furthermore,
considering the coupling of LF subspace scanning, we design
the Sub-SS strategy. Sub-SS has two core characteristics:
(1) it replaces the traditional multi-directional scanning used
in visual state space models with a unidirectional scanning
approach to model feature correlations, and (2) it scans across



all subspaces to thoroughly capture the spatial-angular and
geometric features of LF. As shown in Fig. 4(a), the Sub-SS
strategy selects a specific pixel, referred to as the observation
center (e.g., the blue pixel E). From this center, Sub-SS
efficiently aggregates information from neighboring pixels in
spatial domain and related pixels in angular domain, while
also incorporating pixel disparity and geometric information
from the epipolar plane. This process utiliz surrounding pixels
(e.g., the blue pixel B, D, F, H and pixels of different colors
E) to gather relevant spatial-angular information essential for
accurately modeling feature distributions. The unidirectional
scanning simplifies data aggregation, reducing computational
complexity while enhancing the relevance of the information
collected. Additionally, Sub-SS captures angular relationships
by analyzing aligned pixels in angular domain and integrates
geometric structure from the epipolar plane to improve the
model’s understanding of spatial relationships. In summary,
Sub-SS combines unidirectional scanning with comprehensive
subspace information to effectively model complex correla-
tions in LF images, streamlining computation and improving
performance in capturing spatial-angular and geometric fea-
tures.

Building upon Sub-SS, we design the SSMB to efficiently
extract features. Specifically, as shown in Fig. 4(b), different
from the normal mamba structure, we replace causal convolu-
tions with regular convolutions to eliminate the unidirectional
limitation. Additionally, a symmetric branch, composed of an
extra convolutional layer and SiLU activation, is introduced
to compensate for potential information loss caused by the
sequential modeling in Sub-SS. Subsequently, the outputs of
two branches are concatenated and projected through a linear
layer. This process effectively fuses sequential and spatial
information, leveraging the complementary advantages of both
features. Notably, to control the parameter size, the output
of each branch is mapped to an embedding space with C/2
dimension. For the given input feature F;,, the output feature
F,,: of SSMB can be described as the following computation
process:

] Q

Fy, = 55-sub(o(Conv(Linear(C,

Fy = o(Conv(Linear(C, %)(Fm))
Fout = Linear(C, C)(Concat(Fy, Fy

)(Fin))))
(6)

)

),

where F; and F5 denote the intermediate features, o de-
notes the sigmoid-weighted linear unit activation function, and
Linear(-) denotes the linear mapping layer.

—

D. Dual-stage Non-local Spatial-Angular Correlations Mod-
eling Strategy

The dual-stage modeling strategy can progressively model
non-local spatial-angular correlations from coarse to fine. As
shown in Fig. 3(b), similar to the approach in [57], we
introduced a channel attention layer after SSMB to enhance
interactions among channel features. Furthermore, a learn-
able residual mechanism was employed to construct RSMB.
Specifically, for given features F' € REXH*XWXC 'the RSMB

_________________ -
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(a) Sub-SS (b) SSMB
Fig. 4. (a) Sub-SS effectively models correlations between LF pixels and

their nearest pixels in all subspaces through a simple unidirectional scanning.
(b) The architecture of SSMB, which replaces causal convolution layers with
regular convolution layers and introduces a symmetric path without SSM.

captures long-range dependency in pixels and outputs an op-
timized feature representation F € RBXHXWXC " formulated
as follows:

F = SSMB(LN(F)) + s, - F,

~ _ — (7
F=CALN(F)) +s;-F,

where LN (-) denotes layer normalization, C'A(-) represents
the channel attention layer, and s;, s are learnable residual
connections.

1) Stage I — SA-RSMB for shallow spatial-angular feature
coarse extraction in spatial and angular domains: Stage
I, denoted as Hgiqger(-), is primarily designed to integrate
contextual information in spatial domain and complementary
angular information in angular domain, mapping Fr,;; to Fis 4.
To achieve this, three cascaded SA-RSMBs and a local skip
connection are used:

Fsa = Hstager (Frnit) + Frnit,
Hstager(-) = SA-RSM B*(SA-RSM B*(SA-RSMB'(+)))

where SA-RSM B'(+),i € [1,2, 3] denotes i-th SA-RSMB.

The specific structure of SA-RSMB is shown in Fig. 3(c).
We adopt a simple yet effective spatial-angular separable mod-
eling method. First, the input feature ' € RUXVXHXWXC jg
reshaped into Figq; € RUVXHXWXC 1t then passes through
two RSMBs and a convolution for spatial domain feature
interaction. This process integrates contextual information in
spatial domain, generating the feature Fg € RUXVXHXWxC
that contains fused spatial domain information:

®)

Fs = Conv(RSMB*(RSMB*(Fsaz))) + Fsar.  (9)

Next, Fg is reshaped into Fyeepy € RHWXUXVXC

and undergoes feature interaction in the angular domain via
similar RSMBs and convolution. This process further utilizes
complementary information in angular domain, generating the
feature Figy € RUXV*HXxWxC.

Fsa = Conv(RSMB*(RSMB" (Fatacr1))) + Frracrr,

where RSMBY(-),j € [1,2] denotes the j-th RSMB. The
feature Fg,4 initially integrates spatial and angular domain

(10)



information, providing a foundation for feature refinement and
enhancement in Stage II.

2) Stage Il — EPMB and EPTB for deep refinement and
enhancement of spatial-angular feature in epipolar plane
domain: EPIs not only capture the spatial structure of edges
or textures but also reflect disparity information through
slanted lines with different slopes [32]. Therefore, Stage II
further refines and enhances Fs4 in epipolar plane domain,
adaptively incorporating structure and disparity information
into spatial-angular feature. To achieve this, we design a
dual-branch parallel structure consisting of EPMB and EPTB
to generate refined features Figap € RUXVXHXWXC gpq
FSAT c RUXVXHXWXC:

Fsam = Hstagerr-m(Fsa)

= EPMB*(EPMB*(EPMB" (Fsa))) + Fsa,
Fsar = Hstagerr-T(Fsa)

= EPTB*(EPTB*(EPTB"(Fsa))) + Fsa,

where EPMB™(-),m € [1,2,3] denotes the m-th EPMB,
and EPTB"(-),n € [1,2, 3] denotes the n-th EPTB.

EPMB is shown in Fig. 3(d), similar to the structure of SA-
RSMB, we first reshape the feature F's4 from Stage I into
horizontal EPI form Fgppr g € RVH XVXWXC and vertical
EPI form Fgpr v € RVWxUxHXC Then, through RSMBs
and convolutions, the disparity information in both horizontal
and vertical directions interacts within epipolar plane do-
main. Notably, only two parameter-shared RSMBs and two
convolutions are used in EPMB, which further optimizes
computational resources:

Fgprv = Conv(RSMB(Fgpr_n)) + Fepr_n,
Fsan = Conv(RSMB(Fepr_v)) + Fepr_v-

amn

12)

The EPMB is capable of capturing disparity and structural
feature in epipolar plane domain. However, compressing these
features into limited hidden states may lead to insufficient
refinement and enhancement of spatial-angular feature. There-
fore, we introduce the Transformer-based EPTB. It has two
advantages: (1) compared to feature interaction in spatial or
angular domains, the sequence formed by pixel unfolding in
epipolar plane domain is relatively short, thus not signifi-
cantly increasing the computational complexity; (2) experi-
ments show that features extracted by EPTB and EPMB are
complementary to each other. The joint use of both can fully
leverage their respective advantages, enhancing the richness
of feature representations. The structure of EPTB is shown in
Fig. 3(e). In this block, we replace the RSMBs in EPMB with
Simple Transformer Block (STB):

Frprv = Conv(STB(Frpr_u))+ Feprr_u,

Fsam :COTLU(STB(FEPI_V))+FEPI_V. (13
Specifically, taking feature Fppr g € RUHXVXWXC 44
an example, we first reshape Fgpr p into an embedding
sequence x € RUIXVWXC 'which serves as the input to STB.
Q, K,V are generated through three linear projection layers
WQ, Wk, Wy € REXC:

Q:ZWQ, K:JJWK, Vil’Wv, (14)

where ), K,V represent the query, key, and value matrices.

Similar to [60], Self-Attention (SA) is performed in P
independent subspaces to compute Multi-head Self-Attention
(MSA):

T
SA(Q,, K,,V,) = softmax <M> V,, (15

J/C/P

where p = 1,2,...,P. The results from all self-attention
heads are concatenated along the channel dimension and pro-
jected to produce the weighted sequence T € RUVH*VWxC:.
T = Concat(SA1,SAs,...,SAp)Wp + z, (16)
where Wp € RE*C is the linear projection matrix.
Furthermore, we adopt a feed-forward network layer to
introduce local attributes and pixel position awareness, enhanc-
ing the spatial information perception capability of STB:
= MLP(DWConv(LN(Z))) + Z, (17
where DW Conv(-) is the depth-wise convolution, and T €
RUHXVXWXC g the final output sequence, which adaptively
incorporates the horizontal disparity structure. Next, the same
processing steps are applied to Fgpy y € RVWXUxHXC
incorporating the vertical disparity structure.

IV. EXPERIMENTS

A. Experiment Settings

1) Datasets: To ensure fairness and comparability, we
use five widely adopted LFSR benchmark datasets: EPFL
[61], HCIold [62], HCInew [63], INRIA [64], and STFgantry
[65], based on settings from previous works [18], [31], [40].
These datasets contain 144 training scenes and 23 test scenes,
covering diverse content and disparity distributions. We extract
5 X 5 center view images to crop them into high-resolution
patches (32 x 32 and 64 x 64), and generate corresponding
low-resolution patches (16 x 16) using bicubic interpolation
for x 2 and x 4 LFSR tasks.

2) Implementation Details: All experiments are conducted
on a single NVIDIA RTX A6000 GPU using the PyTorch
framework. The LFMT network is trained with L1 loss and
optimized using Adam with $; = 0.9 and B> = 0.999. The
batch size is 2, with an initial learning rate of 2x 10~%, halved
every 15 epochs. Training runs for 90 epochs.

3) Baseline Methods and Metrics: We compare our method
with several state-of-the-art SR methods, including three
single-image methods: Bicubic interpolation, EDSR [58], and
RCAN [59]; seven CNN-based LFSR methods: resLLF [13],
LFSSR [14], LF-InterNet [39], LF-ATO [15], LF-IINet [20],
DistgSSR [40], and HLFSR [28]; four Transformer-based
methods: LFT [29], DPT [30], EPIT [32], and LF-DET [31];
and one Mamba-based method: MLFSR [34]. To evaluate
image quality, we use two widely adopted metrics: Peak
Signal-to-Noise Ratio (PSNR) and Structural Similarity Index
(SSIM).



TABLE I
QUANTITATIVE COMPARISON (PSNR/SSIM) OF DIFFERENT METHODS FOR X 2 AND X 4 LFSR. THE BEST AND SECOND-BEST RESULTS ARE MARKED
IN RED AND BLUE. THE PARAMS. AND FLOPS ARE CALCULATED ON AN INPUT LF IMAGE WITH SIZE 5 X 5 X 32 x 32

\ \ | EPFL HClnew HClold INRIA STFgantry |  Average
Method Scale | Params.(M) FLOPs(G)

\ \ | PSNR/SSIM ~ PSNR/SSIM ~ PSNR/SSIM ~ PSNR/SSIM ~ PSNR/SSIM | PSNR/SSIM
Bicubic x 2 - - 29.50/0.9350  31.69/0.9335  37.46/0.9776  31.10/0.9563  30.82/0.9473 | 31.11/0.9542
EDSR [58] x 2 38.62 989 33.09/0.9631  34.83/0.9594  41.01/0.9875  34.97/0.9765  36.29/0.9819 | 36.04/0.9737
RCAN [59] X 2 15.31 389.75 | 33.16/0.9635 34.98/00.9602  41.05/0.9875  35.01/0.9769  36.33/0.9825 | 36.11/0.9742
resLF [13] x 2 7.98 37.06 32.75/0.9672  36.07/0.9715  42.61/0.9922  34.57/0.9784  36.89/0.9873 | 36.58/0.9793
LFSSR [14] x 2 0.88 25.70 33.69/0.9748  36.86/0.9753  43.75/0.9939  35.27/0.9834  38.07/0.9902 | 37.73/0.9835
LE-InterNet [39] | x 2 5.04 47.46 34.14/0.9761  37.28/0.9769  44.45/0.9945  35.80/0.9846  38.72/0.9916 | 38.08/0.9847
LF-ATO [15] X 2 1.22 597.66 | 34.27/0.9757  37.24/09767  44.20/0.9942  36.15/0.9842  39.64/0.9929 | 38.15/0.9843
LE-TINet [20] x 2 4.84 56.16 34.68/0.9773  37.74/0.9790  44.84/0.9948  36.57/0.9853  39.86/0.9936 | 38.74/0.9857
DistgSSR [40] x 2 3.53 64.11 34.81/0.9787  37.96/0.9796  44.94/0.9949  36.59/0.9859  40.40/0.9942 | 38.94/0.9866
HLFSR [28] x 2 13.72 167.40 | 35.31/0.9800  38.32/0.9807  44.98/0.9950  37.06/0.9867  40.85/0.9947 | 39.30/0.9874
LFT [29] x 2 1.11 56.16 34.80/0.9781  37.84/0.9791  44.52/0.9945  36.59/00.9855  40.51/0.9941 | 38.85/0.9863
DPT [30] x 2 373 65.34 34.48/0.9758  37.35/0.9771  44.31/0.9943  36.40/0.9843  39.52/0.9926 | 38.40/0.9848
EPIT [32] x 2 1.42 69.71 34.83/0.9775  38.23/0.9810  45.08/0.9949  36.67/0.9853  42.17/0.9957 | 39.40/0.9877
LE-DET [31] x 2 1.59 48.50 35.26/0.9797  38.31/0.9807  44.99/0.9950  36.95/0.9864  41.76/0.9955 | 39.45/0.9875
MLFSR [34] x 2 1.36 - 35.22/0.9801  38.14/0.9803  44.90/0.9950  36.92/0.9865  40.98/0.9949 | 39.23/0.9874
LEMT 2 2.06 63.18 35.52/0.9812  38.46/0.9815  45.03/0.9950  37.21/0.9871  41.92/0.9956 | 39.63/0.9881
LEMT* 2 2.06 63.18 35.65/0.9819  38.67/0.9821  45.31/0.9952  37.30/0.9875  42.30/0.9959 | 39.85/0.9885
Bicubic x 4 - - 25.26/0.8324  27.72/0.8517  32.58/0.9344  26.95/0.8867  26.09/0.8452 | 27.72/0.8701
EDSR [58] x 4 38.89 1017 27.84/0.8854  29.60/0.8869  35.18/0.9536  29.66/0.9257  28.70/0.9072 | 30.20/0.9118
RCAN [59] x 4 15.36 408.5 27.88/0.8863  29.63/0.8886  35.20/0.9548  29.76/0.9276  28.90/0.9131 | 30.27/0.9141
resLF [13] x 4 8.64 39.70 28.27/0.9035  30.73/0.9107  36.71/0.9682  30.34/0.9412  30.19/0.9372 | 31.25/0.9322
LFSSR [14] x 4 1.77 12844 | 28.27/0.9118  30.72/0.9145  36.70/0.9696  30.31/0.9467  30.15/0.9426 | 31.52/0.9370
LE-InterNet [39] | x 4 5.48 50.10 28.67/0.9162  30.98/0.9161  37.11/0.9716  30.64/0.9491  30.53/0.9409 | 31.58/0.9388
LE-ATO [15] x 4 1.36 686.99 | 28.52/0.9115  30.88/0.9135  37.00/0.9699  30.71/0.9484  30.61/0.9430 | 31.54/0.9373
LE-TINet [20] x 4 4.88 57.42 29.11/0.9188  31.36/0.9208  37.62/0.9734  31.08/0.9515  31.21/0.9502 | 32.08/0.9429
DistgSSR [40] x 4 3.58 65.41 28.99/0.9195  31.38/0.9217  37.56/0.9732  30.99/0.9519  31.65/0.9535 | 32.11/0.9440
HLFSR [28] x 4 13.87 18252 | 29.20/0.9222  31.57/0.9238  37.78/0.9742  31.24/0.9534  31.64/0.9537 | 32.29/0.9455
LFT [29] x 4 1.16 57.60 29.25/0.9210  31.46/0.9218  37.63/0.9735  31.20/0.9524  31.86/0.9548 | 32.28/0.9447
DPT [30] x 4 3.78 66.55 28.93/0.9170  31.19/0.9188  37.39/0.9721  30.96/0.9503  31.14/0.9488 | 31.93/0.9414
EPIT [32] x 4 147 74.96 29.34/0.9197  31.51/0.9231  37.68/0.9737  31.37/0.9526  32.18/0.9571 | 32.40/0.9452
LE-DET [31] x 4 1.69 51.20 29.47/0.9230  31.56/0.9235  37.84/0.9744  31.39/0.9534  32.14/0.9573 | 32.48/0.9463
MLFSR [34] x 4 1.41 - 29.28/0.9218  31.56/0.9235  37.83/0.9745  31.24/0.9531  32.03/0.9567 | 32.39/0.9459
LEMT x 4 2.19 66.72 29.74/0.9239  31.69/0.9251  37.83/0.9744  31.82/0.9544  32.23/0.9577 | 32.66/0.9471
LEMT* x 4 2.19 66.72 29.83/0.9255  31.86/0.9268  38.01/0.9750  31.89/0.9553  32.50/0.9595 | 32.82/0.9484

Notes: * denotes geometry assembling strategy.
B. Comparison to State-of-the-Arts

1) Quantitative Results: Table I presents the quantitative
comparison results of LFMT with several advanced methods.
On both x 2 and x 4 LFSR tasks, our method demonstrates
superior performance, significantly outperforming CNN-based
and Transformer-based methods, while maintaining a moderate
model complexity. Specifically, for x 2 LFSR, our method
achieves the highest average PSNR and SSIM, with a 0.18 dB
improvement in average PSNR over the second-best method
LF-DET, showcasing excellent reconstruction capability. For
the more challenging x 4 LFSR, our method also shows
significant improvements in PSNR and SSIM, with a 0.18
dB and 0.008 increase over LF-DET, respectively. Notably,
on real-world datasets such as EPFL and INRIA, our method
perform well in modeling complex LF structures and image
details, further validating its robustness and broad applicability
in real-world scenarios.

In-depth performance analysis shows that our method ex-
hibits clear advantages on datasets with large disparities, high-
lighting its exceptional ability to model long-range correlations

in LF images. For example, for the x 4 LFSR, on the STF-
gantry dataset, our method improves 0.05 dB in PSNR over the
EPIT which excels in large disparity scenes. Meanwhile, the
strong performance of our method on mid-to-small disparity
datasets, such as the HCInew dataset, highlights its strong
compatibility and adaptability in local feature extraction. It is
worth noting that on the HClold dataset, our method slightly
lags behind LF-DET, which excels in small disparity and
smooth regions due to its multi-scale angular modeling. How-
ever, our approach leverages comprehensive spatial, angular,
and epipolar interaction to build non-local angular correlations
from coarse to fine levels. This holistic modeling improves
feature interaction efficiency across subspaces and excels in
handling large disparities, complex structures, and artifact
reduction. Furthermore, we employed a geometric assembly
strategy to further improve overall performance.

2) Qualitative Results: As shown in Fig. 5, for x 2
SR our method effectively restores image details, partic-
ularly excelling in texture recovery. For instance, in the
Red_ & White_Building scene, our method successfully pre-
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Fig. 5. Comparison of visual results for the X 2 and X 4 SR with state-of-the-art methods. As shown in the figure, the enlarged spatial patches of the center
SAIs are highlighted with red boxes, and the enlarged EPI slices are highlighted with green boxes.
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Fig. 6. Depth estimation results achieved by SPO [066] using X 4 SR LF images generated by different LFSR methods. The mean square error multiplied by

100 (M SE x 100) is chosen as the quantitative metric.

serves the fine texture of the parking sign and recovers more
details in the vertical EPI region. Moreover, our method
demonstrates significant advantages in utilizing LF angular
information, effectively modeling the spatial-angular correla-
tions, especially in scenes with repetitive textures. For the
more challenging x 4 SR, our method demonstrates a sig-
nificant advantage in detail recovery and edge sharpening. For
example, in the Origami scene, our method precisely recovers
the edges of the crossed lines on the surface of can, out-
performing other methods in avoiding common blurring and
artifacts, demonstrating excellent detail restoration capability.
Due to LFMT, which can integrate multi-level information
from spatial, angular, and epipolar plane domains, it shows
unique advantages in modeling long-range and fine-grained

angular relationships, as demonstrated in the recovery of the
horizontal EPI region in Origami scene.

3) Angular Consistency: We conduct analysis from two
aspects to evaluate the angular consistency of LFMT. First,
we visualize the horizontal or vertical EPI slices from different
scenes, as shown in Fig. 5. The EPI slices processed by our
method exhibit smoother slanted line textures, outperforming
the results of other LFSR methods. For instance, in the
Origami scene, the EPI slices generated by LFMT have clearer
textures and effectively avoid artifacts, demonstrating higher
angular consistency. Second, we perform depth estimation
using the SPO algorithm proposed in [66], selecting the
Buddha and Herbs scenes as test objectives. As shown in
Fig. 6, the depth maps generated by LFMT have sharper edge
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Fig. 7. Comparison in terms of PSNR distribution among different views for x 2 and x 4 SR.

also listed.

TABLE II
COMPARISON OF PARAMETERS AND FLOPS BETWEEN LFMT AND
COMPETING METHODS ON X 4 SUPER-RESOLUTION

Avg: 34.23 Std: 0.16 Avg: 35.7 Std: 0.13 Avg: 35.57 Std: 0.18 Avg: 35.71 Std: 0.11

27.75 27.75 21.72 21.7 21.75)
27.66 27.7 27.67 27.62 27.64,
27.63 27.68 27.65 27.6 27.59
27.62 27.65 27.50 27.57 27.58
27.66 27.65 27.61 2763 21.72

Avg: 27.66 Std: 0.05 Avg: 28.02 Std: 0.08

27.86 27.85 27.83 27.81 27.84

27.75 27.79 27.77 27.74 21.72

27.84 27.87 27.85 27.84 27.82

27.82 21.76 27.74 27.77 27.88)|

Avg: 27.11 Std: 0.16 Avg: 27.82 Std: 0.05

Average PSNR and standard deviation for each scene are

TABLE III
ABLATION RESULTS (PSNR/SSIM) COMPARISON OF SUB-SS AND
OTHER SCANNING STRATEGIES FOR X 4 SUPER-RESOLUTION

Method Scale Params.(M) FLOPs(G) | PSNR Scanning strategy | Params.(M) | Ave PSNR/SSIM
DistgSSR X 4 3.58 65.41 32.11 Sub-SS 2.19 32.66/0.9471
HLFSR X 4 13.87 182.52 32.29 SS2D 2.26 32.52/0.9468
LFT x 4 1.16 57.60 32.28 Cross-SS2D 2.26 32.55/0.9470
DPT X 4 3.78 66.55 31.93 SS4D 2.34 32.52/0.9471
EPIT X 4 1.47 74.96 32.40
LF-DET X 4 1.69 51.20 3248 4) Performance w.rt. Perspectives: We further evaluate
LEMT (tiny) x4 1.37 42.33 32.48 the reconstruction performance of different methods across
LEMT x4 219 66.72 3266 different views in the same scene, validating the advantage
of LFMT in leveraging non-local spatial-angular information
to enhance SR quality. In both x 2 and x 4 SR tasks, we select
138 several representative scenes with a 5 x 5 angular resolution.
X The PSNR values and standard deviations for each view image
326 2 are calculated and compared with various advanced methods.
24 eprr o ) As shown in Fig. 7, our method significantly reduces the
T 20 M-, e standard deviation while achieving the highest PSNR values
8 5, »3) ”jy in most scenes. This performance improvement is attributed to
g D‘;;?fﬁ the dual-stage non-local spatial-angular correlations modeling
=320 s strategy, which performs feature extraction in all subspaces.
u%y This strategy effectively facilitates the interaction of non-
o8 local spatial-angular features in different views, enhancing
116 angular consistency and enabling balanced optimization of
2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9  LFSR performance for each view.

Inference Time (s)

Fig. 8. Computational efficiency comparison between LFMT and state-of-the-
art methods on X 4 SR. The area of circles denotes memory consumption.
The inference time is calculated by averaging inference time of all scenes
across the five test datasets.

textures and lower angular deviation. Our method achieves the
best scores in both scenes, further proving its superior angular
consistency.

5) Computational Efficiency: To evaluate the computational
efficiency of LFMT, we compare its inference time and GPU
memory usage with several competitive models, as shown
in Fig. 8. In general, compared to CNN-based methods, the
inference time of LFMT is slightly increased, while it shows
a more competitive inference speed than Transformer-based
methods. Notably, LFMT requires less memory consumption
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Fig. 9. Comparison of PSNR vs. Training Time between Sub-SS and three
other scanning strategies with similar parameters on X 4 SR.

Fig. 10. Visual results of the reconstructed central view images achieved by
different enhancement branches. We also present the error map between the
results and ground truth.

while achieving a significant improvement in PSNR. On the
other hand, in Table II, we compare the parameters and FLOPs
of LFMT with other competing methods. Specifically, we
reduced the network depth and trained a tiny LEFMT model.
Benefiting from the Sub-SS strategy, which reduces redundant
computations in subspaces, the tiny LFMT model efficiently
simplifies the feature modeling process of LF images. As a re-
sult, it achieves the highest PSNR performance with the lowest
parameters and FLOPs. Overall, our method strikes a better
balance between computational complexity and reconstruction
performance, enabling LFMT to efficiently perform LFSR task
in resource-constrained hardware environments.

6) Limitation: In the x 2 SR, our method does not achieve
the highest PSNR on the HClold [62] and STFgantry [65]
datasets. In particular, on STFgantry [65], it is about 0.25 dB
lower than EPIT [32], likely due to large-disparity structures
and locally complex textures, which create a trade-off between
local detail recovery and fine-grained angular correlation mod-
eling. Moreover, although LFMT is more computationally
efficient than pure Transformer methods, its deployment on
resource-constrained devices remains challenging, indicating
the need for further model compression and inference opti-
mization.

TABLE IV
ABLATION RESULTS (PSNR/SSIM) ON THE EFFECTIVENESS OF
SA-RSMB, EPMB, EPTB COMPONENTS FOR X 2 AND X 4
SUPER-RESOLUTION

The framework | Scale | Params.(M) FLOPs(G) | Ave.PSNR/SSIM

LFMT w/o SA-RSMB | x 2 2.10 84.66 39.52/0.9878
LFMT w/o EPMB x 2 241 64.09 39.56/0.9880
LFMT w/o EPTB X 2 2.37 71.16 39.12/0.9875

LFMT (ours) X 2 2.04 62.76 39.63/0.9881

LFMT w/o SA-RSMB | x 4 2.32 86.72 32.56/0.9467
LFMT w/o EPMB x 4 2.56 68.04 32.60/0.9470
LFMT w/o EPTB x 4 2.15 73.79 32.46/0.9467

LFMT (ours) x 4 2.19 66.72 32.66/0.9471
TABLE V

ABLATION RESULTS (PSNR/SSIM) ON THE DUAL-STAGE NON-LOCAL
SPATIAL-ANGULAR CORRELATIONS MODELING STRATEGY AND
STRUCTURAL VARIANTS FOR X 4 SUPER-RESOLUTION

Stage 1 ‘ Stage II ‘Params“Ave.PSNR/SSIM
SA-RSMB EPTB+EPMB/Parallel | 2.19 32.66/0.9471
EPTB+EPMB /Parallel SA-RSMB 2.19 32.44/0.9462
SA-RSMB EPMB+EPTB/Sequential| 2.19 32.59/0.9470
SA-RSMB EPTB+EPMB/Sequential| 2.19 32.63/0.9471

C. Ablation experiments

In this section, we conduct a series of ablation experiments
to investigate the contributions of different components in
LFMT network. The experiments include validating the ef-
fectiveness of the Sub-SS strategy, SA-RSMB, EPMB, and
EPTB components, as well as analyzing the performance of
the LFMT network architecture, its hybrid design compared
with pure Mamba and pure Transformer models, and its
variants. Additionally, we examine the impact of the number
of components on model performance and verify the role of
hierarchical feature fusion in enhancing LFSR performance.
For clarity, the bold entries in the table denote the baseline
configuration employed by LFMT.

1) The SS-Sub Strategy: The Sub-SS strategy aims to
address the coupling issue present in multi-directional scan-
ning in LF subspaces, thereby improving feature extraction
efficiency. To validate the effectiveness of Sub-SS in enhancing
computational efficiency while maintaining high performance,
we compare it with bidirectional scanning (SS2D [36]), cross-
bidirectional scanning (Cross-SS2D) and four-way scanning
(SS4D [37]). As shown in Table III, for the x 4 SR task,
the PSNR values significantly decrease with multi-directional
scanning under similar parameter settings. This is because
multi-directional scanning leads to redundant modeling of
features, causing noise and redundant features to be overly
amplified in subspaces, which weakens the recovery of high-
frequency details. Further comparisons reveal the advantages
of the Sub-SS strategy in training time and model performance.
Fig. 9 shows the change in the PSNR indicator over time
compared with the other three scanning strategies. We observe
that under comparable parameter settings, the Sub-SS strategy
rapidly converges to a high PSNR value, significantly reducing
training time.



Fig. 11. Visualization of the impact of missing features at different levels on
the results of x 4 SR.

TABLE VI
ABLATION RESULTS (PSNR/SSIM) OF PURE MAMBA, PURE
TRANSFORMER, AND LFMT FOR X 4 SUPER-RESOLUTION

The framework | Params.(M)  FLOPS(G) | Ave.PSNR/SSIM
Pure Mamba 2.16 74.89 32.51/0.9468
Pure Transformer 223 78.62 32.54/0.9469
LFMT 2.19 66.72 32.66/0.9471

2) Effectiveness of SA-RSMB, EPMB, and EPTB Compo-
nents: We evaluate the contributions of the SA-RSMB, EPMB,
and EPTB components in the LFMT network by removing
each component and retraining the network. To ensure a fair
comparison, we adjust the network depth to maintain similar
parameters. As shown in Table IV, removing any of these
components leads to a significant decrease in PSNR values
for both x 2 and x 4 LFSR tasks. This is because SA-RSMB
effectively selects and interacts with important features in
both spatial and angular domains, while the EPMB and EPTB
process and enhance deep spatial-angular features in epipolar
plane domain, strengthening spatial-angular correlations. Fig.
10 presents visual comparisons showing the impact of missing
EPMB or EPTB components, further confirming the synergis-
tic effect of EPMB and EPTB. These components are crucial
for feature extraction and interaction in all subspaces of LF
images, significantly contributing to the improvement of LFSR
performance.

3) Dual-stage Non-local Spatial-angular Correlations
Modeling Strategy and Structural Variants: We conduct an
in-depth ablation study on the structure and variants of the
dual-stage non-local spatial-angular correlation modeling in
LFMT. As shown in Table V, we first examine the impact
of swapping the order of feature extraction in spatial-angular
domain and epipolar plane domain. In the baseline LFMT,
Stage I employs SA-RSMB for coarse spatial-angular feature
extraction, followed by Stage II with EPTB and EPMB for
fine epipolar feature enhancement, achieving a PSNR of
32.66 dB. In contrast, the “reversed stage order” experiment
first extracts epipolar features with EPTB and EPMB, and
then applies SA-RSMB in Stage II for spatial-angular feature
extraction, which results in a lower PSNR of 32.44 dB

TABLE VII
ABLATION RESULTS (PSNR/SSIM) ON THE NUMBER OF SA-RSMB,
EPMB, EPTB COMPONENTS FOR X 4 SUPER-RESOLUTION

Number of | Number of
SA-RSMB | EPIM/EPIT Params.(M) FLOPs(G) | Ave.PSNR/SSIM
3 3 2.19 66.72 32.66/0.9471
1 3 1.51 50.11 32.46/0.9454
2 3 1.85 58.41 32.61/0.9467
4 3 2.53 75.02 32.64/0.9470
3 1 1.61 44.26 32.35/0.9454
3 2 1.90 55.49 32.53/0.9465
3 4 2.48 77.95 32.63/0.9470
TABLE VIII

ABLATION RESULTS (PSNR/SSIM) ON THE HIERARCHICAL FEATURE
FUSION FOR X 4 SUPER-RESOLUTION

The framework ‘ Params.(M) FLOPs(G) ‘ Ave . PSNR/SSIM
with all 2.25 68.39 32.62/0.9471
w/o Finit 2.19 66.72 32.60/0.9469
w/o Fga 2.19 66.72 32.66/0.9471
w/0 Fsar 2.19 66.72 32.37/0.9457

w/o Fsam 2.19 66.72 32.58/0.9467

(a drop of 0.22 dB). This comparison demonstrates that
performing coarse spatial-angular extraction first, followed
by epipolar refinement, is both reasonable and essential.
Such a design sequence is more favorable for effectively
modeling non-local spatial-angular correlations in LF images.
This is because, at deeper network layers, the intertwined
spatial-angular information in epipolar plane domain more
accurately represents disparity information and inherent
structures, thereby facilitating high-quality recovery and
modeling of non-local spatial-angular features. Additionally,
we compare the performance of sequential and parallel
configurations of the EPMB and EPTB components. The
results indicate that the parallel configuration better leverages
the potential of these components in the spatial-angular
feature refinement stage. This configuration promotes the
complementary advantages of EPMB and EPTB, effectively
enhancing the LFSR performance.

4) Comparison of Pure Mamba, Pure Transformer, and
LFMT: To further validate the complementarity between
the Mamba and Transformer mechanisms, we conducted a
structural-level comparison among three full model variants:
a pure Mamba network, a pure Transformer network, and the
proposed hybrid LFMT network. As shown in Table VI, the
hybrid LEMT network achieves the best overall performance,
with PSNR improvements of 0.15 dB over the pure Mamba
network and 0.12 dB over the pure Transformer network,
significantly outperforming the two single-mechanism net-
works. We attribute this performance gain to the hybrid design
of LFMT, which integrates both state space modeling and
self-attention modeling paradigms. This integration effectively
enlarges the receptive field and allows more comprehensive
modeling of non-local spatial-angular correlations across mul-
tiple subspaces in the LF data. By combining the efficient
long-range dependency modeling capability of Mamba with
the fine-grained feature representation of Transformer, LFMT



demonstrates superior reconstruction quality and enhanced
generalization. These results fully validate the advantage of
the hybrid paradigm in LF modeling.

5) Number of SA-RSMB, EPMB, EPTB Components: In
Table VII, we provide a detailed analysis of the impact of
different quantities of SA-RSMB and EPMB/EPTB on the
overall performance of LFMT. Notably, the counts of EPMB
and EPTB components remain identical. The bolded data
in the first row represents the configuration adopted by our
method, where the number of SA-RSMB, EPMB and EPTB is
set to 3. The experimental results show that, when the number
of EPMB/EPTB is fixed at 3, as the number of SA-RSMB
increases from 1 to 4, the Ave.PSNR/SSIM first increases and
then decreases, reaching its peak when the number of SA-
RSMB is 3. Similarly, when the number of SA-RSMB is fixed
at 3, as the number of EPMB/EPTB increases from 1 to 4, the
Ave.PSNR/SSIM also follows a trend of first increasing and
then decreasing, stabilizing when the number of EPMB/EPTB
is 3. These results clearly indicate that the number of SA-
RSMB and EPMB/EPTB components significantly affects the
performance of LFMT. Too few components may result in
inadequate feature learning, while too many can lead to over-
fitting. After considering both model complexity and network
performance, we determined that the optimal configuration is
to set the number of SA-RSMB, EPMB and EPTB to 3. This
configuration ensures efficient operation of the LFMT network
while achieving the best LFSR performance.

6) Hierarchical Feature Fusion: We conduct ablation ex-
periments on feature fusion at different layers to investigate the
impact of hierarchical feature fusion on model performance.
Specifically, we respectively remove Fini, Fsa, Fsar, Fsam,
and conduct performance evaluations for the x4 LFSR task. As
shown in Table VIII, we are surprised to find that the fusion of
only Fiuit, Fsar, and Fsam can maximally unleash the potential
of LFMT, achieving the highest performance. In particular,
removing Fpy; only slightly affects the performance, while
adding Fsu leads to a decline in performance. Furthermore,
the removal of Fsar or Fsam disrupts the interaction of deep
features within the epipolar plane domain, thereby weakening
the model’s capacity to leverage disparity information and
accurately model the intrinsic LF structure. This has a sig-
nificant detrimental impact on overall performance. Fig. 11
visualizes the effects of missing features at various levels
on the results. These experimental results demonstrate that
hierarchical feature fusion plays a crucial role in the LFSR
task. And it is essential to ensure that the LFSR network
effectively captures and integrates feature information across
multiple levels, including spatial, angular, and epipolar plane
domains.

V. CONCLUSION

SSMs have shown promise in visual tasks, but faces chal-
lenges in LFSR due to the dense and complex 4D correlations
far exceeding those in 2D images. This paper introduces
LFMT, a LFSR network that leverages non-local spatial-
angular information in complete LF subspaces to showcase
the potential of SSMs in LFSR tasks. By incorporating the
Sub-SS strategy and optimizing the Mamba structure, LFMT

enhances long-range dependency modeling and computational
efficiency. Additionally, we propose a dual-stage modeling
strategy for deep non-local spatial-angular correlations mod-
eling and combine the feature extraction strengths of SSM
and Transformer models to comprehensively explore disparity
information and LF intrinsic structure information. Compar-
ative experiments demonstrate that LFMT achieves superior
performance over CNN-based and Transformer-based meth-
ods, highlighting its ability to utilize complete subspace in-
formation effectively. LFMT’s interactive modeling of spatial-
angular-epipolar subspaces offers a transferable framework for
various LF processing tasks. In future work, we will explore
extending LFMT to other LF reconstruction and enhancement
applications, such as angular super-resolution.
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