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Abstract

This paper improves an image dehazing algorithm based on conditional generation against net-
works. Using 32 Layer Tiramisu instead of U-Net in the generator network model can reduce
training parameters and improve parameter utilization. The final layer of the discriminator net-
work uses the Sigmoid function to complete the normalization. The network model is trained us-
ing the weighted sum of loss function, using a score to evaluate the ability of defogging, saving the
model and parameters with higher scores during the training process, and finally using the net-
work model with the highest score and parameters to perform the dehazing test on the outdoor
real image. The training set uses real fog-free images and synthetic foggy images both indoors and
outdoors. The test results show that the proposed model has improved subjective visual effects,
image detail and color compared with the traditional dehazing method.
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1. 5|8

%52 T RAOEHE R ORTBURE B ARG . ES IR T, B GEAE HUR LLG & B GO0 E
FE AT LBE UL R AR FRE R N o ARBLIR G 2 1 T K ABUR DG S5 W04 S S 636 il MG 2 T 5 B Al
RKH. A, MV SR RIS 5 BE G BE B B KM 2. 55 >R 1 BEIAGOGT bE R R AT WL RS 4 i)
T HLATI AR OR, Hen E s, ASm s T R A .

MG %S JE 3 B BT BE R 22 Z B AR T KR B A e 5 Bk s . R T
5 180 2 55 B R B Ly AL, AR, Retinex %5 Byk%F . Tan S50 %2 31l W L & BG4 L
FEL & S G S, B 3G K UG R B X3 b B 22 55 B[] BT KA B 1 26 B AR i 5 o
REBUERENMOE EER 258, e MER ENEN REOHEHENE, FHENEEEE TS
EIZ . Kopf FEiliid v1 55 2 5k BMR sl 3 = 4ER A 1 5k S BB R BMA 2], He S5l Mg K& 1) A L
JERESRE ST, B TR T IR IE S I i Bk MR R (3], He TR RIBR R AE Ry s B X (R ) 2
KoM OERE, £ He XEHIERIEM L, Meng 5 H BR il 1% 5 2 bR £i00d oK SE RS 6 1045 1 & 5
#[4]. Berman F54gth 7 AERMXINZ 5 05k, MATHER R0 5 G A BT P] LA RGB 25 [H)38, 100 F
AR EFFEIEURR, H 5 EUE BTS2 S 1E RGB A8 % 26, R P S &b R ME R
HIESE[5]. LA ETTEREE T — DN EE A AR e 30 A5 B, 8 PR B2 27 ) RV SR S5 A R AR 7]
LI s 2 5 LG . Cai $2H 1) DehazeNet J& — Fl B8 H2 B G AH SC R AIE 11 36 AR 0 48 I 2%
(Convolutional Neural Network, CNN), IXFti 8 n] DAt IE H1#8[6]. 7E DehazeNet b HiE—2, Ren %5ff
H 2 RERESFME RS R EHIE S H[7]. Goodfellow &5 A H2 H ) 2E B3 $1 P 4% (Generative  Adver-
sarial Networks, GANS)HEZE T DL BB A M 75 i H i S0 BR8]0 25 AR 180kt Bt W 24 (Conditional Gener-
ation Against Networks, cGAN)I&E A1k H Ax bk £k 2% =) M N\ AR FNBE AL 75 A A8 Rl i i BEZ (9]
cGAN fE# 73 . MG B ARE 4% 5 IR AL US43 2] 1 T2 N« Zhang 551G 48 H =Ff U-Net
PR g i 5 T EIR 2255 [10], 38— MER RS XS Hran 2k SO L BRI R cGAN SR TH iz %
Bl 55 MRS TH R S AR O AE, ARG T A R S T i R B S — s S =M O L
LA 2K R HSORT BN 400 2K R G 5 72— g O 55 MR

ASCAEH Tiramisu 08 U-Net fE A ES ESEAY, /D228, RmSEPIRH . F5 25024
(i JE— =58 Sigmoid BREGE R —A . 8 A0 R e BUIMBCRT 1) 77 YN ZRM 28 188, 2t —Fh o 25
FREJINI T H,  DRAF I ZRad R vh 73 SO R B Je 8, kT A FH 20 800 v PR P 4 A5 20 e 800t 3 A
BB IHAT 2 F 2R
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2. EXEIREREHRE
2.1. HEXER
IR HIU AR B P SR iR A RO AN 55 B L R YT B AR R 11 [12]:
I(x)=J(x)t(x)+A(x)(1-1(x)) (1)

Horh, AL — 5 ) N BRI, 5 A(x)(1-1(x)) ARAGHUSTBAL. x KA
BB ER AR, )R RPIAREAREZNES A ZEE, JooRmESEIE, AR KOt
{8, ()FRNBUER FE . HRAOCE RG2S HUERT, 3B 5 W] LARIR A

t(x)=e"" )
X pACERFERAL, dofURD SR . T THER R K, JE% EE AT LT 2 2R s

J(x) = I(x)—At((xj)(l—t(x))

3

2.2. FHERITIMNLE
cGAN 451 5% bR 200 HH A= B AR )00 253 BB /MR ORAB N i s, AR 0] LR R XS B #2[13]:
min; max,, (D,G) = E., [log(D(x, y))] +E,, |:log (1 -D (x, G(x, z)))] @)

o DRI G 43 i ER ) 2 R RS

WA ZEEER A x, x MNITEE BREBERRN y, SE NIRRT 2, LM G AR
5 x MREE . A SUEH M 2 S8 10080 RAAINZRIE R 2 O R AR e S 8. N R
ik FLSE B 55 MG I 2% R A R0 9 £ AR S T i 2 55 RS

NN LA A SO 48 1 &AM . AR 32 )2 Tiramisu B U-Neto 3% MRS 1415
PAEID PRI 5 5 N ELR, EREA 1 NEEY, e, B NEEIREER-ATTREE. T
KFF 2475 (BatchNorm-Relu-Convolution) i 4E . S 9middsimttil, 7EfpfS g, B— M EHRERR -1
KEEE. ERFEEAE — NS REEIE. WAL SN EEREE 4 B, EBmNEEIE 15
2, ERAEERKREEN 12, BIGRERLEEELT—A T REEZE DG 2 M 4E e, gl —A EREE
JZ UG 23 (M 4EFE RIS . Simon 2582 H Y 100 2 Tiramisu 15 X A B SHCRE RIS [14]. AR AR
RAERIINI 1. ASCE S DCGANSs AHE )5 28 kA 2% (Patch GAN) [15]. MARAUY T G H bR BS54 %A
B IXIF IR, AR ZE MG R L T ONN ZE4 BRI T AME R O BT IR B H G R ),
DR A FH IR TR I I . AR SCIE ] Pix2Pix GAN HI] 70 x 70 FI5I %, 768 Jo IRHIE S R IZAME &R
X EE T e FERFAE 1A RO e 78 55— PR DX ST BR UG R R D s o FEH0 38 X 2% i fis —
JEFIFH Sigmoid pRIECK 58 BURFIERST,  DUEAE 5025 BT IH—0R[0,1] [16], HIA# ML g5 an i 2.

batchnorm
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Figure 1. Generator network structure
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Figure 2. Discriminator network structure

2. FIRHER MR LY

PSRN X 2% 5 7Y F) 453 2K bR BON = M B INALAL &, BRI 508 :

Losstutal = Wgan x LAdv + VVLI x LLI + Vvag x ngg (5)
H Ly TR E XON:
Lyy =E,, ) [10g(D(x,2)) ]+ B, [10g(1-D(x,G(x.2))) ] (6)

FERIY ARG JORAR, F 500 38 B — I, AR A BT — IR o e 45 SR S5 AL Wy, RN B S0 45 25 bR 3
WISCHR[131FTIR : I L1 8 R A Brai sk s G sz . BAREHR y FIA B G(x, 2)
Z I L1 Rt R

L, = Ex’y)z ["y - G(x,z)"l] 7

R g RSBy, MR E S BUR R . R EER S B bs B Gl — D BIZRE VGG-19 IMZ[17], 7§
sk BB AR AL 4 254381 L2 #5025, RRDERIR RN SR s N5 E AT

hw i 2
Lyge :ﬁZ;ZLZZI V(G(x’z)c,h, )_V(yL,h,w)

2
Horb ¢, H, w5 BRI i R, 58 R R P o SR R — AN A 4 )2 1% N 1e-5.
V RIRH VGG-19 M BAIHATIAELEME CNN 4. hah S5 AL W, HHIR N B S 4528 B 2K

3. SR GE
3.1. g

N EENE SRR, AP A E R EBEIRE G IF ISR B A NYU-Depth V2 ¥4 55
EEEGERR—ANEH KB AL S/ HEAE ZEGA EEEE, NYU-Depth V2 HiddEdisk B &=
P37 5 AL 51 4R, {3 ] Microsoft Kinect /) RGB iR G MR 18], ZHIEEMUTH 1449 5K =
P SRR LT 7 1 R IR FE A5 B AT (RGB-D) o AR 55 UK , A SCE A% R B — D IR 35195413[0.2,0.4]
IBENLE, FIH RGB-D EE A BGE B B (ORI EUE H R — B RME N 24, KAGEGBREN 1A
JERAER AR S 5 EIE . ACERS NYU REHRERGEAY R, WIS R e R e
WERZHTE NYU HHEEH AN . N T RRESI 5, RSO Codruta 55011 = 47 5 58
FE(# 79 O-HAZE), O-HAZE ##E5HEAE 45 X EANE F/AG FIENZR[19]. $ix 2o G2 7 AR i) 14
G B — R S AR A R BE SE b BT B G — KN R(256,256,3) . IEEIRAE AT 1494 5K K/
(256,256,3)11E1&, & 3 EIH M BUR A K 55 BUE KT L

3.2. SLEERE

35 HHEFHIBUE S SN Woge = 95 Wean =3, Wiy = 8048 A Adam AL #R([20], 27 21 F {H 1K 0.001 .
BE s NE ] Google A ] Colab “F&: 15 GB W47, Nvidia Tesla K80 GPU. li##EH f# FH Nvidia

®)
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A Jetson TX2 V& o BdaEwl 7 NIZREE, KEskE, Mtk MBI P BENLLERE 1200 sREHRAEH)
PG #E e InE I ZRdE . LIt ZRAEE 2400 SRR, BRIIZRIS BGIRFF 3 BEALIT EL . B s bRl
AR 294 SREMEFEBENL S A 94 5K BRI S0 UE G AT 200 5K FME BN EE AEREUGEAH, A e SR — K,
IR TR — K. B, RRUGEAR R — DR & AP 3R

d) FANEEE

@ =AHEEE  (b) TAEREE (0 FHERE

Figure 3. Synthetic fog contrasts with real clear images

3. ARABESHEIEME G

4. KEERERS O

e KU {H {5 1 Lt (Peak Signal to Noise Ratio, PSNR)MI & T 507200 e 75 (55) Mk 7 [ 50h 2B 1RE T,
WK AH R S 2 — AN JEBR K PSNR A, 5 =1 1 PSNR B RS 25 55 8 1 B 47 o &5 M AR UM (Structural
Similarity Index Measure, SSIM)Jl & T P 7k BUZ IAAFEE . 58 AR Ik UK SSIM BN 1. A&
XY EME PSNR A SSIM IIANAL 2 55 73 BB 9 — AN A PR JE I 1 HE 45 -

PSNR AL E A (Wpsnp) W E A4 0.05, SSIM IR EE(Wssi) B E N 1. — B2 /- AR UF S 15 3
— N AR B AR AE AR, RRARAT BRI 10 M T f o ASOENNHR T RIVEUF I VMERTE L %
BUE L L5 RE D), B axf th 7 ax S i A7 U 4E 73 2 PSNR F1 SSIM {H, A SCIEFE T SCHR[3] [5] [6]
P ARG L oy B A S MR Y 255 68 ), 46 1 T PSNR, SSIM %t LU AH

Table 1. Quantitative comparison of different dehazing methods

= 1. FREEFENEEIL

Model He et al. Berman et al. Cai et al. Ours method
PSNR 13.83 11.48 10.55 14.52
SSIM 0.71 0.50 0.69 0.89

M TR M, ERAE R R XM T, He 8% 2E 5 BURAE 25 14 AH AL B2 A0 55 R 06 A1 15 g
EEM /MBS . Cai 592 BAR L Berman Hk S5 M AU BB S, (Ha2 K 4 ATRLE Y Cai HE M) 2
FEBERRESZHRIFALF, T Berman FiE M &5 MU BAREUS, (HRE 4 hEFEBALL
Cai VLI EURIE MW IR, AR SCHE W B SRR B b 0 S PRBTE 445 R ARDLFE A g R W LA e LU B 8
RRFET, ZEEGERRMTEE, BRXREH. AT IUEAA B EHEME, ASEH T AR EE
R A 5 B LT TV, 1 4 B T RA S S EUR DL RO R R B, AR SCEVE
AT IR B A ZSHE L ZEGE EMX . B 4 1 d /TG E B ARSI SR B %5 5 T T DLE J5
HEZ EGAY, WTLUEWMEREHEEMNE . N afr5 o 47 EGX AT OB H AR TR ST LA
e A VAR G AR R ECE 2 (4015, i AR LS. MR b ATAI d AT RT BLEH, BRI iR L
HoAh R H IR R .
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Figure 4. Defogging image comparison

E 4. ZZEBILE

5. &ig

ARG A FE AR A O HU 2% (K R K F S A, JE s (v BB O OBANIE S B LU a1
FGIREER, FHANS ZEGERM X F B i U-Net BRI F 404 Tiramisu 57852 524
A F S R 25 8 . IR A2 hE F I R B SR > v B A M AN EIE, Bt 2 S ) B 4k
PE, FTRUE N WA SE SRt 7oA SO S At 25 55 SR M0 2 WxT th 5 ERS EE, - S5 SRAE R AL
S AT DUB I R R R 2 PR IO MEZR RN 1Y, 2 oo M S on AR A ol P15 5 T s P S R A ABLBE TK
F 0.89. LZZLPTA, ASCHRMEFZHAT DUREF S EZHOR, IR RGHEZ T, W TERY
PRARGIAN S5 A R A — e
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