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M SR Yo P 3 S R AR A i B R IS AR S 9 & B k38 B 1% (Low resolution hyperspectral images, LR-HSI)
Fo & o P& % k% B 1% (high-resolution multispectral images, HR-MSI) #e 4% 2| 4% 2 F = 18] 7 . f£ #k &
AP, F & T LR-HSIA» HR-MSI #9 & 4 15 & A % LR-HSI 04 3 A 13 & , 5F ¥ HR-MSI4E 2 % 85
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Hyperspectral Image Fusion via Deep Unfolding and Dual-stream Networks

LIU Cong, YAO lJiahao

(School of Optical-Electrical and Computer Engineering, University of Shanghai for Science and Technology, Shanghai 200093,

China)

Abstract: Hyperspectral image fusion algorithms based on deep learning typically stack multiple
convolutional layers to learn mapping relationships, which suffer from the problems of not fully utilizing the
characteristics of the task and lack of interpretability. To address these problems, this paper proposes a
deep network combining deep unfolding and dual-stream networks. Firstly, an image fusion model is
established using convolutional sparse coding, which maps low-resolution hyperspectral images (LR-HSI)
and high-resolution multispectral images (HR-MSI) into a low-dimensional subspace. In the design of the
fusion model, we consider the common information of LR-HSI and HR-MSI as well as the unique
information of LR-HSI, and add HR-MSI to the model as auxiliary information. Next, the fusion model is
unfolded into a learnable interpretable deep network. Finally, the dual-stream network is used to get more
accurate high-resolution hyperspectral images (HR-HSI). Experiments prove that the network obtains
excellent results in the hyperspectral image fusion task.

Key words: hyperspectral image fusion; convolutional sparse coding; deep unfolding networks; dual-stream

networks; deep learning
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o G T P AR — ol g WA T — 37 5 8 A TR OGS A RN Y e A AR . 5K B R R
RGB % € KR S AROG 5 UG AR L L 55 6 1% B8 & A T 0 356 13 55 K W) B A S, AT LA S 4 Xof A [)
Py e AE R AT U0 RGN, DR G S T T AR U AR 28 CTEIMR oD AR A DN R O3 o B A
AR UR S SR, Hh T S 0 e i R ) TR Y PR A A s e AR e ] I 19 s T
S PERADGTE 43 B MBI E T AR R 1 OGRS, SRR A A5 R) S B A, DT AR X — i I
S HE R = 6 IE 18 (Low-resolution hyperspectral images, LR-HSI) . 1 5 #—&B 0 WF 55 & 4 T 3R BUR
o 14 2 ) 23 FF R PR PG IR AE B AT SR I — i 155 43 33 2061 18118 (High-resolution multispectral
images, HR-MSI) . [ It , % HR-MSI fl LR-HSI fl & L0 4= A 30 22 09 &5 40 9 5 5 % 8 | 1%
(High-resolution hyperspectral images, HR-HST) & —Fl LA G Br Al AT 10 U7 ik, Z BT B T2 6 .

VT AR, 25 Tl AS ] 1Y e 3 T A5 Rl G B8 1 iR A B8 o, AT 0] 43 oA A 4 Bl e R R i O ik
5K B2 i O 1 A ST B 2 S O o RV R DG R R T vk U B B G R %0 K LR-HST
AT HR-MST B 5 31 48 3 35k o fil &, 28 5 {8 A% 8 3 B0 HR-HST, 1 3 B% 43 43 #7 ( Principal component
analysis, PCA)" /NS AR ™ 0 4 A K Bk 43 fiff 7 15308 9 K5 LR-HSTRI HR-MST 43 i 24 5 1 1 5 4011
T 2, I I 25 e AR A5 Y L2 i IR i e e 5 2 o SCHRES T Hh DL i S0 s 38 20 % SR W, 322 5 15 4%
LR-HSTHI HR-MST 73 fiff Sy D1 it 7 5 S 4R it 4 59 LA 57 o DG i il 5 B 20 o SCHk [ 9 48 Hh AR S 25 4 7
i % 7~ (Non-negative structured sparse representation, NSSR)BET AR B 17 5o 38 H B As A5 T B 7k K
fiff - M R BT T R R A B AL R SR TR 26 1 MR B AR LR o STk [ 10 el FH 23 ) R0 3% A9 RS- L fR
A2 5 AL A5 8, IF 60 1 Y0 BRI R B B ik o SCRK 11 K LR-HSTAI HR-MST 5 5] 5%
Yt 10 75 25 (8] o ffi ] Tensor Ring 43 fif 5¢ Ul & B 4E . SCHRL 12 J4& i HE 7 3RS 5 5K & CP 43 /% (Nonlocal
coupled tensor CANDECOMP/PARAFAC decomposition, NCTCP ) A& B, % 46 BUKE AR J5 3 3 AH L1
A Bl G A b ] CP 43 i X B AT G o SCHR L1342 IR B 5K & )5 41 43 % (Low tensor-train
rank, LT TR IZAE ALK w3l R 50 24 7 R SR 05 AR L - B8] 43 3] ] — 2 b LB
J— A~ U 4 B, I8 Tensor-Rrain 5532 73 fiff 12 04 4 R LLZ S0 A% ] 1 (0 IR BR 20 o) . SCR[ 14 J42 i
kB B A 0 2R RS SR L 5K i Tucker 20 MK 5 63k BUS o 8o LA 34 O 1) 1 -
I A ke A 1 VBRI R B R B . SCEk [ 15 ] B S B T 2 ) RS oy i, R R B AL
PEAE RSB 5 B A B gl G A A rh o SCERL16 )42 0 T H 3 B A 927 61 % 25 (Adaptive nonnegative
sparse representation, ANSR)BERL 51 A7 F i W Fi 8 28 78 I ik R AL AR T 5 M W g B A o 3 ok 1 A
FR B0 i PR AR G VB TR (B LTS BCZ TR 20T, [ 3 A B RS A A R R A 3
Ak [ 17 1 b 35 T P 1 DU A 1 B K o ik 5 B3, o il et 2 T BT RO 385 T 4 Dt e T 4R e S5 38 1 2
23 ] v DL S BRICAR A B I HOX R[] 7 1] <7 M AR Bk 249 o DA 47 i & 30 25 ) RTO'G 35% Ta) £ A DG o 3¢
fik [ 18 Il FH A 7 25 5 {8 20 % ( Truncated singular value decomposition, TSV D ) ¥ 55 6 1% B8 43 fif b 5k
TR R B, AR R X R o L R A ) — A B IR VSR R R s e . SCERC19 14 A
T e s 5 | AR B 45 R R AR A v S g - A AR SR P AR G L T L YRR 1, T TR Y 2
SRR FE N A B RS B R R A, R BRI e & HUR T R A0 REA ROR B R 250U I B AR
JE N BT, JCE S 30 g 3] i (4 D0 AL, 0 T0 1 27 >0 W AE (R WS G R S B RE A FR .

T AT SR TR T 4 B 25 X 4% (Deep convolutional neural network, DCNN) R H: 38 K 9 22 2 i J1 9 )
127 b T AR AL AT 55 v, AR O Rl U AR AR T OB R RIOCR o SCER(20 48 T — A AR T
3D A& B G T Rl 9 2%, I8 3 i 03 40 B I ARG ) 5 e B2 o SCHRL 21 14 1R — b % 8 i 1 2 00 ke 22
2] RIS MR LG 0 4, 2 0 288 {1 20 Bk 22 2 S R AR AR BT 3R 15 LU B ar iy & 2R . Sk [ 22 148
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th SSR-Net W 4% , 1% W 4 il of fill & 25 0] 22 70 5ot ik 22 0 S @ e B i fb shi 8. ek (23148 8 T
UMAG-Net W 45 , % % 28 A T B2 2R FE A I8 FH Gt 5 ik L) 258 R0 R AN T 32 0 38 40 42 98 A RCRFAE o SR,
L IRIREE 2 S IR T AR AL, 2R T G RAT W8S A R B S ) S B 26 A, O AN R = T i
REE T B U R B 0 AR A AR B R, SR T A R ), B A R IR R E Y ik T AR ALY
L SREE LM A R T B TR RN F TR B AT E 22 KA, Wi T
VR 25 > B 2 WA M A ) 8, SR [ 24 142 H B 5] 5 0 TR 4 LI 4% (Model-guided deep convolu-
tional network, MoG-DCN) , $ 455 7 {14 3% £ 5 2 I B ) 485 194 T X 3H 17 b il A1) ) 168 i ) 6% 5K i 2 D0 30
SCHR (25 ] S fit F G B R SR A — D WIE , SR 5 B W B VR o UR BE 2% i A . Sk [ 26 )3 it T 48 43
il 5 58 0 3 JRE T O 0 265, e AR I s A SR AR AP A B 48 R o SCRR[27 132 CNN-Fus 553k , 125
K Rl RS TR 53 gk kg R T IR DE D0 3T A5 43, 10 R AR A 0 kAR AR SR AR S B AT R R
Mg ] fBE {7 B CNIND 2 W 88 6 LR A7 SR i o SR [ 28 1B il 45 A5 78 43 il 3 4 [ AL, {off FH % 38 W) 4% XoF 2 36
T R B R IF . SCHR[ 29 148 H MHF-Net I 2% , ) FH A 23 3 232 00 000 A5 780 AR Bk A5 24 22 Sy il & B AR
I8 HR TT R B A 4% . SRk [ 304 H CU-Net B 25 J56 Hon i A SR EG R G b, Bl B
T 7% 20 0 6 AN [R]85 1) RS 0 ) 4 ik ok o 1 B DA B B A B 1 A A B PR 4, e RS Al 5 B B &
G G B A Bk A RS R IR 2B R I R TR B W 2 08 =X, i DL B AR 4 Y AT i
P o %ML E ZBIESEA P IS T R B B AR XS RS AR R B A B ARG, X TR
Fl A TR) RS A1 X e X AS [R] 4 B2 9 LR-HSTAI HR-MST B iRl & o SCik[ 31142 2 > By Z 80 E L
i 8% 2w 1% ( Learned multimodal convolutional sparse coding, LMCSC ) #& | 27 #5 5K £ 46 25 il A 0] 7
YR 1 G 43 90 38 0] B, 5 8 5 AT 1)~ S 85000 8 o3 FE A - L T Sk I 45 1 B =X

Sk T AR MO B ) v e 1 G R G AR AR SR Y — i R T R R T RN I 4% ) IR L I %
(Deep unfolding and dual stream fusion network, DUDS-FusionNet) . 1% W 4% 43 Sy 3% & & IF 5 56 79 2% A1
XU Rl Er P 48 PR 0 o AE TR 3 TR T S 36 X 4% b ol FH 4 FEURR i G 05 88 0 il 5 S Y O (1 FH R B e T i
PR fl A A R SR 2% AR G R R T R IR E 4% o R AR UG B g S Bl A AR LR A
CU-Net [ 25 ity A 5 LR-HST 43 i i A 5 A A 5 B MR 4 o A 4 LMCSC R RS iy B AR,
4 HR-MST 43 0y 26 AR 7 RN 45 BRURR B 38 7, 0 1226 AR 0 3R 7 A il B A5 80 AR 4 1 AR Bt 5 141
%o T E X CU-Net M 45 A1 LMCSC 15 8 56 7k T 32 mil A AS [6] 8 B2 09 =1 6 1 R 0% m) 880, o = 2 7 B
- B HE R W] 3R = G AR G O 2 R R B R T SRR R4 T AR AR A A SRR B
iRl G EIR . A T 248 HR-MST Y 450 15 B 8 5 1R B T I I 28 15 3] 19 2 36 1 8 i A 21 XU
Tl D) 2% vy LR B 23S )R O o 1 R D i il R . SRR A R SR AR SCRT R S 0 O VA R OGS LR
Al AR5 ThARAS T A RIOR .
1 #XIE

AR X AR SC i B 00 RSB A AR AR R B A B L FRUR B g A 2 T A BT S AR
B A B D B S A R F R
1.1 B4
1.1.1 %5

BE—NdENRAGS ye RO M HHER by —HF ML ASHER y~Da, K DER”
KRR E T M, m BRFIAPEFRHDE, a e R"FRyHETFIMD FIFRELRR . R T IRIIE R B0 B
P, % ] AT 538 Ry

minfa |, st y=~Da (D
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HT T Lo YA 5 0 Ak T 02— A~ i 9 0 HL 2 AR 0 i M 22 I M L, 507 92 o oK e oo LA stk oy
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min|a |, st y~Da (2)
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A AR B R 1 R4 - || o [ IR
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H T % G 00 6 S % K LB R0 23 S 22> /B LTy 4k, AN i) R Al 25 R T A SR B RTA &R T R Z ()
W ZER M o D TR Sz Rl R, SCHERT 32 4% th T 45 FR AR i 4w % ( Convolutional sparse coding, CSC) , 1% 4w
Tt o — b 4 1 s st 2 B 7 2, JHCA P A AR e X B 0 KR AT i B8, RS 7 B 0 B AN 75 S 1) AL,
B T AL GG B G B 55 2R AR AT BRI AH 48 8 R A A ) B 45 e AN ER y € R il A B 0 4 T
AR A3 i R A BT ORI B RRAE , AT 3R

; y— ;Zyld[*ai

min —
{a;}

m

+ 2 e |, (4)
K d, €R7 Ml @, € R" 435 37 45 B B0 I 7 FURE L ) s 5 36 5+ Fom B RS 5 . B X (4)
1 1 Ak 7 3 B A 4 P e L o O A O kT R AT A 3] 45 BRLRG 8 4 5 (Learning convolutional
sparse coding, LCSC) B H: .y T4 HUE 5 R Mk (9, 7T LUK s — AN FE % R 22 M KR4 M D, € R
¥ a AL a € Rl d*a, = D,al. T (4) 5N

. 1 m
min —| y' — ZDl»af
(o) 2 o

m

2
+2)al], (5)
2 =1

itq:] : y/eRllzﬁ@ﬁ{%ﬂgy;*@%DeRuzxWIZ:{DI’DZs “'7Dm}; aeRm”Z:{a{’ aév ttty, a/’?l}’ﬂ"{%‘j"t(\s)
Ak Ry 12 5 00 i b G B () R
! 2
rnHmEHy’*DoszvLAHaH1 (6)
2 (6) AT LA 3% A8 i 47 18 {1 55 5 (Tterative shrinking threshold algorithm, ISTA) "3 i, 74 %
AL
a(/fl):SA a(’)—FiDT(y/—Da(’)) (7)
[

ﬁEP:#ﬁ‘]ﬁﬁf}f?ﬁ%%iﬁﬁﬁﬁ;&(x)zsign(I)maX<|x|*/1, O)ﬂ\]?ﬁlﬁﬁ@ﬁ.ﬁﬂ@l}ﬁﬂio HF&
FEURR B 28 7 X S A ER B4 , 7= A 09 AR Bl R, B3 X X (7) SR i e 56
AL SCAR[ 34 16 T LCSC ¥ 2 o A9 5 B SR Tk B2 0 B BB L

CIES /
a(r+l):‘§}<a(f>iE*F*a(f)+E*y> (8) 4 -

KPP EER " FER™ "4 & S8 Toeplitz 5 [ DRI D (1 3€ / '
s o TELCSCH,EFLFAE R B M 45 b it 4 A2 22l 2R o
1.2 ZABMEENRRED P R

MR B BB R AE FE S AR R y MG R 0, AT Figl  Soft thresholding function
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LAKE R O PR AR ot By 5 8 HE — 26 418 i e i 29 S ) A i . B y € R 0 € R AT AL A
Ibm%‘zmaeR’”,sER’”,ﬁ%ﬁUXﬂ‘ﬁj?%ﬁﬂDyGR”x’” D,€R n<<m,d<<m. a AT LT H b K
B, B RS s AL S T AR B0 R, AT DU RS v 4 B S B 2 SR Ok B 2 45 5 R B S R
CSCHERL, T R m RE a T LISRAR LIS 1 -1, S A Ak 1) 7 2]

min |y~ D, 4 A1), + e s1,) )

I 1A) R 22 7 SCHR [ 36 ] vh BEAT 1 BRASBIE5E , SCHR[ 37 [ A 21 1 S figk 1) R4 B qE 7 ¥, 4 11 70 B
AR B 5 oK

1 .
a(’+1)_73/1(a(’)D;,(Dya“)y>; s) (10)
o
P o B AR A R AL P, (v s) WL 2 B 5 CANT s
(v; s
(DR s, =0
v, 240 u,<<—2A
0  —22<v,<0 e .
PA( Ui 51‘): U; O<7}1'<5i (11) s S+2y
s; ;<< v, <s;+ 2
v;— 24 v, =+ 22
(2) s, <<0 B2 4 B A i 5
v, 280 v, <<ls;— 22 Fig.2 Piece-wise soft thresholding
S $;— 20U, s, function
Pv; s,)= V; §;<<v,<<0 (12)
0 0<< v, < 24
v, — 24 v, =27
[ Bl FH LCSC A 3 (10) A 9 3fe vk 4 4 Ay 45 RS 53, vl 4%
a(’ﬂ):Pl(am—E*F*am-l-E*y; s) (13)

2 ARXTE
& 3R T A SCHE 1 DUDS-FusionNet # K HESE . W& 3 iR , i W 45 A 55 A~ FE 2800 L T
CSC R B JR TT W 25 SR Al A 4% DSFEN, B UniquelEM | AuxiliaryIEM #1 CommonlEM 435l 48 T

LR-HSI

®
Conv

Lah '

<)
(L
v
AwﬁharylEM—» 7 —CommonlEM—> V) — :1 HR-HSI

HR-HSI

3 DUDS-FusionNet [ 45 % {4 21
Fig.3 Overall architecture of DUDS-FusionNet
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BT 283503 b . 1 Se B B HR-MST 9 35 FRURG i R 50, B AR se s U

mjn%” M—crz |+ =, (14)
X MER P UEIRHRMSL; c € R RIRIEN ;2 € RO KIR M INHR B 8% 5 6 R P B
B P X QR PRI 185 J5E RS J3E 5 & 6 7 B IO A BOHE 5 R BE DY A K/

X F LR-HST, il F A= g 4 i 55 0000 25 ) RSF B R B b 5 H Ax K% HR-HST A A, &)
LERY P BRIRFEGIE R M B B, LA M B 5 B 28 1) AR R (H R L A I B A 3 w1
SRS MORTE . T RER LR M Z 8 56 R AR SOK LA B AR B o e 5 M EHR R SE
A5 B ava LRI (5 B by, BIL 0] LLRIR N L= a*x + b¥y, b a F1 b 2 B3 R A5 50T 3 1
e B0y 23 50 R A 5 B R R SIA BB R R . O TRlE LA M BfE S 75 2 /1y R
A REARAL 45 2 DL R A

rzuyn%” L— (a*x + b*y)

2
Al ] =) (15

fiE LR-HSTAHI HR-HSTEMG L S8 g % n , Xh y i B (5 B 2 200, Ik, 76 2 5 HR-HST i &
ARG L B e BT R TV, HR-HST H AT LL3E i3 3R i LA T 24 3075 5
H=a*z+ B*y (16)
2.1.1 #his E 3 A
15, oA (14) DUE i 6 B HR-MSTR PR B 5 B 2. 20 (14) 02 1) 18 W Ak fe /s —3fe ] L, AR 4
X (7), ARG ER AN

1
L= z(/)ffcl*<c*z</>fM> (17)
U

Ko e e EIZ. AR R U, 50 (14) T DL a8 4 B 5 B HE BB He sk i, =X (17) i3 H 53 A T
DL 4 3 IR B2 I 2508 =X, 1D

V=82 — ExD.=") + ExM) (18)
X" M AMA T [ BN T NERZED.eRVTTRME R sz, X (18) AT JEIF A
B AR R A& TR A e AT (18 P B AR . i T 2O B b o %, 55—
AR AT RN 2 = S(EM ),
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Iterated LCSC blockx(7-1)
L PITEEIRTEOR SIS T TS 1
Ma*sl :
|
I . :
| 4
| > | :,

B4 B AE SR BT

Fig.4 Auxiliary information extraction module (Auxiliary[EM)

2.1.2 MAAEERRA
B2 (15) HAa A R AT, 3 oy stk . w5, B2 y A o, X (15) F 6 LA [m) A

mxin%HL—(a*x+b*y) ), (19)
MM AR5 2
miniHi—a*tzJru\xul (20)
RAT L =L — by, A4 B 55 15K it
.r("H):SA(.r”)—iaT*<a*x(’)—i>) (21)

EMLF R 17) A2 (18) 8 b % AR i F2 5 4 S i A {5 8 HR U B
x(’+l)=‘5}<x — E*D *x’>+E*IL) (22)
TAT 15 B AR BB H 1 25/ R 5 TR . BB A L = L — bxy, 1ERIRM %I04 (5 B R Bi
FoR y B TR LAE B IRBE G TEAE], WL, wisth y=0, Br LI 5 B 52 BUR B 59 5 A
BML=L,

Iterated LCSC blodkx(7-1)
ma TS E e EE s e = m——
L — 2 :
_J
I
i ‘
: X

____________________

BIS A 4R s

Fig.5 Unique information extraction module (Uniquel[EM)

2.1.3 XA ERRASR
Ba, BE M IE B e MM (E B o, 5UrT UL 3G (5 B R B He . & o 5 EH y, X (15) 5%
ek LR [R)

mianE—b*sz—b—AO‘yH]-|—Hy—z||1> (23)
K L=1L — a*x. I JT45r Bk 5 3 1 5 1 K i
y(t+1 PA(

%bT*<b*y(’)—l~/>; z) (24)
Krp P,(0; s)J2 50 BeA BB pRA, [R]85 0t 32 ARl A e 4o oy A 15 5 4 BT B
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y<z+1): 774<y(t)_ Ey*Dy*y(")—l—Ey*l:; z) (25)

BE AR TN E 6 FToR o 5% 22 S5 IR SRS IE R L =L — a*xo Ol 7 (W% 3% % & VRRAE
23 6] B B B s [l il — A8 BUZ S BLIE D 4% a.

Iterated LCSC blockx(7-1)

Fl6  Je {5 2 A BB b
Fig.6 Common information extraction module (CommonIEM)

2.2 XA & M &R

T FE 4RI HR-MST 8 25 0 5 8, , o H 75 Ui A 90 2 5 25 BEURG 20 A% 2515 1) HR-HSTRE A, LATE
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HAT WU A AR T, © 2R R0 T SR TR B L 6 43 M i R 4 R A A

W7 Jir R A SCHY DSFN BEHUKE A Je 56 45 8 00 HR-HST A HR-MSTAE Ry /54~y AL 425 P A~ 5%
2P 53 AR HR-HST AT HR-MST R FHIE AR B 85 2565 AR R A BB U2 o M4 i B0 2
B 22 8, A0 & WA BUZ (Conv) AL & 45 #E 4k JZ (Batch normalization, BN) , i | PRel.U 1E by ## 17% p
o BNZH TPl ghad #2918 = B E d e o Bk BRI%E #2540 a0 5T 28 SR R fin A RRAE B 4% 38 31 5% 25
ek . g — M ERZ20 S BRI UES B NEG A& RGBS HAEFRZE T 644
SRR A IR N RN R 3 X3 KR 1.
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¥> >
SCAZ e s -HRMSI =
8 U ~ &)
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HR-MSI—>| 8 o 8z
O oA Residual block

K7 B RGP 2%
Fig.7 Dual stream fusion network (DSFN)
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K
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=1
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O Sy ] L LK 5 i o s 11 2 1) 1) 28 2 805 KORs I R 1R800 B B0k
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3 LWRERSH
3.1 TRRERSHEE

RSOl CAVE™ Rl Harvard ' B9 A~ 8 42 11 4 92 360 8080 , S48 0 382 07 i i MR B o 19 > S0 30 42 30
SR E S iR o Hih CAVE Bl 48 i 32 5K 76 1 1 I BE IR TR 448 9 % P9 HSTAL AR, 454~ HST %5 ]
PN 51248 F X512 % AL & 31463 i By, 8 35 (1983 O 400~700 nm, #% K (8] [# 24 10 nm.
Harvard B4 440 & 50 Tk 76 [ 28006 F A8 AY 2 N A3 40 HST, R R/ R 139248 % X 1 04018 K &
1A IS Uk B, B 3% 420~720 nm B ] WG o AR SCHUHZE B AR 1 02418 K X 1 02418 2 K/ ER

TS5 .

(a) CAVE dataset
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Fig.9 Average of test results of four evaluation metrics on the CAVE test dataset with different T and P
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3.2.2 HmkEk
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Table 1 Average RMSE, PSNR, ERGAS, and SAM of different methods with scaling factor 6=8 on CAVE

dataset
Method PSNR 4 RMSE ¥ ERGAS ¥ SAM vy
w/o DU 46.016 1.5290 0.683 8 3.813 3
w/o DSFN 45.218 1.726 4 0.779 3 4.103 9
Proposed 47.624 1.323 9 0.5259 3.2111
Test image w/o DU w/o DSFN Proposed
B O R
0.00 0.01 0.02 0.03 0.04

K110 CAVE %4 5 1E 550 nm it BeAS [7) 1 Bl 52 46 11 1% 22 51 (6 =38)
Fig.10  Error maps of different ablation experiments in 550 nm wave band on CAVE dataset(6=8)
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3.3.1 CAVE % #% &£ +#1&

XF CAVE 34 48 12 5K I il UG A7 003, 75 2 45 Fh Rl 5 7 55 9 2 VTN P8 hr - . R 2R T
AR FIETEAR T 455N F R4 CAVE Bl 2l & LR 25 R o 7ER 2, v SRR (/NS GF , A SRR
AR S T8 A R AT DU AR SCR B RO T YR BR T AR L9 IR0 32 B B R SAM 48 AR A T
MHF -net, #800 T BT A 56 4 75 1%, JCH I 24 Ho 9] IR 10/ INE (6=8) , 7 SCHRC 0k A DI s P 5 3%

F2 AEFEECAVEHIESE FHYF 1 RMSE . PSNR.ERGAS 1 SAM(6=8.16.32)
Table 2 Average RMSE, PSNR, ERGAS, and SAM of different methods with three scaling factors (=8,
16, 32) on CAVE dataset

Scale Method PSNR 4 RMSE v ERGAS v SAM ¥
BSR 44.152 1.757 0 0.972 0 3.422 1

NSSR 45.513 1.443 6 0.812 2 3.8735

DHSIS 46.428 1.386 3 0.628 2 3.747 8

s GDRRN 46.841 1.3939 0.589 1 3.366 2

UMAG-Net 46.553 1.4933 0.680 6 3.849 2

MHF-Net 46.471 1.420 3 0.643 0 3.605 3

ANSR 45.846 1.424 8 0.710 4 3.558 1

Proposed 47.624 1.3239 0.5259 3.2111

BSR 41.573 2.3174 0.612 3 4.876 6

NSSR 43.676 1.775 5 0.482 3 4.434 0

DHSIS 44.741 1.8524 0.417 0 4.569 1

16 GDRRN 44.985 1.676 7 0.3754 4.296 1
UMAG-Net 44.871 1.844 7 0.416 7 4.639 8

MHF-Net 45.812 1.5723 0.3524 3.8414

ANSR 44.289 1.674 2 0.390 8 4.336 9

Proposed 46.322 1.492 6 0.324 8 3.8215

BSR 39.162 3.1252 0.3754 6.7559

NSSR 42.227 2.2105 0.322 2 5.687 3

DHSIS 42.369 2.448 4 0.262 6 5.798 6

39 GDRRN 43.439 2.164 2 0.247 6 5.1658
UMAG-Net 43.336 2.286 1 0.248 3 5.254 1

MHF-Net 44.661 1.856 7 0.201 4 4.334 6

ANSR 42.591 2.007 1 0.258 1 5.348 9

Proposed 44 871 1.8321 0.199 2 4.632 3
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Fig.11 Average PSNR of spectral

bands of different methods

on CAVE test dataset
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Test image BSR  NSSR DHSIS GDRRN UMAG-Net MHF-Net ANSR Proposed
BERBARE
04
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K12  CAVEH¥& 478 550 nm 1 BE % 10 8 A 1 K AH R i 22 1 (0=8)

Fig.12 Reconstructed images and corresponding error maps in 550 nm band
images on CAVE dataset (6=28)

#3 AEFAEF Harvard #IE &£ A F 19 RMSE . PSNR.ERGAS #1 SAM (6=8.16.32)
Table 3 Average RMSE, PSNR, ERGAS, and SAM of different methods with three scaling factors (=8,
16, 32) on Harvard dataset

Scale Method PSNR 4 RMSE vy ERGAS v SAM vy
BSR 44.567 1.9219 1.392 3 3.659 2

NSSR 45.325 1.674 7 1.3311 3.5914

DHSIS 46.448 1.747 4 1.3154 3.6956

GDRRN 46.236 1.658 0 1.259 4 3.578 3

o UMAG-Net 46.378 1.690 2 1.219 2 3.5226

MHF-Net 46.499 1.736 5 1.278 6 3.464 0

ANSR 45.951 1.662 3 1.2914 3.396 3

Proposed 46.720 1.628 3 1.1353 3.3653

BSR 43.914 2.0195 0.757 6 3.7214

NSSR 44.771 1.7814 0.683 5 3.684 1

DHSIS 45.576 1.827 0 0.660 9 3.6120

GDRRN 45.755 1.767 6 0.682 1 3.596 2

18 UMAG-Net 46.087 1.814 3 0.635 8 3.618 3
MHF-Net 46.053 1.779 4 0.630 6 3.566 4

ANSR 45.659 1.8913 0.673 5 3.6513

Proposed 46.306 1.7431 0.618 8 3.5657

BSR 42.838 2.1470 0.392 2 3.800 5

NSSR 43.527 1.878 5 0.368 7 3.777 0

DHSIS 45.422 1.923 2 0.348 2 3.795 8

GDRRN 45.442 1.827 4 0.386 6 3.752 4

o UMAG-Net 45.623 1.867 0 0.383 5 3.728 1
MHF-Net 45.811 1.8857 0.329 7 3.669 3

ANSR 44.852 1.901 3 0.358 5 3.700 3

Proposed 45.905 1.836 2 0.327 6 3.677 0
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Fig.13 Average PSNR of spectral ~ Fig.14 Reconstructed images and corresponding error maps of 650 nm band
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