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Abstract—Underwater Image Restoration (UIR) remains a challenging
task in computer vision due to the complex degradation of images
in underwater environments. While recent approaches have leveraged
various deep learning techniques, including Transformers and complex,
parameter-heavy models to achieve significant improvements in restora-
tion effects, we demonstrate that pure CNN architectures with lightweight
parameters can achieve comparable results. In this paper, we introduce
UIR-PolyKernel, a novel method for underwater image restoration that
leverages Polymorphic Large Kernel CNNs. Our approach uniquely
combines large kernel convolutions of diverse sizes and shapes to
effectively capture long-range dependencies within underwater imagery.
Additionally, we introduce a Hybrid Domain Attention module that
integrates frequency and spatial domain attention mechanisms to enhance
feature importance. By leveraging the frequency domain, we can capture
hidden features that may not be perceptible to humans but are crucial
for identifying patterns in both underwater and on-air images. This
approach enhances the generalization and robustness of our UIR model.
Extensive experiments on benchmark datasets demonstrate that UIR-
PolyKernel achieves state-of-the-art performance in underwater image
restoration tasks, both quantitatively and qualitatively. Our results show
that well-designed pure CNN architectures can effectively compete with
more complex models, offering a balance between performance and com-
putational efficiency. This work provides new insights into the potential
of CNN-based approaches for challenging image restoration tasks in un-
derwater environments. The code is available at https://github.com/CXH-
Research/UIR-PolyKernel.

Index Terms—Underwater image restoration, image enhancement,
large kernel CNNs, hybrid domain, frequency domain.

I. INTRODUCTION

Underwater image restoration (UIR) is critical for a wide range
of applications, but images captured underwater often suffer from
severe degradation due to the complex optical properties of water.
This degradation, characterized by reduced visibility, color distortion,
and blurred details, hinders the effectiveness of underwater imaging
systems. Traditional UIR methods, such as UNTV [1]], MLLE [2],
ROP [3]], ADPCC [4]], and WWPF [5], have laid a foundation for
addressing these challenges but often struggle to generalize across
diverse water types and complex underwater scenes due to their
reliance on pre-defined models or specific assumptions.

Deep learning has emerged as a powerful approach for UIR, of-
fering greater flexibility and the ability to learn complex degradation
models directly from data [6]], [7|]. This has led to the development
of various successful CNN-based methods like Ucolor [8]], CLUIE-
Net [9]], and SFGNet [[10], as well as GAN-based frameworks like
TACL [11]], UIE-WD [12], PUGAN [13], and TUDA [14]. More re-
cently, Transformer-based architectures, such as U-Transformer [15]
and URSCT [16], have shown promise due to their ability to capture
long-range dependencies within images. Addressing the scarcity
of labeled data in underwater environments, researchers have ex-
plored semi-supervised learning (e.g., Semi-UIR [17]) and unsu-
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pervised learning (e.g., USUIR [18]). Additionally, hybrid methods
like GUPDM [19] integrate deep learning with prior knowledge,
demonstrating the potential of physics-guided approaches. However,
those high performance methods among them often come with
sophisticated architecture and high computational costs, limiting their
practical application in resource-constrained scenarios [20]—[25].

The success of Transformer-based models can be attributed to their
ability to capture long-range dependencies within images [26]—[35].
However, their self-attention mechanism has a high computational
complexity, making them expensive for high-resolution images or
real-time applications [36]-[40|]. Recent research has shown that
large kernel convolutions [41]-[43]] can effectively mimic the long-
range dependency capture of Transformers with lower computational
overhead.

To leverage the local detail depiction capabilities of CNNs and
the long-range relationship capturing power similar to that of Trans-
formers while maintaining efficiency, we make the following key
contributions:

o We propose UIR-PolyKernel, a lightweight and computationally
efficient pure CNN architecture that achieves state-of-the-art
performance in underwater image restoration by integrating
polymorphic large kernel convolutions of diverse sizes, shapes,
and depths.

« We introduce a Hybrid Domain Attention module that integrates
frequency and spatial domain attention mechanisms to enhance
feature importance, capturing hidden features that may not be
perceptible in the spatial domain and enhancing the network’s
ability to restore fine-grained details.

o Through extensive experiments on benchmark datasets, we
demonstrate that UIR-PolyKernel consistently outperforms ex-
isting methods, including more complex models, challenging the
notion that complex, heavy models are necessary for this task.

II. METHODOLOGY

We present UIR-PolyKernel, an encoder-bottleneck-decoder net-
work for underwater image restoration as shown in Fig. [[] The
network leverages large kernel convolutions applied to downsampled
features to efficiently capture long-range dependencies within the
image. Large Kernel Attention modules (with medium kernel size) are
strategically positioned near the bottleneck to progressively expand
the receptive field. The bottleneck itself incorporates a Composite
Shape Convolution module, which integrates heterotypic convolutions
employing extremely large kernels (31 x 1 Horizontal Strip Convo-
lution, 1 x 31 Vertical Strip Convolution, and 31 x 31 Square Kernel
Convolution). This combination allows for comprehensive capture of
global dependencies, effectively modeling long-range relationships
across the entire feature map. Finally, a hybrid domain attention
mechanism operating on the highest resolution input/output feature
maps preserves fine-grained details crucial for high-fidelity image
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Fig. 1. The overall architecture of the proposed UIR-PolyKernel model. This model utilizes three resolution levels of feature maps, generated by two pairs
of downsampling and upsampling operations. Each downsampling operation halves the spatial dimensions of the feature map while doubling the number of
channels, with upsampling operations performing the inverse. The initial number of channels in the first level of feature maps is 36.

restoration. The following subsections provide a detailed description
of each module, starting with the bottleneck and moving towards the
finest encoder/decoder scales.

A. Composite Shape Convolution (CSC) Module

The feature maps inputted to the bottleneck come from the
encoder’s final module and are at a reduced resolution of one-
fourth the original input; with our network primarily trained on
256 x 256 image patches, this results in 64 x 64 feature maps.
Inspired by OKNet [43]], our initial exploration involved employing
extremely large kernel convolutions (e.g., 63 X 63) at this stage to
capture global contextual information, crucial for restoring spatially
coherent features often degraded in underwater images. However,
such large kernels incur significant computational costs. To strike a
balance between receptive field size and computational efficiency, we
experimented with different kernel sizes (15, 31, and 63), ultimately
selecting 31 x 31 kernels.

To further mitigate the computational burden of square-shaped
large kernels and capture multi-scale features relevant to varying
degrees of degradation in underwater scenes, we take inspiration from
OKNet and LSKA [44] and adopt strip-shaped convolutions. The core
part of the CSC module is the parallel composition of four depth-
wise polymorphic kernel convolutions: 31 x 1 (horizontal), 1 x 31
(vertical), 31 x 31 (square) and 1x 1 (point-wise). It can be formulated
as:

CSCeore(F) =Conviy 1 (F) + Convi¥s, (F)

dw

(D
+ Convglfjx?,l(F) + Conviy, (F),

where F represents the input feature map, and Conv{, denotes
a depth-wise convolution with a kernel size of £ x k. The strip-
shaped convolutions in the CSC module allow the network to capture
anisotropic features common in underwater scenes, such as the
varying degrees of attenuation and scattering along different spatial
dimensions. The square-shaped convolution ensures that the module
can still capture isotropic features when necessary. The 1 x 1 point-
wise depth-wise convolution calibrates pixel-wise weights directly,
enhancing the module’s ability to adapt to local variations in the
image.

Since depth-wise convolutions only process relationships within
the same channel, an additional 1 X 1 point-wise convolution follows
this parallel architecture to calibrate inter-channel dependencies. This
combination of diverse, extremely large kernel shapes and efficient
depth-wise convolutions forms our proposed CSC Module. This mod-
ule effectively captures long-range relationships without excessively

increasing computational demands, which is particularly important
at the bottleneck stage where global context is crucial for restoring
visually coherent underwater images.

B. Large Kernel Attention (LKA) Module

While the CSC Module excels at capturing global context, enhanc-
ing multi-scale feature representation requires attention to medium-
range relationships. To address this, we introduce Large Kernel
Attention (LKA) Modules at two levels within the encoder-decoder
structure, positioned symmetrically in both the encoder and decoder.
These modules operate on feature maps downsampled to half and
one-quarter of the original resolution, respectively.

Inspired by VAN [41], each LKA Module employs a sequential
arrangement of a 5 x 5 depth-wise convolution, a 7 x 7 depth-wise
dilated convolution (dilation rate 3), and an 1 x 1 convolution. This
configuration effectively simulates a 19 x 19 convolution, enabling
the network to capture medium-range relationships crucial for recon-
structing underwater images often exhibiting degradation and feature
correlations at these scales. The resulting attention maps are then
multiplied element-wise with the input feature maps, guiding the
network to focus on relevant medium-scale features. This mechanism
bridges the gap between fine-grained details and the global context,
fostering a hierarchical understanding of the scene essential for high-
quality underwater image restoration.

C. Hybrid Domain Attention (HDA) Module

While the CSC and LKA modules effectively address large-scale
degradation and color distortion by capturing global and medium-
range features, preserving fine textures and details requires attention
at the finest level of detail. To this end, we introduce the Hybrid
Domain Attention (HDA) Module, strategically positioned at the
beginning of the encoder and the end of the decoder, respectively,
operating on feature maps that retain the original input resolution.

Recognizing that frequency domain analysis offers a complemen-
tary perspective on image features, our HDA Module leverages both
spatial and frequency domain information. As illustrated in Fig.[T] the
HDA Module contains two sequential blocks: the Frequency-Domain
Pixel Attention (FDPA) block and the Spatial-Domain Channel At-
tention (SDCA) block. In the FDPA block, the input feature maps first
undergo two 1 X 1 convolution branches. One branch is transformed
into the frequency domain using a Fast Fourier Transform (FFT),
while the other branch remains in the spatial domain. The spatial
domain features from the second branch are then multiplied element-
wise with the frequency domain representation from the first branch,



TABLE 1
QUANTITATIVE COMPARISON ON THE PAIRED TEST SETS UIEB, EUVP, AND LSUI, AND THE UNPAIRED TEST SET RUIE.

|  Computational Cost | UIEB | EUVP | LSUI | RUIE
Method | MACS(G) Params(M) | PSNR  SSIM LPIPS UCIQE | PSNR SSIM LPIPS UCIQE | PSNR  SSIM LPIPS UCIQE | UCIQE
UNTV [1] - - 16.46  0.669 0.420 0.436 17.63  0.611 0.335 0.481 18.36  0.660  0.376 0.449 0.430
MLLE [2] - - 18.74 0.814 0.234 0.444 15.14  0.633 0.323 0.474 17.87 0.730 0.278 0.457 0.434
ROP (3] - - 18.48 0.849 0.209 0.454 1534  0.714 0.343 0.441 17.38 0.806 0.281 0.448 0.461
ADPCC [4] - - 17.33  0.819 0.219 0.485 1520  0.692  0.349 0.495 1620  0.763 0.299 0.481 0.447
WWPF |[5] - - 18.60  0.822 0.218 0.446 1595  0.648 0.337 0.467 1790  0.739  0.283 0.456 0.442
Ucolor [8] 1002.00 105.51 1837  0.814  0.221 0.370 2372 0.828 0.205 0.408 2130  0.821 0.225 0.362 0.256
CLUIE-Net [9 31.13 13.40 19.95 0.874 0.168 0.403 24.85 0.844 0.186 0.415 23.57 0.864 0.175 0.396 0.331
TACL [11] 120.03 28.29 19.83 0.761 0.222 0.427 20.99 0.782 0.213 0.440 2297 0.828 0.176 0.433 0.419
UIE-WD [12] 51.38 1449 | 2028  0.848 0.198 0.407 17.80  0.760  0.292 0.440 19.23  0.803 0.284 0.410 0.343
URSCT [16] 18.11 1126 | 22.77 0915 0.120 0.432 25.74  0.855 0.180 0.425 25.87  0.883 0.146 0417 0.384
USUIR |[18] 14.81 0.23 22.48 0.907 0.124 0.427 2194  0.810 0.239 0.408 23.75 0.860 0.184 0.412 0.390
GUPDM |[19] 95.80 1.49 22.13 0.903 0.131 0.427 24.79 0.847 0.184 0.431 25.33 0.877 0.150 0.420 0.380
PUGAN |[13] 75.40 101.19 | 20.52  0.812 0.216 0.418 2258  0.820 0.212 0.425 23.14 0836 0.216 0413 0.369
Semi-UIR [17] 72.88 331 23.64 0.888 0.120 0.428 24.59 0.821 0.172 0.424 2540  0.843 0.160 0.419 0.385
TUDA [14] 85.43 2.73 22.72 0915 0.118 0.429 23.73 0.843 0.207 0.415 2552  0.878 0.154 0.417 0.392
U-Transformer |[15] 2.98 2282 | 2075 0.810 0.228 0.434 2499 0829 0.238 0.434 25.15 0.838  0.221 0.427 0.409
SFGNet [10] 81.58 1.30 19.57 0.685 0.214 0.432 22.68 0.585 0.221 0.442 22.71 0.653 0.204 0.426 0.390
Ours 13.67 1.84 23.52 0.925 0.105 0.458 2642  0.866 0.154 0.449 26.55 0.888 0.125 0.451 0.440

effectively integrating attention from both domains. After applying an
inverse FFT, this frequency domain attention map is combined with
the original input features through a weighted addition. The entire
process of FDPA can be formulated as:

FDPA(F) = o-IFFT(FFT(Conv1(F))®Convl(F))+5-F, (2)

where F' represents the input features, Convl denotes an 1 x 1
convolution, ® represents element-wise multiplication, and « and /3
are learnable parameters that control the contribution of the frequency
domain attention and the original input features, respectively.

To further refine the feature representation, we incorporate channel-
wise attention in the SDCA block. Global average pooling is applied
to the output of the previous step, generating a channel-wise de-
scriptor. This descriptor is then used to spatially calibrate the feature
map, emphasizing channels that contribute most significantly to the
restoration task. This combination of spatial and frequency domain
attention, along with channel-wise refinement, allows the HDA Mod-
ule to effectively capture and enhance fine details, complementing the
coarser-level processing of the CSC and LKA modules.

D. Loss Function

The primary objective during model training is to minimize the
difference between the restored output image and the reference
target image. It is important to note that the reference target, while
consisting of high-quality results from state-of-the-art methods, does
not represent the true ground truth. Our goal is to surpass these
existing methods and establish a new benchmark in underwater image
restoration. To achieve this, we employ a composite loss function:

3

where L, denotes the pixel-level similarity loss, specifically the
SmoothL1Loss, L£s represents the structural similarity loss, which
is equivalent to 1 — SSIM, and £, pertains to the underwater image
quality loss, equivalent to 1 — UCIQE. The weights w1, w2, and
w3, which have been optimized through experimental procedures,
are assigned values of 1, 0.2, and 0.01, respectively.

L=wy-Ly+ws Ls+ws-La,

III. EXPERIMENT
A. Datasets and Evaluation Metrics

Underwater image datasets are generally divided into synthetic
and real-world types, with models trained on synthetic data often

struggling to adapt to real scenes. To address this, we selected
training data from three high-quality real-world datasets: UIEB [45]],
EUVP [46], and LSUI [15], which offer diverse and high-quality
underwater images. Specifically, we randomly sampled 800 images
from UIEB, 2000 from EUVP, and 2000 from LSUI for training.

For a comprehensive evaluation of the performance and gener-
alization of our method, we compiled paired test sets consisting
of 90 UIEB images, 200 EUVP samples, and 200 LSUI samples,
ensuring no overlap with the training set. Additionally, to test the
generalizability to non-trained domains, we included 200 unpaired
test images from RUIE [47]. This diverse set of test data allows
for a comprehensive evaluation of the methods’ performance and
generalization capabilities across a wide range of underwater images
with varying levels of difficulty.

We employ four widely recognized metrics, including reference
metrics PSNR, SSIM, and LPIPS, and the non-reference metric
UCIQE. PSNR and SSIM assess the fidelity and structural similarity
of the pixels, while LPIPS evaluates the perceptual similarity based
on human perception. UCIQE, specifically designed for underwater
images, considers reasonable imaging parameters such as chroma,
saturation, and contrast. These diverse metrics provide a thorough and
balanced assessment of each method’s performance in the underwater
image restoration task.

B. Implementation Details

Experiments use PyTorch on Ubuntu with an NVIDIA RTX 4090
GPU. A batch size of 16 is employed, with initial and minimal
learning rates of 2 x 107 and 1 x 107°, respectively. The AdamW
optimizer and Cosine Annealing Learning Rate Scheduler are applied.
Training lasts 500 epochs with images resized to 256 x 256 pixels, us-
ing data augmentation like cropping, flipping, rotation, transposition,
and scaling.

C. Comparisons with State-of-the-arts

Table [I] presents the quantitative results of our experiments. For
a fair comparison, all deep learning methods were retrained on the
same training datasets as our method, with settings consistent with
their original papers. UIR-PolyKernel achieved the highest scores in
most referenced metrics, with the exception of ranking second behind
Semi-UIR [17] in PSNR on the UIEB dataset. In all other results,
our method leads other approaches by a large margin. Although
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Fig. 2. Visual comparison of the proposed method with two leading traditional approaches and the three top-performing deep learning methods.

UCIQE tends to favor traditional methods, which often exhibit lower
visual quality compared to deep learning approaches, we limit our
UCIQE comparison to the deep learning methods. Although not
absolutely reliable, the UCIQE metric still provides a certain level
of reference value. As observed in Table [I} our method achieves the
highest UCIQE score on all test sets compared to other deep learning
methods. This superior performance demonstrates the effectiveness
of our approach in restoring underwater images and its ability to
generalize well across different underwater environments.

To provide a comprehensive evaluation of the methods, we also re-
port the computational cost in terms of MACs (Multiply-Accumulate
Operations) and the number of parameters (Params) for each model in
Table[] Our method achieves the best balance between computational
cost and evaluation metrics.

Figure [2| provides a visual comparison of our method against two
leading traditional approaches (ADPCC [4], WWPF [3])) and the
three top-performing deep learning methods (GUPDM [[19], Semi-
UIR (T7], URSCT [16]). As illustrated in the figure, UIR-PolyKernel
effectively addresses various underwater image degradation issues,
including color distortion, blurriness, and low contrast. The restored
images exhibit vibrant colors, sharp details, and improved overall
visual quality, closely resembling the target images. This visual
comparison further confirms the effectiveness of our proposed method
in producing high-quality underwater image restoration results.

D. Ablation Studies

We conduct ablation studies to validate each component of UIR-
PolyKernel. Table shows results averaged across the UIEB, EUVP,

TABLE II
ABLATION RESULTS AVERAGED ON UIEB, EUVP AND LSUI.

HDA

UNet CSC LKA SDCA  FDPA PSNRT  SSIMT LPIPS| UCIQE?T
v X X X X 23.13 0.871 0.173 0.431
v v X X X 2442 0.882 0.151 0.439
v X v X X 24.71 0.889 0.137 0.449
v v v X X 24.86 0.888 0.137 0.445
v v v v X 25.24 0.891 0.133 0.450
v v v v v 25.50 0.893 0.128 0.453

and LSUI datasets. We constructed the model starting from a
backbone UNet with the same overall architecture and number of
modules as our full model, but with a higher parameter count of
1.985M compared to our full model’s 1.837M. This ensures that
the effectiveness of our method is not solely due to an increase in
parameter count.

We progressively incorporated our proposed modules into the
backbone U-Net, replacing the corresponding original modules at
each step. First, we conducted two separate experiments: one adding
the CSC module at the bottleneck and another incorporating the
LKA module at two downsampled layers. Both modifications led to
improvements across all metrics, highlighting the individual benefits
of global context (CSC) and capturing medium-range relationships
(LKA). Integrating both CSC and LKA modules into the backbone
yielded even greater improvements, particularly in PSNR, demon-
strating their complementary advantages in capturing multi-scale
features. Next, we integrated the SDCA module into the HDA
module, resulting in additional performance gains and highlighting
the effectiveness of spatial channel-wise attention. Finally, adding the
FDPA module to the HDA module led to the most significant perfor-
mance gains, emphasizing the importance of leveraging attention in
the spatial and frequency domains at the finest detail level.

These ablation studies demonstrate that each component in UIR-
PolyKernel contributes to its superior performance. The combination
of polymorphic large kernel convolutions and hybrid domain attention
effectively addresses the challenges inherent in underwater image
restoration.

IV. CONCLUSION

This paper introduces UIR-PolyKernel, a novel underwater image
restoration method using polymorphic large kernel CNNs. Our ap-
proach combines diverse large kernel convolutions within an encoder-
bottleneck-decoder architecture, capturing global and medium-range
dependencies. A hybrid domain attention module enhances fine
texture preservation. Experiments demonstrate state-of-the-art perfor-
mance on benchmark datasets, surpassing existing methods in both
quantitative metrics and qualitative assessments. UIR-PolyKernel
showcases the effectiveness of well-designed CNN architectures,



offering a balance between performance and computational efficiency
suitable for real-world applications.
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