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Abstract—Hyperspectral dehazing (HyDHZ) has become a
crucial signal processing technology to facilitate the subsequent
identification and classification tasks, as the AVIRIS data
portal reports a massive portion of haze-corrupted areas in
typical hyperspectral remote sensing images. The idea of inverse
problem transform (IPT) has been proposed in recent remote
sensing literature in order to reformulate a hardly tractable
inverse problem (e.g., HyDHZ) into a relatively simple one.
Considering the emerging spectral super-resolution (SSR)
technique, which spectrally upsamples multispectral data to
hyperspectral data, we aim to solve the challenging HyDHZ
problem by reformulating it as an SSR problem. Roughly
speaking, the proposed algorithm first automatically selects
some uncorrupted/informative spectral bands, from which
SSR is applied to spectrally upsample the selected bands in
the feature space, thereby obtaining a clean hyperspectral
image (HSI). The clean HSI is then further refined by a deep
transformer network to obtain the final dehazed HSI, where
a global attention mechanism is designed to capture non-local
information. There are very few HyDHZ works in existing
literature, and this paper introduces the powerful spatial-spectral
transformer into HyDHZ for the first time. Remarkably, the
proposed transformer-driven IPT-based HyDHZ (T2HyDHZ) is
a blind algorithm without requiring the user to manually select
the corrupted region. Extensive experiments demonstrate the
superiority of T2HyDHZ with less color distortion.

Index Terms— Inverse problem, image dehazing, spectral
super-resolution, transformer, hyperspectral remote sensing, au-
tomated band selection.

I. INTRODUCTION

A. Overview

Hyperspectral image (HSI) data contains a wealth of spec-
tral information from visible to short-wave infrared (VSWIR)
regions with wavelengths between 400 and 2500 nm, which
has led to impactful development and influence [1]–[3].
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Specifically, HSI has been endowed with extensive appli-
cations in remote sensing, including land cover classifica-
tion, change detection, environment monitoring, and mangrove
mapping [4]–[8]. However, these practical applications [9]
may face a significant challenge — the scarcity of applicable
data due to atmospheric effects on image quality [10]. As
stated in the Airborne Visible/Infrared Imaging Spectrometer
(AVIRIS) data portal from 2006 to 2021, only a small amount
of the acquired HSIs are completely free from atmospheric
interference, while the remaining are affected by atmospheric
particle absorption and the reflection of airlight [11], [12], such
as haze or cloud coverage. To address the lack of data, one
potential solution is to re-photograph the area during better
atmospheric conditions. However, this approach could result
in additional expenses and time costs. Moreover, it might not
be feasible if the site is frequently impacted by haze pollution.

As more practical solutions, various dehazing algorithms
have been developed to restore hazy images, which can be
broadly classified into three categories: dark-object subtraction
(DOS) model-based [13], atmospheric scattering (AS) model-
based [14], and neural network (NN) model-based methods
[15]. Before comprehensively introducing these approaches
below, it is essential to remark that the hyperspectral dehazing
(HyDHZ) problem is similar to but different from the hyper-
spectral inpainting problem [16], [17]. First, the DOS model
assumes that the clean image X can be retrieved by directly
eliminating the haze component H from the original hazy
image Y , defined as follows:

Y = X +H, (1)

where Y , X , and H ∈ RH×W×C with the size of height H ,
width W , and bands C, respectively; RH×W×C is the H ×
W × C-dimensional real-valued 3-way tensor space. Second,
the AS model mathematically describes the absorption and the
scattering effect of light through atmospheric particles or water
droplets, as defined in recent literature [11], [18]:

Y = X ⊙ T +A⊙ (1H×W×C − T ), (2)

where T and A ∈ RH×W×C represent the medium transmis-
sion and the global atmospheric light [19, Figure 2], respec-
tively; ⊙ denotes the Hadamard product; 1H×W×C denotes
the tensor with all-one elements in the given dimension.
In summary, (2) depicts that a hazy image comprises the
direct attenuation of the radiance scene (i.e., term X ⊙ T )
and the ambient light present in the atmosphere (i.e., term
A⊙(1H×W×C−T )) according to the Beer-Lambert law [19].
Third, the NN model is designed to generate an efficient non-
linear function fθ(·) by iteratively updating the network pa-
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rameters θ with the back-propagation algorithm [20], thereby
learning the mapping from the corrupted HSI to its clean
counterpart. Compared to the DOS model, the AS model
further considers the AS effects rather than just treating the
haze component as a noise component to be removed. Thus,
since the AS model considers the natural physical meaning,
it has been utilized to simulate the testing hazy data in recent
literature [21], [22]. However, these models are limited to
representing only linear relationships. By contrast, the NN
model offers another perspective to solve the dehazing problem
by capturing non-linear relationships of atmospheric effects
through well-developed deep-learning technology.

B. Related Work

Due to the limited research on hyperspectral dehazing (Hy-
DHZ), this section will further explore existing multispectral
dehazing (MuDHZ) methods with recent dehazing algorithms,
as categorized in sequence.

Inspired by the DOS model in (1), Kang et al. [12] proposed
a two-step HyDHZ algorithm called fog model-based HSI
defogging (FHD). First, FHD calculates a fog intensity map
by subtracting the average of visible bands from the average
of infrared bands and then estimates corresponding haze
abundance by manually selecting the same land cover with
different haze levels (i.e., hazy and clean land covers). Second,
FHD eliminates the haze component from the hazy HSI by
utilizing the fog intensity and associated haze abundance
maps [23]. Apart from the DOS-based method, Guo et al.
[11] proposed an optimized-based AS model (MDOAS) for
MuDHZ, which considers the relationship between the scat-
tering coefficient and wavelength to estimate the transmission
rate and atmosphere light for obtaining a recovered dehazed
result. With the development of NN, Qin et al. [24] proposed
a parallel-wise cascaded convolutional neural network (CNN)
with a residual structure to extract and fuse multi-scale features
for restoring hazy Landsat-8 operational land imager (OLI)
multispectral images. Guo et al. [21] proposed another residual
learning-based network, RSDehazeNet, further considers both
local and global features by utilizing the channel attention
mechanism to focus on the critical informative bands, thereby
improving the accuracy and robustness of the image recovery
process. Furthermore, Ma et al. [22] proposed a classical resid-
ual network with spectral grouping and multi-scale attention
modules, SG-Net, to recover the hazy HSI successfully. It is
worth noting that Song et al. [25] proposed GUNet, a variant
UNet combining residual blocks with gating mechanisms and
selective kernels, which achieved satisfactory dehazing results
on the RS-Haze dataset. Besides, similar to the concept of
FHD, Zi et al. [26] proposed a UNet-based multispectral thin
cloud removal network (MTCRN) to estimate a more accurate
thin cloud thickness map as a reference and then calculate the
thickness coefficients of each band with a mathematical imag-
ing model, effectively removing thin clouds from Landsat-8
OLI multispectral images. From another perspective, Gan et
al. [27] proposed a novel unmixing-based HyDHZ approach,
termed as HUD. Specifically, HUD treats haze in the HSI as
one of the endmembers in the unmixing model [28], [29].

Domain 1

Domain 2

Input 1 Inverse Problem 1 
 (IP1)

Output

Inverse Problem 2 
 (IP2)

Input 2

Fig. 1: Graphical illustration of the idea of inverse problem
transform (IPT), which solves the more challenging IP1 in
another domain wherein a relatively easier IP2 can be more
efficiently addressed.

To separate haze information from the observed hazy image,
HUD adopted a fast algorithm for linearly unmixing (FUN)
[30] for reconstructing the image with sum-to-one and non-
negative assumptions. Besides, Tang et al. proposed CODE-
HD [31] based on a radically new CODE theory [32] by
combining convex optimization (CO) and deep learning (DE)
to recover hazy HSIs. CODE theory was initially developed
to solve the hyperspectral inpainting problem in scenarios
where only a small dataset is available. Benefitting from the
CODE framework, CODE-HD employs the Q-norm as a deep
regularizer to extract spatial information from a rough DE
solution, which is trained with limited small data. By further
considering additional temporal information, Ma et al. [33]
proposed a multi-temporal HyDHZ algorithm called TIIN,
which fuses the dehazed result using haze-free information
captured at different dates. Nevertheless, this approach incurs
extra time for data acquisition.

C. Motivation and Theory

However, potential limitations exist in the benchmark
MuDHZ and HyDHZ methods (i.e., MDOAS and FHD),
which depend on laboriously handcrafted parameters and set-
tings that are challenging to be well-adjusted for general users.
Therefore, these hindrances inspire us to ask the question: Is it
possible to design a fast, high-performance HyDHZ algorithm
without requiring the users to adjust handcrafted parameters
or to identify the haze-corrupted regions manually? This is
affirmative and has driven us to design a non-parameter end-to-
end network for HyDHZ. Inspired by the natural characteristic
of transmission rate over wavelength, we design an inter-
pretable network that ingeniously utilizes the physical meaning
discussed in Section II-A. Specifically, from the physical
perspective, we transform a hardly tractable inverse problem
(e.g., HyDHZ) into a relatively well-studied one as the inverse
problem transform IPT-motivated method, which aligns with
natural properties and physical meanings, detailed in Section
II-A. The idea behind IPT [34] is to simplify a complex
inverse problem (IP1) into a more manageable inverse problem
(IP2) by leveraging physical interpretations. As graphically
illustrated in Figure 1, the IPT theory is practically very helpful
if the following three conditions hold true:

1) Both IP1 and IP2 have the same target output.
2) The input of IP1 (i.e., input 1) can be transformed into

the input of IP2 (i.e., input 2).
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Fig. 2: Graphical illustration of the proposed T2HyDHZ network structure, which consists of three fundamental blocks, namely
the auto band selection (ABS), spectral reconstruction (SR), and spectral-spatial enhancement (SSE) blocks. Particularly, the
SSE block comprises spectral refinement (SpeR) and spatial refinement (SpaR), which adopt global self-attention in specific
spectral and spatial dimensions (i.e., Attspe and Attspa), respectively. Additionally, a feed-forward network (FFN) is employed
to obtain higher-level features after the global attention mechanism in the refinement step.

3) IP2 has been more extensively studied (or can be more
easily solved) than IP1.

In recent years, the spectral super-resolution (SSR) problem
has drawn considerable attention [35]–[38], while there are
very few works on HyDHZ (cf. condition 3). Most importantly,
utilizing the abovementioned natural physical meaning leads
to an interpretable and feasible model design. So, we aim to
solve the highly challenging HyDHZ problem (i.e., IP1) by
transforming it into the SSR problem (i.e., IP2). Note that
condition 1 and condition 2 are also satisfied, as explained
below. In condition 1, SSR aims to construct a complete HSI
(from an input multispectral image (MSI)), whereas HyDHZ
seeks to restore a complete HSI (from an input haze-corrupted
HSI); in other words, both SSR and HyDHZ have the same
output. Regarding condition 2, the input of IP1 (i.e., haze-
corrupted HSI) can be transformed into the input of IP2 (i.e.,
clean/informative MSI) through the proposed band selection
technique. Specifically, our method will automatically select
those clean/informative bands from the original haze-corrupted
HSI to form a clean/informative MSI, which is then spectrally
super-resolved by SSR to obtain the target clean/informative
HSI. As all three conditions are fulfilled, we implement an
IPT-motivated deep end-to-end transformer network.

D. Contributions

The proposed transformer-driven IPT-based HyDHZ
(T2HyDHZ) is a blind algorithm without requiring the user
to manually select the corrupted region; while it is very
fast as both transform and SSR stages can be efficiently
implemented. T2HyDHZ makes notable advances in HyDHZ,
as evidenced by its outstanding dehazing results in both

qualitative and quantitative analyses. The major contributions
of this article are summarized as follows:

• A user-friendly and fully automatic NN model is pro-
posed for HyDHZ, obviating the necessity for manual
parameter tuning. Furthermore, T2HyDHZ is a blind
algorithm, meaning that the users do not need to manually
label those haze-corrupted regions, which is a daunting
task required by other benchmark methods.

• By adopting the IPT concept, the HyDHZ problem is
innovatively reformulated as an SSR problem and then
effectively solved. The T2HyDHZ network contains i)
an auto band selection (ABS) module that selects infor-
mative bands from hazy hyperspectral bands to form a
clean MSI, ii) a spectral reconstruction (SR) module that
generates a spectrally super-resolved solution, and iii) a
refinement module that improves spectral-spatial details
in the final outcome. The three fundamental yet effective
modules yield state-of-the-art HyDHZ performance both
quantitatively and qualitatively.

• For the first time, the spatial-spectral transformer module
is introduced into the HyDHZ problem, which allows us
to capture global relationships using a global attention
mechanism. Besides, the overall computational time is
much faster than existing benchmark methods.

In the remainder of this article, we provide a comprehensive
overview of our proposed method for tackling the challeng-
ing high-dimensional HyDHZ problem in remote sensing.
In Section II, we will present an in-depth explanation of
the proposed T2HyDHZ algorithm. In Section III, extensive
experiments with synthetic and natural hazy data are presented
and analyzed; particularly, ablation studies are conducted to
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(a) 463nm (b) 550nm (c) 648nm (d) 2027nm

(e) 2117nm (f) 2177nm (g) 2277nm (h) 2366nm

Fig. 3: Gray-scale images show the pollution extent of different
center wavelengths in the AVIRIS HSI data over Arizona,
USA. (a)-(c) is in visible bands. (d)-(h) is in infrared bands.

demonstrate the effectiveness of each module of the proposed
framework, to assess the efficacy of the Lsparsity loss, and to
evaluate the benefits of the concatenation component within
the framework in Section III-E. Finally, we conclude our
findings and insights in Section IV.

II. BLIND HYPERSPECTRAL IMAGE DEHAZING VIA
TRANSFORMER-DRIVEN INVERSE PROBLEM TRANSFORM

In this section, we propose a novel framework to solve
the HyDHZ problem motivated by the IPT theory [34]. This
framework offers an effective solution by transforming the
challenging dehazing problem into an SSR problem. By this
problem transformation, the issue of HyDHZ can be solved
by performing SSR on informative bands of the hazy image.
As shown in Figure 2, the proposed end-to-end network
consists of three modules: the auto band selection (ABS)
block, the spectral reconstruction (SR) block, and the spectral-
spatial enhancement (SSE) block. In addition, the designed
network is a blind HyDHZ method, which eliminates the
need for handcrafted parameter settings (i.e., manual parameter
adjustment and haze/non-haze region selection), which are
required in existing HyDHZ methods.

A. Inverse Problem Transform (IPT) on HyDHZ Problem

The concept of IPT stems from the physical characteristics
and properties of authentic hazy images. In recent literature
[11], [12], it has been observed that the transmission rate
is higher for longer wavelengths, implying that the impact
of haze is smaller on spectral bands corresponding to longer
wavelengths. To facilitate the comprehension of the readers,
Figure 3 displays the extent of pollution in various bands
from a real hazy AVIRIS HSI over Arizona, USA. One can
see that the pollution extent decreases as the wavelength
increases. Accordingly, we aim to design an interpretable
model that utilizes those informative bands with less pollution.
Motivated by the idea behind IPT, if we can identify high-
quality bands in a hazy image, the HyDHZ problem (i.e.,
IP1) can be reformulated as the SSR problem (i.e., IP2) with
exact physical significance, implying both IPs have the same

objective to recover target output (cf. condition 1 in Section
I). As demonstrated in Figure 1, we provide an illustration to
enhance comprehension of the IPT concept. Please refer to
Section I to get a better sense of applying the IPT theory with
three basic conditions. IPT was initially designed to solve a
challenging IP1 in a more friendly problem domain wherein
another IP2 can be resolved more efficiently [34]. By drawing
inspiration from the abovementioned real physical meaning
and motivated by IPT theory, we present a novel method
T2HyDHZ to tackle the challenging HyDHZ problem (i.e.,
IP1) by solving the more well-studied spectral super-resolution
(SSR) problem (i.e., IP2).

As the SSR problem has drawn considerable attention [35]–
[38] (cf. condition 3 in Section I), we aim to solve the highly
challenging HyDHZ problem (i.e., IP1) by transforming it
into the SSR problem (i.e., IP2). Most importantly, utilizing
the abovementioned natural physical meaning leads to an
interpretable and feasible model design. Note that condition
1 and condition 2 are also satisfied. For condition 1, SSR
aims to construct a complete HSI (from an input MSI),
whereas HyDHZ seeks to restore a complete HSI (from an
input haze-corrupted HSI); in other words, both SSR and
HyDHZ have the same output (cf. condition 1 in Section I).
Moreover, the input of IP1 (i.e., haze-corrupted HSI) can be
transformed into the input of IP2 (i.e., clean/informative MSI)
through the proposed band selection technique. Specifically,
our method will automatically select those clean/informative
bands from the original haze-corrupted HSI, allowing us to
form a clean/informative MSI that will then be spectrally
super-resolved to obtain the target clean/informative HSI (cf.
condition 2 in Section I).

Unlike the original IPT framework, we design a modified
version of IPT that maximizes available information by further
adopting a shortcut connection with hazy HSI Y to achieve
optimal performance, which is evaluated in Section III-E. In
summary, we propose a physical-meaning-driven and IPT-
motivated approach utilizing a deep end-to-end transformer
network. By reframing the HyDHZ problem, we can offer
an efficient solution with a different perspective using an
interpretable and customized neural network model based on
SSR. The proposed deep transformer only needs to learn
the non-linear relationship between spectral bands, which is
comparatively less complex than solving IP1 and leads to a
much faster computational speed thanks to the IPT theory.

B. Auto Band Selection (ABS)

In Section II-B, we will introduce how to obtain the input
2 (i.e., clean/informative MSI) for solving IP2 (i.e., SSR
problem). The ABS block is designed to automatically select
clean/information MSI, providing enough spatial information
for the subsequent SR step. As mentioned in Section II-A,
light with longer wavelengths exhibits higher transmission
rates. This natural fact implies that the ground information
of these bands can more easily penetrate through the haze
and hence be captured by sensors, thereby generating clearer
images. Building upon this physical property, a feasible strat-
egy is to directly select the bands of longer wavelengths as
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the input for subsequent SSR. However, this strategy may
result in overlooking other bands that could potentially offer
valuable information for SSR. With this concern, we opt
for an alternative design approach: integrating band selection
within the overall network architecture to create an end-to-
end model. This design brings the advantage of providing the
model greater flexibility for automatic adjustment based on the
datasets, leading to an overall improved model fitting [39].

In the ABS block, we devise a novel mechanism that
combines channel attention and additional filtering, named
as the band attention mechanism, to select clean/informative
bands and assign importance weights to each selected band.
Specifically, the proposed method first utilizes the channel
attention mechanism to learn individual weights for each band
of input data. Then, the weights are multiplied on each of
the spectral bands, resulting in a weighted hyperspectral cube,
thereby enabling the model to focus on more crucial and
significant information. Finally, a rectified linear unit (ReLU)
operator ReLU(·) [40] is applied to filter the data weighted
by the channel attention mechanism. Thus, only positive-
weighted bands are retained with ReLU filtering, while others
become zero matrices. The channel attention mechanism is
implemented by a 1× 1 depthwise convolutional layer fθD(·),
where θD defines the learning weights in fθD(·). To conclude,
the procedure of the ABS block for selecting clean/informative
bands is defined as follows:

Ys = ReLU(fθD(Y )), (3)

where Ys ∈ RH×W×C represents the clean/informative MSI
consisting of weighted selected and zero-valued bands for end-
to-end training. Through the above procedure, the selection of
clean/informative bands can be effectively implemented. To
briefly explain, the ABS process involves assigning weights
to capture information and filtering out negative-valued bands,
enabling the network to identify informative bands with pos-
itive weights. This process will create a 3-D cube with the
same size as the input HSI, including informative bands with
positive values and uninformative bands with zero values. If
we neglect the zero-valued bands (i.e., uninformative bands),
this 3-D cube can be viewed as a weighted MSI.

To gain a better understanding of the selected band by the
ABS block, Figure 4 illustrates the positive learning weights
of fθD(·) ∈ R172 after being filtered with the ReLU operator.
Besides, the channel attention mechanism selects the most
significant bands for the ABS module with positive weights,
while unselected bands are set to zero. Notably, longer wave-
length bands (i.e., the relatively clean infrared region) receive
higher weights compared to shorter wavelength bands (i.e.,
the visible region). Furthermore, since the neighboring bands
of HSI have highly correlated information, the ABS block
learns to select representative bands from adjacent regions,
even in the long wavelength. This result highly aligns with
prior knowledge on transmission rate and band correlation,
thereby demonstrating the physical meaning of the proposed
ABS module in selecting clean/informative bands. In addition,
the effectiveness of the proposed ABS module on the overall
model will be double-verified using the ablation study in
Section III-E.

Fig. 4: Visual presentation of bands selected by the ABS block.
The bands are ordered according to their wavelengths, so the
infrared bands are indexed by those i > 41. One can see that
those informative bands (i.e., with higher attention weights)
do mostly concentrate on the relatively clean infrared region.

C. Spectral Reconstruction (SR)

After successfully acquiring clean/informative bands se-
lected by the ABS block, the next step is to reconstruct a
spectrally super-resolved solution Xpre by SSR. Hence, for
generating the target clean/informative HSI from the specified
bands selected by the ABS block, we adopt an encoder-
decoder structure and the Gaussian error linear units (GeLU)
[41] to learn the representations in the embedding space,
defined as follows:

Encoder(X) = σ(fθ2(σ(fθ1(X)))), (4)
Decoder(X) = σ(fθ5(σ(fθ4(σ(fθ3(X)))))), (5)

where σ(·) denotes the GeLU activation function; fθi(·) is
the ith convolutional layers of the SR block, as illustrated
in Figure 2; θi means the corresponding learning weights in
fθi(·); X represents the 3-D tensor as input.

First, an encoder with two convolutional layers is em-
ployed to generate feature maps without haze components
from the clean/informative MSI. As illustrated in Figure 2
(cf. SR block), by the SR encoder (i.e., Encoder(·)), we
indeed obtain ten high-quality low-level feature maps denoted
as S ∈ RH×W×10, which preserves the valuable spatial
information extracted from original haze-corrupted HSI. After
that, the SR decoder (i.e., Decoder(·)) serves the purpose of
acquiring non-linear mappings from high-quality feature maps
to the target clean/informative HSI that includes complete
172 spectral bands. In summary, the SR encoder derives the
feature maps S from the clean/informative MSI Ys and the SR
decoder reconstructs the spectrally super-resolved HSI Xpre,
defined as follows:

S = Encoder(Ys), (6)
Xpre = fθ(Decoder(S)©Y ), (7)

where © is the concatenation operator; fθ(·) stands for the
3×3 convolutional layer; θ means the corresponding learning
weights in fθ(·). Instead of directly adopting skip connections,
we merge two inputs by performing a linear projection with
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Fig. 5: Diagram of the global attention process in the transformer, where the global attention score is performed by each token
(pixel vector) pair from the entire image, resulting in a global representation of contextual associations [42].

flexible and learnable weights to achieve the same objective.
The effectiveness of the proposed SR block will be demon-
strated in Section III. Moreover, it is worth noting that the
initial output obtained from the SR block is affected by color
distortion and spectral angle error. Based on this observation,
an additional refinement block that enhances the details of the
spectral and spatial dimensions of the spectrally super-resolved
solution is necessary, and this task will be detailed in Section
II-D.

D. Spectral-Spatial Enhancement (SSE)

The refinement step aims at enhancing the spectral and
spatial details to mitigate color distortion and signature dis-
tortion. In this subsection, we present the final block of
our proposed deep transformer network, which employs the
transformer structure to further enhance the details of the
resulting image. Compared to the CNN layer that is limited to
a local receptive field [43], the transformer structure provides
superior flexibility in handling longer input sequences and
considering long-range dependencies by a global self-attention
mechanism (cf. Figure 5). However, for HSI data, both spectral
details and spatial details are equally crucial, where the
former is for material identification while the latter is for
material classification. Therefore, a joint spectral and spatial
transformer structure is adopted in the SSE block to perform
three-dimensional restoration on the HSI. The proposed deep
transformer is the first one that introduces the spatial-spectral
transformer into the HyDHZ problem.

To facilitate comprehension of the transformer [42], Figure
5 illustrates a key process of the global attention mechanism
Attspa(·) in the spatial dimension by multiplying the global
attention score Gspa ∈ RHW×HW , defined as follows:

Attspa(X) ≡ Attentionspa(Q,K,V ) = GspaV , (8)

where Q, K, and V represent the linear projected matrices of
query, key, and value obtained by the initial 2-D flattened token
X ∈ RHW×C from 3-D tensor X ∈ RH×W×C , respectively;
Gspa = softmax

(
QKT /

√
dk

)
; dk means the scaling value.

Specifically, the SSE block is designed to alternatively conduct
both spectral and spatial attention using transformer blocks

with global self-attention, which allows the SSE block to
extract the necessary spectral and spatial information required
for refining the spectrally super-resolved solution. Attspe(X)
is another variant attention mechanism that works along the
spectral dimensions, defined as follows:

Attspe(X) ≡ Attentionspe(Q,K,V ) = V Gspe, (9)

where Gspe = softmax
(
KTQ/

√
dk

)
∈ RC×C . After that,

the feed-forward network (FFN) is exploited to extract higher-
order features from the global self-attention outcome.

It is noteworthy that the refinement block can be modulated
by the attention mechanism employed in either spectral or spa-
tial dimensions (i.e., Attspe(·) and Attspa(·)), which are defined
as spectral refinement (i.e., SpeR(·)) and spatial refinement
(i.e., SpaR(·)), respectively. The corresponding procedure of
the spatial refinement block SpaR(·) and spectral refinement
block SpeR(·) can be mathematically defined as follows:

SpaR(X) = FFN(Attspa(X) +X) + (Attspa(X) +X), (10)
SpeR(X) = FFN(Attspe(X) +X) + (Attspe(X) +X), (11)
FFN(X) = fθ3(σ(fθ2(σ(fθ1(X))))), (12)

where fθi(·) is the ith convolutional layers of the FFN block,
as illustrated in Figure 2; θi means the corresponding learning
weights in fθi(·). As shown in Figure 2, the SSE block SSE(·)
is composed of alternating spectral and spatial transformer
blocks, which is explicitly defined as follows:

SSE(X) = fθ(SpaR(SpeR(SpaR(SpeR(X))))) +X, (13)

where fθ(·) is the 3 × 3 convolutional layer, as illustrated in
Figure 2. Furthermore, the effectiveness of the proposed SSE
block will be demonstrated in Section III-E.

E. Optimization of T2HyDHZ

Traditional loss functions like L1 loss [44] and mean
squared error (MSE) loss [21] may not be suitable for training
HSIs, as they fail to take into account the impact caused by dif-
ferent brightness levels of bands in HSI data. Apparently, the
luminance difference over elements will result in recovering
bias since darker areas have less impact on the overall loss
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calculation. Therefore, when designing the loss function for
HSI data, it is crucial to consider the differences in luminance
levels across different channels. To address this issue, the mean
relative absolute error (MRAE) [45] is adopted in designing
the loss function.

The MRAE is formulated as follows:

MRAE =
1

N

N∑
i=1

|Xi − X̂i|
Xi

,

where Xi and X̂i denote the ith pixel in the ground truth
(GT) and the reconstructed HSI, respectively. N represents the
total number of pixels. In order to avoid unstable convergence
caused by a small denominator, the refined MRAE (rMRAE)
[46] is presented as follows:

rMRAE =
1

N

N∑
i=1

|Xi − X̂i|
Xi + 1

,

which is adopted to pointwisely measure the difference be-
tween the predicted image and the GT image.

Considering the fact that infrared bands are less affected
by haze compared to visible bands, an L1 sparsity loss
Lsparsity(·) is applied to promote the sparsity of visible bands
from the ABS block’s output. This loss aims to reduce the
likelihood of selecting low-quality visible bands, which can
be mathematically described as follows:

Lsparsity = ||[Ys]visible||1,

where [·]visible denotes the specific visible bands. All in all, by
incorporating the rMRAE loss and the L1 sparsity loss, the
adopted training loss can be presented as follows:

L = LrMRAE + Lsparsity, (14)

where LrMRAE indicates the rMRAE loss; Lsparsity means the
L1 sparsity loss promoted over visible bands for obtaining
clean/informative MSI via the ABS block. Then, (14) is opti-
mized to train the proposed T2HyDHZ via the Adam optimizer
[47] with adaptive learning rate strategy. Furthermore, we
have conducted an ablation study with/without Lsparsity loss to
assess its impact on quantitative performance, as summarized
in Section III-E.

III. EXPERIMENTAL RESULTS

In this section, we will provide details on the training
process of the proposed T2HyDHZ method and present its
performance through qualitative and quantitative evaluations.
Section III-A introduces the dataset and the network hyper-
parameters. Sections III-B and III-D discuss the qualitative
and quantitative assessment results, respectively. Section III-C
illustrates the generating process of synthesized hazy datasets
for network training and testing. In Section III-E, we conduct
ablation studies to evaluate the contributions of individual
blocks systematically, to assess the efficacy of the Lsparsity loss,
and to evaluate the benefits of concatenation component within
the framework.

TABLE I: Real hazy AVIRIS images used for qualitative
analysis in Section III-B.

Site Name Type Flight Name Resolution Date
Kettle Moraine, WI Farm f090729t01p00r06 16.8m 2009/7/29
Flathead Lake, MT City f190808t01p00r14 15.2m 2019/8/8

A. Experimental Setting

Dataset Description: In this paper, a dataset consisting
of 2.8K HSIs acquired from the AVIRIS sensor [48] is
employed. The HSIs in this dataset have a dimension of
256 × 256 × 172 [44], which covers a wavelength range
of 0.4-2.5 µm and encompasses a variety of landscapes,
including farms, cities, mountains, and coastal regions across
the USA and Canada. In order to ensure the image quality of
the collected HSI for training and testing, we further eliminate
low-quality bands severely affected by water vapor, including
bands 1–10, 104–116, 152–170, and 215–224, as reported
in [32]. Additionally, to maximize the data utilization for
training the model, we randomly allocate 90% of the data for
training, 5% for validation, and the remaining 5% for testing.

Network Hyperparameters: Here outlines the training pro-
cedure of the proposed model, which involves using Adam
optimizer [47] with a learning rate decay strategy. Specifically,
the initial learning rate is set to 3 × 10−4, with a decay
rate of 0.6 after every 30 epochs. The termination criterion
for the training process is the convergence of the validation
loss or, at most, 300 epochs, which indicates that the model
has attained an acceptable level of performance. Besides, the
computational setup and resources are summarized below. The
training phase is carried out on a desktop computer equipped
with an NVIDIA RTX 3090 GPU and an Intel Core i9-10900K
CPU (3.70 GHz speed and 128 GB of RAM). Apart from
the training phase, all other experiments are conducted on a
separate computer equipped with an NVIDIA GTX-2080Ti
GPU and an Intel Core-i7-10700K CPU (3.80 GHz speed
and 32 GB of RAM). Furthermore, the numerical computing
environment employed for the DE solutions is Python 3.6.12,
while other methods are executed using Mathworks Matlab
R2021b.

B. Qualitative Analysis

In this subsection, we compare our proposed T2HyDHZ
with several benchmark methods, including the NN model-
based dehazing network for remote sensing (RSDehazeNet)
[21], the CODE theory-based method (CODE-HD) [31], the
hyperspectral unmixing-based dehazing method (HUD) [27],
the AS model-based MuDHZ method (MDOAS) [11], the
fog intensity map estimation-based HyDHZ method (FHD)
[12], the spectral grouping-based HyDHZ network (SG-Net)
[22], the UNet-guided mathematical imaging model for mul-
tispectral thin cloud removal (MTCRN) [26], and the UNet-
based remote sensing dehazing network with gating mecha-
nisms (GUNet) [25]. To evaluate the practicability of stud-
ied methods in real-world applications, we consider natural
hazy AVIRIS HSIs, including two sub-scenes acquired by
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Fig. 6: Qualitative study of AVIRIS real hyperspectral imagery from NASA over Kettle Moraine, USA.

Fig. 7: Qualitative study of AVIRIS real hyperspectral imagery from NASA over Flathead Lake, USA.

the AVIRIS sensor over Kettle Moraine and Flathead Lake
regions, which are across the farm and urban sub-scenes with
the size of 256 × 256 × 224. However, considering potential
pollution in the original 224 bands of the AVIRIS data, our
network is trained solely on 172 high-quality bands, excluding
bands 1-10, 104-116, 152-170, and 215-224, as reported in
[32]. Thus, we only evaluate the qualitative performance of the
real hazy data using the remaining 172 bands in this subsec-
tion. Furthermore, additional details regarding the acquisition
of the real hazy data can be found in Table I, where interested
readers may access the data via the AVIRIS data portal1 with
sufficient information.

Figures 6 and 7 illustrate two hazy scenarios over farm
and city types investigated for qualitative analysis among the
studied methods, displayed in RGB bands 19, 9, and 2. It can
be observed that although RSDehazeNet is competitive, the
proposed T2HyDHZ method exhibits less color distortion due
to its spectral-spatial refinement mechanism, which effectively
preserves both spectral and spatial information and minimizes
the bias of the pixel value of the recovered image. On the other
hand, CODE-HD, HUD, MDOAS, FHD, SG-Net, MTCRN,
and GUNet suffer from varying degrees of color distortion

1https://aviris.jpl.nasa.gov/dataportal/.

because of their inability to eliminate the scattered light effect
that causes pollution and to recover the original colors and
details of the HSI. For example, as illustrated in Figure 6,
all existing peer methods do not reserve correct color details
even in the non-hazy region, resulting in varying degrees of
color distortion overall. By contrast, the proposed T2HyDHZ
method outperforms benchmark methods in the qualitative
analysis using real hazy data acquired by the AVIRIS sensor,
showing less color aberration in the recovered image. Besides,
the effectiveness of T2HyDHZ will be further confirmed
through the quantitative analysis in Section III-D, where its
superior performance will be compared with benchmark peer
methods with more in-depth examinations.

C. Preparation of Simulated Hazy Data
For data-driven methods, one of the most critical processes

is the preparation of training HSI data pairs, involving the
collection of clean and hazy datasets over the same region
at different times, which can be quite time-consuming and
impractical. To conquer this challenge, a haze simulation
strategy is adopted in this study for generating training data
pairs more efficiently and practically, as reported in recent
studies [21], [22]. Therefore, it enables us to create diverse
training data pairs with different haze conditions (cf. Figure 8)
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Fig. 8: Synthesized hazy HSI using authentic, clean images
and actual cloud patterns. The first row shows four patterns
extracted from the cirrus band (B9) of Landsat-8 OLI data
over the region of Merauke, Papua New Guinea (Scene ID:
LC81000652022332LGN00, acquired on November 28, 2022).
The second row shows the clean images of four natural scenes
for the subsequent haze simulating, while the last row shows
the simulated hazy HSIs.

that appropriately represent various hazy circumstances in real-
world scenarios without requiring extensive data collection
efforts (i.e., collecting the hazy and non-hazy data in the same
region). Moreover, considering various scenarios by this haze
simulation strategy allows us to construct various intensities of
haze levels while generating training data pairs under different
haze conditions to help prevent overfitting to specific hazy
patterns and enhance the robustness of the model.

To synthesize the simulated hazy data, we initially acquire
the cirrus band B9∈ RH×W of the Landsat-8 OLI from
the United States Geological Survey (USGS)2. Afterward, we
randomly crop several haze/cloud-covered patches b9 ∈ Rh×w

over multiple regions of interest (ROI), as demonstrated in
the first row of Figure 8 (h=w=256 in this work). Next, we
calculate the reference transmission map t1 ∈ Rh×w and the
transmission map of each band tc ∈ Rh×w using the following
definitions:

t1(x) = 1− αb9(x), (15)

tc(x) = e(
λ1
λc

)γ(x)lnt1(x), (16)

where b9 ∈ Rh×w denotes the cropped ROI of B9 in Landsat-
8 OLI data; α is the control constant of different hazy levels;
λc is the central wavelength of band c; γ(x) is the pixel-wise
parameter of the haze concentration; x is the spatial location.
Subsequently, the corresponding transmission maps can be
obtained by (15) and (16). Finally, we can swiftly generate
simulated hazy data with collected GT data (see the second

2https://earthexplorer.usgs.gov/

(a) α = 0.5 (b) α = 0.6 (c) α = 0.7

(d) α = 0.8 (e) α = 0.9 (f) α = 1

Fig. 9: Diverse levels of the haziness of synthesized hazy
images under various α conditions, where α exhibits a direct
correlation with the degree of atmospheric obscurity.

and third rows in Figure 8) through the AS model [49], [50]
as follows:

Hc(x) = Gc(x)tc(x) +Ac(x)
(
1− tc(x)

)
, (17)

where Hc, Gc, and Ac ∈ Rh×w denote the simulated hazy
image, the GT image, and global atmospheric light of band c,
respectively.

In order to generate a training dataset that accurately resem-
bles real-world scenarios with varying haze intensity levels (cf.
Figure 9), we set γ(x) := 3 and α ∈ {0.5, 0.6, 0.7, 0.8, 0.9, 1}
to synthesize data that conforms to the real haze distribution on
bands. The haze distribution experience is from the observation
on the real hazy AVIRIS dataset and the previous study [12].
For calculating Ac in (17), we average the 0.01% brightest
pixels by bands and share the value among all pixels within
each band c as stated in [18], [21]. In addition, we adopt data
augmentation techniques, including degree rotations and ran-
dom horizontal/vertical flips to both GT image G ∈ Rh×w×c

and transmission maps t ∈ Rh×w×c, which is implemented
before simulating haze pollution on HSIs. Furthermore, we
allocate 80% of the generated hazy patterns for training, while
the remaining patterns are equally reserved for validation and
testing purposes (i.e., various hazy patterns obtained from (15)
to (17) with different ROI).

D. Quantitative Assessment

In this subsection, four commonly used objective metrics
for dehazing evaluations are adopted to assess the perfor-
mance of the proposed T2HyDHZ algorithm with benchmark
MuDHZ/HyDHZ methods, including peak signal-to-noise ra-
tio (PSNR) [51], universal image quality index (UIQI) [52],
spectral angle mapper (SAM) [53], [54], and structural simi-
larity (SSIM) [55]. All quality metrics in this subsection are
calculated using the reference image X ∈ RH×W×C (i.e., the
clean GT) and the reconstructed image X̂ ∈ RH×W×C , while
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Fig. 10: Dehazing results of the simulated hazy hyperspectral imagery over Alberta, Canada.

Fig. 11: Dehazing results of the simulated hazy hyperspectral imagery over Florida, USA.

TABLE II: Quantitative performance assessment of various
dehazing methods using the Alberta data.

Methods PSNR UIQI SAM SSIM Time (sec.)
T2HyDHZ 46.102 0.996 1.062 0.999 0.008

RSDehazeNet [21] 37.113 0.978 1.825 0.991 0.061
CODE-HD [31] 30.722 0.942 4.807 0.968 186

HUD [27] 16.382 0.623 11.373 0.794 4.244
MDOAS [11] 21.228 0.851 11.199 0.926 2.608

FHD [12] 25.232 0.861 24.851 0.865 0.136
SG-Net [22] 34.925 0.961 2.678 0.984 0.016

MTCRN [26] 39.689 0.993 2.072 0.996 0.009
GUNet [25] 44.255 0.994 1.536 0.998 0.062

their definitions are then provided in the following paragraphs,
respectively.

The PSNR is to evaluate the spatial reconstructed quality
between the reference image X and the recovered image X̂ ,
defined as follows:

PSNR =
1

C

C∑
i=1

10 log10

(
max

(
Xi

)2
1
L∥Xi − X̂i∥2F

)
,

where C represents the number of spectral bands. Xi and
X̂i are the ith band of the reference image X and the
reconstructed image X̂ , respectively. L=HW is the total
number of pixels in each band.

TABLE III: Quantitative performance assessment of various
dehazing methods using the Florida data.

Methods PSNR UIQI SAM SSIM Time (sec.)
T2HyDHZ 35.342 0.981 2.594 0.988 0.007

RSDehazeNet [21] 30.475 0.931 4.37 0.964 0.022
CODE-HD [31] 28.109 0.919 6.07 0.933 187.577

HUD [27] 18.434 0.573 19.363 0.732 4.416
MDOAS [11] 10.332 0.403 28.042 0.477 2.148

FHD [12] 20.798 0.452 70.904 0.503 0.126
SG-Net [22] 30.868 0.927 4.295 0.965 0.014

MTCRN [26] 30.233 0.934 9.798 0.948 0.011
GUNet [25] 33.685 0.951 3.553 0.970 0.056

The UIQI index is to evaluate the loss of correlation, lumi-
nance distortion, and contrast distortion between the reference
image X and the recovered image X̂ , defined as follows:

UIQI =
1

C

C∑
i=1

E

[
σxix̂i

σxi
σx̂i

· 2 µxi
µx̂i

µ2
xi

+ µ2
x̂i

· 2σxi
σx̂i

σ2
xi

+ σ2
x̂i

]
,

where E is an averaging operator over sliding windows set as
64 × 64; xi is the GT image Xi across the sliding windows
and x̂i is its estimated; σxix̂i

denotes the covariance between
xi and x̂i; σxi and σx̂i

are the standard deviations of xi

and x̂i; µxi and µx̂i
represent for the means of xi and x̂i,

respectively.
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Fig. 12: Dehazing results of the simulated hazy hyperspectral imagery over Yellowstone National Park, USA.

Fig. 13: Dehazing results of the simulated hazy hyperspectral imagery over Olympic National Park, USA.

The SAM index compares the similarity in spectral char-
acteristics between the reference image X and the recovered
image X̂ , defined as follows:

SAM =
1

L

L∑
i=1

arccos
(

yT
i ŷi

∥yi∥2 · ∥ŷi∥2

)
,

noting that Y ≜ [y1, . . . ,yL] and Ŷ ≜ [ŷ1, . . . , ŷL] ∈ RC×L

are 2-D matrices being reshaped from 3-D tensors X and X̂ .
The SSIM index can be regarded as an extended version of

UIQI defined as follows:

SSIMi

= E

[
2µxi

µx̂i
+ C1

µ2
xi

+ µ2
x̂i

+ C1
· 2σxi

σx̂i
+ C2

σ2
xi

+ σ2
x̂i

+ C2
· σxix̂i

+ C3

σxiσx̂i
+ C3

]
,

where small constants C1, C2, and C3 are set to avoid in-
stability when the denominator is very close to zero. In
this paper, SSIM = 1

C

∑C
i=1 SSIMi with sliding windows

set as 11 × 11. To properly evaluate the efficacy of the
studied method in quantitative assessment, we consider four
frequently encountered hazy conditions, including scenarios
with light haze corruption and heavy fog, as depicted in
Figure 8. Besides, the resulting quantitative assessments of
four studied scenes are presented in Tables II, III, IV, and V
with the best performance highlighted in bold font, indicating
the highest PSNR/UIQI/SSIM values, the lowest SAM value,

TABLE IV: Quantitative performance assessment of various
dehazing methods using the Yellowstone National Park data.

Methods PSNR UIQI SAM SSIM Time (sec.)
T2HyDHZ 43.413 0.997 1.896 0.997 0.007

RSDehazeNet [21] 35.135 0.989 2.479 0.987 0.035
CODE-HD [31] 28.318 0.943 7.24 0.94 153.471

HUD [27] 16.869 0.632 25.988 0.721 4.01
MDOAS [11] 13.587 0.738 23.46 0.552 2.86

FHD [12] 13.036 0.628 41.596 0.572 0.115
SG-Net [22] 33.452 0.984 3.246 0.984 0.017

MTCRN [26] 33.957 0.983 4.192 0.978 0.016
GUNet [25] 39.079 0.995 3.951 0.995 0.061

and the fastest computational time measured in seconds (sec.).
As one can see, the proposed T2HyDHZ method significantly
improves all metrics compared to baseline methods due to
the SSE block, which captures global relationships in spatial
and spectral dimensions for detail refinement. By contrast,
other methods lack such a mechanism to preserve spectral
information, resulting in inconsistencies in spatial and spectral
details reflected in PSNR and SAM values.

For a visual illustration, Figures 10, 11, 12, and 13 depict
that all peer methods suffer from various degrees of color
distortion. Despite employing channel attention for preserv-
ing spectral information, the RSDehazeNet approach still
manifests color distortions, especially in the right region of
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TABLE V: Quantitative performance assessment of various
dehazing methods using the Olympic National Park data.

Methods PSNR UIQI SAM SSIM Time (sec.)
T2HyDHZ 41.295 0.95 1.365 0.996 0.006

RSDehazeNet [21] 35.333 0.797 2.022 0.977 0.025
CODE-HD [31] 27.574 0.749 10.148 0.922 159.055

HUD [27] 21.142 0.513 13.028 0.849 4.043
MDOAS [11] 12.591 0.331 9.77 0.558 2.613

FHD [12] 14.819 0.461 50.405 0.535 0.125
SG-Net [22] 31.414 0.773 4.229 0.959 0.021

MTCRN [26] 33.788 0.802 6.554 0.95 0.012
GUNet [25] 33.061 0.869 5.746 0.956 0.059

Figure 10. Even though the CODE-HD approach combines
the AS model with CODE theory and utilizes the Q-norm
feature extractor to distill spatial information from a rough
DE solution, its effectiveness decreases under severe haze
conditions (cf. Figures 11 and 13). Although the HUD method
uses hyperspectral unmixing techniques to remove the haze
component in its unmixing process, the haze component may
be challenging to isolate, resulting in potential spatial informa-
tion loss, as depicted in Figures 10, 11, and 12. The MDOAS
method, based on the AS model, is initially designed for the
recovery of multispectral images captured by Landsat, leading
to considerable errors in hazy HSI reconstruction. The FHD
method estimates a fog intensity map and propagates it to each
band to determine the corresponding abundances. However, it
requires selecting the same object to minimize the problem
formulation as stated in [12, Equation (7)]. Therefore, FHD
decreases estimation accuracy in complicated landscapes with
various objects. Additionally, FHD requires the assumption
that hazy HSI contains a “clean” area to calculate fog abun-
dance in each band, which may not be practical in scenarios
with either heavy or thin haze in large regions like Figures 11,
12, and 13. In conclusion, our proposed T2HyDHZ method
effectively preserves information in both spectral and spatial
dimensions and significantly improves performance compared
to other existing benchmark dehazing methods, as evidenced
by our qualitative and quantitative analysis. Furthermore, we
have conducted a sensitivity study using random haze levels
to evaluate the effectiveness of T2HyDHZ, revealing that it
is highly insensitive to random haze degrees, as illustrated
in Figure 14. In summary, T2HyDHZ exhibits lower standard
deviations than the state-of-the-art (SOTA) baseline, indicating
better robustness for HyDHZ, as shown in Figure 14.

E. Ablation Study

As demonstrated in Sections III-B and III-D, T2HyDHZ has
shown SOTA performance in both qualitative and quantitative
analyses. To further analyze the effectiveness of the T2HyDHZ
algorithm, we conducted ablation studies as introduced below.
In the following paragraphs, we will first review the signifi-
cance of designed modules and their respective performance
as outlined in Table VI. Afterward, we will examine the
effectiveness of the designed Lsparsity loss as summarized
in Table VII. Finally, we will demonstrate the benefits of
concatenation component within the framework, as illustrated
in Table VIII.
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Fig. 14: Performance assessment of standard deviation (std)
graphs tested under random haze levels compared with
the state-of-the-art (SOTA) baseline (i.e., the strongest peer
method).

TABLE VI: Ablation study for the proposed T2HyDHZ al-
gorithm, aiming to evaluate the efficacy of its constituent
components in isolation.

ABS SR SSE
(Spectral)

SSE
(Spatial) PSNR UIQI SAM SSIM

✓ ✓ 40.391 0.983 2.741 0.994
✓ ✓ ✓ 44.843 0.995 1.378 0.998

✓ ✓ ✓ 44.828 0.995 1.222 0.998
✓ ✓ ✓ 44.596 0.993 1.395 0.998
✓ ✓ ✓ ✓ 46.102 0.996 1.062 0.999

In Figure 4, the ABS block captures the informative bands
implied in the original hazy HSI, whose effectiveness can
be verified in Table VI. Through the second and last rows
of Table VI, we can discover that the efficacy of the ABS
block enhances not only spectral recovery with the lowest
SAM but also spatial quality with the highest PSNR. This
fact highlights the importance of extracting significant spatial
messages from essential bands and validates the effectiveness
of the ABS block in the proposed framework. After the SR
block, the function of the SSE module is to further refine the
spectrally super-resolved solution obtained from the ABS and
SR blocks. Therefore, to evaluate the individual performance
of the SSE block, we consider the corresponding version of
ABS+SR blocks with/without the SSE refinement block. As
evident from the first and last rows of Table VI, the ABS
and SR blocks with the SSE refinement yield state-of-the-
art performance, demonstrating noticeable advancement in all
metrics. Finally, we evaluate the efficacy of the proposed SSE
block, which jointly exploits spatial and spectral information
to restore image details. Theoretically, if we just consider the
spectral or spatial direction in the SSE module, the data will
be only optimized in given dimensions, leading to limited
performance. In this experiment, we evaluate the proposed
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TABLE VII: Quantitative evaluation of the proposed loss
function with/without Lsparsity loss.

Loss PSNR UIQI SAM SSIM
LrMRAE + Lsparsity 46.102 0.996 1.062 0.999

LrMRAE 45.780 0.996 1.062 0.999

TABLE VIII: Quantitative evaluation of T2HyDHZ
with/without concatenation component. The first row
corresponds to the case without concatenation; the second
and third rows correspond to the case concatenated with hazy
HSI Y and weighted MSI Ys, respectively.

Concatenation PSNR UIQI SAM SSIM
- 40.266 0.980 1.917 0.992
Y 46.102 0.996 1.062 0.999
Ys 45.686 0.995 1.033 0.998

SSE block (i.e., SSE(·)) by building the refinement block
with only spatial or only spectral transformer layer (i.e.,
SpaR(·) or SpeR(·)) instead of an alternate spatial-spectral
transformer structure. As proven in Table VI, the encoder that
only considers spatial or spectral information performs less
than one that considers both, which shows the effectiveness
of our designed spatial-spectral transformer-based refinement
module. To summarize, connecting the spectral and spatial
attention encoders through an alternative mechanism achieves
improved spectral and spatial image quality, which is demon-
strated by the increased PSNR and SAM metrics.

As introduced in Section II-E, we train the T2HyDHZ by
further considering the Lsparsity loss as it aligns with the natural
physical property that visible bands with lower transmission
rates are more sensitive to haze interference. Furthermore,
to assess the impact of the designed Lsparsity loss, we have
conducted an ablation study with/without Lsparsity loss. In
summary, the results in Table VII demonstrate that incorpo-
rating Lsparsity loss leads to improved quantitative performance
that aligns well with the design logic using natural physical
characteristics. Besides, for evaluating the benefits of the
concatenation component introduced in Section II-A, we con-
ducted ablation studies to assess its effectiveness. Specifically,
three cases were tested: one is the case without a concatenation
component (i.e., the first row of Table VIII), another is the
case concatenated with hazy HSI Y (i.e., the second row
of Table VIII), and the other is the case concatenated with
weighted MSI Ys (i.e., the third row of Table VIII). The first
case evaluates the importance of residual structure, while the
second and third assess the performance difference between
the modified and original IPT. Not surprisingly, Table VIII
indicates that the inclusion of the commonly used residual
structure has resulted in improved performance. Furthermore,
the second case significantly improves the performance in
PSNR, UIQI, and SSIM for T2HyDHZ than the third case,
demonstrating the efficacy of our model design. In general,
the performance using Ys and Y both perform rather good
performance, showing Ys is indeed the representative bands
of Y as a side proof.

IV. CONCLUSION

We elegantly transform the hyperspectral dehazing (Hy-
DHZ) problem into the spectral super-resolution problem,
motivated by the IPT theory [34] with interpretable physical
meaning, thereby efficiently solving it with a customized
deep transformer network. As it turns out, the developed
T2HyDHZ algorithm is fully automatic and several orders of
magnitude faster than existing benchmark methods. The pow-
erful spatial-spectral transformer is employed for the HyDHZ
problem for the first time, allowing us to effectively select
from the haze-corrupted HSI some informative spectral bands
that are then super-resolved/refined to obtain the target clean
hyperspectral data. Most importantly, without requiring the
users to manually set parameters or to mark the hazy areas,
the proposed T2HyDHZ algorithm blindly achieves SOTA
quantitative and qualitative HyDHZ performances. Therefore,
we have developed a highly user-friendly, very fast, and high-
performance T2HyDHZ algorithm for facilitating the subse-
quent hyperspectral remote sensing tasks.
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