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Abstract Image restoration in adverse weather condi-

tions is a difficult task in computer vision. In this pa-

per, we propose a novel transformer-based framework

called GridFormer which serves as a backbone for im-

age restoration under adverse weather conditions. Grid-

Former is designed in a grid structure using a resid-

ual dense transformer block, and it introduces two core

designs. First, it uses an enhanced attention mecha-
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nism in the transformer layer. The mechanism includes

stages of the sampler and compact self-attention to

improve efficiency, and a local enhancement stage to

strengthen local information. Second, we introduce a

residual dense transformer block (RDTB) as the fi-

nal GridFormer layer. This design further improves the

network’s ability to learn effective features from both

preceding and current local features. The GridFormer

framework achieves state-of-the-art results on five di-

verse image restoration tasks in adverse weather con-

ditions, including image deraining, dehazing, deraining

& dehazing, desnowing, and multi-weather restoration.

The source code and pre-trained models are available

at https://github.com/TaoWangzj/GridFormer.

1 Introduction

Capturing high-quality images in adverse weather con-

ditions like rain, haze, and snow is a challenging task

due to the complex degradation that occurs in such con-

ditions. These include color distortion, blur, noise, low

contrast, and other issues that directly lower the visual

quality. Furthermore, such degradation can lead to dif-

ficulties in downstream computer vision tasks such as

object recognition and scene understanding [26,6].

Traditional methods for image restoration in ad-

verse weather conditions often rely on handcrafted pri-

ors such as smoothness and dark channel, with linear

transformations [65,19,22,12]. However, these meth-

ods are limited in their ability to address complex

weather conditions due to poor prior generalization.

Recently, convolutional neural network (CNN) based

methods have been proposed to handle the problems

of image deraining [18,75,88], dehazing [4,62,94], and

desnowing [49,39,97]. These methods focus on learning
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Fig. 1 Comparison results for image restoration in
adverse weather conditions. Results on (top) weather-
specific restoration, and (bottom) multi-weather restora-
tion tasks, showing state-of-the-art performance in terms of
PSNR.

a mapping from the weather-degraded image to the re-

stored image using specific architectural designs, such

as residual learning [47,29], multi-scale or multi-stage

networks [14,97], dense connections [46,97], GAN struc-

ture [59,27], and attention mechanism [99,92]. How-

ever, these methods are often designed for a single

specific task and may not work well for multi-weather

restoration.

Recently, a new approach has emerged to address

the challenge of multi-weather restoration in a unified

architecture [41,71,35,54]. The pioneering work of Li

et al. [41] proposes a multi-encoder and decoder net-

work, with each encoder dedicated to processing one

type of degradation. The network is optimized using

neural architecture search. Subsequent works have bor-

rowed this structure to improve multi-weather restora-

tion performance. For instance, Valanarasu et al. [71]

introduced the TransWeather network that employs

self-attention for multi-weather restoration. Although

TransWeather is more efficient than the task-specific

encoder network, its performance is constrained by its

inadequate exploitation of feature fusion across differ-

ent scales in the network. Recently, some works focus

on designing the general backbone network to exploit

multi-scale features in the network for vision tasks. For

example, HRNet [74] and HRFormer [90] are built by

multi-resolution parallel design to learn high-resolution

representations. RevCo [5] adopts the design of using

columns (each column is a subnetwork), which aims

to learn disentangled representations. These methods

work well on human pose estimation, semantic segmen-

tation, object detection, etc. However, there are cur-

rently no specifically designed transformer-based meth-

ods to effectively utilize these features to recover de-

graded images under severe weather conditions.

In this paper, we propose GridFormer, a

transformer-based network for image restoration

in adverse weather conditions. GridFormer uses resid-

ual dense transformer blocks (RDTB) embedded in a

grid structure to exploit hierarchical image features.

The RDTB, as the key unit of the GridFormer, con-

tains compact-enhanced transformer layers with dense

connections, and local feature fusion with local skip

connections. The compact-enhanced transformer layer

employs a sampler and compact self-attention for effi-

ciency and a local enhancement stage for strengthening

local details. We evaluate GridFormer on weather

degradation benchmarks, including RainDrop [56],

SOTS-indoor [37], Haze4K [48], Outdoor-Rain [40],

and Snow100K [49], see Fig. 1.

In summary, the contributions of this work are

three-fold:

– Unified Framework: We propose a novel and uni-

fied framework called GridFormer, which is tai-

lored specifically for image restoration under ad-

verse weather conditions. This innovative frame-

work seamlessly integrates residual dense trans-

former blocks (RDTBs) with a grid structure, creat-

ing a comprehensive architecture. Notably, incorpo-

rating RDTBs within a grid structure enables Grid-

Former to capture hierarchical image features effi-

ciently. The grid structure facilitates the integra-

tion of contextual information from various spatial

scales, enhancing the network’s ability to restore im-

ages effectively.

– Compact-enhanced Self-Attention: Grid-

Former introduces the compact-enhanced self-

attention mechanism, a critical contribution. This

mechanism enhances the local modeling capacity of

transformer units, enabling GridFormer to capture

fine-grained details in adverse weather conditions

while improving network efficiency.

– State-of-the-art Performance: We show the gen-

eral applicability of our GridFormer by applying it

to five diverse image restoration tasks in adverse

weather conditions, including image deraining, im-

age dehazing, image deraining & dehazing, desnow-

ing, and multi-weather restoration. Our GridFormer

achieves a new state-of-the-art on both weather-

specific and multi-weather restoration tasks.

The remainder of this paper is organized as follows:

Sec. 2 discusses the related work. Sec. 3 introduces our

proposed method. Then, experimental results are re-

ported and analyzed in Sec. 4. Sec. 5 discusses limita-

tions and future work. Finally, Sec. 6 presents a conclu-

sion of this paper.



GridFormer: Residual Dense Transformer with Grid Structure for Image Restoration in Adverse Weather Conditions 3

2 Related Work

The proposed method is related to image restoration in

adverse weather conditions and transformer architec-

ture, which are reviewed in the following.

2.1 Restoration in Adverse Weather Conditions

Image restoration in adverse weather conditions is the

task of restoring a high-quality image under weather-

related foreground degradations like rain, fog, and

snow. Especially, image restoration in adverse weather

conditions typically includes image deraining [2,32,

40,82,73], image dehazing [3,4,63,46], image desnow-

ing [64,49,97], and multi-weather restoration [41,71,

54]. The traditional model-based methods [22,52,104]

focus on exploring appropriate weather-related priors to

address the image restoration problem. However, there

has been a surge in the number of data-driven methods

proposed in recent years. Next, we mainly discuss these

data-driven methods in detail.

Deraining: The task of removing rain streaks from

images has been approached using a deep network

called DerainNet, proposed by Fu et al. [18]. This ap-

proach learns the nonlinear mapping between clean

and rainy detail layers. Several techniques have been

proposed to improve performance, such as the recur-

rent context aggregation in RESCAN [43], spatial at-

tention in SPANet [75], multi-stream dense architec-

ture in DID-MDN [95], conditional GAN-based method

in [96], and conditional variational deraining based on

VAEs [17]. Another approach to image deraining is re-

moving raindrops. Yamashita et al. [81] developed a

stereo system to detect and remove raindrops, while

You et al. [88] proposed a motion-based method. Qian

et al. [56] developed a raindrop removal benchmark and

proposed an attentive GAN. Quan et al. [61] introduced

an image-to-image CNN embedded attention mecha-

nism to recover rain-free images, and Liu et al. [47]

designed a dual residual network to remove raindrops.

Zhang et al. [101] proposed a multifocal attention-

based cross-scale network that employs spatial and

channel attention to explore cross-scale correlations of

rain streaks and background for image draining. Recent

works aim to remove both streaks and raindrops from

images simultaneously [60,80].

Dehazing: Two pioneering methods for image de-

hazing are DehazeNet [4] and MSCNN [62], which

first estimate the transmission map and generate haze-

free images using an atmosphere scattering model [53].

AOD-Net [36] represents another advancement, which

estimates one variable from the transmission map

and atmospheric light. DCPDN [94] employs two sub-

networks to estimate the transmission map and the

atmospheric light, respectively. Recent works have fo-

cused on directly restoring clear images from hazy im-

ages, using attention mechanisms [58,99], multi-scale

structures [14,46], GAN structures [59] and transform-

ers [68]. The network in [46] is a similar method to our

GridFormer. However, GridFormer significantly differs

from [46] in several ways. First, GridFormer is the first

transformer-based method for image restoration in ad-

verse weather conditions, whereas [46] is a CNN-based

method specifically designed for image dehazing. Grid-

Former is more general in terms of its utility. Second,

in each GridFormer layer, we design a novel compact-

enhanced transformer layer and integrate it in a residual

dense manner. This promotes feature reuse and conse-

quently enhances feature representation, whereas [46]

uses existing residual dense blocks in its network. Fi-

nally, extensive experiments demonstrate the superior

performance of GridFormer compared to the method

in [46].

Desnowing: In DesnowNet [49], translucency and

residual generation modules were employed to re-

store image details. Li et al. [39] proposed a stacked

dense network with a multi-scale structure. Chen et

al. [11] introduced a desnowing method called JS-

TASR, which is specifically developed for size- and

transparency-aware snow removal. They used a joint

scale and transparency-aware adversarial loss to im-

prove the quality of the desnowed images. Li et al. [41]

adopted the network architecture search technique to

obtain excellent results. Zhang et al. [97] proposed a

dense multi-scale desnowing network that incorporates

learned semantic and geometric priors. More recently,

some works [10,98] have explored the transformer ar-

chitecture and further improved the performance.

Multi-weather restoration: Beyond the above

task-specific image restoration methods, recent

works [41,71,35] attempt to address multi-weather

restoration in a single architecture. Li et al. [41]

proposed All-in-One networks with a multi-encoder

and decoder structure to restore adverse multi-weather

degraded images. Specifically, they adopt separate

encoders for different weather degradations and re-

sort to neural architecture search to seek the best

task-specific encoder. In [35], All-in-one restoration

network consists of a contrastive degraded encoder and

a degradation-guided restoration network. Valanarasu

et al. [71] proposed an end-to-end multi-weather image

restoration model named TransWeather that achieves

high performance on multi-weather restoration. The

core insights in TransWeather are the intra-path

transformer block and transformer decoder with
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learnable weather-type embeddings. In this paper,

our work aligns with this direction and focuses on

designing a general model to address the multi-weather

restoration problem. In addition, there are methods

aimed at designing effective network architecture for

image restoration. For example, MPRNet [92] and

MAXIM [70] are general image restoration methods

that have also been successful in addressing a range of

adverse weather conditions. MIMOUNet [13] adopts an

encoder-decoder-based U-shaped network with multi-

input and multi-output to achieve image deblurring.

In our method, we employ the coarse-to-fine strategy

to the transformer network in the grid structure for

image restoration under adverse weather conditions.

2.2 Vision Transformers in Image Restoration

Recently, vision transformers have witnessed great suc-

cess in low-level image restoration. Specifically, inspired

by the seminal work in [72], Chen et al. [9] proposed

an Image Processing Transformer (IPT) for general im-

age restoration, which employs a special multi-head

and multi-tail structure to adapt for the specific im-

age restoration tasks. However, IPT requires costly pre-

training on large-scale datasets. Further, SwinIR [44]

and Uformer [78] modify the original Swin Transformer

block and obtain good performance with relatively low

computational cost. In particular, SwinIR stacks the

proposed residual transformer blocks to extract deep

features for image reconstruction. Uformer adopts a U-

shape structure, embedding the proposed LeWin trans-

former blocks to predict residual images. Yao et al.

[84] adopted the LeWin transformer block as a basic

unit and introduced the dense residual skip connec-

tion to propose a dense residual skip-connection net-

work based on transformer called DenSformer for image

denoising. Liang et al. [45] proposed a recursive trans-

former, which first introduces a recursive local window-

based self-attention structure in the network. A recent

method, Restormer [91], which is a multi-scale hier-

archical transformer architecture, has also yielded fine

restoration performance on image restoration e.g., de-

raining. Inspired by the success of these methods, we

propose a general grid framework with novel trans-

former blocks to restore images in adverse weather

conditions. SwinIR and DenSformer are similar meth-

ods to our GridFormer. However, while SwinIR fuses

Swin Transformer and convolutional layers in its resid-

ual Swin Transformer block, our GridFormer’s resid-

ual dense block more effectively enhances feature reuse.

Unlike DenSformer’s dense residual transformer block,

our approach is characterized by the unique compact-

enhanced self-attention mechanism, local feature fu-

sion, and local skip connections within the residual

dense transformer block.

3 Method

To explore the potential use of the transformer on im-

age restoration in adverse weather conditions for ob-

taining better results, we propose the GridFormer by

embedding residual dense transformer blocks in a grid

structure. The motivation and overall architecture of

the proposed GridFormer will firstly be introduced in

Sec. 3.1, and then the core component (i.e., residual

dense transformer block) of our GridFormer will be dis-

cussed in Sec. 3.2. Finally, the loss functions will be

presented in Sec. 3.3.

3.1 Motivation and Architecture

Motivation. Our motivation arises from the urgent

need for techniques that restore images captured in

unfavorable weather conditions. Weather-related fac-

tors, such as haze, rain, and snow, significantly impact

the quality and perception of images, which in turn

affects various practical applications such as surveil-

lance, autonomous driving, and outdoor photography.

The main objective of developing the proposed Grid-

Former is to address the persistent challenges caused

by adverse weather conditions on image quality. Our

goal is to create an image restoration framework that

effectively handles a range of adverse weather scenar-

ios, thereby enhancing the quality of images affected by

these conditions.

Architecture. As shown in Fig. 2, GridFormer con-

tains three paths from the weather-degraded images to

the recovered ones, where each path conducts restora-

tion at different image resolutions. In GridFormer, the

higher resolution path continuously interacts dynami-

cally with the lower resolution path in the network to

remove weather degradation accurately, and the lower

resolution path provides useful global information ow-

ing to larger receptive fields. Each path is composed of

seven GridFormer layers. Different paths are interlinked

with a down-sampling layer, an up-sampling layer, and

weighted attention fusion units to compose the columns

of the GridFormer. Thanks to the grid structure with

three rows and seven columns, information from dif-

ferent resolutions can be shared effectively. Specifically,

GridFormer consists of three parts: grid head (GH),

grid fusion module (GFM), and grid tail (GT). We

present the details of each part in the following.

Grid head. To extract initial multi-resolution fea-

tures, we use a grid head architecture to process pyra-
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Fig. 2 GridFormer architecture. It consists of a grid head, a grid fusion module, and a grid tail. The pyramid degraded
images X0,X1,X2 are first fed into the grid head to extract hierarchical initial features F0,F1,F2. The initial features are
further refined by the grid fusion module to generate features F̂0, F̂1, F̂2. Finally, the gird tail reconstructs clear images
X̂0, X̂1, X̂2.

mid input images in parallel. Every path in the grid

head consists of a feature embedding layer, achieved by

3 × 3 convolutions, and a GridFormer layer. As shown

in Fig. 2, given a weather-degraded image X0, the grid

head extracts hierarchical features F = {F0,F1,F2} in

different channels (i.e., C, 2C, and 4C) from pyramid

images X = {X0,X1,X2} (1/2, 1/4 scales for X1 and

X2). In our experiments, we use C = 48. The grid head

computation can be defined as:

Fi =

{
GFLi (Ei(X0)) , i = 0

GFLi(Ei(Xi)) + (Fi−1)↓, i = 1, 2
(1)

where i is the i-th network path, and Ei is the fea-

ture embedding layer. The ↓ symbol denotes the down-

sampling layer, where we use a 3 × 3 convolution with

a pixel-unshuffle operation [66] to halve the features

in the spatial dimensions while doubling the channels.

GFL is a GridFormer layer that is mainly built from

residual dense transformer blocks.

Grid fusion module. To fully integrate the hierarchi-

cal features of different rows and columns in the net-

work, we propose a grid fusion module between the grid

head and the grid tail. The structure of the proposed

grid fusion module is organized into a 2D grid pattern.

As illustrated in Fig. 2, the fusion module is designed

in a grid-like structure of three rows and five columns.

In particular, each row contains five consecutive Grid-

Former layers that keep the feature dimension constant.

In the column axis, according to the position in the grid,

we resort to the down-sampling layers or up-sampling

layers to change the size of the feature maps for fea-

ture fusion. Fig. 3 (a) shows a representative grid unit

in the fusion module. The GridFormer layer is a dense

structure consisting of three residual dense transformer

layers (RDTL) and a 1 × 1 convolution, which will be

discussed in the next subsection. The down-sampling

and up-sampling layers are symmetrical and use a 3×3

convolution with pixel-shuffle or pixel-unshuffle opera-

tion [66] to change the feature dimensions. In addition,

considering that the features of different scales may not

be equally important, we use a simple weighted atten-

tion fusion strategy to achieve feature fusion from the

different row and column dimensions. Inspired by [102,

76], we first generate two trainable weights for different

features, where each parameter is an n-dimensional vec-

tor (n is the channels of feature). We add these weighted

features to derive the fusion features. Grid units in the

grid fusion module provide different information flows

for feature fusion shown in Fig. 3 (b), which guides the

network to produce better-recovered results in combi-

nation with different complementary information.

Grid tail. To further improve the quality of the re-

covered images, we design a grid tail module to predict

multi-scale outputs. The structure of the grid tail is

symmetrical to that of the grid head. Specifically, each

path is composed of a GridFormer layer, a 3 × 3 con-

volution, and a long skip connection for image recon-

struction. The skip connection is used to transmit in-

put information directly to the grid tail module, which

maintains the color and detail of the original image.

The complete process is formulated as:

X̂i = Ci(GFLi(F̂i)) +Xi, i ∈ {0, 1, 2}, (2)

where X̂i is the final result of GridFormer on the i-th

path, Ci is a 3 × 3 convolution, and F̂i, i ∈ {0, 1, 2} is

the output feature of the grid fusion module. To opti-

mize the network parameters, we train GridFormer us-

ing a combination of two losses, multi-scale Charbon-

nier loss [7] and perceptual loss, where the weight of

perceptual loss [31] is set to 0.1. Next, we detail the

core component residual dense transformer block that

is used to build the elemental layer of GridFormer.
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3.2 Residual Dense Transformer Block

Previous works [24,100,46,97,102] have shown that us-

ing dense connections has many advantages, mitigat-

ing the vanishing gradient problem, encouraging fea-

ture reuse and enhancing information propagation. Ac-

cordingly, we propose to design the transformer with

dense connections to build the basic GridFormer lay-

ers. Specifically, we propose residual dense transformer

blocks (RDTB) to compose GridFormer using differ-

ent settings. As illustrated in Fig. 4, RDTB contains

densely connected transformer layers, local feature fu-

sion, and local residual learning. When implementing

the dense connection, we mainly incorporate three lay-

ers of residual dense transformer layers (RDTL), with

the growth rate set at 16. This implies that each individ-

ual RDTL generates 16 new feature maps. These newly

generated feature maps are subsequently concatenated

with the feature maps received from the preceding layer.

Within each RDTL, we use several compact-enhanced

transformer layers (CETL) with a ReLU [20] activation

function to extract features, and adopt a 1 × 1 convo-

lution to ensure the same number of channels for input

and output features. For local feature fusion and local

residual learning, we introduce a 1× 1 convolution and

a local skip connection in RDTB to control the final

output.

The direct application of transformers [72,16] to our

grid network will lead to high computational overhead,

we thus develop a cost-effective compact-enhanced at-

tention, with the stages of sampler and compact self-

attention for improving the efficiency, as well as a local

enhancement stage for enhancing the local information

in the transformer. Fig. 5 illustrates the detailed struc-

ture of the proposed compact-enhanced attention.

Feature sampling. We first design a sampler to

produce down-sampled input tokens for the subsequent

self-attention computation. The sampler is built by an

average pooling layer with stride r. The sampler layer

not only increases the receptive field to observe more

information, but also enhances the invariance on the

input token. In addition, the produced lower-resolution

features can reduce the computation of subsequent lay-

ers. The feature sampling step is formulated as:

Z = Avgr(Zin), (3)



GridFormer: Residual Dense Transformer with Grid Structure for Image Restoration in Adverse Weather Conditions 7

Compact-enhanced
Attention

FFN

𝒒𝒒𝟏𝟏

𝒌𝒌𝟏𝟏
𝒗𝒗𝟏𝟏

Sa
m

pl
er

𝑯𝑯 × 𝑾𝑾 × 𝑪𝑪 𝑯𝑯
𝒓𝒓

×
𝑾𝑾
𝒓𝒓

× 𝑪𝑪

𝒛𝒛𝟏𝟏

𝒛𝒛𝟐𝟐

𝑯𝑯
𝒓𝒓

×
𝑾𝑾
𝒓𝒓

×
𝑪𝑪
𝟐𝟐

𝑯𝑯
𝒓𝒓

×
𝑾𝑾
𝒓𝒓

×
𝑪𝑪
𝟐𝟐

Multi-head
attention

Multi-head
attention

1×
1 

C
on

v

L
oc

al
 

D
ec

on
v

𝒒𝒒𝟏𝟏
𝒌𝒌𝟏𝟏
𝒗𝒗𝟐𝟐

𝒒𝒒𝟐𝟐
𝒌𝒌𝟐𝟐
𝒗𝒗𝟏𝟏

𝒒𝒒𝟐𝟐

𝒌𝒌𝟐𝟐
𝒗𝒗𝟐𝟐

Feature Sampling Compact self-attention Local enhancement

Compact-enhanced Attention 

C
C

ha
nn

el
 

Sp
lit 𝒛𝒛𝒐𝒐𝒐𝒐𝒐𝒐

𝑯𝑯 × 𝑾𝑾 × 𝑪𝑪
𝒛𝒛𝒊𝒊𝒊𝒊

𝑯𝑯
𝒓𝒓

×
𝑾𝑾
𝒓𝒓

× 𝑪𝑪

𝒛𝒛

�𝒛𝒛

𝑪𝑪
𝟐𝟐

×
𝑯𝑯𝑾𝑾
𝒓𝒓𝟐𝟐

𝑪𝑪
𝟐𝟐

×
𝑯𝑯𝑾𝑾
𝒓𝒓𝟐𝟐

Fig. 5 Right: the schematic illustration of the proposed Compact-enhanced Transformer Layer consisting of a compact-
enhanced attention and a Feed-Forward Network (FFN). Left: the compact-enhanced attention layer, which contains three
steps, feature sampling, compact self-attention, and local enhancement. H, W , and C denote the height, width, and numbers
of feature channels, respectively. r is the feature sampling rate. © and ⊕ refer to concatenate and element-wise summation
operations respectively.

where Zin ∈ RH×W×C represents the input token.

Z ∈ RH
r ×W

r ×C is the output token. Avgr indicates the

average pooling operation with stride r. In the experi-

ments, we empirically set r as 4, 2, and 2 in three rows

of GridFormer layers, respectively (see Sec. 4.4).

Compact self-attention. Given a feature of di-

mensionsH×W×C, recent low-level transformer-based

methods [71,34,78] aim to explore the long-range de-

pendence between key and query to calculate the N×N

attention map (N = H × W ), which leads to high

complexity and fails to model the global information

from the channel dimension. Thus, for more efficient

computation in self-attention, we resort to a different

strategy. Specifically, as illustrated in Fig. 5, for an

output feature Z ∈ RH
r ×W

r ×C from the sampler, we

first implement the split operation by dividing it along

the channel dimension to produce z1 ∈ RH
r ×W

r ×C
2 and

z2 ∈ RH
r ×W

r ×C
2 . We then apply a convolution layer

with reshape operation on z1 and z2, which projects

z1 and z2 into Queries (q1,q2 ∈ R
C
2 ×HW

r2 ), Keys

(k1,k2 ∈ R
C
2 ×HW

r2 ) and Values v1,v2 ∈ R
C
2 ×HW

r2 ), re-

spectively. Inspired by existing methods [55,69,21,93],

we exchange the values produced by them to perform

multi-head self-attention, which can improve the inter-

action between z1 and z2. Compared with the method

of exchanging queries for feature interaction in cross-

attention [55,93], our approach exchanges the values

for interaction and feature fusion, finding it beneficial

for better restoration performance (see Sec. 4.4). Fi-

nally, we obtain the result Ẑ by concatenating the out-

put of the two multi-head self-attention and changing

their dimensions. The proposed compact self-attention

mechanism can be formulated as:

Ẑ = [softmax1

(
q1k

⊤
1√

dk1

)
v2,softmax2

(
q2k

⊤
2√

dk2

)
v1], (4)

where [·] indicates the concatenation operation. The

major computational overhead in transformers mainly

arises from the self-attention (SA) layer. In contrast

to recent transformer-based methods that employ spa-

tial modeling for SA, the complexity of the key-query

dot-product interaction grows quadratically with the

spatial resolution of input, i.e., O(N × N). Our pro-

posed compact self-attention addresses this by perform-

ing SA across channels instead of the spatial dimen-

sion, resulting in cross-covariance computation across

channels to produce an attention map that implicitly

encodes the global context. Consequently, our compact

self-attention generates an attention map of size RC×C ,

instead of the huge regular attention map of size RN×N .

Thus, our compact self-attention successfully reduces

complexity.

Local enhancement. As shown in Fig. 5, we add a

local feature enhancement stage in the tail of compact

self-attention. This stage consists of a deconvolution op-

eration, sometimes referred to as a “transposed convo-

lution,” with a deconvolution for local feature propaga-

tion and a 1× 1 convolution for local fusion:

Zout = Conv1×1(Deconv(Ẑ)), (5)

where Zout is the final output. Conv1×1 and Deconv are

1×1 convolution and deconvolution layers respectively.

3.3 Loss Function

Inspired by existing works [87,71,86,28,42,89,1,23,57],

we use a loss function combining the Charbonnier

loss [7] and the perceptual loss [77] to train our Grid-

Former. We regard the Charbonnier loss as a pixel-wise

loss, which is used between the recovered images and

the ground truth images at each scale, and the per-

ceptual loss is used to help our model produce visually

pleasing results. The Charbonnier loss is defined as:

Lchar =
1

3

2∑
k=0

√
∥X̂k − Ik∥2 + ε2, (6)
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where X̂k and Ik refer to the restored image and

ground-truth image respectively, and k represents the

index of the image scale level in our GridFormer. The

constant ε is empirically set to 10−3. For the percep-

tual loss, following previous work [77], we adopt a pre-

trained VGG19 [67] to extract the perceptual features

from the Conv5 4 layer of VGG19, and then use the L1

loss function to compute the difference between the per-

ceptual features of the restored images and their corre-

sponding ground truths. This effective perceptual loss

focuses on capturing high-level semantic information,

resulting in sharper edges and visually appealing out-

comes, all while ensuring computational efficiency [77].

Specifically, the perceptual loss is as follows:

Lper =
1

3

2∑
k=0

1

CHW
∥ϕ(X̂k)− ϕ(Ik)∥1, (7)

where C, H, and W denote the dimensions of the fea-

ture map obtained from the Conv5 4 layer of the pre-

trained VGGNet ϕ.

The final loss function L to train our proposed Grid-

Former is shown as follows:

L = Lchar + αLper, (8)

where Lchar denotes the Charbonnier loss, Lper is the

perceptual loss. α is a hyper-parameter that is used

to balance these two losses. In our experiments, it is

empirically set to 0.1.

3.4 Differences from Existing Methods

While HRNet [74], HRFormer [90], and RevCol [5] uti-

lize a grid-like structure, they diverge from our Grid-

Former. First, GridFormer captures multi-scale features

directly from the pixel level, in contrast to HRNet

and HRFormer which perform multi-scale feature ex-

traction at the feature layer level, and RevCol, which

does not incorporate a multi-scale mechanism. Sec-

ond, GridFormer integrates a new self-attention mecha-

nism to enhance the fusion of multi-scale features more

effectively. This approach sets it apart from HRNet,

HRFormer, and RevCol, which do not employ compact

self-attention in their feature fusion processes. Third,

our network is intricately designed for image restoration

under adverse weather conditions, striving to produce

images of superior quality. Unlike HRNet, HRFormer,

and RevCol, which are not specifically engineered for

this challenge, our network architecture is uniquely

suited to tackle the complexities inherent in this task.

4 Experiments and Analysis

We evaluate our GridFormer for several image restora-

tion tasks in severe weather conditions, including (1)

image dehazing, (2) image desnowing, (3) raindrop

removal, (4) image deraining and dehazing, and (5)

multi-weather restoration. Specifically, in this section,

we first introduce datasets, the implementation details

of our GridFormer, and the comparison methods. Then,

we show the restoration results of our GridFormer and

the comparison with the state-of-the-art methods. Fi-

nally, we conduct extensive ablation studies to verify

the effectiveness of modules in our GridFormer.

4.1 Experimental Setup

We evaluate GridFormer on several image restoration

tasks under severe weather conditions.

Datasets. For image dehazing, the first setting

uses ITS [37] to train the model and test it on in-

door SOTS [37]. Another setting is training and test-

ing on Haze4K [48] covering both indoor and outdoor

scenes. Desnowing is evaluated on Snow100K [49]. Rain-

Drop [56] is used for raindrop removal, and Outdoor-

Rain [40] is used for image deraining and dehazing. For

multi-weather restoration, we train the model on a com-

bination of images degraded in adverse weather condi-

tions similar to [54]. Table 1 lists the datasets used for

the different tasks. In the following, we introduce the

dataset and experimental details for specific tasks for

image restoration in adverse weather conditions.

Image dehazing. Following [46,58,68,70], we con-

duct our experiments on RESIDE [37] and Haze4K [48]

datasets. Specifically, for the RESIDE dataset, we

adopt Indoor Training Set (ITS) to train the model and

test the model on the indoor set of the SOTS dataset.

ITS contains 13, 990 indoor pair images and the indoor

set of the SOTS dataset includes 500 indoor pair im-

ages. For the Haze4K dataset, we follow the previous

work [85]. The Haze4K dataset contains 3, 000 haze and

haze-free image pairs for training and 1, 000 for testing.

The Haze4K dataset is more challenging, which consid-

ers both indoor and outdoor scenes.

Image desnowing. For this task, we use the pop-

ular Snow100K dataset [49] for training and evaluating

the proposed method. Snow100K contains 50, 000 train-

ing and 50, 000 testing images. The testing set has three

sub-sets i.e., Snow100K-S/M/L, which refers to differ-

ent snowflake sizes (light/mid/heavy). The Snow100K-

S, Snow100K-M, and Snow100K-L have 16611, 16588,

and 16801 image pairs, respectively. In our experiment,

we keep the same setup of [54]. Specifically, we use the
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Table 1 Dataset summary on five tasks of image restoration
in adverse weather conditions.

Task Dataset #Train #Test

Image Dehazing
ITS [37] 13, 990 0
SOTS-Indoor [37] 0 500
Haze4K [48] 3, 000 1, 000

Image Desnowing
Snow100K [49] 50, 000 0
Snow100K-S [49] 0 16, 611
Snow100K-L [49] 0 16.801

Raindrop Removal
RainDrop [56] 861 0
RainDrop-Test [56] 0 51

Image Deraining & Outdoor-Rain [40] 9, 000 0
Image Dehazing Outdoor-Rain-Test [40] 0 750

Multi-weather Restoration

All-weather [35] 18, 069 0
Snow100K-S [49] 0 16, 611
Snow100K-L [49] 0 16.801
RainDrop-Test [56] 0 51
Outdoor-Rain-Test [40] 0 750

training set to train our model and evaluate the pro-

posed method on Snow100K-S and Snow100K-L.

Raindrop removal. Consistent with previous

works [56,35,71,54], we adopt a representative Rain-

Drop dataset [56] for raindrop removal. The RainDrop

dataset includes 861 synthetic raindrop training images

and 58 images for testing.

Image deraining and dehazing. For this task, we

train our GridFormer with Outdoor-Rain dataset [40],

which considers dense synthetic rain streaks and pro-

vides realistic scene views. Therefore, this dataset is

designed to solve the problem of image deraining and

dehazing. It consists of 9, 000 images for training and

750 for testing.

Multi-weather restoration. Following the previ-

ous works [35,71,54], we use a mixed dataset called

All-weather, in which the training set contains 18, 069

images sampled from Snow100K [49], Raindrop [56],

and Outdoor-Rain [40]. We use the Snow100k-S/L test

sets to evaluate the model’s performance for the image

desnowing task. In addition, we adopt the testing sets

of the RainDrop dataset and Outdoor-Rain dataset to

evaluate the model’s performance for the raindrop re-

moval task and image deraining & dehazing task, re-

spectively.

Implementation details. We implemented Grid-

Former in PyTorch, using the AdamW optimizer [51]

with β1 = 0.9 and β2 = 0.999. The learning rate is

set to 3 × 10−4 and decreased to 10−6 using the co-

sine annealing decay strategy [50]. For each task, we

train the model with different iterations and patch sizes.

At training time we use random horizontal and ver-

tical flips for data augmentation. Following the setup

in [80,71,70], we evaluate the performance by PSNR

and SSIM calculated in RGB space for image dehazing,

and on the Y channel for other tasks.

Comparison methods. The comparison meth-

ods for the image dehazing task are traditional

method DCP [22], CNN-based methods DehazeNet [4],

MSCNN [62], AOD-Net [36], GFN [62], GCANet [8],

Table 2 Dehazing results on SOTS-indoor and Haze4K.
Bold and underlined fonts denote the best and second-best
results, respectively.

SOTS-Indoor [37] Haze4K [48]
Type Method

PSNR↑ SSIM↑ PSNR↑ SSIM↑

DCP [22] 16.62 0.818 14.01 0.760

DehazeNet [4] 19.82 0.821 19.12 0.840

MSCNN [62] 19.84 0.833 14.01 0.510

AOD-Net [36] 32.33 0.950 27.17 0.898

GFN [62] 22.30 0.880 - -

GCANet [8] 30.23 0.980 - -

Dehazing GridDehazeNet [46] 32.16 0.984 23.29 0.930

Task MSBDN [14] 33.67 0.985 22.99 0.850

PFDN [15] 32.68 0.976 - -

FFA-Net [58] 36.39 0.989 26.96 0.950

AECR-Net [79] 37.17 0.990 - -

DehazeF-B [68] 37.84 0.994 - -

MAXIM-2S [70] 38.11 0.991 - -

GridFormer 42.34 0.994 33.27 0.986

Table 3 Desnowing results on Snow100K-S/L. Bold and un-
derlined fonts denote best and second-best results, respec-
tively.

Snow100K-S [49] Snow100K-L [49]
Type Method

PSNR↑ SSIM↑ PSNR↑ SSIM↑

SPANet [75] 29.92 0.8260 23.70 0.7930

JSTASR [11] 31.40 0.9012 25.32 0.8076

RESCAN [43] 31.51 0.9032 26.08 0.8108

Desnowing DesnowNet [49] 32.33 0.9500 27.17 0.8983

Task DDMSNet [97] 34.34 0.9445 28.85 0.8772

SnowDiff64 [54] 36.59 0.9626 30.43 0.9145

SnowDiff128 [54] 36.09 0.9545 30.28 0.9000

GridFormer 38.89 0.9698 33.09 0.9340

All-in-One [41] - - 28.33 0.8820

TransWeather [71] 32.51 0.9341 29.31 0.8879

Multi-weather Restormer [91] 36.08 0.9591 30.28 0.9124

Restoration WeatherDiff64 [54] 35.83 0.9566 30.09 0.9041

WeatherDiff128 [54] 35.02 0.9516 29.58 0.8941

GridFormer-S 36.68 0.9602 30.78 0.9167

GridFormer 37.46 0.9640 31.71 0.9231

GridDehazeNet [46], MSBDN [14], PFDN [15], FFA-

Net [58], and AECR-Net [79], and recent transformer-

based methods DehazeF-B [68], and MAXIM-2S [70].

For the task of image desnowing, the compar-
ison methods are SPANet [75], JSTASR [11],

RESCAN [43], DesnowNet [49], DDMSNet [97],

SnowDiff64 [54], and SnowDiff128 [54]. As for the

raindrop removal task, the comparison methods are

pix2pix [25], DuRN [47], RaindropAttn [61], Atten-

tiveGAN [56], IDT [80], RainDropDiff64 [54], and

RainDropDiff128 [54]. The comparison methods for the

image deraining and dehazing task are CycleGAN [103],

pix2pix [25], HRGAN [40], PCNet [30], MPR-

Net [92], RainHazeDiff64 [54], and RainHazeDiff128 [54].

Finally, the comparison methods for the multi-

weather restoration task are All-in-One [41], Tran-

sWeather [71], Restormer [91], WeatherDiff64 [54], and

WeatherDiff128 [54].

4.2 Experimental Results

Dehazing results. We perform image dehazing on dif-

ferent datasets to evaluate the performance of Grid-
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DeHazing

GTInput DCP FFA MSBDN GridFormerDehazeNet GCANet GridDehazeNet

Fig. 6 Dehazing comparison on SOTS-indoor. From left to right are the input images, results of DCP [22], DehazeNet [4],
FFA-Net [58], GCANet [8], GridDehazeNet [46], MSBDN [14], our GridFormer, and ground truth images, respectively. The
images restored by GridFormer are more clear and closer to the ground truth. Zoom in for details.

GTInput DsnowNet DDMSNet SnowDiff128 GridFormer

Snow-S

SnowDiff64

Fig. 7 Desnowing comparison on Snow100K-S test set. From left to right are the input images, results of DesnowNet [49],
DDMSNet [97], SnowDiff64 [54], SnowDiff128 [54], our GridFormer, and ground truth images, respectively. Zoom in for
details.

Former. We compare the performance of GridFormer

with various methods, including traditional prior-based

methods, CNN-based methods, and recent transformer-

based methods. Table 2 shows the quantitative results

in terms of PSNR and SSIM. It shows that GridFormer

achieves the best performance on the indoor subset of

SOTS regarding all metrics. In particular, GridFormer

obtains a significant gain of 4.23 dB in PSNR compared

to the second-best method MAXIM-2S [70].

We further compare the performance on the more

challenging Haze4K dataset, which includes more real-

istic images from both indoor and outdoor scenarios.

GridFormer obtains the best performance in terms of

all metrics on this dataset as well. Fig. 6 provides a

visual comparison for the SOTS indoor dataset. The
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GTInput DsnowNet DDMSNet SnowDiff128 GridFormer

Snow-L

SnowDiff64

Fig. 8 Desnowing comparison on Snow100K-L test set. From left to right are the input images, results of DesnowNet [49],
DDMSNet [97], SnowDiff64 [54], SnowDiff128 [54], our GridFormer, and ground truth images, respectively. Zoom in for
details.

recovered images by GridFormer contain finer details

and are closer to the ground truth.

Desnowing results. We evaluate the desnowing

performance on the public Snow100K dataset [49].

The test set is divided into three subsets according

to the particle size: Snow100K-S, Snow100K-M, and

Snow100K-L. We select Snow100K-S and Snow100K-

L for testing. Table 3 shows the quantitative results.

On the Snow100K-S subset, GridFormer outperforms

the diffusion-based method SnowDiff64 [54] by 2.3 dB

and by 0.0072 in terms of PSNR and SSIM. As for

the most difficult Snow100K-L subset, GridFormer still

gains an improvement of 2.66 dB and 0.0195 in terms of

PSNR and SSIM compared to the second-best method

SnowDiff64. Fig. 7 and Fig. 8 provide the visual compar-

isons, showing that GridFormer is effective in removing

image corruption due to snow while producing percep-

tually pleasing results.

RainDrop removal results. In Table 4 we

present the quantitative results for raindrop removal

on the RainDrop dataset. For an extensive compar-

ison, we compare GridFormer with seven different

methods: pix2pix [25], DuRN [47], RaindropAttn [61],

AttentiveGAN [56], IDT [80], RainDropDiff64 [54],

and RainDropDiff128 [54]. The results show that

GridFormer is competitive. Specifically, GridFormer

achieves the best performance in terms of PSNR and

achieves almost the same level of performance as the

state-of-the-art method RainDropDiff64 [54] in terms

of SSIM with a difference of 0.0022. A visual compari-

Table 4 RainDrop removal results on RainDrop test set.
Bold and underlined fonts denote best and second-best re-
sults, respectively.

RainDrop [56]
Type Method

PSNR↑ SSIM↑

pix2pix [25] 28.02 0.8547

DuRN [47] 31.24 0.9259

RaindropAttn [61] 31.44 0.9263

RainDrop AttentiveGAN [56] 31.59 0.9170

Removal IDT [80] 31.87 0.9313

RainDropDiff64 [54] 32.29 0.9422

RainDropDiff128 [54] 32.43 0.9334

GridFormer 32.92 0.9400

All-in-One [41] 31.12 0.9268

TransWeather [71] 30.17 0.9157

Multi-weather Restormer [91] 30.91 0.9282

Restoration WeatherDiff64 [54] 29.64 0.9312

WeatherDiff128 [54] 29.66 0.9225

GridFormer-S 31.02 0.9301

GridFormer 32.39 0.9362

son of the results on RainDrop is provided in Fig. 9. It

shows that our method can remove raindrops success-

fully and generate realistic images.

Deraining and dehazing results. For the im-

age deraining and dehazing task, we conduct experi-

ments on the Outdoor-Rain dataset [40]. This dataset

has 9, 000 pairs of images for training, and 750 pairs for

testing, where degraded images are synthesized consid-

ering the rain and haze scenes simultaneously. The com-

parisons between GridFormer and other state-of-the-art

methods are reported in Table 5. GridFormer outper-

forms other competitors in terms of PSNR, and ranks

second place regarding SSIM. More specifically, Grid-

Former achieves 0.11 dB and 0.46 dB improvement in
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GTInput RainDropAttn AttentiveGAN RainDropDiff128 GridFormer

RainDrop

RainDropDiff64

Fig. 9 Raindrop removal results on RainDrop test set. From left to right are the input images, results of RaindropAttn [61],
AttentiveGAN [56], RainDropDiff64 [54], RainDropDiff128 [54], our GridFormer, and ground truth images, respectively. Zoom
in for details.

GTInput HRGAN MPRNet RainHazeDiff128 GridFormer

OutDoorRain

RainHazeDiff64

Fig. 10 Visual results of deraining & dehazing on Outdoor-Rain test set. From left to right are the input images, results of
HRGAN [40], MPRNet [92], RainHazeDiff64 [54], RainHazeDiff128 [54], our GridFormer, and ground truth images, respectively.
Zoom in for details.

terms of PSNR when compared to RainHazeDiff64 [54]

and MPRNet [92]. Fig. 10 shows the visual comparison,

indicating that GridFormer can handle haze and rain-

fall scenarios well at the same time, and generate vivid

results.

Multi-weather restoration results. We further

explore the potential of GridFormer for multi-weather

restoration. Specifically, we first train our model on

the mixed dataset sampled from Snow100K [49], Rain-

drop [56], and Outdoor-Rain [40] datasets. Then, we

evaluate our model on the Snow100k-S/L test sets,

the RainDrop test dataset, and the Outdoor-Rain

test dataset. We choose four representative multi-

weather restoration methods for comparison: All-in-

One network [41] is a CNN-based method, Tran-

sWeather is based on transformers, WeatherDiff64
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Fig. 11 Multi-weather Restoration comparison on Snow100K-S, Snow100K-L, RainDrop, Outdoor-Rain datasets. From left
to right are the input images, results of TransWeather [71], Restormer [91], WeatherDiff64 [54], WeatherDiff128 [54], our
GridFormer, and ground truth images, respectively. Zoom in for details.

Table 5 Image deraining & dehazing results on Outdoor-
Rain test set. The MACs of each model is measured on 256×
256 image.

Outdoor-Rain [40] Overhead
Type Method

PSNR↑ SSIM↑ Param/MACs

CycleGAN [103] 17.62 0.6560 7.84M/42.38G

pix2pix [25] 19.09 0.7100 54.41M/18.15G

HRGAN [40] 21.56 0.8550 25.11M/34.93G

Deraining & PCNet [30] 26.19 0.9015 627.56K/268.45G

Dehazing MPRNet [92] 28.03 0.9192 3.64M/148.55G

RainHazeDiff64 [54] 28.38 0.9320 82.92M/475.16G

RainHazeDiff128 [54] 26.84 0.9152 85.56M/263.45G

GridFormer 28.49 0.9213 30.12M/251.35G

All-in-One [41] 24.71 0.8980 44.00M/12.26G

TransWeather [71] 28.83 0.9000 21.90M/5.64G

Restormer [91] 30.21 0.9208 26.10M/140.99G

Multi-weather WeatherDiff64 [54] 29.64 0.9312 82.92M/475.16G

Restoration WeatherDiff128 [54] 29.72 0.9216 85.56M/263.45G

GridFormer-S 30.48 0.9313 14.83M/133.24G

GridFormer 31.87 0.9335 30.12M/251.35G

and WeatherDiff128 are diffusion models. Table 3, 4,

and 5 summarize the quantitative results. GridFormer

achieves the best performance in all weather conditions.

We present visual comparisons in Fig. 11. Images pro-

duced by GridFormer exhibit fewer artifacts and are

closer to ground truth compared to other methods. In

an additional experiment, we set C = 32 in the grid

head to construct a tiny variant of the network called

GridFormer-S for comparison. The results show that

Table 6 Cross-dataset evaluation. Models are trained only
on the All-weather dataset and directly applied to the
Rain100L and Test100 benchmark datasets. Bold and under-
lined fonts denote the best and second-best results, respec-
tively.

Rain100L [83] Test100 [96]
Method

PSNR↑ SSIM↑ PSNR↑ SSIM↑
TransWeather 30.33 0.9365 24.20 0.8317
Restormer 27.08 0.8432 23.28 0.7136

WeatherDiff64 27.46 0.8534 23.13 0.7091
WeatherDiff128 27.56 0.8552 23.26 0.7255
GridFormer-S 33.21 0.9541 27.10 0.8713
GridFormer 34.24 0.9649 29.26 0.8912

our methods achieve competitive results with less com-

plexity and parameters, see Table 5.

Cross-dataset evaluation. To further verify the

models’ performance across different datasets, we con-

duct a cross-dataset evaluation on different SOTA

methods. To be specific, the models (i.e., Tran-

sWeather, Restormer, WeatherDiff64, WeatherDiff128,

GridFormer-S, and GridFormer) are trained on the All-

weather dataset, and then directly applied to the spe-

cific deraining datasets Rain100L [83] and Test100 [96]

for testing. Experimental results in Table 6 show that

our GridFormer-S and GridFormer outperform other

approaches.
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Input Restormer TransWeather

WeatherDiff64 WeatherDiff128 GridFormer

Fig. 12 Exemplar results on the real-world image.

Table 7 Memory consumption and inference time of differ-
ent methods evaluated on 512 × 512 resolution images.

Methods Platform Memory (MB) time (ms)
Restormer PyTorch 30031.50 321.6

WeatherDiff64 PyTorch 6307.53 101232.1
WeatherDiff128 PyTorch 7941.03 133557.7
GridFormer-S PyTorch 20793.94 165.0
GridFormer PyTorch 28461.94 259.1

Performance in real-world scenarios. To fur-

ther verify the effectiveness of the proposed method in

real-world scenarios, we conduct a qualitative compar-

ison experiment on the real-world hazy image from the

Internet. The comparison result is shown in Fig. 12.

Compared with current state-of-the-art methods, our

method effectively removes the haze and produces a

clear result. The result shows that our method outper-

forms the current methods in real-world scenarios.

Efficiency comparison. We also analyze the effi-

ciency of our models. Table 7 displays the comparison

results of different methods in terms of the memory

consumption and inference time for 512 × 512 resolu-

tion. Specifically, we choose top three SOTA methods

(i.e., Restormer, WeatherDiff64, and WeatherDiff128)

for comparison. Compared with other SOTA methods,

our GridFormer-S exhibits the highest inference time.

In addition, GridFormer-S and GridFormer are compet-

itive in terms of memory consumption.

4.3 Application

Image restoration in adverse weather conditions can en-

hance the image content, which can be easily incorpo-

rated into other high-level vision tasks. As a result, we

investigate the potential of GridFormer in improving

the performance of object detection, image segmenta-

tion, and image caption algorithms when dealing with

adverse weather scenes. In the case of object detec-

Table 8 Ablation studies on the proposed compact-
enhanced self-attention (CESA). FS, CS, and LE refer to
feature sampling, channel split, and local enhancement opera-
tions in CESA respectively. MACs are measured on 256×256
images.

FS CS LE Param/MACs
RainDrop SOTS-Indoor

PSNR/SSIM PSNR/SSIM

✗ ✗ ✗ 38.08M/322.26G 29.93/0.8710 36.89/0.9631
✓ ✗ ✗ 34.91M/237.79G 30.82/0.9012 37.81/0.9831
✓ ✓ ✗ 26.88M/227.65G 31.98/0.9294 40.51/0.9921
✓ ✓ ✓ 30.12M/251.35G 32.57/0.9365 41.84/0.9932

tion, we consider both synthetic and real-world images.

Fig. 13 shows detection results, where we use Google

Vision API for object detection. We observe that haze,

rain, and snow greatly reduce the detection accuracy,

that is, increased missed detection, higher false detec-

tion, and lower detection confidence. In contrast, the

detection accuracy and confidence of the images recov-

ered by GridFormer show significant improvement over

those of weather-degraded images. Fig. 14 showcases

the segmentation results, utilizing the state-of-the-art

Segment Anything Model [33] for image segmentation.

Our restoration results demonstrate an enhancement

in segmentation accuracies, indicating that GridFormer

effectively facilitates subsequent segmentation perfor-

mance. Lastly, Fig. 15 presents the image caption re-

sults using the BLIP model [38]. These results show

that the BLIP model can generate detailed captions by

utilizing our restoration results, further validating the

effectiveness of our GridFormer.

4.4 Ablation Study

We conduct extensive ablation studies to verify the pro-

posed compact-enhanced self-attention, residual dense

transformer block, grid structure, and used loss func-

tions. Specifically, we conduct ablation studies on the

tasks of raindrop removal and dehazing to analyze the

performance of GridFormer. For each model, we train

it for 2× 105 iterations using a batch size of 12 on the

RainDrop dataset [56] and the ITS dataset [37] respec-

tively. Subsequently, we assess the performance of each

model on the testing sets of the RainDrop dataset and

the testing SOTS-Indoor dataset. The detailed results

are presented as follows.

A. Compact-enhanced self-attention. We ver-

ify the impact of feature sampling, channel split, and lo-

cal enhancement operations in compact-enhanced self-

attention. Table 8 shows the comparison results. After

applying feature sampling (FS) and channel split (CS)

operations respectively, the model achieves 0.89 dB and

1.16 dB improvements in the RainDrop dataset (0.92
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(a) Detection results on the synthetic images

(b) Detection results on the real-world images

Fig. 13 In each sub-image, the top images are captured in haze, rain, and snow weather conditions. The bottom images are
recovered by our GridFormer. We report the detection confidences of these images, which shows that our GridFormer as a
pre-processing tool benefits the task of object detection.

Fig. 14 The top images are captured in haze, rain, and snow weather conditions. The bottom images are recovered by our
GridFormer. We show the segmentation results of these images, which demonstrates that our GridFormer as a pre-processing
tool benefits the task of image segmentation.

dB and 2.70 dB improvements in the SOTS-Indoor

dataset), while the computational complexity is sig-

nificantly reduced. Using local enhancement (LE) op-

erations, the performance gains on the RainDrop and

SOTS-Indoor datasets are 0.59 dB and 1.33 dB respec-

tively. The ablation study results suggest the effective-

ness of these operations. We also conduct an additional

ablation study on the RainDrop dataset to verify the ef-

fectiveness of exchanging the Values for feature interac-

tion and fusion in our compact-enhanced self-attention.

Specifically, we focus on exchanging only the Queries

between z1 and z2 to investigate its impact on per-

formance. The results of this experiment demonstrate

that exchanging the Queries results in a PSNR value
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Snowy day
in a city with cars 
and buildings, pavements, 
no-text, no-logo, game map 
matte painting, photo blurring, 
photographic print, book title 
visible, actual photo, real 
photograph, hyper realistic 
photograph.

Cars are parked on the side of 
the road in a city, instagram 
contest winner, dangerous 
depressing atmosphere, no 
greenery, dark ambient album 
cover, walking to the right, 
photo taken from far, empty 
streets.

There is a large wooden table 
with chairs in a room, photo 
blurring, houzz, purple tint, 
avoid symmetry, plated arm,  
reduce duplicate content, left 
align, clear glass, the photo 
shows a large, hone finished.

There is a large wooden table 
with white chairs in a room, 
plum color scheme, group of 
seven, bold complementary 
colours, family dinner, elegant 
and extremely ornamental, 
porches.

There is a street with a bench 
and a street light in the rain, 
subsiding floodwaters, spring 
season city, thunders, 
rippling liquid, neighborhood, 
tranquil.

There is a wet street with 
benches and benches on the 
side of it, evening storm, 
relaxing calm vibes, gentle 
sparkling forest stream, 
cinemascope, very detailed 
super storm, boulevard, 
summer evening.

Fig. 15 In each sub-image, the top images are captured in haze, rain, and snow weather conditions. The bottom images are
recovered by our GridFormer. We show the image caption results of these images, which shows that our GridFormer as a
pre-processing tool benefits the task of image caption.

Table 9 Ablation studies on the different settings of r in
three rows of GridFormer layers, where r indicates the stride
of the average pooling operation in feature sampling of the
proposed compact-enhanced transformer layer. [4, 2, 2] de-
notes r is set as 4, 2, and 2 in three rows of GridFormer
layers, respectively.

Different Settings of r Param/MACs
RainDrop SOTS-Indoor

PSNR/SSIM PSNR/SSIM

[2, 2, 2] 29.53M/213.01G 30.93/0.8991 33.81/0.9631
[4, 4, 4] 48.63M/356.57G 31.62/0.9112 40.31/0.9901
[4, 2, 2] 30.12M/251.35G 31.98/0.9294 40.51/0.9921

Table 10 Ablation studies on the proposed residual dense
transformer block (RDTB). DC, LF, and LSC denote dense
connection, local fusion with 1×1 convolution, and local skip
connection in RDTB respectively. MACs are measured on
256 × 256 images.

DC LF LSC Param/MACs
RainDrop SOTS-Indoor

PSNR/SSIM PSNR/SSIM

✗ ✗ ✗ 27.99M/253.57G 31.48/0.9187 40.32/0.9901
✓ ✗ ✗ 32.78M/284.87G 32.07/0.9284 40.45/0.9912
✓ ✓ ✗ 30.12M/251.35G 32.05/0.9298 40.87/0.9926
✓ ✓ ✓ 30.12M/251.35G 32.57/0.9365 41.84/0.9932

of 31.81, which is inferior to the outcome achieved by

exchanging the Values (32.57). These ablation results

show the effectiveness of the Value exchange in enhanc-

ing interaction and feature fusion, thereby contributing

to improved restoration performance. Furthermore, in

our model, the choice of the step parameter r, as de-

scribed in formula 3, indeed impacts the model’s com-

putational complexity and performance. Thus, we eval-

uate the effect of different settings of r in the Grid-

Former. Table 9 shows that our model with the [4, 2, 2]

setting achieves a better trade-off between computation

cost and performance.

B. Residual dense transformer block. To

demonstrate the effectiveness of the proposed residual

dense transformer block, we conduct ablation studies by

considering the following three factors: (1) dense con-

nections (DC), (2) local fusion with 1 × 1 convolution

Table 11 Ablation study on different gird configurations. r
and c denote the numbers of rows and columns of the model.

Grid Setting Overhead RainDrop SOTS-Indoor
r c Param (M) MACs (G) PSNR/SSIM PSNR/SSIM

r = 1

c = 3 0.81 51.24 30.07/0.9163 38.02/0.9879
c = 4 1.01 64.01 30.44/0.9198 38.21/0.9880
c = 5 1.21 76.77 30.54/0.9199 38.61/0.9885
c = 6 1.41 89.54 30.62/0.9205 38.78/0.9891

r = 2

c = 3 2.64 80.48 31.21/0.9280 39.68/0.9900
c = 4 3.50 103.98 31.23/0.9281 39.73/0.9901
c = 5 4.51 129.52 31.37/0.9294 40.21/0.9915
c = 6 5.37 153.01 31.58/0.9311 40.50/0.9918

r = 3

c = 3 13.96 125.38 31.67/0.9339 40.79/0.9918
c = 4 19.09 166.01 31.73/0.9356 41.13/0.9929
c = 5 24.99 210.72 31.89/0.9359 41.01/0.9926
c = 6 30.12 251.35 32.57/0.9365 41.84/0.9932

r = 4 c = 6 150.86 410.09 32.05/0.9361 40.85/0.9921

(LF), and (3) local skip connection (LSC). Specifically,

we analyze the different models by progressively adding

these components. The results are shown in Table 10.

We observe that each component improves the perfor-

mance, where dense connections contribute the most.

C. Exploring different configurations in the
grid structure of GridFormer. To comprehensively

understand the impact of GridFormer’s grid structure,

we have conducted ablation experiments involving vari-

ations in the number of rows and columns. Each row

within our GridFormer framework corresponds to a dis-

tinct scale, while the columns in the grid fusion module

act as conduits that facilitate the exchange of infor-

mation across diverse scales. This grid structure pro-

foundly influences the information interchange that oc-

curs among the grid units within the Grid Fusion mod-

ule. In our study, we have systematically altered the

number of rows, ranging from 1 to 4, while maintaining

columns at values of 3, 4, 5, and 6. The results with

different configurations are shown in Table 11. By in-

creasing r and c, the performance is improved, and the

overhead gradually becomes complex. The model per-

formance achieves its maximum for r = 3 and c = 6.

Thus, we select these values in our final model.

D. Other GridFormer components. The skip

connection from input images and the perceptual loss
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also contribute to improving the performance. Without

the skip connection from the input image, the PSNR

value would decrease from 32.57 dB to 31.85 dB on

the testing set of the RainDrop dataset. Training Grid-

Former without the perceptual loss results in a PSNR

of 32.72 dB on the testing set of the RainDrop dataset.

5 Limitations and Future Work

As a new backbone, GridFormer has achieved better

performance than previous methods in image restora-

tion under adverse weather conditions, but it still has

space for improvement. For example, using the pre-

trained strategy [9] or the contrastive learning tech-

nique [79] on our GridFormer can further explore its

performance potential. In addition, we fuse multi-scale

features with simple weighted attention [102,76]. We

can improve this fusion by designing special modules

using sophisticated attention mechanisms [58,68]. Fi-

nally, GridFormer is evaluated in the image scenery,

and we are still exploring whether it can handle the

video restoration problem. In the future, it is also an

important direction to extend our GridFormer to deal

with video restoration in adverse weather conditions.

6 Conclusion

In this paper, we propose GridFormer, a unified Trans-

former architecture for image restoration in adverse

weather conditions. It adopts a grid structure to

facilitate information communication across different

streams and makes full use of the hierarchical fea-

tures from the input images. In addition, to build

the basic layer of GridFormer, we propose a compact-

enhanced transformer layer and integrate it in a resid-

ual dense manner, which encourages feature reuse and

enhances feature representation. Comprehensive exper-

iments show that GridFormer significantly surpasses

state-of-the-art methods, producing good results on

both weather-specific and multi-weather restoration

tasks.
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