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TextFusion: Unveiling the Power of Textual
Semantics for Controllable Image Fusion

Chunyang Cheng, Tianyang Xu, Xiao-Jun Wu, Hui Li, Xi Li, Zhangyong Tang, and Josef Kittler

Abstract—Advanced image fusion methods are devoted to
generating the fusion results by aggregating the complementary
information conveyed by the source images. However, the dif-
ference in the source-specific manifestation of the imaged scene
content makes it difficult to design a robust and controllable
fusion process. We argue that this issue can be alleviated with
the help of higher-level semantics, conveyed by the text modality,
which should enable us to generate fused images for different
purposes, such as visualisation and downstream tasks, in a
controllable way. This is achieved by exploiting a vision-and-
language model to build a coarse-to-fine association mechanism
between the text and image signals. With the guidance of the
association maps, an affine fusion unit is embedded in the
transformer network to fuse the text and vision modalities at the
feature level. As another ingredient of this work, we propose the
use of textual attention to adapt image quality assessment to the
fusion task. To facilitate the implementation of the proposed text-
guided fusion paradigm, and its adoption by the wider research
community, we release a text-annotated image fusion dataset
IVT. Extensive experiments demonstrate that our approach
(TextFusion) consistently outperforms traditional appearance-
based fusion methods. Our code and dataset will be publicly
available at https://github.com/AWCXV/TextFusion.

Index Terms—Image fusion, vision and language, multimodal
learning, pre-trained model.

I. INTRODUCTION

IMAGE fusion is a technique allowing to combine multiple
input images acquired by different sensors or shooting

configurations, into a single robust fused image which contains
more information. The output image should be closely aligned
with human perception, with the salient information from
the source being well preserved [1]–[4]. As an illustration
drawn from the thermal infrared and visible (RGB) image
fusion paradigm, this fusion task demands a comprehensive
preservation of information from both inputs, i.e., the thermal
radiation information derived from the infrared modality and
the prominent texture detail from the visible image. Besides
ameliorating the visual perception of the multimodal data,
the fusion results are expected to boost the performance of
downstream computer vision tasks [5], [6].

The effectiveness of an image fusion approach will depend
on the application scenes, i.e., whether it relates to, e.g.,
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the road.”

“Seven people walk forward. A 
passer-by walks oppositely. Cars 
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Fig. 1. The input modalities and two fusion results obtained by our TextFusion
with different description. As reflected in the metrics, each application
scenario requires a different fusion scheme to achieve the best performance.
(EN is the image quality metric of information entropy and mAP denotes the
mean average detection precision.)

observation of the overall scene or area of interest, detection,
or recognition. As shown in Fig. 1, when image fusion is
used in a detection task, the result (a) obtained by our method
might be favoured, since it takes advantage of certain thermal
radiation information to enhance the image contrast. On the
other hand, result (b) is probably more appropriate for human
observation, as it conveys more information (higher EN) and
the image is rich in texture details (yellow boxes). However,
such dependencies have not been studied in the existing
literature. Instead, by relying purely on visual information,
once trained, the current approaches are capable of producing
fused images only in a fixed manner. Consequently, retraining
fusion systems is required for specific scenario or concerned
objects (Fig. 2 (a)), which limits their practical utility.

In this paper, we address the aforementioned lack of con-
trollability by offering a variety of potential fusion style
alternatives. Specifically, our approach is to provide control
over the fusion process using a textual description for the input
vision modalities, which focuses on the fusion objectives. The
text modality contains higher-level semantics for the image
fusion task, overcoming the unwarranted reliance purely on
the vision modalities. As shown in Fig. 2 (b), the proposed
paradigm is able to deliver diverse image fusion outputs for
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Fig. 2. Existing learning-based image fusion methods and the proposed
controllable image fusion paradigm. To generate appropriate fusion results for
a specific scenario (different tasks or concerned objects), existing methods
cannot realise it or require expensive retraining. The same goal can be
achieved by simply adjusting the focused objectives of textual description in
our paradigm. (DET-all: general detection; OB-all: observation for the whole
scene; OB-part: observation for the interested regions)

different scenes using a single image fusion model. A change
of the fusion focus (concerned objects or regions) can be
realised by simply adjusting the textual description for the
input vision modalities. In general, our innovation introduces
the use of linguistic information in the image fusion field.

The adoption of the text modality into the image fusion field
raises significant challenges. The first problem is posed by the
need to perform a simultaneous fusion of features computed
by three different modalities. This is very different from the
existing tasks that typically involve only the RGB and text
modalities. The second issue is raised by the huge semantic
gap between the high-level linguistic input and the appearance
information in the vision signals. This gap impedes the text
modality in boosting the fine-grained fusion task. Thirdly, a
challenge also arises from the lack of available image fusion
datasets that include text annotations.

To handle the first challenge, we introduce an affine fusion
unit as the foundational component of the TextFusion model.
This unit is designed to fuse the vision features based on the
guidance provided by the linguistic information. Secondly, to
address the semantic gap, a coarse-to-fine text-vision associa-
tion mechanism is proposed to produce a pixel-level relation
map. This link (relation map) enables the textual information
to be injected into the optimization process. Regarding the
third issue, we curate and release a new IVT dataset that
contains 11, 450 aligned infrared and visible image pairs
together with manually annotated textual descriptions.

Another important consideration is that the commonly used
image fusion metrics emphasise the fusion result quality
assessment for tasks with ground truth (GT) output, e.g., image
super-resolution and dehazing [7], [8]. Certain metrics simply
employ averaging to calculate the contribution of the source
images, without incorporating any adaptations tailored to the
fusion task. These metrics are not fit for the purpose of task-
specific fusion. We argue that it is essential to replace the
traditional indices with the proposed textual attention metrics
to rectify this problem. In particular, we propose to gauge the
fusion image quality by focusing on regions corresponding to
the semantic preference expressed by the text prompt.

The contribution of our work can be summarized as follows:

• We conduct a pioneering investigation of the merits of
controlling image fusion by textual specification, which
defines the semantic content of interest in the source
images. This constitutes a new paradigm in the image
fusion area.

• We propose a new image fusion model based on an affine
fusion scheme that automatically adapts to the semantic
image content defined by the given textual input.

• To facilitate the multimodal data study (image and lan-
guage), we release a new dataset containing different
textual descriptions for RGBT image pairs.

• We introduce textual attention-dependent image quality
measures. They reflect differences in the emphasis of the
fusion process on the salient image foreground specified
linguistically, and the complementary image background.

II. RELATED WORK

A. Learning-based image fusion methods

Deep image fusion methods can be divided into two cate-
gories, according to the training paradigms. In the first group, a
convolutional neural network (CNN) is used to obtain features
of the source images, or intermediate outputs [9]–[13]. Extra
steps, e.g., filtering techniques, fusion rules design, and other
post-processing are required to generate the final output. These
operations are conducted on the entire source images without
considering any specific image content, thereby increasing the
difficulty of obtaining fine-grained fusion results.

In contrast, there are studies that are trying to use CNNs
to generate the fused images directly, formulating the fusion
task in an end-to-end manner [14]–[19]. To define effective
supervision signals, loss functions are designed to impose
different image quality-related constraints on the relationship
between the input and output images [20], [21]. Without any
semantic guidance, the loss function design shares similar risks
with the aforementioned handcrafted fusion rules. Currently,
scholars attempt to address this issue by jointly training the
fusion network and downstream vision models [22]–[26]. Nev-
ertheless, the fulfillment of diverse application requirements by
these approaches necessitates the training of multiple models.
In other words, the approach has no mechanism to control the
fused image, and therefore lacks flexibility.

B. Vision-and-language pre-trained models

In recent years, vision-and-language pre-trained models
have received wide attention [27]–[29]. These models are
trained on large datasets, exhibiting extraordinary expressive
power and generalisation ability, which make them capable
of boosting the performance of downstream joint vision-and-
language subtasks [30], e.g., retrieval, image caption, and
visual question answering. However, their applicability to the
image fusion task is an open problem. In other words, the
merits brought by the textual semantics to computer vision
via vision-and-language processing have not been explored in
advanced fusion approaches.
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Fig. 3. An illustration of different annotation manners in the training and
testing phases. Considering different annotation principles, our research group
and independent volunteers are the observers of different stages in the text-
guided image fusion paradigm, respectively, to avoid potential bias issues.

C. Text prompt learning

Text information has been studied in many vision tasks,
formulating a text prompt learning paradigm. In ManiGAN,
Li et.al. successfully realised image manipulation based on the
textual description guidance [31]. Note that, the target images
only include some simple scenes, e.g., a photo of a bird.
Similar attempts are also made in some high-level vision tasks,
e.g., segmentation [32]–[34] and tracking [35]. Nevertheless,
due to the additional vision modality (infrared) here, the
introduction of the text modality in the image fusion task is
much more challenging. Specifically, related conclusions and
operations that only involve the RGB information cannot be
directly used in the fusion research.

III. THE IVT DATASET

In this paper, we create a new multi-modal dataset which
consists of aligned infrared and visible image pairs and cor-
responding textual descriptions (IVT dataset). In this section,
we will provide more details about this dataset. As shown in
Fig. 3, we first present the annotation differences in the train-
ing and testing processes. Specifically, in the training stage,
our research group (Pours) describes the image pairs according
to several principles, e.g., focusing on the description of the
objects and their spatial information in the scenes. These text
annotations will be directly used to train the fusion network.

On the other hand, to mitigate the bias issues in the
testing phase, we expect the textual description to cover the
perspectives of various persons. Therefore, we invite some
volunteers (Pothers) to freely structure the words and describe
the objective existence of different targets in three sentences
or less. Our research group was not involved in any of
this annotation process. Finally, using the annotated data, we
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16.00%  Object Tracking
12.00%  Object Detection
12.00%  Cross-modal Retrieval
12.00%  Action Recognition
8.00%  Multi-object Tracking
8.00%  Image Segmentation
8.00%  Image Classification
8.00%  Image Fusion
8.00%  Style Transfering
8.00%  Image Generation

Fig. 4. The demographic information of the annotation volunteers. (a) and
(c) denote the age and research interest information of the specialists. (b)
denotes the age information of the non-specialists. As shown in the charts,
the observers range from different ages and areas, which can represent a
general view of human beings for understanding the RGBT image pairs.

generate more descriptions of different lengths for each image
pair by concatenating the subsets of the sentences.

More specifically, for the testing dataset, 50 irrelevant
people are involved in the annotation process. In Fig. 4, we
summarize the demographic information of these persons and
divide them into two categories: specialists and non-specialists.
In our setting, there are 25 people in each category. For
the specialists, as shown in Fig. 4 (a) and (c), they are all
teenagers ranging from 20 to 30 years old and their research
interests cover different areas of computer vision tasks or
image processing techniques. Meanwhile, as seen from Fig. 4
(b), we also ask some non-specialist people from children
under 10 years old to 70-year-old seniors to participate in the
annotation process as supplements for the experts’ opinions.
In this way, combining the comprehensive descriptions from
different persons and the textual attention mechanism, we can
better evaluate the fusion results with the guidance of the text
modality.

IV. APPROACH

In our TextFusion, we receive two vision modalities as input
and fuse them under the guidance of the text modality. As an
illustration, the input visual signals are infrared Iir and visible
Ivis images. The fusion result is denoted as If .

A. Network architecture and the affine fusion unit

As shown in Fig. 5 (a), our network is composed of three
encoders, i.e., two vision encoders and a text encoder. For
the text encoder, we use the popular CLIP model to obtain
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Fig. 5. An illustration of the TextFusion model and the affine fusion unit design. (a): Our fusion model receives the input image pairs and the textual
description as input. The text encoder from the CLIP model and two vision encoders based on the Swin Transformer Blocks are used to extract the hidden
representations of source input. We further propose an affine fusion model to align and aggregate these features. Subsequently, we use a decoder consisting
of convolutional layers to reconstruct the fused image. (b): The affine fusion unit is used to fuse the vision signals with the help of the text modality. In our
design, the infrared modality is used to generate the weight term µ, while the bias term λ is calculated based on the visible images. We expand the spatial
dimension of the text features to match the weight term prior to performing the element-wise multiplication operation.

linguistic features ψtext. On the other hand, the vision encoder
part of CLIP contains down-sampling operations, which will
impact the image quality when restoring the original size.
Thus, to maintain the performance and keep computation
efficient, we further design two vision encoders based on the
Swin Transformer Blocks [36] for extracting image features
ψir and ψvis. After that, we insert an affine fusion unit into the
data processing chain to integrate the extracted features. The
final fused image is then reconstructed by a decoder, consisting
of convolutional layers.

Alternatively, a straightforward approach for fusing the
features of these three modalities would be to perform the
concatenation operation along the channel dimension. Unfor-
tunately, such a coarse-grain operation precludes the network
from learning the correspondence between the focus of interest
defined by the textual description and the visual content.
Inspired by some text-and-vision tasks [31], [32], we propose
an affine fusion unit to address this issue.

In particular, our intention is to utilize the text information
to exert control over the fusion results. One of the criteria that
distinguishes different fusion scheme behaviours is the degree
of preservation of the thermal radiation content. As shown in
Fig. 5 (b), following the theory in [37], in our approach, we
assume that the infrared image is the dominant modality for
producing the fusion results, and the weight term of the affine
transformation is generated accordingly. The text features in
the proposed approach are used to identify the salient attributes
of the source input specified by the prompt. The bias term,
on the other hand, is derived from the visible image as we
consider this aspect to be text-independent and solely used for
reconstructing a high-quality fusion result.

Mathematically, the information fusion process of this unit
can be formulated as:

ψf = µ(Iir) · ψ
′

text + λ(Ivis), (1)

where µ and λ denote the learned weight and bias terms.
µ(Iir) and λ(Ivis) are generated by a multi-layer perceptron
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𝑟𝑟1 𝑟𝑟2 ···
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V&L Pre-trained
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𝑂𝑂1

Fig. 6. Pipeline of the coarse-to-fine association mechanism. CGA and FGA
denote the coarse-grained and fined-grained association modules, respectively.
The input images together with textual description are first fed into the vision
and languange pre-trained model model to obtain the cross-modal heat maps
Mwi . Then, we aggregate heat maps of the nouns into a single one M̂ . This
heat map will be further used to generate the binary interested map B, with
subsequent maximizing operation used to yield the initial interested map B̂.
Finally, we fine-tune this map based on the segmentation techniques and a
threshold α in the FGA to produce the final interested map Bf .

structure (MLP). The purpose of using MLP is to augment
the channels of the original image features to match those
of the text features. Simultaneously, we perform duplication
operations to expand the spatial dimension of the linguistic
feature vector, aligning it with the resolution of the visual
features.

B. Association and training processes

1) Coarse-to-fine association: As there is no GT image
in the fusion task, to control the fused image via linguistic
guidance, we need to embed the textual semantics into the
loss function design. Thus, we need to generate an association
map between the modalities for the training process. However,
obtaining a pixel-wise relation map between vision and text
modalities can be very expensive [38]. Thus, a coarse-to-fine
association mechanism is proposed to alleviate this challenge.

As shown in Fig. 6, aiming to distinguish the user-defined
content of interest in the input images from the background,
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Fig. 7. An illustration of the training process of the proposed model. In our implementation, we assign different levels of salience for the interested and
irrelevant regions, based on activity level maps and information measurement, to obtain the weights for the input images. Accordingly, a fusion network is
optimized by using a loss function reflecting the salience differences, with the input text information used to guide the fusion process.

we first construct a coarse-grained association (CGA) module
to obtain the heat map M linking each word to visual content,
i.e., identifying the degree of correlation between the words
and image regions. The heat maps are produced by a vision-
and-language pre-trained model. For each noun wj , we fuse
their heat maps into a single one M̂(I) by taking the maximum
value at each location of these heat maps, i.e.

M̂(I)(x, y) = max{Mwj (I)(x, y)}. (2)

These nouns indicate the existence of such objects in
the scene, and identify the salient regions, which should be
considered with priority in the fused image. We record these
areas by using the binary interest maps B(Ivis) and B(Iir).
To fully utilize the information from both images, we also
aggregate these two interest maps into a single one B̂ based
on the choose-max strategy.

Note that, the vision-and-language pre-trained model used
in our CGA takes input and produces output in a patch-wise
format [30]. This patch-wise representation may result in the
loss of edge contours of instances, making the use of the
generated patches in the training process challenging.

Taking this into consideration, we propose a subsequent
fine-grained association (FGA) module to fine-tune the interest
map. Such association is determined based on Q instances of
source images, e.g., persons, trees and cars, from a segmenta-
tion model. We first calculate the overlapping ratio ri between
these instances and the interest map, i.e.

ri =

∑H
x=1

∑W
y=1(Oi(x, y) · B̂(x, y))∑H

x=1

∑W
y=1Oi(x, y)

, (3)

where i ∈ {1, 2, ..., Q} , H and W are the height and width
of the input image, respectively.

Finally, we add the relevant instance segmentation results
together to generate the final interest map Bf . Here, an
instance Oi is considered relevant to the interest map if the
corresponding overlapping ratio is greater than α. Hence, the
final interest map is defined as:

Bf =
∑

1≤j≤Q,rj>α

Oj . (4)

A discussion about the threshold α will be presented in
Section. V-E2.

In this way, we establish a fine-grained connection between
the input image pairs and the text modality.

2) Training: As shown in Fig. 7, during the training pro-
cess, our loss function is designed to focus on the final interest
map Bf . The total loss is formulated as

Losstotal = Lossint + Lossirr, (5)

where Lossint and Lossirr stand for the region of interest
and the irrelevant region loss components. As the thermal
radiation information can be captured by the pixel intensity
distribution, while the texture details in the RGB images
are reflected in the gradient information [14], [39], [40],
we use such criterion together with the principles of the
dominant modality theory in the affine fusion unit to define
these two loss functions. Specifically, the weights w(Bf , ϕ(I))
and p(Bf ,∇θ(I)) are adopted in the region of interest and
irrelevant region, respectively, to measure the salience degree
of source images. ϕ(I) and θ(I) denote the image features
obtained from pre-trained models. ∇ is the gradient operator
and Bf (x, y) = 1−Bf (x, y).

Firstly, in the region of interest, we use the spatial attention
strategy adopted in [41], [42] to preserve the salient informa-
tion from the infrared and visible images. However, different
from these methods, we expect to realize the fusion process
in an end-to-end manner. To achieve this objective, we adopt
the pre-trained autoencoder network [10] to extract the deep
image features and use ϕi(I) to denote the i-th channel of the
feature maps. Subsequently, we conduct the l1 normalisation
on these features to calculate the activity level map

A(I)(x, y) = ∥ϕ1:C(I)(x, y)∥1, (6)

where A denotes the activity level map and C indicates the
number of channels. The activity level map can quantify the
salient content of input images [43]. Since information with a
higher response value is favoured by this strategy, the region
of interest can be well highlighted accordingly. Following this,
we conduct a softmax operation on A(Iir) and A(Ivis) to
obtain the pixel-level weight maps wir and wvis.
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Next, we do not follow the two-stage autoencoder-based
methods. Instead, in the region of interest, we apply these
two weights in the loss function to dynamically control the
proportion of pixel information transferred from the input
images into the fusion result. Thus, we obtain the formulation
of this loss function

Lint =
1

HW
(Lvis

int + Lir
int), (7)

Lvis
int = ∥Bf · wvis · (If − Ivis)∥2F , (8)

Lir
int = ∥Bf · wir · (If − Iir)∥2F , (9)

where ∥ · ∥F is the Frobenius norm.
On the other hand, for the irrelevant regions, the information

measurement approach [44] has been shown to handle the
visual texture details well. We tend to retain this information
in the irrelevant regions as supplementary for the salient
interest part. Since we maintain significant contrast for the
fused images, such difference in design can also benefit the
downstream vision task to better index the position of the
foreground objects.

Specifically, we use a similar strategy to control the mixing
of the source images in the non-salient areas. Firstly, we
estimate the information content of input images using a pre-
trained VGG-19 network [45]. This measurement is defined
as

IM(I) =

∑5
i=1

∑ni

j=1 ∥DS(Bf , 2
i−1) · ∇θji (I)∥2F

ni
∑5

i=1 ∥DS(Bf , 2i−1)∥0
, (10)

where θji (I) denotes the j-th channel of the feature maps
obtained before the i-th max-pooling layer of the VGG model,
ni is the number of the feature maps in the corresponding
convolutional layer. DS(X, s) denotes the down-sampling
operation with the scale factor of s on matrix X .

We apply a softmax operation to this information measure-
ment to obtain the mixing weights pir and pvis. Note that, the
information measurement is calculated based on the whole
input image. Thus, different from the pixel-level weights in
the area of interest, the irrelevant region loss is formulated as
follows:

Lirr =
1

HW
(Lvis

irr + Lir
irr), (11)

Lvis
irr = pvis · ∥Bf · (If − Ivis)∥2F , (12)

Lir
irr = pir · ∥Bf · (If − Iir)∥2F . (13)

C. Textual attention assessments

Many image fusion metrics are based on common image
quality assessment techniques. Typically, the fusion quality
measure Qo(If , Iir, Ivis) is formulated as

Qo = [IQA(If , Iir) + IQA(If , Ivis)]/2, (14)

where the image quality IQA(X,Y ) is defined using image
Y as a reference. This approach assumes that the quality of
the fused image is directly related to the input images, and
they are simply considered to make an equal contribution.

Improved Metric

Fusion Prior

Complete
Description

Volunteers

𝐶𝐶𝑡𝑡

Original Metrics

CGA+FGA

Weighted
Average Q+

Image
Pair

Input Output

Fig. 8. An illustration of the textual attention assessment Q+. In this metric,
we aim to use the fusion prior and complete description from the volunteers to
improve the existing average-based fusion metrics. (Ct denotes the confidence
value obtained based on the coarse-to-fine association mechanism)

As shown in Fig. 8, by utilizing the textual modality to
describe the region of interest within the input images, we can
embed a prior fusion knowledge into the IQAs to evaluate the
fusion results. That is, depending on the purpose of the fusion
task, we select salient information from the infrared modality
and texture details from the visible images in the regions of
interest and other areas, respectively, to construct a text-guided
fused image Itf . We generate this image in a straightforward
manner:

Itf = Iir ·Bf + Ivis ·Bf . (15)

Regarding this coarse-grained GT image as a reference, we
propose a means of textual attention image fusion assessment
Q(If , Iir, Ivis)

+, which is defined as

Q+ =Wo ·Qo + Ct(Iir, Ivis, text) · IQA(If , Itf), (16)

where Wo and Ct are the weight items and the confidence
degree for the traditional and improved assessments, respec-
tively. Ct is calculated based on the heat maps obtained by
the association mechanism. It is defined as:

Ct =

∑
Bf ·Max(M̂(Iir), M̂(Ivis))∑H
x=1

∑W
y=1,B̂(x,y)̸=0Bf(x, y)

. (17)

The main idea is to use the average response value between
the text and vision signals to indicate the extent to which the
text information matches the semantics content in the source
images. During the evaluation, we impose the constraint that
WO+Ct = 1. In this way, all the factors, e.g., the purpose of
the fusion task and the original image quality assessment are
captured by the metrics. The traditional evaluation indices are
better adapted to the infrared and visible image fusion task.

V. EXPERIMENTAL RESULTS AND ANALYSIS

A. Experimental setting

In this paper, our TextFusion is used to implement the
infrared and visible image fusion task. As there is no available
infrared and visible image dataset with the corresponding text
modality, we carefully annotated data from several RGBT
datasets, i.e., TNO, RoadScene and LLVIP [44], [46], [47],
to build a benchmark text-guided image fusion dataset (IVT).
The final database which contains 11, 405 textual annotations
will be released to the research community.
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Fig. 9. The controllability characteristics of the proposed TextFusion on two pairs of images from the IVT dataset. While producing high-quality fusion
results (reflected by SD), our method can respond to different textual descriptions.

RFN-Nest ReCoNet TarDAL MUFusion LRRNet MetaFusion DDFM Ours

Fig. 10. Pedestrian detection results obtained on images from the IVT-LLVIP dataset. The detector can precisely locate the salient pedestrians in our fused
images. While the detection results for other modalities have false negatives (red boxes) or have lower confidence.

During the training process, 10,000 RGBT and text triples
from the IVT-LLVIP dataset were used to optimize the fu-
sion model. The segmentation and the vision-and-language
models are only pre-trained on the ImageNet classification
tasks and the masked language modelling tasks [30], [48].
In the test phase, the entire IVT-TNO and IVT-RoadScene
datasets, along with the remaining images from the IVT-
LLVIP dataset, are used to evaluate the performance. For the
quantitative comparison, some widely used metrics, i.e., an
objective image fusion performance measure Qabf , structural
similarity (SSIM), and visual information fidelity (VIF) [49],
[50] are chosen to measure the similarity of the fused image
and source input from different perspectives. Besides, we also
include two non-reference metrics, i.e., spatial frequency (SF)
and standard deviation (SD) to evaluate the image quality of
the fusion results. Larger values of these metrics indicate better
fusion performance.

The comparison algorithms include the mainstream
paradigms that emerged in the last few years, namely a GAN-
based method, TarDAL [23], an autoencoder-based method,
RFN-Nest [12], a self-evolution paradigm MUFusion [22],
two methods combined with other vision tasks ReCoNet [51]
and MetaFusion [23], a diffusion-based model DDFM [52]
and a novel representation guided network, LRRNet [53]. The
experiments are conducted on an NVIDIA GeForce RTX 3090
GPU.

B. Controllability characteristics

In this paper, we propose a new image fusion paradigm
based on the input textual description. The text modality

enables us to obtain fusion results guided by different textual
specifications of the information of interest in a given RGBT
image pair. In Fig. 9, we present some fused images from
the advanced fusion methods as well as our TextFusion with
different text inputs.

Firstly, we note that, regardless of the text input, our method
consistently produces output of higher quality (SD) than that
of the other two approaches. Besides, as highlighted by the red
boxes, the differences between the various regions’ interests
specified by the textual semantics are well reflected in the
fused images. Specifically, compared with the result without a
text input, in output (e), when the complete description for the
source images is added, the thermal radiation from the infrared
modality is clearly preserved in the output image. Interestingly,
if we remove the word “person” from the description, as
seen from the result (d), the thermal radiation is less notable.
Furthermore, in case (f), the aim is to show that even with a
simple textual input, our method has the capacity to generate
fused images that are equally promising as those produced
with a complete description. Finally, as shown in output (f’),
if we focus on describing the particular object, i.e., pedestrians,
the corresponding targets can be better highlighted by the
thermal information, compared to result (e’). Such differences
also reveal that our TextFusion is capable of generating the
desired output according to the intended semantics of the text.

C. Pedestrian detection

In the low-light environment, pedestrians in the infrared im-
ages contain significant thermal radiation information, which
can support pedestrian-related vision tasks [14], [47]. The aim
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Fig. 11. Sample qualitative results of our TextFusion compared with other state-of-the-art methods on the IVT dataset. As shown in the highlighted regions,
our method can present significant thermal information while retain clearer textual details form the RGB images, compared with other advanced approaches.

TABLE I
THE AVERAGE DETECTION PRECISION OF DIFFERENT FUSION METHODS
OBTAINED ON IMAGES FROM THE IVT-LLVIP DATASET. (BOLD: BEST,

BOLD: SECOND BEST)

Modality RFN ReC Tar MUF LRR Meta DDF w/o Text w Text
mAP@.5 93.6% 94.0% 92.3% 94.2% 93.1% 91.4% 94.8% 95.2% 95.9%

of our experiment is to test, how the fusion results obtained by
various fusion methods help to fine-tune the YOLOv5 model
on the LLVIP dataset [47], [54]. This allows us to evaluate
the performance of different fusion methods in the context of
pedestrian detection tasks.

As shown in the first row of Fig. 10, based on our results,
the detector accurately locates the salient pedestrians in the
crowd. Relying on other modalities, the detector can also
identify the positions of certain pedestrians, albeit with lower
confidence in their bounding box predictions compared to
our method (first example). Besides, it should be noted that
in these two examples, the detector fails to recognise some
of the pedestrians based on the fused images produced by
other methods. In contrast, our method exhibits the capability
to accurately detect even challenging examples located in
the corners (second row). In addition, the fusion results of
RFN-Nest effectively capture the salient information from the
infrared modality, but they fail to preserve the texture details
in the background. This deficiency hinders their detection
precision.

Apart from the results visualisation, we also conducted
quantitative experiments on this task. As presented in Table I,
with or without text input, our TextFusion always ranks first
among these advanced image fusion methods.

The above subjective and objective experiments indicate
that, the proposed approach excels in effectively combining the
strengths of the source images and greatly benefits downstream
vision tasks.

D. Image fusion results on the IVT dataset

Visualisation: In Fig. 11, we select three pairs of images
from the IVT dataset to visualise the results of different image
fusion methods. As shown in the first row of this figure, the
approaches to fusion adopted by these methods can be divided
into two categories. The first category, i.e., which includes

LRRNet, MetaFusion and DDFM (last 3 methods), tends to
focus more on the visible images. The second category, com-
prising i.e. RFN-Nest, TarDAL and MUFusion, leans towards
the infrared modality in order to preserve the salient thermal
radiation information in the foreground region. In contrast, the
proposed method represents a unique amalgamation of these
two categories, providing a balanced combination of the salient
foreground targets and the high-quality texture details present
in the background. Although the competitors adhere to the
same underlying principles, by measuring only the appearance
information to determine the relative weights of the source
images, their fusion performance is compromised.

Specifically, as marked by the yellow boxes, compared
with LRRNet and DDFM, our TextFusion contains more
thermal information conveyed by the infrared image in the
object regions, e.g., pedestrians and cars in the first example.
Although TarDAL and MUFusion also produce fused images
that are comparable in these foreground regions, as evident in
the fusion results of the second row, they are less effective
in preserving the texture details from the visible images (red
boxes) and tend to produce many unnatural artifacts around
the edges of the tree.

Quantitative results: For these similarity-based traditional
fusion metrics (Qabf, SSIM and VIF), which belong to the
standard assessment category, Eq. (14), we use the correspond-
ing Metric+ to denote the textual attention metrics. As these
traditional metrics tend to deliver different conclusions about
the fusion performance [12], [55], i.e., a fusion result can have
the best performance on metric A and suboptimal performance
on metric B (different perspectives). Thus, we also collect the
average ranking (mRank) of these similarity-based metrics to
provide insight into the fusion performance.

As shown in Table II, compared to all advanced image
fusion methods, our TextFusion delivers the best performance
in terms of mRank on these three datasets. This demonstrates
that, the results produced by our TextFusion maintain a high
correlation with input images, and that our method is able to
handle different fusion scenarios robustly. At the same time,
as our method produces fused images with higher definition,
it always achieves the best or second-best performance in
terms of the no-reference metrics SF and SD. This objectively
measured performance is consistent with the observations
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TABLE II
QUANTITATIVE RESULTS OF DIFFERENT IMAGE FUSION METHODS OBTAINED ON THE IVT DATASET. (mRank+ AND mRank DENOTE THE MEAN

RANKINGS OF THE THREE TEXTUAL ATTENTION AND TRADITIONAL METRICS).

Dataset: LLVIP Dataset: TNO Dataset: RoadScene
Method Venue mRank+↓ Qabf+ SSIM+ VIF+ mRank↓ Qabf SSIM VIF SF SD mRank+↓ SF SD mRank+↓ SF SD

RFN-Nest 21’ Inf. Fus. 6.67 0.387 0.645 0.429 6.00 0.384 0.661 0.466 10.682 39.719 6.00 6.185 36.583 5.00 11.363 71.128
ReCoNet 22’ ECCV 6.00 0.468 0.469 0.661 6.00 0.462 0.440 0.727 17.082 48.761 4.67 7.252 39.061 5.67 9.806 41.791
TarDAL 22’ CVPR 5.67 0.408 0.552 0.722 4.67 0.444 0.598 0.809 16.659 52.106 4.33 11.969 44.424 3.67 13.071 45.242

MUFusion 23’ Inf. Fus. 4.33 0.533 0.530 0.716 4.00 0.547 0.553 0.755 17.272 40.104 5.33 10.332 45.807 6.33 16.389 60.028
LRRNet 23’ TPAMI 7.00 0.407 0.622 0.312 7.33 0.406 0.620 0.342 13.346 29.826 4.67 9.808 39.429 6.33 15.568 51.002

MetaFusion 23’ CVPR 4.33 0.425 0.574 1.467 5.33 0.436 0.546 1.539 23.749 49.935 6.33 15.076 47.364 6.00 22.756 48.691
DDFM 23’ ICCV 5.67 0.433 0.616 0.470 5.00 0.447 0.633 0.514 14.171 40.405 6.00 7.395 34.900 5.00 11.853 54.020

TextFusion w/o Text Ours 3.33 0.502 0.670 0.581 4.33 0.482 0.626 0.623 17.831 42.340 4.00 12.324 48.891 3.00 19.212 62.804
TextFusion Ours 2.00 0.527 0.656 0.744 2.33 0.522 0.642 0.805 18.872 49.578 3.67 12.471 50.074 3.00 18.697 61.485

Input Concatenation

W-vis B-ir (T2) W-avg B-avg (T2) W-ir B-vis (Ours T2)
W-ir B-vis (Ours T1)

- vis,    - ir 𝜇𝜇 𝜆𝜆- avg,    - avg 𝜇𝜇 𝜆𝜆 - ir,    - vis𝜇𝜇 𝜆𝜆

Visible

Infrared

Text 1

Text 2

(a) (c)(b)

“There is a tree beside 
the road.”

“… A car stopped behind 
the line …”

(d)

Fig. 12. Qualitative results of the ablation experiments relating to the affine
fusion unit with two different descriptions.

made in the qualitative evaluation.

It is worth noting that, even with an empty textual input
(“w/o Text”), our approach is capable of generating satisfac-
tory results. While the overall performance may not match that
of TextFusion with text prompts, it surpasses other state-of-
the-art methods. This phenomenon indicates that our approach
does not rely on elaborate text annotations. The inherent
superiority of the model design contributes to an improvement
in image fusion performance.

An analysis of the textual attention metrics: With our
textual attention metrics, we aim to better measure the con-
tributions of the source images to the fusion result quality
controlled with the help of linguistic semantics. In this section,
we combine the qualitative and quantitative experiments to
demonstrate the effectiveness of the improved metrics. As
shown in Fig. 11, the image fusion results of RFN-Nest suffer
from the bias issue, i.e., the output either excessively preserves
information from the RGB image or emphasizes prominent
thermal radiation content at the expense of losing texture
details. However, the traditional image fusion evaluation tech-
niques, by evenly weighting the contributions from the source
images, obscure this drawback. As a result, RFN-Nest still
manages to achieve the second-best performance in terms of
SSIM (Table II). By contrast, our assessment (SSIM+) is able
to identify this bias, with its average fusion ranking being
suppressed to a certain extent (it drops from 6.00 to 6.67).
Meanwhile, as MetaFusion and LRRNet can simultaneously
preserve the important content from both modalities (though
with lower quality than that produced by our method), their
mRank benefits from the proposed assessments. In general, our
textual attention metric can objectively identify the methods
that fall short in certain aspects and promote those aligning
with the fusion task objectives. This ensures that numerical
results reflect more accurately the behaviour of image fusion
approaches.

TABLE III
QUANTITATIVE RESULTS OF THE ABLATION STUDY RELATING TO THE

AFFINE FUSION UNIT.
Setting Controllability Qabf+ SSIM+ VIF+ SF SD

(a) Concatenation None 0.448 0.632 0.552 17.527 40.674
(b) µ-avg λ-avg None 0.523 0.652 0.660 19.299 47.337

(c) µ-vis λ-ir Minor 0.491 0.657 0.637 17.897 45.175
Ours (µ-ir λ-vis) Major 0.527 0.656 0.744 18.872 49.578

E. Ablation experiments

In this section, we present ablation experiments and vi-
sualisation results to highlight the importance of various
components in our TextFusion approach.

1) Ablation study relating to the affine fusion unit: To
validate the effectiveness of the proposed affine fusion unit,
we use 4 different feature aggregation schemes to train the
TextFusion network. In setting (a), the affine fusion unit is not
used at all, i.e., the vision and linguistic features are simply
concatenated. The other 3 techniques are variants of the affine
fusion unit, with the image modalities being used to produce
the weight term µ and the bias term λ in different ways.
Specifically, technique (b) averages the features of source
images for both µ and λ; (c) uses the RGB features for µ
and the infrared features for λ; (d) uses the infrared features
for µ and the RGB features for λ.

As shown in Fig. 12, simply concatenating the linguistic
and visual features along the channel dimension (setting
(a)) or feeding the average vision features into the affine
unit (setting (b)), our method fails to respond to different
descriptions. By incorporating fusion priors into this unit (the
last two columns), specifically utilizing different modalities
to determine the weight and bias terms, the text specified
vision content is enabled to preserve more thermal radiation
information. The text dependent control enables the production
of diverse fusion outputs. Most importantly, our method shows
enhanced salience on the targets, compared to generating the
weight term using the visible light image.

As shown in Table. III, the image fusion assessments are
also consistent with our observation of the qualitative results.
In particular, using the proposed setting enables our results to
obtain the best performance regarding the ability of preserving
the texture details (Qabf) and maintaining the information
fidelity (VIF). Besides, in terms of controllability and the
imaging quality, our fusion strategy also has better perfor-
mance than the tested alternatives. It is worth noting that, when
the visible modality is used to generate the weight term. With
moderate controllability, the average performance of setting (c)
on this dataset cannot catch that of setting (b). This may due to
the reason that such control manner is not consistent with our
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Fig. 13. Visualisation results of the interested map Bf with different settings of the threshold α. When the hyper-parameter is set around 0.5, our pipeline
can deliver more accurate association maps. The original Bf is a binary map, we regard it as the alpha channel of the visible image to present the results.
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Fig. 14. visualisation results of the affine fusion unit. In the second row, we
visualize the heat maps of the multiplication of the weight term and the text
features (zoom in for a better view).

loss function design. Consequently, it dose not well preserve
salient thermal information as our TextFusion. Furthermore,
using the average operation, the original metric item (average
style) in our textual assessment also contributes to the higher
performance of setting (b).

2) The impact of the threshold α of the overlapping ratio:
During the training process, we used the ViLT model together
with the segmentation technique to obtain the fine-grained
interest map. In this section, we conduct ablation experiments
to present the impact of the threshold α in Eq. (3). As shown
in Fig. 13, with the increase of this hyper-parameter, we can
obtain a more accurate association map Bf . For example, in
the first row, when the α is lower than 0.5, the interest maps
will include some text-independent regions, e.g., “pedestrians”
and “street lamp”. However, once this threshold is set higher
than 0.5, the missing issues may occur in the interest maps,
i.e., in the second example, the green traffic light mentioned
in the textual input disappears from the resulting maps. Con-
sequently, in our method, we set this hard threshold as 0.5,
indicating that if half of the instance is associated with the
linguistic information, this instance is considered part of the
fine-grained interest map.

3) Visualisation of the proposed affine fusion unit: In our
TextFusion network, we design an affine fusion unit to fuse
the features from different modalities. In this section, we use
three different textual inputs to demonstrate the effectiveness

TABLE IV
QUANTITATIVE RESULTS OF THE ABLATION STUDY ABOUT THE NETWORK

ARCHITECTURE. (D DENOTES THE NUMBER OF THE TRANSFORMER
BLOCKS)

Setting Model Size Qabf+ SSIM+ VIF+ SF SD
D=2 0.422 0.528 0.650 0.659 18.468 45.962
D=3 0.514 0.527 0.651 0.647 18.337 44.638
D=4 0.605 0.519 0.663 0.630 18.450 42.095

Ours (D=1) 0.330 0.527 0.656 0.744 18.872 49.578

of the proposed unit. As shown in the heat maps of Fig. 14,
our TextFusion can highlight the foreground or background
regions in the fused images according to different textual
semantics (heat maps of (a) and (b)). Additionally, as indicated
by the red boxes, when we specifically focus on describing a
single object, such as a pedestrian in this case, the response
value in the heat map will increase. As a result, the thermal
radiation information in output (c) is more significant than that
of output (a) and (b).

4) The impact of network depth D in the vision encoder:
In our TextFusion network, we use several Swin Transformer
Blocks to build the vision encoders. In this section, we
conduct ablation experiments to evaluate and select the optimal
network architecture. Specifically, our TextFusion network
is trained based on different settings of D from the vision
encoder part. As shown in Table. IV, with the increase of the
network depth (volume), the fusion results tend to have better
performance on the metrics of SSIM. However, although the
similarity between the input and fused images is improved, the
no-reference image metrics (SF and SD) reveal that the quality
and clarity of the fusion results are not promising. In contrast,
the fusion results obtained by solely utilizing one transformer
block have better performance on these perspectives. This
phenomenon can be attributed to the fact that the combination
of higher-level semantics conveyed through the textual input
is adequate for the low-level appearance image features to
produce robust fused images.

5) Effectiveness of the loss function / textual guidance:
For the network training, in order to obtain controllable fusion
results guided by the textual input, different salience measures
based on the activity level map (pixel intensity) and informa-
tion measurement (gradient information) are used in the text-
associated and irrelevant regions. In this section, we conduct



JOURNAL OF LATEX CLASS FILES, VOL. 0, NO. 0, FEB 2024 11

(a) Pixel intensity (b) Gradient information Ours (combination)

Fig. 15. Qualitative results of the ablation experiments about the loss
functions on 3 pairs of images from the IVT dataset.
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Fig. 16. A comparison of different methods in terms of detection precision
and average image fusion performance. The area of the circle indicates the
fusion model size of the corresponding method.

ablation experiments to demonstrate the effectiveness of the
proposed loss function. Specifically, we solely use these two
measures to train the TextFusion network. As shown in Fig. 15,
without combining these two measures, the fusion results will
suffer from the issues of lacking the texture details (results
(a)) or failing to preserve salient thermal radiation information
(results (b)). As our method appropriately combines these two
criteria according to the high-level semantic, the significant
information from both modalities, e.g., the salient thermal ra-
diation information attached to the “jeep” and the clear details
of “tree” in the third example, can be well preserved. Such a
phenomenon also demonstrates that, designing a robust fusion
process relying on pure visual information is challenging.

F. Model size and performance comparison

We also conducted experiments to present the model size
of different approaches and their performance on fusion and
downstream detection tasks. As shown in Fig. 16, apart from
DDFM, which is totally based on the Denoising Diffusion
Probabilistic Models [56], the current image fusion models
have similar model sizes when dealing with the vision modal-
ities. However, thanks to the introduction of textual semantics,

our method gains distinct advantages and appears to be the best
in all respects.

VI. CONCLUSION

In this paper, we proposed a novel paradigm for the image
fusion field. Instead of searching (by retraining) for a suitable
network architecture and loss function for each image fusion
use case, we introduce the textual semantics into the image
fusion process to improve the mechanism of controlling and
evaluating the fused images. We demonstrated experimentally
that the proposed method achieves impressive performance
gains. Apart from that, our contributions also include a text-
based image quality assessment measure and the release of a
benchmark dataset.

Although our TextFusion has obtained promising results,
this work still has some limitations. First of all, one of our
contributions is the proposal of a new dataset, which consists
of infrared and visible image pairs with textual descriptions.
However, there is still a gap between the size of our dataset
and existing benchmarks for other vision tasks. We will
continue enlarging this dataset in the future. Secondly, in our
implementation, we use the association maps to link each
word and corresponding image patches. This straightforward
mechanism cannot always locate the region of interest, which
may impede the fusion performance. Lastly, our revised image
fusion indexes demonstrate a greater consistency with the
visualisation of different fusion results. But the rationale
behind incorporating the fusion guidance into the evaluation
metrics has not been fully explored. Research and discussion
on quality metrics for image fusion is still an active and
ongoing area of study.
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