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Underwater Variable Zoom: Depth-Guided
Perception Network for Underwater Image

Enhancement
Zhixiong Huang, Xinying Wang, Jinjiang Li, Shenglan Liu, Lin Feng*

Abstract—Underwater scenes intrinsically involve degradation
problems owing to heterogeneous ocean elements. Prevailing
underwater image enhancement (UIE) methods stick to straight-
forward feature modeling to learn the mapping function, which
leads to limited vision gain as it lacks more explicit physical
cues (e.g., depth). In this work, we investigate injecting the
depth prior into the deep UIE model for more precise scene
enhancement capability. To this end, we present a novel depth-
guided perception UIE framework, dubbed underwater variable
zoom (UVZ). Specifically, UVZ resorts to a two-stage pipeline.
First, a depth estimation network is designed to generate
critical depth maps, combined with an auxiliary supervision
network introduced to suppress estimation differences during
training. Second, UVZ parses near-far scenarios by harnessing
the predicted depth maps, enabling local and non-local perceiving
in different regions. Extensive experiments on five benchmark
datasets demonstrate that UVZ achieves superior visual gain
and delivers promising quantitative metrics. Besides, UVZ is
confirmed to exhibit good generalization in some visual tasks,
especially in unusual lighting conditions. The code, models and
results are available at: https://github.com/WindySprint/UVZ.

Index Terms—Underwater image enhancement, Depth-guided
perception, Near-far scenarios, Color correction.

I. INTRODUCTION

As a crucial information carrier, underwater images play
an important role in ocean tasks[1]. Unfortunately, under-
water images often encounter various degradation problems
due to two main factors [2]. Firstly, different wavelengths
of light decay at varying rates in the underwater medium,
resulting in a prevalent blue-green color deviation. Secondly,
the scattering effect of suspended particles hinders normal
light propagation, leading to problems such as low contrast
and blurred details [3]. Meanwhile, these degradations worsen
with the increasing distance from the imaging scene to the
camera [4]. Therefore, underwater image enhancement (UIE)
methods have been widely applied to improve vision quality,
highlighting important practical value.
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In the early days of UIE field, researchers have proposed
model-free and model-based traditional methods. Model-free
methods [5, 15, 16] enhances underwater images by modifying
pixels in degraded channels and blurred regions. On the other
hand, model-based methods [7, 17] introduce depth informa-
tion and models to build the underwater degradation process,
and reverse it to restore underwater images. In recent years,
deep learning methods [11, 18, 19] have shown remarkable
enhancements, leveraging benchmark data and miscellaneous
networks. Despite significant progress achieved with the above
methods, challenges emerge when addressing widely varying
degrees of regional degradation. Fig. 1 exhibits the enhance-
ment effects of some UIE methods on near-far scenarios. It
is evident that the degradation degree varies between the near
scene (orange region) and far scene (red region) in the raw
image. In comparison, the visual quality of the former and
the adjacent region still exhibits relatively better performance.
While most methods have considerable visual improvement in
the near scene, but still retain notable color deviation in the
far scene. For more accurate color enhancement, we advocate
that this process should incorporate depth information related
to scene distance, which allows for a more precise division of
different regions in underwater images.

Previous works [12, 13, 20] have incorporated depth maps to
explore physical cues, contributing to the response of degraded
regions. However, direct weight adjustments may restrict the
exploration of visual cues, as the adjacent features of far and
near points exhibit varying gains in the enhancement process.
With the above analysis, we hope to construct an adaptive
region enhancement method. Before enhancing each point, the
depth information should be used to determine the importance
of non-local and local information. In the near-field region,
local information is critical to the quality of the enhanced
image, whereas in the far-field region, non-local information
can provide valuable insights.

To achieve adaptive learning in the near-far region, this
paper proposes a novel UIE method based on depth-guided
perception, UVZ, which includes depth estimation network
(DEN), auxiliary supervision network (ASN), and depth-
guided enhancement network (DGEN). First, the proposed
model generates a depth map by DEN, and uses ASN to further
supervise the rationality of the depth map during training.
Meanwhile, the desired features for different regions are
captured by non-local and local branches in DGEN. To adapt
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Fig. 1. Near-far scenarios enhancement comparison by different methods, where the orange box represents the enlarged near scene and the red box represents
the enlarged far scene. The top row shows the raw image, the results of L2UWE [5], CBM [6], TEBCF [7], WWPE [8], and Water-Net [9]. The bottom row
shows the results of SCNet [10], TACL [11], USUIR [12], PUGAN [13], Spectroformer [14], and our UVZ.

to varying receptive fields, we perform a R3N transformation
on the estimated depth map, guiding feature fusion in different
regions. Through the above process, UVZ effectively and
comprehensively enhances the color, contrast, and clarity of
underwater images.

The main contributions of this paper are as follows:
• We designed three sub-networks to compose a new depth-

guided perception framework, UVZ. For non-homogeneous
degraded underwater scenes, we employs a learning strategy
that adaptively combines non-local and local features.

• To enhance the ability to distinguish degraded regions,
we incorporate an attention estimation-scene reconstruction
training process. This step aims to strengthen the correlation
between the depth map and the underwater scene.

• Compared to state-of-the-art methods, our UVZ demon-
strates more attractive results in both qualitative and quan-
titative comparisons. Moreover, UVZ exhibits generalization
abilities to other visual tasks without parameter tuning.

II. RELATED WORK

A. Traditional Methods

In response to the degradation characteristics of images,
model-free methods notably enhance the contrast and satura-
tion of the images. Ancuti et al. [15] fused color compensated
and white balance images to obtain natural underwater image.
Marques et al. [5] used contrast to guide the generation of
images with salient details and brightness enhancement. Based
on the concept of contour bougie morphology, Yuan et al. [6]
enhanced the image quality by mitigating scattering blur and
contrast stretching. Zhang et al. [3] introduced the attenuation
characteristics to correct the color, and introduced the integral
and squared integral maps to enhance the contrast. Kang et al.
[21] decompose the image into mean intensity, contrast, and
structure, the three components are fused in different ways
to obtain the enhancement result. However, such methods
overlook the characteristics of underwater degradation pro-
cess, especially the depth between the object and the camera
[22, 23], leading to color distortion or improper enhancement.

Model-based methods explore the process of underwater
image degradation and use priors and assumptions to model

this process. Berman et al. [24] used the haze-lines model
to enhance the attenuated colors. Alenezi et al. [17] intro-
duced gradient and absorption differences associated with
color channels into background light and transmission map
estimation. Yuan et al. [7] enhanced the visibility of images
by dark channel prior and color compensation in two color
spaces, respectively. Zhou et al. [23] introduced light atten-
uation features and feature prior in estimating background
light and transmission map. Chandrasekar et al. [25] combine
underwater image formation models and depth information
to remove backscatter, and utilize lightweight networks and
retinex model to further enhance the image. Due to the
variability of underwater environments, the parameters and
priors set by these methods are limited and cannot fully adapt
to specific underwater scenarios.

B. Deep Learning Methods

In recent years, deep learning methods have been widely
applied in UIE due to remarkable effect. Wang et al. [26] intro-
duced HSV space for the first time to adjust the brightness and
saturation of underwater images. Jiang et al. [27] incorporated
the laplacian pyramid to construct a lightweight multi-scale
network, and improved the performance by recursive strategy
and residual learning. Zhou et al. [18] combined RGB and
HSV color spaces to enhance the underwater images, and
used attention and color-guided map to guide the network
to perceive critical information. Zhang et al. [28] introduced
multi-level sub-networks to enrich the feature representation,
and proposed a triple attention module to selectively cascade
different features. By observing from the perspective of color
spectrum distribution, Rao et al. [19] proposed a two-stage
network using texture cues and color cues to enhance the
underwater images. Wang et al. [29] integrated the wavelet
transform and color compensation mechanism in the network
to perform multi-level enhancement of details and colors.

To avoid the need for paired underwater images, unsuper-
vised learning methods have received considerable attention.
Jiang et al. [30] migrated image dehazing from air to the
underwater domain, thus avoiding the reliance of paired un-
derwater images. Liu et al. [11] constructed a twin adversarial



JOURNAL OF LATEX CLASS FILES, VOL. 14, NO. 8, AUGUST 2021 3

Fig. 2. The two-stage framework of UVZ, including DEN, DGEN, and ASN. All sub-networks adopt a standard encoder/decoder architecture, where the red
slash indicates that ASN is only used for the training. In the first stage, for a raw image X , DEN and ASN generate the depth map d and the regression
image X̂ , respectively. For the second stage, with inputs X and d, DGEN generates the enhanced image Y .

contrastive learning framework and utilized underwater object
detection tasks to guide image enhancement. Jiang et al. [31]
employed global-local adversarial mechanism to supervise
image realism. Li et al. [32] introduced comparative learning
into UIE and utilized the discriminator to evaluate the quality
of different regions.

Due to the lack of degradation cues, relying solely on net-
work mapping may not comprehensively enhance underwater
images, resulting in residual blue-green deviations. To tackle
this challenge, we introduced depth information associated
with the degradation process to guide the network.

C. Depth-related Methods
The widespread application of depth information in image

dehazing [33, 34, 35] has enlightened the understanding of
underwater scenes in the UIE field. Zhou et al. [36] used chan-
nel intensity prior and unsupervised method to generate two
depth maps, further eliminated the blurring problem caused by
scattering effects. Chen et al. [20] introduced position attention
and dilated convolution into the depth estimation network,
guiding weight allocation by the predicted depth map. Fu et
al. [12] reconstructed the raw image by predicting a depth-
related transmission map, thereby obtaining the scene radiance
for degradation. Cong et al. [13] used the depth map and the
physical model for image restoration, with dual-discriminators
constraining the generation of the restored image and the depth
map. Hou et al. [37] improved the estimation of transmission
map by the local background light and reflectance map, which
can eliminate the influence of non-uniform light in underwater
scenes.

The above method incorporates depth information to adapt
degradation scenes, but low-quality features still impact the
enhancement of distant regions. Considering this, we employ
adaptive learning for regions at various distances, aiming to
establish differentiated region enhancement.

III. METHODOLOGY

As shown in Fig. 2, UVZ constitutes a two-stage UIE
framework. First, we input the raw image X ∈ RH×W×3 to
DEN with a standard encoder-decoder architecture. Within this
process, a dual-attention module (DAM) is introduced to focus
on severely degraded regions, thereby obtaining a depth map
d ∈ RH×W×1 with well-defined near-far regions. During the
training process, we generate a regression map X̂ ∈ RH×W×3

for color restoration via ASN to promote greater correlation
between d and X . To refine the restoration of X̂ , ASN fuses
the decoded features from DEN with residual skip blocks
(RSB). Second, we design a depth perception module (DPM)
for near-far region learning in DGEN, consisting of two
branches: swin transformer [38] and multi-kernel convolution.
The two branches are used for non-local and local feature
learning, respectively, with selective fusion guided by d. In
response to DPM, we apply an R3N transformation on d, as
presented in Fig. 3. Using the adjusted depth maps and the
learnable parameters, we constructed a fusion strategy with
receptive field adaptation for a more reasoned combination of
non-local and local features.

A. Depth Perception Module

For most UIE networks, convolution is commonly used to
capture local information over short distances. While these
methods effectively eliminate most color deviation, certain
regions may still be affected by blue-green, particularly in far
regions with severe degradation. As the enhancement process
of far point is mainly dominated by the surrounding degraded
features, local feature extraction instead hinders the restoration
of underwater colors. To locate regions with severe degrada-
tion, we notice the correlation between depth and degradation
in the underwater imaging model. A reasonable depth map
can assess the quality of different regions to a certain extent,
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Fig. 3. R3N transformation of a depth map. The input is the depth map d and
the outputs are the feature maps drev , d1, d3, and d5. The process within
the dashed line is a 3 × 3 region normalization (RN).

thereby guiding a more comprehensive color enhancement. To
this end, we constructed a DPM that guides perception with
depth, and adaptively enhance different regions through non-
local and local learning branches. DPM is illustrated in Fig. 2.

To adapt the receptive fields of the two branches, we design
an R3N transformation for the depth map d, as presented
in Fig. 3. First, we reshape d to d1 ∈ Rh×w×1 consistent
with the encoded feature scale, which is performed by nearest
interpolation. Second, we alter the weight distribution of the
near and far scenes by reversing the depth map drev = 1−d, so
that the non-local branch focuses more on high-quality infor-
mation. In addition, through the idea of region normalization
(RN) [39], we smooth the weight distribution of the degraded
regions, thereby avoiding the interference of far points with
higher degradation on local information capture. RN divides
the regions based on the size of the convolution kernel in the
local branch, calculating the mean value of each region for
normalization. The specific process is as follows:

d1 = R1 ∪R2 ∪ . . . ∪Rn,

µi =
1

k2

∑
xij∈Ri

xij , (1)

where R1, R2, . . . , Rn represent the different division regions,
n = (hw)/k2. xij represents the jth pixel of region Ri, and
all pixels in that region are represented by the mean value µi.
Ultimately, we employ RN to obtain d3 and d5 corresponding
to 3 × 3 and 5 × 5 convolutions. By guiding the selective
fusion in DPM, the transformed depth map will enable the
network to develop a reasonable perception of the degraded
regions, making the enhanced colors more natural.

We adopt the swin transformer to implement non-local
branch for capturing dependencies. Compared with the tra-
ditional transformer structure, the swin transformer utilizes
the shifted windows to fully enhance the receptive field,
further extending the non-local interaction ability. The input
encoded features are first partitioned into a non-overlapping
patch sequence fi = [p1, p2, . . . , pm], then flattened into linear
vectors and computed as follows:

f̂i = MSA (LN (fi)) + fi,

fi = MLP
(
LN

(
f̂i

))
+ f̂i, (2)

where LN(·) represents layer normalization, and MLP (·)
represents multi-layer perceptron. MSA(·) represents multi-
head self-attention, which alternates between window-based
and shift-window-based partitioning strategies. We merge the
extracted patch sequences to obtain the feature map ft, and
multiply it with drev to obtain the non-local result fr =
ft × drev . By non-local branch, we reduce the attention to
surrounding information in far regions, avoiding the poor-
quality features dominating the enhancement process. Instead,
high-quality features will serve as a more favorable option for
the region.

On the other hand, local information should play a crucial
role in near regions with good imaging. Compared to the non-
local region, adjacent features tend to be more helpful for
the enhancement process in that region. In the local branch,
we propose a local feature extractor based on multi-kernel
convolutions, including four 3 × 3 convolutions, four residual
blocks, and three convolutions with different kernel sizes (1,
3, and 5), where the activation functions are LeakyReLU.
To improve the spatial distribution perception of underwater
scenes, multi-kernel convolutions are applied to obtain more
perceptual fields, thereby enhancing scene details of varying
sizes in multi-scale encoding features. We multiply the con-
volutional features fc1,fc3,fc5 with the corresponding depth
maps d1, d3, d5, and dynamically adjust the weights by three
learnable parameters β1, β3, and β5:

fck = dk × fck × βk, k = 1, 3, 5 (3)

We concatenate the three outputs on the channel dimension
and generate local branch results by composite convolutional
blocks. Combining the results of non-local and local branch
to output the following feature fo ∈ Rh×w×c:

fo = fr + cat (fc1, fc3, fc5)clc , (4)

where cat(·) represents the concatenate operation on channel
dimension, and (·)clc represents the convolution-activation-
convolution structure.

B. Dual-Attention Module

Fig. 4. Structure of the Dual-Attention Module (DAM)

In complex underwater imaging processes, the depth-related
degradation attenuation is quite common. As shown in Fig. 4,
we design a DAM to generate reasonable depth maps, con-
sisting of channel attention (CA) and self-attention (SA). In
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CA, we combine the convolutional results of two pooling op-
erations to extract channel importance fca from the encoding
feature f :

fca = f × (AvgP (f)clc +MaxP (f)clc)sig , (5)

where AvgP (·) and AvgP (·) represent the average pooling
layer and maximum pooling layer, respectively, and (·)sig is
the sigmoid function. Next, we input the features annotated
with channel weights into SA, allowing regions with different
degradation degrees to have distinct weights. SA first uses the
average pooling layer to reduce the scale, and then obtains
spatial importance fsa by the following process:

q = k = v = (fca)c ,

fsa = fca + γ × ((q× k)s × v) , (6)

where (·)s is a softmax function, and γ is a learnable parameter
used to adjust the intensity. We use the deconvolution (·)dc to
reshape features into input scale and annotate spatial weights
back to input features. The hidden feature fh with regional
degradation prominence is obtained by the fusion of two
attention features:

fh = f + fca × (fsa)dc (7)

Finally, we use the decoder to generate corresponding depth
maps, guiding the network to perceive different degraded
regions. In various underwater scenarios, although the region
division of the depth map may not be precise enough, exten-
sive experiments have demonstrated that the UVZ has good
generalization and generates results with natural colors.

C. Residual Block and Residual Skip Block

Fig. 5. Structure of the Residual Block (RB) and Residual Skip Block (RSB)

Fig. 5 shows the details of RB and RSB. In both blocks,
we extract features through convolution-activation-convolution
structures and residual connection, while extra 1 × 1 convolu-
tion blocks are applied to RSB to fuse decoded features from
DEN. We add many RB to solve the gradient vanishing, and
assist the ASN in generating a more complete regression image
X̂ by RSB.

D. Training Strategy

The UVZ training process is supervised in two stages. In
the first stage, we compute losses for the outputs of DEN and
ASN, respectively, which is an offline pre-training process.
During the second stage, we use DEN with fixed parameters
to assist DGEN in generating the enhanced image, thereby ob-
taining relevant losses. The first stage of training is conducted

by synthesized dataset [40], which contains underwater images
and corresponding depth maps of five open ocean waters and
coastal waters. We randomly selected 600 image pairs to train
DEN and ASN for 100 epochs, and calculated the following
l1 loss:

Ll1 =
λ1

hw

∑
|d− dGT |+ 1

chw

∑
|X̂ −X|, (8)

where d and dGT represent the estimated depth map and the
ground truth (GT), X̂ and X represent the regression image
and the underwater image. We set the hyperparameter λ1 = 3
to balance the two losses. By adding the regression process in
the training, d and X will be more closely structured.

In the second stage, we selected 1200 image pairs from the
CYCLE [41] dataset, with 1080 pairs used for 100 epochs
training and the remaining 120 pairs used for subsequent
testing. To ensure the enhanced images with pleasing colors
and details, we formulate the total loss Ls of DGEN using
charbonnier loss and ssim loss. The former measures pixel
similarity, while the latter evaluates structural similarity. The
formula is as follows:

Ls =

√
||x− y|2 + ε2 + λ2(1− SSIM(x, y)), (9)

where x and y are the enhanced image and GT. λ2 and ε are
the hyperparameters for balancing losses, which were set to
0.5 and 10−3, respectively.

IV. EXPERIMENT

A. Implementation Details

To assess the performance of UVZ, we use the remain-
ing 120 image pairs from CYCLE dataset for comparison
experiments. Additionally, we used four benchmark datasets:
LNRUD [42], LSUI [43], UFO [44], and UIEB [9]. We
randomly selected 500 images from LNRUD, 400 images from
LSUI, 120 images from UFO, and 80 images from UIEB for
more comprehensive testing.

The proposed model was trained and tested on NVIDIA
GeForce RTX 2080 Ti GPUs using the PyTorch framework.
We initialized the learning rate to 0.0002 and adjusted it
gradually with Adam optimizer. For the CYCLE dataset, we
measure the similarity between the enhanced results and the
reference images by three common referenced metrics (i.e.,
PSNR, SSIM and MSE). For all datasets, we evaluate the
performance by three no-reference metrics (i.e., UIQM [45],
UICM and NIQE).

B. Comparison on reference dataset

Our UVZ was compared with some state-of-the-art methods,
including four traditional methods (i.e., L2UWE [5], CBM [6],
TEBCF [7], WWPE [8]), four deep learning methods (i.e.,
Water-Net [9], SCNet [10], TACL [11], Spectroformer [14]),
and two depth-related methods (i.e., USUIR [12], PUGAN
[13]).

Fig. 6 shows the enhancement results of all methods on the
CYCLE dataset. L2UWE and USUIR improve image contrast,
but noticeable color deviations persist. CBM and Water-
Net have corrected colors to some extent, but the enlarged
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Fig. 6. Enhancement comparison on the CYCLE dataset. From left to right are the raw images, the results of L2UWE [5], CBM [6], TEBCF [7], WWPE [8],
and Water-Net [9], SCNet [10], TACL [11], USUIR [12], PUGAN [13], Spectroformer [14], the proposed UVZ, and the ground truth. The red box represents
the enlarged details.

Fig. 7. Histogram comparison of red channel on the CYCLE dataset, with the raw image, the enhanced images from all methods, and GT on top, and the
corresponding red channel histogram on bottom. The red and blue lines are the data distributions of the GT and enhanced images.

Fig. 8. Distribution comparison of RGB three-color on the CYCLE dataset

TABLE I
METRICS COMPARISON OF ALL METHODS ON THE CYCLE DATASET (OPTIMAL, SUB-OPTIMAL)

L2UWE CBM TEBCF WWPE Water-Net SCNet TACL USUIR PUGAN Spectro-
former UVZ

PSNR↑ 14.55 21.48 18.74 17.40 23.23 22.48 21.78 20.55 21.43 21.42 26.00
SSIM↑ 0.6440 0.7461 0.6839 0.6412 0.8196 0.8116 0.7701 0.7739 0.7790 0.7910 0.8721
MSE↓ 0.06195 0.01745 0.02090 0.02560 0.01150 0.01081 0.01597 0.02211 0.01571 0.01639 0.00435

UIQM↑ 2.634 4.151 4.606 4.291 4.573 4.629 4.444 4.321 4.522 4.332 5.044
UICM↑ -76.35 -31.83 -13.71 -16.63 -16.43 -11.01 -23.29 -21.15 -20.74 -20.74 4.781
NIQE↑ 5.045 6.548 5.137 6.387 5.310 5.203 4.325 4.941 5.253 5.017 6.586

Runtime(s) 3.6725 0.2425 1.6340 0.3207 0.9613 0.0520 0.0595 0.0255 0.0488 0.0394 0.0583

image details are blurred. TEBCF significantly enhances the
details of the image but results in darkened brightness and
color confusion. WWPE, TACL, PUGAN, and Spectraformer
alleviate the effects of color deviation, but enlarged details are
still affected by blue-green. SCNet and our UVZ effectively
eliminate color deviation and enhance image visibility, with
the latter highlighting more vibrant colors. Moreover, we also
exhibit the histograms of the red channel in Fig. 7, which
is the most severely lost during underwater imaging. The
curves of UVZ and GT overlap the most, indicating the closest

similarity. To further observe the color distribution, we show
the pixel statistics on the RGB channels in Fig. 8. All methods
enhance the degraded red channel to some extent, with UVZ
being the most prominent. Its distribution on the red, green,
and blue channels is 36.3%, 36.1%, and 29.2% respectively,
which is more consistent with GT’s 35.5%, 34.5%, and 29.9%.

Table I shows the quantitative comparison on the CYCLE
dataset, where UVZ outperforms other state-of-the-art methods
in all quality assessments, particularly with 11.9% and 8.9%
performance improvements in PSNR and UIQM. Compared to
other methods, Water-Net is more effective in removing color



JOURNAL OF LATEX CLASS FILES, VOL. 14, NO. 8, AUGUST 2021 7

Fig. 9. Enhancement comparison of all methods on the LNRUD dataset

Fig. 10. Enhancement comparison of all methods on the LSUI dataset

Fig. 11. Enhancement comparison of all methods on the UFO dataset

Fig. 12. Enhancement comparison of all methods on the UIEB dataset

deviation, while SCNet notably enhances the red channel.
Therefore, these methods obtain most sub-optimal metrics in
Table I. However, in terms of runtime, our method does not ex-
hibit outstanding speed. To accurately guide region perception,
UVZ adopts a two-stage design and multiple attentions. While
these configurations require substantial computing resources,
the model performance is nonetheless impressive.

C. Comparison on no-reference dataset

We present enhancement examples from LNRUD, LSUI,
UFO and UIEB datasets in Figs. 9-12. In Fig. 9 (a) and
Fig. 10 (a), the color enhancement from the UVZ is the
most pronounced and well-established. While other methods
mitigate the effects of color deviation, blue-green color still
dominates the results. We enlarged the fishes in the near-far
scenes in Fig. 9 (b) and Fig. 10 (b), respectively. It can see that
only TEBCF and UVZ effectively remove the blue-green color,
but the dull color of the former reduces the attractiveness.

From Fig. 11 and Fig. 12, it can be observed that L2UWE
exhibits bright contrast enhancement, but over-exposure affects
the color. The enhanced results of TEBCF, WWPE and Water-
Net have low brightness and poor clarity. CBM effectively
enhances image details, while TACL, USUIR and PUGAN
alleviate the impact of color deviation. However, blue-green
colors still dominate in their enhanced images. Despite the
significant saturation increase in SCNet and Spectroformer,
the enlarged far-view Fig. 12 (c) still shows deviated colors.
Benefiting from its depth perception ability, our UVZ has ex-
cellent performance in terms of color, saturation, and visibility,
whether in near or far scenes.

Table II gives the quantitative metrics on the above datasets,
showcasing that our method excels in most metrics, especially
the UICM representing the color metric. CBM exhibits impres-
sive NIQE metrics, signifying a natural restoration of scene
details. However, its color performance heavily affected the
UICM evaluation.
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TABLE II
METRICS COMPARISON OF ALL METHODS ON FOUR BENCHMARK DATASETS (OPTIMAL, SUB-OPTIMAL)

L2UWE CBM TEBCF WWPE Water-Net SCNet TACL USUIR PUGAN Spectro-
former UVZ

LNRUD
UIQM↑ 2.688 4.037 4.436 4.296 4.442 4.452 4.326 4.296 4.377 4.314 4.619
UICM↑ -74.80 -31.29 -16.69 -17.15 -19.72 -16.85 -27.65 -21.25 -23.03 -20.33 -9.933
NIQE↑ 5.322 6.684 5.485 5.550 5.694 5.305 4.465 5.374 5.133 5.308 6.241

LSUI
UIQM↑ 2.882 4.215 4.635 4.439 4.607 4.597 4.460 4.672 4.542 4.881 4.863
UICM↑ -72.28 -29.06 -14.98 -13.64 -15.31 -11.81 -22.39 -20.31 -17.48 -15.64 -4.661
NIQE↑ 5.220 6.429 5.340 5.637 5.893 5.364 4.547 5.269 5.366 5.283 6.006

UFO
UIQM↑ 2.800 3.849 4.223 4.325 4.283 4.998 4.047 4.116 4.209 4.109 4.713
UICM↑ -68.97 -34.93 -20.31 -19.00 -21.88 -17.00 -33.61 -23.44 -26.55 -25.31 -2.238
NIQE↑ 4.385 4.398 4.808 4.575 4.707 5.159 4.520 4.924 5.081 5.046 6.322

UIEB
UIQM↑ 2.716 3.911 4.240 4.505 4.543 4.427 4.390 4.474 4.487 4.384 4.896
UICM↑ -73.48 -32.56 -16.75 -17.43 -20.36 -19.00 -23.79 -19.78 -21.79 -21.56 5.532
NIQE↑ 6.702 8.807 6.977 7.494 6.705 5.156 4.402 6.253 4.990 5.887 6.402

D. Ablation Study

Fig. 13. Ablation comparison of the first stage configurations. The top shows
the raw image, enhanced images for each configuration, and GT, and the
bottom shows the estimated depth maps of the four configurations.

TABLE III
METRICS COMPARISON OF THE FIRST STAGE CONFIGURATIONS ON THE

CYCLE DATASET (OPTIMAL, SUB-OPTIMAL)

PSNR↑ MSE↓ UIQM↑ UICM↑ NIQE↑

-w/o DAM 25.73 0.00438 4.942 0.909 6.500
-w/o RSB 25.99 0.00437 5.016 3.346 6.371
-w/o ASN 26.02 0.00433 4.883 -0.952 6.410

UVZ 26.00 0.00435 5.044 4.781 6.586

We conducted a detailed ablation study for two stages
separately. First, we removed different components in the first
stage, and fixed the second stage configuration to train the
entire network. The ablation configurations are as follows:
(1) -w/o DAM, representing the removal of DAM in DEN,
retaining only skip connections. (2) -w/o RSB, representing
the removal of feature transmission from RSB in ASN. (3) -
w/o ASN, representing the removal of auxiliary supervision
from ASN in the training process. Fig. 13 compares the
effects of the above configurations. In the absence of DAM,
the depth estimation of scene details lacks accuracy, and the
removal of RSB introduces confusion in the predicted depth.
Therefore, the enhanced images of two configurations suffer
from excessive red channel enhancement. The depth image
of -w/o ASN deviates from the underwater image, leading
to inaccurate color enhancement. In Table III, although the
referenced metrics of the complete network are slightly lower

than that of -w/o ASN, the advantage of the no-reference
metrics still proves a significant gain of ASN.

Fig. 14. Ablation comparison of the second stage configurations.

TABLE IV
METRICS COMPARISON OF THE SECOND STAGE CONFIGURATIONS ON THE

CYCLE DATASET (OPTIMAL, SUB-OPTIMAL)

PSNR↑ MSE↓ UIQM↑ UICM↑ NIQE↑

-w/o RB 25.62 0.00477 4.966 0.472 6.292
-w/o D 25.76 0.00448 5.024 3.613 6.474

-w/o Rev 25.73 0.00453 5.014 1.840 6.504
-w/o RN 25.69 0.00450 5.093 4.733 6.368

-w/o DPM 25.65 0.00445 5.020 4.478 6.277
UVZ 26.00 0.00435 5.044 4.781 6.586

Second, we fixed the configuration of the first stage, and
removed different components in the second stage to obtain
the following ablation network: (1) -w/o RB, representing the
removal of all RB. (2) -w/o D, representing the removal of
the depth maps in DPM, retaining only the second stage. (3)
-w/o Rev, representing the removal of depth map reversal.
(4) -w/o RN, representing the removal of RN in the R3N
transformation, directing the local branch only through the
reshaped depth map. (5) -w/o DPM, representing the removal
of the DPM, retaining only skip connections. In Fig. 14. (a),
the color of the complete network is the most consistent with
GT. When the network lacks RB or DPM, the enhanced images
are still affected by color deviation. While the red channel
enhancement of - w/o D, -w/o Rev and - w/o RN is insufficient,
and the color distribution of -w/o RN is chaotic. In the enlarged
far water region of Fig. 14. (b), only the -w/o RN and the
complete network effectively counter the color deviation.
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Fig. 15. Effect comparison of different tasks before and after enhancement. The top shows the raw images and task results, and the bottom shows the enhanced
images and task results.

Fig. 16. Enhancement effects in different lighting environments. Our method can significantly improve the visibility without parameter adjustment.

E. Extended Applications

Without adjusting any parameters, we applied the model
to three challenging tasks: image segmentation [46], keypoint
detection [47], and saliency detection [48, 49], while also
promoting it in low-light [50, 51] and exposure [52] scenarios.
Fig. 15 illustrates the results of the different tasks. The
enhanced image segmentation exhibits more accurate details,
and the number of keypoints increases from 49 and 27 to 73
and 56, respectively. Additionally, the saliency structure of the
image is also more specific. In Fig. 16, the UVZ effectively
enhances the brightness and details of the low-light image,
and makes the colors of the exposed image more vivid. The
above good applications further validate the effectiveness and
generalization of UVZ.

V. CONCLUSION

This paper proposes a novel UIE framework for depth-
guided perception. In DEN, we use DAM to focus on regions
with severe degradation, making the predicted depth map
more reasonable. To ensure the relevance of depth map to
scene, ASN is introduced into the training process to generate
regression image. In addition, we design a DPM to capture
near-far features, with the R3N transformation guiding the
fusion of non-local and local branches. Extensive experiments
on benchmark datasets demonstrate the advantages of our
method and the gains of each module. Moreover, our method
proves effectiveness across different visual tasks, improving
visibility in challenging lighting conditions. In future work,
we aim to optimize model efficiency and explore scenario
enhancement by multiple semantic information.
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