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Abstract. As a common image processing technique, image decom-
position is often used to extract complementary information between
modalities. In current decomposition-based image fusion methods, typi-
cally, source images are decomposed into three parts at single scale (i.e.,
visible-exclusive part, infrared-exclusive part, and common part) and
lacking interaction between modalities during the decomposition pro-
cess. These results in the inability of fusion images to effectively focus on
finer complementary information between modalities at various scales.
To address the above issue, a novel decomposition mechanism, Contin-
uous Decomposition Fusion (CDeFuse), is proposed. Firstly, CDeFuse
extends the original three-part decomposition to a more general K-part
decomposition at each scale through similarity constraints to fuse multi-
scale information and achieve a finer representation of decomposition
features. Secondly, a Continuous Decomposition Module (CDM) is intro-
duced to assist K-part decomposition. Its core component, State Trans-
former (ST), efficiently captures complementary information between
modalities by utilizing multi-head self-attention mechanism. Finally, a
novel decomposition loss function and the corresponding computational
optimization strategy are utilized to ensure the smooth progress of the
decomposition process while maintaining linear growth in time complex-
ity with the number of decomposition results K. Extensive experiments
demonstrate that our CDeFuse achieves comparable performance com-
pared to previous methods. The code will be publicly available.

Keywords: Image Fusion · Image Decomposition · Multimodality

1 Introduction

As a fundamental field of image processing, image fusion seeks to create informa-
tive and visually appealing images by extracting the most significant information
from various source images [33,37,39,42]. One of the notable challenges in image
processing is Infrared and Visible Image Fusion (IVIF), which entails integrating
complementary and advantageous information from distinct modalities [9,25,44].
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(a) General decomposition-based architecture for IVIF. The results of decomposition can be three
parts or more parts.

High Similarity Low Similarity

Visible Image
Visible-Exclusive 

Part
Common Part

Infrared-
Exclusive Part

Infrared Image

(b) Vanilla three-decomposition. The five images above from left to right can be seen as a transition
and further apart the two images are, the lower the similarity.
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(c) Our continuous decomposition (K-decomposition). Decompose the two source images into K
more continuously changing parts through the similarity constraint. The Ti means the i-th transi-
tion state.

Fig. 1: Workflow of general decomposition-based models and comparison of Vanilla
three-decomposition with our proposed continuous decomposition.

In the IVIF task, the input comprises both infrared and visible images. Visible
images are distinguished by their abundant texture information, which aligns
more closely with human visual perception. However, they are susceptible to
lighting variations, occlusion, and other factors, resulting in the loss of vital in-
formation. In contrast, infrared images excel in highlighting targets in extreme
conditions (e.g ., low light) by capturing thermal radiation but are prone to noise.
Consequently, in IVIF tasks, the fused image must mitigate the shortcomings of
both modalities to achieve superior visual quality [7].

Numerous methods have emerged recently to address the issues in IVIF
task [10,13,17,24,31,36]. A prevalent and effective approach among these meth-
ods involves decomposing source images into three parts: two exclusive and one
common. As illustrated in Fig. 1a, the process commences with the encoder
extracting useful features from the source images. Subsequently, these features
are sent to a feature decomposition module for decomposition into the aforemen-
tioned three parts. These parts are then fed into the fusion module for integration
and decoding, generating the final fused image. For example, in DeFusion [15],
two encoders, denoted as E and Ec, are employed to extract comprehensive rep-
resentation features and common features, respectively. These features are in-
putted into three decoders for decomposition and decoding, yielding two unique
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parts, f1
u and f2

u , and a common part, fc. Finally, these parts are concatenated
channel-wise to obtain the fused feature, from which the final fused image is
derived through a linear transformation.

However, despite the success of DeFusion in decomposing the source images,
it overlooks the interaction among the decomposed features. CDDFuse [46] drives
the decomposition process using the Correlation Coefficient (CC), with the aim
of maximizing the correlation between the common parts and minimizing that
of the unique parts. Inspired by CDDFuse, we extend the decomposition process
to approximate continuity by imposing similarity constraints, thereby further
refining the decomposition results. Specifically, we interpret the three results of
image decomposition as a transition from one source image to another.

As depicted in Fig. 1b, we traverse from one source image to its unique part,
then to the common part shared by both images, followed by the unique part
of another image, and ultimately to the latter image. We term these three de-
composed parts as transition states. Illustrated in Fig. 1c, assuming K transition
states between one source image and another, their relationship is constrained by
similarity. Compared to the original three-part decomposition, this continuous
process, although not strictly continuous, offers a more refined representation
of information and can better retain the details of the source image. Thus, we
denote this process as continuous decomposition. Moreover, to maximize the
utilization of complementary information across modalities, we introduce State
Attention during decomposition to facilitate interaction between the two modal-
ities.

The contributions of our work are summarized as follows:
(i) A novel continuous decomposition concept is proposed to represent source

image features more meticulously.
(ii) A novel decomposition module (termed as CDM) is proposed to cap-

ture more complementary information between transition states while facilitat-
ing continuous decomposition.

(iii) We devise a new loss function to steer the decomposition process. More-
over, to mitigate computational expenses, a sample yet efficient strategy, termed
as Support Decomposition Strategy(SDS), is introduced to reduce the time com-
plexity and preserve effective decomposition.

2 Related Work

2.1 Deep Learning-Based Methods

Deep learning, renowned for its robust feature representation and adaptability,
has become ubiquitous in IVIF task [6, 18, 45, 47]. Unlike traditional methods
reliant on manual feature engineering, deep learning offer the flexibility to extract
features tailored for fused images, yielding superior results in both visual and
downstream tasks [34,43]. Presently, Convolutional Neural Network (CNN) and
Transformer stand as the two prevailing network architectures employed in IVIF
task.
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CNN, characterized by its strong generalization ability and robustness, is
commonly utilized in image fusion. For instance, Li et al . [11] utilize CNN as
both encoder and decoder to extract effective features and reconstruct images,
respectively. To effectively fuse objects of varying scales, many networks integrate
multi-scale structures to better capture objects across different scales [4, 8, 23].
For example, SGFusion [16] adopts U-Net as a backbone to fuse features guided
by saliency information at different scales, thereby enhancing the model’s ro-
bustness.

Transformer is initially introduced by Vaswani et al . [28] and achieves re-
markable success in Natural Language Processing (NLP). Subsequently, Doso-
vitskiy et al . [3] successfully transpose Transformer into Computer Vision (CV).
In Transformer, the multi-head self-attention (MHSA) mechanism serves as the
core component. Endowed with potent long-distance dependency modeling ca-
pabilities and minimal inductive bias, MHSA aptly captures the complementary
relationships between modalities in IVIF [12,21,27].

2.2 Image Decomposition Methods

Before the rise of deep learning, the field of image fusion predominantly relies
on traditional models based on decomposition [1, 14, 20]. For instance, Wang et
al . [29] introduce a decomposition model grounded in the Laplacian pyramid
and employ a handcrafted fusion strategy to merge components at each level.
However, these traditional models, with their manually designed decomposition
and fusion strategies, lack adaptability and flexibility.

With the advent of deep learning, researchers begin exploring neural networks
for image decomposition [2,35]. Liang et al . [15] pioneer a method employing self-
supervised learning for image decomposition, fusion, and reconstruction. This
approach leverages a vast number of unpaired images for training, thus mitigat-
ing the issue of insufficient data pairs in image fusion. However, its failure to
consider complementary information while decomposition renders it inadequate
for tasks demanding strong complementarity.

CDDFuse [46], on the other hand, utilizes similarity to guide image decom-
position, decomposing the image into common and unique parts for fusion. Nev-
ertheless, its network structure overlooks multi-scale information and considers
only the decomposition of the source image into three parts, leading to decom-
position results that fail to effectively represent features in a refined manner.

In this study, we prioritize a more nuanced multi-scale decomposition and
employ the multi-head self-attention mechanism to enhance the capture of com-
plementary information.

3 Proposed Method

In this section, we first introduce the workflow of our model and the detailed
design of each module. Then, we provide the formulas for calculating the loss
function we proposed and explain the underlying design principles.
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Fig. 2: The architecture of CDeFuse, when the number of levels is 3. (a)The pipeline of
CDeFuse, where El and Dl denote the l-th level of Encoder and Decoder respectively.
(b, c, d)The internal structure diagrams for CDM, Encoder and Decoder in the l-th level
respectively, where the X of Encoder can be V or I. (e)Abbreviations and names of
symbols used in this figure.

3.1 Overview

CDeFuse is mainly composed of three types of modules, i.e., Encoder, Decoder
and CDM. Encoder and Decoder are respectively responsible for extracting shal-
low features from the source images and reconstructing the fused image. CDM is
used for interaction between modalities. In addition to the above three types of
modules, there are two linear transformations at the input and output positions
of our model to process the transformation of the number of channels.

As shown in Fig. 2(a), we adopt a Unet-like multi-scale structure. The En-
coder and Decoder have three levels and are marked El, Dl(l ∈ {1, 2, 3}) respec-
tively. For a more general discussion, we set the number of levels of our model
to N and the number of decomposition results to K in this section.

3.2 Encoder

As shown in Fig. 2(c), the Encoder is composed of 3 × 3 convolutions with
padding, ReLU activation functions, and 2 × 2 average pooling and shared for
both infrared and visible images at the same level. The Encoder is responsible for
extracting shallow features from both infrared and visible images for subsequent
feature decomposition.
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For ease of model description, we introduce the following notation: EN (l)(·),
DE(l)(·, ·), CDM (l)(·, ·) respectively denote the Encoder, Decoder, and CDM of
the l-th level. Let I, V ∈ RH×W denote the input infrared and visible images.
Based on the notation defined above, the processing of input by the l-th level
encoder can be expressed as follows:

I(l) = EN (l)(I(l−1)), V (l) = EN (l)(V (l−1))

l ∈ {1, 2..., N}
(1)

where I(0) and V (0) are obtained by linear transformation of the sources image
I and V respectively.

3.3 Continuous Decomposition Module

The Continuous Decomposition Module(CDM) is employed to decompose the
infrared and visible images into several transition states. To achieve this, it is
necessary to first extract information within each transition states from the input
images, and then obtain complementary information between modalities.

As illustrated in Fig. 2 (b), to accomplish the former, linear transformations
and group convolutions are employed. Linear transformations are responsible for
generating preliminary transition states. Group convolutions further decompose
and extract finer information within each transition state.

Concretely, we employ 3×3 convolutions with padding and set the number of
groups to K. Then, we obtained K transition states denoted as S ∈ RK×C×Ĥ×Ŵ ,
where C represents the number of channels, and Ĥ × Ŵ represents the size of
the feature maps of transition states. We denote the sub-module in CDM using a
linear transformation, group convolutions and ReLU activation function as P (·).

State Transformer To maximize the utilization of complementary information
between modalities, we introduce the State Transformer, denoted as ST (·). It
captures inter-modality complementary information by applying multi-head self-
attention along the transition state wise.

To achieve this, we first generate Q,K, and V from S, which is accomplished
through linear transformations. Then, we reshape and split Q,K, and V into
multiple attention heads, yielding Q̂, K̂, V̂ ∈ RK×E , where E × h = C × Ĥ ×
Ŵ and h denotes the number of attention heads. Next, standard multi-head
self-attention is applied along the transition state wise. State Attention can be
formalized as follows:

Q = ΦQ(S),K = ΦK(S), V = ΦV (S)

Atten = softmax(Q̂ · K̂T /
√
E)

T = ϕp(V̂ ·Atten) + S

(2)

where Φ(·), ϕ(·) represent 3×3 and 1×1 convolutions respectively and T denotes
the result of State Attention. For the FeedForward network(FF) component of
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State Transformer, we adopt the GDFN proposed in Restormer [41], which fo-
cuses on obtaining fine complementary information through the gate mechanism.

In summary, for the l-th CDM module CDM (l)(·, ·), we can express its trans-
formation in the following form:

S(l) = P (l)([V (l); I(l)|c]), T (l) = ST (l)(S(l))

C(l) = [V (l);T (l); I(l)|s]
l ∈ {1, 2..., N}

(3)

where [; |c], [; |s] denote concatenation operators along the channel wise and state
wise respectively. The symbols mentioned above are added indexes with l to
indicate they belong to the l-th CDM. For instance, ST (l) represents the State
Transformer in the l-th CDM.

3.4 Decoder

The Decoder is used for feature fusion and image reconstruction. Specifically,
different levels of the Decoder perform feature fusion and image reconstruction
at their respective scales. The Decoder conducts elementary feature fusion of
the CDM’s results through a 3 × 3 convolution. Subsequently, as illustrated in
Fig. 2(d), this result is concatenated with the upsampled output of the previous
level Decoder along the channel wise. Then, through two 3×3 convolutions with
padding and ReLU activation functions, further fusion and reconstruction of the
image result at this scale are performed.

In summary, the l-th Decoder can be expressed as follows:

f (N) = I(N) + V (N)

f (l−1) = DE(l)(f (l), C(l))

l ∈ {1, 2..., N}
(4)

where we perform element-wise addition on the outputs of the N -th level Encoder
to obtain f (N), which serves as the input to the N -th level Decoder. The fused
image F can be generated through a linear transformation from f (0).

3.5 Loss Function

The loss function Lall consists of three parts and can be written as follows:

Lall = Lint + α1Ldecom + α2Lgrad (5)

where Ldecom is the decomposition loss, Lint = 1
HW ∥F − max(I, V )∥2F is the

pixel-level loss, Lgrad = 1
HW ∥|∇F | − max(|∇I|, |∇V |)∥2F is the gradient loss,

α1, α2 are parameters used to trade-off them, and ∇ denotes the Sobel operator.
To achieve continuous decomposition, we need to impose similarity con-

straints among transition states as well as the source image feature maps. First,
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sent those calculated consistently each time.

V
(l)

T1
(l)

T2
(l)

T3
(l)

T4
(l)

I
(l)

Mc
(l)

(2,1) Mc
(l)

(3,2) Mc
(l)

(4,3) Mc
(l)

(5,4) Mc
(l)

(6,5)

Mc
(l)

(6,4)

Mc
(l)

(5,1)

Mc
(l)

(5,3)

Mc
(l)

(6,2)

Mc
(l)

(4,2)

(c) A more illustrative example of Fig. 3b, where arrows between features represent similarity con-
straints.

Fig. 3: Schematic diagrams illustrating the key principles of decomposition loss calcu-
lation.

we calculate the similarity µ = CC(V, I) between the two source images V and
I using the CC metric. As shown in Fig. 3a, for the output C(l) of the l-th
level CDM, we compute pairwise similarities along the state-wise, resulting in a
symmetric similarity matrix Mc. The similarity matrix M

(l)
c of the l-th level is:

M (l)
c (i, j) = CC(C

(l)
i,· , C

(l)
j,· )

i, j ∈ {1, 2...,K + 2}
(6)

where i, j are matrix indices, C(l)
i,· , C

(l)
j,· denote the i-th and j-th features in the

l-th level. According to formula Eq. (3), the feature can be a transition state or
a feature of the source images at l-th level. Since the matrix is symmetric, we
only analyze its lower triangular part.

By constraining the similarity matrix Mc, we are able to drive the decompo-
sition. Analyzing the matrix Mc, the values on the main diagonal of the matrix
are 1. For the lower left corner M (l)

c (K+2, 1), we approximate it to the similarity
between the source images µ. For the remaining positions of the similarity, we
gradually decay them from 1 to µ along the direction from the main diagonal to
the lower left corner. Thus, we construct a target matrix Mt:

M
(l)
t (i, j) = Ω(i− j, µ,K + 2)

i, j ∈ {1, 2...,K + 2}
(7)
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where Ω(·, ·, ·) is a decay function used to calculate the similarity during the
decay process. We design two decay functions, linear decay and Gaussian decay,
with formulas as follows:

Ωl(p, µ, s) = 1− p
1− µ

s− 1

Ωg(p, µ, s) = exp(− p2

2 ∗ σ
)

where σ = − (s− 1)2

2ln(µ)

(8)

where Ωl and Ωg represent linear decay and Gaussian decay, respectively. Lin-
ear decay reduces the similarity with a fixed step size, while Gaussian decay
follows the form of a Gaussian function. We adopt linear decay, as detailed in
the experiment in Sec. 5.2.

In summary, the decomposition loss Ldecom can be written as:

Ldecom =
2

N(K2 + 3K)

N∑
l=1

∥M (l)
c −M

(l)
t ∥2F

s.t. M (l)
c (1,K + 2) = M

(l)
t (1,K + 2) = 0

M (l)
c (K + 2, 1) = M

(l)
t (K + 2, 1) = 0

(9)

It is worth noting that we do not constrain M
(l)
c (1,K+2) and M

(l)
c (K+2, 1)

because they are unrelated to the transition states and represents the similarity
between features of the two source images. Moreover, since the values on the
main diagonal are always 1, we do not impose constraints on them. Therefore,
the number of similarities constrained is 1

2 ((K+2)2−(K+2)−2) = 1
2 (K

2+3K).
In practice, we only calculate the lower triangular part.

3.6 Support Decomposition Strategy

The time complexity of the decomposition loss Ldecom is approximately O(K2).
This means that as the number of transition states K increases, the computa-
tional cost of the decomposition loss will grow quadratically.

In order to enhance the scalability of the model, we propose the Support
Decomposition Strategy(SDS). Instead of constraining the similarities of all fea-
ture pairs, we only constrain a subset of them. Concretely, we constrain only
the similarities of adjacent features, along with a portion of randomly sampled
similarities.

For example, as shown in Figs. 3b and 3c, when the number of transition
states is 4, we restrain the similarities of adjacent features (red portion) and ad-
ditionally constrain a portion of randomly sampled similarities (yellow portion).
Statistically, when the number of training epochs and the amount of training
data are sufficient, this method can approximate the desired decomposition,
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thus reducing the time complexity. For a more general case with K transition
states, in the l-th level, we define the sampling strategy as follows:

SDS(β) = {(i+ 1, i)}K+1
i=1 ∪ {(ui, vi)}K+1

i=1

s.t. ui ̸= K + 2, vi ̸= 1, ui + 1 ̸= vi, ui > vi, ui, vi ∈ {1, 2, ..,K + 2}
(10)

where SDS(β) represents the sampled constraints’ indexes with random seed β,
{(ui, vi)}K+1

i=1 is a set of randomly sampled ordered pairs and |SDS(β)| = 2K+2.
Based on the sampling results described above, we can rewrite the decompo-

sition loss as follows:

Ldecom =
1

N(2K + 2)

N∑
l=1

∑
(i,j)∈SDS(∗)

(M (l)
c (i, j)−M

(l)
t (i, j))2 (11)

where ∗ denotes the random number seed determined by the operating system.
Clearly, through SDS, we control the time complexity of the decomposition loss
to the O(K) level, greatly improving the scalability of our model.

4 Experiments

4.1 Setup

Implementation Details The numbers of levels and transition states in our
model is set to N = 4 and K = 9. Training images are randomly cropped to a
size of 192×192, while using random flipping as a data augmentation technique.
The batch size is set to 30, and we train for 1600 epochs. AdamW [19] as the
optimizer and WarmupCosine as the learning rate adjustment strategy are used.
We opt for a linear decay function as the decay strategy Eq. (8) for calculating
the decomposition loss. The hyperparameters α1 and α2 are both set to 3. All
experiments are conducted on a NVIDIA GeForce RTX 3090 Ti.

Datasets and Metrics Our model is trained on the training set of MSRS [26].
For the test set, we test on RoadScene [33] dataset, the test set of MSRS [26] and
14 pairs of images from TNO. We employ five metrics, (standard deviation)SD
[22], (mutual information)MI, Qabf [38], (visual information fidelity)VIF [5],
and (structural similarity index measure)SSIM [32], to evaluate the our model’s
performance. Higher scores indicate better performance for all metrics.

4.2 Comparison with Other Methods

Seven existing methods are chosen to conduct the comparison experiments,
include two autoencoder-based methods (DenseFuse [11] and SwinFuse [30]),
two decomposition-based models (CDDFuse [46] and DeFusion [46]), two uni-
fied models (U2Fusion [33] and DeFusion [15]), an end-to-end method (DAT-
Fuse [27]), and one diffusion-based model (Dif-fusion [40]).
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(f)DenseFuse (g)CDDFuse (h)Dif-fusion (i)Ours(f)DenseFuse (g)CDDFuse (h)Dif-fusion (i)Ours

(a)IR (b)VI (c)U2Fusion (d)SwinFuse (e)DATFuse

Fig. 4: Qualitative comparison of the image "FLIR_00069" in the RoadScene dataset.

(f)DenseFuse (g)CDDFuse (f)Dif-fusion (i)Ours(f)DenseFuse (g)CDDFuse (f)Dif-fusion (i)Ours(f)DenseFuse (g)CDDFuse (f)Dif-fusion (i)Ours

(a)IR (b)VI (c)U2Fusion (d)SwinFuse (e)DATFuse(a)IR (b)VI (c)U2Fusion (d)SwinFuse (e)DATFuse

Fig. 5: Qualitative comparison of the image "14" in the TNO dataset.

Qualitative Comparison Figs. 4 and 5 illustrate the qualitative comparison.
Clearly, our method preserves more texture information while better highlighting
salient regions. For example, in the areas marked by red and green boxes in Fig. 4,
our method exhibits higher contrast and is more consistent with human visual
perception. In the regions marked by red and green boxes in Fig. 5, our method
retains more detailed texture information. This enables our method to better
restore real scenes even in extreme low-light condition.

Quantitative Comparison Tabs. 1 to 3 present the quantitative comparison
of our method. Our model achieves competitive performance in most metrics,
demonstrating the effectiveness of our approach. It is worth noting that we only
trained on MSRS [26] without fine-tuning on other datasets. This indicates the
strong generalization ability of our method.

4.3 Visualization of Transition States

Fig. 6 displays the visualization results related to the transition states. Transition
state feature maps {T (1)

1 , T
(1)
2 , ..., T

(1)
9 } at the first level, along with the features

of visible and infrared images {V (1), I(1)}, are selected for visual analysis. From
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(a)V
(1)

(b)T1
(1)

(c)T2
(1)

(d)T3
(1)

(e)T4
(1)

(f)T5
(1)

(a)V
(1)

(b)T1
(1)

(c)T2
(1)

(d)T3
(1)

(e)T4
(1)

(f)T5
(1)

(g)T6
(1)

(h)T7
(1)
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(1)

(k)I
(1)

(g)T6
(1)

(h)T7
(1)

(i)T8
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(1)
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Fig. 6: Visualization of transition states and two source images’ feature maps in 1-th
level.

Table 1: Qualitative comparison on the MSRS [26] dataset. The bold and underlined
parts represent the best and second-best values respectively.

VIF Qabf MI SSIM SD

DeFusion 0.76 0.53 3.35 0.46 37.91
Dif-fuiosn 0.83 0.58 3.33 0.45 41.90
U2Fusion 0.52 0.29 2.28 0.32 26.05
DenseFuse 0.69 0.36 2.64 0.45 23.57
SwinFuse 0.36 0.18 1.78 0.17 29.72
DATFuse 0.91 0.64 3.89 0.45 36.48
CDDFuse 1.05 0.69 5.00 0.51 43.37
CDeFuse(Ours) 1.06 0.72 5.05 0.51 42.47

left to right and top to bottom, the feature maps exhibit a continuous changing
trend, consistent with the viewpoints discussed above.

It is evident that these decomposed states are not mutually exclusive. There
are overlapping regions and unique parts within each transition state, with each
capturing some finer details. For instance, T (1)

7 extracts and focuses on edge infor-
mation from both source images, while T

(1)
9 emphasizes information in the fore-

ground region. This facilitates better preservation of detail information, thereby
enhancing the quality of the fused image.
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Table 2: Qualitative comparison on the TNO dataset. The bold and underlined parts
represent the best and second-best values respectively.

VIF Qabf MI SSIM SD

DeFusion 0.55 0.36 2.62 0.42 33.43
Dif-fuiosn 0.57 0.46 2.82 0.42 40.91
U2Fusion 0.59 0.47 2.10 0.47 36.63
DenseFuse 0.64 0.45 2.42 0.47 34.14
SwinFuse 0.67 0.44 2.48 0.45 54.52
DATFuse 0.64 0.47 3.03 0.46 28.55
CDDFuse 0.75 0.54 3.14 0.50 46.28
CDeFuse(Ours) 0.80 0.60 3.62 0.48 41.28

Table 3: Qualitative comparison on the RoadScene dataset. The bold and underlined
parts represent the best and second-best values respectively.

VIF Qabf MI SSIM SD

DeFusion 0.47 0.34 2.91 0.42 34.57
Dif-fuiosn 0.55 0.51 2.91 0.44 42.56
U2Fusion 0.56 0.40 2.89 0.46 37.51
DenseFuse 0.56 0.39 2.91 0.48 32.21
SwinFuse 0.64 0.50 2.95 0.48 58.28
DATFuse 0.60 0.47 3.63 0.46 31.75
CDDFuse 0.62 0.48 3.00 0.48 56.32
CDeFuse(Ours) 0.65 0.57 3.00 0.47 42.33

Table 4: The ablation experi-
ments on the number of transi-
tion states K. The bold indicates
the best value.

Configs VIF MI SSIM

K = 3 0.62 2.71 0.46
K = 5 0.64 2.89 0.45
K = 7 0.65 2.96 0.46
K = 9 0.65 3.00 0.47
K = 11 0.64 2.90 0.46

Table 5: Other ablation experiments. The bold
indicates the best value. The GD means Gaus-
sian decay.

Configs VIF MI SSIM FLOPs↓

I w/o SDS 0.65 3.09 0.46 10152M
II w/o CDM 0.62 2.80 0.45 N/A
III w/o ST 0.64 2.92 0.46 N/A
IV w/o Ldecom 0.63 2.90 0.45 N/A
V using GD 0.64 3.05 0.46 N/A
VI Ours 0.65 3.00 0.47 3760M

5 Ablation Studies

The ablation experiments were conducted to confirm the rationality of module
design, the effectiveness of decomposition loss, and the appropriateness of pa-
rameter selection. All experiments are trained on the MSRS [26] training set and
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tested on the RoadScene dataset. We selected three metrics, namely VIF, MI,
and SSIM, to measure the effectiveness of the fusion results.

5.1 The Number of States

To find the suitable number of transition states K, we conducted an ablation ex-
periment. Following the tradition of the three-decomposition method, we started
with K = 3 and increased by two transition states for each experiment. As shown
in Tab. 4, it can be observed that as K increases, the performance of the model
gradually improves. When K approaches 9, the performance improvement slows
down and shows a tendency to decline. Therefore, considering the overall per-
formance of the model, setting K = 9 is reasonable.

5.2 Other Factors

In this subsection, we conducted ablation experiments on other factors of our
model. The uppercase Roman numerals in Tab. 5 are used to denote specific
experiments. For example, Exp.I denotes the first row experiment in the table.

Loss Function We removed the decomposition loss Ldecom while retaining
the CDM module to demonstrate the effectiveness of the decomposition loss in
Exp.IV . Additionally, we test the impact of using the Gaussian decay function
from Eq. (8) on the decomposition process in Exp.V . The results showed that
using Linear as the decay strategy had better results. We speculate that this
might be because the linear decay provides a more balanced change, which is
more suitable for representing unique detailed information in each transition
state.

Continuous Decomposition Module To verify the effectiveness of the CDM
module, in Exp.II, we discarded the CDM module while maintaining a param-
eter size similar to the original network. Similarly, to validate the effectiveness
of the State Transformer, in Exp.III, we replaced the State Transformer with a
convolutional neural network of comparable parameter size. The results showed
that the CDM module has a positive effect on the quality of image fusion, and the
ST module can better capture complementary information between modalities.

Support Decomposition Strategy SDS aims to reduce the computation re-
quired for model training. To compare the impact of the SDS on model’s perfor-
mance, we conducted experiments without SDS under the condition of K = 9.
As shown in Exp.I and Exp.V I, the results of our method without SDS are
very similar to those with SDS. This demonstrates the effectiveness of SDS. We
also compared the FLOPs required to compute the Ldecom for both the use and
non-use of SDS, to verify the actual impact of SDS on reducing computational
cost.
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6 Conclusion

In this paper, a novel continuous decomposition based fusion method is pro-
posed for infrared and visible image fusion task. With the help of the proposed
continuous decomposition module and efficient decomposition loss function, the
source images can be decomposed into multiple transition states making the
fused image can focus on more details. Meanwhile, during the decomposition pro-
cess, the model can better capture complementary information between modal-
ities through the use of our State Transformer. Experimental results demon-
strate that our proposed method achieves comparable or even better perfor-
mance.
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