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Abstract

Multimodal visual information fusion aims to integrate the multi-sensor data into a single image which contains more complemen-
tary information and less redundant features. However the complementary information is hard to extract, especially for infrared
and visible images which contain big similarity gap between these two modalities. The common cross attention modules only
consider the correlation, on the contrary, image fusion tasks need focus on complementarity (uncorrelation). Hence, in this paper, a
novel cross attention mechanism (CAM) is proposed to enhance the complementary information. Furthermore, a two-stage training
strategy based fusion scheme is presented to generate the fused images. For the first stage, two auto-encoder networks with same
architecture are trained for each modality. Then, with the fixed encoders, the CAM and a decoder are trained in the second stage.
With the trained CAM, features extracted from two modalities are integrated into one fused feature in which the complementary in-
formation is enhanced and the redundant features are reduced. Finally, the fused image can be generated by the trained decoder. The
experimental results illustrate that our proposed fusion method obtains the SOTA fusion performance compared with the existing
fusion networks. The codes of our fusion method will be available soon.
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1. Introduction

The aim of image fusion is to improve the visual quality
of images and provide more accurate and reliable information
for various applications [1][2]. multimodal image fusion plays
a very important role in computer vision filed and industrial
area [3][4], which involves combining information from differ-
ent imaging modalities such as visible, infrared etc. Specially,
with the development of vision sensors, how to utilize the bene-
fits of these multimodality data to sever the real world scenario
becomes a crucial problem. To this end, a lot of researchers
work on the visual information fusion task and many milestone
achievements have been made, such as multi-scale transformer
[5] [6], sparse representation [7][8], pre-trained deep learning
models [9][10], Bayesian based fusion model [11]. multimodal
image fusion also has numerous applications in other fields
such as medical diagnosis [12][13], surveillance [14][15], re-
mote sensing [16][17], and robotics [18][19] etc.

Deep learning, as a widely popular technology, is no ex-
ception in multimodal image fusion field [20][21][22][23][24].
Thanks to the multimodal datasets [25][26], the deep learning
based fusion methods have emerged as a promising approach
due to their ability to learn complex feature representations
from source images and effectively fuse multiple images. These
methods can be broadly classified into two categories: multi-
stage fusion and end-to-end fusion.
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Figure 1: The correlation and uncorrelation for self-attention in image fusion
task. For multimodal images, the self-attention may not be suitable for inter-
modality processing. In image fusion task, the redundant information will be
enhanced and the complementary features are reduced, which is more obvious
when the source images are all in gray-scale.

Multi-stage fusion methods [20][27][28][29] involve sepa-
rate processing of the input images before combining them,
whereas end-to-end fusion methods [30][24]combine the input
images directly. Both types of methods have their strengths
and disadvantages. Multi-stage fusion methods tend to be more
flexible and adaptable, allowing for the incorporation of a wide
range of pre-processing techniques. However, they are often
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computationally intensive and can suffer from information loss
during the processing stages.

Multi-stage image fusion methods divide the fusion process
into several stages [20][28]. Each stage handles a particular as-
pect of the fusion process, such as feature extraction, feature
fusion and image generation. In this kind of approaches, deep
learning models can be injected in each stage, such as convolu-
tional neural networks (CNNs) for feature extraction [7][9][31],
a specific light network is trained to replace the handcrafted fu-
sion strategy [28]. These methods tend to be more flexible and
adaptable, allowing for the incorporation of a wide range of pre-
processing techniques. However, it requires careful selection of
the models, fusion strategies and training strategies to ensure
optimal results.

End-to-end fusion methods [30][32], on the other hand, are
more efficient and can preserve more information without the
manual operations. These methods involve designing a single
deep learning model that takes multiple input images and di-
rectly generates fused image. The fusion networks are utilized
to extract features and learn how to fuse them in a single step
[33][34]. One of the advantages of these approaches is that the
optimal fusion strategy can be learned from the input images
without requiring any prior knowledge of the fusion process.
However, it can be more challenging to design an effective end-
to-end fusion model, and it requires a carefully designed loss
function to achieve optimal performance [35]. Unfortunately,
these disadvantages are also the crucial problems in most com-
puter vision tasks.

To address the above disadvantages, transformer architec-
ture, as a key technology, has been introduced into multimodal
image fusion task [22][36][29][37]. Transformer-based meth-
ods have shown promising performance in various tasks, in-
cluding natural language processing [38] and image classifi-
cation [39][40]. These approaches use self-attention mech-
anism to capture global dependencies and facilitate efficient
feature representation learning. Current transformer-based fu-
sion methods also follow this scheme. However, these meth-
ods primarily concentrate on the self-attention mechanism and
ignore the interplay between various modalities [34][29] [41]
[42]. However, the complementary information between differ-
ent modalities is the key for the multimodal fusion task, thus
cross-attention should be paid more attention.

Correlation among samples is a fundamental aspect of com-
puter vision fields, as it reflects the significant features for var-
ious tasks [43][44][45]. However, in image fusion fields, par-
ticularly multimodal image fusion, complementary (uncorrela-
tion) information is crucial [3][4]. Therefore, the uncorrelation
should be paid more attention in image fusion tasks. Current
transformer-based fusion methods [42][37][46] focus solely on
the self-attention mechanism, which is the primary component
of transformer. As shown in Fig.1, while this mechanism can
improve the correlation between inputs, it may also reduce the
complementary information.

In recent studies, while the self-attention mechanism has
demonstrated the capability to enhance complementary infor-
mation through well-designed loss functions and feature fusion
modules, it is important to note that mishandling feature cor-

relation can result in a degradation of fusion performance in
specific scenarios.

To overcome the limitations of current transformer-based fu-
sion techniques, in this paper, a novel cross-attention mecha-
nism (CAM) based fusion method is proposed, which employs
self-attention to enhance the intra-features of each modality
while utilizes cross-attention based architecture to enhance the
inter-features (complementary information) between different
modalities. By injecting the CAM into the transformer archi-
tecture, the proposed method offers a powerful fusion strategy
for multimodal images that effectively enhances the uncorrela-
tion between inputs. The main contributions of this paper are
summarized as follows,

1. A cross-attention mechanism is introduced to enhance
multimodal features in this paper. The proposed mechanism
optimizes the fusion process by effectively augmenting com-
plementary features, resulting in outcomes that are both more
accurate and comprehensive.

2. A novel hybrid fusion network is presented in this re-
search, amalgamating the strengths of convolutional layers with
attention mechanisms (both self and cross) for the multimodal
image fusion task. This methodology facilitates the extraction
of deep features from source images, maintaining detail infor-
mation, and enhancing complementary information.

3. In comparison to state-of-the-art fusion methods, the ex-
perimental results demonstrate that the method proposed in this
paper presents a promising alternative to current fusion tech-
niques. It furnishes a more robust and efficient solution for the
multimodal image fusion task.

The rest of our paper is structured as follows. In Section
2, we briefly review the related work on deep learning-based
fusion. The proposed fusion framework is described in detail in
Section 3. The experimental results are presented in Section 4.
Finally, we draw the paper to conclusion in Section 5.

2. Related works

In this section, two key techniques based methods are briefly
introduced, including: transformer based fusion methods and
cross-attention based methods.

2.1. Transformer based fusion methods

Transformer is a deep learning architecture originally de-
veloped for natural language processing tasks [38][47], it
has also been successfully applied to computer vision fields
[39][41][46]. The key innovation is the self-attention mecha-
nism, which allows the model to weigh the importance of dif-
ferent input elements when making predictions.

In computer vision, the transformer can be used in various
ways. One common approach is to use it as an alternative to
CNNs for feature extraction, it also appears in image fusion task
[48][49]. Instead of using a fixed kernel to extract local fea-
tures, the transformer computes attention weights between all
pairs of input elements, allowing it to capture global dependen-
cies and relationships among the features. This approach has
also been shown to be effective for image fusion tasks [50][51].
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Figure 2: The framework of CrossFuse. Two “Encoder” contain same architecture but different parameters. The cross-attention mechanism (CAM) is utilized to
fuse the multimodal features. “SAB” indicates the self-attention block. The fused image can be obtained by “Decoder” with the long connection from encoders.

Although these transformer-based fusion methods obtain
good fusion performance, the drawbacks are still observed:
(1) The transformer architecture is only utilized in feature ex-
traction stage or image reconstruction stage, the relations be-
tween different modalities are not considered [29][41]; (2) Even
with the self-attention mechanism in feature fusion stage, these
methods still do not address the crucial problem which is that
the self-attention mechanism may reduce the complementary
information [22][52].

2.2. Cross-attention based fusion methods
Cross-attention is a technique used in computer vision tasks

that primarily focuses on the interaction of information between
different modalities [53][54][55]. It is often utilized in multi-
modal tasks where information from different modalities needs
to be integrated to solve a specific problem, such as image fu-
sion [56][57][58], and image registration based fusion method
[59][60].

In transformer architecture, cross-attention is also a key con-
cept, which has been shown to be effective for integrating in-
formation from multiple modalities [61][54]. In transformer,
cross-attention is computed between the features of the en-
coder and the decoder, where the encoder produces one modal-
ity features and the decoder produces another modality fea-
tures. There are also some fusion methods combine the cross-
attention and transformer to obtain better performance [22][52].
However, these cross-attention only focuses on the correlation
and ignores the complementary information.

Although the cross-attention mechanism has received
widespread attention in image fusion task, the relationship be-
tween attention mechanism and the fundamental issue of fusion
task has not been fully explored. Thus, how to design an appro-
priate cross-attention mechanism which preserves the comple-
mentary information is crucial.

3. The proposed method

The proposed CAM based fusion network focuses on the fun-
damental problem of image fusion task, in which the cross-

attention mechanism in image fusion task should enhance the
complementary (uncorrelation) information and reduce the re-
dundant (correlation) features. In this section, the architecture
and the loss function are introduced in detail.

3.1. The architecture of the fusion network

The architecture is shown in Fig.2. Iir and Ivi indicate the
infrared image and visible image, respectively. Two encoders
are utilized to extract multimodal features from source images.
The CAM based transformer architecture is introduced to fuse
the multimodal features. Finally, the fused image is generated
by decoder. There are two skip connections between encoder
and decoder, which are utilized to preserve more deep features
and shallow features from source images.

3.1.1. Encoder architecture
Considering the gap between two modalities (infrared and

visible), it is natural to extract the features with different pa-
rameters. Thus, in our framework, two encoders with the same
architecture but different parameters are utilized. The architec-
ture of encoder is shown in Fig.3.
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Figure 3: The encoder architecture which contains three blocks: “Conv”,
“MaxPooling” and “DenseBlock”. “Conv” indicates one convolutional layer,
“DenseBlock” includes four convolutional layers with dense connection.
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The first convolutional layer, “Conv”, is utilized to extract the
shallow features from source images, which contains rich tex-
ture information. Following the pooling operation, MaxPool-
ing, and the multi-scale features are exploited and the features
will preserve more useful information with DenseBlock. With
the deeper of encoder, the extracted deep features will focus on
salient contents.

Furthermore, to enhance the detail information and salient
features, two skip connections (Conv and the last DenseBlock
follow the MaxPooling) are applied into encoder and decoder.

3.1.2. Cross-attention mechanism (CAM)
The proposed cross-attention mechanism (CAM) is intro-

duced in this section, which is the most important part in our
method. The architecture of CAM is shown in Fig.4.

Two branches with different parameters are utilized to extract
features from two modalities. Each modality features are fed
to self-attention (SA) block first to enhance the intra-features,
which fits the insight of SA. To further enhance the intra-
features, the shift operation is also introduced into CAM, in
which the positions of features are moved horizontally and ver-
tically. Then, another SA block is used to enhance the shifted
features which will contain more global information. Before
the cross-attention, the “unshift” is utilized to restore the posi-
tions. Thus, there are twice as many SA as CA.
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Figure 4: The cross-attention mechanism architecture. “SA” follows the stan-
dard transformer architecture which contains one self-attention block. The
“Shift” and “unshift” mean the block shift and shift back operation. “CA” indi-
cates the novel cross-attention mechanism which focuses on the uncorrelation
information.

After obtaining the intra-enhanced features, the proposed
cross-attention block is introduced. The formulas of SA are
given as follows,

[Qc,Kc,Vc] = xcUqkv,

xc
sa = xc

sa + norm(so f tmax(
QcKT

c
√

d
)Vc),

xc
sa = xc

sa + MLP(norm(xc
sa)),

s.t. Uqkv ∈ Rd×3d, c ∈ {ir, vi}

(1)

where xc means the input of SA, Qc, Kc and Vc indicate the
different representation of input, d is the dimension of the input
vector. Uqkv is a transformation matrix which can be learned

by a fully connection layer, norm(·) indicates the linear norm
operation, MLP(·) means the multilayer perceptron.

The formulas of CA are given as follows,

[Qĉ,Kc,Vc] = [xĉ, xc, xc]Uqkv,

xc
ca = xc

ca + norm(re-so f tmax(
QĉKT

c
√

d
)Vc),

xc
ca = xc

ca + MLP(norm(xc
ca)),

s.t. Uqkv ∈ R3d×3d, c ∈ {ir, vi}, ĉ , c

(2)

where the ĉ and c indicate the different modality.
The main difference between SA and CA is that the activation

function after the matrix multiplication. For different modali-
ties, the complementary (uncorrelation) information rather than
the redundant (correlation) features should be enhanced. Thus,
a new activation function, reversed softmax (re-so f tmax), is
embed into our cross-attention mechanism, the formulation is
given as follows,

re-so f tmax(X) = so f tmax(−X) (3)

The activation function curves of so f tmax(·) and
re–so f tmax(·) are shown in Fig.5 which shows the trend
of different activation functions. With the re–so f tmax(·), our
CA block can focus on the uncorrelation information between
different modalities.

softmax( ) re-softmax( )

Figure 5: The activation function curves of so f tmax(·) and re-so f tmax(·).

3.1.3. Decoder architecture
After CAM, a decoder network is introduced into our frame-

work to obtain the final fused image. In this decoder, several
convolutional layers and up-sampling operations are included.
The architecture is shown in Fig.6.

Conv UP Conv UP Conv UP Conv Conv

Decoder Architecture

Figure 6: The decoder architecture.
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To better enhance the salient features and preserve more de-
tail information from source image features, two skip connec-
tions between encoder and decoder are introduced into our net-
work, where the deep feature connection for salient features
and the shallow connection for detail information. In addition,
the feature intensity aware strategy is applied into decoder for
multi-level feature fusion, the formula is defined as follows,

Φm
d f = Φ

m
c + wm

irΦ
m
ir + wm

viΦ
m
vi, m ∈ {deep, shallow}

s.t. wm
ir/vi(·) =

∇mΦm
ir/vi(·)∑

t̂∈{ir,vi} ∇
mΦm

t̂ (·)

(4)

where (·) means the position in deep features, Φm
c indicates the

features extracted by CAM, Φm
ir and Φm

vi denote the features
from source images (infrared and visible). ∇m denotes the detail
and base information extractor for shallow features and deep
features, respectively. The formulas of ∇m are given as follows,

∇deepΦ = k∇ ⊗ Φ

∇shallowΦ =
√

(1 − k∇ ⊗ Φ)2
(5)

k∇ =
1
9

 1 1 1
1 1 1
1 1 1

 (6)

where ⊗ k∇ is the kernel of convolutional operation to extract
the base information. Given the Eq.5 and Eq.6, ∇deep focuses on
the salient features and ∇shallow enhances the detail information.

3.2. Training phase with two-stage strategy
To train our fusion framework, a two-stage training

strategy[28] is applied. Firstly, an auto-encoder network is con-
structed for each modality (infrared and visible), which is uti-
lized to reconstruct the inputs. Then, with the trained encoders
for each modality, the proposed CAM and decoder are trained
with the multimodal data and the proposed loss function.

3.2.1. First stage for encoders
In first stage, the encoders are trained to extract rich features

which are benefit for generating the fused image, the framework
is shown in Fig.7. Since there are feature gap between infrared
and visible, it is reasonable to train different parameters for each
modality.

As shown in Fig.7, these two auto-encoders have same net-
work structure but different parameters. Two skip connections
are utilized to preserve the shallow features (detail) and deep
features (salient).

Furthermore, to train the auto-encoder network, pixel-level
loss (||·||2F) and structural similarity loss (S S IM) are introduced.
The loss function for auto-encoders is given as follows,

Lc
auto = ||Ic − Ir

c ||
2
F + wsS S IM(Ic, Ir

c), c ∈ {ir, vi} (7)

where Ir
c indicates the reconstructed image along with the cer-

tain modality(infrared or visible), ws denotes the trade-off pa-
rameter which is set to 1e4.

Finally, we only use the trained encoders to extract deep fea-
tures from corresponding modality.

Iir

Ivi

SAB

SAB

Figure 7: The first training strategy. Two auto-encoders are trained to recon-
struct the inputs(infrared images and visible images).

3.2.2. Second stage for CAM and decoder
In second training stage, with the fixed encoders, the pro-

posed CAM and the decoder are trained. As shown in Fig.8,
between the fixed encoders and the decoder, two skip connec-
tions are also applied into the final stage.

Iir

Ivi

CAM

F

SAB

SAB

Fixed

Figure 8: The second training strategy.

Since the fused image should contain more complemen-
tary features and reduce redundant information from different
modalities, a novel attention-based loss function is proposed to
train our network. The formula of our loss function is given as
follows,

Lcam = Lint + wgLgra (8)

where wg indicates the trade-off parameter between two terms,
which is set to 10. Lint and Lgra denote the intensity loss and the
gradient loss.

The intensity loss function: The pixel intensity indicates
the main part of fused image, such as illumination, contour
etc. Usually, these information do not always appear in sin-
gle modality. Thus, the intensity mask is introduced into this
loss function, which is given as follow,

Lint = ||F − (MirIir + MviIvi)||2F (9)

where F indicates the fused image, Mir and Mvi denote the in-
tensity masks for different modality.

The masks are calculated as follows,

Mir =

1, locir ≥ locvi

0, otherwise
,Mvi = 1 − Mir (10)

where locir and locvi indicate the mean value of local patch from
source images. These values are calculated as follows,

locc =
avgc∑

i∈{ir,vi} avgi
, avgc = ∇aIc (11)
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where avgc indicates the single modality (c ∈ {ir, vi}) values
obtained by mean filter ∇a, in which the kernel size is 11 × 11.

The gradient loss function: Since the intensity loss function
only focuses on the illumination and contour information, the
gradient loss function is utilized to ensure that the detail infor-
mation can be preserved. The formula of gradient loss function
is given as follows,

Lgra = ||F − max(Clip(∇gIir),Clip(∇gIvi))||2F
s.t. Clip(·) = max(·, 0)

(12)

where ∇g denotes the mean filter with a small kernel size 3 ×
3. The mean filter with small kernel size can extract higher
robustness features and more detail information.

4. Experimental validation

In this section, the comparison experiments are conducted to
evaluate the fusion performance of the proposed fusion method.
After introducing the experimental settings, several ablation
studies are performed to investigate the effect of different el-
ements of the proposed fusion network. Several performance
metrics are utilized to evaluate the fusion performance objec-
tively.

Our network is implemented on the NVIDIA GPU (GTX
3090Ti) using PyTorch as a programming environment.

4.1. Experimental settings

In training phase, for the first stage (two auto-encoders),
40000 pairs of infrared and visible images are randomly cho-
sen from the KAIST dataset. The epoch and the batch size are
set to 4 and 2, respectively. For the second stage (CAM and de-
coder), 20000 pairs of infrared and visible images are chosen,
the epoch and the batch size are set to 8 and 8, respectively. The
initial learning rate is set to 0.01 and decreased by one tenth ev-
ery 2 epochs. All these images are converted to gray scale and
resized to 256 × 256.

The test images are selected from TNO [62] and VOT-RGBT
[63], comprising 21 and 40 pairs of infrared and visible images,
respectively. The TNO dataset encompasses more intricate sce-
narios where salient objects may not always be present. In con-
trast, the VOT-RGBT dataset primarily concentrates on street
scenarios with smaller salient targets. The examples of these
two datasets are shown in Fig.9.

TNO VOT-RGBT

Figure 9: The examples of two datasets: TNO and VOT-RGBT.

To evaluate the fusion performance of our proposed net-
work, eight state-of-the-art fusion methods are chosen: a gen-
erative adversarial network (GAN) based fusion method (Fu-
sionGAN) [21], a unified CNN based method (IFCNN) [32],
a unified dense connection based fusion method (U2Fusion)
[30], two transformer based fusion networks (YDTR [34], DAT-
Fuse [42]), a joint down-stream tasks (saliency object detec-
tion) fusion methods (IRFS) [35], a semantic based fsuio meth-
ods (SemLA) [60], and a diffusion model based fusion network
(DDFM) [64].

Furthermore, six image quality metrics are utilized to assess
the objective evaluation, which includes: Entropy (En) [65];
Standard Deviation (SD) [66]; Mutual Information (MI) [67];
Image feature based Mutual Information (FMIdct, FMIpixel)
[68]; the sum of correlations of differences (SCD) [69].

4.2. Ablation study
In this section, we will analyze the influence of each key part:

the number of attention block, the re-so f tmax operation, the
shift operation and the CAM. Furthermore, the loss function,
the fusion module and the training strategy are also analyzed.

4.2.1. The number of “SA” block and “CA” block
SA and CA indicate the self-attention module and the cross

module in CAM, respectively. To find the best settings of block
number, the experiments of one block (s1-c1), two blocks (s2-
c2) and three blocks (s3-c3) are conducted. The visualized re-
sults and the metric values are shown in Fig.10 and Table 1, the
best values are indicated in bold.

From Fig.10, the result obtained by one block (ours, s1-c1)
contains more detail information and less artificially generated
noise around the salient object (umbrella). However, the visu-
alized performance between these results still very close. Thus,
four metrics are utilized to evaluate the performance.

In Table 1, comparing with two blocks (s2-c2) and three
blocks (s3-c3), the proposed network with one SA block and
one CA block (s1-c1) obtains better metric values (EN, SD,
MI). Although deeper architecture has better performance in
many vision tasks, it is not always correct in low-level vision
task, such as image fusion. Furthermore, the proposed network
is a light-weight architecture and the deep features contain less
semantic features, that is why s1-c1 obtains better fusion per-
formance.

Table 1: The objective results of ablation studies. “w/o cross” means the re-
softmax() operation is replaced by softmax() in CA. “w/o shift” indicates the
shift operation is not used between two SA module. “s1-c1”, “s2-c2” and “s3-
c3” denote the number of block in SA and CA. “FCNN” and “FDense” indicate
that the CAM is replaced by CNN(4 conv layers) and dense architecture(1 dense
block and 1 conv layer).

EN↑ SD↑ MI↑ FMIdct↑
ours(s1-c1) 6.8389 73.4712 13.6779 0.3866

s2-c2 6.7282 70.0806 13.4563 0.3915
s3-c3 6.6862 66.7879 13.3725 0.3868

w/o re-so f tmax 6.8281 72.5535 13.6563 0.3943
w/o shift 6.7037 68.6275 13.4074 0.3974
FCNN 6.7201 69.6833 13.4403 0.3900
FDense 6.7342 70.8587 13.4684 0.3919
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w/o re-softmax w/o shift

s2-c2 s3-c3VI/IR ours

Figure 10: The results of ablation studies with different settings. The visible
image is converted to gray-scale.

4.2.2. The influence of re-so f tmax and shift operations
In our method, the re-so f tmax(·) operation is the key part

of cross attention block, which can force network focus on the
complementary (uncorrelation) information between different
modalities. The shift operation is introduced to enhance the
intra-features which is also applied in Swin-Transformer[40].

As shown in Fig.10 and Table 1, in the absence of these two
crucial operations, the fusion results exhibit a decrease in detail,
and the intensity of salient objects is also diminished. Across
the selected four metrics, our proposed scheme achieves three
superior values (En, SD, MI), indicating that the re-so f tmax(·)
and shift operations contribute to preserving more detailed in-
formation (En, SD) and enhancing complementary features
(MI).

4.2.3. The influence of CAM
To evaluate the effectiveness of CAM, two architectures

(CNN and Dense) are utilized to replace CAM in our fusion
network. The architectures are shown in Fig.11. In Fig.10 and
Table 1, FCNN and FDense indicate the proposed fusion network
with CNN based and dense connection based fusion module,
respectively. To further analysis the influence of SA and CA in
CAM, the visualization of middle features are shown in Fig.12.

As shown in Fig.10, comparing with FCNN and FDense, the
result obtained by the proposed CAM based fusion network
contains more salient features and less artifacts (background),
which makes the fused image more natural. Furthermore, the
objective evaluation results are shown in Table 1, which also
demonstrates that the CAM can improve the fusion perfor-
mance combined with our feature extraction and image recon-
struction network

As discussed in Section 3.1.2, the CAM is comprised of both
the Self Attention (SA) module with shift and the Cross Atten-
tion (CA) module. The heatmaps of middle features are illus-
trated in Figure 12. The “Inputs” are generated by the CNN-

Convolutional layer C Concatenate

Iir

Ivi

CAM

F

SAB

SAB

Fixed

CNN Dense

C
C

or

Figure 11: The proposed network with different fusion module: CAM, CNN
and Dense.

Inputs
(CNN features)

SA 
(with shift)

CA Output
(CAM)

IR

VI

Figure 12: The visualization of middle features obtained by CNN-based en-
coder, SA, CA and CAM. The size of each features is 32 × 32.

based encoder, highlighting the salient regions (as highlighted
areas) following the source images. After the SA operations,
as depicted in Figure 12 (SA), not only are the salient regions
retained, but the finer details (background) are also enriched
within each modality. Thanks to the CA operation, the com-
plementary regions in each branch (IR, salient parts, and VI,
background) are amplified through the “re-so f tmax(·)”. The
final addition operation culminates in the acquisition of the en-
hanced features via our CAM. The visual results obtained by
different architectures are also shown in Fig.10 (ours, FCNN and
FDense).

These observations indicate that our proposed CAM effec-
tively augments the complementary features within multimodal
images, ensuring the preservation of both salient objects and
detailed information.

4.2.4. Analysis for loss function and fusion module
In second training stage, the loss function (Lcam) contains two

items: the pixel intensity part (Lint) and the gradient part (Lgra).
In Fig.13 (first row), “w/o Lgra” indicates only the pixel inten-
sity part is utilized to train our network and “w/o Lint” means
only the gradient part is used.

As shown in Fig.13 (first row), in comparison with “Lcam”,
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the fusion result obtained by “w/o Lgra” exhibits a reduction
in detailed information, as indicated by the red box. For “w/o
Lint”, the intensity of the salient object in the fused image de-
creases, as highlighted in the yellow box, which is deemed un-
acceptable for the image fusion task. These observations un-
derscore the effectiveness of our proposed loss function in pre-
serving both detailed information and salient pixel intensity.

/ /Infrared/Visible

CAM CNN AdditionInfrared/Visible

Figure 13: Fusion results obtained by different loss function settings and the
visualization of fused features obtained by different fusion strategies.

To analysis the performance of fusion module, the visual re-
sults of fused deep features are shown in Fig.13 (second row).
These heat maps are calculated by average feature maps across
channel dimensions. To evaluate the fusion performance, two
classical fusion modules are chosen: (1) a light-weight CNN
based fusion module (CNN), and (2) additional operation based
fusion module (Addition).

In Fig.13 (second row), the feature map derived from the
CNN exhibits a higher presence of redundant features. In con-
trast to the CNN module, the CAM proves adept at preserv-
ing more structural information from source inputs, enhanc-
ing salient objects (as highlighted in the black and red boxes).
Moreover, the CAM effectively amplifies complementary re-
gions from multi-modality inputs (as indicated by the red box),
outperforming the Addition method. These observations affirm
that our proposed fusion module (CAM) excels in augmenting
complementary features and structural information while miti-
gating the presence of redundant features.

4.2.5. Analysis for training strategies
In this section, we will analyze the impact of different train-

ing strategies, namely the “two-stage” and “one-stage” strate-
gies. “two-stage” indicates the training strategy utilized in our
proposed fusion framework, “one-stage” means two encoders,
CAM and decoder are trained together with the proposed loss
function. The loss curve and metrics values (on TNO) are
shown in Fig.14 and Table 2.

Table 2: The objective results of different training strategies (“two-stage” and
“one-stage”) on TNO.

EN↑ SD↑ MI↑ FMIdct↑
two-stage 6.8389 73.4712 13.6779 0.3866
one-stage 6.6743 68.5877 13.3486 0.3900

As shown in Fig.14, with the utilization of the proposed loss
function (Lcam), both of these training strategies converge to a

0 5k 10k 15k 20k

2k

4k

6k 0_1
1_1

Loss curve
two-stage
one-stage

Figure 14: Fusion results with different loss function settings and the visual-
ization of fused features with different fusion strategies (“two-stage” and “one-
stage”).

stable value. Nevertheless, under identical settings, the “two-
stage” approach exhibits faster convergence and a smaller loss
value compared to the “one-stage” strategy.

Moreover, to ascertain the superior training strategy, we con-
ducted comparative experiments on TNO. Table 2 reveals that
the “two-stage” approach attains the three highest values, signi-
fying that a fusion model based on the two-stage training strat-
egy yields superior fusion performance. Based on the efficiency
of training strategy and the fusion performance, in our proposed
framework, we choose two-stage training strategy to train our
network.

4.3. Fusion results analysis

In this section, five state-of-the-art fusion methods and six
metrics are chosen to evaluate the fusion performance of our
proposed fusion network. The comparison experiments are
conducted on two public fusion datasets (TNO [62] and VOT-
RGBT [63]). The examples “yard” and “man” from TNO,
the examples “outdoors” and “two-man” from VOT-RGBT, are
chosen to show the visual results.

4.3.1. Fusion Results on TNO
To evaluate the fusion performance on TNO [62], 21 pairs of

infrared and visible images are selected. The fusion results ob-
tained by the proposed method and other existing fusion meth-
ods on TNO (“yard” and “man”) are shown in Fig.15.

Comparing with the GAN-based method (FusionGAN [21]),
CNN-based method (IFCNN [32]) and dense connection-based
method (U2Fuison [30]), the fused image obtained by our pro-
posed method contains more detail information (Fig.15, yel-
low box). Moreover, our proposed method can generate clearer
fused image than the transformer-based method (YDTR [34]
and DATFuse [42]) and two down-stream task based methods
(IRFS [35] and SemLA [60]). For the diffusion model based
fusion method (DDFM [64]), the proposed method obtains the
comparable visual results on TNO.

To assess the fused image quality objectively, six metrics are
selected. The metrics values are shown in Table 3, the best val-
ues are denoted in blob and the second-best values are denoted
in italic and red. In Table 3, compared with other state-of-the-
art fusion methods, our proposed method (CrossFuse) achieves
four best values (EN, SD, MI, and FMIdct) and two second-best
value (FMIpixel and SCD), which means the CrossFuse can pre-
serve more complementary information from pixel-level (EN
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(a) Infrared / Visible (b) FusionGAN (c) IFCNN (e) U2Fusion(d) YDTR

(f) DATFuse (j) CrossFuse(g) IRFS (h) SemLA (i) DDFM

Figure 15: The fusion results obtained by compared fusion methods and the proposed method on TNO (“yard” and “man”). (a) Infrared and Visible images; (b)
FusionGAN; (c) IFCNN; (d) YDTR; (e) U2Fusion; (f) DATFuse; (g) IRFS; (h) SemLA; (i) DDFM; (i) CrossFuse (the proposed).

Table 3: The average metrics values obtained by the existing fusion methods and the proposed network on TNO.
year EN↑ SD↑ MI↑ FMIdct↑ FMIpixel↑ SCD↑

FusionGAN [21] 2020 6.3629 54.3575 12.7257 0.3634 0.8906 1.4569
IFCNN [32] 2021 6.5955 66.8758 13.1909 0.3738 0.9009 1.7138
YDTR [34] 2022 6.2268 51.4882 12.4536 0.3483 0.8992 1.6106

U2Fusion [30] 2022 6.7571 64.9116 13.5142 0.3406 0.8936 1.7984
DATFuse [42] 2023 6.3206 56.0363 12.6412 0.2738 0.8807 1.5240

IRFS [35] 2023 6.43326 59.13428 12.86652 0.37997 0.90520 1.74604
SemLA [60] 2023 6.52166 63.92465 13.04331 0.16495 0.90865 1.53009
DDFM [64] 2023 6.72427 66.64661 13.44855 0.21777 0.88257 1.54674
CrossFuse ours 6.8389 73.4712 13.6779 0.3866 0.9044 1.7659

and SD) and feature-level (MI and FMIdct). The above observa-
tions indicate that the CAM can maintain more complementary
information from source images.

4.3.2. Fusion results on VOT-RGBT
In VOT-RGBT, 40 pairs of infrared and visible images are

selected from VOT-RGBT [63] and TNO [62]. Since the vis-
ible image is in RGB space, it is converted into YCrCb color
space. “Y” indicates the luminance, “Cr” and “Cb” denote the
chrominance. To obtain the RGB fused image, “Y” and the in-
frared image (gray-scale) are fused by the fusion method firstly.
Then, “Cr” and “Cb” are directly combined with the fused gray-
scale image to generate the final fused image in YCrCb space.

Finally, the fused image is converted to RGB space.

In Fig.16, two pairs of infrared and visible images, “cross-
road” and “two-man”, are chosen to demonstrate the visual
results generated by the existing fusion methods and the pro-
posed method. Comparing with IFCNN [32], YDTR [34],
U2Fusion [30] and DATFuse [42], the infrared objects are en-
hanced by the proposed CrossFuse (Fig.16, red box and yel-
low box). This observation indicates that the novel cross at-
tention mechanism can enhance more complementary features
between different modalities compared with state-of-the-art fu-
sion methods. Furthermore, comparing with FusionGAN [21],
IRFS [35], SemLA [60] and DDFM [64], our proposed network
preserves more detail information (Fig.16 “two-man”, yellow
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(a) Infrared / Visible (b) FusionGAN (c) IFCNN (e) U2Fusion(d) YDTR

(f) DATFuse (j) CrossFuse(g) IRFS (h) SemLA (i) DDFM

Figure 16: The fusion results obtained by compared fusion methods and the proposed method on VOT-RGBT (“crossroad” and “two-man”). (a) Infrared and Visible
images; (b) FusionGAN; (c) IFCNN; (d) YDTR; (e) U2Fusion; (f) DATFuse; (g) IRFS; (h) SemLA; (i) DDFM; (i) CrossFuse (the proposed).

Table 4: The average metrics values obtained by the existing fusion methods and the proposed network on VOT-RGBT.
year EN↑ SD↑ MI↑ FMIdct↑ FMIpixel↑ SCD↑

FusionGAN [21] 2020 6.5203 62.8494 13.0406 0.3646 0.8912 1.3748
IFCNN [32] 2021 6.7411 76.2492 13.4821 0.3736 0.9047 1.6686
YDTR [34] 2022 6.4012 62.4483 12.8024 0.3461 0.9051 1.5624

U2Fusion [30] 2022 6.9487 76.7838 13.8973 0.3364 0.8970 1.7479
DATFuse [42] 2023 6.4580 62.3694 12.9160 0.2745 0.8843 1.4845

IRFS [35] 2023 6.6071 67.5912 13.2141 0.3740 0.9059 1.7117
SemLA [60] 2023 6.6757 71.5133 13.3513 0.1618 0.9074 1.5475
DDFM [64] 2023 6.8214 73.2632 13.6428 0.1805 0.8772 1.5112
CrossFuse ours 6.8908 77.1780 13.7816 0.3827 0.9061 1.6635

box) while obtaining the comparable salient objects.
The average values1 of six metrics are shown in Table 4,

the best values and the second-best values are denoted in blob
and italic and red, respectively. The proposed fusion method,
CrossFUse, obtains two best values (SD and FMIdct) and three
second-best values (EN, MI, FMIpixel). Although the pro-
posed method dose not achieve all best values, comparing with
the state-of-the-art fusion methods, it still achieves compara-
ble metrics values and even better fusion performance in image

1These metrics are calculated under the gray-scale space, which means the
visible images are converted to gray-scale firstly.

sharpness (SD). These observations indicate that our proposed
method obtains better fusion performance in both visual evalu-
ation and objective evaluation.

5. Conclusions

The uncorrelation (complementary) is the key to multimodal
image fusion task, which needs to be paid more attention. Un-
fortunately, the existing transformer based methods ignore this
limitation. Thus, a novel hybrid (CNN and transformer) fusion
network (CrossFuse) is introduced, in which a new cross atten-
tion mechanism (CAM) is proposed and applied to fusion mod-
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ule. The key part of CAM is re-so f tmax(·) operation which is
utilized to enhance the complementary features between differ-
ent modalities and reduce the redundant information. More-
over, a simple yet efficient loss function is also proposed to
force the fused image contains more salient features and detail
information from source images. The experimental results on
public datasets show that our proposed fusion network demon-
strates better fusion performance than the start-of-the-art fusion
methods.

While the proposed cross-attention mechanism proves sim-
ple yet efficient in the image fusion task, it has limitations in
significantly enhancing fusion performance within the trans-
former framework. A possible research direction involves
incorporating additional machine learning methods, such as
sparse representation and metric learning, to augment the ef-
fectiveness of the cross-attention mechanism. Future efforts
will be directed towards exploring and implementing these so-
lutions.
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