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Abstract. For document image binarization task, generative adversar-
ial networks (GANs) can generate images where shadows and noise are
effectively removed, which allow for text information extraction. The
current state-of-the-art (SOTA) method proposes a three-stage network
architecture that utilizes six GANs. Despite its excellent model perfor-
mance, the SOTA network architecture requires long training and infer-
ence times. To overcome this problem, this work introduces an efficient
GAN method based on the three-stage network architecture that in-
corporates the Discrete Wavelet Transformation and normalization to
reduce the input image size, which in turns, decrease both training and
inference times. In addition, this work presents novel generators, dis-
criminators, and loss functions to improve the model’s performance. Ex-
perimental results show that the proposed method reduces the train-
ing time by 10% and the inference time by 26% when compared to the
SOTA method while maintaining the model performance at 73.79 of
Avg-Score. Our implementation code is available on GitHub at https:
//github.com/RuiyangJu/Efficient_Document_Image_Binarization.

Keywords: Document image processing · Document image enhance-
ment · Document image binarization · Image generation · Generative
adversarial networks · Discrete wavelet transformation

1 Introduction

Document image binarization has an important position in document image
analysis and recognition [34], as it significantly impacts subsequently stages of
the recognition process and layout analysis. Ancient documents often suffer from
various types of degradation, including paper yellowing, text fading, and page
bleeding [13,19,41], which further complicate the binarization process. For badly
degraded documents, traditional image processing methods [23, 25, 36] are poor
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Fig. 1: Graphs of Avg-Score vs. Total Training and Inference Times (measured on (H)-
DIBCO Datasets using NVIDIA GeForce RTX 4090 GPUs).

at eliminating shadows and noise, and even lose text information. Therefore, re-
searchers are appealing to deep learning-based methods, and some have achieved
satisfactory results [17,20,38].

For instance, Souibgui et al. [37] introduce a novel encoder-decoder architec-
ture based on Vision Transformer (ViT), which achieves good performance on
the H-DIBCO 2018 [31] dataset. Yang et al. [46] propose an end-to-end gated
convolutions-based network (GDB) to address the challenge of inaccurate stroke
edge extraction in documents, and achieves the state-of-the-art (SOTA) perfor-
mance on the H-DIBCO 2014 [24] and DIBCO 2017 [33] datasets. To improve
the performance of the model, these methods employ the “leave-one-out” strat-
egy to construct the training set (viz., for the selected test set, all the remaining
datasets are used to train the model). Considering the computing resources for
model training, we believe that the strategy [12,16,40,45] of fixed training set is
more efficient compared to the “leave-one-out” strategy, where the SOTA meth-
ods for such strategy are Suh et al. [40] and Ju et al. [16].

Although Suh et al.’s method [40] and Ju et al.’s method [16] achieve excellent
performances on several benchmark datasets, the time needed for training and
inferencing are too long due to the use of six generative adversarial networks
(GANs) [9]. To address this problem, we propose an efficient GAN method for
document image binarization that significantly reduces both the training and
inference times while maintaining the model performance (FM, p-FM, and Avg),
and the results are summarized in Fig. 1. Our contributions are as follows:
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– Proposes a novel method to reduce both the training and inference times of
GANs by employing discrete wavelet transformation (DWT) and normaliza-
tion to decrease the size of the input image;

– Improves the SOTA methods through the design of novel generators, discrim-
inators, and loss functions. These improvements make the proposed method
more efficient for document image binarization;

– Outperforms the SOTA methods in terms of the model performance (FM,
p-FM, and Avg), training and inference times for seven benchmark datasets.

The rest of this paper is organized as follows: Section 2 introduces the ap-
plication of semantic segmentation and image generation networks to document
image binarization task, and reviews the SOTA methods for document image
binarization using GANs. Section 3 details the proposed method, including net-
work architecture, image processing, and loss function. Section 4 discusses the
performances of the proposed method and quantitatively compares the proposed
method against the current SOTA methods using seven benchmark datasets. Fi-
nally, Section 5 concludes this work and highlights potential directions for future
exploration.

2 Related Work

Document image binarization has advanced with the introduction of fully con-
volutional networks (FCNs) [21]. Tensmeyer et al. [44] formulated binarization
as a pixel classification learning task and utilized FCNs for document image
binarization. Inspired by UNet [35], Peng et al. [26] proposed a convolutional
encoder-decoder model for document image binarization. He et al. [12] proposed
DeepOtsu, which initially utilized convolutional neural networks (CNNs) for doc-
ument image enhancement, followed by the application of Otsu’s method [25]
for document image binarization. In addition, Calvo-Zaragoza and Gallego [3]
employed a selective autoencoder method to parse document images, and sub-
sequently binarizing them using global thresholding.

The introduction of GANs [9] has enabled the generation of binarized docu-
ment images. Zhao et al. [47] formulated binarization as an image-to-image gen-
eration task, employing conditional generative adversarial networks (cGANs)
to address the challenge of combining multiscale information in binarization.
Souibgui et al. [38] introduced an effective end-to-end framework based on cGANs
(named document enhancement generative adversarial network, DE-GAN) to
restore degraded document images, which achieved outstanding results on the
DIBCO 2013 [30], DIBCO 2017 [33], and H-DIBCO 2018 [31] datasets. Deng et
al. [4] proposed a method employing a dual discriminator generative adversarial
network (DD-GAN) with focal loss as the generator loss function.

Suh et al. [40] proposed a novel two-stage GAN method using six improved
cycle-consistent adversarial networks (CycleGANs) [49] for document image bi-
narization. In this method, the generator consists of UNet [35] with Efficient-
Net [42], while the discriminator employs Pix2Pix GAN [14]. Based on the two-
stage network architecture, Ju et al. [16] introduced a novel three-stage GAN
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Fig. 2: The novel three-stage network architecture of the proposed method for doc-
ument image binarization: image processing (Stage 1), document image enhancement
(Stage 2), and document image binarization (Stage 3).

method, also employing six improved CycleGANs [49], with an enhanced gener-
ator using UNet++ [48] with EfficientNet [42]. Although these methods consis-
tently outperform the SOTA performance on several DIBCO datasets, they suffer
from unsatisfactory total training and inference times due to the use of multiple
GANs. To address this problem, in this work, we propose a combination of im-
age processing, generators, discriminators, and loss function components based
on the network architecture of Ju et al. [16] to significantly reduce training and
inference times.

3 Proposed Method

3.1 Network Architecture

We employ the three-stage network architecture proposed by Ju et al. [16], where
the overall architecture is illustrated in Fig. 2. Specifically, we use DWT and
normalization to reduce the input image size in Stage 1, and propose novel
generators, discriminators, and loss functions in Stages 2 and 3.

In Stage 1, the document image is divided into several patches. Unlike Ju et
al. [16] who set the patch size to 224× 224, we set the patch size to 256× 256,
which leads to a reduction in the number of patches obtained (i.e., by 64.3%) and
hence a shorter total training time. Then we split these patches into four single-
channel images (i.e., red, green, blue, and gray), because training the model on
different color channels tends to generate better results. To further reduce the
total training time, we apply Haar wavelet transformation [11] and normalization
to reduce the patch size to 128× 128, as detailed in Section 3.2.
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Fig. 3: An illustration of Stage 1 where the LL subband images of Haar Wavelet
transformation are retained and normalized.

In Stage 2, we design four generators with the encoder-decoder architec-
ture. The encoder extracts features, while the decoder performs down-sampling
and extracts contextual information. Specifically, we employs UNet++ [48] with
EfficientNetV2-S [43] as the generator. Each single-channel image is input to an
independent generator for individual training. This method effectively removes
background information from local document images and extracts detailed and
colorful foreground features. To ensure the standardization of the generated im-
ages, all the images generated by the four independent generators share the same
discriminator. We use the improved PatchGAN [49] as the discriminator, where
we apply instance normalization to all layers except the first layer, because in-
cluding instance normalization in the first layer would normalize and disregard
the image color, which is not what we desired.

In Stage 3, multi-scale GANs are utilized for both local and global document
image binarization to enhance the distinction between text and background. The
output of Stage 2 is an image of the same size as the original input image, and
it is input to an independent generator that produces the images as the result of
the local document image binarization. In addition, the original input image is
directly scaled to 512× 512 pixels and input into an independent generator, and
the generated images are the results of global document image binarization. The
generator and discriminator in Stage 3 are the same as those used in Stage 2.
As shown on the right section of Fig. 2, the final output of the proposed method
is the pixel-wise summation of the results from the local and global document
image binarization processes.

3.2 Image Processing

Since the total training and inference times of the SOTA method proposed by
Ju et al. [16] are excessively long, the primary focus and contribution of this
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work is to reduce these times based on the same network architecture. It is well
known that reducing the input image size can significantly decrease the model
training time. However, directly reducing the input images would negatively im-
pact the model performance. Therefore, instead of using interpolation for image
size reduction, this work proposes employing DWT and normalization, because
this combination of techniques can effectively preserve contour information and
reduce noise interference while decreasing the image size, which is superior to
the interpolation method that only considers the pixel computation. We present
the related experiments in Section 4.4, which demonstrate that the global bina-
rization results of the images processed by DWT and normalization are closer
to the ground-truth images when compared to those processed by interpolation.

During image processing, DWT decomposes the input images into two com-
ponents, where the low-frequency components encode the contour information,
and the high-frequency components capture details and localized information.
This work retains and normalizes the low-low (LL) subband images from DWT,
effectively filtering out noise from document images, such as bleeding and stain-
ing. For simplicity, the Haar wavelet transformation is used as shown in Fig. 3.

3.3 Loss Function

Since the convergence of the loss function is unstable during the GAN training
process [9], to stabilize the loss function convergence of GAN in the proposed
method, we follow Suh et al. [40] and Ju et al. [16] by applying Wasserstein
generative adversarial network with gradient penalty (WGAN-GP) [10] to the
objective function for the model training. In addition, since the goal of document
image binarization is to classify each pixel into two categories (namely, text
and background), we use binary cross-entropy (BCE) Loss instead of L1 Loss
employed in the original method [14, 47]. Experiments by Bartusiak et al. [2]
demonstrated that BCE Loss outperforms L1 Loss in binary classification tasks.
While BCE Loss focuses on the accuracy of each individual pixel, Dice Loss [39]
emphasizes the accuracy of the entire region. Combining these two loss functions
enhances the segmentation performance at both the pixel and region levels.
Galdran et al. [7] also demonstrated that integrating BCE Loss and Dice Loss
results in superior segmentation performance. Therefore, we use the improved
WGAN-GP objective loss function, which includes both BCE Loss and Soft Dice
Loss [22], as expressed below:

LG = Ex[D(G(x), x)] + λ1LBCE(G(x), y) + λ2 LSoft Dice(G(x), y), (1)
LD = −Ex,y[D(y, x)] + Ex[D(G(x), x)] + αEx,ŷ∼Pŷ

[(∥∇ŷD(ŷ, x)∥2 − 1)2], (2)

where x is the input images, G(x) is the generated images, and y is the ground-
truth images. λ1 and λ2 control the relative importance of different loss terms,
while α denotes the gradient penalty coefficient. The discriminator D is trained
to minimize LD to distinguish between ground-truth and generated images, while
the generator G aims to minimize LG.
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4 Experiments

4.1 Datasets

To ensure a fair comparison among the proposed method and other SOTA
methods, we construct the training set following the strategy in [12, 16, 40, 45].
The training set comprises 143 images, including 10 from DIBCO 2009 [8],
10 from H-DIBCO 2010 [27], 14 from H-DIBCO 2012 [29], 7 from the Bick-
ley Diary dataset [5], 15 from the Persian Heritage Image Binarisation Dataset
(PHIBD) [1], and 87 from the Synchromedia Multispectral Ancient Document
Images (SMADI) dataset [13].

We use the remaining 102 images as the testing set. The testing set consists
of 16 images from DIBCO 2011 [28], 16 from DIBCO 2013 [30], 10 from H-
DIBCO 2014 [24], 10 from H-DIBCO 2016 [32], 20 from DIBCO 2017 [33], 10
from H-DIBCO 2018 [31], and 20 from DIBCO 2019 [34].

4.2 Evaluation Metrics

To quantitative compare the models, four classical metrics are employed: f-
measure (FM), pseudo-f-measure (p-FM), peak signal-to-noise ratio (PSNR),
and distance reciprocal distortion (DRD). However, when comparing the perfor-
mance of different methods, there are cases where the FM and p-FM values of
the model reach the SOTA level, but its PSNR value is lower than that of other
methods. Therefore, to demonstrate the overall performance of each method, we
adopt the Avg-Score (Avg) metric introduced by Jemni et al. [15]:

Avg = (FM + p−FM + PSNR+ (100−DRD))/4. (3)

Note that in the Avg metric, the precision and recall metrics have a greater
impact on the value than PSNR, which we consider reasonable. It is because for
the method utilizing GANs to generate binarized images, the focus should be
on the overall correctness of the generated image rather than the correctness of
each pixel. Furthermore, as we illustrate in Section 4.7, our proposed method
can generate the image more completely despite our achieved PSNR is lower
than that of other methods.

4.3 Implementation Details

Data Preparation To ensure a fair comparison of performances, we utilize the
same dataset and data augmentation techniques for both our proposed method
and the selected benchmark methods [16, 40]. In Stage 1, the original input
images are split into patches of 256 × 256 size, matching the size of the images
in the ImageNet [6] dataset. Data augmentation is employed to expand the
training samples, with sampling scales set at 0.75, 1, 1.25, 1.5, and rotation by
270◦, resulting in a total of 120,174 training image patches. For global document
image binarization (Stage 3), the input images are directly resized to 512× 512
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and subjected to horizontal and vertical flipping, as well as rotation by 90◦, 180◦,
and 270◦, resulting in 804 training images.

It is noteworthy that Ju et al. [16] split the input images into 224×224 sized
patches in Stage 1 and subsequently applied the same data augmentation tech-
niques to improve the model performance. This strategy increases the number of
training image patches, potentially improving performance, but also significantly
increasing training time. We retrain Ju et al.’s model by setting the patches to
256 × 256, and hence the numerical values presented in Tables 4 and 5 differ
from those reported in the original paper [16].

Pre-training Suh et al.’s [40] and Ju et al.’s [16] methods employed Efficient-
Net [42] as the encoder of GANs, while ours uses EfficientNetV2 [43]. Due to con-
straints on data availability, all methods employ weights which are pre-trained
on the ImageNet [6] dataset to enhance efficiency in model training.

Training To avoid influence of computing devices on the performance, all meth-
ods are trained utilizing NVIDIA RTX 4090 GPUs. All methods are implemented
using Python with PyTorch being the the framework.

In Stage 2 and Stage 3, the training parameter settings are largely similar,
with the only difference being the number of training epochs: 10 epochs for
Stage 2, and 150 epochs for Stage 3. We choose Adam [18] optimizer to train the
model, and set the initial learning rate to 2×10−4. In addition, we configure the
generator with β1 = 0.5 and the discriminator with β2 = 0.999. More information
about our implementation can be found on our GitHub page.

4.4 Importance of DWT

To reduce total training and inference times, this work proposes to reduce the
size of both input and corresponding ground-truth images for GANs by half. To
illustrate the effectiveness of DWT and normalization in Stage 1, we consider
two GAN models, namely: Model A: UNet [35] with EfficientNetV2-S [43], and
Model B: UNet++ [48] with EfficientNetV2-S [43]. Table 1 records the time re-
quired for each stage, the total training and inference times of different methods.
Two sets of time are recorded, i.e., “with the application of DWT and normaliza-
tion in Stage 1” and “without (i.e., the baseline where split patches are directly
supplied to the GANs)”. Here, the total training time is the sum of the time
required for each stage, and the total inference time is the total time taken to
generate images of all the test sets. It can be seen that, for both models, the total
training times are reduced when DWT and normalization are applied. Specifi-
cally, when DWT and normalization are applied, the training time reduces from
384.95h to 63.91h for Model A, and from 523.86h to 68.43h for Model B. Simi-
larly, the total inference times are reduced from 1.12h to 0.68h for Model A, and
from 1.19h to 0.77h for Model B. This demonstrates that the use of DWT and
normalization can greatly reduce the total training and inference times.

We also explore other image resizing techniques, including interpolation-
based algorithms such as bicubic, bilinear, area, nearest neighbor, and lanczos.
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Table 1: Training and inference times taken by the original models before (baseline)
and after apply DWT and normalization (proposed).

Method Stage2
Train

Stage2
Predict

Stage3
Top

Stage3
Bottom

Total
Train

Total
Infer

UNet&V2S (Baseline) 332.28h 3.56h 47.47h 1.63h 384.95h 1.12h
UNet&V2S (DWT&Norm) 11.60h 3.45h 47.47h 1.39h 63.91h 0.68h

UNet++&V2S (Baseline) 465.28h 3.94h 52.88h 1.76h 523.86h 1.19h
UNet++&V2S (DWT&Norm) 14.12h 3.63h 49.29h 1.39h 68.43h 0.77h

Table 2: PSNR (dB) of the input images processed using different methods (Interpo-
lation/DWT/DWT&Norm) for various training sets.

Method DIBCO
2009

H-DIBCO
2010

H-DIBCO
2012

Bickley
Diary PHIBD SMADI Mean

Values

Bicubic 71.445 72.216 71.667 64.286 69.584 69.885 69.847
Bilinear 70.940 72.164 71.460 64.065 69.711 69.859 69.700
Area 70.940 72.164 71.460 64.065 69.711 69.859 69.700
Nearest 70.954 72.038 71.591 64.199 69.689 69.827 69.716
Lanczos 71.421 72.215 71.687 64.303 69.576 69.886 69.848
DWT 62.651 67.110 59.673 53.763 58.004 59.476 60.113
DWT&Norm 71.773 72.738 72.852 64.444 70.764 69.440 70.335

We implement these techniques using the open source computer vision library
(OpenCV) to downscale all 256 × 256 input images and corresponding ground-
truth images to 128 × 128. Furthermore, we employ the “DWT” method, and
the “DWT and normalization (DWT&Norm)” method. It is noteworthy that the
resized images from all these methods are not binarized, which cannot be used
to calculate PSNR values directly with the corresponding ground-truth (binary)
images. Therefore, we first apply global binarization to these reduced images
then compute the PSNR values. We evaluate the impact of different image resiz-
ing techniques on six training sets by calculating the PSNR values (against the
corresponding ground-truth images), and we compute the mean PSNR values for
all images. The results are recorded in Table 2. The mean PSNR value achieved
by “DWT” method is 60.113dB, indicating that images reduced directly using
DWT do not have a high similarity with the corresponding ground-truth images.
In addition, the mean PSNR values for resized images produced by different in-
terpolation methods are all below 70dB. However, the mean PSNR value for
images processed by DWT and normalization reaches 70.335dB, which means
the images obtained by this method are closer to the corresponding ground-truth
images at the pixel level. In conclusion, the results demonstrate that, the “DWT
and normalization” method is more effective than other interpolation-based tech-
niques for image size reduction for image binarization task.
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Table 3: Comparison of performance for methods using different models to construct
the generator.

Method FM↑ p-FM↑ PSNR↑ DRD↓ Avg↑ Total
Train↓ Total

Infer↓

UNet&B4 87.87 88.57 18.82 5.17 72.52 69.38h 0.75h
UNet&B5 88.88 89.65 18.93 4.85 73.15 81.63h 0.83h
UNet&V2S 88.83 89.87 19.07 4.86 73.23 63.91h 0.68h

UNet++&B4 89.40 90.38 19.01 4.87 73.48 85.45h 0.91h
UNet++&B5 89.76 90.75 19.15 4.51 73.79 112.74h 1.21h
UNet++&V2S 89.69 90.78 19.15 4.45 73.79 68.43h 0.77h

4.5 Ablation Study

Another significant contribution of this work is the proposal of novel gener-
ators for GANs. This work aims to make the trained model generate more
foreground text information by the novel generators. To demonstrate that the
proposed method using UNet [35] or UNet++ [48] with EfficientNetV2 [43] is
superior to the original method using UNet [35] or UNet++ [48] with Efficient-
Net [42], we conduct a series of experiments as shown in Table 3 to compare the
model performance, total training and inference times of different generators.
For the encoder of the generators, we utilize EfficientNet-B4, EfficientNet-B5,
and EfficientNetV2-S.

From Table 3, it can be seen that for different encoders of GANs, the pro-
posed methods (all models) obtain a shorter total training and inference times
compared to the original methods, while achieving a higher Avg value. Specifi-
cally, the original method using UNet++ [48] with EfficientNet-B5 [42] achieves
the Avg value of 73.79, with total training time of 112.74h and total inference
times of 1.21h, respectively. In contrast, the proposed method obtains the same
Avg value with total training time of 68.43h and total inference time of 0.77h,
which represents a decrease of 39% and 36%, respectively. These experimental
results demonstrate that the proposed method can greatly reduce the training
and inference times while maintaining or improving the model performance.

4.6 Comparison with Other Methods

We have identified the methods [37, 46] that achieve the SOTA performance on
different test sets. However, these methods utilized the “leave-one-out” strategy
to construct the training set, which is different from our training set described in
Section 4.1. For example, when the testing set is DIBCO 2019 [34], our training
sets include DIBCO 2009 [8], H-DIBCO 2010 [27], H-DIBCO 2012 [29], Bickley
Diary [5], PHIBD [1], and SMADI [13] dataset. In contrast, in addition to the
above datasets, the training set used by [37,46] also includes DIBCO 2011 [28],
DIBCO 2013 [30], H-DIBCO 2014 [24], H-DIBCO 2016 [32], DIBCO 2017 [33],
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Table 4: The time taken for training and testing by the proposed and other SOTA
methods for document image binarization. The shortest time and the 2nd shortest time
are colored in red and blue, respectively.

Method Model Stage2
Train

Stage2
Predict

Stage3
Top

Stage3
Bottom

Total
Train

Total
Infer

Suh [40] UNet&B4 14.73h 3.75h 65.96h 1.17h 85.61h 0.74h
Suh [40] UNet&B5 16.30h 3.77h 282.80h 1.26h 304.12h 0.82h

Ju [16] UNet++&B4 18.81h 3.95h 45.63h 1.29h 69.68h 0.91h
Ju [16] UNet++&B5 21.23h 4.37h 49.23h 1.46h 76.29h 1.04h

Ours UNet&V2S 11.60h 3.45h 47.47h 1.39h 63.91h 0.68h
Ours UNet++&V2S 14.12h 3.63h 49.29h 1.39h 68.43h 0.77h

Table 5: Results achieved by the proposed and other STOA methods for document
image binarization. The best performance and the 2nd best performance are colored
in red and blue, respectively.

Method Model FM↑ p-FM↑ PSNR↑ DRD↓ Avg↑ Total
Train↓ Total

Infer↓

Suh [40] UNet&B4 87.95 89.01 19.10 4.83 72.81 85.61h 0.74h
Suh [40] UNet&B5 88.56 89.90 19.31 4.46 73.33 304.12h 0.82h

Ju [16] UNet++&B4 88.14 89.71 19.09 4.64 73.08 69.68h 0.91h
Ju [16] UNet++&B5 89.13 90.35 19.30 4.49 73.57 76.29h 1.04h

Ours UNet&V2S 88.83 89.87 19.07 4.86 73.23 63.91h 0.68h
Ours UNet++&V2S 89.69 90.78 19.15 4.45 73.79 68.43h 0.77h

and H-DIBCO 2018 [31]. Therefore, it is unfair to directly compare the reported
results from the aforementioned models with ours. Instead, our proposed method
is only compared with SOTA methods [16,40] that utilize the same training set.

Notably, when training models with the training set described in Section 4.1,
the current SOTA results are achieved by Ju et al. [16]. As detailed in Section 4.3,
to ensure a fair comparison of model performance, we adjust the patch size from
224×224 to 256×256 for this experiment. In addition, we observe that the total
training time for methods using UNet [35] or UNet++ [48] with EfficientNet-
B5 [42] is already longer than that of the proposed method, as shown in Table 5.
Consequently, we do not further compare the methods using EfficientNet-B6 [42],
as it is against the goal of reducing the total training and inference times.

4.7 Experimental Results

In Sections 4.4 and 4.5, we demonstrate the impact of each improvement on the
performance of the model using the three-stage network architecture proposed by
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Method Model FM↑ p-FM↑ PSNR↑

Blank Image - - - 10.90
Suh et al. [40] Unet&EffNet-B4 26.09 19.90 11.39
Ju et al. [16] UNet&EffNet-B4 60.39 56.35 12.19
Ours UNet&EffNetV2-S 69.44 69.88 11.75

Fig. 4: Outputs and results from document image binarization (case 1): the first row
from left to right shows input image, ground-truth image, and blank image; the second
row from left to right shows Suh et al. [40], Ju et al. [16], and ours.

Ju et al. [16]. Furthermore, we compare the proposed method with other SOTA
methods on several benchmark datasets. Table 4 presents the time required for
each stage, the total training and inference times for different methods. Ta-
ble 5 shows the mean performance values on seven test sets: DIBCO 2011 [28],
2013 [30], 2017 [33], 2019 [34], and H-DIBCO 2014 [24], 2016 [32], and 2018 [31].

Table 4 shows that the proposed method requires less time in Stage 2, due to
the reduction in the input image size for the GANs. However, compared to Ju et
al.’s method [16], our proposed method takes longer time in Stage 3 because the
newly designed discriminator has more layers. Overall, the two proposed methods
achieve the shortest total training times, at 63.91h and 68.43h, respectively.

From Table 5, we can see that the proposed method using UNet++ [48] with
EfficientNetV2-S [43] achieves the highest Avg value of 73.79. Our proposed
method requires a total training time of 68.43h, which is much shorter than
76.29h of the method that obtains the second highest Avg value. In addition,
the total inference time of our method is 0.77h, notably lower than 1.04h required
by Ju et al.’s method [16] using UNet++ [48] with EfficientNet-B5 [42]. Next, we
compare the results achieved by all the benchmark methods for each evaluation
metric. Our method obtains the highest FM and p-FM values of 89.69 and 90.79,
respectively, while maintaining lower total training and inference times than the
method with the second highest FM and p-FM values. For the DRD metric, our
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Method Model FM↑ p-FM↑ PSNR↑

Blank Image - - - 14.19
Suh et al. [40] Unet&EffNet-B4 0.60 0.60 14.00
Ju et al. [16] UNet&EffNet-B4 10.05 9.32 14.23
Ours UNet&EffNetV2-S 56.99 56.51 14.08

Fig. 5: Outputs and results from document image binarization (case 2): the first row
from left to right shows input image, ground-truth image, and blank image; the second
row from left to right shows Suh et al. [40], Ju et al. [16], and ours.

method achieves the second highest value, but with a significantly reduced total
training time of 68.43h compared to 304.12h of the method with the highest
DRD value. Regarding PSNR, our method does not achieve the highest value.
However, we note that the PSNR value cannot directly indicate the model’s
performance, and we justify this later based on visual inspection. Overall, the
aforementioned experimental results demonstrate that our method achieves the
best performance on the test sets, reducing total training time by 10% and total
inference time by 26% compared to the SOTA method.

We randomly select three images from the test set for visual examination
and demonstrate that the PSNR value does not directly reflect the model per-
formance. As shown in Fig. 4, our method generates more complete foreground
information. However, due to the high contamination of the document image,
some noise is inevitable while generating more content. In contrast, Suh et al.’s
method [40] and Ju et al.’s method [16] generate little content. It should be
noted that because the background is white, these methods, which generate less
content, can achieve high PSNR values. In the extreme case, a completely-white
image yields an a PSNR value near 11dB. These observations indicate that higher
PSNR value is not indicative of better model performance. Fig. 5 reconfirms this
conclusion, where a blank image yields a PSNR of 14.19dB, which is higher than
that of our proposed method (14.08dB), but it is obvious that the binarized
image generated by our method is closer to the ground-truth image than the
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Method Model FM↑ p-FM↑ PSNR↑

Suh et al. [40] Unet&EffNet-B4 38.46 38.68 6.75
Ju et al. [16] UNet&EffNet-B4 31.58 31.66 7.90
Ours UNet&EffNetV2-S 45.49 45.58 6.14

Fig. 6: Outputs and results from document image binarization (case 3), the first row
from left to right shows input image, ground-truth image, and blank image; the second
row from left to right shows Suh et al. [40], Ju et al. [16], and ours.

blank image. Fig. 6 presents another case of a lower PSNR value, where our
method does not process background noise as effectively as the other two meth-
ods. Nonetheless, our method successfully generates more textual information.

5 Conclusion

Degraded document image binarization is an important step in document anal-
ysis. The current SOTA method utilizes a three-stage GANs architecture that
can generate good document binarization results, but it suffers from long total
training and inference times. To address this drawback, this work significantly
improves the network based on the existing three-stage network architecture,
using DWT and normalization to reduce the input image size, which greatly
reduces the total training and inference times. Furthermore, novel generators,
discriminators, and a loss function are designed to further improve the per-
formance of our proposed method. Experimental results on several benchmark
datasets demonstrate that the proposed method not only achieves the superior
model performance but also achieves significantly shorter total training and in-
ference times compared to the SOTA method.

As future exploration, we can combine document image binarization and
document understanding for practical applications, especially for ancient or de-
graded documents or artifacts. The applications could include real-time transla-
tion, summarization, retrieval of related documents/materials, to name a few.
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