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Abstract—Transformer-based encoder-decoder models have
achieved remarkable success in image-to-image transfer tasks,
particularly in image restoration. However, their high computa-
tional complexity—manifested in elevated FLOPs and parameter
counts—limits their application in real-world scenarios. Existing
knowledge distillation methods in image restoration typically
employ lightweight student models that directly mimic the
intermediate features and reconstruction results of the teacher,
overlooking the implicit attention relationships between them.
To address this, we propose a Soft Knowledge Distillation
(SKD) strategy that incorporates a Multi-dimensional Cross-net
Attention (MCA) mechanism for compressing image restoration
models. This mechanism facilitates interaction between the stu-
dent and teacher across both channel and spatial dimensions,
enabling the student to implicitly learn the attention matrices.
Additionally, we employ a Gaussian kernel function to measure
the distance between student and teacher features in kernel space,
ensuring stable and efficient feature learning. To further enhance
the quality of reconstructed images, we replace the commonly
used L1 or KL divergence loss with a contrastive learning loss at
the image level. Experiments on three tasks—image deraining,
deblurring, and denoising—demonstrate that our SKD strategy
significantly reduces computational complexity while maintaining
strong image restoration capabilities.

Index Terms—Knowledge distillation, multi-dimensional cross-
net attention, image restoration, contrastive learning

I. INTRODUCTION

Image restoration models have significant deployment needs
on edge devices such as self-driving cars, cellphones, and
smart robots. However, the computational complexity and
large parameter scales of existing models often exceed the ca-
pabilities of these mobile devices. This creates an urgent need
for the compression of image restoration models, making it a
critical area of research with important practical implications.

Model compression via knowledge distillation was first in-
troduced by Hinton et al. [22], where student models primarily
learn from the teacher’s logits. Since then, various distillation
methods have been developed, focusing on responses [30]–
[32], intermediate features [23], [33], [34], attention matrices
[24], [37], and instance relations [35], [36]. These approaches
have been widely applied to detection and classification tasks.

In image-to-image transfer tasks, including image restora-
tion, model compression methods based on knowledge distilla-
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Fig. 1: PSNR↑ vs. FLOPs↓ denoising results on SIDD.

tion have only recently emerged. Current approaches generally
focus on learning from reconstructed images [28], [39] or a
combination of intermediate features and reconstructed im-
ages [29], [38], [40]. However, these methods often overlook
implicit attention relationships and may suffer from stability
issues.

To address these challenges, we propose a Soft Knowledge
Distillation (SKD) strategy with Multi-dimensional Cross-net
Attention (MCA) for compressing image restoration models.
Our SKD strategy introduces key improvements: At the feature
level, MCA enables interaction between student and teacher
networks across channel and spatial dimensions, embedding
attention relationships within the student features. Moreover,
instead of directly mimicking teacher features, we employ
Gaussian kernel functions to guide learning in kernel space,
ensuring efficiency and stability. At the image level, we replace
traditional L1 or KL divergence loss with contrastive learning
loss, where the teacher’s reconstructions serve as positive
examples and degraded images as negatives, encouraging the
student’s output to diverge from degraded instances. These in-
novations not only improve the student model’s ability to learn
complex relationships but also enhance its robustness across
different degradation types. Comparisons across multiple tasks
and models confirm the superiority of our SKD strategy over
other knowledge distillation-based compression methods and
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Fig. 2: The overall architecture of the proposed Soft Knowledge Distillation (SKD) for image restoration models compression.

full restoration models.

II. PROPOSED METHOD

A. Overall Pipeline

As illustrated in Fig. 2, the SKD strategy utilizes a teacher-
student network structure, where a degraded image I ∈
RH×W×3 is input into both networks. The pre-trained, com-
plex teacher network excels at removing degradation factors,
effectively restoring clean images. Meanwhile, the student net-
work compresses model complexity by reducing the number of
transformer layers and feature channels in its residual blocks.
The student learns from the teacher at both the feature level
and the reconstructed image level, ensuring it can achieve high
performance despite its reduced size.

Feature-level learning is accomplished through our proposed
Multi-dimensional Cross-network Attention (MCA) mecha-
nism. The intermediate features of the student network interact
with features of corresponding blocks in the teacher network,
allowing the student to implicitly absorb the attention knowl-
edge embedded within the teacher. The resulting student and
teacher features are then mapped to Gaussian kernel space, and
the loss is computed based on their distance, enabling stable
and efficient knowledge transfer.

At the image level, in addition to the reconstruction loss
computed with ground truth, contrastive learning helps the
student further refine its output. The student’s reconstructed
image uses the teacher’s output as a positive example, aligning
closely with it, while multiple original degraded images serve
as negative examples, encouraging divergence from these
degraded instances.

These components of the SKD strategy work together to
indirectly but significantly enhance the efficiency and stability
of the student network during the distillation process, distin-
guishing our approach from direct imitation methods.

B. Multi-dimension Cross-net Attention

The proposed MCA mechanism facilitates interaction be-
tween student and teacher features across two dimensions:
channel and spatial. Given the features from corresponding
blocks in the teacher and student networks, we first use
projectors to map these features into a unified dimensional
space, represented as T i

f and Si
f . The interaction process,

which yields the updated student features Si
fc (channel) and

Si
ft (spatial), can be expressed as:

Si
fc = softmax(T i

f · (Si
f )

T/λ) · Si
f ,

Si
ft = Si

f · softmax((T i
f )

T · Si
f/λ),

(1)

where λ is an optional temperature factor defined by λ =
√
d.

These features are subsequently mapped to Gaussian kernel
space, where the Gaussian kernel distance and overall Gaus-
sian kernel loss are calculated. The Gaussian kernel distance
and loss are defined as:

GK(x, y) = 1− exp(−||x− y||22
2σ2

), (2)

LGK = GK(Si
f , T

i
f )) + α1(GK(Si

fc, T
i
f ) +GK(Si

ft, T
i
f )),

(3)
where σ is the width of Gaussian kernel function.

C. Contrastive Learning for Knowledge Distillation

Contrastive learning, initially introduced for representation
learning tasks, promotes an anchor point to move closer to
positive example while distancing itself from negative ones
[42], [43]. Recently, this technique has been applied in various
fields, including image restoration [44], [45]. We extend its
application to knowledge distillation by using the student’s
reconstructed images as anchors, the teacher’s outputs as
positive examples, and a batch of degraded images as negative
examples. By minimizing the distance between the anchor
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Fig. 3: Qualitative results of knowledge distillation methods.

and positive examples while maximizing the distance from
negative examples, the student network learns to reconstruct
clean images more effectively. The contrastive learning loss
LCL is formulated as:

LCL(Sr, Tr, I) =

− log
sim (ϕ(Sr), ϕ(Tr))

sim (ϕ(Sr), ϕ(Tr)) +
∑b

q=1 sim (ϕ(Sr), ϕ(Iq))
,

(4)

where Sr, Tr, I represent the student’s output, the teacher’s
output (positive sample), and the degraded images (negative
samples), respectively. The batch size is denoted by b, and
sim(u, v) = exp

(
uT v

∥u∥∥v∥τ

)
measures the similarity between

two feature vectors, with τ as the temperature parameter and
ϕ() representing a feature extraction operation using VGG-19
[41].

D. Overall loss

The reconstruction loss between student’s results Sr and
ground truth G is formulated as:

LREC = ||G− Sr||1. (5)

The overall loss is expressed as:

L = LREC + α2LGK + α3LCL, (6)

where α2 and α3 are trade-off weights.

III. EXPERIMENTAL RESULTS

A. Implementation Details

We evaluate our Soft Knowledge Distillation (SKD) using
five datasets across three image restoration tasks: Rain1400
[11] and Test1200 [12] for deraining, Gopro [13] and HIDE
[14] for deblurring, and SIDD [15] for denoising.

For quantitative analysis of image quality, we employ two
full-reference metrics: Peak Signal-to-Noise Ratio (PSNR)
[18] in dB, and Structural Similarity Index (SSIM) [19]. To
assess model complexity, we measure FLOPs and inference
time on each 512×512 image. The best results are highlighted
in bold, and the sub-optimal results are underlined.
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Fig. 4: Qualitative comparison with light-weight methods.

TABLE I: Quantitative results of knowledge distillation meth-
ods across three task.

Tasks Deraining Deblurring Denoising
Metrics PSNR SSIM PSNR SSIM PSNR SSIM

Restormer [3] 33.69 0.935 32.07 0.952 40.02 0.960
Res-Wave [28] 32.27 0.918 30.36 0.933 39.25 0.951

Res-DCKD [29] 32.42 0.921 30.46 0.937 39.34 0.954
Res-SKD 32.92 0.927 31.07 0.946 39.52 0.956

Uformer [2] 33.34 0.931 31.98 0.960 39.89 0.960
Ufor-Wave [28] 32.10 0.917 30.50 0.938 39.26 0.951

Ufor-DCKD [29] 32.13 0.918 30.50 0.937 39.28 0.952
Ufor-SKD 32.47 0.921 31.14 0.940 39.46 0.954

DRSformer [4] 33.82 0.937 31.97 0.949 40.03 0.960
DRS-Wave [28] 32.51 0.922 30.30 0.931 39.25 0.951

DRS-DCKD [29] 32.58 0.922 30.43 0.936 39.27 0.951
DRS-SKD 33.11 0.927 31.09 0.945 39.62 0.957

The entire strategy is implemented in PyTorch, using Adam
as the optimizer. The temperature parameter is set to τ =
1e − 6. The trade-off weights are α1 = 0.5, α2 = 0.2, and
α3 = 0.2. The student models are trained for 100 epochs
with a batch size of 8. The learning rate starts at 2e− 4 and
is gradually reduced to 1e − 6 using cosine annealing [16].
During training, all images are randomly cropped into 128×
128 patches with pixel values normalized to [-1, 1].

For the teacher networks, we select three complex yet
effective transformer-based models: Restormer [3], Uformer
[2], and DRSformer [4]. The number of layers in each level
of the encoder-decoder and the dimensions of the teacher net-
works are {{4,6,6,8}, {1,2,8,8}, {4,4,6,6,8}} and {48, 32, 48},
respectively. The corresponding student models, Res-SKD,
Ufor-SKD, and DRS-SKD, compress the hyper-parameters to
{{1,2,2,4}, {1,2,4,4}, {2,2,2,2,4}} and {32, 16, 32}, resulting
in 85.4% and 85.8% reduction of FLOPs and parameters,
respectively.



TABLE II: Quantitative comparison with light-weight methods
across three tasks.

Tasks Deraining Deblurring Denoising FLOPs Infer time
PReNet [5] 31.56/0.914 -/- -/- 176.7G 0.0589s
RCDNet [6] 32.24/0.918 -/- -/- 842.5G 0.1919s
DMPHN [8] -/- 30.14/0.932 -/- 113.0G 0.0508s
MT-RNN [7] -/- 30.15/0.931 -/- 579.0G 0.0387s

VDN [9] -/- -/- 39.28/0.956 147.9G 0.0595s
DeamNet [10] -/- -/- 39.47/0.957 582.9G 0.0565s
MPRNet [1] 33.28/0.927 31.81/0.949 39.71/0.958 565.0G 0.0593s

Res-SKD 32.92/0.927 31.08//0.946 39.52/0.956 85.0G 0.0356s
Ufor-SKD 32.47/0.921 31.14/0.940 39.46/0.954 57.1G 0.0540s
DRS-SKD 33.11/0.927 31.09/0.945 39.62/0.957 132.0G 0.0599s

DMPHN MPRNet Res-SKD

Blurry Reference MT-RNN

Fig. 5: Deblurring results on real-world dataset BLUR-J [17].

B. Comparisons with State-of-the-arts

Comparison with Knowledge Distillation methods. We
first compare our Soft Knowledge Distillation (SKD) strat-
egy with two state-of-the-art (SOTA) image-to-image transfer
knowledge distillation methods: Wave [28] and DCKD [29].
Qualitative and quantitative results are presented in Fig. 3 and
Table I. The deraining and deblurring results in Table I are
averaged across the Rain1400 [11] and Test1200 [12], Gopro
[13] and HIDE [14], respectively. Our distillation method
significantly outperforms the other two SOTA methods in both
visual quality of restored images and full-reference evaluation
metrics.

Comparison with Image Restoration methods. We also
compare our soft distillation strategy with seven image restora-
tion methods, including two for deraining (PReNet [5], RCD-
Net [6]), two for deblurring (DMPHN [8], MT-RNN [7]),
two for denoising (VDN [9], DeamNet [10]), and one for
generalized restoration (MPRNet [1]). As shown in Fig. 4
and Table II, our distilled models offer significantly lower
complexity while achieving image quality and performance
metrics comparable to complex models like MPRNet [1].

Comparison on Real degraded Images. We extended our
evaluation to real blurry images, as shown in Fig. 5. Despite
being trained on synthetic data, our distilled model Res-SKD
effectively mitigates blur in real-world images.

TABLE III: Quantitative ablation study results on Gopro [13].
Sets Channel-wise Spatial-wise LCL PSNR/SSIM
(a) 32.20/0.924
(b) ✓ 32.61/0.929
(c) ✓ 32.71/0.930
(d) ✓ ✓ 32.99/0.933

Res-SKD ✓ ✓ ✓ 33.24/0.937

35.39 dB 35.61 dB

(c) (d) Res-SKD

30.97 dB 34.73 dB 35.26 dB

35.94 dB

Blurry (a) (b)

Fig. 6: Qualitative ablation study results on Gopro [13].

C. Ablation Studies

Ablation studies were conducted on the Gopro [13] dataset
for deblurring with results summarized in Table III and Fig.
6. The channel-wise and spatial-wise attention mechanisms
enhance the student model’s ability to learn multi-dimensional
knowledge from the teacher, leading to PSNR gains of 0.41
dB and 0.51 dB, respectively. The full Multi-dimensional
Cross-net Attention (MCA) achieves a 0.79 dB increase in
PSNR and a 0.009 improvement in SSIM over the baseline.
Additionally, the contrastive learning loss LCL contributes
a further 0.25 dB gain in PSNR and a 0.004 improvement
in SSIM. The qualitative results in Fig. 6 corroborate these
findings, demonstrating the effectiveness of both the Multi-
Dimensional Cross-Net Attention mechanism and contrastive
learning loss in enhancing the distilled model’s performance.

IV. CONCLUSION

In this paper, we introduced a Soft Knowledge Distillation
(SKD) strategy with a Multi-dimensional Cross-net Attention
(MCA) mechanism to effectively compress transformer-based
image restoration models. By enabling interaction between
student and teacher networks across channel and spatial di-
mensions, our method allows the student model to implicitly
learn attention matrices, ensuring efficient and stable feature
learning. Additionally, we incorporated contrastive learning
into the distillation process, with contrastive learning loss
further improving the quality of reconstructed images. Exper-
imental results on deraining, deblurring, and denoising tasks
demonstrate that our SKD strategy significantly reduces com-
putational complexity while maintaining high performance,
making it ideal for real-world applications.
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