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Abstract— Degraded image semantic segmentation is of great
importance in autonomous driving, highway navigation systems,
and many other safety-related applications and it was not
systematically studied before. In general, image degradations
increase the difficulty of semantic segmentation, usually leading
to decreased semantic segmentation accuracy. Therefore, per-
formance on the underlying clean images can be treated as an
upper bound of degraded image semantic segmentation. While
the use of supervised deep learning has substantially improved
the state of the art of semantic image segmentation, the gap
between the feature distribution learned using the clean images
and the feature distribution learned using the degraded images
poses a major obstacle in improving the degraded image seman-
tic segmentation performance. The conventional strategies for
reducing the gap include: 1) Adding image-restoration based pre-
processing modules; 2) Using both clean and the degraded images
for training; 3) Fine-tuning the network pre-trained on the clean
image. In this paper, we propose a novel Dense-Gram Network to
more effectively reduce the gap than the conventional strategies
and segment degraded images. Extensive experiments demon-
strate that the proposed Dense-Gram Network yields state-of-
the-art semantic segmentation performance on degraded images
synthesized using PASCAL VOC 2012, SUNRGBD, CamVid, and
CityScapes datasets.

Index Terms— Semantic segmentation, degraded images.

I. INTRODUCTION

SEMANTIC segmentation aims to assign a categorical label
to each pixel in an image [1], [2], and it plays an impor-

tant role in image understanding [3]. Most existing methods
assume that the input images are clean and of good quality.
However, due to the complexities in the natural environment
and the changes in image acquisition, e.g., optical blur, motion
blur, digital noise, and natural haze, there are many cases
where this assumption does not hold. In the real world,
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the degraded image semantic segmentation is a crucial enabler
for safety-related applications, such as driving safety and pre-
cise navigation in autonomous driving and highway navigation
system [4]. The recent success of deep Convolutional Neural
Networks (CNNs) has made remarkable progress in pixel-level
semantic segmentation tasks [1], [5]–[8]. Usually, the perfor-
mance on the underlying clean images can be considered as
the performance upper bound [9] on segmenting the degraded
images, since the performance of segmentation networks
decreases under the degraded image quality [9]. As shown
by an example in Fig. 1, the train on a Gaussian blurred
image is insufficiently segmented when directly employing the
model pre-trained on clean images. These errors are due to
the drastic changes in the appearance of objects induced by
the degradation. To our best knowledge, the degraded image
semantic segmentation has not been systematically studied
before. In the past decades, many approaches are developed for
degradation removal [10], degraded image classification [11],
degraded image detection [12], and general-purpose degraded
image segmentation [13], but not much work on the semantic
segmentation. In this paper, we focus on developing a new
approach towards degraded image semantic segmentation.

One straightforward strategy towards improving the per-
formance of degraded image semantic segmentation is to
remove the degradation effects by adding image-restoration
based pre-processing. However, when the degradation degree
is high, the image-restoration based pre-processing usually
cannot completely restore the degraded image to its clean
counterpart and may introduce additional noise to the restored
images [14]. Besides, in CNN based approaches, the image-
restoration based pre-processing is not integrated into the
segmentation network, which also affects the segmentation
performance.

Most CNN based approaches seek to gain the robustness
against the degradation effects by brutal-forcedly augmenting
the training dataset – using both clean and degraded images
for training [15]–[17]. Specifically, a degraded image can
be considered as the composition of its underlying clean
image and certain additive degradation effects [18], where
a degradation effect is treated as a type of image texture
that does not necessarily depend on the location of semantic
objects [19], [20]. Knowing that 1) the conventional network
layers are not specifically tailored to effectively capture image
texture [19]–[21] and 2) the supervised CNNs are task-driven
frameworks, without the specific goal of capturing the image
texture, the degradation effects cannot be properly addressed.
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Fig. 1. Examples of semantic segmentation results on degraded images. From
left to right, the six columns are degraded images, ground-truth segmentation,
segmentation using the model trained on the clean images, segmentation
using network fine-tuned on the degraded images, segmentation using network
trained on both clean and degraded images (C&D), and segmentation using
the proposed method trained on the degraded images.

Besides, using both clean and degraded images for training
becomes increasingly time-consuming in training as more
training images are added [8], [22].

With the emergence of image segmentation bench-
marks [23]–[26] and the high activity of advancement in
the field of semantic segmentation, more and more models
pre-trained on the clean images are made publicly available.
Network fine-tuning on the existing models [1], [5], [27], [28]
becomes a popular strategy towards improving the degraded
image semantic segmentation performance. By design, the fea-
tures learned in the higher/deeper layers of the network are
semantic/task-related [29], [30]. We expect that the distribution
of the higher-layer features learned using clean images should
be similar to the distribution of the higher-layer features
fine-tuned using degraded images [29]–[32]. However, when
fine-tuning the network using the degraded images, catastroph-
ically forgetting the learned features of the clean images
is inevitable [33]. This causes an increased gap in feature
distributions of higher layers [30]. We observe that this gap in
feature distributions poses a major obstacle in improving the
segmentation performance of degraded images.

In this paper, we propose a novel approach to effectively
reduce the gap and segment degraded images. The proposed
network, as illustrated in Fig. 2, consists of two identical
networks – source and target networks. Both source and
target networks are initialized using the model pre-trained on
the clean image while only fixing the parameters of source
network during training. The feature distribution in higher-
layers is quantified using the Gram matrix [30]. Exploiting
the capability of the Gram matrix in capturing the image
textures, the Gram matrices from the source network can be
considered as the image texture of the clean images, and the
Gram matrices from the target network can be considered as
the image texture of the degraded image. This way, matching
the Gram matrices between the source and target networks can

simultaneously 1) reduce the gap in feature distributions and
2) minimize the bias induced by degradation effects.

To enhance the transferability between the source and
target networks, we match the Gram matrices in a dense-
interweaving manner. Within the same convolutional block,
the Gram matrix of the feature maps of a layer in one network
is matched to Gram matrices of the feature maps of all layers
of the same block in the other network. Because of this dense-
interweaving manner, we refer to our approach as Dense-Gram
Network (DGN). During deployment, we only use the trained
target network to segment unseen degraded images, such that
no extra time or cost is added to the segmentation network.

We evaluate the proposed DGN using synthetic degraded
images generated based on four benchmark datasets: PAS-
CAL VOC 2012 [23], SUNRGBD [24], CamVid [25], and
CityScapes [26]. The proposed DGN is evaluated on differ-
ent state-of-the-art segmentation networks and significantly
outperforms the baselines when the degradation degree is
high. To sum up, the main contributions of this paper are:
1) We systematically study the problem of the degraded
image semantic segmentation. 2) We observe that gap between
feature distribution learned using the clean images and the
feature distribution learned using the degraded images poses a
major obstacle in improving the segmentation performance of
the degraded images. 3) We propose a novel DGN to segment
degraded images and achieve substantially improved semantic
segmentation performance on degraded images without adding
extra time or cost during the deployment.

II. RELATED WORK

For degraded image semantic segmentation, one naive strat-
egy is to directly deploy the model, which is previously trained
using clean images, to segment the degraded images. It is not
surprising that the segmentation networks trained on clean
images perform poorly on the degraded images. By design,
CNN is a data-driven framework [17]. Differences in the repre-
sentations of semantic objects between the clean and degraded
images would cause shifts in feature distributions [34], result-
ing in a decrease in segmentation performance [3]. Another
strategy towards improving the segmentation performance of
the degraded images is to first restore the degraded image to
a clearer image such that human vision can better identify
object and structure details present in the image. And then,
we deploy the model, which is previously trained using the
clean images, to segment the degraded images [34]. However,
when the degradation degree is high, the image-restoration
based pre-processing usually cannot completely remove those
degradation effects, such that the restored images are different
from their clean counterparts in both color and texture [14].
As demonstrated in Section IV-D, using the restored images
for validation, most existing image-restoration methods only
improve the degraded image semantic segmentation perfor-
mance by a small margin. Recently, fine-tuning the network
using the degraded images is a popular strategy for improving
the segmentation performance [1], [5], [6], [35]. However,
fine-tuning based methods depend on the assumption that the
segmentation networks can learn invariant representations that
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Fig. 2. An illustration of the proposed DGN architecture. The baseline network is FCN8s with VGG16 network backbone. The circled numbers denote the
convolutional blocks.

are transferable between the clean and degraded images [30].
The differences between the clean and degraded images pose
a bottleneck to the feature transferability and hinder the
segmentation network from further improvements.

Also related to our work are the researches on domain
adaptation [31], [33], style transfer [20], and knowledge
distillation [36]. Kirkpatrick et al. [33] proposed an elastic
weighting consolidation approach to remember the old tasks
by selectively slowing down learning on the weights for the
old tasks. Li and Hoiem [31] proposed a Learning without
Forgetting network, which uses only new classification-task
data to train the network while preserving the original capa-
bilities. Johnson et al. [20] proposed a perceptual loss to
transfer the style of a fixed image to target images by match-
ing the Gram matrices in a layer-wise manner. In contrast,
the proposed DGN enhances the feature transferability by
matching the Gram matrices in a dense-interweaving manner.
Romero et al. [36] proposed a Knowledge Distillation network,
where knowledge is transferred from a large network to a
smaller network for efficient deployment using the original
input. Unlike the earlier approaches, the proposed DGN aims
to find new network parameters for the same network struc-
ture with the goal of improving the semantic segmentation
performance of the degraded images. Unlike the degraded
images synthesized using clean images, in practice, the real
degraded images are more difficult to collect and annotate,
as well as quantifying their degradation levels. With limit-
sized dataset, model overfitting could be a potential issue
when using real images. In [37], Zhu et al. proposed an
adversarial deep structured network to help address the issue.
Yet, the proposed DGN uses the synthesized images to avoid
the model overfitting issue.

III. METHOD

In the following, we first give an overview of the pro-
posed DGN in Section III-A. Then, we elaborate on the
proposed dense-Gram loss and the proposed DGN training

in Section III-B. The analysis of the proposed DGN perfor-
mance is discussed in Section III-C.

A. Dense-Gram Network Overview

The architecture of the proposed DGN is based on the
teacher-student networks [36], as illustrated in Fig. 2, where
the source network provides “hints” for the training of the
target network. The architecture of the source and target
networks are identical and the parameters of both networks
are initialized using the model trained on the clean images,
while fixing the parameters of the source network during
training. The total number of parameters in the proposed
DGN is twice the number as the original network. During the
network training, we only aim to train the target network. The
proposed DGN is trained in an end-to-end fashion. During
the network testing, we only use the trained target network
for evaluation. This way, we do not add extra time or cost
during the deployment. In the following section, we elaborate
on the proposed dense-Gram loss and the proposed DGN
training.

B. Dense-Gram Loss & Network Training

Let Dd = {x(i)
d , y(i)}nd

i=1 denote the degraded image dataset
with nd labelled samples, where xd and y denote the degraded
images and the corresponding segmentation ground truth,
respectively.

In CNNs, we define φ(·) as a composite function of
following consecutive operations: batch normalization, fol-
lowed by rectified linear unit and a 3 × 3 convolution. Let
f (l)(xd) = φ(l)(φ(l−1)(· · · φ(1)(xd))) denote the feature maps
of the lth layer. Let c(l) denote the number of channels of the
feature maps and let m(l) denote the size (height times width)
of the feature maps. Each element in the Gram matrix g is
defined as:

g(l)
i, j (xd) =

m(l)∑
k=1

f (l)
i,k (xd) f (l)

j,k(xd), (1)
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where i, j ∈ {1, · · · , c(l)} indicates the i th and the j th

channels of the feature maps, and g(l)
i, j (·) is the value (at

location (i, j) of the Gram matrix g) of the inner product of
the i th and j th vectorized feature maps of the respective i th

and the j th channels in the lth layer. Since the Gram matrix
captures information about which features tend to activate
together [20], the texture of the image can be well represented
using the Gram matrix [19].

Let g(l)
s (xd) and g(l)

t (xd) denote the Gram matrix of the
source and target networks at the lth layer, respectively. The
distance between the Gram matrices of the source and target
networks is defined as follow:

δ
(l,l)
Gram = 1

4c(l)2m(l)2

∣∣∣
∣∣∣g(l)

s (xd) − g(l)
t (xd)

∣∣∣
∣∣∣
2
. (2)

To enhance the feature transferability between the source
and target networks, within the same convolutional block,
the Gram matrix of the feature maps of one layer in one
network is matched to Gram matrices of the feature maps
of all layers of the same block in the other network. Note
that, within the same convolutional block, the dimensions of
the feature maps generated from different layers are the same,
i.e., for the bth block with Lb layers, c(l) = c, m(l) = m,
∀l ∈ {1, · · · , L(b)}. The dense-Gram loss of the bth block is
defined as:

Lb
Gram =

Lb∑
l=1

Lb∑
l′=1

δ
(l,l′)
Gram

= 1

4c2m2

Lb∑
l=1

Lb∑
l′=1

∣∣∣
∣∣∣g(l)

s (xd) − g(l′)
t (xd)

∣∣∣
∣∣∣
2
.

(3)

During the proposed DGN training, both source and target
networks are initialized using the model trained on clean
images, while fixing the parameters of the source network.
As discussed in [31], [38], for teach-student network based
designs, using the samples of new tasks and keeping the
parameters of the source network (pre-trained using clean
images) fixed could help the target network preserve similar
classification performance of the source network. The network
design of the proposed DGN is in-line with the “learning
without forgetting” strategy discussed in [31] – requiring only
degraded images for training while preserving the original
segmentation performance on clean images. In this paper,
the default DGN only uses the degraded images for training,
when there is no ambiguity. In Section IV-C, we also report
the segmentation performance of clean images using the DGN
trained using degraded images.

For the semantic segmentation task, let θt (·) and θs(·)
denote the target and source networks, respectively. Given
the degraded image xd as the input of the proposed DGN,
the prediction of the target network is θt (xd). For the semantic
segmentation task, we only use the segmentation loss of the
target network for training. We follow [1] and adopt the
sigmoid cross-entropy loss for optimization. The segmentation
loss is defined as:

LSeg = −ylog(θt(xd)) + (1 − y)log(1 − θt(xd)). (4)

The overall training loss of the proposed DGN is the combi-
nation of weighted dense-Gram loss and the sigmoid cross-
entropy loss:

L = LSeg + λ

B∑
b=1

Lb
Gram, (5)

where λ is a balance coefficient. The impact of λ selection is
reported in Section IV-F. The parameter B is the number of
convolutional blocks with the dense-Gram matchings.

By forcing the feature distribution in the target network to
be similar to the feature distribution in the source network,
the dense-Gram matching can be considered as a form of
regularization. Thus, the paired convolutional blocks have
to be selected such that the target network is not over-
regularized. Based on the experimental results, we only apply
the dense-Gram matching to the convolutional blocks located
in the second half of the network. As shown in Fig. 2, for
FCN8s with VGG16 network backbone [1], the dense-Gram
matching starts at the 4th convolutional block. The impact of
the block selection is discussed in Section IV-G.

C. Analysis of the Dense-Gram Networks Performance

The proposed DGN aims to train a target network θt (·),
which is guided by the source network θs(·), to 1) reduce the
gap between feature distribution learned using the clean and
the feature distribution learned using degraded images, and
2) learn effective features for the target network in degraded
image semantic segmentation task, i.e., y = θt (xd). We first
analyze the upper bound of segmentation performance of the
proposed DGN.

Statistically, let probability distributions p and q charac-
terize the distributions of the feature maps of the source
and target networks, respectively. As proved in [39], the gap
between p and q can be measured using distance between the
Gram matrices of the corresponding feature maps, i.e., δGram.
The gap in feature distribution vanishes if and only if p = q .

Let εd (θt ) = Pr(xd ,y)∼q
[
θt (xd) �= y

]
and εd (θs) =

Pr(xd ,y)∼p
[
θs(xd) �= y

]
be the risks of the target and source

network when using the degraded images for training, respec-
tively. Noted by the proof in [30], [40], the target risk can be
bounded by

εd (θt ) � εd (θs) + 2δGram + C, (6)

where C is a constant for the risk of an ideal null hypothesis,
i.e., p = q , for both feature distributions and the complexity
of the hypothesis space.

Let εc(θ
′
s) = Pr(xc,y)∼p′

[
θ ′

s(xc) �= y
]

be the risk of the
source network when using the clean images for training,
where xc denotes the clean images. We can expect the risk
of source network to be bounded by εc(θ

′
s) � εd (θs). Since

the source network is fixed during training, the feature distri-
butions of the source network remain unchanged, i.e., p = p′,
such that εc(θ

′
s) = εc(θs). Based on Eq. (6), the risk of the

target network can be bounded by

εd (θt ) � 2δGram + 2εd(θs) − εc(θs) + C

= 2δGram + C ′,
(7)
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where C ′ = 2εd (θs) − εc(θs) + C . When using paired clean
and degraded images as the input of the respective source
and target networks, i.e., εd (θs) = εc(θs), the upper bound
of the target risk εd(θt ) can be further reduced to εd(θt ) �
2δGram + εc(θs)+ C . As can be seen, this 2δGram + εc(θs)+ C
is the performance upper bound of what our proposed DGN
can achieve. In the later experiment, we report the performance
upper bound of the proposed DGN in Section IV-C.

Secondly, we analyze the rationale of the minimization
of the dense-Gram loss. During network training, the pro-
posed DGN performs two tasks: 1) Semantic segmentation;
2) Densely-interweaving Gram matrices matching. The pro-
posed DGN seeks to learn optimal network parameters by
jointly minimizing the segmentation loss and the dense-Gram
loss, such that the target risk εd (θt ) can be reduced. By design,
minimizing the segmentation loss can effectively minimize
the target risk εd (θt ). Furthermore, based on Eq. (7), it is
δGram and C ′ that affect the upper bound of the target risk.
Since the source network is fixed during training, the source
risk εd (θs) becomes a constant. Therefore, by minimizing the
dense-Gram loss, the upper bound of the target risk in the
proposed DGN can be further decreased, which leads to an
improved segmentation performance.

IV. EXPERIMENTS

A. Datasets & Evaluation Metric

1) Datasets: The PASCAL VOC 2012 dataset is a natural
object segmentation dataset which has been the benchmark
challenge for segmentation over years. The dataset consists
of 11, 355 images with 8, 498 training images and 2, 857
validation images. In total, there are 21 semantic classes that
are pixel-level annotated.

The SUNRGBD dataset is a challenging and large indoor
scene segmentation benchmark dataset with both RGB images
and the corresponding depth maps. The dataset consists of
5, 285 training images and 5, 050 testing images. In total, there
are 37 semantic classes that are pixel-level annotated. We only
use the RGB images for training and testing.

The CamVid dataset is a road scene segmentation bench-
mark dataset which is of current practical interest for various
autonomous driving related problems. The dataset consists
of 367 training images, and 100 validation images, and 233
testing images. In total, there are 11 semantic classes that are
pixel-level annotated.

The CityScapes dataset is a recently released dataset for
semantic urban street scene understanding. The dataset con-
sists of 5, 000 finely pixel-level annotated images: 2, 975 train-
ing images, 500 validate images, and 1, 525 testing images.
In total, there are 19 semantic classes. The resolution of
the image is 1, 024 × 2, 048. In addition, 20, 000 coarsely
annotated images are provided. In this paper, we only use
finely annotated images for training.

2) Metric: The metric used for segmentation performance
evaluation is the mean intersection over union (mIoU).

For clarification, the results reported in all Tables are eval-
uated using the testing datasets of different benchmarks. For
the CityScapes dataset, the ground-truth segmentation maps

for the training and validation datasets are given while the
ground-truth segmentations for the testing dataset are hidden
for the user. The testing results of the CityScapes dataset are
obtained via on-line submissions.

B. Implementation Details

The proposed pipeline is conducted using PyTorch,1 Mat-
ConvNet,2 and Tensorflow3 implementations with Intel Core
i7 6700K and with Nvidia 1080Ti GPUs with mini-batch Sto-
chastic Gradient Descent (SGD). The segmentation network
is trained using SGD with momentum of 0.9, weight decay
of 0.0001 and adaptive learning rates. The mini-batch size
is 1. When training networks using both clean and degraded
images for baseline comparison methods, we follow the same
practices reported in the original papers. When fine-tuning the
networks, we follow the standard procedure for the network
training [31], where smaller learning rates are adopted (10−1

times the original rate). The initial learning rates for the FCN-
8s [1], DeepLab v2 [5], DeepLab v3 Plus [28], RefineNet [6],
EncNet [41], PSPNet [27], and DLA [42] are 1 × 10−11,
1 × 10−5, 7 × 10−5, 5 × 10−5, 1 × 10−4, 1 × 10−4, 1 × 10−3,
respectively. We use the “poly” learning rate policy [5], where

the initial learning rate is multiplied by
(

1 − iter
max_iter

)power

with power = 0.9 [27]. As suggested by [43], the number of
training iterations is 140, 000 for all experiments.

The degradation effects include: Gaussian blur, linear
motion blur, salt & pepper noise, and haze. To better demon-
strate the effectiveness of the proposed DGN, we evaluate each
degradation effect using five degradation degrees d:

• The degree of the Gaussian blur is quantified by the stan-
dard deviation of the Gaussian kernel, d ∈ {1, 2, 3, 4, 5}.

• The degree of the linear motion blur is quantified by the
motion length, d ∈ {5, 10, 15, 20, 25}.

• The degree of salt & pepper noise is quantified by the
noise density, d ∈ {0.02, 0.04, 0.06, 0.08, 0.10}.

• The degree of haze is quantified by the scattering coeffi-
cient of atmosphere, d ∈ {1.5, 2.0, 2.5, 3.0, 3.5}.

For fair comparison, the training data is the same for
each type of degraded images without adding any extra data.
The only exceptions are made when 1) training the baseline
networks using both clean and degraded images, and 2) train-
ing the DGN using the paired clean and degraded images.
In this paper, the approaches using both clean and degraded
images are denoted using “C&D” as postfix, when there is no
ambiguity.

C. Comparison to Baseline Segmentation Networks

To demonstrate the effectiveness of the proposed DGN,
we train and evaluate the proposed DGN in four datasets
using the baseline segmentation networks with published pre-
trained models. For PASCAL VOC 2012 dataset, five baseline
networks – FCN8s, DeepLab v2, RefineNet, EncNet, and
DeepLab v3 Plus – are evaluated. For SUNRGBD dataset,

1https://github.com/pytorch
2http://www.vlfeat.org/matconvnet/
3https://www.tensorflow.org/
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Fig. 3. Examples of semantic segmentation results on the degraded images. For each degradation effect, we select the degradation degrees of d1, d3, and
d5 for demonstration. The baseline segmentation network is FCN8s.

three baseline networks – FCN8s, DeepLab v2, and RefineNet
– are evaluated. For CamVid dataset, three baseline networks –
FCN8s, DeepLab v2, and DLA – are evaluated. For CityScapes
dataset, four baseline networks – FCN8s, PSPNet, DLA,
DeepLab v3 Plus – are evaluated. The quantitative experiment
results are shown in Table I.

Firstly, we compare the proposed DGN to the fine-tuning
based counterparts. The proposed DGN achieves substantial
improvements when the degradation degree is high, e.g., d5.
Specifically, using the PASCAL VOC 2012 testing dataset for
evaluation, it shows averagely 3.2%, 3.4%, 3.5%, 3.1%, 3.7%
improvements for FCN8s, DeepLab v2, RefineNet, EncNet,
and DeepLab v3 Plus, respectively. Using the SUNRGBD test-
ing dataset for evaluation, it shows averagely 1.9%, 2.7%, and

3.1% improvements for FCN8s, DeepLab v2, and RefineNet,
respectively. Using the CamVid testing dataset for evaluation,
it shows averagely 3.4%, 3.6%, and 3.7% improvements
for FCN8s, DeepLab v2, and DLA, respectively. Using the
CityScapes testing dataset for evaluation, it shows averagely
3.7%, 4.0%, 3.5%, 3.3% improvements for FCN8s, PSPNet,
DLA, and DeepLab v3 Plus, respectively.

Secondly, we compare the proposed DGN to the baseline
networks fine-tuned using both clean and degraded images.
Note that the proposed DGN only uses the same degraded
images for training without adding any extra data. Using the
PASCAL VOC 2012 testing dataset for evaluation, it shows
averagely 1.2%, 1.7%, 1.6%, 1.7%, 1.7% improvements
for FCN8s, DeepLab v2, RefineNet, EncNet, and DeepLab
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TABLE I

THE MIOUS (IN PERCENTAGE) OF SEGMENTING DEGRADED IMAGES USING: 1) BASELINE NETWORKS FINE-TUNED USING THE DEGRADED IMAGES
(*+FINE-TUNE); 2) BASELINE NETWORKS TRAINED USING BOTH CLEAN AND DEGRADED IMAGES (*+C&D); 3) DGN TRAINED USING THE

DEGRADED IMAGES (*+DGN); 4) DGN TRAINED USING PAIRED CLEAN AND DEGRADED IMAGES (*+DGN+C&D). “CLEAN” DENOTES

THE MIOUS ON THE CLEAN IMAGES. THE FIVE DEGRADATION DEGREES ARE DENOTED USING d1 , d2 , d3 ,
d4, AND d5 , RESPECTIVELY. THE NUMBERS WITH THE BETTER AND BEST PERFORMANCE

ARE HIGHLIGHTED IN BLUE AND RED, RESPECTIVELY

v3 Plus, respectively. Using the SUNRGBD testing dataset for
evaluation, it shows averagely 1.5%, 1.6%, and 1.5% improve-
ments for FCN8s, DeepLab v2, and RefineNet, respectively.
Using the CamVid testing dataset for evaluation, it shows
averagely 1.8%, 1.8%, and 1.9% improvements for FCN8s,
DeepLab v2, and DLA, respectively. Using the CityScapes
testing dataset for evaluation, it shows averagely 1.9%, 2.0%,

1.7%, 1.9% improvements for FCN8s, PSPNet, DLA, and
DeepLab v3 Plus, respectively.

Thirdly, as discussed in Section III-C, we conduct the
experiments to test the upper bound performance of the
proposed DGN. We use paired clean and degraded images
as the respective inputs of the source and target networks and
compare the segmentation performance to the proposed DGN.
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TABLE II

THE MIOUS (IN PERCENTAGE) OF SEGMENTING CLEAN IMAGES USING 1) THE FINE-TUNED BASELINE, 2) THE TRAINED DGN, 3) THE
TRAINED DGN+C&D. THE FIVE DEGRADATION DEGREES ARE DENOTED BY d1, d2, d3, d4 , AND d5, RESPECTIVELY.

THE NUMBERS WITH THE BEST PERFORMANCE ARE HIGHLIGHTED IN RED

Using the PASCAL VOC 2012 testing dataset for evaluation,
it shows averagely 0.9%, 0.8%, 0.7%, 0.8%, 0.8% additional
improvements for FCN8s, DeepLab v2, RefineNet, EncNet,
and DeepLab v3 Plus, respectively. Using the SUNRGBD
testing dataset for evaluation, it shows averagely 0.9%, 0.8%,
and 1.0% additional improvements for FCN8s, DeepLab v2,
and RefineNet, respectively. Using the CamVid testing dataset
for evaluation, it shows averagely 0.8%, 1.0%, and 0.8%
additional improvements for FCN8s, DeepLab v2, and DLA,
respectively. Using the CityScapes testing dataset for eval-
uation, it shows averagely 0.8%, 0.9%, 1.0%, 0.8% addi-
tional improvements for FCN8s, PSPNet, DLA, and DeepLab
v3 Plus, respectively.

We conduct an additional experiment to evaluate the seg-
mentation performance of the clean images using the fine-
tuned baseline, the trained DGN, and the trained DGN+C&D.
The experimental results are reported in Table II. In com-
parison to the fine-tuned baseline, the proposed DGN+C&D
constantly achieves the best performance. In comparison to the
baseline pre-trained and evaluated using the clean images,
the DGN trained using the degraded images only decreases
the performance by a small margin – by averagely 1.5%.

To better understand the relationship between the segmenta-
tion performance and the dense-Gram loss, as shown in Fig. 4,
we provide a sample of training curves on PASCAL VOC 2012
d5 degree Gaussian blur images. Note that we follow the same
network design as the proposed DGN to only calculate the
dense-Gram losses for the fine-tuning based and C&D based
approaches. Using the dense-Gram loss for quantification,
we observe that, when fine-tuning the network using the
degraded images, the gap in the distributions of features
learned using the clean and degraded images first drops but
then increases along with the training iterations. The C&D
based approach reduces the gap, but not very significantly. This
pattern of the increased gap is similar to the findings discussed
in [29], [31]. On the other hand, the proposed DGN continu-
ously decreases the gap and further improves the segmentation
performance. As can be seen, in comparison to the fine-tuning
based and C&D based strategies, the proposed DGN is more
effective in degraded image semantic segmentation. As shown
in Fig. 3, we provide sample qualitative segmentation results
for demonstration. In comparison to the segmentation results
based on the network fine-tuning, the proposed DGN obtains
visually better results, especially when the degradation degree

Fig. 4. (a) The mIoUs (in percentage) of segmenting degree-d5 Gaussian
blur images sythesized from PASCAL VOC 2012 dataset using: 1) Baseline
networks fine-tuned using the degraded images; 2) Baseline networks trained
using both clean and degraded images; 3) DGN trained using the degraded
images; 4) DGN trained using paired clean and degraded images. (b) The
dense-Gram loss LGram over 140,000 training iterations. The baseline seg-
mentation network is FCN8s.

is high, and it can accurately classify the components when
using network fine-tuning and render more accurate segmen-
tation results.

D. Impact of Image Restoration Based Pre-Processing

We conduct experiments to evaluate whether the image
restoration based pre-processing could help the degraded
image segmentation. Note that we select FCN8s as the
baseline network for validation because it is fast to train
and is well-studied by the community. The Gaussian blurred
images are deblurred using the conventional deconvbind,4

linear motion blurred images are deblurred using Deblur-
GAN [44], images with salt & pepper noise are resorted
using median filter,5 and hazy images are dehazed using:
CAP dehaze [45], DehazeNet [46], and DCPDN [47]. The
experiments are conducted in three respects: 1) Test the
restored images using the model trained on the clean images;
2) Fine-tune the network using the restored images; 3) Train
the proposed DGN using the restored images.

The quantitative results are reported in Table III. It is not
surprising to observe a relative poor segmentation performance
when directly test the restored images using the model pre-
trained on the clean image. This is simply because that the

4https://www.mathworks.com/help/images/ref/deconvblind.html
5https://www.mathworks.com/help/images/ref/medfilt2.html
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TABLE III

THE MIOUS (IN PERCENTAGE) OF SEGMENTING DEGRADED IMAGES USING: 1) PRE-TRAINED MODEL TESTED USING THE RESTORED IMAGES;
2) BASELINE NETWORK FINE-TUNED USING THE RESTORED IMAGES (*+FINE-TUNE); 3) DGN TRAINED USING THE DEGRADED IMAGES

(DGN); 4) DGN TRAINED USING THE RESTORED IMAGES (*+DGN). THE FIVE DEGRADATION DEGREES ARE DENOTED USING d1 ,
d2, d3, d4, AND d5, RESPECTIVELY. THE NUMBERS WITH BETTER AND THE BEST PERFORMANCE ARE

HIGHLIGHTED IN BLUE AND RED, RESPECTIVELY

image restoration based pre-processing usually cannot com-
pletely restore the degraded images to their clean counterparts.
Not to mention that the image restoration based pre-processing
can potentially modify both texture and color information
of the image and could introduce additional noise to the
restored images, which result in a relative poor segmentation
performance.

One exception is observed when using the median filter to
remove the salt & pepper noise on CamVid and CityScapes
datasets. The segmentation performance using restored images
outperforms the proposed DGN. This is because that median
filter is very effective in removing salt & pepper noise.
Qualitatively, the restored images and the original images
are visually identical. Quantitatively, in comparison to the
Structure Similarity (SSIM) [48] of the other degradation
effects (averagely SSIM = 0.591), the SSIM between the
restored image using the median filter and the clean images
is 0.863, where SSIM = 1 indicates that two images are
completely identical. Therefore, we can expect the differences
between the restored images and the clean image is small, and
the segmentation performance of the restored images is high.

Fine-tuning the network using the restored image improves
the performance by a large margin. However, the remaining
differences between the restored images and the clean images
pose an obstacle in improving the performance. To justify this
point of view, we train the proposed DGN using the restored
images. If there exists no or little gap in the distributions
of the features learned using the restored images and the
clean images, we can expect the risks of the source and
target network to be very similar to each other, such that
δGram ≈ 0. This indicates that, in comparison to the results
fine-tuned using the restored images, we are expecting little
or no improvement when training the proposed DGN using the
restored images. However, as shown in Table III, the proposed
DGN trained on the restored images constantly achieves the
best performance and outperforms the approaches fine-tuned
on the restored images by averagely 1.9%, 1.0%, 1.9%, and

1.2% for the PASCAL VOC 2012, SUNRGBD, CamVid, and
CityScapes datasets, respectively. Therefore, we conclude that
the differences between the clean and restored images still
hinder the performance from further improvement. The pro-
posed DGN is demonstrated to be effective in degraded image
semantic segmentation and can further improve the degraded
image semantic segmentation performance when using the
restored images.

E. Impact of Gram Matrix & Dense-Interweaving Matching

To validate the impact of the Gram matrix, we conduct
the experiments in two respects. Firstly, we train the net-
work (DGN-MSE) by directly minimizing the Mean Square
Error (MSE) between the source and target feature maps,
without using the Gram matrices, in the dense-interweaving
manner. As shown in Table IV, when the degradation degree
is d5, in comparison to DGN-MSE, the proposed DGN that
uses the Gram matrix improves the segmentation performance
by averagely 2.7%.

Secondly, as discussed in [39], matching the Gram matri-
ces can be considered as a maximum mean discrepancy
process [49] with the second order polynomial kernel. Similar
to [39], we conduct the experiments by adopting 1) linear
kernel (DGN-Linear) and 2) Gaussian kernel (DGN-Gaussian)
for evaluation. Note that, as the Gram matrix based maximum
mean discrepancy and MSE are different in both definition
and calculation, the DGN-MSE and DGN-Linear are also
different. Quantitatively, as shown in Table IV, we achieve
comparable segmentation performance when using the differ-
ent kernels. We conclude that, in the proposed DGN, using
either the polynomial (default), the linear, or the Gaussian
kernels does not lead to significant changes in segmentation
performance.

To validate the impact of the dense-interweaving matching,
we modify the proposed DGN and train the network by
layer-wisely matching the Gram matrices (DGN-Layerwise),
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TABLE IV

THE MIOUS (IN PERCENTAGE) OF SEGMENTING DEGRADED IMAGES USING: 1) DGN; 2) DIRECT FEATURE MAPS MATCHING (DGN-MSE); 3) LINEAR
KERNEL (DGN-LINEAR); 4) GAUSSIAN KERNELS (DGN-GAUSSIAN); 5) LAYER-WISE GRAM MATRICES MATCHING (DGN-LAYERWISE).

FOR EACH DEGRADATION EFFECT, THE DEGRADATION DEGREE IS INCREASED FROM LEFT TO RIGHT. THE NUMBERS WITH

THE BEST PERFORMANCE ARE HIGHLIGHTED IN RED

TABLE V

THE MIOUS (IN PERCENTAGE) OF SEGMENTING DEGRADED IMAGES USING DIFFERENT λ IN EQ. (5), DEFAULT λ = 1 × 10−1 .
THE FIVE DEGRADATION DEGREES ARE DENOTED USING d1 , d2 , d3, d4, AND d5, RESPECTIVELY.

THE NUMBERS WITH THE BEST PERFORMANCE ARE HIGHLIGHTED IN RED

i.e., the Gram matrix of the feature maps of one layer in
the target network is matched to its corresponding Gram
matrix of the same layer in the source network. In compar-
ison to DGN-Layerwise, the proposed DGN which involves
the dense-interweaving matching improves the segmentation
performance by averagely 0.6%.

F. Impact of Hyperparameter λ Selection

We conduct experiments to evaluate the impact of hyper-
parameter λ by using different values λ ∈ {10−3, 10−2, 10−1,
0.5, 1, 10} in Eq. (5). As shown in Table V, by increasing λ,
the performance first increases. However, further increasing
λ would force the network to put more efforts on mini-
mizing the dense-Gram loss, which results in the decrease
of the power of optimizing the target network in semantic
segmentation task. Based on the results shown in Table V,
we select λ = 10−1 as default. For the other baseline

networks, we also use the same λ = 10−1 for all the
experiments.

G. Impact of Dense-Gram Block Selection

We conduct additional experiments to evaluate the seg-
mentation performance when the dense-Gram matching starts
at the different convolutional blocks. As the dense-Gram
matching tends to force the feature distribution in the target
network to be similar to the feature distribution in the source
network, the dense-Gram matching can be considered as a
form of regularization. Specifically, when the dense-Gram
matching starts at a higher block, the proposed DGN allows
the target network to learn the features with more freedom,
and vice versa.

The quantitative results are shown in Table VI. Let
“DGN-B2”, “DGN-B3”, “DGN-B4” (default), “DGN-B5”,
“DGN-B6” denote the proposed DGN with the dense-
Gram matching starting at the 2nd , 3rd , 4th , 5th , and
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TABLE VI

THE MIOUS (IN PERCENTAGE) OF SEGMENTING DEGRADED IMAGES WHEN THE DENSE-GRAM MATCHING BEGINS AT THE 2nd , 3rd , 4th , 5th , AND 6th

CONVOLUTIONAL BLOCKS. FOR EACH DEGRADATION EFFECT, THE DEGRADATION DEGREE IS INCREASED FROM LEFT TO RIGHT. THE NUMBERS

WITH THE BEST PERFORMANCE ARE HIGHLIGHTED IN RED

6th convolutional blocks, respectively. When the degradation
degree is small, the dense-Gram matching that starts at a lower
block (e.g., DGN-B2) strengthens the ability of the feature
regulation and improves the segmentation performance. On the
other hand, when the degradation degree is high, the dense-
Gram matching that starts at a higher block (e.g., DGN-B6)
decreases the ability of feature regulation and decreases the
segmentation performance. As shown in Table VI, we observe
that the DGN-B4 (middle block) provides the best overall
performance. For the other segmentation network, we start the
dense-Gram matching at the block located in the middle of the
network.

H. Impact of Learning Speed Tuning

Learning speed tuning can be considered as an alternative
way of addressing the minimization of the gap in feature
distributions of higher layers [30], [33]. Intuitively, to preserve
the feature distribution in higher layers, one “naive” way is to
manually tune down the learning rate of the higher layers,
such that the weight updating speed in higher layers is slow.
However, manually tuning the learning rate is heuristic and
laborious. A “smart” way of tuning the learning speed is to
selectively slow down the learning of network weights by
using the Elastic Weight Consolidation (EWC) module [33],
such that the network can remember the features learned using
the clean images. However, the employment of the EWC
module requires additional approximately three times as many
parameters as the original network. This level of GPU memory
consumption poses a potential obstacle in implementing the
EWC modules.

Firstly, we conduct experiments to evaluate the impact of
using the smaller learning rates during fine-tuning. For fair
comparisons, we only tune down the learning rate of the
layers that is associated with the dense-Gram matchings. The
learning rate of those higher layers is reduced by multiplying
a constant ratio. In this paper, we select the ratio to be
ρ ∈ {1, 10−1, 10−2, 0}, where ρ = 0 denotes the weights
of higher layers are fixed during fine-tuning and ρ = 1
denotes the network using the same learning rate for the

whole network fine-tuning. Secondly, we conduct an exper-
iment by employing the EWC module into the segmenta-
tion network. We follow the same experiment setting used
in network fine-tuning, and select the weight of the EWC
loss λEWC = 400 [33].

Quantitatively, as shown in Table VII, in comparison to
the default network fine-tuning (ρ = 1), tuning down the
learning rate of the higher blocks with ρ = 10−1 improves
the performance. However, further tuning down the learning
rate (e.g., ρ = 10−2 and ρ = 0) decreases the perfor-
mance. In comparison to the fine-tuning based approaches,
the employment of EWC module achieves the second best
performance. All in all, when the degradation degree is d5,
the proposed DGN outperforms the learn rate tuning based
approaches by averagely 3.0%, and constantly outperforms the
EWC based approach by averagely 1.7%.

I. Evaluation on Real Haze Images

To further demonstrate the effectiveness of the proposed
DGN, we evaluate the porposed method using the 100 real
haze images6 mined from the Internet. Specifically, the mined
real haze images are annotated following PASCAL VOC
2012 dataset criteria. For fair comparison, we do not apply
the image-restoration processing to the real haze image dataset
during the evaluation. Since it is difficult to quantify the
degradation degree on the real haze images, we directly deploy
five models, denoted by d1, d2, d3, d4, and d5, respectively,
that were trained using the corresponding-degree hazy images
synthesized from PASCAL VOC 2012 and report their testing
performances on the 100 real images in Table VIII. We note
that when degradation degree is d3, the proposed DGN con-
stantly shows the best segmentation performance. We assume
that the degradation degree of the real images are similar
to the sythnesized degree-d3 haze images. As the real haze
images are different from the synthesized haze images, we are
expecting minor performance decreases.

6https://cvl.cse.sc.edu/Download/data_annotated_voc.tar.gz
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TABLE VII

THE MIOUS (IN PERCENTAGE) OF SEGMENTING DEGRADED IMAGES USING DIFFERENT ρ . LET “EWC” DENOTE THE SEGMENTATION NETWORK THAT
EMPLOYS THE EWC MODULE. THE FIVE DEGRADATION DEGREES ARE DENOTED USING d1, d2 , d3 , d4, AND d5, RESPECTIVELY. THE NUMBERS

WITH BETTER AND THE BEST PERFORMANCE ARE HIGHLIGHTED IN BLUE AND RED, RESPECTIVELY

TABLE VIII

THE MIOUS (IN PERCENTAGE) OF SEGMENTING REAL HAZE IMAGES.
d1, d2 , d3 , d4, AND d5 INDICATE THE FIVE DGN MODELS TRAINED

USING THE CORRESPONDING-DEGREE HAZY IMAGES SYNTHE-
SIZED FROM PASCAL VOC 2012. WITHOUT QUANTIFY-

ING THE DEGRADATION DEGREES OF THE REAL IMAGES,
WE DIRECTLY DEPLOY THE TRAINED MODELS FOR

EVALUATION. THE NUMBERS WITH THE BEST PER-
FORMANCE ARE HIGHLIGHTED IN RED

V. CONCLUSION

In this paper, we systematically study the problem of
degraded image semantic segmentation and propose a Dense-
Gram network to segment degraded images without using
any image restoration based pre-processing when only the
degraded images are available. The proposed DGN is eval-
uated using synthetic degraded images based on PASCAL
VOC 2012, SUNRGBD, CamVid, and CityScapes benchmark
datasets. In comparison to the network fine-tuning based,
C&D based, image restoration based, and learning rate tuning
based strategies, the proposed DGN substantially improves the
semantic segmentation performance of the degraded images.
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