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Image deblurring method based on dual task
convolution neural network

CHEN Qing-jiang, HU Qian-nan”, LI Jin-yang
(School of Science, Xi’an University of Architecture and Technology , Xi’an 710055, China)

Abstract: In order to solve the problems of texture details loss, indistinguishable treatment of all
channel and spatial feature information and poor deblurring effect in the process of image restoration,
an image deblurring method based on dual task convolutional neural network is proposed. The image
deblurring task is divided into deblurring sub task and high frequency detail restoration sub task.
Firstly, a coding and decoding sub network model based on Residual Attention Module and Octave
Convolution Residual Block is proposed, which is used in image deblurring sub task. Secondly, a high
frequency detail recovery sub network model based on Double Residual Connection is proposed, which
is used in high frequency detail recovery sub task. The two subnetworks are combined in parallel, and
the average absolute error loss and structure loss are used to constrain the training direction to achieve
image deblurring. The experimental results show that the proposed method has strong image restora-

tion ability and rich detail texture, the peak signal-to-noise ratio (PSNR) is 32.427 6 dB, and the
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structure similarity(SSIM) is 0.947 0. Compared with the current advanced deblurring algorithm, it

can effectively improve the image deblurring effect.

Key words: convolution neural network; image deblurring; octave convolution; attention mechanism;

double residuals

|

Uu\«

UTAEAR L BEA T HLAE RS B A 1 K, 4 I
N TSR AT I 27 30, E Al A 2 H B
FHALER Sl P PR A% 2l 26 ) B 0 I el 45 A
PG FERE R S EAR B . bR T OH R AR
T R RMR BRI IR fh id 25 & A TR TR S5 i g8\ JL
P TR R A2 5 T PR R B R
HAT R AIF 52 5 SCRRE 4

PG J SR8 2> S 6L AR BB A
HEBH . RO R 280 TIEE £K
BE L BB A, EAE U2 3 5 v RO
BB AR R A . gkt R 5
TG e 56 A IE WA B AR 25 Bk PR B, H L
QAT (0 15 B EE R B oE IR IR B T L B
e G2 3 T G 1 Jfe 9 1 25 A5EM T vk R T B 4R
5 R 2 R BB A7 AE R B AN TE L 20T 25 R A
[FURE T AR OR TR JE = ) Bz T i Tk 3t
S AL E ] AL g1 SR P A g 2T A
), Xu A5 5 T A R 2 I 4% Y 1R 1R
EREMTT ik HZ R RS R EZR T
PG 40 5 2038 45 B . Hradi 50 32 18 56 F 45
RRUM 22 00 285 019 T AR 26 B 3 0, (H R B vk Ui
T SCA A, Su G50 B 3k T U 22 )
2% B AL 25 RO 7 ¥ (H 3% R Tk O Ol T B i
R MM . Nah &0 5 —Fh 2 RO & TR 4%,
A A B8 DKL B 240 7 Y 19 45 HE S 08 3 K 52
TR 3 B R T AT AT AR % R AR AT T B Y
BOR AR R AR BT E RS . Zhang S5
P T —FRE 3= 2 AN T 45 T A 4 3
HL7 B 23 J2 07 326 BR AR 35 20 32 g BOW 2% 500k %
IR AR /N 3R T s AT R H R AL B
R A, MR RE AN RS E . DL B A& Bl R ik
FRAIX 73 M Ak PR 2 () 0 T R AR A S g
R P 5 R A TR A R A% A A T L
W E A R B A R B Hp — se A Bl T I PR AR
B o —se A B TR 4015,

BEXE H AT T B BRI Y BT 55 AR 22
PO 4% i ARLA 35 25 % L A X 73 il Ak 4 ] R T
FEAE AR S AR IR, AR AR I — i 3 DU 55 4 1
i 22 0 245 114 P52 A 7 ik L I 4% ol 25 B R
25 v LA PR ST T 4 A B R T AR R 2 A
F T AN TR A 25 T8 X3 DL R AN () a5 A [ 28 2
ORI AR B 5 BOTE 25 BRI 1 0 465 v s 5k 22 3 0 )
R LI 2 T 8 A S 5 | A D 45 S L AN
W B PRI, O A LA 1 I 45 b 5 AU 26 BB
25 P S B G ik 08 0 4% 1%y BE b by ol B, 5
R IE B2 HURE 7 9 [] s 3 A 2 A1 T A ik 2 2 80
i fire B ) 2% 245 ) T LA o ) 246 1 SRR SZ BB LA R AR I
B2 AR R EBCRHAE AR B A8 T i it 2 1)
SREEH 2 T IR A o A S AR —
AR 52 40 5 S0 B 5 1 U5k 2 14 32 14 g 930 4 5 0K
ST AR SR SRR T I 46 55 e A A K
TR I I B9 T7 AT 4 AL i IR B B4 Y
E L E

2 ABERFIb

21 FEANE

(E =Wk N N & WS Rt L N Brve: ik L e s
SN R AN SR (S B SIS B R P T =
o, 73 [ = ML R TR O LR BT
M FH A SEAT 55 6 H AR R 50 R &
YA, AT R AL AT 58 A S AL e
FROARFAIE 38 T8 T 2 g B AT AR ) 38 16 45 Ak 2 1A
FIR) R EL AR 5 R B AT AR RRAE

I T T ) AR A I Y AR R R EAT
K ZAE P A A& 1 iz, 8 T8V B R 2O T
A BB 202 A B, TR R

M (F)=0(MLP (AvgPool(F))+
MLP (MaxPool(F))) QY

Horbio 3R sigmoid i pR £, MLP K78 2 )2 &
HIHL,

T T RN A A ] T A KR
AT Ab T fF B A IR R X T T AN . X



1488 Wih 5 s %36 %
( )
e
D O Cramel Asenton |
Shared MLP
k Channel Attention Module y
Bl 1 EE R R
Fig.1 Channel attention module
BEHEER N 2 frs A A . e N

Mo (B —g| grr [[Av8POOL(F )5 ()
s ( )_G(f HMaxPool(F/) DJ ’

FHorp .o R Sigmoid BREL, 77 e IE B A8 KM
R TXTINEREZER .,

Conv
layer

Channel-refined
feature F

[MaxPool, AvgPool]

Spatial Attention Module

K2z A E s

Fig.2 Spatial attention module

22 NEEHR

H R R AT LA il Sy 1 2 T B 28 A0 i 23 [ 4t
6 B A AR AR B DL R S G A A
e ARAI . R S S T A, AR
WA 5 S P ) R AR S5 4, SR 43 i AR AR
TOAR  FEgS R B rp Al DL A . MR S 58
KA R oy 1, A RIUAR . Mk bR
7], Chen % A4 7 /U 45 1 (Octave
Convolution) , H: 4% .U Ji 3 5k J& R H 25 8] ] 4k
BRE s BB R TR AT 53 43 TF » F SRAE AR &R 45
FEAE HAH R B A5 3 E A 8] 9 4 B B AT )
B — A~ N BE, AT LUK IR FE 2 8 . OctConv #
FE R — A — iy Y B R Y R
J6 I FLAT LLSE & Hiudi A B0 25 0 45 v [] s ok /D>
WAE RIS A, IR SS f an&l 3 s,

WE 3 Frow & B2 B 5 A DL B R
BB 3 R T WA R gy — B4 O m R R

Octave Convolution

B3 LB

Fig.3 Octave convolution module

X" Y why, A o— W R R
(XYY" W ARSIURRE 18] 1Y 43 9 56 hy i A AR A
PR —2F X T i BRI T8, 2 9 05028 D9 £ J8. B 80
o A R A A AR AR AR 3 (R] A R A T i
U ERARRAE AT B AR 2l X T
RS 18T & A A28 A 5 B BE B i e 2 Tl 4
FRGE R 77 A9 ) 79 75 J2 A8 U o AR o DUt P 1 349 3
eRAE AT B . BB R T DR AR -
YH=F( X" Wiy +
upsample (f(X"sW" ") ,2) ,  (3)
Y= (XN Wy
f(pool (X",2);WHhy | (4)

3 AXMBARR

31 ML

X BUAT 25 RO B 15 A7 AR B A Y
AT X 53 3 b B BT A 23 [ 3 G A £ S A )
R S SO Y — ol B T BT 55 4 AR 22 00 2% 1Y [
PRI T7 1 B A B BT 55 20 A A AT
55 AT B 2 TR 2 B AONE &
FRER 25 D 1) 2 ik i 190 46 25 Bk P A5 B HMY o5 5k 22
I AE GRS TN 2 2 B 2 R i R | 5 A A A A



511 4

WRIE T 55 SUE 55 4 ARl 22 19 246 1 PR 2 B 7 vk 1489

TN M B4 P A5 I LA TN B s BBk 2 ROk [
R 25 [ TCA LA K 5 43 b 4 BURAAE A5 B L 25 B
TR R TR AR AR R H T g A O AR R
FR RAERAE 2 Z R W I 1Y L iR Hh— Fh T
XUBR 26 1 F A% LR 1) o 30 400 5 90 52 0 46 DA ik A2 G

TR AR YT TR RSk 22 T H S v ) 00T 45 AR
TR AT KD AR K I 32 B 04 R i R i T
R PERE . AN SOR I B J7 20Re 508 1 9 45 Al
o AR R SR T I 245 L O L BT 3 B T 4 Y
TR AR 2 S5 R A 4 TR,

y

¥
Y
= = =] [= 2 =] =
5} ) o o) e o el
e < = & 14 2R 14
Bl CEE FEE FRE rE chE R
3|3 53| gl BBIE E[8[S L E s ElE =
©10|O ©|0|10 l(e] (o) © F 4 () F (@) 2P|
en e o 2 =) vl =) =)
4 K B B B & i -
= 2
)
& & 5
8 > = &
e 2 H 5 3
= 3 &) o
o
o 3
o
- [ E] E] E] = = — —
= 3|2 =) A = I E S = =1 = I E] S =
5| [s|F S R s [5[% 3| |s|% s [3[% S
CANEAES 4 > I S A A S &l XS o
+| |t|& + = + |£|& +| |¥|& + |£|g n
> I K= > o > - B=} > =l o > = B=) >
T TIEMTER ETIEIST TIBTIEIST T1ETElST e
Ol I°8 o I Ofl| P8 Ol o3 Olll RPI3 O
| | ]2 2 2 2 2
AR 2 I 2 %)= 21212 M E 2
el o 5 Ul 5 v N 5 v o 5 el Sal 5 ©v
3x3 Conv+Relu OmveConvohﬁmRuiduaandmei
Upsampling Residnal Attention Module g
5x5 Conv+Relu Dilated Conv+Relu
- Skip Connection — add

P4 WU 55 25 AR 228 o 245 A6 1Y

Fig.4

32 RIGRLLEN

H BT 2 fi7f 1 000 28 45 4 5 B0 T3S AL o
45 vt O R 52 AT 55 A A0 ik 11 3 FH 4
SR . A SR FH—Fiogr B 00 19 4 ik 5 D) 265 45
¥, F Gt 50 th 46 B2 O\ S Bk 22 B D R ik
ZEVE RS B i AT RIR &0 3 P K
2 MERRHAT T RAE B &t — IR RS 2
RGP > —2F YRR R . B RS A5 1 B R
BREL RNEBRIR ZE AW, 258 3 I ER A
ERVEREFRAE B 5 3 R 0 RS R, TR

Dual task convolution neural network model

TETE IR Pe T LA ) 26 18 38 07 3~ ~) A ] 38 3
L7 [ 4 T BRAE 0K B 2 T 0 BB N T
RS A SR 5 | S AR 25 25 Bz SO, St T
HMA R . R EREEMIE 55, A BRIz B
S 25 R T E GO 1) S R L 300 265 )= 50T A K
32 0 L AE AL 2 5 B0 JEE 1 R b 2 A 45 [ AL
AR SCAE 2 A% 7y B RS K 14 A A5 i B o o ik B8R o 422
T LG fifp ph T ) 2% ok % T A I B R T O sk AR
)R 2 Tt % O S B0 B AN 3 1035 2 7 i it
WZH T A B RUZ BT 33 i BB,

®1 HWEHSHEER

Tab.1 Parameters configuration table of encoding structure
e 2 3 38 4 2 3 38 4
it A% 1 HBRE 1 16 NEBRIRZY 1-1,1-2 16
i 2 BRE2 v 32 NEBRE 2 2-1,2-2 32
i A 3 BREZE3 64 NEBEREL 2D 3-1,3-2 64
G5 5% 2% 4 BRZEA v 96 Bk 2 1 3 S B 64




1490 Wih 5 s %36 %
®2 BUEEMSHMER
Tab.2 Parameters configuration table of decoding structure
2l J2 3 3 4 J2 i 3H 4L 2 i 38 4
il i &% 1 ERFEET A 64 HBRZE 5 64 JNEBIRZE 4 128
fi it 2% 2 ERHZE2 A 32 HBHEZ 6 32 N TR 228 5 64
fifrft 2% 3 ERHE3 16 BRE T 16 NEBRLZE 6 32

T A R MR B HEAT 2 6% LR AR s v FORFHIE AT K O 2 1R R AL,

33 BREFEHER

BR 2= G5 R 4 B R T ERMR &
S50 G AT AR, L AR E R T
DA R W 45 75 G HH IR J3E 0 % M R T L ) 8%
ABAR AL AF M, 7R SCOK v B I HLH (CBAMD M 5

BR 2250 RS G 9T N T e A 2 R i TR S
fiff T 2 L A L TV BT 0 PR, O HL BB 8 DR IR AR B AR
G IE O T R A AR B, g
UG 5 fis.,

BAFREE e 4t —A4> 3 X3 B RUZ 155

4 B
g
=
8
gan
Channel attention | =
5
a
7
Con Refined
onv Feature
|
Residual Attention Module
N J

Pl 5 B2 I

Fig.5 Residual attention module

BORSIE 5> BIHEA 3 45 % M Il CBAM 42 % C.,
HEA CBAM 4+ 3 B 45 F 2 4 2 10 3 3 75 2% 9 L
R 7585 B L 5 2 % U 10 465 G HE AT
HIRETEZ AT (3 55 5T /L2 05 F/ kA%
AV T ML B e, P A I G 2R
5] CBAM 4> 3 & I AE €, (). FF
I3 ARE T B EIEAE M, () 55 CBAM 4%
A S0 (0 C, (o ) R 75 51 B 2% 0 5 ) B e
RIRASI H,, (x). FRsEHT kY,
H. (o)=C;, . (x)+M; () , (5)

Forb i AR A o MR LRI T,

Wk b i R T4 MR TR A
AE£5 B, 117 CBAM 43 3 A i 09 7 75 3 BL i 450
T TR A 0 I S A A T
35 186 10 24 11 2% 1
34 NEEREEMES

Chen %8 A" B 25E M) T /A 45 BUAT LLAT 3%

W SRR AR S R T0AY . OF HoaT UE — 385 4
R 4R R A0AE D 00 — 38 43 45 AR 4 WU A3 1
B . ResNet 5& He 200 #2015 EF$2 B 09, &
fiff e TR 2 I 25 v Rl R BRI BT R Y () AL
i 190 2% R f% B R B R R DR IR TORG BE L SCEE I TR
BE . RSO N B RGN BR 25 B, g % 2% 3% 1R
G H A R S\ RE A B T M DR RV Ok
BT B 45 (0] LY () B ARG 25 TR TC 4 s 920 3R
L, AR SOKE O\ EE A B 22 B AR Shy i fifp A% 0 246 1) ik
R, ZBEREE A 6 FrR .

Octave Convolution Residual Module

K6\ FR AR 22

Fig.6 Octave convolution residual module



511 4

WRIE T 55 SUE 55 4 ARl 22 19 246 1 PR 2 B 7 vk 1491

35 MWEkEEEER

FT T 20 R 0 ) 24 5 A 2 25 2R 0 o AR Y R AE
WA SCIBET T — Ak XUBKR 22 3 45 7 3 i 4
TRE T4, X Mg T A& T A
RS AR TR . P RS2 B AR SORE 5 —
MEM A —D 3X3, KN 1 K& BRI
BT 3 M9 sk BUR s 88 A A 4% B —
A5 X5 RN 1B ERBUZ  H X P A 248 1Y
IR 3 B D R S R A AR L AR R
IR BEAT T RAE AR A R AR RN S
B A R/INGR S — B, FUE AT RO P 5 w8 00 R AT 1Y
S MR . O fi 28 14 TR 800K O i 7 B 3t v At A
B ARSCAE R 1WA T M4 it T 5 X
X ERAE . AP 28 S5 R A 7 R

T[OY+AUO)
pPaea

——————————————————————————

[Dilated ConvRelu]
|

!
|[BX3 ConviRelu | & Element-wise sum |
| |

B 7 W% 2% 1 AT

Fig.7 Double residual connection model

N[PY+AUOD) Gx§
N[PY+AUO) Ex§
N[OY+AUOD GxG

O P———

FROE = #E S @ D OERAE TS H Rl A —
MR WAL T —A4 3X3 i ERZ M —A K
K28 3 My ik B i 2 AR g, (o) 55
i — 1A RO RAE th L 5 — AN B8 S A B R
fIE M HEAT AR TG R AR N 15 B AR G2 )5 G
HEASE © A O ERAE TS A 2 AR 18 B RRE
g2 (@) g O HHE i —1 DS #RAEh 20 55 —
ARG IS B B REAE N HE 1T AH R oG 2 AR i, 15
P A M RHE H (o), BRI R AT DRIy

G=M-+g (x) , (6)
H(xz)=N-+g,(x) . 7

4 KR FEK

AR SCRAR IR R T 24 26 X R 22 45 2 (Mean
Absolute Error, MAE) | &5 # #ft 2% ( Structural
Loss, SO M. HIFAEAXR .

Lw=AsLa+2AsLs, ®
Horpro Ly 78 PB4 3R 2 B (MAE) , Ls %
NG R (SLY s A 5 As 20 5 0 X5 R 1 -
W,

- H 2 % 5% 22 (MAE) 45 2% 0 42 3 M <]
15 i 25 BN MR 2 IR R D7 T i 22 5% . At

B meIERAR .
1 ~
LA:N lr.—1.1,, (9)
FoRR LT, LS IE M AR T, N A SC IR 4 G
SRR 1%

S Ky o XoF U 22 40 AR AE 2 % AR AN SUHE L i
LR RGN R (BVSEL I R R CS SHE N 4
TR AN RO . HO T R R AT ARA N

Ls=LssivtLus ssvs (10
Hoep sLoss FT VAR IR N

% K SE R AR AR 25 (MS-SSIMD £ T £ 2 Y SSIM
W PREL B IR T PR  Lvs s T ARIR A -

Lys sy=1—MS—SSIM(P),  (12)
P G ZE ety b AR FE (H .

5 (XBAZERLSN

51 HEESXIRES

ARG I 25 5 M EE 40k B Nah %500 78
2017 4T H 1 GoPro B di 48 , BEALIEEL 2 013 3K
T B ASA0 1 A 3L 1% 2 013 5K 335 B -A50 40 12 1% %t
2 8 = 2 WY L) 43 S I 2 2 Rl i 4 L B I R4
1610 5K IERAE R 403 g, A3 LA (9 5 A
R PE RN ZRE P Y 1 610 3k RIR HEAT B %%
90°5 180°, 13 5] 4 830 5K V& Mi-BIRI K %), e
T A 2R A 4 830 5K, IA4E K 403 5K,

A ST A S 55 JE F TensorFlow 2.0 W FE 2% >
HEZE Y python3.7 M BE HEAT Y255 MK, BT 1 H53:
ML GPU [i¢ & >~ Nvidia GeForce 1660Ti(6 GB) ., i
iR 6 GB, TEREASLE o B, Ay R — 33
B SA 256 X 256 X 3, batch_size= 2, epoch =15 000,
K Adam P A8 R U AT 2% R 50, 3 iS50 )
90.9.0.999 , 5L 55 15 B [ 5 2% ] %4 0.000 1,
52 AMEABARAENIRERAZMN

A SO B0 pR R P 2 48 X 1R 22 R
S5 AR5 ISR o JHG v O [R) 4 AN EE R IO S 58
G5 —E MRS BRSO B TE A, 5 As B
AN TR) LR 6T 52 6 245 SR A B i o AR SRl Y 06 {1155 e
Fb (PSNR) il 45 ¥4 AH BL B (SSIMD) 33X ¥ 31 15 bk K
YERPEREA R AR . 0 TR IE. A, 5 As B



1492 WS Bos

% 36 &

AN TFIE B XF b S 36 1 78 A Gt B 25 2R i A 4% 22
HRENBA RO T, £3 M2 5 A BUR
[ (L S I 288 45 0 78 GoPro 3 5 b A9 RE X 1L
i, B8 An 5 As BUA [FIE I i I 2 455 80 7
GoPro X4 F TP X s 1|, % 3 &0,
M Aa=0.3,As=0.7 HJ [ 2% ¥ fE fi 4f . S A SCH:
S B e A, =0.3.1s=0.7, HE S W] FH
H4 A,=0.3.4s=0.7 B}, A5 208 407 5 3
B B TSI R AR

R3 L E5ABARETHIEERER

Tab.3 Experimental indexes under different values of A,

and Ag
PSNR/dB SSIM
Axr=0.5,As=0.5 31.046 0 0.922 1
Ax=0.3:As=0.7 32.427 6 0.947 0
Ax=0.4,As=0.6 31.079 8 0.923 7
Ar=0.7,As=0.3 30.030 1 0.910 2

Clear

0.3/0.7 0.4/0.6 0.7/0.3

K8 Aa 5 As BURIEME I AT LA XS HE 7 1] 14
Fig.8 Example of visual comparison when A and A5 take

different values

53 BRETENERE RN L L A4

L & Xt il 45 R0

B% 251 T IR HRT DL ) G A A I 2% 25 4
TP AN TRIASE Ay S0 TE AR SR 8% 22 1 T ) B
RIS WA T X B S G A2 R R A AT LA
T 1) G % D) 204 235 40 1 AN [ 2 2 0500

(1) CO : AR 0 B 2 7 B I8

(2)CL« 75 4 it 5 2R Ui VS ke 2 V8 B 1 B e

(3)C2. FEGMIB AR 3.4 IR 21 =
L

(OC3 EGRIB AR 2,3, 4 I INEE 2 1
psWiLi S5

(5) CA « 76 4 % 75 J5 IS I 5k 25 8 B ) B e

(6)C5 : 75 Gt fith 75 A v A1 At % #5856 — He i
% 25 TE IR

(T C6: FEMRERIEE 1,2 RNk 2 F &
IR

(8) CT - FE fiff i i i 35U ke 22 1 3 ) i e

ARSCH BRI 8 BB, % 4 JBOR T 8k 251
BT A A B X 4 PERE R R . [ 9 R gk
PETE BB E AN R ) W 45 B FE GoPro
D AR B AT AL X L s 5] 1

WM 4 PR 582 B B YUCE 78 CL

R4 REFBNERFEMLE MG RN
Tab.4 TImpact of different positions of residual attention

module on performance
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C5 30.614 4 0.919 8
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C7 31.547 7 0.935 6
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Fig.9 Visual comparison of different positions of re-
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Tab.5 Influence of different loss functions on network
performance
PSNR/dB SSIM
Ly 31.827 9 0.927 0
Ls 31.171 3 0.938 2
AaLa+AsLs 32.427 6 0.947 0
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Fig.10  Visual comparison of different loss functions
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Visual comparison of different algorithms
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Tab.6 Performance comparison of different algorithms

Bk PSRN/dB  SSIM Size/MB Runtime/s

Sun 24.64 0.842 9 54.1 12 000
Nah 29.08 0.913 5 303.6 4 300
Tao 30.26 0.934 2 33.6 1 600
Zhang 31.20 0.945 4 86.8 424
Ye 30.28 0.904 6 24.5 367.9
Zhou 30.55 0.940 0 29.8 320
Ours 32.427 6 0.947 0 25.4 268
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