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Abstract

Aiming at the challenges of spectral information integration and super-resolution performance in
the fusion of hyperspectral images (HSI) and multispectral images (MSI), this paper proposes a hy-
perspectral image fusion network based on AutoFusion and cyclic feedback. This network first
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performs super-resolution reconstruction of the low-resolution HSI through spectral grouping, it-
eratively updates the initial super-resolution image using the cyclic feedback mechanism, and dy-
namically fuses multi-source information in combination with the adaptive fusion module (AutoFu-
sion) to generate high-quality super-resolution features for each group. Secondly, the fused features
and MSI features are processed respectively through the feature extraction network, and the fea-
ture representation is further optimized by combining upsampling and dot convolution operations.
Finally, each group of features is input into the GRU module to generate attention weights, which
are used to weighted adjust the super-resolution results of each group and reconstruct the final
high-resolution hyperspectral image (HR-HSI). The experiments verified the Net model on the CAVE
and Harvard datasets. Compared with seven mainstream fusion algorithms, this network per-
formed outstandingly in indicators such as PSNR, SSIM and SAM, proving its advancement in the
field of hyperspectral image fusion.
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1. 5|15

=G EIE (Hyperspectral Image, HST)id s R4 2 H0A ASHa i B B3k B AR X3 E 5, $eft T
F & M2 (ARG A, DRI 7 L 78 5 20251 ] PRSI [21F0 H ARAS I [ 3155 40k B T2 B FH « R
TR RIS, SoaiE UG TORIE @ i 7 HE s AE e LL, s DU 2 (B o F e R, &
BOLA AN A, BRI T 7675 2 Sk B 2 AME B R AR R B [4]. B, FEAO B, R ()43
e T He T BOE ISR X - EVIERLS ] 78 HARKI R, OB R4S m] R FEARRT MRS B2 (6] DRI, Pk
e R TS R R G 2 R 3R 073k, DA BRI B A v 2 (8] 40 e AT G 1 20 R 50 00 1 0 2 ik
EIEHR-HSI), O ILTE & IR g JR A oGk, RIS 2 — A BB v AT 55

AT v RS EHE A ) BRI R BR A, B FE N DA 2 R F R G v 2 1) 43 3 1 22 615 JEME (HR -
MSD) 51K 73 2 m il UK (LR-HSD 777 7] o IX P& A B 7E R FH MSI 23 8] 73 HF 2R HST /75
FeRE oy W, A2 R R LA 1) HR-HSI [8]. A2 Gtk & 7732, WiZsE 55 B 7 A sl 5 2 A R 9],
OB TR REIRE R, XEERIGHE DAFE /4 HST AT MST 5 28 2% (8] - SRk ARO[ 10]. L4
K, TREE S STHR B PR R ey s b 1 UG 2 28 (HSI-SR)FE (it T8 MR IR 7 SR [11]. B AR 22 I 2%
(CNN) [12]-[14] JE=SIHLHI[15]F0 Transformer [16]55 75 15180 38 K RFESEEURE 71, BEIETH T - 9%
FMERE. Horb, He[13]5% A2 T RAFNet, —FMEMT R JRE L%, FIHZE 7> B s dsmt a0 HE %
EGE A 7 R 2 OGS R, TR R IR A I 2 FE S N, ARSI A
FEE S RIS R B, ARG R LRI 23 (M 40T S 7 TR I F - Zhang 55 A\ [14]32H T H T &0k
TN £ 6 1 A 7 H B Transformer, KA XAE X Transformer B, I8 I X fa]yE N G A2 8] 45 2,
ZITESEIL TRV RE, S AL B BR B ROC R, IR G . Li FEA[ISPFR T — PR B
L T E i M 2ot EG RS, TiE TR R G EE, kil SRR ARG
TRHIE AR s 2 e, LR FH 3R B AR B2 IR 5 N A B T A . Wel S8 A [16]52H T X4

+
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SCERAMAMLS, oy NG R 2 il UG SR HUCRRAE, Gl AR R A ARIE,  F S R A
MR, RN X TR R TR R EAME B, AR L. SR, I R A S 5k
1A B A RO — S R R TS PR . B, B S5 AUE DA Bh #53E R AS RIS (R 51
BR[15], TGRS 4 B ARG ER B AR R, SECEEEIEATRE DBk H .

EExt BRI, ASCHEH T — R T AutoFusion FIEFR 5 ) v 1 % fil & 9 4% (AutoFusion and
Recurrent Feedback Net, ARF-Net), K5 A RMFAT(E SRG A > FoR E i, AR EZETTEON:

(1) ASCHE @S e 4 2H06) LR-HST AT 8 4> e s e, I FIIG BRSO ASATL 1% A B B W 4 6 o 1 26
K%, G54 S A5 (AutoFusion)Zh 2 %4 & HSI OGS IE 5 E—HRHHEE B . S, Bk i4E
FEEUM 253 B AL EE HST AT MSI, 256 L oRFERL S S R E AR IE R R

(2) #2H GRU VERJIBE, KGRV PR IRHER N GRU B A i B I RE,  FT Ik
RSB o R A5, A1) HR-HSI.

(3) SZI&FE CAVE Ml Harvard ##54 FIGUE 7 Net BB AE, 5 /UR Lt & 5L L, ARF-Net
FEVEAE 5 4 LL(PSNR) . £5 K ARBAIE(SSIM) A 1S A1 B 25 (SAM) & i b BRI €1, GIEBH T HAE =D
T P A AU 1 S
2. AR3iEs

e U Rl A A R R (1 E Al i A 23 R b i R (LR-HSD A & 43 R 22 k1 M
(HR-MSI), %52t R B A w323 ) 43 W3 R g D i 20 2R 1) 2 o 2R o 1% BB (HR-HSD . X Bl & 7
PRI T PR EUG I TANMEE, 5 2 0 R SR T B R A SRR O T SEDLRIA I 4 X
—HAR, BT EG IR R R A A . DL S LR AL R B R AL AN T T A K LR-
HSI Al HR-MSI [ BT I o

2% AR A 3 B T 5 AR G5 (RO A1 2 3% 2 22 ()R Ak 2 BER T 2% RGBSR 23 5 BRI,
P RCHIAZ AN R SRR RSk Biqtl . % F HR-HSI id N Z), HBEFENHxWxC, H. W. CORlEREE.
T MG BOE, S AEBLAE R LR-HSI(GE N X)), H4EBE N hxwxC, Hh<H, w<W, FEiEik
IR RIR A

X =fold(unfold(Z)x BxD)+N, (1)

e, unfold ok =HEsk i BTN “4ERIFE, AERHRIE, R I PR R =R, D
A RRFEST, B OB (B s BOR 30, NV, s R 75 Gl BB i S0 e ) . B AR
HR-HST 4o e 3o s 5 0 57 R 45 E i HR-MST (18 ),  FEAR AL

Y =fold(R x unfold(Z))+N, )

Hort R el FERAEAE RS, s R BB AN RIS BL RN R, N, el s, Y MRS HxW < C
Hrp e NZIGIERBEL He<C o RMIBIBOCE DR AR, HAEE S HRRIEAZL,

A (AR AR AR R Oyl & 0 R S O T BRI AR, ARG 0 B AR XA Y i
ARF-Net k2 Z , ML 2 G & B3R IR, Wi 1 s,

2.1. &TF AutoFusion BYTEIF R iRMI L&

FERDE S B HSDREE & 7 HrR s b, 8% B LR-HSI 50 HR-MSI /8 — M BARGA, 2ik
W20k DL ST R R G AR, RIS BE T8 20 A 2 i il AR B DG AR S e . O 1 A iz A
WL, ASCBEVE TR BB 2%, TGS 0 HATEACE B AL, SIS TR > HF R HST (122 8] 73 H %,
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Figure 1. The overall network structure of ARF-Net
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Figure 2. The structure of feedback fusion
[E 2. RiIRRAGIREGITE

SRR L) B IR R N MK/ HEE LR-HSI, 4EfE N A Cxhxw, Ho C ALimiES,
hxw N HEER, 3G A, HXTRRH AT AL P o e A, 432 SR 1R YR T e e vl BHR 1)
DR BA S BEAH O, 4y ZHAC B W] DLRRAIR T R AR, RIS R B R iR ik . M AT R g 4,
RGN =R SRR R B AR HEE Hx W, @i SR UZ A LeakyReLU Ji5 A2 AT AR RHIE
f& o BEfE, XEAHESHT— &AM B R BB LI B LeakyReLU J5 HRHIE £, AT —IR
AutoFusion ¥, $R1G L —HMAHPIRERAE /2., ARN:

ff = LeakyReLU(Cyq (HE, )
¥ = LeakyReLU(Cy . (H5")) 3)
fi-‘isionl = AutOFusion (ngR H ng )

Horp g, ARSI g 4 LR-HSL, HE AR E—HIGEB PR R, ABREHMTH S A 2 MRS H1%
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B, C,MRE 3 x3 B, EEREH AN, H, hETKE. EIEA R R SRR B R H,
HE BURHIE, 332 HRE, T8 HE RS (AutoFusion) B & 5, 28 sl 20 R AL R 5 45 SR
f;:isionl °

R B Rl A% O BRI AE T a0 AT R0 & HST 1 =F & Ja il 5 B MSI s S 0] R4y, 4%
Gimh & 7R R A S A BT B RHE D, XE DR IR AR E AR 2 25T B R SEms . Jit,
ARICRSTHR[ 1T A A, i 1 E & R R & B (AutoFusion) T i il i 4%, 8 Zha AL
S5 2 B RFIE R A B0, T AE BOE AR R E A B ML A& RF1E . AutoFusion BB EZIhRE
FRUCR A A FRHESE U 2% 8N, 140 LR-HSI $F4E 75 « MSI AL f5, AT — ISR 7 J 2Rk
S o IXEERFAL AR HST KETEAE S . MSI RS R 40 55 A3 S B A (1 TR] 45 5L . AutoFusion i
R BRI AR IEEAT 2R, AR EL, SRR LA DT . 2 S IRFIEAER
L X I BT SRR, AutoFusion 23 70 S i IO SS S HIRHIE: 2, #F LR-HSI G5 5 5 20,
WU LR-HST RFAE AR E 2 3G 0 o SR B 38 N PR A PR 5 R AR RE 05117 2 A5 B AR S, S i — S
FHLEER, K3 B8 T AutoFusion [ FE.

AutoFusion
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Figure 3. AutoFusion mechanism
[#] 3. AutoFusion RA&HLHI

AutoFusion (B EIHLIE T =6l BIE A & I =2 2% . LR-HST A1 HR-MSI £ 25 [8) D' 1 45 12 _E 05
PEZE SRR, RS RE J7 12 DL AN [R5 i 2K o AutoFusion 814 Jayit (AN 22 2 R AE BB,
K T RHERZh SRS, BERI TREACR. MEENA LSS - PRERAEH, BN RS,
N JE SRR PR AR R RN . AutoFusion J8 I 4% JRIAFAE 73 AT 3G 50 T BB 2 B B AN e
71, MEHE M TR E G55 . AutoFusion I FE AT KRR N :

W= Sigmoid(Linear(ReLU(Linear(SP(F. )® SP(F, )))))

[w,.w,]=Split(W) )
F'fusion = COI]V}X} (WZ ®Fi + WT ® FZ)

Forpr SP AR A)IBAL , Split RATKOGHE 7 B 3, © FomiBICRMIRAE, @ R PR FE 4L,
FEAG AR B A L AR AL A 4R SEARTR], SR IZ M A3 . AutoFusion B E R /B Zh & 7 Bk
5, Btk HST eI E B0 S (== [RAN G 2R, 1555 1 A BB AR,

DOI: 10.12677/mo0s.2025.146478 88 e ST TN


https://doi.org/10.12677/mos.2025.146478

M5t

PR, 4% K AutoFusion [IREHHE, SHEHL HR-MSI JE MBI HE 50l &, PSR
AutoFusion B, LIZEAMALE £2  [RIEEES HR-MSI (2 AT (56, AT A Sk 2 ] -
SRR B, FOd AT LR

St = LeakyReLU(C3X3 (Hv\gASI ))
Jrusion = LeakyReLU (BN (C3><3 (fFisiunl ))) (%)

g — 1 g g
fFusionZ = AutoFusion (fMSI > fFusionl )

Ferp BN s it A —Ak, S5 R Rl E J5 BRFE /5o, HE— D8I BRI BURAE , 31 LeakyReLU U )5 »

RIS R HA S YR, T A A ZH R R 70 B R A5 2R . T4k, AREHRIE 8L 1 AR 2= Bk
R, RARAR £ BATU =R EREE R, SIS RIZEEMN, A TIAERL &8 PR LR P A E K
KEELE, 2a08:

Hg =Cy (LeakyReLU(CM (J(FisionZ )))

(©6)
H, = Hf, ® Bicubic( HYy )

VR HE WA R R AR S T LR AR R T, R, 4% HE, 25 GRU BRI
B, ARG GRU BHE, $Mt2 54 GRU TE & 5 7 R S R

ORER S 25 SUAE TAIc IR AR T T, LTRSS T 5 B R R 0 o T PR T — 40
IR AN M5 L, R e MO A SR 2 0, AT i B AL B R PR o SO R 6 13
e VR IR e 5 S 2 B FIST A M R ST (102 [R5 76 22 Vit A TS BT 5 (2 5 J 2,
AR A R B S BRI LSRRI RS AL, A WOHLRER HE, . e S A BB S

2.2.GRU FEHER

e G B BT 4 FE B = BEAH OGO, Qe 78 7 ) FH A oA G 1 DASR T 43 1 2R 245 SR i) il — 30
PE R G W28 BT IR DG . i, RSS2 SCHR[ 141 P ST BRI K, 91N GRU (Gated Recurrent Unit)
TR, IR ETE  HAHE T SV, A SRR IRE, A o R 5 R B DTk
M A O i — 2 B i ) HR-HSI

GRU JE R ) F E D Re R A PR A i e 65 L, AR RE R IRCE, F T AU B i 25 th
BRI TARRAR N . B, Rl e 4 alad 42 5~ B A PR 4 AR YERFAE [n) B, B 5 38 et
WL 2 e o i AR R AE R R o X SRR RO S 07 HE NP B JE N GRU #idk. GRU it H [ 1401
HI TS 2 2 (B B P A, AR ROT s, B S I AR S Sigmoid WU BR AR G R AL
Ho XL TR A B AR, A PHE) HR-HSIL, HLA5 i an & 4 fros.

GRU ¥ E /I PR A LA IR ik, Senb 4 B i AE PR A5 51— RRAE A B M DA A 4 =y e ik
R, T GRU i 7 5@ R A RAZ R A R ROBIOC FR o HIR, VER AU v B B 25 1 B R 2H 1) o
BREE, lansdom e uk s B aE E AL, 0HIE RO, ARG R B . M R G ER S IR
%, GRU VER R HAG B 0 1& R PR RE 7). A SCIEIT GRU SRSl 1 ek 4k B2 1 4/ Ak,
PR HR-HSI {£75 [ 50 HrEE 52 T4 A I ORFFOGIE — BtE . 2, BRI oy e 4 SLIm I v 2 U AUE A
R, JEPHEN HR-HSI %t :

Hg, = Concat ([ W' ® Hyp W ® Hiy oo W @ HY, ) %)
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Figure 4. GRU attention architecture
4.GRU EE %M

Herb, Concat F/REHOEIGAERE P, GRU BLGE T P 1 @A 26 v AL IR FAH A, W IR AN ALUR H 45
FESCREYERE 5 hn— 2.

2.3. BKREH

JtiAt BRFTN MR RE, ARG TGk, AR RN K MSE) DG — Sk &
(SAM), L4 25 [R5 P SR TS ORI 2 (AR OG R o AR R A5 R (MSE) F T 5 I 28 i H 15 52 HR-
HSI Z MG RS =S, He SUN:

1 & ) )
Ly :WZ(G;‘R _HISR) (®)

Hoh NONIGHAER P REARS, G, R H Y, 205N § A58 HR-HIS R4 HR-HIS. {Xf# A MSE %k
ARE FOOEG RN ES, FHREGE M, SRS RE, Ndox— @8, 50 N6 —BrEik
(SAMYVE NI R, AR5 B AR 5

C1d G (I,m)-He (1,m)
Lsan = ; - arccos["G;R M m)||2 ||H§R ‘ m)”Z ] ©)
S Gy (1m) A1 EL (om) RALEL (1,m) MM TSR & HRHSI (KGR, arccos TG IR AI)
T, Un S5 FRIA—E 0 B 1. SAM I I i 80 i v 58 (8] (10 B2 22 57, SRV il 2 A B A4 T R AR AL
PE, AR KA, BB A UL AR 25 A st RAE I 4R FE B — 8, Reilid & sl BUG &
I HRERARSS R B ARG RE R T R
N T AN ZRa A v 25 FE AP 3 (F) SE MDA S R S, SR BR s D P BRI A
Ly = @ Lyse + - Lspu (10)

HARE o Ml g AL HWERN 0.7 F10.3, PLPH2S 8] F1 )6 48 5 itk B b5 - MSE fll SAM HI45 &
B8 [ I 20 R X 8 1 25 1) 2 FE R A AR B EROR I, WA s 20 95 HR-HSI BE B A5 T i ) 25
B4R, SCREMERA ARG IE S B
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3. S£Ig
3.1. IWPE

3.1.1. ¥iEsE

SEEHE R T =AY DGR R (HSDREHEE PR SE: CAVE. Harvard #1 Chikusei 204848, 4371
REEHRG BB 5, A8 E I Net BEIZEA [R5 R B2 AL BE I RE & kG .

CAVE #4E4E tHEHE LK M SR SO G A8, B8 32 Immaik Eg, WA T BN
Wyt SEREIR IS HE 30 512 x 512 3%, a5 31 MOk E, BAKTEHEM 400 nm F] 700 nm,
[FR% 10 nm. FESZEGH, BEALEHR 25 REMEH TIIZR, 1IEA TI0UE, 6 @A T,

Harvard R4 e 20, B8 77 IREDGIEEIR, W2 M AR, KA E R 5
FIE R . AR UG A2 T R 1392 x 1040 152, B 31 ML, BEIEEM 420 nm #|
720 nm, [A]fE 10 nm. ASCERfE A S0 RIS, Hrb 46 lEAH TUIZR, 1 iRA T30, 3 i@ T,

Chikusei 46 i H AR PEBUR SR AL, RiEEEDGISEHREE, BE=M o P50 2517 x 2335 B &K,
05 128 MG E, BKIEEIM 363 nm ) 1018 nm. S, M EMAEBTH 1000 x 2200 ) X 2k H
TGk, T4 XIREBT 6 ANASE B 1 X I8 H T

NGB, Ji627% motilk ER(HR-HSD# 0 #1058 64 x 64 IEZIL, IR 32, MHARfEHA
HEN 64 x 64 BT A

3.1.2. TENIBER

RNATVFL ARF-Net #RUFIRLGPERE, ASCRA TN HBE BIFM4ER: 1EE(EME L (PSNR)
[18]+ ZEFJARIME(SSIM) [19], JEiE A LSH(SAM) [20]. ¥IJ7HRIZEZE(RMSE) [21]. MHXT BN 4 m iR 2
(ERGAS) [22]FIHHIE R H(CC) [23]0 IXLETFAG RN 2 Tu4E L0 Y B ot & Je P &L % &: RMSE (33
Tr R 2 M T R A EHR S B SEMR TR 4a0 22 5 R/, ARk, W] 38 4500w 22 B AIK,  Rila RICR
B PSNR I EE PPAN EUG R R R & &, BB, RRMEG RGRA R EE, MaRIUEAE,
SAM AT il & BRI G IS OR LS, (BB SR Bl & GO G TS RR It 5 ECSE MR IV T, D5 5
TREAMRGTF; SSIM il & KR 5 Bt BURTE 2 (M 451 L ARIRR S, J8 W JLE BT 1, 2 ISs F A AL
PEBE, BA RO B ERGAS H TITFHIBME &R &, @Bk, BRI 2R, ma R
WEERLF, CC AW g 1 KRS B S R R A, AR BRI 1 .

3.2. Bt

3.2.1. jBiRRSCIS

NIGAIE ARF-Net #5280 o 3 A% OB AT 2, A SCHE Harvard B SE BT RESEES, A HT I R
TR %% AutoFusion BT GRU J3 = S H E T o SEI6 1 B 46 T8UR T4 4, 7E Harvard $0E4E EXTLE,
IR PR B A A, WX PERERORAM . DL 2 = A kv A

(1) ARF-Net_S0: FEBRIGFRAFALAI, A0 4520 HST SUAZgE A7 4y e B o

(2) ARF-Net_S1: ¥ AutoFusion I B # N E S BIRE, RIFHMEWAE,

(3) ARF-Net_S2: %k GRU iEE B, BHEPHESAE o HRER, MEHE R I

L1 VEHE R T I RS ae i 45 R, H R B L BEFE AR LUK AR 7R, BASEH 25 AL A A 28 1 BB (1 T iR
T, BERIEH RIFHLHI(ARF-Net_S0)J5, VE(E(E M LL(PSNR)BH R T, [FIB il A B (SAM)E B3
Hhn. X—gRRH, EHRTES ZRIERTER, A E SO ERHER A R, MWmFR AR TE
TEAE B T TH A2 I - K5 AutoFusion FBEH 4 g S B AR (ARF-Net_S1) 780 77 R 1% Z(RMSE) 1
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B, PSNR i — (K. X—HRULY] AutoFusion HIZNZA AN 2 BRI & rh B RE .
BTG EAEIR, AutoFusion REWEHAE fiy A\ BCE (RS Pk 8 Nt i BBl B, T B i o B
HLIEL . B GRU B IBB(ARF-Net_S2)Ja, SAM {H&F LT, Jeilf— kW R T, X4
RIGUE T GRU BEHAERG L4 = G i AR G v i) S A

Table 1. The quantitative results of ablation study on Harvard dataset (x4)
% 1. ARF-Net 7£ Harvard #(#&& _ERVIHRISEIR4E R (<4)

Y MPSNR RMSE SAM SSIM ERGAS cC
ARF-Net_S0 48.6456 0.0067 4.0963 0.9964 3.0659 0.9934
ARF-Net S1 47.1347 0.0084 3.9785 0.9936 2.6947 0.9941
ARF-Net S1 48.4567 0.0037 4.0197 0.9954 2.9645 0.9960

ARF-Net 50.1296 0.0028 3.4603 0.9976 2.2456 0.9969

3.2.2. XfHesig

AT VFAS ARF-Net A8 7E 5 6 1S BUER R AT 55 AR, ASOR 5 EM AR PRI e i B
RLGITIEIAT T RGPEXT G, s T 5 TR AL G 5 AR IR S I et is:, B3R THERE 7
fiRt ) CNMF [15], LLRFEE TR 2 >1H) GDD [24]. SSRNet [25]. UAL [26]. TENet [27]. PMI-RFCoNet
[28]F1 UDTN [29]. SEXE =MNAFFE 6 S £——CAVE. Harvard 1 Chikusei LiffT, Ailt—H%
% ARF-Net 7E AR #3837 50 PRI, S0l T485H 78 4 F1 8 IRk &, IS TR bR G4
8 i 15 16 L (MPSNR )« 345 MR 22 (RMSE) 61 1 & W (SAM) 45 HI UL (SSIM) - AR 42 Ry iR 2
(ERGAS)FIFHIKE REL(CC), IXLLFR AR NS (RIS . Se il (R BRI A Jo — B S 2 A Ak TRl & 3R .

(1) CAVE HiE&

%2 IR T CAVE #¥atE ERTIENEREIR, mAOUIIRARES B0 ORI R RIZhn th . A 2
[ LAE i, ARF-Net fEF845 R AEVERE . DAAAIEE 1 4 9151, ARF-Net [¥] PSNR 4 48.9899 dB,
LYk AR 77 UDTN 1 0.9333 dB, RMSE [#41% 0.0016, SAM F£1ik 0.7022, SSIM #£7 0.0022, ERGAS [%
fik 1.2457, CC #75 0.0021, iXEL4ERE25 T ARF-Net = K08t G S0k N 4 38 5 6 i o 4N
IERRACHLE], BhASFETH 23 0] 73 FR 2 R B 6k 40757 AutoFusion HEHUR Y UG REINALRL & SR BG, 2K
HG HSIBDGIBRHIE . MST 2 6] 2075 LA RCHT— [ B 70 HE 2 45 L. GRU Y3 R U 7 41 A A=
FRENASE R IACE, ST 2 R A5G, AT S 25 52 T+ HR-HST (R 1% — B A = A kS i 14

Table 2. The quantitative results obtained by using different methods on CAVE dataset
2. BEXLLFAE CAVE BUBE LMK ER

TR T MPSNR RMSE SAM SSIM ERGAS cC
CNMF x4 47.2693 0.0097 3.4963 0.9856 2.1632 0.9965
SSRNET x4 44.1256 0.0069 4.6233 0.9806 3.5644 0.9975
GDD x4 45.4639 0.0049 3.4856 0.9941 1.7195 0.9979
UAL x4 46.7012 0.0081 2.5204 0.9952 1.6363 0.9989
TFNet x4 42.9432 0.0079 4.3666 0.9886 3.4596 0.9975
PMI-RFCoNet x4 46.5622 0.0066 4.9645 0.9912 3.0456 0.9963
UDTN x4 48.0566 0.0052 3.1523 0.9949 2.9601 0.9971
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ARF-Net x4 48.9899 0.0036 2.4501 0.9971 1.7144 0.9992
CNMF x8 43.6499 0.0099 3.4658 0.9941 2.5012 0.9961
SSRNET x8 41.3165 0.0084 4.4696 0.9906 3.0964 0.9964
GDD x8 42.1238 0.0066 3.7598 0.9941 1.9348 0.9951
UAL x8 43.9462 0.0095 3.1366 0.9910 2.3662 0.9949
TFNet x8 42.3694 0.0075 4.4506 0.9869 3.1944 0.9965
PMI-RFCoNet x8 40.6459 0.0151 4.0566 0.9845 4.0635 0.9941
UDTN x8 44.4635 0.0053 2.3653 0.9949 1.7902 0.9984
ARF-Net x8 45.7896 0.0042 2.0104 0.9966 1.7360 0.9989

5 7R T CAVE #4E4E “superball” 7625 20 BB IMRL G 45 R R ZE BB . H—1T R 20 BB
AE EUR, 5 AT B 5 B EHR(GT) M ZE MR, Hord(a) R R E B, (b)~(h) 4371 CNMF, SSRNET,
GDD, UAL, TFNet, PMI-RFCoNet, UDTN # ARF-Net J5 ik al &45 & . WA/ EH, CNMF M
SSRNet /=4 — & Mk S, 4T fEAER]; GDD A TFNet 7EU 2 X S AEAE 155 UAL A1 PMI-RFCoNet
BRI RGN — A 25, UDTN B4 GT, (B8R i7 2 5 . SHFTH 1771% ARF-Net (1)
A SR A, iR E, ZERGRERDN, WIE T R EEERES .

(a) (b) (c) (d) (e) (f) (9) (h)
0.0 02 0.4 06 08 10

Figure 5. The fusion result display diagram of “superball” in the CAVE dataset
[ 5. CAVE &/ “superball” HIRdSLERERE

(2) Harvard 34

3 JB/R T Harvard 20854 8 iEMEES R . WRFPATLUE Y, 7F Harvard $#545 I, ARF-Net
FEFTA 4T3 1 R AR 0 T HoAh 7% . DAAEIR 1 8 M, ARF-Net (1) PSNR HLiRAE 7772 UDTN &
1.8929 dB, SAM 41k 0.4294, SSIM #£5 0.0057, ERGAS F#{ 0.1026, CC #5 0.0049.

Table 3. The quantitative results obtained by using different methods on Harvard dataset

3 3. BXTEE AT Harvard 83E8E FRUSEIGER

B AWIAF  MPSNR RMSE SAM SSIM ERGAS cC
CNMF x4 39.8806 0.0069 4.0567 0.9801 3.4689 0.9796
SSRNET x4 44.4360 0.0075 3.9877 0.9898 3.6498 0.9806
GDD x4 48.0632 0.0042 5.0139 0.9846 3.7584 0.9777
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UAL x4 41.0265 0.0109 4.6566 0.9754 5.4652 0.9924
TFNet x4 44.0695 0.0046 4.5689 0.9865 3.2599 0.9852
PMI-RFCoNet x4 46.0365 0.0069 4.1365 0.9912 2.9456 0.9901
UDTN x4 48.9632 0.0047 3.9785 0.9941 2.7177 0.9914
ARF-Net x4 50.1296 0.0028 3.4603 0.9976 2.2456 0.9969
CNMF x8 36.7985 0.0078 4.3811 0.9606 3.6532 0.9604
SSRNET x8 43.1365 0.0086 4.1170 0.9699 3.7959 0.9712
GDD x8 42.4652 0.0047 5.7024 0.9615 4.2563 0.9656
UAL x8 41.6532 0.0139 4.0408 0.9542 4.1364 0.9721
TFNet x8 41.1559 0.0061 5.8100 0.9755 4.1549 0.9613
PMI-RFCoNet x8 43.4569 0.0075 4.6355 0.9812 3.4855 0.9809
UDTN x8 44.1525 0.0080 4.0363 0.9809 2.7025 0.9800
ARF-Net x8 46.0454 0.0029 3.6069 0.9866 2.5999 0.9849

6 B/~ 7 Harvard (448 “imaghl” 7E28 20 P B MR 45 R X ZHEUR . 5B—170 20 P B il
HRE, AT R EREZGT) M EEEIE, Hrha)RREEEE, (b)~(h)5 7 CNMF, SSRNET,
GDD, UAL, TFNet, PMI-RFCoNet, UDTN Al ARF-Net [l & 45 5 8. CNMF A= i) G i fefE — 1k
MRS, oM T EEARTEMIEE . UAL 7EE RS XSk AEE ERIUAE, 408, 5 se Gt 7 e —
SEMZE . SSRNET TEASANSE M i ERIIAE, BEEBARECNIM . MHF-Net 42 BUFTEG R I —
()2 (B 5 A AN— B, 52 TS R0UR . ResTFNet fERUZ XS E @ L T —E A, UREEAN
AR ML, UDTN 7EJ 9 F07 RIS, 471538 5 B8y, ARATIAAAE — i [ U AT 1) 7L
ARF-Net 7E @70 PFE il BUR R A AT 55 h R U AR, HREE S5 FIE W . EEEw, e
EIBUE SERERS MU Eory: k8

(c) (d) (f) (h)
(3) Chisukei {354

Figure 6. Comparison chart of the fusion results of “imagh1” from Harvard
6. Harvard B9 “imaghl” BR&LERITELE

7% 4 JEIRT Chikusei 45 & A EEEE K. WERFITLLEH, 7€ Chikusei #4545 I, ARF-Net
FEFTAARTN 7 T MG et Sh R . LIEIRIA 5~ 4 J9fil, ARF-Net [f] PSNR 74 41.0105 dB, LLIRETTi%

(e)

0.6

0.0
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UDTN 5 1.2516 dB, RMSE [£1 0.0048, SAM [#{% 0.4436, SSIM #Z 0.0069, ERGAS [#1 0.6376,
CC #&15 0.0110. ARF-Net 7£ Chikusei #4510 7 R UG 25 T HOBH IR SR LE] . shaZ& Ik al &
WS UL K 4 R iAo M A e . XS R S A2 HEE R, BERA S IERIG R E
M £

Table 4. The quantitative results obtained by using different methods on Chikusei dataset

= 4. EXTLLFFETE Chikusei HIHEE FMSTIRLEER

it FHMA T MPSNR RMSE SAM SSIM ERGAS ccC

CNMF x4 31.6592 0.0199 2.9056 0.9045 4.4622 0.8946
SSRNET x4 38.6521 0.0215 3.1042 0.8965 4.9684 0.8989
GDD x4 36.4695 0.0141 43257 0.9156 4.6952 0.9065
UAL x4 41.4152 0.0120 2.4544 0.9412 42562 0.9169
TFNet x4 41.0698 0.0126 4.9642 0.9346 5.0695 0.9152
PMI-RFCoNet x4 40.8456 0.0165 2.1525 0.9431 4.6563 0.9163
UDTN x4 42.7589 0.0149 2.4448 0.9419 3.6545 0.9346
ARF-Net x4 44.0105 0.0101 2.0012 0.9488 3.0169 0.9456
CNMF 8 30.2602 0.0155 4.4524 0.9163 4.4695 0.9056
SSRNET 8 32.1652 0.0147 4.1625 0.9065 5.0563 0.8856
GDD 8 34.4152 0.0161 4.4856 0.9146 6.2365 0.8954
UAL 8 36.5695 0.0106 25117 0.9215 4.1526 0.9065
TFNet 8 37.1201 0.0144 4.4953 0.9209 5.1659 0.8985
PMI-RFCoNet 8 38.8544 0.0145 2.9653 0.9264 3.8956 0.9145
UDTN 8 38.9759 0.0161 2.6412 0.9304 3.4806 0.9101
ARF-Net 8 39.4128 0.0114 2.1209 0.9465 3.4162 0.9350

0.0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 10

Figure 7. The fusion result map of the first region of Chikusei

[E] 7. Chikusei 5 1 MXIGAIRE S LR E

< 7 JB7R T Chikusei B SE — XA o WEBIHIM A &R L ZEHEG . B—17 N5 o B
HEIE, AT EREHEREIERGT)MNZEEKEE, i @FRnmELEE, (b)~h)7 58 CNMF, SSRNET,
GDD, UAL, TFNet, PMI-RFCoNet, UDTN Fl ARF-Net /5S4 RIE . WEHTITCIRER], %Lt
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JiiEH, ARF-Net SEHL 1 il i i ER IR S 452R, HAE 2 A s R SR R B . X159
f T HRE O BT IR R B . AutoFusion BEHR BN A RFAIL AL & SRS LUK T GRU IR R AL i S
LI —SE g 9. E 5, IR R BLHE IS OB PR IR IR R, A AT 12 R MR 1
HERGE . HIX, AutoFusion BEHAENS FE N bAL S 2 IRAE, ARIERARFAERAVE S SRR, M
AL (A DG e B SElm A5 B8 G Ah, 25T GRU RMER B — D08 76—k,
IO TE PP AR PR 2R, AR BRET R ERADE IS TE RS AU, A5 B 45 R L
HHESEG R E o G A XL QR RS, 120750 2 R0 IR EADEEHE B R LRI &,

R 2 A R AR R R AL e bR B35 5 BLSemn A MR UG S A, BB TR G R ik
4. &g

NS RO AR U 6 1 EHR (HSD A2 6 38 R (MSD I EAME B, JF S8 e ol ik BIR
(HR-HSDH Rl & B, A T —MIET AutoFusion FIEH S b 1Y & 6 ik B 4 Rl & X 48 (ARF-Net). 1%
W 2% AL =AM D R BRI 4% . AutoFusion BRI GRU 575 iibe . 286 4Lk R
HAHB PR AT 25l R o A AEACE AL, ShA UL HST 7S [E] 2 # A, Rl OR B OGS
{5 K5 AutoFusion BEHUE I F & R INBGEL G, B 80E A HSI G TERHIE S b — 2 ik > HE R 45 51 DL K MST
R (A0 s GRU VR B HO@ I 57 1 S AR i A AV E R B, 1G5 i 20 () R AH G, $2 i HR-
HSI 61—k . #8337 CAVE. Harvard Al Chikusei = &G EE S EIF RS EHT . T RSz
X EE 556G, R ARF-Net #5847 5 S48 FR(PSNR. RMSE. SAM. SSIM. ERGAS F1 CC) LA WAL 5
ROR ERENTIA FRIE, BRI T HAE GG G G U ) Se g A & % . ARF-Net 183 Al
BT AN Z B B ARG, BRINAR R T m G AN 2 6 B RS RO BR AR, ROl fERR T
V) 73 2 11 [ B e R FE IR B A5 I o LA A S 15t 9 28 e i ik AR AR A SR B 1 B 1 2 [ 7 e e 3 0,
AutoFusion FHUIE T H & NES 78 0 A 7 HST A1 MST B B AMEME, 1 GRU 1 R ) 8 2T 7
ST 2EL[A]AH S il B 8 B AR — Bk . SEER 4 RAVNAE SE B4 hr ERIL T ARF-Net AHECT-HLA 7714
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B O
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