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Abstract

Scene recovery serves as a critical task for various com-
puter vision applications. Existing methods typically rely on
a single prior, which is inherently insufficient to handle mul-
tiple degradations, or employ complex network architec-
tures trained on synthetic data, which suffer from poor gen-
eralization for diverse real-world scenarios. In this paper,
we propose Spatial and Frequency Priors (SFP) for real-
world scene recovery. In the spatial domain, we observe
that the inverse of the degraded image exhibits a projection
along its spectral direction that resembles the scene trans-
mission. Leveraging this spatial prior, the transmission map
is estimated to recover the scene from scattering degrada-
tion. In the frequency domain, a mask is constructed for
adaptive frequency enhancement, with two parameters es-
timated using our proposed novel priors. Specifically, one
prior assumes that the mean intensity of the degraded im-
age’s direct current (DC) components across three channels
in the frequency domain closely approximates that of each
channel in the clear image. The second prior is based on the
observation that, for clear images, the magnitude of low ra-
dial frequencies below 0.001 constitutes approximately 1%
of the total spectrum. Finally, we design a weighted fusion
strategy to integrate spatial-domain restoration, frequency-
domain enhancement, and salient features from the input
image, yielding the final recovered result. Extensive evalu-
ations demonstrate the effectiveness and superiority of our
proposed SFP for scene recovery under various degrada-
tion conditions.

1. Introduction
Images captured under challenging conditions, such as
haze, sandstorm, and underwater scenarios, suffer from sig-
nificant quality degradation in terms of contrast, color fi-
delity, and overall visibility, which negatively affects the
accuracy of downstream applications. Therefore, scene re-
covery, which aims to restore clear and visually faithful im-

Figure 1. Examples of scene recovery under different degradation
conditions, including daytime/nighttime haze, sandstorm, remote
sensing, and underwater scenarios.

ages, is crucial for ensuring the reliability of vision-based
systems in real-world applications.

Existing methods can generally be categorized into two
groups: prior-based methods and learning-based methods.
Prior-based methods [15, 19, 20, 24, 30, 50, 56, 58], such
as DCP [15], MRP [50], HLRP [58], and SLP [30], typi-
cally rely on physical models and explore effective priors
based on statistical observations to estimate scene transmis-
sion. However, these priors are specifically designed for
a single task and are ineffective when dealing with mul-
tiple degradations. More recently, several priors such as
ROP [31, 32] and ALSP [17] have been proposed for scene
recovery under diverse degradation scenarios. However, the
enhancement performance of these methods across various
real-world scenarios still leaves room for improvement, pri-
marily because single-domain priors fail to provide suffi-
cient adaptability to cross-domain degradations.

Benefiting from advances in deep learning, a variety of
networks [5, 6, 8, 9, 12, 28, 33, 39, 42, 44–46, 48] have been
developed to address diverse image degradations. Early ar-
chitectures are typically designed for a single task; for in-
stance, DehazeNet [5], KA-Net [41], IPC-Dehaze [12], and
SFSNiD [8] focus specifically on daytime/nighttime haze
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removal. Recent methods, such as ERA-Net [33], MPMF-
Net [46], IDB [28], UniRestore [6], and AdaIR [9] focus
on all-in-one image restoration, aiming to simultaneously
handle multiple types of degradations. However, learning-
based approaches generally demand substantial computa-
tional resources. Moreover, although these methods per-
form well on synthetic data, their generalization to real-
world degraded scenes remains limited due to the lack of
large-scale paired datasets.

In order to adapt to diverse real-world degradation sce-
narios without relying on large-scale datasets or extensive
computational resources, we propose a novel framework,
called Spatial and Frequency Priors (SFP), for real-world
scene recovery. In the spatial domain, a new spatial-domain
prior is proposed to estimate the transmission map by pro-
jecting the inverted input image onto the spectral direction,
and the spatial-domain restoration is then obtained by in-
verting the ASM. In the frequency domain, two frequency-
domain priors are developed based on the statistical distri-
bution characteristics of low-frequency components in clear
and degraded images, which are used to construct an adap-
tive mask for enhancing the degraded image in the fre-
quency space. Finally, we introduce a weighted fusion strat-
egy to integrate effective features from the spatial-domain
restoration, frequency-domain enhancement, and the in-
put image, yielding the final recovered result. Compared
with existing prior- and learning-based methods, our SFP
adapts well to diverse real-world degradations and achieves
promising results, as illustrated in Figure 1. Overall, our
main contributions are summarized as follows:
• We propose a novel real-world scene recovery framework

using spatial and frequency priors. Different from tradi-
tional methods that rely on a single prior or domain, our
SFP framework simultaneously addresses degradations in
both spatial and frequency domains, improving scene re-
covery performance.

• We propose a spatial domain prior and two frequency-
domain priors. The spatial prior leverages spectral prop-
erties to project the inverted degraded image onto the
spectral direction, thereby approximating the scene trans-
mission. The frequency priors focus on the direct current
(DC) components and low radial frequencies to construct
an adaptive mask, thereby enhancing the low-frequency
characteristics that are primarily affected by degradations.

• Experiments on real-world datasets demonstrate that our
SFP achieves superior performance, consistently yielding
excellent results for various challenging tasks, including
daytime/nighttime dehazing, underwater enhancement,
remote sensing, and sandstorm image restoration.

2. Related Work
Prior-based Methods. Based on physical imaging mod-
els, numerous priors have been proposed to solve the ill-

posed inverse problem. The most representative one is the
widely recognized DCP [15], assuming that in most non-
sky regions, at least one color channel exhibits near-zero
intensities, which allows the transmission to be estimated.
Subsequently, CAP [56] assumes that pixel brightness and
saturation vary significantly with haze concentration and
further constructs a linear model for scene depth estima-
tion. GCP [19] modifies gamma correction as a prepro-
cessing step based on the observation that inverted low-light
images resemble hazy images. RLP [20] exhibits a quasi-
linear relationship between the average pixel intensities in
hazy and corresponding haze-free regions. SLP [30] de-
rives a linear relationship between the saturation compo-
nent and the reciprocal of the brightness component. De-
spite providing effective dehazing performance, the afore-
mentioned priors are limited in other degradation scenar-
ios, such as nighttime haze. To achieve nighttime dehaz-
ing, Zhang et al. [50] propose a new prior named MRP to
estimate the varying ambient illumination, based on the ob-
servation that daytime haze-free image patches often have
high-intensity pixels in each color channel. In addition,
variation priors, such as UVRM [35] and VNDHR [36], are
specifically designed for nighttime haze removal to regu-
larize the model. For underwater conditions, HLRP [58]
introduces a variational Retinex model to enhance degraded
images. These approaches achieve good results for their
respective tasks; however, they fail to generalize to other
degradation scenarios. To simultaneously overcome mul-
tiple challenging degradations, Liu et al. [31, 32] propose
a rank-one prior (ROP) based on an intensity projection
strategy to tackle daytime haze, sandstorms, and underwa-
ter conditions. More recently, ALSP [17] introduces the
ambient light similarity metric and leverages the relation-
ship between transmission and this metric for scene recov-
ery. Nevertheless, their scene recovery performance in real-
world scenarios remains limited, as they primarily consider
single-domain degradations. In contrast, our SFP jointly
exploits spatial and frequency priors for effective scene re-
covery under diverse degradations.

Learning-based Methods. Leveraging the powerful non-
linear modeling capability of deep learning, several network
architectures [5, 8, 11, 12, 39, 42, 45] are designed for a sin-
gle degradation task. For instance, DehazeNet [5] learns to
predict transmission maps directly from hazy inputs. Fur-
thermore, KA-Net [11] and IPC-Dehaze [12] are developed
to improve generalization for real-world dehazing. How-
ever, they are ineffective for nighttime hazy scenes owing
to feature differences between daytime and nighttime hazy
images. To achieve challenging nighttime dehazing, SF-
SNiD [8] is for nighttime dehazing. In addition, EMPF-
Net [45] and MABDT [39] focus on remote sensing de-
graded scenes. Recently, several all-in-one image restora-
tion networks [9, 28, 33, 46, 48] have been proposed to han-



Figure 2. Illustration of our spatial-domain prior. (a) Schematic
diagram of approximating the transmission map t(x) by projecting
1−I(x) onto the spectral direction S(x). (b) Comparison of MSE
deviations between estimated and ground-truth transmissions for
various priors on the Haze4K test set.

dle multiple degradations. Wen et al. [46] propose MPMF-
Net, which leverages multi-axis prompt learning and multi-
dimension feature interaction to restore weather-degraded
images. AdaIR [9] mines both spatial and frequency do-
main information to address different types of degrada-
tions. Despite their impressive performance on simulated
degraded images, learning-based approaches typically ex-
hibit limited generalization to real-world scenes, primarily
due to domain discrepancies. Moreover, data-driven meth-
ods require large-scale datasets for training and consider-
able computational resources.

3. Spatial and Frequency Priors
3.1. Spatial-Domain Prior
The widely used atmospheric scattering model (ASM) [38]
for describing the scene scattering process is expressed as:

I(x) = J (x) ◦ t(x) +A ◦ (1− t(x)), (1)

where ◦ denotes the Hadamard product. I(x) and J (x)
represent the degraded image and the corresponding clear
image, respectively. t(x) stands for the medium transmis-
sion, and A indicates the global atmospheric light. Owing
to the ill-posed nature of model inversion, a novel spatial-
domain prior that accounts for spectral properties is pro-
posed to estimate scene transmission.

The spectral direction represents color variations within
an image and can be approximately modeled as the gradi-
ents of the three channels, which capture the rate of intensity
change across spatial locations. Accordingly, the spectral
direction S(x) is defined as follows:

S(x) =

∑
x′∈Ω(x)

(
∇IR(x′), ∇IG(x′), ∇IB(x′)

)∥∥∇I(x′)
∥∥

|Ω(x)|
, (2)

where R, G, and B denote the color channels, Ω(x) is the
local patch centered at x, and ∥·∥ is the modulus operation.

Figure 3. The projection of the inverted degraded image 1− I(x)
onto the spectral direction S(x) closely resembles the ground-
truth scene transmission. (a) Degraded images. (b) Transmis-
sion maps estimated by our spatial-domain prior. (c) Ground-truth
transmission maps.

Figure 4. Statistical distributions of the absolute differences be-
tween the normalized DC component (DC∈ [0, 1]) of each channel
(e.g. R, G, B) in clear images and the mean DC value across the
three channels of their corresponding degraded images, computed
on 1000 degraded-clean image pairs. The yellow dashed curves
(cumulative distributions) show that over 80% of image pairs have
absolute differences below 0.2 in all three channels.

We observe that projecting the inverted degraded im-
age 1 − I(x) onto S(x) provides a close approximation
of the scene transmission, as illustrated in Figure 2(a). In-
tuitively, 1 − I(x) quantifies a pixel’s deviation from at-
mospheric light, which monotonically decreases as haze in-
creases, thereby capturing degradation-related information
relevant for transmission estimation.

To verify this finding, we compute the mean squared
error (MSE) to quantify the discrepancy between the esti-
mated and ground-truth transmissions on the Haze4K test
set [34], with the statistical results shown in Figure 2(b).
The proposed spatial-domain prior achieves superior per-
formance, yielding estimates with smaller deviations from
the ground truth compared to several famous priors, e.g.
DCP [15], CAP [56], GCP [19], RLP [20], and SLP [30].
Figure 3 shows that our spatial-domain prior yields trans-
mission maps which remain consistent with the ground truth
across regions of varying haze concentrations.



Figure 5. Statistical distributions of the percentages of low radial frequency components (<0.001) in the R, G, and B channels for 1000
clear and 1000 degraded images. The horizontal axis represents the percentage of spectral magnitudes (<0.001) in the total spectral
magnitude, while the vertical axis indicates the number of images. The red dashed lines denote the mean values for each channel. The
bottom row presents examples of clear and degraded images along with their corresponding low radial frequency percentages (<0.001).

3.2. Frequency-Domain Priors

Degradations such as haze and sandstorms mainly affect the
low-frequency components of images. Therefore, we con-
duct extensive statistical analyses to investigate the differ-
ences and correlations between the low-frequency compo-
nents of degraded and clear images, based on which two
frequency-domain priors are proposed to achieve adaptive
frequency enhancement of degraded images.

The first frequency-domain prior is motivated by the
observation that, in the frequency domain, the DC com-
ponent of each channel in a clear image closely approx-
imates the mean DC value across the three channels of
its corresponding degraded image. To validate this prior,
we conducted a statistical analysis on 1000 randomly se-
lected degraded–clear image pairs from the UIEB [23] and
RRSHID [57] datasets. For each pair, we calculate the abso-
lute difference between the DC component of each channel
in the clear image and the mean DC value across the three
channels of the corresponding degraded image. In Figure 4,
the majority of image pairs (over 80%) exhibit absolute dif-
ferences below 0.2, with some differences even approaching
zero, indicating that the mean DC value of the degraded im-
age across its three RGB channels is closely aligned with
the DC component of each channel in the clear image.

The second frequency-domain prior is based on the ob-
servation that, for clear images, the percentage of low radial
frequencies (below 0.001) within the total spectral magni-
tude is approximately 1%, with higher percentages indicat-
ing more severe degradation. To confirm the validity of this
prior, we randomly collect 1000 high-quality clear images
and 1000 degraded images, and perform statistical analyses
of the percentage of low-frequency magnitudes (<0.001)
within the total spectral magnitude in each RGB channel. In
Figure 5, the distributions of clear images are concentrated
around 1%, whereas degraded images exhibit significantly

higher percentages. Furthermore, the examples of clear and
degraded images, annotated with their corresponding low-
frequency percentages (<0.001), illustrate a direct correla-
tion: percentages for clear scenes cluster near 1%, and in-
crease with the severity of degradation.

4. Scene Recovery
4.1. Spatial-Domain Restoration
Based on our proposed spatial-domain prior, we project the
inverted degraded image 1−I(x) onto the spectral direction
S(x) to estimate the scene transmission:

t(x) =

∑
C
⟨SC(x), 1− IC(x)⟩ ◦ SC(x)

3
, C ∈ {R,G,B},

(3)
where ⟨·, ·⟩ denotes the inner product.

To estimate the atmospheric light, we select the lowest
0.1% of the pixels in the transmission map and compute
their average value in the observed image I as A. Once
t and A are obtained, the recovered image in the spatial
domain is derived as:

J (x) = (I(x)−A)/GF(max(t(x), tmin)) +A, (4)

where GF denotes the guided filter [16], and tmin is a lower
bound set to the average of the lowest 5% of t(x). For night-
time dehazing, the improved ASM with non-uniform atmo-
spheric light [21] is employed.

4.2. Frequency-Domain Enhancement
To enhance the frequency components of degraded images,
we design a simple yet effective adaptive mask derived from
our proposed frequency-domain priors. Formally, the en-
hancement is expressed as follows:

EC(x) = F−1(F(IC)(x) ◦MC(x)), (5)



Figure 6. Visual comparisons with several state-of-the-art methods on five scene recovery tasks: daytime/nighttime dehazing, underwater
image enhancement, and sandstorm/remote sensing image restoration.

where E represents the enhanced result, F(·) and F−1(·)
denote the 2D Fourier transform (FFT) and its inverse, re-
spectively. The adaptive mask MC(x) is defined as:

MC(x) = αC − e(−(ρ(x)/βC)
2), (6)

where ρ(x) denotes the normalized radial frequency, and
αC and βC are two parameters that control the magnitude of
frequency enhancement, which are adaptively determined
by our two frequency-domain priors.

Based on the first frequency-domain prior, we derive an
equation associated with the DC components:

F(EC)(0) =

∑
C
F(IC)(0)

3
= µ, C ∈ {R,G,B}, (7)

Combining Eq. (5) and Eq. (7) derives:

F(EC)(0) = µ = F(IC)(0) ◦MC(0), (8)

Given that the DC component corresponds to the zero
radial frequency ρ(0) = 0, Eq. (6) gives:

MC(0) = αC − 1, (9)

By substituting Eq. (9) into Eq. (8), we have:

µ = F(IC)(0) ◦ (αC − 1), (10)

Furthermore, αC is determined by rearranging Eq. (10):

αC = µ/F(IC)(0) + 1, (11)

Using the second frequency-domain prior, we formulate
the following energy function to estimate βC , with the ob-
jective of bringing the percentage of low radial frequencies
(below 0.001) close to 1%:

argmin
βC

{Φ(P(βC))− 0.01} , (12)

where Φ represents a function that calculates the percent-
age of low radial frequencies (below 0.001) and P denotes
the enhanced result associated with the parameter βC . The
above one-dimensional optimization problem can be effi-
ciently solved using the fminbnd method.

4.3. Fusion

In order to effectively integrate the complementary informa-
tion from the spatial-domain restored image, the frequency-
enhanced image, and the input degraded image, a simple
weighted fusion strategy is proposed. Specifically, all three
images are first converted into the Lab color space to sep-
arately mitigate color distortion and enhance brightness.
Subsequently, a weighted fusion is employed in the a and
b channels as follows:

Oa/b
lab = Wa/b

I ◦Ia/b
lab +Wa/b

J ◦J a/b
lab +Wa/b

E ◦Ea/b
lab , (13)

where Wa/b
I , Wa/b

J , and Wa/b
E are the weights of Ia/b

lab ,

J a/b
lab , and Ea/b

lab , respectively. Leveraging the fundamental
property that color-balanced images have near-zero means
in the a and b channels of the Lab color space, we design
the weights to fully utilize color-neutral information:

Wa/b
I/J /E =

e
−
∣∣∣Ma/b

I/J/E

∣∣∣
e
−
∣∣∣Ma/b

I

∣∣∣
+ e

−
∣∣∣Ma/b

J

∣∣∣
+ e

−
∣∣∣Ma/b

E

∣∣∣ , (14)

where M
a/b
I , Ma/b

J , and M
a/b
E are the mean values of the

a/b color channels of I, J and E , respectively.
For the l channel, a discrete wavelet transform (DWT)

is applied, in which the low-frequency component J l
low is

retained and the high-frequency components are fused using
a maximum-value strategy, as below:{

Ol
low = J l

low,

Ol
high = max

{
Il
high,J l

high, E l
high

}
,

(15)

Finally, Olab is transformed back into the RGB color
space to obtain the fused image. To further enhance bright-
ness, we apply gamma correction and high dynamic range
(HDR) compression as post-processing strategies.



Figure 7. Visual comparisons with state-of-the-art methods on detail recovery for daytime dehazing and underwater image enhancement.

Figure 8. Visual comparisons with state-of-the-art methods on detail recovery for nighttime dehazing and sandstorm image restoration.

5. Experiments

5.1. Experimental Setting
Implementation Details. All experiments are conducted
using MATLAB R2021b on a PC equipped with an AMD
Ryzen 7 6800H processor and 16 GB of RAM. Notably, the
proposed algorithm requires no large-scale datasets or ex-
tensive computational resources and operates autonomously
without adjustable parameters, ensuring adaptability.
Compared Methods. To demonstrate the superiority of
our proposed algorithm, we conduct extensive comparisons
with 43 state-of-the-art (SOTA) approaches, including 35
single-task methods and 8 multi-task methods.
Datasets. For evaluation, we adopt five real-world datasets
covering diverse degradation scenarios, including FTD [7]
(500 real-world hazy images), NHRW [51] (150 real-world
nighttime haze images), UIEB [23] (950 real-world under-
water images), DID [4] (140 real-world sandstorm images),
and RRSHID [57] (304 real-world remote sensing hazy im-
ages), for both quantitative and qualitative comparisons.
Evaluation Metrics. Four non-reference assessment met-
rics (NIMA [43], FADE [7], NIQE [37], and UCIQE [49])
are used to assess the visual quality of the recovered results.

Figure 9. Visual comparisons with state-of-the-art methods on de-
tail recovery for remote sensing image restoration.

5.2. Comparisons with State-of-the-Art Methods

Visual Comparisons. Figure 6 shows visual comparisons
with SOTA methods across five real-world degradation sce-
narios. As illustrated, DehazeNet and SFSNiD fail to ef-
fectively recover scenes for real-world daytime/nighttime
hazy conditions. Learning-based multi-task networks, such
as MvKSR, ERA-Net, IDB, MPMF-Net, and AdaIR, ex-
hibit limited generalization capabilities in real-world degra-



Table 1. Quantitative comparisons of 43 state-of-the-art methods on five real-world datasets across different scenarios. The top three
results are highlighted in red, green, and blue, respectively.

Type Method
Daytime Haze

on FTD [7] Method
Nighttime Haze
on NHRW [51] Method

Underwater
on UIEB [23] Method

Sandstorm
on DID [4] Method

Remote Sense
on RRSHID [57]

NIMA↑ FADE↓ NIMA↑ FADE↓ NIMA↑ UCIQE↑ NIQE ↓ FADE↓ NIQE ↓ NIMA↑

Single
Task

DCP [15] 5.2225 0.3897 GMLC [26] 4.6971 0.3115 CBAF [3] 4.5436 24.8030 FBE [13] 4.0109 0.9096 SDCP [25] 7.5229 3.6602
DehazeNet [5] 5.3073 0.7817 MRP [50] 4.7456 0.4414 HLRP [58] 4.3939 31.2309 TTFIO [1] 4.0512 1.0506 IDeRS [47] 7.3669 3.7104

GCP [19] 4.8402 0.6502 FastMRP [50] 4.5458 0.3886 WWPF [53] 4.4912 30.8299 ALA [40] 4.0739 0.8322 HALP [18] 6.8655 3.4625
SLP [30] 5.3433 0.4897 OSFD [51] 4.8570 0.3804 PCFB [52] 4.7158 32.1515 SBTE [22] 3.9031 0.9547 EMPF-Net [45] 14.1166 3.4513

KA-Net [11] 5.1895 0.9164 URVM [35] 4.7484 0.4544 UDHTV [27] 4.6086 32.3646 OATF [4] 3.9072 0.9409 SDTE [29] 9.0225 3.6713
DNMGDT [42] 5.0030 0.7407 SFSNiD [8] 3.9077 0.7641 AFWF [55] 4.2222 26.8035 TOE-Net [14] 3.9341 1.0142 AU-Net [10] 8.3588 3.3897
IPC-Dehaze [12] 5.3342 0.8452 VNDHR [36] 4.7982 0.4910 WFAC [54] 4.7379 30.8520 MCR [2] 4.3374 1.9304 MABDT [39] 7.2939 3.3846

Multiple
Tasks

ROP [31] 5.3707 0.8744 ROP [31] 4.9580 0.6842 ROP [31] 4.6067 31.5444 ROP [31] 3.7897 1.0910 ROP [31] 6.2103 3.7166
ROP+ [32] 5.0983 0.5310 ROP+ [32] 4.5543 0.3838 ROP+ [32] 4.2856 31.1699 ROP+ [32] 3.8428 0.9162 ROP+ [32] 6.4571 3.4927

MvKSR [48] 5.3021 1.4197 MvKSR [48] 5.0099 0.7440 MvKSR [48] 4.5302 23.5174 MvKSR [48] 4.3404 1.1085 MvKSR [48] 6.3273 3.4244
ERA-Net [33] 5.3449 0.7818 ERA-Net [33] 5.0498 0.4333 ERA-Net [33] 4.6184 29.8718 ERA-Net [33] 4.2830 0.7677 ERA-Net [33] 7.3307 3.5211

IDB [28] 4.2704 1.7605 IDB [28] 3.9662 0.7499 IDB [28] 4.0208 24.3363 IDB [28] 6.6331 1.2409 IDB [28] 9.0594 3.1124
MPMF-Net [46] 5.1558 1.5129 MPMF-Net [46] 4.7543 0.8910 MPMF-Net [46] 4.4149 23.4699 MPMF-Net [46] 4.9124 1.0281 MPMF-Net [46] 7.7209 3.6701

ALSP [17] 5.1667 1.0081 ALSP [17] 4.8583 0.5233 ALSP [17] 4.4955 29.9797 ALSP [17] 4.5979 0.8619 ALSP [17] 5.9685 3.4398
AdaIR [9] 5.3554 1.1210 AdaIR [9] 5.0286 0.5152 AdaIR [9] 4.6267 25.1300 AdaIR [9] 4.5253 0.9953 AdaIR [9] 7.8480 3.3862
SFP (Ours) 5.4048 0.3226 SFP (Ours) 5.0551 0.3066 SFP (Ours) 4.7399 33.9766 SFP (Ours) 3.8680 0.7168 SFP (Ours) 6.3129 3.7384

Figure 10. Visual comparison of our algorithm with different con-
figurations in the ablation study.

dation scenes, primarily due to domain shifts between syn-
thetic and real data. Prior-based scene recovery methods,
such as ROP and ALSP, struggle to handle a wide range of
degradations and often produce unnatural results. For in-
stance, ROP yields overly bright result for remote sensing
degraded images, and ALSP may over-enhance underwater
images and be ineffective for sandstorm image restoration.
In contrast, our SFP consistently achieves superior visual
quality across all five degradation scenarios.

Figures 7-9 illustrate visual comparisons of detail recov-
ery with other representative methods. From the zoomed-in
patches, our SFP method recovers finer details and more vi-
brant colors than the competing SOTA methods. Overall,
the proposed SFP method not only removes a wide range of
degradations but also achieves scene recovery with natural
colors and balanced contrast.
Quantitative Comparisons. Table 1 presents quantitative
comparisons across five real-world degradation datasets.
More specifically, the proposed SFP improves NIMA scores
by roughly 0.63%, 0.1%, and 0.59% on FTD, NHRW, and

Table 2. Ablation study of individual modules on FTD dataset [7]

Component SDP FDP Fusion PP NIMA↑ FADE↓
w/o SDP ✘ ✔ ✔ ✔ 5.3522 0.7401
w/o FDP ✔ ✘ ✔ ✔ 5.3855 0.3442

w/o Fusion ✔ ✔ ✘ ✔ 5.3779 0.6937
w/o PP ✔ ✔ ✔ ✘ 5.3486 0.3245

Ours ✔ ✔ ✔ ✔ 5.4048 0.3226

Figure 11. The recovered results obtained using SDP, FDP, and
SFP, respectively.

RRSHID datasets, respectively. Additionally, SFP achieves
gains of approximately 17.3%, 1.58%, and 6.66% in FADE
scores on FTD, NHRW, and DID, respectively. Overall,
the quantitative results highlight the superiority of our SFP
across various real-world degradation scenarios.

5.3. Ablation Study
To verify the contribution of each module in our algorithm,
the ablation study is performed on the FTD dataset [7].
Effectiveness of Spatial-Domain Prior (SDP). The SDP
is designed to estimate the accurate transmission map for
scene recovery by inverting the ASM, effectively removing
degradations caused by scattering effects. In Figure 10, re-
moving the SDP results in noticeable haze, with significant
scattering artifacts remaining in the image. In addition, as
demonstrated in Table 2, the removal of SDP leads to a no-
ticeable decline in performance on FTD dataset, reflected



Figure 12. Plug-and-play integration of our algorithm with existing spatial-domain techniques for performance improvement.

in lower NIMA and FADE scores. Both visual and quanti-
tative comparisons highlight the crucial role of the SDP in
mitigating scattering-induced degradations.
Effectiveness of Frequency-Domain Priors (FDP). The
FDP is proposed to construct an adaptive mask for fre-
quency enhancement, which effectively mitigates the fre-
quency loss caused by degradations. As illustrated in Fig-
ure 10, the recovered result without FDP may lead to un-
natural colors, with significant color shifts evident in the
zoomed-in region. Moreover, the objective metrics reveal
a slight drop in performance after the removal of the FDP,
confirming its role in maintaining color consistency.
Effectiveness of Fusion. In Figure 11, the SDP effectively
removes scattering-induced degradations, preserving fine
image details, while the FDP corrects color distortions by
enhancing the frequency components. Each prior, SDP and
FDP, contributes distinct advantages, which are effectively
combined through our fusion strategy. As shown, the results
obtained with SFP significantly outperform those achieved
using either of the individual priors.

To further validate the effectiveness of our weighted fu-
sion strategy, we compare it with a naive fusion approach,
which simply averages the pixel values of the fused images.
The naive fusion approach (denoted as ‘w/o fusion’ in Fig-
ure 10) fails to leverage the distinct advantages of the in-
dividual priors, resulting in images with reduced detail and
contrast. In contrast, our weighted fusion strategy effec-
tively integrates the strengths of both the SDP and FDP,
yielding sharper details, enhanced contrast, and vivid col-
ors, as indicated by the quantitative metrics in Table 2.
Effectiveness of Postprocessing. The postprocessing (PP)
step includes gamma correction and HDR compression to
further adjust the overall luminance and enhance the con-
trast. Figure 10 and Table 2 show that the postprocessing
further improves the visual quality of the recovered images.
Effectiveness of Plug-and-Play Property. In Figure 12,
the SDP can be seamlessly replaced with any existing
spatial-domain methods, such as DCP, GMLC UDHTV,
MCR, and HALP, significantly improving their perfor-
mance for the respective scene recovery tasks. This plug-
and-play property highlights the flexibility of our approach,
allowing seamless integration with various spatial-domain-

Figure 13. Failure cases of the proposed SFP for rainy and snowy
degradation scenarios.

based task-specific methods to boost performance. More-
over, our SFP outperforms these alternative spatial-domain
methods, further verifying the superiority of our SDP.

5.4. Limitations
While effective for various real-world degradation scenar-
ios, our algorithm struggles with high-frequency degrada-
tions, such rain streaks and snow particles. In Figure 13,
although our algorithm improves the overall clarity of de-
graded images, artifacts caused by rain streaks and snow
particles remain. This limitation arises because our SDP-
based model is not applicable to these types of degradations,
and the frequency-domain priors primarily focus on low-
frequency degradations affected by haze and sandstorms.

6. Conclusion
This paper proposes SFP, a novel real-world scene recovery
framework that integrates spatial and frequency priors. In
the spatial domain, we propose a prior based on the projec-
tion principle of the inverse degraded image along its spec-
tral direction to estimate the scene transmission, thereby
removing scattering effects. In the frequency domain, we
propose two priors by analyzing low-frequency disparities
between clear and degraded images, to construct a mask to
adaptively enhance frequency components. Unlike previous
priors that typically focus on a single domain, SFP jointly
exploits degradation cues from both spatial and frequency
perspectives, enabling more reliable scene recovery. Ex-
periments demonstrate that our SFP outperforms state-of-
the-art methods across diverse degradation scenarios in both
qualitative and quantitative evaluations.
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