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ABSTRACT
Neural Architecture Search (NAS) for automatically finding
the optimal network architecture has shown some success
with competitive performances in various computer vision
tasks. However, NAS in general requires a tremendous
amount of computations. Thus reducing computational cost
has emerged as an important issue. Most of the attempts so
far has been based on manual approaches, and often the ar-
chitectures developed from such efforts dwell in the balance
of the network optimality and the search cost. Additionally,
recent NAS methods for image restoration generally do not
consider dynamic operations that may transform dimensions
of feature maps because of the dimensionality mismatch in
tensor calculations. This can greatly limit NAS in its search
for optimal network structure. To address these issues, we
re-frame the optimal search problem by focusing at compo-
nent block level. From previous work, it’s been shown that
an effective denoising block can be connected in series to
further improve the network performance. By focusing at
block level, the search space of reinforcement learning be-
comes significantly smaller and evaluation process can be
conducted more rapidly. In addition, we integrate an inno-
vative dimension matching modules for dealing with spatial
and channel-wise mismatch that may occur in the optimal de-
sign search. This allows much flexibility in optimal network
search within the cell block. With these modules, then we
employ reinforcement learning in search of an optimal image
denoising network at a module level. Computational effi-
ciency of our proposed Denoising Prior Neural Architecture
Search (DPNAS) was demonstrated by having it complete an
optimal architecture search for an image restoration task by
just one day with a single GPU.

1. INTRODUCTION

Image restoration, a low-level vision task, is aimed to esti-
mate clean images from degraded images. Image restoration
problem is usually expressed as y = Φx + n, where y is
a degraded image, x is the original image, Φ represents the
degradation process, and n stands for additive noise. It is a
typical ill-posed problem due to the irreversible nature of the
image degradation process. Some of the image restoration
tasks include image denoising [1, 2, 3, 4, 5, 6] and super-
resolution [7, 8, 9, 10, 11, 12].

Fig. 1. The number of parameters and BSD68 denoising per-
formance comparison with our DPNAS models and other de-
noising algorithms. K denotes Kilo (×103).

Traditional image restoration methods generally focus on
modeling natural image priors and solve as

x = argmin
x
||y − Φx||22 + λJ(x), (1)

where J(x) is the regularizer which denotes prior related to
x, and λ is regularization parameter of J(x). The many pri-
ors have been considered such as sparsity [2, 13], non-local
similarity [14, 1], and gaussian mixture model [15]. These
prior-based image restoration algorithms can be solved typi-
cally by optimization techniques.

While there has been an extensive body of works for
solving Eq. (1) considering a variety of degradation pro-
cesses, deep learning based methodologies have become a
dominant form for certain types of degradation processes
over the last decade. These relatively recent algorithms with
a variety of neural architectures have shown some impres-
sive abilities of estimating original images with remarkable
details. There have been some efforts focused on combin-
ing both optimization-based structure and deep networks for
prior [16, 17, 18, 19, 20]. Unlike conventional iterative meth-
ods, these learning-based optimization methods consisting of
a fixed number of modules are faster and outperform deep
learning only based algorithms with fewer trainable parame-
ters. As shown in Eq. (1), the role of regularizing the process
involved in these neural architectures becomes crucial in
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acquiring clean images.
However, designing effective network architectures suit-

able for a given task is not trivial, and often requires extensive
effort in identifying a desirable form that can be optimized in
meeting task objectives [21, 22, 23, 24]. Motivated by this, a
growing interest is to automate the model designing process
via Neural Architecture Search (NAS) [25]. NAS approaches
identify optimum neural structures as a whole network [25,
26, 27] or a cell network structure [28, 29, 30, 31, 32].

However, these NAS methods suffer from three limi-
tations. First, some of the most efficient NASs focused
on designing optimal component cell structures while the
outer architecture was relied on manual design or implement-
ing existing deep network architectures, i.e. Resnet [33],
RDN [34]. Thus the optimization is directed on the cell
structure, not on the remaining architecture. Second, the
search cost for finding an optimal model architecture is ex-
pensive. While the search objective is to find the optimal cell
structure, the process requires training the entire model to
evaluate cell structure on the validation set. Although various
efficient NAS methods have reduced search space, training
and evaluating a candidate cell is still time consuming and
generally requires enormous computing resources i.e. Block-
QNN [30] spends 3 days to search a block architecture with
32 GPUs. Lastly, Convolutional Neural Networks (CNN) op-
erations integrated for improving task performance involves
downsampling or upsampling, resulting changes in feature
dimensions. To avoid dimensional mismatch, Block-QNN
avoided operations involving changes in feature map dimen-
sions, and CGP-CNN [35] pad the outside of input feature
maps with zero values before the operation. It doesn’t gen-
erate various network architecture as well as not suitable for
image denoising task.

We address these issues in the following way. First, we
propose a novel NAS based on reliable optimization structure
for image denoising named Denoising Prior Neural Architec-
ture Search (DPNAS). Secondly, it’s been shown by previous
work that a well-formed denoising block can improve the per-
formance of the overall model [36, 37, 18]. By focusing at
cell structure level only, we make it possible not to train the
entire model for cell structure evaluation as well as the search
space for an optimal denoising architecture becomes signifi-
cantly smaller. Lastly, To address the issue of dimensionality
mismatch from our search space, we developed a novel set of
algorithms within DPNAS by employing Dimension Match-
ing Module (DMM) ensure dimensionality matching in CNN
operations within the cell structure. Moreover, we propose
the search space for image denoising to generate effective de-
noising network architecture. This allows a significant flexi-
bility in cell structure search space without the danger of in-
tegrating CNN operations that may result mismatching tensor
dimensions. We summarize the contributions of this work as
follows:

• We developed a novel NAS for image denoising based

on search for a component cell structure which is effi-
cacious in optimizing the overall architecture.

• We developed a search space containing various oper-
ations that are dimensionally changeable for noise re-
moval.

• We developed a dimension matching module which al-
lows flexible combination of CNN operations within
the cell structure by a novel set of algorithms enforc-
ing feature dimension matching.

• The proposed algorithm has shown a remarkable ef-
ficiency in that it takes only 1 day for searching one
block architecture with one GPU while delivering state-
of-the-art performance in image denoising task.

2. RELATED WORK

The image restoration and reconstruction researches, which
have same purpose solving Eq. (1) with combining deep
network and optimization approaches, have been proposed.
[38, 20] combined Iterative Shrinkage and Thresholding Al-
gorithm (ISTA) [17] and CNN, and achieve efficient image
estimation performance using sparse prior knowledge. [16]
and [18] used Alternating Direction Method of Mulpliers
(ADMM), which is a popular optimization method, and have
outperformed deep learning-based state-of-the-art methods.
In particular, [18] develops an efficient image restoration
method using denoising prior with CNN through several
steps. By introducing an auxiliary variable v, Eq. (1) can be
rewritten as

x, v = argmin
x,v

||y − Φx||22 + λJ(v), s.t.x = v. (2)

The constrained optimization problem Eq. (2) can be con-
verted into alternatively solving sub-problem by adopting
ADMM, as

x(k+1) = argmin
x
||y − Φx||22 + η||x− v(k)||22,

v(k+1) = argmin
v

η||x(k+1) − v||22 + λJ(v),
(3)

where k is iteration number. Although x-subproblem can be
solved in closed-form, it is generally impossible to compute
inverse matrix in image restoration task. The authors of [18]
acquire proximity solution of Eq. (3) by taking single step of
gradient descent, as

x(k+1) = x(k) − δ(ΦT(Φx(k) − y) + η(x(k) − v(k))),
= Φ̂x(k) + δΦTy + δηv(k),

(4)

where Φ̂ = ((1− δη)I − δΦTΦ) and δ is the step size. The
v-subproblem is a proximity operator of J(v) computed at
point x(k+1), and is considered immediate denoised result as

v(k+1) = f(x(k+1)), (5)



Name Index Type Kernel Size Pred1 Pred2

Convolution l 1 1, 3 p 0
Downsampling l 2 2 p 0

Upsampling l 3 2 p 0
Identity l 4 0 p 0

Elemental Add l 5 0 p p
Concat l 6 0 p p

Terminal1 l 7 0 0 0
Terminal2 l 8 0 0 0

Table 1. Network Structure Code space for image denoising.
The space composed of 8 types that are frequently used for
image restoration. l is the layer index 1 to max layer index. p
is the predecessor layer indexes 1 to current layer index -1.

where f(·) is denoiser. In [18], deep convolution neural net-
work, which is similar to the U-net [39], is used as denoiser
f(·), and δ and η are set to trainable parameters. After x is ini-
tialized as x(0) = ΦTy, the restored image can be estimated
by iteratively updating two steps Eq. (5) and Eq. (4). The
better the denoiser is used, the better the performance of the
entire model. Hence, if we find the structure of the optimal
denoising architecture, we can maximize the performance and
efficiency of the model.

2.1. Deep networks for image restoration

Deep learning has enjoyed immense success as a key tool for
improving performance in a computer vision task. Especially
in the image restoration field, various deep network structures
for denoising and super-resolution have been recently pro-
posed to improve performance and efficiency. DnCNN [3],
IrCNN [40], SRFBN [41] and GMFN [42] estimated resid-
ual image by adding observation image. NLRN [14] and
RNAN [24] employed non-local operation [14, 43] to take
wide positions into consideration at time. EDSR [9] improves
the performance of super-resolution by expanding the chan-
nel of the feature than the existing super-resolution model.
The RED [44] and SGN [21] employ low spatial resolution
features to extract large scale information and to eliminate
redundant elements by using downsamplings such as convo-
lution and pixel-unshuffle.

2.2. Network architecture search (NAS)

The purpose of NAS is to discover deep neural architecture
with high-performance according to the desired application
and given datasets, automatically. The representative NAS
algorithms, such as evolutionary algorithm, reinforcement
learning technique, and DARTS [29]-based method, recently
have been proposed and achieved competitive performance
compared to state-of-the-art methods. Evolutionary algorithm
optimizes neural architectures and parameters by iteratively
mutating a population of candidate architectures [45]. Re-
inforcement learning-based NAS algorithms design the net-
work as sequences from a predefined search space [25]. And,

Fig. 2. The two examples of the block architecture according
to NSC, respectively.

HiNAS [32], which is a DARTS-based image restoration
method, searches the cell structure on predefined super-cell
using gradient descent, which was considered by experienced
experts. However, these NAS methods generally require a
large number of computations to find the whole network
architecture. In contrast, efficient NASs used structures in-
volving human experience in exchange to reduce the search
space, which can lead to an inability to cope with various data
sets and applications.

3. DENOISING PRIOR-BASED NEURAL
ARCHITECTURE SEARCH

3.1. Network search space for image denoising

Following Block-QNN, we employed Network Structure
Code (NSC) as only layer representation. Our search space is
designed for image denoising, unlike conventional methods
as shown in Table 1. The denoising block is depicted by a
set of NSC vectors. The representations of our NSC vectors
are similar to conventional one, Index, Type and Kernel
Size denote the layer index, operation type and kernel size,
respectively. Pred1 and Pred2 are the index of predecessor.
The types of the operation that require one input use only
Pred1, and the types of the operation that require two inputs
use both Pred1 and Pred2. We used PReLU [46] as the acti-
vation function following Convolution operation with output
channel 64 and stride 1. It led to reducing search space than
that with two components separate search.

As downsampling and upsampling layers deliver sig-
nificant improvement on the image denoising performance,
state-of-the-art methods generally employ them. However,



these operations are not used in most NAS approaches as
NAS has had difficulties in using operations which causes the
shape of the input and output to differ. Different from them
we employed downsampling layer and upsampling layers to
generate flexible network architecture for image denoising.
Downsampling operation contains pixel-unshuffle and 1× 1
convolution, which reduces the spatial size in half and com-
presses the size of the channel to quarter to maintain the size
of the channel. Upsampling operation consists of 1× 1 con-
volution and pixel-shuffle, which expands the spatial size by
2 times maintaining channel size. Identity outputs the fea-
ture of Pred1 without any operation, but is needed to design
efficient network architecture.

In aspect to network architecture design, generally, element-
wise addition and channel-wise concatenation are considered
as operation satisfied associative property, (i.e., add(Pred1,
Pred2) == add(Pred2, Pred1)). In our case, however, dimen-
sion of output of each layer can be different due to various
operation. Unlike conventional NSC, we assigned meaning
to each Pred1 and Pred2 in operations that require two in-
puts. Elemental Add add the features of Pred1 to the one
of Pred2, which is reshaped by Dimension Matching Mod-
ule (DMM), it will be described in Dimension matching
module section. Concat operations conduct channel wise
concatenation for tensor of Pred1 and the feature with spatial
size of Pred1 by adjusting tensor of Pred2. In our search
space, Elemental Add and Concat do not satisfy associative
property.

Besides, the global skip connection, which is the structure
of adding input images to the output of the network, has been
applied a lot to the latest deep learning-based image restora-
tion methods. The deep network can estimate residual image
by using a global skip connection which contributes to im-
proved performance. Inspired by this, we proposed two termi-
nal codes Terminal1 and Terminal2. In current layer index
l, Terminal1 takes the output feature of layer l − 1 as input,
and conducts Convolution operation with output channel 3,
which is image channel. If the spatial dimension of the output
of the layer l − 1 is not the same as that of the desired output,
the spatial dimension of the feature is matched to be the same
with desired size by using DMM. Terminal2 also takes the
previous layer as input, and add input image to the output
of Terminal1 operation. Figure 2 illustrated an example that
our proposed NSC generates more various architecture than
existing NAS approaches.

3.2. Dimension matching module

Because we propose various operations that modifies feature
shape, such as Downsampling, Upsampling and Concat, the
features of each layer may have different shapes. Elemental
Add, Concat, Terminal1 and Terminal2 suffer from dimen-
sion mismatch. Elemental Add requires that two input ten-
sors should have same shape and Concat can be operated in

case that two input tensors should have same spatial size. In
addition, the output of Terminal1 and Terminal2 must be the
image for any input feature. Dimension mismatch problem is
one of the crucial factor in neural architecture design. If the
shape of the feature is adjusted without considering charac-
teristic of the feature, the lack of feature diversity can be the
bottleneck for further performance improvement. Although
there are several dimension matching techniques, CGP-CNN
and [47], these methods are not adequate to represent detail
image component and produce limitation performance in im-
age denoising task.

Then, we propose the dimension matching module that
adaptively resizes required feature F ∈ Rh×w×c into the de-
sired output F ′ ∈ Rh′×w′×c′ . Our DMM consists of two op-
eration for light calculation such as Cs(·) and Ps(·). Cs(·) is
trainable 1×1 convolution layer, which expand channel size
of input tensor by s times. Ps(·) is pixel-shuffle, which re-
arranges elements in a tensor of shape (C × s2, H ×W ) to
a tensor of shape (C,H × s,W × s). In our search space,
DMM is used in three cases for Pred2 and inputs of Termi-
nal1 and Terminal2, i.e., (a) spatial size mismatch, (b) chan-
nel size mismatch and (c) spatial and channel size mismatch.
(a) can appear in Elemental Add, Concat, Terminal1 and
Terminal2. The spatial matching module SM(·) resizes in-
put tensor F into F̂ to solve (a) problem as:

F̂ = SM(F )

 Ph′/h(C(h′/h)2(F )), h′/h > 1
C(h′/h)2(Ph′/h(F )), h′/h < 1

F. h′/h = 1
(6)

In Concat, Terminal1 and Terminal2, we do not need
to consider (b) and (c) problem. However, Elemental Add
requires that Pred1 and Pred2 have the same dimension. To
resize channel of tensor, we designed the channel matching
module CM(·), which simply resizes input tensor as:

F̂ = CM(F )

{
F, c′/c = 1

Cc′/c(F ). elsewhere (7)

When both dimensions of spatial and channel need to be
adjusted, DMM applies spatial matching module and channel
matching module to predecessor:

F̂ = CM(SM(F )). (8)

Our DMM, which is carefully designed, allows denoiser
to have a flexible structure that can combine information of
various features by training with denoiser and it only requires
minimal computation and parameters.

3.3. Designing deep network denoiser with reinforcement
learning

We employed a denoising prior-based image restoration algo-
rithm as a reliable outer architecture in the image restoration,



Algorithm 1 Search process
Input: Train datasets, Validation datasets and Agent

Let t = 0.
while not converged do

NSC = Agent(t)
Generate denoising block f(·) by NSC
Train f(ΦT(·)) using Eq. (12) with early stop strategy
Evaluate f(ΦT(·)) using validation datasets
Calculate reward using Eq. (10) and (11)
Update Q-value and replay memory of Agent
t = t + 1

end while

which is designed by stacking K identical denoising blocks
f(·). It can be represented by combining (3) and (4) as:

x(k+1) = Φ̂x(k) + δΦTy + δηf(x(k+1)). (9)

As proven in references, ”well-formed” denoising block
can improve the performance of the overall model. There-
fore, we only need to search and evaluate one denoising block
f(·) to find the structure instead of training and evaluating
the entire model. The block-wise design with a reliable outer
structure achieves high performance and also has good gener-
alization ability to various datasets and applications. As our
proposed DPNAS searches and evaluates one block, it leads
to extremely reduced time and required the number of GPUs.

Although employing a denoising prior image restoration
algorithm allows the search time to be extremely compressed,
we still have to find the optimal one out of a huge number
of network structures. To find the denoising block architec-
ture efficiently, we employ Q-learning that is a popular re-
inforcement algorithm that aims at selecting an action that
maximizes the cumulative reward.

The performance of reinforcement learning is highly de-
pendent on how rewards are designed. If only the PSNR value
that is evaluation result of validation sets is simply set as a re-
ward, NAS model may generate an overfitting architecture for
validation sets. We define the reward function as

reward = rL = PSNREarlyStop − µlog(Param.), (10)

where Param. denotes the number of trainable parameters for
the searched architecture. µ is a hyperparameter that controls
how lightly to construct the model. It is important to appro-
priately set the value of µ in order to have block with neither
too few nor too many parameters. Besides, proper µ value
allows block architecture to be generalized model. We em-
ployed the Early Stop strategy to efficient search. We stop the
train when the performance of searched model don’t increase
in a predefined interval. The PSNREarlyStop is the result that
is the highest PSNR value during all evaluation. Unlike com-
mon NAS methods, all of the layer without successor in the

searched block are not activated in training and evaluation. In
this paper, the intermediate reward rl is defined according to
the activation of the layer l as :

rl =

{
rL, when layer l is activated
0. elsewhere (11)

The strategy that layers without successor are eliminated
by block encourages agent to make efficient network archi-
tecture.

The details of our learning procedure are illustrated in
Algorithm 1. First, the agent generates a set of NSCs with
epsilon-greedy strategy and architecture for one denoising
block corresponding to NSCs. Secondly, we connects ΦT to
denoising block f(·), and train the module f(ΦT(·)) by using
the loss function as

Losssearch = ||x− f(ΦT(y))||22. (12)

Lastly, the reward is calculated using the PSNR value
for validation sets and the number of parameter of denoising
block according to Eq. 10 and Eq. 11, and these are stored in
replay memory. The agent extracts 64 block structures and
their rewards from the memory, the Q-value is updated within
a predefined interval. After enough training the Q-value of the
agent, we select one of the architectures that are picked by the
agent and insert the denoising block to denoising prior-based
structure in f(·). The entire model consists of K modules
with denoisers, which do not share the weights, and is trained
by minimizing loss function as

LossDP = ||x− x(K)||22, (13)

where x(K) is final output of Eq. 9.

4. EXPERIMENTS

In this section, we implemented two experiments, such as
synthetic noise removal and real noise removal, to prove the
effectiveness of the proposed method. Moreover, we present
ablation study to verify utility of our search space and DMM.
In the last section, we analyze the denoising block generated
by proposed method.

In image denoising task, degradation operation Φ and ΦT

are considered as Φ = ΦT = I , where I is identity matrix.
The hyperparameter µ that controls the reward function is 0.5.
We set the max layer index to 15. The number of the sampled
blocks is approximately 3,000. For learning the parameters
of an optimal architecture, we set δ and η in denoising prior-
based model to 0.1 and 0.9, respectively. The entire network
training is performed for 300 epochs and ADAM optimization
is used. The learning rate is initialized at 10−3 and decreases
by half every 50 epochs. To train the model, we randomly
extract 64×64 image patches from training images, and use a
batch size of 64. We use images with center crop as valida-
tion images from validation set. The searching and training



Fig. 3. A synthetic noise removal example for comparison DPNAS against competitive algorithms. The value is PSNR.

Dataset Noise Level CBM3D DnCNN FFDNet MemNet DPDNN E-CAE HiNAS DPNAS
σ = 30 29.73 30.40 30.31 28.39 30.37 30.25 30.09 30.49

CBSD 68 σ = 50 27.37 27.97 27.96 26.33 27.96 27.80 27.78 28.14
σ = 70 26.00 26.56 26.53 25.08 26.70 26.33 26.45 26.81
σ = 30 30.89 31.39 31.39 29.67 31.59 31.37 31.12 31.55

Kodak 24 σ = 50 28.63 29.16 29.1 27.65 29.25 28.95 28.94 29.25
σ = 70 27.27 27.64 27.68 26.40 28.07 27.47 27.36 27.89

Table 2. Quantitative results (PSNR) about color image denoising.

process takes approximately 1 day using a RTX 3090 GPU.
The experiments for other datasets and details not included in
this paper can be found in the supplementary material.

4.1. Synthetic noise removal

DPNAS is searched and evaluated for AWGN noises of dif-
ferent levels (e.g., 30, 50, and 70). Training dataset is 800
DIV2K training images, and validation dataset is 100 DIV2K
validation images. We compare our DPNAS with state-of-
the-art color denoising methods CBM3D [1], DnCNN, FFD-
Net [4], MemNet [5], DPDNN [18], E-CAE [48] and HiNAS.
DPDNN is the baseline of our DPNAS, and E-CAE and Hi-
NAS is denoising model generated by state-of-the-art NAS.
For fair comparisons, we re-implement the methods using the
code provided by the authors under the identical implemen-
tation settings indicated at the beginning of this main section.
Because the public code of HiNAS is not provided, we repro-
duce HiNAS based on paper with our best.

Table 2 presents PSNR results for the denoising of BSD
68 [49] and Kodak 24 datasets with the best performance
marked in bold and the second best performance is italicized.
The models that are generated from DPNAS produce supe-
rior performance compared with state-of-the-art methods and
outperform E-CAE and HiNAS with a large margin for all
noise levels. The E-CAE spends four days with four GPUs to
search the network architecture, but our DPNAS found the de-
noising block architecture in one day with one GPU. Figure 1
lists the number of network parameters including models gen-
erated by DPNAS under noise levels 30, 50, and 70, respec-
tively. The proposed DPNAS models usually require fewer
parameters than existing models. Figure 3 presents qualita-
tive results of DPNAS in synthetic noise removal with noise
level 50. The zoomed results demonstrate a superior visual

Methods Blind/Non-blind PSNR SSIM
FFDNet Non-Blind 34.40 0.8474
CBM3D Non-Blind 34.51 0.8507
KSVD Non-Blind 36.49 0.8978
FFDNet+ Non-Blind 37.61 0.9415
DnCNN+ Non-Blind 37.90 0.9430
CBDNet Blind 38.06 0.9421
DPNAS Blind 38.96 0.9476

Table 3. The Mean PSNR and SSIM denoising results on the
DnD sRGB images

quality and restoration performance.

4.2. Real noise removal

We employ a real noise dataset, in which the noise is spatially
variant and correlates with the image, to demonstrate the prac-
ticality of the proposed DPNAS. We train and test generated
architecture using the reliable DnD real noise dataset [50]. To
find the denoising block, we randomly choose 5% of DnD
training images as the validation set. The rest of the dataset
is used as the training dataset for searched blocks. In Table 3,
’non-blind’ represents the results of training and testing the
models using dataset with the noise level, while ’blind’ de-
notes the result without the noise level. Table 3 shows the
quantitative results for sRGB data in the DnD dataset using
existing methods and models generated by DPNAS. Our DP-
NAS presents better performance than the other compared
method with large margin. From the perspective of visual
quality, we show the results of various methods in Figure 4.
Most of the compared denoising methods either cannot re-
move noise or produce some artifacts. On the other hand, the



Fig. 4. A real noisy example from DnD dataset for comparison DPNAS against competitive algorithms. The value is PSNR.

Case Case1 Case2 Case3 DPNAS

PSNR 26.84 27.99 28.16 28.51
Search time (h) 8 34 22 18

Table 4. Comparison of the performance and search time ac-
cording to modification of search space and dimension match-
ing module.

magnified red boxes restored by other denoising algorithms
are over-smoothed. In contrast, our DPNAS obtains results
that maintained the shape of the structure of image.

4.3. Ablation study

In the ablation study, we perform two comparison experi-
ments. First, we analyze the performance and search time
depending on whether our search space and DMM are used.
Secondly, we demonstrated the generalization performance of
the searched block with the constrained reward with the num-
ber of parameters. In this experiment, we set AWGN removal
with a noise level of σ=50. Training details are the same as
one of section Synthetic noise removal.

4.3.1. The comparison of the performance and search time
according to search space and DMM

Table 4 presents the performance and search time in each
case. Case1 is DPNAS with search space of Block-QNN in-
stead of our proposed search space. Case2 and Case3 are DP-
NAS without proposed DMM and DPNAS with dimension
matching strategy of CGP-CNN, respectively. In Case1, fi-
nally generated architecture doesn’t select max-pooling and
avg-pooling, and only contains 3 × 3 convolution layers. It
implies that the search space for image denoising is needed
in image denoising task. Since Case2 causes dimension mis-
match of network, network search processing has long search
time. Case3 has low performance and longer search time than
DPNAS, because conventional dimension matching strategy
do not adequate in image denoising task, which reconstructs
detail components. The proposed DMM, which is carefully
designed, can effectively solve the dimension mismatch prob-
lem from NAS.

Datasets DIV2K 100 CBSD68 Kodak24

DnCNN 28.25 27.97 29.16
DPNAS w/o 28.65 27.99 28.96

DPNAS 28.51 28.14 29.25

Table 5. Comparison of the performance between searched
models with redefined reward (DPNAS) and only PSNR re-
ward (DPNAS w/o)

4.3.2. Effectiveness of constrained parameter architecture as
reward

We notice that the search process without constrained reward
for the number of parameters can lead to generating overfitted
network architecture, which only achieves great performance
in similar images to validation domain. Table 5 summarizes
the denoising results for each datasets. DPNAS is the op-
timal block architecture that is searched with our redefined
reward, which reduces the number of parameters. DPNAS
w/o is searched block by using reward with only PSNR. Since
Q-value of the agent is updated using DIV2K 100 as the val-
idation set for evaluation of searched architecture, DPNAS
and DPNAS w/o outperform the DnCNN. However, DPNAS
w/o shows poor generalization performance on other test sets.
In contrast, DPNAS outperforms compared denoising method
on test sets as well as DIV2K 100. This experiment demon-
strates that our redefined reward encourages the agent to find
generalized denoising block architecture.

4.4. Denoising block architecture analysis

In this section, we analyze the architecture generated by DP-
NAS for synthetic noise removal model with noise levels 30
as shown in Figure 5. We can see that denoising block has the
two-path architecture. The under path is bottleneck structure,
and the other is residual and skip-connection structure. The
denoising blocks tend to have the deeper bottleneck structure
when noise intensity is stronger, because bottleneck structure
generally is effective in eliminating redundant elements. The
detail comparison of generated networks is illustrated in our
supplementary materials.



Fig. 5. The denoising block architecture on noise level 30.

4.5. The figures according to main manuscript

Figure 6 shows the overall architecture of Eq.(9) in main
manuscript. Figure 7 shows the proposed dimension match-
ing module architectures of Eq.(6), (7) and (8) in main
manuscript.

4.6. Epsilon greedy strategy

The epsilon greedy strategy selects the best layer for a pro-
portion 1− ε of the trials, and the layer is selected at ran-
dom with uniform probability for a proportion ε. We train the
agent with 100 iterations while sampling 3000 blocks. The ε
is initialized at 1 and decreases smoothly to 0.1 as shown in
Table 6. It allows the agent to transform from exploration to
exploitation.

ε 1.0 0.9 0.8 0.7 0.6
Iters 50 5 5 5 5

- 0.5 0.4 0.3 0.2 0.1
- 5 5 5 5 10

Table 6. The epsilon schedule. Iters denotes the number of
iteration that the agent is trained with ε.

4.7. Q-learning performance and selected network archi-
tecture

In this section, we show performances for the validation set
according to iteration as shown in Figure 8. Training details
are the same as Section 4.1 Ablation study in the main paper.
When the epsilon ε decreases, the agent can take greedy ac-
tion and generates better denoising architecture than random
searching. We chose network architecture for denoiser with
the best PSNR during the last 20 epochs in all experiments.

4.8. PSNR comparison with various number of K

Figure 9 illustrates the average PSNR curves for the denois-
ing results on the 100 validation images (DIV2K validation
sets) based on the number of denoising block K. The model
seems to converge at K = 4 gradually. Taking into account
the balance between model complexity and denoising perfor-
mance, we set the number of denoising block iteration K to 4
in the remaining experiments.

4.9. The visual quality comparison of noise removal

Finally, we present extra qualitative results of DPNAS in syn-
thetic noise removal with noise level 50 and real noise on test
dataset. Figure 10, 11 illustrate synthetic and real noise re-
moval results, respectively. The zoomed results demonstrate
a superior visual quality and restoration performance.

4.10. Denoising block architectures analysis

In this section, we analyze the architectures generated by DP-
NAS and show three architecture denoising blocks for syn-
thetic noise removal model with noise levels 30, 50, and 70,
respectively as shown in Figure 12. We can see that the three
common network structures appear in three denoising blocks.
First, it is observed that the first layers of (a), (b) and (c) are
defined as Convolution with kernel size 3, which denotes
that the non-linear feature space affects the denoising per-
formance in practice. Second, the generated models contain
bottle-neck architecture by employing Downsampling layer,
because bottle-neck structure generally is effective in elim-
inating redundant elements. Lastly, three denoising blocks
select Terminal1 as the last layer that consists of 3× 3 con-
volution layer, our deep networks that has small number of
parameters better estimate image than residual image. The
denoising blocks tend to have the deeper the bottleneck struc-
ture when noise intensity is stronger.

4.11. Topology of the real noise removal block structure

We already acquired impressive analysis results for several
denoising block architectures on synthetic noise removal and
super-resolution. Therefore, we need to analyze denoising
block architecture for real noise removal, because the char-
acteristic of real noise is different from the characteristic of
synthetic noise. Figure 13 illustrates denoising block archi-
tecture generated by DPNAS. Similar to other denoising net-
works, the denoising block for real noise has a strong bottle-
neck structure. To compensate for detailed information loss
caused by bottleneck structure, DPNAS employs channel ex-
pansion operation. Our DPNAS generated memory-efficient
model architecture with 437K trainable parameters, which
has around 12 times fewer parameters than CBDNet, which
has 5,332K parameters.



Fig. 6. Framework of denoising prior-based architecture with a fixed number of modules K.

Fig. 7. The visual expression of the proposed dimension matching module.

Fig. 8. Q-learning performance. PSNR result according to
the number of training iteration.

4.12. Single image super-resolution

To train the search model for single image super-resolution,
we extract 40×40 image patches as low-resolution inputs
from DIV2K train dataset and evaluate searched model using
the DIV2K validation dataset. The degradation process Φ and

Fig. 9. PSNR comparison according to the number of denois-
ing block K

ΦT are set to bicubic decimation and interpolation, respec-
tively. Since CUDA memory issue, we used convolution with
32 output channels. We compare our DPNAS with popular
super-resolution methods TNRD, SRCNN [7], VDSR [8],
DnCNN, and FALSR-B [51]. For fair comparisons, the re-
sults of the others are directly borrowed by corresponding
papers in Table 7. DPNAS achieves competitive results than
representative super-resolution algorithms and models gener-
ated by other NAS [51] in test data sets, Set5 and Set14.

In block structure for super-resolution as shown in Fig-



Fig. 10. Additional results of qualitative comparison.

ure 14, there are several channel expansion structures, which
lead to better representation power of the restored image.
Then, Terminal2 operation consist of 3× 3 convolution
layer and element-wise add with input and is used in last
layer unlike architectures for image denoising. It implies
that the deep networks can better estimate the residual image
corresponding observation y in super-resolution task.

4.13. Single image deraining

We applied DPNAS on a challenging deraining dataset
(Rain800). We compare our DPNAS with popular derain-
ing algorithms LP [52], DetailsNet [53], JORDER [54],
JORDER-R, RESCAN [55] and HiNAS [32]. Table 8 shows
the results of deraining.

5. CONCLUSION

In this paper, we proposed a novel architecture search method
for designing image denoising algorithms by identifying the
component cell structure efficacious in rendering the overall
network effective in its task. A set of algorithms were inte-
grated for ensuring that the tensor dimensions are matched
when designing CNN operations within the cell structure.
These algorithms allowed to freely integrate a variety of com-
binations of CNN operations within the cell block for finding
optimal designs. By implementing cell based search and
the dimensionality matching algorithms, the search becomes
highly efficient that it completed an architecture search for an
image denoising task by just one day with a single GPU. The
architecture designed by the proposed DPNAS outperformed



Fig. 11. Additional results of qualitative comparison.

Fig. 12. Additional results of qualitative comparison.

state-of-the-art methods in synthetic noise removal and real
noise removal.
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