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Abstract—Reconstructing degraded images is a critical task
in image processing. Although CNN and Transformer-based
models are prevalent in this field, they exhibit inherent lim-
itations, such as inadequate long-range dependency modeling
and high computational costs. To overcome these issues, we
introduce the Channel-Aware U-Shaped Mamba (CU-Mamba)
model, which incorporates a dual State Space Model (SSM)
framework into the U-Net architecture. CU-Mamba employs a
Spatial SSM module for global context encoding and a Channel
SSM component to preserve channel correlation features, both
in linear computational complexity relative to the feature map
size. Extensive experimental results validate CU-Mamba’s supe-
riority over existing state-of-the-art methods, underscoring the
importance of integrating both spatial and channel contexts in
image restoration.

Index Terms—Image Restoration, Structured State Space
Model, Mamba U-Net, Channel Learning

I. INTRODUCTION

Image restoration is a fundamental task in digital image
processing, aiming to reconstruct high-quality images from
those compromised by various degradations such as noise,
blur, and rain streaks. Recent advancements have highlighted
the effectiveness of Convolutional Neural Networks (CNNs)
[1]–[3], and Transformer-based models [4]–[7], in this domain.
CNNs utilize a hierarchical structure that excels in cap-
turing spatial hierarchies within images. Transformer-model
are originally designed for natural language processing, but
have shown promising result for visual understanding, such
as Vision Transformer [8]. Transformer models employ self-
attention mechanisms, making them particularly effective at
modeling long-range dependencies. Both approaches have
achieved state-of-the-art results in numerous image restoration
tasks [9]–[11].

However, both CNNs and Transformer-based models have
their limitations. CNNs, despite their effectiveness in local
feature extraction, often struggle with capturing long-range
dependencies within images due to their limited receptive
fields. In contrast, while Transformers mitigate this issue
through their global attention modules, they incur quadratic
computational costs relative to the size of the feature map.
Moreover, Transformers may neglect fine-grained local details
that are critical for effective image restoration.

To address these limitations, recent advances have intro-
duced structured state space models (SSMs), particularly the
Mamba model [12], [13], as an effective building block for
image recognition networks [14], [15]. By efficiently com-
pressing the global context through input-dependent selective
SSMs [13], Mamba maintains the benefits of global receptive
fields while operating with linear complexity relative to input
tokens. This approach has demonstrated superior performance
in various language and visual tasks, surpassing both CNN and
Transformer-based models [13]. However, most visual Mamba
models apply SSM blocks independently to each feature
channel, leading to a potential loss of information flow across
channels [16], which is particularly crucial for compressing
and reconstructing image details in image restoration.

To solve the above challenges, we propose the Channel-
Aware U-Shaped Mamba (CU-Mamba) model for image
restoration. On top of the traditional U-Net structure [17] in
image restoration, CU-Mamba attains global receptive fields
with Mamba blocks while preserving channel-specific features.
We utilize a Spatial State Space Model block within our
architecture to effectively capture long-range dependencies
in images with linear computational complexity, ensuring a
comprehensive understanding of global context. Additionally,
we implement a Channel State Space Model component to
enhance feature mixing across channels during feature map
compression and subsequent upsampling within the U-Net.
This dual approach enables the CU-Mamba model to achieve
a delicate balance between capturing extensive spatial details
and preserving complicated channel-wise correlation, thereby
significantly enhancing the quality and accuracy of the restored
images.

Overall, the main contributions of this work are:
• We introduce the Channel-Aware U-Shaped Mamba (CU-

Mamba) model, incorporating a dual State Space Model
(SSM) to enrich U-Net with global context and channel-
specific features for image restoration.

• We validate the effectiveness of both the Spatial and
Channel SSM modules through detailed ablation studies.

• Our experiments demonstrate that the CU-Mamba model
achieves promising performance on various image
restoration datasets, surpassing current SOTA methods
while maintaining a lower computational cost.
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Fig. 1. The Overall pipeline of CU-Mamba. Each CU-Mamba Block consists of a Spatial SSM block (as explained in (1)) followed by a Channel SSM
block (as detailed in (2)). The structure of SelectiveSSM block is explained in Fig. 2

.

II. RELATED WORK

CNN-Based Approaches: CNN-based models [3], [11]
have served as a fundamental architecture for image restoration
over the past few years. These models demonstrated substantial
improvements over traditional techniques [18], which relied
heavily on hand-crafted features and prior knowledge. Among
CNN-based models, the U-shaped encoder-decoder networks
with skip connection [19] have demonstrated strong compe-
tence in various image restoration tasks due to their hierarchi-
cal multi-scale architecture and residual feature representation.

Transformer-Based Approaches: The inherently local re-
ceptive fields in CNNs posed limitations for capturing long-
range dependencies. This challenge leads to the adoption of
Transformer models [8], [20], which utilize a global self-
attention mechanism to encapsulate long-range interactions
across the image. Transformer models are now widely applied
in low-level vision tasks such as super-resolution [7], image
denoising [21], deblurring [22], and deraining [23]. To reduce
the quadratic computation complexity in the attention mech-
anism, self-attention is performed over local windows [24]
or channel-dimensions [25]. Despite the architectural design,
the computational overhead remains high given the intrinsic
mechanism of self-attention modules.

Visual Structured State Space Models: Recent innova-
tions include the integration of State Space Models (SSMs)
[12], [13] into the image recognition pipeline, as demonstrated
by Vision Mamba [15]. SSMs provide a novel method for
capturing long-range dependencies with linear computational
complexity, thus addressing the computational inefficiencies
inherent in Transformers while retaining their global contex-
tual modeling capabilities. U-Mamba [26] and VM-UNet [27]
introduce the Mamba block to the U-net structure, targeting
biomedical image segmentation problems. To facilitate the

channel-wise information flow, MambaMixer [16] introduces
channel-mixing Mamba blocks to image recognition and time
series forecasting. Still, the existing U-shaped Mamba archi-
tecture does not integrate channel SSM modules, which are
vital for compressing and reconstructing features given the
rich context in channel dimensions. In this work, we propose
an efficient and effective dual-directional Mamba U-Net that
accounts for both the global context and channel correlation
during image restoration.

III. METHOD

We aim to develop an effective U-Net that focuses on long-
range spatial and channel correlations in image restoration.
We propose the CU-Mamba model, which applies the Spatial
and Channel SSM blocks to learn global context and channel
features with only linear complexity. In this section, we first
go through the overall pipeline of our U-Net design, and then
we dive into its components by explaining: the selective SSM
framework, our Spatial SSM block, and our Channel SSM
block. We finally analyze the computation cost of our model
to demonstrate its efficiency.

A. Overall Pipeline

Fig. 1 demonstrates the overall framework of CU-Mamba.
Given a degraded image I ∈ RH×W×3, it first goes through a
3×3 convolution to obtain low-level features X0 ∈ RH×W×C .
X0 is then feed through a 4-level symmetrical encoder-
decoder U-Net structure to formulate fine-grained, high-quality
features. At each level l, the encoder consists of Nl CU-
Mamba Blocks and a downsampling layer. Specifically, each
CU-Mamba Block contains one Spatial SSM block followed
by one Channel SSM block, as demonstrated in Fig. 1 (1)
and (2). The downsampling operator hierarchically reduces
spatial size and expanding the number of channels, forming
the feature map Xl ∈ R

H

2l
×W

2l
×2lC .



During feature reconstruction, the low-resolution latent fea-
ture X4 ∈ RH

8 ×W
8 ×8C is passed into the decoder, which

consists of Nl CU-Mamba Blocks symmetrical to the encoder
and an upsampling layer. The upsampling operator doubles the
size of the feature map while reducing the channel length to a
half. To facilitate feature reconstruction, we follow [4], [5] to
use a skip-connection by concatenating the encoder features
with the corresponding decoder features. The final decoded
feature is then passed into the output projection block and
reshaped back to R ∈ RH×W×3. We obtain the final restored
image: I ′ = I + R. We train the CU-Mamba following the
loss function of previous works [5], [17], [28]:

L(I ′, Î) =
√
∥I ′ − Î∥2 + ϵ+ λ∥F(I ′)−F(Î)∥1 (1)

, where Î is the ground-truth image, F is the Fourier transform
to the frequency domain. We set ϵ = 10−3 and λ = 0.1 in the
experiments.

B. Selective SSM Framework

We provide a simple overview of the selective SSM
(Mamba) mechanism [13] employed in our framework.

Structured state space sequence models (SSMs) map a 1D
sequential input x(t) ∈ R → y(t) ∈ R through an implicit
latent state h(t) ∈ RN . A SSM is defined by four parameters
(∆, A,B,C) with the following operations:

ht = Āht−1 + B̄xt (2)
yt = Cht (3)

, where (Ā, B̄) are discrete version of (A,B) from fixed
transformations Ā = fA(∆, A) and B̄ = fB(∆, A,B).
Various discretization rules can be used in a SSM block, and
discretization allows efficient parallelizable training through
global convolution.

Despite the efficiency brought by discretization, parame-
ters (∆, Ā, B̄, C) in SSMs are data-independent and time-
invariant, limiting the expressiveness of the hidden state to
compress seen context. Selective SSM (or Mamba) intro-
duces data-dependent parameters (B,C,∆) that effectively
select relevant information in xt: Bt = LinearB(xt), Ct =
LinearC(xt),∆t = SoftPlus(Linear∆(xt)).

Through hardware-aware optimizations [29], [30], selective
SSM consumes linear computation and memory complexity
w.r.t. sequence lengths, while effectively compressing relevant
context over the global input sequence. The optimized selec-
tive SSM (Mamba) architecture [13] is shown in Fig. 2.

C. Global Learning Block: Spatial SSM

The success of the transformer architectures [4], [22] shows
that integrating the global context through the hierarchical
structure of the U-Net is crucial for high-quality image restora-
tion. However, such global receptive field comes at the cost
of quadratic computational complexity [20]. We thus design
a global learning block that effectively compresses the long-
range context with the selective SSM framework, which only
requires linear computational complexity.

Linear

Conv

Linear

SSM

Linear
SiLu Activation

Element-Wise
Multiplication

Fig. 2. The structure of SelectiveSSM block. On top of the traditional SSM
blocks, the selective SSM adds a SiLU activation similar to the Gated MLP
[31]. This Gated design allows the model to fuse and select information across
tokens. On the other hand, the Linear and Conv layers allows the model to
learn input-dependent parameters.

Given a layer-normalized input tensor X ∈ RH×W×C , we
first apply 1×1 convolutions to gather context across different
channels at the pixel level, and then use 3 × 3 depth-wise
convolutions to capture the spatial context through channels.
We then flatten the feature map into X̂ ∈ RL×C , where L =
H×W , to construct a sequence of feature patches. We encode
the global context of X̂ through:

X̂ ′ = SelectiveSSM(X̂) (4)

, where the SelectiveSSM block is demonstrated and
explained in Fig. 2. We can interpret this operation as linearly
scanning the feature map of tensor X from the upper-left to
the bottom-right corner, where each pixel in the map learns
its hidden representation from all previously seen context.
The final representation X̂ ′ is reshaped to X̂ ′ ∈ RH×W×C ,
and it encodes the long-range dependency within its H ×W
dimensions.

D. Channel Learning Block: Channel SSM

In U-Net architectures, the channel-wise features in the
downsampling and upsampling path is essential for compress-
ing and reconstructing image context and structures. One
problem of the existing Mamba-based U-Net is that while the
global context is captured by scanning image feature map, the
channel information is usually overlooked. [16] To learn the
dependencies of features across channels, we introduce the
selective SSM mechanism to the channel dimension.

Similar to the Sptial SSM block, given a layer-normalized
input tensor X ∈ RH×W×C , we use 1 × 1 convolutions
followed by 3 × 3 depth-wise convolutions to preprocess the
local context. We then transpose X to XT ∈ RC×H×W and
flatten to X̂T ∈ RC×L. This can be viewed as using flattened
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Fig. 3. The visualization of image denosing result in SIDD [32] dataset.

TABLE I
REAL NOISE REMOVAL EXPERIMENTAL RESULTS.

SIDD [32] DND [33]
Model PSNR SSIM PSNR SSIM

BM3D [34] 25.65 0.685 34.51 0.851
RIDNet [35] 38.71 0.914 39.26 0.953
DAGL [36] 38.94 0.953 39.77 0.956

DANet+ [37] 39.47 0.918 39.59 0.955
MPRNet [38] 39.71 0.958 39.80 0.954
Uformer [5] 39.77 0.959 39.96 0.956
HINet [39] 39.99 0.958 - -

Restormer [4] 40.02 0.960 40.03 0.956
NAFNet [40] 40.30 0.962 - -

CU-Mamba 40.22 0.962 40.34 0.960

feature pixels as the channel representation. We then apply the
selective SSM by:

X̂T ′ = SelectiveSSM(X̂T ) (5)

This operation effectively mixes and memorizes the channel-
wise feature by scanning the channel map from top to bottom.
The final feature X̂T ′ is reshaped and transposed back to X̂∗ ∈
RH×W×C . It is then passed to 2 blocks of 3 × 3 depth-wise
convolutions with LeakyReLU activation to smooth the local
representations.

E. Computational Complexity of CU-Mamba

We follow the complexity analysis from [13] and [16]. De-
note the batch size as B, the input sequence length as L (Here,
L = H×W ), the channel dimension as C, and the expansion
factor as E (E = 2 throughout our implementation). With
the efficient parallel scan algorithm [30], the computational
complexity is O(BLE+EC) [13] for the spatial SSM block
and O(BCE + EL) for the channel SSM block. The total
complexity is thus O(BE(L + C)), which is linear in the
sequence length and channel dimensions.

IV. EXPERIMENTS

We first explain the details of our experimental settings.
Then, we demonstrate the strong performance of CU-Mamba
through extensive experiments in image denoising and image
deblurring. We finally conduct ablation studies to validate the
effectiveness of each module in the CU-Mamba model.

A. Experimental Settings

Parameter Settings: Following the previous training setting
[5], we preprocess the training samples by randomly flipping
the image horizontally and rotating the images by 90◦, 180◦,
or 270◦. During training, we use the AdamW optimizer [48]
with the momentum β1 = 0.9 and β2 = 0.999. To stabilize the
training process, we set the initial learning rate to 5e−5 and
gradually decrease to 1e−6 with the cosine annealing strategy
[49]. The channel width C passed to the initial SSM block is
set to 32.

Evaluation Metrics: To evaluate the restoration quality,
we use the PSNR (Peak Signal-to-Noise Ratio) and SSIM
(Structural Similarity Index) [50] metrics following previous
works. PSNR measures the quality of a reconstructed image
by calculating the ratio between the maximum possible signal
power and the power of corrupting noise, while SSIM com-
pares the structural similarity between the reconstructed and
the original image. We calculate these metrics under the RGB
color space.

B. Image Denoising Results

We evaluated the performance of our method for real-world
noise removal using the SIDD [32] and DND [33] datasets. For
evaluation of the DND dataset, we follow the common strategy
of previous works [5]: train our model using the SIDD dataset
and test our model in DND’s online server. Table I presents
a comparative analysis of our proposed method with state-of-
the-art approaches on the SIDD and DND datasets. Notably,
our approach outperforms existing CNN-based methods (RID-
Net [35], MPRNet [38], HINet [39]) and Transformer-based
methods (Uformer [5], Restormer [4]), showcasing its efficacy
in handling real-world noise. Fig. 3 showcases the qualitative
results of our method compared to ground truth images on the
SIDD dataset. We can observe that our method reconstruct the
noisy image with more exact details similar to the ground-truth
image.

C. Image Deblurring Results

We test the motion blur removal performance of CU-Mamba
in four datasets. Following the previous methods [38], we train
our model using the training set of the GoPro dataset [41], and
then we test our model on two synthetic (Test set of GoPro
[41] and HIDE [42]) and two real-world datasets (RealBlur-
R and RealBlur-J [43]). As demonstrated in Table II, our
method outperforms the current state-of-the-art MRLPFNet



TABLE II
IMAGE MOTION DEBLURRING EXPERIMENTAL RESULTS.

GoPro [41] HIDE [42] RealBlur-R [43] RealBlur-J [43]
Model PSNR SSIM PSNR SSIM PSNR SSIM PSNR SSIM

Xu et al. [44] 21.00 0.741 - - 34.46 0.937 27.14 0.830
Nah et al. [41] 29.08 0.914 25.73 0.874 32.51 0.841 27.87 0.827

DeblurGAN-v2 [45] 29.55 0.934 26.61 0.875 35.26 0.944 28.70 0.866
DMPHN [46] 31.20 0.940 29.09 0.924 35.70 0.948 28.42 0.860
SPAIR [47] 32.06 0.953 30.29 0.931 - - 28.81 0.875

MPRNet [38] 32.66 0.959 30.96 0.939 35.99 0.952 28.70 0.873
Restormer [4] 32.92 0.961 31.22 0.942 36.19 0.957 28.96 0.879
Uformer [5] 32.97 0.967 30.83 0.952 36.22 0.957 29.06 0.884

Stripformer [22] 33.08 0.962 31.03 0.940 39.84 0.974 32.48 0.929
FSNet [2] 33.29 0.963 31.05 0.941 35.84 0.952 - -

MRLPFNet [1] 33.50 0.965 31.63 0.946 40.92 0.975 33.19 0.936

CU-Mamba 33.53 0.965 31.47 0.944 41.01 0.976 33.21 0.936

DMPHN 24.67 dB MIMO-UNet++ 23.43 dB Restormer 24.80 dB

Stripformer 26.33 dB FSNet 27.90 dBGround Truth CU-Mamba 28.12 dB

Input 20.00 dB

Fig. 4. The visualization of image motion deblurring result in GoPro [41] dataset.

TABLE III
THE INFERENCE TIME COMPARISON WITH EXISTING MODELS USING

GOPRO TEST DATASET [41]. FLOPS IS CALCULATED WITH INPUT IMAGE
OF SIZE 256× 256.

Time (s) FLOPs (G) PSNR

DBGAN [51] 1.447 759.85 31.10
DMPHN [46] 0.405 - 31.20
MPRNet [38] 1.148 777.01 32.66
Restormer [4] 1.218 140.99 32.92

FSNet [2] 0.362 111.14 33.29

CU-Mamba 0.305 43.10 33.53

[1], achieving a 0.09 dB improvement for real-world image de-
blurring on the RealBlur-R dataset. We also test and compare
the inference time of our model with previous works in table
III. Our model exhibits a 4× faster inference speed comparing
to the transformer-based model Restormer [4], additionally
achieving a 0.87 dB performance gain in PSNR. This proves
the efficiency of linear complexity in our selective SSM blocks
over the quadratic cost of self-attention modules. Moreover,
through qualitative comparisons with other existing methods
in Fig. 4, we highlight the effectiveness of CU-Mamba in
producing more realistic deblurred images that aligns closely
to the ground-truth label.

TABLE IV
ABLATION STUDY OF CU-MAMBA COMPONENTS. PSNR AND SSIM IS

CALCULATED USING GOPRO TEST DATASET [41].

Architecture # Params (M) PSNR SSIM

UNet with Resblocks [17] 16.1 32.45 0.957

✓Spatial SSM 15.6 33.31 0.963
✓Channel SSM 16.3 33.07 0.962

✓✓Spatial + Channel SSM 19.7 33.53 0.965

D. Ablation Studies

We conduct ablation studies for the spatial and channel SSM
modules of CU-Mamba to analyze their impacts. Table IV
shows the number of model parameter, SSIM, and PSNR of
each ablation setting in the GoPro test dataset [41]. The spatial
SSM block, when applied independently, exhibited a more
effective improvement in model performance compared to the
channel SSM block alone. This suggests that the long-range
dependency plays a crucial role in image restoration, and the
channel SSM alone is not able to encode global information.
The channel SSM, on the other hand, facilitates the informa-
tion mixing across the channel direction, thus it also shows
0.62 dB increase in PSNR over the UNet baseline. Still, when
we apply both the spatial and channel blocks, CU-Mamba



demonstrates the best performance of 33.53 dB in PSNR.
This highlights the effectiveness of integrating both types of
selective SSM blocks to fully exploit the model’s capacity of
learning complex, hierarchical image representations.

V. CONCLUSION

In conclusion, we introduce the Channel-Aware U-Shaped
Mamba (CU-Mamba) model, which improves image restora-
tion by combining a U-Net framework with dual-direction
selective State Space Models to better understand and recon-
struct images. Extensive experiments show that CU-Mamba
performs well compared to existing methods, demonstrating
the efficiency and effectiveness of our approach. This work
offers a new perspective on the U-Net architecture in image
restoration, showcasing the importance of both the spatial
and channel context in feature reconstruction and opening a
promising direction for further research and practical applica-
tions.

REFERENCES

[1] J. Dong, J. Pan, Z. Yang, and J. Tang, “Multi-scale residual low-pass
filter network for image deblurring,” in Proceedings of the IEEE/CVF
International Conference on Computer Vision, 2023, pp. 12 345–12 354.

[2] Y. Cui, W. Ren, X. Cao, and A. Knoll, “Image restoration via frequency
selection,” IEEE Transactions on Pattern Analysis and Machine Intelli-
gence, 2023.

[3] Q. Yang, Y. Liu, J. Tang, and T. Ku, “Residual and dense unet for
under-display camera restoration,” in European Conference on Computer
Vision. Springer, 2020, pp. 398–408.

[4] S. W. Zamir, A. Arora, S. Khan, M. Hayat, F. S. Khan, and M.-H. Yang,
“Restormer: Efficient transformer for high-resolution image restoration,”
in Proceedings of the IEEE/CVF conference on computer vision and
pattern recognition, 2022, pp. 5728–5739.

[5] Z. Wang, X. Cun, J. Bao, W. Zhou, J. Liu, and H. Li, “Uformer: A
general u-shaped transformer for image restoration,” in Proceedings of
the IEEE/CVF conference on computer vision and pattern recognition,
2022, pp. 17 683–17 693.

[6] J. Ke, Q. Wang, Y. Wang, P. Milanfar, and F. Yang, “Musiq: Multi-
scale image quality transformer,” in Proceedings of the IEEE/CVF
international conference on computer vision, 2021, pp. 5148–5157.

[7] J. Liang, J. Cao, G. Sun, K. Zhang, L. Van Gool, and R. Timofte,
“Swinir: Image restoration using swin transformer,” in Proceedings of
the IEEE/CVF international conference on computer vision, 2021, pp.
1833–1844.

[8] A. Dosovitskiy, L. Beyer, A. Kolesnikov, D. Weissenborn, X. Zhai,
T. Unterthiner, M. Dehghani, M. Minderer, G. Heigold, S. Gelly et al.,
“An image is worth 16x16 words: Transformers for image recognition
at scale,” 2021.

[9] F. Yu, J. Gu, Z. Li, J. Hu, X. Kong, X. Wang, J. He, Y. Qiao, and
C. Dong, “Scaling up to excellence: Practicing model scaling for photo-
realistic image restoration in the wild,” 2024.

[10] K. Zhang, J. Liang, L. Van Gool, and R. Timofte, “Designing a
practical degradation model for deep blind image super-resolution,” in
Proceedings of the IEEE/CVF International Conference on Computer
Vision, 2021, pp. 4791–4800.

[11] X. Wang, L. Xie, C. Dong, and Y. Shan, “Real-esrgan: Training real-
world blind super-resolution with pure synthetic data,” in Proceedings
of the IEEE/CVF international conference on computer vision, 2021,
pp. 1905–1914.
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