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Abstract

Autonomous vehicles are exposed to various weather during operation, which is likely to trigger the performance
limitations of the perception system, leading to the safety of the intended functionality (SOTIF) problems. To efficiently
generate data for testing the performance of visual perception algorithms under various weather conditions, a hierarchical-
level rain image generative model, rain conditional CycleGAN (RCCycleGAN), is constructed. RCCycleGAN is based
on the generative adversarial network (GAN) and can generate images of light, medium, and heavy rain. Different rain
intensities are introduced as labels in conditional GAN (CGAN). Meanwhile, the model structure is optimized and the
training strategy is adjusted to alleviate the problem of mode collapse. In addition, natural rain images of different
intensities are collected and processed for model training and validation. Compared with the two baseline models,
CycleGAN and DerainCycleGAN, the peak signal-to-noise ratio (PSNR) of RCCycleGAN on the test dataset is
improved by 2.58 dB and 0.74 dB, and the structural similarity (SSIM) is improved by 18% and 8%, respectively. The

ablation experiments are also carried out to validate the effectiveness of the model tuning.

Keywords Autonomous driving; Image generation; Generative adversarial networks; Hierarchical-level rain;

Unsupervised learning

1 Introduction

With the prosperous development of chips, artificial intelligence, communication, and sensor technologies,
autonomous vehicles have gradually become one of the developing directions in the automobile industry[1]. Autonomous
vehicles have great advantages in improving access efficiency and reducing travel costs, but safety problems are also a
social concern. Autonomous vehicles face a variety of safety problems, in addition to the functional safety problems
caused by the failure of electrical and electronic systems[2] and the information security problems caused by accidental
or malicious damage to the information system[3]. They also confront the safety of the intended functionality (SOTIF)[4]
problems caused by insufficient system functions, performance limitations, and reasonably foreseeable misuse.
Autonomous vehicles usually consist of three components: perception system, decision system, and control system,
among which the perception system is the essential component to acquire external information accurately and timely.
Therefore, the SOTIF problems of the perception system are one of the important issues that restrict autonomous vehicles
coming to fruition.

The perception system usually contains various sensors such as visual sensors, LIDAR, and millimeter-wave radar
to accurately acquire information about roads, traffic participants, and traffic situations around the vehicle. Visual sensors
are currently one of the most commonly used sensors for autonomous vehicles because of the abundance of information
acquired, low cost, and low power consumption[5]. The working process of visual sensors relies on the refraction and
reflection of external light. However, autonomous vehicles are exposed to various weather conditions during operation,
such as rain, snow, and fog, which seriously impact the propagation of external light[6], making it difficult for visual
sensors to achieve the intended functionality. Various weather not only degrade the quality of the raw image output from

the visual sensor but also reduce the subsequent detection performance[7]. To improve the performance of visual sensors



under various weather, existing studies have been conducted mainly from the perspectives of improving the capability of
algorithms[8] or diversifying the data in datasets[9]. Both these methods rely heavily on natural image data under various
weather. However, there are few relevant datasets and their categorization is simple, which limits the potential
improvement of the performance of visual sensors under various weather. As a result, it is necessary to construct an image
generative model to generate high-fidelity weather images. Next, we take rain as an example to summarize the existing
image generation methods.

Rain image generation methods are mainly classified into two ways: 1) Physical model-based methods: By studying
the physical model of raindrops, the effect of rain on the image is obtained. Garg et al[10][11] comprehensively
summarized the methods of constructing rain images based on the physical model and constructed a rain streak database
to simulate the motion of raindrops in the process of descending. Thereafter, Barnum et al[12] attempted to describe the
motion model of rain and snow using a frequency model to obtain the effect of rain and snow on images. Tremblay M et
al[13] summarized the existing methods based on physical models and theoretical analysis, combined with deep learning
to construct a rain image generative model. 2) Deep learning-based methods: The rain image generative model is
constructed based on neural networks and rain images are acquired by data-driven. Liu et al[14] constructed a severe
weather conditions image generative model by the double residual network. Zhu et al[15] utilized CycleGAN to learn a
mapping model from sunny to rainy images using a set of unpaired sunny and rainy images. Zhu et al[16] proposed an
unsupervised rain removal network, which consists of a multiscale discriminator network, a generator network, and an
unsupervised rain detection module, which accelerates model convergence. In conclusion, although physical model-based
methods can derive the effects of different rain intensities on images, they are very prone to ignore other features of rain,
such as ground wetness, ground reflections, and clouds. Consequently, it is difficult to derive a complete impact of rain
conditions on images. For the deep learning-based rain image generation methods, the existing models have low accuracy
and do not include different rain intensities.

In summary, the existing image generation methods cannot satisfy both the generation of hierarchical-level rain
images and the high degree of image authenticity. In this paper, we propose a hierarchical-level rain image generative
model based on GAN and collect natural rain images of different grades to test and verify the model's performance. The
main contributions of this paper include two aspects:

® Based on CycleGAN, we construct a three-level rain image generation model for light, medium, and heavy
rain by introducing rain intensity labels into the conditional generative adversarial network.

® \We collect real images under sunny, light rain, medium rain, and heavy rain conditions and construct a
hierarchical-level rain image dataset, covering various target objects such as vehicles, pedestrians, and
bicycles.

The rest of this paper is organized as follows. In Sect.2, we analyze the existing image generative models. In Sect.3,
we present the proposed hierarchical-level rain image generative model. In Sect.4, we conduct experiments to verify the
model performance, and summarize the contents of the whole paper in Sect.5.

2 Related works

GAN was proposed in 2014[17] and is used widely in the field of image generation. It consists of two sub-networks:
the generator network and the discriminator network. The generator network learns the desired output distribution from
the training data and generates the simulated data from the original input. The discriminator network discriminates
whether the input data is simulated data or real data. In the adversarial process, the generator network aims to obtain the
simulated data that the discriminator network cannot discriminate, while the discriminator network aims to discriminate
the simulated data from real data as much as possible. The generator network and the discriminator network are trained

according to dynamic game rules, and their game optimization goals (joint loss function) are as follows
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where z is the input noise, x is the real data, D(x) is the probability corresponding to the real data as the input
to the discriminator network, G(z) is the simulated data output when the input noise is used as the input to the generator
network, D(G(z)) is the probability corresponding to the simulated data as the input to the discriminator network,
P4q:q(x) is the spatial distribution of the real data, and P,(z) is the spatial distribution of the input noise. During the
training process, the real data and the input noise are input into the discriminator network and the generator network,
respectively. The simulated data is obtained to update the parameters of the discriminator network and the parameters of
the generator network remain unchanged. At this time, the discriminator network maximizes the game optimization goal.
Then, with the parameters of the discriminator network unchanged, the output of the discriminator network is back-
propagated to update the parameters of the generator network, so that the discriminator network cannot discriminate
between the simulated data and the real data.

CGAN (Conditional Generative Adversarial Networks)[18] was proposed in 2014, which realizes a one-to-many
mapping output for GAN. This model introduces the idea of supervised learning to traditional deep learning and
introduces auxiliary information y (data labels) to the original generator and discriminator network so that the generator
network can generate simulated data with auxiliary guidance. DCGAN (Deep Convolutional Generative Adversarial
Network)[19] was proposed in 2015 and is one of the most important variants of GAN. It uses convolutional neural
networks (CNN) instead of fully connected layers to construct the generator and discriminator network, effectively
solving the unstable training problem of GAN. CycleGAN (Cycle-Consistent Generative Adversarial Networks)[20] was
proposed in 2017, which realizes end-to-end learning between unpaired images. This model is widely used in style transfer
between two datasets, and its network schematic diagram is shown in Figure 1. This GAN includes two sets of generator
and discriminator networks. In addition to satisfying the original GAN game optimization objective (adversarial loss
D_loss), it also introduces a cycle consistency loss function (C_loss), that is, the real data (Real_A) and the reconstructed
data (Recon_A) must be consistent, which constrains the generator network A and generator network B to be an inverse

process, solving the generation problem between unpaired data.
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Figure 1. Schematic diagram of CycleGAN network
To summarize, GAN has been widely applied in image generation due to its simple loss function setting, but there
are still problems such as unstable training, uncontrollable output, and strict training data requirements. DCGAN improves
the training stability of GAN by optimizing the model structure, CGAN has the ability of one-to-many mapping output,
and CycleGAN supports style transfer between unpaired images. Based on the literature[21], we construct a hierarchical-
level rain image generative model with rain intensities as data labels and optimize the model details.

3 Hierarchical-level rain image generative model



The schematic diagram of the hierarchical-level rain image generative model (Rain Conditional CycleGAN,
RCCycleGAN) is shown in Figure 2. The model comprises the following four modules:

(1) The rain mask identification network: This network is used to obtain the rain masks for both rain and simulated
images, and it is an unsupervised rain mask identification module;

(2) The discriminator networks D, and D,: their input is natural rain images or simulated rain images with
corresponding rain intensity labels, D,, is used to discriminate whether the input image belongs to a natural
sunny day image or a simulated sunny day image, and D, is used to discriminate whether the input image
belongs to a natural rain image or a simulated rain image;

(3) The generator networks G,and G,: their input is natural rain images or simulated rain images, rain masks ,and
corresponding rain intensity labels, G, is used to generate simulated sunny day images from hierarchical-level
rain images (including natural and simulated rain images), and G, is used to generate simulated hierarchical-
level rain images from sunny day images (including natural and simulated sunny day images);

(4) The image feature identification network: This network is used to identify the essential features of both

simulated and natural images by adopting pre-trained deep convolutional networks.
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Figure 2: Schematic diagram of RCCycleGAN network
3.1 The rain mask identification network
In the task of converting sunny day images into rain images, the traditional CycleGAN captures the differences
between the two datasets (sunny day/rain) through the discriminator network and then guides the generator network to
obtain more authentic rain images. Yet, empirical evidence suggests that the information contained in sunny day and rain
images is not symmetrical. Rain images are composed of background information and rain information (raindrop streaks

and raindrop occlusion):
R=B+M (2)

where R represents the rain image; B represents the background information, i.e. the sunny day image; M
represents the rain information, which usually consists of raindrop occlusion and raindrop streaks, i.e. the rain mask.
Thus, relying solely on the CycleGAN model for this task would require an extensive amount of data and training time.
Furthermore, the generator network would require considerable computational cost to complete the learning of the rain
information. In the case of data scarcity and insufficient training, the CycleGAN model usually suffers from color or
structure damage problems. To address these issues, some studies have proposed the design of rain information extraction

modules to guide GAN to complete the learning of the rain information more accurately and quickly. Reference[21]



designed a rain mask identification (RMI) network based on LSTM (Long Short Term Memory)[22], which jointly
constrains the RMI process through the two branches of rain images and sunny day images. The network structure's

schematic diagram is presented in Figure 3.
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Figure 3: Schematic diagram of the rain mask identification network

The RMI network comprises several RMI modules, each of which is composed of convolutional and activation
layers, LSTM, and several residual modules. First, the convolutional and activation layers extract features from the input
image and the previously output rain mask. Subsequently, the LSTM module is used to update the rain mask in
combination with the previous output. In addition, as the number of RMI modules increases, the number of layers in the
RMI network increases dramatically, leading to the problem of gradient vanishing during network training. To address
this issue, the RMI module introduces 5 residual modules, enhancing the RMI network's depth and receptive field. Finally,
a single channel rain information (i.e. mask) is obtained using the convolutional layer.

To limit the information obtained by the RMI network in an unsupervised condition, we train the RMI network using
prior knowledge and self-supervised learning strategies. The input for the RMI network comprises sunny day images and
also rain images. For sunny day images, the mask obtained by the RMI network should be empty; for rain images, the
RMI network is required to extract the all rain information, so the rain mask and the simulated rain-free image output
from the generator network when superimposed need to be as close as possible to the original rain image. Specifically,

its loss function is:
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where, N is the number of input images; Ident_m(-) is the RMI network; n is the sunny day image; Z is a
distribution of the same size as the mask, but all zero; G, (-) is the sunny day image generator network; r is the rain
image.

3.2 The generator network

Generator networks G, and G, adopt the same U-net structure, and their network schematic diagram is shown in
Figure 4. The input of the generator network (5 channels) includes the original image (RGB 3 channels), the rain intensity
label (1 channel), and the rain mask (grayscale image 1 channel), where the rain intensity label is the condition for the
CGAN. The generator network is mainly composed of an encoder, a transformer, and a decoder. The encoder is composed

of 4 layers of CNN, which completes the feature extraction of the input information and obtains better global information.



The transformer is composed of 10 layers of CNN, realizing rain/no-rain style transfer. The decoder is composed of 3
layers of CNN, which decodes the image features after style transfer and outputs the simulated image.
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Figure 4 Schematic diagram of the generator network structure
The training goal of the generator network is to output simulated data that the discriminator cannot discriminate.
This paper relies on LSGAN (Least Squares Generative Adversarial Networks) to replace the cross-entropy loss function
in the traditional GAN with the least squares loss function. The generator network uses the least squares loss function to
update the network model parameters, improve the stability of the GAN model, and speed up the convergence of the

model. The loss function calculation method is as follows:
2
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where i is the ith scale output of the discriminator network; N represents the number of input images; D(-) is
the discriminator network; G(-) is the generator network; Real; is the jth real image in the batch; Iz, is the ideal
output of the real image input to the discriminator network, and all values in the patch are 1.

In addition, the model also retains the cycle consistency loss of CycleGAN. There are two mapping processes in this
model: G,:R - N and G,: N — R. The real data is input into the model, and after these two mapping functions, the

output should be as close as possible to the original real output. Therefore, the loss function is as follows:
1
LCycle = ;Z?’ [”rreal - G?*(Gn(‘rreal))”1 + ”nreal - Gn(Gr(nreal))”l] (6)

where N denotes the number of input images; G, (*) is the sunny day image generator network; G,(-) is the rain
image generator network; ..., iSthe natural rain image; n,.,; is the natural sunny day image.
3.3 The discriminator network

The discriminator network adopts the same multi-scale convolutional network. The input is simulated or natural
images (RGB 3 channels) and the corresponding rain intensity label (1 channel), where the rain intensity label is the
condition for the CGAN. Compared with the traditional approach that uses a fully connected layers as the final output of
the discriminator network, the final output of the PathGAN structure is the local receptive field, which can preserve more
image features and better guide the output of the generator network. The network structure is shown in Figure 5. It consists
of three deep CNN with different scales obtained by averaging the pooling layers. The features in the receptive field are
extracted by each convolutional layer through the convolutional kernel, and the features and structural information of the
input image are extracted by the multilayer convolutional network.

Similarly, the discriminator network adopts the least squares loss function to improve the quality of the generated

images and to optimize the training process of the GAN. The loss function is as follows:
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where i isthe i-th output of the discriminator network; N is the number of input images; D(-) is the discriminator
network; Real; is the j-th real image in the batch; Fake; is the j-th simulated image in the batch; Ir.,; is the ideal
output when the real image is input into the discriminator network, and all values in the patch are 1; Irgx. IS the ideal

output when the simulated image is input into the discriminator network, and all values in the patch are 0.
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Figure 5 The structure diagram of the discriminator network
3.4 The image feature recognition network
The image feature identification network is a stable pre-trained VGG16 network, which extracts the features and
structural information contained in real and simulated images and requires no further training. According to the prior
knowledge, the simulated rain image output from the generator network is superimposed with the rain mask on the natural
image. In general, the features and structural information of the image are not changed significantly. Therefore, the error
between the simulated image output by the generator network and the real image after passing through the image feature

identification network should be within a certain range, and its loss function is defined as follows:

Ligent f = %Zﬂv [((ldent_m(r) + G, (0) — T)Z] (8)

3.5 Overall loss function

The overall loss function of the hierarchical-level rain image generative model in this paper is as follows:
Ltotal = ADLDis + AGLGen + ACycleLCycle + AImLIdent_m + AIfLIdent_f (9)

where, Ligent m = Ligent-m, + Ligent.m,» Aps Ag» Acycier Aim @nd 4;p are the weights of each loss.

4 Experiment



Table 1 displays the hyperparameter setting during the training of the hierarchical-level rain image generative model.
Due to the large size of the network model, the image size is set to 256*256 and the batch is set to 1. The network model
uses the Adam optimizer. The generator network and the discriminator network use different learning rates to suppress
the performance of the discriminator network. The generator network's initial learning rate is set at 0.0001, while the
discriminator network's initial learning rate is set at 0.00008. The model undergoes 400 epochs, where its learning rate is
decreased to half of the original rate at the 200th epoch and further reduced to one-fourth of the original rate at the 300th
epoch. The RMI network consists of 6 RMI modules.

In Eq. (9), the loss weight coefficients are 1, =1, A=1. Acyce = 10, A, = 0.1 and A;r = 10. In addition, to
suppress the performance of the discriminator network, we adopt a discriminator network suppression strategy, that is,

the generator network parameters update every three times, while the discriminator network parameters update once.
Table 1 Hyperparameter setting

Hyperparameter Value
Image_size 256*256
epoch 400
batch 1
optimizer Adam
epoch_decay 200
n_RMI 6
Ir_Dis 0.0001
Ir_Gen 0.00008

4.1 Dataset and evaluation metrics

The majority of current datasets are collected under good weather and lack natural rain images. A few rain datasets
provide data labels with only high-level classification (with/without rain), or are artificially synthesized data with low
authenticity. Additionally, some datasets are continuous scenes with little diversity. Thus, the existing datasets cannot
support the training and validation of our model. The comparison of existing datasets is shown in Table 2.

Table 2 Comparison of existing datasets.

Whether or not Paired or Scenario Quantity (in
Dataset Labels type Natural or not
there is a rain label unpaired diversity thousands)
KITTI[23] without / natural unpaired high 15
Nuscense[24] without / natural unpaired high 40
BDD100K[25] without / natural unpaired high 100
Cityscapes[26] without / natural unpaired high 25
CADC[27] without / natural unpaired high 7.50
Boreas[28] with with/without rain natural unpaired medium about 880
SPA[29] with with/without rain natural paired low 0.15
SIRR[30] with with/without rain natural unpaired low 1
Rain800[31] with with/without rain not(synthetic) paired medium 0.80
Rain12600[32] with 14 types of rain not(synthetic) paired medium 12.60
Sunny/heavy rain/
NMRD (ours) with natural partial paired medium 1.28

medium rain/light rain

To address this issue, we construct a natural multilevel rain dataset (NMRD) to support the research. Apart from

generating rain images in this research, the dataset can also be utilized for natural rain removal problems. Figure 6 shows



the data collection platform. It is equipped with a Delphi IFV 300 (Mobileye EyeQ3) camera to capture real road scenes.
Table 3 illustrates the sensor-related parameters. Moreover, to eliminate the non-rainy condition interference, the raw
images obtained from the data collection platform are pre-processed, which mainly includes the following two aspects:
1) Manually remove images where information is lost caused by raindrops completely covering the camera surface. 2)

Crop to remove non-road scene information (such as the front of the vehicle) in the image, and the size of the cropped
image is 1080*700.

Figure 6. Data collection platform

Table 3 Parameters of the IFV 300 (Mobileye EyeQ3)

Camera Model IFV 300 (Mobileye EyeQ3)
Resolution 1920*1080
Frame rate 30FPS
Sensor type Aptina AR0132
Horizontal field of view 52°
Vertical field of view 39°
Dynamic range 115dB
Built-in chip Mobileye EQ3

The training dataset comprises four label categories — sunny day, light rain, medium rain, and heavy rain - provided
by real-time weather forecasts during collection. Figure 7 shows the differences in images under different rain intensities,

including pedestrians, non-motorized vehicles, and motor vehicles. Table 4 presents basic information about the dataset.

Figure 7. The NMRD dataset

Table 4 Introduction to the NMRD dataset

Sunny day Light rain Medium rain Heavy rain Role

Training data 173 186 248 193 model training




24 pairs of images for quantitative evaluation of

Test data 24 24 / /
the model performance
part of the data for qualitative validation of the
Validation data 432 / / /
model performance
Total 629 210 248 193 /

Objective and unified evaluation methods for image generation effects are still absent. Most of the existing studies
evaluated the image generation effects by assessing the image quality . Our test data consists of 24 paired rain images, so
we use the full-reference evaluation metrics to quantify the differences between the generated rain images and the natural
rain images. The existing full-reference evaluation metrics mainly assess image quality from two dimensions: pixel level
and structure level. Thus, we choose peak signal-to-noise ratio (PSNR) and structural similarity (SSIM) as evaluation
metrics to objectively evaluate the image generation effects.

PSNR is a commonly used full-reference evaluation index that calculates the pixel-level difference between the
output image and the reference image to evaluate the degree of distortion of the generated image. The calculation method

for PSNR is as follows.

MSE = = 3123 32 1o () — 1, )PP (10)
PSNR =10+ logy (2-2) (11)

where MSE is the Mean Square Error (MSE) of the image, r is the height of the image, ¢ is the width of the
image, I;(i,j) is the value of the pixel of the generated image at position (i, ), I,(i,j) is the value of the pixel of the
original reference image at position (i,j), and n is the number of bits of the image, usually 8 bits, i.e. the number of
grey levels of the pixel is 256. PSNR is measured in dB, with higher values indicating less distortion in the generated
image and less pixel-level error between the generated image and the reference image.

SSIM is a commonly used full-reference evaluation index for measuring the structural similarity of two images. The
index evaluates the image quality from three dimensions: luminance, contrast, and structure, focusing on the correlation

between neighboring pixels. The calculation method is as follows:

_ (Cuxpy+C1)(20xy+C2)
SSIM = (u,zc+u32,+C1)(a§+032,+Cz) (12)
where u, is the pixel mean of the image x; p,, is the pixel mean of the image y; o, is the pixel variance of the
image x; o, isthe pixel variance of the image y; oy, isthe covariance of theimage x and y;C; and C, are constants.

4.2 Model comparison

24 sets of paired sunny and light rain images are selected from the test data as input. Our method (RCCycleGAN) is
compared with CycleGAN and DerainCycleGAN in terms of image generation effects, and the performance of each
model is quantitatively evaluated using the evaluation metrics in the previous section. CycleGAN and DerainCycleGAN
are trained in the same experimental environment with the recommended parameter settings in the original paper.

Figure 8 displays the rain image generation effects of the above three models. In comparison with CycleGAN,
RCCycleGAN performs better in terms of retaining image structural information, reducing image distortion, and having
a lower level of image noise. In comparison with DerainCycleGAN, RCCycleGAN retains more color information,

preserves more local details (shadows, reflections, etc.) in the image, and is closer to the real-world scenario.
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Figure 8 Model comparison
PSNR and SSIM values are calculated with the natural light rain image as the reference, and the results are shown
in Figure 9. The PSNR and SSIM values of the rain images generated by RCCycleGAN are larger and the generated rain
images are closer to the natural rain images consistent with the results of the subjective visual evaluation. Compared with
CycleGAN, DerainCycleGAN has increased PSNR by 1.84dB and SSIM by 10%, while RCCycleGAN has increased
PSNR by 0.74dB and SSIM by 8% compared with DerainCycleGAN.
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Figure 9 PSNR and SSIM results

4.3 Ablation experiment

DerainCycleGAN is the basis of our model improvement. In the ideal case, the optimal performance is achieved by
the adversarial training of the generator network and the discriminator network. However, because of the smaller
optimization space of the discriminator network compared with the generator network, it converges quickly and then
cannot guide the generator network to achieve diverse outputs, leading to mode collapse[33]. To deal with this problem,
the original model is optimized in three aspects: 1) The labels of different rain intensities are introduced as the condition
to achieve hierarchical-level rain image generation; 2) The discriminator network adopts the sigmoid activation function
instead of the original LeakyReLU activation function to weaken its performance; 3) The suppression strategy is

introduced to balance the dynamic game between the discriminator and generator networks. These enhancements are



sequentially added to the baseline model, DerainCycleGAN, forming the final RCCycleGAN. This section conducts
ablation experiments for each improvement and the results are shown in Figure 10.

The performance of the generator network significantly decreases after the introduction of rain intensity labels, as
shown in Figure 10. PSNR decreases by 1.25dB and SSIM decreases by 10%. Subsequently, the performance of the
overall model has gradually improved by weakening the performance of the discriminator network and adjusting the
training strategy of the overall network. This suggests that for the optimal overall performance of the GAN, the
discriminator network and the generator network need to be at a balanced adversarial level and converge together. A
single network with superior performance cannot improve the overall performance of the network, and may even reduce

it.
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Figure 10 The results of ablation experiments
5 Conclusion and outlook

In this paper, we construct a hierarchical-level rain image generative model to generate controllable rain intensity
image. First, we investigate the existing image generation methods, among which GAN is widely used in the field of
image generation as it can achieve optimal network performance through adversarial training without designing special
loss functions. Then, we introduce the hierarchical-level rain image generative model (RCCycleGAN). The model and
training strategy are improved to address the issue of excessive performance of the discriminator network. Next, we
collect and produce a natural rain dataset, and also present the details of the training and the training effects. Finally, we
verify the effectiveness of the model through the comparison with the baseline models. The results show that compared
with CycleGAN and DerainCycleGAN, the PSNR of RCCycleGAN is improved by 2.58 dB and 0.74 dB, and the SSIM
is improved by 18% and 8%, respectively. In addition, the results of ablation experiments verify the effectiveness of the
model tuning.

Future research will focus on the following aspects:1) Evaluation of the model: In this paper, the performance of the
model is assessed by image quality. In future research, object detection results will be added to verify the performance of
the model. 2) Generalization of the model: The RCCycleGAN will be trained on existing public datasets to verify
generalization.
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