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Abstract—Existing methods for concealed visual perception
(CVP) often leverage reversible strategies to decrease uncertainty,
yet these are typically confined to the mask domain, leaving
the potential of the RGB domain underexplored. To address
this, we propose a reversible unfolding network with generative
refinement, termed RUN++. Specifically, RUN++ first formulates
the CVP task as a mathematical optimization problem and
unfolds the iterative solution into a multi-stage deep network.
This approach provides a principled way to apply reversible
modeling across both mask and RGB domains while leveraging
a diffusion model to resolve the resulting uncertainty. Each
stage of the network integrates three purpose-driven modules:
a Concealed Object Region Extraction (CORE) module applies
reversible modeling to the mask domain to identify core object
regions; a Context-Aware Region Enhancement (CARE) module
extends this principle to the RGB domain to foster better
foreground-background separation; and a Finetuning Iteration
via Noise-based Enhancement (FINE) module provides a final
refinement. The FINE module introduces a targeted Bernoulli
diffusion model that refines only the uncertain regions of the
segmentation mask, harnessing the generative power of diffusion
for fine-detail restoration without the prohibitive computational
cost of a full-image process. This unique synergy, where the
unfolding network provides a strong uncertainty prior for the
diffusion model, allows RUN++ to efficiently direct its focus
toward ambiguous areas, significantly mitigating false positives
and negatives. Furthermore, we introduce a new paradigm for
building robust CVP systems that remain effective under real-
world degradations and extend this concept into a broader bi-
level optimization framework. This establishes a unified strategy
that synergistically combines low-level and high-level vision tasks,
enhancing the robustness of high-level applications. Extensive
experiments on a wide array of tasks—including standard, label-
deficient, multimodal, and video CVP—demonstrate the state-of-
the-art performance and flexibility of RUN++, establishing a new
benchmark for the field. We will release the code and models.

Index Terms—Concealed Visual Perception, Deep Unfolding
Network, Reversible Modeling Strategy, Diffusion Models.
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(b) Existing deep unfolding-based segmenter

(c) Our unfolding-based RUN++ with diffusion model-based mask refiner
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Fig. 1: Comparisons between our RUN++ with cutting-edge
methods in 14 CVP tasks using different datasets, backbones,
and settings. The TOP1-Baseline is a composite benchmark,
where the best-performing SOTA model is selected for each
task. We evaluate performance on COD10K (COD-R50, COD-
R2N, COD-PVT, COD-MIS, COD-MS, COD-HRS, WSCOD,
SSCOD, and MCOD), CVC (PIS), DRIVE (MTOS), GSD
(TOD), CDS2k (CDD), and MoCA (VCOD).

CONCEALED Visual Perception (CVP) represents a fun-
damental computer vision challenge wherein objects are

intrinsically blended with their surroundings, severely limit-
ing the availability of discriminative cues. This problem is
pervasive across a range of critical applications, including
camouflaged object detection [4], medical image analysis such
as polyp [5] and tubular object segmentation [3], and the
detection of transparent objects [6].

The inherent ambiguity of CVP tasks renders them largely
intractable for traditional methods that rely on hand-crafted
features and manually designed segmentation rules [7]. While
early deep learning models advanced the field by leveraging
powerful feature extractors, their common focus on foreground
identification—exemplified by methods like SINet [4]—led
them to neglect the rich contextual information available in
the background. As illustrated in Figs. 1 and 2, this oversight
is a primary cause of suboptimal performance, as it leaves the
model without the necessary cues to resolve ambiguity.

More recent algorithms, such as FEDER [8], improve by
employing reversible strategies—simultaneously modeling the
foreground and background—at the mask level. This enhances
the network’s ability to identify subtle discriminative cues by
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(b) Existing deep unfolding-based segmenter

(c) Our unfolding-based RUN++ with diffusion model-based mask refiner

下面再接一个d，蛛网雷达图，我们的结果，top1-basedline的结果，top2-

baseline的结果。我觉得这个雷达图可以非常茂密。

Fig. 2: Architecture our RUN++. (a)-(c) are the structural
comparisons between existing diffusion model-based and deep
unfolding-based segmenters [1]–[3] and our unfolding-based
RUN++ with diffusion model-based mask refiner.

focusing on regions of uncertainty. However, a key limitation
persists: the potential of reversible modeling in the RGB
domain remains unexplored. This is a missed opportunity, as
uncertainties in a perception task often manifest as tangible
color and texture distortions in the underlying RGB image
(as depicted in Fig. 3 (d) and (e)). Rectifying these RGB-level
distortions can, in turn, help to resolve uncertainty in the mask.

This observation inspires us to turn to Deep Unfolding
Networks (DUNs) as a principled way to apply reversible
strategies across both mask and RGB domains. We propose
integrating this approach with generative refinement in a novel
architecture, termed RUN++, which is designed to resolve
the distinct predictions arising from these two domains. The
foundation of RUN++ is a mathematical optimization problem
that we formulate for the CVP task, incorporating a novel
foreground-background separation model to reduce segmen-
tation uncertainty. We then unfold the iterative optimization
solution for this model into a multistage deep network, making
the original fixed hyperparameters learnable.

Each stage of RUN++ features three purpose-driven mod-
ules: a Concealed Object Region Extraction (CORE) module
applies reversible modeling in the mask domain to identify
primary object regions; a Context-Aware Region Enhancement
(CARE) module extends this principle to the RGB domain to
foster a more accurate foreground-background separation; and
a Finetuning Iteration via Noise-based Enhancement (FINE)
module introduces a stage-wise Bernoulli diffusion model
(BDM) as a final refinement step. Uniquely, this BDM is
applied in a targeted manner, refining only the uncertain
regions of the segmentation mask identified by the preceding
modules. As the network stages progress, RUN++ incremen-
tally refines its foreground-background model in both the mask
and RGB domains, directing its attention to ambiguous regions

( ) Ia ( ) Sc ( ) I Sd ( )( ) -I 1 Se( ) GTb

Fig. 3: Correspondence between uncertainties in the mask
domain and distortions in the RGB domain. I is the concealed
image and S is the segmentation mask.

to progressively reduce false positives and negatives.
This design creates a powerful symbiosis: the unfolding

network provides a high-quality uncertainty prior for the diffu-
sion model, drastically reducing its computational cost, while
the diffusion model restores fine-grained details, allowing the
framework to achieve exceptional accuracy with efficiency.

Furthermore, we demonstrate the broad applicability of our
RUN++’s core principle. We first extend the framework to
create a degradation-resistant CVP system, a practical adapta-
tion that maintains high performance in challenging real-world
conditions like low-light or low-resolution. More broadly, we
generalize this into a unified bi-level collaborative optimization
(BLCO) framework. This framework moves beyond simple se-
quential pipelines by formalizing the synergistic, co-dependent
relationship between low-level restoration and high-level per-
ception, enhancing the robustness of high-level applications
in degradation conditions and providing a principled blueprint
for a new class of collaborative vision systems.

Our contributions are summarized as follows:
(1) We propose RUN++, a novel framework that, to our

knowledge, is the first to address the CVP problem by syner-
gizing the structural advantages of a deep unfolding network
with the generative power of a diffusion model.

(2) RUN++ proposes a novel CVP model designed for un-
certainty elimination, featuring the CORE and CARE modules
that integrate model-based optimization to enable reversible
modeling of the foreground and background.

(3) We introduce the FINE module, a targeted refiner that
employs a stage-wise Bernoulli diffusion model to resolve seg-
mentation uncertainties, creating a novel and efficient synergy
between the deep unfolding network and diffusion model.

(4) We introduce a degradation-resistant adaptation of
RUN++ and generalize its principles into a unified BLCO
vision strategy that combines low-level and high-level tasks
for robust high-level applications in degradation conditions.

(5) Extensive experiments conducted across five distinct
CVP settings (encompassing 14 tasks), as well as on salient
object detection, demonstrate the state-of-the-art performance,
strong efficiency, and broad adaptability of RUN++.

A preliminary version of this work was published in [3].
This paper presents a substantial extension with the following
key contributions: First, we propose RUN++, an advanced
framework that integrates a stage-wise diffusion model
into the original RUN architecture for mask refinement.
This novel design, to our knowledge, is the first to suc-
cessfully integrate these two paradigms for concealed visual
perception, incorporating the generative capacity of diffusion
models while alleviating their computational burden. Second,
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we develop a methodology for degradation-resistant CVP
and formulate a new bi-level optimization framework
to synergistically combine low-level and high-level vision
algorithms, facilitating robust performance in challenging sce-
narios with visual degradation. Furthermore, we conduct a far
more extensive experimental validation across a wider range
of CVP tasks, including weakly-supervised, semi-supervised,
multimodal, and video segmentation. This ensures that our
comparisons against recently published algorithms are com-
prehensive and rigorous. We also provide additional in-depth
analyses and visualizations, encompassing comprehensive
ablation studies to offer deeper insights into the mechanisms
of RUN++ and demonstrate its generalization capabilities.
Finally, we present a thorough analysis of the intrinsic
advantages of deep unfolding networks for concealed visual
perception, offering principles to guide the design of future
DUN-based methods in this domain.

II. RELATED WORKS

Concealed visual perception. Deep learning has significantly
advanced the field of concealed visual perception [9], a domain
encompassing several critical tasks such as camouflaged object
detection [8], polyp image segmentation [5], medical tubular
object segmentation [3], and transparent object detection [10].
Within this area, methods that employ reversible techniques
to simultaneously model both foreground and background
regions have emerged as a particularly promising research
direction. For instance, PraNet [11] introduced a parallel
architecture with a reverse attention mechanism to improve
polyp segmentation accuracy. More recently, FEDER [8] lever-
aged both foreground and background masks, assisted by
edge information, to jointly identify concealed objects, while
BiRefNet [12] proposed a reconstruction module to refine
segmentation masks using gradient information, enabling high-
resolution output. Despite these advances, existing methods
have only applied reversible strategies at the mask level,
leaving the potential of reversible modeling in the RGB
domain largely unexplored. To address this limitation, we
introduce RUN++, the first deep unfolding network designed
for concealed visual perception. At each stage of the un-
folding process, RUN++ employs two key modules, CORE
and CARE, to reversibly model the segmentation process
from both foreground and background perspectives and uses a
FINE module to restore those high-uncertainty regions. This
significantly improves segmentation accuracy by holistically
modeling the object and its context and highlighting those
uncertainty regions for diffusion refinement.
Diffusion model-based object segmentation. Methods for
diffusion-based object segmentation can be broadly catego-
rized into two types: generative segmentation [1], [2] and
iterative refinement [13]. Generative segmentation methods
reformulate the task as a conditional generation process, where
the final segmentation mask is progressively denoised from
random noise, conditioned on the input image. In the CVP
task, works such as FocusDiff [1] and CamoDiff [2] directly
generate segmentation results by designing specific networks
and conditioning mechanisms. Although performing well in

certain scenarios, they typically require generating the mask
from scratch, which incurs significant computational overhead
and makes it difficult to incorporate fine-grained priors. It-
erative refinement methods offer a more efficient and flexible
approach by positioning the diffusion model as a segmentation
refiner. These methods first utilize an existing segmentation
network to produce an initial, potentially flawed, coarse mask.
Subsequently, this coarse mask is used as the starting point for
a diffusion process, where a few reverse denoising steps are
applied to correct errors, sharpen boundaries, and complete
details. SegRefiner [13] has validated the effectiveness of this
coarse-to-fine strategy, demonstrating the immense potential
of diffusion models for improving segmentation quality. How-
ever, such refinement strategies remain underexplored in the
highly challenging CVP domain, given the inherent object-
background similarity. To bridge this gap, our work leverages
the complementary strengths of deep unfolding networks and
diffusion models. We introduce the FINE module, a novel
and efficient refiner. Unlike general-purpose approaches, FINE
employs a Bernoulli diffusion model to operate only on highly
uncertain regions. These regions are intelligently identified
from the distinct outputs of our CORE and CARE modules,
providing a high-quality uncertainty prior for the diffusion
process. This targeted approach allows us to harness the pow-
erful generative capabilities of the diffusion model to recover
fine-grained details in ambiguous areas, all while avoiding the
prohibitive computational cost of full-image refinement.
Deep unfolding network. DUNs have emerged as a powerful
technique, primarily in low-level vision, by integrating tradi-
tional model-based optimization algorithms with the feature-
learning power of deep networks [14], [15]. This hybrid
approach offers enhanced interpretability compared to purely
data-driven methods. For instance, DeRUN [14] introduced a
degradation-resistant model for image fusion that was unfolded
into a network to balance performance and efficiency, while
CoRUN [15] proposed a DUN for dehazing based on the
atmospheric scattering model, explicitly modeling the physical
properties of haze. However, the application of DUNs in high-
level vision has remained limited. This is primarily due to the
inherent difficulty of formulating explicit mathematical models
for high-level vision tasks. In this work, we bridge this gap
by first proposing a novel optimization model for concealed
visual perception designed to reduce segmentation uncertainty.
We then introduce RUN++, a deep unfolding network derived
from this model. By synergizing a classic optimization solution
with deep networks, RUN++ achieves superior segmentation
accuracy, demonstrating the significant potential of DUNs
for advancing concealed visual perception. Furthermore, this
work pioneers a new methodology for CVP by being the first
to synergize the structural advantages of a deep unfolding
network with the generative power of a diffusion model. This
unique synergy enables highly accurate mask refinement while
circumventing the prohibitive computational costs typically
associated with diffusion processes.

III. METHODOLOGY

This section details the systematic development of our
methodology, progressing from a foundational optimization
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model to a complete deep network framework.
First, in Sec. III-A, we formulate a novel optimization

model for concealed visual perception (CVP). Subsequently,
in Sec. III-B, we derive an efficient optimization strategy for
this model based on the proximal gradient algorithm. The
iterative steps of this algorithm are then unfolded in Sec. III-C
to construct a multi-stage deep network, termed RUN++.
Finally, in Sec. III-D, we demonstrate the versatility of RUN++
by adapting it for degradation-resistant CVP and generalizing
its core principles into a unified bi-level optimization system.

A. CVP Model
A concealed image I can be conceptually decomposed into

its constituent foreground F and background B components:
I = F+B. (1)

Based on this principle, separating the foreground and
background can be framed as an optimization problem. A
foundational objective function is formulated as:

L (F,B) =
1

2
∥I− F−B∥22 + βψ(F) + λϕ(B), (2)

where the first term ensures data fidelity and utilize a ℓ2-norm
∥ • ∥2 for smooth. ψ(F) and ϕ(B) are regularization terms for
the foreground F and background B, respectively, with β and
λ as their corresponding trade-off parameters.

For segmentation tasks, our primary interest lies in the seg-
mentation mask S, where the foreground can be expressed as
F = I •S (• denotes element-wise multiplication). Substituting
this into Eq. (2), the objective function becomes:

L (S,B) =
1

2
∥I− I • S−B∥22 + µφ(S) + λϕ(B), (3)

where φ(S) and µ are the regularization term and trade-
off parameter for the mask S. However, due to the intrinsic
ambiguity of concealed objects and the diversity of their
surroundings, hand-crafting effective regularization terms for
S and B is challenging. Hence, we propose to learn these
priors implicitly using deep networks in a data-driven manner.

To further refine the segmentation and reduce pixel-level
uncertainty, we introduce an additional residual sparsity con-
straint T (•). This yields our final objective function:

L (S,B) =
1

2
∥I− I • S−B∥22 + µφ(S)

+ λϕ(B) + αT
(
w •

(
S− S̃

))
,

(4)

where T (•) is an ℓ1-norm promoting sparsity, weighted by α.
The term S̃ represents a refined mask after an uncertainty-
removal mapping, and w is the attention map that focuses the
constraint on high-confidence regions. For a pixel located at
(i, j), S̃(i,j) and w(i,j) can be defined as follows:

S̃(i,j) =

 0.1 S(i,j) ∈ [0.1, 0.4),
0.9 S(i,j) ∈ (0.6, 0.9],
S(i,j) Otherwise.

w(i,j) =

{
0 S(i,j) ∈ [0.4, 0.6],
1 Otherwise.

(5)

This design encourages the network to produce decisive
segmentation masks. Following the practice of [5], pixels with
highly ambiguous values in the range [0.4, 0.6] are excluded
from this constraint via the attention map w. The target values
in S̃ are set to 0.1 and 0.9 (instead of 0 and 1) to provide
greater optimization flexibility.
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Algorithm 1 Proposed RUN++ Framework.
Input: concealed image I, stage number K, time step T
Output: concealed object mask MK , concealed object edge
EK , reconstructed concealed image ÎK

1: Zero initialization for S0, B0

2: for each stage k ∈ [1,K] do
3: Ŝk = Ŝ (Bk−1,Mk−1,Mk−2, I), ▷ Eq. (17)
4: Sk,Ek = S

(
Bk−1, Ŝk, I

)
, ▷ Eq. (18)

5: B̂k = B̂ (Bk−1,Sk, I) , ▷ Eq. (19)
6: Bk, Îk = B

(
B̂k, I • Sk

)
, ▷ Eq. (20)

7: Uk = U
(∑k−1

n=1 Mn,Sk,Bk, I
)
, ▷ Eq. (25)

8: Sr
k = D (Sk,Uk, T ) , ▷ Eq. (22)

9: Mk = F (Uk,S
r
k,Sk) . ▷ Eq. (21)

10: end for

B. Model Optimization

We solve the objective function in Eq. (4) using the proximal
gradient algorithm [15], which finds the optimal mask S∗

and background B∗ by alternating updating each variable. We
present the iterative solution for the kth stage (1 ≤ k ≤ K).

1) Update Rule for Sk: The subproblem for updating the
foreground mask Sk is formulated as follows:

Sk = argmin
S

1

2
∥I− I • S−Bk−1∥22 + µφ(S)

+ αT
(
wk •

(
S− S̃k

))
.

(6)

The solution involves two main steps. First, a gradient
descent step is performed to find an intermediate estimate Ŝk.
Second, a proximal mapping step refines this estimate:

Sk = proxφ

(
Bk−1, Ŝk

)
, (7)

where B0 and S0 are initialized as zero matrices. The variable
Ŝk is found by solving the following objective function:

Ŝk = argmin
Ŝ

1

2
∥I− I • Ŝ−Bk−1∥22 +

µ

2
∥Ŝ− Sk−1∥22

+ αT
(
wk •

(
Ŝ− S̃k

))
.

(8)

Note that wk and S̃k are constructed based on Sk−1. To
create a differentiable objective, we approximate the non-
differentiable ℓ1-norm term using a first-order Taylor expan-
sion [16]. This allows us to derive a closed-form solution
for Ŝk. Following the practice of [16], we approximate
T (wk • (Ŝ − S̃k)) at the (k − 1)th iteration (for simplicity,
we let P = wk • (Ŝ− S̃k)), expressed as follows:

T (P) ≈ Ṫ (P,Pk−1) , (9)
where

Ṫ (P,Pk−1) :=
LT

2
∥P−Pk−1+

1

LT
∇T (Pk−1)∥22+CT , (10)

where LT is the Lipschitz constant. ∇T (Pk−1) is the Lip-
schitz continuous gradient function of T (Pk−1) with CT , a
positive constant that can be omitted in optimization. Substi-
tuting into Eq. (8), we obtain the following equations:

Ŝk =
1

2
∥I− I • Ŝ−Bk−1∥22 +

µ

2
∥Ŝ− Sk−1∥22

+
αLT

2
∥P−Pk−1+

1

LT
∇T (Pk−1) ∥22.

(11)

Eq. (11) can be solved directly by equating its derivative to

zero. The closed-form solution is
Ŝk=(Qa)

−1(
QbSk−1+I2−CBk−1+Qc

)
, (12)

where Qa, Qb, Qc, and Qd are intermediate matrices com-
posed of terms from the optimization problem. Qa = I2 +
LT w

2
k+µ1, 1 is an all-ones matrix, Qb = αLT wkwk−1+µ1,

Qc = αLT wk(wk • S̃k−Qd)−αwk∇T (wk−1 •Sk−1−Qd),
and Qd = wk−1 • S̃k−1.

2) Update Rule for Bk: Similarly, the background Bk is
updated by solving the following objective function:

Bk = argmin
B

1

2
∥I− I • Sk −B∥22 + λϕ(B). (13)

This also involves a gradient step to find Bk, followed by
a proximal step:

B̂k = argmin
B̂

1

2
∥I− I • Sk − B̂∥22 +

λ

2
∥B̂−Bk−1∥22, (14)

Bk = proxϕ(B̂k,Sk). (15)

The closed-form solution for the intermediate background
estimate B̂k can be calculated similarly:

B̂k = ((1 + λ)1)
−1

(λBk−1 + I− I • Sk) . (16)

C. RUN++

We unfold the iterative optimization process into a multi-
stage network, named RUN++. Each stage mirrors one itera-
tion of the optimization-based algorithm. As shown in Fig. 4,
a stage consists of three modules: the Concealed Object Re-
gion Extraction (CORE), Context-Aware Region Enhancement
(CARE), and Finetuning Iteration via Noise-based Enhance-
ment (FINE) modules. CORE aims to segment those core
concealed objects, CARE cares on fostering better foreground-
background separation, while FINE introduces a Bernoulli
diffusion model to refine the segmentation based on the
uncertainty regions highlighted by reversible outputs. This
helps generate more accurate masks, denoted as M, with
fewer uncertain regions and finer details. The detailed variable
update process for each stage is shown in Algorithm 1.

1) Concealed Object Region Extraction (CORE) Module:
CORE corresponds to the update rule for the segmentation
result Sk in Eqs. (7) and (12). It first computes the intermediate
mask Ŝk using a network layer Ŝ(•), which implements
the closed-form solution from Eq. (12) but with learnable
parameters to enhance adaptability, formulated as:

Ŝk = Ŝ (Bk−1,Mk−1,Mk−2, I),

=(Qa)
−1(

QbMk−1+I2−CBk−1+Qc

)
,

(17)

where Mk−1 and Mk−2 are corresponding to the masks
refined by the FINE module at the {k − 1}th and {k − 2}th
stages. This initial mask Ŝk is then refined by the Reversible
State Space (RSS) module, RSS(•), which leverages non-local
information for accurate feature extraction. The RSS module
contains two Visual State Space (VSS) V SS(•) blocks [17]
with different receptive fields: a small-field VSS locally re-
fines object boundaries from a foreground perspective, while
a large-field VSS globally identifies missed regions from
a background perspective. This dual-perception mechanism
produces the refined mask Sk and an auxiliary edge output Ek,
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which are proven to facilitate the generation of more accurate
segmentation results [8]. They are defined as follows:

Sk,Ek=S(Bk−1, Ŝk, I)=RSS(Bk−1, Ŝk, I),

=conv3(V SSs(E(I) • Ŝk + E(I))

+V SSl(E(I) • (Bk−1/I) + E(I))),

(18)

where conv3 represents a 3 × 3 convolution. V SSs(•) and
V SSl(•) correspond to the VSS blocks with small and large
kernel sizes, thus having varying perception fields. We omit
the detailed description of VSS for brevity.

Recognizing that complex segmentation tasks like CVP
are heavily reliant on high-level semantic information that is
difficult to capture from raw pixels, the RSS module operates
on deep feature representations. We therefore extract rich
semantic features E(I) from the input image using a shared
encoder (e.g., ResNet50 [18]). By having the RSS module
process these deep features instead of the raw image, our
network can discern subtle yet critical discriminative patterns,
leading to a more accurate and robust segmentation.

2) Context-Aware Region Enhancement (CARE) Module:
The CARE module updates the background estimation, mir-
roring the update for B(•). It first calculates an intermediate
background B̂k using a learnable network layer B̂(•) based
on Eq. (16), expressed as:

B̂k = B̂ (Bk−1,Sk, I) ,

= ((1 + λ)1)
−1

(λBk−1 + I− I • Sk) .
(19)

This layer is essentially a dynamic fusion of the previously
estimated background and the reversed foreground.

This estimation is then refined by a U-shaped network
B(•) [19] to produce the final background B̂k. However, since
the CORE and CARE modules estimate the foreground and
background separately, their interpretations of the concealed
content may differ (see Fig. 3). This can lead to conflicting
estimations, creating distortion-prone areas in a naively re-
constructed image. To address this, the refinement network
B(•) is also tasked with generating a reconstructed image Îk,
formulated as:

Bk, Îk = B
(
B̂k, I • Sk

)
. (20)

By penalizing differences between Îk and the original
input I, we enforce consistent judgments between the two
modules. This alignment fosters better foreground-background
separation and ultimately improves segmentation accuracy.

3) Finetuning Iteration via Noise-based Enhancement
(FINE) Module: The FINE module introduces a Bernoulli
diffusion model (BDM) [20], a discrete diffusion process well-
suited for binary segmentation masks, to further refine the
output segmentation result Sk. This design establishes a novel
synergy between two powerful iterative frameworks: DUN and
the diffusion model. Although both are iterative, their underly-
ing mechanisms are highly complementary. The DUN provides
a high-quality initial mask for the diffusion process, which
significantly reduces the number of reverse steps required for
convergence and thereby mitigates the substantial computa-
tional overhead typically associated with diffusion models.
Conversely, the diffusion model’s exceptional capability for
generating fine-grained details relieves the DUN from needing
an excessive number of stages to achieve high precision. This

reciprocal relationship ensures that the overall framework is
both effective and efficient.

To enhance efficiency, rather than applying the BDM to the
entire mask, we employ a targeted refinement strategy. An
uncertainty map is generated to identify ambiguous regions,
and the BDM is applied exclusively to these areas. This
process is formulated as follows:

Mk = F(Uk,S
r
k,Sk) = Uk • Sr

k + (1−Uk) • Sk, (21)
where Mk is the final mask for stage k. The refinement is
guided by an uncertainty map Uk, which is derived from the
current mask Sk. Sr

k represents the refined mask within the
uncertain regions, processed by BDM D(•), defined as:

Sr
k = D(Sk,Uk, T ), (22)

where T is the number of diffusion time steps.
Uncertainty map generation. Our final uncertainty map, Uk,
is generated by combining two distinct forms of uncertainty:
inter-stage and intra-stage. To compute these maps, we follow
the common practice [5], [21] of using Shannon entropy, a
method that is significantly more computationally efficient
than network-based estimation approaches [22].

For inter-stage uncertainty, we aim to identify regions with
ambiguous decisions across multiple stages of the network.
This is achieved by fusing the segmentation outputs from
all preceding k stages. This approach ensures high recall
(i.e., complete segmentation) by preserving areas that may
have been inconsistently classified. The inter-stage uncertainty
map, UInter

k , is formulated by applying a pixel-wise entropy
function, E(•), to the averaged masks:

UInter
k = E(SInter

k ), where SInter
k =

1

k
(

k−1∑
n=1

Mn+Sk). (23)

For intra-stage uncertainty, the goal is to highlight re-
gions where different modules within the same stage produce
conflicting judgments. We compute this by combining the
primary segmentation mask, Sk, with the inverted output of the
background-focused branch, Bk. This focuses refinement on
contested pixels, thereby ensuring high precision (i.e., accurate
segmentation). The intra-stage map, UIntra

k , is calculated as:

UIntra
k = E(SIntra

k ), where SIntra
k =

1

2
(Sk +1− Bk

I
). (24)

In the equations above, the function E(p) = −p log2(p) −
(1− p) log2(1− p) represents the pixel-wise binary entropy.

Finally, the two uncertainty maps are averaged to produce
the comprehensive uncertainty map Uk, which guides the
refinement process. This entire operation is abstracted as U(•):

Uk = U(
k−1∑
n=1

Mn,Sk,Bk, I) =
1

2
(UInter

k +UIntra
k ). (25)

Bernoulli diffusion model. The BDM is responsible for
refining the segmentation mask within the uncertain regions.
Our implementation employs a UNet-based architecture with
ResNet50 serving as the denoiser. To enhance the perception
of concealed objects, features extracted by the BDM’s encoder
are fused with the image features E(I) from Eq. (18).

During training, the goal of the forward process is to
construct a diffusion chain q(m1:T |m0,S

GT
k ) that gradually

corrupts an initial mask m0 towards a noisy state mT . This
process is conditioned on the ground truth signal within the
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Algorithm 2 RUN++ for Degradation-Resistant CVP.
Input: degraded concealed image I, stage number K, time
step T
Output: concealed object mask MK , concealed object edge
EK , restored concealed image ÎK

1: Zero initialization for S0, B0

2: Initializing Î0 as I
3: for each stage k ∈ [1,K] do
4: Ŝk = Ŝ

(
Bk−1,Mk−1,Mk−2, Îk−1

)
,

5: Sk,Ek = S
(
Bk−1, Ŝk, Îk−1

)
,

6: B̂k = B̂
(
Bk−1,Sk, Îk−1

)
,

7: Bk, Îk = B̃
(
B̂k, Îk−1 • Sk, Îk−1

)
,

8: Uk = U
(∑k−1

n=1 Mn,Sk,Bk, Îk−1

)
,

9: Sr
k = D(Sk,Uk, T ),

10: Mk = F(Uk,S
r
k,Sk).

11: end for

uncertain regions, defined as SGT
k = UGT • Sk. The binary

map UGT identifies pixels where the initial prediction Sk

differs from the ground truth mask GTs. By iteratively adding
Bernoulli noise over T steps, each step in this forward process
can be formulated as:

q(mt|mt−1,S
GT
k ) = Bd((1− βt)mt−1 + βtS

GT
k ). (26)

where t = 1, · · · , T , βt is a predefined noise schedule, and
Bd is the Bernoulli distribution. Following [23], this process
can be expressed in a closed form:
q(mt|m0,UGT ,Sk)=Bd(UGT • (ᾱtUGT+(1− ᾱt)Sk)), (27)
where αt = 1 − βt and ᾱt =

∏t
i=1αi. To implement

uncertainty-aware noise injection, we reparameterize the noisy
mask mt using the exclusive OR operator ⊕:

mt = m0 ⊕ ϵ, ϵ ∼ Bd((1− ᾱt)|SGT
k −m0|). (28)

This uncertainty-aware modulation confines the diffusion
process exclusively to the regions where the initial prediction
was incorrect. This strategy leverages the BDM’s generative
capabilities while preventing it from corrupting already ac-
curate regions—a critical consideration given the potential
ambiguity between a concealed object and its background. The
resulting Bernoulli posterior is formulated as:

q(mt−1|mt,m0,S
GT
k ) = Bd(Φp(mt,m0,S

GT
k )). (29)

Here, Φp is a function of its arguments as formulated in [24],
involving products of direct and inverted probabilities.

During inference, the reverse process iteratively refines the
initial mask Sk within the uncertain regions identified by Uk.
Let this target sub-mask be SU

k = Uk • Sk. Beginning with
a random sample mT ∼ Bd(S

U
k ), the reverse process is a

learned Markov chain that gradually denoises the mask from
mt back to mt−1:

pθ(mt−1|mt,S
U
k ) = Bd(µ̂(mt, t,S

U
k )), (30)

where the refined mask mean µ̂ is estimated by the denoiser
network ϵ̂(•):

µ̂(mt, t,S
U
k ) = Φp(mt, |mt − ϵ̂(mt, t,S

U
k )|,SU

k ). (31)
After T iterative denoising steps, the process yields the

final prediction m̂0, which corresponds to the refined mask
Sr
k in Eq. (22). Substituting Sr

k into Eq. (22) produces the

final, enhanced segmentation mask Mk for the stage, which
is expected to have higher accuracy and finer details.

As the stages progress, RUN++ incrementally facilitates
reversible modeling of the foreground and background in
both the mask and RGB domains, along with a refiner to
further eliminate the foreground-background misalignment.
This process systematically directs the network’s attention to
ambiguous regions, progressively reducing false-positive and
false-negative errors. This iterative cycle culminates in a final
segmentation that is robust, complete, and precise.

4) Loss function: The total loss function is a composite
objective that supervises the outputs of all three modules
at each stage. It combines standard segmentation and edge
losses [8], a reconstruction fidelity term, and a term for training
the diffusion model. The overall loss Lt is defined as:

Lt=

K∑
k=1

1

2K−k
[Lw

BCE(Mk,GTs)+L
w
IoU (Mk,GTs)

+Ldice (Ek,GTe) + ∥Îk − I∥22 + LKL
k ],

(32)

LKL
k = KL(q(mt−1|mt,m0,S

U
k )||pθ(mt−1|mt,S

U
k )), (33)

where K is the stage number. Lw
BCE , Lw

IoU , and Ldice are
the weighted binary cross-entropy, weighted intersection-over-
union, and dice losses. GTs and GTe are the ground truth
of the segmentation mask and edge.

D. Degradation-Resistant CVP and Bi-level Optimization

In this section, we extend the utility of our RUN++
framework in two significant directions. First, we adapt it
for degradation-resistant concealed visual perception (CVP).
Second, we generalize its core principles into a bi-level
optimization framework for unified vision systems.
Degradation-resistant CVP. We now extend RUN++ to ad-
dress complex scenarios involving specific degradations. To
adapt RUN++ for such conditions, the generic reconstruction
network B(•) within the CARE module is replaced with a spe-
cialized restoration network B̃(•) tailored to a specific degra-
dation type. Consider two common and challenging scenarios:
low-light and low-resolution imagery. Low-light conditions
can exacerbate object concealment by reducing color contrast,
while low-resolution inputs diminish discriminative cues by
decreasing the number of effective pixels.

Our adaptation strategy is modular, employing a specialized
model for each degradation type. For well-defined degrada-
tions, we integrate pre-trained networks, such as a dedicated
illumination enhancement model like Reti-Diff [25] for low-
light inputs or an image super-resolution model [26] for low-
resolution ones. For images with unknown corruptions, a
blind image restoration model [27] is utilized. This adaptation
effectively transforms the generic reconstruction sub-task into
a targeted restoration task. The goal is twofold: not only to
resolve the conflicting estimations as in Eq. (20), but also to
explicitly counteract the visual interference from the degrada-
tion, thereby ensuring robust segmentation. During training,
the restoration network is optimized via a dual-supervision
scheme: an explicit constraint from the clean ground-truth
image encourages high-fidelity restoration, while an implicit
constraint from the primary segmentation loss guides the
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(a) Existing BLO Framework
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Low-level vision

High-level Vision
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(b) Our BLCO Framework
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Input
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Fig. 5: Comparison between the existing bi-level optimization
(BLO) framework and our bi-level cooperative optimization
(BLCO) framework.

network to produce object-centric features. This dual objective
ensures that the network not only generates visually pristine
images but also enhances the most salient cues required for
accurate downstream segmentation.

However, incorporating cutting-edge restoration algorithms
into our multi-stage network can introduce a non-negligible
computational burden, particularly as the number of stages
increases. To mitigate this, we propose a coarse-to-fine restora-
tion strategy across the network’s stages. Lightweight restora-
tion models are used in the initial stages to provide a pre-
liminary enhancement at a low computational cost. In the
final, decisive stages, more powerful restoration models are
employed to maximize segmentation accuracy. This progres-
sive approach is implemented by feeding the restored image
from the previous stage, Îk−1, as an input to the current stage
(with the initial input Î0 being the original degraded image I).
The newly restored image Îk from CORE can be passed to
the (k + 1)th stage, providing progressively enhanced visual
cues to directly guide the segmentation process. This requires a
reformulation of the deep networks in the CARE module (line
7 in Algorithm 2) to accept Îk−1 as an additional input. It is
important to note that this specific architecture is employed
only for the degradation-resistant setting; it was intentionally
avoided in our primary framework to prevent the network from
learning a trivial solution, such as an identity mapping, on
non-degraded images. The complete coarse-to-fine process is
formally detailed in Algorithm 2.
Bi-level Optimization. We generalize the core principle of
RUN++—the joint optimization of segmentation and restora-
tion—into a broader bi-level optimization framework. This
framework aims to create a unified strategy that synergistically
combines low-level and high-level vision tasks. By doing
so, it is designed to enhance the robustness of high-level
applications like segmentation and detection, particularly in
challenging scenarios involving visual degradation (e.g., low
light, low resolution, or haze), through collaborative support
from low-level vision processes.

The motivation for this bi-level approach stems from a
critical observation: high-fidelity image restoration (a low-
level task) does not guarantee improved performance on a
subsequent high-level task. As illustrated in Fig. 5 (a), existing
methods [19], [36] typically employ a sequential, or tandem,
approach. The limitations of this pipeline are twofold. First, it
risks propagating artifacts from the restoration output, which
can degrade the performance of the high-level task. Second,
and more critically, it overlooks the potential for reciprocal

(a) Existing BLO Framework

Error accumulated network update

Low-level vision

High-level Vision

Input

Update

(b) Our BLCO Framework

Collaborative network optimization

Low-level vision

High-level Vision

Input

UpdateUpdate

UpdateUpdate

Object extraction

Distortion removal

 : Optimal segmentation solution

(c) Joint optimization.

Segmentation Reconstruction 





+

Fig. 6: Conceptual illustration of the joint optimization strategy
brought by our BLCO framework, where we take image seg-
mentation (high-level vision) and image reconstruction (low-
level vision) as an example. This facilitates the network’s
progression toward a more robust and accurate solution.

feedback, where guidance from the high-level task can, in turn,
enhance the low-level restoration process.

For example, segmentation errors often occur at object
boundaries, which contain crucial structural information that
is also inherently challenging for image restoration. In this
context, guidance from the segmentation network can direct
the restoration network to focus specifically on these chal-
lenging boundary regions, leading to restorations with superior
structural preservation and textural detail.

Thus, a framework that enables the co-optimization of low-
level and high-level tasks can achieve superior performance
in both the visual fidelity of the restored image and the
robustness of the downstream task. Drawing inspiration from
Stackelberg game theory, which is foundational to bi-level
optimization [37], we formulate our proposed strategy, termed
Bi-Level Collaborative Optimization (BLCO), as follows:

min
ωl,ωh

Ll
(
Θ
(
I, fΠ;ωl

))
+ Lh

(
Π
(
I, fΘ;ωh

))
, (34)

where Ll and Lh are the objective functions for the low-
level and high-level vision tasks. The network Θ(•;ωl) and
Π(•;ωh) are parameterized by the trainable weights ωl and
ωh. fΠ and fΘ are the guidance information (e.g., intermedi-
ate features or final outputs) exchanged between the two tasks.

As shown in Fig. 6, BLCO motivates further exploration of
collaborative optimization strategies to enhance the resilience
of high-level vision algorithms to environmental degradation
and imaging interference. Simultaneously, it advances low-
level vision algorithms by enabling the integration of high-
level semantic guidance. This dual enhancement fosters the de-
velopment of more robust and reliable vision systems capable
of performing accurately in complex, real-world environments.

IV. EXPERIMENTS

A. Experimental Setup

RUN++ is implemented using PyTorch and trained on two
RTX 4090 GPUs. Following common practice [4], [8], we
integrate deep features from a shared encoder. For training and
inference, all images are resized to 352× 352. We use Adam
with momentum parameters of β1 = 0.9 and β2 = 0.999.
A batch size of 36 is selected with an initial learning rate
of 1 × 10−4, which is decayed by a factor of 10 every 80
epochs. The number of unfolding stages, K, is set to 3. For
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TABLE I: Results on camouflaged object detection. SegMaR-1/-4 are SegMaR with one or four stages. The best results are
marked in bold. For the ResNet50 backbone in the common setting, the best two results are in red and blue fonts.

CHAMELEON CAMO COD10K NC4KMethods Backbones
M ↓ Fβ ↑ Eϕ ↑ Sα ↑ M ↓ Fβ ↑ Eϕ ↑ Sα ↑ M ↓ Fβ ↑ Eϕ ↑ Sα ↑ M ↓ Fβ ↑ Eϕ ↑ Sα ↑

Common Setting: Single Input Scale and Single Stage

LSR [28] ResNet50 0.030 0.835 0.935 0.890 0.080 0.756 0.838 0.787 0.037 0.699 0.880 0.804 0.048 0.802 0.890 0.834
FEDER [8] ResNet50 0.028 0.850 0.944 0.892 0.070 0.775 0.870 0.802 0.032 0.715 0.892 0.810 0.046 0.808 0.900 0.842
FGANet [29] ResNet50 0.030 0.838 0.945 0.891 0.070 0.769 0.865 0.800 0.032 0.708 0.894 0.803 0.047 0.800 0.891 0.837
FocusDiff [1] ResNet50 0.028 0.843 0.938 0.890 0.069 0.772 0.883 0.812 0.031 0.730 0.897 0.820 0.044 0.810 0.902 0.850
FSEL [30] ResNet50 0.029 0.847 0.941 0.893 0.069 0.779 0.881 0.816 0.032 0.722 0.891 0.822 0.045 0.807 0.901 0.847
RUN [3] ResNet50 0.027 0.855 0.952 0.895 0.070 0.781 0.868 0.806 0.030 0.747 0.903 0.827 0.042 0.824 0.908 0.851
RUN++ (Ours) ResNet50 0.026 0.870 0.956 0.907 0.068 0.787 0.885 0.816 0.028 0.758 0.913 0.832 0.040 0.829 0.912 0.853

BSA-Net [31] Res2Net50 0.027 0.851 0.946 0.895 0.079 0.768 0.851 0.796 0.034 0.723 0.891 0.818 0.048 0.805 0.897 0.841
FEDER [8] Res2Net50 0.026 0.856 0.947 0.903 0.066 0.807 0.897 0.836 0.029 0.748 0.911 0.844 0.042 0.824 0.913 0.862
RUN [3] Res2Net50 0.024 0.879 0.956 0.907 0.066 0.815 0.905 0.843 0.028 0.764 0.914 0.849 0.041 0.830 0.917 0.859
RUN++ (Ours) Res2Net50 0.023 0.883 0.965 0.922 0.065 0.820 0.912 0.845 0.026 0.782 0.927 0.855 0.039 0.837 0.927 0.865

CamoFocus [32] PVT V2 0.023 0.869 0.953 0.906 0.044 0.861 0.924 0.870 0.022 0.818 0.931 0.868 0.031 0.862 0.932 0.886
CamoDiff [2] PVT V2 0.022 0.868 0.952 0.908 0.042 0.853 0.936 0.878 0.019 0.815 0.943 0.883 0.028 0.858 0.942 0.895
RUN [3] PVT V2 0.021 0.877 0.958 0.916 0.045 0.861 0.934 0.877 0.021 0.810 0.941 0.878 0.030 0.868 0.940 0.892
RUN++ (Ours) PVT V2 0.019 0.886 0.959 0.920 0.041 0.869 0.944 0.883 0.019 0.836 0.949 0.885 0.029 0.876 0.941 0.895

Other Setting: Multiple Input Scales (MIS)

ZoomNet [33] ResNet50 0.024 0.858 0.943 0.902 0.066 0.792 0.877 0.820 0.029 0.740 0.888 0.838 0.043 0.814 0.896 0.853
ZoomNext [34] ResNet50 0.021 0.868 0.956 0.908 0.065 0.798 0.888 0.822 0.026 0.768 0.918 0.855 0.038 0.833 0.919 0.869
RUN [3] ResNet50 0.022 0.878 0.967 0.911 0.064 0.807 0.902 0.832 0.027 0.772 0.920 0.843 0.040 0.836 0.922 0.868
RUN++ (Ours) ResNet50 0.020 0.883 0.971 0.914 0.063 0.812 0.904 0.836 0.025 0.777 0.926 0.856 0.037 0.841 0.932 0.872

Other Setting: Multiple Stages (MS)

SegMaR-4 [35] ResNet50 0.025 0.855 0.955 0.906 0.071 0.779 0.865 0.815 0.033 0.737 0.896 0.833 0.047 0.793 0.892 0.845
FEDER-4 [8] ResNet50 0.025 0.874 0.964 0.907 0.067 0.809 0.886 0.822 0.028 0.752 0.917 0.851 0.042 0.827 0.917 0.863
RUN-4 [3] ResNet50 0.024 0.889 0.968 0.913 0.066 0.815 0.893 0.829 0.027 0.769 0.926 0.857 0.041 0.833 0.925 0.870
RUN++-4 (Ours) ResNet50 0.023 0.891 0.974 0.915 0.065 0.823 0.901 0.830 0.026 0.778 0.928 0.858 0.039 0.837 0.933 0.875

Other Setting: High Resolution Segmentation (HRS)

BiRefNet [12] SwinL — — — — 0.030 0.895 0.954 0.904 0.014 0.881 0.960 0.913 0.023 0.925 0.953 0.914
FEDER [8] SwinL — — — — 0.034 0.882 0.939 0.893 0.016 0.867 0.942 0.901 0.026 0.917 0.938 0.902
RUN [3] SwinL — — — — 0.032 0.896 0.946 0.900 0.014 0.879 0.957 0.915 0.024 0.928 0.955 0.910
RUN++ (Ours) SwinL — — — — 0.030 0.899 0.957 0.906 0.012 0.887 0.968 0.916 0.022 0.937 0.960 0.918

TABLE II: Efficiency comparison with existing cutting-edge methods on COD, including three commonly-used backbones.

Efficiency ResNet50 Res2Net50 PVT V2
FocusDiff [1] RUN [3] RUN++ (Ours) FEDER [8] RUN [3] RUN++ (Ours) CamoFocus [32] RUN [3] RUN++ (Ours)

Parameters (M) ↓ 166.17 30.41 36.52 45.92 30.57 36.69 68.85 65.17 68.64
FLOPs (G) ↓ 7618.49 43.36 47.16 50.03 45.73 48.90 91.35 61.83 68.33
FPS ↑ 0.23 22.75 15.51 14.02 20.26 15.19 9.63 15.82 11.73

TABLE III: Results on polyp image segmentation.

Methods CVC-ColonDB ETIS
mDice ↑ mIoU ↑ Sα ↑ mDice ↑ mIoU ↑ Sα ↑

PraNet [11] 0.709 0.640 0.819 0.628 0.567 0.794
CASCADE [38] 0.809 0.731 0.867 0.781 0.706 0.853
PolypPVT [39] 0.808 0.727 0.865 0.787 0.706 0.871
CoInNet [40] 0.797 0.729 0.875 0.759 0.690 0.859
LSSNet [41] 0.820 0.741 0.867 0.779 0.701 0.867
RUN [3] 0.822 0.742 0.880 0.788 0.709 0.878
RUN++ (Ours) 0.826 0.749 0.886 0.790 0.714 0.880

the diffusion process within the FINE module, we employed
a cosine noise schedule with T = 1000 timesteps during
training. For efficient inference, we utilized DDIM sampling
with 5 timesteps and only set FINE in the last stage. All extra
parameters inherited from the original optimization model are
treated as learnable variables with random initialization.

B. Comparisons in CVP Tasks

We benchmarked our method against SOTA competitors
across several CVP tasks. To ensure fair and reproducible com-
parisons, all methods were evaluated using publicly available
toolkits. It should be noted that while the COD domain offers

TABLE IV: Results on medical tubular object segmentation.

Methods DRIVE CORN
mDice ↑ AUC ↑ SEN ↑ mDice ↑ AUC ↑ SEN ↑

CS2-Net [42] 0.795 0.983 0.822 0.607 0.960 0.817
DSCNet [43] 0.805 0.955 0.830 0.618 0.964 0.856
SGAT [44] 0.806 0.953 0.832 0.639 0.961 0.853
TAU [45] 0.798 0.977 0.825 0.643 0.949 0.859
FFM [46] 0.791 0.972 0.830 0.647 0.952 0.835
RUN [3] 0.812 0.985 0.845 0.652 0.962 0.870
RUN++ (Ours) 0.817 0.990 0.850 0.662 0.971 0.873

a rich set of open-sourced methods for extensive quantitative
analysis, other specialized CVP sub-tasks have a more limited
number of public baselines, limiting quantitative analysis.

Camouflaged object detection. In COD, we perform exper-
iments using four benchmark datasets: CHAMELEON [47],
CAMO [48], COD10K [49], and NC4K [28]. Our training
set comprised 1,000 images from CAMO and 3,040 images
from COD10K. The test set was formed using the remaining
images from these two datasets, supplemented by the com-
plete CHAMELEON and NC4K datasets. Performance was
assessed using four standard evaluation metrics: mean absolute
error (M ), adaptive F-measure (Fβ) [50], mean E-measure
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(d) Video Camouflaged Object Detection
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Fig. 7: Visual comparison on COD, MIS, TOD, and VCOD tasks. In (b), MedSeg corresponds to PolypPVT [39] and
DSCNet [43] for the polyp image segmentation and medical tubular object segmentation tasks, respectively.

TABLE V: Results on transparent object detection.
GDD GSDMethods mIoU ↑ Fmax
β ↑ M ↓ mIoU ↑ Fmax

β ↑ M ↓

GDNet [55] 0.876 0.937 0.063 0.790 0.869 0.069
EBLNet [56] 0.870 0.922 0.064 0.817 0.878 0.059
RFENet [57] 0.886 0.938 0.057 0.865 0.931 0.048
IEBAF [58] 0.887 0.944 0.056 0.861 0.926 0.049
GhostingNet [59] 0.893 0.943 0.054 0.838 0.904 0.055
RUN [3] 0.895 0.952 0.051 0.866 0.938 0.043
RUN++ (Ours) 0.899 0.959 0.050 0.870 0.946 0.041

(Eϕ) [51], and structure measure (Sα) [52]. Optimal results
are indicated by a lower value of M and higher values for
Fβ , Eϕ, and Sα. As detailed in Table I, our method achieves
SOTA performance in all four experimental settings. Within
the common setting, our approach surpasses the second-
best methods across three distinct backbones: ResNet50 [18],
Res2Net50 [53], and PVT V2 [54], representing average
performance gains of 1.87%, 1.84%, and 2.61% over the
second-best method (RUN [3]), respectively, calculated across
the four datasets. Furthermore, in the specialized MIS, MS,
and HRS settings, our framework adheres to the respec-
tive evaluation protocols of ZoomNet [33], SegMaR [35],
and BiRefNet [12] (only evaluating performance in three
datasets except CHAMELEON), consistently delivering im-
proved results over these existing methods. RUN++ gener-
ally surpasses the top-performing methods by 1.48% (vs.
ZoomNext [34] in MIS), 1.30% (vs. RUN [3] in MS), and
2.00% (vs. BiRefNet [12] in HRS). Qualitatively, as illustrated
in Fig. 7, our approach generates segmentation maps that
are significantly more complete and precise. We attribute
this improvement to our novel, jointly reversible modeling at
both the mask and RGB levels. In addition to performance,
we analyze the efficiency of our method in Table II. The
results demonstrate that the components introduced in RUN++
add only a modest computational overhead compared to the
original RUN architecture [3]. Specifically, the diffusion-based
refiner and multi-stage design achieve significant performance
gains without imposing a prohibitive increase in computational
cost, affirming the overall efficiency of our framework.

Medical concealed visual perception. We evaluated our
method on two distinct medical CVP tasks, including polyp
image segmentation (PIS) and medical tubular object segmen-
tation (MTOS). For PIS, experiments were conducted on the

TABLE VI: Results on concealed defect detection.
Methods Sα ↑ M ↓ Eϕ ↑ Emax

ϕ ↑ Fβ ↑ Fmean
β ↑

SINet V2 [49] 0.551 0.102 0.567 0.597 0.223 0.248
HitNet [63] 0.563 0.118 0.564 0.570 0.298 0.298
CamoFormer [64] 0.589 0.100 0.588 0.596 0.330 0.329
OAFormer [65] 0.541 0.121 0.535 0.591 0.216 0.239
FEDER [8] 0.538 0.070 0.586 0.602 0.288 0.293
RUN [3] 0.590 0.068 0.595 0.611 0.298 0.299
RUN++ (Ours) 0.602 0.065 0.610 0.628 0.332 0.334

CVC-ColonDB [60] and ETIS [61] datasets. For MTOS, we
utilized the DRIVE1 and CORN [62] datasets. The experi-
mental protocol for PIS followed the setup established by
LSSNet [41]. Performance was evaluated using three metrics:
mean Dice (mDice), mean Intersection over Union (mIoU),
and Sα. For MTOS, the training and test sets were partitioned
according to RUN [3], and performance was measured using
mDice, area under the ROC curve (AUC), and sensitivity
(SEN). For all metrics across both tasks, higher values de-
note superior performance. In line with recent state-of-the-art
methods that commonly employ Transformer-based encoders,
we adopted PVT V2 as our default encoder architecture. As
presented in Tables III and IV, our method achieves leading
performance across both segmentation tasks. Furthermore, the
qualitative results in Fig. 7 visually confirm the effectiveness
of our approach in accurately segmenting challenging struc-
tures, such as small polyps and fine-grained nerves.
Transparent object detection. TOD is critical, particularly for
applications like autonomous driving where detecting transpar-
ent obstacles is essential for safe navigation. To evaluate our
performance on this task, we conducted experiments on two
datasets: GDD and GSD. For a fair and direct comparison
with contemporary methods, we adopted PVT V2 as the
backbone. The training set was constructed using 2,980 images
from GDD and 3,202 images from GSD, with the remaining
images from both datasets forming the test set. Following the
evaluation protocol established by GDNet [55], we assessed
performance using three metrics: M , mIoU, and maximum F-
measure (Fmax

β ). As demonstrated by the quantitative results
in Table V and the qualitative examples in Fig. 7, our RUN++
surpasses existing methods on both datasets. The results show
that we provide a more precise segmentation of transparent

1http://www.isi.uu.nl/Research/Databases/DRIVE/
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TABLE VII: Results on label-deficient concealed visual perception, where we take COD as an example and conduct experiments
with weak supervision (scribble supervision) and semi-supervision (1/16 labeled training data). To accommodate the label-
deficient settings, we integrate RUN [3] and our RUN++ with the SEE framework [21] by replacing its own segmenter.

CHAMELEON CAMO COD10K NC4KMethods Pub.
M ↓ Fβ ↑ Eϕ ↑ Sα ↑ M ↓ Fβ ↑ Eϕ ↑ Sα ↑ M ↓ Fβ ↑ Eϕ ↑ Sα ↑ M ↓ Fβ ↑ Eϕ ↑ Sα ↑

Scribble Supervision

SAM-W [66] ICCVW23 0.069 0.751 0.835 0.661 0.097 0.696 0.788 0.738 0.049 0.712 0.833 0.770 0.066 0.757 0.842 0.768
SCOD [67] AAAI23 0.046 0.791 0.897 0.818 0.092 0.709 0.815 0.735 0.049 0.637 0.832 0.733 0.064 0.751 0.853 0.779
GenSAM [68] AAAI24 0.090 0.680 0.807 0.764 0.113 0.659 0.775 0.719 0.067 0.681 0.838 0.775 0.097 0.687 0.750 0.732
WS-SAM [5] NIPS23 0.046 0.777 0.897 0.824 0.092 0.742 0.818 0.759 0.038 0.719 0.878 0.803 0.052 0.802 0.886 0.829
SEE [21] TPAMI25 0.044 0.785 0.903 0.826 0.090 0.747 0.826 0.765 0.036 0.729 0.883 0.807 0.051 0.808 0.891 0.836
RUN [3] ICML25 0.044 0.783 0.898 0.823 0.091 0.750 0.826 0.767 0.036 0.725 0.881 0.808 0.050 0.806 0.888 0.834
RUN++ (Ours) — 0.042 0.793 0.910 0.829 0.088 0.752 0.831 0.769 0.035 0.733 0.889 0.813 0.049 0.812 0.895 0.839

1/16 Labeled Training Data

SAM-S [66] ICCVW23 0.150 0.642 0.680 0.657 0.146 0.624 0.663 0.647 0.078 0.682 0.752 0.738 0.093 0.692 0.741 0.753
PGCL [69] CVPR23 0.057 0.752 0.850 0.801 0.116 0.682 0.782 0.722 0.061 0.637 0.779 0.728 0.071 0.719 0.809 0.789
EPS [70] TPAMI23 0.049 0.763 0.843 0.828 0.103 0.697 0.796 0.735 0.056 0.646 0.787 0.736 0.066 0.737 0.833 0.801
CoSOD [71] WACV24 0.055 0.758 0.856 0.830 0.099 0.702 0.793 0.730 0.055 0.650 0.795 0.740 0.070 0.726 0.825 0.792
SEE [21] TPAMI25 0.040 0.793 0.885 0.852 0.093 0.716 0.810 0.747 0.046 0.679 0.803 0.745 0.060 0.757 0.863 0.812
RUN [3] ICML25 0.041 0.790 0.890 0.847 0.092 0.723 0.816 0.746 0.045 0.676 0.802 0.748 0.059 0.766 0.866 0.812
RUN++ (Ours) — 0.039 0.799 0.897 0.856 0.090 0.732 0.828 0.753 0.043 0.692 0.818 0.756 0.057 0.775 0.875 0.818

TABLE VIII: Results on multimodal concealed visual perception, where we conduct experiments on the RGB-Depth COD
task. The simulated depth map is provided by PopNet [72]. Following MultiCOS [73], RUN [3] and our RUN++ are adapted
to process the multimodal inputs through simple structural modifications.

CHAMELEON CAMO COD10K NC4KMethods Pub.
M ↓ Fmax

β ↑ Emax
ϕ ↑ Sα ↑ M ↓ Fmax

β ↑ Emax
ϕ ↑ Sα ↑ M ↓ Fmax

β ↑ Emax
ϕ ↑ Sα ↑ M ↓ Fmax

β ↑ Emax
ϕ ↑ Sα ↑

SPNet [74] ICCV21 0.033 0.872 0.930 0.888 0.083 0.807 0.831 0.783 0.037 0.776 0.869 0.808 0.054 0.828 0.874 0.825
SPSN [75] ECCV22 0.032 0.866 0.932 0.887 0.084 0.782 0.829 0.773 0.042 0.727 0.854 0.789 0.059 0.803 0.867 0.813
PopNet [72] ICCV23 0.022 0.893 0.962 0.910 0.073 0.821 0.869 0.806 0.031 0.789 0.897 0.827 0.043 0.852 0.908 0.852
DSAM [76] MM24 0.028 0.877 0.957 0.883 0.061 0.834 0.920 0.832 0.033 0.807 0.931 0.846 0.040 0.862 0.940 0.871
MultiCOS [73] ArXiv25 0.018 0.912 0.970 0.923 0.048 0.865 0.929 0.867 0.020 0.850 0.946 0.880 0.031 0.882 0.944 0.890
RUN [3] ICML25 0.019 0.908 0.967 0.922 0.047 0.872 0.933 0.869 0.021 0.853 0.947 0.879 0.030 0.880 0.945 0.891
RUN++ (Ours) — 0.018 0.917 0.973 0.925 0.045 0.883 0.939 0.872 0.018 0.868 0.957 0.886 0.028 0.893 0.957 0.898

objects. This enhanced detection capability signifies a mean-
ingful advancement with direct implications for improving the
reliability and safety of autonomous driving systems.
Concealed defect detection. In this evaluation, we tested
the model’s ability to generalize from a related domain.
Specifically, the model trained on the COD task was directly
applied to segment defects in the CDS2K dataset [77] without
any fine-tuning. Consistent with standard practice, we adopted
PVT V2 as the default backbone. Performance was measured
using six evaluation metrics, where higher values are better for
all metrics except for MAE, for which a lower value indicates
superior performance. As shown in Table VI, our method
achieves superior results compared to existing state-of-the-
art approaches and surpasses the second-best method (RUN)
by 5.81%, which further validates the strong generalization
performance of the RUN++ framework.

C. Comparisons in Label-Deficient CVP Tasks
CVP in label-deficient settings presents a significant chal-

lenge due to the scarcity of valid supervisory signals. Under
these conditions, an effective segmenter must possess a robust
capability in exploiting useful information from those limited
labels. Concurrently, it must demonstrate resilience against
the potentially corrupting influence of noisy pseudo-labels,
which are often generated internally by semi-supervised or
weakly-supervised frameworks. Hence, we also evaluate the
generalization of our RUN++ in this task. In specifically, we
integrate our RUN++ (also RUN [3] for comparison) with the
SEE framework [21] by replacing its own segmenter.

Weakly-supervised CVP. We conduct experiments on COD
with scribble supervision and follow the setting of SEE [21].
We compare our RUN++ with cutting-edge algorithms and
report the performance in Table VII. The results demonstrate
that RUN++ outperforms all competing methods. Superior
performance on COD10K and CAMO, which are drawn from
the same datasets used in training, indicates the model’s
effectiveness in learning from sparse annotations. More impor-
tantly, the significant performance gains on the entirely unseen
CHAMELEON and NC4K verify our strong generalization
capability in open-set concealed object scenarios.
Semi-supervised CVP. In the semi-supervised setting, we
also follow SEE [21] and draw similar conclusions. As shown
in Table VII, our RUN++ again achieves optimal results com-
pared to other methods. This consistent, top-tier performance
underscores the model’s robustness and its advanced capacity
to learn from incomplete data with deficient labels.

D. Comparisons in Multimodal and Video CVP Tasks

To further verify the generalization capabilities of our
RUN++, we extended our evaluation to more complex visual
perception tasks, including both multimodal and video con-
cealed visual perception. These tasks introduce the challenge
of processing multiple input streams—such as RGB-D data
or sequential image frames—which contrasts with standard
single-image CVP. To accommodate these multi-input sce-
narios, we adapted RUN++ (also RUN [3]) with minimal
structural modifications, adhering to established practices for
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TABLE IX: Results on video concealed visual perception. RUN [3] and RUN++ follow the configuration of ZoomNext [34].
CAD MoCA-Mask-TEMethods Pub. Sm ↑ Fω

β ↑ M ↓ Emax
ϕ ↑ mDice ↑ mIoU ↑ Sm ↑ Fω

β ↑ M ↓ Emax
ϕ ↑ mDice ↑ mIoU ↑

PNS-Net [78] MICCAI21 0.655 0.325 0.048 0.673 0.384 0.290 0.526 0.059 0.035 0.530 0.084 0.054
SINet-V2 [49] TPAMI21 0.653 0.382 0.039 0.762 0.413 0.318 0.588 0.204 0.031 0.642 0.245 0.180
MG [79] ICCV21 0.594 0.336 0.059 0.692 0.368 0.268 0.530 0.168 0.067 0.561 0.181 0.127
STL-Net [80] CVPR22 0.696 0.481 0.030 0.845 0.493 0.402 0.631 0.311 0.027 0.759 0.360 0.272
ZoomNext [34] TPAMI24 0.757 0.593 0.020 0.865 0.599 0.510 0.734 0.476 0.010 0.736 0.497 0.422
RUN [3] ICML25 0.760 0.596 0.021 0.867 0.600 0.508 0.731 0.480 0.011 0.737 0.516 0.423
RUN++ (Ours) — 0.763 0.602 0.020 0.883 0.608 0.522 0.750 0.530 0.009 0.801 0.554 0.447

(a) Origin (b) GT (c) CO (d) CO+CA (e) CO+CA+FI

Fig. 8: Visualization of breakdown ablations, where CO, CA,
and FI are short for CORE, CARE, and FINE, respectively.
(e) corresponds to our RUN++.

(a) Origin (b) GT (c) S3 (d) B3 (e) M3

Fig. 9: Visualization of the segmentation pipeline at the final
(3rd) stage, where S3, B3, and M3 are the outputs from the
CORE, CARE, and FINE modules and M3 is the final result.

TABLE X: Breakdown ablations of RUN++.
CORE CARE FINE M ↓ Fβ ↑ Eϕ ↑ Sα ↑

✓ × × 0.032 0.713 0.892 0.816
× ✓ × 0.038 0.683 0.855 0.797
✓ ✓ × 0.030 0.745 0.902 0.828
✓ ✓ ✓ 0.028 0.758 0.913 0.832

TABLE XI: Ablation study of the CORE module.

Metrics I → E(I) w/o RSS w/o VSS w/o prior Ŝk w/o prior Bk−1 w/o Ek RUN++

M ↓ 0.046 0.033 0.030 0.031 0.030 0.029 0.028
Fβ ↑ 0.657 0.723 0.746 0.735 0.747 0.746 0.758
Eϕ ↑ 0.845 0.893 0.896 0.889 0.902 0.901 0.913
Sα ↑ 0.760 0.812 0.826 0.823 0.830 0.825 0.832

TABLE XII: Ablation study of the CARE module.

Metrics B1(•) → B(•) B2(•) → B(•) w/o Îk RUN++

M ↓ 0.028 0.028 0.029 0.028
Fβ ↑ 0.756 0.760 0.749 0.758
Eϕ ↑ 0.913 0.915 0.903 0.913
Sα ↑ 0.832 0.830 0.827 0.832

TABLE XIII: Ablation study of the FINE module.
Metrics w/o Uk w/o UInter

k w/o UIntra
k U1

k → Uk GDM→BDM RUN++

M ↓ 0.031 0.029 0.029 0.028 0.030 0.028
Fβ ↑ 0.737 0.745 0.743 0.750 0.742 0.758
Eϕ ↑ 0.892 0.903 0.901 0.906 0.901 0.913
Sα ↑ 0.818 0.825 0.826 0.829 0.825 0.832

each respective task, to demonstrate the inherent flexibility of
our framework in handling more complex and dynamic data.
Multimodal CVP. For multimodal CVP, we conduct experi-
ments on the RGB-Depth (RGB-D) COD task, utilizing sim-
ulated depth maps generated via PopNet [72]. To effectively
leverage the supplementary depth information, we adapted the
RUN++ architecture. Specifically, following the protocol of
MultiCOS [73], we employed a dual-encoder design using two
PVT V2 backbones to extract features independently from the
RGB image and its corresponding depth map. These features
were subsequently fused using the attention module used in
MultiCOS. Following MultiCOS, performance was evaluated
using four standard metrics: M , Fmax

β , Emax
ϕ , and Sα. As

detailed in Table VIII, RUN++ surpasses existing methods
across all datasets, a result that underscores the architectural
flexibility and strong adaptation capabilities of our framework.
Video CVP. To further demonstrate our versatility, we evaluate
the effectiveness of RUN++ on video COD. Experiments are
conducted on two standard benchmark datasets: CAD [80] and
MoCA-Mask-TE [81]. Adhering to the experimental protocol
of ZoomNext [34], we adopt PVT V2 as the feature extraction
backbone and use 5-frame video clips as input. Performance
is assessed using six standard metrics: Sm, Fω

β , M , Emax
ϕ ,

mDice, and mIoU. As depicted in Table IX, our method
achieves state-of-the-art performance, outperforming leading
VCOS approaches. These results, along with the visualization

results presented in Fig. 7, not only confirm the flexibility of
the RUN++ framework in adapting to dynamic video data but
also highlight the superiority of our jointly reversible modeling
strategy at both the mask and RGB levels.

E. Ablation Study

We conduct ablation studies on COD10K of the COD task.
Effect of basic network modules. To validate the con-
tributions of our key components, we conduct a series of
breakdown studies. We first present a high-level analysis of
the CORE, CARE, and FINE modules in Table X and further
provide corresponding visualizations of their impact on polyp
and transparent object segmentation in Fig. 8. A key qualitative
finding, illustrated in Fig. 9, is the contribution of the FINE
module. While the segmentation mask S3 and the estimated
background B3 can precisely capture the concealed object’s
general form, the final mask M3, after being refined by FINE,
exhibits significantly finer details and sharper boundaries.
Furthermore, as presented in Table XI, replacing deep features
E(I) with the raw input image leads to a significant perfor-
mance decline, underscoring the importance of deep features.
Furthermore, removing the RSS and VSS modules degrades
performance, confirming the value of our state-space model-
ing. The benefit of our reversible strategy is also confirmed,
as excluding either the foreground prior Ŝk or the background
prior Bk−1 results in lower scores. Also, removing the aux-
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TABLE XIV: Effect of our CVP model (Eq. (4)). CM, PM, OS, and DL are
short for conventional model, proposed model, optimization solution, and
deep learning (i.e., deep unfolding network), respectively.

Metrics PM+OS CM1+DL CM2+DL CM3+DL CM4+DL CM5+DL PM+DL (Ours)

M ↓ 0.062 0.032 0.031 0.031 0.031 0.032 0.030
Fβ ↑ 0.573 0.729 0.735 0.733 0.740 0.735 0.745
Eϕ ↑ 0.802 0.899 0.896 0.895 0.898 0.892 0.902
Sα ↑ 0.733 0.823 0.824 0.821 0.823 0.823 0.828

TABLE XV: Analysis of stage number K. We
surpass most compared methods at K = 1 and
our performance improves as K increases.

Metrics K = 1 K = 3 (Ours) K = 5 K = 7 K = 9

M ↓ 0.030 0.028 0.027 0.027 0.026
Fβ ↑ 0.725 0.758 0.762 0.767 0.771
Eϕ ↑ 0.893 0.913 0.913 0.916 0.920
Sα ↑ 0.822 0.832 0.835 0.836 0.838

TABLE XVI: Analysis of iteration number T of the Bernoulli
diffusion model in our FINE module.

Metrics T = 1 T = 3 T = 5 (Ours) T = 7 T = 9 T = 11

M ↓ 0.030 0.029 0.028 0.028 0.027 0.027
Fβ ↑ 0.748 0.750 0.758 0.763 0.767 0.772
Eϕ ↑ 0.904 0.907 0.913 0.915 0.917 0.921
Sα ↑ 0.828 0.830 0.832 0.833 0.835 0.836

TABLE XVII: Results on small object images (1,084 images).
Metrics FEDER FGANet FocusDiff FSEL RUN RUN++ (Ours)

M ↓ 0.044 0.044 0.042 0.043 0.040 0.039
Fβ ↑ 0.646 0.642 0.670 0.668 0.682 0.690
Eϕ ↑ 0.855 0.852 0.859 0.847 0.866 0.876
Sα ↑ 0.777 0.776 0.781 0.776 0.789 0.792

iliary edge output brings performance decreases. Regarding
the CARE module, as depicted in Table XII we evaluate the
choice of the reconstruction network. B(•). Replacing it with
more complex, large-scale networks (a CNN-based B1(•) [19]
and a Transformer-based B2(•) [25]) yields no significant
performance gains, suggesting that a lightweight network is
sufficient for preserving efficiency. Moreover, removing the
reconstructed output Îk entirely leads to suboptimal results,
confirming the necessity of the image-level restoration process.
Finally, for the FINE module, we validate both its uncertainty-
guided strategy and kernel choice, and report the results
in Table XIII. Replacing our entropy-based uncertainty map
with a state-of-the-art estimation network [22] incurs extra
computational overhead without improving performance, and
removing the map entirely degrades results. We also confirm
that a Bernoulli kernel suits the discrete segmentation refine-
ment task better than a standard Gaussian kernel.
Other configurations in RUN++. We first validate the
effect of our optimization model by comparing it against
five alternative formulations (CM1-CM5), with quantitative
results detailed in Table XIV. To isolate the impact of the
optimization model, the FINE module was disabled for the
experiments. CM1 corresponds to the baseline model in
Eq. (3). CM2 employs our full model from Eq. (4) but
replaces the proposed solver for the sparsity term T (•) with a
standard soft-thresholding method [14]. CM3-CM5 represent
ablations of the uncertainty-aware sparsity constraint: CM3
removes the uncertainty attention map w; CM4 narrows the
pixel value range for the filter from [0.1, 0.4) ∪ (0.6, 0.9] to
[0.1, 0.3) ∪ (0.7, 0.9]; and CM5 expands the filter range to
all pixels. As demonstrated in Table XIV, our formulation
consistently outperforms these alternative strategies, validating
its superior design compared to both traditional solutions and
other learning-based unfolding variants. Moreover, as verified
in Tables XV and XVI, we analyze the optimal stage number
for our RUN++ and the most suitable iterative diffusion

TABLE XVIII: Results on multi-object images (186 images).
Metrics FEDER FGANet FocusDiff FSEL RUN RUN++ (Ours)

M ↓ 0.068 0.065 0.062 0.062 0.060 0.059
Fβ ↑ 0.480 0.481 0.500 0.496 0.505 0.513
Eϕ ↑ 0.813 0.810 0.818 0.820 0.827 0.832
Sα ↑ 0.709 0.709 0.716 0.717 0.730 0.734

timestep T for our FINE module. To balance performance and
computational efficiency, we set K = 3 and T = 5.

F. Further Analysis, Applications, and Meanings

Performance on small objects or multiple objects. Segment-
ing small objects and scenes with multiple objects presents a
significant challenge in computer vision due to the inherent
lack of discriminative visual cues [21]. To rigorously evaluate
our method’s performance under these specific conditions, we
created two specialized test subsets by filtering the COD10K
dataset: (1) Small object subset: This subset contains 1,084
images where the concealed object occupies less than 25% of
the total image area. (2) Multiple object subset: This subset
consists of 186 images that feature more than one concealed
object. As detailed in Tables XVII and XVIII, while a per-
formance degradation was observed across all tested meth-
ods—an expected outcome given the increased difficulty—our
approach consistently and significantly outperformed all com-
peting methods. This demonstrates the superior robustness of
our RUN++ in handling these challenging scenarios.
Potential applications of RUN++. Here, we explore the
versatility of the RUN++ framework by evaluating its perfor-
mance in two key application scenarios: as a post-processing
refiner for existing segmentation methods and as a plug-and-
play architectural enhancement. First, we assessed the efficacy
of RUN++ as a refinement module. In this straightforward
integration, we initialized the framework’s input mask, S0,
with the coarse segmentation output generated by an existing
method (FEDER [8]). We compared this approach against both
traditional refinement methods (dense crf (DCRF) [82] and
bilateral solver (BS) [83]) and learning-based techniques (Seg-
Refiner [13] and SAMRefiner [84]). For a fair comparison, and
following original training protocols, we also present results
for retrained versions of the learning-based refiners, denoted as
SegRefiner+ and SAMRefiner+. As shown in Table XIX, the
traditional methods and the pre-trained learning-based refiners
failed to improve upon the initial coarse masks from FEDER.
This outcome is largely attributable to the inherent difficulty
of COD, a task characterized by a scarcity of discriminative
cues. The initial coarse masks often suffer from significant
quality issues, including mis-segmentations and blurred edges,
which makes the refinement process exceptionally challenging.
After being retrained on the COD task, the learning-based
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TABLE XIX: Potential of RUN++ to serve as a mask refiner. SegR and SAMR are short for SegRefiner and SAMRefiner.
FINE1 means using UGTR [22] for uncertainty estimation. Methods with the suffix “+” are retrained for the COD task.

Metrics FEDER + DCRF [82] + BS [83] + SegR [13] + SegR+ [13] + SAMR [84] + SAMR+ [84] + RUN [3] + FINE + FINE1 + RUN++

M ↓ 0.032 0.039 0.043 0.037 0.033 0.038 0.033 0.031 0.032 0.033 0.030
Fβ ↑ 0.715 0.683 0.666 0.691 0.718 0.686 0.723 0.721 0.716 0.713 0.729
Eϕ ↑ 0.892 0.853 0.862 0.863 0.889 0.857 0.906 0.897 0.896 0.897 0.910
Sα ↑ 0.810 0.797 0.770 0.781 0.803 0.783 0.805 0.812 0.812 0.810 0.816

TABLE XX: Generalization of RUN++. The suffixes“+” and “++” means integrating the methods with RUN [3] and our
RUN++, respectively.

Metrics SINet SINet+ SINet++ FEDER FEDER+ FEDER++ FGANet FGANet+ FGANet++ FSEL FSEL+ FSEL++

M ↓ 0.043 0.041 0.040 0.032 0.031 0.030 0.032 0.031 0.030 0.032 0.030 0.030
Fβ ↑ 0.667 0.676 0.687 0.715 0.726 0.730 0.708 0.730 0.735 0.722 0.738 0.746
Eϕ ↑ 0.864 0.870 0.882 0.892 0.902 0.910 0.894 0.901 0.912 0.891 0.905 0.915
Sα ↑ 0.776 0.781 0.788 0.810 0.816 0.822 0.803 0.808 0.812 0.822 0.830 0.832
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Fig. 10: Performance on degraded CVP scenarios. RUN’ and (RUN++)’ are two degradation-resistant structures in Sec. III-D.

(a) Origin (b) Degraded (c) GT (d) RUN++ (e) (RUN++)'

Fig. 11: Results on degraded CVP. First column: low-
resolution (x4), Second column: low-light (Medium).
refiners exhibited notable performance gains. However, while
SAMRefiner+ achieved results comparable to RUN, it was
still surpassed by our RUN++. Besides, only using the FINE
module as a refiner with the uncertainty map calculated by
entropy or estimated by a current method, UGTR [22], cannot
effectively refine the segmentation masks. Next, we evaluated
RUN++ as a foundational framework for enhancing existing
models. This involved incorporating the core architectural
components of other methods directly into the RUN++ un-
folding structure and retraining the entire network from end
to end. As demonstrated in Table XX, this deep integration
yielded performance gains that significantly exceeded those of
the simple refinement approach. Moreover, the improvements
surpassed those achieved by the original RUN framework [3],
demonstrating that our novel unfolding architecture can serve
as an effective plug-and-play solution to substantially boost
the performance of existing methods.

Performance on degraded CVP scenarios. To evaluate
performance under environmental degradation, we simulated
four challenging scenarios on the COD10K dataset, following
established practices [14], [25], [92]. These scenarios include
three specific corruptions—haze, low light, and low resolu-
tion—as well as a more challenging blind degradation setting,
which applies a random combination of one to three of the

Diff-Ret Diff-Ret Diff-Ret Reti-Diff Reti-Diff Reti-Diff UnfoldIR UnfoldIR UnfoldIR
59

60

61

62

63

64

65

(ICCV'23)

ExDark

(ICLR'25) (ArXiv'25)+ BLO + BLCO + BLO + BLCO + BLO + BLCO

Fig. 12: Application of the BLCO framework to low-light
object detection, where BLO is a baseline that follows the
practice from HQG-Net [19] to construct.

preceding types. We then assess the resilience of the compared
methods under these adverse conditions. As shown in Fig. 10,
the performance of all methods declines as degradation in-
tensity increases. Although our RUN++ demonstrates superior
resilience—a result we attribute to its multi-modal reversible
modeling and diffusion-based refinement—the framework still
exhibits a sharp performance decrease under severe degra-
dation. To enhance robustness, we employ the degradation-
resistant framework detailed in Sec. III-D. This involves
replacing the reconstruction network, B(•), with state-of-the-
art and efficient restoration algorithms for specific conditions:
CORUN [15] for haze, UnfoldIR [92] for low light, and
DiffIR [27] for low-resolution and blind degradation scenarios.
Applying this to RUN [3] and our RUN++ yields two fortified
frameworks, which we denote as RUN’ and (RUN++)’, respec-
tively. Furthermore, the qualitative visualizations in Fig. 11
corroborate these findings, demonstrating that our degradation-
resistant framework produces markedly more accurate seg-
mentation results. Together, these results underscore the effec-
tiveness and potential of our degradation-resistant architecture
for handling challenging real-world visual scenarios.
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TABLE XXI: Restuls on salient object detection.
DUT-OMRON DUTS-test ECSSD HKU-IS PASCAL-SMethods

M ↓ Fβ ↑ Eϕ ↑ Sα ↑ M ↓ Fβ ↑ Eϕ ↑ Sα ↑ M ↓ Fβ ↑ Eϕ ↑ Sα ↑ M ↓ Fβ ↑ Eϕ ↑ Sα ↑ M ↓ Fβ ↑ Eϕ ↑ Sα ↑

VST [85] 0.058 0.755 0.871 0.850 0.037 0.828 0.919 0.896 0.033 0.910 0.951 0.932 0.029 0.897 0.952 0.928 0.061 0.816 0.902 0.872
ICON-P [86] 0.047 0.793 0.896 0.865 0.022 0.882 0.950 0.917 0.024 0.933 0.964 0.940 0.022 0.925 0.967 0.935 0.051 0.847 0.921 0.882
PGNet [87] 0.045 0.767 0.887 0.855 0.027 0.851 0.922 0.911 0.024 0.920 0.955 0.932 0.024 0.912 0.958 0.934 0.052 0.838 0.912 0.875
MENet [88] 0.045 0.782 0.891 0.849 0.028 0.860 0.937 0.905 0.033 0.906 0.954 0.928 0.023 0.910 0.966 0.927 0.054 0.838 0.913 0.872
RMFormer [89] 0.049 0.775 0.892 0.862 0.030 0.850 0.928 0.907 0.028 0.917 0.957 0.933 0.024 0.908 0.960 0.930 0.057 0.827 0.909 0.869
GPONet [90] 0.045 0.788 0.889 0.865 0.027 0.858 0.937 0.912 0.025 0.925 0.964 0.942 0.023 0.918 0.962 0.936 0.055 0.836 0.908 0.870
VST-T++ [91] 0.046 0.778 0.892 0.853 0.028 0.869 0.943 0.901 0.025 0.930 0.968 0.937 0.024 0.919 0.968 0.930 0.051 0.841 0.901 0.878
RUN [3] 0.045 0.793 0.893 0.867 0.022 0.886 0.953 0.916 0.023 0.935 0.971 0.941 0.022 0.927 0.970 0.934 0.051 0.843 0.925 0.882
RUN++ (Ours) 0.044 0.799 0.901 0.871 0.021 0.890 0.957 0.919 0.022 0.939 0.976 0.943 0.021 0.930 0.975 0.938 0.050 0.847 0.927 0.883

(a) Low light (b) GT (c) UnfoldIR (d) + BLO (e) + BLCO

Fig. 13: Results on low-light object detection. Our BLCO
framework achieves the best detection performance.
Application of BLCO to Low-Light Object Detection.
To demonstrate the generalizability of our BLCO principle,
we extend it to low-light object detection. Our evaluation is
conducted on the challenging ExDark dataset [93], using the
widely-adopted YOLO model as the baseline detector. We
compare three distinct strategies for integrating state-of-the-
art low-light enhancement methods—Diff-Retinex [94], Reti-
Diff [25], and UnfoldIR [92]—with the detector. The first
strategy is a tandem baseline, where the enhanced image is
simply fed into the detector without any feedback. The second
is the existing BLO framework introduced in UnfoldIR [92]
(the details can also be seen in Fig. 5 (a)). The third is
our proposed BLCO framework, which enhances the standard
BLO approach by enabling direct feature-level interaction
between the enhancement and detection networks to facilitate
collaborative learning (Fig. 5 (b)). The results confirm the
superiority of our BLCO. The quantitative data, presented in
Fig. 12, demonstrates that our BLCO framework consistently
achieves the highest detection accuracy across all tested en-
hancement methods. These findings are corroborated by the
qualitative examples in Fig. 13, which visually confirm the en-
hanced detection performance. This consistent outperformance
validates the effectiveness of our collaborative optimization
strategy, which leverages feature-level interaction to achieve
more robust detection in challenging low-light conditions.

Generalization on salient object detection. We further eval-
uate the generalization of our method in SOD. Following the
protocol established by RUN [3], we evaluated our model’s
performance on five widely-used benchmark datasets: DUT-
OMRON [95], DUTS-test [96], ECSSD [97], HKU-IS [98], and
PASCAL-S [99]. The evaluation metrics were the same as those
used for the COD task. The results, presented in Table XXI,
show that our method outperforms existing state-of-the-art
approaches and achieves a leading position. This outcome
not only highlights the superiority of our framework but
also underscores the significant potential of unfolding-based
architectures for diverse high-level vision tasks.

V. DISCUSSIONS ON DEPLOYING DUNS IN CVP TASKS

In addition to proposing the high-performance RUN++
method, this paper thoroughly explores the intrinsic advan-
tages of Deep Unfolding Networks (DUNs) and investigates
their deployment for concealed visual perception. From our
analysis, we derive two significant conclusions:

First, as verified in Table XIV, incorporating explicit regu-
larization terms into DUN-based frameworks yields superior
performance compared to relying solely on implicit, data-
driven priors. These explicit terms instill task-specific knowl-
edge into the model, reducing the burden to learn complex
regularities from data. Consequently, this strategy can lead to
more parameter-efficient models and mitigates the limitations
of lightweight networks in capturing sophisticated priors.

Second, as depicted in Fig. 10 and Fig. 12, integrating
DUNs with state-of-the-art low-level vision algorithms is
a highly effective strategy for enhancing performance in de-
graded scenarios. This can be conceptualized as adding an
auxiliary branch, similar to an edge reconstruction branch that
is commonly used [8]. While the low-level restoration task
may have a significant domain gap with the primary high-
level task, we find that the distinct perspective it provides of-
fers complementary information. This supplementary guidance
ultimately leads to more robust and accurate results.

More broadly, this highlights the value of our proposed
Bi-Level Collaborative Optimization (BLCO) framework. Its
principles of synergistic, co-dependent optimization are not
limited to DUNs and can inspire the design of other advanced
architectures. The BLCO framework provides a generalizable
blueprint for developing robust vision systems capable of
withstanding severe and unknown real-world degradations.

VI. LIMITATIONS AND FUTURE WORK

While our method demonstrates robust segmentation per-
formance, the integration of the reconstruction and diffusion-
based refinement modules introduces non-negligible computa-
tional and storage overhead. A key direction for future work
is therefore the development of more lightweight architectures
that can maintain high performance without compromising
efficiency, particularly in challenging degradation scenarios.

Furthermore, we identify two promising avenues for fu-
ture research. The first involves investigating more advanced
strategies for combining segmentation networks with low-
level vision algorithms to enhance resilience against unknown,
or “blind” degradations. The second direction is to develop
probability-oriented models as a complement to our DUN-
based approach. Such models could extend our framework
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to a broader range of high-level applications, such as image
classification or retrieval, which do not require dense pixel-
level understanding and are thus unsuited to the current
foreground-background separation paradigm.

VII. CONCLUSIONS

This paper introduces RUN++, a novel deep unfolding net-
work that, for the first time, synergizes a reversible modeling
strategy with a stage-wise diffusion model to address the
CVP problem. We formulated the CVP task as a foreground-
background separation problem, unfolding its optimization
into a multi-stage network composed of CORE, CARE, and
FINE modules. The CORE and CARE modules enable re-
versible modeling in the mask and RGB domains, respectively,
while the innovative FINE module leverages a Bernoulli
diffusion process to meticulously refine segmentation masks
in uncertain regions. This unique combination balances the
interpretability of a model-based unfolding approach with the
powerful generative capabilities of diffusion models, creating
a highly effective and efficient framework. Extensive experi-
ments verify the superiority of our RUN++.
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