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Comparison

Effect of Combining NNFs with Other Methods



Figure 7 in the paper
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Effect of Combining NNFs
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Figure 9 in the paper



Qualitative Comparison

Single Image Dehazing

Figure 10 (extended) in the paper
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Quantitative Comparison

Single Image Dehazing

Figures 11, 12 (extended), and Table 2 in the paper
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Figure 13 in the paper



Internal Comparison

Impact of Outlier Rejection
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Limitations

Figure 16 in the paper
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