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Abstract

Monitoring frying oil degradation is critical for food safety,
yet current practice relies on destructive wet-chemistry as-
says that provide no spatial information and are unsuit-
able for real-time use. We identify a fundamental obstacle
in thermal-image-based inspection, the camera-fingerprint
shortcut, whereby models memorize sensor-specific noise
and thermal bias instead of learning oxidation chemistry, col-
lapsing under video-disjoint evaluation. We propose FryNet,
a dual-stream RGB-thermal framework that jointly performs
oil-region segmentation, serviceability classification, and
regression of four chemical oxidation indices (PV, p-AV, To-
tox, temperature) in a single forward pass. A ThermalMiT-
B2 backbone with channel and spatial attention extracts
thermal features, while an RGB-MAE Encoder learns chem-
ically grounded representations via masked autoencoding
and chemical alignment. Dual-Encoder DANN adversarially
regularizes both streams against video identity via Gradient
Reversal Layers, and FiLM fusion bridges thermal structure
with RGB chemical context. On 7,226 paired frames across
28 frying videos, FryNet achieves 98.97% mloU, 100% clas-
sification accuracy, and 2.32 mean regression MAE, outper-
forming all seven baselines.

1. Introduction

Frying oil degrades through thermal oxidation, accumulating
harmful aldehydes and polar compounds that compromise
food safety once regulatory thresholds are exceeded [22].
Compliance today relies on destructive wet-chemistry as-
says such as titration for PV and spectrophotometry for p-
AV, which take hours, consume reagents, and yield a single
scalar per sample with no spatial information about where
degradation is occurring in the fryer. Imaging-based non-
destructive testing (NDT) can overcome all three limitations
by providing real-time, spatially resolved quality maps with-
out contact. Each existing modality, however, addresses only
part of the problem: NIR spectroscopy requires costly point-
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Figure 1. mloU vs. computational cost (GFLOPs). Marker size
is proportional to parameter count. FryNet (31M params, 30.3
GFLOPs) achieves the highest mloU at lower computational cost
than all comparable methods.

probe hardware [7], RGB systems capture only surface-color
proxies [39], and thermal imaging has so far been applied
to oil-type classification rather than quantitative oxidation
regression [32]. No prior method fuses RGB and thermal
streams for direct, dense prediction of chemical oxidation
indices across unseen oil batches.

Closing this gap, however, exposes a hidden confound.
In our 28-video thermal dataset, each video captures a sin-
gle frying batch and therefore carries a single quality label.
Thermal cameras simultaneously imprint device-specific sig-
natures (sensor noise, vignetting, thermal bias) that are con-
stant within each video. Because each video pairs exactly
one camera with exactly one label, a model can reach 97%
training segmentation accuracy within 4,000 iterations by
memorizing camera fingerprints rather than learning oxida-
tion chemistry. Under video-disjoint evaluation on unseen
batches, five backbone architectures (25M to 88M parame-
ters) all collapse to 54—-62% mloU. This camera-fingerprint
shortcut extends beyond the thermal stream: adding an RGB
stream without regularization introduces a second shortcut
channel that negates the benefit of fusion entirely.

We present FryNet, a dual-stream RGB-thermal system
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Figure 2. Dataset samples. Top: fresh oil (good). Bottom: de-
graded oil (replace). Each frame carries paired thermal/RGB im-
ages with four regression targets.

that addresses this shortcut while performing segmentation,

classification, and regression in a single forward pass (Fig. 3).

Gradient Reversal Layers [14] adversarially regularize both

the thermal backbone and the RGB encoder against video

identity, forcing each stream to discard camera-specific nui-
sances. A cross-modal chemical alignment loss grounds the

RGB encoder in oxidation chemistry, and fused regression

routing lets all chemical targets benefit from RGB context.

FryNet achieves 98.97% mloU and a mean regression MAE

of 2.32 (Figure 1), a 3.2x improvement over the best single-

modal baseline. Our main contributions are:

1. We identify a camera-fingerprint shortcut that collapses
five architectures to 54—-62% mloU under video-disjoint
evaluation, and show that unregularized RGB fusion am-
plifies the failure.

2. We propose FryNet, a dual-stream multi-task architecture
with a ThermalMiT-B2 backbone (TCA/TSA attention),
an RGB-MAE Encoder for cross-modal representation
learning, FiLM fusion, and Dual-Encoder DANN with a
chemical alignment loss that suppresses shortcuts in both
streams.

3. We release the FryNet dataset: 7,226 RGB-thermal frame
pairs across 28 videos with segmentation masks, service-
ability labels, and four regression targets.

2. Related Work

Non-Destructive Inspection of Edible Qils. Non-
destructive testing (NDT) for edible-oil quality aims to re-
place wet-chemistry assays with rapid sensor-based alterna-
tives. NIR spectroscopy combined with PLS regression is the
most established approach, achieving R? > 0.97 for perox-
ide value prediction across multiple oil classes [1, 7, 25, 30],
though reliable performance depends on careful calibration
and spectral pre-treatment. Hyperspectral imaging extends
spectral analysis to spatial domains for adulteration detec-
tion [3], but these systems remain laboratory-bound [19].
Other sensing modalities (electronic noses [11, 36], dielec-

tric sensors [22]) provide sample-level readings without spa-
tial resolution.

Camera-based approaches offer a path toward spatially
resolved inspection. RGB systems correlate CIE L*a*b*
features with FFA/TPM (R? > 0.91) and achieve 95-97%
freshness classification [24, 26, 39], and CNN-based classi-
fiers further advance visual food-quality evaluation [41, 47].
Thermal imaging has broad utility in food quality assess-
ment [40], with recent work applying CNNs to infrared
thermograms for oil-type identification [18, 32], yet these
approaches classify oil type rather than regressing chemical
oxidation indices.

Domain Adaptation and Shortcut Mitigation. Domain
shift from heterogeneous acquisition pipelines is a recurring
challenge in applied vision. Domain-Adversarial Neural
Networks (DANN) [14] address this through a Gradient
Reversal Layer (GRL) that implements a minimax objective:
the domain classifier learns to predict domain identity while
the GRL reverses gradients during backpropagation, forcing
the encoder to produce domain-invariant representations.
Multi-discriminator variants improve robustness at the cost
of training complexity [15], and recent work in microscopy
shows that adversarial alignment recovers target-domain
performance under optical and magnification changes [5].
Compared to MMD minimization, CORAL, and adversarial
discriminators with separate source/target networks, DANN
requires no architectural separation and trains end-to-end
with the task loss.

In parallel, work on shortcut learning has shown that mod-
els frequently exploit spurious acquisition-driven cues (cam-
era fingerprints, compression artifacts, frequency-domain
signatures) [35], yielding strong in-domain accuracy but brit-
tle cross-domain generalization. In our setting, we repurpose
DANN not for cross-dataset transfer but for intra-dataset reg-
ularization: each video/camera constitutes a domain, and the
GRL forces the encoder to discard camera-specific patterns.

Self-Supervised and Masked Representation Learning.
Self-supervised learning (SSL) has become a dominant strat-
egy for label-efficient representation learning. Contrastive
methods such as SimCLR [9] and DINO [6] learn transfer-
able features by maximising agreement between augmented
views, while DINOv2 [28] scales this approach to produce
general-purpose visual features from large curated datasets.
Masked Autoencoders (MAE) [16] show that reconstruct-
ing heavily masked (75%) patches from a ViT encoder [12]
yields strong spatial representations transferable with very
few labels. VideoMAE [38] extends MAE to video via
temporal tube masking, which we adapt for paired RGB-
thermal cross-modal context in our RGB-MAE Encoder.
These methods produce general features but are optimized
for natural-image semantics, providing no mechanism to
suppress acquisition shortcuts when labels correlate with
camera identity.
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Figure 3. FryNet architecture. The thermal stream (top) proces
each stage, producing multi-scale features F1—F4 that are merged

ses FLIR images through ThermalMiT-B2 with TCA/TSA attention at
via multi-scale fusion. The RGB-MAE encoder (bottom) concatenates

thermal patches with RGB inputs and learns context features via masked autoencoding with chemical alignment. FiLM fusion combines
both streams before feeding into the segmentation head and four regression heads (PV, p-AV, Totox, Temp). Dual-DANN branches apply
gradient reversal to both thermal and RGB features for domain-invariant learning. Dashed boxes indicate training-only components.

RGB-Thermal Fusion and Multi-Task Dense Prediction.
RGB-thermal (RGB-T) fusion is widely studied for robust-
ness under challenging illumination. Dense prediction sys-
tems typically use dual encoders with multi-level fusion
and a shared decoder. CMX [45] introduces cross-modal
feature rectification modules that exchange information be-
tween RGB and auxiliary encoders at multiple scales, while
CMNeXt [46] extends this with a self-query hub layer that
selects informative features across an arbitrary number of
modalities. Both are designed for outdoor scene understand-
ing (urban driving, indoor scenes) and do not address camera-
fingerprint confounds in industrial inspection. As a lighter
alternative to cross-attention fusion, Feature-wise Linear
Modulation (FiLM) [31] offers efficient conditioning via
learned per-channel scale and shift at O(NC') cost.

On the multi-task side, jointly training dense and scalar
objectives provides representation sharing and implicit regu-
larization [17, 34], but multi-task optimization can be domi-
nated by task imbalance and conflicting gradients [10, 44].
We sidestep this by gradient-isolating each task head and
routing detached post-fusion features to the regression
branch.

FryNet bridges these gaps by unifying spatially re-
solved segmentation with chemical regression under domain-
adversarial training that suppresses camera-specific short-
cuts.

3. Method

3.1. Architecture Overview

FryNet is a dual-stream, multi-task model that jointly seg-
ments degraded oil regions, classifies oil serviceability, and

regresses chemical quality indicators from paired FLIR ther-
mal and RGB inputs (Fig. 3). The model receives a FLIR
thermal frame and a co-registered RGB frame, both resized
to 512x512. A thermal encoder extracts multi-scale spa-
tial features from the FLIR input; an RGB encoder learns
chemically grounded representations via auxiliary objectives;
a lightweight fusion module conditions thermal features
on RGB context; and a multi-task decode head produces
segmentation maps and regression predictions. Both en-
coders are regularized with gradient reversal [14] to suppress
camera-fingerprint shortcuts (Sec. 3.2).

ThermalMiT-B2. The thermal stream uses MiT-B2 [43],
whose hierarchical overlapping-patch design yields a four-
stage feature pyramid { F; }?_, at strides {4, 8,16, 32} with
channel dimensions [64, 128, 320, 512].

A lightweight thermal attention block is inserted after
each stage. Each block applies (1) Thermal Channel At-
tention (TCA), a CBAM-style [42] channel-recalibration
module that upweights thermally informative channels, and
(2) Thermal Spatial Attention (TSA), a 7x 7 spatial gate that
highlights high-gradient boundary regions between fresh
and oxidized oil. Both initialize near-identity, adding <1%
parameters and preserving pretrained representations.

RGB-MAE Encoder. RGB captures complementary chemi-
cal signals invisible to thermal imaging: Maillard browning,
carotenoid degradation, and surface foam texture are optical
proxies for oxidation products (PV, p-AV) [39]. To extract
these cues, we use an RGB-MAE Encoder, a lightweight
6-layer Vision Transformer [13] with embed_dim=256
and patch size=16, trained from scratch, that processes
a paired RGB frame and produces a dense feature map



Seix € R256 X 32X 32.

The encoder is trained jointly with the rest of the model
via two auxiliary objectives that reuse existing annotations:

(i) Masked autoencoding (Lyag). We adapt Video-
MAE [38] to our paired setting: 75% of the current FLIR
frame’s patch tokens are randomly masked, and the encoder
receives the concatenation of the remaining visible FLIR
tokens and all RGB context tokens; both modalities pass
through the same shared transformer blocks. A lightweight
two-layer pixel decoder (256— 128—patch_dim) then recon-
structs the masked FLIR patches via L1 loss against the
original pixels. Because visible FLIR tokens alone cannot
reconstruct the masked patches, the encoder must leverage
RGB context, learning cross-modal correspondences without
explicit supervision.

(ii) Chemical alignment (Lcpem). After encoding, we
global-average-pool the context-frame token sequence to
obtain a single descriptor, then project it through a two-
layer MLP (256—128—3) onto z-score predictions of [p-
AV, Totox, temperature]. A Huber loss against the ground-
truth chemical measurements grounds the RGB encoder in
oxidation chemistry. This head is auxiliary: it is active only
during training and adds no cost at inference.

Multi-scale feature fusion. The four backbone feature maps
{F;} span a 8 x resolution range (stride 4 to stride 32). Fol-
lowing SegFormer [43], we unify them into a single repre-
sentation: each F; is projected to C' = 256 channels via a
1 x 1 convolution with batch normalization, upsampled to
the finest resolution (H /4 x TW/4) via bilinear interpolation,
and concatenated along the channel axis. A final 1 x 1 con-
volution reduces the 4C-channel tensor back to C' channels,
yielding Fi, € RC*H/4xW/4,

FiLM fusion. Fj, encodes spatial temperature structure
but lacks chemical context; s, encodes oxidation chem-
istry but at coarse resolution (H/16). We bridge them
via Feature-wise Linear Modulation (FiLM) [31], chosen
over cross-attention for its 5x fewer parameters (50k vs.
263k at C'=256). Because the two feature maps differ in
spatial resolution, F, is first downsampled to match s
(H/16 x W/16), fused, then upsampled back to H/4 x W /4.
Fusion proceeds in three steps:

(7, 8) = MLP(GAP(s«)) € R, (1
m = Fpu (1+7)+ 8, 2)

g =0(Wysa) € [0, )7, A3)
Fued = GN(am © g + (1—a) Fyy), 4)

where ~y, 3 are per-channel scale and shift derived from the
global RGB descriptor (Eq. 1), g is a learned spatial gate
that selectively emphasizes regions where RGB indicates
oxidation activity (Eq. 3), and « is a learnable blend scalar
(Eq. 4). We initialize v = 0, 3 = 0, and gate bias=4.0

(0(4) = 0.98) so the module begins as a near-identity pass-
through, preventing the early training collapse we observed
with unconstrained cross-attention fusion.

Multi-task decode head. The fused representation Fygeq
feeds three task-specific branches:

Segmentation. A 1x1 convolution produces per-pixel log-
its S e R¥>*HXW (packground | good | replace), upsampled
to input resolution at loss time. An auxiliary head (3x3 conv
+ 1x1 conv on F}) provides a secondary segmentation signal.
Frame-level classification is derived from the segmentation
map by majority vote over the oil region. Since each frame
contains a single class, no separate classification head is
needed.

Regression. Four two-layer MLPs (256—256—1) pre-
dict z-scored values of PV, p-AV, Totox, and temperature
from global-average-pooled fused features Fysq. Regres-
sion heads consume fused features, giving them access to
RGB chemical context (Sec. 5.3). Gradient isolation is main-
tained via stop-gradient: regression loss trains only the MLP
heads, not the backbone or fusion module, preventing regres-
sion gradients from corrupting segmentation features.

3.2. Domain Adaptation via Gradient Reversal

The camera-fingerprint problem. As described in Sec. 1,
the camera-fingerprint shortcut lets models memorize sen-
sor identity instead of oxidation chemistry. An analogous
shortcut exists in the RGB stream, where per-device white
balance, lens distortion, and sensor noise provide camera-
identifying features. Suppressing both shortcuts is necessary
not only for segmentation generalization but also for accu-
rate chemical regression: without adversarial regularization,
backbone features remain video-dominant even when seg-
mentation performance is high, leaving regression heads
unable to recover accurate predictions (Sec. 5.3).

Gradient reversal. We adopt Domain-Adversarial Neural
Networks (DANN) [14], which enforce feature invariance to
domain identity via a minimax objective:

Inoin m;iX Ltask(e) - A Ldann(d> 9)7 (5)

where 6 are encoder parameters and d are domain-classifier
parameters. A Gradient Reversal Layer (GRL) multiplies
the domain-classifier gradient by —« during backpropaga-
tion, driving the encoder to produce features that maximally
confuse video-ID prediction while minimizing task loss.

Dual-stream design. Because the FLIR backbone and RGB
encoder carry independent camera fingerprints, we apply
separate DANN heads to each:

Lgann = CE(MLP(GRL(GAP(F}))), via),  (6)
['rgb—dann = CE(MLP(GRL(GAP(SCtX)))7 'Uid)7 (7)



Table 1. FryNet dataset statistics. All splits are strictly video-
disjoint. Good/replace distribution: 3,909/3,317 frames.

Oil Type  Videos Frames % Train Val Test

Corn oil 18 4,861 67.3 3,408 660 793
Canola oil 10 2,365 327 1912 241 212

Total 28 7,226 100 5,320 901 1,005

where vig € {0,...,19} indexes the 20 training videos
(Sec. 4), and each MLP is a two-layer classifier (Linear-BN-
ReLU-Dropout(p=0.5)-Linear). Both heads share A =0.1
and a=1.0. Validation and test videos never contribute to
either DANN loss. The effect of each component is analyzed
in Sec. 5.3.

Total training objective. The full loss combines segmen-
tation, regression, self-supervised, and domain-adaptation
terms:

L= ﬁseg + Loux + Ereg + LMAE + Lehem + Laann + Lrgb—danna
(®)
where Lieg = Lov + Lp-av + L1otox + Liemp. All regression
and chemical alignment losses use Huber loss; segmentation
uses cross-entropy. Loss weights: segmentation 0.1, auxil-
iary 0.4, Totox 1.0, PV/p-AV/temperature 0.5 each, MAE
and chemical alignment 0.3 each, both DANN heads 0.1.

4. Dataset

Experimental design. The dataset originates from con-
trolled deep-frying experiments designed to monitor lipid
oxidation in edible oils during thermal processing. Two oil
types commonly used for deep-frying in the United States
were selected: corn oil (9 frying cycles) and canola oil (5 fry-
ing cycles), yielding 14 cycles total. Each frying cycle lasted
approximately 10 minutes. Each cycle is captured twice,
once with fresh oil (before) and once after prolonged frying
(after), producing 28 video sequences.

Frying procedure. Falafel samples were fried in a lab-
oratory deep fryer containing 1.5L of oil maintained at
180 +£ 2 °C, monitored by a thermocouple probe. Repeated
batch frying over several hours induced progressive ther-
mal degradation and oxidation. Oil samples were collected
before and after each frying session for chemical analysis.

Chemical evaluation. Three oxidation indices were mea-
sured for each oil sample: (i) Peroxide Value (PV), an indi-
cator of primary oxidation products, determined by iodomet-
ric titration following AOAC protocols [4]; (ii) p-Anisidine
Value (p-AV), measuring secondary oxidation products (alde-
hydes), determined by spectrophotometry following AOCS
Cd 18-90 [2]; and (iii) Total Oxidation Value (Totox), com-
bining both indicators as Totox = 2 x PV + p-AV [37].
Frying temperature (°F) is extracted per-frame via OCR
from the FLIR on-screen display. Across the 28 videos, To-
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Figure 4. Distribution of chemical oxidation indices across 28
oil samples. Colors indicate segmentation class (green = good,
Totox < 25; red = replace, Totox > 25); markers distinguish oil
type (o = corn, A = canola). Dashed line marks the Totox =25
classification threshold.

tox ranges from 5.8 (fresh canola) to 76.6 (degraded canola),
spanning an order-of-magnitude variation in oxidation load.
Figure 4 shows the distribution of all three indices across
the 28 oil samples, colored by segmentation class. The two
classes are well separated in Totox space, while PV and p-AV
individually reveal distinct oxidation profiles between corn
and canola oils: canola shows higher primary oxidation (PV)
whereas corn shows elevated secondary products (p-AV).

Imaging. For each oil sample, an iPhone 15 Pro records a 4K
RGB video of the oil surface at room temperature, then the
oil is heated and a FLIR GF77 long-wave infrared (LWIR)
camera captures the thermal video at 640 x 480 resolution
(Figure 2). Both modalities capture the same oil batch and
chemical state. Frames are extracted at 1 fps and resized to
640 x 480; RGB portrait frames are rotated to landscape and
temporally aligned to their FLIR counterparts via uniform
index resampling across each video pair.

Annotation. Each of the 7,226 frames carries four annota-
tion types (Table 1): (i) a pixel-level mask delineating the oil
surface from background, generated by Segment Anything 2
(SAM2, Hiera-Large) [33] with bounding-box prompts ob-
tained from Otsu thresholding of the thermal image. FLIR
on-screen display elements (battery icon, temperature read-
out, color-scale bar) are excluded from masks by cropping
9% top, 8% bottom, and 9% right margins, so OSD regions
are labeled as background in the segmentation ground truth;
(i) a ternary segmentation label (background, good: To-
tox < 25, replace: Totox > 25), applied uniformly to all oil-
surface pixels within a frame; (iii) four continuous regression
targets (PV, p-AV, Totox, and temperature), z-score normal-
ized using training-set statistics; and (iv) a video-sequence
identifier linking each frame to its camera and frying batch.

Splits and camera-fingerprint constraint. The dataset is
partitioned into strictly video-disjoint subsets (Table 1): no
video appears in more than one split, ensuring that evaluation
measures generalization to entirely unseen oil batches and
cameras. An important consequence of per-video labeling
is that every video is single-class. A model that memorizes



Table 2. Main results on the 1,005-frame test set. *Classification derived from segmentation majority vote (not a separately learned head).
All regression MAEs are in raw (denormalized) units: PV (meq O2/kg), p-AV, Totox, and temperature (°F). Bold = best.

Efficiency

Seg / Cls Regression MAE |

Method Backbone Params GFLOPs FPS

mloU mF1 Clst

PV  p-AV Totox Temp Mean

Single-modal baselines (thermal only)

SegFormer MiT-B2 24.9M 253 66.2
ConvNeXt-B  ConvNeXt-B  88.5M 85.8 59.0
DeepLabV3  ResNet-50 24.9M 110.0 130.0
Swin-S Swin-S 49.6M 545 404
DINOv2 ViT-B 87.8M 119.0 464

Multi-modal fusion baselines (RGB + thermal)

CMX MiT-B2x2 66.7M 783 31.1
CMNeXt MiT-B2x2 58.8M 742 31.0
FryNet (Ours) MiT-B2 31.0M 303 47.1

98.97

61.80 72.58 64.7 4774 634 1435 4.10 738
62.36 7340 63.0 4.64 888 14.64 498 8.29
59.76 70.78 67.1 3.71 13.58 14.26 246 8.50
58.82 69.78 61.2 3.87 1043 16.64 334 857
54.15 64.56 80.1 324 11.88 11.99 7.58 8.67
18.12 27.19 47.8 6.41 3593 2325 1692 20.62
76.39 85.62 789 4.18 10.72 1043 6.76 8.02

9948 100 2.66 198 286 1.80 2.32

per-camera sensor signatures (fixed-pattern noise, vignetting
gradients, thermal bias) can therefore achieve near-perfect
training accuracy without learning any oxidation chemistry.
We analyze this camera-fingerprint shortcut and our adver-
sarial fix in Sec. 3.2.

5. Experiments

5.1. Implementation Details

We used the mmsegmentation [27] codebase and trained
on a single NVIDIA A100-40 GB GPU. All backbones are
initialized from ImageNet-1K pre-trained weights, while
decode heads, regression heads, and the RGB-MAE En-
coder are randomly initialized. During training, we applied
random resize (0.5-2.0x), horizontal flipping, photometric
distortion, and random cropping to 512x512. We trained
all models using AdamW [23] (Ir 6x10~°, weight decay
1072) for 40,000 iterations with a batch size of 4, using a
linear warm-up over 1,500 iterations followed by polynomial
decay (power 1.0). All single-modal baselines and FryNet
variants share identical training hyperparameters. CMX and
CMNeXt retain their published optimizer and learning-rate
schedule (AdamW, Ir 6x 10~2, PolyLR with power 0.9, 30
epochs) but are adapted to our dataset at native FLIR resolu-
tion (480 % 640) with added regression heads for fair multi-
task comparison. We report segmentation performance using
mloU and mF1, classification using majority-vote accuracy
from the segmentation map, and regression using per-target
MAE in raw denormalized units.

Baselines. The single-modal thermal baselines are Seg-
Former [43] MiT-B2), ConvNeXt-B [21], DeepLabV3 [8]
(ResNet-50), Swin-S [20], and DINOv2-ViT-B [29]. For
multi-modal comparison we evaluate CMX [45] and CM-
NeXt [46] (Sec. 2), both using dual MiT-B2 encoders with
the same paired RGB+thermal inputs as FryNet; neither
includes domain adaptation or auxiliary learning, testing
whether multi-modal fusion alone overcomes the camera-

fingerprint shortcut.

5.2. Quantitative Results

We report segmentation, classification, and regression per-
formance on the held-out 1,005-frame test set (4 videos) in
Table 2.

Single-modal baselines. Table 2 summarizes segmentation,
classification, and regression results along with efficiency
metrics for all methods. In the top block, all five single-
modal thermal baselines plateau below 63% mloU, con-
sistent with the camera-fingerprint bottleneck identified in
Sec. 3.2. SegFormer yields the best single-modal mean MAE
of 7.38, while Totox MAE remains consistently above 11
across all baselines.

Multi-modal fusion baselines. In the middle block, we
evaluate two multi-modal RGB-thermal baselines using dual
MiT-B2 encoders with the same paired inputs as FryNet.
CMX collapses to 18.12% mloU, worse than majority-class
prediction, as fusion without adversarial suppression am-
plifies rather than mitigates the camera-fingerprint shortcut.
CMNeXt performs better at 76.39% mloU owing to its FRM
module, but still falls 22.6 pp below FryNet while using 2x
more parameters and GFLOPs.

FryNet. As shown in the bottom block of Table 2, FryNet
achieves 98.97% mloU and 100% classification accuracy
using only 31.0M parameters and 30.3 GFLOPs, outper-
forming all baselines by a wide margin at lower computa-
tional cost than all comparable multi-task methods (Figure 1).
Mean regression MAE of 2.32 represents a 3.2 X improve-
ment over the best single-modal baseline SegFormer at 7.38
and a 3.5 x improvement over CMNeXt at 8.02. As shown
in Figure 6, FryNet achieves the lowest MAE on all four
regression targets, with Totox MAE of 2.86 compared to
10.43 for CMNeXt and 14.35 for SegFormer.

Qualitative segmentation results. Figure 5 shows repre-
sentative predictions from all eight methods on four test
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Figure 5. Qualitative segmentation comparison on representative test frames from two good-class and two replace-class videos. Predictions
are overlaid on the thermal image: white = good oil; magenta = replace oil. v'/x indicates whether the dominant predicted oil class matches

ground truth.

videos. Single-modal baselines show class inversion: the
predicted class flips between videos depending on cam-
era identity, with no two baselines agreeing on the same
frame. DeepLabV3 and DINOV2 fragment the oil surface
into patches of both classes, following camera vignetting
gradients rather than any physical boundary. CMX predicts
replace over both oil and background across all videos, while
CMNeXt fails on one of four videos (row 2). FryNet assigns
>99% of oil pixels to the correct class on all four videos
with spatially uniform masks.

Table 3 isolates the contribution of each FryNet compo-
nent through incremental construction, controlled removal,
DA method and fusion method comparisons, and architec-
tural alternatives. All ablations use the SegFormer (MiT-B2)
backbone.

5.3. Ablation Study

Pipeline construction. In the top part of Table 3, we report
the incremental construction of FryNet. The thermal-only
baseline yields 61.80% mloU and 7.38 mean MAE. Adding
DANN alone worsens segmentation to 52.59% mloU, indi-
cating that adversarial training is counterproductive without
cross-modal context to compensate. Adding the RGB-MAE
Encoder with dual-DANN recovers segmentation to 99.23%

15.0 4 ™ SegFormer 14.3
CMNeXt
12.5 9 © FryNet (Ours)

10.0 1

MAE

7.5 4 6.8

4.1

6.3
504 A7 a2
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PV

p-AV Totox Temp

Figure 6. Per-target regression MAE on the test set.

mloU with perfect classification, but regression remains
poor at 8.42 mean MAE without access to fused features.
Enabling fused regression drops mean MAE to 2.32, a 3.6
improvement, while maintaining 98.97% mloU.

Component removals. As shown in the second block, re-
moving the thermal DANN while keeping the RGB DANN
has negligible impact, raising mean MAE only from 2.32 to
2.41. In contrast, removing chemical alignment collapses
segmentation to 64.17% mloU despite both DANN branches
remaining active, indicating that it provides a critical early
learning signal that guides the RGB encoder before DANN
stabilizes. Removing all DANN preserves 98.45% mloU
but degrades regression to 6.75 mean MAE, with temper-
ature MAE rising from 1.80 to 14.98, consistent with the
feature-space analysis in Figure 7.

DA method comparison. In the third block, we compare
GRL against MMD and CORAL applied to both streams.
MMD and CORAL yield slightly higher mIoU of 99.25%
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Figure 7. t-SNE of backbone features on the test set, colored by
class ( vs. replace).



Table 3. Ablation study (SegFormer MiT-B2, test set). Enc = RGB-MAE Encoder active. Th/R = Thermal/RGB DANN active. v'* =
modified encoder variant. Fused = post-fusion features routed to regression heads. Shaded row = FryNet complete pipeline.

DANN
Th R

Variant Enc

RGB Fused mloU mFl1 CIs PV

Seg / Cls Regression MAE |

p-AV  Totox Temp Mean

Pipeline construction

Thermal only _ = = — — 61.80 7258 647 474 634 1435 4.10 7.38
+ DANN - vV - — — 5259 6144 514 449 1075 1841 392 9.39
+RGB encoder + dual-DANN v v vV — 9923 99.61 100 529 7.78 18.20 241 842
+ Fused regression v v v Y V' 9897 9948 100 2.66 198 2.86 1.80 2.32
Component removals

— Thermal DANN v - Vv Vv v 99.05 9952 100 0.85 226 237 415 241
— Chem alignment v v v v v 6417 7518 639 476 556 13.85 333 6.88
— All DANN v — Vv v 9845 9921 100 3.20 2.83 598 1498 6.75
DA method comparison

GRL v v v Y v 9897 9948 100 2.66 198 2.86 1.80 2.32
MMD v v v v v 9925 99.62 100 1.77 250 256 799 371
CORAL v v v v v 9929 99.65 100 1.53 2.51 442 555 3.50
Fusion method comparison (no fused reg)

FiLM v v v v — 9923 99.61 100 529 7.78 18.20 241 842
Attention v v v v — 9897 9948 100 5.04 8.66 1627 593 8.98
Concat v v v v — 99.00 9950 100 5.19 622 1629 645 854
Architecture alternatives

Dual MiT-B2 (early fusion) - v — Y — 9881 9940 100 042 1058 1055 145 5.5
TemporalMeanEncoder VA A — 9844 9921 998 534 761 17.02 6.89 921
No MAE loss VA A — 9899 9949 100 5.11 6.81 1437 942 892

and 99.29%, but substantially worse mean MAE of 3.71 and
3.50 vs. 2.32 for GRL, driven by elevated temperature MAE
of 7.99 and 5.55 vs. 1.80. GRL provides the best overall
regression, making it the default choice.

Fusion method comparison. As reported in the fourth
block, we compare three fusion strategies under identical
settings with dual-DANN and no fused regression. FiLM
achieves the lowest mean MAE of 8.42 vs. 8.54 for concat
and 8.98 for attention, the highest mloU of 99.23%, and is
the most parameter-efficient with 5 x fewer parameters than
cross-attention (Sec. 3.1).

Architecture alternatives. Finally, in the bottom part of
Table 3, a dual-backbone early-fusion model using two paral-
lel MiT-B2 encoders achieves 98.81% mloU and 5.75 mean
MAE, which is 2.5x worse than FryNet’s 2.32, indicating
that doubling backbone capacity cannot substitute for learned
cross-modal representations. Replacing the RGB-MAE En-
coder with temporal mean pooling degrades mean MAE
to 9.21, confirming that learned representations are critical.
Disabling MAE reconstruction loss yields 8.92 mean MAE,
showing it provides complementary signal beyond chemical
alignment alone.

5.4. Limitations

The test set comprises four video sequences (1,005 frames)
from four unseen oil batches. Because every video is single-

class, a single misclassified video shifts mloU by ~25 pp;
results should be interpreted at the video level. Classification
is derived from segmentation majority vote (Table 2, H, so it
does not test independent classification capability. Dataset
scale (28 videos from one facility) may not capture the full
diversity of frying conditions and fryer geometries. Future
work will expand the dataset to cover more diverse frying
conditions, oil types, and fryer geometries beyond the single
laboratory setup used in this study.

6. Conclusion

We presented FryNet, a multi-modal RGB-thermal frame-
work for non-destructive frying oil quality inspection
that addresses the camera-fingerprint shortcut, a failure
mode in which models memorize sensor-specific signa-
tures rather than oxidation chemistry. Our Dual-Encoder
DANN suppresses this shortcut in both thermal and RGB
streams via adversarial video-identity regularization, while
a chemistry-grounded alignment loss stabilizes training and
a fused regression routing strategy enables a mean regres-
sion MAE of 2.32, a 3.2x improvement over the best
single-modal baseline. FryNet achieves 98.97% mloU
with 100% classification accuracy, outperforming five
single-modal and two multi-modal baselines by wide mar-
gins.
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