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Abstract We present a novel approach to leverage

prior knowledge encapsulated in pre-trained text-to-

image diffusion models for blind super-resolution (SR).

Specifically, by employing our time-aware encoder, we

can achieve promising restoration results without al-

tering the pre-trained synthesis model, thereby pre-

serving the generative prior and minimizing training

cost. To remedy the loss of fidelity caused by the in-

herent stochasticity of diffusion models, we employ

a controllable feature wrapping module that allows

users to balance quality and fidelity by simply adjust-

ing a scalar value during the inference process. More-

over, we develop a progressive aggregation sampling

strategy to overcome the fixed-size constraints of pre-

trained diffusion models, enabling adaptation to res-

olutions of any size. A comprehensive evaluation of
our method using both synthetic and real-world bench-

marks demonstrates its superiority over current state-

of-the-art approaches. Code and models are available

at https://github.com/IceClear/StableSR.
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1 Introduction

We have seen significant advancements in diffusion

models (Sohl-Dickstein et al., 2015; Ho et al., 2020;

Yang et al., 2021a; Nichol et al., 2022) for the task of

image synthesis. Existing studies demonstrate that the

diffusion prior, embedded in synthesis models like Sta-

ble Diffusion (Rombach et al., 2022), can be applied to

various downstream content creation tasks, including

image (Choi et al., 2021; Avrahami et al., 2022; Hertz

et al., 2022; Gu et al., 2022; Mou et al., 2024; Zhang

et al., 2023; Gal et al., 2023) and video (Wu et al.,

2022; Molad et al., 2023; Qi et al., 2023) editing. In

this study, we extend the exploration beyond the realm

of content creation and examine the potential benefits

of using diffusion prior for super-resolution (SR). This

low-level vision task presents an additional non-trivial

challenge, as it requires high image fidelity in its gener-

ated content, which stands in contrast to the stochastic

nature of diffusion models.

A common solution to the challenge above involves

training a SR model from scratch (Saharia et al., 2022b;

Rombach et al., 2022; Sahak et al., 2023; Li et al.,

2022). To preserve fidelity, these methods use the low-

resolution (LR) image as an additional input to con-

strain the output space. While these methods have

achieved notable success, they often demand significant

computational resources to train the diffusion model.

Moreover, training a network from scratch can poten-

tially jeopardize the generative priors captured in syn-

thesis models, leading to suboptimal performance in

the final network. These limitations have inspired an
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(a) Zoomed LR (b) BSRGAN (c) Real-ESRGAN+ (e) LDM (f) Ours(d) FeMaSR

Fig. 1: Qualitative comparisons of BSRGAN (Zhang et al., 2021b), Real-ESRGAN+ (Wang et al., 2021c), Fe-

MaSR (Chen et al., 2022), LDM (Rombach et al., 2022), and our StableSR on real-world examples. (Zoom in for

details)

alternative approach (Choi et al., 2021; Wang et al.,

2022; Chung et al., 2022; Song et al., 2023a; Meng

and Kabashima, 2022), which involves incorporating

constraints into the reverse diffusion process of a pre-

trained synthesis model. This paradigm avoids the need

for model training while leveraging the diffusion prior.

However, designing these constraints assumes knowing

the image degradations as a priori, which are typically

unknown and complex. Consequently, such methods ex-

hibit limited generalizability.

In this study, we present StableSR, an ap-

proach that preserves pre-trained diffusion priors
without making explicit assumptions about the
degradations. Specifically, unlike previous works (Sa-

haria et al., 2022b; Rombach et al., 2022; Sahak et al.,

2023; Li et al., 2022) that concatenate the LR image

to intermediate outputs, which requires one to train a

diffusion model from scratch, our method only needs to

fine-tune a lightweight time-aware encoder and a few

feature modulation layers for the SR task. When ap-

plying diffusion models for SR, the LR condition should

provide adaptive guidance for each diffusion step during

the restoration process, i.e., stronger guidance at ear-

lier iterations to maintain fidelity and weaker guidance

later to avoid introducing degradations. To this end, our

encoder incorporates a time embedding layer to gener-

ate time-aware features, allowing the features in the

diffusion model to be adaptively modulated at different

iterations. Besides gaining improved training efficiency,

keeping the original diffusion model frozen helps pre-

serve the generative prior, which grants StableSR the

capability of generating visually pleasant SR details and

avoids overfitting to high-frequency degradations. Our

experiments show that both the time-aware property

of our encoder and the diffusion prior are crucial for

achieving SR performance improvements.

To suppress randomness inherited from the diffusion

model as well as the information loss due to the encod-

ing process of the autoencoder (Rombach et al., 2022),

inspired by Codeformer (Zhou et al., 2022), we apply

a controllable feature wrapping module (CFW) with an

adjustable coefficient to refine the outputs of the diffu-

sion model during the decoding process of the autoen-

coder. Unlike CodeFormer, the multiple-step sampling

nature of diffusion models makes it hard to finetune

the CFW module directly. We overcome this issue by

first generating synthetic LR-HR pairs with the diffu-

sion training stage. Then, we obtain the corresponding

latent codes using our finetuned diffusion model given

the LR images as conditions. In this way, CFW can be

trained using the generated data.

Applying diffusion models to arbitrary resolutions

has remained a persistent challenge, especially for the

SR task. A simple solution would be to split the im-

age into patches and process each independently. How-

ever, this method often leads to boundary discontinu-
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ity in the output. To address this issue, we introduce

a progressive aggregation sampling strategy. Inspired by

Jiménez (Jiménez, 2023), our approach involves divid-

ing the image into overlapping patches and fusing these

patches using a Gaussian kernel at each diffusion itera-

tion. This process smooths out the boundaries, result-

ing in a more coherent output. To avoid altering the

output resolution of SR images, the overlapping sizes

at the right and bottom boundaries are dynamically

adjusted to fit the target resolution.

Adapting generative priors for real-world image

super-resolution presents an intriguing yet challenging

problem, and in this work, we offer a novel approach

as a solution. We introduce a fine-tuning method that

leverages pre-trained diffusion models without making

explicit assumptions about degradations. We address

key challenges, such as fidelity and arbitrary resolu-

tion, by proposing simple yet effective modules. With

our time-aware encoder, controllable feature wrapping

module, and progressive aggregation sampling strategy,

our StableSR serves as a strong baseline that inspires

future research in adopting diffusion priors for restora-

tion tasks.

2 Related Work

Image Super-Resolution. Image Super-Resolution

(SR) aims to restore an HR image from its degraded

LR observation. Early SR approaches (Dai et al., 2019;

Dong et al., 2014, 2015, 2016; He et al., 2019; Xu et al.,

2019; Zhang et al., 2018b; Chen et al., 2021; Liang et al.,

2021; Wang et al., 2018b; Ledig et al., 2017; Sajjadi

et al., 2017; Xu et al., 2017; Zhou et al., 2020) assume

a pre-defined degradation process, e.g., bicubic down-

sampling and blurring with known parameters. While

these methods can achieve appealing performance on

the synthetic data with the same degradation, their

performance deteriorates significantly in real-world sce-

narios due to the limited generalizability.

Recent works have moved their focus from synthetic

settings to blind SR, where the degradation is unknown

and similar to real-world scenarios. Due to the lack

of real-world paired data for training, some methods

(Fritsche et al., 2019; Maeda, 2020; Wan et al., 2020;

Wang et al., 2021a; Wei et al., 2021; Zhang et al., 2021a)

propose to implicitly learn a degradation model from

LR images in an unsupervised manner such as Cycle-

GAN (Zhu et al., 2017) and contrastive learning (Oord

et al., 2018). In addition to unsupervised learning, other

approaches aim to explicitly synthesize LR-HR image

pairs that resemble real-world data. Specifically, BSR-

GAN (Zhang et al., 2021b) and Real-ESRGAN (Wang

et al., 2021c) present effective degradation pipelines for

blind SR in real world. Building upon such degrada-

tion pipelines, recent works based on diffusion models

(Saharia et al., 2022b; Sahak et al., 2023) further show

competitive performance on real-world image SR. In

this work, we consider an orthogonal direction of fine-

tuning a diffusion model for SR. In this way, the com-

putational cost of network training could be reduced.

Moreover, our method allows the exploitation of gener-

ative prior encapsulated in the synthesis model, leading

to better performance.

Prior for Image Super-Resolution. To further en-

hance performance in complex real-world SR scenarios,

numerous prior-based approaches have been proposed.

These techniques deploy additional image priors to bol-

ster the generation of faithful textures. A straightfor-

ward method is reference-based SR (Zheng et al., 2018;

Zhang et al., 2019; Yang et al., 2020; Jiang et al., 2021;

Zhou et al., 2020). This involves using one or several ref-

erence high-resolution (HR) images, which share similar

textures with the input low-resolution (LR) image, as

an explicit prior to aid in generating the correspond-

ing HR output. However, aligning features of the refer-

ence with the LR input can be challenging in real-world

cases, and such explicit priors are not always readily

available. Recent works have moved away from rely-

ing on explicit priors, finding more promising perfor-

mance with implicit priors instead. Wang et al. (Wang

et al., 2018a) were the first to propose the use of se-

mantic segmentation probability maps for guiding SR

in the feature space. Subsequent works (Menon et al.,

2020; Gu et al., 2020; Wang et al., 2021b; Pan et al.,

2021; Chan et al., 2021, 2022a; Yang et al., 2021b) em-

ployed pre-trained GANs by exploring the correspond-

ing high-resolution latent space of the low-resolution in-

put. While effective, the implicit priors used in these ap-

proaches are often tailored for specific scenarios, such as

limited categories (Wang et al., 2018a; Gu et al., 2020;

Pan et al., 2021; Chan et al., 2021) and faces (Menon

et al., 2020; Wang et al., 2021b; Yang et al., 2021b), and

therefore lack generalizability for complex real-world

SR tasks. Other implicit priors for image SR include

mixtures of degradation experts (Yu et al., 2018; Liang

et al., 2022) and VQGAN (Zhao et al., 2022; Chen et al.,

2022; Zhou et al., 2022). However, these methods fall

short, either due to insufficient prior expressiveness (Yu

et al., 2018; Zhao et al., 2022; Liang et al., 2022) or in-

accurate feature matching (Chen et al., 2022), resulting

in output quality that remains less than satisfactory.

In contrast to existing strategies, we set our sights

on exploring the robust and extensive generative prior

found in pre-trained diffusion models (Nichol et al.,

2022; Rombach et al., 2022; Ramesh et al., 2021; Sa-

haria et al., 2022a; Ramesh et al., 2022). While recent
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Fig. 2: Framework of StableSR. We first finetune the time-aware encoder that is attached to a fixed pre-trained

Stable Diffusion model. Features are combined with trainable spatial feature transform (SFT) layers. Such a simple

yet effective design is capable of leveraging rich diffusion prior for image SR. Then, the diffusion model is fixed.

Inspired by CodeFormer (Zhou et al., 2022), we introduce a controllable feature wrapping (CFW) module to obtain

a tuned feature Fm in a residual manner, given the additional information Fe from LR features and features Fd

from the fixed decoder. With an adjustable coefficient w, CFW can trade between quality and fidelity.

studies (Choi et al., 2021; Avrahami et al., 2022; Hu

et al., 2022; Zhang et al., 2023; Mou et al., 2024) have

highlighted the remarkable generative abilities of pre-

trained diffusion models, the high-fidelity requirement

inherent in super-resolution (SR) makes it unfeasible

to directly adopt these methods for this task. Our pro-

posed StableSR, unlike LDM (Rombach et al., 2022),

does not necessitate training from scratch. Instead, it

shares a similar idea to concurrent works (Zhang et al.,

2023; Mou et al., 2024) by fine-tuning directly on a

frozen pre-trained diffusion model with only a small

number of trainable parameters, leading to superior

performance in a more efficient way. In practice, our

approach further shows comparable performance with

follow-up works (Lin et al., 2023; Yu et al., 2024),

which also exploit the diffusion prior but follow the

ControlNet-like (Zhang et al., 2023) framework. We

provide a detailed comparison with these works in a

following section.

3 Methodology

Our method employs diffusion prior for SR. Inspired

by the generative capabilities of Stable Diffusion (Rom-

bach et al., 2022), we use it as the diffusion prior in our

work, hence the name StableSR for our method. The

main component of StableSR is a time-aware encoder,

which is trained along with a frozen Stable Diffusion

model to allow for conditioning based on the input im-

age. To further facilitate a trade-off between realism

and fidelity, depending on user preference, we follow

CodeFormer (Zhou et al., 2022) to introduce an op-

tional controllable feature wrapping module. The over-

all framework of StableSR is depicted in Fig. 2.

3.1 Guided Finetuning with Time Awareness

To exploit the prior knowledge of Stable Diffusion for

SR, we establish the following constraints when design-

ing our model: 1) The resulting model must have the

ability to generate a plausible HR image, conditioned

on the observed LR input. This is vital because the

LR image is the only source of structural information,

which is crucial for maintaining high fidelity. 2) The

model should introduce only minimal alterations to the

original Stable Diffusion model to prevent disrupting

the prior encapsulated within it.

Feature Modulation. While several existing ap-

proaches (Nichol et al., 2022; Rombach et al., 2022;

Hertz et al., 2022; Feng et al., 2023; Balaji et al.,

2022) have successfully controlled the generated seman-

tic structure of a diffusion model via cross-attention,

such a strategy can hardly provide detailed and high-

frequency guidance due to insufficient inductive bias

(Liu et al., 2021). To more accurately guide the gen-

eration process, we adopt an additional encoder to ex-
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Fig. 3: In contrast to a conditional encoder without time embedding, the one equipped with time embedding can

adaptively supply guidance to the pre-trained diffusion models. (a), we gauge the cosine similarity between the

diffusion model’s features pre- and post-SFT at various timesteps, which echoes the strength of the condition

originating from the encoder. (b), we further visualize the features of the conditional encoder extracted from the

LR image. As shown, the encoder is inclined to provide sharp features when the SNR hovers around 5e−2. This

is precisely when the diffusion model requires substantial guidance to generate the desired high-resolution image

content. Interestingly, this observation aligns with the findings in (Choi et al., 2022).

tract multi-scale features {F n}Nn=1 from the degraded

LR image features, and use them to modulate the inter-

mediate feature maps {F n
dif}Nn=1 of the residual blocks

in Stable Diffusion via spatial feature transformations

(SFT) (Wang et al., 2018a):

F̂ n
dif = (1 +αn)⊙ F n

dif + βn; αn,βn = Mn
θ (F

n), (1)

where αn and βn denote the affine parameters in SFT

and Mn
θ denotes a small network consisting of several

convolutional layers. Here n indices the spatial scale

of the UNet (Ronneberger et al., 2015) architecture in
Stable Diffusion.

During finetuning, we freeze the weights of Stable

Diffusion and train only the encoder and SFT layers.

This strategy allows us to insert structural information

extracted from the LR image without destroying the

generative prior captured by Stable Diffusion.

Time-aware Guidance. We find that incorporating

temporal information through a time-embedding layer

in our encoder considerably enhances both the qual-

ity of generation and the fidelity to the ground truth,

since it can adaptively adjust the condition strength de-

rived from the LR features. Here, we analyze this phe-

nomenon from a signal-to-noise ratio (SNR) standpoint

and later quantitatively and qualitatively validate it in

the ablation study.

During the generation process, the SNR of the pro-

duced image progressively increases as noise is incre-

mentally removed. A recent study (Choi et al., 2022)

indicates that image content is rapidly populated when

the SNR approaches 5e−2. In line with this observation,

we notice that the time embedding enables the condi-

tional encoder to provide stronger guidance within the

range where the signal-to-noise ratio (SNR) hits 5e−2.

This is essential because the content generated at this

stage significantly influences the super-resolution per-

formance of our method. To further substantiate this,

since the conditional features are inserted into the dif-

fusion prior via SFT layers, we employ the cosine sim-

ilarity between the features of Stable Diffusion before

and after the SFT to measure the condition strength

provided by the encoder. The cosine similarity values

at different timesteps are plotted in Fig. 3-(a). As can
be observed, the cosine similarity reaches its minimum

value around an SNR of 5e−2, indicative of the strongest

conditions imposed by the encoder. In addition, we also

depict the feature maps extracted from our specially

designed encoder in Fig. 3-(b). It is noticeable that the

features around the SNR point of 5e−2 are sharper and

contain more detailed image structures. We hypothe-

size that these adaptive feature conditions can furnish

more comprehensive guidance for SR.

Color Correction. Diffusion models can occasionally

exhibit color shifts, as noted in (Choi et al., 2022). To

address this issue, we perform color normalization on

the generated image to align its mean and variance with

those of the LR input. In particular, if we let x denote

the LR input and ŷ represent the generated HR image,

the color-corrected output, y, is calculated as follows:

yc =
ŷc − µc

ŷ

σc
ŷ

· σc
x + µc

x, (2)
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where c ∈ {r, g, b} denotes the color channel, µc
ŷ and σc

ŷ

(or µc
x and σc

x) are the mean and standard variance es-

timated from the c-th channel of ŷ (or x), respectively.

We find that this simple correction suffices to remedy

the color difference.

Though pixel color correction via channel matching

can improve color fidelity, we notice that it may suf-

fer from limited color correction ability due to the lack

of pixel-wise controllability. The main reason is that it

only introduces global statistics, i.e., channel-wise mean

and variance of the input for color correction, ignor-

ing pixel-wise semantics. Besides adopting color correc-

tion in the pixel domain, we further propose wavelet-

based color correction for better visual performance in

some cases. Wavelet color correction directly introduces

the low-frequency part from the input since the color

information belongs to the low-frequency components,

while the degradations are mostly high-frequency com-

ponents. In this way, we can improve the color fidelity

of the results without perceptibly affecting the gener-

ated quality. Given any image I, we extract its high-

frequency componentHi and low-frequency component

Li at the i-th (1 ≤ i ≤ l) scale via the wavelet decom-

position, i.e.,

Li = Ci(Li−1,k), Hi = Li−1 −Li, (3)

where L0 = I, Ci denotes the convolutional operator

with a dilation of 2i, and k is the convolutional kernel

defined as:

k =

1/16 1/8 1/16
1/8 1/4 1/8
1/16 1/8 1/16

 . (4)

By denoting the l-th low-frequency and high-frequency

components of x (or ŷ) as Ll
x and H l

x (or Ll
y and H l

y),

the desired HR output y is formulated as follows:

y = H l
y +Ll

x. (5)

Intuitively, we replace the low-frequency component Ll
y

of ŷ with Ll
x to correct the color bias. By default, we

adopt color correction in the pixel domain for simplicity.

3.2 Fidelity-Realism Trade-off

Although the output of the proposed approach is vi-

sually compelling, it often deviates from the ground

truth due to the inherent stochasticity of the diffusion

model. Drawing inspiration from CodeFormer (Zhou

et al., 2022), we introduce a Controllable Feature Wrap-

ping (CFW) module to flexibly manage the balance be-

tween realism and fidelity. Unlike CodeFormer, there

Zoomed LR StableSR w/o Agg. StableSR

Fig. 4: When dealing with images beyond 512×512, Sta-

bleSR (w/o aggregation sampling) suffers from obvious

block inconsistency by chopping the image into several

tiles, processing them separately, and stitching them to-

gether. With our proposed aggregation sampling, Sta-

bleSR can achieve consistent results on large images.

The resolution of the shown figure is 1024× 1024.

are multiple sampling steps for generating a sample dur-

ing inference and we cannot finetune the CFW module

directly. To overcome this problem, we first generate

synthetic LR-HR pairs following the same degradation

pipeline with the diffusion training stage. Then, the la-

tent codes Z0 can be obtained using our finetuned diffu-

sion model given the LR images as conditions. Finally,

CFW can be trained using the generated data.

Since Stable Diffusion is implemented in the latent

space of an autoencoder, it is natural to leverage the

encoder features of the autoencoder to modulate the

corresponding decoder features for further fidelity im-

provement. Let Fe and Fd be the encoder and decoder

features, respectively. We introduce an adjustable coef-

ficient w ∈ [0, 1] to control the extent of modulation:

Fm = Fd + C(Fe,Fd;θ)× w, (6)

where C(·;θ) represents convolution layers with train-

able parameter θ. The overall framework is shown in

Fig. 2.

In this design, a small w exploits the generation

capability of Stable Diffusion, leading to outputs with

high realism under severe degradations. In contrast, a

large w allows stronger structural guidance from the

LR image, enhancing fidelity. We observe that w=0.5

achieves a good balance between quality and fidelity.

Note that we only train CFW in this particular stage.

In practice, we notice that CFW involves additional

GPU memory and the improvement can be subtle in

some cases. Thus, we make it optional for different real-

world applications.

3.3 Aggregation Sampling

Due to the heightened sensitivity of the attention layers

in Stable Diffusion with respect to the image resolution,
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it tends to produce inferior outputs for resolutions dif-

fering from its training settings, specifically 512×512.

This, in effect, constrains the practicality of StableSR.

A common workaround involves splitting the larger

image into several overlapping smaller patches and

processing each individually. While this strategy of-

ten yields good results for conventional CNN-based

SR methods, it is not directly applicable to the dif-

fusion paradigm. This is because discrepancies between

patches are compounded and magnified over the course

of diffusion iterations. A typical failure case is illus-

trated in Fig. 4.

Inspired by Jiménez (Jiménez, 2023), we apply a

progressive patch aggregation sampling algorithm to

handle images of arbitrary resolutions. Specifically, we

begin by encoding the LR image into a latent feature

map F ∈ Rh×w, which is then subdivided into M over-

lapping small patches {FΩn}Mn=1, each with a resolution

of 64×64 - matching the training resolution1. Here, Ωn

is the coordinate set of the nth patch in F . During each

timestep in the reverse sampling, each patch is individ-

ually processed through StableSR, with the processed

patches subsequently aggregated. To integrate overlap-

ping patches, a weight map wΩn
∈ Rh×w whose entries

follow up a Gaussian filter in Ωn and 0 elsewhere is gen-

erated for each patch FΩn
. Overlapping pixels are then

weighted in accordance with their respective Gaussian

weight maps. In particular, we follow Jiménez (Jiménez,

2023) to define a padding function f(·) that expands

any patch of size 64× 64 to the resolution of h× w by

filling zeros outside the region Ωn. This procedure is

reiterated until reaching the final iteration.

Given the output of each patch as ϵθ(Z
(t)
Ωn

,FΩn
, t),

where Z
(t)
Ωn

is the nth patch of the noisy input Z(t) and

θ is the parameters of the diffusion model, the results of

all the patches aggregated together can be formulated

as follows:

ϵθ(Z
(t),F , t) =

M∑
n=1

wΩn

ŵ
⊙ f

(
ϵθ

(
Z

(t)
Ωn

,FΩn
, t
))

, (7)

where ŵ =
∑

n wΩn
. Based on ϵθ(Z

(t),F , t), we can

obtain Z(t−1) according to the sampling procedure,

denoted as Sampler(Z(t), ϵθ(Z
(t),F , t)), in the diffu-

sion model. Subsequently, we re-split Z(t−1) into over-

lapped patches and repeat the above steps until t =

1. The whole process is summed up in Algorithm 1.

Our experiments suggest that this progressive aggrega-

tion method substantially mitigates discrepancies in the

overlapped regions, as depicted in Fig. 4. More details

can be found in the supplementary material.

1 The downsampling scale factor of the autoencoder in Sta-
ble Diffusion is 8×.

Algorithm 1 Progressive Patch Aggregation

Require: Cropped Regions {Ωn}Mn=1, diffusion steps T , LR
latent features F .

1: Initialize wΩn
and ŵ

2: Z(T ) ∼ N (0, I)
3: for t ∈ [T, . . . , 0] do
4: for n ∈ [1, . . . ,M ] do

5: Compute ϵθ
(
Z

(t)
Ωn

,FΩn
, t
)

6: end for
7: Compute ϵθ(Z(t),F , t) following Eq. (7)
8: Z(t−1) = Sampler(Z(t), ϵθ(Z(t),F , t))
9: end for
10: return Z0

4 Experiments

4.1 Implementation Details

StableSR is built based on Stable Diffusion 2.1-base2.

Our time-aware encoder is similar to the contracting

path of the denoising U-Net in Stable Diffusion but is

much more lightweight (∼105M, including SFT layers).

SFT layers are inserted in each residual block of Stable

Diffusion for effective control. We finetune the diffu-

sion model of StableSR for 117 epochs with a batch

size of 192, and the prompt is fixed as null. We follow

Stable Diffusion to use Adam (Kingma and Ba, 2014)

optimizer and the learning rate is set to 5× 10−5. The

training process is conducted on 512 × 512 resolution

with 8 NVIDIA Tesla 32G-V100 GPUs. For inference,

we adopt DDPM sampling (Ho et al., 2020) with 200

timesteps. To handle images with arbitrary sizes, we

adopt the proposed aggregation sampling strategy for

images beyond 512×512. As for images under 512×512,

we first enlarge the LR images such that the shorter side

has a length of 512 and rescale the results back to target

resolutions after generation.

To train CFW, we first generate 100k synthetic LR-

HR pairs with 512×512 resolution following the degra-

dation pipeline in Real-ESRGAN (Wang et al., 2021c).

Then, we adopt the finetuned diffusion model to gener-

ate the corresponding latent codes Z0 given the above

LR images as conditions. The training losses are almost

the same as the autoencoder used in LDM (Rombach

et al., 2022), except that we use a fixed adversarial loss

weight of 0.025 rather than a self-adjustable one.

4.2 Experimental Settings

Training Datasets. We adopt the degradation

pipeline of Real-ESRGAN (Wang et al., 2021c) to syn-

2 https://huggingface.co/stabilityai/stable-diffusion-2-1-
base
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Table 1: Quantitative comparison with state-of-the-art methods on both synthetic and real-world benchmarks.

Red and blue colors represent the best and second best performance, respectively.

Datasets Metrics RealSR BSRGAN DASR Real-ESRGAN+ FeMaSR LDM SwinIR-GAN IF III StableSR

DIV2K Valid

PSNR ↑ 24.62 24.58 24.47 24.29 23.06 23.32 23.93 23.36 23.26
SSIM ↑ 0.5970 0.6269 0.6304 0.6372 0.5887 0.5762 0.6285 0.5636 0.5726
LPIPS ↓ 0.5276 0.3351 0.3543 0.3112 0.3126 0.3199 0.3160 0.4641 0.3114
FID ↓ 49.49 44.22 49.16 37.64 35.87 26.47 36.34 37.54 24.44

CLIP-IQA ↑ 0.3534 0.5246 0.5036 0.5276 0.5998 0.6245 0.5338 0.3980 0.6771
MUSIQ ↑ 28.57 61.19 55.19 61.05 60.83 62.27 60.22 43.71 65.92

RealSR

PSNR ↑ 27.30 26.38 27.02 25.69 25.06 25.46 26.31 25.47 24.65
SSIM ↑ 0.7579 0.7651 0.7707 0.7614 0.7356 0.7145 0.7729 0.7067 0.7080
LPIPS ↓ 0.3570 0.2656 0.3134 0.2709 0.2937 0.3159 0.2539 0.3462 0.3002

CLIP-IQA ↑ 0.3687 0.5114 0.3198 0.4495 0.5406 0.5688 0.4360 0.3482 0.6234
MUSIQ ↑ 38.26 63.28 41.21 60.36 59.06 58.90 58.70 41.71 65.88

DRealSR

PSNR ↑ 30.19 28.70 29.75 28.62 26.87 27.88 28.50 28.66 28.03
SSIM ↑ 0.8148 0.8028 0.8262 0.8052 0.7569 0.7448 0.8043 0.7860 0.7536
LPIPS ↓ 0.3938 0.2858 0.3099 0.2818 0.3157 0.3379 0.2743 0.3853 0.3284

CLIP-IQA ↑ 0.3744 0.5091 0.3813 0.4515 0.5634 0.5756 0.4447 0.2925 0.6357
MUSIQ ↑ 26.93 57.16 42.41 54.26 53.71 53.72 52.74 30.71 58.51

DPED-iphone
CLIP-IQA ↑ 0.4496 0.4021 0.2826 0.3389 0.5306 0.4482 0.3373 0.2962 0.4799
MUSIQ ↑ 45.60 45.89 32.68 42.42 49.95 44.23 43.30 37.49 50.48

thesize LR/HR pairs on DIV2K (Agustsson and Timo-

fte, 2017), DIV8K (Gu et al., 2019), Flickr2K (Timofte

et al., 2017) and OutdoorSceneTraining (Wang et al.,

2018a) datasets. We additionally add 5000 face images

from the FFHQ dataset (Karras et al., 2019) for general

cases.

Testing Datasets. We evaluate our approach on both

synthetic and real-world datasets. For synthetic data,

we follow the degradation pipeline of Real-ESRGAN

(Wang et al., 2021c) and generate 3k LR-HR pairs from

DIV2K validation set (Agustsson and Timofte, 2017).

The resolution of LR is 128 × 128 and that of the cor-

responding HR is 512 × 512. Note that for StableSR,

the inputs are first upsampled to the same size as the

outputs before inference. For real-world datasets, we

follow common settings to conduct comparisons on Re-

alSR (Cai et al., 2019), DRealSR (Wei et al., 2020) and

DPED-iPhone (Ignatov et al., 2017). We further collect

40 images from the Internet for comparison.

Compared Methods. To verify the effectiveness

of our approach, we compare our StableSR with

several state-of-the-art methods3, i.e., RealSR4 (Ji

et al., 2020), BSRGAN (Zhang et al., 2021b), Real-

ESRGAN+ (Wang et al., 2021c), DASR (Liang et al.,

2022), FeMaSR (Chen et al., 2022), latent diffusion

model (LDM) (Rombach et al., 2022), SwinIR-GAN5

(Liang et al., 2021), and DeepFloyd IF III (Deep-floyd,

2023). Since LDM is officially trained on images with

256× 256 resolution, we finetune it following the same

training settings of StableSR for a fair comparison. For

3 SR3 (Saharia et al., 2022b) is not included since its official
code is unavailable.
4 We use the latest official model DF2K-JPEG.
5 We use the latest official SwinIR-GAN model,

i.e., 003 realSR BSRGAN DFOWMFC s64w8 SwinIR-
L x4 GAN.pth.

other methods, we directly use the official code and

models for testing. Note that the results in this sec-

tion are obtained on the same resolution with training,

i.e., 128× 128. Specifically, for images from (Cai et al.,

2019; Wei et al., 2020; Ignatov et al., 2017), we crop

them at the center to obtain patches with 128 × 128

resolution. For other real-world images, we first resize

them such that the shorter sides are 128 and then apply

center cropping. As for other resolutions, one example

of StableSR on real-world images under 1024 × 1024

resolution is shown in Fig. 4. More results are provided

in the supplementary material.

Evaluation Metrics. For benchmarks with paired

data, i.e., DIV2K Valid, RealSR and DRealSR,

we employ various perceptual metrics including

LPIPS6(Zhang et al., 2018a), FID (Heusel et al., 2017),

CLIP-IQA (Wang et al., 2023) and MUSIQ (Ke et al.,

2021) to evaluate the perceptual quality of generated

images. PSNR and SSIM scores (evaluated on the lumi-

nance channel in YCbCr color space) are also reported

for reference. Since ground-truth images are unavailable

in DPED-iPhone (Ignatov et al., 2017), we follow exist-

ing methods (Wang et al., 2021c; Chen et al., 2022) to

report results on no-reference metrics i.e., CLIP-IQA

and MUSIQ for perceptual quality evaluation. Besides,

we further conduct a user study on 16 real-world im-

ages to verify the effectiveness of our approach against

existing methods.

4.3 Comparison with Existing Methods

Quantitative Comparisons. We first show the quan-

titative comparison on the synthetic DIV2K validation

6 We use LPIPS-ALEX by default.
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(a) Zoomed LR (c) BSRGAN (d) Real-ESRGAN+ (g) LDM (h) Ours(f) FeMaSR(e) DASR(b) RealSR

Fig. 5: Qualitative comparisons on several representative real-world samples (128 → 512). Our StableSR is capable

of removing artifacts and generating realistic details. (Zoom in for details)

set and three real-world benchmarks. As shown in Table

1, our approach outperforms state-of-the-art SR meth-

ods in terms of multiple perceptual metrics, including

FID, CLIP-IQA and MUSIQ. Specifically, on synthetic

benchmark DIV2K Valid, our StableSR (w = 0.5)

achieves a 24.44 FID score, which is 7.7% lower than

LDM and at least 32.9% lower than other GAN-based

methods. Besides, our StableSR (w = 0.5) achieves the

highest CLIP-IQA scores on the two commonly used

real-world benchmarks (Cai et al., 2019; Wei et al.,

2020), suggesting the superiority of StableSR. While we

notice that StableSR achieves inferior performance on

metrics including PSNR, SSIM and LPIPS compared

with non-diffusion methods, these metrics only reflect

certain aspects of performance (Ledig et al., 2017; Wang

et al., 2018b; Blau and Michaeli, 2018). Besides, the

previous non-diffusion methods tend to directly use ℓ2
losses and perceptual loss between the predictions and

the corresponding ground truths for training, which are

closely related to the calculation of PSNR and LPIPS,

respectively. Different from previous methods, diffusion

models (Ho et al., 2020; Rombach et al., 2022) only

apply ℓ2 loss between the predicted and the ground-

truth noise. We conjecture this is an important factor

that makes diffusion models less competitive on these

metrics, as observed by the recent work (Yue and Loy,

2022). Moreover, previous methods usually fail to re-

store faithful textures and generate blurry results, as
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Fig. 6: Qualitative comparisons on real-world images with diverse resolutions beyond 512×512. Our StableSR still

outperforms other methods with more vivid details and less annoying artifacts. (Zoom in for details)

shown in Fig. 5. In contrast, our StableSR is capable of

generating sharp images with realistic details.

Qualitative Comparisons. To demonstrate the ef-

fectiveness of our method, we present visual results

on real-world images from both real-world benchmarks

(Cai et al., 2019; Wei et al., 2020) and the internet in

Fig. 5 and Fig. 6. It is observed that StableSR outper-

forms previous methods in both artifact removal and

detail generation. Specifically, StableSR is able to gen-

erate faithful details, as shown in the first row of Fig. 5,

while other methods either show blurry results (DASR,

BSRGAN, Real-ESRGAN+, LDM) or unnatural de-

tails (RealSR, FeMaSR). Moreover, as shown in the

fourth row of Fig. 5, StableSR generates sharp edges

without obvious degradations, whereas other state-of-

the-art methods generate blurry results. Figure 6 fur-

ther demonstrates the superiority of StableSR on im-

ages beyond 512× 512.

User Study. To further examine the effectiveness of

StableSR, we conduct a user study on 40 real-world LR

images collected from the Internet. To alleviate poten-

tial bias, the collected real-world images contain diverse

content, e.g., natural images with and without objects,

and photos with texts and faces. The order of the im-

ages as well as the options are also randomly shuffled.

We further provide the link7 of our user study for refer-

ence. We compare our approach with three commonly

used SR methods with competitive performance, i.e.,

Real-ESRGAN+, SwinIR-GAN and LDM. Given a LR

image as reference, the subject is asked to choose the

best HR image generated from the four methods, i.e.,

StableSR, Real-ESRGAN+, SwinIR-GAN and LDM.

Given the 40 LR images with the three compared meth-

ods, there are 35 subjects for evaluation, resulting in

40× 35 = 1400 votes in total. As depicted in Fig. 7, by

gaining over 80% of the votes, StableSR shows its po-

tential capability for real-world SR applications. How-

ever, we also notice that StableSR may struggle in

dealing with small texts, faces and patterns, indicating

there is still room for improvement.

7 https://forms.gle/gsLyVr6pSkAEbW8J9
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Fig. 7: User study on 40 real-world images evaluated

by 35 subjects. Given one LR image, the subjects are

asked to choose the best HR image generated from the

methods including StableSR, LDM, Real-ESRGAN+

and SwinIR w/ GAN. The large number of votes gained

by StableSR indicates its potential capability for real-

world SR applications.

Comparison with Concurrent Diffusion Applica-

tions. We notice that recent concurrent works (Zhang

et al., 2023; Deep-floyd, 2023) can also be adopted

for image SR. While IF III upscaler (Deep-floyd, 2023)

is a super-resolution model training from scratch,

ControlNet-tile (Zhang et al., 2023) also adopts a dif-

fusion prior. The key technical differences regarding to

the use of diffusion prior between our StableSR and

ControlNet-tile lie in the different adaptor designs, i.e.,

ControlNet-tile adopts a trainable copy of the encoding

layers in Stable Diffusion (Rombach et al., 2022), whilst

StableSR does not rely on any layer copies of the fixed

diffusion prior, thus can be more flexible. Specifically,

we introduce a time-aware encoder to modulate the fea-

ture maps of the fixed diffusion prior. This time-aware

encoder is more lightweight than the copied layers in

ControlNet-tile, i.e., 105M vs. 364M. As a result, Sta-

bleSR is also faster than ControlNet-tile in terms of

inference speed, i.e., 10.37s vs. 14.47s for 50 sampling

steps. Here, we further conduct comparisons with these

methods on real-world images. For fair comparisons,

we use DDIM sampling with η = 1.0 and timestep

200 for all the methods, and the seed is fixed to 42.

We further set w = 0.0 in StableSR to avoid addi-

tional improvement due to CFW. For ControlNet-tile

(Zhang et al., 2023), we generate additional prompts us-

ing stable-diffusion-webui8 for better performance. For

IF III upscaler (Deep-floyd, 2023), we follow official ex-

amples to set noise level to 100 w/o prompts. As shown

in Fig. 8, ControlNet-tile shows poor fidelity due to the

lack of specific designs for SR. Compared with IF III

upscaler, the proposed StableSR is capable of generat-

ing more faithful details with sharper edges, e.g., the

8 https://github.com/AUTOMATIC1111/stable-diffusion-
webui

(a) Zoomed LR (d) Ours(b) ControlNet-tile (c) IF_III

Fig. 8: Qualitative comparisons on real-world images

(128 → 512). Our StableSR outperforms ControlNet-

tile (Zhang et al., 2023) with higher fidelity and has

more realistic and sharper details compared with IF III

upscaler (Deep-floyd, 2023). (Zoom in for details)

text in the first row, the tiger’s nose in the third row

and the wing of the butterfly in the last row of Fig. 9.

Note that IF III upscaler is trained from scratch, which

requires significant computational resources. The visual

comparisons suggest the superiority of StableSR.

Comparison with Follow-up Approaches. Dur-

ing the submission of our work, we notice that several

follow-up methods (Lin et al., 2023; Yu et al., 2024) are

further proposed for image super-resolution by exploit-

ing the diffusion prior with a ControlNet-like (Zhang

et al., 2023) framework. We therefore conduct a further

comparison with these works here. The key technical

differences regarding the use of diffusion prior between

our StableSR and DiffBIR lie in the different adaptor

designs, i.e., DiffBIR follows ControlNet (Zhang et al.,

2023) to adopt a trainable copy of the encoding layers

in Stable Diffusion (Rombach et al., 2022), while Sta-

bleSR does not rely on any layer copies of the fixed dif-

fusion prior, thus can be more flexible. Specifically, the

generation module part of DiffBIR is the same as Con-

trolNet, leading to more trainable parameters (364M

vs. 105M) and longer inference time (14.47s vs. 10.37s).

Besides, DiffBIR requires an additional pre-clean model

during both training and inference, as inspired by our

earlier work DifFace (Yue and Loy, 2022), whilst our

StableSR does not require such a pre-clean model dur-
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Table 2: Quantitative comparison with follow-up works,

i.e., DiffBIR (Lin et al., 2023) and SUPIR (Yu et al.,

2024) on RealSR (Cai et al., 2019) and DRealSR (Wei

et al., 2020) benchmarks. SUPIR does not perform well

due to the resolution gap between test data (512×512)

and SDXL prior (1024× 1024).

Datasets Metrics DiffBIR SUPIR StableSR

RealSR

PSNR ↑ 25.02 23.70 24.65
SSIM ↑ 0.6711 0.6647 0.7080
LPIPS ↓ 0.3568 0.3559 0.3002

CLIP-IQA ↑ 0.6568 0.6619 0.6234
MUSIQ ↑ 64.07 61.97 65.88

DRealSR

PSNR ↑ 27.20 24.86 28.03
SSIM ↑ 0.6721 0.6441 0.7536
LPIPS ↓ 0.4274 0.4229 0.3284

CLIP-IQA ↑ 0.6293 0.6891 0.6357
MUSIQ ↑ 59.87 59.70 58.51

ing training. In the testing phase, this pre-clean model

is also optional and can be removed9. Details of the

pre-clean model for StableSR can be found in the sup-

plementary material. Similar to DiffBIR, another re-

cent work SUPIR (Yu et al., 2024) proposes to adopt

SDXL (Podell et al., 2023), a much larger diffusion

model (2.6B vs. 865M) as diffusion prior and develops

a trimmed ControlNet to reduce the model size. While

both following ControlNet (Zhang et al., 2023), SUPIR

has much more trainable parameters, i.e., 1.3B than

DiffBIR, leading to almost 2x inference time than Sta-

bleSR. We further conduct comparisons on real-world

test data. As shown in Table 2 and Fig. 9, StableSR

is comparable with DiffBIR. We further notice that

DiffBIR tends to generate patterns overly as shown in

the last row of Fig. 9 while StableSR does not suffer

from such a problem. As for SUPIR, we observe that

it does not perform well on images with small resolu-

tions, i.e., lower than 512 after upsampling. We con-

jecture this is because small cropped images lack se-

mantic content and the prior adopted by SUPIR is

trained on a 1024 × 1024 resolution. However, we do

observe that SUPIR outperforms our method on large

resolutions beyond 1024, which should be mostly due

to the huge model size and the large training set with

detailed prompts. Improving StableSR with larger dif-

fusion prior and training datasets with prompts can be

regarded as a future direction.

4.4 Ablation Study

Effectiveness of Diffusion Prior. We first verify

the effectiveness of adopting diffusion prior for super-

resolution. We train a baseline from scratch without

loading a pretrained diffusion model as diffusion prior.

9 We do not use it by default, unless clarified.

Zoomed LR DiffBIR OursSUPIR

Fig. 9: Qualitative comparisons on real-world images

(128 → 512) with DiffBIR (Lin et al., 2023) and

SUPIR (Yu et al., 2024). (Zoom in for details)

The architecture is kept the same as our StableSR for

fair comparison. As shown in Fig. 10, benefiting from

the diffusion prior, StableSR achieves better LPIPS

scores on both of the validation datasets during train-

ing. The visual comparisons at different epochs also in-

dicate the significance of adopting diffusion prior. More-

over, we observe that training from scratch requires 2.06

times more GPU memory in average compared to Sta-

bleSR on NVIDIA Tesla 32G-V100 GPUs.

Effectiveness of Network Design. In StableSR, a

time-aware encoder and SFT layers are adopted to har-

ness the diffusion prior. While concurrent works Con-

trolNet (Zhang et al., 2023) and T2I-Adaptor (Mou

et al., 2024) propose to exploit diffusion prior to im-

age generation, their effectiveness for image super-

resolution is underexplored. Here, we further compare

our design with theirs. Specifically, we first retrain a

ControlNet for image super-resolution using the same

diffusion prior and training pipelines as ours. Recall

that we have shown the superiority of StableSR com-

pared with ControlNet-tile in Fig. 8. With retraining,

the performance of ControlNet for super-resolution can

be improved, but still inferior to ours as shown in

Fig. 11. To compare with T2I-Adapter, while we have

already verified the effectiveness of time-aware guid-

ance, we further add a baseline w/o SFT layers by first

mapping the features to the same shape as the prior fea-

tures and then adding them together. Note that such

strategy can be regarded as a special case of SFT layers
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Fig. 10: Training comparisons between w/ and w/o diffusion prior (DP). Adopting DP significantly speeds up the

training process with better LPIPS scores at early epochs. The visualization results on validation sets at different

epochs also indicate the superiority of using DP. (Zoom in for details)
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Fig. 11: Training process and qualitative comparisons with ControlNet (CNet) baseline (Zhang et al., 2023).

As shown in the validation curve during training, StableSR converges faster with better LPIPS scores on both

validation sets. The visual comparisons after training 117 epochs also indicate the effectiveness of our StableSR.

(Zoom in for details)

with αn = 0,βn = 0 in Eq.(1). As shown in Fig. 12,

SFT layers slightly improve the training performance

on the validation sets in terms of LPIPS scores during

training.

Importance of Time-aware Guidance and Color

Correction. We then investigate the significance of

time-aware guidance and color correction. Recall that

in Fig. 3, we already show that the time-aware guid-

ance allows the encoder to adaptively adjust the con-

dition strength. Here, we further verify its effectiveness

on real-world benchmarks (Cai et al., 2019; Wei et al.,

2020). As shown in Table 3, removing time-aware guid-

ance (i.e., removing the time-embedding layer) or color

correction both lead to worse SSIM and LPIPS. More-
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Fig. 12: Training comparisons between our StableSR

and the baseline w/o SFT layers. SFT layers slightly im-

prove the training performance in terms of lower LPIPS

scores of validation sets.

Zoomed LR Exp. (a) StableSR (w = 0.5)Exp. (b)

Fig. 13: Visual comparisons of time-aware guidance

and color correction. Exp. (a) does not apply time-

aware guidance, leading to blurry textures. Exp. (b)

applies time-aware guidance and can generate sharper

details, but obvious color shifts can be observed. With

both strategies, StableSR generates sharp textures and

avoids color shifts.

Table 3: Ablation studies of time-aware guidance and

color correction on RealSR (Cai et al., 2019) and

DRealSR (Wei et al., 2020) benchmarks.

Exp.
Strategies RealSR / DRealSR

Time
aware

Pixel
Color cor.

Wavelet
Color cor.

PSNR ↑ SSIM ↑ LPIPS ↓

(a) ✓ 24.65 / 27.68 0.7040 / 0.7280 0.3157 / 0.3456
(b) ✓ 22.24 / 23.86 0.6840 / 0.7179 0.3180 / 0.3544
(c) ✓ ✓ 23.38 / 26.80 0.6870 / 0.7235 0.3157 / 0.3475

Default ✓ ✓ 24.65 / 28.03 0.7080 / 0.7536 0.3002 / 0.3284

over, the comparisons in Fig. 13 also indicate inferior

performance without the above two components, sug-

gesting the effectiveness of time-aware guidance and

color correction. In addition to directly adopting color

correction in the pixel domain, our proposed wavelet

color correction can further boost the visual quality, as

shown in Fig. 14, which may further facilitate the prac-

tical use. Note that technically, the wavelet transform

may introduce halo effects (Thorndike et al., 1920),

though we do not observe this phenomenon during our

experiments.

Flexibility of Fidelity-realism Trade-off. Our

CFW module inspired by CodeFormer (Zhou et al.,

2022) allows a flexible realism-fidelity trade-off. In par-

ticular, given a controllable coefficient w with a range

of [0, 1], CFW with a small w tends to generate a realis-

tic result, especially for large degradations, while CFW

with a larger w improves the fidelity. As shown in Table

4, compared with StableSR (w = 0.0), StableSR with

Zoomed LR No color cor. Wavelet color cor.Pixel color cor.

Fig. 14: Visual comparisons of different color correction

strategies. With no color correction, obvious color shifts

can be observed in Exp. (b). Our color correction via

channel matching in Eq. (2) can alleviate the color shift

problem, while the wavelet color correction of Eq. (5)

can further improve the visual quality in these cases.

Zoomed LR StableSR (w = 0.0) StableSR (w = 0.5) StableSR (w = 1.0)

Fig. 15: Visual comparisons with different coefficients

w for CFW module. A small w tends to generate a

realistic result while a larger w improves the fidelity.

larger values of w (e.g., 0.75) achieves higher PSNR and

SSIM on all three paired benchmarks, indicating bet-

ter fidelity. In contrast, StableSR (w = 0.0) achieves

better perceptual quality with higher CLIP-IQA scores

and MUSIQ scores. Similar phenomena can also be ob-

served in Fig. 15. We further observe that a proper

w can lead to improvement in both fidelity and per-

ceptual quality. Specifically, StableSR (w = 0.5) shows

comparable PSNR and SSIM with StableSR (w = 1.0)

but achieves better perceptual metric scores in Table

4. Hence, we set the coefficient w to 0.5 by default for
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Table 4: Ablation studies of the controllable coefficient

w on both synthetic (DIV2K Valid (Agustsson and

Timofte, 2017)) and real-world (RealSR (Cai et al.,

2019), DRealSR (Wei et al., 2020), and DPED-iPhone

(Ignatov et al., 2017)) benchmarks.

Datasets Metrics
StableSR
(w = 0.0)

StableSR
(w = 0.5)

StableSR
(w = 0.75)

StableSR
(w = 1.0)

DIV2K Valid

PSNR ↑ 22.68 23.26 24.17 23.14
SSIM ↑ 0.5546 0.5726 0.6209 0.5681
LPIPS ↓ 0.3393 0.3114 0.3003 0.3077
FID ↓ 25.83 24.44 24.05 26.14

CLIP-IQA ↑ 0.6529 0.6771 0.5519 0.6197
MUSIQ ↑ 65.72 65.92 59.46 64.31

RealSR

PSNR ↑ 24.07 24.65 25.37 24.70
SSIM ↑ 0.6829 0.7080 0.7435 0.7157
LPIPS ↓ 0.3190 0.3002 0.2672 0.2892

CLIP-IQA ↑ 0.6127 0.6234 0.5341 0.5847
MUSIQ ↑ 65.81 65.88 62.36 64.05

DRealSR

PSNR ↑ 27.43 28.03 29.00 27.97
SSIM ↑ 0.7341 0.7536 0.7985 0.7540
LPIPS ↓ 0.3595 0.3284 0.2721 0.3080

CLIP-IQA ↑ 0.6340 0.6357 0.5070 0.5893
MUSIQ ↑ 58.98 58.51 53.12 56.77

DPED-iPhone
CLIP-IQA ↑ 0.5015 0.4799 0.3405 0.4250
MUSIQ ↑ 51.90 50.48 41.81 47.96

trading between quality and fidelity. We observe that

CFW necessitates extra GPU memory. Consequently,

we designate it as an optional feature for varying appli-

cations.

4.5 Complexity Comparison

StableSR is a diffusion-based approach and requires

multi-step sampling for image generation. As shown

in Table 5, when the number of sampling steps is set

to 200, StableSR needs 15.16 seconds to generate a

512×512 image on one NVIDIA Tesla 32G-V100 GPU.

This is comparable to IF III upscaler but slower than

GAN-based SR methods such as Real-ESRGAN+ and

SwinIR-GAN, which require only a single forward pass.

Fast sampling strategy (Song et al., 2020; Lu et al.,

2022; Karras et al., 2022) and model distillation (Sali-

mans and Ho, 2021; Song et al., 2023b; Luo et al., 2023)

are two promising solutions to improve efficiency. An-

other viable remedy is to shorten the chain of diffusion

process (Yue et al., 2023). As for trainable parameters,

StableSR has 149.91M trainable parameters, which is

only 11.50% of the full model and less than IF III,

i.e., 473.40M. The trainable parameters can be fur-

ther decreased with more careful design, e.g., adopting

lightweight architectures (Chollet, 2017; Howard et al.,

2019) or network pruning (Fang et al., 2023). Such ex-

ploration is beyond the scope of this paper.

5 Inference Strategies

The proposed StableSR already demonstrates supe-

rior performance quantitatively and qualitatively on

both synthetic and real-world benchmarks, as shown

Zoomed LR Neg. (a) w/ s=7.5

(h) Ours

Neg. (a) w/ s=0.0 Neg. (a) w/ s=5.0

Fig. 16: Qualitative comparisons on classifier-free guid-

ance with negative prompts. Higher guidance scale s

leads to sharper edges. (Zoom in for details)

in Sec. 4. Here, we discuss several effective strategies

during the sampling process that can further boost the

inference performance without additional finetuning.

5.1 Classifier-free Guidance with Negative Prompts

The default StableSR is trained with null prompts.

Interestingly, we observe that StableSR can react to

prompts, especially negative prompts. We examine the

use of classifier-free guidance (Ho and Salimans, 2021)

with negative prompts to further improve the visual

quality during sampling. Given two StableSR models

conditioned on null prompts ϵθ(Z
(t),F , [], t) and neg-

ative prompts ϵθ(Z
(t),F , c, t), respectively, the new

sampling process can be performed using a linear com-

bination of the estimations with a guidance scale s:

ϵ̃θ = ϵθ(Z
(t),F , c, t) + s

(
ϵθ(Z

(t),F , [], t)− ϵθ(Z
(t),F , c, t)

)
, (8)

where c is the negative prompt for guidance. According

to Eq. (8), it is worth noting that s = 0 is equivalent to

directly using negative prompts without guidance, and

s = 1 is equivalent to our default settings with the null

prompt.

We compare the performance of StableSR with

various positive prompts, i.e., (1) “(masterpiece:2),

(best quality:2), (realistic:2), (very

clear:2)”, and (2) “Good photo.”, and negative

prompts, i.e., (a) “3d, cartoon, anime, sketches,
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Table 5: Complexity comparison of model complexity. All methods are evaluated on 128 × 128 input images for

4x SR using an NVIDIA Tesla 32G-V100 GPU. The runtime is averaged by ten runs with a batch size of 1.

Real-ESRGAN+ FeMaSR SwinIR-GAN LDM IF III StableSR StableSR-Turbo
Model type GAN GAN GAN Diffusion Diffusion Diffusion Diffusion
Number of

Inference step
1 1 1 200 200 200 4

Runtime 0.08s 0.12s 0.31s 5.25s 17.78s 15.16s 0.83s
Trainable
Params

16.70M 28.29M 28.01M 113.62M 473.40M 149.91M 149.91M

Zoomed LR StableSR-Turbo
(4 steps)

IF_III 
(200 steps)

LDM 
(50 steps)

SwinIR-GANRealESRGAN+ LDM 
(4 steps)

Fig. 17: Qualitative comparisons on real-world images (128 → 512). Our StableSR-Turbo w/o further finetuning is

capable of generating high-quality images in only 4 steps, while still significantly outperforming existing approaches.

(worst quality:2), (low quality:2)”, and (b)

“Bad photo.”. As shown in Table 6, different prompts

lead to diverse metric scores. Specifically, the classifier-

free guidance with negative prompts shows a significant

influence on the metrics, i.e., higher guidance scales

lead to higher CLIP-IQA and MUSIQ scores, indi-

cating sharper results. Similar phenomena can also

be observed in Fig. 16. However, an overly strong

guidance, e.g., s = 7.5 can result in oversharpening.

5.2 StableSR with SD-Turbo

The default sampler of StableSR is DDPM (Ho et al.,

2020) with 200 sampling steps. Though effective, the

sampling process can be time-consuming compared

with non-diffusion approaches as shown in Table 5.

In practice, we observe that StableSR is capable of

generating high-quality results much faster using ad-

vanced samplers in fewer sampling steps. Specifically,

DDIM (Song et al., 2020) enables StableSR to gener-

ate results with faithful details in 20 steps. Moreover,

StableSR can be further applied to SD-turbo (Sauer

et al., 2023) w/o further finetuning. As shown in Fig. 17,

StableSR equipped with SD-turbo can generate high-

quality results with only 4 steps, significantly reduc-

ing the inference time, i.e., 0.83s as shown in Table 5,

which is 6.3 times faster than LDM with 200 sam-

pling steps, while still remarkably outperforming pop-

ular GAN-based methods (Wang et al., 2021c; Liang

et al., 2021) and LDM (Rombach et al., 2022). Notably,

directly speeding up LDM using existing fast sampling

approaches, i.e., DDIM will lead to a severe perfor-

mance drop as shown in Fig. 17.
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Table 6: Comparison of different prompts and guidance strengths. Note that s = 0 is equivalent to using nega-

tive prompts w/o guidance. Positive prompts are (1) “(masterpiece:2), (best quality:2), (realistic:2),

(very clear:2)”, and (2) “Good photo.”. Negative prompts are (a) “3d, cartoon, anime, sketches, (worst

quality:2), (low quality:2)”, and (b) “Bad photo.”. The first row is the default settings for StableSR.

Strategies RealSR / DRealSR
Pos.

Prompts
Neg.

Prompts
Guidance

Scale
PSNR ↑ SSIM ↑ LPIPS ↓ CLIP-IQA ↑ MUSIQ ↑

[] - - 24.65 / 28.03 0.7080 / 0.7536 0.3002 / 0.3284 0.6234 / 0.6357 65.88 / 58.51
(1) - - 24.68 / 28.03 0.7025 / 0.7461 0.3151 / 0.3378 0.6251 / 0.6370 65.34 / 58.07
(2) - - 24.71 / 28.07 0.7049 / 0.7500 0.3118 / 0.3333 0.6219 / 0.6291 65.22 / 57.75

[] (a)

s = 0.0 24.80 / 28.18 0.7097 / 0.7562 0.3105 / 0.3316 0.6176 / 0.6224 64.86 / 57.31
s = 2.5 24.41 / 27.76 0.6972 / 0.7383 0.3168 / 0.3417 0.6306 / 0.6422 66.02 / 59.21
s = 5.0 23.96 / 27.21 0.6829 / 0.7188 0.3267 / 0.3583 0.6356 / 0.6558 66.84 / 61.07
s = 7.5 23.53 / 26.68 0.6673 / 0.7003 0.3399 / 0.3774 0.6323 / 0.6621 67.26 / 62.41

[] (b)

s = 0.0 24.77 / 28.13 0.7067 / 0.7520 0.3100 / 0.3317 0.6184 / 0.6239 64.81 / 57.27
s = 2.5 24.46 / 27.90 0.7017 / 0.7467 0.3170 / 0.3371 0.6303 / 0.6409 66.29 / 58.97
s = 5.0 24.13 / 27.61 0.6958 / 0.7391 0.3240 / 0.3467 0.6377 / 0.6490 67.43 / 60.69
s = 7.5 23.78 / 27.30 0.6894 / 0.7310 0.3320 / 0.3578 0.6421 / 0.6583 68.13 / 62.12

Zoomed LR OursLDMSwinIRReal-ESRGAN+
Fig. 18: StableSR shares the same limitations as the diffusion prior, i.e., Stable Diffusion (Rombach et al., 2022),

thus may fail to handle texts, very small patterns and small faces. While these cases are very challenging for

existing generic SR methods, we believe a more powerful diffusion prior and larger data training could help.

6 Limitations

Though benefiting from the diffusion prior, StableSR

also shares similar limitations with it. Specifically, Sta-

bleSR may struggle in handling small texts, faces and

patterns as shown in Fig. 18. While these cases are chal-

lenging for existing generic super-resolution approaches

including StableSR, we believe adopting a more pow-

erful diffusion prior and training on more high-quality

data can help. We leave these as future work.

7 Conclusion

Motivated by the rapid development of diffusion models

and their wide applications to downstream tasks, this
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work discusses an important yet underexplored prob-

lem of how diffusion prior can be adopted for super-

resolution. In this paper, we present StableSR, a new

way to exploit diffusion prior for real-world SR while

avoiding source-intensive training from scratch. We de-

vote our efforts to tackling the well-known problems,

such as high computational cost and fixed resolution,

and propose respective solutions, including the time-

aware encoder, controllable feature wrapping module,

and progressive aggregation sampling scheme. Exten-

sive experiments are conducted for evaluation and ef-

fective inference strategies are further provided to fa-

cilitate practical applications. We believe that our ex-

ploration would lay a good foundation in this direc-

tion, and our proposed StableSR could provide useful

insights for future works.
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Appendix

A Details of Time-aware Encoder

As mentioned in the main paper, the architecture of the time-
aware encoder is similar to the contracting path of the denois-
ing U-Net in Stable Diffusion (Rombach et al., 2022) with
much fewer parameters (∼105M, including SFT layers) by
reducing the number of channels. The detailed settings are
listed in Table 7.

Table 7: Settings of the time-aware encoder in Sta-

bleSR.

Settings Value

in channels 4
model channels 256
out channels 256

num res blocks 2
dropout 0

channel mult [1, 1, 2, 2]
attention resolutions [4, 2, 1]

conv resample True
dims 2

use fp16 False
num heads 4

10 https://github.com/pkuliyi2015/sd-webui-stablesr

Denoising U-Net

BA C

D

A

Overlapping patches at t

Noisy latent code at t

Overlapping patches at t-1

Noisy latent code at t-1

Non-overlapping area B Overlapping once with fixed size C Overlapping once with dynamic size D Overlapping fourth with dynamic size

Fig. 19: Illustration of our aggregation sampling algo-

rithm. We divide the noisy latent codes into overlapping

patches and fuse these patches using a Gaussian kernel

at each diffusion iteration. To avoid altering the output

resolution, the overlapping size (region C) at the right

and bottom boundaries is dynamically adjusted to fit

the target resolution.

B Aggregation Sampling

Here, we provide more details about our aggregation sam-
pling strategy, which is an effective and practical solution
that enables arbitrary-size image generation without a per-
ceptible performance drop for diffusion-based restoration.
Our aggregation sampling strategy is mainly inspired by
Jiménez (Jiménez, 2023) and we further enable more flexi-
ble resolution by dynamically adjusting the overlapping size
at the right and bottom boundaries as shown in Fig. 19.

Zoomed LR StableSR w/ Pre-cleaning

(h) Ours

Pre-cleaning StableSR

Fig. 20: StableSR may generate suboptimal results

when the inputs have severe degradations. Adopting a

simple pre-cleaning with a pre-trained SR model dur-

ing sampling can effectively improve the performance

of StableSR under such circumstances.

C Pre-cleaning for Severe Degradations

It is observed that StableSR may yield suboptimal results
when LR images are severely degraded with pronounced lev-
els of blur or noise, as shown in the first column of Fig.
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20. Drawing inspiration from RealBasicVSR (Chan et al.,
2022b), we incorporate an auxiliary pre-cleaning phase pre-
ceding StableSR to address scenarios under severe degrada-
tions. Specifically, we first adopt an existing SR approach
e.g., Real-ESRGAN+ (Wang et al., 2021c) for general SR and
CodeFormer (Zhou et al., 2022) for face SR11 to mitigate the
aforementioned severe degradations. To suppress the ampli-
fication of artifacts originating from the pre-cleaning phase,
a subsequent 2× bicubic downsampling operation is further
adopted after pre-cleaning. Subsequently, StableSR is used
to generate the final outputs. As shown in Fig. 20, such a
pre-cleaning stage substantially improves the robustness of
StableSR.

D Additional Visual Results

D.1 Visual Results on Fixed Resolution

In this section, we provide additional qualitative comparisons
on real-world images w/o ground truths under the resolution
of 512×512. We obtain LR images with 128×128 resolution.
As shown in Fig. 21, StableSR successfully produces outputs
with finer details and sharper edges, significantly outperform-
ing state-of-the-art methods.

D.2 Visual Results on Arbitrary Resolution

In this section, we provide additional qualitative comparisons
on the original resolution of real-world images w/o ground
truths. As shown in Fig. 22, StableSR is capable of generat-
ing high-quality SR images beyond 4x resolution, indicating
its practical use in real-world applications. Moreover, the re-
sults in Fig. 23 indicate that StableSR can generate realistic
textures under diverse and complicated real-world scenarios
such as buildings and texts, while existing methods either
lead to blurry results or introduce unpleasant artifacts.
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