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Abstract. Diffusion models, known for their powerful generative capa-
bilities, play a crucial role in addressing real-world super-resolution chal-
lenges. However, these models often focus on improving local textures
while neglecting the impacts of global degradation, which can signifi-
cantly reduce semantic fidelity and lead to inaccurate reconstructions
and suboptimal super-resolution performance. To address this issue, we
introduce a novel two-stage, degradation-aware framework that enhances
the diffusion model’s ability to recognize content and degradation in low-
resolution images. In the first stage, we employ unsupervised contrastive
learning to obtain representations of image degradations. In the second
stage, we integrate a degradation-aware module into a simplified Control-
Net, enabling flexible adaptation to various degradations based on the
learned representations. Furthermore, we decompose the degradation-
aware features into global semantics and local details branches, which are
then injected into the diffusion denoising module to modulate the target
generation. Our method effectively recovers semantically precise and pho-
torealistic details, particularly under significant degradation conditions,
demonstrating state-of-the-art performance across various benchmarks.
Codes will be released at https://github.com/bichunyang419/DeeDSR.

Keywords: Degradation Awareness · Diffusion Model · Image Super-
Resolution

1 Introduction

In the realm of image processing, super-resolution (SR) stands as a cornerstone
task, dedicated to enhancing low-resolution (LR) images to their high-resolution
(HR) counterparts. This technology has widespread applications across critical
domains such as mobile photography [5, 47, 54], medical image analysis [11, 23],
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Fig. 1: Qualitative comparison of our DeeDSR and StableSR [44] under various degra-
dation conditions on the synthetic DIV2K dataset. Our model demonstrates robust-
ness against different degradations, generating correct semantics and textures, while
StableSR produces incorrect semantics and textures under severe degradation. Degra-
dation levels include light, medium, and heavy, detailed in Sec. 4.4 and Fig. 6

security surveillance [10, 35] and significantly impacts various computer vision
tasks, including object detection [38], segmentation [45], and recognition [14].
Despite recent advancements, SR in complex real-world scenarios remains chal-
lenging. A common strategy involves leveraging image priors, either explicitly
through reference images [3,18,28] or implicitly via pre-trained generative mod-
els [4, 30, 32, 44, 48]. Notably, recent text-to-image (T2I) diffusion models have
shown remarkable potential for SR tasks [27, 44, 53, 56]. These diffusion-based
SR methods have demonstrated the ability to generate realistic image details,
yet they have limitations. StableSR [43] and DiffBIR [27] only rely on LR im-
ages for control signals, neglecting the semantic text information in pre-trained
T2I models. This leads to inherent limitations in capturing the holistic image
context and often fails to restore severely degraded but semantically important
details. Moreover, the ill-posed nature of LR images introduces the risk of intro-
ducing semantically erroneous textures, as depicted in Fig. 1, where increasing
degradation levels challenge StableSR’s ability to recover correct image seman-
tics. Recognizing these issues, PASD [56] and SeeSR [53] attempt to enhance
semantic accuracy with text prompts. However, these approaches have two main
drawbacks: the text encoder in visual language models [34] is not optimized for
low-level tasks, often extracting coarse-grained information that fails to accu-
rately identify degradation information; and the text prompt encoded informa-
tion does not effectively represent the image degradation process, which includes
various degradations such as low-resolution, blurriness, and noise, as shown in
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Fig. 6. The difficulty in precisely describing this process with language limits the
method’s quality and effectiveness in real-world image reconstruction.

As the adage goes, "a picture is worth a thousand words," a sentiment that
resonates across languages and eras, suggesting that images are more expressive
than texts from a human perspective. Based on the above analysis, we propose
DeeDSR: Degradation-Aware Stable Diffusion SR, a method that leverages
image prompts to generate global degradation representations, thereby enhanc-
ing the generative capabilities of pre-trained T2I models in real SR. DeeDSR
consists of two stages. The first stage employs contrastive learning to understand
degradation semantics; the second stage uses degradation prompts in conjunc-
tion with LR images to precisely control the T2I model, fostering the generation
of rich and semantically coherent details. Our contributions can be summarized
as follows:

– We introduce DeeDSR, a novel method for real-world SR that leverages
degradation-aware image prompts to enhance the generative capabilities of
the pre-trained diffusion model, focusing on both global degradation and
semantic accuracy.

– We adopt a two-stage pipeline that first employs contrastive learning to
capture degradation representation, followed by the integration of these se-
mantics with LR images to precisely control the T2I model, resulting in the
generation of detailed and semantically coherent images.

– Extensive experimental validations demonstrate DeeDSR’s superiority in re-
covering high-quality, semantically accurate outputs under diverse degrada-
tion conditions, outperforming existing methods.

2 Related work

2.1 Real-World Image Super-Resolution

Research in the field of real-world SR primarily focuses on two main strategies:
optimizing data utilization [2, 5, 49, 52, 60] and integrating image priors [4, 30,
32, 44]. The first strategy involves creating diverse and realistic paired data by
modifying physical data collection methods [4] or enhancing the data genera-
tion pipeline [30, 32, 49] and then implicitly or explicitly modeling degradation
using this data. The second strategy emphasizes the use of image priors. While
methods that start from scratch require a large amount of data and compu-
tational resources, it has been proven that using pre-trained generative mod-
els [4,12,30,32,44,48] with detailed texture priors is a practical and cost-effective
approach. Some research utilizes pre-trained GANs [4,12,30,48] to enhance the
SR process. However, due to the inherent limitations of GANs, these methods
sometimes generate unrealistic textures. Therefore, in recent research, there is
increasing interest in using more advanced pre-trained generative models, such
as denoising diffusion models.
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Fig. 2: Pipeline of our proposed DeeDSR. In the first stage, we capture global degra-
dation semantics using a contrastive learning strategy. In the second stage, the degra-
dation information is integrated with LR images via degradation-aware (DA) blocks to
precisely control the pre-trained Stable Diffusion (SD) model through Cross Attention
Modules and Modulation Layers. Note that the Degradation Learner is fixed in the
second stage.

2.2 Diffusion-Based Super-Resolution

Previously, researchers [22, 37] utilized Diffusion Probability Models (DDPM)
to tackle image SR, assuming direct downsampling degradation. However, this
assumption limited their practicality in complex scenarios like Real SR. These
models trained on vast image-text pairs, provide robust image priors crucial for
handling Real SR complexities. For instance, StableSR [44] refines the SD model
via time-aware encoder training and employing feature distortion for balancing
fidelity and perceptual quality. Similarly, DiffBIR [27] adopts a two-stage strat-
egy: initially using SwinIR to remove degradation (noise, artifacts) for a clean
image, followed by a diffusion model for detail replenishment. However, these
methods primarily rely on local image information to activate T2I model gen-
erative capabilities. In contrast, some works propose utilizing text to represent
degradation information [8,41,53,56–58]. For example, PASD [56] utilizes off-the-
shelf high-level semantic models like ResNet [16] to extract semantic information
guiding diffusion, enhancing T2I model generative power. SeeSR [53], extracts
text information from LR images as a prior, improving super-resolution model
understanding of image content and increasing restoration accuracy. While these
models utilize text to control semantics, they are not totally degradation-aware,
especially when complex degradations cannot be effectively described by text.
Despite notable visual quality advancements, they have yet to fully harness large
text-to-image generation models’ potential, mainly due to limited image content
comprehension.
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3 Methodology

The overall architecture of the proposed method is shown in Fig. 2. Our DeeDSR
adopts a two-stage pipeline. In the first stage, we utilize a contrastive learning
strategy to estimate degradation representations from LR images, as described
in Sec. 3.2. In the second stage, we incorporate the degradation representations
with LR images to guide the Stable Diffusion (SD) model, as detailed in Sec. 3.3.
We start with some preliminaries in the following section.

3.1 Preliminaries

In this work, we employ Stable Diffusion [36] as the base diffusion model. First,
the input image x is encoded into the latent space by a VAE autoencoder [36]
E , i.e., z = E(x). Then, Gaussian noise is iteratively added, yielding a noisy
latent zt after t steps. The training process aims to estimate the Gaussian noise
ε at step t via a UNet architecture conditioned on texts or images (denoted as
c). The UNet integrates residual blocks and cross-attention layers at different
spatial scales. Text prompts are encoded by a CLIP [34] text encoder, producing
multimodal features fed into the UNet through cross-attention layers. Time steps
are embedded into the UNet via residual blocks. The optimization can be denoted
as:

min
θ

Ezt,t,c,ε

[
∥ε− εθ (zt, t, c)∥22

]
, (1)

After multiple iterative steps, a clean latent z0 is obtained and subsequently
decoded back to the pixel space by a VAE decoder D, i.e., x′ = D(z0).

To incorporate text information in the image generation process, Stable Dif-
fusion adopts cross-attention layers. Specifically, the latent image feature F and
text feature Fc encoded by the CLIP text encoder are transformed by projection
layers to obtain the query Q = WQ ·F , key K = WK ·Fc, and value V = WV ·Fc,
where WQ, WK , and WV are weight parameters of the query, key, and value pro-
jection layers, respectively. Attention is conducted by a weighted sum over value
features:

Attention(Q,K, V ) = Softmax
(
QKT

√
d

)
V, (2)

where d is the output dimension of key and query features. The latent feature is
then updated with the output of the attention block.

3.2 Degradation Learner

Accurately modeling the unknown degradation of low-resolution images is es-
sential for real-world image super-resolution tasks. Chen et al . [9] introduced
text prompts to provide degradation priors for image super-resolution. Simi-
larly, Qi et al . [33] proposed a more detailed degradation description to serve
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as universal guidance control for image restoration, but it can only handle rel-
atively simple degradation processes. This is because the degradation informa-
tion provided by text prompts is inherently limited, and complex degradations
are difficult to describe in language. Even if described, visual language models
struggle to effectively understand and generate corresponding representations.
In contrast, images contain more abundant degradation semantic information.
Inspired by Wang et al . [46], we adopt a contrastive learning strategy to compre-
hensively learn degradation representations. Given the complexity of our degra-
dation types, we employ ResNet50 [16] as the Degradation Learner, a deeper
network architecture, to encode the image space into the latent space.

Given that degradation is consistent within each image but varies across dif-
ferent images, we adopt the contrastive learning strategy [7, 15], which brings
features of the same degradation type closer together in the feature space while
pushing features of different degradation types apart. We consider an image
patch as the query patch, xq. The positive samples (x+) consist of the patches
within the same image, while the negative samples (x−) comprise those patches
from different images. Then we encoder the query patch, positive and nega-
tive samples into degradation representation using ResNet50, Edegrad. Consid-
ering that a queue contains one positive sample, x+

0 , and N negative samples,
x−
1 , x

−
2 , · · · , x

−
N , the encoder process can be denoted as:

Fq = Edegrad(x
q), (3)

Fk+ = Edegrad(x
+
0 ), (4)

Fk−
i
= Edegrad(x

−
i ), i = 1, 2, · · · , N (5)

We define the training loss as:

LstageI = − log
exp (Fq · Fk+/τ)

N∑
i=1

exp
(
Fq · Fk−

i
/τ
) . (6)

where τ is a temperature hyper-parameter.

3.3 Degradation-Aware Stable Diffusion

Diffusion models are creative but random. ControlNet [61] adds conditional con-
trol by using additional details like depth and edges to guide generation. There-
fore, we introduce ControlNet as our conditional control module. Considering
that in the SR domain, the model’s generated results must possess a certain level
of fidelity, directly using image depth, edges, keypoints, and other information
cannot adequately adapt to the SR task. We use the LR image as a condition to
guide the network’s generation. Furthermore, to make the ControlNet perceive
degradation, we inject the degradation representation learned in the first stage
into ControlNet, allowing ControlNet to better perceive degradation, termed as
Degradation-Aware Adapter. Our results shown in Fig. 1 demonstrate that in-
troducing the degradation representation into ControlNet enables more robust
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handling of various degrees of degradation. Simultaneously, to reduce computa-
tional complexity, we reduce the number of modules in the original ControlNet,
decreasing the number of trainable parameters by approximately one-third.

Our proposed structure is illustrated in Fig. 2. First, the pre-trained latent
diffusion UNet is frozen during training, except for the cross-attention layers, to
preserve the image prior. Second, our proposed Degradation-Aware Adapter is
randomly initialized to learn the restoration conditions. It takes the degraded
image and the degradation representation as input and outputs global and lo-
cal representations. These representations are then embedded into the cross-
attention layers and modulation layers of the UNet, respectively, to guide the
generation process towards restoring the high-quality image from the degraded
input.

Global representation. As discussed above, most diffusion-based methods
either keep the text prompt null [27,44] or use text to describe degradation [8,53].
Neither of these approaches effectively addresses the issue of degradation rep-
resentation, which is inherently ill-posed. Therefore, we propose to replace the
text prompts embeddings in cross-attention modules with image prompts em-
beddings obtained by the Degradation-Aware Adapter. Additionally, the query,
key, and value projection layers (i.e. WQ, WK , and WV ) in the cross-attention
layer are turned on during training.

Local representation. Besides, local texture information should also be
considered to maintain a balance between realism and fidelity. Therefore, We
incorporate Modulation Layers into the frozen SD UNet, as shown in Fig. 2.
These layers are designed to modulate intermediate features through multi-scale
local representations. The modulation process can be expressed as follows:

γsi , βsi = HM (Fsi
L ) , i = 1, 2, · · · , n (7)

F̂si
res = (1 + γsi)Fsi

res + βsi (8)

where γsi , βsi are the scaling and bias parameters corresponding to the si spatial
scale. HM denotes a lightweight network that consists of several convolution
layers. Fsi

res and F̂si
res respectively represent the residual features before and

after modulation.
Training Process. The training pipeline of our DeeDSR is as follows. We

passed the HR images through a pre-trained VAE autoencoder [36] to obtain
a latent representation, z0. Then Gaussian noise was added to z0 step by step,
finally resulting in a noise latent zt after t steps. With the current time step
t, multi-scale local representations, Fsi

L , i = 1, 2, · · · , n and a global semantic
representation, FG, we train our DeeDSR network, denoted as εθ, to estimate
the noise, ε, added to the noisy latent zt. The loss function is:

LstageII = Ezt,t,zlr,dlr,ε

[
∥ε− εθ (zt, t,HDA (zlr, dlr))∥22

]
(9)

where zlr is the LR latent and dlr is the degradation representation estimated
by the pre-trained Degradation Learner. HDA denotes the Degradation-Aware
Adapter.
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3.4 Noise Guidance for a tradeoff between realism and fidelity.

While DeeDSR yields satisfactory SR results, the diverse requirements of vari-
ous tasks and user preferences necessitate a controllable inference strategy. This
strategy allows for the direct incorporation of LR information, facilitating adjust-
ments between realistic and smoothed results. A common approach is to directly
embed the degraded image (LR) into the initial state [58]. However, this method
significantly compromises the quality of SR due to its alignment with the model
input format during the training of the SD. This alignment introduces bias in
the output SR, favoring features from the LR input. To address this issue, we
propose a more sophisticated guidance method known as Noise Guidance used
in the DDIM [39] sampling process due to the role of the

√
1− αt−1 − σ2

t ε
(t)
θ (xt)

pointing to xt in its non-Markovian sampling process:

xt−1 =
√
αt−1

(
xt −

√
1− αtε

(t)
θ (xt)√

αt

)
+
√
1− αt−1 − σ2

t ε
(t)
θ (xt) + σtεt (10)

where the ε(t)θ (xt) represents the noise predicted by Diffusion Model (DM). Noise
guidance involves selecting specific n steps in the sampling process and comput-
ing the ε

(t)
θ (xt) by zlr↑ (Upsample the LR by a factor of 4 using bicubic inter-

polation, and then embed it into the latent space by E .). This process can be
described as follows:

ε
(t)
θ (xt) =

xt −
√
αt · zlr↑√

1− αt
(11)

by default, the Noise Guidance is only applied in the first sample from the
random noise.

The above guidance maintains the sampling from random noise, which en-
sures the image generation quality while forcing the spatial structure of the LR to
be aligned as well as the color consistency to improve the fidelity. More ablation
is provided in the supplementary material.

4 Experiment

4.1 Implementation Details

We adopt a two-stage pipeline. In the first stage, we train the Degradation
Learner via contrastive learning with τ and N in Eq. (6) to 0.07 and 16384,
respectively. We train on 64×64 LR patches with a batch size of 64, the initial
learning rate of 0.03 (decayed by 10 at 120 and 240 epochs), for 630 epochs
on DIV2K [1], DIV8K [13], Flickr2K [42], the first 5k face images from FFHQ
[19]. In the second stage, we use Stable Diffusion 2.1-base 1 as the pre-trained
model, freeze Degradation Learner parameters, and train the randomly initial-
ized Degradation-Aware Adapter from scratch. The whole DeeDSR model is
1 https://huggingface.co/stabilityai/stable-diffusion-2-1-base
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Zoomed LR DASR Real-ESRGAN ResShift DiffBIR PASD StableSR DeeDSR GT

Fig. 3: Qualitative comparisons of different Real-ISR methods on synthetic dataset.
Please zoom in for a better view.

trained on 512 × 512 resolution for 65840 iterations with a batch size of 128,
using ADAM [21] optimizer with learning rate 1 × 10−5. Our implementation
uses PyTorch 1.12.0, CUDA 11.4, on 4 NVIDIA A100 GPUs. For inference, we
apply DDIM [40] sampling with 50 timesteps.

4.2 Experimental Settings

Training Datasets. To train DeeDSR, we apply DIV2K [1], DIV8K [13], Flickr2K
[42], OutdoorSceneTraining [50], the first 5k face images from FFHQ [19] and
LSDIR [24] as the training dataset. We follow the degradation pipeline in Real-
ESRGAN [49] to generate the corresponding LR images.
Test Datasets. We evaluate our model both in synthetic and real-world datasets.
For the synthetic dataset, we randomly crop the validation set of DIV2K [1] into
512 × 512 resolution and generate 3k LR-HR pairs using the same degrada-
tion pipeline as the training dataset. We refer to this dataset as DIV2K-Val.
For real-world datasets, we center-crop the LR images from the RealSR [2] and
DRealSR [52] datasets to 128× 128 resolution.
Evaluation Metrics.To assess the performance of different methods, we utilize
a series of metrics, including both reference and non-reference ones. For reference
metrics, we adopt PSNR and SSIM [51] scores (evaluated on the Y channel in
YCbCr color space) for fidelity evaluation. LPIPS [62] and FID [17] are employed
for perceptual quality measures. For non-reference metrics, we adopt CLIPIQA
[43], MUSIQ [20], BRISQUE [31] and MANIQA [55] for evalution.
Compared Methods.We compare DeeDSR with several state-of-the-art meth-
ods, including GAN-based methods, BSRGAN [60], Real-ESRGAN [49], LDL
[25], DASR [26], FeMaSR [6], and diffusion-based methods, LDM [36], Sta-
bleSR [44],ResShift [58], PASD [56], DiffBIR [27]. We use the official codes and
released models of these methods to test for fair comparisons.
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Zoomed LR DASR Real-ESRGAN ResShift DiffBIR PASD StableSR DeeDSR GT

Fig. 4: Qualitative comparisons of different methods on real-world datasets. Please
zoom in for a better view.

4.3 Comparisons with State-of-the-Arts

Quantitative Comparisons. We conduct quantitative comparisons across three
synthetic and real datasets, as illustrated in Tab. 1. Our method achieves supe-
rior scores on all datasets across various perceptual metrics, including CLIPIQA
and MANIQA. We rank second to PASD on the MUSIQ metric. Additionally,
our BRISQUE score is highest on both DIV2K-Val and RealSR datasets and is
only 6% lower than PASD on DRealSR.

Notably, GAN-based methods outperform diffusion-based methods in refer-
ence metrics due to diffusion models’ ability to generate richer texture details,
albeit with a slight reduction in fidelity. Our method achieves the highest FID
score on both DIV2K-Val and RealSR, along with less than 0.1% LPIPS score
on DIV2K-Val after StableSR. In contrast to LDM and ResShift, our DeeDSR
consistently achieves the highest PSNR score among ControlNet-based methods
like StableSR, PASD, and DiffBIR. Overall, we achieve better image generation
quality and competitive fidelity compared to diffusion-based methods.
Qualitative Comparisons. Fig. 3 and Fig. 4 provide visual comparisons of
various methods on synthetic (DIV2K-Val) and real-world datasets (RealSR,
DRealSR), respectively. DeeDSR demonstrates superior image generation qual-
ity and fidelity across the examples. On the synthetic dataset, DeeDSR accu-
rately restores details like tentacles, leaf textures, faces without distortion, and
architectural structures, while other methods yield blurry, noisy, or semantically
incorrect outputs. On real-world datasets, DeeDSR uniquely produces accurate
glyphs, stripes, and jagged textures resembling the ground truth, showcasing its
ability to provide precise and comprehensive semantics for SR.
User Study. To further demonstrate the effectiveness of our DeeDSR, we con-
duct a user study on both synthetic and real-world datasets. We randomly
choose 10 samples from DIV2K-Val, 5 samples from RealSR, and 5 samples
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Table 1: Quantitative comparison with state-of-the-art methods on both synthetic and
real-world benchmarks. The best and second-best results of each metric are highlighted
in red and blue, respectively.

Datasets Metrics
BSRGAN Real- [49] LDL DASR FeMaSR LDM StableSR ResShift PASD DiffBIR

DeeDSR
[60] ESRGAN [25] [26] [6] [36] [44] [58] [56] [27]

DIV2K-Val

PSNR ↑ 23.00 22.91 22.41 22.96 21.49 22.06 21.85 23.06 21.68 22.21 22.51
SSIM ↑ 0.5802 0.5953 0.5868 0.5863 0.5408 0.4707 0.5315 0.5739 0.5405 0.5232 0.5538
LPIPS ↓ 0.3452 0.3177 0.3322 0.3569 0.3314 0.4333 0.3132 0.3476 0.3686 0.3554 0.3133
FID ↓ 48.52 41.63 47.51 53.84 41.42 44.24 26.07 40.80 33.05 33.35 25.57

CLIPIQA ↑ 0.5300 0.5276 0.5225 0.5128 0.5922 0.4993 0.6832 0.6094 0.6729 0.6706 0.6941
MUSIQ ↑ 60.76 60.66 60.00 55.68 59.93 49.99 66.08 60.42 67.45 65.73 66.85

BRISQUE ↓ 17.87 22.35 24.16 21.69 19.31 23.06 15.60 17.37 23.44 15.45 15.28
MANIQA ↑ 0.3552 0.3771 0.3762 0.3192 0.3353 0.2919 0.4231 0.4057 0.4612 0.4570 0.5056

RealSR

PSNR ↑ 24.24 23.68 23.38 24.87 23.13 24.35 22.82 24.27 22.93 23.05 23.30
SSIM ↑ 0.7222 0.7214 0.7167 0.7334 0.6942 0.7079 0.6635 0.6981 0.6670 0.6201 0.6564
LPIPS ↓ 0.2693 0.2753 0.2790 0.3100 0.2928 0.2857 0.3108 0.3494 0.3095 0.3583 0.3323
FID ↓ 141.02 135.26 143.72 137.76 139.01 125.26 135.31 143.73 130.10 127.68 123.12

CLIPIQA ↑ 0.5126 0.4581 0.4561 0.3585 0.5323 0.4817 0.6290 0.5439 0.6274 0.6576 0.6582
MUSIQ ↑ 63.23 60.43 60.79 45.44 58.32 52.42 65.58 58.28 67.81 64.14 65.83

BRISQUE ↓ 29.21 31.62 32.73 43.76 27.79 36.93 18.92 27.23 24.00 20.25 18.33
MANIQA ↑ 0.3761 0.3764 0.3787 0.2726 0.3489 0.3002 0.4325 0.3789 0.4698 0.4433 0.5007

DRealSR

PSNR ↑ 25.04 25.19 24.80 26.29 23.51 25.87 25.23 25.19 24.58 24.86 25.66
SSIM ↑ 0.7234 0.7339 0.7396 0.7620 0.6730 0.7323 0.6944 0.6899 0.6776 0.6184 0.6782
LPIPS ↓ 0.2960 0.2909 0.2885 0.3178 0.3261 0.3153 0.3242 0.4083 0.3680 0.4394 0.3875
FID ↓ 155.94 145.80 157.44 156.45 156.10 150.08 151.35 176.03 154.17 164.23 157.51

CLIPIQA ↑ 0.5061 0.4488 0.4470 0.3796 0.5620 0.4622 0.6224 0.5272 0.6424 0.6559 0.6616
MUSIQ ↑ 57.12 54.28 54.01 42.48 53.64 41.36 58.28 49.73 63.25 60.27 60.38

BRISQUE ↓ 32.69 34.90 39.06 43.31 26.36 38.94 20.42 25.23 25.50 17.55 18.62
MANIQA ↑ 0.3419 0.3426 0.3442 0.2840 0.3151 0.2701 0.3801 0.3255 0.4568 0.4530 0.4608

from DRealSR. 36 participants evaluated seven representative methods and our
method: Real-ESRGAN, DASR, LDM, StableSR, ResShift, PASD, DiffBIR, and
Our DeeDSR. Giving the LR image and the corresponding HR image as refer-
ence, the participants were asked to answer ‘Which image is the best SR result of
the LR image among the eight restored results?’ We obtained 20×36 votes in to-
tal and calculated the selection rate as depicted in Fig. 5. Our DeeDSR achieved
a selection rate of 44.31%, approximately twice as high as the second-ranked
method.
Semantics Preservation Test To evaluate the semantic fidelity capabilities of
various methods, we adopt OpenSeed [59] to evaluate the SR images generated
by different methods for image detection and segmentation tasks. The COCO
dataset validation set (COCO-Val) consisting of 5,000 images is used for evalua-
tion. We resize the COCO-Val images to 512×512 and follow [49] to generate the
corresponding LR images of 128 × 128. We then produce the SR images using
different methods. As shown in Tab. 2, our method achieves the highest scores
across four representative metrics, demonstrating superior semantic fidelity.

4.4 Ablation Study

Effectiveness of the Degradation Learner. To evaluate the efficacy of our
degradation representation compared to text-based degradation, we adopt the
network structure from [8], excluding the first stage and DA blocks, referred
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Fig. 5: Results of user study on synthetic and real-world data.

Fig. 6: (a) Description of the method for distinguishing degradation levels as light,
medium, and heavy. (b) Visualization of degradation representations estimated by the
Degradation Learner. Please refer to more details in the supplementary material.

to as variant (4). Instead of using our degradation representation, we describe
the degradation process through text (e.g., blur, resize, noise, JPEG compres-
sion) and feed it into the Stable Diffusion following [8]. We also create a syn-
thetic dataset with corresponding degradation texts on the DIV2K validation set
(DIV2K-Val-V2) for evaluation. The results of variant (4) presented in Tab. 3 in-
dicate that image prompts maintain more accurate degradation representations
than text prompts, enabling the model to discern correct image semantics.

To evaluate the effectiveness of Degradation Learner across varying degrada-
tion levels, we classify LR images into three groups based on the level of degra-
dation, i.e., light, medium, and heavy as shown in Fig. 6(a). For specific details,
please refer to the supplementary material. Using a pre-trained Degradation
Learner, we obtain degradation representations for these groups and visualize
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Table 2: The comparisons of semantic restoration performance among different SR
methods.

Metrics Methods

Zoomed LR BSRGAN Real-ESRGAN LDL DASR FeMaSR LDM StableSR ResShift PASD DiffBIR DeeDSR GT

Panoptic Segmentation (PQ) 24.3 23.5 27.1 25.5 22.5 23.3 22.6 33.8 28.6 33.4 27.2 35.8 55.4
Object Detection (AP) 17.5 16.2 19.6 18.2 15.7 16.2 15.4 24.9 21.1 23.9 19.3 26.9 52.3
Instance Segmentation (AP) 15.4 14.3 17.4 16.1 13.8 14.2 13.4 21.7 18.5 20.8 17.1 23.4 47.1
Semantic Segmentation (mIOU) 32.2 30.7 36.7 34.1 29.8 29.3 29.8 45.4 38.6 47.9 33.8 47.9 63.8

Table 3: Ablation studies on DIV2K-Val and RealSR benchmarks for the Real-ISR
task. For variant (4), we generate 3000 HR-LR pairs using the same configuration
with text prompts for evaluation (denoted as DIV2K-Val-V2). This evaluation is not
conducted on RealSR due to the absence of text prompts.

Variants
Prompt Type Control Form Degradation

Learner
DIV2K-Val/RealSR

Image Text Global Local PSNR ↑ LPIPS ↓ FID ↓ MUSIQ ↑
(1) ✓ ✓ ✓ 22.00/22.71 0.3423/0.3423 31.27/141/33 66.90/68.90
(2) ✓ ✓ ✓ 22.25/23.02 0.3337/0.3366 30.30/134.66 66.35/68.24
(3) ✓ ✓ ✓ 17.66/12.79 0.5368/0.7957 87.84/275.08 65.58/64.70

DeeDSR ✓ ✓ ✓ ✓ 22.51/23.30 0.3133/ 0.3323 25.57/123.12 66.85/65.83
(4) ✓ ✓ ✓ 22.50/- 0.3284/- 28.54/- 66.03/-

DeeDSR ✓ ✓ ✓ ✓ 22.56/- 0.3123/- 26.11/- 66.86/-

them with T-SNE [29] in Fig. 6(b). The Degradation Learner generates discrim-
inative clusters, distinguishing different degradation levels.

Fig. 1 compares DeeDSR and StableSR across degradation levels. StableSR
suffers from blurring and incorrect textures under heavy degradation, which
DeeDSR effectively addresses due to its degradation-aware capabilities.

To assess the influence of the Degradation Learner, we exclude it and the DA
blocks of DeeDSR, which corresponds to variant (1). As shown in Tab. 3, DeeDSR
outperforms variant (1) by approximately 8% on both synthetic and real-world
datasets in terms of the reference metrics. While the MUSIQ perceptual metric
difference is negligible on DIV2K-Val, DeeDSR scores approximately 4% lower
than variant (1) on RealSR. This underscores the Degradation Learner with DA
blocks’ effectiveness in aiding the Degradation-Aware Adapter to extract precise
image semantics, leading to improved fidelity but a slight reduction in perceptual
metric scores, attributed to the suppression of some unnecessary texture details.
Effectiveness of the Global Representation. The impact of removing the
global representation from DeeDSR, denoted as variant (2), is shown in Tab. 3.
Compared to variant (4), incorporating global semantic information from the
low-resolution input aids Stable Diffusion’s understanding of the real-world super-
resolution task, thereby improving overall image fidelity.
Effectiveness of the Local Representation. Based on our framework, the
local representation acts as the primary content guide to control the generation
of SD, while the global representation involves integrating the high-dimensional
semantic of LR into the cross-attention module. This module promotes global
semantic understanding to guide generation, but lacks providing content infor-
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mation. Therefore, removing the local representation, i.e., variant (3), results in
a significant decrease in model performance, as shown in Tab. 3..

4.5 Complexity Comparison

Table 4: Complexity comparison of model parameters and running time. All methods
are evaluated on 128 × 128 input images for 4x SR using an NVIDIA RTX 3090 GPU.

Real-ESRGAN [49] FeMaSR [6] LDM [36] StableSR [44] ResShift [58] PASD [56] DiffBIR [27] DeeDSR
Model type GAN GAN LDM LDM LDM LDM LDM LDM
Time steps 1 1 50 200 15 20 50 50
Runtime 0.04s 0.05s 1.85s 10.90s 0.71s 4.07s 5.35s 7.13s
Params 16.7M 28.3M 169.0M 1409.1M 173.9M 1900.4M 1716.7M 1017.6M

We conduct a comparative analysis of various methods on the DIV2K-Val
dataset, evaluating inference time and parameter counts. The results are illus-
trated in Tab. 4. The inference time is measured for reconstructing a 512 × 512
HR image from 128 × 128 input using an NVIDIA RTX 3090 GPU. GAN-based
SR methods exhibit shorter inference times compared to diffusion-based meth-
ods due to reduced forward pass and fewer parameters. Among diffusion-based
methods, LDM and ResShift demonstrate significantly faster inference speed ow-
ing to minimized parameterization. Despite higher parameter counts, PASD and
DiffBIR exhibit relatively faster inference speed than StableSR, which requires
more sampling steps. Our proposed DeeDSR maintains fewer parameters but
is slightly slower than PASD and DiffBIR due to an extra stage for estimating
degradations. Overall, DeeDSR outperforms state-of-the-art approaches in visual
quality and quantitative results with reasonable inference time and parameters.

5 Conclusion
This paper proposes DeeDSR, a novel approach that leverages degradation-
aware prompts to enhance pre-trained T2I models for real-world image super-
resolution. DeeDSR captures global degradation representations while ensuring
semantic accuracy through a two-stage process: contrastive learning to grasp
degradation nuances, and integrating these insights with low-resolution images
to precisely guide the T2I model. This strategy generates highly detailed and
semantically coherent images. Extensive experiments demonstrate DeeDSR’s su-
periority in image recovery across various degradations, outperforming existing
methods.

References

1. Agustsson, E., Timofte, R.: Ntire 2017 challenge on single image super-resolution:
Dataset and study. In: Proceedings of the IEEE conference on computer vision and
pattern recognition workshops. pp. 126–135 (2017) 8, 9



DeeDSR 15

2. Cai, J., Zeng, H., Yong, H., Cao, Z., Zhang, L.: Toward real-world single im-
age super-resolution: A new benchmark and a new model. In: Proceedings of the
IEEE/CVF International Conference on Computer Vision. pp. 3086–3095 (2019)
3, 9

3. Cao, J., Liang, J., Zhang, K., Li, Y., Zhang, Y., Wang, W., Gool, L.V.: Reference-
based image super-resolution with deformable attention transformer. In: European
conference on computer vision. pp. 325–342. Springer (2022) 2

4. Chan, K.C., Wang, X., Xu, X., Gu, J., Loy, C.C.: Glean: Generative latent bank for
large-factor image super-resolution. In: Proceedings of the IEEE/CVF conference
on computer vision and pattern recognition. pp. 14245–14254 (2021) 2, 3

5. Chen, C., Xiong, Z., Tian, X., Zha, Z.J., Wu, F.: Camera lens super-resolution.
In: Proceedings of the IEEE/CVF Conference on Computer Vision and Pattern
Recognition. pp. 1652–1660 (2019) 1, 3

6. Chen, C., Shi, X., Qin, Y., Li, X., Han, X., Yang, T., Guo, S.: Real-world blind
super-resolution via feature matching with implicit high-resolution priors. In: Pro-
ceedings of the 30th ACM International Conference on Multimedia. pp. 1329–1338
(2022) 9, 11, 14

7. Chen, X., Fan, H., Girshick, R., He, K.: Improved baselines with momentum con-
trastive learning. arXiv preprint arXiv:2003.04297 (2020) 6

8. Chen, Z., Zhang, Y., Gu, J., Yuan, X., Kong, L., Chen, G., Yang, X.: Image super-
resolution with text prompt diffusion. arXiv preprint arXiv:2311.14282 (2023) 4,
7, 11, 12

9. Chen, Z., Zhang, Y., Gu, J., Yuan, X., Kong, L., Chen, G., Yang, X.: Image super-
resolution with text prompt diffusion. arXiv preprint arXiv:2311.14282 (2023) 5

10. Farooq, M., Dailey, M.N., Mahmood, A., Moonrinta, J., Ekpanyapong, M.: Human
face super-resolution on poor quality surveillance video footage. Neural Computing
and Applications 33, 13505–13523 (2021) 2

11. Georgescu, M.I., Ionescu, R.T., Miron, A.I., Savencu, O., Ristea, N.C., Verga, N.,
Khan, F.S.: Multimodal multi-head convolutional attention with various kernel
sizes for medical image super-resolution. In: Proceedings of the IEEE/CVF winter
conference on applications of computer vision. pp. 2195–2205 (2023) 1

12. Gu, J., Shen, Y., Zhou, B.: Image processing using multi-code gan prior. In: Pro-
ceedings of the IEEE/CVF conference on computer vision and pattern recognition.
pp. 3012–3021 (2020) 3

13. Gu, S., Lugmayr, A., Danelljan, M., Fritsche, M., Lamour, J., Timofte, R.: Div8k:
Diverse 8k resolution image dataset. In: 2019 IEEE/CVF International Conference
on Computer Vision Workshop (ICCVW). pp. 3512–3516. IEEE (2019) 8, 9

14. Gunturk, B.K., Batur, A.U., Altunbasak, Y., Hayes, M.H., Mersereau, R.M.:
Eigenface-domain super-resolution for face recognition. IEEE transactions on im-
age processing 12(5), 597–606 (2003) 2

15. He, K., Fan, H., Wu, Y., Xie, S., Girshick, R.: Momentum contrast for unsupervised
visual representation learning. In: Proceedings of the IEEE/CVF conference on
computer vision and pattern recognition. pp. 9729–9738 (2020) 6

16. He, K., Zhang, X., Ren, S., Sun, J.: Deep residual learning for image recognition
(2015) 4, 6

17. Heusel, M., Ramsauer, H., Unterthiner, T., Nessler, B., Hochreiter, S.: Gans trained
by a two time-scale update rule converge to a local nash equilibrium. Advances in
neural information processing systems 30 (2017) 9

18. Jiang, Y., Chan, K.C., Wang, X., Loy, C.C., Liu, Z.: Robust reference-based super-
resolution via c2-matching. In: Proceedings of the IEEE/CVF Conference on Com-
puter Vision and Pattern Recognition. pp. 2103–2112 (2021) 2



16 C. Bi et al.

19. Karras, T., Laine, S., Aila, T.: A style-based generator architecture for generative
adversarial networks. In: Proceedings of the IEEE/CVF conference on computer
vision and pattern recognition. pp. 4401–4410 (2019) 8, 9

20. Ke, J., Wang, Q., Wang, Y., Milanfar, P., Yang, F.: Musiq: Multi-scale image
quality transformer. In: Proceedings of the IEEE/CVF International Conference
on Computer Vision. pp. 5148–5157 (2021) 9

21. Kingma, D.P., Ba, J.: Adam: A method for stochastic optimization. arXiv preprint
arXiv:1412.6980 (2014) 9

22. Li, H., Yang, Y., Chang, M., Chen, S., Feng, H., Xu, Z., Li, Q., Chen, Y.: Srdiff:
Single image super-resolution with diffusion probabilistic models. Neurocomputing
479, 47–59 (2022) 4

23. Li, Y., Sixou, B., Peyrin, F.: A review of the deep learning methods for medical
images super resolution problems. Irbm 42(2), 120–133 (2021) 1

24. Li, Y., Zhang, K., Liang, J., Cao, J., Liu, C., Gong, R., Zhang, Y., Tang, H.,
Liu, Y., Demandolx, D., et al.: Lsdir: A large scale dataset for image restoration.
In: Proceedings of the IEEE/CVF Conference on Computer Vision and Pattern
Recognition. pp. 1775–1787 (2023) 9

25. Liang, J., Zeng, H., Zhang, L.: Details or artifacts: A locally discriminative learning
approach to realistic image super-resolution. In: Proceedings of the IEEE/CVF
Conference on Computer Vision and Pattern Recognition. pp. 5657–5666 (2022)
9, 11, 22

26. Liang, J., Zeng, H., Zhang, L.: Efficient and degradation-adaptive network for real-
world image super-resolution. In: European Conference on Computer Vision. pp.
574–591. Springer (2022) 9, 11, 22

27. Lin, X., He, J., Chen, Z., Lyu, Z., Fei, B., Dai, B., Ouyang, W., Qiao, Y., Dong,
C.: Diffbir: Towards blind image restoration with generative diffusion prior. arXiv
preprint arXiv:2308.15070 (2023) 2, 4, 7, 9, 11, 14, 22

28. Lu, L., Li, W., Tao, X., Lu, J., Jia, J.: Masa-sr: Matching acceleration and spa-
tial adaptation for reference-based image super-resolution. In: Proceedings of the
IEEE/CVF Conference on Computer Vision and Pattern Recognition. pp. 6368–
6377 (2021) 2

29. Van der Maaten, L., Hinton, G.: Visualizing data using t-sne. Journal of machine
learning research 9(11) (2008) 13

30. Menon, S., Damian, A., Hu, S., Ravi, N., Rudin, C.: Pulse: Self-supervised photo
upsampling via latent space exploration of generative models. In: Proceedings of
the ieee/cvf conference on computer vision and pattern recognition. pp. 2437–2445
(2020) 2, 3

31. Mittal, A., Moorthy, A.K., Bovik, A.C.: No-reference image quality assessment in
the spatial domain. IEEE Transactions on image processing 21(12), 4695–4708
(2012) 9

32. Pan, X., Zhan, X., Dai, B., Lin, D., Loy, C.C., Luo, P.: Exploiting deep genera-
tive prior for versatile image restoration and manipulation. IEEE Transactions on
Pattern Analysis and Machine Intelligence 44(11), 7474–7489 (2021) 2, 3

33. Qi, C., Tu, Z., Ye, K., Delbracio, M., Milanfar, P., Chen, Q., Talebi, H.: Tip: Text-
driven image processing with semantic and restoration instructions. arXiv preprint
arXiv:2312.11595 (2023) 5

34. Radford, A., Kim, J.W., Hallacy, C., Ramesh, A., Goh, G., Agarwal, S., Sastry, G.,
Askell, A., Mishkin, P., Clark, J., et al.: Learning transferable visual models from
natural language supervision. In: International conference on machine learning. pp.
8748–8763. PMLR (2021) 2, 5



DeeDSR 17

35. Rasti, P., Uiboupin, T., Escalera, S., Anbarjafari, G.: Convolutional neural network
super resolution for face recognition in surveillance monitoring. In: Articulated Mo-
tion and Deformable Objects: 9th International Conference, AMDO 2016, Palma
de Mallorca, Spain, July 13-15, 2016, Proceedings 9. pp. 175–184. Springer (2016)
2

36. Rombach, R., Blattmann, A., Lorenz, D., Esser, P., Ommer, B.: High-resolution
image synthesis with latent diffusion models. In: Proceedings of the IEEE/CVF
conference on computer vision and pattern recognition. pp. 10684–10695 (2022) 5,
7, 9, 11, 14

37. Saharia, C., Ho, J., Chan, W., Salimans, T., Fleet, D.J., Norouzi, M.: Image super-
resolution via iterative refinement. IEEE Transactions on Pattern Analysis and
Machine Intelligence 45(4), 4713–4726 (2022) 4

38. Shermeyer, J., Van Etten, A.: The effects of super-resolution on object detection
performance in satellite imagery. In: Proceedings of the IEEE/CVF Conference on
Computer Vision and Pattern Recognition Workshops. pp. 0–0 (2019) 2

39. Song, J., Meng, C., Ermon, S.: Denoising diffusion implicit models. arXiv preprint
arXiv:2010.02502 (2020) 8

40. Song, J., Meng, C., Ermon, S.: Denoising diffusion implicit models. arXiv preprint
arXiv:2010.02502 (2020) 9

41. Sun, H., Li, W., Liu, J., Chen, H., Pei, R., Zou, X., Yan, Y., Yang, Y.:
Coser: Bridging image and language for cognitive super-resolution. arXiv preprint
arXiv:2311.16512 (2023) 4

42. Timofte, R., Agustsson, E., Van Gool, L., Yang, M.H., Zhang, L.: Ntire 2017 chal-
lenge on single image super-resolution: Methods and results. In: Proceedings of
the IEEE conference on computer vision and pattern recognition workshops. pp.
114–125 (2017) 8, 9

43. Wang, J., Chan, K.C., Loy, C.C.: Exploring clip for assessing the look and feel of
images. In: Proceedings of the AAAI Conference on Artificial Intelligence. vol. 37,
pp. 2555–2563 (2023) 2, 9

44. Wang, J., Yue, Z., Zhou, S., Chan, K.C., Loy, C.C.: Exploiting diffusion prior for
real-world image super-resolution. arXiv preprint arXiv:2305.07015 (2023) 2, 3, 4,
7, 9, 11, 14, 22

45. Wang, L., Li, D., Zhu, Y., Tian, L., Shan, Y.: Dual super-resolution learning for
semantic segmentation. In: Proceedings of the IEEE/CVF conference on computer
vision and pattern recognition. pp. 3774–3783 (2020) 2

46. Wang, L., Wang, Y., Dong, X., Xu, Q., Yang, J., An, W., Guo, Y.: Unsuper-
vised degradation representation learning for blind super-resolution. In: Proceed-
ings of the IEEE/CVF Conference on Computer Vision and Pattern Recognition.
pp. 10581–10590 (2021) 6

47. Wang, T., Xie, J., Sun, W., Yan, Q., Chen, Q.: Dual-camera super-resolution with
aligned attention modules. In: Proceedings of the IEEE/CVF International Con-
ference on Computer Vision. pp. 2001–2010 (2021) 1

48. Wang, X., Li, Y., Zhang, H., Shan, Y.: Towards real-world blind face restoration
with generative facial prior. In: Proceedings of the IEEE/CVF conference on com-
puter vision and pattern recognition. pp. 9168–9178 (2021) 2, 3

49. Wang, X., Xie, L., Dong, C., Shan, Y.: Real-esrgan: Training real-world blind
super-resolution with pure synthetic data. In: Proceedings of the IEEE/CVF in-
ternational conference on computer vision. pp. 1905–1914 (2021) 3, 9, 11, 14, 22

50. Wang, X., Yu, K., Dong, C., Loy, C.C.: Recovering realistic texture in image super-
resolution by deep spatial feature transform. In: Proceedings of the IEEE confer-
ence on computer vision and pattern recognition. pp. 606–615 (2018) 9



18 C. Bi et al.

51. Wang, Z., Bovik, A.C., Sheikh, H.R., Simoncelli, E.P.: Image quality assessment:
from error visibility to structural similarity. IEEE transactions on image processing
13(4), 600–612 (2004) 9

52. Wei, P., Xie, Z., Lu, H., Zhan, Z., Ye, Q., Zuo, W., Lin, L.: Component divide-and-
conquer for real-world image super-resolution. In: Computer Vision–ECCV 2020:
16th European Conference, Glasgow, UK, August 23–28, 2020, Proceedings, Part
VIII 16. pp. 101–117. Springer (2020) 3, 9

53. Wu, R., Yang, T., Sun, L., Zhang, Z., Li, S., Zhang, L.: Seesr: Towards semantics-
aware real-world image super-resolution. arXiv preprint arXiv:2311.16518 (2023)
2, 4, 7

54. Yang, J., Shen, S., Yue, H., Li, K.: Implicit transformer network for screen con-
tent image continuous super-resolution. Advances in Neural Information Processing
Systems 34, 13304–13315 (2021) 1

55. Yang, S., Wu, T., Shi, S., Lao, S., Gong, Y., Cao, M., Wang, J., Yang, Y.: Maniqa:
Multi-dimension attention network for no-reference image quality assessment. In:
Proceedings of the IEEE/CVF Conference on Computer Vision and Pattern Recog-
nition. pp. 1191–1200 (2022) 9

56. Yang, T., Ren, P., Xie, X., Zhang, L.: Pixel-aware stable diffusion for realistic im-
age super-resolution and personalized stylization. arXiv preprint arXiv:2308.14469
(2023) 2, 4, 9, 11, 14, 22

57. Yu, F., Gu, J., Li, Z., Hu, J., Kong, X., Wang, X., He, J., Qiao, Y., Dong, C.: Scaling
up to excellence: Practicing model scaling for photo-realistic image restoration in
the wild. arXiv preprint arXiv:2401.13627 (2024) 4

58. Yue, Z., Wang, J., Loy, C.C.: Resshift: Efficient diffusion model for image super-
resolution by residual shifting. Advances in Neural Information Processing Systems
36 (2024) 4, 8, 9, 11, 14, 22

59. Zhang, H., Li, F., Zou, X., Liu, S., Li, C., Yang, J., Zhang, L.: A simple framework
for open-vocabulary segmentation and detection. In: Proceedings of the IEEE/CVF
International Conference on Computer Vision (ICCV). pp. 1020–1031 (October
2023) 11

60. Zhang, K., Liang, J., Van Gool, L., Timofte, R.: Designing a practical degradation
model for deep blind image super-resolution. In: Proceedings of the IEEE/CVF
International Conference on Computer Vision. pp. 4791–4800 (2021) 3, 9, 11, 22

61. Zhang, L., Rao, A., Agrawala, M.: Adding conditional control to text-to-image
diffusion models. In: Proceedings of the IEEE/CVF International Conference on
Computer Vision. pp. 3836–3847 (2023) 6, 19

62. Zhang, R., Isola, P., Efros, A.A., Shechtman, E., Wang, O.: The unreasonable
effectiveness of deep features as a perceptual metric. In: Proceedings of the IEEE
conference on computer vision and pattern recognition. pp. 586–595 (2018) 9



DeeDSR 19

This supplementary material provides additional details not included in the
main paper due to space constraints. Appendix A presents the details of our pro-
posed Degradation-Aware Adapter. Appendix B provides further descriptions for
our ablation studies. Appendix C showcases more visual results on synthetic and
real-world datasets. We also include a local web page for SR results from
our DeeDSR. Readers are encouraged to view this web page (open
index.html using Microsoft Edge browser) for better observation and
comparison.

A Architecture of Degradation-Aware Adapter

As described in the main paper, we reduce the number of modules in the original
ControlNet [61] to reduce computational complexity, decreasing the number
of trainable parameters by approximately one-third. The Degradation-Aware
Adapter has 75.90 M parameters. The detailed settings are listed in Tab. 5. To
incorporate the LR features and the estimated degradation representations, we
introduce the DA block between the residual block and the cross-attention layer
in each scale of the Degradation-Aware Adapter. The detailed architecture of
DA block is illustrated in Fig. 7.
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Fig. 7: Detailed architecture of the DA block.

B Additional Description for Ablation Study

Synthetic of Different Degradation Levels To evaluate the effectiveness of
Degradation Learner across varying degradation levels, we classify LR images
into three groups based on the level of degradation, i.e., light, medium, and
heavy. Specifically, we maintain the non-parameterized degradation process con-
stant throughout, by eliminating the resizing operation, setting the probability
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Table 5: Settings of the Degradation-Aware Adapter in DeeDSR.

Stage Block Output Size

Input Block 1 Conv(kernel_size=3) H ×W × 256

Input Block 2

ResBlock
DA Block

AttentionBlock
ResBlock(down=True)

H/2×W/2× 256

Input Block 3

ResBlock
DA Block

AttentionBlock
ResBlock(down=True)

H/4×W/4× 256

Input Block 4

ResBlock
DA Block

AttentionBlock
ResBlock(down=True)

H/8×W/8× 512

Input Block 5
ResBlock
DA Block

AttentionBlock
H/8×W/8× 512

Middle Block
ResBlock

AttentionBlock
ResBlock

H/8×W/8× 512

of blur in the second stage to 0, and fixing the probability of Gaussian noise to 1.
Subsequently, the other parameterizable operations are evenly distributed into
light, medium, and heavy categories within the parameter interval as shown in
Tab. 6.
Qualitative Comparison of Variants. We present visual results of different
variants in Fig. 8 and Fig. 9, where variants (1), (2), (3) and (4) correspond to
the configurations outlined in the main paper.

As illustrated in Fig. 8, variant (1) removes the Degradation Learner module,
which fails to perceive degradation, leading to incorrect or incomplete local and
global semantics in the generated outputs. It mainly manifests as mistextured
images. Variant (2) removes the local branch, causing a lack of local perception
and fidelity in the generated results. In Variant (3), the removal of the global
semantic control branch from DeeDSR results in a lack of certain detail infor-
mation that would typically be provided by semantic guidance. For instance,
the generated images fail to recover intricate details such as tree branches and
roof tiles present in the original input. The absence of this branch leads to a loss
of fidelity in capturing the nuanced local and global semantics inherent in the
data. Variant (4) replaces the image with a text prompt with the appropriate
structure, resulting in a low-quality generated image with inaccurate degradation
information, as shown in Fig. 9.

The ablation results indicate that our DeeDSR incorporates high-dimensional
semantics provided by the image prompt along with local details, effectively en-
hancing SD’s generative capacity and realism of outputs. Additionally, it main-
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Table 6: Synthetic of Different Degradation Levels. σ: Blur Sigma; βg: Betag Range;
βp: Betap Range; ε: Noise Level; q: JPEG Quality Range.

Degradation Param. Light Medium Heavy
min max min max min max

First
order

Blur
σ1 0.2 0.6 0.6 1.1 1.1 1.5
βg1 0.5 1.0 1.0 1.5 1.5 2.0
βp1 1.0 1.2 1.2 1.4 1.4 1.5

Noise ε1 1.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 10.0 15.0
Compression q1 81 95 70 81 60 70

Second
order

Noise ε2 1.0 4.0 4.0 8.0 8.0 12.0
Compression q2 86 100 73 86 60 73

Fig. 8: Ablation results of variants (1), (2), (3) on the real-world dataset.

tains the overall style consistency with the LR image, thereby improving fidelity
in terms of luminance, contrast, and color features.
Noise Guidance Strategies. We conduct ablation studies on DeeDSR with
three distinct inference strategies: Noise Guidance (default configuration defined
in the main paper), LR Initialization (Embedding LR into Initial Noise), imple-
mented using the following equation:

zt =
√
αtz +

√
1− αtε, (12)

and the original strategy that starts sampling from random Gaussian noise (Noise
Initialization). The results in Tab. 7 reveal that LR Initialization yields higher
fidelity, as evidenced by its superior performance on reconstruction metrics like
PSNR, but it sacrifices realism and perceptual quality, as indicated by its lower
scores on generative metrics such as FID and MUSIQ. Conversely, Noise Initial-
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Fig. 9: Ablation result of variant (4) on the synthetic dataset.

ization demonstrates the opposite trend, achieving better realism and perceptual
quality at the cost of fidelity, as reflected in its higher FID and MUSIQ scores
but lower PSNR values. Our proposed Noise Guidance method strikes a better
balance between fidelity and realism, outperforming LR Initialization on percep-
tual metrics like LPIPS and MUSIQ while maintaining competitive performance
on reconstruction metrics like PSNR, indicating its ability to generate realistic
and visually appealing images.

Table 7: Ablation Studies of Different Inference Strategies.

Strategy DIV2K-Val/RealSR
PSNR ↑ LPIPS ↓ FID ↓ MUSIQ ↑

Noise Guidance 22.51/23.60 0.3133/0.3198 25.57/125.62 66.85/64.48
LR Initialization 23.16/24.17 0.3350/0.2857 27.82/124.22 60.31/61.54

Noise Initialization 22.33/23.30 0.3176/0.3323 25.33/123.12 67.34/65.83

C Additional Comparison Results

To verify the effectiveness, we provide more qualitative results in Fig. 10 and
Fig. 11 compared to several SOTA GAN-based and Diffusion-based SR methods,
i.e., BSRGAN [60], Real-ESRGAN [49], LDL [25], DASR [26], StableSR [44],
DiffBIR [27], PASD [56], ResShift [58]. Numerous instances demonstrate the
powerful restoration capability of our proposed DeeDSR, generating highly re-
alistic restored images.

In addition, we use the same aggregation sampling strategy with [44] to
sample images of arbitrary resolutions, and the results are presented in our local
web page.
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Fig. 10: Qualitative comparison with different methods on synthetic examples. Our
method can accurately restore the texture and details of the corresponding object
under challenging degradation. Zoom in for a better view.
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Fig. 11: Qualitative comparisons of different methods on real-world datasets. Please
zoom in for a better view.
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