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Learning Accurate and Enriched Features for Stereo
Image Super-Resolution

Hu Gao and Depeng Dang

Abstract—Stereo image super-resolution (stereoSR) aims to
enhance the quality of super-resolution results by incorporating
complementary information from an alternative view. Although
current methods have shown significant advancements, they
typically operate on representations at full resolution to preserve
spatial details, facing challenges in accurately capturing contex-
tual information. Simultaneously, they utilize all feature similar-
ities to cross-fuse information from the two views, potentially
disregarding the impact of irrelevant information. To overcome
this problem, we propose a mixed-scale selective fusion network
(MSSFNet) to preserve precise spatial details and incorporate
abundant contextual information, and adaptively select and fuse
most accurate features from two views to enhance the promotion
of high-quality stereoSR. Specifically, we develop a mixed-
scale block (MSB) that obtains contextually enriched feature
representations across multiple spatial scales while preserving
precise spatial details. Furthermore, to dynamically retain the
most essential cross-view information, we design a selective
fusion attention module (SFAM) that searches and transfers
the most accurate features from another view. To learn an
enriched set of local and non-local features, we introduce a
fast fourier convolution block (FFCB) to explicitly integrate
frequency domain knowledge. Extensive experiments show that
MSSFNet achieves significant improvements over state-of-the-
art approaches on both quantitative and qualitative evaluations.
The code and the pre-trained models will be released at https:
//github.com/Tombs98/MSSFNet.

Index Terms—Stereo Image Super-resolution, Mixed-scale Fea-
ture Representation, Selective Fusion Attention Module, Fast
Fourier Convolution

I. INTRODUCTION

STEREO image super resolution (stereo SR) strives to
improve the resolution from a pair of low-resolution (LR)

left and right images. It can be defined as follows:

SRL, SRR = F (LRL, LRR) (1)

where LRL and LRR refer to the left and right LR images,
respectively, while SRL and SRR denote their corresponding
SR images. The stereo SR function is denoted by F (·).
It relies not only on the intra-view information within the
LRL, LRR but also on the cross-view information between
them. Consequently, relying on established single image SR
(SISR) methods, such as [1]–[7], for independent obtain of
the SRL, SRR images suffers inferior performance due to the
absence of cross-view information.

To enhance the performance of stereoSR, numerous ef-
forts [8]–[18] focus on refining the network structure to effi-
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Fig. 1. Comparison between our method and existing methods. Existing
methods utilize all attention relations based on another viewpoint to aggregate
features. Our method searches and transfers the most accurate features from
another view to reduce the distraction of irrelevant information.

ciently extract intra-information and design cross-attention fea-
ture fusion modules to aggregate additional cross-information
from an alternative viewpoint. PASSRnet [17] first attempt to
introduce a parallax-attention stereo super resolution network,
which employs a global receptive field along the epipolar
line to effectively handle a diverse set of stereo images
exhibiting substantial disparities. [18] introduces a symmetric
bi-directional parallax attention module (biPAM) and an inte-
grated occlusion handling scheme for the symmetrical super-
resolution of both the left and right images. [19] devise a
cross-view block and integrated a cascaded spatial perception
module to proficiently capture more effective features from
both global and local viewpoints. [10] tackles the issue of
model complexity in existing methods by introducing NAF-
SSR, which seamlessly blends the simplicity and effectiveness
of NAFNet [20] with the distinctive attributes of stereo super-
resolution tasks through the use of stereo cross-attention mod-
ules (SCAM). To effectively capture global information, [11]
explicitly integrating frequency domain knowledge into the
Residual Swin Transformer blocks (RSTBs) and refining the
biPAM, eliminating occlusion handling while redesigning the
attention mechanism. [12] introduces a cross-attentive feature
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Fig. 2. Computational cost vs. PSNR between our MSSFNet and other state-of-the-art algorithms for 4× stereo SR on Flickr 1024 [17]. (a) Our MSSFNet
achieve the SOTA performance with fewer FLOPs. (b) The total number of parameters vs. PSNR. Our MSSFNet achieve the best performance with up to
87% of parameter reduction.

extraction module and a cross-to-intra information integration
module to effectively capture dependable stereo correspon-
dence and seamlessly integrate cross-view information for
stereo image super-resolution.

While the aforementioned methods have achieved signifi-
cant advancements, they still exhibit certain limitations. On
the one hand, they typically operate on representations at full
resolution (single-scale) [12], [19], [21], [22], excelling in
generating images with spatially accurate details. Nonetheless,
their effectiveness in encoding contextual information is hin-
dered by their limited receptive field. In fact, it is worth noting
that rich contextual information has proven highly effective
in enhancing super-resolution performance [23]. On the other
hand, as shown in Figure 1, most cross-attention modules [9]–
[11], [18], [21] typically utilize all attention relations based on
another viewpoint to aggregate features. The underlying issue
here is that not all features from another viewpoint can provide
beneficial complementary information (see gray line), making
the feature interaction and aggregation process vulnerable to
implicit noises. This naturally results in the consideration of
corresponding redundant or irrelevant representations when
modeling global feature dependencies.

Based on the information presented, a natural question that
comes to mind is whether it is feasible to design a network
that effectively learns rich intra-view information while se-
lectively fuses the most accurate cross-view information? To
this end, we develop a mixed-scale selective fusion network
for stereoSR, named as MSSFNet. Specially, we first design
a mixed-scale block (MSB) to effectively captures enriched
intra-view features. It initial operate on the original high-
resolution features, thus maintains precise spatial details. And
then, it incorporates two multi-scale depth-wise convolution
paths to encode multi-scale context features. This enables us
to obtain more precise spatial details and contextually enriched
feature representations. Secondly, we propose a selective fu-
sion attention module (SFAM) to adaptively aggregate cross-

view information. Unlike the existing methods [10], [11],
we start by generating global feature descriptors that merge
information from both the left and right views. Following
this, we utilize these descriptors to modify the feature maps
of each view, extracting the most useful ”selected” features.
Subsequently, a fusion attention module is applied to aggregate
these ”selected” features, efficiently removing any irrelevant
information that might cause interference. Thirdly, we intro-
duce a fast fourier convolution block (FFCB) to integrate
both local and global information. The FFCB consists of two
interconnected branches: a local branch that performs on input
feature channels, and a global branch that operates in the
spectral domain. These two branches independently capture
complementary information and subsequently engage in fusion
exchange to derive the final result. As shown in Figure 2, our
MSSFNet model achieves state-of-the-art performance while
also maintaining a fewer computational cost in comparison to
existing methods.

The main contributions of this work are:

1) We present a mixed-scale selective fusion network for
stereoSR, named as MSSFNet, which effectively learns
rich intra-view information while selectively fusing the
most accurate cross-view information. Extensive exper-
iments are conducted to demonstrate the effectiveness
and efficiency of our proposed MSSFNet.

2) We propose a novel mixed-scale block (MSB) designed
to acquire contextually enriched feature representations
across multiple spatial scales while preserving precise
spatial details.

3) We design a selective fusion attention module (SFAM)
to adaptively maintain the most accurate information
exchange between intra-view and cross-view features.

4) We introduce a fast fourier convolution block (FFCB)
to explicitly integrate frequency domain knowledge that
provide collaborative refinement for the MSB.
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II. RELATED WORKS

A. Single Image Super-resolution

The challenge of Single Image Super-Resolution (SISR)
has been a focal point of research for decades [1], [6], [7],
[24]–[26], aiming to generate high-resolution images solely
from intra-view information derived from their low-resolution
counterparts. The pioneering work of SRCNN [27] marked
the initiation of applying deep learning to SISR, employing a
three-layer convolutional neural network for the task. As the
pursuit of enhanced representation capabilities continues, more
intricate models have been devised. VDSR [28] and EDSR [2]
not only increase the depth and width of the model but also
incorporate skip connections for residual information learning,
effectively preventing issues like gradient collapse. Addressing
the contextual aspects of SISR, CBAM [29] employs channel
and spatial attention blocks, proving highly effective in ex-
tracting contextual relations. JWSGN [30] advocates for the
inclusion of frequency information in image super-resolution
by utilizing wavelet transform (WT) to separate different
frequency components and employing a multi-branch network
for their recovery. RWSR-EDL [31] addresses the neglect of
the relationship between L1 and perceptual minimization in
deep learning-based image super-resolution to enhance feature
diversity in cooperative learning. In order to capture global
information, Transformers [5], [32], [33] have been applied
to SISR, showcasing commendable performance. SwinIR [5],
in particular, introduces an image restoration method based
on the Swin Transformer [34], achieving state-of-the-art per-
formance in SISR. While SISR has demonstrated promising
performance, it faces challenges in stereoSR where the absence
of cross-view information leads to inferior results.

B. Stereo Image Super-resolution

Stereo image super-resolution (stereoSR) aims to enhance
high-resolution details in both the left and right views of stereo
image pairs by incorporating cross-view information [8], [35],
[36]. While StereoSR [37] learns a parallax prior by jointly
training cascaded sub-networks, it faces challenges in scenes
with significant disparity variations due to fixed shift intervals.
To address this limitation, PASSRnet [17] introduces a parallax
attention module for stereo correspondence with a global re-
ceptive field along the epipolar line. iPASSR [18] incorporates
a symmetric bi-directional parallax attention module (biPAM)
and an inline occlusion handling scheme to effectively utilize
symmetry cues in the super-resolution of both left and right
images. CVCnet [19] seamlessly incorporates cross-view spa-
tial features from both global and local perspectives. SSRDE-
FNet [38] efficiently addresses stereoSRand disparity estima-
tion concurrently within a unified framework, fostering mutual
enhancement between the two tasks. NAFSSR [10] achieves
remarkable results by integrating simple cross-view attention
modules (SCAMs) between consecutive NAFBlocks [20].
SWCVIN [39] introduces a robust strong-weak cross-view in-
teraction mechanism to surpass the maximum SR performance
achieved by utilizing strong and weak cross-view interactions
independently. Transformer-based models [9], [11], [12] are
now gaining traction in stereoSR for their ability to capture

long-range dependencies. SIR-Former [9] pioneers the use
of transformers in stereo image super-resolution, employing
a cross-attention module to learn epipolar line relationships
and a transformer-based fusion module for accurate cross-
view feature integration. SwinFSR [11] extends the StereoSR
method, incorporating frequency domain knowledge through
fast Fourier convolution [40]. Furthermore, Steformer [12]
leverages Transformer’s self-attention to capture both cross-
view and intra-view information in stereo images, ensuring
reliable stereo correspondence and effective cross-view inte-
gration.

While the aforementioned models demonstrate substantial
performance improvements, they either overlook multi-scale
information or neglect the interference from irrelevant infor-
mation during cross-view fusion. Therefore, in this paper, we
propose a mixed-scale selective fusion network (MSSFNet)
to obtains contextually enriched feature representations across
multiple spatial scales while preserving precise spatial details,
and adaptively select and fuse most accurate features from two
views to enhance the promotion of high-quality stereoSR.

III. METHOD

Our primary objective is to explore a network that effec-
tively learns rich intra-view information while selectively fus-
ing the most accurate cross-view information. To achieve this,
we present a mixed-scale selective fusion network (MSSFNet)
shown in Figure. 3. MSSFNet takes a low-resolution stereo
image pair as input and enhances the resolution of both the
left and right view images. It employs two weight-sharing
branches constructed with mixed-scale block (MSB) to obtain
more precise spatial details and contextually enriched intra-
view feature representations. Furthermore, selective fusion
attention modules (SFAMs) are incorporated to identify and
transfer the most accurate cross-view features. Additionally,
fast fourier convolution block (FFCB) are employed to inte-
grate both local and global information.
Overall Pipeline. Given a pair of low resolution stereo images
ILR
L ∈ RH×W×3 (left view) and ILR

R ∈ RH×W×3 (right
view), MSSFNet first applies a 3×3 convolutional layer to ex-
tract shallow feature maps FS

L ∈ RH×W×C , FS
R ∈ RH×W×C

(H,W,C are the feature map height, width, and channel num-
ber, respectively). In the network backbone, we stack N MSBs
to achieve deep intra-view feature extraction. Additionally, we
integrate SFAM after each MSB to facilitate the interaction
with cross-view information. At the early and final stages of
the model learning, we introduce FFCB to explicitly integrate
frequency domain knowledge that provide collaborative re-
finement for MSB. Following the aforementioned process, we
acquire deep features denoted as FD

L and FD
R, encompassing

both intra-view and cross-view information. Furthermore, we
apply a 3 × 3 convolution layer followed by a pixel shuffle
layer to upsample the deep feature by a scale factor of s,
and generate RL ∈ RH×W×3, RR ∈ RH×W×3. Noted, to
alleviate the burden of feature extraction, the RL ∈ RH×W×3,
RR ∈ RH×W×3 is the difference between the bilinearly up-
sampled low-resolution image and the high-resolution ground
truth. Thus, the ISRL = RL+Up(ILR

L ), ISRR = RR+Up(ILR
R )
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Fig. 3. The overall architecture of MSSFNet with two key conponent: (1) mixed-scale block (MSB) (illustrated in Figure. 4(a) ), fast fourier convolution
block (FFCB) (depicted in Figure. 4(c)) and selective fusion attention module (SFAM) (depicted in Figure. 4(d))

are the high-resolution images of the left and right views,
respectively.

A. Mixed-scale block (MSB)

Earlier works [10], [18], [19], [21] typically operate on
representations at full resolution (single-scale), resulting in
images with more spatially accurate details. Nevertheless,
these networks may be less effective in encoding contex-
tual information. Indeed, the effectiveness of rich multi-scale
representations has been fully demonstrated [23], [41] in
improving super-resolution performance. In this context, we
design a mixed-scale block (MSB) to simultaneously preserve
precise spatial details and acquire contextually enriched fea-
ture representations across multiple spatial scales. As shown
in Figure. 4(a), the MSB initially operates on the original
high-resolution features, thereby preserving precise spatial
details. Subsequently, it integrates two multi-scale depth-wise
convolution paths to encode multi-scale contextual features.
Specifically, given an input tensor at the (l − 1)th block
Xl−1 ∈ RH×W×C , we initially process it at the original
resolution through Layer Normalization (LN), Convolution,
Simple Gate (SG), and Simplified Channel Attention (SCA)
to obtain spatially detailed features Xs

l−1 as follows:

X
′

l−1 = SCA(SG(fdwc
3×3(f

c
1×1(LN(Xl−1))))

Xs
l−1 = f c

1×1(X
′

l−1) +Xl−1

SCA(Xf3) = Xf3 ⊗ f c
1×1(GAP (Xf3))

SG(Xf0) = Xf1 ⊗Xf2

(2)

where f c
1×1 represents 1×1 convolution, fdwc

3×3 denotes the 3×3
depth-wise convolution, ⊙ represents element-wise multiplica-
tion, and GAP is the global average pooling. SG(·) represents
the simple gate, employed as a replacement for the nonlinear
activation function. For a given input Xf0, SG initially splits
it into two features Xf1, Xf2 ∈ RH×W×C

2 along channel
dimension. Subsequently, SG calculates the Xf1, Xf2 using a
linear gate. For a more intuitive representation, we illustrate
SCA(·) in Fig.4(b). SCA is a simplified version of SE [42],
which aggregates global information and facilitates channel
information interaction.

Subsequently, following layer normalization for the spatially
detailed features Xs

l−1, we start by utilizing a 1 × 1 convolu-

tion to expand the channel dimension. Subsequently, we feed it
into two parallel branches to handle features of different scales.
Finally, the outputs from the two branches are fused to obtain
a contextually enriched feature Xc

l−1. The entire procedure can
be formulated as:

Xt1
l−1 = SG(fdwc

3×3(f
c
1×1(LN(Xs

l−1))))

Xb1
l−1 = SG(fdwc

5×5(f
c
1×1(LN(Xs

l−1))))

Xt2
l−1 = SG(fdwc

3×3([X
t1
l−1, X

b1
l−1]))

Xb2
l−1 = SG(fdwc

5×5([X
b1
l−1, X

t1
l−1]))

Xc
l−1 = f c

1×1([X
t2
l−1, X

b2
l−1])

(3)

where [·] represents the channel-wise concatenation. Finally,
we obtain precise spatial details and contextually enriched
feature representations Xl as follows:

Xl = Xs
l−1 +Xc

l−1 (4)

B. Selective fusion attention module (SFAM)

We revisit all the cross-attention modules proposed in
prior works [10], [11], [18], which have become a common
empirical operation in the majority of existing models. They all
based on Scaled Dot Product Attention [43], which computes
the dot products of the query Q ∈ RH×W×C , the value
V ∈ RH×W×C projected by the source intra-view feature
(e.g., left-view) with the key K ∈ RH×W×C projected using
the target intra-view feature (e.g., right-view). Followed by
applying a softmax function to obtain the weights on the
values:

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

β
)V (5)

where β is an optional temperature factor used to adjust
the magnitude of the dot product of Q and K prior to the
application of the softmax function defined by β =

√
C. It

is worth noting that the vanilla attention module calculates
the similarity between all features of the left and right views.
However, not all features from another viewpoint can provide
useful complementary information. This makes the feature
interaction and aggregation process susceptible to implicit
noise. Consequently, it is natural to consider the inclusion
of corresponding redundant or irrelevant representations when
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Fig. 4. (a) Mixed-scale block (MSB). (b) Simplified Channel Attention (SCA). (c) Fast fourier convolution block (FFCB). (d) Selective fusion attention
module (SFAM).

modeling global feature dependencies. As shown in Fig-
ure 1(a), existing attention methods incorporate the object
of the left and right view connected by gray lines into the
attention calculation. This uncorrelated representation will in-
troduce implicit noise into the model. In our work, we propose
a selective fusion attention module (SFAM) to adaptively
maintain the most accurate information exchange between
intra-view and cross-view features, thereby removing any
irrelevant information during the cross-view feature interaction
process (see Figure 1(b)). As illustrated in Figure 4(d), our
SFAM involves two processes: Selection and Attention.

Selection. We first execute a selection operation to searches
the most relevant features from another view. Subsequently,
we transfer these ”selected ” features to the cross-view fea-
ture fusion process. Specifically, given a pair of intra-view
features XL, XR ∈ RH×W×C , we begin by applying layer
normalization, and subsequently combine these left and right
view features using an element-wise sum as:

XS = LN(XL) + LN(XR) (6)

Then we apply global average pooling (GAP) across the
spatial dimension ofXS ∈ RH×W×C to compute channel-
wise statistics. Subsequently, we apply a channel-downscaling
convolution layer and SG to generate a compact feature
representation. We pass this compact feature through two
parallel channel-upscaling convolution layers to create global
feature descriptors that merge information from both the left
and right views. Following this, we use these descriptors to

modify the feature maps of each view, extracting the most
accurate ”selected” features. In this way, the entire feature
select procedure is defined as:

Xc
S = SG(f c

1×1(GAP (XS)))

Xd
L = softmax(f c

1×1(X
c
S))

Xd
R = softmax(f c

1×1(X
c
S))

QL = LN(XL) + LN(XL)⊗Xd
L

QR = LN(XR) + LN(XR)⊗Xd
R

(7)

Attention. Noted that stereo images are highly symmetric
under epipolar constraint [18], we use KL = QR and KR =
QL to represent each intra-view features. Next, we generate
the value matrix VL and VR by using a 1×1 convolution layer,
respectively. Subsequently, we compute bidirectional cross-
attention between the left and right views as follows:

FL→R = Attention(QL,KL, VL)

FR→L = Attention(QR,KR, VR)
(8)

Finally, the interacted cross-view information FR→L, FL→R

and intra-view information XL, XR are fused by element-wise
addition:

FL = XL + λLFR→L

FR = XR + λRFL→R

(9)

where λL and λR are channel-wise scale parameters that
are trainable and initialized with zeros to aid in stabilizing
training.
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C. Fast fourier convolution block (FFCB)

To create a more lightweight network architecture, our back-
bone network is based on CNN. However, due to the limited
receptive field, CNNs may struggle to capture global informa-
tion effectively. Yet, integrating both local and global infor-
mation is crucial for improving stereoSR performance [44].
To empower our network with this capability, we introduce a
fast fourier convolution block (FFCB) which exhibits the main
characteristics of non-local receptive fields. This block explic-
itly integrates frequency domain knowledge, offering collab-
orative refinement for the MSB. As shown in Figure. 4(c),
the FFCB comprises two branches: a local spatial branch that
performs regular convolutions on input feature channels at the
bottom, and a global Fourier unit (FU) that operates in the
spectral domain at the top. The outputs from both operations
are concatenated and then undergo a convolution operation to
generate the final result. Specifically, given an input tensor
F ∈ RH×W×C , we send it into two distinct branches. In
the bottom branch, a residual connection and two convolution
layers are inserted to extract the local features FL in the spatial
domain as follows:

FL = f c
1×1(SG(LN(f c

1×1(F )))) + F (10)

In the top branch, we broaden the receptive field of the
convolution to the full resolution of the input feature map. We
transform the conventional spatial features into the frequency
domain to extract global features using FFT. Afterward, we
perform the inverse FFT operation to produce the final spatial
domain features XG as follows:

F
′
= SG(LN(f c

1×1(F )))

FF = F−1(SG(LN(f c
1×1(F(F

′
))))) + F

′

FG = f c
1×1(FF )

(11)

where F(·) is the channel-wise FFT operation, and F−1(·) is
the inverse FFT operation.

After obtaining the features from the two branches, we
concatenate them and then employ a 1×1 convolutional layer to
fuse the two features. This step reduces the number of channels
by half, resulting in the final feature FFFCB that contains both
local and non-local information.

FFFCB = f c
1×1([FL, FG]) (12)

D. Training Strategies

Data augmentation. In stereoSR tasks, it is a common
practice to introduce random horizontal and vertical flips
to increase dataset diversity. Additionally, for improved data
utilization, we incorporate channel shuffling, which involves
randomly rearranging the RGB channels to augment the colors.
Additionally, we employ stochastic depth [45] as a regulariza-
tion.
Loss function. We only use the pixel-wise L1 distance be-
tween the super-resolved and ground truth stereo image:

L = ∥ISR
L − IHR

L ∥1 + ∥ISR
R − IHR

R ∥1 (13)

where ISR
L and ISR

R represent the super-resolved left and
right images, and IHR

L and IHR
R represent their corresponding

ground-truth high-resolution images.

IV. EXPERIMENTS

A. Implementation Details
Datasets. In training the proposed network, we utilize a

dataset consistent with that of [10], [18] to ensure a fair com-
parison with prior research. Specifically, our training dataset
comprises 800 images from the Flickr1024 dataset [17] and 60
images from the Middlebury dataset [46]. Due to the signifi-
cantly higher spatial resolution of Middlebury dataset images,
we conduct bicubic downsampling with a scale factor of 2 to
generate High-Resolution (HR) images. For Low-Resolution
(LR) image generation, we apply bicubic downsampling to HR
images using scaling factors of 2× and 4×. Subsequently, the
resulting LR images are cropped into 30× 90 patches with a
stride of 20, and their HR counterparts undergo corresponding
cropping. This process yields a total of 49, 020 patches for 4×
Super-Resolution (SR) training and 298, 143 patches for 2×
SR training. To evaluate the proposed network’s performance,
we use a test dataset consisting of 20 images from the KITTI
2012 dataset [47], and 20 images from the KITTI 2015
dataset [48], 112 images from the Flickr1024 dataset [17],
5 images from the Middlebury dataset [46].

Evaluation details. To ensure a fair comparison with [10],
[11], [17], [18], we evaluate Peak Signal-to-Noise Ratio
(PSNR) and Structural Similarity (SSIM) specifically on the
left views, with the left boundaries cropped (64 pixels).
Additionally, we compute the average scores on stereo image
pairs, calculated as (Left + Right)/2, without any boundary
cropping.

Training details. We construct two different sizes of
MSSFNet networks by adjusting the number of channels and
blocks, as detailed in Table I. The training of MSSFNet is
carried out using the Adam optimizer [49] with parameters
β1 = 0.9 and β2 = 0.9. A fixed batch size of 32 is
employed for 1 × 105 iterations. The training commences
with a learning rate of 1 × 10−3 and gradually decreases to
1× 10−7 using cosine annealing [50]. To mitigate overfitting,
stochastic depth [45] with a 0.1 probability is incorporated
for MSSFNet-S. Specifically, since the lightweight model
MSSFNet-T encounters underfitting rather than overfitting, it
undergoes 4× training iterations without stochastic depth.

TABLE I
ARCHITECTURE VARIANTS OF MSSFNET.

Models #Channels #Blocks #P
MSSFNet-T C = 48 N = 16 0.57M
MSSFNet-S C = 64 N = 32 1.80M

B. Comparison with the State-of-the-Arts
We compare our MSSFNet with existing SR methods,

encompassing both single image SR methods [2]–[5] and
stereo image SR methods [9], [10], [12], [13], [15], [17]–
[19], [21], [22], [37]–[39]. Note that, for a fair comparison,
we retrained all of these methods using our training dataset.
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TABLE II
QUANTITATIVE RESULTS ACHIEVED BY VARIOUS METHODS ON THE KITTI2012 [47], KITTI2015 [48], Middlebury [46] AND Flickr1024 [17]

DATASETS. THE NUMBER OF NETWORK PARAMETERS DENOTED AS #P . THE REPORTED VALUES INCLUDE PSNR/SSIM RESULTS FOR BOTH THE LEFT
IMAGES (I.E., Left) AND A PAIR OF STEREO IMAGES (I.E., (Left+Right)/2. THE BEST RESULTS ARE HIGHLIGHTED IN BOLD.

Method Scale #P
Left (Left+Right)/2

KITTI2012 KITTI2015 Middlebury KITTI2012 KITTI2015 Middlebury Flicker1024
EDSR [2] x2 38.6M 30.83/0.9199 29.94/0.9231 34.84/0.9489 30.96/0.9228 30.73/0.9335 34.95/0.9492 28.66/0.9087
RDN [3] ×2 22.0M 30.81/0.9197 29.91/0.9224 34.85/0.9488 30.94/0.9227 30.70/0.9330 34.94/0.9491 28.64/0.9084

RCAN [4] ×2 15.3M 30.88/0.9202 29.97/0.9231 34.80/0.9482 31.02/0.9232 30.77/0.9336 34.90/0.9486 28.63/0.9082
SwinIR [5] x2 1.32M 30.89/0.9206 29.98/0.9237 34.69/0.9475 31.02/0.9235 30.77/0.9341 34.80/0.9478 28.67/0.9091

StereoSR [37] x2 1.08M 29.42/0.9040 28.53/0.9038 33.15/0.9343 29.51/0.9073 29.33/0.9168 33.23/0.9348 25.96/0.8599
PASSRnet [17] ×2 1.37M 30.68/0.9159 29.81/0.9191 34.13/0.9421 30.81/0.9190 30.60/0.9300 34.23/0.9422 28.38/0.9038
BASSRnet [15] x2 1.89M 30.99/0.9225 30.05/0.9256 34.73/0.9468 31.03/0.9241 30.74/0.9344 34.74/0.9475 28.53/0.9090
CPASSR [22] x2 5.26M 29.68/0.9079 29.69/0.9193 33.68/0.9433 29.87/0.9113 30.39/0.9295 33.85/0.9436 28.12/0.9017

IMSSRnet [13] x2 6.84M 30.90/- 29.97/- 34.66/- 30.92/- 30.66/- 34.67/- -
iPASSR [18] x2 1.38M 30.97/0.9210 30.01/0.9234 34.41/0.9454 31.11/0.9240 30.81/0.9340 34.51/0.9454 28.60/0.9097

SSRDE-FNet [38] ×2 2.10M 31.08/0.9224 30.10/0.9245 35.02/0.9508 31.23/0.9254 30.90/0.9352 35.09/0.9511 28.85/0.9132
CVCnet [19] x2 0.97M - - - 30.87/0.9198 29.93/0.9224 34.40/0.9450 28.44/0.9081

SCVSCA [21] x2 2.46M 30.98/0.9129 30.04/0.9161 34.96/0.9436 31.12/0.9162 30.83/0.9273 35.02/0.9434 28.87/0.9035
SWCVIN [39] x2 1.11M - - - 31.19/0.9250 30.29/0.9450 34.99/0.9510 -

MS-PFINet [16] x2 1.40M - - - 31.09/0.9230 30.12/0.9250 34.90/0.9490 28.66/0.9130
SIR-Former [9] ×2 1.37M 31.02/0.9217 30.11/0.9246 34.87/0.9490 31.16/0.9247 30.93/0.9355 34.95/0.9495 28.69/0.9103
Steformer [12] x2 1.29M 31.16/0.9236 30.27/0.9271 35.15/0.9512 31.29/0.9263 31.07/0.9371 35.23/0.9511 28.97/0.9141

NAFSSR-T [10] x2 0.45M 31.12/0.9224 30.19/0.9253 34.93/0.9495 31.26/0.9254 30.99/0.9355 35.01/0.9495 28.94/0.9128
NAFSSR-S [10] x2 1.54M 31.23/0.9236 30.28/0.9266 35.23/0.9515 31.38/0.9266 31.08/0.9367 35.30/0.9514 29.19/0.9160

MSSFNet-T (Ours) x2 0.57M 31.19/0.9235 30.23/0.9263 35.18/0.9511 31.34/0.9265 31.03/0.9365 35.24/0.9512 28.97/0.9152
MSSFNet-S (Ours) x2 1.80M 31.37/0.9262 30.37/0.9287 35.77/0.9555 31.53/0.9292 31.16/0.9384 35.82/0.9553 29.45/0.9212

EDSR [2] x4 38.9M 26.26/0.7954 25.38/0.7811 29.15/0.8383 26.35/0.8015 26.04/0.8039 29.23/0.8397 23.46/0.7285
RDN [3] ×4 22.0M 26.23/0.7952 25.37/0.7813 29.15/0.8387 26.32/0.8014 26.04/0.8043 29.27/0.8404 23.47/0.7295

RCAN [4] ×4 15.4M 26.36/0.7968 25.53/0.7836 29.20/0.8381 26.44/0.8029 26.22/0.8068 29.30/0.8397 23.48/0.7286
SwinIR [5] x4 1.35M 26.43/0.7996 25.60/0.7868 29.16/0.8379 26.52/0.8058 26.29/0.8098 29.25/0.8385 23.53/0.7322

StereoSR [37] x4 1.42M 24.49/0.7502 23.67/0.7273 27.70/0.8036 24.53/0.7555 24.21/0.7511 27.64/0.8022 21.70/0.6460
PASSRnet [17] ×4 1.42M 26.26/0.7919 25.41/0.7772 28.61/0.8232 26.34/0.7981 26.08/0.8002 28.72/0.8236 23.31/0.7195
BSSRnet [15] ×4 1.91M 26.45/0.8014 25.57/0.7872 29.12/0.8354 26.47/0.8049 26.17/0.8075 29.08/0.8362 23.40/0.7289
CPASSR [22] ×4 5.26M 25.38/0.7753 25.05/0.7707 28.47/0.8245 25.50/0.7818 25.63/0.7926 28.55/0.8251 23.12/0.7161

IMSSRnet [13] ×4 6.89M 26.44/- 25.59/- 29.02/- 26.43/- 26.20/- 29.02/- -
iPASSR [18] x4 1.42M 26.47/0.7993 25.61/0.7850 29.07/0.8363 26.56/0.8053 26.32/0.8084 29.16/0.8367 23.44/0.7287

SSRDE-FNet [38] ×4 2.24M 26.61/0.8028 25.74/0.7884 29.29/0.8407 26.70/0.8082 26.43/0.8118 29.38/0.8411 23.59/0.7352
CVCnet [19] x4 0.99M - - - 26.35/0.7935 25.55/0.7801 28.65/0.8231 23.22/0.7192

SCVSCA [21] x4 2.46M 26.58/0.7864 25.73/0.7736 29.30/0.8286 26.68/0.7932 26.44/0.7974 29.40/0.8285 23.64/0.7186
SWCVIN [39] x4 1.12M - - - 26.68/0.8190 25.81/0.8115 29.37/0.8352 -

MS-PFINet [16] x4 1.45M - - - 26.52/0.8000 25.65/0.7860 29.04/0.8340 23.39/0.7300
SIR-Former [9] ×4 1.48M 26.53/0.7998 25.75/0.7882 29.23/0.8396 26.68/0.8077 26.42/0.8098 29.32/0.8407 23.52/0.7305
Steformer [12] x4 1.34M 26.61/0.8037 25.74/0.7906 29.29/0.8424 26.70/0.8098 26.45/0.8134 29.38/0.8425 23.58/0.7376

NAFSSR-T [10] ×4 0.46M 26.69/0.8045 25.90/0.7930 29.22/0.8403 26.79/0.8105 26.62/0.8159 29.32/0.8409 23.69/0.7384
NAFSSR-S [10] x4 1.56M 26.84/0.8086 26.03/0.7978 29.62/0.8482 26.93/0.8145 26.76/0.8203 29.72/0.8490 23.88/0.7468

MSSFNet-T (Ours) x4 0.59M 26.77/0.8063 25.96/0.7946 29.38/0.8426 26.85/0.8119 26.69/0.8173 29.48/0.8433 23.81/0.7418
MSSFNet-S (Ours) x4 1.82M 26.88/0.8098 26.07/0.7990 29.67/0.8498 26.97/0.8158 26.82/0.8219 29.77/0.8502 23.99/0.7508

Quantitative results. As the quantitative results shown
in Table. II, MSSFNet achieves considerable results on all
datasets [17], [46]–[48] and upsampling factors (×2,×4).
These results serve as further validation of the effectiveness
of our proposed method. Specifically, in the case of 2×
stereo super-resolution (SR), our MSSFNet-T outperforms the
previous state-of-the-art model NAFSSR-T [10] by 0.08 dB,
0.04 dB, 0.23 dB, and 0.03 dB on KITTI 2012 [47], KITTI
2015 [48], Middlebury [46], and Flickr 1024 datasets [17],
while MSSNet-S surpasses NAFSSR-S [10] by 0.15 dB, 0.08
dB, 0.52 dB, and 0.26 dB, respectively. It is evident that as
the network size increases, our MSSFNet demonstrates greater
performance potential compared to NAFSSR.

We also presented a visualization of the trade-off results
between the computational cost and PSNR on the Flickr 1024
dataset [17] for 4× stereo SR. As shown in Figure 2(a), our
MSSFNet achieve the best performance with fewer FLOPs.
And Figure 2(b) clearly demonstrates that our MSSFNet
outperforms SwinFSR [11] by achieving a state-of-the-art
result while remarkably reducing the number of parameters

by 87%. Furthermore, when compared to NAFSSR [10], we
achieve superior PSNR values using an equivalent number of
parameters. These findings highlight the highly efficient of
MSSFNet. Moreover, through the scaling up of the model size,
our MSSFNet achieves even better performance, highlighting
the scalability of MSSFNet.

Visual Comparison. We present visual comparisons in
Figures 5, 6 and 7. These figures illustrate that our MSSFNet
adeptly generates visually pleasing super-resolution images
with intricate details and well-defined edges. In contrast,
many other methods either produce overly smooth images,
sacrificing structural content and fine textural details, or result
in images with chroma artifacts and blotchy texture. This
solidifies the evidence of the effectiveness of our MSSFNet.

C. Ablation Study

Mixed-sacle Block. To verify MSB’s capability in preserv-
ing precise spatial details and capturing abundant contextual
features, we conducted several experimental designs incorpo-
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Fig. 5. Visual results (×2) achieved by different methods on the Flickr1024 dataset [17].

Fig. 6. Visual results (×4) achieved by different methods on the Flickr1024 dataset [17].

rating different branch structures. As shown in Table. III, com-
pared to a single branch, the utilization of multiple branches
in MSB leads to improved performance, indicating the ef-
fective extraction of contextual information. As the number
of branches increases, the number of model parameters also
increases, but the performance does not improve. To further
investigate the reasons behind this observation, we present
plots of the super-resolution results obtained from different
experimental designs (see Figure 8). From the Figure 8, it is
evident that as the number of branches increases, the overall
structure of the results remains stable. However, there is a
noticeable degradation in the accuracy of capturing fine details.
This observation indicates that when an excessive amount of
multi-scale information is captured, the weight assigned to
contextual features in the final feature representation becomes
disproportionately higher compared to the weight assigned to
spatial detail features. As a result, this imbalance in feature
weighting can negatively impact the overall performance of
the model.

Selective Fusion Attention Module. To demonstrate the

TABLE III
THE CAPABILITY OF MIXED-SCALE BLOCK. THE BRANCH NUMBER
INDICATES THE NUMBER OF BRANCHES THE MSB HAS, WHILE THE

KERNEL SIZE DETERMINES THE SIZE OF THE CONVOLUTION KERNEL
EMPLOYED IN PROCESSING EACH BRANCH. HERE WE REPORT THE

RESULTS IN BOTH PSNR AND SSIM FOR 2× SR.

Branch number Kernel size #P PSNR SSIM
1 3x3 0.54M 35.45 0.9550
2 3x3, 5x5 0.57M 35.82 0.9553
3 3x3, 5x5, 7x7 0.98M 35.79 0.9551
4 3x3, 5x5, 7x7, 9x9 1.06M 35.77 0.9549

effectiveness of SFAM, we replace the cross-attention module
in MSSFNet with several state-of-the-art (SOTA) approaches,
including biPAM [18], SCAM [10], and RCAM [11]. As
presented in Table IV, compared to biPAM, SCAM, and
RCAM, our SFAM achieves improvements of 0.23 dB, 0.2
dB, and 0.18 dB, respectively. Additionally, when examining
MSSFNet without SFAM to assess the impact of the proposed
SFAM on cross-view information, our method achieves a 0.4
dB improvement with SFAM.
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Fig. 7. Visual results of different methods for ×4 SR on the Middlebury dataset [46].

Fig. 8. Visual results (×2) achieved by different experimental designs incorporating different branch structures on the KITTI 2012 dataset [47]. Branchi
represent MSB has i branches.

TABLE IV
THE INFLUENCE OF DIFFERENT CROSS-ATTENTION MODULES. WE HERE

REPORT THE RESULTS IN BOTH PSNR AND SSIM FOR 4× SR.

Modules - biPAM SCAM RCAM SFAM (Ours)
PSNR 23.41 23.58 23.61 23.63 23.81
SSIM 0.7192 0.7382 0.7409 0.7411 0.7418

TABLE V
THE INFLUENCE OF ’SELECTION’. WE HERE REPORT THE RESULTS IN

PSNR FOR 2× SR. NOTED THAT, ”W/” DENOTES THE USAGE OF
’SELECTION’, WHILE ”W/O” STANDS FOR DIRECT CALCULATION OF

ATTENTION.

Methods PSNR △ PSNR

NAFSSR [10] w/o 35.30 -
w 35.65 +0.35

Steformer [12] w/o 35.23 -
w 35.61 +0.38

MSSFNet w/o 35.46 -
w 35.82 +0.36

In addition, in order to verify the effect of the ”selection”
before the attention, ,we conduct experiments on the existing
method NAFSSR [10], Steformer [12], and our MSSFNet.
As shown in Table V, it is evident that the PSNR values
for NAFSSR [10], Steformer [12] and MSSFNet without
”selection” are 35.30, 35.23 and 35.46, respectively. After
adding the selection operation, NAFSSR, Steformer and LSSR

TABLE VI
THE INFLUENCE OF FAST FOURIER CONVOLUTION BLOCK, FFCB-1 AND

FFCB-2 DENOTE FFCB IN EARLY AND FINALE STAGES. WE HERE REPORT
THE RESULTS IN BOTH PSNR AND SSIM FOR 2× SR.

FFCB-1 FFCB-2 PSNR △PSNR
é é 35.09 -
Ë é 35.20 +0.11
é Ë 35.16 +0.07
Ë Ë 35.24 +0.15

achieve a PSNR improvement of +0.35 dB, +0.38 dB and
+0.36 dB, respectively. This suggests that nearby pixels tend
to be more similar to each other. The ”selection” operator helps
reduce irrelevant context from long-range pixel dependencies.
By discarding smaller similarity weights from some long-
range feature interactions before calculating self-attention,
this step enables more accurate representation, leading to
higher-quality output. Furthermore, it demonstrates that the
”selection” operation can serve as a general concept applicable
to other models, leading to performance improvements.

Fast Fourier Convolution Block. To assess the effec-
tiveness of FFCB, we conduct experiments using different
model variants, as shown in Table VI. The results clearly
demonstrate that FFCB brings additional performance benefits
by capturing global information. Furthermore, we observe
that placing FFCBs at different locations in the network
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TABLE VII
RESULTS ACHIEVED WITH DIFFERENT DATA AUGMENTATIONS ON FLICKR

1024 [17]

Horizontal flip Vertical flip Channel shuffle PSNR △PSNR
é é é 23.42 -
Ë é é 23.62 +0.20
é Ë é 23.62 +0.20
é é Ë 23.61 +0.19
Ë Ë é 23.73 +0.31
Ë Ë Ë 23.81 +0.39

TABLE VIII
RESULTS ACHIEVED WITH DIFFERENT INPUT SCHEMES FOR 4× SR ON

KITTI 2015 [48]. HERE, WE REPORT THE RESULTS IN BOTH PSNR AND
SSIM OF THE CROPPED LEFT VIEWS.

Models Inputs PSNR/SSIM
with single input Left 25.55/0.7843

with replicated inputs Left-Left 25.62/0.7877
MSSFNet Left-Right 25.96/0.7946

pipeline has specific impacts on super-resolution performance.
Simultaneously applying FFCB in both early and final stages
leads to an improvement in PSNR for MSFFNet, from 35.09
dB to 35.24 dB.

Data augmentations. We conducted experiments on our
model using various data augmentations to assess their effec-
tiveness. The results in Table. VII demonstrate that the inclu-
sion of data augmentations, such as random horizontal flip,
random vertical flip, and channel shuffle, positively influences
the performance of MSSFNet. When all three data augmen-
tations were applied simultaneously, the PSNR of MSFFNet
improved from 23.42 dB to 23.81 dB. This enhancement of
0.08 dB surpasses the improvement achieved by using random
flip alone.

Single Input vs. Stereo Input. StereoSR leverages supple-
mentary data from cross-view images to significantly improve
performance compared with SISR. To showcase the efficacy of
stereo information in enhancing super-resolution performance,
we conducted experiments using various input schemes. As
indicated in Table VIII, utilizing individual images during
training results in a PSNR decrease of 0.45 dB compared to
the baseline network. Likewise, when employing duplicated
left images as inputs, the performance of this modified con-
figuration notably falls short of our initial network. These
trials underscore the efficacy of our MSFFNet in capturing
information from various perspectives.

V. CONCLUSION

In this paper, we present a mixed-scale selective fusion net-
work (MSSFNet) designed for stereo super-resolution (stere-
oSR), effectively capturing rich and precise intra-view infor-
mation while selectively integrating the most accurate cross-
view details. Specifically, we introduce the mixed-scale block
(MSB) to preserve intricate spatial details while obtaining
contextually enhanced feature representations. Additionally,
the selective fusion attention module (SFAM) dynamically
facilitates the exchange of accurate information between intra-
view and cross-view features. To seamlessly integrate local

and global information, we introduce the fast Fourier convo-
lution block (FFCB), providing collaborative refinement for
the MSB. Furthermore, to reduce computational costs, we
replace nonlinear activation functions with simple gate (SG).
Extensive experiments demonstrate the effectiveness of the our
MSSFNet.
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