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High Frequency Matters: Uncertainty Guided Image
Compression with Wavelet Diffusion

Juan Song, Jiaxiang He, Mingtao Feng‡, Keyan Wang, Yunsong Li and Ajmal Mian

Abstract—Diffusion probabilistic models have recently achieved
remarkable success in generating high-quality images. However,
balancing high perceptual quality and low distortion remains
challenging in image compression applications. To address this,
we propose an efficient Uncertainty-Guided image compression
approach with wavelet Diffusion (UGDiff). Our approach focuses
on high frequency compression via the wavelet transform, since
high frequency components are crucial for reconstructing image
details. We introduce a wavelet conditional diffusion model for
high frequency prediction, followed by a residual codec that
compresses and transmits prediction residuals to the decoder.
This diffusion prediction-then-residual compression paradigm
effectively addresses the low fidelity issue common in direct
reconstructions by existing diffusion models. Considering the
uncertainty from the random sampling of the diffusion model, we
further design an uncertainty-weighted rate-distortion (R-D) loss
tailored for residual compression, providing a more rational trade-
off between rate and distortion. Comprehensive experiments on
two benchmark datasets validate the effectiveness of UGDiff, sur-
passing state-of-the-art image compression methods in R-D perfor-
mance, perceptual quality, subjective quality, and inference time.
Our code is available at: https://github.com/hejiaxiang1/Wavelet-
Diffusion/tree/main.

Index Terms—learned image compression, wavelet transform,
diffusion model, uncertainty weighted rate-distortion loss.

I. INTRODUCTION

G IVEN the exponential growth of media data, lossy image
compression plays a crucial role in efficient storage and

transmission. Established lossy image compression standards,
such as JPEG [1], JPEG2000 [2], BPG [3], and VVC [4], follow
a sequential paradigm of transformation, quantization, and
entropy coding. Each stage is separately optimized with hand-
crafted rules, making it challenging to adapt to diverse image
content. Recently, learned image compression methods [5, 6,
7, 8] based on the variational auto-encoder (VAE) [9] have
demonstrated superior rate-distortion performance compared
to traditional techniques. Despite these advancements, these
models often directly optimize for low distortion in terms
of mean squared error (MSE), leading to a degradation in
perceptual quality. This degradation typically manifests as
over-smoothness or blurring, which has minimal impact on
distortion metrics but adversely affects visual perception. As

Juan Song, Jiaxiang He, Mingtao Feng, Keyan Wang and
Yunsong Li are with Xidian University, Xi’an 710071, China
(email: songjuan@mail.xidian.edu.cn; hjx1255216006@163.com;
mintfeng@hnu.edu.cn; kywang@mail.xidian.edu.cn; ysli@mail.xidian.edu.cn)

Ajmal Mian is with the Department of Computer Science and Software
Engineering, The University of Western Australia, Perth, Crawley, WA 6009,
Australia (e-mail: ajmal.mian@uwa.edu.au).

‡ denotes corresponding authors.
Manuscript received 2024; revised 2024.

illustrated in Fig.1, high frequency details like textures and
edges (e.g., trees and ripples) contain more significant visual
information than smooth areas (e.g., sky). These regions with
high frequency details often suffer severe distortion during
compression, highlighting the need for improved methods that
balance rate-distortion performance with perceptual quality.

A recent class of generative models focuses on improving the
perceptual quality of reconstructions. Agustsson et al. [10] and
Mentzer et al. [11] employed Generative Adversarial Networks
(GANs) [12] as image decoders to generate reconstructions
with rich details, albeit at the cost of some fidelity to the
original image. Given the recent success of diffusion based
models in image restoration tasks such as super-resolution
[13, 14], deblurring [15] and inpainting [16, 17], Yang et
al. [18] and Ghouse et al [19] leveraged diffusion models for
image compression, achieving impressive results in terms of
perception. However, it has been observed that vanilla diffusion
models tend to reconstruct images with richer visual details
but less fidelity to the original images. These models are prone
to generate images with color distortion or artifacts due to the
reverse process starting from randomly sampled Gaussian noise.
This inherent uncertainty reveals the instability of reconstructed
pixels, which is closely related to the fidelity of texture and edge
recovery. Therefore, considering uncertainty from the random
sampling of the diffusion model is crucial for enhancing the
robustness and reliability of compression models.

The central challenge in balancing low distortion and
high perception quality lies in the reconstruction of high
frequency details, such as edges and textures. Enhancing high
frequency reconstruction is an nontrivial task because high
frequency typically possesses less energy and are therefore
more susceptible to distortion compared to low frequency.
Motivated by these issues, we propose an Uncertainty-Guided
image compression approach with wavelet Diffusion (UGDiff)
to maintain high perceptual quality as well as low distortion.
We employ a discrete wavelet transform (DWT) to the image,
compressing low frequency and high frequency components
separately. Our focus is on high frequency compression to
recover crucial high frequency details, thereby improving
overall reconstruction quality.

Specially, we propose a wavelet diffusion model to predict
high frequency, followed by a residual compression module
that compresses and transmits the prediction residuals between
original and predicted high frequency. This diffusion prediction-
then-residual compression paradigm is able to effectively
address the low fidelity issue common in direct reconstructions
by existing diffusion models. To facilitate high frequency
prediction via wavelet conditional diffusion, we introduce a
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Fig. 1: Illustration of difference map (d) between image details (b) and image reconstructed by an end-to-end learned image
compression network[7] (c).

condition generation module to derive a strong condition from
the reconstructed low frequency by leveraging the inter-band
relations between low and high frequency components. The
advantages of combination of the diffusion model with discrete
wavelet transform (DWT) [20] are twofold. On the one hand,
DWT provides a sparser representation that is easier for a
network to learn compared to the pixel domain [21]. On the
other hand, DWT reduces the image’s spatial size by a factor
of four, in accordance with the Nyquist rule [22], thereby
expediting the inference speed of the denoising function.

Diffusion models are susceptible to generating unexpected
chaotic content due to the randomness of sampling from
Gaussian noise. The impact of this uncertainty on compression
has not been thoroughly considered, meaning that low distortion
cannot always be guaranteed although high perceptual quality
may be achieved. Large uncertainty in predicted high frequen-
cies results in large residuals, consuming more bits compared
to those with low uncertainty. Motivated by this, we propose
a novel uncertainty-guided residual compression module. We
initially estimate the aleatoric uncertainty of the predicted high
frequency using Monte Carlo [23] sampling of the diffusion
model. Subsequently, we design an uncertainty-weighted rate-
distortion (R-D) loss tailored for residual compression. In
addition to the hyper-parameter λ that balances the overall
R-D level for the entire dataset, we introduce an uncertainty-
related weight to the distortion terms to prioritize residuals
with large uncertainty, thereby allocating more bits to them.
The main contributions are:

• We propose a wavelet diffusion based predictive coding
for high frequency. Our diffusion prediction-then-residual
compression paradigm effectively addresses the low fi-
delity issue stemming from the direct reconstruction of
existing diffusion models. In addition, the combination
of DWT and diffusion models can greatly expedite the
inference of diffusion model.

• We introduce a novel uncertainty guided residual com-
pression module, in which an uncertainty weighted R-
D loss is designed to prioritize residuals with high
uncertainty and allocate more bits to them. Our proposed
uncertainty weighted R-D loss provides more rational
trade-off between rate and distortion.

• Extensive experiments conducted on two benchmark
datasets demonstrated that our proposed method achieves
state-of-the-art performance on both distortion metrics
and perceptual quality while offering prominent speed up
compared to previous diffusion-based methods.

II. RELATED WORK

Learned Image Compression Learned image compression
methods have demonstrated substantial advancements in net-
work structure and entropy modeling, resulting in significant
enhancements in compression performance. Ballé et al. [24]
firstly proposed an end-to-end image compression model. Then
they incorporated a hyper-prior to effectively capture spatial
dependencies in the latent representation [5]. Moreover, Minnen
et al. [25] designed a channel-wise auto-regressive entropy
model to achieve parallel computing. Ali et al. [26] proposed a
novel non-auto-regressive model substitution approach, which
reduced spatial correlations among elements in latent space by
introducing a correlation loss, thereby enhancing the balance
between image compression performance and complexity.
Besides, Liu et al. [8] constructed a mixed Transformer-CNN
image compression model, combining the local modeling
capabilities of CNN with the non-local modeling capabilities
of Transformers. To achieve better perceptual quality which
is closer to human perception, a series of methods leveraging
generative models to build decoders are proposed.Agustsson
et al [10] and Mentzer et al. [11] propose to employ GANs
[12] to achieve high perception quality at the cost of some
fidelity to the original image.
Diffusion Models for Image Compression Denoising diffusion
models [27] have progressed rapidly to set state-of-the-art for
many image restoration tasks such as super-resolution [13, 14],
inpainting [16, 17], and deblurring [15]. Some researchers
have also explored the application of diffusion models in the
image compression community. Yang et al. [18] replaced
the decoder network in the image compression process with
a conditional diffusion model. Alternative approaches were
introduced by [19, 28]. They initially optimized an auto-
encoder for a rate-distortion loss and subsequently trained a
conditional diffusion model on the output of the auto-encoder
to enhance its perception quality. Pan et al. [29] introduced text
embedding as a conditioning mechanism to guide the stable
diffusion model in reconstructing the original image. However,
diffusion models are prone to compromise fidelity although
high perception quality is achieved when utilized as an image
decoder.
Uncertainty in Bayesian Neural Networks The uncertainty
in Bayesian Neural Networks can be roughly divided into two
categories [30]. Epistemic uncertainty describes how much
the model is uncertain about its predictions. Another type is
aleatoric uncertainty which refers to noise inherent in obser-
vation data. Notably, the integration of uncertainty modeling
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Fig. 2: Overview of the proposed UGDiff.

into deep learning frameworks has enhanced the performance
and resilience of deep networks across various computer
vision tasks, including image segmentation [31], image super-
resolution [32] and etc. Badrinarayanan et al. [31] incorporated
uncertainty estimation into image segmentation tasks, leading
to more reliable segmentation results, especially in ambiguous
regions. Ning et al. [32] extended uncertainty modeling
to image super-resolution, leveraging Bayesian estimation
frameworks to model the variance of super-resolution results
and achieve more accurate and consistent image enhancement.
Zhang et al. [33] proposed a scalable image compression
framework that integrates uncertainty modeling into the scalable
reconstruction process. Chan et al. proposed Hyper-diffusion to
accurately estimate epistemic and aleatoric uncertainty of the
diffusion model with a single model [34]. Nevertheless, there
are few works that have investigated the uncertainty of diffusion
models in image compression to the best of our knowledge.
In this paper, we explore the influence of uncertainty in R-D
loss and design an uncertainty weighted R-D loss to guide the
residual compression optimization.

III. PROPOSED METHOD

As illustrated in Fig.2, our proposed UGDiff follows a
wavelet predictive coding paradigm, where low and high
frequency components are compressed separately after DWT.
The low frequency image xl is compressed by a pre-trained
VAE based codec whose network structure is illustrated in the
Appendix. Our work focuses on the high frequency compression
to maintain high perception quality as well as low distortion.
The condition generation module firstly generates refined high
frequency x̄h from the reconstructed low frequency as the
condition, which guides the wavelet diffusion to predict high
frequency x̃h. The uncertainty map is simultaneously estimated
upon the Monte Carlo Sampling during the reverse diffusion
process. Then the residuals xr between original and predicted
high frequency are compressed using another VAE based codec
optimized by our proposed uncertainty weighted R-D loss in
which the estimated uncertainty related weight is introduced to
the distortion term to prioritize residuals with large uncertainty
and allocate more bits to them. Finally, the reconstructed low

and high frequency components are inversely transformed by
2D-IDWT (inverse DWT) to obtain reconstructed images.

A. Wavelet Conditional Diffusion Model

With respect to image compression tasks, there are two
challenges associated with the conditional diffusion model: 1)
Small noise variance permits the assumption that the inverse
denoising process approximates a Gaussian distribution. That
results in large sampling steps (typically set to 500) and
significant inference time [18]. 2) The diversity in the sampling
process may introduce content inconsistency in the generation
results, which makes application of diffusion models in image
compression challenging.

To address these challenges, we propose a wavelet diffusion
based predictive coding for high frequency. Our approach
leverages the strength of wavelet transform to speed up the
inference process of the diffusion model by quartering the
spatial dimensions without sacrificing information. Different
from the existing diffusion models to reconstruct the image
directly, our approach utilize the diffusion model for high
frequency prediction and follow a prediction residual codec to
address the low fidelity issues.
Discrete Wavelet Transform 2D-DWT employs a convolu-
tional and sub-sampling operator, denoted as W , to transform
images from spatial domain to frequency domain, thus enabling
the diffusion process solely on high frequency components.
Let (x, x̂) ∈ D denote an original-reconstruction image pair.
Before applying the diffusion process, the specific wavelet
operator W , such as haar wavelet [35], decomposes x into its
low frequency component xl and an array of high frequency
components xh. Mathematically, this can be represented as:

(xl, xh) = Wx (1)

2D-DWT decomposes the image into four sub-bands, namely,
Low Low (LL), Low High (LH), High Low (HL) and High
High (HH). The subband LL represents the low frequency
component xl that contains global information akin to a down-
sampled version of the image, while the remaining sub-bands,
LH, HL and HH, represent the high frequency components xh
that comprise sparse local details, as illustrated in Fig. 3.
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Fig. 3: Tree diagram of wavelet decomposition. (a) Source
Image, (b) Wavelet Sub-bands, (c) 2D-DWT Decomposition.
There exhibit strong inter-band correlations within the same
region (indicated by the red box) sharing similar structure
information between low frequency and high frequency com-
ponents.

By operating in the wavelet domain, we open the possibility
for diffusion models to focus on isolated high frequency details,
which is often lost when the data is processed directly. In
addition, utilizing 2D-DWT allows for faster inference speed
for diffusion models as the spatial size is quartered according
to the Nyquist rule.
High Frequency Condition Generation The naive way to
apply wavelet diffusion in high frequency prediction is to
directly corrupt high frequency with additive Gaussian noise
in the forward process and then learn to reverse it in the
sampling phase, taking reconstructed low frequency xl as the
condition to guide the reverse diffusion process, as the similar
way in [14, 36]. Nonetheless, low frequency cannot guide the
conditional diffusion to generate satisfactory predicted high
frequency as expected, since utilizing the low frequency as the
condition would enforce the diffusion model to generate an
image that resembles low frequency rather than high frequency
as will be illustrated in Fig.10.

To derive conditions that encapsulate high frequency details
for wavelet diffusion, we investigate the correlation between
the wavelet low frequency and high frequency sub-bands. We
present the tree structure diagram of the wavelet decomposition
to provide a clearer illustration of the sub-bands correlations
in Fig.3. Inspired by the inter-band correlations of wavelet sub-
bands, we design a high frequency condition generation module
to convert the reconstructed low frequency x̂l into refined high
frequency x̄h as the condition for wavelet conditional diffusion,
i.e., x̄h = Gψ (x̂l),where Gψ is a neural network described in
the Appendix.
Conditional Diffusion Equipped with the refined high fre-
quency as the condition x̄h, we design a conditional diffusion
model in the frequency domain to generate predicted high
frequency x̃h with high quality. A conditional Denoising
Diffusion Probabilistic Model (DDPM) utilizes two Markov
chains [27]. The first is a forward chain responsible for adding
Gaussian noise to the data:

q (xt | xt−1) = N
(
xt;

√
1− βtxt−1, βtI

)
(2)

where βt represents a variance schedule.
The other Markov chain is a reverse chain that transforms

noise back into the original data distribution. As is illustrated
in Fig. 4, the key idea of our wavelet conditional diffusion is

Fig. 4: The forward and reverse process of our conditional
diffusion model.

Algorithm 1 Wavelet Diffusion Inference

Require:
Refined high frequency image x̄h; pre-trained denoised
network ϵθ;

Ensure:
Predicted high frequency image x̃h;

1: xT ∼ N (0, I)
2: for t = T : 1 do
3: z ∼ N (0, I) if t > 1, else z = 0

4: xt−1 = 1√
αt

(
xt − βt√

1−ᾱt
ϵθ (xt, t, x̄h)

)
+ σtz

5: end for
6: x̃h = x0

7: return x̃h

to introduce the refined high frequency x̄h as the condition
into the diffusion model µθ (xt, t), thereby, µθ (xt, t) becomes
µθ (xt, t, x̄h):

pθ (xt−1 | xt, x̄h) = N (xt−1;µθ (xt, t, x̄h) ,Σθ) (3)

where x̄h represents conditional guidance that controls the
reverse diffusion process. The parameters θ are typically
optimized by a neural network that predicts µθ (xt, t, x̄h) of
Gaussian distributions. This is simplified by predicting noise
vectors ϵθ (xt, t, x̄h) with the following objective:

Lsimple = Ex0,t,ϵt∼N (0,I)

[
∥ϵt − ϵθ (xt, t, x̄h)∥2

]
(4)

Subsequently, the sampling phase can commence with XT ∼
N (0, I) using the noise ϵθ (xt, t, x̄h) predicted from the learned
neural network, as follows:

xt−1 =
1

√
αt

(
xt −

βt√
1− ᾱt

ϵθ (xt, t, x̄h)

)
+ σtz (5)

where z ∼ N (0, I), αt = 1− βt, and ᾱt =
∏t
i=1αi.

This iterative sampling process enables the generation of
samples xt−1 backward in time, where each sample is com-
puted based on the previously generated sample xt. During the
sampling process, the refined high frequency x̄h is embedded
into each step of the reverse diffusion process, which makes
the sampled image consistent with the distribution of x̄h and
thus improves the quality of the predicted high frequency.
The pseudo-code for sampling with conditional diffusion is as
Alg.1.

B. Uncertainty-guided Residual Compression

Diffusion models exhibits inherent uncertainty due to
randomness of sampling from Gaussian noise, which will
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introduce instability in subsequent residual compression. Large
uncertainty in predicted high frequency will produce large
residuals that will consumes more bits than those with low
uncertainty. A learned image compression model aims to
optimize the R-D loss so that the minimum distortion can
be achieved with the minimum bitrate. Specifically, a trade-off
hyper-parameter λ is utilized to balance the rate and distortion
that is applied to the entire dataset, whereas the uncertainty
within one image is not considered in this global trade-off.

To alleviate the influence of uncertainty from the diffusion
prediction on the subsequent residual compression, we propose
an uncertainty-guided residual compression module. Firstly,
the aleatoric uncertainty of the predicted high frequency x̃h is
estimated upon the Monte Carlo sampling [23] of the above
diffusion model. Subsequently, a novel uncertainty weighted
R-D loss is designed in which the aleatoric uncertainty map
is incorporated to prioritize pixels with high uncertainty and
dynamically allocate more bits to them than those with low
uncertainty. The introduction of uncertainty allows for more
rational trade-off between rate and distortion considering the
disequilibrium of the residuals, ultimately leading to improved
compression performance.
Uncertainty estimation. Aleatoric uncertainty arises from
inherent variability and randomness in the underlying processes
being modeled. Unlike other deterministic neural networks
relying on Monte Carlo dropout mechanisms [37], uncertainty
estimation of the diffusion model is conceptually straightfor-
ward due to the randomness of the input noise. To be specific,
aleatoric uncertainty can be captured by the variance of samples
generated by a diffusion model.

The uncertain estimation details are illustrated in Fig.5. For
a given conditional input x̄h, our wavelet conditional diffusion
model yields S different prediction samples of high frequency
outputs {x̃h1, x̃h2, ..., x̃hk, ..., x̃hs} after S times Monte Carlo
Sampling, where x̃hk denotes the prediction obtained from the
k-th sampling given different initial input noise. To obtain an
estimate of uncertainty regarding the high frequency predictions,
the mean and variance of these S predictions is computed. The
predicted mean of the output is calculated as:

µ̂ =
1

S

S∑
k=1

x̃hk (6)

The uncertainty of the prediction can be quantified by the
variance of the prediction results, given by:

δ =
1

S

S∑
k=1

(x̃hk − µ̂)
2 (7)

Here, µ̂ represents the predicted mean, and δ denotes the pre-
dicted variance, which serves as an estimate of the uncertainty
associated with the prediction results.
Uncertainty weighted R-D Loss. Given an arbitrary image x,
optimizing the VAE based image compression model for R–D
performance has been proven to be equivalent to minimization

Fig. 5: Given an initial noisy image xT ∼ N (0, I) and a refined
high frequency condition x̄h, our uncertainty estimation method
generates images with uncertainty estimates.

of the KL divergence by matching the parametric density
functions to the transform coding framework as follows [5],

LRD ∝ Ex∼pxDKL[q||pỹ|x]

= Ex∼pxEỹ∼q

−logpx|ỹ(x|ỹ)︸ ︷︷ ︸
weighted distortion

−logpỹ(ỹ)︸ ︷︷ ︸
rate

 (8)

where ỹ is an approximation to the quantized latent repre-
sentations ŷ with an additive i.i.d. uniform noise to enable
end-to-end training.

Specifically, minimizing log likelihood in the KL divergence
is equivalent to minimizing the distortion between original x
and reconstructed x̃ measured by squared difference when the
likelihood px|ỹ (x | ỹ) ∼ N(x|x̃, (2λ)−1I). The second term
in Eq.(8) denotes the cross entropy that reflects the cost of
encoding ỹ i.e., bitrate R. The R-D loss can be reformulated
as

LRD = R+ λ ∥x− x̃∥2 (9)

where λ is a hyper-parameter used to balance the overall rate-
distortion, i.e.,larger λ for larger rate and better reconstruction
quality and vice versa. λ is a global hyper-parameter applied
to the entire dataset, whereas the uncertainty within one image
is neglected in this trade-off.

To address this issue, we reconsider the weighted R-D
loss with aleatoric uncertainty. Let xr represent the residuals
to be compressed, f(·) represents the variational inference
in residual compression module, δ denotes the aleatoric
uncertainty estimated in the above subsection. This way, the
compression model can be formulated as:

xr = f(ỹ) + ϵδ (10)

where ϵ represents the Gaussian distribution with zero-mean
and unit-variance, which is assumed for characterizing the
likelihood function by:

p (xr | ỹ, δ) =
1√
2πδ

exp

(
−
∥xr − f(ỹ)∥2

2δ

)
(11)

Then a negative log likelihood then works out to be the
uncertainty weighted distortion term between xr and f(ỹ),

− log (p (xr | ỹ, δ)) ∝
∥xr − f(ỹ)∥2

2δ
(12)

Uncertainty δ is incorporated into the denominator of the
distortion term, resulting in residuals with high uncertainty
having a relatively minor impact on the overall R-D loss
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function. Through comparison with the distortion term in Eq.(9),
we find that the weights λ and (2δ)−1 play the same role in
the the distortion term. They both penalize pixels with large
variance. However, in contrast to the role of the hyperparameter
λ in balancing the rate-distortion trade-off, the uncertainty,
which serves as the prior of the image to be encoded, indicates
pixels with high uncertainty requires a greater allocation of
bits compared to those with low uncertainty.

Inspired by that, we propose a new adaptive weighted
loss named uncertainty-weighted rate-distortion loss (LURD)
for residual compression. Actually, we need a monotonically
increasing function to prioritize pixels with large uncertainty
rather than penalize them using (2δ)−1.

Differential entropy is a measure of the information content
of a continuous random variable, which reflects the cost of
coding. The differential entropy of the random variable X is
computed as follows given the probability density function
p(X).

H(X) = −
∫

p(X) log(p(X))dX (13)

We substitute the probability distribution in Eq.(11) into Eq.(13)
to obtain the differential entropy H(xr) of xr,

H(xr) = log(δ
√
2π) (14)

Eq.(14) demonstrates the increase trend of differential entropy
with the variance δ. Motivated by this equation, we use the
weight log(δ) to prioritize pixels with large uncertainty in
the R-D loss function. Combining the hyper-parameter λ to
balance the overall trade-off between the rate and distortion,
the uncertainty weighted R-D loss function is reformulated as:

LURD = R+ (λ+ log(δ)) · ∥xr − x̃r∥2 (15)

where λ serves as a global weight applied to the entire dataset
to balance the rate and distortion, whereas estimated uncertainty
δ serves as a regulator within the image to prioritize pixels
with large uncertainty and allocate more bits to them during
compression. Our proposed uncertainty weighted R-D loss
provides more rational trade-off between the rate and distortion
compared with the regular R-D loss without uncertainty.

C. Training Strategy

As the analysis above, the whole training process of
UGDiff contains four steps. Firstly, we train a learned image
compression network [25] for our low frequency codec. Details
of the network structure is shown in Appendix. The loss
function is

Llow = R+ λ ·D
= Exl∼pxl

[
− log2 pŷ|ẑ(ŷ | ẑ)− log2 pẑ(ẑ)

]
+ λ · Exl∼pxl

[d(xl, x̂l)]

(16)

where λ controls the trade-off between rate and distortion. R
represents the bit rate of latent ŷ and side information ẑ, and
d(xl, x̂l) is the MSE distortion term.

The second step is to train the condition generation module,
aiming at converting reconstructed low frequency x̂l to refined
high frequency condition x̄h. We employed a deep convolu-
tional neural network Gψ with localized receptive fields, whose

structure is illustrated in Appendix, optimized by minimizing
MSE between the output and the original high frequency,

Lgeneration = ||Gψ (x̂l)− xh∥2 (17)

The third step is to train the conditional diffusion model.
The design of the denoising network in the diffusion model
follows a similar U-Net architecture used in DDPM [27]
enhanced with residual convolutional blocks[38] and self-
attention mechanisms.We use Eq.(4) to optimize the parameters
of the denoising network.

The final step is to train the uncertainty guided residual
compression model. The residual compression model follows
the same structure as that for the low frequency compression,
while optimized to minimize the uncertainty weighted R-D
loss in Eq.(15).

IV. EXPERIMENT

A. Implement Details

Training. We use the OpenImages dataset [39] to train our
models, consisting of over 9 million images. This dataset is
widely used for image compression research. We randomly
selected 300k images from OpenImages, resized them to 256
× 256 in each epoch. All models were trained using the Adam
optimizer [40] for 1.8 million steps with a batch size of 16.
The initial learning rate was set to 1× 10−4 for the first 120k
iterations, then reduced to 3 × 10−5 for the following 30k
iterations, and further decreased to 1× 10−5 for the last 30k
iterations. We configured the λ within the range 0.01, 0.05, 0.1,
0.2, 0.3 for MSE optimization of low frequency compression
network and residual compression module. Additionally, we
maintained consistency in the number of channels, setting N =
192 and M = 320 for all models. We conduct the experiments
using the Pytorch [41] and CompressAI libraries [42] over
one NVIDIA Geforce RTX4090 GPU with 24GB memory.
Evaluation. The evaluations are conducted on the Kodak
dataset [43] and Tecnick dataset [44]. The Kodak dataset
comprises 24 images with a resolution of 768x512 pixels.
The Tecnick dataset includes 100 natural images with 600x600
resolutions. We calculate bit-per-pixel (bpp) for each image
to show bitrate. We reach different ranges of bitrates by com-
pressing images with different models trained using different
λ. For reconstruction distortion, the common PSNR and MS-
SSIM [45] are evaluated for all models. PSNR represents the
pixel-level distortion while MS-SSIM describes the structural
similarity. In addition, we also compute the Learned Perceptual
Image Patch Similarity (LPIPS) metric [46] to evaluate the
perception loss.

B. Comparison with the SOTA Methods

Rate-Distortion Performance. To show the effectiveness of
our UGDiff, we compare its R-D performance with the state-of-
the-art (SOTA) image compression methods including diffusion
model-based compression methods, such as CDC NeurIPS2024
(ρ = 0) [18],DIRAC(single sampling step is adopted to achieve
minimal distortion) [19], learned image compression methods,
as well as traditional compression standards. The traditional
compression standards include JPEG2000 [2], BPG [3], and
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Fig. 6: R-D performance evaluation on the Kodak dataset.

Fig. 7: R-D Performance evaluation on the Tecnick dataset.

Fig. 8: Perception metric evaluation on the Kodak dataset (left) and Tecnick dataset (right).

VVC [4]. The learned compression methods include the
context-free hyperprior model (Balle ICLR2018) [5], the
auto-regressive hyperprior models (mbt NeurIPS2018) [6],
entropy models with Gaussian Mixture Models and simplified
attention (Cheng CVPR2020) [7], Mixed Transformer-CNN
model (Liu CVPR2023) [8], lightweight attention model(He
ESA2024) [47] and implicit neural representation model

(Guo2024 NeurIPS 2024) [48].

Fig.6 and Fig.7 compare R-D curves in terms of PSNR
and MS-SSIM verus bitrates averaged over the Kodak and
Technick datasets respectively. Fig.8 compares the perception
performance of different compression methods in terms of
LPIPS over the Kodak and Technick datasets respectively. The
figures demonstrate that our proposed UGDiff significantly
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Fig. 9: Visualization of the reconstructed images from Kodak dataset. The metrics are [bpp↓/PNSR↑/MS-SSIM↑].

outperforms SOTA compression methods including traditional
codec, learned image compression methods as well as other
diffusion based methods at all bitrate points in terms of PSNR,
MS-SSIM, especially at low bitrates. The diffusion based
methods, such as CDC, achieve excellent perception quality in
terms of LPIPS ,whereas the fidelity is compromised resulting
in inferiority to other learned image compression approaches
in terms of PSNR and MS-SSIM. The experimental results
demonstrate that our proposed UGDiff achieves better trade-off
between perception and distortion metric compared to other
diffusion methods. The reasons are twofold. Firstly, we utilized
a novel diffusion predict-then-residual compress paradigm to
address low fidelity issues during direct reconstruction from
the diffusion model. Secondly, the uncertainty stemming from
random sampling in diffusion is considered in the residual
compression to achieve more rational trade-off between rate
and distortion.

BD-rate Analysis. To further compare the R-D performance
quantitatively, we use the Bjøntegaard-delta-rate(BD-rate) met-
ric [49] to compute the average bitrate savings for the same
reconstruction quality in terms of PSNR. We use VVC intra [4]

TABLE I: PSNR v.s. bitrate results using the BD-rate results
(↓) with VVC as the anchor on Kodak and Tecnick datasets.

Method BD-rate on Kodak ↓ BD-rate on Tecnick ↓
Cheng’2020 [7] 2.82% 3.37%
Liu’2023 [8] -7.35% -10.03%
CDC’2024 [18] 15.64% 19.59%
ours UGDiff -8.02% -11.54%

(version 12.1), the current best hand crafted codec, as the
anchor to compute BD-rate. The BD-rates are shown in Table.I.
It is evident that our UGDiff outperforms the current best
traditional codecs VVC, achieving the BD-rate savings of 8.02%
and 11.54% on Kodak and Tecnick datasets respectively. And
compared with the SOTA learned image Compression method
Liu’2023, our UGDiff still achieves the BD-rate savings of
0.64% and 1.51%. Notably, our UGDiff achieves the Bd-rate
savings of 23.66% and 31.13% compared with the diffusion
based approach CDC, which demonstrates great improvement
in terms of distortion metric. These comparisons demonstrate
the RD performance superiority of our UGDiff over SOTA
image compression methods.
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TABLE II: Comparison of the averaged encoding and decoding
time on Kodak dataset.

Methods Enc (s) Dec (s) PSNR ↑ bpp ↓

Cheng’2020 [7] 5.40 9.25 34.94 0.595
Balle’2018 [5] 0.49 0.62 34.72 0.668
mbt’2018 [6] 7.82 10.41 35.09 0.638
CDC’2024 [18] 0.53 55.47 33.01 0.598
Our UGDiff 0.51 1.47 35.46 0.635

Subjective Quality Comparison. We also implement subjec-
tive quality evaluations on Kodak dataset. Fig. 9 presents visual
comparisons for original images along with the corresponding
reconstructed results produced by various compression methods.
As is shown in the second column of Fig.9, JPEG produces
severe blocking effects due to the partitioning mechanism in the
coding standards. The learned image compression methods,such
as Balle’2018, Cheng’2020, suffer from over-smoothing issues,
characterized by a loss of textural fidelity in the reconstructed
images. In particular, the subtle smile in the sign board within
the first image are diminished,the numerals within the blue
expanse of the sail in the second image are obscured, and the
facial features of the statue in the third image are rendered
with an excessive degree of smoothness. our proposed UGDiff
retains more high frequency details and exhibits superior
subjective visual qualities. The details are still perceptible
in our reconstructed images,such as the smiling faces on the
signboards, the numerals on the blue sail, and the cavities on
the face of the statue.
Complexity Analysis. We also evaluate the complexity by
comparing the inference time of different compression methods
on the Kodak dataset with the size of 512×768. Here, we
calculate the encoding time and decoding time at the similar R-
D points to evaluate the model complexity. For fair comparison,
all the models are implemented on the same GPU using their
public codes. It can be observed from Table.II, that Balle’2018
demonstrates the lowest model complexity among the learned
image codec. The diffusion model CDC suffers from slow
decoding speed due to their iterative denoising process (A
default sampling step 500 is adopted). Specifically, it takes
approximately 55s to decode an image. Benefiting from the
proposed wavelet diffusion model only implemented on sparse
high frequency components, our UGDiff is at least 40× faster
than CDC (A sampling step 10 is needed). Specifically the
decoding time of our UGDiff can be reduced from 55s to 1.47s
with a even higher PSNR compared with CDC.

C. Ablation Studies

We conduct the ablation studies to further analyze our
proposed UGDiff. Firstly, we evaluate the sampling steps in the
reverse denoising process. Then, we conduct ablation studies
through including or excluding the components to evaluate the
effect of high frequency, wavelet diffusion, diffusion condition
as well as the uncertainty guidance. The specific components
encompasses the low frequency codec, condition generation,
wavelet diffusion, residual codec and uncertainty map guidance.
Sampling steps. A factor that determines the inference speed of
the diffusion models is the sampling step T used in the reverse
denoising process. We conducted an ablation study of various

TABLE III: The combination choices of different components
in our UGDiff. Each combination option is represented by a
check-mark.

Component Choice
Low frequency codec ✓ ✓ ✓ ✓ ✓
Condition generation ✓ ✓ ✓ ✓

Wavelet diffusion ✓ ✓
Residual codec ✓ ✓

bitrate(bpp) 0.21 0.21 0.21 0.24 0.23
PSNR(dB) 27.88 28.24 28.96 31.02 31.33

MS-SSIM(dB) 14.66 15.05 15.27 15.53 15.78

settings of diffusion models on the condition and sampling
step in Table.IV. The table clearly demonstrates that the R-D
performance approaches a state of saturation when the sampling
step exceeds a threshold of 10 irrespective of the guiding
condition employed in the diffusion process, whether it be x̄h
or x̂l. By contrast, large sampling step T = 500 is essential for
CDC 2024 to generate images with the best perception quality.
Compared with CDC 2024 that employed the diffusion in the
pixel domain, the inference speed of our UGDiff is accelerated
through two key factors: the spatial dimension is quartered by
2D-DWT, in addition, high frequency contains more sparse
information in the frequency domain compared to the image
domain.
Effect of high frequency. We conduct an ablation study
to validate the effectiveness of the high frequency on the
image compression performance. We conduct comparative
experiments using 3 variants. Variant 1:Without high frequency.
Only low frequency is compressed and transmitted to the
decoder to reconstruct the image without high frequency. The
R-D performance is shown in the 1st column. Variant 2:
Predict high frequency. Only low frequency is compressed
and transmitted to the decoder, meanwhile, the high frequency
is predicted from the reconstructed low frequency at the
decoder. The R-D performance is demonstrated in the 2nd
and 3rd columns utilizing condition generation and wavelet
diffusion for prediction respectively. Variant 3:Reconstruct high
frequency. Besides the low frequency, the residual between
original and predicted high frequency is also compressed and
transmitted to the decoder. The high frequency is reconstructed
by adding the reconstructed residual and the predicted high
frequency. The R-D performance is shown in the 4th and 5th
columns utilizing condition generation and wavelet diffusion
for prediction respectively.

From the results demonstrated in Table. III, we can observe
that high frequency contributes dramatic performance gains
although very few bits are consumed. When high frequency
is discarded while only low frequency is transmitted, the
RD performance drops dramatically. By comparing the 1st
column with the 2nd and 3rd columns, we can observe that
the high frequency components, which are merely predicted
from the reconstructed low frequency without any additional
bit consumption, yields a PSNR improvement ranging from 0.4
to 1.0 dB depending upon the prediction mechanism employed .
Even the most accurate prediction values exhibit discrepancies
when compared to their original counterparts. By comparing
2nd, 3rd and the 4th, 5th columns in the table, substantial
PSNR improvement of about 2.5dB is further achieved with a
minimal increase in bit consumption when the residual between
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Fig. 10: Visualization results of reverse diffusion process under different conditions. The left part displays the different conditions
x̂h and x̄h, the middle part illustrates the reverse diffusion process under different conditions, and the right part exhibits the
original high frequency information xh. From the 10 sampling steps, we selected the generated results x̃h at t = 10, 8, 6, 4, 2,
0 for visualization.

TABLE IV: Ablation studies of various settings on the condition
and sampling step.

Settings Step PSNR ↑ MS-SSIM ↑ LPIPS ↓ Times (s) ↓ bpp ↓
T = 5 34.86 19.54 0.21 0.95 0.633
T = 10 35.46 20.26 0.18 1.47 0.635

UGDiff(x̄h) T = 20 35.49 20.21 0.18 2.65 0.632
T = 30 35.37 19.89 0.19 3.48 0.633
T = 50 35.42 19.97 0.18 6.04 0.635
T = 5 33.85 18.99 0.22 0.97 0.642
T = 10 35.26 19.01 0.21 1.45 0.641

UGDiff(x̂l) T = 20 34.91 18.97 0.22 2.75 0.642
T = 30 35.28 19.04 0.21 3.79 0.640
T = 50 35.19 18.99 0.21 6.18 0.643
T = 1 12.87 2.12 0.91 0.18 0.723
T = 5 15.69 6.89 0.28 0.33 0.723
T = 10 27.56 16.96 0.16 0.77 0.723

CDC 2024 T = 65 33.57 20.06 0.14 7.05 0.723
T = 100 34.06 20.17 0.14 10.89 0.723
T = 500 34.46 20.21 0.13 55.47 0.723

original and predicted high frequency is also compressed
and transmitted to the decoder to facilitate high frequency
reconstruction. In conclusion, high frequency play a pivotal
rule in image conclusion, which motivates us to focus on high
frequency compression.
Effect of Wavelet Diffusion. To validate the effectiveness
of wavelet diffusion on the image compression performance,
we conduct an ablation study using 3 variants. Variant 1:
Without wavelet diffusion. The refined high frequency x̄h
obtained by the condition generation module are directly used
for high frequency reconstruction without reverse diffusion
sampling, whose R-D performance is shown at the 2nd column
of the Table. III. Variant 2: Utilizing Wavelet Diffusion for
reconstruction. High frequency is generated from the wavelet
diffusion model guided by the refined high frequency derived
from the condition generation module, whose R-D performance
is shown at the 3rd column of Table. III. Variant 3:Utilizing
Wavelet diffusion for prediction. High frequency is predicted
from the wavelet diffusion, and the prediction residual between
the original and predicted high frequency is also compressed
and transmitted to the decoder, whose R-D performance is
shown at the 5th column of Table. III.

By comparing the variants with and without wavelet diffusion
in the 2nd and 3rd columns in the table, we observe that wavelet
diffusion greatly improves the image compression performance
due to its great capacity to generate images. When wavelet

Fig. 11: Ablation experiment on uncertainty weighted rate-
distortion loss.

diffusion is utilized to reconstruct high frequency directly,
PSNR is improved by 0.72dB compared with that without
wavelet diffusion. Further more, When wavelet diffusion is
utilized to predict high frequency and the prediction residual
is also transmitted, the PSNR is further improved by 2.37dB
comparing variant 2 in the 3rd column with variant 3 in the
5th column. That is mainly because the diffusion models may
compromise fidelity when applied to reconstruct images directly.
Therefore, prediction is a more suitable strategy than direct
reconstruction when the diffusion model is applied to image
compression.
Effect of Condition on Diffusion. The condition controls the
generation content of the diffusion model tightly. We introduced
a condition generation module which obtains a condition
stronger than the reconstructed low frequency by leveraging
the inter-band correlation of wavelet coefficients. To conduct
an ablation study which validates the effectiveness of the
condition generation module, we implement a baseline by using
the reconstructed low frequency x̂l as the condition directly
without condition generation. Table.IV compares the overall
R-D performance of our proposed UGDiff under different
conditions and sampling steps. Compared with that conditioned
by reconstructed low frequency, about 0.3dB improvement
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Fig. 12: Visualization of the estimated uncertainty map, the latent representation, and the bit allocation of the model with and
without optimization guided by uncertainty.

regarding PSNR and 1.25dB improvement regarding MS-
SSIM are achieved by UGDiff conditioned by the refined high
frequency x̄h obtained by the condition generation module.
Effect of Uncertainty Guidance. We conduct an ablation
study to evaluate the effect of uncertainty guidance on our
UGDiff. Fig.11 compares the R-D curves of variants with and
without uncertainty estimation. From the figure we can observe
R-D performance gains at all R-D points when the uncertainty
of diffusion model is introduced in the weighted R-D loss to
optimize the residual compression model.

D. Further Analysis

Wavelet diffusion condition. The guiding condition exerts
strong control over the reverse diffusion process. Fig.10
illustrates the visualization results of reverse diffusion process
under different conditions. From the first row of the figure, it is
evident that the process of reverse diffusion, when conditioned
by the reconstructed low frequency x̂l , leads to acquisition
of an image that resembles low frequency representation,
consequently manifesting a loss of certain detailed textures.
That would make the prediction residual quite large and affect
the efficacy of residual compression. As is illustrated in the
figure, the generated refined high frequency from the condition
generation module contains more high frequency details. The
visualization of reverse diffusion process demonstrates that the
generated image sampled from reverse diffusion conditioned
by refined high frequency resembles original high frequency
more than that conditioned by low frequency. That indicates
our proposed condition generation module can provide a strong
guide for the conditional diffusion model to predict high
frequency.
Uncertainty weighted rate-distortion loss. To thoroughly
investigate the impact of uncertainty weighted rate-distortion
loss on residual compression networks, we visually illustrate
the residual image, uncertainty map, latent representations, and
bit allocation of models with and without uncertainty-guided
optimization respectively in Fig.12. The figure demonstrates
that the distribution of predictive residuals is found to be
consistent with the distribution delineated in the uncertainty

map, which demonstrates that the uncertainty map reveals
instability of the wavelet diffusion model to predict the high
frequency. Furthermore, it is observed in the 2nd column that
the residual compression model, which employ a regular rate-
distortion loss neglecting uncertainty, treats residuals more
uniformly and allocates bits more evenly across the entire
residual image. By contrast, the uncertainty weighted rate-
distortion loss enforces the residual compression network to
prioritize the large residuals identified by the uncertainty map.
Consequently, the latent representations of these regions be-
come more prominent, leading to more rational bit allocations.

V. CONCLUSION

In this paper, we present an effective Uncertainty Guided
image compression approach with wavelet Diffusion (UGDiff).
We employ the wavelet diffusion for high frequency prediction
rather than direct reconstruction and subsequently utilize a resid-
ual compression module to maximally recover high frequency
details. This diffusion prediction-then-residual compression
paradigm effectively addresses the low fidelity issue common
in existing diffusion models. In addition, our wavelet diffusion
approach exhibits a significant improvement in inference
speed compared to previous diffusion-based methods. We
also designed an uncertainty weighted R-D loss for the
residual compression module, which provide more rational
trade-off between the bitrate and distortion. Experimental
results demonstrate that our proposed UGDiff outperforms
state-of-the-art learned image compression methods in terms of
R-D performance and subjective visual quality. Considering the
great capacity of wavelet transform in multi-resolution analysis,
we plan to extend our approach to resolution scalable image
compression in our future work.
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APPENDIX

Architecture details. The structure for low frequency and resid-
ual compression is depicted in Fig.13. The encoder, denoted as
E, maps the input image x to a latent representation y. Following
quantization by Q, we obtain the discrete representation of
the latent variable, denoted as ŷ. This ŷ is subsequently
transformed back to a reconstructed image x̂ through the
decoder, represented as D. The core process is expressed as
follows:

y = E(x;ϕ)
ŷ = Q(y)
x̂ = D(ŷ; θ)

(18)

where ϕ and θ are trainable parameters of the encoder E and
decoder D. We model each element ŷi as a single Gaussian
distribution with its standard deviation σi and mean µi by
introducing a side information ẑi. The distribution pŷi|ẑi of ŷi
is as follows:

pŷi|ẑi (ŷi | ẑi) = N
(
µi, σ

2
i

)
(19)

To expedite the prediction process of the latent variable ŷ, we
employ the Channel-wise Auto-regressive Entropy Model [25]
for parallel accelerated prediction. This approach results in
faster decoding.

Fig. 13: Overview of the image compression architecture. The
symbol AE and AD denote arithmetic encoding and decoding,
respectively. Generalized divisive normalization(GDN) [50] is
the most commonly used normalization and nonlinear activation
function in image compression. IGDN is the inverse GDN.
Global Attention Mechanism(GAM) [51] is a commonly used
attention mechanism.

Fig. 14: Overview of the condition generation module.
For our condition generation module, we design a deep U-

net-like CNN architecture with a localized receptive field for

estimating the score of probability of high frequency coeffi-
cients conditioned on low frequency coffcients. Specifically,
the encoder’s downsampling module comprises two 3 x 3
convolutional layers and a 2 x 2 maximum pooling layer, each
of which applied four times. The decoder’s upsampling module
includes a deconvolutional layer and a feature splicing layer,
repeated four times. The network implementation details are
shown in Fig14.
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