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Figure 1: Improvements over BasicVSR [2]. (a) Second-order grid propagation in BasicVSR++ allows a more effective propagation of
features. (b) Flow-guided deformable alignment in BasicVSR++ provides a means for more robust feature alignment across misaligned
frames. (c¢) BasicVSR++ outperforms existing state of the arts while maintaining efficiency.

Abstract

A recurrent structure is a popular framework choice
for the task of video super-resolution. The state-of-the-
art method BasicVSR adopts bidirectional propagation with
feature alignment to effectively exploit information from the
entire input video.  In this study, we redesign BasicVSR
by proposing second-order grid propagation and flow-
guided deformable alignment. We show that by empower-
ing the recurrent framework with the enhanced propagation
and alignment, one can exploit spatiotemporal information
across misaligned video frames more effectively. The new
components lead to an improved performance under a sim-
ilar computational constraint. In particular, our model Ba-
sicVSR++ surpasses BasicVSR by 0.82 dB in PSNR with
similar number of parameters. In addition to video super-
resolution, BasicVSR++ generalizes well to other video
restoration tasks such as compressed video enhancement.
In NTIRE 2021, BasicVSR++ obtains three champions and
one runner-up in the Video Super-Resolution and Com-
pressed Video Enhancement Challenges. Codes and models
will be released to MMEditing'.

*Corresponding author
https://github.com/open-mmlab/mmediting

1. Introduction

Video super-resolution (VSR) is challenging in that one
needs to gather complementary information across mis-
aligned video frames for restoration. One prevalent ap-
proach is the sliding-window framework [9, 32, 35, 38],
where each frame in the video is restored using the frames
within a short temporal window. In contrast to the sliding-
window framework, a recurrent framework attempts to ex-
ploit the long-term dependencies by propagating the latent
features. In general, these methods [&, 10, 11, 12, 14, 27] al-
low a more compact model compared to those in the sliding-
window framework. Nevertheless, the problems of trans-
mitting long-term information and aligning features across
frames in a recurrent model remain formidable.

A recent work by Chan et al. [2] studies the problems
carefully. It summarizes the common VSR pipelines into
four components, namely Propagation, Alignment, Aggre-
gation, and Upsampling, and proposes BasicVSR. In Ba-
sicVSR, bidirectional propagation is adopted to exploit in-
formation from the entire input video for reconstruction.
For alignment, optical flow is adopted for feature warp-
ing. BasicVSR serves as a succinct yet strong backbone
where components can be easily added for performance
gain. However, its rudimentary designs in propagation and
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alignment limit the efficacy of information aggregation. As
a result, the network often struggles to restore fine details,
especially when dealing with occluded and complex re-
gions. The shortcomings call for refined designs in prop-
agation and alignment.

In this work, we redesign BasicVSR by devising second-
order grid propagation and flow-guided deformable align-
ment that allow information to be propagated and aggre-
gated more effectively:

1) The proposed second-order grid propagation, as shown
in Fig. 1(a), addresses two limitations in BasicVSR: i) we
allow more aggressive bidirectional propagation arranged
in a grid-like manner, and ii) we relax the assumption of
first-order Markov property in BasicVSR, and incorporate a
second-order connection [28] into the network so that infor-
mation can be aggregated from different spatiotemporal lo-
cations. Both modifications ameliorate information flow in
the network and improve robustness of the network against
occluded and fine regions.

2) BasicVSR shows advantages of using optical flow for
temporal alignment. However, optical flow is not robust
to occlusion. Inaccurate flow estimation could jeopardize
the restoration performance. Deformable alignment [32,

, 35] has demonstrated its superiority in VSR, but it is
difficult to train in practice [3]. To take advantage of de-
formable alignment while overcoming the training insta-
bility, we propose flow-guided deformable alignment, as
shown in Fig. 1(b). In the proposed module, instead of
learning the DCN offsets directly [0, 42], we reduce the bur-
den of offset learning by using optical flow field as base off-
sets refined by flow field residue. The latter can be learned
more stably than the original DCN offsets.

The two aforementioned components are novel and more
discussion can be found in the related work section. Bene-
fit from the more effective designs, BasicVSR++ can adopt
a more lightweight backbone than its counterparts. Conse-
quently, BasicVSR++ surpasses existing state of the arts,
including BasicVSR and IconVSR (the more elaborated
BasicVSR variant), by a large margin while maintaining
efficiency (Fig. 1(c)). In particular, when compared to
its precedent BasicVSR, a gain of 0.82 dB in PSNR on
REDS4 [35] is obtained with similar numbers of param-
eters. In addition, BasicVSR++ obtains three champi-
ons and one runner-up in the NTIRE 2021 Video Super-
Resolution [29] and Compressed Video Enhancement [39]
Challenges.

2. Related Work

Recurrent Networks. The recurrent framework is a pop-
ular structure adopted in various video processing tasks
such as super-resolution [8, 10, 11, 12, 14, 27], deblur-
ring [24, 41], and frame interpolation [36]. For instance,
RSDN [12] adopts unidirectional propagation with a recur-

rent detail structural block and a hidden state adaptation
module to enhance the robustness to appearance change and
error accumulation. Chan et al. [2] propose BasicVSR. The
work demonstrates the importance of bidirectional propa-
gation over unidirectional propagation to better exploit fea-
tures temporally. In addition, the study also shows the ad-
vantage of feature alignment in aligning highly relevant but
misaligned features. We refer readers to [2] for the detailed
comparisons of these components against the more conven-
tional ways of performing propagation and alignment. In
our experiments, we focus on comparing with BasicVSR
since it is the state-of-the-art method for VSR.

Grid Connections. Grid-like designs are seen in various
vision tasks such as object detection [5, 30, 34], semantic
segmentation [7, 30, 34, 43], and frame interpolation [25].
In general, these designs decompose a given image/feature
into multiple resolutions, and grids are adopted across res-
olutions to capture both fine and coarse information. Un-
like aforementioned methods, BasicVSR++ does not adopt
a multi-scale design. Instead, the grid structure is designed
for propagation across time in a bidirectional fashion. We
link different frames with a grid connection to repeatedly
refine the features, improving expressiveness.
Higher-Order Propagation. Higher-order propagation has
been studied to improve gradient flow [16, 20, 28]. These
methods demonstrate improvements in different tasks in-
cluding classification [16] and language modeling [28].
However, these methods do not consider temporal align-
ment, which is shown critical in the task of VSR [2].
To allow temporal alignment in second-order propagation,
we incorporate alignment into our propagation scheme by
extending our flow-guided deformable alignment to the
second-order settings.

Deformable Alignment. Several works [32, 33, 35, 37]
employ deformable alignment. TDAN [32] performs align-
ment at the feature level using deformable convolution.
EDVR [35] further proposes a Pyramid Cascading De-
formable (PCD) alignment with a multi-scale design. Re-
cently, Chan et al. [3] analyze deformable alignment and
show that the performance gain over flow-based alignment
comes from the offset diversity. Motivated by [3], we adopt
deformable alignment but with a reformulation to overcome
the training instability [3]. Our flow-guided deformable
alignment is different from offset-fidelity loss [3]. The lat-
ter uses optical flow as a loss function during training. In
contrast, we directly incorporate optical flow into our mod-
ule as base offsets, allowing a more explicit guidance, both
during training and inference.

3. Methodology

BasicVSR++ consists of two effective modifications
for improving propagation and alignment. As shown in
Fig. 2, given an input video, residual blocks are first ap-
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Figure 2: An Overview of BasicVSR++. BasicVSR++ consists of two modifications to improve propagation and alignment. For propaga-
tion, we introduce second-order propagation (blue solid lines) to refine features bidirectionally. In addition, second-order connection (red
dotted lines) is adopted to improve the robustness of propagation. Within each propagation branch, flow-guided deformable alignment is
proposed to increase the offset diversity while overcoming the offset overflow problem.

plied to extract features from each frame. The features are
then propagated under our second-order grid propagation
scheme, where alignment is performed by our flow-guided
deformable alignment. After propagation, the aggregated
features are used to generate the output image through con-
volution and pixel-shuffling.

3.1. Second-Order Grid Propagation

Most existing methods adopt unidirectional propaga-
tion [12, 14, 27]. Several works [2, 10, 11] adopt bidi-
rectional propagation for exploiting the information avail-
able in the video sequence. In particular, IconVSR [2] con-
sists of a coupled propagation scheme with sequentially-
connected branches to facilitate information exchange.

Motivated by the effectiveness of the bidirectional prop-
agation, we devise a grid propagation scheme to enable re-
peated refinement through propagation. More specifically,
the intermediate features are propagated backward and for-
ward in time in an alternating manner. Through propaga-
tion, the information from different frames can be “revis-
ited” and adopted for feature refinement. Compared to ex-
isting works that propagate features only once, grid prop-
agation repeatedly extracts information from the entire se-
quence, improving feature expressiveness.

To further enhance the robustness of propagation, we re-
lax the assumption of first-order Markov property in Ba-
sicVSR and adopt a second-order connection, realizing a
second-order Markov chain. With this relaxation, informa-
tion can be aggregated from different spatiotemporal loca-
tions, improving robustness and effectiveness in occluded
and fine regions.

Integrating the above two components, we devise our
second-order grid propagation as follows. Let x; be the in-
put image, g; be the feature extracted from z; by multiple
residual blocks, and f; be the feature computed at the -
th timestep in the j-th propagation branch. In this section,
we describe the procedure for forward propagation, and the
procedure for backward propagation is defined similarly.

To compute the feature ff , we first align fij_1 and fij_2
(following the second-order Markov chain) using our pro-
posed flow-guided deformable alignment, which will be
discussed in the next section:

where s;,;_1,S;—i—2 denote the optical flows from i-th
frame to the (i—1)-th and (i—2)-th frames, respectively,
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Figure 3: Flow-guided deformable alignment. Optical flow is
used to pre-align the features. The aligned features are then con-
catenated to produce to DCN offsets (residue to optical flow). A
DCN is then applied to the unwarped features. Only first-order
connections are drawn, the second-order connections are omitted
for simplicity.

and A represents flow-guided deformable alignment”. The
features are then concatenated and passed into a stack of
residual blocks:

f=F+r(e(FH)), @

where f,? = g;, R denotes the residual blocks, and ¢ denotes
concatenation along channel dimension.

3.2. Flow-Guided Deformable Alignment

Deformable alignment [33, 35] has demonstrated sig-
nificant improvements over flow-based alignment [9, 38]
thanks to the offset diversity [3] intrinsically introduced
in deformable convolution (DCN) [6, 42]. However, de-
formable alignment module can be difficult to train [3]. The
training instability often results in offset overflow, deterio-
rating the final performance.

To take advantage of the offset diversity while overcom-
ing the instability, we propose to employ optical flow to
guide deformable alignment, motivated by the strong rela-
tion between deformable alignment and flow-based align-
ment [3]. The graphical illustration is shown in Fig. 3. In
the rest of this section, we detail the alignment procedure
for forward propagation. The procedure for backward prop-
agation is defined similarly. The superscript j is omitted for
notational simplicity.

At the ¢-th timestep, given the feature g; computed from
the i-th LR image, the feature f;_; computed for the pre-
vious timestep, and the optical flow s;_,;_1 to the previous

2505 —1=80——2=81——1=f—1=f—2=0.

frame, we first warp f; 1 with s;_,;_1:
fic1 = W(fie1, Simsiz1), 3)

where W denotes the spatial warping operation. The pre-
aligned features are then used to compute the DCN offsets
0;—i—1 and modulation masks m;_,;_1. Instead of directly
computing the DCN offsets, we compute the residue to the
optical flow:

0iyi—1 = Simi—1 +C° (c(gs, fi-1)) ,
misi—1 =0 (C™ (c(gi, fi-1))) -

Here C{>™} denotes a stack of convolutions, and o denotes
the sigmoid function. A DCN is then applied to the un-
warped feature f;_1:

f;v =D (fi—l; Oj—i—1, mi—>i—1) ) ®)

where D denotes a deformable convolution.

The above formulation is designed only for aligning one
single feature, and hence is not directly applicable to our
second-order propagation. The most intuitive way to adapt
to the second-order settings is to apply the above procedure
to the two features, f_; and f/ ,, independently. How-
ever, this requires doubled computations, resulting in re-
duced efficiency. Furthermore, separate alignment poten-
tially ignores the complementary information from the fea-
tures. Therefore, we allow alignment of two features simul-
taneously. More specifically, we concatenate the warped
features and flows to compute the offsets 0;_, (p=1, 2):

“)

Oisi—p = Simsi—p +C° (C(gi, fie1, fz‘—2)) )
Mii—p =0 (C™ (c(gis fi-1, fi=2))) -
A DCN is then applied to the unwarped features:

(6)

0; = c(0i—si—1,0ii—2),

m; = c(Misi—1, Mimsi—2), @)

fi=D(c(fi-1, fi-2); 0i,mi) .
More details of the second-order flow-guided deformable
alignment are provided in the supplementary material.
Discussion. Unlike existing methods [32, 33, 35, 37]
that directly compute the DCN offsets, our proposed flow-
guided deformable alignment adopts optical flow as guid-
ance. The benefits are two-fold. First, since CNNs are
known to have local receptive fields, the learning of off-
sets can be assisted by pre-aligning the features using op-
tical flow. Second, by learning only the residue, the net-
work needs to learn only small deviations from the optical
flow, reducing the burden in typical deformable alignment
modules. In addition, instead of directly concatenating the
warped feature, the modulation masks in DCN act as at-
tention maps to weigh the contributions of different pixels,
providing additional flexibility.



Table 1: Quantitative comparison (PSNR/SSIM). All results are calculated on Y-channel except REDS4 [

] (RGB-channel). Red and

blue colors indicate the best and the second-best performance, respectively. The runtime is computed on an LR size of 180x320. A 4x

upsampling is performed following previous studies. Blanked entries correspond to results not reported in previous works.

BI degradation BD degradation
Params (M) | Runtime (ms) || REDS4 [23] | Vimeo-90K-T [38]| Vid4 [21] | UDMI1O0 [40] | Vimeo-90K-T [38]| Vid4 [21]

Bicubic - - 26.14/0.7292| 31.32/0.8684  |23.78/0.6347|28.47/0.8253 |  31.30/0.8687  |21.80/0.5246
VESPCN [1] - - - - 25.35/0.7557 - - -

SPMC [31] - - - - 25.88/0.7752 - - -

TOFlow [38] - - 27.98/0.7990| 33.08/0.9054 |25.89/0.7651 || 36.26/0.9438 |  34.62/0.9212 -

FRVSR [27] 5.1 137 - - - 37.09/0.9522| 35.64/0.9319 |26.69/0.8103
DUF [15] 5.8 974 28.63/0.8251 - - 38.48/0.9605| 36.87/0.9447 |27.38/0.8329
RBPN [9] 12.2 1507 30.09/0.8590|  37.07/0.9435 |27.12/0.8180 || 38.66/0.9596 |  37.20/0.9458 -

EDVR-M [35] 33 118 30.53/0.8699 |  37.09/0.9446  |27.10/0.8186 | 39.40/0.9663 | 37.33/0.9484  |27.45/0.8406
EDVR [35] 20.6 378 31.09/0.8800| 37.61/0.9489  |27.35/0.8264 || 39.89/0.9686| 37.81/0.9523 |27.85/0.8503
PENL [40] 3.0 295 29.63/0.8502| 36.14/0.9363  |26.73/0.8029 || 38.74/0.9627 - 27.16/0.8355
MuCAN [19] - - 30.88/0.8750 |  37.32/0.9465 - - - -

TGA [13] 5.8 - - - - - 37.59/0.9516  |27.63/0.8423
RLSP [¢] 42 49 - - - 38.48/0.9606 | 36.49/0.9403 |27.48/0.8388
RSDN [12] 6.2 94 - - - 39.35/0.9653 | 37.23/0.9471 |27.92/0.8505
RRN [14] 34 45 - - - 38.96/0.9644 - 27.69/0.8488
BasicVSR [2] 6.3 63 31.42/0.8909| 37.18/0.9450 |27.24/0.8251|/39.96/0.9694 | 37.53/0.9498 |27.96/0.8553
IconVSR [2] 8.7 70 31.67/0.8948 |  37.47/0.9476 |27.39/0.8279 || 40.03/0.9694 |  37.84/0.9524  |28.04/0.8570
BasicVSR++ 7.3 77 32.39/0.9069 |  37.79/0.9500 |27.79/0.8400 || 40.72/0.9722 | 38.21/0.9550 | 29.04/0.8753

Table 2: Performance of a lighter BasicVSR++. Our lighter
model, BasicVSR++ (S), has a similar complexity to BasicVSR
and IconVSR, but still shows considerable improvements. The
PSNR and runtime are computed on REDS4.

BasicVSR [2] | IconVSR [2] || BasicVSR++ (S)
Params (M) 6.3 8.7 6.4
Runtime (ms) 63 70 69
PSNR (dB) 31.42 31.67 32.24

4. Experiments

Two widely-used datasets are adopted for training:
REDS [23] and Vimeo-90K [3&]. For REDS, following Ba-
sicVSR [2], we use REDS4? as our test set and REDSval4*
as our validation set. The remaining clips are used for
training. We use Vid4 [21], UDMI10 [40], and Vimeo-
90K-T [38] as test sets along with Vimeo-90K. All models
are tested with 4x downsampling using two degradations —
Bicubic (BI) and Blur Downsampling (BD).

We adopt Adam optimizer [17] and Cosine Annealing
scheme [22]. The initial learning rate of the main network
and the flow network are set to 1x10~% and 2.5x 1077, re-
spectively. The total number of iterations is 600K, and the
weights of the flow network are fixed during the first 5,000
iterations. The batch size is 8 and the patch size of input LR
frames is 64 x64. We use Charbonnier loss [4] since it bet-
ter handles outliers and improves the performance over the
conventional ¢5-loss [18]. We use pre-trained SPyNet [26]
as our flow network. Its parameters and runtime are con-

3Clips 000, 011, 015, 020 of REDS training set.
4Clips 000, 001, 006, 017 of REDS validation set.

sidered inclusively in our method. The number of residual
blocks for each branch is set to 7. The number of feature
channels is 64. Detailed experimental settings and model
architectures are provided in the supplementary material.

4.1. Comparisons with State-of-the-Art Methods

We conduct comprehensive experiments by comparing
with 16 models, as listed in Table 1. The quantitative results
are summarized in Table 1 and the speed and performance
comparison is provided in Fig. 1(c). Note that the parame-
ters reported above are inclusive of that in the optical flow
network (if any). So the comparison is fair.

As shown in Table 1, BasicVSR++ achieves state-of-the-
art performance on all datasets for both degradations. In
particular, BasicVSR++ outperforms EDVR [35], a large-
capacity sliding-window method, by up to 1.3 dB in PSNR,
while having 65% fewer parameters. When compared to
the previous state of the art, IconVSR [2], BasicVSR++
possesses fewer parameters but has improvements of up to
1 dB. As shown in Table 2, even if we train a lighter version
of BasicVSR++ (denoted as BasicVSR++ (S)) with com-
parable network parameters and runtime to BasicVSR and
IconVSR, our model still shows an improvement of 0.82 dB
over BasicVSR and 0.57 dB over IconVSR. Such gains are
considered significant in VSR.

Some qualitative comparisons are shown in Fig. 11 to
Fig. 14. BasicVSR++ successfully restores the fine details.
In particular, BasicVSR++ is the only method that restores
the wheel’s spokes in Fig. 11, the stairs in Fig. 13, and the
building structure in Fig. 14. More examples are provided
in the supplementary material.
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Figure 4: Challenging scenario on REDS4 [35]. Only BasicVSR++ is able to recover the patterns of the wheel’s spokes.
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Figure 5: Challenging scenario on Vimeo-90K-T [38]. Only BasicVSR++ is able to reconstruct the stairs.

Bicubic
22.99 dB

BasicVSR
25.16 dB

Frame 017, Clip City

AL A ) T T T
[T T Fr

RBPN EDVR-M EDVR
25.09dB 25.13dB 2537dB

IconVSR
2532 dB

BasicVSR++ (ours)
25.52 dB PSNR

Figure 6: Challenging scenario on Vid4 [21]. Only BasicVSR++ is able to recover the correct structure of the building.

5. Ablation Studies

To understand the contributions of the proposed compo-
nents, we start with a baseline and gradually insert the com-
ponents. From Table 3, it is apparent that each component
brings considerable improvement, ranging from 0.14 dB to
0.46 dB in PSNR.

In theory, our proposed propagation schemes can be ex-

tended to higher orders and more propagation iterations.
However, while the performance gain is considerable when
increasing from first-order to second-order (i.e. (B)—(C)),
and from one to two iterations (i.e. (C)—BasicVSR++), we
observe in our preliminary experiments that further increas-
ing the orders and number of iterations does not lead to a
significant improvement (0.05 dB in PSNR). Therefore, we
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Figure 7: Analysis of second-order grid propagation. By propagating the features more effectively, our second-order grid propagation

leads to more details, improving the output quality.
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Table 3: Ablation studies of the components. Each component
brings significant improvements in PSNR, verifying their effec-
tiveness.

(A) | B) | (C) |BasicVSR++
Flow-Guided Deform. Align. v v v
Second-Order Propagation v v
Grid Propagation v
PSNR (dB) \ 31.48 \ 31.94 \ 32.08 \ 32.39

keep both the orders and iterations to two.

Second-Order Grid Propagation. We further provide
some qualitative comparisons to understand the contribu-
tions of the proposed propagation scheme. As shown in the
two examples of Fig. 7, the contribution of both the second-
order propagation and grid propagation is more noticeable
in regions that contain fine details and complex textures.
In those regions, there is limited information from the cur-
rent frame that can be employed for reconstruction. To im-
prove the output quality of those regions, effective informa-
tion aggregation from other video frames is necessary. With
our second-order propagation scheme, the information can

i1

(c) DCN offsets #2 (d) DCN offsets #3

AR
VR "‘s |
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(g) Aligned by optical flow (h) Aligned by flow-guided
deformable alignment

Figure 8: Analysis of flow-guided deformable alignment. (a-d) The DCN offsets are highly similar to optical flow, but still with

noticeable differences. (e-f) The reference and neighboring images. (g) The feature aligned by optical flow experiences blurry edges. (h)

The feature aligned by our proposed module is sharper and preserves more details, as indicated by the red arrows.

be transmitted via a robust and effective propagation. This
complementary information essentially assists the restora-
tion of the fine details. As shown in the examples, the net-
work successfully restores the details with our components,
whereas the counterparts without our components produce
blurry outputs.

Flow-Guided Deformable Alignment. In Fig. 8(a-d), we
compare the offsets with the optical flow computed by the
flow estimation module in BasicVSR++. By learning only
the residue to optical flow, the network produces offsets that
are highly similar to the optical flow, but with observable
differences. When compared to the baseline which aggre-
gates information from only one spatial location indicated
by the motion (optical flow), our proposed module allows
retrieving information from multiple locations around, pro-
viding additional flexibility.

This flexibility leads to features with better quality, as
shown in Fig. 8(g-h). When the warping is performed by
using optical flow, the aligned features contain blurry edges,
owing to the interpolation operation in spatial warping. In
contrast, by gathering more information from the neighbors,



Table 4: Comparison of alignment modules. Using optical flow
to guide deformable alignment successfully stabilizes training.
BasicVSR++ directly incorporates optical flow into the network,
outperforming the offset-fidelity loss [3].

w/o Flow | Offset-Fidelity Loss [3] || Ours
PSNR (dB) | 27.44 30.22 32.39
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Figure 9: Comparison of temporal profile. We select a column
(orange dotted lines) and observe the changes across time. The
profile from EDVR possesses noise, indicating flickering artifacts.
The profile from BasicVSR still contains discontinuity. By bet-
ter aggregating the long-term information, the profile from Ba-
sicVSR++ demonstrates a smoother transition.

the feature aligned by our proposed module is sharper and
preserves more details.

To demonstrate the superiority of our designs, we com-

pare our alignment module with two variants: (1) No opti-
cal flow is used. (2) Optical flow is used as in the offset-
fidelity loss [3], i.e. the flow is merely used as supervision
in the loss function (rather than serving as base offsets as
in our method). As shown in Table 4, without using opti-
cal flow as guidance, the instability causes training to col-
lapse, leading to a very poor PSNR value. When using the
offset-fidelity loss, the training is stabilized. However, a
drop of 2.17 dB from our full model is observed. Our flow-
guided deformable alignment directly incorporates optical
flow into the network to provide more explicit guidance,
leading to better results.
Temporal Consistency. Here, we examine the tempo-
ral consistency, which is another important direction in
VSR. The recurrent framework intrinsically maintains a
better temporal consistency in comparison to the sliding-
window framework. In the sliding-window framework
(e.g., EDVR [35]), each frame is reconstructed indepen-
dently. In such a design, the consistency between the out-
puts cannot be guaranteed. In contrast, in the recurrent
framework (e.g., BasicVSR [2]), the outputs are related
through the propagation of the intermediate features. The
temporal propagation essentially helps maintaining better
temporal consistency.

In Fig. 9 we show a comparison of the temporal pro-
files between BasicVSR++ and two state-of-the-art methods
— EDVR and BasicVSR. For the sliding-window method,

Compressed

Figure 10: Results on compressed video enhancement. The out-
puts clearly possesses fewer artifacts, and the details are shown
more clearly.

the temporal profile from EDVR contains significant noise,
indicating flickering artifacts in the output video. In con-
trast, for recurrent networks, without explicit modeling of
temporal consistency, the profiles from BasicVSR and Ba-
sicVSR++ demonstrate better consistencies. However, the
profile from BasicVSR still contains discontinuity. Ben-
efit from our enhanced propagation and alignment, Ba-
sicVSR++ is able to aggregate richer information from the
video frames, showing smoother temporal transition. The
video results are given in the supplementary material.

6. NTIRE 2021 Challenge Results

In NTIRE 2021, BasicVSR++ wins the video super-
resolution track [29] with a compact and efficient structure.
In addition to VSR, BasicVSR++ generalizes well to other
restoration tasks. BasicVSR++ obtains two champions and
one runner-up in the compressed video enhancement chal-
lenge [39]. Fig. 10 shows the restoration results of three dif-
ferent patches of compressed videos. BasicVSR++ success-
fully reduces the artifacts and produces outputs with much
better qualities. The promising performance in the com-
petitions demonstrate the generalizability and versatility of
BasicVSR++.

7. Conclusion

In this work, we redesign BasicVSR with two novel
components to enhance its propagation and alignment per-
formance for the task of video super-resolution. Our model
BasicVSR++ outperforms existing state of the arts by a
large margin while maintaining efficiency. These designs
generalizes well to other video restoration tasks including
compressed video enhancement. These components are
generic and we speculate that they will be useful for other
video-based enhancement or restoration tasks such as de-
blurring and denoising.
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A. Network Architecture

We use pretrained SPyNet [26] as our flow network. The
number of residual blocks for the initial feature extraction
is set to 5, and the number of residual blocks for each prop-
agation branch is set to 7. The feature channel is set to 64.

The architecture of our second-order deformable align-
ment is highly similar to the first-order counterpart (Fig.
3 in the main paper). The only difference is that the pre-
aligned features and optical flows from different timesteps
are concatenated, and passed to the offset estimation mod-
ule C° and mask estimation module C"™. Their architectures
are detailed in Table 5. We set the DCN kernel size to 3
and the number of deformable groups to 16. Codes will be
released.

B. Experimental Settings

Datasets. Two widely-used datasets are adopted for train-
ing: REDS [23] and Vimeo-90K [38]. For REDS, fol-
lowing BasicVSR [2], we use REDS4’ as our test set and
REDSval4® as our validation set. The remaining clips are
used for training. We use Vid4 [21], UDMIO0 [40], and
Vimeo-90K-T [38] as test sets along with Vimeo-90K.

5Clips 000, 011, 015, 020 of REDS training set.
6Clips 000, 001, 006, 017 of REDS validation set.

Table 5: Architectures of C° and C™. The two modules share
the first six layers. They can be implemented as a stack of con-
volutions followed by a channel-splitting. The arguments in the
convolution layer are input channels, output channels, and kernel
size, respectively.

Layer ce \ cm

1. conv(196, 64, 3)

2. LeakyReLU(0.1)

3. conv(64, 64, 3)

4. LeakyReLU(0.1)

5. conv(64, 64, 3)

6. LeakyReLU(0.1)

7. conv(64, 288, 3) \ conv(64, 144, 3)

Degradations. All models are tested with 4x down-
sampling using two degradations — Bicubic (BI) and
Blur Downsampling (BD). For BI, the MATLAB function
imresize is used for downsampling. For BD, we blur the
ground-truth by a Gaussian filter with 0=1.6, followed by
a subsampling every four pixels.

Training Settings. We adopt Adam optimizer [17] and Co-
sine Annealing scheme [22]. When trained on REDS, the
initial learning rate of the main network and the flow net-
work are set to 1x10~* and 2.5x 1075, respectively. The
total number of iterations is 600K, and the weights of the
flow network are fixed during the first 5,000 iterations. The
batch size is 8 and the patch size of input LR frames is
64x64. We use Charbonnier loss [4] since it better han-
dles outliers and improves the performance over the conven-
tional /5-loss [18]. During training, 30 LR frames are used
as inputs. Since Vimeo-90K contains only seven frames
per sequence, networks trained solely on Vimeo-90K may
not be able to capture long-term dependencies. Therefore,
we initialize the model using the weights trained on REDS
when trained on Vimeo-90K. The number of finetune itera-
tions is 300K.

Test Settings. We take the full video sequence as inputs to
explore information from all video frames for restoration.

C. Qualitative Comparisons

In this section, we provide additional qualitative compar-
isons on REDS4 [23], UDMI10 [40], Vimeo-90K [38], and
Vid4 [21]. From the examples, we see that BasicVSR++ is
able to restore the fine details, leading to plausible results.
A video demo is also provided in the submitted zip file.



Bicubic RBPN EDVR-M EDVR

25.93 dB 30.88 dB 31.28 dB 32.11 dB
Frame 002, Clip 011 BasicVSR IconVSR BasicVSR++ (ours)

32.25dB 32.62 dB 33.61 dB

Bicubic
26.00 dB

i

Frame 061, Clip 020

BasicVSR IconVSR BasicVSR++ (ours)
31.43dB 31.65dB 32.25dB PSNR

Figure 11: Qualitative comparison on REDS4 [35].
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Figure 12: Qualitative comparison on UDM10 [40].
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Figure 13: Qualitative comparison on Vimeo-90K-T [38].
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Figure 14: Qualitative comparison on Vid4 [21].



