2308.13767v1 [cs.CV] 26 Aug 2023

arxXiv

JOURNAL OF IATEX CLASS FILES, VOL. 14, NO. 8, AUGUST 2021

Diffl2l: Efficient Diffusion Model for
Image-to-Image Translation

Bin Xia, Yulun Zhang, Shiyin Wang, Yitong Wang, Xinglong Wu, Yapeng Tian,
Wenming Yang, Radu Timotfe, Luc Van Gool

Abstract—The Diffusion Model (DM) has emerged as the SOTA approach for image synthesis. However, the existing DM cannot
perform well on some image-to-image translation (121) tasks. Different from image synthesis, some 12l tasks, such as super-resolution,
require generating results in accordance with GT images. Traditional DMs for image synthesis require extensive iterations and large
denoising models to estimate entire images, which gives their strong generative ability but also leads to artifacts and inefficiency for 121.
To tackle this challenge, we propose a simple, efficient, and powerful DM framework for 121, called Diffl2l. Specifically, Diffl2] comprises

three key components: a compact 12l prior extraction network (CPEN), a dynamic 12| transformer (DI2lformer), and a denoising
network. We train Diffl2l in two stages: pretraining and DM training. For pretraining, GT and input images are fed into CPENg; to
capture a compact 12l prior representation (IPR) guiding DI2Iformer. In the second stage, the DM is trained to only use the input
images to estimate the same IRP as CPENg;. Compared to traditional DMs, the compact IPR enables Diffl2| to obtain more accurate
outcomes and employ a lighter denoising network and fewer iterations. Through extensive experiments on various 121 tasks, we
demonstrate that Diffl2] achieves SOTA performance while significantly reducing computational burdens.

Index Terms—Diffusion model, image-to-image translation, image restoration, inpainting, super-resolution, motion deblurring, dense

prediction.

1 INTRODUCTION

MAGE-to image translation (I2I) aims to learn a mapping

function between two distinct image domains. This field
has garnered significant attention due to its versatile ap-
plication potential and has been implemented in various
domains, including inpainting [1], [2], super-resolution [3],
[4], and semantic segmentation [5], [6]. Currently, deep-
learning-based I2I methods have achieved astonishing re-
sults by assimilating robust priors from extensive datasets.

Recently, Diffusion Models (DMs) [7] have demonstrated
competitive performance in image synthesis [6]-[11] and 121,
including inpainting [12], [13] and super-resolution [14]-
[16]. In particular, DMs are trained by iteratively denois-
ing the image in a reverse diffusion process. They have
demonstrated the efficacy of principled probabilistic dif-
fusion modeling in achieving high-quality mapping from
randomly sampled Gaussian noise to complex target dis-
tributions, such as realistic images or latent distributions.
It is notable that DMs do not encounter mode-collapse or
training instabilities commonly observed in GANs [13].
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However, traditional DMs designed for image synthesis
perform diffusion and reverse processes on the whole im-
ages [7/] or feature maps [13]. This dense estimation frame-
work can bring them a strong generation ability while also
requiring a large number of iteration steps (approximately
50—1000 steps) on large denoising models, which consumes
massive computational resources. However, some I2I tasks,
such as super-resolution and deblurring, are different from
image synthesis tasks, which provide rich guidance infor-
mation and need to generate results in accordance with
ground-truth images (GT). Therefore, the traditional DM
framework is not suitable for directly being applied to some
121 tasks, which not only tends to generate unpleasant arti-
facts but also leads to low efficiency and slow convergence.

In this paper, we aim to design a simple, effective, and
extendable diffusion framework for image-to-image trans-
lation. To this end, we propose DiffI2I, which performs
the diffusion and the reverse process on the compressed
I2] prior representation (IPR) to guide I2I rather than on
whole images. This can not only adequately use the map-
ping ability of DM but also improve efficiency and conver-
gence speed for I2I. Specifically, since the transformer can
model long-range pixel dependencies, we adopt the trans-
former structure to form Dynamic I2Iformer (DI2Iformer).
We train our DiffI2] in two stages: (1) In the first stage
(Fig. 2 (a)), we focus on developing a compact I2I prior
extraction network (CPEN), which can extract compressed
IPR from the ground-truth image. This compact IPR serves
as guidance information for the DI2Iformer. Additionally,
we introduce two crucial components for the DI2Iformer:
the Dynamic Feed-Forward Network (DFFN) and Dynamic
Attention (DA). Both DFEN and DA enable the DI2Iformer
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to effectively utilize the extracted IPR. Notably, CPEN and
DI2Iformer are jointly optimized during this stage. (2) In
the second stage (Fig. 2 (b)), we train the DM to directly
estimate the accurate IPR from the input images. As the IPR
is compact and primarily contributes details for guiding the
121, our DM can estimate accurate and effective results with
only several iterations on a lightweight denoising network.

Furthermore, we develop a joint optimization of DM and
decoder (i.e., DI2Iformer) scheme for DiffI2]. Specifically, tra-
ditional DM-based methods commonly separate the training
of DM and decoder. This is because that traditional DM [13]
consumes excessive computational costs and cannot run
all iterations to optimize with the latter decoder jointly.
However, a minor estimated error of DM would cause a
performance drop of the decoder. Therefore, LDM [13] has
to use the quantization dictionary to alleviate this problem.
Fortunately, since the DM of our DiffI2] needs a few com-
putational costs, we can conveniently execute all iterations
and derive the estimated IPR to perform joint optimization
with DI2Iformer. As illustrated in Fig. 1, DiffI2] surpasses
the SOTA performance while significantly reducing runtime
compared to other DM-based methods, such as RePaint [12],
SRDiff [16], and LDM [13]. Notably, DiffI2I achieves a re-
markable efficiency improvement of 3500x over RePaint.
Our contributions can be summarized into fourfold:

o We introduce DiffI2], a strong, simple, and efficient
DM-based baseline for 12I. By leveraging powerful
mapping capabilities, DiffI2] can estimate a compact
IPR to guide the I2I process. This not only improves
the performance of DM while enhancing efficiency,
stability, and convergence speed on I12I.

o To fully harness the IPR for I2I, we propose Dynamic
I2Iformer with DFFN and DA as essential compo-
nents in the network structure.

e Unlike previous latent DMs that individually opti-
mize denoising networks, we present joint optimiza-
tion of the denoising network and DI2Iformer to
further enhance the robustness of error estimation.

o Through extensive experiments, we demonstrate that
DiffI2] achieves state-of-the-art (SOTA) performance
in I2I tasks while significantly reducing runtime com-
pared to other DM-based methods.

A preliminary version of this work [15] has been ac-
cepted by ICCV 2023. In the current work, we introduce
additional content in significant ways:

o We explore an efficient and effective DiffI2] frame-
work, deploying it across various I2I tasks. These
applications not only demonstrate the generality of
our approach but also extend the potential breadth.

o We delve deeper into the particulars and enhance
the initial version with extensive analyses, including
assessments of resolution robustness, a comparison
with the accelerated DM method, and examinations
of the runtime.

e We extend our method for real-world super-
resolution, semantic segmentation, and depth es-
timation. Comprehensive benchmark experiments
demonstrate that our method maintains its superi-
ority over existing approaches in these I2] tasks.

2 RELATED WORK
2.1 Image-to-image Translation

Image-to-image translation (I2I) has been widely studied in
computer vision and has applications in inpainting [1], [18],
image super-resolution [3], [19], image deblurring [20], [21],
semantic segmentation [22], and depth estimation [23]. Up
to now, numerous CNN-based methods have emerged and
achieved tremendous witnessed progress. Many of these ad-
vances focus on elaborate network architecture designs and
learning schemes, such as residual block [24]-[26], GAN [2],
[27], [28], attention [29]-[35], knowledge distillation [4], and
multi-scale feature aggregation [36]-[38].

Recently, transformers, originally designed for natural
language processing, have garnered significant attention in
the computer vision community. In comparison to convolu-
tional neural networks (CNN), transformers excel at captur-
ing global interactions among various image regions, lead-
ing to state-of-the-art performance. As a result, transformers
have found widespread adoption in numerous vision tasks,
including image recognition [39], [40], segmentation [5], [6],
[41]-[43], object detection [44], [45], depth estimation [46],
[47], and image restoration [48]-[52].

2.2 Diffusion Model

Diffusion Models (DMs) [8], [10], [53] have emerged as a
powerful approach in the domain of density estimation and
sample quality, achieving impressive results across differ-
ent modalities, such as images [13], [15], video [54], [55],
audio [56], and biomedical [57], [58]. In contrast to other
generative models like GANs, DMs leverage parameterized
Markov chains to optimize the lower variational bound
on the likelihood function, empowering them to generate
highly accurate target outputs. Considering the recent re-
markable achievements of DMs in their respective domains,
harnessing these models to develop I2I models presents a
highly promising pathway to propel the boundaries of 12I
tasks to new heights.

Recently, DMs have gained significant prominence in
121 tasks such as super-resolution [14], inpainting [12], [13],
[59], [60], semantic segmentation [61], [62], and depth es-
timation [17], [63]. For example, SR3 [14] and SRDiff [16]
introduced a DM for image super-resolution and demon-
strated superior performance compared to traditional GAN-
based methods. Palette [64] took inspiration from condi-
tional generation models [65] and proposed a conditional
diffusion model for image restoration. Similarly, LDM [13]
proposed a novel approach by applying DM on the latent
space to enhance I2I efficiency, while RePaint designed an
improved denoising strategy by resampling iterations in
DM for inpainting. Moreover, Wolleb et al. [62] exploits the
DM for medical segmentation, and DDP [17] extends the
denoising diffusion process into the dense prediction.

Nonetheless, all the aforementioned DMs follow the
framework of traditional DM in image synthesis, which
diffuse on the whole images or feature maps. Some I2I tasks
are different from image synthesis, which pose a strong
constraint and need to produce results in accordance with
GT. Thus, the strong generative ability of the traditional DM
not only tends to generate artifacts but also be inefficient
and unstable. In this paper, we develop a simple, effective,
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Fig. 1. Our Diffl2l achieves exceptional state-of-the-art performance in 121
highlighting that existing methods like LDM [13], RePaint [12], SRDiff [

Runtime (ms)

(e) Semantic segmentation (Tab. 5)

], and DDP [

250 260 270 280

Runtime (ms)

(f) Depth estimation (Tab. 6)

210 220 230 230 240

tasks, all while maintaining an impressive level of efficiency. It is worth
] are all grounded in Differential Morphism (DM). Remarkably,

Diffl2l stands out by achieving superior performance while boasting an astonishing efficiency improvement of 3500 times over RePaint.

and efficient DM framework for 121, which extends DM on
a compact IPR to improve performance and efficiency.

3 PRELIMINARIES: DIFFUSION MODELS

A diffusion model (DM) [8] comprises two essential pro-
cesses: the forward process (known as the diffusion process),
and the reverse inference process.

During the training phase, DM methods define a dif-
fusion process with a fixed Markov chain that converts an
input image zo into Gaussian noise zr ~ N(0,1) by T
iterations. Each iteration of the diffusion process can be
formulated as follows:

gz | xp1) =N (xt; v1- tht—laﬁtI) ; (1)

where z; is the noised image at time-step ¢, [ is the
predefined scale factor, and N represents the Gaussian
distribution. The Eq. (1) can be further simplified as follows:

q(x¢ | x0) =N (%45 v/auxo, (1 —a)I), (2)

where oy =1 — B4, @y = HE:O ;.

In the inference stage (reverse process), DM methods
sample a Gaussian random noise map zr and then itera-
tively and progressively denoise x7 until it converges to a
high-quality output .

®)

where the mean p, (x;,Xo) is defined as p, (x;,%0) =
1 e . .

NCT (xt —€ \/ﬁ and the € represents the noise in z,

which is the only uncertain variable in the reverse process.

The variance o, is defined as 07 = 1;?2;1 0. To estimate ¢,

DMs employ a denoising network €y (z¢, t). To train €g (¢, t),

p(th | X¢,X0) =N (thl;l*"t (Xt7X0)7UtQI) )

given a clean image x9, DMs randomly sample a time
step t and a noise ¢ ~ N(0,I) to generate noisy images
x¢ using Eq. (2). Subsequently, DMs optimize the network
parameters 6 of €y following [8]:

- - 2
Vo |le — eo (Varxo + eI —ay, t)|]; - 4)

4 METHODOLOGY
Recently, some DM-based methods [12], [14], [16], [17]

follow the DM framework of image synthesis. However,
Some I2I tasks have strong constraints to generate results
in accordance with GT, while image synthesis does not.
Considering the difference between I2I and image synthe-
sis, it is necessary to design a DM framework for I2I in
particular. Traditional DMs perform the diffusion process
on entire images or feature maps, which tend to generate
artifacts and require a large denoising network and quite
a few iterations. To alleviate the issue, we introduce an
effective and efficient approach for 121, called DiffI2I, which
utilizes DM to estimate a compressed IPR. The IPR serves
as guidance information for the DI2Iformer to generate
outputs. This can not only effectively leverage the mapping
ability of DM to produce precise outputs but also necessitate
a less complex denoising network and fewer iterations.

In this section, we take the image restoration task as an
example to introduce DiffI2], as illustrated in Fig. 2. For
other tasks, such as depth estimation, we incorporate IPR
into the SWIN Transformer [66] in a similar manner. DiffI2]
is primarily composed of three components: a compact
IR prior extraction network (CPEN), a dynamic I2Iformer
(DI2Iformer), and a denoising network. The training of
DiffI2I involves two stages: pretraining DiffI2] and training
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Fig. 2. The overview of the proposed Diffl2l, which consists of three main components: DI2Iformer, CPEN, and a denoising network. Diffl2l has two
training stages: (a) In the first stage, CPENg; takes the GT image as input and produces an IPR Z. This IPR guides DI2Iformer to finish I12]. The
training of CPENg; is optimized jointly with DI2Iformer to enable DI2Iformer to effectively utilize the extracted IPR. (b) Moving on to the second
stage, we use the strong data estimation abilities of the DM to estimate the IPR extracted by pretrained CPENg;. Notably, we do not provide the
GT image as input to CPENs2 and the denoising network. During the inference stage, we employ the reverse process of DM for 12I.

the diffusion model. In the following sections, we will first
discuss the pretraining of DiffI2I in Sec. 4.1, followed by the
details of efficiently training the diffusion model for DiffI2I
in Sec. 4.2.

4.1 Pretrain Diffl2l

Before introducing pretraining DiffI2], we would like to
introduce two networks in the first stage: the compact 121
prior extraction network (CPEN) and the dynamic I2Iformer
(DI2Iformer). The architecture of CPEN is depicted in Fig. 2
(yellow box), and it primarily consists of stacked residual
blocks and linear layers to extract the compact I2I Prior
Representation (IPR). Subsequently, the extracted IPR is
utilized by DI2Iformer to translate images. The structure
of DI2Iformer is represented in Fig. 2 (pink box), which
is composed of dynamic transformer blocks arranged in
a Unet shape. These dynamic transformer blocks consist
of two main components: dynamic attention (DA) shown
in Fig. 2 (green box) and dynamic feed-forward network
(DFEN) illustrated in Fig. 2 (nattier blue box). These com-
ponents leverage the extracted IPR as dynamic modulation
parameters to incorporate I2I guidance information into
feature maps effectively.

In order to solve the problem of artifacts and inefficiency
caused by traditional DM performing diffusion on the en-
tire images, we conducted diffusion on a compressed 121
prior representation (IPR). In the pretraining stage, we train
CPENg; to learn an effective and compact IPR to guide
DI2Iformer. To this end, as shown in Fig. 2 (a), we simul-
taneously train CPENg; and DI2Iformer together. To begin,
we concatenate the ground-truth (GT) and input images and

apply the PixelUnshuffle operation to downsample them,
resulting in the input for CPENg;. Next, CPENg; extracts
the IPR Z € R*C" using the following process:

Z = CPENg; (PixelUnshuffle(Concat(Igr, Irnput)))- (5)

By concatenating GT and input images as input to CPENgy,
and then training CPENg; and DI2Iformer collaboratively,
CPENg; becomes proficient in deriving an effective IPR.
This learned IPR effectively steers the DI2Iformer in pro-
ducing accurate outputs.

For the DA block of DI2Iformer (Fig. 2 (a)), we use
channel attention to efficiently aggregate global information.
Specifically, given feature maps F € RH*WXC it is pro-
jected into feature maps F' = W;W. Norm(F'), where W, is
the 1 x 1 point-wise convolution, Wy is the 3 x 3 depth-wise
convolution, and Norm denotes layer normalization [67].
Then, we use the SimpleGate (SG(.)) as the activation func-
tion, which is the simplified version of GELU [68] and can
be described as Eq. (6). After that, we use a global average
pooling operation to aggregate the spatial information into
channels and multiply global average pooling results with
the input to weight the feature map (Eq. (7)).

F'sq =SG(F'1,Fy) =F| O F's, (6)

Foua=Fsc0o(F sa), (7)

where F},F;, € RA*WxC are obtained by equally splitting
F’. ¢ indicates the global average pooling operation. ® indi-
cates element-wise multiplication. Fsq,F oy € REXWXC
and ¢(F's¢) € RC.
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Algorithm 1 DiffI2I g, Training

Input: Trained DiffI2Ig; (including CPENg; and DI2Iformer), 5:(t € [1,T]).

Output: Trained DiffI2Ig5.
1: Initt oy =1 — By, G = H;‘T:O ;.

2: Init: The DI2Iformer of DiffI2Isy copies the parameters of trained DiffI2Ig;.

3: for -[Input/ Icr do

4. Z = CPENg; (PixelUnshuffle(Concat(Igr, Irnput))). (Eq. (5))

Diffusion Process:

Reverse Process:

Zr =Zr

D = CPENgy(PixelUnshuffle(I1,,pu:)) (Eq. (12))
10: fort=Ttol do
11: Zt,1 = \/%
12:  end for

13 Z =17

14:  Ioupur = DI2Iformer (I ppyt, Z)
15:  Calculate Lg; s loss ( Eq. (13)).
16: end for

17: Output the trained model DiffI2]gs.

O ® N7

We sample Zr by q (Zr | Z) = N (Zp;\/arZ, (1 — ar)I) (ie., diffusion process. Eq. (10))

(Zt — ep(Concat(Z, t, D)) \}%) (Eq. (11))

Algorithm 2 DiffI2] g5 Inference

Input: Trained DiffI2I g5 (}ncluding CPENg; and DI2Iformer), 5:(t € [1,T]), input images Iy put.

Output: Output images Iouiput-

~

Ioutpur = DI2Iformer(I 1y pyt, Z)
Output images Ioytput-

—
=

1: Init: Qp = 1-— Bt/ ar = H;T=O Q.

2: Reverse Process:

3: Sample Z1 ~ N(0,1)

4: D = CPENg,(PixelUnshuffle(Z1pu:)) ( Eq. (12))

5 fort=Tto1l do .

6 2= (zt - eg(concat(zt,t,D))%) (Eq. (11))
7: end for

8: Z = ZQ

9:

Then, we use the extracted IPR Z as dynamic modulation
parameters for the DA of the DI2Iformer to guide I2I. The
overall process of DA can be described as follows:

F=W,F,+WZ+F, (8)
where W) represents linear layer, F' and F ¢ REXWxC are
input and output feature maps respectively, and W;Z € R®.

Next, in DFEN, we aggregate local features. To achieve
this, we utilize a 1 x 1 Conv layer to aggregate information
from different channels and a 3 x 3 depth-wise Conv layer
to aggregate information from spatially neighboring pixels.
Additionally, we also use the SimpleGate (Eq. (6)) as the ac-
tivation function as DA does. Similar to DA, we incorporate
IPR into DFFN to guide I2I. The overall process of DFFN
can be defined as:

F =W3SG (WiW.Norm(F)) + WZ+F.  (9)

We jointly train CPENg; and DI2Iformer to enable inte-
gration of IPR extracted by CPENg; into the I2I process
performed by DI2Iformer. This empowers DI2Iformer to
leverage the guidance information from CPENg; for en-
hancing the quality and accuracy of the 12I.

4.2 Diffusion Models for 12I

The training and inference procedures of Diffl2lg,
(Fig. 2 (b)) are illustrated in Algs. 1 and 2, respectively.
Detailed explanations of these procedures are given in the
subsequent parts.

In the second stage (Fig. 2 (b)), we capitalize on the
powerful data estimation capabilities of the DM to estimate
IPR without inputting GT images. To achieve this, we lever-
age the pre-trained CPENg; to capture the IPR Z € R*C’,
Subsequently, we subject Z to a diffusion process to obtain a
sample Zr € R4C". This diffusion process can be described
as follows:

q(Zr | Z) =N (Zr;VarZ, (1 - ar)T),

where T represents the total number of iterations, & and «
are defined in Egs. (1) and (2) (i.e., ar = HZT:() ;).

In the reverse process, DiffI2Igs can achieve quite accu-
rate estimations using much fewer iterations and a smaller
model size compared to traditional DMs [12], [13], mainly
because DiffI2] s, diffuses on compact IPR.

Moreover, we introduce joint optimization of DMs and
decoders in DiffI2lgs, which can further improve perfor-
mance. Traditional DMs incur significant computational

(10)
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TABLE 1
Quantitative evaluation (FID/LPIPS) for inpainting on benchmark datasets. The best and second-best performances are highlighted in bold and
underlined, respectively. Notably, the last four methods, shaded in gray, utilize the diffusion model.

| | Places [69] (512x512) | CelebA-HQ [70] (256 x256)
Method | #Params (M) | Narrow Masks Wide Masks | Narrow Masks Wide Masks

| | FID, LPIPS, FID| LPIPS} | FID| LPIPS| FID| LPIPS|
EdgeConnect [18] 22 1.3421 0.1106  8.4866  0.1594 6.9566  0.0922  7.8346  0.1149
ICT [71] 150 - - - - 8.4977  0.0982  9.8794  0.1196
LaMa [1] 27 0.6340  0.0898 22494  0.1339 53889  0.0806  5.7023  0.0951
LDM [13] 215 = = 2.1500 0.1440 = = = =
RePaint [12] 607 - - - - 4.7395 0.0890 5.4881 0.1094
DiffIR g2 [15] (Ours) 26 0.4913 0.0758 1.9788 0.1306 4.5967 0.0769 5.1440 0.0918
DiffI2I g5 (Ours) 27 0.4452 0.0706 1.7835 0.1261 3.8640 0.0635 4.7013 0.0859

costs due to the large denoising network and the number
of iterations they require. Consequently, they are forced to
randomly sample a time-step ¢ € [1,7T] and optimize the
denoising network solely at that time step (Egs. (1), (2), (3),
and (4)). Unfortunately, this lack of joint training between
the denoising network and the decoder (i.e., DI2Iformer)
means that minor errors in estimations from the denoising
network would make the performance drop of DI2Iformer.
In contrast, the lightweight DM framework employed in
DiffI2ls; offers a notable advantage. It initiates its iterations
from the T-th time step (Eq. (10)), facilitating the execution
of all denoising iterations (Eq. (11)) to derive 7. After that,
Z can be seamlessly integrated into the joint optimization
process with DI2Iformer.

Z - 1 Z 1-— it
t—1 = NG ( t— € m) )
where € indicates the same noise settings in Eq. (3). We
employ CPENg, and the denoising network to predict the
noise using Eq. (3). Notably, different from traditional DMs
in Eq. (3), our DiffI2Igy eliminates the variance estimation.
This modification proves beneficial, leading to more accu-
rate IPR estimation and improved overall performance (as
discussed in Sec. 6).

Specifically, in the reverse process of DM, we begin by
using CPENg; to derive a conditional vector D € R*C" from
input images:

(1)

D = CPENgy (PixelUnshuffle(Linput)), (12)

where CPEN g5 shares the same structure as CPENgq, with
the only difference being the input dimension of the first
convolution. Subsequently, we utilize the denoising network
€p to estimate the noise for each time step ¢, which is
computed as eg(Concat(Z,,t,D)). The estimated noise is
then utilized in Eq. (11) to calculate Zt—1, which serves as
the starting point for the next iteration.

After performing T iterations, we obtain the final esti-
mated IPR Z € R*C". We jointly train CPENgs, the de-
noising network, and DI2Iformer using the combined loss
function Lall:

4c’

1 o .
Lairs = 4C" Z ’Z(Z) —Z()|, Lau = Liask + Laigs, (13)
=1

where L5 is the common task-specific loss. For example,
we use Lyee = |[IaT — Ioutput|l; as Liask for deblurring.
Moreover, we use the cross-entropy loss as L4k for seman-
tic segmentation.

During the inference stage, only the reverse diffusion
process is employed, as depicted in the lower part of
Fig. 2 (b). CPENgs is responsible for extracting a conditional
vector D from the input images, and a Gaussian noise Z is
randomly sampled. The denoising network utilizes both Z
and D to estimate the IPR Z after T iterations. Following
this, DI2Iformer employs the IPR to complete I2I.

5 EXPERIMENTS
5.1 Experiment Settings

We apply our method to six I2I tasks separately: (a) in-
painting, (b) real-world super-resolution (Real-World SR),
(c) single-image super-resolution, (d) single-image motion
deblurring, (e) semantic segmentation, and (f) depth esti-
mation. Regarding the diffusion models (DMs) settings in
our DiffI2] for these tasks, we set the total timesteps 1" to be
4, and the parameter 3, in Eq. (11) (wWhere a; = 1 — 3;) is
linearly increased from 5; = 0.1 to 8r = 0.99 during the
diffusion and reverse process. The task-specific settings will
be explained in detail in the subsequent sections.

5.2 Evaluation on Inpainting

We conduct training and validation of our DiffI2I for
inpainting using the identical settings employed in the
LaMa [1]. Specifically, we opt for the Adam optimizer and
set the learning rates to 0.0002 and 0.0001 for training
the DiffI2I and the discriminator networks (used for GAN
loss [27]), respectively. In the training process, all models
are iterated over 1M times with a batch size of 30. More-
over, we train DiffI2] by employing random crops of size
256 x256 sourced from the Places-Standard [69] (Places) and
CelebA-HQ [70] datasets, respectively. During testing, we
utilize fixed datasets comprising 2,000 validation samples
and 30,000 testing samples from the CelebA-HQ and Places
datasets separately. Furthermore, the validation of DiffI2Ig
is conducted using crop sizes of 512x512 for the Places
dataset and 256 x256 for the CelebA-HQ dataset.

We evaluate our DiffI2lg; against SOTA inpainting
methods, including ICT [71], LaMa [1], RePaint [12], using
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Fig. 3. Visual comparison of inpainting methods. Zoom-in for better details.

metrics such as LPIPS [72] and FID [73] on validation
datasets. Moreover, we compare DiffI2l g5 with our baseline
DiffIR [15]. The quantitative results are presented in Tab. 1
and Fig. 1 (a). Our DiffI2I g5 exhibits remarkable superiority
over the other methods. In particular, DiffI2lgo outperforms
the competitive LaMa by a substantial margin in terms
of FID, achieving up to 0.3665 and 1.001 improvements
with wide masks on the Places and CelebA-HQ datasets,
respectively. Notably, this improvement is achieved while
maintaining comparable levels of total parameters and
runtime. Moreover, in comparison to the diffusion model
(DM) based method RePaint [13], DiffI2Igo demonstrates
superior performance while utilizing significantly fewer
resources—merely 4.5% of the parameters and 0.03% of the
runtime. These results underscore the ability of DiffI2] to
effectively leverage the data estimation capabilities of DM
for impressive and efficient I12I outcomes. Furthermore, our
DiffI2] surpasses our baseline model, DiffIR [15]. This sub-
stantial improvement validates the efficacy of our modified
DI2Iformer architecture.

The qualitative results are shown in Fig. 3. Notably, our
DiffI2ls, demonstrates its capacity to generate remarkably
realistic and coherent structures, along with intricate details,
outperforming other competitive inpainting methods.

5.3 Evaluation on Real-world Super-Resolution

We train and validate our DiffI2I and baseline DiffIR [15]
on real-world SR using the same configuration as Real-
ESRGAN [74]. This involves employing identical loss func-
tions, as proposed by Real-ESRGAN [28], which incorpo-
rate perceptual and adversarial losses in addition to the
fundamental £1 loss. The learning rate for DiffI2lg, is set
to 2 x 107*. During optimization, the Adam optimizer is
employed with 1 = 0.9 and 8> = 0.99. For both stages of
training, we set the batch size to 64, with the input patch
size being 64.

The evaluation of all methods is conducted on the
dataset presented in the Real-World Super-Resolution chal-
lenge: NTIRE2020 Trackl and Track2 [75] and AIM2019
Track2 [76]. Moreover, we assess the performance of our
DiffI2I model on the RealSRSet [77]. As the NTIRE2020
Trackl, AIM2019 Track2, and RealSRSet datasets offer
paired validation sets, we employ LPIPS [72], DISTS [78],
and PSNR as evaluation metrics. We compare our DiffI2]
and DiffIR [15] with competitive real-world SR methods,
such as BSRGAN [79], Real-ESRGAN [74], KDSR-GAN [4],
and LDM [13].

The quantitative results are shown in Tab. 2 and
Fig. 1 (b). We can see that DiffI2lgs outperforms SOTA
real-world SR method KDSRg-GAN on LPIPS, DISTS, and
PSNR, consuming similar runtime. In addition, we can see
that DiffI2lgs outperforms classic real-world SR method
Real-ESRGAN on LPIPS, DISTS, and PSNR, only consum-
ing fewer runtime. Furthermore, compared with DM-based
LDM [13], DiffI2Igo achieve significant 1.84 dB PSNR and
0.182 LPIPS improvement on NTIRE2020 Trackl dataset
consuming only 3.6% runtime.

We have additionally provided visualizations of our re-
sults on NTIRE2020 Track2, a dataset captured using smart-
phones. These qualitative outcomes are illustrated in Fig. 4.
It is apparent that DiffI2Iso excels in delivering the most
impressive performance among all compared methods.

5.4 Evaluation on Image Super-Resolution

We train and validate our DiffI2I model for image
super-resolution. Specifically, we train DiffI2I on DIV2K
dataset [84] comprising 800 images, as well as the Flickr2K
dataset [90] consisting of 2650 images, all aimed at achieving
a 4x super-resolution. During training, we employ a batch
size of 64, utilize input patches of size 64x64, and set the
number of iterations to 1M. To optimize our DiffI2I, we uti-
lize the Adam optimizer with distinct learning rates: 0.0002



JOURNAL OF IATEX CLASS FILES, VOL. 14, NO. 8, AUGUST 2021

TABLE 2
Quantitative Comparison on 4 x real-world super-resolution benchmarks. The best and second-best performances are highlighted in bold and
underlined, respectively. Notably, the lower trio of methods, shaded in gray, incorporate the diffusion model.

RealSRSet [77] NTIRE2020 Trackl [75] AIM2019 Track2 [76]
Methods LPIPS| DISTS| PSNRf | LPIPS| DISTS] PSNR?t | LPIPS| DISTS] PSNRt
BSRGAN [79] 0.3648 0.1676 26.90 0.3691 0.1368 26.75 0.4048 0.1811 24.20
Real-ESRGAN [74] 0.3629 0.1609 26.07 0.3471 0.1326 26.40 0.3956 0.1719 23.89
KDSR-GAN [4] 0.3610 0.1627 27.18 0.3198 0.1252 27.12 0.3758 0.1684 24.22
LDM [13] 0.4369 0.1982 26.37 0.4763 0.1844 25.68 0.5082 0.1972 22.63
DiffIRgs [15] (Ours) | 0.3527 0.1588 27.65 0.3088 0.1131 27.31 0.3650 0.1718 23.88
DiffI2l 55 (Ours) 0.3457 0.1448 27.77 0.2943 0.1038 27.52 0.3476 0.1533 24.12
KDSRg GAN [4] LDM [13] Input KDSRs GAN[\] LDM [13]

D;fﬂzm (Ours)

Real- ESRGAN[ 4] lefIR“ Ours)

KDSRs-GAN [4] LDM [13]

Real-ESRGAN [74] DiffI2l5, (Ours)

DiffIRs, (Ours)

Real-ESRGAN [74] DiffIRs; (Ours)

Real-ESRGAN [74]  DiffIRs; (Ours)  Diffl2l, (Ours)

Fig. 4. Visual comparison of 4x real-world super-resolution methods. Zoom-in for better details.

for the DiffI2] network and 0.0001 for the discriminator
network (used in adversarial loss).

Subsequently, we subject our Diffl2Ig>; model, along
with several other state-of-the-art GAN-based SR meth-
ods, to evaluation across five benchmark datasets:
Set5 [91], Setl4 [80], Generall00 [83], Urban100 [81], and
DIV2K100 [84]. This evaluation employs two metrics,
LPIPS [72] and PSNR, to gauge the performance of the
models. Tab. 3 and Fig. 1 (c) show the performance and
runtime comparsion of DiffI2I g, and DiffIR [15] with SOTA
GAN-based SR methods: SFTGAN [85], SRGAN [86], ESR-
GAN [28], USRGAN [87], SPSR [88], and BebyGAN [89].
Compared with the competitive SR method BebyGAN,
our DiffI2ls, surpasses it by LPIPS margin of up to
0.0112 and 0.0093 on Generall00 and DIV2K100 while
merely consuming 82% runtime. Moreover, it is notable
that DiffI2] s, significantly outperforms the traditional DM-
based method LDM while consuming 3.6% runtime. Addi-
tionally, DiffI2lgs demonstrates a substantial performance
improvement over SRDIiff, all while utilizing only 1.3%
of the runtime. Moreover, comparing DiffIRg,, DiffI2Igs
achieves similar performance with fewer runtime.

The qualitative results are displayed in Fig. 5. Among
them, DiffI2I 3, stands out for its exceptional visual quality,
encompassing a plethora of realistic details. These visual
contrasts harmonize with the corresponding quantitative

findings, thus affirming the superiority of DiffI2l. Evidently,
DiffI2I adequately harnesses the potency of DM, facilitating
image super-resolution.

5.5 Evaluation on Image Motion Deblurring

Following previous works in single-image motion deblur-
ring [20], [50], [104], we train our DiffI2] utilizing only the £,
loss function to ensure fair comparisons. We train DiffI2I for
300,000 iterations, commencing with an initial learning rate
of 2 x 10~%, which gradually decreases to 1 x 10~° through
the application of the cosine annealing [105]. In harmony
with previous research [50], we progressively the batch size
during training. Specifically, our training process initiates
with a patch size of 128 x 128 and a batch size of 64. The
patch size and batch size combination dynamically evolves
o [(160 x 160, 40), (192 x 192, 32), (256 x 256, 16), (320 x
320, 8), (384 x 384,8)] at the corresponding iterations of
[92K, 156 K,204K, 240K, 276 K]. We train DiffI2I on Go-
Pro [93] dataset for image motion deblurring and evaluate
DiffI2I on two classic benchmarks (GoPro, HIDE [94]).

We present a comprehensive comparison of DiffI2Ig,
with state-of-the-art image motion deblurring meth-
ods, including Restormer [50], MPRNet [104], IPT [48],
NAFNet [52], and our baseline, DiffIR [15]. The quantita-
tive evaluation, measured in terms of PSNR and SSIM, is
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TABLE 3
Quantitative evaluation ( LPIPS/DISTS). for single image super-resolution on benchmark datasets. The best and second-best performances are
highlighted in bold and underlined, respectively. The bottom four methods marked in gray adopt the diffusion model.

Set14 [80] Urban100 [81] Manga109 [82] General100 [83] DIV2K100 [84]
Method PSNRt LPIPS| PSNRt LPIPS]| PSNRt LPIPS] PSNR1t LPIPS] PSNR1tT LPIPS |
SFTGAN [85] 26.74 0.1313 24.34 0.1343 28.17 0.0716 29.16 0.0947 28.09 0.1331
SRGAN [86] 26.84 0.1327 2441 0.1439 28.11 0.0707 29.33 0.0964 28.17 0.1257
ESRGAN [28] 26.59 0.1241 24.37 0.1229 28.41 0.0649 29.43 0.0879 28.18 0.1154
USRGAN [87] 27.41 0.1347 24.89 0.1330 28.75 0.0630 30.00 0.0937 28.79 0.1325
SPSR [88] 26.86 0.1207 24.80 0.1184 28.56 0.0672 29.42 0.0862 28.18 0.1099
BebyGAN [89] 27.09 0.1157 25.23 0.1096 29.19 0.0529 29.95 0.0778 28.62 0.1022
LDM [13] 25.62 0.2034 23.36 0.1816 25.87 0.1321 27.17 0.1655 26.66 0.1939
SRDiff [16] 27.14 0.1450 25.12 0.1379 28.67 0.0665 29.83 0.1009 28.58 0.1293
DiffIR g2 [15] (Ours) 27.73 0.1117 26.05 0.1007 30.32 0.0463 30.58 0.0717 29.13 0.0871
DiffI2I g5 (Ours) 27.46 0.1094 25.99 0.0925 30.57 0.0462 30.39 0.0666 29.26 0.0929

9
Ly
f BebycAN
Input leﬂRgz (Ours) DiffI2lg, (Ours)

BebyGAN

lefIRs 5o (Ours
i

SRDiff

lefIZIS 52 (Ours)

DiffIRg, (Ours) DiffI2lg, (Ours)

Fig. 5. Visual comparison of 4x image super-resolution methods. Zoom-in for better details.

detailed in Tab. 4, while the runtime comparisons are illus-
trated in Fig. 1 (d). The results underscore the superiority
of DiffI2Igs over alternative motion deblurring methods.
Specifically, DiffI2Ig exhibits a remarkable performance
advantage, surpassing IPT and MIMI-Unet+ by a substantial
margin of 0.73dB and 0.8dB on the GoPro dataset, respec-
tively. Furthermore, on both the GoPro and HIDE datasets,
DiffI2Ig> demonstrates a clear advantage over Restormer,
achieving improvements of 0.33dB and 0.34dB, respectively,
while only consuming 63% runtime. Additionally, regard-
less of whether utilizing TLC [92], our DiffI2Ig, consistently
outperforms NAFNet. Moreover, when compared to our
own DiffIRg9, DiffI2Ig, proves its enhanced efficacy by
delivering superior results with a mere 68% of the runtime.
This demonstrates the effectiveness of our DiffI2I.

5.6 Evaluation on Semantic Segmentation

Following the pretraining details of seaformer [6], we
adopt the network pre-trained on ImageNet-1K [106] as the
backbone. For semantic segmentation, the standard Batch-
Norm [107] layer is replaced by synchronized BatchNorm.
Our model undergoes comprehensive training and eval-
uation on the ADE20K [108] dataset, which encompasses
20K/2K/3K images allocated for training, validation, and
testing, encompassing 150 categories. Our method aligns
with the training settings elucidated in segformer [5]. Specif-
ically, we adopt a 160K scheduler and maintain a batch

size of 16 throughout the training process. We employ
the AdamW optimizer and regulate the learning rate at
2.5%10~* while using a “poly” learning rate schedule with
a factor of 1.0. To better accommodate the semantic segmen-
tation, we use axial attention [6] to replace the channel at-
tention in the DA block of DI2Iformer to obatin the encoder.

We present a comparison of our Diffl2lg; against pre-
vious methods on the ADE20K validation set, as shown in
Tab. 5. Additionally, we offer a runtime comparison with
state-of-the-art semantic segmentation methods, illustrated
in Fig. 1 (e). Notably, our DiffI2Ig, outperforms the other
methods in terms of mIOU while demonstrating compara-
ble or lower runtime consumption.

5.7 Evaluation on Depth Estimation

We train the DiffI2I using a batch size of 16 and a learning
rate of 1 x 10~ for a total of 38.4K iterations. We employ
the AdamW optimizer with (81, 52) = (0.9,0.999). More-
over, we implement a linear learning rate warm-up strat-
egy during the initial 30% of iterations. Additionally, we
incorporate a cosine annealing learning rate decay strategy
to further refine the learning process. The effectiveness of
our approach is validated through training and evaluation
on the NYU-Depth-v2 dataset [116]. To better accommodate
the depth estimation and follow binsformer does, we use a
pre-trained Swin transformer as the encoder of DI2Iformer.
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TABLE 4
Quantitative evaluation for single image motion deblurring on
benchmark datasets. The best and second-best performances are
marked in bold and underlined, respectively. * represents using the

10

TABLE 6
Quantitative evaluation for depth estimation on NYU-Depth-v2 [116].
The best and second-best performances are marked in bold and
underlined, respectively. The last two methods, shaded in gray, utilize

TLC [92]. the diffusion model.
GoPro [93] HIDE [94] Method | Rel.l, RMSE| logiol | 6'1 621 831
Method PSNRT SSIM?t | PSNRT  SSIM 1 VNL [117] 0.108 0416 0048 | 0875 0976 0994
BTS [37] 0113  0.407 0.049 | 0871 0977 0.995
Xuetal. [95] 21.00 0.741 - - DAV [118] 0108 0412 - 0.882 0980 0.99
DeblurGAN [96] 28.70 0.858 24.51 0.871 PWA [119] 0.105 0.374 0.045 | 0.892 0985 0.997
Nah et al. [93] 29.08 0.914 25.73 0.874 TransDepth [120] 0.106 0.365 0.045 0.900 0983 0.996
dmsad 7| mE om0 o Rl G et b o b
B ept E . , . .
DeblurGAN-v2 [95] 1} 29.55 0934 | 26.61 0.875 DepthFormer [46] | 0.096 0339 0041 | 0921 0989 0.998
SRN [99] 30.26 0.934 28.36 0.915 N
eWCREFs [122] 0.095  0.334 0.041 | 0922 0.992 0.998
Gao et al. [100] 30.90 0.935 2911 0.913 BinsFormer [47] | 0.094 0330  0.040 | 0925 0989 0.997
DBGAN [21] 31.10 0.942 28.94 0.915 DDP [17] 0101 0336 0.042 | 0923 0990 0.998
MT-RNN [101] 31.15 0.945 29.15 0.918 DiffI2I g5 0.091  0.315 0.038 | 0.933 0991 0.998
DMPHN [102] 31.20 0.940 29.09 0.924
Suin et al. [103] 31.85 0.948 29.98 0.930
MIMO-Unet+ [20] 32.45 0.957 29.99 0.930
IPT [48] 32.52 - - - ing network that utilizes ground-truth images as inputs.
MPRNet [104] 32.66 0.959 30.96 0.939 A comparative analysis between DiffI2lg; and DiffI2lgs-
Restormer [50] 32.92 0.961 31.22 0.942 V3 1 ¢ thy similarity in their LPIPS
NAFNet [57] 33.08 0.965 3122 0.946 _reveals a noteworthy similarity in their scores.
NAFNet* [52] 33.71 0.967 3132 0.941 This observation underscores the powerful data modeling
capabilities of the DM in accurately predicting IPR.
DifflRgy [15] (Ours) | 3320 0963 | 3155  0.947 p , ,_ eyp LR
DiffI2Is, (Ours) 33.05 0.964 31.56 0.947 (2) To provide additional evidence of the DM’s efficacy,
DiffI21%, (Ours) 33.85 0.968 31.42 0.943 we intentionally omit its usage in DiffI2Ig»-V3, obtain-
ing DiffI2Ig2-V1. A comparison between DiffI2]5,-V1 and
TABLE 5 DiffI21g5-V3 reveals a marked performance disparity, with

Quantitative evaluation for semantic segmentation on ADE20K [108]
val set. The best and second-best performances are marked in bold
and underlined, respectively.

Backbone Decoder Params (M) mIOU?T
ConvMLP-S [109] Semantic FPN [110]  12.8 35.8
EfficientNet [111] DeepLabV3+ [112] 17.1 36.2
MobileNetV2 [113] Lite-ASPP [112] 29 36.6
MiT-B0 [5] SegFormer 3.8 37.4
TopFormer-S [5] Simple Head 3.1 36.5
SeaFormer-S [6] Light Head 4.0 38.1
DiffI2Ig2-S Light Head 44 38.8
ResNet18 [114] Lite-ASPP [112] 125 37.5
ShuffleNetV2-1.5x [115]  DeepLabV3+ [112] 16.9 37.6
MobileNetV2 [113] DeepLabV3+ [112] 15.4 38.1
MiT-B1 [5] SegFormer 13.7 41.6
Seaformer-L [6] Light Head 14.0 42.7
DiffI21g5-L Light Head 129 43.5

We assess the performance of our DiffI2Ig5 by conduct-
ing a comparison with existing methods on the NYU-Depth-
v2 validation dataset in Tab. 6. Additionally, we present a
runtime comparison with SOTA depth estimation methods,
as depicted in Fig. 1 (f). It is evident from our findings that
DiffI2I 5> not only outperforms the other methods in terms
of performance but also exhibits lower or similar runtime,
further establishing its superiority in depth estimation.

6 ABLATION STUDY

Efficient diffusion model for I2I. In this section, we under-
take a comprehensive validation of the efficacy of various
components within DiffI2I. These components include the
DM, distinct training schemes for DM, as well as the impact
of introducing variance noise into the DM (refer to Tab. 7).
(1) DiffI21>-V3 is actually the DiffI2Igo model used in
Tab. 1, and DiffI2ls; represents the first stage pretrain-

DiffI21 55-V3 (leveraging DM) notably surpassing DiffI2Igo-
V1. This outcome underscores the pivotal role of the IPR
learned by the DM in effectively guiding DI2Iformer for I21.

(3) To investigate optimal training schemes for DM,
we contrast two distinct approaches: traditional DM opti-
mization and our proposed joint optimization. The tradi-
tional DM optimization, as utilized in previous works such
as [7], [13], necessitates numerous iterations for estimating
large images or feature maps. Consequently, it resorts to
random timestep sampling for optimizing the denoising
network, rendering it unable to synchronize optimization
with subsequent components, specifically the decoder (i.e.,
the DI2Iformer in our study). In contrast, DiffI2I relies on
DM solely to derive a compact one-dimensional vector IPR.
This permits fewer iterations and obtains notably accurate
outcomes. Hence, we adopt a joint optimization scheme that
runs all iterations of the denoising network to obtain IPR,
facilitating mutual optimization with DI2Iformer. A com-
parative analysis between DiffI2I55-V2 and DiffI2155-V3 re-
veals a significant performance disparity, with DiffI2[55-V3
outperforming DiffI2I5,-V2. This significant improvement
underscores the efficacy of our proposed joint optimization
for training DM. This joint optimization is especially valu-
able as even minor inaccuracies in DM’s IPR estimation can
detrimentally affect DI2Iformer’s performance. By training
DM and DI2Iformer jointly, we mitigate this challenge.

(4) In traditional DM methods, a common practice in-
volves introducing variance noise during the reverse DM
process (as shown in Eq. (3)) to enhance the realism of gen-
erated images. Diverging from these traditional DMs, our
DiffI2] takes a departure by eliminating the incorporation
of noise into the DM process. We undertake experiments
to validate the efficacy of this approach. Specifically, within
the DiffI2lg2-V4, we introduce noise during the reverse DM
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TABLE 7
FID results evaluated on the CelebA-HQ dataset for inpainting. The evaluation encompassed both performance and runtime, all conducted using
inputs with the resolution of 256x256

Training Schemes

Inserting |

Method Runtime (ms) | GT DM Traditional DM Joint Noise CelebA-HQ (FIDJ)
Optimization Optimization
DiffI2Ig; | 28.1 | v X X X X | 4.4826
DiffI2Ig5-V1 28.6 X X X X X 5.2452
DiffI2I g5-V2 28.6 X Vv v X X 5.5221
DiffI21g5-V3 (Ours) 28.6 X v X v X 4.7013
DiffI2l go-V4 28.6 X Vv X v v 4.7796
TABLE 8 TABLE 9

Various DM loss functions comparison (FID) in inpainting.

Comparison on 4 x real-world SR efficient DM methods

Loss functions | Lairs (Eq. (13))

CelebA-HQ (FIDJ) | 4.7013

£2 (Eq. (14)
4.7518

Ly (Eq. (15))
4.7963

4.8754

4.8501

4.8254

4.800+

FID

4.7754

4.7504

4.7254

4.7004

0 5 10 15 20 25 30
The number of iteration

Fig. 6. Ablation study of the number of iterations in DM.

process. As shown in Tab. 7, our noise-free DiffI2Ig5-V3
outperforms the noise-inclusive DiffI2Ig2-V4 model in terms
of performance. This observation suggests that abstaining
from the addition of noise leads to heightened accuracy in
estimating IPR.

The loss functions for DM. We investigate the optimal
loss function for guiding both the denoising network and
CPEN, in accurately estimating the IPR from input images.
In this context, we introduce three distinct loss functions:
(1) We define L4;5; and outlined in Eq. (13) to serve as
our optimization criterion. (2) To quantify the extent of
estimation error, we employ the L, loss (Eq. (14)). (3) We
utilizes the Kullback-Leibler (KL) divergence to gauge the
similarity between distributions, denoted as Lj; (Eq. (15)).

4c’

1 o A 2
£2= jo 2 (20) - 2)) (14)
Sk zmmm)
Lii = Znorm(i)log | S2ormi (15)
kl ; (i) log (anm(i)

where Z and Z € R*“’ represent IPRs extracted by DiffI2[sq
and DiffI2] g5, respectively. Z,orm and Zy,orm € R4 denotg
the results of applying the softmax operation to normalize Z

Method | Runtime (ms) | LPIPS| DISTS, PSNRt
LDM [13] 4706.18 0.4763 0.1844 25.68
LDM+DPM-Sovler [123] 3411.59 0.5003 0.1871 24.31
DiffI2I g5 (Ours) 170.4 02943 01038  27.52

and Z independently. We employ these three loss functions
on DiffI2l g5 individually, aiming to directly predict accurate
IPR values from input images. Subsequently, we assess their
performance in the inpainting task using the CelebA-HQ
dataset. The outcome of these evaluations is presented in
Tab. 8. Notably, our results demonstrate that L4 ;s outper-
forms both £5 and L.

Impact of the number of iterations. In this part, we delve
into the impact of the number of iterations in the DiffI2 g,
on its performance. We employ varying iteration counts
within DiffI2I g5 and fine-tune the parameter f3; (oy = 1—0)
as depicted in Eq. (10), ensuring that Z evolves into Gaus-
sian noise Zp ~ N(0,1) through the diffusion process
(i.e.,, as @r — 0). The results are illustrated in Fig. 6. Re-
markably, as the number of iterations reaches 3, the perfor-
mance of DiffI2]go experiences a substantial enhancement.
Beyond 4 iterations, DiffI2I g, stabilizes, effectively reaching
its upper-performance limit. Furthermore, it is evident that
our DiffI2Igo exhibits a swifter convergence rate compared
to traditional DMs, which typically necessitate over 200
iterations. This advantageous acceleration arises from our
focused application of DM on the IPR, a compressed one-
dimensional vector.

Comparison with efficient DM methods. We conduct a
comparative analysis involving LDM [13], which is an
efficient DM method and is accelerated by DDIM [124].
Additionally, we leverage the DPM-Solver [123] to optimize
the efficiency of LDM. It is officially adopted for accelerating
both LDM and Stable Diffusion. As illustrated in Tab. 9, our
proposed DiffI2] framework, tailored for 121, demonstrates
remarkable superiority over DPM-Solver, showcasing a per-
formance enhancement while being 20 times more efficient.
Whether concatenate input and GT images. Our experi-
mental evaluations are conducted on the NTIRE2020-track1
dataset, which is a real-world SR dataset. As indicated in
Tab. 10, two distinct inputs are considered for the CPENg;:
solely the ground truth (GT) images, and the concatenation
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TABLE 10
Whether concatenate GT and input images?
Method | LPIPS| DISTS, PSNRt
DiffI2I g9 (concat GT and input, Ours) | 0.2943 0.1038 27.52
DiffI2l g2 (only GT) 0.2951 0.1042 27.44

TABLE 11
4x SR results on different resolutions (LPIPS]).

Method | 256x256 512x512 1024 x1024
BybeGAN [89] 0.1210 0.1129 0.1088
SRDiff [16] 0.1469 0.1433 0.1412
DiffI2I g2 (Ours) 0.1088 0.1032 0.0992

of both GT and input images. It is evident that employ-
ing the concatenation of GT and input images as input
to CPENg; yields superior performance. This approach
facilitates the DM in comprehending the disparity between
the input and GT images, thereby enhancing its ability to
provide more effective guidance for 121.

The effect of resolutions. Our experimental evaluations
are conducted on the Single Image Super-Resolution (SISR)
dataset, precisely the DIV2K100 dataset, which is resized to
a variety of resolutions. The results, displayed in Tab. 11,
unequivocally showcase DiffI2Igy’s superior performance
across different resolutions, surpassing the ByteGAN and
SRDiff. These results underscore the exceptional adaptabil-
ity of our DiffI2I g, to diverse resolution settings.

7 CONCLUSION

Traditional DMs have demonstrated impressive capabilities
in image synthesis. However, when it comes to certain 121
tasks that demand strict adherence to GT constraints, a
deviation from the traditional approach is necessary. The
direct application of the DM framework, designed primarily
for starting pixel-level generation from scratch, is inefficient
and unsuitable for such I2] tasks. In this paper, we introduce
a novel and efficient DM tailored specifically for 121, named
DiffI2I. This approach comprises three key components:
CPEN, DI2Iformer, and a denoising network. The process
begins with feeding the ground-truth image into CPENg,
resulting in the generation of a compact IPR. This IPR
plays a crucial role in guiding the subsequent operations
of the DI2Iformer. After that, the DM is trained to accu-
rately estimate the compact IPR, as derived from CPENg;.
Remarkably distinguishing itself from traditional DMs, our
DiffI2] demonstrates the remarkable ability to achieve sig-
nificantly more precise estimations and effectively diminish
artifacts in the generated results, all while employing far
fewer iterations and a lighter denoising network. Further-
more, this reduction in the computation of DM facilitates
the adoption of a joint optimization strategy encompass-
ing CPENg2, DI2Iformer, and the denoising network. This
approach is designed to mitigate the potential influence of
estimation errors. Our extensive experimental evaluations
showcase DiffI2]’s achievement of a new SOTA benchmark
performance in the realm of I21.
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