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Abstract. Diffusion-based zero-shot image restoration and enhancement
models have achieved great success in various image restoration and en-
hancement tasks without training. However, directly applying them to
video restoration and enhancement results in severe temporal flickering
artifacts. In this paper, we propose the first framework for zero-shot
video restoration and enhancement based on a pre-trained image diffu-
sion model. By replacing the self-attention layer with the proposed cross-
previous-frame attention layer, the pre-trained image diffusion model can
take advantage of the temporal correlation between neighboring frames.
We further propose temporal consistency guidance, spatial-temporal noise
sharing, and an early stopping sampling strategy for better temporally
consistent sampling. Our method is a plug-and-play module that can
be inserted into any diffusion-based zero-shot image restoration or en-
hancement methods to further improve their performance. Experimental
results demonstrate the superiority of our proposed method in producing
temporally consistent videos with better fidelity.

Keywords: video restoration, video enhancement, zero-shot, diffusion
model

1 Introduction

Recently, Denoising Diffusion Probabilistic Models (DDPMs) [6] have shown
advanced generative capabilities on top of GANs, which has inspired further
exploration of diffusion-based restoration and enhancement methods. Different
from using supervised learning and diffusion framework to train models for spe-
cific restoration and enhancement tasks [26,35], the works in [4,5,7,12,18,27,29]
utilize pre-trained image diffusion model for universal zero-shot image restora-
tion and enhancement. These methods constrain the content between generated
results and degraded images in the reverse diffusion process. However, due to the
absence of temporal modeling in pre-trained image diffusion models, although
these methods have shown promising results in image restoration and enhance-
ment, their direct application to video restoration and enhancement can lead to
significant temporal flickering.

Along with the appearance of powerful pre-trained text-to-image diffusion
models like Stable Diffusion [25], how to use these off-the-shelf text-to-image
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diffusion model for zero-shot video editing has garnered increasing attention
[1,32,33,36]. Generating temporally consistent edited videos remains a key chal-
lenge in zero-shot video editing. Two main approaches to address this problem
are utilizing cross-frame attention [32,36] and latent fusion [1,33] through motion
estimation. In this work, we propose a simple yet more suitable strategy called
cross-previous-frame attention for zero-shot video restoration and enhancement.
For zero-shot video editing, the original unedited video is clean, making it eas-
ier to accurately predict motion. However, when dealing with video restoration
and enhancement tasks where the input videos suffer from various degradations,
predicting motion becomes more challenging. To tackle this issue, we propose
estimating motion from x̃0 during the reverse diffusion process since it is cleaner.
We then utilize the estimated motion information to construct a temporal con-
sistency loss that guides sampling. We observe that temporal flickering is mainly
caused by inherent stochasticity in the diffusion model. Therefore, we introduce
spatial-temporal noise sharing as a means to mitigate this stochasticity effect.
Additionally, we propose an early stopping sampling strategy according to the
order of constructing low-frequency and high-frequency in an image during sam-
pling.

In this paper, we propose a novel framework for Zero-shot Video Restoration
and enhancement using pretrained image Diffusion model (ZVRD).

Our contributions are summarized as follows

• First, we propose the first framework for zero-shot video restoration and
enhancement using pre-trained image diffusion model.

• Secondly, we propose cross-previous-frame attention, temporal consistency
guidance, spatial-temporal noise sharing, and an early stopping sampling
strategy to maintain temporal consistency during video restoration and en-
hancement.

• Extensive experiments demonstrate the effectiveness of our method in achiev-
ing temporally consistent zero-shot video restoration and enhancement.

2 Related Works

2.1 Diffusion-based Zero-shot Image Restoration and Enhancement

The success of diffusion generative models has enlightened diffusion-based image
restoration and enhancement methods. These methods can be divided into two
categories. One category is designed for each specific task and utilizes paired
data for supervised training [26, 35]. The other category is a universal zero-
shot method for all image recovery tasks based on a pre-trained image diffusion
model. Zero-shot methods utilize a pre-trained off-the-shelf diffusion model as
the generative prior, which requires no additional training. The key to zero-shot
methods is to constrain the result to have the same content as degraded images
in the reverse diffusion process. [18,29] solves the inpainting problem by utilizing
unmasked regions to guide the reverse diffusion process. ILVR [4] applies a low-
pass filter to constrain low-frequency information. DDRM [12] decomposes the
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degradation operators with SVD and performs the diffusion in its spectral space
to ensure content consistency. DDNM [31] refines only the null-space contents
during the reverse diffusion process to preserve content consistency. DPS [5] ex-
tends diffusion solvers to efficiently handle general noisy non-linear inverse prob-
lems via approximation of the posterior sampling. GDP [7] applies different loss
functions between result and degraded image, and guides the reverse diffusion
process with gradient, which can solve linear inverse, non-linear, or blind prob-
lems. [27] proposes a conditional velocity score approximation method based on
the Bayesian principle to solve both non-blind and blind, linear and non-linear
problems. But these methods are designed for image recovery problems, there
exists severe temporal flickering when applied to degraded video.

2.2 Diffusion-based Zero-shot Video Editing

Along with the development of powerful pre-trained text-to-image diffusion mod-
els like Stable Diffusion [25], diffusion-based zero-shot video editing has gained
increasing attention, which utilizes the off-the-shelf text-to-image diffusion model
and mainly solves the temporal consistency problem. [32,37] finetune the temporal-
attention layers of the U-Net in the test short video clip. FateZero [24] fol-
lows Prompt-to-Prompt [9] and fuse the attention maps in the DDIM inversion
process and generation process to preserve the motion and structure consis-
tency. Text2Video-Zero [13] proposes cross-frame attention and motion dynam-
ics to enrich the latent codes for better temporal consistency. [36] leverages an
interleaved-frame smoother and a hierarchical sampler to better edit long video.
Rerender-A-Video [33] rerenders the keyframes for style transfer. StableVideo [2]
decomposes the input video into layered representations to edit separately and
propagate the appearance information. CoDeF [22] uses a new type of video rep-
resentation based on the canonical content field and temporal deformation field.
Inspired by these works, we propose to use an image diffusion model for zero-
shot video restoration and enhancement. Different from using Stable Diffusion
like these zero-shot video editing methods, we use an unconditional image dif-
fusion model [6] pre-trained on ImageNet, which is commonly used in zero-shot
image restoration.

2.3 Video Restoration and Enhancement

The existing video restoration methods need to be trained for every single
task. [16] proposes temporal mutual self-attention to exploit temporal infor-
mation in video super-resolution. [39] introduces dual-domain propagation for
video inpainting that combines the advantages of image and feature warping, ex-
ploiting global correspondences. [15] proposes a video colorization transformer
network that enables the network to utilize more spatial contextual informa-
tion and capture multi-scale information. [38] explores zero-shot image/video
enhancement by utilizing non-reference loss functions, but still needs training
on unpaired data with diverse illumination conditions. Different from the above
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methods, our method is a training-free zero-shot method, which is universal to
different restoration and enhancement tasks.

3 Background

Diffusion models transform target data distribution into simple noise distribution
and recover data from noise. We follow the diffusion model defined in denoising
diffusion probabilistic models (DDPM) [10]. DDPM defines a T-step forward
process and a T-step reverse process. The forward process adds random noise to
data step by step, while the reverse process constructs target data samples step
by step.

3.1 The Forward Diffusion Process

The forward diffusion process is a Markov chain that gradually corrupts data x0

until it approaches Gaussian noise xT . The forward process yields the present
state xt from the previous state xt−1:

q(xt|xt−1) = N (xt;
√
1− βtxt−1, βtI), (1)

where t denotes as diffusion step, βt is the predefined scale factor. An important
property of the forward noising process is that any step xt may be sampled
directly from x0 through the following equation:

xt =
√
ᾱtx0 +

√
1− ᾱtϵ, (2)

where ϵ ∼ N (0, I), αt = 1− βt and ᾱt =
∏t

i=1 αi.

3.2 The Reverse Diffusion Process

The Reverse diffusion Process is a Markov chain that denoises a sampled Gaus-
sian noise to a clean image step by step. Starting from noise xT ∼ N (0, I), the
reverse process from latent xT to clean data x0 is defined as:

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

The mean µθ (xt, t) is the target we want to estimate by a neural network
θ. The variance Σθ can be either time-dependent constants [10] or learnable
parameters [21]. ϵθ is a function approximator intended to predict ϵ from xt as
follow:

µθ (xt, t) =
1

√
αt

(
xt −

βt√
1− ᾱt

ϵθ (xt, t)

)
(4)

The reverse process yields the previous state xt−1 from the current state xt:

xt−1 =
1

√
αt

(
xt −

βt√
1− ᾱt

ϵθ (xt, t)

)
+Σθz (5)
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where z ∼ N (0, I). In practice, x̃0 is usually predicted from xt, then xt−1 is
sampled using both x̃0 and xt computed as:

x̃0 =
xt√
ᾱt

−
√
1− ᾱtϵθ (xt, t)√

ᾱt
(6)

q (xt−1 | xt, x̃0) = N
(
xt−1; µ̃t (xt, x̃0) , β̃tI

)
,

where µ̃t (xt, x̃0) =

√
ᾱt−1βt

1− ᾱt
x̃0 +

√
αt (1− ᾱt−1)

1− ᾱt
xt

and β̃t =
1− ᾱt−1

1− ᾱt
βt

(7)

4 Method

4.1 Overall Framework

Given a degraded video with N frames {Ii}Ni=0, our goal is to restore or enhance
it to a normal-light clean video {I ′i}Ni=0. Our method leverages a pre-trained un-
conditional image diffusion model [6] for video restoration and enhancement. [6]
employs a U-Net which is constructed from layers of 2D convolutional residual
blocks and spatial self-attention blocks. We replace all 3 × 3 2D convolutions
with inflated 1 × 3 × 3 3D convolutions so that the network can process video.
For better temporal consistency, we propose cross-previous-frame attention, tem-
poral consistency guidance, spatial-temporal noise sharing, and early stopping
sampling strategy, the framework is illustrated in Fig. 1 and Algo. 1 shows our
whole reverse diffusion process. It’s worth noting that our method is plug-and-
play, which can be inserted into any diffusion-based zero-shot image restoration
or enhancement method.

4.2 Cross-Previous-Frame Attention

Similar to zero-shot video editing methods [13,33], we replace self-attention lay-
ers in the U-Net with cross-frame attention layers to strengthen the temporal
consistency between degraded frame Ii and Ii−1. For each spatial self-attention
layer, the query, key, and value Q, K, V are obtained by linear projection of
the feature vi of Ii, the corresponding self-attention output is produced by
Self_Attn(Q,K, V ) = Softmax(QKT

√
d
) · V with

Q = WQvi,K = WKvi, V = WV vi, (8)

where WQ, WK , WV are pre-trained matrices that project the inputs to query,
key and value, respectively.

Cross-frame attention uses the key K ′ and value V ′ from other frames. For
zero-shot video editing, besides the previous frame, the first frame is also used
to maintain the global coherence in terms of generated content. However we find
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Fig. 1: Framework of the proposed zero-shot video restoration and enhancement.

that the previous frame is enough to maintain the temporal consistency between
consecutive frames. To reduce the computation cost, we do not leverage more
neighbor frames to compute cross-frame attention, and we find that it will not
bring prominent improvement in temporal consistency. The corresponding cross-
previous-frame attention output is produced by CrossPrevFrame_Attn(Q,K ′, V ′) =

Softmax(QK′T
√
d

) · V ′ with

Q = WQvi,K
′ = WKvi−1, V

′ = WV vi−1. (9)

4.3 Temporal Consistency Guidance

In the sampling (reverse) process of DDPM, a clean image x̃0 is usually predicted
from the noisy image xt by estimating the noise in xt, which can be directly
inferred when given xt by the Eq. 6 in every timestep t. Similar to GDP [7],
We can add guidance on x̃0 to control the generation process of the DDPM.
To achieve the better temporal consistency, we compute the optical flow and
occlusion mask between the x̃0 of degraded frame Ii and Ii−1, which are denoted
by x̃i

0 and x̃i−1
0 . And constrain x̃i

0 and x̃i−1
0 with temporal consistency loss

LTC
x̃0

=

N∑
i=0

Mi

∥∥x̃i
0 − warp(x̃i−1

0 , Fi)
∥∥
1

(10)

where Mi is predicted occlusion mask, Fi is predicted optical flow. Then we
can apply gradient guidance to guide the sampling process. Specifically, we can
sample xt−1 by N

(
µ+ s∇x̃0

LTC
x̃0

, σ2
)
, s is gradient scale. We find that the x̃0



Zero-shot Video Restoration and Enhancement 7

Algorithm 1 Sampling process: Given a diffusion model (µθ (xt) , Σθ (xt)),
corrupted video {Ii}Ni=0.
Input: Corrupted video {Ii}Ni=0, gradient scale s, optical flow network f , content con-

straint ccf , hyper-parameters TTC , TES and λ.
Output: Output restored or enhanced video {I ′i}Ni=0

Sample x0
T from N (0, I)

for i from 1 to N do
xi−1

T = x0
T

xi
T = x0

T

for t from T to TES do
µi−1, σ

2
i−1 = µθ

(
xi−1

t

)
, Σθ

(
xi−1

t

)
µi, σ

2
i = µθ

(
xi

t

)
, Σθ

(
xi

t

)
x̃i−1

0 =
xi−1
t√
ᾱt

−
√
1−ᾱtϵθ(xi−1

t ,t)√
ᾱt

x̃i
0 =

xi
t√
ᾱt

−
√
1−ᾱtϵθ(xi

t,t)√
ᾱt

ccf(x̃i−1
0 , Ii−1)

ccf(x̃i
0, Ii)

if t < TTC then
Fi,Mi = f(x̃i−1

0 , x̃i
0)

LTC
x̃i
0

=
∑N

i=0 Mi

∥∥x̃i
0 − warp(x̃i−1

0 , Fi)
∥∥
1

else
LTC

x̃i
0

= 0

end
Sample z0

t from N (0, I)
zi−1
t = z0

t

zi
t = z0

t

zi
t = Mi(λz

i
t + (1− λ)zi−1

t ) + (1−Mi)z
i
t

Sample xi−1
t−1 by xi−1

t−1 = µi−1 + σ2
i−1z

i−1
t

Sample xi
t−1 by xi

t−1 = µi + s∇x̃i
0
LTC

x̃i
0
+ σ2

i z
i
t

end
return xi

0

end

is not always clean in the whole sampling process. Like Fig 2 shows, at the
beginning of sampling, x̃0 has a lower signal-to-noise ratio, where the image
contents are unrecognizable and has a lot of noise. In the middle part of sampling,
x̃0 has smooth content which can not be used to compute precise optical flow.
Only in the second half of sampling, the diffusion model slowly generate rich
content and details, which is suitable to compute precise optical flow. In practice,
we only apply temporal consistency guidance after t < TTC , TTC is a hyper-
parameter. We utilize RAFT [11, 30] as our optical flow network for temporal
consistency guidance.
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Fig. 2: Two Examples of GDP in different times of sampling process: (a) Super-
resolution, (b) Inpainting.

4.4 Spatial-Temporal Noise Sharing

Recently, [3] demonstrates that the denoising process plays an important role
in the denoising diffusion model. Actually, the noise in the sampling process
controls the final generated color and details. For the same degraded frame,
different noise xT and z in the sampling process will lead to different colors
and details. For better temporal consistency, we propose to share the same xT

and z between all frames, which encourages the diffusion model to generate the
same details in the static areas. In 4.3, we have computed the optical flow and
occlusion mask between the x̃0 of degraded frame Ii and Ii−1. We used the
predicted optical flow and occlusion mask to blend the z of degraded frame Ii
and Ii−1, which are denoted by the zi and zi−1. We propose to blend z rather
than to blend x̃0, x̃t or U-Net feature since the latter usually leads to motion
ghost and unpleasant artifacts. The blending process can be formulated as

zi = Mi(λz
i + (1− λ)zi−1) + (1−Mi)z

i (11)

The blending process shares noise between the corresponding pixels in different
frames, which encourages the diffusion model to generate the same details in
these dynamic areas.

4.5 Early Stopping Sampling Strategy

In 4.3, we find that x0 firstly reconstructs the low-frequency component of the
image, then reconstructs the high-frequency component in the sampling process,
the temporal flicker easily increases at the end of the reverse diffusion process.
And the real-world degraded images often suffer from noise. When enhancing
low-light videos which often suffer from noise, the diffusion model will recon-
struct the high-frequency noise at the end of sampling, which also reduces the
temporal consistency. We propose an early stopping sampling strategy, which
stops sampling after TES , preventing x0 from reconstructing noise or unconsis-
tency high-frequency details. We take the early stopping x0 as the final result.
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Table 1: Quantitative comparison with state-of-the-art methods for 4× video super-
resolution. The best results are highlighted in bold and the second best results are
underlined.

Methods PSNR↑ SSIM↑ FID↓ WE(10−2)↓
DDNM 23.46 0.6876 110.13 2.0976
DDNM+ZVRD 23.49 0.6904 107.17 0.7344
GDP 20.44 0.5252 171.59 5.8179
GDP+ZVRD 21.18 0.5722 174.37 0.4574

Table 2: Quantitative comparison with state-of-the-art methods for 25% video inpaint-
ing. The best results are highlighted in bold and the second best results are underlined.

Methods PSNR↑ SSIM↑ FID↓ WE(10−2)↓
DDNM 32.55 0.9453 8.9045 6.8646
DDNM+ZVRD 32.56 0.9462 8.4405 6.7081
GDP 26.96 0.8011 40.99 7.2141
GDP+ZVRD 27.05 0.8034 35.91 3.8836

5 Experiments

5.1 Datasets

For evaluation of video super-resolution, we collected 18 gt videos from com-
monly used test datasets REDS4 [20], Vid4 [17] and UDM10 [34]. For evalu-
ation of video inpainting, we collected 20 gt videos from the commonly used
DAVIS [23] dataset. For evaluation of video colorization, we use the gt videos
from Videvo20 [14] dataset, which is one of the mainly used datasets for video
colorization. Due to the slow sampling speed of DDPM and a test video con-
taining a lot of frames, we first center crop the frames along the shorter edge
and then resize them to 256×256, which matches the image size of the diffusion
model. And our method could combine with patch-based strategy in [7] to pro-
cess any-size videos. We follow [7] to apply linear degradation to gt videos to
construct corresponding degraded videos for video super-resolution, inpainting,
and colorization, respectively. For low-light video enhancement, we collected 10
paired low-normal videos from the DID dataset [8] which was captured in the
real world. For each low and normal video, We center crop the frames along the
shorter edge, and then resize them to 256×256.

5.2 Comparison with State-of-the-art Methods

We utilize four measurements to evaluate the restoration and enhancement qual-
ity. Besides the commonly used metrics PSNR, SSIM, and FID, we utilize Warp-
ing Error (WE) [14] to evaluate temporal consistency. Since there has been no
research on zero-shot video restoration before and our method is a plug-and-
play method, we choose two state-of-the-art zero-shot image restoration methods
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Table 3: Quantitative comparison with state-of-the-art methods for video colorization.
The best results are highlighted in bold and the second best results are underlined.

Methods PSNR↑ SSIM↑ FID↓ WE(10−2)↓
DDNM 24.60 0.9932 123.29 4.2693
DDNM+ZVRD 25.78 0.9930 124.78 3.2624
GDP 24.58 0.9333 134.56 3.2055
GDP+ZVRD 24.48 0.9343 135.64 2.3340

Table 4: Quantitative comparison with state-of-the-art methods for low-light video
enhancement. The best results are highlighted in bold and the second best results are
underlined.

Methods PSNR↑ SSIM↑ FID↓ WE(10−2)↓
SGZ 17.22 0.6576 49.49 0.9593
GDP 17.35 0.8072 62.05 1.6011
GDP+ZVRD 17.51 0.8085 61.78 0.8143

DDNM [31] and GDP [7] as our compared method and backbone. We utilize their
way for the content constraint in our method and compare with them, respec-
tively. DDNM utilizes range-null space decomposition to constrain the restored
result to own the same content as the degraded image. GDP leverages distance
constraints between restored/enhanced results and degraded images to guide
the reverse diffusion process. GDP is based on DDPM sampling, and DDNM
combines with DDIM [28] to accelerate the sampling. For the low-light video
enhancement, we compared our method with the zero-shot video enhancement
method SGZ [38] and the zero-shot image enhancement method GDP.

Table 1, 2, 3, 4 list the quantitative results on the evaluation data for video
super-resolution, video inpainting, video colorization, and low-light video en-
hancement, respectively. It can be observed that by inserting our method in
existing zero-shot image methods (DDNM+ZVRD, GDP+ZVRD), the tempo-
ral consistency can be obviously improved. For 4× video super-resolution, on the
basis of DDNM, the WE is decreased to nearly 1/3 of the original, the PSNR,
and SSIM are increased and the FID is decreased through our method. On the
basis of GDP, the WE is decreased to about 1/12 of the original, and our method
achieves 0.74 dB gain for PSNR, with the slightly raised FID. For 25% video in-
painting, the performance is improved in all four metrics on both backbones, the
WE is decreased to about half of the original on GDP. For video colorization,
the WE is decreased by about 1 gain on both backbones. For low-light video
enhancement, our method can boost GDP in all four metrics, and make GDP
have better temporal consistency than SGZ. It demonstrates that our method
is effective and can boost the performance of diffusion-based zero-shot image
restoration and enhancement methods on video tasks.

Fig. 3, 4, 5, 6 present the visual comparison results on the evaluation data for
video super-resolution, video inpainting, video colorization and low-light video
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Fig. 3: Visual quality comparison for video super-resolution. Zoom in for better obser-
vation.

enhancement, respectively. Fig. 3 presents the four methods’ results on the first
and second frames of the video. For GDP, the details of the tree and bus are
not consistent on the two frames, and the shape of the car is also obviously
different. For DDNM, there are different contents on the window of the bus. Our
method (DDNM+ZVRD, GDP+ZVRD) can restore temporal consistent results
on both tree and bus. Fig. 4 presents the results of GDP and GDP+ZVRD.
It can be observed that the wall texture is not consistent in GDP results. Our
method restores temporal consistent results which are similar to the gt frames.
Fig. 5 presents the four methods’ results on two scenes. In the first scene, GDP
results have different colors on the local areas of the airplane, and DDNM restores
different global color styles. Compared with them, our method restores temporal
consistent color in both local and global areas. In the second scene, GDP restores
different colors on clothes, and the second frame of DDNM has a dimmer color
than the first frame. Our method can restore more temporal consistent and
colorful results. Fig. 6 presents the results on a low-light video. It can be observed
that GDP has different global light and different details on the table. Our method
has better temporal consistency on global light and local details.

5.3 Ablation Study

In this section, we perform ablation study to demonstrate the effectiveness of the
proposed cross-previous-frame attention, temporal consistency guidance, spatial-
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Fig. 4: Visual quality comparison for 25% video inpainting. Zoom in for better obser-
vation.

Fig. 5: Visual quality comparison for video colorization.
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Fig. 6: Visual quality comparison for low-light video enhancement. Zoom in for better
observation.

Table 5: Ablation study for cross-previous-frame attention, temporal consistency guid-
ance, spatial-temporal noise sharing and early stopping sampling strategy on 4× video
super-resolution task.

Cross-previous-frame attention × ✓ ✓ ✓ ✓
Temporal consistency guidance × × ✓ ✓ ✓
Spatial-temporal noise sharing × × × ✓ ✓
Early stopping sampling strategy × × × × ✓
PSNR↑ 20.44 20.59 20.57 21.26 21.18
SSIM↑ 0.5252 0.5293 0.5275 0.5790 0.5722
FID↓ 171.59 171.64 172.17 174.33 174.37
WE(10−2)↓ 5.8179 4.9275 3.0092 0.4746 0.4574
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temporal noise sharing and early stopping sampling strategy. Take video super-
resolution as an example, Table 5 lists the quantitative comparison results in
evaluation data by adding these modules one by one. It can be observed that the
WE is decreased by nearly 1 gain when adding cross-previous-frame attention,
nearly 2 gain when adding temporal consistency guidance, decreased by 5/6
when adding spatial-temporal noise sharing, and slightly decreased when adding
early stopping sampling strategy. The four modules all bring slightly worse FID,
but are acceptable according to the visual comparison results in 5.2. Cross-
previous-frame attention and spatial-temporal noise sharing are beneficial to
fidelity, especially the latter, which brings 0.69 dB gain for PSNR.

6 Conclusion

In this paper, we propose the first framework for zero-shot video restoration and
enhancement which uses a pretrained image diffusion model and is training-free.
By replacing the self-attention layer with the proposed cross-previous-frame at-
tention layer, the pre-trained image diffusion model can utilize the temporal
correlation between frames, which is beneficial to temporal consistency. To fur-
ther strengthen the temporal consistency of results, we propose temporal consis-
tency guidance, spatial-temporal noise sharing, and an early stopping sampling
strategy. Our method can be inserted into any diffusion-based zero-shot image
restoration or enhancement method. Experimental results demonstrate the su-
periority of the proposed method in producing temporally consistent videos with
better fidelity.
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This supplementary file provides additional details that were not included in
the main paper due to page limitations. In the following, we first give the detailed
experiment settings, and then present comparison results on video deblurring and
denoising. Finally, a demo for video results comparison is given.

1 Experiment Settings

The evaluation datasets for video super-resolution, video inpainting, video col-
orization, and low-light video enhancement are mentioned in the main file. For
the three restoration tasks, we follow the settings of the linear degradation op-
erator from [7, 31]. For super-resolution with n, we set the degradation opera-
tor as the average-pooling operator

[
1
n2 ... 1

n2

]
, which averages each patch into

a single value. For inpainting, the degradation operator is the mask operator.
For colorization, the degradation operator is a pixel-wise operator

[
1
3

1
3

1
3

]
that

converts each RGB channel pixel into a grayscale value. In addition to the afore-
mentioned four tasks, we further compare our method in two restoration tasks:
video deblurring and video denoising. For video deblurring, we collected 10 gt
videos from the dataset REDS [20], and center crop the frames with resolu-
tion 256×256. Then we add motion blur on gt videos to construct the degraded
videos, the blur kernels are 33×33 with a strength of 0.5. For video denoising,
we collected 15 gt videos from the commonly used test dataset Set8 [?] and
DAVIS [23]. For each video, We center-crop the frames along the shorter edge,
and then resize them to 256×256. We add Gaussian noise with σ = 50 on gt
videos to construct the noisy videos. The sampling hyper-parameters TTC and λ
are set to 300 and 0.5, respectively. The early stopping sampling strategy is only
applied to video super-resolution, inpainting and low-light video enhancement,
the hyper-parameter TES is set to 50.

2 Comparison on More Tasks

For video deblurring and denoising, we choose DPS [5] and DDNM [31] as our
compared method and backbone, respectively. And we compare with a zero-
shot image denoising method ZS-N2N [19] on noisy videos. Table 1, 2 list the
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Table 1: Quantitative comparison with state-of-the-art methods for video deblurring.
The best results are highlighted in bold.

Methods PSNR↑ SSIM↑ FID↓ WE(10−2)↓
DPS 20.92 0.6206 205.19 6.7240
DPS+ZVRD 21.54 0.6307 202.26 2.3519

Table 2: Quantitative comparison with state-of-the-art methods for video denoising.
The best results are highlighted in bold and the second best results are underlined.

Methods PSNR↑ SSIM↑ FID↓ WE(10−2)↓
ZS-N2N 25.33 0.6749 267.98 7.0208
DDNM 28.11 0.8285 136.73 6.5875
DDNM+ZVRD 28.11 0.8284 141.77 5.9865

quantitative results of the evaluation data for video deblurring and denoising,
respectively. It can be observed that by inserting our method in two image meth-
ods (DPS+ZVRD, DDNM+ZVRD), the temporal consistency can be improved.
Especially when applied to video deblurring, our method boosts the performance
of all four metrics, the WE is decreased to nearly 1/3 of the original.

Fig. 1, 2 present the visual comparison results on the evaluation data for
video deblurring and denoising, respectively. Fig. 1 presents the results of DPS
and DPS+ZVRD. It can be observed that the human body is not consistent in
DPS results. Our method restores temporal consistent results which are more
similar to the gt frames. Fig. 2 presents the results of three methods on the
first and second frames. The results of ZS-N2N still remain noise, which also
reduces the temporal consistency. Compared with DDNM, our method restores
more temporally consistent results in sand areas. We also present a video demo
to further present the temporal consistency of our method.
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Fig. 1: Visual quality comparison for video deblurring. Zoom in for better observation.

Fig. 2: Visual quality comparison for video denoising. Zoom in for better observation.
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