arXiv:2311.08955v1 [cs.CV] 15 Nov 2023

A Spectral Diffusion Prior for Hyperspectral Image Super-Resolution

Jianjun Liu, Member, IEEE, Zebin Wu, Senior Member, IEEE, and Liang Xiao, Member, IEEE

Abstract—Fusion-based hyperspectral image (HSI) superresolution aims to produce a high-spatial-resolution HSI by fusing a low-spatial-resolution HSI and a high-spatial-resolution multispectral image. Such a HSI super-resolution process can be modeled as an inverse problem, where the prior knowledge is essential for obtaining the desired solution. Motivated by the success of diffusion models, we propose a novel spectral diffusion prior for fusion-based HSI super-resolution. Specifically, we first investigate the spectrum generation problem and design a spectral diffusion model to model the spectral data distribution. Then, in the framework of maximum a posteriori, we keep the transition information between every two neighboring states during the reverse generative process, and thereby embed the knowledge of trained spectral diffusion model into the fusion problem in the form of a regularization term. At last, we treat each generation step of the final optimization problem as its subproblem, and employ the Adam to solve these subproblems in a reverse sequence. Experimental results conducted on both synthetic and real datasets demonstrate the effectiveness of the proposed approach. The code of the proposed approach will be available on https://github.com/liuofficial/SDP.

Index Terms—Super-resolution, hyperspectral image, diffusion model, deep prior, regularization.

I. INTRODUCTION

H^{YPERSPECTRAL images (HSIs) can be treated as a}

kind of 3-D images containing one-dimensional spectral and two-dimensional spatial information. Different from the general multi-channel images, such as RGB images, HSIs are imaged at hundreds of contiguous and narrow spectral bands, and the spectral range spans the visible to infrared spectrum. Such a high spectral resolution of HSIs makes it possible to accurately identify substances, thus facilitating their practical applications in many fields [1], such as agriculture, mineralogy, and military. Conversely, the spatial resolution of HSIs is usually relatively low due to the limitation of imaging sensors [2]–[5], which hinders their further development. There are two categories of super-resolution methods developed to obtain high-spatial-resolution HSIs (HR-HSIs). One is the fusionbased HSI super-resolution that instead records a low-spatial-resolution HSI (LR-HSI) and a conventional high-spatial-resolution image to generate the target HR-HSI. The other is the single HSI super-resolution that performs the task without the auxiliary images. Compared with the HSIs, the conventional images such as panchromatic and multispectral

Jianjun Liu is with the Jiangsu Provincial Engineering Laboratory for Pattern Recognition and Computational Intelligence, Jiangnan University, Wuxi, China (Email: liuofficial@163.com).

Zebin Wu and Liang Xiao are with the School of Computer Science, Nanjing University of Science and Technology, Nanjing, China (Email: zebin.wu@gmail.com, xiaoliang@mail.njust.edu.cn).

images (MSIs) can achieve higher spatial resolution with loss of much spectral information. Benefiting from the complementary information between the two observed images, the fusion-based HSI super-resolution has become a satisfactory solution.

The fusion-based HSI super-resolution mainly refers to the fusion of a LR-HSI and a high-spatial-resolution MSI (HR-MSI) [3]–[5], and the fusion of a LR-HSI and a highspatial-resolution panchromatic image [2] can be treated as its a special case. This fusion task is similar to the Pansharpening that generates a HR-MSI by fusing a low-spatial-resolution MSI and a high-spatial-resolution panchromatic image [6], [7], but it is relatively more complicated due to the need to maintain rich spectral information. Typically, such fusion-based approaches can be roughly classified into four categories: component substitution [8], multiresolution analysis [9], model-based approaches [10]–[25] and deep learning-based approaches [26]–[39]. For the fusion-based HSI super-resolution, the model-based and deep learning-based approaches have always been the focus of research.

The model-based approaches treat HSI super-resolution as an inverse problem by modeling the spectral and spatial degradation processes. They focus on designing effective fidelity terms to characterize the degradation process and exploiting efficient prior information to constrain the range of target solutions. Various fidelity and regularization/constraint terms have been proposed when designing the model-based approaches, and have shown good performance in HSI superresolution [10]–[25]. The deep learning-based approaches mainly consider building a nonlinear mapping between the observed images and the target image. They typically require large amounts of labelled training data, and focus on designing complete networks to fit the mapping. There are plenty of excellent networks that have been proposed for HSI superresolution [26]–[39]. Recently, the complementarity between these two categories of approaches has attracted the attention of researchers [38]–[50]. For example, in the model-based approaches, some researchers employ deep networks as priors to enforce the desired results [40], [41]. In the deep learningbased approaches, some researchers draw on degradation models to construct elaborate networks or implement unsupervised and zero-shot super-resolution [38], [39], [42]–[50].

In this paper, we are desired to develop a novel deep prior for the model-based HSI super-resolution. Diffusion models belong to the popular ones at the present, and they have achieved excellent results in many domains such as image and video due to their high generation quality [51], [52]. Motivated by this, we consider the usage of diffusion models to generate high quality spectra, and thereby exploit a spectral diffusion prior (SDP) for fusion-based HSI superresolution. Specifically, to apply diffusion models to HSIs, we turn to design a new spectral diffusion model by taking into account the limitation of hyperspectral scenarios. Different from existing image-based or video-based diffusion models, the spectrum diffusion model deals with the spectral data and adopts a multilayer perceptron (MLP) network as its denoising network. To employ the spectral diffusion model as a prior, we assume the target spectra of HR-HSI follow a given spectral data distribution and then keep the transition of every two neighboring Markov states in the inverse generative process of the spectral diffusion model. In the framework of maximum a posteriori, the information preservation of the spectral generative process is eventually depicted by a regularization term. The final optimization problem consists of several subproblems corresponding to timesteps. To solve it, we treat the target HR-HSI as trainable parameters, and adopt the Adam to update the parameters by following the spectral reverse generative sequence.

Compared with the existing HSI super-resolution approaches, some of the innovative characteristics of the proposed SDP are highlighted as follows.

1) A spectral diffusion model that models the spectral data distribution of HSIs is proposed to generate high quality spectra. Since it is a pixel-wise model, the requirement of training data and computational resource is greatly reduced.

2) A spectral diffusion prior is proposed for HSI superresolution. This approach integrates the fusion process and the spectral generative process into a unified optimization problem. Thus, it can effectively transfer the knowledge of the hyperspectral data at hand to guide the fusion process.

3) We show that the spectrum generation quality is positively correlated with the fusion accuracy. Thus, this approach opens a wide field for future developments of diffusion models in hyperspectral scenarios.

The remainder of this paper is organized as follows. Section II briefly introduces fusion-based HSI super-resolution and diffusion models and reviews their related works. In Section III, we first introduce the spectral diffusion model and then present the proposed SDP as well as its optimization algorithm. Section IV demonstrates the effectiveness of the proposed approach by conducting several experiments. Section V concludes this work with some remarks.

II. BACKGROUND AND RELATED WORKS

In this section, we briefly review the background of fusionbased HSI super-resolution and diffusion models, as well as their related works.

A. HSI super-resolution

For fusion-based HSI super-resolution, its goal is to make full use of the complementary information of LR-HSI and HR- MSI to generate the desired HR-HSI. Mathematically, the two observed images can be modeled as spatially degraded and spectrally degraded versions of the target image:

Y = XBD + E_y, (1) Z = RX + E_z, (2)

where X ∈ R^{NB ×NH NW} is the target HR-HSI, with N_B , N_H and N_W as its spectral band, height and width, respectively. Y ∈ R^{NB ×NhNw} and Z ∈ R^{Nb ×NH NW} are the observed LR- HSI and HR-MSI with N_b (N_b < N_B ), N_h (N_h < N_H ) and N_w (N_w < N_W ) being the multispectral band, low-resolution height and low-resolution width, respectively. The point spread function (PSF) B ∈ R^{NH NW ×NH NW} represents the spatial blurring operator, D ∈ R^{NH NW ×NhNw} represents the spatial downsampling operator, R ∈ R^{Nb ×NB} represents the spectral response function (SRF) of the multispectral sensor, and E_y and E_z are the noises or residuals contained in LR-HSI and HR-MSI. These two degradation models are widely exploited in most of the model-based and deep learning-based HSI super-resolution approaches [3]–[5].

Most of the works in HSI super-resolution falls into the model-based or deep learning-based approaches. The modelbased approaches mainly raise optimization problems to obtain the desired image, and they have developed many fidelity terms and exploited various prior terms. In the aspect of fidelity terms, many approaches consider using decomposition to depict the intrinsic structure of the target image including unmixing [10], [11], subspace representation [12]–[14], dictionary learning [15]–[17], and tensor decomposition [18]– [21]. In the aspect of prior terms, most approaches are devoted to exploiting spatial, spectral or spatial-spectral priors to enforce the desired solution, such as vector total variation [12], manifold structure [22], low-rank representation [23], [24], and tensor regularization [25]. The deep learning-based approaches are mostly supervised, and they often build an end-to-end deep network to generate the target image by feeding the observed images. Many excellent approaches have been proposed to enhance the fusion ability of the networks, such as residual connection [26], multiscale branches [27], pyramid structure [28], attention mechanism [29], cross-mode information [30], dense connection [31], detail injection [32]–[34], adversarial network [35], [36] and Transformer [37]–[39].

Both the model-based and deep learning-based approaches have their own merits. Some researchers consider combining them to improve the performance of HSI super-resolution. For the model-based approaches, they employ a randomlyinitialized neural network as a hand-crafted prior to capture the intrinsic information of HSIs [40], or use a trained denoising network as a proximal operator to regulate the results in each iteration [41]. For the deep learning-based approaches, some build the abstract fusion models and unfold them into several simple operations to guide the construction of networks [38], [39], [42]–[44], and some use the degradation models to bridge the target image and the observed images and thereby construct unsupervised or zero-shot networks [45]–[50].

B. Diffusion Models

Diffusion models [51], [52] are the new family of deep generative models that are to learn to model the given data distribution. Different from other generative models, such as generative adversarial networks [53] and variational autoencoders [54], diffusion models consist of two iterative processes, forward diffusion process and reverse generative process. For the popular denoising diffusion probabilistic models (DDPMs) [55], [56], given a data distribution x_0 ∼ q(x_0), one can define the forward diffusion process q(x_t|x_{t−1}) as a Markov chain, which produces latent variables {x_t}^T_{t=1} by gradually adding Gaussian noise at every timestep t:

q(x_{1:T} |x_0) = T∏ t=1 q(x_t|x_{t−1}) (3)

q(x_t|x_{t−1}) = N (x_t; √ 1 − β_tx_{t−1}, β_tI) (4)

where {β_t}^T_{t=1} is a variance schedule with 0 < β_1 < β_2 < · · · < β_T < 1. Given a sufficiently large T and well scheduled {β_t}^T_{t=1}, the forward process produces a nearly isotropic Gaussian distribution x_T . Under the reparameterization trick, one can sample from q(x_t|x_0) in a closed form:

x_t = √ ᾱ_tx_0 + √ 1 − ᾱ_tϵ, ϵ ∼ N (0, I) (5)

where α_t = 1 − β_t and ᾱ_t = ∏_t k=1 α_k. As for the reverse generative process, the estimation of q(x_{t−1}|x_t) is intractable, and one can turn to use neural networks to estimate it. The reverse generative process is also defined as a Markov chain that consists of a series of parameterized Gaussian transitions p_θ(x_{t−1}|x_t):

p_θ(x_{0:T} ) = p(x_T ) T∏ t=1 p_θ(x_{t−1}|x_t) (6)

p_θ(x_{t−1}|x_t) = N (x_{t−1}; μ_θ(x_t, t), σ^2_t I) (7)

where p(x_T ) = N (x_T ; 0, I), μ_θ is a learned mean and σ_t is a fixed variance. For μ_θ(x_t, t), it can be rewritten as:

μ_θ(x_t, t) = 1 √ α_t ( x_t − β_t √ 1 − ᾱ_t ϵ_θ(x_t, t) ) . (8)

DDPMs train ϵ_θ(x_t, t) by optimizing the following simple denoising-based objective: L_θ(θ) = E_{x0 ,ϵ,t} [ ‖ϵ − ϵ_θ( √ ᾱ_tx_0 + √ 1 − ᾱ_tϵ, t)‖^2 ] . (9)

After training, by plugging the learned noise ϵ_θ into μ_θ, one can simply sample x_{T −1}, x_{T −2}, · · · , x_0 by

x_{t−1} = μ_θ(x_t, t) + σ_tϵ. (10)

DDPMs and their another related formulation, score-based generative models [57], have attracted the attention of researchers [51], [52]. Some approaches focus on strengthening the diffusion models in respect of theoretical foundation [58], [59], while others employ them to address a variety of challenging real-world applications. In the applications, diffusion models have been successfully applied to many vision tasks, such as image super-resolution [60], object detection [61], image restoration [62], and image fusion [63]. Besides these specific applications, there are many strategies proposed to improve the generation quality. Examples are, that using transformer as a backbone for diffusion models outperforms the commonly used U-Net and inherits the excellent scaling

Fig. 1. Illustration of spectral diffusion model.

Fig. 2. Architecture overview of MLP-based denoising network.

properties of the transformer model class [64]; or that applying diffusion models in the latent space of pretrained autoencoders allows to reach a near-optimal point between complexity reduction and detail preservation [65]; or that the reverse generative process in diffusion models can be performed under constraints, making the diffusion models plug-and-play priors [66]; or that applying a learnable encoder to mine the highlevel semantics and a diffusion model as the decoder to capture the remaining stochastic variations achieves a meaningful and decodable representation of image data [67]; or that exploiting gradients from a classifier, i.e., classifier guidance, allows to trade off diversity for fidelity, thus improving sample quality in conditional image synthesis [68].

III. PROPOSED APPROACH A. Spectral Diffusion Model

Deep generative models can learn the complex distributions over high-dimensional data, and thereby randomly generate samples. As one of the most popular models at the moment, diffusion models generate high-quality samples via reverse diffusion processes and have achieved impressive performance in many domains including image [56], audio [69], graph [70] and video [71]. Motivated by the success of diffusion models, there is significant interest to investigate the new data modality of HSIs. A straightforward way is to extend the image-based or video-based diffusion models. However, there are two obstacles: insufficient training samples and limited computational resources. In this work, we present solutions on spectrum generation using diffusion models and show that high-quality spectra can be generated. The theoretical foundation of spectral diffusion model has two aspects. One is that like images and videos, a spectrum is a meaningful signal that reflects the absorption properties of different substances. The other is that unlike images and videos, the spectral band number of HSIs is relatively small, reducing the demand of massive training samples and computational resources.

Fig. 1 illustrates the proposed spectral diffusion model. In the forward process, it gradually adds Gaussian noise to a

Fig. 3. FIDs as a function of timestep t when applied to the given three datasets.

spectrum until the spectrum becomes random noise. In the reverse process, it starts from Gaussian noise and learns to denoise a spectrum by modeling the spectral data distribution. The spectral diffusion model is designed by following the standard diffusion model formalism (i.e., DDPMs) described in Section II-B. The difference is that it uses a MLP-based denoising network architecture. In previous works on diffusion models, the standard architecture of denoising networks is a U-Net [72] with time embedding and spatial attentions. One can adjust the U-Net to match spectral data, but it is suboptimal due to the relatively low spectral dimension and the downstream computational requirements. Fig. 2 shows the MLP-based denoising network architecture. The adopted network consists of L layers. Each layer outputs a N_{out}- dimensional feature vector and then concatenates it with the input via a skip connection. Similar to other diffusion models, this denoising network is conditioned on the timestep t, which performs sinusoidal timestep embedding followed by a MLP layer. After training the denoising network under the loss (9), one can generate spectra gradually via (10).

In image diffusion models, Frechet inception distance (FID) [73] is most often used to evaluate the quality of samples. We have found that FID is also suitable for spectral data. In the reverse generative process, the quality of generation spectra gradually becomes better, as the denoising steps are performed. Fig. 3 reports the values of FID at different timestep t during the generative process.

B. HSI Super-Resolution with Spectral Diffusion Prior The goal of HSI super-resolution is to generate the target HR-HSI X by fusing the LR-HSI Y and HR-MSI Z. In the framework of maximum a posteriori, the problem of HSI super-resolution can be written as

max_X p(X|Y, Z). (11)

Using the Bayes formula, the posterior p(X|Y, Z) can be rewritten as:

p(X|Y, Z) = p(Y, Z|X)p(X) p(Y, Z)

. (12)

Then, the problem (11) is equivalent as:

min_X − log p(Y, Z|X) − log p(X), (13)

where the first term is the log-likelihood that depicts the degradation processes of HSI super-resolution, and the irrelevant term p(Y, Z) is dropped. In the optimization, one can write − log p(Y, Z|X) as the following formulation according to (1) and (2),

L_X (X) = λ‖Y − XBD‖^2_F + ‖Z − RX‖^2_F , (14)

where λ > 0 is a balance parameter, and ‖ · ‖_F represents the Frobenius norm. In (13), − log p(X) is the prior (termed as regularization term) that contributes to recovering the target X. Various regularization terms have been proposed for − log p(X) in previous works [10]–[25]. Different from them, we assume the set of spectral vectors x ∈ R^{NB} in X is independent identically distributed, i.e., − log p(X) = − ∑ x∈X log p(x), and then exploit a spectral diffusion prior for HSI super-resolution. To use the spectral diffusion model as a prior over x, we assume the spectrum x = x_0 follows a given spectral data distribution q(x_0), and consider the joint distribution of all its states in the Markov chain, i.e.,

log q(x_{0:T} |x) = log ( q(x_T |x) T∏ t=1 q(x_{t−1}|x_t, x) ) (15)

= log q(x_T |x) + T∑ t=1 log q(x_{t−1}|x_t, x) (16)

The goal of designing the spectral diffusion prior is to embed the knowledge of log q(x_{0:T} |x) into the optimization process. In (16), the first term log q(x_T |x) can be omitted as its information is unavailable. The second term log q(x_{t−1}|x_t, x) is the true logarithmic posteriori distribution that depicts the transition of two neighboring Markov states given x. In the spectral diffusion model, the knowledge is stored in the neural network ϵ_θ(x_t, t) or rather in p_θ(x_{t−1}|x_t), and the true posteriori distribution q(x_{t−1}|x_t, x_0) is approximated by p_θ(x_{t−1}|x_t). Thus, we introduce a constraint term to embed the knowledge of the spectral diffusion model, and the optimization problem (13) can be written as

min_X L_X (X) = λ‖Y − XBD‖^2_F + ‖Z − RX‖^2_F

s.t. q(x_{t−1}|x_t, x) = p_θ(x_{t−1}|x_t) (17) t ∈ {1, · · · , T }, x ∈ X The optimization problem (17) is a constrained one, and we can rewrite it as the following unconstrained form

min_X L_X (X) + γ ∑ t,x L_{kl}(q(x_{t−1}|x_t, x)||p_θ(x_{t−1}|x_t)), (18)

where γ > 0 is a regularization parameter, and L_{kl} denotes the Kullback-Leibler (KL) divergence. Under the assumption of x, the second term of (18) can be rewritten as the form of (9) using the reparameterization trick,

L_θ(x, t) = E_ϵ [ ‖ϵ − ϵ_θ( √ ᾱ_tx + √ 1 − ᾱ_tϵ, t)‖^2 ] , (19)

where the weight that is a function of the noise schedule is omitted. Then the problem (18) can be formulated as

min_X L_X (X) + γ ∑ t,x L_θ(x, t). (20)

C. Optimization

The final objective (20) consists of an ordinary fidelity term and a spectral diffusion regularization term. The regularization term is originally used to train the network ϵ_θ of the spectral diffusion model, and its network parameters θ are fixed in solving (20). To solve (20), we should optimize the objective with respect to X through sampling ϵ ∼ N (0, 1) in the summands over t.

The spectral diffusion model gradually generates spectra using (10) during the sampling process. Intuitively, a large t should coarsely generate x_0 = (x_t − √ 1 − ᾱ_tϵ_θ)/ √ ᾱ_t, and it is impractical to optimize (20) simultaneously for all t. Similar to the sampling process, we sequentially solve the tth subproblem of (20) from T to 1, so as to match the iterative solutions in optimization. Specifically, we treat X as trainable parameters, adopt the Adam as the optimizer and perform the gradient update K times for each t-subproblem. The complete process of the proposed SDP is summarized in Algorithm 1.

Algorithm 1 SDP 1: Input: LR-HSI Y, HR-MSI Z, clean hyperspectral pixels X̃, PSF B, SRF R, regularization parameters λ and γ, learning rate μ.

2: Train the denoising network ϵ_θ of spectral diffusion model by feeding X̃.

3: Initialize the parameters X. 4: for t = T : 1 do 5: for k = 1 : K do 6: Sample ϵ ∈ R^{NB ×NH NW} ∼ N (0, 1) 7: X_t = √ ᾱ_tX + √ 1 − ᾱ_tϵ 8: Compute ϵ_θ ∈ R^{NB ×NH NW} by feeding X_t and t 9: X ← X − μ∇_X [L_X (X) + γ ∑ x L_θ(x, t)] 10: end for 11: end for 12: Output: HR-HSI X.

IV. EXPERIMENTAL RESULTS AND ANALYSIS

This section conducts experiments on both synthetic and real datasets to evaluate the performance of the proposed SDP. All datasets are scaled to the range [0, 1]. For the synthetic datasets, four metrics are used to assess the quality of the fused images, namely, peak signal-noise-ratio (PSNR), spectral angle mapper (SAM), root mean squared error (RMSE), relative dimensionless global error in synthesis (ERGAS), and universal image quality index (UIQI) [2]–[4]. For the real dataset, three metrics without reference are adopted to assess the quality of the fusion results, namely, spectral distortion index D_λ, spatial distortion index D_s and quality with no reference (QNR) [7], [74].

A. Synthetic Datasets

Given three real-life HSIs, University of Paiva (PaviaU), Kennedy Space Center (KSC), and Washington DC Mall (DC), we take the source image as the reference image and generate the corresponding two observation images LR-HSI and HR- MSI, according to the Wald’s protocol [75]. The three real-life HSIs are listed as follows.

1) The PaviaU dataset is captured by the Reflective Optics System Imaging Spectrometer (ROSIS). This image has 115 spectral bands covering the spectral range 0.43–0.86 μm, and has 610 × 340 pixels with a spatial resolution of 1.3 m per pixel. After removal of noisy bands, it has 103 spectral bands remained. We crop the up-left 512 × 256-pixel part for experiments.

2) The KSC dataset is captured by the Airborne Visible/Infrared Imaging Spectrometer (AVIRIS). This image has 224 spectral bands covering the spectral range 0.4–2.5 μm, and has 512 × 614 pixels with a spatial resolution of 18 m per pixel. The number of its spectral bands is reduced to 176 by removing water absorption bands. We crop the up-left 512 × 256-pixel part for experiments.

3) The DC dataset is captured by the Hyperspectral digital imagery collection experiment (HYDICE) image. This image has 210 spectral bands covering the spectral range 0.4–2.4 μm, and has 1208 × 307 pixels with a spatial resolution of about 2.8 m per pixel. There are 191 bands left by removing bands in the specific region, where the atmosphere is opaque. We crop the up-left 512 × 256- pixel part for experiments.

We divide the cropped image into two 256 × 256-pixel parts. The top one is used as the clean hyperspectral pixels X̃, and the bottom one is used as the reference image X. The synthetic processes of the observation images LR-HSI and HR-MSI can be depicted by (1) and (2), respectively. For the LR-HSI, the PSF B is achieved by spatially blurring each band of the reference image, where a Gaussian blur of size 15 × 15 with mean 0 and standard deviation 3.40 is adopted. The operator D is achieved by spatially downsampling the blurred image with a factor of 8 in two directions. The noise E_y is achieved by adding 20 dB Gaussian noise to the LR- HSI. For the HR-MSI, the SRF R ∈ R^{4×NB} is derived from the spectral response of the IKONOS satellite, according to the spectral response profiles of the RGB and NIR bands. A Gaussian noise with 30 dB is added to the HR-MSI.

B. Implementation Details and Influence of Parameters We implement the spectral diffusion model and SDP in the PyTorch framework. The implementation details of the proposed spectral diffusion model are provided in Table I. For SDP, the inner loop K is set to be 3, and the learning rate μ is set as 0.001, 0.001, 0.0025 for the PaviaU, KSC and DC datasets, respectively.

There are two parameters λ and γ that need to be tuned in the proposed SDP. This set of experiments is to investigate them and show their impact on the fusion results. Fig. 4 illustrates the influence of these two parameters in terms of PSNR. It can be observed that the results of γ = 10^{−3} are the best for all datasets. The choice of λ has a wide optimal range in [10^{−6}, 10^{−1}], which indirectly demonstrates the effectiveness of the proposed spectral diffusion prior. Thus, λ and γ are eventually set as 10^{−1} and 10^{−3} for all datasets.

(a) (b) (c)

Fig. 4. PSNR with respect to parameters λ and γ. (a) PaviaU dataset. (b) KSC dataset. (c) DC dataset.

TABLE I IMPLEMENTATION DETAILS OF SPECTRAL DIFFUSION MODEL

Parameter Value MLP layers L 4 MLP hidden size N_{out} 512 Time embedding dim. 64 Dropout rate 0.001 Time steps T 1000 β scheduler Linear β_1, β_T 0.0001, 0.02 Optimizer Adam Batch size 512 Epoches 30000 Learning rate 0.01 Learning rate scheduler 0.001 × max(1000 − epoch/10, 1)

TABLE II COMPARISON OF DIFFERENT METHODS ON THE PAVIAU DATASET (THE

BEST VALUES ARE MARKED IN BOLD)

Method PSNR SAM RMSE ERGAS UIQI Best Values +∞ 0 0 0 1 Baseline 27.88 7.98 0.061 1.921 0.934 CSU 29.98 4.34 0.033 1.217 0.971 HySure 32.05 3.81 0.027 1.029 0.979 NSSR 29.74 4.57 0.035 1.206 0.971 HCTR 32.05 4.06 0.029 1.045 0.979 CNNFUS 32.37 3.54 0.026 0.981 0.980 MIAE 32.27 3.93 0.027 1.001 0.978 SDP 34.12 3.07 0.022 0.825 0.984

C. Experiment Results on Synthetic Datasets

1) Relationship between FID and Fusion Accuracy: This set of experiments is to show how the spectrum generation quality FID affects the fusion accuracy. By varying MLP layers L, hidden size N_{out}, and training epoch, we train 71 different spectral diffusion models and thereby compute the FIDs of their generated spectra. Then, for each model, we perform SDP by adopting it as a prior. Fig. 5 illustrates the FIDs of these spectral diffusion models and the PSNRs of their corresponding fusion results. It is clear that in the general trend, the higher the generation quality of the spectral diffusion model, the better the fusion result with it as a prior.

2) Comparison With the State of the Art: This set of experiments is to evaluate the performance of the proposed SDP by comparing with seven related methods. The first method is the baseline one that solves the unconstrained HSI super-

TABLE III COMPARISON OF DIFFERENT METHODS ON THE KSC DATASET (THE BEST

VALUES ARE MARKED IN BOLD)

Method PSNR SAM RMSE ERGAS UIQI Best Values +∞ 0 0 0 1 Baseline 21.97 19.34 0.150 8.284 0.512 CSU 27.02 6.76 0.047 2.614 0.695 HySure 31.98 4.56 0.029 1.929 0.826 NSSR 28.70 7.22 0.040 2.527 0.707 HCTR 31.56 6.39 0.032 2.211 0.755 CNNFUS 30.93 4.38 0.032 1.953 0.821 MIAE 30.27 6.51 0.038 2.375 0.726 SDP 33.70 4.11 0.026 1.787 0.805

TABLE IV COMPARISON OF DIFFERENT METHODS ON THE DC DATASET (THE BEST

VALUES ARE MARKED IN BOLD)

Method PSNR SAM RMSE ERGAS UIQI Best Values +∞ 0 0 0 1 Baseline 15.35 20.41 0.135 197.484 0.457 CSU 27.73 3.76 0.028 11.215 0.813 HySure 27.85 4.65 0.033 12.051 0.823 NSSR 25.62 7.75 0.051 11.358 0.817 HCTR 27.74 5.70 0.039 11.615 0.858 CNNFUS 27.81 4.91 0.036 11.483 0.857 MIAE 29.53 3.59 0.026 10.048 0.875 SDP 32.56 2.61 0.020 9.524 0.959

resolution problem using the Adam. The baseline method can be seen as the specific version of the proposed SDP, i.e., the problem (20) with γ = 0. The next four methods are those that adopt the hand-craft priors, i.e., CSU [11], HySure [12], NSSR [15] and HCTR [20]. The last two methods are based on the specific priors. One is the CNNFUS [41] method that uses the trained network as a denoiser, and the other is the MIAE [47] method that implements a self-supervised deep prior. The free parameters of these comparison methods are tuned on our datasets. For all comparison methods, they are performed in the blind condition, that is, the PSF B and SRF R are unknown. The blind estimation network proposed in [47] is adopted to estimate these two functions.

Table II reports the five quantitative results of the comparison methods on the PaviaU dataset. As seen from this table, all methods show significant improvements when compared to the baseline method. The proposed SDP method performs the best among the comparison methods followed by CNNFUS

(a) (b) (c)

Fig. 5. Illustration the relationship between FID and PSNR. (a) PaviaU dataset. (b) KSC dataset. (c) DC dataset.

(a) (b) (c) (d) (e) (f) (g) (h) (i)

Fig. 6. Fused images and error maps at the 30th band when applied to the PaviaU dataset. (a) Reference image. (b) Baseline. (c) CSU. (d) HySure. (e) NSSR. (f) HCTR. (g) CNNFUS. (h) MIAE. (i) SDP.

(a) (b) (c) (d) (e) (f) (g) (h) (i)

Fig. 7. Fused images and error maps at the 30th band when applied to the KSC dataset. (a) Reference image. (b) Baseline. (c) CSU. (d) HySure. (e) NSSR. (f) HCTR. (g) CNNFUS. (h) MIAE. (i) SDP.

(a) (b) (c) (d) (e) (f) (g) (h) (i)

Fig. 8. Fused images and error maps at the 30th band when applied to the DC dataset. (a) Reference image. (b) Baseline. (c) CSU. (d) HySure. (e) NSSR. (f) HCTR. (g) CNNFUS. (h) MIAE. (i) SDP.

and MIAE, and its improvements over the second one are near 2 dB in PSNR and 0.5^∘ in SAM. Fig. 6 illustrates the fused images and their error images with respect to the reference image, in terms of the 30th band. The reference image is also included for reference. Visually, it can be seen from the fused images that most methods generate high quality images, while

(a) (b) (c)

Fig. 9. PSNR as a function of spectral band. (a) PaviaU dataset. (b) KSC dataset. (c) DC dataset.

(a) (b) (c)

Fig. 10. SAM (plotted in a log_{10}(·) scale) as a function of sorted pixel. (a) PaviaU dataset. (b) KSC dataset. (c) DC dataset.

the baseline method has significant spatial distortion. From the error images, it can be observed that SDP and MIAE are closer to the reference image. Fig. 9 (a) presents the PSNR of each spectral band for the comparison methods. In this figure, the proposed SDP method gives the best values in almost all bands. Fig. 10 (a) presents the SAM of each pixel for the comparison methods, with the pixels sorted in order of ascending error. It can be seen that SDP consistently outperforms the other methods at the pixel level followed by CNNFUS.

Table III presents the PSNR, SAM, RMSE, ERGAS and UIQI results of the comparison methods on the KSC dataset. It can be seen from this table that the baseline method performs the worst, and the improvements of the other methods are over 5 dB in PSNR and 12^∘ in SAM. The proposed SDP method outperforms the other methods in four metrics. The fused images and their error maps at the 30th band are shown in Fig. 7. From this figure, it can be observed that the baseline method generates the worst results, and the results of SDP are better than the others. To compare the aforementioned methods in different respects, Fig. 9 (b) and Fig. 10 (b) give the PSNR and SAM as functions of spectral band and sorted pixel, respectively. It can be seen that the proposed SDP method can give the best results in most cases.

Table IV summarizes the results of the comparison methods under the five quality metrics for the DC dataset. It can be seen from this table that the baseline method gives the worst results, and the proposed SDP method achieves the highest results in all metrics. The improvements of SDP over the second method (MIAE) is about 3 dB in PSNR and 1^∘ in SAM. Fig. 8 illustrates the fusion results and error maps of the comparison methods in terms of the 30th band. Through visual inspection, it can be seen that there is obvious spatial distortion in the baseline method, and the results of SDP are closer to the truth. Fig. 9 (c) and Fig. 10 (c) illustrate the PSNR of each spectral band and the SAM of each sorted pixel, respectively. These two figures report that SDP achieves higher results than the others in terms of band-level PSNR and pixel-level SAM.

3) Computational Efficiency: The experiments are carried out using a desktop computer with an Intel Core i9-13900K CPU, a GeForce RTX 4090 GPU, and 64 GB memory. There are three methods that are implemented by the PyTorch framework, i.e., Baseline, MIAE and SDP. The remaining methods CSU, HySure, NSSR, HCTR and CNNFUS are performed using MATLAB. Table V summarizes the running times of these comparison methods for reference.

D. Experiment Results on Real Data

A real spaceborne dataset [76] is used to evaluate SDP in practical application. The LR-HSI is acquired by Hyperion sensor carried on the Earth Observing-1 satellite, and the HR- MSI is acquired by the Sentinel-2A satellite. These two images are taken over Lafayette, LA, USA in October and November, 2015, respectively. The Hyperion sensor is characterized by 242 spectral bands, with a spectral range of 0.4 to 2.5 μm. The noisy bands and water absorption bands are removed,

TABLE V RUNNING TIMES (IN SECONDS) OF THE COMPARISON METHODS

Method Baseline CSU HySure NSSR HCTR CNNFUS MIAE SDP PaviaU 6.3 38.1 45.1 26.2 17.9 1.5 39.3 119.7 KSC 10.9 12.6 44.9 40.5 27.2 2.0 57.9 145.1 DC 12.1 23.4 45.0 44.9 30.6 1.9 36.2 150.4

(a) (b) (c) (d) (e)

(f) (g) (h) (i) (j)

Fig. 11. False color images of fusion results when applied to the real Hyperion-Sentinel dataset. (a) HR-MSI. (b) LR-HSI. (c) Baseline. (d) CSU. (e) HySure. (f) NSSR. (g) HCTR. (h) CNNFUS. (i) MIAE. (j) SDP.

TABLE VI QUALITY METRICS WITHOUT REFERENCE FOR THE REAL HYPERION-SENTINEL DATASET (THE BEST VALUES ARE MARKED IN BOLD)

Best Baseline CSU HySure NSSR HCTR CNNFUS MIAE SDP D_λ 0 0.1551 0.0518 0.1271 0.1353 0.0598 0.0567 0.0409 0.0228 D_s 0 0.2718 0.1136 0.0975 0.1472 0.0422 0.1136 0.0708 0.0704 QNR 1 0.6152 0.8405 0.7878 0.7374 0.9005 0.8362 0.8912 0.9084

leaving 83 bands. The spatial resolution of LR-HSI is 30 m. The HR-MSI has 13 bands, where four bands with 10 m spatial resolution are kept. The LR-HSI is spatially downsampled with a factor of 2 in two directions. Then, we crop a 64 × 64-pixel HSI and a 384×384-pixel MSI as observation images from the overlapped region of the LR-HSI and HR-MSI, respectively. The LR-HSI is used as the clean hyperspectral pixels. Table VI reports the results of three metrics without reference for the comparison methods mentioned in Section IV-C. It can be seen that the proposed SDP gives the highest QNR and D_λ, and HCTR gives the highest D_s. Fig. 11 illustrates the false color images of the observation images and the fusion results of the comparison methods. Visually, it can be observed that SDP shows good performance in terms of color and brightness.

V. CONCLUSION

This paper has proposed a SDP method for fusion-based HSI super-resolution. The proposed SDP belongs to the modelbased approaches, where a spectral diffusion prior is exploited to enforce the desired solution. Firstly, a spectral diffusion model is proposed to model the spectral data distribution of

HSIs and thereby to generate high-quality spectra. Unlike the methods of other data modalities, such as image and video, the spectral diffusion model does not simply extend the existing diffusion models, but rather depicts the spectral diffusion and generative processes. Accordingly, a simple and effective MLP-based denoising network is adopted rather than the commonly used U-Net denoising network. Secondly, in the framework of maximum a posteriori, a unified optimization model with the spectral diffusion model as a prior is proposed to perform the fusion of LR-HSI and HR-MSI by assuming the target HR-HSI follow a given spectral data distribution. To achieve this, the transition information of every two neighboring Markov states is kept as the constraints in the inverse generative process, and the constraints are further transformed into the tractable denoising loss under KL divergence. Finally, the objective optimization problem is solved by the Adam with the solution as trainable parameters, and its subproblems with respect to the timesteps are solved sequentially according to the reverse generative process. The experimental results conducted on three synthetic datasets and one real dataset demonstrate the effectiveness of the proposed SDP, and show that FID is suitable to measure the generation quality of spectra and can be used to guide the design of spectral diffusion model to improve the fusion quality. Although the results obtained by SDP are very encouraging, further enhancement such as high-quality spectral generative model and high-performance algorithms should be pursued in future.

ACKNOWLEDGMENT The authors would like to thank the authors of [11], [12], [15], [20], [41] for providing their codes.

REFERENCES

[1] J. M. Bioucas-Dias, A. Plaza, G. Camps-Valls, P. Scheunders, N. M.

Nasrabadi, and J. Chanussot, “Hyperspectral remote sensing data analysis and future challenges,” IEEE Geoscience and Remote Sensing Magazine, vol. 1, no. 2, pp. 6–36, 2013.

[2] L. Loncan, L. B. De Almeida, J. M. Bioucas-Dias, X. Briottet, J. Chanussot, N. Dobigeon, S. Fabre, W. Liao, G. A. Licciardi, M. Simoes et al., “Hyperspectral pansharpening: A review,” IEEE Geoscience and remote sensing magazine, vol. 3, no. 3, pp. 27–46, 2015.

[3] N. Yokoya, C. Grohnfeldt, and J. Chanussot, “Hyperspectral and multispectral data fusion: A comparative review of the recent literature,” IEEE Geoscience and Remote Sensing Magazine, vol. 5, no. 2, pp. 29– 56, 2017.

[4] R. Dian, S. Li, B. Sun, and A. Guo, “Recent advances and new guidelines on hyperspectral and multispectral image fusion,” Information Fusion, vol. 69, pp. 40–51, 2021.

[5] J. Li, D. Hong, L. Gao, J. Yao, K. xin Zheng, B. Zhang, and J. Chanussot, “Deep learning in multimodal remote sensing data fusion: A comprehensive review,” International Journal of Applied Earth Observation and Geoinformation, vol. 112, p. 102926, 2022.

[6] X. Meng, H. Shen, H. Li, L. Zhang, and R. Fu, “Review of the pansharpening methods for remote sensing images based on the idea of meta-analysis: Practical discussion and challenges,” Information Fusion, vol. 46, pp. 102–113, 2019.

[7] G. Vivone, M. D. Mura, A. Garzelli, R. Restaino, G. Scarpa, M. Ulfarsson, L. Alparone, and J. Chanussot, “A new benchmark based on recent advances in multispectral pansharpening: Revisiting pansharpening with classical and emerging pansharpening methods,” IEEE Geoscience and Remote Sensing Magazine, vol. 9, pp. 53–81, 2021.

[8] T.-M. Tu, S.-C. Su, H.-C. Shyu, and P. S. Huang, “A new look at ihs-like image fusion methods,” Information fusion, vol. 2, no. 3, pp. 177–186, 2001.

[9] F. Nencini, A. Garzelli, S. Baronti, and L. Alparone, “Remote sensing image fusion using the curvelet transform,” Information fusion, vol. 8, no. 2, pp. 143–156, 2007.

[10] N. Yokoya, T. Yairi, and A. Iwasaki, “Coupled nonnegative matrix factorization unmixing for hyperspectral and multispectral data fusion,” IEEE Transactions on Geoscience and Remote Sensing, vol. 50, no. 2, pp. 528–537, 2012.

[11] C. Lanaras, E. Baltsavias, and K. Schindler, “Hyperspectral superresolution by coupled spectral unmixing,” in IEEE International Conference on Computer Vision, 2015, pp. 3586–3594.

[12] M. Simões, J. Bioucas-Dias, L. B. Almeida, and J. Chanussot, “A convex formulation for hyperspectral image superresolution via subspace-based regularization,” IEEE Transactions on Geoscience and Remote Sensing, vol. 53, no. 6, pp. 3373–3388, 2015.

[13] Q. Wei, J. Bioucas-Dias, N. Dobigeon, and J.-Y. Tourneret, “Hyperspectral and multispectral image fusion based on a sparse representation,” IEEE Transactions on Geoscience and Remote Sensing, vol. 53, no. 7, pp. 3658–3668, 2015.

[14] J. Liu, Z. Wu, L. Xiao, J. Sun, and H. Yan, “A truncated matrix decomposition for hyperspectral image super-resolution,” IEEE Transactions on Image Processing, vol. 29, pp. 8028–8042, 2020.

[15] W. Dong, F. Fu, G. Shi, X. Cao, J. Wu, G. Li, and X. Li, “Hyperspectral image super-resolution via non-negative structured sparse representation,” IEEE Transactions on Image Processing, vol. 25, no. 5, pp. 2337– 2352, 2016.

[16] M. A. Veganzones, M. Simoes, G. Licciardi, N. Yokoya, J. M. Bioucas- Dias, and J. Chanussot, “Hyperspectral super-resolution of locally low rank images from complementary multisource data,” IEEE Transactions on Image Processing, vol. 25, no. 1, pp. 274–288, 2016.

[17] X. Han, J. Yu, J.-H. Xue, and W. Sun, “Hyperspectral and multispectral image fusion using optimized twin dictionaries,” IEEE Transactions on Image Processing, vol. 29, pp. 4709–4720, 2020.

[18] S. Li, R. Dian, L. Fang, and J. M. Bioucas-Dias, “Fusing hyperspectral and multispectral images via coupled sparse tensor factorization,” IEEE Transactions on Image Processing, vol. 27, no. 8, pp. 4118–4130, 2018.

[19] C. I. Kanatsoulis, X. Fu, N. D. Sidiropoulos, and W.-K. Ma, “Hyperspectral super-resolution: A coupled tensor factorization approach,” IEEE Transactions on Signal Processing, vol. 66, no. 24, pp. 6503–6517, 2018.

[20] Y. Xu, Z. Wu, J. Chanussot, and Z. Wei, “Hyperspectral images superresolution via learning high-order coupled tensor ring representation,” IEEE transactions on neural networks and learning systems, vol. 31, no. 11, pp. 4747–4760, 2020.

[21] Y. Chen, J. Zeng, W. He, X.-L. Zhao, and T.-Z. Huang, “Hyperspectral and multispectral image fusion using factor smoothed tensor ring decomposition,” IEEE Transactions on Geoscience and Remote Sensing, vol. 60, pp. 1–17, 2022.

[22] L. Zhang, W. Wei, C. Bai, Y. Gao, and Y. Zhang, “Exploiting clustering manifold structure for hyperspectral imagery super-resolution,” IEEE Transactions on Image Processing, vol. 27, no. 12, pp. 5969–5982, 2018.

[23] K. Zhang, M. Wang, and S. Yang, “Multispectral and hyperspectral image fusion based on group spectral embedding and low-rank factorization,” IEEE Transactions on Geoscience and Remote Sensing, vol. 55, no. 3, pp. 1363–1371, 2017.

[24] J. Xue, Y. Zhao, Y. Bu, W. Liao, J. Chan, and W. Philips, “Spatialspectral structured sparse low-rank representation for hyperspectral image super-resolution,” IEEE Transactions on Image Processing, vol. 30, pp. 3084–3097, 2021.

[25] R. Dian and S. Li, “Hyperspectral image super-resolution via subspacebased low tensor multi-rank regularization,” IEEE Transactions on Image Processing, vol. 28, no. 10, pp. 5135–5146, 2019.

[26] G. Scarpa, S. Vitale, and D. Cozzolino, “Target-adaptive cnn-based pansharpening,” IEEE Transactions on Geoscience and Remote Sensing, vol. 56, no. 9, pp. 5443–5457, 2018.

[27] Q. Yuan, Y. Wei, X. Meng, H. Shen, and L. Zhang, “A multiscale and multidepth convolutional neural network for remote sensing imagery pan-sharpening,” IEEE Journal of Selected Topics in Applied Earth Observations and Remote Sensing, vol. 11, no. 3, pp. 978–989, 2018.

[28] Y. Zhang, C. Liu, M. Sun, and Y. Ou, “Pan-sharpening using an efficient bidirectional pyramid network,” IEEE Transactions on Geoscience and Remote Sensing, vol. 57, no. 8, pp. 5549–5563, 2019.

[29] J. Jiang, H. Sun, X. Liu, and J. Ma, “Learning spatial-spectral prior for super-resolution of hyperspectral imagery,” IEEE Transactions on Computational Imaging, vol. 6, pp. 1082–1096, 2020.

[30] X. Zhang, W. Huang, Q. Wang, and X. Li, “SSR-NET: Spatial-spectral reconstruction network for hyperspectral and multispectral image fusion,” IEEE Transactions on Geoscience and Remote Sensing, vol. 59, pp. 5953–5965, 2021.

[31] X. Dong, X. Sun, X. Jia, Z. Xi, L. Gao, and B. Zhang, “Remote sensing image super-resolution using novel dense-sampling networks,” IEEE Transactions on Geoscience and Remote Sensing, vol. 59, no. 2, pp. 1618–1633, 2021.

[32] J. Yang, X. Fu, Y. Hu, Y. Huang, X. Ding, and J. Paisley, “Pannet: A deep network architecture for pan-sharpening,” in IEEE International Conference on Computer Vision, 2017, pp. 5449–5457.

[33] W. Xie, J. Lei, Y. Cui, Y. Li, and Q. Du, “Hyperspectral pansharpening with deep priors,” IEEE Transactions on Neural Networks and Learning Systems, vol. 31, no. 5, pp. 1529–1543, 2019.

[34] X. Fu, W. Wang, Y. Huang, X. Ding, and J. Paisley, “Deep multiscale detail networks for multiband spectral image sharpening,” IEEE Transactions on Neural Networks and Learning Systems, vol. 32, no. 5, pp. 2090–2104, 2021.

[35] J. Li, R. Cui, B. Li, R. Song, Y. Li, Y. Dai, and Q. Du, “Hyperspectral image super-resolution by band attention through adversarial learning,” IEEE Transactions on Geoscience and Remote Sensing, vol. 58, no. 6, pp. 4304–4318, 2020.

[36] W. Dong, S. Hou, S. Xiao, J. Qu, Q. Du, and Y. Li, “Generative dualadversarial network with spectral fidelity and spatial enhancement for hyperspectral pansharpening,” IEEE Transactions on Neural Networks and Learning Systems, vol. 33, pp. 7303–7317, 2021.

[37] W. G. C. Bandara and V. M. Patel, “Hypertransformer: A textural and spectral feature fusion transformer for pansharpening,” IEEE/CVF Conference on Computer Vision and Pattern Recognition, pp. 1757– 1767, 2022.

[38] K. Wang, X. Liao, J. Li, D. Meng, and Y. Wang, “Hyperspectral image super-resolution via knowledge-driven deep unrolling and transformer embedded convolutional recurrent neural network,” IEEE Transactions on Image Processing, vol. 32, pp. 4581–4594, 2023.

[39] J. Xu, F. Wu, X. Li, W. Dong, T. Huang, and G. Shi, “Spatially varying prior learning for blind hyperspectral image fusion,” IEEE Transactions on Image Processing, vol. 32, pp. 4416–4431, 2023.

[40] L. Zhang, J. Nie, W. Wei, Y. Li, and Y. Zhang, “Deep blind hyperspectral image super-resolution,” IEEE Transactions on Neural Networks and Learning Systems, vol. 32, no. 6, pp. 2388–2400, 2021.

[41] R. Dian, S. Li, and X. Kang, “Regularizing hyperspectral and multispectral image fusion by cnn denoiser,” IEEE Transactions on Neural Networks and Learning Systems, vol. 32, pp. 1124–1135, 2021.

[42] Q. Xie, M. Zhou, Q. Zhao, Z. Xu, and D. Meng, “Mhf-net: An interpretable deep network for multispectral and hyperspectral image fusion,” IEEE Transactions on Pattern Analysis and Machine Intelligence, vol. 44, no. 3, pp. 1457–1473, 2022.

[43] W. Dong, C. Zhou, F. Wu, J. Wu, G. Shi, and X. Li, “Model-guided deep hyperspectral image super-resolution,” IEEE Transactions on Image Processing, vol. 30, pp. 5754–5768, 2021.

[44] W. Dong, J. Qu, S. Xiao, T. Zhang, Y. Li, and X. Jia, “Noise prior knowledge informed bayesian inference network for hyperspectral superresolution,” IEEE Transactions on Image Processing, vol. 32, pp. 3121– 3135, 2023.

[45] Y. Qu, H. Qi, and C. Kwan, “Unsupervised sparse dirichlet-net for hyperspectral image super-resolution,” in IEEE/CVF Conference on Computer Vision and Pattern Recognition, 2018, pp. 2511–2520.

[46] Z. Wang, B. Chen, R. Lu, H. Zhang, and P. K. Varshney, “Fusionnet:

An unsupervised convolutional variational network for hyperspectral and multispectral image fusion,” IEEE Transactions on Image Processing, vol. 29, pp. 7565–7577, 2020.

[47] J. Liu, Z. Wu, L. Xiao, and X.-J. Wu, “Model inspired autoencoder for unsupervised hyperspectral image super-resolution,” IEEE Transactions on Geoscience and Remote Sensing, vol. 60, pp. 1–12, 2022.

[48] L. Gao, J. Li, K. Zheng, and X. Jia, “Enhanced autoencoders with attention-embedded degradation learning for unsupervised hyperspectral image super-resolution,” IEEE Transactions on Geoscience and Remote Sensing, vol. 61, pp. 1–17, 2023.

[49] W. Guo, W. Xie, K. Jiang, Y. Li, J. Lei, and L. Fang, “Toward stable, interpretable, and lightweight hyperspectral super-resolution,” in Proceedings of the IEEE/CVF Conference on Computer Vision and Pattern Recognition, 2023, pp. 22 272–22 281.

[50] R. Dian, A. Guo, and S. Li, “Zero-shot hyperspectral sharpening,” IEEE Transactions on Pattern Analysis and Machine Intelligence, pp. 1–17, 2023.

[51] C. Luo, “Understanding diffusion models: A unified perspective,” ArXiv, vol. abs/2208.11970, 2022.

[52] L. Yang, Z. Zhang, S. Hong, R. Xu, Y. Zhao, Y. Shao, W. Zhang, M.-H.

Yang, and B. Cui, “Diffusion models: A comprehensive survey of methods and applications,” ArXiv, vol. abs/2209.00796, 2022. [Online]. Available: https://api.semanticscholar.org/CorpusID:252070859 [53] I. Goodfellow, J. Pouget-Abadie, M. Mirza, B. Xu, D. Warde-Farley, S. Ozair, A. Courville, and Y. Bengio, “Generative adversarial nets,” in Advances in neural information processing systems, 2014, pp. 2672– 2680.

[54] D. P. Kingma and M. Welling, “Auto-encoding variational bayes,” arXiv preprint arXiv:1312.6114, 2013.

[55] J. Sohl-Dickstein, E. Weiss, N. Maheswaranathan, and S. Ganguli, “Deep unsupervised learning using nonequilibrium thermodynamics,” in International conference on machine learning, 2015, pp. 2256–2265.

[56] J. Ho, A. Jain, and P. Abbeel, “Denoising diffusion probabilistic models,” in Advances in Neural Information Processing Systems, vol. 33, 2020, pp. 6840–6851.

[57] Y. Song, J. Sohl-Dickstein, D. P. Kingma, A. Kumar, S. Ermon, and B. Poole, “Score-based generative modeling through stochastic differential equations,” in International Conference on Learning Representations, 2021.

[58] J. Song, C. Meng, and S. Ermon, “Denoising diffusion implicit models,” ArXiv, vol. abs/2010.02502, 2020. [Online]. Available: https://api.semanticscholar.org/CorpusID:222140788 [59] A. Nichol and P. Dhariwal, “Improved denoising diffusion probabilistic models,” in International Conference on Machine Learning, 2021, pp. 8162–8171.

[60] C. Saharia, J. Ho, W. Chan, T. Salimans, D. J. Fleet, and M. Norouzi, “Image super-resolution via iterative refinement,” IEEE Transactions on Pattern Analysis and Machine Intelligence, vol. 45, no. 4, pp. 4713– 4726, 2023.

[61] S. Chen, P. Sun, Y. Song, and P. Luo, “Diffusiondet: Diffusion model for object detection,” ArXiv, vol. abs/2211.09788, 2022. [Online]. Available: https://api.semanticscholar.org/CorpusID:253581633 [62] B. Kawar, M. Elad, S. Ermon, and J. Song, “Denoising diffusion restoration models,” in Advances in Neural Information Processing Systems, vol. 35, 2022, pp. 23 593–23 606.

[63] Z. Zhao, H. Bai, Y. Zhu, J. Zhang, S. Xu, Y. Zhang, K. Zhang, D. Meng, R. Timofte, and L. V. Gool, “Ddfm: Denoising diffusion model for multimodality image fusion,” ArXiv, vol. abs/2303.06840, 2023. [Online]. Available: https://api.semanticscholar.org/CorpusID:257496475 [64] W. S. Peebles and S. Xie, “Scalable diffusion models with transformers,” ArXiv, vol. abs/2212.09748, 2022. [Online]. Available: https://api.semanticscholar.org/CorpusID:254854389 [65] R. Rombach, A. Blattmann, D. Lorenz, P. Esser, and B. Ommer, “Highresolution image synthesis with latent diffusion models,” in IEEE/CVF Conference on Computer Vision and Pattern Recognition (CVPR), 2022, pp. 10 674–10 685.

[66] A. Graikos, N. Malkin, N. Jojic, and D. Samaras, “Diffusion models as plug-and-play priors,” in Advances in Neural Information Processing Systems, vol. 35, 2022, pp. 14 715–14 728.

[67] K. Preechakul, N. Chatthee, S. Wizadwongsa, and S. Suwajanakorn, “Diffusion autoencoders: Toward a meaningful and decodable representation,” in IEEE/CVF Conference on Computer Vision and Pattern Recognition (CVPR), 2022, pp. 10 609–10 619.

[68] P. Dhariwal and A. Nichol, “Diffusion models beat gans on image synthesis,” in Advances in Neural Information Processing Systems, vol. 34, 2021, pp. 8780–8794.

[69] Z. Kong, W. Ping, J. Huang, K. Zhao, and B. Catanzaro, “Diffwave: A versatile diffusion model for audio synthesis,” in International Conference on Learning Representations, 2021.

[70] C. Niu, Y. Song, J. Song, S. Zhao, A. Grover, and S. Ermon, “Permutation invariant graph generation via score-based generative modeling,” in International Conference on Artificial Intelligence and Statistics, 2020, pp. 4474–4484.

[71] J. Ho, T. Salimans, A. Gritsenko, W. Chan, M. Norouzi, and D. J. Fleet, “Video diffusion models,” in Advances in Neural Information Processing Systems, vol. 35, 2022, pp. 8633–8646.

[72] O. Ronneberger, P. Fischer, and T. Brox, “U-net: Convolutional networks for biomedical image segmentation,” in International Conference on Medical image computing and computer-assisted intervention, 2015, pp. 234–241.

[73] M. Heusel, H. Ramsauer, T. Unterthiner, B. Nessler, and S. Hochreiter, “Gans trained by a two time-scale update rule converge to a local nash equilibrium,” in Advances in Neural Information Processing Systems, vol. 30, 2017, pp. 6629–6640.

[74] L. Alparone, B. Aiazzi, S. Baronti, A. Garzelli, F. Nencini, and M. Selva, “Multispectral and panchromatic data fusion assessment without reference,” Photogrammetric Engineering and Remote Sensing, vol. 74, no. 2, pp. 193–200, 2008.

[75] T. Ranchin and L. Wald, “Fusion of high spatial and spectral resolution images: the arsis concept and its implementation,” Photogrammetric engineering and remote sensing, vol. 66, no. 1, pp. 49–61, 2000.

[76] J. Yang, Y.-Q. Zhao, and J. Chan, “Hyperspectral and multispectral image fusion via deep two-branches convolutional neural network,” Remote Sensing, vol. 10, no. 5, p. 800, 2018.