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A Refreshed Similarity-based Upsampler for
Direct High-Ratio Feature Upsampling

Minghao Zhou, Hong Wang, Yefeng Zheng, Fellow, IEEE , and Deyu Meng, Member, IEEE

Abstract—Feature upsampling is a fundamental and indispensable ingredient of almost all current network structures for image
segmentation tasks. Very recently, a popular similarity-based feature upsampling pipeline has been proposed, which utilizes a
high-resolution (HR) feature as guidance to help upsample the low-resolution (LR) deep feature based on their local similarity. Albeit
achieving promising performance, this pipeline has specific limitations in methodological designs: 1) HR query and LR key features are
not well aligned in a controllable manner; 2) the similarity between query-key features is computed based on the fixed inner product
form, lacking flexibility; 3) neighbor selection is coarsely operated on LR features, resulting in mosaic artifacts. These shortcomings
make the existing methods along this pipeline primarily applicable to hierarchical network architectures with iterative features as
guidance and they are not readily extended to a broader range of structures, especially for a direct high-ratio upsampling. Against
these issues, we thoroughly refresh this pipeline and meticulously optimize every methodological design. Specifically, we firstly propose
an explicitly controllable query-key feature alignment from both semantic-aware and detail-aware perspectives, and then construct a
parameterized paired central difference convolution block for flexibly calculating the similarity between the well-aligned query-key
features. Besides, we develop a fine-grained neighbor selection strategy on HR features, which is simple yet effective for alleviating
mosaic artifacts. Based on these careful designs, we systematically construct a refreshed similarity-based feature upsampling
framework named ReSFU. Comprehensive experiments substantiate that our proposed ReSFU is finely applicable to various types of
architectures in a direct high-ratio upsampling manner, and consistently achieves satisfactory performance on different applications,
including semantic segmentation, medical image segmentation, instance segmentation, and panoptic segmentation, showing superior
generality and ease of deployment beyond the existing upsamplers. Codes are available at https://github.com/zmhhmz/ReSFU.

Index Terms—Feature upsampling, feature alignment, paired central difference convolution, high-ratio, semantic segmentation.

✦

1 INTRODUCTION

As a fundamental ingredient in deep network architectures,
feature upsampling aims to restore the spatial resolution of
low-resolution (LR) features, which is widely used in im-
age segmentation tasks, such as semantic segmentation [4],
instance segmentation [5], and panoptic segmentation [6].

During the feature upsampling process, each high-
resolution (HR) feature element is typically estimated by
weighting its neighboring elements from the input LR fea-
ture. To generate the weights (also known as the upsam-
pling kernels [2], [7]), in recent years, various upsampling
research lines have been proposed. Specifically, bilinear and
nearest-neighbor interpolation are the most widely-adopted
feature upsampling methods, which are implemented based
on hand-crafted weighting rules and often cause blurry ef-
fects. To enhance the flexibility of feature upsampling, some
studies have developed different content-aware dynamic
upsamplers [7]–[11]. For example, in [7], the authors devised
a dynamic network to generate the upsampling kernel from
LR features. Despite promising performance, they usually
struggle to restore clear object boundaries due to the loss of
fine-grained details in LR features.
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Figure 1: Upper: For the ×8 upsampling from C4 to C̃4
in the hierarchical SegFormer [1], (a) SAPA [2] iteratively
performs three ×2 upsampling processes with intermediate
features as guidance; (b) our ReSFU obtains clearer object
boundaries in a direct ×8 upsampling only with the guid-
ance C1. Lower: For the ×4 upsampling from x to x̃ with
the direct guidance of the shallow HR feature y in the non-
hierarchical Segmenter [3], (c) SAPA suffers from mosaic
artifacts, while (d) our ReSFU achieves better structural
preservation. All the images are best viewed by zooming in on
screen, especially to observe mosaic artifacts.

Against this issue, a novel similarity-based feature up-
sampling pipeline SAPA [2] has been proposed, which uti-
lizes an HR feature y as the guidance to help accomplish
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the upsampling process from the LR feature x to the HR
one x̃. Taking the representative base version of SAPA as an
example, the HR feature element x̃i at pixel i is estimated
as (see Sec. 3 for more details):

x̃i = Softmax(qikT
N (i))

upsampling kernel

xN (i), (1)

where the HR query q and the LR key k are linear projec-
tions of y and x, respectively; N (i) is the neighborhood
of i; the upsampling kernel is computed on the inner
produced-based similarity between the query-key pair. We
can easily see that the entire upsampling framework along
the similarity-based pipeline is closely related to the design
of three main components: ❶ the acquisition of query-key
features; ❷ the similarity calculation manner between the
query-key pair; ❸ the neighbor selection N (i).

Albeit obtaining impressive success, we carefully delve
into this pipeline and find that each of the aforementioned
components in SAPA still suffers from unresolved issues.
Specifically, ❶ considering that the HR guidance feature y is
usually shallower than the LR deep feature x, only with the
content-agnostic linear projection operation, the generated
q and k are generally not well semantically aligned in a
controllable manner. This would adversely interfere with
the subsequent similarity calculation; ❷ The inner product-
based similarity calculation manner in Eq. (1) lacks enough
flexibility and often results in blurry effects in the upsam-
pled features (see C̃4 in Fig. 1 (a)); ❸ From Eq. (1), the
neighbor selection N (i) is coarsely executed on LR features
k and x, which would incur mosaic artifacts, especially in a
direct high-ratio upsampling (see x̃ in Fig. 1 (c)).

These three methodological design limitations weaken
the potential application of SAPA, making it usually only
applicable to iterative ×2 upsampling structures with hi-
erarchical guidances but less suitable for direct high-ratio
upsampling without iterative features as guidance. For in-
stance, for the hierarchical architecture SegFormer [1] with
four levels of features as shown in Fig. 1 (a), to accomplish
the ×8 upsampling from C4 to C̃4, SAPA, as well as other
existing feature upsampling methods [7], [12], [13], performs
three consecutive ×2 upsampling processes with C3, C2,
and C1 as guidance features, respectively. Such an iterative
pattern definitely leads to the laborious deployment of
more upsampling modules. Besides, for the non-hierarchical
structures, such as Segmenter [3] in Fig. 1 (c), the deep LR
feature x requires a direct ×4 upsampling under the guid-
ance of a shallow HR feature y. Without iterative guidance
features, the upsampled feature x̃ exhibits adverse visual
artifacts. These issues generally exist in most of the current
feature upsampling methods (see Sec. 5.2). Faced with this
tricky scenario, is it possible to build an architecture-agnostic
feature upsampling framework that is applicable to differ-
ent types of network architectures and can always achieve
satisfactory effects in direct high-ratio upsampling without
complicated iterative processes?

To answer this question, in this paper, we meticulously
refresh the pipeline in Eq. (1) and carefully optimize the
involved three main components one by one. Then we
propose a Refreshed Similarity-based Feature Upsampling
framework, called ReSFU, with higher flexibility and better

universality, which can be easily embedded in a direct
high-ratio upsampling manner for different architectures as
shown in Figs. 1 (b) and (d). Specifically, our contributions
are mainly four-fold:

1) Firstly, we propose an explicitly controllable algorithm
to finely align query-key features from both semantic-aware
and detail-aware perspectives. Concretely, we utilize guided
filter (GF) [14] to explicitly optimize the original linearly-
projected HR query q and execute a controllable transfor-
mation on it to promote semantic alignment with the key.
Meanwhile, we further investigate the HR query q itself and
adopt an explicit Gaussian smoothing to help accomplish
the HR feature self-alignment for better detail preservation.
Such careful query-key alignment designs facilitate more
accurate similarity computation and make it possible to
flexibly select the guidance features, such as the cross-level
guided high-ratio upsampling from C4 to C̃4 in Fig. 1 (b)
without complicated iterative procedures as in SAPA.

2) Secondly, for the well-aligned pairs, we propose a
paired central difference convolution (PCDC) to inherently
capture the local relevance between the query-key features,
and then correspondingly construct a parameterized PCDC-
Block to flexibly calculate the similarity between every pair.
Compared with the non-parametric inner product in Eq. (1),
the proposed PCDC-Block can help better ameliorate blurry
artifacts, as experimentally validated by comparing C̃4 in
Figs. 1 (a) and (b).

3) Thirdly, we propose a fine-grained neighbor selection
strategy by selecting the neighbors N (i) of every HR pixel
i based on the bilinearly-upsampled HR version of the
LR features k and x. Such a simple yet effective design
introduces no extra parameters and can be seamlessly in-
corporated into our ReSFU framework with ease, which
evidently reduces mosaic artifacts even in case of the direct
high-ratio upsampling, as presented in Fig. 1 (d).

4) Finally, by correspondingly replacing the three main
components in Eq. (1) with our proposed aforementioned
three designs, we systematically build ReSFU. Extensive
experiments comprehensively demonstrate that compared
to baselines, the proposed ReSFU consistently (i) achieves
better results in direct high-ratio upsampling on various
types of architectures, and (ii) shows superior generality
across different segmentation tasks, such as, semantic/in-
stance/panoptic segmentation, and across various types of
datasets, including natural and medical images. Moreover,
we provide detailed model visualizations and ablation stud-
ies to verify the working mechanism underlying ReSFU.

The rest of the paper is organized as follows: Sec. 2 in-
troduces the related work. Sec. 3 reformulates and analyzes
the current similarity-based feature upsampling framework
based on experimental visualization. Sec. 4 presents the
specific designs of our proposed ReSFU. Sec. 5 substantiates
the effectiveness of our method through comprehensive
experiments. Finally, Sec. 6 concludes the paper.

2 RELATED WORK

2.1 Feature Upsampling

Guidance-Free Upsampling Methods. Nearest neighbor
and bilinear interpolation are two widely adopted feature
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upsampling methods that are implemented based on pre-
defined distance-aware rules. For higher flexibility, several
techniques have been proposed to learn the upsampling ker-
nels in an end-to-end manner, such as Deconvolution [15].
PixelShuffle [8] is also commonly adopted to perform ef-
ficient sub-pixel convolution for upsampling, which rear-
ranges the elements within the channel dimension to in-
crease the spatial resolution. Although these approaches
and their subsequent improvements [9]–[11] achieve certain
performance gains, they cannot dynamically adjust the up-
sampling kernels based on feature contents.

Recently, CARAFE [7], [16] firstly proposed to dy-
namically learn the upsampling kernels from the to-be-
upsampled LR features. Alternatively, DySample [13] gen-
erated the point sampling offsets of the upsampled pixels
from the deep LR features. In these methods, the upsam-
pling procedure can be dynamically adjusted based on deep
LR features, further improving the upsampling flexibility.
However, due to the loss of fine-grained details in deep
LR features and the lack of HR guidance features, the up-
sampled features achieved by these guidance-free methods
usually have blurry effects.
Guidance-based Upsampling Methods. To enhance the
detail recovery in upsampled features, a research line has
been proposed to utilize the information from shallow HR
features to guide the upsampling process [17], [18]. For
example, IndexNet [19], A2U [20], and FADE [12] were de-
veloped in succession to generate the dynamic upsampling
kernels from both the HR guidance and LR deep features.
Along this line, SAPA [2], [21] proposed to generate the up-
sampling kernels by modelling the local similarity between
HR guidance and LR deep features. FeatUp [22] introduced
a multi-view consistency learning framework based on the
stacked parameterized joint bilateral upsampler (JBU) [23]
and an implicit multilayer perceptron (MLP) upsampler,
respectively. The implicit version requires inference-time
training, which is extremely time-consuming. In this pa-
per, driven by the competitive performance of the latest
representative SAPA, we follow its similarity-based feature
upsampling framework, thoroughly analyze the inherent
characteristics, and then specifically propose optimization
designs for better upsampling effects.

2.2 Convolution Operators

To adapt to different application needs, many convolu-
tion operators have emerged as replacements for standard
convolution in recent years [24]. For instance, based on
local binary pattern [25], LBC [26], [27] proposed a set of
fixed sparse pre-defined binary convolutional filters, which
can significantly save the computational overhead while
approximating the capability of traditional convolutional
layers. CDC [28]–[31] constructed a specific convolution
based on central difference maps to capture boundary in-
formation. Along this line, PDC [32], [33] further considered
the difference between different pixel pairs and SDC [34]
introduced both central difference and similarity into the
convolution design. They have been effectively applied to
vision tasks, such as face anti-spoofing, edge detection, and
semantic segmentation. These convolution operators are
usually executed on a single input feature. However, in this

paper, we aim to novelly design a convolution operation for
flexible similarity computation between a pair of content-
aligned input features.

2.3 Image Segmentation
In this field of computer vision, image segmentation is
a fundamental task in widespread applications, such as
medical imaging [35] and autonomous driving [36], which
includes semantic segmentation [4], instance segmentation
[5], and panoptic segmentation [6]. The goal is to predict
semantic labels or delineate individual instances of objects
in images, helping provide essential scene understanding.

Against these tasks, various network architectures have
been constructed in the past few years. For example, for
scene parsing and semantic segmentation of natural images,
CNN-based PSPNet [37] and DeepLab-V3+ [38] achieved
prominent outcomes by utilizing atrous convolutions and
spatial pyramid pooling to effectively capture multi-scale
information. Inspired by the successful application of Trans-
former in computer vision [39], [40], various Transformer-
based network architectures have been proposed for seman-
tic segmentation, such as Segmenter [3], SegFormer [1], and
SegNeXt [41], which demonstrated impressive performance
by leveraging the power of long-range dependencies. For
instance segmentation, Mask R-CNN [42] and its variants
[43]–[45] have been widely used due to the robust per-
formance. For panoptic segmentation, the representative
Panoptic FPN [6], UPSNet [46], and EfficientPS [47] sequen-
tially consist of two procedures, i.e., semantic segmentation
and instance segmentation. Besides, the U-shape network
architectures [35], [48]–[50] have been broadly utilized for
medical image segmentation. Recently, researchers [51]–[53]
explored an alternative approach to the traditional pixel-
wise classification and proposed to adopt a Transformer-
based decoder for mask classification, which shows remark-
able performance in different image segmentation tasks.

For these network architectures, the spatial size of in-
termediate features usually gradually reduces to efficiently
encode high-level semantic information, and thus feature
upsampling is an indispensable module for the final pre-
diction. In this paper, we aim to design a general feature
upsampling framework, which can be easily encapsulated
into various structures for more accurate segmentation.

3 REVISITING SIMILARITY-BASED FEATURE UP-
SAMPLING PIPELINE

In this section, we carefully reformulate and delve into the
current similarity-based feature upsampling pipeline.

Given an LR deep feature x ∈ Rhw×C and an HR guid-
ance feature y ∈ RHW×c,1 the existing similarity-based fea-
ture upsampling framework SAPA [2], [21] aims to upsam-
ple x to an HR deep feature x̃ ∈ RHW×C under the guid-
ance of y. Specifically, for each HR pixel i ∈ {1, . . . ,HW},
the HR deep feature element x̃i ∈ RC is generally estimated
by weighting its neighboring LR deep feature elements
based on an upsampling kernel Softmax(si) as:

x̃i = Softmax(si)xN (i), (2)

1For simplicity, we aggregate the spatial dimensions H×W as HW .
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Figure 2: Targeting every part in (a) SAPA, (b) our ReSFU proposes specific optimization designs, i.e., controllable query-key
feature alignment from both semantic-aware and detail-aware perspectives, paired central difference convolution (PCDC)-
based flexible similarity calculation between aligned query-key pairs, and fine-grained neighbor selection (FNS). Here the
visualization is experimentally based on Segmenter-S for a ×4 feature upsampling from x to x̃. Best viewed with zoom-in.

where xN (i) ∈ RK2×C denotes the neighboring LR feature
elements of pixel i; |N (i)| = K2 is the number of neighbor-
ing LR pixels with a pre-defined kernel size K ; si ∈ RK2

is the similarity scores assigned to the K2 neighbors of
pixel i. In the representative base version of SAPA [2], si
is computed as:

si ≜ sim(qi,kN (i)) ≜ qik
T
N (i), (3)

where q and k are linear projections of y and x, respectively,
with D channels; qi ∈ RD is the i-th feature element of
q ∈ RHW×D; kN (i) ∈ RK2×D represents the K2 neighbor-
ing feature elements of pixel i in k ∈ Rhw×D; sim (·, ·) is
a general similarity function, designed as the inner product
between qi and kN (i) in SAPA. We regard q, k, and x as the
HR query, LR key, and LR value features, respectively.

As seen, the entire similarity-based feature upsampling
pipeline is strongly associated with the design of three
main parts: ❶ query-key feature acquisition for facilitating
the computation of similarity si; ❷ the similarity function
sim (·, ·); ❸ neighbor selection N (i). For better understand-
ing, based on the backbone Segmenter-S with a direct ×4
upsampling for the last-layer feature under the guidance of
a shallow feature (see Fig. 10), we experimentally visualize
SAPA in Fig. 2 (a) and identify the following issues:
1) Uncontrollable Query-Key Alignment. In such a direct
high-ratio upsampling case, the HR guidance feature y
is relatively shallow and it generally contains low-level
information, such as texture patterns, while the LR deep
feature x usually contains high-level semantics [40], [54].
Since the linear projection operation with fixed weights is
not sensitive to the content of either y or x, the linearly-
projected query and key cannot be well-aligned in the
feature space without extra control, which would seriously
mislead the subsequent similarity computation.
2) Inflexible Similarity Computation. The conventional
inner product operation in Eq. (3) is non-parametric and
lacks flexibility in capturing the relations between the query
and key. Directly adopting this inner product form would
cause that within a small local region N (i), the computed
K2 scores qikT

N (i) are close to each other (see Fig. 6 (a)). This
would consequently generate an overly smooth upsampling

kernel, leading to blurry artifacts in the upsampled x̃.
3) Coarse Neighbor Selection. From Eqs. (2) and (3), the
neighbors N (i) of pixel i are correspondingly selected on
the LR key k and the LR value x, respectively. This manner
is coarse. Specifically, taking the neighbor selection on k as
an example, as shown in Fig. 2 (a), for the ×4 upsampling,
all the sixteen pixels in the 4× 4 red box marked in q share
identical neighbors, i.e., the nine pixels marked in k. On
the other hand, for two adjacent pixels i and j in q from
two different 4 × 4 boxes, the selected neighbors N (i) and
N (j) in k would differ abruptly. Such a grid-wise neighbor
selection strategy on LR features often results in mosaic
artifacts in x̃, especially for a direct high-ratio upsampling.

These limitations in methodological designs constrain
that most of the existing feature upsampling methods along
this similarity-based pipeline are always injected into net-
work backbones in a step-by-step × 2 upsampling manner.
They are generally suitable for hierarchical architectures
with the iterative upsampling process, like SegFormer in
Fig. 1 (a), and are difficult to be extended to more types
of backbones, such as non-hierarchical architectures with a
direct high-ratio upsampling, like Segmenter in Fig. 1 (c).

4 METHOD

Motivated by the analysis in Sec. 3, in this section, we aim
to refresh the current similarity-based feature upsampling
framework by carefully optimizing every involved compo-
nent in Eqs. (2) and (3), including query-key alignment,
similarity computation, and neighbor selection. Then we
correspondingly construct a more flexible and universal up-
sampling framework, called ReSFU, which has the potential
to adapt to various network structures.

Specifically, as shown in Fig. 2 (b), we first propose a
controllable query-key feature alignment method from both
semantic-aware and detail-aware perspectives. Then, we de-
sign a specific paired central difference convolution (PCDC)
block for flexibly calculating the similarity between the
aligned query-key pairs. Finally, we devise a fine-grained
neighbor selection (FNS) strategy to alleviate mosaic arti-
facts. For each part, the detailed designs are given below.
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4.1 Explicitly Controllable Query-Key Alignment
From [40], [54], an HR guidance feature y from a shallow
layer usually captures more detail-related information while
the LR deep feature x encodes more semantic-related infor-
mation. Thus, we informally refer to y (and its linear projec-
tion, the query feature q) and x (and its linear projection, the
key feature k) as residing in the detail space and the semantic
space, respectively, as presented in Fig. 3.

Confronted with the representational discrepancy be-
tween the detail and semantic spaces, it is inaccurate to
directly calculate the similarity score between the original
query-key feature pair, i.e., q and k, across different spaces.
To fully capture and exploit the relations among different
neighboring pixels that share similar information both at
the detail and semantic levels for guiding the upsampling
process, we propose a two-pronged approach to explicitly
transform the original features and generate two query-key
pairs aligned in detail space and semantic space, respec-
tively, to facilitate accurate similarity computation. Please
refer to the lower row of Fig. 3 for the overall design.

4.1.1 Semantic-Aware Mutual-Alignment
Firstly, our goal is to project the original query q into the
semantic space so that it can better align with the key
feature k in the semantic space, while also preserving the
structural details in the detail space. To this end, inspired by
the guided filter (GF) [14], [55], we propose to linearly trans-
form q in every local window for detail preservation while
minimizing the distance between the transformed query
and the key k for the mutual-alignment in the semantic
space. In this manner, the structural information of q can
be efficiently integrated with the semantic information of k
into the transformed query [14].

Mathematically, let qGF ∈ RHW×D be the transformed
query and each of its element (qGF )id can be estimated via
solving the following optimization problem [14]:

min
mjd,njd

∑
i∈Ij

((
(qGF )id − k̃id

)2

+ ϵm2
jd

)
,

s.t. (qGF )id = mjdqid + njd,∀i ∈ Ij ,

(4)

where (qGF )id, qid, and k̃id are the feature elements of qGF ,
q, and k̃ at pixel i and channel d, respectively; k̃ ∈ RHW×D

is the bilinearly upsampled HR result of the original LR key
k; d ∈ {1, . . . , D}; mjd and njd are linear coefficients for
pixel j at channel d; Ij is a square window with radius
r centered at pixel j ∈ {1, . . . ,HW}; and ϵ is a small
regularization weight. In experiments, the radius r is ex-
perimentally set to 8 and ϵ is set to 0.001. Please note that
for element-wise minimization computation in Eq. (4), we
adopt the upsampled key feature k̃ for keeping the same
size with qGF , which also belongs to the semantic space.

From [56], the explicit solution of Eq. (4) can be easily
derived as:

mjd =

1
|Ij |

∑
i∈Ij

qidk̃id − µq
jdµ

k
jd

σ2
jd + ϵ

,

njd = µk
jd −mjdµ

q
jd,

(5)

where µq
jd and σ2

jd are the mean and variance of qid in the
local window Ij ; µk

jd is the mean of k̃id in Ij , expressed

Figure 3: Upper: For the two regions marked by blue and
green boxes, i.e., the roof and the wall of the house, they
have similar features in the semantic space but significantly
differ in the detail space. Lower: The overall concept of our
two-pronged approach to construct the aligned query-key
pair in the semantic space and detail space, respectively.

as µk
jd = 1

|Ij |
∑

i∈Ij
k̃id; and |Ij | is the number of pixels

contained in the local window Ij , which is r2.
Since a pixel i is involved in different overlapping

window Ij that covers the pixel i, (qGF )id would change
with these local windows. Following [14], by averaging all
these overlapping local windows Ij , we can get the final
transformed query as:

(qGF )id = m̄idqid + n̄id, (6)

where m̄id = 1
|Ii|

∑
j∈Ii

mjd and n̄id = 1
|Ii|

∑
j∈Ii

njd.
As seen, the optimized query qGF is explicitly derived

on the basis of the original query q and key k̃, achieving the
controllable alignment with key in the semantic space. From
Eq. (3), for the explicitly optimized query-key pair qGF and
k̃, the similarity (ss)i for pixel i is calculated as:

(ss)i ≜ sim((qGF )i, k̃N (i)). (7)

We call ss ∈ RHW×K2

as semantic-aware mutual similarity.
Remark 1: From the visualization in Fig. 2 (b), we can clearly
observe that: 1) compared to the original linearly-projected
query q, the explicitly optimized query qGF exhibits a
stronger semantic resemblance to the key k̃. This can pro-
mote more accurate semantic-aware similarity computation
of ss for better performance (see Sec. 5.3.2); 2) qGF effec-
tively preserves the original intricate structures in q, which
would guide the upsampling to achieve a higher structural
fidelity in the upsampled feature x̃ (also see Fig. 16). All
these advantages finely comply with our design motivation
for Eq. (4) and substantiate its rationality.

4.1.2 Detail-Aware Self-Alignment
In addition to the semantic space, we also seek to fully
exploit the structural information in the detail space and
generate the aligned query-key pair in this space for better
guiding the upsampling process. Unfortunately, unlike the
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semantic space, it is hard to project the key feature into
the detail space to achieve the query-key mutual-alignment.
This is because that deep semantic information is more
abstract and the features in the detail space generally reside
in a higher-dimensional manifold than that in the semantic
space. For example, in Fig. 3, the blue and green boxes
highlight areas belong to the same semantic category, i.e.,
house, with closer distance in the semantic space. However,
they possess highly diverse detail information, i.e., roof and
wall, with farther distance in the detail space. In this case,
it is hardly feasible to find a proper projection to finely
transform the original key k to the detail space, which can
reproduce the level of detail variations in the query feature.

Confronted with the above issue, we propose a detail-
aware self-alignment approach that exploits the query in the
detail space to generate the aligned key feature for the space.
One intuitive way is to directly regard q as both the query
and key features in the detail space. However, we further
analyze that to avoid significant fluctuations in local similar-
ity scores, the real key feature is generally expected to have
the property of smoothness [39], [57], like the original key
k in the semantic space containing minimal semantically
irrelevant noises. Motivated by this analysis, we propose
to execute a simple Gaussian smoothing operator on q to
suppress high-frequency noisy details to obtain a smoothed
key feature qGS ∈ RHW×D in the detail space.

Then, for pixel i, the self-similarity (sd)i for the aligned
pair q and qGS in the detail space is computed as:

(sd)i ≜ sim(qi, (qGS)N (i)), (8)

where qGS = f ⊗ q and f ∈ R3×3 represents the Gaussian
filter with the unit standard deviation. Here sd ∈ RHW×K2

is the detail-aware self-similarity.

As seen, on the basis of the original linearly-projected
query q and k, we introduce explicit optimization controls
to further make them better aligned from both semantic-
aware and detail-aware perspectives. Correspondingly, for
our method, the similarity score si in Eq. (2) is designed as:

si = (ss)i + (sd)i. (9)

Please note that the similarity function sim (·, ·) for comput-
ing ss and sd is implemented based on learnable param-
eterized form as formulated in Sec. 4.2 below. Hence, it is
unnecessary to assign extra weighting coefficients on these
two terms ss and sd in Eq. (9).

Remark 2: 1) The rationality of the detail-aware self-
alignment can be explained from another perspective.
Specifically, it is well-acknowledged that within a small local
region of a relatively shallow feature, if two pixels exhibit
similarity in detail structures, there is a high likelihood that
they should possess similar semantics in the upsampled
feature x̃ [58]. Thus, it is reasonable to exploit the self-
similarity on query q itself for guiding the upsampling
process; 2) The incorporation of the detail-aware similarity
favorably encourages fine-grained detail preservation and
the smoothed key generation design would indeed bring
some performance improvement as validated in Sec. 5.3.2.

Figure 4: Illustration of the PCDC operation in Eq. (11) for
any input channel d and any output channel l where the
bias term bl is omitted for brevity. Here ⊗ is the convolution
operation and ⊖ is the element-wise subtraction operation.

4.2 PCDC for Flexible Similarity Calculation

To compute ss and sd in Eq. (9), instead of adopting the
fixed inner product-based manner for sim(·, ·) in [2], [21],
here we aim to specifically design a parameterized convo-
lution operation to flexibly model the inherent relevance
between every query-key pair, i.e., qGF and k̃, q and qGS ,
for more accurate similarity calculation.

4.2.1 Paired Central Difference Convolution

For a vanilla convolution layer with G groups, given an
arbitrary input x̄ ∈ RHW×D with D input channels, each
element vil in the convolution result v ∈ RHW×L with L
output channels is calculated by:

vil =

(g+1)D/G−1∑
d=gD/G

K2∑
n=1

wnd̃l x̄jnd + bl, jn ∈ N (i), (10)

where i is the pixel index; the output channel index l ∈
{0, . . . , L− 1}; g = ⌊ lG

L ⌋ is the group index ranging from 0
to G − 1; d is the input channel index; jn ∈ N (i) indexes
a neighbor of the pixel i, with n = 1, · · · ,K2; wnd̃l is
an element of w ∈ RK2×D/G×L representing the grouped
convolution weights; the index d̃ = d%(DG ), where % is the
modulo operation; b ∈ RL is the bias.

Inspired by the ability of central difference convolution
[28] in combining the flexibility of learnable convolution
and the awareness of local gradient information, here we
propose a paired central difference convolution (PCDC) to
capture the relations between the query and key features.
Specifically, following the framework of the vanilla grouped
convolution in Eq. (10), we replace its input x̄ with the
“paired central difference” between any aligned query-key
pair, q̄ and k̄, and then obtain the PCDC output v as:

vil =

(g+1)D/G−1∑
d=gD/G

K2∑
n=1

wnd̃l (k̄jnd−q̄id)+bl, jn ∈ N (i). (11)

For a better understanding of the working mechanism of the
proposed PCDC, we provide a visual illustration of Eq. (11)
with the kernel size K as 3. As observed from Fig. 4, through
the learnable convolution weights, the differences between
the central query element q̄i and its neighboring key el-
ements k̄jn can be well captured and flexibly processed.
Naturally, the PCDC output v has the capability to encode
the local similarity information between q̄ and k̄.
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Figure 5: Illustration of PCDC-Block for similarity calcula-
tion between the aligned query-key pair.

Figure 6: Visualization of similarity scores and softmax
values (i.e., upsampling kernels) computed through (a) inner
product in Eq. (3) and (b) PCDC-Block illustrated in Fig. 5.

Equivalently, Eq. (11) can be decomposed as:

vil =

(g+1)D/G−1∑
d=gD/G

K2∑
n=1

wnd̃l k̄jnd

−
(g+1)D/G−1∑

d=gD/G

q̄id

K2∑
n=1

wnd̃l

+ bl, jn ∈ N (i).

(12)

We can find that the proposed PCDC inherently consists
of a vanilla grouped convolution on k̄ with weight w (the
first term in Eq. (12)), and a 1 × 1 convolution on q̄ with
the weight as the aggregation of w in the spatial dimension
(the second term in Eq. (12)). These operations can be easily
and efficiently implemented based on PyTorch [59] (see the
pseudocode in the supplementary material).

4.2.2 PCDC-Block for Similarity Calculation

Based on the capability of the proposed PCDC in capturing
the local similarity between the query-key pair, here we
construct a PCDC-Block to finally implement the function
sim(·, ·) for similarity computation as given in Fig. 5.

Concretely, for each aligned query-key pair, i.e., qGF and
k̃, q and qGS , they are first separately input to a group
normalization layer with shared affine parameters to get the
normalized query-key pair q̄ and k̄. Then the normalized
pair is passed through a PCDC computation layer, i.e., Eq.
(12), to obtain the intermediate result v. Then by feeding v
to a channel compressor to transform the channel number
from L to K2, we can get the corresponding similarity scores
for every query-key pair, i.e., ss and sd. Here the channel
compressor is sequentially composed of a 1× 1 convolution
layer, a ReLU layer, a group normalization layer, and a 1×1
convolution layer, where these two convolution layers are
both with 4 groups and the intermediate channel size is 128.

Figure 7: Illustration of the query-key similarity calculation
process under different neighborhood selection strategies
for N (i): (a) without FNS and (b) with FNS. Here the kernel
size K = 1 and the upsampling ratio is 2. Pixels with the
same color and shape in the query and key are paired for
computing the similarity scores.

To better understand the inherent advantages of our
proposed PCDC-Block over the traditional inner product-
based form in Eq. (3) for similarity computation, here we
provide an intuitive experimental display with the kernel
size K as 3. Fig. 6 compares the similarity scores computed
by these two methods for an image patch at pixels indicated
by the orange circles in q and qGS . As seen, even along clear
object boundaries, (a) the inner product scores exhibit minor
variations within a narrow range, and then the upsam-
pling kernels for these neighboring nine pixels are highly
similar, weakening the discrimination of feature semantics.
However, (b) our PCDC-Block generates considerably more
discriminative upsampling kernels that are more accurately
aligned with the boundary structures and can effectively
alleviate the blurring issue.

Remark 3: Compared with the conventional inner prod-
uct operator in Eq. (3), the proposed PCDC-Block-based
similarity calculation has specific merits: 1) With the well-
aligned query-key pair containing similar local contents as
inputs, such a paired central difference design is inherently
well-suited for manifesting the similarity between q̄ and k̄,
and is proficient in detecting intricate structural details; 2)
The incorporation of learnable weights makes the similarity
computation more flexible, which is helpful for accurate
upsampling. The performance gains brought by these ad-
vantages will be validated in Sec. 5.3.2.

4.3 Fine-grained Neighbor Selection

From Sec. 3, for the similarity-based feature upsampling
pipeline, the neighborhood selection N (i) exists in two
procedures, i.e., 1) the selection on key feature for query-key
similarity calculation and 2) the selection on value feature
for the weight-value computation in Eq. (2). For the existing
approaches implemented based on Eqs. (2)(3), they select
the neighbors N (i) directly on LR key feature k and LR
value feature x in a grid-wise manner, respectively. This
would possibly result in mosaic artifacts as analyzed in
Sec. 3. To address this problem, for our proposed refreshed
pipeline mainly implemented based on Eqs. (2) (9) (12),
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we develop a simple yet effective fine-grained neighbor
selection (FNS) strategy and choose N (i) on HR key feature
(i.e., k̃ or qGS) for Eq. (12) and HR value feature (i.e.,
bilinearly upsampled x) for Eq. (2), respectively.

To understand our FNS strategy more intuitively, Fig. 7
presents the computation process of similarity score for the
query-key pair under a simplified case where the kernel
size K = 1 and each query pixel would pair with only
one neighboring pixel in the key feature. As seen, for the
case without FNS, all the four HR query elements in the
red dotted box would pair with the same neighboring LR
key element to compute the similarity score. However, for
our proposed FNS, the neighbor selection is executed on
the bilinearly upsampled HR key feature rather than the
original LR one. In this manner, the four HR query elements
would separately pair with different neighboring HR key
elements, as marked by four red dotted boxes. Such a
smoother query-key pair selection manner would promote
the smoothness of similarity scores for adjacent HR query
pixels with different neighbors in the key feature. These
advantageous characteristics of FNS can be readily extended
to scenarios with larger kernel sizes. Albeit simple, this FNS
strategy can be implemented efficiently without introducing
any additional computational cost, and can fundamentally
eliminate mosaic artifacts, which can be observed by com-
paring the upsampled features x̃ in Figs. 2 (a) and (b). Please
refer to Fig. 17 for more experimental validation.

In practical implementation, 1) for Eq. (12), the FNS
strategy can be seamlessly combined with the PCDC layer
by executing PCDC with a dilation rate equal to the up-
sampling ratio; 2) To adopt our FNS in Eq. (2), a naive
implementation is to bilinearly upsample x to obtain the HR
one. Fortunately, we eliminate this need by technically en-
capsulating the weight-value computation and the bilinear
upsampling within a single CUDA package, which helps
avoid explicitly computing the temporary bilinear upsam-
pling results. These careful designs enable the proposed FNS
to be easily encapsulated into different backbones.
Remark 4: Overall, for the three key components in Eqs.
(2)(3), we systematically reform the similarity-based upsam-
pling methodology. Specifically, we explicitly optimize the
query-key alignment for facilitating the computation of si,
design a flexible similarity function sim(·, ·), and develop
a fine-grained neighbor selection strategy for N (i) as de-
rived in Secs. 4.1, 4.2, and 4.3, respectively. We accordingly
construct a refreshed similarity-based feature upsampler,
named ReSFU (see Fig. 2 (b)). Notably, the proposed three
designs harmoniously form an inseparable whole with each
part being indispensable (see Sec. 5.3.2). The specific and
meticulous design of each part ultimately enables ReSFU to
be applicable to different network structures, which will be
validated in the experiments below.

5 EXPERIMENTS

In this section, we comprehensively substantiate the appli-
cability of our proposed ReSFU by conducting extensive
experiments on various network structures for the semantic
segmentation task. Then, we provide detailed model veri-
fication and ablation studies to clearly show the working
mechanism of ReSFU and validate the rationality of every

involved component. Finally, in order to better demonstrate
the universality of the proposed ReSFU, we extend it to
more application scenarios with a variety of datasets, in-
cluding medical image segmentation, instance segmentation
and panoptic segmentation.

5.1 Experimental Setup

Implementation details. For similarity calculation in
Eq. (12), the number of output channels L and groups G
are 32 and 4, respectively. The projection dimension D is 32
and the kernel size K is 3. For all the involved networks,
we modify the default upsampling method (nearest neigh-
bor for FPN neck [60] or bilinear for other networks) by
substituting it with alternative upsamplers (replacement de-
tails are described in the experimental comparisons below),
while keeping other training settings constant for end-to-
end training on NVIDIA V100 GPUs. Please refer to the
supplementary material for more details.
Comparison methods. Consistent to the latest works [13],
[22], we compare the proposed ReSFU with the following
feature upsamplers along this research field, including:

• Deconvolution. It can be executed via the function
‘ConvTranspose2d’ in PyTorch with the kernel size
and stride number set to the upsampling ratio.

• Pixelshuffle [8]. It consists of a convolution layer for
channel expansion and a reshape process for the ele-
ment reorganization between the channel dimension
and the spatial dimension.

• Stack-JBU [22]. It is a parameterized version of joint
bilateral upsampler (JBU) [23] adopted in FeatUp
[22]. As analyzed in Sec. 2, the entire multi-view
framework in FeatUp is orthogonal to our upsam-
pling design. Hence, we only compare with the up-
sampler module in FeatUp.

• CARAFE [7]. We adopt its default setting with the
kernel size as 3.

• IndexNet [19]. Following [13], we select its ‘HIN’
version. Please note that IndexNet was initially con-
ceived for strict encoder-decoder-based backbones.

• FADE [12]. Since its gating version requires that the
guidance feature has the same channel size as the
encoder feature, we choose its no-gating version.

• SAPA [2]. Following [13], [22], we use its base version
for better stability where the kernel size is 5.

• DySample [13]. We select its ‘S+’ version due to
its better overall performance on different network
structures as presented in [13].

5.2 Semantic Segmentation on Various Architectures

In this section, for the semantic segmentation task, we
verify the effectiveness of our proposed ReSFU by conduct-
ing comprehensive experiments on various network struc-
tures with different types of popular backbones including
ResNet [61], Vision TransFormer (ViT) [40], Mix Transformer
(MiT) [1], and Swin Transformer [62]. For the selection of
network structures, we consider not only the hierarchical
upsampling manner adopted by the existing baselines, e.g.,
SegFormer [1], but also the non-hierarchical upsampling
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Figure 8: Visual comparison of the ×4 upsampled features x̃ (top) and predicted masks (bottom) on PSPNet-ResNet101.

Figure 9: For the CNN-based PSPNet with non-hierarchical
upsampling, (a) previous baselines adopt a two-step upsam-
pling by default; (b) Our ReSFU performs a one-step ×4
upsampling. The guidance feature is from the involved stem
ConvBlock layer in the ResNet backbone.

Table 1: Evaluation on ADE20K with PSPNet-ResNet50 and
PSPNet-ResNet101. The best and second-best results are
highlighted in bold and underlined, respectively.

Method PSPNet-ResNet50 PSPNet-ResNet101
mIoU mAcc bIoU Params mIoU mAcc bIoU Params

Bilinear 41.13 51.41 26.01 46.68M 43.57 54.51 28.28 65.67M
Deconv 39.11 48.79 24.09 50.87M 41.74 51.53 26.65 69.87M
PixelShuffle [8] 38.31 47.78 23.77 50.88M 41.39 50.95 26.64 69.87M
Stack-JBU [22] 41.68 52.69 25.78 46.95M 43.93 54.90 28.34 65.95M
CARAFE [7] 42.06 52.41 26.96 46.86M 44.46 55.47 29.09 65.85M
FADE [12] 41.80 52.07 26.77 46.78M 43.84 53.63 29.36 65.77M
SAPA [2] 41.76 52.32 26.99 46.72M 44.25 55.24 29.18 65.71M
DySample [13] 41.36 51.94 26.10 46.68M 43.99 54.63 28.33 65.67M
ReSFU 42.64 53.26 27.89 46.73M 45.19 56.29 29.87 65.72M

manner, e.g., PSPNet [37] and Segmenter [3], as well as
MaskFormer with the FPN head [51], covering most of the
existing architecture types involving feature upsampling.
Following [2], [13], the semantic segmentation experiments
are evaluated using the single-scale testing on the ADE20K
dataset [63], which is a widely adopted large-scale scene
parsing dataset containing over 20,000 images with pixel-
level annotations for 150 object categories. Three typical
metrics are used for quantitative evaluation, including mean
IoU (mIoU), mean pixel accuracy (mAcc), and boundary IoU
(bIoU) [64]. For the bIoU computation, the pixel distance
is set to 2% [64]. More experiments on more datasets are
provided in the supplementary material.

5.2.1 Evaluation on PSPNet with ResNet Backbone

Upsampling Details. We first select the representative
PSPNet [37] with the pioneering CNN-based backbone
ResNet [61] for the semantic segmentation task. Fig. 9
presents the replacement manners of different upsampling
methods. As seen, for the feature x extracted in the last
block, to achieve the ×4 upsampling for the final segmenta-
tion output, previous upsamplers adopt two successive ×2
upsampling processes by default. In contrast, our ReSFU

Figure 10: For the Transformer-based Segmenter with non-
hierarchical upsampling, (a) previous methods adopt two
×2 upsampling processes; (b) Our ReSFU directly performs
a ×4 upsampling. The guidance HR feature is obtained by
applying an additional ConvBlock to the input image.

is simply embedded with a direct ×4 upsampling. For
guidance-based upsamplers, e.g., FADE, SAPA, and ReSFU,
the guidance feature is from the stem convolution block.
Performance Comparison. Table 1 reports the quantitative
results on ADE20K with two variants of the ResNet back-
bone, i.e., ResNet50 and ResNet101. It is clearly observed
that with the comparable number of network parame-
ters, our proposed ReSFU consistently outperforms other
upsampling approaches in three metrics, i.e., mIoU/mAc-
c/bIoU (%). Taking PSPNet-ResNet101 as an example, Fig.
8 presents the upsampled features x̃ and the corresponding
segmentation results obtained with different upsamplers.2

From the feature visualizations, we can find that the object
boundary upsampled by our ReSFU is much clearer, thus
boosting more accurate segmentation results. In comparison
with other approaches with multi-step ×2 upsampling pro-
cesses, even with a direct one-step high-ratio upsampling,
our proposed ReSFU can still obtain superior performance,
which facilitates the deployment in practical applications.

5.2.2 Evaluation on Segmenter with ViT Backbone
Upsampling Details. Here we introduce the representative
ViT-based network, Segmenter [3] with the FCN-head [4],
and present the incorporation manners of different feature
upsampling methods as depicted in Fig. 10. Similar to PSP-
Net, other baselines are inserted in an iterative ×2 upsam-
pling manner while the proposed ReSFU is operated with
a direct high-ratio upsampling. To generate the guidance,
we apply an extra ConvBlock to the input image in order

2For feature visualization in all the experiments, we follow [22]
and adopt principal component analysis [65] to reduce the features to
three channels corresponding to the RGB values. Note that since the
feature extractors are not frozen and are trained together with different
upsamplers, there may be significant variations in color tone across
different feature visualizations.



10

Figure 11: Visual comparison of the ×4 upsampled features x̃ (top) and predicted masks (bottom) with Segmenter-ViT-S.

Table 2: Evaluation on ADE20K with Segmenter-ViT-S and
Segmenter-ViT-L. The best and second-best results are high-
lighted in bold and underlined, respectively.

Method Segmenter-ViT-S Segmenter-ViT-L
mIoU mAcc bIoU Params mIoU mAcc bIoU Params

Bilinear 45.75 56.88 27.82 22.04M 50.96 62.05 33.07 304.17M
Deconv 40.93 51.62 23.77 24.40M 50.01 61.14 31.75 321.67M
PixelShuffle [8] 41.24 52.37 23.87 24.41M 50.50 61.49 31.45 321.69M
Stack-JBU [22] 45.70 56.86 27.84 22.20M 51.03 62.39 32.90 305.96M
CARAFE [7] 46.25 57.63 28.99 22.21M 51.85 62.96 34.49 305.14M
FADE [12] 45.71 56.81 28.72 22.14M 50.07 61.79 33.32 305.08M
SAPA [2] 45.79 57.36 28.97 22.09M 51.20 62.46 33.31 304.99M
DySample [13] 45.78 56.88 28.37 22.09M 52.04 63.27 34.17 305.02M
ReSFU 46.97 57.91 29.96 22.11M 52.56 63.63 35.27 304.98M
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Figure 12: For SegFormer with hierarchical upsampling,
(a) previous baselines execute the iterative ×2 upsampling
with utilizing C3, C2, and C1 as the guidance feature,
respectively; (b) Our ReSFU only adopts the guidance C1
for the direct upsampling with different ratios.

to obtain a shallow HR feature. The ConvBlock consists of
“Conv3×3+GroupNorm+ReLU+Conv3×3” layers, with the
channel dimension being “3 → 64 → 32”.
Performance Comparison. For comprehensiveness, we
evaluate our ReSFU based on the ViT backbone with dif-
ferent sizes, e.g., ViT-S and ViT-L. As reported in Table 2,
the proposed ReSFU evidently surpasses other methods,
and achieves the best mIoU/mAcc/bIoU (%) scores under
different backbones with the comparable number of param-
eters. The visual comparison is presented in Fig. 11, clearly
showing that our proposed ReSFU achieves better feature
upsampling effects with more accurate delineation of object
boundaries, e.g., the desk lamp. These findings effectively
validate the suitability of our ReSFU in the current popular
Transformer-based architectures, demonstrating its strong
potential for practical application.

5.2.3 Evaluation on SegFormer with MiT
Upsampling Details. For the semantic segmentation task,
SegFormer [1] is another mainstream Transformer-based
network structure. Different from Segmenter with a non-
hierarchical upsampling architecture, the upsampling pro-
cess in SegFormer is composed of hierarchical forms among

Table 3: Evaluation on ADE20K with SegFormer-MiT-B1
and SegFormer-MiT-B5. The best and second-best results are
highlighted in bold and underlined, respectively.

Method SegFormer-MiT-B1 SegFormer-MiT-B5
mIoU mAcc bIoU Params mIoU mAcc bIoU Params

Bilinear 40.97 51.73 24.89 13.72M 49.13 60.69 32.32 82.01M
Deconv 40.73 51.25 23.78 15.29M 49.76 61.39 32.95 83.52M
PixelShuffle [8] 39.69 50.11 23.55 15.30M 50.09 61.69 33.11 83.59M
Stack-JBU [22] 41.71 52.01 25.80 13.95M 49.53 60.72 32.89 82.24M
CARAFE [7] 42.75 53.96 27.09 14.16M 50.45 62.29 33.78 82.45M
IndexNet [19] 41.79 52.40 25.45 26.32M 49.73 61.32 33.21 94.61M
FADE [12] 43.09 53.89 28.33 14.00M 50.43 61.99 34.51 82.29M
SAPA [2] 42.74 53.39 27.61 13.82M 49.61 61.11 34.02 82.11M
DySample [13] 43.48 53.82 27.38 13.72M 50.14 61.51 33.93 82.01M
ReSFU 43.84 54.75 28.06 13.86M 50.89 62.00 34.40 82.15M

different levels of features. As displayed in Fig. 12, the
encoder outputs four levels of features, i.e., C1, C2, C3,
and C4 with different resolutions. The LR features C2, C3,
and C4 require a ×2, ×4, and ×8 upsampling, respectively,
to be concatenated with the HR C1 together for the final
segmentation. For the existing upsamplers, they iteratively
perform the multi-step ×2 upsampling. For instance, to
upsample the LR feature C4 to the same resolution as C1,
the guidance-based upsampling methods, e.g., FADE and
SAPA, sequentially execute three ×2 upsampling proce-
dures by adopting the adjacent-level features C3, C2 and
C1 as guidance, respectively. However, for our ReSFU, no
matter which level the feature is at, only one direct high-
ratio upsampling is utilized under the fixed guidance of C1,
thus halving the total number of upsampling modules.

Performance Comparison. Table 3 lists the quantitative
results on two variants of the backbone MiT, i.e., MiT-B1
and MiT-B5, and the proposed ReSFU achieves better overall
performance on all these metrics. Fig. 13 illustrates the ×8

upsampled feature C̃4 and the segmentation result obtained
by different upsamplers. We can observe that for the com-
paring approaches with three consecutive ×2 upsampling
modules, e.g., CARAFE and DySample, the final upsampled
features exhibit blurry effects. Nevertheless, even with a
simpler ×8 upsampling module, our ReSFU still accom-
plishes better detail preservation without mosaic artifacts.
These favorable effects are mainly attributed to the careful
designs of the controllable feature alignment and the fine-
grained neighbor selection process, which enables ReSFU to
be suitable for this direct high-ratio upsampling scenario.
Thus, different from the current guidance-based feature
upsampling methods, our ReSFU does not require features
of adjacent levels as guidance, which naturally makes it
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Figure 13: Visual comparison of the ×8 upsampled features C̃4 and predicted masks with SegFormer-MiT-B5.

Figure 14: Visual comparison of the upsampled features P2 in Fig. 15 and predicted masks with MaskFormer-Swin-L.
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Figure 15: For MaskFormer with the FPN neck, (a) previous
methods sequentially take C3, C2, and C1 as guidance to
execute the ×2 upsampling; (b) Our ReSFU directly utilizes
C1 to guide the upsampling for different levels of features.

possible to be extended to more network architectures not
limited to hierarchical upsampling.

5.2.4 Evaluation on MaskFormer with Swin-Transformer
Upsampling Details. MaskFormer [51] is also a cutting-
edge Transformer-based network for the segmentation task.
It contains a FPN neck-based upsampling module [60],
different from that adopted in Segmenter and SegFormer.
As presented in Fig. 15, the FPN neck consists of three ×2
upsampling procedures. For the guidance-based comparing
methods, they regard the adjacent-level features, i.e., C3, C2,
and C1, as the guidance for these three ×2 upsampling
modules, respectively. However, for ReSFU, we always
utilize the relatively shallower feature C1 as guidance to
introduce more information with details.
Performance Comparison. First, we quantitatively evalu-
ate all the comparing methods based on two versions of
Swin Transformer [62] with varying sizes, including Swin-B
and Swin-L. As observed from Table 4, ReSFU consistently
obtains state-of-the-art outcomes over all metrics. Then
based on MaskFormer-Swin-L, we visualize the HR features
upon upsampling P2. From the upper row in Fig. 14, it is
clearly seen that the comparing methods suffer from either
blurriness or checkerboard artifacts [66]. In contrast, our

Table 4: Evaluation on ADE20K with MaskFormer-Swin-B
and MaskFormer-Swin-L. The best and second-best results
are highlighted in bold and underlined, respectively.

Method MaskFormer-Swin-B MaskFormer-Swin-L
mIoU mAcc bIoU Params mIoU mAcc bIoU Params

Nearest 52.56 65.76 37.41 101.83M 53.94 66.13 39.02 211.58M
Bilinear 52.99 66.33 37.19 101.83M 53.86 66.21 38.46 211.58M
Stack-JBU [22] 53.53 66.57 37.53 101.91M 54.22 67.26 38.44 211.66M
CARAFE [7] 53.70 66.79 38.31 102.05M 54.48 67.12 39.06 211.80M
FADE [12] 53.69 66.12 38.35 101.97M 54.47 66.59 39.46 211.72M
SAPA [2] 53.87 66.87 37.97 101.88M 54.41 66.40 39.20 211.63M
DySample [13] 53.62 66.77 38.12 101.83M 54.17 67.13 39.22 211.58M
ReSFU 54.66 68.25 38.69 101.97M 55.33 68.64 39.58 211.72M

ReSFU can generate clearer object boundaries and preserve
more useful content, which in turn promotes better mask
prediction as shown in the lower row.

5.3 Model Analysis

To better understand the working mechanism underlying
the proposed ReSFU and validate the rationality of each
methodological design, in this section, we conduct a com-
prehensive model analysis experiment, including model
visualization and a series of ablation studies.

5.3.1 Model Visualization
Based on the backbone Segmenter-ViT-S in Fig. 10 (b), we
first visualize each component learned by ReSFU.
Visualization of Query-Key Features. Fig. 16 (a) presents
each component, including original features y and x, two
aligned query-key pairs (qGF and k̃, q and qGS), and the
upsampled feature x̃. It is clearly observed that the GF-
based optimization query qGF semantically resembles k̃
while retaining structural information in q, e.g., the edges
of the tower. The smoothed query qGS effectively removes
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Figure 16: Visualization verification about the working mechanism underlying ReSFU based on Segmenter-ViT-S.

Table 5: Ablation study on the query-key feature alignment in Sec. 4.1 with the similarity measurement sim(·, ·)
implemented by the PCDC block in Sec. 4.2 and the neighbor selected via the FNS strategy in Sec. 4.3.

Variant
Feature Alignment

Similarity Score s
Segmenter-ViT-S SegFormer-MiT-B1

ss qGF sd qGS mIoU mAcc bIoU Params mIoU mAcc bIoU Params

(a) ✗ ✗ ✗ ✗ Bilinear 45.75 56.88 27.82 22.04M 40.97 51.73 24.89 13.72M
(b) ✓ ✗ ✗ ✗ s = ss = sim(q, k̃) 46.30 57.45 29.47 22.09M 43.26 54.07 27.76 13.81M
(c) ✓ ✓ ✗ ✗ s = ss = sim(qGF , k̃) 46.51 57.89 29.66 22.09M 43.68 54.36 28.13 13.81M
(d) ✗ ✗ ✓ ✗ s = sd = sim(q, q) 46.21 57.35 29.13 22.07M 42.91 53.60 27.43 13.79M
(e) ✗ ✗ ✓ ✓ s = sd = sim(q, qGS) 46.48 57.52 29.47 22.07M 43.02 53.83 27.57 13.79M
(f) ✓ ✓ ✓ ✓ s = (c) ss + (e) sd 46.97 57.91 29.96 22.11M 43.84 54.75 28.06 13.86M

Table 6: Ablation study on similarity measurement sim(·, ·).

Variant Similarity Measurement sim(·, ·) Segmenter-ViT-S SegFormer-MiT-B1
mIoU mAcc bIoU Params mIoU mAcc bIoU Params

(a) Inner Product in Eq. (3) 45.86 56.92 28.14 22.08M 42.35 53.06 26.97 13.77M
(b) PCDC in Fig. 5 → Conv (concat(q̄, k̄)) 46.59 57.85 29.69 22.12M 42.88 53.52 27.88 13.91M
(c) PCDC-Block in Fig. 5 46.97 57.91 29.96 22.11M 43.84 54.75 28.06 13.86M

minor noises in the original query q within the semantically
consistent regions, such as the lawn. Attributed to such
rational alignment in both the detail and semantic spaces,
the upsampled HR feature x̃ maintains semantic fidelity to
the original LR feature x, while finely preserving distin-
guishable edges and removing mosaic artifacts. All these
visualization results exhibit desirable effects and comply
with our design motivations.

Visualization of Upsampling Kernels. Fig. 16 (b) further
presents the PCDC-Block-based similarity scores ss for the
pair qGF and k̃, and sd for the pair q and qGS , and
the upsampling kernels Softmax(s) at two representative
locations, i.e., pixel i near the object boundary and pixel j in
the smooth region. Concretely, 1) for pixel i belonging to the
class category of ‘sky’, we can observe that (ss)i and (sd)i
effectively collaborate to generate a rational upsampling
kernel Softmax(si) that assigns negligible weights to the left
region representing the semantics of ‘tower’; 2) For pixel j,
(ss)j and (sd)j are smoother than the scores for pixel i,
complying with the smoothness of this region. Besides, we
discover that the scores at four corners are slightly higher.
This is mainly attributed to the flexible learning capability
of PCDC-Block, which has the potential to adaptively detect
the smoothness of the location and correspondingly produce

more stable and smoother upsampling results by evenly
assigning more weights to the far-away feature elements.

5.3.2 Ablation Study

Based on the non-hierarchical Segmenter-ViT-S and the hier-
archical SegFormer-MiT-B1, we conduct a series of ablation
studies to fully verify the role of each design in ReSFU,
including feature alignment in the semantic space and the
detail space, paired central difference convolution (PCDC)
block for similarity calculation, and fine-grained neighbor
selection (FNS) strategy.

Ablation Study on Feature Alignment. Here we execute a
fine-grained ablation study on the query-key feature align-
ment in Sec. 4.1, including ss in Eq. (7) and sd in Eq. (8), as
well as the designs, i.e., guided filter-based optimized query
qGF and Gaussian smoothed detail-space key qGS .

Table 5 reports the quantitative results under different
variants, where the variant (f) is exactly our proposed
ReSFU. Specifically, compared with the bilinear upsampler
(a), the performance gains achieved by variant (b) and
variant (d) correspondingly validate that the introduction
of the semantic-aware mutual similarity ss and the detail-
aware self-similarity sd are beneficial for improving the seg-
mentation performance, respectively. From the comparison
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Figure 17: Effect of FNS on upsampled features extracted by Segmenter-ViT-S and SegFormer-MiT-B1.

Table 7: Ablation study on the neighbor selection manner.

Neighbor Segmenter-ViT-S SegFormer-MiT-B1
Selection mIoU mAcc bIoU mIoU mAcc bIoU

w/o FNS 46.80 57.78 29.70 43.12 53.70 27.24
w/ FNS 46.97 57.91 29.96 43.84 54.75 28.06

Table 8: Ablation study about hyperparameters based on
Segmenter-ViT-S. ‘†’ denotes the default setting for ReSFU.

Hyperparameter mIoU mAcc bIoU Params FLOPs

Kernel
Size

† K=3 46.97 57.91 29.96 22.11M 33.88G
† K=5 46.99 57.90 30.39 22.14M 34.49G
† K=7 47.02 58.37 30.41 22.20M 35.39G

Projection
Dimension

† D=16 46.58 58.09 29.88 22.09M 33.63G
† D=32 46.97 57.91 29.96 22.11M 33.88G
† D=64 47.00 58.35 30.18 22.14M 34.39G

Group

† G=1 47.06 57.97 30.36 22.19M 35.29G
† G=2 47.01 58.05 30.22 22.13M 34.35G
† G=4 46.97 57.91 29.96 22.11M 33.88G
† G=8 46.71 57.97 29.94 22.09M 33.65G

between (b) and (c), it is easily known that the proposed
guided filter-based feature alignment in the semantic space
can indeed further boost ss for more accurate segmentation.
By comparing (d) with (e), we can find that the utilization
of a smoothed key in the detail space can indeed bring
slight performance improvement without any additional
cost, which finely complies with the analysis in Sec. 4.1.2.

Ablation Study on Similarity Measurement. To compre-
hensively validate the effectiveness of our proposed PCDC-
Block, we compare three different similarity measurements
sim(·, ·), including (a) traditional inner product in Eq. (3); (b)
replacing the PCDC layer in Fig. 5 with a vanilla convolution
by inputting the concatenation of q̄ and k̄; (c) PCDC-Block
in Fig. 5. From the results in Table 6, it is observed that the
proposed PCDC-Block has the better capability to capture
the relations between query-key pairs for precise similarity
calculation and thus promotes the segmentation accuracy.
Considering the evident gains over (a), the slight computa-
tional cost brought by our method is acceptable. Please refer
to supplementary material for visual results.

Ablation Study on Neighbor Selection. Table 7 reports the
effect of FNS on the segmentation performance achieved

Table 9: Comparisons on FLOPS and the number of param-
eters, where FLOPs are tested with images of size 512×512.

Method Segmenter-ViT-S Method Segmenter-ViT-S
FLOPs Params FLOPs Params

Bilinear 32.77G 22.04M FADE [12] 33.92G 22.14M
Deconv 35.16G 24.40M SAPA [2] 33.28G 22.09M
PixelShuffle [8] 35.16G 24.41M DySample [13] 32.90G 22.09M
Stack-JBU [22] 35.32G 22.20M ReSFU 33.88G 22.11M
CARAFE [7] 32.96G 22.21M / / /

Figure 18: For the U-shape TransUNet, (a) previous methods
sequentially use C3, C2, and C1 as guidance; (c) ReSFU
only uses C1 as guidance for upsampling at different levels.

by our ReSFU. As seen, without adopting FNS, the model
would suffer from a large performance drop, especially for
SegFormer with a higher-ratio (×8) upsampling process as
presented in Fig. 12. For better clarity, we provide visual
comparisons of upsampled features extracted by these two
different network structures. From Fig. 17, we can clearly
find that for different levels of features, i.e., x in Segmenter,
C2, C3, and C4 in SegFormer, their upsampled feature
maps without FNS always suffer from severe mosaic effects,
especially for larger upsampling ratios. Fortunately, this
unfavorable phenomenon can be effectively eliminated by
adopting our proposed FNS strategy. It is worth mentioning
that as explained in Sec. 4.3, FNS is directly implemented
based on bilinearly-upsampled features, and it introduces
no extra parameters and computational costs.
Ablation Study on Hyperparameters. Besides, based on
Segmenter-ViT-S, we analyze the influence of the key hyper-
parameters on the segementation performance, including
the kernel size K for neighbor selection, the projection
dimension D for generating query-key features, and the
number of group G in Eq. (12) for similarity measurement.

The results are reported in Table 8. As observed, a larger
kernel size K means that more neighboring pixels would
be selected for the more accurate similarity measurement,
thereby boosting the performance. However, it would de-
crease the computation efficiency and incur additional pa-
rameters. We select the default kernel size K = 3 to balance
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Figure 19: Visual comparison of different feature upsampling methods on the Synapse dataset based on TransUNet.

Table 10: Evaluation on the Synapse dataset annotated with eight abdominal organs based on TransUNet. The best and
second-best results are highlighted in bold and underlined, respectively.

Method Dice (%) (↑) Average
Aorta Gallbladder Kidney (L) Kidney (R) Liver Pancreas Spleen Stomach Dice (%) (↑) HD95 (↓)

Bilinear 87.23 63.13 81.87 77.02 94.08 55.86 85.08 75.62 77.48 31.69
Stack-JBU [22] 87.17 59.13 85.03 78.24 94.20 54.73 83.85 76.36 77.34 30.88
CARAFE [7] 86.34 62.21 83.32 79.31 93.69 52.03 82.06 73.96 76.61 30.89
FADE [12] 86.22 62.56 83.44 77.67 93.41 53.84 83.39 73.65 76.77 30.55
SAPA [2] 84.22 56.91 75.30 71.79 91.41 47.92 81.50 67.25 72.03 35.46
DySample [13] 87.47 61.50 83.00 77.28 94.63 53.63 85.23 74.20 77.12 28.58
ReSFU 86.93 65.30 83.66 78.42 94.61 60.98 84.95 77.31 79.02 25.64

Table 11: Evaluation on the ACDC dataset with TransUNet.
The best and second-best results are highlighted in bold and
underlined, respectively.

Method Dice (%) (↑) Average
RV Myo LV Dice (%) (↑) HD95 (↓)

Bilinear 88.86 84.53 95.73 89.71 2.18
Stack-JBU [22] 88.67 82.83 95.69 89.06 2.09
CARAFE [7] 87.57 83.16 95.38 88.70 2.26
FADE [12] 88.28 84.43 95.96 89.56 2.24
SAPA [2] 87.37 84.01 95.00 88.79 1.90
DySample [13] 88.85 82.96 95.37 89.06 2.75
ReSFU 88.70 85.16 96.26 90.04 1.82

the performance and cost. For the query-key features, we
find that a larger D would generate better feature repre-
sentation, and then benefit the information propagation for
the final segmentation. We choose D as 32 by default. The
smaller G is, the better it is to capture the relations between
query-key pairs, but it brings more computational overhead.
In experiments, we set the default group number G = 4.

Under the default configurations with K = 3, D = 32,
and G = 4, the overhead of our ReSFU is comparable or
even lower than other baselines (see Table 9). Taking into
account performance, universality, and ease of deployment,
our method has a better potential for real applications.

5.4 Application to More Tasks

In this section, we extend ReSFU to more application sce-
narios including medical image segmentation, instance seg-
mentation, and panoptic segmentation.

5.4.1 Medical Image Segmentation

Upsampling Details. For the medical image segmentation
task, we choose the prevalent network, TransUNet [48], with
a U-shape architecture different from those presented in Sec.
5.2. As illustrated in Fig. 18, this network contains three ×2
upsampling procedures. For the guidance, other upsamplers
sequentially adopt C3, C2, and C1, which is a more suitable
setting for them, while our ReSFU only uses the shallow C1
for guiding the upsampling at different levels of features.

Performance Comparison. The experiments are executed
based on two widely-adopted datasets, i.e., Synapse for
multi-organ segmentation,3 and the automated cardiac diag-
nosis challenge (ACDC).4 Specifically, Synapse is annotated
with eight abdominal organs, i.e., aorta, gallbladder, spleen,
left kidney, right kidney, liver, pancreas, spleen, and stom-
ach. Following [48], we employ 18 computed tomography
(CT) scans with 2,212 axial slices for training and 12 CT
scans for validation. For ACDC, the involved magnetic reso-
nance imaging (MRI) scans are annotated with left ventricle
(LV), right ventricle (RV), and myocardium (MYO). Con-
sistent to [48], we utilize 70 scans with 1,930 axial slices for
training and 40 scans for validation. Quantitative evaluation
is conducted based on the two typical metrics, including
Dice (the higher the better) and the 95-th percentile of the
Hausdorff Distance (HD95, the lower the better).

From the results reported in Table 10 for Synapse and
Table 11 for ACDC, we can easily conclude that most of
the comparing baselines are inferior to the default bilin-
ear upsampler. However, our proposed ReSFU consistently

3https://www.synapse.org/#!Synapse:syn3193805/wiki/217789
4https://www.creatis.insa-lyon.fr/Challenge/acdc/

https://www.synapse.org/#!Synapse:syn3193805/wiki/217789
https://www.creatis.insa-lyon.fr/Challenge/acdc/
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Image GT Nearest Neighbor CARAFE FADE SAPA DySample ReSFU

Figure 20: Visualization results of different upsampling methods based on Mask R-CNN for instance segmentation.

Image GT Nearest Neighbor CARAFE FADE SAPA DySample ReSFU

Figure 21: Visualization results of different upsampling methods based on Panoptic FPN for panoptic segmentation.

Table 12: Performance evaluation on two additional segmentation tasks, including instance segmentation and panoptic
segmentation. The best and second-best results are highlighted in bold and underlined, respectively.

Method Instance Segmentation Panoptic Segmentation
AP AP50 AP75 APS APM APL PQ PQth PQst SQ RQ

Nearest 34.7 55.8 37.2 16.1 37.3 50.8 40.2 47.8 28.9 77.8 49.3
Bilinear 34.4 55.4 36.7 15.6 36.9 51.2 40.1 47.5 28.9 77.8 49.1
Deconv 34.5 55.5 36.8 16.4 37.0 49.5 39.6 47.0 28.4 77.1 48.5
PixelShuffle [8] 34.8 56.0 37.3 16.3 37.5 50.4 40.0 47.4 28.8 77.1 49.1
CARAFE [7] 35.4 56.7 37.6 16.9 38.1 51.3 40.8 47.7 30.4 78.2 50.0
IndexNet [19] 34.7 55.9 37.1 16.0 37.0 51.1 40.2 47.6 28.9 77.1 49.3
FADE [12] 35.1 56.7 37.2 16.7 37.5 51.4 40.9 48.0 30.3 78.1 50.1
SAPA [2] 35.1 56.5 37.4 16.7 37.6 50.6 40.6 47.7 29.8 78.0 49.6
DySample [13] 35.5 56.8 37.8 17.0 37.9 51.9 41.1 48.1 30.5 78.2 50.2
ReSFU 36.1 57.4 38.4 16.8 38.8 52.5 41.5 48.4 31.1 78.4 50.7

achieves competitive segmentation performance on differ-
ent organs, and then obtains the best average accuracy with
higher Dice scores and lower HD scores. In Fig. 19, we
present the segmentation results on two cases randomly
selected from Synapse. As seen, our proposed ReSFU shows
the remarkable ability to capture object boundaries with
higher segmentation accuracy. These results further demon-
strate the satisfactory application potential of ReSFU.

5.4.2 Instance Segmentation and Panoptic Segmentation

Here we further verify the universality of our proposed
ReSFU through two other segmentation tasks, including
instance segmentation and panoptic segmentation.

Specifically, for instance segmentation, we employ the
classic Mask R-CNN [42] with ResNet50 as the backbone
and replace the upsampling stages in FPN with ReSFU,
as shown in Fig. 15 (b). All the results are quantitatively
evaluated based on metrics of the average precision (AP)
series, including mask AP, AP50, AP75, APS , APM , and
APL. For panoptic segmentation, following [13], we choose
Panoptic FPN [6] with ResNet50 as the backbone and adjust
the three upsamplers in FPN, as presented in Fig. 15 (b).
We report panoptic quality (PQ), PQ on things (PQth), PQ

on stuff (PQst), segmentation quality (SQ), and recognition
quality (RQ) [6]. The MS COCO dataset [67] is used for
training and evaluating the two tasks.

Table 12 reports the quantitative results on the two ad-
ditional segmentation tasks. As seen, our proposed ReSFU
performs more competitively over almost all the evaluation
metrics, showing favorable universality. Fig. 20 and Fig. 21
provide the visual results achieved by different upsampling
methods for instance segmentation and panoptic segmen-
tation, respectively. It is easily observed that the proposed
ReSFU attains better segmentation results with more details
and more consistent semantics, such as the horns and ears
of the giraffes in Fig. 20, and the floor in Fig. 21.

5.5 More Discussions on Direct/Iterative Upsampling

As explained previously, other comparing upsamplers are
inserted in an iterative ×2 upsampling manner by default,
while our proposed ReSFU is always simply executed in a
direct upsampling process without iterative guidance fea-
tures. Here we provide more discussions to further evaluate
different methods under different upsampling manners.

Taking PSPNet as an example, for the comparing meth-
ods, e.g., CARAFE, FADE, SAPA, DySample, and ReSFU,
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Figure 22: Visual comparison of upsampled features x̃ obtained in an iterative upsampling (Fig. 9 (a)) and a direct ×4
upsampling manners (Fig. 9 (b)) based on PSPNet-ResNet101.

we visually compare their upsampled features x̃ obtained
in the iterative ×2 upsampling manner (Fig. 9 (a)) and the
direct ×4 upsampling manner (Fig. 9 (b)). As displayed in
Fig. 22, with the high-ratio direct upsampling, CARAFE,
FADE, SAPA, and DySample generate varying degrees of ar-
tifacts with more mosaics or blurrier boundaries compared
with the iterative upsampling manner. Therefore, in all the
experimental comparisons, we follow the default settings in
the existing upsamplers and employ them in an iterative
manner for better performance. Besides, we also observe
that the proposed ReSFU achieves better visual effects with
richer semantics and clearer boundaries under both upsam-
pling manners. Therefore, for ease of deployment, we select
the direct high-ratio upsampling manner as the default
setting for ReSFU in experiments, which can eliminate the
requirement of iterative guidance features.

6 CONCLUSION AND FUTURE WORK

In this paper, for the fundamental upsampling design in-
cluded in almost all current network architectures, we
carefully reformulated the current similarity-based fea-
ture upsampling framework and thoroughly analyzed the
limitations in methodological designs together with ex-
perimental visualizations. For each component involved
in this pipeline, we meticulously proposed specific opti-
mization designs and correspondingly constructed a re-
freshed similarity-based feature upsampling framework,
called ReSFU. Through comprehensive model verification
and ablation studies, we fully validated the role of each
component and clearly shown the working mechanism un-
derlying our proposed ReSFU. Based on different types of
network architectures, extensive experiments substantiated
the superiority of our proposed ReSFU beyond the existing
baselines and demonstrated that our ReSFU can be adapted
not only to different upsampling structures with flexible
guidance manners but also to different applications, includ-
ing medical image segmentation, instance segmentation,
and panoptic segmentation.

Thanks to the favorable generality of our proposed
ReSFU, apart from segmentation tasks, there is great po-
tential to extend it to more applications, such as, the pan-
sharpening task [68] or the multispectral and hyperspectral
image fusion task [69] with the available HR input images

as guidance. However, for the applications without HR ref-
erence images, e.g., image super-resoultion [70] and image
generation [71], these guidance-based feature upsampling
methods, e.g., FADE, SAPA, and our ReSFU, are difficult to
apply. This is beyond our focus in this paper and deserves
further investigation in our future work.
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