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(a) LR input (b) ResShift-15 (c) SinSR-1 (d) Ours-1

Figure 1: A comparison with the recent state-of-the-art methods, ResShift (multi-step) and SinSR (single-step). Our
method performs on par with, or even surpasses, these approaches. The ’-N’ following each method’s name denotes
the number of inference steps.

ABSTRACT

Super-resolution methods are increas-
ingly being specialized for both real-
world and face-specific tasks. However,
many existing approaches rely on sim-
plistic degradation models, which limits
their ability to handle complex and un-
known degradation patterns effectively.
While diffusion-based super-resolution
techniques have recently shown impres-
sive results, they are still constrained by
the need for numerous inference steps.
To address this, we propose TDDSR,
an efficient single-step diffusion-based
super-resolution method. Our method,
distilled from a pre-trained teacher
model and based on a diffusion net-
work, performs super-resolution in a
single step. It integrates a learnable
downsampler to capture diverse degra-

dation patterns and employs two dis-
criminators—one for high-resolution
and one for low-resolution images—to
enhance the overall performance. Ex-
perimental results demonstrate its ef-
fectiveness across real-world and face-
specific SR tasks, achieving perfor-
mance comparable to, or even surpass-
ing, another single-step method, pre-
vious state-of-the-art models, and the
teacher model.

1 Introduction

The quality of images in real world degrades from various
factors, including blurs, compression artifacts, color inac-
curacies, and sensor noises. A major challenge in Super-
Resolution (SR) is that these diverse degradation patterns
are often unknown. Traditionally, degradations have been
assumed and modeled using a simple process like Gaus-
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sian noise or bicubic downsampling. More sophisticated
degradation models [61, 52, 62, 36] have been proposed
to reflect real-world conditions better. While these models
can be managed effectively, extending their application to
unforeseen degradations remains challenging, with com-
plications in achieving realistic image reconstruction.

Meanwhile, in generative tasks using diffusion models,
standard diffusion models, despite their efficacy in pro-
ducing high-quality images and videos, are often limited
by their iterative nature, which poses challenges for real-
time applications. Although there have been efforts to re-
duce the number of sampling steps to accelerate the infer-
ence, some techniques [37, 46, 29], such as DPM-solver
and DDIM, tend to compromise output qualities, often re-
sulting in blurry images. Consequently, ongoing research
efforts are dedicated to developing methodologies that im-
prove both the speed and quality of diffusion based gen-
eration to facilitate their practical use.

Recent progress in accelerating diffusion sampling has
been centered on various distillation techniques to mit-
igate the limitations, substantially decreasing the num-
ber of sampling steps required for diffusion models. Ap-
proaches such as Progressive Distillation [42] and Guided
Distillation [33] have been introduced to address these
challenges. These methods employ a progressive learning
strategy, wherein a student model learns to replicate the
output of a teacher model in fewer steps, thereby gradu-
ally reducing the required steps to just 4-8. This strategy
significantly lowers computational costs and accelerates
the sampling process [24, 31]. In the context of super-
resolution, these distillation techniques facilitate faster
and more efficient training of diffusion models; however,
they often necessitate extensive sampling steps or pro-
longed training durations, which impede the scalability
and adaptability of SR models.

Notable advancements in generative modeling have been
made by integrating diffusion models with Generative
Adversarial Networks (GANs). This hybrid approach
seeks to enhance both the efficiency and output quality
of the diffusion process. For example, Denoising Dif-
fusion GANs [58] have been developed to expedite the
sampling process, enabling the generation of high-quality
images with fewer steps. Subsequent approaches, such as
UFOGen [59] and ADD [44], have further explored the
integration of discriminators with diffusion models, solid-
ifying this combination as a pivotal method for enhancing
performance in generative tasks.

Building upon these developments, we propose a novel
approach to Super-Resolution that leverages the strengths
of both diffusion models and GANs while considering
diverse degradation patterns. Specifically, we introduce
a single-step diffusion model for image super-resolution,
distilled from a pre-trained diffusion model and aug-
mented by two discriminators. Our methodology involves
employing a deterministic sampling strategy and distilling
the deterministic generation function [54] into a student
network. To further enhance performance, we incorpo-

rate two discriminators: (i) an HR discriminator, which
utilizes ground-truth high-resolution (HR) images to en-
hance overall image quality, and (ii) a Downsampler & LR
discriminator, which uses a flexible downsampler to pro-
vide detailed degradation information and compares the
generated output with low-resolution (LR) images.

Our contributions are summarized as follows:

• We propose a novel approach combining the dif-
fusion network with two discriminators.

• The method achieves on-par state-of-the-art re-
sults with a single-step process.

• Performance is enhanced without increasing the
complexity of the student network, keeping the
number of parameters constant.

• We demonstrate the excellent performance of the
method in real-world SR tasks and on face data.

2 Related Work

2.1 Diffusion model

A diffusion model is a denoising process that starts with
noise xT and gradually produces less noisy samples
xT−1, xT−2, . . . , x0. The initial concept of the diffusion
model was introduced in [45], where a generative Markov
chain is used to gradually transform a known distribution,
like a Gaussian, into the target data distribution through
a diffusion process. Later, the Denoising Diffusion Prob-
abilistic Model (DDPM) [14], which is now commonly
associated with diffusion models, was introduced, demon-
strating more effective results. Song et al. [49] mathemat-
ically showed that diffusion models can be interpreted as
discretized stochastic differential equations (SDEs). The
strong theoretical underpinnings of diffusion models have
led to remarkable achievements across various domains.
In the field of image generation, diffusion models have
demonstrated state-of-the-art performance[7, 39]. The
versatility and robustness of diffusion models continue to
make them a vital area of research in generative modeling.

2.2 Image Super-Resolution

Super-Resolution (SR) is a task that takes a Low-
Resolution (LR) image as input and restores a High-
Resolution (HR) image by estimating high-frequency de-
tails. Since the introduction of the SR task using Deep
Neural Networks (DNNs) with SRCNN [8], numerous
SR methods based on deep learning have been pro-
posed [38, 56, 39, 41].

Regression-based models [28, 65, 26] focus on learning
the mapping between LR and HR images, aiming to gen-
erate super-resolved images by minimizing pixel-wise dif-
ferences. This approach emphasizes accurately restoring
the HR image from the LR input. On the other hand,
generative-based models take a more creative approach
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to producing HR images. Among these, autoregressive-
based models [6, 34, 11] have gained increasing atten-
tion for their ability to enhance the perceptual quality of
generated HR images. These models sequentially gener-
ate each part of the image, achieving higher-quality out-
puts by considering the dependencies between pixels or
patches.

GAN-based models. Generative Adversarial Networks
(GANs)[10] consists of two competing networks: a gen-
erator and a discriminator. The goal of the generator is
to synthesize high-resolution images that appear highly
realistic, while the discriminator strives to distinguish be-
tween real images and those generated by the generator.
This adversarial training framework has been effectively
employed in the Image Super-Resolution (ISR) task [23,
53, 52, 61, 27, 16]. In particular, GANs have been utilized
to achieve realistic ISR, beginning with SRGAN[23],
which assumed bicubic downsampling for image degra-
dation. Subsequent research has explored more com-
plex degradation models, such as randomly shuffled and
high-order processes, as illustrated by BSRGAN[61] and
Real-ESRGAN[52]. These advancements have shown the
potential of GAN-based models to handle the complexi-
ties of real-world image super-resolution, moving beyond
simple degradation models and enhancing the perceptual
quality of the generated images.

Diffusion-based models. Recently, diffusion-based
models have attracted considerable attention for super-
resolution tasks[21, 5, 18, 39, 40, 12]. These approaches
generally fall into two main categories: one [39, 40]
involves integrating the low-resolution (LR) image
directly into the denoising network’s input, while the
other [5, 18, 12] leverages prior knowledge of a pre-
trained diffusion model. Although these models have
shown promising performance, their application is limited
due to the extensive number of inference steps needed,
which considerably hampers the overall efficiency.

Using Downsampler. When using a learnable down-
sampler for super-resolution, it typically involves gen-
erating low-resolution (LR) images. One approach [3]
employs a simple downsampling network to create
paired LR-HR images for training with GAN. Another
method [1, 51] focuses on learning degradation features or
representations to enhance specific tasks. [35] introduces
downscaling loss, explicitly penalizing a proposed super-
resolved image for deviating from its LR input. Mean-
while, [9] proposes a learnable downsampler that directly
influences the upsampler, closely aligning with our ap-
proach.

2.3 Accelerating Diffusion Sampling

While diffusion models are capable of generating high-
quality outputs, they often suffer from limitations due to
the large number of inference steps required. To address
this, as mentioned in Sec 1, diffusion sampling can be ac-

celerated through both inference acceleration techniques
and distillation methods. Additionally, single-step gener-
ative models, such as Consistency Models[48], have been
introduced, which enable both distillation and training.
This model leverages pre-trained diffusion models and ap-
plies self-consistency, offering a promising approach to
reducing inference time without sacrificing output quality.
Building on this foundation, various studies [20, 30, 47]
have explored technical advancements, including research
on conditional generation tasks[32]. However, adapting
these consistency models for conditional generation tasks,
such as super-resolution, remains an area that warrants
further investigation.

3 Preliminary

Deterministic sampling. SinSR [54] introduces a non-
Markovian reverse process, enabling deterministic sam-
pling and distillation in a single step. In the teacher model
ResShift[60], with initial state xT , the forward process is
expressed using the residual, defined as the between the
LR and HR images e0 = (y − x0) as follows

q(xt | x0, y) = N
(
xt;x0 + ηte0, κ

2ηtI
)
, (1)

where y is LR image, x0 is HR image, κ is a hyper-
parameter for the noise variance and ηt is a shifting se-
quence that increases monotonically with the time step t
and satisfies ηT → 1 and η0 → 0. The reverse process is
defined as

pθ(xt−1|xt, y) = N
(
xt−1

∣∣∣∣ηt−1

ηt
xt

+
αt

ηt
fθ(xt, y, t), κ

2 ηt−1

ηt
αtI

)
,

(2)

where αt = ηt − ηt−1 for t > 1, α1 = η1, and an ini-
tial state is xT = y + κ

√
ηT ϵ where ϵ ∼ N (0, I). [54]

finds that a non-Markovian reverse process exists and is
reformulated as

q(xt−1 | xt, x0, y) = δ(ktx0 +mtxt + jty), (3)

where δ is the unit impulse, and mt, jt, kt are defined with
ηt as 

mt =

√
ηt−1

ηt
,

jt = ηt−1 −
√
ηt−1ηt,

kt = 1− ηt−1 +
√
ηt−1ηt −

√
ηt−1

ηt
.

(4)

Consequently, the reverse process conditioned on a given
LR image y is defined as

xt−1 = ktx̂0 +mtxt + jty, (5)

where x̂0 = fθ(xt, y, t) represents the high-resolution im-
age predicted by a pre-trained teacher model.
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Figure 2: The overall framework of TDDSR. The student network fϕ is trained to learn a deterministic mapping from
xT to x̂0 in just one step, guided by a pre-trained teacher network fθ. The student’s output fϕ(xT , y, T ) then goes to
the High-Resolution Discriminator DH . Simultaneously, fϕ(xT , y, T ) is also processed by a Learnable Downsampler
G and Low-Resolution Discriminator DL.

4 Methodology

Our training process, as shown in Fig. 2, involves three
paths. The first path focuses on distilling the knowl-
edge from the teacher model into the student model, en-
abling the Super-Resolution (SR) task to be performed in
a single step. The second path involves passing the out-
put fϕ(xT , y, T ) generated by the student model, along
with the ground-truth high-resolution (HR) image, to
the HR discriminator, which distinguishes between the
two. In the third path, the student’s output fϕ(xT , y, T )
is processed through a downsampler to estimate a low-
resolution image ŷ. This estimated image ŷ is then com-
pared to the original low-resolution image y by the LR
discriminator, which determines whether the image is real
or fake. We drew inspiration from DiscoGAN[22] and
CycleGAN[66], particularly in their use of cycle consis-
tency loss for bidirectional image translation. These mod-
els learn mappings between two domains, x and y, where
a function maps x to y, and a reverse function maps y
back to x. The cycle consistency loss ensures accurate
image reconstruction after both transformations. Simi-
larly, we apply this concept to super-resolution by aug-
menting the student network, which transforms LR to HR,
with a learnable downsampler that performs the HR to LR
mapping. Two discriminators compare the generated im-
ages with their ground-truths, enforcing consistency and
fidelity across both resolutions.

4.1 Distillation

We adapt the concepts of SinSR[54], which are key prop-
erties of deterministic mapping, as mentioned in Sec 3.
Using the teacher network fθ and the student network fϕ,
the teacher model iterates from T down to t = 1, as shown

in Eq. 5, we obtain x̂0 = fθ(x1, y, 1), establishing a de-
terministic mapping between xT and x̂0. The distillation
loss is formulated as

LDistill = LMSE (fϕ(xT , y, T ), x̂0) , (6)

where the student network fϕ acquires a deterministic
mapping from the randomly initialized state xT to the
teacher’s output x̂0, distilled to predict the HR image in
just one step.

4.2 High-Resolution Image discriminator

Need of comparing with GT. In distillation, the stu-
dent network is trained to perform the super-resolution
(SR) task in a single step by minimizing the distillation
loss LDistill, which compares the student’s output to that
of the teacher model. However, ground-truth images are
not used during this process, with the teacher’s output
serving as the target. This limitation affects the student’s
performance, as the teacher’s output, while effective, may
not fully represent real-world complexities such as diverse
degradation patterns. Consequently, the quality of the stu-
dent network is constrained by the teacher’s output. To
mitigate this, we propose using high-resolution ground-
truth(GT) images during training to reduce artifacts, im-
prove generalization, and enhance overall image quality.

Inspired by ADD [44], which demonstrated the effective-
ness of adversarial loss in image generation, we applied a
discriminator in single-step SR distillation to compare the
student’s output directly with the high-resolution ground-
truth (HR) images.

High-Resolution Image Discriminator. For the dis-
criminator, we adopted the design proposed in StyleGAN-
T [43], utilizing and training a feature network. During
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(a) LR input (b) ResShift-15 (c) SinSR-1 (d) Ours-1

Figure 3: Visual comparisons on real-world super-resolution tasks. Zoom in for more details.

the adversarial training, a high-resolution discriminator
DH is trained to minimize

LDH
= Ex0

[log(1−DH(x0))]

+ Efϕ(xT ,y,T ) [log(DH(fϕ(xT , y, T )))] ,
(7)

where x0 is the ground-truth HR image and fϕ(xT , y, T )
is the student’s predicted high-resolution image. The stu-
dent network (e.g., the generator) is optimized using the
loss function as follows

LG
H = Efϕ(xT ,y,T ) [1−DH(fϕ(xT , y, T ))] . (8)

4.3 Learnable Downsampler and Low-Resolution
Image Discriminator

Learnable Downsampler. The key distinction between
prior works and our method lies in its backbone architec-
ture. Leveraging a diffusion network, our approach in-
tegrates a flexible downsampler that spatially adapts the
downsampling kernel, enabling it to effectively capture
diverse degradation patterns. This design enhances the
performance of the diffusion network by providing richer
and more varied information during training. The Learn-
able Downsampler is composed of convolutional layers
designed to dynamically adjust different degradation pat-
terns, offering the adaptability required to address a wide
range of image degradation scenarios.

5



TDDSR: Single-Step Diffusion with Two Discriminators for Super Resolution

Methods
Datasets

RealSR RealSet65
CLIPIQA(↑) MUSIQ(↑) CLIPIQA(↑) MUSIQ(↑)

RankSRGAN 0.5821 62.0984 0.5600 51.8125
Real-ESRGAN 0.4900 59.6923 0.5987 63.2204

ResShift-15 0.6014 58.6475 0.6489 60.7733
SinSR-1 0.6858 60.7497 0.7146 62.2579
Ours-1 0.7030 61.6313 0.7329 64.5466

Table 1: Quantitative results on the real-world datasets RealSR and RealSet65. The best and second best results of
each metric are highlighted in red and blue.

MetricsMethods PSNR(↑) SSIM(↑) LPIPS(↓) CLIPIQA(↑) MUSIQ(↑)
RankSRGAN 26.51 0.7526 0.1217 0.6402 64.6863

Real-ESRGAN 26.6511 0.7584 0.2284 0.5645 64.6550
ResShift-15 27.2753 0.7626 0.2005 0.6729 65.5703

SinSR-1 26.6221 0.7319 0.2074 0.7152 65.7644
Ours-1 26.8800 0.7466 0.1977 0.6855 65.8653

Table 2: Quantitative results on DIV2K validation dataset. The best and second best results of each metric are high-
lighted in red and blue.

Low-Resolution Image Discriminator. The Low-
Resolution Image Discriminator utilizes the same
architecture and loss function as described in Sec 4.2.
This choice was made to maintain consistency across the
model components and to simplify the structural design
and implementation process, ensuring a more streamlined
and efficient integration within the overall framework.

The low-resolution discriminator DL is trained to mini-
mize

LDL
= Ey [log(1−DL(y))]

+ Eŷ [log(DL(ŷ)] ,
(9)

where y is the ground-truth low-resolution image, and
ŷ = G(fϕ(xT , y, T )) is the LR image predicted by the
learnable downsampler G. The downsampler’s adversar-
ial objective amounts to

LG
L = Eŷ [1−DL(ŷ)] . (10)

5 Experiments

We trained our model using the Adam optimizer with a
learning rate of 5e-5 for 20k iterations. All experiments
were conducted on a single NVIDIA A100 GPU with
40GB of memory. Our experiments were performed on
both real-world and face datasets, demonstrating the ef-
fectiveness of our approach across these domains. To en-
sure the evaluations are tailored to each task and domain,
we used different datasets and metrics for Real Image
Super-Resolution (Real-ISR) and Face Super-Resolution
(Face-SR). Our investigation specifically targets challeng-
ing ×4 times super-resolution tasks. Additionally, we uti-
lized ResShift [60] as the teacher model.

5.1 Real-world Super-Resolution

Datasets. For Real-ISR, we use the DIV2K dataset [2],
degraded using the RealESRGAN [52] pipeline, which
is consistent with the approach used in SinSR [54]. To
gain deeper insights into the generalization performance
on unseen real-world data, we also assess our model on
RealSR [4] and RealSet65 [60]. The RealSR dataset con-
sists of 100 real images captured using two different cam-
eras, Canon and Nikon, across diverse settings. RealSet65
includes 65 images collected from widely known datasets
and online sources.

Metrics and Compared Methods. We evaluate our ap-
proach using both reference and non-reference metrics.
We use traditional reference metrics such as PSNR and
SSIM [55] for fidelity assessment. To evaluate percep-
tual quality, we employ the LPIPS [63]. Additionally,
two recently introduced non-reference metrics, CLIP-
IQA [50] and MUSIQ [19], are used to assess the realism
of the generated images. We mainly use CLIPIQA and
MUSIQ as metrics for evaluating real-world datasets. We
compare the performance of TDDSR with several SOTA
SR methods, including SinSR [54], ResShift [60], Real-
ESRGAN [52], and RankSRGAN [64], to demonstrate its
effectiveness.

Results. The results on RealSR and RealSet65 are pre-
sented in Table 1. The table demonstrates that the
proposed approach outperforms SinSR and the teacher
model, even with only a single inference step. In terms
of the CLIPIQA metric, TDDSR achieves the best per-
formance across both datasets. The results of the DIV2K
validation dataset are shown in Table 2. While the PSNR
and SSIM values decrease compared to the teacher model
due to the reduction in inference steps from 15 to 1,
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(a) LR input (b) Ours (c) GT

(a) LR input (b) Ours (c) GT

Figure 4: Visual comparison on Face dataset with Low-
Resolution inputs and High-Resolution Ground-Truth im-
ages. Zoom in for more details.

our one-step model demonstrates superior performance in
perceptual quality metrics, including LPIPS and the state-
of-the-art metrics CLIPIQA and MUSIQ. This indicates
that our proposed one-step model performs well from a
perceptual and realism perspective. Additionally, com-
pared to SinSR, which also employs a single inference
step, our model achieves better performance in all metrics
except CLIPIQA. Figure 3 presents some visual compar-
isons among the teacher model ResShift, the single-step
model SinSR, and our proposed single-step model. Be-
sides, more comparisons are in the supplementary mate-
rial.

5.2 Face Super-Resolution

Datasets. For Face Super-Resolution (Face-SR), we uti-
lize the Flick-Faces-HQ (FFHQ) dataset [17], which
contains a diverse collection of 70,000 high-quality hu-
man face images. We partition this dataset into non-
overlapping subsets: 80% for training, 15% for testing,
and 5% for validation.

Metrics and Compared Methods. To quantitatively
assess the performance of our face SR methods,
we employ a range of evaluation metrics: PSNR,
SSIM, Multi-Scale Structural Similarity Index Mea-
sure (MS-SSIM) [57], and Fréchet Inception Distance
(FID) [13]. These metrics provide a comprehensive
evaluation of both image fidelity and perceptual qual-
ity. In our comparative analysis, we evaluate our ap-

(a) LR input (b) Ours (c) GT

Figure 5: Comparisons of face images with 64×64 inputs
upscaled to 4× high-resolution outputs of 256×256.

proach against several state-of-the-art methods, includ-
ing SRGAN [23], ESRGAN [53], EnhanceNet [41],
SRFBN [25], CAGFace [15], and SinSR [54]. For a fair
comparison, we ensure that all methods are tested under
identical experimental settings. Additionally, we compare
our results directly with those reported in [15] to provide
a clear benchmark against a well-established method.

Results. In Table 4, we present the quantitative results
of 64×64 images by ×4 SR, demonstrating that our
method achieves superior performance in terms of PSNR,
SSIM, and FID metrics compared to other approaches.
Qualitative comparisons of the LR input, our SR results,
and the ground-truth HR images are provided in Figure 5.
We also present the results of 1024×1024 output images
in Table 3, where both our method and SinSR used mod-
els trained on 256×256 images. Despite this, our method
achieves the best performance in terms of FID and ranks
second in both PSNR and MS-SSIM. Visual comparisons,
depicted in Figure 4, highlight that our method effectively
captures fine details such as wrinkles and skin smooth-
ness, closely approximating the quality of GT images. We
directly compared our proposed method with the ground-
truth to evaluate how closely our results align with the
ideal reference images, thus providing a deeper under-
standing of the perceptual quality and fidelity of our SR

7
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MetricsMethods PSNR(↑) SSIM(↑) MS-SSIM(↑) FID(↓)
SRGAN 21.49 0.515 0.807 60.67

ESRGAN 19.84 0.353 0.782 72.73
EnhanceNet 29.42 0.832 0.934 19.07

SRFBN 27.90 0.822 0.931 17.14
CAGFace 34.10 0.906 0.971 12.40
SinSR-1 30.91 0.816 0.936 3.633
Ours-1 31.16 0.821 0.937 3.148

Table 3: Quantitative results for 1024×1024 outputs on
Face dataset. The best and second best results of each
metric are highlighted in red and blue.

MetricMethods PSNR(↑) SSIM(↑) MS-SSIM(↑) FID(↓)
SRGAN 17.57 0.415 0.757 156.07

ESRGAN 15.43 0.267 0.747 166.36
EnhanceNet 23.64 0.701 0.897 116.38

SRFBN 21.96 0.693 0.895 132.59
CAGFace 27.42 0.816 0.958 74.43
SinSR-1 29.15 0.822 0.952 10.332
Ours-1 29.43 0.829 0.955 9.179

Table 4: Quantitative results for 256x256 outputs on Face
dataset. The best and second best results of each metric
are highlighted in red and blue.

images. Additionally, further comparisons can be found
in the supplementary material.

5.3 Ablation Study

We conducted an ablation study on combining three loss
paths, as shown in Table 5. The study compares the fol-
lowing losses: the distillation loss (Distill) described in
Sec 4.1, the HR loss using the student’s SR images with
an HR discriminator as explained in Sec 4.2, and the LR
loss using a learnable downsampler with an LR discrim-
inator, also described in Sec 4.3. We evaluated the per-
formance on real-world datasets, RealSR and RealSet65,
using CLIPIQA and MUSIQ metrics. The results indicate
that all three losses are essential. While combining the
distillation loss with either the HR loss or the LR loss im-
proved performance, the best improvement was achieved
when all three losses were combined.

Loss Datasets
RealSR RealSet65

Distill HR LR CLIPIQA(↑) MUSIQ(↑) CLIPIQA(↑) MUSIQ(↑)
O O O 0.7030 61.6313 0.7329 64.5466
O O X 0.6909 62.0519 0.7036 64.2709
O X O 0.6887 61.6081 0.7076 63.3870
O X X 0.6221 58.7344 0.6564 60.9495

Table 5: Ablation Study on real-world datasets. The
best and second best results are highlighted in bold and
underline.

6 Conclusion

In this work, we introduced a single-step diffusion model
equipped with two discriminators to enhance inference
efficiency while preserving high generative performance.
Our method uniquely updates the student network cycli-
cally, considering both HR and LR perspectives, and in-
tegrates an adversarial loss via the discriminators. Addi-
tionally, we introduced a learnable downsampler to better
capture diverse degradation patterns. We demonstrated
the effectiveness of our approach on both Real-ISR and
Face-SR tasks. While our method shows improved per-
formance compared to the prior one-step approach, there
remain still challenges, particularly with fine-scale de-
tails such as very small scene text. We also anticipate
that training on larger datasets could further improve the
model’s overall generative capabilities.
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Supplementary Material

In this Supplementary Material, we provide additional
qualitative results for both real-world and facial datasets,
as well as further ablation studies.

S.1. Experiment Details

Similar to the main paper, we present experimental results
for both Real-World Super-Resolution and Face Super-
Resolution, along with visual comparisons of the out-
comes. Fig 6 illustrates the results of 4× super-resolution
on real-world datasets, comparing our method to ResShift
(multi-step) [60] and SinSR (single-step) [54]. Fig 7
and Fig 8 provide detailed comparisons for face datasets
with 1024×1024 output resolutions. Our model was
trained on ground truth images of size 256, and while
the current results are promising relative to the ground
truth—demonstrating the scalability of the model—we
believe that training the model with 1024×1024 ground
truth data could further enhance both quantitative and
qualitative performance. The comparisons are highlighted
by observing the boxed areas in the low-resolution (LR)
input, where the colored boxes correspond to our results
and the ground truth. Fig 9 and Fig 10 show compar-
isons using a 64×64 input and a 256×256 output. Fur-
thermore, when calculating the FID [13] score, we used
the Inception-v3 pool3 layer to ensure consistency with
the models and results reported in previous studies [15].

S.2. Ablation Study

Three Losses. In the main paper, we conducted an ab-
lation study on three losses: Distillation loss, HR loss (us-
ing an HR discriminator), and LR loss (using a learnable
downsampler and LR discriminator). From a visual per-
spective, as shown in Fig 11, when zoomed in for detailed
inspection, there is a noticeable difference, the combina-
tion of all three losses helping to reduce artifacts.

Pretrained Discriminators. We also conducted an ab-
lation study to compare the results with and without pre-
training the two discriminators. The HR discrimina-
tor was pre-trained using fake images generated by the
Teacher model, ResShift [60]. For the LR discriminator,
we employed a learnable downsampler to generate fake
LR images by training on both HR and LR ground-truth
images.

The results, based on experiments using the DIV2K val-
idation dataset, are presented in Table 6. In these exper-
iments, v1 corresponds to the model without pre-trained
discriminators, while v2 corresponds to the model with
pre-trained discriminators. The use of pre-trained dis-
criminators yields better performance on the CLIPIQA
and MUSIQ metrics. However, for PSNR, SSIM, and

LPIPS, the model without pre-trained discriminators pro-
duces better results. Given that the differences in perfor-
mance are not substantial, we chose not to pre-train the
discriminators in this study.

Methods Metrics
PSNR(↑) SSIM(↑) LPIPS(↓) CLIPIQA(↑) MUSIQ(↑)

Ours v1 26.8800 0.7466 0.1977 0.6855 65.8653
Ours v2 26.8058 0.7413 0.2023 0.6971 66.5178

Table 6: Ablation study comparing the results with and
without pretraining the two discriminators
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(a) LR input (b) ResShift-15 (c) SinSR-1 (d) Ours-1

Figure 6: Visual comparisons on real-world super-resolution tasks. Zoom in for more details.
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(a) LR input (b) Ours (c) GT

(a) LR input (b) Ours (c) GT

Figure 7: Visual comparison on Face dataset with Low-Resolution inputs and High-Resolution Ground-Truth images.
Zoom in for more details.
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(a) LR input (b) Ours (c) GT

(a) LR input (b) Ours (c) GT

Figure 8: Visual comparison on Face dataset with Low-Resolution inputs and High-Resolution Ground-Truth images.
Zoom in for more details.
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(a) LR input (b) Ours (c) GT

Figure 9: Comparisons of face images with 64×64 inputs upscaled to 4× high-resolution outputs of 256×256.
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(a) LR input (b) Ours (c) GT

Figure 10: Comparisons of face images with 64×64 inputs upscaled to 4× high-resolution outputs of 256×256.
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(a) LR image

(b) Distill + HR + LR (c) Distill + HR

(d) Distill + LR (e) Distill

Figure 11: Visual comparisons for the ablation study on the combination of three losses.
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