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Abstract

Diffusion bridges (DBs) are a class of diffusion models that enable faster sampling by interpolating
between two paired image distributions. Training traditional DBs for image reconstruction requires
high-quality reference images, which limits their applicability to settings where such references are
unavailable. We propose SelfDB as a novel self-supervised method for training DBs directly on available
noisy measurements without any high-quality reference images. SelfDB formulates the diffusion process
by further sub-sampling the available measurements two additional times and training a neural network
to reverse the corresponding degradation process by using the available measurements as the training
targets. We validate SelfDB on compressed sensing MRI, showing its superior performance compared to
the denoising diffusion models.

1 Introduction

Many problems in biomedical imaging can be viewed as inverse problems, where the goal is to reconstruct
an unknown image from its noisy and incomplete measurements. For instance, in compressed sensing MRI
(CS-MRI) [1], the goal is to reconstruct high-quality images from undersampled k-space measurements.
Numerous algorithms have been proposed to address inverse problems over the past years with the current
research focused on deep learning (DL)-based methods [2, 3]. Among DL approaches, diffusion models have
gained popularity for their ability to capture complex data distributions and produce images with impressive
perceptual quality [4, 5].

Denoising diffusion models (DDMs) are a class of methods that define a diffusion process from the ground
truth image distribution to the standard Gaussian distribution [6]. A deep neural network (DNN) is then
trained to reverse this process, allowing generation of images from randomly generated Gaussian noise. Recent
studies have shown the potential of DDMs on the inverse problems via posterior sampling [7] or conditional
generation [8]. However, DDMs are known to be slow during inference due to many inference steps. Diffusion
bridges (DBs) are alternatives to DDMs based on a diffusion process that bridges the ground truth image
distribution directly to the measurement distribution [9,10]. Once a DNN is trained to reverse the this process,
inverse problems can be solved by inferring from the pre-trained DB starting from the unseen measurements.
Recent work has shown that DBs can outperform DDMs using much fewer inference steps [9].

Despite the success of DBs, training them requires high-quality ground-truth images, which may not be
available in some applications. On the other hand, recent works on self-supervised learning has investigated
training DNNs without any ground-truth images [11–13]. In particular, a recent paper [14] has proposed a
self-supervised method for training traditional DDMs. To the best of our knowledge, self-supervised learning
has not been explored in DBs. We address this gap by proposing a new self-supervised method for training
diffusion bridges (SelfDB). SelfDB is based on a new diffusion process that further degrades the available
measurement two additional times using two different operators. This allows training a DNN to reverse
the SelfDB diffusion process using only the available measurements as targets, eliminating the need for
ground-truth images. We validate SelfDB on the task of compressed sensing MRI, showing that SelfDB can
achieve superior performance compared to a self-supervised DDM.
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2 Background

We consider an inverse problem for recovering an unknown image x from its noisy and incomplete measurement

y = MAx+ e , (1)

where A is the measurement matrix, e is the measurement noise, and M is a binary sub-sampling matrix. The
matrix AH denotes a conjugate transpose that maps measurements back to the image domain. In CS-MRI,
A can be expressed as A = FS, where F is the Fourier transform, and S consists of coil sensitivity maps.
Our goal is to address the ill-posed nature of this inverse problem by training a DB using only measurements
y without any clean images x.

2.1 Denoising Diffusion Models

DDMs consider the diffusion process from the image x at t = 0 to standard Gaussian noise ϵ ∼ N (0, I) at
t = T

xt =
√
ᾱtx+

√
1− ᾱtϵ for t = 1, ... T, (2)

where ᾱt =
∏t

i=1 αi, and {αt}Tt=1 are pre-defined parameters. The goal of DDMs is to train a DNN fθ

to reverse this process, enabling it to obtain a clean image from a noise vector xT sampled from N (0, I).
Specifically, the DNN is trained to denoise noisy images xt across all different t

Ex,ϵ,t,xt

[
∥fθ(xt, t)− x∥22

]
. (3)

During inference, x is estimated from xT as [6]

xt−1 = µ1,txt + µ2,tfθ(xt, t) + Σtϵ (4)

where µ1,t =
√
αt(1− ᾱt−1)/(1− ᾱt), µ2,t =

√
ᾱt−1(1− αt)/(1− ᾱt) and Σt = (1− αt)(1− ᾱt−1)/(1− ᾱt).

The core concept of this reverse process is to iteratively reduce noise in the image until a clean image is
obtained. This framework is designed for unconditional image generation. In inverse problems, one can either
integrate a measurement consistency term into the reverse iteration (4) for posterior sampling [7] or include
the measurements as additional inputs to the network during training (denoted as fθ(xt, t,y)) [8, 15].

A limitation of traditional DDMs is that they rely on ground-truth images as targets for training. To
address this, a recent work on ambient diffusion [14] uses a new operator M ′A to degrade xt such that the
resulting diffusion process yt depends only on the measurements y

yt = M ′A(
√
ᾱtx+

√
1− ᾱtϵ)

=
√
ᾱtM

′y +
√
1− ᾱtM

′Aϵ ,
(5)

where M ′ is a further sub-sampling matrix of M . A DNN is then trained to reconstruct x from yt for each t
using the measurements as training targets

Ey,ϵ,t,yt

[
∥MAfθ(yt, t)− y∥22

]
. (6)

The effectiveness of this training loss has been demonstrated in [14] as well as other related recent work on
self-supervised learning for the inverse problems [11,12]. At inference time, the iteration in (4) is applied by
first degrading xt using M ′A and then feeding it to the DNN.

2.2 Diffusion Bridges

We consider DBs that formulate the diffusion process from the ground truth image x at t = 1 to the
measurement y at t = 0 through a simple linear combination [10]

xt = (1− t)x+ tAHy + σtϵ for t ∈ [0, 1] , (7)
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Algorithm 1 Inference in SelfDB

1: input: y, fθ, δ, {σt}.
2: y1 = M ′y + σ1ϵ
3: for t = 1 to 0 with step δ do
4: ϵ ∼ N (0, I)
5: x̂ = fθ(yt, t)
6: if t > 0 then
7: ŷ = MAx̂
8: else
9: return x̂

10: end if
11: yt−δ = δ

t ŷ + (1− δ
t )yt + (t− δ)

√
σ2
t−δ − σ2

t ϵ .

12: end for

Figure 1: Visual comparisons of Ambient-DB, conditional ambient diffusion (C-Ambient-DDM ), and the
proposed SelfDB. C-Ambient-DDM is an existing self-supervised approach for denoising diffusion models,
while Ambient-DB is its direct extension into the DB framework. NRMSE and LPIPS values for each method
are labeled in the top-left corner of the images. Note how SelfDB yields images with details closely matching
the reference, highlighted by the read arrow in the zoomed-in region.

where σt is a standard deviation. Like DDMs, DBs aim to train a neural network to reverse this process,
allowing iterative image reconstruction from the measurement y (i.e., xt at t = 1). Because the reverse
process of DBs originates from the measurement domain—a closer approximation to the ground truth domain
than the standard Gaussian domain in DDM—it offers superior performance with less inference steps [9].
The supervised training loss for DBs can be formulated as

Ex,ϵ,t,xt

[
∥fθ(xt, t)− x∥22

]
. (8)

During inference, with x1 = AHy + σ1ϵ, the DB iteration is given by E[xt−δ|xt] (see also Proposition 4.1
in [10])

xt−δ =
δ

t
fθ(xt, t) + (1− δ

t
)xt + (t− δ)

√
σ2
t−δ − σ2

t ϵ , (9)

where δ is the iteration step size. The key concept behind this reverse process is that it gradually improves
the image in small steps, making the reconstruction task less and less challenging compared to directly solving
the inverse problem.

3 Method

We now introduce our proposed self-supervised algorithm for DBs. We begin by showing why a direct
application of ambient diffusion to DBs, which we call Ambient-DB, is suboptimal in CS-MRI. Then, we
present our proposed SelfDB approach.
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Table 1: Average NRMSE, SSIM, and LPIPS values for SelfDB, Ambient-DB, and C-Ambient-DDM on
the test set. This table demonstrates that SelfDB outperforms these baselines across both distortion and
perceptual metrics.

Metrics NRMSE ↓ SSIM ↑ LPIPS ↓

Ambient-DB 0.172 0.782 0.069

C-Ambient-DDM 0.113 0.833 0.056

SelfDB 0.108 0.882 0.036

The core concept behind ambient diffusion is to construct a new diffusion process that eliminates the
need for ground truth data during training as in (5). A direct adaptation of this concept into DBs is to apply
the same operator M ′A to xt

yt = M ′Axt = M ′A((1− t)x+ tAHy + σtϵ)

= M ′y + σtM
′Aϵ ,

(10)

where the last line holds because M ′ is a further sub-sampling matrix of M and A is orthogonal in CS-MRI.
Since only a small amount of noise is added during training [10], yt does not establish a diffusion process that
transitions between distinct data, as intended by the concept of DBs. Instead, different values of t correspond
to nearly identical sub-sampled data M ′y, rendering the reverse process effectively as repeated solutions of
the same inverse problem. Our experimental results in Section 4 also show that this diffusion process leads to
suboptimal performance.

To address this, the proposed SelfDB approach considers a new sub-sampling operator M that provides
an intermediate level of subsampling between M and M ′. This enables a diffusion process for SelfDB that
transitions from intermediately sub-sampled data at t = 0 to highly sub-sampled data at t = 1

yt = (1− t)My + tM ′y + σtϵ . (11)

This modified diffusion process allows for a reverse process that does not directly reconstruct M ′y. Instead, it
incrementally incorporates information from My, making the inverse problem progressively less challenging.
In alignment with (6), we define our training loss to map yt to the measurement y as

Ey,ϵ,t,yt

[
∥MAfθ(yt, t)− y∥22

]
. (12)

The inference of SelfDB is summarized in Algorithm 1, where the main update iteration (line 11) is given by
E[yt−δ|yt].

4 Numerical Validation

We validated SelfDB in CS-MRI using fully-sampled T2-weighted MR brain data from around 1000 subjects
in the fastMRI dataset [16]. These subjects were split into 800 for training, 100 for validation, and 100
for testing. For each subject, we used the middle 7 to 9 slices in the transverse plane. The coil sensitivity
map S was estimated via ESPIRiT [17]. For our experiments, we simulated Cartesian sampling operators
with sampling rates of 25%, 16.6%, and 12.5% as M , M , and M ′, respectively. Specifically, we trained
SelfDB on a dataset with 25% sub-sampled MRI data and tested it on data sub-sampled at 12.5%. During
testing, we considered a small inference step of 4. We evaluated the results using normalize-root-mean-square-
error(NRMSE)/structural similarity index measure (SSIM) and learned perceptual image patch similarity
(LPIPS) as distortion based and perceptual metrics, respectively.

We compare SelfDB against Ambient-DB and ambient diffusion [14]. Each baseline model was trained
using the same experimental setup. Notably, ambient diffusion was originally designed for unconditional
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Figure 2: Visual results of SelfDB with different inference steps. Best viewed in digital format. This figure
demonstrates that SelfDB empirically provides a perception-distortion trade-off. Notably, perceptual quality
(LPIPS) improves as the number of inference steps increases, while distortion with respect to the reference
(NRMSE) also rises.

Table 2: Average NRMSE, SSIM, and LPIPS values for SelfDB on the test set across different inference steps.
This table shows that the number of inference step in SelfDB empirically controls the perception-distortion
trade-off.

Metrics NRMSE ↓ SSIM ↑ LPIPS ↓

SelfDB (2 steps) 0.101 0.888 0.039

SelfDB (4 steps) 0.108 0.882 0.036

SelfDB (8 steps) 0.118 0.875 0.035

image generation. To adapt it for inverse problems, we implemented it within a conditional diffusion model
framework—termed C-Ambient-DDM—by incorporating measurements as additional inputs to the DNN.

Figure 1 presents visual results comparing SelfDB with baseline methods, showing that SelfDB can
reconstruct images with both high perceptual quality and fine details closely matching the reference. Table 1
summarizes the test metrics for SelfDB and the baseline methods, demonstrating that SelfDB can gain superior
performance in both distortion-based and perceptual metrics. In addition to its promising performance,
SelfDB also empirically provides a perception-distortion trade-off that can be adjusted by varying the number
of inference steps. As illustrated in Figure 2 and shown in Table 2, increasing the sampling steps improves
perceptual quality while introducing more distortion. This trade-off is also discussed in other DB-based
methods [10]. The ability of SelfDB to balance the perception-distortion trade-off may be particularly valuable
in applications where either quantitative accuracy or perceptual quality is preferred.

5 Conclusion

This paper presents SelfDB as the first self-supervised learning algorithm for diffusion bridges. SelfDB
proposes a novel diffusion process from intermediately to severely subsampled data. This data is generated
by applying two different subsampling operators to the available measurements. The core innovation in this
approach lies in (a) a diffusion process that bypasses the need for ground truth images and (b) allowing the
training of a DNN to reverse this process using raw measurements as training targets. We validated SelfDB
in CS-MRI. The experimental results show that SelfDB can gain superior performance than its denoising
diffusion counterpart under small inference steps.
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