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Abstract

Smartphone cameras have become ubiquitous imaging
tools, yet their small sensors and compact optics often limit
spatial resolution and introduce distortions. Combining
information from multiple low-resolution (LR) frames to
produce a high-resolution (HR) image has been explored
to overcome the inherent limitations of smartphone cam-
eras. Despite the promise of multi-frame super-resolution
(MFSR), current approaches are hindered by datasets that
fail to capture the characteristic noise and motion patterns
found in real-world handheld burst images. In this work,
we address this gap by introducing a novel synthetic data
engine that uses multi-exposure static images to synthe-
size LR-HR training pairs while preserving sensor-specific
noise characteristics and image motion found during hand-
held burst photography. We also propose MFSR-GAN: a
multi-scale RAW-to-RGB network for MFSR. Compared to
prior approaches, MFSR-GAN emphasizes a “base frame”
throughout its architecture to mitigate artifacts. Experi-
mental results on both synthetic and real data demonstrates
that MFSR-GAN trained with our synthetic engine yields
sharper, more realistic reconstructions than existing meth-
ods for real-world MFSR.

1. Introduction

There has been a rise in smartphone photography, attributed
not only to the convenience of having a camera readily
available but also to significant advancements in compu-
tational imaging technology [8]. Although smartphone
cameras continue to improve, they still face fundamental
hardware limitations: smaller sensor sizes, restricted aper-
tures, and compact optics. These constraints lead to re-
duced spatial resolution, strong noise, color distortions, and

*Work completed during an internship at Samsung Research America

12 MP IN

Burstormer Trained on Zurich
Synthetic Dataset

Our Model Trained on Our
Synthetic Dataset

Input Base Frame

Figure 1. We train a novel multi-frame RAW to RGB super-
resolution network on a novel synthetic data engine that generates
sharper and more detailed images than the existing state-of-the-art
model [10] and synthetic dataset [13] when tested on real hand-
held smartphone captures.

various demosaicing artifacts, especially in low-light sce-
narios where the sensor must operate at higher gains [8].
Prior work has shown that one way to mitigate many of
these shortcomings is through multi-frame (burst) process-
ing strategies, which exploit multiple captures of the same
scene to aggregate information that is otherwise lost in a



single shot [22, 25].

At the heart of this work is the problem of multi-frame
super-resolution (MFSR), where sub-pixel offsets across
a burst of low-resolution (LR) smartphone camera im-
age frames can be leveraged to reconstruct a single, high-
resolution (HR) result. The natural hand tremor of a smart-
phone user, while potentially introducing motion blur or
alignment challenges, also provides the very sub-pixel sam-
pling necessary for resolution enhancement [25]. Although
these methods have made notable progress, significant hur-
dles remain in delivering consistently artifact-free and high-
fidelity images, especially when confronted with dynamic
scene content or noisy low-light conditions. Small inaccu-
racies in alignment can cause ghosting artifacts, and a naive
fusion of all frames can exacerbate noise if the approach
fails to robustly filter out defective or uninformative regions.

A primary obstacle to MFSR lies in obtaining realistic
and perfectly aligned LR-HR pairs for algorithm develop-
ment. Since hardware-based solutions to capture LR and
HR bursts simultaneously introduce sensor misalignment,
many works resort to synthetic data generation [2, 13], ap-
plying random geometric transformations and noise to HR
images. However, such synthetic pipelines often fail to re-
produce the exact spatio-temporal correlations found in real
handheld captures, and purely synthetic noise rarely mim-
ics the complex noise distributions of a real sensor. Conse-
quently, models trained solely on these datasets often strug-
gle to handle the diverse conditions encountered in practice.

We propose an end-to-end MFSR solution that com-
bines a novel synthetic data engine with a base-frame-
centric alignment and fusion framework. Our data gener-
ation pipeline takes real short-exposure RAW photographs
of static scenes acquired at HR and warps them using ho-
mographies estimated from independent handheld smart-
phone captures. The warped images are then downsam-
pled via nearest-neighbor interpolation to preserve sensor-
specific noise statistics. Through this approach, we gener-
ate LR-HR pairs that retain far more realistic motion pat-
terns and noise characteristics than previous synthetic ap-
proaches. In tandem, our multi-scale RAW-to-RGB super-
resolution model prioritizes the base frame as the main ref-
erence, reducing motion blur and ghosting by aligning other
frames relative to this base. The resulting architecture sup-
presses artifacts when sub-pixel misalignments and scene
changes are present, producing sharper images with consis-
tent color fidelity while maintaining the spatial benefits of
multiple frames.

Contributions. Our primary contributions are summarized
as follows. (i) We propose a realistic synthetic data en-
gine for multi-frame super-resolution that better reflects
real smartphone handheld captures by preserving sensor-
specific noise and temporally correlated camera motion. (ii)
We present a novel GAN-based MFSR network that empha-

sizes a base frame to mitigate ghosting artifacts and robustly
integrates information from additional burst frames, lead-
ing to higher resolution and enhanced perceptual quality.
Evaluations on both our synthetic test sets and real hand-
held bursts demonstrate that our method generates sharper,
more detailed results compared to existing state-of-the-art
MFSR methods [2, 3, 9, 10].

2. Related Work

Multi-Frame Super-Resolution. MFSR leverages infor-
mation across multiple LR frames of a scene to reconstruct
a HR image. Classical methods were applied to DSLR-
like cameras and relied on manually derived constraints and
closed-form optimizations to fuse these frames under sub-
pixel misalignment for image restoration [11, 14, 18, 22].
However, estimating motion between multiple frames us-
ing these approaches is often prone to error in real-world
settings, especially when dealing with non-global motion,
noise, and potentially dynamic scenes.

Recent deep learning methods applied to smartphone
camera images have demonstrated notable improvements
in MFSR by learning data-driven representations and mo-
tion modeling. [25] demonstrated that handheld motion
acquired through natural hand tremors provided sub-pixel
coverage that can be exploited for super-resolution on a
smartphone. [2] proposed DBSR Network by applying fea-
ture alignment and attention-based fusion on synthetic LR-
HR bursts. Extending upon [2], [3] introduces additional
modules for multi-frame denoising and alignment in the
feature space. BIPNet [9] leveraged implicit feature align-
ment and pseudo-burst generation strategies for handling
noisy RAW inputs. More recently, Burstormer [10] was
proposed with a multi-scale design and flexible inter-frame
communication to further enhance MFSR performance.

Synthetic Data for Super-Resolution. Due to difficulties
in collecting aligned LR-HR training pairs in real handheld
scenarios, many methods resort to synthetic data generation
strategies [2, 13]. These pipelines typically down-sample
HR images and inject artificial noise or use approximate
camera models to emulate complex sensor effects. Initial
attempts used simple transformations such as uniform ran-
dom translations and rotations [2, 25]. Nevertheless, syn-
thetic data still exhibits a domain gap when compared to
real smartphone captures. Addressing this realism gap in
synthetic data generation remains an active area of research.

3. Synthetic Data Engine

At the time of handheld phone camera capture, natural hand
tremors cause each frame of a multi-frame (MF) capture to
be slightly offset as frames are sequentially captured. Thus,
any handheld MF capture will contain spatial differences
between frames owing to differences in how light is cap-



tured by the camera’s sensor for each frame. Natural hand
tremors are highly periodic [17] and generally consistent
across the population [21]. Recent work has demonstrated
that the hand tremor of a user holding a mobile camera is
sufficient to provide increased spatial resolution to a sub-
pixel accuracy for super-resolution applications [25].

For super-resolution (SR) applications of MF handheld
captures, we require aligned LR-HR captures at a sub-pixel
accuracy. However, multi-resolution captures of the same
exact scene are not physically possible, such that the only
difference between two independent captures is caused by
handheld motion. Any attempts to use a LR camera sen-
sor and HR camera-sensor simultaneously to capture an
image of the same place at the same time is not possible
with sub-pixel accuracy (i.e., there will be sub-pixel off-
set/misalignment even if two camera sensors are installed
side-by-side). In a real-life setting, the only spatial differ-
ence between the lower resolution inputs and higher res-
olution final output should be due to handheld motion of
the phone bearer and any object motion, and not due to
misalignment of sensors. Prior literature has utilized sec-
ondary alignment methods to warp misaligned low- and
high-resolution images so they are registered [2], but this
introduces a secondary layer of complexity and interpola-
tion error.

An alternative approach is to synthetically create a
MEFSR dataset by adding noise and motion. [2] applied a
reverse camera pipeline on a SRGB HR image (i.e., ground
truth) before it is down-sampled and added with randomly
sampled noise and motion to create a pseudo-handheld LR
capture (i.e., input). This process is repeated to create any
number of LR burst frames from a single HR image. While
this method produces perfectly aligned input-GT pairs, the
inputs are derived from the GT and thus only vary due to
purely synthetic noise and global motion. Camera noise in
areal-life setting is highly sensor-specific and can be fempo-
rally and spatially correlated. In addition, handheld motion
is periodic and not fully random. In this paper, we demon-
strate that prior noise and motion generation schemes fail in
achieving high performance in a real-life handheld multi-
frame capture setting and devise a synthetic data generation
method based on sensor-specific noise and handheld motion
that is more suited to a real-world smartphone multi-frame
capture.

3.1. Static Short-Long Exposure Photography

To create a synthetic dataset of aligned LR-HR images, we
acquired a dataset consisting of registered long exposure
and short exposure MF images at HR using a mobile device
following [1, 19]. All images were captured using a tripod
to ensure static scenes without any global motion between
frames. Utilizing a tripod eliminates unintended camera
shake, allowing for perfect alignment between frames. In

addition, there was no object motion in any frames. As de-
scribed in Section 4, we design our model to handle object
motion artifacts instead of our dataset.

We fused multi-exposure RAW frames to create our
ground truth [1, 19, 26]. By using a tripod and fusing mul-
tiple frames, we mitigate both noise and blur [12]. On the
short exposure RAW frames, we first create synthetic global
motion as described in Section 3.2. After synthetic motion
is added, the short exposure RAW frames are down-sampled
2x using nearest neighbor interpolation to create our LR in-
puts. We conduct nearest neighbor down-sampling to main-
tain local noise characteristics inherent in the data capture.
Thus, sensor-specific noise is preserved in the LR inputs.
Through this, we create a dataset of LR-HR pairs which are
perfectly aligned, contain real noise characteristic, and real
simulated handheld motion, leading to more generalizable
and reliable outcomes in our experiments.

3.2. Global Handheld Motion Modeling

To understand handheld motion when capturing a burst of
photographs through a smartphone camera, we examined
global motion in a set of 102 MF captures. These bursts
were captured under bright-light photography conditions.
Prior work has modeled this global motion as uniform trans-
lations and rotations [2, 25]. However, we observe with our
MF captures, that global motion is temporally and spatially
correlated (Figure 2). Thus, solely sampling displacements
from a uniform displacements would not suffice in captur-
ing the true global motion during handheld MF photogra-
phy. To mimic real handheld motion, we sample motion
from our MF smartphone captures for photography. We ap-
ply the following pipeline to generate global handheld mo-
tion that mimics real handheld motion:

» Extract all homography matrices Hp representing the
perspective warp to transform a base frame (i.e., first
frame) into a handheld burst frame F; for all given multi-
frame captures in an independent handheld data capture.
All elements of Hy describe the transformation to go
from a base frame to a non-base frame. Thus, if (x1,y1)
are coordinates of a base frame [, and h; ;, represent the
affine transforms of H, then the coordinates (x;, y;) of a
reference frame F;; can be calculated using the following
perspective warp:

T 21 hi1 hiz2 his
yi| = Hp |1 where Hp = |hoy  hoa  hos
1 1 h31 hsa 1

* For each IN-GT patch, randomly sample the homogra-
phy matrices Hr and apply a perspective warp on the IN
frame along the center of the frame. The base frame (F =
0) is not warped, but all subsequent frames are warped by
sequentially sampling Hp.



Thus, from a dataset of real handheld captures, we sam-
ple homography matrices Hr representing the transforma-
tion from base frame to frame F (i.e., real handheld mo-
tion), and use it to warp a sequence of short-exposure static
frames, thereby inducing synthetic global motion that has
the same characteristics of a handheld smartphone MF cap-
ture.
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Figure 2. An example of global motion sampled from a uniform
distribution (top) does not contain spatial and temporal correla-
tions found in real handheld motion (bottom). More examples in
supplementary materials.

4. MFSR-GAN

We develop MFSR-GAN which inputs multiple RAW noisy
image frames at LR captured via a handheld smartphone,
and outputs a single RGB image at HR. Our model ini-
tializes a nearest neighbor demosaic of RAW inputs (Sec-
tion 4.1), aligns frames together while emphasizing the base
frame (Section 4.2), and fuses frames together (Section 4.3)
before reconstructing and up-sampling the final output im-
age (Section 4.5). An overview of our generator architec-
ture is shown in Figure 3. The design of our generator net-
work expands upon prior work on MFSR [2, 10]. GANs
have been adapted for many image synthesis applications,
from natural images [4] to microscopes [6]. Several state-
of-the-art techniques for single-image super-resolution also

utilize GANs [27] but GANs have not previously been sig-
nificantly developed for MFSR.

4.1. Demosaicking Initialization

The network takes as input a multi-frame sequence {I;};
of FF RAW image frames, each of size H x W. We
initially demosaic our RAW input to RGB via a simple
nearest neighbor demosaic. If (x,y) denote pixel coordi-
nates, through demosaicking, we reconstruct the noisy RGB
image Ircs (:L‘7 y) = [R(LC, y)v G(CE, y)? B(.I‘, y)]T where
IRGE ¢ REXWX3_ Tnitially, we interpolate the green (G)
pixel values since GG pixels are sampled at twice the den-
sity of red (1) and blue (B) pixels. Next, we compute the
color differences (R — GG and B — ) at the locations of the
R and B pixels and perform interpolation on these differ-
ences. Following this, we add the interpolated green image
to the interpolated color difference image to obtain the final
R and B images. This demosaicking approach leverages
the spatial proximity of similar color pixels to fill in missing
color information, providing a better than random initializa-
tion of the full-color image before further processing by the
network. We argue that an explicit demosaic at this early
stage allows the model to emphasize spatial differences be-
tween LR inputs and HR labels, and thus be more effective
at downstream alignment and fusion tasks. Following an
initial demosaic, we map each multi-frame input {I;}7 ; to
a deep feature representation by passing through a convo-
lutional layer, achieving an encoding {I;}f, € RW*HxD
where D = 64 for our experiments.

4.2. Multi-Scale Base Frame Enhancement

The multi-scale base frame enhancement module aims to
align and enhance the base (reference) frame using informa-
tion from the non-reference frames across multiple scales.
A multi-scale approach to image restoration was first pro-
posed by [28], and applied in a MFSR application by [10].
Similar to [10], we operate at three scales s € {0,1,2},
where each scale corresponds to a different spatial resolu-
tion:

&

« Scale 0: Original resolution, £
* Scale 1: Downsampled by 2, %
* Scale 2: Downsampled by 4, % X

X
X

o[ E[2

However, we design our alignment module to emphasize
base frames and overcome motion blur artifacts (or ’ghost-
ing”). To do so, we apply reference difference computa-
tional and multi-frame alignment recursively. At each scale
s, we explicitly emphasize our base frame during alignment.

4.2.1. Reference Difference Computation (RDC)

We designate the first frame I; as the base frame. We com-
pute the feature (F) differences between each non-reference
frame and the base frame (i = 1) for each scale level s:
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Figure 3. Overview of MFSR-GAN. Descriptions of modules in Section 4 and further details in supplementary materials.
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The residuals RDCES) highlight misalignments and mo-
tion between frames, forcing the network to prioritize the
base frame in absolute terms and thus only learn spatial dif-
ferences relative to the base frame.

4.2.2. Multi-Frame Alignment & Attention

The Multi-Frame Alignment module aligns non-reference
frames to the base frame using deformable convolutions
and attention mechanisms. We employ deformable convo-
lutions [7] to handle complex motions:

3@ =Y w0) 3 (x+ 0+ ApY(x,0), (@

SEN

where N represents the convolution kernel neighbor-

hood, w(d) are the learned kernel weights, and Apgs) are
offset predictions:

Ap'®) = Convire (RDC'), 3)

with RDCES) now also incorporating features from the
current scale as well as the offset features propagated from

the previous scale. This integration allows the module to re-
fine offset predictions progressively across scales, improv-
ing alignment precision for complex motion patterns.

To refine alignment, we expand upon the multi-frame at-
tention mechanism introduced in [10] and propose Multi-
Frame Attention (Figure 8 in supplementary materials) to
further improve computational efficiency. As depicted in
Figure 3, we utilize a simple gate as described by [5] fol-
lowed by residual channel attention as described by [29].
This halves the feature dimensionality. We keep the gated d-
conv feedforward network in [10] (originally described by
[28]) to perform controlled feature transformation by em-
phasizing more important features to be passed through to
the next module.

We also incorporate skip connections to preserve origi-
nal information as depicted in Figure 3 . In addition, we in-
troduce a ghosting skip connection, whereby we add a skip
from only the base frame (¢ = 1) from the RDC step to after
Multi-Frame Alignment:

59 =39 1RDCY, fori=2,....F @

Combining deformable convolutions with simple atten-
tion mechanisms enables effective modeling of complex
motions while focusing on relevant features, enhancing
alignment quality. Skip connections with respect to base
frame also allow for minimizing ghosting artifacts. Further



details are in supplementary materials.

4.3. Multi-Frame Feature Enrichment

After alignment, we merge information from all frames to
construct a spatially-enriched feature representation com-
bining all frames. This module extends prior work which
has found success in single frame super-resolution tasks
by using long range skip connections with channel atten-
tion [29]. At Scale 0, we concatenate aligned features

{31(.0) F | € RW>HXD along the channel dimension to cre-

: 0
ate a new feature representation §\o,,,; € RWXHxD*F

We treat this representation as a “single image” and ap-
ply channel attention [29] across all features of all frames.
We also add a long skip connection. Different frames may
provide spatio-temporal advantages and the combined spa-
tial resolution of multiple frames will always be > a sin-
gle frame. Thus, multi-frame feature attention allows the
model to access long-range context, thereby learning impor-
tant spatially-enriched features across and within frames.

4.4. Image Reconstruction

Once cross-frame features are attended to, our final aim is to
maximize the overall perceptual quality. Our reconstruction
module is designed to effectively capture both low-level and
high-level features, facilitating the generation of a final HR
image with rich details and textures.

The first step is to reconstruct individual frames sep-
arately. We adapt the residual-in-residual dense blocks
(RRDB) from [23] for our image reconstruction. Each
RRDB consists of a series of convolutional layers where
each layer takes as input the concatenation of all preced-
ing layers within the block. We stack three such layers
connected via residual connections, enabling hierarchical
learning of features. Given a single input frame S(()O) €
RW>HXD "the output of the n-th convolutional layer within
the RRDB is computed as:

F0 =0 (W [50,5752]) +5)

where W,, are weights of the n-th convolutional layer,
* denotes the convolution operation, [-] indicates channel-
wise concatenation, and o(+) is the Leaky ReLU activation
function with a negative slope o = 0.2. From this, a single
block of our RRDB implementation becomes

B = -39 (3% (39 (30))) + 5 ©

where @5% (+) denotes the function of the k-th n-layered
residual dense block [23], and v = 0.2 is a scaling factor.
This multi-level residual learning strategy allows the net-
work to capture a wide range of features and eases the flow
of gradients during training.

Through our RRDB layers, we reconstruct individual
frames. Following this, we fuse them into a single frame
while up-sampling to to the desired HR size. Based on [23],
such a RRDB setup contains sufficiently rich embeddings
and thus, we opt for a simple up-sampling and fusion strat-
egy by using a combination of nearest-neighbor interpola-
tion and convolutional operations. This helps reduce our
total compute and network parameters, as opposed to pixel
shuffle [20] previously used in [10] which is more compu-
tationally costly.

4.5. Discriminator

We utilize a relativistic discriminator [15] as implemented
in [23]. In summary, if a standard discriminator is D(z) =
o(C(x)), arealtivistic discriminator (Dg) will be

— B, [C(zp)]),

where E,, averages over fake samples. The relativistic
losses for the discriminator (D) and generator (G) thus are

Dg(zr,xp) =0 (C(zy)

L} = —Eq, [log D] — Eq, [log(1 = D)), (1)

L§ = —E, [log(1 — D] — E,, [log DR (8)

where z; = G(z;) for input LR image z; and z, = G(y;)
for HR labels y;, thereby enabling the generator to use gra-
dients from both real and fake data, enhancing edge sharp-
ness and texture detail.

5. Experiments

We evaluate the performance of our proposed a) synthetic
data generation framework, and b) MFSR-GAN on end-to-
end multi-frame super-resolution. Additional experiments
with alternative design choices and training settings, along
with more visual results and model details are provided in
the supplementary materials section.

Setup. We separately train MFSR models (Table 1)
for end-to-end multi-frame super-resolution without pre-
training on both our proposed synthetic data engine as
well as the existing MFSR Zurich RAW-to-RGB synthetic
dataset [2, 13]. We keep the same overall implementation
and training setups for each model as originally described,
but adjust the inputs to accept 8 input frames of 4-channel
RGGB RAW images to be compatible with our proposed
data generation framework. We also train MFSR-GAN on
both the Zurich dataset as well as our proposed dataset. We
train our generator model with weighted L1 loss, MS-SSIM
loss [24], and relativistic generator loss (Section 4). We
train our discriminator with a relativistic discriminator loss
(Section 4). We use Adam optimizer with an 5 x 10~* initial
learning rate that is reduced to 5 x 10~% through a cosine
annealing schedule [16] with a batch size of four. Training
was carried out on four V100 GPUs for 100 epochs.
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Figure 4. Multi-frame super-resolution qualitative results for real handheld burst photography under low-light conditions for MFSR-GAN
and state-of-the-art Burstormer [10]. Both models fully trained using our synthetic data engine.

Methods Our Synthetic Dataset Zurich Synthetic Dataset [13]
SSIM1t LPIPS| PSNR*Y \ SSIM{t LPIPS| PSNR?T
Burstormer [10]  0.884 0.364 31.1 0.994 0.027 41.3
DBSR [2] 0.883 0.361 329 - - -
MFIR [3] 0.882 0.354 329 - - -
Ours 0.896 0.321 31.7 \ 0.994 0.037 40.9

Table 1. Quantitative comparison across models for Zurich synthetic dataset [13] and our synthetic dataset.

Synthetic Dataset. The Zurich RAW to RGB dataset
was first released by [13] and used to create synthetic
“bursts” for MFSR by [2]. Synthetic frames were created
by applying random bilinear translations and rotations to
linear RGB images after they were converted to raw sen-
sor values. After this, the images were downsampled by
another bilinear kernel to obtain the multi-frame LR RGB
inputs. Following this, read and shot was added before two
color channels per pixel were discarded to obtain the Bayer
CFA mosaicked RAW bursts.

As described in Section 3, we capture independent RAW

short-exposure images at HR that are warped in the RGB
space using a homography of real handheld multi-frame
smartphone captures, thereby ensuring real spatial and tem-
poral correlations between frames are preserved. Next, in-
put frames are downsampled using nearest neighbor inter-
polation to ensure local (real) noise characteristics are also
preserved. Thus, we do not add synthetic noise as our in-
puts already contain representative noise characteristics of
a real LR input. We create two variations of our synthetic
dataset: low-light and bright-light. For our low-light ver-
sion, we capture 376 short-long exposure pairs, while for
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Figure 6. Qualitative comparison of motion handling for our
model against state-of-the-art [10] on real handheld MF capture.
Person is waving their hands throughout MF capture. Both mod-
els trained on our synthetic dataset.

our bright-light dataset, we capture 107 short-long expo-
sure pairs. All images are static, captured on a tripod using
a smartphone at 50 MP (HR). The corresponding LR inputs
are 12 MP. We train on 256x256 image patches. For val-
idation, we captured thirty handheld 12 MP RAW images
using the same smartphone. Validation images were cap-
tured for the purposes of photography and thus contain all
distortions, artifacts and motion as would be expected in a
real handheld smartphone capture.

Table | demonstrates that models perform relatively
competitively on the Zurich synthetic dataset [13], but the
overall performance is poorer for our synthetic test set. We

argue this is because our synthetic dataset contains more re-
alistic perturbations and noise, and is thus a much harder
task to excel in. Figure 5 shows qualitative results of
the state-of-the-art MFSR model Burstormer [10] achiev-
ing better noise handling on our dataset as compared to the
Zurich dataset [13] when trained identically.

MFSR-GAN Network. We train our model along with
DBSR [2], MFIR [3] and Burstormer [10] as described in
their original literature with the training settings described
in Section 5. Table 1 shows that we outperform other mod-
els in perceptual image quality on our synthetic dataset,
while demonstrating non-inferior competitive performance
on the Zurich dataset. We emphasize the base frame during
our frame fusion strategy as compared to prior literature.
We present visual comparisons on a real handheld multi-
frame capture in Figures 4 and 6. We show that images gen-
erated by our approach are sharper, contain higher details,
and significantly lower motion blur artifacts, a limitation of
prior methods.

6. Conclusion

We tackle the challenge of real-world multi-frame
super-resolution for smartphone photography by jointly
addressing the difficulties of realistic synthetic data
generation and robust frame fusion. To this end, we
introduce a novel synthetic data engine designed to
preserve genuine sensor-specific noise patterns and
capture the natural spatio-temporal correlations aris-
ing from handheld camera motion. This new pipeline
goes beyond conventional random transformations and
noise injection, thus reducing the realism gap between
synthetic training data and real smartphone bursts. We
also propose MFSR-GAN for RAW-to-RGB multi-frame
super-resolution.  Quantitative evaluations on both our
own synthetic dataset and established benchmarks demon-
strates competitive performance. Experiments on real
handheld bursts consistently shows that MFSR-GAN
balances noise suppression, resolution enhancement, and
artifact mitigation more effectively than existing methods.
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MFSR-GAN: Multi-Frame Super-Resolution with Handheld Motion Modeling
Supplementary Material
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