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Abstract

Single image super-resolution (SISR) is an effective
technique to improve the quality of low-resolution ther-
mal images. Recently, transformer-based methods have
achieved significant performance in SISR. However, in the
SR task, only a small number of pixels are involved in the
transformer’s self-attention (SA) mechanism due to the
computational complexity of the attention mechanism. The
lambda abstraction is a promising alternative to SA in mod-
eling long-range interactions while being computationally
more efficient. This paper presents lambda abstraction-
based thermal image super-resolution (LATIS), a novel
lightweight architecture for SISR of thermal images. LATIS
sequentially captures local and global information using
the local and global feature block (LGFB). In LGFB, we
introduce a global feature extraction (GFE) module based
on the lambda abstraction mechanism, channel-shuffle
and convolution (CSConv) layer to encode local context.
Besides, to improve the performance further, we propose
a differentiable patch-wise histogram-based loss function.
Experimental results demonstrate that our LATIS, with the
least model parameters and complexity, achieves better
or comparable performance with state-of-the-art methods
across multiple datasets.

1. Introduction

Thermal images, unfazed by extreme lighting conditions
unlike visible images, play a pivotal role in applications
such as disease diagnosis [3, 36], military and surveillance
[14], pedestrian tracking, and automated driving [31]. Still,
consumer-oriented thermal cameras typically exhibit low
resolution due to hardware limitations [18, 20]. Thermal
image super-resolution (TISR) addresses this limitation by
enhancing the resolution of thermal images in order to im-
prove their utility in respective applications.

Most often, thermal cameras come embedded with an
RGB camera, which paves the way for guided super-
resolution (GSR) methods employing both the thermal and
RGB images [8, 17]. However, guided techniques may en-
counter the challenge of over- transferring RGB textures.

Contrary to GSR methods, single image super-resolution

Figure 1. Performance comparison of PSNR/SSIM and model
complexity on FLIR-ADAS [13] test set for ×4 SR. LATIS, with
the least model complexity, surpasses the state-of-the-art methods
SAN [7], ShuffleMixer [35] and LBNet [15].

(SISR) reconstructs a high-resolution (HR) image solely
from a low-resolution (LR) one. Following SRCNN [9],
convolutional neural network (CNN)-based SISR methods
have significantly improved with time [10, 27, 28, 34, 35, 40,
46]. Convolution operation is very efficient in extracting the
local features, but it shows limited performance while cap-
turing long-range dependencies. Recently, there has been a
significant rise in applying transformer-based models such
as vision transformer (ViT) [12] for low-level vision tasks
[23, 29, 42], including SR [4, 5, 15]. The self-attention (SA)
[38] module in transformer seems very promising in model-
ing long-range dependencies. However, the space and com-
putational complexity of SA increases quadratically with the
input size, making it infeasible to apply to high-resolution
feature maps in SR tasks. To reduce the complexity in low-
level vision tasks, ViT-based models [4, 5, 29, 42] divide
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the input feature map into non-overlapping windows and
compute SA on each window independently. This limits the
number of pixels engaged in SA.

As an alternative to SA, recently proposed lambda net-
works [2] use the lambda layer to capture long-range depen-
dencies. Instead of computing attention map like SA, the
lambda layer uses content and position-based linear func-
tions, termed as lambda abstraction. This lambda abstrac-
tion based modeling of long-range interactions makes the
lambda layer computationally more efficient than SA. As a
result, the lambda layer can be applied to high-resolution
feature maps, which enables them to model interactions be-
tween all the pixels in the feature map to provide global de-
pendency. While this lambda abstraction-based modeling of
global dependency is successfully applied in image recogni-
tion, its efficacy in SR tasks still lacks exploration.

In this paper, we introduce lambda abstraction-based
thermal image super-resolution (LATIS), a unique network
design for thermal SR. Our LATIS sequentially captures lo-
cal and global features with local and global feature block
(LGFB). Specifically, we propose a global feature extrac-
tion (GFE) module in LGFB to model global dependency
based on the lambda abstraction mechanism. Besides, we
develop a channel shuffle and convolution (CSConv) layer to
extract local information. Our ablations show that these de-
sign choices allow LATIS to encode information efficiently
for better SR.

Moreover, we formulate an image histogram-based loss
function to further improve the quality of TISR. Matching
the histogram between two images can constrain their simi-
larity of color distribution [1, 32, 33]. This motivates us to
explore the effectiveness of a differentiable histogram-based
loss function in SR task. Instead of comparing the histogram
of the full image [1], we adopt a patchwise histogram com-
parison to maintain structural similarity between the image
pairs. We use the earth mover’s distance (EMD) between the
histograms for constructing our novel patchwise EMD loss.

LATIS, designed with LGFB as a core module and
trained with the L1 and proposed patch-wise EMD loss, ob-
tains state-of-the-art performance while maintaining mini-
mal computation complexity. Figure 1 shows the perfor-
mance comparison of LATIS with three recent SISR meth-
ods on FLIR-ADAS [13] test set for x4 SR. LATIS achieves
the highest PSNR and SSIM with the least FLOPs. Our con-
tributions can be summarized as:
1. We introduce LATIS, a lightweight SISR network for

thermal images. Specifically, we develop a GFE mod-
ule to capture global dependency based on the lambda
abstraction mechanism and a CSConv layer to explore
the local context. Furthermore, we propose an LGFB to
encode local and global features sequentially.

2. We propose a differentiable patch-wise histogram-based
loss function that uses Earth mover’s distance to compare
two histograms.

3. Experimental results show that our algorithm achieves
state-of-the-art performance with the least model com-

plexity and parameters.
In the rest of this paper, Section 2 summarizes the related

work with image super-resolution and image histogram-
based loss function. Section 3 describes the proposed LATIS
architecture and patch-wise EMD loss. In Section 4, we dis-
cuss the experimental analysis, including training settings,
dataset details, quantitative and qualitative comparison, and
ablation study. We conclude the work in Section 5.

2. Related Work
In thermal SR, both GSR and SISR techniques are used.
The most common application of GSR is depth map super-
resolution [16, 21]. The recent depth SR method, DCTNet
[47], extracts cross-modal information between depth and
RGB images using discrete cosine transform and uses it in
reconstructing the depth HR map. MMSR [11] proposes
a mutual modulation strategy between depth and RGB im-
ages in depth SR. Recently, GSR methods are also used for
thermal images [8, 17]. Gupta et al. [17] used input (UGSR-
ME) or feature (UGSR-FA) based alignment loss to improve
the thermal SR performance. But, GSR methods may en-
counter the problem of over-transferring RGB textures es-
pecially while performing thermal SR.

Many CNN-based methods [7, 9, 24, 26–28, 30, 35, 40]
have achieved significant performance in SISR task. SAN
[7] considers the interdependencies between features using
second-order channel attention for improved SR. Shuffle
mixer [35] uses large kernel with channel shuffle and split
operations to improve the performance. However, convolu-
tion operation has a local receptive field, which limits the
performance of CNN in modeling global dependency.

Transformer [38], with the self-attention mechanism, is
effective in extracting long-range information. Dosovitskiy
et al. [12] used vision transformer (ViT) for image classifi-
cation; since then, many researchers have proposed vanilla
ViT-based models for low-level vision tasks [5, 15, 29, 42].
LBNet [15] uses a recursive transformer-based model for
SISR. However, the self-attention mechanism has quadratic
complexity with the input size, which restricts its applica-
tion to high-resolution feature maps. Due to this limitation,
ViT based methods [4, 5, 15] divide the feature map into
non-overlapping local windows, and SA is applied to each
window independently. Such an approach limits the scope
of SA.

To combat this complexity limitation of SA, linear atten-
tion mechanisms [6, 39] and lambda layer [2] are promising
alternatives. Instead of constructing an attention map like
SA, the lambda layer uses content and position-based lin-
ear functions, termed as lambda abstraction. This lambda
abstraction based method is computationally more efficient
than SA in capturing long-range interactions. In our LATIS
network, we design the GFE layer to model global depen-
dency based on the lambda abstraction mechanism.

Image histogram-based loss is mainly used in image-to-
image translation task [1, 32, 33]. Classical methods for
color transfer [32, 33] use histogram matching between a
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Figure 2. An overview of LATIS and the structure of LGFB

given and a target image. However, histogram operation in
its standard form is non-differentiable, which restricts its ap-
plication in loss function in gradient-based optimization of
deep neural networks. Aharon et al. [1] proposed a method
for constructing a smooth and differentiable histogram and
used image histogram similarity loss in an image-to-image
translation task. However, they considered histogram of the
full image for formulating the loss function. This global
comparison of color distribution ignores the images’ local
structural similarity. In our patchwise EMD loss, we pro-
pose a differentiable loss function that compares the image
pairs based on patch-wise histogram similarity.

3. Proposed Method

In this section, we first describe the overall architecture
of LATIS, a lightweight network for thermal image super-
resolution. Then, we detail LGFB, the core module of
LATIS. Finally, we formulate our histogram-based patch-
wise EMD loss.

3.1. LATIS Architecture

Figure 2 shows an overview of LATIS. The low-resolution
single channel input thermal image, ILR ∈ RH,W,1, is
processed in three steps: shallow feature extraction, deep
feature extraction, and image reconstruction. We apply a
convolution layer for generating the shallow feature FS ∈
RH,W,C , where H ×W denotes the resolution of the input

image, and C is the number of feature channels. Following
the shallow feature extraction step, a series of LGFBs are
employed to acquire deep feature FD ∈ RH,W,C .

From the deep feature FD with sufficient semantic in-
formation, we reconstruct the high-resolution output image
ISR ∈ RHout,Wout,1 using the pixel shuffle method [34].
Given deep feature FD ∈ RH,W,C , first a point-wise con-
volution layer is applied to generate intermediate feature
FC ∈ RH,W,s2C , where s is the scale factor. Then, the
pixel shuffle layer rearranges the elements of FC to form
an upsampled feature map FP ∈ RsH,sW,C . For scale factor
×2 and ×3, we apply this pixel shuffle-based method once.
For scale factor ×4, we progressively upsample by repeating
this method twice, taking s = 2. At the end of upsampling,
one convolution layer is applied to aggregate the features.
Finally, a bicubic upsampled version of the input image ILR

is added to the reconstructed image as a residual connection.
In the supplementary material, we conduct experiments to
show the effectiveness of this residual connection.

3.2. Local and Global Feature Block (LGFB)

The LGFB is designed to sequentially explore local and
global features for efficiently encoding information. In each
LGFB, the input feature undergoes three stages: a CSConv
layer to encode local context Fl, a GFE layer to extract
global feature FG, and subsequently, a convolutional block
attention module (CBAM) [44] for refining the feature map.

CBAM is a simple and effective module for adaptive fea-
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Figure 3. Computational graph of the lambda abstraction mechanism

ture refinement. It sequentially calculates attention maps
from the feature along the channel and spatial dimensions.
These attention maps are multiplied with the input feature to
highlight more distinctive information.

3.2.1 Channel Shuffle and Convolution (CSConv) layer

CSConv layer is developed using convolution and channel
shuffle operations to extract local feature Fl ∈ RH,W,C .
Given the shallow feature FS ∈ RH,W,C , we sequentially
apply two convolution layers with different kernel sizes to
learn low-level features at different scales. Then these multi-
scale features are aggregated using concatenation. Follow-
ing this, channel shuffling operation is employed to ex-
change information. This procedure can be formulated as
follows,

Fl1 = σ(W (FS)) ∈ RH,W,C2 (1)

Fl2 = σ(W (Fl1)) ∈ RH,W,C2 (2)

Fl = Shuffle(Concat([Fl1, Fl2])) ∈ RH,W,C (3)

where σ is the SiLU activation, W is the convolution oper-
ation, Concat(·) and Shuffle(·) represent the concatenation
and shuffling of feature in the channel dimension.

3.2.2 Global Feature Extraction (GFE)

The GFE layer is designed based on the lambda abstraction
mechanism to capture interactions between all the pixels in
the input feature map to provide global dependency. Given
the local feature map Fl ∈ RH,W,C , first, we perform layer
normalization to normalize the distribution of intermediate
layers [45].

Following this, pointwise convolution is applied in
the linear projection layer to generate the query

(
Q ∈

RH,W,k×h
)
, key

(
K ∈ RH,W,k×u

)
, and value

(
V ∈

RH,W,v×u
)

matrices. The notation k is query/key depth,
and v is value depth. We then split query into h heads, and
key and value into u heads: Q ∈ RH,W,k,h, K ∈ RH,W,k,u,
V ∈ RH,W,v,u.

We apply the lambda abstraction mechanism to these
query, key, and value matrices to model global dependency
in the input. Figure 3 illustrates the implementation of the
lambda abstraction mechanism. Lambda abstraction refers
to content and position based linear functions, which con-
sider the content and position based interactions in the input
feature, respectively.

First, key and value matrices generate content and posi-
tion lambda functions. For generating content lambda λC ,
the key is normalized using the softmax operation and then
multiplied with value. Positional lambda λP is computed
from the value matrix using relative positional encoding.
We use 3D convolution operation to encode the position
based interactions in a local neighborhood. Such convolu-
tion based positional encoding is effective in SR task. The
content and position lambdas can be denoted as,

λC = K
T
V, λP = W3D(V ) (4)

where K denotes the normalized key and W3D(·) is the 3D
convolution operation. These content and position lambdas
are then applied to the query to generate content output YC

and position output YP , respectively. The output Y is the
summation of content output and position output. The pro-
cess can be summarized as,

YC = QTλC , YP = QTλP , Y = YC + YP (5)

Finally, h heads in Y are merged together to get global fea-
ture FG ∈ RH,W,C .
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(a) Splitting image into non-
overlapping patches

(b) Three out of 256 activation functions, for
k = 130, 150, and 170

(c) Three out of 256 activation maps of Patch 1

Figure 4. Differentiable histogram construction using activation functions. (a) We split the image into non-overlapping patches. (b)
Activation functions that are smooth and differentiable (c) Applying 256 activation functions to an image patch generates 256 activation
maps. Pixels with values closer to k

255
have higher values in the k-th activation map. Summation of pixel values in k-th activation map gives

the value of k-th bin in the histogram.

3.3. Loss function

During training LATIS, L1 loss is used as the content loss to
minimize the difference between the SR and HR images,

LC = || ISR − IHR ||1 (6)

where ISR and IHR are the super-resolved image and
ground truth image, respectively. Along with LC , we use
our proposed patchwise EMD loss, LP in the initial few
epochs. LP is detailed in the section below. The content
loss and patch-wise EMD loss form the complete loss func-
tion,

L = LC + λLP (7)

where,

λ =

{
0.125 if no. of epochs < n

0 otherwise

The values of λ and n are set empirically. In the supplemen-
tary material, we conduct experiments for different values
of λ and n.

3.3.1 Patchwise EMD loss

In our patchwise EMD loss, we formulate a differentiable
loss function that compares the super-resolved image ISR

and the ground truth IHR based on patchwise histogram
similarity. We adopt patchwise comparison considering the
fact that the patches at the same spatial locations in ISR

and IHR should have similar color distribution. The Earth
Mover’s Distance (EMD) is used to compare the histograms.

First, we split ISR and IHR into similar non-overlapping
patches, where we consider that in a single-channel ther-
mal image, each patch has a discrete range of 256 inten-
sity values. For any image patch IP (x) ∈ [0, 1], the k-th
intensity value is k

255 . Now, the color distribution of IP
is described by its histogram, which basically counts the
number of pixels in each intensity value. For the k-th bin,
the histogram value is the number of pixels with intensity
value k

255 . However, this counting operation is not differen-
tiable, which makes histogram operation non-differentiable.
Hence, we approximate this counting operation with a dif-
ferentiable function to construct a differentiable histogram.

We use a series of smooth and differentiable activation
functions to approximate the counting operation in the his-
togram. The idea is that, for counting the number of pix-
els with k-th intensity value

(
= k

255

)
, the k-th activation

function Πk is applied on the image patch IP . This gener-
ates an activation map AIP (k) which approximates a binary
response, such that only pixels in IP with intensity value
closer to k

255 have higher values in AIP (k). Thus, the sum
of pixels in AIP (k) approximates the number of pixels in
IP with intensity value k

255 . This, in turn, is the histogram
value in the k-th bin.

To realize such activation functions, first, we partition the
pixel intensity interval [0, 1] into 256 subintervals {Bk}255k=0.
These subintervals basically approximate the 256 subinter-
vals of the histogram. The k-th subinterval Bk has a length
L = 1

256 and center µk = −1 + L(k + 1
2 ), so Bk can be

represented as Bk = [−1 + kL,−1 + (k + 1)L]. Here, µk

is the same as the k-th bin of the histogram.
Then, we use a differentiable approximation of the rect-

angular function as the k-th activation function Πk, which is
defined as,

Πk(y) ≜ σ

(
y − µk + L/2

W

)
− σ

(
y − µk − L/2

W

)
(8)

where σ is the softmax function, W is the bandwidth of k-
th activation function. Now, applying Πk on image patch
IP thresholds it in the subinterval Bk, and generates the kth

activation map AIP (k).

AIP (k) = Πk(IP (x)) (9)

Figure 4 illustrates the idea of constructing a differentiable
histogram using activation functions. Activation functions
Π130, Π150, Π170 are applied on an image patch IP and
generate activation maps AIP (130), AIP (150), AIP (170),
respectively. The sum of the pixel values in AIP (k), ap-
proximates the value of the histogram in the kth bin. With
256 values of k, we get 256 activation maps, and their sum-
mation approximates the histogram values in 256 bins. Dif-
ferentiable normalized histogram h is denoted as,

h =

µk,
1

N

∑
IP (x)∈[0,1]

AIP (k)


255

k=0

(10)
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(a) RGB/ Thermal LR (b) Bicubic (c) SAN [7] (d) ShuffleMixer [35] (e) LBNet [15]

(f) MMSR [11] (g) UGSR-FA [17] (h) UGSR-ME [17] (i) LATIS (Ours) (j) Thermal HR

Figure 5. Visual comparison on an image from FLIR-ADAS test set for ×2 SR.

(a) RGB/ Thermal LR (b) Bicubic (c) SAN [7] (d) ShuffleMixer [35] (e) LBNet [15]

(f) MMSR [11] (g) UGSR-FA [17] (h) UGSR-ME [17] (i) LATIS (Ours) (j) Thermal HR

Figure 6. Visual comparison on an image from CATS test set for ×3 SR.

where N is the number of pixels in IP . Let h1 and h2 be the
patchwise normalized histograms of ISR and IHR, respec-
tively. To compare between h1 and h2, we use EMD, which
equals the L1 distance between the cumulative histograms
[43]. Similar to [19], we use the mean squared error (MSE)
loss between the cumulative histograms for faster conver-
gence. Patch-wise EMD loss LP is formulated as,

LP =
1

M

∣∣∣∣ CDF (h1)− CDF (h2)
∣∣∣∣2
2

(11)

where M is the total number of image pixels, || · ||2 is the
L2 norm, and CDF (·) is the cumulative density function.

4. Experiments
4.1. Setup

Implementation details. Our model, LATIS, consists of
three LGFBs. In the CSConv layer, we use two convolution
layers with kernel sizes of 3 × 3 and 7 × 7 sequentially. In
the channel shuffling operation of the CSConv layer, we use
a group size of 4. In the linear projection layer of GFE mod-
ule, we set the query and key depth to 16, the value depth
to 8, and the number of heads to 4. We use the 3D convo-
lution operation to perform relative positional encoding in
the lambda abstraction layer of the GFE module. The kernel
size of 3D convolution is set to 1 × 25 × 25. In LATIS, the
intermediate feature channel dimension is 32.

For our proposed patch-wise EMD loss LP , we use a
patch size of 8 × 8. In equation 7, the number of epochs
n is set to 5.

Datasets. We select the first 1500 thermal-RGB image pairs
of the FLIR-ADAS [13] dataset along with the first 500 im-
age pairs of the KAIST [22] dataset as the train set (a total of
2000 image pairs). For SISR, only the thermal images are
employed. We utilize 375 image pairs from FLIR-ADAS,
101 image pairs from KAIST, and 67 image pairs from the
CATS [37] dataset as test sets. We train the models on the
train set and test on these three test sets mentioned above.
In our experiments, LR thermal images of size 80 × 64 are
generated from corresponding HR thermal images using the
bicubic degradation method. More details about the datasets
are given in the supplementary material.
Training settings. Our model,LATIS is trained by minimiz-
ing L = LC + λLP loss, as in equation 7 with Adam [25]
optimizer for 200 epochs. We employed a batch size of 64
for ×2 scale, 48 for ×3 scale, and 32 for ×4 scale. We keep
the learning rate constant at 1× 10−4. The LATIS model is
implemented with the PyTorch framework using an Nvidia
A40 GPU.
Metrics. We conduct experiments, for the upscaling fac-
tors of ×2, ×3, and ×4. During the testing stage, we com-
pare the SR performance based on peak signal-to-noise ratio
(PSNR) and structural similarity index (SSIM) [41].

4.2. Comparison with state-of-the-art methods

To evaluate the performance, we compare LATIS with both
GSR and SISR methods proposed for visible, depth, or ther-
mal images. Among the SISR methods, we compare with
four methods: Bicubic, SAN [7], ShuffleMixer [35], and
LBNet [15]. Among the GSR methods, we compare with
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Table 1. Comparisons on 3 test sets for SR networks. The FLOPs are computed under the setting of super-resolving an LR image of
resolution 80×64. The best performances are highlighted in red and second-best performances are underlined in blue color.

Scale Method
Single/
Guided Params FLOPs

FLIR-ADAS
PSNR/SSIM

KAIST
PSNR/SSIM

CATS
PSNR/SSIM

×2

Bicubic Single − − 31.35/0.9047 40.27/0.9677 36.46/0.9452

SAN [7] Single 15297K 78.24G 32.01/0.9182 41.71/0.9688 37.35/0.9515

ShuffleMixer [35] Single 392K 1.99G 31.77/0.9145 41.94/0.9700 37.12/0.9528

LBNet [15] Single 728K 4.19G 31.84/0.9164 41.92/0.9706 36.98/0.9536

DCT-Net [47] Guided 483K 0.59G 10.84/0.3876 20.19/0.5625 10.21/0.3747

MMSR [11] Guided 249K 5.09G 29.45/0.8359 37.54/0.8940 31.48/0.8684

UGSR-FA [17] Guided 512K 11.51G 25.48/0.8557 38.67/0.9548 24.90/0.8259

UGSR-ME [17] Guided 2865K 38.19G 25.83/0.8608 39.46/0.9568 24.79/0.8322

LATIS (Ours) Single 193K 0.37G 32.23/0.9226 41.98/0.9717 37.91/0.9596

×3

Bicubic Single − − 29.53/0.8386 38.64/0.9536 34.89/0.9150

SAN [7] Single 15482K 79.20G 29.72/0.8462 40.06/0.9516 35.07/0.9148

ShuffleMixer [35] Single 412K 2.11G 29.61/0.8463 40.46/0.9550 34.95/0.9221

LBNet [15] Single 730K 4.20G 29.91/0.8506 40.39/0.9553 35.39/0.9229

DCT-Net [47] Guided 483K 1.32G 9.30/0.4440 20.20/0.5982 10.17/0.4458

MMSR [11] Guided 249K 11.44G 28.25/0.7731 36.12/0.9018 31.98/0.8434

UGSR-FA [17] Guided 512K 19.23G 24.31/0.7928 37.93/0.9403 24.16/0.8000

UGSR-ME [17] Guided 2865K 50.17G 25.21/0.7938 38.34/0.9404 24.38/0.8068

LATIS (Ours) Single 198K 0.41G 30.06/0.8568 40.35/0.9558 35.81/0.9298

×4

Bicubic Single − − 28.43/0.7754 37.97/0.9459 33.90/0.8950

SAN [7] Single 15445K 81.30G 28.53/0.7791 39.56/0.9445 34.05/0.8917

ShuffleMixer [35] Single 408K 2.36G 28.42/0.7835 39.76/0.9484 33.64/0.9024

LBNet [15] Single 732K 4.21G 28.67/0.7829 39.75/0.9468 34.22/0.9003

DCT-Net [47] Guided 483K 2.35G 10.20/0.4636 20.79/0.6154 10.26/0.4353

MMSR [11] Guided 249K 20.34G 27.24/0.6995 35.68/0.8947 31.49/0.8173

UGSR-FA [17] Guided 1150K 47.55G 24.23/0.7230 38.06/0.9356 24.12/0.7588

UGSR-ME [17] Guided 3679K 90.23G 24.57/0.7396 38.04/0.9316 24.59/0.7870

LATIS (Ours) Single 197K 0.47G 28.85/0.7916 39.81/0.9484 34.69/0.9099

four methods: DCTNet [47], MMSR [11], UGSR-FA [17],
and UGSR-ME [17]. We train all the models with our train-
ing dataset before testing.
Visual Comparison. For visual comparison, Figure 5
presents an image from the FLIR-ADAS test set for ×2
scale. Similarly, figure 6 presents another image from the
CATS test set for ×3 scale. From the visual representation,
it is clear that the overall reconstruction ability of LATIS
is better in comparison to the other methods. To make it
visually more evident, we select a patch in the image, de-
picted using a yellow box, and zoom into it. As shown in
the zoomed versions, LATIS reconstructs the building edge
and the ladder steps with comparably more structural sim-
ilarity and fewer artifacts in the background. More visual
comparisons are shown in the supplementary material.
Quantitative Comparison. Table 1 presents the quantita-
tive results on three test sets with scaling factors of ×2, ×3,
and ×4. Along with PSNR and SSIM metrics, we list the
model parameters and FLOPs. We calculate the FLOPs un-

der the setting of super-resolving an LR image of resolution
80× 64.

As the results show, SISR methods perform better than
the guided methods. DCTNet, a GSR method for depth im-
ages, performs poorly in all the test sets. As mentioned in
the original paper [47], the performance of DCTNet is based
on the assumption that the occurrence of texture edges in
RGB image and the edge discontinuities in corresponding
depth image are statistically correlated. Maybe this assump-
tion does not hold good for thermal-visible image-pairs.

In comparison to other methods, LATIS achieves com-
petitive performance with the lowest number of model pa-
rameters and FLOPs. Especially, LATIS has a comparable
number of parameters to MMSR [11], but our model outper-
forms it by a large margin on all the test sets. LATIS per-
forms better than other methods, except for PSNR value on
the KAIST test set for ×3 scale, compared to ShuffleMixer
[35] and LBNet [15]. LATIS achieves significant gain on
the CATS test set for ×3 scale, yielding a 0.55dB improve-
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ment in the PSNR value. All these results demonstrate the
effectiveness of our proposed method.

4.3. Ablation Study

To verify the effectiveness of our proposed modules and loss
function, we conduct an ablation study. For the ablation ex-
periments, we train the models with our training dataset de-
scribed in section 4.1. For model ablations, we test on the
CATS test set for ×2 scale. FLOPs are computed under the
setting of super-resolving an LR image of resolution 80×64.
Effects of changing number of LGFB in LATIS: In
LATIS, we use three LGFBs. To see the effect of different
numbers of LGFB, we conduct experiments for three values:
2, 3, and 4. Table 2 shows the results. LATIS has the best
performance when three LGFBs are used.

Table 2. Effects of changing number of LGFBs in LATIS.

Number 2 3 4
PSNR/SSIM 37.34/0.9562 37.91/0.9596 37.65/0.9583

Effectiveness of lambda abstraction in GFE module: In
the GFE module, we use the lambda abstraction to model
long-range dependency. We conduct experiments to verify
the effectiveness of the lambda abstraction with respect to
the self-attention mechanism. We build an alternate model
by replacing the lambda abstraction layer in the GFE mod-
ule with a multi-head self-attention [12] layer. In the self-
attention layer, the feature channel dimension is 32, the win-
dow size is 16×16, and the number of heads is 4. More de-
tails about the self-attention module are given in the supple-
mentary material. Table 3 presents the comparison results.
Though the self-attention based model has fewer parame-
ters, using the lambda abstraction-based GFE module has
lesser model complexity and improves the PSNR and SSIM
values by a large margin. The PSNR value is improved by
1.15 dB and the SSIM value by 0.0107.

Table 3. Effectiveness of the lambda abstraction in GFE module.

Structure w/ Self-attention w/ Lambda abstraction

PSNR/SSIM 36.76/0.9489 37.91/0.9596
Params (K) 86 193
FLOPs (G) 0.43 0.37

Effects of layer normalization in GFE module: In GFE
module, we apply layer normalization before the linear pro-
jection. As shown in Table 4, layer normalization improves
the PSNR value by 2.08 dB and the SSIM value by 0.0212.
Effects of channel shuffling in CSConv layer: In the
CSConv layer, we apply channel shuffling operation for
better feature representation. As shown in Table 5, chan-
nel shuffling improves the PSNR value by 0.16 dB and the
SSIM value by 0.0016.
Effects of CBAM in LGFB: In LGFB, we employ CBAM
for adaptive feature refinement. As shown in Table 6,

CBAM improves the PSNR value by 0.14 dB and the SSIM
value by 0.0007.

Table 4. Effects of the layer normalization in GFE module.

Structure w/o layer norm w/ layer norm
PSNR/SSIM 35.83/0.9384 37.91/0.9596

Table 5. Effects of the channel shuffling (CS) in CSConv layer.

Structure w/o CS w/ CS
PSNR/SSIM 37.75/0.9580 37.91/0.9596

Table 6. Effects of the CBAM in LGFB.

Structure w/o CBAM w/ CBAM
PSNR/SSIM 37.77/0.9589 37.91/0.9596

Effects of patch-wise EMD loss: To verify the effective-
ness of LP loss, once we train our LATIS with only LC loss
and another time we train it with LC +λLP loss. Results in
table 7 shows that except for the KAIST test set at ×3 scale,
our proposed LP loss improves the PSNR value by 0.02 dB
to 0.68 dB and the SSIM value by 0.0003 to 0.0228.

Table 7. Effectiveness of patchwise EMD loss.

Dataset Scale
Training with

LC loss
PSNR/SSIM

Training with
LC + λLP loss

PSNR/SSIM

FLIR-ADAS
×2 32.16/0.9212 32.23/0.9226
×3 30.00/0.8553 30.06/0.8568
×4 28.76/0.7867 28.85/0.7916

KAIST
×2 41.94/0.9713 41.98/0.9717
×3 40.38/0.9563 40.35/0.9558

×4 39.75/0.9471 39.81/0.9484

CATS
×2 37.55/0.9586 37.91/0.9596
×3 35.79/0.9295 35.81/0.9298
×4 34.01/0.8871 34.69/0.9099

5. Conclusion
We propose Lambda Abstraction-based Thermal Image
Super-resolution, LATIS, a lightweight SISR network for
thermal images. Our model uses the core module LGFB, to
sequentially capture the local and global features. This al-
lows LATIS to encode information efficiently for better SR.
Besides, we introduce a global feature extraction module
based on the lambda abstraction mechanism and a CSConv
layer to explore the local context. Additionally, we propose
a patchwise EMD loss to further improve the SR quality. Ex-
perimental results demonstrate the effectiveness of our pro-
posed modules and loss function. LATIS achieves competi-
tive performance with state-of-the-art methods while main-
taining the least model parameters and complexity.
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