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Abstract

Generative AI models have revolutionized various fields
by enabling the creation of realistic and diverse data sam-
ples. Among these models, diffusion models have emerged
as a powerful approach for generating high-quality images,
text, and audio. This survey paper provides a comprehen-
sive overview of generative Al diffusion and legacy mod-
els, focusing on their underlying techniques, applications
across different domains, and their challenges. We delve
into the theoretical foundations of diffusion models, includ-
ing concepts such as denoising diffusion probabilistic mod-
els (DDPM) and score-based generative modeling. Fur-
thermore, we explore the diverse applications of these mod-
els in text-to-image, image inpainting, and image super-
resolution, along with others, showcasing their potential in
creative tasks and data augmentation. By synthesizing ex-
isting research and highlighting critical advancements in
this field, this survey aims to provide researchers and prac-
titioners with a comprehensive understanding of generative
Al diffusion and legacy models and inspire future innova-
tions in this exciting area of artificial intelligence.

1. Introduction

Generative models have long been at the forefront of ar-
tificial intelligence, enabling the creation of synthetic data
samples with remarkable realism and diversity. Initially in-
troduced as a method for denoising images, diffusion mod-
els have evolved to become a versatile framework for gen-
erating high-quality images, text, and audio data. Over
the years, they have garnered significant attention from re-
searchers and practitioners alike for their ability to capture
complex data distributions and produce realistic samples.
Generative models for computer vision started in 1950
through Hidden Markov models (HMMs) and Gaussian
Mixture models (GMMs). These models used hand-
designed features with limited complexities and diversity.
With the advent of deep learning, Generative Adversarial
Networks (GANs) and Variational Autoencoders (VAEs)
enabled impressive image generation. However, in prac-
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Figure 1. a) Images generated using stable diffusion[70]; b) Image
super-resolution results from SR3[72]; ¢) Image inpainting results
from Palette[73]

tice, GANSs suffered several shortcomings in their architec-
ture [17]. The simultaneous training of generator and dis-
criminator models was inherently unstable; sometimes, the
generator “collapsed” and outputted lots of similar-seeming
samples. Then came diffusion models, which were in-



spired by physics. Diffusion systems borrow from diffu-

sion in non-equilibrium thermodynamics, where the pro-

cess increases the entropy or randomness of the system over
time. The recent innovation of diffusion models from Ope-
nAl made them more practical in everyday applications.

This paper dives into a systematic review of techniques and

methodologies involved in SOTA diffusion models.

The main contribution of this work can be summarized
as follows:

* An overview of generative vision models to get readers
up-to-speed with the theoretical prerequisites for going
through the latest trends in diffusion models.

* In-depth survey on the SOTA approaches for diffusion
models, including

* Highlight current research gaps and future research di-
rections to provoke researchers to advance this generative
vision modeling field further.

2. Generative Models in Vision

Generative models in vision
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Figure 2. An extension of generative models classification based
on[25]

Generative models in vision can be mainly classified into
two categories Fig. 2: models that explicitly learn the prob-
ability density function by maximizing the likelihood or im-
plicitly, where the model doesn’t directly target to learn the
density but does so using other strategies.

Normalizing flow and autoregressive models are dense
probability estimators that model the exact likelihood of a
distribution. Although, they are limited by the complexity
of data distribution as converging the objective to achieve
exact density representation of high dimensional complex
data, such as images, can yield to computationally heavy
and impractical models.

Variational autoencoders (VAE) alleviate the computation
issue by allowing approximation of the intractable density
distribution. This allows for a more efficient generative

model with a trade-off of struggling against capturing com-
plex data distributions.

Energy-based models offer a flexible modeling objective
without any restrictions. They use an unnormalized rep-
resentation of the probability distribution, making them ex-
cellent density estimators. However, the intractable objec-
tive makes them computationally inefficient for both train-
ing and sampling.

GANS5[26], on the other hand, don’t model the density ob-
jective directly. They rely on using an adversarial approach,
which uses a minimax game between a discriminator and
a generator to learn the density estimation explicitly. Al-
though they have been largely successful on a wide set of
applications, training them is difficult and suffer problems
like vanishing gradient and mode collapse.

Diffusion models use variational or score-based approaches
to model the probability density function. They work by
perturbing data with continuous or discrete noise injection
on either the data directly or a latent representation such as
the latent diffusion model[70] and learning the reverse de-
noising process.

2.1. Diffusion models
2.1.1 Denoising Diffusion Probabilistic Models

Denoising Diffusion Probabilistic Models, or DDPMs for
short, are a class of diffusion models that are based on
slowly introducing Gaussian noise to a training data sample
x( over a large set of time steps (1 — T'), thereby obtaining
a set of noise perturbed latent intermediates of the original
sample (z1, x2, ..., x7). This forward process is governed
by the forward diffusion kernel (FDK). At the end of T
time steps, we obtain the resulting 7 sample, which can be
approximated to represent isotropic Gaussian noise. From
here, a deep neural network is tasked to learn the FDK, and
the parameters of this network are called the Reverse Diffu-
sion Kernel (RDK). The aim for RDK is to predict the noise
introduced by the FDK at each time step starting from xp
and slowly remove the noise to generate new samples that
belong to the same probability distribution as our training
dataset [33, 82].

The forward process: Let ¢(xo) represent the given sam-
ple’s probability distribution before the noise perturbation.
We define a Markov chain with our FDK defined as a Gaus-
sian distribution,

T
g(x1, 1) = [ aCx [ xi-1) (1

=1
q(x¢ | xe—1) == N (x5 1 = Bixi—1, Be]) 2)
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where, Eq. (2) defines the FDK; ¢ ~ N(0,1). The term /3,
is a hyper-parameter in the diffusion process controlled by



the variance scheduler. By applying this kernel to our g(xo)
repeatedly over T'—1 time steps, we obtain ¢(x7 ) which ap-
proximates to an isotropic Gaussian distribution given that
our covariance matrix in the FDK is isotropic. Since the
process is a Markov chain, we can seamlessly obtain any la-
tent representation and probability distribution from x( by
simply substituting a; := 1 — 8; and @; := Hizl .

q(x¢ | x0) := N (x¢; Vaixe—1, (1 — o) “4)
x; = Vaxo + V1 — e &)

The reverse process: Starting from approximately an
isotropic Gaussian distribution obtained at the time step 7',
the aim is to learn the RDK py(x;—1 | x;) which will pre-
dict the noise injected at each time step and will generate
our original sample ¢(xg) back within the finite 7" time
steps. The fact that the reverse process starts from a ran-
dom isotropic Gaussian distribution serves as a cue that a
trained network can produce new samples in the probability
distribution of the training dataset while sampling.

The probability distribution in the reverse process to ob-
tain our original sample can be illustrated as all the possible
paths are taken from pg(x7) to obtain py(xg) ~ ¢(xq) at
each time stepin 7" — 1.

pe(Xo) = /pe(Xo...TdXO...T) (6)

This integral is intractable since it integrates over a complex
high-dimensional space. To solve this, the authors [33, 82]
introduced a variational lower bound (or Evidence lower
bound (ELBQ)) of the negative log-likelihood similar to
VAEs[42] to minimize this. Using this, we obtain the varia-
tional lower bound loss, which is [15],

Lyrp =—logpe(xo | x1) + Drr(p(x7 | X0)||Pxr)

Lo Lt

+ > Drr(pbt [ xi,%0) [po(xe-1 | x1)),
t>1

Li s

(7

Here, we observe that the L1 doesn’t depend on any learn-
able parameters from the network and hence can be omit-
ted from the loss. The term Dy, is called the Kullback-
Leibler divergence, a non-symmetric measure of the statis-
tical distances between two probability distributions. This
loss function trains the network and estimates the forward
process posterior. We then define that the RDK learned by
the network is a Gaussian distribution given as pg(x;—1 |
xy) = N(X¢—1;pe(x¢,t),09(x4,t)) where the network,
minimizing the variation lower bound loss, will learn to es-
timate the mean pp and the covariance oy of the forward

process posterior distribution. The authors further minimize
the loss function in [33] where they set the variance 3 from
Eq. (3) as a constant. The authors then re-parameterize the
mean [t in terms of noise, and we obtain the simplified loss
function given as:

Lsimple = ExU,e[HE - 69(Xt7 t)Hz]v (®)

which is equivalent to the loss introduced in the score-based
models[83].

2.1.2 Noise Conditional Score Models

Score-based models define the dataset’s probability distri-
bution as ¢(x). The score function for the probability func-
tion can then be defined as the gradient of the log of this
probability distribution, V log ¢(x) [83]. The objective is
to train a deep neural network, parameterized by 6 to ap-
proximate over the score function of our dataset’s proba-
bility function, sg(x) ~ Vx log ¢(x), also known as score
matching. Using the score function instead of the probabil-
ity distribution allows the network to work with a tractable
objective by eliminating the normalizing constant [35]. The
loss function is the Fischer divergence between the actual
score and the learned score, which is derived to form,

Eyltn(Veso() + 550G ©)

With a trained network, Langevin dynamics allows us to
generate new samples using only the score function[83].

% = %i-1 + 5 Vxlogg(%i1) + VEN(0,D) (10)

Under the ideal conditions of ¢ — oo and ¢ — 0, we can
generate exact samples coming from our dataset’s distribu-
tion g(x) [97]. The generation of new samples can then hap-
pen by simply substituting the learned score function sg(x)
in Eq. (10).

However, the authors [83] observed that this approach did
not do well in practice because the scores generated were
often inaccurate in lower-density regions. To address this,
two solutions are employed to enhance the score match-
ing using either the denoising score matching [83] or sliced
scored matching [86] where the loss in Eq. (9) is either by-
passed or approximated using random projections.

The idea of denoising score matching is to train the model
by perturbing the dataset by inserting an isotropic Gaussian
noise N (0, 0(17”_7L)I) and 07 < ... < o, where the prior
data distribution is approximately equal to the noise per-
turbed distribution as the noise is inserted gradually over a
large number of steps, Vi log ¢, (x) ~ Vyxlogq(x). This
results in the modified loss function of,

L
D AGDE,,, 60l Vxlogas, (x) = so(x, )] (D
=1



where, A(i) ~ o? is a positive weighting function. For

sampling, the Langevin dynamics are updated such that the
trained network will produce samples similar to Eq. (10) for
each? = L, ..., 1, and the prior output will be used as the
input for the next run. This process is called the annealed
Langevin dynamics, producing a less noisy sample after ev-
ery run from¢ =L, ..., 1.

2.1.3 Stochastic Differential Equations Generative
Models

So far, we have seen that the diffusion models perturb data
over a range of time steps or iterations 1 — L [33, 83, 84].
However, in [87], the authors generalized the previous
approaches by defining a stochastic differential equation
(SDE) to perturb data with noise in a continuum. The aim is
to govern the diffusion process in both forward and reverse
direction as a representation of an SDE.

dx = f(x,t)dt + g(t)dw (12)

where, w signifies the Brownian motion, the function
f(x,t) is called as the drift coefficient and g(¢) is the diffu-
sion coefficient [87]. This is the SDE defining the forward
process. Intuitively, it can be considered an SDE that forces
a random sample to converge in areas of high probability
densities. To sample, we need to solve this SDE backward
in time. The reverse process is also a SDE[1, 87] which is
given as,

dx = [£(x,t) — g(t)*V, log q:(x)]dt + g(t)dw  (13)

This SDE has a negative time step since the solution must
be reversed (t = T — t = 0). To sample from this SDE,
we need to learn the score as defined in [83] as a function of
time. Analogous to the noise conditional models, where the
score function depends on the noise scales oz, ; .. 1, the
score function here will depend on time sg(x, t), formulat-
ing the loss function as,

EiEq, ) [A()]|Vx log q:(x) — so(x,8)[1?]  (14)

After training our network sg(x,t) ~ V log ¢:(x), we can
generate a new sample by solving the reverse SDE starting
from pure noise g7 (x). Many SDE solvers exist, the sim-
plest of which is the Euler-Maruyama method. Similar to
[83], we choose an infinitesimally small A(t) to solve the
generalization of this SDE.

A(x) = [£(x, 1) — g (t)so(x, )] A(E) + g(t) /] At]
x=x+ Ax
t=t+ At
(15)
Following this, the authors improvise the sampling by intro-
ducing a predictor-corrector sampler where the idea is that

for every step, the SDE solver will predict x(¢ + At) and
then, the corrector will use this as an initial sample to refine
the sample using sg(x,t + At) by running it through the
corrector network.

2.2. Generative Adversarial Networks

Generative Adversarial Networks (a.k.a. GANs)[26] are a
class of generative models that implicitly learns the prob-
ability distribution ¢(x) of the dataset using an adversarial
approach where two networks, the discriminator D and the
Generator G play a two-player min-max game. The dis-
criminator’s objective is to maximize the binary classifica-
tion of distinguishing real and generated images, whereas
the generator’s objective is to fool the discriminator into
misclassifying the generated images.

minmax V (D, G) =
G D

Exgx[log D(x)] + Egrp, (z)[log(1 — D(G(2)))],

GANSs are notoriously difficult to train [2, 26, 62, 76]. The
objective is to find the Nash equilibrium (also referred
to as a saddle point in other literature) of a two-player
game (D & G) where both networks try to minimize their
cost function simultaneously Eq. (16). This results in a
highly unstable training process as optimizing D can lead
to the deterioration of G and vice-versa. Mode collapse is
another problem where the generator’s objective function
converges to a specific data distribution instead of the
whole training set, thus only generating images belonging
to this small subset. Also, when the discriminator is trained
to optimality, the gradients of D approach zero. This
causes the problem of vanishing gradients for the generator,
where it has no guidance into which direction to follow for
achieving optimality.

To prune these problems, various modifications on the
vanilla GAN were introduced, which either suggested
architectural optimizations or loss function optimizations
[36]. As studied by [14, 101], the loss function optimiza-
tions were divided into optimizing the discriminator’s D or
generator’s GG loss objective. These include minimizing the
f-divergences along with the Jensen-Shannon divergence
[59], weight normalization for stabilizing D’s training [55],
WGAN and WGAN-GP[3, 30] which changed the objec-
tive of D from binary classification to a probability output
by applying the Earth Mover (EM) or Wasserstein distance,
EBGAN [113] introduces an energy-based formulation
of D’s objective function where the architecture of D is
modified to be an auto-encoder, BEGAN [5] which uses
the same auto-encoder architecture for D from EBGAN
but modifies the objective to use the Wasserstein distance
instead, SAGAN][111] introduces self-attention modules on
both D and G to enhance feature maps and uses spectral
normalization[55].

16)



2.3. Variational Autoencoders

Variational Autoencoders (VAEs)[41, 42] are generative
models based on learning the latent space representation by
projecting a prior z on the latent vector before generating
a distribution. They have an encoder-decoder architecture
similar to auto-encoders, while mathematically, they differ
alot [21]. Instead of learning the latent vector as a discrete
representation of the dataset, VAEs learn the probability dis-
tribution of this space. More intuitively, ¢(x) is mapped to
learn a multi-variate Gaussian distribution represented by
the mean u, and co-variance o, where z is in the latent
space. While generating new samples, we want to start with
the latent representation of z as an isotropic Gaussian dis-
tribution N (z|p, o * I). The regularization term and the
reconstruction loss are introduced to achieve this. This reg-
ularization term is the KL divergence between the encoder’s
estimation of the latent variables and the standard Gaussian
distribution. The loss function is then formulated as,

L(0, ¢;:x) = —Dx1(po (2(x)l|po(2)) +
Lkr

Ep, (z1x)[log po (x|2)]

A7)

Lyeconstruction

where ¢ and 6 represent the encoder and decoder param-
eters, respectively. The only problem here is that py(z)
is intractable. To make the latent variable a learnable pa-
rameter, the authors [42] introduced a reparameterization
trick to allow backpropagation. This is done by separating
the stochastic part € and reconstructing the latent vector as
z = i + o * €. When the network has been trained to opti-

mality, py (x]2) ~ q(x).
2.4. Autoregressive models

Autoregressive models are generative models that use se-
quential data to calculate the likelihood of the next value
in series[46, 90]. The joint distribution of a dataset can be

given as,
N

(%) = [ [ a(xilx1. . - xn<i) (18)
i=1

In vision, this translates to generating images by sequenc-
ing the generation of each pixel given the prior pixels[77,
92, 93]. More formally, the autoregressive network con-
sists of either recurrent or convolutional layers that jointly
learn the dataset’s density distribution in a tractable manner
and, during inference, will run N = n2 times for an image
of size n * n to generate a sample. Images are not unlike
audio[91] or text[27, 95] where the data is structured and
sequenced. [92] introduces a sequential approach for image
synthesis by masking the pixels on the right and below and
only considering the pixels above and on the left of the pixel
we want to predict.

2.5. Normalizing flow models

Normalizing flow is a way of mapping a data’s complex
probability distribution ¢(x) to a simple latent distribu-
tion p(z) using a set of invertible, bijective and continu-
ous functions z = f(x) such that both f and f~' are
differentiable[ 19, 20, 69]. When the function f is a deep
neural network, the model is called a normalizing flow
model. Using the rule of change of variables, the proba-
bility density can be explicitly given as,

pe(x.0) = pa(o ) aet 2B 1

Since normalizing flow models estimate the exact likeli-
hood of the distribution, the training is done by minimizing
the negative log-likelihood given as,

0 fo(x)
ox
(20)

When the model is trained, the latent representation z, of-
ten chosen as a multivariate Gaussian distribution[43, 60],
can generate a sample from the dataset’s probability distri-
bution by simply applying the inverse function f, ! to it.
Although flow models are based on modeling the exact data
distribution, they are often computationally expensive since
they depend on the calculation of jacobians, have scalability
and expressiveness issues on large and complex data distri-
butions, and because of the invertibility constraint in calcu-
lations, require the input and output dimensions to be the
same[8].

Lyr = —logpx(x,0) = —log p,(fo(x))—log| det

2.6. Energy Based models

In simplicity, Energy-based models (EBMs) [47, 56, 85] are
generative models that assign an energy function Fy(x) to a
dataset’s probability distribution ¢(x) and minimize the en-
ergy function for samples from the dataset while assigning
high energy to samples that don’t belong to it.

e—Fo(x)

p(x) =~ @1

EBMs are incredibly flexible in the domain of the type
of data[23, 56, 85] and, in vision, are an excellent choice
for tasks of anomaly detection as an optimally trained
model can distinguish between the anomalies and ideal
sample[107].

Because the energy function is unnormalized, Zy =
N e~ Po()dx is used in Eq. (21) for normalizing the likeli-
hood which is often intractable. This makes the training and
sampling of EBMs difficult, and one has to rely on compu-
tationally heavy methods such as MCMC, contrastive di-
vergence (CD), and score matching, which make them an
impractical choice for fast inference use cases.




3. Evaluation metrics for vision generative
models

Evaluating generative models in vision is an active research
topic where different tasks involve specialized metrics such
as DrawBench[72], PartiPrompts[106], CLIPScore[31] for
text-to-image tasks or PSNR for image reconstruction tasks.
Here, we mainly introduce metrics that measure image fi-
delity and model diversity.

3.1. Inception Score (IS)

Inception Score (or IS) was first introduced to assess the
quality of the images generated by GAN as an automated
alternative process against human annotators[76]. Using a
feature extracting network (often the Inception model[88]),
which is trained on the same dataset as the generative
model, the score measures two components of the generated
samples: entropy of a single sample over the class labels
and secondly, entropy of class distribution over a large num-
ber of samples (suggested close to 50K samples) to measure
the diversity. For a well-trained model, the entropy of a
class over a single sample should be low, and the entropy of
class distribution over all generated samples should be high.
This indicates that the network can generate both meaning-
ful and diverse sets of images. The score is calculated as
follows:

IS = exp(Ex[Drr(po(y|x)|re(y)))] (22)

where D g, is the KL divergence, py(y|x) is the predicted
class probability and py(y) is the probability of classes over
all generated images. This implies that the higher the IS
score is, the better the model’s generative capabilities.

3.2. Fréchet Inception Distance

The drawback of the Inception score is that it only considers
the generated samples for evaluation and disregards com-
paring them with the actual dataset. Also, the IS will only
compare the class probabilities as opposed to the image fea-
ture distribution, which causes it to miss the more relevant
image features and requires a labeled dataset. The Fréchet
Inception Distance (FID)[22, 32] allows us to overcome this
by comparing the extracted features from a certain layer of
the feature extractor. More specifically, it assumes that the
extracted features belong to a Gaussian distribution with a
certain mean p and co-variance Y and calculates the Fréchet
distance (measures the similarity between two probabil-
ity distributions) between samples generated by the model
(14,2 4) and the samples from the training (114,33 ) dataset(~
50K samples). It is given as,

Drrp = || — pgl|® +tr(Ze + 2, — 2¢/5%,)  (23)

Since FID is a similarity distance, the lower the FID is, the
better. For zero-shot applications [57, 65, 105], a modified

version called the zero-shot FID is used where 1y, 3, sig-
nify the target distribution based on textual cues as opposed
to the training dataset. Kernel Inception Distance (KID)
[7] is another flavor of the FID, where the distance is mea-
sured between a polynomial representation of the inception
layer’s distribution.

3.3. Precision and Recall

Precision and recall [45, 75] are two metrics that follow the
same motivation as IS and FID of measuring the quality
and diversity of the generated samples while overcoming is-
sues of mode dropping. It provides a two-dimensional score
where precision measures the quality of images produced
while recall measures the diversity coverage of the genera-
tive model.

4. Applications in Vision

Generative models find applications in various tasks such as
image denoising, inpainting, super-resolution, text-to-video
synthesis, image-to-image translation, image search, and re-
verse image search. These applications can be divided into
two broad categories:

4.1. Unconditional generation

As the name suggests, unconditional generative models are
trained to learn a target distribution and synthesize new
samples without getting conditioned by any other input. All
models described in Sec. 2 can be considered a base un-
conditioned model whose only focus is on learning the tar-
get distribution[15, 100]. Unconditional image generation
models usually start with a seed that generates a random
noise vector. The model will then use this vector to create
output images that resemble training data distribution.

4.2. Conditional generation

On the contrary, conditional diffusion models take a prompt
and some random initial noise and iteratively remove the
noise to construct an image. The prompt guides the denois-
ing process, and once the denoising process ends after a
predetermined number of time steps, the image representa-
tion is decoded into an image. There are several forms of
conditional models:

4.2.1 Text-to-Image Generation

Text-to-image has been the most naturally prominent use
case for generative models. Providing conditioned textual
information for image generation has improved the model’s
generative capabilities[63, 108]. Over the years, archi-
tectures reigning the task have used recurrent layers [53],
GANSs [39, 49, 67, 78, 110], autoregressive models [18, 64,
106] and the diffusion-based models [10, 28, 66, 70, 74].
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Figure 3. An example of a conditional generative model: Latent
diffusion model[70]

Below we present an overview of their functioning and also
present their metrics in Tab. 1.

Table 1. Comparison of different text-to-image models

Models Architecture Best Reported

Zero-shot FID | ISt Params | Dataset
StackGAN[110] | GAN - 845 - COCO
GigaGAN[39] GAN 9.09 - 1.0B COCO
DALL-E[64] Autoregressive 27.50 18 12B COCO
GLIDE[58] Diffusion 12.24 23.7 SB Ccoco
Stable Latent  Diffu- 12.63 30.29 1.45B Ccoco
Diffusion[70] sion
DALL-E2[66] Diffusion 10.39 - 5.5B CoCco
Imagen[74] Diffusion 7.27 - 3B COCO
Parti-20B[105] | Autoregressive 3.22 - 20B COCO
Re-Imagen[10] | Diffusion 6.88 - 3.6B COCO

Text conditioned GANs: Followed by cGANSs [54], [67]
introduced embedding textual information to achieve text-
to-image generation. The model is jointly trained using im-
ages and text captions. During sampling, the text prompts
are converted to text encoding using an encoder and com-
pressed using a 128-dimensional fully connected layer. This
compressed encoding is concatenated with the latent vector
z and passed to the generator to generate images. Stack-
GAN [110] introduced a series of two GAN networks where
the text encodings from the encoder are mapped to a Gaus-
sian distribution with random noise and are then concate-
nated with the latent vector of the stage-I GAN. The stage-I
GAN generates a low-dimensional image, which is further
embedded in the latent vector of the stage-II GAN to gen-
erate a high-resolution image. The image compression is
done using the trained discriminator from stage-I.

Text conditioned autoregressive models: DALL-E [64] is a
two-stage autoregressive transformer model where the first
stage has a discrete VAE to tokenize images in a 32x32
grid and the second stage concatenates the text encodings
from a BP-Encoder to create text tokens. These concate-
nated image-text tokens are jointly trained to maximize the
ELBO [42] to obtain an image-text distribution. Similarly,
CogView [18] employs a VQ-VAE[94] for image tokeniza-
tion and SentencePiece[44] for generating text tokens and
Parti[106] uses the ViT-VQGAN[104] as the image tok-

enizer and a pre-trained BERT[16] for text encodings with
the best fine-tuned model achieving SOTA FID score of
3.22 on MS-COCO dataset.

Text conditioned Diffusion models: GLIDE[58] uses an
ADM model [17] and a transformer-based text encoder to
generate prompts in place of class labels for image synthe-
sis. DALL-E2 (a.k.a. unCLIP)[66] is a two-stage model
where the first stage uses the CLIP[63] model to generate
image embedding from text captions and the second stage
uses these image embedding as a prior to generating sam-
ples via a diffusion decoder. The authors also experimented
with using an autoregressive decoder instead of the diffu-
sion decoder, but the latter yielded better results. Stable
Diffusion[70] is a latent diffusion model (LDM). Instead
of directly dealing with the complex pixel representation,
LDMs apply the DDPM model’s forward kernel on the la-
tent representation generated by the encoder Fig. 3. A se-
ries of trained denoising U-Net are applied to denoise this
corrupted latent space. The text prompts are embedded in
the denoising steps using cross-attention layers. The re-
trieved latent space, after denoising, is passed through a
decoder to generate the sample. Because LDMs use dif-
fusion on the latent representation, training, and sampling
have proven to be computationally inexpensive as compared
to other models. Imagen[74] encodes its textual prompts
using a T5-XXL LLM model similar to CLIP. It then gen-
erates low-resolution images (64 x64) using a series of de-
noising U-Net and then up-samples these images using a se-
ries of two super-resolution U-Net diffusion models to gen-
erate images of size 256 x256 and 1024 x 1024 respectively.
Re-Imagen[10] focuses on retrieving k-nearest neighboring
images from a dataset based on the text prompts provided
and uses these images as a reference to generate new sam-
ples. DALL-E3[6] attends to improving image quality by
re-captioning text prompts into a more descriptive prompt,
which has proven to generate higher-quality images.

4.2.2 TImage super resolution

ViT-based models have been shown to achieve SOTA results
for the task of image super-resolution[l1-13, 109, 112].
Even so, the generalization capabilities of generative mod-
els can soon catch up the leaderboard[24, 99]. SRGAN[48]
first introduced a generative framework for this task us-
ing an adversarial objective. ESRGAN[96] and RFB-
ESRGAN([81] further improvise the SRGAN implementa-
tion by employing architectural modifications such as rel-
ativistic discriminator, dense residual block, and upgrad-
ing the perceptual loss. GLEAN [9] introduced a novel
encoder-bank-decoder approach where the encoder’s latent
vectors and multi-layer convolutional features are passed to
a StyleGAN[40] based latent bank. This generative bank
combines features from the encoder at various scales and



generates new latent feature representations passed to the
decoder to generate a super-resolution image. SR3[72]
and SRDIiff[50] were the first diffusion (DDPM) based
SR models. SR3 uses a conditional DDPM U-Net archi-
tecture with some adaptations in the residual layers and
conditions the denoising process using an LR image di-
rectly at each iteration. SRDiff uses an encoder-generated
embedding of the LR image and conditions the denois-
ing step by concatenating the embeddings at each itera-
tion. IDM[24] uses an implicit neural representation in ad-
dition to the conditioned DDPM to achieve a continuous
restoration over multiple resolutions using the current itera-
tion’s features. EDiffSR[99] uses the SDE diffusion process
where isotropic noise is conditioned with the LR image dur-
ing sampling to generate the high-resolution image.

4.2.3 Image anomaly detection

AnoGAN[79] and f-AnoGAN[80] are unsupervised adver-
sarial anomaly detection networks that were trained on
healthy data and using the proposed anomaly score along
with the residual score; the model predicts anomalies on
unseen data depending on the variation in the learned latent
space. DifferNet[71] uses the normalizing flow model to
map the density of healthy image features extracted from
a feature extraction network. By training on healthy data,
anomalies will have a lower likelihood and will be out of
distribution in the density space. FastFlow[103] uses a sim-
ilar approach but extends the normalizing flow into a 2D
space, which allows to directly output location results of
anomalies. CFLOW-AD|[29] uses an encoder feature ex-
tractor where features from every scale are pooled to form
multi-scale feature vectors, which are passed to the spe-
cific normalizing flow decoder along with the positional
encoding for localization of anomalies. The outputs from
each decoder are aggregated to generate an anomaly map.
AnoDDPM][98] approaches the problem using a DDPM
model with simplex noise for data perturbation. The dif-
fusion model is trained to generate healthy images. During
inference, the simplex noise perturbs the test sample for a
certain number of pre-set steps, and the denoising diffusion
model then generates an anomaly-free image using the per-
turbed sample as the prior. Comparing the generated and
input samples using reconstruction error, an anomaly seg-
mentation map is generated.

4.2.4 Image inpainting

Image inpainting tasks include restoration, textural synthe-
sis, and mask filling[4]. Context encoders [61] applied
an adversarial loss along with the reconstruction loss to
achieve sharp and coherent mask filling. [37] advances the
simple discriminator by introducing a mixture of local and
global context discriminators. The local discriminator has

the filled mask as input, and the global discriminator takes
the whole image as input to collectively create the discrimi-
nator’s objective. Following it, [102] uses a two-step gener-
ative approach where the first generator (trained on recon-
struction loss) generates a coarse prediction and the second
generator with a WGAN-GP[30] based objective is the re-
finement generator trained on local and global adversarial
loss along with the reconstruction loss. StructurFlow[68]
bifurcates the GAN generation in two steps: the structure
generator and the texture generator. The structure generator
creates a smoothened edge-preserved image, and the tex-
ture generator fills the texture in the smooth reconstructed
image. The texture generator uses an additional input of
appearance flow in the latent space, which predicts the tex-
ture of the masked regions based on the texture from source
regions. CoModGAN([114] further generalizes the inpaint-
ing task with both input-masked image and stochastic noise-
conditioned latent vector input to the generator, which en-
abled them for large region image inpainting. Pallete[73] is
a DDPM[33] based image-to-image translation model ca-
pable of image inpainting. It fills the masked region with
standard Gaussian noise and performs the denoising train-
ing only on the masked region. RePaint[51] salvages the
pre-trained unconditional DDPM model instead of training
a model for the inpainting task. Since DDPM follows a
Markov chain for data perturbation, the masked input im-
age’s noise-perturbed data is known for every iteration in re-
verse. Using this knowledge, the denoising process is con-
ditioned to add the noise-perturbed image at each reverse
step to predict the masked region. Given the stochastic na-
ture, this process can generate multiple candidates for the
inpainting task.

4.2.5 Other tasks

In addition to the above tasks, these models can be
used for various other generative tasks like image-to-
image translation[38, 89], image colorization[73], video
generation[34], point cloud generation[52], restoration,
etc.

5. Future directions

Some of the unsolved but highly sought-after directions that

researchers can take are:

» Exploring Time-Series Forecasting Applications: Future
research could delve deeper into leveraging diffusion
models for improved forecasting accuracy and efficiency.

* Physics-Inspired Generative Models: Future research
could focus on advancing physics-inspired generative
models to achieve unprecedented speed and quality in
content creation.

* Ethical Considerations: Future research could involve ad-
dressing issues related to bias, fairness, and the societal



impact of generative diffusion models.

6. Conclusion

This survey paper has provided a detailed examination of
generative Al diffusion models, shedding light on their
techniques, applications, and challenges. Despite their
promising capabilities, generative Al diffusion models
still face significant challenges such as training stability,
scalability issues, and interpretability concerns. Addressing
these challenges will be crucial for advancing the field
and unlocking the full potential of diffusion models in
generating realistic and diverse data samples. By syn-
thesizing current research findings and identifying key
areas for future research, this survey aims to guide re-
searchers and practitioners toward further advancements in
generative Al diffusion models, paving the way for innova-
tive applications and breakthroughs in artificial intelligence.
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