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ABSTRACT

Confocal fluorescence microscopy is one of the most acces-
sible and widely used imaging techniques for the study of
biological processes at the cellular and subcellular levels.
Scanning confocal microscopy allows the capture of high-
quality images from thick three-dimensional (3D) samples, yet
suffers from well-known limitations such as photobleaching
and phototoxicity of specimens caused by intense light expo-
sure, which limits its use in some applications, especially for
living cells. Cellular damage can be alleviated by changing
imaging parameters to reduce light exposure, often at the ex-
pense of image quality. Machine/deep learning methods for
single-image super-resolution (SISR) can be applied to restore
image quality by upscaling lower-resolution (LR) images to
produce high-resolution images (HR). These SISR methods
have been successfully applied to photo-realistic images due
partly to the abundance of publicly available data. In contrast,
the lack of publicly available data partly limits their appli-
cation and success in scanning confocal microscopy. In this
paper, we introduce a large scanning confocal microscopy
dataset named SR-CACO-2 that is comprised of low- and
high-resolution image pairs marked for three different fluo-
rescent markers. It allows the evaluation of performance of
SISR methods on three different upscaling levels (X2, X4, X8).
SR-CACO-2 contains the human epithelial cell line Caco-2
(ATCC HTB-37), and it is composed of 22 tiles that have been
translated in the form of 9,937 image patches for experiments
with SISR methods. Given the new SR-CACO-2 dataset, we
also provide benchmarking results for 15 state-of-the-art meth-
ods that are representative of the main SISR families. Results
show that these methods have limited success in producing
high-resolution textures, indicating that SR-CACO-2 repre-
sents a challenging problem. Our dataset, code and pretrained
weights are available: https://github.com/sbelharbi/sr-caco-
2.

Keywords: New Dataset, Confocal Fluorescence Microscopy,
Image Super-resolution, Deep Learning, Benchmark.

Figure 1: Illustration of SR-CACO-2 patch content for cells
CELL0, CELL1, and CELL2, and for the HR patch and its
corresponding three LR patches (/2, /4, /8). The HR patch
size is 512× 512, while the LR patch sizes are 256× 256,
128× 128, and 64× 64 for scales /2, /4, and /8, respec-
tively.

1 Introduction

Confocal fluorescence microscopy is a standard imaging tech-
nique in biological and biomedical research [23, 24, 57]. It
can resolve cell and tissue structures at a maximum lateral
resolution of about 200nm, providing high-quality images at a
moderate cost [60]. Point scanning confocal microscopy and
spinning disk confocal microscopy are two advanced imag-
ing techniques used for high-resolution fluorescence imaging.
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Point scanning confocal microscopy uses a single laser beam
to sequentially scan each point of the specimen, providing
high-resolution images with excellent optical sectioning ca-
pability. This method is ideal for the detailed examination
of thick three-dimensional (3D) specimens and allows for
precise control over imaging parameters. However, it can
be relatively slow and may cause photobleaching due to pro-
longed exposure to the laser [13, 27]. In contrast, spinning
disk confocal microscopy uses a disk with multiple pinholes
to simultaneously scan multiple points of the specimen. This
results in much faster image acquisition, making it suitable for
live cell imaging and dynamic processes. Spinning disk confo-
cal microscopy also reduces photobleaching and phototoxicity
compared to point scanning. However, its optical sectioning
capability is generally lower, and it does not provide the same
level of detail for thick 3D specimens. Therefore, an ongoing
challenge with confocal microscopy of thick 3D samples is
optimizing imaging parameters (laser intensity, exposure du-
ration, scanning speed) to obtain high-quality images while
minimizing phototoxicity. This is particularly challenging
when capturing large 3D image stacks or time-lapse videos,
where samples are repeatedly imaged 10s or 100s of times.

The success of microscopy is however limited due to the pho-
tobleaching of fluorescent probes caused by the excitation
light of the emitted laser. Additionally, long exposure to this
light can also cause phototoxicity of cells which leads to their
damage and even death, further limiting the usage of such tech-
niques in live cell imaging [13, 27]. Moreover, high-resolution
images require long exposure to light which increases the risk
of these issues and impedes the observation of instantaneous
inter-cellular events. Different approaches have been con-
sidered to limit these issues, such as pulsed excitation [44],
specialized culture media [6, 7], or more sophisticated tech-
niques such as controlled light exposure microscopy [10, 25].
However, these techniques remain cumbersome, expensive,
and less general. Another common and practical approach
considers imaging with fluorescence microscopy with short
exposure time or low excitation light intensity. This can lead
to low-quality images which are subsequently improved using
image-enhancing techniques [3, 9, 55, 56, 64].

Deep learning methods have recently provided significant
improvements in diverse image analysis tasks [18] and bio-
sciences [31, 50]. In particular, it has allowed for consider-
able advances in single-image super-resolution (SISR) [70]
where high-resolution (HR) images are restored from low-
resolution (LR) photo-realistic images [38, 65, 73, 74]. How-
ever, the success of these methods relies heavily on the avail-
ability of large-scale public datasets to train a deep SISR
model. Few works in microscopy imaging aim to leverage
SISR [8, 11, 26, 37, 43, 46, 47]. This extends to differ-
ent microscopy techniques [60] including standard fluores-
cence microscopy such as confocal [57], Structured Illumina-

tion Microscopy (SIM) [19], STimulated Emission Depletion
(STED) microscopy [22], Single-Molecule Localization Mi-
croscopy (SMLM) such as PhotoActivated Localization Mi-
croscopy (PALM) [5], and Stochastic Optical Reconstruction
(STORM) [48]. Some of these methods enhance image qual-
ity [8, 26, 43, 46], while others aim to upscale images by a
factor [37, 47]. In contrast with standard SISR evaluations on
photo-realistic images, where an LR image is typically a syn-
thetic interpolated version of an HR image, SISR methods for
microscopy images deal with real LR images. This translates
into a difficult task since real LR images are produced through
a different unknown process than a deterministic interpolation
which is relatively easy to learn. Despite the success of these
methods, the availability of datasets remains an issue in mi-
croscopy, where datasets are private and inaccessible. This
data unavailability hinders research progress in microscopy
imaging and prevents leveraging the potential of deep SISR
methods.

Our work addresses the lack of public datasets for SISR in
fluorescence microscopy. To the best of our knowledge, no
public dataset exists for this modality. SR-CACO-2 is a new
confocal fluorescence dataset proposed for bio-imaging with
pairs of HR and (real) LR images for the SISR task. It is based
on human epithelial cell line Caco-2 [34] (ATCC HTB-37).
The imaged tiles (Fig.3) capture epithelial cells isolated from
colon tissue with colorectal adenocarcinoma. Three different
proteins are marked and imaged, yielding different views of a
cell: Survivin (CELL0), E-cadherin or Tubulin (CELL1), and
Histone H2B (CELL2). The dataset is composed of 22 tiles
with the HR tiles measuring 9, 300× 9, 300 pixels. They are
captured by laser scanning over a regular raster. Three dif-
ferent LR scales are provided (Fig. 1): /2, /4, and /8. The
SR-CACO-2 dataset is designed for convenient evaluation
of machine learning models – patches are cropped to a size
512× 512 from HR tiles, and their corresponding patches
from all LR tiles at different scales. These patches are only
comprised of regions of interest (ROI) (i.e., cells), while ir-
relevant regions with black backgrounds are discarded. This
allows the collection of 9, 937 patches that can be directly
used for the training and testing of deep SISR models.

Our main contributions are summarized as follows.
(1) A large and challenging dataset, SR-CACO-2, for confo-
cal fluorescence SISR microscopy is proposed. It captures an
epithelial cell line derived from colorectal adenocarcinoma
grown as 3D spheroids. SR-CACO-2 contains 22 tiles in
HR format and three corresponding real LR versions /2, /4,
and /8 covering three separate protein markers: Survivin,
E-cadherin or Tubulin, and Histone H2B.
(2) A reproducible experimental protocol is introduced to per-
form machine learning experiments. It allows preparing the
dataset for experiments with SISR methods.
(3) An extensive benchmarking study of 15 representative
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SISR methods is provided to assess the quality of super-
resolved images. These results show that state-of-the-art SISR
methods yield smooth images and fail to correctly produce
accurate HR texture across all scales. The full SR-CACO-2
dataset (tiles and patches), code, and pretrained weights of
methods are made public.
(4) Images produced by all SISR methods are analyzed to as-
sess their efficiency in downstream biology task for cell object
(nucleus) detection and segmentation. Although they provide
poor visual quality, several methods achieve promising results
on these tasks compared to LR and HR.

2 Related Work

1. Photo-realistic SISR: A large progress has been observed
in SISR for photo-realistic application [70]. The proposed
methods mostly deal with supervised SISR task. Commonly,
the degradation process is known beforehand and often inter-
polation is used to synthesize LR images from HR images. In
the following, we divide super-resolution (SR) existing works
into four main families based on their framework [70] which
differs in the way the SR image is upscaled based on the input
LR image which is the main key problem in SISR task (Fig.2).
In particular, each family differs in what type of upscaling is
used and its location in the model.

Pre-upsampling super-resolution. Initial works circumvented
the difficulty of mapping LR to HR images by performing
an initial upscaling step using standard algorithms such as
interpolation which is then refined using deep learning models.
SRCNN [14, 15], one of the pioneering works in SISR, firstly
adopted such approach where bicubic interpolation is initially
used to upscale the input image, followed by a convolutional
neural network (CNN). This CNN is trained end-to-end where
it takes the upscaled input and aims to refine it, in a super-
vised way, to yield a SR image as close as possible to the
HR image. A major advantage of these methods is that they
only need to focus on the refinement since a major part of the
SISR has already been done by interpolation. Other works
followed similar approach with differences in training loss or
architecture design [29, 30, 58, 59]. For instance, VDSR [30]
employs residual learning as loss where the model aims to
learn the residuals between the bicubic and the HR images, in
addition to using a deeper model than SRCNN. Other meth-
ods often rely on deep models, in particular using recursion
such as DRCN [29], DRNN [58], and MemNet [59]. Despite
the success of these methods, they are very computationally
expensive and they require a lot of memory since these very
deep models perform all their operations in HR image space.
Subsequent works aim to find different approaches to bypass
this computational cost while improving the quality of the
produced SR image.

Figure 2: SISR families. The grey block indicates a predefined
upsampling such as interpolation. Blue, green, and yellow in-
dicate learnable convolution, upsampling, and downsampling
modules, respectively.

Iterative up-and-down sampling super-resolution. This family
leverages back-projection technique [28] suggested in [61]
as a way to improve SR methods. In particular, it is used in
an iterative way to reinforce the mutual dependency LR-HR
in image pairs. For instance, DBPN [20] uses consecutive up
and down layers. A residual error is then added to current
image prediction which is then feed to the next layer. The final
layer concatenates all the previous predictions, then, followed
by a CNN layer which yields the final prediction. A parallel
work, SRFBN [39], uses a similar strategy with more dense
skip connections. Such approach has been also used in video
super-resolution [21] but it has not been adopted largely by
the community.

Progressive upsampling super-resolution. This family of
methods tackles two common issues in SISR. Exiting works
upscale the LR image at once which is difficult. A second
issues is that each scale requires training one model. This cat-
egory aims to build a single model for all scales, while scaling
up the LR image gradually. This creates less cumbersome
models for deployment, and also allows multi-step upscaling
which facilitates more SISR task. For instance, LapSRN [33]
and MS-LapSRN [32] adopted Laplacian pyramid SR net-
work. It is based on a cascade of CNN that learns residual

3



Belharbi et al. [Under review 2024]

sub-bands of high resolution images, which is added to an
interpolated version of the image. This is done repeatedly
where the scale increases until reaching the final requested
scale where the interpolated images has accumulated all the
residuals. ProSR [67] follows a similar approach however it
uses the same input for interpolation instead of intermediate
resulting image. The methods under this family greatly reduce
the learning difficulty by decomposing the task into multiple
steps that support each others. However, training models
with multi-stage scales remains difficult and vulnerable to
instability.

Post-upsampling super-resolution. These methods perform
most of the computations in LR dimensions while placing
learnable upsampling layers toward the end for minimal com-
putations at HR dimensions. The aim is to reduce the train-
ing computational cost which is a well known bottleneck in
SISR [16, 54]. SISR field is dominated by this framework.
Several works have been proposed. FSRCNN [16] improved
SRCNN [14] by changing its architecture from a pre-sampling
method to post-sampling one. This is done by introducing
a deconvolution layer at the output layer while learning an
end-to-end mapping from LR to HR space. To furthermore
reduce computation, they shrink feature maps towards the
input then expand them back toward the last layers while
using small filter size but more mapping layers. Different
methods focused on improving residual learning for deep
models as it has been shown to be beneficial for SISR task,
including EDSR [41], RCAN [77], RDN [79], CARN [2],
and MSRN [36]. In SRDenseNet [62], authors leverage more
skip connections in a very deep network. Adversarial gen-
erative models have also been introduced in SRGAN [35]
and ESRGAN [66]. Non-local aggregation method has been
extensively used in image restoration. Under the assumption
that similar patches frequently recur in a natural scene im-
age, several SISR methods have been proposed to leverage
this idea. IGNN [80] extends the Non-local self-similarity
idea across scales using graphs. Attention-based models have
been also developed for SISR task to improve features such as
RNAN [78], SAN [12], HAN [45], SwinIR [40], NLSN [42],
ENLCN [73]. In GRL method [38], authors propose to explic-
itly model image hierarchies in the global, regional, and local
range into a new self-attention module. In ACT method [74],
authors improve self-attention by including local features from
CNNs and long-range multi-scale dependencies captured by
transformers. Omni-SR method leverages both spatial and
channel-wise self-attention [65]. Recently, iterative-based ap-
proaches such as diffusion methods have attracted the commu-
nity attention [49, 75]. However, they remain computationally
expensive.

2. Microscopy SISR: Compared to photo-realistic field, mi-
croscopy domain has seen very limited work. Each existing
work is specialized in one single imaging technique. Some of

these methods enhance image quality [8, 26, 43, 46], while
others aim to upscale images by a factor [37, 47]. In [8],
authors propose task-assisted generative adversarial network
(TA-GAN) which incorporates an auxiliary task such as seg-
mentation which has shown to be better than unassisted meth-
ods. It has been used to convert confocal to STED images.
Authors in [26] perform a similar task using GANs. Deep
models haven used in [43] for STORM modality while PALM
modality has been tackled in [46]. Additionally, recurrent
neural networks (RNN) have been used to upscale images for
STORM modality [37]. Authors in [47] propose deep Fourier
channel attention network for SIM modality. All these works
employ private real or synthetic datasets. Only the work of
[47] provides a public dataset for SIM modality. Such lack
of public data can contribute in slowing down research in mi-
croscopy SISR field. Our work is an effort to provide a public
dataset for fluorescence microscopy SISR task for model’s
training and evaluation.

3 The SR-CACO-2 Dataset

SR-CACO-2 is a dataset suitable for designing and evaluat-
ing machine/deep learning methods that can perform SISR
in fluorescence microscopy imaging. In particular, imaged
tiles of size ∼ 9k × 9k capture the human epithelial cell line
Caco-2. These cells are a well-established model for studying
mitotic spindle orientation and epithelial cell polarity. As they
are cell lines, they can be cultured over long periods without
the requirement for repeated re-isolation from tissue. They are
also easily modified with lentivectors to overexpress or knock-
down proteins of interest, or to introduce fluorescently-tagged
proteins for use in live imaging.

The dataset was captured via fixed-cell imaging since it pre-
vents the cells from moving, allowing for accurate capturing
of all scales. The captured images allow training of SISR
models that can potentially be used for live-imaging videos.
Three proteins involved in cell division were used, as cell
division is a behavior commonly studied via live imaging.
First, mCherry-Histone H2B (CELL2, bright): Histone H2B
marks chromatin (the DNA inside cells). It is tagged with the
red fluorescent protein mCherry. GFP-tubulin or E-cadherin
(CELL1, medium): Tubulin is a marker for microtubules,
which are one of the structural components of cells and can
be used to see the cell outline/shape. Microtubules also form
the mitotic spindle, which is important during mitosis (cell
division) for separating DNA into two new daughter cells.
Tubulin is tagged with green fluorescent protein (GFP). E-
cadherin is a standard marker for epithelial cells. It is found
along the cell-cell contact sites and shows epithelial polarity.
It is also useful because it stains the membrane of each cell, so
this (or GFP-tubulin), in combination with mCherry-Histone
H2B shows the cell shape and the nucleus respectively. Sur-
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Step 1. Lentiviral infection

Lentivirus

Single cell suspensionCaco2 epithelial monolayer mCherry-Histone H2B  GFP-tubulin

Step 2. Growing epithelial cysts in 3D

Step 3. Immunostaining

Survivin (midbody)
E-cadherin (basolateral membrane)

Step 4. Image acquisition

Seeding onto BME 3D epithelial cysts

5 days
Media/2% Geltrex

100% Geltrex

10x10 tile scans using LSM700 confocal microscope

/2 /4 /8

Pixels per tile 1024x1024 512x512 256x256 128x128

Survivin (CELL0)
E-cadherin or GFP-tubulin (CELL1)
mCherry-Histone H2B (CELL2)

High-resolution Low-resolution

Figure 3: Methodology for capturing of the SR-CACO-2 dataset.
Step 1: Lentiviral infection. mCherry-Histone H2B and GFP-tubulin lentivirus are added to a monolayer of Caco-2 epithelial
cells. Infection of the monolayer with the viruses results in permanent modification of the cells to expression mCherry-Histone
H2B (Magenta circles = red fluorescent chromosomes) and GFP-tubulin (Green rectangles = green fluorescent microtubules).
Step 2: Growing 3D epithelial cysts. The Caco-2 monolayer is detached to form a single-cell suspension. Cell culture plates
are coated in a layer of Geltrex basement membrane extract (BME), onto which the Caco-2 single-cell suspension is added.
After 5 days in culture, the single cells grow to form organized multicellular 3D structures, known as cysts or spheroids.
Step 3: Immunostaining. Primary antibodies target survivin (a marker of midbodies, a structure present at the end of cell
division) and E-cadherin (a cell membrane marker). Secondary antibodies result in the fluorescence of these markers in either
green or far red channels.
Step 4: Image acquisition. Tile scans are performed with an LSM700 microscope at 4 resolution levels. All 3 channels are
captured with each tile scan: Survivin (CELL0), E-cadherin or GFP-tubulin (CELL1), mCherry-Histone H2B (CELL2).

vivin (CELL0, dim): Survivin marks the midbody, which is a
bridge between cells present during the very last step of cell
division.

SR-CACO-2 is comprised of more than 9k real pairs of LR
and HR patches. It is a representative dataset in this field since
it is captured by a standard process used in fluorescence mi-
croscopy. In addition, three different upscaling scenarios are
available, X2, X4, and X8 allowing a better study of the limit
of SISR methods. The process of capturing our SR-CACO-2
dataset is described in Sec.3.1, while the experimental proto-
col described in Sec.3.2 allows preparing the dataset for SISR
design and evaluation of SISR methods.

Tiles Patches
Data subsets Train Validation Test Total Train Validation Test Total
Number 15 3 4 22 7,349 1,117 1,471 9,937
Image size:

HR ∼ 9, 318× 9, 318 512× 512

LR /2 ∼ 4, 658× 4, 658 256× 256

LR /4 ∼ 2, 328× 2, 328 128× 128

LR /8 ∼ 1, 164× 1, 164 64× 64

File size:
HR 260.5 MB 262.4 KB
LR /2 65.1 MB 65.8 KB
LR /4 16.3 MB 16.6 KB
LR /8 4.1 MB 4.4 KB

Table 1: SR-CACO-2 dataset splits and relevant statistics.

3.1 Dataset Capture:

Caco-2 cells (ATCC HTB-37), a colorectal adenocarcinoma
cell line, were used for all data collection (Fig.3). These cells
were used unmodified, or modified via lentiviral infection for
stable overexpression of mCherry-Histone H2B or mCherry-
Histone H2B and GFP-tubulin, to label chromosomes and
microtubules respectively. Cells were seeded at a density of
12,000 cells per well into µ-slide 8 well plates (Ibidi 80826),
pre-coated with 12 µL Geltrex basement membrane extract
(Gibco A1413202). Cells were cultured at 37°C in 5% CO2 in
Dulbecco’s Modified Eagle Medium (DMEM) (Wisent 319-
005-CL) supplemented with 10% Fetal Bovine Serum (FBS)
(Wisent 091-150, lot 091150) and 2% Geltrex. Media was
changed every 2-3 days. Cells were cultured for a total of 5
days to allow the formation of single-layered 3D epithelial
structures (cysts) with the open lumen.

After 5 days, cells were fixed in 2% paraformaldehyde in
phosphate-buffered saline (PBS) for 10 minutes, followed
by immunostaining. Cells were blocked and permeabilized
using 10% goat serum, 0.5% fish skin gelatin and 0.5% Triton
X-100 in PBS for 1 hour. Primary antibodies were incubated
overnight at 4°C in the blocking/permeabilization buffer. Pri-
mary antibodies used were survivin (midbody marker, Cell
Signaling 2808T, 1:300 dilution) and E-cadherin (basolat-
eral cell membrane marker, BD Transduction Laboratories
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Figure 4: Pre-processing tiles to patches. First, the HR tile of cell CELL2 (the brightest) is binarized to allow localizing cells
only (i.e. ROI). A sliding window of size 512× 512 is used to scan the entire tile with specific overlap. Only windows with
enough cell mass are kept while the rest are discarded. The same coordinates of the preserved patches are used for CELL1
and CELL2 of HR tiles. Coordinates of LR patches X2, X4, and X8 are computed by scaling down the HR patch coordinates
accordingly to the corresponding scale.

610181, 1:500 dilution). Secondary antibodies were incu-
bated in the blocking/permeabilization buffer for 1 hour at
room temperature. Secondary antibodies used were Alexa
Fluor 488 AffiniPure Donkey anti-Rabbit IgG (Jackson Im-
munoResearch 711-545-152, dilution 1:750) and Alexa Fluor
647 AffiniPure Donkey Anti-Mouse IgG (Jackson Immunore-
search 715-605-151, dilution 1:200). Following immunostain-
ing, cells were stored in PBS at 4°C.

Imaging was performed with a Zeiss LSM700 confocal mi-
croscope using a 20x/0.8NA objective lens. Each tile was
scanned using a 10× 10 grid at 4 different resolutions. The
size of each sub-image in the grid changes with the scale:
HR: 1024x1024 pixels, scan speed 9, averaging 8; LR (/2):
512x512 pixels, scan speed 9, averaging 1; LR (/4): 256x256
pixels, scan speed 9, averaging 1; LR (/8): 128x128 pixels,
scan speed 9, averaging 1. The averaging indicates how many
slices are captured and averaged, which reduces noise. Initial
images were acquired with HR tile scans completed for each
well of cells, before capturing images for subsequent resolu-
tions. Positions were saved using automated Zeiss software,
to ensure the same region of interest was imaged at each res-
olution. Later tiles were acquired with all four resolutions
imaged for one well, before imaging subsequent wells.

3.2 Experimental Protocol:

Patches sampling. Since the imaged tiles are quite large
( 9k × 9k), they are not well suited for machine learning mod-
els as they usually operate on smaller images. To this end,
we pre-processed the tiles to patches as presented in Fig.4.
In particular, on HR tiles of the brightest cell, i.e. CELL2,
we used a sliding window that scans from left to right and
from top to bottom of the entire tile. Windows can overlap
by 25% to increase the chance of capturing large patterns and
minimize cropping cells. The window size is set to 576× 576

with 64 extra margin at each side that will be useful for a later
operation (registration). This additional margin was discarded,
and only windows of size 512× 512 were preserved as final
patches.

Many of the sampled windows will land on empty regions,
i.e., black background. In particular, across all the 22 HR
tiles of CELL2, 74.24% of total pixels are background while
only 25.74% are foreground (cells). Windows which are more
black will not be helpful in learning or evaluation since they
are easy to reconstruct using models. Therefore, they will
introduce an evaluation bias by giving a high level of perfor-
mance, which does not reflect the true performance of the
models to super-resolve relevant regions, i.e., cells. For this
reason, we discarded the windows without enough cell con-
tent. To detect these windows, we threshold the tile using a
threshold value of 4 which is manually deemed sufficient to
spot the cells without triggering tiny noise to appear. Only
windows with at least 20% of cell content were preserved.

The aforementioned process is performed over HR tiles of
CELL2 to determine useful HR patches. Once done, the co-
ordinates of these patches are used to crop HR patches from
HR tiles of CELL1 and CELL0 at the same location. Then,
the coordinates of LR patches from LR tiles are estimated
using the coordinates of the corresponding HR patches. This
is performed by downsizing the coordinates using the corre-
sponding downscale factor. For example, for the LR patch
at scale /2 for CELL2 in a specific location, we divide the
coordinates of its corresponding HR patch of the same cell
and location by 2.

Scanning the same tiles at different resolutions can lead to
small but detectable shifts (fractions of a micron) due to the
physical movement of the microscope stage from the posi-
tion of tile 100 back to the imaging start position at tile 1.
This is a common issue for any type of microscope with a
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mechanical stage. To mitigate this issue, we align patches
once cropped. Given an HR patch and its corresponding LR
patches, we perform image registration of each LR patch to
be aligned with its corresponding HR patch, where the HR
patch is used as the image reference. A global shift between
the two patches is estimated using TV-L1 algorithm for op-
tical flow estimation [76]1. This allows performing a global
shift of all the pixels at once while preserving all their neigh-
bouring pixels. Such a shift can lead to artifacts at the patch
boundaries. Therefore, we re-crop the patch at the center with
size 512× 512 and discard the extra margin of 64 at each
side. The final HR patches are 512× 512 while LR patches
of /2, /4, and /8 are 256× 256, 128× 128, and 64× 64,
respectively.

Data split. First, the 22 tiles are randomly split into 15 for
training, 3 for validation, and 4 for testing. This prevents
mixing patches of the same tile across different sets. Splitting
the tiles is done randomly. Tiles with identifiers (ID) = [’9’,
’10’, ’14’, ’20’] are assigned to the test set. Tiles with ID [’7’,
’11’, ’19’] are used for the validation set. Finally, tiles with
ID = [’1’, ’2’, ’3’, ’4’, ’5’, ’6’, ’8’, ’12’, ’13’, ’15’, ’16’, ’17’,
’18’, ’21’, ’22’] are used for training. This is summarized in
Tab.1 along with the patch distribution across all subsets.

4 Single-Image Super-Resolution Methods

In addition to the proposed new dataset, we provide in this
work an initial benchmarking of different SISR methods. In
particular, we evaluated 15 SISR methods taken from 4 com-
mon families [70]. In addition, we compare to a simple base-
line which is interpolation via bicubic method. The reported
results here can be used as baselines for future comparisons.
We select representative and most recent methods as follows:
Pre-upsampling SR: SRCNN [14], VDSR [30], DRRN [58],
and MemNet [59]. Post-upsampling SR: NLSN [42], DF-
CAN [47], SwinIR [40], ENLCN [73], GRL [38], ACT [74],
and Omni-SR [65]. Iterative up-and-down sampling SR:
DBPN [20], and SRFBN [39]. Progressive upsampling SR:
ProSR [67], and MS-LapSRN [32].

We note that post-upsampling family is the most dominant
approach [70]. It contains most recent works. Other families
have seen less progress mainly due to their high computational
cost.

4.1 Evaluation Metrics

To provide quantitative comparison of different methods,
we consider standard super-resolution performance mea-
sures [70]. In particular, we use Peak signal-to-noise ratio

1In practice, we used the function
skimage.registration.optical_flow_tvl1 from
scikit-image library https://scikit-image.org.

ROI only Full image
Train loss / Performance PSNR ↑ NRMSE ↓ SSIM ↑ PSNR ↑ NRMSE ↓ SSIM ↑

Bicubic 30.38 0.0723 0.6891 36.33 0.0373 0.8858

L2 33.13 0.0520 0.8140 37.23 0.0332 0.8042
L1 33.03 0.0530 0.8166 39.17 0.0263 0.9352
Lssim 33.19 0.0518 0.8223 39.23 0.0260 0.9356
L2 + λLssim 33.42 0.0499 0.8210 37.81 0.0311 0.8437
L1 + λLssim 33.38 0.0501 0.8206 37.75 0.0313 0.8426

Table 2: Ablation of training loss ablation over SR-CACO-2:
performance on test set for CELL2 with scale X2 for both
cases ROI only and full image; using SRCNN method [14].
Training is performed for 20 epochs.

Training time (h)
(100 epochs)

Methods / Scale X2 X4 X8
Pre-upsampling SR
SRCNN [14] (eccv,2014) 3.4 2.0 1.4
VDSR [30] (cvpr,2016) 3.5 2.0 1.4
DRRN [58] (cvpr,2017) 3.6 2.0 1.3
MemNet [59] (iccv,2017) 11.6 11.6 11.8
Post-upsampling SR
NLSN [42] (cvpr,2021) 5.5 2.5 2.0
DFCAN [47] (nat. methods,2021) 3.5 2.0 1.7
SwinIR [40] (iccvw,2021) 6.4 3.3 2.9
ENLCN [73] (aaai,2022) 4.0 2.2 2.0
GRL [38] (cvpr,2023) 16.2 12.6 12.2
ACT [74] (cvpr,2023) 5.8 4.7 4.4
Omni-SR [65] (cvpr,2023) 10.5 9.8 9.9
Iterative up-and-down sampling SR
DBPN [20] (cvpr,2018) 3.8 2.9 3.0
SRFBN [39] (cvpr,2019) 3.7 2.2 2.2
Progressive upsampling SR
ProSR [67] (cvprw,2018) 3.7 3.5 3.3
MS-LapSRN [32] (tpami,2019) 3.4 2.0 1.3

Table 3: Models training time for 100 epochs.

7

https://scikit-image.org


Belharbi et al. [Under review 2024]

(a) (b)

(c) (d)

Figure 5: Ablations over general hyper-parameters: Patch size (a), batch size (b), SSIM kernel size (c), and its λ weight (d).
The PSNR performance on test set for CELL2 with scale X2 for ROI only is reported using SRCNN model [14] trained for 20
epochs.

(PSNR), structural similarity index (SSIM) [69], and normal-
ized root mean square error (NRMSE) [47].

Let us consider Y , and Ŷ the ground truth, and predicted
high resolution images, respectively.

The PSNR is one of the most common metrics for image
reconstruction task [70]. It is defined as the log of the ratio
between the maximum pixel value and the mean squared error
(MSE) between the ground truth and the prediction,

PSNR(Y , Ŷ ) = 10 · log10

(
m2

1
n

∑n
i=1(Yi − Ŷi)2

)
, (1)

where m is the maximum pixel value which is m = 255 in the
case of 8-bit image representation, and n = h× w is the total
number of pixels in the image with height h, and width w.
Note that high PSNRmeasure indicates better predicted image.
A related measure to PSNR is NRMSE which normalizes the
MSE measure as follows,

NRMSE(Y , Ŷ ) =

√√√√ 1

n

n∑
i=1

(Yi − Ŷi)2/(max(Y )−min(Y )) .

(2)
Note that low NRMSE indicate better predicted image.

Different from PSNR and NRMSE measures which compare
only pixel intensities, SSIM considers a neighboring window
around a pixel to capture more local statistics [69]. This
local context is modeled via a kernel capturing specific size.
In particular, SSIM measure combines luminance, contrast,
and structure. Since this measure has more fidelity to signal

quality [53, 68], it has been largely adopted in super-resolution
community [70].

We denote by y, and ŷ as local patches at the same location
from Y , and Ŷ , respectively. The SSIM measure at this patch
is referred to as ssim, and it measures as,

ssim(y, ŷ) =
(2µyµŷ + C1) + (2σyŷ + C2)

(µ2
y + µ2

ŷ + C1)(σ2
y + σ2

ŷ + C2)
, (3)

where µ(·) is the intensity mean of the corresponding patch,
µ(·) is its corresponding variance, while µyŷ is 2 patches
covariance. The SSIM between two images y, and ŷ is the
average ssim at each location,

SSIM(Y , Ŷ ) =
1

n

n∑
i=1

ssim(Y [i], Ŷ [i]) , (4)

where Y [i] is the patch at location i of image Y . High SSIM
measure indicates better predicted image.

The evaluation is performed on the full patch, referred to as
full image, as commonly done. We furthermore report refined
performance over the cells only, referred to as ROI only, to bet-
ter assess the prediction quality without the black background
inside the patches. ROIs are determined by thresholding the
HR patch using a set of thresholds2. A performance is com-
puted per-threshold over the ROI only. The final reported
performance is the average of all per-threshold performances.
Models are trained on each cell type, and each scale sepa-
rately.

2Evaluation thresholds are [4, 5, 6, 7, 8, 9, 10].
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4.2 Implementation Details

Training deep super-resolution methods typically requires
defining a set of hyper-parameters. Most relevant ones are
the batch size, patch size, and training loss. Before training
all methods, we conduct an initial ablation over these hyper-
parameters over SRCNN method [14] for CELL2 with scale
X2. In term of training loss, we compared three standard
losses commonly used in super-resolution task [70], L1, L2,
and Lssim. Over a single predicted image Ŷ , and its corre-
sponding HR ground truth Y , these losses are defined as,

L1(Y , Ŷ ) = ∥Y − Ŷ ∥1 . (5)

L2(Y , Ŷ ) = ∥Y − Ŷ ∥2 . (6)

Lssim(Y , Ŷ ) = SSIM(Y , Ŷ ) . (7)

Stochastic Gradient Descent (SGD) is used for their optimiza-
tion. Table 2 shows the performance when using different
losses. Since the quality of SR over cells is the most important,
compared to black background, we opted for the case combin-
ing L2 and Lssim which has the best performance. Therefore,
all the next reported results are obtained by minimizing this
composite loss,

L(Y , Ŷ ) = L2(Y , Ŷ )− λLssim(Y , Ŷ ) . (8)

Using Eq.8 for training, we explored other hyper-parameters.
Results are reported in Fig.5. In all our next experiments,
we set patch size to 96× 96, batch size to 8, kernel size for
SSIM loss to 19× 19, and its λ = 5. The remaining impor-
tant hyper-parameter which is the learning rate is tuned with
respect to each method, scale, and cell type over 26 values
that ranges from 0.0009 to 0.01. We use 100 epochs for train-
ing amounting to a total of ∼ 92k SGD updates on a single
NVIDIA A100 GPU. The training time of each method varies
from 1.5 hours to 16 hours depending on the scale. In total,
we conducted around ∼ 4.5k experiments with total compu-
tation time of ∼ 5k hours. The training time per method is
presented in Tab.3.

SISR task: Tables 4, 5 show results over all the methods on
ROI only, i.e., cells, and on full image, respectively. Figure
6 shows the PSNR performance in a visual form across all
the cells, scales, and methods. Note that performance over
full images are relatively way higher compared to when only
ROI is considered. Overall, SISR methods achieved better
results than simple interpolation. As commonly known, the
higher the scale factor, the more difficult the task. This is also
observed in our results across all methods and performance
measures. For instance, SRCNN [14] yields a PSNR of 35.08,
33.17, and 29.19 for X2, X4, and X8, respectively. Another
emerging pattern in these results is the discrepancy perfor-
mance across cell types: CELL0, CELL1, and CELL2. Over
PSNR and SSIM performance, CELL0, i.e. dimmest, is the

(a) X2

(b) X4

(c) X8

Figure 6: Super-resolution performance of different methods:
PSNR performance over SR-CACO-2 test set on ROI only,
i.e. cells, for the scales: X2, X4, and X8.
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PSNR ↑ NRMSE ↓ SSIM ↑
SISR Methods Scale CELL0 CELL1 CELL2 Mean CELL0 CELL1 CELL2 Mean CELL0 CELL1 CELL2 Mean

Bicubic
X2 35.02 32.15 30.38 32.52 0.1085 0.0601 0.0724 0.0803 0.7618 0.7658 0.6891 0.7389
X4 35.46 32.03 31.10 32.86 0.0985 0.0586 0.0660 0.0744 0.8206 0.8002 0.7673 0.7960
X8 31.88 27.50 26.10 28.49 0.1655 0.1139 0.1349 0.1381 0.6683 0.6266 0.6511 0.6487

Pre-upsampling SR

SRCNN [14] (eccv,2014)
X2 37.54 34.27 33.42 35.08 0.0710 0.0450 0.0500 0.0553 0.8517 0.8524 0.8210 0.8417
X4 36.14 32.73 32.25 33.71 0.0817 0.0528 0.0572 0.0639 0.8522 0.8216 0.8079 0.8272
X8 33.05 28.04 26.49 29.19 0.1265 0.0967 0.1220 0.1151 0.7711 0.7085 0.7092 0.7296

VDSR [30] (cvpr,2016)
X2 37.77 34.20 33.53 35.17 0.0784 0.0463 0.0498 0.0582 0.8760 0.8579 0.8334 0.8558
X4 36.69 32.64 32.31 33.88 0.0842 0.0536 0.0570 0.0649 0.8622 0.8262 0.8171 0.8352
X8 31.90 27.52 26.22 28.55 0.1651 0.1138 0.1350 0.1380 0.6695 0.6308 0.6582 0.6528

DRRN [58] (cvpr,2017)
X2 37.61 34.14 33.59 35.11 0.0797 0.0464 0.0495 0.0585 0.8752 0.8570 0.8331 0.8551
X4 36.53 32.63 32.29 33.82 0.0860 0.0536 0.0570 0.0655 0.8620 0.8262 0.8160 0.8347
X8 31.85 27.21 26.21 28.42 0.1653 0.1133 0.1341 0.1375 0.6697 0.6201 0.6562 0.6486

MemNet [59] (iccv,2017)
X2 35.86 33.17 31.27 33.43 0.0955 0.0502 0.0639 0.0699 0.8056 0.8224 0.7657 0.7979
X4 35.11 32.42 30.91 32.81 0.0992 0.0541 0.0675 0.0736 0.8270 0.8100 0.7605 0.7992
X8 32.00 27.57 26.41 28.66 0.1580 0.1044 0.1272 0.1299 0.6999 0.6717 0.6943 0.6886

Post-upsampling SR

NLSN [42] (cvpr,2021)
X2 37.89 34.19 33.62 35.24 0.0746 0.0452 0.0487 0.0562 0.8758 0.8541 0.8320 0.8540
X4 37.08 32.77 32.52 34.12 0.0751 0.0519 0.0550 0.0607 0.8592 0.8218 0.8123 0.8311
X8 32.75 27.96 26.18 28.96 0.1394 0.0993 0.1303 0.1230 0.7455 0.6945 0.6767 0.7055

DFCAN [47] (nat. methods,2021)
X2 37.52 34.12 33.24 34.96 0.0792 0.0467 0.0514 0.0591 0.8741 0.8578 0.8321 0.8547
X4 36.43 32.62 32.17 33.74 0.0877 0.0541 0.0579 0.0665 0.8609 0.8265 0.8166 0.8347
X8 31.37 27.12 25.45 27.98 0.1656 0.1102 0.1363 0.1374 0.6927 0.6469 0.6621 0.6673

SwinIR [40] (iccvw,2021)
X2 24.49 34.13 33.57 30.73 0.2484 0.0472 0.0494 0.1150 0.3745 0.8598 0.8330 0.6891
X4 35.45 32.71 32.43 33.53 0.0769 0.0527 0.0559 0.0618 0.8575 0.8235 0.8154 0.8321
X8 31.53 27.31 25.77 28.20 0.1605 0.1077 0.1326 0.1336 0.7003 0.6586 0.6701 0.6763

ENLCN [73] (aaai,2022)
X2 38.05 34.27 33.63 35.32 0.0695 0.0447 0.0485 0.0542 0.8703 0.8546 0.8284 0.8511
X4 36.96 32.77 32.48 34.07 0.0769 0.0521 0.0554 0.0615 0.8610 0.8233 0.8140 0.8327
X8 33.00 28.13 26.19 29.10 0.1335 0.0975 0.1303 0.1204 0.7563 0.6998 0.6760 0.7107

GRL [38] (cvpr,2023)
X2 32.52 34.20 33.32 33.34 0.1200 0.0469 0.0512 0.0727 0.7764 0.8599 0.8280 0.8215
X4 36.42 32.72 32.32 33.82 0.0839 0.0518 0.0567 0.0641 0.8632 0.8178 0.8139 0.8317
X8 29.87 27.86 26.07 27.93 0.1662 0.0992 0.1179 0.1278 0.7056 0.7006 0.7095 0.7052

ACT [74] (cvpr,2023)
X2 37.60 34.29 33.62 35.17 0.0765 0.0452 0.0483 0.0567 0.8727 0.8582 0.8230 0.8513
X4 36.86 32.73 32.43 34.01 0.0778 0.0518 0.0554 0.0617 0.8597 0.8177 0.8056 0.8277
X8 33.16 28.14 25.76 29.02 0.1265 0.0936 0.1379 0.1193 0.7678 0.7090 0.6800 0.7189

Omni-SR [65] (cvpr,2023)
X2 37.70 34.11 33.51 35.11 0.0759 0.0461 0.0496 0.0572 0.8744 0.8539 0.8313 0.8532
X4 36.44 32.59 32.34 33.79 0.0849 0.0536 0.0563 0.0649 0.8592 0.8203 0.8111 0.8302
X8 30.75 27.16 25.30 27.74 0.1713 0.1098 0.1352 0.1387 0.6715 0.6419 0.6591 0.6575

Iterative up-and-down sampling SR

DBPN [20] (cvpr,2018)
X2 37.88 34.39 33.53 35.27 0.0710 0.0442 0.0491 0.0548 0.8699 0.8576 0.8285 0.8520
X4 36.97 32.86 32.48 34.10 0.0749 0.0514 0.0551 0.0605 0.8573 0.8253 0.8083 0.8303
X8 32.81 27.76 26.37 28.98 0.1303 0.0993 0.1227 0.1174 0.7650 0.6959 0.7060 0.7223

SRFBN [39] (cvpr,2019)
X2 36.13 33.15 31.61 33.63 0.0955 0.0531 0.0625 0.0704 0.8078 0.8091 0.7470 0.7880
X4 36.08 32.52 31.79 33.46 0.0911 0.0545 0.0605 0.0687 0.8405 0.8147 0.7889 0.8147
X8 32.27 27.78 26.47 28.84 0.1560 0.1091 0.1278 0.1310 0.7022 0.6549 0.6904 0.6825

Progressive upsampling SR

ProSR [67] (cvprw,2018)
X2 37.35 34.48 33.32 35.05 0.0765 0.0434 0.0505 0.0568 0.8722 0.8556 0.8331 0.8536
X4 36.71 32.76 32.47 33.98 0.0810 0.0525 0.0557 0.0631 0.8626 0.8252 0.8157 0.8345
X8 32.07 28.23 26.20 28.83 0.1585 0.0965 0.1327 0.1293 0.6970 0.7073 0.6670 0.6904

MS-LapSRN [32] (tpami,2019)
X2 33.88 32.36 29.34 31.86 0.1130 0.0535 0.0791 0.0819 0.7652 0.8164 0.7695 0.7837
X4 30.80 30.99 31.08 30.96 0.1192 0.0615 0.0626 0.0811 0.7885 0.7837 0.7806 0.7843
X8 31.83 27.14 25.06 28.01 0.1404 0.0982 0.1323 0.1236 0.7478 0.6933 0.6640 0.7017

Table 4: Super-resolution performance over SR-CACO-2 test set on ROI only, i.e., cells.
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Figure 7: Illustrative visual results for X2, CELL2 across all SISR models. HR patch file sample name:
hr_div_1/tile_HighRes1024-10_293_6912_7552_6400_7040_CELL2.tif.
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PSNR ↑ NRMSE ↓ SSIM ↑
SISR Methods Scale CELL0 CELL1 CELL2 Mean CELL0 CELL1 CELL2 Mean CELL0 CELL1 CELL2 Mean

Bicubic
X2 41.29 38.23 36.34 38.62 0.0433 0.0300 0.0373 0.0369 0.9332 0.9105 0.8858 0.9098
X4 41.76 38.22 37.07 39.02 0.0383 0.0286 0.0337 0.0335 0.9470 0.9233 0.9128 0.9277
X8 37.82 32.78 31.01 33.87 0.0756 0.0702 0.0935 0.0798 0.8901 0.8447 0.8512 0.8620

Pre-upsampling SR

SRCNN [14] (eccv,2014)
X2 37.46 38.85 37.81 38.04 0.0678 0.0273 0.0312 0.0421 0.6860 0.8503 0.8438 0.7934
X4 37.59 37.39 36.99 37.33 0.0650 0.0319 0.0340 0.0436 0.7103 0.8157 0.8419 0.7893
X8 31.92 31.24 29.51 30.89 0.1327 0.0749 0.0991 0.1022 0.5038 0.6268 0.6480 0.5929

VDSR [30] (cvpr,2016)
X2 44.57 40.65 39.74 41.65 0.0272 0.0214 0.0245 0.0244 0.9684 0.9527 0.9437 0.9550
X4 43.14 39.08 38.53 40.25 0.0312 0.0251 0.0279 0.0281 0.9611 0.9418 0.9381 0.9470
X8 37.80 32.72 31.01 33.84 0.0760 0.0713 0.0958 0.0810 0.8897 0.8445 0.8512 0.8618

DRRN [58] (cvpr,2017)
X2 44.50 40.58 39.76 41.61 0.0273 0.0215 0.0244 0.0244 0.9691 0.9520 0.9432 0.9547
X4 43.14 39.03 38.43 40.20 0.0310 0.0253 0.0282 0.0282 0.9623 0.9408 0.9364 0.9465
X8 38.02 32.80 31.08 33.97 0.0737 0.0651 0.0939 0.0776 0.8937 0.8491 0.8536 0.8655

MemNet [59] (iccv,2017)
X2 41.91 36.24 36.81 38.32 0.0390 0.0383 0.0344 0.0372 0.9393 0.7248 0.8754 0.8465
X4 41.39 36.23 36.89 38.17 0.0390 0.0374 0.0345 0.0370 0.9463 0.7588 0.9096 0.8716
X8 37.10 32.20 30.30 33.20 0.0777 0.0670 0.0965 0.0804 0.8495 0.7681 0.7454 0.7877

Post-upsampling SR

NLSN [42] (cvpr,2021)
X2 42.99 39.68 39.01 40.56 0.0333 0.0242 0.0268 0.0281 0.9164 0.9064 0.9085 0.9104
X4 39.59 38.12 37.40 38.37 0.0505 0.0286 0.0324 0.0372 0.7986 0.8816 0.8756 0.8519
X8 34.97 31.70 30.81 32.49 0.0946 0.0719 0.0916 0.0860 0.6763 0.6788 0.8225 0.7259

DFCAN [47] (nat. methods,2021)
X2 44.27 40.63 39.49 41.46 0.0279 0.0214 0.0251 0.0248 0.9672 0.9533 0.9424 0.9543
X4 43.19 39.12 38.26 40.19 0.0307 0.0250 0.0287 0.0281 0.9641 0.9422 0.9194 0.9419
X8 37.13 32.51 30.46 33.36 0.0757 0.0638 0.0899 0.0764 0.8639 0.8320 0.8348 0.8435

SwinIR [40] (iccvw,2021)
X2 28.93 39.81 39.67 36.14 0.1555 0.0228 0.0247 0.0677 0.3802 0.9228 0.9429 0.7487
X4 42.00 38.73 38.23 39.65 0.0347 0.0263 0.0291 0.0300 0.9257 0.9238 0.9266 0.9253
X8 36.85 32.35 30.60 33.27 0.0768 0.0656 0.0896 0.0774 0.8482 0.8026 0.8297 0.8268

ENLCN [73] (aaai,2022)
X2 40.20 39.53 38.62 39.45 0.0482 0.0248 0.0283 0.0338 0.8010 0.8939 0.8958 0.8636
X4 40.03 38.33 37.74 38.70 0.0476 0.0278 0.0309 0.0354 0.8221 0.8929 0.8946 0.8699
X8 33.93 31.30 30.83 32.02 0.1060 0.0767 0.0916 0.0914 0.6086 0.6401 0.8267 0.6918

GRL [38] (cvpr,2023)
X2 28.99 39.79 39.56 36.11 0.1827 0.0230 0.0250 0.0769 0.3964 0.9167 0.9377 0.7503
X4 41.74 36.18 37.60 38.50 0.0370 0.0374 0.0311 0.0351 0.9115 0.7372 0.8681 0.8389
X8 27.93 31.11 29.12 29.39 0.2013 0.0767 0.0923 0.1235 0.3765 0.6283 0.6294 0.5447

ACT [74] (cvpr,2023)
X2 40.92 38.26 36.36 38.51 0.0443 0.0289 0.0379 0.0370 0.8300 0.8243 0.7641 0.8061
X4 39.07 36.76 35.36 37.07 0.0542 0.0345 0.0420 0.0436 0.7717 0.7813 0.7411 0.7647
X8 32.27 29.80 27.62 29.90 0.1281 0.0891 0.1225 0.1133 0.5190 0.5196 0.5405 0.5264

Omni-SR [65] (cvpr,2023)
X2 43.51 40.35 39.51 41.12 0.0308 0.0222 0.0252 0.0261 0.9516 0.9486 0.9412 0.9471
X4 42.14 38.63 37.94 39.57 0.0352 0.0265 0.0301 0.0306 0.9488 0.9313 0.9209 0.9337
X8 36.05 32.08 29.97 32.70 0.0815 0.0673 0.0904 0.0797 0.8586 0.7946 0.8022 0.8185

Iterative up-and-down sampling SR

DBPN [20] (cvpr,2018)
X2 40.15 39.50 38.19 39.28 0.0485 0.0249 0.0294 0.0343 0.8005 0.8859 0.8575 0.8480
X4 37.87 38.19 35.96 37.34 0.0634 0.0284 0.0386 0.0435 0.7108 0.8772 0.7735 0.7871
X8 32.85 31.34 29.24 31.14 0.1186 0.0733 0.1015 0.0978 0.5482 0.6526 0.6334 0.6114

SRFBN [39] (cvpr,2019)
X2 42.41 39.20 37.41 39.67 0.0373 0.0265 0.0329 0.0322 0.9461 0.9258 0.9011 0.9243
X4 42.24 38.20 37.07 39.17 0.0358 0.0286 0.0339 0.0328 0.9498 0.8993 0.8802 0.9098
X8 37.26 32.72 30.53 33.50 0.0777 0.0698 0.0958 0.0811 0.8523 0.8231 0.7665 0.8140

Progressive upsampling SR

ProSR [67] (cvprw,2018)
X2 42.07 38.68 39.17 39.97 0.0368 0.0280 0.0261 0.0303 0.8996 0.8356 0.9325 0.8892
X4 41.65 38.61 38.08 39.45 0.0376 0.0267 0.0295 0.0313 0.9050 0.9044 0.9095 0.9063
X8 37.10 31.20 30.91 33.07 0.0790 0.0774 0.0937 0.0834 0.8511 0.6189 0.8376 0.7692

MS-LapSRN [32] (tpami,2019)
X2 29.89 34.03 32.47 32.13 0.1672 0.0499 0.0572 0.0915 0.4078 0.6260 0.6772 0.5703
X4 30.99 31.81 33.69 32.16 0.1277 0.0657 0.0493 0.0809 0.4628 0.5500 0.6905 0.5678
X8 28.31 27.61 25.46 27.13 0.1995 0.1089 0.1402 0.1496 0.3803 0.4243 0.4176 0.4074

Table 5: Super-resolution performance over SR-CACO-2 test set on full image.

easiest while CELL2 is the most difficult, i.e. the brightest.
Over NRMSE, results are mixed. Across all the four studied
SISR families, we observe that pre-upsampling SR yielded
better results overall across all metrics and scales. This is un-
expected since post-upsampling SR are current state-of-the-art
approaches [70]. These results may suggest that upscaling our
LR images through deep models may fail to reconstruct the
details of our HR images. This may be explained by the nature
of the details present in our HR images which paradoxically

comes from noise. Confocal microscopes perform multiple
scans to produce a set of slices that are aggregated to produce
a final 2D image. Due to an inherited noise produced by the
detectors on microscopes, each slice is different. However,
averaging these slices decreases the noise and maintains the
true signal. The work of [63] shows that it is difficult for CNN
based models to reconstruct input images with noise as they
tend to filter out that noise even when it is provided as input.
Therefore, it is challenging for such models to produce similar
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images to our HR images. Such result should be considered
in designing future SISR methods for this dataset. We provide
in Fig.7 typical visual results for scale X2 over CELL2 which
illustrate the limited capacity of these methods to produce
accurate HR details as they yield blurry images.

Model versus HR
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Figure 8: Analysis of cell detection performance: CELL2.

Downstream biology tasks: Object detection/segmentation.
To evaluate the image results from each model on downstream
biology tasks, we evaluated each model at X2, X4, and X8
using an object segmentation task using widely used and
openly accessible software for image analysis (ImageJ) [52]3.
30 random images from test set are selected. Images were
resized to 512 x 512 pixels with no interpolation. Auto-
matic object segmentation was performed using Star-convex
Shapes (StarDist) [51, 71, 72] with the following parameters:
modelChoice = Versatile (fluorescent nuclei), normalizeIn-
put = TRUE, percentileBottom = 1.1, percentileTop = 100.0,
probThresh = 0.6, nmsThresh = 0.4. The resulting output
was the number of objects detected. Manual object counting
was performed to create the Ground Truth number of objects.
Manual comparisons were made to identify oversegmentation
and under segmentation errors for each image. Graphing and
statistical analysis were performed using JMP Pro (version
17.0.0)4. Steel’s test for non-parametric multiple comparisons

3https://imagej.net/ij
4https://www.jmp.com/en_ca/home.html
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Figure 9: Analysis of cell detection performance: CELL0.
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Figure 10: Analysis of cell segmentation performance:
CELL0, CELL2, X2.

using HR as the control group was performed to assess model
performance. Our objective was to evaluate model perfor-
mance relative to HR, not ground truth. Models that perform
as well as HR (i.e. not statistically different than HR at p=0.05)
are represented in orange. Figures 8, 9 show results for cell
detection across the 2 extreme cases: CELL2 and CELL0,
respectively. Cell segmentation performance is reported in
Fig.10. Overall, several methods (orange) achieved compara-
ble results to HR images on these tasks which is promising.
Figure 11 shows an example of cell segmentation of different
methods.

5 Ethical Considerations and Dataset
Accessibility

The SR-CACO-2 dataset does not require ethics approval.
Caco-2 (Cancer coli-2) cells were isolated from a 72 year
old white male in the 1970s as part of a collection of gas-
trointestinal cancer cell lines at the Memorial Sloan Kettering
Cancer Center [34]. The use of Caco-2 cells does not re-
quire ethics approval because the cells were established prior
to the US Federal Policy for the Protection of Human Sub-
jects (1991) and the UK Human Tissue Act (2004). This
is the standard for the biological field for the use of cell
lines from derived from human tissue that are now consid-

ered publicly available. The cells were obtained from the
American Type Culture Collection (ATCC)5, a nonprofit or-
ganization that collects and distributes cell lines and other
biological materials that are publicly accessible. Its legal dis-
claimers allow the use of Caco-2 cells for laboratory research
https://www.atcc.org/products/htb-37.

The dataset is made public and can be freely accessed for
academic, non-commercial and not-for-profit research un-
der a custom license. A user is required sign an end-
user license agreement to request the dataset. Once ap-
proved, we send them the link to download the dataset. The
dataset which includes full tiles, and patches, are stored
permanently on Google Drive. The code, along with the
pretrained weights use an open-source license and they
are located at https://github.com/sbelharbi/sr-caco-2, and
https://huggingface.co/sbelharbi/sr-caco-2, respectively.

6 Dataset Publishing and Usage

6.1 Dataset Hosting and Licensing

The dataset and code are available for researchers. We use a
custom non-commercial license for research purposes only.
To access the dataset, a user is required to sign an end-user
license agreement. Upon approval, a link to the dataset is com-
municated to the user. The dataset represents 1.8 GB for all
the tiles, and 3.4 GB for all the patches. The dataset is stored
in Google Drive 6 intended for long time availability. The
Google Drive account is accessible by the all the authors
of the dataset for future updates, and withdrawal if needed.
The Github code web-page is meant as the front-end site
for the dataset https://github.com/sbelharbi/sr-caco-2. The
ReamMe file contains a brief overview of the dataset, request
instructions, link to a permanent arXiv7 pdf with the content
of this paper, link to download the pretrained weights, and in-
stallation and usage of the code. The code uses an open-source
3-Clause BSD License [1]. Due to their large size, the pre-
trained weights of different benchmarked methods are stored
in Hugging Face https://huggingface.co/sbelharbi/sr-caco-
2 under the same license as the code.

6.2 Intended Uses and Ethical Considerations

The dataset is made available for research purposes only. No
personal information of human subject who provided the cells
is available. Based on our dataset, it is impossible to uncover
their identity.

The dataset is meant primarily to train models for SISR task
for confocal fluorescence microscopy imaging for 3 different

5https://www.atcc.org
6https://drive.google.com
7https://arxiv.org
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Figure 11: Cell segmentation example using different methods: CELL2, X2. Red arrow for undersegmented er-
rors; Blue arrow for oversegmented error; and green arrow for boundary error. HR patch file sample name:
hr_div_1/tile_HighRes1024-20_396_6912_7552_5632_6272_CELL2.tif. In all cases, the brightness has
been enhanced just for visualization. Best visualized in color.
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scales (X2, X4, and X8). Accurate models trained with our
dataset can be efficiently used to performance SISR on live-
imaging of low-resolution videos. This allows fast imaging at
low-resolution, and therefore, reduce the cell damage caused
by long exposure to light, and also allowing the observation of
instantaneous inter-cellular events. Additionally, improving
live-imaging videos quality has a huge benefit for downstream
biological tasks including cell segmentation, cell counting,
cell movement tracking, identifying and characterizing cell
divisions.

Provided the adequate annotation, this dataset could be used
for other biological/cell related applications for computational
training such as: Cell segmentation: the availability of both
nuclei and cell membranes makes cell segmentation possible.
However, the dataset does not exhibit multiple different cell
types/cell shapes, making it less universal. Cell count: Mod-
els can be trained to identify cell number, cell shape, perhaps
also identifying dividing cells as well, since there is staining
for chromosomes as well as Tubulin/Survivin, which both
mark certain stages of division.

We are not aware of any way to misuse this dataset. The
authors declare that they bear all responsibility in case of any
violation of rights during the collection of the data or other
work, and will take appropriate action when needed, e.g., by
removing data with such issues.

7 SR-CACO-2 Dataset Limitations

First, it would have been interesting to supplement this data
set with oversaturation/undersaturation or very bright vs very
dim imaging, as live imaging of cells requires low laser power
to minimize damage to cells. This therefore often results in
dim images, compared to what can be acquired using fixed
and immunostained images. Second, Caco2 cells were ideal
for cell for use in this study due to the ease and efficiency of
culturing them in 3D and their ability to efficiently polarize.
However, often the next step in biological studies is to use
human patient-derived tissue or mouse tissue. Future studies
could involve the imaging of either primary human or primary
mouse organoids. Third, live cells are more dynamic, while
fixed cells are static. Live cells are actively growing, dividing,
and synthesizing building blocks. This results in changes to
the markers that we have used, like mCherry-Histone H2B and
GFP-tubulin, which can change shape and position within an
individual cell over time, and provide important biological in-
formation, such as the stage of cell division. This information
cannot be followed for an individual cell once fixed and im-
munostained, which may impact the SISR model performance.
Although, live cells look nearly identical to fixed cells, using
fixed dead cells for training SISR models remains a practical
solution. Ideally, collecting images of live cells as time-lapse
videos for training could be better choice as it reflects the

test time scenario. However, acquiring such data is extremely
challenging for the task of SISR due to cell movements or
appearance of new cells due to cell division. This will create
a large misalignment between tiles at different scales, render-
ing the training impractical. Forth, the dataset is limited in
term of the types of proteins that have been captured. We
are only looking at chromosomes, cell membrane/cell struc-
tural proteins, and proteins specific for division. The dataset
could perhaps be improved with an increase in the number and
type of markers used, such as proteins that appear as puncta
in the cytoplasm, proteins localized to the apical membrane
(mutually exclusive localization with E-cadherin), basement
membrane proteins (extracellular matrix found around the
outside of cysts), and signaling molecules.

8 Conclusion

The limited existing datasets for SISR microscopy are mostly
private which hinders research progress. Our work comes
to fill in this gap. In particular, we propose a new dataset,
SR-CACO-2, for Confocal Fluorescence Microscopy Image
Super-Resolution. It contains 3 scales (X2, X4, and X8) with
three protein markers in different lighting conditions and about
9k real pairs of LR/HR patches. The capturing procedure of
the data and the experimental protocol for SISR are straightfor-
ward and reproducible. Our benchmarking of state-of-the-art
SISR methods showed that they cannot accurately produce the
HR images, making this new dataset extremely challenging.
Aside from the evaluation of the quality of the produced im-
ages, we conducted further analysis to assess their efficiency
in downstream biology task such as cell segmentation. Sev-
eral methods achieved promising results compared to LR and
HR images. This dataset can contribute in driving progress in
designing SISR models for microscopy. This is not limited to
fixed-imaging but it extends to live-imaging. Trained models
with our data can be used for live-imaging videos captured
with low quality under reduced light exposure to preserve
cells. This leads to fast imaging which allows the observa-
tion of instantaneous inter-cellular events with less damage to
the cells. Accurately upscaling these videos with these SISR
methods opens the doors for the ultimate goal which is to
perform biological tasks such as cell tracking, counting, and
segmentation.
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A Overview of Dataset

A.1 Dataset statistics

We provide a nutrition label for our SR-CACO-2 dataset
(Fig.12). Furthermore, Tab.6 presents more statistics about
ROI distribution per HR tile for SR-CACO-2 dataset. Note
that cells cover only small part of the tile in general.

A.2 Data Format and Organization

Figure 13 shows the file organization of patches and tiles
for SR-CACO-2 dataset. The names of the tiles follows this
format:

1. HR tiles: HighRes1024/HighRes1024-<ID>.tif

2. LR tiles (/2): LowRes512/LowRes512-<ID>.tif

3. LR tiles (/4): LowRes256/LowRes256-<ID>.tif

4. LR tiles (/8): LowRes128/LowRes128-<ID>.tif

where ID ∈ [’1’, ’2’, ’3’, ’4’, ’5’, ’6’, ’7’, ’8’, ’9’, ’10’, ’11’,
’12’, ’13’, ’14’, ’15’, ’16’, ’17’, ’18’, ’19’, ’20’, ’21’, ’22’].
Note that a tile contains all the three markers, one in each
plane: plane 0 for CELL0, plane 1 for CELL1, plane 2 for
CELL2. The names of the patches follows this format:

1. HR tiles: HighRes1024/HighRes1024-<ID>_S_h0_h1_w0_w1_CELL<I>.tif

2. LR tiles (/2): LowRes512/LowRes512-<ID>_S_h0_h1_w0_w1_CELL<I>.tif

3. LR tiles (/4): LowRes256/LowRes256-<ID>_S_h0_h1_w0_w1_CELL<I>.tif

4. LR tiles (/8): LowRes128/LowRes128-<ID>_S_h0_h1_w0_w1_CELL<I>.tif

where S is the patch ID, a sequential counter of the valid
patches in a tile, h0_h1_w0_w1 are the coordinates of the
patch, I is the cell ∈ [0, 1, 2].
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SR-CACO-2 Dataset Facts
Dataset SR-CACO-2
Nature of Dataset A Dataset for Confocal Fluorescence Microscopy Image
Super-Resolution
Tiles Per Dataset 22
Patches Per Dataset 9,937
Available scales HR, LR (X2, X4, X8)

Motivation

Summary A Dataset for Confocal Fluorescence Microscopy
Image Super-Resolution. It is comprised of low- and high-resolution image
pairs marked for three different fluorescent markers. It allows the evaluation
of performance of SISR methods on three different upscaling levels (X2,
X4, X8). SR-CACO-2 contains the human epithelial cell line Caco-2 (ATCC
HTB-37), and it is composed of 22 tiles that have been translated in the
form of 9,937 image patches for experiments with SISR methods.
Original Authors Soufiane Belharbi, Mara KM Whitford, Phuong Hoang,
Shakeeb Murtaza, Luke McCaffrey, Eric Granger

Metadata

URL https://github.com/sbelharbi/sr-caco-2
Keywords Confocal Fluorescence Microscopy, Image Super-resolution,
Deep Learning, Benchmark
Cell type Human epithelial cell line Caco-2 (ATCC HTB-37)
Protein markers Survivin, E-cadherin or Tubulin, and Histone H2B
Format .tif
Ethical Review Not necessary
License Custom: Academic, non-commercial and not-for-profit use
First release 2024

Cleaning and Labeling

Alignment All LR patches are aligned with their HR patch
ROI patches are cropped in a way to have at least 20% of cell content

Data size

All tiles 1.8 GB
All patches 3.4 GB

Figure 12: A data card styled (nutrition labels) for SR-CACO-2 dataset following [4, 17].
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Tile name Size (h× w) Cell area / background area
CELL0 CELL1 CELL2

Train set

HighRes1024-1.tif 9318x9318 9.01/90.98 12.63/87.36 13.31/86.68
HighRes1024-2.tif 9318x9318 18.34/81.65 28.54/71.45 26.24/73.75
HighRes1024-3.tif 9318x9318 9.50/90.49 13.77/86.22 14.80/85.19
HighRes1024-4.tif 9318x9318 7.32/92.67 10.47/89.52 10.69/89.30
HighRes1024-5.tif 9318x9318 15.88/84.11 20.92/79.07 22.06/77.93
HighRes1024-6.tif 9317x9317 14.29/85.70 17.02/82.97 14.33/85.66
HighRes1024-8.tif 9317x9317 22.89/77.10 28.19/71.80 25.12/74.87
HighRes1024-12.tif 9318x9318 13.57/86.42 27.64/72.35 39.15/60.84
HighRes1024-13.tif 9318x9319 14.74/85.25 19.30/80.69 27.20/72.79
HighRes1024-15.tif 9319x9318 12.70/87.29 25.61/74.38 35.14/64.85
HighRes1024-16.tif 9318x9319 20.77/79.22 38.70/61.29 47.23/52.76
HighRes1024-17.tif 9318x9319 20.77/79.22 38.70/61.29 47.23/52.76
HighRes1024-18.tif 9319x9318 12.70/87.29 25.61/74.38 35.14/64.85
HighRes1024-21.tif 9318x9318 13.57/86.42 27.64/72.35 39.15/60.84
HighRes1024-22.tif 9317x9318 15.47/84.52 23.85/76.14 27.37/72.62

Average set – 14.76/85.22 23.90/76.08 28.27/71.71

Validation set

HighRes1024-7.tif 9317x9317 19.90/80.09 25.91/74.08 21.27/78.72
HighRes1024-11.tif 9317x9317 15.77/84.22 19.53/80.46 17.84/82.15
HighRes1024-19.tif 9317x9318 10.16/89.83 17.68/82.31 22.65/77.34

Average set – 15.27/84.71 21.04/78.95 20.58/79.40

Test set

HighRes1024-9.tif 9317x9317 11.79/88.20 14.76/85.23 11.26/88.73
HighRes1024-10.tif 9317x9317 19.85/80.14 22.67/77.32 19.37/80.62
HighRes1024-14.tif 9317x9318 10.16/89.83 17.68/82.31 22.65/77.34
HighRes1024-20.tif 9318x9319 14.74/85.25 19.30/80.69 27.20/72.79

Average set – 14.13/85.85 18.60/81.38 20.12/79.87

Total average – 14.72/85.26 22.55/77.43 25.74/74.24

Table 6: Statistics of SR-CACO-2 dataset, HR tiles: tiles size, and foreground (cell) / background areas (%) of high-resolution
tiles. The splits of train, validation, and test sets are done randomly. Foreground regions are determined automatically by
thresholding where the threshold is set to 4 to capture all relevant parts.
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caco2-tiles
└── all-tiles
    ├── HighRes1024
    │             ├── HighRes1024-10.tif
    │             ├── HighRes1024-11.tif
    │             ├── HighRes1024-12.tif
    │             ├── ...
    │
    ├── LowRes512
    │    ├── LowRes512-10.tif
    │    ├── LowRes512-11.tif
    │    ├── LowRes512-12.tif
    │    ├── ...
    │
    ├── LowRes256
    │             ├── LowRes256-10.tif
    │             ├── LowRes256-11.tif
    │             ├── LowRes256-12.tif
    │             ├── ...
    │
    └──  LowRes128
                  ├── LowRes128-10.tif
                  ├── LowRes128-11.tif
                  ├── LowRes128-12.tif
                  ├── ...
     

Patches Tiles

caco2
├── config.txt
├── config.yaml
├── hr_div_1
│             ├── tile_HighRes1024-10_0_0_640_1280_1920_CELL0.tif
│             ├── tile_HighRes1024-10_0_0_640_1280_1920_CELL1.tif
│             ├── tile_HighRes1024-10_0_0_640_1280_1920_CELL2.tif
│             ├── tile_HighRes1024-1_0_0_640_512_1152_CELL0.tif
│             ├── tile_HighRes1024-1_0_0_640_512_1152_CELL1.tif
│             ├── tile_HighRes1024-1_0_0_640_512_1152_CELL2.tif
│             ├── ...
├── hr_div_2
│             ├── tile_LowRes512-10_0_0_320_640_960_CELL0.tif
│             ├── tile_LowRes512-10_0_0_320_640_960_CELL1.tif
│             ├── tile_LowRes512-10_0_0_320_640_960_CELL2.tif
│             ├── tile_LowRes512-1_0_0_320_256_576_CELL0.tif
│             ├── tile_LowRes512-1_0_0_320_256_576_CELL1.tif
│             ├── tile_LowRes512-1_0_0_320_256_576_CELL2.tif
│             ├── ...
├── hr_div_4
│             ├── tile_LowRes256-10_0_0_160_320_480_CELL0.tif
│             ├── tile_LowRes256-10_0_0_160_320_480_CELL1.tif
│             ├── tile_LowRes256-10_0_0_160_320_480_CELL2.tif
│             ├── tile_LowRes256-1_0_0_160_128_288_CELL0.tif
│             ├── tile_LowRes256-1_0_0_160_128_288_CELL1.tif
│             ├── tile_LowRes256-1_0_0_160_128_288_CELL2.tif
│             ├── ...
├── hr_div_8
│             ├── tile_LowRes128-10_0_0_80_160_240_CELL0.tif
│             ├── tile_LowRes128-10_0_0_80_160_240_CELL1.tif
│             ├── tile_LowRes128-10_0_0_80_160_240_CELL2.tif
│             ├── tile_LowRes128-1_0_0_80_64_144_CELL0.tif
│             ├── tile_LowRes128-1_0_0_80_64_144_CELL1.tif
│             ├── tile_LowRes128-1_0_0_80_64_144_CELL2.tif
│             ├── ...
├── log_folds.txt
└── log.txt

Figure 13: File structure of SR-CACO-2 dataset for patches and tiles folders.
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