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Abstract. Despite advances in the paradigm of pre-training then fine-
tuning in low-level vision tasks, significant challenges persist particularly
regarding the increased size of pre-trained models such as memory usage
and training time. Another concern often encountered is the unsatisfy-
ing results yielded when directly applying pre-trained single-image mod-
els to multi-image domain. In this paper, we propose a efficient method
for transferring a pre-trained single-image super-resolution (SISR) trans-
former network to the domain of stereo image super-resolution (SteISR)
through a parameter-efficient fine-tuning (PEFT) method. Specifically,
we introduce the concept of stereo adapters and spatial adapters which
are incorporated into the pre-trained SISR transformer network. Subse-
quently, the pre-trained SISR model is frozen, enabling us to fine-tune the
adapters using stereo datasets along. By adopting this training method,
we enhance the ability of the SISR model to accurately infer stereo im-
ages by 0.79dB on the Flickr1024 dataset. This method allows us to
train only 4.8% of the original model parameters, achieving state-of-the-
art performance on four commonly used SteISR benchmarks. Compared
to the more complicated full fine-tuning approach, our method reduces
training time and memory consumption by 57% and 15%, respectively.

Keywords: Parameter-efficient fine-tuning · Stereo image super-resolution
· Transfer learning

1 Introduction

The “pre-training then fine-tuning” pipeline has been consistently playing a
crucial role in both the field of Natural Language Processing (NLP) and high-
level computer vision (CV). By fine-tuning pre-trained models using limited
downstream data, one can effectively improve the model’s accuracy in down-
stream tasks while mitigating overfitting. Prominent examples of this approach
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Fig. 1: Common training strategies in low-level vision include: (a) training from
scratch, (b) full fine-tuning (pre-training then fine-tuning), and (c) parameter-efficient
fine-tuning (Ours). (d) X2 results of SteISR on Flickr1024 dataset; (e) comparison of
the tunable parameters, training time and memory.

include language models like BERT [15] and GPT [37], as well as visual models
such as Moco [6], SimCLR [5], and DINO [34]. However, the growing size of these
models poses challenges regarding GPU resources necessary for full fine-tuning.

Recently, NLP researchers started researching on parameter-efficient fine-
tuning (PEFT) techniques as a solution to mitigate the complexities of fine-
tuning large models. There are notable contributions in this area include adapter-
like methods [21,35,38] and the LoRA series [14,22,49]. The fields of high-level
vision research have noted promising progress in PEFT, including VPT [24],
AIM [45], and CoOp [52]. This instrument significantly reduces the computa-
tional and memory resources necessary to fine-tune large models. In addition,
these PEFT methods provide competitive performance, even outperforming fully
fine-tuned models in some instances. As such, these advancements are beginning
to reshape the landscape of model fine-tuning, offering more efficient and advan-
tageous strategies.

However, in the low-level domain, there have been limited investigations into
PEFT methods. The common practice in this area predominantly involves either
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training models from scratch on fixed datasets or reverting to the pre-training
then fine-tuning model [4, 7, 28], as shown in Fig. 1. The domain of SteISR, a
subfield harnessing potential applications in sectors such as autonomous driv-
ing [10] and robotics [11], it has attracted increasing attention from researchers,
resulting in the development of several influential methods [8,9,12,25,31,53]. It is
noteworthy that almost all of these methods start training from scratch on fixed
datasets such as Flickr1024 [43] with 800 pairs and Middlebury [39] with 60 pairs.
Regrettably, due to the smaller scale and low-quality training data for SteISR,
the resulting models in this field underperform in texture recovery compared to
SISR methods, significantly impeding the progress of SteISR. In addition, the
SteISR models are also growing increasingly large, making the training costs
challenging to manage [8]. As such, it is evident that there is a pressing need for
research and development in effective and efficient learning methods tailored for
this domain.

To address the dilemma of SteISR, this study initially attempts to fully
fine-tune the pre-trained SISR network HAT [7], which is a SISR model pre-
trained on large dataset ImageNet [13], on the SteISR datasets Flickr1024 [43]
and Middlebury [39] to evaluate the effectiveness of the pre-training then fine-
tuning method. However, the fine-tuned model exhibits inferior performance
compared to the original one, as shown in Fig. 1(d). This performance gap leads
an important question: does the pre-training then fine-tuning method not work
for low-level vision or specifically for SteISR? To explore the reasons behind
this, the HAT model [7] is trained from scratch on the same SteISR datasets,
and through comparative tests, it is found that the performance of the model
trained from scratch is significantly lower than that of the fine-tuned model,
as shown in Fig. 1(d). Thus, it can be concluded that the pre-training then
fine-tuning method is not the cause. On the contrary, the low-quality stereo
image datasets play a pivotal role. This phenomenon bears some similarity to
the concept of “catastrophic forgetting".

Inspired by the PEFT method utilized in the field of NLP, this study proposes
a method involving the introduction of a small number of additional parameters
into the pre-trained SISR model. Only these introduced parameters are then
updated during the fine-tuning process. Specifically, stereo adapters and spa-
tial adapters are introduced into the frozen SISR transformer network HAT [7]
and fine-tuned using stereo image datasets. This enables the SISR model to
effectively handle stereo images. As the original model’s parameters remain un-
changed, a substantial portion of the knowledge from the original SISR model is
preserved, thereby mitigating the issue of “catastrophic forgetting". Furthermore,
by training solely the introduced additional parameters, memory consumption
and training time are significantly reduced, resulting in enhanced training ef-
ficiency. Leveraging this methodological advancement, only 1.97M parameters
are trained in this study, accounting for approximately 3% of the parameters
utilized by the previous state-of-the-art model, HTCAN [8]. Our proposed ap-
proach achieves outstanding performance across all benchmarks. In summary,
the main contributions of this study are as follows:
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– We propose a PEFT method, adapting a single-image model to a multi-
image model, which may offer an insight for tasks such as video SR, video
denoising, and video deblurring in large model era.

– A method is developed that enhances the capability of SISR model to effec-
tively process stereo images. This method transfers successful SISR models
to the domain of SteISR, thereby facilitating the simultaneous progress in
both stereo and single-image super-resolution.

– Compared to HTCAN [8], our proposed method require training the model
parameters by approximately 3% and the 25% of the GPU resources while
achieving comparable performance.

– Our method achieves the state-of-the-art performance in SteISR.

2 Related Works

2.1 Stereo Image Super-resolution(SteISR)

The progression of SteISR has been marked by several junctures. Stere-
oSR [23] reached a milestone by incorporating horizontal pixel shifting of images
and feeding the manipulated images into a reconstruction network. Wang et
al. [43] then contributed by presenting Flickr1024, a large-scale dataset that
facilitated further advancements. Subsequently, researchers shifted their focus
towards the development of stereo attention modules. Noteworthy works in this
area include the integration of parallax attention mechanism by Wang et al. [42],
the bidirectional parallax attention module proposed by Wang et al. [44], and the
stereo cross-attention module introduced by Chu et al. [9]. Furthermore, Zhou
et al. [53] improved the performance of SteISR models with the stereo cross-
global attention module. Building upon the success of Transformers, researchers
gradually incorporated Transformers into the realm of SteISR. For instance,
Jin et al. [25] proposed SwinIPASSR, which leverages Transformers to enhance
global perception. Later, Cheng et al. [8] presented a two-stage hybrid network
that combines Transformers with CNNs, achieving state-of-the-art performance
through cascaded output.

Although the previous works have been achieved in the field of SteISR, they
ignored the importance of pre-training models. The pipeline of pre-training then
fine-tuning has gained popularity in the field of NLP due to the emergence of
innovative developments such as Transformer [40] and effective self-supervised
training strategies like BERT [15] and GPT [37]. Gradually extended into high-
level computer vision applications. Recent studies [16,32] have explored the use of
Transformers trained on large-scale image classification datasets, combined with
a small amount of task-specific data for efficient transfer learning. These meth-
ods have shown promising effects in various high-level computer vision tasks,
including medical image classification [41], segmentation [41], and detection [33].
Moreover, the introduction of the CLIP [36] model has spurred the evolution of
the pre-training and fine-tuning pipeline towards the multi-modal direction.
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2.2 Parameter-efficient Fine-tuning (PEFT)

To improve the efficiency of fine-tuning method, many PEFT methods have
emerged in the field of NLP. These PEFT methods can be categorized into
three main categories: reparameterization, selectively partial parameters up-
dating, and extra parameters addition methods. Reparameterization methods,
exemplified by Hu et al. [22], proposed a method named LoRA that employs
low-rank decomposition to represent parameter changes in the model, enabling
indirect training of large models with minimal parameters. Subsequently, Zhang
et al. [49] introduced AdaLoRA, which dynamically adjusts the rank of a matrix
to enhance performance of the models without increasing training complexity.
Addressing the complexity of model training, Tim et al. [14] further compressed
it utilizing constant re-quantization. Selective parameter update methods in-
clude BitFit [48] and CSFT [2], which minimize the cost of fine-tuning extensive
models by focusing solely on biases. Another method involves adding additional
parameters solely for updates, as demonstrated by Neil et al. [21] proposing
the Adapter tuning, which included two adapter layers in the Transformer and
trains only those layers. For integrating knowledge from multiple tasks, Jonas et
al. [35] proposed the addition of an Adapter Fusion layer after multiple adapter
layers. Later, to improve computational efficiency, Andreas et al. [38] introduced
AdapterDrop.

The concept of leveraging breakthroughs in the field of NLP has gradually
extended to high-level computer vision as well. One notable work in this regard
is CoOp [52], wherein the authors fine-tuned the CLIP multimodal pre-trained
model using prompts. This approach effectively enhanced the model’s classifica-
tion performance in various downstream tasks. Another work by Jia et al. [24]
introduced learnable prompt tokens into the input embedding vectors and selec-
tively updated the weights of the prompt token and the final classification head.
This method significantly improved the processing capability of downstream
tasks. Contrasting with prior works, Yang et al. [45] proposed AIM, which facil-
itates video action recognition by incorporating pre-trained image models with
additional components such as spatial adapters, temporal adapters, and joint
adapters, achieving competitive performance.

However, there is a relative scarcity of work on PEFT in the low-level vision
field. Therefore, this paper mainly focuses on the field of SteISR as the starting
point, with the aim of exploring PEFT methods specifically tailored for low-level
vision.

3 Proposed Method

The main idea is to effectively adapt the pre-trained SISR model to the SteISR
domain. To counter the problem of single-image model can not accurately infer
stereo images, we introduce the stereo adapters. Besides, we integrate the spatial
adapter to further improve the performance of SteISR.
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Fig. 2: The ASteISR framework, achieving SteISR by adding spatial and stereo
adapters to the pre-trained SISR HAT model [7].

3.1 Method Overview

To effectively adapt SISR models to the SteISR domain, this paper introduces
two essential modules: the stereo adapter and the spatial adapter. The specific
positions for their insertion can be observed in Fig. 2. From the illustration,
it is evident that the stereo adapter is integrated after the Residual Hybrid
Attention Groups (RHAG) [7] module (shown in red), while the spatial adapter
is embedded within the RHAG module (shown in purple). The stereo adapter’s
role is to facilitate the joint fusion of knowledge from both the left and right
viewpoints, enabling efficient processing of stereo images by the SISR model.
The spatial adapter further refines the information fused by the stereo adapter.
Detailed explanations of these two components will be presented in the following
sections.

3.2 Differences between SISR and SteISR

The comparative analysis of SISR and SteISR lies primarily hinges on the
utilization of input data by the models. SISR’s super-resolution quality depends
entirely on the single input image, which confines the model’s capacity for tex-
ture reconstruction to its intra-image knowledge. Conversely, SteISR leverages
both intra-image and inter-image knowledge, enabling the recapture of dimin-
ished textures. Consequently, in terms of texture restoration, SteISR should not
be theoretically inferior to SISR. To demonstrate this point, we performed a vi-
sualization attribution analysis, examining SISR model HAT [7] and the SteISR
using Local Attention Map (LAM) [19]. Fig. 3 illustrates that SteISR sur-
passes SISR in terms of texture restoration ability. The region maps reveal the
SteISR model’s accurate identifications at discerning the requisite intra-image
and inter-image knowledge, underscoring the significance of this dual knowledge
integration for SteISR.
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(a) The difference between SteISR and SISR (b) The detail of stereo adapter

Fig. 3: The principle idea of using stereo adapter. (a) Single image super-resolution
(SISR) and stereo image super-resolution (SteISR) differ in their utilization of knowl-
edge for restoration and reconstruction. SISR relies solely on intra-image knowledge,
while SteISR leverages both intra-image and cross-image knowledge. (b) The stereo
adapter, which is to integrate information from the left and right views.

3.3 Stereo Adapter

As outlined in Sec. 3.2, the key distinction SISR and SteISR is SteISR’s ability
to aggregate inter-image knowledge. Therefore, augmenting the SISR model with
the ability to collect stereo information becomes imperative. Since a pre-trained
SISR model lacks the capacity to capture inter-image information, this paper
introduces a stereo adapter that can effectively capture and incorporate inter-
image knowledge. By integrating this adapter after the RHAG module [7], the
accumulation of stereo knowledge is accomplished. The stereo adapter primarily
comprises of LayerNorm (LN) [3], fully connected (FC) layers, and Softmax with
a temperature coefficient [53], as shown in Fig. 3. The specific computation
process can be represented by Eq. (1).

FR→L = TA
(
WL

1 XL,W
R
1 XR,W

R
2 XR

)
,

FL→R = TA
(
WR

1 XR,W
L
1 XL,W

L
2 XL

)
,

FL = γLFR→L +XL,

FR = γRFL→R +XR,

(1)

where XL = LN(XL), XR = LN(XR). WL
1 , WR

1 , WL
2 and WR

2 are projection
matrices. γL and γR represent learnable scaling parameters. TA refers to the
temperature attention module, which can be represented by Eq. (2).
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TA(Q,K, V ) = softmax
(
τQKT /

√
C
)
V, (2)

where τ is a hyperparameter representing the temperature coefficient. This ad-
dition serves to augment the entropy of the fused features post-softmax, akin to
the idea of knowledge distillation.

3.4 Spatial Adapter

Fig. 4: By incorporating a spatial adapter (a) into the HAB (c), the SISR model can
efficiently handle stereo images. The main distinction between HAB and the STL arises
from the inclusion of a Channel Attention Block (CAB) in the HAB.

In theory, the HAT model, pre-trained on ImageNet [13] and DF2K [1, 30],
already possesses the ability to handle single low-resolution images. The only
requirement is to equip it with the capability to process stereo images. In other
words, adding the stereo adapter would be sufficient, eliminating the need for
spatial adaptation. However, our experiments have demonstrated that incorpo-
rating spatial adapter can further refine the information fused by the stereo
adapter, thus enhancing the model’s performance in processing stereo images.

To illustrate the process of spatial adapter, Fig. 4 provides a clear demon-
stration. We shall commence with the Swin Transformer Layer (STL) [32]. Given
a low-resolution image ILR ∈ Rhwc, it is divided into non-overlapping patches
and undergoes patch embedding, resulting in Ip ∈ RND, where N represents
the width multiplied by the height of the small patch, and D represents the
dimension of the embedding. Subsequently, Ip is utilized as the input for the
STL, which involves consecutive steps of LN, Window Multi-Headed Self Atten-
tion (W-MSA) / Shifted Window Multi-Headed Self Attention (SW-MSA), and
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Multilayer Perceptron (MLP), resulting in I ′p with identical dimensionality to
the initial input. Typically, W-MSA and SW-MSA are paired together, and the
entire process can be represented by Eq. (3).

Îp = Attention(LN(Ip)) + Ip,

I ′p = MLP(LN(Îp)) + Îp,
(3)

where Attention refers SW-MSA/W-MSA.
Similar to the approach used in HAT [7], we have incorporated a channel

attention block (CAB) in parallel with S(W)-MSA at both ends. Fig. 4(c) il-
lustrates this configuration. The CAB consists of two convolutional layers with
GELU activation function [20] and a channel attention module (CAM) [7]. This
upgraded module is referred to as the hybrid attention block (HAB), which
enhances the capability of SISR by replacing the STL. Consequently, by intro-
ducing a spatial adapter based on the HAB, we further refine the information
fused by the stereo adapter.

The spatial adapter is composed of two FC layers and employs the GELU
activation function, as shown in Fig. 4(a). The first FC layer compresses the
input dimensions, while the second FC layer restores the compressed tensor.
Unlike the typical approach in NLP studies [21,35], where adapters are typically
inserted after the Attention module and the MLP of the Transformer, in this
study, we observed that inserting the adapter after the MLP has minimal impact
on the final results. As a result, we only insert the spatial adapter after the
hybrid attention (HA), as shown in Fig. 4. The specific calculation process can
be represented by Eq. (4).

Îp = Spaital-Adapter (HA(LN(Ip))) + Ip,

I ′p = MLP(LN(Îp)) + Îp,
(4)

where HA can be expressed by Eq. (5), Attention also denotes SW-MSA/W-
MSA, α is a hyperparameter.

HA(X) = Attention(X) + αCAB(X). (5)

4 Experimental Results and Analysis

4.1 Datasets

Training Dataset: The training datasets used in this study were Flickr1024 [43]
and Middlebury [39], which are commonly employed in SteISR research [9]. The
combined training dataset consists of 860 pairs of stereo images, with Flickr1024
contributing 800 pairs and Middlebury providing 60 pairs.

Testing Dataset: The model’s performance was evaluated using four widely
used datasets during the testing phase: KITTI2012 [18], KITTI2015 [17], Mid-
dlebury [39], and Flickr1024 [43]. These datasets include 20, 20, 5, and 112 pairs
of stereo images, respectively.
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Table 1: Quantitative results achieved by different methods on the KITTI 2012 [18],
KITTI 2015 [17], Middlebury [39], and Flickr1024 [43] datasets. The best results are in
bold faces and the second results are in underline. The results of gray color indicates
that the data ensemble strategy was adopted.

Methods Scale Tunable Param Left (Left + Right) /2

KITTI 2012 KITTI 2015 Middlebury KITTI 2012 KITTI 2015 Middlebury Flickr1024

VDSR [26] ×2 0.66M 30.17/0.9062 28.99/0.9038 32.66/0.9101 30.30/0.9089 29.78/0.9150 32.77/0.9102 25.60/0.8534
EDSR [30] ×2 38.6M 30.83/0.9199 29.94/0.9231 34.84/0.9489 30.96/0.9228 30.73/0.9335 34.95/0.9492 28.66/0.9087
RDN [51] ×2 22.0M 30.81/0.9197 29.91/0.9224 34.85/0.9488 30.94/0.9227 30.70/0.9330 34.94/0.9491 28.64/0.9084
RCAN [50] ×2 15.3M 30.88/0.9202 29.97/0.9231 34.80/0.9482 31.02/0.9232 30.77/0.9336 34.90/0.9486 28.63/0.9082
SwinIR [29] ×2 11.75M 31.13/0.9248 30.84/0.9347 35.50/0.9535 31.24/0.9263 30.94/0.9361 35.62/0.9533 28.84/0.9120
HAT-L [7] ×2 40.70M 31.42/0.9275 31.14/0.9374 36.25/0.9571 31.53/0.9289 31.23/0.9387 36.32/0.9569 29.54/0.9189

StereoSR [23] ×2 1.08M 29.42/0.9040 28.53/0.9038 33.15/0.9343 29.51/0.9073 29.33/0.9168 33.23/0.9348 25.96/0.8599
PASSRnet [42] ×2 1.37M 30.68/0.9159 29.81/0.9191 34.13/0.9421 30.81/0.9190 30.60/0.9300 34.23/0.9422 28.38/0.9038
iPASSR [44] ×2 1.37M 30.97/0.9210 30.01/0.9234 34.41/0.9454 31.11/0.9240 30.81/0.9340 34.51/0.9454 28.60/0.9097
SSRDE-FNet [12] ×2 2.10M 31.08/0.9224 30.10/0.9245 35.02/0.9508 31.23/0.9254 30.90/0.9352 35.09/0.9511 28.85/0.9132
NAFSSR-B [9] ×2 6.77M 31.40/0.9254 30.42/0.9282 35.62/0.9545 31.55/0.9283 31.22/0.9380 35.68/0.9544 29.54/0.9204
NAFSSR-L [9] ×2 23.79M 31.45/0.9261 30.46/0.9289 35.83/0.9559 31.60/0.9291 31.25/0.9386 35.88/0.9557 29.68/0.9221
Steformer [31] ×2 1.29M 31.16/0.9236 30.27/0.9271 35.15/0.9512 31.29/0.9263 31.07/0.9371 35.23/0.9511 28.97/0.9141
ASteISR (Ours) ×2 1.97M 31.68/0.9304 31.32/0.9393 36.39/0.9598 31.79/0.9317 31.41/0.9405 36.45/0.9594 30.22/0.9281
ASteISR (Ours) ×2 1.97M 31.76/0.9310 31.38/0.9399 36.54/0.9605 31.86/0.9323 31.48/0.9411 36.60/0.9601 30.33/0.9290

VDSR [26] ×4 0.66M 25.54/0.7662 24.68/0.7456 27.60/0.7933 25.60/0.7722 25.32/0.7703 27.69/0.7941 22.46/0.6718
EDSR [30] ×4 38.9M 26.26/0.7954 25.38/0.7811 29.15/0.8383 26.35/0.8015 26.04/0.8039 29.23/0.8397 23.46/0.7285
RDN [51] ×4 22.0M 26.23/0.7952 25.37/0.7813 29.15/0.8387 26.32/0.8014 26.04/0.8043 29.27/0.8404 23.47/0.7295
RCAN [50] ×4 15.4M 26.36/0.7968 25.53/0.7836 29.20/0.8381 26.44/0.8029 26.22/0.8068 29.30/0.8397 23.48/0.7286
SwinIR [29] ×4 11.90M 26.65/0.8084 26.46/0.8135 29.55/0.8456 26.75/0.8115 26.53/0.8161 29.69/0.8463 23.74/0.7407
HAT-L [7] ×4 40.84M 26.90/0.8148 26.75/0.8212 30.49/0.8675 27.00/0.8177 26.83/0.8238 30.65/0.8672 24.21/0.7590

StereoSR [23] ×4 1.42M 24.49/0.7502 23.67/0.7273 27.70/0.8036 24.53/0.7555 24.21/0.7511 27.64/0.8022 21.70/0.6460
PASSRnet [42] ×4 1.42M 26.26/0.7919 25.41/0.7772 28.61/0.8232 26.34/0.7981 26.08/0.8002 28.72/0.8236 23.31/0.7195
SRRes+SAM [46] ×4 1.73M 26.35/0.7957 25.55/0.7825 28.76/0.8287 26.44/0.8018 26.22/0.8054 28.83/0.8290 23.27/0.7233
iPASSR [44] ×4 1.42M 26.47/0.7993 25.61/0.7850 29.07/0.8363 26.56/0.8053 26.32/0.8084 29.16/0.8367 23.44/0.7287
SSRDE-FNet [12] ×4 2.24M 26.61/0.8028 25.74/0.7884 29.29/0.8407 26.70/0.8082 26.43/0.8118 29.38/0.8411 23.59/0.7352
NAFSSR-B [9] ×4 6.80M 26.99/0.8121 26.17/0.8020 29.94/0.8561 27.08/0.8181 26.91/0.8245 30.04/0.8568 24.07/0.7551
NAFSSR-L [9] ×4 23.83M 27.04/0.8135 26.22/0.8034 30.11/0.8601 27.12/0.8194 26.96/0.8257 30.18/0.8596 24.17/0.7589
Steformer [31] ×4 1.34M 26.61/0.8037 25.74/0.7906 29.29/0.8424 26.70/0.8098 26.45/0.8134 29.38/0.8425 23.58/0.7376
SCGLANet [53] ×4 25.29M 27.03/0.8154 26.18/0.8052 30.23/0.8627 27.10/0.8209 26.87/0.8263 30.04/0.8568 24.30/0.7657
HTCAN [8] ×4 64.82M 27.16/0.8189 26.26/0.8083 30.25/0.8628 27.25/0.8249 26.99/0.8299 30.33/0.8634 24.44/0.7703
ASteISR (Ours) ×4 1.97M 27.07/0.8203 26.91/0.8266 30.48/0.8687 27.17/0.8231 26.98/0.8299 30.63/0.8701 24.43/0.7690
ASteISR (Ours) ×4 1.97M 27.15/0.8218 27.00/0.8283 30.61/0.8707 27.26/0.8245 27.07/0.8305 30.75/0.8720 24.52/0.7710

4.2 Implementation Details

We cropped the input images into small patches sized 128x320 for training
purposes. Initially, the pre-training weights of HAT were loaded, specifically
utilizing the HAT-L model structure pre-trained on ImageNet. During training,
the parameters of HAT-L remained frozen, while only the parameters of the
stereo adapter and spatial adapter were updated. The training loss function was
set as L1, and the optimizer was set as AdamW. Notably, the initial learning rate
was set to a relatively large value of 5e-4. The model was fine-tuned on two A40
GPUs with a batch size of 3. A total of 200,000 iterations were conducted for
fine-tuning. Finally, the fine-tuned model was evaluated using PSNR and SSIM
metrics.

4.3 Comparison with State-of-the-Art Methods

Quantitative results. Initially, a detailed comparison was made with the
state-of-the-art SISR methods, including VDSR [26], EDSR [30], RDN [51],
RCAN [50], SwinIR [29], and HAT [7]. Subsequently, the comparison shifts
to the state-of-the-art SteISR methods, which include StereoSR [23], PASSR-
Net [42], SRRes+SAM [46], iPASSR [44], SSRDE-FNet [12], SwinIPASSR [25],
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NAFSSR [9], SCGLANet [53], Steformer [31] and HTCAN [8]. The comparison
results are summarized in Tab. 1. It is worth mentioning that the papers
on HTCAN [8] and SCGLANet [53] only include results for x4, so the
results for x2 were not added to Tab. 1.

img_0010

Bicubic RCAN [50] SwinIR [29] HAT-L [7] StereoSR [23]

iPASSR [44] NAFSSR-L [9] SCGLANet [53] ASteISR (Ours) Ground Truth

img_0041

Bicubic RCAN [50] SwinIR [29] HAT-L [7] StereoSR [23]

iPASSR [44] NAFSSR-L [9] SCGLANet [53] ASteISR (Ours) Ground Truth

Fig. 5: Visual results (×4) achieved by different methods on the Flickr1024 [42] dataset.

According to the results presented in Tab. 1, our method, which fine-tuned
a mere 1.97M model parameters, achieved outstanding performance on nearly
all test data. Specifically, for 2x super-resolution, our method surpassed the
HAT-L [7] single-image super-resolution model, which trained 40.7M parame-
ters, by only fine-tuning approximately 4.8% of its total parameters. On the
Flickr1024 dataset, our model attained a PSNR of 30.33dB, surpassing it by an
impressive 0.8dB. Similarly, when compared to the NAFSSR-L [9] stereo image
super-resolution model with 23.79M parameters, we required training of approx-
imately 8.2% of its model parameters. On the Flickr1024 dataset, our model
even outperformed it by 0.65dB.

For 4x super-resolution, compared to HAT-L [7], our approach surpassed it
by 0.31dB on the Flickr1024 dataset. In comparison to the larger two-stage stereo
super-resolution HTCAN [8] model, even though we fine-tuned only 3.0% of its
parameters, our model achieved competitive results on all datasets. Particularly
on the Middlebury dataset, our model outperformed HTCAN by 0.42dB. This
strongly demonstrates the effectiveness and efficiency of our proposed method.

Qualitative results. Further qualitative evaluation results of our approach
compared to other methods are shown in Fig. 6 and Fig. 5. The figures clearly
demonstrate that our method can accurately reconstruct textures that are more
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Bicubic HAT-L [7] iPASSR [44] NAFSSR-L [9] SCGLANet [53] ASteISR(Ours) Ground Truth

Fig. 6: Visual results (×4) achieved by different methods on the KITTI 2012 [18] (top),
KITTI 2015 [17] (center) and Middlebury [39] (bottom) dataset.

natural, realistic, and complete compared to other single-image and stereo super-
resolution methods. This substantiates the effectiveness of our method.

4.4 Ablation Study

Traditional Finetuning VS PEFT. We utilized HAT-L [7] as the base
model and studied the impact of different fine-tuning methods on the perfor-
mance of SteISR. These methods included training from scratch, full fine-tuning,
and the PEFT method. Quantitative results can be found in Tab. 2, where HAT-
L (Frozen) denotes the results achieved by directly using the original HAT-L
model for inference. From Tab. 2, it is apparent that both training from scratch
and full fine-tuning methods yield inferior performance compared to the orig-
inal HAT-L model. In terms of PEFT, when fine-tuning the spatial adapter,
the model’s performance, although not surpassing that of the original HAT-L
model, only requires 42% of the fine-tuning time and 85% of the storage con-
sumption when compared to full fine-tuning. If the stereo adapter is fine-tuned,
the fine-tuning time and memory consumption are further reduced, while the
model’s performance surpasses that of both full fine-tuning and the original
HAT-L model. Moreover, incorporating the spatial adapter on top of fine-tuning
the stereo adapter leads to further improvements in the model’s performance.
Fig. 7 further illustrates the qualitative results of different fine-tuning methods.
As shown in Fig. 7, it can prove that the model trained on large dataset (HAT-
L) has better priors to restore texture compared to the model trained on small
dataset (Scratch). In addition, the figure also shows the “catastrophic forgetting”
using small dataset to fully finetune teh large pre-trained model, which deficits
in texture recovering ability after full-finetuning. Another clear evidence sug-
gests that adding a stereo adapter can effectively improve the performance of
the model. Finally, combining stereo adapters with spatial adapters can further
promote the performance of model for texture repairing.

Effects of Pre-training Datasets. The impact of pre-trained models using
different datasets on the PEFT method is presented in Table 3. The results
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Table 2: Results of different fine-tuning methods. The best results are in bold faces
and the second results are in underline. The ▼ denotes deterioration, and the ▲ denotes
imporvement compared to Frozen.

Methods Tunable Params
(M)

Time
(H)

Mem
(G) PSNR/SSIM

HAT-L(Frozen) 0 0 0 24.21/0.7590
Scratch 40.85 127 25.11 23.78▼0.43/0.7410▼0.0181

Full Finetuning 40.85 127 25.11 24.18▼0.03/0.7517▼0.0073

PEFT Spatial Adapter 1.18 54 21.32 24.20▼0.01/0.7523▼0.0067

PEFT Stereo Adapter 0.78 50 17.54 24.33▲0.12/0.7636▲0.0046

PEFT Spatial+Stereo Adapter 1.97 55 21.37 24.43▲0.22/0.7690▲0.0100

Fig. 7: Visual results of different fine-tuning
methods.

Fig. 8: Visual results of finetuning
on different pre-training models.

clearly demonstrate that models pre-trained ones on larger datasets, such as
ImageNet, outperform those pre-trained on smaller datasets like DF2K.

Different Pre-training Models. To examine the performance of the pro-
posed PEFT method with various pre-trained models, We perform PEFT on rep-
resentative pre-trained models on large datasets, including EDT [28] and IPT [4].
The quantitative results, presented in Tab. 4, clearly demonstrate significant im-
provements achieved by the models that were finetuned using the PEFT method.
The qualitative comparison before and after using PEFT was shown in Fig. 8,
which provides clear evidence that all models that have undergone PEFT have
achieved an improvement in texture repair ability. This confirms the versatility
and effectiveness of our proposed method across different pre-training models.

Different Placement of Spatial Adapter and Number of Stereo
Adapters. The influence of spatial adapter placement on the fine-tuning perfor-
mance of SteISR is shown as Tab. 5, where positions (a) and (b) are referenced to
Fig. 9. The table reveals that the additional adapter after the MLP and the paral-
lel placement of adapters both lead to an increase in fine-tuned parameters and
fine-tuning time. Consequently, this results in varying degrees of performance
degradation. The impact of a different number of stereo adapters is depicted in
Fig. 10. The figure illustrates the comparison of the number of adapters and the
fine-tuning results. From the figure, it is evident that as the number of stereo
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Table 3: Results on different pre-training
dataset. The ▲ denotes imporvement com-
pared to the original one.

Pre-trained
Model

Pre-trained
Dataset

Orig
(PSNR/SSIM)

Tuned
(PSNR/SSIM)

EDT

DF2K 23.87/0.7455 24.00▲0.13/0.7534▲0.0079

ImageNet 23.86/0.7444 24.01▲0.15/0.7534▲0.0090

ImageNet
+DF2K 23.93/0.7469 24.13▲0.20/0.7562▲0.0093

Table 4: Results on different pre-training
model. The ▲ denotes imporvement com-
pared to the original one.

Pre-trained
Model

Orig
(PSNR/SSIM)

Tuned
(PSNR/SSIM)

IPT 23.68/0.7366 23.87▲0.19/0.7451▲0.0085

EDT 23.93/0.7469 24.13▲0.20/0.7562▲0.0093

HATL 24.21/0/7590 24.43▲0.22/0.7690▲0.0100

adapters increases, the model performance also improves, eventually reaching
saturation.

Table 5: Results on different position of adapter.
The ▼ denotes deterioration.

Method Tunable Params
(M)

Time
(H)

Mem
(G) PSNR/SSIM

baseline 1.97 55 21.37 24.43/0.7690
(a) 3.68 126 24.53 24.35▼0.08/0.7653▼0.0037

(b) 3.68 124 24.53 24.39▼0.04/0.7661▼0.0029

Fig. 9: The difference position of
spatial adapters.

Fig. 10: The comparison results be-
tween model performance and the num-
ber of stereo adapters.

Fig. 11: The comparison results of infer-
ence time at different resolutions.

Discussion and Limitations. Although there have been previous methods,
such as [27] and [47], which have fine-tuned SISR models to adapt to SteISR
models, the emergence of larger models poses specific challenges in terms of per-
formance and device resource utilization, as discussed in Sec. 4.4. In comparison
to these existing methods, our proposed approach is characterized by its sim-
plicity and effectiveness in addressing these challenges, thus offering valuable
insights for the advancement of low-level vision tasks. However, the incorpora-
tion of new layers into the pre-trained model inevitably leads to a reduction in
the inference speed of the model, as shown in Fig. 11.
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5 Conclusion

In this paper, we proposed a method to enhance the capability of single-image
super-resolution (SISR) models for efficiently processing stereo images. The pro-
posed method capitalizes on pre-trained SISR models by integrating specialized
stereo and spatial adapters while updating exclusively the parameters of these
new components during the training phase. This strategy significantly mini-
mizes training time and memory consumption, yet delivers outstanding results
on popular stereo image super-resolution benchmarks. Moreover, the simplicity
and flexibility of our approach enable seamless integration with new large pre-
trained models, facilitating advancements in both stereo and single-image super-
resolution. Furthermore, our method can be extended to various low-level vision
tasks such as video deblurring and denoising by adapting pre-trained single-
image models to the multi-image domain using carefully designed adapters. For
future research, we intend to explore the application of universal adapters in
low-level vision and study on parameter-efficient fine-tuning method that do not
adversely affect the inference time.
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