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ABSTRACT

In an effort to improve the efficiency and scalability of single-image super-resolution (SISR) ap-
plications, we introduce AnySR, to rebuild existing arbitrary-scale SR methods into any-scale,
any-resource implementation. As a contrast to off-the-shelf methods that solve SR tasks across vari-
ous scales with the same computing costs, our AnySR innovates in: 1) building arbitrary-scale tasks
as any-resource implementation, reducing resource requirements for smaller scales without additional
parameters; 2) enhancing any-scale performance in a feature-interweaving fashion, inserting scale
pairs into features at regular intervals and ensuring correct feature/scale processing. The efficacy
of our AnySR is fully demonstrated by rebuilding most existing arbitrary-scale SISR methods and
validating on five popular SISR test datasets. The results show that our AnySR implements SISR
tasks in a computing-more-efficient fashion, and performs on par with existing arbitrary-scale SISR
methods. For the first time, we realize SISR tasks as not only any-scale in literature, but also as
any-resource. Code is available at https://github.com/CrispyFeSo4/AnySR.

Keywords Super-Resolution · Any-Scale · Any-Resource

1 Introduction

Single image super-resolution (SISR) is the process of reconstructing a low-resolution (LR) image into a high-resolution
(HR) one rich in detail. The ill-posed nature has made SISR one of the most challenging tasks in low-level computer
vision. The past decades have witnessed the advent of many classic studies that continuously address such a challenge.
Typical works such as EDSR [1], RCAN [2], and RDN [3], serving as network backbones, effectively extract both
texture and semantic information from LR images and lay the foundation for HR reconstruction. The pixel-shuffle
upsampling method [4] takes a step further to enhance the image reconstruction quality. Standing upon the shoulders of
these pioneering works, the majority of SISR methods [1, 2, 3] adheres to a straightforward and efficient paradigm in
which features are extracted by feature extractors, followed by upscaling modules for reconstruction.

Albeit the encouraging achievement, most of the above methods are confined to addressing the image reconstruction
of a fixed upsampling scale and are therefore stuck in repeatedly rebuilding an SR network when the fully trained
model cannot accommodate the resolutions in demand. Actually, there is a significant demand for multi-scale SR
tasks. Training individual models for respective resolutions seems to be a great waste of computing resources and
fails to adapt to real-time online deployment. Reflecting on this, many recent researchers have shifted their focus to
integrating any-scale tasks into only one integrated SR model. For example, Meta-SR [9] learns to predict coordinates
and scale-oriented convolutional weights to generate HR images. Taking into consideration the neighborhoods in the
LR image and a scale-related cell size, the subsequent LIIF [10] utilizes an MLP to predict the pixel values of the
queried coordinates in an HR one. To enhance the representational capabilities, LTE [11] further introduces a local
texture estimator that transforms coordinate information into the Fourier domain. The very recent SRNO [12] and
OPE-SR [13] enable HR tasks of continuous scales by respectively incorporating Neural Operators [14] and introducing
an orthogonal position encoding upscale module.
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Figure 1: PSNR performance v.s. computing cost measured as GFLOPs for existing methods of ECBSR [5], VDSR [6],
RCAN [2] and EDSR [1]. For fairness, all reported data is borrowed from [7] and the test set is DIV2K [8].

With the fast development of the computer vision community, more stringent requirements on efficient and scalable
vision applications have been put forward [15, 16, 17, 18]. Delving into a reflection on most of the existing arbitrary-
scale SR methods, we realize that they are not fully excavated to realize the above advocacy. Though succeeding in
tackling SR tasks across various scales in one single network, they also cause additional resource overhead, given our
empirical observation that lower-resolution scales can be dealt with more easily. To verify this, we have explicitly
conducted an extensive literature review and made a summary in Fig. 1, outlining the performance trend w.r.t. the SR
scale and network complexity. We can find that a network with relatively lower complexity is sufficient to ensure
satisfactory performance for SR tasks with smaller reconstruction scales. For example, when performing a ×2 SISR
task, ECBSR [5] obtains 33.86 dB PSNR with only 1.38 GFLOPs consumption while EDSR [1] achieves a slightly
improved performance of 34.21 dB PSNR by eating up totally 93.89 GFLOPs. However, as the scale increases a lot, a
more complex network is required for the sake of a better performance. For instance, only 28.29 dB PSNR is gained by
the method of ECBSR under 1.43 GFLOPs while the result increases to 28.67 dB PSNR by EDSR when more GFLOPs
of 115.83 are taken to construct a ×4 SISR task.

As analyzed in the existing research [19], the platforms to perform SISR tasks are often featured with limited and
varying computing resources over time, due to the potential resource occupation of other applications. On account of the
efficiency and scalability of SR applications, more efforts are actually needed to take the edge off computing expenses.
As a consequence, we take a step back in this paper and launch the first attempt to realize image super-resolution not
only at any-scale in the literature but also with any-resource, which to our best knowledge by far has never been noticed
and resolved.

To this end, we propose AnySR in this paper, a general method with “SR” in the method’s name indicating not only
Super-Resolution task but also any-Scale and any-Resource implementation. To be more concrete, we reorganize scale
information into multiple sub-groups, each of which consists of similar scale sizes. In this context, we construct multiple
networks of various complexities so that in situations where computational resources are constrained, lower-complexity
ones are distributed to accomplish SISR tasks of smaller scales for the sake of inference efficiency, while higher-
complexity ones are oriented to solving higher-scale SISR tasks on account of better performance. Further, to circumvent
the introduction of cumbersome parameters, we train and infer all networks in a parameter-sharing manner [20, 21]
in which the weights of smaller networks become parts of larger ones. Such a fashion also conveniences the case of
abundant computational resources, where opting for the most complex network produces superior reconstruction results
for all scales. Importantly, unlike traditional methods [20, 21] that forward a batch of samples multiple times during
training, we forward each batch a time and thus do not enlarge the training costs.

Conventional practices have often employed the same feature extraction approach across images of various scales [9, 10].
However, tasks at different scales demand specific adjustments to their features tailored to their respective scales, which
can also, to some extent, compensate for the performance loss brought about by reduced computational resources and
mutual weight influence from parameter-sharing. For better scale information injection, we enhance any-scale feature in
a feature-interweaving fashion, by repeating and inserting scale pairs into features at regular intervals. These operations
decouple mutual weight influence and bring “any-scale” implementation closer to the performance of the original
arbitrary-scale network. Our AnySR method can be incorporated into most existing arbitrary-scale SR methods, and
extensive experiments on typical test datasets have demonstrated its effectiveness.

Overall, the major contributions of this paper are three-fold:
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• We present AnySR, a versatile approach designed to adapt existing SISR methods to function seamlessly
across “any-scale” and with “any-resources”.

• Any-scale enhancement through feature-interweaving fashion ensures sufficient scale information and correct
feature/scale processing.

• Extensive experiments show that when integrated with existing arbitrary-scale SR methods, the proposed
AnySR approach consistently achieves comparable performance in a more efficient manner.

2 Related Work

2.1 Arbitrary-Scale Super-Resolution

Over the past few years, many classic convolutional neural networks (CNNs) based methods, such as SRCNN [22],
SRResNet [23], EDSR [1], and RDN [3], have been proposed and shown commendable promise in SR tasks. To
further improve SR performance, more methods incorporate residual blocks [24, 6, 25], dense blocks [26, 3, 27], and
other techniques [28, 29, 30, 31, 32, 33]. Additionally, certain SR approaches leverage attention mechanisms, such as
self-attention [34, 35], channel attention [36, 37, 38], and non-local attention [39, 40, 41]. Yet, most of these methods
are tailored to particular scales, constraining their versatility and adaptability.

Therefore, recent researchers have turned their attention to arbitrary-scale SR tasks, aiming to tackle SR problems
with arbitrary scales within a unified model. For example, Meta-SR [9] innovatively introduces the first arbitrary-
scale meta-upscale module, predicting convolutional filters based on coordinates and scales to generate HR images.
Subsequently, employing implicit neural representation, LIIF [10] predicts the RGB value at an arbitrary query
coordinate by incorporating image coordinates and features from the backbone around that point. Further enhancements
have been achieved by techniques like LTE [11], which introduces a local texture estimator characterizing image
textures in Fourier space. Additionally, recent advancements in the SR field have introduced novel structures. For
instance, SRNO [12] incorporates Neural Operators, and OPE-SR [13] introduces orthogonal position encoding (OPE),
an extension of position encoding. These innovations have demonstrated substantial performance improvements.

2.2 Efficient Image Super-Resolution

In recent years, numerous approaches [42, 43, 44, 45, 46] have emerged to develop efficient super-resolution networks.
Building upon the pioneering work of SRCNN [22], FSRCNN [42] substantially accelerates the SISR networks. This
acceleration is achieved by taking the original LR image as input without bicubic interpolation, using smaller sizes
of convolution kernels, and incorporating a deconvolutional layer at the final stage of the network for upsampling.
LapSRN [47] incrementally reconstructs the sub-band residuals of HR images through the utilization of the Laplacian
pyramid. CARN [43] achieves improved efficiency by ingeniously designing cascading residual networks with group
convolution. IMDN [48] presents information multi-distillation blocks featuring a contrast-aware channel attention
layer. In parallel, RFDN [44] optimizes the architecture using a feature distillation mechanism through the proposed
residual feature distillation block. In the wake of RFDN, RLFN [49] adds more channels to compensate for discarded
feature distillation branches and introduces the residual local feature block, resulting in enhanced inference speed
and superior performance with fewer parameters. On the other hand, FMEN [45] introduces the re-parameterization
technique, expanding the optimization space during training through re-parameterizable building blocks [50], without
incurring additional inference time.

3 Methodology

3.1 Preliminaries

The general pipeline of our AnySR method acts in accordance with most existing methods [1, 51, 38] as in the upper
half of Fig. 2, typically highlighted with 1) A 3×3 convolutional layer to convert a given LR image ILR ∈ RH×W×3

into a shallow feature fs ∈ RH×W×Cin where Cin represents the channel number. 2) N consecutive blocks for deep
feature extraction, standing out as the “AnySR” block in this paper, along with a common convolutional layer and a
global residual connection to the shadow feature fs. 3) An upsampler U(·) to reconstruct an HR version of the LR
image, denoted as I ′HR ∈ RH′×W ′×3 where H ′ > H and W ′ > W . For ease of the following representation, we use
F (·) to denote feature extraction operations in 1) and 2).
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Figure 2: Overview of the proposed AnySR: Includes Shallow Feature Extraction, Deep Feature Extraction with
AnySR Blocks, and Image Reconstruction. AnySR Block automatically selects sub-net Ft based on task complexity for
feature extraction and enhancement.

Given an LR image ILR, the process of constructing its HR version I ′HR under the arbitrary-scale setting [9, 10, 51] can
be formulated as

I ′HR = U
(
F (ILR, S; ΘF ); ΘU

)
, (1)

where ΘF denotes the learnable parameters of feature extractor F (·), taking as inputs LR image ILR and upsampling
scale set S = {(shi , swi )}ni=1, ΘU denotes the learnable parameters of upsampler U(·) taking the outputs of F (·) as
inputs.

As analyzed in Sec. 1, such an arbitrary-scale pipeline constrains the efficiency and scalability of applying SR models.
A less complex network can sometimes adequately handle a smaller reconstruction scale. Consequently, allocating
a uniform inference overhead for all scales manifests insufficient scalability to accommodate running platforms of
time-varying computational resources, and presents poor efficiency when dealing with smaller reconstruction scales.
Contemplating this, in Sec. 3.2, we rebuild current methods as an implementation of “any-resource”, to enable the
selection of a smaller network in the SR model based on the abundance of computing resources. Then, we continue
proposing “feature-interweaving” in Sec. 3.3 to enhance the performance under our “any-resource” implementation.

3.2 Any-Resource Implementation

The upper part of Fig. 2 manifests our any-resource implementation. Considering the close relationship between scaling
factor (shi , s

w
i ) and reconstruction difficulty, we rearrange scale set S in an ascending order and partition it into T

groups:
S1 ∪ S2 ∪ ... ∪ ST = S and S1 ∩ S2 ∩ ... ∩ ST = ∅. (2)

Correspondingly, T distinct feature extraction networks {Ft}Tt=1 with various complexities are then constructed. Each
network Ft is affiliated with parameters of a particular size as ΘFt

, indicating the complexity. We have |ΘFt+1
| > |ΘFt

|.
A natural approach is to utilize network Ft to process the SR tasks within group St such that 1) Smaller-scale tasks
can be efficiently fulfilled through a structurally simple network; 2) Larger-scale ones benefit from complex networks.
Thus, the process of reconstructing group St tasks becomes

I ′HR = U
(
Ft(ILR, St; ΘFt

); ΘU

)
. (3)

All-in-One Training. Although the above process greatly conserves computational resources, it defects in that 1) T
networks have to be repeatedly trained like traditional SR methods, and that 2) additional parameters are introduced
compared with arbitrary-scale SR methods. To solve this issue, we follow [20, 21] to train and infer all networks in a
parameter-sharing manner by the following set of constraints:

ΘF1
= ΘF [1 : |ΘF1

|],ΘF2
= ΘF [1 : |ΘF2

|], ...,ΘFT
= ΘF [1 : |ΘFT

|] = ΘF ,

where ΘF [1 : |ΘFt
|] represents the first |ΘFt

| filters of ΘF , which indeed makes Ft a subnet of F as ΘF1
⊂ ΘF2

⊂
... ⊂ ΘFT

⊆ ΘF .
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Algorithm 1 AnySR Training.
Input: LR image ILR, HR image IHR, sorted and split scale set S = S1 ∪ S2 ∪ ... ∪ ST , a pre-trained arbitrary-scale

SR model F with weights ΘF , training step K.
1: for k = 1→ K do
2: t ∼ [1, 2, ..., T ];
3: (sh, sw) ∼ St;
4: t← T with probability p;
5: Forward ILR and (sh, sw) to F with weights ΘF [1 : |ΘFt

|];
6: Obtain reconstructed HR image I ′HR via Eq. (4);
7: F ← F − β∇ ∥ IHR − I ′HR ∥1. % Only ΘF [1 : |ΘFt

|] are updated.
8: end for
9: return F

Consequently, the process of our AnySR to reconstruct multiple scales can be unified as follows:

I ′HR = U
(
F (ILR, St; ΘF [1 : |ΘFt

|]); ΘU

)
. (4)

Algorithm 1 shows how to train AnySR. At each training iteration, we randomly forward a subnet of the original model
F and update only the corresponding weights ΘF [1 : |ΘFt

|]. It realizes multiple networks of different resources in
one training, and introduces no additional parameters. In Line 4 of Algorithm 1, the subnet is probably reset to F for
the consideration of retaining the original ability of F , which performs multiple scale tasks through the entire weights
ΘF . Note that, we forward each batch once, a distinction from existing weight-sharing methods [20, 21] that perform
multiple forwards, for the consideration of 1) better training efficiency, and 2) already fully-pretrained weights ΘF .

3.3 Any-Scale Enhancement

Though any-resource implementation boosts the scalability and efficiency of SR tasks, its parameter-sharing puts the
performance at risk, due to fewer parameters for smaller scales and mutual weight influence among different scales. It
is of great necessity to enhance the reconstruction results of smaller networks and bring them closer to the performance
of the original arbitrary-scale network.

Previous research [51] has proven beneficial from linking extracted features with scales, ultimately optimizing the
performance of the upsampling module. We realize scale information can be well excavated and ameliorated under
our any-resource implementation for the following reasons: 1) The weights ΘF [1 : |ΘFt |] are particularly trained
to deal with the scale set St, leading to scale-aware features; 2) Partial weights are shared among different subnets,
injecting information of other scales. Therefore, we achieve any-scale enhancement by emphasizing the significance
of customized handling for features across different scales. Specifically, as shown in Fig. 2, inside each “AnySR”
block lies two sub-blocks with the first/second reducing/increasing the channels. We choose to inject better scale
information, in a feature-interweaving fashion as illustrated in Fig. 3(a), into the outputs of the first sub-block, denoted
as ft ∈ RH×W×(⌊Cin·wt⌋), where wt =

|ΘFt |
|ΘF | , and ⌊·⌋ denotes the floor function.

Feature-Interweaving. Features ft ∈ RH×W×(⌊Cin·wt⌋) from Ft would first go through a global average pooling
(GAP) to get a variant f̃t ∈ R⌊Cin·wt⌋ where the scale information (sh, sw) ∈ St is formally injected.

To this end, one naive fashion, as illustrated in the upper half of Fig. 3(b), is to follow existing methods [10, 52] which
simply concatenate (sh, sw) at the rear of f̃t to form f̄t = [f̃t, s

h, sw] ∈ R⌊Cin·wt⌋+2. Then, a two-layer MLP, with
weights W1 ∈ R2·Cin×(Cin+2), W2 ∈ RCin×2·Cin and a ReLU layer inserted between, is created, followed by a Sigmoid
function to weight the original features ft as

f ′
t = ft ⊙ Sigmoid

(
W2[1 : ⌊Cin · wt⌋, :] · ReLU(W1[:, 1 : ⌊Cin · wt⌋+ 2] · f̄t)

)
, (5)

where W1[:, 1 : ⌊Cin ·wt⌋+ 2] ∈ R2·Cin×(⌊Cin·wt⌋)+2 and W2[1 : ⌊Cin ·wt⌋, :] ∈ R⌊Cin·wt⌋×2·Cin are the shared MLP
weights for the network Ft. f ′

t then serves as the input of the second sub-block in the “AnySR” block.

Though this naive approach facilitates the interaction between features and scale information, two notable limitations,
as we analyze, arise: 1) Insufficient scale information. Compared to a total of ⌊Cin · wt⌋ channels in image features,
where ⌊Cin · wt⌋ ≫ 2 signifies a limited influence of scale information on the weighted features, the scale information
takes up only 2 dimensions. 2) Inappropriate scale processing. For the MLP weights W1 ∈ R2·Cin×(Cin+2), the
sub-weights W1[:, ⌊Cin ·wt⌋+ 1 : ⌊Cin ·wt⌋+ 2] ∈ R2·Cin×2 are used to process the scale information (sh, sw) ∈ St.
For (sh, sw) ∈ St+1, the weights to process scales are W1[:, ⌊Cin · wt+1⌋ + 1 : ⌊Cin · wt+1⌋ + 2] ∈ R2·Cin×2 and
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Figure 3: Framework of our any-scale enhancement including (a) any-scale enhancement pipeline and (b) feature-
interweaving illustration.

W1[:, ⌊Cin · wt⌋+ 1 : ⌊Cin · wt⌋+ 2] ∈ R2·Cin×2 are now responsible for processing image features. If off-the-shelf
methods [10, 52] are still applied here, as a result, they may weaken the impact of scale information and thus fail to
well excavate customized features at different scales. Experimental demonstration has been provided in Table 4.

To better align features with scale information, for network Ft, our feature-interweaving inserts scale pair (sh, sw)
for λ times into positions

(
⌊Cin · i/λ⌋+ 2i− 1, ⌊Cin · i/λ⌋+ 2i

)
where i = 1, 2, ..., ⌊λ · wt⌋, of the pooled features

f̃t ∈ R⌊Cin·wt⌋, which leads to the following concatenated features f̄t ∈ R⌊Cin·wt⌋+2·⌊λ·wt⌋:

f̄t =
[
f̃t
[
1 : ⌊Cin · 1/λ⌋

]
, sh, sw, f̃t

[
⌊Cin · 1/λ⌋+ 1 : ⌊Cin · 2/λ⌋

]
, sh, sw, . . . ,

f̃t
[
⌊Cin · (i− 1)/λ⌋+ 1 : ⌊Cin · i/λ⌋

]
, sh, sw, . . . , f̃t

[
⌊Cin · ⌊λ · wt⌋/λ⌋+ 1 :

]]
.

(6)

Then, weights W1 in the two-layer MLP becomes W1 ∈ R2·Cin×(Cin+2·λ), and the weighted features in (5) becomes:

f ′
t = ft ⊙ Sigmoid

(
W2

[
1 : ⌊Cin · wt⌋, :

]
· ReLU(W1

[
:, 1 : ⌊Cin · wt⌋+ 2 · ⌊λ · wt⌋

]
· f̄t)

)
. (7)

As a consequence, the weights W1

[
:, ⌊Cin · i/λ⌋+2i−1 : ⌊Cin · i/λ⌋+2i

]
∈ R2·Cin×2, in which i = 1, 2, ..., ⌊λ ·wt⌋

consistently deal with the scale information whatever the specific value of t. In conclusion, our feature-interweaving
overcomes the issues of traditional methods [10, 52] by taking into account two key operations: 1) repeating the scale
pair (sh, sw) λ times to ensure sufficient scale information for network Ft; 2) inserting scale pairs into features in
regular intervals to ensure the correct feature/scale processing. The efficacy of our feature-interweaving will be shown
in Sec. 4.

4 Experimental Results

4.1 Experiment Settings

Training Details. We primarily rely on existing well-established arbitrary-scale SR models, including Meta-SR [9],
LIIF [10], ArbSR [51], and SRNO [12], for AnySR rebuilding. Without loss of generality, experiments on top of two
famous feature extraction backbones, including EDSR [1] and RDN [3], are conducted to validate the universality of our
AnySR. During specific implementation, we configure the network number T = 4 and {wi}Ti=1 = {0.5, 0.7, 0.9, 1.0},
that is, the smallest scale group S1 enables a reduction in inference cost by up to 50% compared with the original. The
reset probability p in Line 4 of Algorithm 1 is configured at 0.6, and the hyper-parameter λ in feature-interweaving
is set as 4 for EDSR and 8 for RDN. Accordingly, the scale groups S1 = {1.1, 1.2, ..., 1.7}, S2 = {1.8, 1.9, ..., 2.5},
S3 = {2.6, 2.7, ..., 3.2} and S4 = {3.3, 3.4, ..., 4.0}. To ensure a fair performance evaluation, we keep identical
settings and configurations used for the original models in our training process. The patch size is 50× 50 for Meta-SR
and ArbSR, 48× 48 for LIIF, and 128× 128 for SRNO, with a batch size of 8 per GPU for EDSR and 4 per GPU for
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Table 1: PSNR (dB) of existing arbitrary-scale SR methods and their AnySR variants (through different subnets)
highlighted by †. The ∗ indicates our re-implementation. Following [13], we highlight AnySR performance by blue if
less than 0.15db of the vanilla method, and red if better.

Backbone

Networks
Methods

Set5 [53] Set14 [54] B100 [55] Urban100 [56] Manga109 [57]

×2 ×3 ×4 ×2 ×3 ×4 ×2 ×3 ×4 ×2 ×3 ×4 ×2 ×3 ×4

EDSR

MetaSR∗ 37.89 34.35 32.08 33.57 30.29 28.52 32.14 29.07 27.54 32.07 28.10 25.97 38.36 33.39 30.37

MetaSR† 37.85 34.40 32.17 33.44 30.28 28.55 32.07 29.06 27.56 31.84 28.09 26.05 38.30 33.47 30.46

LIIF 37.99 34.40 32.24 33.66 30.34 28.62 32.17 29.10 27.60 32.15 28.22 26.15 36.19 31.47 28.81

LIIF† 37.88 34.34 32.21 33.53 30.32 28.61 32.10 29.08 27.59 31.90 28.21 26.19 35.99 31.45 28.80

ArbSR∗ 37.97 34.39 32.07 33.70 30.31 28.56 32.19 29.11 27.55 32.18 28.13 25.96 38.52 33.63 30.46

ArbSR† 37.87 34.34 32.05 33.46 30.28 28.53 32.10 29.07 27.53 31.73 27.99 25.92 38.33 33.53 30.35

SRNO 38.15 34.53 32.39 33.83 30.50 28.79 32.27 29.29 27.67 32.63 28.58 26.50 39.01 33.91 30.88

SRNO† 38.04 34.50 32.38 33.74 30.47 28.78 32.19 29.15 27.64 32.27 28.45 26.45 38.78 33.77 30.83

RDN

MetaSR 38.22 34.63 32.38 33.98 30.54 28.78 32.33 29.26 27.71 32.92 28.82 26.55 39.18 34.14 31.03

MetaSR† 38.13 34.57 32.51 33.94 30.50 28.83 32.25 29.21 27.74 32.69 28.63 26.69 39.06 34.07 31.27

LIIF 38.17 34.68 32.50 33.97 30.53 28.80 32.32 29.26 27.74 32.87 28.82 26.68 39.26 34.21 31.20

LIIF† 38.15 34.58 32.49 33.84 30.49 28.82 32.27 29.21 27.74 32.59 28.62 26.68 39.02 34.02 31.22

ArbSR∗ 38.10 34.57 32.26 33.83 30.46 28.68 32.26 29.19 27.64 32.47 28.45 26.23 38.81 34.02 30.87

ArbSR† 38.01 34.43 32.31 33.61 30.37 28.70 32.17 29.11 27.66 32.13 28.14 26.30 38.61 33.70 30.94

SRNO 38.32 34.84 32.69 34.27 30.71 28.97 32.43 29.37 27.83 33.33 29.14 26.98 39.47 34.62 31.58

SRNO† 38.18 34.73 32.72 34.03 30.60 28.98 32.33 29.27 27.81 32.94 28.87 26.95 39.25 34.33 31.53

RDN. We train AnySR for 500 epochs from the pre-trained models, with an initial learning rate 10−5 decayed by 0.5
every 200 epochs. We employ an ℓ1 loss [1] and the Adam optimizer [58].

Dataset. For training, current practices [38] use DF2K (including DIV2K [8] and Flicker2K [59]) as the training set, or
pre-training on ImageNet1K [60] to enhance performance. For fairness, we start directly from the pre-trained models
already applied with these techniques and focus solely on retraining with the DIV2K dataset.

For evaluation, we assess the PSNR on the most common evaluation datasets in the literature, including Set5 [53],
Set14 [54], B100 [61], Urban100 [56], Manga109 [57].

4.2 Main Results

Quantitative Results. Table 1 and Table 2 show the PSNR performances of off-the-shelf arbitrary-scale methods,
compared to that of AnySR variants with different subnets dealing with individual scales and that of AnySR-retrained
largest network for all scales. Fig. 4 presents a bar graph detailing the PSNR performances across all 30 scales
(×1.1∼×4.0) for the three entities mentioned above. Considering the unavailability of some existing models (Meta-SR:
EDSR; ArbSR: EDSR, RDN), we re-implement and re-train them following the experiment settings outlined in the
papers [9, 51].

In Table 1, our AnySR approach markedly decreases computational expenses while preserving visual qualities, thereby
improving network efficiency and scalability. In particular, when selecting the subnetwork for inference, there is an
average performance drop of 0.15 dB on benchmark datasets, primarily observed at smaller scales. Considering the
smaller subnetwork reduces computational costs by up to 50%, we find this performance drop acceptable. Additionally,
Table 2 shows that, when using the entire network, the average performance drop is only 0.05 dB. This indicates that
AnySR-retrained models can effectively preserve the original model’s performance during the rebuilding process, which
can also be visually observed in Fig. 4. Such good performance is closely related to the reset probability p in Line 4 of
Algorithm 1, which will be further investigated in Sec. 4.4. Overall, as evidenced by the results, our AnySR succeeds in
dynamically selecting the reconstruction network according to the availability of computing resources, thereby making
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Table 2: PSNR (dB) of existing arbitrary-scale SR methods and AnySR-retrained version (through the largest network)
denoted by ‡. The ∗ indicates our re-implementation. Following [13], we highlight AnySR performance by blue if less
than 0.15db of the vanilla method, and red if better.

Backbone

Networks
Methods

Set5 [53] Set14 [54] B100 [55] Urban100 [56] Manga109 [57]

×2 ×3 ×4 ×2 ×3 ×4 ×2 ×3 ×4 ×2 ×3 ×4 ×2 ×3 ×4

EDSR

MetaSR∗ 37.89 34.35 32.08 33.57 30.29 28.52 32.14 29.07 27.54 32.07 28.10 25.97 38.36 33.39 30.37

MetaSR‡ 37.89 34.40 32.17 33.58 30.32 28.55 32.14 29.08 27.56 32.16 28.19 26.05 38.41 33.50 30.46

LIIF 37.99 34.40 32.24 33.66 30.34 28.62 32.17 29.10 27.60 32.15 28.22 26.15 36.19 31.47 28.81

LIIF‡ 37.98 34.37 32.21 33.62 30.35 28.61 32.15 29.09 27.59 32.11 28.25 26.19 36.26 31.53 28.80

ArbSR∗ 37.97 34.39 32.07 33.70 30.31 28.56 32.19 29.11 27.55 32.18 28.13 25.96 38.52 33.63 30.46

ArbSR‡ 37.93 34.35 32.05 33.65 30.30 28.53 32.17 29.08 27.53 32.13 28.07 25.92 38.44 33.60 30.35

SRNO 38.15 34.53 32.39 33.83 30.50 28.79 32.27 29.29 27.67 32.63 28.58 26.50 39.01 33.91 30.88

SRNO‡ 38.12 34.51 32.38 33.81 30.49 28.78 32.25 29.17 27.64 32.52 28.50 26.45 38.96 33.83 30.83

RDN

MetaSR 38.22 34.63 32.38 33.98 30.54 28.78 32.33 29.26 27.71 32.92 28.82 26.55 39.18 34.14 31.03

MetaSR‡ 38.19 34.72 32.51 33.94 30.59 28.83 32.30 29.27 27.74 32.94 28.92 26.69 39.23 34.32 31.27

LIIF 38.17 34.68 32.50 33.97 30.53 28.80 32.32 29.26 27.74 32.87 28.82 26.68 39.26 34.21 31.20

LIIF‡ 38.19 34.66 32.49 33.99 30.54 28.82 32.31 29.27 27.74 32.79 28.81 26.68 39.19 34.20 31.22

ArbSR∗ 38.10 34.57 32.26 33.83 30.46 28.68 32.26 29.19 27.64 32.47 28.45 26.23 38.81 34.02 30.87

ArbSR‡ 38.05 34.59 32.31 33.80 30.47 28.70 32.27 29.20 27.66 32.57 28.52 26.30 38.82 34.01 30.94

SRNO 38.32 34.84 32.69 34.27 30.71 28.97 32.43 29.37 27.83 33.33 29.14 26.98 39.47 34.62 31.58

SRNO‡ 38.27 34.83 32.72 34.23 30.69 28.98 32.39 29.34 27.81 33.23 29.10 26.95 39.43 34.58 31.53
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Figure 4: PSNR(dB) comparisons across all scales on different datasets of arbitrary-scale SR model SRNO [12], its
AnySR variants (through different subnets) highlighted by †, and AnySR-retrained version (through the largest network)
denoted by ‡.

better use of time-varying resources. Further details regarding network complexity will be explicitly discussed in
Sec. 4.3.
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Urban100, 087, ×2 SRNOLIIF LIIF LIIF SRNOSRNO

DIV2K, 0891, ×3 SRNOLIIF LIIF LIIF SRNOSRNO

DIV2K, 0899, ×4 SRNOLIIF LIIF LIIF SRNOSRNO

HR (Dataset, Img ID, Scale)

Figure 5: Visualization of existing arbitrary-scale SR models LIIF [10], SRNO [12], their AnySR variants (through
different subnets) highlighted by †, and AnySR-retrained version (through the largest network) denoted as ‡.

Table 3: Comparison of the numbers of Parameters, PSNR performances, and FLOPs counts for SRNO [12] and its
AnySR variants (through different subnets) highlighted by †, AnySR-retrained version (through the largest network)
denoted by ‡. Parameters and FLOPs are measured under the setting of consistent pixel size for upsampling SR images
on all scales.

Model Params (M)
×2 ×3 ×4

PSNR (dB) FLOPs (G) PSNR (dB) FLOPs (G) PSNR (dB) FLOPs (G)

SRNO 1.22 (100.00%) 33.83 (+0.00) 141.28 (100.00%) 30.50 (+0.00) 62.50 (100.00%) 28.79 (+0.00) 35.28 (100.00%)

SRNO† 1.50 (122.95%) 33.74 (−0.09) 97.93 (69.25%) 30.47 (−0.03) 55.54 (88.86%) 28.78 (−0.01) 35.06 (99.39%)

SRNO‡ 1.50 (122.95%) 33.81 (−0.02) 140.40 (99.27%) 30.49 (−0.01) 62.12 (99.39%) 28.78 (−0.01) 35.06 (99.39%)

Qualitative Results. Fig. 5 compares the qualitative performances of LIIF [10], SRNO [12] and their corresponding
AnySR variants on DIV2K [8] and Urban100 [56] under two different settings, i.e., different subnets to solve different
scales and the entire network to solve all scales.

We show AnySR’s competitive visual quality against others, as there is little noticeable difference in the results. Notably,
in the case of×2 scale, our method yields impressive visual qualities with substantially reduced computational overhead.
From the visual results, it is noticeable that while AnySR† exhibits slight deficiencies in saturation and spatial perception,
the overall performance is commendable. The results with AnySR‡ closely resemble the LIIF/SRNO image, featuring
clear building edges and rich textural details on the leaves. Both AnySR† and AnySR‡ avoid generating artifacts or
distortions. Therefore, our AnySR succeeds in rebuilding existing models to fulfill any-scale, any-resolution SR tasks
while maintaining performance on par with the original models.

4.3 Complexity Analysis

We perform a thorough analysis and comparison on SR tasks at different scales, encompassing the number of parameters,
PSNR performance, and FLOPs, for SRNO [12] and its AnySR variants of different subnets to solve different scales
and the entire network to solve all scales. All results are evaluated on top of the EDSR [1] backbone network on the
Set14 dataset [54] as shown in Table 3.

In terms of parameters, our AnySR variant introduces only 0.28 M additional weights (22.95% of the original 1.22
M parameters), primarily dedicated to any-scale enhancement. In relation to computational costs, when performing
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Table 4: Ablations on alternations of AnySR including the “w/o ASE” variant removing any-scale enhancement (ASE)
and the “w/o FI” variant replacing feature-interweaving (FI) with a simple concatenation. The † denotes AnySR variants
(through different subnets) and ‡ denotes AnySR-retrained version (through the largest network). Underlines indicates
the best performance.

Settings
Set5 Set14 B100 Urban100 Manga109

×2 ×3 ×4 ×2 ×3 ×4 ×2 ×3 ×4 ×2 ×3 ×4 ×2 ×3 ×4
AnySR† 38.04 34.50 32.38 33.74 30.47 28.78 32.19 29.15 27.64 32.27 28.45 26.45 38.78 33.77 30.83

AnySR† (w/o ASE) 38.01 34.51 32.34 33.72 30.43 28.73 32.14 29.11 27.61 32.27 28.44 26.43 38.70 33.74 30.79

AnySR† (w/o FI) 38.00 34.47 32.33 33.71 30.42 28.73 32.14 29.12 27.61 32.25 28.43 26.42 38.75 33.72 30.81

AnySR‡ 38.12 34.51 32.38 33.81 30.49 28.78 32.25 29.17 27.64 32.52 28.50 26.45 38.96 33.83 30.83

AnySR‡ (w/o ASE) 38.10 34.52 32.34 33.76 30.45 28.73 32.21 29.12 27.61 32.51 28.47 26.43 38.90 33.81 30.79

AnySR‡ (w/o FI) 38.10 34.48 32.33 33.76 30.45 28.73 32.22 29.14 27.61 32.50 28.46 26.42 38.91 33.80 30.81

Table 5: Ablations on the reset probability p. The ‡ denotes AnySR-retrained version (through the largest network).
Underlines indicates the best performance.

Settings
Set5 Set14 B100 Urban100 Manga109

×2 ×3 ×4 ×2 ×3 ×4 ×2 ×3 ×4 ×2 ×3 ×4 ×2 ×3 ×4
AnySR‡ (p=0) 38.06 34.47 32.37 33.76 30.46 28.77 32.21 29.14 27.64 32.48 28.46 26.44 38.91 33.82 30.82

AnySR‡ (p=0.2) 38.07 34.47 32.37 33.78 30.46 28.76 32.22 29.14 27.64 32.50 28.47 26.45 38.93 33.83 30.82

AnySR‡ (p=0.4) 38.08 34.48 32.37 33.78 30.46 28.77 32.22 29.14 27.65 32.50 28.47 26.44 38.94 33.83 30.83

AnySR‡ (p=0.6) 38.12 34.51 32.38 33.81 30.49 28.78 32.25 29.17 27.65 32.52 28.50 26.45 38.96 33.83 30.83

AnySR‡ (p=0.8) 38.11 34.51 32.38 33.80 30.49 28.77 32.24 29.16 27.65 32.51 28.49 26.45 38.96 33.84 30.82

the ×2 task with chosen subnetworks, the total number of FLOPs (97.93 G), constitutes only 69.25% of the original
141.28 G. This results in a minimal performance loss of 0.09 dB, making it particularly suitable for devices with
limited computational power. In the presence of ample computing resources, AnySR sustains an excellent performance-
consumption balance on the original basis. Specifically, the results with AnySR‡ in Table 3 across three scales reveal
that the FLOPs make up only 99.27%, 99.39%, 99.39% of the original model, though accompanied by a negligible
PSNR drop of 0.01∼0.02 dB.

In summary, our AnySR is crafted as an inference-efficient method, facilitating efficient deployment on devices with
time-varying resources while maintaining good performance, as demonstrated by extensive experiments.

4.4 Ablation Studies

We conduct ablation studies to validate the effectiveness of individual components of AnySR. All ablation experiments
are performed on SRNO [12], using EDSR [1] as the backbone. We compare our AnySR with two variants: 1) “w/o
ASE”: AnySR without any-scale enhancement; 2) “w/o FI”: AnySR replacing feature-interweaving with a simple
concatenation. Also, we vary the value of reset probability p in Line 4 of Algorithm 1, to show its importance.

Any-Scale Enhancement. Any-scale enhancement constitutes one of the fundamental branches encompassed within
our overarching research framework. By injecting, excavating, and ameliorating sufficient scale information, we realize
customized handling for features at different scales. In order to validate the effectiveness of ASE, we train the network
by removing this component, and the results are presented in Table 4. It is evident that the absence of ASE (i.e., “w/o
ASE”) leads to a certain performance drop.

Feature-Interweaving. Feature-interweaving considers the non-uniformity of shared weights and overcomes the mutual
weight influence across different scales by repeating and inserting scale pairs into features at regular intervals. We study
the contribution of this mechanism by substituting the feature-interweaving fashion with a simple concatenation in
earlier methods [10, 52]. By introducing feature-interweaving, a better performance is achieved in Table 4.
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Reset Probability p. As mentioned in Sec. 3.2, we reset subnet Ft to the entire network F with a certain probability
p to retain the original ability. We conduct ablation experiments with different values of p = {0, 0.2, 0.4, 0.6, 0.8}.
experimental groups. Note that p = 0 indicates the removal of the reset mechanism. The results are presented in Table 5.
A low p, in particular for p = 0, leads to minimal impact on enhancing the performance of the entire network during
inference. Hence, opting for p = 0.6 or 0.8 is deemed more appropriate. Nevertheless, it is observed that with p = 0.8,
the performance improvement for the entire network inference is slightly higher than p = 0.6, and a higher probability
incurs higher training costs. Considering the trade-off between the performance of the entire network inference and
network training costs, we ultimately select p = 0.6 as the experimental setting for the study presented in this paper.

5 Conclusion and Future Work

In this paper, we presented AnySR, a simple yet versatile approach to transform existing arbitrary-scale super-resolution
methods into implementations that adapt to any scale and resource availability. By rebuilding arbitrary-scale tasks into
an any-resource implementation, we enable the completion of smaller-scale SISR tasks with reduced computational
resources and no additional parameters. To maintain performance, we enhance any-scale features through a feature-
interweaving fashion, ensuring sufficient scale information and correct feature/scale processing. Extensive experiments
on benchmark datasets demonstrate the efficiency and scalability of our AnySR method in arbitrary-scale SISR
applications.

An alternative approach is resorting to a more complex NAS (Neural Architecture Search), which may achieve better
performance and will be our major future exploration.
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