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Abstract

Recently, Super-Resolution (SR) achieved significant perfor-
mance improvement by employing neural networks. Most
SR methods conventionally train a single model for each
targeted scale, which increases redundancy in training and
deployment in proportion to the number of scales targeted.
This paper challenges this conventional fixed-scale approach.
Our preliminary analysis reveals that, surprisingly, encoders
trained at different scales extract similar features from im-
ages. Furthermore, the commonly used scale-specific upsam-
pler, Sub-Pixel Convolution (SPConv), exhibits significant
inter-scale correlations. Based on these observations, we pro-
pose a framework for training multiple integer scales simul-
taneously with a single model. We use a single encoder to
extract features and introduce a novel upsampler, Implicit
Grid Convolution (IGConv), which integrates SPConv at all
scales within a single module to predict multiple scales.
Our extensive experiments demonstrate that training multi-
ple scales with a single model reduces the training budget
and stored parameters by one-third while achieving equiv-
alent inference latency and comparable performance. Fur-
thermore, we propose IGConv+, which addresses spectral
bias and input-independent upsampling and uses ensemble
prediction to improve performance. As a result, SRFormer-
IGConv+ achieves a remarkable 0.25dB improvement in
PSNR at Urban100×4 while reducing the training budget,
stored parameters, and inference cost compared to the exist-
ing SRFormer.

1 Introduction
Super-Resolution (SR) aims to restore a High-Resolution
Image (IHR) from a Low-Resolution Image (ILR) in-
put, which is one of the most fundamental challenges in
computer vision and graphics. Over a decade ago, SR-
CNN (Dong et al. 2015) successfully introduced neural net-
works to SR, leading to significant performance improve-
ments. Following SRCNN, many previous studies have fo-
cused on improving performance by proposing new core op-
erators or larger models, leading to models like ATD (Zhang
et al. 2024) that use as many as 20 million parameters.

Conventionally, many SR studies take the fixed-scale
training approach, where a single scale-specific model is
trained for each scale, for granted. This approach signifi-
cantly increases the training budget and stored parameters,
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Figure 1: Efficiency and performance comparison on exist-
ing upsampler (SPConv and SPConv+) with our propos-
als (IGConv and IGConv+) on various metrics and mod-
els. Efficiency metrics are measured by reconstructing an
HD (1280×720) image on an A6000 GPU after instantiat-
ing our proposals on a ×2 scale.

making finding the optimal hyper-parameters more chal-
lenging and requiring additional research effort. For in-
stance, since SR typically considers three scales (×2, ×3,
and ×4), the MambaIR (Guo et al. 2024), which takes 241
hours to train using four A6000 GPUs, should spend a total
of 723 hours to train. In addition, the necessity of storing
and utilizing models for all target scales makes deployment
challenging, particularly in situations with limited computa-
tional resources.

This paper challenges the conventional fixed-scale ap-
proach and conducts preliminary analysis. Surprisingly, we
find that models trained on different scales extract simi-
lar features. Additionally, we discover that the commonly
used scale-specific upsampler, Sub-Pixel Convolution (SP-
Conv), exhibits significant inter-scale correlation in its func-
tionality. Based on these observations, we aim to integrate
multiple-scale models into a single model. This is closely re-
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lated to the methods in the Arbitrary-Scale Super-Resolution
(ASSR) domain; however, ASSR methods consume exces-
sive computation due to their inefficient architecture for
predicting non-integer scales. As shown in Table 1, LM-
LTE (He and Jin 2024) exhibits 25× higher latency than
our method, yet achieves a PSNR of 0.19 dB lower on
Urban100×4. To this end, we propose a multi-scale frame-
work that allows training multiple integer scales with a sin-
gle model. We design a model that uses a single encoder
to extract features across all scales and introduce a novel
upsampler Implicit Grid Convolution (IGConv), which inte-
grates SPConv across all scales into a unified module. Our
extensive experiments demonstrate that multi-scale training
with IGConv reduces the training budget and stored pa-
rameters by one-third while maintaining or improving
performance compared to models trained on a fixed scale.

In addition, we propose IGConv+, which boosts per-
formance by addressing spectral bias, input-independent
upsampling, and ensembled prediction. We use frequency
loss to mitigate spectral bias and introduce a computation-
ally efficient upsampling method called Implicit Grid Sam-
pling (IGSample) to address input-independent upsampling.
Additionally, we introduce a feature-level geometric re-
parameterization (FGRep) that enables ensembled predic-
tion with a single forward pass. Our thorough experiments
validate that IGConv+, when applied to EDSR, SRFormer,
and MambaIR proposed for fixed-scale training, improves
PSNR by 0.16dB, 0.25dB, and 0.12dB, respectively, on
Urban100×4, with reduced training budgets, stored pa-
rameters, and inference costs.

Our contributions are summarized as follows:

• We highlight the redundancy of classic fixed-scale SR
methods and address this by proposing a multi-scale
training framework introducing IGConv.

• Furthermore, we propose IGConv+, which improves
performance by employing frequency loss, introducing
IGSample, and FGRep

• As a result, SRFormer-IGConv+ trained on multiple
scales achieves a remarkable 0.33dB improvement in
PSNR on Urban100×2.

Table 1: Comparison of various upsamplers. The efficiency
metrics are measured by upsampling a 256×256 image for
scale ×4 using an A6000 GPU.

Upsampler (@RDN) Type Latency
(ms)

Memory
(mb)

Urban100
×2 ×3 ×4

SPConv+ Fixed. 5.5 529.1 32.89 28.80 26.61
LM-LTE (CVPR’24) Arb. 95.7 1442.4 33.03 28.96 26.80
IGConv+ (Ours) Multi. 3.9 193.5 33.17 29.11 26.96

2 Related Work
2.1 Classic Super-Resolution
From early on to the present, CNN-based models, which pri-
marily utilize convolution operations suited for image pro-
cessing due to their local bias and translation invariance,
have been foundational in SR tasks (Dong et al. 2015; Shi

et al. 2016; Lim et al. 2017; Zhang et al. 2018a; Zheng et al.
2024). Recently, transformers (Vaswani et al. 2017) have
garnered significant attention in SR tasks due to their abil-
ity to effectively handle long-range dependencies and their
advantage of using dynamic weights. However, the origi-
nal self-attention computation has a complexity that scales
quadratically with the number of pixels, making it unsuit-
able for low-level vision tasks that deal with large images.
To address this issue, approaches that reduce complexity by
computing self-attention within a window patch (Liang et al.
2021) or in a transposed manner (channel-wise) (Zamir et al.
2022) have been successfully introduced to low-level vision
tasks with superior performance with lower computational
complexity and parameters. Building on the success of win-
dow/transposed self-attention, studies have continued to re-
port improvements in various aspects: widening receptive
fields of transformers (Chen et al. 2023b; Zhou et al. 2023;
Zhang, Zhang, and Yu 2024; Ray, Kumar, and Kolekar 2024;
Zhang et al. 2024), spectral bias (Li et al. 2023), and overall
efficiency (Zhang et al. 2022; Liu et al. 2023b). Despite the
advancements, window/transposed self-attention still faces
the inherent limitation of quadratic complexity in the num-
ber of pixels computed. As a promising alternative, Mam-
baIR (Guo et al. 2024), successfully applied to low-level vi-
sion tasks by improving the local and channel processing
power of state-space models with complexity growing lin-
early with the number of pixels computed, has gained re-
newed attention.

Most listed studies adopt SPConv for upsampling and em-
ploy a single model for a single scale. In contrast, we utilize
various methods to propose a multi-scale training framework
that allows a single model to train multiple integer scales.

2.2 Multi/Arbitrary-Scale Super-Resolution
Unlike the class SR methods, there have been experimental
attempts to train more than one scale with a single model.
For example, LapSRN (Lai et al. 2017) proposed an ar-
chitecture that progressively upsamples image to predict
×8 scale reliably, MDSR (Lim et al. 2017) shared a fea-
ture extractor across all scales and used scale-specific heads
and tails, and MetaSR (Hu et al. 2019) proposed a meta-
upscaling module that parameterizes the convolution filters
by relative position and scale for ASSR. Recently, research
in the ASSR field has gained significant attention by adopt-
ing Implicit Neural Representation (INR) from the graphics
domain (Wang et al. 2021). LIIF uses the deep feature rep-
resentation extracted by the encoder from ILR along with
2-D coordinates to predict RGBs at corresponding locations
using an MLP, thereby learning an implicit continuous rep-
resentation of the image. Subsequent studies have focused
on improving aspects such as the spectral bias (Lee and Jin
2022), local ensemble (Cao et al. 2023; Chen et al. 2023a),
scale-equivalence (Wang et al. 2023), and efficiency (Song
et al. 2023; He and Jin 2024; Vasconcelos et al. 2023).

While our approach is similar to ASSR methods in that we
aim to train multiple scales with a single model using INR-
based methods, we differ in that we do not target arbitrary
scales. Furthermore, we demonstrate that our methodology
is superior to existing multi-scale methods in Appendix A.
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Figure 2: The structure of SR models. (a) illustrates the architectures employing a fixed-scale upsampler, while (b) illustrates
the architecture employing our proposed multi-scale upsampler. Our proposed methods comprise the hyper-network to gener-
ate a convolution kernel based on scale and employ the IGSample as a sub-module to perform input-dependent upsampling
efficiently. FGRep is employed to improve performance by performing ensemble prediction without additional computation.

3 Proposed Methods
This section explains the structure of existing SR models and
presents the preliminary analyses that led to our proposal
to train multiple integer scales with a single model. Based
on the above analyses, we introduce our novel upsampler,
IGConv, capable of predicting multiple integer scales effi-
ciently. Following that, we describe the methods added to
IGConv+ – frequency loss, IGSample, and FGRep – to en-
hance performance further.

3.1 Structure of SR Models
As shown in Figure 2, the structure of SR Models consists
of an encoder and an upsampler, and it can be presented as:

M = E(ILR),

ISR = U(M, r),
(1)

where E denotes the encoder that extracts deep feature repre-
sentation M (∈ RH×W×Ce ) with the same resolution as the
input ILR (∈ RH×W×3), and U represents the upsampler
that produces target output ISR (∈ RrH×rW×3) with scale
factor r . Note that the SR methods train a single model on
a specific scale, requiring separate encoders and upsamplers
for each scale. In contrast, we train multiple integer scales
with a single model, utilizing a single pair of encoder and
decoder.

3.2 Preliminary Analysis
Many SR studies train and evaluate separate models for each
scale (Lim et al. 2017; Zhou et al. 2023; Zheng et al. 2024;
Zhang, Zhang, and Yu 2024; Guo et al. 2024), treating each
scale as a different degradation problem. As shown in Fig-
ure 3, however, we find that even though the model was
trained on different scales, the CKA similarity of the en-
coder’s final output exceeds 90% on average. This result
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Figure 3: Visualization of CKA similarity between feature
maps at scale ×2, ×3, and ×4 varying layers of SMFANet+,
HiT-SRF, and MambaIR. CKA similarity demonstrates that
feature maps at different scales become increasingly similar
as they approach the later layer.

suggests that encoders at different scales extract similar fea-
tures, indicating the potential for a single encoder to learn
across various scales. In addition, we investigate the mech-
anism of SPConv (decoder), where each convolution filter
that produces different scales can be highly correlated, as
shown in Figure 4. For instance, the number of filters that
predict r = 4 and r = 2 are different, 42 and 22, respec-



tively, but the areas they predict are highly correlated. Our
analysis confirms that the upsampler’s input, M , remains
largely unchanged across different r values, suggesting that
a scale-specific encoder is unnecessary. It also demonstrates
that the existing SPConv modules across all scales can be
unified into a single module due to their strong inter-scale
correlations.

3.3 Implicit Grid Convolution
We propose IGConv, which integrates SPConv across all
scales by parameterizing its convolution filters with inter-
scale correlations – specifically, the relative coordinates and
sizes of sub-pixels in the predicted area that vary with r –
employing a hyper-network. IGConv consists of three main
components: the hyper-network, convolution operation, and
upsampling operation. These can be represented as follows:

K = H(r),

M ′ = M ∗K,

ISR = DS(M ′, r),

(2)

where H represents the hyper-network that generates the
convolution filter K (∈ Rk×k×Ce×3·r2 ) according to r, and
M ′ (∈ RH×W×3·r2 ) refers to the feature map obtained by
convolving M with K. M ′ is then passed through the up-
sampling operation DS (: RH×W×3·r2 → RrH×rW×3), re-
sulting in ISR.

Since H depends only on r , it can be pre-computed and
eliminated by instantiating IGConv at a specific r during in-
ference, making the instantiated IGConv functionally iden-
tical to SPConv. Furthermore, because IGConv does not in-
troduce additional modules to the encoder, the model with
instantiated IGConv maintains the same computational cost
as the model with SPConv.

HyperNetwork The hyper-network aims to generate K
according to the given r , and it is formulated as follows:

Fr = h(r),

K ′ = fθ(Fr),

K = R(K ′),

(3)

where h represents the coefficient estimator that generates
Fourier coefficients Fr (∈ RCe·k2×r×r×Ch ) according to
the r, and fθ is parameterized MLPs with ReLU activa-
tions that predict the intermediate convolution kernel K ′ (∈
RCe·k2×r×r×3) from the Fourier coefficients. Lastly, R de-
notes the reshape operation that converts the K ′ into K for
a suitable data structure for convolution. Specifically, Fr is
inferred through the following process:

Cr = δxr ⊙ Zx + δyr ⊙ Zy, sr = hs(2/r),

Fr = Zamp ⊙
[
cos(π(Cr + sr))
sin(π(Cr + sr))

]
,

(4)

where Zamp (∈ RCh ) denotes the scale-invariant la-
tent code, Cr (∈ RCe·k2×r×r×Ch ) refers to the coordi-
nate matrix representing the relative coordinates accord-
ing to the r, and sr represents the size according to the

[2𝐻×2𝑊×1]

[4𝐻×4𝑊×1]

[𝐻×𝑊×2!]

[𝐻×𝑊×4!]

Depth2Space

[𝐻×𝑊×𝐶"]

Conv (𝐶! → 4")

Conv (𝐶! → 2")

[𝐻×𝑊×𝐶"]

Depth2Space

Figure 4: Visualization of SPConv for scales 2 and 4. Al-
though the SPConvs at different scales employ different
numbers of filters, the filtered outputs for all scales exhibit
significant 2D spatial correlations (illustrated with color gra-
dients) due to the subsequent depth-to-space operation. Vi-
sualized kernels that are trained to capture inter-sale corre-
lations are shown in Figure 5.

r. Fr is created by element-wise multiplying the scale-
dependent Fourier matrix, formed by Cr and sr, with
Zamp. Cr is generated by element-wise multiplying the
uniformly sampled 2D relative coordinates δxr, δyr (∈
[−1, 1]1×r×r×1) with the coordinate-invariant latent codes
Zx, Zy (∈ RCe·k2×1×1×Ch/2) respectively, and then sum-
ming the results. sr is generated by feeding the reciprocal of
the r, proportional to the size, into a single linear layer (hs).

3.4 Frequency Loss
Mapping signals using an MLP induces spectral bias (Lee
and Jin 2022). Therefore, in addition to the commonly used
pixel-wise L1 loss, we use a frequency loss (Tu et al. 2022;
Sun, Pan, and Tang 2022) to make the model focus on high-
frequency detail, as follows:

L = ||IHR − ISR||1 + λ||F(IHR)−F(ISR)||1, (5)

where F denotes the Fast Fourier transform, and λ is a
weight parameter set to be 0.05 empirically.

3.5 IGSample Residual Skip
SPConv has a limitation in performance, upscaling the input
M without leveraging the input information. For this reason,
many SR studies that focus on performance improvements
use SPConv+, which adds a convolution after DS (see Fig-
ure 2). However, SPConv+ has a nearly 10× latency in-
crease over SPConv because the additional convolution is
performed in upsampled high-resolution (HR) space. To ad-
dress this, inspired by previous research aimed at upsam-
pling feature maps (Liu et al. 2023a), we propose IGSample,
as formulated below:

Ko,Ks = HS(r),

δxy = (M ∗Ko)⊙ σ(M ∗Ks),

xr = DS(xbilinearr + δxy, r),

IS = S(ILR, coord),

(6)



Table 2: Comparisons of fixed-scale upsamplers (SPConv, SPConv+) and our proposed multi-scale upsamplers (IGConv,
IGConv+) on various encoders trained on the DIV2K dataset. The only best results are bolded.

Dataset Scale Encoder
(Operator) Upsampler Set5 Set14 B100 Urban100 Manga109

DIV2K

2

EDSR
(CNN)

SPConv+ 38.11/0.9602 33.92/0.9195 32.32/0.9013 32.93/0.9351 39.10/0.9773
IGConv 38.21/0.9612 33.96/0.9209 32.34/0.9016 32.94/0.9359 39.13/0.9780
IGConv+ 38.24/0.9614 33.96/0.9209 32.34/0.9018 33.00/0.9360 39.25/0.9783

HiT-SRF
(Transformer)

SPConv 38.26/0.9615 34.01/0.9214 32.37/0.9023 33.13/0.9372 39.47/0.9787
IGConv 38.16/0.9604 34.02/0.9214 32.35/0.9020 33.21/0.9377 39.34/0.9781
IGConv+ 38.30/0.9615 33.97/0.9210 32.38/0.9023 33.22/0.9377 39.47/0.9786

MambaIR-light
(SSM)

SPConv 38.16/0.9610 34.00/0.9212 32.34/0.9017 32.92/0.9356 39.31/0.9779
IGConv 38.20/0.9611 34.02/0.9214 32.34/0.9014 33.02/0.9365 39.28/0.9782
IGConv+ 38.20/0.9613 34.11/0.9221 32.36/0.9019 33.18/0.9372 39.44/0.9786

3

EDSR
(CNN)

SPConv+ 34.65/0.9280 30.52/0.8462 29.25/0.8093 28.80/0.8653 34.17/0.9476
IGConv 34.70/0.9294 30.56/0.8469 29.28/0.8097 28.90/0.8671 34.31/0.9491
IGConv+ 34.74/0.9298 30.65/0.8481 29.30/0.8103 28.95/0.8675 34.47/0.9496

HiT-SRF
(Transformer)

SPConv 34.75/0.9300 30.61/0.8475 29.29/0.8106 28.99/0.8687 34.53/0.9502
IGConv 34.69/0.9292 30.60/0.8476 29.26/0.8098 29.02/0.8694 34.46/0.9499
IGConv+ 34.78/0.9302 30.69/0.8488 29.32/0.8111 29.06/0.8693 34.67/0.9506

MambaIR-light
(SSM)

SPConv 34.72/0.9296 30.63/0.8475 29.29/0.8099 29.00/0.8689 34.39/0.9495
IGConv 34.70/0.9294 30.59/0.8474 29.27/0.8094 28.91/0.8672 34.37/0.9492
IGConv+ 34.74/0.9298 30.68/0.8487 29.30/0.8105 29.04/0.8687 34.62/0.9502

4

EDSR
(CNN)

SPConv+ 32.46/0.8968 28.80/0.7876 27.71/0.7420 26.64/0.8033 31.02/0.9148
IGConv 32.57/0.8990 28.84/0.7880 27.76/0.7426 26.75/0.8060 31.29/0.9178
IGConv+ 32.59/0.8996 28.91/0.7890 27.79/0.7433 26.82/0.8064 31.43/0.9182

HiT-SRF
(Transformer)

SPConv 32.55/0.8999 28.87/0.7880 27.75/0.7432 26.80/0.8069 31.26/0.9171
IGConv 32.53/0.8988 28.90/0.7887 27.71/0.7422 26.88/0.8085 31.31/0.9184
IGConv+ 32.60/0.9001 28.95/0.7892 27.80/0.7440 26.91/0.8083 31.57/0.9198

MambaIR-light
(SSM)

SPConv 32.51/0.8993 28.85/0.7876 27.75/0.7423 26.75/0.8051 31.26/0.9175
IGConv 32.50/0.8992 28.86/0.7879 27.75/0.7422 26.72/0.8045 31.29/0.9175
IGConv+ 32.62/0.8997 28.93/0.7893 27.80/0.7437 26.87/0.8068 31.51/0.9185

where HS denotes hyper-network to predict convolution fil-
ters (Ko, Ks) depending on r same as H in IGConv. Ko

and Ks predict the direction and constraint scope by per-
forming convolution with M . After applying a sigmoid (σ)
to the predicted scope, it is multiplied element-wise with
the direction to generate δxy for calibrating the coordinates.
Subsequently, δxy is added to the bilinear sampling coordi-
nate (xbilinearr ) according to the scale and then transformed
into a suitable data structure for sampling through the DS
operation to create the calibrated sampling coordinate (xr).
Finally, the upsampled image IS is created by sampling (S)
from ILR based on xr and then added to ISR. As a result,
the IGSample upsamples ILR input-dependently by adjust-
ing the bilinear upsampling coordinates utilizing informa-
tion from M while shifting the decoder’s role from inferring
RGB values to inferring the residual image, thereby allow-
ing it to focus on high-frequency details (Lee and Jin 2022).

3.6 Feature-level Geometric Re-param.
We propose FGRep inspired by input-level geometric en-
semble (Lim et al. 2017) and feature-level local ensem-
ble (Chen, Liu, and Wang 2021) to improve performance by
leveraging ensemble prediction, defined as follows:

M ′ =
1

8

8∑
i=1

Aug−1
i (Augi(M) ∗K), (7)

where Aug refers to an augmentation function that consists
of 8 transformations, including flip, rotation, and identity.
FGRep performs each Aug on M to create augmented ver-
sions of M , followed by convolution with K. Then, Aug−1

is applied to each filtered output to revert them to their orig-
inal state, and all filtered outputs are averaged to produce
M ′. The H, and DS in IGConv are omitted.

This is similar to the local ensemble as it performs the
ensemble at the feature level but resembles the geometric
ensemble in how augmentation is performed. Interestingly,
performing convolution on augmented feature maps with a
single kernel followed by inverse augmentation is equivalent
to applying convolution to a single feature map with aug-
mented kernels, leading to the redefinition of Equation 7 as
follows:

M ′ =
1

8

8∑
i=1

M ∗Augi(K). (8)

Furthermore, performing convolution on a single feature
map with multiple kernels can be converted to performing
convolution on a single feature map with a single kernel
via structural re-parameterization. Equation 8 is redefined
by structural re-parameterization as:

M ′ = M ∗ K̄, (9)

where K̄ =
1

8

8∑
i=1

Augi(K). (10)

Consequently, FGRep allows IGConv to generate ensem-
bled predictions without increasing the computational cost
during inference. We apply FGRep to every kernel predicted
by the hyper-networks (K,Ko,Ks).



Table 3: Comparisons of fixed-scale upsamplers (SPConv, SPConv+) and our proposed multi-scale upsamplers (IGConv,
IGConv+) on various encoders trained on the DF2K dataset. The only best results are bolded.

Dataset Scale Encoder
(Operator) Upsampler Set5 Set14 B100 Urban100 Manga109

DF2K

2

SMFANet+
(CNN)

SPConv 38.19/0.9611 33.92/0.9207 32.32/0.9015 32.70/0.9331 39.46/0.9787
IGConv 38.16/0.9610 33.96/0.9213 32.32/0.9014 32.73/0.9332 39.38/0.9785
IGConv+ 38.14/0.9611 33.92/0.9208 32.32/0.9014 32.76/0.9334 39.40/0.9786

SRFormer
(Transformer)

SPConv+ 38.51/0.9627 34.44/0.9253 32.57/0.9046 34.09/0.9449 40.07/0.9802
IGConv 38.44/0.9625 34.64/0.9267 32.56/0.9048 34.28/0.9462 39.88/0.9798
IGConv+ 38.53/0.9626 34.72/0.9268 32.60/0.9052 34.42/0.9468 40.03/0.9797

MambaIR
(SSM)

SPConv+ 38.57/0.9627 34.67/0.9261 32.58/0.9048 34.15/0.9446 40.28/0.9806
IGConv 38.48/0.9624 34.68/0.9264 32.58/0.9047 34.26/0.9453 40.14/0.9803
IGConv+ 38.55/0.9625 34.81/0.9270 32.62/0.9052 34.37/0.9461 40.19/0.9802

3

SMFANet+
(CNN)

SPConv 34.66/0.9292 30.57/0.8461 29.25/0.8090 28.67/0.8611 34.45/0.9490
IGConv 34.62/0.9290 30.56/0.8461 29.25/0.8090 28.64/0.8606 34.45/0.9490
IGConv+ 34.58/0.9287 30.58/0.8464 29.24/0.8089 28.66/0.8610 34.45/0.9490

SRFormer
(Transformer)

SPConv+ 35.02/0.9323 30.94/0.8540 29.48/0.8156 30.04/0.8865 35.26/0.9543
IGConv 34.96/0.9323 30.95/0.8543 29.47/0.8157 30.11/0.8876 35.16/0.9543
IGConv+ 35.08/0.9329 31.06/0.8551 29.52/0.8166 30.25/0.8888 35.45/0.9550

MambaIR
(SSM)

SPConv+ 35.08/0.9323 30.99/0.8536 29.51/0.8157 29.93/0.8841 35.43/0.9546
IGConv 35.04/0.9320 31.01/0.8535 29.50/0.8154 29.95/0.8844 35.44/0.9545
IGConv+ 35.10/0.9325 31.14/0.8550 29.55/0.8164 30.11/0.8864 35.55/0.9549

4

SMFANet+
(CNN)

SPConv 32.51/0.8985 28.87/0.7872 27.74/0.7412 26.56/0.7976 31.29/0.9163
IGConv 32.47/0.8982 28.84/0.7866 27.74/0.7413 26.54/0.7969 31.28/0.9158
IGConv+ 32.52/0.8988 28.83/0.7867 27.74/0.7413 26.55/0.7974 31.29/0.9161

SRFormer
(Transformer)

SPConv+ 32.93/0.9041 29.08/0.7953 27.94/0.7502 27.68/0.8311 32.21/0.9271
IGConv 32.87/0.9046 29.08/0.7952 27.91/0.7499 27.79/0.8333 32.14/0.9274
IGConv+ 33.04/0.9047 29.22/0.7971 27.99/0.7509 27.93/0.8350 32.45/0.9288

MambaIR
(SSM)

SPConv+ 33.03/0.9046 29.20/0.7961 27.98/0.7503 27.68/0.8287 32.32/0.9272
IGConv 32.98/0.9041 29.17/0.7955 27.97/0.7498 27.68/0.8288 32.36/0.9271
IGConv+ 33.05/0.9045 29.25/0.7969 28.02/0.7512 27.80/0.8314 32.52/0.9280

4 Experiments
4.1 Training Pipeline
This section describes the training pipeline to train multiple
integer scales simultaneously. We randomly sample a scale
from r ∈ {2, 3, 4} for each batch, commonly used in SR
tasks. After that, we crop a patch (IHR) from a high-quality
image (IGT ) to the size of the training patch multiplied by
the sampled r. IHR is then bicubic downsampled by the ran-
domly sampled r to create ILR, and model is trained to re-
construct IHR from ILR. Since IGConv can only upsample
a single scale per batch, we optimize the model by utiliz-
ing generalized gradients averaged across multiple batches.
Learning with multiple batches can be achieved through gra-
dient accumulation or distributed learning, and we use dis-
tributed learning with 4 GPUs. In all cases, we train all
scales (×2, ×3, and ×4) simultaneously, but only with the
training budget that existing fixed-scale methods used
for the ×2 scale.

4.2 Implemtation details
In this section, we describe the implementation details of
our proposal methods. The fθ of H and HS are composed
of 256 and 128 dimensions, respectively, with four and two
hidden layers. Additionally, Ch for both H and HS are also
set to 256 and 128, respectively. Following the previous
study (Lee and Jin 2022), when inferring sr using hs, we
use min(r, rt), where rt denotes the maximum scale seen
during training. In practice, since all intermediate represen-
tations in the hyper-network are suitably structured for con-
volution, we implement the fθ employing 1×1 convolution.

Convolution filters (Ce ·k2) are predicted batch-wise, and in
all cases, k is set to 3.

4.3 Quantitative Results
To validate the importance of multi-scale training and the
superiority of our proposed methods, we compare IGConv
and IGConv+ with SPConv and SPConv+ on in a variety
of encoders (EDSR (Lim et al. 2017), SMFANet (Zheng
et al. 2024), HiT-SRF (Zhang, Zhang, and Yu 2024), SR-
Former (Zhou et al. 2023), MambaIR (Guo et al. 2024)) with
various core operators (convolution, self-attention, and state-
space model), datasets (DIV2K, and DF2K (Timofte et al.
2017)), and decoder complexity (SPConv, and SPConv+),
respectively. For performance evaluation, we leverage five
commonly used datasets (Set5 (Bevilacqua et al. 2012),
Set14 (Zeyde, Elad, and Protter 2012), B100 (Martin et al.
2001), Urban100 (Huang, Singh, and Ahuja 2015), and
Manga109 (Matsui et al. 2017)), and measure Peak Sig-
nal to Noise Ratio (PSNR) and Structural Similarity Index
Measure (SSIM) in the y-channel after cropping the im-
age’s boundary according to scale. The training details are
provided in the Appendix D. In Table 2, and Table 3, IG-
Conv maintains comparable performance to SPConv and
SPConv+ while reducing training budget and stored param-
eters by one-third, indicating that scale-specific training is
not essential. In addition, SRFormer-IGConv+ outperforms
SRFormer-SPConv+ by 0.25dB at Urban100×4, highlight-
ing the superior performance of IGConv+ and demonstrat-
ing that the additional methods introduced in IGConv+ con-
tribute significantly to this performance improvement. Abla-



tion studies for each method can be found in the Appendix E.

Table 4: Comparison on SPConv, SPConv+, IGConv and
IGConv+ on efficiency measures. Metrics are calculated by
reconstructing an HD (1280×720) image for each scale us-
ing an A6000 GPU.

Upsampler Latency (ms) Params (K) Memory (mb)
×2 ×3 ×4 ×2 ×3 ×4 ×2 ×3 ×4

SPConv 0.41 0.23 0.25 6.9 15.6 27.7 77.4 46.1 38.9IGConvinst

SPConv+ 4.14 3.92 4.90 149.4 334.1 297.2 508.8 475.5 467.2
IGConv+

inst 1.97 1.50 1.47 34.6 77.8 138.2 197.9 166.1 156.0

Furthermore, to demonstrate IGConv’s exceptional ef-
ficiency, we compare our methods with SPConv and
SPConv+ on efficiency measures. As shown in Table 4,
IGConvinst exhibits the same computational cost as SP-
Conv while reducing substantial training budget and stored
parameters. Notably, IGConv+inst demonstrates less latency,
parameters, and memory usage than SPConv+ since all
computations are computed in LR space, highlighting our
method’s remarkable efficiency.

These quantitative comparisons demonstrate that IGConv
and IGConv+ surpass SPConv and SPConv+ in both perfor-
mance and efficiency, underscoring the importance of multi-
scale training.

4.4 Analysis on Inter-Scale Correlations
To illustrate the impact of H mapping inter-scale correla-
tions (relative position and size) to convolutional filters, we
visualise the convolutional filter in RDN-IGConv+ at differ-
ent scales (×2, ×3, ×4, ×32). As shown in Figure 5, the
convolution filters at all scales consistently change contin-
uously in response to the variation of r, indicating that H
effectively mapped the inter-scale correlation to the convo-
lution filters.

Convolution Filters

Sc
al

es
𝑟=
32

𝑟=
4

𝑟=
3

𝑟=
2

Figure 5: Visualizations of 16 convolution filters in front in-
ferred by H of RDN-IGConv+ for scales ×2, ×3, ×4, and
×32. More visualization is provided in the Appendix F.

4.5 Visual Results
To demonstrate that IGConv and IGConv+ are also visually
superior, we compare our methods visually to SPConv and
then to SPConv+. As shown in Figure 6, using IGConv and
IGConv+ improves the visual quality and the PSNR. This
shows that our method yields visually pleasing and numer-
ical results, emphasizing the importance of learning multi-
scale again.

HR Crop / PSNR SPConv / 17.27 IGConv / 21.79 IGConv+ / 22.67

HR Crop / PSNR SPConv+ / 16.85 IGConv / 17.93 IGConv+ / 21.19

Urban100 – img010

Urban100 – img061

(a) SRFormer

(b) MambaIR-Light

Figure 6: Visual comparisons on SPConv, SPConv+, IG-
Conv, and IGConv+ on Urban100×4 dataset.

5 Conclusion
This paper addressed the redundancy of classic fixed-scale
SR methods, which require a single model for a single fixed-
scale by training multiple scales simultaneously. Based on
the observation that encoders at different scales generate
similar features and that SPConv operates in a highly cor-
related manner across all scales, we train multiple inte-
ger scales with a single model by using a single encoder
and introducing IGConv, which integrates SPConv across
all scales. We achieved a one-third reduction in both the
training budget and the number of stored parameters while
maintaining comparable performance to methods trained on
a single fixed scale by simultaneously training on multi-
ple integer scales. Additionally, we introduced IGConv+,
which enhanced performance by employing frequency loss,
IGSample, and FGRep. As a result, SRFormer-IGConv+
achieved a significant improvement of 0.33 dB in PSNR on
the Urban100×2 dataset compared to SRFormer-SPConv+,
with reduced training budget, stored parameters, and infer-
ence cost.

Discussion: Multi-scale training with IGConv+ signifi-
cantly improved performance, but degree of improvement
varies. This suggests that a new approach is needed when
proposing architectures suitable for multi-scale training and
raises the need for further research.
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The Appendix includes detailed comparisons with similar
methods, experiments beyond the ×4 scale, training details,
an ablation study, additional visualizations of inter-scale cor-
relation, and quantitative and qualitative results on ASSR
methods.

A Comparions on LapSRN and MDSR
Before our research, attempts were made to train multiple
scales simultaneously. For example, LapSRN aimed to sta-
bly predict ×8 images by progressively upsampling the LR
image. MDSR extracts features from an image and converts
them to RGB using scale-specific heads and tails, while shar-
ing a feature extractor across all scales to extract features
from multiple scales. Our approach offers several advan-
tages over these methods. First, LapSRN requires compu-
tations in the high-resolution (HR) space because of its pro-
gressive upsampling, resulting in a significant computational
burden. We demonstrate in Appendix C that our method can
predict the ×8 scale without such excessive computational
costs. Additionally, MDSR independently trains each head
and tail, which means the heads and tails cannot learn multi-
scale information, potentially negatively impacting perfor-
mance.

B Comparisons on CUF
The continuous upsampling filter (CUF) (Vasconcelos et al.
2023) is similar to our method of mapping kernels to INR
and converting efficiently when instantiated at a particular
scale. However, our method is more computationally effi-
cient. To demonstrate the computational efficiency of our ap-
proach compared to CUF, we consider only the instantiated
CUF at specific scales, excluding the inefficiencies that arise
from targeting Arbitrary-Scale Super-Resolution (ASSR).
CUF performs scale-variant modulation using depth-wise
convolution followed by depth-to-space (DS) to upsample,
with two additional 1×1 convolutions added to compen-
sate for insufficient channel mixing. These additional con-
volutions result in computational inefficiency, involving ex-
tra computations in the upsampled HR space, similar to
SPConv+. In Appendix G, we demonstrate that Instanti-
ated IGConv+ outperforms Instantiated CUF in both la-
tency and performance, highlighting the superiority of our
approach that performing all heavy computation in Low-
Resolution (LR) space.

C Beyond ×4 scale
Many recent SR studies have focused on three scales (×2,
×3, and ×4), and accordingly, we also trained and evalu-
ated our model on these three scales. However, some previ-
ous studies have evaluated four scales, including ×8, which
raised the question of whether more challenging and com-
plex scales can also be trained simultaneously. For this rea-
son, we used RCAN (Zhang et al. 2018a) as the encoder to
train and evaluate our model on four scales simultaneously,
including ×8. As shown in Table 7, IGConv+ achieves a
PSNR that is 0.13 dB higher on Urban100×8 compared
to SPConv+, even though IGConv+ was trained on four
scales simultaneously. This surprising result underscores our

claim that a fixed-scale training approach is unnecessary and
shows that learning high scales is possible without a progres-
sive upsampling architecture.

D Training Details
This section describes training details to train each method.
The training details presented in Table 5 correspond to the
training budget used by each method to the ×2 scale.

Table 5: Training Details for each method.

Methods PatchSize BatchSize Iteration LR EMA
EDSR 48 16 300000 0.0001 "

RCAN 48 16 1000000 0.0001 %

SMFANet 64 64 1000000 0.001 "

HiT-SRF 64 64 500000 0.0005 %

SRFormer 64 32 500000 0.0002 %

MambaIR-light 64 32 500000 0.0002 %

MambaIR 64 32 500000 0.0002 %

E Ablation Study
To validate that every proposed method contributes to per-
formance improvement, we perform an ablation study by
adding our proposal to RDN (Zhang et al. 2018b). Table 6
demonstrates the performance improvement by replacing the
upsampler with IGConv and adding frequency loss, IGSam-
ple, and FGRep. This indicates that our proposed methods
effectively contribute to performance improvement.

Table 6: Ablation study on our proposed methods. FFT, IGS,
and FGR denote frequency loss, IGSample, and FGRep, re-
spectively.

Upsampler FFT IGS FGR Urban100
×2 ×3 ×4

SPConv+ % % % 32.89 28.80 26.61
IGConv % % % 33.06 28.97 26.82

IGConv+
" % % 33.10 29.02 26.88
" " % 33.15 29.08 26.95
" " " 33.17 29.12 26.96

F More Visualizations on Inter-Scale Corr.
This section includes additional visualizations of inter-scale
correlations. As shown in Figure 7, all convolution filters
change continuously with variations in scale, demonstrating
that H effectively captures the inter-scale correlation.

G Comparison on ASSR
We compare our method to ASSR methods, as training
more than one scale with a single model shares similari-
ties with these methods. For the comparison, we train and
evaluate our upsampler, IGConv+, using RDN (Zhang et al.
2018b) and SwinIR (Liang et al. 2021), which are com-
monly used as encoders in ASSR methods. The baselines
for comparison include LIIF (Chen, Liu, and Wang 2021),



Table 7: comparisons of fixed-scale upsamplers (SPConv, SPConv+) and our proposed multi-scale upsamplers (IGConv,
IGConv+) on RCAN encoder.

Encoder Scale Decoder Set5 Set14 B100 Urban100 Manga109

RCAN

2 SPConv+ 38.27/0.9614 34.12/0.9216 32.41/0.9027 33.34/0.9384 39.44/0.9786
IGConv+ 38.23/0.9614 34.12/0.9217 32.38/0.9022 33.27/0.9383 39.39/0.9784

3 SPConv+ 34.74/0.9299 30.65/0.8482 29.32/0.8111 29.09/0.8702 34.44/0.9499
IGConv+ 34.86/0.9306 30.71/0.8490 29.34/0.8111 29.18/0.8712 34.66/0.9505

4 SPConv+ 32.63/0.9002 28.87/0.7889 27.77/0.7436 26.82/0.8087 31.22/0.9173
IGConv+ 32.68/0.9007 28.98/0.7907 27.83/0.7444 27.03/0.8118 31.60/0.9182

8 SPConv+ 27.31/0.7878 25.23/0.6511 24.98/0.6058 23.00/0.6452 25.24/0.8029
IGConv+ 27.34/0.7850 25.35/0.6513 25.04/0.6048 23.13/0.6454 25.45/0.8016

𝑟 = 32𝑟 = 4

𝑟 = 2 𝑟 = 3

Figure 7: Visualizations of convolution filters inferred by H
of RDN-IGConv+ for scales ×2, ×3, ×4, and ×32.

LTE (Lee and Jin 2022), CiaoSR (Cao et al. 2023), OPE-
SR (Song et al. 2023), CUF (Vasconcelos et al. 2023), and
LM-LTE (He and Jin 2024). As shown in Table 9, SwinIR-
IGConv+ achieves a 0.01 dB higher PSNR on B100×4
compared to SwinIR-CiaoSR while reducing latency and
memory usage by 99.5% and 99.4%, respectively, demon-
strating exceptional performance-efficiency trade-off. More-
over, IGConv+inst outperforms the CUF instantiated at a spe-
cific integer scale by achieving a 0.06 dB higher PSNR on
Urban100×2, with 78% and 86% lower latency and memory
usage, respectively, showing that our efficiency is not merely
due to the absence of non-integer scale prediction.

We also visually compare IGConv+ with the ASSR meth-
ods (LIIF, LTE, and OPE-SR). In Figure. 8, IGConv+ has
good visual quality and PSNR compared to the ASSR
method, which requires a substantial computational cost.

LIIF / 16.47 LTE / 16.00 OPE-SR / 15.56 IGConv+ / 19.51

LIIF / 22.10 LTE / 22.48 OPE-SR / 22.43 IGConv+ / 24.78

Urban100 – img004

Urban100 – img092

IGConv+ / 24.78HR Crop / PSNR

IGConv+ / 24.78HR Crop / PSNR

Figure 8: Visual comparisons on IGConv+ and ASSR meth-
ods using RDN encoder on Urban100×4 dataset.

This confirms that IGConv+ is efficient and has superior vi-
sual quality to the ASSR methods, highlighting the excep-
tional performance-efficiency trade-off of our method.

H IGConv for ASSR
Since our method’s core operator is convolution, it can-
not upsampling to an arbitrary scale. However, predicting
⌈r ∈ R⌉ and then downsampling to r could approximate
the desired result, although this approach is not optimal.
We train and evaluate IGConv+

arb, which learns scales in the
range r ∈ [1, 4] using the aforementioned method to pre-
dict arbitrary-scale and compare it with ASSR methods on
non-integer scales. As shown in Table 9, despite its naive



Table 8: Comparison of ASSR upsamplers with our proposal. Efficiency measures are calculated by upsampling a 128x128
image using an A6000 GPU for ×4 scale. The best and second-best results are highlighted in bold and underlined, respectively.

Encoder Decoder Latency
(ms)

#Params
(K)

Memory
(mb)

Set5 Set14 B100 Urban100
×2 ×3 ×4 ×2 ×3 ×4 ×2 ×3 ×4 ×2 ×3 ×4

RDN

LIIF 139.6 347 1811 38.17 34.68 32.50 33.97 30.53 28.80 32.32 29.26 27.74 32.87 28.82 26.68
LTE 166.0 494 1608 38.23 34.72 32.61 34.09 30.58 28.88 32.36 29.30 27.77 33.04 28.97 26.81
CiaoSR 395.5 1429 12378 38.29 34.85 32.66 34.22 30.65 28.93 32.41 29.34 27.83 33.30 29.17 27.11
LM-LTE 31.2 271 367 38.23 34.76 32.53 34.11 30.56 28.86 32.37 29.31 27.78 33.03 28.96 26.80
OPE-SR 15.6 0 339 37.60 34.59 32.47 33.39 30.49 28.80 32.05 29.19 27.72 31.78 28.63 26.53
CUF - / 1.2§ 10 - / 132§ 38.23 34.72 32.54 33.99 30.58 28.86 32.35 29.29 27.76 33.01 28.91 26.75
IGConv+ 2.3 / 0.5§ 922 71 / 43§ 38.26 34.74 32.64 34.10 30.68 28.91 32.39 29.33 27.82 33.17 29.11 26.96

SwinIR

LIIF 342.8 614 5015 38.28 34.87 32.73 34.14 30.75 28.98 32.39 29.34 27.84 33.36 29.33 27.15
LTE 166.0 1028 1619 38.33 34.89 32.81 34.25 30.80 29.06 32.44 29.39 27.86 33.50 29.41 27.24
CiaoSR 889.9 3168 34760 38.38 34.91 32.84 34.33 30.82 29.08 32.47 29.42 27.90 33.65 29.52 27.42
LM-LTE 31.4 538 376 38.32 34.88 32.77 34.28 30.79 29.01 32.46 29.39 27.87 33.52 29.44 27.24
CUF - / 3.6§ 37 - / 376§ 38.34 34.88 32.80 34.29 30.79 29.02 32.45 29.38 27.85 33.54 29.45 27.24
IGConv+ 4.6 / 0.8§ 1991 215 / 52§ 38.35 34.89 32.79 34.18 30.84 29.09 32.46 29.41 27.91 33.60 29.53 27.35

Table 9: Comparison of ASSR upsamplers with our proposal on non-integer scales. The best and second-best results are high-
lighted in bold and underlined, respectively.

Encoder Decoder Set5 Set14 B100 Urban100
×1.5 ×2.5 ×3.5 ×1.5 ×2.5 ×3.5 ×1.5 ×2.5 ×3.5 ×1.5 ×2.5 ×3.5

RDN

LIIF 41.43 36.15 33.56 37.45 31.87 29.56 35.83 30.48 28.42 36.79 30.49 27.64
LTE 41.51 36.18 33.64 37.55 31.91 29.62 35.87 30.51 28.45 36.97 30.64 27.77
LM-LTE 41.49 36.18 33.62 37.52 31.91 29.58 35.88 30.52 28.45 36.97 30.62 27.77
OPE-SR 40.24 35.85 33.49 36.02 31.67 29.55 35.07 30.33 28.38 33.47 30.08 27.48
IGConv+

arb 41.25 36.20 33.64 37.40 32.00 29.68 35.74 30.51 28.46 36.64 30.70 27.85

implementation, IGConv+arb achieves results comparable to
other methods.


