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Abstract

Diffusion models have recently emerged as a power-
ful technique in image generation, especially for image
super-resolution tasks. While 2D diffusion models signifi-
cantly enhance the resolution of individual images, existing
diffusion-based methods for 3D volume super-resolution of-
ten struggle with structure discontinuities in axial direction
and high sampling costs. In this work, we present a novel
approach that leverages the 2D diffusion model and lateral
continuity within the volume to enhance 3D volume electron
microscopy (vEM) super-resolution. We first simulate lat-
eral degradation with slices in the XY plane and train a 2D
diffusion model to learn how to restore the degraded slices.
The model is then applied slice-by-slice in the lateral direc-
tion of low-resolution volume, recovering slices while pre-
serving inherent lateral continuity. Following this, a high-
frequency-aware 3D super-resolution network is trained on
the recovery lateral slice sequences to learn spatial feature
transformation across slices. Finally, the network is ap-
plied to infer high-resolution volumes in the axial direction,
enabling 3D super-resolution. We validate our approach
through comprehensive evaluations, including image simi-
larity assessments, resolution analysis, and performance on
downstream tasks. Our results on two publicly available fo-
cused ion beam scanning electron microscopy (FIB-SEM)
datasets demonstrate the robustness and practical applica-
bility of our framework for 3D volume super-resolution.

1. Introduction
Recent advances in diffusion models have revolution-

ized image processing, making significant contributions to
tasks such as restoration [31, 32], generation [17, 23], and
enhancement [46]. Their powerful generative capabili-
ties are increasingly being applied to improve image qual-

YZ XZ XY YZ XZ XY

𝑉𝐻𝑉𝐿

High Resolution 𝐼𝐻Low Resolution 𝐼𝐿

volume

super-resolution

Low Resolution Volume High Resolution Volume

Figure 1. Super-Resolution of low-resolution vEM volume. Bi-
ological samples exhibit a consistent data distribution across spa-
tial dimensions. In this work, we propose a training framework
named Diffusion to Resolution (D2R) that leverages this intrin-
sic property to train 3D super-resolution networks without any
high-resolution volumes as supervision. Our proposed 3D super-
resolution network trained under D2R framework successfully
performs 8x super-resolution on low-resolution volumes, achiev-
ing performance comparable to that of supervised training.

ity in fields beyond natural images, such as remote sens-
ing [22, 45], microscopy [16, 30, 35], and MRI/CT imag-
ing [28,33], where high-resolution data is scarce but critical
for downstream tasks. This makes diffusion models particu-
larly promising for volumetric microscopy, where accurate
3D reconstructions require high-resolution volumes, but are
hindered by technical and resource limitations [18, 30].

Despite the promising potential of diffusion models for
enhancing image quality, their direct application to volu-
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metric electron microscopy (vEM) is fraught with signifi-
cant challenges. In recent years, vEM has become a piv-
otal imaging tool in biological research, providing ultra-
structural details at nanoscale resolution [25]. However, ac-
quiring large-scale isotropic 3D data remains a significant
challenge due to the constraints of the imaging method and
budget limitations [34,38]. These constraints underscore an
urgent demand for efficient super-resolution methods capa-
ble of reconstructing high-quality isotropic volumes from
lower-resolution data.

To address these challenges, we propose Diffusion to
Resolution (D2R), a training framework that leverages the
2D diffusion model to train 3D volume super-resolution net-
works. Inspired by previous works [6, 9, 18, 37], D2R is
based on the assumption that biological samples exhibit a
consistent data distribution across different spatial dimen-
sions. This isotropic assumption enables D2R to lever-
age 2D diffusion models for learning to recover degraded
slices in the XY plane and then apply the learned recov-
ery process to slices in the other two planes. Once trained,
the 2D diffusion model generates high-resolution lateral
slices on the XZ and YZ planes slice-by-slice, resulting
in a lateral high-resolution training volumes for 3D net-
works. Following this, we train our proposed Deconvo-
lution Gaussian Embedding Attention Network (DGEAN)
along lateral directions to effectively capture feature trans-
formation across slices. By leveraging the above workflow,
the D2R training framework enables the training of super-
resolution networks without isotropic 3D volumes as su-
pervision, while preserving structural continuity across dif-
ferent dimensions. Moreover, D2R can be easily adapted
to any volume super-resolution methods that necessitate
high-resolution volumes for supervision. Our experiments
demonstrate that both DGEAN and other networks trained
with the D2R training framework achieve performance
comparable to that of networks trained with high-resolution
volumes.

In summary, this paper offers the following contribu-
tions. 1) We introduce D2R, a novel 2D diffusion-based
training framework for the 3D vEM super-resolution task.
2) We propose the DGEAN network, designed to effec-
tively capture high-frequency features within vEM volume
data, ensuring seamless interslice continuity and structural
coherence. 3) Extensive experiments demonstrated that the
DGEAN network integrated with the D2R training frame-
work outperforms all unsupervised vEM super-resolution
methods.

2. Related Work

2.1. Volume Super-resolution

Volume super-resolution (VSR) is a class of techniques
used to enhance the axial resolution of a 3D volume, and

it has been applied in both electron microscopy (EM) and
light microscopy (LM). Classic interpolation methods, such
as linear and cubic interpolation, are frequently applied to
enhance the axial resolution as they do not introduce ar-
tifical biological structures. Recently, deep learning-based
interpolation methods like STDIN [44] have notably en-
hanced volume resolution in the Z-axis (refered as ax-
ial direction), yet it is restricted to a fixed ×2 super-
resolution. Another kind of methods aims to reconstruct lat-
eral (XZ/YZ) images from anisotropic volume, with meth-
ods like IsoRecon [6] using CycleGAN frameworks for
restoration, though this requires separate training for each
super-resolution factor. Lateral diffusion-based methods,
such as DiffuseIR [37] and the method proposed in [26], of-
fer arbitrary scale super-resolution reconstruction by filling
in missing content in degraded lateral images using a pre-
trained diffusion model, although they struggle with spa-
tial continuity and high computational demands. vEMDif-
fuse [30] is an axial diffusion-based interpolation method
that integrates information from adjacent slices using chan-
nel embeddings for different upsample scale factors. How-
ever, by restoring only a single 2D image at a time, it en-
counters prolonged inference times and discontinuities be-
tween neighboring slices. Volume-based methods such as
3D SRUNet [11] achieving isotropic reconstruction of in-
put degraded volume by using high-resolution volume as
supervision, but requiring additional training at different
scale factors. By performing detail enhancement on bilin-
ear interpolation results of degraded volumes, IsoVEM [9]
enables volume super-resolution at arbitrary upscale factor.
However, this method assumes that the distribution of low-
resolution lateral slices is the same as that of high-resolution
axial slices, which limits its generalization. Among them,
our network DGEAN aligns with vEMDiffuse [30] in tar-
geting axial reconstruction but diverges by employing a
non-generative approach in inference that can efficiently
predict missing slices.

2.2. Video Frame Interpolation

Video frame interpolation (VFI) generates intermediate
frames between existing input frames, producing smoother
motion and higher frame rates. Since Super-SloMo [19] uti-
lized optical flow for VFI, many methods have focused on
estimating optical flow to synthesize intermediate frames,
with [2] and [15] enhancing this approach by incorporat-
ing depth maps and ground truth guided flow, respectively.
QVI [29] and IQ-VFI [14] improve interpolation perfor-
mance by fitting nonlinear motions. Due to the complexity
and high computational costs involved in estimating opti-
cal flow, methods such as CAIN [4] and FLAVR [21] by-
pass optical flow estimation and predict frames directly.
CAIN uses a channel attention mechanism, while FLAVR
employs a 3D UNet architecture with a self-attention layer



for end-to-end frame interpolation. Recently, there has been
work focusing on the application of diffusion models in
VFI tasks [17]. Compared to traditional interpolation meth-
ods, diffusion-based VFI method is able to synthesize nat-
ural and high-quality intermediate frames. However, the
imaging process in biological scenes suffers from signifi-
cant noise compared to natural images, and biological struc-
tures exhibit strong nonlinear deformations, which strongly
hinder VFI-based methods directly used in biological vol-
ume super-resolution tasks.

2.3. Diffusion Models

Recently, diffusion models have emerged as a leading
innovation in generative modeling. Based on modeling
a diffusion process and then learning its reverse, the De-
noising Diffusion Probabilistic Model (DDPM) [12] is ca-
pable of progressively transforming Gaussian noise into
structured signals. Subsequent research has focused on re-
fining the control over the output of these models, with
key methods such as classifier-guidance [7] and classifier-
free guidance [13]. In image restoration, the core task is
to reconstruct high-quality images from corresponding de-
graded inputs. Common restoration task in natural image
field includes image deblurring [46], inpainting [31], super-
resolution [32, 45] and so on. VSR task is similar to lateral
slice-by-slice super-resolution tasks, but our approach fun-
damentally differs from diffusion-based methods. First, due
to long sampling time, diffusion models are computation-
ally expensive for VSR. Secondly, vEM slices are noisy,
making diffusion-based denoising networks highly sensi-
tive to this noise, especially in latent space super-resolution
methods such as [23]. Lastly, due to the lack of high-
resolution volumes for supervision, performing 2D slice-
by-slice inference often introduces discontinuities and arti-
facts, which strongly degrade performance in downstream
tasks. In contrast, our framework utilizes 3D convolutional
networks trained on diffusion-enhanced data, eliminating
inference time overhead. We incorporate a low-frequency
loss for supervision to reduce the impact of noise and lever-
age the inherent continuity within the volume to enhance
spatial consistency in 3D structures.

3. Proposed Method
3.1. Overview

As shown in Fig. 2, our goal is to generate a high-
resolution volume V H with increased resolution along the
Z-axis by a scale factor r. Starting from a low-resolution
input volume V L, the output V̂ H should approximate the
ground truth V H closely. Without loss of generality, we set
r = 8 in this work. We use IXY to denote a slice in the
axial direction, where Ii;XY = V[i,:,:], and similarly, Ij;XZ

and Ik;Y Z represent V[:,j,:] and V[:,:,k], respectively.

To achieve Z-axis super-resolution without high-
resolution volume as supervision, we propose a three-stage
2D diffusion-based training framework named Diffusion to
Resolution (D2R). In Stage I, we leverage a 2D diffusion
model to learn how to recover the high-resolution slice IHXY

from its low-resolution one ILXY in axial direction. The
model is trained on synthesized pairs of degraded data ÎLXY

and corresponding high-resolution data IHXY . Inspired by
previous work [18, 26, 27, 37], in Stage II, we apply the
trained diffusion models to recover lateral slices along both
the XZ and YZ dimensions. The results are averaged to
generate V̂ H . This volume V̂ H is then used as training
volume for the 3D network. In stage III, we train a 3D
convolution network on the recovery volume V̂ H in lateral
directions, which allows 3D convolution network to learn
stable structure deformation between continuous slices. Fi-
nally, the trained 3D model performs super-resolution on
the low-resolution volumes along the axial direction, result-
ing in high-resolution volumes for downstream tasks.

3.2. Extracting Structure Priors via 2D Diffusion

The core motivation behind the D2R training framework
lies in the assumption that biological structures across dif-
ferent spatial dimensions share an equivalent distribution.
This enables training a 2D network in the axial direction
and applying it to recover degraded slices in other lateral
directions [9,18,26,27,37]. In Stage I, we focus on recover-
ing the high-resolution slices from the synthesized degraded
slices on the XY plane.

Given a low-resolution 2D image IL ∈ RH×W , our
goal is to predict the corresponding high-resolution slice
IH ∈ RrH×W . Since directly modeling p(IHXZ |ILXZ) and
p(IHY Z |ILY Z) becomes challenging due to no high-resolution
volumes as ground truth, we approximate the conditional
probability of the axial high-resolution slices and the corre-
sponding degraded ones as follows:

p(IHXZ |ILXZ) = p(IHY Z |ILY Z) ≈ p(IHXY |ÎLXY ), (1)

where ÎLXY = downsample(IHXY ). The downsample pro-
cess is described in detail in Sec. 4.1. Here, we employ
a light-weight version [45] of IRSDE [32] to learn above
posterior distribution. IRSDE is a diffusion model based
on stochastic differential equation (SDE) and outlining the
sample generation process using reverse-time SDE.

The forward diffusion process aims to gradually trans-
form the initial high-resolution slice IH = x0 to a noisy
slice xT after T time steps, where xT ≈ upsample(IL) +
ϵ, ϵ ∼ N (0, δ2). The forward diffusion process is described
as follows:

dx = λt(µ− x)dt+ ϕtdω, (2)

where µ is the state mean, ω refers to a standard Wiener
process, λt and ϕt are two time-dependent parameters that
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Figure 2. An overview of the proposed D2R training framework and the DGEAN architecture. In Stage I, a 2D diffusion model is trained to
restore high-resolution slices from degraded inputs. In Stage II, the trained model recovers the full volume in both XZ and YZ directions.
This recovered volume serves as training data for the 3D convolution network in Stage III. After training in Stage III, the 3D convolution
network performs inference on the XY plane to recover the high-resolution volume. The DGEAN network, a 3D convolutional network
designed for volume super-resolution, shows excellent performance both with high-resolution volumes as supervision and with the D2R
training framework, which operates without any high-resolution volume as supervision.

control the speed of mean reversion and stochastic volatility,
respectively. The δ2 is set to ϕ2

t/(2λt) during training. For
a state xt at t ∈ [0, T ], it can be expressed by Eq. (2):

xt = µ+ (x0 − µ)e−λ̄t +

∫ t

0

ϕze
−λ̄tdω(z), (3)

where λ̄t is equal to
∫ t

0
λzdz. State xt follows a Gaus-

sian distribution given by xt ∼ pt(x) = N (xt|mt(x), nt),
where mt(x) = µ+ (x0 −µ)e−λ̄t and nt = δ2(1− e−2λ̄t)
are the mean and variance of this Gaussian distribution, re-
spectively.

Reverse diffusion aims to recover the high-resolution
slice from the terminal noisy state xT . In [32], the reverse
SDE process is as follows:

dx = [λt(µ− x)dt− ϕ2
t∇x log pt(x)]dt+ ϕtdω̄ (4)

where ω̄ denotes a reverse-time Wiener process.
∇x log pt(x) is the ground truth score during infer-
ence stage. In the training phase, the ground truth slice

x0 is available, enabling the use of more informative
conditional scores to enhance model training. Specifically,
it is defined as ∇x log pt(x|x0) = −(xt −mt(x))/nt.

To reparameterize xt as xt = mt(x) +
√
ntσt, where

σt ∼ N (0, I), the ground-truth scores are defined as
−(σt/

√
nt). Given known values for mt(x) and nt, the

noise can be estimated using a prediction network fΨ. To
mitigate training instability in diffusion models, IRSDE ap-
plies a maximum likelihood approach instead of directly es-
timating the noise in [12]. The loss function used in IRSDE
is as follows:

L(ϕ) =
T∑

t=0

γtE
[∣∣∣∣xt − (dxt)fΨ − x∗

t−1

∣∣∣∣] , (5)

where x∗
t−1 is the ideal state derived from xt and given by:

x∗
t−1 = λ̂te

−λ′
t(xt − µ) + λ̂te

−λ′
t−1(x0 − µ) + µ, (6)

where λ̂t = (1−e−2λ̄t−1)/(1−e−2λ̄t). The proof and more
details can be referred in [32].



3.3. Cross-Plane Fusion for Continuous Volume

Once Stage I training is complete, the trained diffu-
sion model can recover the high-resolution slice under low-
resolution observation, represented by the posterior distri-
bution p(IH |IL). Following [18], we slice the volume V L

along the XZ and YZ directions, and separately recover i-th
low resolution slice ILi;{XZ/Y Z} to its high resolution slice

ÎHi;{XZ/Y Z} independently. The super-resolution process
for a single lateral slice is as follows:

ÎHi;{XZ/Y Z} = fΨ(upsample(ILi;{XZ/Y Z}) + ϵ), (7)

where upsample(·) represent bicubic interpolation. The
noise term ϵ ∼ N (0, δ2) and the trained diffusion model
fΨ(·) are as described in Sec. 3.2. After slice-wise super-
resolution, the slices are concatenate along XZ/YZ direction
to recover two high-resolution volumes as follows:

V̂ H
XZ = concat

(
ÎH1;XZ , . . . , Î

H
nXZ ;XZ

)
, (8)

V̂ H
Y Z = concat

(
ÎH1;Y Z , . . . , Î

H
nY Z ;Y Z

)
, (9)

where nXZ and nY Z represent slice number in correspond-
ing directions, respectively. Finally, the high-resolution vol-
umes from the XZ and YZ planes are averaged to produce
the final high-resolution volume V̂ H for Stage III training:

V̂ H =
V̂ H
Y Z + V̂ H

XZ

2
. (10)

3.4. 3D Convolutional Network for VSR

In stage III, our goal is to recover the intermediate slice
between consecutive input slices. Specifically, in a given
sequence of 2n slices I1:2n = {I1, . . . , In, In+1, . . . , I2n},
our aim is to generate (r − 1) slices between In and In+1

under the super-resolution factor r. For this purpose, we
design a network that takes relative depth parameter d as
input, enabling it to generate the intermediate slices Îd re-
quired at the input depth d. Specifically, the task can be
formulated as Îd = gθ(I1:2n, d), where gθ is the network
function parameterized by θ. In this paper, we use 2n = 4
for all experiments.

3.4.1 DGEAN Architecture Overview

Fig. 2 (e) illustrates the architecture of the Deconvolu-
tion Gaussian Embedding Attention Network (DGEAN).
By employing 3D convolutions, DGEAN captures the con-
tinuous spatial structure transformation across adjacent
slices. The backbone of DGEAN is a 18-layer 3D ResNet
[42], modified to include five feature encoders. To cap-
ture high-frequency details within slices, each encoder is
equipped with a randomly initialized Gaussian embedding
position module and a relative depth encoding module. A

lightweight 3D feature attention layer is incorporated af-
ter each position-encoding convolution to enhance details.
These modules are combined into the Gaussian Embedding
Attention Block (GEAB). Decoders in DGEAN reconstruct
the target slice using 3D transposed convolutions and ReLU
activations. Skip connections between encoders and de-
coders ensure accurate multiscale feature fusion. Finally,
a 7 × 7 2D convolution is applied to the 3D spatial feature
map of the decoder to generate the output 2D feature map,
which is added with traditional deconvolution results [5] as
output slice.

3.4.2 Loss functions

The loss function used to train DGEAN is defined as:

Ltotal = L1 + LSSIM + λFFLLFFL + λcontLcont (11)

where λFFL and λcont are the weights for focal frequency
loss LFFL [20] and continuous loss Lcont, respectively.
Low-frequency information is supervised by L1 and LSSIM,
and high-frequency details are supervised by LFFL. To pro-
mote smoother transitions between slices, we incorporate
continuity loss [10]. The total continuity loss Lcont is the
sum of the consistency loss and the smoothness loss, as
Lcont = Lconsist + Lsmooth. Using Learned Perceptual
Image Patch Similarity (LPIPS) [39, 47] as the perceptual
feature extractor P , the consistency loss Lconsist is defined
with scale factor r as:

Lconsist(I1:r;P ) =
1

r − 1

r−1∑

i=1

P (Ii, Ii+1). (12)

And the smoothness loss Lsmooth encourages a continu-
ous and smooth transition between slices. We employ the
Gini coefficient G(X) to quantify the discontinuities be-
tween slices, which is given by:

G(X) =

∑r
i=1

∑r
j=1 |xi − xj |
2r2x̄

, (13)

where a higher value indicates a more pronounced changes
within sequence. The smoothness loss is defined as:

Lsmooth(I1:r;P ) = 1−G(

r−1⋃

i=1

P (Ii, Ii+1)). (14)

The weights λFFL and λcont are empirically set to 102

and 0.1, respectively.

4. Experiments
4.1. Degredataion Process

In real-world scenario, a vEM slice is modeled as the
sum of a noise-free term xv and a Poisson-Gaussian noise



Dataset Methods Supervision Metrics

PSNRXY ↑ PSNRXZ ↑ PSNRYZ ↑ SSIMXY ↑ SSIMXZ ↑ SSIMYZ ↑

FIB25

SRUNet [11] ✓ 27.00±1.65 27.24±0.46 27.24±0.46 0.6945±0.08 0.7198±0.02 0.7073±0.02

vEMDiffuse-i [30] ✓ 25.86±1.73 26.15±0.61 26.15±0.61 0.6296±0.08 0.6336±0.03 0.6182±0.02

Bicubic × 23.04±2.36 22.69±0.46 22.70±0.50 0.5179±0.12 0.5054±0.02 0.4911±0.02

IsoRecon [6] × 23.99±1.80 24.07±0.46 24.08±0.52 0.5691±0.10 0.5896±0.01 0.5746±0.02

IsoVEM [9] × 24.66±1.26 24.96±0.36 24.96±0.36 0.5959±0.09 0.6339±0.03 0.6162±0.03

IRSDE [32] × 25.53±1.52 25.87±0.37 25.87±0.37 0.5709±0.09 0.6096±0.03 0.5940±0.03

vEMDiffuse-a [30] × 23.33±1.55 23.67±0.46 23.68±0.54 0.5104±0.10 0.5257±0.05 0.5036±0.05

D2R-SRUNet × 27.00±1.71 27.23±0.45 27.23±0.45 0.6899±0.08 0.7149±0.02 0.7018±0.02

Sup-DGEAN (ours) ✓ 27.69±1.56 28.02±0.41 28.03±0.41 0.7049±0.07 0.7315±0.01 0.7182±0.02

D2R-DGEAN (ours) × 27.57±1.58 27.64±0.41 27.64±0.41 0.7125±0.07 0.7148±0.02 0.6994±0.02

EPFL

SRUNet [11] ✓ 25.79±0.80 26.18±0.30 26.18±0.33 0.6337±0.05 0.6834±0.02 0.6621±0.02

vEMDiffuse-i [30] ✓ 24.88±0.78 25.41±0.44 25.41±0.45 0.5505±0.05 0.5983±0.03 0.5736±0.03

Bicubic × 22.23±1.42 22.30±0.37 22.31±0.45 0.4334±0.08 0.4464±0.02 0.4266±0.02

IsoRecon [6] × 22.93±0.80 23.28±0.25 23.28±0.29 0.4945±0.05 0.5322±0.02 0.5064±0.03

IsoVEM [9] × 23.43±0.51 23.89±0.25 23.90±0.31 0.4972±0.04 0.5580±0.02 0.5294±0.02

IRSDE [32] × 24.38±0.81 24.92±0.48 24.92±0.49 0.5037±0.06 0.5651±0.03 0.5399±0.03

vEMDiffuse-a [30] × 23.26±1.08 23.74±0.49 23.74±0.52 0.4972±0.07 0.5304±0.04 0.5063±0.04

D2R-SRUNet × 25.54±0.79 25.99±0.31 25.99±0.31 0.6190±0.05 0.6689±0.02 0.6473±0.03

Sup-DGEAN (ours) ✓ 26.40±0.83 26.49±0.21 26.49±0.21 0.6435±0.04 0.6504±0.02 0.6232±0.03

D2R-DGEAN (ours) × 26.27±0.84 26.37±0.23 26.37±0.23 0.6324±0.05 0.6367±0.03 0.6104±0.03

Table 1. Similarity metrics comparison on FIB-25 and EPFL datasets. The best and the second-best results are highlighted in red and blue.
The supervision column indicates whether the method is supervised (✓) or unsupervised (×) by high-resolution volumes.

term ϵPG, where ϵPG = αϵP+ϵG with ϵP ∼ Poisson(x/α)
and ϵG ∼ N (0, σ2) [43]. This noise can be approximated as
signal-dependent Gaussian noise [8], leading to a simplified
expression as :

yv = xv + ϵ′G, ϵ′G ∼ N (0, αx+ σ2). (15)

Previous methods often simulate anisotropic vEM slice
ŷ by mean-downsampling along the Z-axis, which reduces
noise variance by 1/r:

ŷ =
1

r

r∑

i=1

yi = x̂+ϵ̂, x̂ =
1

r

r∑

i=1

xi, ϵ̂ ∼ N
(
0,

1

r
(αx̂+ σ2)

)
.

(16)
In our experiments, we apply a downsampling method

used in [30] that discards intermediate slices to create an
anisotropic volume. With scale factor r, every r-th slice
in axial direction of high-resolution V H is retained in the
low-resolution volume V L, and others are discarded. This
process reduces the axial voxel size by a factor of r com-
pared to the original volume.

4.2. Datasets

Since focused ion beam scanning electron microscopy
(FIB-SEM) can generate isotropic volumes for nanoscale
structures, in our experiments, we evaluated methods on
two public FIB-SEM datasets. (1) FIB-25 [41]: This
dataset captures detailed synaptic circuits in the medulla
columns of the drosophila visual system, with an isotropic
resolution of 10nm. Five subvolumes were randomly se-

lected for training (80%) and validation (20%), each ap-
proximately 2000 × 2000 × 512 voxels. The test set com-
prises 90 randomly selected subvolumes of 512×512×512
voxels. (2) EPFL [1]: This dataset provided a detailed 3D
volume of the CA1 hippocampus region of the mouse brain
at an isotropic resolution of 5nm. The volume was divided
into a training set (80%), a validation set (10%) and a test
set (10%), with the test set containing 300 subvolumes of
300×300×160 voxels. Additionally, we selected two sepa-
rate non-overlapping volume used for resolution estimation
and downstream tasks on both FIB-25 and EPFL datasets.
With scale factor r = 8 in our experiments, the axial reso-
lutions of the downsampled FIB-25 and EPFL datasets are
80 nm and 40 nm, respectively.

4.3. Training Details

DGEAN is trained using the ADAM optimizer [24] with
parameters β1 = 0.9 and β2 = 0.99. The initial learn-
ing rate is set to 2 × 10−4 and halved whenever training
plateaus. We trained for 60 epochs on each dataset, se-
lecting the model with the best PSNR performance on val-
idation set for further experiments. The training process
typically took about 20 hours. The methods with the D2R
training framework are trained using their default parame-
ters and training strategies. All experiments were conducted
with PyTorch 2.4 on a Linux server with an Intel Xeon Gold
6142 CPU, 512GB RAM, and a Nvidia V100 GPU.



Ground Truth Bicubic IsoRecon [6] IsoVEM [9] vEMDiffuse-a [30] IRSDE [32] D2R-DGEAN

Figure 3. Comparison of axial and lateral slices of recovery EPFL volumes using different unsupervised VSR methods.

Method Estimated Resolution (↓)

FIB-25 EPFL

SRUNet [11] 45.89 nm 23.79 nm
vEMDiffuse-i [30] 59.76 nm 27.05 nm

Bicubic 56.48 nm 31.72 nm
IsoRecon [6] 58.40 nm 41.45 nm
IsoVEM [9] 54.68 nm 27.63 nm
IRSDE [32] 61.92 nm 27.63 nm

vEMDiffuse-a [30] 65.06 nm 30.59 nm

D2R-SRUNet 44.31 nm 22.34 nm
Sup-DGEAN (ours) 44.69 nm 21.96 nm
D2R-DGEAN (ours) 45.48 nm 22.54 nm

Table 2. Estimated resolution of recovery volumes across datasets.
The axial resolutions of degraded volumes are 80nm and 40nm on
FIB-25 and EPFL datasets, respectively. The best and second-best
results are highlighted in red and blue.

4.4. Comparison with State-of-the-art Methods

DGEAN is compared against bicubic interpolation and
following state-of-the-art (SOTA) vEM super-resolution
methods: SRUNet [11], IsoRecon [6], IsoVEM [9] and
vEMDiffuse [30]. We use the label ’IRSDE’ to represent
methods that perform 2D super-resolution slice-by-slice in
lateral by IRSDE, which is a specific implementation of lat-
eral diffusion models for vEM super-resolution [26,27,37].
Among these methods, SRUNet and vEMDiffuse-i rely
on high-resolution volumes for supervision, whereas other
methods are trained without the need for ground truth dur-

Method
Dataset

FIB-25 EPFL

IoU (↑) Dice (↑) IoU (↑) Dice (↑)

SRUNet [11] 0.6153 0.7618 0.6968 0.8213
vEMDiffuse-i [30] 0.6472 0.7858 0.7533 0.8593

Bicubic 0.5383 0.6998 0.5337 0.6960
IsoRecon [6] 0.5970 0.7476 0.4528 0.6234
IsoVEM [9] 0.5482 0.7081 0.6541 0.7909
IRSDE [32] 0.6142 0.7610 0.7092 0.8299

vEMDiffuse-a [30] 0.5818 0.7356 0.6663 0.7997

Sup-DGEAN (ours) 0.6779 0.8080 0.7436 0.8530
D2R-SRUNet 0.6629 0.7973 0.6846 0.8128

D2R-DGEAN (ours) 0.6546 0.7912 0.7507 0.8576

Table 3. Comparison of membrane segmentation accuracy on re-
constructed volumes on both datasets. The best and second-best
results are highlighted in red and blue.

ing the training process. To demonstrate the effectiveness
of the D2R training framework, we applied it to SRUNet,
resulting in the D2R-SRUNet model. We also compared
the results of DGEAN trained with high-resolution vol-
ume supervision (Sup-DGEAN) and with the D2R train-
ing framework (D2R-DGEAN). All methods are trained on
both training datasets.
Similarity Comparison. We use DGEAN and other com-
parative methods to reconstruct downsampled subvolumes
from the FIB-25 and EPFL test datasets. The similar-
ity metrics are calculated slice-by-slice in all three direc-



Method Neuron 1 Neuron 2 Neuron 3 Neuron 4

IoU (↑) Dice (↑) IoU (↑) Dice (↑) IoU (↑) Dice (↑) IoU (↑) Dice (↑)

SRUNet [11] 0.9242 0.9606 0.8109 0.8956 0.8157 0.8985 0.9432 0.9707
vEMDiffuse-i [30] 0.9148 0.9555 0.8179 0.8999 0.8271 0.9054 0.9391 0.9686

Bicubic 0.3609 0.5304 0.1815 0.3072 0.2212 0.3622 0.2612 0.4142
IsoRecon [6] 0.2300 0.3740 0.5078 0.6736 0.1522 0.2642 0.3247 0.4902
IsoVEM [9] 0.7888 0.8819 0.3870 0.5581 0.5947 0.7458 0.3278 0.4938
IRSDE [32] 0.9172 0.9568 0.8007 0.8893 0.7818 0.8775 0.8265 0.9050

vEMDiffuse-a [30] 0.8416 0.9140 0.3812 0.5520 0.5947 0.7458 0.7916 0.8837

D2R-SRUNet 0.9042 0.9496 0.7970 0.8870 0.7733 0.8721 0.8377 0.9117
Sup-DGEAN (ours) 0.9315 0.9645 0.8109 0.8185 0.8195 0.9008 0.9345 0.9661
D2R-DGEAN (ours) 0.9244 0.9607 0.8199 0.9010 0.7854 0.8798 0.9086 0.9521

Table 4. Comparison of reconstruction accuracy on volumes recovered by different methods, with metrics computed by comparing manu-
ally labeled neurons to those reconstructed from the recovery volumes. The best and second-best results are highlighted in red and blue.

tions. As shown in Tab. 1, our method outperforms all
convolution-based, diffusion-based, and Transformer-based
methods with low standard deviations. The results also val-
idate the effectiveness of the D2R training framework. In
particular, SRUNet and DGEAN trained with D2R show
slightly lower performance than those trained with high-
resolution volumes as supervision, but still outperform all
other unsupervised methods and vEMDiffuse-i. Compar-
isons of axial and lateral slices presented in Fig. 3 show that
our method recovers better structures compared to other un-
supervised methods on testing datasets. It is worth noting
that other unsupervised methods introduce artifacts in ax-
ial slices (vEMDiffuse-a, IRSDE) or lateral slices (Bicu-
bic, IsoRecon, IsoVEM, vEMDiffuse-a). The arrows point
out that D2R-DGEAN is closer to the true axial and lateral
slices compared to all other unsupervision methods.

Resolution Comparison. Recently, the Fourier shell cor-
relation (FSC) [36], which is used as the gold standard for
reliable reconstruction resolution estimation, has been ap-
plied to evaluate the resolution of FIB-SEM volumes [9,30].
Here, we use FSC-0.5 to assess the resolution of recon-
structed volumes. As shown in Tab. 2, Sup-DGEAN im-
proved the axial resolution of the FIB25 dataset from 80 nm
to 44.69 nm, and the axial resolution of the EPFL dataset
from 40 nm to 21.96 nm. All methods trained with the D2R
training framework achieve performance comparable to that
of methods trained with high-resolution volume as supervi-
sion, while surpassing all unsupervised methods. The reso-
lution metric strongly demonstrates the effectiveness of our
method in volumetric super-resolution reconstruction.

Membrane Segmentation Comparison. We evaluate the
performance of the above methods on the membrane seg-
mentation task. To ensure an unbiased comparison, we used
a public pre-trained membrane segmentation model [48]
that was not fine-tuned on either dataset. This model is
applied to both the ground truth volumes and the recon-
structed volumes. Membrane segmentation results are then
assessed using Intersection over Union (IoU) [49] and Dice
coefficient metrics [40], comparing against those from the

ground truth volumes. The results in Tab. 3 show that
DGEAN consistently outperforms the other methods, pro-
ducing segmentations that are closest to those obtained from
the ground truth. The results demonstrates the superior per-
formance of DGEAN in preserving membrane structures
and achieving high segmentation accuracy after volumetric
super-resolution.
Neuron Reconstruction Comparison. For neuron recon-
struction, high-quality volumes are critical for building
affinity graphs for voxel aggregation. To evaluate the qual-
ity of the reconstructed volumes to the aggregation al-
gorithm, we applied an automated neuron segmentation
pipeline [3] to reconstruct neurons from the recovery vol-
umes. We compared the reconstructed results with ground
truth for four randomly selected neurons labeled by experts
on the EPFL test volume. As shown in Tab. 4, Sup-DGEAN
achieves performance comparable to vEMDiffuse-i, while
avoiding the long inference time and the need for supervi-
sion that are inherent drawbacks of vEMDiffuse-i. More-
over, the DGEAN trained within the D2R training frame-
work (D2R-DGEAN) performs similarly to Sup-DGEAN,
demonstrating the excellent data augmentation capability
of the D2R training framework. These results highlight
the effectiveness of both Sup-DGEAN and D2R-DGEAN in
accurately recovering high-quality volumes for reconstruc-
tion, demonstrating that the D2R training framework signif-
icantly enhances model performance in 3D volume super-
resolution, particularly for reconstruction tasks.

5. Conclusion

In this work, we propose a novel approach to 3D volume
super-resolution that leverages lateral continuity in data by
2D diffusion models. By training a 2D diffusion model in
axial direction and inference on laterally degraded images,
we generate training volumes which preserve lateral con-
tinuity. A high-frequency-aware 3D super-resolution net-
work is then trained to learn spatial transformation across
slices, enabling inference in axial direction to enhance ax-
ial resolution. Comprehensive evaluations on two FIB-SEM



high-resolution volume datasets demonstrate the effective-
ness and robustness of our approach, providing a solution to
the challenge of training without high-resolution volumes as
supervision for 3D vEM super-resolution.
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Supplementary Materials

1. More Details of FSC metrics
In Section 4.4, we estimate the resolution by Fourier

Shell Correlation (FSC) with the FSC-0.5 criterion. Here,
we provide additional details on the FSC metric employed
in our resolution estimation experiments. For a frequency
sequence {q}, the FSC metric between the ground truth vol-
ume Vgt and the predicted volume Vpred is defined as:

FSC(Vgt, Vpred) =∑
qi∈{q} F (Vgt)qi · F (Vpred)

∗
qi√∑

qi∈{q} |F (Vgt)qi |2 ·
∑

qi∈{q} |F (Vpred)qi |2
,

(1)

where F (Vgt)qi and F (Vpred)qi are the Fourier trans-
forms of Vgt and Vpred at frequency qi, respectively. The
F (Vpred)

∗ is the complex conjugate of the Fourier trans-
forms of F (Vpred).

In previous studies [?, ?], volume resolution is defined
as the spatial frequency at which the FSC curve drops be-
low 0.5, marking the point where the input volumes lose
significant agreement. This criterion is widely adopted due
to its robustness and ability to quantify the effective reso-
lution of reconstructed 3D data, making it particularly suit-
able for evaluating super-resolution methods. As mentioned
above, in our experiments, we applied the FSC-0.5 criterion
to estimate the resolution of recovered volumes produced
by different VSR methods, as shown in Table 2 of our ac-
ticle. Fig. 1 presents the FSC curves for all methods. The
selected volumes Vgt and Vpred are of size 512×512×512
on both datasets.

2. More Details of Membrane Segmentation
In Section 4.4, we evaluate the performance of the same

membrane segmentation method [?] applied to recovery
volumes from different volume super-resolution methods
by comparing the segmentation results with ground truth
volumes using IoU and Dice coefficients. The IoU is de-
fined as:

IoU(Sgt, Spred) =
|Sgt ∩ Spred|
|Sgt ∪ Spred|

, (2)

where Sgt and Spred represent the membrane segmentation
results on ground truth and recovery volumes by volume

(a) FSC response curves on recovery FIB-25 volumes with ground
truth.

(b) FSC response curves on recovery EPFL volumes with ground truth.

Figure 1. FSC response curves of different methods on FIB-25 and
EPFL datasets. The supervised version and unsupervised version
of DGEAN are marked in red dashline and blue dashline in both
subfigures. An intersection point further to the right along X-axis
corresponds to superior resolution performance. Detailed resolu-
tion estimations can be found in Tab.2 of the article.

super-resolution methods, respectively. The Dice coeffi-
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cient is defined as:

Dice(Sgt, Spred) =
2 |Sgt ∩ Spred|
|Sgt|+ |Spred|

. (3)

In Fig. 2, we present the membrane segmentation results
for different methods on the FIB-25 and EPFL datasets. Our
methods, Sup-DGEAN and D2R-DGEAN, demonstrate su-
perior performance in capturing fine details compared to
other competing approaches. Moreover, models trained
with the D2R training framework, such as D2R-SRUNet
and D2R-DGEAN, achieve segmentation results that are
nearly comparable from those trained with high-resolution
volume as supervision, such as SRUNet and Sup-DGEAN.
This demonstrates the effectiveness and superiority of the
proposed D2R training framework in preserving fine de-
tails for membrane segmentation task during volume super-
resolution.

3. More Details of Neuron Reconstruction

In Section 4.4, we evaluate the performance of neuron
reconstructions on high-resolution FIB-SEM volume and
with recovery volumes, as referenced in Tab.4 of the arti-
cle. In Fig. 3 and Fig. 4, we present the neuron reconstruc-
tion results of same reconstruction workflow on volumes re-
covered by different volume super-resolution results. Com-
pared to other methods, results of Sup-DGEAN and D2R-
DGEAN achieve higher reconstruction accuracy, with er-
ror distributions not correlated with biological structures.
Moreover, the recovery volumes enhanced by our methods
still allow for relatively continuous tracing of finer struc-
tures (marked as yellow arrows), which are often ignored
by other methods. Results by models trained with the D2R
training framework, achieve reconstruction results that are
nearly comparable from those trained with high-resolution
volume as supervision, which demonstrates the effective-
ness and superiority of the proposed D2R training frame-
work in volume super-resolution task.

4. Arbitrary-Scale Super-Resolution with
DGEAN

By introducing the scaling factor d as an additional in-
put, DGEAN dynamically adjusts its upsampling and re-
construction processes to generate outputs at any desired
resolution. This adaptability eliminates the need for mul-
tiple models trained at specific scales, making DGEAN
both efficient and versatile for diverse volumetric super-
resolution scenarios. Such a feature is particularly advan-
tageous in applications where different magnification lev-
els are required to analyze fine structural details. In Fig. 5,
we present the super-resolution results of several methods
at different upscaling factors. All methods were trained

with only ×8 super-resolution factor and evaluated with-
out any fine-tuning. The results indicate that the IsoVEM
method consistently produces blurry outputs in real-world
scenarios with high noise. Meanwhile, both vEMDiffuse
methods exhibit noticeable artifacts as the super-resolution
factor increases. In contrast, our method demonstrates con-
sistent performance across different super-resolution scales.
Moreover, the performance of models trained with high-
resolution volume as supervision (Sup-DGEAN) and the
D2R training framework (D2R-DGEAN) have same per-
formance, showcasing the effectiveness of both our method
and the proposed D2R training framework.



D2R-SRUNet

vEMDiffuse-i IsoRecon

IsoVEM

SRUNet Bicubic

vEMDiffuse-aIRSDE

Sup-DGEAN

D2R-DGEAN

FIB-25

Ground Truth

(a) Membrane segmentation on FIB-25 dataset.
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(b) Membrane segmentation on EPFL dataset.

Figure 2. Membrane segmentation results on different datasets. The quantitative segmentation results can be found in Tab.3 of the article.
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Figure 3. All scale bars in the ground truth row represents 500 nm.
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Figure 4. All scale bars in the ground truth row represents 500 nm.
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Figure 5. Lateral image of methods at different super-resolution ratios.


