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Abstract

Faithful image super-resolution (SR) not only needs to re-
cover images that appear realistic, similar to image gener-
ation tasks, but also requires that the restored images main-
tain fidelity and structural consistency with the input. To
this end, we propose a simple and effective method, named
FaithDiff, to fully harness the impressive power of latent
diffusion models (LDMs) for faithful image SR. In contrast
to existing diffusion-based SR methods that freeze the diffu-
sion model pre-trained on high-quality images, we propose
to unleash the diffusion prior to identify useful information
and recover faithful structures. As there exists a significant
gap between the features of degraded inputs and the noisy
latent from the diffusion model, we then develop an effective
alignment module to explore useful features from degraded
inputs to align well with the diffusion process. Considering
the indispensable roles and interplay of the encoder and dif-
fusion model in LDMs, we jointly fine-tune them in a unified
optimization framework, facilitating the encoder to extract
useful features that coincide with diffusion process. Exten-
sive experimental results demonstrate that FaithDiff outper-
forms state-of-the-art methods, providing high-quality and
faithful SR results.

1. Introduction

Image super-resolution (SR) aims to recover high-quality
(HQ) images from low-quality (LQ) ones with unknown
degradations. This problem has attracted widespread atten-
tion and achieved significant progress due to the develop-
ment of deep learning methods. However, it is still chal-
lenging to restore faithful SR images with high reality and
fidelity, owing to the ill-posed property of SR problems.

Most state-of-the-art image SR methods rely on deep
generative models, which aim to learn the distribution of
HQ images and recover vivid textures from LQ inputs. Gen-
erative Adversarial Networks (GANs), as one of the repre-
sentative approaches, can recover sharp images with rich
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details [3, 4, 39, 40, 46]. However, the training process of
GAN-based methods is unstable and the generated images
usually exhibit perceptually unpleasant artifacts as pointed
out by [4, 19, 42]. To alleviate these issues, several meth-
ods [4, 49] propose to construct a discrete codebook con-
sisting of a pre-defined number of HQ feature vectors and
learn to match LQ features to a set of HQ ones, which have
achieved better perceptual quality. Nevertheless, due to the
vastness of the natural image space, priors encoded with a
fixed size of codebook inherently possess a limited ability
of representation, hindering faithful image SR results.

Recently, latent diffusion models (LDMs) [5, 26, 31, 32]
have achieved promising image generation results as they
can effectively model complex image distributions. While
LDMs possess strong priors on the structures and details
of HQ images, they face challenges in the image SR task,
which requires not only vivid generation details but also
faithful structure recovery that is consistent with LQ inputs.
To address this, several methods [21, 27, 43, 44] enhance
the encoder to extract degradation-robust features from LQ
images and then leverage pre-trained diffusion models to
refine the extracted features. However, real-world images
with unknown degradations present challenges for the en-
coder in extracting features with faithful structural informa-
tion. As the diffusion models are pre-trained on HQ images,
any mistakes in the extracted features (Figure 1(b)-(c)) may
be misinterpreted by the diffusion model as image struc-
tures, thus misleading the diffusion process and negatively
impacting the final restoration results (e.g., the characters)
in Figure 1(d) and (f)-(g). As a result, relying solely on im-
proving the extracted features for guiding the diffusion pro-
cess has limitations in achieving faithful restoration. Dif-
ferent from the above methods, we unleash and fine-tune
the diffusion model to identify useful information from de-
graded inputs and boost faithful image SR.

Note that the encoder and the diffusion model play dif-
ferent but indispensable roles in LDM-based SR meth-
ods [21, 44]. Separately optimizing these two modules will
limit the power of LDMs, hindering the restoration of fine-
scale structures as analyzed in Section 5. Thus, we propose
to jointly optimize the encoder and diffusion model, estab-
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(a) LQ patch (b) DRM of DiffBIR (c) DRM of SUPIR (d) SeeSR [41]

LQ image (e) GT patch (f) DiffBIR [21] (g) SUPIR [44] (h) Ours

Figure 1. Visual comparison with state-of-the-art SR methods. (b) and (c) are the intermediate results of the degradation removal module
(DRM) by DiffBIR [21] and SUPIR [44]. The competing methods [21, 44] do not effectively restore faithful structures based on the
degradation removal results in (b)-(c). In contrast to the results in (d) and (f)-(g), our approach can recover more realistic high-quality
results with faithful contents (e.g., the characters in (h)).

lishing a more powerful LDM for image SR. In addition,
we develop a simple alignment module to help the encoder
align well with the progressive diffusion process. In this
way, the encoder is able to provide useful latent features
that coincide with the diffusion process and the diffusion
model can further restore the features for better reconstruc-
tion. Benefited from their interplay, the proposed method is
able to distinguish between degradation effects and inherent
structural information, and recover high-quality and faithful
results, as shown in Figure 1(h).

The contributions of this work are summarized as fol-
lows: (i) We propose an effective method, named FaithDiff,
which unleashes diffusion priors to better harness the pow-
erful representation ability of LDM for image SR. A de-
tailed analysis demonstrates that unleashing diffusion pri-
ors is more effective in exploring useful information from
degraded inputs, suppressing reconstruction errors, and re-
covering faithful structures. (ii) We develop a simple yet
effective alignment module to align the latent representa-
tion of LQ inputs, encoded by the encoder, with the noisy
latent of the diffusion model. (iii) We jointly fine-tune the
encoder and the diffusion model to benefit from their inter-
play. (iv) We quantitatively and qualitatively demonstrate
that our FaithDiff performs favorably against state-of-the-
art methods on both synthetic and real-world benchmarks.

2. Related Work

Image super-resolution. Image SR is a highly ill-posed
problem, and early approaches [6, 11, 45] focus primarily
on developing methods to estimate degradation kernels for
restoration. However, due to the complexity of degradation
in real-world scenarios, these methods often fail to remove
degradation artifacts and recover sharp edges effectively. To
better solve real-world degradation effects, Zhang et al. [40]
and Wang et al. [46] consider more complex degradation

scenarios and propose high-order degradation models to ad-
dress real-world degradations.

By incorporating high-order degradation models, several
GAN-based methods [4, 18, 40, 46] provide promising vi-
sual results. However, GAN-based approaches often suffer
from perceptually unpleasant artifacts. Liang et al. [19] and
Xie et al. [42] attempt to mitigate this issue by penalizing
regions with such artifacts. Nonetheless, these methods still
struggle to recover fine details in LQ images.

With the success of generative large models such as Sta-
ble Diffusion [26, 31], several recent methods leverage gen-
erative priors to solve image SR problem [21, 27, 38, 41,
43, 44]. Yang et al. [43] introduce a degradation removal
module that extracts degradation-insensitive features from
LQ images to guide the diffusion process for restoration.
Lin et al. [21] explicitly divide the restoration process into
two stages: degradation removal and detail regeneration. It
first uses MSE-based restoration models to achieve degra-
dation removal and then employs generative priors for detail
enhancement. Yu et al. [44] also adopt a similar two-stage
restoration approach. Although promising results have been
achieved, the performance of these algorithms is limited by
the accuracy of degradation removal results.
Diffusion model. Recently, Denoising Diffusion Proba-
bilistic Models (DDPM) [9] demonstrate remarkable capa-
bilities in generating high-quality natural images. Rom-
bach et al. [31] extend the DDPM framework to the latent
space, achieving impressive results in text-to-image synthe-
sis. This advancement leads to the proliferation of large
pre-trained text-to-image diffusion models, such as Stable
Diffusion (SD) [31], Imagen [32], and PixelArt-α [5]. Sev-
eral studies [29, 30] show that text-to-image diffusion pri-
ors are more effective than GAN priors in handling diverse
natural images. Lv et al. [47] and Mou et al.[25] use edge
maps, segmentation maps, etc., as additional inputs to better
control the diffusion process to generate specified content.
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An urban scene featuring a section 
of a large bridge and an adjacent 
brick building. The bridge, with its 
intricate metalwork.….

𝑡~𝜇(𝑇)
Sample
Noise

Alignment
Module

LQ Image

HQ Image

LQ
Encoder

VAE
Encoder

𝒇𝑳𝑸

𝒇𝑯𝑸

VAE
Decoder

𝒙𝒕−𝟏
𝑯𝑸

Denoise

Restored Image

Multiple
Denoise

Frozen Module

ConcatenationC

Trainable Module 𝑻𝒓𝒂𝒏𝒔 Transformer 
Blocks

𝑳𝒊𝒏𝒆𝒂𝒓 Linear Layer

𝑪𝒐𝒏𝒗 UNet.Conv_in

Degradation
Removal

Element-wise
Addition

DRM

LQ ImageHQ Image

DRM

T
ex

t
E

n
co

d
er

𝒇𝑳𝑸

𝑪𝒐𝒏𝒗

C

𝒇𝒕
𝒂

(a)Alignment Module

𝑻𝒓𝒂𝒏𝒔

𝑪𝒐𝒏𝒗

𝑳𝒊𝒏𝒆𝒂𝒓

Training Only Inference Only 

Add
Noise

𝒙𝒕
𝑯𝑸

𝝐~𝓝(𝟎, 𝟏)

𝒙𝒕
𝑯𝑸

𝒄

𝒇𝒕
𝒙

𝒇𝒕
𝒄

𝒇𝒎

Figure 2. An overview of the FaithDiff, which takes LQ images and image descriptions as inputs and restores HQ images via diffusion
process. To fully leverage the power of LDMs, we propose to unleash diffusion priors. An alignment module is developed to effectively
incorporate the features extracted from LQ images with the noisy latent of the diffusion model. We jointly optimize the encoder, the
alignment module, and the diffusion model, which can benefit from their interplay and lead to faithful SR images with high viusal quality.

Hu et al. [10] and Tian et al. [34] achieve promissing re-
sults in human pose deformation and facial animation by
leveraging pre-trained diffusion models. While these meth-
ods generate visually diverse output, they face challenges in
image SR task, which require recovering faithful structural
details from LQ images.

3. FaithDiff

Our goal is to present an effective method to fully har-
ness the power of LDM for image SR. Specifically, we first
employ the encoder of a pre-trained Variational Autoen-
coder [15] (VAE) to map LQ inputs into the latent space
and extract the corresponding LQ features. Then, we de-
velop an alignment module to effectively transfer useful in-
formation from the latent LQ features and ensure them align
well with the diffusion process. In addition, we incorporate
text embeddings, extracted from image descriptions using
a pre-trained text encoder, as auxiliary information. These
embeddings are integrated with the latent features of the dif-
fusion model through cross-attention layers to help explore
useful structural information. Furthermore, we propose a
unified feature optimization strategy to jointly fine-tune the
VAE encoder and the diffusion model, allowing the encoder
to extract useful information from LQ images that facilitates
the diffusion process while enabling the diffusion model to
further refine the extracted feature for HQ image SR. Fi-
nally, we obtain the restored image from the refined features
by a pre-trained VAE decoder. Figure 2 summarizes the net-
work architecture. In the following, we present the details

of the proposed approach.

3.1. LQ feature extraction
Given an LQ image, we extract the LQ features fLQ

through a VAE encoder. Existing methods [21, 44] mostly
adopt the features extracted from the last layer of the VAE
encoder as the LQ features. However, the last layer of the
encoder significantly compresses the channel dimensions of
the features (e.g., only 8 channels used in [21, 44]), which
is insufficient to capture both the degradation factors and
structural details in LQ inputs. To obtain sufficient feature
information, we propose to employ the features from the
penultimate layer of the encoder as fLQ, which have 512
channels and contain more useful information that is bene-
ficial for the subsequent diffusion process (as demonstrated
in Section 5).

3.2. Alignment module
To effectively transmit the information contained in the ex-
tracted LQ features fLQ to control the generation of the dif-
fusion model, a straightforward solution is to add fLQ with
the noisy latent xHQ

t of the diffusion model after passing
them through convolutional layers, respectively. However,
as the diffusion process progresses, the xHQ

t become in-
creasingly clear, while the fLQ remain unchanged. There-
fore, it is unreasonable to directly combine them, as the
degradation factors in fLQ may continuously interfere with
the generation of high-quality xHQ

t .
To this end, we propose an effective alignment mod-

ule that extracts useful features from fLQ to achieve better
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alignment with xHQ
t , thus facilitating the subsequent diffu-

sion process. The architecture of the proposed alignment
module is illustrated in Figure 2 (a).

First, we individually employ convolutional operations
on the LQ features fLQ as well as the noisy latent xHQ

t , and
obtain their concatenation result as f c

t . Then, f c
t is put into

a stack of two Transformer blocks [36], which facilitates
the interaction between the LQ features fLQ and the noisy
latent xHQ

t . Finally, we obtain the aligned features fa
t as

fx
t = Conv(xHQ

t ), fm = Conv(fLQ),

f c
t = Concat(fx

t , f
m),

Trans(f c
t ) = T2(T1(f c

t )),

fa
t = Linear(Trans(f c

t ) + fx
t ),

(1)

where Ti (i = 1, 2) denotes the transformer block [36],
Conv(·) denotes the 3 × 3 convolution, Linear(·) denotes
the fully connected layer, and Concat(·) denotes the con-
catenation operation.

Note that our alignment module is simple yet effective.
More advanced architectures can also be considered to align
the LQ features with the noisy latent of diffusion model.

During the diffusion process, we also leverage text em-
beddings as additional auxiliary information to help ex-
tract useful information from latent features of the diffu-
sion model. These text embeddings are extracted from im-
age descriptions by a pre-trained text encoder [28]. Similar
to [43, 44], we utilize the cross-attention layer to establish
interactions between text embeddings and latent features,
capturing the text-to-image knowledge inherent in LDM.
Overall, given the latent HQ features xHQ

t and the aligned
features fa

t at the diffusion step t as well as the text embed-
dings c, we can obtain the latent HQ features at the diffusion
step t− 1 as

xHQ
t−1 =

1
√
αt

(xHQ
t − 1− αt√

1− ᾱt
ϵ̂θ(f

a
t , c, t)) + σtz, (2)

where ϵ̂θ denotes the diffusion model, z is sampled from
the standard normal distribution N (0, 1), αt and σt are the
noisy scheduler terms that control sample quality, and ᾱt =∏t

i=1 αi.

3.3. Unified feature optimization
Our FaithDiff contains an LQ feature extraction module
(i.e., a VAE encoder), a diffusion module, an alignment
module to incorporate the extracted LQ features with the
noisy latent of the diffusion model, a text embedding ex-
traction module (i.e., a text encoder [28]) and a HQ im-
age reconstruction module (i.e., a VAE decoder). We unify
the VAE encoder, alignment module, and diffusion model
into a trainable framework while keeping the other compo-
nents frozen due to the VAE decoder’s strong priors for re-
constructing HQ images and the text encoder’s robust text-

image alignment capabilities. To connect LQ features ex-
tracted from VAE encoder with noisy latent, we first only
pre-train the alignment module, while fixing the VAE en-
coder and the diffusion model. Then we jointly fine-tune
the VAE encoder, the alignment module, and the diffusion
model, in order to facilitate these three modules adapting to
each other and leveraging their interplays. The fine-tuned
VAE encoder is denoted as LQ encoder in Figure 2.

The proposed method is optimized by:

L =

∥∥∥∥ϵ− ϵ̂θ(

√
ᾱtx

HQ
0 +

√
1− ᾱtϵ, f

LQ, c, t)

∥∥∥∥
1

, (3)

where ∥·∥1 is the L1 normalization, ϵ is sampled from
the standard normal distribution N (0, I), xHQ

0 is generated
from the HQ image by the pre-trained VAE encoder, ϵ̂θ, ᾱt,
c, and t are defined the same as those in (2).

4. Experimental Results
In this section, we first describe the datasets and implemen-
tation details of the proposed method. Then we evaluate our
approach against state-of-the-art ones using publicly avail-
able benchmark datasets. More experimental results are in-
cluded in the supplemental material.

4.1. Datasets and implementation details
Training dataset. We collect a training dataset of high-
resolution images from LSDIR [17], DIV2K [1], Flicker2K
[20], DIV8K [7], and 10, 000 face images from FFHQ [12].
We generate LQ images following the same configuration
as [43]. Similar to [44], we use the LLAVA [22] to generate
textual descriptions for each image.
Synthetic test datasets. Similar to DASR [18], we em-
ploy different levels of degradations (D-level) to synthesize
degraded validation sets of DIV2K [1] and LSDIR [17].
Real-world test datasets. To evaluate our approach in real
scenarios, we first test on the dataset of RealPhoto60 [44].
We then collect a dataset, named RealDeg, of 238 images
including old photographs, classic film stills, and social me-
dia images to evaluate our method across diverse degrada-
tion types. More details are included in the supplemental
material.
Implementation details. We choose the base model of
SDXL [26] as our diffusion model and use its VAE encoder
as our LQ encoder. We train the proposed method using two
A800 GPUs and adopt the AdamW optimizer [24] with de-
fault parameters. We crop images into patches of 512×512
pixels during training and set the batch size as 256. We
first pre-train the proposed alignment module for 6, 000 it-
erations with an initial learning rate of 5 × 10−5. We then
fine-tune the whole network including the LQ encoder, the
alignment module, and the diffusion model in an end-to-
end manner for 40, 000 iterations. During the fine-tuning
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Table 1. Quantitative comparison with state-of-the-art methods on the datasets of DIV2K-Val [1] and LSDIR-Val [17]. ‘Level I’, ‘Level
II’, and ‘Level III’ denote the datasets with mild, medium, and severe degradations, respectively. The best and second performances are
marked in red and blue, respectively.

D-Level Methods DIV2K-Val [1] LSDIR-Val [17]
PSNR (dB) ↑ SSIM ↑ LPIPS ↓ MUSIQ ↑ CLIPIQA+ ↑ PSNR (dB) ↑ SSIM ↑ LPIPS ↓ MUSIQ ↑ CLIPIQA+ ↑

Real-ESRGAN [40] 26.64 0.7737 0.1964 62.38 0.4649 23.47 0.7102 0.2008 69.23 0.5378
BSRGAN [46] 27.63 0.7897 0.2038 61.81 0.4588 24.42 0.7292 0.2167 66.21 0.5037
StableSR [38] 24.71 0.7131 0.2393 65.55 0.5156 21.57 0.6233 0.2509 70.52 0.6004

Level-I DiffBIR [21] 24.60 0.6595 0.2496 66.23 0.5407 21.75 0.5837 0.2677 68.96 0.5693
PASD [43] 25.31 0.6995 0.2370 64.57 0.4764 22.16 0.6105 0.2582 68.90 0.5221
SeeSR [41] 25.08 0.6967 0.2263 66.48 0.5336 22.68 0.6423 0.2262 70.94 0.5815
DreamClear [2] 23.76 0.6574 0.2259 66.15 0.5478 20.08 0.5493 0.2619 70.81 0.6182
SUPIR [44] 25.09 0.7010 0.2139 65.49 0.5202 21.58 0.5961 0.2521 71.10 0.6118
Ours 24.29 0.6668 0.2187 66.53 0.5432 21.20 0.5760 0.2264 71.25 0.6253
Real-ESRGAN [40] 25.49 0.7274 0.2309 61.84 0.4719 22.47 0.6567 0.2342 69.14 0.5456
BSRGAN [46] 26.42 0.7402 0.2465 60.00 0.4463 23.35 0.6682 0.2641 64.17 0.4858
StableSR [38] 24.26 0.6771 0.2590 64.76 0.5057 21.58 0.5946 0.2802 69.57 0.5667

Level-II DiffBIR [21] 24.42 0.6441 0.2708 64.83 0.5246 21.63 0.5672 0.2853 67.61 0.5555
PASD [43] 24.89 0.6764 0.2502 64.45 0.4718 21.85 0.5846 0.2737 68.53 0.5131
SeeSR [41] 24.65 0.6734 0.2428 66.09 0.5226 22.00 0.6026 0.2469 70.91 0.5837
DreamClear [2] 23.39 0.6330 0.2518 64.96 0.5295 19.74 0.5191 0.2910 70.41 0.6072
SUPIR [44] 24.42 0.6703 0.2432 65.58 0.5202 21.30 0.5713 0.2733 70.59 0.5998
Ours 23.80 0.6413 0.2407 66.42 0.5460 20.88 0.5493 0.2469 71.15 0.6219
Real-ESRGAN [40] 22.81 0.6288 0.3535 60.11 0.4637 20.13 0.5374 0.3650 67.02 0.5275
BSRGAN [46] 23.45 0.6281 0.3462 62.41 0.4838 20.75 0.5358 0.3667 67.41 0.5363
StableSR [38] 23.34 0.6277 0.3559 57.89 0.4124 20.55 0.5195 0.3716 64.31 0.4859

Level-III DiffBIR [21] 23.42 0.5992 0.3676 58.86 0.5154 20.53 0.4809 0.3951 62.23 0.5148
PASD [43] 22.58 0.5985 0.3646 63.08 0.4815 20.03 0.4974 0.3769 67.43 0.5092
SeeSR [41] 22.58 0.5944 0.3278 65.82 0.5106 20.16 0.5046 0.3437 69.35 0.5444
DreamClear [2] 21.82 0.5510 0.3336 62.59 0.4914 18.46 0.4341 0.3831 68.64 0.5757
SUPIR [44] 21.90 0.5611 0.3172 65.46 0.5134 19.17 0.4650 0.3488 70.16 0.5917
Ours 21.77 0.5662 0.3080 66.28 0.5275 18.92 0.4568 0.3170 71.37 0.6067

stage, the learning rate for the LQ encoder and other net-
work components are initialized as 5× 10−6 and 10−5, re-
spectively. The learning rates are updated using the Cosine
Annealing scheme [23]. To further enhance the controllabil-
ity of our proposed method, we employ an image descrip-
tions dropout operation in training to enable classifier-free
guidance (CFG) [8]. We empirically set the image descrip-
tions dropout ratio to 20% during training. For inference of
FaithDiff, we adopt Euler scheduler [13] with 20 sampling
steps and set CFG guidance scale as 5.

4.2. Comparisons with the state of the art

We compare our approach with state-of-the-art image
SR methods including GAN-based methods (i.e., Real-
ESRGAN [40] and BSRGAN [46]) and diffusion-based
methods (i.e., StableSR [38], DiffBIR [21], PASD [43],
DreamClear [2], and SUPIR [44]). We use PSNR,
SSIM and perceptual-oriented metrics (i.e., LPIPS [48],
MUSIQ [14], and CLIPIQA+ [37]) to evaluate the fidelity
and quality of restored images.
Evaluations on the synthetic datasets. We first evalu-
ate our approach on the datasets of DIV2K [1] and LS-
DIR [17]. Table 1 shows the quantitative results. Al-
though GAN-based methods [40, 46] perform best in terms
of PSNR and SSIM metrics, they exhibit poor perfor-
mance in terms of MUSIQ [14] and CLIPIQA+ [37] met-
rics. The proposed approach outperforms competing meth-

ods [2, 21, 38, 40, 41, 43, 44, 46] in terms of the perceptual-
oriented metrics. Note that our method clearly improves
the results, especially in the challenging cases of severe
degradations, which demonstrates the effectiveness of our
approach.

Figure 3 shows visual comparisons on an LQ images
with severe degradations from LSDIR [17]. The results
generated by GAN-based methods [40] exhibit perceptu-
ally unpleasant artifacts as shown in Figure 3(b). Exist-
ing diffusion-based methods [21, 38, 41, 44], however, also
do not recover satisfying results. The method [38] that di-
rectly injects LQ input into the diffusion process generates
over-smoothed regions, as shown in Figure 3(c), as frozen
generative priors are difficult to align well with LQ input,
which limits the powerful generative capability. Although
the methods [21, 41, 44] propose to extract degradation-
robust features from LQ inputs, any mistake in the LQ fea-
tures can mislead the diffusion process to generate inaccu-
rate results (e.g., severe artifacts obtained in Figure 3(f) and
incorrect structures generated in Figure 3(d) and (g)). In
contrast, by unleashing the diffusion prior and jointly opti-
mizing it with the encoder, our approach yields more real-
istic image with faithful structural details (e.g., the restored
feathers of a bird in Figure 3(h)) that are consistent with the
ground truth as shown in Figure 3(e).

Evaluations on the real-world datasets. We further evalu-
ate the proposed method on real-world scenarios. As high-
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(a) LQ patch (b) Real-ESRGAN [40] (c) StableSR [38] (d) DiffBIR [21]

LQ image from LSDIR [17] (e) GT Patch (f) SeeSR [41] (g) SUPIR [44] (h) Ours

Figure 3. Image SR result (×4) on the synthetic benchmark. The restored image by GAN-based methods [40] exhibits perceptually
unpleasant artifacts in (b). Existing diffusion-based methods [21, 38, 41, 44] over-smooth the details in (c) or generate incorrect structures
in (d) and (f)-(g). In contrast, the proposed method recovers much clearer images with faithful structures in (h).

Table 2. Quantitative comparison with state-of-the-art methods on real-world benchmarks. The best and second performances are marked
in red and blue, respectively.

Benchmarks Metrics Real-ESRGAN [40] BSRGAN [46] StabeSR [38] DiffBIR [21] PASD [43] SeeSR [41] DreamClear [2] SUPIR [44] Ours

RealPhoto60 [44] MUSIQ ↑ 59.29 45.46 57.89 63.67 64.53 70.80 70.46 70.26 72.74
CLIPIQA+ ↑ 0.4389 0.3397 0.4214 0.4935 0.4786 0.5691 0.5273 0.5528 0.5932

RealDeg MUSIQ ↑ 52.64 52.08 53.53 58.22 47.31 60.10 56.67 51.50 61.24
CLIPIQA+ ↑ 0.3396 0.3520 0.3669 0.4258 0.3137 0.4315 0.4105 0.3468 0.4327

Table 3. Recognition results on the dataset of Occluded RoadText 2024 [35] (OCR recognition). The best and second performances are
highlighted in red and blue, respectively.

Metrics GT LQ Real-ESRGAN [40] BSRGAN [46] StableSR [38] DiffBIR [21] PASD [43] SeeSR [41] DreamClear [2] SUPIR [44] Ours
Precision 52.72% 7.54% 13.19% 12.04% 19.87% 26.21% 24.32% 30.07% 22.45% 31.78% 36.45%

Recall 56.67% 7.59% 13.68% 12.33% 20.31% 27.90% 25.14% 33.09% 23.50% 41.57% 46.74%

resolution images are not available, we use non-reference
metrics (i.e., MUSIQ [14] and CLIPIQA+ [37]) to evaluate
the quality of restored images in Table 2, where the pro-
posed approach achieves the best performance, increasing
MUSIQ [14] by at least 1.14.

Figure 4 shows one example from RealPhoto60 [44] and
two examples from the RealDeg dataset. The proposed
method generates more realistic images with better fine-
scale structures and details (Figure 4(h)).
Run-time comparision. Benefiting from unleashing the
diffusion prior and the alignment module, our approach
does not need adaptors like ControlNet [47] to steer the
diffusion process with LQ features, which significantly im-
prove our efficiency. We further benchmark the run-time
for the diffusion process of existing diffusion-based image
SR methods and our approach on 10 images with the size of
1024 × 1024 pixels in Table 4. All methods are tested on
a machine with an A800 GPU. As shown in Tables 1-4, our
proposed method is more efficient with better image quality.

4.3. Real-world OCR recognition

To further examine whether the proposed method gener-
ates faithful structures, we provide evaluation results on
the OCR detection accuracy of the restored images. We
select 200 images from ICDAR 2024 Occluded RoadText

Table 4. Run-time performance of diffusion-based SR methods for
the diffusion process. All methods are tested on a machine with an
A800 GPU. The best and second performances are highlighted in
red and blue, respectively.

DiffBIR [21] PASD [43] SeeSR [41] DreamClear [41] SUPIR [44] Ours
Inference Step 50 20 50 50 50 20

Running Time (s) 46.81 7.31 10.31 7.58 11.44 2.55

dataset [35] and generate LQ images with severe degrada-
tions using the same method as described in Seciton 4.1,
For OCR recognition, we use the robust visual backbone
PaddleOCR v3 [16] to evaluate on the restored images by
various SR methods. Table 3 shows that the OCR recog-
nition accuracy of our restored images is better, indicating
that our method is capable of effectively restoring reliable
structural information.

5. Analysis and Discussion
5.1. Effectiveness of the alignment module
The alignment module is proposed to adaptively explore
useful information from LQ features to facilitate the pro-
gressive diffusion process for faithful HQ image reconstruc-
tion. To demonstrate the effectiveness of our alignment
module, we compare with a baseline method that removes
the alignment module (Oursw/o Align for short). To leverage
LQ features to guide the diffusion process, we respectively
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(a) LQ patch (b) Real-ESRGAN [40] (c) DiffBIR [21] (d) PASD [43]

LQ image from RealPhoto60 [44] (e) SeeSR [41] (f) DreamClear [2] (g) SUPIR [44] (h) Ours

(a) LQ patch (b) Real-ESRGAN [40] (c) DiffBIR [21] (d) PASD [43]

Old photo from RealDeg (e) SeeSR [41] (f) DreamClear [2] (g) SUPIR [44] (h) Ours

(a) LQ patch (b) Real-ESRGAN [40] (c) DiffBIR [21] (d) PASD [43]

Social media image from RealDeg (e) SeeSR [41] (f) DreamClear [2] (g) SUPIR [44] (h) Ours

Figure 4. Image SR result (×2) on the real-world benchmarks. Compared to competing methods, our approach generates more realistic
images with fine-scale structures and details.

apply one convolutional layer on the noisy latent as well
as the LQ features and then add their results together. The
quantitative results in Table 5 show that the MUSIQ of our
approach is 6.07 higher than the baseline method on the Re-
alPhoto60 dataset. The comparison results illustrate that the
proposed alignment module is more effective in capturing
useful information from LQ features to facilitate the diffu-
sion process.

To further analyze the effect of pre-training the align-
ment module, we compare our approach with a baseline that
does not pre-train the alignment module but directly trains
it together with the whole network (Oursw/o Pre-train align for
short). The results in Table 5 demonstrate the effective-
ness of pre-training the alignment module, which is more
effective in exploiting useful features from LQ features and
incorporating them with the noisy latant of the diffusion
model, increasing the MUSIQ by 2.98 on the RealPhoto60
dataset [44].

We additionally investigate whether it is necessary to use
the visual features from the penultimate layer of the LQ en-
coder instead of those from the last layer. To this end, we
further compare with a baseline that replaces the LQ fea-
tures with the visual features of the last layer of the LQ
encoder (Oursw/ Last feats for short). As Table 5 shows, our
approach performs better than the baseline, decreasing the
LPIPS by 0.0222 on the DIV2K-Val [1] dataset and increas-
ing the MUSIQ by 2.69 on the RealPhoto60 [44] dataset.
The comparison results demonstrate that the features ex-
tracted from the penultimate layer of the VAE encoder can
effectively capture more useful information.

5.2. Effectiveness of unified feature optimization
To demonstrate the effectiveness of the proposed unified
feature optimization strategy, we compare with baseline
methods that respectively fix the diffusion model (FT EN
& Fix DM for short), fix the encoder (Fix EN & FT DM
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(a) LQ Patch (b) (c) (d) (e) PASD [43] (f) SeeSR [41] (g) Ours
Figure 6. Visualization of DAAMs [33] for ‘bottles’. (b)-(d) are DAAMs for PASD [43], SeeSR [41], and our method.

Table 5. Effectiveness of the proposed alignment module. All
methods are trained using the same settings as the proposed
method for fair comparison.

Alignment
module

Pre-train
alignment

Penultimate
visual features

DIV2K-Val [1] RealPhoto60 [44]
LPIPS ↓ MUSIQ ↑

Oursw/o Align % ! ! 0.3199 66.67
Oursw/o Pre-train align ! % ! 0.3244 69.76
Oursw/ Last feats ! ! % 0.3302 70.05
Ours ! ! ! 0.3080 72.74

Table 6. Effectiveness of unified feature optimization. All meth-
ods are trained using the same settings for fair comparison. SP
denotes separately fine-tuning encoder and diffusion model.

Encoder (EN) Diffusion model (DM) DIV2K-Val [1] RealPhoto60 [44]
Fix Fine-tune (FT) Fix Fine-tune (FT) LPIPS ↓ MUSIQ ↑

FT EN & Fix DM % ! ! % 0.3370 69.66
Fix EN & FT DM ! % % ! 0.3302 71.11
FT EN & DM (SP) % ! % ! 0.3261 69.94
Ours % ! % ! 0.3080 72.74

for short), as well as separately fine-tune the encoder and
diffusion model (FT EN & DM (SP) for short). Note that
for FT EN & Fix DM, we use ControlNet [47] with the spa-
tial feature transfer block (SFT) [44] to make the LQ fea-
tures suitable for guiding the diffusion process. As shown
in Table 6, the proposed approach outperforms all baseline
methods, increasing the MUSIQ by at least 1.63 on the Re-
alPhoto60 [44] dataset. This demonstrates the importance
of jointly optimizing the encoder and the diffusion model,
which can benefit from their interplay.

Figure 5 shows a visual comparison on an image from
DIV2K-Val [1] with severe degradations. The main struc-
tures generated by FT EN & Fix DM are inconsistent with
the ground truth, cf. the ‘windows’ obtained by FT EN &
Fix DM in Figure 5(b) vs. the characters ‘MAER’ of the
GT in Figure 5(d). As the diffusion model is pre-trained on
HQ images, any mistakes in the LQ features can mislead the
diffusion model into generating incorrect image structures.
The comparison results in Figure 5 show that unleashing
the diffusion model is able to improve the performance, but
only yields faithful results when jointly optimized with the
encoder. This demonstrates that the proposed unified fea-
ture optimization strategy is able to benefit from the inter-
play of the encoder and the diffusion model, resulting in
high-fidelity results, as shown in Figure 5(f).

5.3. Visualization of DAAMs
We visualize diffusion attentive attribution maps (DAAMs)
[33] of some state-of-the-art diffusion-based methods and
our approach in Figure 6. Given an LQ image and the text
‘bottle’ from the prompt ‘An image of an outdoor market
with a lot of food and bottles’, we upscale and aggregate

(a) LQ Patch (b) FT EN & Fix DM (c) Fix EN & FT DM

(d) GT Patch (e) FT EN & DM (SP) (f) Ours

Figure 5. Effectiveness of the unified feature optimization on im-
age SR (×4). Using unify optimization strategy is able to generate
the results with clearer structural details.
cross-attention maps in LDM during diffusion process to
fetch DAAMs [33]. For LQ images with severe degradation
in Figure 6(a), it is hard to extract accurate structural in-
formation, thus existing ControlNet-based methods [41, 43]
yield weaker responses when calculating the similarity be-
tween LQ features and text embeddings (Figure 6(b)-(c)).
This hinders the activation of pre-trained diffusion priors
and the restoration of faithful results as shown in Fig-
ure 6(e)-(f). In contrast, our proposed approach unleashes
diffusion priors and jointly optimizes the encoder and diffu-
sion model to enable them to benefit from each other. Thus,
our method can effectively capture more useful information
from LQ images, leading to a more plausible DAAM in Fig-
ure 6(d) and more faithful results in Figure 6(g).

6. Conclusion
In this paper, we propose an effective image SR method,
named FaithDiff, which unleashes diffusion priors to bet-
ter harness the powerful representation ability of LDM.
We show that unleashing diffusion priors is more effective
in exploring useful information from degraded inputs and
restoring faithful results. We further develop an alignment
module that effectively incorporates the features extracted
by the encoder with the noisy latent of the diffusion model.
Taking all the components into one trainable network, we
jointly optimize the encoder, alignment module, and the dif-
fusion model. This unified optimization strategy enables
the encoder to provide useful features that coincide with
the diffusion process, while the latent diffusion model can
further restore these features. Benefiting from their inter-
play, the entire network can effectively distinguish between
degradation effects and inherent structural information, re-
sulting in high-quality restoration. Extensive experiments
on synthetic and real-world benchmarks demonstrate that
FaithDiff outperforms state-of-the-art methods in terms of
structural fidelity and visual quality.
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