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“A young woman with red hair, wearing a colorful

scarf around her neck”
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“A cat wearing a spacesuit, it is an astronaut cat. The cat is positioned in
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Figure 1. Speed and performance comparisons. SeedVR demonstrates impressive restoration capabilities, offering fine details and enhanced
visual realism. Despite its 2.48B parameters, SeedVR is over 2× faster than existing diffusion-based video restoration approaches [20, 64, 80].
With delicate designs, SeedVR is as efficient as the Stable Diffusion Upscaler [2], even with five times the parameter count. (Zoom-in for
best view)

Abstract

Video restoration poses non-trivial challenges in maintain-
ing fidelity while recovering temporally consistent details
from unknown degradations in the wild. Despite recent
advances in diffusion-based restoration, these methods of-

∗ Work was done during Jianyi Wang’s internship at ByteDance in
Singapore.

ten face limitations in generation capability and sampling
efficiency. In this work, we present SeedVR, a diffusion
transformer designed to handle real-world video restoration
with arbitrary length and resolution. The core design of
SeedVR lies in the shifted window attention that facilitates
effective restoration on long video sequences. SeedVR fur-
ther supports variable-sized windows near the boundary of
both spatial and temporal dimensions, overcoming the reso-
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lution constraints of traditional window attention. Equipped
with contemporary practices, including causal video au-
toencoder, mixed image and video training, and progressive
training, SeedVR achieves highly-competitive performance
on both synthetic and real-world benchmarks, as well as
AI-generated videos. Extensive experiments demonstrate
SeedVR’s superiority over existing methods for generic video
restoration.

1. Introduction
Generic video restoration (VR) is a classical computer vision
task, seeking to reconstruct high-quality (HQ) outputs from
low-quality (LQ) input videos. A broad range of works have
been proposed to tackle the challenges posed by complex
and often unknown degradations [6, 61, 77] encountered in
real-world VR scenarios [4, 5, 32, 33, 55, 63].

More recently, diffusion-based image [54, 60, 70] and
video restoration methods [12, 20, 64, 67, 80], often built on
U-Net architectures with full-attention layers, have shown
promise in addressing the issues found in previous ap-
proaches such as over-smoothing. However, the attention
design in diffusion leads to significant computational costs
and performance degradation when processing resolutions
different from those used during training, limiting their appli-
cability for restoring long-duration, high-resolution videos.

As such, previous VR approaches [12, 20, 64, 67, 80]
rely on patch-based sampling [24, 54], i.e., dividing the
input video into overlapping spatial-temporal patches and
fusing these patches using a Gaussian kernel at each diffu-
sion step. The large overlap (e.g., 50% of the patch size),
required for ensuring a coherent output without visible patch
boundaries, often leads to considerably slow inference speed.
This inefficiency becomes even more pronounced when pro-
cessing long videos at high resolutions. For instance, VEn-
hancer [20] takes 387 seconds to generate 31 frames at a res-
olution of 1344×768 with 50 sampling steps, even when us-
ing only temporal overlap. Likewise, Upscale-A-Video [80],
using a spatial overlapping of 384×384 and a temporal over-
lapping of 2, takes 414 seconds to process the same video
clip, rendering it less practical for real-world use.

In this work, we present SeedVR, a Diffusion Trans-
former (DiT) model designed for generic video restoration
(VR) that tackles resolution constraints efficiently. We pro-
pose a design using large non-overlapping window attention
in DiT, which we found effective for achieving competi-
tive VR quality at a lower computational cost. Specifically,
SeedVR uses MMDiT [17] as its backbone and replaces full
self-attention with a window attention mechanism. While
various window attention designs have been explored, we
aim to keep our design as simple as possible and hence use
the Swin attention [35], resulting in Swin-MMDiT. Unlike
previous methods [31, 73, 74], our Swin-MMDiT adopts

a significantly larger attention window of 64 × 64 over an
8× 8 compressed latent, compared to the 8× 8 pixel space
commonly used in window attention for low-level vision
tasks [31, 73, 74]. When processing arbitrary input reso-
lutions with Swin-MMDiT using a large window, we can
no longer assume that the input spatial dimensions will be
multiples of the window size. Additionally, the shifted win-
dow mechanism in Swin results in uneven 3D windows near
the boundaries of the space-time volume. To address these,
we design a 3D rotary position embedding [48] within each
window to model the varying-sized windows.

To enhance the SeedVR training, we further incorporate
several techniques inspired by recent work. First, building on
Yu et al. [71], we develop a causal video variational autoen-
coder (CVVAE) that compresses time and space by factors
of 4 and 8, respectively. This CVVAE significantly reduces
the computational cost of VR, especially for high-resolution
videos, while maintaining high reconstruction quality. Sec-
ond, motivated by Dehghani et al. [15], we train SeedVR on
images and videos with native and varying resolutions. Fi-
nally, we employ a multi-stage progressive training strategy
to accelerate convergence on large-scale datasets. Extensive
experimental results demonstrate that our SeedVR performs
steadily well across various VSR benchmarks from differ-
ent sources, serving as a strong baseline for VR in diverse
real-world scenarios, as shown in Figure 1. See the supple-
mentary materials for the videos.

To our knowledge, SeedVR is among the earliest explo-
rations on training a large scalable diffusion transformer
model designed for generic video restoration. The main
contributions are as follows: 1) We tackle the key challenge
in diffusion-based VR, i.e., handling inputs with arbitrary
resolutions, by proposing simple yet effective diffusion trans-
former blocks based on a shifted window attention mecha-
nism. 2) We further develop a casual video autoencoder, con-
siderably improving both training and inference efficiency
while achieving favorable video reconstruction quality. As
shown in Figure 1, SeedVR is at least 2× faster than exist-
ing diffusion-based VR methods [20, 64, 80], despite having
2.48B parameters, which is over 3.5× more than Upscale-
A-Video [80]. 3) By leveraging large-scale joint training on
images and videos, along with multi-scale progressive train-
ing, SeedVR achieves state-of-the-art performance across
diverse benchmarks, outperforming existing approaches by
a large margin. Serving as the largest-ever diffusion trans-
former model towards generic VR, we believe SeedVR will
push the frontiers of advanced VR and inspire future research
in developing large vision models for real-world VR.

2. Related Work
Attention Mechanism in Restoration. Early restora-
tion approaches that adopted CNN-based architectures [4–
6, 22, 23, 46, 50, 55] typically struggled to capture long-
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range pixel dependencies due to limited receptive fields. Re-
cent advances in transformer models have inspired a series
of restoration methods [7, 11, 31, 33, 61, 81, 82] that intro-
duce attention mechanisms into restoration networks, fur-
ther improving performance on restoration benchmarks. To
mitigate the quadratic complexity of the self-attention mech-
anism [52], many of these approaches [11, 31, 33, 81, 82]
use window attention to reduce computational costs. For in-
stance, SwinIR [31] adopts Swin Transformer [35] with a 8×
8 window attention. SRFormer [81] and SRFormerV2 [82]
further increase the window size to 24 × 24 and 40 × 40,
respectively, to enhance performance. Despite these im-
provements, limited window sizes still restrict the recep-
tive field, especially in diffusion models where text em-
beddings interact with image embeddings within each win-
dow. As a result, existing diffusion-based restoration meth-
ods [20, 45, 54, 60, 70, 80] continue to rely on full attention
to achieve effective restoration with text guidance.

In this study, we focus on investigating the window at-
tention mechanism within a diffusion transformer for VR.
By employing a substantially larger attention window, i.e.,
64 × 64 in an 8× compressed latent space, our method
interacts with text prompts and captures long-range depen-
dencies. We also introduce variable-sized windows near
the boundaries of each dimension, reducing resolution con-
straints. This design allows our approach to circumvent the
reliance on tiled sampling strategies [24, 54] enables direct
application to VR tasks with any length and resolution.
Diffusion Transformer. The development of DiT [40] has
made diffusion transformer the prevailing architecture for
diffusion models [8–10, 17, 19, 25, 27, 30, 34, 41, 65, 78].
To reduce the high computational cost of generating high-
resolution images and videos, common approaches include
using separate temporal and spatial attention [78], applying
token compression [8] and generating outputs in a multi-
stage manner [25]. Instead of relying on the full atten-
tion mechanism, FIT [10] interleaves window attention and
global attention with two types of transformer. While this
method is efficient, it falls short of handling variable-sized
inputs in VR. Inf-DiT [65] enables upscaling on images
of varying shapes and resolutions by using local attention
in an autoregressive manner, though it is limited by a fi-
nite receptive field. The approach most similar to ours
is VideoPoet [27], which uses three types of 2D window
attention for video super-resolution, each performing self-
attention within a local window aligned along one of three
axes. However, this method still struggles with arbitrary
input shapes, as it requires a full attention operation along
one axis. In contrast, our approach introduces a flexible 3D
window attention that can be effectively applied to VR with
varying resolutions.
Video Restoration. Most previous works [4, 5, 12, 29,
32, 33, 55, 69] focus primarily on synthetic data, result-

ing in limited effectiveness for real-world VR. Later ap-
proaches [6, 61, 77] have shifted towards real-world VR,
yet still struggle to produce realistic textures due to lim-
ited generative capabilities. Motivated by recent advances
in diffusion models [21, 39, 45, 47, 62], several diffuison-
based VR approaches [20, 64, 80] have emerged, showing
impressive performance. While fine-tuning from a diffusion
prior [45, 57] provides efficiency, these methods still inherit
limitations inherent to diffusion priors. In particular, they use
a basic autoencoder without temporal compression, result-
ing in inefficient training and inference. Additionally, their
reliance on full attention imposes resolution constraints, fur-
ther increasing the inference cost. Unlike existing diffusion-
based VR approaches, we redesign the whole architecture
with an efficient video autoencoder and a flexible window
attention mechanism, achieving effective and efficient VR
with arbitrary length and resolution.

3. Methodology
We focus on effective VR with arbitrary lengths and reso-
lutions, which is still underexplored. As depicted in Fig-
ure 1a, our approach employs a similar architecture follow-
ing SD3 [17], where a pretrained autoencoder is applied to
compress the input video into latent space, and the corre-
sponding text prompt is encoded by three pretrained, frozen
text encoders [13, 42, 43]. To relax the resolution constraints
of the MMDiT block used in SD3, we introduce a Swin-
MMDiT block based on a shifted window mechanism, as
detailed in Sec. 3.1. We further present our casual video
autoencoder in Sec. 3.2, which significantly improves the
training and inference efficiency compared to existing ap-
proaches [20, 64, 80]. In Sec. 3.3, we discuss the train-
ing strategies to effectively train our model on large-scale
datasets.

3.1. Shifted Window Based MM-DiT
MMDiT has been proven to be an effective transformer
block by SD3 [17], where separate weights are applied to
the two modalities, i.e., visual input and text, thus enabling
a bidirectional flow of information between visual features
and text tokens. However, the full attention nature of
MMDiT makes it unsuitable for VR, which requires the
capability of handling inputs with arbitrary lengths and
resolutions. To this end, we introduce a shifted window
attention mechanism into MMDiT, which we call as
Swin-MMDiT. Given a video feature X ∈ RT×H×W×d

and a text embedding Ctext ∈ RL×d, the video feature
is first flattened to X ′ ∈ RTHW×d, following the NaViT
scheme [15]. For MMDiT [17], it directly extracts
(QX′ ,KX′ , VX′) and (Qtext,Ktext, Vtext) from X ′ and
Ctext, respectively. Full attention is then applied on
the concatenation Cat(·) of the extracted features, i.e.,
(Cat(QX′ , Qtext),Cat(KX′ ,Ktext),Cat(VX′ , Vtext)).
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(a) Overall Architecture (b) Swin-MMDiT Details
Figure 2. Model architecture and the details of Swin-MMDiT of SeedVR. Our approach introduces a shifted window mechanism into the
transformer block, bypassing the resolution constrain of vanilla attention. We further adopt large attention windows around the center and
variable-sized windows near the boundary, enabling long-range dependency capturing given inputs of any length and size.

Instead of using the standard full attention, our Swin-
MMDiT employs two types of window attention: a regular
window attention starting from the top-left unflattened pixel
of X , and a shifted window attention, offset by half the
window size from the regular windows.

As shown in Figure 1b, the first transformer block uses
regular window attention with a t× h× w window. Specif-
ically, the video feature X is first divided into (Tt + 1) ×
(Hh + 1)× (Ww + 1) windows, with some windows smaller
than t × h × w. In Swin Transformer [35, 36], a cyclic-
shifting strategy with a masking mechanism is required to
make the window size divisible by the feature map size. In
contrast, our Swin-MMDiT benefits from the flexibility of
NaViT and Flash attention [14]. Here, the partitioned win-
dow features are flattened into a concatenated 2D tensor, and
attention is calculated within each window, eliminating the
need for complex masking strategies on the 3D feature map.
The subsequent transformer block applies shifted window
attention, where windows are offset by ( t2 ,

h
2 ,

w
2 ) before at-

tention is calculated similarly to regular window attention.
For attention calculations, we replace the absolute 2D posi-
tional frequency embeddings used in SD3 with 3D relative
rotary positional embeddings (RoPE) [48] within each win-
dow, avoiding the resolution bias introduced by positional

embeddings.
As shown in Figure 2, for simplicity, we use separate

attention mechanisms for video and text features instead of
the single multi-modality attention in MMDiT [17]. Specif-
ically, the key and value of the video window features and
text features are concatenated. We then compute attention by
calculating the similarity between the concatenated key and
value with the query of the video window and text features,
respectively. This approach does not increase computational
cost, and in practice, we observe no significant drop in per-
formance.

3.2. Causal Video VAE

To process video input, existing diffusion-based VR meth-
ods [20, 64, 80] typically fine-tune a pretrained image autoen-
coder for video by inserting 3D convolution layers. Without
temporal compression, these video autoencoders are ineffi-
cient for both training and inference. Moreover, the limited
number of latent channels ( i.e., 4) prevents these autoen-
coders from reconstructing videos with high quality. Instead
of fine-tuning a pretrained image autoencoder, we train a
video autoencoder from scratch with the following improve-
ments: 1) We use a causal 3D residual block rather than a
vanilla 3D block to capture spatial-temporal representations.

4



ResBlock3D

GroupNorm

CausalConv3D

GroupNorm

CausalConv3D

C
au

sa
lC

on
v3

D

R
es

B
lo

ck
3D

R
es

B
lo

ck
3D

Sp
at

. D
ow

n

R
es

B
lo

ck
3D

R
es

B
lo

ck
3D

Sp
at

.-T
em

p.
 D

ow
n

R
es

B
lo

ck
3D

R
es

B
lo

ck
3D

Sp
at

.-T
em

p.
 D

ow
n

R
es

B
lo

ck
3D

R
es

B
lo

ck
3D

R
es

B
lo

ck
3D

R
es

B
lo

ck
3D

Sp
at

. A
ttn

.

G
ro

up
N

or
m

C
au

sa
lC

on
v3

D

C
au

sa
lC

on
v3

D

R
es

B
lo

ck
3D

R
es

B
lo

ck
3D

Sp
at

. A
ttn

.

R
es

B
lo

ck
3D

R
es

B
lo

ck
3D

R
es

B
lo

ck
3D

Sp
at

.-T
em

p.
 U

p

R
es

B
lo

ck
3D

R
es

B
lo

ck
3D

R
es

B
lo

ck
3D

Sp
at

. U
p

R
es

B
lo

ck
3D

R
es

B
lo

ck
3D

R
es

B
lo

ck
3D

R
es

B
lo

ck
3D

R
es

B
lo

ck
3D

R
es

B
lo

ck
3D

Sp
at

.-T
em

p.
 U

p

G
ro

up
N

or
m

C
au

sa
lC

on
v3

D

Figure 3. The model architecture of casual video autoencoder. In contrast to naively inflating an existing image autoenoder, we redesign a
casual video VAE with spatial-temporal compression capability to achieve a strong reconstruction capability.

In this way, our video autoencoder is capable of handling
long videos by cutting them into clips. 2) We increase the
latent channels to 16 following SD3 [17], to increase the
model capacity for better reconstruction. 3) We apply a
temporal compression factor of 4 for more efficient video
encoding. The overall architecture is shown in Figure 3. We
follow the common practice [17] to train our casual video
VAE on a large dataset with ℓ1 loss, LPIPS loss [75] and
GAN loss [18].

3.3. Large-scale Training
Training a large-scale VR model on millions of high-
resolution videos is challenging and remains under-explored.
Existing VR approaches [20, 64, 80] are trained on limited
resources, which inevitably hinders their ability to generalize
to more complex, real-world VR tasks. In addition to model
architectures, we extend our exploration to include more
diverse training data and training strategies to scale up the
training.
Large-scale Mixed Data of Images and Videos. By virtue
of the flexibility of our model architecture, we can train
the model on image and video data simultaneously. To this
end, we first collect a large-scale mixed dataset of images
and videos. Specifically, we collect about 100 million im-
ages and 5 million videos. The images vary in resolution,
with most exceeding 1024 × 1024 pixels. The videos are
720p, randomly cropped from higher-resolution videos to
improve training efficiency. In practice, we observe that
cropping yields better performance than resizing. To ensure
high-quality data, we further apply several image and video
evaluation metrics [1, 26, 53, 58] to filter out low-quality
samples.
Precomputing Latents and Text Embeddings. Training on
high-resolution data poses challenges for training efficiency
due to the slow encoding speed required to convert large
videos into latent space with the pretrained VAE. In practice,
encoding a 720p video with 21 frames takes approximately
2.9s on average, roughly as long as a single forward pass of
the diffusion transformer model. In addition, encoding the
low-quality (LQ) condition also requires VAE processing,
doubling the encoding time per training iteration. By pre-
computing high-quality (HQ) and LQ video latent features
along with text embeddings, we can achieve a 4× speed up
in training. This precomputing also ensures sufficient ran-

dom degradations applied to LQ conditions, which is crucial
for training real-world VR models. Furthermore, eliminating
the need to load pretrained VAE and text models saves GPU
memory, allowing for a larger batch size for training.
Progressively Growing Up of Resolution and Duration.
Our model is trained based on SD3-Medium [17] with 2.2B
parameters. Although SD3-Medium handles high resolu-
tions, e.g., 1024× 1024, we found it challenging to directly
adapt it into a VR model with our architecture at that reso-
lution. Instead, we begin by tuning on short, low-resolution
videos (5 frames at 256 × 256) and progressively increase
the lengths and resolutions to (9 frames at 512× 512) and
eventually 21 frames at 768×768. The final model is trained
on data with varying lengths and resolutions. We observe a
rapid convergence with this progressive tuning strategy.
Injecting Noise to Condition. We follow existing meth-
ods [6, 56, 80] to create synthetic LQ-HQ image and video
pairs for training. While effective, we observe a degradation
gap between synthetic LQ videos and real-world ones, as
synthetic videos typically exhibit much more severe degra-
dations than those found in real-world videos. Simply low-
ering the degradation level for synthetic training data could
weaken the model’s generative ability, so instead, we fol-
low the strategy of injecting random noise to the latent LQ
condition [3, 80]. This is done by diffusing the condition as
Cτ

LQ = ατCLQ + στϵ, where ϵ ∼ N (0, I), τ is the noise
level associated with the early steps in the noise schedule
defined by αt and σt.

Besides adding noise to the LQ condition, we further
enable the flexible use of the text encoder by randomly re-
placing the text input to each of the three text encoders with
null prompts, similar to SD3 [17]. Although a similar ap-
proach could be applied to LQ conditions to enhance the
model’s generative capability, we found that excessively
strong generative ability often results in reduced output fi-
delity. Therefore, we opted not to include it in the final
model.

4. Experiments

Implementation Details. We train SeedVR on 256 NVIDIA
H100-80G GPUs with around 150 720p frames per batch
per GPU. We initialize the model parameters from SD3-
Medium [17] and train the full model following the strategies
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Table 1. Quantitative comparisons on VSR benchmarks from diverse sources, i.e., synthetic (SPMCS, UDM10, REDS30, YouHQ40), real
(VideoLQ), and AIGC (AIGC38) data. The best and second performances are marked in red and orange , respectively.

Datasets Metrics Real-ESRGAN [56] SD ×4 Upscaler [2] ResShift [74] RealViFormer [77] MGLD-VSR [64] Upscale-A-Video [80] VEhancer [20] Ours

SPMCS

PSNR ↑ 22.55 22.75 23.14 24.19 23.41 22.30 18.20 22.37
SSIM ↑ 0.637 0.535 0.598 0.663 0.633 0.567 0.507 0.607
LPIPS ↓ 0.406 0.554 0.547 0.378 0.369 0.489 0.455 0.341
DISTS ↓ 0.189 0.247 0.261 0.186 0.166 0.245 0.194 0.141
NIQE ↓ 3.355 5.883 6.246 3.431 3.315 5.280 4.328 3.207

MUSIQ ↑ 62.78 42.09 55.11 62.09 65.25 58.56 54.94 64.28
CLIP-IQA ↑ 0.451 0.402 0.598 0.424 0.495 0.366 0.334 0.587
DOVER ↑ 8.566 4.413 5.342 7.664 8.471 4.985 7.807 10.508

UDM10

PSNR ↑ 24.78 26.01 25.56 26.70 26.11 25.28 21.48 25.76
SSIM ↑ 0.763 0.698 0.743 0.796 0.772 0.755 0.691 0.771
LPIPS ↓ 0.270 0.424 0.417 0.285 0.273 0.314 0.349 0.231
DISTS ↓ 0.156 0.234 0.211 0.166 0.144 0.187 0.175 0.116
NIQE ↓ 4.365 6.014 5.941 3.922 3.814 5.314 4.883 3.514

MUSIQ ↑ 54.18 30.33 51.34 55.60 58.01 43.92 46.37 59.14
CLIP-IQA ↑ 0.398 0.277 0.537 0.397 0.443 0.291 0.304 0.524
DOVER ↑ 7.958 3.169 5.111 7.259 7.717 7.108 8.087 10.537

REDS30

PSNR ↑ 21.67 22.94 22.72 23.34 22.74 22.57 19.83 20.44
SSIM ↑ 0.573 0.563 0.572 0.615 0.578 0.578 0.545 0.534
LPIPS ↓ 0.389 0.551 0.509 0.328 0.271 0.497 0.508 0.346
DISTS ↓ 0.179 0.268 0.234 0.154 0.097 0.271 0.229 0.138
NIQE ↓ 2.879 6.718 6.258 3.032 2.550 5.374 4.615 2.729

MUSIQ ↑ 57.97 25.57 47.50 58.60 62.28 32.41 37.95 57.55
CLIP-IQA ↑ 0.403 0.202 0.554 0.392 0.444 0.228 0.245 0.451
DOVER ↑ 5.552 2.737 3.712 5.229 6.544 3.704 5.549 6.673

YouHQ40

PSNR ↑ 22.31 22.51 22.67 23.26 22.62 22.08 18.68 21.15
SSIM ↑ 0.605 0.528 0.579 0.606 0.576 0.548 0.510 0.554
LPIPS ↓ 0.342 0.518 0.432 0.362 0.356 0.435 0.449 0.298
DISTS ↓ 0.169 0.242 0.215 0.193 0.166 0.236 0.175 0.118
NIQE ↓ 3.721 5.954 5.458 3.172 3.255 5.291 4.161 2.913

MUSIQ ↑ 56.45 36.74 54.96 61.88 63.95 49.37 54.18 67.45
CLIP-IQA ↑ 0.371 0.328 0.590 0.438 0.509 0.328 0.352 0.635
DOVER ↑ 10.92 5.761 7.618 9.483 10.503 7.832 11.444 12.788

VideoLQ

NIQE ↓ 4.014 4.584 4.829 4.007 3.888 5.545 4.264 3.874
MUSIQ ↑ 60.45 43.64 59.69 57.50 59.50 41.08 52.59 54.41

CLIP-IQA ↑ 0.361 0.296 0.487 0.312 0.350 0.253 0.289 0.355
DOVER ↑ 8.561 4.349 6.749 6.823 7.325 5.567 8.719 8.009

AIGC38

NIQE ↓ 4.942 4.399 4.853 4.444 4.162 5.743 4.759 3.955
MUSIQ ↑ 58.39 56.72 64.38 58.73 62.03 51.32 53.36 65.91

CLIP-IQA ↑ 0.442 0.554 0.660 0.473 0.528 0.378 0.395 0.638
DOVER ↑ 12.275 10.547 12.082 10.245 11.008 10.297 12.178 13.424

discussed in Sec. 3.3. We mostly follow the training settings
in SD3 [17] to train the diffusion transformer. The entire
training process requires about 30K H100-80G GPU hours.
As for the training of our casual video VAE, we follow the
standard settings in SD3 [17] and train on internal data with
a resolution of 17× 256× 256. The model is trained on 32
NVIDIA H100-80G GPUs with a batch size of 5 per GPU
for 115,000 iterations.

Experimental Settings. We use various metrics to evalu-
ate both the frame quality and overall video quality. For
synthetic datasets with LQ-HQ pairs, we employ full-
reference metrics such as PSNR, SSIM, LPIPS [76], and
DISTS [16], and no-reference metrics including NIQE [37],
CLIP-IQA [53], MUSIQ [26], and DOVER [59]. For real-
world and AIGC test data, we adopt no-reference metrics,
i.e., NIQE, CLIP-IQA, MUSIQ, and DOVER due to the ab-
sence of ground truth. To ensure fair comparisons, all testing
videos are processed to be 720p while maintaining the origi-

nal length. We follow previous work [80] to test on synthetic
benchmarks i.e., SPMCS [68], UDM10 [49], REDS30 [38],
and YouHQ40 [80], using the same degradations as training.
Additionally, we evaluate the models on a real-world dataset
(i.e., VideoLQ [6]) and an AIGC dataset (i.e., AIGC38) that
collects 38 AI-generated videos.

4.1. Comparison with Existing Methods

Quantitative Comparisons. As shown in Table 1, our
method achieves significantly superior performance on 4
out of 6 benchmarks (i.e., SPMCS, UDM10, YouHQ40, and
AIGC38). Similar to other diffusion-based methods, our
SeedVR shows limitations on certain metrics like PSNR and
SSIM [54, 70, 72] on these benchmarks because these met-
rics are primarily designed to measure pixel-level fidelity
and structural similarity, while SeedVR focuses on percep-
tual quality. As can be observed, SeedVR obtains the best
DISTS, LPIPS, NIQE and DOVER scores, indicating the
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“A photograph of a city street at night … ”

“An aerial view of a large city… ”

“A close-up of a panda bear eating food … ”

“A statue of a man wearing a suit and… ”

Figure 4. Qualitative comparisons on both real-world videos in VideoLQ [6] dataset (the first and second row) and AIGC dataset (the
third and fourth row). Our SeedVR is capable of generating realistic details. When compared to existing methods, it notably excels in its
restoration capabilities, successfully removing the degradations while maintaining the textures of the buildings, the panda’s nose and the face
of the terracotta warrior. (Zoom-in for best view).

high perceptual quality of its generated results. It is worth
noting that MGLD-VSR and RealViFormer are trained on
REDS [38], which explains their strong performance on the
corresponding test set, REDS30. Even so, our approach
remains competitive, achieving the best DOVER score on
REDS30. The consistent superiority across datasets from var-
ious sources demonstrates the effectiveness of our method.
Qualitative Comparisons. Figure 4 shows visual results

on both real-world [6] and AIGC videos. Our seedVR out-
performs existing VR approaches by a large margin in both
degradation removal and texture generation. Specifically,
SeedVR effectively recovers detailed structures, such as the
building architectures with severely degraded video inputs.
For AIGC videos, SeedVR faithfully restores fine details,
such as the panda’s nose and the terracotta warrior’s face in
Figure 4, where other approaches produce blurred details.
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Table 2. Quantitative comparisons on VAE models commonly used in existing latent diffusion models [20, 28, 44, 45, 66, 79]. The best and
second performances are marked in red and orange , respectively.

Methods
(VAE)

Params
(M)

Temporal
Compression

Spatial
Compression

Latent
Channel PSNR ↑ SSIM ↑ LPIPS ↓ rFVD ↓

SD 2.1 [45] 83.7 - 8 4 29.50 0.9050 0.0998 8.14
VEnhancer [20] 97.7 - 8 4 30.81 0.9356 0.0751 11.10
Cosmos [44] 90.2 4 8 16 32.34 0.9484 0.0847 13.02
OpenSora [79] 393.3 4 8 4 27.70 0.8893 0.1661 47.04
OpenSoraPlan v1.3 [28] 147.3 4 8 16 30.41 0.9280 0.0976 27.70
CogVideoX [66] 215.6 4 8 16 34.30 0.9650 0.0623 6.06
Ours 250.6 4 8 16 33.83 0.9643 0.0517 1.85

4.2. Ablation Study

Effectiveness of Casual Video VAE. We first examine the
significance of the proposed casual video VAE. As shown
in Table 2, our VAE demonstrates better video reconstruc-
tion quality. Compared to state-of-the-art VAE models for
video generation and restoration, our VAE reaches the lowest
rFVD [51] score, 69.5% lower than the second best. Besides,
our VAE achieves the best LPIPS score and competitive
PSNR and SSIM relative to CogVideoX [66], indicating its
superior reconstruction capability.
Window Size for Attention. Besides the powerful VAE, a
key aspect of our design is the flexible window attention,
which enables restoration at arbitrary resolutions. We mea-
sure the performance with different window sizes. Specifi-
cally, we train the model using different window sizes under
the same settings for 12.5k iterations. Results show that
smaller window sizes significantly increase training time.
As shown in Table 3, training time rises considerably with
smaller windows; for instance, with 1× 8× 8 window, the
training time required is 455.49, which is 19.24 times longer
than a 1 × 64 × 64 window. This increase is due to each
window being assigned a text prompt in the attention compu-
tation, introducing text guidance while retaining flexibility
for arbitrary resolutions. Therefore, using larger window
sizes reduces the number of text tokens required for atten-
tion, improving both training and inference efficiency.

We further validate the performance under different
window sizes on the YouHQ40 dataset [80] measured by
DOVER [59]. From Table 4, we make the following obser-
vations: 1) The performance of full spatial attention declines
as the temporal window length increases. We believe this is
due to the high token count in full attention, which requires
a much longer training period, far beyond 12.5k iterations,
to converge fully. Larger temporal windows amplify this
need. 2) Smaller spatial windows, e.g., 32× 32, outperform
full attention, but still show a performance drop as temporal
length increases. We hypothesize that smaller temporal and
spatial windows, like e.g., 1× 32× 32, allow for faster con-
vergence, leading to better performance. However, smaller
spatial windows may face difficulties in capturing tempo-

Table 3. Training efficiency (sec/iter) with different window sizes.

Temp. Win.
Length

Spat. Win. Size
8× 8 16× 16 32× 32 64× 64

t = 1 455.49 138.29 58.37 23.68
t = 5 345.78 110.01 46.49 20.29

Table 4. Ablation study on the performance of different window
sizes. All baselines are trained on 16 NVIDIA A100-80G cards for
12.5k iterations. The comparison is conducted on YouHQ40 [80]
synthetic data and measured by DOVER (↑) [59].

.

Temp. Win.
Length

Spat. Win. Size
32× 32 64× 64 Full

t = 1 11.947 10.690 10.799
t = 3 11.476 10.429 9.145
t = 5 10.558 11.595 8.521

ral dependencies, requiring additional training to prevent
performance degradation. 3) For a spatial window size of
64× 64, performance is comparable with shorter temporal
lengths, i.e., 1 and 3. Increasing the window length to 5 no-
tably improves results, likely because the larger window size
captures long-range dependencies and enhances semantic
alignment between text prompts and restoration. These ob-
servations validate our design choice of using a 5× 64× 64
attention window.

5. Conclusion
We have presented SeedVR, a novel diffusion transformer
model designed as foundational architecture to tackle high-
quality VR with arbitrary resolutions and lengths. SeedVR
builds on the strengths of existing diffusion-based methods,
yet addresses key limitations through a flexible architec-
ture that combines a large attention window, a causal video
autoencoder, and efficient training strategies. Extensive ex-
periments demonstrate SeedVR’s superior ability to handle
both synthetic and real-world degradations, with improved
visual realism and detail consistency across frames. Notably,
SeedVR is over twice as fast as existing methods despite
its larger parameter size. In the future, we will improve the
sampling efficiency and robustness of SeedVR.
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Figure 5. Detailed architecture of Swin-MMDIT and the illustration of shifted window mechanism inside Swin-MMDIT. By introducing the
proposed shifted window mechanism into the transformer block, our approach is capable of overcoming the resolution constrain of vanilla
attention. We further adopt large attention windows around the center and variable-sized windows near the boundary, enabling long-range
dependency capturing given inputs of any length and size.

6. Video Demos

We have added some video demos in the supplemen-
tary material for visualization. For more video demos
generated by our SeedVR, please refer to project page:
https://iceclear.github.io/projects/seedvr/ for de-
tails.

In the video demo, we mainly compare with two state-
of-the-art VR approaches [20, 64] due to the space limit.
Specifically, MGLD-VSR [64] achieves high metric perfor-
mance compared with other existing approaches in Table 1.
And VEnhancer [20] demonstrates the superior enhance-

ment performance compared with other existing baselines
on AIGC videos. We adopt its latest checkpoint, i.e., ven-
hancer v2.pth for comparison. As shown in the demo, our
SeedVR outperforms these two methods by a large margin
on real-world videos.

7. Detailed Architecture of Swin-MMDIT
As mentioned in Sec. 3.1, our Swin-MMDIT enhances the
vanilla MM-DIT [17] via introducing a shifted window
mechanism. Here, we further illustrate the detailed architec-
ture in Figure 4a as well as the window attention mechanism
in Figure 4b.

https://iceclear.github.io/projects/seedvr/


Our design follows the principle to partition the vanilla
full attention into window attention to overcome the resolu-
tion constraints. Hence, we apply two window attentions for
video and text features, respectively.

For video features, we adopt shifted large window, i.e.
5×64×64 to achieve long range dependencies and introduce
additional key and value from text features for text guidance.
To keep the flexibility for arbitrary resolutions, these text
features are interacted with each video window features.
And a 3D rotary position embedding [48] is further adopted
as a relative positional embedding in each window. Such
a flexible position embedding makes the model aware of
varying-sized window, bypassing the need to adjust the input
resolution to be multiples of the window size.

For text features, directly making attention with the whole
video features will bring the resolution constraint. Instead,
we assume the windows from the same video share the same
text. Thus, the text features are first repeated to interact with
each window. Then, the repeated features are combined via
average pooling to maintain the same sequence length.

With a carefully design of the window mechanism inside
the Swin-MMDIT, our SeedVR is capable of handling any
video input effectively and efficiently.

2



References
[1] Laion-aesthetics. https://laion.ai/blog/laion-

aesthetics/, 2022. 5
[2] Stable Diffusion x4 Upscaler. https://huggingface.

co / stabilityai / stable - diffusion - x4 -
upscaler, 2023. 1, 6

[3] Andreas Blattmann, Tim Dockhorn, Sumith Kulal, Daniel
Mendelevitch, Maciej Kilian, Dominik Lorenz, Yam Levi,
Zion English, Vikram Voleti, Adam Letts, et al. Stable
video diffusion: Scaling latent video diffusion models to
large datasets. arXiv preprint arXiv:2311.15127, 2023. 5

[4] Kelvin CK Chan, Xintao Wang, Ke Yu, Chao Dong, and
Chen Change Loy. BasicVSR: The search for essential com-
ponents in video super-resolution and beyond. In Proceedings
of the IEEE/CVF Conference on Computer Vision and Pattern
Recognition (CVPR), 2021. 2, 3

[5] Kelvin CK Chan, Shangchen Zhou, Xiangyu Xu, and
Chen Change Loy. BasicVSR++: Improving video super-
resolution with enhanced propagation and alignment. In Pro-
ceedings of the IEEE/CVF Conference on Computer Vision
and Pattern Recognition (CVPR), 2022. 2, 3

[6] Kelvin C.K. Chan, Shangchen Zhou, Xiangyu Xu, and
Chen Change Loy. Investigating tradeoffs in real-world video
super-resolution. In Proceedings of the IEEE/CVF Confer-
ence on Computer Vision and Pattern Recognition (CVPR),
2022. 2, 3, 5, 6, 7

[7] Hanting Chen, Yunhe Wang, Tianyu Guo, Chang Xu, Yiping
Deng, Zhenhua Liu, Siwei Ma, Chunjing Xu, Chao Xu, and
Wen Gao. Pre-trained image processing transformer. In Pro-
ceedings of the IEEE/CVF Conference on Computer Vision
and Pattern Recognition (CVPR), 2021. 3

[8] Junsong Chen, Chongjian Ge, Enze Xie, Yue Wu, Lewei
Yao, Xiaozhe Ren, Zhongdao Wang, Ping Luo, Huchuan Lu,
and Zhenguo Li. PixArt-\sigma: Weak-to-strong training of
diffusion transformer for 4k text-to-image generation. arXiv
preprint arXiv:2403.04692, 2024. 3

[9] Junsong Chen, Jincheng Yu, Chongjian Ge, Lewei Yao, Enze
Xie, Yue Wu, Zhongdao Wang, James Kwok, Ping Luo,
Huchuan Lu, and Zhenguo Li. PixArt-α: Fast training of
diffusion transformer for photorealistic text-to-image synthe-
sis. In Proceedings of the IEEE/CVF Conference on Computer
Vision and Pattern Recognition (CVPR), 2024.

[10] Ting Chen and Lala Li. FIT: Far-reaching interleaved trans-
formers. arXiv preprint arXiv:2305.12689, 2023. 3

[11] Xiangyu Chen, Xintao Wang, Jiantao Zhou, Yu Qiao, and
Chao Dong. Activating more pixels in image super-resolution
transformer. In Proceedings of the IEEE/CVF Conference on
Computer Vision and Pattern Recognition (CVPR), 2023. 3

[12] Zhikai Chen, Fuchen Long, Zhaofan Qiu, Ting Yao, Wengang
Zhou, Jiebo Luo, and Tao Mei. Learning spatial adaptation
and temporal coherence in diffusion models for video super-
resolution. In Proceedings of the IEEE/CVF Conference on
Computer Vision and Pattern Recognition (CVPR), 2024. 2, 3

[13] Mehdi Cherti, Romain Beaumont, Ross Wightman, Mitchell
Wortsman, Gabriel Ilharco, Cade Gordon, Christoph Schuh-
mann, Ludwig Schmidt, and Jenia Jitsev. Reproducible scal-
ing laws for contrastive language-image learning. In Proceed-

ings of the IEEE/CVF Conference on Computer Vision and
Pattern Recognition (CVPR), 2023. 3

[14] Tri Dao. FlashAttention-2: Faster attention with better paral-
lelism and work partitioning. In Proceedings of International
Conference on Learning Representations (ICLR), 2024. 4

[15] Mostafa Dehghani, Basil Mustafa, Josip Djolonga, Jonathan
Heek, Matthias Minderer, Mathilde Caron, Andreas Steiner,
Joan Puigcerver, Robert Geirhos, Ibrahim M Alabdulmohsin,
et al. Patch n’pack: Navit, a vision transformer for any aspect
ratio and resolution. Proceedings of Advances in Neural
Information Processing Systems (NeurIPS), 2024. 2, 3

[16] Keyan Ding, Kede Ma, Shiqi Wang, and Eero P Simoncelli.
Image quality assessment: Unifying structure and texture sim-
ilarity. IEEE Transactions on Pattern Analysis and Machine
Intelligence (TPAMI), 2020. 6

[17] Patrick Esser, Sumith Kulal, Andreas Blattmann, Rahim En-
tezari, Jonas Müller, Harry Saini, Yam Levi, Dominik Lorenz,
Axel Sauer, Frederic Boesel, et al. Scaling rectified flow trans-
formers for high-resolution image synthesis. In Proceedings
of International Conference on Machine Learning (ICML),
2024. 2, 3, 4, 5, 6, 1

[18] Ian Goodfellow, Jean Pouget-Abadie, Mehdi Mirza, Bing
Xu, David Warde-Farley, Sherjil Ozair, Aaron Courville, and
Yoshua Bengio. Generative adversarial networks. Proceed-
ings of Advances in Neural Information Processing Systems
(NeurIPS), 2014. 5

[19] Ali Hatamizadeh, Jiaming Song, Guilin Liu, Jan Kautz, and
Arash Vahdat. Diffit: Diffusion vision transformers for image
generation. In Proceedings of the European Conference on
Computer Vision (ECCV), 2025. 3

[20] Jingwen He, Tianfan Xue, Dongyang Liu, Xinqi Lin, Peng
Gao, Dahua Lin, Yu Qiao, Wanli Ouyang, and Ziwei Liu.
Venhancer: Generative space-time enhancement for video
generation. arXiv preprint arXiv:2407.07667, 2024. 1, 2, 3,
4, 5, 6, 8

[21] Jonathan Ho, Ajay Jain, and Pieter Abbeel. Denoising dif-
fusion probabilistic models. In Proceedings of Advances in
Neural Information Processing Systems (NeurIPS), 2020. 3

[22] Yan Huang, Wei Wang, and Liang Wang. Bidirectional recur-
rent convolutional networks for multi-frame super-resolution.
Proceedings of Advances in Neural Information Processing
Systems (NeurIPS), 2015. 2

[23] Takashi Isobe, Xu Jia, Shuhang Gu, Songjiang Li, Shengjin
Wang, and Qi Tian. Video super-resolution with recurrent
structure-detail network. In Proceedings of the European
Conference on Computer Vision (ECCV), 2020. 2
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