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Abstract

We introduce the Binary Diffusion Probabilistic Model
(BDPM), a novel generative model optimized for binary
data representations. While denoising diffusion probabilis-
tic models (DDPMs) have demonstrated notable success
in tasks like image synthesis and restoration, traditional
DDPMs rely on continuous data representations and mean
squared error (MSE) loss for training, applying Gaussian
noise models that may not be optimal for discrete or bi-
nary data structures. BDPM addresses this by decom-
posing images into bitplanes and employing XOR-based
noise transformations, with a denoising model trained us-
ing binary cross-entropy loss. This approach enables
precise noise control and computationally efficient infer-
ence, significantly lowering computational costs and im-
proving model convergence. When evaluated on image
restoration tasks such as image super-resolution, inpaint-
ing, and blind image restoration, BDPM outperforms state-
of-the-art methods on the FFHQ, CelebA, and CelebA-HQ
datasets. Notably, BDPM requires fewer inference steps
than traditional DDPM models to reach optimal results,
showcasing enhanced inference efficiency.

1. Introduction
Generative models have become integral to advancements
in modern machine learning, offering state-of-the-art so-
lutions across various domains, including image synthesis,
cross-modal tasks like text-to-image and text-to-video gen-
eration [16, 33]. Denoising diffusion probabilistic models
(DDPMs) [15, 37] are particularly prominent within this
landscape, utilizing iterative noise-based transformations
to generate high-quality samples. These models predomi-
nantly employ Gaussian-based diffusion, which, while ef-
fective for continuous data, is less suited to inherently dis-
crete or binary data representations. Despite diffusion mod-
els’ initial development for binary and categorical data [37],
their adoption in these areas remains limited, leaving a gap
for binary and discrete tasks in fields such as image process-

ing and tabular data generation.
This paper introduces Binary Diffusion Probabilistic

Model (BDPM), a novel approach specifically tailored to bi-
nary representation of essentially non-binary discrete data,
which extends diffusion processes to better capture the char-
acteristics of binary structures. Unlike traditional Gaussian
DDPMs, that are applied to float representations of images,
our BDPM model employs a bit-plane decomposition of im-
ages, representing pixel intensities as binary planes to en-
able a more efficient, interpretable generative process that
aligns with the discrete nature of binary data. Additionally,
BDPM integrates a binary cross-entropy loss function, of-
fering a binary similarity metric that enhances training sta-
bility and model convergence.

Our contributions are as follows: (i) Novel Diffusion
Generative Model: We propose BDPM, a diffusion-based
generative model designed for binary data representations,
optimized for the unique requirements of binary struc-
tures. (ii) State-of-the-Art Performance: BDPM demon-
strates superior performance across multiple image restora-
tion tasks, including super-resolution, inpainting, and blind
image restoration, achieving competitive or improved re-
sults over existing state-of-the-art approaches, including
Gaussian DDPM-based methods. (iii) Small Size Model.
Our model with only 35.8M parameters, outperforms larger
models, that are based often on large text-to-image mod-
els or pretrained on large-scale datasets, in terms of speed
and performance. (iv) Enhanced Inference Efficiency: Our
model attains high-quality results with a reduced number of
sampling steps, leading to a more computationally efficient
inference process compared to DDPMs.

By shifting from Gaussian to binary formulations in dif-
fusion models, BDPM establishes a promising foundation
for generative tasks where binary data representations are
essential or beneficial from the computation and interpreta-
tion perspectives.

2. Related work
Traditional DDPMs. Denoising Diffusion Probabilistic
Models (DDPMs) [15, 37] have become the go-to solu-
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tions in generative modeling in the last years. These models
define a forward diffusion process that progressively adds
scaled Gaussian noise ϵ ∼ N (0, I) to data, transforming
initially complex data distributions into a standard Gaus-
sian distribution over multiple time steps. Specifically, the
forward process is formulated as:

q(xt|xt−1) = N
(
xt;

√
1− βt xt−1, βt I

)
, (1)

where xt and xt−1 are the noisy data samples at time steps
t and t − 1, respectively. βt is the variance schedule con-
trolling the noise level at each time step t. Practically, xt is
computed as a mapping xt =

√
ᾱt x0 +

√
1− ᾱt ϵ, where

x0 is the original data sample. ᾱt =
∏t

s=1(1 − βs) is the
cumulative product of (1 − βs) up to time t, representing
the overall scaling factor due to noise addition. αt = 1−βt

is used for notational convenience.
The reverse denoising process aims to reconstruct

the data by learning the reverse conditional distributions
pθ(xt−1|xt). This is achieved by training a neural network
to predict the original noise added at each time step by min-
imizing the mean squared error (MSE) loss:

Lϵ = Ex0,ϵ∼N (0,I),t

[
∥ϵ− ϵ̂∥2

]
, (2)

where ϵ̂ = gθ(xt, t) is the noise predicted at timestep t by
the denoiser network gθ, parameterized by θ.

DDPMs have achieved remarkable success in generating
high-fidelity images and have been extended to tasks such as
super-resolution, inpainting, restoration, text-to-image gen-
eration, text-to-video generation etc. [8, 16, 33, 35].

Image representation. In traditional DDPMs, a discrete
image I0 ∈ Ih×w×c of size h × w × c, where h and w de-
note the height and width of the image, and c represents
the number of color channels, is represented as continuous-
valued tensors to use the Gaussian diffusion process effec-
tively. Specifically, each image I0 is normalized to x0 so
that its pixel intensities lie within a continuous range, typ-
ically [0, 1] or [−1, 1]. This normalization transforms the
discrete pixel values into continuous variables, allowing the
model to handle the addition of Gaussian noise smoothly
during the forward diffusion process. For color images,
x0 ∈ [0, 1]h×w×c with c = 3 for 3 color channels.

The continuous nature of the data and noise ensures
that the loss function (2) provides meaningful gradients for
learning. However, this approach assumes that the under-
lying data distribution is continuous, which is not a case
for inherently discrete original data, such as images. When
dealing with uint8 images, where pixel values are discrete,
representing them as continuous variables can be inefficient.
The mismatch between the continuous and the discrete data
distribution assumptions highlights the need for alternative
diffusion models that can handle discrete data representa-
tions more effectively.

Binary and Discrete DDPM. Although diffusion mod-
els were initially proposed and formalized for binary and
categorical data [37], their application to such discrete data
types has been relatively limited compared to their success
with continuous data. Sohl-Dickstein et al. [37] formal-
ized binomial diffusion processes for binary data, laying the
groundwork for diffusion models in discrete settings.

Recent works have sought to extend diffusion models
to categorical and discrete data. Hoogeboom et al. [17]
introduced Argmax Flows and Multinomial Diffusion, pro-
viding methods for learning categorical distributions within
the diffusion framework. Their approach adapts the diffu-
sion process to handle multinomial distributions, making it
suitable for modeling discrete data such as text and cate-
gorical images. Austin et al. [2] developed Structured De-
noising Diffusion Models (SDDMs) in discrete state spaces,
applying them to structured data modeling tasks like lan-
guage modeling and image segmentation. They introduced
a discrete diffusion process that respects the structure of the
data’s state space, improving performance on tasks involv-
ing complex discrete structures.

Santos et al. [36] proposed Blackout Diffusion, a gen-
erative diffusion model for discrete state spaces that uses
a masking process to handle the discrete nature of the data.
Their method incrementally masks and reconstructs parts of
the data, enabling effective modeling of high-dimensional
discrete distributions. Luo et al. [28] presented a method for
Discrete Diffusion Modeling by Estimating the Ratios of the
Data Distribution, which estimates the data distribution ra-
tios to facilitate diffusion modeling in discrete spaces. This
approach allows for more accurate modeling of discrete data
without relying on continuous relaxations.

To the best of our knowledge, despite recent advance-
ments, the vast majority of diffusion model research for
image restoration tasks remains concentrated on Gaussian
DDPMs, which inherently rely on continuous data repre-
sentations. This focus has left a substantial gap in the ex-
ploration of binary DDPMs specifically tailored to binary
representations of images. The lack of development in this
area underscores a significant opportunity: while Gaussian-
based approaches have proven effective for continuous data,
their adaptation to binary data is not straightforward and
may not fully exploit the unique properties and potential
advantages of binary representations. Consequently, binary
DDPMs for image restoration remain largely unexplored in
current literature, signaling an open and promising direction
for further investigation.

2.1. Limitations of DDPMs

DDPMs have achieved remarkable success in generating
high-fidelity images [8] and have been extended to tasks
such as super-resolution, inpainting, restoration, text-to-
image generation, etc. [35]. However, their reliance on con-
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tinuous data representations and Gaussian noise limits their
applicability to inherently discrete or binary data, such as
for example 8-bit RGB images. Below, we present key ar-
guments for why a binary planes of multi-bit plane repre-
sentation (MBPR), along with XOR-based noise addition,
is a more natural choice for modeling digital images.

Discrete Nature of Digital Images. Digital images in
an 8-bit RGB format are inherently discrete, with each color
channel value restricted to 256 discrete levels, represented
as an 8-bit binary number. This discrete structure naturally
aligns with a multi-bit plane image model. By decomposing
each pixel into 8 bit-planes (for red, green, and blue chan-
nels), each plane can be represented as a binary layer, where
each pixel bit is either 0 or 1. Treating these planes as binary
data provides a natural and better model than representing
them through a continuous pixel distribution.

Incompatibility of Gaussian Noise with Discrete Rep-
resentations. Gaussian noise, as applied in traditional
DDPMs, assumes a continuous data space, suitable for real-
valued data but not for binary or discrete values. When
Gaussian noise is applied to binary data, intermediate val-
ues are generated, which must be quantized or binarized
to maintain the binary format, potentially leading to arti-
facts, information loss and weak convergence. This shows
a fundamental mismatch between Gaussian noise and the
discrete structure of digital images.

Suboptimality of MSE Loss in Discrete Space. The
original formulation of DDPMs was based on MSE loss
for image prediction in the denoising diffusion process.
This approach assumes that image pixels are Gaussian-
distributed, justifying MSE for measuring prediction dis-
crepancies. However, real images are discrete and not
Gaussian, making MSE suboptimal for directly predicting
image pixels. Instead, MSE is more suitable for predict-
ing Gaussian-distributed noise [15] rather than the images
themselves. Thus, in practice, DDPMs often use MSE to
train the denoising network to predict added Gaussian noise,
where MSE aligns better with the Gaussian properties of
noise distribution. This approach avoids direct prediction
of discrete image pixels with MSE, which does not match
the original discrete distribution of images.

To address this limitation, we propose a binary represen-
tation for discrete images, using a loss function such as dif-
ferentiable binary cross-entropy. This metric is more suit-
able for capturing discrete errors in image reconstruction
and aligns with the binary nature of bit plane data repre-
sentation. Additionally, since both noise and images can
be represented in binary form, cross-entropy loss provides
a unified metric for predicting both noise and images, offer-
ing consistency and improved performance. This approach
is the focus of our exploration in this paper. Ablation stud-
ies on various configurations of loss functions are presented
in the Supplementary Materials.

2.2. Motivation for Binary Diffusion Probabilistic
Models (BDPM)

The proposed BDPM overcomes these limitations by adapt-
ing the diffusion process to bit-plane data representation.
BDPM applies noise at the bit-plane level using XOR op-
erations, which provide a natural and reversible transfor-
mation in binary space. This preserves the binary nature
of each bit plane throughout the diffusion process, eliminat-
ing the need for complex quantization and ensuring bit-level
consistency.

A binary-based diffusion process has promising applica-
tions in tasks that benefit from discrete representations. By
preserving the binary structure, BDPM enables loss func-
tions that are better suited to discrete data, ultimately en-
hancing the model’s performance on binary-specific tasks.

In summary, while Gaussian-based DDPMs excel in im-
age generation, their continuous nature limits their suitabil-
ity for discrete 8-bit RGB data. BDPM addresses this with
binary bit-plane representations and XOR-based noise, pro-
viding a solution better suited to digital image structure.

3. Proposed method
Our proposed BDPM shift the focus from continuous to bit
plane data representation, specifically targeting the unique
challenges posed by discrete data. Since most of the images,
are represented by 8-bit color pixels, we represent them as
a tensor of bit-planes instead of applying normalization and
working with 32 or 16 bit float data simplifying the genera-
tive task and keeping the initial entropy of data unchanged.
This approach allows for a binary similarity metric, such as
binary cross-entropy, which is more aligned with the nature
of binary data and can more effectively guide the training
process.

3.1. Transform Domain Data Representation

To apply the BDPM model to real images, we propose an
invertible lossless transformation T , shown in the Figure
1, that converts an input image I0 ∈ Ih×w×c into a bi-
nary representation x0 ∈ {0, 1}h×w×cn, where n represents
the number of binary channels, i.e., x0 = T (I0). The in-
verse transformation T −1 converts the binary representa-
tions back into their original form, i.e., I0 = T −1(x0).

In principle, various transformations can be chosen or
may be designed to tolerate slight information loss. An il-
lustrative analogy can be drawn with architectures like VQ-
GAN [9] or dVAE [32], where an initial image is processed
through a learnable network followed by a learnable vector
quantizer. This setup yields representations capturing to-
kens that can further represent data in the considered binary
forms.

In our work, however, we aim for a simple and tractable
data representation, preferably one that is not learnable, to
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Denoted as

Multi-bit plane Representation

Transform Domain Representation

Figure 1. Multi-bit plane representation of images. An image I0 is
represented by x0 through a bijective transform T . In this work,
T decomposes the input image into bitplanes, organized within
the tensor x0, where MSB planes capture the most significant bits
and LSB planes capture the least significant bits. Notably, these
representations are binary, satisfying I0 =

∑n−1
k=0 x0(k)2

k for a
gray-scale image or RGB competent of a color image. The MSB
planes exhibit high pixel correlation, while the LSB planes display
greater independence across pixels.

facilitate the use of straightforward operations and a simpli-
fied diffusion process. To this end, we employ the MBPR,
which decomposes data across n bit planes x0(k) with
k = 0, · · · , n− 1 as shown in Figure 1.

Each bit plane captures unique statistical traits of the
original image: the most significant bits (MSB) display
stronger pixel correlations, while the least significant bits
(LSB) are more independent. This layered structure allows
precise noise control in the diffusion process, enhancing de-
noising and optimizing interpretability, computational com-
plexity, accuracy, and efficiency. We use this multi-bit plane
representation, shown in Figure 1, to streamline and im-
prove the generative model.

3.2. Binary Diffusion Probabilistic Model

BDPM shown in Figure 2 is a novel approach for gener-
ative modeling that leverages the simplicity of binary data
representations. This method involves adding noise through
XOR operation, which makes it particularly well-suited for
handling binary data. Below, we describe the key aspects of
the BDPM methodology in detail.

In BDPM noise is added to the data by flipping bits us-

ing the XOR operation as defined by the mapper Mt at
each step t. The amount of noise added is quantified by
the proportion of bits flipped. Let x0(k) ∈ {0, 1}h×w with
k = 0, ..., n − 1 for each color competent of the color im-
age be the original binary bit-plane of dimension h×w, and
zt(k) ∈ {0, 1}h×w be a random binary noise plane at time
step t. The noisy bit plane xt(k) at the output of Mt is
obtained as: xt(k) = x0(k)⊕ zt(k) , where ⊕ denotes the
XOR operation. The noise level is defined as the fraction
of bits flipped in zt(k) in the mapperMt at step t, with the
number of bits flipped ranging within the probability range
[0, 0.5] as a function of the timestep and potentially as a
function of k.

The denoising network gB
θ (xt, t,ye) is trained to pre-

dict both the added noise tensor of bit planes zt and the
clean tensor of image bit planes x0 from the noisy tensor
xt. We employ binary cross-entropy (BCE) loss for each
bit plane to train the denoising network. The loss function
is averaged over the batch of M samples:

L(θ) = 1

B

M∑
m=1

[
Lx(x̂

(m)
0 ,x

(m)
0 ) + Lz(ẑ

(m)
t , z

(m)
t )

]
,

where θ represents the parameters of the denoising net-
work, x

(m)
0 and x̂

(m)
0 are the m-th samples of the true

clean tensors and the predicted clean tensors, respectively.
Similarly, z(m)

t and ẑ
(m)
t are the m-th samples of the true

added noise tensors and the predicted noise tensors, respec-
tively. ye = Ey(Iy) denotes the encoded conditional image
Iy that can represent the low-resolution down-sampled im-
age, blurred image or image with removed parts that should
be in-painted. The losses Lx and Lz denote BCE losses
computed for each bit plane k and the pixel coordinates
i ∈ {1, · · · , h} and j ∈ {1, · · · , w} withing each bit plane.

In order to balance bit-planes during training of the de-
noiser network, we apply linear bit-plane weighting, where
the weight for MSB is set to 1, weight for LSB is set to 0.1
and for others weights are linearly interpolated between 1
and 0.1. This fine-grained weighting can not be achieved
with the MSE loss in a tractable form.

The output of the denoiser gB
θ (xt, t,ye) is binarized via

a mapper Q prior to applying the inverse transform T −1 as
shown in Figure 2.

When sampling (Figure 2 right), we start from a random
binary tensor xt at timestep t = T , along with the condi-
tioning state Iy , encoded into ye. For each selected timestep
in the sequence {T, . . . , 0}, denoising is applied to the ten-
sor. The denoised tensor x̂0 and the estimated binary noise
ẑt are predicted by the denoising network. These predic-
tions are then processed using a sigmoid function and bina-
rized with a threshold in the mapper Q. During sampling,
we use the denoised tensor x̂0 directly. Then, random noise
zt is generated and added to x̂0 via the XOR operation:
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xt = x̂0 ⊕ zt. The sampling algorithm is summarized in
Algorithm 1.

Algorithm 1 Sampling algorithm.

1: xt ← random binary tensor
2: Iy ← condition/label
3: ye ← Ey(Iy) apply condition encoding
4: threshold← threshold value to binarize ▷ Default 0.5
5: gB

θ (xt, t,ye)← pre-trained denoiser network
6: for t ∈ {T, . . . , 0} do ▷ Selected timesteps
7: x̂0, ẑt ← gB

θ (xt, t,ye)
8: x̂0 ← σ(x̂0) > threshold ▷ Q: Apply sigmoid

and compare to threshold
9: zt ← get binary noise(t) ▷ Generate random

noise
10: xt ← x̂0 ⊕ zt ▷ Update xt using XOR with zt
11: end for
12: return T (xt)

−1

4. Experimental results

We evaluate the proposed method on the following tasks:
4× super-resolution task that scales images from 64 × 64
to 256 × 256 pixels using the FFHQ [19] and CelebA [27]
datasets, medium size mask inpainting using FFHQ of the
size 512 × 512 pixels, CelebA of the size 256 × 256 pix-
els, CelebA-HQ [18] of the size 512× 512 and blind image
restoration on CelebA of the size 256× 256.

In all experiments, we use the same U-Net denoising
model with 35.8M parameters, with 4 convolution down-
sampling blocks, self-attention[40] in the bottom downsam-
pling block, and linear attention[20] in other downsampling
blocks.

4.1. Datasets

We perform experiments on three datasets: CelebA [27],
FFHQ [19], and CelebA-HQ[18]. CelebA contains 202,599
celebrity images at a resolution of approximatelly 178×218
pixels, each annotated with 40 facial attributes, we use train
split for training and test split for evaluation. FFHQ consists
of 70,000 high-quality face images at 1024 × 1024 resolu-
tion, offering diverse variations in age, ethnicity, and back-
ground. For all experiments, we split FFHQ into 60,000 im-
ages for training and 10,000 for evaluation. CelebA-HQ is a
high-quality version of CelebA, comprising 30,000 images
at 1024 × 1024 resolution. For the super-resolution task,
we utilize CelebA and FFHQ datasets. The inpainting task
employs all three datasets: CelebA, FFHQ, and CelebA-
HQ. For blind image restoration, our model is pretrained on
FFHQ and evaluated on CelebA.

Method FID LPIPS PSNR SSIM NFEs
HiFaceGAN [48] 5.36 - 28.65 0.816 1
DPS [6] 39.35 0.214 25.67 0.852 1000
DDRM [21] 62.15 0.294 25.36 0.835 1000
DiffPIR [58] 58.02 0.187 29.17 - 20
DiffPIR 47.8 0.174 29.52 - 100
BDPM (our) 5.71 0.151 30.05 0.864 30

Table 1. Comparsion of super-resolution approaches on FFHQ
dataset. The best metrics are shown in bold and second best
underscored.

4.2. Metrics

We evaluate the model performance using Fréchet Inception
Distance (FID) [13], Learned Perceptual Image Patch Sim-
ilarity (LPIPS) [53], Peak Signal-to-Noise Ratio (PSNR),
Structural Similarity Index Measure (SSIM) [45], and the
number of function evaluations (NFEs), which corresponds
to the number of model executions on the studied down-
stream tasks. Perceptual Image Defect Similarity (P-IDS),
Unweighted Image Defect Similarity (U-IDS) [54] are also
added to inpaiting evaluation.

4.3. Super-resolution

The super-resolution process downscales the original 256×
256 images by selecting every fourth pixel, then upsamples
them back to 256 × 256 using bilinear interpolation. This
upsampled image serves as the conditioning Iy (see Figure
2). The images are transformed into bitplanes via T and
concatenated with the input channels for the denoiser net-
work. For super-resolution, we fix the diffusion steps at
30. Examples of ground truth, low-resolution inputs, and
BDPM-upsampled images appear in Figure 3, with more
examples and per-pixel variance shown in the Supplemen-
tary Materials.

BDPM model is compared against SOTA GAN-based:
HiFaceGAN [48] and diffusion-based methods: DPS [6],
DDRM [21], and DiffPIR [58] on FFHQ dataset. On
the FFHQ dataset, results are sumarized in Table 1,
BDPM achieves superior results in LPIPS, PSNR, and
SSIM metrics compared to previous approaches. On
CelebA BDPM is compared against SOTA GAN-based
models: PULSE [30], diffusion-based models: ILVR [5],
DDNM [44], DiffFace [22], ResShift [51], DiT-SR [4] and
transformer-based models: VQFR [11], CodeFormer [56],
results are sumarized in Table 2, BDPM outperforms other
methods in FID, LPIPS, and PSNR metrics.

4.4. Inpainting

The inpainting problem involves reconstructing missing
(masked) regions in images.

In our approach, we use medium size masks, that mask
between 10% and 30% of the total image size. In our ap-
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Figure 2. Binary Diffusion training (left) and sampling (right) schemes.

Figure 3. Super-resolution samples. First column: ground truth
high-resolution samples, second column: low-resolution 4 times
down-sampled samples, third column: samples reconstructed by
BDPM model. First and second rows are from CelebA dataset,
third and forth rows are from FFHQ dataset.

proach, the masked image Im is transformed into bitplanes,
and the missing pixels are replaced with random binary val-
ues {0, 1}. The mask is also provided to the denoiser net-
work, and both the masked image and the mask are concate-
nated along the channel dimension as input to the model,
e.g., Iy = [M, Im], where M is inpainting mask and Im is
masked image. For the inpatining task, we fix the number

Method FID LPIPS PSNR SSIM NFEs
PULSE [30] 40.33 - 22.74 0.623 100
DDRM [21] 31.04 - 31.04 0.941 100
ILVR [5] 29.82 - 31.59 0.943 100
VQFR [11] 25.24 0.411 - - 1
CodeFormer [56] 26.16 0.324 - - 1
DiffFace [22] 23.21 0.338 - - 100
DDNM [44] 22.27 - 31.63 0.945 100
ResShift [51] 17.56 0.309 - - 4
DiT-SR [4] 19.65 0.337 - - 4
BDPM (our) 3.5 0.116 32.01 0.91 30

Table 2. Comparsion of super-resolution approaches CelebA
dataset. The best metrics are shown in bold and second best
underscored. If the evaluation metric is not available in the pa-
per, or in available public benchmark, it is marked as ‘-‘.

of diffusion steps to 100. Examples of ground truth, masked
images and inpainted by BDPM images are shown in Fig-
ure 4. More examples of inpainted images are presented in
Supplementary material.

We compare BDPM against the state-of-the-art meth-
ods: LaMa [39], CoModGAN [54], TFill [55], and SH-
GAN [47] on FFHQ, results are summarized in Table 3,
BDPM outperforms consifered methods on FID, PSNR,
SSIM, P-IDS and U-IDS metrics.

On the CelebA dataset, BDPM is compared against
SOTA GAN-based methods: RePaint [29], EdgeCon-
nect [31], DeepFillV2 [49], LaMa [39], diffusion-based
methods: DDRM [21], DDNM [44] and transformer-based
methods: ICT [41], MAT [25], results are sumarized in Ta-
ble 4, BDPM achieves superior results on perceptual met-
rics such as FID, P-IDS, and U-IDS.

For the CelebA-HQ dataset, we use the model pre-
trained on FFHQ and evaluate it on 10,000 randomly se-
lected images. BDPM is compared against SOTA GAN-
based methods: EdgeConnect [31], DeepFillv2 [49], AOT
GAN [52], MADF [57], LaMa [39], CoModGAN [54] and
transformer-based methods: ICT [39], MAT [25], results
are sumarized in Table 5, BDPM surpasses current SOTA
on perceptual metrics FID and LPIPS.
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Figure 4. Inpainting samples. First column: ground truth high-
resolution sample, second row: masked sample, third row: in-
painted by BDPM model. First row: CelebA dataset, second row:
FFHQ dataset, third row: CelebA dataset.

Method FID LPIPS PSNR SSIM P-IDS U-IDS NFEs
LaMa [39] 19.6 0.287 18.99 0.7178 - - 1
CoModGAN [54] 3.7 0.247 18.46 0.6956 16.6 29.4 1
TFill [55] 3.5 0.053 - - - - 1
SH-GAN [47] 3.4 0.245 18.43 0.6936 - - 1
BDPM (our) 1.3 0.059 28.7 0.961 17.43 33.07 100

Table 3. Comparison of inpainting approaches FFHQ dataset. The
best metrics are shown in bold and second best underscored. If
the evaluation metric is not available in the paper, or in available
public benchmark, it is marked as ‘-‘.

Method FID LPIPS PSNR SSIM P-IDS U-IDS NFEs
RePaint [29] 14.19 - 35.2 0.981 - - 2500
DDRM [21] 12.53 - 34.79 0.982 - - 100
EdgeConnect [31] 12.16 - - - 0.84 2.31 1
DeepFillV2 [49] 13.23 - - - 0.84 2.62 1
ICT [41] 10.92 - - - 0.9 5.23 1
LaMa [39] 8.75 - - - 2.34 8.77 1
MAT [25] 5.16 - - - 13.9 25.13 1
DDNM [44] 4.54 - 35.64 0.982 - - 100
BDPM (our) 1.96 0.08 28.3 0.928 15.04 27.01 100

Table 4. Comparsion of inpainting approaches CelebA dataset.
The best metrics are shown in bold and second best underscored.
If the evaluation metric is not available in the paper, or in available
public benchmark, it is marked as ‘-‘.

4.5. Blind image restoration

Blind image restoration aims to recover high-quality images
from degraded inputs without knowing the specific degra-
dation. This task is challenging due to varied degradations.
To address this, we pretrain our BDPM model on a syn-

Method FID LPIPS PSNR SSIM P-IDS U-IDS NFEs
EdgeConnect [31] 10.58 0.101 - - 4.14 12.45 1
DeepFillv2 [49] 10.11 0.117 - - 3.11 9.52 1
AOT GAN [52] 4.65 0.074 - - 7.92 20.45 1
MADF [57] 3.39 0.068 - - 12.06 24.61 1
ICT [41] 6.28 0.105 - - 2.24 9.99 1
LaMa [39] 4.05 0.075 - - 9.72 21.57 1
CoModGAN [54] 3.26 0.073 - - 19.95 31.41 1
MAT [25] 2.86 0.065 - - 21.15 32.56 1
BDPM (our) 1.17 0.06 29.41 0.925 14.14 28.4 100

Table 5. Comparsion of inpainting approaches CelebA-HQ
dataset. The best metrics are shown in bold and second best
underscored. If the evaluation metric is not available in the pa-
per, or in available public benchmark, it is marked as ‘-‘.

Figure 5. Blind image restoration samples from CelebA dataset.
First column: ground truth high-resolution sample, second row:
degraded sample, third row: restored by BDPM model.

thetic blind image restoration dataset from FFHQ images
at 256 × 256 resolution, applying random combinations of
perturbations. Details on these perturbations and parame-
ters are in the Supplementary Materials, with examples of
ground truth, perturbed, and restored images shown in Fig-
ure 5.

In our experiments, we fix the number of sampling steps
for BDPM to 40. The BDPM model is compared against
the state-of-the-art methods including CodeFormer [56],
DR2 [46], BFRFormer [10], DiffBIR [26], GFP-GAN [43],
BFRfusion [3], StableSR [42], and DifFace [50], results
are sumarized in Table 6, BDPM achieves superior perfor-
mance on metrics such as FID and SSIM.
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Method FID LPIPS PSNR SSIM NFEs
CodeFormer [56] 60.62 0.299 22.18 0.61 1
DR2 [46] 58.94 0.3979 24.44 0.6784 250
BFRFormer [10] 57.37 0.27 22.83 - 1
DiffBIR [26] 47.9 0.3786 25.6 0.6809 50
GFP-GAN [43] 42.62 0.3646 25.08 0.6777 1
BFRffusion [3] 40.74 0.3621 26.2 0.6926 50
StableSR [42] 39.73 0.3637 24.84 0.6772 200
DifFace [50] 20.29 0.461 23.44 0.67 100
BDPM (our) 12.93 0.293 24.58 0.7415 40

Table 6. Comparison of Bling Image Restoration on CelebA
dataset. The best metrics are shown in bold and second best
underscored. If the evaluation metric is not available in the pa-
per, or in available public benchmark, it is marked as ‘-‘.

4.6. Comparison with Posterior Sampling Methods

BDPM is compared to posterior sampling models such as
DPS [6], DDRM [21], DiffPIR [58], DDNM [44], Diff-
BIR [26], BFRFusion [3], and StableSR [42] (see Tables 1,
2, 3, and 6). These methods leverage large pretrained dif-
fusion models [8, 33] and adapt them for specific tasks
using posterior sampling. Details on number of parame-
ters for each model are provided in Supplementary Mate-
rials. Although these methods do not require additional
training, they often need more sampling steps and rely on
larger models for inference, making them less suitable for
large-scale deployment. In contrast, the proposed method
requires training but is compact with 35.8 million param-
eters and enables fast sampling. It outperforms posterior
sampling methods, making it more suitable for large-scale
applications.

4.7. Comparison with Gaussian Diffusion

To compare BDPM with the classical Gaussian DDPM
model, we pre-trained both models for conditional image
generation on the CIFAR-10 [24] dataset, using identical
architectures except that BDPM accepts 24 input channels
(3 color channels split into 8 bitplanes each). Both mod-
els were pre-trained for 200,000 iterations with a batch
size of 256, the Adam optimizer [23], a constant learning
rate of 10−4, and EMA updates every 10 steps with a de-
cay rate of β = 0.995. Classifier-free guidance [14] was
applied before binarization, with guidance scales of 3 for
DDPM/DDIM [38] and 5 for BDPM. We generated 50,000
samples per model for each number of sampling steps. Fig-
ure 6 shows the relationship between sampling steps and
FID for each model.

For a fair comparison, we evaluated BDPM against base-
line DDPM and DDIM sampling methods. While fu-
ture work will adapt samplers specifically for BDPM, this
study focuses on comparing sampling trends across DDPM,
DDIM, and BDPM.

Our results show that BDPM performs competitively

Figure 6. Relationship between the FID metric and the number of
sampling steps for conditional image generation on the CIFAR-10
dataset. As shown, BDPM’s FID saturates beyond a certain point,
indicating no further improvement with additional sampling steps.
While DDPM and DDIM achieve better results when sampling
for 1,000 steps, BDPM exhibits a distinctive trend worth noticing,
where bigger number of sampling steps do not lead to better gen-
eration in terms of FID.

with DDPM and DDIM in conditional image generation on
the CIFAR-10 dataset, achieving convergence with fewer
sampling steps under identical architectures and training
conditions. Additional analysis is available in the Supple-
mentary Materials.

5. Conclusions

In this work, we introduce the BDPM, a novel diffusion-
based generative framework tailored for binary data repre-
sentations. Unlike traditional DDPMs, which rely on con-
tinuous representations and Gaussian noise, BDPM utilizes
a binary bit-plane approach with XOR-based noise transfor-
mations and binary cross-entropy loss. The model is specif-
ically optimized for binary data, leading to improved effi-
ciency and effectiveness across image restoration tasks.

Our experiments show that BDPM achieves state-of-the-
art performance in super-resolution, inpainting, and blind
image restoration on datasets like FFHQ, CelebA, and
CelebA-HQ. BDPM requires fewer inference steps than
Gaussian-based models, underscoring its computational ef-
ficiency.

By using binary cross-entropy instead of traditional MSE
loss, BDPM aligns better with the discrete nature of digital
images, enhancing convergence and preserving binary data
integrity for faster, stable training. BDPM’s compact size of
35.8M parameters also makes it well-suited for real-world
applications with limited computational resources.

8



References
[1] Jason Ansel, Edward Yang, Horace He, Natalia Gimelshein,

Animesh Jain, Michael Voznesensky, Bin Bao, Peter Bell,
David Berard, Evgeni Burovski, Geeta Chauhan, An-
jali Chourdia, Will Constable, Alban Desmaison, Zachary
DeVito, Elias Ellison, Will Feng, Jiong Gong, Michael
Gschwind, Brian Hirsh, Sherlock Huang, Kshiteej Kalam-
barkar, Laurent Kirsch, Michael Lazos, Mario Lezcano,
Yanbo Liang, Jason Liang, Yinghai Lu, CK Luk, Bert Ma-
her, Yunjie Pan, Christian Puhrsch, Matthias Reso, Mark
Saroufim, Marcos Yukio Siraichi, Helen Suk, Michael Suo,
Phil Tillet, Eikan Wang, Xiaodong Wang, William Wen,
Shunting Zhang, Xu Zhao, Keren Zhou, Richard Zou, Ajit
Mathews, Gregory Chanan, Peng Wu, and Soumith Chin-
tala. PyTorch 2: Faster Machine Learning Through Dynamic
Python Bytecode Transformation and Graph Compilation. In
29th ACM International Conference on Architectural Sup-
port for Programming Languages and Operating Systems,
Volume 2 (ASPLOS ’24). ACM, 2024.

[2] Jacob Austin, Daniel D Johnson, Jonathan Ho, Daniel Tar-
low, and Rianne Van Den Berg. Structured denoising dif-
fusion models in discrete state-spaces. Advances in Neural
Information Processing Systems, 34:17981–17993, 2021.

[3] Xiaoxu Chen, Jingfan Tan, Tao Wang, Kaihao Zhang, Wen-
han Luo, and Xiaochun Cao. Towards real-world blind face
restoration with generative diffusion prior. IEEE Transac-
tions on Circuits and Systems for Video Technology, 2024.

[4] Kun Cheng, Lei Yu, Zhijun Tu, Xiao He, Liyu Chen, Yong
Guo, Mingrui Zhu, Nannan Wang, Xinbo Gao, and Jie Hu.
Effective diffusion transformer architecture for image super-
resolution. arXiv preprint arXiv:2409.19589, 2024.

[5] Jooyoung Choi, Sungwon Kim, Yonghyun Jeong, Youngjune
Gwon, and Sungroh Yoon. Ilvr: Conditioning method for
denoising diffusion probabilistic models. in 2021 ieee. In
CVF international conference on computer vision (ICCV),
page 2, 2021.

[6] Hyungjin Chung, Jeongsol Kim, Michael T Mccann, Marc L
Klasky, and Jong Chul Ye. Diffusion posterior sam-
pling for general noisy inverse problems. arXiv preprint
arXiv:2209.14687, 2022.

[7] Tri Dao, Dan Fu, Stefano Ermon, Atri Rudra, and Christo-
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Binary Diffusion Probabilistic Model

Supplementary Material

6. Ablation studies
We perform the ablation study on the loss function. We
pretrain 3 identical BDPMs for conditional image genera-
tion task on the CIFAR-10 [24] dataset with different losses:
loss on added noise estimation Lz(ẑ

(m)
t , z

(m)
t ), loss on im-

age estimation Lx(x̂
(m)
0 ,x

(m)
0 ) and loss on both noise and

image estimations Lx(x̂
(m)
0 ,x

(m)
0 )+Lz(ẑ

(m)
t , z

(m)
t ). Mod-

els were pre-trained for 200,000 iterations with a batch size
of 256, using the Adam optimizer [23], a constant learning
rate of 10−4, and exponential moving average (EMA) up-
dates every 10 steps with a decay rate of β = 0.995. Dur-
ing pre-training and sampling, we employed classifier-free
guidance [14], applied before the binarization step. Then
we sample 50000 images for each model, using 50 sam-
pling steps and guidance 5. Models are evaluated using FID
metric. Results are summarized in Table 7. The best FID
is achieved when using combination of two losses for the
image and added noise estimation.

Loss FID
Lz(ẑ

(m)
t , z

(m)
t ) 17.88

Lx(x̂
(m)
0 ,x

(m)
0 ) 19.91

Lx(x̂
(m)
0 ,x

(m)
0 ) + Lz(ẑ

(m)
t , z

(m)
t ) 13.85

Table 7. Loss function ablation study.

7. Implementation details
Denoiser architecture and training parameters: We use
PyTorch [1] and Accelerate [12] deep learning frameworks
for both training and inference of the model. The U-Net
denoiser network [34] is inspired by the denoiser from [8].
The U-Net denoiser consists of four convolutional down-
sampling blocks. The bottom downsampling block uses
self-attention [40], while linear attention [20] is used in all
layers except the last one. To accelerate training and infer-
ence, we incorporate FlashAttention [7] and bfloat16 pre-
cision. Our denoiser consists of 35.8 million parameters.
Sinusoidal timestep conditioning [15] is integrated as bi-
ases in every block. Image conditioning (for tasks such as
super-resolution, inpainting, and restoration) is appended as
extra channels to the input. Vector conditioning (e.g., one-
hot encoded classes) is added as biases to every layer. We
use the same training setup across all tasks. Specifically, we
use EMA distillation for the denoiser model, and the EMA
model is then used for evaluation purposes. During train-
ing, the denoiser predicts both the clean image’s bitplanes

and the binary noise associated with each bitplane. At each
timestep t ∈ [0, T ], the amount of noise added to each bit-
plane remains constant. However, since different bitplanes
hold varying levels of importance, we adopt a linearly in-
terpolated weighting scheme for the binary cross-entropy
loss. The most significant bitplane is assigned a weight of
1, while the least significant bitplane receives a weight of
0.1, with intermediate bitplanes assigned weights that are
linearly interpolated between these values. This approach
ensures that higher bitplanes, which contribute more to the
image’s overall structure and quality, are prioritized during
training. The weights for noise prediction are kept constant
at 1 for each bitplane. We define the noise level as the frac-
tion of bits flipped in zt(k) by the mapper Mt at step t,
with the number of bits flipped ranging within the probabil-
ity range [0, 0.5] as a function of the timestep t and poten-
tially as a function of k.

To control this noise level, we use quadratic noise
scheduling for the diffusion process. The noise schedule
βt at time step t determines the probability of bits being
flipped and is defined as:

βt =

(√
βstart +

t

T

(√
βend −

√
βstart

))2

, (3)

where T is the total number of time steps (default is 1000),
βstart is the minimum value of the noise, 10−5 by default,
βstart is maximum value of the noise. βt controls the proba-
bility of the bit to be flipped.

The training parameters are summarized in Table 8.

Hyperparameter Value

Optimizer AdamW
Learning rate 1× 10−4

Weight decay 1× 10−6

Number of training steps 500,000
Gradient accumulation No
EMA update frequency 10 steps
EMA decay 0.995
Noise schedule Quadratic
Number of diffusion steps 1,000
Image bitplane weights Linear
Mask bitplane weights Constant
Precision bfloat16

Batch size
64 for 256× 256 images
8 for 512× 512 images

Table 8. Training Hyperparameters
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Super-Resolution Implementation: The conditioning
is performed by concatenating the bitplanes of the bilinearly
upsampled low-resolution image as extra channels. During
training, we apply random cropping (ranging from 80% to
100% of the image height and width) and horizontal flipping
as data augmentation techniques. For evaluation, we use the
PSNR, SSIM, LPIPS, and FID metrics.

Inpainting Implementation: The conditioning is per-
formed by concatenating the bitplanes of masked images,
where masked pixels are replaced with random noise. Ad-
ditionally, the mask is concatenated to the input. During
training, we apply random cropping (ranging from 80% to
100% of the image height and width) and horizontal flip-
ping as data augmentation techniques. For evaluation, we
use the PSNR, SSIM, LPIPS, FID, P-IDS, and U-IDS met-
rics.

Blind Image Restoration Implementation: The condi-
tioning is performed by concatenating the bitplanes of the
perturbed image as extra channels. We pretrain our BDPM
model on a synthetic blind image restoration dataset con-
structed from FFHQ images at a resolution of 256 × 256.
The degradations are simulated by randomly applying a
combination of perturbations to the images, summarized in
Table 9.

Perturbation Parameters Probability

Gaussian Blur

Kernel size: 21× 21
Kernel: isotropic or anisotropic
σx, σy ∈ [0.1, 7]
Rotation angle ∈ [−π, π]

Always

Downsampling Scale [1, 4] Always

Additive Gaussian Noise Standard deviation [0, 15]/255 Always

JPEG Compression Quality factor [50, 100] Always

Color Shift Shift per color [−20/255, 20/255] 30%

Color Jitter

Brightness [0.5, 1.5]
Contrast [0.5, 1.5]
Saturation [0, 1.5]
Hue [−0.1, 0.1]

30%

Grayscale Conversion — 1%

Table 9. Perturbations, Parameters, and Probabilities Used in the
Degradation Process.

8. Number of parameters

The experimental part of the main section used several state-
of-the-art Gaussian DDPM. Table 10 summarizes the num-
ber of parameters in these models.

9. Effect of number of sampling steps

9.1. CIFAR10 generation

Figure 7 show the CIFAR10 samples, generated by the
BDPM model for different number of sampling steps:

Model Parameters
DDPM [21] 554 M
DPS [6] 554 M
DiffPIR [58] 554 M
DDNM [44] 554 M
DiffBIR [26] 17.2 B
BFRffusion [3] 1.23 B
StableSR [42] 1.20 B
HiFaceGAN [48] 54 M
PULSE [30] 26.2 M
ILVR [5] 554 M
VQFR [11] 76.3 M
CodeFormer [56] 74 M
ResShift [51] 118.6 M
DiT-SR [4] 100.6 M
EdgeConnect [31] 27 M
DeepFillV2 [49] 4.1 M
AOT GAN [52] 15.2 M
MADF [57] 85M
ICT [39] 120 M
LaMa [39] 51 M
CoModGAN [54] 109 M
MAT [25] 62 M
TFill [55] 70 M
SH-GAN [47] 79.8 M
RePaint [29] 554 M
DR2 [46] 168 M
GFP-GAN [43] 56 M
DifFace [50] 176 M
BDPM (our) 35.8 M

Table 10. Number of parameters in compared models.

1000, 500, 250, 100, 50, 25. For every number of steps, we
generate 10 samples for each class. We observe, that sam-
ples that are generated with larger number of sampling steps
tend to be of better quality (less artifacts), but to be less di-
verse. For example, one can clearly see that for 1000 sam-
pling steps in Figure 7 (a), for class airplane (first column),
two samples (rows 3 and 8) look almost identical, the same
can be observed for class track (last column), thress sam-
ples (rows 1, 3, 4) are almost identical. For smaller number
of sampling steps, generated samples are more diverse, but
they can be of lower quality (have most generated artifacts).

9.2. Image-to-image translation

The similar trend, when BDPM with smaller number of
steps achieves better results is shown with other generative
tasks: super-resolution, inpainting and blind image restora-
tion. For evaluation, we use the pretrained models on 256×
256 FFHQ dataset. We show the relationship between num-
ber of sampling steps and evaluation metrics: FID, LPIPS,
SSIM and PSNR. We evaluate model on 200 images for
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(a) 1000 sampling steps (b) 500 sampling steps

(c) 250 sampling steps (d) 100 sampling steps

(e) 50 sampling steps (f) 25 sampling steps

Figure 7. CIFAR10 conditional image generation with different number of sampling steps using BDPM model. Each column has samples
of the same class.
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different number of sampling steps. The plots with rela-
tionship between the evaluation metrics and number of sam-
pling steps are shows in the Figure 8. We select the optimal
number of sampling steps, based on FID metric from eval-
uated 200 images for each of the tasks.

10. Results
Figures 9,10 show super-resolution samples generated us-
ing BDPM for datasets FFHQ and CelebA respectively.
Ground truth images are shown in the first column, low
resolution images are shown in the second columns, high-
resolution image generated by BDPM, per-pixel variance
over 10 high-resolution generations, per-pixel variances
over 10 high-resolution generations are shown in the fourth
columns.

Figures 11,12,13 show inpainting samples generated us-
ing BDPM for datasets FFHQ, CelebA and CelebA-HQ re-
spectively. Masks are shown in the first row, ground truth
images are shown in the first column, inpainting samples
for each masks are shown in the columns 2 - 6.

Figure 14 shows blind image restortion results. Ground
truth images are shown in the first column, perturbed im-
ages are shown in the second column, restored images are
shown in columns 3 - 5.
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(a) FID (b) LPIPS

(c) PSNR (d) SSIM

Figure 8. Relationship between the evaluation metrics and number of sampling steps on super-resolution task on FFHQ 256 × 256.
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Figure 9. FFHQ superresolution 256 × 256. First column: ground truth image, second column: low resolution image, third column:
high-resolution image generated by BDPM, forth column: per-pixel variance over 10 high-resolution generations.
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Figure 10. CelebA superresolution 256 × 256. First column: ground truth image, second column: low resolution image, third column:
high-resolution image generated by BDPM, forth column: per-pixel variance over 10 high-resolution generations.
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Figure 11. FFHQ inpainting 512 × 512. First row: inpainting masks, first column: ground truth images, 2-6 columns: inpainting images
generated by BDPM.
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Figure 12. CelebA inpaint 256 × 256. First row: inpainting masks, first column: ground truth images, 2-6 columns: inpainting images
generated by BDPM.
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Figure 13. CelebA-HQ inpaint 512 × 512. First row: inpainting masks, first column: ground truth images, 2-6 columns: inpainting images
generated by BDPM.
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Figure 14. CelebA blind image restoration 256 × 256. First column: ground truth images, second column: distorted images, 3-5 columns:
images restored by BDPM.
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