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Abstract

Accurate acquisition of surface meteorological conditions
at arbitrary locations holds significant importance for
weather forecasting and climate simulation. Due to the fact
that meteorological states derived from satellite observa-
tions are often provided in the form of low-resolution grid
fields, the direct application of spatial interpolation to ob-
tain meteorological states for specific locations often re-
sults in significant discrepancies when compared to actual
observations. Existing downscaling methods for acquir-
ing meteorological state information at higher resolutions
commonly overlook the correlation with satellite observa-
tions. To bridge the gap, we propose Satellite-observations
Guided Diffusion Model (SGD), a conditional diffusion
model pre-trained on ERAS reanalysis data with satellite
observations (GridSat) as conditions, which is employed
for sampling downscaled meteorological states through a
zero-shot guided sampling strategy and patch-based meth-
ods. During the training process, we propose to fuse the
information from GridSat satellite observations into ERAS
maps via the attention mechanism, enabling SGD to gen-
erate atmospheric states that align more accurately with
actual conditions. In the sampling, we employed optimiz-
able convolutional kernels to simulate the upscale process,
thereby generating high-resolution ERAS maps using low-
resolution ERAS maps as well as observations from weather
stations as guidance. Moreover, our devised patch-based
method promotes SGD to generate meteorological states at
arbitrary resolutions. Experiments demonstrate SGD ful-
fills accurate meteorological states downscaling to 6.25km.

TCorresponding Authors: Ben Fei (benfei@cuhk.edu.hk) and Weidong
Yang (wdyang @fudan.edu.cn)

1. Introduction

Precision in acquiring meteorological variable states at a
small scale is pivotal to weather forecasting, which en-
deavors to predict forthcoming meteorological conditions
by correlating current weather phenomena with subsequent
atmospheric states, further aiding citizens, businesses, and
nations in making informed decisions regarding future so-
cietal activities [6, 24, 34]. Therefore, enhancing the ac-
curacy of weather forecasts holds considerable significance
for enterprise production and daily life, which necessitates
extracting more accurate meteorological data on a finer
scale [27, 29].

Downscaling is an effective method for capturing de-
tails meteorological data at a finer scale, which aims to
transform low-resolution maps from meteorological data
such as ERAS reanalysis dataset into corresponding high-
resolution maps at a small scale to obtain more accurate
and detailed meteorological data [1, 8, 11]. As shown in
Fig. 1 (a), in the task of downscaling meteorological data,
spatial interpolation-based methods such as linear and bi-
linear interpolations are common and feasible approaches.
These methods do not use learnable parameters to model
the downscaling process but instead obtain meteorologi-
cal states at the detail level of small-scale maps through
interpolation from grid meteorological field data. Conse-
quently, achieving a highly satisfactory level of precision in
the downscaling process is challenging when dealing with
complex and high-resolution grid information. In recent
years, artificial intelligence technologies have demonstrated
remarkable performance in this task [39, 43]. For instance,
SwinRDM [5] utilizes diffusion models to recover high spa-
tial resolution and finer-scale atmospheric details. [36] uti-
lized a high-resolution regional ocean circulation model to
dynamically downscale Earth System Models (ESMs) and
produce climate projections for the California Current Sys-
tem.

Existing methods rely only on the original meteorolog-
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Figure 1. The difference between (a) the previous super-resolution
(SR)-based, interpolation-based downscaling methods and (b) the
proposed SGD. The SR-based methods attempt to model the
downscaling process directly from low-resolution (LR) maps,
while the interpolation-based methods solely rely on interpolation.
However, these approaches introduce systematic biases and the
loss of detail when dealing with maps at a small scale of 6.25km.
In contrast, SGD endeavors to commence with high-resolution
(HR) maps, employing satellite observations to conditionally sam-
ple via a diffusion model. Simultaneously, it simulates and con-
structs the inverse process of downscaling by utilizing the original
LR ERAS maps and observations from weather stations, thereby
guiding the sampling results to ensure the fidelity of detailed in-
formation.

ical field data at relatively coarse resolutions and directly
construct and model the downscaling process [17, 47].
However, for the downscaling task of ERAS maps, a cou-
pling relationship exists between ERAS5 reanalysis data and
satellite observations [41, 42]. Satellite observations, such
as brightness temperature, and humidity, are the major fac-
tors influencing the atmospheric states [32]. Consequently,
compared with directly constructing a downscaling model
of ERAS5 maps, incorporating satellite observations as con-
ditional inputs via cross-attention module during the down-
scaling process is essential to ensure that the generated
high-resolution ERAS meteorological data aligns more ac-
curately with actual conditions [13, 21, 37].

To this end, we propose the Satellite-observations
Guided Diffusion Model (SGD) based on the conditional
diffusion model. As shown in Fig. | (b), the conditional
diffusion model is utilized for the conditional generation of
high-resolution ERAS5 atmospheric data through the inte-
gration of brightness temperature information from GridSat
satellite observations, thereby aligning more closely with
real-world conditions. During the training process, a satel-
lite encoder is pre-trained to extract features from the Grid-
Sat maps, which are then fused with ERAS5 maps through a
cross-attention module. The conditional denoising function
is trained by the UNet module of the diffusion model. Dur-

ing the sampling process, instead of directly modeling the
downscaling process, we leveraged its inverse to guide the
generation of high-resolution ERAS maps by incorporating
guidance from low-resolution maps and observations from
weather stations, which enables SGD to yield high-quality
small-scale maps with faithful details. A convolutional ker-
nel Dfo with optimizable parameters ¢ is utilized to sim-
ulate the upscaling process, which is updated in real-time
across reverse steps ¢, aiming to guide the details of gen-
erated small-scale maps closer to both the original ERAS
maps and station-level observations. A distance function
is proposed to measure the discrepancy between the two,
and its gradient was used to update the mean of the sam-
ples, guiding the generation of small-scale maps with fine
details based on both the low-resolution maps and station-
level observations. The convolutional kernel parameters are
updated through the gradient with respect to the parameters
themselves, ensuring that the model dynamically refines its
ability to construct the resolution conversion process. Ex-
tensive experiments have demonstrated that SGD can gen-
erate more accurate high-resolution ERAS5 maps than off-
the-shelf interpolation-based and diffusion-based methods.

Ablation studies further validate the effectiveness of utiliz-

ing GridSat maps as conditioned inputs. Simultaneously,

we have also analyzed further optimization solutions for the
performance and generation accuracy of SGD through com-
prehensive experiments. Our contributions are three folds:

* We propose SGD for ERA5 meteorological states down-
scaling. By integrating GridSat satellite observations into
the conditional diffusion model to capture the coupling
between satellite observations and ERAS maps, SGD is
capable of generating atmospheric states that are more
aligned with real-world conditions.

* We employ an optimizable convolutional kernel to sim-
ulate the upscaling during the sampling process. By
drawing upon a distance function, we incorporate guid-
ance from both low-resolution ERAS maps and station-
level observations at a scale of 25km into the generation
of small-scale ERAS maps, thereby enabling the model
to produce high-quality ERAS maps at 6.25km or even
smaller scale that exhibit faithful details.

2. Related Workds

Downscaling. Downscaling aims to transform original low-
resolution maps into their smaller-scale counterparts to ac-
curately obtain surface meteorological states at minor lo-
cations [3, 10, 45]. Based on this objective, various deep
learning methods [31, 33] have been employed for the
downscaling of meteorological maps. For instance, genera-
tive adversarial network (GAN) based methods incorporate
a generative adversarial loss which enables the generator to
produce results indistinguishable from real maps by the dis-
criminator [7]. CliGAN [4] is a GAN-based downscaling
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Figure 2. (a) Overview of the conditional diffusion-based downscaling
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model. (b) The satellite observations, GridSat, undergo a feature

extraction encoder to serve as the conditional input. GridSat is then fused with ERAS via cross-attention to train the conditional diffusion
model. (¢) During the sampling process, low-resolution ERAS maps are utilized to guide the generation of high-resolution maps. This is
achieved through convolutional kernels D with optimizable parameters ¢ that facilitate resolution transformation, while a distance function
L is introduced to quantify the disparity between the upscaled convolution-generated map D(Zo) and the original ERAS map z;, where
Zo refers to the real-time estimation of the generated maps. The gradient of the distance function with respect to Z¢ is utilized to update

the mean value used in sampling. Simultaneously, the gradient of the di
employed to update these parameters, thereby enabling a more accurate

approach for precipitation data derived from global climate
models to regional-level gridded data by employing a con-
volutional encoder-dense decoder network.

In recent years, diffusion models have been widely uti-
lized due to their diversity and their capability to pro-
duce high-quality downscaling maps [12]. Recent inves-
tigation [2] has centered on the downscaling of fluid flows
utilizing generative models founded on diffusion maps and
Latent Diffusion Models (LDM). Moreover, [30] integrates
dynamical downscaling with generative methods to aug-
ment the uncertainty estimates of downscaled climate pro-
jections, thereby demonstrating the potential of diffusion
models in refining downscaling methodologies. However,
these methods overlook the coupling relationship that exists
between ERAS reanalysis data and satellite observations.
Therefore we aim to employ GridSat maps as conditions
and downscale the resolution of ERAS maps from 25km to
6.25km based on a conditional diffusion model.

Diffusion-based SR. Super-resolution is an image pro-
cessing technique that aims to increase the resolution of the

stance function concerning the convolutional kernel parameters is
simulation of the inverse process of downscaling.

image and enhance the clarity and intricate details within
the image [40]. Recent advancements in super resolu-
tion [14, 23, 25] have seen the emergence of diffusion mod-
els as a promising approach to address various challenges in
this task, such as over-smoothing, mode collapse, and com-
putational inefficiency. [19] illustrates the efficacy of cas-
caded diffusion models in producing high-fidelity images,
with a particular emphasis on class-conditional ImageNet
generation. Furthermore, [26] presented PatchScaler, a
patch-independent diffusion-based method for single image
super-resolution. Nonetheless, meteorological data owns its
characteristics such as uneven spatial distributions and in-
tricate spatial correlations compared with natural images.
Therefore, we aim to train a meteorology-specific diffusion
model that is conditioned on satellite observations, which is
able to generate high-resolution meteorological data under
the guidance of current low-resolution reanalysis data and
station-level observations.



3. Methodology

The key idea of our satellite observations guided condi-
tional diffusion model, SGD, is to employ satellite obser-
vations (GridSat) as conditional inputs to enhance the co-
herence of the SR maps generated by the conditional diffu-
sion model. Satellite observations are utilized to obtain the
reanalysis data, such as ERAS. Therefore, leveraging origi-
nal satellite observations enables the generated SR maps to
align more closely with actual conditions. Additionally, LR
ERAS5 maps serve as the guided maps during the sampling
process, ensuring the generation of maps replete with faith-
ful details. An overview of our SGD is depicted in Fig. 2.

3.1. Pre-trained Encoder

The pre-trained encoder is employed to obtain the embed-
ding feature of each channel within every GridSat map. The
encoder extracts features through convolutional operations
and skips connections, while the decoder reconstructs the
features of GridSat via a symmetric architecture. The de-
tailed structure of the encoder is shown in Appendix. Fol-
lowing the pre-training of the encoder architecture f with
parameter ¢, SGD is capable of more effectively integrating
the features of GridSat maps with those of ERAS and sub-
sequently inputting them into the UNet-based conditional
diffusion model. Further analysis of the encoder’s role will
be conducted in Sec. 4.6.

3.2. Satellite Conditioning Mechanisms

Traditional unconditional DDPMs do not rely on additional
conditions during training, resulting in generated images
that tend to lack specific guidance and semantic coherence.
In contrast, conditional DDPMs guide the generation pro-
cess by incorporating external conditional information such
as labels, textual descriptions, or images, allowing for effec-
tive control over the features and attributes of the generated
results. For the downscaling task of ERAS maps, consid-
ering that the ERAS data is derived from satellite observa-
tion, a coupling relationship exists between the two maps.
The brightness temperature data obtained from satellite ob-
servations significantly influence the meteorological states
within ERAS.

Therefore, SGD employs a GridSat map conditional
DDPM. By leveraging the GridSat map as a condition, the
diffusion model is transformed into a conditional generator,
effectively utilizing the features within GridSat to generate
high-resolution atmospheric states that are more consistent
with reality during the sampling process. After the Grid-
Sat features are extracted by the encoder into a latent-space
representation, it is then integrated with the ERAS5 maps
through the cross-attention mechanism to facilitate the fu-

sion of features.
Wo(x)Wk(y')"

Atten(Q, K, V) = softmax( Nz

)Wy (y').
(D

The matrices W € R¥*de Wy Wy € R4 which
serve as learnable projection matrices with trainable param-
eters, are respectively utilized to amalgamate the feature in-
formation from the ERAS map x and the conditioning input
y" within the same time period. W, extracts features from
ERAS maps, while W and Wy process features derived
from GridSat maps. The parameters of cross attention mod-
ule are jointly optimized with the UNet backbone.

Based on this foundation, the map-conditioned DDPM
can undergo training according to the following objective.
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3.3. Downscaling ERAS via Zero-shot Sampling

In this section, we employ pre-trained GridSat map condi-
tional DDPMs to generate high-resolution ERAS maps that
are faithful to the real surface meteorological conditions.
Off-the-shelf deep learning methods commonly downscale
ERAS maps without leveraging satellite data, thereby ne-
glecting the intricate coupling between satellite observa-
tions and ERAS maps. This overlook will lead to discrep-
ancies between the downscaled outcomes and actual con-
ditions. Meanwhile, the high-resolution ERAS map with
faithful details contains more precise information and holds
greater value in practical data applications as it is more
closely aligned with actual observations. In pursuit of this
effect, SGD utilizes low-resolution ERAS maps to guide the
reverse steps of the conditional diffusion model. A convo-
lutional kernel with optimizable parameters is developed to
achieve a downscaling process at arbitrary resolution. The
sampling process is capable of downscaling the resolution
of ERAS maps from a scale of 25km to 6.25km with accu-
rate details.

Specifically, as illustrated in Fig. 2, SGD utilizes opti-
mizable convolutional kernels D with parameter ¢ in the
reverse steps of conditional DDPMs to facilitate the reso-
lution transformation of the sampled maps x;. A distance
function £ is then employed to quantify the discrepancy
between the convolved sampled map D(Zy) and the low-
resolution ERAS map z. The distance function can utilize
the mean squared error (MSE) loss between the two maps
as guidance from ERAS, or alternatively, integrate station-
level observations to facilitate bias correction. The latter
employs average mean absolute error (MAE) loss across
two maps for each variable at global stations, thereby en-
suring that SGD yields more precise numerical results at
each station. Specific configurations and the effects of the
distance function are shown in Sec. 4.5. The gradients of



distance function £ are calculated to update the mean p
and variance ¥ utilized for sampling z;_;, thereby ensur-
ing the generated high-resolution images possess more ac-
curate and rich details which are consistent with ERAS5 map
at a scale of 25km. Concurrently, the gradients of £ with
respect to the convolutional kernel parameters ¢ are also
utilized to update themselves. This dynamic update mech-
anism allows the convolutional kernels to simulate the re-
verse of downscaling more accurately in the sampling pro-
cess.

Detailedly, x;— is sampled by the conditional distribu-
tion p(z¢—1|xs, 9, 2), where y’ refers to the embedding rep-
resentation of the GirdSat maps after the encoder module.
Previous studies [9] have derived the conditional transfor-
mation formula of the sampling process:

log po(¢|zii1,y', 2) = log (po(xe|zir1, v )p(2]2:)) + N1
3)

~ log pg(w) + No, “)

where w ~ N(w; po(ze, v, 1) +
YV, log p(z|z)|z,=p, 1), N1 and Ny is constants.
The mean p = pg(x,y’,t) and variance ¥ = X(xy, ', t)
is obtained by the conditonal DDPMs.

Therefore, the sampling distributions integrate the condi-
tional DDPMs with the gradient term, controlling the gener-
ation of high-resolution maps. Inspired by [12], we employ
a heuristic algorithm to approximate the value of the gradi-
ent term:

log p(z | 2¢) = —log N — sL(D(&o), 2) (5)
vmt IOg p(Z‘.’Et) = _Svio’c(D(‘%O)a Z)7 (6)

where s refers to the parameter of the guidance scale which
serves as a weight to control the guidance degree. The gra-
dient of the distance function with respect to Z is utilized
for the calculation of the gradient term, which ultimately
updates the mean of the reverse process.

Based on this, we can derive the complete algorithm for
the sampling process. As shown in Algorithm 1, our model
undergoes 1" reverse steps to sample the high-resolution
ERAS map zy. At each step, the optimizable convolutional
kernel up-scales the instantaneous estimated value Z to es-
tablish a distance function with the low resolution map z.
The gradients of distance function £ with respect to Zg
and the parameters of convolution kernel are used to up-
date the mean [i; and the convolution kernel parameters,
respectively. The real-time update mechanism ensures the
accuracy of the model’s sampling process, making the guid-
ance of low-resolution ERA5 maps and station-level obser-
vations more precise and effective.

Due to the significantly higher map resolution in the gen-
eration space compared to that of the pre-trained condi-
tional DDPM, a patch-based approach has been employed

Algorithm 1 Sampling Process: Guided diffusion model
with the guidance of low-resolution ERAS5 map z. Given a
conditional diffusion model pre-trained on ERAS and Grid-
Sat maps €g(x¢, y, t).

Input: Conditioning input GridSat satellite observation map vy,
low-resolution ERAS map z. Downscaling convolutional
function kernel D with parameter ¢. Pre-trained encoder
module f with parameter ¢. Learning late [ and guidance
scale s. Distance measure function L.

QOutput: Output high-resolution ERAS map xo.

1: Sample z7 from N(0, I)
2y« fo(y)

3: for all t from T to 1 do
Ty \/1_5%56_(767:,?/,7”

4 To= g Var
50 Lo = L(2,D?(Z0))
N _ 1_a
6:  To 4+ To— %Vﬁoﬁ%io
- Vot—1Bt Var(1—a
T = Tiai “Eo + &tﬁl_;t‘ Do,

8: Bt = 1;?;;1 Be

9:  Sample x;_1 from N (i, Btl)
100 @< @ =1V, Lz,

11: end for

12: return xg

to tackle this issue. The patch-based method partitions the
high-resolution ERAS map into multiple sub-regions based
on a fixed stride, and calculates the corresponding distance
metrics and gradient terms for each subregion with the cor-
responding segments of the guided map z. The average of
the gradient terms across all sub-regions is then utilized for
the update of the mean of sampling steps and the convolu-
tion kernel parameters. The detailed algorithmic framework
of the patch-based methodology is introduced in Appendix.

4. Experiments

4.1. Datasets

ERAS. ERAS [16] is a global meteorological reanaly-
sis dataset provided by the European Centre for Medium-
Range Weather Forecasting (ECMWF), encompassing data
since 1979. Its atmospheric variables are derived from at-
mospheric data collected at 37 different altitude levels, and
it also includes several variables that represent Earth surface
meteorological information. The entire grid comprises 721
latitude and 1440 longitude grid points. In our experiment,
we selected four surface-level variables for the global: Us,
Vio, Tonr, and M SL. All four variables exhibit a correla-
tion with human activities. The specific meanings and units
of these variables are outlined in Tab. 1.

GridSat. GridSat [38] dataset is a comprehensive series
of satellite data products provided by the National Environ-
mental Satellite, Data, and Information Service (NESDIS)
of the National Oceanic and Atmospheric Administration



Table 1. Variable information of ERAS5 and GridSat datasets.

Dataset ‘ Variable Abbreyv. Unit ECMWFID

U-component of Wind at 10m Uy m/s 165
ERAS V-component of Wind at 10m Vig m/s 166
" 2-Meter Temperature Tonr K 167
Mean Sea Level Pressure MSL 10%Pa 151

Infrared Window Channel Data Record IrWin_CDR K

GridSat Viewing Zenith Angle Adjusted Trwin_-VZA_Adj K

Integrated Water Vapor Path Ir'WVP kg/m?

Table 2. Station-level downscaling results for Uio, Vio, T2a and
M S L of various methods.

Methods ‘ Ul() ‘ Vll) ‘ T2m ‘ MSL
| MSE MAE | MSE MAE | MSE MAE | MSE MAE
ERAS 1° 5318 595 | 3851 495 | 21627 1139 | 47006 15.78
Bilinear 5655 616 | 3794 503 | 19840 1126 | 464.51 16.05
Bicubic 5574 611 | 37.88 498 | 201.03 1115 | 458.82 1597
DGP [35] 97.02 796 | 47.52 507 | 21458 1194 | 52972 18.54
GDP [12] 94.99 785 | 4017 504 | 190.11 1082 | 511.71 18.14
DDNM [44] | 5208 594 | 4217 565 | 19324 1177 | 39658 15.12
SwinRDM [5] | 53.18 595 | 3851 495 | 21627 1139 | 470.06 15.78
Ref-SR [20] 6272 615 | 4312 517 | 19542 1102 | 39542 15.10
C?-Matching [22] | 6512 6.02 | 4457 541 | 20017 1136 | 41072 1532
HyperDS [28] | 5372 601 | 4137 526 | 191.83 1087 | 38472 1472

SGD | 51.65 584 | 3982 505 | 187.69 10.63 | 37439 14.49

(NOAA). GridSat dataset is primarily based on Earth obser-
vation data acquired from NOAA’s geostationary satellite.
These data within the GridSat collection are routinely em-
ployed in meteorological analyses and climatological stud-
ies for the estimation of cloud cover and surface tempera-
ture, thereby contributing to a more accurate representation
of atmospheric variables. Among the multitude of variables
within this dataset, we have selected three specific param-
eters: IrWin_CDR, Irwin_VZA_Adj, and Ir'WVP. The de-
tailed information of these variables are illustrated in Tab. 1.

4.2. Implementation Details

We have trained SGD on the ERAS reanalysis dataset and
the GridSat satellite observation maps for approximately
200,000 steps. The temporal intervals of the samples within
both the ERAS and GridSat datasets are 6 hours. We have
selected the data from 2010 to 2021 as the training set, the
entirety of the 2022 data as the validation set, and the first 6
months of 2023 as the test set. The ERAS maps employed in
the training encompass four channels, each with a shape of
720 x 1440, while the GridSat maps feature three channels,
each channel have a shape of 2000 x 5143. All the train-
ing task are conducted on NVIDIA A100 80GB GPU. For
the training process, SGD is optimized using AdamW with
B1 = 0.9 and B2 = 0.999 in 16-bit precision with loss scal-
ing, while keeping 32-bit weights, Exponential Moving Av-
erage (EMA), and optimizer state. The pre-trained encoder
module employs the mean squared error as its loss func-
tion during training, undergoing the process for 100 epochs.
During the sampling phase, we utilize the same UNet struc-
ture as in the training process of conditional DDPM and em-
ploy an identical noise schedule. The kernel size used for
simulating upscaling is 9 x 9 and the variance 3, we utilize
undergoes a linear increase from 3; = 10~% to 7 = 0.02.

4.3. Evaluation Metrics

To compare the performance disparities between the pro-
posed SGD and other interpolation-based and diffusion-
based downscaling methodologies, we employ the interpo-
lation of ERAS reanalysis maps into station scale to vali-
date the efficacy of our model. These compared methods
leverage interpolation to extract meteorological state vari-
ables from ERAS maps at the scale of observation stations.
Specifically, we utilize the grid_sample function from the
PyTorch to directly interpolate ERAS maps with resolutions
of 1° and 0.25°, which is based on the absolute latitude and
longitude positions of global stations from the Weather5k
dataset [15], which is a large-scale time series forecasting
dataset containing weather data from 5,672 weather stations
worldwide. We select MAE loss and MSE loss to quantify
the inherent bias between the ERAS maps derived from var-
ious downscaling methods and station observations.

4.4. Main Results

In this section, we conduct qualitative comparisons on
downscaled maps with other methods and quantitative com-
parisons within the inherent bias of generated ERAS me-
teorological state variables at the scale of observation sta-
tions. The interpolation-based methods encompass bilinear
and bicubic interpolation, while the diffusion-based meth-
ods include GDP [12], and DDNM [44]. As depicted in
Tab. 2, when performing station-level downscaling evalua-
tion, SGD surpasses existing methods in terms of both MAE
and MSE metrics across variables Uig, Tops and MSL.
Compared to ERAS 1°, SGD presents a prominent enhance-
ment in the T2M and MSL variables. This reflects that
employing the brightness temperature data from GridSat as
conditioned input enables SGD to yield downscaling results
that exhibit a smaller bias and greater accuracy in tempera-
ture and other variables, which is closely aligned with actual
values. The downscaling results also show an improvement
in metrics compared to ERAS 1° and 0.25°. The metrics
comparison demonstrates that the downscaling results gen-
erated by SGD exhibit a reduced bias with the observation
values from global stations. Fig. 3 presents the qualitative
comparison of the downscaling results produced by SGD
and other methods. It is shown that SGD generates ERAS
maps at a scale of 6.25km with more faithful details, vali-
dating its adeptness in capturing and restoring intricate de-
tails during the downscaling process.

4.5. Station Observations as Additional Guidance

Within the sampling process, SGD incorporates ERAS
maps as a guiding framework, thereby enabling the gen-
eration of downscaling results containing faithful details.
The guided sampling is achieved through the utilization of
a distance function to evaluate the disparity between the
maps upscaled by optimizable convolution kernels and the
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Figure 3. Visualization comparison of different interpolation-based and diffusion-based downscaling results in various time stamps. We
use different colors to distinguish various variables. Our SGD generates downscaling ERAS maps with faithful details from ERAS5 1°.
Table 3. Ablation study regarding the effectiveness of the cross attention module (CA) and pre-trained encoder (PE).

Methods | Module | Uio Vio \ Tom \ MSL
| CA PE| MSE MAE | MSE  MAE | MSE MAE | MSE MAE
Unconditional DDPM Based SGD | X X | 753985 6.9324 | 46.9961 54979 | 210.1230  11.2656 | 589.2316  18.7626
Conditional DDPM Based SGD | v/ X | 583419 6.2400 | 452718 53794 | 207.4618 11.2806 | 397.2393  15.2934

SGD with Pre-trained Encoder ‘ v

v | 516512 58440 | 39.8189 5.0479 | 187.6857

10.6311 ‘ 373.3909 14.4917

0.5*ERAS5+0.5*Station Guided SGD
e

Station Guided SGD

ERA5 1°

Downscaling
Results

T2M MAE

010 021 033 045 057 069 081 093

Norm-MAE Value (K)
Figure 4. Visualization comparison between totally using station
observation as guidance and both integrating ERAS and station
observation as guidance. The former has a smaller MAE loss with
the station observation, while the latter has more faithful details.
As for MAE difference, the darker color of the observation station
means the MAE bias is smaller.

010 021 033 045 057 069 081 093

Norm-MAE Value (K)

low-resolution ERAS maps. One feasible approach involves
harnessing the MSE loss between the two maps. Neverthe-
less, it is also needed to ensure that the downscaling out-
comes of SGD on the Weather5k observations align more
closely with the actual atmospheric conditions, As illus-
trated in Tab. 4, integrating the MAE loss of the SGD down-

scaling maps at the observation stations in the distance loss
yields superior metrics and reduced disparities across mul-
tiple variables in SGD.

It is noteworthy that employing solely the bias of the ob-
servation station as the distance function for SGD can bring
the variables at the stations closer to the actual observations.
However, this approach may introduce discrepancies in lo-
cal regions at the overall downscaling results when com-
pared to ERAS, as shown in Fig. 4. Therefore, to seek a
balance between the faithful details and reducing the obser-
vation bias, we incorporated both factors into the distance
function and conducted comparative analyses across vari-
ous weight relationships. Fig. 5 presents the SGD down-
scaling results under various settings of the distance func-
tion, as well as the inherent biases in meteorological state
variables within ERAS maps as observed at various obser-
vation stations. As depicted in Fig. 5, the incorporation of
the observation station loss within the distance function fa-
cilitates the generation of high-resolution ERA5 maps that
exhibit a smaller MSE loss relative to the true observational
results at most stations.

4.6. Ablation Study

The Effectiveness of the Conditional GridSat Maps. To
assess the effectiveness of incorporating GridSat satellite
observations on the diffusion model of SGD, we conducted
an ablation study comparing the model to its unconditional



Table 4. Ablation study regarding the downscaling results guided by different distance functions during the sampling process.

Methods ‘ Guidance ‘ Uio ‘ Vio ‘ Towm ‘ MSL
| ERA5S  Station | MSE MAE | MSE  MAE | MSE MAE | MSE MAE
ERAS5 Guided SGD v X 6332 655 | 4584 539 | 198.14 1091 | 42725 1552
Station Guided SGD X v 4358 552 | 3921 498 | 20351 1122 | 41576 16.57
ERAS5 + Station Guided SGD v v 4878 564 | 4143 515 | 194.66 10.67 | 374.56 14.27

ERA5 1°

ERA5 0.25° *}

ERAS N
Guided SGD ™

0.25*ERA5 _.[*
+0.75*Station
Guided SGD -

0.5*ERAS
+0.5*Station
Guided SGD

Norm-MAE Difference (m/s)

008 022 036 050 064 078 092
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Figure 5. Visualization comparison of SGD downscaling to station-scale employing various distance functions, where the coloration of
each observation station signifies the MAE loss between the downscaled results and their corresponding observed values.

counterpart. The unconditional diffusion model solely in-
corporates ERAS maps into its training without GridSat as
conditions. As shown in Tab. 3, the conditional diffusion
model (SGD) demonstrates a superior downscaling perfor-
mance across all metrics compared to the unconditional dif-
fusion model.

The Effectiveness of the Pre-trained GridSat Encoder.
Before performing feature fusion on GridSat maps, SGD
utilizes an encoder to extract its features. We conduct ex-
periments on whether this GridSat encoder is pre-trained.
As depicted in Tab. 3, SGD equipped with the pre-trained
encoder showcases enhancements in various variables com-
pared to its counterpart without the pre-trained GridSat en-
coder. This validates the efficacy of the pre-trained encoder
in facilitating the SGD’s ability to more effectively extract
features from GridSat maps.

5. Conclusion

We propose SGD, a conditional diffusion model for ro-
bust downscaling, which enables the downscaling of ERAS
maps to arbitrary resolutions for the extraction of intri-
cate meteorological states. Specifically, considering that
ERAS data is derived from satellite observation data and
the brightness temperature data from satellite observations
significantly influences the meteorological states within
ERAS5, SGD employs GridSat satellite observation maps
as conditions to generate downscaled ERAS5 maps that
more accurately align with actual meteorological states.
During the sampling process, SGD utilizes the generative
prior within the conditional diffusion model, thereby in-
corporating guidance both from low-resolution ERAS maps
and station-level observations through the optimizable ker-
nel and distance functions. Experiments demonstrate that



SGD is capable of generating atmospheric states in high-
resolution maps with more ideal accuracy and faithful de-
tails than various off-the-shelf methods SGD also show-
cases its capability of producing high-quality ERAS maps
at a small scale of 6.25km.

Limitations and Future Work. The training data in SGD
consists of ERAS and GridSat. However, SGD serves as
a versatile framework that could incorporate more modali-
ties such as other reanalysis data, observations from polar-
orbiting satellites, sounding and radar data. Once these
systematic data are all integrated into SGD, more accurate
weather conditions near the surface can be achieved.
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6. Preliminary

Unconditional diffusion model, proposed by [18], is a pow-
erful generative model composed of a forward process and
a reverse process. The former aims to gradually introduce
random Gaussian noise into the original images over 7' dif-
fusion steps, ultimately resulting in pure Gaussian noise
xp ~ N(0,I). The latter, being the reverse of the for-
ward process, intends to denoise and sample the generated
images from the pure Gaussian noise through a pre-trained
noise estimation network.

The forward process is a Markov chain without learnable
parameters. The denoising method for each step is defined
by the following equation, where (3, refers to the variance
of the forward process, which is experimentally set as a hy-
perparameter solely dependent on the diffusion steps .

q(l’t|l‘t—1) = N(It; AY 1— Biw_1, 5:&1)- (N

For each steps in the reverse process p(zi—1|z:) =
N (z¢_1; g(ws,t),SeI), the mean of the distribution is
hard to compute directly as the forward process. Conse-
quently, we necessitate the utilization of a neural network
with parameter 6 to estimate the noise inherent within the
image x;. By employing Bayes theorem, we can express
the mean and variance of the reverse process as follows:

1

o) = <=l - toaet)  ®
1— a

Yo(wy) = 177@(;;5167 )

Among them, eg(z,t) represents the noise estima-
tion function, which is pre-trained by utilizing the low-
resolution ERAS maps. It performs real-time estimation
and simulation of the noise contained within the maps,
thereby enabling denoising to sample x;_;. The uncondi-
tional diffusion model is trained utilizing maximum likeli-
hood estimation, with the objective for each training itera-
tion defined as follows:

Eeno,n), i~ [ll€ — €o@e, t)]1%]. (10)
7. Patch-based Methods

The scale of the ERAS maps used as input for SGD reaches
25km x 25km. To address the downscaling task at this reso-
lution, we employed a patch-based method during the sam-
pling process of the conditional DDPM. The detailed intro-
duction of this method is shown in Algorithm 2, the patch-
based method partitions the low-resolution ERAS5 maps into

several sub-regions based on a fixed stride and size. For
each individual sub-region, the gradient term of the dis-
tance loss between the ERAS maps obtained from convo-
lution kernels and the corresponding low-resolution sub-
region map is computed separately. Subsequently, the mean
of the Gaussian distribution and the parameters of the con-
volution kernels in each sub-region are updated based on
these gradient terms. The overall map is then updated by
averaging the updated values across all sub-regions, each
weighted by a binary patch mask that quantifies the regional
scope, thereby refining the overall mean and convolution
kernel parameters of the sampled high-resolution ERAS
map, resulting in smoother generated maps. By leveraging
this strategy, SGD is capable of downscaling ERAS maps to
any desired resolution, further enhancing the practicality of
the model.

8. Pre-trained Encoder

Before utilizing cross attention for feature fusion, SGD ne-
cessitates the extraction of features from GridSat maps by
an encoder. The pre-trained encoder aims to enhance the
feature extraction capabilities of SGD and its downscaling
performance. The pre-trained module comprises two com-
ponents: the encoder and a decoder of symmetric structure.
The former is utilize to extracte features from GridSat maps
into latent space, while the latter aims to reconstruct the
encoder’s outputs. The encoder module consists of several
convolutional layers, employing 3 x 3 convolutional kernels
with a padding of 1, elevating the GridSat maps’ channel
count to 64. Similarly, the decoder also encompasses con-
volutional layers, responsible for the reconstruction of the
extracted features, the detailed structure is shown in Fig. 6.
The training objective is to minimize the MSE loss between
the input GridSat maps and the output maps post-decoder,
with the total training epochs approximating 100.

9. Additional Visualization Results

In this section, we present the downscaling results of SGD
for the variables Vig and M SL. Fig. 7 shows that SGD
exhibits more faithful details in the maps as compared to
interpolation-based and diffusion-based methods. Further-
more, SGD exhibits no discernible disparity in overall in-
tensity when compared to ERAS at a scale of 25km x 25km.
Combining the results of the other two variables in the main
text, it is validated that SGD is capable of producing highly
satisfactory downscaling results across all four variables.



Algorithm 2 Patch-based Methods of SGD: Guided diffu-
sion model with the guidance of low-resolution ERAS map
z. Given a conditional diffusion model pre-trained on ERAS
and GridSat maps eg(x¢, y, t).

Input: Conditional input GridSat satellite observation map y,

low-resolution ERAS map z. Downscaling convolutional ker-
nel D with parameter ¢. Pre-trained encoder module f with
parameter ¢. Learning rate [ and guidance scale s. Distance
measure function £. Overlapping patch stride r, overlap-
ping patch size v = 720 x 1440. Overlapping patch set K,
each patch commences its traversal from the top-left block of
the 720 x 1440 grid on the maps, progressing sequentially
with a displacement of stride . A binary patch mask set
{P*} ke K.

Output: Output high resolution ERAS map zo.
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Figure 6. Overall architecture of the encoder and decoder modules
used in SGD.

10. Station observation-guided downscaling
bias with stations in Weather2K

In this section, we endeavor to integrate the MSE loss from
ERAS5 LR maps and MAE loss from the observation sta-
tions in Weather5SK within the distance function utilized in
the sampling process. Subsequently, we evaluated the high-
resolution ERAS5 maps derived from SGD with this setting
across all stations within the Weather2K dataset, thereby
further assessing the efficacy of the guided sampling and
the accuracy of the downscaling results.

Weather2K dataset [46] is a benchmark dataset that aims
to address the shortcomings of existing weather forecast-
ing datasets in terms of real-time relevance, reliability, and
diversity, as well as the critical impediment posed by data
quality. The data is available from January 2017 to August
2021. It encompasses the meteorological data from 2130
ground weather stations across 40896 time steps, with each
data incorporates 3 position variables and 20 meteorologi-
cal variables.

Specifically, we incorporate the MAE loss between the
generated HR ERAS5 maps and station observations from
the Weather5K dataset [15] with equal weights into our dis-
tance function to measure bias. Subsequently, we calcu-
late the biases between the downscaling results obtained
under this setting with the meteorological data at the sta-
tions from the Weather2K dataset. The evaluation metrics
we employed are the MSE and MAE loss of the variable
Tons.

We compared our results with those of interpolation-
based and diffusion-based methods using the same metrics.
As shown in Tab. 5, the discrepancy between ERA5+station
guided SGD and Weather2K stations is smaller, indicating
that using ERAS and Weather5K with equal weights as the
distance function yields more ideal downscaling results for
stations beyond Weather5K.

Fig. 8 illustrates the differences in downscaling re-
sults among various methods at parts of the stations within
Weather2K, with darker colors indicating smaller discrep-
ancies at the stations. In terms of the bias between the
downscaled results at the station locations in the image and
the actual observations, SGD with mixed guidance down-
scaling results has less extreme bias stations, which is sym-
bolized as yellow-labeled stations. Moreover, the overall
station coloration appears deeper. This suggests that uti-
lizing weatherSk as guidance can enhance the model’s per-
formance in downscaling at the local scale, aligning more
closely with the real conditions.

11. Running Time and Resource Consumption

Tab. 6 shows the running time and resource consumption of
SGD during the training and the sampling process. To en-
hance the inference efficiency, we have also tested our SGD
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Figure 7. Visualization comparison of different interpolation-based and diffusion-based downscaling results in various time stamps. We
use different colors to distinguish V1o and M SL.

Table 5. Station-level downscaling results for 75,7, which utilize the stations from Weather2k to assess the bias between the downscaling
maps and Weather2k station observation values. ERAS guided and ERAS + station guided SGD respectively denote the SGD models that
employ the MSE loss between the generated maps and ERAS maps as the sole distance function, and the SGD model that integrates the
Weather5k station observations into its distance function.

Variable ‘ Metrics ‘ ERAS5 1° ERA50.25° GDP  ERAS Guided SGD ERAS5+Station Guided SGD

T MSE 17.51 17.80 18.87 18.08 15.61
2M
MAE 407.81 420.38 466.00 431.33 355.31
Table 6. The running time and resource consumption of SGD. Table 7. Ablation study employing a single GridSat variable.
Mode | SGD Training  SGD Sampling  SGD Sampling with DDIM Methods | Uso | Vio | Tom |  MSL
Running Time \ 48h 6min Imin | MSE MAE | MSE MAE | MSE MAE | MSE MAE
Resource Consumption ‘ 5 x 10*MiB 1.8 x 10*MiB 1.6 x 10*MiB Only Ir'Win_Cdr 5574  6.07 | 46.11 576 | 191.42 11.04 | 412.11 16.70
Only I'Win_VZA_Adj | 56.08 5.99 | 4753 5.84 | 19405 10.87 | 405.74 16.55
Only Ir'WVP 6042 674 | 55.08 6.10 | 214.07 12.07 | 424.17 17.52

All Variables in GridSat | 5165 584 | 39.82 5.5 | 187.69 10.63 | 374.39 14.49

on 50-step DDIM sampling to generate HR ERAS maps

within one minute, making it a feasible approach for practi- Table 8. Ablation study employing a single ERAS variable.

cal use. The efficiency and performance of DDIM sampling T B e B B R N R 7

will be added to the revision. | MSE_MAE | | MSE_ MAE | | MSE_ MAE | | MSE_ MAE
ERA51° | 53.18 5.95 Era5 1° 38.51 4.95 ERAS 1° 21627 11.39 Era5 1° 470.06 15.78
Only Uy | 5672 645 | Only Vip | 47.28  5.84 | Only Tom | 194.15 1071 | Only MSL ‘ 398.05 14.90

12. Ablation Studies on the Relationship of
Variables ment for the ERAS temperature variable (75,,) (Tab. 8).
Considering the correlation between sea-level pressure and
When only the brightness temperature variables from Grid- brightness temperature, the incorporation of GridSat as con-
Sat (I'Win_Cdr or Ir'Win_VZA_Adj) are employed as the ditions for generating the single M SL variable also con-

condition, a satisfactory performance can be obtained, tributes to enhancing the M SL downscaling.
demonstrating that brightness temperature is an important

condition for ERA5 maps downscaling (Tab. 7). All vari-
ables from GridSat could guide the SGD to yield higher-
quality HR ERAS maps. When incorporating GridSat as
conditions and utilizing only a single LR ERAS variable as
guidance to generate the single HR ERAS variable, the in-
troduction of GridSat yields the most significant enhance-
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Figure 8. Visualization comparison of SGD downscaling to station-scale employing various distance function, where the coloration of each
Weather2k observation station signifies the MAE loss between the downscaled results and their corresponding observed values.
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