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Figure 1. The proposed Diffusion Restoration Adapter delivers high-quality image restoration. Our proposed methods can utilize descrip-
tive prompts to achieve controllable restoration, as shown in (b). Our methods show competitive on qualitative comparisons with other
SOTA methods.

Abstract

Diffusion models have demonstrated their powerful image
generation capabilities, effectively fitting highly complex
image distributions. These models can serve as strong pri-
ors for image restoration. Existing methods often utilize
techniques like ControlNet to sample high quality images
with low quality images from these priors. However, Con-
trolNet typically involves copying a large part of the origi-
nal network, resulting in a significantly large number of pa-
rameters as the prior scales up. In this paper, we propose
a relatively lightweight Adapter that leverages the power-
ful generative capabilities of pretrained priors to achieve
photo-realistic image restoration. The Adapters can be
adapt to both denoising UNet and DiT, and performs ex-
cellent.

1. Introduction

Image restoration aims to recover high-quality images from
degraded observations. From early on, most works have
focused on establishing a mapping relationship from low-
quality (LQ) image to high-quality (HQ) images using neu-
ral networks, including CNNs and Transformer-based ar-
chitectures [25, 45, 51–54, 60]. These methods often in-
corporated GANs [10] as auxiliary losses to improve the
quality of the generated images.

Recently, the concept of generative prior for image
restoration has gained traction [26, 31, 43, 44, 48, 50, 58,
59]. This approach leverages the powerful generative ca-
pabilities of pretrained priors, using low-quality images
as conditions to generate high-quality images. Previous
works have utilized GANs [31, 44, 48], such as StyleGAN
[17, 18]. Many StyleGAN-based works operate within the
latent space of StyleGAN, achieving controllable genera-
tion by modifying the latent code[2, 13, 18, 24, 37, 41]. This
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process often involves methods related to GAN inversion[1,
4, 12, 31, 32]. Despite the inefficiency of GAN inversion,
these methods have shown promising results in face image
restoration. However, due to the limitations of GANs, these
methods perform well on aligned face datasets but strug-
gle to fit distributions effectively on large-scale and diverse
datasets.

The rise of diffusion models has opened up new possi-
bilities for fitting distributions on large-scale and diverse
datasets [7, 9, 15, 33, 34]. By combining Latent Diffusion
Models (LDM) [35] and using text as a condition, the ability
of models to generate high-quality images has been further
enhanced. As a result, diffusion models have become the
most widely used pretrained prior for image restoration to-
day.

Using pretrained diffusion models as generative priors
for image restoration primarily involves fine-tuning a mod-
ule that enables the prior to perform conditional generation,
using the low-quality (LQ) image as a condition. Con-
trolNet [55], a technique for controlling diffusion genera-
tion, has achieved excellent results in conditional genera-
tion tasks, using conditions such as edge, depth map, and
binary mask to control the generation effectively. Natu-
rally, there has been exploration into using ControlNet for
image restoration as well. However, ControlNet typically
has a large number of parameters, which imposes signifi-
cant training and inference burdens, especially as the model
scales up.

In contrast to conditions like depth maps and edges, LQ
images usually contain more meaningful features. The pro-
cess of generating high-quality (HQ) images using the prior
is more similar to finding a sample in the distribution that
closely matches the LQ image. We believe there can be a
more simple and effective way to achieve restoration using
a prior. Therefore, we propose that using a smaller mod-
ule instead of ControlNet can be more effective for image
restoration with priors.

To address this, this paper introduces a Restoration
Adapter, which is more lightweight than ControlNet and
is inserted into the original model. The adapter embeds
the LQ image as a condition into the features of the orig-
inal model to achieve conditional sampling. On the other
hand, pretrained priors are typically trained on super large-
scale datasets [36]. When tuning these priors for image
restoration tasks, we usually collect only a small portion
of high-quality data for training, and this data may not have
appeared in the original dataset. Therefore, we decide to
fine-tune the prior simultaneously. Besides, we believe fine-
tuning the prior can alleviate our Restoration Adapter’s bur-
den, leading to better results. For efficient fine-tuning, we
incorporate adapters into the parameters of the pretrained
network. As DiTs [33] become more popular compared
to denoising UNet, our methods are designed to fit both

architectures, as we propose a flexible framework. More-
over, to enhance the balance between fidelity and diver-
sity, we introduce a sampling strategy, which can be eas-
ily adapted to various samplers. As shown in Figure 1, our
method achieves high-quality restoration results across var-
ious types of images and allows for controllable restoration
based on specific prompts.

In summary, we make following contributions: (1). We
propose the Diffusion Restoration Adapter, a framework
that integrates an adapter into diffusion denoising networks
to achieve image restoration. (2). We design specific
Restoration Adapter modules for both UNet-based diffusion
models and DiTs, to make it more convenient for various
diffusion priors. (3). A straightforward sampling strategy is
introduced to ensure fidelity in restoration for various sam-
plers.

2. Related works

2.1. Utilizing Diffusion for Image Restoration

Diffusion models have made remarkable progress in gen-
erating high-quality images. Recently, numerous works
[7, 9, 23, 33, 34] have proposed methods to improve the
quality of generation, especially in text-to-image genera-
tion. With their powerful ability to generate high-quality
images, researchers have begun to utilize pretrained diffu-
sion models as generative priors to achieve image restora-
tion [20, 26, 43, 46, 49, 50]. Previous works have utilized
other generative model such as Generative Adversarial Net-
works (GAN) [10] as priors [31, 44, 48]. Unlike GANs,
diffusion models do not generate images in a single for-
ward step. Instead, the generation process combines mul-
tiple steps of denoising, making it more challenging to con-
trol the generation.

The most widely used neural network architectures in
diffusion models are UNet [15] and DiTs (Diffusion Trans-
formers) [33]. These architectures are designed to effec-
tively capture and process the intricate details during the
denoising steps, ensuring high-quality image generation.

Latent Diffusion Models (LDM) [35] are another signif-
icant advancement in this field. LDMs operate in a com-
pressed latent space rather than the high-dimensional image
space, which significantly reduces computational require-
ments while maintaining high generation quality. This com-
pressed latent space is derived from high-dimensional im-
ages using a Variational Autoencoder (VAE) [22]. By lever-
aging the latent space, LDMs can efficiently model com-
plex image distributions and provide robust priors for var-
ious image restoration tasks. Notable examples of LDMs
includes StableDiffusion XL [34], which is based on the
UNet architecture, and StableDiffusion 3 [9], which uti-
lizes the DiTs [33] architecture. These models demon-
strate the versatility and effectiveness of LDMs in gener-
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Figure 2. The architecture of the Diffusion Restoration Adapter is integrated within the denoising network. Restoration Adapters are
inserted into the network blocks of the original structure. Additionally, Diffusion Adapters are applied to specific parameters, particularly
integrating LoRA into the self-attention module within each block.
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Figure 3. The Restoration Adapter has two variants, specifically
designed for the denoising UNet and DiTs. Linear denotes fully-
connected layer.

ating high-quality images. DiffBIR[26] and SUPIR[50] uti-
lize ControlNet to control StableDiffusion, while StableSR
[43] trains a Time-aware Encoder to inject conditions and
employs a feature wrapper to enhance the flexibility of gen-
eration.

2.2. Low-Rank adaptation (LoRA)

Low-Rank Adaptation (LoRA) [16] is a technique used to
fine-tune large pre-trained models efficiently. By introduc-
ing low-rank matrices into the model’s architecture, LoRA
reduces the number of parameters that need to be adjusted
during the fine-tuning process. This approach not only de-
creases computational costs but also helps in maintaining
the model’s performance. Such adaptation is widely em-

ployed in fine-tuning a pretrained diffusion model with a
small set of training data.

3. Method

3.1. Preliminaries

Diffusion Models. Diffusion Models are a class of gen-
erative models that iteratively transform a simple distribu-
tion into a complex one through a series of small, reversible
steps. The core idea is to define a forward diffusion process
that gradually adds Gaussian noise to the data and a reverse
process that denoises it.

The forward diffusion process can be described by a
Stochastic Differential Equation (SDE) [15, 39, 40] which
outlines how noise is added over time. The reverse process
aims to recover the original data by reversing the noise addi-
tion, which can be modeled using either a Stochastic Differ-
ential Equation (SDE) or an Ordinary Differential Equation
(ODE). The choice between SDE and ODE depends on the
specific methodology and solver (samplers) being used to
generate new samples effectively.

Restoration Prior. Restoration priors are pretrained gen-
erative models. In image restoration tasks, low-quality im-
ages serve as conditional inputs. By performing condi-
tional sampling within the prior, these models generate cor-
responding high-quality images. Latent Diffusion Models
(LDM) are commonly used priors in image restoration tasks
due to their ability to generate high-quality images from
text. The StableDiffusion series models are Latent Diffu-
sion Models (LDM) trained on extensive datasets. In this
paper, we select StableDiffusion XL and StableDiffusion 3
as priors. The denoising network of StableDiffusion XL
is a UNet, whereas StableDiffusion 3 utilizes an MM-DiT,



which is similar to DiT. The output layer uses zero initial-
ization to ensures the stable training at the very beginning.

3.2. Diffusion Restoration Adapter

Our proposed Diffusion Restoration Adapter consists of two
main components: the Restoration Adapters, which are in-
tegrated into the original denoising network architecture,
and the Diffusion Adapters, designed to fine-tune specific
parameters within the denoising network. We choose pre-
trained latent diffusion models, specifically StableDiffusion
XL (SDXL), which is UNet-based, and StableDiffusion 3
(SD3), which is based on DiTs, as our diffusion priors due
to their outstanding performance in text-to-image tasks. For
SDXL, there are two stages of generation, we only utilize
the base model from the first stage.

Restoration Adapter. To control the prior generate HQ
image from LQ condition input, extra LQ condition pro-
cessing module is needed. The common choice ControlNet
make copies of parts of the original networks and process
the inputs in parallel with the main network, then sum the
results together at the end. We believe that the extra net-
work processing the additional condition should be more
integrated with the main network, rather than operating in-
dependently. To address this, we introduce the Restoration
Adapter for both UNet-based diffusion and DiTs. Our ar-
chitecture is shown in Figure 2. Our proposed approach
involves inserting a few adapters into the original denois-
ing network. These adapters are placed after the blocks into
which they are being inserted. Note that adapters can be se-
lectively assigned to certain blocks, and not all blocks need
to be equipped with an adapter.

In SDXL, there are three downsampling blocks, one
mid block, and three upsampling blocks. Sequentially, the
“Block n” (0 ≤ n ≤ N) shown in Figure 2 corresponds to
each of these blocks. For example, “Block 0” refers to the
first downsampling block, “Block 1” refers to the second
downsampling block and so on. In the case of SD3, the
denoising network consists of multiple transformer blocks,
specifically MM-DiT blocks. Thus, “Block n” represents
the n-th MM-DiT block. After inserted with adapters,
the output of each blocks are passed to the corresponding
Adapter instead of the next block.

As illustrated in Figure 3, the adapter has two variants
tailored for UNet in SDXL and DiTs in SD3. The adapter
takes the low-quality (LQ) feature, the denoising feature
Xt at timestep t, and the timestep embedding emb as in-
puts. Taking the architecture for UNet as an example, the
LQ feature is derived from the previous Adapter’s output,
with the first Adapter’s input being the encoded LQ la-
tent. The LQ feature passes through an Adapter Block,
while the time embedding undergoes a linear transforma-
tion combined with a SiLU activation to ensure it matches

the shape of Xt. These features are then summed together.
After summation, the feature is processed through two ad-
ditional Adapter Blocks with residual connections, and fi-
nally, it passes through a zero-initialization [55] linear layer
and sums with the Xt. The output of the Adapter is passed
to the next denoising network block. The architecture for
DiTs shares a similar design but with a few changes as
shown on the right side of Figure 3.

Diffusion Adapter. Restoration priors generally fit the
distribution of extremely large-scale datasets. We fine-tune
the prior using a small subset of the training data along
with some unseen data. Besides, it’s important to fine-
tune the original denoising network to alleviate the pressure
on the Restoration Adapter. On this basis, we also aim to
keep overall efficiency when fine-tuning the prior. There-
fore, to fully leverage the prior’s powerful ability to gener-
ate high-quality images, thereby enhancing the restoration
task, we add adapters to the self-attention module within the
denoising network and train them simultaneously with our
Restoration Adapter. To keep the approach simple and ef-
fective, we have selected the common choice, LoRA [16],
as the adapter.

3.3. Training and Sampling

Training Data and Objective. Training the Diffusion
Restoration Adapter requires high-quality images along
with their corresponding degraded images. The degraded
images are produced by a degradation pipeline following
the design from RealESRGAN [45]. Additionally, since the
priors are text-to-image generation models, we employ a
multi-modal language model to extract short captions for
the training images. To enhance robustness across all degra-
dation levels and improve performance with null text in-
put, the text may be set to a null prompt. Additionally, the
LQ image can serve as the model’s training target, while
the input prompts are set to degradation descriptors such as
“low quality,” “low resolution” and specific applied degra-
dations like “compressed.” To improve the performance of
our method on SDXL with limited training resources, we
employ the degradation-robust encoder [50] for SDXL.

The training process involves using the Diffusion
Restoration Adapter as the LQ image condition processor.
This processor converts the condition into the intermediate
feature of the pretrained network. Consequently, we fine-
tune the pretrained prior to form a conditional distribution,
with the LQ image as the condition. We freeze the parame-
ters of the pretrained network and conduct training only on
our inserted Adapters. The training objective strictly fol-
lows the original training process of the prior. For SD3,
which is trained with conditional flow matching loss [9, 27],
we adhere to the same loss function. For SDXL, the training
objective follows the loss used in DDPM [15].
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Figure 4. Qualitative comparisons on RealPhoto60 and center-cropped DIV2K validation set. Our methods can perform good results under
different kinds of degradations. (Zoom in for details)

Restoration Sampling Strategy. Many methods [19, 29,
30, 38, 57] have been developed to improve the generation
quality of diffusion models, generally aiming to enhance di-
versity and overall quality. However, these methods are not
designed for restoration tasks. Consequently, using such
sampling schedulers might result in highly unfaithful sam-
ples. we propose a straightforward method that can be eas-
ily adapted to any sampling technique without altering the
core sampler’s code. This method adjusts the denoising
direction during the generation sampling loop. Similar to
Classifier-free guidance [14] and SUPIR [50], we use the
LQ image as guidance. By calculating the unnormalized di-
rection between the denoised latent zt at timestep t and the
LQ latent, we then adjust the denoised latent towards this
direction by a factor. This factor is timestep-dependent and
is created from a mapping function g :

zt = z′t + w · g(t, T ) · (clq − z′t) (1)

where clq is the LQ latent, z′t is the output of the original
sampling method at time step t, T is the total number of
sampling timesteps, w serves as a weighting hyperparame-
ter, and g is a mapping function. The choice of g should fol-
low the a rule that gives more weight at larger timesteps and
vice versa. This is because we want the denoising step to fo-
cus more on fidelity during the early denoising loop while
considering high quality and diversity in the later loops. For
simplicity, we use an piecewise linear mapping function.
The function maps the t to [0, 1), with a threshold hyperpa-
rameter a determining the piecewise behavior.

g(t, T ; a) =

{
t
T −a

1−a if t
T > a

0 otherwise
where 0 < t < T

(2)
By moving the z′t towards clq, we achieve results with
greater fidelity as z′t gets closer to clq.



Methods ClipIQA MUSIQ ManIQA
StableSR 0.565 60.57 0.3411
DiffBIR 0.6353 66.91 0.4132
PASD 0.6345 65.57 0.4336
SUPIR 0.7027 70.42 0.5254
SeeSR 0.6699 71.56 0.4763

Ours (SDXL) 0.6996 71.83 0.4818
Ours (SD3) 0.7067 71.62 0.5292

Table 1. Quantitative comparisons on the RealPhoto60 dataset.
The best results are highlighted in bold text, while the second-
best results are underlined.

4. Experiments
4.1. Configuration

Training Data. We collected 300k high-quality images
with text descriptions as our training data, including the
DIV2K training set [3] . Subsequently, we applied the mod-
ified degradation pipeline we introduced to generate pairs of
low-quality (LQ) and high-quality (HQ) images.

Training and Testing Details. We train our models using
the SDXL and the SD3, as they are UNet-based and DiT-
based priors. We set an adapter for each block except for
the last upsampling block in SDXL, and for SD3, we in-
sert an adapter after every four blocks. The rank of LoRA
is set to 32. We train our model under 512 × 512 resolu-
tion using the AdamW optimizer[28] with a learning rate of
0.00001, utilizing 300k high-quality images. Additionally,
to explore the impact of data size on performance, we train a
model with 30k samples which are randomly sampled from
the 300k images, for SDXL.

For testing, the hyperparameters are set as follows:
T=100, classifier free guidance is set to 7.5, the Restoration
Sampling Strategy weight w is set to 0.05 and the threshold
hyperparameter a is set to 0.8. We select InternVL [8] as the
image to text model, to extract short descriptive prompts of
LQ images.

Testing Data and Evaluation Metrics. Following previ-
ous works on the evaluation of restoration quality, we syn-
thesize LQ images from high-resolution and HQ mages. For
the HQ image data, we select the DIV2K Validation set [3]
as our synthesis image source. The images are resized and
center-cropped into 1024 × 1024. To test the restoration
ability on close-up image, we randomly cropped the image
pairs to 512 × 512 for testing the robustness on close-up
images. With high-quality data and synthesized low-quality
images, we can conduct both Full-Reference (FR) and No-
Reference (NR) evaluations. For FR metrics, we choose
PSNR, SSIM, and LPIPS [56]. For NR metrics, we se-
lect MUSIQ [21], ClipIQA [42], and ManIQA [47]. Re-
alPhoto60 [50] is also used for testing with NR metrics, as

LQ DIFFBIR SUPIR StableSR

PASD SeeSR Ours (SDXL) Ours (SD3)

Figure 5. Qualitative comparisons on randomly cropped images
from DIV2K validation set. From top to bottom, every three im-
ages represent the results of the corresponding methods.

the corresponding HQ images are not provided.

4.2. Compare with existing methods

In this section, we compare our proposed methods with
other recent state-of-the-art methods that also uses a dif-
fusion prior. The methods includes SUPIR [50], StableSR
[43], PASD [49], SeeSR [46] and DiffBIR [26]. Low qual-
ity input images are cropped to 1024 × 1024 for visual
qualitative comparisons, the restoration results are resized
to 512 × 512 for quantitative comparisons following [50],
unless stated specifically.

4.2.1 Quantitative Comparisons

We first present the quantitative comparisons on the Re-
alPhoto60 and synthetic DIV2K validation sets. We used
the PyIQA library [6] to calculate all the metrics. Ta-
ble 1 shows a quantitative comparison of various meth-
ods on the RealPhoto60 dataset, measured using Clip-



Datasets Metrics StableSR DiffBIR PASD SUPIR SeeSR Ours (SDXL) Ours (SD3)

DIV2K Valid
Center Cropped

(mixture degradation)

ClipIQA 0.4793 0.5633 0.6131 0.6504 0.6261 0.6517 0.6689
MUSIQ 63.08 68.79 70.27 70.02 71.84 71.92 72.78
ManIQA 0.3255 0.3993 0.4632 0.5182 0.4734 0.4997 0.5217

PSNR 23.14 22.84 22.54 20.44 22.41 21.41 21.01
SSIM 0.6526 0.598 0.6152 0.5586 0.6086 0.576 0.584

LPIPS ↓ 0.3279 0.3163 0.3235 0.3307 0.3014 0.3187 0.3148

DIV2K Valid
Center Cropped

(8× downsampling)

ClipIQA 0.563 0.6061 0.6116 0.664 0.6179 0.6449 0.6659
MUSIQ 64.44 69.78 69.17 70.81 71.43 71.92 72.2
ManIQA 0.3481 0.4191 0.4643 0.5311 0.4652 0.4741 0.5096

PSNR 23.08 22.83 22.52 20.04 22.28 21.35 20.68
SSIM 0.644 0.595 0.6056 0.5495 0.605 0.5765 0.5575

LPIPS ↓ 0.3014 0.2841 0.3057 0.3135 0.3011 0.3126 0.3224

DIV2K Valid
Randomly Cropped

(mixture degradation)

ClipIQA 0.3889 0.5530 0.5359 0.6356 0.6804 0.6703 0.6868
MUSIQ 43.25 57.41 59.46 68.25 69.42 70.49 70.56
ManIQA 0.237 0.3709 0.3904 0.4740 0.5106 0.5358 0.5047

PSNR 23.29 23.02 22.85 20.83 22.01 21.31 21.14
SSIM 0.6176 0.5606 0.5953 0.5309 0.5612 0.5412 0.5348

LPIPS ↓ 0.3896 0.3701 0.3983 0.4022 0.3399 0.334 0.3587

Table 2. Quantitative comparisons on the DIV2K Validation. For metrics marked with ↓, lower values indicate better performance, while
for others, higher values are preferable.

Methods
SDXL

ControlNet
SD3

ControlNet Ours (SDXL) Ours (SD3)

params 839M 504M 157M 80M

Table 3. Comparison of parameter sizes between our methods and
ControlNet.

IQA, MUSIQ, and ManIQA metrics. The results indi-
cate that our proposed methods, ours (SDXL) and ours
(SD3), perform competitively across all metrics. Specifi-
cally, our method (SD3) achieves the highest scores in Clip-
IQA (0.7067) and ManIQA (0.5292) , while ranking second
in MUSIQ. Our method with SDXL achieves the highest
score in MUSIQ(71.83). Overall, these results demonstrate
the effectiveness of our approach in image restoration qual-
ity across different evaluation criteria.

We now present the quantitative results for the DIV2K
validation sets. The testing images are divided into cen-
ter cropped (1024 × 1024) and randomly cropped (512
× 512) categories. For the center cropped images, we
synthesize the LQ images using both mixture degradation
and 8 × bilinear downsampling. As shown in Table 2,
for the center cropped part, our method on SD3 achieves
the best results in all quality assessment metrics, and our
method on SDXL secures second place in ClipIQA (0.6517)
and MUSIQ (71.92). For the 8 × downsampled images,
our method on SD3 achieves the best results in ClipIQA
(0.6659) and MUSIQ (72.2), while our method on SDXL
ranks second in MUSIQ (71.92). For the randomly cropped
part, our method on SD3 achieves the best results in Clip-
IQA (0.6868) and MUSIQ (70.56). Our method on SDXL

shows competitive performance, particularly in ManIQA
(0.5358) and LPIPS (0.334), and ranks second in MUSIQ
(70.49). Although our method does not outperform other
methods in metrics like PSNR and SSIM, the visual quality
results demonstrate that our approach maintains good visual
fidelity. We will address this issue in the ablation study.

We also conduct a comparison on model size. Our mod-
els have trainable parameters of 157M (SDXL) and 80M
(SD3), while ControlNet has approximately half the param-
eters of the original network. Methods like DiffBIR [26],
SeeSR [46] and SUPIR [50], which utilize a ControlNet
[55] as LQ condition input, encounter problems when the
prior’s parameters increase, especially with priors like SD3
(2B), as shown in Table 3. In contrast, our method uses only
80M parameters to achieve good restoration with SD3.

4.2.2 Qualitative Comparisons

For visual quality comparisons, we present the 1024 × 1024
results of different methods on the RealPhoto60 and DIV2K
validation sets. The LQ images from the DIV2K validation
set are generated through mixture degradations. As shown
in Figure 4, our methods present an excellent balance be-
tween fidelity and quality. SOTA methods like SUPIR and
SeeSR can produce good restoration at most of the time, but
sometimes they generate blurry results or results with less
fidelity. For example, SUPIR produces incorrect textures
for the stone (row 3) and blurry fur of a cat. SeeSR gener-
ates less detailed faces (row 1) and blurry results in rows 2
and 3. The last row shows that our methods can generate
detailed textures for the hat and clothes, while other meth-
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Figure 6. The figure illustrates the results of our model trained
with 30k and 300k samples in (a). The qualitative comparisons on
training with and without the Diffusion Adapter is shown in (b),
and the impact of different values of threshold a is shown in (c).

ods struggle to produce sufficient texture. Our results also
show good visual fidelity, although we do not perform well
on metrics like PSNR and SSIM, which suggests they are
not robust metrics in terms of visual fidelity.

The last two columns display the results of our meth-
ods, showing sufficient details and sharp edges without ob-
vious degradations, while maintaining visual fidelity. We
also conducted experiments on close-up images created by
randomly cropping the images from the DIV2K validation
sets. In Figure 5, we observe that some methods produce ei-
ther blurry results or incorrect textures, whereas our method
consistently delivers high-quality images with rich details.

4.3. Ablation Study

In this section, we present ablation studies only on our
SDXL-based model, as our SD3-based model yields sim-
ilar results.

Training Data Scale. We trained our model using a
dataset with 300k samples and a smaller one with 30k sam-
ples. The results are shown in Figure 6 (a). While the over-
all quality is comparable, the model trained with 300k im-
ages exhibits higher quality and more detail. This demon-
strates that scaling up the training data can yield better re-

sults, and our model can still achieve satisfactory perfor-
mance even without a large-scale dataset.

Importance of the Diffusion Adapter. We investigate
the importance of the Diffusion Adapter in our model. We
removed the Diffusion Adapter and trained the model un-
der the same settings. As shown in Figure 6 (b), the two
samples demonstrate that without the Diffusion Adapter, the
model can produce messy high-frequency details in some
cases.

Restoration Sampling Strategy. Stochastic samplers can
achieve high-quality generation. However, they may also
introduce results that lack fidelity. We select stochastic sam-
pler from [19] to investigate how threshold a of Restora-
tion Sampling Strategy (RSS) balances the quality and fi-
delity. As shown in Figure 6, the result generated without
RSS shows some unexpected details (circled in red). When
the threshold a is set to 0.8, the result appears more faithful
to the LQ image (Please refer to row 1 in Figure 4). Ad-
ditionally, we evaluate the impact of different value of a
using 30 images from DIV2K mixture degradation set, and
as shown in the right chart of Figure 6 (c), quality scores
delivered by MUSIQ increase as a decreases. This is be-
cause the restoration can generate more high-frequency de-
tails. Some generated details might be unexpected, which is
why we need RSS to impose constraints. Metrics like PSNR
and SSIM aim to capture pixel-wise similarity, but they are
not robust enough to capture visual fidelity to human eyes,
as also reported in [5, 11, 50]. As shown in Figure 6 (d), the
blurred result can achieve a higher PSNR, while the result
with more textures gets a lower PSNR. This is because the
generated high-frequency textures from the diffusion model
can not match the ground truth per pixel, even though these
textures appear visually similar to the ground truth.

Additional visual results, including controllable restora-
tion and a discussion on degradation-robust encoder in
SDXL, are provided in supplementary material.

5. Conclusion

We designed a framework called the Diffusion Restoration
Adapter, composed of Restoration Adapters and Diffusion
Adapters, to utilize pretrained diffusion models as a restora-
tion prior for real-world image restoration. This framework
can work with either diffusion models that use a denoising
UNet or DiTs. We specifically designed the architecture
of the Restoration Adapter to accommodate both types of
diffusion priors. Additionally, we propose the Restoration
Sampling Strategy to balance quality and fidelity across dif-
ferent samplers. Quantitative and qualitative experiments
have demonstrated the effectiveness of our method.
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