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Abstract

Burst image super-resolution (BISR) aims to enhance the
resolution of a keyframe by leveraging information from
multiple low-resolution images captured in quick succes-
sion. In the deep learning era, BISR methods have evolved
from fully convolutional networks to transformer-based ar-
chitectures, which, despite their effectiveness, suffer from
the quadratic complexity of self-attention. We see Mamba
as the next natural step in the evolution of this field, offering
a comparable global receptive field and selective informa-
tion routing with only linear time complexity. In this work,
we introduce BurstMamba, a Mamba-based architecture for
BISR. Our approach decouples the task into two specialized
branches: a spatial module for keyframe super-resolution
and a temporal module for subpixel prior extraction, strik-
ing a balance between computational efficiency and burst
information integration. To further enhance burst process-
ing with Mamba, we propose two novel strategies: (i) op-
tical flow-based serialization, which aligns burst sequences
only during state updates to preserve subpixel details, and
(ii) a wavelet-based reparameterization of the state-space
update rules, prioritizing high-frequency features for im-
proved burst-to-keyframe information passing. Our frame-
work achieves SOTA performance on public benchmarks of
SyntheticSR, RealBSR-RGB, and RealBSR-RAW.

1. Introduction
Burst image super-resolution (BISR) is an emerging task
with a wide range of real-world applications, including mo-
bile photography [60] and satellite imaging [29, 53]. Un-
like single image super-resolution (SISR), BISR leverages
multiple low-resolution (LR) images captured in quick suc-
cession to enhance a keyframe’s resolution and quality.
By aggregating information from these frames, a burst se-
quence can reduce the ill-posedness of SISR and thus re-
cover finer details than a single image approach. This is es-
pecially valuable when super-resolving at high scaling fac-
tors (e.g. ×4 or ×8) or when facing high-frequency textures
that are difficult to reconstruct from a single frame.
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Figure 1. BurstMamba decouples the processing of the keyframe
image for single image super-resolution (SISR), with the process-
ing of the burst sequence for subpixel prior extraction. By design,
the temporal module is invariant to sequence length, thus Burst-
Mamba can adapt to varying burst lengths after deployment.

With the advancements in deep learning, research into
BISR primarily revolves around developing data-driven
techniques, with the SOTA being pushed forward with new
architectural advances. Early works were dominated by
convolutional UNets [11, 39, 41] that now made their way
to transformer-based models [12, 40]. As vision backbones,
transformers generally outperform CNNs when learning
from large-scale data due their self-attention mechanism
that allows dynamically weighting parameters [10]. How-
ever, as the number of tokens increases, the self-attention
operation exhibits quadratic complexity, leading to substan-
tial computational demands in tasks that require high spatial
resolutions. Considerable efforts have been spent optimiz-
ing efficiency [36, 49], yet such strategies often result in
performance drops [55].

To maintain a global receptive field and selective in-
formation routing, the quest to develop an effective back-
bone has turned researchers to Mamba [18, 35]. Mamba
is a selective state-space model-based (SSM) architecture,
referred to as S6, designed for efficient sequence model-
ing. Following its success in natural language processing
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(NLP) [18], Mamba has also demonstrated significant im-
pact across various vision tasks [20, 35, 67], offering a
backbone with linear time complexity [18]. In this work,
we explore Mamba’s potential in the setting of BISR, a cur-
rently underexplored domain [8].

While Mamba’s efficiency and high receptive field make
it a promising backbone for various vision tasks, its applica-
tion to BISR is not trivial. Unlike other multi-image fusion-
based vision tasks [34], BISR is distinct in its objective
of reconstructing a single high-resolution (HR) keyframe.
This necessitates a careful balance between computational
efficiency and information integration. Existing BISR ar-
chitectures either employ mid/late fusion where all burst
frames are independently processed before aggregation [2,
59], or deep fusion that allows continuous interactions be-
tween the burst features [12]. However, treating all frames
as equally important leads to inefficiencies in computation
and representation. When incorporating Mamba into BISR,
we seek to refine how information is extracted and utilized,
shifting from exhaustive processing, toward a more selec-
tive and adaptive approach that aligns with the ultimate ob-
jective of HR keyframe reconstruction.

As a first step, we argue that BISR can be seen as a com-
plementary task to SISR. Rather than treating burst process-
ing as an end in itself, we frame it as a means to refine
keyframe super-resolution. Instead of solving BISR as an
independent task, we integrate it into a SISR pipeline, lever-
aging burst information to extract and incorporate subpixel
priors for enhanced reconstruction.

With this goal, we introduce BurstMamba, a novel burst
image super-resolution model based on the Mamba archi-
tecture. To the best of our knowledge, BurstMamba is the
first Mamba-based model for BISR that does not rely on
any transformer backbone. BurstMamba consists of two
distinct branches: a spatial module for SISR that processes
only the keyframe and a temporal module that extracts sub-
pixel priors from the burst sequence. By decoupling these
two components, we enable the spatial branch to specialize
in super-resolution while the temporal branch focuses ex-
clusively on subpixel information extraction. This design
aims to reduce redundant computations on the entire burst
sequence while still allowing the necessary high-frequency
information to flow from the burst to the keyframe. Further-
more, as a byproduct of the SSM’s invariance to sequence
length, BurstMamba can adapt seamlessly to varying burst
lengths and scale efficiently. On the extreme, our design
choice of decoupling the two tasks allows us to completely
detach the temporal module for single image inference with
only a minor performance trade-off compared to training a
SISR model, offering flexibility in deployment scenarios.

Furthermore, we propose two novel strategies to im-
prove the extraction and transmission of subpixel informa-
tion with Mamba.

First, we tackle the problem of subpixel information loss
due to burst alignment. Typically, temporal Mamba blocks
use linear serialization, where corresponding spatial regions
are aligned throughout the sequence (e.g. processing the
same patch position in every image) [64]. However, pre-
aligning the burst sequence can blur local context and de-
stroy subpixel details for spatial processing. To tackle this
issue, we propose an optical flow-based serialization (OFS)
approach that aligns the burst sequence only during infor-
mation passing within the S6 block. By preserving the orig-
inal reference frame for further feature extraction and ab-
straction, OFS mitigates the loss of high-frequency details
while maintaining alignment where it matters most.

Second, we improve our model’s capability of passing
subpixel information across images within the temporal
module. While deepening the module could enhance high-
frequency detail extraction, it incurs a significant computa-
tional cost. Instead, we reparameterize the state-space up-
date rules using wavelets, prioritizing high-frequency fea-
tures to capture and pass subpixel information.
In summary, our contributions are as follows:
• We explore a Mamba-based architecture for BISR.
• We introduce BurstMamba, a pipeline that decouples the

processing of the keyframe for SISR, with the processing
of the burst sequence for subpixel prior extraction.

• We propose a novel optical flow-based serialization strat-
egy for processing bursts with Mamba, aligning features
only during state updates to preserve the original refer-
ence frames for further feature extraction.

• We improve subpixel information extraction by lever-
aging discrete wavelets to reparameterize the Mamba
state update rules, focusing burst-to-keyframe informa-
tion passing on high-frequency details.

With these contributions, BurstMamba achieves SOTA per-
formance on public BISR benchmarks such as RealBSR-
RGB [59], RealBSR-RAW [59] and SyntheticSR [2].

2. Related Work
Single image super-resolution (SISR) has been exten-
sively studied and serves as a foundation for many multi-
frame super-resolution approaches [58]. Given that our
proposed pipeline for BISR revolves around decoupling
SISR with subpixel information extraction from the burst
sequence, we deem it necessary to understand the advances
in SISR over the years, focusing on the evolution of key
architectural backbones.

We start with the pioneering work SRCNN [9], the earli-
est adopter of deep convolutional neural networks (CNNs)
for SISR. SRCNN broke from traditional sparse-coding-
based super-resolution (SR) to learn an end-to-end mapping
between the LR/HR images. This newly established norm
spawned many follow-up works exploring deeper and more
efficient CNN architectures [30, 33, 56, 66].
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CNN-based models soon made way to a new frontline
contender with the rise of the transformer [54]. Liang et
al. [32] introduced SwinIR, that leveraged the Swin Trans-
former [36] as a SR backbone. SwinIR achieved a larger
effective receptive field, enhanced texture reconstruction,
and more efficiently modeled long-range context. Subse-
quent transformer variants emerged to improve pixel ac-
tivations [5], model efficiency [38, 65] and training effi-
ciency [63]. These designs highlight an architectural shift
towards global context modeling for SISR, enabling finer
detail recovery. Naturally, this shift opened a path to Mam-
baIR [20], a simple but strong baseline for SISR, exploit-
ing the global receptive field and efficient computation of
Mamba blocks, while also using channel attention layers to
combat local pixel forgetting and channel redundancy.

Drawing from these past advancements, we view a
Mamba-based backbone as the natural next step in advanc-
ing BISR toward more efficient and powerful architectures,
motivating our exploration into this framework.
Burst image super-resolution (BISR) exploits multiple
LR images to overcome the ill-posed nature of SISR [62].
The core challenge is effectively aligning and fusing the
burst frames, which often contain subpixel shifts and scene
motion, to reconstruct a higher-resolution result.

Tsai et al. [52] were the first to utilize a consecutively
collected burst sequence to improve SR performance. In
their work, the authors propose a simple frequency-domain
based solution to up-sample multiple LR images. The focus
of researchers soon shifted towards tackling the problem in
the spatial domain as pure frequency domain-based solu-
tions were often prone to artifacts [1, 13, 14, 26, 43]. One
commonality of these approaches was the assumption of a
pre-known image degradation model and the exact motion
between each frame. Subsequent work improved upon this
by tackling BISR without such strong assumptions, either
jointly optimizing with image registration to provide robust-
ness against exact motion [23, 44], or with blur deconvolu-
tion for linear space-invariance [15]. Finally, with the ad-
vancements in deep learning, emphasis quickly shifted to-
wards data-driven techniques, leading the way to new archi-
tectural designs for improved performance, efficiency and
flexibility [11, 12, 28, 39–42, 51]. Similarly, in this work
we propose a novel model called BurstMamba based on
Mamba [18] for burst image super-resolution, a previously
underexplored architecture for the task [8].

Returning to the fundamental challenges of BISR,
namely the alignment and fusion of burst images, we fo-
cus on these two aspects separately to better motivate our
contributions. While we summarize here, a more extensive
search can be found in the supplement.

First, we investigate the alignment of images or features
of a burst sequence to facilitate better fusion. One straight-
forward strategy is pre-alignment. DBSR [2] uses opti-

cal flow [47, 48] to align the burst at the model’s bottle-
neck. FBANet [59] pre-align images with homography be-
fore feeding them into a Siamese structure. Although sim-
ple and effective, such alignments can cause loss in subpixel
details due to local blurring. In contrast, we develop an opti-
cal flow-based serialization for Mamba, that only aligns the
burst for image-to-image message passing. While our mod-
ule relies on precomputed flow paths, it retains each image’s
perspective during feature extraction. In this way, it mimics
the behavior of recent learnable alignment modules based
on deformable convolutional operations [8, 11, 12, 40–42].

After alignment, the information from multiple frames
must be aggregated while suppressing misaligned content.
Given that subpixel information often lies in the high-
frequencies, recent works have tried to leverage such cues
from misaligned aliased observations for improved fusion.
Delbracio et al. [7] accumulated Fourier bursts to weigh and
amplify each frame’s dominant high-frequency components
before averaging for burst deblurring. Huang et al. [25] de-
composed images into multi-scale frequency bands and em-
ployed wavelet-based fusion to fuse the high-frequency sub-
bands for multi-scale face super-resolution. By explicitly
enhancing and retaining high-frequency content during the
merging process, these methods produce a sharper, more de-
tailed restored image. This motivates us to improve the sub-
pixel information passing capabilities of Mamba through a
wavelet-based reparametrization of the state update rules.
Burst image super-resolution with Mamba has remained
an underexplored domain. The only BISR work that uti-
lizes Mamba blocks is QMambaBSR [8] for query-based
fusion. Compared to QMambaBSR, our model differs in
three distinct ways: (i) QMambaBSR still relies on trans-
former blocks that use self-attention with quadratic com-
plexity, while BurstMamba is linear, as a byproduct of be-
ing transformer free; (ii) QMambaBSR relies on only the
keyframe to update states across the entire sequence, los-
ing full selectivity on the burst. BurstMamba uses wavelet-
based updates to focus on high-frequency regions, with each
state-space parameter being dependent on the correspond-
ing image features; (iii) Finally, while QMambaBSR pro-
cesses the entire burst in heavy MSFM blocks, the tempo-
ral module of BurstMamba is shallow, consisting of only a
Mamba block and two 2D convolutional layers.

In the supplement, we provide further insights into mod-
els that adopt a Mamba backbone for other SR tasks.

3. Burst Image Super-Resolution with Mamba
In this section, we first start by tackling keyframe SR with
a spatial selective state-space model (Sec. 3.2). We then
develop a temporal module to extract valuable subpixel in-
formation from the burst sequence (Sec. 3.3). We finally
improve (i) the temporal information alignment via opti-
cal flow-based serialization (Sec. 3.4) and (ii) subpixel in-
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Figure 2. Illustration of the BurstMamba pipeline. BurstMamba
takes a RAW or RGB burst sequence as input and super-resolves
the keyframe (often the first image of the sequence). The model
consists of two key modules: (purple) spatial SSM to process only
the keyframe for single image super-resolution, (green) wavelet-
based temporal SSM to feed subpixel priors from the burst se-
quence into the spatial module.

formation extraction via wavelet-based state-space update
rules (Sec. 3.5). Our overall pipeline can be seen in Fig. 2.

3.1. Preliminaries
We begin by introducing state-space models, which are de-
fined by three parameters (A,B,C), providing a sequence-
to-sequence transformation via a latent state h:

h′(t) = Ah(t) +Bx(t) y(t) = Ch(t) (1)

We can transform the continuous (A,B) to discrete param-
eters (A,B) with a newly introduced step size hyperpa-
rameter ∆ through the zero-order hold discretization rules
A = exp(∆A) and B = (∆A)−1(exp(∆A)− I) ·∆B,
resulting in the discrete formulation:

ht = Aht−1 +Bxt yt = Cht (2)

As seen, structured state-space models (S4) [19] follow a
recurrent form similar to a recurrent neural network (RNN).

Compared to a transformer, which relies on recomputing the
attention matrix for every step, inference is more efficient
with S4 as state updates only rely on the current input and
the previous state.

One of the key advantages of a transformer compared
to an RNN is in its training, as attention masking allows
parallelization. Unlike an RNN, the linear nature of state-
space update rules (Eq. 1) allow the S4 output equation to
be restated as a convolution:

ht = Aht−1 +Bxt y = x ∗K (3)

with the defined kernel K = (CB,CAB, . . . ,CA
k
B)

allowing parallelization during training.
Despite the advantages of training and inference effi-

ciency compared with RNNs and transformers respectively,
the main drawback of S4 is its lack of selectivity when pro-
cessing information, a critical limitation for many NLP and
computer vision tasks. To this end, Mamba proposes a com-
promise in training efficiency by setting the variables B,
C and ∆ input-dependent to form a selective state-space
model (S6) [18]:

ht = exp(∆(xt)A)ht−1 +B(xt)xt (4a)
yt = C(xt)ht (4b)

While this restructuring disallows the use of the convolu-
tional representation (Eq. 3), training times can still be im-
proved through hardware-aware parallel algorithms [18].

3.2. Single Image Super-Resolution with Spatial S6
Adapting Mamba for computer vision tasks is not trivial,
as unlike natural language prompts, images do not possess
an inherent 1D sequential structure. A simple but effec-
tive solution is to use 2D selective scanning proposed by
VMamba [35], which decomposes the task into a set of indi-
vidual 1D scans, leveraging bi-directional row- and column-
wise serialization of an image to obtain discrete input se-
quences. This strategy is then utilized in MambaIR [20] for
SISR with the addition of channel attention layers that im-
prove performance by combating local pixel forgetting and
channel redundancy.

In this work, we start by developing a simple Mamba-
based keyframe SR model based on MambaIR, leveraging
both 2D selective scanning for effective spatial informa-
tion routing, as well as channel attention layers to improve
performance. The spatial SSM module focuses on super-
resolving only the keyframe, without needing subpixel in-
formation from the burst sequence, as illustrated in Fig. 2
(purple).

3.3. Extending to Burst Signals with Temporal S6
Since the spatial module only relies on the keyframe im-
age, its task of super-resolution is ill-posed in nature. To
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reduce the ambiguity in determining subpixel information,
we want to leverage the burst sequence. Each image in a
burst sequence is different, either due to global variances
(e.g. a moving environment, changing light conditions,
camera jitter), or local variances (e.g. moving salient ob-
ject). Even minor shifts can be quite telling, providing vital
subpixel information that can alleviate the ill-posedness of
the keyframe SR task.

Previous methods either process each image from a burst
sequence in a deep Siamese network and employ late fu-
sion [59], or process the entire burst via constant deep fu-
sion [42]. Processing the entire burst sequence throughout a
pipeline likely leads to redundant computations and repre-
sentations. To reiterate, the goal of BISR is to obtain a sin-
gle HR image from the keyframe (often the first frame of the
sequence). We therefore argue that the objective of spend-
ing resources processing the burst sequence should not be
direct super-resolution, but to extract valuable subpixel in-
formation to aid the SISR module.

With this goal, we construct a temporal branch that iter-
atively feeds subpixel priors to the single image keyframe
model. We build this temporal module leveraging temporal
Mamba blocks for inter-image-, and convolutional layers
for intra-image-information routing. Specifically for tem-
poral S6, we follow a typical bi-directional 1D selective
scanning strategy [27, 31, 37] and construct data forward-
ing in a three step approach: serialization, selective scan-
ning with S6, and merger. We first unfold the burst into
sequences of patches along two distinct traversal paths (se-
rialization), causal and reverse-causal. Each patch sequence
is then processed in parallel using a separate S6 block. Fi-
nally, we sum the results of individual blocks to integrate
the information from both paths (merger). To further ex-
tract context and help align with the spatial latent space, we
append a shallow convolutional block consisting of two 2D
convolutional layers after the temporal SSM that processes
the burst in a batched manner. After the burst is processed,
only the keyframe features are passed to the spatial SSM.

3.4. Optical Flow-Based Serialization (OFS)

The two building blocks of our temporal SSM, namely the
inter-image S6 layers and the intra-image shallow convolu-
tional layers, don’t add up to an overall high receptive field,
leaving the temporal module inadequate when dealing with
large motions in scenes. While consecutively taken pho-
tos in rapid succession rarely have large motion present, ro-
bustness against such phenomenon can easily be achieved
via image or feature alignment [2, 59]. Yet while alignment
can improve image-to-image information passing by sim-
plifying the act, the alignment process itself often leads to
information loss through feature smoothing, particularly for
subpixel details. And it is these details that are vital for the
keyframe SR module.

A

A A

A

Wavelet-based Temporal SSM (   S6)

Keyframe Burst

*

OF

Figure 3. Illustration of the optical flow-based serialization (OFS)
with bilinear alignment. OFS allows the model to preserve the in-
put structure and prevents smoothing subpixel features when pro-
cessing individual frames but aligns images for improved image-
to-image message passing within the temporal state-space blocks.

To address this, we propose a different approach: instead
of aligning the images beforehand [59], we keep each im-
age in the burst intact, in their native viewpoint, preserving
rich high-frequency information when feeding to the convo-
lutional blocks. Alignment is only performed for inter-burst
message passing, within the S6 layers, via a novel serializa-
tion strategy.

Specifically, we compute the optical flow to determine
how to map each pixel in each image to the keyframe, and
then serialize the information along these flow paths. How-
ever, we cannot simply use optical flow to compute an inte-
ger pixel-to-pixel mapping. Since we are interested in ex-
tracting subpixel information, rounding the flow direction
would introduce a significant precision loss. For further
fidelity, we serialize not on integer coordinates, but along
real-valued coordinates using bilinear interpolation to cap-
ture subpixel features.

Formally, we start by computing the pixelwise optical
flow map δb→0 from a frame Ib in the burst sequence
to the keyframe I0. Any pixel coordinates (x0, y0) ∈
Z2 of the reference keyframe is therefore given by the
corresponding mapped coordinate (xb, yb) = (x0, y0) −
δb→0 ∈ R2 in frame Ib. For the temporal SSM, we
serialize the features f along the optical flow path, i.e.
[f0(x0, y0), f1(x1, y1), . . . , f b(xb, yb)] with:

f(x, y) =

2∑
i=1

2∑
j=1

wi,j · f(x̄i, ȳj) , (5)
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the interpolation weights wi,j given by:

wij = (1− |x− x̄i|)(1− |y − ȳj |) (6)

and x̄i, ȳi ∈ Z denoting the closest integer neighbors of
the flow compensated coordinates x, y ∈ R (x̄1 = ⌊x⌋,
x̄2 = ⌈x⌉, ȳ1 = ⌊y⌋, ȳ2 = ⌈y⌉).
We illustrate OFS in Fig. 3.

3.5. Wavelet-based State-Space Update (ψS6)
Subpixel information is primarily concentrated in high-
frequency regions, whereas low-frequency areas offer less
valuable priors for extracting fine details. A common ap-
proach to capturing high-frequency features is to deepen a
model, but this is inefficient, especially in the context of the
temporal module. Since the temporal module processes the
entire burst sequence, appending further layers would lead
to redundant computations, as similar features would be re-
peatedly extracted across all burst frames.

Instead, we take a more efficient approach by leverag-
ing wavelets to enhance information transfer. The temporal
module plays a critical role in passing information across
images, with the key objective of relaying subpixel details
from the burst sequence to the keyframe module. To op-
timize this process, we prioritize high-frequency regions,
ensuring that the most relevant subpixel information is ef-
fectively preserved and utilized.

Wavelets provide a structured way to capture high-
frequency activation maps while maintaining spatial coher-
ence. By integrating wavelet-based guidance into Mamba’s
state update rules, we aim to improve the selective trans-
mission of subpixel details without excessively deepening
the temporal module, therefore achieving a more computa-
tionally efficient and effective fusion of burst information.

Formally, we restate Eq. 4 for the SSM update rules to
be wavelet-dependent:

ht = exp(∆(ψxt)A)ht−1 +B(ψxt)xt (7a)
yt = C(ψxt)ht (7b)

In practice, we pass the wavelet feature maps (ψxt
) of each

burst image through a convolutional layer to map the fea-
tures to a low dimension. We then apply a single linear layer
to extract the parameters (∆,B,C) before feeding to the
SSM. The wavelet transform helps identify high-frequency
responses, which then guide the state update rules, ensuring
that the subpixel information from these regions is priori-
tized in the model’s learning process.

4. Experiments
We evaluate our method on three public burst image
super-resolution benchmarks for ×4 enhancement (pre-
debayered): synthetic BurstSR [2] with synthetic RAW-
to-RGB, RealBSR-RAW [59] with real RAW-to-RGB and

RealBSR-RGB [59] for real RGB-to-RGB super-resolution.
We conduct our ablation studies using RealBSR-RGB un-
less stated otherwise. We provide further information on
implementation details in the supplementary materials.

4.1. Results
We show the quantitative results on the three public bench-
marks in Tab. 1. As seen, BurstMamba outperforms exist-
ing work across the board, showing up to 1.886dB PSNR
improvement in RealBSR-RGB.

In Fig. 4 we show qualitative results of our model com-
pared to existing methods [2, 3, 11, 12, 40, 59]. As seen,
our model is better capable of generating high-frequency
information in the final image: (top) better preserving
small gaps, (bottom) showing improved performance on
fine structure, e.g. thin lines. Further samples can be seen
in the supplementary materials.

4.2. Ablation Studies
Effects of Individual Components. In Tab. 2 we show-
case an ablation study where we isolate the effects of our
proposed components. Starting with the spatial SSM which
already shows SOTA performance on RealBSR-RGB, we
first include the temporal SSM that feeds in subpixel pri-
ors into the keyframe module. This is where we expect
the biggest gain in performance as we introduce new, vital
subpixel information from the burst sequence not available
to the initial keyframe module. As observed, this addition
results in a whopping 1.213dB PSNR improvement. We
then further refine the performance of the temporal module
by changing the linear serialization to optical flow-based
serialization (OFS), aligning the features of the burst se-
quence for the state updates. The model further improves
by +0.199dB PSNR. Finally we force the model to focus
on high-frequency regions of the burst to better extract sub-
pixel information by introducing wavelet-based state update
rules (ψS6), resulting in a final boost of +0.207dB PSNR.
Effects of Burst Length and the Temporal Module. We
investigate how our model scales with the burst sequence
length post-training. Not only is our burst module com-
pletely detachable (for burst length of 1), but also our tem-
poral module is independent of the burst length. This
stems from the structure of Mamba’s sequential state up-
dates (Eq. 2) where each element is processed one after an-
other, allowing our model to be used with any burst length
post-training without alterations. In Tab. 3 we observe
two key features of our model. First, we observe that our
model scales well with burst length, continuously show-
ing increased performance as more information is added
to the system. Still, we also face diminishing returns.
The most significant boost comes from adding the first
burst image (+0.882dB PSNR) showing more than 6 times
higher gains than adding 4 more images at a burst length
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SyntheticSR [2] RealBSR-RAW [59] RealBSR-RGB [59]
Method PSNR↑ SSIM↑ LPIPS↓ PSNR↑ SSIM↑ LPIPS↓ PSNR↑ SSIM↑ LPIPS↓
DBSR [2] 39.17 0.946 0.081 20.91 0.635 0.134 30.72 0.899 0.101
MFIR [3] 41.55 0.964 0.045 21.56 0.638 0.131 30.90 0.899 0.098
BIPNet [11] 41.93 0.967 0.035 22.90 0.641 0.144 30.66 0.892 0.111
BSRT-L [40] 43.62 0.975 0.025 22.58 0.622 0.103 30.78 0.900 0.101
FBANet [59] 42.23 0.970 - 23.42 0.677 0.125 31.01 0.898 0.102
SBFBurst [6] 42.19 0.968 0.036 - - - 31.07 0.903 0.096
Burstormer [12] 42.83 0.973 - 27.29 0.816 - 31.20 0.907 -
QMambaBSR [8] 43.12 0.97- - 27.56 0.820 - 31.40 0.908 -
BurstMamba (Ours) 44.51 0.978 0.037 28.03 0.832 0.064 33.29 0.929 0.045

Table 1. Performance comparison of existing burst image SR methods on the SyntheticSR, RealBSR-RAW and RealBSR-RGB datasets.

Keyframe

BSRT-L

Bicubic

FBANet

DBSR

Burstormer

MFIR

Ours

BIPNet

GT

Figure 4. Qualitative comparison of different methods on the RealBSR-RGB dataset for ×4 burst image super-resolution.

of 10 (+0.131dB PSNR). We showcase qualitative sam-
ples demonstrating the correlation between improved per-
formance and burst length in Fig. 5. Further samples are
provided in the supplementary materials.

Second, we observe that despite being trained with the
temporal module to learn how to utilize subpixel priors,
when detached, the keyframe SR module still performs well
when compared to the keyframe module trained on its own
(only −0.379dB PSNR compared to Tab. 2 row 1). This is
especially apparent when the input image consists mainly
of low-frequency components as seen in Fig. 5 - bottom.

In Fig. 5 we also visualize the difference of the varying
BISR outputs to the single image keyframe prediction. As
observed, the temporal SSM specializes in subpixel infor-
mation extraction, only refining the high-frequency regions
of the super-resolved image, leaving the low-frequency ar-
eas unchanged.

Effects of Feature Alignment. In Tab. 2 we show that

the inclusion of optical flow-based serialization (OFS) can
help the performance of the model (+0.199dB PSNR). This
raises the follow-up question: Is the main benefit of OFS the
alignment of the intermediate features, or its preservation of
the individual image perspectives within the burst?

We conduct an ablation study in Tab. 4 to understand
this component further and make two critical observations.
First, we observe that alignment is only beneficial for BISR
when applied with bilinear interpolation (rows I-II-IV).
Aligning the sequence before being input into the model,
or during serialization, both result in performance bene-
fits (row II +0.084dB PSNR, row IV +0.199dB PSNR).
Interestingly, integer-based alignment, i.e. rounding the
flow compensated coordinates and applying linear serial-
ization results in a significant drop in performance (row
III-IV −0.646dB PSNR). This is due to excessive fea-
ture smoothing as a byproduct of the non-surjective nature
of integer-based alignment. Considering the pixel coordi-
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Figure 5. Qualitative results from varying the input burst sequence length (L) for BurstMamba on the RealBSR-RGB dataset. In the top
row we illustrate the benefit of increasing the burst length when facing a scene dominated by high frequency details. In the bottom row, we
show that single image super-resolution can provide a sufficiently good result when processing a scene with simple structures. Additionally,
we isolate the contribution of the temporal module by showing the difference of each prediction to the decoupled single image prediction.

Input OFS ψS6 PSNR↑ SSIM↑
Single 31.668 0.900
Burst 32.881 0.924
Burst ✓ 33.080 0.928
Burst ✓ ✓ 33.287 0.929

Table 2. Ablation study on proposed com-
ponents starting from the single image super-
resolution baseline.

# PSNR↑ SSIM↑
1 31.289 0.890
2 32.171 0.907
5 32.764 0.918
10 33.156 0.926
14 33.287 0.929

Table 3. Altering the # im-
ages post-training.

Alignment Interpolation PSNR↑ SSIM↑
I. None - 32.881 0.924
II. Pre-Align Bilinear 32.965 0.926
III. OFS Integer 32.434 0.917
IV. OFS Bilinear 33.080 0.928

Table 4. Ablation study comparing (i) integer and bilinear
optical flow-based serialization (OFS) and (ii) the impact
of when to align the input images.

nates of two images, flow-based alignment acts as a non-
surjective function where the source coordinates map onto
a co-domain of the target coordinates. In other words, the
flow-compensated coordinates may only cover a portion of
the target image. Compared to bilinear interpolation where
all neighboring pixels are taken into account when aggre-
gating features, integer-based alignment may lead to the
loss of critical information if some pixels are missing due
to the coordinate rounding. To compensate, we speculate
that the convolutional layers spread the information across
neighboring pixels such that the relevant information can be
present regardless of the rounding error. This results in lo-
cal feature smoothing, degrading the quality of the subpixel
features and causing an observable drop in performance.

Second, we note that the preservation of the individ-
ual image perspectives is beneficial for BISR (row II-
IV +0.115dB PSNR). Due to bilinear interpolation, pre-
aligning images causes unnecessary smoothing that can de-
stroy vital subpixel information. By only applying align-
ment during serialization, we preserve the individual im-
age perspectives to improve the effectiveness of the convo-
lutional layers of the temporal unit.

5. Conclusion
In this work, we explore a Mamba-based architecture for
BISR and introduce BurstMamba. We decouple keyframe
SR from burst sequence processing to reduce computational
overhead and representation redundancies. As a byprod-
uct of using SSMs, BurstMamba can adapt to varying se-
quence lengths and even fully detach the keyframe module
with minimal performance drops. Furthermore, we intro-
duce two novel contributions: (i) optical flow-based seri-
alization that mitigates information loss due to burst align-
ment, and (ii) a wavelet-based reparameterization of state-
space update rules that enhances burst-to-keyframe infor-
mation transfer efficiency. We not only show that Burst-
Mamba can achieve SOTA performance on public bench-
marks, but also extensively ablate our model to demonstrate
the effectiveness of each component.

In this work we evaluate our model on BISR. Yet,
given the similarities in data structure, BurstMamba can be
adapted to general burst image enhancement tasks such as
deblurring, denoising, and HDR. We leave the adaptation of
BurstMamba for these tasks as future work.
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6. Supplementary Material

6.1. Extensive Related Work

6.1.1. Aligning Burst Frames
DBSR [2] aligns deep features via pixel-wise optical flow
estimation, achieving sub-pixel registration at the cost of
dependency on flow accuracy [48]. BSRT [40] combines
optical flow with deformable convolutions in a Pyramid
Flow-Guided Alignment module, using coarse SpyNet [46]
flow to guide learned offset refinement at multiple scales.
This hybrid approach handles large shifts while reducing
noise. In purely learning-based alignment, BIPNet [11]
propose an edge-boosting alignment module: features
from each frame are enhanced via an attention-based fil-
ter and then aligned by deformable convolutions. The
aligned features (dubbed pseudo-burst features) are refined
with multi-scale context before fusion. Building on this,
Burstormer [12] introduces an improved deformable align-
ment that continually exchanges information with the refer-
ence frame to better handle complex motion. Their align-
ment module enriches each frame’s features via the ref-
erence, yielding more robust alignment under large object
movements. Similarly, Mehta et al. [41] employ implicit
alignment by deformable convolutions coupled with a fea-
ture back-projection refinement. In a related vein, GMT-
Net [42] employs a multi-scale burst alignment (MBFA)
that denoises and aligns features across resolutions. It
uses an attention-guided deformable alignment (AGDA) to-
gether with a gated multi-kernel scheme to achieve fine
alignment at each scale. The inclusion of a minor aligned
feature enrichment step further corrects residual misalign-
ments post-warping. Even the latest state-space models for
bursts acknowledge the need for upfront alignment: QMam-
baBSR [8] first align all frames to the base view before ap-
plying their Mamba-based fusion strategy.

6.1.2. Fusing Information Across Bursts
Early solutions approached fusion in the frequency do-
main – for example, Tsai et al. [52] formulated SR recon-
struction by merging Fourier coefficients from misaligned
inputs – or via iterative back-projection to progressively
refine a high-resolution estimate. For single image SR,
Blau et al. showed that simply optimizing pixel-wise losses
in the RGB domain often fails to recover sharp textures [4],
leading to works that integrate high frequency reconstruc-
tion as an auxiliary target, in Fourier [16] or wavelet do-
mains [21, 24]. Still, modern burst SR methods, operate
in the spatial feature domain and leverage learned fusion
modules. A straightforward approach is to concatenate or
average aligned features and feed them through CNN lay-
ers, but recent works show that adaptive fusion yields bet-
ter preservation of fine details. Attention-based fusion has
emerged as a powerful strategy to weigh contributions from

each frame. DBSR [2] introduced an attention-based mod-
ule to adaptively merge information from all frames af-
ter optical-flow alignment. Similarly, non-local attention
mechanisms were used in EBSR [39] and EDVR [57], al-
lowing the network to learn affinity weights between feature
pixels across frames. By modeling pairwise affinities, these
methods can emphasize mutually reinforcing details and de-
emphasize outliers or misaligned content. Transformer ar-
chitectures take this further by capturing long-range depen-
dencies across the burst. For instance, BSRT [40] employs
a Swin Transformer backbone to globally attend to cross-
frame cues during fusion, which helps exploit subtle cor-
relations dispersed over the burst. BIPNet [11] propose an
early fusion strategy: rather than deferring merging to a fi-
nal stage, they construct a pseudo-burst feature set in which
each feature encodes complementary information from all
frames. This enables extensive inter-frame information ex-
change prior to up-sampling. They then aggregate the fused
features over multiple up-sampling stages, gradually build-
ing up the SR image. This multi-stage fusion (as opposed
to one-shot late fusion) was shown to retain finer details.
Burstormer [12] incorporates both local and global fusion
steps: after aligning and enriching features, they introduce
a cyclic burst sampling technique that forces the network
to circulate information among frames, and finally a ded-
icated burst feature fusion module integrates all frames’
contributions. On the other hand, GMT-Net [42] explicitly
factor both local and global affinities into their fusion de-
sign. They propose a Transposed-Attention Feature Merg-
ing (TAFM) module which performs attention in two paral-
lel streams – one capturing channel-wise local interactions
among aligned frame features, and another modeling global
correlations between the reference and neighboring frames.
This attention-based fusion extracts complementary details
by encoding inter-frame affinity at multiple levels.

6.1.3. Mamba for Super-Resolution
Mamba is a recently introduced state-space sequence model
that offers a compelling alternative to Transformers for cap-
turing long-range dependencies [18]. Unlike self-attention,
which scales quadratically with sequence length, Mamba
achieves linear complexity and fast inference by replac-
ing attention with a state-space representation, enabling
it to handle very long sequences without sacrificing per-
formance. This efficient sequence modeling has quickly
gained traction in both high-level and low-level vision
tasks [35, 67]. For image super-resolution, Qiao et al. [45]
propose a hierarchical Mamba network for SISR that scans
the image in single directions but alternates scan direc-
tions across layers to capture horizontal and vertical con-
text, significantly improving efficiency and SR accuracy.
With BurstMamba, we employ an analogous strategy for
burst image super-resolution, where we decouple the tem-
poral and spatial scans.
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Several other works have already explored Mamba’s po-
tential in super-resolution. MPSI [22] introduces an SISR
model built on Channel-Mamba blocks that model long
pixel sequences to capture global pixel-wise interactions.
They further incorporate a recursive Mamba module to
carry forward features across all network layers, ensuring
information from early layers influences later ones for rich
multi-level detail reconstruction. Xiao et al. [61] tackles re-
mote sensing image super-resolution with Mamba, develop-
ing a frequency-assisted Mamba framework that leverages
spatial-frequency fusion for higher fidelity reconstruction.
In contrast, with BurstMamba, we always stay within the
spatial domain but still leverage high-frequency informa-
tion through wavelet transforms. MLFSR [17] is a Mamba
model for light field SR, using a global interaction module
to model 4D spatial-angular correlations over many views.
Unlike BurstMamba that decouples temporal and keyframe
processing, Gao et al. [17] join all burst images in the spa-
tial dimension, forming a large grid that gets processed by
MLFSR.

6.2. Further Qualitative Results
In Fig. 6 and Fig. 7 we show further results comparing our
method to existing BISR approaches on RealBSR-RGB.
As seen, our method produces sharper images, better pre-
serves high-frequency structures, and improved pattern de-
tails compared to existing architectures.

Furthermore, in Fig. 8 we show further samples of
the effects of varying the input burst sequence length
(L) post-training. The two samples illustrate again that
with increased burst length, the temporal module is better
able to extract relevant subpixel information around high-
frequency regions in the image, improving the fidelity of
the final super-resolved prediction. Once again, at regions
dominated by low-resolution features (empty area above the
house, flat regions in the building’s wall) the temporal mod-
ule does not change the single image keyframe prediction.

6.3. Implementation Details
We use a single convolutional layer to extract shallow fea-
tures, projecting the input image into 180 channels. Un-
like previous methods [2, 3, 11, 59] we do not debayer the
raw image, instead retain the 1 channel RGGB structure.
Thus we let the model learn to demosaic alongside super-
resolution. We construct BurstMamba with 6 stacks of spa-
tial and temporal SSM blocks. We then append an upsam-
pling layer following MambaIR for ×4 SR [20].

For each benchmark, we train our model from scratch.
The training is scheduled in two stages: First, we train
the keyframe SR model for 150k iterations using training
patches of size 40×40. We then include the temporal mod-
ule and train the complete pipeline for an additional 250k
iterations with training patch sizes of 30 × 30. We use a

fixed batch size of 20, a burst size of 14 with the AdamW
optimizer and a learning rate of 10−4. We use RAFT [50] to
compute optical flow for OFS unless the flow information
is already provided alongside the training data.
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Figure 6. Qualitative comparison of different methods on the RealBSR-RGB dataset for ×4 BISR.
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Figure 7. Qualitative comparison of different methods on the RealBSR-RGB dataset for ×4 BISR.
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Figure 8. Further qualitative results from varying the input burst sequence length (L) for BurstMamba on the RealBSR-RGB dataset.
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