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Abstract: In response to the high hardware requirements associated with the deployment of current deep
learning-based remote sensing image super-resolution reconstruction models, this paper presented a light-
weight, re-parameterized residual feature remote sensing image super-resolution reconstruction network.
Firstly, a residual local feature module was designed using re-parameterization to effectively extract local
image features. Simultaneously considering the occurrence of similar features within images, a lightweight

global context module was devised to associate similar features in images, enhancing the network’s feature
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representation capability. The channel compression rate of this module was adjusted to reduce the model's
parameter count and improve its performance. Finally, a multi-level feature fusion module was employed
before the upsampling module to aggregate deep features and generate a more comprehensive feature repre-
sentation. Tested on the UC Merced remote sensing dataset, this algorithm exhibits a parameter count of
539 K for X3 super-resolution, a PSNR of 30.01 dB, a SSIM of 0.844 9, and an inference time of
0.010 s. In comparison, the HSENet algorithm has a parameter count of 5470 K, a PSNR of 30. 00 dB,
an SSIM of 0.842 0, and an inference time of 0. 059 s. Experimental results demonstrate that this algo-
rithm outperforms the HSENet algorithm, featuring fewer parameters, faster execution, and notable im-
provements in PSNR and SSIM. Testing on the DIV2K natural image dataset reveals that this algorithm
exhibits advantages in PSNR and SSIM compared to other algorithms, demonstrating its strong generaliza-
tion capability.
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Fig. 1 Architecture of Re-parameterization residual feature network(ReRFN)
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Fig. 3 Enhanced global context block(EGCB)
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Xt T B B — A E S5, A SORE 2 0 1 B B
B CSEPANTT M ALR A5 . SH B R AE
%45 Windows10,CPU & 3. 6 GHz iy Inter(R)
Xeon(R) W-2123,GPU 11 GB 247 # NVID-
TA RTX2080ti, 5k HI TR i 2% > HE4E pytorchl. 9. 0.
4.1 XKWGIFTE

ARSI A 25 ¥R FH Adam ;46 %8 5k DI 2k
Y, — B RERT B R Y B U R A R R
£1=0.9,8,=0.999, %X A6 B9 4E 55 1 K [
IR BG4 AR SCORBUT AR 6] 19 I 255w, 5
TE 38 B R 0 6 53 B AT 55 mh K W IR 2 2] Rk
B o1 X 10 P IFAESS 4004 epoch Y Ab BE 5 AR R
TE A SR R 0 4 B R AT 55 D K W) IR 2 2 Rk
B 5 X 107, o B A 5% R KR R 2 3 B I
Ja 7 B AR BRI 25 AT 55 op K00 B 2 ) SRk
S 1 X 1077, 8 FH 4 5% AR ] Bk 2 o S, B
1545 59 R FH L1 2K eR B B AL Ak . AR SCR
90°, 180°, 270° i HL JiE i F1 7K - B 5% 1) B0 4 384 5k
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T7 B BR Y 1S 10 /5 . A SCBER i ReFB
B KR 6, Hodh B4 ReFB B f A il ) 1 18
B C YR E Ry 50, 16 o BER AT 55 R AR R
B R 7 k6 AR AT 245 345 R A5 RLOK A
PG 2 AT 55 Th AN SR BUAT AT B R AR B

AR 3R WA 15 W He (PSNR) #1145 #4 A1 L)
PE (SSIM) Xf BT A7 45 S 47 3F i, Horp PSNR H]
T R 5 HR Z 83 % i 2 5, SSIM
FHFVEAN 10 AR 00 25 K4 #H BLEE , AN IFAN 4 A
F14) {7k 7 P D) 5 A AR Ak SR B A R A b, AR S
WA T AR SO S5 SRR 0T
i X A5 AR RN SRR A
4.2 ERBEGESPEEIR

7 33k £ % ] UC Merced 1% J2% 5k it 4219 5
TE BH A ST £ R BE B A 8k . UC Merced 1
B AR th 21 -8 B3 S IS A, b R — A2k
A 100 3k B &, B3 2 100 5% , FF H 4 —Fh E
1% 1) K /N2 R 256 X 256 pixel, 25 ] 43 B K N
0.3 m/pixel, 5 H Al 32 8% KR 0 88 7 KAk —
BE AR SCH Bl B2 50 SR A3 43+ U1 2 4 R
£, 1050 K EMR  FEAR SCEE 5 Ll W =
YR8 B0 )7 3 HR 9847 F R EEAS 8 LRCF
SRAREAEE R X 2, X 3, X 4), B AH R B HR B %
Y& & ground truth, XF F 2% 345 F1 4 4% #8 43 PF F
125, BEHLBT £ K/ ok 96X 96, 144X 144,196 X
196 ) HR $, fie /NI 2Rtk vk i & ok 15, 8 3831 25
5004~ JE 4

R T IR IE AR SCF R X R EAR O S PR
MR B A B B ReRFN 7F UC Merced 32t
AT AL I 5 2 A0 F5 1 18 RGO 43
PR BEIE VAT T E , 4245 : Bicubic #fi £, SC™,
SRCNN"' | FSRCNN"*' | LGCNet*™ , DCM"" ,
HSENet'™ , CTN"™ , ReFDN"® & &y | %k 1 J&
IR T BABIEEREXT LAY 45 5 | IE A AR S HE UL
T 7E 256 X 256 1Y) HR 3% J& B8 T 45 Fi 3 2 76 A
[ ROEE ) 2 8w 5t 5 & (M-Adds) . R AL
B T AR SCRE R A 45 T0UAE B b R 4 T A
BRL, 5 AR SCR LS 80> 1/3 19 CTN S L A1
o, AR SCHAE T 7E UC Merced 342 H 2 f% .3
i 4 A5 R 4 e R A T A9 2 1Y PSNR {8 43 51 &
0.75 dB, 0.56 dB 1 0.28 dB, SSIM 43 % &
0.007 2,0.013 F10.011 3, 5 HSENet & 1

F1 KEEAEUC Merced ik & TR HEBEXT EE
Tab.1 Performance comparison of various algorithms in

UC Merced test dataset

e M-

Bk Scale B K Adds/G PSNR  SSIM
Bicubic X2 — — 30.76  0.8789
e X2 — — 32.77 0.916 6
SRCNN X2 8 4.5 32.84 0.9152
FSRCNN X2 17 0.3 33.18 0.9196
LGCNet X2 193 12.7  33.48 0.9235
DCM X2 1842  30.2  33.65 0.9274
HSENet X2 5286 66.8 34.22 0.9327
CNT X2 349 4.2 33.59 0.9255
ReFDN X2 — — 34.06  0.9304
ReRFN X2 532 8.1  34.33 0.9327
Bicubic X3 — — 27.46  0.7631
e X3 — — 28.26 0.797 1
SRCNN X3 8 4.5 28.66 0.8038
FSRCNN X3 17 0.2 29.09 0.8167
LGCNet X3 193 12.7  29.28 0.8238
DCM X3 2258 16.3 29.52 0.8394
HSENet X3 5470 30.8  30.00 0.8420
CNT X3 349 2.6 29.44 0.8319
ReFDN X3 — — 29.85 0.8405
ReRFN X3 539 3.6 30.01 0.8449
Bicubic X4 — — 25.65 0.6725
e X4 — — 26.51 0.7152
SRCNN X4 8 4.5  26.78 0.7219
FSRCNN X4 17 0.1  26.93 0.7267
LGCNet x4 193 12.7  27.02 0.7333
DCM X4 2175  13.0  27.22 0.7528
HSENet X4 5433 19.2  27.73 0.7623

CNT X4 360 1.8 27.41 0.7512
ReFDN X4 343 1.3 27.68 0.7596
ReRFN X4 548 2.1 27.69 0.7625

T R AN R UL (B T Rl 230K

b, A SCHR Y PSNRAE AT SSIM A 5 A G, AL
PR A SCRE LT MA R, AR ZE SR A
HSENet Bk 8 1/10 A SCr & B A3 T H
TR i A B FE VR e AR IS TR A Y
SR I HAE S B T AR T R g
7K o

A TR . 7E UC Merced Ml 45
B TR) R S g SR AN S MR 6 fifs . | 5 3
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o532 %

TN B R A5 A SRR N 3 A R R T R A5 R L
KM% Airplane91 24 il , Bicubic, SRCNN, LGCNet
SRR AL I A AE W] S 0 i AR A
th1g , B 9% DCM, HSENet il CNT % 3% A L i
B 8 43 B0 AN O A5, AEL AT 9K A7 7 0 Y AR
AN (R A ) R A LG 2 R A SO R A i R
TG NS VE T M, 5 HR R . K6
FR MY AT AE 45 R84 P R T &Y

LI E & Runway50 2y i , H 1 Bicubic, SRCNN,

(PSNR)

LGCNet 3% = Ff 57 % 5 4l (10 2000 40 22, 36 1) i
LM AN L AEE W B h %, DCM, HSENet
HICNT 5309 5 ) o3 A7 i 48 71 (H 2 A SR 77
e AL IS . AR SCH L ReRFN A LG H:
b B3 72 i A A T g T Y R R & RN R
JEEG P K 2 b R T 3 B T DL O A — e R E
T RS B AL SR A R R A
B AY ReRFN B 32 76 £ W9 36 b (o i B 5 o
Iy i) LS

LGCNet
(29.28 dB)

SRCNN
(28.66 dB)

Bicubic
(27.46 dB)

'J'J'J'«

. DCM HSENet CNT ReRFN
Airplane91 (29.52 dB) (30.00 dB) (29.44 dB) (30.01 dB)
K5 Airplane91 78 3£ 1 4 B A4 T 4 ) 45 5L
Fig.5 Reconstruction results of Airplane91 at X 3 SR

Bicubic SRCNN LGCNet
(PSNR) (25.65 dB) (26.78 dB) (27.02 dB)

R 50 DCM HSENet CNT ReRFN
unway (27.22 dB) (27.73 dB) (27.41 dB) (27.69 dB)

6 Runway50 7E 4 %5 48 43 ¥ K 8 #1945

Fig. 6 Reconstruction results of Runway at X4 SR

BEAh, 0 TR H A AN SR AE A ) i g =
JT A B A ROR, 3R 2 3R T 3R Ay PR
T 21 K8 B S PSNR B . R iy 45 1l

VL AR SCRIEAE 6 4> 1 i@ 57 T UG 1 B
f PSNR £5 1, 75 8 2 7 57 T UAS 128 4
f PSNR 455, £5 5 U BT ok, A SCHE B s
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Tab.2 PSNR values of 21 types of remote sensing scenes for each algorithm under X 3 SR

27 Bicubic SC SRCNN  FSRCNN  LGCNet DCM  HSENet CNT  ReRFN
Ak 26.86  27.23 27.47 27.61 27.66 29.06 27.64 31.79 28.13
MWl 26.71  27.67 28. 24 28.98 29.12 30.77 30. 09 28.22 30.16

i Bk 37 4 33.33  34.06 34.33 34.64 34.72 33.76 35.05 29. 37 35.16
it 36.14  36.87 37.00 37.21 37.37 36. 38 37.69 34.73 37.68
A 25.09  26.11 26. 84 27.50 27.81 28.51 28.95 37.89 28.91
N 25.21  25.82 26.11 26.21 26.39 26.81 26.70 28.01 26.74
HEAT 25.76 26.75 27.41 28. 02 28.25 28.79 29. 24 26.42 29.19
AR 27.53  28.09 28. 24 28.35 28. 44 28.16 28. 59 28.41 28. 59
1 B 27.36  28.28 28.69 29. 27 29.52 30. 45 30. 63 28.43 30.58
R KRBk 35.21 35.92 36.15 36. 43 36.51 34.43 36.62 29. 67 36.75
i 21.25  22.11 22.82 23.29 23.63 26.55 24.88 36. 24 24. 96

% 1 26.48  27.20 22.67 28.06 28. 29 29.28  29.21 23.99 29.19
HHR A 2 X 25.68  26.54 27.06 27.58 27.76 27.21 28.55 28.42 28. 60
%8l 5 [l 22.25  23.25 23. 89 24.34 24. 59 26.05 25.70 27.86 25.67
ST 24.59  25.30 25.65 26.53 26. 58 27.77 28.22 24. 99 28.08
1= 21.75 22.59 23.11 23.34 23.69 24.95 24. 66 27.48 24. 69

T 9 28.12  28.71 28. 89 29.07 29.12 28.89 29.22 23.63 29. 28
iRzl 29.30  30.25 30. 61 31.01 31.15 32.53 31.15 29.03 30.72

R o 21X 28.34  29.33 29. 40 30. 23 30.53 29.81 31.64 30. 68 31.66
il 29.97  30.86 31.33 31.92 32.17 29.02 32.95 31.18 32.92

] 5k 37 29.75  30.62 30. 98 31.34 31.58 30. 76 32.71 32.43 32.51
S 27.46  28.23 28. 66 29.09 29.28 29.52 30.00 29. 44 30.01

T AR E AL R AR R ) 2w

0 T 2 BRI . AR T A R AR SRR AE
— B4 5 G A R AR AE 1 3 5 P BE % BRUAS T A 1
HAELER, B ERY FRAR R A X R
M 3 6 E AN [R] 2 51 9 128 J8k 37 5 o] LA R A
B AEAE I A B & oy HE R )5 15 3
() PSNR {E B A, L G AR LT 16 R4S 242 37 56 b
X A FEAE 0 s B> B ER B A
PSNR 1B 8 = , L 40 v i | 5 R 9 3R 3 f i 3k
EEHLIX

N T RAE R R SR A PERE AR SCH 43 i e
) S4TSR ) 45 v RS AR S H
WFHFEIAT T, R 3R, WESATLE
), 75 38 B R 3 A o BERBCT AR SCR R AR B
FrmtiE] S0 R SRR REUS T A7
i, I A SR IR S 80 SR e 8 T
S5 R W A M b, L3 7 0 A X A b, vt F
NG IZ AR N, FH B B A 3 ol i oy B

R3 BHEEIGEBESVEZEETHEI ML
Tab.3 Comparison of model performance of various al-

gorithms under X 3 SR

By BHKE/K M-Adds/G  #fERLRSH] /s PSNR
LGCNet 193 12.7 0.004 29. 28
DCM 2 258 16.3 0.003 29.52
HSENet 5470 30.8 0. 059 30. 00
CTN 349 2.6 0.017 29. 44
ReRFN 539 3.6 0.010 30.01

4.3 AXEZENHEBMXE

T B T B RS A R AR SR T
ZA AR, I B Gt T R [ L8 AE UC
Merced % JiE 4 [ 4458 4 B R 8 19 45 51, Horp
5 E AR S DI A v BE AL Ak B 105 5K B4R . il
b T Al S 5 Ay B S AT UL R R IE : (1) ESA S
EGCB 5% H X 45 79 P GE 19 %2 5 (2) EGCB A5 4
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32 %

%) 308 1 P 246 A5 250 X A A M B A R 5 (3) TS 8K
b 45 ¥4 43 S 6 AR BB G 5 I 5 (4) ReFB A58k
F14) 50 8 X ASE 0 4 B 194 52 W) 5 (5) HE B 1) Reblock+
GELU J2 #0ouf B2 2P B8 (9 52 0 5 (6) 2R FH 2 2 4%
IF Rl A A5E BRX ASE HR P R 114 5
4.3.1 ESA 5 EGCB #3342 2 M 4k % vhr
AT T 5 2R E A ESA 5 EGCB
B e S AR A P B A R A . (1) O ik 1 7R 2 4
E 5 BB B tp R ff ] ESA 5 EGCB B85 (2)
T3 1% 2 AE TR 2 FRAE 32 BORE He v HUfil ] ESA
e (3) J5 1 3 76 U8 2 ¢ AiE 2 BB e rp H i ]
EGCB B ; (4) J7 ik 4 76 32 F5 A 45 BURE He v
A B ESA 5 EGCB £ 3, {H B He ff F (1) it
J¥ 0 EGCB B ¥t 7E ESA B > 55 (5) ik 5.
6 VR 2 R AE 32 BUBE B rp [R] B F ESA 5 EGCB
B B Y A ESA # 87 EGCB i 2 i .
iR MK 4R, WK P A LLE 1 ESA
EGCB B 7E R R B B B4R o T oy R
(%% 5, LA B {8 F ESA 5 EGCB B B 7 45 %)
1) A 4 S O A, U BT X R A AR B BB A R K
iy 3 BRI A% 1 23 Ta] R AE A0 4 Ry B R SCRRAE L I
LA [R) B P A 455 e b, S e 1 T ) A
23X 45 R TE N — 2 e, Heh  ESA B 1) Iy
TE EGCB Z Hif I U5 1Y 24CR B 4, Ui W] 1 ESA
P S B RIE TR WA AE 2 R BN SO B LI
EGCB Jift 78 #55 He £ J5 v] DL E — 25 45 T A5 0 %o 4
SrHERE MR . R, Jr vk 5 L i
LERSHE LN T 60 K, {HJ& PSNR Al
SSIM 43 532 # T 0. 13 dB 1 0. 004 7, T # 3%
R a7 L T

&4 ESA 5 EGCB#ER X2 1 8 i 2 1
Tab.4 Influence of ESA and EGCB on model perfor-

mance

SR/ M- PSNR/
AR Tk . .
K adds/G SSIM

Jikl 486 1.99  27.78/0.763 2
Jk2 525 2.06
J5ik3 509 2.03
FHik4 548 2. 09
k5
(Ours)

27.86/0.766 7
27.84/0.764 9
27.90/0.766 9

ReFB

548 2.09  27.91/0.7679

4.3.2 EGCB # 3 ¢ 38 18 45 435 20 r 3B 2 1
e % 7R

ARSCBETT T 4 AR S, 4y ik r=1,2,3
F A, v - RO GE TE 2 FE Y R A A R A5 AR R
58, WERH AT LUE Y r=10F, BIAX EGCB
R P 1% 300 G B AT AR, ) 2% B AR ) B AR R
Wi 2, B8 Mt s AR % o . Y R4 54
r=2 0} B RE IS T B R B R
AR A5 HCr 0BG AR () B I T RIS (ELAH HE T
r=1, M HERIIR B R . W T A& W
SRR AR & NI NN R T SIVE 2§ I (YT VA
E g — 2 AR E B L R T EGCB X 2 )R | R
SCRAE R SR ICRE T o N T 76 PR AR TR B KN 2
[ AT AU, T AR SC 3 6K 3 T T 4 A AR B
Hr=2,

®5 EGCBERMEEEFFH rMRB RN
Tab.5 TImpact of channel compression Rate (r) of

EGCB module on model performance

A GEEE 80/ M-adds/

" . PSNR/SSIM
Bk @fifr K G
1 586 2.12  27.87/0.766 1
2 548 2.09  27.91/0.7679
EGCB
3 538 2.08  27.90/0.7670
4 535 2.07  27.89/0.7670
4.3.3 EHHBACLEAM 5 LA S ATAR R M AL e

ARSCETE T AT T POk VAL T SR 45 4y
SRR YA RO < (1) SR HTIE B 32X 3 B BUE Sy £&
ARBTG5 (2) 78 S AR B H g i 9k 5 F1
1 E 4 %5 FUAE 4 Reblock (945 — 4» %5 (3) 7E 3
AR A e vl B8 22 3% $2 4 4 Reblock (958 43 325
(4) 78 BLA B e g 37 5K 46 BRI 4 5 BUE
Reblock M55 =73 3, ¥ 5k 26 A=A R 4E =07 3L,
BPASC T vk o g 45 R in 3R 6 it , AR i 45
A LA M, A8 8 A4S 43 3 b B AR A — A4S R AT LA
P im 3X 3B MERE , I B 24 I A~ 43 32 [ B fif
] DU E AR — 2D P S A A PE e . A LG T IR
W) 3 3% B, Reblock ) PSNR F1 SSIM #2 &
T 0.1 dBF10.003 7, %5 Hi , Reblock 7F #fE 2 fy
BE] LA IF I —A 3X 3B, A T AR AE S AT AT
P14 4 L AR {8 T LA R o AR 1 1 i
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x6 ESHLEMSZERNEES T
Tab.6 Performance analysis of the re-parameterized

structural branch module

X3 YEkAIE FkIE

HAK \ PSNR/SSIM
B BB
1 X X 27.81/0.764 2
1 N X 27.82/0.764 6
Reblock
X N 27.86/0.7659
1 N N 27.91/0.767 9

4. 3.4 ReFB B 8 £ x3 #5258 %5 v

A SCBETT T 5 4% b S 5 ok PP Al ReF B A
1) 50 XSS R 1 BB B 52 W, 43 i N=4,5,6,7
8, Hr N&KI/R ReFB A £ i . 45 N3k 7
Fros , NR T LLFE 1, 2 ReFB Y 41 5t 8 1o 6
B, B o3 9 % o 0 AR R B AR R, B AR iR
BN SRR LB E N 6 RN 7 R SR 2%, AT RE R TE
B MASE HeB8 2 B  AR h 2 B) ARRIETUAY Bk
E LB REAE (S BN B AR E S, DT
R T BRI R A RPE . A T AEPERE AR B R 2
] UE A7 KA, A SC ¥ ReFB BB 9 5 &= %
N6,

R7 ReFBESEHEX KRB RN M
Tab.7 Impact of the number of ReFB modules on model

performance
Bk HEEN B Meadds/ L R/ssIM
/K G
4 382 1.46 27.85/0.764 9
5 466 1.77 27.87/0.766 0
ReFB 6 548 2.09 27.91/0.767 9
7 632 2.40 27.93/0.768 2
8 715 2.70 27.89/0.766 2
4.3.5 3 & % Reblock+GELU & & %+ £ A &
G

A SCETE T 5 AR L 525 ok 5 JiE ReRLFB
5 B vh ik B B9 Reblock+ GELU JZ2 %00 #8584 1 fig
f 5% W, S5 58 v 43 00 8 HE & Y Reblock+GELU
EHORE W N=1,2,3,4,5, Hh NERHESZ
BORE . IR LR ML SR, NP AT LA H,
it 5 o B )2 B3 I, ReRLF B R Bk 1) 14 E 34 7

PETE, 2 HE B 0 N=4 B 38 B 5 g 2 R 3 2 Bl
B ZBR Ak ST B A B O A Rk B At
Z BB R A, AR SCIERER T 3 HES Y
Reblock+GELU )2 ¥ 17 Jay &8 4 ik $2 B, DL %% /b
[ 2 B0 i R T B3 e AR MU Oy N A Y R A B R
AR

£8 HEZ B Reblock+GELU /= £ Y ¥ 48 B 14 BE B0 32 1
Tab.8 TImpact of the number of stacked Reblock+ GE-

LU layers on model performance

W& Z8 M-adds

N EEN K G PSNR/SSIM
1 278 0.98  27.73/0.7 609
2 413 1.53  27.84/0.7 649
ReRLFB 3 548 2.09  27.91/0.7679
4 684 2.64  27.93/0.7686
5 819 3.20  27.92/0.768 2

4.3.6 % BAFIEmRA AR A A AR A

A SCV T T PR 5 Tk R PR AL 4R Y 2 )2 R
fIE filt A B e ) B AP BE B 2 e« (1) Tk 1. 5Bk
FE A ) 22 )2 R AR Rl G R 5 (2) 7k 2 R B A
RIh Z )2 FRAEfl A B R INFR 9PN, AR
vl DA 22 R R Rl G S B AR Y Pk g Y 4
FHREAE R A . 1E 4 £5 8 2 #FR b PSNR Al
SSIM 43 B4+ 17 0. 04 dB A10. 001 8.

R ZEFMEMAERIEREENZT
Tab.9 Impact of the Multi-layer feature fusion module

on model Performance

VRES ZH /K M-adds/G PSNR/SSIM
k1 534 2.03 27.87/0.766 1
Ik 2 548 2.09 27.91/0.767 9

4.4 BHRBEGESHEEEIR

AR BRI A SR BG4 B R
¥ 4 DIV 2K 1E N 1ZAT 55 19 U1 2R 500 48 | i3
P AE AL & A 1000 9K 2 K 43 ¥ 2 (i RGB & %,
F o A S T 800 3K HR &4 1 Sk 52 36 1 1l 25
XA R RCEE B LR B % R AR 2 W =
WA 8 M ik AT FoRFEAS B . o T
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32 %

PO RYPE BB, AR SOk R 5 A UL Y o B
L DK 4, 4 B R Set5, Setl4, B100, Ur-
ban100 Pk K Mangal09. XF T 2£5% .3 fi5 Fl 4 %
A PR A, BE PL BT B K /N S 128128,
192192, 256 X 256 B HR & , 5 /NIl k4t vk i
HOA 64, B IR 107 ko K AR Y ) HE R
B % A8 e 8] YCbCr 25 0], 78 Y # iE © i &
PSNR 5 SSIM (1A .

R T B EAS SCRLE X A SR BGOSR
TR W AR SO 5 A S 1 1 R 43 R ARk

RLFEN"™/HI DARN &8k, 7 £ 10, AR S0
HET7E 1 280X 720 1 HR EME T 48 Fh 0 1 16 A [7)
ROE M S8R 518 (M-Adds) , i 53 % 5
PR AT, A U ReREN 78 54> JE v 0 328 45 o)
SRR RO T4, Hh 5K RS
B A A T RLEN 85 A1 [, AR Sk
ReRFN 7£ 2 {5 # 73 #F 56 5 & F UG 19 PSNR 5
SSIM “F- #1427 0.01 dB 1 0. 000 1,7 35 48
Ay B AR S 19 PSNR T SSIM F 142 7+ 17
0.1 dBF10.001, 7F 4 i 43 HF 28 5 T HUAS /Y

P47 B, 4 : Bicubic 4 f* . SRCNN'™ , FS- PSNR %n SSIM - ¥4 J+ 1 0.05 dB 1 0.001,
RCNN™ [ CARN" | IMDN"™ | RFDN"" | AN S i X A SR BRI R AR S
10 SEEEGEEAHBE L2 3M4EBOPUEEETHERESTLL
Tab.10 Performance comparison of various algorithms on benchmark dataset for X2, X3, and X4 SR
o O ZH . M-Adds Seth Setl4 BSD100 Urban100 MangalO9

/K /G PSNR/ SSIM  PSNR/ SSIM  PSNR/ SSIM  PSNR/ SSIM  PSNR/ SSIM

Bicubic — — 33.66/0.9299 30.24/0.8688 29.56/0.8431 26.88/0.8403 30.80/0.9339
SRCNN 8 52.7  36.66/0.954 2 32.42/0.906 3 31.36/0,8879 29.50/0.894 6 35.60/0.966 3
FSRCNN 13 6.0  36.98/0.9556 32.62/0.9087 31.50/0.8904 29.85/0.9009 36.67/0.9710
CARN 1592 222.8 37.76/0.9590 33.52/0.9166 32.09/0.8978 31.92/0.9256 38.36/0.9765
IMDN X2 694 158.8 38.00/0.9605 33.63/0.9177 32.19/0.8996 32.17/0.9283 38.88/0.9774
RFDN 534 120.9  38.05/0.9606 33.68/0.9184 32.16/0.8994 32.12/0.927 8 38.88/0.977 3
RLFN 527 116.1 38.07/0.9607 33.72/0.9187 32.22/0.9000 32.33/0.9299 38.89/0.977 3
DARN 589 131.6  38.04/0.9610 33.63/0.9186 32.25/0.9012 32.40/0.9305 38.87/0.9776
ReRFN 532 113.8 38.10/0.9608 33.71/0.9192 32.23/0.9002 32.38/0.9301 38.91/0.977 1
Bicubic — — 30.39/0.868 2 27.55/0.7742 27.21/0.7385 24.46/0.7349 26.95/0.8556
SRCNN 8 52.7 32.75/0.9090 29.30/0.8215 28.41/0.7863 26.24/0.7989 30.48/0.9117
FSRCNN 13 5.0  33.18/0.9140 29.37/0.8240 28.53/0.7910 26.43/0.8080 31.10/0.9210
CARN 1592 118.8 34.29/0.9255 30.29/0.8407 29.06/0.8034 28.06/0.8493 33.50/0.9440
IMDN 703 71.5  34.36/0.9270 30.32/0.8417 29.09/0.8046 28.17/0.8519 33.61/0.9445
RFDN 541 54.3  34.41/0.927 3 30.34/0.8420 29.09/0.8050 28.21/0.8525 33.67/0.9449
DARN 596 58.4  34.48/0.928 6 30.41/0.8443 29.15/0.807 6 28.38/0.8570 33.76/0.9457
ReRFN 539 51.3  34.52/0.928 2 30.44/0.8436 29.14/0.8063 28.36/0.8556 33.80/0.9459
Bicubic — — 28.42/0.8104 26.00/0.7027 25.96/0.6675 23.14/0.6577 24.89/0.786 6
SRCNN 57 52.7  30.48/0.8628 27.49/0.7503 26.90/0.7101 24.52/0.7221 27.58/0.8555
FSRCNN 13 4.6 30.72/0.866 0 27.61/0.7550 26.98/0.7150 24.62/0.7280 27.90/0.8610
CARN 1592 90.9 32.13/0.8937 28.60/0.7806 27.58/0.7349 26.07/0.7837 30.47/0.908 4
IMDN X4 715 40.9  32.21/0.894 8 28.58/0.7811 27.56/0.7353 26.04/0.7838 30.45/0.9075
RFDN 550 31.1  32.24/0.8952 28.61/0.7819 27.57/0.7360 26.11/0.7858 30.58/0.908 9
RLEN 543 29.9  32.24/0.8952 28.62/0.7813 27.60/0.7364 26.17/0.7877 30.60/0.909 6
DARN 606 32.9 32.24/0.896 3 28.64/0.7830 27.61/0.7390 26.25/0.7913 30.64/0.9105
ReRFN 548 29.4  32.28/0.8958 28.66/0.7826 27.61/0.7371 26.26/0.7902 30.65/0.9103
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Fig. 7 Results of X4 super-resolution reconstruction for Img062 in Urban100
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Fig. 8 Results of X4 super-resolution reconstruction for Img092 in Urban100
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Tab.11 Performance comparison of various algorithms

on the SIDD test set

] SIDD
Bk Params/M

PSNR SSIM

BM3D" — 25.65 0. 685
KSVD!" — 26. 88 0.842
EPLL"™ — 27.11 0. 870
CBDNet* 4.34 30.78 0.754
RIDNet™*” 1.49 38.71 0.914
CTN"® 0.33 38. 80 0.916
ReRFN 0.53 39.13 0.954

A8 T R AR S PSR T A7 72 T8 4 I
151040 PR AR Ca) HP G T 5 77 7 BMY B A, 4 2% o
B, B (b) P FBEAT 5 A LS 0 AR S HE
H ) ReREN 535 0 PR A — 5 RO RICR |, X i0
B B A HE 1) T LS PR DD T RO B
BT, HE— BB UE T AR SCHR B A R

RIDNet ReRFN

RIDNet ReRFN

E'9 £ B e B SIDD $0H 4 380 R AR 1 Al 10 Ak 45

Fig.9 Visualization results of selected samples from the SIDD dataset by various algorithms
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