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Abstract: Image super resolution is a research hot spot in the field of low level vision. The existing methods based on convolutional
neural network do not optimize the image super resolution as a regression problem. These methods are weak in learning ability and
require too much time in training step, also leaving room for improvement in the quality of image reconstruction. To solve above
mentioned problems, this article proposes a method based on deep deconvolution neural network, which first upsamples low resolution
image by deconvolution layer, and then uses deep mapping to eliminate the noise and artifacts caused by deconvolution layer. The residual
learning reduces the network complexity and avoids the network degradation caused by the depth network. In Set 5, Set 14 and other
datasets, the presented method performs better than FSRCNN in PSNR, SSIM, IFC and visual.

Key words: convolutional neural network; image super-resolution; deep mapping; upsampling

a3 HEE R VPN UG T B 1) S B R AR, A HE R S B W R R A B TR I Gl X e 4 7E L A
FKEEE 2> R BT A% R G A HAth IR 2% B 2 e 645 48 43 9% 2R (image  super-resolution, [ #% SR) A& — i o,
P P A5 A TR 5 5 A A T A PR ) et AR 0T R R B R, B A B U S ML AR A AN — i 22 R A 3 95 3R (low
resolution, & A% LR) &I 1% = 44 i 43 9% 3 (high resolution, &A% HR) E1%. 72 B8 4\ B 1 %=, SR v RL 4 A 2K
BT BB 43 B 2 (single image super resolution, iR SISR)™ 2 AL F I — ok B 32 o AL 10 40 9 2 22 ot BRUGE
4% #% 2% (multiple image super resolution, &% MISR)E EIT 4 EME—B RN Lk RE Eg &S EE.

BEUGE 2 e E N — P EHE R R HOR, B 102 B IR 7 HE 2 R Y=HX (L H 2 TR Ik I e
1 o HE R BA% X=F(Y). 2411, F(Y)RT 50~ 3 AMF 5T J5 1) 2 - 4 {8 (interpolation based) . % - & & (reconstruction
based)F13ik T~ =] (learning  based) ) 77 2. 5 T~ 4 R 1Y) 77 ¥ 4 s 3 410 380475 {f (nearest neighbor interpolation) 1 XX
= YR {H (bicubic interpolation)t i B 75 ok BE A5 75 R M I 9 G 4 W (H AR T BN g E T ERI TS
7E T AR AL G T e I AR 2, T Yang % AR IR AR [ #% % (iterative back projection, i #k 1BP)PIS %,
T VE T R BT B AR H G A B AT 2R A5 I UG R T ST 5 VAR R R Y LG & 4R T
T ok L4 15 43 B 2R 43 (A B B S KR AR ) 2 o FE ST 43 2R BRI 1 43 2R UG 2 ) (T LB O R B Y
(3L T 2% =) 759, 11 Chang %5 A3 HE (194538 %\ (neighbor embedding) 5=, Yang 45 A5 HH (1% 5 4 % (sparse
coding) &y LK J: T35 B Z5 1 2% (convolutional neural network, & Fk CNIN)E Sy 4 5 i T-25% 51 19 0572
CLACA SISR 1 32 J A 7877 a0, 1 25— 4 (B0 R 225 1 28 1) 5 v U Sy 2525 30 D i K il B A 3

AR SCLAEE T2 S 7 VR ORI T R R T — ol R IR S A AR 22 I 5% 1) PR 4 i e R AR AV, AR S
Y FEE AR LR A

(1) BRI A B0 2 ) 265 ek ST iy 381 o P Pl S A5 28, I 5 6f AR LA 3

(2) R FH Ik 2 54 T VR BE I 48 5 400 B3R v T X 448 2 ST 66 0 IR B B AR 7 T 1

(3) K ADAM B R4 Gift1 SGD itk 75 vk, 75 VI £5 ik F5 Hp AR 27 o 28, S M RE R T 380 SR W W

(4) T UAALH AR SR R, 7 Set 5. Set 14 ZEAE A i1 75 W Ak 45 SR AN A 2 PR A RO AR T
FRSCNN %557k,

1 #HXIE

TR 28 X 2 O — oy 7 R B — 2 N R T I 2 2N TR N 4% 56T CNIN (0 B HE 2 R B
BEFIFH CNN fEEHRACER R 35:(1) £ 485000 7T DA B Bedi N I 45,(2) ) s AR 3 B2 A9 i AT LU 2800
FEAR VIR 2 30(3) 3R IRRAE 2= ST e U A BERE 1. 5 T CNN B V0R 2 8 BB 0 HE R i AL 4 8, n
Dong % A3 Hi 17 SRCNNI 28 il FFT X = 4 8 T Ak A 20 9% 2R RS, T4 3 J2 R 4% 91 2k, 095 5 41 4R HY (patch
extraction & representation). 3F£k VW& (non-linear mapping)#1 & £ (reconstruction)3 > &% 3. 4k SRCNN f&%.1))
H¥r CNN BN BGHB 2 P 28 1] B ABAD A AR 2 A I GRIR TRL R K . R 4%27 3] B 18 5545 . Dong 25 N 2 J5 XL
PR T Bk Sk FSRONN 5 104 25 7 IR 101 40 B B, B4R T CNIN B 22 o 20 79 SR JRMG, 38 77 I 4%
FEAE N 48 AR s 0N SR 45 R S G B R T B R K MR FE e T

557 B A FRATUIER, T R s BRI R &, 1R PR A R R BRI R E R
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R VAR R R R 1 DX 3, ]IS O 5040 e 1 R 7 2 IO S 45 A (deconvolution) 5 S —Fh R FE IE F B
BLYE Bengio 25 A\ (¥ T M 78 2 22 J5 19 TAE o SO RO A — AN 4K 2 38 3 4 T e 36 B R 46 S B T R0 45 114
AR A2, g 35 A0 ) 2% ] L2 =T 5 0 0 (R AE 10 7 FH T3 43 31 (semantic segmentation) %14

2 SCRREAIIE Sz 38 P 1 28 1T LA 2 = 30T 2 (5 F, 9 L A% (R 3t 5 AE 10 3 00 P AR 28 T SROMLA o v A0 0
25 TR N 45 B8 AR 0T, R4 20 2 8148 | R AR 42 B T IR 46 T ARSI, 1E 4 IR AL B 2 17281,
BV I 25 00 2% V2R JBE F 84, v 28 089 K P 2 e T U A 3R BT R B0 Zhang 25 A 4R HH R Bk 25 2% 3] (residual
learning, i K RL)OAG R i v 7 W 25 38 4k o B ILSVRC 1 COCO 11 bt F8 45 5 3¢ B 7 VR FBE 00 48 v fd i ok 22 &%
FA T LA BAARG I 4% 53 2 JBE (12 38 0 4 1 8.

2 KAXE®.

EGREET CNN FI7 75K 2 a2 4 A2 HEAT R AE 42 B, 08 I 250788 45 AR R0 I 468 J2 S AN [] 1 2
SRCNN FI FSRCNN H#B ft % 71X Ff % 1 L. B4R FSRCNIN LA B I ) 9% 248 5 44 S B 6 SRCNIN (1 e i, 76 552
Brh JAIVIR I T FSRCNN HYJURA R (1) BT AL S8 X 25 B 2R Sxt BGGEE 23 3 2 i T [ )3 ) X —
JRIEAT AL (2) IR T X 4% B0 A 5 58 3 X 2 8 A% 1) 8, B 75 ZE 2 I g A);(3) 75 4R A% S A AE 7 vk,
P 25 M B AT B T 75 ) A A 2 ) R, AT KR 23 7 e FR BRI 1 4 7 e TR B SFF 10) f B R EER 1R U E T I 4%
GhR IR T Se bR ADAM AR AY J5 ik T8 I I 9T, AR SCHR HH TR B s AR A 2 I 4% 1) IS O PR R
(deep deconvolution neural network for image super resolution, &% DDSR),DDSR ] ¥ £% 45 /) X i1 b SR REF1 I E
WL B 79 3 43 W A, T PR L R

PreLu o

. i’reLu
L P.reL...u 3
g
" PreLu

{lCar B g 'I-:_’ii'i-f-’# F A AE R B ‘;;r:-ﬁi'li_d:ﬁ:} |
Fig.1 The architecture of the proposed DDSR network
1 AT (DDSR) I R 2% 4 1)
21 B3R
SRCNN f# By 30 = 1Rk Z2 A8 % AR Tl Ak 31, 4 AR HLE 55050 B2 1%, 1) B4 ) ) e 45 ARUZ XIS 70 7 % MR SR
AN 2 T FiAb B B3 AT BAAE 3] B 5 £ (WARRAE AN [F) T4 G W 45 55 2 5 81 2 AT RRAE 4R B A S B 1 ) 2%
gt deiiid G E AT FoRFEERAE. LRI E 2 iR K0 PR BB A RHE R (K OB F NS PR
K&, B G R FIAR) S BB RIS 2] ERAE EA.

i g LI A AR R
Fig.2 The structure of upsampling
K2 FRFEEH
Fi(Y) = max(W, xY +B;,0) +a; min(0,W, xY +B,) Q)
Y SRR AR 3 R N R, 2 Wy A By 70 3l B SR [ s 26 AR (B EE B ) A i L Py (Y ) 38

© PEFEERK IR s/ www. jos. org. cn



HRW FARTREREAATE W 409 BRI FEF ik 929

KB BB DA ERPTEE P KR ERN k(R ERESE stride)fir Hh BT k 550K 4
SCAY IR 3 FhRSF I S AR AT AR, A 9% 3x3x64. 5x5x64. TxTx64(fxfxn, Hdr f AL K/ n B
FIH ), SR I 45 LR LR A 18 J2, BBK 3 £i5),7x7x64 WIERUZ PSNR #m, HAL L 3x3x64 &
0.04dB(Set 5)Fi1 0.05dB(Set 14), 1 H 5 EHE BT 5 B (B AH Z2 AN £, 25 18 380 78 I 4 8 B AH TR () 4 U0 1 8 /I 1) 6 AR A%
JIr 5 BRI I 1) B8 2D DR b, b SR G5 ) di 24 38 RS 2R 3%3x64 11 [ B R .

Table 1 The average PSNR and run time of three different filters

=1 3 MBI PSNR F1-F- 14312 47 I 8] Ik 45 51

Datasets 3x3x64 . 5x5x64 . Tx7x64 .
PSNR (dB) Time(s) | PSNR (dB) Time(s) | PSNR (dB) Time (s)
Set 5 33.32 0.40 33.33 0.41 33.36 0.40
Set 14 29.57 0.39 29.57 0.40 29.62 0.42

AR A AT LA RO B i B o HE R 0 2 P AE AN S I O R IR B 24 S s B R 3 25 KN Tk
I, 4 IS B 5 i N Bt A X3 ) o B, O ELK R B 8 A8 — 2 B0 b 5 O i, 2 I 9 AN IR FE

AR R A 1A R E G TR), B 3 B R B R e BRI AT AL RO T 15 BRI
M f 2 2 PR, FRAVIAE SR T I N R FE W S 85, PR SRV Ik M 7 R ) £ S B 2.

Fig.3 The output image of upsampling
K3 SRR T AL R
2.2 REEMET
SCRR[L7123 BT 1 0 2% 6% B2 5 2 B K /DN T B0 5 2%, B PR 80/ 1) o U 8 ARVBOR B0 A8 R R [ I 8 4] 6 ¢
JEE AT DLAT 25 Hb A v 0 45 R RFAIE 2 20 B8 70, A0 5C SR 06 25 SR AR W, 24 I 1) 52 % P2 A R I, D0 2% R 2 B 6 PR R /N BE

LI 2 i TR S SR D o e 2 1) X G ) Bk 28 2 ST T ) R T TR 4% 2 5 S VR A R IE S G G R
H(Y)=F1(Y) Ll R M, 40 SRk X 48 5 40 A HQY)=Fo(Y)+Fa(Y) G A Fo(Y) R R B S B R Fo(Y) R 28 N2 IR BE
4 R, R 2 BN Fo(Y)=H(Y)=F1(Y), % Fo(Y)=0 73 F1E 2wk i M L 2 8 B TR BE I 2% 2 ST A% 22 50
AT B X0 T ] 45 R BE 1D TP 5%, Bk 222 ) % WAL Sl B A LB 25 ) AR A R AT i 22 25 2 5 N B G 4 % ) L 5K
2 H ik 22 W 45 /N [R], DDSR (14958 5 It 5 45 #4 (A i B/ Bk 22 B,

FERE R | PR L s R
Fig.4 The structure of deep mapping
K4 IREEBRST 25K
F(Y) = max(W; x F(Y) + B;,0) +a; min(O,W, x F,(Y) + B;) (2)
B 25 Wi A Bi(i=2,3,4,...) 70 I RN R L WA Th % R BTG AL AN B LR (Y)(1=2,3,4,. )RR RN B
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HE 5 BB T #REEERZNEGRKNAL GNEREE AT RHEA (W 3x3 KAMUERZ, S
padding £ By 1).08 5 k5t 45 K 1 ) 4 TR, 52 VGG-Net™ it i e % F8 i 55 b 4 22 A0 [0 1) 36 02 4L, B U
JUSF R 3x3x64, 5 f5 — 5= 3x3x 1 i HH B 7 IR 1A Y 38 FRAT 43 Tk A5 5% 22 1 IR B WSt 5 ) RN AL ik 22 R
JEE Bl S 25 A4 3R 47 3, 1B 5 % B ADAM (adaptive moment estimation)? 1 SGD(stochastic gradient descent) i i
oAl 735, S50 25 S an 1] 5 i (Set 5 R 4L IR FE B 2 18 J2, BB TSUK 3 7). ADAM 1 SGD Wi Ff AR 4k 7 v #8
RELRIIE M 45 i 8,12 ADAM 1 BE S 4R, L SGD 4351 7 0.61dB i1 0.63dB(RL). &1 ADAM+RL Fll SGD+RL %A%
LT (B 5 s 2R), 5k 72 2 S0 W] Lk G 5% 3 A X 248 T Pt UL S, L Bl A ik 222 445 1) 1 ) 45 - 35 PSNIR 57 0.09dB
(ADAM)F1 0.07dB(SGD).

‘;I
g g
= =
315 H) i i — .
! { ADAM(33 24B) -SGD(32.63dB)
- i —ADAM+RL{33 33dB) —SGD+RL(32.70dB)
3l L L . L T T
0 2 4 6 8 10 80 2 4 6 8 10
AR 100 AR R *10¢

Fig.5 The results of average PSNR with the number of iterations: ADAM (left) and SGD (right)
Bl 5 S5 PSNR Bl % AR U E A1k ith 28 & : ADAM (7)) Rt SGD (47 Hle 4 B2k
2.3 BUER R BN K R
DDSR # 2 % i ¥R il PReLLU(parametric rectified linear unit)®:f(x;)=max(x;,0)+a; min(0,x;), Bl #4& IF 2
#0019 ReLUPISE o0 45, 11 L ReLU 0 57 4, PRe LU 03 B8 350008 i /b e B3 B S 90 1 B8 7o () vl 36 9 L
AT LLIE 4 ReLU i A dead features B %12,
HEEG S R RS &9 PR EG ) 77 1% 2 (mean squared error, f# 7% MSE){E A1 2k B8 % (loss function):
1 n
L) =3R40 - X,
k=1
Horh, B(Y,;0) M Xy 7300 o B 3 G ORN T 06 v 20 R R B R /M L(9) & B FRE IE & Z 24 6 ={W,
W, By, B}, 5 3l fe A WA 7.

3 X I

S YI 2R BHR4E 9 General-100°1 (3% 100 #)+91 images?(3t 91 #)+BSD 1002%1(3 100 ), 3t 291 A F
(R B 15 8 K A 5K G BB A N R R (I BRI TxT7,35 K08 4,77 LI E] 252 032
sk B1%), F T AR 6 B 45y Set 5%°1(3L 5 dk), Set 14273k 14 k). BSD 200125(3t 200 k), B i FH £ d 4.
N T 54T EURHER MR RS b A SO B Y SEIE (YCrCh tafe 25 8], b)Y 3858 R R 52 1) HEAT I 25
A,

DDSR X ADAM 4k 7515, 244 beta 1 Fl beta 2 4351 5 & Jv 0.9 A1 0.999. 4 3L [ 5256 5 B 5 v 100 000
WIEAR (2 50 4~ epoch), ¥4 5 2] &R 1e-3, 4L T % 2 YR (HH epoch=1~30,%% 3] %4 1e-3;epoch=31~45,%% 3] %A
le-4;epoch=45~50,%% 3] 3 1e-5). IR L 50 75 ZIIN L 3 AN/

SLIGFR LT Windows 10 #R1E R SiH) Caffel?®lyg i 2% ST HESE ZME 4L S HF GPU iZ4 i E NVIDIA
CUDA 8.0+cuDNN-V5.1 3 F 2% >J FE i GPU 32 & F Tl 81 4 4 Matlab 2017a; A T 11201 aK i A 4 T
& N:Intel Xeon E3-1230 v5 4b3 2% Nvidia GeForce GTX 1080 Ti & ,Kingston DDR4 64GB P 7%.
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LA FEG0EE 53 1% 22 1 VP AR v G458 S 0P O A0 2 W A, 32 X0 P A7 BID A HR U0 i o P48, 9 s PR o 2
H il 5 38 1 25 W B4k 7 19 A0 35 06 1 17 4 EL (peak signal to noise ratio, & #% PSNR), W5 1 EI4% 17 i) PSNR {f (24
£ dB) s, ) B8 g3 PEGRR GE T 8 40 9 e RS R FLASHER /D 45 # AH 8L (structural similarity index method, f# %
SSIM)2! SSIM 8 3 T 1,0 195 i PRI AL B2 8 v 5 S8 (R ZL A% v (information fidelity criterion, f&i#R 1FC)PO)
FIWr 77725 PSNR AH ).
3.1 LWHIE

N T B0 IE T 2% 3R S AR ST ARV R IR L, FRATT B S X 6 2. 12 JZ A 18 2 IUR B i R AT AR, s 06 4 R
WLZ% 2, L3 in /b 5 B 7] 52 4% B AR A (PG S 2 B S B D 52 S 56 A0 R0 B8 4 1 5 T, S A AN A 2 38) 5 T AN R
DA, A SCEEIE T 22 PSNR R SSIM i 19 28 I8¢ B2 ) 389 0 7 $12 e 1 161 6 o os A SS AXC l 2 m JiL, aal od ec 3 2 >)
ZE 0] LA ROt AR P 245 1088 7E 60 000 VOB AAR (R U7 HE) 7 2] F i 1e-3 [#04 1e-4,°F- 1) PSNR #£  0.13dB; 7 90
000 YRi%EAR AL 2 S1 5 HH le-4 F4A 1e-5,°7-35 PSNR #21H 0.03dB.SSIM P-4 Fa ks 0T LA15 2 41 [F (1 45 1.

Table 2 The average PSNR (dB), SSIM and run time (s) of different DDSR
T2 AR IRE R PSNR(DB). ~F15 SSIM FI~F 11z 47 i) 18] (s) M 45

Datasets Upscaling factor DDSR 6 DO-g#2 DDSR 18
P 9 PSNR SSIM Time PSNR SSIM Time PSNR SSIM Time
Set 5 X3 33.09 09149 0.26 33.23 09163 0.29 33.33 09174 0.38
Set 14 X3 29.41 0.8272 0.20 2950 0.8287 0.28 29.57 0.8297 0.37
BSD 200 X3 29.08 0.8133 0.18 29.13 0.8146 0.28 29.17 0.8155 0.39
0.92
. 0.90
g =
= ! @ i
; 7 ().88 ki
z & 0%
34 B t
& it 0.86 Hi 3
B i —DDSR-6(33.09dB) "[5 ~—DDSR-6(0.9149)
30 |4 --DDSR-12(33.23dB) - --DDSR-12(0.9163)
I —DDSR-18(33.33dB) 0841 —DDSR-18(0.9174)
:l_} i T I 1 I I
0 5 4 6 g 10 0 2 4 6 8 10
VL <10 LR <10

Fig.6 The results of average PSNR (left) and SSIM (right) with the number of iterations
K6 ¥ PSNR(A)FIFH SSIM(A ) Bl %A 28 Ak ith 28 P
HRIE LR Sza 45 31 FRATLL 18 2R DDSR S LA ¥ B 448 2 98 3R B3 7 %) b, & 3% Bicubic.

A+BU SRFBA SRCNNEIAT FSRCNNPLX 5 Fif 5735: 4l S5 43 B MR HOK 2 1%, 348 4 1%, % PSNR.
SSIM. IFC iX 3 Fi &% 5 B VP40 77 v, ik 45 v Set 5. Set 14. BSD 200.52 56 45 5 W3 3,4 ST HI%: ) PSNR Al
SSIM T H Ath 592, HTE IFC N Fa 47 RIS T SRF &k,

Table 3 The average PSNR (dB), SSIM, IFC of different image super-resolution methods

R 3 REBEGHE Y PRELNFE PSNR(B). SSIM. IFC X)L 4t 7

i JIONEE 2 3 2
i LGRS Set 5 Set14  BSD 200 Set 5 Set 14  BSD 200 Set5 Set14  BSD 200
PSNR 33.66 30.23 29.70 30.39 27.54 27.26 28.42 26.00 25.97
Bicubic SSIM 0.93 0.87 0.86 0.87 0.77 0.76 0.81 0.70 0.69
IFC 6.10 6.09 5.70 3.10 3.41 3.19 2.35 2.23 2.04
PSNR 36.55 32.28 31.44 32.59 29.13 28.36 30.28 27.32 26.83
A+BU SSIM 0.95 0.91 0.90 0.91 0.82 0.81 0.86 0.75 0.74
IFC 8.48 8.11 7.49 4.84 4.45 4.07 3.26 2.74 2.62
PSNR 36.87 32.51 31.65 32.71 29.23 28.45 30.35 27.41 26.89
SRFE2 SSIM 0.96 0.91 0.91 0.91 0.82 0.81 0.86 0.75 0.74
IFC 8.63 8.22 7.60 4.90 4.49 411 3.26 2.94 2.62
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Table 3 The average PSNR (dB), SSIM, IFC of different image super-resolution methods (Continued)

£ 3 AFAEUGB S PR E M T2 PSNR(AB). SSIM. IFC % b 45 5 (55)
ik TR A % 2 3 7
st Set 5 Set 14 BSD 200 Set 5 Set 14 BSD 200 Set 5 Set 14 BSD 200
PSNR 36.34 32.18 31.38 32.39 29.00 28.28 30.09 27.20 26.73
SRCNN®! SSIM 0.95 0.90 0.93 0.90 0.81 0.80 0.85 0.74 0.73
IFC 7.54 7.22 6.80 4.25 3.96 3.67 2.86 2.60 2.37
PSNR 37.00 32.63 31.80 33.16 29.43 28.60 30.71 27.59 26.98
FSRCNNM SSIM 0.96 0.91 0.91 0.91 0.82 0.81 0.87 0.75 0.74
IFC 8.06 7.71 7.25 4.88 4.47 4.11 3.01 2.70 2.41
PSNR 37.10 32.65 32.35 33.33 29.57 29.17 31.25 28.02 27.60
DDSR SSIM 0.96 0.91 0.91 0.92 0.83 0.82 0.88 0.77 0.75
IFC 8.22 7.92 7.12 4.83 4.42 3.83 3.39 3.02 2.53
3.2 EEAEK

FH TR 4 1% &% 23 50 9 12003(BSD 200). monarch(Set 14). bird(Set 5)#1 comic(Set 14),iX HAY JE 7~
Bicubic. FSRCNN. DDSR ixX 3 Fift 5% )% (4 5 g e, v, Y 3838 (1 DDSR 4, Cr il (40t 55 58 FE AR i 22
)1 Ch 8 (15 o5 7 B E 10 2 57 ) R A S = ok 22 {8 S ORI % 3 A5 2 SR W B 7 B A SOV 1) = 2 I
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Fig.7 The reconstruction images (X3) of different image super-resolution methoods
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