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ABSTRACT

Real-world image denoising is an extremely important image processing problem, which aims to
recover clean images from noisy images captured in natural environments. In recent years, diffusion
models have achieved very promising results in the field of image generation, outperforming previous
generation models. However, it has not been widely used in the field of image denoising because
it is difficult to control the appropriate position of the added noise. Inspired by diffusion models,
this paper proposes a novel general denoising diffusion model that can be used for real-world image
denoising. We introduce a diffusion process with linear interpolation, and the intermediate noisy
image is interpolated from the original clean image and the corresponding real-world noisy image,
so that this diffusion model can handle the level of added noise. In particular, we also introduce
two sampling algorithms for this diffusion model. The first one is a simple sampling procedure
defined according to the diffusion process, and the second one targets the problem of the first one and
makes a number of improvements. Our experimental results show that our proposed method with
a simple CNNs Unet achieves comparable results compared to the Transformer architecture. Both
quantitative and qualitative evaluations on real-world denoising benchmarks show that the proposed
general diffusion model performs almost as well as against the state-of-the-art methods.

1 Introduction

Images are an important source of external information for humans and form the basis of human vision, containing a
large amount of information about objects. However, during the process of image acquisition, transmission, and storage,
images are often corrupted by unwanted signals, resulting in a degradation of image quality that can be detrimental to
subsequent image processing operations. The purpose of real-world image denoising is to remove as much unnecessary
or redundant noise as possible to ensure the integrity of the original information in the image and to facilitate the
application of high-quality images to higher-level computer vision tasks. Real-world image denoising to obtain high
quality images is the basis for correct recognition of image information and has a facilitating effect on the performance
of other processing aspects of digital images. High-quality, clear images can help solve specific problems in medical
imaging, autonomous driving, pattern recognition, and other areas. Therefore, real-world image denoising and image
quality improvement are prerequisites for image recognition and various feature extraction.

With its powerful nonlinear adaptation capability, convolutional neural networks (CNNs) perform well in many low-level
computer vision tasks [1, 2, 3, 4]. Traditional real-world image denoising algorithms use hand-crafted features and
mathematical models to remove noise from an image. With CNNs, however, the network can learn these features
on its own, without any prior knowledge of image processing techniques or statistical models. Convolutional neural
networks can map real-world noisy images to noise-free images in image denoising methods, which is one of the
classical algorithms for real-world image denoising, and the performance of convolutional neural networks [5] is
comparable to that of the most advanced denoising algorithms based on wavelet transform and Markov random field [6].
There are two categories of image denoising methods based on convolutional neural networks: multi-layer perceptron
models [7]and deep learning methods. Autoencoder [8] is a classical image denoising method based on the multi-layer
perceptron model. The denoising autoencoder mentioned above can be used for pre-training deep neural networks just
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Figure 1: Detail of the forward and reverse processes for the general diffusion model. Standard diffusion add noise
to the image until it is completely Gaussian noise, but the noise level cannot be controlled. We show that our general
diffusion with linear interpolation model can control noisy added, finally match the real noise image, and the reverse
process is step-by-step denoising.

like ordinary autoencoders, but the denoising autoencoder can add noise to the original input as the input of the encoder,
which can force the deep neural network to learn more robust invariant features so that the input can be more effective.
TNRD [9] is a feed-forward deep neural network, also called trainable nonlinear reaction-diffusion model, which has
achieved better denoising performance. Convolutional neural networks are used to extract features, which can reduce
the influence of noise while extracting features, and then complete image inpainting by deconvolution to achieve the
purpose of image denoising[10]. FC-AIDE [11] based on contextual pixel-level mapping, uses a fully convolutional
enhanced supervised model to achieve more robust adaptability and improve image denoising performance through
regularization methods. By exploiting the powerful capabilities of convolutional neural networks, these methods have
achieved significant success in real-world image denoising.

GCBD [12] uses the generative adversarial networks [13] for blind denoising, first a GAN network is trained to estimate
the noise distribution on the input noisy image and generate noisy samples. Second, a paired training dataset is
constructed using the noise patches collected in the first step, and then a deep CNN is trained to denoise the given
noisy image. DnCNN [14] uses residual learning in the field of image denoising for the first time, and combines
residual learning with batch normalization to speed up the training of the image denoising model and improve the
denoising effect. DnCNN can effectively remove uniform Gaussian noise and suppress noise within a certain noise level.
However, the real-world noise is usually due to the characteristics of color channel correlation and signal dependency,
which cannot be handled by uniform Gaussian noise. In this case, FFDNet [15] tackles complex noise in real scenes
by using noise level estimation as the input to the network, thus preserving more details in the image. CBDNet [16]
proposes a framework that includes a noise estimation subnetwork and a non-blind denoising subnetwork, which
combines the noise estimation and non-blind denoising models, and uses synthetic noise and real noise images for
network training to improve denoising performance. Convolutional neural networks can automatically extract image
features and reduce computational cost during the denoising process, while avoiding complicated computations during
learning and inference. However, real-world image denoising methods based on convolutional neural networks have a
remarkable effect on images with additive white Gaussian noise and struggle to deal well with real-world noise images.
In addition, the convolution kernels of convolutional neural networks cannot adapt to the image content when long-term
dependencies need to be established, resulting in global information loss.

Convolutional neural networks excel at extracting local information, but have limitations in capturing long-range
dependencies between global data. The introduction of self-attention mechanisms [17], residual feed-forward networks,
and multi-head mechanisms in the Transformer architecture has revolutionized computer vision by effectively mining
global interactions between textual information. Self-attention mechanisms [18, 19, 20] can replace convolutional
networks for convolutional-like operations and can represent more long-range correlations, and scaling techniques
for local self-attention models have outperformed even efficient convolutional models. Image Transformer [21] is
a new image generator on the ImageNet dataset that performs well on ultra-high resolution tasks. ViT [22] is the
representative work of transformer in the field of image recognition, which uses only the self-attention mechanism to
achieve the current state-of-the-art recognition rate. Due to the excellent performance of transformer architecture on
natural language and high-level vision tasks, Transformer has also been widely applied to real-world image denoising.
Swin Transformer [23] is a transformer-based backbone network that adapts to multi-scale images while reducing
computational complexity. SwinIR [24] consists of Transformer architecture, including three modules: shallow feature
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extraction, deep feature extraction, and high-quality image reconstruction, which can effectively remove the interference
of severe noise while preserving high-frequency image details, resulting in sharper edges and more natural textures.
SUNet [25] uses the Swin Transformer as a basic block and applies it to the UNet architecture for image denoising.
Uformer [26] designs the local enhancement window transformer module and the skip connection mechanism to
show excellent performance in real-world image denoising. Eformer [27] first uses the transformer for medical image
denoising and constructs an encoder-decoder network for medical image denoising through the transformer module.
The transformer structure solves the deficiency of convolutional neural networks in extracting the global information
feature of the image, and the self-attention mechanism can produce a more interpretable model. However, transformer
modules are usually very large and computationally intensive, which cannot be applied to most image restoration
tasks involving high-resolution images, and the acquisition of local information by the transformer is not as strong as
convolutional neural networks in some cases.

Recent studies have shown that diffusion models [28, 29, 30, 31, 32] have achieved excellent performance in the field of
generative modeling [13, 33, 34, 35], even surpassing previous classical methods. However, although diffusion models
have been widely used in other fields, they are still not widely used in the field of real-world image denoising. This is
mainly because the final step image in the traditional diffusion model is Gaussian noise, and it is difficult to precisely
control the level of noise added during the forward process. While in the process of real-world image denoising, we
hope that the last step image is the corresponding real-world noise image, and the level of added noise can be controlled,
so as to gradually perform the denoising operation. Another reason is that real-world noise is extremely complex, which
has various characteristics, including spatial and temporal dependence, frequency and color dependence, shot noise,
pattern noise, and many other factors that contribute to the noise characteristics of different types of images. To address
these problems, as shown in Figure 1, we propose a more general real-world image denoising diffusion model with
linear interpolation, which achieves real-world image denoising through a forward process of gradual noise addition
and a reverse process of gradual denoising operation. The intermediate noisy image is interpolated from the original
clean image and the corresponding real-world noisy image, with the advantage that at time step t = 0, the image is
the original clean image, and at time step t = T , the image corresponds to the real-world noisy image. Our proposed
method controls the amount of added noise by the parameter α = t/T , so that the noise added in the diffusion process
is closer to the real world than Gaussian noise with standard distribution, thus achieving more effective image denoising.
Compared with traditional methods, this model performs well in various scenarios and has broad application prospects.
In general, our contributions can be summarized as follows.

• Real-world image denoising using the diffusion model has not been studied, and we apply this method to
real-world image denoising. It is noteworthy that our experimental results in image denoising show that using
a simple CNNs Unet network alone can achieve denoising effects that approximate those of the Transformer
architecture.

• We propose a method using linear interpolation to precisely control the addition of noise to ensure that the
added noise perfectly matches the noise image. With this method, the diffusion process can start with the
original clean image and end with the corresponding real-world noise image instead of the pure Gaussian
noise. This method provides new ideas for the field of image denoising and has the potential to achieve more
precise and efficient image denoising operations in the future.

• The effect of image denoising is strongly related to the sampling strategy adopted by the diffusion model. We
propose an improved sampling algorithm with remarkable mathematical properties that can produce beneficial
effects for real-world image denoising even when the original image cannot be accurately estimated. Compared
with traditional sampling methods, our new method can achieve superior sampling results and bring new
breakthroughs and innovations to the research and practice of image denoising.

2 Background

DDPM(Denoising Diffusion Probabilistic Model) [28] is a type of probabilistic generative model based on diffusion
processes. It models at the pixel level and can generate high-quality images. DDPM combines the affine transformation
network and the diffusion process network to model the image distribution. The model uses the reverse diffusion
algorithm as an optimization method and continuously improves its generative capability by iteratively optimizing the
network parameters.
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DDPM has a fixed Markov chain structure for the approximate posterior q(x1:T |x0), which is also called the forward
process or diffusion process. This Markov chain gradually adds Gaussian noise to the data over time, using a variance
schedule β1, . . . , βT to control the amount of noise added at each point in the sequence:

q (x1:T | x0) :=

T∏
t=1

q (xt | xt−1) , q (xt | xt−1) := N
(
xt;
√
1− βtxt−1, βtI

)
(1)

The joint distribution pθ(x0:T ) is known as the reverse process in diffusion models, and it is defined as a Markov chain
with learned Gaussian transitions. This chain starts with the prior distribution p(xT ) = N (xT ; 0, I), which is also a
Gaussian distribution with mean 0 and covariance matrix I . The Markov chain then reduces the noise according to the
learned Gaussian transformation, gradually evolving over time until it reaches the observed data x0:

pθ (x0:T ) := p (xT )

T∏
t=1

pθ (xt−1 | xt) , pθ (xt−1 | xt) := N (xt−1;µθ (xt, t) ,Σθ (xt, t)) (2)

3 General Diffusion Model

The standard diffusion model that is commonly used in image generation tasks consists of two integral steps. First,
a continuous random noise process is progressively added to the original image, resulting in a Gaussian distribution.
A Unet model is then trained on this noisy image to estimate the added noise. Second, a pure Gaussian image is
progressively denoised by subtracting the estimated noise from the image at each step using the same Unet model. This
iterative process continues until the final version of the cleanly generated image is obtained. In our work, we present a
more general diffusion model that takes into account matching the added noise to the real-world noisy image.

3.1 Model Components and Training

Algorithm 1 Training
1: repeat
2: x0 ∼ q(x0), xT ∼ q(xT )
3: t ∼ Uniform({0, . . . , T})
4: α = t/T
5: xt = (1− α)x0 + αxT
6: Take gradient descent step on

∇θ ‖x0 − Sθ (xt, t)‖2
7: until converged

The study considers a clean image x0 ∈ RN and its cor-
responding real-world noisy image xT ∈ RN , where a
parameter T determines the diffusion step. In Chapter 4 of
the paper, the choice of T is discussed as a hyperparameter
that significantly influences the outcome of the process. To
control the amount of noise added to the image, a param-
eter α is used, where α = t/T . The Algorithm 1 ensures
that the noisy image is intermediate between x0 and xT ,
which differs from the conventional diffusion model that
adds noise until a pure Gaussian image is obtained. The
proposed method results in an improved overall quality of
the real-world denoised image, while allowing control of
the added noise. It is essential that the output distribution
xt varies continuously with respect to t, and the operator
must satisfy this requirement:

xt = (1− α)x0 + αxT (3)

To implement a sequential reverse diffusion process, we use a basic Unet network called Sθ. This network is specifically
designed to accept two different inputs: the noisy image xt and the time step t, which allows the accurate estimation of
the desired output x0. The proposed architecture of the network facilitates the progressive denoising of the image by
using deep learning driven reverse diffusion processing.

xt = (1− α)Sθ (xt, t) + αxT (4)

In practical applications, a neural network parameterized by θ must be used. The objective function of this network is to
accurately restore the image x0, and this is achieved by minimizing the corresponding problem through training:

min
θ

Ex0,xT∼pdata
‖Sθ (xt, t)− x0‖ (5)
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where x0 denotes a clean image randomly sampled from the distribution pdata, xT denotes a real-world noisy image
drawn from the same distribution. The intermediate image, denoted as xt, is obtained by interpolating between x0 and
xT . In the study, the norm used is represented by ||·||, which is specifically set to `2 within the experimental framework.

Instead of using the L1 loss, our model is optimized with the robust Charbonnier loss [36] to better handle outliers and
achieve better performance. The Charbonnier loss is defined as follows:

Lchar =
√
‖IDenoised − IGT ‖2 + ε2 (6)

where IGT represents the ground truth image and ε is an empirical value, set to 0.001 in this paper. Compared to the L1

loss, the Lchar loss makes the model more robust.

3.2 Sampling Algorithm

Algorithm 2 Origin Sampling

1: xT ∼ q(xT )
2: for t = T, T − 1 . . . , 1 do
3: α = (t− 1)/T
4: xt−1 = (1− α)Sθ (xt, t) + αxT
5: end for
6: return x0

Algorithm 3 Improve Sampling

1: xT ∼ q(xT )
2: for t = T, T − 1 . . . , 1 do
3: αt = t/T
4: αt−1 = (t− 1)/T
5: x̃t = (1− αt)Sθ (xt, t) + αtxT
6: x̃t−1 = (1− αt−1)Sθ (xt, t) + αt−1xT
7: xt−1 = xt − x̃t + x̃t−1

8: end for
9: return x0

The performance of real-world image denoising is highly
dependent on the sampling strategy employed by the dif-
fusion model, and the traditional method for generating
an image using the diffusion model involves step-by-step
sampling. This paper proposes a similar step-wise sam-
pling algorithm for image denoising. In the forward pro-
cess, a Unet is trained to estimate x0 for images with
different noisy levels obtained by interpolating between
clean and real-world noisy images. In the reverse process,
the real-world noisy image is denoised step-by-step using
Sθ. This corresponds to the standard sampling algorithm
as described in Algorithm 2.

The accuracy of Unet is better for real-world image de-
noising when Sθ (xt, t) becomes equivalent to x0. This
is because as Sθ approaches x0, the iterative results be-
come more accurate for all steps of t. Therefore, the more
accurate the estimation of x0, the better the performance
of real-world image denoising. However, the accuracy of
Unet is generally not very good, and the errors begin to
accumulate, leading to the deviation of the iteration results
from x0, resulting in poor image denoising performance.

The Unet is limited by the network architecture and data
sizes, making it inaccurate in predicting x0, which leads
to error accumulation and causes imprecise iterative de-
noising effects (experimentally demonstrated in Section 4
of this paper). To address this problem, the Algorithm 3 is proposed to perform denoising sampling. The experimental
results confirm that it outperforms the traditional sampling Algorithm 2 in terms of performance.

This sampling algorithm has remarkable mathematical properties that enhance the real-world image denoising effect
beyond the Algorithm 2. In particular, even if Sθ does not accurately estimate x0, it can still produce a beneficial result
for the real-world image denoising task. In the following section, we will elaborate on these special features and discuss
their implications for improving real-world image denoising performance.

3.3 Detail of Algorithm 3

It is clear from the two algorithms that if Sθ (xt, t) = x0 for all t < T , the two sampling algorithms can both denoise
the real-world image accurately. In this section, we will analyze in detail the stability of these algorithms to errors in
real-world image denoising.

The Algorithm 2 can be written as the following formula(7):

xt−1 = (1− α)Sθ(xt, t) + αxT
= [1− (t− 1)/T ]Sθ(xt, t) + (t− 1)/T · xT = Sθ(xt, t) + (t− 1)/T · [xT − Sθ(xt, t)]

(7)
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Figure 2: Comparison with state-of-the-art methods on real noisy images from the SIDD validation dataset [37](Zoom
in for the best view).

The Algorithm 3 can be written as the following formula(8):

xt−1 = xt − x̃t + x̃t−1

= xt − (1− αt)Sθ(xt, t)− αtxT + (1− αt−1)Sθ(xt, t) + αt−1xT
= xt − (1− t/T ) · Sθ(xt, t)− t/T · xT + [1− (t− 1)/T ] · Sθ(xt, t) + (t− 1)/T · xT
= xt − 1/T · [xT − Sθ(xt, t)]

(8)

It can be seen from Equation 7 that the Algorithm 2 is more dependent on the result of Sθ(xt, t), both the first and
second terms of the formula are related to Sθ(xt, t), and the coefficient of xT − Sθ(xt, t) is t− 1 times larger than that
of the Algorithm 3, which will overestimate the error. If there is an error in the result of Sθ(xt, t), after several rounds
of iteration, the error will be infinite, resulting in poor performance for real world image denoising.

In contrast, the Algorithm 3 is more robust to erroneous predictions of Sθ(xt, t). The first term has no direct relation
to Sθ(xt, t) and refers only to the current noise image xt, the second term xT − Sθ(xt, t) is t− 1 times smaller than
that of Algorithm 2. The positive or negative in front of the second term is not important, it is just the accumulation of
errors under quantitative analysis. From the Equation 7 and the Equation 8 we can conclude that the Algorithm 3 is less
dependent on Sθ(xt, t) and can handle larger errors more efficiently. After numerous iterations, the performance of the
Algorithm 3 surpasses that of the Algorithm 2, and we can draw the same conclusion from subsequent experiments.
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Figure 3: Comparison with state-of-the-art methods on real noisy images from the DND benchmark [38]. Notice that
no ground-truth images are provided by the DND benchmark(Zoom in for the best view).

4 Experiments

In this section, we will perform real-world image denoising experiments with our proposed method. First, we will
introduce the real-world noisy image datasets and the evaluation index. Then, we will describe the experimental
settings, including the training and testing settings and implementation details. Finally, we will compare our model
with state-of-the-art methods on two real-world image denoising benchmarks.

4.1 Datasets and Evaluation Index

To comprehensively verify our proposed method, we use the following two real-world noisy image datasets:

SIDD Dataset The SIDD [37] is a dataset for the evaluation of image denoising algorithms for smartphone cameras.
It consists of 30,000 low-resolution (LR) images and their corresponding high-resolution (HR) counterparts, captured
with five different smartphone cameras under different lighting conditions. The dataset comes with a predefined training
and validation set, as well as an additional benchmark set for performance evaluation. For fast training and evaluation,
we use the SIDD-Medium dataset (320 image pairs) for training and evaluate the method on the SIDD validation
dataset1.

DND Dataset The DND [38] consists of 50 pairs of low-light scene images and corresponding high-quality reference
images that have been captured under different imaging conditions. The dataset is intended to facilitate the evaluation
of image denoising methods in real-world scenarios. Each image pair includes a raw noisy image, accompanied by its
ground-truth clean version. The dataset’s diverse range of scenarios makes it well-suited for challenging real-world

7



A PREPRINT - MAY 9, 2023

Methods PSNR↑ SSIM↑

CBDNet [16] 30.78 0.801
VDN [44] 39.28 0.956
DANet [43] 39.47 0.957
MIRNet [45] 39.72 0.959
CycleISP [46] 39.52 0.957
MPRNet [47] 39.71 0.958
NBNet [48] 39.75 0.959
GMSNet [41] 39.63 0.956
Uformer [49] 39.77 0.959
SwinIR [24] 39.77 0.958

Origin Sampling 34.93 0.922
Improve Sampling 39.40 0.957
Direct Sampling 39.81 0.959
Without DDPM 39.30 0.957

Table 1: Quantitative results on the SIDD validation dataset [37].

Methods PSNR↑ SSIM↑

CBDNet [16] 38.06 0.942
VDN [44] 39.38 0.952
DANet [43] 39.58 0.955
MIRNet [45] 39.88 0.956
CycleISP [46] 39.56 0.956
MPRNet [47] 39.80 0.954
NBNet [48] 39.89 0.955
GMSNet [41] 40.15 0.961
Uformer [49] 39.96 0.956
SwinIR [24] 40.01 0.958

Origin Sampling 38.14 0.943
Improve Sampling 40.12 0.960
Direct Sampling 40.22 0.962
Without DDPM 40.08 0.960

Table 2: Quantitative results on the DND benchmark [38].

denoising problems. However, the DND2 does not provide any additional training data for fine-tuning denoising
networks and can only be evaluated online.

In terms of evaluation metrics, we quantitatively analyze real-world image denoising using structural similarity
(SSIM) [39] and peak signal-to-noise ratio (PSNR) [40], which focus on pixel fields and are the most commonly used
evaluation metrics in image restoration.

4.2 Implementation Detail and Competing Methods

Following the general training of GMSNet [41], we use the Adam optimizer [42] with β1 = 0.9 and β2 = 0.999 to train
our model. To improve the trade-off between the size of the input patches and the available computing power, we set
the batch size to 32 and the image patch size to 256× 256. The learning rate is 2× 10−4. For all experiments we use
flipping and random rotation with angles of 90◦, 180◦ and 270◦ for data augmentation. All experiments are performed
in a Linux environment with PyTorch (1.12.0) running on a server with an NVIDIA RTX A6000 GPU. Nvidia CUDA
11.7 and cuDNN are used to accelerate the GPU computations. We use 500,000 iterations for the diffusion model,
which takes about eight days to train.

To prove the superiority of our method, we compare it to state-of-the-art approaches on a real-world image denoising
task. In particular, we evaluate its real-world image denoising performance on two test sets, the SIDD validation
dataset [37] and the DND benchmark [38].

SIDD Validation Dataset For the SIDD validation dataset, we follow the setting of DANet [43], which uses only
the SIDD-Medium dataset for training. We use three sampling algorithms for image denoising: Origin Sampling
Algorithm 2, Improved Sampling Algorithm 3, and Direct Sampling Algorithm, which uses only one step Sθ (xt, t) = x0
for image denoising. To evaluate the effectiveness of our proposed method, we compare it with a baseline model
without the diffusion model, denoted as Without DDPM. We also compare our method with previously developed
state-of-the-art methods, including CBDNet [16], VDN [44], DANet [43], MIRNet [45], CycleISP [46], MPRNet [47],
NBNet [48], GMSNet [41], Uformer [49], SwinIR [24].

DND For the DND benchmark, we train our model on the SIDD Medium dataset and synthesize the noisy images
provided by GMSNet [41] for a fair comparison. The synthesized noisy images are generated by DIV2K [50]. The
high-resolution images in DIV2K are cropped into non-overlapping image patches, and then noise is added to these
patches. We randomly sample 320 image patches from the SIDD-Medium dataset and 100 image patches from the
synthetic noisy dataset for each training iteration. We also use three identical sampling algorithms, exactly the same as
SIDD above and without DDPM, for image denoising, and use the same baselines as those implemented on the SIDD
validation dataset for comparison purposes.

1https://www.eecs.yorku.ca/k̃amel/sidd/benchmark.php
2https://noise.visinf.tu-darmstadt.de/benchmark/#results_srgb
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4.3 Comparison of Experimental Results

Time 10 30 50 60 70 80 90

PSNR 39.75 39.99 40.09 40.11 40.12 40.10 40.07

SSIM 0.957 0.958 0.960 0.960 0.960 0.960 0.959

Table 3: Quantitative results for time step from the DND benchmark dataset [38].

SIDD Validation Dataset As depicted in Table 1, the results indicate that our model of Direct Sampling achieves
better performance than all the state-of-the-art methods. For example, our method compares favorably with the recently
developed state-of-the-art SwinIR [24] method, where the PSNR and SSIM of the proposed results are 0.04 dB and
0.001 higher than those of SwinIR, respectively, justifying the effectiveness of our model. Compared with DANet [43],
which uses a GAN [33], our model still achieves a 0.34 dB improvement in the PSNR index. Additionally, we present
the visual comparison in Figure 2. We can see that our model recovers sharper and clearer images than those of the
other methods, and is therefore more faithful to the ground truth, which verifies the effectiveness of the diffusion model
for image denoising. We can also see that the performance of Improve Sampling is better than the Origin Sampling and
Without DDPM methods, which has demonstrated the efficiency of the sampling algorithm 3. Although the performance
of Improve Sampling is not better than Direct Sampling, this is not important and our experiments demonstrate the
improvement of the diffusion model on the real-world image denoising performance.

DND benchmark In Table 2, our model of Direct Sampling achieves a significant improvement over other state-
of-the-art methods. Compared to MPRNet [47], our model shows performance gains of 0.42 dB and 0.008 in terms
of PSNR and SSIM, respectively, justifying the notion that real-world image denoising via diffusion model makes
our model more robust in handling information with different frequencies. Compared to the ViT-based methods [22],
Uformer [49] and SwinIR [24], our model outperforms them by a PSNR margin of up to 0.10 dB. The qualitative results
shown in Figure 3 verify that our model achieves a significant visual quality improvement over CycleISP [46] with
realistic texture and clear structure. Our result also shows that Improve Sampling is better than Origin Sampling, and
demonstrates the efficiency of the diffusion model, the result is the same as the SIDD validation dataset.

Time Steps As shown in Table 3, diffusion steps have an effect on the denoising of real-world images. We perform
detailed experiments on different steps on the DND benchmark, since the model must be retrained for different numbers
of diffusion steps, our experiments only perform different training for the DND benchmark, and the sampling method is
Improve Sampling. The performance of real-world image denoising is best when t = 70.

5 Conclusion

This study presents an effective method for real-world denoising based on a general diffusion model with linear
interpolation. The proposed method combines the advantages of the simple Unet and the diffusion model, which not
only takes advantage of the local receptive field of CNNs for processing large images, but also exploits the generative
advantage of the diffusion model. Specifically, in the forward process, the method interpolates images with different
noise levels to estimate their noise using a simple Unet. In the reverse process, the model estimates and removes the
noise step by step, resulting in real image denoising. We also propose two sampling algorithms and compare the results
of the two sampling algorithms with Direct Sampling. Although the results of the sampling algorithms are not better
than Direct Sampling, this limitation could be attributed to the insufficient rigidity of the diffusion model and is not a
major concern. More importantly, the proposed method shows significant improvements in real-world image denoising
performance.

Let’s rethink, why does our method work? Through experiments, we have found that Direct Sampling is better than
other sampling algorithms, we have also come to the conclusion that our proposed general diffusion model works
in a manner similar to data augmentation. By interpolating noise images of different sizes, using the different time
steps (T ) to control the degree of data augmentation, we can augment the dataset and use it to train a simple Unet.
Data augmentation is widely used in machine learning as a technique to increase the size of training datasets, which
can improve the generalization ability of models. Our method exploits this concept by using the diffusion process to
generate new instances of noisy images with varying degrees of corruption. By using these augmented inputs during
training, our model becomes more robust to variations in noise and can achieve better performance for real-world image
denoising, which is also what makes Direct Sampling superior to other sampling algorithms.
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Of course, our proposed method has some limitations, one of which is the imprecision of the diffusion process. This
can affect the performance of the two sampling methods we use and result in lower quality samples compared to Direct
Sampling. Although we have made improvements to the sampling Algorithm 3, the results are still not as good as we
would like. Addressing the imprecision of the diffusion process and optimizing the sampling algorithm will be a priority
for future work on this topic. One possible approach to address this limitation would be to explore alternative diffusion
models that provide greater precision and control over the samples generated. Another approach could be to improve
the training process by incorporating additional loss functions or regularization techniques that encourage the model to
generate higher quality samples.

The effectiveness of the method is demonstrated through extensive experiments, which include comparisons with
state-of-the-art denoising methods on standard benchmark datasets. The results show that the proposed method achieves
superior performance on various metrics, including PSNR and SSIM. Furthermore, the present work contributes to
the field of image processing by advancing the understanding of how diffusion models can be integrated with CNNs
to improve their performance in tasks such as denoising. The proposed method has potential applications in diverse
domains, ranging from biomedical imaging to autonomous driving systems. We believe that our proposed method
has the potential to be widely adopted in various domains due to its superior performance and versatility in handling
different types of noise. Overall, we hope that our work will inspire further research in this area and lead to new
innovations that can benefit society.
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