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AN ADMM-LAP METHOD FOR TOTAL VARIATION MYOPIC
DECONVOLUTION OF ADAPTIVE OPTICS RETINAL IMAGES

XIAOTONG CHEN*, JAMES L. HERRINGT, JAMES G. NAGY?, YUANZHE XIf, AND BO YU*

Abstract. Adaptive optics (AO) corrected flood imaging of the retina is a popular technique for studying the
retinal structure and function in the living eye. However, the raw retinal images are usually of poor contrast and
the interpretation of such images requires image deconvolution. Different from standard deconvolution problems
where the point spread function (PSF) is completely known, the PSF in these retinal imaging problems is only
partially known which leads to the more complicated myopic (mildly blind) deconvolution problem. In this paper,
we propose an efficient numerical scheme for solving this myopic deconvolution problem with total variational
(TV) regularization. First, we apply the alternating direction method of multipliers (ADMM) to tackle the TV
regularizer. Specifically, we reformulate the TV problem as an equivalent equality constrained problem where the
objective function is separable, and then minimize the augmented Lagrangian function by alternating between two
(separated) blocks of unknowns to obtain the solution. Due to the structure of the retinal images, the subproblems
with respect to the fidelity term appearing within each ADMM iteration are tightly coupled and a variation of
the Linearize And Project (LAP) method is designed to solve these subproblems efficiently. The proposed method
is called the ADMM-LAP method. Theoretically, we establish the subsequence convergence of the ADMM-LAP
method to a stationary point. Both the theoretical complexity analysis and numerical results are provided to
demonstrate the efficiency of the ADMM-LAP method.
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1. Introduction. Image restoration is an important topic in image processing which is widely
used in many areas, such as astronomical imaging, medical imaging and restoring aging and dete-
riorated films. The goal of image restoration is to reconstruct the best possible approximation of
the clean, original image from an observed, blurred and noisy image. The basic image restoration
problem can be described as a linear inverse problem

d= Az +e, (1.1)

where A € R"*"* is an ill-conditioned blurring matrix defined by the point spread function
(PSF) [9], d € R™ represents the observed, blurred and noisy image, e € R™ denotes the additive
noise and = € R"* denotes the unknown true image to be restored.

The PSF is generally assumed to be perfectly known in standard image restoration techniques.
However, this is not always the case. In many applications, the true PSF (and therefore the blur-
ring matrix A) is unknown or partially known. This results in blind deconvolution problems where
image restoration also requires recovering or approximating the PSF. If the PSF can be parame-
terized by a small number of unknown parameters, the problem can be considered mildly/partially
blind, or myopic. Adaptive optics (AO) corrected flood imaging of the retina is one such myopic
deconvolution problem that has received much attention. In [2,4], the authors present an imaging
model that can transfer the 3D model to a 2D model with the global PSF being an unknown
linear combination of a few PSFs. Thus, problem (1.1) requires estimating both the combination
coefficients of A and the true image  in this model.

In order to guarantee the fidelity of the recovery, it is necessary to add a regularizer. There
are two well-known types of regularizers for problem (1.1): one is Tikhonov and the other is
total variation (TV). Tikhonov regularization was first proposed in [20] with a quadratic penalty
added to the objective function. Due to its quadratic property, it is inexpensive to minimize the
objective function. Thus, Tikhonov regularization is computationally efficient and has been widely
used. However, one disadvantage of the Tikhonov approach is that it tends to over smooth the
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image and fails to preserve important image details such as sharp edges. The TV regularizer, first
proposed by Rudin, Osher and Fatemi in [16], has also been widely adopted in image reconstruction
problems [11,17,19,21]. Since the TV approach uses the summation of the variation of the image
x at all pixels to control the norm (or semi-norm) and the smoothness of the solution, it has been
shown both experimentally and theoretically that the TV approach can effectively preserve sharp
edges and keep the important features of the restored image.

Following the AO retinal imaging model in [2,4], in this paper, we consider the myopic decon-
volution model with TV regularization as follows

. H 2
i @ (@w) = LA w) e - d3+ TV (@)
» (1.2)
s.t ij = 1,
j=1

where Cp = {@|x; >0fori=1,...,n*},Cpw = {w|w; >0for j=1,...,p}, p is a positive
parameter that is used to balance the two terms in the objective function, TV denotes the TV
regularization term, x € R™ is a vectorized version of the unknown n x n image to be recovered,
w € R? denotes unknown weights parameterizing the blurring matrix A (w) € R X"2, andd € R"
is the observed, blurred noisy image (data). For the imaging model we use, the blurring matrix
A (w) is a weighted sum of p known blurring matrices A; with the form

p
A(w) = ijAj = w1 A] +wo Ay + -+ + ’prp.

j=1

Note that the fidelity term in the objective function in (1.2) is nonconvex and the TV regu-
larization term is nondifferentiable and nonlinear. This poses some computational challenges in
the optimization problem. In particular, due to the existence of the parameters w and the non-
convexity of the objective function, approaches such as the fast iterative shrinkage-thresholding
algorithm (FISTA) [1,6] cannot be applied directly to solve the problem. However, alternative
approaches have been proposed to solve the optimization problem with TV regularization in the
literature. One particularly efficient scheme is the alternating direction method of multipliers
(ADMM) [19,21,28]. ADMM was first developed to solve convex optimization problems by break-
ing them into subproblems, each of which are then easier to handle. Recent work has shown that
ADMM can also perform well for a variety of applications involving nonconvex objective functions
or nonconvex sets [5,13,22,26,27|. Inspired by the success of ADMM on nonconvex problems, we
consider using it as the optimization method to tackle problem (1.2).

The main contribution of this paper can be summarized as follows:

e We implement an efficient algorithm called ADMM-LAP for myopic deconvolution prob-
lems with TV regularization arising from the AO retinal image restoration. Specifically,
we first apply ADMM as an outer optimization method to tackle the TV regularizer and
then apply the Linearize And Project (LAP) method as an inner optimization method to
solve the tightly coupled subproblems arising within each ADMM iteration. We establish
the subsequence convergence of ADMM-LAP to a stationary point and conduct a com-
plexity analysis of ADMM-LAP to demonstrate its computational efficiency for myopic
deconvolution problems with TV regularization.

e We present extensive numerical experiments to illustrate the effectiveness of the ADMM-
LAP method. In addition, we compare the performance of ADMM-LAP with a benchmark
method called ADMM-BCD where ADMM is applied to tackle the TV regularization while
block coordinate descent (BCD) is applied to solve the coupled subproblems. Compared
to ADMM-BCD, ADMM-LAP converges faster and can reach smaller relative errors for
both the restored image and the obtained parameters.

The paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, we introduce a general formulation of the AO
retinal imaging problem. In Section 3, we first briefly review the iteration format of ADMM and
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introduce a variation of LAP for our problem, then propose the ADMM-LAP method and present
the convergence results. A benchmark method ADMM-BCD is also discussed. The computational
complexity of both methods are analyzed in this section. Numerical results are given in Section 4,
and concluding remarks are drawn in Section 5.

2. Retinal imaging problem.

2.1. AO retinal imaging model. Adaptive optics (AO) is a well-known optoelectronic
technique that compensates for the time-varying aberrations of the eye [3]. However, AO flood
imaging suffers from an intrinsic limitation that leads to a loss in resolution because the object is
three-dimensional, the image contains information from both the in-focus plane and the out-of-focus
planes of the object. Hence, interpretation of such images requires an appropriate post-processing,
including image deconvolution. In this paper, we focus on the myopic image deconvolution problem
that arises from the AO retinal image restoration and propose the efficient ADMM-LAP method
to solve the problem.

First, we describe the structure of the adaptive optics (AO) retinal imaging model. In the
continuous setting, retinal imaging is typically modeled as a three-dimensional (3D) convolution [2,
4]:

d3p = h3p *3p x3p + €, (2.1)

where d3p is the observed image, hsp is the PSF, x3p is the three-dimensional convolution oper-
ator, xzp is the true object, and e is the additive noise. If the true object is assumed to be shift
invariant along the optical axis, i.e., the z-axis, then x3p becomes separable with

x3p (2,y,2) = @2p (€, y) w (2),

where w (z) is the normalized flux emitted by the plane at depth z such that [w(z)dz = 1.
For reasonable optical setups, this shift invariance along the optical axis can be guaranteed to a
sufficient degree to make this separability assumption meaningful [2].

In practice, retinal flood imaging systems typically image along a single plane of interest, a
departure from the 3D model in (2.1). This results in a 2D data image taken at a single depth.
For depth z = 0, this gives the observed image

d2D (Ia y) = d3D (xvya O) .

The shift invariance assumption for the true image x3p then implies that the two-dimensional PSF
for the observed image dap(x,y) can be expressed as

hop (z,y) = /'w (—z)hsp (x,y,2)dz.

Discretizing the above integral using a quadrature rule (a simple rectangle rule is often suffi-
cient) we obtain the PSF for the observed retinal flood images as

p
hap (‘Tu y) ~ ijhj (z, y)?
J=1

where h; (z,y) = hsp (2,9, z;) is the 2D PSF taken at depth z; and w; = w (z;) Az; are weights
with Az; the thickness of the jth slice of the 3D image in the quadrature sum. Thus, in our
myopic deconvolution model (1.2), the problem becomes determining the unknown weights w;
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that parameterize the PSF with the constraints that Zle w; =1 and w; > 0 for all j. We point
out that it can be seen from numerical experiments that the global PSF in (1.2) is normalized (i.e.,
all entries sum to approximately 1). Therefore, the myopic deconvolution model satisfies the fact
that the PSF is energy preserving.

2.2. Myopic deconvolution model with TV regularization. For TV regularization 1121
(1.2), we follow the notations used in [19,21]: the discrete form of TV for a grayscale image € R"
is defined as

TV (x) = > || Diz]2, (2.2)
=1

where for each i, D;x € R? represents the first-order finite difference of @ at pixel i in both
horizontal and vertical directions. We note that the 2-norm in (2.2) can be replaced by the 1-
norm. If the 2-norm is used, then we obtain the isotropic version of TV, and if the 1-norm is used,
we obtain the anisotropic version. In this paper, we will only treat the isotropic case for simplicity,
but the treatment for the anisotropic case is completely analogous.

Notations: The two first-order global finite difference operators in horizontal and vertical
directions are, respectively, denoted by D), D2 € RV *n* " D, € R2X"” is a two-row matrix
formed by stacking the ith row of D™ on top of the ith row of D) and D := (D(l);D(2)) €
R27°xn” g the global first-order finite difference operator.

In order to deal with the restriction on the sum of the weights, we introduce an appropriate
regularizer on w:

n2

min_ ZAw)e - d|3+ Y IDi]s + S(w) (2.3)

®EC, WECy 2 pt
P
where Cp = {@ |2; >0 fori=1,...,n%} ,Cp = {w |w; > 0for j =1,...,p} and A(w) = ijAj.
j=1
The regularizer S(w) is defined as

S(’UJ) = ( Tw - 1)27

N |y

where e € R? is the vector all ones and £ > 0 is a weighting parameter. This regularizer penalizes
solutions where the weights wy; do not sum to 1, so for appropriately large £, it can effectively
enforce the summation constraint. We choose this option because it fits conveniently within the
LAP framework in Section 3.2. Another possible alternative is a Lagrangian multiplier approach,
which would strictly enforce the summation [15].

3. Optimization schemes. In this section, we first briefly review the alternating direction
method of multipliers (ADMM), discuss how to adapt ADMM to solve (2.3) and discuss how
to adapt a variation of the Linearize And Project (LAP) method to solve the related coupled
subproblems. We then propose the ADMM-LAP method for solving (2.3) and give the convergence
analysis. A benchmark method called ADMM-BCD is also introduced in this section. We compare
their computational complexity and show that ADMM-LAP is more efficient when solving (2.3).

3.1. ADMM splitting. The classical ADMM is designed to solve the following 2-block

optimization problem with linear constraints

min  f(u) + g (v)
u,vER"2 (31)
s.t. Bu+ Cv = z,
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where f(u) : R" — (—o0,+00], g(v) : R” — (—o00,400] are convex functions, and B,C €
R"*"* and z € R™ are given.
The augmented Lagrangian function for (3.1) is given by

L5 (u,w.2) = f (u) + 9 (0) + (A But Co — 2) + || Bu+ Co 2|3

where A € R" denotes the Lagrange multiplier, 8 > 0 is the penalty parameter.
2 2 2
Given (uo, oY, )\0) € R™ xR™ xR"™", the penalty parameter 5 > 0, ADMM iterates as follows:

k+1

u = argminlg (u,vk, )\k) ,

k+1

v = argminlg (ukH,v, )\k) ,
v

AL = \F_ g (BukJrl + Qo — z).

In order to apply ADMM to solve (2.3), we introduce artificial vectors y; € R?, i =1,...,n?
then we can rewrite (2.3) in an equivalent form:

2

min | A(w)z — d|3 + S(w) + Y lyill2 + dc, (@) + oc,, (w),

zw,y 2
Y i=1

(3.2)
s.t. yi = D;x, i=1,..,n%

P

where Cp = {x |z; >0fori=1,...,n?} ,Cp = {w|w; > 0for j =1,...,p}, A(w) = ijAj
j=1

and d¢(-) denotes the indicator function of C, i.e.,

0, ecC,
6C(S)_{ 00 zgéC

For convenience, let * y = [y1: y2] € R2", where y1, y2 are vectors of length n2 and [(y1); (y2)i] =
y; € R? for i = 1,...,n?. The augmented Lagrangian function for (3.2) is then given by

Lo (@ w,y.N) = Sl Aw)z - dJ} + S(w) + 5, (@) + de., (w)

2
. B
+> (||yz‘|2 - (yi — Diw) + Slyi = Dzl ),
=1

where each A; € R? and A € R2"” is a reordering of A; similar to y.

Consider (x, w) as one block of variables and y as the other. We can now apply ADMM as the
outer optimization method to tackle the TV regularization term in (3.2). Given the initial point
(y°, 2%, w’, A"), the ADMM algorithm iteratively solves the following three subproblems:

k+1 _ : k k k
Y = argminlg (w ,wh iy, A ),
Yy
(2! wht) = argminly (z, w, y* 1, AF)
T, w
Ak-i—l _ )\k _ B (yk-‘rl _ Dmkﬂ) .
*Borrowing MATLAB notation, we use the semicolon in a vector to denote concatenation of terms.
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First, for the y-subproblem, notice that minimizing Lg (mk,wk,y,)\k) with respect to y is
equivalent to minimizing n? two-dimensional problems of the form

2
. i=1,2,...,n°% (3.3)

. B
min, |lyil2 + )

2

yi— (Diwk + % ()\k)i>

The solution to (3.3) is given explicitly by the two-dimensional shrinkage [19]

nyrl = maX{HDicck + % ()\k)i

Li=1,2,...,n% (3.4)

1 } Dizk + § (A) .
[Dixk + 5 (AF), |2

T

Second, denote

n2

B
R(z,y, ) =) (|yz'||2 = A (vi = Diz) + 5 lyi = Dizl3 )
=1

and define

(@ w.y,A) = S A ()@ - dJ} + S(w) + R(2,y. 7).
Then it can be shown that the (a, w)-subproblem is equivalent to the following problem:

(:ckﬂ,wk*l) = argmin Oz, w,y ", AF). (3.5)
2ECL, WECy

Note that this is a tightly coupled optimization problem with element-wise bound constraints.
Finally, update the multiplier,

Ak+1 — Ak _ B (yk+1 _ Dwarl) . (36)

If the termination criterion is met, stop; else, set k := k + 1 and go to the y-subproblem.

3.2. LAP method. To solve the tightly coupled (x,w)-subproblem (3.5), we develop a vari-
ation of the Linearize And Project (LAP) method proposed by Herring et al [10]. The LAP
method is efficient for inverse problems with multiple, tightly coupled blocks of variables such as
the problem under consideration. Its strengths include the option to impose element-wise bound
constraints on all blocks of variables.

In this paper, we present the LAP method based on the normal equation approach instead of
the least squares approach presented in the original paper [10]. First, we consider the unconstrained
problem where C, = R™, C,, = RP. Denote the residual as (z,w) := A(w)x — d. Then at the
iterate (x,w), the Jacobian with respect to the & block of variables is

Jo = Var(z,w)" = A(w) ", (3.7)
and the Jacobian with respect to the w block of variables is

(Arz) "
(Agz) "

Juw = (3.8)

(Ap)T

Computing the update step around the current iterate (&, w) requires the gradient and Hessian
of the objective function ®(x,w, y**!, A¥). These are given by
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A Jlr VR (, y’“r1 AF)
k+1 yk
v$=w¢(m7wvy 7A ) |:JT :| + |: va( (39)
- 313, 313 V2R (z,y" ) 0
2 k+1 k x Y w )

where 7 := r(x, w). Here, the Hessian of the regularizer R(x) can be exact or a linearized approx-
imation. Let dx and dw denote the update step for the image and the parameters, respectively.
Then the update steps dx and dw are given by the solution of the following block linear system

Jido + VLR (z,y" 1, AF) 1 Jw sz]  [Jir+ LVLR (x,yFt AF)
I3a I T+ vz,8<w>] st] - [ T+ VS (w) } |
(3.11)
Note that omitting the regularizer terms, (3.11) is the normal equation corresponding to the
least-squares problem

2

I ox
o RIS

2

that can be obtained by the Linearize step of LAP in [10].

LAP solves (3.11) by projecting the original problem onto a reduced space. In this paper,
we choose to project the problem onto the image space, i.e., we eliminate the block of variables
corresponding to w. When projecting the problem onto the image space, dw can be computed by

dow = — (T Jw + V3,8(w)) " (I Judz + Tr + VaS(w)) . (3.12)
Plug (3.12) into (3.11) and get

1 _
(JIJm + ;ViR (z,y* 1, Ak)> 5@ — 3] Ty (3L Ty + V2,S(w)) ™ (I Ipd + I r + VwS(w))
1
(9 VaR (@AY )
w
which can be simplified as

Msz = b, (3.13)

the operator and the right hand side are given by
1
M :=J, (I - Ju(ToTw + VoS (w) ' I3)Je + — ViR (z,y" ™, N,
I

1
bi=—J (I —Juw(J,Jw+VeS(w) 'T)r — —VoR (z,y" T NF)
1
+ I T (T2 T + V2, S(w)) "1V, S(w).

Moreover, it is easy to see that the gradient and Hessian of R(zx,y 1, A¥) satisfy

2

1*1

(3.14)
:DT)\k ﬂDT k+1 +BDTDCB
and
ViR (z,y" A%) =Y pDI'D; = pD"D. (3.15)

i=1
7



Following the above procedures, we are able to compute the unconstrained update steps dx and
ow.

Next, we consider modifying the above procedures in order to handle the element-wise bound
constraints on @ and w. We know that a simple extension to the Gauss-Newton method does not
work [12], however, a simple correction, i.e. the projected Gauss-Newton method [8] can be made
convergent and it works well for many inverse problems. To this end, the variables are divided
into active set variables and inactive set variables and the step dx and dw are computed through
these two separate sets. Let the feasible index set be defined as

N:z{qu g | 20}.

Define the active and inactive sets as

A:z{qu Tq 20},

T:=N\A.

ZA

Then, we can divide the variables into the active set variables and the inactive set variables

[ *z } Denote the steps taken on [ TA ] by [ 0T 4 } and the steps taken on [ *1 ] by
wr wy ow wr

5:21 .

swy |’ respectively.

dxz and dwz can be computed in a similar way as the unconstrained case except that the
variables need to be projected onto the inactive set. That is, dxz at the current iterate (x, w) is
computed as:

Méxr =b, (3.16)

the operator and right hand side are given by

~ ~ ~

N =30 (1 = 3 (3T + V2,8 (w)) 1T T + %Vifz (4" AR)

xT

~ ~ A o N ~ 1 N
bi=—J, (I —Juw(J,Jw+VLS(w) 1I)r — =Vl (z,y" T NF)
H

where J o, Ju, VaR, V2R, VoS and V2, S represent I, Ju, Vo R, V2R, VS and V2, S restricted
to the inactive set via projection, respectively. The reduced problem (3.16) does not need to be
solved to a high accuracy. For example in [10], a stopping tolerance of 107! is used to solve the
reduced problem iteratively. After solving for dxz, dwz can be computed by

AT A N -1 /. ~ A
Swr = — (J;Jw + v?,,S(w)) (JI,dewI T g va(w)) . (3.17)
For the active set, dx_4 and dw 4 are given by a scaled projected gradient descent step

5$A _ j;cr'r - v:cR (w+5mAuyk+17)‘k)
b =l ] VaS(w) ’ 19

where jm, jw, VZR and ng represent the projection of Jy, Jq, VxR and V,,.S onto the active
set, respectively.



Then dx and dw can be calculated as a scaled combination of dx 4, dw4, dxz and dwz by

R o

and the parameter v is selected based on the recommendation in [8],

_ max([[dez], , [[dwz]l)

- max ([0zall » [dwalls.)

Finally, the projected Armijo line search is applied to find the solution. Here the modified Armijo
condition is given by

P (Pc, (z + nézx) ,Pe,, (w+ now) ,y* T AF)

ow

- N T 3.20
<b (@, w0,y N) + nQ (Vo (2,w,551, A1) ) [5“" ] 20

where Pc_ and P¢,, denotes the projections onto the feasible set for the image and parameters,
respectively, Q (Vw,wi) (:B,'w,yk“,)\k)) denotes the projected gradient, 0 < n < 1 denotes the
step size by backtracking, and we set ¢ = 10~* as suggested in [15]. We point out that it is
necessary to update the inactive set and the active set in each iteration because the projection
does not prevent variables from leaving the active set and joining the inactive set. Hence, it makes
sense that in Algorithm 1, if the termination criterion is not met in Step 3, we go back to Step 2
and get a new solution.

3.3. ADMM-LAP method. The proposed ADMM-LAP method for solving myopic decon-
volution problems with TV regularization is summarized in Algorithm 1.

Algorithm 1 ADMM-LAP method for (3.2)

Input: (y° 2% w® X°) € R27° x R"” x RP x R2"", the penalty parameter 8 > 0. Let{ert1}72,
be a sequence satisfying {ex41}72, C [0, +00) and 220:0 €pr1 < 00. Set k= 0.

Output: y*, z* w* \F.

Step 1 Compute y**! using (3.4).

Step 2 Find a minimizer of

. & k1 yky
et Oz w,y" AT
Specifically,
1.Compute the step on the inactive set by the LAP method using (3.16) and
(3.17).

2.Compute the step on the active set by (3.18) using the projected gradient

descent method.

3.Combine the steps using (3.19).

4.Perform the projected Armijo line search satisfying (3.20) to update ¥+,
and go to Step 4; else, repeat Step 2.

,wk-i-l'
]
U
Step 4 Compute A**1 using (3.6).
Step 5 If a termination criteria is met, stop; else, set k := k + 1 and go to Step 1.

5.Update active and inactive sets.
k+1 .
Step 3 If the residual [ Zﬁﬂ ] = V(%w)fb(m,w,yk“, ) satisfies < €k+1, stop
w

2
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Notice that ADMM-LAP is an inexact ADMM, where the y-subproblems are exactly solved
while the (z,w)-subproblems are inexactly solved. Inspired by the recent results in [14,22], we
prove that the ADMM-LAP algorithm converges subsequently to a stationary point.

THEOREM 3.1. Let (y°, 2%, w®, A°) be any initial point and {(y*, 2", w*, \F)} be the sequence
of iterates generated by Algorithm 1. Then if B > a—ll)\maX(A(wk)TA(wk)) and B satisfies B2a; —
LB — 4a:Cy > 0, where Cy, a1, az, L are constants specified in Lemma 3.2 and Lemma 3.3,
Algorithm 1 converges subsequently, i.e., it generates a sequence that has a convergent subsequence,
whose limit (y*, x*, w*, A*) is a stationary point of Lg. That is, 0 € 0Lg(y*, z*, w*, A*). To
prove Theorem 3.1, we define the following functions:

n2
F(y) =Y _lyill,
1=1

Glz,w) = £ A(w)e - d|}} + S(w) + dc, (@) + e, (w),

gla.w) = S A(w)e - d| + S(w).

LEMMA 3.2. The iterates of Algorithm 1 satisfy:
1. Veg(zhtt wktl) = — Zn_zl DINEFL gt

2 2 2kl _ gk
2 Hzi:1 DIX;TY =37 DEXE 2 < Co { wht! — wk ] + |5t = nkll2, where Co is a con-
stant. 2
Proof. First, notice that for (z*+1, w**1) generated by ADMM, we have x*+1 = [z8F1; g+t :vfl;'rl
Co, whtl = [wf“;wé“; e ;wg*‘l] € Cy. From the definition of the general subgradient, for all

vz € 06c, (xFt1),
Sc, (@) — b, (") > vy - (x — 1), Vz e R™.

For any @ = [x1;@2;. . .; 2], where z; > 21 > 0,4 = 1,2,...,n%, we have 0 > v, - (z — x**1).
For any @ = [x1;%2;...;@p2], where 0 < x; < 2™ i =1,2,...,n% we have 0 < vy - (z — x"*1).
Thus, we have v, = 0. Similarly, v,, = 0. By the first-order optimality condition at (z**! wk*1!),

Vzg(karlv warl)

+
Vawg(a™Ht, w’““)} U

0

Hence,

n2

Vgt whtl) 4+ Z (D;‘F)\f — DT (y T — D;x)) — it =o.
i=1

Then by the update of the multiplier A*™1 = A% — 8 (y**1 — Dx*1), we obtain

n2

Vag(@th wh ) = =3 DIAFH gt (3.21)
i=1

We make use of the decomposition
IVag(a®, w®) — Vag(a™*, w2

<[ Vag(@®, w*) = Vag(a", w2 + [|Vag(@®, whh) — Vag(a", w2,
10

(3.22)

n? n? k+1
zi_léﬁml . lzi_l ADT (y* _Dm] N

| €



For the term ||Vgg(x®, w*) — Vag(x*, w**1)||2, we have the estimate

IVag(@®, w*) = Vog(a®, w* )]

:”A(wk)TA(wk)mk _A(wk)Td_A(wk-i-l)TA(wk-l-l)mk_|_A(,wk+1)Td||2
<[[A(w")" A(w®)z" — A(w" )T A(wh) 2|2 + | A(w" )T A(w")2"

+ [ Aw")Td — A(w" )T d]|2.

_ A(wk-‘rl)TA(wk-‘rl)wk ”2

(3.23)

Then, we estimate the terms in (3.23) separately with the 2-weight case, i.e., w = [w;1—w]. Cases

with p > 3 can be considered similarly, here we omit it. First,

[A(w") T A(wh)ah — A(w" )T A(w" )z |2
<[l A(w")" = AT - [|A(w")2"

<[lw" AT + (1 = wh) AT — AT — (1= 0™ ) AT |2 - [|A(w" )" |2

<AL = A7 ll2 - A" )2t |2 - [|w® — w" Ty,
=Amax(A] — A7) - [|A(wW") @2 - w — w2,

=ci[Jw® — wH,

where ¢1 := A\pax (AT — AT) - [|A(w*)x¥||2 is a constant. Similarly,

||A(wk+1)TA(wk):vk _ A(’warl)TA(’warl)wk”g

max(A1 = A2) - [A@TH T2 282 - w* = w2,

=cof|w® — w2,

where ca := Apax (A1 — Ag) - [[A(w* )T - ||2¥]|2 is a constant.

Moreover,
[A(w")"d — A(w*)Td|
<[[(A1 = A2)"dl2 - [[w* — w2
—csl|wh — w1,
where c3 := [|(A; — A2)Td||2 is a constant.

For the term ||V g(z®, wk!) — Vyg(xh Tt wh*1)||2, we have

[Vag(z®, wht) — Vag(a T wh )|,

=pl| A(w" T A (2" — 2t

S,U/\max(A(warl)TA(warl)) : ||wk - mk+1”25

Then we know from (3.21)-(3.27) that there exists a constant C such that

= Vag (@™, w') — Vog (@, w")2

phHl _ gk
<Co whtl — wk

)

2
11

7L2 712
Ty k+1 Tyk k k
ZDi )‘1‘+ - ZDi AL =iz — 77a:+1||2
i=1 i=1 5
7L2 7L2
<= DS DIXT 4kt Y T DI — gk
i=1 i=1
2

(3.24)

(3.25)

(3.26)

(3.27)



where Cp := v2max{c; + ¢z + ¢3, pAmax (A(wFt)T A(w*+1))}. Hence, we have

n? n? okl _ gk

Ty k+1 Tyk - k k
ElDi >‘i+ _ElDi Ail| < Co [wkﬂ_wk } 2+H77 +1_77a:H2'
1= 1=

LEMMA 3.3. Let {(y*, x*, w*, X¥)} be the sequence of iterates generated by Algorithm 1. If >
all)\max(A(wk)TA(wk)) and B satisfies 32a1—LB—4a2Cy > 0, where ay, as are constants depending
on D, L denotes the Lipschitz constant of —g(x*+1,w"), then {(y*, ", w" AF)} satisfies:

1. Lp(y®, x® w” A¥) is lower bounded and there is a constant Cy > 0 such that for all sufficiently
large k, we have

E@(yk, mk, ,wk7 Ak) _ Eﬁ(yk—i-l7 wk-{-l,,wk—i-l7 Ak—i—l)
n? k 2
Z ||yk k+1|| - k+1
i 2 wk
i=1

— —Hn — a3

2

2. {(y*, ", wk, \F)} is bounded.

Proof. According to the optimality condition of the y-subproblem, we define
A7t = (AF), + Byt — D) € 0y o

We know from the definition of L(y*, =¥, w*, A\F) that

n n2 n2
=Pl = F ) = 32 (4] 0 =5 + 531t - Diatl - 5 Dt - Dl
in21 i:; P
:F(y’f)—F(ka) _ (}\k)j(y yf+1)+§z(”y1 —yf+1||2+2<yf+1 _Dimk7yl _yf+1>)
y i=1 i:iz
:Z(Hymz— |‘Yf+1||2—<df+1,yl yf+1>) +§Z||Yz ¥ 2
z:1n2 |
z§ lys — y¥3,
i=1

where the second equality follows from the cosine rule: ||b+c||>—||a+c||? = ||[b—al|*+2(a+c,b—a)
and the last inequality follows from the convexity of ||y]|2.

12



Moreover, we have

Eﬁ(yk-i-l,wk’ wk7 Ak) _ Eﬁ(yk+1,iltk+l, u}k-i-l7 Ak-i—l)

2 2 n2

—g(@*, w¥) = g(@ W) = 37 (W) = WD)y 3T (AF)] Diat = T () Dt

1 i=1 i=1

3

i

+Z Iyt~ va’“l\z+z Ilyi+ = Dy

2

n
=g(a®, w*) — g(@", W) + g(a", w) — g(a" T wt ) — (M) !
i:l
n2 n2 n2 n2
+Z( ZAkJrl D;x" +Z )\k+1 D;x" ZAkH ¥
i=1 i=1 i=1 i=1

+ g Z (I - Dix® + D"t |y + 2(— Dzt 4yt Dk + Diwk+1>)

@
Il
s

|

2
L n
_ 5Hu)kJrl _wkH% + Z (” _ Dl:vk -‘rDiwarng +2<—D k+1 +yk+1 Dl:vk +Di$k+1>)
=1

4 Zﬁ<yi€+1 Dikarl, k+1 +D wk+1>

i=1
L 1 B
k k k k k
=—§Hw+1—WH§—EZII>\“ (N, 115 + ZH—D.’B + Dy 3
i=1 i=1
o L —zF 1P 2a2C xF L gk 77 n Bay ZF+t gk 77 2| b i)
=75 1 _ gk , 3 wrl _ wk , B wrtl — wk , 3 N —
2
| o ””'2 || - Stk —
w —w 5 /3 €T k)

where C' := —é — 20200 4 '8% is a constant, aj,as are constants such that for i = 1,2,...,n?,

[Ds(a ! — a3 > arfla™! —a® |3 and [|(A*F1); = (A*);i13 < aol D ((AF1); = (A*);) |13, respec-
tively. The second equality follows from the cosine rule; the third inequality follows from the con-
vexity of g(x¥, w**1) with respect to « and the Lipschitz differentiable property of —g(x**+1, w")
with respect to w [22], L is the Lipschitz constant; the fourth equality follows from the definition
of the multiplier A*™! = A* — 3 (y**1 — Da**1); the fifth inequality follows from Lemma 3.2. In

order to ensure C' > 0, we require 3 satisfies 8%a; — LS — 4a2Cy > 0.

Then we know from two equalities above that
Eﬁ(yk wk ,wk Ak) _ Eﬁ(yk-i-l wk-i—l ,wk-i-l Ak-i—l)

illﬁ iU + H{ ]2 2 (3.28)

- Bl\m’i I3

2

This means for all sufficiently large k, Ls(y"*, "%, w”, A¥) is nonincreasing. As D; € R2%"” has full
13



row rank, then there exists at one & such that D;x = yf, Vi =1,2,...,n% Thus, we arrive at

Ls(y", 2", wh A"

2

[N

1 B~
L) aqw) d||2+2|\y1|\2—2 97 (v - Diat) + 53 vk - Dl
=1 =1
2
B 7 < 3
—Zuyzuz 7 || vh = i3 + Bl aGwb)at - dlf - Y (D (), & - 2h),

i=1

MIQ

HM% i Mﬁ

—Zl\yll\z

0 R
IIyz Diz"|3 + §|\A(wk)w’“ —d|j3

o 1 Bx
:Z|\yf|\2+§|\A(w )&* —d|3 + ZHD "3
=1

n2
1Y Bal
22|\y5|\2+§|\A(w )" —dlf5 + ==& — "3
i=1

> — Q.

Since Ls(y*, ¥, w”, AF) is lower bounded and Zﬁl [y Fll2+5] A(w")&*]3+ (5 Ba1— 3 Amax (A(w*)T A(wh))) || &—

x¥||3 is coercive over the feasible set Qp = {(y,z,w): Dix =y;, i = 1,2 n?}, we conclude

that {y*} and {(z*, w*)} are bounded. Hence, by Lemma 3.2, {\*} is bounded. O
LEMMA~3.4. Let OLg(y* 1, bl whtl A1) = (aycg,v(%w),cﬁ, V)\Lg). Then there exists

a constant C > 0 such that for all k > 1, for some p**1 € OLg(y*+L, 2*+1 wh+L A1) we have

k+1 k
=~ i — &
e < (| [ o Zo ]|

Tl - nﬁu) .

Proof. Because

1
VaLp(y™ @t wl T A =~y = Dt = 2 (), - (AY),)
and
DI (A1) — (AF).
V(%w)Lg(ka,mkH, k41 )\k+1) [Zz 1 (( 0 )l ( )1)17
we have,
1
Hv)\Lﬁ(ykJrlawarlawarlvAkJrl)”Q :B H (AkJrl)i B ()\k)z ||2
=1
1 &
< D,,;T Ak-i—l . Ak .
g S IDT (), = ()
1 R N N L
SB\/a <Co H wh ! - wh | 2+H77 =gl
and
[ gkt _ gk
19 @ Lo 2 b N < ol 2y T2 ] + It =kl
L 2
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By the definition of the subgradient, we make use of the decomposition and obtain

) Lﬁ( k+1 karl ,warl )\kJrl)
—52 Iyl — (A1), + ByiH — Dyt *))

_82 ||yz+1||2 ),L —i—ﬁ(yf""l _ Diwk) o (Ak+1)i + (Ak)z +ﬁ(Dzwk _ Di$k+1)) )

Thus, according to the optimal condition

0€Ally¥ s — (AF), + B(Dia* — Dy,

we have,
n2
_ Z ((}\k-i-l)i - (Ak)i) + ﬂ(Diwk . Diw’”l) c ayLﬁ(yk-i-l,wk+17wk+1,)\k+1).
1=1
Letting
P = 0T iy AT,
where

n2

pZ+1 — _Z (()\k-i-l)i _ ()\k)z) +B(Dz$k _ Diwkﬂ),

i=1

k+1 ZDT Ak-i—l (Ak)z) ,

a:w) -

k+1

QIH

i AkJrl Ak) )

Then we have,

s < Oo mk+1 _ gk . Co phtl _ gk o phtl _ gk
_ wk ) \/a warl _ wk ) 0 warl _ wk )
Co Co kil ok
183 1Dl — 2, +( +—+Co) I — ol
> o, O

gé(

where C' := Cy(1 + ﬁ;\/a\/%_l) + [32?:21 IID;l|2 is a constant. O

Now we give the proof to Theorem 3.1.

Proof. [Proof of Theorem 3.1] By Lemma 3.3, the sequence {(y*,x* w®, A\¥)} is bounded,
so there exists a convergent subsequence {(y™*, &, w™ A"} ie., {(y™F, x™ w™ A"} con-
verges to (y*,x*, w*, A*) as k — oco. Notice that the residual is summable, then we know from
lnkE —nktt, < ||77m||2—|— Hn +1||2 that when k — oo, [|[n% —nk+1||2 — 0. Hence, for sufficiently large
k, we have Ls(y*, % w*, AF) is nonincreasing and lower- bounded. We derive that when k& — oo,

$k+1 ok
wht! — wk

ST n§||2> |
2

Loly"@*, wh AF) = Lp(y" T @M wh AR 0,
15



Then we know from the proof of Lemma 3.3 that when k& — oo,
712
Sy —yE3 = o,
i=1
okl _ gk 2 o
whtl — wk , .
Then we know from Lemma 3.4 that there exists p**! € 9Lg(y* !, xF+1 w1 AkF1) such that
when k& — oo, ||[p**1]|2 — 0. This leads to ||p™*||2 — 0 as k — oo. Based on the definition of

the general subgradient in [18], we obtain that 0 € dLg(y*, z*, w*, A*), ie., (y*, =", w*, A*) is a
stationary point. O

3.4. Complexity analysis. Now we consider the computational complexity of Algorithm 1
for (3.2). In Step 1, the main computational costs come from computing D;x* and % ()\k)l Since

D; denotes the first-order finite difference of  at the ith pixel, computing D;x*, i = 1,...,n?

requires 2n? flops. Computing the scalar-vector product % ()\’“)Z ,i=1,...,n% requires 2n? flops.
Finally, computing the 2-norm of the vectors D;x* + % (AF), € R?, i=1,...,n? needs 6n* flops.
Thus, Step 1 costs O (n?).

In Step 2, we first consider the computational cost of (3.16). Suppose we use the conjugate
gradient method to solve for dxz and set the maximum iteration number to a small constant.
Then the cost is determined by the cost of multiplying Jhr - ij(j;,jw + Vig(w))_ijz,)jm +
%V?CR (x, y"1, AF) on a vector and computing —J (I — Ju(Jpdw + V45 (w)) "1 J,)r and
313330 + V2 S(w)) 'V S(w). Since J, = A(w)' and each PSF matrix A4; allows the
use of fast Fourier transforms (FFTs) [23,24] to multiply it with a vector, the cost of multiplying
J, on a vector is O (n2 log n) Similarly, the cost of multiplying J,, on a vector is also O (n2 log n)
by FFTs. So the cost of the matrix-vector product of J| (I — J,, (j;[,jAw + V2 S(w)) 131 )J, and
a vector is O (n?logn). Computing the matrix-vector product of V2R (z, y*** A*) and a vector
equals to computing the matrix-vector product of SDT D and a vector, and it can be done in O (n2)
Moreover, —J ] (I =J (I I 0+ V2 S (w)) " I )r and IT T (3] T + V2, S (w)) "' Vo S (w) can be
performed in O (n?logn) by FFTs. Thus the computational cost of (3.16) is O (n?logn). Next we
consider the cost of (3.17). The main computational costs in (3.17) are from computing the matrix-
vector product J I,j z0x7 and J wT. Since these matrix-vector products can also be accelerated by
FFTs, the computational cost of (3.17) is O (n*logn). For (3.18), the main computational costs are

from computing J] #, I r. Similar to the analysis for (3.17), the costs of computing J r and J =
T

are O (n2 log n) due to FFTs. The scalar-vector product —pu [ :;ll?f-:
w
In applications, we usually choose the image size to be n x n = 256 x 256 and the number of the
unknown weights parameterizing the blurring matrix is usually chosen to be p = 2, 3 or some small
values much smaller than n?, so we always have p < n?. Thus, the cost of (3.18) is O (n2 log n) In
5:B_A
ow

can be done in n? 4 p flops.

(3.19), computing the scalar-vector multiplication - [ } requires n? 4+ p flops and computing

the summation of the vectors 0xz and ~y 0z 4 also requires n% +p flops. Hence, the cost of
dwr dw 4
(3.19) is O(n?). The cost of (3.20) is mainly from forming Vg ., ® (z,w, y*+', A*) and computing
o T .
the inner product (Vw,w@ (w,'w,yk“,)\k)) [ ox } We know that Vg, ® (x, w,y" 1, A%) =

ow

A(w)" (A(w)z — d) : i E+1 3k : 2
jg(A(w)m —d) , so the cost of forming Vg ., ® (w,'w,y s A ) is O (n log n) by FFTs,
ox

. T
and computing the inner product (Vw,w@ (:B,'w,yk“,)\k)) [ Sw

} costs O (n2) Thus the
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computational cost of Step 2 is O (n2 log n)
In Step 4, the computational cost is dominated by the cost of computing Dx and forming
Y an T is easy to see that these operations cos n<). erefore, the tota
By*t1 and ADxFtY. Tt i t that th ti t O (n?). Therefore, the total
computational complexity of Algorithm 1 is O (n2 log n)

k+1

3.5. Comparison method. In this section, we briefly discuss a benchmark method ADMM-
BCD of ADMM-LAP used in the numerical comparisons in Section 4.

BCD in ADMM-BCD stands for the block coordinate descent (BCD) method [15,25], which
is another popular approach for solving coupled optimization problems. The main idea of BCD
is partitioning the optimization variables into a number of blocks, then minimize the objective
function cyclically over each block while fixing the remaining blocks at their last updated values
until convergence. For AO retinal image problems we consider in this paper, the variables can be
naturally separated into two subsets, one for the image variable  and another for the parameters
w. For the tightly coupled (x,w)-subproblem

. H 2 E+1 yk
zecg}gleCWEHA(w)m—dm+S(w)+R(m7y AR,

given the initial point (cck, wk), the iterative format of BCD is as follows

) = argminHHA ('w(”) z—d|3+R(z,y" A, (3.29)
x€Cyq 2

) = angminds] A (a0) 214 — dlf + (e, 3.0
WECqy

where [ € N denotes the [-th iteration of BCD.

For the numerical experiments, we inexactly solve (3.29) and (3.30) by the projected Gauss-
Newton method with bound constraints [8]. The search directions dzz at () can be computed as
follows:

(Hjljm + Vif% (Cc(l), Yy, )\k)) oxr = — (ujlr(:c(l), w(l)) + VR (cc(l), yhtt )\k)) , (3.31)

where jw, Vw]% and Vi]% represent J, VR and ViR restricted to the inactive set via projection,
respectively. Moreover, 0 4 is given by the projected gradient descent step and da can be computed
by a scaled combination [8]. Finally, the projected Armijo line search is applied to find the solution
(D Then the search directions dwz at w® can be computed as follows:

(j;jw + v,%,s(w)) dwr = —JLr(@D), w®) + VS (w), (3.32)

where Jo, VoS (w) and V2 S(w) represent Jo,, Vo S(w) and V2, S(w) restricted to the inactive
set via projection, respectively. Similar to the above discussion, we can obtain dw 4 by projected
gradient descent and obtain dw by a scaled combination. Finally, the solution w(*+!) can be
obtained by the projected Armijo line search.

For (3.31), due to the large dimension, the search direction can be inexactly computed by the
conjugate gradients method. For (3.32), because the dimension is small, the search direction can
be computed by a direct solver. Moreover, we note that BCD is fully decoupled while optimizing
over one set of variables, and the optimization over another set of variables is neglected. This
degrades the convergence for tightly coupled problems [15].

Similar to ADMM-LAP discussed in the previous section, ADMM-BCD uses ADMM as the
outer optimization method to tackle the TV regularization and applies BCD to tackle the related
(z, w)-subproblems appearing in each ADMM iteration. The main operations of ADMM-BCD are
summarized in Algorithm 2.
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Algorithm 2 ADMM-BCD method for (3.2)

Input: (yo, 0, w?, )\0) € R x R™ x RP x R2"2, the penalty parameter 5 > 0. Set k = 0.
Output: y*, z* w* \F.

Step 1 Compute y**! using (3.4).

Step 2 Compute "1, w**! by iteratively solving (3.29) and (3.30).

Step 3 If a termination criteria is met, stop and go to Step 4; else, repeat Step 2.

Step 4 Compute A1 using (3.6).

Step 5 If a termination criteria is met, stop; else, set k := k + 1 and go to Step 1.

The complexity analysis of Algorithm 2 is presented as follows. First notice that Step 1 and
Step 4 in Algorithm 2 are identical to those in Algorithm 1, thus these two steps cost O (n2)

For Step 2 in Algorithm 2, we first analyze the computational cost of (3.29). To compute dx7,
we use the conjugate gradient method and set the maximum iteration number to a small constant.
The main computational cost is from computing the multiplication of pJ] Jz + V2R (z, y* ™, AF)
and a vector, and computing J Tr(x®, w®). Similar to the complexity analysis in Algorithm 1,
this matrix-vector product can be done in O (n2 log n) by FETs. Then dx 4, dx can be computed
in a similar way as discussed in Algorithm 1 and a projected Armijo line search is applied to
find the solution. The cost of these steps is O (n2 log n) Hence, the total computational cost of
(3.29) is O (n?logn). As for the computational cost of (3.30), the main computational costs of
computing dwyz are from computing J] Jo, and JLr(z(+) w®). We know from the definition
(3.8) that jz, is a p x n? matrix, p < n?, hence the cost of computing j;';jw is O (n2) The
matrix-vector multiplication jz,r(w(l“),w(l)) can be done in O (n2 log n) by FFTs. Moreover,
the cost of computing dw 4, dJw and applying the projected Armijo line search is O (n2 log n)
Therefore, the cost of (3.30) is O (n2 log n) As a result, the total computational cost of Algorithm
21is O (n2 logn).

As shown from numerical experiments from Section 4, Algorithm 2 takes longer time than
that of Algorithm 1. This is mainly because BCD requires computing the matrix-vector prod-
uct jlr(w(l),w(l)) and j;r(w(”l),w(l)) in each iteration, while LAP only requires computing
j;r(w(l),w(l)). Hence, BCD takes more computational costs to compute the current residual
value r and the matrix-vector multiplication jz,r, which results in a larger number of FFTs.
Moreover, the line search is applied twice in BCD to solve the search directions for both x and
w, while in LAP, only one line search is enough to obtain the search directions for both variables.
Hence, Algorithm 2 costs more. Moreover, it is important to point out that Algorithm 1 takes the
structure of the tightly coupled problem into consideration and converges faster.

4. Numerical experiments. In this section, we illustrate the numerical performance of the
proposed ADMM-LAP method for the myopic deconvolution problems with TV regularization
arising from the AO retinal image restoration. All our computational results are obtained by
MATLAB R2018b running on a Macbook Air with Intel Core i5 CPU (1.4 GHz).

The following notations will be used throughout the section:

e BlurLevel: an indicator used to set the severity of the blur to one of the following: ‘mild’,
‘medium’ and ‘severe’;

e NoiseLevel = |e||2/||d*||2: relative level of noise, where e denotes the noise vector of
perturbations and d* denotes the exact (noise free) data vector;

e H#iter: the number of iterations performed by the algorithm;

e Rel. Err. : the relative error || — x*[|, / [|[£*|,, where * and = denote the true image
and computed image, respectively;

e Rel. Err. w: the relative error ||lw —w*|, /|[w*|,, where w* and w denote the true
parameters and computed parameters, respectively;

e SNR (z) £ 10 -logy, ”;:i”% signal-to-noise ratio (SNR), where T is the original image, &
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is the mean intensity value of T and @ denotes the restored image. SNR () measures the
quality of restoration.

In all test problems, we set the regularization parameter . = 5-10* by trial and errors such that
the restored images had reasonable signal-to-noise ratio (SNR) and relative errors. The parameter
& was set to £ = 100 such that the obtained parameters satisfied Z§:1 w; = 1. The parameter
[ was chosen according to the assumptions in Lemma 3.3. In order to guarantee the sequence
{er11720 C [0, +00) satisfies D77 €pr1 < 00, we choose €41 = m, where a is a constant.
We used one uniform stopping criterion, that is

|§)($k+17wk+17 ykJrlu )‘kJrl) - (i)( kawku yk, )‘k)|
|k, wk, yk, AF)]

<€,

where @(mk, w”, yF AF) is the objective function value in the k-th iteration and ¢ > 0 is a given
tolerance. In this paper, we set ¢ = 1072. The maximum number of ADMM iterations was set
to 50. We also report the numerical results obtained by running the ADMM-BCD method. We
compare the relative error of the image « and the relative error of the parameter w estimated by
both ADMM-LAP and ADMM-BCD as well as their computational time and SNR of the restored
images.

EXAMPLE 4.1. Adaptive optics (AO) flood illumination retinal imaging is a popular technique
which has been in use for more than a decade [2,4]. AO retinal imaging technique gives us the
opportunity to observe and study retinal structures at the cellular level, which is impossible to see
directly in the living eye. Due to the poor contrast of the raw AO retinal images, interpretation of
such images requires the myopic deconvolution. For this example, we consider the case p = 2. The
global PSF used in the simulation is the sum of two PSFs with the first one being focused and the
second one being defocused. Let A1, As denote the relative blurring marices. The test problem is
a simulation generated from a 256 x 256 pixel portion of an actual AO retinal image.

We use the regularization toolbox IR Tools [7] to build up the test problem. PRblurgauss
and PRblurdefocus are functions used to simulate spatially invariant Gaussian blur and spatially
invariant out-of-focus blurs, respectively. Specifically, PRblurgauss constructs a 256 x 256 PSF
array P with entries

2 o2 o

pij = 5= XP 2

1 ( 1(i—k)2+(j—f)2)

for a given value of o, and PRblurdefocus constructs a 256 x 256 PSF array P with entries

1/(nr?), if (i—k)?2+(j—£0)2 < r?,
Pij = 0, elsewhere
for a given value of r.

In this example, three cases are considered. We fix one of the PSFs to be built up by PRblur-
gauss with ‘mild’ BlurLevel (o = 2) and set the other as a combined PSF built up by PRblurgauss
with ‘mild’ BlurLevel and PRblurdefocus with three different BlurLevels (i.e., ‘mild’ (r = 7),
‘medium’ (r = 15), ‘severe’ (r = 31)). In addition, function PRnoise is used to add Gaussian noise
with NoiseLevel = 0.01. We set the true parameter w* = [0.3;0.7], choose the random image with
the same size of the true image as the initial guess ° and the initial guess w® = [0.5;0.5].

We then test ADMM-LAP and ADMM-BCD for the 2-weight case of (1.2) on this image.
For the case with the BlurLevel of PRblurdefocus being set to be ‘medium’, the restored images
by both methods are shown in Figure 4.1. We can clearly see that the restored image obtained
by ADMM-LAP is much sharper, hence has a much better contrast than the one obtained by
ADMM-BCD. Moreover, the restored image is much closer to the true image.
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Blurred and noisy image

Restored image by ADMM-LAP  Restored image by ADMM-BCD

Fic. 4.1. Restored images for the retinal image in Fxample 4.1. The BlurLevel of PRblurdefocus is set to be
‘medium’. The images from the top left to the bottom right show the true image, the blurred and noisy image, the
restored image by ADMM-LAP and the restored image by ADMM-BCD.

The plots of the relative errors of the restored image @ and the estimated parameters w against
iteration can be seen in Figure 4.2. It is easy to see that ADMM-LAP can reach lower relative
errors than ADMM-BCD for both the restored image and the obtained parameters in this test.

Image Parameters

12

= ADMM-LAP = ADMM-LAP
— = ADMM-BCD — = ADMM-BCD

Relative Error
Relative Error

0 2 4 6 8 10 12 14 0 2 4 6 8 10 12 14
Iteration Iteration

F1G. 4.2. Relative errors of the restored image @ (left) and the parameters w (right) for the myopic deconvo-
lution problem in Exzample 4.1 with ‘medium’ BlurLevel of PRblurdefocus.

In Table 4.1, we report the relative error of the restored image x, the relative error of the
parameters w, the computational time and SNR of the restored images for both methods for all
three BlurLevels. As can be seen from the fourth and fifth columns of Table 4.1, ADMM-LAP
can obtain more accurate restored images and more accurate parameters than ADMM-BCD on
all three cases. The sixth column shows that ADMM-LAP is faster than ADMM-BCD, this is
mainly because BCD takes a larger number of FFTs to compute the current residual value r
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and the matrix-vector multiplication J »T, and the line search is applied twice to solve the search
directions for & and w. Moreover, we can see from the seventh column that the quality of restored
images obtained by ADMM-LAP is much better than those obtained by ADMM-BCD. We point
out that it is very difficult to analyze the difference of the relative errors of  and w between the
test problems, especially because of the nonlinear relationship between & and w. We note that
even for a linear problem, the quality of the error in & will depend not only on how ill-conditioned
the matrix is, but on the distribution of singular values (e.g., is there a well-defined gap between
large and small singular values, or do they decay smoothly). Our main purpose for this table of
results is to compare the two methods (ADMM-LAP and ADMM-BCD) for each test problem, and
to see that ADMM-LAP consistently outperforms ADMM-BCD even if the test problems change.

TABLE 4.1
Numerical results of ADMM-LAP and ADMM-BCD for the AO retinal image in Example 4.1. The columns
from left to right give the BlurLevel, the method name, the stopping iteration, the relative error of the restored
image, the relative error of the solution parameters, the computational time in seconds and SNR of the restored
images.

BlurLevel Method #iter Rel. Err. ¢ Rel. Err. w  Time/s SNR(x)
‘mild’ ADMM-LAP 6 1.48e-01 2.63e-02 50.23 9.57
ADMM-BCD 11 1.88e-01 1.11e-01 154.53 7.48

‘medium’  ADMM-LAP 8 1.37e-01 4.76e-02 56.42 10.26
ADMM-BCD 13 2.19e-01 4.45e-01 145.09 6.16

‘severe’ ADMM-LAP 12 1.17e-01 4.39e-02 69.10 11.60
ADMM-BCD 12 3.04e-01 9.13e-01 122.22 3.32

ExaMPLE 4.2. For this example, we consider the test problem from another simulation using
a different 256 x 256 portion of an actual AO retinal image with two blurring matrices. The size
of the image is 256 x 256. We use PRblurgauss with ‘mild’ BlurLevel, PRblurdefocus with three
different BlurLevels (i.e., ‘mild’, ‘medium’, ‘severe’) in IR Tools to build up a combined PSF, the
other PSF is built up by PRblurgauss with ‘mild’ BlurLevel only. In addition, function PRnoise
is used to add Gaussian noise with NoiseLevel = 0.01. We set the true parameter w* = [0.3;0.7],
choose the random image with the same size of the true image as the initial guess ° and set
the initial guess w’ = [wl;w)] € R?, where w?, w) are random constants from [0, 1] satisfying

w) +w = 1.

For the case with the BlurLevel of PRblurdefocus being set to be ‘medium’, the restored images
by both ADMM-LAP and ADMM-BCD method are shown in Figure 4.3. Like Example 4.1, it is
easy to see that the restored image obtained by ADMM-LAP is much sharper, and is much closer
to the true image than the one obtained by ADMM-BCD.
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True image Blurred and noisy image

Restored image by ADMM-LAP  Restored image by ADMM-BCD

Fic. 4.3. Restored images for the retinal image in Fxample 4.2. The BlurLevel of PRblurdefocus is set to be
‘medium’. The images from the top left to the bottom right show the true image, the blurred and noisy image, the
restored image by ADMM-LAP and the restored image by ADMM-BCD.

We plot the relative errors of the restored image o and the estimated parameters w against
iteration in Figure 4.4. We can also see that ADMM-LAP reaches lower relative errors of both
the restored image and the obtained parameters, hence it tends to recover more accurate restored
images and parameters.
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Fi1G. 4.4. Relative errors for both the restored image x (left) and the parameters w (right) for the myopic
deconvolution problem in Example 4.2 with ‘medium’ BlurLevel of PRblurdefocus.

Table 4.2 shows the relative error of the restored image @, the relative error of the parameters
w, the computational time and SNR of the restored images associated with three cases for both
methods. Similar to Example 4.1, ADMM-LAP still outperforms ADMM-BCD in terms of the
quality of the restored images and the accuracy of the obtained parameters by large margin. It can
be clearly seen from the sixth column of Table 4.2 that ADMM-LAP is faster than ADMM-BCD.
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This is mainly because ADMM-BCD takes a larger number of FFTs and the line search is applied
twice to compute the search directions, which is its computational bottleneck. The seventh column
clearly shows that ADMM-LAP obtains restored images with a much better quality. Above all,
we can see that ADMM-LAP is much more efficient and accurate for this test example.

TABLE 4.2
Numerical results of ADMM-LAP and ADMM-BCD for the retinal image in Example 4.2. The columns from
left to right give the BlurLevel, the method name, the stopping iteration, the relative error of the restored image,
the relative error of the solution parameters, the computational time in seconds and SNR of the restored images.

BlurLevel Method #iter Rel. Err. ¢ Rel. Err. w  Time/s SNR(z)
‘mild’ ADMM-LAP 11 1.90e-01 1.01e-01 64.76 6.52
ADMM-BCD 14 2.19e-01 2.74e-01 152.13 5.31

‘medium’  ADMM-LAP 15 1.33e-01 8.23e-02 88.12 9.63
ADMM-BCD 11 2.51e-01 7.27e-01 119.20 4.12

‘severe’ ADMM-LAP 5 1.62e-01 7.77e-01 40.99 7.97
ADMM-BCD 5 2.83e-01 3.76e-01 76.84 3.08

EXAMPLE 4.3. In this example, we consider the case where three blurring matrices are pro-
vided, i.e., p = 3. The test problem is generated from the same AO retinal image used in Example
4.1. The size of the image is 256 x 256. The first PSF is built up by PRblurgauss with ‘mild’
BlurLevel. The second PSF is a combined PSF built up by PRblurgauss with ‘mild’ BlurLevel
and PRblurdefocus with ‘medium’ BlurLevel. The third PSF is a combined PSF built up by
PRblurgauss with ‘mild’ BlurLevel and PRblurdefocus with two different BlurLevels (i.e., ‘mild’
and ‘severe’ ). In addition, function PRnoise is used to add Gaussian noise with NoiseLevel =
0.01. The true parameter vector w* = [wi; wj; wj] € R? is set to be a random vector that satisfies
w} > 0 and Z?:l w} = 1. We choose the random image with the same size of the true image as

the initial guess x° and set the initial guess w" = [1; 1;1].

The restored images by both ADMM-LAP and ADMM-BCD method are shown in Figure 4.5.
Like Example 4.1 and Example 4.2, we can also see that ADMM-LAP reaches a much sharper
image, it tends to recover an image that is much closer to the true image than the one obtained
by ADMM-BCD.
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True image Blurred and noisy image

Fic. 4.5. Restored images for the retinal image in Example 4.3. The BlurLevel of PRblurdefocus in the third
PSF is set to be ‘mild’. The images from the top left to the bottom right show the true image, the blurred and noisy
tmage, the restored image by ADMM-LAP and the restored image by ADMM-BCD.

We plot the relative errors of the restored image @ and the estimated parameters w against
iteration in Figure 4.6. We can also see that ADMM-LAP achieve lower relative errors of both the
restored image and the obtained parameters.
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F1G. 4.6. Relative errors of the restored image x (left) and the parameters w (right) for the myopic deconvo-
lution problem in Exzample 4.3 with ‘mild’ BlurLevel of PRblurdefocus in the third PSF.

In Table 4.3, we present the relative error of the restored image x, the relative error of the
parameters w, the computational time and SNR of the restored images associated with two cases
for both methods. We can also see from the sixth column that ADMM-LAP has evident advantage
over ADMM-BCD in the computational time. Moreover, the seventh column shows that the quality
of restored images obtained by ADMM-LAP is much better than those obtained by ADMM-BCD.
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TABLE 4.3
Numerical results of ADMM-LAP and ADMM-BCD for the retinal image in Exzample 4.3. The columns from
left to right give the BlurLevel, the method name, the stopping iteration, the relative error of the restored image,
the relative error of the solution parameters, the computational time in seconds and SNR of the restored tmages.

BlurLevel Method #iter Rel. Err. ¢  Rel. Err. w  Time/s SNR(x)
‘mild’ ADMM-LAP 6 1.30e-01 4.52e-01 134.03 10.68
ADMM-BCD 13 3.52e-01 4.89e-01 267.21 2.05
‘severe’ ADMM-LAP 11 1.92e-01 1.79e-01 156.05 7.33
ADMM-BCD 10 2.18e-01 3.27e-01 186.31 6.19

5. Conclusion. In this paper, we propose a new efficient ADMM-LAP method for solving
large scale ill-posed inverse problems, and more specifically myopic deconvolution problems with
TV regularization arising from the adaptive optics retinal image restoration. Specifically, ADMM
is applied to tackle the nondifferentiable and nonlinear TV regularization term first, then LAP
is applied to tackle tightly coupled (x,w)-subproblems appearing within each ADMM iteration.
The convergence results of ADMM-LAP are presented. Moreover, the efficiency of the proposed
algorithm is demonstrated with a theoretical computational complexity analysis. In our numerical
experiments we show that the proposed ADMM-LAP method is superior to ADMM-BCD method
in terms of both the accuracy and the efficiency. In our future work, we plan to exploit appropriate
preconditioning techniques to further reduce the iteration number and the iteration time.
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