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Abstract

Image production tools do not always create a clear image, noisy and blurry im-
ages are sometimes created. Among these cases, Poissonian noise is one of the
most famous noises that appear in medical images and images taken in astron-
omy. Blurred image with Poissonian noise obscures important details that are of
great importance in medicine or astronomy. Therefore, studying and increasing
the quality of images that are affected by this type of noise is always considered
by researchers. In this paper, in the first step, based on framelet transform, a
local minimal prior is introduced, and in the next step, this tool together with
fractional calculation is used for Poissonian blurred image deconvolution. In
the following, the model is generalized to the blind case. To evaluate the per-
formance of the presented model, several images such as real images have been
investigated.

Keywords: Deblurring; Framelet; Poissonian noise; Medical images; Fractional cal-
culation.

1 Introduction

Image is one of the most important tools in the development of various sciences,
such as medicine and astronomy. In these sciences, the details of the image are very
important in diagnosing the disease or analyzing an image. Therefore, removing a
detail from the image can cause unfavorable image analysis. Also despite the de-
velopment of imaging tools in astronomy and medicine, it has not been possible to
create a completely clear image. Noise and blur are two elements that affect image
quality. Deblurring problem is influenced by the point spread function (PSF) and is
divided into two types: non-blind and blind problems. In the first type, we have in-
formation about the PSE And in the second case, only the blurred image is available.
There are different types of PSF in this discussion, such as average, disk, gaussian,
motion. These types of functions are defined in the image processing software such
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as Matlab or OpenCV and can be easily used. Like the PSE there are different types of
image noise that reduce image quality, such as the Poissonian, salt and pepper and
periodic noises. Poissonian noise also called Photon noise has a Poissonian distri-
bution and appears in medical images as X-ray image [1] and astronomical images
[2]. The reader can find more information about the structure of this type of noise
in [3]. The general structure of Poissonian blurred image is written as follows

Y =P(K®X), (1.1)

where Y and X € R"*™ denote blurred and clear images, respectively, K € R/**
shows the point spread function and ® represents two dimensional convolution
operator. P also represents the process of adding Poissonian noise to the blurred
image. This type of problem can be expressed as a system of linear equations as
follows

¥y =P(kx), (1.2)

where y, x € R*"™*! and k € R""*"™_This system of equations can not be solved di-
rectly due to the large volume and ill-conditioned. Also, the structure of the blurred
kernel matrix depends on the boundary conditions of the problem as zeros and pe-
riodic bounders. It is well known that this matrix can be obtained by the fast Fourier
transform(FFT) under the periodic condition. Using the Fourier method to create
matrices has the advantage of reducing computational volume and program execu-
tion time. The first attempt to solve this type of problem can be to use the singular
value decomposition, although this may not be an efficient method despite Poisso-
nian noise. One of the efficient methods to solve this type of problem is to use the
total variation (TV) method [4], which is presented by the first article and is used in
most articles. The results for the nonblind and blind types of problems using this
method show the efficiency of the TV method in obtaining the appropriate solution
for deblurring problem. With the expansion of the discussion on fractional deriva-
tives, the TV method is developed and various articles are used based on fractional
derivatives [5, 6]. Another tool used to improve the TV method is the use of framelet
transform [7]. This transform provides a sparse approximation and has been used
in various articles as [8, 9, 10]. In recent years, various methods have been used for
Poissonian blurred image deconvolution. The frame based algorithm by a nonsta-
tionary accelerating alternating direction method is introduced in [11], an algorithm
based on regularized by a denoiser constraint and deep image prior is used in [12],
also the non-local total variation is introduced in [13]. One of the efficient tools
used to solve the blurred image deconvolution problem is the dark channel metric
[14, 15]. Although this method has a good solution, but the volume of calculations
of this method is high. To solve this problem, in [16], an algorithm based on the local
minimal pixels over non overlapping patches is introduced. Due to the fact that in
this method all pixels of the image are not evaluated, the computational volume is
considerably reduced. In the proposed algorithm, this method is improved by using
framelet theory. According to the simulated results that are compared in the next
section, the difference between blurred and clear images is more visible compared
to the method in [15, 16]. And this sharp discrepancy caused by the use of framelet



provides a good tool for solving the blurred image deconvolution. In addition to the
framelet based local minimal prior, the fractional derivative based on the discrete
form of the G-L definition is used in the proposed algorithm. Using this method be-
comes an efficient tool for approximating the edges of a restored image. In the real
world, we only know the information inside the picture frame. Lack of data outside
the frame causes problems in image deblurring. One of these problems that ap-
pears in the restored image is the ringing artifacts near the image borders. Different
methods to solve this problem are studied in different articles. In [17], no-boundary
convolution by choosing the valid option in Matlab’s convolution is proposed. Also,
in [18] a method based on Fourier domain restoration filter and extrapolated image
is proposed. In this article, the method that is introduced in [18] is used in the pro-
posed algorithm. One of the most important advantages of this method is that the
bounders of the restored image are not lost.

Outline: The organization of this paper is as follows: Motivation and preliminaries
of the paper are studied in Sect. 2. Also in this section, framelet based local minimal
prior which has an important role in the proposed model is introduced. In Sect. 3,
the proposed model for Poissonian blurred image deconvolution is introduced and
anumerical algorithm is proposed to solve this model. The results of the numerical
algorithm for the proposed model is shown in Sect. 4. The conclusion of the paper
is given in Sect. 5.

Notations: The notations used are summarized as: F(-) and F~!(-) denote the fast
Fourier transform (FFT) and the inverse fast Fourier transform (IFFT), ® and (., -)
are used for two dimensional convolution operator and inner product, respectively.
And separable Hilbert space is shown by H.

2 Motivation and preliminaries

In this section, we introduce the tools and ideas used and study them.

2.1 Framelet theory and fractional derivative

A countable set as X in a separable Hilbert space H is named a tight frame if for all
f € H the following relation holds

=Y (.

peX

The collection X (W) = {2//2y;(2/.— 1);1 < i < n, t, j € Z} is called wavelet system for
Y = {yy, -+, w,}. If the wavelet system be a tight frame, then this system is called
a tight wavelet frame and each element of this system is named a framelet. For a
compactly supported scaling function like ¢ a wavelet tight frame is obtained by

F(¢i(2w)) = F(hj) F(¢(w)), i=0,...,n.



The piecewise linear B-spline framelets with low-pass and high-pass filters as hg =
11,2,1], by = ‘/TE[I,O,—I] and h, = 1[-1,2,-1], respectively, is used in proposed
model. It is suggested that the reader find more information about this concept
from [7, 19].

The concept of derivative can be considered as the most widely used tools in the
image processing. With the development of the concept of ordinary derivative to
fractional derivatives, the use of this tool has been used in various fields of image
processing such as image denoising and image deblurring [20, 21]. Despite hav-
ing a fixed definition for a ordinary derivative, various definitions have been de-
veloped for the fractional derivative as Riemann-Liouville, Caputo, Caputo-Fabrizio
and Griinwald-Letnikov (G-L) [22, 23]. Due to the discrete structure of G-L defi-
nition, this type of definition is most commonly used in image processing. In the
proposed algorithm, this definition is used. For a real function u: Q € R?> — R?, the
fractional gradient of order « € R is defined as

V&u:= (Viu,Viu),
where
L-1 1
. (-DT(a+1)
Veul,j)=
nthJ) ,;r(lﬂ)r(a—lﬂ)
Ll -DT@+D

o
v””(l’])_;)r(lﬂ)r(a—lﬂ)

u(l_ l)j)y

u(i,j—1).

2.2 Framelet based local minimal prior

For an image I € R"™*"*¢, the framelet patch-wise minimal pixels (FPMP) is defined
as a vector of local minimal pixels over nonoverlapping patches on the framelet
transform and obtained by using following formula
P,(DH(i) = i in Wi(x,y,c)),
w(D (@) o (Ce{rr;{gr}b} (x,5,0)
where Q; means the i-th patch of image. In the above formula, after the framelet
transform, the collection of local minimal pixels are calculated for each of the low-
pass and high-pass filters. Therefore, if the size of patch is considered as r x r then
Py () € R% where @ = [2].[2]. Similarly, the framelet dark channel (FDC) is de-
fined as
D,,((i,j)= min min WI(x,y,c)),
w( ) ]) (%, )€Q; (ce{r,g,b} ( Y ))
where Q; ; is an image patch centered at (i, j)-th pixel. By using this definition, we
can see that D, (I) € R3*3", Using the same process as [15], the following proper-
ties are obtained.

Property 2.1. Let P,,(B) and P,,(I) show the FPMP of the blurred and clear images,
respectively. Then

Py (B) = Py(1).



Property 2.2. Let D,,(B) and D, (I) show the FDC of the blurred and clear images,
respectively. Then

D, (B) =Dy (D).

In addition to the above properties, the histogram plots are drawn in Fig.1, which
shows that the number of zero elements in the FPMP and FDC for the blurred image
is greater than these values for the clear image. Also in this figure, a comparison
between the FPMP, FDC, PMP and DC is done. Based on the results, it can be seen
that the difference in the number of non-zero elements between the clear image and
the blurred image in the FPMP and FDC is larger than the difference of these value
in the PMP and DC methods. Therefore, using the /p-norm along with the FPMP
and FDC can be more efficient method in the deblurring problems; remember that
the lp-norm counts the nonzero elements. Most deblurring algorithms are iterative
algorithms and the FDC is large in size then this increases the computational time
of the algorithm. To avoid this problem the FPMP is used in the proposed algorithm.

(a) clear image(I)

(e) histogram of PMP for [ (f) histogram of PMP for Ib (g) histogram of DC for I (h) histogram of DC for Ib

(i) histogram of FPMP for I (j) histogram of FPMPfor b (k) histogram of FDC for 1 (1) histogram of FDC for Ib

(a) clear image(I)

Figure 1: Histogram plots for FPMP, FCD, PMP and DC of clear and blurred images.



3 Poissonian blurred image deconvolution

One of the most common ways to find a clear image x is to use the Poisson assump-
tion for problem (1.2). The Poisson distribution for blurred problems can be written
as

N (kx)) k)i
P(ylkx) =[] ———

i=1 i

Based on the negative log-likelihood, we have

N
—logP(ylkx) = (1, kx) — (y,log(kx)) + }_ log(y;")
i=1

where 1 represents a vector that all elements are equal to one. The above problem
is an ill-conditioned problem, therefore, special methods are used to solve this type
of problem. In a common method, two main methods, regularization method and
maximum a posteriori (MAP) are used to solve this type of problem In many algo-
rithms, the following variational problem is used to estimate clear image x.

miglp(l, kx—ylog(kx)) +@(x),
xX=

where ¢(x) and p > 0 denote for regularizer and regularization parameters, respec-
tively.

3.1 Non-blind deconvolution problem

The following model is proposed to solve the Poissonian blurred image deconvolu-
tion.

I;l)iglu(l,kx—ylog(kx)) + APy (x)llo + IV xll; + O (x), 3B.1)
where 5Rﬂl’ denotes the indicator function over RY. In this model / is considered
as 0 and 1. Therefore, two different norms for the proposed model are studied in
the proposed model. In the continuation of this paper the model based on [y norm
is named [y-FPMP and the model based on /; norm is called /;-FPMP. In order to

approximate the answer, the alternating direction method of multipliers (ADMM) is
used. By using of z, v and m as auxiliary variables, Eq. (3.1) is reformulated as

min (1, v = ylogv) + APu (x)llo + 12l + Ggy (m),
st. v=kx, z=V%x, m=x.
Then augmented Lagrangian is written as
L(x,v,2,m; p1, p2, p3) = p(1, v — ylog v) + Al Py (0 llo + | zll; + g (m)

+§|Ikx—v+7f*1p1II§+gllx—mﬂflpzllg

+§||Vx—z+ﬁ‘1pg||§, 3.2)



where v, 1, § are positive penalty parameters and p1, p, ps are the Lagrangian mul-
tipliers. The iterative scheme based on ADMM is given as

j+1 _ ; j N DU IS N N : Y i -1_j2
v/ —argr’1)1>1{)1L(x],v,z],m],pl,pz,ps)—argmylny(l,v—ylogv)+Ellkx]—v+y py 5,
3.3)
xj“:argmxinL(x, vj“,zj,mj;p{,pg,pg):argmgngllkx—vj+1+)/_lp{||§+g||x—mj
+07 Py 13+ APy (x) o + gnvax— 2+ il (3.4)
zj“:argmzinL(xj“,vj“,z,mj;p{,pg,p;):argmzin||z||l+gllv"‘xj+l—z+ﬁ_1pgllg,
(3.5)

mi*tl = argmniTnL(xj“, pitl Zitl m;p{, pg, pg) = argmni1n6M (m) + gllerl -m +17_1p£ 13,
(3.6)

p{“ _ p{ oyl = pi*h,

p£+1 _ Pg +77(xj+1 _ mj+1)'

pé“ _ Pg VORI Zity,

We note that proposed algorithm is based on the ADMM and the convergence anal-
ysis of this method is studied in [24, 25, 26]. Also, in the numerical section, the con-
vergence of the proposed algorithm is studied using numerical results.

3.2 Solving subproblems

In the previous subsection, the subproblems that are required for image deblurring
are introduced. In this subsection, the methods of solving these subproblems are
explained. It should be noted that in the following, for simplicity, we avoid using the
power symbols j and j + 1. In a similar way to the quadratic formula for the roots of
the general quadratic equation for subproblem (3.3), we get

L= Ykxtpi—pt v/ (p—ykx—py® +4uyg

2y (3.7)

Finding the answer for (3.4) is not as simple as (3.3) and we need to design a special
method. By introduced auxiliary variable n, (3.4) is written as

(x,n) = argrgclirlngllkx— v+y Ipills+ gllx— m+n""pall5 + Allnlo

B

+ 5||v“x—z+ﬁ‘1pg||§ + gnn—Pw(x)n%, (3.8)



The new problem (3.8) is divided into two subproblems as

B
2
n=argmﬂiml||n||0+glln—Pw(x)llg, (3.10)

x= argm);ngnkx—éln% + gnx—ézué + oIV = &3ll5 + gun—Pw(x)n%, (3.9)

where & :=v—y"'p1, &i=m-n"'py, &:=2z- P 'ps. Now, we define x¥ :=
P£(Pw(x)) = WxoM and 55}’1’ := (1-M)oWx. Where M is the binary matrix and
defined as

M = 1, if (i,j) be a minimal pixel in patch,
"710, other wise.

It is easy to see that x = W' (x + X¥). For simplicity in performing calculations,
we define x, := WTx;)” and X, := WTfl’f, therefore x = x), + X,. Based on these
definitions, subproblem (3.9) can be written as the two following subproblems.

Xp = argngcingukxp —Cal3+ 2l =Ll + gnv“xp ~&ol3+Six, -1, @1
Xp = argn%ingukxp —&gl3+ gnfp — &l + gnv“?cp = &oll3, (3.12)
P

where ¢, i =4,---,10 are defined as

Eai=8 —kRp, E5i=E— %), E6:=E3-VORy, &i=WIPL(n),
Eg=&1—kxp, E9=E&2—xp, E10=E83-V X,

By using the optimal condition for subproblems (3.11)-(3.12), we get

(YkTk+m+p) I+ BVHTVY)x, = vk &4 +nés + BV T &6 + p&,
(kT k+nI+BVHTVR, = yk ég+nég + BV T E4o.

These subproblems can be easily solved by assuming the periodic boundary condi-
tions and using fast Fourier transform. Therefore, x, and X, are obtained by

F(kT F F((vyT F
xsz_l(Y (k'&4) +nF(&s) + BE((VH) &) +p (57))’ 3.13)
YF*(k)F(k) +n+ p + BE* (V) E(V®)
FkT F F((vyT
5= (Y (k" ¢8) +nF (o) + BF((V) ém))_ G5.14)
yF*(k)F(k) +n+ BF* (V¥)F(V®)

As a final step in approximating x, by using the proximal mapping of /y-norm, the
solution of the subproblem (3.10) is obtained as follows.

(3.15)

Py(x), |Pu()? =%,
n= e
0, other wise.



In the following algorithm, the solution of the subproblem (3.5) for / = 1 can be find
by using the shrinkage operator as

z=shrink(V¥x+ 7%, g71), (3.16)

where shrink(a, b) = sign(a) max(lal - b, 0). Also for [ = 0, the solution of the sub-
problem (3.5) can written as

Vex, [VixlPz %,
z= (3.17)
0, other wise.
And finally, m in the subproblem (3.6) is obtained by using the following formula.
m=max(x+n""p,,0). (3.18)

The proposed algorithm, which is discussed in details in the above, is summarized
as Algorithm 1.

Algorithm 1: Non-blind image restoration algorithm.

Input: Blurred image y, blur kernel k.
Choose: (1, 1,7, B, p.
Initialize: x° = y,n° = W(y),z= D(y),
mozzozp?:pg:pg:bozo.
j=0
repeat
obtain v/*! by (3.7).
obtain x, by (3.13).
obtain X, by (3.14).
consider x/*! = x,, + X),.
obtain 7 by (3.15).
obtain z/*! by (3.16) for I;-FPMP or (3.17) for lo-FPMP.
obtain mJ*! by (3.18).

update p{“,pg+1 and péﬂ by
p{“ _ p{ +ylkxd 1 — i+,
p£‘+1 _ pﬁ +n(xj+1 _ mj+1),
pé'+1 _ p;o{ + VXL — 2T+,
j=j+1

until Stop condition is met
Output: Deblurred image x.

3.3 Blind deconvolution problem

In the previous subsections, non-blind problem is studied. But in the real world,
sometimes we have no information about the PSE and we are faced with the non-
blind type of problem. In this subsection, we deal with this type of problem. The



proposed model for this type is as follows:

min p(1, kx — ylog(kx)) + Al Py (x)llo + IV xlly + oI VKl + 0y (%),

x=0,kew

where w :={k € Rlxslki,j > O,Zi,j k; j = 1}. This problem is divided into two sub-
problems. In the first problem, the original image is approximated, and in the sec-
ond problem, the blurred kernel is approximated. The first problem is studied in the
previous subsection and the second problem can be expressed as follows

min u(l1, kx — ylog(kx)) + ol VEkl1,
kew

In (j + 1)th iterative procedure, the solution of this problem is obtained as (see [27])

j+l _ k" NT[ Y

kp = 0 i ( Vki (x7) [Xjkj’ (3.19)
l—pdll/(m)

' i1

kit = th ) (3.20)
>k,

It should be noted that as mentioned in the introduction section to solve ringing
artifacts near the image borders, the method based on Fourier domain restoration
filter and extrapolated image [18] is used in this algorithm. The proposed blind de-
blurring algorithm is summarized in Algorithm 2.

Algorithm 2: Blind image restoration algorithm.

Input: Blurred image y.
Choose: i, 1,7, B, p,p-
Initialize: x° = y,n° = W(y),z= D(y),
ml=2"=pY=pd=pd=b"=0,
Consider k° as average kernel.
prepare the blurred image using algorithm in [18].
j=0
repeat
update x/*! by Algorithm 1.
update k/*1 by (3.19)-(3.20)
j=j+1L
until Stop condition is met
Output: Deblurred image and kernel.

4 Experiment results

In the previous section, a model for Poissonian blurred image deconvolution is in-
troduced and then a numerical algorithm is proposed to solve this model. In this
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section, in order to show the efficiency of the algorithm, some examples are stud-
ied. To simulate the algorithm, the system based on Windows 10-64bit and Intel(R)
Core(TM) i3-5005U CPU@2.00GHz, and MATLAB 2014b are used. In the simulation
part, £special and poissrnd are used to generate PSF and Poissonian noise, re-
spectively. Also different values are used in the following examples for the peak to
check the noise intensity. In the numerical results by using Frobenius norm, the
stop condition is considered as Error = i+l — Xj I/ x| F < tol, where 107 and
1073 are chosen as tol for nonblind and blind problems, respectively. In this sec-
tion to check the algorithm, the peak signal to noise ratio (PSNR) and the structural
similarity (SSIM) values are calculated. The differences and similarities between the
original and restored image is measured by PSNR an obtained as

PP

PSNR =10log10———,
MSE(u, U)

where u and U denote original and restored image, respectively, p shows the maxi-
mum pixel value and M SE is mean squared error. Also SSIM is calculated by

(Hoptr + C1) 20Oy + Co)

SSIM = ——— ,
(g +us+Clop+0r+Cy)

where y;,0;, i = o,r are the means and variances of the clear and deblurred im-
ages, respectively, and o,, shows covariance between the clear and deblurred im-
ages. The following values are used in the simulation section and the best out-
put are selected after calculating. patch sizee {12,15,25,35}, a € {0.1i|i = 1,---,10},
A, p,m€1{0.25,0.5,1,2,4}, B,y € {10e—ili = 1,2,3,4,5}, u € {5,100,200,300} and p/p €
{0.1,1,5,20}.

4.1 Non-blind problem

For the first example, the image of Cameraman with peak 255 is blurred by Gaussian
PSF with size 9 and standard deviation v/3. The results of the proposed algorithm is
shown and compared in Fig. 2. By using results in this figure, it is observed that the
use /; norm compared to /[y norm makes the restored image smoother. Also, for a
more accurate comparison, the value of the PSNR is given in Table 1 for two images,
Cameraman and Galaxy. In these cases, the previous PSF is considered. According
to these results, as seen in Fig. 2, the use of /o norm does not always create a suitable
answer, but the use of /; norm causes a more appropriate result with the compared
algorithms. In order to examine the astronomical image, the results of the proposed
algorithm for Galaxy in Fig. 3 are compared with other algorithms. Based on the
simulation results, we can see that the proposed method compares favorably or even
better against compared algorithms.
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(&) BM3D [30] (f) FOTV [17] (gl Ip-FPMP (hy I;-FPMP
(a) clearimage([)

Figure 2: Visual comparison of Cameraman with peak 255.

(@) blurred image 1 (b) input image (c) RLTV [28] (d) NPTool [29]

() BM3D [30] (f) FOTV [17] (gl lp-FPMP (h) I-FPMP

(a) clearimage(l)

Figure 3: Visual comparison for Galaxy with peak 255.
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Table 1: Compared results of PSNR for different images and peaks.

Imgae Peak RLTV[28] NPTool[29] BM3D[30] FOTVI[17] [p-FPMP [{-FPMP
255 24.49 23.74 24.56 24.59 24.33 25.62
Cameraman  127.5 23.87 23.90 24.20 24.14 23.78 25.72
51 22.55 23.21 23.58 23.40 21.24 24.32
25.5 20.96 22.49 23.09 22.75 19.56 23.67
255 25.57 24.64 25.04 25.34 25.73 26.65
Galaxy 127.5 24.99 24.28 24.66 24.90 25.43 26.07
51 24.24 24.12 24.14 24.38 24.82 25.54
25.5 23.28 23.83 23.77 23.86 22.28 24.41

In the following, in order to investigate the algorithm, we consider four images, in-
cluding fluo cells, hill, moon and saturn images. These images are shown in Fig. 4.
For fluo cells and hill motion PSF with 20 pixels and an angle of 45 degree in a coun-
terclockwise direction is used. Also Gaussian PSF with size 9 and standard deviation
v/3 is used for moon and saturn images. The results of PSNR and SSIM values are
given in Table 2. Numerical results are given in this table for different values of peak
and compared with other algorithms. In this table, as seen in the previous exam-
ples, the results of using /p norm have less accuracy than the algorithm based on [;
norm. The results for the restored images for different peaks for fluo cells image are
given in Fig 5. These results are compared with other algorithms. The results show
the efficiency of the proposed method. In order to investigate the convergence of
the proposed algorithm, the figures of Energy, PSNR, Error and SSIM curves for fluo
cells image with peak= 255 are drawing in Fig. 6. As it is clear from these results,
after a number of repetitions, the resulting value approaches a certain value.

(a) fluo cells () hill (c) moon (d) saturn

(a) clearimage([)

Figure 4: Test images.
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(@) Input image with peak 255 {b) method in31] id) I-FPMP (&} h-FPMP

() Input Image with peak 1 gy method in [31] thy FOTV [17] i Iy

{k} input iImage with peak 51 1y method in [31]

(M tmput image with peak 255 () method in [31] ir} FOTV [17] s} lg-FPMP ity Iy-FPMP
(a) clearimage(l)

Figure 5: Visual comparison for fluo cells image with different peaks.
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Table 2: Compared results of PSNR and SSIM for different images and peaks.

method in [31] FOTV [17] lp-FPMP I-FPMP
Image Peak PSNR SSIM PSNR SSIM PSNR SSIM PSNR SSIM
255 24.92 0.69 26.84 0.74 26.16 0.61 27.28 0.75
fluocells 1275 24.11 0.81 26.98 0.84 22.73 0.59 27.26 0.84
51 22.48 0.92 26.41 0.93 21.98 0.78 26.78 0.94
25.5 16.55 0.82 18.04 0.82 18.14 0.59 18.18 0.83
255 22.38 0.45 22.67 0.45 22.14 0.45 23.21 0.47
hill 1275  22.04 0.63 23.03 0.64 22.10 0.48 23.40 0.65
51 21.40 0.85 22.88 0.86 20.72 0.69 22.94 0.85
25.5 21.11 0.94 22.81 0.94 17.51 0.49 22.99 0.94
255 25.02 0.67 25.65 0.70 26.68 0.72 27.70 0.73
moon 1275  24.33 0.79 25.63 0.82 25.08 0.69 26.19 0.82
51 23.55 0.91 25.57 0.93 23.16 0.83 25.97 0.93
25.5 23.36 0.96 25.16 0.96 20.26 0.63 25.47 0.97
255 32.26 0.89 31.24 0.90 31.83 0.90 33.34 0.91
saturn 1275  31.12 0.93 30.94 0.93 31.37 0.93 31.80 0.94
51 29.64 0.96 30.44 0.97 30.11 0.96 31.14 0.97
25.5 28.42 0.97 29.53 0.98 27.89 0.96 30.27 0.98
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Figure 6: Energy, PSNR, Error and SSIM curves for fluo cells image with peak= 255,
(a-d) lp-FPMP, (e-h) I;-FPMP.
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4.2 Blind problem

Now the proposed algorithm for blind case is studied in this part. As first example,
the spin image is blurred by PSF k; and k, where k; is consider as Gaussian PSF with
size 9 and standard deviation 20 and k is obtained as motion PSF with 11 pixels and
an angle of 50 degree. The results of proposed algorithm for PSNR value are com-
pared in Table 3 for different kernels and peaks. Also, the results related to restored
images are given in Fig.8 and compared These results indicate the efficiency of the
proposed method in image restoring. In the last example of this section, we study
the real image using the proposed algorithm. For this example, different values is
chosen for the kernel size as 9 x 9 (Fig.7-(b,c)), 12 x 12 (Fig.7-(d)) and 15 x 15 (Fig.7-
(e)). The results are shown in Fig. 7. Comparing the results with the original image,
it can be seen that the restored images obtained from the proposed algorithm reveal
more details about the surface of the moon that is hidden in the original image. In
these figures, Fig.7-(b,g) show the restored image without using algorithm in [18].
Comparing this result with the images in which the algorithm [18] is used, it is ob-
served that the ringing artifacts is created near the image borders.

Table 3: Compared results of PSNR for satellite image.

Imgae  Peak EM [17] FOTV [17] proposed
k1 255 14.92 21.44 22.18
127.5 14.72 21.26 22.56
ko 255 16.80 23.44 24.56
127.5 16.63 20.98 24.36

(a) clearimage([)

Figure 7: Visual results for real image.
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(b) EM [17] (c) FOTV [17]

(d) proposed

(a) inputimage

(e) input image (F) EM[17] (g) FOTV[17 (h) proposed

(a) clearimage()

Figure 8: Visual comparison for satellite images.

5 Conclusion

In this paper the nonblind and blind Poissonian blurred image deconvolution algo-
rithm based on the local minimal prior are introduced. In the local minimal prior,
Framelet transform is used to find the difference between the clear and the blurred
images. Also, the alternating direction method of multipliers (ADMM) is used to
solve the proposed model. In the blind deconvolution algorithm, Fourier domain
restoration filter is used to remove the ringing artifacts in the restored image. The
results of simulation algorithms have been compared with different methods and
these results confirm the efficiency of the proposed algorithms.
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