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Abstract—In this paper, we introduce a variational Bayesian
algorithm (VBA) for image blind deconvolution. Our generic
framework incorporates smoothness priors on the unknown
blur/image and possible af ne constraints (e.g., sum to orjeon
the blur kernel. One of our main contributions is the integration
of VBA within a neural network paradigm, following an unroll ing
methodology. The proposed architecture is trained in a supwised
fashion, which allows us to optimally set two key hyperparam
eters of the VBA model and lead to further improvements in
terms of resulting visual quality. Various experiments inwlving
grayscale/color images and diverse kernel shapes, are perfned.
The numerical examples illustrate the high performance of ar
approach when compared to state-of-the-art techniques bas on
optimization, Bayesian estimation, or deep learning.

Index Terms—Variational Bayesian approach, Kullback-
Leibler divergence, Majorization-Minimization, blind de convolu-
tion, image restoration, neural network, unrolling, deep karning.

I. INTRODUCTION

other ef cient choices have been proposed in the literature
along with suitable iterative optimization methods to solv
the resulting problems [13], [14], [15], [16], [17]. The mai
advantage of this family of methods is probably its exibjli

But this comes at the price of heavy parameter tuning. The
second option is to resort to a Bayesian formulation to
express the model and a priori knowledge on the variables.
The estimates are then de ned from the estimation of the
moments (typically, the mean) of a posterior distributidreg

the observed data and prior. As this typically involves the
evaluation of intractable integrals, sampling [18], [19] o
approximation [20] strategies are used. Markov chain Monte
Carlo (MCMC) methods have been widely used for blind
deconvolution involving 1D sparse signals [21], [22], [23]
but it is up to our knowledge scarcely employed in large-
scale problems [24], probably for computational time reaso
Another family of approach consists in adopting the soechll
variational Bayesian approximation paradigm [25], [2&}eR,

Image blind deconvolution problem appears in many eld8 simpler (usually separable) approximation to the pastési
of image processing such as astronomy [1], biology [2] arilt through the minimization of a suitable divergenceisTh
medical imaging [3]. Given a degraded, blurred and noigPproach leads to fast Bayesian-based algorithms, whesé gr
image, the aim is to restore a clean image along with &¢rformance has been assessed in the context of non-blind
estimate of the blur kernel. Blind deconvolution is a selerel27], [28] and blind [29] image restoration. Bayesian-lthse
ill-posed problem as there exists an in nite number of paif§chniques usually require less parameters than optimizat
(image/blur) that lead to the same observed image. Blifi@sed ones. Moreover, they can provide higher-order mament

deconvolution methods adopt either a sequential idertibca

estimates, such as covariance matrices, which are of high

process [4], or a joint estimation approach [5]. In the formeinterest for assessing probabilistically the uncertaiotythe

the blur kernel is identi ed rst, possibly through a calétion

results. However, dealing with complex noise models and

step [6], [7], [8]. Then the unknown image is inferred usingriors in such methods may be tricky, and the algorithms may
a non-blind image restoration method. In the latter, the bl@€e quite computationally heavy. A recent trend is to insert
kernel and unknown image are simultaneously estimat&ptimization-based steps in Bayesian sampling/appraiama
Since the problem is highly ill-posed, it is mandatory ténethods for a more versatile modality and faster computatio
incorporate prior knowledge on the sought unknowns. TKeee, for example, [27], [30], [31] for applications of such

retained prior strongly in uences the choice for the solvest

ideas in the context of large-scale image processing. Tihe th

us distinguish three main classes of joint blind deconvotut category of methods is more recent, as the references only go

approaches. A rst option consists of formulating the peshl

back to the last decade [32], [33], [34]. These methods raely o

as the minimization of a cost function gathering a data tjeli the deep learning methodology. More precisely, a supedvise

term (e.g., least-squares discrepancy) and penaltiestfedmts

learning strategy is adopted to learn (implicitly) someopri

acting on the image and kernel variables. In such a way, itiformation on the image/kernel from a so-called training
quite standard to impose normalization and sparsity erihngncset. A highly non-linear and multi-layers architecture islt
constraints on the kernel coef cients to avoid scale amipjgu and its parameters (i.e., neuron weights) are estimated by
inherent to the blind deconvolution model [9], [10], [11]Pack-propagation to minimize a given loss function assedia
One can also easily impose the smoothness of the imayiéh the task at hand (e.g., image visual quality). Several

by adopting total-variation based regularization [12]v&Sal

recent works propose neural network architectures dexticat
to the problem of image blind deconvolution. Let us mention
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networks and a multi-component loss function, SRCNN [33]
and its extended version, DBSRCNN [34], relying on a CNN
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architecture, SelfDeblur [35] combining an optimizatioased Hereaboven 2 RN models some additive random perturbation
method with two GAN networks. These methods can reac the observation. Moreove] 2 RN N is a linear operator
very good performance, as long as the training set is largedeling the effect of a blur kern@l2 RM. In this work, we
and representative enough. Moreover, they are well sugiedfocus on the generalized blind deconvolution problem where

suffered from lack of interpretability and robustness [38h reads

emerging set of methods, in the eld of inverse problems in Y= M hs- 5
signal/image processing, performs algorithm unrollind][3 - ma:-1 mSm; @)

where an iterative method (e.g., an optimization algorjtisn

parameters of this network are learnt by supervised trgjnin/alued matrices. This model allows to retrieve the standard
Promising results have been obtained in the context of imaijgage deblurring model, as a special case wHeidenti es
deconvolution in [38], [39], [40]. Theoretical results assing with a 2D discrete convolution matrix with suitable padding
the stability and robustness of unrolling techniques can B&e considered problem amounts to retrieving an estimate
found in [40], [41], [42]. These methods are also closelR;R) of the pair of variablegg;R) giveny. Due to the ill-
related to plug-and-play techniques where a trained neupgisedness of this inverse problem, assumptions are relquire
network is employed as the denoiser [40], [43]. on the sought image / kernel and on the noise statistics to
In this paper, we propose a novel approach for blinach satisfying results. In the sequel, we will assume rthat
image deconvolution, that aims at gathering the best of tigea realization of an additive Gaussian noise with zero mean
three aforementioned methods. We rst introduce a vantio and standard deviatios. In the remainder of the paper, it
Bayesian algorithm (VBA) enhanced by optimization-baséMi" be convenient to seb = s 2. Furthermore, we introduce
ideas from [27], with the advantages to cope with a |argQinnear equality constraint on the blur kernel estimiateA
set of priors on the kernel and the image, and to presegqneral expression of such a constraint is as follows:
a reduced computational cost. Then, we apply the unrolling h= Tz+t: 3)
paradigm to create a deep neural network architecture,avher ’
\_/BA iterations are integrated as Iaye_rs. This allows us WhereT = (Tmp) m M1 p P2 RM P is a matrix of rank
(i) learn _the hyperparameters (|n_ part|cula_r, the__no_|seel)evP2f 1::::;Mg andt = [ti;:::;tw]” 2 RM is some vector of
of VBA in an automatic supervised fas_hlon, (||)_ IMprové,rede ned constants. Vectar = [z;:::;z0]> 2 RP becomes
further th(_e quallty of themre.sults by choosing a dedicates .lothe new unknown of the problem, along with the imageA
in the training phase, (iii) implement the method by taking nica| linear equality constraint in such context is thensu
full advantage of possible GPU resources, thus considerapl_one constraint, i.ea™ ,hn= 1. Other examples will be

reducing the processing time during the test phase. In@sintryoyided in the experimental section. We can thus rewrije (2
to standard deep learning methods for blind deconvolutiogs

all these bene ts come along with a preservation of the inter P
pretability of the method, thanks to the unrolling techmiqu H= a zKp+ Ko= H(2); (4)
Let us emphasize that variational Bayesian methods often p=1

appear in deep learning context. Indeed, they are backlmdnegith
variational autoencoders [44] and also constitute mettudds M
choice for training Bayesian neural networks [45]. However (8p2f1;:::;Pg) Kp= é_ TrpSm 2 RN N (5)
up to our knowledge, our work is the rst to investigate the w1
unrolling of a variational Bayesian technique.
The rest of our paper is organized as follows. In Section I?,nd

M
we introduce the image degradation model and introduce our Ko= & tmSn2 RN N: (6)
Bayesian modeling, and provide the background for deriving m=1

our algorithm. Section IIl explicitly describes the itavat
updates of the proposed VBA. The unrolling of VBA is preg, Hierarchical Bayesian Modeling
sented in Section IV. Numerical results, including comgamis

with various methods, are presented in Section V. Section V L_et us now introduce the hierarchical Bayesian model on
concludes this paper. which our VBA method will be grounded.

1) Likelihood: First, we express the likelihoog(yjx;z) of
the observed data, given the unknowrsz). Since the noise
Il. PROBLEM STATEMENT is assumed to be Gaussian distributed, the likelihood can be

A. Observation model expressed as follows:

We focus on the restoration of an original imag@ RN, I b. Lo
from a degraded version of t2 RN, related tog according P(yix;2) = b2exp E”y H (@xi° Y

to the following model: ) )
where we recall thatb denotes the inverse of the noise

y= Ag+ n: (1) variance.
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2) Prior: As already mentioned, it is necessary to incoi€. Variational Bayesian Inference

porate suitable prior knowledge on the sought quantities toThe Bayesian inference paradigm seeks for solving the blind
limit the problem ill-posedness. We here consider a widgeanrestoration problem through the exploration of the posteri
of sparsity enhancing prior for the image by adopting the p(Qjy). Typically, one would be interested in the posterior
generic model, mean, its covariance, or its modes (i.e., maxima). Let usemak
3 (12) explicit:

N o .. .. !
p(xig) L g% exp 9@ D% ®) J b

=1 pQiy) Hexp g iiDjxi* EJ'J'Y H (2)xjj®
=1

with k 2 (0;1] a scale parameter ar@;)1 ; 32 (RS N)’ N b x
both assumed to be known. For insta#u:e,J an isotropic total gZ*? Texp( hg)xZexp 5(2 )Lz ) 1 (13)

variation prior is obtained by setting = 1=2, 5= 2, J = Unfortunately, neithemp(Qjy), nor its moments (e.g., mean,

covariance), nor its mode positions have a closed form. In
particularp(y), which acts as a normalization constant, cannot
be calculated analytically. We thus resort to the variation
OBayesian framework to approximate this distribution by a
more tractable one, denoted {§Q), for which the estimators

1 . are easier to compute. The approximation is computed with
P(g) 1 g “exp( ho); ©) the aim to minimize the Kullback-Leibler (KL) divergence

wherea Oandh O are the (known) shape and inverse Scaféetween the targe.t _posterior and its approximation, which

parameters of the Gamma distribution. Such choice for tRENOUNts to determining

_hyperparameter is rather standard in the context of Bayesia a°°(Q) argmin, KL (q(Q)jj p(Qiy));

image restoration. Z q(Q)

Regarding the bluh, we adopt the so-called SAR model, argmi q(QIn ——=
k p(Qly)

successfully used for Bayesian-based blind deconvolution

[29]. The model relies on the following Gaussian model, Where the equality holds only wheg{Q) = p(Qjy). In order
to make the solution of the above minimization problem

(10) tractable, a typical strategy is to make use of a variational
Bayesian algorithm (VBA) based on a so-called mean eld
Mo , approximation of the posterior, combined with an altemgti
whereA 2 RQ M with Q2 Nnf0g denotes a matrix of rani. minimization procedure
M . . . . - . .
m 2 R™ is the mean of t>he underlying Gaussian distribution, The mean eld approximation reads as a factorized structure
andx > 0 is su<_:h thalx_A A is its inverse covariance matrlx.q(Q) - CrR:l(Jr(Qr). which is assumed for the distributiap
If h follows this distribution, the projection oh onto the E5ch of theR factors are then obtained by minimizing the
afne space de ned by (3) is also Gaussian as well as thg ivergence by iterative update of a given factprwhile
vectorz associated with each projected vector. More preC|se|yo|ding the others unchanged. This procedure takes adyanta

. . . . . — 1
z follows a Gaussian d'ft'blljt'of W't? mean= T *(m .2 of the property that the minimizer of the KL divergence with
and covariance matrix “T “(A”A) (T “)” whereT “is rognact to each factor can be expressed as
the left inverse ofT, i.e. T 1= (T>T) IT”. This yields the

gathers the horizontal and vertical gradientsxot pixel j.
Other relevant choices are discussed in [27]. Herealpvd)
is a regularization hyperparameter that we incorporateuin
hierarchical model. We assume a Gamma distributiorg,on

daQ;  (14)

. M X.. .
p(hix) wx2exp  SjjA(h m)ji? ;

following prior for the variable of interest: (8r2f 1Ry Q) mexp < Inp(y;Q) > Oier P10
P X (15)
. . R . .
p(ZJX) M X2 exp E(Z )> L(Z ) , (11) where< > Bier Gi(Q)= Oi&rqi(Qi)in- Here, we will con-
sider the following factorization:

where L = T>T(T> A”A) T 'T>T. We will consider _ _
(L; ) to be predened by the user, so as to be adapted Q) = ax(x)az(2)e(9): (16)

to the sought properties of the blur kernel to estimate. Theln Section Ill, we describe the steps of VBA for this

hyperparametex will be learned during a training phase, agarticular choice. Due to the intricate form of the chosen
we will explain in Section IV. prior on the image, we introduce an extra approximation

3) Hierarchical model: Let us assume thatx;g) and z Step, relying on a majoration-minimization (MM) strategy,

are mutually independent. According to Bayes formula, tHe@minescent from [27]. In addition, we propose a strategy to
posterior distribution of the unknowr@® = ( x;z; g) given the reduce the time complexity of VBA, so as to deal with medium

observed datg is de ned as to large size images. As we will emphasize, the method
requires the setting of two cumbersome hyperparameters,
p(Qiy) 1 p(yix;2) p(xjg) p(zix) p(g); (12) namely the regularization weight and the noise leveb.

Then, in Section IV, we show how to unroll the VBA method
where the four factors on the right side have been de next a neural network structure, so as to learn the parameters
above. (x;b) in a supervised fashion.
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[1l. VBA FOR BLIND IMAGE DECONVOLUTION 2) Minimizing the upper bounKL (q(Q)jiF (Qjy; )) in

We now describe our proposed implementation of the VBA (23) w.rt.gz(2). - ) o
when applied to the approximation to the posterior in (13. w 3) Update the auxiliary variabledl j)1 j o to minimize
rst present an MM-based procedure to handle the complitate KL (A(Q)iiF (Qiy; )).
form of the prior term on variable. Then, we give the 4) Minimizing KL (q(Q)jiF (Qjy; )) w.rt. ac(g)-

explicit expressions of the updates performed in the atimg  Subsequently, at a given iteratiérof the proposed algorithm,
minimization method. the corresponding estimated variables will be indexedk.by

A. MM-based approximation B. VBA updates
Let us focus on the prior term in (8). This distribution is L€t us now describe the four steps of the proposed VBA,
dif cult to deal with as soon ag is different from 1 (in which starting from a given iteratiok associated with the current

case a Gaussian distribution is retrieved). We thus propmse2PProximated distributionsi (x); g (2), and g§(g), ké_‘”s the
construct a surrogate for the prior an We use the tangent @uxiliary parameter estimate’. We also denote bfx; 2 ¢)

inequality for concave functions, which yields the follmgi the estimates of the means q, qu' and gf;, and (Cf; C})
majorant function for thé -function with k 2 (0; 1]: the covariance estimates fgf anddj.
1) Update of g(x): By de nition,
(8u>0)(8v 0) Vv (1 Ku+ku v @7y ., _ ) ek

ax ~(x) = argmin, KL (ax(x)dc(9)dz(2)iiF (Qiy; "): (24)
h'ghe standard solution provided by (15) remains valid, by
replacing the joint distribution by a lower bound chosen
proportional toF (Qjy; K):

Let us introduce the vector of auxiliary positive variables
(I'1)1 j 3. From the previous inequality, we then deduce t
following majorant function for the negative logarithm difet
prior distribution:

2o g pexp < INFOGZGi Y %) > g gk
(82 RY) g@iiDiXi* & F(Dxljg;  (18) z7 el
o = wexp  InF(xzgjy: Mai(gdf(2dgdz
where, for everyj 2f 1;:::;Jg, (25)
F(Dix! ;9= ngJDJXJJI Jlf(kl WL I (19) By decomposkng the different terms and using (4),
j

1
k+1
This majorant function can be understood as a Gaussian lowBx ~(X) K exp §X> b qu(z)(H)> qu(z)(H)
bound on the prior distribution or, which will appear more
tractable in the VBA implementation. We will also show that + 2 8 >

- ) . . €,cov, 2)egKp K
the update of the auxiliary variables remains rather simple glqel P qg(z)( JeakpKa

thus not impacting the complexity of the whole procedure. ! )
_ Ina r_1ut.shell, using (13), and (18), we obtain the following " 2qu(<;(g)(g)D> LD x+ bx> qu(z)(H)>y (26)
inequality:
p(Qiy) F (Qiy; ) (20)  where
where the lower bound on the posterior distribution is P
. qu(z)(H) =a eT)qu(z)(Z)Kp"' Ko; (27)
F(Qiy; )= p=1
N b.. , : D=[D7;::;;D31; (28)
CgZexp Sy H @xi> F(x ;9 p(gp(zix): (21) ’
LK is the block diagonal matrix whose diagonal elements are
Hereabove we have introduced the shorter notation (k(I jk)" o)1 j 3. and(ey;:::;ep) is the canonical basis of
J RP. We thus obtain a Gaussian distribution:
Fx ;9= a Fi(Djx! ;9 (22) ke 1
21 J J J ql)((+1(x): N(X;Xk+1;CX+ ), (29)

and C is a multiplicative constant independent frogh In- parametrized by

equality (20) leads to the following majorization of the. !

P
divergence involved in (14): (S T= b (HY HY+ § & & ChegK 3K,
L . . =1g=1
KL (@(QIP(QY) KL (((QIF (Qiy: ) (23) kT ko 0)
By minimizing the upper bound in (23) with respect towe N bCXk+ 1(Hk)>y; (31)

can keep it as tight as possible, so as to guarantee the good

performance of the VBA. To summarize, we propose to solygith H = H ().

Problem (14) through the following four iterative steps: In image restoration applications, dimensMmran be rather
1) Minimizing KL (q(Q)jjF (Qjy; )) w.r.t. gx(X). large (typically greater than £Qvariables), so that the storage
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of the full covariance matri>CXk+1 is neither desirable nor 3) Update of : Let us now express the update of the
usually possible. We thus propose to resort to a diagoralxiliary variable. We aim at nding
approximation to this matrix when required, so that the t@da

nally reads: 1= argmin KL (g *(x)a&(9)ds" *(2)iiF (Qiy; )): (44)
ot 1(x) = N (XKL ke by, (32) This amounts to nding, ;or every 2f 1;:::;Jg,
with It = argmin o4y 1(X)QG(g)qk+ ‘2
k+1 k+1
X1z CG (G Lb(HY Y ; (34) J
’ = argmin .1y i k+1(X)QG(g)

whered* ! 2 RN |s the vector of the inverses of the diagonal

elements o(CX ) 1 and CGA,b) denotes the application
of a linear conjugate gradlent solver to the linear systemb.

2) Update of g(2): According to the VBA principle,

5" (2) = argmin,, KL (" *(x)a(9)az (2)iiF (Qjy; )):
(35)
Using (15) and the previously introduced bouR¢Qjy; X),
we have

zz
INF(xzgiy; “)a&(g)dy *(x)dgax
(36)

o5 4(2) 1 exp

Replacing the involved quantities by their expressiondsel

(
a5 (2) p exp

:_ZLZ> bBK 1+ xL 2z

>

+7 pa*l+ xL . (37)

whereak+1_(ak+1)l p2 RP andBk+1—(Bk+1)1 oq P2
RP P are such that for everfp;q) 21 1;:::; Pg ,

Ayt =Ege1,y (07 KRY  Egea(X” KpKox)

_(Xk+1) pr Bk+l (38)
Bl =E k+1(X K5 KgX)

= trace KpCxt 1Ky +(X"1)7 KK (39)

with

Bl = E dle 10C K Kox)
= trace K CxKg +(xX"1)”KFKex " (40)
Thus, the update for the distributiap reads

k+ 1(2) = N(z 2L Ck+ 1) (41)

with
(Ckly L= pBR* 14 x (42)
Al C§+1 pa* 1+ xL (43)

=1
Fi(Djx;1 j; g)dxdg,
kKE & 1% J]DJXJJ +(1 k)lJ
ll k

afgmir) j2[0,+¥)
(45)

The explicit solution to the above minimization problemligie
the following update:

Ik+1 E & 10 ijJXJJ

= jiDjx** 12+ trace D]D;C}** : (46)
4) Update of @(g): Finally, the update related to the

hyperparameteg is expressed as

qs X(g) = argmin KL (" (x)de(9)ds (2)iiF (Qiy; k*(l)) :)
47
Using (15), we have
Z Z

InF(xzgjy; “1h

as 1(g) 1 exp
!

(s () dxdz : (48)

The above integral has the following closed form expression

dS (g u g2 lexp( hg)
J KEgo1i JiDjxXij? +(1 k)/k+l

o

exp ga
iz1 (I jk+ 1)1 k
(49)
It thus follows from (46) that the update gf is
s 1(9) = ;b Y); (50)
that is the Gamma distribution with parameters
— N . k+1 _ 5] k+ 1y k .
d=—+a; b =g H)+h: (51)
2k <1 !
The mean otq‘gl is nally given by
+1 d

Note that parametet is not iteration dependent and can thus
be precomputed from the beginning of the VBA.
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C. Overview of VBA on a large set of test data without any further tuning. In par-
Algorithm 1 provides a summary of the resulting ypalicular, its implementation can make use of GPU-acceldrate

for solving the blind deconvolution problem introduced irffameworks. Several recent examples in the eld of image
Section II. We also specify our initialization strategy. Mo Processing have shown the bene ts of unrolling [46], [47],
practical details about the latter will be discussed in tH&8l: [49] when compared to standard black-box deep legrnin
experimental section. As a result, the optimal posterige ditéchniques or more classical restoration methods based on
tributions for both variable and z will be approximated Bayesian or optimization tools. Let us in particular mentio

as Gaussian distributions, while the one for hyperparamet@€ works [38], [50] for the application of unroliing in the
g is approximated by a Gamma distribution. In particulafontext of blind image restoration. _

afterK iterations, it is direct to extract from VBA outputs an L€t us now specify the unrolling procedure in the context
estimate for the posterior mean of the image and the kernéi, VBA. Let K> 0 be the number of iterations of the VBA
through variablexk and TzK + t. The associated covarianceédescribed in Algorithm III_-C, thus corre_spondlng Kolayers
matrices are given bgK andTCKT>. These matrices can peOf @ neural network architecture. Iteratitr®? f 0;:::;K  1g
useful to perform uncertainty quanti cation of the resulihe Of our unrolled VBA can be conceptually expressed as

VBA also allows us to estimate easily the hyperparamgter
involved in the image prior. Nonetheless, it appears diltcu
to nd an ef cient manner to estimate the hyperparameter = A CR Gl K Koxk by (53)
using a variational Bayesian approach, as this value highly

uctuates from one image/kernel pair to the other so that Bhe initialization procedure fo(x% Cg;2%C; % ©) is de-
simple prior modeling of does not appear obvious. Moreovédgiled in Algorithm 11I-C. For k 2 f 0;:::;K 19, the ex-

the VBA requires the knowledge of the noise level, througdfessions of(x<*1;Ck*1;zZk+1,ckr 1, kvl k1) as a func-
the parameteb. This is limitating, and one might prefer totion of the input arguments of() are given respectively
have this quantity estimated in an automatic manner. Thas, Ry (33)-(34), (42)-(43), (46), and (51)-(52). Furthermore
propose in the next section, to resort to a supervised legrniX*;b¥)o « k 1 are now learned, instead of being constant
strategy to learn botlx and b along the iterates of VBA, in and preset by the user. This leads to thgoldedVBAarchi-

the spirit of recent works [39] on the unrolling (also calledecture depicted in Fig. 1, which can be summarized into the
unfolding) of iterative algorithms. composition ofK layersLx 1 L o. Each layerl with

(Xk+ 1; C)I§+ 1; Zk+ 1; C|Z<+ 1; k+ 1; k+ l)

Algorithm 1 VBA approach for image blind deconvolution neural networks, namely NNand NN, and the core VBA
Initialization. Set hyperparametets;b;a;h). De ne initial blockA(). There remains to specify our strategy for building
values for(xO;Cg;zo;Cg). Compute © andg® using (46) the two inner networks, with the aim to Iea(rmk;bk)o K K 1.

and (52), respectively.
Iterative steps. Fork= 0;1;:::;K:

1: Update the mear** ! and the covariance matrigk** of NNK -~ K
g 1(x) using (33)-(34). NV
2: Update the mead“* ! and the covariance matrl?.‘g’“l of <k
y— _—

k" 1(2) using (42)-(43). ck - et
3: Update/ [“* using (46), for everyj 2f 1;:::;Jg. HgkH
4: Update the meag/*? of q‘g Y(g) using (51)-(52). ck X
k 2V BA
k
—]
IV. SUPERVISED LEARNING OFVBA HYPERPARAMETERS Layerk Layerk +1
A. Overview Fig. 1. Architecture ofunfoldedVBAnetwork.

We introduce a supervised learning strategy to estimate the
hyperparametex and the inverse of the noise varianzgthat
are required to run VBA. We adopt the so-calledrolling

(or unfolding) methodology [37]. The idea is to view eacI?' Learning hyperparametex

network structure. Each layer can be parametrized by sofagyt the current kernel estimaté = TzK+ t and deliversxk

quantities that are learned from a training database S0 at0an output. The architecture of the neural network is shown
minimize a task-oriented loss function. The advantage ef tiy Fig. 2. Note that the Softplus function, de ned as

unrolling approach is threefold: (i) each layer mimics one

iteration of the algorithm and thus it is highly interpregb (8x2 R) Softplugx) = In(1+ exp(X)); (54)
(ii) the choice of the loss is directly related to the task at

the end, which is bene cial for the quality of the resultsi)(i is used as a last layer, in order to enforce the strict pdtyitiv
once trained, the network can be applied easily and rapidif the output hyperparametgk.
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64

64 16 denote hereafter by(b;H;i;ﬁ). In the blind deconvolution
application, one can for instance consider a loss function
. related to the error reconstruction on the kernel, or torthegie
- quality, or a combination of both. Two training procedure w
be distinguished and discussed in our experimental section
namely:
Greedy training The parameters of the unfolded VBA are
learned in a greedy fashion so as to minimize the kernel
Fig. 2. Neural network architecture I‘gNor estimatingxX, for k2 0;:::;K reconstruction error at each layer. Then, the post-prougss
1g. network is learned in a second step, so as to maximize an
image quality metric such as the SSIM [51].
End-to-end training The parameters of the complete archi-
i i o tecture are learned end-to-end so as to maximize the image
When the noise parametbris unknown, it might be useful quality metric.
to include a procedure to learn it automatically, again i s~ \yhatever the chosen training procedure, it is necessary to
perv_lsed fash|0|j. In this case, we propose to introducelsimp,;ke use of a back-propagation step, that is to differentiat
nonlinear mappings such that, for evérg f 0;:::5K 19, he |oss function with respect to all the parameters of the
sk= NNK(y); netyvorl(;. l\;lo_st olperaFions invglvt(ajd in Fidg'i‘f?’ can _be (Ijiffer-
entiated ef ciently using standard auto-differentiatitools.
= Softplugri) &(y) + Softplugti); (55) However, we obsyerved Ei!n our experiments that it is bene cial
and bk = (sK) 2. Hereabovey is the observed degraded(@and sometimes even necessary) for a stable training pbase t
image, from which we deduce the wavelet-based varian@eoid using such tools for differentiating the VBA lay&( )
estimator (also used in [39]), involved in Fig. 1. In practice, we used the explicit expiess
() mediajWnyj) for the partial derivatives of it. Note that we followed the
W= —Geras

(56) approach from [52] to obtain the expression of the deriestiv
where jWnpyj gathers the absolute value of the diagonal

for the CG solver.
coef cients of the rst level Haar wavelet decompositiontbe t
degraded imagg. Moreover,(ri;t)o k k 1 are two scalar Input | Output
parameters to be learned during the training phase. ﬁ

Flatten

z* SoftPlus SoftPlus

Full connected layer

C. Learning noise parametdy

estimated blur kernel

blurry noisy grayscale image

D. Complete architecture Output

We now present our complete blind deconvolution architec-

ture for grayscale images and color images in Fig. 3. First,
. . . . . t

let us notice that VBA and its unrolled variant is designed | outpur

for grayscale images. We thus generalized the architecture [

from Fig. 3(top), to process color images. To this end, we Input - s e
rst transform the input RGB image to its YUV representa- transtormation Output
tion, which takes human perception into consideration. The s me mecan et et | Lo

network NN is rst applied to the luminance pary, of > festored RGB imag

th.e Image. After applylng thaunfoldedVBAnetwork (See. Fig. 3. Proposed blind image restoration pipeline for grailes (top) and
Fig. 1), we obtainzyga and xysa as outputs. The latter is color (hottom) images.

a restored version of the luminance channel. The remaining

(U,V) color channels are simply obtained by median Itering

of (yy;yy). Both architectures in Fig. 3 additionally involve

post-processing layers. More precisely, we rstincludmaar V. NUMERICAL EXPERIMENTS
layer so as to encode the linear transformation (3), and thgn problem formulation and settings
deduce the estimated blur kerrél Second, we also allow

a post-processing laydr,, acting on the image, so as to, . . . .
post:p 9 "aySlpp g g blind image deconvolution problem, whee2 RN is an

reduce possible residual artifacts, nally yieldifg In the . . X
P y vieldirig égmal image, either grayscale or colored one. We come

case of color images, the post-processing is applied on @{ : . :
RGB representation to avoid chromatic artifacts. ack to the model presented in Section II-A, where the linear

operatorB 2 RN N models the application of a blur kernel
A2 RM to the image. The noiseis assumed to be an additive
white Gaussian noise with zero mean and standard deviation

The training of both proposed architectures from Fig. 8. Inthe case of color images, we assume that the same kernel,
requires to de ne a loss function, measuring the discrepanand the same noise level, is applied to each of the three RGB
between the outpul; h) and the ground trutix; h), that we channels.

1) Problem overview:We focus on the resolution of the

E. Training procedure
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2) VBA settings:Let us now specify our practical choicesplurs with width 5 5 and 7 7 pixels, and 3 out-of-focus
for the implementation of the VBA step. In all our experiblurs. For the latter, the vertical and horizontal widthe aet
ments, we seek for kernels whose entries satisfy two egualiitndomly within[0:2; 0:5], and the orientation is eithgr=4 or
constraints, namely a sum to one constraint, and an axg=4 (with equal probability). Furthermore, for each blurred
symmetry along the main diagonal axis. This can be easilpage, zero-mean Gaussian noise is added, with standard
translated into the af ne constraint (3). In such case, thgrde deviations randomly chosen, with uniform distribution over
of freedom of the kernel model is equal o= M 1. [0:0050:05]. The noise level is not assumed to be known and
Regarding the choice for the prior, we e RM+*1) M 55 is estimated using the proposed NNrchitecture. In total,
the matrix that computes the horizontal and vertical diffewe have 15005 100 15) training images, 600=(40 15)
ences between pixels, augmented with an additional rst rov@lidation images, and 45G=(30 15) test images, on this
corresponding to an averaging operation, which takes the fodataset.

[1;:::;1]=M. This choice allows to promote smooth variations Examples of blurs involved ibataset 2are depicted in
in the kernels, while satisfying the required full colummka Fig. 4.
assumption oi\. A constant vector with entries equalﬁ is

set for the prior meam. Matrices(Dj); ; j and parameter n nnn n ﬂ
k, involved in (8), are set in such a way that the chosen prior

on the image yields an isotropic total-variation regulatian

(see our comment in Sec. 1I-B2). We must now specify the nl DEDD
initialization for VBA iterates/layers. Our initial gues® for

the image is the degraded image. The associated covariagges gxamples of blur kemels used to constrDataset 2
matrix C2 is initialized using the identity matrix. The blur is
initialized with a uniform kernel with size 55, from which ~ 4) Training speci cations:We present results obtained by
we deduce the correspondiay and the covariance matrz? adopting the two training strategies described in SectioR.|
is set to a multiple of identity matrix. The hyperparametefsor thegreedy trainingwe make use of the mean squared error
(a;h) involved in the prior law on parametegre set to zero on the estimated kernel, as a loss function forthéldedVBA
in practice which is equivalent to impose a non-informatiiéyers, dened as'(k;R;&;R) = kB Rk2 The SSIM loss
Jeffrey improper prior. Finally, the conjugate gradientveo ([51]), between the output image and the ground trutte
used for the update of the image is run over 10 iteratioffs used to train the post-processing laygy,. For theend-
which appears suf cient to reach practical stability. Tloéver to-end training we use again SSIM betwedn and g. We
is initialized with the degraded image. use warm initialization forend-to-end training that is we
initialize with the weights learnt during thgreedy training

3) Datasets: Let us now introduce the two datasets w@hase, associated with a weight decay procedure. ADAM
employ to train and test our network, and compare it to statgptimizer, with mini-batch size equal to 10, is used for all
of-the-art techniques. In both cases, the training set idemahe training procedures. Its parameters such as learnieg ra
of 100 images from the COCO training set. The validatiofr), weight decay (wd) and epochs number are netuned,
set contains 40 images from the BSD500 validation set. The as to obtain stable performance on each validation set.
test set consists of 30 images from the Flickr30 test seth Eathe number of layerK (i.e., number of VBA iterations)
image is center-cropped using a window of dive 256 256. is set during thegreedy training and kept the same for the
Each original image is associated to a degraded version of iend-to-end trainingIn practice, we increask as long as a
y, built from Model (1). Various blur kernels and noise levelsigni cant decrease in the averaged MSE over the training
are used, as detailed hereafter. set was observed. We specify in Table | all the retained
Dataset 1: All involved images are converted in grayscalesettings. The train/validation/test phase are conductitl av
Each image of the database is blurred with 10 randomdypde implemented in Pytorch (version 1.7.0) under Python
generated Gaussian blurs, and then corrupted by additise.no(version 3.6.10) environment, and run on an Nvidia DGX
Thus in total, we have 1000=(100 10) training images, wokstation using one Tesla V100 SXM2 GPU (1290 MHz
400 = 40 10) validation images, and 306 30 10) test frequency, 32GB of RAM). Our code is made available at
images for Dataset 1. The Gaussian blurs are of size99 https://github.com/yunshihuang/unfoldedVBA.
Two of them are isotropic with standard deviation randomly 5) Comparison to other method3he proposed method is
generated following a uniform law withif0:2; 0:4]. Eight of compared to several blind deconvolution approaches dlaila
them are anisotropic with orientation eith@r4 or 3p=4 (with in the literature:
equal probability) and vertical/horizontal widths (i.setandard Optimization-based methods We rst evaluate the VBA de-
deviations of the 2D Gaussian shape) uniformly drawn withgcribed in Section 111, in the favorable situation where tioése
[0:15;0:4]. On this dataset, the noise standard deviation lisvel s is assumed to be known, and parametés netuned
set tos = 0:01, and assumed to be known (so that bloclkempirically (see more details hereafter). VBA is run until
(NNK);  k of our architecture are overlooked). reaching practical convergence, i.e. when the relativeusgl
Dataset 2:All the images are then colored ones. We degradelistance between two consecutive image iterates gets lower
each of them with 15 different blurs, namely 10 Gaussiansbluthan 10 °. We also test two optimization-based approaches
(simulated using the same procedure as above), two unifofon blind deconvolution. The rst one is calledeconv2D It
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Dataset 1 — deDdf/tSZet 2 Ratio), and ifi ) the PieAPP value [55], between the estimated
o [K=6, epoch= 10 K = 21, epoci= 10 imagek and the ground trutk.
k= r=5 103 Ir=5 10 3 (for Lo), Ir =10 3 )
g (for other layers) B. Experimental results
3 Post-processind. pp .
$ [UnetE3) Residual network [39, Fig 4] 1) Dataset 1:In Tables Il and Ill, we report the results
o epoch= 30, Ir= 10 3 epoch= 200, Ir= 10 3 of kernel estimation and image restoration, computed on the
] K=6 K=21 test set, using the different methods. As could be expected,
}’Sg fpfcgz 160 . fpfcé‘: 160 . the greedy approach tends to give more weight to the ker-
Eé Vrvd_: 104 Vrvd_: 104 nel quality than the end-to-end training. Our two training
TABLE | approaches yield great performance, when compared to all
SETTINGS FOR THE TRAINING PHASES IN OUR EXPERIMENTS the other tested approaches. One can notice that the VBA

with netuned value forx performs quite well, showing the
validity of our Bayesian formulation. The proposed unrdlle
VBA technique allows us to avoid a manual tuning of this
makes use of the proximal alternating algorithm from [17h5rameter, and further increases the resulting qualitis &h
to minimize a least-squares data delity term combined wit§ direct outcome of the supervised training procedure @min
various priors, namely total variation and positivity coas1t ot maximizing quality scores, and also to the introductiba o
on the image, sum-to-one and quadratic constraint on thgst-processing step on the images. DBSRCNN has a good
kernel. This method is implemented in Matlab, and inheriigsrformance in terms of image restoration in this dataset.
some of the software accelerations discussed in [16] fowdbli owever, it is not capable of estimating the blur kernel,
video deconvolution. The second competitor in this categoyhich might be useful for various applications. We display
is the blinddeconvapproach® from [11]. For the sake of fair yyo examples of results in Fig 6, extracted from our test
comparisons, for both datasets, we netune the hyperparaga; one can notice, by visual inspection of these results,
eters of these three methods on 40% of the training set apd high quality of the restored images. No artifacts can
apply an average of the found values on the test set. Moreoygt ghserved, which is con rmed by a low average value of
following the use of these three methods, we perform a nojie PieAPP index on the test set. Moreover, the kernels are
blind deconvolution step BM3D-DEB [54], which uses their generally estimated quite accurately, as shown by the [0&MS
respective estimated blur kernel to restore the image. score and the good retrieval of their general structurehén t
Deep learning methods:We perform comparisons with threefe\y cases when the unfolded VBA algorithm fails to give a
recent deep learning architectures for blind deconvalutioperfect recovery of the blur kernel as in Fig. 6(bottom), the
SelfDeblur® [35] is an unsupervised approach able to jointlstimation is still accurate enough to yield a good recoaéry
perform the image restoration and kernel estimatioq taskge image whatevegreedy trainingor end-to-end trainings
DBSRCNN [34] and DebIurGAN® [32] are two supervised ysed. One can also notice that our method tends to provide
deep learning techniques. In contrast with SelfDeblury theetter contrasted images, compared to its closest competit
both only provide the estimated image, but do not estimafg the image restoration task that is DBSRCNN. We display
the kernel. Both these methods have been retrained on eﬁtph:ig. 5(left) the evolution of the SSIM loss during the
pf our datagets, using the same settings as in their init@dd-to-end training of the proposed architecture, showieg
implementation. Moreover, we adapted DBSRCNN to colghcrease of the loss, then its stabilization, for both irajn
images using the same pipeline as for our method, thatgjsq validation set, thus con rming an appropriate settiig o
applying DBSRCNN on the luminance channel while simpl\paM optimizer parameters. Finally, Table IV(left) disyis
nonlinearly Itering the chrominance ones. the average test time for each methods, that is the computa-
6) Evaluation metrics:All the methods are evaluated intional time required to restore one example of the datasee o
terms of their performance on the blur kernel estimationgwh the method is netuned/trained. We displayed CPU time for
available) and on the image restoration. Different metaies a fair comparison between methods, for codes ran on a Dell
used. For the blur kernels, we evaluatgtie MSE, {i) the workstation equipped with an Xeon(R) W-2135 processor (3.7
so-calledHy error de ned as theéy norm of the difference GHz clock frequency and 12 GB of RAM). GPU time is also
between the 2D discrete Fourier coef cients (with suitablidicated when available. The fastest method is DBSRCNN,
padding) of the estimated and of the true kernel, d@injithe though we must emphasize that, in contrast with all the
mean absolute error (MAE) de ned as thg norm of the other methods based on Matlab/Python softwares, DBSRCNN
difference betweef andR. For evaluating the image quality, makes use of an optimized C implementation, for its test
we computeif the SSIM, (i) the PSNR (Peak-Signal-to-Noisephase on CPU. DeblurGAN is also very fast, but the resulting
quality was quite poor in our experiments. Our method resiche

IMatlab code: https:/dilipkay.wordpress.com/blind-cleeolution/ a reasqnable CompUtat_ional time on CPl.J- It becom.es quite
2Matlab code:  https://webpages.tuni. /foilGCF-BM3D/exihtml#ref competitive when making use of GPU implementation, as
software the unrolled architecture is well suited for that purposkisT

3python/Pytorch code: https://github.com/csdwren/SeitfiDr : : :
4Python/Pytorch code: https://github.com/Fatma-ALbHDBSRCNN allows to drop the test time per image to few seconds, making

5python/Pytorch (training) and Matlab C-mex (testing) codwtps:/github. it advantageous, with the additiqn bene t of be_tter qua"ty
com/KupynOrest/DeblurGAN results in average, and of an available kernel estimate.
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Method I MSE Hy error MAE | | Method I MSE | Hy eror | MAE |

VBA 0.0017 (0.0022)| 0.1674 (0.1003) | 0.0472 (0.0317) VBA 0.0148 (0.0139)| 0.4492 (0.1638)] 0.1339 (0.0627)
deconv2D 0.0025 (0.0035)| 0.1483 (0.1037) | 0.0489 (0.0395) deconv2D 0.0099 (0.0160)| 0.2796 (0.1692)| 0.0869 (0.0576)
blinddeconv 0.0013 (0.0011)| 0.1553 (0.0660) | 0.0417 (0.0203) blinddeconv 0.0245 (0.0264)| 0.3113 (0.1409)| 0.1596 (0.1106)
SelfDeblur 8.9165 (4.0668)| 15.0213 (6.8490)| 3.5314 (0.8998) SelfDeblur 1.7533 (1.4455)| 2.5647 (2.7609)| 1.3752 (0.5132)
Proposed (greedy) || 0.0008(0.0012) | 0.1165(0.0677) | 0.0281(0.0168) Proposed (greedy) || 0.0037(0.0079) | 0.1888(0.1061) | 0.0570(0.0414)
Proposed (end-to-end]| 0.0009 (0.0013)| 0.1188 (0.0672) | 0.0289 (0.0170) Proposed (end-to-end]| 0.0039 (0.0079)| 0.1960 (0.1056)| 0.0588 (0.0411)

TABLE 11

QUANTITATIVE ASSESSMENT OF THE RESTORED KERNELSMEAN
(STANDARD DEVIATION) VALUES COMPUTED OVER THE TEST SETS OF

TABLE V

QUANTITATIVE ASSESSMENT OF THE RESTORED KERNELSMEAN
(STANDARD DEVIATION) VALUES COMPUTED OVER THE TEST SETS OF

Dataset 1 Dataset 2
Method I SSIM PSNR PieAPP

Blurred 0.6542 (0.1072)| 22.2254 (2.3779)| 4.1794 (0.9005)] | Method 1 SSIM | PSNR PieAPP |
VBA 0.7603 (0.0814)| 23.7332 (2.5672)| 1.5109 (0.6184) Blurred 0.5427 (0.1150)| 21.7994 (2.1679)| 4.2378 (0.8539)
deconv2D 0.7668 (0.0912)| 24.5970 (2.8656)| 1.9289 (0.4959) VBA 0.4024 (0.1571)| 16.0371 (4.1798)| 2.4218 (0.5545)
blinddeconv 0.7528 (0.0963)| 23.9347 (2.4299)| 1.9170 (0.6630) deconv2D 0.6880 (0.1065)| 23.1940 (2.8986)| 2.2245 (0.6721)
SelfDeblur 0.6948 (0.1006)| 22.2704 (2.1255)| 3.3178 (0.7291) blinddeconv 0.6961 (0.1034)| 23.2663 (2.7229)| 2.3259 (0.8080)
DBSRCNN 0.7780 (0.0895)| 24.9561(2.9800) | 1.5959 (0.6463) SelfDeblur 0.5107 (0.1305)| 19.9943 (2.1467)| 5.9269 (1.4066)
DeblurGAN 0.6613 (0.0731)| 22.4388 (2.4074)| 1.8937 (0.7630) DBSRCNN 0.6948 (0.1688)| 23.6041(4.2073) | 1.9474 (0.7171)
Proposed (greedy) || 0.7945 (0.0890)| 24.7093(2.9351) | 1.4047 (0.6437) DeblurGAN 0.3370 (0.0740)| 17.2781 (1.2909)| 3.6581 (1.0040)
Proposed (end-to-end]| 0.7989(0.0886) | 24.6638(3.0711) | 1.1976(0.5433) Proposed (greedy) || 0.7454 (0.1015)| 23.2169 (2.4442)| 1.7250(0.5324)
TABLE Il Proposed (end-to-end]| 0.7518(0.1025) | 23.5631(2.5959) | 1.7681(0.5502)

QUANTITATIVE ASSESSMENT OF THE RESTORED IMAGESMEAN
(STANDARD DEVIATION) VALUES COMPUTED OVER THE TEST SETS OF

Dataset 1

0.8

0.75

averaged SSIM

—e—train data
—=—validation data|

0.7

0.65

averaged SSIM

0.6

0.55

—e—train data
—=—validation data|

0 1 2 3 4
epoch

Fig. 5. Evolution of SSIM loss along epochs @efd-to-end trainingohase,
averaged either on training or on validation set®afaset 1(left) andDataset

2 (right).

5 6 0 1 2 3
epochs

4 5 6

TABLE VI
QUANTITATIVE ASSESSMENT OF THE RESTORED IMAGESMEAN
(STANDARD DEVIATION) VALUES COMPUTED OVER THE TEST SETS OF
Dataset 2

a good kernel quality compared to other methods. In this more
complicated context, standard VBA does not perform very
well, as settingx becomes tedious for such an heterogeneous
dataset. Let us note that the noise level is assumed to be
known for this particular method, putting it in a quite fasbte
situation, compared to the other competitors, including ou
proposed approach. DBSRCNN provides again a good image
recovery, but our proposed approach still outperforms it fo
both SSIM and PieAPP metrics. We display two examples of
restoration in Fig 7, when the sought blur is uniform, and

2) Dataset 2: The results of kernel estimation and imageut-of-focus, respectively. Such blur shapes are chalteng
restoration on Dataset 2 using the various methods are shaandl the MSE on the estimated blur might appear not excel-
in Tables V and VI, respectively. This dataset is more chdent. Nevertheless, our method remains the best among the
lenging, as it includes color images, various blur shaped, acompared ones. The visual quality of the image generated by
various noise levels. The latter are not assumed to be knothe proposed method is also very satisfying. We display in
anymore. Hereagain, we can observe thatghemdy training Fig. 5(right) the evolution of the SSIM loss during thed-to-
yields the best performance in terms of kernel estimation fend training witnessing the absence of any over tting issue.
the three considered metrics. In contrastd-to-end training Moreover, we present in Fig 8 the evolution of the MSE loss on
tends to favor the restored image quality while still prangd the kernel estimate, along te= 21 layers of the architecture

| Method || Dataset 1| Dataset 2 |

VBA 153s (15s)| 1565 (18s)
deconv2D 16s 19s
blinddeconv 19s 22s

SelfDeblur 452s (51s)| 455s (55s)
DBSRCNN 1s 2s

DeblurGAN 2s (1s) 3s (2s)
Proposed 36s (4s) | 113s (12s)
TABLE IV

AVERAGE TEST TIME PER IMAGE USING CPU RESR GPU).

trained in anend-to-endmanner. The MSE was averaged on
test set examples associated to either Gaussian or ooto§f
blurs, respectively. These plots show that, for our chofcK o
(netuned on the validation set), the MSE values are close to
minimal. LargerK implied an increase of memory and training
time, while not necessarily improving the results qualiyne
can also notice more uctuations in the case of out-of-focus
blur, which turns out to be more challenging to restore. A
similar curve was obtained for uniform blurs, not shown by
lack of space. Finally, Table IV(right) presents the averag
test time of the different methods. Again, our method appear
competitive in terms of running time.
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Original VBA deconv2D blinddeconv
MSE = 0.0010 MSE = 0.0016 MSE =388 10 4

PieAPP = 4.7468 PieAPP = 1.6914 PieAPP = 2.7365 PieAPP =0.729

SelfDeblur DBSRCNN DeblurGAN proposed (greedy) proposedgnd-to-end)
MSE = 6.2415 MSE =1.2555 10 * MSE =1.1817 10 *
PieAPP = 4.1130 PieAPP = 1.8130 PieAPP = 1.9762 PieAPP =0.295 PieAPP = 1.2088

Degraded Original VBA deconv2D blinddeconv
MSE = 0.0054 MSE = 0.0058 MSE = 0.0040
PieAPP = 3.4024 PieAPP = 1.6356 PieAPP = 1.9079 PieAPP = 1.8397

SelfDeblur DBSRCNN DeblurGAN proposed (greedy) proposedgnd-to-end)
MSE = 7.0703 MSE = 0.0035 MSE =0.0034
PieAPP = 2.5108 PieAPP = 1.4002 PieAPP = 1.5206 PieAPP =2.392 PieAPP 4.2468

Fig. 6. Ground-truth image/blur, degraded image, restamebes (with PieAPP index) and estimated blurs (with MSEecwhen available, for various
methods, on two examples in the test seDaftaset 1

VI. CONCLUSION well sounded Bayesian-based blind deconvolution methaed. A
a byproduct, it also outputs estimates for the covariandeima
This paper proposes a novel method for blind image decases of both sought quantities (image/kernel). This infdioma
volution that combines a variational Bayesian algorithnthwi could be of interest for uncertainty quanti cation and mbde
a neural network architecture. Our experiments illusttae® selection tasks (see for instance [7], [56]). More gengralir
excellent performance of this new method on two datasejgerk demonstrates that unrolling VBA algorithms consttia

comprising grayscale and color images, and degraded wifomising research direction for solving challenging peots
various kernel types. Compared to state-of-the-art variat arising in Data Science.

and deep learning approaches, our method delivers a more

accurate estimation of both the image and the blur kernels. REFERENCES

It also includes an automatic noise estimation step, soithat ) . ,
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Degraded Original

PieAPP = 3.8507

SelfDeblur DBSRCNN
MSE = 3.6152
PieAPP = 8.1479 PieAPP = 1.2058
Degraded Original

PieAPP = 2.8997

SelfDeblur DBSRCNN
MSE = 0.9536
PieAPP = 2.0619 PieAPP = 0.8841

12

VBA deconv2D blinddeconv
MSE = 0.0115 MSE = 0.0190 MSE = 0.0075
PieAPP =0.8278 PieAPP = 1.6273 PieAPP = 1.0216
DeblurGAN proposed (greedy) proposedgnd-to-end)

MSE =0.0015 MSE = 0.0020
PieAPP = 2.6971 PieAPP =3.279 PieAPP = 1.1663

VBA deconv2D blinddeconv
MSE= 0.0293 MSE = 0.0184 MSE = 0.0388

PieAPP = 1.3625

PieAPP = 1.0608 PieAPP = 1.0318

DeblurGAN proposed (greedy) proposedgnd-to-end)

MSE = 0.0049 MSE =.0046
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