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Abstract: Diffusion models have demonstrated their utility as learned priors for solving various
inverse problems. However, most existing approaches are limited to linear inverse problems.
This paper exploits the efficient and unsupervised posterior sampling framework of Denoising
Diffusion Restoration Models (DDRM) for the solution of nonlinear phase retrieval problem,
which requires reconstructing an image from its noisy intensity-only measurements such as Fourier
intensity. The approach combines the model-based alternating-projection methods with the
DDRM to utilize pretrained unconditional diffusion priors for phase retrieval. The performance is
demonstrated through both simulations and experimental data. Results demonstrate the potential
of this approach for improving the alternating-projection methods as well as its limitations.

1. Introduction

Fourier phase retrieval (PR) addresses the challenge of reconstructing a signal from its noisy
Fourier magnitude measurements, a nonlinear inverse problem prevalent in diverse scientific and
engineering domains such as crystallography, microscopy, astronomy, optical imaging, and speech
processing [1, 2]. Despite its extensive applications, PR remains a formidable ill-posed inverse
problem due to the inherent loss of phase information and the resultant non-convexity. Over the
years, various algorithmic solutions have been proposed, each offering unique advantages and
limitations.

Classical PR methods are based on alternating projection such as the popular Gerchberg-
Saxton (GS), error-reduction and hybrid input-output (HIO) algorithms. These methods alternate
between space and measurement domains to impose the available constraints and intensity
measurements through projections. These classical methods are widely used because of their
simple implementation, computational efficiency, and applicability to different phase retrieval
problems. Moreover, they can empirically converge to a reasonably good solution in various
applications. However, they are prone to suboptimal reconstructions due to noise amplification
and being stuck in local minima. Advanced techniques leveraging semidefinite programming,
sparse regularization, and global optimization have been developed to overcome these limitations,
albeit at the expense of increased computational complexity or restrictive assumptions [3–5].

Deep learning has enabled new capabilities for solving inverse problems in imaging, including
phase retrieval [6]. Initially deep neural networks (DNNs) have achieved significant success in
directly reconstructing images from measurements or enhancing initial estimates from classical
methods [7, 8]. Model-based optimization schemes have also integrated deep priors within the
plug-and-play framework [9–15]. Nevertheless, existing deep learning solutions for PR are
often hindered by the domain shift problem, lack of interpretability, and necessity for extensive
training [16].

Recently diffusion models have revolutionized the field of unconditional image generation,
demonstrating superior performance across various tasks such as super-resolution, deblurring,
inpainting, colorization, and compressive sensing [17–19]. These generative models stochastically
denoise a sample to gradually produce the desired output, conditioned on the measurements.
The use of pretrained diffusion models allows for efficient and effective restoration without the
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need for specific training on individual degradation models, thereby offering great flexibility and
adaptability in real-world applications. However, existing approaches are often applied to linear
inverse problems.

In this work, we exploit the efficient unsupervised posterior sampling framework of Denoising
Diffusion Restoration Models (DDRM) [17, 19] for the solution of nonlinear phase retrieval
problem. Unlike existing methods, our approach does not require training; instead, it utilizes
a pre-trained denoising diffusion model akin to plug-and-play methods. This enhances the
practicality and ease of implementation, as it eliminates the need for additional training and
complex parameter tuning.

By integrating the strengths of pretrained unconditional diffusion models with alternating
projection techniques, our method provides an efficient solution to the challenging problem of
phase retrieval, paving the way for further advancements in this field. The performance of the
method is first demonstrated through simulations using both distortion and perceptual quality
metrics to highlight its potential as well as its limitations for the Fourier phase retrieval problem.
While this performance analysis is for real-valued images, our approach is applicable to complex-
valued images as well as other type of phase retrieval data such as coded diffraction patterns
and scattering measurements. This generalization is enabled by the flexibility of the framework
allowing the integration of alternative denoisers without retraining as well as the adaptability
of the alternating-projection methods to the specific measurement and signal constraints. To
demonstrate this, the performance of the approach is also illustrated with experimental data
acquired for imaging through random scattering media. The results highlight its capability to
address phase retrieval tasks beyond the classical Fourier setting.

The paper is organized as follows. Section 2 provides an overview of the classical Fourier
phase retrieval problem, while Section 3 reviews the related existing works. Our proposed
approach is presented in Section 4, followed by a comparative performance analysis in Section 5.
Lastly, Section 6 summarizes our findings and outlines future research directions.

2. Fourier Phase Retrieval Problem

In the classical Fourier phase retrieval problem, available measurements can be modeled as

y2 = |Fx|2 + w, w ∼ N(0, 𝛼2diag( |Fx|2)) (1)
where the measurement vector y ∈ R𝑚 denotes the lexicographical ordering of the

√
𝑚 ×

√
𝑚

noisy Fourier intensity measurements. Likewise, the image vector x ∈ R𝑛 represents the
lexicographical ordering of the

√
𝑛 ×

√
𝑛 target image, which is assumed to be real-valued,

non-negative, and of finite support. The matrix F ∈ C𝑚×𝑛 performs the oversampled
√
𝑚 ×

√
𝑚-

point discrete Fourier transform (DFT). The term w ∈ R𝑚 represents the measurement noise,
and 𝛼 is a scaling factor that adjusts the signal-to-noise ratio (SNR). The noise is generally
Poisson-distributed but can often be approximated with a normal distribution [12], as used here.
Here the operator diag(·) maps a vector to a diagonal matrix whose diagonal entries are given by
the elements of the input vector.

For discrete real-valued signals in two or more dimensions with finite support, the Fourier
intensity measurements at discrete frequencies can uniquely determine the unknown signal x. To
ensure uniqueness (aside from trivial ambiguities), for an image with support

√
𝑛×

√
𝑛, it is required

to measure the magnitude of its
√
𝑚 ×

√
𝑚-point oversampled DFT with

√
𝑚 ≥ 2

√
𝑛− 1 [20]. For

simplicity, this work sets 𝑚 to 4𝑛. Trivial ambiguities arise from the fact that there are operations
that do not modify the Fourier magnitude, such as global phase shift, conjugate inversion, and
spatial circular shift.

This mathematical problem is encountered across a wide range of real-world applications due to
the equivalence of Fourier intensity to the autocorrelation function after inverse Fourier transform.
The real-valued intensity distribution of the object is reconstructed from its Fourier intensity



measurements or equivalently from its second-order correlations in various applications [21].
Examples include astronomical imaging to observe through turbulent atmosphere [22], laser-
illuminated imaging to reconstruct diffuse objects without speckle noise [23], and imaging
through random scattering media such as biological tissue [24]. There are also applications
where the encountered phase retrieval problem can be approximated in this form.

For instance, in crystallography, the formulation in Eq. (1) is valid under the condition of
low absorption [25]. When absorption is negligible, the real and imaginary components of
the object’s scattering and absorption coefficients can be simplified, allowing the object to be
approximated as real-valued. These attributes highlight the importance of the considered Fourier
phase retrieval problem in tackling challenging imaging scenarios across different domains.

3. Related Works

3.1. Classical Alternating Projection Methods for Phase Retrieval

Alternating projection techniques have become fundamental tools for phase retrieval. One of the
earliest and most well-known algorithms is the Gerchberg-Saxton (GS) algorithm [26], which
reconstructs an unknown signal from magnitude constraints in the spatial and Fourier domains by
performing iterative projections onto these non-convex constraint sets. A modification of the GS
algorithm is the Error Reduction (ER) algorithm, which incorporates additional spatial domain
constraints beyond just magnitude [27]. A particularly significant and widely used method among
alternating projection techniques is the Hybrid Input-Output (HIO) algorithm [28], which builds
upon the principles of the ER algorithm.

In the HIO method, Fourier magnitude constraints and available space-domain constraints
(such as support, non-negativity, and real-valuedness) are iteratively applied, similar to the ER
algorithm. However, the key distinction is that HIO does not force the iterates to strictly satisfy the
constraints at every step. Instead, it uses the iterates to progressively guide the algorithm towards
a solution that meets the constraints [28]. The HIO iterations are mathematically expressed as
follows:

x𝑘+1 [𝑛] =


u𝑘 [𝑛] for 𝑛 ∉ 𝛾

x𝑘 [𝑛] − 𝛽u𝑘 [𝑛] for 𝑛 ∈ 𝛾
(2)

where
u𝑘 = F−1

{
y ⊙ Fx𝑘

|Fx𝑘 |

}
. (3)

Here x𝑘 ∈ R𝑚 represents the reconstruction at the 𝑘 th iteration, F−1 denotes the inverse DFT
matrix, ⊙ is element-wise multiplication, 𝛽 is a constant parameter (commonly set to 0.9), and 𝛾

is the set of indices 𝑛 where u𝑘 [𝑛] fails to meet the spatial domain constraints [28].
Despite the lack of a comprehensive theoretical understanding of its convergence behavior,

HIO method has been empirically observed to converge to reasonably good solutions in a wide
range of applications. However, the reconstructions produced by HIO can contain artifacts and
errors due to getting trapped in local minima or the amplification of noise in the solution [2, 29].
To address these limitations, numerous variations and enhancements of the HIO method have
been proposed, aiming to improve its reconstruction performance and reliability [4, 5].

3.2. Diffusion Models

Diffusion models approximate a data distribution 𝑞(𝑥) by learning a model distribution 𝑝𝜃 (𝑥)
from samples. These generative models possess a Markov chain structure, represented as



x𝑇 → x𝑇−1 → . . . → x1 → x0, where x𝑡 ∈ R𝑛, with their joint distribution given by [17]

𝑝𝜃 (x0:𝑇 ) = 𝑝
(𝑇 )
𝜃

(x𝑇 )
𝑇−1∏
𝑡=0

𝑝
(𝑡 )
𝜃

(x𝑡 | x𝑡+1) . (4)

Once x0:𝑇 is generated, only x0 is retained as the sample from the generative model. A fixed
variational inference distribution is utilized to train the diffusion model:

𝑞 (x1:𝑇 | x0) = 𝑞 (𝑇 ) (x𝑇 | x0)
𝑇−1∏
𝑡=0

𝑞 (𝑡 ) (x𝑡 | x𝑡+1, x0) (5)

This approach results in an evidence lower bound (ELBO) for the maximum likelihood objective.
For diffusion models where both 𝑝

(𝑡 )
𝜃

and 𝑞 (𝑡 ) are selected as conditional Gaussian distributions
for all 𝑡 < 𝑇 , x𝑡 can be viewed as corrupted version of x0 with Gaussian noise since 𝑞 (x𝑡 | x0)
becomes a Gaussian distribution with known mean and covariance. Mathematically, this can be
expressed as 𝑞 (x𝑡 | x0) = N

(√
𝛼𝑡x0, (1 − 𝛼𝑡 ) I

)
, ∀𝑡 ∈ [1, 𝑇]. As a result, the ELBO objective

simplifies into the following denoising autoencoder objective, as detailed in [30]:

𝑇∑︁
𝑡=1

𝛾𝑡E(x0 ,x𝑡 )∼𝑞 (x0 )𝑞 (x𝑡 |x0 )

[x0 − 𝑓
(𝑡 )
𝜃

(x𝑡 )
2

2

]
(6)

Here 𝛾1:𝑇 are positive coefficients and 𝑓
(𝑡 )
𝜃

represents a neural network with parameters 𝜃, whose
purpose is to recover noiseless x0 from its noisy observation x𝑡 .

While the theoretical formulation of diffusion models emphasizes the recovery of x0 from
noisy observations x𝑡 , practical implementations often focus on parametrizing 𝑓

(𝑡 )
𝜃

to predict
the noise added during the forward process. This approach, commonly referred to as noise
estimation, has been found to simplify the learning task for neural networks and improve empirical
performance, as shown in [31,32]. Moreover, advancements in diffusion models, such as working
in latent spaces or integrating noise prediction with hybrid objectives, have further enhanced
their efficiency and versatility [33]. These practical considerations underline the flexibility of
diffusion models in adapting their parametrizations to different objectives while preserving their
theoretical underpinnings.

3.2.1. Denoising Diffusion Restoration Models (DDRM)

DDRM have been proposed as a versatile solution for addressing linear inverse problems in both
noisy and noiseless contexts. Specifically, DDRM functions as a general solver for the inverse
problems with the following forward model: y = Hx + z where z ∼ N(0, 𝜎2

y I). It is defined by a
Markov chain model conditioned on y [17]:

𝑝𝜃 (x0:𝑇 | y) = 𝑝
(𝑇 )
𝜃

(x𝑇 | y)
𝑇−1∏
𝑡=0

𝑝
(𝑡 )
𝜃

(x𝑡 | x𝑡+1, y) (7)

where x0 represents the final output. To train the diffusion model, a variational distribution
conditioned on y is considered.

DDRM employs a procedure that leverages a pretrained unconditional diffusion model similar
to pretrained denoisers used in plug-and-play methods. Notably, this approach eliminates the
necessity for additional training. The authors demonstrate that, under specific conditions, the
solution obtained by training a conditional diffusion model is equivalent to that derived from
using a pretrained unconditional diffusion model in conjunction with the DDRM procedure.
Consequently, this equivalence enables to effectively solve any linear inverse problem by utilizing



a pretrained diffusion model, and hence simplifies the implementation while enhancing the
practicality of the method.

The core concept of DDRM is to utilize the singular value decomposition (SVD) of the matrix
H, and transform both the target variable x and the corrupted observation y into a common
spectral space. For each index of this spectral space, DDRM performs differently based on the
provided information from y, as indicated by the singular values. For indices corresponding to
non-zero singular values, DDRM performs denoising on y, while for those associated with zero
singular values, it undertakes regular unconditional generation without using y. This approach
explicitly accounts for measurement noise, thereby enhancing the robustness and accuracy of the
restoration process [17].

In particular, the original form of DDRM
uses the singular value decomposition, i.e., H = U𝚺VT with UUT = I and VVT = I, to perform

the diffusion in the spectral space:

x̄𝑡 = VTxt (8)
ȳ = 𝚺†UTy (9)

By defining x𝜃,𝑡 = f (𝑡+1)
𝜃

(x𝑡+1) as a denoiser with parameters 𝜃 and letting x̄𝜃,𝑡 = VTx𝜃,𝑡 , the
DDRM sampling procedure is given as follows [17]:

𝑝
(𝑇 )
𝜃

(
x(𝑖)
𝑇

| y
)
=


N

(
y(𝑖)

, 𝜎2
𝑇
− 𝜎2

y
𝑠2
𝑖

)
if 𝑠𝑖 > 0

N
(
0, 𝜎2

𝑇

)
if 𝑠𝑖 = 0

𝑝
(𝑡 )
𝜃

(
x(𝑖)
𝑡 | x𝑡+1, y

)
=



N
(
x(𝑖)
𝜃,𝑡

+
√︁

1 − 𝜂2𝜎𝑡

x(𝑖)
𝑡+1−x(𝑖)

𝜃,𝑡

𝜎𝑡+1
, 𝜂2𝜎2

𝑡

)
if 𝑠𝑖 = 0

N
(
x(𝑖)
𝜃,𝑡

+
√︁

1 − 𝜂2𝜎𝑡

y(𝑖)−x(𝑖)
𝜃,𝑡

𝜎y/𝑠𝑖 , 𝜂2𝜎2
𝑡

)
if 𝜎𝑡 <

𝜎y
𝑠𝑖

N
(
(1 − 𝜂𝑏) x(𝑖)

𝜃,𝑡
+ 𝜂𝑏y(𝑖)

, 𝜎2
𝑡 − 𝜎2

y
𝑠2
𝑖

𝜂2
𝑏

)
if 𝜎𝑡 ≥

𝜎y
𝑠𝑖

(10)

where the 𝑖th singular value of H is 𝑠𝑖 , the 𝑖-th index of any vector x is denoted by x(𝑖) ,
and 𝜂 ∈ (0, 1] is a hyperparameter that changes the variance of the transitions. Moreover,
x𝜃,𝑡 = f (𝑡+1)

𝜃
(x𝑡+1) is trained with the regular unconditional diffusion process due to the conjugate

variational distribution satisfying similar properties:

𝑞 (x𝑡 | x0) = N
(
x0, 𝜎

2
𝑡 I

)
with 0 = 𝜎0 < 𝜎1 < .... < 𝜎𝑇 . (11)

4. DDRM for Phase Retrieval

In order to use the DDRM framework for the nonlinear inverse problem of JPEG artifact
correction, its simplified form for the linear and noiseless case has been provided [19]. Our
approach is also based on this simplified form of DDRM.

Theorem 4.1 (Simplified form of DDRM). Under a noiseless setting, i.e., 𝜎y = 0, the overall



DDRM process for linear inverse problems can be expressed as

x′𝑡 =x𝜃,𝑡 − H†Hx𝜃,𝑡 + H†y
x𝑡 =

√
𝛼𝑡

(
𝜂𝑏x′𝑡 + (1 − 𝜂𝑏) x𝜃,𝑡

)
+

√︁
1 − 𝛼𝑡

(
𝜂𝝐 𝑡 + (1 − 𝜂)𝝐 (𝑡+1)

𝜃
(x𝑡+1)

) (12)

where H† represents the Moore-Penrose pseudo-inverse of H, i.e. H† = V𝚺†UT. The term
x𝜃,𝑡 = 𝑓

(𝑡+1)
𝜃

(x𝑡+1) corresponds to the output of the denoising model at step 𝑡 + 1, while
𝝐 (𝑡+1)
𝜃

(x𝑡+1) =
x𝑡+1−

√
𝛼𝑡+1x𝜃,𝑡√

1−𝛼𝑡+1
denotes the estimated noise value. The constants 𝜂 and 𝜂𝑏 are

hyperparameters defined by the user from the interval (0, 1], and 𝝐 𝑡 ∼ N(0, I) is a vector drawn
from a standard Gaussian distribution.

This simplified form has been provided in [19] without a proof. We provide a proof in
Appendix A.

4.1. DDRM for Fourier Phase Retrieval

Although DDRM is derived for a linear operator H, the provided simplified form suggests that
it can also be used for nonlinear inverse problems where an operator exists to approximate the
pseudo-inverse [19]. For the Fourier phase retrieval problem, we use the HIO algorithm for this
purpose since in the noise-free case

• applying HIO after taking the Fourier magnitude provides the original image subject to
trivial ambiguities (similar to H†Hx being close to x in the least-squares sense),

• computing the Fourier magnitude after applying the HIO method to the noiseless measure-
ments provides the same measurement (similar to HH†H = H i.e. applying the pseudo-
inverse does not alter the noiseless measurement).

Based on these observations, we propose DDRM-PR for the Fourier phase retrieval problem
as follows:

x′𝑡 = 𝑓
(𝑡+1)
𝜃

(x𝑡+1) − HIO( |F 𝑓
(𝑡+1)
𝜃

(x𝑡+1) |) + RandomInit(y)

x𝑡 =
√
𝛼𝑡

(
𝜂𝑏x′𝑡 + (1 − 𝜂𝑏) 𝑓 (𝑡+1)

𝜃
(x𝑡+1)

)
+

√︁
1 − 𝛼𝑡

(
𝜂𝝐 𝑡 + (1 − 𝜂)𝝐 (𝑡+1)

𝜃
(x𝑡+1)

) (13)

Here, RandomInit represents to the HIO initialization procedure proposed in the prDeep paper [12].
It involves executing the HIO method for 𝑠 = 50 iterations using 𝑚 = 50 different random
initializations. Then the reconstruction with the smallest residual is selected for a final HIO run
of 𝑛 = 1000 iterations. For HIO( |F 𝑓

(𝑡+1)
𝜃

(x𝑡+1) |), the algorithm is run for 𝑘 = 100 iterations
from the initialization x𝑡+1. Furthermore, to ensure consistent performance, we generate 𝑁 = 8
independent outputs for each input and use the averaged image obtained from these outputs. To
set the hyperparameters including 𝜂, 𝜂𝑏, uniformly-spaced diffusion steps 𝑡, initial timestep 𝑇𝑖𝑛𝑖𝑡 ,
and the number of averaged samples 𝑁 , linear grid search is performed for the optimal choice.

Our method exploits pretrained unconditional diffusion models which offer several practical
advantages. First of all, the pretrained models are developed using large and diverse image datasets,
capturing a wide range of features that are crucial for effective denoising and reconstruction.
The pretrained model acts as a strong prior, facilitating accurate reconstruction by refining noisy
inputs iteratively. This integration also bypasses the need for retraining specific to the phase
retrieval task, making the method more accessible and easier to implement in various settings.



4.2. Extension to Other Phase Retrieval Problems

For a general phase retrieval problem, the Fourier transform matrix F in Eq. (1) should be
replaced with the corresponding system matrix A, which may or may not be invertible. The
straightforward extension of the DDRM-PR approach to this general case can be given as follows:

x′𝑡 = 𝑓
(𝑡+1)
𝜃

(x𝑡+1) − AP( |A 𝑓
(𝑡+1)
𝜃

(x𝑡+1) |) + RandomInit(y)

x𝑡 =
√
𝛼𝑡

(
𝜂𝑏x′𝑡 + (1 − 𝜂𝑏) 𝑓 (𝑡+1)

𝜃
(x𝑡+1)

)
+

√︁
1 − 𝛼𝑡

(
𝜂𝝐 𝑡 + (1 − 𝜂)𝝐 (𝑡+1)

𝜃
(x𝑡+1)

) (14)

Here, AP represents an appropriate alternating-projection (i.e. GS-type) method for the considered
phase retrieval task, whereas RandomInit represents the same initialization procedure as before
with the HIO method replaced with the chosen AP method.

In the case that there are no space-domain constraints (such as support, real-valuedness,
nonnegativity, etc.), AP method enforces only the measurement constraints through the projection
A−1

{
y ⊙ Ax𝑘

|Ax𝑘 |

}
for an invertible A. If A is non-invertible, similar to the well-known extensions of

alternating-projection methods to the general phase retrieval problems [34–36], the pseudoinverse
A† is used (instead of matrix inverse) to go back from the measurement space to the object space.
That is, measurement constraints are enforced through A†

{
y ⊙ Ax𝑘

|Ax𝑘 |

}
for a non-invertible A. For

better computational efficiency, explicit calculation of the pseudoinverse can be avoided. Instead,
equivalent least squares problem can be solved using computationally cheap iterative methods
such as the conjugate gradient method [37].

Note also that pre-trained diffusion models used in our approach should be appropriately
chosen for the target image type. In our implementations, we assumed a natural image distribution
for the real-valued target image and employed a pre-trained diffusion model trained on natural
images. When dealing with phase-only objects [6] which are real-valued but constrained to
have values within a range different than natural images (such as [0, 2𝜋]), a pre-trained diffusion
model trained on such phase objects is needed.

Moreover, to recover complex-valued images (rather than real-valued ones), generally two
different strategies are used. The first involves applying the pipeline separately to the amplitude and
phase components, or to the real and imaginary parts of the complex-valued signal. This approach
leverages the real-valued nature of these components to continue to use conventional real-valued
DNNs. The second approach is to train a diffusion model specifically designed for complex-valued
inputs and outputs using complex-valued neural networks [38, 39]. While standard diffusion
models typically employ real-valued U-Nets, extending them to handle complex-valued data is
feasible [40]. Having access to images sampled from the target distribution of the complex-valued
signal, we can utilize a pretrained diffusion model trained on such samples. Obviously this
also requires to have a large dataset for training. If the real or imaginary components, or the
amplitude or phase parts of the complex-valued image match the natural image distribution, the
same pre-trained diffusion model used in this paper can simply be used. By using either of these
two strategies, our method can accommodate the reconstruction of complex-valued signals in a
wide range of phase retrieval applications.

Hence our method can be applied to diverse phase retrieval problems beyond the classical
Fourier PR setting with proper modifications.

5. Results

5.1. Performance Analysis with Simulated Data

To evaluate the effectiveness of the proposed method, we first used the publicly available
CelebA-HQ dataset [41] that contains pictures of imaginary celebrities produced by a generative



adversarial network (GAN) at a resolution of 256x256 pixels. The choice of RGB images is
twofold: firstly, RGB images tend to reveal the reconstruction artifacts more clearly, and secondly,
the pretrained diffusion models we employed are for RGB images. Each color channel (Red,
Green, and Blue) is processed separately by the HIO algorithm to ensure that color information
is preserved and accurately reconstructed. After applying the HIO algorithm to each channel,
we calculated the Peak Signal-to-Noise Ratio (PSNR) values to correct for conjugate inversion
ambiguity. This step is crucial for ensuring the accuracy of the phase retrieval process, as it
aligns the reconstructed images more closely with the ground truth.

The image quality metrics used to assess the quality of the reconstructed images are PSNR,
Structural Similarity Index (SSIM) [42], and Learned Perceptual Image Patch Similarity (LPIPS)
[43]. PSNR quantitatively measures the reconstruction fidelity, whereas SSIM and LPIPS
emphasize the perceptual quality of the reconstructed images. While phase retrieval is primarily
a quantitative problem, diffusion models are renowned for their ability to produce visually sharp
and realistic outputs, often outperforming MMSE- or MAP-based methods that typically yield
overly smooth or blurry reconstructions. SSIM, though a distortion metric, correlates well
with human visual perception and offers insights into structural similarity. LPIPS, on the other
hand, directly measures perceptual similarity by comparing deep feature representations, which
makes it particularly useful for assessing the visual realism of the generated images. While our
primary focus remains on achieving low distortion metrics like PSNR, the inclusion of perceptual
metrics highlights the dual capability of our approach to maintain both quantitative accuracy and
perceptual quality. This dual evaluation underscores the power of diffusion models in generating
reconstructions that have high fidelity, less artifacts and also visual coherence, demonstrating a
clear advantage over conventional phase retrieval techniques.

To evaluate the performance of the proposed method, we conducted experiments under various
noise levels. We applied the proposed method to a diverse set of test images from the CelebA-HQ
dataset with varying levels of measurement noise, i.e., with different values of 𝛼. For each noise
level, we generated multiple reconstructions and computed the average PSNR, SSIM, and LPIPS
as given in Table 1.

Table 1. The average reconstruction performances for CelebA-HQ test images.

𝛼 = 0.5 𝛼 = 1 𝛼 = 2 𝛼 = 3

Methods PSNR ↑ SSIM ↑ LPIPS ↓ PSNR ↑ SSIM ↑ LPIPS ↓ PSNR ↑ SSIM ↑ LPIPS ↓ PSNR ↑ SSIM ↑ LPIPS ↓

HIO Stage 28.74 0.82 0.14 27.57 0.74 0.21 25.27 0.65 0.34 24.00 0.58 0.43

DDRM-PR 29.13 0.87 0.13 28.45 0.84 0.15 26.59 0.79 0.23 25.73 0.76 0.27

Our method demonstrated superior performance compared to HIO for all evaluated metrics.
The PSNR values indicated that our method is capable of suppressing various artifacts and noise
while preserving important image details. The SSIM scores showed that the structural integrity
of the images was well-maintained, and the high LPIPS values confirmed the perceptual quality
of the reconstructions. We observed that the use of multiple independent outputs and averaging
also help to enhance the stability and reliability of the results.

For visual evaluation, sample reconstructions are also provided in Figures 1, 2, 3, and 4,
together with the ground truth images. The results demonstrate that the integration of pretrained
diffusion models with the HIO algorithm enables effective denoising and phase retrieval in many
instances. However, although reduced, some HIO artifacts still exist in the final reconstructions.
An important future work is to explore how to modify the update steps in Eq. (13) to reduce
these artifacts in the reconstructions as well as to extend the mathematical framework for the
noisy case.



Figure 1. Ground-truth test images (top row), reconstructions using the developed
approach (middle row), and HIO initialization results (bottom row) for the case with
parameters: 𝛼 = 0.5, 𝑁 = 1, 𝜂 = 0.15, 𝜂𝑏 = 0.20, 𝑡 = 15, and 𝑇𝑖𝑛𝑖𝑡 = 350.

Figure 2. Ground-truth test images (top row), reconstructions using the developed
approach (middle row), and HIO initialization results (bottom row) for the case with
parameters: 𝛼 = 1, 𝑁 = 1, 𝜂 = 0.25, 𝜂𝑏 = 0.22, 𝑡 = 30, and 𝑇𝑖𝑛𝑖𝑡 = 400.

Figure 3. Ground-truth test images (top row), reconstructions using the developed
approach (middle row), and HIO initialization results (bottom row) for the case with
parameters: 𝛼 = 2, 𝑁 = 1, 𝜂 = 0.25, 𝜂𝑏 = 0.18, 𝑡 = 15, and 𝑇𝑖𝑛𝑖𝑡 = 400.

5.2. Performance Analysis with Experimental Data

We also evaluate the performance of the developed approach with experimental data to demonstrate
its effectiveness in practical scenarios. For this, we consider the imaging application through
random scattering media and apply the extended version of the approach in Section 4.2 for the
recovery of real-valued non-negative images. The chosen AP approach is again HIO since there
are spatial-domain constraints to enforce.



Figure 4. Ground-truth test images (top row), reconstructions using the developed
approach (middle row), and HIO initialization results (bottom row) for the case with
parameters: 𝛼 = 3, 𝑁 = 1, 𝜂 = 0.78, 𝜂𝑏 = 0.17, 𝑡 = 30, and 𝑇𝑖𝑛𝑖𝑡 = 300.

We use publicly available experimental data obtained with the setup described in [35]. Double
phase retrieval methods were used to estimate the system (transmission) matrix A. This calibration
was performed using the prVAMP algorithm and amplitude-only spatial light modulator (SLM).
The tested reconstruction methods are used with the estimated transmission matrix A from this
calibration step. For DDRM-PR, the following hyperparameters are used: 𝑁 = 1, 𝜂 = 1.0,
𝜂𝑏 = 0.0, 𝑡 = 35, and 𝑇init = 220.

Average reconstruction performance over the test dataset of [35] is provided in Table 2 for
both DDRM-PR and HIO. For visual comparison, the reconstructions are also shown in Figure 5.
Here the columns represent (from left to right) the ground truth, speckle patterns, HIO result
(initialization), and DDRM-PR reconstructions. As seen, while HIO reconstructions are highly
noisy, DDRM-PR significantly outperforms HIO both visually and quantitatively (in terms of
all three metrics), with artifacts reduced and fine details preserved. In fact, the DDRM-PR
reconstructions closely resemble the ground truth images, and structural and perceptual details
are better preserved than HIO.

These results demonstrate the robustness and efficiency of our approach for real-world phase
retrieval problems. Although the target images in this application have different characteristics
than the images used in the training of the diffusion model, DDRM-PR is capable of providing a
robust performance. In fact, the diffusion model used was pretrained on ImageNet, a dataset of
natural RGB images. However, the experimental data used grayscale images which are black and
white. Even under these large discrepancies, our approach produces high-quality reconstructions,
showing its generalization capability and adaptability to different settings.

Table 2. The average reconstruction performance with experimental data

Methods PSNR ↑ SSIM ↑ LPIPS ↓

HIO Stage 7.85 0.049 0.69

DDRM-PR 13.12 0.32 0.28

While our approach has shown promising results, further improvements can be achieved by
fine-tuning the pretrained diffusion models on datasets more closely matching the target image
distribution. Additionally, as a future direction, one can leverage more recent diffusion models
such as Stable Diffusion [33], which exhibit better image generation performance. Such models
trained on larger and more diverse datasets can be incorporated into our framework to further
enhance the reconstruction quality and robustness of the approach, particularly when dealing



Ground Truth Speckle Pattern HIO Initialization DDRM-PR

Figure 5. Performance comparison with experimental data. Each row corresponds
to a different test image. The first column shows the ground truth representing
the target amplitude-only signal. The second column displays the speckle pattern
captured on the detector, which is the observed intensity measurement after passing
through the scattering medium. The third column presents the HIO result illustrating
the initial reconstruction obtained with HIO algorithm. The last column shows the
reconstruction of DDRM-PR, which integrates pretrained diffusion models for enhanced
phase retrieval.

with complex real-world data and broader range of image distributions.
Moreover, extending our experiments to address the recovery of complex-valued images

presents an exciting avenue for future work. While the current experimental results focus on
reconstructing an amplitude-only, real-valued signal, exploring the reconstruction of complex-
valued signals (with both amplitude and phase components) would expand the applicability of our
method to a wider array of real-world applications. These advancements would further validate
the versatility and adaptability of the proposed framework in handling diverse phase retrieval
challenges.

6. Conclusion

In this paper, we propose a new approach for the nonlinear phase retrieval problem by exploiting
the efficient and unsupervised posterior sampling framework of Denoising Diffusion Restoration
Models (DDRM). The approach integrates DDRM with the classical alternating projection
(AP) methods to utilize pretrained diffusion priors for phase retrieval. Exploiting pretrained
unconditional diffusion models offer several practical advantages. Since the pretrained models
are developed using large and diverse image datasets, they capture a wide range of features that
are crucial for effective denoising and reconstruction. This integration also bypasses the need for
retraining specific to the phase retrieval task, making the method more accessible and easier to
implement in various settings. This flexibility sets our approach apart from many learning-based
direct inversion methods, which require retraining for a different measurement setup.

Our approach can be seen as a regularized extension of classical alternating projection methods,
such as GS and HIO, with a diffusion-based prior. This synergy combines the strengths of
traditional iterative algorithms and modern generative modeling techniques to enable more
robust, fast, and high-quality reconstructions. Furthermore, the flexibility of the method allows



it to adapt easily to different measurement types, such as Fourier magnitude, coded diffraction
patterns, scattering, and Fourier ptychography. Although the results in this paper focus on
reconstructing real-valued images, the proposed framework is equally applicable to the recovery
of complex-valued signals.

While our results obtained with experimental and simulated data demonstrate the potential of
this approach for improving the AP methods, there are limitations and areas of improvement that
present opportunities for future research. One key limitation is that the current formulation uses
noiseless measurements. Future work could focus on extending the mathematical framework of
DDRM to the noisy case for nonlinear problems and explicitly designing the sampling pipeline to
handle observation noise. Exploring how to modify the update steps of the algorithm can help to
further reduce the reconstruction artifacts. Another limitation arises due to the use of AP methods
for initialization. When the AP reconstructions contain artifacts, these can persist in the final
output after applying our pipeline. These artifacts, however, are typically localized in different
regions of the image for different initialization runs. This suggests that combining multiple
initializations by leveraging advanced pretrained diffusion models could improve reconstruction
quality. For instance, diffusion models capable of conditioning on multiple image inputs could
integrate information from various initializations to produce higher-quality reconstructions.

As mentioned, a notable strength of our approach is its reliance on pretrained denoisers, which
enhances generalization and adaptability across different phase retrieval problems. However,
task-specific training could further improve performance. Pretrained models are effective for
general applications, particularly when sufficient data for training is unavailable. However, in
cases where data are abundant, training a diffusion model tailored to a specific phase retrieval
problem could enable one to address problem-specific artifacts and intricacies. Future work could
explore training diffusion models specifically tailored for phase retrieval tasks, as investigated
in [44].

Finally, incorporating more advanced pretrained diffusion models, such as those capable
of conditional generation or trained on larger, more diverse datasets, could further enhance
reconstruction performance. These models may provide improved robustness and adaptability,
particularly for handling more difficult phase retrieval tasks.

In conclusion, this work demonstrates the potential of integrating pretrained diffusion priors
with the efficient AP methods for phase retrieval. The proposed framework provides a balance
between generalization capability and reconstruction quality, offering a versatile solution that can
be applied to a wide range of phase retrieval problems. By addressing the outlined limitations
and exploring future directions, the approach can be further improved, paving the way for more
advanced and robust phase retrieval methods.
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A. Proof of Theorem 4.1

We first provide some definitions and simple lemmas that will be used for the proof of Theorem
4.1.
Definition A.1. Let 𝛼𝑡 =

1
1+𝜎2

𝑡

for all 𝑡. Equivalently,

𝜎𝑡 =

√︄
1 − 𝛼𝑡

𝛼𝑡

, ∀𝑡. (15)



Definition A.2. Let xt =
√
𝛼𝑡xt, for all 𝑡. Cyan color will be used to denote this scaling.

Lemma A.1.
xt −

√
𝛼𝑡x0√

1 − 𝛼𝑡

∼ N(0, I), ∀𝑡. (16)

Proof. From the assumed 𝑞(xt, x0), we know that

xt − x0
𝜎𝑡

∼ N(0, I). (17)

Using Definitions A.1 and A.2,
xt − x0
𝜎𝑡

=

xt√
𝛼𝑡

− x0√
𝛼0√︃

1−𝛼𝑡

𝛼𝑡

. (18)

Since 𝜎0 is assumed to be 0, 𝛼0 = 1, and, it follows that

xt −
√
𝛼𝑡x0√

1 − 𝛼𝑡

∼ N(0, I). (19)

Corollary A.1.1. If we have a perfect estimator of x0 denoted by x𝜃,𝑡 = f (𝑡+1)
𝜃

(x𝑡+1), then,

𝝐 (𝑡+1)
𝜃

(x𝑡+1) =
xt+1 −

√
𝛼𝑡+1x𝜃,𝑡√

1 − 𝛼𝑡+1
∼ N(0, I). (20)

Lemma A.2. If 𝜼 ∼ N(𝝁,𝚺), then, A𝜼 ∼ N(A𝝁,A𝚺AT).

Corollary A.2.1. If 𝜼 ∼ N(0, I), then, V𝜼 ∼ N(0, I) for an orthogonal matrix V.

Lemma A.3 (Reparametrization trick). If 𝑤 ∼ N(𝜇, 𝜎2), then, we can write it as

𝑤 = 𝜇 + 𝜎𝜖 where 𝜖 ∼ N(0, 1). (21)

Lemma A.4.
H†H = (V𝚺†UT) (U𝚺VT) = V𝚺†𝚺VT = 𝚺†𝚺VVT = 𝚺†𝚺 (22)

Proof. Matrix multiplication with a square diagonal matrix is commutative.

To prove Theorem 4.1, we start with the original form of DDRM in the noiseless case:

𝑝
(𝑡 )
𝜃

(
x(𝑖)
𝑡 | x𝑡+1, y

)
=



N
(
x(𝑖)
𝜃,𝑡

+
√︁

1 − 𝜂2𝜎𝑡

x(𝑖)
𝑡+1−x(𝑖)

𝜃,𝑡

𝜎𝑡+1
, 𝜂2𝜎2

𝑡

)
if 𝑠𝑖 = 0

N
(
(1 − 𝜂𝑏) x(𝑖)

𝜃,𝑡
+ 𝜂𝑏y(𝑖)

, 𝜎2
𝑡

)
otherwise

(23)

Using the reparametrization trick given in Lemma A.3, we obtain

x(𝑖)
𝑡 =


x(𝑖)
𝜃,𝑡

+
√︁

1 − 𝜂2𝜎𝑡

x(𝑖)
𝑡+1−x(𝑖)

𝜃,𝑡

𝜎𝑡+1
+

√︃
𝜂2𝜎2

𝑡 𝝐
(𝑖)
𝑡 if 𝑠𝑖 = 0

(1 − 𝜂𝑏) x(𝑖)
𝜃,𝑡

+ 𝜂𝑏y(𝑖) +
√︃
𝜎2
𝑡 𝝐

′ (𝑖)
𝑡 otherwise

(24)



where 𝝐 ′𝑡 , 𝝐 𝑡 ∼ N(0, I).
Note that the matrix 𝚺†𝚺 is a diagonal matrix with zeros at positions corresponding to zero

singular values and ones elsewhere. This allows us to express x𝑡 in a more compact form:

x𝑡 = (I − 𝚺†𝚺)
(
x𝜃,𝑡 +

√︃
1 − 𝜂2𝜎𝑡

x𝑡+1 − x𝜃,𝑡

𝜎𝑡+1
+ 𝜂𝜎𝑡𝝐 𝑡

)
+𝚺†𝚺

(
(1 − 𝜂𝑏) x𝜃,𝑡 + 𝜂𝑏y + 𝜎𝑡𝝐

′
𝑡

) (25)

Replacing this with the spectral definition given in Definition (8) yields

VTx𝑡

= (I − 𝚺†𝚺)
(
VTx𝜃,𝑡 +

√︃
1 − 𝜂2𝜎𝑡

VTx𝑡+1 − VTx𝜃,𝑡

𝜎𝑡+1
+ 𝜂𝜎𝑡𝝐 𝑡

)
+𝚺†𝚺

(
(1 − 𝜂𝑏) VTx𝜃,𝑡 + 𝜂𝑏𝚺

†UTy + 𝜎𝑡𝝐
′
𝑡

) (26)

By multiplying both sides with V, and recalling that multiplication with square diagonal
matrices is commutative, we obtain

x𝑡 = (I − 𝚺†𝚺)
(
x𝜃,𝑡 +

√︃
1 − 𝜂2𝜎𝑡

x𝑡+1 − x𝜃,𝑡

𝜎𝑡+1
+ 𝜂𝜎𝑡V𝝐 𝑡

)
+𝚺†𝚺

(
(1 − 𝜂𝑏) x𝜃,𝑡 + 𝜂𝑏H†y + 𝜎𝑡V𝝐

′
𝑡

) (27)

Using Lemma A.4 (H†H = 𝚺†𝚺) and Corollary A.2.1 (V𝝐 𝑡 = 𝝐 𝑡 ), this becomes

x𝑡 = (I − H†H)
(
x𝜃,𝑡 +

√︃
1 − 𝜂2𝜎𝑡

x𝑡+1 − x𝜃,𝑡

𝜎𝑡+1
+ 𝜂𝜎𝑡𝝐 𝑡

)
+H†H

(
(1 − 𝜂𝑏) x𝜃,𝑡 + 𝜂𝑏H†y + 𝜎𝑡𝝐

′
𝑡

) (28)

Using Definitions A.2 and A.1:

x𝑡√
𝛼𝑡

=

(I − H†H)
©«x𝜃,𝑡 +

√︃
1 − 𝜂2

√︄
1 − 𝛼𝑡

𝛼𝑡

x𝑡+1√
𝛼𝑡+1

− x𝜃,𝑡√︃
1−𝛼𝑡+1
𝛼𝑡+1

+ 𝜂

√︄
1 − 𝛼𝑡

𝛼𝑡

𝝐 𝑡
ª®®¬

+H†H
(
(1 − 𝜂𝑏) x𝜃,𝑡 + 𝜂𝑏H†y +

√︄
1 − 𝛼𝑡

𝛼𝑡

𝝐
′
𝑡

) (29)

This can be simplified as

x𝑡 = (I − H†H) (√𝛼𝑡x𝜃,𝑡 +
√︃

1 − 𝜂2
√︁

1 − 𝛼𝑡

x𝑡+1 −
√
𝛼𝑡+1x𝜃,𝑡√

1 − 𝛼𝑡+1

+ 𝜂
√︁

1 − 𝛼𝑡𝝐 𝑡 )

+H†H
(√

𝛼𝑡 (1 − 𝜂𝑏) x𝜃,𝑡 +
√
𝛼𝑡𝜂𝑏H†y +

√︁
1 − 𝛼𝑡𝝐

′
𝑡

) (30)



Rearranging the terms and utilizing the property HH†H = H leads to the following expression:

x𝑡 =
√
𝛼𝑡x𝜃,𝑡 +

√
𝛼𝑡 (−1 + (1 − 𝜂𝑏))H†Hx𝜃,𝑡 +

√
𝛼𝑡𝜂𝑏H†y

+ 𝜂
√︁

1 − 𝛼𝑡𝝐 𝑡

+ H†H(−𝜂 + 1)
√︁

1 − 𝛼𝑡𝝐
′
𝑡

+ (I − H†H)
√︃

1 − 𝜂2
√︁

1 − 𝛼𝑡

x𝑡+1 −
√
𝛼𝑡+1x𝜃,𝑡√

1 − 𝛼𝑡+1

(31)

Using Corollary A.1.1 and approximating
√︁

1 − 𝜂2 ≈ 1 − 𝜂 for 𝜂 ∈ [0, 1], we obtain the
following final form:

x𝑡 =
√
𝛼𝑡

(
x𝜃,𝑡 + 𝜂𝑏

(
x𝜃,𝑡 − H†Hx𝜃,𝑡 + H†y

)
− 𝜂𝑏x𝜃,𝑡

)
+

√︁
1 − 𝛼𝑡𝜂𝝐 𝑡

+ H†H(1 − 𝜂)
√︁

1 − 𝛼𝑡𝜖
(𝑡+1)
𝜃

(x𝑡+1)

+ (I − H†H) (1 − 𝜂)
√︁

1 − 𝛼𝑡𝜖
(𝑡+1)
𝜃

(x𝑡+1)

=
√
𝛼𝑡

(
𝜂𝑏

(
x𝜃,𝑡 − H†Hx𝜃,𝑡 + H†y

)
+ (1 − 𝜂𝑏)x𝜃,𝑡

)
+

√︁
1 − 𝛼𝑡

(
𝜂𝝐 𝑡 + (1 − 𝜂)𝝐 (𝑡+1)

𝜃
(x𝑡+1)

)
(32)
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