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Abstract

Rotating synthetic aperture (RSA) imaging system captures images of the tar-
get scene at different rotation angles by rotating a rectangular aperture. Deblurring
acquired RSA images plays a critical role in reconstructing a latent sharp image un-
derlying the scene. In the past decade, the emergence of blind convolution technology
has revolutionised this field by its ability to model complex features from acquired
images. Most of the existing methods attempt to solve the above ill-posed inverse
problem through maximising a posterior. Despite this progress, researchers have paid
limited attention to exploring low-dimensional manifold structures of the latent im-
age within a high-dimensional ambient-space. Here, we propose a novel method to
process RSA images using manifold fitting and penalisation in the content of multi-
frame blind convolution. We develop fast algorithms for implementing the proposed
procedure. Simulation studies demonstrate that manifold-based deconvolution can
outperform conventional deconvolution algorithms in the sense that it can generate
a sharper estimate of the latent image in terms of estimating pixel intensities and
preserving structural details.

Keywords: Rotating synthetic aperture imaging, multi-frame blind deconvolution, Manifold
fitting, Latent image reconstruction
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1 Introduction

Compact and lightweight satellites with their limited size restrict the use of large telescopes

needed for high-resolution Earth imagery. Rotating synthetic aperture (RSA) imaging sys-

tem, introduced by Rafanelli and Rehfield (1993), captures images by rotating a rectangular

aperture in time-varying angles. RSA could potentially enhance the resolution of all im-

agery, thereby maximising the performance of these constrained platforms. Due to the

aperture’s shape, images typically exhibit a lower resolution along the short axis compared

to the long axis with spatial asymmetry in the underlying point-spread function (PSF, or

called blur kernel in the field of deconvolution), which changes over time as the mirror

rotates (Sun et al., 2023). During rotation, the directional variability enables images taken

at a different angle of the scene to capture unique features of the scene along the long axis

(Zhi et al., 2021). Hence, it is crucial to employ an appropriate image-fusion method to

synthesise information in the image sequence owing to the rotation of the mirror into a sin-

gle high-resolution image. The synthesised images can match or even surpass the resolution

of conventional circular apertures, offering a cost-effective and low-complexity alternative

(Monreal et al., 2018). In contrast, circular apertures capture images with a uniform PSF,

leading to consistent degradation across all angles. This uniformity restricts the capture of

angle-dependent features in the image sequence. To achieve a high resolution with circular

apertures, larger lenses are required, incurring substantial manufacturing costs (Stepp et

al., 2003). Recent studies in optical remote sensing have shown RSA’s potential to reduce

the payload size and weight constraints, which are often associated with traditional large-

aperture systems (Sun et al., 2024; Lv at al., 2021). To take a full advantage of RSA,

advanced image fusion methods are required for reconstructing a high-resolution image

from a plurality of image frames acquired by the strip aperture imaging sensor. Con-

ventional fusion techniques, such as principal component analysis (Kwarteng and Chavez,

1989; Jelenek et al., 2016), wavelet transform (Li et al., 1995; Amolins et al., 2007), and
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wavelet decomposition (Cheng et al., 2015), often fall short due to limited adaptation to

RSA’s unique degradation characteristics. Current fusion software primarily relies on in-

puting multiple PSFs across various angles (Zackay et al., 2016), the resulting images may

suffer from degradation caused by the rectangular aperture. Moreover, on-orbit satellite

vibrations can further blur the acquired images and deteriorate RSA’s performance. In

literature, both non-blind convolution (Gregson et al., 2013; Dong et al., 2011) and blind

deconvolution (Kotera et al., 2013; Sroubek and Milanfar, 2011) have been proposed for

RSA image reconstruction. Non-blind deconvolution techniques use a known PSF to de-

blur the acquired image set whereas blind deconvolution attempts to recover a sharp image

from a set of blurred images captured by RSA when PSFs are unknown. As an ill-posed

inverse problem, most blind deconvolution algorithms depend heavily on regularisation. A

commonly used framework of regularisation is based on the maximum-a-posteriori (MAP)

with pre-selected priors (Satish et al., 2020). The MAP allows for flexible integration of

appropriate priors for the image and blur kernel at various stages, helping mitigate the

ill-posed nature of the deconvolution problem and guiding the algorithm to reconstruct

images accurately (Levin et al., 2019). The MAP methods can be classified into two main

types (Levin et al., 2019): (a) MAP(x,k) approach, estimating both the latent image and

PSFs simultaneously; (b) marginal posterior approach, estimating the PSFs by its marginal

posterior followed by using non-blind deconvolution algorithms to recover the latent image

(Babacan et al., 2008; Wipf and Zhang, 2014). In both cases, the selection of priors plays

an important role. A wide range of priors have been considered by researchers, including

hyper-Laplacian prior (Krishnan and Fergus, 2009), which leverages the sparsity of gra-

dients in natural images (Miskin and Mackay, 2000); L0-norm prior, which is effective for

deblurring text images (Pan et al. 2016); total variation (TV) prior (Chan and Wong,

1998); L1

L2

-norm prior (Krishnan et al., 2011); low-rank prior (Gu et al., 2014); and dark

channel prior (He et al., 2010). Rameshan et al. (2012) pointed out that most blur ker-
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nels are not uniformly distributed and often exhibit distinct structures, such as radial or

lateral symmetry. Commonly used priors for estimating blur kernels include L1-norm prior

(Dong et al., 2012), L2-norm prior for a stabilised estimate (Ren et al., 2016), Lp-norm in a

gradient-domain (Rameshan et al., 2012), and a specialised prior that encodes information

on how blurred images relate to the sharp image (Liu et al., 2014). The RSA imaging

system takes multiple images of the same target from various angels, which can reduce the

ill-posed nature of the blind deconvolution problem. Studies on multi-frame blind decon-

volution can be found in (Sroubek and Milanfar, 2011; Dong et al., 2012; Delbracio and

Sapiro, 2015).

Most existing deconvolution algorithms can be performed iteratively, whereby each itera-

tion improves estimating PSFs and the latent image iteratively. Iterative methods include

MAP and expectation-maximization algorithms. Despite the improvement in image quality

resulting from these advanced algorithms, blurs, generated by vibrations in the RSA, can

still degrade the quality of RSA imaging due to unknown structures of the target scene.

Here, to address the issue, we propose a manifold fitting method with the help of sparsity

prior to reduce noise in captured images. Manifold fitting has been used in dimensionality

reduction (Weinberger and Saul, 2006). It is based on the manifold hypothesis (Feffer-

man et al.,2016) that high-dimensional data often reside near a low-dimensional manifold

within the surrounding ambient space. The blurred images obtained by an RSA system

are embedded in a high-dimensional ambient space, often exhibiting a low-dimensional

manifold structure (Osher et al., 2017; Gong et al., 2010). This motivates us to estimate

a low-dimensional manifold that contains the latent image, into which we project the ac-

quired multi-frame images. By leveraging manifold structures, we can significantly enhance

the quality of acquired images. Our procedure is implemented in three steps: (1) decon-

voluting captured images and promoting sparsity of the super-resolution images via an

L1-norm penalty; (2) using manifold fitting to improve the resolution of these images; (3)
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synthesising these enhanced images to produce a high-resolution image for the scene.

The main contributions of our proposed method are three-fold:

• An muti-frame blind manifold convolution model is proposed. An enhanced algorithm

is developed to reduces the bias of manifold deconvolution on each captured image

and therefore to improve the performance of subsequent manifold fitting.

• Fast algorithms are developed for solving the associated optimisation problems.

• Simulation studies are conducted to demonstrate that combining blind deconvolution

with manifold fitting can outperform both direct manifold modelling and direct blind

convolution of the original captured images. Compared to the existing methods, the

proposed procedure can produce a sharper, high-quality image from the acquired

RSA images in terms of accurate pixel intensities and structural details.

The remainder of this paper is organised as follows: Section 2 presents a detailed description

and implementation of the proposed procedure. Section 3 evaluates the effectiveness of the

proposed method on a simulated dataset. Section 4 concludes the paper with potential

future improvements. Throughout the paper, the symbols Yi, Ki, X,Ni represent random

variables, while the lowercase letters yi, ki, x, ni denote their associated specific values. By

vec(·), we vectorise a multidimensional array by stacking its columns. Let ∗ denote a two-

dimensional discrete convolution operator applied to each channel individually as defined

in Appendix A.

2 Methodology

The imaging process in the RSA system can be modelled as a multi-frame blind convolution

of blur kernels (i.e., PSFs) with a high-resolution image at different angles, plus some

additive noise, namely,

Yi = Ki ∗X +Ni, i = 1, · · · , n, (2.1)
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where Ki, Yi, X,Ni ∈ RC×a×b stand for unknown blur kernel, acquired blurred image, latent

high-resolution image, and additive noise at angel i, respectively. The noise is usually

assumed to be Gaussian. Here, a, b, C and n denote the height and width of the images,

the number of channels, and the number of rotating angles, respectively. For simplicity, we

assume that blur kernels {Ki}
n
i=1 have the same, known dimensionality s << min{a, b},

and that Ki ∈ Rs×s lies on the probability simplex with a finite number of pixels as its

support. Ki represents a non-negative distribution of light and sums to one, maintaining

the image’s overall brightness. We assume that X and Ki are independent. Convoluting

equation (2.1) with Gh and Gv, we have a model for gradient images,

∇jYi = Ki ∗ ∇jX +∇jNi, i = 1, ..., n; j ∈ {h, v}, (2.2)

where Gh = [1,−1] andGv = [1,−1]T, and for image x, vec(∇hx) = Gh∗x and vec(∇vx) =

Gv ∗ x denote the horizontal and vertical differences with respect to channel and pixel

respectively. Determining the boundary of an object within a scene is referred to as edge

detection. For a natural image, edges are detected by the local variation in intensity which

is usually determined by the intensity gradients based on differentiation operators.

As pointed out before, multi-frame blind deconvolution permits recovery of the latent image

from a set of blurred images in the presence of unknown kernels, that is, estimating X using

captured images (Yi)≤i≤n when (Ki)
n
i=1 are not available. This is a severly ill-posed inverse

problem as there are an infinite number of (x, k) satisfying equations (2.1) and (2.2). To

tackle the ill nature of the problem, strong priors are required for both the sharp image

and blur kernels in order to regularise the solution space. To facilitate the description of a

sparse prior on blur kernels, we introduce Qi ∈ Rs×s, generalised blur kernels with specific

values qi’s. We reparametrise Ki via projecting Qi onto the probability simplex, namely

Ki = argmin{||K −Qi||
2
F : K ∈ R

s×s, K is on the probability simplex}. (2.3)

6



2.1 MAP blind deconvolution: XK-procedure

An important observation on blind deconvolution made by Levin et al. (2009) is the failure

of the conventional MAP approach. These authors emphasised the strength of estimating

the kernel alone compared to estimating both the image and the kernel simultaneously.

Recent studies have shown the advantage of using gradient images and marginalisation

over the original MAP. Among them, while some prior specifications may differ, the basic

idea of the improved MAP is to estimate x and ki by alternatively running the optimisation

in the following two steps (Zhou et al., 2021), based on multi-frame images y = (y1, · · · , yn)

captured by the RSA system.

X-Step: Fixing the value of k = (k1, ..., kn), maximise the penalised least squares function

l(x|y,k) =

{
λ1

n∑

i=1

||yi − ki ∗ x||
2 − log pX(x)

}
, (2.4)

where pX(x) is a prior density functions of X .

Note that gradients in sharp natural images generally exhibit sparsity (Miskin and MacKay,

2000), that is, most gradients are near zero with only a few exceptions. This can be

described by a hyper-Laplacian distribution (Krishnan and MacKay, 2009). More general

gradient features of image x can be specified by

log pX(x) ∝ −
∑

j∈{h,v}

||vec(∇jx)||
α
α. (2.5)

A sparse prior applies when α ≤ 1; a shrink prior applies when α = 2; and for natural

images, typically α ∈ [0.5, 0.8] (Simoncelli,1999). These terms in equation (2.5) thus take

the form of Lα-penalty terms ||vec(∇hx)||
α
α and ||vec(∇vx)||

α
α over the desired image.

Combining equations (2.4) and (2.5), the optimisation problem in equation (2.4) can be

reformulated as:

x̂ = argmin
x

{
λ1

n∑

i=1

||yi − ki ∗ x||
2
F +

∑

j∈{h,v}

||vec(∇jx)||
α
α

}
. (2.6)
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K-Step: Gradient images suppress low-frequency components and emphasise high-frequency

details, such as edges, which are commonly present in natural images. Convolution has pre-

dominant effects on high-frequency components of x with ignorable effects on low-frequency

components of x. Therefore, kernel estimation based on original images (y, x) may intro-

duce some bias by using irrelevant low-frequency information. This suggests that estimating

kernels in the gradient domain will be better than in the pixel domain (Cho and Lee, 2009).

Accordingly, fixing x, estimate ki’s via minimising the least square function for the gradient

model (2.2),

q̂i = argmin
qi

( ∑

j∈{h,v}

||∇jy − qi ∗ ∇j x̂||
2
F + µ||vec(qi)||1

)

k̂i = min
ki
||qi − ki||

2
F subject to that ki lies in the probability simplex.

(2.7)

In the X-step, we estimate the latent image by imposing a penalty in the gradient im-

age space. However, the quality of the resulting image still depends on the noise level of

the acquired images. Reducing noise in the acquired images {yi}
n
i=1 can sharpen the recon-

structed latent image x̂. To provide an insight into the noise reduction problem, we consider

the optimisation problem in equation (2.6), without the penalty term
∑

j∈{h,v}

||vec(∇jx)||
p
p

temporarily. Proposition A.1 in the Appendix A shows that, in the frequency domain,

the reconstructed sharp image can be expressed as a weighted average of the deconvolved

images {x̃i}
n
i=1, where the deconvoluted image x̃i is the deconvolution of the blurred image

yi with its estimated blur kernel k̂i through the equation F(x̃i)⊙F(k̃i) = F(yi). Therefore,

reducing the noise in x̃i can improve the quality of estimate x̂ of the latent image. This

motivates us to enhance {x̃i}
n
i=1 for a better reconstruction of x̂.

Note that in the RSA image system, as the images are taken at a sequence of regular angels,

the deconvolved images {x̃i}
n
i=1 may share some common features related to the latent

image. This suggests an enhancement method that we replace each x̃i with a weighted

average (denoted by x̂∗
i ) of nearby deconvolved images. This results in a refined estimate
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of the sharp image:

x̂ = F−1

(
n∑

i=1

F(k̃i)⊙ F(ỹi)

n∑
i=1

F(k̃i)⊙ F(k̃i)

)
= F−1

( n∑

i=1

F(k̃i)⊙ F(k̃i)
n∑

j=1

F(k̃j)⊙ F(k̃j)
⊙ F(x̂∗

i )

)
, (2.8)

where ỹi is a denoised convolved image defined by the equation F(x̂∗
i )⊙F(k̃i) = F(ỹi) and

k̃i is the padded version of k̂i as detailed in the Appendix A. In the next subsection, we

propose a new algorithm, where, for each i, we use ỹi rather than taking a direct weighted

average of the acquired images in a neighborhood of yi. This is because a direct averaging

may introduce bias in the denosing process due to kernel hetergeneity when the RSA takes

images at angels with varying PSFs. The above algorithm can further be improved by

imposing a penalty term on gradient images when computing x̃i.

2.2 MAP blind manifold deconvolution: IMR-procedure

Assume that the acquired images are noisy blind convolutions of PSFs with a sharp image

which is embedded within a low-dimensional manifold. Following the idea described in the

previous subsection, we develop an enhanced multi-frame blind deconvolution method by

using manifold fitting, implemented in three main steps.

• IX-step: Calculate deconvolved images {x̃i}
n
i=1 from the acquired RSA images {yi}

n
i=1.

That is, we map the acquired RSA images back to the latent source image space.

• MF-step: Calculate deconvolved manifold images using the results in the IX-step..

• RC-step: Reconstruct latent high-resolution image. The convolution is reintroduced

into {x̃i}
n
i=1 and denoised convolved images {ỹi}

n
i=1 are generated, followed by a non-

blind deconvolution.
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2.2.1 IX-step

To obtain the deconvolved images {x̃i}
n
i=1 from {yi}

n
i=1, we apply the XK-procedure to

calculate k̂i, its padded version k̃i and x̂. The alternative iterations will stop after running

a pre-specified number of times, and the resulting estimates of blur kernels are recorded

for calculating individual x̂i later.

Note that the objective function in equation (2.6) is not convex. Two auxiliary variables

γh ∈ RC×a×b and γv ∈ RC×a×b are introduced under the framework of half-quadratic split-

ting (Zhou et al., 2021) (see Appendix B). This method involves an Iteratively Reweighted

Least Squares (IRLS) algorithm and a two-dimensional discrete Fourier transform, as de-

tailed in Appendix A. Given x̂, the optimisation problem in equation (2.7) can be refor-

mulated as a standard multivariate lasso problem in the Lagrangian form (see Appendix

C). The optimisation problem in equation (2.7) can then be efficiently solved using Celer,

a state-of-the-art solver for the lasso regression (Massias et al., 2018 and 2020). Projecting

the estimated generalised kernels q̂i onto the probability simplex, we obtain the estimates

k̂i. Here, an O(s2 log s) algorithm of Wang and Carreira-Perpinan (2013) is used in the

projection.

In the IX-step, we aim to restore the underlying image for each acquired image and to

explore its low dimensional manifold structure. By the nature of the RSA imaging, each

restored image only captures a part of the latent image. For each i, we calculate the

deconvolved image x̃i, based on the acquired image yi and the estimated blur kernel k̃i, by

penalisation, that is, solving the optimisation problem:

x̃i = argmin
x

(
λ1||yi − k̂i ∗ x||

2
F +

∑

j∈{h,v}

||vec(∇jx)||
α
α

)
. (2.9)

This results in a better estimate than one derived from the equation F(x̃i)⊙F(k̃i) = F(yi).

Like solving the equation (2.6), we introduce auxiliary variables for the equation (2.9)

and perform the alternative minimisation as Zhou et al.(2021). The whole algorithm for

computing {x̃i}
n
i=1 is outlined in Algorithm 1. Compared to (yi)

n
i=1, (x̃i)

n
i=1 are closer to the
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latent image. This is because (yi)
n
i=1 are produced through the convolution of the latent

image with heterogeneous kernels plus some additive noises. The influence of convolution

on the observed image can be mitigated by solving the optimisation problem of equation

(2.9).

Algorithm 1 XK-procedure for generate {x̃i}
n
i=1 from {yi}

n
i=1

Input: blurred images {yi}
n
i=1, kernel support s, regularisation weights λ1 and µ, number

of iterations T , τ

Output: {x̃i}
n
i=1

1: Initialise k̂i as a Gaussian kernel for i = 1, 2, . . . , n

2: for iter t = 1 : T do

3: x̂← x̂t: compute x̂t by solving equation (2.6) (using half-quadratic splitting).

4: for i = 1 : n do

5: Reformulate the problem equation (2.7) in the form of equation (C.13) and solve

it to obtain q̂i.

6: k̂i ← k̂i
t
: compute k̂i

t
as the projection of q̂i onto the probability simplex.

7: end for

8: if min
i

Sc[vec(k̂i
t
),vec(k̂i

t−1
)] ≥ τ where Sc denotes the Cosine similarity then

9: Break

10: end if

11: end for

12: for i = 1 : n do

13: Solve the problem equation (2.9), using half-quadratic splitting

14: end for

In the next step, manifold fitting is employed to denoise x̃i, bringing each deconvoved image

much closer toM, an estimated manifold around the latent image.
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2.2.2 MF-step

The manifold fitting algorithm is based on the manifold hypothesis, that is, natural images,

as high-dimensional data, often lie near a low-dimensional manifold within the ambient

space, exhibiting an inherent low-dimensional structure (Fefferman et al., 2016; Osher et

al., 2017). Our objective is to estimate this low-dimensional manifold, which encapsulates

the latent image within the high-dimensional space. The estimated manifold can then be

used for denoising by projecting samples onto it (Gong et al., 2010).

Yao et al. (2023) developed an innovative method of manifold fitting that avoids iteration.

The core idea is to express a refined sample as a weighted average of samples in a ”rectan-

gular” neighbourhood of the unrefined sample. This method requires an initial estimator

of the latent manifoldM, which should not be too far fromM. Compared to the blurred

image yi, the deconvolved image x̃i obtained in the previous step is much closer to the

latent high-resolution image since the effect of convolution has been mitigated using the

MAPx,k method. Therefore, {x̃i}
n
i=1 can serve as an initial estimator of the latent manifold.

The noise in {x̃i}
n
i=1 can be further reduced through the manifold fitting method, which

consists of two steps: 1) estimating the contraction direction; 2) local contraction.

Estimation of contraction direction. Expressing x̃i as the vector form zi ∈ RD (D = Cab)

and defining z∗i := argmin
z′∈M

||z′ − zi||2, the contraction direction is measured by z∗i − zi. A

satisfying estimate of z∗i − zi is F (zi)− zi where

F (zi) =
n∑

j=1,j 6=i

αj(zi)zj . (2.10)

The weight αj(zi) is defined by

α̃j(zi) =





(
1−

||zi−zj ||
2

2

r2
1

)k
, ||zi − zj ||2 ≤ r1,

0, otherwise,

αj(zi) =
α̃j(zi)
n∑

t=1,t6=i

α̃t(zi)
. (2.11)

Here, k ≥ 2 is a constant integer, and the value of r1 should be selected to ensure that

there are not too many zj ’s near zi.

12



Local contraction. Denote the contraction matrix of zi as Ûi and

Ûi =
[F (zi)− zi][F (zi)− zi]

T

||F (zi)− zi||22
. (2.12)

Based on Ûi, zj − zi (j 6= i) can be decomposed into uj,i and vj,i with zj − zi = uj,i + vj,i,

where

uj,i = Ûi(zj − zi) and vj,i = zj − zi − uj,i. (2.13)

Then, the estimate of z∗i is given by

G(zi) =

n∑

j=1,j 6=i

βj(zi)zj. (2.14)

The weight βj(zi) is defined by

wu(uj,i) =





1, if ||uj,i||2 ≤
r2
2
;

[
1−

(2||uj,i||2−r2
r2

)2
]k
, if ||uj,i||2 ∈ ( r2

2
, r2);

0, otherwise,

wv(vj,i) =





(
1−

||vj,i||
2

2

r2
1

)k

, if ||vj,i||2 ≤ r1;

0, otherwise,

and βj(zi) =
wu(uj,i)wv(vj,i)
n∑

t=1,t6=i

wu(ut,i)wv(vt,i)
, where r2 ≫ r1.

(2.15)

Using this method, the estimated manifold is composed of G(z1), · · · , G(zn), where G(zi)

actually represents the projection of zi onto the estimated manifold. In other words, G(zi)

serves as the denoised version of zi.

2.2.3 RC-step

Our ultimate objective is to recover the latent high-resolution image. Although the samples

projected onto the latent manifold, {G(zi)}
n
i=1, are no longer affected by convolution and

noise, they only represent partial features of the latent sharp image. We rewrite G(zi) in
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the form as x̂∗
i ∈ Rc×a×b. The purpose of this step is to combine these projected samples

and reconstruct the latent image. First, it is necessary to generate the refined images by

reintroducing convolution into x̂∗
i as follows:

ỹi = k̂i ∗ x̂
∗
i . (2.16)

Based on {k̂i}
n
i=1 and {ỹi}

n
i=1, the sharp image is reconstructed by solving the optimisation

problem

x̂ = argmin
x

(
λ1

n∑

i=1

||ỹi − k̂i ∗ x||
2
F +

∑

j∈{h,v}

||∇jx||
α
α

)
. (2.17)

Similarly, the half-quadratic splitting method is used to solve the problem (2.17). The

integrated algorithm is summarised in Algorithm 2.

3 Numerical results

To assess the effectiveness of the proposed method, we simulate blurred images from a real

image and reconstruct the latent image using these blurred images.

3.1 Dataset

A colour (RGB) image (size: 512× 512) of an astronaut is selected from skimage.data, and

its pixel intensities are rescaled from {0, 1, · · · , 255} to the range of [0, 1] (unless otherwise

specified, all images are represented with pixel intensities in the range). Next, thirty-six

sparse kernels, each of size 25× 25, are generated to convolve with this RGB image, where

each kernel represents a PSF at a unique orientation. Subsequently, i.i.d. Gaussian noise

with a standard deviation of 0.05 is added to these convolved images. The blurring step

aligns to equation (2.1), and an example of the resultant blurring is illustrated in Figure

1.
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Algorithm 2 IMR-procedure: Enhanced Multi-frame Blind Manifold Deconvolution

Input: blurred images {yi}
n
i=1 and tuning parameters: s, λ1, µ, T , τ , r1 and r2

Output: estimated sharp image x̂

1: Initialise k̂i as Gaussian kernel, for i = 1, 2, · · · , n

2: Use Algorithm 1 to obtain estimated blur kernels {k̂i}
n
i=1 and deconvolved images

{x̃i}
n
i=1

3: for i = 1 : n do

4: Estimate Contraction Direction: compute F (zi) as in equation (2.10), with

αj(zi) obtained from equation (2.11)

5: Local Contraction: utilise the contraction matrix from equation (2.12) to decom-

pose zj − zi, and then compute βj(zi) and G(zi) using equations (2.15) and (2.14)

respectively.

6: Reintroduce Convolution: generate the enhanced convolved images {ỹi}
n
i=1 using

equation (2.16).

7: end for

8: Non-blind Deconvolution: Solve the optimisation problem equation (2.17) to obtain

x̂.

(a) (b) (c) (d)

Figure 1: Process of blurring. (a) The ground-truth sharp image x; (b) one

simulated PSF ki; (c) one ground-truth convolved image ki ∗ x; (d) one blurred

image yi = ki ∗ x+ ni.

15



3.2 Implementation details

When applying Algorithm 1, we estimate the blur kernels first. The tuning parameters

are set as follows: µ = 0.04, τ = 0.9980, α = 0.80, and T = 10. And λ1 = 667 for

solving the optimisation problems in equations (2.6) and (2.7) iteratively while λ1 = 2000

for solving problem equation (2.9). The above values of λ1 and µ have been pre-validated

using a separate validation set. Figure 2 shows the estimated kernels along with their

corresponding ground-truth kernels. Using the blurred images {yi}
n
i=1 and the estimated

blur kernels {k̂i}
n
i=1 (the second row of Figure 2), the deconvolved images {x̃i}

n
i=1 are

obtained via non-blind deconvolution (solving equation (2.16)). Due to noise in yi, many

regions of x̃i exhibit a lack of smoothness (see the first row of Figure 3).

0◦ 15◦ 30◦ 45◦ 60◦ 75◦ 90◦ 105◦ 120◦ 135◦ 150◦ 165◦

Figure 2: First row: 12 estimated blur kernels; second row: the associated real

(simulated) blur kernels.

The manifold fitting leverages information from {x̃j : ||x̃j−x̃i||F ≤ r1 and j 6= i} to enhance

the smoothness of x̃i. Specifically, the goal of this step is to denoise x̃i by projecting it

onto the latent manifold. The parameters in the manifold fitting are set as r1 = 108

and r2 = 10 × 108, ensuring that each x̃i has five neighbours at least within its local

neighbourhood. As illustrated in each column of Figure 3, the enhanced deconvolved image

x̂∗
i appears significantly smoother in most local regions than the corresponding x̃i. Two

objective metrics, PSNR (peak signal-to-noise ratio) and SSIM (structural similarity), are

used to evaluate the effectiveness of enhancement through manifold fitting. The PSNRs

of the four deconvolved images in Figure 3 are improved by 32.96%, 26.95%, 27.22%, and

33.51%, respectively, while the SSIMs improve by 84.27%, 69.31%, 72.59%, and 89.61%. In
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(a) PSNR = 20.42, SSIM = 0.3929 (b) PSNR = 20.11, SSIM = 0.3797 (c) PSNR = 20.20, SSIM = 0.3787 (d) PSNR = 20.17, SSIM = 0.3764

(e) PSNR = 27.15, SSIM = 0.7240 (f) PSNR = 25.53, SSIM = 0.6429 (g) PSNR = 25.70, SSIM = 0.6536 (h) PSNR = 26.93, SSIM = 0.7137

Figure 3: First row: 4 deconvolved images; second row: the associated enhanced

deconvolved images. The baseline image is the ground-truth sharp image x. The

PSNR (peak signal-to-noise ratio) and SSIM (structural similarity) values of each

showed image are calculated with respect to the ground-truth image x.

Figure 4, these two box plots suggest that the manifold fitting does refine the deconvolved

images. The effectiveness of manifold fitting can be also test by comparing those convolved

images. As defined in equation (2.16), the convolution is reintroduced onto x̂∗
i . Based on

the simulated blur kernels {ki}
n
i=1, we define the ground-truth convolved images {Yi}

n
i=1 as

Yi = ki ∗ x, for i = 1, · · · , n. (3.1)

In Figure 6, it can be seen that the noise in the enhanced convolved image ỹi is significantly

reduced while the structure of Yi is sufficiently recovered.

A single enhanced deconvolved image x̂∗
i does not fully capture all local features, such as the

astronaut’s teeth (see the second row of Figure 3), and the effects of convolution and noise

are not completely mitigated. Consequently, a single x̂∗
i is not a fully satisfactory estimate

of the sharp image x, though it approximates the latent image x sufficiently in terms of
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Figure 4: (a) Comparison of PSNR values of deconvolved images {x̃i}
n
i=1 and those

of enhanced (denoised) deconvolved images {x̂∗
i }

n
i=1. (b) Comparison of SSIM val-

ues of deconvolved images {x̃i}
n
i=1 and those of enhanced (denoised) deconvolved

images {x̂∗
i }

n
i=1. The baseline image is the ground-truth sharp image x, i.e., the

PSNR (peak signal-to-noise ratio) and SSIM (structural similarity) values of each

x̃i and x̂∗
i are calculated with respect to the ground-truth image x.

PSNR and SSIM (as illustrated in Figure 4). Therefore, it is essential to consider the

entire set {x̂∗
i }

n
i=1. By reintroducing convolution, enhanced convolved images {ỹi}

n
i=1 are

generated using {k̂i}
n
i=1 (as shown in equation (2.16)). Figure 5 illustrates this process and

compares an enhanced convolved image (Figure 5(d)) with its corresponding ground-truth

convolved version (Figure 1(c)). One can observe that this ỹi (Figure 5 (d)) is significantly

smoother than its original version yi (Figure 5 (a)), with most noise eliminated.

Manifold fitting is also applied directly to the blurred images {yi}
n
i=1, producing other

enhanced convolved images denoted as ÿ1, · · · , ÿn, with tuning parameters r1 = 61 and

r2 = 10× 61. This above values of r1 and r2 are chosen to maintain a comparable number

of neighbouring images for each sample, consistent with the application of manifold fitting

to the deconvolved images {x̂i}
n
i=1. Nevertheless, as shown in Figure 6, the improvement

achieved by applying manifold fitting directly to {yi}
n
i=1 is less pronounced than that ob-
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(a) (b) (c) (d)

Figure 5: Process of denoising. (a) One blurred image yi; (b) the associated

deconvolved image x̂i; (c) the associated enhanced deconvolved image x̂∗
i ; (d) the

associated enhanced convolved image ỹi.

tained for {x̂i}
n
i=1. Applying manifold fitting to {x̂i}

n
i=1 effectively assumes that the latent

manifold represents the ground-truth image x, whereas applying it to {yi}
n
i=1 assumes the

latent manifold corresponds to the ground-truth convolved images {Yi}
n
i=1. Since the effect

of convolution in {yi}
n
i=1 is mitigated by solving equation (2.16), {x̂i}

n
i=1 complement each

other in the source space and can be assembled to give an estimate of x. The essence of

manifold fitting is to compute the weighted average of samples in the neighbourhood of any

given sample, thereby significantly reducing noise in {x̂i}
n
i=1. However, when n is small,

the blur kernel angles associated with each yi exhibit substantial variation, resulting in

only a limited number of neighbouring blurred images for each yi, often with blur kernels

that differ widely in angle. This variability hinders the ability of manifold fitting to distin-

guish between the effects of convolution and noise. Consequently, the manifold fitting on

{x̂i}
n
i=1 performs better than the direct application on {yi}

n
i=1 directly, particularly when

sample sizes n are limited. As n increases, the blurred images within any neighbourhood

will become approximate identically distributed due to the similar blur kernels. Conse-

quently, applying manifold fitting to {yi}
n
i=1 will yield results comparable to those obtained

by applying it to {x̂i}
n
i=1.
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(b) Comparison of SSIM for yi’s, ÿi’s and ỹi’s

Figure 6: Comparisons of blurred images {yi}
n
i=1, enhanced images(by applying

manifold fitting on the blurred images directly) {ÿi}
n
i=1’s and enhanced convolved

images {ỹi}
n
i=1. The baseline images are {Yi}

n
i=1, i.e., the PSNR (peak signal-

to-noise ratio) and SSIM (structural similarity) values of each image here are

calculated with respect to the associated ground-truth convolved image Yi.

3.3 Simulation results and discussion

In our final stage, we employ non-blind deconvolution (i.e., solving equation (2.16)) to

reconstruct the sharp image (see Figure 7 (d)), achieving a PSNR of 28.89 dB and an

SSIM of 0.7869. The tuning parameters are set as follows: λ1 = 2000 and α = 0.80. Our

proposed method significantly enhances the quality of the reconstructed image, yielding

a 13.34% improvement in PSNR and a 36.19% improvement in SSIM over conventional

blind deconvolution (see Figure 7 (a)). The noise visible in Figure 7 (a) originates from

the blurred images {yi}
n
i=1. However, by mitigating this noise through manifold fitting, our

method produces a better result in Figure 7 (d), where local regions exhibit reduced noise

and smoother texture. This outcome demonstrates that our approach effectively recovers

a high-quality sharp image with more accurately estimated pixel intensities and preserved

structural details, based on the enhanced convolved images {ỹi}
n
i=1.
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Additionally, we reconstruct the latent image (Figure 7 (b)) from an alternative set of

enhanced deconvolved images {ÿi}
n
i=1, which are produced by directly applying manifold

fitting to {yi}
n
i=1. This approach yields moderate improvements, with increases of 6.00%

in PSNR and 11.65% in SSIM. As shown in the magnified local area (the face), though

noise in Figure 7 (b) is substantially reduced compared to Figure 7 (a), the image appears

nonsmoothed and blurred. In contrast, our method enhances the deconvolved images,

ensuring that manifold fitting is based on more closely approximated identically distributed

samples, thereby producing more reliable enhanced convolved images. Consequently, the

reconstructed image (Figure 7 (b)) achieves superior quality compared to Figure 7 (d). The

sharp image Figure 7 (c) is derived by minimising
n∑

i=1

||ỹi− k̂i ∗x||
2
F. A comparison between

Figures 7 (c) and 7 (d) highlights that including the prior in equation (2.12) can improve

PSNR and SSIM further. The prior term, log pX(x), effectively stabilises the solution,

suppresses noise, and preserves essential structural details, which is characteristic of both

blind and non-blind deconvolution techniques.

(a) PSNR = 25.49, SSIM = 0.5778 (b) PSNR = 27.02, SSIM = 0.6451 (c) PSNR = 28.76, SSIM = 0.7731 (d) PSNR = 28.89, SSIM = 0.7869

Figure 7: Reconstructed sharp images. (a) Zhou et al. (2021) (input images:

{yi}
n
i=1); (b) Zhou et al. (2021) (input images: {ÿi}

n
i=1); (c) simple multi-frame

blind deconvolution, F−1

( n∑
i=1

F(k̃i)∗F(ỹi)

n∑
i=1

F(k̃i)∗F(k̃i)

)
; (d) proposed. The baseline image is the

ground-truth sharp image x, i.e., the PSNR (peak signal-to-noise ratio) and SSIM

(structural similarity) values of each reconstructed sharp image are calculated

with respect to the ground-truth image x.
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We also assess the effect of the tuning parameter r1 used in manifold fitting on reconstruct-

ing latent image for the above two methods, taking PSNR and SSIM as evaluation metrics.

The PSNR curves reveal significant fluctuations for smaller values of r1 (from 90 to 105).

Compared to the method without reintroducing the convolution (i.e., reconstruction via

equation (2.8)), our proposed method consistently achieves higher PSNR values, peaking

at r1 = 110. Beyond this point, PSNR declines for both methods. For SSIM, the proposed

method similarly outperforms the alternative. Initially, the SSIM curves for both methods

fluctuate, then increase and stabilise around 0.8. These results demonstrate that for the

proposed method, the optimal value r1 is near 110 in terms of reconstruction quality. We

further assess the sensitivity of PSNR and SSIM to the value of tuning parameter r2, find-

ing that for a fixed r1, the performance of the proposed method is not sensitive to value

changes of r2. This indicates that choosing five neighbours, as defined by r1, r2 and x̃i, is

sufficient for achieving an optimal improvement by using our proposed method.
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By Eq 2.12

Proposed

90 100 110 120 130 140

r1

0.66

0.68

0.70

0.72

0.74

0.76

0.78

0.80

0.82

S
S
IM

(b) Effect of r1 on Latent Image Reconstruction (SSIM)

By Eq 2.12

Proposed

Figure 8: Comparison of the effect of r1 on the latent image reconstruction quality,

evaluated using two metrics: PSNR (peak signal-to-noise ratio) and SSIM (struc-

tural similarity):(a) Without prior (Equation 2.8). (b) With prior (Equation 2.9,

proposed).
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4 Conclusion

In this paper, we have hypothesised that images captured by a RSA imaging system can

be modelled as noisy multi-frame convolutions of a latent sharp image with a sequence

of PSFs and that the latent image is embedded into a low dimensional manifold within

a high dimensional ambient space. Under this assumption, we have developed a novel

method to enhance images captured by the RSA imaging system and to reconstruct a

sharper image in the framework of blind manifold deconvolution. In the proposed proce-

dure, we first deconvolve RSA captured images by using the improved MAP framework.

We then fit a manifold to the deconvoluted images and enhance them by exploring their

low dimensional manifold structures. Finally, we reintroduce a convolution operation on

the enhanced images in order to produce denoised convoluted images for a sharp image

reconstruction. Our simulation results have shown that the proposed method can out-

perform the conventional multi-frame blind deconvolution method in terms of estimating

pixel intensities and preserving structural details. The results have also shown that fitting

low dimensional manifolds to deconvolved acquired RSA images yields much better results

than fitting manifolds directly to captured images. The proposed method can be further

improved by incorporating recent advances in deep-learning-based deconvolution (Ren et

al., 2020;Kotera et al.,2021) and in image fusion (Zhi et al., 2021; Sun et al., 2024). In

this context, our proposed method offers a flexible image fusion framework centred on re-

fined observed images. Deep learning approaches could be integrated in deblurring each

captured image. Furthermore, deep learning could also be applied to reconstruct the final

sharp image.
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A Appendix A: Convolution, DFT and Proof of Propo-

sition A.1

Proposition A.1.

argmin
x

n∑

i=1

||yi−ki∗x||
2
F = F−1

(
n∑

i=1

F(k̃i)⊙ F(yi)

n∑
i=1

F(k̃i)⊙F(k̃i)

)
= F−1

( n∑

i=1

F(k̃i)⊙F(k̃i)
n∑

j=1

F(k̃j)⊙ F(k̃j)
⊙F(x̃i)

)
,

(A.1)

where ⊙ and A

B
denote the Hadamard (element-wise) product and division respectively,

F(·) is the 2-dimensional discrete Fourier transform (DFT), and F−1(·) is the 2-dimensional

inverse discrete Fourier transform (IDFT). DFT and IDFT are both applied channel-wise.

Here, k̃i is the padded version of k̂i, as detailed in Appendix A. The term F(k̃i)⊙F(k̃i)
n∑

j=1

F(k̃j)⊙F(k̃j)
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represents the normalised weight of each x̃i, where x̃i can be seen as the deconvolution of

the blurred image yi with its corresponding blur kernel k̂i.

To facilitate the proof of Proposition A.1, we need to introduce more notations. For any

arbitrary image x ∈ RC×a×b , the image domain is defined as A := {(c, w, h) ∈ N3 : 0 ≤

c ≤ C − 1, 0 ≤ w ≤ a− 1, 0 ≤ h ≤ b− 1}. The 2-dimensional DFT applied channel-wise is

defined as:

F(x)(c, w, h) :=

a−1∑

u=0

b−1∑

v=0

x(c, u, v) exp
[
− 2πi(

uw

a
+

vh

b
)
]
, for c = 0, · · · , C − 1, (A.2)

where F(x) ∈ C
C×a×b shares the same image domain A as x and i represents the imaginary

unit.

The convolution theorem implies that the periodic convolution operation can be expressed

as the Hadamard product in the frequency domain. Normally, the kernel size s is assumed

to be an odd number, sufficiently smaller than a and b, such that s = 2s′ + 1 and s′ is a

positive integer. Each ki, is indexed as {(w, h) ∈ Z2 : −s′ ≤ w ≤ s′,−s′ ≤ h ≤ s′}. In

the case of 2-dimensional discrete convolution, the periodic convolution refers to the use of

wrap-around (or circular) padding. This ensures that ki ⊗ x has the same dimensions as x

and its each element is computed as:

(ki ∗ x)(c, w, h) :=

s′∑

u=−s′

s′∑

v=−s′

ki(u, v) · x

(
c, (w − u) mod a, (h− v) mod b

)
, (A.3)

where the image domain of (ki ∗ x) ∈ RC×a×b is also A. To use the convolution theorem,

the kernel k should also be padded so that its shape becomes C×a×b and then be shifted.

The conversion process is defined as:

k̃i(c, w, h) :=





ki(w, h), if 0 ≤ w ≤ s′ and 0 ≤ h ≤ s′,

ki(w − a, h), if a− s′ ≤ w ≤ a− 1 and 0 ≤ h ≤ s′,

ki(w, h− b), if 0 ≤ w ≤ s′ and b− s′ ≤ h ≤ b− 1,

ki(w − a, h− b), if a− s′ ≤ w ≤ a− 1 and b− s′ ≤ h ≤ b− 1,

0, otherwise,

(A.4)
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for c = 0, · · · , C − 1. Here, k̃i ∈ RC×a×b is the converted kernel with its domain defined as

A.

Then, the periodic convolution can be calculated based the convolution theorem:

Lemma A.1. ki ∗ x = F−1

(
F(k̃i)⊙F(x))

)
.

Lemma A.2. Parseval Equality: for any X ∈ RC×a×b having domain A,

||X||2F :=

C−1∑

c=0

a−1∑

w=0

b−1∑

h=0

|X(c, w, h)|2 =

C−1∑

c=0

a−1∑

w=0

b−1∑

h=0

1

ab
|F(X)(c, w, h)|2 (A.5)

The proof of Proposition A.1 is provided:

Proof. Using LemmaA.2, we have

L =
n∑

i=1

||yi − ki ∗ x||
2
F ∝

n∑

i=1

C−1∑

c=0

a−1∑

w=0

b−1∑

h=0

|F(yi − ki ∗ x)(c, w, h)|
2

=

n∑

i=1

C−1∑

c=0

a−1∑

w=0

b−1∑

h=0

|F(yi)(c, w, h)− F(k̃i)(c, w, h)· F(x)(c, w, h)|
2

=

n∑

i=1

C−1∑

c=0

a−1∑

w=0

b−1∑

h=0

{
|F(yi)(c, w, h)|

2 + |F(k̃i)(c, w, h)|
2· |F(x)(c, w, h)|2

−F(yi)(c, w, h)· F(k̃i)(c, w, h)· F(x)(c, w, h)

−F(yi)(c, w, h)· F(k̃i)(c, w, h)· F(x)(c, w, h)
}

(A.6)

We represent the real and imaginary parts of an arbitrary complex number z as Re(z)

and Im(z), respectively. We then calculate the first-order derivatives of L in terms of

Re
(
F(x)(c, w, h)

)
and Im

(
F(x)(c, w, h)

)
:

∂L

∂Re
(
F(x)(c, w, h)

) = 2Re
(
F(x)(c, w, h)

) n∑

i=1

|F(k̃i)(c, w, h)|
2

−2

n∑

i=1

Re
(
F(k̃i)(c, w, h)· F(yi)(c, w, h)

)
(A.7)
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∂L

∂Im
(
F(x)(c, w, h)

) = 2Im
(
F(x)(c, w, h)

) n∑

i=1

|F(k̃i)(c, w, h)|
2

−2

n∑

i=1

Im
(
F(k̃i)(c, w, h)· F(yi)(c, w, h)

)
(A.8)

Setting these two first-order derivatives to zero, we obtain:





Re
(
F(x̂)(c, w, h)

)
=

n∑
i=1

Re

(
F(k̃i)(c,w,h)·F(yi)(c,w,h)

)

n∑
i=1

|F(k̃i)(c,w,h)|2

Im
(
F(x̂)(c, w, h)

)
=

n∑
i=1

Im

(
F(k̃i)(c,w,h)·F(yi)(c,w,h)

)

n∑
i=1

|F(k̃i)(c,w,h)|2
.

(A.9)

Combining the real and imaginary parts of F(x̂)(c, w, h) and considering all (c, w, h), the

estimated image x̂ is reconstructed by the 2-dimensional Inverse Discrete Fourier transform

(IDFT):

x̂ = F−1

(
n∑

i=1

F(k̃i)⊙F(yi)

n∑
i=1

F(k̃i)⊙ F(k̃i)

)
. (A.10)

B Appendix B: Half-quadratic Splitting

After introducing two auxiliary variables γh ∈ RC×b×a and γv ∈ RC×b×a, equation (2.6) is

modified to

(x̂, γ̂h, γ̂v) = argmin
x,γh,γv

(
λ

n∑

i=1

||yi − k̂i ∗ x||
2
F +

∑

j∈{h,v}

||vec(γj)||
α
α +

β

2

∑

j∈{h,v}

||γj −Gj ∗ x||
2
F

)
.

(B.1)

Under the framework of half-quadratic splitting, the solution of equation (B.1) converges

to that of equation (2.6) as β →∞. Equation (B.1) is divided into two sub-problems:

x̂ = argmin
x,γh,γv

(
λ

n∑

i=1

||yi − k̂i ∗ x||
2
F +

β

2

∑

j∈{h,v}

||γj −Gj ∗ x||
2
F

)
, and (B.2)

γ̂j = argmin
γj

(
||vec(γj)||

α
α +

β

2
||γj − fj ∗ x||

2
F

)
for j = h, v. (B.3)
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Using Proposition A.1, an approximation solution of equation (B.2) is given by:

x̂ = F−1

( 2λ
n∑

i=1

F(k̃i)⊙F(yi) + β
∑

j∈{h,v}

F(G̃j)⊙ F(γj)

2λ
n∑

i=1

F(k̃i)⊙ F(k̃i) + β
∑

j∈{h,v}

F(G̃j)⊙F(G̃j)

)
, (B.4)

where G̃j is the padded version of Gj using equation (A.4). Using the IRLS algorithm, the

approximate solution of equation (B.3) is given by:

γt
j =

β(Gj ∗ x)

β + α[(γt−1
j ⊙ γt−1

j )⊕ ǫ]
α
2
−1

. (B.5)

Here, ⊕ is defined as the element-wise addition and the exponent (p
2
−1) is applied element-

wise. The full algorithm for solving equation (B.1) is summarised in Figure 9. In our

simulation, the relevant parameters are set as follows: βini = 1.0, βmax = 1020, r = 2, T =

5, ǫ = 10−9.

C Appendix C: Converting the optimisation problems

in equation 2.7 and equation (2.7) with ∇jyi and

∇jx̂ replaced by yi and x̂ into the problems of Lasso

regression

We first consider the following optimisation problem similar to that in equation 2.7

argmin
qi

{
||yi − qi ∗ x̂||

2
F + µ||vec(qi)||1

}
, (C.1)

where the objective function is denoted as L.

Assuming all elements of qi are non-negative, the L1-norm ||vec(qi)||1 becomes differen-

tiable. Let q̃i denote the padded version of qi, with padding defined in Eq A.4. Given

q̃i(0, h, w) = q̃i(1, h, w) = · · · = q̃i(C − 1, h, w) for all h, w, we define q̊i as

q̊i(h, w) = q̃i(c, h, w), for h = 0, · · · , a− 1 and w = 0, · · · , b− 1. (C.2)
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Choose a yi as the initial value of x̂

β ≤ βmax

Use Eq B.5 to update γj

Use Eq B.3 to update x̂ and t← t+ 1

t ≤ T

β ← β · r, γj = 0

Stop

Yes

No

No

Yes

Figure 9: The flowchart of half-quadratic splitting framework.

The first term in the objective function can then be expressed as:

||yi − qi ∗ x̂||
2
F =

1

ab

C−1∑

c=0

a−1∑

w=0

b−1∑

h=0

{
|F(yi)(c, w, h)|

2 + |F(q̊i)(w, h)|
2· |F(x̂)(c, w, h)|2

− F(yi)(c, w, h)· F(q̊i)(w, h)· F(x̂)(c, w, h)

− F(yi)(c, w, h)· F(q̊i)(w, h)· F(x̂)(c, w, h)
}
.

(C.3)

Based on the 2-dimensional DFT F(q̊i)(w, h) :=
a−1∑
u=0

b−1∑
v=0

q̊i(u, v) exp
[
− 2πi(uw

a
+ vh

b
)
]
and

the Euler’s formula eix = cos x+ i sin x, the following derivatives are obtained:

∂F(q̊i)(w, h)

∂q̊i(u, v)
= cos[2π(

uw

a
+

vh

b
)]− i sin[2π(

uw

a
+

vh

b
)], (C.4)

∂F(q̊i)(w, h)

∂q̊i(u, v)
= cos[2π(

uw

a
+

vh

b
)] + i sin[2π(

uw

a
+

vh

b
)], (C.5)
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∂|F(q̊i)(w, h)|
2

∂q̊i(u, v)
= cos[2π(

uw

a
+

vh

b
)][F(q̊i)(w, h) + F(q̊i)(w, h)]

+ i sin[2π(
uw

a
+

vh

b
)][F(q̊i)(w, h)−F(q̊i)(c, w, h)]

= 2 cos[2π(
uw

a
+

vh

b
)]Re[F(q̊i)(w, h)]− 2 sin[2π(

uw

a
+

vh

b
)]Im[F(q̊i)(w, h)]

= 2 cos[2π(
uw

a
+

vh

b
)]

{ a−1∑

θ=0

b−1∑

η=0

q̊i(θ, η) cos[2π(
θw

a
+

ηh

b
)]

}

+ 2 sin[2π(
uw

a
+

vh

b
)]

{ a−1∑

θ=0

b−1∑

η=0

q̊i(θ, η) sin[2π(
θw

a
+

ηh

b
)]

}

= 2

a−1∑

θ=0

b−1∑

η=0

q̊i(θ, η) cos
[
2π(

uw

a
+

vh

b
)− 2π(

θw

a
+

ηh

b
)
]
.

(C.6)

The first-order partial derivative of the objective function L with respect to q̊i(u, v) is

expressed as:

∂L

∂q̊i(u, v)
=

2

ab

C−1∑

c=0

a−1∑

w=0

b−1∑

h=0

{
|F(x̂)(c, w, h)|2·

a−1∑

θ=0

b−1∑

η=0

q̊i(θ, η) cos

[
2π(

uw

a
+

vh

b
)

−2π(
θw

a
+

ηh

b
)

]
−Re

[
F(yi)(c, w, h)· F(x̂)(c, w, h)

]
· cos

[
2π(

uw

a
+

vh

b
)

]

−Im

[
F(yi)(c, w, h)· F(x̂)(c, w, h)

]
· sin

[
2π(

uw

a
+

vh

b
)

]}
+ µ

=
2

ab

a−1∑

θ=0

b−1∑

η=0

q̊i(θ, η)

·

{
C−1∑

c=0

a−1∑

w=0

b−1∑

h=0

|F(x̂)(c, w, h)|2· cos

[
2π(

uw

a
+

vh

b
)− 2π(

θw

a
+

ηh

b
)

]}

−
2

ab

C−1∑

c=0

a−1∑

w=0

b−1∑

h=0

{
Re

[
F(yi)(c, w, h)· F(x̂)(c, w, h)

]
· cos

[
2π(

uw

a
+

vh

b
)

]

+Im
[
F(yi)(c, w, h)· F(x̂)(c, w, h)

]
· sin

[
2π(

uw

a
+

vh

b
)

]}
+ µ. (C.7)

The second-order partial derivative of L with respect to q̊i(u, v) is:

∂2L

∂q̊i(u, v)2
=

2

ab

{ C−1∑

c=0

a−1∑

w=0

b−1∑

h=0

|F(x̂)(c, w, h)|2· cos
[
2π(

uw

a
+

vh

b
)− 2π(

uw

a
+

vh

b
)
]}

= 2||x̂||2F > 0

(C.8)
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Finally, we define A : {(g,m) ∈ N2 : 0 ≤ g ≤ ab− 1, 0 ≤ m ≤ ab− 1} → R as:

A(g,m) =
1

ab

C−1∑

c=0

a−1∑

w=0

b−1∑

h=0

|F(x̂)(c, w, h)|2· cos
[
2π(

uw

a
+

vh

b
)− 2π(

θw

a
+

ηh

b
)
]
, (C.9)

where g = ub+ v and m = θb+ η.

Lemma C.1. The matrix A defined as equation (C.9) is symmetric and positive-definite.

Proof. Symmetry Using the identity cos
[
2π(uw

a
+ vh

b
)−2π( θw

a
+ ηh

b
)
]
= cos

[
2πw

a
(u−θ)+

2π h
b
(v − η)

]
= cos

[
2πw

a
(θ − u) + 2π h

b
(η − v)

]
, we have A(g,m) = A(m, g). Thus, A is

symmetric.

Positive definiteness For any non-zero vector r = (r0, · · · , rab−1) ∈ R
ab, consider the

quadratic form rTAr:

rTAr =
ab−1∑

g=0

ab−1∑

m=0

rgrmA(g,m)

=
1

ab

ab−1∑

g=0

ab−1∑

m=0

C−1∑

c=0

a−1∑

w=0

b−1∑

h=0

rgrm|F(x̂)(c, w, h)|
2· cos

[
2π(

uw

a
+

vh

b
)− 2π(

θw

a
+

ηh

b
)
]

=
1

ab

C−1∑

c=0

a−1∑

w=0

b−1∑

h=0

|F(x̂)(c, w, h)|2
{ ab−1∑

g=0

ab−1∑

m=0

rgrm cos
[
2π(

uw

a
+

vh

b
)− 2π(

θw

a
+

ηh

b
)

}
.

(C.10)

We denote 2π(uw
a
+ vh

b
) as Φw,h(g). Then,

ab−1∑

g=0

ab−1∑

m=0

rgrm cos
[
2π(

uw

a
+

vh

b
)− 2π(

θw

a
+

ηh

b
)
]
=

ab−1∑

g=0

ab−1∑

m=0

rgrm cos
[
Φw,h(g)− Φw,h(m)

]

=

ab−1∑

g=0

ab−1∑

m=0

rgrm cosΦw,h(g) cosΦw,h(m) +

ab−1∑

g=0

ab−1∑

m=0

rgrm sinΦw,h(g) sinΦw,h(m)

=

[ ab−1∑

g=0

rg cosΦw,h(g)

]2
+

[ ab−1∑

g=0

rg sin Φw,h(g)

]2
> 0

(C.11)

Thus, the quadratic form rTAr is strictly positive and the matrixA is positive-definite.
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Using the Cholesky decomposition, the symmetric and positive-definite matrix A can

be expressed as BTB where B is an upper-triangular matrix with positive diagonal el-

ements. The vectorisation of q̊i is denoted as vec(q̊i) =
[
q̊i(0, 0), q̊i(0, 1), · · · , q̊i(0, b −

1), q̊i(1, 0), q̊i(1, 1), · · · , q̊i(1, b−1), · · · , q̊i(a−1, 0), q̊i(a−1, 1), · · · , q̊i(a−1, b−1)
]T

. Based

on this representation, Eq C.7 can be reformulated as follows:

∂L

∂vec(q̊i)
= 2[BTB·vec(q̊i)−BTz] + µ1, (C.12)

where BTz = z′,

z′(j) =
1

ab

C−1∑

c=0

a−1∑

w=0

b−1∑

h=0

{
Re

[
F(yi)(c, w, h)· F(x̂)(c, w, h)

]
· cos

[
2π(

uw

a
+

vh

b
)
]

+ Im
[
F(yi)(c, w, h)· F(x̂)(c, w, h)

]
· sin

[
2π(

uw

a
+

vh

b
)
]}

, for j = 0, · · · , ab− 1,

and 1 = [1, · · · , 1]T. Thus, the optimisation problem equation (C.1) can be rewritten as:

argmin
vec(q̊i)

{
||z−B·vec(q̊i)||

2
2 + µ||vec(q̊i)||1

}
. (C.13)

Although each q̊i contains (ab)
2 elements, based on the transformations shown as equation

(A.4) and equation (C.2), most elements are known to be zero. When solving the lasso

problem equation (C.13), only the non-zero elements of vec(q̊i) and the corresponding

rows and columns of z and B are considered. This reduces the number of unknowns in

vec(q̊i) from (ab)2 to s2. Similarly, the optimisation problem equation (2.7) can also be

reformulated in the form of equation (C.13).

Analogously, we converte the optimisation problem in equation (2.7) to a problem of Lasso

regression.
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