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ABSTRACT
Atmospheric turbulence, a common phenomenon in daily
life, is primarily caused by the uneven heating of the Earth’s
surface. This phenomenon results in distorted and blurred
acquired images or videos and can significantly impact down-
stream vision tasks, particularly those that rely on capturing
clear, stable images or videos from outdoor environments,
such as accurately detecting or recognizing objects. There-
fore, people have proposed ways to simulate atmospheric
turbulence and designed effective deep learning-based meth-
ods to remove the atmospheric turbulence effect. However,
these synthesized turbulent images can not cover all the range
of real-world turbulence effects. Though the models have
achieved great performance for synthetic scenarios, there al-
ways exists a performance drop when applied to real-world
cases. Moreover, reducing real-world turbulence is a more
challenging task as there are no clean ground truth counter-
parts provided to the models during training. In this paper,
we propose a real-world atmospheric turbulence mitigation
model under a domain adaptation framework, which links
the supervised simulated atmospheric turbulence correction
with the unsupervised real-world atmospheric turbulence
correction. We will show our proposed method enhances
performance in real-world atmospheric turbulence scenarios,
improving both image quality and downstream vision tasks.

Index Terms— Restoration, deep learning, atmospheric
turbulence, domain adaptation, teacher-student networks

1. INTRODUCTION

The effects of atmospheric turbulence (AT) can lead to several
challenges, like image/video distortion and blurring, as well
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Fig. 1. Domain adaptation framework.

as reduced accuracy in subsequent vision tasks like object
detection, recognition, or tracking. For instance, the task of
identifying a person appearing in an image or video is impor-
tant in many surveillance applications, and such surveillance
tasks usually involve imaging over long distances, which are
more susceptible to the effects of atmospheric turbulence
[1, 2]. Therefore, multiple methods have been studied in the
literature for AT mitigation. Initial efforts in AT correction
followed adaptive optics-based approaches [3, 4, 5], and these
methods usually require expensive and complicated hard-
ware. Therefore, numerous image-processing-based methods
were also developed [6, 7, 8, 9]. These methods often involve
combining the complementary clear regions across frames
using the lucky fusion process, followed by deconvolution on
the fused frame to obtain the restored output. [1].

Recently, with the development of deep-learning (DL)
algorithms for solving various inverse problems [10], an
increasing number of studies have proposed DL-based AT
removal methods. A deep learning-based approach is intro-
duced in [11] employing an effective nearest neighbors-based
method for registration and an uncertainty-based network for
restoration. A physics-inspired transformer model for imag-
ing through atmospheric turbulence is introduced in [12].
The authors in [13] presented a multi-frame image restoration
transformer tailored for addressing atmospheric turbulence.
The authors in [14] employ a two-stage deep adversarial net-
work aimed at minimizing atmospheric turbulence, where
the first stage focuses on reducing geometrical distortion,
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while the second stage targets minimizing image blur. A
method leveraging well-trained Generative Adversarial Net-
works (GANs) as effective priors, learning to restore images
within the semantic space context is proposed in [15]. Refer-
ence [16] proposes a variational deep-learning approach for
video atmospheric turbulence mitigation. Finally, references
[17, 18, 19] propose diffusion-based models for atmospheric
turbulence restoration and generate high-quality images. All
these current models are trained using synthetically generated
data and tested on synthetic or real-world data. The perfor-
mance of the existing models always decreases when applied
to real-world images or videos. Therefore, inspired by the
success of domain adaptation methods on real-world image
super-resolution and blurring tasks [20, 21, 22], to fill the gap
between synthetic and real-world domains and effectively
utilize the information from labeled synthetic data, in this
paper, we propose to use the domain adaptation technique
to train the model with both synthetic and real-world data.
As shown in Figure 1, we use a teacher-student framework
and perform knowledge transfer from supervised learning to
unsupervised learning. The teacher network is trained with
a synthetic dataset containing simulated AT degraded frames
paired with their corresponding ground-truth clean frames,
enabling supervised learning. The student network is only
trained with the AT degraded dataset from the real world, and
no ground-truth clean frames are used, therefore the learning
is unsupervised.

In summary, our main contributions are:

• We construct our AT correction model within a domain
adaptation framework and bridge the gap between syn-
thetic and real-world domains.

• We link the supervised simulated atmospheric turbu-
lence correction with the unsupervised real-world at-
mospheric turbulence correction.

• Our proposed method helps achieve better performance
in real-world atmospheric turbulence scenarios both in
terms of image quality and the downstream vision task.

2. METHODOLOGY

In Section 2.1, we will first describe the design of the domain
adaptation framework for our real-world AT mitigation model
along with the associated objective functions. In Section 2.2,
we will delve into the design of our generators and their asso-
ciated objective functions. Lastly, the summarized objective
function during training, the training and testing procedures
are outlined in Section 2.3.

2.1. Domain adaptation framework

The framework of our real-world atmospheric turbulence
mitigation (Real-ATM) model is depicted in Figure 2. We

employ a teacher-student (T-S) framework and facilitate
knowledge transfer from supervised to unsupervised learning.
Specifically, the teacher network is trained using a synthetic
dataset comprising simulated AT-degraded frames and their
corresponding ground-truth clean frames, thus learning in a
supervised manner. The student network is trained solely on
the AT-degraded dataset from the real world, and there are no
ground-truth clean frames for them.

We adopt the GAN-based [23] training to generate frames
of high perceptual quality. First, for training the teacher com-
ponent, we utilize pairs of synthetic AT-degraded and clean
frames. The degraded frame yT is fed into the teacher gen-
erator and outputs the restored one x̂T . The teacher discrim-
inator is trained to differentiate between its input being the
restored frame x̂T generated by the teacher generator and
the real frame xT from the corresponding ground-truth clean
frame. The Reproduce Net (R-Net) is trained to regenerate
the degraded frame ŷT , taking the restored frame x̂T as input.

The objective function for training the teacher part first
contains a pixel distance loss and a perceptual distance loss,
measuring the distance between the restored frame and its cor-
responding ground-truth clean frame:

LTdist = ∥xT −Gθ(yT )∥22 + ∥ψ(x)− ψ(Gθ(yT ))∥22, (1)

where xT denotes the ground-truth clean frame, yT represents
the corresponding synthetic degraded frame, and Gθ denotes
the teacher generator, so Gθ(yT ) represents the output of the
generator, which is the restored frame x̂T . The feature space
denoted as ψ(·) is computed from the activations provided by
the 3rd and 4th convolution layers of the V GG network [24].

Following [23], the adversarial losses for our AT mitiga-
tion task are shown as follows: The teacher generator network
minimizes the following loss with respect to θ

LTgen = EyT
[
− logDϕT (Gθ (yT ))

]
, (2)

and the teacher discriminator networkDϕT minimizes the fol-
lowing loss with respect to ϕT

LTdis =ExT
[
− logDϕT (xT )

]
+

EyT
[
− log

(
1−DϕT (Gθ (yT ))

)]
.

(3)

A reproduce match loss is used to quantify the distance
between the degraded frame reproduced by the R-Net and the
true degraded frame:

LTrm = ∥yT − ŷT ∥22. (4)

During the training of the student component, we utilize
real-world AT data, which consists solely of degraded frames.
During training, the student generator takes the real-world AT
degraded frame yS as input and outputs the restored frame
x̂S . We have the student generator share weights with the
teacher generator, constituting one of the knowledge transfer
steps between the teacher and the student.
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Fig. 2. Real-world atmospheric turbulence mitigation model (Real-ATM) framework.

The student discriminator DϕS is trained to distinguish
between the real clean frame xS and the fake restored frame
x̂S . Note that since we do not have the real clean frames, we
utilize the clean frame xT from the dataset used for training
the teacher part. This is feasible because the goal of the dis-
criminator is to distinguish between data from two distribu-
tions: samples from the clean data distribution and those from
the fake data distribution. Furthermore, the student discrimi-
nator’s weights are partially shared with the teacher discrim-
inator’s, representing the second stage of knowledge trans-
fer. Finally, the restored frame x̂S is also fed into the R-Net,
which regenerates the degraded frame ŷS . The R-Net here
serves as the third knowledge transfer stage.

The losses associated with the student part include the ad-
versarial losses for the student generator and discriminator:

LSgen = EyS
[
− logDϕS (Gθ (yS))

]
, (5)

LSdis =ExT
[
− logDϕS (xT )

]
+

EyS
[
− log

(
1−DϕS (Gθ (yS))

)]
,

(6)

and the reproduce match loss between the regenerated de-
graded frame and the real degraded frame:

LSrm = ∥yS − ŷS∥22. (7)

Up to this point, we have gained a better understanding
of how our model works via the knowledge transfer from su-
pervised learning to unsupervised learning. Specifically, the
T-S knowledge transfer relies on a shared generator network,
partial weight sharing of dual discriminators, and a reproduce
network.

2.2. Generator framework

Drawing inspiration from the variational inference framework
employed in restoration models [17, 16, 25], the detailed
framework of the teacher and student generators is shown
in Figure 3. During training, the Decoupled Dynamic Filter
(DDF)-based [26] network aims at generating the restored
frame from the degraded input frame conditioned on the la-
tent feature c. This c is learned via a variational autoencoder
(VAE), which aims at learning to reconstruct the degraded
frames, thereby imbuing c with image-prior information ac-
quired from the degraded data.

Additionally, we learn from the literature that incorpo-
rating the information from the degradation process during
training could further improve the model’s performance.
Therefore, we employ another CNN-based network to predict
the atmospheric turbulence degradation parameters. Conse-
quently, c also encompasses prior information learned from
the AT degradation procedure.

The losses associated with this VAE-based design contain
a fidelity term and a reconstruct term. The fidelity term is the
KL divergence of the learned posterior and the prior, which is
a standard normal distribution. The reconstruction term mea-
sures the distance between the reconstructed degraded frame
and the real degraded frame.

Thus, for the teacher part, the VAE loss is defined as:

LTvae = DKL(qeψ (cT |yT )||p(cT )) + ||yT − ŷGT ||22, (8)

where the first term is the fidelity term; it measures the fidelity
of cT extracted from the encoder eψ , whose input is the de-
graded image yT . It is represented as the KL divergence of



the approximate posterior qeψ (cT |yT ) from the prior p(cT ).
We select the prior p(cT ) as a standard Gaussian distribution.
The second term is the reconstruction term, and we adopt the
pixel-wise mean squared error (MSE) distance between the
input degraded image yT and the output ŷGT of the decoder
dφ.

Similarly, the VAE loss for the student is:

LSvae = DKL(qeψ (cS |yS)||p(cS)) + ||yS − ŷGS ||22. (9)

Finally, we would like the latent feature c to encompass
knowledge about the AT degradation process. Remember that
only the teacher knows the synthetic AT degradation process.
Therefore, we add a degradation loss for the teacher part, de-
fined as:

LTdegrad = ||ϕat − ϕ̂at||22, (10)

where ϕat represents the ground-truth AT degradation pa-
rameters from the pre-trained AT simulator [27]. ϕ̂at =
Param(cT ) represents the estimated AT degradation pa-
rameters and is the output of a small network (parameter
estimation module) Param(·) taking cT as input, as shown
in Figure 3.

2.3. Training & Testing

Since we utilize a GAN-based training scheme, there is a gen-
eration procedure and a discrimination procedure, and they
are trained alternatively [23]. To summarize, the objective
function during training contains both the teacher part and the
student part. Specifically, during the generation procedure,
the objective function is formulated as follows:

Lg = LT + LS , (11)

where

LT = LTdist+λ1L
T
gen+λ2L

T
rm+λ3L

T
vae+λ4L

T
degrad, (12)

and
LS = λ1L

S
gen + λ5L

S
rm + λ3L

S
vae, (13)

where λ1, λ2, λ3, λ4 and λ5 are hyper-parameters. During the
discrimination procedure, the objective function is formulated
as:

Ld = LTdis + LSdis. (14)

During testing, only the generator network is needed. Il-
lustrated in Figure 4, the degraded frame is fed into the en-
coder module to obtain the latent feature c. Then, c and the
degraded frame are input into the DDF module to produce the
restored output.

3. EXPERIMENTS

3.1. Experimental settings

To get the synthetic training dataset for training the teacher
part, we use the AT simulator in [27] to simulate the effect of

DDF

Encoder C Decoder

Param( )

AT Parameters

Fig. 3. Generator training framework.

Encoder C

DDF

Fig. 4. Testing framework.

AT on the REDS dataset [28], and the hyper-parameter of the
simulator (D/r0) is chosen randomly in the range [0.5, 2.0].
Our synthetic training dataset comprises 106 AT-degraded
and clean image pairs. We use another 2500 synthetic AT-
degraded images as the synthetic testing dataset. For the
student part training, we use 18 AT-degraded videos from the
training set of the real-world dataset BRIAR [29]. We use
another 54 AT-degraded videos from the testing set of BRIAR
as the real-world testing dataset.

To construct our teacher and student generators, as
shown in Figure 3, for the encoder module, we use 5 2D-
convolution (2D-conv) layers with ReLU activation and one
down-sampling layer after the first conv layer. For the de-
coder module, we use 5 2D-conv layers with ReLU activation
and one up-sampling layer after the first conv layer. For the
DDF-based module, we use 1 2D-conv layer followed by
8 DDF bottleneck blocks [26] and 2 2D-conv layers. For
our parameter estimation module, we simply use 2 2D-conv
layers with LeakyReLU activation.

To construct the teacher and student discriminators, we
use 11 2D-conv layers with LeakyReLU activation and spec-
tral normalization [30]. The partial weight sharing of the
teacher and student discriminators occurs from the 6th to the
9th convolutional layers.

During training, we augment the training data by random
cropping (160 × 160), random vertical and horizontal flips,
and random transposing. We train our model for 200 epochs
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Fig. 5. Visual samples of real-world AT-input, and the restored results from Syn-ATM and Real-ATM. (PIQE/BRISQUE) is
shown in the parenthesis, the best score is marked in bold.

with 1500 iterations per epoch, and we set the batch size to
16. We use the Adam optimizer [31] with no weight decay,
and we set the initial learning rate to 1e − 4 and gradually
reduced it to 5e − 6 during training utilizing the cosine an-
nealing schedule [32]. The hyper-parameters λ1, λ2, λ3, λ4,
and λ5 used in Equation 12 and Equation 13 are set to 1e-3,
5e-1, 1e-1, 2e-1, and 2.5e-1, respectively. All the experiments
are performed on two NVIDIA Quadro RTX 8000 GPUs.

3.2. Results

In this section, we will show that our proposed method en-
hances performance in real-world atmospheric turbulence
(AT) scenarios, benefiting both image quality and the down-
stream person identification task.

3.2.1. Image quality

In Table 1, we show the Peak Signal to Noise Ratio (PSNR)
and the Structural Similarity Index Measure (SSIM) results
of the model trained only with the AT synthetic dataset (Syn-
ATM), i.e., only the teacher part is trained. We can see that
the current model has achieved noticeable improvement on
the synthetic testing set. Due to the absence of ground-truth
counterparts in the real-world testing set, we adopt the no-
reference image quality metrics: Blind/Referenceless Image
Spatial Quality Evaluator (BRISQUE) and Perception-based
Image Quality Evaluator (PIQE) to evaluate the image qual-
ity (lower metric values indicate higher image quality). As
shown in Table 2, for the Syn-ATM model, the image quality
does not improve much when we test it on the real-world AT
testing set. This observation aligns with our explanation that
synthesized turbulent images are insufficient in capturing all
real-world turbulence characteristics. Despite achieving re-
markable performance in simulated scenarios, a performance
drop occurs when applying the models to real-world cases.
Conversely, our proposed real-ATM model obtains improved
results on both metrics, demonstrating the effectiveness of our
proposed method in filling up the domain gap between syn-
thetic and real-world space. Some real-world visual exam-

PSNR↑ SSIM↑
AT-input 24.19 0.7263
Syn-ATM 30.61 0.8168

Table 1. Image quality results of the Syn-ATM model on the
synthetic AT testing set.

BRISQUE↓ PIQE↓
AT-input 47.67 63.39
Syn-ATM 46.99 68.89
Real-ATM 44.90 49.95

Table 2. Image quality results of Syn-ATM and Real-ATM
models on the real-world AT testing set. The best result is
marked in bold.

ples are shown in Figure 5. We could see that the real-ATM
model provides better visual quality. Besides, we observed
that the synthetic-ATM model can sometimes generate results
with artificial characteristics and does not look like a naturally
occurring image, as shown in Figure 5 (b). This discrepancy
arises because the model is solely trained on the synthetic AT
dataset, failing to capture the full complexity of real-world AT
distributions.

3.2.2. Downstream person identification task

According to previous works from the literature [33, 34, 35],
image and video restoration as a fundamental low-level vision
task can significantly improve the visual quality and benefit
many downstream computer vision tasks. However, there is a
complexity in real-world applications that might not be solved
by quality alone. Sometimes the enhancement of the percep-
tual quality of images does not necessarily improve the per-
formance on vision tasks or the enhancement strategies need
to be tailored to specific applications rather than just improv-
ing image quality alone. Therefore, in this section, we investi-
gate the potential benefits of our proposed restoration network
for downstream tasks. Specifically, we evaluate our model on
a human recognition task to validate the necessity of restora-



Top-20↑ Top-15↑
AT-input 18.5% 14.8%
Syn-ATM 14.8% 7.4%
Real-ATM 25.9% 16.7%

Table 3. Human recognition results on real-world AT videos
and restored videos by Syn-ATM and Real-ATM. The best
result is marked in bold.

tion. For evaluation, we use the real-world person identifica-
tion model, ShARc [36], applied to our real-world testing set
comprising 54 videos from the BRIAR testing set. As shown
in Table 3, top-M represents whether the person could be cor-
rectly identified within the top M predictions made by the
identification model. When applying the identification model
to the restored videos generated from the Syn-ATM, the iden-
tification results do not improve. When applying the identi-
fication model to the videos restored from the real-ATM, the
identification results significantly improve, demonstrating the
effectiveness of our proposed method in benefiting the down-
stream vision task, in addition to improving the image quality
alone.

4. CONCLUSION

In this paper, we introduce a real-world atmospheric turbu-
lence mitigation method. Our model employs a domain adap-
tation teacher-student framework, connecting supervised syn-
thetic AT mitigation with unsupervised real-world AT miti-
gation. This approach enhances our ability to leverage in-
formation from labeled synthetic datasets while reducing the
domain gap between synthetic and real-world data. Our final
model, real-ATM, not only improves image quality in restor-
ing real-world atmospheric turbulence data but also benefits
downstream vision tasks. In the future, we will explore more
possibilities for maintaining high image quality performance
while tailoring the model to benefit more real-world applica-
tions.
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