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Abstract

Novel view synthesis has been greatly enhanced by the
development of radiance field methods. The introduction
of 3D Gaussian Splatting (3DGS) has effectively addressed
key challenges, such as long training times and slow ren-
dering speeds, typically associated with Neural Radiance
Fields (NeRF), while maintaining high-quality reconstruc-
tions. In this work (BeSplat), we demonstrate the recov-
ery of sharp radiance field (Gaussian splats) from a single
motion-blurred image and its corresponding event stream.
Our method jointly learns the scene representation via
Gaussian Splatting and recovers the camera motion through
Bézier SE(3) formulation effectively, minimizing discrepan-
cies between synthesized and real-world measurements of
both blurry image and corresponding event stream. We
evaluate our approach on both synthetic and real datasets,
showcasing its ability to render view-consistent, sharp im-
ages from the learned radiance field and the estimated cam-
era trajectory. To the best of our knowledge, ours is the first
work to address this highly challenging ill-posed problem
in a Gaussian Splatting framework with the effective incor-
poration of temporal information captured using the event
stream.

1. Introduction
Acquiring accurate 3D scene representations from 2D

images has long been a challenging problem in computer vi-
sion. This task is fundamental for various applications such
as virtual and augmented reality, as well as robotics navi-
gation. Substantial efforts have been dedicated to solving it
over the years. Among the most notable advancements is
the Neural Radiance Fields (NeRF) [36], which uses Multi-
Layer Perceptrons (MLPs) and a differentiable volume ren-
dering technique [28, 34]. NeRF has garnered significant
attention due to its ability to recover high-quality 3D scene
representations from 2D images.

Numerous works have focused on improving NeRF’s
performance, particularly in terms of training [5, 38, 47]
and rendering efficiency [14, 61]. A more recent approach,

3D Gaussian Splatting (3D-GS) [21], extends implicit neu-
ral rendering [36] by representing scenes as explicit point
clouds of Gaussians. By projecting these Gaussians onto
the image plane, 3D-GS achieves real-time rendering, im-
proving both training and rendering efficiency while also
enhancing scene quality.

To address the deblurring challenge, several approaches
have been proposed, including methods based on implicit
neural representations like NeRF [26, 33, 57]. For instance,
Deblur-NeRF [33] introduces a deformable sparse kernel to
simulate the blur, while DP-NeRF [26] incorporates physi-
cal priors into Deblur-NeRF to recover a clean NeRF repre-
sentation. BAD-NeRF [57] models the motion blur process
and jointly optimizes NeRF while recovering the camera
trajectory during exposure. However, these implicit meth-
ods struggle with real-time rendering and generating high-
quality outputs, due to the complexity of their neural mod-
els.

Event stream can be acquired by an event camera [30]
which captures pixel intensity changes caused by the rela-
tive motion between the scene and camera. Unlike standard
frame-based cameras, event camera captures asynchronous
events with very low latency, leading to extremely high tem-
poral resolution [13]. This characteristic compensates with
the image formation process of a blurry image (i.e. integral
of photon measurements across time). Several prior works
thus take advantage of both modalities for high quality sin-
gle image deblurring [41, 52, 55]. However, these methods
are unable to recover the camera motion trajectory and ex-
tract structural details from a single blurry image, thereby
limiting their applicability in 3D computer vision tasks.

Some NeRF-based methods that incorporate event
stream [15, 23, 32, 42, 46] demonstrate the capability to
achieve image deblurring and accurate reconstruction of
neural radiance fields. Nonetheless, these methods necessi-
tate input images from multiple viewpoints alongside event
data.

In contrast, BeNeRF [29] explores the usage of only a
single blurry image along with event data to recover the
sharp radiance field and the unknown camera motion. It rep-
resents the continuous camera motion with a cubic B-Spline
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Figure 1. Given a single blurry image and its corresponding event stream, BeSplat synthesizes high-quality, novel sharp images along the
camera trajectory by harnessing event information to precisely estimate motion trajectory and restore fine details with clarity.

in SE(3) space and define it as the trajectory of both frame-
based camera and event camera. Given the neural 3D rep-
resentation and interpolated poses from the cubic B-Spline,
it can synthesize both the blurry image and the brightness
change within a time interval via the physical image forma-
tion process. The NeRF and motion trajectory can then be
jointly optimized by minimizing the difference between the
synthesized data and the real measurements. However, be-
ing a NeRF based method, both the training and rendering
times are large.

In this work, we propose a novel approach for motion
deblurring within the Gaussian Splatting framework, which
we call as BeSplat. Our method addresses the challenges
associated with motion-blurred images by leveraging the
advantages of Gaussian Splatting and the finer temporal res-
olution of event stream. We effectively integrate the tempo-
ral information captured by the event stream into the Gaus-
sian Splatting framework, significantly improving the de-
blurring process. Unlike previous approaches, which re-
quire multi-view images and complex pose estimation, Be-
Splat uses a single blurry image and the corresponding
event stream to perform deblurring and recover sharp 3D
representations. We model the camera motion during the
exposure time using a Bézier curve in SE(3) space, with 6-
DoF poses interpolated from the Bézier curve of order 7.
By utilizing Gaussian Splatting, we can render sharp views
of the scene and reconstruct the camera motion trajectory
that generated the blurry image.

While BeNeRF [29] performs a similar task using NeRF,
our work applies this concept to Gaussian Splatting, bene-
fiting from significantly accelerated training times and real-
time rendering, while still producing comparable results.
Gaussian Splatting’s explicit point cloud representation en-
ables faster and more efficient scene rendering compared to

the implicit representations used in NeRF.
We conduct experiments on both synthetic and real

datasets, demonstrating that BeSplat outperforms existing
state-of-the-art methods for both motion deblurring and
novel view synthesis, achieving real-time rendering with
comparable quality.

To summarize, our main contributions are as follows:

• Our work is the first to conceptualize single-image
motion deblurring as a novel view synthesis problem
within the Gaussian Splatting framework, effectively
utilizing the complementary information offered by an
event stream.

• We incorporated an event loss into the framework in-
spired from BeNeRF to address the ill-posed nature of
single-image deblurring, enabling accurate estimation
of the camera motion trajectory.

• Our method achieves accelerated training times, re-
duced GPU memory usage, and real-time rendering
capabilities, while producing sharp, high-quality novel
images along the camera trajectory.

2. Related Work

2.1. Novel View Synthesis

NeRF [37] has garnered significant attention in the field
of 3D vision due to its remarkable photo-realistic view syn-
thesis capabilities. At its core, NeRF employs a neural im-
plicit representation optimized through a differentiable vol-
ume rendering technique. Subsequent works have sought
to enhance its rendering quality [2, 3, 17, 58, 65], while
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Figure 2. Our Method: The BeSplat framework reconstructs sharp radiance fields (Gaussian splats) while accurately estimating the
camera motion trajectory, modeled with a Bézier curve, from a single blurry image and its corresponding event stream. The framework
jointly optimizes the Gaussian splats and camera motion trajectory by integrating RGB loss to align the synthesized and captured blurry
images, as well as event loss to ensure consistency between the synthesized and captured events along the trajectory.

other research directions focus on addressing its compu-
tational inefficiency by accelerating training and render-
ing [4, 6, 9, 10, 12, 31, 39, 45, 50, 56, 62], achieving sub-
stantial improvements in speed. More recently, 3DGS [22]
has emerged as a refined variant of radiance field models,
excelling in both detailed scene reconstruction and real-
time rendering. By replacing NeRF’s computationally in-
tensive ray marching [35] with an efficient and determin-
istic rasterization approach, 3DGS maintains visual fidelity
while enabling real-time rendering. Leveraging the 3DGS
framework, our approach aims to restore fine-grained de-
tails of latent sharp scenes from a blurry observation com-
plemented by a corresponding event stream as presented
in Fig. 1, while enabling real-time rendering of the recon-
structed scenes.

2.2. Single Image Deblurring

A blurred image can be mathematically expressed as the
convolution of a sharp image with a blur kernel. Classical
methods [16, 20, 27, 49, 60] typically address the deblurring
problem by jointly optimizing the blur kernel and the un-
derlying latent sharp image. With the advent of deep learn-
ing, numerous end-to-end learning-based deblurring meth-

ods have been introduced [19, 24, 25, 40, 51, 54, 63], con-
sistently delivering superior qualitative and quantitative re-
sults. However, these methods often rely on large paired
datasets of blurry and sharp images for training, which
limits their generalization performance when applied to
domain-shifted images. In contrast, our method, being a
test-time optimization approach based on 3DGS, is inher-
ently free from such generalization limitations.

2.3. Event Enhanced Image Deblurring

Event cameras excel at capturing high temporal dy-
namic information [13], and many existing approaches
leverage this capability to improve image deblurring re-
sults [18,41,52,53,55,59,66]. EDI [41] presents a straight-
forward yet powerful approach, capable of generating sharp
video sequences from various types of blur by solving a
single-variable, non-convex optimization problem. Unlike
EDI [41], methods such as [52, 53, 55] employ end-to-end
neural networks to integrate event data for enhanced im-
age deblurring and frame interpolation. A key innovation of
our method lies in its ability to extract latent camera motion
trajectory from the event stream, offering richer geometric
constraints.



3. Methodology
BeSplat aims to recover a sharp 3D scene representa-

tion by jointly learning the camera motion trajectories and
Gaussians parameters, given a single motion-blurred im-
age with corresponding event stream. This is achieved by
minimizing the photometric error between the input blurred
image and the synthesized blurred image, generated based
on the physical motion blur image formation model, along
with temporal event loss by incorporating event generation
model as presented in Fig. 2. We will deliver each content
in the following sections.

3.1. Preliminary: 3D Gaussian Splatting

In 3D-GS [22], a scene is represented as a collection of
3D Gaussians, where each Gaussian G is characterized by
its mean position µ ∈ R3, 3D covariance matrix Σ ∈ R3×3,
opacity o ∈ R, and color c ∈ R3. The scaled Gaussian
distribution is given by:

G(x) = e−
1
2 (x−µ)⊤Σ−1(x−µ). (1)

The covariance Σ is parameterized using a scale S ∈ R3

and rotation matrix R ∈ R3×3, represented as a quaternion
q ∈ R4, ensuring it remains positive semi-definite:

Σ = RSSTRT . (2)

For rendering, 3D Gaussians are projected into 2D space
from a camera pose Tc ∈ R3×3 using:

Σ′ = JTcΣTT
c J

T , m′ =
KTm

D
, (3)

where Σ′ ∈ R2×2 is the 2D covariance, D is the z-axis
coordinate of m, and J ∈ R2×3 is the Jacobian matrix.

Pixel colors are rendered by rasterizing the sorted 2D
Gaussians based on depth:

C =

N∑
i=1

ciαi

i−1∏
j=1

(1− αj), (4)

where ci is the color of the i-th Gaussian, and αi is its alpha
value:

αi = oi · exp(−σi), σi =
1

2
∆T

i Σ
′−1

∆i. (5)

Here, ∆i ∈ R2 is the offset between the pixel center and the
2D Gaussian center. The rendered pixel color C is differ-
entiable with respect to all Gaussian parameters G and the
camera poses Tc.

3.2. Camera Motion Trajectory Modeling

Following the approach of Deblur-GS [8], we model
the camera motion trajectory using a differentiable Bézier

spline of order 7 in SE(3) space. This spline is param-
eterized by a set of learnable control knots, denoted as
Tw

ci ∈ SE(3), where each Tw
ci represents the transforma-

tion matrix from the camera’s coordinate frame to the world
frame for the ith control knot.

For simplicity, we refer to Tw
ci as T i in subsequent

derivations. These control knots are sampled at a uniform
time interval, ∆t, starting from t0. A smaller ∆t provides
a smoother representation of the motion trajectory but in-
creases the number of control knots to optimize. Since the
spline’s value at a given timestamp is determined by four
consecutive control knots, the starting index of these knots
for a specific time t is computed as:

k = ⌊ t− t0
∆t

⌋, (6)

where ⌊∗⌋ is the floor operator. The four relevant control
knots are T k, T k+1, T k+2, and T k+3.

Next, we define u = t−t0
∆t − k, where u ∈ [0, 1), to

transform t into a normalized time representation. Using
this representation, we calculate the cumulative basis matrix
B(u) based on the De Boor-Cox formula [43]:

B(u) = M


1
u
u2

u3

 , M =
1

6


6 0 0 0
5 3 −3 1
1 3 3 −2
0 0 0 1

 . (7)

Finally, the camera pose at time t is derived as:

T (u) = T k ·
2∏

j=0

exp(B(u)j+1 ·Ωk+j), (8)

where B(u)j+1 represents the (j+1)th element of the vec-
tor B(u), and Ωk+j = log(T−1

k+j · T k+j+1).
This formulation provides a differentiable and flexible

representation of the camera trajectory, enabling optimiza-
tion for accurate motion modeling.

4. Differentiable Pose Estimation
We derive the motivation from Deblur-GS [8] for the dif-

ferentiable pose estimation framework. The gradient of loss
L with respect to the camera pose parameters T , ∂L

∂T can be
expressed as:

∂L

∂Ĉ

[∑
i∈N

∂Ĉ

∂ci

∂ci
∂T

+
∑
i∈N

∂Ĉ

∂αi

(
∂αi

∂Σ′
i

∂Σ′
i

∂T
+

∂αi

∂m′
i

∂m′
i

∂T

)]

The gradient with respect to the camera pose is simpli-
fied by retaining only the Position Term, as the Color and
Covariance Terms are negligible. This leads to the final ex-
pression:



∂L

∂T
=

∑
i∈N

∂L

∂Ĉ

∂Ĉ

∂αi

∂αi

∂m′
i

∂(KTmi)

∂TDi
.

The explicit representation of 3D Gaussian points allows
the camera pose transformations to be handled as transfor-
mations of the Gaussian point positions:

K(T ′T )mi = KT (T ′mi)

where T ′ represents an external transformation applied to
the camera pose T . This is equivalent to directly applying
T ′ to the positions of the Gaussian points.

By optimizing a global transformation for all Gaussian
points for each camera, the pre-transformed Gaussian point
positions m̂i = Tmi are passed directly to the differen-
tiable renderer without further modification. The renderer
then computes the gradient of L with respect to m̂, while
PyTorch’s automatic differentiation handles the computa-
tion of the gradient of m̂ with respect to T .

The desired gradient is ultimately calculated as:

∂L

∂T
=

∂L

∂m̂

∂m̂

∂T

4.1. Blurry Image Formation Model

A motion-blurred image B(x) ∈ RW×H×3 is generated
by accumulating photons over the exposure duration, and it
can be mathematically expressed as:

B(x) ≈ 1

n

n−1∑
i=0

Ii(x), (9)

where W and H denote the width and height of the image,
respectively, n represents the number of sampled images,
and x ∈ R2 specifies the pixel location. Here, Ii(x) ∈
RW×H×3 corresponds to the ith virtual sharp image sam-
pled during the exposure time. These virtual sharp images
are rendered from the neural 3D scene representation, fol-
lowing the previously defined camera trajectory. Notably,
B(x) is differentiable with respect to the parameters of both
the 3D Gaussians and the motion trajectory.

4.2. Event Data Formation Model

Event cameras asynchronously record brightness
changes as events. An event ei = (x, ti, pi) is triggered
when the brightness at pixel x changes by more than a
contrast threshold C (i.e. |L(x, ti + δt) − L(x, ti)| ≥ C),
where pi ∈ {−1,+1} represents the polarity, and
L(x, ti) = log(I(x, ti)) is the logarithmic brightness.

To relate the radiance field and event stream, events
within a time interval ∆t are accumulated into an image:

E(x) = C{ei(x, ti, pi)}tk<ti<tk+∆t. (10)

Since the contrast threshold C varies, we normalize the ac-
cumulated events as:

En(x) =
E(x)

∥E(x)∥2
. (11)

Using the interpolated start and end poses from a Bézier
curve, two grayscale images, Istart and Iend, are rendered
via 3D Gaussian Splatting. The synthesized accumulated
event image is:

Ê(x) = log(Iend(x))− log(Istart(x)). (12)

This result, dependent on the cubic Bézier curve and 3D
Gaussians, is differentiable and can be normalized as in (11)
for loss computation.

4.3. Loss Functions

We minimize a combined objective function, consisting
of a photometric loss Lp and an event loss Le:

Ltotal = αLp + βLe, (13)

where α and β are weighting hyperparameters. The photo-
metric loss Lp measures the reconstruction error for frame-
based images, while the event loss Le quantifies the discrep-
ancy for accumulated events over a sampled time interval:

Lp =
∥∥∥B(x)− B̂(x)

∥∥∥2 , (14)

Le =
∥∥∥En(x)− Ên(x)

∥∥∥2 . (15)

Here, B(x) and B̂(x) are the captured and synthesized
blurry images, while En(x) and Ên(x) are the normal-
ized and synthesized event images. This joint optimization
aligns frame and event based modalities, improving recon-
struction quality.

5. Experiments
5.1. Experimental Setup

Datasets: We use synthetic dataset generated by BeN-
eRF [29] via Unreal Engine [1] and Blender [11] for eval-
uations. In total, dataset contains three sequences (i.e. liv-
ingroom, whiteroom and pinkcastle) via Unreal Engine and
two sequences (i.e. tanabata and outdoorpool) via Blender.
The event streams are generated via ESIM [44] from high
frame-rate video. We employed the real-world dataset in-
troduced by E2NeRF, captured using the DAVIS346 color
event camera. This dataset comprise five challenging scenes
(i.e. letter, lego, camera, plant, and toys), each characterized
by intricate textures and diverse motion patterns. The RGB
frames were recorded with an exposure time of 100ms,
leading to instances of complex camera trajectories and sig-
nificant motion blur during the capture interval.



Baseline methods and Evaluation metrics: To assess
the effectiveness of our method in terms of image deblur-
ring, we compare it with state-of-the-art deep learning-
based single-image deblurring techniques, including De-
blurGANv2 [25], MPRNet [64], NAFNet [7], Restormer
[63], event-enhanced single-image deblurring method EDI
[41] and BeNeRF [29].Our primary contribution lies in
achieving faster training times and enabling real-time ren-
dering. To comprehensively evaluate our approach, we re-
port memory usage and GPU hours alongside standard im-
age reconstruction metrics, including Peak Signal-to-Noise
Ratio (PSNR), Structural Similarity Index Measure (SSIM),
and Learned Perceptual Image Patch Similarity (LPIPS).
Implementation Details: BeSplat is implemented using
the PyTorch framework. The Gaussian scene parameters
and camera pose parameters are optimized using two sepa-
rate Adam optimizers, as outlined in [8]. The learning rate
for the pose optimizer decays exponentially from 1× 10−3

to 1 × 10−5. For the real dataset, we set α = 0.1 and
β = 1.0, while for the synthetic dataset, α = 1.0 and
β = 2.0. A 7th-order Bézier interpolation is employed with
19 sample points along the camera motion trajectory. For
initializing Gaussian points and control points, we utilize
COLMAP [48]. The model is trained for 30,000 iterations
on a single NVIDIA RTX 3090 GPU. Initially, the control
points of the camera trajectory overlap, but they are pro-
gressively optimized to distinct positions during training.
To obtain the initial sparse point cloud and camera pose
for both real and synthetic datasets, structure-from-motion
(COLMAP) is applied to the corresponding sharp images,
following the approach in [8].

5.2. Qualitative Evaluations

The qualitative evaluation results, presented in Fig. 3 and
Fig. 4, demonstrate the performance of our method on both
synthetic and real datasets. Our approach delivers results
comparable to BeNeRF while offering significant benefits,
including faster training times, real-time rendering capabil-
ities, and reduced GPU memory usage. Specifically, Fig. 3
showcases how prior learning-based methods often strug-
gle to generalize effectively, whereas our method consis-
tently preserves reconstruction quality across diverse sce-
narios. Additionally, Fig. 4 highlights the robustness of our
approach on real noisy datasets, achieving competitive re-
sults and maintaining high visual fidelity despite challeng-
ing conditions.

5.3. Quantitative Evaluations

Given our focus on accelerated training times, reduced
GPU memory usage, and real-time rendering performance
while maintaining high-quality reconstructions, we present
metrics that comprehensively evaluate these aspects along-
side standard image reconstruction quality measures such

Table 1. Quantitative Comparisons: The table evaluates image
deblurring methods using PSNR, SSIM, and LPIPS metrics. Our
method delivers reliable performance with a focus on efficiency
and resource optimization.

Livingroom Tanabata
PSNR↑ SSIM↑ LPIPS↓ PSNR↑ SSIM↑ LPIPS↓

DeblurGANv2 [25] 29.26 .8121 .2087 20.09 .4964 .3934
MPRNet [64] 28.57 .7937 .2621 18.20 .4258 .4173
NAFNet [7] 29.92 .8306 .2268 18.96 .4665 .3908

Restormer [63] 29.48 .8262 .2391 18.82 .4596 .4248
EDI [41] 32.61 .8871 .0904 24.87 .7564 .1039

BeNeRF [29] 37.11 .9370 .0632 32.14 .9015 .0515
Ours 35.14 .9111 .1189 29.15 .8626 .1015

Table 2. Memory Usage Comparison with BeNeRF on Real
Dataset (GB): Our method significantly reduces memory con-
sumption compared to BeNeRF, showcasing its efficiency.

Camera↓ Lego↓ Letter↓ Plant↓ Toys↓ Average↓
BeNeRF [29] 8.65 8.65 8.65 8.65 8.65 8.65

Ours 1.45 1.45 1.45 1.45 1.45 1.45

Table 3. Training Time Comparison with BeNeRF on Real
Dataset (hh:mm): Our method demonstrates a substantial reduc-
tion in training time compared to BeNeRF, highlighting its effi-
ciency.

Camera↓ Lego↓ Letter↓ Plant↓ Toys↓ Average↓
BeNeRF [29] 06.20 06.25 06.25 06.30 06.25 06.25

Ours 01.30 01.25 01.30 01.35 01.30 01.30

as PSNR, SSIM, and LPIPS. As illustrated in Table 2,
our method achieves a remarkable reduction in GPU mem-
ory consumption, highlighting its suitability for resource-
constrained environments. Additionally, Table 3 showcases
the significantly shorter training times of our approach com-
pared to BeNeRF [29], underscoring its computational effi-
ciency. Furthermore, as detailed in Table 1, our method
demonstrates competitive performance in image reconstruc-
tion quality metrics, performing on par with state-of-the-art
methods like BeNeRF [29].

5.4. Ablation Study

We conducted ablation studies to assess the impact of
trajectory representations and the number of virtual cam-
eras used for optimization along the camera motion trajec-
tory. As shown in Fig. 5, our method effectively recon-
structs sharp images even with a limited number of virtual
cameras, demonstrating its robustness in sparse setups. Ad-
ditionally, we evaluated different motion trajectory models,
including linear interpolation and cubic B-splines. The re-
sults, summarized in Table 4, indicate that the Bézier curve
model achieves slightly better reconstruction quality com-
pared to cubic B-splines, with higher PSNR and SSIM val-
ues and slightly lower LPIPS scores across both the Livin-
groom and Tanabata datasets. While exhibiting compara-
ble reconstruction quality to Bézier curves, cubic B-splines
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Figure 3. Results on the Synthetic Dataset: Our method consistently achieves high performance, closely rivaling BeNeRF in image
reconstruction quality. Insets highlight specific regions of the images, demonstrating that our method achieves comparable visual fidelity
to BeNeRF while offering significant reductions in training and rendering times, as well as lower GPU memory usage.

necessitate significantly longer training times, typically re-
quiring approximately three times the computational effort
for optimization. This makes the Bézier model a more effi-
cient and practical choice for trajectory representation, de-
livering reliable performance with reduced computational
overhead.

6. Conclusion
We introduce a novel method based on the Gaussian

Splatting framework that simultaneously recovers the un-
derlying 3D scene representation and estimates the pre-

Table 4. Ablation Studies on Trajectory Representations:
Bézier curves exhibit superior accuracy to B-splines & linear in-
terpolation with significantly faster training, making them ideal for
efficient trajectory representation.

Livingroom Tanabata
PSNR↑ SSIM↑ LPIPS↓ PSNR↑ SSIM↑ LPIPS↓

linear interpolation 32.08 .8758 .1715 25.25 .7747 .1732
cubic B-Spline 34.99 .9096 .1204 29.07 .8599 .1027
Bézier(Ours) 35.14 .9111 .1189 29.15 .8627 .1015

cise camera motion trajectory from a single blurry im-
age and its associated event stream. Through extensive
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Figure 4. Results on the Real Dataset: Our method effectively handles varying levels of blur, consistently producing sharp, high-quality
images. Insets illustrate that while our approach delivers results comparable to state-of-the-art methods on synthetic datasets, it performs
noticeably better on real-world data by providing sharper and cleaner details, highlighting its robustness and reliability.
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Figure 5. Ablation Studies on Virtual Camera Count: Our
method demonstrates robust deblurring performance, maintaining
high-quality results even when using a limited number of virtual
cameras along the camera motion trajectory.

evaluations on synthetic and real-world datasets, our ap-
proach demonstrates a compelling balance of efficiency
and quality, achieving accelerated training times, reduced
GPU memory usage, and real-time rendering capabilities,
all while delivering high-quality reconstructions that vali-
date its practical robustness and versatility. By leveraging
the complementary event stream data, our method effec-
tively captures motion details and enhances reconstruction
fidelity. Future work could explore extending the frame-
work to handle dynamic scenes, allowing robust reconstruc-
tion in environments with non-static objects.
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