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ABSTRACT

Most motion deblurring algorithms rely on spatial-domain
convolution models, which struggle with the complex, non-
linear blur arising from camera shake and object motion.
In contrast, we propose a novel single-image deblurring
approach that treats motion blur as a temporal averaging phe-
nomenon. Our core innovation lies in leveraging a pre-trained
video diffusion transformer model to capture diverse motion
dynamics within a latent space. It sidesteps explicit kernel
estimation and effectively accommodates diverse motion pat-
terns. We implement the algorithm within a diffusion-based
inverse problem framework. Empirical results on synthetic
and real-world datasets demonstrate that our method outper-
forms existing techniques in deblurring complex motion blur
scenarios. This work paves the way for utilizing powerful
video diffusion models to address single-image deblurring
challenges.

Index Terms— Motion deblurring, video diffusion model,
diffusion transformer

1. INTRODUCTION

Motion of the camera or objects during the exposure time
leads to motion blur, which is very common in imaging pro-
cesses [1]. Removing such blur is never trivial. In the past
two decades, numerous algorithms have been proposed for
motion deblurring (MD), and they are generally categorized
into two types: those with explicit kernel estimation and those
without.

Kernel-based methods assume that motion blur can be ap-
proximated by a convolution model [1, 2, 3, 4]:

y = x ∗ h+ e, (1)

where x is the underlying sharp image, h is an unknown blur
kernel representing the motion trajectory of either the cam-
era or objects, ∗ denotes the convolution operator, and e is
the additive Gaussian sensing noise. Such methods typically
estimate both x and h using maximum a posteriori (MAP) es-
timations [2, 3] or convolutional neural networks (CNNs) [4].

⋆: These authors contributed equally.

However, spatially varying blur due to camera or object mo-
tion makes precise kernel estimation nearly impossible. Fur-
thermore, real-world object movement can involve complex,
non-linear trajectories that cannot be captured by simple con-
volution, even when layer decomposition strategies are ap-
plied [1]. Consequently, the convolution assumption rarely
holds in practice, limiting the effectiveness of kernel-based
approaches.

Kernel-free methods are mainly based on deep neural net-
works. They could be CNNs [5], RNNs [6], or Transform-
ers [7]. Most of them are trained via supervised learning, and
some use GANs [8]. In general, they assume there is a one-
to-one mapping between the underlying sharp image x and
the observed blurry image y, and as long as there is sufficient
such image data (paired or unpaired), a neural network Fθ(·)
can be employed, with its weights θ tuned to learn the map-
ping from a blurred image to its sharp version:

x = Fθ(y). (2)

However, the mathematical relationship between the
blurred-sharp image pair remains ambiguous. In fact, some
research on synthesizing image pairs for motion deblurring
model training shows that the synthesizing process is not a
one-to-one mapping but rather an N -to-one mapping [9, 10]:

y =
1

P

∫ P

0

x(τ)dτ + e. (3)

Here, images are assumed to be in linear color space. P rep-
resents exposure time, and x(τ) denotes the ideal sharp image
taken at time τ with an infinitely short exposure time. In prac-
tice, this integral process can be approximated by averaging
over N sharp frames {xn} taken by a high-speed camera [10]:

y ≈ 1

N

N−1∑
n=0

xn + e. (4)

Compared with convolution in the spatial domain, this
temporal averaging model is more natural and much simpler.
It does not require any kernel estimation or foreground-
background segmentation, and N can be easily estimated
via the actual exposure time. So, why have we not yet seen
deblurring algorithms based on this model? The answer lies
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in its highly ill-posed nature. Strong prior knowledge about
the video {xn} is required to estimate it from a single-frame
observation y.

In this paper, we argue that an unconditional video diffu-
sion model (VDM), which learns the prior distribution of not
only the image contents but also the object movements, can
be used to estimate {xn} in a latent space from a given blurry
y. The estimation is performed by solving an inverse prob-
lem under the Diffusion Posterior Sampling (DPS) frame-
work [11].

The original DPS has already shown its robust reconstruc-
tion capabilities in blind global motion deblurring [11, 12],
but that is still based on the convolution model Eq. (1). Our
algorithm introduces several novelties:

• It processes 3D videos in their entirety, learning not
only the distribution of their visual contents but also
the dynamics governed by real-world physics.

• It employs a transformer network, rather than a UNet,
as the denoiser in the reverse diffusion process, enhanc-
ing the model’s ability to scale and handle complex, dy-
namic scenarios more effectively.

• It manages visual statistics within a latent space to re-
duce dimensionality.

• It uses Eq. (4) as the degradation model without any
kernel estimation and can handle various motions in
principle. Its output is deblurred video frames instead
of a single sharp image.

To validate our approach, we conduct experiments on syn-
thetic video datasets to analyze its behavior and evaluate its
performance on real-world videos.

2. RELATED WORK

2.1. Diffusion Models

Diffusion models have recently shown remarkable success in
generating multi-dimensional signals such as images, videos
and audios. The core idea is to learn the prior distribution of
data x by gradually adding Gaussian noise to a clean sample
until it becomes pure noise, then training a network to reverse
this noising process step by step. Formally, the forward nois-
ing can be represented by a stochastic differential equation
(SDE) [13]:

dx = −β(t)

2
xtdt+

√
β(t)dw, (5)

where β(t) is the noise schedule, w denotes a standard Brow-
nian motion, and dw represents white Gaussian noise. Re-
versing this process involves:

dx =

(
−β(t)

2
xt − β(t)∇xt log p(xt)

)
dt+

√
β(t)dw,

(6)

where∇xt log p(xt) is the score function of the unknown dis-
tribution p(xt). This score function can be approximated by
a neural network sθ(xt, t) via score matching:

θ∗ = argmin
θ

Et,xt,x0

(
∥∇xt

log p(xt|x0)− sθ(xt, t)∥22
)
,

(7)
This learned network replaces the score function in Eq. (6),
enabling incremental denoising from pure noise back to a
sample drawn from the underlying data distribution.

2.2. Diffusion Posterior Sampling (DPS)

Chung et al. [11] extended diffusion models to solve inverse
problems, such as deconvolution and super-resolution, by in-
troducing the DPS framework.

Again, let x be the ideal data vector and y the lower-
dimensional or degraded observation. Assuming a known
degradation operator H(·) with additive noise e ∼ N (0, σ2),
we have

y = H(x) + e, p(y|x) = N (y|H(x), σ2I). (8)

Combining the prior p(x) and likelihood p(y|x) via Bayes’
rule yields the conditional score:

∇x log p(x|y) = ∇x log p(y|x) +∇x log p(x). (9)

DPS incorporates this conditional score into the reverse dif-
fusion process by approximating the likelihood term at each
denoising step. Specifically,

∇xt
log p(y|xt) ≈ ∇xt

log p(y|x̂0(xt)), (10)

where

x̂0(xt) =
1√
ᾱ(t)

(xt + (1− ᾱ(t))sθ∗(xt, t)) . (11)

Hence, the reverse SDE from Eq. (6) is modified to include
the observation model:

dx =

[
−β(t)

2
xt − β(t)

(
sθ∗(xt, t)

− 1

σ2
∇xt
∥y −H(x̂0(xt))∥

)]
dt+

√
β(t)dw.

(12)

where the learned prior and observation likelihood jointly re-
fine xt at each iteration.

2.3. Video Diffusion Models (VDMs)

Recent VDMs have yielded strikingly realistic results in video
generation [14, 15, 16], often by employing transformer-
based architectures with strong scalability and paralleliza-
tion. Many of these methods use diffusion transformers. A
notable example is Sora [15], which demonstrates two key



Fig. 1. Overview of the VDM-MD method: In the core iteration, the estimated 3D sharp video resides in the latent space,
represented by green boxes. It is generated and refined by the pre-trained VDM, which includes several STDiT blocks. The
latent video is then decoded and compared with the blurry image through the degradation model, indicated by red boxes. Their
discrepancies are used to correct and enhance the video. Upon completion the latent video is decoded back to the visual space.

strengths: temporal coherence across frames and realistic ob-
ject movements that closely mimic real-world physics. Such
capabilities suggest an intriguing possibility: if VDMs can
accurately track complex motions, might they also serve as
effective “world models” for single-image motion deblurring
when cast as an inverse problem?

3. PROPOSED APPROACH

We present VDM-MD, a VDM based method that formu-
lates motion deblurring as an inverse problem within the
DPS framework. Our key premise is that once the VDM has
learned the underlying dynamics of a world represented by a
training video dataset, it can naturally resolve single image
motion blur as long as the image is about the given world. An
overview of the architecture is shown in Figure 1.

We adopt the temporal averaging model from Eq. (4), ex-
pressed as:

y = H(X) + e, (13)

where X ∈ RN×H×W×3 represents the ideal sharp video
frames, y ∈ RH×W×3 denotes the observed motion blurred
image, and e is white Gaussian noise with covariance σ2I.

Similar to DPS, the prior distribution of X is defined by
a pre-trained diffusion model. However, unlike the original
DPS, we perform diffusion sampling in a latent space learned
by a VQ-GAN [17] to handle high-dimensional video data
efficiently. We remove the quantization step and apply VQ-
GAN only spatially with a compression factor of p = 8. This
transforms X into a latent tensor Z ∈ RN×(H/p)×(W/p)×c,

where c is the number of latent channels. The decoder D(·)
then reconstructs X from Z.

Given a latent video Z, the conditional likelihood of the
observed blurry image y is:

p(y|Z) = N (y|H(D(Z)), σ2I). (14)

where H(D(·)) remains differentiable, thus allowing integra-
tion into the DPS framework. The corresponding reverse dif-
fusion equation becomes:

dZ =

[
−β(t)

2
Zt − β

(
sθ∗(Zt, t)

− 1

σ2
∇Zt
∥y −H(D(Ẑ0(Zt)))∥

)]
dt

+
√
β(t)dW.

(15)

where sθ∗(Z, t) is an unconditional diffusion network trained
in the latent video space. In our case, we utilize a DiT-
based architecture similar to the STDiT model from Open-
Sora [16], but without conditional embeddings. The complete
reverse process is summarized in Algorithm 1.

4. EXPERIMENTS

4.1. Synthetic Dataset

To analyze our algorithm’s performance without requiring an
extensive, large-scale transformer, we used the CLEVRER
dataset [18] as a “toy world.” CLEVRER features relatively
simple objects obeying basic physics, with minimal motion
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Fig. 2. Motion deblurring examples with CLEVRER dataset. Each blurry inputs are generated by averaging 10 frames. Only
the 0th, 3rd, 6th, and 9th frame of the GT and output videos are illustrated.

between consecutive frames. Each video clip thus approxi-
mates a high-frame-rate recording.

We extracted 50k clips at a resolution of 10× 64× 64× 3
for training and synthesized blurry images by averaging the
10 frames of each test clip. After VQ-GAN compression the
dimension of each video clip is reduced to 10 × 8 × 8 × 12.
Our VDM contains 28 STDiT layers and 726M parameters,
and it was trained on 4 4090 GPUs.

Figure 2 shows representative results alongside ground
truth scenes. For example, sample 17326, featuring trans-
lation and self-rotation, is nearly perfectly reconstructed;
sample 17032 appears reversed in time, reflecting Newto-
nian time-reversible dynamics in CLEVRER (where a single
blurred image lacks directional cues).

To assess robustness against mismatches between our
assumed frame-averaging model H(·) and real-world blur
formation, we introduced a temporal down-sampling exper-
iment. Starting with 40 frames indexed {0, 1, . . . , 39}, we
retained only every 4th frame {0, 4, 8, . . . , 36} for training.
During testing, we produced two types of blurry images:

• Smoothly Blurred Images, averaging all 37 original
frames {0, 1, . . . , 36};

• Less Smoothly Blurred Images, averaging only the 10
down-sampled frames {0, 4, 8, . . . , 36}.

This deliberate mismatch simulates the gap between our
temporal averaging model (4) and the real integral process (3).
Despite the difference in frame rates, the final deblurring

performance remained nearly unchanged: our method consis-
tently recovered high-fidelity sharp frames with minimal vi-
sual artifacts, and PSNR/SSIM metrics (over 500 test videos)
varied only slightly between smoothly and less smoothly
blurred inputs (see Table 1). These findings indicate that
while H(·) may not perfectly match real-motion conditions,
the learned video diffusion model is robust to such devia-
tions. It also suggests there is no strong need for training with
high-speed camera data in practice.

Table 1. Comparison between Two Type of Inputs.

Input Type PSNR SSIM

Smoothly Blurred 30.26 0.914
Less Smoothly Blurred 29.93 0.911

4.2. BAIR Dataset

To evaluate our method on real-world data, we used the BAIR
robot pushing dataset [21], which consists of 90K short video
clips recorded by a real camera. Although this setting re-
mains somewhat of a “toy world” (featuring robotic arms in a
controlled environment), it introduces more natural lighting,
scene textures, and frequent occlusions than CLEVRER.

Because the dataset does not include truly motion-blurred
images, we synthesized blurred inputs by averaging consec-
utive frames, similar to our CLEVRER setup. We trained



Blurry MPRNet [19] MTRNN [6] Restormer [20]
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frame)
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Fig. 3. Comparison on BAIR dataset. For the GT and reconstructed videos only the 5th (middle) frame is shown.

our model using 260K video clips. The other settings are the
same as the CLEVRER tests. Our approach effectively recon-
structed sharp videos under these conditions, often achieving
near-perfect restoration of the robot arm’s position and scene
details (see Figure 3). In some cases, motion is reversed in
time due to the inherent ambiguity of single-image blur.

We compared our algorithm to three state-of-the-art
single-image deblurring methods: MPRNet [19], MTRNN [6],
and Restormer [20], each producing only a single deblurred
image. Because there is no exact single-frame ground truth
for each blurred observation, we took the 5th (middle) frame
of our recovered sequence for quantitative evaluation, then
measured PSNR and SSIM against the corresponding middle
ground-truth frame (see Table 2). All three baselines strug-
gled to remove the local motion blur caused by complex robot
movements, which is unsurprising given they were never de-
signed to handle this kind of motion-blur scenario. This result
highlights the advantage of treating blurred content as a short
video rather than relying on a single-sharp-image assumption.

Table 2. Quantitative Comparison on BAIR dataset.

BAIR Main BAIR Aux1

Method PSNR SSIM PSNR SSIM

MPRNet [19] 16.45 0.718 19.30 0.789
MTRNN [6] 16.57 0.723 21.29 0.867
Restormer [20] 16.58 0.728 19.95 0.818
VDM-MD 24.24 0.896 26.78 0.948

5. CONCLUSIONS

We introduced a single image motion deblurring approach
that reinterprets the task as a video diffusion problem, re-
covering multiple sharp frames instead of a single deblurred
image. Central to our method is the ability to learn not

Algorithm 1: VDM-MD
Input: y, T
Initialize ZT ∼ N (0, I);
for t← T − 1 to 0 do

ŝ = sθ∗(Zt, t);

Ẑ0 =
1√
ᾱt

(Zt + (1− ᾱt)ŝ);

Sample ϵ ∼ N (0, I);

Z′
t−1 =

√
αt(1− ᾱt−1)

1− ᾱt
Zt+

√
ᾱt−1βt

1− ᾱt
Ẑ0+σtϵ;

ŷt−1 = H
(
D(Ẑ0)

)
;

Zt−1 = Z′
t−1 − ηt∇Zt ∥y − ŷt−1∥22;

end
X̂ = D(Ẑ0);
Output: X̂

only the distribution of visual content, but also the under-
lying physics that govern motion in real-world scenes. By
employing a transformer network in the diffusion process,
our system scales effectively to complex, dynamic scenar-
ios, while managing high-dimensional video data in a latent
space to reduce computational overhead. It forgoes explicit
kernel estimation by adopting a temporal averaging model,
thus accommodating a wide range of motion patterns.

Despite these advantages, our current setup cannot yet
serve as a fully general-purpose solution, primarily due to
limited computational resources and training data. Real-
world deployment would require a large-scale diffusion
model, such as commercial platforms like OpenAI’s Sora
or Google’s Veo. Nonetheless, our findings demonstrate the
potential of leveraging powerful video diffusion models for
single-image deblurring and highlight a promising direction
for both academic research and industrial applications.
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