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ABSTRACT

Simulated images are essential in algorithm development and instrument testing for optical tele-

scopes. During real observations, images obtained by optical telescopes are affected by spatially vari-

able point spread functions (PSFs), a crucial effect requiring accurate simulation. Traditional methods

segment images into patches, convolve patches with individual PSFs, and reassemble them as a whole

image. Although widely used, these approaches suffer from slow convolution processes and reduced

image fidelity due to abrupt PSF transitions between different patches. This paper introduces a novel

method for generating simulated images with spatial continuously varying PSFs. Our approach firstly

decomposes original images into PSF bases derived with the principal component analysis method.

The entire image is then convolved with these PSF bases to create image bases. Finally, we multiply

the coefficients of image bases with these image bases for each pixels and add the multiplication re-

sults along each pixel to obtain the final simulated image. Our method could generate high-fidelity

simulated images with spatially variable PSFs without boundary artifacts. The method proposed in

this paper significantly improves the speed of astronomical image simulation, potentially advancing

observational astronomy and instrumental development.

Keywords: Optical telescopes (1774) — Astronomical simulations (1857) — Neural networks (1933)

1. INTRODUCTION

Simulated observational data is a crucial tool in modern astronomy, serving as a cornerstone for the development

and evaluation of innovative astronomical instruments and data processing techniques. The ability to precisely control

the quality and content of simulated data provides researchers with an invaluable means to assess data processing

methods and design new astronomical instruments (Le Louarn et al. 2006; Carbillet et al. 2008; Connolly et al. 2010;

Liu & Jin 2011; Wang & Ellerbroek 2012; Le Louarn et al. 2012; van Dam et al. 2014; Perrin et al. 2014; Briguglio

et al. 2022). Simulated images, in particular, prove exceptionally useful for testing image processing algorithms and

forecasting scientific outcomes for a particular scientific project (Jee & Tyson 2011; Penny et al. 2013; Hoekstra et al.

2017; Lanusse et al. 2018; Korytov et al. 2019; Huber et al. 2019; Sánchez et al. 2020; Schmitz et al. 2020). In recent

years, deep learning based data processing approaches have been widely discussed. Since most deep learning algorithms

need training data with well distribution as prior information, simulated images can be used to significantly improve

the efficiency and accuracy of the deep learning based approach (Buchanan et al. 2022; Yue et al. 2022; Scaramella

et al. 2022; Zhou et al. 2022; Cao et al. 2022; Liu et al. 2022; Jia et al. 2022; He et al. 2022; Song et al. 2022; Deng

et al. 2022; Li et al. 2022; Shen et al. 2022). Furthermore, simulated images play a pivotal role in the development of

adaptive optic systems and different image restoration algorithms. These applications require a substantial number

of high-fidelity simulated images for a comprehensive performance evaluation (Mackay 2013; Denker et al. 2018; Lu

et al. 2018; Rodeghiero et al. 2018; Mieda et al. 2018; Jia et al. 2019; Beltramo-Martin et al. 2019; Fétick et al.

2020; Monty et al. 2021; Wang et al. 2021; Jia et al. 2021; Lauritsen et al. 2021; Femeńıa-Castella et al. 2022; Mi-
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nowa et al. 2022; Nammour et al. 2022; Guyon et al. 2022; Hitchcock et al. 2022; Bernardi et al. 2022; Yang et al. 2023).

The diverse applications of simulated images underscore their fundamental importance in driving progress across

multiple domains of astronomical research and instrumentation. As we continue to push the boundaries of our ob-

servational capabilities, the role of high-quality simulated data in refining our techniques and instruments becomes

increasingly critical. Researchers typically follow a systematic procedure to generate simulated images, which can be

outlined as follows:

• Obtain Point Spread Function (PSFs): Acquire PSFs for various fields of view or different observation times,

based on the optical design and aberration properties of the imaging system.

• Convolve Original Images: Convolve segments of high-resolution original images with corresponding PSFs to

create ’convolved images’ that account for optical system blurring effects.

• Generate Optical Images: Use the ’convolved images’ as prior probability distributions for photons, employing

random number generators to simulate photon redistribution and create ’optical images’.

• Add Noise and Sampling Errors: Incorporate various noises and sampling errors into the ’optical images’ to

simulate detector properties and inherent noise in astronomical imaging systems.

In the processes described above, the PSF plays a crucial role in generating simulated astronomical images. The PSF

characterizes how a point source of light is dispersed by an optical system, encompassing various real effects. These

include static aberrations arising from optical design or manufacturing imperfections, as well as dynamic aberrations

caused by atmospheric turbulence or misalignment of optical components (Piotrowski et al. 2013; La Camera et al.

2015; Wagner et al. 2019; Beltramo-Martin et al. 2020). However, the computation of PSFs and their subsequent

convolution with ”original images” to produce ”optical images” poses several significant challenges.

• PSFs typically exhibit variations across different fields of view in real astronomical observations. However,

current simulation techniques often simplify this complexity by assuming that PSFs remain uniform within small

image patches. While this approach facilitates easier computation, it represents a departure from the physical

reality of optical systems.

• When simulating large, extended astronomical objects such as galaxies or nebulae, researchers often need to

divide the image into smaller patches. Each of these patches is then convolved with PSFs corresponding to

different fields of view. However, this piecewise approach can introduce artifacts in the final simulated image,

such as visible seams or abrupt transitions between sections.

To solve the above problems, this paper introduces a novel approach for efficiently generating images with spatially

varying PSFs. We employ Principal Component Analysis (PCA) to decompose PSFs into a set of basis functions,

allowing PSF in each pixel to be represented by a series of parameters. Our method involves convolving the origi-

nal image with these PSF bases to produce image bases, which are then weighted by pixel-specific parameters and

combined to form the final simulated image. By convolving the entire image with a few PSF bases, rather than nu-

merous individual PSFs in different fields of view, our approach significantly reduces computational time and memory

usage. Furthermore, the resulting images exhibit pixel-level PSF variations without boundaries within observation

images, providing a more accurate representation of real astronomical observations. The details of our method are pre-

sented in Section 2, followed by results in Section 3, and concluding remarks and future research directions in Section 4.

2. METHOD

2.1. The Basic Principle

PSFs in observation images are influenced by two main factors: optical system diffraction and wavefront errors

caused by atmospheric turbulence or optical system aberrations. Optical system diffraction leads to the appearance

of diffraction rings or similar patterns, while wavefront errors cause PSF deformation. As wavefront errors change

continuously, PSFs also vary continuously across different fields of view. Traditional methods simulate images affected

by these PSFs through dividing the original image into small patches, each convolved with different PSFs. However,



3

this approach is computationally intensive. For example, a typical 2048 × 2048 pixel image divided into 16 × 16

pixel patches requires 16384 convolution operations, as each patch corresponds to an operation. Furthermore, these

methods can introduce visible boundaries between patches, which may reduce the effectiveness of the simulated images

for performance testing in various methods.

It is well-established that PSFs of optical telescopes can be effectively represented using various bases, either through

statistical methods or physically-inspired modeling approaches (Jee et al. 2007; Krist et al. 2011; Sun et al. 2022;

Liaudat et al. 2023). These representations allow for a more efficient parameterization of PSF components, which

can be applied to cosmic shear measurements or precise astrometry and photometry. It is worth noting that the

aforementioned methods are primarily used for data post-processing. While in this paper, we adapt these concepts to

generate simulated images affected by spatially variable PSFs by forward modeling as shown in figure 1. The underlying

principle is that by decomposing PSFs into specific bases and performing convolution of images with spatially variable

PSFs, we can express this process mathematically as follows:

FImg =


FImg1

...

FImgN×N

 = PSF ∗ IImg =


PSFT

1 · IImg
...

PSFT
N×N · IImg,

 (1)

where FImg represents the final simulated image and IImg denotes the original image. For simplicity, we assume

that both the PSF and the original image have the same dimensions of N ×N pixels. In cases where larger image sizes

are considered, we can easily adapt the above equations to represent the multiplication of two matrices with different

dimensions. If we consider that PSFs can be decomposed into specific bases, we can express this as:

PSFN×N =

M∑
m=1

αm,n · PSFBasesm, (2)

where α represents the coefficients of PSFBases, which are used to represent PSFs using their respective bases. With

these representations in place, we can rewrite Equation 1 as follows:

FImgN×N =

M∑
m=1

αm,n · PSFBasesTm · IImg, (3)

where m represents the coefficients of PSF bases convolved with the original image, and n denotes the PSF size. When

considering the convolution of the original image with spatially variable PSFs, we would typically need to perform

N×N convolutions (where N is the size of the original image). However, our approach requires only 2×K operations,
comprising K convolutions and K additions (where K is the number of PSF bases). For simulated images obtained

by sky survey telescopes, which often contain a large number of pixels (e.g. 9124 × 9124), the conventional method

would require 83247376 operations. In contrast, if these images are affected by PSFs with 20 bases, our approach

would necessitate only 40 operations. This significant reduction in computational complexity allows for substantial

time savings when employing our principle. The whole procedure of our simulated method is shown in Figure 1, which

includes two main parts: PSF bases generation part and Image Convolution and Addition part, we will discuss details

of our method below.

2.2. PSF Bases Generation Part

As discussed earlier, PSF bases represent a specific set that can effectively characterize PSFs across different fields

of view using a limited number of coefficients. PCA is a widely recognized method for constructing PSF bases. PCA

transforms high-dimensional datasets into lower-dimensional spaces while preserving the majority of the variability of

the original data. This is accomplished by identifying a new set of orthogonal axes, known as principal components,

along which the data points exhibit the greatest variation. In this study, we begin by obtaining a sample of PSFs to

serve as our original dataset. To better capture PSF variations, we establish a sampling distance between each PSF

that is smaller than the distance at which the difference between each PSF is less than 1%. Following this criterion, we
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Figure 1. The method proposed in this study is delineated in this figure, which illustrates a two-stage procedure for image
simulation. The first stage involves coefficient matrix generation, wherein PSF basis are derived from empirical PSF data. The
second stage encompasses the convolution and addition step, where the previously obtained PSF basis functions are convolved
with the original image to generate image bases. These image bases are weighted by the coefficients in each pixel and added
together to produce the final blurred image.

employ the non-uniform sampling method described by Jia et al. (2018) in our research. Typically, the number of PSF

bases should exceed both the number of PCA components and the size of PSFs when represented as one-dimensional

vectors. Consequently, we generally select several hundred PSFs from real observational data or generate an equivalent

number using simulation code. This selection includes both the original PSFs and PSFs with random subpixel shifts

to ensure a comprehensive representation of PSF variations.

To obtain PCA bases from the PSFs, we adopt the traditional approach outlined in Jee et al. (2007); Nie et al. (2021);

Sun et al. (2022). First, each of these L PSFs, originally an N ×N pixel matrix, is transformed into a one-dimensional

vector of size P (where P = N × N). These vectors are then stacked to form a P × L matrix. We apply Singular

Value Decomposition (SVD) to this matrix, resulting in a P ×P basis matrix and a P ×L singular value matrix. Each

column of the basis matrix represents a single PSF basis. Next, we calculate a cumulative weight figure, visualizing the

cumulative proportion of variance explained by successively included principal components. The parameters for this

chart are derived from the eigenvalues of the singular value matrix. Using the ’elbow’ method on the cumulative weight

chart, we select K bases located above the elbow point (Jolliffe 1990). This method effectively differentiates signal

from noise, as the contribution of meaningful components decreases gradually while random noise remains consistent.

This process allows us to extract the most significant PSF components. It is worth noting that alternative methods

for obtaining PSF bases can also be employed, provided they are statistically sound or physically meaningful. As long

as these PSF basis are orthogonal and linearly separable, we could use the method propose below for image simulation.

2.3. The Image Convolution and Addition Part

Having obtained the PSF bases, we can utilize them to generate simulated images from the original template

image. This involves fitting the selected PSF bases to the PSFs across different fields of view, yielding coefficients

that represent their contributions to the simulated images. These coefficients serve as initial values for constructing a

coefficient matrix through 2D linear interpolation, accounting for the continuous variation of PSFs across the image.

With K PSF bases and an original image size of N ×N , the coefficient matrix will have dimensions K×N ×N . Each

element in this matrix represents the contribution of a particular PSF basis at a specific pixel location.

With PSF bases and corresponding PSF coefficient parameter matrix, we could generate simulated images from the

original image by the following steps. Firstly, we will convolve the original image with all these PSF bases to generate
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image bases, as shown in equation 4:

ImgBasesm = Img ∗ PSFBasesm. (4)

In the above equation, ImgBasesm and PSFBasesm represent the image bases and PSF bases, respectively, for a

particular index m. To generate the convolved image, we multiply each pixel of the ImgBases with its corresponding

coefficient in the coefficient matrix and sum these values for each pixel, as define below:

FImg(x, y) =

M∑
m=1

ImgBasesm(x, y). (5)

It is important to note that while the phase introduced by aberrations is physically continuous between pixels, the

PSF itself is not. However when we consider the halo and wings of the PSF, which are not solely affected by phase

variations, we need to consider these variations in spatial domain. A potential solution to this challenge is to combine

PSFs derived from physical optics with halos or wings obtained from statistical models to create the final PSFs. We

will further investigate this approach in our future research.

3. PERFORMANCE TEST OF THE METHOD

In this section, we assess the performance of our method through two distinct scenarios. First, we generate simulated

data from real observation images obtained by the Ground-based Wide Angle Camera Array (GWAC), situated at the

Xinglong Observatory of the National Astronomical Observatories of China (NAOC), to evaluate the fidelity of the

images produced by our method (Xu et al. 2020). Second, we utilize simulated observations from the China Sky Survey

Telescope (CSST) to demonstrate the enhanced computational efficiency of our approach (Li et al. 2024). These two

scenarios provide a comprehensive evaluation of both the speed improvements and image quality achieved by our

proposed technique. In our paper, we utilize the traditional method to generate simulated images for comparison:

first, segmenting the image into smaller patches; then, applying standard convolution functions to each segment; and

finally, combining these processed patches to generate the complete blurred image. To assess performance, we measure

the processing speed of this classical approach on a system featuring two Intel Xeon 6342 CPUs. Meanwhile, we

evaluate our proposed method on the same computer, but with the addition of a single Nvidia RTX 3090 Ti GPU,

allowing for a direct comparison of CPU-based and GPU-accelerated image blurring techniques.

3.1. Simulated Image Generation Using GWAC Real Observational Data

Generation of simulated images using real observational data is a valuable data augmentation technique for various

machine learning algorithms. The fidelity of these simulated images and the image generation speed are crucial factors.

In this study, we aim to evaluate these properties comprehensively. Our real observational data were obtained from one

of the cameras in the GWAC, which has a field of view of around 150 squared degree, pixel scale of 11.7 pixels/arcsec

and is operating in white light mode. According to its design, PSFs in these cameras are under-sampling and may

have strong spatial variations. We build a dataset spanning 170 days, comprising 15876 frames, which we assume

statistically significant for our analysis. To ensure the quality and representativeness of our dataset, we carefully select

images of celestial objects with a signal-to-noise ratio (SNR) larger than 10. The SNR is defined in Equation 6,

SNR = 10 log10

(
Psignal

Pnoise

)
, (6)

where Psignal represents the power of the signal and Pnoise represents the power of the noise, respectively. Furthermore,

to accurately represent PSFs across different fields of view, we make a concerted effort to include celestial objects

distributed across various regions of the observational frame. However, it is important to acknowledge a potential

limitation in our approach. Despite our efforts, there remains a possibility that celestial objects near the corners of

the observational images may not be as well represented in our dataset. This potential under-representation could im-

pact the comprehensiveness of our PSF modeling, particularly for PSFs that are close to the corner of the fields of view.
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Following the aforementioned steps, we have obtained approximately 15000 PSFs. These PSFs are initially processed

using the PCA. By employing the ’elbow’ method, we select 100 PCA bases, which, as illustrated in the figure 2,

capture over 98% of the information contained in the original PSFs 2. These PSF bases can be utilized as basis for

further simulation. To evaluate the performance of our algorithm, we choose a real observation image and extract PSF

basis from it. As depicted in the figure, this image contains a diverse distribution of celestial object images. We then

proceed to extract the coefficients of these PSFs with the PCA framework and apply the inverse distance weighted

interpolation to obtain PCA coefficients for the entire image. Finally, we select a specific celestial object and compare

the simulated image with the original image.

Figure 2. The method proposed in this study is delineated in this figure, which illustrates a two-stage procedure for image
simulation. The first stage involves coefficient matrix generation, wherein PSF basis functions are derived from empirical PSF
data. The second stage encompasses the convolution and addition step, where the previously obtained PSF basis functions are
convolved with the original image to generate image components. These image components are weighted by the coefficients in
each pixel and added together to produce the final blurred image.

To obtain statistically significant results, we process 4 frames of observation data and generated 4 simulated images.

It costs 1 second to generate all these simulated images. Meanwhile the traditional CPU based image simulation

method will cost 12 seconds to generate 4 images. We then compare these simulated images with their original

counterparts, focusing on differences in Full Width at Half Maximum (FWHM) and ellipticity. We use the following

equation to calculate the FWHM:

f(x) = A exp

(
− (x− µ)2

2σ2

)
, (7)

where A stands for peak value of these stars and sigma stands for the FWHM of these PSFs. For the ellipticity, we

use the Equation 7 to obtain the final results 3:

e =

√
1− b2

a2
, (8)

where a and b represent the semi-major and semi-minor axes of the PSFs, when we fit them with elliptical equation.

The results, presented in figure 3.1, reveal minimal discrepancies. It is worth noting that the GWAC operates in

white light mode, which introduces additional complexities due to chromatic aberration and atmospheric dispersion.

Considering these factors, the small differences observed between simulated and original images further validate the

efficacy of our method.

3.2. Simulated Image Generation According to Properties of Simulation Data

To further evaluate the effectiveness of our approach, we consider a second simulation task in this section: integrating

our image simulation method into a simulation framework. Specifically, we aim to incorporate our method into the
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(a) (b) ( c)

Figure 3. Comparison of simulated and actual celestial object characteristics. (a) shows the histogram of the ellipticity
differences between simulated images and actual celestial object images. This plot demonstrates that the simulated images have
an ellipticity distribution similar to the actual images, though some differences exist due to the telescope’s wide field of view
and white light mode. (b) and (c) display the FWHM distribution along the row and column directions, respectively, comparing
simulated data (in light orange) with sample data (in light blue). The x-axis represents the FWHM, while the y-axis represents
the percentage. These histograms highlight the differences in the peak positions and spread between the simulated and actual
data. These results indicate that the simulation method produces images with characteristics close to real observations.

simulation framework designed for the China Space Station Telescope (CSST). The CSST is a large, space-based

astronomical telescope with a 2-meter aperture, offering excellent performance in terms of a large field of view and

high image quality. It is equipped with the capability for on-orbit maintenance and upgrading. The CSST features

five onboard instruments, including a Main Survey Camera (MSC), a Terahertz Receiver, a Multichannel Imager, an

Integral Field Spectrograph, and a Cool Planet Imaging Coronagraph. The CSST comprises 30 detectors, with 18

dedicated to multi-band imaging and 12 used for spectroscopic observations. The pixel scale in the MSC is 0.074

arcseconds, and each detector captures images with 9232 × 9216 pixels. The MSC will use these detectors to obtain

images of celestial objects.

Given the CSST’s unprecedented capability to observe the sky with exceptional resolution and depth, generating

simulated images has become challenge for testing various methods and predicting scientific outcomes. To address

this need, scientists have developed specialized software to simulate images that the CSST is expected to capture 1.

The software incorporates various effects and generates PSFs for different fields of view and wavelengths, enhancing

the accuracy of simulations . In the classical approach, scientists typically assume that PSFs remain uniform within

very small regions. They then convolve these small regions to produce the final simulated observation images. This

method generally requires 30 minutes to generate a simulated image for a single wavelength.

In our approach, we begin by sampling PSFs across one of the detectors using the previously described method. As

illustrated in the figure 4, we have obtained 5041 PSFs distributed throughout the entire detector. Subsequently, we

decompose these PSFs into 100 PSF bases and employ our novel method to generate simulated images. The process

requires approximately 9.51 seconds on average to produce a single frame of simulated images. Notably, the image size

and the number of celestial objects directly influence the computational load. To account for this, we have generated

simulated images with varying dimensions and different quantities of celestial objects, as detailed in the accompanying

table 1.

To evaluate the accuracy of our simulated images, we have generated a series of images, each containing 2916

celestial objects, using both the classical method and our proposed approach. We have then calculated the Mean

Absolute Error - MAE ( 1n
∑n

i=1 |yi − ŷi|) and ellipticity of these PSFs. The results of this analysis are presented in

Figure 5. As evident from this figure, our method demonstrates the capability to generate highly realistic images

with minimal discrepancies. Additionally, we have created a heatmap to visualize the distribution of residual errors.

1 https://csst-tb.bao.ac.cn/code/csst-sims/csst msc sim

https://csst-tb.bao.ac.cn/code/csst-sims/csst_msc_sim
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Figure 4. This figure shows the distribution of 1458 sampling points from astronomical images, where duplicate coordinates
have been removed and the remaining points were randomly selected. The X-axis and Y-axis represent the image’s horizontal
and vertical coordinates, respectively. The blue dots represent the positions of the sampled points.

Original Image Size 512× 512 pixels 1024× 1024 pixels

Different Methods
Classical Method (Different Patch Size)

Ours
Classical Method (Different Patch Size)

Ours
32× 32 64× 64 128× 128 256× 256 32× 32 64× 64 128× 128 256× 256

Average Time Cost (s) 206.94 55.05 17.46 7.39 1.24 807.73 204.55 57.47 19.34 2.87

Table 1. The total time cost of different methods in generation of blurred images. As shown in this table, our method is much
faster than the classical method, even when we use patches with relatively large size in the classical method.

Figure 6 (a) and figure 6 (b) illustrate that our method successfully generates simulated images with the majority of

differences primarily concentrated around 0. Finally, we present a simulated image of a nearby galaxy to showcase the

capabilities of our method in figure 7. Given the substantial size of nearby galaxies, traditional simulation methods

often produce noticeable boundaries between image segments. In contrast, our approach generates realistic simulated

images without these artificial boundaries, as demonstrated in the figure 7. This seamless integration highlights the

superior performance of our method in creating large-scale astronomical simulations, particularly for extended celestial

objects.

4. CONCLUSIONS AND FUTURE WORKS

The advancement of diverse astronomical instruments and technologies necessitates high-fidelity simulated images

with spatially and temporally variable PSFs. Classical methods, however, are computationally demanding and often

produce blurred images with discernible boundaries. This paper introduces an innovative approach for generating

high-fidelity simulated images. Our method enables the creation of images with spatially variable PSFs and seamless

boundaries. This technique has potential applications in the development and performance evaluation of various

telescopes. Moreover, it facilitates the generation of large-scale simulated image datasets, which are particularly

crucial for training diverse artificial intelligence algorithms in astronomical research and data processing.

Our analysis reveals residual discrepancies between images generated by our method and those produced through

classical approaches. These differences may stem from the PCA decomposition process, suggesting the need for

further investigation into novel techniques for deriving more effective PSF bases tailored to our specific applications.

Additionally, given that both our method and the classical approach are grounded in PSF concepts, it is crucial to

incorporate high-fidelity PSF simulation or modeling techniques. These enhancements should account for not only

diffraction effects but also rings and halos, thereby producing more realistic results. Moreover, we plan to explore

methods for integrating chromatic aberration and atmospheric dispersion effects, further improving the authenticity
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(a) (b)

Figure 5. Comparison of two key metrics between simulated and true PSFs. (a) displays the distribution of ellipticity
differences, with the x-axis representing the ellipticity difference and the y-axis indicating the percentage of occurrence for each
value. A red dashed line marks the 90% cutoff point at approximately 0.0901, identifying the range where most ellipticity
differences are concentrated. (b) illustrates the distribution of Mean Absolute Error (MAE) values across 2916 positions, with
the x-axis showing the MAE values and the y-axis representing the percentage of occurrence for each value. Together, these
plots provide insights into the variation and concentration of differences between simulated and true PSFs.

(a) (b)

Figure 6. Spatial comparison of Mean Squared Error (MSE) and ellipticity component differences between simulated and true
data. (a) presents the MSE distribution across a 2D grid, highlighting error variations across different areas. (b) shows the
spatial differences in ellipticity components e1 (left) and e2 (right), with both subplots using a unified color scale to represent
the magnitude of these differences. The left subplot displays the distribution of differences in the e1 component, while the right
subplot displays the distribution of differences in the e2 component. Together, these visualizations provide insights into the
spatial accuracy and ellipticity consistency of the simulation compared to actual data.

Figure 7. The original and blurred image obtained by our method. We can find that there are no boundaries in the blurred
image, which could often be seen in images generated by other methods.
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of our simulated images.
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