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Abstract

Recovering high-fidelity images of the night sky from blurred observations is a fundamental problem in
astronomy, where traditional methods typically fall short. In ground-based astronomy, combining multiple
exposures to enhance signal-to-noise ratios is further complicated by variations in the point-spread function
caused by atmospheric turbulence. In this work, we present a self-supervised multi-frame method, based on
deep image priors, for denoising, deblurring, and coadding ground-based exposures. Central to our approach
is a carefully designed convolutional neural network that integrates information across multiple observations
and enforces physically motivated constraints. We demonstrate the method’s potential by processing Hyper
Suprime-Cam exposures, yielding promising preliminary results with sharper restored images.

Keywords: deep generative prior, ground-based astronomy, astronomy image processing

1. Introduction

The latest ground-based astronomical surveys,
such as the Hyper Suprime-Cam (HSC) survey [1]
and the upcoming Legacy Survey of Space and Time
(LSST) from the Rubin Observatory [2], are designed
to capture exposures of vast portions of the night sky.
These surveys rely heavily on high-resolution ground-
based telescopes that produce massive datasets, ne-
cessitating substantial processing before meaningful
scientific analysis can occur. In particular, imaging
distant and faint celestial objects as part of these
large-scale surveys requires advanced image process-
ing algorithms to maximize the extraction of reliable
and useful information.

A key challenge when developing such algorithms
lies in addressing atmospheric blur, an unwanted
but inevitable consequence of ground-based obser-
vations. The process of mitigating this blur, known
as deconvolution, is particularly complex due to the
high noise levels, wide dynamic range, and various
artifacts present in the exposures. Our work tack-
les the challenge of multi-frame astronomical image
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restoration, focusing on combining multiple noisy
and blurry exposures to produce a sharp, unified
latent image of the night sky.

1.1. Related work

Past approaches for multi-frame image restoration
in the field of astronomy include lucky imaging [3],
coaddition [4], maximum likelihood estimation [5, 6],
and streaming methods [7, 8, 9, 10, 11]. These
techniques must carefully balance the effective in-
tegration of data from multiple observations, while
managing noise levels and blur across exposures.

More recently, several machine learning and deep
learning frameworks have achieved viable results
in a variety of difficult inverse imaging problems,
including image restoration. One such approach in-
volves training a convolutional neural network in a
supervised manner to deblur images by performing
spatial convolution with a large inverse kernel [12].
Other methods use neural networks to enhance or
post-process the outputs of classical image restora-
tion methods, such as Wiener or Richardson-Lucy
deconvolution, which rely on undoing the blur in the
Fourier domain [13, 14]. These traditional methods
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also serve as inspiration for other end-to-end deep
learning image restoration techniques [15].

All of these supervised approaches rely on col-
lections of labeled training data, which is a major
impediment for their adoption in the field of astron-
omy, where ground truth observations are costly to
acquire. This motivates the need for unsupervised
deep learning approaches for astronomical image
restoration.

Prominently, the method of deep image priors,
a self-supervised technique that was introduced by
Ulyanov et al. [16], represents one such avenue. As
part of this approach, a so-called “hourglass” image
generator network is used to parametrize the map-
ping from a randomly initialized vector to a single
degraded image. This mapping can be leveraged to
perform a variety of image processing tasks, such as
denoising, in-painting, artifact removal, and super-
resolution, among others. The framework has been
extended to perform blind image deconvolution with
natural images [17, 18]. Yet, such techniques remain
absent from the astronomy community.

1.2. Contributions

Inspired by the aforementioned deep learning ap-
proaches for image restoration, and in particular
by deep image priors, we develop a novel unsuper-
vised method for multi-frame astronomical image
restoration, dubbed AstroClearNet. As part of our
approach, we solve for a sharp, noise-free latent
image of the night sky by using information from
multiple noisy and blurry co-registered exposures of
a given region of the sky.

In particular, we model the latent image as a func-
tion of the multiple noisy and blurry exposures, and
parametrize this function using a carefully-designed
neural network with learnable parameters. By learn-
ing the parameters of the network and exploiting the
regularizing effect imposed by the network’s archi-
tecture, AstroClearNet yields a latent image which
corresponds to a maximum a posteriori (MAP) esti-
mate for a given statistical model of the exposures,
as outlined in Section 3.1.

Our approach is unique in that rather than find-
ing a latent image for a single degraded observation,
we combine information from multiple exposures
of the same part of the sky in order to generate
a single, common latent image. As a result, the
neural network architecture proposed in this paper,
which is relatively simple and contains few learnable
parameters, is suited to processing batches of expo-

sures of the sky, akin to imaging data produced by
modern ground-based surveys.

To demonstrate the effectiveness and performance
of AstroClearNet, we conducted tests using a set
of Hyper Suprime-Cam (HSC) exposures, which
serve as a precursor to forthcoming imaging data
from the Rubin Observatory. The results are highly
promising, indicating that the method is well-suited
for integration into processing pipelines for studies
with ground-based astronomical imaging data.

2. Modeling the imaging data

We begin by outlining the setup for our method.
Modern astronomical surveys produce datasets con-
sisting of calibrated, co-registered, high-resolution
exposures of the same region of the sky, which we
denote as y={y(1), . . . , y(n)}. For each t = 1, . . . , n,
the image y(t)∈Rd is represented as a d-dimensional
column vector, corresponding to a noisy, blurry ob-
servation captured at time t, whose pixel values are
denoted as y

(t)
i for i = 1, . . . , d. To simplify nota-

tion, we present the mathematical framework in this
paper for images represented as one-dimensional
arrays (column vectors). Nonetheless, all models,
derivations, and algorithms can be readily adapted
and have been implemented for two-dimensional
image arrays.

We note that the pixel values y
(t)
i represent pho-

ton counts measured at each pixel in each exposure.
Along with these measurements, we also obtain aux-
iliary data on the variability and usability of each
pixel value. In particular, we are given correspond-
ing standard deviations σ

(t)
i , and hence variances

v
(t)
i

.
= (σ

(t)
i )2, for these measurements. Additionally,

each exposure is accompanied by a mask, denoted
as m = {m(1), . . . ,m(n)}. The masks are binary ar-
rays indicating whether specific pixel values in the
exposures are valid measurements. Specifically, for
each t=1, . . . , n and i=1, . . . , d, the mask entries
are defined as follows:

m
(t)
i

.
=

{
1, if y(t)i is an acceptable measurement,
0, otherwise.

Moreover, we are given point-spread functions
(PSFs), denoted as f={f (1), . . . , f (n)}. For each
t=1, . . . , n, the PSF f (t)∈ Rd′

is a d′-dimensional
column vector (where d′ < d) that represents the
convolution kernel (or blur) associated with expo-
sure y(t). These PSFs are typically derived from
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Figure 1: Hyper Suprime-Cam (HSC) imaging data. Left: A cutout of size 1000× 1000 pixels from an HSC exposure,
where each pixel y(t)i is normalized by its standard deviation σ

(t)
i . The exposures contain useful information such as sources

(e.g. stars, galaxies), which are obfuscated by noise, atmospheric blur and other artifacts, such as occlusions caused by chip gaps
and their borders (i.e., the large gray bands with dark gray borders). Middle: The masks are applied to each pixel, in order to
disregard problematic pixels such as those corresponding to chip gaps and their borders (colored in black). Right: The PSF f (t)

for this exposure produced by the HSC software pipeline, of size 25× 25 pixels (not to scale).

stars in the exposures, which are identified from a
catalog of sources.

We display a concrete example of such imaging
data in Figure 1, which is sourced from the Hy-
per Suprime-Cam (HSC) survey. This dataset con-
sists of n = 33 calibrated i-band exposures taken
by the HSC telescope, together with their associ-
ated masks and PSFs. For more information on the
pre-processing of this imaging data, see [19, 20, 1].

To model the exposures, we follow the approach
proposed in the ImageMM framework [21]. Specifi-
cally, we model each observed exposure y(t) as the
result of convolving the true, background-subtracted,
noise-free latent image of the night sky, denoted as
x, with the corresponding PSF f (t), plus an additive
noise term η(t). The observed pixel values in each
exposure are thus represented by:

y
(t)
i = (f (t)∗ x)i + η

(t)
i . (1)

The noise terms η
(t)
i are assumed to be indepen-

dently drawn from a probability distribution with
a mean of zero and variance v

(t)
i . For instance, one

may model the noise terms as independent, mean
zero Gaussian random variables whose variances are
given by v

(t)
i

.
= (σ

(t)
i )2, as detailed in [21]. One can

also consider noise terms drawn from distributions
with heavier tails in order to account for outlier
pixel values, as we will explain in the next section.

Moreover, we highlight that in model (1), the
PSFs and noise terms may vary between exposures,
whereas the underlying latent image of the sky re-
mains common to all exposures.

3. The AstroClearNet framework

To perform multi-frame astronomical image
restoration, our goal is to recover the unknown la-
tent image x from model (1) using the exposures
and PSFs at hand.

3.1. MLE and MAP estimation

A classical approach for doing so involves solving
for the latent image x as a maximum likelihood esti-
mate (MLE) of model (1). To do so, one estimates a
latent image x̂ which is most likely to have generated
the exposures y and PSFs f , by maximizing the joint
likelihood p(x | y, f) of the pixel values of x given
the data, i.e., the exposures y and PSFs f . Equiva-
lently, the MLE problem entails minimizing the joint
negative log-likelihood L(x | y, f) .

= − ln p(x | y, f)
of the latent image’s pixel values:

x̂ = argmin
x∈X

L (x | y, f) . (2)

This minimization problem is defined over the set
of images with non-negative pixel values, denoted
as X .

= {x ∈ Rd+d′−1
+ }. Following [21], we enforce

this non-negativity constraint to obtain physically
meaningful maximum likelihood estimates, where
sky pixels are zero and source pixels (e.g., stars,
galaxies) have positive values. Additionally, the
restored image x̂ is padded with d′−1 extra pixels to
account for flux contributions from sources beyond
the telescope’s field of view during the restoration
process.

3



However, MLE techniques often fail to form
physically meaningful restorations x̂ of the night
sky [5, 6, 22]. One may thus operate under a
Bayesian framework, and solve for the latent im-
age as a maximum a posteriori (MAP) estimate:

x̂ = argmax
x∈X

ln p(y, f | x) + ln p(x). (3)

In the formulation above, p(y, f | x) is the joint
conditional distribution of pixel values in the expo-
sures y and PSFs f given those in the latent image
x, which is given by the joint distribution of the
noise terms from (1) (e.g., the Gaussian distribu-
tion). Meanwhile, p(x) is a prior distribution on
the pixels values of the latent image, for which a
handcrafted regularization prior, such as the total
variation norm [16], might typically be used.

3.2. AstroClearNet deep image prior

The key to computing x̂ as a MAP estimate thus
lies in an effective choice of regularization prior,
which may be challenging in the context of astro-
nomical image restoration. Indeed, the distribution
of pixel values in the unknown latent image may be
complex, and sometimes indeterminate, especially
when working with exposures of unknown regions
of the sky. Nevertheless, one can bypass this hurdle
and impose an effective prior through the structure
of an untrained, generative neural network, i.e., a
so-called deep image prior [16].

Inspired by this approach, we develop a self-
supervised multi-frame method for restoring astro-
nomical images, dubbed AstroClearNet. Our ap-
proach is an extension of the flash-no flash method
for image-pair restoration proposed in [16], to the
setting of multi-frame image restoration.

As part of our method, we solve for the latent
image in a self-supervised manner using a neu-
ral network with an encoder-decoder (i.e., “hour-
glass") architecture, as illustrated in Figure 2. Sim-
ilarly to what was outlined in a previous pub-
lication by the authors [23], the salient feature
of AstroClearNet consists of encoding the latent
image x as a function of the multiple exposures
y = {y(1), y(2), . . . , y(n)}. We parametrize this func-
tion using a neural network Fθ with learnable pa-
rameters θ. We then decode the latent image
x = Fθ(y) by convolving it with n convolutional
filters f={f (1), . . . , f (n)} in order to produce recon-
structions of our input exposures, which we denote
by ŷ = {ŷ(1), . . . , ŷ(n)}, where ŷ(t) = f (t) ∗ Fθ(y) for

each t = 1, . . . , n. The convolutional filters f corre-
spond to the PSFs for each exposure, if these are
known. Otherwise, they could be included as addi-
tional learnable parameters of the hourglass network,
as outlined in Appendix A.

3.3. Training the network
Under this setup, the task of solving for the latent

image x = Fθ(y) boils down to learning the unknown
mapping Fθ. In turn, this essentially entails tuning
the unknown learnable parameters of the network,
θ, such that the network generates reconstructions
ŷ that are consistent with the input exposures y.

Inspired by the robust restoration framework
of [21], we do so by minimizing the Huber loss be-
tween our network’s inputs y and outputs ŷ, namely:

θ∗ = argmin
θ

∑
t,i

m
(t)
i Hδ

(
y
(t)
i

σ
(t)
i

,

[
f (t)∗Fθ(y)

]
i

σ
(t)
i

)
(4)

where Hδ : R× R → R is defined as follows:

Hδ(y, ŷ) :=

{
1
2 (y − ŷ)

2 for |y − ŷ| ≤ δ,

δ
(
|y − ŷ| − 1

2δ
)

otherwise.
(5)

We note that Hδ is applied pixel-wise across all pairs
of corresponding pixels in the input exposures y and
their reconstructions ŷ, which are scaled by their
standard deviations. We adopt the Huber loss as
it balances sensitivity to small discrepancies and
robustness to outliers. Indeed, when the difference
between pixel values in y and ŷ is small (i.e., below
a threshold δ ∈ R), the Huber loss behaves like
the mean squared error, which corresponds to the
negative log-likelihood function (2) of the latent im-
age’s pixels values under the assumption of Gaussian
noise in model (1). However, for larger discrepancies
exceeding δ, which are typically caused by outlier
pixels, the Huber loss transitions to a linear func-
tion. This reduces the influence of such outliers on
the overall loss, especially compared to the mean
squared error. The Huber loss is thus less sensitive
to outliers, enabling the recovery of latent images x̂
that are robust to the adverse impact of heavy-tailed
noise in the exposures.

For the sake of clarity, we point out that once
the network has been trained by finding the optimal
network parameter values θ∗ in (4), the estimated
latent image x̂ is then computed via a forward pass
through the trained encoder of our hourglass net-
work, namely:

x̂ = Fθ∗(y). (6)
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Depthwise convolution ReLU
Batch 

Normalization
Concatenate Pointwise Convolution 2D Convolution

𝑥 = 𝐹𝜃(𝑦)

Encoder Decoder

Figure 2: Network architecture. The network takes multiple exposures of the night sky y = {y(1), . . . , y(n)} as input.
These exposures pass through the “encoder" of the network, where we extract and combine multi-scale information via various
convolutional layers. All input exposures first pass through several depth-wise convolution layers in parallel, before a ReLU
activation and batch normalization are applied. The resulting output channels are concatenated, before a pointwise convolution is
applied to produce the latent image x, which respects desired physical constraints such as non-negativity due to the application of
another ReLU activation. We then “decode" the latent image x via a final 2D convolutional layer to produce the reconstructions
ŷ = {ŷ(1), . . . , ŷ(n)}. This last layer corresponds to the PSFs for each exposure (if these are known), and thus contains fixed,
constant weights. Otherwise, the weights in the last layer could be considered as additional learnable parameters, allowing for
the extension of AstroClearNet to the setting of blind multi-frame image restoration, as outlined in Appendix A.

3.4. AstroClearNet network architecture

We now elaborate on the key architectural fea-
tures of the AstroClearNet neural network, which is
illustrated in Figure 2.
• Hourglass structure: An hourglass or encoder-
decoder architecture naturally fits our image restora-
tion problem. Indeed, since our goal is to recover the
latent image x from the observed exposures based
on model (1), we must first map the input exposures
into a latent space to learn x, thus requiring an en-
coder. The decoder then reconstructs the exposures
from the latent image, forming a self-supervised
learning framework. This approach is essential, as
no labeled training data is available for our task.

• Multi-frame method and multi-scale fea-
ture maps: Moreover, to effectively learn the la-
tent image, we must combine information from all
n observations. This motivates the use of depthwise
convolutions in the encoder. Indeed, unlike tradi-
tional convolutions, which aggregate information
across input channels, depthwise convolutions apply
separate kernels to each channel, thus preserving
information specific to each observation. Further-
more, this allows us to capture features at multiple
scales by applying depthwise convolutions in parallel
with different kernel sizes, promoting the learning
of features at varying resolutions. Once the input
exposures pass through these depthwise convolution
layers, the resulting feature maps are merged using
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Figure 3: Results with HSC imaging data. Left: Cutouts from an HSC exposure, where the sky-background is noisy,
and blurry sources are hard to detect, especially when they are small and faint (top row). Middle: Cutouts from the HSC
pipeline coadd, in which sky-background noise is reduced, and sources become more easily distinguishable despite retaining
some blur. Right: Corresponding cutouts from latent image x̂ obtained using AstroClearNet. The estimate x̂ exhibits minimal
sky-background noise, and sources appear markedly sharper than those in the coadd, enabling more detailed visualization of
fine spatial features such as the shapes and sizes of galaxies (middle and bottom row).

pointwise convolutions, thereby generating a single
latent image which combines multi-scale information
from all exposures.

• Incorporating physical model and con-
straints: Another key requirement when design-
ing AstroClearNet entails ensuring that the net-
work’s output ŷ adheres to the physical model of
the exposures given in (1). This principle shapes
the decoder’s structure, ensuring that its final layer
(a 2D convolution) produces outputs that follow
ŷ(t) = f (t)∗x = f (t)∗Fθ(y) for each t = 1, . . . , n. By
embedding this model directly into the neural net-
work’s architecture, we maintain consistency with
the underlying physics. Additionally, to enforce
the non-negativity constraint on the latent image

x, we apply a ReLU activation in the last layer of
our encoder, thus ensuring the network produces a
physically meaningful latent image.

4. Results and discussion

We now present preliminary results obtained by
applying AstroClearNet on a multi-frame restoration
task using ground-based astronomical imaging data
from the Hyper Suprime-Cam (HSC) survey, which
was described in Figure 1. Specifically, we used
n = 33 HSC exposures of size 4200 × 4200 pixels,
together with their corresponding masks, standard
deviations and PSFs, in order to recover a latent
image of the night sky. Our results are presented in
Figure 3.
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Strikingly, we observe that AstroClearNet gen-
erates latent images with minimal sky-background
noise and noticeably sharper bright sources com-
pared to those in the HSC pipeline coadd. This
enhanced clarity reveals fine spatial features—such
as the shapes and structures of galaxies—in remark-
able detail. We also observe that the method is able
to effectively reduce the blur around various types
of sources (of various shapes and sizes), even when
sources are not well-separated in the exposures.

Despite the overall effectiveness of the approach,
certain limitations remain. In particular, the detec-
tion of small, low-surface-brightness sources in faint
sky regions may be less reliable when using latent im-
ages produced by AstroClearNet, especially in com-
parison to advanced multi-frame restoration meth-
ods such as ImageMM [21]. Further comprehensive
photometric evaluations are necessary to rigorously
assess the detection limits attainable through As-
troClearNet ’s restorations.

Such limitations suggest several paths for improv-
ing on the preliminary results. For instance, it may
be possible to enhance the latent images by perform-
ing multi-frame image restoration in a higher spatial
resolution, as shown in [21, 10]. This would entail
modifications of AstroClearNet ’s network architec-
ture to allow for learning a super-resolved latent
image x with sub-pixel detail in galaxies and stars,
which may facilitate the detection of small, faint
sources. Moreover, an interesting avenue for fu-
ture work involves leveraging the differentiability of
the network (with respect to the exposures), i.e.,
the existence of ∂yFθ(y), in order to propagate un-
certainties from the input exposures through the
restoration process. This would allow us to con-
struct confidence intervals for the restored latent
images, providing valuable information for subse-
quent scientific analyses. Furthermore, as part of
future work, the authors plan on rigorously compar-
ing AstroClearNet with the ImageMM method [21],
as well as exploring the possibility of combining the
two methods to leverage the strengths of each.

Appendix A. Joint estimation of PSFs

As mentioned in Section 3.2, one can extend the
AstroClearNet framework in order to perform multi-
frame blind image restoration.

In this setting, the PSFs f={f (1), . . . , f (n)} cor-
responding to each exposure y={y(1), . . . , y(n)} are
assumed to be unknown, and thus, one may jointly
estimate the latent image x and these PSFs f as

maximum a posterior (MAP) estimates of model (1).
This is achieved by computing:

x̂, f̂ = argmax
x,f

ln p(y | x, f) + ln p(x, f). (A.1)

Note that p(y | x, f) is the conditional distribution
of the pixel values in the exposures y given those in
the latent image x and PSFs f , which, as outlined
in Section 3.1, is given by the joint distribution of
the noise terms from (1) (e.g., the Gaussian distribu-
tion). Meanwhile, p(x, f) is a joint prior distribution
on the pixels values of the latent image and PSFs, for
which a handcrafted regularization prior is typically
used.

Due to the difficulties in coming up with an effec-
tive prior, especially in the context of astronomical
image restoration, one may therefore compute x̂
and f̂ as MAP estimates by leveraging the Astro-
ClearNet deep image prior, exactly as outlined in
Section 3.2.

In particular, when training the hourglass network
from Figure 2, one would jointly learn the network
weights of the encoder, θ, as well as the weights of
the decoder, i.e., the final 2D convolution layer f :

θ∗, f∗ = argmin
θ,f

∑
t,i

m
(t)
i Hδ

(
y
(t)
i

σ
(t)
i

,

[
f (t)∗Fθ(y)

]
i

σ
(t)
i

)
(A.2)

The optimal weights of the decoder f∗ obtained
after training the network would thus correspond to
the MAP estimates of the unknown PSFs for each
exposure.
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