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Survey on Image Deblurring Algorithms

CHEN Kang, LIN Jianhan and LIU Yuanjie

School of Information and Electrical Engineering,China Agricultural University, Beijing 100083, China

Abstract Image deblurring is a classic problem in computer vision,aiming to recover sharp visual information from blurry input
images or videos. Blur is often caused by factors such as camera misfocus,camera shake,or fast-moving objects. Traditional de-
blurring methods typically model the task as a deconvolution problem, treating the blurry image as the convolution of a sharp
image and a blur kernel. However, these methods face limitations when dealing with complex or non-ideal blur types. In recent
years,deep learning-based regression methods have made significant breakthroughs. These approaches leverage architectures such
as Convolutional Neural Networks(CNNs) and Transformers to learn the mapping between blurry and sharp images,enabling ef-
fective handling of complex blur scenarios without explicit modeling of the blur kernel. Additionally, generative deep learning
methods,such as Generative Adversarial Networks(GANs) and Diffusion models, have shown considerable potential in the de-
blurring field. Generative Al,by modeling and learning the image detail generation process,not only effectively removes blur but
also generates high-quality images with fine textures.demonstrating superior performance in challenging blur scenarios. This pa-
per first introduces the characteristics of image blur and outlines common deblurring tasks and evaluation metrics. It then delves
into the fundamental architectures and training methods of deblurring models, providing a comparative analysis of representative
state-of-the-art deblurring models. Finally, the paper explores potential future research directions in the field of image deblurring.

Keywords Image deblurring,Deep learning, Deconvolution, Autoregression model, Generative artificial intelligence
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o N (oo™ Rom —ABIME A o BT 22 50 B 2 0”1 i 7 45
AT 5 8,2 B AN o ] 25 1 MR 7 0 5 B . 3 R P AR A 1Y
80 BB TN S — A TR B 2% > I 29 A TR, A8 0 4 K >4 Tl
FRF ] 26 i1 W 75 PR AR T, o 3 0000 Jm A B8 7 T 0 PR DL o ST
o R U3 o YN R AR T B 25 O B M L AR S R T IR L B
AR S LT T PR o A s R R B 1l SR A 43 A ke s b
AU I B B R

oL [ 1) =NU, 1 5p5(L,50) .2 (L, 51)) 12)

T O T 138 R AR A% A U A RN T Y R A
P A A B R AE LG BRI SE SR, X R Oy vk L T
M6 — 5 B4 PR AR R S R TR R 55 . S AR Y T R T
e FLA T 22 1 41 RN SC L (05X 8 A0 Y AL S0 B Ol B
AR P2 T A5 28 A il ) R AR S B, 3 R A 1 S
A RE 5 92 MRS — B0, DA 52 W) 2 A58 280 2R 0 4 4 1k A B
i, RRIETE ES S  #R b, AR RS TT RE 2l B LA I R
Bn P BGY BB I BB KR AT X R TR T R B
SR R AT E TS R AR AR DA BUR B
W A S A A R T R S R N R ) Y SRR A
Az RS BT 23 ORI AT 55 v o 2 DR ) DG R e

4.2 REZFIREBIZEHY

B UL BRI S A T DL O DUR WO SE B T & W 4%
A R T Transformer 2244 .
4.2.1 A THZM%ERM

ol 225 1) 24 SR A T Ry % o 288 B D00 2% )2 5 ok 3 B R ME
7 AT L. &M ERERZEERE EER ER
NEFERZE . HAt g @ik 1 731,

F1 WEMKEHBENIT RS 5

Table 1 Computational complexity of common layers in neural
networks
EEEE] GEWHEERE FI B RAEREKE
AR E OCk » n? + DY) o OCloge (n))
FEE OG? « DY) O o)
EEHE O® + D) oD O
18 3 Z O(n + D®) O On)

TE A RIFSIKEE, D R e b REB K.

B TRZTE N A BE R 2 > B RAFZ AR ) i =X
iR BN, B e TR B S AR T g T ik A
A WFERS . BRI E 1 320k J5 5 % B RO A N AR
Sk B AT 7] A T ST Y FE R Sk A . DL ResNet A5 A1)
S AR i 2 00 2% SR A e e Bk 2 L AR T T 45 T
TR RN AROR AR . Bk 2% 0 B 1o Bk B B2 (Skip Connec-
tions) ¥ i A B AL 16 25 J5 222 Ll M 45 RE RS TE 5 5y i~ )
A G5 B r G Z 18] 1 22 53 10l B 3 B0 3 i 1R, X
B AR T T BB RE 8 ARG 1 B6 BT 2R 1)
FEMEFERN b, U-Net B85 3 — 25 58 3 4 O 32 1T 19 Bk BK %
B2 G T B AR B IC R AE L B A AR . XA Tk
AT LS G O PR IR0 AR 55 45 2 45 0 38 T A 3R AR AR R
Yt Kupyn S0 500 25 & A o 51 4% (GAND (1) S8 48,
P T B R R AW R 45 Deblur-GAN, 1% 7 iR AR A 2%
o0 £6% SR FH 5% 22 325 2 11 A FRU2 ok 92 B 25 45000, 1T 4] 331 4% 199 4% U1
R JH I IR AT 3 ) ok PP AL AR R I T i . RSB B TR R
TE T BERLCRFNZ AL RE 7, (BB LTI PR PR D &
TREE 1Y B 32 WP A R, ok DA R B BE B 45 R 2 ] A 4 61
KRR 5 2) 45 FRUR P A% 72 e T 3o A b AR DR A B = AR
ANEN BN RIE ., % %R (Dense Layers) 2t T A
BIR DT 3 E A BT B8 R AR AL 45 9820 2 BO8CRE I 22 1
B BE T 22 0] 8, Purohit ZM 4 W T — R iy X 8 38 7 A2 Bk
20 Y X I SE N R R 2% T 2 S R IR A5 Y S T A
A% . 33 88 DX Al N AR R A S B A AR 2 1 A S
AAEA R, MEAh , Zhang SEU A N T B AR IR A T 2 BOR)
% HEERREGTZ AT IR MR, E£24R
FE bR AT 1R ORE AR 2 R 0 35 2 7 s 18 B )z B R
SRN S gt 2 52 AL (B VR BE o 65 25 , R T A R 200K 1 45
O 1 iz SR . i PSS-SRNS2 U] 3 i 51 A AT i 1) B Bt
EIPRHE—LERE T SRN W HERE. TR HLE I A R B
TR BE I £ 45 vh T G0 G B X BT 5 AT 25 BRI A 38, Zhao
SECSTPR N T — i Bk R 25 1 R 0 RN 22 RRAE R 1 2R R
4T X O A A2 R AR Rl B R A RO IR A S R
AR AL DRSS R TEYYFH E
B A RCR . Shen S50 4R By 3 F IR R I IR EE R
B J7 808 1 3 A sz B g 3, VR SR L E A A R i AT
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RO 2 B A B T T E BB BOR .
4.2.2 T Transformer £ #

L4k £ T Transformer 224 1Y R8I0 7 BE 3644 1) 12
BISCTE . 2L T A 2 I 45 S8 4, Transformer 4244 f1 £ 4>
Transformer # 8t 8 i3 HE & F1 3% 824 AL, & ¥, Transformer
LRI Vaswani 5542, B 72 AL B ARG 5 AL 38 A0 i )3 510 8K
P, H (A 00 3 3k AR 0 A0 I A R A 2 A U AR
N R I H B AE M AT 55 F , Vision Transformer(ViT) 7
QAL BRATIRAT B 32 #7000, A INHE O R0 AT SRR Tk A R
K H AR AL Q05 TR 42 9 45 (CNIND A] BB 76 52 24T 55 i A
AT B S BR M AR L, 4 T At A% A B Transfor-
mer 2844, K, BF 58 AT 5 RS 73 % A 43 7 Transformer
IR TE R S AL 55 h RS O 57 R B IR R R R HW )
Kz 5 56 38 W, Transformer B &5 20 M £ 215 25 T H o
Transformer $t ) Token Mixer"** FIFij {5 W £5%%] (Feed-For-
ward Network, FFN) By #% 3., H 1, Token Mixer H' 1Y H
IR AN R LR RE A% R Bl . AR L B B
I HG N  F RIS A R RO TR W 4 B
UG AL B g N AR AR TIAT . Oy R SR
G 43 B i 4 /N 9 AN B & AR BOT S 1 ) B i AT

*2

Table 2

A DLl 2 ) sk S R e Z M AR B R . R E I 2 O ik
AT Y BG4k 3% FH 5] A Z 80 Token Mixer PLFEAR &2 4%
FE . —FleE LA S W o U AE Ja) T 1A AR X P T i D L
BN Swin Transformer "1 3 53 2 %% % 1 & J1 (Hierar-
chical Window Attention) i& & % & ¥ fif . M Neighborhood
Attention Transformer™ " U 5 £ ¥ &R /) Jo) 35 IX 35, A 1T Uik
AR IR, AL IR TR B BT I ML (I Sparse
Transformer ™) 8 45 & B # 5 4 B ¥ & J1 (W Longfor-
mer*7, BigBird™ ) , DLk — B Ak AL B s % . 5 kIR L K
B f# (U Linformer™**) m{ 4% o6 03T L (U Linear Trans-
former™*, Performer™*")) &4 R A3 2 7732 W, LE K
R b R AU 5 2% B3 T 4 T ASE 280 ] 35 43 9 R AR 938 L 1 .
AN WS E AT IR $E T 2 R R i 45 T % n Miptt
GluMIpt'' , GatedMIpt'** , ConvMIpt** , SimpleGatet ' 45, 3 2
Bl T A [E] Transformer ZRA47E Long-Range Arena(LRA) Jt 1
DU M B LL 3, BROHE >R R T R IR Sk (1461, B 78 T A5 4%
A TE AL B B B AT AR RE . XS BT TE A [F] A2 IR
WBEAT 55 2 AR # . SR, AT S R0t e i B, ik 2 3 1
BV B 22 52 850/ L SR W TR L LU R DL T, B 0 10 1 i B 20 40l T
SR AL F N 28 28 4 1 B AR B T, T AR B — T A IR 4

Long-Range Arena 2 | 194 Transformer 28 {4 19 4 15 85 4% 4 M fig %t Le

Long-range dependency performance comparison of Long-Range Arena benchmark across different Transformer architectures

Transformer % 4 WiEy USRS EPHHEAK #lLHE 7
(1000) (4000) (1000) /GB  (4000)/GB
Transformerl116] 54. 39 8.1 1.4 0.85 9.48
Sparse Transformer128] 51.24 — — — —
Longformerl129] 53.46 — — — —
BigBirdH130] 55.01 7.4 1.5 0.77 2.88
Sinkhorn Transformert131] 51.39 9.1 5.3 0.47 1.48
Reformel132] 50. 67 4.4 1.1 0.48 2.28
Linformer[133] 51. 36 9.3 7.7 0.37 0.99
Synthesizert13] 51.39 8.7 1.9 0.65 6.99
Linear Transformert!135) 50. 55 9.1 7.8 0.37 1.03
Performerl136] 51.41 9.5 8 0.37 1.06

TE =7 327 X IO SCHR TG A LS 5 B R0 5T 16 20 PR Ak 2 R P RE R

5 EHNESSEEMEREITM

PR A I 500 1 F) 2 25 3 AT ] 45 50 ol 3 B TR b 4

5.1

B — B O BT R A N S R 4 . S R R AE A T EUE
T B AR AR Pl A5 LD BT BT 9 2 25 T N PR AR . K 4R 2 0
T OO PR R AT N A LA 3R KT o M B 4% . 3R 3 9l T
PG 2 B B AR 1R S

3 EUR LB B AR
Table 3 Image deblurring datasets
B & A A M A#l  sEEG/RE EHMEG/E ol IER N ESS
Levin % 033] X Nj 4 32 E B A —
Sun 4 [147] N; X 80 640 iE B M -
Kohler £[40] Ni X 4 48 iZ 2 B -
Lai %037] NG Nj 108 300 3B B AL H -
GoProl118] N J 3214 3214 i3 5 AW 2103/1111
HIDEL27] Ni X 8422 8422 & B A 6397/2025
Blur-DVSL!49] N Nj 2178 2918 iE B M 1782/396
Middlebury[150] N J - - BEEY -
Deblur-NeRF[151] N N A
CUHK152] X N/ — - #HAH 854/146
DPDLY] X N 500 500 BEEMY 425/75
Real Blurl153] X NG 4738 4738 iE 3 A M 3758/980
Real DOF[154] X NG 50 50 BEEMY 0/50
ReLoBlurl155] X N 2405 2405 iE 3 A M 2010/395
RSBlurl156] X N/ 13358 13358 iZ 3h B 9998/3360

T " — 73 7R X B SCHK 0 AH I HH
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5.1.1 & m¥ES

TR A ORI A — A P AR A% X Y AT Il 5 R AT
& FR LA IUKT I A B 18115 . Levin 250006 AR ML 20 24 AE =
Ll e 7 B TR AR X R Y JrimiyiE g, ok
FHEL B AR P B TR B . SRAEB 1Y BHR 8 AN
SIROMIAZ AT A B M T — N 32 I ASR IR Y B
£, Sun YR T IZEE S B 8 BB AZ L AR
T 640 ERIEZR, 5 Levin S5 M50 350 % B0 48
AL 35 50 B AR PR I AS S DL SR I 5 4 1) 35 B e
ZeM 4 (CNNDBLAL, Oy T KR 35 51 BB , Kohler 4507 fif
M Stewart F- & (BRI — R AL ) 0 5% 6D A HLIE 3l , I L 4T
BN . B 4 TRIEAE Y W W R A 12 AL
SPGB A BT 48 TRAE BB EIR . Lai 0L T
— B G 100 5K FLSCEOM MR A 200 5iE S 35 )4
WIRZ A 6D AH AL A Y & BB R . % B 4R G B4
BT 2R E A NPT B L SCAS RO FE & L AT
FIEEZ R IR T 09 L BOW 5 1% . Nah U GoPro
Hero4 Black AAALFA$E T Wi-F- 3k & 1 7 GoPro B#E 4 .
HAE 3214 xF BRI 24 Ak 42 4 5l & 2 103 X4 il
1111 X% . Shen %07 R AT A M &L A& T —4
13 & A ALEL 3 5 W k32 Bl 1 SO R S5 HIDE, 808 46
15 6397 MU ZREMR A 2025 XK EMR . 5 GoPro £u¥i 4k
JApl . HIDE B4 42 (0 O P RGE 1 7 B3 09 11 WiZE A
vhC WAE SR 35 7 PR 4%, Scharstein 25090 44 T — A~ % 1T H
T 7 % DG T R B A A 5 0 B0 4 Middlebury , % 804 4R
BE T 24 2001—2021 4 [ W SE 9 Bdk 48 L OF AL 2 A7+
SLER . NN TR e 0 T A BRSER T ik R0 i 3 3k Ma
SR — AN TR B 2 o) = 4 B @ NeRF (Neural Radi-
ance Fields)$% R # @t i 2045 4 Deblur-NeRF, L) — 4S5 09 =
A0 AR A B R AT 55 . JLfHTH Canon EOS RP 4 35 3t Mt €]
BEEL T 20 A BSR4 AR BT BG4 T 10 A
Wit DLk AT 8 i i .
5.1.2 ASHFELE

N A AR R 7 52 B 3 5t vh 1 g A7 7 — 2 JR BR
P, AR K , B AR BLRE A4 5 AR 0 0 A5 AR I S AR TR 5 I
X B 114 355 Wb PR 4% 8 R AT AE . Shi 25052 ] H 1 CUHK 0 ¥ig
A S BB A I 55 20 TR A 5 PR T I B 0 SR BRI T
B SR i 22 6T I 1 2 2 3 M RS L L 32 R AR XSk
55 5 o D 107 JC 1k 1 422 3 4R i 300 s 1) R A DR AR ik 1T
Mg X — R, Abuolaim ZEH 3t T WAR E AR HE T —
AN B B UM B0E 2 DPD(Dual-Pixel Defocus Deblurring) , %
AR ERE 500 KL BRI L 3% 2000 3K B %, 6
500 gl B B % 1000 Tk X% Z (DP) FFLAZME . DL K
500 kX 7 (4 2T T R . i O 2k 0 BN 4R Sl i
A G O B[] R 0 B 8 A 3 5 AR I RO T S — A FE R
BEBWE R, HFEEEANEE . B, Abuolaim
HE—B AT —F A BOSUR 2 ESRA Jrik BT AR LS
P RBERIRI T, Jiang 758 i DAVIS240C HHL K £
T — AR P AMER B R 2 Blur-DVS, 8 1782 3l
SRR 396 XTI ER L JF HE4E 740 TR AL SIEIMI EIR . Rim

SECOSHR T S UM B (5 B 0% 48 Real Blur, % B9 42
23N Real Blur-RUE A %) Fl Real Blur-] (JPEG E 40 Bi 4
T I 9476 XEMR . Lee SR AE T — A4 %) B9 45
O 1 0 3 58 22 RealDOF L % B4R 4& i XU R A AL
8 50 XK R, Li S0 R T — AN R 3B 12 2 B %
4 ReLoBlur, 1Z 34k 4 DL B S s M 3l JB/R T Rk iz
YRS ERZEMRSHE A& 2010 XF I ER A 395
XM ER . A 3k — 25 B T B0 4B 1 2 B M Rim 480001 38
T RSBlur B84 L I ZRAR | 56 00E 48 A 3l 4R 43 0 40 2
8878 7,1 1207k F1 3360 FKA M KM% .
5.2 EK#EMMEEITEMS

FRR 1 R R LAASDRY IS A0 R A7 R 43 G A R 1Y B 5
B T8 Bl RO A AR S BOMIAE 5 . E BRI M RR T Ak
LR FH A B A B 0 15 R L (PSNRD | 45 #4941 L1 45 4L
(SSIM) , 3 #4 ¢ %} 1% 25 (MAE) Fl 2% 3 8 0 18 % H 48 o
(LPIPS), H:rpr ,PSNR R T f £ I {5 0% 40 5 I I B2 . FL B
B, FR I A EIME 5 I R 0 22 53 B /N 0 BT . 4L
Hi , SSIM B 56 i [R5 1 25 #4 A DL 25l 1, Rom Ik B &
185 5 by T A5 10 25 ) AR Bl v, R A2 RS M A, MR
MAE i# i 55 EUR A5 R 25 JoR 1T Al T i, (H /1, R Ik
SRR S JE R R F 15 2 25 SN, il . LPIPS M 2
— R IR 2 2 AR T REA ek FLAERN  RR R A
R AR B0 B 15 5 G AR Y 25 Sl /N, B i d . R
3k ) DA B R TR B B0 3 AN R ) RO £ B AT X E
SEH XA R T S BRI BE ) i B RN A £
Rl B 12 A B A TS B
5.2.1 &3 KA

B i 32 8h 2 BOMI AT 55 09 F 5% 32 2 56 F & OB 48 I
SRR B R T AR M B SR AL 4T GoPro %46 4 . HIDE %4
AL MBS0 3 5 B0 HE A RealBlur B35 4E . 32 30 22 ORI 19 1
RELLAT N SR 4 g, b 15 50 3 T 46 BUM 4 9 45 (CCNND (1)
05 % BN DeepDeblurt™*) 38 1o s 51 v 2% > B8 L 5 35 i
EME Z By B T B RUR . R, J5 SLp s ik — 2D AR
b TR AESR B B HL ] ) an SRNCY 58 5 38 15 ) 4% 1% 2
W %3 U B, T DMPHNCS) R ] 22 8% 4% 336 05 45 2 W 2%
A AN [RS4SR B, AT AR T 7 PR RE . AR R
LW 25 (GAND B 51 A R BURIAE 55 42 4L 7 37 9 9L A, 1) 4n
DBGAN"* 3 35 % Bt Y1l 25 A B 3 H B 528K (1 75 B 15,
O, ZAT 55 2 20 J5 VAR A RIAT 55 v g N 38 3 A v 1
W7, MT-RNNUY R 25 & T B0 -5 v 45 4015 38 58 4T
S AT T R R, T AR R, 2 B 45 4 Cn
MPRNet™ ) DL J& % F 3 & F7 L] 9 B8 Can HINet™ ™,
NAFNet64"% ) RHLH T 76 R #4015 WK & 5 4 J5 s s 1-
BB FEALR . 5N Transformer 22 B9 51 A K &4
LW AT TR, Han, Uformer ' i@ 3 45 & U-
Net (5324589 5 Transformer B4 5 @85 6E J) S B 1 1k 68
$ETF . AR B R AE 1 AR A A T A Sk 9 ATF ST B, 1)
FFTformer"® Fl UFPNet"** 3 o 4% & 45 $ok 45 ik 7 4 5 2= )
WO, BRI T EGRE ARG E ., S5 E R 8A 2 0
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ROy 2 AR L G Be A4k i B8 (41 MRLPFNet™') #l Re-
stormer™**)) 1L 7 B H BLBEAY PR RE L 7E R BT S5 P2 BT

Kk, W3R T W E ) £ B A TE GoPro Bl 4k
AT EE R

4 BB R RE

Table 4 Comparison of motion deblurring performance

- GoPro # 18 & HIDE % # % RealBlur-R #t 4% & RealBlur-] # 48 &
PSNR SSIM PSNR SSIM PSNR SSIM PSNR SSIM
DeepDeblurt 48] 29.08 0.914 25.73 0.874 32.51 0.841 27.87 0.827
SRNL124] 30. 26 0.934 28. 36 0.915 35. 66 0. 947 28.56 0.867
DMPHNC 58] 31.2 0.94 29.09 0.924 35.7 0.948 28.42 0. 86
DBGANL123] 31.1 0. 942 28. 94 0.915 33.78 0.909 24.93 0.745
MT-RNNL!59) 31.15 0. 945 29.15 0.918 35.79 0.951 28. 44 0. 862
MPRNet-160] 32.66 0. 959 30. 96 0.939 35.99 0.952 28.7 0.873
HINetl161] 32.71 0.959 30.32 0.932 — — — -
MIMO-UNet+L167] 32.45 0.957 29.99 0.93 35.54 0. 947 27.63 0. 837
Whang[168] 33.23 0.963 — — — — — —
Uformer162] 33.06 0. 967 30.9 0.953 36.19 0.956 29.09 0. 886
NAFNet64[145] 33.69 0.967 31.32 0.943 35.84 0.952 27.94 0. 854
Stripformert169] 33.08 0.962 31.03 0.94 — - - -
Restormerl166] 32.92 0.961 31.22 0.942 36.19 0.957 28.96 0.879
DeepRFT+[170] 33.52 0. 965 31.66 0.946 36.11 0.955 28.9 0.881
FFTformer163] 34.21 0. 968 31.62 0. 946 - - — —
UFPNetl 164] 34.06 0. 968 31.74 0.947 36.25 0.953 29. 87 0. 884
MRLPFNet!165] 34,01 0.968 31.63 0. 947 — — — —
RevD-SH7L] 34.35 0.97 32.08 0.95 36.56 0.957 30.09 0.892

TE ARG UTE GoPro Bl 4 B aEAT I 45 IF 75 2 A Bl 4R b 40 5 ik A7 4k
S5 — 737 X I SCHK TE A R E B

REVPEAf . A L5 1R 2R 2% 91 R A

MPRNet Restormer DeepRFT+

NAFNet64 UFPNet RevD-S i AR

B3 iz gl LR IS

Fig.3 Visualization results of motion deblurring

5.2.2 BALHEM

B AR R AT 55 1 36 o B00% 4 - B DPD S04 4\ Re-
alDOF #4542 1 Middlebury 045, 3 5 50 Hh T 1T 4E 2k &
AR B A DPD £0H 48 B PERE 4SS . HoP, Karaali
SEDT R W EBDB J7 vk R 3 2 {5 B R A 1T B B L OF
K B E IR SR R W B v TR AN T BRSO HLAE
G 2 0 0T WA T IRAS T R AP R ALR . Lee ST H
A DMENet 45 1 5 o 25 & 338 7 3 R L A4k T A B B IR
BEAGTE, DT B2 5 T EIAR 5 A Y B R R, Bk 4, Shi
FEUTOHR Y TNB Ik B AR T TS 04 T8£I A I 5 Ak
T 7 AR I P LR R O e B A AT T RS T K
. Abuolaim ZEM 42 1 1) DPDNet W F) FH AR HL (9 XAG 2 %%
o HEAT AR RO, 3XOFh J7 1 BB B 42 A AR BILRE 14 119 35
FA5 B AR B AR W . Son SNV ) KPAC J7
T A S = 347 A T A BUR AL 3 o PR R R AR, BB
i 17 X AS A% ) Z2 R M, DT B TH BRI A S5 2R . Lee 25700

BT TFAN J5 1558 2o 3% A 0 Ak 0 U2 748 R 3 1o o AR A 180 4
ERRIAT 55, DA I 78 Ab B AT Z A5 R R B AS AR A i AR
IRNeXt 75 307 5 o 00 T 45 U 46 (4 52 3], 3 2o g3k iy 9
REEHGARTF T RO M RE . SENed 7 FI FSNet 78 Jy g ) 18
I 356 4R M AR 3R ) 4 AR 3R 5 B O % ke f AL R &, L L 2
TE B FOR 4R T 5 B T E R R . MambalRM &
— L bR A A RIS Y (1Y R R R 2R vk L B A SE IR A AR 1)

AR b B AR 0 25 A5 R AT 55 SR 4L T — G 1) fire o B B
Li G0 GRL B RGBS 25 A E K AEE w0
B R T RGE T A R R 0 A BUR A R U A R
DX 35 11 Ja) B TR PN 009 P15 2 IR &5 4 L LA SE L IER K 2 . Gao
ST — s RO R B R 4% ALGNet, B I H i 4%
PEIRAS 25 ) B ROR B A 32 5 v 00 RRAE 038 1 B A R R R
G R AT B B A AU B R B R AN AR T R R A S
AT 7 AR R 3805 1 [ i B B B R kB 3. 4 OR
T1E DPD %4l 52 b B e A5 RO T B Ak 45
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Table 5 Comparison of defocus deblurring performance
.. ERCE EXAF7S 3 Ga kI
PSNR SSIM MAE  LPPIPS  PSNR SSIM MAE  LPPIPS PSNR SSIM MAE LPPIPS

EBDB(172] 25.77 0.772 0. 040 0.297 21.25 0.599 0.058 0.373 23. 45 0.683 0.049 0.336
DMENetl173] 25.50 0.788 0.038 0.298 21.43 0. 644 0.063 0.397 23.41 0.714 0.051 0.349
JNBLI7 26.73 0.828 0.031 0.273 21.10 0.608 0.064 0.355 23.84 0.715 0.048 0.315
DPDNetl13] 26. 54 0.816 0.031 0.239 22.25 0.682 0.056 0.313 24. 34 0.747 0.044 0.277
KPACL!75] 27.97 0.852 0.026 0.182 22.62 0.701 0.053 0.269 25.22 0.774 0.040 0.227
IFANLC154] 28.11 0.861 0.026 0.179 22.76 0.720 0.052 0.254 25.37 0.789 0.039 0.217
Restormerl166] 28.87 0.882 0.025 0. 145 23.24 0.743 0.050 0.209 25.98 0.811 0.038 0.178
IRNeXtl176] 29. 22 0.879 0.024 0.167 23.53 0.752 0.049 0.244 26. 30 0.814 0.037 0. 206
SENetH177] 29.16 0.878 0.023 0.168 23.45 0.747 0.049 0.244 26.23 0.811 0.037 0.207
FSNetL178] 29. 14 0.878 0.024 0.166 23.45 0.747 0.050 0.246 26.22 0.811 0.037 0.207
MambalR79] 28. 89 0.879 0.026 0.171 23.36 0.738 0.051 0.243 26.11 0. 809 0.039 0.202
GRLL180] 29.06 0. 886 0.024 0.139 23.45 0.761 0.049 0.196 26.18 0.822 0.037 0.168
ALGNetl181] 29.37 0.898 0.023 0.147 23.68 0.755 0.048 0.223 26.45 0.821 0.036 0.186

T H AL 5 R SRR 25 9 e 45

Reference(PSNR) Blurry(22.75 dB) IFAN(25.32 dB) IRNeXt(26.13 dB)

Restormer(26.22 dB)
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Reference(PSNR) Blurry(17.61 dB) IFAN(20.44 dB)

& 4

IRNeXt(21.02 dB)

Restormer(20.83 dB)

SFNet(20.98 dB) MambalR(20.88 dB) ALGNet(21.27 dB)

AR RO T AL 2 SR

Fig. 4 Visualization results of defocus deblurring
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AR AR AL RE A R, A Rtk 8 4% 4t T vk R A
G Ak B AT B AL T B A Sy A AR DG R T
fES IR, BT, BE VR 2 S R R R R L I F IR 2
) I R RS O 1k B 2 R I AT ) 2 . ik gl Ty GE i
H 8h Ak RRAE 2% 2T, B A% 7E 1 AR 1 YN 2 S ik L B IR ok
W EURARAE R AAE PERE LA T8 58 7 1k, 36 g 8 4 b 3
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