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Abstract—Deep Image Prior (DIP) has recently emerged as
a promising one-shot neural-network based image reconstruc-
tion method. However, DIP has seen limited application to
3D image reconstruction problems. In this work, we introduce
Tada-DIP, a highly effective and fully 3D DIP method for
solving 3D inverse problems. By combining input-adaptation
and denoising regularization, Tada-DIP produces high-quality
3D reconstructions while avoiding the overfitting phenomenon
that is common in DIP. Experiments on sparse-view X-ray
computed tomography reconstruction validate the effectiveness
of the proposed method, demonstrating that Tada-DIP produces
much better reconstructions than training-data-free baselines and
achieves reconstruction performance on par with a supervised
network trained using a large dataset with fully-sampled volumes.

Index Terms—Deep image prior, X-ray computed tomography,
image reconstruction, 3D reconstruction, machine learning.

I. INTRODUCTION

Three-dimensional image reconstruction problems arise in
a number of important applications, including magnetic res-
onance imaging (MRI) [1] and X-ray computed tomogra-
phy (CT) [2]. The 3D image reconstruction problem can
be mathematically formulated as attempting to recover a 3D
(vectorized) image x ∈ Rp as accurately as possible from a
set of (possibly noisy) measurements y ∈ Rq , modeled as

y = Ax+ n, n ∼ N (0, σ2I), (1)

where the forward operator A ∈ Rq×p captures the physics of
the imaging system, and n is an additive noise vector.

When the measurements y are appreciably undersampled,
as in accelerated MRI or sparse-view CT, the reconstruction
problem is ill-posed since q is much smaller than p [3]. Con-
sequently, exploiting prior information about image structure
is necessary to obtain high-quality reconstructions. Traditional
approaches rely on hand-crafted priors to solve (1), such as
total variation [4], or wavelet sparsity [5]. However, in recent
years, machine learning (ML) approaches have emerged as the
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new state-of-the-art for solving inverse imaging problems [6]–
[9].

While these data-driven approaches have demonstrated im-
pressive performance compared to classical methods, they
require large (commonly labeled or fully-sampled) datasets
to be effective, which are not always available. One ML
method that operates without training data is Deep Image Prior
(DIP) [10]. DIP is a training-data-free method that leverages
an untrained neural network as an image prior.

DIP and subsequent variants [11]–[14] (see [15] for a
recent tutorial paper) have demonstrated strong performance
for one-shot image reconstruction tasks, yet the application of
DIP methods to 3D image reconstruction remains relatively
unexplored. A small number of previous studies have applied
DIP to 3D reconstruction [16]–[19]. However, in most of these
studies, either the reconstructed volume is relatively small, or
the DIP method used is not state-of-the-art (no regularization
is used or the regularization is total variation or a similar cost
function [16]–[18]).
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Fig. 1. Overview of the setup of the proposed algorithm, Tada-DIP.

Contribution. In this work, we develop a novel DIP-based
method for 3D image reconstruction, dubbed Input-adaptive
DIP (Tada-DIP). The proposed Tada-DIP operates completely
in 3D by using a 3D neural network as the backbone (as in
previous studies [16]–[18]). The setup of the proposed method
is illustrated in Figure 1. By combining input-adaptation and
powerful regularization, Tada-DIP produces high-quality 3D
reconstructions from single sets of undersampled measure-
ments without relying on external training data. The proposed
scheme is introduced in detail in Section III. We experi-
mentally validate the proposed approach for 3D X-ray CT
image reconstruction in Section IV. Tada-DIP is used to
reconstruct abdominal CT volumes of size 2563 from very
sparse measurements (30 views and 15 views). To the best
of our knowledge, these are the largest images reconstructed
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with DIP reported in the literature. Moreover, Tada-DIP offers
very strong performance. Our results demonstrate that Tada-
DIP substantially outperforms dataless baselines for these
challenging tasks and even provides reconstructions on par
with a supervised network trained on a large dataset.

II. PRELIMINARIES

Deep Image Prior. Vanilla DIP solves the inverse prob-
lem in (1) by using the following optimization [10]:

θ̂ = argmin
θ

||Afθ(z)− y||22; x̂ = fθ̂(z), (2)

where f is a neural network (typically a deep U-Net [20])
with randomly initialized parameters θ, and z is a fixed
network input which is typically selected as random noise.
While Vanilla DIP can be effective for some problems and
settings, certain challenges naturally arise when using DIP.
First, it is unclear when to stop the optimization in (2), since
the ground truth image is unknown [15]. Moreover, running
the optimization for too many iterations typically leads to
degraded performance, as the network either overfits to noise
in the measurements y, or begins to output artifacts in the
null space of A [13]. The second major limitation of Vanilla
DIP is that it rarely achieves state-of-the-art performance
compared to purpose-built methods for specific imaging tasks.
Consequently, developing algorithms that offer improved per-
formance over Vanilla DIP is an important research direction.

Prior Art in DIP. Many previous studies have addressed
the problems of preventing overfitting and improving the
performance of DIP [15]. There are two key algorithmic
components that are present in many of the most successful
DIP algorithms. The first key component for a robust and
performant DIP algorithm is regularization. In particular,
denoising and autoencoding have repeatedly been found to
be very effective for DIP. Some DIP algorithms that feature
denoising (or noise injection) include DeepRED [21], which
uses an external denoiser for regularization, SGLD-DIP [22],
which injects noise into the gradient updates during opti-
mization, and Self-Guided DIP [13], which trains fθ to act
as a denoiser of its input. Indeed, even the original Deep
Image Prior manuscript suggests noise injection as a form of
regularization by jittering the network input with additional
noise at each iteration [10]. Autoencoding regularization [14]
has been shown to be similarly effective.

The second key component for a strong DIP algorithm is up-
dating the network input. Previous studies have demonstrated
both empirically [23] and theoretically [14] that choosing an
input z that is close the to the ground truth x instead of
random noise can boost the performance of DIP. However,
in the absence of training data, it is not possible to use a
reference image as z. In this case, one can either optimize z
directly to try to minimize the data-fidelity loss, as in Deep
Random Projector [24] and Self-Guided DIP [13], or by setting
the network input to the current network output as in aSeq-
DIP [14] (since the output may be a good estimate of x).

III. METHOD: TADA-DIP
The proposed Tada-DIP incorporates both of the key al-

gorithmic components outlined in the previous section by
utilizing denoising regularization and updating the network
input at every iteration. Additionally, Tada-DIP is a fully 3D
method, so the network fθ is taken to be a 3D U-Net.

To implement the denoising regularization, we inject noise η
into the network input at every iteration. That is, the predicted
reconstruction is computed as x̂ = fθ(z+ η), where z is the
current network input. To encourage fθ to act as a denoiser,
the loss function used to update θ incorporates a denoising
regularization term in addition to the data-fidelity term:

L = ||y −Ax̂||pp︸ ︷︷ ︸
data fidelity

+β ||z− x̂||pp︸ ︷︷ ︸
denoising reg.

,

where β ∈ R is a hyperparameter. To draw the noise η,
we propose to use Gaussian noise, where the noise level
is set according to the scale of z. In particular, at every
iteration, the standard deviation of the noise is calculated as
σ = α max(|z|), where | · | is applied element-wise, and α is
a hyperparameter. The noise is then drawn as η ∼ N (0, σ2I).
This simple scheme prevents the noise level from becoming
too large or small relative to the input.

The final component of Tada-DIP is the input update. We
propose the simple fixed update rule of setting the updated
z equal to a linear combination of the previous z and x̂, i.e.,
(1−γ)z+γx̂, where γ is a hyperparameter (we use γ = 0.01).
If x̂ is a reasonable estimate of the true x, then we may expect
this update to accelerate the optimization and improve the
method’s performance by injecting some useful information
at the network’s input.

The complete Tada-DIP algorithm is given in Algorithm 1,
and one step of the proposed scheme is illustrated in Figure 2.
We note that Tada-DIP actually specifies to the previously
proposed aSeq-DIP [14] for a particular choice of hyperpa-
rameters (α = 0, γ = 1), which would turn the regularization
term into an autoencoding objective, and update the input by
simply setting z equal to x̂.
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z = (1 → ω) z + ω x̂

Fig. 2. Block diagram illustrating one iteration of the proposed Tada-DIP
algorithm.

IV. EXPERIMENTS

A. Experimental Setup

Datasets. We evaluated Tada-DIP and baseline methods
for sparse-view 3D CT reconstruction using a large public



Algorithm 1 Tada-DIP
Input: measurement y = Ax + n, 3D U-Net fθ , initial input
z ∼ N (0, I), hyperparameters α (= 1/2), β (= 10−2), γ (=
10−2), p (= 1), optimizer opt (Adam), optimization iterations n
(= 50000)
for iteration = 1 to n do

1. σ ← α · max(|z|)
2. η ∼ N (0, σ2I)
3. x̂← fθ(z+ η)
4. L ← ||y −Ax̂||pp + β||z− x̂||pp
5. compute ∇θL and update θ with opt
6. z← (1− γ) z+ γ x̂

end for
Return: reconstruction x̂

dataset provided by the Mayo Clinic, which has been released
as the 2021 LDCT Image and Projection dataset [25] and the
2016 AAPM LDCT Grand Challenge dataset [26]. We note
that we only use the included full dose images. In total, the
dataset used contains 209 chest and abdominal CT volumes.
The volumes were pre-processed by normalizing each volume
so that the voxel values lie in the range [0, 1]. Each volume
was then resized using trilinear interpolation so that the axial
plane had a resolution of 2562 (from 5122). For evaluation,
we used three abdominal CT volumes (cases L067, L096, and
L143), which were centrally cropped to a size of 2563 after
interpolation.

Baselines. We compare Tada-DIP against three training-
data-free baselines and one data-driven (supervised) baseline.
The unsupervised baselines are filtered backprojection (FBP),
total variation (TV) regularized reconstruction (implemented
with the adaptive-steepest-descent projection onto convex sets
(ASD-POCS) [4] routine in the LEAP library [27]), and
Vanilla DIP with a 3D U-Net. The supervised baseline is a
2D U-Net which was trained with the FBP reconstruction as
input. We note that we also attempted to train a supervised 3D
U-Net (with over 160 volumes used for training), but we found
that the 2D U-Net performed substantially better (more than
6dB better, in terms of PSNR). We conjecture that the dataset
used is not large enough to effectively train a supervised 3D
U-Net, even though it is one of the largest publicly available
CT datasets.

Implementation Details. All reconstruction methods
were tested for 30-view and 15-view CT reconstruction with
a parallel beam forward model. For ASD-POCS, we ran the
optimization for 500 iterations with 30 subsets and 50 TV steps
per iteration. For Vanilla DIP, we used the same 3D U-Net
architecture as Tada-DIP, used the ℓ1 norm in the data fidelity
loss (which performed better than ℓ2), and ran the optimization
for 50000 iterations. For Tada-DIP, we set the hyperparameters
α = 1/2, β = 0.01, γ = 0.01, and p = 1, and ran Algorithm 1
for 50000 iterations. For both DIP methods, we used the
Adam optimizer with a learning rate of 10−3 and default
hyperparameters. We also maintained an exponential moving
average of the model outputs for both methods. This moving
average was used as the final reconstruction. The supervised
U-Net was trained on 80% of the slices from the processed

2021 LDCT Image data, with 20% reserved for validation. In
total, the training set contained 17091 slices.

B. Results

Qualitative results. A visualization of the 3D reconstruc-
tion produced by Tada-DIP along with the ground truth image
for one test case is provided in Figure 3. Tada-DIP produces
a highly faithful reconstruction from just 30 projections, and
is able to accurately reconstruct small details, as shown in
the accompanying zoom-ins. Visualizations of slices of the

Tada-DIP (30 views)Ground Truth

Fig. 3. 3D visualization (maximum intensity projection) of one 2563 test
volume reconstructed using the proposed Tada-DIP from 30 views. The softer
tissues have been thresholded away. Zoom-ins highlight Tada-DIP’s ability to
faithfully reconstruct fine details.

reconstructions produced by Tada-DIP and baseline methods
for 30-view reconstruction are provided in Figures 4 and 5.
Visually, Tada-DIP produces very clean reconstructions that
are free of the various types of artifacts produced by the
other dataless methods. In general, the visual quality of the
Tada-DIP reconstruction is similar to that of the supervised
reconstruction. A similar visualization for the 15-view recon-

Tada-DIP (ours)

Fig. 4. Qualitative comparison of reconstruction methods for 30-view parallel
beam CT reconstruction. The visualization shows one axial slice of the 3D
reconstruction.

struction problem is shown in Figure 6. Even in this extremely
challenging setting, the Tada-DIP reconstruction is relatively



Tada-DIP (ours)

Fig. 5. Visualization of coronal slices for 30-view parallel beam reconstruction
(same volume as Figure 4). Note Tada-DIP’s ability to accurately reconstruct
fine details, whereas the supervised reconstruction appears overly smooth.

artifact-free, while the reconstructions from FBP, TV, and
Vanilla DIP all exhibit severe artifacts. Again, we find that
that the qualitative performance of Tada-DIP is highly similar
to that of the supervised network.

Tada-DIP (ours)

Fig. 6. Qualitative comparison of reconstruction methods for 15-view parallel
beam CT reconstruction.

Quantitative results. Tada-DIP’s strong performance is
also supported by quantitative evaluations. A quantitative
comparison of the methods (in terms of PSNR and SSIM)
is provided in Table I. We find that Tada-DIP substantially
outperforms all three unsupervised baselines (by about 2-3
dB across both settings). In fact, the performance of Tada-
DIP is essentially identical to that of the supervised U-Net,
even for the very difficult 15-view reconstruction problem. We
acknowledge that this result may be surprising, since the super-
vised U-Net was trained on a large dataset, whereas Tada-DIP

Method
30 views 15 views

PSNR SSIM PSNR SSIM

FBP 29.09 0.623 24.40 0.446
TV 35.02 0.906 30.58 0.809
Vanilla DIP 37.74 0.923 32.40 0.815

Supervised U-Net 39.72 0.955 35.66 0.918

Tada-DIP (ours) 39.73 0.955 35.63 0.906

TABLE I
QUANTITATIVE COMPARISON OF TADA-DIP AND BASELINE METHODS

FOR SPARSE-VIEW 3D CT RECONSTRUCTION IN TERMS OF PSNR (IN DB)
AND SSIM (WITH VALUES IN [0, 1]).

is a dataless method. However, we note that a number of pre-
vious studies have reported that untrained networks can match
the performance of data-driven methods across diverse tasks,
including image reconstruction [13], [28], deblurring [29],
and denoising [14]. Of course, with sufficient training data,
supervised learning may be expected to outperform zero-
shot methods. To demonstrate this, we compare Tada-DIP
against supervised networks trained with progressively larger
subsets of the entire dataset. The test performance of the
supervised networks is plotted against the dataset size in
Figure 7. For the supervised method, the performance (in terms
of PSNR) follows an approximate power law in the size of the
dataset, and only matches Tada-DIP when the entire dataset
is used. Based on this study, we can infer that supervised
learning should outperform Tada-DIP with sufficient data.
However, in practice, collecting the required amount of data
may be prohibitively expensive. Additionally, the performance
of supervised learning can suffer substantially when there is
a mismatch between the training and testing data [30], while
DIP-based methods should be much more robust.

>2dB with

2100 slices

Fig. 7. Test performance of a supervised U-Net trained with various dataset
sizes compared with our training-data-free algorithm, Tada-DIP.

Finally, we demonstrate the robustness and convergence of
Tada-DIP. The performance of Tada-DIP (in terms of PSNR)
versus the number of optimization iterations for the three test
volumes is shown in Figure 8. The PSNR curves show that
Tada-DIP generally enjoys smooth convergence and avoids
overfitting even after 50000 optimization iterations.



Fig. 8. Tada-DIP reconstruction performance vs. number of optimization
iterations for three test volumes.

V. CONCLUSION

In this study, we introduced Tada-DIP, a fully 3D Deep
Image Prior method that produces high-quality 3D image
reconstructions from undersampled measurements without ex-
ternal training data. We empirically validated Tada-DIP by
reconstructing 3D X-ray CT images (with resolution 2563)
from very sparse measurements (30 and 15 views). Tada-DIP
substantially outperformed all dataless baselines, producing
reconstructions on par with those of a network trained with
supervision and a significant amount of fully-sampled training
data.

These results demonstrate that Tada-DIP is a promising
method for 3D image reconstruction. This finding also in-
troduces many potential avenues for future research. The
first clear direction is performing theoretical analysis of the
proposed scheme. While our empirical investigations show
that Tada-DIP generally enjoys stable convergence, we do
not currently offer a theoretical guarantee. Ideally, such an
analysis would also reveal why Tada-DIP avoids overfitting
(i.e. converges to a better solution than Vanilla DIP).

Another clear direction is to validate the proposed approach
on additional imaging tasks and modalities. While we only
investigated 3D X-ray CT in this study, we believe that Tada-
DIP would also be effective for other tasks such as accelerated
MRI reconstruction. Finally, studying the scalability of Tada-
DIP to even larger image reconstruction problems is an impor-
tant future direction. While the 2563 volumes reconstructed
in the present study are among the largest reconstructions
performed with DIP, applying the proposed method to even
higher-resolution images would help to demonstrate its broad
practical applicability.
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