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• Physics-informed framework for joint image restoration and aberration prediction.

• Zernike Graph models physical relationships between Zernike modes based on

azimuthal degrees.

• Spatial frequency-aware loss enforces consistency in the Fourier domain.

• Outperforms SOTA on CytoImageNet with diverse samples, large-amplitude

aberrations.
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Abstract

Optical aberrations significantly degrade image quality in microscopy, particularly

when imaging deeper into samples. These aberrations arise from distortions in the

optical wavefront and can be mathematically represented using Zernike polynomials.

Existing methods often address only mild aberrations on limited sample types and

modalities, typically treating the problem as a black-box mapping without leverag-

ing the underlying optical physics of wavefront distortions. We propose ZRNet, a

physics-informed framework that jointly performs Zernike coefficient prediction and

optical image Restoration. We contribute a Zernike Graph module that explicitly

models physical relationships between Zernike polynomials based on their azimuthal

degrees—ensuring that learned corrections align with fundamental optical principles. To

further enforce physical consistency between image restoration and Zernike prediction,

we introduce a Frequency-Aware Alignment (FAA) loss, which better aligns Zernike

coefficient prediction and image features in the Fourier domain. Extensive experiments

on CytoImageNet demonstrates that our approach achieves state-of-the-art performance

in both image restoration and Zernike coefficient prediction across diverse microscopy

modalities and biological samples with complex, large-amplitude aberrations. Code is
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Aberrated images

Guo et al. 2025 Kang et al. 2023 Qiao et al. 2024 Krishnan et al. 2020 Ours

Corrected (Baseline) Corrected (Ours) GT

Figure 1: Comparison of aberration severity and correction performance. The top row shows aberrated images:

those generated using implementations from previous works and an aberrated image from our approach. Our

method applies approximately twice as many Zernike coefficients with larger amplitudes, resulting in a more

severely aberrated image. The bottom row displays the corresponding corrected images from the baseline

method and our method, respectively, along with the ground truth for reference.

available at https://github.com/janetkok/ZRNet.
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1. Introduction

High-resolution optical imaging is essential across a variety of fields, particularly

medical, astronomical and microscopic imaging [1]. However, optical imaging quality

is often degraded by system and sample-induced wavefront aberrations. System-induced

aberrations arise from manufacturing or assembly imperfections, whereas sample-

induced aberrations stem from variations in refractive index of the specimen [2]. To

improve optical imaging quality, Adaptive Optics (AO) has emerged as a powerful

technique to correct these aberrations, in which the aberration is first quantified before a

corrective phase pattern is applied to the wavefront. Aberrations are typically represented

as a weighted linear combination of Zernike polynomials, and the challenge of accurately

determining which Zernikes are present when imaging deep into a sample has existed
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for decades. While traditional AO approaches using a wavefront sensor [3, 4] offer

high-speed aberration measurement, they typically require a known reference point in

the sample, complicating preparation and limiting applicability to complex specimens

where introducing exogenous references is impractical [5]. Sensorless AO has emerged

as a cost-effective alternative, advancing from classical iterative optimisation methods

[6, 7, 8, 9, 10] to more recent deep learning approaches.

Deep learning methods have shown promise in directly reconstructing aberration

phases [11, 12, 13] and recovering the Zernike coefficients [14, 15, 16, 17, 18] from

input aberrated intensity images. However, these methods still require an additional

step of applying corrective aberrations to the optical system or post-processing through

deconvolution algorithms [19, 20], which can introduce artifacts due to inaccurate Point

Spread Function (PSF) [21] estimation. While parallel work in direct image restoration

[22] offers instant visualisation, it risks generating hallucinations in heterogeneous

specimens. Thus, researchers have begun to shift toward hybrid approaches that combine

deep learning with physical priors that enhance correction reliability [23, 24, 25].

The challenge increases substantially when imaging deeper into samples, where aber-

rations become more complex and severe. Deeper tissue imaging introduces compound

aberrations where different Zernike modes become strongly coupled, necessitating both

a larger number of modes for correction and greater amplitude compensation [26, 27].

Critically, most existing deep learning methods in this field [23, 24, 25] are limited to

addressing low-order Zernike modes at relatively small amplitudes. While a useful proof

of concept, this underestimates the size of aberrations in tissue samples [28]. Imaging

deep remains a challenge in optical microscopy, with many instruments struggling to

image beyond a few hundred micrometers deep and overcoming this problem would

transform the field. In contrast, our work tackles substantially more complex cases by

handling roughly double the number of Zernike modes at approximately twice the am-

plitude of previous approaches (see Fig. 1 for an illustration of the amount of aberration

applied in each work). Furthermore, most existing approaches typically focus on single

imaging modalities and specific cell types, leaving their generalisability to different

microscopy techniques, multiple objects in the field of view, and diverse biological

samples uncertain. We instead evaluate our work on CytoImageNet dataset [29], a
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large-scale compilation of 40 publicly available microscopy datasets spanning multiple

imaging modalities and varied biological classes (e.g., nuclei, mitochondria, etc.).

In natural images, state-of-the-art (SOTA) architectures have excelled in tasks such

as denoising [30, 31, 32], deblurring [33, 34, 35], and super-resolution [36]. These

methods have proven effective, but typically tackle simpler, more uniform distortions

(e.g., motion or defocus blur) and seldom account for the complex interactions of optical

distortions across the image field.

In this work, we propose a physics-informed framework that jointly solves the prob-

lem of Zernike coefficient prediction and optical image restoration. A key innovation is

the integration of a novel Zernike Graph Neural Network (GNN) that explicitly models

the physical relationship between groups of Zernike coefficients, enabling the model to

learn an appropriate correction. By jointly optimising the image restoration network

and Zernike graph module for accurate Zernike prediction, we impose physics-based

constraints that guide the network to couple denoising with aberration correction, lever-

aging the underlying physics that governs how different Zernike modes interact and

influence image quality.

To enforce physical consistency between image restoration and Zernike prediction,

we introduce the Frequency-aware Alignment (FAA) loss. Operating in the spatial

Fourier domain where optical aberrations distinctly manifest and high spatial frequencies

correspond to fine image detail. This loss function ensures that the predicted Zernike

coefficients correspond to actual restorative transformations rather than dataset-specific

artifacts. Our approach bridges the gap between image restoration and aberration

prediction while promoting more reliable and generalisable solutions.

We demonstrate SOTA performance on a diverse range of microscopy images against

both leading image restoration models, and leading aberration correction models. Our

primary contributions are:

• We propose Zernike coefficient prediction and optical image Restoration Net-

work (ZRNet), a physics-informed framework that unifies image restoration and

aberration estimation. We introduce a novel Zernike Graph Neural Network that

explicitly encodes the non-linear coupling between Zernike modes based on their
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azimuthal degrees, ensuring the learned latent representations adhere to physical

optical principles.

• We formulate a FAA loss function to enforce consistency between the restoration

and prediction branches. By operating in the Fourier domain, this mechanism

penalises phase and amplitude distortions, effectively bridging the domain gap

between pixel-wise restoration and Zernike coefficient regression.

• We demonstrate that our joint optimisation strategy significantly improves gener-

alisation across varied biological samples and microscopy modalities. Extensive

evaluations on CytoImageNet show that ZRNet achieves SOTA performance,

specifically in correcting high-order, large-amplitude aberrations where previous

methods typically fail.

2. Related Work

2.1. Image Restoration Networks.

Image restoration aims to recover high-quality images from degraded inputs. Deep

learning approaches have revolutionised this field with advances in deblurring [33, 34],

denoising [30, 31, 32], dehazing [37, 38, 39], and super-resolution [40, 41, 42] tasks,

enabling reliable recovery of image features across diverse degradation conditions. For

a comprehensive survey of deep learning-based image restoration methods, we refer

readers to [43]. Modern image restoration approaches predominantly employ encoder-

decoder architectures [32, 35], which learn compressed representations while preserving

fine detail through skip connections [44]. To further enhance restoration quality, various

architectural innovations have been proposed, including channel attention [45, 46],

spatial attention [47, 48], kernel-based attention [49], non-local operations [50], multi-

scale processing [51], and multi-stage refinement [33].

More recently, generative networks such as Generative Adversarial Network (GAN)s

[34, 41] and diffusion models [35] have been developed to more effectively handle

complex degradations. These frameworks learn the underlying image distribution

to enable higher quality restorations through either adversarial training or iterative

5



denoising respectively. Despite producing visually appealing results, GANs are prone

to mode collapse and training instability, while diffusion models face challenges with

computational overhead and error accumulation during iterative sampling steps [52, 53].

Other approaches have applied transformer-based architectures to good effect [32, 31],

leveraging their ability to model long-range dependencies and global context through

self-attention.

While these architectural innovations effectively handle common image degrada-

tions such as defocus blur, motion blur, and Gaussian noise — these distortions tend

to be more uniform and predictable. In contrast, optical aberrations pose unique chal-

lenges through intricate, depth-dependent, and spatially varying wavefront distortions

that interact in complex ways across the image field. Robust aberration correction

demands simultaneous understanding of wavefront behaviour and advanced restoration

techniques, motivating the integration of sophisticated deep learning techniques with

physics-informed frameworks for aberration correction.
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Figure 2: Overall pipeline: (1) synthesis of aberrated PSFs using Zernike polynomials, (2) generation of phase-diverse images by convolving ground truth samples with

aberrated PSFs across multiple focal planes, (3) ZRNet that simultaneously restores images and predicts Zernike coefficients in a single forward pass, (4) with supervision

across three domains: image space, frequency space, and Zernike coefficients.
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2.2. Direct Optical Aberration Correction using Deep Learning.

Research on direct optical aberration correction using deep learning is less estab-

lished. While approaches such as Guo et al. [22] demonstrate the effectiveness of solely

using deep learning architectures for direct mapping between degraded and high-quality

optical images, their method showed negligible improvement beyond 4th order Zernikes

and risked hallucinations with heterogeneous specimens. This has prompted researchers

to shift toward hybrid approaches that combine deep learning with physical priors to

enhance correction reliability through consistency loss mechanisms. For instance, Krish-

nan et al. [23] implemented a dual-network architecture that simultaneously optimises

image restoration and Zernike coefficient estimation, but struggled with higher-order

aberrations and showed no clear benefits from joint training and the consistency loss.

Similar consistency mechanisms have been adopted by Kang et al. [24], who developed

a self-supervised algorithm using coordinate-based neural representations to jointly esti-

mate Zernike coefficients and recover 3-dimensional structure in widefield microscopy

images, but this work only addressed 1-3 Zernike coefficients. Qiao et al. [25] proposed

a two-stage architecture where a dual-branch network, consisting of spatial and Fourier

domain feature extraction paths, first estimates optical aberrations, with this aberration

estimation then serving as input to guide a separate aberration-aware super-resolution

network for image restoration. The authors observed that incorporating higher-order

aberrations significantly degraded performance, even at the aberration estimation stage,

which could potentially misdirect the subsequent image restoration process.

While progress has been made, image restoration of large amplitude aberration,

common in tissue samples at increasing depth, has yet to be solved. Our work addresses

this challenge, with higher-order aberrations (up to 6th order, 25 Zernike coefficients)

at larger amplitudes. Moreover, we uniquely incorporate explicit modelling of the

physical relationships between aberration modes, providing valuable constraints for

more accurate estimation and correction. This broader scope and deeper physical

integration represents a significant departure from previous approaches, tackling more

challenging optical aberration scenarios.
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3. Aberration Dataset

3.1. Aberrated Point Spread Function (PSF).

Optical aberrations in an imaging system, such as a microscope, can be modeled

using its point spread function (PSF). The PSF describes how the imaging system

responds to a single point source of light and represents the system’s spatial resolution.

In an ideal system, the PSF is a diffraction-limited single point of finite size and shape,

while aberrations in real systems further distort it [54], degrading image quality. The

PSF is calculated by taking the Fourier transform of the complex pupil function, which

defines how light is transmitted through an optical system:

PS F(x, y) =
∣∣∣F {A(x, y) exp (iϕ(x, y))}

∣∣∣2 (1)

where, A(x, y) is a circular aperture mask (1 inside, 0 outside), ϕ is the wavefront phase

and F is the Fourier transform.

To model the wavefront phase ϕ, we use Zernike polynomials, which provide a

complete mathematical basis for describing wavefront aberrations. These polynomials

can be defined as either odd or even functions:

Zm
n (ρ, ϕ) = Rm

n (ρ)cos(mϕ) (2)

and odd polynomials given by:

Z−m
n (ρ, ϕ) = Rm

n (ρ)sin(mϕ) (3)

where Rm
n is a radial polynomial dependent on m, n and the radial distance ρ and ϕ

is the azimuthal angle. Zernike polynomials are particularly useful because they are

orthogonal over a unit circle [55] and can be grouped by radial order (n), azimuthal

degree (m), or aberration type to collectively model different types of optical distortions

(see Zernike pyramid in Fig. 2).

In this work, the wavefront phase ϕ is defined through the linear combination of

weighted Zernike polynomials 3-27 (ANSI indices), Z j in Eqn. 4, excluding Z0 (piston),

Z1 (tip), and Z2 (tilt) modes as they can be corrected using standard centroiding or

registration methods.

ϕ(x, y) =
27∑
j=3

c jZ j(x, y) (4)
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where c j are coefficients randomly sampled from a uniform distribution within [-1,1]

rad.

3.2. Phase-Diverse Image Generation.

Following previous work [23, 56, 57], we use phase-diverse images captured at

multiple focal planes as input. The use of phase-diversity has been known to enhance

models employing Zernikes by resolving the inherent ambiguity present in certain

Zernike polynomials when looking at an image taken at a single focal plane. To generate

our phase-diverse dataset, each sample image is convolved with an aberrated PSF at

three defocus levels: negative defocus (-1 rad), at-focus (0), and positive defocus (+1

rad), as illustrated in Fig. 2.

4. Methodology

In this section, we first delineate the overall architecture of ZRNet. Then we describe

the proposed Zernike graph module and the Frequency-Aware Alignment (FAA) loss.

4.1. Overall Pipeline

As illustrated in Fig. 2, the proposed ZRNet processes phase-diverse aberrated

images through two parallel branches: (1) An encoder-decoder architecture that em-

ploys KBNetS [49] as its backbone for image restoration, and (2) a Zernike coefficient

prediction branch featuring our Zernike Graph that enforces physical constraints by

learning the established interactions between Zernike modes to decipher the nature of

the aberration. The two branches mutually reinforce each other, compelling the image

restoration to adhere to underlying optical properties while the restoration objective

regularises Zernike coefficient estimation.

4.2. Zernike Graph

While Zernike polynomials are mathematically orthogonal when describing the

optical field, the microscope is sensitive to intensity (the square of the field), which

effectively breaks down this orthogonality. We thus hypothesise that explicitly exploiting

correlations among Zernike modes will improve aberration correction performance.
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Standard deep learning approaches typically employ a fully connected layer to

directly map the latent features extracted by the image encoder to the Zernike coeffi-

cients. This formulation effectively linearises the Zernike space into a flat, unstructured

Euclidean vector, implicitly assuming that the modes are independent regression targets.

Consequently, these models lack the structural capacity to explicitly model the condi-

tional dependencies between coefficients, forcing the network to learn complex physical

couplings entirely from data without architectural guidance.

In contrast, we argue that the non-linear coupling between Zernike modes is best

modelled as a graph structure, where edges explicitly encode physical interactions

based on Zernike mode groupings. To harness this topology, we leverage GNNs,

specifically Graph Attention (GAT) [58], which excel at modelling inter-relationships

through message passing between connected nodes. Inspired by QAGNet [59], we

propose a grouped GNN approach that moves beyond simple independent regression to

reason about the aberration composition. Our approach achieves this by harnessing the

dependencies both within natural Zernike groups and the global interactions between

these groups. We consider two primary grouping strategies, and a baseline in which no

grouping is applied:

Azimuthal Degree Grouping. Zernike modes sharing the same azimuthal degree (m)

have identical angular periodicity and symmetry. For example, vertical trefoil (Z6,

m=-3) and vertical secondary trefoil (Z16, m=-3) collectively define a triple-angle sine

variation, making them naturally suited for joint processing.

Aberration Grouping. Organises Zernike polynomials based on the physical aber-

rations they represent in optical design. By grouping aberrations this way, Zernikes

with the same radial order (n) and same absolute azimuthal degree (m) are assigned to

the same class where their corresponding polynomials are identical with a π/2 phase

shift. For instance, Z11 (n = 4, m=-2) and Z13 (n=4, m=2) together contribute to sec-

ondary astigmatism, creating a physically meaningful category for targeted aberration

correction.

Our ablation studies indicate that organising Zernike polynomials by azimuthal

degree yields superior results; hence, we focus on this strategy in our primary experi-

ments. Further details regarding the aberration grouping and baseline are provided in
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the appendix.

As illustrated in Fig. 3, the Zernike graph module operates in a hierarchical four

stages process designed to model the physical relationships of aberrations:

(1) Node Initialisation and Intra-Group Interaction. First, the latent features ex-

tracted by the image encoder are projected into mode-specific representations via

separate Multi-Layer Perceptron (MLP). LetH = {h3, . . . , h27} denote this set of latent

feature vectors, which serve as the initialisation for the corresponding Zernike graph

nodes. To capture local symmetry constraints, Zernike nodes are first partitioned into

subsets S m based on their azimuthal degree m ∈ M = {−6, .., 6}. For each subset, let

HS m denote the feature matrix constructed by stacking the latent vectors {hi | i ∈ S m}.

Within each group, a single GAT layer updates the features by modelling the intra-group

dynamics. This deliberate choice of a single layer maintains a lean architecture that mod-

els the physical relationships of Zernike polynomials while achieving diffraction-limited

performance:

ĤS m = GAT(HS m , Aintra) (5)

where Ĥ denotes the updated feature matrix and Aintra represents the fully connected

adjacency matrix within the group.

(2) Group Aggregation via Proxy Nodes. To capture the collective behaviour of each

distinct angular variation, we aggregate the information within each subset S m into a

unified proxy node pm. This process consists of two steps. First, the proxy node is

initialised as p0
m by averaging the original latent features HS m :

p0
m = Mean(HS m ) (6)

Next, to refine this representation, we employ a directed message passing step where

information flows from the updated constituent Zernike nodes (ĤS m ) to the proxy:

pm = GAT(p0
m, ĤS m | Aagg) (7)

where Aagg defines directed edges from the Zernike nodes to their respective proxy

node. For singleton groups (e.g., Z15 for vertical pentafoil, m = −5), the node feature is

directly assigned as the proxy.
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(3) Global Inter-Group Exchange. To model the complex interaction between dif-

ferent angular symmetry patterns and how they influence each other within the optical

system, the proxy nodes form a fully-connected graph. Let P denote the feature matrix

constructed by stacking the proxy nodes {pm | m ∈ M}. A GAT layer then facilitates the

inter-group exchange:

P̂ = GAT(P, Aglobal) (8)

where Aglobal represents the fully connected adjacency matrix.

(4) Hierarchical Feedback and Prediction. The processed group-level information

is fed back to individual Zernike nodes to generate refined latent representations. To

obtain the final coefficients, these refined features are passed through separate MLPs to

predict the final Zernike coefficients. This hierarchical approach ensures the framework

respects both local relationships within azimuthal degree groups and global interactions

between different angular symmetry variations, leading to more accurate and physically

consistent predictions.

4.3. Loss Function

Traditional image restoration networks typically optimise an L1 loss between the

restored and ground truth images. Our framework extends this by introducing a parallel

objective that minimises the Mean Squared Error (MSE) between predicted and ground

truth Zernike coefficients - fundamental optical descriptors that characterise wavefront

aberrations. While this additional term helps guide the restoration process by leveraging

aberration information encoded in the Zernike polynomials, optimising these losses

independently can lead to physically inconsistent solutions. The network may learn

shortcuts that, while effective on the training set, fail to capture the underlying optical

physics and thus generalise poorly.

To address this limitation, we introduce the FAA loss to enforce consistency between

image restoration and Zernike prediction through a three-way interconnected supervision

system. By computing the loss in the Fourier domain, the network directly penalises

errors in the spatial frequency components most affected by aberrations and increases

sensitivity to both phase and amplitude distortions. The loss ensures the network

learns physically meaningful image restorative transformations, while simultaneously
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Figure 3: Our Zernike graph architecture for processing Zernike modes based on their azimuthal degrees. The

framework processes information in four stages: (1) Node initialisation and intra-group exchange between

Zernike nodes sharing the same azimuthal degree, (2) Information aggregation within each azimuthal degree

group, (3) Inter-group information exchange via a fully-connected graph between different azimuthal degree

groups, and (4) Information feedback to individual Zernike nodes to generate final latent representations.

predicting Zernike coefficients that correspond to the actual restoration process, leading

to improved generalisation and more reliable aberration correction. The FAA loss is

formulated as:

LFAA = LR + LC + LZ (9)

where the three complementary terms in the equations enforce consistency in the

frequency domain. Let F (x) denote the Fourier transform of x, A(Z) represents the

aberrated PSF generated from Zernike coefficients Z, IR and IGT be the restored and
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ground truth images respectively, and ZP and ZGT denote the predicted and ground truth

Zernike coefficients. The operator ⊛ represents the convolution of the aberrated PSF

with an image.

Each loss term computes the L1 norm of both real (Re) and imaginary (Im) compo-

nents separately in Fourier space, providing a numerically stable and computationally

efficient way to capture frequency domain differences.

1. Restoration Loss (LR): The restoration loss ensures that the restored image, when

re-aberrated with ground truth Zernikes, matches the original aberrated image in

frequency space.

LR =
∑

p∈{Re,Im}

|p(F (IR ⊛ A(ZGT )) −F (IGT ⊛ A(ZGT )))| (10)

2. Cross-verification Loss (LC): Cross-verification loss bridges image restoration and

Zernike prediction tasks by comparing the effects of ground truth Zernikes applied

to the restored image against predicted Zernikes applied to the ground truth image,

enforcing mutual consistency between the two tasks.

LC =
∑

p∈{Re,Im}

|p(F (IR ⊛ A(ZGT )) −F (IGT ⊛ A(ZP)))| (11)

3. Zernike Loss (LZ): This loss assesses the accuracy of predicted Zernikes by compar-

ing their effects with those of ground truth Zernikes when applied to the ground truth

image.

LZ =
∑

p∈{Re,Im}

|p(F (IGT ⊛ A(ZGT )) −F (IGT ⊛ A(ZP)))| (12)

The final total loss is defined as:

Ltotal =L1(IGT , IR) + λ1MS E(ZGT , ZP) + λ2LFAA(IGT , IR, ZGT , ZP) (13)

where λ1 = 0.5 and λ2 = 0.01 are weighting factors determined through grid search to

balance the contributions of the loss terms.
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5. Experiments

5.1. Experimental Setup

5.1.1. Dataset

To demonstrate our model generalisation across diverse biological samples and

microscopy modalities, we utilised CytoImageNet [29], a large-scale dataset designed

for bioimage transfer learning, compiled from 40 openly available datasets within:

Recursion, Image Data Resource (IDR) [60], Broad Bioimage Benchmark Collection

(BBBC) [61], Kaggle, and Cell Image Library (CIL). The dataset comprises approxi-

mately 890k grayscale microscopy images across 894 classes, spanning fluorescence,

confocal, brightfield, light, and darkfield modalities.

We train on the CytoImageNet training set of approximately 801k images. For

efficient evaluation, we randomly select 20k images from the large validation set for

our validation and another 20k images for testing. All sample images were resized to

256×256 pixels before convolution with aberrated PSFs to generate our phase-diverse

dataset.

5.1.2. Evaluation Metrics

For image restoration, we report standard image metrics PSNR [62], SSIM [63]

and LPIPS [64] between the restored image and ground-truth images, and use calflops

[65] to calculate the floating-point operations (FLOPs) for each model. To assess the

accuracy of the Zernike predictions, we follow established methods [15, 17] in adaptive

optics to use Root Mean Square Wavefront Error (RMSWFE) to quantify the residual

wavefront error that would remain after correction by subtracting the predicted Zernike

modes, ZP from the ground truth Zernike modes, ZGT :

RMS WFE =

√√√ M∑
j=1

1
N

N∑
i=1

(
ZPi j − ZGT i j

)2
(14)

where N is the number of samples and M is the number of Zernike modes. A RMSWFE

< 0.45 rad is generally considered indicative of diffraction-limited imaging performance

[66].
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5.1.3. Implementation Details

We implement and train our models on phase-diverse aberrated images using a

single NVIDIA RTX A6000 GPU with batch size 8. During each training iteration,

Zernike coefficients are randomly sampled to generate aberrated PSF kernels, which

are then convolved with optical images from the training dataset. Following KBNetS

[49] configuration, we train the model using fixed 256×256 images and the AdamW

optimizer. We employ a cosine annealing scheduler with warm restarts. The learning

rate is fixed at 3e-4 for the first 300k iterations, after which the scheduler begins warm

restarts every 208k iterations with the learning rate decaying to a minimum of 2.5e-5.

Our training strategy consists of two phases: (1) We first pretrain the autoencoder

and the initial MLPs for 250k iterations, which excludes the Zernike graph and the

final MLP components. During this phase, the network learns direct Zernike coefficient

prediction through the MLPs rather than generating latent representations for graph pro-

cessing. This pretraining strategy is helpful as it allows the encoder-decoder backbone

and coefficient prediction branches to establish robust feature representations prior to

the introduction of more complex graph-structured learning. In contrast, training the

full model from scratch without these prelearned features leads to unstable optimisation,

where we observed loss divergence after approximately 60k iterations. During the

pretraining stage, we exclude the FAA loss as initial Zernike predictions can be noisy

and inconsistent, making any consistency constraints through the FAA loss counter-

productive for training stability. (2) We then fine-tune the complete ZRNet framework

for 1350k iterations, including the Zernike graph component, using identical training

parameters and the complete loss function defined in Eq. 13.

5.2. Comparison with the State-Of-The-Art

We compare the proposed ZRNet with several SOTA image restoration and aberra-

tion correction networks: DeblurGANv2 [34], DeAbe (RCAN) [22, 45], SFT-DFCAN

[25], MPRNet [67], Restormer [32], CascadedGaze [68], DiffIR [35], and KBNet (both

large KBNetL and small KBNetS variants) [49].

For Zernike coefficient prediction, we established a baseline using a variant of

ZRNet without the image restoration component (ZRNet w/o image restoration). We
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also compared our framework against Swin Transformer [69].

To ensure fair comparison, we trained and evaluated all competing methods on

the same dataset following their original configurations with minimal task-specific

adaptations, and trained for identical durations as our approach. For each method, we

selected the best-performing model based on validation set performance and report

results from evaluating these models on our held-out test set. Detailed implementation

specifications are provided in the appendix.

5.2.1. Quantitative Comparison

We present quantitative comparisons of image restoration in Tab. 1. Our method

achieves the highest scores across all metrics, outperforming existing image restoration

networks. Benefiting from physics-guided aberration modelling, our approach demon-

strates superior pixel-wise accuracy (PSNR) and perceptual quality (SSIM, LPIPS),

surpassing the second-best method KBNetL by 7.62%, 6.27%, and 9.94% respectively,

while requiring 34.6% fewer FLOPs due to our use of a smaller backbone.

For Zernike coefficient prediction (Table 2), ZRNet reduces the initial aberration

from an average RMSWFE of 2.8867 rad to 0.4374 rad, achieving diffraction-limited per-

formance and outperforming other baselines. The joint training with image restoration

substantially improves aberration characterisation, reducing the error by 18% compared

to the ablated variant (ZRNet w/o image restoration), highlighting the critical contribu-

tion of the image restoration branch for precise Zernike coefficient predictions. Even

without image restoration, ZRNet outperforms Swin transformer, demonstrating the

effectiveness of our GNN architecture.

5.2.2. Qualitative Comparison

Figure 4 demonstrates qualitative comparisons with SOTA methods on diverse

cellular samples. Under severe optical aberrations, our method shows great improvement

in restoration quality, preserving fine cellular details while other methods introduce

artifacts or retain residual blur. Our restorations more closely match the ground truth,

particularly in preserving cell morphology and intensity distributions. Corresponding

Zernike coefficient predictions are presented in Fig. 5. In all cases, ZRNet accurately
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Method PSNR SSIM LPIPS FLOPs (G)

General image restoration networks

DeblurGANv2 22.28 0.5659 0.5187 51.06

MPRNet 23.47 0.6528 0.5088 1536.08

Restormer 23.62 0.6545 0.5027 282.01

CascadedGaze 24.59 0.6701 0.4953 123.73

DiffIR 25.42 0.7039 0.4610 225.41

KBNetS 26.22 0.7221 0.4512 137.62

KBNetL 26.76 0.7380 0.4316 215.72

Aberration correction networks

DeAbe (RCAN) 21.30 0.5951 0.5599 513.35

SFT-DFCAN 22.07 0.6113 0.5454 316.07

ZRNet (Ours) 28.80 0.7843 0.3887 141.07

Table 1: Quantitative results of image restoration on CytoImageNet [29]. The images were convolved with

optical aberrations with average RMSWFE of 2.8867 rad. Best results are highlighted in bold.

compactness

Method Zernike RMSWFE (rad) FLOPs (G)

Swin-B 1.8846 39.58

Swin-L 1.7576 88.97

ZRNet (w/o image restoration) 0.5373 66.22

ZRNet 0.4374 141.07

Table 2: Quantitative results of Zernike coefficient prediction on CytoImageNet [29]. The images were

convolved with optical aberrations with average RMSWFE of 2.8867 rad. Best results are highlighted in bold.

predicts both low and high-order Zernike modes, resulting in effective wavefront error

reduction and consistent near diffraction-limited correction across diverse aberration

patterns.
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Input DeblurGANv2 DeAbe (RCAN) SFT-DFCAN MPRNet Restormer CascadedGaze DiffIR KBNetL ZRNet(Ours) GT

Figure 4: Qualitative comparison of SOTA image restoration networks on CytoImageNet [29] with optical aberration applied. ZRNet exhibits a higher level of fine detail after

reconstruction, closer to the ground truth images.
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Set

Image

restoration

branch

FAA

loss

Zernike coefficient prediction

PSNR SSIM LPIPS

Zernike

RMSWFE

(rad)

MLP

only

Zernike graph

No Aberration Azimuthal

grouping group degree

I ✓ NA NA NA 0.5373

II ✓ 26.22 0.7221 0.4512 NA

III ✓ ✓ 27.70 0.7591 0.4159 1.6109

IV ✓ ✓ ✓ 27.34 0.7500 0.4226 2.6799

V ✓ ✓ 28.48 0.7774 0.3962 0.4471

VI ✓ ✓ ✓ 28.36 0.7744 0.3991 0.4652

VII ✓ ✓ ✓ 28.60 0.7796 0.3939 0.4624

VIII ✓ ✓ ✓ 28.80 0.7843 0.3887 0.4374

Table 3: Ablation analysis of different modules in ZRNet.

5.3. Ablation Studies

Table 3 presents our ablation analysis of the proposed designs.

5.3.1. Joint Training Benefit

Removing the image restoration branch (Set I) hinders the network from learning

how aberrations affect image quality, resulting in worse performance compared to Set

V, thus confirming that image restoration provides essential supervision for accurate

Zernike prediction through its physical constraints. Even with a suboptimal MLP only

Zernike predictor (Set III and IV), joint training yields higher image quality metrics

than restoration-only (Set II). This indicates that even imperfect Zernike coefficient

predictions provide valuable guidance. Upgrading to our Zernike graph architecture

(Sets V-VIII) further enhances restoration performance, demonstrating the mutual

benefits between aberration estimation and image restoration.

5.3.2. Effectiveness of FAA Loss

Applying the FAA loss to the MLP-only model (Set III vs IV) is counterproductive,

as imposing a strict, physics-driven consistency constraint on the relatively noisy and

naive MLP predictions creates a conflicting optimisation problem. In contrast, the full

potential of FAA loss is realised when combined with Zernike graph (Set V vs VIII),
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(a) Pre-correction RMSWFE:

2.7361 rad

After correction RMSWFE

ZRNet: 0.5411 rad

(b) Pre-correction RMSWFE:

3.2570 rad

After correction RMSWFE

ZRNet: 0.5576 rad

(c) Pre-correction RMSWFE:

3.0865 rad

After correction RMSWFE

ZRNet: 0.4901 rad

(d) Pre-correction RMSWFE:

3.4027 rad

After correction RMSWFE

ZRNet: 0.4698 rad

(e) Pre-correction RMSWFE:

3.0777 rad

After correction RMSWFE

ZRNet: 0.3511 rad

(f) Pre-correction RMSWFE:

2.4364 rad

After correction RMSWFE

ZRNet: 0.6199 rad

Figure 5: Zernike coefficients prediction comparing ground truth to ZRNet predictions.
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which is explicitly designed to model relationships among Zernike modes and produce

more coherent predictions, allowing FAA loss to function synergistically. Ablation

studies for each of the FAA loss components, validating our three-way design, are

provided in the appendix.

5.3.3. Importance of Zernike Graph

The addition of the Zernike graph in Set VIII leads to substantial improvements

across all metrics, most notably in Zernike coefficient prediction when compared to Set

IV. Crucially, this performance boost incurs negligible computational overhead, adding

only 3.45 GFLOPs to the KBNetS backbone. This confirms that the structured Zernike

graph better captures the relationship than the simple MLP with minimal additional

complexity.

5.3.4. Effect of Zernike Polynomial Groupings in Zernike Graph

In Sets VI to VIII, we include the FAA loss and analyse the different Zernike

polynomial groupings in the Zernike graph. The results show that both physics-inspired

grouping approaches (Sets VII and VIII) perform more effectively than no grouping (Set

VI) across all image evaluation metrics, suggesting that structured Zernike relationships

enhances restoration quality. Overall, grouping by azimuthal degree (Set VIII) achieves

the best performance, indicating this approach better captures the optical principles

governing wavefront behaviour and validating our hypothesis that modelling Zernike

mode correlations is an effective strategy for aberration correction.

6. Conclusion

In this work, we proposed ZRNet, a physics-informed framework that enables re-

liable optical image restoration with simultaneous Zernike coefficient prediction. We

introduced a GNN-based Zernike graph architecture to model physical relationships

between Zernike modes based on their azimuthal degrees, along with the FAA loss

to enforce consistency between image reconstruction and aberration prediction in the

frequency domain. Extensive experiments demonstrate that our approach effectively

models the complex relationship between the Zernike polynomials and achieves SOTA
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performance across diverse microscopy modalities and biological samples in CytoIm-

ageNet. We believe this work establishes a new direction for integrating physical

principles with deep learning for optical imaging applications.
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Appendix A. Zernike graph

We evaluate three distinct strategies for organising Zernike graph: aberration group-

ing, azimuthal degree grouping, and a baseline with no grouping strategy. While the

azimuthal degree grouping is detailed in the methodology section, here we discuss the

aberration grouping approach and the baseline with no grouping.
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Appendix A.1. Aberration group

Similar to Fig. 3 in the main paper, this framework follows the same four-stage

architecture described in the methodology section but with aberration-based groups

replacing azimuthal degree groups. By structuring the graph around aberration groups,

the network explicitly learns how specific combinations of Zernike modes with similar

optical physical effects collectively distort the wavefront and thereby facilitates effective

aberration correction.

Appendix A.2. Baseline with no grouping strategy

In this baseline method, no grouping is applied; each node is initialised with its

corresponding Zernike latent representation and exchanges information with all other

Zernike modes through a fully connected graph structure. This fully connected ap-

proach does not explicitly model any physical relationships between the Zernike modes,

providing a reference point for assessing the benefits of structured grouping strategies.

Appendix B. Implementation details of competing SOTA methods

We implemented DeblurGANv2 [34], MPRNet [67], Restormer [32], CascadedGaze

[68], DiffIR [35], and KBNet (both large KBNetL and small KBNetS variants) [49]

according to their official configurations. All these networks were originally designed

for general image restoration tasks (e.g., denoising, deraining, deblurring); in our

experiments, we adapted them to produce a single-channel restored optical image

from the phase-diverse inputs and adjusted hyperparameters only when necessary to

accommodate the larger dataset size and extended training duration.

For specialised aberration correction networks, we compared against DeAbe (RCAN)

[22, 45] and SFT-DFCAN [25]. The DeAbe model employs a 3D Residual Channel

Attention Networks (RCAN) to remove aberrations from 3D fluorescence microscopy

stacks and then uses two additional networks to progressively improve image resolution

and contrast. This 3D RCAN is adapted from the 2D RCAN, which was originally

developed for image super-resolution on natural images. In our work, we used only the

2D RCAN variant. Following insights from the DeAbe paper that microscopy images
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LR LC LZ PSNR SSIM LPIPS
Zernike

RMSWFE (rad)

✓ 28.56 0.7795 0.3930 0.4542

✓ 28.55 0.7789 0.3947 0.4552

✓ 28.53 0.7779 0.3945 0.4551

✓ ✓ 28.57 0.7785 0.3938 0.4574

✓ ✓ 28.54 0.7778 0.3947 0.4550

✓ ✓ 28.56 0.7794 0.3930 0.4506

✓ ✓ ✓ 28.80 0.7843 0.3887 0.4374

Table B.4: Ablation analysis for FAA loss.

often have lower high-frequency content compared to natural images, we modified

the network to process whole 256×256 phase-diverse images rather than patches, and

adjusted the architecture to 5 residual groups and 10 residual blocks to accommodate

the larger input size. The final layer of the network was further modified to output

single-channel restored images.

For SFT-DFCAN [25], the original implementation requires first training SFE-Net

to predict the PSF from aberrated images, then using both the aberrated image and

estimated PSF as inputs to SFT-DFCAN to generate the super-resolved, aberration-

corrected result. Given the complexity of our dataset and the authors’ demonstration

that accurate PSF estimation is critical for successful microscopy image reconstruction,

we modified our implementation to directly accept the ground truth 33×33 PSF together

with the 256×256 phase-diverse input and then output the 256×256 restored single-

channel image. This ensures a fair comparison by isolating the image restoration

performance from potential errors in PSF estimation.

For networks that predict Zernike coefficients, we trained Swin Transformer (Base

and Large variants) [69] following standard protocols. We adapted each backbone to

accept the same 256×256 phase-diverse inputs and modified the final layers to regress

25 Zernike coefficients.
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Appendix C. Ablation studies on FAA loss components

Table B.4 presents an ablation study evaluating the individual and combined effects

of the three FAA loss components: Restoration loss (LR), Cross-verification loss (LC),

and Zernike loss (LZ). While individual components or pairs of two offer marginal

gains, some combinations are counterproductive. The best performance is achieved

when all three components are used together, confirming that the full FAA loss provides

complementary, three-way supervision that effectively aligns image restoration with

physically consistent Zernike prediction in the spatial frequency domain.
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