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Abstract

This paper reviews the NTIRE 2025 Efficient Burst HDR
and Restoration Challenge, which aims to advance effi-
cient multi-frame high dynamic range (HDR) and restora-
tion techniques. The challenge is based on a novel RAW
multi-frame fusion dataset, comprising nine noisy and mis-
aligned RAW frames with various exposure levels per scene.
Participants were tasked with developing solutions capable
of effectively fusing these frames while adhering to strict
efficiency constraints: fewer than 30 million model param-
eters and a computational budget under 4.0 trillion FLOPs.
A total of 217 participants registered, with six teams fi-
nally submitting valid solutions. The top-performing ap-
proach achieved a PSNR of 43.22 dB, showcasing the po-
tential of novel methods in this domain. This paper pro-
vides a comprehensive overview of the challenge, compares
the proposed solutions, and serves as a valuable reference
for researchers and practitioners in efficient burst HDR and
restoration.

1. Introduction

Raw image fusion is a crucial task in image signal process-
ing with widespread real-world applications. Due to miss-
ing values in the Bayer inputs and their specific form, it
requires slightly different handling techniques and is con-
sidered a challenging task. Multi-frame fusion is designed
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to obtain high-quality images by using multiple images
with consecutive time series, as is the case with RAW
burst denoising [20, 21, 26, 28, 43, 63, 64, 73, 92] or
RAW image super-resolution [19, 21, 37, 89, 91]. Specif-
ically, in the last decade, there have been rapid devel-
opments in deep learning techniques for image process-
ing to tackle increasingly difficult problems, such as de-
noising [1, 6, 20, 27, 47, 51, 99, 104, 105], deblurring
[12, 62, 65, 80, 100, 103], super-resolution (SR) [3, 40, 48,
50, 54, 106, 107], and high dynamic range (HDR) recon-
struction [8, 22, 39, 41, 57, 64, 68, 113]).

Specifically, multi-exposure images contain richer infor-
mation, and various methods have been proposed to re-
store clean images from degraded multi-frame inputs. Over
the past decade, researchers have increasingly explored
multi-exposure image fusion using noisy, blurry, misaligned
frames with varying exposure levels [26, 28, 30, 39, 110].
Furthermore, a previous New Trends in Image Restora-
tion and Enhancement (NTIRE) challenge [111] focused
on the restoration and enhancement of low-light RAW im-
ages from burst and dual-exposure inputs, leading to several
novel approaches and insights [7, 18, 52, 93, 94]. These ad-
vancements suggest that, despite their inherent challenges,
multi-image processing methods can offer significant ad-
vantages in addressing such problems and achieving more
accurate results.

Inspired by previous works, we proposed a novel chal-
lenge in NTIRE 2025 to restore an RGB image by fusing
multiple degraded RAW frames. In particular, compared
to previous challenges, we introduced a more difficult task
by incorporating a mixed noise distribution (Gaussian and
Poisson), increasing the number of input frames, and apply-
ing several challenging degradation processes. This multi-
frame fusion task has not been covered in previous NTIRE
challenges, and it is expected to significantly contribute to
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advancements in this field. Furthermore, another key objec-
tive of this challenge is to encourage participants to develop
highly efficient network architectures suitable for on-device
deployment, enabling real-world applications.

Overall, this paper presents the NTIRE 2025 Challenge
on Efficient Burst HDR and Restoration, which aims to ex-
plore efficient multi-frame fusion solutions from a novel
perspective. Participants were tasked with designing an ap-
propriate image signal processing (ISP) module to synthe-
size clean, aligned HDR RGB images from nine misaligned,
noisy, and degraded RAW inputs. In the final testing phase,
six teams successfully submitted valid solutions. This pa-
per provides an overview of their methods and reports their
performance. The proposed approaches highlight poten-
tial new state-of-the-art benchmarks in efficient multi-frame
HDR fusion and restoration, which are expected to not only
accelerate research in this field but also drive real-world in-
dustrial applications.

This challenge is one of the NTIRE 2025 1 Work-
shop associated challenges on: ambient lighting normaliza-
tion [82], reflection removal in the wild [95], shadow re-
moval [81], event-based image deblurring [77], image de-
noising [78], XGC quality assessment [55], UGC video en-
hancement [75], night photography rendering [23], image
super-resolution (x4) [10], real-world face restoration [11],
efficient super-resolution [72], HR depth estimation [97],
efficient burst HDR and restoration [42], cross-domain few-
shot object detection [25], short-form UGC video quality
assessment and enhancement [45, 46], text to image gener-
ation model quality assessment [29], day and night raindrop
removal for dual-focused images [44], video quality assess-
ment for video conferencing [34], low light image enhance-
ment [56], light field super-resolution [87], restore any im-
age model (RAIM) in the wild [49], raw restoration and
super-resolution [14], and raw reconstruction from RGB on
smartphones [15].

2. NTIRE 2025 Efficient Burst HDR and
Restoration Challenge

2.1. Overview
The goal of this competition is to develop an efficient algo-
rithm for burst HDR and restoration. More precisely, the
task involves generating HDR images from multiple con-
secutive RAW frames captured at different exposure times.
This requires aligning and denoising RAW frames taken
over a period of time, each with varying exposure set-
tings (and consequently different noise levels), and then ef-
ficiently fusing them. This challenge simulates real-world
mobile photography scenarios using devices such as smart-
phones or DSLR cameras. The primary objective is to
inspire innovations in mobile and camera applications by

1https://www.cvlai.net/ntire/2025/

encouraging the development of efficient on-device image
signal processing (ISP) models. A simple baseline code
and model are provided for participants as a starting kit
(https://github.com/Eve-ctr/RawFusion).

Specifically, this competition requires solving the fol-
lowing three key tasks:
1. Multi-frame RAW image fusion: The inputs consist of

consecutive multi-frame RAW Bayer images.
2. HDR image synthesis: The inputs exhibit varying

brightness levels, leading to color saturation. The goal is
to fuse these frames into a single High Dynamic Range
(HDR) image.

3. Restoration: The inputs contain various levels of noise,
and the objective is to restore a clean ground truth (GT)
image.
Overall, designing an efficient algorithm for both multi-

frame fusion and restoration remains a challenging task.
The ultimate goal of this competition is to develop an ap-
proach suitable for on-device deployment, enabling real-
world applications on mobile devices.

2.2. Datasets

Instead of using existing multi-frame RAW fusion datasets
such as BurstSR [3, 21, 37, 61], SyntheticBurst [5, 20,
37, 89], LLFF-N [67, 79], or other datasets from previous
NTIRE challenges [2, 4, 111], we introduce a novel syn-
thetic RAW HDR fusion dataset in this competition to en-
courage innovative approaches.

Specifically, the training dataset is generated using a vir-
tual imaging pipeline. For each scene, nine clean RAW
frames with various exposure levels are captured, and the
corresponding ground-truth (GT) HDR RGB image is syn-
thesized from these frames. The provided RAW frames
have three different exposure levels (low, medium, and
high), resulting in three distinct noise levels. To simulate
real-world burst RAW acquisition, the dataset incorporates
various degradations, including noise, rotation, translation,
and motion blur.

The first frame in each sequence serves as the reference
frame, which is perfectly aligned with the ground-truth im-
age. Figure 1 illustrates an example composition of a scene
in the dataset. The core objective of this dataset is to en-
courage participants to explore how to effectively utilize the
information from multiple input frames while considering
the unique characteristics of each frame.

The training, validation, and test datasets are constructed
using the same methodology, with all images having a res-
olution of 768(H) × 1536(W ), as depicted in Figure 1(a).
The training set consists of 300 scenes, each containing nine
RAW input frames and one ground-truth RGB image. The
validation and test sets each contain 20 scenes, with the GT
images in these sets hidden from participants.
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Figure 1. Visualization of the dataset proposed in this competition.
(a) Example of an HDR RGB GT image. (b) Cropped patch of (a).
(c) Nine input RAW frames corresponding to (b), captured at three
different exposure levels. Participants are required to fuse these
noisy, misaligned and degraded frames to reconstruct the ground-
truth RGB image in (b).

2.3. Challenge Rules
2.3.1. Metric
The evaluation is based on the comparison between the
generated images and the corresponding ground-truth im-
ages. Following previous NTIRE challenges [4, 9, 47, 84–
86, 109, 111], we use the average Peak Signal-to-Noise Ra-
tio (PSNR) [32] across the full test set to determine the final
ranking. Although the dataset is provided in 16-bit .tif
format, PSNR is measured after conversion to 8-bit for-
mat. As an additional reference, we also provide the Struc-
tural Similarity Index Measure (SSIM) [88], computed in
grayscale, to participants.

2.3.2. Restrictions on Model Parameters and FLOPs
Since this competition emphasizes the development of effi-
cient on-device models, there are strict constraints on com-
putational cost and memory. Specifically, submitted models
must not exceed 30M parameters and 4T FLoating point
OPerations (FLOPs) when generating a full-sized output
RGB image of size 1× 3× 768× 1536. The FLOP count is
measured using the FlopCountAnalysis function from
the fvcore module, as adopted in prior works [71, 98].

2.3.3. Others
Participants are allowed to employ any training techniques
as long as they adhere to the constraints outlined in Sec-
tion 2.3.2. For instance, they may utilize external public
datasets for pre-training, incorporate pre-trained networks,
or leverage generative models/transformers, etc. Further-
more, there are no further constraints on memory usage or
inference time. Lastly, the use of all input frames is not
mandatory. To optimize computational efficiency and re-
duce FLOPs, participants may selectively use a subset of
frames before applying fusion techniques.

Team name PSNR↑ SSIM↑ Params (M) FLOPs (T) Time (s)

ImvisionAI 43.22 0.992 29.051 3.965 7.12
DeepTrans 42.75 0.991 12.839 3.864 0.24

SimonLarsen 41.38 0.989 18.651 1.685 0.74
E Group 40.64 0.988 8.386 0.288 0.62
CidautAI 37.51 0.979 3.346 0.279 0.064

X-L 33.85 0.934 1.73 0.346 0.088

Table 1. The final results of participants. Team ImvisionAI
achieved the highest PSNR value of 43.22 dB using maximal re-
sources close to the competition restriction. The inference time
represented in the rightmost column is measured by a single
NVIDA H100 GPU.

2.4. Challenge Phases
(1) Training and validation phase: Participants are provided
with 300 training scene pairs and 20 validation inputs from
our constructed dataset. The training phase lasts for three
weeks, during which participants can submit their valida-
tion results to receive PSNR feedback. The GT images
for the validation set remain hidden from participants. In-
stead, they can submit their enhanced results to the evalua-
tion server, which computes PSNR and SSIM scores for the
generated images and provides immediate feedback. The
resulting PSNR values are displayed on the leaderboard,
visible for all participants.
(2) Testing phase: The test phase lasts for one week, dur-
ing which participants can submit their final results. They
are given access to the testset consisting of 20 scenes, with
GT images remaining undisclosed. Similar to the valida-
tion phase, PSNR scores for test results are displayed on
the leaderboard. Participants are required to submit their
enhanced outputs to the Codalab evaluation server, along
with an email to the organizers containing their code and a
factsheet. The organizers verify and execute the provided
code to verify the final results.

3. Challenge Results

The competition had a total of 217 participants, with six
teams ultimately submitting their final results. Their quan-
titative performance is summarized in Table 1, while Figure
2 visualizes qualitative results for several scenes from the
test set.

Team ImvisionAI won the competition, achieving the
highest PSNR value of 43.22 dB on the test set, outperform-
ing the second-place team by 0.47 dB. Their model was de-
signed to fully utilize the competition’s constraints (30M
model parameters and 4.0T FLOPs, as described in Section
2.3.2) to maximize performance. Additionally, their model
also achieved the highest SSIM score of 0.992, slightly sur-
passing the second-place result.

From an efficiency perspective, inference time for each
model was measured under the same conditions using a sin-



Figure 2. The visualization of the participants’ final results, along with the corresponding input reference frames and GT images. The
first row displays the full input scenes, while the subsequent rows show cropped patches from the images. Each column represents the GT
image, the input reference frame, and the results produced by the participants’ models. Higher-performing models generate outputs that
closely restore the GT, whereas the last two rows (e, f) illustrate cases where complete restoration was unsuccessful.

gle NVIDIA H100 GPU. The time required to restore a full-
size (768 × 1536) image was averaged and is reported in
Table 1. Team ImvisionAI’s winning model had the longest
inference time at approximately 7 seconds, whereas team
CidautAI achieved the fastest processing time at 64 ms per
image. Given the trade-off between speed and performance,
selecting an appropriate model depends on the specific ap-
plication requirements.

Notably, an alternative approach to efficiency evaluation
involves using a PSNR/time metric, as seen in other chal-
lenges [16, 33]. If the competition had adopted this metric,
the rankings and model designs might have differed. For in-
stance, Team ImvisionAI’s slow inference speed is not due

to GPU computation but rather an architectural bottleneck,
which could be further optimized. It is important to note
that this competition did not impose running time or mem-
ory usage constraints beyond those defined in Section 2.3.2;
instead, the primary focus was on achieving the best perfor-
mance within the given resource limits.

To compare the qualitative performance of the partic-
ipants’ models, we selected six representative test scenes
that highlight key characteristics of their results. These se-
lected scenes are displayed in the first row of Figure 2, with
cropped patches zoomed in for detailed inspection.

In Figure 2(a), all participants successfully restored tex-
tures in the bright regions of the scene. However, artifacts
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Figure 3. The model proposed by the team ImvisionAI, named recursive multi-exposure alignment with spatiotemporal decoupling. They
designed two stages of training the models, with each stage focusing on learning multi-frame alignment and image restoration, respectively.
After the alignment module has been trained, it is frozen during the training of the restoration model in the second stage.

start to appear in the synthesized images, such as the verti-
cal line in the rightmost column of Figure 2(b) or the noisy
outputs in the right two columns of (c). This issue becomes
even more evident in the restoration of letters in dark areas,
as shown in (d), where only the top three teams produced
clearly recognizable results.

Figures 2(e) and (f) illustrate two of the most challeng-
ing cases in the test set. In (e), faint horizontal lines in the
GT image were not fully restored, while in (f), the details of
trees in dark areas were not completely reconstructed. More
specifically, the bright forest regions in (f) were slightly bet-
ter restored by team ImvisionAI compared to team Deep-
Trans, whereas both struggled to recover details in the dark
regions. Restoring dark areas is particularly difficult be-
cause the original signal is only partially available from
overexposed frames. Considering the extreme noise levels
in the input frames, as displayed in the second column of
the figure, these cases exemplify the inherent challenges of
this competition.

Finally, we analyze the results in relation to model
complexity. Notably, the second-place team DeepTrans,
achieved visually comparable results while using less than
half the number of parameters compared to team Imvi-
sionAI. Although some differences in fine details were ob-
served, their approach demonstrates an effective balance be-
tween performance and efficiency, making it a strong can-

didate for real-world applications where time and memory
constraints are critical, such as on-device environment.

4. Challenge Methods
4.1. ImvisionAI
General method description. The team proposed an re-
cursive multi-exposure alignment with spatiotemporal de-
coupling for efficient burst hdr and restoration named
RASD [69]. Burst HDR and Restoration from RAW to
RGB, aiming for an end-to-end solution, is a challenging
task due to two key contradictions: (1) the information dif-
ferences caused by brightness, noise, saturation, and dead-
black regions across multi-exposure data domains, and (2)
the disparity between alignment and restoration in the tem-
poral and spatial domains. Neglecting these factors would
lead to inefficient joint optimization.

To address these challenges, the team propose a frame-
work that explicitly considers these contradictions at both
the alignment and restoration stages. Specifically, as illus-
trated in Fig. 3, for alignment, the team leverage statisti-
cally derived luminance priors for truncation-free exposure
alignment toward the longest exposure to prevent alignment
errors caused by too many saturated pixels and introduce
a recursive Flow-based Enhanced Deformable Alignment
(F-EDA) module to achieve multi-exposure spatial align-
ment. Specifically, since spynet [70] is trained in the non-



Figure 4. The proposed model by DeepTrans, named flow-guided deformable alignment with channel-wise self-attention reconstruction.

linear RGB domain, the team use a learnable feature map-
ping to transform the input into a domain with a smaller
gap, reducing flow errors and enabling more accurate op-
tical flow estimation by spynet [70]. These ensure more
stable and accurate alignment across different exposure lev-
els. Additionally, to balance the trade-off between align-
ment and restoration, the team adopt a two-stage training
strategy that decouples spatiotemporal learning, in the align
stage (stage 1), the team use a few Restormer [101] blocks
to maximize alignment. In the restoration stage (stage 2),
the team use the full Restormer architecture to maximize
the overall restoration, addressing blurring, noise, and pro-
viding a RAW to sRGB mapping. Additionally, they found
that decomposing the Bayer pattern channels during the
restoration phase significantly reduced accuracy. Therefore,
they kept the original RAW pattern format. They analyzed
that the decomposition operation lost the spatial relation-
ships between different color channels, which lowered the
restoration accuracy.

Implementation details. The team used AdamW op-
timizer (α = 0.9 and β = 0.9) with 1000 training epochs
each for stage 1 and stage 2. The initial value of the learning
rate was 8 × 10−4 and was updated with cosine annealing
schedule. The patch size was set to 128 × 128 pixels. For
data augmentation, they only used bayeraug [53] for ran-
dom flips and transposition. In the testing phase, the team
used TLC [13] for full image inference, and note that the
addition of TLC brings no complexity gain.

4.2. DeepTrans

General method description. The overall architecture of
their model is illustrated in Figure 4. They first adopt an
Optical Flow Alignment Block (OFAB) to align the nine
input RAW frames. This module comprises convolutional
layers for shallow feature extraction and integrates a pre-
trained SpyNet [70] for the optical flow estimation. As the

original model is designed for four-channel RAW inputs,
and the input data consists of single-channel RAW images,
they convert them into a four-channel format according to
the RGGB Bayer pattern. This conversion reduces the spa-
tial resolution of each frame by half.

After alignment, the nine converted frames are concate-
nated and passed through a transposed convolution layer to
restore the original spatial resolution. This operation en-
ables effective aggregation and utilization of complemen-
tary information from the multiple input frames.

The fused features are then fed into a four-level symmet-
ric encoder-decoder architecture to extract deep representa-
tions. Each level of the encoder-decoder consists of mul-
tiple transformer blocks. The encoder progressively down-
samples the spatial dimensions while increasing the feature
dimensionality, and the decoder correspondingly upsam-
ples the low-resolution latent features to reconstruct high-
resolution representations. To facilitate the reconstruction
process, skip connections are introduced to concatenate en-
coder features with corresponding decoder features at each
level.

A convolutional layer is subsequently applied to the re-
fined features to predict the residual image. Finally, a trans-
posed convolution layer [102] is employed to generate an
aligned reference frame with the same number of channels
as the residual. The restored image is obtained by adding
the residual to this reference frame.

Implementation details. During the training process,
images are randomly cropped to patches with a size of
128× 128, and are subject to random flipping and rotation.
They used the PyTorch framework and adopted the Adam
optimizer with β1 = 0.9 and β2 = 0.999. The initial learning
rate was set to 2 × 10−4, using CosineAnnealingLR [59]
that gradually reduces to 2 × 10−6 over 80 epochs. The
model was trained on 8 RTX 4090 GPUs for a total of 80
epochs, amounting to 1 day of training.



Figure 5. The model proposed by Team SimonLarsen. The full three-stage model architecture is shown in the top, the basic CN block on
the right and the CNRDB block in the bottom. dw in the CN block denotes depth-wise convolution.

4.3. SimonLarsen

General method description. Team SimonLarsen pro-
posed the FlowCNRDB model shown in Figure 5. They
aimed to build a modern fusion and restoration model with-
out self-attention by instead applying the design principles
outlined in ConvNeXt [58] and ConvNeXt V2 [90] to pro-
duce an efficient and fully-convolutional model. The overall
network architecture consists of three stages: feature extrac-
tion, frame alignment, and finally a joint fusion and restora-
tion model. In the first and second stages, each frame is pro-
cessed in parallel, while the last stage processes all frames
together to produce the final output.

All stages of the model utilized the basic block design of
ConvNeXt V2 employing large kernel depth-wise convolu-
tions followed by a point-wise MLP and Global Response
Normalization (GRN). To avoid overfitting, dropout is used
throughout the model. The global feature aggregation in
GRN will lead to train-test time inconsistency when trained
on patched inputs. To mitigate this issue, a local aggrega-
tion method similar to test-time local conversion [13] was
used during inference.

The feature extraction stage encodes each frame Ii ∈
RH×W×1 into a latent representation Zi ∈ RH

2 ×W
2 ×C . The

input frames are first patched using a 2×2 convolution with
stride 2. The patch size was chosen to match the GRBG
filter size of the raw Bayer inputs. Deep features are then
extracted through a series of ConvNeXt (CN) blocks.

The frame alignment model is a U-Net architecture
[74] consisting of CN blocks. Given an encoded reference
and target frame (Zref,Zi) ∈ RH

2 ×W
2 ×2C (concatenated

on the channel axis), the model outputs a dense flow field
Fi ∈ RH

2 ×W
2 ×2 estimating the displacement between the

reference and the target.
The predicted flow field is used to warp the target frame

to match the reference frame using bilinear grid sampling.
Tokens outside the target frame are padded with zeros, and
a padding mask is computed to be used in the fusion stage.

The fusion and restoration stage takes in the full set
of aligned frames and padding masks, concatenated on the
channel axis, and predicts the final RGB output image Ŷ ∈
RH×W×3. During training, frames are randomly shuffled
within the three exposure time groups to effectively prevent
the model from associating specific channels with the ref-
erence frame. This step is necessary to force the model to
utilize all frames and, as a result, learn how to align the
frames in the second stage.

The fusion stage consists of a series of ConvNeXt Resid-
ual Dense Blocks (CNRDB) using a macro design similar to
DRCT [31], but replacing Swin transformer layers with CN
blocks. In addition, a linear layer was used to project the
number of channels down to a common size before each
CN block to constrain the number of parameters. The out-
put from the fusion stage is unpatched with a 2 × 2 pixel
shuffle operation followed by a 3 × 3 convolution down to
3 channels to produce the final output image.
Training details. The model was trained solely on the
provided training dataset with the last 20 scenes reserved
for validation. For data augmentation, Bayer-preserving
[53] horizontal/vertical flipping, rotation (in 90 degree in-
crements) and random cropping was used. The model was
trained solely with MSE loss. No additional losses were
used to supervise the frame alignment.

The model was trained at 256×256 resolution with batch
size 10 for 224k iterations on a single NVIDIA RTX A6000
GPU using automatic mixed precision. The initial learning
rate was set at 3 × 10−4 and gradually reduced to 10−7

using a cosine annealing schedule. Throughout training,
the AdamW optimizer was used with weight decay = 0.01,
β1 = 0.9, and β2 = 0.999.



Figure 6. The proposed model by team E Group.

4.4. E Group

General method description. Team E Group proposed a
model that utilizes the SFHFormer [35] block, which con-
sists of a hierarchical encoder-decoder structure composed
of five stages. The structure includes a two-scale encoder
(stage-1 and stage-2), a bottleneck (stage-3), and a two-
scale decoder (stage-4 and stage-5). The core components
of the SFHFormer block are: (a) Local Global Perception
Mixer (LGPM) and (b) Multi-kernel ConvFFN (MCFN).
The LGPM is designed to capture both local and global fea-
ture representations, while the MCFN enhances the feature
transformation capabilities through multiple kernel convo-
lutions.

Training strategy. Team E Group employs the AdamW
optimizer with β1 = 0.9 and β2 = 0.999 to train the SFH-
Former model. The initial learning rate was set to 7.5 ×
10−4, and a cosine annealing strategy [59] was adopted to
gradually decrease the learning rate from the initial value
to 5 × 10−6. This learning rate scheduler is crucial for
fine-tuning, as it enables smooth convergence and helps the
model escape local minima by periodically restarting the
annealing process.

In addition to the optimizer settings, Team E Group’s
training process integrated mixup data augmentation with
a mixup parameter β = 1.2 and identity mapping enabled.
This augmentation strategy enhances data diversity, lead-
ing to improved model robustness by interpolating between
training samples.

Furthermore, Team E Group’s framework utilized the
FFT loss (fftLoss) for pixel-level optimization. The FFT
loss, with a weight of 1.0 and mean reduction, operates
in the frequency domain to capture high-frequency details,

thereby improving the recovery of fine textures and edges
in the restored images. This approach mitigates the blurring
issues commonly associated with direct pixel-wise losses
such as L1 or L2.

Team E Group also incorporated pre-trained weights
into the training pipeline. By initializing the model with
weights obtained from previous training stages, the fine-
tuning process was accelerated and the model benefits from
the learned feature representations, ensuring better perfor-
mance in the restoration task.

All experiments were conducted using PyTorch 1.11.0
on a system equipped with two NVIDIA 4090 GPUs. The
batch size was set to 2 and a crop size of 256 is used,
which were optimized for both memory efficiency and ef-
fective training on high-resolution image data. This com-
prehensive training strategy, combining advanced optimizer
settings, dynamic learning rate scheduling, effective data
augmentation, and frequency-domain loss computation, en-
sures that the SFHFormer model achieves a balanced per-
formance in both global structure recovery and local detail
enhancement.

4.5. CidautAI

General method description. The challenge involves han-
dling sequences of raw images with varying exposures,
aligning them, and then fusing them into a single HDR im-
age, all while minimizing computational resources. Team
CidautAI proposed the most efficient solution in terms
of FLOPs and runtime. Their solution, named DarkIR-
Fusion, addresses these constraints through a highly opti-
mized method. The solution is based in the good results of
DarkIR [24] in Low-Light Image Enhancement (LLIE).
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Figure 7. General diagram of DarkIR-Fusion proposed by team CidautAI.

The architecture of their proposed model, DarkIR-
Fusion, is presented in Figure 7. During the first stage,
the set of nine input frames of different exposure times are
passed through an Alignment stage. Then, in the second
stage, the aligned images are introduced into the encoder-
decoder DarkIR architecture, which finally returns a fused
HDR image of the input set. The method is 10× smaller
than the requested size (30M), requires 14× fewer opera-
tions than the hardware requirements, and runs in real time
(≈ 15 FPS ) on an NVIDIA H100 GPU — achieving almost
8 FPS on an RTX 4090.

Alignment stage. The nine input images are introduced
and are grouped into the 3 trios of same exposition given
in the dataset (see Figure 7). Each trio is introduced into
the Alignment Module, and for each of the images the opti-
cal flow (flow) and mask are estimated using the FlowMask
Block. This block applies cascaded convolutions to the con-
catenation of the reference and target images, returning the
Mask and the Flow (see Figure 7).

DarkIR. The neural network follows an encoder-decoder
architecture based on the Metaformer structure [96]. The
encoder focuses on the HDR illumination and color issues
using Fourier information. Thus, the encoder produces a
low-resolution fused image x̂↓8 with corrected illumination
and color. The team ensures that the encoder is working
in these issues by the introduction of a guiding loss. The

decoder focuses on upscaling and reducing the misalign-
ment blur and noise artifacts using the prior illumination-
enhanced encoded features. The output of this DarkIR im-
plementation is built upon a residual connection with the
output of the Alignment Stage. This [9,H,W] tensor is fi-
nally transformed into the output image using a convolu-
tional 3x3 layer — which can be understood as a fusion-
demosaicing layer.

Training details. The proposed method was trained from
scratch using only the challenge dataset. To train DarkIR-
Fusion, the team used AdamW with setting β1 = 0.9,
β2 = 0.9 and weight decay to 10−3. The learning rate
was initialized in 10−3 and was updated following a cosine
annealing strategy [59] to a minimum 10−7. Rectangular
crops of varying sizes (scale 2:1) were used, with random
horizontal and vertical flips applied. The training follows
a multi-step strategy, reducing the batch size in each step,
while making the crop size larger. Across four different
consecutive steps for [1500, 500, 300, 20] epochs, they used
patch sizes [(256,512), (384,768), (512,1024), (768,1536)]
and batch sizes [32, 16, 8, 4], respectively. The model was
trained on four H100 GPUs approximately 20 hours. The
following combination of losses was used for optimization:

L = ∥x− x̂∥2+50 · ∥∇x−∇x̂∥2+0.8 · ∥x↓8− x̂↓8∥Y UV .
(1)
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Figure 8. Our proposed enhanced alignment and permuted self-attention for burst HDR and restoration.

All distances in (1) were calculated using the L1 norm.
∇ stands for gradient operation and YUV for the color
space transformation. The reference ground-truth image
and the cleaned image are, respectively, x and x̂.

4.6. X-L
General method description. In the task of burst HDR and
restoration, efficiently extracting information from multi-
ple frames and performing high-performance multi-frame
alignment, fusion, and reconstruction is crucial. To ad-
dress this, team X-L proposed a method using a feature en-
coder that includes five Residual Channel Attention Blocks
(RCABs) to extract key information [108]. These features
are then fed into an enhanced deformable alignment mod-
ule [60], which aligns neighboring frames to the reference
frame. After the alignmentmodule, the features are pro-
cessed through a cascaded Permuted Self-Attention Blocks
(PSABs) to model global relationships [112]. Finally, the
features are fed to a decoder, which consists of five RCABs
and one convolutional layer, to produce the final output.
This approach ensures robust alignment and effective global
context modeling.

Training strategy. During the training phase, they uti-
lized the Adam optimizer with exponential decay rates set to
β1 = 0.9 and β2 = 0.999. The initial learning rate was con-
figured at 4×10−4 and was halved every 200 epochs. They
utilized the Charbonnier penalty loss, and the batch size was
set to 4. The proposed method was implemented using the
PyTorch framework and executed on a single NVIDIA 4090
GPU.

5. Discussion and Conclusion
5.1. Discussion
Observing the diverse approaches of participants, it is first
worth noting that almost all participants shared a common
model structure, performing frame alignment first and then
restoration. Indeed, as team ImvisionAI analyzed this com-
petition in Section 4.1, the approach of dividing the roles of
each module and solving the problem step by step, rather

than performing multiple tasks simultaneously with a sin-
gle model, achieved effective results. Although there were
small variations in how the optical flow was computed (e.g.,
Spynet[70] (team ImvisionAI), TMRnet[36] (team Deep-
Trans), U-net[74] (team SimonLarsen), simple deformable
encoder[17] (team X-L),, etc.), computing the optical flow
to induce and influence warping took precedence over the
restoration stage. Further note that, team SimonLarsen and
team X-L tried multi-frame alignment on the extracted fea-
ture spaces. This approach would be significant to con-
duct additional studies to determine whether aligning over
the denoised or extracted time-spatial features, as team X-L
tried, could yield better results.

Secondly, most teams imposed a simple loss function,
which is a common method in competitions to maximize
the PSNR value. Team ImvisionAI used PSNR loss di-
rectly, while team DeepTrans and team SimonLarsen used
the L1 and L2 loss functions, respectively. Team Cidau-
tAI further imposed an additional gradient-based loss (1),
but it still shares a similar insight with the L1 loss. If one
needs to solve tasks where qualitative results are more im-
portant and increasing PSNR is not the top priority, using
additional losses and regularizations such as score distilla-
tion [38, 66, 76, 83] may lead to improved results.

Thirdly, we discuss the efficiency of the submitted mod-
els. Although team ImvisionAI’s model records the best
in performance, it also tightly consumes the competition’s
resource constraints. The second-place team, DeepTrans,
achieved even better results than SimonLarsen with fewer
parameters. Although it consumed more FLOPs, it was
measured to have a faster inference time when provided
with a high-end GPU. If the environment requires a low-end
GPU or NPU and inference time is more important, such as
in a mobile smartphone, team SimonLarsen’s results may be
more suitable. Lastly, team CidautAI focused on optimizing
the model and achieved the minimum inference time. Their
approach could be developed further by slightly increasing
the model size (simply the number of layers and channels)
to achieve better performance, sacrificing a little inference
time.



5.2. Conclusion
This paper provides a comprehensive overview of the
NTIRE 2025 Efficient Burst HDR and Restoration chal-
lenge and its results. Out of 217 registered participants, six
teams submitted their final results. The competition intro-
duced a novel Burst HDR fusion dataset consisting of 300
scenes, each with nine multi-exposure input frames. Team
ImvisionAI emerged as the winner, achieving the highest
PSNR value of 43.22 dB on this dataset. They introduced
a recursive Flow-based Enhanced Deformable Alignment
(F-EDA) module for handling multi-exposure images and
adopted a two-stage training strategy to separately learn
frame alignment and restoration tasks. The other five teams
also proposed efficient models and learning strategies, each
emphasizing different aspects of time and memory effi-
ciency, which could benefit related tasks in the future.

Finally, we suggest that this competition could be further
enhanced by considering additional metrics, such as both
PSNR and runtime, or by introducing further degradations
in image signal processing (e.g., bad pixel correction, fixed-
pattern noise, lens shading correction, etc.).
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[5] Goutam Bhat, Michaël Gharbi, Jiawen Chen, Luc
Van Gool, and Zhihao Xia. Self-supervised burst super-
resolution. In Proceedings of the IEEE/CVF international
conference on computer vision, pages 10605–10614, 2023.
2

[6] Tim Brooks, Ben Mildenhall, Tianfan Xue, Jiawen Chen,
Dillon Sharlet, and Jonathan T Barron. Unprocessing im-
ages for learned raw denoising. In CVPR, 2019. 1

[7] Genggeng Chen, Kexin Dai, Kangzhen Yang, Tao Hu, Xi-
angyu Chen, Yongqing Yang, Wei Dong, Peng Wu, Yanning
Zhang, and Qingsen Yan. Bracketing image restoration and
enhancement with high-low frequency decomposition. In
Proceedings of the IEEE/CVF Conference on Computer Vi-
sion and Pattern Recognition, pages 6097–6107, 2024. 1

[8] Su-Kai Chen, Hung-Lin Yen, Yu-Lun Liu, Min-Hung Chen,
Hou-Ning Hu, Wen-Hsiao Peng, and Yen-Yu Lin. Learning
continuous exposure value representations for single-image
hdr reconstruction. In ICCV, 2023. 1

[9] Zheng Chen, Zongwei Wu, Eduard Zamfir, Kai Zhang, Yu-
lun Zhang, Radu Timofte, Xiaokang Yang, Hongyuan Yu,

Cheng Wan, Yuxin Hong, et al. Ntire 2024 challenge on
image super-resolution (x4): Methods and results. In Pro-
ceedings of the IEEE/CVF Conference on Computer Vision
and Pattern Recognition, pages 6108–6132, 2024. 3

[10] Zheng Chen, Kai Liu, Jue Gong, Jingkai Wang, Lei Sun,
Zongwei Wu, Radu Timofte, Yulun Zhang, et al. NTIRE
2025 challenge on image super-resolution (×4): Methods
and results. In Proceedings of the IEEE/CVF Conference on
Computer Vision and Pattern Recognition (CVPR) Work-
shops, 2025. 2

[11] Zheng Chen, Jingkai Wang, Kai Liu, Jue Gong, Lei Sun,
Zongwei Wu, Radu Timofte, Yulun Zhang, et al. NTIRE
2025 challenge on real-world face restoration: Methods and
results. In Proceedings of the IEEE/CVF Conference on
Computer Vision and Pattern Recognition (CVPR) Work-
shops, 2025. 2

[12] Sung-Jin Cho, Seo-Won Ji, Jun-Pyo Hong, Seung-Won
Jung, and Sung-Jea Ko. Rethinking coarse-to-fine approach
in single image deblurring. In ICCV, 2021. 1

[13] Xiaojie Chu, Liangyu Chen, Chengpeng Chen, and Xin Lu.
Improving image restoration by revisiting global informa-
tion aggregation. In ECCV, pages 53–71. Springer, 2022.
6, 7

[14] Marcos Conde, Radu Timofte, et al. NTIRE 2025 challenge
on raw image restoration and super-resolution. In Proceed-
ings of the IEEE/CVF Conference on Computer Vision and
Pattern Recognition (CVPR) Workshops, 2025. 2

[15] Marcos Conde, Radu Timofte, et al. Raw image reconstruc-
tion from RGB on smartphones. NTIRE 2025 challenge re-
port. In Proceedings of the IEEE/CVF Conference on Com-
puter Vision and Pattern Recognition (CVPR) Workshops,
2025. 2

[16] Marcos V Conde, Eduard Zamfir, Radu Timofte, Daniel
Motilla, Cen Liu, Zexin Zhang, Yunbo Peng, Yue Lin, Ji-
aming Guo, Xueyi Zou, et al. Efficient deep models for
real-time 4k image super-resolution. ntire 2023 benchmark
and report. In Proceedings of the IEEE/CVF conference on
computer vision and pattern recognition, pages 1495–1521,
2023. 4

[17] Jifeng Dai, Haozhi Qi, Yuwen Xiong, Yi Li, Guodong
Zhang, Han Hu, and Yichen Wei. Deformable convolu-
tional networks. In Proceedings of the IEEE international
conference on computer vision, pages 764–773, 2017. 10

[18] Xinwei Dai, Yuanbo Zhou, Xintao Qiu, Hui Tang, Wei
Deng, Qinquan Gao, and Tong Tong. Learnable global
spatio-temporal adaptive aggregation for bracketing im-
age restoration and enhancement. In Proceedings of the
IEEE/CVF conference on computer vision and pattern
recognition, pages 6235–6245, 2024. 1

[19] Michel Deudon, Alfredo Kalaitzis, Israel Goytom, Md Ri-
fat Arefin, Zhichao Lin, Kris Sankaran, Vincent Michal-
ski, Samira E Kahou, Julien Cornebise, and Yoshua
Bengio. Highres-net: Recursive fusion for multi-frame
super-resolution of satellite imagery. arXiv preprint
arXiv:2002.06460, 2020. 1

[20] Akshay Dudhane, Syed Waqas Zamir, Salman Khan, Fa-
had Shahbaz Khan, and Ming-Hsuan Yang. Burst image

mailto:zeyuxiao1997@163.com


restoration and enhancement. In Proceedings of the ieee/cvf
Conference on Computer Vision and Pattern Recognition,
pages 5759–5768, 2022. 1, 2

[21] Akshay Dudhane, Syed Waqas Zamir, Salman Khan, Fa-
had Shahbaz Khan, and Ming-Hsuan Yang. Burstormer:
Burst image restoration and enhancement transformer. In
2023 IEEE/CVF Conference on Computer Vision and Pat-
tern Recognition (CVPR), pages 5703–5712. IEEE, 2023.
1, 2

[22] Gabriel Eilertsen, Joel Kronander, Gyorgy Denes, Rafał K
Mantiuk, and Jonas Unger. Hdr image reconstruction from
a single exposure using deep cnns. ACM TOG, 2017. 1

[23] Egor Ershov, Sergey Korchagin, Alexei Khalin, Artyom
Panshin, Arseniy Terekhin, Ekaterina Zaychenkova,
Georgiy Lobarev, Vsevolod Plokhotnyuk, Denis Abramov,
Elisey Zhdanov, Sofia Dorogova, Yasin Mamedov, Nikola
Banic, Georgii Perevozchikov, Radu Timofte, et al. NTIRE
2025 challenge on night photography rendering. In Pro-
ceedings of the IEEE/CVF Conference on Computer Vision
and Pattern Recognition (CVPR) Workshops, 2025. 2

[24] Daniel Feijoo, Juan C Benito, Alvaro Garcia, and Marcos V
Conde. Darkir: Robust low-light image restoration. arXiv
preprint arXiv:2412.13443, 2024. 8

[25] Yuqian Fu, Xingyu Qiu, Bin Ren Yanwei Fu, Radu Timofte,
Nicu Sebe, Ming-Hsuan Yang, Luc Van Gool, et al. NTIRE
2025 challenge on cross-domain few-shot object detection:
Methods and results. In Proceedings of the IEEE/CVF
Conference on Computer Vision and Pattern Recognition
(CVPR) Workshops, 2025. 2

[26] Clément Godard, Kevin Matzen, and Matt Uyttendaele.
Deep burst denoising. In Proceedings of the European con-
ference on computer vision (ECCV), pages 538–554, 2018.
1

[27] Shi Guo, Zifei Yan, Kai Zhang, Wangmeng Zuo, and Lei
Zhang. Toward convolutional blind denoising of real pho-
tographs. In CVPR, 2019. 1

[28] Shi Guo, Xi Yang, Jianqi Ma, Gaofeng Ren, and Lei Zhang.
A differentiable two-stage alignment scheme for burst im-
age reconstruction with large shift. In Proceedings of the
IEEE/CVF Conference on Computer Vision and Pattern
Recognition, pages 17472–17481, 2022. 1

[29] Shuhao Han, Haotian Fan, Fangyuan Kong, Wenjie Liao,
Chunle Guo, Chongyi Li, Radu Timofte, et al. NTIRE
2025 challenge on text to image generation model qual-
ity assessment. In Proceedings of the IEEE/CVF Confer-
ence on Computer Vision and Pattern Recognition (CVPR)
Workshops, 2025. 2

[30] Samuel W Hasinoff, Dillon Sharlet, Ryan Geiss, Andrew
Adams, Jonathan T Barron, Florian Kainz, Jiawen Chen,
and Marc Levoy. Burst photography for high dynamic range
and low-light imaging on mobile cameras. ACM Transac-
tions on Graphics (ToG), 35(6):1–12, 2016. 1

[31] Chih-Chung Hsu, Chia-Ming Lee, and Yi-Shiuan Chou.
Drct: Saving image super-resolution away from informa-
tion bottleneck. In Proceedings of the IEEE/CVF Confer-
ence on Computer Vision and Pattern Recognition, pages
6133–6142, 2024. 7

[32] Quan Huynh-Thu and Mohammed Ghanbari. Scope of va-
lidity of psnr in image/video quality assessment. Electron-
ics letters, 44(13):800–801, 2008. 3

[33] Andrey Ignatov, Radu Timofte, Shuai Liu, Chaoyu Feng,
Furui Bai, Xiaotao Wang, Lei Lei, Ziyao Yi, Yan Xiang,
Zibin Liu, et al. Learned smartphone isp on mobile gpus
with deep learning, mobile ai & aim 2022 challenge: report.
In European Conference on Computer Vision, pages 44–70.
Springer, 2022. 4

[34] Varun Jain, Zongwei Wu, Quan Zou, Louis Florentin,
Henrik Turbell, Sandeep Siddhartha, Radu Timofte, et al.
NTIRE 2025 challenge on video quality enhancement for
video conferencing: Datasets, methods and results. In Pro-
ceedings of the IEEE/CVF Conference on Computer Vision
and Pattern Recognition (CVPR) Workshops, 2025. 2

[35] Xingyu Jiang, Xiuhui Zhang, Ning Gao, and Yue Deng.
When fast fourier transform meets transformer for image
restoration. In Computer Vision – ECCV 2024, pages 381–
402, Cham, 2025. Springer Nature Switzerland. 8

[36] Yueming Jin, Yonghao Long, Cheng Chen, Zixu Zhao, Qi
Dou, and Pheng-Ann Heng. Temporal memory relation net-
work for workflow recognition from surgical video. IEEE
Transactions on Medical Imaging, 40(7):1911–1923, 2021.
10

[37] EungGu Kang, Byeonghun Lee, Sunghoon Im, and Ky-
ong Hwan Jin. Burstm: Deep burst multi-scale sr using
fourier space with optical flow. In European Conference on
Computer Vision, pages 459–477. Springer, 2024. 1, 2

[38] Kwanyoung Kim, Taesung Kwon, and Jong Chul Ye. Noise
distribution adaptive self-supervised image denoising using
tweedie distribution and score matching. In Proceedings of
the IEEE/CVF Conference on Computer Vision and Pattern
Recognition, pages 2008–2016, 2022. 10

[39] Bruno Lecouat, Thomas Eboli, Jean Ponce, and Julien
Mairal. High dynamic range and super-resolution from raw
image bursts. arXiv preprint arXiv:2207.14671, 2022. 1

[40] Christian Ledig, Lucas Theis, Ferenc Huszár, Jose Ca-
ballero, Andrew Cunningham, Alejandro Acosta, Andrew
Aitken, et al. Photo-realistic single image super-resolution
using a generative adversarial network. In CVPR, 2017. 1

[41] Siyeong Lee, Gwon Hwan An, and Suk-Ju Kang. Deep
recursive hdri: Inverse tone mapping using generative ad-
versarial networks. In ECCV, 2018. 1

[42] Sangmin Lee, Eunpil Park, Angel Canelo, Hyunhee Park,
Youngjo Kim, Hyungju Chun, Xin Jin, Chongyi Li, Chun-
Le Guo, Radu Timofte, et al. NTIRE 2025 challenge on
efficient burst hdr and restoration: Datasets, methods, and
results. In Proceedings of the IEEE/CVF Conference on
Computer Vision and Pattern Recognition (CVPR) Work-
shops, 2025. 2

[43] Dasong Li, Yi Zhang, Ka Lung Law, Xiaogang Wang,
Hongwei Qin, and Hongsheng Li. Efficient burst raw de-
noising with variance stabilization and multi-frequency de-
noising network. International Journal of Computer Vision,
130(8):2060–2080, 2022. 1

[44] Xin Li, Yeying Jin, Xin Jin, Zongwei Wu, Bingchen Li,
Yufei Wang, Wenhan Yang, Yu Li, Zhibo Chen, Bihan Wen,



Robby Tan, Radu Timofte, et al. NTIRE 2025 challenge on
day and night raindrop removal for dual-focused images:
Methods and results. In Proceedings of the IEEE/CVF
Conference on Computer Vision and Pattern Recognition
(CVPR) Workshops, 2025. 2

[45] Xin Li, Xijun Wang, Bingchen Li, Kun Yuan, Yizhen Shao,
Suhang Yao, Ming Sun, Chao Zhou, Radu Timofte, and
Zhibo Chen. NTIRE 2025 challenge on short-form ugc
video quality assessment and enhancement: Kwaisr dataset
and study. In Proceedings of the IEEE/CVF Conference on
Computer Vision and Pattern Recognition (CVPR) Work-
shops, 2025. 2

[46] Xin Li, Kun Yuan, Bingchen Li, Fengbin Guan, Yizhen
Shao, Zihao Yu, Xijun Wang, Yiting Lu, Wei Luo, Suhang
Yao, Ming Sun, Chao Zhou, Zhibo Chen, Radu Timofte,
et al. NTIRE 2025 challenge on short-form ugc video qual-
ity assessment and enhancement: Methods and results. In
Proceedings of the IEEE/CVF Conference on Computer Vi-
sion and Pattern Recognition (CVPR) Workshops, 2025. 2

[47] Yawei Li, Yulun Zhang, Radu Timofte, Luc Van Gool, Zhi-
jun Tu, Kunpeng Du, Hailing Wang, Hanting Chen, Wei Li,
Xiaofei Wang, et al. Ntire 2023 challenge on image denois-
ing: Methods and results. In Proceedings of the IEEE/CVF
Conference on Computer Vision and Pattern Recognition,
pages 1905–1921, 2023. 1, 3

[48] Jingyun Liang, Jiezhang Cao, Guolei Sun, Kai Zhang, Luc
Van Gool, and Radu Timofte. Swinir: Image restoration
using swin transformer. In ICCV, 2021. 1

[49] Jie Liang, Radu Timofte, Qiaosi Yi, Zhengqiang Zhang,
Shuaizheng Liu, Lingchen Sun, Rongyuan Wu, Xindong
Zhang, Hui Zeng, Lei Zhang, et al. NTIRE 2025 the 2nd
restore any image model (RAIM) in the wild challenge. In
Proceedings of the IEEE/CVF Conference on Computer Vi-
sion and Pattern Recognition (CVPR) Workshops, 2025. 2

[50] Bee Lim, Sanghyun Son, Heewon Kim, Seungjun Nah, and
Kyoung Mu Lee. Enhanced deep residual networks for sin-
gle image super-resolution. In CVPR Workshops, 2017. 1

[51] Jingbo Lin, Zhilu Zhang, Yuxiang Wei, Dongwei Ren,
Dongsheng Jiang, and Wangmeng Zuo. Improving image
restoration through removing degradations in textual repre-
sentations. arXiv preprint arXiv:2312.17334, 2023. 1

[52] Wenjie Lin, Zhen Liu, Chengzhi Jiang, Mingyan Han,
Ting Jiang, and Shuaicheng Liu. Improving bracket im-
age restoration and enhancement with flow-guided align-
ment and enhanced feature aggregation. arXiv preprint
arXiv:2404.10358, 2024. 1

[53] Jiaming Liu, Chi-Hao Wu, Yuzhi Wang, Qin Xu, Yuqian
Zhou, Haibin Huang, Chuan Wang, Shaofan Cai, Yifan
Ding, Haoqiang Fan, et al. Learning raw image denoising
with bayer pattern unification and bayer preserving aug-
mentation. In Proceedings of the IEEE/CVF Conference
on Computer Vision and Pattern Recognition Workshops,
pages 0–0, 2019. 6, 7

[54] Ming Liu, Zhilu Zhang, Liya Hou, Wangmeng Zuo, and Lei
Zhang. Deep adaptive inference networks for single image
super-resolution. In ECCV Workshops, 2020. 1

[55] Xiaohong Liu, Xiongkuo Min, Qiang Hu, Xiaoyun Zhang,
Jie Guo, et al. NTIRE 2025 XGC quality assessment

challenge: Methods and results. In Proceedings of the
IEEE/CVF Conference on Computer Vision and Pattern
Recognition (CVPR) Workshops, 2025. 2

[56] Xiaoning Liu, Zongwei Wu, Florin-Alexandru Vasluianu,
Hailong Yan, Bin Ren, Yulun Zhang, Shuhang Gu, Le
Zhang, Ce Zhu, Radu Timofte, et al. NTIRE 2025 challenge
on low light image enhancement: Methods and results. In
Proceedings of the IEEE/CVF Conference on Computer Vi-
sion and Pattern Recognition (CVPR) Workshops, 2025. 2

[57] Yu-Lun Liu, Wei-Sheng Lai, Yu-Sheng Chen, Yi-Lung
Kao, Ming-Hsuan Yang, Yung-Yu Chuang, and Jia-Bin
Huang. Single-image hdr reconstruction by learning to re-
verse the camera pipeline. In CVPR, 2020. 1

[58] Zhuang Liu, Hanzi Mao, Chao-Yuan Wu, Christoph Fe-
ichtenhofer, Trevor Darrell, and Saining Xie. A convnet
for the 2020s. In Proceedings of the IEEE/CVF conference
on computer vision and pattern recognition, pages 11976–
11986, 2022. 7

[59] Ilya Loshchilov and Frank Hutter. Sgdr: Stochastic gradient
descent with warm restarts. In International Conference on
Learning Representations, 2022. 6, 8, 9

[60] Ziwei Luo, Lei Yu, Xuan Mo, Youwei Li, Lanpeng Jia,
Haoqiang Fan, Jian Sun, and Shuaicheng Liu. Ebsr: Fea-
ture enhanced burst super-resolution with deformable align-
ment. In Proceedings of the IEEE/CVF Conference on
Computer Vision and Pattern Recognition, pages 471–478,
2021. 10

[61] Ziwei Luo, Youwei Li, Shen Cheng, Lei Yu, Qi Wu, Zhi-
hong Wen, Haoqiang Fan, Jian Sun, and Shuaicheng Liu.
Bsrt: Improving burst super-resolution with swin trans-
former and flow-guided deformable alignment. In Proceed-
ings of the IEEE/CVF Conference on Computer Vision and
Pattern Recognition, pages 998–1008, 2022. 2

[62] Xintian Mao, Yiming Liu, Fengze Liu, Qingli Li, Wei Shen,
and Yan Wang. Intriguing findings of frequency selection
for image deblurring. In AAAI, 2023. 1

[63] Ben Mildenhall, Jonathan T Barron, Jiawen Chen, Dil-
lon Sharlet, Ren Ng, and Robert Carroll. Burst denois-
ing with kernel prediction networks. In Proceedings of the
IEEE conference on computer vision and pattern recogni-
tion, pages 2502–2510, 2018. 1

[64] Antoine Monod, Julie Delon, and Thomas Veit. An analy-
sis and implementation of the hdr+ burst denoising method.
Image Processing On Line, 11:142–169, 2021. 1

[65] Seungjun Nah, Tae Hyun Kim, and Kyoung Mu Lee. Deep
multi-scale convolutional neural network for dynamic scene
deblurring. In CVPR, 2017. 1

[66] Thuan Hoang Nguyen and Anh Tran. Swiftbrush: One-
step text-to-image diffusion model with variational score
distillation. In Proceedings of the IEEE/CVF Conference
on Computer Vision and Pattern Recognition, pages 7807–
7816, 2024. 10

[67] Naama Pearl, Tali Treibitz, and Simon Korman. Nan:
Noise-aware nerfs for burst-denoising. In Proceedings of
the IEEE/CVF Conference on Computer Vision and Pattern
Recognition, pages 12672–12681, 2022. 2
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