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Abstract

Low-light image enhancement is an important task in computer vision, essential for improving the
visibility and quality of images captured in non-optimal lighting conditions. Inadequate illumina-
tion can lead to significant information loss and poor image quality, impacting various applications
such as surveillance. photography, or even autonomous driving. In this regard, automated methods
have been developed to automatically adjust illumination in the image for a better visual percep-
tion. Current enhancement techniques often use specific datasets to enhance low-light images, but
still present challenges when adapting to diverse real-world conditions, where illumination degrada-
tion may be localized to specific regions. To address this challenge, the Adaptive Light Enhancement
Network (ALEN) is introduced, whose main approach is the use of a classification mechanism to
determine whether local or global illumination enhancement is required. Subsequently, estimator net-
works adjust illumination based on this classification and simultaneously enhance color fidelity. ALEN
integrates the Light Classification Network (LCNet) for illuminance categorization, complemented by
the Single-Channel Network (SCNet), and Multi-Channel Network (MCNet) for precise estimation of
illumination and color, respectively. Extensive experiments on publicly available datasets for low-light
conditions were carried out to underscore ALEN’s robust generalization capabilities, demonstrating
superior performance in both quantitative metrics and qualitative assessments when compared to
recent state-of-the-art methods. The ALEN not only enhances image quality in terms of visual percep-
tion but also represents an advancement in high-level vision tasks, such as semantic segmentation, as
presented in this work. The code of this method is available at https://github.com/xingyumex/ALEN.
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1 Introduction

Images taken under low-light conditions, such as
indoors and or dark outdoor environments, both
day and night, present a significant challenge in
the correct visual perception due to the limited

light reflected by objects. The reduced image qual-
ity with color distortions and noticeable noise
impacts fields like transportation surveillance [1],
professional photography [2], and even in the
recent implementation of autonomous driving [3].
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These image conditions not only affect visual per-
ception but also the performance of high-level
vision tasks, such as object detection [4–7] and
semantic segmentation [8–10].

To overcome this issue, several image enhance-
ment strategies have been developed. Traditional
techniques, such as histogram equalization [11–
16], have been widely used to adjust contrast and
improve image visibility. However, these methods
are often insufficient as they fail to adequately
capture local lighting variations and enhance both
textural and chromatic details. On the other hand,
the Retinex theory [17], divided into its respective
categories: Single-scale Retinex (SSR) [18], Multi-
scale Retinex (MSR) [19], and Multiscale Retinex
with Color Restoration (MSRCR) [20, 21], pro-
poses that a low-light image can be decomposed
into a reflectance component and an illumina-
tion component. By manipulating these compo-
nents, a better illumination-corrected image can
be obtained. Despite significant advancements in
these methods, they present limitations when
applied directly in the RGB space due to chal-
lenges in concurrently learning brightness fea-
tures.

In recent years, approaches based on convo-
lutional neural networks (CNNs) [22], generative
adversarial networks (GANs) [23], and transform-
ers [24, 25] have shown significant progress in
enhancing low-light images. Despite its advance-
ments and achieving the best results in the visual
enhancement of low-light images, these methods
still face challenges in generalization across dif-
ferent datasets, which can lead to a tendency to
amplify noise and produce unnatural or oversatu-
rated colors in real-world image datasets [26–29].

To overcome these limitations and inspired
by the Low-Light image enhancement algorithm
(LoLi-IEA) [30], a novel method called the Adap-
tive Light Enhancement Network (ALEN) is intro-
duced, addressing both local/global luminance
adjustment and color restoration. This strategy is
divided into three sections. The first step classifies
whether image enhancement will be local or global
based on the RGB color space, and the second step
estimates the illumination accordingly, based on
the previous classification. Finally, the last section
ensures the attainment of more realistic and vivid
colors. This approach aims to provide a robust
and efficient solution for enhancing images under

low-light conditions, whether uniform or non-
uniform illumination deficiencies. Several eval-
uations, including quantitative and qualitative
assessments, were implemented to compare this
proposal against state-of-the-art methods, con-
firming the efficiency of this proposal. Also, a
high-level vision task, specifically segmentation,
is conducted in processed images through this
method, proving its efficiency in this task.

In summary, this proposal makes the following
key contributions:

• A novel approach to enhance both uni-
form and non-uniform image light con-
ditions: The ALEN technique is introduced,
which is constructed from three distinct sub-
networks: Light Classification Network (LCNet)
for illumination classification, Single-Channel
Network (SCNet) for single channel estimation,
and Multi-Channel Network (MCNet) for multi
channel estimation.

• A new dataset for illuminance classifi-
cation: The Global-Local Illuminance (GLI)
dataset is introduced, which is based on human
perception and histogram analysis to catego-
rize illuminance enhancement as either global or
local.

• A novel dataset for evaluating real-world
low-light images: The Diverse Illumination
Scene (DIS) dataset is presented, encompass-
ing real-world low-light images in various indoor
and outdoor scenes, spanning both day-time
and night-time periods.

• A preprocessing tool for semantic seg-
mentation enhancement in low-light
images: This proposal represents an improve-
ment in semantic segmentation results when
images with inadequate illumination are pro-
cessed, leading to more accurate and reliable
segmentation outcomes.

The remainder of the paper is structured as fol-
lows: Section 2 presents the most relevant related
work, while Section 3 introduces the proposed
method. Section 4 details the experiments and
results obtained, and finally, Section 5 presents the
conclusions and future work.

2 Related Work

Over the past decades, the enhancement of low-
light images has been explored through a variety of
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Fig. 1: Example of enhancing images in low-light environments using the ALEN method across different
scenarios.

methods, from traditional approaches to advanced
deep learning techniques. In this section, related
works are categorized according to the different
processing techniques used.

2.1 Histogram equalization-based
methods

Classical methods, such as histogram adjustment
and equalization [11, 12], have been fundamental
in enhancing the visibility of images under low-
light conditions. One of the first approaches was
developed in 2007, Ibrahim et al. [31] proposed
the Brightness Preserving Dynamic Histogram
Equalization (BPDHE), a method that uses a
Gaussian filter to smooth the input histogram and
then applies equalization over segments defined by
local maxima, preserving the mean brightness of
the original image. That same year, Abdullah-Al-
Wadud et al. [32] introduced Dynamic Histogram
Equalization (DHE), a histogram equalization-
based technique that enhances low-light images
by dividing the histogram into segments based on
local minima, assigning them specific ranges of
grayscale levels, and verifying their redistribution
to prevent dominance.

Later in 2013, Hitam et al. [33] introduced
the so-called Contrast Limited Adaptive His-
togram Equalization (CLAHE), a method specif-
ically designed to enhance underwater images.

This approach applies CLAHE to RGB and HSV
color models, combining the results using the
Euclidean norm. More recently, in 2022, Thepade
et al. [34] introduced an innovative fusion com-
bining the CLAHE with BPDHE along with a
linearly weighted color restoration technique. The
next year, in 2023, Han et al. [35] proposed the
Histogram Equalization–Multiscale Retinex Com-
bination (HE-MSR-COM) method, which con-
sists of three main modules: MSR enhancement
for edges, HE enhancement for illumination, and
frequency domain fusion. This approach adapts
edge and illumination information using derived
weights for different scenarios.

2.2 Retinex-based methods

Retinex theory [36] enhances visual perception by
adjusting the color space through techniques that
optimize dynamic range and color fidelity, espe-
cially under varying lighting conditions. [37, 38]

In 2016, Guo et al. [27] introduced the Low-
light Image Enhancement via Illumination Map
Estimation (LIME) method, which individually
estimates the illumination of each pixel in a low-
light image, refines this illumination map and
applies it to enhance the image quality. A few
years later, in 2018, Wei et al. [39] proposed
Retinex-Net, which consists of two sub-networks:
Decom-Net, for the decomposition of the image
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into reflectance and illumination, and Enhance-
Net, to adjust the illumination and improve the
image quality. In 2022, Wu et al. [40] presented the
URetinex method, which includes three key mod-
ules: initialization, unfolded optimization, and
illumination adjustment. These modules allow the
image to be decomposed into reflectance and illu-
mination, adapting the results to suppress noise
and preserve details.

The following year, in 2023, Yi et al. [41]
introduced the Diff-Retinex method, which pro-
poses a generative diffusion model for low-light
image enhancement. It uses a Retinex Transformer
Decomposition Network (TDN) to decompose the
image into illumination and reflectance maps.
That same year, Cai et al. [42] presented Retinex-
former for enhancing low-light images and restor-
ing corruptions using Retinex theory. They also
developed an Illumination-Guided Transformer
(IGT) for modeling non-local interactions under
varying lighting conditions. Recently this year,
in 2024, Bai et al. [43] proposed RetinexMamba,
combining traditional Retinex methods’ intuition
with advanced deep learning techniques from
Retinexformer. It improves processing speed with
State Space Models (SSMs) and introduces new
illumination estimators and restoration mecha-
nisms while enhancing model interpretability with
a Fused Attention mechanism.

2.3 Unsupervised and
self-calibrated approaches

Unsupervised approaches, such as self-calibrated
methods, enhance low-light images by automati-
cally adjusting parameters to optimize their visual
quality.

In 2019, Zhang et al. [44] introduced a method
that improves images through dual illumina-
tion estimation. It separately corrects underex-
posed and overexposed parts and then adaptively
merges visually better-exposed parts from multi-
ple images to create a well-exposed single image.
In 2021, Zhang et al.[45] proposed a method
that uses a Histogram Equalization Prior (HEP)
to guide the process. This unsupervised learn-
ing process is divided into two modules: Light
Up Module (LUM) and Noise Disentanglement
Module (NDM).

Later in 2022, Jin et al. [46] presented an
unsupervised method for enhancing night images

using layer decomposition and light-effects sup-
pression. In the same year, Ma et al. [47] intro-
duced SCI, employing cascaded learning with
weight sharing to reduce computational cost and
adapt to various scenes through unsupervised
training. In 2023, Liang et al. [48] proposed the
Contrastive Language-Image Pre-Training (CLIP-
LIT), a method that utilizes CLIP to distinguish
between backlit and well-lit images. It improves
the network through a prompt-based learning
framework that optimizes text-image similarity.

More recently, in 2024, Chen and Yu [49]
proposed the Unsupervised Reflectance Retinex
and Noise model (URRN-Net) to enhance low-
light construction images. It addresses challenges
like uneven lighting and noise using CNNs to
decompose lighting features and restore bright-
ness through unsupervised loss functions. On the
other hand, Xu et al. [50] introduced Degraded
Structure and Hue Guided Auxiliary Learning
(SHAL-Net), an unsupervised method that uti-
lizes auxiliary learning guided by the degraded
structure and tone of the image.

2.4 Deep learning-based methods

Deep Learning methods yield favorable general-
ization results based on the quantity and quality
of input images. In 2020, Wang et al. [51] pre-
sented Deep Lightening Network (DLN), which
uses Lightening Back-Projection (LBP) blocks
to iteratively adjust the illumination and Fea-
ture Aggregation (FA) blocks to adaptively merge
results. During that same year, Guo et al. [52]
proposed the Zero-reference Deep Curve Estima-
tion (Zero-DCE) method, which enhances lighting
using the deep network DCE-Net. This network
adjusts specific image curves and employs non-
reference loss functions to guide learning.

The following year, in 2021, Liu et al. [53] pro-
posed the Retinex-Inspired Unrolling With Coop-
erative Prior Architecture Search architecture,
which models the intrinsic structure of underex-
posed images and develops optimization processes
to construct a comprehensive propagation struc-
ture. On the other hand, in the same year, Zheng
et al. [54] introduced the Adaptive Unfolding Total
Variation Network (UTVNet) architecture, which
estimates noise level and learns a correspond-
ing map through total variation regularization.
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Guided by this map, UTVNet effectively recovers
fine details and suppresses noise.

Later in 2022, Fan et al [55] introduced HWM-
Net, an image enhancement network based on the
enhanced hierarchical model M-Net+. This net-
work uses a half wavelet attention block to enrich
wavelet domain features. Within the same year,
Wang et al. [56] proposed a method using a nor-
malizing flow model to enhance low-light images
towards normal exposure. This approach employs
an invertible network that adjusts low-light images
to map them to a Gaussian distribution of nor-
mally exposed images. On the other hand, Cui
et al. [57] presented a lightweight and fast Adap-
tive Lighting Transformer (IAT) to restore normal
sRGB images from low-light, underexposed, or
overexposed conditions.

More recently, in 2023, Ma et al. [58] intro-
duced a method to enhance images in low-light
scenes using a learning approach that explores
relationships between different scenes. They used
a bi-level learning framework to optimize hyper-
parameters and improve the encoder’s adaptabil-
ity to diverse scenes. In the same year, Guo
and Hu [59] proposed a method that converts
RGB images to luminance-chrominance. It uses an
adjustable noise suppression network to enhance
luminance, guided by a lighting map to control
noise amplification. Finally, Fu et al. [60] proposed
PairLIE, an approach that learns adaptive prior
values from pairs of low-light images.

3 Materials and Methods

In this section the datasets used and generated
are presented, the ALEN design criterion and its
modules are described, and experimental details
are detailed.

3.1 Datasets

Four different datasets are used in this proposal:
the custom-developed Global-Local Illumination
(GLI) dataset is designed for illumination clas-
sification. For the estimation part, two public
datasets are employed for illumination estimation,
and one specific dataset is used for color esti-
mation. These datasets are described in detail
below.

3.1.1 Dataset for illuminance
classification

A key challenge in the proposed framework
is developing a dataset to distinguish between
images needing global or local enhancement. Due
to the lack of a suitable dataset, a new dataset
called GLI was constructed from multiple public
databases focused on low-light image enhance-
ment. Each dataset offers unique features for
estimating image enhancement under these condi-
tions. The primary goal is to identify illumination
variations and common features, creating a classi-
fication dataset.

During the initial stages of creating the GLI
dataset, each image undergoes visual inspection
and classification from a human perspective to
determine whether global or local enhancement
is required. To aid in this process, histograms
of various image types are analyzed to evaluate
illumination uniformity. Analyzing histograms is
essential for understanding how pixel intensities
are distributed in low-light images. Pixel intensity
is assessed individually for each channel in RGB-
format images, ranging from 0 to 255. Based on
the histogram analysis shown in Fig. 2, a detailed
representation of intensity value distributions is
provided. Figure 2a shows an example of an image
requiring global enhancement from the LOL [39]
dataset, while Fig. 2b presents the histogram of
an image requiring local enhancement taken from
the DICM [26] dataset.

Through this analysis, it can be inferred that
images requiring global enhancements predomi-
nantly exhibit pixel intensities on the left side of
the histogram, resulting in decreased values on
the right side. Conversely, images needing local
enhancements display intensity values covering
the entire histogram range, focusing mainly on the
extremes near the road and tree zones.

In the second stage of creating the GLI dataset,
after the human visual inspection, images are
converted to grayscale, marking the beginning
of parameter-based classification to determine
whether an image belongs to the local or global
category. For any grayscale image I, the histogram
Hist(i) is computed by quantifying a pixel accord-
ing to their respective intensity levels. This can be
mathematically expressed as:
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(a) Global illumination features (b) Local illumination features

Fig. 2: Comparison of global and local illumination features.

Hist(i) =

255∑
i=0

δ(I(p), i) (1)

where δ is a function derived from the Kronecker
delta function. Its output is 1 if its two param-
eters are equal and 0 otherwise. Therefore, if
the intensity of pixel p is equal to i, δ(I(p), i)
returns 1; otherwise, it returns 0. By summing
these values for all pixels in the image, the count
of pixels displaying intensity i is obtained. The
threshold defining the image category labels is
mathematically set as follows:

Ithr = max{i | Hist(i) ≥ T} (2)

where Hist(i) denotes the count of pixels with
intensity i, while T represents the predefined
threshold for image classification. According to
Eq. 2, Ithr represents the sought threshold inten-
sity, crucial for distinguishing whether an image is
classified as global or local. A total of 2000 images
were used, divided into two main categories: 1000
images labeled as “global” and another 1000 as
“local”. Figure 3a shows an example of “global”
labeled images from the LOL dataset, while Fig.
3b presents an example of “local” labeled images
from the DICM dataset.

(a) Globally labeled dataset

(b) Locally labeled dataset

Fig. 3: Example images from the training set for
classification.

3.1.2 Datasets for illuminance and
color estimation

The illumination estimation sections of the pro-
posed method use two specific datasets: HDR+
[61] for global illumination enhancement and
Synthetic Low-Light (SLL) [62] for local illu-
mination enhancement. while the color estima-
tion section employs the MIT-Adobe FiveK [63].
HDR+ dataset [61] used for global illumination
enhancement consists of 3640 scenes, each with
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2 to 10 photos in their original format. Specifi-
cally, the version selected by Zeng et al. [64] was
used, which includes 922 paired photos of low and
normal illumination.

Synthetic Low-Light (SLL) dataset [62] is gen-
erated from original images of public datasets such
as COCO [65] or ImageNet [66]. This dataset
employs strategies including gamma adjustments,
reduced dynamic range to simulate loss of detail
in dark areas, and the addition of various types of
noise to replicate low-light conditions. Addition-
ally, SLL provides multiple exposure levels (origi-
nal, 1/4x, 1/8x, 1/16x, and 1/32x) to enhance gen-
eralization. This dataset, comprising 22,656 paired
training images and 965 paired test images, is
specifically designed to improve local illumination.

Finally, the MIT-Adobe FiveK dataset [63]
consists of 5,000 paired images, each enhanced
by five different experts. This dataset balances
improvements in global and local illumination,
achieving a more vivid and realistic color restora-
tion. Figure 4 presents the three aforementioned
datasets used to train the lighting and color esti-
mation sections. The first row displays the original
images to be enhanced, while the second row
showcases reference images representing the ideal
versions sought through the enhancement process.

(a) HDR+ (b) SLL (c) MIT

Fig. 4: Example images from the training set for
estimation.

3.2 ALEN Design

In recent studies, various methods have been
employed to enhance low-light images, including
CNNs, GANs, Transformer-based architectures,
and statistical methods. The performance of each
method varies depending on the image capture
conditions and the training dataset, especially for

neural network-based approaches. However, the
adaptability of these algorithms does not always
guarantee consistent improvement across differ-
ent datasets. Therefore, the proposed method,
ALEN, addresses this diversity by combining mul-
tiple neural network designs. Figure 5 illustrates
the overall structure of the proposed ALEN archi-
tecture.

Based on the diagram shown in Fig. 5, various
sections can be identified that encompass different
aspects of the comprehensive architecture aimed
at enhancing low-light images. The main compo-
nents of the diagram include the classifier (CL),
Global Enhancement (GE), Local Enhancement
(LE), and Color Enhancement (CE).

Considering H and W the height and width of
the image in pixels, respectively, CL analyzes the
images Ilow ∈ RH×W×3 to determine whether to
apply global enhancement, represented by IG ∈
RH×W×3, or local enhancement, represented by
IL ∈ RH×W×3. CL relies on Light Classification
Network (LCNet), a lightweight classification sub-
network that extracts image features and deter-
mines the necessary enhancement type based on
these features.

For the estimation of GE , LE , and CE ,
the Single-Channel Network (SCNet) and Multi-
Channel Network (MCNet) sub-networks are
used. SCNet employs a single channel of informa-
tion for illumination enhancement, specifically the
V channel in the HSV color space. On the other
hand, MCNet allows for the independent extrac-
tion of information from each channel in the RGB
color space. For GE , a global input image IG is
considered. The process begins with the conver-
sion from RGB to HSV and the extraction of the
V channel from IG. Subsequently, this V channel
extraction is processed by the SCNet sub-network.
This procedure can be mathematically expressed
in Eqs. 3 and 4, respectively.

VG = THSV(IG[R], IG[G], IG[B])[V ] (3)

V′
G = SCNet(VG) (4)

where VG ∈ RH×W represents the output of
the channel extraction, THSV denotes the RGB to
HSV transformation function, [·] indicates channel
extraction, and V is the specific channel extracted
from this conversion. Following that, in Eq. 4,
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Fig. 5: The architecture of the proposed method.

V′
G ∈ RH×W represents the output of the channel

processed by the SCNet sub-network. Continuing
with the process, VG and V′

G are averaged to pre-
serve the characteristics of the V channel. Then,
the conversion from HSV to RGB is performed,
which is expressed as follows:

I′G = TRGB

(
IG[H], IG[S],

VG +V′
G

2

)
(5)

where I′G ∈ RH×W×3 stands for the output of the
conversion using the averages of VG + V′

G and
TRGB is the transformation function from HSV
to RGB. Finally, to obtain the global illumina-
tion enhancement in each of its RGB channels, it
is passed through MCNet, which allows indepen-
dent enhancement of information in each channel
of the RGB color space. This can be expressed
mathematically as:

G′
E = MCNet(I′G[R], I′G[G], I′G[B]) (6)

where G′
E ∈ RH×W×3 denotes the output

obtained after passing I′G through MCNet.
In the case of LE , the input image is IL. For

IL to be processed by the SCNet sub-network,
it must first be transformed from RGB to HSV.
This transformation allows for the extraction and
specific processing of the V channel.

The complete process, from the transformation
to the processing by SCNet, is detailed in Eqs. 7
and 8.

VL = THSV(IL[R], IL[G], IL[B])[V ] (7)

V′
L = SCNet(VL) (8)

where VL ∈ RH×W represents the extraction of
the V channel from the HSV color space, and THSV

is the transformation function from RGB to HSV.
On the other hand, V′

L ∈ RH×W is the output
obtained after passingVL through the SCNet sub-
network. After this processing, V′

L is converted
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back to the RGB color space to obtain the final
output of the local illumination enhancement.

This process is expressed as follows:

L′
E = TRGB(IL[H], IL[S],V

′
L) (9)

where L′
E ∈ RH×W×3 represents the output of

the local illumination enhancement and TRGB

is the transformation from HSV to RGB. For
CE , the images Ilow are considered as input. In
this process, Ilow is fed directly into the MCNet
sub-network without passing through the classi-
fier, allowing for color enhancement based on the
primary characteristics of the input images.

This can be expressed mathematically as fol-
lows:

C′
E = MCNet(Ilow[R], Ilow[G], Ilow[B]) (10)

where C′
E ∈ RH×W×3 is the resulting image with

color enhancement.
Finally, the combination of the local and global

enhancement processes with the color enhance-
ment of the image can be expressed as follows:

I′E =

{
G′

EλG +C′
EλC Global enhancement

L′
EλL +C′

EλC Local enhancement

(11)
where I′E ∈ RH×W×3 represents the enhanced
image, whether locally or globally, G′

E denotes
the global illumination enhancement, L′

E is the
local illumination enhancement, and C′

E stand for
color enhancement. On the other hand λG, λL,
and λC are corresponding weights used to achieve
the optimal fusion between the images.

To provide a more precise description of
the ALEN architecture, the LCNet, SCNet, and
MCNet sub-networks for light classification and
estimation, as well as image color, are detailed
first, covering Sections 3.2.1 and 3.2.2. These
sections delve into the key elements of the required
convolutional layers, including the core concepts
of executing the proposed model. Subsequently,
Section 3.2.3 thoroughly describes the loss func-
tions used to achieve the desired model outcomes,
which are employed in the models developed in
Sections 3.2.1 and 3.2.2. This step-by-step analysis
provides a deeper understanding of the neural net-
work architectures required for light classification
and estimation, as well as image color training.

3.2.1 Classification architecture

LCNet extracts image features and determines
whether global or local improvement is needed
using a binary classifier. The network includes
two convolutional blocks and two fully connected
layers. Each convolutional block consists of con-
volution operations, ReLU activation, and max
pooling (MaxPool). The first block applies 32 con-
volution filters of size 3x3 to the three-channel
input image (RGB), with a stride of 1 and padding
of 1, followed by max pooling to halve the spatial
dimensions. The second block uses 64 convolu-
tion filters and another max pooling layer. The
output is then flattened and fed into the fully
connected layers. The first fully connected layer
reduces features to 128 dimensions, applies ReLU
activation, and includes a dropout layer with a 0.5
probability to prevent overfitting. The final fully
connected layer reduces the dimensions from 128
to 2. The network’s forward function processes
input data through these layers to produce out-
puts, with each output being a vector of length 2,
representing scores for two classes (global or local
improvement). Table 1 details the values in LCNet
construction.

Table 1: Characteristics of LCNet.

Layer Input Output Filter Kernel Stride Padding

Feature Extraction
Conv 1 3 32 3x3 1 1
Pool 1 32 32 2x2 2 0
Conv 2 32 64 3x3 1 1
Pool 2 64 64 2x2 2 0
Flat 1 64*56*56 128 - - -
Flat 2 128 2 - - -

3.2.2 Estimation architectures

SCNet begins with three consecutive convolu-
tional layers, each followed by ReLU activation,
doubling the output channels at each layer up to
128. A fourth convolutional layer with ReLU acti-
vation increases the channels to 256. The fifth
layer reduces the output to 128 channels, and its
output is concatenated with the third layer’s out-
put to form a skip connection, preserving previous
features. The sixth layer reduces the channels to
64 and is concatenated with the second layer’s
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Input LIME RetinexNet DUAL Zero-DCE RUAS UTVNet HWMNet LLFlow

SCI IAT BL Bread PairLIE CLIP-LIT SHAL-Net GSAD Proposed

Input LIME RetinexNet DUAL Zero-DCE RUAS UTVNet HWMNet LLFlow

SCI IAT BL Bread PairLIE CLIP-LIT SHAL-Net GSAD Proposed

Input LIME RetinexNet DUAL Zero-DCE RUAS UTVNet HWMNet LLFlow

SCI IAT BL Bread PairLIE CLIP-LIT SHAL-Net GSAD Proposed

Fig. 6: Visual comparison of methods for enhancing low-light images on DICM and LIME datasets.

output, creating another skip connection. The sev-
enth layer reduces the channels to 32, and its
output is concatenated with the first layer’s out-
put, forming a third skip connection. Finally, an
eighth layer reduces the output dimensions to the
original input size. SCNet does not include pool-
ing or fully connected layers; instead, it focuses on
convolution and feature combination through skip
connections to retain information from earlier lay-
ers. Table 2 details each convolutional layer and
the convolutional kernels used.

MCNet begins with feature extraction and fil-
ter reduction. An initial 3x3 convolutional layer
extracts basic features with stride and padding
of 1. Several subsequent 3x3 convolutional layers
(Conv 1-6) deepen the features and reduce the
number of filters. The final layer (Final) uses 1x1
filters to reduce the output to a single channel,

Table 2: Characteristics of SCNet.

Layer Input Output Filter Kernel Stride Padding

Feature Extraction
Conv 1 1 32 3x3 1 1
Conv 2 32 64 3x3 1 1
Conv 3 64 128 3x3 1 1
Conv 4 128 256 3x3 1 1

Filter Reduction
Conv 5 256 128 1x1 1 0
Conv 6 256 64 1x1 1 0
Conv 7 128 32 1x1 1 0
Conv 8 64 1 1x1 1 0

compressing the information. MCNet also includes
a channel adjustment phase, where Conv 1 and
Conv 2 use 1x1 filters for channel dimension trans-
formation. A fusion convolutional layer (Conv
Fusion) with 3x3 filters merges multi-channel fea-
tures. Most layers use ReLU activation, while the
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fusion layer uses the Sigmoid function to normalize
the output to a range of 0 to 1. Table 3 details each
convolutional layer and the convolutional kernels
used.

Table 3: Characteristics of MCNet.

Layer Input Output Filter Kernel Stride Padding

Channel Adjustment
Conv 1 32 64 1x1 1 0
Conv 2 64 128 1x1 1 0

Feature Extraction/Filter Reduction
Initial 1 32 3x3 1 1
Conv 1 32 32 3x3 1 1
Conv 2 32 64 3x3 1 1
Conv 3 64 64 3x3 1 1
Conv 4 64 128 3x3 1 1
Conv 5 128 64 3x3 1 1
Conv 6 32 32 3x3 1 1
Final 32 1 1x1 1 0
Conv Fusion 3 3 3x3 1 1

3.2.3 Loss functions

The overall design of the model is based on two
fundamental structures encompassing classifica-
tion and estimation aspects for low-light images.
This design is divided into four independent sub-
processes. Although the entire architecture focuses
on the classifier’s decisions, it is essential to con-
sider certain criteria to optimize the performance
of each proposed design. A key criterion is the loss
function, which measures the difference between
the model’s predictions and the actual values.
During training, the main objective is to minimize
the loss function by adjusting the model’s param-
eters. In the proposed architecture, four different
loss functions are employed, offering significant
potential for improvement in low-light images.

Loss function for illuminance classifica-
tion. For the classification network, the Binary
Cross-Entropy (BCE) [67] loss function will be
used, specifically tailored for binary classification
problems. This function measures the difference
between two probability distributions: the prob-
ability distribution of true labels and the prob-
ability distribution predicted by the model. It is
mathematically expressed as follows:

LCL(ŷi, yi) =− 1

N

N∑
i=0

[
yi · log(ŷi)+

(1− yi) · log(1− ŷi)
] (12)

where N is the batch size of low-light images, yi
represents the actual label, indicating whether the
image needs global or local illumination enhance-
ment. On the other hand, ŷi denotes the predicted
probability of the category, ranging from 0 to 1.
The function log(·) converts probabilities to the
natural logarithm scale. The term yi · log(ŷi) cor-
responds to the global category, while (1 − yi) ·
log(1− ŷi) refers to the local category.

Loss functions for image enhancement.
For the estimation part, it is divided into three
sections: LLE for local illumination enhancement,
LGE for global illumination enhancement, and
LCE for image color enhancement. The first
section focused on local illumination enhancement
(LLE) and aims to preserve the structure of the
image. Therefore, the loss function in this case is:

LLE = Ls (13)

On the other hand, in the second section, the
target is to enhance global illumination (LGE), for
which three loss components are combined: con-
trast (Lc), structure (Ls), and perceptual (Lp).
The complete loss function is defined as:

LGE = Lc + Ls + Lp (14)

In the third section, which addresses the
enhancement of color contrast (LCE), the same
loss components are combined: contrast (Lc),
structure (Ls), and perceptual (Lp). The complete
loss function for this purpose is defined as:

LCE = Lc + Ls + Lp (15)

The loss components of Lc, Ls and Lp is
mathematically expressed as follows:

Lc(ŷ, y) =
1

N

n∑
i=1

(y − ŷ)2 (16)

Ls(ŷ, y) = 1− (2µŷµy + c1)(2σŷy + c2)

(µ2
ŷ + µ2

y + c1)(σ2
ŷ + σ2

y + c2)
(17)
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Lp =
1

N

N∑
i=1

1

CjHjWj
∥ϕj(ŷ)− ϕj(y)∥22 (18)

For the loss component Lc, it is computed
using the Mean Squared Error (MSE) function
[68]. Here, ŷ represents the model’s prediction, y
is the ground truth of the reference image, and N
is the total number of pixels.

On the other hand, the loss component Ls

is based on the Structural Similarity Index Mea-
sure (SSIM) [69]. Here, ŷ and y represent the
two images being compared, µŷ and µy denote
the mean of the images ŷ and y, respectively.
Additionally, σŷ and σy represent the variance of
images ŷ and y, while σŷy denotes the covariance
between images ŷ and y. To prevent division by
zero, constants C1 and C2 are introduced as small
values.

Finally, the loss component Lp utilizes features
extracted from the VGG network [70, 71]. Here,
N represents the total number of elements in the
dataset, Cj , Hj , and Wj represent the number of
channels, height, and width, respectively, in the j-
th layer extracted by the VGG network. ϕj(ŷ) and
ϕj(y) correspond to the features extracted by the
VGG network from the enhanced and reference
images, respectively, at the j-th layer.

3.3 Implementation Details

Each network dedicated to classification, local
and global illumination estimation, and color
enhancement underwent separate training pro-
cesses. PyTorch [72], an open-source machine
learning library based on Torch known for its
efficiency in training complex architectures, facili-
tated the implementation. The training took place
on a PC equipped with an NVIDIA RTX 3060
GPU, an Intel Core i5-12400F CPU (running at
2.50GHz), and 16 GB of RAM.

For the classification network, the training
involved 150 epochs using batches of 32 images
resized to 224×224 pixels. The Adam optimizer
[73] was employed with a learning rate set to 1e-3.
A total of 1800 images from the GLI Dataset were
used for training, with an additional 200 reserved
for testing. The local illumination estimation net-
work underwent 500 epochs of training using
batches of 8 images at 224×224 pixels resolution.

The training also utilized the Adam optimizer
with a learning rate of 1e-3, leveraging the SLL
dataset comprising 22,472 image pairs.

Similarly, the global illumination estimation
network was trained for 40 epochs with batches of
8 images, randomly selecting 128×128 blocks from
each image. The Adam optimizer with a learn-
ing rate of 1e-3 was applied, reducing the rate by
half after 20 epochs. The training utilized the cus-
tom HDR+ dataset containing 922 image pairs.
Lastly, the color enhancement network underwent
40 epochs of training with batches of 8 images,
randomly selecting 128×128 blocks. The Adam
optimizer with a learning rate of 1e-4, reduced
by half after 20 epochs, was employed. Training
data came from the MIT-Adobe FiveK dataset,
comprising 5000 image pairs.

4 Results and Discussions

To assess the performance of the proposed method
ALEN, it was compared against a series of
state-of-the-art methods, including LIME (Guo
et al.) [27], RetinexNet (Wei et al.) [39], DUAL
(Zhang et al.) [44], Zero-DCE (Guo et al.) [52],
RUAS (Liu et al.) [53], UTVNet (Zheng et
al.) [54], HWMNet (Fan et al.) [55], LLFlow
(Wang et al.) [56], SCI (Ma et al.) [47], IAT (Cui
et al.) [57], BL (Ma et al.) [58], Bread [74], Pair-
LIE (Fu et al.) [60], CLIP-LIT (Liang et al.) [48],
SHAL-Net (Jiang et al.) [50], and GSAD [75].
These methods are available for research, enabling
their performance to be compared with the pro-
posed method.

4.1 Quantitative results

To evaluate the efficiency of the proposed ALEN
method alongside other state-of-the-art methods,
Full-Reference IQA (FIQA) and No-Reference
IQA (NIQA) metrics were employed. FIQA met-
rics require reference images for measurements,
including Peak Signal-to-Noise Ratio (PSNR) [69],
Structural Similarity Index Measure (SSIM) [69],
Universal Quality Index (UQI) [76], Learned Per-
ceptual Image Patch Similarity (LPIPS) [77], and
DeltaE [50]. In contrast, NIQA metrics such as
Naturalness Image Quality Evaluator (NIQE) [78]
do not rely on a reference image. The evaluation
included 735 images from the UHD-LOL4k [79]
dataset and 735 images from the Large-Scale
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Fig. 7: Visual comparison of methods for enhancing low-light images on MEF and NPE datasets.

Real-Word (LSRW) [80] dataset. Table 4 presents
the results of these assessments using different
datasets and metrics, where ↑ indicates higher val-
ues are better and ↓ indicates lower values are
better.

In Table 4, compared with other methods, the
proposed method ALEN demonstrated outstand-
ing performance. In the UHD-LOL4K dataset,
ALEN achieved a PSNR of 22.0211, SSIM of
0.9283, UQI of 0.9463, NIQE of 5.0931 and LPIPS
of 0.0380. Although methods such as HWMNet,
LLFlow, CLIP-LIT, and GSAD showed acceptable
performance on this dataset, the proposed method
clearly outperformed them. On the other hand,
RUAS and SCI exhibited poor performance on
the UHD-LOL4K dataset. For the LSRW dataset,
the consistent and outstanding performance of

the proposed method is evident. ALEN reached a
PSNR of 18.2588, SSIM of 0.6746, UQI of 0.8293,
NIQE of 2.7373, LPIPS of 0.2048, and DeltaE
of 14.3309, surpassing all other methods evalu-
ated on this dataset. Conversely, Bread, PairLIE,
HWMNet, GSAD and Zero-DCE showed accept-
able results, while RUAS and BL exhibited poor
performance on this dataset.

In another evaluation quantitative, the
datasets real-world scenes DICM [26], LIME [27],
MEF [28], NPE [29], and DIS were considered.
These datasets, being unpaired, lack a refer-
ence image for evaluation, and thus were solely
assessed using the NIQE metric. Table 5 presents
the results of the comprehensive evaluation of the
aforementioned datasets, where ↓ indicates that a
lower value is better.
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Table 4: Comparison results on UHD-LOL4K and LSRW datasets in terms of PSNR, SSIM, NIQE, UQI,
LPIPS and DeltaE. The bold highlights the best result.

Method Year
UHD-LOL4K Dataset LSRW Dataset

PSNR↑ SSIM↑ NIQE↓ UQI↑ LPIPS↓ DeltaE↓ PSNR↑ SSIM↑ NIQE↓ UQI↑ LPIPS↓ DeltaE↓
LIME [27] 2016 18.5128 0.8784 5.9088 0.9059 0.0868 12.8371 15.8357 0.5673 3.7173 0.7437 0.3241 20.0141
RetinexNet [39] 2018 15.6315 0.8142 6.5863 0.8507 0.1384 18.6405 15.3022 0.4718 4.6158 0.7415 0.4238 21.4150
DUAL [44] 2019 18.9064 0.8761 5.6354 0.9232 0.0847 12.6130 14.9926 0.5682 3.5961 0.7127 0.3169 22.7693
Zero-DCE [52] 2020 19.9615 0.8436 5.7367 0.9233 0.0501 11.7076 17.1099 0.6251 3.6593 0.7943 0.2529 16.2985
RUAS [53] 2021 14.7100 0.7052 7.0241 0.8757 0.1594 15.8462 14.8709 0.5840 3.4300 0.7584 0.2862 17.3777
UTVNet [54] 2021 15.8912 0.6265 5.5775 0.8858 0.1441 15.4056 17.4206 0.6075 3.5366 0.8101 0.2163 17.1897
HWMNet [55] 2022 19.0511 0.8692 5.5613 0.9284 0.0813 11.5452 17.1721 0.6622 3.2333 0.8141 0.2186 17.2823
LLFlow [56] 2022 19.2917 0.8828 5.3948 0.9282 0.0677 11.7015 17.1178 0.6233 2.8918 0.8105 0.2452 16.8416
SCI [47] 2022 13.4004 0.7027 6.1473 0.8345 0.1668 19.9549 17.1191 0.5852 3.5260 0.7457 0.2446 17.8979
IAT [57] 2022 18.2540 0.8000 5.3895 0.9131 0.1208 13.5522 17.2690 0.6621 3.3039 0.7865 0.2222 18.1291
BL [58] 2023 15.8303 0.7611 6.7241 0.8859 0.1302 14.8801 13.2209 0.4580 3.2995 0.4695 0.2597 34.8050
Bread [74] 2023 18.5415 0.8706 5.3684 0.8877 0.0775 15.3285 16.4824 0.6702 3.1551 0.7854 0.2216 20.0266
PairLIE [60] 2023 15.9890 0.8104 5.7654 0.8507 0.1232 19.0069 17.8606 0.6359 3.1296 0.8102 0.2258 16.3977
CLIP-LIT [48] 2023 20.6842 0.9182 5.8932 0.9387 0.0604 10.6747 14.0537 0.5764 3.8504 0.6813 0.3146 24.9381
SHAL-Net [50] 2024 18.6282 0.7707 5.5736 0.9278 0.1361 11.6618 16.6353 0.5656 3.6336 0.7936 0.2701 17.4095
GSAD [75] 2024 21.2658 0.8657 5.1023 0.9365 0.1031 9.6162 17.4369 0.6298 3.4060 0.8146 0.2288 17.0808
ALEN (Proposed) 2024 22.0211 0.9283 5.0931 0.9463 0.0380 9.7990 18.2588 0.6746 2.7373 0.8293 0.2048 14.3309

Table 5: Comparison results on DICM, LIME, MEF, NPE and DIS datasets in terms of NIQE ↓. The
bold highlights the best result.

Method Year DICM DIS LIME MEF NPE Average
LIME [27] 2016 3.5345 3.2577 4.0482 3.4220 3.2599 3.5045
RetinexNet [39] 2018 4.3311 4.1928 5.3635 4.9390 3.5168 4.4686
DUAL [44] 2019 3.5733 3.2667 4.1015 3.5012 3.3670 3.5619
Zero-DCE [52] 2020 3.4540 3.2197 3.8189 3.2232 2.8970 3.3226
RUAS [53] 2021 5.0041 4.1015 4.2925 4.0922 6.4952 4.7971
UTVNet [54] 2021 3.9962 3.6354 3.7031 3.3070 3.7538 3.6791
HWMNet [55] 2022 3.2809 3.1222 3.8388 3.4695 3.4595 3.4342
LLFlow [56] 2022 3.3801 2.9456 3.9831 3.5434 3.6264 3.4957
SCI [47] 2022 3.6684 3.5215 4.1374 3.4398 3.8805 3.7295
IAT [57] 2022 3.6565 3.2308 4.1875 3.6588 3.6106 3.6688
BL [58] 2023 4.0940 3.9838 3.8805 3.3508 4.6247 3.9868
Bread [74] 2023 3.4036 3.2326 4.2077 3.6935 3.4443 3.5963
PairLIE [60] 2023 3.8209 3.3186 4.7434 3.9212 3.3467 3.8302
CLIP-LIT [48] 2023 3.7153 3.3942 4.0989 3.6041 3.1014 3.5828
SHAL-Net [50] 2024 3.6023 3.7415 3.9187 3.8450 3.7725 3.7760
GSAD [75] 2024 3.4803 3.2351 5.4784 3.6143 4.0690 3.9754
ALEN (Proposed) 2024 3.1811 2.9065 3.6926 3.1619 2.9734 3.1831

From the data provided in Table 5, it can be
observed that the proposed method ranks first for
the DICM, DIS, LIME, and MEF datasets with
values of 3.1811, 2.9065, 3.6926, 3.1619, respec-
tively. For the NPE dataset, the proposed method
ranks second with a value of 2.9734. On the other
hand, Zero-DCE exhibits the best performance for
the NPE dataset. Overall, considering the aver-
age performance across all datasets, the proposed
ALEN method achieves a score of 3.1831, sur-
passing all other methods and securing the first
position, followed by the Zero-DCE method with
a score of 3.3226.

4.2 Qualitative results

The qualitative evaluation includes images of var-
ious real-world scenes captured under low-light
conditions. Figures 6, 7, and 8 depict images taken
at different times of the day. Figure 6 presents day-
time, twilight, and night-time scenes from the real-
world image datasets DICM [26] and LIME [27].
Figure 7 displays images of day-time and twilight
scenes from the MEF [28] and NPE [29] datasets,
while Fig. 8 exhibits both day-time and night-time
images from the proposed DIS dataset.

Regarding the enhancement of low-light
images in day-time and twilight scenes, it is
observed that methods such as SCI, IAT, BL,
RUAS, HWMNet and SHAL-Net tend to over-
illuminate, especially the sky portions of the
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Fig. 8: Visual comparison of methods for enhancing low-light images on DIS dataset.

images. In contrast, methods like LLFlow and
UTVNet exhibit color distortion, with UTVNet
notably showing a yellowish tint. Methods such as
CLIP-LIT, LIME, RetinexNet, and PairLIE, while
achieving adequate illumination, introduce exces-
sive color saturation, making the images appear
unrealistic by overly highlighting the edges. Zero-
DCE achieves good illumination but with notice-
able color degradation. On the other hand, Bread
and GSAD shows significant improvements in
noise reduction, although the images remain
slightly dark. DUAL enhances both illumination
and color, but the edge highlighting is too promi-
nent, affecting the perceived realism of the image.
Finally, the proposed ALEN method stands out
by achieving a good balance in illumination and
color, demonstrating strong performance in both
daytime and twilight scenes.

In the enhancement of night-time scene
images, it is observed that methods such as

RUAS, HWMNet, SCI, IAT, and BL tend to over-
illuminate certain areas of the images. Methods
like RetinexNet, PairLIE, and SHAL-Net improve
the images at the cost of color distortion. Meth-
ods such as Zero-DCE, UTVNet, and LLFlow
achieve better illumination, but the resulting
images exhibit muted colors. Visually, the meth-
ods LIME, DUAL, CLIP-LIT, Bread, GSAD,
and the proposed ALEN offer the best results,
with LIME, DUAL, and CLIP-LIT particularly
excelling in highlighting image textures.

4.3 Ablation study

To evaluate the effectiveness of each module in
the ALEN architecture, an ablation study was
conducted examining the key components of the
complete architecture: the Classifier (CL), Local
Enhancement (LE), Global Enhancement (GE),
and Color Enhancement (CE). These compo-
nents are crucial for generating improved low-light
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Table 6: Quantitative evaluation results of the ablation study on the performance of CL, LE , GE , and
CE modules, evaluated using PSNR and SSIM metrics on UHD-LOL4K and LSRW dataset.

Model
Components Metrics

CL LE GE CE PSNR SSIM

Model w/o CL and GE ✓ ✓ 17.8703 0.7352
Model w/o CL and LE ✓ ✓ 16.0125 0.7014
Model w/o CL, GE and CE ✓ 16.6347 0.7229
Model w/o CL, LE and CE ✓ 18.0889 0.7487
Model w/o CE ✓ ✓ ✓ 18.9221 0.7985
Full Model ✓ ✓ ✓ ✓ 20.1399 0.8014

images in the proposed ALEN method. Table
6 presents the evaluation of each component in
terms of the PSNR and SSIM metrics, assessed on
a combined dataset containing 735 images from
the UHD-LOL4K dataset and 735 images from
the LSRW dataset mentioned in the quantitative
results section. The results show that the com-
plete model achieved the best performance, with a
PSNR of 20.13 and an SSIM of 0.8014. This anal-
ysis highlights the importance of each module in
the ALEN architecture.

4.4 Improving high-level vision tasks

A promising application of the proposed ALEN
method as a preprocessing enhancement for low-
light conditions is semantic segmentation. To
evaluate this application, the Night-time Object
Detection (NOD) dataset [81], which includes
over 7,000 images and 46,000 annotated objects,
was utilized. The impact of the ALEN method
was assessed by implementing it as preprocessing
before segmentation. For segmentation, the Seg-
ment Anything Model (SAM) [82] was employed.
SAM features an image encoder based on a pre-
trained Vision Transformer, a prompt encoder
for multiple inputs, and a mask decoder for pre-
cise segmentation. Figure 9 shows a sample image
from the NOD dataset, with the original low-light
image and its segmentation results in the first col-
umn, and the enhanced image using the ALEN
method and its segmentation results in the sec-
ond column. The enhanced image shows better
visibility and detail, leading to more accurate seg-
mentation. These results demonstrate that apply-
ing the proposed method before SAM significantly
improves image segmentation under low-light con-
ditions.

(a) Original image and its
segmentation

(b) Enhanced image and
its segmentation

Fig. 9: SAM-based segmentation analysis.

5 Conclusions and further
work

This article introduces ALEN, a novel method
specifically designed to enhance the visual qual-
ity of images captured under low-light conditions.
By integrating global and local improvements
through a lighting classification network and
three convolutional estimator networks, ALEN
has demonstrated its capability to significantly
enhance both illumination and color in dark envi-
ronments. This approach not only optimizes the
perceptual quality of images and reduces noise but
also facilitates advanced tasks in high-level vision,
such as semantic segmentation, by serving as a
powerful preprocessing step.

Both quantitative and qualitative evaluation
results have validated the effectiveness of ALEN,
surpassing recent methods in the state-of-the-art.
This method not only enhances image sharp-
ness and fidelity but also opens new avenues
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for future research. Moving forward, expand-
ing the large-scale classification dataset used by
ALEN and developing specific NIQA metrics to
enhance the evaluation of unpaired images are
proposed. These enhancements could strengthen
the method’s robustness across diverse capture
conditions and broaden its applicability in prac-
tical applications, such as night-time surveillance
and imaging in environments with variable and
challenging lighting conditions.
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