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Abstract—With the rising imaging resolution of handheld de-
vices, existing multi-exposure image fusion algorithms struggle to
generate a high dynamic range image with ultra-high resolution
in real-time. Apart from that, there is a trend to design a
manageable and editable algorithm as the different needs of
real application scenarios. To tackle these issues, we introduce
3D LUT technology, which can enhance images with ultra-high-
definition (UHD) resolution in real time on resource-constrained
devices. However, since the fusion of information from multiple
images with different exposure rates is uncertain, and this
uncertainty significantly trials the generalization power of the
3D LUT grid. To address this issue and ensure a robust learning
space for the model, we propose using a teacher-student network
to model the uncertainty on the 3D LUT grid. Furthermore, we
provide an editable mode for the multi-exposure image fusion
algorithm by using the implicit representation function to match
the requirements in different scenarios. Extensive experiments
demonstrate that our proposed method is highly competitive in
efficiency and accuracy. The code is released at https://github.
com/zzr-idam/UHD-multi-exposure-image-fusion-algorithm.

Index Terms—Multi-exposure image fusion, 3D LUT tech-
nology, ultra-high-definition, teacher-student network, implicit
representation function.

I. INTRODUCTION

To boost the dynamic range of natural images recorded
by handheld devices, Multi-Exposure image Fusion (MEF)
techniques [8], [10], [14], [22], [23], [32], [33], [35], [38],
[44], [45] are widely employed to generate a visually pleasing
image. Recently, with the continuous development and im-
provement of hardware technology, photos or videos from
handheld devices can usually be recorded with ultra-high-
definition (UHD) resolution. Despite the advantages of UHD
resolution, the high density of pixels (in the millions) can
cause existing Multi-Exposure Fusion (MEF) algorithms to fail
when running on resource-limited devices. This is particularly
true for deep learning approaches such as a simple CNN with
three layers of convolution, where fusion of more than 3 UHD
images with differing exposures at once could cause the CPU
on a mobile phone to be unable to handle the workload. Apart
from the aforementioned limitation, current MEF algorithms
also lack customization options to cater to unique demands of
different scenarios.

Faced with the limitations of these MEF algorithms, our
research explores general techniques for enhancing UHD
images. So far, there are three mainstream deep learning-based
solutions: 1) Bilateral learning [46]; 2) 3D LUT [41]; and 3)
Laplace pyramid [30]. All of these methods are designed to
speed up the process of enhancing UHD images with different

Fig. 1. The top figure shows the results of our method run on a multi-
exposure dataset. Size illustrates the scale of the 3D LUT grid, for example,
32 means the size of the grid is 32 × 32 × 32, and the PSNR is gradually
increased with the size of the grid. Note that the scale of this grid is editable
due to our use of implicit neural representation. The bottom figure shows the
average running time comparison over MEFB, a dataset containing 50 image
pairs of average size 3× 551× 707.

resolutions. Notably, the 3D LUT-based algorithm can process
a 4K image in just 9ms on a single GPU. This is made
possible by incorporating prior knowledge of image retouching
techniques. The algorithm pre-designs several toned grids and
uses a deep network to learn the weights of these grids for
fusion. Finally, the fused grids are applied to the raw image
for enhancement. To trade-off the accuracy and efficiency
of the regression, here we select a 3D LUT-based deep
learning method as a base to generate a high dynamic range
(HDR) image with UHD resolution. Although 3D LUT has
the potential to handle UHD MEF tasks, existing 3D LUT
techniques only enhance a single input image, and we need
to address the following concerns when faced with a set of
the input image. i) How to generate a robust grid acting on
the raw information when faced with multiple images whose
luminance, texture, and color are different (facing the issue of
information fusion with uncertainty). ii) In addition, on which
raw information (synthetic information or an raw image)
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Fig. 2. The architecture of our approach. This figure shows a learning paradigm for a student-teacher network. First, the teacher network learns a
high-quality 3D LUT, after that, the 3D LUT in the student network is constrained by the teacher network, and finally, the student network generates a robust
3D LUT. F denotes the weighted fusion strategy and L denotes the restricted loss term.

should the grid act? iii) How to extend this technology into a
customized algorithm that is manageable and editable?

To tackle these issues, we develop a method that leverages
a teacher-student network to build a distilled 3D LUT grid for
fusing a set of low dynamic range images [37]. Specifically,
we constrain the 3D LUT grid to model the uncertainty of
the input information by encoding the correlation between
the patch of true image and then selecting the raw images
to be enhanced with the help of a classifier (a small-scale
CNN with MLP). The whole 3D LUT encoder is modeled by
an implicit neural network (student network) [20], which is
an editable pattern to generate high dynamic range images of
varying quality. Our approach employs a lightweight network
that can process 5 UHD resolution images on a single GPU,
achieving real-time processing speed of at least 33fps. In our
experimental section, we evaluate the algorithm using several
publicly available datasets as well as a customized dataset.
Results from a large number of experiments demonstrate the
effectiveness of our approach.

The contributions of this paper are summarized as follows:

• We propose a teacher-student network architecture for

learning to a distilled 3D LUT grid, which boosts the
generalization ability of the student network by modeling
uncertainty.

• We introduce an implicit neural network to build a student
network to yield a 3D LUT grid of arbitrary size, which
can be used to generate UHD images of different quality
based on the scene conditions.

• By discussing and experimenting to bridge the gap be-
tween the three popular UHD degradation image en-
hancement methods, in addition, a large number of exper-
iments (quantitative and qualitative evaluations) demon-
strate the effectiveness of our approach.

II. RELATED WORK

Image fusion methods. Conventional methods for image fu-
sion include spatial domain-based methods and transformation
domain-based algorithms. Spatial domain approaches [7], [16],
[17] analyze the information significance of raw images and
fuse them spatially using an estimated weight map. On the
other hand, transformation domain approaches [9] concentrate
on the coefficients of decomposed basis vectors and assess the
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importance of these signals by using a simple model before
fusion.

Recently, deep learning-based approaches have delivered
promising results in the MEF field. Based on the convolu-
tional neural network (CNN), Deepfuse [23] first proposes
that the merging of luminance maps is represented by deep
learning and fuses chromaticity different parts by conventional
weighted averaging methods. Subsequently, a large number of
CNN-based approaches are proposed, such as those based on
generative adversarial networks [19]. However, these methods
are a local modeling strategy and they struggle to capture
the global information of the image, and to solve this prob-
lem, Transformer-based methods are proposed. Although these
methods are demonstrated to be effective on MEF tasks, they
usually require stacking a large number of convolutional layers
and attention modules, which can yield artifacts or ghost
motifs easily in real scenes. In addition, unsupervised and
self-supervised based methods have been heavily introduced
to alleviate the problems of unpaired images and over-fitting.
Most of the above models cannot directly process 4K or higher
resolution images on a single GPU shader with 24G RAM.
LUTs for image enhancement. 3D look-up tables (LUTs) are
ultra-fast algorithms for color mapping and are widely used
to improve the quality of digital images for color correction,
video enhancement, and retouching. In recent years, many neu-
ral network-based LUT generation methods are proposed [6],
[36], [40], [42]. Image-Adaptive 3DLUT uses a simple CNN
weight predictor to estimate several basic 3D LUT weights
learned. Then, an adaptive 3D LUT is generated for each input
image based on the image content fusion 3D LUT. Afterwards,
the 3D LUTs are fused to generate a grid containing the affine
transform coefficients, and finally this grid acts on the raw
image to achieve image enhancement. 4D LUT proposes a
context-aware 4D lookup table that can be adapted to learn the
photo context to achieve content-dependent enhancement of
different contents in each image. CLUT analyses the inherent
compressibility of 3D LUT and proposes an efficient 3D
LUT compression representation that maintains the powerful
mapping capability of 3D LUT. These methods explore the
use of neural networks to generate LUTs, showing the robust
capabilities of LUTs in image and video processing.
UHD image processing methods. To transfer our laboratory
models to real application scenarios effectively, HD image
research [4], [25]–[29], [39], [43] which can be processed in
real-time is becoming popular. After that, with the develop-
ment of deep learning techniques, some methods for real-time
processing of UHD images are proposed. However, at present,
the method for UHD multi-exposure image processing is still
in a limbo stage.

III. METHOD

The workflow of our approach is illustrated in Figure 2 (best
viewed in color). Through a distillation loss Lgrid bridges the
teacher network and the student network; it can be noticed
that the student network does not with customized 3D LUTs,
rather it just regresses a cubic grid using an implicit neural
network. Our approach is depicted by five sub-summaries.

Fig. 3. The architecture of implicit neural network.

Generating a 3D lookup tables. In this paper, we view a 3D
LUT as an implicit neural network regression target (student
network), which is a continuous space where the size of the
grid is in editable mode. In a nutshell, an implicit neural
network FINN receives a pair of information (latent code l
and coordinates c) that can be regressed to the element e
corresponding to that coordinate value. Here the latent code
l is a feature map by a lightweight CNN encoding the input
information, here is a feature map of size 12 × 8 × 8 × 8.
The coordinates c are in editable mode and the dimensions
can be generated arbitrarily. The whole flow is shown in
Figure 3, where the table lookup and interpolation use
https://pytorch.org/docs/stable/generated/torch.nn.functional.
grid_sample.html#torch.nn.functional.grid_sample. This
process can be written as

v(i,j,k) = FINN(l, c(i, j, k)), (1)

where i, j, k denotes the coordinates on the three-dimensional
space, v denotes the element at each position in the 3D
LUT V . Finally, the 3D LUT grid V acts on a given raw
information (qualified by a network) to generate an enhanced
image. For the teacher network, to fuse a high-quality grid V̂
needs to input three prior grids (V 1 = {v1r, v1g, v1b, V 2 =
{v2r, v2g, v2b, V 3 = {v3r, v3g, v3b}) into a simple CNN to
generate three {L1, L2, L3, }; after that, they are input to
the implicit neural network FINFF to obtain three enhanced
grids (V̂1, V̂2, V̂3); finally, they are predicted by Weights
Predictor (WP) to conduct a linear fusion of the three
weights (w1, w2, w3). WP is a lightweight CNN that predicts
a set of weights from the input images.
Teacher network. The teacher network can be viewed as a
standard 3D LUT model, where the only concern is simply the
information input from multiple images I∗. Specifically, the
primary issue to consider is computational efficiency. To obtain
fast inference capability, the extant methods for handling UHD
images require large-scale downsampling of the raw input
(3840 × 2160 → 256 × 256). Here, we downsample the
resolution of the raw images to 128 × 128. Then, the I∗’s are
stacked in the channel dimension C, following a sequence of
gradually growing exposure. The input information that is pre-
processed then passes to two networks (IW [Image Weighted],
WP [Weights Predictor]). WP aims to provide weights for
fusing 3D LUTs V . WP is a U-Net network [24] with several
layers of MLPs, and the number of neurons in the last layer

https://pytorch.org/docs/stable/generated/torch.nn.functional.grid_sample.html#torch.nn.functional.grid_sample
https://pytorch.org/docs/stable/generated/torch.nn.functional.grid_sample.html#torch.nn.functional.grid_sample
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of MLPs corresponds to the number of basis 3D LUTs.

w∗ = WP(S(I∗)), (2)

where S denotes that the images are stacked on the channel do-
main C. The IW aims to provide a high-quality reconstruction
target for V̂ , which feeds the input images with the weights
required for fusion. IW utilizes only several 3 × 3 convolutions
and two layers of MLP, with the last layer being Softmax.
This algorithm can be formalized as follows

If = IW(S(I∗)) · I, (3)

where If represents the fused image and I represent a set of
multi-exposure images with the original resolution. In general,
the whole inference process of the teacher network can be
written

IE = V̂ ∆ If , (4)

where IE represents the obtained UHD-enhanced image and
∆ represents trilinear interpolation and lookup scheme.
Student network. The student network is a lightweight net-
work that does not rely on any prior knowledge and regresses
a 3D LUT grid through a set of networks (IW and implicit
neural network). The overall workflow can be written

IE = V ∆ If , (5)

Loss functions. The key to our approach lies in the design
of the loss function. For the teacher network, we use only
one L1 loss, which focuses on the difference between each
pixel value. For the student network, we need to trade off the
three loss function terms to generate a robust 3D LUT grid V .
Specifically, the first is the L1 loss function, which computes
the distance between IE (output of the algorithm) and the truth
image IG. The second loss term Ld1 is the distillation loss
about grid V . The distance between V ∈ R64×64×64 and V̂ ∈
R64×64×64 is measured through an L1 loss. The third loss
term Llr aims to boost the robustness of the student network,
and it has the assumption that the long-range dependencies
between the elements of the grid should be similar to IG.
Specifically, IG is tokenized (similar to ViT [3]’s serialization
step) and then gets a correlation matrix Mg ∈ R16×16 between
image patches by the dot product. V is tokenized through a
small CNN network to obtain a matrix Mb ∈ R16×16. The
assumption of Llr is based on our observations of the data
distribution of each of V and IG. This assumption is explored
in the discussion section. The total loss function Ltotal can be
written

Ltotal = L1 + αLd1 + βLlr, (6)

where α and β were set to 0.05 and 0.09, respectively; in
addition, we also try to enforce a perceptual loss [5] on the
student network, but the visual effect is not significant.
Details of the neural network. For the teacher network, the
implicit neural coding comes with two sub-networks, where
the CNN is a 5+2 network (5 convolutional layers with 3 ×
3 convolutional kernels, the activation function uses ReLU);
the MLP has only 5 layers (the activation function uses ELU).
For the student network, the implicit neural coding comes
with two sub-networks, where the CNN is an 8+2 network

(8 convolutional layers with 3 × 3 convolutional kernels,
the activation function uses ReLU); the MLP has only 7
layers (the activation function uses ELU). IW employs a 3-
layer convolution with a 2-layer MLP, and the activation
function uses ReLU. In addition, to generate matrix Mb, the
customized CNN network employs 5 convolutional layers with
3 × 3 convolutional kernels. To tokenize IG, we use a CNN
stem, which is just a convolutional layer with a large-scale
convolution kernel (16 × 16).

IV. EXPERIMENTS

We introduce a set of experiments to evaluate and analyze
the effectiveness of our proposed method. In addition, we
create a large dataset (Multi-exposure Document Datasets)
with UHD resolution (resolution greater than 4K).
Dataset. We evaluate the algorithm on the SICE [1] and
NTIRE workshop22 Multi-frame HDR [21] datasets. Each of
the two datasets with 30% of the samples serves as the test
set. Each scenario in the dataset includes three LDR images
with various exposure levels (short/medium/long exposure).
Moreover, since document recognition and detection is a
very important application, a multi-exposure document dataset
(MED) with UHD resolution is created for this purpose. Each
document contains a pair of time-aligned short-exposure and
long-exposure images and their corresponding ground truth.
The underexposed and overexposed images of the document
image can be formulated as follows according to the method
proposed by Lv et al. [15] :

I
(i)
out = β × (α× I

(i)
in )γ , i ∈ {R,G,B}, (7)

where α and β are linear transformations, the Xγ ( denotes
all pixels in an image) means the gamma transformation. The
three parameters are sampled from the uniform distribution
U: α ∼ U(0.9, 1), β ∼ U(0.5, 1), γ ∼ U(1.5, 5). However,
this customized manner of building images is difficult to
meet complex environmental transformations, such as blur,
and noise. To tackle this problem, we attempt to employ
CycleGAN [18] to enforce the noise of the environment on
the synthesized dataset. The unpaired image dataset uses SICE
(short/long images). We utilize an AdamW optimizer with
an initial learning rate of 0.001 and train the CycleGAN for
100 epochs, delaying the learning rate by 0.1 after 50 and
75 epochs. Since CycleGAN may over-modify some images,
such as generating dark corners, ghost textures, and other
problems, we use adobe photoshop to repair them. Note that
we do not employ professional devices for multi-exposure
image synthesis for two reasons: i) existing devices cannot
meet resolutions above 6K; ii) UHD images are difficult to
align in the time dimension. Our document dataset includes
contracts, papers, invoices, and other types, with a total of
1000 sets of images.
Implementation details. In the training phase, three input
images with different exposure levels are divided into 1000
× 1000 resolution (bilinear interpolation or center cropping
approach). The network is optimized by an AdamW optimizre
with initial learning rate of 1e-4 and decay rate of 0.1, we
set β1 = 0.9, β2 = 0.999 and ε = 10−8 . Our network is
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TABLE I
WE COMPARE SSIM AND PSNR INDICATORS ON THREE DATASETS RESPECTIVELY. IN ADDITION, WE STATISTICS THE NUMBER OF PARAMETERS OF THE

MODELS. OUR METHOD CONTAINS ONLY 0.52M PARAMETERS.

Dataset Metrics Short Medium Long HALDER(-) AGAL(24M) AHDR(1.44M) U2fusion(-) ADNet(2.80M) Ours(0.52M)

PSNR 6.68 11.52 14.7 19.8 18.84 18.2 16.9 21.23 23.8
SICE SSIM 0.13 0.59 0.74 0.82 0.83 0.71 0.79 0.82 0.81

PSNR 13.50 34.2 15.09 35.33 26.57 35.11 30.2 35.78 36.85
NTIRE22 SSIM 0.49 0.83 0.69 0.85 0.69 0.92 0.61 0.93 0.95

PSNR 4.24 - 10.28 19.31 18.22 27.14 25.31 26.88 29.78
MED SSIM 0.08 - 0.42 0.71 0.69 0.92 0.85 0.94 0.97

Short Medium Long HALDER AGAL

AHDR U2fusion ADNet Ours GT

Short Medium Long HALDER AGAL

AHDR U2fusion ADNet Ours GT

Fig. 4. Our method obtains better visual quality and recovers more image details compared with other state-of-the-art methods in the SICE datasets.
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short medium long HALDER AGAL

AHDR U2fusion ADNet Ours GT

Short Medium Long HALDER AGAL

AHDR U2fusion ADNet Ours GT

Fig. 5. Our method obtains better visual quality and more image details compared with other state-of-the-art methods in the NTIRE22 HDR datasets.

implemented on PyTorch 1.7, Koinra, and Python 3.8. Our
whole training process is implemented on RTX3090 GPU
shader with 24G RAM. The comparison algorithm is fine-
tuned on all three datasets, and since these models do not
have a customized lightweight design, the images are cropped
to 512 × 512 during the training phase. These networks are
optimized by an AdamW optimizer with initial learning rate of
1e-3 and decay rate of 0.1, we set β1 = 0.9, β2 = 0.999 and
ε = 10−8. These comparison algorithms use a loss function
that is an elaborate design for fine-tuning these three data
sets. Here, first, we select to use MEF-SSIM loss based on
unreferenced metric method [2] to conduct semi-supervised
training. We used Ik, k ∈ {1, 2, 3} to represent three input
images with different exposure levels and used Ip to represent

the HDR image the model predicted.

Ik = ∥Ik − µIk∥ ·
Ik − µIk

∥Ik − µIk∥
+ µIk

= ck · sk + lk,

(8)

where ∥·∥ is the L2 norm of pixel, µk is the mean value of
Ik and Ĩk is the mean subtracted patch. The structure of the
desired result (ŝ) is obtained by a weighted sum of structures
of input patches. In addition, the desired contrast value ĉ can
be represented as follows:
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Input AGAL U2fusion HALDER Ours GT

Fig. 6. Our method obtains better visual quality and recovers more image details compared with other state-of-the-art methods in the MED dataset.

w/o teacher network Ours w/o teacher network Ours

Fig. 7. We select two groups of patches (local area of the image). The architecture of the teacher-student network can provide a clearer texture for the images
inferred by the student network.

w/o Llr Ours w/o Llr Ours

Fig. 8. We select two groups of patches (local area of the image). The architecture of the Llr can provide a clearer texture for the images inferred by the
student network.

ĉ = max{ck},

s̄ =

∑2
k=1 w(Ĩk)sk∑2
k=1 w(Ĩk)

and ŝ =
s̄

∥s̄∥
,

Î = ĉ · ŝ,

(9)

where the Î stands for the result. The final image quality score
for pixel p is calculated using the SSIM framework:

Score(p) =
2σÎp

+ C

σ2
Î
+ σ2

Ip
+ C

, (10)

where σ2
Î

is variance and σÎp
is covariance between Î and Ip

and the final loss is calculated as follows:

Lt = 1− 1

N

∑
p∈P

Score(p), (11)

where N is the total number of pixels in the input image and
P are the set of all pixels in the input image. In addition, we
used traditional L1 to train for paired datasets. Therefore, our
total loss can be expressed as follows:

Ltotal = λ1Lpaired + λ2Lunpaired, (12)

where λ1 and λ2 represent the weight of paired and unpaired
data loss and we set the λ1 0.9 and the λ2 0.1. In addition,
since AHDR [34] and ADNet [13] cannot run MED directly
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TABLE II
QUANTIFIED RESULTS OF ABLATION EXPERIMENTS FOR NETWORK

COMPONENTS. TN DENOTES TEACHER NETWORK.

Datasets w/o TN w/o Llr Ours

PSNR SSIM PSNR SSIM PSNR SSIM

SICE 21.22 0.72 23.6 0.80 23.8 0.81
MED 25.69 0.89 27.2 0.94 29.78 0.97

TABLE III
THE EFFECT OF DIFFERENT SIZES OF 3D LUT GRIDS ON RECONSTRUCTED

IMAGES IN STUDENT NETWORKS.

8 16 32 64 128

PSNR 15.4 22.1 23.8 24.1 24.2
SSIM 0.61 0.77 0.81 0.85 0.85

on a single GPU, for this reason, we sub-patch the images into
the model before stitching.
Algorithm comparison. We compared our method with
HALDER [11], AGAL [12], AHDR [34], U2fusion [31],
ADNet [13] on SICE [1] dataset and the NTIRE workshop22
Multi-frame HDR dataset. Figure 4 shows two examples from
the SICE dataset, Figure 5 shows two examples from NTIRE
workshop22 Multi-frame HDR dataset and Figure 6 shows
an example from MED. Through the demonstration of the
samples, we find that U2fusion can generate artifacts when
fusing images, this is because the unsupervised method is
not stable. AGAL’s attention mechanism is more focused on
fusing the textures of the images, while the colors are generally
distorted. AdNet over-smoothed the texture. As shown in
Table I, we evaluate the performance of the algorithm in terms
of quantitative aspects, and in general, our method reaches the
best in terms of speed and accuracy.
Ablation study. We conduct some ablation experiments to
evaluate the effectiveness of the modules of our method.
1) Effectiveness of teacher-student network. We remove the
teacher network and use only the student network to fuse the
multi-exposure images. These networks are optimized by an
AdamW optimizer with an initial learning rate of 1e-5 and a
decay rate of 0.1, we set β1 = 0.9, β2 = 0.999 and ε = 10−8.
For the loss function term, we use L1 and perceptual loss.
As shown in Figure 7, our method provides clearer textures
when reconstructing the local information of the image. 2)
Effectiveness of Llr. We remove the loss function term Llr

with the correlation between patches. As shown in Figure 7,
our method provides clearer textures when reconstructing the
local information of the image. 3) Effectiveness of 3D LUT
grid. Our proposed implicit neural network can be run in edit
mode to generate a 3D LUT grid of arbitrary size, and here we
evaluate the role of different scale grids on the SICE dataset
(see Table III). We observe an optimal trade-off between speed
and accuracy when the grid size reaches 32. In addition to
these, we quantitatively evaluate the ablation experiments on
the SICE and MED dataset (see Table II).
Deployment of mobile devices. We also deploy our proposed
network on Android virtual mobile (102ms) and Raspberry
PI (89ms) for the real-time image processing requirements

Fig. 9. Results of the program in the Android studio environment.

of mobile devices. In addition, Table I shows the number
of parameters for our proposed method and others. We used
the API interface provided by PyTorch mobile to embed the
quantized model into the Android development program and
experimented with the Pixel 4 XL API 32 virtual machine in
Android Studio. Some of the experimental results are shown
in Figure 9.

(a) GT (b) 3D LUT (c) HDRNet (d) Pyramid

Fig. 10. This figure shows the reconstruction results of the networks and the
data distribution of the corresponding grids.

(a) GT (b) 3D LUT (c) RI

Fig. 11. This figure shows the results of using randomly initialized 3D LUTs
(RI) instead of the basic 3D LUTs.

V. DISCUSSION

Why we chose 3D LUT to model multi-exposure image
fusion with UHD resolution rather than bilateral learning or
pyramids? We conduct two comparison experiments where
they (3D LUT, HDRNet, Laplace Pyramid) are performed
on a degraded UHD image to obtain a high-quality UHD
image. These networks are fine-tuned on the MIT-Adobe
FiveK dataset. They are optimized by an AdamW optimizer
with an initial learning rate of 1e-3 and a decay rate of 0.1,
we set β1 = 0.9, β2 = 0.999 and ε = 10−8. We visualize
the data distribution of the 3D LUT grid (32 × 32 × 32),
bilateral grid (12 × 16 × 16 × 8), and MASK grid (3 ×
256 × 256) (see Figure 10). In general, the data distribution
of the grids generated by these networks is close; the mean
value of the distribution is almost always around 0.2. However,
the variance of each grid is different, and the variance of 3D
LUT is the smallest. We assume that this is related to a priori
knowledge and remove the basic 3D LUTs and replace them
with a fixed distribution grid. The results demonstrate that the
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variance of the grid becomes larger ([-3, 3] → [-5, 5]) and the
reconstruction of the image is degraded (see Figure 11).

VI. CONCLUSION

In this paper, we propose a teacher-student network based on
a 3D LUT to achieve real-time (33fps) UHD multi-exposure
image fusion on a single GPU. In addition, we develop an
editable pattern to obtain HDR images of different quality to
adapt to different scenes. We discuss the reasons for using
3D LUTs by trading off the two aspects of speed (ms) and
accuracy (PSNR). Extensive experimental results validate the
effectiveness of our method. Note that the reconstruction effect
is not significant for 3D LUTs with grid scales larger than 64.
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