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Abstract

Recent advancements in image translation for enhanc-
ing mixed-exposure images have demonstrated the trans-
formative potential of deep learning algorithms. However,
addressing extreme exposure variations in images remains
a significant challenge due to the inherent complexity and
contrast inconsistencies across regions. Current methods
often struggle to adapt effectively to these variations, re-
sulting in suboptimal performance. In this work, we pro-
pose HipyrNet, a novel approach that integrates a Hyper-
Network within a Laplacian Pyramid-based framework to
tackle the challenges of mixed-exposure image enhance-
ment. The inclusion of a HyperNetwork allows the model
to adapt to these exposure variations. HyperNetworks dy-
namically generates weights for another network, allow-
ing dynamic changes during deployment. In our model,
the HyperNetwork employed is used to predict optimal ker-
nels for Feature Pyramid decomposition, which enables a
tailored and adaptive decomposition process for each in-
put image. Our enhanced translational network incorpo-
rates multiscale decomposition and reconstruction, lever-
aging dynamic kernel prediction to capture and manipu-
late features across varying scales. Extensive experiments
demonstrate that HipyrNet outperforms existing methods,
particularly in scenarios with extreme exposure variations,
achieving superior results in both qualitative and quantita-
tive evaluations. Our approach sets a new benchmark for
mixed-exposure image enhancement, paving the way for fu-
ture research in adaptive image translation.

1. Introduction

Images captured under non-ideal illumination condi-
tions, such as underexposure and overexposure, often suffer
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from significant color distortion, loss of detail, and com-
promised aesthetic quality. These issues not only degrade
the image’s visual appeal but also complicate tasks such as
object recognition and localization. To address these prob-
lems, various exposure correction techniques have been de-
veloped to improve and restore details in both bright and
dark areas of an image. These techniques aim to recover
the original content and enhance the overall aesthetics of
the image.

One of the primary challenges in exposure correction
is that underexposure or overexposure requires distinct ap-
proaches. Underexposed images typically need techniques
that involve brightening the image and reducing noise. On
the other hand, overexposed images necessitate retrieving
lost highlight information without introducing artifacts or
unnatural colors. Given these contrasting needs, a sin-
gle algorithm that can effectively correct underexposure
and overexposure is challenging to develop and implement
[9] [13].

Traditionally, exposure correction methods have focused
on low-light image enhancement (LLIE) [10] [21] [22], pri-
marily enhancing images captured under low-light or dark
conditions. These methodologies train on low-light pictures
and aim to enhance the brightness and contrast of these im-
ages. This approach has been successful in improving the
visibility of details in dark regions, where fine-grained tex-
tures are often difficult to distinguish due to the lack of light.
However, LLIE methods generally struggle to deal with im-
ages that feature regions with uneven lighting [9] [20],
where portions of the image are underexposed while others
are overexposed.

Mixed exposure, as the name suggests, refers to images
where both underexposed and overexposed regions coex-
ist within the same frame. These images present a unique
challenge because achieving a balanced exposure requires
simultaneously addressing the dark details in underexposed
areas and the bright highlights in overexposed regions.
Unlike traditional Low-Light Image Enhancement (LLIE),
which primarily focuses on brightening dark areas while
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preserving details, mixed exposure correction involves an
intricate process of adjusting exposure levels across the en-
tire image. This added complexity arises from the need to
ensure that both extremes of exposure are harmonized effec-
tively without introducing artifacts, such as halo effects or
unnatural tonal transitions. Consequently, mixed exposure
correction is a significantly more challenging task, requir-
ing more advanced and adaptive algorithms to manage such
highly dynamic variations.

In recent years, there has been increasing interest in us-
ing image-to-image translation (I2IT) methods to address
the exposure correction task, particularly through encoding-
decoding architectures [21] [14] [26]. The use of I2IT mod-
els is particularly appealing because of their ability to learn
complex mappings between images. By training the mod-
els to recognize and correct the variations in exposure, I2IT
methods can effectively restore image details and improve
visual quality. However, these methods are often limited
to low-resolution tasks or rely on computationally intensive
models, making them impractical for real-world applica-
tions. Additionally, while these models show promise for
correcting individual exposure problems, they are often not
suitable for handling mixed exposure, where both overex-
posed and underexposed regions coexist.

Many algorithms attempt to address the mixed-exposure
task by using algorithms designed for single-exposure cor-
rection. While most of these algorithms effectively han-
dle single-exposure images, they often rely on conventional
methods that utilize manually designed strategies [1] [3] [6]
and deep-learning-driven approaches that leverage complex
neural networks [29] [34] [9] that tend to struggle when
dealing with mixed-exposure images. The problem lies in
the fact that current algorithms generally excel at correcting
either one of these exposure types but not both simultane-
ously. A method that can handle both types of exposure
correction without compromising image quality across the
entire frame is crucial for mixed exposure tasks.

In this paper, we propose a method to improve multiple-
exposure correction by introducing a dynamic adaptation
mechanism for the network. Our method leverages a Hy-
pernet module designed to tailor the network’s response to
each input image, enabling real-time adaptivity during in-
ference. We train our model on a comprehensive dataset
with both underexposed and overexposed images and evalu-
ate it on a challenging mixed-exposure dataset, demonstrat-
ing the generalization capability of our model.

Particularly, the main contributions of this work are sum-
marized as:

• We propose a novel Hypernet-driven approach that
dynamically predicts weights for the decomposition
kernel of Laplacian Pyramids based on input image
characteristics- allowing the network to adjust its pa-
rameters in real-time for optimal exposure correction.

• We combine classical computer vision techniques,
such as Laplacian Pyramids, and modern Deep Learn-
ing methods, such as feature extraction, to derive a
novel architecture inspired by [16].

• Our method is extensively evaluated on challenging
datasets (SICE Grad and SICE Mix [36]) and demon-
strates state-of-the-art results across PSNR and SSIM,
exemplifying our model’s robustness and real-world
use.

2. Related Works

2.1. Image contrast Enhancement

Traditional low-light image enhancement (LLIE) tech-
niques often rely on fundamental approaches such as his-
togram equalization [3] and Retinex theory. Retinex-based
approaches aim to decompose an image into its illumina-
tion and reflectance components, where the reflectance cap-
tures the intrinsic scene properties, and the illumination rep-
resents the lighting conditions [29] method. By focus-
ing on enhancing the reflectance component, these methods
improve image contrast while preserving a natural appear-
ance. This makes them particularly effective for address-
ing challenges posed by uneven lighting and shadowed re-
gions. However, many existing methods struggle to ade-
quately suppress noise artifacts and are computationally in-
tensive to train, limiting their practical efficiency.

Deep learning architectures, including Convolutional
Neural Networks (CNNs) [27] [25] and other advanced
models, have demonstrated the ability to learn complex
mappings between low-quality and high-quality images di-
rectly from data. Numerous studies have explored deep
learning-based approaches to tackle the challenges asso-
ciated with exposure correction, particularly the problems
of image color shifts [31] and noise stabilization. Works
in this field have experimented with feature pyramid net-
works for extracting the latent representation of improperly
exposed images [32]. These methods have been effective
in achieving state-of-the-art results on benchmark datasets
and have shown notable success when addressing underex-
posure and overexposure as separate tasks. In this paper, we
address the challenge of enhancing complex datasets com-
prising images with both underexposed and overexposed re-
gions in the same image, such as the SICE Grad and SICE
Mix datasets [36]. We aim to develop a generalized model
capable of performing robustly across a diverse range of ex-
posure conditions, as exemplified by our work on the SICE
dataset [5].

Existing methodologies predominantly rely on the use of
illumination maps [2] and modifications to the color space
[31] representation of images. While these techniques have
achieved significant progress in improving the overall visual
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quality of images, they are not without limitations. Specif-
ically, these approaches are often prone to producing over-
smoothed outputs, which can result in a loss of fine-grained
image details. Additionally, the inherent transformations
involved in these methods frequently introduce visual arti-
facts, further compromising the natural appearance of the
enhanced images. Consequently, there remains a need for
more robust and perceptually consistent solutions to address
these limitations effectively.

2.2. Feature Pyramid Networks

Feature Pyramid Networks (FPNs) have become a cor-
nerstone in modern computer vision tasks, particularly for
object detection, semantic segmentation, and image restora-
tion. Introduced by Lin et al. in 2017 [18], FPNs utilize
a hierarchical top-down architecture to construct a feature
pyramid. By leveraging the hierarchical feature maps gen-
erated by convolutional networks, FPNs enable robust de-
tection of objects at various scales, making them highly ef-
fective for tasks requiring multi-level feature integration.

A key strength of FPNs lies in their ability to handle
multiscale features. This approach has been successfully
adopted in numerous frameworks, including Mask R-CNN
[12] for instance, segmentation and RetinaNet [19] for
anchor-based object detection. FPNs have demonstrated
significantly improved accuracy and efficiency compared to
earlier methods, which often struggled to balance feature
resolution and computational cost.

2.3. Laplacian Pyramid Translation Network

The Laplacian Pyramid Translation Network (LPTN)
[16] is an efficient and scalable deep learning framework for
image enhancement tasks, including super-resolution, low-
light image enhancement, and other image-to-image trans-
lation problems. It leverages the Laplacian Pyramid, a hier-
archical structure that decomposes an image into frequency
bands, enabling simultaneous enhancement of global struc-
tures (low-frequency components) and fine details (high-
frequency components).

LPTN’s architecture follows a coarse-to-fine approach.
The input image is decomposed into a low-resolution base,
representing global features like brightness and contrast and
high-frequency residuals, capturing textures and sharpness.
These components are processed separately by lightweight
neural networks specialized for each frequency band.

The high-level framework focuses on global adjustments
such as brightness, contrast, and color consistency, while
the networks handling the high-frequency residuals refine
intricate textures and fine details. After processing, the
image is reconstructed by iteratively adding the enhanced
high-frequency details to the upsampled base image, ensur-
ing that both global and local features are preserved.

This multiscale processing strategy enables LPTN to

achieve high-quality results with significantly reduced
memory due to the non-parametric pyramid decomposition
and lesser computational costs due to the focus of intensive
operations on smaller, downsampled images. By addressing
both global and local features effectively, LPTN overcomes
the limitations of traditional CNNs, which often struggle to
handle high-resolution inputs or balance global corrections
with local detail preservation.

Additionally, LPTN’s modular and flexible design makes
it adaptable to a variety of image enhancement tasks. Its
ability to process high-resolution images with limited com-
putational resources makes it particularly suited for real-
world applications where efficiency and scalability are crit-
ical.

While LPTN is efficient and effective for image restora-
tion, it struggles with complex degradations like mixed ex-
posure images. Its local focus and static feature handling
limit its ability to adapt to varying exposures and capture
global dependencies, leading to suboptimal performance on
challenging datasets and real-world scenarios.

Our proposed model builds upon LPTN’s lightweight ar-
chitecture but introduces hypernetworks to dynamically ad-
just the network parameters based on the input image char-
acteristics. This enables the model to adapt flexibly to vary-
ing exposure conditions, making it well-suited for images
containing both underexposed and overexposed areas.

2.4. HyperNetworks

HyperNetworks (HNs) [11] are a class of deep neural
networks designed to generate the weights of another target
network responsible for performing a specific learning task.

Unlike traditional neural networks with fixed weights,
HNs dynamically predict the weights based on the input
they receive, enabling them to adapt to diverse conditions
or tasks.

HNs have been successfully applied in various do-
mains of machine learning, including language modeling,
computer vision, continual learning, hyperparameter opti-
mization, multi-objective optimization, and decoding block
codes. One of their key strengths lies in generating per-
sonalized models, as they can create target networks condi-
tioned on input data, making them particularly effective for
applications requiring adaptability.

3. Architecture

Fig. 1 provides a summarized view of the architecture,
which begins by processing an input image with a Hyper-
Network, which returns a personalized kernel tailored to the
image’s specific characteristics. This dynamically gener-
ated kernel is then used for the pyramid decomposition. The
components of the resulting feature pyramid are then pro-
cessed through translational modules. The lower pyramid
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Figure 1. A schematic of the proposed model. The figure represents the Hypernet, and the following model uses the predicted kernel to
translate the underexposed image. UTM (Upper Translational Module) and LTM (Lower Translational Module) translate the feature

pyramid. The exact architecture of the Hypernet is denoted in Fig. 2. The image is taken from the SICE Dataset [5].

level is refined and translated through the Lower Transla-
tional Module (LTM). The output of the LTM, along with
the upper levels of the pyramid, is passed through the Up-
per Translational Module (UTM), which returns the Trans-
lated Feature Pyramid. The translated pyramid is then re-
constructed back into the output image by upsampling and
adding its components.

3.1. Feature Pyramid

The Laplacian Pyramid is a classical technique in image
processing that linearly decomposes an image into a series
of high- and low-frequency components, enabling the ex-
act reconstruction of the original image in a non-parametric
manner. This principle motivates us to integrate a person-
alized approach to sample-specific processing by predicting
the weights of the kernel used in the decomposition of LP
through the Hypernet. Mathematically, the modified Lapla-
cian Pyramid process can be described as follows:

Given an input image I0 ∈ RH×W , the first step is to
calculate a low-pass prediction I1 ∈ RH

2 ×W
2 by applying a

convolution operation with the dynamically generated ker-
nel Kimage. Each pixel in I1 is computed as a weighted sum
of neighboring pixels in I0:

I1(x, y) =
∑

(u,v)∈N (x,y)

Kimage(u, v) · I0(u, v) (1)

where N (x, y) denotes the neighborhood around pixel
(x, y) in I0 and Kimage(u, v) is the kernel weight. In our
work, we utilize a dynamically generated kernel, as detailed
previously.

To ensure reversible reconstruction, the high-frequency
residual h0 is computed as:

h0 = I0 − Upsample(I1) (2)

where the Upsample(·) function increases the resolution
of I1 using bicubic interpolation. The process is iteratively
applied to I1 to decompose the image into subsequent levels
further, producing a sequence of low- and high-frequency
components.

The hierarchical decomposition results in multiple pyra-
mid levels. In our architecture, we employ three levels, cor-
responding to resolutions H × W , H

2 × W
2 , and H

4 × W
4 .

Mathematically, the decomposition can be represented as:

I1 = Downsample(I0), h0 = I0 − Upsample(I1)
I2 = Downsample(I1), h1 = I1 − Upsample(I2)
I3 = Downsample(I2), h2 = I3

(3)

The final pyramid consists of {h0},{h1} and {h2}.

3.2. Loss Function

The proposed method incorporates a multicomponent
loss function to train the generator effectively. The total
generator loss (LG) is composed of three key components:
pixel reconstruction loss, adversarial loss, and kernel loss (if
a hypernetwork is used). These components are designed to
jointly optimize the model for accurate image restoration,
adversarial robustness, and kernel prediction.

1. Pixel Reconstruction Loss (Lpix): This loss is cal-
culated between the generated output (ŷ) and the high-light
image(HLI) using Mean Squared Error (MSE):

Lpix = MSE(ŷ,HLI) (4)
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2. Adversarial Loss (LGAN): This loss is calculated us-
ing the output of the discriminator (D(ŷ)) and the generated
image basis the gan type used.

3. Kernel Loss (Lker): For models utilizing a hypernet-
work, this loss is calculated between the predicted kernel
(K̂) and the target kernel (Kopt) using Mean Squared Error
(MSE):

Lker = MSE(K̂,Kopt) (5)

The target kernel here refers to the Gaussian Kernel used
in the LPTN framework [16]. The loss is used to update the
model, allowing the Hypernet-predicted kernel to be close
to the Gaussian kernel but also be dynamic to the input.

The final generator loss is defined as:

LG = LGAN + ηpixLpix + λkerLker (6)

where λker controls the contribution of the kernel loss and
ηpix controls the contribution of the pixel-wise loss to the
total loss. The loss is then used to optimize the generator
and hypernetwork (if applicable), while the discriminator
weights are frozen during generator updates.

This composite loss function balances reconstruction
accuracy, perceptual quality, and adaptability to varying
degradations, enabling robust performance across diverse
exposure conditions.

3.3. HyperNet Architecture

In our work, we propose a HyperNetwork that is em-
ployed to predict a personalized kernel for each image, tai-
lored for its decomposition in the Feature Pyramid. Given
the inherent variations in images, a single fixed kernel might
not be optimal for all cases. Instead, the HyperNetwork
generates a kernel that accounts for the specific characteris-
tics of each input image.

The exact HyperNet architecture as shown in 2 is de-
signed to dynamically produce a kernel of dimensions 5×5.
The network consists of six convolutional layers with pro-
gressively increasing channels and employs irregular con-
volutional kernels and pooling operations to achieve signifi-
cant downsampling. The architectural details are as follows:

1. The initial convolutional layer uses an irregular kernel
of size 3 × 1, followed by a ReLU activation and a
max-pool operation.

2. The second convolutional layer utilizes a 1 × 3 ker-
nel, followed by a ReLU activation and max pooling,
continuing the downsampling process.

3. The third and fourth convolutional layers alternate be-
tween 3 × 1 and 1 × 3 kernels, respectively, each fol-
lowed by ReLU activations and pooling layers.

4. The fifth convolutional layer uses a 3× 3 followed by
max pooling and a final 1× 1 convolution to precisely
reduce the dimensions to 5× 5.

2
HyperNet

1288

16

1
32

64

Figure 2. Expanded Schematic of the Hypernet. The figure
represents the Hypernet architecture in detail and shows each of
the convolution blocks and their corresponding output channels

The use of irregular kernels (3 × 1 and 1 × 3) is moti-
vated by the need to balance computational efficiency and
spatial feature extraction. These kernels enable the model
to focus independently on horizontal and vertical gradi-
ents, capturing fine-grained details along each axis with-
out the overhead of larger square kernels. Furthermore,
irregular kernels introduce an asymmetric receptive field,
which is particularly advantageous for processing images
with anisotropic features or dominant patterns in one direc-
tion.

By alternating irregular and square kernels, the architec-
ture ensures the ability to capture both local and global spa-
tial dependencies.

4. Experiments
4.1. Datasets

In our study, we employ 4 datasets to rigorously train and
evaluate our proposed model: SICE-v1 and SICE-v2 for
foundational training, including the SICE-Grad and SICE-
Mix subsets, which address gradient challenges and mixed-
exposure challenges, respectively, for testing purposes. The
SICE dataset [5] contains a total of 589 sets of images, with
each set having 7 or 9 images of varying contrast from over-
exposed to underexposed. The training set, validation set,
and test set are divided into three groups in a split of 8:1:1.
The test set was defined by the testing indexes provided in
the dataset.

The SICE Grad and SICE Mix [36] datasets are derived
from the original SICE dataset. For SICE Grad, Panels from
images of SICE with different exposures were selected and
arranged such that the exposure increases from left to right.
On the other hand, the SICE Mix dataset was constructed by
permuting these panels. These derivations provide bench-
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Figure 3. Visualizations of images from the SICE [5] and the SICE Grad and SICE Mix [36] Dataset. The first row refers to an
overexposed image from SICE, the second row is of an underexposed image from SICE, and the last two rows refer to SICE Grad and

SICE Mi,x respectively

marks tailored for testing model performance on uneven and
mixed exposure challenges.

We train on the SICE training set and test on SICE,
SICE-Mix and SICE-Grad. We resize the original SICE im-
age to 608x896 which is the same for SICE-Grad or SICE-
Mix images.

4.2. Hyperparameter Tuning

During training, we use the Adam optimizer [15] with a
learning rate of 10−4. Stochastic Gradient Descent (SGD)
is employed for the training process. All methods are eval-
uated in terms of PSNR and SSIM. Experiments conducted

on the number of residual block yield as shown in Table 1,
the optimal configuration which comprises of two residual
blocks in the Lower Translational Module(LTM) and four
blocks in the Upper Translational Module(UTM).

It can be seen that increasing the number of residual
blocks in the LTM branch improved PSNR, while a sim-
ilar increase in the UTM branch enhanced SSIM. The
UTM branch focuses on higher-frequency features, such as
edges, while the LTM branch captures lower-frequency fea-
tures. This indicates that higher-frequency features, which
are more closely associated with structural information,
contribute to improvements in SSIM. In contrast, lower-
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UTM LTM PSNR↑ SSIM↑
2 3 20.592 0.73956
2 4 20.845 0.74675
3 2 20.307 0.74669
4 2 20.434 0.75191

Table 1. Effect of number of residual blocks on PSNR and SSIM
in the Upper Translational Module and the Lower Translational

Module. Higher scores are better

frequency features primarily enhance visual quality, result-
ing in higher PSNR.

4.3. Gan Loss Functions

Various experiments were conducted to evaluate the per-
formance of the loss function, focusing on different loss
weights and GAN types. The optimal loss weight for
the MSE was found to be 1000 and 0.01 for the Kernel
loss Weight. The different gan types used were Vanilla
GAN loss being the original GAN (BCE) [7], LS-GAN
loss(Least Squares GAN) [24], which minimizes the differ-
ence between the discriminator’s output and a target value,
WGAN [4] and WGAN-Softplus [8] (Wasserstein GAN)
loss which uses the Wasserstein distance between the real
and generated images and Hinge loss [17] which aims to
generate image that push the discriminators score above the
defined Margin.

After a comprehensive evaluation, the best results are
achieved using the GAN type WGAN Softplus.

GAN Loss Function PSNR↑ SSIM↑

Vanilla [7] 21.020 0.76841
LS-GAN [24] 21.059 0.74214
W-GAN [4] 20.985 0.74668
W-GAN Softplus [8] 21.081 0.76801
Hinge [17] 20.845 0.74675

Table 2. Effect of different types of GANs used in the GAN loss
function on PSNR and SSIM.

5. Results
As shown in Table 3, there is an increase in both PSNR

and SSIM as compared to LPTN. The results indicate that
the inclusion of the HyperNetwork makes the model adapt
to the inputs, allowing for dynamic pyramid decomposition
and improving the overall visual quality of the output.

In Table 4, we compare state of the art models with our
model where we achieve state-of-the-art results on the SICE
Grad and SICE Mix datasets. HipyrNet shows a 25% im-
provement and a 13.5% increase in PSNR on the SICE Grad

Dataset Method PSNR↑ SSIM↑

SICE LPTN 18.316 0.697
HipyrNet 21.081 0.768

SICE Grad LPTN 16.201 0.633
HipyrNet 16.324 0.710

SICE Mix LPTN 15.515 0.600
HipyrNet 15.857 0.668

Table 3. Performance metrics for LPTN [16] and HipyrNet on
SICE [5], SICE Grad, and SICE Mix [36].

Methods SICE Grad SICE Mix
PSNR ↑ SSIM ↑ PSNR ↑ SSIM ↑

RetinexNet [29] 12.397 0.606 12.450 0.619
ZeroDCE [9] 12.428 0.633 12.475 0.644
RAUS [20] 0.864 0.493 0.868 0.494
SGZ [35] 10.866 0.607 10.870 0.607
LLFlow [28] 12.737 0.617 12.737 0.617
URetinexNet [30] 10.903 0.600 10.894 0.602
SCI [23] 8.644 0.529 8.625 0.531
KinD [33] 12.986 0.656 13.144 0.668
KinD++ [33] 13.196 0.663 13.346 0.680
U-EGformer [2] 13.272 0.643 14.235 0.652
HyperLPTN 16.602 0.709 16.158 0.688

Table 4. Comparison of existing methods against ours across
PSNR and SSIM on the SICE Mix and SICE Grad [36] datasets.
Our model was trained on SICE and evaluated across SICE Grad

and SICE Mix.

and the SICE Mix dataset, respectively. For visualizations,
one overexposure and one underexposure image from the
SICE dataset have been chosen along with visual results for
the SICE Grad and SICE Mix datasets in Fig. 3.

Conclusion and Future Work
In summary, we present HipyrNet, an approach that

integrates HyperNetworks into Laplacian Pyramid-based
Translation Networks for improved kernel prediction. By
dynamically generating personalized kernels for each in-
put image, HipyrNet significantly enhances contrast and de-
tail in mixed-exposure images, leading to notable improve-
ments in network performance and image quality across
diverse datasets. This approach effectively leverages the
adaptability of HyperNetworks to optimize the decompo-
sition process, ensuring robust performance across varying
conditions. Future work includes extending this method-
ology to other applications such as super-resolution, image
generation, and semantic segmentation. Additionally, ex-
ploring its integration into real-time video processing sys-
tems could open new possibilities for enhancing visual fi-
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delity in challenging scenarios. HipyrNet provides a strong
foundation for further research in adaptive and personalized
image processing techniques.
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