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Abstract

Low-Light Image Enhancement (LLIE) is a key task in com-
putational photography and imaging. The problem of en-
hancing images captured during night or in dark environ-
ments has been well-studied in the image signal processing
literature. However, current deep learning-based solutions
struggle with efficiency and robustness in real-world sce-
narios (e.g. scenes with noise, saturated pixels, bad illu-
mination). We propose a lightweight neural network that
combines image processing in the frequency and spatial do-
mains. Our method, FLOL+, is one of the fastest models for
this task, achieving state-of-the-art results on popular real
scenes datasets such as LOL and LSRW. Moreover, we are
able to process 1080p images under 12ms. Our code and
models will be open-source.

1. Introduction

The performance of imaging systems can be disrupted in
low-light conditions. For instance, detection and action
recognition algorithms might struggle in conditions of low
illumination, under-exposure, extreme noise, and specially
at night [34, 50, 56, 57]. Therefore, it is essential in image
processing to find a reliable solution that allows to improve
exposure and “lighten” dark images correctly.

The image restoration problem [10] for night or dark im-
ages could be formulated as:

y=7(x)+n (1)

where y is the captured image, x is the underlaying clean
signal, v is a function for the response of the camera sensor
(e.g. ISO gain, clip saturated pixels), and n is the sensor
read-shot noise — especially strong during night due to the
lack of photon readings by the camera sensor [17]. For sim-
plification, as previous works we will ignore the possible
blur effects and other optics-related artifacts such as glare
and flare.

Diverse techniques have been proposed to solve this
problem i.e., reconstruct x from y, these are classified into
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Figure 1. Comparison of model performance on the LOLv2-
Synthetic [55] dataset. The chart displays the PSNR value reached
for each model depending on its number of parameters, repre-
sented here by the decimal logarithm of such number in millions.
The size of the points is proportional to the FLOPs of each model.
Methods placed in the left-upper corner are more efficient than
those placed on the right-lower corner of the chart.

two groups: deep learning-based techniques [11, 21, 40, 46]
and classical techniques [23, 25, 64]. Nowadays, deep
learning methods are widely considered the state-of-the-art
for this task [4, 31].

Most deep learning solutions based on convolutional
neural networks (CNNs) require millions of parameters to
achieve an acceptable reconstruction performance in terms
of PSNR and SSIM [44] (please see Fig. 1). As a result,
most methods lack of efficiency in terms of memory and
runtime i.e., they cannot enhance images in real-time (50ms
per image or 20FPS).

Besides efficiency, low-light image enhancement solu-
tions struggle to generalize in real scenes (“in the wild”).
We find several real and synthetic datasets for this task such
as LOLv2 [55], and it is well-known that models trained on
synthetic data fail to generalize on real cases [1, 8]. The
reason is the domain gap between the simulated conditions
and the real-world conditions; most approaches assume n
to follow a Gaussian distribution, and +y to be a linear func-
tion, when in reality the camera sensor’s noise and response
is more complex. LLIE models must be robust to out-of-
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Figure 2. The illumination information is retained in the ampli-
tude component within the Fourier space [27, 40]. Thus, many
LLIE methods operate in the frequency domain. Source image
from [19].

distribution (OOD) conditions [31]. Therefore, we focus on
solving these two problems in LLIE: efficiency and robust-
ness in real scenarios — see Figs. 4, 5 and 6.

Following previous works such as RetinexNet [46],
FourLLIE [40] and SNR-Net [51], we study how to build
a compact and efficient model using two components or
stages: first, a frequency stage, where we estimate and pro-
cess the amplitude component of the image; second, the
(spatial) denoising stage, where the model will focus on im-
proving details and reducing noise. This allows to tackle di-
rectly the two degradation components in the inverse prob-
lem (Eq. 1): the illumination-related ~ and the noise n.

Our model is trained on diverse real scenes to improve its
robustness on these cases. The 2-stage approach allows us
to design compact models for each sub-task, which brings
efficiency and certain control or interpretability.

Our contributions can be summarized as follows:

1) We introduce a new lightweight and fast baseline model
for low-light image enhancement (see Fig. 1).

2) We achieve state-of -the-art (SOTA) performance on
real-world low-light enhancement benchmarks.

3) Our method requires 10x less parameters than others
and can process HD images in real-time at 12ms.

2. Related Work
2.1. Low-Light Image Enhancement

The principal task in LLIE consists in correcting the illu-
mination level of dark and under-exposed images properly,
without adding artifacts or noise. Most recent solutions are
based on CNNs which are widely used as an end-to-end so-
lution to this problem by implementing effective neural net-
work architectures.

Some methods apply traditional image decomposition
like RetinexNet [46]. They are capable of reaching higher
quality images by estimating illumination and reflectance
maps. Retinexformer [4] is the most competitive retinex-
based method, based on attention-based mechanisms such
as the Transformer [38]. Other procedures employ unsuper-

vised learning, focusing on the illumination curves estima-
tion or the improvement of illumination learning to perform
a good light correction [ 14, 31]. Further, Xu et al. [51] intro-
duced a method that pays attention to the Signal-to-Noise-
Ratio (SNR) in the dark (noisy) images. This makes pos-
sible to enhance “pixel by pixel” regions with lower SNR
associated with dimmer regions of the image.

There are recent models that leverage Fourier informa-
tion to solve LLIE. For example, Li et al. [26] studies how
to extract lightness and noise in the Fourier space. They no-
ticed that it is beneficial to incorporate space and frequency
information into neural networks. Also, Huang et al. [18]
suggested before that illumination information is contained
within the amplitude component, thus, this component dif-
fers from low to high images and it is related to the lightness
level on images (please see Fig. 2). In consequence, this
property was exploited by Wang et al. in FourLLIE [40],
where they developed a new 2-stage deep neural network to
enhance dark images using Fourier frequency information.

2.2. Fourier Theory

Fourier information has been proved to be helpful in many
computer vision tasks. Firstly, the Fourier theory was
considered on hazy images and pan-sharpening methods
[59, 65, 66]. Additionally, Xu et al. [49] adopted a data
augmentation technique based on Fourier frequency in-
formation. Zhou et al. [67] built a Fourier-based super-
resolution method. Another example is Fuoli et al. [13],
which also presented a special loss based on Fourier the-
ory that attempts to restore high-frequency information in
super-resolution problems. Last but not least, Wang et
al. [40] applied Fourier frequency information to the LLIE
problem. They built a new Fourier-based network called
FourLLIE which includes the phase and amplitude Fourier
images along with SNR map introduced by Xu et al. [51],
this helps to remove noise generated during previous illu-
mination phase.

We further investigate about how to minimize the num-
ber of FLOPs and parameters by improving the method in-
troduced in [40] without losing performance. For this rea-
son, the new model will be lighter since it requires less
memory, and it will be able to process high-resolution im-
ages faster.

3. Proposed Method

First of all, given an input image z of size (H, W) the dis-
crete Fourier transform can be calculated following the re-
lation below:
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Figure 3. Overview of the proposed model FLOL+. In the first stage, the input image is transformed into the Fourier frequency domain to
enhance its illumination level. Next, during the denoiser stage, we correct imperfections such as artifacts and high levels of noise. Note

that our model is trained end-to-end.

As result of other Fourier-based procedures [18, 26, 29,
40], we know the following properties in the context of
LLIE:

1. The information relative to lightness is contained within
the amplitude component in the frequency domain.
Fourier-based models are capable of extracting global
information contained in the input image without intro-
ducing a huge amount of parameters.

2.

Hence, we design our model in two different steps
(please see Fig. 3). The first step, the Fourier Illumina-
tion Enhancement (FIE) consists on increasing illumination
level and retrieving the clear image x from the dark input
¥, by enhancing its amplitude component in the Fourier fre-
quency space. The output from this stage is x;,;, and serves
as input of the next stage.

The second step or Denoiser stage consists on removing
noise, color imperfections and artifacts, by using the Signal-
to-Noise-Ratio (SNR) map [51] and emphasizing details re-
covery. The output will be the reconstructed clean image

X.

3.1. Fourier Illumination Enhancement (FIE) Stage

In the first place, the input image is converted into its
Fourier image using the discrete 2-dimensional Fast Fourier
Transform (FFT), and then separated into its phase and
module components. Following previous works [26, 40],
we focus on enhancing the amplitude component.

To achieve this, we produce the amplitude transform map
(or “Module Map”) by feeding the input image into the FIE-
Block. This block follows a Metaformer [60] structure (also

similar to a NAFBlock [7]):

3)
“)

where z are the input features and 2z the output features
of the block. However, we apply global attention in the
frequency domain, thanks to the Fourier properties. For
this, we design the Fre-MLP block that works inside the
FIE-Block — a feed-forward network or MLP that operates
in the frequency components (please see Fig. 3). We use
the same gated FFN (pixel-wise convolutions with simple
gates) as NAFNet [7].

Note that we estimate the “Module Map” using a low-
resolution input image resized by half (|2) using bilinear
interpolation. This is possible since the amplitude is (par-
tially) scale invariant [26]. Moreover, this allows us to re-
duce the computation and number of operations notably.
The resultant amplitude map is upscaled to the original res-
olution using the same interpolation.

Finally, we continue by applying the amplitude trans-
form map (“Module Map”) to the original amplitude —via
element-wise division— to enhance it. The result is the
new amplitude component of the input image, and the non-
modified phase. We apply an inverse Fast Fourier Trans-
form (iFFT) to obtain the intermediate result x;,; (please
see Fig. 3). This result already presents good illumination
properties, but also notable noise and artifacts. In the sec-
tion ahead, we will explain how to remove this noise and
artifacts and how to perform a good color correction. This
will allow us to recover the clean image properly.

z1 = Attention(LayerNorm(z)) + z
z9 = FFN(LayerNorm(z1)) + 21



3.2. Denoiser Stage

We focus on improving the previous stage result, x;,;. We
concatenate x;,; and x and feed them into our denoiser.

First, we use an encoder with simple strided 3 x 3 convo-
lutions. Then, we will employ the Fourier space (Frequency
branch) and the spatial domain (Spatial branch) along with
the SNR map to remove imperfections — see Fig. 3. We cal-
culate the SNR map from the output of the frequency stage
in the same way as previous works [40].

The outputs of these branches are Og and O, respec-
tively. The SNR-based interaction, shown in Eq. 5, is the
combination of Og and O with the SNR map (R):

F=0gsxR+0px(1—R) (5)

The output features F are fed into the decoder of the
Denoiser, together with the encoder skip connections. We
use sub-pixel convolutions (Pixel Shuffle) [36] to up-sample
the features in the decoder.

Next, we decode the output reconstructed image X and
we apply a global residual connection in which we add to
the output image from the decoder the original image (using
x as a prior). Finally, we obtain the clean image without
noise or artifacts and good illumination levels.

3.3. Feature Propagation

We discuss the application of concatenation within the de-
coder structure. We perform skip connections between the
encoder and the decoder following the fundamentals of a
standard U-net. Those concatenations preserve features
across the whole structure and this fact will make the net-
work more efficient as it considers previous information.
We can reduce the number of parameters of our network
even more by replacing concatenations for feature addi-
tions. As a result, the number of channels on each con-
volutional layer is decreased. For that reason, we will study
the performance of this modification in Subsec. 4.4.

3.4. Training
We train the models using the following loss function that
combines distortion and perception terms:

L=z — |1+ |x — x01]]s + A - LPIPS(2,%)  (6)

The distortion term, [y loss, enforces high fidelity. Most
importantly, the intermediate loss using x;, enforces a
good intermediate result i.e., good illumination correction.
We use LPIPS [63] (pre-trained VGG-19 [37]) as a percep-
tual loss, with a weight A = 0.1 found empirically.

4. Experimental Results

4.1. Datasets and Implementation Details

We train and evaluate our method using well-known
datasets for the LLIE problem such as LOLv2-Real [55],

LOLv2-Synthetic [55], LSRW [16], UHD-LL [27], MIT-
5K [3] and real scene datasets. It is important to note that
LOLv2-Real and LSRW include real-world images cap-
tured by using precise camera calibration, for this reason
we focus on these, as they represent the most challenging
scenarios.

LOLv2-Real includes 689 low/high paired images for
training and 100 low/high paired images for testing. Note
that LOLv2-Real is the extended version of LOL-v1[46],
thus, we use the v2 version directly as it is more diverse
than LOL-vl. We also use the LOLv2-Synthetic that in-
cludes 900 pairs of low/high images for training and 100
pairs for validation.

LSRW includes images from a DSLM Nikon camera and
a Huawei smartphone. The LSRW-Nikon dataset is com-
posed of 3150 training image pairs and 20 testing image
pairs. The LSRW-Huawei dataset contains 2450 pairs of
images and 30 pairs for training and validation, respectively.

UHD-LL includes 2000 pairs of low/high images for
training and 150 pairs for validation [27]. All images are
in 4K resolution and they are captured using a tripod to en-
sure stability and to reduce misalignment caused by camera
shakes.

MIT-5k includes 4500 pairs of low/high images [3]. The
images vary in terms of lighting conditions, color balance,
and exposure. The ground-truth enhanced images were pro-
duced by a professional photographer. We use the same test
split of 100 images as SCI [31].

Unpaired Datasets such as BDD100k [58] —the driv-
ing video dataset—, DICM [24], LIME [15], MEF [30],
NPE [42], VV [39] and DarkFace [53] datasets. These
datasets offer real low-light scenes in the wild (ground-truth
images are not available), we use them for visual evaluation
and qualitative assessment.

Implementation Details. We train our method using
Adam optimizer (with 8; = 0.9 and S = 0.999) and a
learning rate 4 x 10~* that gradually decreases to 1 x 106
using cosine annealing. We use a mini-batch size of 32, con-
sidering that we take random crops of size 256 x 256 from
the original low/high pair of images. We perform simple
augmentations that include flips and rotations. We set to 16
the overall number of channels for each block (or layer) in
the network. We use an NVIDIA 4090Ti to train our models
in =~ 6 hours.

We train using the LOLV2 [55] and LSRW [16] datasets
combined, such that the model can learn from more diverse
scenes, sensors and conditions. We evaluate our model us-
ing the standard quality metrics PSNR and SSIM [44].
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Table 1. Quantitative comparison of the retrained state of the arts
on the UHD-LL dataset [27]. The best result is in red color, second
best in blue. All the values are adopted from [27].

Uformer  SNR-Net(r) SNR-Net(s) UHDFour Restormer(s)
[45] [51] [51] [27] [62]
PSNR 1 19.283 22.717 22.170 26.226 22.252
SSIM 1 0.849 0.877 0.866 0.900 0.871
Restormer ZDCE RUAS SCI FLOL+
[62] [14] [28] [31] (Ours)
PSNR 1 22.597 17.075 13.562 16.057 25.01
SSIM 1 0.878 0.663 0.749 0.625 0.888

4.2. Comparison with Other Methods

Quantitative Results. We present our model perfor-
mance on several datasets, UHD-LL, LSRW and MIT-5k,
in Tabs. 1, 2 and 3, respectively. In addition, we show
our model performance compared with a wide range of
SOTA models in Tab. 4 and Fig. 1. Also in Tab. 5, we
calculate a perceptual metric of quality assessment called
BRISQUE [32] in our qualitative results and we compare
them with other SOTA methods again. Our solution ac-
complishes good results if we compare with other proce-
dures like SNR-Net [51] or MIRNet [61]. In particular, our

model requires 37x and almost 300 less parameters, re-
spectively, to reach similar or better performance. Com-
pared to the most recent method, Retinexformer [4], our
model gets a comparable performance with 10x fewer pa-
rameters, and 7x less FLOPs. Also, our procedure outper-
forms FourLLIE [40], the best previous method in terms of
efficiency-performance trade-off, by +0.6 dB in the LOLv2-
Real. Note, that we report quantitative results for some
methods based on previous analysis [4], and we use the
open-source weights and models of FourLLIE [40].

Our method FLOL+ outperforms in terms of image qual-
ity and/or efficiency all the previous methods.

Qualitative Results. The visual comparison between our
algorithm and other SOTA methods on real scenes is shown
in Figs. 4, 5, 8 and 11, corresponding to paired datasets.
Our method produces high-quality results with good color
correction and details, without adding noise or artifacts to
the image, and effectively increases the “light” and bright-
ness of the image, improving its visibility as a result.
To prove the robustness of our approach, we also apply
our model to random real scenes from unpaired datasets
like BDD100k [58], DICM [24], LIME [15], MEF [30],
NPE [42], VV [39] and DarkFace [53]. The results are
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Table 2. Quantitative comparisons on the LSRW dataset (50 test
images from Huawei and Nikon) [16]. Our method achieves the
best results in terms of fidelity and perceptual metrics. Reference
values are adopted from [31, 52].

RetinexNet FIDE DRBN  KinD STAR

[46] [48] [54] [64] [47]
PSNR + 15.906 17.669 16.149 16.472 14.608
SSIM 1 0.3725 0.5485 0.5422  0.4929  0.5039
LPIPS | 0.393 - 0.376 - -

EnGAN ZDCE RUAS SCI  FLOL+

[20] [14] [28] [31] (Ours)
PSNR + 16.311 15.834 14437 15.017  19.10
SSIM 1 0.4697 0.4664 0.4276 0.4846  0.5833

LPIPS | 0.322 0315 0455 0321 0.273

shown in Figs. 6, 7, 9 and 10. Our model is robust and can
generalize on these unseen and challenging datasets. We
can observe a significant improvement after applying our
method.

4.3. Efficiency and Runtime

We conduct a runtime experiment in which we have chosen
a sample video from BDD100k [58] dataset. We selected

Table 3. Quantitative comparisons on the MIT-5K dataset [2]. All
the values are adopted from [31].

RetinexNet FIDE DRBN KinD  STAR
[46] [48] [54] [64] [47]

PSNR 1 13.74 1719 17.59 17.09 17.64
SSIM t 0.739 0.785  0.784 0.830  0.779

EnGAN  ZDCE RUAS SCI FLOL+
[20] [14]  [28] [31] (Ours)

PSNR t 16.76 16.61 1853 2044  22.10
SSIM t 0.834 0.814 0.864 0.893 0910

some frames by cropping the video sample and we changed
the spatial resolution several times to calculate the process-
ing runtime rate when we apply our method. To demon-
strate the efficiency of our solution, we measure the num-
ber of operations (FLOPs) and runtime at those different
resolutions. In Tab. 6 we provide the study and compari-
son with FourLLIE [40], one of the fastest solutions. We
measure runtimes 1000 times per frame, and we report the
average runtime. Our method has notably less parameters
and FLOPs than previous state-of-the-art methods, which
translates into real-time performance. We can process full-
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Table 4. Quantitative comparisons on the LOLv2 dataset [55].
Our model obtains a comparable performance with the best SOTA
methods, while being notably smaller (less parameters and oper-
ations) and more efficient. All values are collected from [4, 40].
FLOPs were calculated using input image of size 256 x 256.

Methods Complexity LOLv2-Real LOLvV2-Syn
FLOPs (G)] Params (M) PSNR1 SSIM 1 PSNR 1 SSIM 1

SID [5] 13.73 7.76 1324 0442 1504 0.610
DeepUPE [41] 21.10 1.02 1327 0452 1508 0.623
RF [22] 46.23 21.54 1405 0458 1597  0.632
DeepLPF [33] 5.86 1.77 14.10 0480 16.02  0.587
IPT [6] 6887 115.31 19.80 0.813 1830  0.811
UFormer [45] 12.00 5.29 18.82  0.771 19.66  0.871
RetinexNet [46] 587.47 0.84 1547 0567  17.13  0.798
Sparse [55] 53.26 233 20.06 0.816  22.05 0.905
EnGAN [20] 61.01 114.35 1823  0.617 16.57  0.734
RUAS [28] 0.83 0.003 1837  0.723 16.55  0.652
FIDE [48] 28.51 8.62 16.85 0.678 1520 0.612
DRBN [54] 48.61 5.27 20.29  0.831 2322 0927
KinD [64] 34.99 8.02 1474 0.641 1329 0.578
Restormer [62] 144.25 26.13 19.94 0827 2141 0830
FECNet [18] 11.84 0.15 20.67 0.795 2257 0.893
MIRNet [61] 785 31.76 20.02 0.820 2194 0.876
SNR-Net [51] 26.35 4.01 2148 0.849 2414 0928
FourLLIE [40] 5.8 0.120 21.60 0.847 2417 0917
Retinexformer [4] 15.57 1.61 22.80 0.840 25.67 0.930
FLOL+ (Ours) 2.08 0.094 2175 0.849 2434 0.906

FLOL (Ours) 8.36 0.806 23.06  0.837 - -

Table 5. Quantitative comparison on five unpaired datasets using
the blind quality assessment metric BRISQUE [32].

Methods DICM LIME MEF NPE VV

KinD [64] 4872 3991 4994 36.85 50.56
RUAS [28] 3875  27.59 23.68 47.85 38.37
LLFlow [43] 2636  27.06 30.27 28.86 31.67
SNR-Net [51] 37.35 39.22 3128 26.65 78.72
PairLIE [12] 3331 2523 27.53 2827 39.13
FLOL+ (Ours) 3036  28.65 33.79 16.79 1997

HD images at > 60 FPS on consumer GPUs. Consider-
ing the low memory requirements, the model could be also

used in mobile devices. We also apply the detection model
YOLOVS [35] before and after of processing those frames
with FLOL+. The qualitative results are shown in Fig. 9,
where we can see the remarkable improvement in the de-
tection task. In conclusion, our method gets similar re-
sults, considering its features and limitations, when com-
pared with other methods which have been used on mobile
phones [9] with different capabilities.

4.4. Ablation Study

In Tab. 7 we compare efficiency and performance depend-
ing on how we propagate the features from the denoiser en-
coder to the decoder. Concatenation allows to accumulate
more information at the expense of efficiency. When the
number of channels is high (64), the denoiser can produce
rich features, and simply adding the encoder-decoder skip
connections works optimally. We call FLOL+ to the fastest
version of our model.

4.5. Limitations

As we show in Figs. 9 and 10, our model sometimes strug-
gles on low-light images from unknown sensors. However,
training our model using more diverse data —captured from
multiple sensors— will lead to better generalization.

5. Conclusion

We focus on solving the low-light image enhancement
(LLIE) problem from the efficiency and robustness point
of view. We present a new method called FLOL+, and end-
to-end neural network with two main blocks: FIE enhance-
ment and a denoiser. Our method achieves state-of-the-art
results in real-world low-light benchmarks. Moreover, it
requires 10x less parameters, and has 7x less FLOPs op-
erations than previous works. This allows us to process HD
images in real-time. In addition, FLOL+, represents a new
baseline with a notable robustness in real scenarios.



Table 6. Efficiency Ablation Study. We report the FLOPs and runtime of our model at different image resolutions. Runtimes are calculated
using a NVIDIA GeForce RTX 4090. Note that Retinexformer [4] fails (OOM) with high resolution images.

. . FLOPS (G) | Runtime (ms) |
Spatial Resolution (px)
Retinexformer [4] FourLLIE [40] FLOL+ Retinexformer [4] FourLLIE [40] FLOL+
640 x 480 160.4 24.46 9.7 55.2 6.8 34
1280 x 720 481.2 73.38 39.12 176.8 20.9 54
1920 x 1080 OoOM 165.08 65.52 409.6 64.9 124
2560 x 1440 ooOM 293.48 116.46 751.3 123.9 24.2

Table 7. Architecture Ablation Study. We compare two strategies to propagate features from encoder to decoder. NC stands for “number
of channels” of the convolutional layers. We define FLOL as the most complex model, and FLOL+ as the fastest variant.

NC Feature Concatenation Feature Addition
PSNRt SSIM?T Parameters (M) FLOPs (G)| PSNR?T SSIMt Parameters M)] FLOPs (G)J
16 21.75 0.849 0.094 2.08 21.13 0.813 0.055 0.736
32 22.33 0.833 0.364 7.62 22.64 0.823 0.206 2.34
64 22.02 0.817 1.44 29.48 23.06 0.837 0.806 8.36

-

Input FLOL+ Ground truth

Figure 8. UHD Qualitative results using FLOL+ on the UHD-LL [27] real dataset.
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Figure 9. Results of FLOL+ in a sequence of frames belonging to a video from the BDD100k [58] dataset. We run again YOLOVS in both
images (low and high), where green labels correspond to class truck and orange labels correspond to class car. (Zoom in for best view).

Real low-light images from the AD scenario

Our method FLOL+

Figure 10. Comparison of qualitative results on the Autonomous Driving Dataset BDD100k [58]. We can observe how the detector
YOLOVS [35] performs best when we use our method for image enhancement.



:

UHDFour [27] FLOL+

Figure 11. Qualitative results on UHD-LL high resolution dataset [27] with images of 3840 x 2160. (Zoom in for best view).
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