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Abstract. Despite recent strides made by AI in image processing, the issue of
mixed exposure, pivotal in many real-world scenarios like surveillance and pho-
tography, remains inadequately addressed. Traditional image enhancement tech-
niques and current transformer models are limited with primary focus on either
overexposure or underexposure. To bridge this gap, we introduce the Unified-
Exposure Guided Transformer (Unified-EGformer). Our proposed solution is
built upon advanced transformer architectures, equipped with local pixel-level
refinement and global refinement blocks for color correction and image-wide ad-
justments. We employ a guided attention mechanism to precisely identify exposure-
compromised regions, ensuring its adaptability across various real-world condi-
tions. U-EGformer, with a lightweight design featuring a memory footprint (peak
memory) of only ∼1134 MB (0.1 Million parameters) and an inference time of
95 ms (9.61x faster than the average3), is a viable choice for real-time applica-
tions such as surveillance and autonomous navigation. Additionally, our model is
highly generalizable, requiring minimal fine-tuning to handle multiple tasks and
datasets with a single architecture.

Keywords: Computer Vision · Image Processing · Image Restoration · Low-
Light Image Enhancement · Unified Learning

1 Introduction

AI-driven image processing have significantly broadened the scope for enhancing vi-
sual media quality. A critical challenge within the low-light image enhancement (LLIE)
domain is addressing mixed exposure in images [Fig. 1 g.], where a single frame con-
tains both underlit (below 5 lux, including underexposed)4 and overlit (overexposed)5

regions. This issue extends beyond academic interest and has significant real-world
implications. For instance, in video calls (e.g., in cafeterias; [Fig. 1 e.]) and live stream-
ing, low-light enhancement is pivotal for clear visual communication. Other areas of
application include autonomous driving, surveillance and security, photography, etc.

3 Average inference time is calculated among representative models in Table 2. in Ye et al., [67]
4 insufficient brightness in an image where details are lost due to lack of signal.
5 excessive brightness in an image where details are lost due to signal clipping or saturation.
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a.  SICE Ground-truth b.  SICE Grad c. SICE Mixup

d.  Overexposed e. Underexposed/Low-Light f.  Underexposed/Low-Light

g.  Mixed-exposure i. Mixed-exposureh. Overexposed

Enhanced Image

Enhancement caused 

overexposed region

k.

j.

Fig. 1: Sub-figures [a,b,c] show the handcrafted mixed exposure dataset by Zheng et al. [74]; [d-
i][4] illustrate real-world scenarios of underexposure, overexposure, and mixed-exposures. [j,k]
demonstrates the problem practically.

Professional photographers often use high-end DSLR cameras and meticulously adjust
settings such as aperture, ISO, and utilize specialized filters to mitigate exposure issues.
However, such pre- and post-processing techniques are often not practical.

Existing methods for correcting mixed exposure images have typically treated un-
derexposure ([15,47,55]) and overexposure as separate challenges within the low-light
image enhancement task. Although these methods (such as FECNet [19], ELCNet+ERL
[20], IAT [11]) have made progress, they commonly assume uniform scene illumina-
tion, leading to global adjustments that either brighten or darken the entire image. Such
approaches falls short when dealing with images that have both overexposed and un-
derexposed regions due to non-uniform lighting, resulting in suboptimal performance.
For example, ZeroDCE [15] and RUAS [37] can worsen overexposure in background
regions while trying to enhance underexposed foreground subjects [Fig. 1 k.].

We see this as a gap in the literature that hasn’t been fully addressed, despite some
efforts such as LCDNet [54] and night enhancement approaches [28,4,2]. The moti-
vation for our work arises from the need to address these limitations by developing a
solution that can handle mixed exposure scenarios effectively and is suitable for de-
ployment on edge devices. A predominant challenge when applying a low-light en-
hancement approach to a multi-exposed image is when a model trained solely on un-
derexposed paired images inadvertently exacerbates overexposed regions [Fig. 1 k.],
and vice versa. Consequently, the issue of mixed exposure emerges as a pivotal yet
largely unexplored frontier. Notably, mobile phone cameras face this issue acutely, re-
quiring lightweight, low-latency models that can operate within the device’s resource
constraints while delivering high-quality image enhancement. Our goal is to develop a
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solution that not only addresses these issues but also offers faster inference and a lower
memory footprint, making it ideal for practical applications on edge devices.

This paper aims to develop an effective and computing-efficient approach to tackle
mixed exposure in low-light image enhancement. Our major contributions are described
as follows:

1. We introduce a unified novel framework within the transformer architecture that
leverages attention- and illuminance-maps to enhance precision in processing af-
fected regions on a pixel-level, addressing the challenges of underexposure, over-
exposure, and mixed exposure in images as a single task.

2. Our method achieves remarkable efficiency, with an average inference speed of
0.095 seconds per image6, significantly faster with lesser memory consumption
than many existing frameworks. Coupled with a compact architecture of only 101
thousand parameters, the model is ideal for deployment on resource-constrained
edge devices.

3. We present a novel “Multiplicative-Additive” loss function that intelligently com-
bines contrast scaling and brightness shifting to adaptively enhance images, im-
proving dynamic range and preventing over-smoothing.

4. We develop an Exposure-Aware Fusion (EAF) Block, designed for the efficient
fusion of local and global features. This block refines image exposure corrections
with heightened precision, enabling context-aware enhancements tailored to the
specific exposure needs of each image region.

2 Related Work

Traditional to Advanced Deep Learning Techniques. In the realm of image en-
hancement and exposure corrections, significant strides have been made to address the
challenges posed by exposure scenarios. Early techniques [5,23,33] leveraged contrast-
based histogram equalization (HE), laying the groundwork for more advanced methods.
These initial approaches were followed by studies in Retinex theory, which focused on
decomposing images into reflection and illumination maps [32,31]. The advent of deep
learning transformed exposure correction, with a shift from enhancing low-light images
to addressing both underexposure and overexposure [1,2,9,15,55,63,69,73]. The notable
work of Afifi et al. [1] stands out, employing deep learning to simultaneously address
underexposure and overexposure, a task not adequately tackled by previous methodolo-
gies. There was a momentous shift towards convolutional neural network (CNN)-based
methods, achieving state-of-the-art results and improving the accuracy and efficiency
of exposure correction algorithms [15,29,47,51,55,64].

Addressing the Challenges of Mixed Exposure. Despite these advancements,
the challenges of mixed exposure have remained relatively unaddressed in high-contrast
scenarios. Benchmark datasets such as LOL [60], LOL-[4K;8K] [57], SID [7], SICE
[4], and ELD [61] offer limited mixed exposure instances, highlighting a gap in both

6 computed over LOL-v2 test dataset following previous benchmarks [11,15,8,26].
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data and models. Synthetic datasets like SICE-Grad and SICE-Mix are enabling the de-
velopment of methods tailored to mixed exposure scenarios [38,75,12,50]. Some rep-
resentative methods of deep learning like RetinexNet [60] and KIND [73], focusing
on illumination and reflectance component restoration in images, achieved good per-
formance, most methods focus on either underexposure or overexposure correction,
failed to correct various exposures. More recent studies have focused on addressing
the challenges of correcting both underexposed and overexposed images [54,66], a task
complicated by the differing optimization processes required for each type of exposure.
MSEC [2], a revolutionary work in this area, utilizes a Laplacian pyramid structure to
incrementally restore brightness and details, dealing with a range of exposure levels.

To manage the correction of a wide range of exposures, several recent works were
proposed, such as Huang et al. [17] using exposure normalization, CMEC [48] using
exposure-invariant spaces to represent exposures, and ECLNet [17] using bilateral acti-
vation for exposure consistency. Moreover, Wang et al. [54] tackle the issue of uneven
illumination, while FECNet [18] uses a Fourier-based approach for lightness and struc-
ture. Still challenges remain unsolved: (1) Handling nonuniform illumination, (2) Si-
multaneously addressing both overexposure and underexposure within the same frame,
and (3) Ensuring that global adjustments do not adversely affect local regions. Our work
addresses these challenges by introducing a unified framework that uses attention and
illuminance maps to process mixed exposure regions more precisely.

Emerging Trends with Computational Challenges. Recent studies have begun
addressing the dual challenge of correcting under and overexposed images through
innovative architectures, including transformers [13], despite their computational in-
tensity as noted in works like Vaswani et al. [53]. The realm of image enhancement
has seen remarkable models with human-level enhancement capabilities, such as Expo-
sureDiffusion [59], Diff-retinex [68], wavelet-based diffusion [25], PyDiff (Pyramid
Diffusion) [76], Global structure aware diffusion [16], LLDiffusion [56], and Max-
imal diffusion values [30], demonstrating significant advancements. However, these
resource-intensive models, alongside the emerging vision-language models (VLMs) in
image restoration, present deployment challenges on edge devices, often exceeding an
average of ∼15-30 seconds for processing a single HD & FHD images [58,42]. In con-
trast, Unfied-EGformer achieves an average inference speed of ∼200 milliseconds on
HD images.

Despite these obstacles, the transformer based development for image enhancement
has propelled forward progress in the field. Methods like ViT [13] MobileViT [46],
CVNet [45], IAT [11], LLformer [57], [21] have shown substantial promise. It also
applied to other sub-fields of image enhancements like image dehazing [52,35], super-
resolution [41,10], image-denoising [65].

3 Methodology: Unified-EGformer

Unifed-EGformer achieves image enhancement through an Attention Map Generation
mechanism that identifies exposure adjustment regions, a Local Enhancement Block for
pixel-wise refinement, a Global Enhancement Block for color and contrast adjustment,
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Fig. 2: U-EGformer’s training, fine-tuning and inference pipelines. All four modules are show-
cased: Guided Attention Map, Local Block, Global Block, and Exposure Aware Fusion block.

(a) Input (b) Single Exposure (c) Bi-Exposure

Fig. 3: Visualization of Otsu thresholding challenge: (a) original image, (b) mask for single ex-
posure (underexposed), and (c) mask for bi-exposure (under and overexposed).

and an Exposure Aware Fusion (EAF) block that fuses features from both enhancements
for balanced exposure correction Fig. 2.

3.1 Guided Map Generation

Unified-EGformer introduces significant advancements in the attention mechanism and
feed-forward network within its architecture to adeptly handle mixed exposure scenar-
ios. These enhancements are encapsulated as follows:

Thresholding. To highlight the sub-regions of the images with impacted exposure
problems, we need a way to point out those impacted set of pixels within the input. We
use Otsu thresholding, a traditional yet effective technique. It is a global thresholding
technique for automatic thresholding that works by selecting the threshold to minimize
intra-class variance (variance within a class) or maximize inter-class variance (vari-
ance between classes). However, this method induces granular noise in the image [49]
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Underexposed/Low-Light Overexposed

Manual pixel-thresholding mask

(underexposed area)

Ground-truth

Manual pixel-thresholding mask

(overexposed area)

Otsu pixel-thresholding mask

(mixed-exposure area)

Fig. 4: The top row, from left to right: an underexposed image, an overexposed image, and the
ground truth. The bottom row illustrates pixel-thresholding binary masks for the underexposed
(white indicating underexposed regions), overexposed (white indicating overexposed regions)
and Otsu thresholding for mixed exposures (yellow indicating underexposed regions, white rep-
resenting overexposed areas, and black as correctly exposed portions.

due to the non-uniform pixels in low lux regions. The noise is highlighted by the resul-
tant masks as shown in Fig. 3, and will influence the subsequent exposure correction.

To mitigate noise, we implemented adaptive thresholding using pixel blocks and
downsampled images. We further reduced noise creep with nearest neighbor down-
sampling and Gaussian blur. Integrating Charbonnier loss [6] into our attention map
mechanism encouraged smoother transitions in areas of high gradient variance, specifi-
cally targeting denoising. This component, combined with the SSIM loss that is applied
directly on the input, synergistically contributes to noise reduction.

Our implementation of threshold selection is as follows. First, we calculate the Otsu
average across the training set to establish a baseline for automatic thresholding. We
then apply this average threshold to each image in the dataset. Using a data set-specific
threshold, this method ensures a more uniform application7 of the Otsu method.

Attention Map Generator.
The Unified-EGformer begins with a guided attention map generator, designed to iden-
tify regions within an image affected by mixed exposure. This process involves gener-
ating a map Mg ∈ RB×H×W×C , where H , W , and C represent the height, width, and
channel dimensions of the input image x ∈ RH×W×C . This map, m ∈ Mg , is used
in an element-wise dot product with the image, resulting in a guided input image that
undergoes underexposed, overexposed, or mixed exposure enhancement, as depicted in
Fig. 4, demonstrating how we apply Otsu thresholding to get attention masks labels.

7 reducing noise propensity in low-light conditions and enhancing exposure correction consis-
tency
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(a) Image (b) Illumination map (c) Inverse illumination map (d) Resultant

Fig. 6: Ground-truth (a) with it’s corresponding illuminance map [b], inverse illuminance maps
[c, and the enhanced results showcasing the effectiveness of the inverse illuminance normalization
[d]. Note that the illuminance maps are using false color.
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Fig. 5: Chain of efficient trans-
former blocks equipped with
A-MSA, DGFN.

The architecture incorporates improved Swin trans-
former [39] blocks, leveraging Axis-based Multi-head
Self-Attention (A-MSA) and Dual Gated Feed-Forward
Network (DGFN) [57,53,13] for efficient, fast and fo-
cused feature processing. The A-MSA reduces computa-
tional load by applying self-attention across height and
width axes sequentially, optimizing for local contexts
within high-resolution images, as illustrated in Fig. 5
(see details in Supplement Section 7.2). The DGFN in-
troduces a dual gating mechanism to the feedforward
network, allowing selective emphasis on critical fea-
tures necessary to distinguish and correct underexposed
and overexposed areas effectively (see Supplement Sec-
tion 7.3).

Illumination Map Generator.
We incorporate the generation of illumination map Iillum
into the global enhancement block providing a founda-
tional layer for exposure correction. Unlike the complex
attention mechanisms required for local block, generat-
ing an illuminance map leverages a direct conversion
from RGB to luminance (Irgb → Iillum), offering a sim-
pler and faster solution (Iillum = W × Irgb), where W

corresponds to the luminosity method8. The block can utilize the illuminance informa-
tion to dynamically adjust global parameters such as color balance and exposure levels,
ensuring the enhancements are computationally efficient. Our ablation studies Tab .3
confirms that these enhancements are perceptually meaningful compared to the base-
line without the illumination map.

3.2 Unified-Enhancement

Local Enhancement Block (LEB).

8 RGB to Y-channel: https://www.itu.int/dms_pubrec/itu-r/rec/bt/R-REC-BT.601-7-201103-I!
!PDF-E.pdf

https://www.itu.int/dms_pubrec/itu-r/rec/bt/R-REC-BT.601-7-201103-I!!PDF-E.pdf
https://www.itu.int/dms_pubrec/itu-r/rec/bt/R-REC-BT.601-7-201103-I!!PDF-E.pdf
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The LEB takes a dot product of attention map A(x) and the sRGB I(x) image, that
uniquely forms a objective mapping from input to output. LEB applies a lightweight
convolutional block inspired from DETR, PE-Yolo, UWFormer localized pixel-wise
refinement. We utilize a adaptive instance based color normalization for capturing a
wider range of colors based on individual inputs. Unlike traditional methods, our ap-
proach maintains the integrity of features without down-sampling and up-sampling. The
output of this block calculates multiplicative (ML) and additive (AL) correction factors
through a feed-forward network, enabling precise pixel-wise enhancement. The local
enhancement is formulated as:

Î(x) = ML(x)⊙ I(x) +AL(x) (1)

where Î(x) is the locally enhanced image, I(x) the original image, and ⊙ denotes
element-wise multiplication.

Global Enhancement Block (GEB).
Complementary to the LEB, the global enhancement block adjusts the image’s over-
all exposure through adaptive gamma correction and color balance. Unlike static bias
adjustments [11], this block dynamically calculates the gamma correction factor and
color transformation parameters based on the image’s content. We implement a con-
volutional subnetwork with GELU activations and adaptive average pooling, followed
by a sigmoid to automatically compute global parameters, denoted by θ. This adaptive
approach to global enhancement allows for a more nuanced and content-aware balance
of contrast and color. The global correction function is described as:

G(I) = fγ(I; θ), I ∈ RH×W×C (2)

where G(I) is the globally enhanced image, and fγ represents the function for global
adjustments, influenced by the calculated parameters θ.

3.3 Exposure-Aware Fusion (EAF) Block

Our novel exposure aware fusion block is architecturally designed to integrate both lo-
cal and global enhancement features, enabling comprehensive and cohesive image en-
hancement. The fusion process begins with two convolutional layers that apply spatial
filtering to extract the salient features necessary for exposure correction. We also use
global average pooling, mapping the feature maps to the global context vector. These
fusion weights serve as a gating mechanism to regulate the contribution of local and
global features. They are adaptively learned, encapsulating both detailed texture infor-
mation and broad illumination context.

3.4 Loss Functions

To enhance multiple aspects of image quality, our training uses a detailed loss function
setup in RGB color space. It includes L1 and L2 losses for handling outliers and detail,
SSIM for structural integrity, and VGG for semantic consistency. We also incorporate
a novel MUL-ADD (MA) loss to adjust the image’s contrast and brightness accurately,
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Method
ME-v2 SICE-v2

#paramsUnderexposure Overexposure Average Underexposure Overexposure Average

PSNR ↑ SSIM ↑ PSNR ↑ SSIM ↑ PSNR ↑ SSIM ↑ PSNR ↑ SSIM ↑ PSNR ↑ SSIM ↑ PSNR ↑ SSIM ↑
RetinexNet [60] 12.13 0.6209 10.47 0.5953 11.14 0.6048 12.94 0.5171 12.87 0.5252 12.90 0.5212 0.840M

URetinexNet [62] 13.85 0.7371 9.81 0.6733 11.42 0.6988 12.39 0.5444 7.40 0.4543 12.40 0.5496 1.320M
Zero-DCE [15] 14.55 0.5887 10.40 0.5142 12.06 0.5441 16.92 0.6330 7.11 0.4292 12.02 0.5211 0.079M

Zero-DCE++ [34] 13.82 0.5887 9.74 0.5142 11.37 0.5583 11.93 0.4755 6.88 0.4088 9.41 0.4422 0.010M
DPED [24] 20.06 0.6826 13.14 0.5812 15.91 0.6219 16.83 0.6133 7.99 0.4300 12.41 0.5217 0.390M
KIND [73] 15.51 0.7115 11.66 0.7300 13.20 0.7200 15.03 0.6700 12.67 0.6700 13.85 0.6700 0.590M

DeepUPE [55] 19.10 0.7321 14.69 0.7011 16.25 0.7158 16.21 0.6807 11.98 0.5967 14.10 0.6387 7.790M
SID [7] 19.37 0.8103 18.83 0.8055 19.04 0.8074 19.51 0.6635 16.79 0.6444 18.15 0.6540 7.760M

SID-ENC [17] 22.59 0.8423 22.36 0.8519 22.45 0.8481 21.36 0.6652 19.38 0.6843 20.37 0.6748 >7.760M
RUAS [37] 13.43 0.6807 6.39 0.4655 9.20 0.5515 16.63 0.5589 4.54 0.3196 10.59 0.4394 0.002M

SCI [44] 9.96 0.6681 5.83 0.5190 7.49 0.5786 17.86 0.6401 4.45 0.3629 12.49 0.5051 0.001M
MSEC [2] 20.52 0.8129 19.79 0.8156 20.08 0.8210 19.62 0.6512 17.59 0.6560 18.58 0.6536 7.040M

CMEC [48] 22.23 0.8140 22.75 0.8336 22.54 0.8257 17.68 0.6592 18.17 0.6811 17.93 0.6702 5.400M
LCDPNet [54] 22.35 0.8650 22.17 0.8476 22.30 0.8552 17.45 0.5622 17.04 0.6463 17.25 0.6043 0.960M

DRBN [66] 19.74 0.8290 19.37 0.8321 19.52 0.8309 17.96 0.6767 17.33 0.6828 17.65 0.6798 0.530M
DRBN+ERL [20] 19.91 0.8305 19.60 0.8384 19.73 0.8355 18.09 0.6735 17.93 0.6866 18.01 0.6796 0.530M

DRBN-ERL+ENC [20] 22.61 0.8578 22.45 0.8724 22.53 0.8651 22.06 0.7053 19.50 0.7205 20.78 0.7129 0.580M
ELCNet [22] 22.37 0.8566 22.70 0.8673 22.57 0.8619 22.05 0.6893 19.25 0.6872 20.65 0.6861 0.018M

IAT [11] 20.34 0.8440 21.47 0.8518 20.91 0.8479 21.41 0.6601 22.29 0.6813 21.85 0.6707 0.090M
ELCNet+ERL [20] 22.48 0.8424 22.58 0.8667 22.53 0.8545 22.14 0.6908 19.47 0.6982 20.81 0.6945 0.018M

FECNet [19] 22.19 0.8562 23.22 0.8748 22.70 0.8655 22.01 0.6737 19.91 0.6961 20.96 0.6849 0.150M
FECNet+ERL [20] 23.10 0.8639 23.18 0.8759 23.15 0.8711 22.35 0.6671 20.10 0.6891 21.22 0.6781 >0.150M

U-EGformer 22.50 0.8469 22.70 0.8510 22.60 0.8490 21.63 0.7112 19.74 0.7046 20.69 0.7079 0.099M
U-EGformereaf 22.82 0.8578 22.90 0.8558 22.86 0.8568 22.98 0.7192 21.84 0.7102 22.41 0.7179 0.102M

Table 1: Results for our exposure guided transformer approach over ME-v2 [2] and
SICE-v2 [4] datasets. , , denotes top three respectively. We did not include other
recent models that are too complex (> 10M params).

ensuring that the dynamic range is well represented without blurring details. The VGG
loss helps match the output to high-level visual quality standards. Our combined loss
function Ltotal, considering both local and global outputs, is detailed below:

Ctotal(y, ŷ, Ilow, Ihigh) = αL1(y, ŷ)(l,g) + βL2(y, ŷ) + γLSSIM (y, ŷ) (3)
+ δLV GG(y, ŷ) + ηLMA(ML, AL, Ilow, Ihigh + Lattn(Mg(b),M) (4)

where α, β, γ, δ, and η are hyperparameters balancing the influence of each loss
term, y is the ground truth, ŷ is the predicted image, ML and AL are the multiplicative
and additive components of the local block, Ilow is the low-light input, and Ihigh is the
target high-quality image. Our fine-tuning stage’s loss equation can be presented with
the physics based KL-divergence loss:

Lfinetune(y, ŷ, P,Q) = λL1(y, ŷ) + µLSSIM (y, ŷ) + νLKL(P, Q)(l,g) (5)

4 Experiments

4.1 Framework Setting

Datasets. In our study, we employ eight diverse datasets to rigorously train and eval-
uate our proposed model: LOL-v1 and LOL-v2 for foundational training and testing
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Methods LOL-v1 LOL-v2 MIT-Fivek Average

DRBN [66] 19.55/0.746 20.13/ 0.820 -/- 19.84/0.783
DPE -/- -/- 23.80/0.880 -

Deep-UPE [55] -/- 13.27/0.452 23.04/0.893 18.15/0.672
3D-LUT [71] 16.35/0.585 17.59/0.721 25.21 / 0.922 19.71/0.742

DRBN+ERL [20] 19.84/0.824 -/- 22.14/0.873 20.99/0.848
ECLNet+ERL [20] 22.01/0.827 -/- 23.71/0.853 22.39/0.840
FECNet+ERL [20] 21.08/ 0.829 -/- 24.18/0.864 22.63/ 0.846

RetinexNet [60] 16.77/0.462 18.37/0.723 -/- 17.57/0.592
KinD++ [72] 21.30/0.823 19.08/0.817 -/- 20.19/0.820

EnlightenGAN [27] 17.483/0.652 18.64/0.677 -/- 18.06/0.664
IAT [11] 23.38/0.809 23.50 / 0.824 25.32 / 0.920 24.07 / 0.851

LLFormer [57] 25.75 /0.823 26.19 /0.819 -/- 25.97 /0.816
MIRNet [70] 24.10 / 0.832 20.35/0.782 -/- 22.22/0.807
U-EGformer 23.56 / 0.836 22.05 / 0.841 24.89 / 0.928 23.5 / 0.869

(a) Results on LOL-v1 [60], LOL-v2 [66],
Adobe FiveK [3], and average.

Methods SICE Grad SICE Mix

PSNR ↑ SSIM ↑ LPIPS ↓ PSNR ↑ SSIM ↑ LPIPS ↓

RetinexNet 12.397 0.606 0.407 12.450 0.619 0.364
ZeroDCE 12.428 0.633 0.362 12.475 0.644 0.314
RAUS 0.864 0.493 0.525 0.8628 0.494 0.499
SGZ 10.866 0.607 0.415 10.987 0.621 0.364
LLFlow 12.737 0.617 0.388 12.737 0.617 0.388
URetinexNet 10.903 0.600 0.402 10.894 0.610 0.356
SCI 8.644 0.529 0.511 8.559 0.532 0.484
KinD 12.986 0.656 0.346 13.144 0.668 0.302
KinD++ 13.196 0.657 0.334 13.235 0.666 0.295
U-EGformer 13.272 0.643 0.273 14.235 0.652 0.281
U-EGformer† 14.724 0.665 0.269 15.101 0.670 0.260

(b) Results on SICE Grad and SICE Mix datasets
[74]. † indicates the model was finetuned.

Table 2: Experimental results for quantitative comparison of our proposed exposure
guided transformer across various datasets.

with real-world and synthetic images; Multiple-Exposure ME-v2 tailored for diverse
exposure scenarios; SICE, including the SICE-Grad and SICE-Mix subsets for gradient
and mixed-exposure challenges, respectively; and MIT-FiveK for benchmarking against
professionally retouched images. LOL-v1 [60] contains 500 image pairs with 485 and
15 for training and testing datasets, where each image has a resolution of (3×600×400).
LOL-v2 is divided into real and synthetic subsets with detailed configurations for train-
ing/testing (with 689 and 100 images for real-world); in the BAcklit Image Dataset
(BAID) dataset [43], we only use 380 randomly selected training images from Liang et
al. [36] and utilize the complete 368 2K resolution images from the test set.

Training Strategy. In tackling the mixed exposure challenge in image processing, our
approach adopts a pre-training stage and a finetuning stage as shown in Fig. 2. We en-
gage in pre-training using our custom loss function, Ctotal (Eq. 3.4), which combines
several loss components with individually set hyperparameters for input-output pairs.
In the finetuning phase, we refine the model with a physics-based pixel-wise reconstruc-
tion loss function tailored to camera sensors obeying Poisson distribution P [59] (more
details are in the supplementary material).

Both stages of training leverage a combination of loss functions, which are detailed
in the following subsection. This systematic progression from foundational learning
to focused refinement helps to address the complexities inherent in mixed exposure
challenges. (More details can be found in the supplementary material.)

4.2 Qualitative Results

The LOL dataset is still one of the challenging datasets even for state-of-the-art models
due to its extremely low-light scenario. In Fig. 8. top, we compare recent top models,
where most of the models fail to match the color of the wood pane in this case with a
lower PSNR score. In Fig. 8. bottom, we show visual results for the SICE Grad dataset
for the mixed-exposure task. In Fig. 12, we show a few most challenging examples
where LEB and GEB alone could not manage certain cases with extreme low and bright
pixels, where the EAF block helps in re-highlighting the attended features from GAMG.
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d. EGFormer output

e. SSIM map

b. IAT output

c. SSIM map

a. Input

Fig. 7: We show the SSIM-map comparison be-
tween IAT [11] and the proposed model.

Components 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8

Warmup ✗ ✗ ✓ ✓ ✓ ✓ ✓ ✓*
LEB Attention map ✗ ✓ ✓ ✓ ✓ ✓ ✓ ✓

GEB
Attention map ✗ ✗ ✓ ✗ ✗ ✗ ✗ ✗

(Inverse illuminance
map) * (input)

✗ ✗ ✗ ✗ ✗ ✗ ✗ ✓

(Illuminance map)
* (input)

✗ ✗ ✗ ✓ ✓ ✓ ✓ ✗

Attention Trans. Block ✗ 3 8 8 5 5 5 5
EAF Block ✗ ✗ ✗ ✗ ✗ ✗ ✗ ✓

Mul-Add - SL1 Loss ✗ ✓ ✓ ✓ ✓ ✓ ✓ ✓

Adaptive Gamma net. ✓ ✗ ✗ ✓ ✓ ✓ ✓ ✓

PSNR 21.12 18.28 18.82 20.32 20.66 21.33 21.90 22.05
SSIM 81.56 72.12 74.24 81.96 81.36 79.86 83.92 84.10

Table 3: Visual results of our module
settings in the pipeline over LOLv2-real
dataset. “✗”(resp.“✓”) means the module
was unused (resp. used). ‘*’ represents mul-
tiple warmup restarts. ✓: L1 + MSE + KLP +
SSIM, ✓: L1+MSE+KLP+SSIM+VGG, ✓: L1+MSE+KLP+
SSIM + Mul-Add, ✓: L1 + MSE + KLP + SSIM + VGG + MA-SL1

Quantitative Comparison. Tab. 1 reports the PSNR and SSIM scores for the U-
EGFormer and U-EGFormereaf . U-EGformer demonstrates superior performance in
handling both underexposure and overexposure scenarios across ME-v2 and SICE-v2
datasets, outperforming majority existing methods with significantly fewer parameters.
Despite SID-L [17] with > 10M params we compare very close (with difference of
0.0398/0.05 for SSIM/PSNR), where U-EGformer is 115 times smaller network than
SID-L. In Tab. 2a, we show the remarkable generalization across LOL-v1, LOL-v2,
and MIT-FiveK datasets, outperforming many baselines and illustrating its robustness
in exposure correction. Moreover, Tab. 2b sets new benchmarks on the challenging
SICE Grad and SICE Mix datasets, underscoring its superior performance in correcting
mixed exposure images. In [Fig. 7], we show a direct comparison of ssim map over
the enhanced outputs between IAT and U-EGformer framework. Darker pixels in SSIM
maps as seen more in IAT than in U-EGformer, indicate areas where the enhanced
outputs from the two frameworks significantly differ with ground-truth. Moreover, in
[Fig. 10], we emphasize the noise and the color consistency that visually seems better
in U-EGformer’s output.

UFormerInput ELGAN RetinexNet U-EGFormer Target

Unified-EGformer: Preventing spurios correlation

Mixed-exposed Input

Otsu pixel-thresholding mask

IAT (exposure correction) RUAS URetinexNet Unified-EGFormer Target Reference

Fig. 8: Qualitative comparison: [Top] Our method with competitive baselines on the low-light
image enhancement task (image size 400x600). green: comparing noise; red: comparing color.
[Bottom] Our method with other competitive baselines on mixed-exposure synthetic gradient
dataset (image size 900x600.)
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Adaptable Learning Across Diverse Exposures. Tackling the challenge of dataset di-
versity, our methodology enhances transferability and adaptability of learned models.
Leveraging mechanisms such as attention masks allows us to consider simultaneously
varying exposure conditions. Our unified framework demonstrates enhanced general-
ization capabilities, enabling effective fine-tuning across different datasets. Evidence
of this robust adaptability is showcased in Tab. 2b, illustrating our model’s consistent
performance on varied datasets with minimal fine-tuning adjustments.

Ablation Study. Our framework utilizes a data-centric approach with a smaller mem-
ory footprint (∼12.5 Mb9) and computation alongside other strategies as we have shown
through Tab. 1’s ‘#params’ column. Through Tab. 3, we show the effectiveness of each
module in our framework over LOL-v2 dataset. We demonstrate that the inverse illumi-
nance map, combined with the attention map and exposure-aware fusion block, achieves
the best results when configured with the appropriate combination of loss functions. The
first column achieves better performance on LOLv2. Additionally, Tab. 3 highlights a
notable improvement in LPIPS score compared to the closest baseline [72].

5 Conclusion

Our work introduces the Unified-EGformer, addressing mixed exposure challenges in
images with a novel transformer model. Through specialized local and global refine-
ment alongside guided attention, it demonstrates superior performance across various
scenarios. Its lightweight architecture makes it suitable for real-time applications, ad-
vancing the field of image enhancement and restoration. Enhancing Unified-EGFormer
could involve refining the attention mechanism to become color independent to dimin-
ish the influence of color artifacts in the enhanced output. Additionally, exploring the
integration of lightweight state space models [14], with bi-exposure guidance offers
promising avenues for further optimizing the network for efficiency and performance
in image enhancement tasks.
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Supplementary Material

6 Future Work & Discussion

The challenges presented by mixed exposure in images are not just specific to any sin-
gle methodology but are a broader issue within the field of image enhancement. As
illustrated in [Fig. 4], both overexposure and underexposure present unique challenges.
Overexposure often results in the loss of critical details such as edges and contours,
while underexposure can hide essential information in darkness. These scenarios make
effective image reconstruction a complex task.

A further complication arises when considering the standard for evaluation—what
exactly constitutes an ideal ground truth in the context of mixed exposure? Often,
ground truth images themselves may lack details in over-exposed areas, complicating
the assessment of enhancement algorithms as can be seen in [Fig. 4]. This highlights a
significant gap in our current understanding and capabilities, emphasizing the need for
advancements that can precisely discern and correct varying degrees of exposure while
preserving the integrity of the image details.

The field of mixed exposed is not new, however has limited exploration and yet
far away to successfully solve the problem. Potential solutions such as Integrating
Kolmogorov-Arnold Networks (KANs) [40] in place of MLP blocks in transformers
can yield more efficient and explainable models. KANs’ adaptive activation functions
can better distinguish and process overexposed and underexposed regions, enhancing
image quality.

While current methods address many aspects of image quality, there is still room for
improvement in creating color-independent ground truths for guided attention map gen-
erators. Color-independent techniques prevent issues such as greens appearing yellow
due to color influence, ensuring accurate hue representation and processing. Under-
standing and correcting these color dynamics involve using attention map generators to
identify inconsistencies.

Such methods must not only navigate the complexities introduced by mixed expo-
sure but also contribute to a deeper understanding of what ideal image enhancement
should entail in diverse real-world conditions.

7 Model Design Components

This extended material provides with more details in our model design components.

7.1 Algorithm

The details presented in the training are shown in the algorithm below:

7.2 A-MSA

The A-MSA component can be mathematically represented as:
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Algorithm 1: U-EGformer Framework for Image Enhancement
Input : A collection of mixed-exposure images D, Guided attention map generator Mg ,

illumination map generator Ig , local enhancement block LEB, global
enhancement block GEB, exposure-aware attention fusion) block EAF, training
epochs E.

Manual pixel-level Otsu thresholding mask:
1 initialize binary class mean with µ
2 for image d ∈ D do in parallel
3 Calculate µd via Otsu’s method

4 µ =
∑

d∈D µd/|D|
5 Apply µ manually to d ∈ D to get binary masks Dm for identifying exposure.

Illumination map inversion:
6 Di ← Operation(D)

EGFormer excutes Training(D,Mg, Ig,WLEB ,WGEB ,WEAF , E):
7 for each epoch e = 1, 2, ..., E do
8 for each batch b ∈ D, bm ∈ Dm, bi ∈ Di do
9 ∇Lm ← Attention-Loss(Mg(b),bm)

10 ∇Li ← Pretraining loss Eq.3 (Ig(b),bi)
11 L ← Lm + Li

12 update θ

13 for each epoch e = 1, 2, ..., Ê do
14 for each batch b ∈ D, bm ∈ Dm, bi ∈ Di do
15 ∇Lm ← Attention-Loss(Mg(b),bm)
16 ∇Li ← finetuning-loss Eq.5 (Ig(b),bi)
17 L ← Lm + Li

18 update θ

19 return θ
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A(x) = Softmax
(
Qn(m)Kn(m)T√

dk

)
Vn(m),

n ∈ {1, 2, . . . , N}
(6)

where A(m) is the attention map, Q(m), K(m), and V(m) denote the query, key,
and value projections of the input m, and dk is the dimensionality of the key, thereby
guiding the model to focus on relevant features, when and how much attention should
be paid to each element in the sequence when processing a query.

7.3 Dual Gating Feedforward Network (DGFN).

[Eq. 7.3] The DGFN mechanism involves two parallel pathways that process the in-
put features m ∈ Mg through distinct gating mechanisms, utilizing GELU activations
(ϕ) and element-wise products. Each path applies a sequence of convolutional transfor-
mations to enrich local context, comprising a 1 × 1 convolution followed by a 3 × 3
depth-wise convolution. Moreover, depth-wise convolutions facilitate spatial informa-
tion processing while significantly reducing computational costs, making them particu-
larly suitable for developing a light-weight environment without compromising perfor-
mance. Following Wang et al.’s, [57] approach, the outputs of these parallel pathways
are then merged using element-wise summation, allowing for a comprehensive feature
refinement that incorporates both detailed and global information.

Mathematically, the operation of DGFN on input features Y can be formulated as
follows:

M̂ = ϕ
(
W

(1)
1×1M

)
⊙ ϕ

(
W

(1)
3×3W

(1)
1×1M

)
+ ϕ

(
W

(2)
1×1M

)
⊙ ϕ

(
W

(2)
3×3W

(2)
1×1M

)
,

where W
(1)
1×1,W

(1)
3×3,W

(2)
1×1, and W

(2)
3×3 denote the convolutional filters in the two path-

ways, and ⊙ represents element-wise multiplication. The final output M̂ thus combines
the processed features from both pathways, ensuring that the network selectively em-
phasizes informative regions for enhanced exposure correction in the attention map
generation process.

This design allows the network to make more nuanced adjustments to the attention
maps, focusing on areas of the image that require exposure correction while maintaining
the integrity of well-exposed regions.

7.4 Model Training

For LOL-v1 [60], we adopt the standard split provided, comprising images of dimen-
sions 400× 600, with 500 images allocated for both training and evaluation. Similarly,
for LOL-v2 [60], we utilize the real-world dataset for both training and evaluation, con-
sisting of images of size 400 × 600, with 689 and 100 images in the respective splits.
We adopt patch sizes of 256 × 256 and 324 × 324 for training across both LOL-v1
and LOL-v2 datasets. Additionally, we incorporate the MIT-Adobe FiveK [3] (FiveK)
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dataset for comparative analysis with other baseline methods. The FiveK dataset com-
prises 5,000 image pairs, each meticulously retouched by experts (A - E), with the
best-performing result reported. To align with established practices [11,2], we crop the
training images to 256 × 256 dimensions, subsequently fine-tuning over 324 × 324
and 512 × 512 patches, while the test images are resized to a maximum dimension of
512 pixels. Additionally, we incorporate the MSEC [2] dataset, which features realistic
underexposure and overexposure scenarios derived from the MIT-FiveK dataset. Our
experimental setup involves 17,675 training images, 750 for validation, and 5,905 for
testing, adhering to the general experimental protocol of our baselines. Furthermore,
we utilize the SICE [4] dataset, employing the SICE-v2 variant, a resized version of the
original dataset, following the approach outlined in [21,20]. Lastly, to comprehensively
evaluate mixed-exposure scenarios, we assess our model’s performance on two variants
of the SICE dataset: SICE-Grad and SICE-Mix [74], which feature mixed under and
overexposure regions within single images.

To facilitate network training, we employ the cosine annealing schedule along with
the Cosine-Annealing learning rate scheduler, incorporating 15 warm-up epochs and
setting eta_min to 1e − 5. Additionally, we utilize the Adam optimizer with β1 = 0.9
and β2 = 0.999, along with an epsilon value of 1e− 8. Our initial learning rate is set to
1e − 4 for pretraining purposes. Furthermore, we adopt a batch size of 4 and a weight
decay of 1e− 4 to stabilize training and improve model performance.

8 Extended Experimental Results

8.1 Generalization in the Wild

Our model demonstrates impressive visual qualitative results on the BAID dataset. Ini-
tially trained on the LOLv2 dataset, the model was finetuned using only 300 randomly
selected images from the BAID train dataset, out of the 3000 available backlit images.
These BAID images were originally downsampled images and were directly used from
Liang et al., [36]. The backlit images in BAID present a challenging scenario due to
uneven exposure, typically featuring underexposure in the foreground and overexpo-
sure in the background. Traditional approaches often struggle with these conditions,
but Unified-EGformer, particularly with our Global Enhancement Block (GEB) com-
bined with the Exposure Aware Fusion Block (EAF), excel by exploiting contextual
features. Despite the limited finetuning data, our model significantly enhances backlit
images, effectively generalizing to both indoor and outdoor scenes under diverse backlit
conditions.
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Fig. 9: U-EGformer’s output from ‘Local Echancemnet Block (LEB)’ and ‘Global Enhancement
Block (GEB) + Exposure Aware Fusion Block (EAF)’ enhancement modules compared with
Ground-truth image on BAID set.
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Fig. 10: Qualitative comparison of our proposed method with competitive baselines on low-light
image enhancement task over the image size 400x600. green: comparing noise; red: comparing
color.
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Fig. 11: Qualitative comparison of our proposed method with other competitive baselines on
mixed-exposure synthetic gradient dataset for image enhancement task over the image size
900x600.
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Exposure Aware Fusion Block (EAFB)

Ground Truth ImageGlobal Enhanced ImageLocal Enhanced Image

Fig. 12: Showing the Global+EAF block’s significance when adverse lighting brings artifacts in
the reconstructed image. First column: ‘Local Echancemnet Block (LEB)’ and second column:
‘Global Enhancement Block (GEB) + Exposure Aware Fusion Block (EAF)’ enhancement mod-
ules compared with third column: Ground-truth image on BAID test set.
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