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AB S T RAC T
In low-illumination environments such as nighttime driving, in-vehicle cameras
are frequently subject to severe image degradation to challenge driving safety.
However, existing low-light image enhancement algorithms are usually with
computation intensive network architectures, This limits their practical
applications in vehicles. To this end, UltraFast-LieNET is proposed as a
lightweight, multi-scale shifted convolutional network for real-time low-light
image enhancement. A Dynamic Shifted Convolution kernel (DSConv) is
introduced, which consists of only 12 learnable parameters and is primarily
designed for efficient feature extraction. By integrating DSConv kernels with
multiple shifted distances, a multi-scale shifted residual block (MSRB) is newly
constructed to effectively extract multi-scale image features and significantly
expand the network's receptive field. To mitigate the instability problem frequently
encountered by lightweight networks during gradient propagation, a residual
structure is incorporated into UltraFast-LieNET together with a novel multi-level
gradient-aware loss function. This approach enhances both the stability of network
training and the effectiveness of supervision signals. To accommodate the varying
requirements for processing speed across different application scenarios,
UltraFast-LieNET allows flexible configuration of both the parameters and the
number of DSConv kernels, with the minimum network size comprising only 36
learnable parameters. Experimental results on the LOLI-Street dataset demonstrate
that UltraFast-LieNET obtains a PSNR of 26.51 dB, outperforming state-of-the-art
methods by 4.6 dB while utilizing only 180 learnable parameters. Across four
benchmark datasets, extensive experimental results further validate that UltraFast-
LieNET maintains superior capability in balancing real-time performance and
image enhancement quality under extremely limited computational resources,
indicating strong potential for deployment in practical vehicular systems. Code is
available at https://github.com/YuhanChen2024/UltraFast-LiNET

1. Introduction
In autonomous and assisted driving systems, low-light

images are typically defined as those captured by vehicle-
mounted cameras under poorly illuminated conditions, such
as at night, in tunnels, or during dawn and dusk. Insufficient
ambient lighting and inadequate exposure in these
environments lead to color distortion and loss of detail in road
surface data, consequently impairing the performance of
downstream vision tasks (e.g., detection, recognition, and
tracking) and end-to-end autonomous driving systems.
Existing solutions primarily focus on two aspects: hardware

and software algorithms. Hardware-based approaches are
predominantly targeted at high-end vehicles, where the
introduction of costly sensors—including high dynamic range
(HDR) sensors, near-infrared (NIR) sensors, and event
cameras—significantly enhances visual processing
capabilities in low-light conditions [4–6]. However, due to the
high cost of hardware and sensors, substantial power

consumption, and limited computational capacity of
embedded platforms, these solutions struggle to meet the
efficiency and low power consumption requirements of the
mass market for intelligent driving systems [7]. Consequently,
software-based solutions, primarily relying on low-light
image enhancement (LLIE) algorithms, have emerged as the
optimal choice to satisfy the needs of most automotive
manufacturers.
Early algorithmic studies on low-light driving image

enhancement are primarily devoted to traditional image signal
processing (ISP) methods, such as global or local histogram
equalization and Retinex-based enhancement algorithms [8–
12]. Although issues of brightness and contrast are partially
alleviated, reliance on manually designed feature extractors
and parameter configurations hindered adaptive balancing
between detail reconstruction and noise suppression in
dynamic, complex driving scenarios, thereby limiting
generalization capability. In contrast, deep learning-based
enhancement methods have, in recent years, been shown to
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provide superior scene adaptability and the potential for
overall performance improvement through autonomous
learning of robust feature representations and nonlinear
mappings from large-scale data [13–27].
In the field of low-light image enhancement (LLIE), deep

learning methods have primarily followed two paradigms:
supervised and unsupervised learning. In supervised learning,
illumination mappings are learned from strictly paired low-
light and normal-light images, and early network architectures
are predominantly based on convolutional neural networks
(CNNs) [28–29]. With the evolution of network architecture
design, new architectures based on Transformer and Mamba
are gradually replacing CNNs as the mainstream solution for
supervised learning [30–33]. The core limitation of these
methods lies in their strong dependence on paired data, which
restricts their generalization ability and scene adaptability. In
contrast, unsupervised methods free models from the
constraints of paired data. Representative approaches, such as
generative adversarial networks (GANs) and diffusion models,
enhance generalization and scene adaptability through
generative learning mechanisms [13–14, 17, 34–36]. However,
deployment efficiency on edge devices is hindered by their
large parameter scales, which in turn restricts application
flexibility.
Although deep learning has significantly advanced the field

of low-light image enhancement (LLIE), current state-of-the-
art (SOTA) methods face challenges in achieving an effective
balance between computational efficiency and enhancement
performance due to high model complexity and deployment
constraints. Consequently, efficient real-time inference on in-
vehicle embedded platforms remains difficult to achieve. To
address the aforementioned challenges, this paper proposes
UltraFast-LiNET, an ultra-lightweight network engineered for
real-time low-light image enhancement on embedded
automotive vision systems. The network incorporates a deeply
optimized lightweight backbone architecture specifically
tailored for in-vehicle platforms, greatly optimizing memory
usage and computational efficiency to support downstream
perception tasks. Its performance comparison against SOTA
methods is quantitatively illustrated in Figure 1. The core
innovations of the network are summarized as follows:
1.A dynamic shift convolution kernel (DSConv) containing

merely 12 learnable parameters is proposed in UltraFast-
LieNET. Through integration of DSConvs with varying shift
distances, a plug-and-play multi-scale shift residual block

(MSRB) is constructed. This module achieves significantly
expanded receptive fields with extremely low parameter
overhead. Using MSRB as the fundamental building block, an
ultra-lightweight backbone network is developed specifically
for real-time applications.
2.To enhance the overall learning performance of

UltraFast-LieNET, a novel multi-level gradient-aware loss
function is introduced to effectively supervise gradient
variations of deep features at multiple levels.
3.An ultra-lightweight backbone network is constructed

with MSRB as the core component, reducing the parameter
count by more than 40% compared with state-of-the-art
methods. UltraFast-LieNET simultaneously achieves
performance comparable to state-of-the-art approaches on
multiple datasets.

2. Related Work
The increasing prevalence of Advanced Driver-Assistance

Systems has spurred extensive investigation into lightweight
low-light image enhancement algorithms for hardware-
constrained platforms such as automotive embedded systems.
The lightweight design in this domain primarily focuses on
two aspects: the development of lightweight algorithms and
the structural optimization of fundamental modules, such as
convolution kernels.

2.1 Algorithm lightweight design

In the field of low-light image enhancement, supervised
methods are typically built upon backbone networks such as
CNN, Transformer, or Mamba, where paired data are directly
utilized for supervised learning [28-33]. In contrast,
unsupervised methods are mainly developed on architectures
such as deconvolutional networks or U-Net, in which
illumination transformations are simulated through data
generation strategies [13-14, 17, 34-36]. Due to the general-
purpose nature of their frameworks, these models usually
involve a large number of parameters. In addition,
performance improvement often requires the introduction of
new branches or structures, which further complicates
deployment on vehicular platforms. As a result, lightweight
algorithm design has gradually emerged as a central direction.
In basic lightweight design, minimal parameter size and
computational cost are considered, making it suitable for
resource-constrained edge devices. For instance, a lightweight
Transformer model with only 90K parameters is proposed by

Figure 1. Comparison of performance and efficiency with existing state-of-the-art methods. (a) Image quality metrics (PSNR, SSIM, LPIPS)

and computational efficiency (Params, FLOPs, Runtimes).



Cui et al. [37]. Weng et al. combine dark/bright channel priors
and gamma correction to achieve low-light enhancement
using deep learning, requiring only 25K parameters [38]. Guo
et al. frame low-light image enhancement as a task of image-
specific curve estimation with deep networks, and proposed
ZeroDCE, which enables fast and effective image
enhancement with only 10K parameters [13-14]. Ma et al.
design a fast, flexible, and robust low-light enhancement
framework, SCI, by integrating a cascaded illumination
learning process with weight sharing, requiring only 300
learnable parameters [15].
Although basic lightweight design enables significant

reduction in parameter count, its effectiveness is often limited
in complex scenarios, where challenges such as color
distortion, high noise, and detail loss persist. Consequently,
lightweight algorithms tailored to specific low-light
enhancement scenarios have emerged. For instance, Perez-
Zarate et al. propose LoLi-IEA, a two-stage method that first
classifies luminance levels and then performs enhancement
based on the classification results, focusing on detail
extraction and making it suitable for real-time applications
[24]. Brateanu et al. optimize color distortion and detail loss
with a transformer network based on the YUV color space,
achieving superior performance over the Retinex method, and
making it suitable for real-time computer vision tasks [39].
The performance of lightweight low-light image

enhancement algorithms has been further improved by the
integration of recent deep learning techniques, including
Transformer, Mamba, and KAN. For instance, Wave-Mamba
is proposed by Zou et al., which is based on wavelet domain
and state-space models, and enables effective detail recovery
as well as accurate color correction [40]. Lu et al. guided by
semantic priors, combine the KAN module to enhance high
and low-frequency image signals, achieving noise suppression
while enhancing the image [41]. Zhang et al. propose STAR, a
lightweight Transformer network, suitable for real-time image
enhancement, which effectively improves image illumination
and corrects white balance [42].

2.2 Basic module structure optimization
Structural optimization of fundamental modules typically

prioritizes network pruning and the development of
lightweight feature extraction modules, whereas more
effective approaches have focused on reconstructing
fundamental elements such as convolutional kernels. A
primary objective in lightweight architectures is the reduction
of kernel parameters while maintaining the receptive field and
feature extraction capability. The fundamental paradigm of
convolutional kernel lightweighting is primarily achieved
through decomposition or grouped convolutions. For example,
Xie et al. propose grouped convolutions, which reduce
computational overhead by dividing the input channels into
multiple groups and performing convolutions independently
within each group, thus minimizing cross-channel
interactions[43]. Chollet et al. propose the well-known
depthwise separable convolution, which decomposes the
standard convolution into depthwise convolution (applied
independently to each channel) and pointwise convolution
(1x1 convolution that fuses channels), significantly reducing
computational complexity [44].
Fundamental paradigms are currently widely employed in

deep learning architectures. However, they are predominantly
concerned with extensive parameter minimization, frequently
resulting in compromised accuracy or information redundancy.
Consequently, optimization strategies for convolutional
kernels aimed at these limitations are being increasingly
developed. For instance, Zhang et al. introduce channel

shuffle after grouped convolutions to address the problem of
information isolation caused by channel partitioning, thereby
enhancing feature interaction while maintaining low
computational cost [45]. Sandler et al. design a structure that
first expands channels, then applies depthwise convolution,
and finally compresses them, which avoids information loss
in low-dimensional space and effectively improves accuracy
[46]. Han et al. generate "Ghost" feature maps through
inexpensive operations to reduce redundant computations,
addressing the issue of feature redundancy in depthwise
separable convolutions [47]. Huang et al. optimize the
grouped structure by learning grouped convolutions to
eliminate redundant connections, thereby improving
efficiency and mitigating accuracy degradation [48].The
algorithmic performance of lightweight convolutional kernels
has been enhanced through the recent introduction of diverse
dynamic and optimization mechanisms. These approaches
effectively mitigate poor adaptability and unstable
optimization in complex scenarios, resulting in substantial
gains in both efficiency and robustness. For example,
convolutional kernel weights are dynamically adjusted
according to the input by Chen et al., addressing the
adaptability limitation of static kernels while maintaining
lightweight characteristics [49]. Chan et al. employ low-rank
decomposition to approximate convolutional kernels, which
reduced parameters, mitigated high-dimensional redundancy,
and improved computational speed [50]. These advances
highlight the effectiveness of lightweight kernel design,
although a balance between module performance and
computational cost is still required.

3. Proposed Method
As illustrated in Figure 2, a dynamic shifting convolutional

kernel (DSConv) with only 12 learnable parameters is
presented in this section. Building upon this foundation, a
multi-scale shifting residual block (MSRB) is designed and an
ultra-lightweight network termed UltraFast-LieNET is
constructed for real-time low-light image enhancement, as
illustrated in Figure 3. Finally, the various loss functions
employed are described, with particular emphasis placed on
the newly proposed multi-level gradient-aware loss function.

3.1 Dynamically shifted convolution kernel
To efficiently enlarge the receptive field and capture long-

range dependencies without a significant increase in
parameters or computational cost, a novel dynamic shifting
convolutional kernel (DSConv) is introduced. As illustrated in
Figure 2, DSConv expands the receptive field through parallel
spatial shifting and feature aggregation, resembling the
behavior of dilated convolution while maintaining distinct
parameter efficiency and computational structure.
The core idea of DSConv is to replace explicit convolution

weight multiplication with an effective combination of spatial
shifting and lightweight channel transformations. Drawing
inspiration from lightweight algorithms such as FasterNet and
GhostNet, DSConv effectively leverages image feature
redundancy to further optimize computational efficiency.
Let the input tensor be denoted as � ∈ ℛ�×�×�×�, where �

is the batch size, � is fixed at three channels, �, � denote the
height and width of the input features, respectively. The input
tensor � is first processed by a pointwise group convolution
with a kernel size of 1×1 to produce two independentfeatures
for subsequent use, namely the offset feature �0 , and the
residual feature �� . Information fusion is performed only
within each channel. The mathematical formulation is



expressed as:
�� = �� = ����(����1×1

(1) (�)) (1)
where ����1×1

(1) denotes the first point-wise grouped
convolutional layer with kernel size. ���� represents the
rectified linear unit activation function. Through this step,
��, �� ∈ ��×�×�×� is obtained.
To effectively enlarge the receptive field, the offset feature

�0 is used as the basis, and a series of parallel and regular
spatial shifting operations are performed to simulate the
coverage of convolutional kernels in the spatial dimension.
Let the dilation rate of DSConv be denoted as dia. The feature
�0 is first zero-padded, with dia pixels added along the four
boundaries (top, bottom, left, and right), resulting in an
expanded feature map ��:

�� = ��� ��, ���, ���, ���, ��� (2)
At this stage, the dimension of �� is �� ∈

��×�×(�+2���)×(�+2���) . A 3×3 grid sampling is then
performed on �� to generate nine shifted feature maps. Each
feature map ��, � is obtained by cropping �� with a specific
offset. Where �, � ∈ { − 1,0,1} denote the offset indices along
the vertical and horizontal directions. For mathematical
consistency, the offset is defined as � ⋅ ���, � ⋅ ��� . At this
stage, ��, � is expressed as:

��,� = ��[: , : , (� + 1)���: (� + 1)��� + �, (� + 1)���
: (� + 1)��� + �] (3)

The nine shifted feature maps are summed element-wise and
aggregated into a single feature map ���� , This process is
expressed as:

���� =
�∈{−1.0.1} �∈{−1,0,1}

��,��� (4)

This aggregation process effectively consolidates information
from different spatial locations separated by the dilation rate
��� . Its effect is equivalent to that of a dilated convolution
kernel with a kernel size of 3×3 and a dilation rate of ���.
Finally, to enable the module to adaptively fuse the

aggregated information, a gating mechanism is introduced.
The aggregated feature ���� is first processed by a second
pointwise grouped convolution layer with a kernel size of 1×1,
followed by a sigmoid activation function, generating an
attention gating map � ∈ ℜ�×�×�×� . This process is
expressed as:

� = �������(����1×1
(2) (��gg)) (5)

The value range of the gating map � is (0,1) , where a
modulation weight is learned for each channel at every spatial
location. Finally, the gating map � is multiplied element-wise
with the residual feature �� generated in the first step to
obtain the final output �, which is expressed as:

� = � ⊗ �� (6)
This gating mechanism allows the module to dynamically
adjust the pathway of the original feature �� according to the
importance of the aggregated information ���� , where

selective retention and enhancement of information are
achieved.
Since DSConv is often applied with upsampling or

downsampling, average pooling and interpolation-based
upsampling are incorporated into its architecture to facilitate
network inference.

3.2 Dynamic shift convolution kernel as the basic operator
To demonstrate the efficiency gain of the proposed DSConv,

a comparison is conducted with the most functionally similar
baseline model, dilated convolution. For parameter
comparison, a dilated convolution with a kernel size of 3×3
and a dilation rate of ��� is defined as a standard convolution
layer to simulate the receptive field expansion achieved by
DSConv. As described, the parameter count of DSConv is
determined entirely by the weight and bias terms of its two
1×1 pointwise grouped convolutions. In UltraFast-LieNET,
the convolutional weights in DSConv are initialized and
scaled using the Kaiming Normal method. For a single 1×1
convolutional layer, the weight matrix � ∈ ℜ�×1×1×1 and
bias vector � ∈ ℜ� are initialized as follows:

�� ∼ N 0, �2 ⋅ �,  �� = 0 ��� � = 1,2, . . . , � (7)
where � is determined by Kaiming Normal, and � = 0.1
denotes the scaling factor. Therefore, the sizes of the weight
parameter �� and the bias parameter �� in a single
convolution layer of DSConv are calculated as follows:

�� = ���� ×
���

������
× �� × �� = � ×

�
�

× 1 × 1 = � (8)

�� = ���� = � (9)
where � is the convolution kernel size. Therefore, we can
quickly deduce that the total number of parameters for a
single DSConv is:

������� = 2 × �� + �� = 4� (10)
The total number of parameters of the dilated convolution
������� is expressed as:

������� = �� + �� = ���� × ��� × �� × �� + ����

= � × � × 3 × 3 + � = 9�2 + �
(11)

As shown above, the number of parameters of dilated
convolution is much higher than that of DSConv. When � =
256, the number of parameters of DSConv is about 1/576 of
that of dilated convolution.
In terms of computational complexity, DSConv primarily
consists of two 1×1 pointwise grouped convolutions, one
addition aggregation, and one gated multiplication. The total
computational complexity, excluding the activation function,
can be expressed as:

������� = 4���� � �� �
2×����1×1

(1)

+ 8���� � �� �
�ggregatio�

+ 2���� � �� �
����1×1

(2)

+ ���� � �� �
���

= 15��� (12)

Fig 2. Lightweight architecture of DSConv, including spatial shifting and feature aggregation. Gated modulation is introduced in the output

process to enable selective retention and enhancement of aggregated features.



In contrast, the computational complexity of dilated
convolution mainly comes from convolution operation and
bias addition. Its total computational complexity ��Conv can
be expressed as:

��Conv = 18�2�� + ��� (13)
From the above analysis, the computational cost of dilated
convolution is also much higher than that of DSConv. When
� = 256 , the number of parameters in DSConv is
approximately 1/307 of that in dilated convolution, where c
denotes the number of channels.

3.3 Network structure
Fig. 3 illustrates the deep auto-encoder architecture of

UltraFast-LieNET, which is centered on progressive
downsampling and upsampling via multi-scale feature blocks.
Dense skip connections are incorporated for detail retention.
The network is composed predominantly of plug-and-play
multi-scale shifted residual blocks (MSRBs).
The MSRB is the core feature processing module in our

design. Its central idea is to integrate multiple DSConvs with
different dilation rates in parallel to efficiently capture multi-
scale contextual information without introducing additional
parameter overhead. A single MSRB consists of � parallel
submodules {���������}���

�−1 (� = 5 in this work). Given the
input feature � ∈ ℜ�×�×�×�, the processing of this feature by
the module is formulated as:

���� � =
���=0

�−1

����� � =
���=0

�−1

�� �������� � (14)

This process indicates that the output of the module is the
sum of the outputs from all parallel subpaths. This design
enables the network to perceive multiple patterns ranging
from fine local features with ��� = 0 to broader contextual
information with ��� =4, and its receptive field is equivalent
to that of a 11×11 dilated convolution. Based on this scheme,
downsampling and upsampling functions are incorporated
into DSConv, from which two variants of the MSRB are
derived, namely �↓(�) = ���=0

�−1 ����
↓� (�) and �↑ � =

���=0
�−1 ����

↑� � . In the upsampling stage, �↑ � is
responsible for upsampling and multi-scale feature fusion, and
it also performs the integration of information from skip
connections. It receives two inputs: the feature ���� from the
previous decoding layer and the skip connection feature ����
from the encoder. The upsampling module is further
expressed as:

�↑ � =
���=0

�−1

����
↑� � =

���=0

�−1

(� ����
↑ ���� ⊕ ����) (15)

For a single MSRB, since the five DSConvs are
independent, the total number of parameters ����� is given as:

����� = 5 × ������� = 5 × 4� = 20� (16)
Based on the MSRB, an ultra-lightweight network named

UltraFast-LieNET is constructed for real-time low-light image
enhancement. Suppose the network contains � processing
stages ( � = 3 in this work), and let � denote the index of
different layers ( � = 1,2, . . . , � ). The encoder is defined as a
stack of � �↓(�) blocks, each of which halves the resolution
of its input feature map and transforms its representation. The
output �(�) of the �-th encoder layer is formulated as:

�(�) = �(�)↓ �(�−1) ,  ��� � = 1,2, . . . , � (17)
where �(0) = � is the original input to the network.
The bottleneck layer consists of only a single MSRB, and

its output �(�+1) can be defined as follows:
�(�+1) = ���� �� (18)

The decoder progressively restores the resolution through
upsampling blocks and skip connections. The output �(�) of
the �-th decoder layer (� = �, � − 1, . . . , 1) is the sum of the
upsampled features and the skip connection features from the
(m − 1)-th encoder layer, and it is formulated as:

�(�) = �↑ ��−1, ��−1 ⊕ ��−1 (19)
Finally, UltraFast-LieNET produces an output for

subsequent loss function training supervision. When � = 5 ,
UltraFast-LieNET contains only 180 bytes of learnable
parameters, with a total computation of 14.036M (denoted as
UltraFast-LieNETMax hereafter). When � = 1 , UltraFast-
LieNET contains only 36 bytes of learnable parameters, with
a total computation of 2.807M (denoted as UltraFast-
LieNETMini hereafter).

3.4 Loss Function
To effectively train UltraFast-LieNET, a composite loss

function ℓ����� is designed to optimize the quality of the
enhanced images from multiple perspectives. This loss
function consists of three components: a reconstruction loss
ℓ��� , a structural similarity loss ℓ��−���� , and a novel multi-
level gradient perception loss ℓ���� . The total loss function
ℓ����� is defined as the weighted sum of these three
components:

ℓ����� = ����ℓ��� + ���−����ℓ��−���� + �����ℓ���� (20)

Fig 3. Overall architecture of UltraFast-LieNET. Progressive downsampling and upsampling are performed through multiple MSRBs, and dense

skip connections are employed to preserve detailed information.



where ���� , ���−���� , ����� represent the hyperparameters of
each loss. Refer to the design concept of L1 and SSIM hybrid
loss, ���� and ���−���� are 0.975 and 0.025 respectively[55].
The empirical value of ����� is 1 (see Table 6 for the ablation
experiment of the loss function).

The objective of the reconstruction loss is to minimize
the pixel-level difference between the enhanced image and the
normal-light image. A smooth L1 loss is adopted as the
reconstruction loss function. It combines the advantages of �1
and �2 losses, is insensitive to outliers, and provides stable
gradients when the error is small. Let the enhanced image be
denoted as � and the normal-light image as � . The
reconstruction loss ℓ��� is defined as:

ℓ��� �, � =
1
�

�=1

�

�� ����ℎ�1 �� − �� (21)

where �� and �� represent the �-th pixel value of image � and
image � respectively. � is the total pixel value of the image.
The �����ℎ�1 function can be defined as follows:

�����ℎ�1(�) =
 0.5�2  �� |�| < 1
|�| − 0.5  ��ℎ������

(22)

Pixel-level loss functions such as �1 or �2 are inadequate
for capturing structural information consistent with human
visual perception. To address this shortcoming, the multi-
scale structural similarity (MS-SSIM) index is incorporated as
a loss component. This metric assesses perceptual similarity
in luminance, contrast, and structure across multiple scales.
The MS-SSIM loss is defined as the difference between 1 and
the MS-SSIM value, forming a minimization objective
expressed as:

ℓ��−���� �, � = 1 − �� − ���� �, � (23)
The UltraFast-LieNET framework is extremely lightweight,

leading to feature degradation during propagation. To mitigate
this issue, a multi-level gradient-aware loss function ℓ���� is
proposed. This loss enforces gradient consistency constraints
across multiple decoder stages, effectively preserving
structural information from coarse to fine granularity.
Assume that {��}�=1

3 is the feature map output by the
network decoder at three different scales, where �1 is the
final enhanced image �. Therefore, ℓ���� can be expressed as:
ℓ���� = �� �=1

3 , � = ℓ���(∇� �� , ∇� �� � )] +

�=1

3

��� [ℓ��� ∇� �� , ∇� �� � (24)

where �� is a hyperparameter that controls the weight of
the loss at different scales. Based on the model architecture
and experimental validation, �1 = 1.0, �2 = 1.0, �3 = 0.04

are assigned (refer to Figure 6). ��  denotes a
downsampling operator that applies bilinear interpolation to
adjust the spatial resolution of the input image � to exactly
match that of the intermediate feature map �� . This ensures
that gradient comparison is carried out at the same
dimensional level. ∇�  and ∇�  represent the gradient
calculation operations in the horizontal and vertical directions
respectively. We use the standard 3×3 Sobel operator to
implement it, which is equivalent to convolution with the
following convolution kernels �� and ��:

�� =
−1 0 1
−2 0 2
−1 0 1

,  �� =
−1 −2 −1
0 0 0
1 2 1

(25)

Before applying the operator, all images and feature maps
are converted into single-channel grayscale representations so
that the loss function focuses on the preservation of
luminance gradients.

3.5 Implementation details
The overall architecture of UltraFast-LieNET is

implemented using PyTorch and the network is trained using
an NVIDIA GeForce RTX 4060 Laptop GPU and a 12th Gen
Intel Core i7-12650H processor at 2.30 GHz [56]. Training is
conducted for 360 epochs with the Adam optimizer, an initial
learning rate of 0.01, and a batch size of 40. The learning rate
is multiplied by a decay factor � = 0.1 every 40 epochs [57].
The dataset is partitioned into training and testing subsets at a
9:1 ratio. To maintain uniform input dimensions, all training
images—including both low-light and normal-light samples—
are center-cropped into 180×180 patches. Each patch
subsequently undergoes pixel value normalization via the
ToTensor operation, which scales integer values to the
floating-point interval [0.0, 1.0] and converts the data into
PyTorch tensor format.

4. Experiments and Results
The LOL, LSRW-HUAWEI, LSRW-NIKON, and LoLI-

Stree datasets [58–59, 1] are employed to train and test
UltraFast-LieNET. LOL is the first paired dataset designed for
supervised low-light image enhancement and is composed of
both synthetic and real-world captured data. The LSRW
dataset represents the first large-scale real-world paired
dataset for low/normal-light images, comprising two distinct
subsets acquired using the HUAWEI P40 Pro and NIKON
D7500 cameras, respectively. LoLI-Street is the first large-
scale low-light image dataset targeting driving scenarios.

Table 1.Performance comparison on the LOL dataset. Red and blue indicate the first and second best results for each metric, respectively.
Method SSIM↑ PSNR↑ LPIPS↓ NIQE↓ LOE↓ DE↑ EME↑

ZeroDCE++ [13] 0.71 17.32 0.23 3.69 26.74 2.03 17.6
ZeroDCE [14] 0.67 15.67 0.26 3.76 36.6 1.89 17.14

SCI [15] 0.64 15.31 0.23 3.86 6.52 1.97 21.71
RUAS [16] 0.48 12.3 0.27 3.56 1.58 1.48 25.44

EnlightenGAN [17] 0.75 20.13 0.2 3.39 49.08 1.3 3.95
FMR-NET [18] 0.8 23.6 0.27 4.3 51.66 2.14 5.37
LIME [12] 0.61 15.33 0.34 3.78 106.24 1.91 19.28

FRR-NET [19] 0.76 22.11 0.22 3.52 6.23 1.95 8.29
UTV-NET [20] 0.72 16.59 0.23 3.56 21.52 1.78 9.66

ChebyLighter [21] 0.79 22.22 0.17 3.53 16.44 2.1 6.47
EFI-NET[22] 0.67 14.78 0.23 3.55 32.94 1.58 9.59
PairLIE [23] 0.78 21.88 0.23 5.06 64.44 1.88 7.03
NoiSER [25] 0.69 19.39 0.47 4.09 88.27 1.83 3.53

URetinex-NET [26] 0.77 23.02 0.21 3.32 18.47 1.99 6.88
ZeroIG[27] 0.63 19.08 0.28 4.59 15.08 2.52 17.71

UltraFast-LieNETMax 0.89 22.57 0.19 3.83 13.9 2.54 19.6



4.1 Comparative LLIE Results

State-of-the-art methods in low-light image enhancement
(LLIE) are benchmarked against UltraFast-LieNET.
Quantitative results on the LOL, LSRW-HUAWEI, LSRW-
NIKON, and LoLI-Street datasets are summarized in Tables

1–4 [1, 12–23, 25–27, 58, 59]. The evaluation employs full-
reference metrics (PSNR, SSIM, LPIPS) and no-reference
metrics (NIQE, LOE, DE, EME). Top-two results in PSNR
and SSIM are attained across all datasets except Table 2.
Similarly, excellent rankings are achieved across all
remaining metrics.

Table 2. Performance comparison on the LSRW-HUAWEI dataset. Red and blue indicate the first and second best results for each metric,
respectively.

Method SSIM↑ PSNR↑ LPIPS↓ NIQE↓ LOE↓ DE↑ EME↑
ZeroDCE++ [13] 0.24 12.88 0.38 3.5 9.94 2.4 37.17
ZeroDCE [14] 0.22 12.33 0.37 3.81 8.36 2.27 37.71

SCI [15] 0.17 11.57 0.44 4.12 2.19 1.9 38.63
RUAS [16] 0.12 10.66 0.54 5.04 1.9 1.17 43.7

EnlightenGAN [17] 0.36 16.45 0.42 3.75 62.62 1.92 2.17
FMR-NET [18] 0.45 20.22 0.39 3.97 41.25 3.01 4.49
LIME [12] 0.17 12.6 0.47 4.89 130.84 2.76 42.71

FRR-NET [19] 0.37 17.83 0.3 3.77 3.21 2.76 7.4
UTV-NET [20] 0.33 14.48 0.35 3.05 15.84 2.67 9.52

ChebyLighter [21] 0.37 14.32 0.39 3.06 46.86 2.98 7.08
EFI-NET[22] 0.27 12.16 0.43 3.49 16.47 1.91 7.99
PairLIE [23] 0.41 15.91 0.42 4.32 42.15 2.51 5.4
NoiSER [25] 0.34 14.73 0.61 5.38 85.02 1.39 1.34

URetinex-NET [26] 0.37 17.67 0.35 2.85 19.47 3.2 11
ZeroIG[27] 0.26 14.07 0.35 4.65 5.7 2.42 38.02

UltraFast-LieNETMax 0.52 16.93 0.32 3.52 9.54 3.7 16.05

Table 3. Performance comparison on the LSRW-NIKON dataset. Red and blue indicate the first and second best results for each metric,
respectively.

Method SSIM↑ PSNR↑ LPIPS↓ NIQE↓ LOE↓ DE↑ EME↑
ZeroDCE++ [13] 0.22 14.12 0.28 2.62 29.26 1.74 8.79
ZeroDCE [14] 0.22 13.58 0.29 2.85 70.83 1.52 8.87

SCI [15] 0.2 13.18 0.32 2.73 15.01 1.76 10.76
RUAS [16] 0.18 11.15 0.35 2.62 0.57 1.45 11.65

EnlightenGAN [17] 0.29 15.79 0.38 3.09 97.7 0.33 1.96
FMR-NET [18] 0.25 15.51 0.31 2.99 32.85 1.77 4.54
LIME [12] 0.17 12.83 0.35 3.38 97.35 1.63 11.1

FRR-NET [19] 0.25 15.9 0.3 2.66 15.18 1.54 5.55
UTV-NET [20] 0.24 12.51 0.32 3.22 19.21 1.22 6.62

ChebyLighter [21] 0.24 14.83 0.3 2.73 37.5 1.65 4.49
EFI-NET[22] 0.21 12.69 0.29 2.42 46.72 1.44 7.56
PairLIE [23] 0.22 15.52 0.27 3.68 75 1.59 5.53
NoiSER [25] 0.26 15.49 0.43 3.77 78.71 1.55 3.27

URetinex-NET [26] 0.24 15.89 0.26 2.32 35.28 1.62 4.6
ZeroIG[27] 0.17 13.37 0.34 2.83 19.93 2.12 9.42

UltraFast-LieNETMax 0.32 17.46 0.32 2.39 31.04 1.79 9.44

Table 4. Performance comparison on the LoLI-Street dataset. Red and blue indicate the first and second best results for each metric,
respectively.

Method SSIM↑ PSNR↑ LPIPS↓ NIQE↓ LOE↓ DE↑ EME↑
ZeroDCE++ [13] 0.87 13.87 0.23 3.48 60.09 0.84 4.09
ZeroDCE [14] 0.84 13.31 0.22 3.29 68.16 0.23 3.94

SCI [15] 0.86 14.93 0.21 3.09 24.03 1.06 5.26
RUAS [16] 0.81 12.43 0.24 3.21 0.05 1.36 6.26

EnlightenGAN [17] 0.9 17.18 0.15 3.17 98.38 1.21 2.71
FMR-NET [18] 0.85 13.77 0.23 3.94 5.1 0.92 2.12
LIME [12] 0.74 11.54 0.36 3.31 151.06 0.98 5.35

FRR-NET [19] 0.87 14.77 0.2 3.58 7.56 0.72 2.32
UTV-NET [20] 0.74 9.54 0.28 3.75 26.16 0.74 3.39

ChebyLighter [21] 0.91 20.91 0.12 3.11 6.61 1.19 2.02
EFI-NET[22] 0.86 13.72 0.18 3.14 27.36 1.09 3.07
PairLIE [23] 0.88 18.3 0.19 3.45 105.06 0.72 2.26
NoiSER [25] 0.77 14.32 0.44 4.41 53.22 1.38 2.53

URetinex-NET [26] 0.89 18.56 0.14 3.97 26.02 0.69 2.29
ZeroIG[27] 0.82 17.5 0.22 3.19 36 1.32 4.4

UltraFast-LieNETMax 0.92 19.27 0.13 3.42 30.51 1.58 2.73



To evaluate the computational efficiency of UltraFast-
LieNET, both the proposed method and state-of-the-art
approaches are deployed on a Jetson AGX Orin 64GB
platform. The device features an NVIDIA Ampere
architecture GPU with 2048 CUDA cores and 64 Tensor
Cores, accompanied by a 12-core Arm Cortex-A78AE v8.2
64-bit CPU. The parameter counts and computational
efficiency of UltraFast-LieNET and comparative methods are
presented in Table 5. Runtime measurements are obtained
using 600×400 images from the LOL dataset, averaged over
10 executions. The proposed method demonstrates leading
performance across all metrics. Considering that the model
size of UltraFast-LieNET is significantly smaller than that of
state-of-the-art methods, the evaluation results presented
above are remarkable.
Fig. 4-7 display the visual comparisons of images selected

from the LOL, LSRW-HUAWEI, LSRW-NIKON, and LoLI-

Street datasets. Effective color restoration is observed in all
examples. In the Fig. 4, UltraFast-LieNET demonstrates
superior performance in recovering brightness and color.
While saturation is reduced compared to ZeroIG, the result
more accurately approximates the reference image. The Fig. 5
demonstrates more balanced global image processing by
UltraFast-LieNET, avoiding the uneven brightness
characteristic of EnlightenGAN. Although PairLIE and
ZeroIG yield higher saturation and improved denoising
performance, the proposed method provides results closer to
the reference image. This is confirmed in the Fig. 6. Excessive
brightness in ZeroIG's output results in substantial loss of
detail in clouds and haze, whereas the proposed method
effectively preserves these details. The Fig. 7 demonstrates
the absence of banding artifacts in the proposed method's
results under extremely low-light conditions.

Table 5. Computational efficiency comparison on the LOL dataset. Red and blue indicate the first and second best results for each metric,
respectively.

Method SSIM↑ PSNR↑ Params (KB)↓ FLOPs (G)↓ Runtimes (ms)↓
ZeroDCE++ [13] 0.7 14.27 10.6 0.33 3.99
ZeroDCE [14] 0.66 13.08 79.4 5.21 7.03

SCI [15] 0.63 13.9 0.3 0.0619 1.98
RUAS [16] 0.51 12.59 1.4 0.2813 10.1

EnlightenGAN [17] 0.84 17.22 8636 61.01 10.6
FMR-NET [18] 0.84 23.82 196.8 102.8 116
LIME [12] 0.57 12.19 N/A N/A 758

FRR-NET [19] 0.82 17.21 12.21 0.216 75.7
UTV-NET [20] 0.68 13.85 7745 58.29 46.5

ChebyLighter [21] 0.84 24.01 73 17.25 76.4
EFI-NET[22] 0.66 13.18 129.2 9.38 44.8
PairLIE [23] 0.81 16.96 34.18 22.35 28.4
NoiSER [25] 0.72 19.33 1.763 8.62 3.02

URetinex-NET [26] 0.8 19.46 838.3 136.01 36.9
ZeroIG[27] 0.69 18.58 123.63 118.73 17.2

UltraFast-LieNETMini 0.78 21.63 0.036 0.000003 1.72
UltraFast-LieNETMax 0.86 24.98 0.18 0.000014 2.69

Fig 4. Visual comparison of UltraFast-LieNET and SOTAmethods on the LSRW-HUAWEI dataset.



Fig. 8 presents an evaluation of UltraFast-LieNET's detail
restoration capability using complex scenes from the LOL
dataset. The method demonstrates state-of-the-art detail
reconstruction despite slightly higher saturation relative to the
reference image. Common artifacts including low brightness,
color distortion, and over-sharpening are effectively avoided.

In conclusion, while UltraFast-LieNET demonstrates some
generalization limitations in enhancing certain images, its
performance is notable given a maximum of 180 learnable
parameters. The method effectively balances image quality
with computational efficiency and achieves superior
performance compared to state-of-the-art approaches.

Fig 5. Visual comparison of UltraFast-LieNET and SOTAmethods on the LoLI-Street dataset.

Fig 6. Visual comparison of UltraFast-LieNET and SOTAmethods on the LOL dataset.



Fig 7. Visual comparison of UltraFast-LieNET and SOTAmethods on the LSRW-NIKON dataset.

Fig 8. Comparison of detailed features between UltraFast-LieNET and SOTAmethods on the LOL dataset. The second image of each method is

a magnified image of the details in the red box.



4.2 Ablation Study
Ablation studies on the LOL dataset evaluate the

effectiveness of the loss function selection, the
appropriateness of parameter settings in the multi-level
gradient-aware loss function ℓ���� , and the influence of
varying quantities and ��� configurations of DSconv blocks.
The effectiveness of loss function selection is investigated in
Table 6. The composite loss function ℓ����� achieves the best
performance. Additionally, the results confirm that ℓ����
improves the SSIM metric effectively.
Table 6. Ablation study on loss function selection conducted on the
LOL dataset.
Smooth L1 MS-SSIM Grad PSNR↑ SSIM↑

√ √ √ 24.98 0.86
√ √ × 19.71 0.75
× × √ 17.53 0.77
√ × × 18.46 0.69
√ × √ 18.91 0.82
× √ √ 17.89 0.71
× √ × 17.38 0.71

Fig. 9 presents an ablation study on the parameter
configuration of the multi-level gradient-aware loss function
ℓ���� . The hyperparameters �� providing optimal PSNR
performance in UltraFast-LieNET are identified.
Experimental results confirm that proper hyperparameter
selection contributes to the method's effectiveness.

Fig 9. Ablation study on the correctness of hyperparameters in the
multi-level gradient-aware loss function conducted on the LOL
dataset.

An ablation study evaluates the impact of varying
quantities and dilation settings of DSconv blocks using the
LoLI-Street dataset. Table 7 presents PSNR and SSIM values
obtained with DSConv configurations and rates. Specifically,
the notation 2+3+4 denotes the following MSRB combination:

���� � =
���=2

4

����� � =
���=2

4

��������� �� (26)

It is evident that the best performance is achieved when
UltraFast-LieNET combines more DSConv layers. To
minimize the model's parameter size, no further fusion of
additional DSConv layers is performed in this work.

5. Conclusion
This paper presents UltraFast-LiNET, an ultra-lightweight

convolutional network designed for real-time low-light image
enhancement in embedded automotive vision systems. To
meet the stringent computational and latency constraints of in-
vehicle platforms, the network is engineered with extreme
parameter efficiency, requiring only 180 learnable
parameters—and as few as 36 in its most compact form.
Extensive experiments confirm that UltraFast-LiNET
achieves state-of-the-art enhancement quality while operating
in real-time, making it particularly suitable for deployment on
resource-limited automotive hardware. Future work will focus
on further optimizing inference speed, enhancing robustness
to diverse and extreme driving conditions, and integrating the
model into full-scale embedded vision pipelines for
autonomous driving applications.

Table 7. Ablation study on the impact of different numbers and ���
settings of DSConv on the model using the LoLI-Street dataset.

dia PSNR↑ SSIM↑
0 21.45 0.71
0+1 22.43 0.74
0+1+2 22.73 0.74
0+1+2+3 23.41 0.81
0+1+2+3+4 24.76 0.89

1 17.8 0.61
1+2 18.2 0.73
1+2+3 23.63 0.78
1+2+3+4 23.72 0.87

2 16.23 0.59
2+3 23 0.8
2+3+4 24.02 0.86
3 17.22 0.67
3+4 18.09 0.74
4 15.1 0.62
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