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Figure 1. We present a modular neural image signal processing (ISP) framework that offers full control over every stage of the pipeline
and can handle unseen cameras without requiring re-training. On top of this framework, we built a user-interactive tool that supports
post-editable re-rendering, allowing users to re-process saved outputs with different picture styles and manual adjustments. The shown
image was captured in raw format using the iPhone 13 main camera, then denoised and processed by our modular ISP, with intermediate
stages and multiple picture-style and manual-adjustment results displayed. None of our models were trained on data from iPhone cameras.

Abstract

This paper presents a modular neural image signal pro-
cessing (ISP) framework that processes raw inputs and
renders high-quality display-referred images. Unlike prior
neural ISP designs, our method introduces a high degree
of modularity, providing full control over multiple inter-
mediate stages of the rendering process. This modular de-
sign not only achieves high rendering accuracy but also im-
proves scalability, debuggability, generalization to unseen
cameras, and flexibility to match different user-preference
styles. To demonstrate the advantages of this design, we
built a user-interactive photo-editing tool that leverages our
neural ISP to support diverse editing operations and picture
styles. The tool is carefully engineered to take advantage of
the high-quality rendering of our neural ISP and to enable
unlimited post-editable re-rendering. Our method is a fully
learning-based framework with variants of different capac-
ities, all of moderate size (ranging from ~0.5 M to ~3.9 M
parameters for the entire pipeline), and consistently deliv-
ers competitive qualitative and quantitative results across
multiple test sets.

1. Introduction and Related Work

Image signal processing (ISP) is a set of computational op-
erations, typically organized as a sequential pipeline, that
transform linear raw sensor data into display-referred, high-
quality images [34]. These operations include raw im-
age enhancement [23, 32, 57, 59, 79], white balancing and
color-space conversion [14, 18, 22, 24, 46], and various
quality enhancement [2, 39, 51, 77, 78, 83, 90], each tar-
geting a specific stage of the pipeline and collectively often
requiring careful calibration and engineering to function as
a unified ISP system.

Recent learning-based methods model the entire ISP
pipeline as a single black-box neural network trained end-
to-end to map raw images from a specific camera to their
display-referred outputs (e.g., [44, 48, 49, 69, 70, 85,
87, 91]). However, such monolithic designs tend to gen-
eralize poorly to unseen cameras, as their learned map-
pings are tightly coupled to the characteristics of the train-
ing camera [6, 68]. Moreover, many of these networks
(e.g., [44, 48, 70]) have high memory and computational
requirements, limiting their practicality for deployment sce-
narios such as on-device processing or real-time photo ren-


https://arxiv.org/abs/2512.08564v1

dering. Beyond computational cost, these black-box ISPs
are difficult to interpret, debug, or extend in real-world de-
ployments, where continuous improvement and scalability
are critical (e.g., supporting new picture styles or handling
user-specific corner cases [3, 4, 17, 27, 41]).

A few recent attempts have explored multi-stage or mod-
ular ISP designs (e.g., [10, 33, 53, 58, 60, 76]); how-
ever, these approaches remain limited in several ways.
Some adopt overly generic stage definitions (e.g., restora-
tion vs. enhancement [58], or local vs. global stages [10,
53]), while others require post-training fine-tuning—
providing no assurance that the stages retain their intended
functionality and thereby reducing interpretability [60]. An-
other line of work relies on a commercial raw-processing
pipeline to generate training data for each stage [76]. How-
ever, the pipeline is closed-source, and intermediate-stage
outputs are difficult to access, with limited information
available about its internal processing order. Others oper-
ate on non-linear display-referred images, without a clear
scheme for adapting them to the linear raw domain [33].

This research gap motivates us to develop a learning-
based modular ISP framework that achieves high-quality
results while maintaining a high degree of modularity and
interpretability to facilitate scalability, debugging, and flex-
ibility. Unlike conventional neural ISPs, our method ex-
plicitly decomposes the pipeline into well-defined, learn-
able stages, each responsible for a specific part of the im-
age rendering process. This structure not only preserves
functional transparency but also allows individual modules
to be improved, replaced, or reused across cameras and
picture styles without retraining the entire system. With
this modular design, we achieve competitive image quality
while gaining the ability to analyze and isolate the causes of
corner cases, replace camera-specific modules with generic
ones for unseen cameras, and extend the framework to ad-
ditional picture styles without duplicating the full pipeline.
Moreover, the modularity provides a foundation for inter-
active and user-controllable image rendering. To showcase
this flexibility, we integrate several image-editing operators
directly into the learnable pipeline, allowing users to inter-
actively adjust the final image appearance (see Fig. 1).

Contributions. We introduce a fine-grained modular ISP
framework that provides explicit control over the entire
raw rendering process through well-defined, interpretable
components, while supporting diverse picture styles with
lightweight to moderate model capacity. Our framework
achieves state-of-the-art results across multiple picture
styles and offers full user control over the rendering pipeline
for further customization. To demonstrate its practicality,
we develop an interactive photo-editing tool built upon our
modular ISP, enabling users to process raw images from un-
seen cameras, select or interpolate between picture styles,
and apply photo-editing adjustments—all within a fast and

lightweight system. Furthermore, we describe how the tool
supports unlimited re-rendering of saved images by embed-
ding raw data within output JPEGs, and how it extends to
editing standard SRGB images produced by unknown third-
party cameras or software.

2. Method

Given a demosaiced raw image I,., € RZXWX3 oyr

objective is to render a high-quality, display-referred ver-
sion I, € REXWX3 in a standard color space (assumed
to be sSRGB in this paper) that closely matches a ground-
truth reference Ir rendered from the same raw image un-
der a specific picture style. Beyond high-quality render-
ing, our goal is to maintain a high degree of modularity
across the rendering process, with interpretable stages that
enhance scalability, facilitate debugging, and provide fine-
grained control over the entire pipeline. To this end, we pro-
pose a learning-based modular ISP framework, illustrated in
Fig. 2. The framework consists of a raw enhancement stage
(Sec. 2.1), followed by a color correction stage (Sec. 2.2)
that outputs I} rcp in linear SRGB color space. This im-
age is then downsampled to IstGB € RT*% 3 and pro-
cessed by a modular photofinishing module (Sec. 2.3) to
render the image, after which a guided upsampling step
(Sec. 2.4) produces the photofinished result at the origi-
nal input resolution. Lastly, this image is refined through a
detail-enhancement process (Sec. 2.5) to generate the final
output I, .. Each learnable stage in the pipeline is trained
independently to preserve stage-level modularity, allowing
individual stages to be replaced or updated without retrain-
ing the entire framework. The remainder of this section
describes our framework pipeline, whereas network archi-
tecture details are provided in Sec. C of the supplementary
material.

2.1. Raw Enhancement

Raw images often exhibit noticeable noise and detail loss,
particularly in dark or underexposed regions, due to low
photon counts and sensor imperfections [28]. Among vari-
ous raw degradations, we focus on denoising, as it is criti-
cal for preserving fine details in subsequent ISP stages [1].
While multi-frame burst denoising [35, 40, 42, 66] achieves
high quality, it requires multiple captures of the same
scene. To maintain broad applicability (supporting both
on-device and software-based rendering), our framework
adopts single-image raw denoising:

Ienhfraw = fenhfraw (Iraw) ) (l)

where fenn-raw(:) denotes our denoising function, imple-
mented as a fully convolutional network D, ..

We train D, ,,, in a supervised manner using a pixel-wise
{7 loss between the predicted and ground-truth raw images.
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Figure 2. Overview of our modular framework. The pipeline begins with image denoising, followed by color correction to map the
denoised raw image to the linear SRGB space. The photofinishing module then processes a downsampled version of the linear sSRGB
image through five parametric stages, where neural networks predict image-based parameters for each stage: digital gain map, global tone
mapping (GTM), local tone mapping (LTM), chroma mapping, and gamma correction. A guided upsampling step, using the full-resolution
linear SRGB image as guidance, reconstructs the full-resolution photofinishing output, which is then refined by a detail-enhancement stage
to produce the final image. The shown example is from the S24 dataset [16].

Ground-truth images are expected to have minimal noise
and can be generated using third-party denoisers (e.g., the
Al-based Adobe Lightroom denoiser) rather than physically
captured references [1], which are time consuming to ac-
quire and often lack scene diversity. This practical choice
balances accuracy and generalization, allowing training on
a broader range of raw data. Although such pseudo ground
truths are imperfect, they provide stable supervision and
help preserve fine image structures. A workflow for gen-
erating pseudo ground truths when third-party denoisers are
unavailable is described in Sec. B.2 of the supplementary
material, with additional training details in Sec. G.1.

2.2. Color Correction

After raw denoising, we apply a color-correction function
fraw—rsrea(+) that maps the denoised raw image to the
linear sSRGB domain. This function places the image in
a camera-agnostic color space, making subsequent oper-
ators less dependent on camera-specific characteristics—
unlike denoising and color correction, which are inherently
camera-dependent. The function f,.,_,1srcz 1S defined as:

ILsRGB(z,y) = MCCM (DWB Ienhfraw(m,y)) ) (2)

where Dy is a diagonal matrix encoding the red and blue
white-balance (WB) gains, and My is the color correc-
tion matrix (CCM) interpolated based on these gains using
pre-calibrated camera-specific matrices [52]. WB gains are
typically stored in DNG metadata and estimated by the cam-
era’s on-board auto white balance (AWB) module, but can
also be predicted using learning-based AWB methods (e.g.,
[20, 52, 62]). Further discussion of learning-based AWB
integration is provided in Sec. 1.3 of the supplementary ma-
terial.

2.3. Photofinishing

The photofinishing module finalizes the image’s overall
‘look and feel’, covering both perceptual enhancements and
artistic picture styles. Rather than a single black-box net-
work, we design it as a modular module, since this stage
largely determines the final visual appearance and is key to
maintaining flexibility.

As illustrated in Fig. 2, the module operates on the down-
sampled image IstGB for efficiency and comprises five
steps: 1) digital gain to adjust brightness, 2) global tone
mapping (GTM) to refine global contrast, maintain percep-
tual brightness, and preserve highlights, 3) local tone map-
ping (LTM) to enhance local contrast and details, 4) chroma
mapping to adjust chromaticities, and 5) gamma correc-
tion to produce a display-referred output. These are im-
plemented by the functions fgain, form, frmms fenroma, and
fganma, €ach parameterized by image-specific coefficient(s)
predicted by lightweight neural networks (~200K parame-
ters in total): Dyain, Doru, Drrus Denromas a0d Dgamma.

A key challenge is the lack of ground-truth supervision
for individual photofinishing functions, making indepen-
dent optimization infeasible. We therefore train the entire
module end-to-end, with the main difficulty being to ensure
that each function performs its intended role (e.g., GTM ad-
justs global tone rather brightness). Our design encourages
such separation and interpretability, as detailed below.

The process begins with a digital gain adjustment:

Iéaln fgain (I%SRGB; dg) = dg ItsRGB? 3)

where d, is a global gain factor predicted by Dg,i,. Next,
tone mapping refines image contrast while maintaining per-
ceptual brightness. Although one could apply tone map-
ping only to the luminance channel (i.e., leaving chroma
to be modified solely by fcnroma), We found this design to



Figure 3. User-interactive photo-editing tool built on our modular ISP, providing full control over the rendering process, picture styles, and
editing options. The interface supports selecting or interpolating between styles and adjusting white balance, exposure, color, and overall
appearance. See the supplementary material (Sec. I) and the video (click to view) for details.

yield suboptimal results (see Sec. K.1.4 of the supplemen-
tary material). Instead, tone mapping is applied directly to
the scaled linear sSRGB channels of Iéa i n» treating all chan-

nels equally. The GTM function, fgry, is formulated as:

G(Tﬁ)(w7y) = fTM(Ié;i)n(Ly); agrm, beru,s CGTM)7 4)

where (x,y) indexes spatial locations and p € {R, G, B}.
Here, fcrw is simply an application of the shared tone-
mapping function fry using global parameters. The tone-
mapping function fry is defined as:

a
x’IM

®)

T Ay, by, Cry) = ,
fTM( ™, YTM TM) . N (CTM (17‘%)) by
where x € [0,1] is the normalized RGB intensity. The
image-specific parameters agrv, bgry, and cgry, predicted
by Dgry, primarily control: 1) midtone contrast through
the exponent acrv, 2) shadow compression via the slope
parameter bgry, and 3) highlight roll-off by scaling cgry,
which modulates the curvature at the upper end of the tone-
mapping curve.

The LTM stage complements the GTM by providing spa-
tially adaptive tone control. To achieve this, Dy com-
prises two subnetworks: 1) a multi-scale guidance subnet-
work that outputs a guidance map Gguige € R%X%Xl,
and 2) a grid-prediction subnetwork that processes both
Iéain and T%,, (concatenated along channels) to pre-
dict a coarse grid of tone-mapping parameters My €
RNa*NgxNex5 - where Ny, N, < H/4,W/4. Including
both inputs provides the grid-prediction subnetwork with
cues about the global tone-mapping behavior (from IéTM)
and the pre-tonemapped image content (from Iga in)> help-
ing it predict the coefficients applied to both inputs by the
LTM function f;ry, defined as:

Ii(P) — (1 _ WLTM(z,y)) Ii(P)

LTM(z,y) GTM(x,y)
+ Wi,y fmu (Xiﬁﬁ(z’y); Ay, (©)
Biru(ey), Crme,y)),
where X ry(z,y) is the locally scaled version of the gain-
adjusted linear SRGB image:

(p) _ 14
XLpTM(:c,y) - Igapin(z,y) GLTM(%Z/)’ 7

and the spatial coefficient maps:
A1y, By, Corm, Grow, W/LTM S R% T

are generated by sampling the grid My 1y via trilinear in-
terpolation using the guidance map Ggyiqe. The prelimi-
nary map W/, is then passed through a sigmoid activa-
tion to obtain W,py. This formulation enables the LTM to
build upon the globally tone-mapped image while flexibly
re-tone-mapping the gain-adjusted image as needed. See
Sec. K.1.4 in the supplementary material for ablations.

After tone mapping, chroma mapping refines the im-
age’s color components for enhancement or artistic styl-
ization. We implement this step using fenroma, an image-
specific learnable 2D chroma LuT operating in the CbCr
space. We opt for a 2D chroma LuT instead of predict-
ing an image-specific 3D RGB LuT to reduce memory us-
age and ensure that this stage affects only chromaticity.
Specifically, the tone-mapped image I%TM is converted to
YCbCr'. The chroma network Dy roma computes a differ-
entiable 2D histogram of the CbCr channels (see Sec. D
in the supplementary material for details), which is pro-
cessed by a learnable encoder-decoder network. The en-
coder extracts chroma features, which are modulated by a
latent vector derived from the Y channel. This vector is
produced by a lightweight luminance-guidance subnetwork
whose sigmoid-activated output scales the encoded chroma
features for brightness-dependent modulation. The modu-
lated features are decoded to predict a residual 2D LuT in
CbCr, added to a learnable global base LuT to form the fi-
nal L.y roma. The LuT is applied to the chroma channels
via bilinear interpolation, producing chroma-mapped CbCr
values that are combined with Y and converted back to a
pre-gamma, quasi-linear SRGB image, Iﬁhroma.

For artistic picture styles that involve stronger or more
stylized color manipulations, we found that augmenting
fenroma With an image-independent learnable 3D LuT im-
proves color expressiveness. This optional step performs

'We use the YCbCr ¢+ RGB conversion matrices defined in ITU-
R BT.709, assuming a 2.2 gamma-encoded sRGB space. Although our
input is not strictly 2.2 gamma, we adopt this approximation for simplicity
and differentiability.
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a trilinear lookup over an 11x11x11 LuT (Lggp) on the
tone-mapped RGB values before Dy roma and fenroma. The
3D LuT can capture rich color transformations that com-
plement the subsequent 2D chroma LuT (L. ons ), enhanc-
ing expressiveness in artistic picture modes. However, since
learning Lggp can interfere with the intended role of other
tone-mapping stages, we keep it optional.

At the final stage of photofinishing, we apply gamma
correction using fyamma, defined as:

)(1/7) C®

Iéamma = fqamma (I({hroma; 7) = (Iihroma
where -y is an image-specific factor predicted by Dyamma -

We train the five networks of our photofinishing module
(Dgain9 DGTM: DLTM, Dchromau and Dgamma)7 and Optionauy
Lz, jointly in an end-to-end manner by minimizing:

l:total = >\1 El + )\SSIM £SSIM + )\AE ZAE + )\perc gperc
+ ACbCr ECbCr + )\LUT*S ‘gLqus Jr )\TM KTM (9)
+ Avti-s Lrmv-s 4 Aluma £1uma-

The total loss integrates fidelity, perceptual, and regu-
larization components. Low-level terms ({1, sstu, fcpcr)
ensure pixel- and structure-level accuracy; fc,c, measures
chroma error between the predicted and de-gammaed (us-
ing the predicted ) ground-truth CbCr channels. Percep-
tual terms ({a g and £, ) enforce perceptual color and fea-
ture similarity, where ¢a g is a differentiable CIE A E' met-
ric and /e 18 VGG-based. Regularization terms (f1,7-s,
lrry-s, €1y, and £1,,,) stabilize learning and improve in-
terpretability: fr,r_s and ¢1y_s are total-variation smooth-
ness penalties for L., ona and the LTM coefficient maps.
£y enforces luminance consistency between the downsam-
pled global and full-resolution local tone-mapped Y chan-
nels and the Y channel of the de-gammaed ground truth,
balancing global contrast and local detail refinement, while
encouraging the GTM and LTM subnetworks to comple-
ment each other (avoiding dominance by either). Finally,
{1uma regularizes the GTM stage to preserve the average
brightness of the gain-adjusted image, ensuring contrast re-
finement without altering global brightness.

The coefficients A; control the relative strength of each
term. Details of the loss definitions, weighting factors,
training setup, and ablation studies are provided in the sup-
plementary material (Secs. I, G.2, and K.1.3).

2.4. Upsampling

For efficiency, photofinishing is performed on a downscaled
image, I} d produces T} hich is th -

ge, Ii srgs, and produces I3, .., which is then upsam
pled using the high-resolution linear SRGB image I} srcs as
guidance. We adopt bilateral grid upsampling (BGU) [29],
which computes an affine transform per grid cell by solv-

ing a regularized least-squares system. The original Halide

BGU constrains regularization to be achromatic (a single
scalar gain across channels) and uses grid blurring to han-
dle empty cells—both of which introduce limitations: 1)
enforced achromaticity causes color crosstalk, and 2) grid
blurring trades off detail for smoothness. We address these
issues with per-channel gated regularization that removes
the need for grid blurring. Each cell is regularized in-
dependently by channel, while empty cells fall back to
global per-channel gains derived from pooled grid statis-
tics. This design yields sharper, more faithful reconstruc-
tions (see Sec. E of the supplementary material for details).
The guided upsampling produces the photofinished image
1t € RIXWX3 which is then refined by the detail-

gamma
enhancement stage.

2.5. Detail Enhancement

The final stage of our pipeline applies a detail-enhancement
step to compensate for residual artifacts from denoising and
guided upsampling. The output image I, is obtained as:

Loue = fern (T o) » (10)

where fenn(+) is implemented as a compact fully convolu-
tional network D, y,. To train Dy, we first generate Igamma
for each training image using all preceding stages (with pre-
trained models), and use them as inputs. The network is op-
timized with a pixel-wise ¢; loss between the predicted and
ground-truth sSRGB images. Additional details are provided
in Sec. G.3 of the supplementary material.

We explored merging the raw- and detail-enhancement
stages by fine-tuning D.,, after training the photofinish-
ing module, aiming to pre-enhance image details before
resampling and thereby mitigate detail loss. However, this
approach was unstable and often failed to converge. Using
Denn as a separate final stage (with only ~50K parameters)
proved more robust and easier to train.

2.6. Photo-Editing Tool

To demonstrate the advantages of our modular design, we
developed a user-interactive photo-editing tool built on top
of our neural ISP. The tool provides full control over the
entire rendering process, supporting multiple picture styles
and additional editing adjustments (e.g., highlights, shad-
ows, contrast, and exposure) directly within the ISP pipeline
(see Fig. 3). To enhance camera-agnostic usability, we inte-
grated a “generic” denoiser trained on a diverse set of syn-
thetic and real noisy images, aimed at improving robustness
to unseen noise patterns (see Sec. H of the supplementary
material). The modular design also allows users to either
apply the camera’s AWB estimates or recompute WB gains
using recent illuminant estimation models [11, 16, 92], in-
cluding both camera-specific [16] and cross-camera vari-
ants [11].
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Figure 4. Qualitative comparison between our method and recent neural ISP methods (ISPDiffuser [70], LiteISP [91], and ParamISP [53])
on an example from the S24 test set [16]. Results are shown for the default picture style (Style #0) and the remaining artistic styles
(Styles #1-5). PSNR values with respect to the ground truth are shown in the lower-left corner of each image.

We draw inspiration from recent work on raw image
compression [15, 56, 80] and use the learning-based method
of [15] to embed the compressed raw data into the fi-
nal JPEG image. This enables unlimited post-editable
re-rendering under new settings with only a modest file
size increase. Additionally, a lightweight linearization net-
work [10] is included to synthesize a raw-like representation
from external SRGB images, allowing the tool to process na-
tive DNG files, SRGB JPEGs saved by our tool with embed-
ded raw, or standard SRGB inputs. Despite its versatility,
the entire tool (including photofinishing networks for mul-
tiple picture styles) requires only ~3.9 M parameters, far
fewer than competing neural ISPs (e.g., ISPDiffuser [70],
~20.9 M parameters for a single style; see Table | for pa-
rameter comparisons across methods). Comprehensive de-
tails and additional demonstrations are provided in the sup-
plementary material (Sec. I) and in the accompanying video
(click to view).

3. Experimental Results

We evaluated our modular ISP framework against re-
cent neural ISP methods, including black-box end-to-end
models (PyNet [48], LAN [69], LiteISP [91], Invertible-
ISP [85], FourierISP [44], MicrolISP [49], ISPDiffuser [70])
and multi-stage architectures (CIE XYZ Net [10],
ParamISP [53], and FlexISP [60]). We used the S24

dataset [16], which provides all data needed to train and
evaluate our framework. The dataset includes pseudo
ground-truth denoised raw images generated by Adobe
Lightroom’s Al-based denoiser (for training our denoising
module) and six ground-truth sRGB images per raw input,
corresponding to one default style (Style #0) and five artis-
tic styles (Styles #1-5), making it a suitable benchmark for
evaluating the scalability of our method in handling multi-
ple styles. The dataset comprises 2,619 training, 205 val-
idation, and 400 test pairs. For results on the MIT-Adobe
FiveK dataset [26], see Sec. K.2.2 in the supplementary ma-
terial.

We trained three denoising variants (D.,,): lite (0.25 M
parameters), base (0.93 M), and large (3.6 M), described in
Sec. C.1 of the supplementary material. These yield three
configurations of our full pipeline. Each module (denois-
ing, photofinishing, and detail enhancement) was trained
separately. Owing to our modular design, only the photofin-
ishing and detail-enhancement networks are style-specific,
while the denoiser is shared across all styles. This greatly
reduces training and memory requirements when support-
ing multiple picture styles, unlike prior methods that must
retrain and load the entire ISP pipeline into memory to adapt
to new styles. All baselines were trained per style using
their official implementations (see Sec. L in the supplemen-
tary material for details).
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Figure 5. Comparison among Project Indigo [55], the iPhone na-
tive camera ISP, and our method (using the generic denoiser and
cross-camera auto white balance). The image was captured using
the iPhone 13 Pro Max main camera.

3.1. Quantitative Results

We report the peak signal-to-noise ratio (PSNR), struc-
tural similarity index measure (SSIM) [81], LPIPS [89],
and A Fsggo [72] for quantitative evaluation. Table | sum-
marizes results on the default S24 style along with each
model’s parameter count. We present results for our three
variants (lite, base, and large) and ablations with/without
detail enhancement.

Further ablations are detailed in Sec. K.1 of the supple-
mentary material, covering: 1) denoising (Sec. K.1.1), 2)
guided upsampling (Sec. K.1.2), 3) photofinishing loss de-
sign (Sec. K.1.3), and 4) photofinishing design (Sec. K.1.4).
As shown in Table 1, our approach achieves state-of-the-art
results across all variants (even the lite model with 0.5M pa-
rameters), while LiteISP [91], the closest competitor, uses
9M parameters and yields ~2 dB lower PSNR.

Table 2 reports PSNR for all artistic styles (Styles #1-5),
with full metrics (SSIM, LPIPS, and A F5gg) provided in
Sec. K.2.4 of the supplementary material. For complete-
ness, we also compare with cmKAN [67], a lightweight
color-matching method trained to transfer colors from the
default style to the remaining styles. At test time, we ren-
dered images using our pipeline in the default style and
applied cmKAN as a post-processing color transfer (de-
noted ‘PP (cmKAN)’ in Table 2). This experiment aims
to highlight the advantage of performing style rendering di-
rectly from raw data vs. applying color transfer as a post-
processing step after rendering to the default style.

We further report the total parameters required to sup-
port all five artistic styles. Because our denoiser is shared,
the added cost per style is minimal—a key benefit of our
modular design. Table 2 lists results for our lite, base, and
large variants with/without detail enhancement and the op-
tional 3D LuT (Lggg).

As shown, our method achieves state-of-the-art results
across all styles while requiring a moderate number of pa-
rameters to support multiple styles compared to other meth-
ods. Furthermore, learning Ly consistently improves the
final results. However, we found that when training for the
default style—which primarily targets natural color render-
ing and high image quality rather than aggressive artistic

Table 1. Results on the S24 test set [16]. We report PSNR,
SSIM [81], LPIPS [89], and AE 2000 [72], along with the total
number of parameters for each method. Our method is evaluated
with different denoising model capacities (lite, base, and large),
with and without the enhancement network. The best results are
highlighted in yellow. Our method achieves state-of-the-art re-
sults, offers a modular design with full ISP control, requires a
moderate number of parameters, and runs efficiently on a single
GPU (~0.7 sec with the lite denoising model, ~0.95 sec with the
base model, and ~1.4 sec with the large model on an NVIDIA
GeForce RTX 4080 SUPER).

Method S24 Test Set

PSNRT | SSIM1 | LPIPS | | AE 2000 | #params
ISPDiffuser [70] 24.03 0.881 0.159 5918 20,938,890
PyNet [48] 23.80 0.869 0.100 6.277 47,548,170
CIE XYZ Net [10] 2332 0.860 0.124 7.024 1,348,789
FlexISP [60] 24.01 0.886 0.110 6.938 25,705,065
Invertible-ISP [85] 22.87 0.820 0.147 7.374 1,413,760
LAN [69] 23.11 0.812 0.116 6.765 46,847
MicroISP [49] 20.55 0.775 0.180 11.012 13,560
ParamISP [53] 24.32 0.841 0.115 6.135 1,420,000
LiteISP [91] 25.49 0.897 0.074 5.521 9,094,000
FourierISP [44] 24.50 0913 0.096 5.928 7,589,736
Ours (lite, w/o enhancement) | 2636 | 0.878 | 0071 | 4413 | 452447
Ours (base, w/o enhancement) 26.48 0.883 0.065 4.282 1,139,907
Ours (large, w/o enhancement) 26.51 0.884 0.064 4.253 3,841,547
Ours (lite, w/ enhancement) 27.37 0916 0.060 4.059 503,082
Ours (base, w/ enhancement) 27.52 0.922 0.055 3.938 1,190,542
Ours (large, w/ enhancement) 27.57 0.923 0.054 3.913 3,892,182

Table 2. Results across the S24 dataset picture styles (Styles #1—
5) [16]. We report the average PSNR for each target style, along
with the total number of parameters required to support all five
styles. The best results in each column are highlighted in yellow.

Method (for all styles)
ISPDiffuser [70] 25.60 | 27.30 | 25.02 | 25.93 | 26.83 104,694,450
PyNet [48] 2436 | 2594 | 24.70 | 24.34 | 26.32 | 237,740,850
CIE XYZ Net [10] 2240 | 24.05 | 22.00 | 22.26 | 24.67 6,743,945
PP (cmKAN) [67] 20.93 | 23.04 | 21.85 | 2091 | 21.3 384,535
FlexISP [60] 24.86 | 27.47 | 25.23 | 23.96 | 24.65 128,525,325
Invertible-ISP [85] 23.48 | 26.35 | 23.84 | 23.33 | 24.90 7,068,800
LAN [69] 2298 | 23.74 | 23.47 | 22.80 | 25.38 234,235
MicrolSP [49] 20.30 | 23.66 | 21.45 | 20.34 | 22.68 67,800
ParamISP [53] 2497 | 27.11 | 24.77 | 24.18 | 25.43 7,100,000
LiteISP [91] 26.66 | 28.33 | 26.31 | 25.04 | 28.07 45,470,000
FourierISP [44] 25.19 | 28.03 | 25.38 | 24.74 | 27.41 37,948,680
Ours (lite, wioenh) | 25.16 | 28.09 | 25.66 | 2547 | 27.08 | 1281343
Ours (base, w/o enh.) 25.28 | 28.19 | 25.73 | 25.55 | 27.19 1,968,803
Ours (large, w/o enh.) 2531 | 2822 | 25.75 | 25.58 | 27.23 4,670,443
Ours (lite, w/o enh., w/3D LuT) [ 26.39 | 29.21 | 26.69 | 26.35 | 27.93 1,347,950
Ours (base, w/o enh., w/ 3D LuT) | 26.52 | 29.29 | 26.79 | 26.47 | 28.13 2,035,410
Ours (large, w/o enh., w/ 3D LuT) | 26.56 | 29.31 | 26.83 | 26.51 | 28.19 4,737,050
Ours (lite, w/ enh., w/3D LuT) | 26.56 | 28.92 | 26.78 | 26.66 | 28.73 1,550,490
Ours (base, w/ enh., w/3D LuT) | 26.71 | 28.99 | 26.78 | 26.79 | 28.95 2,237,950
Ours (large, w/ enh., w/ 3D LuT) | 26.75 | 29.01 | 26.83 | 26.84 | 29.03 4,939,590

stylization—learning the 3D LuT may not provide benefits
and can even lead to slight degradations in some metrics.
See Sec. K.1.4 of the supplementary material for further ab-
lation analysis.

3.2. Qualitative Results

Figure 4 shows a qualitative comparison between our
method and recent neural ISP approaches [53, 70, 91] on an
example from the S24 test set. Rendered images are shown
for the default picture style (Style #0) and the artistic styles,
along with their corresponding ground truths. Our method
consistently delivers higher visual quality across all styles.
Additional examples are provided in Sec. K.2.5 of the sup-
plementary material.



Cross-Camera Generalization. As described in Sec. 2.6,
our photo-editing tool integrates generic denoisers and
cross-camera AWB models to extend applicability to un-
seen cameras. Figure 5 presents a qualitative comparison
on an image captured with the iPhone 13 Pro Max main
camera, comparing our result (using the generic denoiser
and cross-camera AWB) with the native iPhone ISP and
Project Indigo [55]. Our method delivers visual quality
comparable to both, despite not using any iPhone data dur-
ing training. This capability is further illustrated in Fig. 1,
showing results on another camera unseen during train-
ing. Such generalization arises from our modular design,
which allows switching between camera-specific models
(e.g., trained on the S24 dataset) and generic ones for
unseen devices, while maintaining visually pleasing out-
put. Additional examples and discussion on cross-camera
generalization are provided in the supplementary material
(Secs. H and 1.3).

User Study. To evaluate perceptual quality, we conducted
a user study comparing our method against the Samsung
S24 native camera ISP and Adobe Lightroom. We captured
45 scenes with the S24 main camera in Pro mode (sav-
ing DNG files) and re-captured the same scenes using the
native app. The captured scenes covered indoor, outdoor
daylight, sunset, and low-light conditions. DNG files were
processed using Adobe Lightroom (auto enhancement) and
our method. For each scene, participants viewed three ver-
sions (ours, native ISP, and Lightroom) in random order and
selected their preferred image under four criteria: ‘color
quality’, ‘brightness & contrast’, ‘sharpness & detail’, and
‘overall preference’. Twenty participants took part in the
study. Our method was consistently preferred, achieving
53.2% in ‘color quality’, 46.4% in ‘brightness & contrast’,
43.4% in ‘sharpness & detail’, and 51.4% in ‘overall pref-
erence’, out of three versions compared, outperforming the
closest competitor by +13.9-27.0%. More details are pro-
vided in Sec. J of the supplementary material.

4. Conclusion and Discussion

In this paper, we have presented a learning-based modu-
lar ISP framework that offers fine-grained control across
the raw-to-sRGB image rendering process. We evaluated
three variants of our framework—Ilite (~0.5 M parame-
ters), base (~1.2 M), and large (~3.9 M)—all of which
have lightweight to moderate capacity and can process a
12-megapixel image in about a second or less on a sin-
gle GPU. Across all variants, our method achieves state-
of-the-art results on nearly all picture styles in the S24
dataset [16], and competitive results on the MIT-Adobe
FiveK dataset [26] (see Sec. K.2.2 in the supplementary
material), while requiring significantly fewer parameters
than the closest competing methods. Beyond high-quality

urs w/ MS and -
refinement

Figure 6. Our pipeline may produce halo artifacts or color incon-
sistencies in flat regions near edges. These artifacts can be miti-
gated via multi-scale (MS) processing and post-refinement of LTM
maps. Image captured using the S24 main camera.

Input raw image Ours

rendering, our framework consists of interpretable stages,
making debugging and handling corner cases easier com-
pared to previous black-box, non-interpretable end-to-end
neural ISP designs. Furthermore, the modularity of our
design makes scalability more practical and enables better
generalization to unseen cameras. Our framework also of-
fers strong flexibility throughout the rendering process. To
highlight this flexibility, we implemented a user-interactive
photo-editing tool built on top of our modular ISP that en-
ables fine-grained control over the rendering pipeline, in-
cluding picture styles and editing options.

Despite these advantages, our method faces a few chal-
lenges. First, in certain corner cases, halo artifacts may ap-
pear near edges in backlit scenes. Because of the modular
structure of our framework, we were able to analyze this
issue and identify its origin in the LTM process. These
artifacts can be mitigated by applying multi-scale (MS)
processing and post-processing refinement of the predicted
LTM maps. We discuss this in detail in the supplementary
material (Sec. B.1) and show an example in Fig. 6, compar-
ing the original artifact and the mitigated result using MS
and refinement.

Another challenge in training our framework is the need
for reference denoised images to supervise the denoising
modules, along with camera AWB and CCM data for color
correction. While pseudo ground-truths for denoising can
be obtained using Al-based third-party denoisers, the ab-
sence of DNG files makes it difficult to generate such
pseudo ground-truth data or to obtain the necessary color-
correction data for training. In Sec. B.2 of the supplemen-
tary material, we discuss this issue and present a practical
strategy for obtaining the missing data when DNG files are
unavailable. Using the Zurich Raw-to-sRGB dataset [48]
as a case study, we demonstrate how our workflow can train
the proposed method effectively, achieving results compara-
ble to the top-performing methods despite the lack of DNG
files and with roughly half or fewer parameters compared
to existing alternatives—while maintaining a high degree
of modularity not offered by other methods.
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Input raw image Intermediate stages of our modular ISP Our final rendered image Re-rendering w/ diff. picture styles & edits

Figure 7. Intermediate outputs of our modular neural ISP, including denoising, color correction, digital gain, global tone mapping, local
tone mapping, chroma mapping, gamma correction and detail enhancement. Different picture styles and edits are also shown (right). From
top to bottom and left to right (for the styles and edits on the right), the first five images correspond to Styles #1-5 of the S24 dataset [16],
while the remaining ones show results with additional edits and style adjustments. The first example was captured using an iPhone 15
main camera, the second using an iPhone 13 main camera, and the third using a Samsung S24 main camera. Note that none of the training
images were captured with, or include any synthetic data derived from, iPhone devices, underscoring the robustness and generalization
capability of our method to unseen cameras.



In the main paper, we presented our modular neural im-
age signal processing (ISP) framework, which enables ac-
curate raw-to-sSRGB rendering through a modular design
that provides full control over the rendering process and
supports different picture styles. This modularity allows the
framework to be flexibly tuned to produce desired capture-
time outputs or to function as an interactive photo editor
(see Fig. 7). We provide this supplementary material to fur-
ther clarify how our method is developed, how it can be
configured for capture-time deployment, and how it can al-
ternatively be used as an interactive image-processing tool.
Specifically, in Sec. A, we describe our GPU-accelerated
iterative bilateral solver, which we use to mitigate halo arti-
facts that may occur in some corner cases. Handling chal-
lenging artifacts (with the help of the GPU-accelerated bi-
lateral solver) and training with incomplete datasets are dis-
cussed in detail in Sec. B.

We then elaborate on the design of the deep networks
used in this work in Sec. C and provide additional informa-
tion about the differentiable histogram used in the chroma
mapping network in Sec. D. Afterwards, we describe the
guided upsampling regularization used in our implementa-
tion in Sec. E. Details of the photofinishing loss functions
are provided in Sec. F, and the training details of our net-
works are presented in Sec. G.

In Sec. H, we discuss our efforts to improve the general-
ization of our method across cameras. Sec. I describes our
graphical user interface tool, built on top of our method,
which includes additional editing capabilities. In Sec. J, we
present further details of the user study conducted as part
of our evaluation. Lastly, in Sec. K, we provide extensive
ablation studies of the pipeline components, along with ad-
ditional results and comparisons. Further evaluation details
for both the main paper and this supplementary material are
provided in Sec. L.

A. GPU-Accelerated Iterative Bilateral Solver

To mitigate residual artifacts that occasionally appear in
corner cases of our local tone-mapping (LTM) stage, we add
an optional guided refinement step. Edge-aware smooth-
ing is a natural choice for this purpose. The Fast Bilateral
Solver (FBS) [19] is particularly effective: it minimizes a
quadratic objective with bilateral affinities, thereby enforc-
ing edge adherence while propagating low-frequency infor-
mation. However, the original solver is not GPU-friendly.
FBS constructs a sparse bilateral grid and solves a large
symmetric positive definite (SPD) system using precondi-
tioned conjugate gradient (PCG). This involves repeated
gather-scatter operations between pixel and grid spaces,
dominated by memory access rather than arithmetic, and
converges slowly under the Jacobi preconditioner. These
factors make direct GPU acceleration of FBS inefficient.

A.1l. Quadratic Objective in Image Space

We propose a lightweight image-space variant that pre-
serves the FBS energy while avoiding the bilateral grid.
Given an initial tensor M and a guidance image Z, we solve
for a refined output 'Y by minimizing the following energy:
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where A (p) denotes a local kxk neighborhood around
pixel p, and W, (Z2) are bilateral affinities defined based
on the guidance image Z:
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with (o, 0,.) controlling the spatial and range scales. The
guidance image, Z, is computed as the luminance of the
input RGB image using a weighted combination of the red,
green, and blue channels, with respective weights of 0.2989,
0.5870, and 0.1140.

A.2. Iterative Solver

Instead of solving Eq. 11 with PCG, we pre-compute the bi-
lateral weights W, (Z) once (per image) and apply a fixed
number of successive over-relaxation (SOR) updates [86].
Initializing Y (©) = M, each pixel p is updated as:

(t)
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with relaxation w € [1,2). In our implementation, W,,,(Z)
are normal'ized such that 3 c s ) qu({’Z ) = 1,' making
the denominator A + 1. The same normalized weights are
reused across channels and iterations.

A.3. GPU Implementation and Efficiency

All steps in Eq. 14 are implemented using dense tensor
primitives (unfold, pointwise operations, and reductions)
that are highly optimized on GPUs (see Algorithm 1). We
use reflective padding to avoid border bias and pre-compute
W, (Z) once per image, reusing it across channels and it-
erations. Unless otherwise stated, our implementation uses
the following default values: k=7, 0,=3.0px, 0,=0.01,
A=10"3, nj46,=80, and w=1.6.

With n;t, =80, our GPU-based iterative solver achieves
an ~ 11x wall-clock speedup over the original CPU-based
FBS while producing visually comparable refinements. On
CPU, however, it is slower than FBS due to the overhead



Algorithm 1 GPU-Accelerated Iterative Bilateral Solver

Require: Guidance Z, input tensor M, kernel size £k,
scales (0g,0,.), smoothness ), iterations njter, relax-
ation w

1: Pad Z with reflect, extract kxk neighborhoods us-
ingunfold

2: Compute range weights exp(—(AZ)?/202)

3: Compute spatial weights exp(—||Apl|?/202)

4: Form bilateral affinities W,, and normalize so
Zq Wy, =1

5: Initialize Y(©) < M

6: fort = 0 to njer — 1 do

7: Extract kX k neighborhoods of Y*) with unfold

8 Compute smooth term ' W, Y(gt)

9: Compute target (A M, 4+ smooth) /(A + 1)

10:  Update YO « Y 4 (target — Y®))

11: end for

12: return Y (Piter)

of repeated dense tensor operations (see Fig. 8 for runtime
Vs. Niter 0N @ 750x 1000 guidance image). Since our frame-
work assumes GPU availability in most deployment scenar-
ios, the GPU-accelerated solver offers a clear practical ad-
vantage.

Our GPU-accelerated solver retains the FBS energy [19]
but replaces the bilateral-grid PCG solver with a local SOR
scheme. While this sacrifices exact convergence guaran-
tees, it enables efficient and straightforward GPU imple-
mentation with sufficient quality in practice. Beyond mit-
igating artifacts in our LTM module (see Fig. 9), the pro-
posed GPU-accelerated refinement can also serve as a gen-
eral edge-aware post-processing method (see Fig. 10). Pro-
viding a thorough evaluation of our modified solver across
different datasets and tasks is beyond the scope of this pa-
per, but we consider this an important direction for future
work.

B. Challenges and Potential Solutions

In this section, we discuss key challenges of the proposed
framework along with potential solutions. We begin with
artifacts in the LTM stage, where in rare cases (particularly
under strong backlighting), halo artifacts may appear. To
address this, we introduce two optional lightweight steps
that can be user-enabled, since applying them indiscrimi-
nately may reduce accuracy (as explained in the next sub-
section). We next consider the case of training on an in-
complete dataset that lacks some of the essential informa-
tion required by our method. For this purpose, we use the
Zurich Raw-to-sRGB dataset [48], which, in addition to the
aforementioned challenges, introduces further difficulties
due to unaligned raw and ground-truth sRGB training pairs.
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Figure 8. Runtime of the guided refinement process on a

750x 1000 guide image for different iteration counts niter. We
compare the Fast Bilateral Solver (FBS) [19] on CPU with
our modified bilateral refinement on both CPU and GPU. Since
our pipeline is primarily intended for GPU deployment, the
modified bilateral refinement provides an efficient and practi-
cal replacement for FBS. Runtimes were measured on an In-
tel Core 17-14700K CPU and an NVIDIA GeForce RTX 4080 SU-
PER GPU (16 GB VRAM).

Specifically, we describe how our framework can still be
trained when key data are missing, such as ground-truth de-
noised raw images or DNG metadata (e.g., illuminant color
and color correction matrices).

B.1. Mitigating Artifacts

We optionally apply two lightweight steps that suppress ha-
los while preserving edges: 1) a multi-scale aggregation of
LTM coefficient predictions, followed by 2) the edge-aware
bilateral refinement discussed in Sec. A.

We adopt a multi-scale strategy to improve robustness
and suppress halo artifacts in challenging cases (e.g., strong
backlighting). Specifically, the input image after digital
gain Igain and its global tone-mapped version IéTM are
processed at progressively downsampled resolutions using
scale factors: S = {1.0,0.5,0.25,0.125,0.0625}.

At each scale s € S, if s # 1.0, both Itain and IéTM
are bilinearly downsampled; otherwise the original resolu-
tion is used. From the input Iéam(s) at each scale s, we
then generate a guidance map using our multi-scale guid-
ance subnetwork (see Sec. C.5), followed by a smoothing
step. In particular, the guidance map is first extended using
reflection padding. We then apply average pooling over a
5x5 spatial window, producing a gently varying guidance
signal that stabilizes the slicing coefficients while preserv-
ing the overall luminance structure needed for high-quality
upsampling.

The pair (I¢

gain(s)

I

GTM(S)) is concatenated and fed into
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Figure 9. Comparison of 1) multi-scale processing for generating
LTM coefficient maps, 2) Fast Bilateral Solver (FBS) [19] as a
post-processing step, 3) our modified bilateral refinement in place
of FBS, and 4) our refinement applied after multi-scale process-
ing. The input is a linear sSRGB image generated from a pseudo
ground-truth denoised image in the S24 validation set [16]. We
report PSNR between the photofinishing output (downsampled to
one-quarter resolution) and the corresponding ground truth, along
with the runtime overhead for each approach, measured on an In-
tel Core 17-14700K CPU and an NVIDIA GeForce RTX 4080 SU-
PER GPU.

the grid-prediction subnetwork (see Sec. C.5) to produce a
coefficient grid. Bilateral slicing using the guidance map
Gguige(s) after the aforementioned smoothing step, yields
scale-specific coefficient maps, which are upsampled to full
resolution when s # 1.0. The upsampled coefficient maps
from all scales are then averaged to obtain the final output.

This strategy integrates information from coarse-to-
fine representations, improving stability and reducing ar-
tifacts. After multi-scale processing, we apply our GPU-
accelerated bilateral refinement (Sec. A) to further refine the
predicted coefficient maps, using Iéa i, as the guide. These
two steps together significantly mitigate halo artifacts in dif-
ficult scenes (see Fig. 11).

Applying these steps blindly was found to reduce accu-
racy, as they also affect the strength of the LTM. To quantify
this effect, we report results in Table 3 using the photofin-
ishing module. We use pseudo ground-truth denoised im-
ages at one-quarter resolution as input (after white balanc-
ing and color correction) and evaluate against the corre-
sponding sSRGB ground-truth images at the same resolution
from the S24 test set [16]. We compare the accuracy of our
trained photofinishing module (Style #0, the default style)

Table 3. Results of our method with and without multi-scale pro-
cessing and refinement of local tone mapping in the photofinish-
ing module. Input images are linear SRGB generated from pseudo
ground-truth denoised images in the S24 test set [16], downsam-
pled to one-quarter resolution. Outputs are compared against the
ground truth at the same resolution. The best results are high-
lighted in yellow.

S24 Test Set ‘
1/4 (LsRGB/sRGB)
Method PSNRT | SSIM 1T
Default (w/o multi-scale and refinement) 27.49 0.939
w/ multi-scale and refinement 26.28 0.929

with and without the multi-scale processing and refinement
designed to mitigate the rare halo artifacts observed in chal-
lenging scenes.

As shown, applying these steps indiscriminately de-
grades accuracy, so they remain user-controlled and can be
enabled or disabled as needed.

B.2. Misaligned and Incomplete Datasets

Training our method requires access to scene illuminant
vectors and color correction matrices (CCMs) for the train-
ing images (information typically available in DNG files)
along with denoised “ground-truth” images. The latter can
be generated from DNG files using Al-based blind denois-
ers such as the one in Adobe Lightroom, as in the S24
dataset [16]. Missing DNG files (or the extracted data they
contain) pose a challenge for training our method. In addi-
tion, if the ground-truth sSRGB images are misaligned with
the corresponding raw inputs, this introduces another source
of difficulty.

The Zurich Raw-to-sRGB dataset [48] provides an ideal
test case for studying these issues, since it lacks both DNG
files and the required metadata, and its raw-sRGB pairs are
not spatially aligned. We therefore expect a degradation
in accuracy, as our design does not explicitly handle mis-
aligned training pairs. Nevertheless, this scenario is valu-
able for illustrating how our framework can be adapted to
operate with missing data and for analyzing the resulting
impact on accuracy.

The Zurich dataset consists of raw images captured with
a smartphone camera and their corresponding JPEGs from
a DSLR camera, but the pairs are not strictly pixel-aligned
due to lens distortion, hand-held capture, and other factors.
Although such a dataset is useful for evaluating robustness,
it does not reflect the typical scenario, as obtaining aligned
paired datasets is feasible in practice, as demonstrated by
the S24 dataset [16] and the MIT-Adobe FiveK dataset [26].

The remainder of this section describes how we address
these missing elements to enable training of our frame-
work and analyzes the effect of misalignment in the Zurich
dataset on the resulting performance.



Input low-resolution image (100x75) Reference image (2000x1500)

Result of the Fast Bilateral Solver
(2000x1500) — 8.7 seconds on CPU

Result of our modified solver
(2000x1500) — 0.9 seconds on GPU

High-resolution source image

Figure 10. Comparison of our modified bilateral refinement with the original Fast Bilateral Solver (FBS) [19]. The proposed modified
bilateral refinement achieves comparable or improved results while running efficiently on GPU. The reference image is from the S24 test
set [16]; the high-resolution source was generated in Adobe Photoshop and downsampled to 100x 75 to obtain the low-resolution input.
Runtimes were measured on an Intel Core i7-14700K CPU and an NVIDIA GeForce RTX 4080 SUPER GPU (16 GB VRAM).

Input raw image w/o MS processing or

refinement

w/ MS processing and
refinement
Figure 11. Halo artifact suppression using the proposed multi-
scale (MS) processing and guided refinement of the predicted LTM
coefficients. Images were captured with the S24 main camera.

Pseudo Ground-Truth Denoised Images. To generate
pseudo ground-truth denoised images, we apply an inverse
2.2 gamma to the ground-truth sRGB image, producing a
“linearized” estimate I,;,. The use of 2.2 gamma is a prac-
tical approximation; in reality, camera ISPs typically apply
a sequence of non-linear operators that cannot be fully in-
verted by this simple correction [9]. We then compute a
global non-linear color mapping (CM) function fqy : R® —
R3? that maps I,;, to the input raw domain by solving the
following optimization problem:

mg?mHkMLm)—Lwﬁ7 (15)

where fcy is computed via linear regression with a polyno-
mial kernel expansion, after saturated pixels are discarded.
The pseudo ground-truth denoised raw is then obtained as:

Ipseudo = fCM(Ilin>- (16)

Illuminant Estimation. Since no illuminant metadata is
provided in the Zurich dataset, we estimate the camera il-
luminant as the mean RGB of the demosaiced raw im-
age, equivalent to applying the gray-world assumption [25].
While this provides only a rough estimate, the resulting
error can be compensated for by the computed CCM de-
scribed below.

Color Correction. The Zurich dataset also lacks CCMs,
so we solve for a 3x3 matrix C that maps white-balanced
raw colors r’ (with the estimated gray-world illuminant) to
the corresponding sSRGB values s:

min [|[r'CT — |3, (17)

subject to each row of C summing to 1 (to approximately
preserve intensity). We solve this constrained least-squares
optimization with non-negativity bounds using sequential
least squares programming (SLSQP). In practice, the com-
puted CCM compensates for errors in the estimated illumi-
nant to produce colors close to the target images.

After these steps, we obtain the main components re-
quired to train our framework: input raw images, pseudo
ground-truth denoised images, illuminant vectors, and
CCMs to map the denoised raw images into linear sSRGB
space before training the photofinishing module. This
allows us to train the framework as described in the
main paper (more details of the training are available in
Sec. G). Specifically, we train the denoising network and
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Figure 12. Comparison of predicted local tone mapping coefficients under different configurations: 1) without multi-scale processing,
2) with multi-scale processing, and 3) with multi-scale processing and guided refinement. For each configuration, we show intermediate
outputs after LTM (first row) and the final SRGB outputs. The input images to the LTM module (linear SRGB after digital gain and after

global tone mapping) and the ground truth are shown in the top row. The shown example is from the S24 test set [16].

the photofinishing module separately, then generate semi-
final images before training the detail-enhancement net-
work. Since the Zurich dataset provides 448 x448 semi-
aligned patches, we train the detail-enhancement network
on patches of the same size, rather than the 512x512
patches used in the main paper experiments. Moreover,
we disable the downsampling step before the photofinishing
module and the guided upsampling after it when generat-
ing paired examples for the enhancement network and dur-

ing evaluation, since testing is also performed on 448 x448
patches.

We report the results of our method in Table 4. As shown,
our method does not achieve state-of-the-art results on the
Zurich dataset, unlike on the S24 dataset [ 16]. Nevertheless,
our workflow enables training on incomplete datasets such
as Zurich and still yields competitive results, outperforming
methods with a comparable number of parameters that lack
the modularity of our framework (e.g., [10, 69]). Compared



Table 4. Results on the Zurich Raw-to-sRGB dataset [48]. We
report PSNR, SSIM [81], LPIPS [89], and AE 2000 [72], along
with the total number of parameters for each method. While the
Zurich dataset poses challenges for our framework due to mis-
alignment and missing metadata, our method still achieves com-
petitive results, with about a 1 dB drop in PSNR, while requiring
significantly fewer parameters. The best results are highlighted in
yellow.

Method
PSNRT | SSIM7T | LPIPS| | AE 2000 | | # params
PyNet [48] 21.19 0.747 0.193 NA 47,548,170
CIE XYZ Net [10] 19.75 0.697 0.408 9.283 1,348,789
LiteISP [91] 21.55 0.749 0.187 NA 9,094,000
FourierISP [44] 21.65 0.755 0.182 NA 7,589,736
LAN [69] 19.46 0.730 NA NA 46,847
Ours (lite, w/oenhancement) | 1957 | 0717 | 0401 | 9448 | 452447
Ours (base, w/o enhancement) 19.57 0.718 0.405 9.415 1,139,907
Ours (large, w/o enhancement) 19.73 0.721 0.397 9.257 3,841,547
Ours (lite, w/ enhancement) 20.68 0.726 0.390 8.306 503,082
Ours (base, w/ enhancement) 20.71 0.727 0.393 8.246 1,190,542
Ours (large, w/ enhancement) 20.76 0.729 0.386 8.221 3,892,182

to the best-performing method [44] in As shown in Table 4,
our model requires substantially fewer parameters (~500 K
with the lite denoising network and ~3.9 M with the large
variant; see Sec. C.1 for configurational details of the de-
noising network variants), while achieving less than a 1 dB
drop in PSNR (compared to ~7.6 M parameters for the ref-
erence method [44]). Moreover, the modular design of our
framework provides greater flexibility, making the render-
ing pipeline easier to control, scale, debug, and customize.

C. Design of Networks

This section details the architectures of the networks that
form our proposed framework.

C.1. Raw-Denoising Network

For the raw-denoising network (D..,), we employ three
variants of the NAFNet architecture [30], which differ only
in their base channel width and thus span different points on
the accuracy-efficiency trade-off. The lite, base, and large
variants differ in their initial channel width (4, 8, and 16
channels, respectively), which is doubled after each encoder
stage. This scaling leads to progressively larger bottleneck
widths (64, 128, and 256 channels, respectively) and total
capacities of approximately 0.25 M, 0.93 M, and 3.6 M pa-
rameters. All three networks share the same overall design:
a four-stage encoder—decoder with skip connections and a
middle stage of four residual blocks. Each network oper-
ates in a residual-learning manner, predicting a correction
that is added back to the input raw image. The encoder
and decoder are composed of [2, 2, 4, 8] and [2, 2, 2, 2]
NAF blocks per stage, respectively. Each block consists
of lightweight NAF modules with depthwise convolutions,
channel attention, and simple gating to realize an activation-
free nonlinearity. Layer normalization and learnable scale
parameters are applied to stabilize training. The networks

are fully convolutional and maintain compatibility with raw
images of arbitrary resolution.

C.2. Attention and Multi-Branch Blocks

In our photofinishing module, the networks employ a
lightweight attention mechanism and multi-branch convo-
lutional (MBConv) blocks. Specifically, we adopt the co-
ordinate attention (CA) mechanism [45] with some modifi-
cations. Specifically, we replace Batch Normalization [50]
with Group Normalization [82] to ensure consistent behav-
ior under small batch sizes. We employ the LeakyReLU
activation in all CA blocks. To prevent overly narrow bot-
tlenecks in low-channel layers, we impose a lower bound
of eight channels on the reduced dimensionality, computed
as max(8, Cin-ca/rca), where Ci,_ca is the input channel
count and ¢, is the reduction ratio. The reduction ratio is
set to 4 by default, except for the luminance-guidance sub-
network within the chroma-mapping network, where we use
rea=2.

The MBConv block is designed to capture features at
multiple receptive-field scales while maintaining low com-
putational cost. As shown in Fig. 13, the block consists of
three depthwise convolution branches that operate in par-
allel. The first branch uses a 3x3 kernel without dilation
to capture fine local details. The second branch also uses
a 3x3 kernel but with dilation set to 2, allowing the con-
volution to gather broader contextual information without
increasing parameters. The third branch employs a larger
5x5 kernel to further expand the receptive field and capture
smoother structural variations. Each branch begins with re-
flection padding, followed by a depthwise convolution and
a LeakyReLU activation function. The outputs from all
branches are summed and then fused by a 1x1 convolu-
tion to produce the final aggregated feature map. This de-
sign effectively enhances receptive-field diversity without
increasing the number of parameters or channels.

We provide ablation studies on the impact of using
the MBConv blocks and the CA mechanism on the final
photofinishing results in Sec. K.1.4.

C.3. Gain and Gamma-Correction Networks

Both the digital-gain (Dgsin) and gamma-correction
(Dgamma) networks share the same lightweight convolu-
tional architecture, designed to predict a single global scalar
factor that adjusts exposure or that is used for gamma cor-
rection. The two networks differ only in their output ranges.

As illustrated in Fig. 14, the input image is first resized
to a fixed resolution of 128x 128 using bilinear interpola-
tion. The network then begins with a 33 convolution layer
with reflection padding, followed by Group Normalization
(two groups) and a LeakyReL.U activation. The features are
processed by an MBConv block to capture multi-scale spa-
tial context, followed by a CA block to encode long-range
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Figure 13. Structure of the multi-branch convolutional block (MB-
Conv). The input feature map is processed in three parallel depth-
wise convolution branches. Each branch applies reflection padding
before the convolution and a LeakyReLU activation afterward.
The outputs from all branches are summed and then fused through
a convolution layer to produce the final aggregated feature map.
This block preserves the number of channels (i.e., C', = C'.0).

dependencies along both spatial directions. Another 3x3
convolution and LeakyReLU activation refine the features
before global pooling.

Two stages of average pooling are used to progressively
compress spatial information: first to one-quarter of the in-
put resolution (i.e., 128 x 128 —32x32), and then to a single
1x1 feature vector. The resulting vector is passed through
a fully connected layer with a Sigmoid activation to pro-
duce a normalized scalar value in the range [0, 1]. Reflec-
tion padding is applied to all convolutions to prevent border
artifacts, and the total number of trainable parameters for
each network (digital-gain and gamma-correction) is 6,587.

For the digital-gain stage, the predicted scalar is lin-
early mapped to the range [0.25, 4.0] (equivalent to approx-
imately exposure value [EV] [—2, +2]), producing a gain
factor d, that scales image intensities before tone and color
processing. For gamma correction, the normalized output is
mapped to the range [1.2, 3.0], yielding a gamma factor .

C.4. Global Tone Mapping Network

The global tone-mapping (GTM) network (Dgry), consist-
ing of 28,369 learnable parameters, predicts three positive
parameters that define a parametric tone curve applied to
the linear SRGB image after digital gain (Iéa in)- As shown
in Fig. 15, the input image is first resized to 128128 us-
ing bilinear interpolation. The backbone begins with a 3x3
convolution (10 channels) with reflection padding, followed
by Group Normalization (two groups) and a LeakyReLLU
activation. The resulting features are processed by an MB-
Conv block and a CA block to enhance spatial context
modeling. Two subsequent 3x3 convolutions (20 channels
each, reflection padding) with LeakyReLU activations fur-
ther refine the features. Spatial information is then pro-
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Figure 14. Architecture of the network used for both the digital
gain and gamma correction (6,587 parameters). The input image
is first resized to a fixed resolution 128 <128, then processed by
a convolutional layers with Group Normalization (2 groups) and
LeakyReLU activation, followed by multi-branch convolutional
and coordinate-attention blocks. After two stages of adaptive pool-
ing, a fully connected layer with Sigmoid activation predicts a
scalar in [0, 1], which is linearly mapped to the target range for
either digital gain ([0.25, 4.0]) or gamma ([1.2, 3.0]). The num-
ber of channels at each stage is indicated in green.

gressively aggregated through adaptive average pooling to
16x 16, followed by a 3x3 convolution (40 channels, re-
flection padding) and LeakyReLU activation, another adap-
tive pooling to 4 x4, and a final 3 x3 convolution (40 chan-
nels, reflection padding) with LeakyReLU activation. A fi-
nal global average pooling reduces the feature map to 1x 1.
The flattened feature vector is passed through a fully con-
nected layer that produces three outputs, followed by a Soft-
plus activation to ensure (acry, bery, Corm) > 0.

C.5. Local Tone-Mapping Network

The LTM network, D1y (120,215 learnable parameters),
predicts spatially varying coefficients that locally modu-
late the tone-mapping behavior applied to the linear sSRGB
image after digital gain (Iéain) and global tone mapping
(IéTM). Unlike the global tone-mapping network (Sec. C.4),
which predicts a single set of global parameters (agry, borm,
and cgry), the LTM network produces per-pixel coefficient
maps (Apra, By, Crrv, Gy, and Wyry) that enable
locally adaptive tone mapping and exposure adjustment.
The LTM network consists of two main components: 1)
a multi-scale guidance subnetwork and 2) a grid-prediction
subnetwork, as shown in Fig. 16. The multi-scale guidance
subnetwork derives a guidance map from one of the color
channels of Iéain. It processes three progressively down-
sampled versions of the luminance channel (x1, x1/2, and
x 1/4 scales) using parallel convolutional branches, each
composed of a 33 convolution (reflection padding), Group
Normalization (2 groups), LeakyReLU activation, an MB-
Conv block, and a CA block, followed by four additional
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Figure 15. Architecture of the global tone-mapping (GTM) net-
work (28,369 parameters). The input linear SRGB image after
digital gain (Iéain) is first resized to 128x 128 and processed
by convolutional layers with Group Normalization (2 groups)
and LeakyReLU activations, followed by multi-branch convolu-
tional and coordinate-attention blocks. Two additional convolu-
tional layers refine the features before a series of adaptive pool-
ing operations (16x16 — 4x4 — 1x1). A fully connected
layer with Softplus activation outputs the three positive parame-
ters (agru, beru, corm) that define the GTM curve. The number of
channels at each stage is shown in green.

convolutional layers. The outputs from the three scales are
upsampled (bilinear), concatenated, and fused using con-
volutional layers followed by a Tanh activation to produce
the final guidance map Gguige € [—1,1]. This multi-scale
guidance design is intended to improve robustness against
scale and contrast variations (see Sec. K.1.4 for ablation
study).

In parallel, the grid-prediction subnetwork estimates a
coarse grid of tone-mapping coefficients conditioned on
both Iéa i, and IéTM. The concatenated image pair is down-
sampled to 384x384 and processed by a series of convo-
lutional layers (with Group Normalization and LeakyReLLU
activations), MBConv and CA blocks, and average pooling
to form a latent grid representation of size Nyx N, with
depth N.. A final 1x1 convolution outputs N.x5 feature
channels corresponding to five coefficient volumes, acti-

vated by Softplus to ensure non-negativity.

The predicted Ny x Ny x N, x5 coefficient grid, My, is
then sampled via trilinear interpolation using the guidance
map Gguige as the depth coordinate, producing the spatial
coefficient maps (Arry, Brrv, Crmv, Gru, and Wypy).
In our implementation, we set N.=18 and N,=64, corre-
sponding to a 64 x64 spatial grid with 18 depth slices. See
Sec. K.1.4 for ablation results on the impact of grid size.

During training, the spatial coefficient maps are regular-
ized using the LTM smoothness loss, {15 (see Sec. F). At
inference time, an optional multi-scale processing and bilat-
eral refinement step can be applied to smooth the coefficient
maps and mitigate artifacts (see Sec. B.1 for details).
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Figure 16. Architecture of the local tone-mapping (LTM) net-
work (120,215 parameters). It consists of two main components:
a multi-scale guidance subnetwork that processes a single chan-
nel of the linear SRGB image after digital gain to predict the guid-
ance map Gguiaqe, and a grid-prediction subnetwork that processes
the concatenated () linear sSRGB image after digital gain and the
globally tone-mapped image to estimate the coefficient grid M my.
The predicted grid is trilinearly sampled using Ggu:qe to produce
five spatial coefficient maps that control local tone-mapping be-
havior. The number of channels at each stage is indicated in green.

C.6. Chroma-Mapping Network

The chroma-mapping network (D, ona ) predicts an image-
specific 2D lookup table (LuT) that transforms the chromi-
nance components (CbCr) of the tone-mapped image pro-
duced by the preceding stages. The LuT is learned in an
end-to-end fashion and applied via differentiable grid sam-
pling to enable backpropagation through the photofinish-
ing module. The network operates in the YCbCr color
space, using the luminance channel of the tone-mapped im-
age (Y1ry) as an auxiliary guidance signal.

Given the tone-mapped image (processed by both GTM
and LTM operators) in YCbCr format, the image is first re-
sized to a fixed spatial resolution of 128 x128. A differen-
tiable 2D histogram representation of the CbCr channels,
HCYC7 | is then computed (see Sec. D for details). This
histogram encodes the joint distribution of chroma values
across N, X Ny, bins (with a value range of [—0.5, 0.5]) and
provides a compact, differentiable summary of the chromi-
nance content.

The histogram HCCT g processed by a shallow convo-
lutional subnetwork (hereafter referred to as the hist sub-
network) to extract chroma features (four channels). These
features are concatenated with an identity 2D meshgrid, de-
noted as Hy,. € RV *Nnx2 which encodes the normal-
ized CbCr coordinates and provides the convolutional layers
with explicit knowledge of the histogram bin locations [11].
The resulting six-channel tensor is then used as input to an



encoder—decoder network with luminance-guided attention,
as illustrated in Fig. 17.

The encoder consists of three convolutional stages. The
first encoder stage applies a 3x3 convolution with reflec-
tion padding, Group Normalization (four groups), and a
LeakyReLU activation. The second encoder stage includes
a 3x3 convolution with reflection padding followed by a
LeakyReLU activation and an MBConv block, while the
third stage applies only a 3x3 convolution with reflection
padding followed by a LeakyReLU. All stages preserve the
channel dimensionality (28) and spatial resolution. The fi-
nal encoder output is passed through a CA block to encode
long-range dependencies along both chroma dimensions.

In parallel, the luminance channel (Yyry) is processed
by a lightweight auxiliary subnetwork that produces a 28-
D attention vector. This luminance-guidance subnetwork
begins with a 3x3 convolution (8 channels) followed by
Group Normalization (two groups) with LeakyReLU acti-
vation, a CA block (reduction ratio 2), and an MBConv
block. After adaptive average pooling to 8 x8, the features
are refined by another 3x3 convolution and LeakyReLU
activation, followed by global pooling and a fully con-
nected layer with Sigmoid activation. The resulting normal-
ized vector ([0, 1]*®) modulates the encoder bottleneck fea-
tures by channel-wise multiplication, allowing luminance-
dependent adaptation of the predicted chroma mapping.

The decoder mirrors the encoder structure, consisting of
three convolutional stages. The final layer uses a 1 x1 con-
volution with two output channels and a Tanh activation to
generate the residual chroma LuT (IVj, X Nj x2). The pre-
dicted LuT (Lchroma-res) is added to a learnable, image-
independent base LuT (Lchroma-base) to produce the final
2D LuT. The base LuT, Ly rona-base, 18 initialized as an
identity mapping in the CbCr space before training. Dur-
ing training, the final constructed LuT is regularized using
the chroma LuT smoothness loss, ¢;,7_s (Sec. F). The to-
tal number of learnable parameters in the chroma-mapping
network, including the base LuT, is 45,466.

C.7. Detail-Enhancement Network

For the detail-enhancement network (D), we employ a
lightweight variant of the NAFNet architecture [30], which
predicts a residual correction added back to the input im-
age. The detail-enhancement network follows the same
encoder-decoder design with skip connections as our de-
noising models, but with a significantly reduced depth and
width to minimize complexity. Specifically, it is configured
with an initial channel width of 8, two encoder stages, two
decoder stages, and four blocks in the middle stage. This
compact setup results in approximately 50 K trainable pa-
rameters while providing sufficient capacity for fine-detail
enhancement within our pipeline.
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Figure 17. Architecture of the chroma-mapping network (45,466
parameters). The CbCr channels are first converted into a differ-
entiable 2D histogram (I:ICI’CT; see Sec. D), which is processed
by a shallow subnetwork (hist). The resulting chroma features
are concatenated () with an identity meshgrid (H.s) to provide
subsequent layers with explicit awareness of the histogram bin po-
sitions. The encoder-decoder backbone (with MBConv and CA
blocks) predicts a residual Ny, x N, x2 LuT that is then added to
a learnable base LuT. A luminance-guided subnetwork processes
the Y channel to produce an attention vector that modulates the
encoder bottleneck features. The number of channels at each stage
is indicated in green.

D. Differentiable Histogram Computation

As described in the main paper and in this supplemental ma-
terial (Sec. C.6), our chroma mapping network (D.proma)
relies on a differentiable histogram representation of the
chrominance channels to enable end-to-end training of the
photofinishing module. Given an input image with Cb and
Cr channels, we construct a 2D histogram by softly assign-
ing each pixel to its corresponding histogram bins [7, 12].

Let N}, denote the number of bins in the 2D histogram
(and, accordingly, in the chroma 2D LuT constructed by the
chroma-mapping network), and let [vmin, Umax] denote the
value range. We place N;, uniformly spaced bin centers for
both Cb and Cr channels as follows:

_ %
C; = Umin + m (Umax - Umin)a

i=0,...,Ny— 1.

(18)



Each pixel (¢b, er) contributes to all bins with a Gaussian
weighting:
— )2
) ) . (19

where cb and cr denote the chrominance values of a pixel,
and ¢;,c; are the uniformly spaced bin centers along the
Cb and Cr axes, respectively. The term o3¢ controls the
softness of the bin assignment. This formulation follows the
differentiable histogram approach in [7, 12]. The histogram
is computed by summing over all pixels:

Wj(cb,er) = exp (—

Hicjbcr = Z W (cby, crp), (20)
P
then normalized to unit sum and square-rooted:
N HCbCr
HOC = | — o ——. 1)
CbCr
i H T te

In our implementation, we set the default values to
Np=24 bins (see Sec. K.1.4 for ablation results with
Np=12), vmin= — 0.5, ¥max=0.5, and oy ; 5+ =0.075.

E. Guided Upsampling Regularization

In the main paper, we explained that our method em-
ploys bilateral guided upsampling (BGU) [29] with a
modified regularization that yields better results. Here,
we provide additional details of our regularization. Our
photofinishing module predicts a low-resolution gamma-
corrected output, I} = € RTX5%3 To recover full
resolution, we apply BGU using the full-resolution lin-
ear SRGB guide image I .rgz € REXWX3. The high-
resolution photofinishing result (after upsampling) is de-
noted as IT =~ € RFXW3 The fitting grid is con-
structed in the bilateral space using the low-resolution guide
IstGB € R4 >3 while the local affine fitting statis-
tics are accumulated from the corresponding low-resolution
input-output pair (IstGB,Iéamma), with guidance derived
from the high-resolution image I;szcg during upsampling.
The grid size is set to 654 X ‘év—4 % 16 to achieve a good balance
between speed and accuracy.

Let S,, € RCHUX(C+D) and T, € RE*(C+D) denote
the accumulated statistics in grid cell m, with ¢, samples.
For RGB image, C' = 3. The affine transform for cell m,
A, € REX(CHD s estimated by solving:

TS, + AR = Ay (S S, + AmIcyn),

Am = Aem + 1), @2)

where Ic is the (C+1) x (C'+1) identity matrix and X is
a scalar scaling factor. Intuitively, S,,, and T, encode the
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relationship between the low-resolution input IZ;Ljamma and
the guide I;srep within grid cell m, such that A,, mod-
els a local affine mapping that transfers structure and edges
from the guide to the upsampled output. The regularization
matrix R, controls the per-channel stability of this fitting.
Thus, the design of R,,, directly affects how well color and

fine details are preserved in the final Igamma result.

Original Halide Regularization.
tation of BGU [29] tries to solve:

The Halide implemen-

TRl R = A, (SESOTT A Teh), (23)
where

luma

luma __ luma ,.luma
Rm - m T ) 0] )

[diag(rjuma, rjuma, (24)

, T

that uses a single luma gain r¥™ € R applied uniformly to
all RGB channels:

[0.25,0.5,0.25] . T?,llur[l:c, C+1]  )\glob, blur
™ 7 0.25,0.5,0.25] - SPLr[1: O, C'+1] + Aglob, blur?

)\glob, blur __ A( Z clgllur + 1>7

luma __

(25)

where TP and SP!r are the blurred version of T, and
S, respectively, and 2 is the number of samples in the
blurred grid m.

Intuitively, this achromatic assumption causes color
crosstalk. Although empty cells are handled via spatial grid
blurring, this process can oversmooth edges and fine details.

Our Gated Regularization. Instead of applying grid
blurring that may create artifacts, we adopt the original
BGU [29] objective (Eq. 22) and use per-channel adaptive
gains:

R = [diag(rm) 0} , (26)
where Iy, = [Fim.1, T'm,2, T'm,3] i8 defined as:
T
m[6,C +1] . ifem >0,
T"m,c = Sm[C, C + 1} + )\m (27)
rglob, if ¢, =0,
with global per-channel fallback gains:
gon _ __2n Tule. O+ 1 28)
© T Y, Sale. O 1] A
(29)

Aglob — )\(ch +1).



This gated regularization applies accurate local per-
channel constraints when sufficient samples exist in a grid
cell, while sparsely populated cells are robustly handled us-
ing global statistics. Unlike the original Halide scheme, our
regularization eliminates the need for grid blurring, avoids
color crosstalk, and preserves sharp details in the upsam-
pled result (see Sec. K.1.2 for ablation studies).

F. Loss Function Details

We provide the implementation details of the loss terms
used to train our photofinishing module. Each loss is de-
signed to complement a specific stage of the photofinishing
module, ensuring perceptually faithful reproduction of tone,
color, and structure. The overall objective is given in Eq. 9
of the main paper.

SSIM Loss. We adopt a differentiable variant of the struc-
tural similarity index [81], computed independently per
color channel. Given our output and the ground-truth sSRGB
images Iéamma and IéT, we compute local statistics over an
11x11 Gaussian window (standard deviation o=1) using

depthwise convolution:

H2 = IéT * W,

H1 = Iéamma * W,
2 2 2 2 12 2
01 = (Iéamma * W) - M1 Oy = (IGT * W) — Mo

012 = (IéammaI(J;T * W) — M2
(30)

In Eq. 30, w denotes the Gaussian weighting kernel. The
SSIM map is then computed as:

SM(Iéamma’ IéT) =
(2u1p2 + C1) (2012 + Cy)
(13 +p3 + C1)(0F + 03 + Cy)’

€Y

where C;=0.01%2 and C>=0.032. The final loss is defined
as fss1y = 1 — mean(SM).

Perceptual Loss. We compute the perceptual loss using a
pretrained VGG-19 network [73] with frozen weights. We
extract features from layers relu3_3 and relu4_2, fol-
lowing the convention of perceptual supervision in photo
enhancement tasks. Both predicted and ground-truth RGB
images are resized to 224 x224 and normalized by the Im-
ageNet mean and standard deviation. The loss is given by
the following equation:

>

le{relu3.3,relud 2}

||¢l (Iéamma) - ¢l (IJG(T) ||17 (32)

Eperc =

where ¢;(-) denotes the activation map of layer [.
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AE Color Loss. To enforce perceptual color accu-
racy, we compute a differentiable approximation of the
CIE 1976 AE?, (i.e., AE7g) metric [71] in the CIE Lab
color space. Both the predicted and ground-truth images
are evaluated before gamma correction. For the ground-
truth, we first remove the SRGB gamma encoding using the
gamma scale, v, predicted by our gamma-correction net-
work (Dgamma), so that both images are evaluated under
a consistent, image-specific gamma setting. The resulting
pre-gamma, quasi-linear SRGB images are then converted
to the CIE Lab color space through a differentiable trans-
formation chain:

linear sSRGB — XYZ — Lab.

The XYZ conversion uses the standard transformation ma-
trix:

0.4124564 0.3575761 0.1804375
M srepsxys = [0.2126729 0.7151522  0.0721750 .
0.0193339 0.1191920 0.9503041
(33)
For the XYZ — Lab mapping, the standard CIE Lab defini-
tion uses a piecewise cubic-root function as follows:
t1/3, t> 6%,
fcubic(t) = { (34)

73 + 55, otherwise.

where =6/29. Since this function is non-differentiable at
t=43, we replace it with a smooth blend defined as:

Fsore (t) = as(as(t _ 53)) 1/3

F=ofonlt—)] (gt 4).

where o(+) denotes the sigmoid function used in our dif-
ferentiable Lab conversion, and cus =150 controls the sharp-
ness of the transition. The resulting Lab tensors, denoted as
Leut and LS", represent the full three-channel (L*, a*, b*)
values for our output and the ground-truth images, respec-
tively. The per-pixel A Frg distance is then computed as:

(36)
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lap =5 XI5 — 15|
p

where N = H x W is the total number of pixels. If
the 3D LuT (pre-chroma mapping network) is included as
a learnable component of the photofinishing module, we
additionally incorporate an auxiliary color-difference term
equal to half the AFE7g between the de-gammaed ground-
truth image and the 3D LuT output. This auxiliary term
encourages the 3D LuT to approximate the target color ren-
dering prior to subsequent chroma mapping.



Chroma Loss. This loss enforces chroma consistency
by comparing the CbCr channels of the predicted output
(after chroma mapping) with those of the de-gammaed
ground truth, where the de-gammaing is performed us-
ing the image-specific gamma factor v predicted by our
gamma-correction network. The chroma loss, {cpcy, is de-
fined as:

(37

éCbCr =

CLuT - CGT|

1 b
where Cgr denotes the CbCr channels of the de-gammaed
ground-truth image (IéTV), and Crr represents the mapped
CbCr channels obtained using the predicted 2D LuT

Lchroma~

Tone-Mapping Loss. The tone-mapping loss enforces
joint consistency between the global and local tone-
mapping modules and the ground-truth tone-mapped im-
age. Let Y1 denote the ground-truth luminance (Y) chan-
nel, de-gammaed using our image-specific gamma factor
(7). Similarly, let Yerwy and Yy denote the luminance
channels obtained after the global and local tone-mapping
stages, respectively. The tone-mapping loss is defined as:

Cry = 0.6 ][22 — Y|, + [ Yo — Yoo (38)

1 )
where | 8 indicates 1/8 downsampling via bilinear interpo-
lation. The downsampled term penalizes deviations in the
global tone and overall luminance of the tone-mapped out-
put produced by the GTM network, while the second term
encourages the LTM network to refine local tonal and lumi-
nance variations to better align with the ground truth.

Luminance Consistency Loss. We regularize the tone-
mapping process to preserve the average image brightness:

Cima = | E[Yom] — E[Yqain] |, (39)
where Y 4., denotes the Y channel of the linear SRGB im-
age after applying the predicted image-specific digital gain
dg in its YCbCr representation. This loss prevents expo-
sure drift and encourages the tone-mapping modules to re-
fine contrast while preserving global brightness.

Total Variation Regularization Loss. The /; ;- and
{1 1v-s terms promote spatial coherence in the chroma LuT
and LTM maps. We implement these terms as isotropic to-
tal variation (TV) losses to encourage smoothness in the
learned chroma LuT and local tone-mapping coefficient
maps:

lry(X) = 5 (IVRX 1 + VX)), (40)

where V;, and V,, denote horizontal and vertical spatial
gradients, respectively.

13

Overall Loss Combination. The total training objective
is defined as a weighted sum of all loss components:

Liocar = > ALy, (41)
J

where each weighting coefficient A; balances the relative
contribution of its corresponding loss term. Empirically, we
found that combining low-level (¢1, {551, Lcpcr), percep-
tual ({AE, fperc), and regularization ({rur—s, f1ru-s, £1umas
£1y) losses yields stable convergence and perceptually con-
sistent results across different picture styles (see Sec. K.1.3
for ablation studies).

G. Training Details

As mentioned in the main paper, we train each module sep-
arately. In this section, we provide further details of training
our framework.

G.1. Denoising Training

We trained the denoising model (D.,,) to minimize the
{1 loss between the pseudo denoising ground truth on
256256 patches and the model outputs. The network was
optimized using AdamW [64] with 5; = 0.9, 2 = 0.9, and
no weight decay. The learning rate was initialized at 103
and decayed to 10~° using cosine annealing [63]. Train-
ing was performed for 100 epochs with a batch size of 32,
and gradient clipping with a maximum norm of 0.01 was
applied to stabilize optimization. For each dataset, includ-
ing the generic denoisers (Sec. H), we trained three model
variants—Ilite, base, and large. The architectural configura-
tions of these variants are provided in Sec. C.1.

G.2. Photofinishing Training

We trained the photofinishing module (Dya i, Derus Drrus
Dehromas Dgammas Lichroma-base, and optionally the 3D LuT,
Lzcp) for 600 epochs with a batch size of 8. The in-
put images were the pseudo ground-truth denoised raw im-
ages mapped to linear sSRGB space (I srcs), and the corre-
sponding ground-truth images were the final SRGB targets
(Icr). Both input and ground-truth images were resized to
512x512, with standard geometric augmentations applied
during training.

Optimization was performed using Adam [54] with pa-
rameters 51 = 0.9, o = 0.999, and an ¢, regulariza-
tion term of 10~7. The learning rate was initialized at
10~* and decayed to 10~ using a cosine annealing sched-
ule [63]. The loss function combined multiple terms as de-
scribed in the main paper and in Sec. F. The weights of these
losses were empirically set as follows: A\; = 2.5 for /1,
Asstn = 0.5 for sstu, Aag = 0.02 for o, Aperc = 0.01
for the perceptual 10ss £perc, Acper = 1.0 for the CbCr loss
Lepers Aur—s = 0.06 for the LuT smoothness 10ss 41y7-s,



Ay = 0.5 for the tone mapping loss f1y, Apm-s = 0.6
for the LTM smoothness 10ss £;mv_s, and A\jyma = 0.2 for
the luminance consistency loss /1 ,,,. Note that in the loss
function details section (Sec. F), the resized photofinishing
output and ground truth are denoted as I} (after apply-

gamma
ing the predicted gamma correction) and I‘GLT, respectively,

at a resolution of 512x512. In all other contexts, Iéamma

and IéT refer to the photofinishing output and ground-truth
images at the native 1/4 raw resolution.

G.3. Detail-Enhancement Training

After training the denoising models and the photofinishing
module, we trained our final detail-enhancement network
(Denn), which refines the perceptual quality of the final out-
put. To construct the training data, we first applied our
trained denoisers (lite, base, and large variants, used jointly
to enlarge the training set as an augmentation strategy).
The denoised raw images were converted to linear sSRGB
using the metadata of each image (illuminant color vector
and CCM), downsampled to one quarter of the resolution,
processed by the trained photofinishing module, and then
upsampled using the bilateral guided upsampling method
[29] with our regularization (Sec. E). We extracted non-
overlapping 512512 patches from the guided-upsampled
results and their corresponding ground-truth images. We
used normalized image values in [0, 1] (without quantiza-
tion) to construct the paired training set.

For the Zurich dataset (Sec. B.2), we did not apply the
downsampling and guided-upsampling procedure since the
dataset provides only cropped 448x448 patches, and thus
we trained directly on these patches.

Training was performed for 50 epochs with a batch size
of 16. The network was optimized using Adam [54] with
parameters 3; = 0.9, 82 = 0.999, and /5 regulariza-
tion 10~7. The learning rate was initialized at 10~* and
decayed to 1075 using a cosine annealing schedule [63].
The pixel-wise ¢; loss between predicted and ground-truth
sRGB patches was used as the loss function.

H. Generalization Across Cameras

One of the main advantages of our modular design is the
ability to decouple the camera-specific modules of our
pipeline from the generic ones that can operate across cam-
eras. Specifically, the raw image denoising module is one
of the primary camera-specific components, as noise char-
acteristics differ from camera to camera. Other camera-
specific factors include color correction (i.e., auto white
balancing and color correction matrices), which can be
addressed using recent cross-camera illuminant estimation
methods (e.g., [11]) or by reading metadata from DNG
files—see Sec. 1.3 for details on how we handle cross-
camera auto white-balance correction.
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To overcome the limitations of camera-dependent de-
noising, we trained a generic denoiser in addition to our
camera-specific models trained for the S24 main camera,
as reported in the main paper. To train the generic de-
noiser, we first modeled the noise characteristics of sev-
eral cameras and then synthesized noise using these mod-
els on the pseudo ground-truth denoised raw images from
the S24 dataset [16] to generate noisy raw inputs with syn-
thetic noise from different cameras. These synthetic noisy
raw images, along with the original noisy raw images from
S24, were used to train our generic denoiser models under
the same configurations described in Sec. G.1. Specifically,
we constructed a hybrid S24 dataset comprising 20% clean
pseudo ground-truth denoised images, 40% real noisy S24
images, and 40% synthetic noisy images generated using
the aforementioned cross-camera noise models.

For each synthetic noisy sample, the ISO value was in-
herited from its corresponding real image to maintain real-
istic noise-exposure relationships. We adopted the widely
used heteroscedastic Gaussian noise model [37, 38, 61]:

ngg ~ N (0,02,), 024 =Bga1Xga + Byaz, (42)
where the noise variance aéd increases linearly with the un-
derlying clean pixel intensity Xgq. The parameters (gq,1
and 442 represent the shot- and read-noise components,
respectively. To synthesize noise under this model, we col-
lected (xgd,agd) pairs and calibrated (44,1 and [gq,2 for
each ISO and color channel via linear regression. The shot-
noise parameter 3,41 corresponds to the slope, while the
read-noise parameter 3542 corresponds to the intercept of
the linear fit. During calibration, we performed 14-18 cap-
tures of an X-Rite ColorChecker chart (24 color patches).
Each capture was taken at a different ISO setting, ranging
from ISO 50 to ISO 3200. For each ISO, we extracted the 24
color patches and subdivided them into smaller sub-patches
to increase the number of samples for fitting. This process
yielded multiple small patches of size (35x35) per ISO and
color channel, with the total number varying depending on
the chart’s coverage within the image.

Next, we computed the mean and variance of each small
patch. Using these means as Xyq and their corresponding
variances as ogd, we fitted a linear regression model to esti-
mate the slope (344,1) and intercept (8344,2). This produced
one pair of 3441 and B4q,2 values for each ISO in the cali-
bration data. For ISOs not present, we interpolated the ex-
isting parameters (using linear interpolation for 5441 and
cubic interpolation for 344 2) to enable noise synthesis for
all intermediate ISOs within the calibration range.

To synthesize diverse noise patterns during training, we
used noise models calibrated for a total of 12 sensors: S20
FE (main), S20 Ultra (main), Pixel 6 (main), Pixel 9 Pro
(main), Pixel 9 Pro (telephoto), S22 Plus (front), S22 Plus
(telephoto), S22 Plus (ultra-wide), S22 Plus (main), S22



Table 5. Comparison of camera-specific and generic denoising
models (lite, base, and large) on the S24 [16] and MIT Adobe 5K
[26] test sets (noisy/denoised raw). The best results are highlighted

in yellow.
S24 Test Set
.. (Noisy/Denoised)
Denoising Model PSNRT | SSIMT | PSNRT | SSIM T
Camera-specific (lite) 53.39 0.998 55.57 0.998
Camera-specific (base) 55.97 0.999 57.36 0.999
Camera-specific (large) | 57.33 0.999 59.85 0.999
Generic (lite) 51.19 0.997 51.84 0.996
Generic (base) 55.15 0.999 52.86 0.997
Generic (large) 56.46 0.999 53.07 0.997

Table 6. Comparison of denoising models (lite, base, large) trained
on S24 [16], MIT Adobe 5K [26], and on a wide range of noise
profiles for generic denoising, evaluated on the SSID dataset [1].
The best results are highlighted in yellow.

SSI!) Test Set
Denoising Model o y/R an)
S24 (lite) 46.53 0.940
S24 (base) 47.28 0.952
S24 (large) 47.47 0.956
Adobe (lite) 48.05 0.966
Adobe (base) 48.28 0.967
Adobe (large) 48.12 0.971
Generic (lite) 49.09 0.971
Generic (base) 50.00 0.978
Generic (large) 49.55 0.979

(ultra-telephoto), S22 (ultra-wide), and S22 Ultra (main).
These sensors were selected to represent a diverse range of
sensor types (main, telephoto, ultra-wide, and front), en-
abling the generic denoiser to learn from heterogeneous
noise distributions.

Similar to the camera-specific denoiser, we trained three
variants of the generic denoiser (lite, base, and large). Ta-
ble 5 compares the accuracy of camera-specific models—
each trained and evaluated on its corresponding dataset
(S24 or MIT Adobe 5K [26])—against the generic denois-
ers evaluated on the same datasets. The denoised “ground-
truth” images for Adobe 5K were obtained by running
Adobe Lightroom’s Al denoiser on the raw images, fol-
lowing the same procedure used for the S24 dataset. As
expected, camera-specific models performed better on their
corresponding cameras, while the generic models were de-
signed to generalize to unseen devices. To further validate
this, we evaluated both model types on the Smartphone Im-
age Denoising Dataset (SIDD) [1], which contains raw im-
ages from smartphones not included in the S24, Adobe 5K,
or generic model training sets. Results in Table 6 show that
the generic models outperformed the camera-specific ones,
demonstrating stronger cross-camera generalization.

Figure 18 shows qualitative results of our entire pipeline
on unseen cameras (Samsung Galaxy S9 and iPhone X)
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from the Raw-to-Raw dataset [6], using the photofinish-
ing module trained on the S24 dataset. We report results
with both the S24-trained denoiser and a generic denoiser,
combined with either the camera AWB or the cross-camera
AWB model (C5) [11], as well as with the post-AWB user-
preference mapping [92] (see Sec. 1.3 for more details). For
comparison, we include outputs from Adobe Lightroom,
both with and without its built-in auto enhancement and Al-
based denoiser features. Our method achieves high-quality
cross-camera rendering, competitive with commercial soft-
ware. For the iPhone X, we observed that raw images are
substantially darker than those from most other cameras;
thus, we applied the auto-exposure adjustment before the
digital gain step (see Sec. 1.2 for details). This adjustment
was facilitated by the modularity of our pipeline, as further
discussed in Sec. 1.

Figure 19 shows a qualitative comparison between our
method (using the generic denoiser along with the photofin-
ishing and detail-enhancement modules trained on the S24
dataset [16]) and the LiteISP [91] and ISPDiffuser [70]
models, both trained on the same dataset. The comparison
is conducted on images captured by various iPhone devices,
none of which were included in the training of any model,
including ours. The results clearly demonstrate the superior
cross-camera generalization ability of our approach, pro-
ducing consistent and visually pleasing results with greater
controllability (e.g., the ability to adjust white balance),
while requiring significantly fewer parameters. Specifi-
cally, LiteISP contains approximately 9 M parameters and
ISPDiffuser around 21 M, whereas our lite version—which
was used in this qualitative comparison—requires only about
0.5 M parameters.

Additional results on cameras not seen during training
are provided in Figs. 1 and 5 of the main paper, as well as
in Fig. 7 of this supplemental material. Further qualitative
examples are shown in Figs. 20, 22, 31, 32, and 49 in the
following sections.

I. User Interface for Modular ISP Control

As described in the main paper, we implemented a graphi-
cal user interface (GUI) to enable intuitive interaction with
the modular components of our pipeline. Our photo-editing
tool allows users to control all stages of the pipeline by en-
abling or disabling modules, adjusting their strengths, se-
lecting from different picture styles, and even blending be-
tween styles or intermediate stages. In addition, it provides
optional operators (e.g., contrast, highlights, shadows, and
others) that can be applied within the pipeline, offering full
flexibility to adjust the look and feel of the rendered im-
ages. Users can also export their manual edits as new styles
and apply them to multiple images in batches (see Fig. 20).
Figure 21 illustrates where these additional operators are in-
tegrated within the main pipeline described in the paper.



iPhone X \ ” 4 W ‘ =

Input raw image Adobe Lightroom Adobe Lightroom
(default rendering, cam AWB) (Al denoising, auto, camera AWB)

Ours + auto exposure Ours + auto exposure Ours + auto exposure Ours + auto exposure
(S24 denoiser, camera AWB) (generic denoiser, camera AWB) (generic denoiser, C5 neutral AWB) (generic denoiser, C5 pref AWB)

Samsung Galaxy S9
Input raw image

Adobe Lightroom Adobe Lightroom Adobe Lightroom
(default rendering, cam AWB) (Al denoising, auto, camera AWB)

ey

Adobe Lightroom Ours Ours Ours
(Al denoising, auto, auto AWB) (S24 denoiser, camera AWB) (generic denoiser, camera AWB) (generic denoiser, C5 neutral AWB) (generic denoiser, C5 pref AWB)

Figure 18. Qualitative results on unseen cameras from the Raw-to-Raw dataset [6]. The first row shows an iPhone X example and the
second a Samsung Galaxy S9 example. For each case, we include the input raw image, the reference SRGB rendered by the capturing app,
and Adobe Lightroom outputs (default, built-in auto enhancement with/without Al denoising, and results with camera AWB and Lightroom
auto AWB). Our outputs are shown with two denoisers (trained on the S24 dataset [16] and a generic one), using camera AWB, C5 (neutral)
AWB [11], and user-preference mapping [92]. All results are generated with the photofinishing module trained on the S24 dataset.

16



iPhone 14

iPhone 15

iPhone 13

iPhone 13

iPhone 13 Pro Max g \LF ( <
Input raw image ISPDiffuser LitelSP Ours (camera AWB)

Figure 19. Qualitative comparison on unseen cameras (iPhone devices) between our method and the LiteISP [91] and ISPDiffuser [70]
models, all trained on the S24 dataset [16]. Our method uses the generic denoiser, and none of the training data included iPhone captures.

In this example, we show our results under the camera’s automatic white balance (AWB) and after applying learned AWB models [11, 92]
(see Sec. 1.3 for details).
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Embedded raw Raw (DNG)

SRGB (JPEG)

Default and user-edited rendering Default rendering Batch rendering with user edits

Figure 20. Our photo-editing tool offers full control over the modular neural ISP pipeline and includes several interactive editing operators.
Our tool supports DNG raw inputs from any camera, as well as rendered SRGB images previously processed by our tool, where compressed
raw data is embedded within the JPEG for accurate re-rendering. For sSRGB inputs from other cameras, the tool synthesizes raw-like data
on the fly for rendering. Users can save custom edits and batch-apply them to multiple images. The shown reference image was captured
with a Canon EOS 90D, while other raw and rendered images (with embedded raw) were taken using iPhone 13 and Canon EOS 90D; all
sRGB images were captured by the iPhone 13 main camera.
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(manua) | (auto)
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|
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HSV saturation adjustment (manual) Main pipeline processes ——>
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| CCT & tnt editing
(manual)

Additional / optional operators ->

Figure 21. Overview of the operators available in our graphical user interface. In addition to the main pipeline processes, the tool provides
optional user-controlled operators (e.g., exposure, contrast, highlights, shadows, saturation, and sharpening), allowing fine-grained control
over the final rendered image.

In our implementation, the tool uses the photofinishing Our tool accepts DNG raw images, where we first apply
models trained on the S24 dataset [16] for the default pic- black-level normalization and then perform Menon demo-
ture style, as we found this model produces more visually saicing [65] using a parallel, tile-based strategy with par-
plausible results (see Fig. 22). For the LTM, we adopt the tial overlaps between tiles. In practice, we divide the Bayer
proposed multi-scale processing and refinement (Sec. B.1) image into overlapping tiles of 512x512 pixels with a 16-
as the default configuration, while still allowing the user to pixel overlap to avoid boundary artifacts. Each tile is demo-
disable this option if desired. In addition to the default pic- saiced independently using multiple threads and seamlessly
ture style, we employ models trained on the S24 dataset that blended into the final full-resolution RGB raw image. This
support five additional artistic picture styles (Style #1-5). In tiled parallel processing improves runtime efficiency (up to
our GUI, we refer to them as Warm, Moody, Cinematic, a 5x speed-up on 12-megapixel images compared to the
Greenish, and Retro, respectively. For denoising, we standard full-frame implementation).

rely on the S24-specific denoising base model for images
captured by the S24 main camera, and a generic base de-
noising model to support images captured by other cameras.
For white balancing (Sec. 1.3), the tool includes two mod-
els: a camera-specific model for the S24 main camera and a
cross-camera model to support unseen cameras.

The tool further supports post-editable image re-
rendering, where compressed raw data is embedded into
the final rendered JPEG image (Sec. 1.10). This design
allows recovering the raw data for unlimited post-editable
re-rendering under different settings, always starting from
the raw image and thus avoiding accumulated degrada-
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Input raw image

Figure 22. Output of our method using photofinishing and detail-
enhancement models trained on the S24 dataset [16] (default pic-
ture style; Style #0) and the MIT Adobe 5K dataset [26] (Expert C
style; see Sec. K.2.2 for details). The image was captured with the
iPhone 14 main camera. In both cases, our generic base denoising
model was used.

tions. Before saving, the raw data is pre-processed by a
learned compression model to improve efficiency and keep
the JPEG file size compact.

To broaden applicability, the tool can also process sSRGB
images not originally rendered with our system (and there-
fore lacking embedded raw data). For this case, we include
a learning-based linearization module that maps camera-
rendered sRGB images into a camera-agnostic space and
synthesizes a raw-like representation, allowing the tool to
handle sRGB input images produced outside our pipeline
(Sec. I.11). This capability to process sSRGB images from
third parties, together with the batch-processing option, en-
ables the tool to handle extracted SRGB video frames in a
frame-by-frame manner (see Fig. 23). To improve temporal
consistency across video frames, we apply a simple tempo-
ral smoothing over the current rendering parameters using
information from the previous frames within a 9-frame win-
dow. More advanced temporal smoothing approaches are
beyond the scope of this paper and are left for future work.

In total, our tool requires loading 3,902,604 parameters
(approximately 14.9 MB / 0.015 GB) into GPU memory.
This includes the denoising models (camera-specific and
generic), photofinishing models for six picture styles (in-
cluding the default), white balance models (cross-camera
and camera-specific), a single detail-enhancement model
(we use the one trained for Style #0 for simplicity, instead
of loading style-specific models), the raw pre-processing
model (for raw embedding), and the linearization model.
As a result, the system remains practical to deploy without
heavy GPU memory requirements—especially compared to
other methods such as ISPDiffuser [70], which alone re-
quires 20,938,890 parameters to render raw to a single pic-
ture style (6 x for six styles), or LiteISP [91], which requires
9,094,000 parameters (6x for six styles). The remainder of
this section describes the functionalities of our tool.
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I.1. Denoising Adjustment

The tool provides flexible control over the raw denoising
strength. This control is implemented as a linear interpola-
tion between the image before and after the denoising op-
eration, modulated by a user-specified scalar parameter in
the range [0, 1]. A value of 0 preserves the unprocessed raw
image, a value of 1 applies the full denoising operation, and
intermediate values yield proportionally mixed results.

In addition to this raw-domain adjustment, we introduce
two denoising operators that act in the color-corrected do-
main—specifically on the linear sSRGB image—after the
color correction stage. These two operators are applied in
the YCbCr representation of the linear SRGB image (where,
for simplicity and similar to the photofinishing module, we
use the standard RGB-to-YCbCr conversion matrix, which
is originally defined assuming the input is in the non-linear
sRGB space).

Luma Denoising. To reduce luminance noise while pre-
serving structural edges, we apply an edge-preserving
guided filter [43] to the luma channel, Y1sr¢cs, controlled
by a radius r,_4 and a regularization term €,_q. The output
Y .xce 1s combined with the original Y,szcg through:

Yy—d = (1 - )\y—d) YLSRGB + )\y—d Y/LsRGB? (43)

where A,_4 € [0, 1] determines the luma denoising strength.
Both 7,_4 and €,_4 scale proportionally with A,_5, allow-
ing a smooth transition from minimal smoothing at low
strengths to stronger spatial denoising as \,_q increases.
This preserves local contrast and fine structure while pro-
gressively suppressing luminance grain. In our implemen-
tation, we used ry_g = 2+ 10\, and €,_4 = (0.001 +
0.03 A\y_q)?, which provide a balanced trade-off between
structure preservation and noise reduction.

Chroma Denoising. For the chroma components, we ap-
ply spatial Gaussian smoothing to suppress color blotches
while retaining perceptual color consistency. The filtered
channels Cb/ ., and Cr] ., are defined as

Cb/LsRGB = g(CbLsRGB5 Uc—d)a

(44)
Cr;_.sRGB = G(Crisres; 0c-a)s

where G(-; 0._q) denotes a separable Gaussian convolution
with standard deviation o._4. The blur scale o._g is adap-
tively determined based on the user-defined chroma denois-
ing strength \._4 and the image resolution:

H \09
Oc-q = (3 +12 )\c—d) <3000> )

where H refers to the image height. This adaptive scal-
ing maintains consistent perceptual smoothing across vary-
ing image resolutions. For high chroma denoising strength

(45)
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Figure 23. Our tool can process sSRGB input images (or video frames) and perform in-batch rendering with specific picture styles and edits.
Shown are example frames from sRGB video sequences processed by our method, where each row corresponds to a distinct picture style

and edits. See the supplemental video (click to view).

Ours
(luma strength: 0.8)

Ours
(chroma strength: 0.8)

Ours

Input raw image

Figure 24. Example of luma and chroma denoising. The shown
image was captured using a Samsung S24 main camera and ren-
dered with our tool. We show our output without luma/chroma
denoising and with both enabled at 80% strength.

(Ac—q > 0.4), an additional Gaussian pass is applied to fur-
ther enhance color uniformity in low-texture regions. The
final chroma outputs are blended with the original channels
using a non-linear mixing rule:

Cbe-g = (1 = AL%) Cbigres + AL% Cby iz

(46)
Creq = (1 = AL%) Crisacs + AL5 Cr) L pes-

The denoised luma and chroma channels are merged to
form the denoised YCbCr version of the linear SRGB im-
age, which is then transformed back to the linear sSRGB
space to be processed by the next procedure in our pipeline.
Figure 24 shows an example.
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I.2. Exposure Adjustment

In addition to manual exposure adjustment (defined by an
exposure value, EV, applied directly to the raw image and
computed as 2BV), we provide an optional auto-exposure
(AE) adjustment, implemented as a digital brightness com-
pensation applied after conversion to linear sSRGB and be-
fore the digital gain in the first stage of our photofinishing
module. This step is particularly useful in cross-camera sce-
narios, where some devices produce raw images that are
considerably darker than those encountered during train-
ing. Without such correction, these inputs may be misin-
terpreted as near-black, leading to insufficient boosting by
the photofinishing network.

Our AE approach follows a histogram-based formula-
tion inspired by prior work on exposure correction and tone
reproduction [21, 75]. To reduce computation and sup-
press noise, we first downsample the input to 128x128
pixels using area pooling. From the downsampled lin-
ear SRGB image, we compute a luminance representation
Y € [0,1]'28%128 and construct a 1D histogram with 96
bins. We then define a Gaussian target histogram over bin
centers b € [0, 1] as follows:

HE(b) o exp (-i (”UgE)Q) ,

centered at a mid-gray value gp=0.08 with a fixed spread
o r=0.05. This target distribution encodes the desired tonal
balance, with mid-tones dominating while highlights and
shadows are preserved. To determine the exposure cor-
rection, we search over a discrete set of EV candidates

(47)


https://youtu.be/ByhQjQSjxVM

A € [-E,+E] with E=1.8, corresponding to multiplica-
tive scalings of 2. For each candidate, the luminance ma-
trix Y g is scaled, a histogram is recomputed, and the /5
distance to the target distribution is evaluated. The EV that
minimizes this distance is selected:

min HHE(QA

Yg) - HE|?.
o B) = HE |, @)

A%, = ar
E gA

The final output is obtained by scaling the input image by
28k,

We apply the EV correction in linear sSRGB space, since
this stage precedes the non-linear operations in the photofin-
ishing module. Applying exposure adjustment after non-
linear mapping can limit the ability to adjust exposure ef-
fectively [13]. Figure 25 illustrates a comparison between
applying our AE in linear SRGB versus applying it at the
end of the pipeline.

1.3. White Balance Estimation and Adjustment

In all of our main experiments, we relied on the camera’s
auto white balance (AWB)—the scene illuminant color pro-
duced by the on-device AWB estimator embedded in the
conventional ISP. Nevertheless, our tool also offers the abil-
ity to compute AWB using state-of-the-art illuminant esti-
mation methods. For images captured by the Samsung S24
main camera, we adopted the camera-specific illuminant es-
timator of [16], which we re-trained after removing time
and location features since location information is not al-
ways available in DNG files. For images captured by other
cameras, we employed the cross-camera illuminant estima-
tor C5 [11]. Following [52], we used a modified C5 model
that required only the testing image, without the need for
additional images from the same camera as in the original
C5 method. Specifically, we employed a single-encoder
variant that received a 48x48 histogram as input. This
model was trained on the NUS dataset [31], the Cube++
dataset [36], and the S24 dataset. We followed the train-
ing instructions in the original works for both the camera-
specific and cross-camera estimators.

Both AWB models (camera-specific and cross-camera)
target a neutral white balance, where the goal is for achro-
matic surfaces to appear gray. However, such neutral es-
timates do not always match human perceptual prefer-
ence [8], where a bias is often desirable. To account for
this, we optionally integrate a post-processing step that ap-
plies a non-linear mapping from the neutral AWB estimate
to a perceptual preference-aware AWB, following [92].

Our tool also allows manual adjustment of the corre-
lated color temperature (CCT) and tint. For this, we rely on
Robertson’s method [84] to map between CIE XYZ, CCT,
and tint coordinates, combined with an interpolation of the
Planckian locus. In this context, the CCT corresponds to
the point on the Planckian locus that is closest to the il-
luminant chromaticity, while the tint represents the signed
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perpendicular offset of the illuminant from this locus in the
CIE 1960 (u,v) chromaticity diagram. By parameterizing
AWB in terms of both CCT and tint, we enable intuitive
user control: CCT adjusts the overall warmth or coolness
of the image, while tint provides fine-grained correction of
residual color casts that cannot be addressed by CCT alone.

Finally, for the case where the AWB gains are taken
from the camera (i.e., the ISP-provided AWB stored in the
DNG files), we use the interpolated color correction ma-
trix (CCM) already provided in the DNG files. For all
other AWB settings (whether estimated using the camera-
specific model or the cross-camera C5 model, in either neu-
tral or preference-biased form, or manually adjusted via
CCT and/or tint), we re-compute the CCM that maps the
white-balanced raw RGB to linear sSRGB. This is achieved
by interpolating between the pre-calibrated CCMs available
in the DNG metadata, following the DNG specification [5].
Figure 26 shows an example output from our tool, illustrat-
ing different AWB renderings.

I.4. Contrast Adjustment

After applying local tone mapping, we optionally include
a contrast adjustment step that can be controlled by the
user before the chroma mapping stage in our photofinish-
ing module. This operation modifies the luminance channel
Y1y around mid-gray (0.5) to either increase or decrease
the perceived image contrast. Specifically, given a user-
specified adjustment factor cveonrast € [—1, 1], we compute:

Yo = (Yo —0.5) (14 0.5 ceontrast) + 0.5, (49)
Positive values of agonrast iNcrease image contrast by ex-
panding the difference between dark and bright regions,
while negative values reduce contrast by compressing lu-
minance values toward mid-gray. This adjustment allows
users to fine-tune the global contrast of the image in addi-
tion to the automatic tone mapping provided by the pipeline.
We find that applying contrast adjustment in the luminance
channel at this stage leads to more visually pleasing results
compared to applying it directly to the three channels of the
processed linear sSRGB either after local tone mapping or
after the full photofinishing module (see Fig. 27).

L.5. Highlights and Shadows Adjustment

We allow the user to optionally adjust highlights and shad-
ows after the local tone-mapping stage. Both operations are
applied to the luminance channel (Y1 1y) of the YCbCr local
tone-mapped image.

We first construct smooth masks that isolate highlight
and shadow regions:

(50)
(S

Miign = $(Yins Thign, Thigh + €nign)s

Mshad =1- C(YLTM; Tshads Tshad 1 6shad)7



Input raw image Ours Ours + auto exposure in SRGB  Ours + auto exposure in LsRGB Ground truth

Figure 25. We allow applying auto exposure (AE) after conversion to linear SRGB and directly before the photofinishing module. This
figure shows a qualitative example from the S24 validation set [16], including the input raw image, our output without AE, and with AE
applied either at the end of the pipeline or in linear SRGB. The ground-truth sSRGB image from the S24 dataset is shown for reference.
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Input raw image Camera illuminant Auto white balance Auto white balance  Manual white balance Manual white balance Manual white balance Manual white balance

(CCT=5230) (neutral) (preferred biases) (CCT=4000) (CCT=8000) (CCT=8000, tint=-50) (CCT=8000, tint=+20)

N
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i

Figure 26. Our tool provides different white-balance options. The image can be rendered using the camera’s AWB (referred to as “as shot”
in our tool), or we can re-estimate the illuminant color using a learning-based auto white-balance model. For the latter, we provide two
modes: a neutral white-balance correction that enforces achromatic objects to appear gray, and a preference-aware AWB that applies a bias
to better match human perceptual preference. In addition, the user may manually adjust the CCT and tint. Example shown from the test set
of the S24 dataset [16].

where T,iqn and Tgn.q are thresholds for highlight and Finally, the adjusted luminance is combined with the
shadow regions, €nign and €gnaq control the transition original chroma channels to reconstruct the full YCbCr im-
smoothness, and ¢ denotes the smoothstep interpolation de- age, which is then propagated through the remainder of the
fined as: pipeline. This provides intuitive, user-controlled tonal ad-
T — € 2 justments while preserving color fidelity. See Fig. 28 for
§(x, 60,61) = - 9 (52) : ' '
e1 — eg visual examples.

with ey and e; denoting the lower and upper transition 1.6. Saturation and Vibrance Adjustment

edges.

gTo prevent over-amplification near saturation, adjust- We optionally allow user-controlled color saturation and vi-
ments are limited to the valid luminance range [0.1, 0.9]. brance adjustments in the HSV color space after gamma
In our implementation, we set Thign = 0.7, Tshaa = 0.3, correction in our photofinishing module. Working in the
and €nign = €snaq = 0.1. The adjusted luminance channels HSV color space is numerically stable because its satura-
are then computed as follows: tion channel is bounded in [0, 1], and it provides an intuitive

i axis for perceptual editing.
1/~.1gh =Y+ ) Og Yimm Muyign, (53) For each pixel, given its HSV representation (pp, ps, Dy ),
Qornd the saturation adjustment rescales the saturation channel

shad = Yo + 20 (1= Yuim) Monaa, (54 uniformly across all colors as:

where auign, Gsnag € [—1, 1] are user-controlled parame- ph=min (ps (1+ @sar), 1), (59)
ters. Positive ay,; g, values boost highlights, while negative

values compress highlights to recover detail. Positive cgpag where ag 4t is the saturation control parameter. Positive val-
values lift dark regions, whereas negative values deepen ues of a5+ increase global saturation, while negative values
them. move the image toward grayscale.
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Input raw image Ours (contrast: 0.0) Ours (contrast: -1.0 in LsRGB)  Ours (contrast: -1.0 in SRGB) Ours (contrast: -1.0)

Figure 27. We implement a user-controlled contrast adjustment on the luminance channel after local tone mapping. This figure shows a
qualitative example from the S24 validation set [16], including the input raw image, our output without adjustment (conrast = 0.0), and
with reduced contrast (owonmast = —1.0). For comparison, results are shown when the adjustment is applied after local tone mapping in
linear sSRGB, after the full photofinishing module, and to the Y channel after local tone mapping (Y 1ru) in YCbCr (our choice).

Input raw image highlights: 0.0, shadows: 0.0 highlights: 0.75, shadows: 0.0 highlights: -0.75, shadows: 0.0 highlights: 0.0, shadows: 0.75

highlights: 0.0, shadows: -0.75 highlights: 0.75, shadows: 0.75 highlights: -0.75, shadows: 0.75  highlights: 0.75, shadows: -0.75  highlights: -0.75, shadows: -0.75

Figure 28. We allow the user to optionally adjust highlights and shadows after applying local tone mapping. Shown here is an example
from the S24 validation set [16], including the input raw image and our outputs with different values of the highlight and shadow control
parameters, anign and aisnag, respectively.

In contrast, vibrance selectively boosts muted colors I.7. Detail-Enhancement Control
while preserving already saturated regions. The vibrance

.. imilar to the denoising strength control, our tool provides
transformation is defined as: S g g ) p

continuous control over the detail-enhancement strength.
P, =min (p; (14 avin (1—ps)),1), (56) This is implemented as a linear interpolation between the
image before and after the detail enhancement operation,
modulated by a scalar parameter in the range [0, 1]. A value
of 0 preserves the unprocessed image, a value of 1 applies
the full operation, and intermediate values yield propor-
tional effects.

where v, 1y, is the vibrance strength. Positive values of a3,
increase vibrance by amplifying low-saturation colors more
strongly than highly saturated ones, whereas negative val-
ues reduce vibrance.

After applying either transformation, the adjusted HSV
values (pp, pl,py) are converted back to the SRGB space

to continue processing in the pipeline. Figure 29 illustrates 1.8. Sharpening Adjustment

an example from the S24 test set [16], rendered with our We apply an optional, user-controlled, edge-aware sharp-
photofinishing pipeline using different saturation and vi- ening step at the final stage of our pipeline, operating on
brance settings. As shown, the saturation adjustment uni- the full-resolution SRGB image. Let I;, denote the input to
formly scales the chroma across all colors, whereas vi- the sharpening operator (equivalent to I, the final output
brance selectively boosts muted colors while preserving al- of our pipeline). We first compute a smoothed base layer
ready saturated regions. Bgharp using a Gaussian blur with kernel size pgnarp = 3
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Input raw image

Ours (vibrance: +0.95) Ours (saturation: -0.50)

Ours (saturation: -0.95)

Ours (saturation: +0.50)

Ours (saturation: +0.95)

Figure 29. We allow the user to optionally adjust the saturation and vibrance in our pipeline. Shown here is an example from the S24
test set [16], including the input raw image, our output without adjustment (asa: = avinr = 0.0), and results with different saturation and
vibrance settings (o € {—0.5,40.5,—0.95,40.95}). Saturation uniformly scales chroma across all colors, whereas vibrance selectively

enhances muted colors while preserving already saturated regions.

and standard deviation 0sharp = 1.0. The high-frequency
detail layer is then defined as:

Dsharp =1, — Bsharp~ (57)

To prevent uniform sharpening of noisy flat regions, we
construct an edge-aware mask. Horizontal and vertical gra-
dients are estimated by convolving the input image with
simple derivative kernels, producing response maps G, and
G,. Gradients are computed independently per channel us-
ing [—1,0,1] derivative kernels, and the resulting magni-
tudes are averaged to form a normalized edge mask. The
edge magnitude map is then computed as:

Esharp(z,y) = \/Gi(m,y) + G?/(x,y)’

which is normalized to form the edge mask Mgnarp €
[0, 1]. This mask ensures that sharpening is applied predom-
inantly along edges. The final sharpened image is obtained
as:

(58)

!

sharp = (5 9)
where asharp controls the sharpening strength. Higher
values of agnarp increase edge contrast, while setting
Qsnarp = 0 disables sharpening. Figure 30 shows qualita-
tive results of the sharpening operator applied to an example
image.

Iin + asharstharpMsharpa
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L.9. Editing Picture Styles

As our photofinishing module governs the overall appear-
ance and perceived “look and feel” of the final image,
and given its modular design, we provide users with fine-
grained control over each operator and enable flexible style
editing. Specifically, our tool allows: 1) disabling indi-
vidual operators (e.g., tone mapping, gamma correction)
within a selected picture style, 2) interpolating operators’
parameters between multiple picture styles, or 3) replacing
specific operators of one style with those of another target
style. We implement style mixing through simple linear in-
terpolation of the operator parameters predicted by the cor-
responding photofinishing networks of each selected style.
The interpolated parameters are then applied once through
our photofinishing module, ensuring consistent and efficient
rendering.

Figure 31 shows an example image captured with an
iPhone 13 (an unseen camera in our training) and processed
using our generic denoiser and the photofinishing module
(trained on images taken by the S24’s main camera) with
different picture styles. The figure demonstrates three types
of style mixing: 1) operator replacement (e.g., rendering
the image with Style #0 while substituting chroma mapping
from another style), 2) operator interpolation (e.g., perform-



Input raw image

Ours (strength: 40.0)

Ours (strength: 20.0) Ours (strength: 50.0)

Figure 30. We allow the user to apply sharpening as the final step
of our pipeline. The example shown is from the validation set of
S24 [16], including the input raw image and our rendered outputs
with different sharpening strengths asnarp. Increasing agnarp €n-
hances edge contrast, with acsnarp = 0 corresponding to no sharp-
ening.

ing chroma mapping by interpolating 50% from Style #3
and 50% from Style #5), and 3) operator disabling (e.g.,
rendering with all operators of Style #5 except global tone
mapping, which is disabled).

1.10. Re-Rendering with Embedded Raw

After rendering the raw image to sSRGB, our tool embeds the
original raw data within the JPEG container of the rendered
output. This was achieved by first compressing the raw im-
age as a JPEG using the Raw-JPEG Adapter [15], and then
appending this raw-JPEG file (along with the operator pa-
rameters, DNG metadata, and the current editing configura-
tion of the image in the tool) after the end-of-image (EOI)
marker of the sSRGB JPEG. In this way, the visible JPEG re-
mains fully standards-compliant and decodable by any con-
ventional viewer, while our tool can still access the embed-
ded raw data for re-rendering and further adjustments.

This design offers several advantages. First, it ensures
backward compatibility, as the SRGB JPEG remains view-
able on all platforms without modification. At the same
time, it enables the distribution of a single JPEG file that
contains both the standard viewable image (compatible with
any JPEG decoder) and the corresponding raw data (ac-
cessible by our tool), with a small increase in storage size
compared to saving the raw data separately without com-
pression (e.g., in DNG format). Lastly, by embedding the
operator parameters, the user can later reset all manual ad-
justments and reapply a new set exactly as applied during
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the initial rendering, allowing unlimited post-saving edits
without needing to access the original raw DNG file.

For the Raw-JPEG Adapter [15], we provide two qual-
ity settings: raw-JPEG quality = 95, which typically adds
about 2-3 MB to the sSRGB JPEG file size, and raw-JPEG
quality = 75, which adds around 1-2 MB. These values rep-
resent a modest storage overhead compared to alternatives
such as HEIC on iPhone, which also supports post-capture
re-rendering through Apple’s Photos editing tool but often
produces larger files (exceeding 10 MB in some scenes or
picture styles) and DNG files, which typically range from
12 MB to 35 MB per 12-megapixel image. In contrast,
for 12-megapixel images, our approach of appending the
JPEG-compressed raw data to the final image requires, on
average, only about 5-6 MB in total at raw-JPEG quality =
95 (including approximately 3 MB for the SRGB JPEG) and
about 3-4 MB at raw-JPEG quality = 75.

To generate a raw-JPEG compressed file, we pre-process
the raw images before JPEG compression using trained
models corresponding to each target JPEG quality, as de-
scribed in [15]. During decoding, and prior to JPEG de-
compression, we inverted the Raw-JPEG Adapter operators
using the stored metadata of the operator parameters em-
bedded in the raw JPEG file.

In our implementation, we employed the Raw-JPEG
Adapter model variant without the DCT component, which
was recommended for better generalization to unseen cam-
eras during training [15]. The Raw-JPEG Adapter model
is lightweight, with only 32,076 parameters, and introduces
an average overhead of about 0.3 seconds for raw image
processing before encoding and 0.1 seconds for restoration.

With this design, our tool can re-render or edit images
with the same level of functionality as when operating di-
rectly on the original DNG raw files during the post-render
stage, even after multiple re-rendering operations without
cumulative degradation in accuracy. This is achieved by
preserving the complete raw data within the final JPEG
file, with only a slight loss in accuracy due to compres-
sion. Figure 32 demonstrates this capability, showing an
example where an image saved using our tool is later re-
rendered both with the same settings and with different
styles and parameter configurations. A quantitative evalua-
tion is provided in Sec. K.2.3, where we compare our design
against prior re-rendering alternatives, showing that embed-
ding the raw data within the JPEG enables higher-quality
re-rendering results.

I.11. Processing Input sSRGB Images

To broaden the applicability of our framework beyond raw
images, we also support standard 8-bit SRGB inputs (e.g.,
JPEG/PNG) that are not accompanied by embedded raw
data. Since our pipeline is designed to operate on raw im-
ages, we first linearize the input SRGB image using the



Input raw image Default style (Style #0) ] Sle #1 Style #2 Style #3 Style #4 Style #5

Photofinishing uses digital gain, tone mapping, and gamma correction from Style #0, with chroma mapping is applied from the target style(s).
| [ [ [ [} [}

Style #1 Style #2 Style #3 Style #4 Style #5 Style #3, 5 (50/50)  Style #1, 2, 3 (30/30/40)

Photofinishing uses chroma mapping and gamma correction from Style #4, with digital gain and tone mapping are applied from the target style(s).

Style #0 ) Style #1 Style #2 Style #3 Style #5 Style #0, 5 (50/50)  Style #0, 2, 5 (40/40/20)

All operators are from the target style,

Style #0, w/o local tone ~ Style #0, w/o gainand  Style #2, w/o chroma  Style #2, w/o gamma  Style #5, w/o gain and  Style #5, w/o chroma Style #5, w/o global
mapping global tone mapping mapping correction chroma mapping mapping tone mapping

Figure 31. Our modular photofinishing design provides users with full control over the picture style of the final image. In addition
to selecting from pre-defined picture styles (each rendered by a pre-trained photofinishing module), users can also mix operators from
different styles or disable specific operators entirely. The shown example was captured with the iPhone 13 main camera, which is an
unseen camera for our pre-trained photofinishing modules.

method of [10], where a lightweight network maps the input camera’s raw space. Unlike the original design in [10],
sRGB image to the CIE XYZ linear space. which employed two networks to map between sRGB and
CIE XYZ in both directions, we only use a single network

We then follow the CIE XYZ-to-raw mapping strategy to map from sRGB to CIE XYZ. To further reduce compu-

described in Sec. 4.2.4 of [10]. In this step, we fix the CIE tational cost and memory usage, we use a lightweight vari-
XYZ-to-raw 3x3 matrix to the one corresponding to the ant of the original architecture. Specifically, we reduced
S24 main camera under D50 illumination (CCT=5000K). the local sub-network depth in [10] from 16 to 8 convolu-
The mapped raw image is then multiplied by the D65 light tional blocks, and the number of channels per convolutional
color in the raw space, yielding a synthetic raw-like rep- layer from 32 to 24. For the global sub-network in [10], we

resentation of the input SRGB image within the S24 main

26



D A
: | vm TR '
: AC
N

DNG file: 19.9 MB
Input raw image Default settings Denoising strength: 0.1 Auto exposure, contrast: 0.5

>

=
i)

~

Re-rendering

Re're de inb‘ e B Re-rendering Re-repdering de
Style #1, auto white balance (neutral) Style #2 Style #3 Style #1, chroma mapping from Style #3

Figure 32. Our framework enables post-editable re-rendering of saved JPEG images with the same functionality available to the original
raw data. This is achieved by embedding the raw image in a compact form alongside the final SRGB rendering. Shown here is an example
image captured with an iPhone 13 and processed by our tool. The first result shows the default rendering, while the remaining results are
obtained by re-rendering from the restored raw image using different rendering settings.

use a depth of 4 (instead of 5) with 24 channels (instead of ferent settings using our tool.
64), and reduce the final three fully connected layers from

[1024, 1024, 1024] to [512, 256, 256], while disabling the J. User Study Details
dropout layer. After these modifications, the total number
of parameters in the linearization model is 693,493 (~2.7
MB), resulting in only a light additional load on the GPU.

As discussed in the main paper, we conducted a user study
to compare our method with the Samsung S24 native cam-
era ISP and Adobe Lightroom (using its built-in auto-

We trained this lightweight linearization model for 300 enhancement feature). We captured 45 scenes with the S24
epochs using the Adam optimizer [54] on 512x512 non- main camera in Pro mode (which outputs DNG raw files)
overlapping patches from the sSRGB-to-CIE XYZ dataset and re-captured the same scenes using the native camera
[10], with a mini-batch size of 8 and an L2 regularization application.
factor of 107° (in contrast to 10~ used in the original The images covered a variety of conditions, including
work). indoor, outdoor daylight, sunset, and low-light scenes. The

With this synthetic raw conversion process, our tool re- DNG files were processed with Adobe Lightroom (auto en-
mains applicable to SRGB inputs rendered by any camera hancement) and with our method, resulting in three versions
or software ISP, as well as to synthetically generated SRGB for each scene: ours, native ISP, and Lightroom.
images—albeit with reduced accuracy due to residual non- Participants were presented with these three versions
linearities that cannot be fully removed by linearization. side-by-side in a custom user-study GUI. The order of the
Figure 33 illustrates two examples: the first is an SRGB im- images was randomized for each trial to prevent bias, and
age captured and rendered by the iPhone’s native camera the internal order of the methods was randomized as well.
ISP, and the second is generated by the Gemini 2.5 Flash For each scene, participants were asked to select the best
Image model. Both images are linearized, mapped to the image under four criteria: ‘color quality’ — How good
S24 camera raw space, and subsequently rendered with dif- and natural do the colors look?, ‘bright-
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Input sSRGB image Synthesized raw image Default settings

AWB (preferred biases) Highlights: 0.7, contrast: 0.5, saturation: 0.3 Style #1
Input SRGB image (generated by Gemini) Synthesized raw image Default settings
Default settings w/o tone mapping Style #4 w/ AWB (neutral) Style #5

Figure 33. To broaden the applicability of our tool to sSRGB images saved without embedded raw data (i.e., outside our framework), we
linearize the input SRGB images (whether produced by unknown ISPs or generated by Al models) into synthetic raw-like representations,
thereby enabling the full functionality of our pipeline. The top example shows an image captured and rendered by the iPhone camera ISP,
from which we generate a raw-like image and process it with different settings using our tool. The second example is an image generated
by the Gemini 2.5 Flash Image model with the prompt: Generate an ancient Egyptian scene with pyramids, the
Nile, and palm trees glowing under a golden sunset. We convert it into a raw-like image and apply our tool with
different rendering options.
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Figure 34. User study results. Preference rates (%) for each cri-
terion comparing our method, the Samsung S24 native ISP, and
Adobe Lightroom (auto enhancement). Our method is consistently

preferred by participants across all four criteria.

ness & contrastt — Is the image clear, with
a good balance between light and dark
areas?, ‘sharpness & detail’ — How crisp and
detailed does the image look?, and ‘over-
all preference’ — Which image do you simply
like more overall?. A total of 20 participants took
part in the study.

As shown in Fig. 34, our method was consistently pre-
ferred across all four criteria: 53.2% in ‘color quality’,
46.4% in ‘brightness & contrast’, 43.4% in ‘sharpness &
detail’, and 51.4% in ‘overall preference’, with margins
of +13.9-27.0% over the closest competitor. These re-
sults demonstrate that users consistently favor our rendering
pipeline over both the commercial Samsung ISP and Light-
room auto enhancement. See Fig. 35 for examples from the
captured images and the rendering results from the native
camera ISP, Adobe Lightroom (auto enhancement), and our
method.

K. Ablation and Additional Results
K.1. Ablation Studies

We conducted a series of ablation studies to validate the ef-
fectiveness of each component in our method. In this sub-
section, we describe these experiments in detail and present
the corresponding results.

K.1.1. Denoising Ablations

As discussed in the main paper, we evaluated three NafNet
variants [30] for raw image denoising: lite (245 K pa-
rameters), base (933 K), and large (3.63 M). To compare
NafNet with an alternative architecture for raw image de-
noising, Table 7 shows results for the large NafNet model
and Restormer [88] (26.1 M), both trained on the S24
raw/denoised pairs [16]. The input to each model is a noisy
raw image, and the output is a denoised raw image, eval-
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Table 7. Raw image denoising results on the S24 noisy/denoised
test set [16] using NafNet [30] and Restormer [88]. The best re-

sults are highlighted in yellow.
S24 Test Set
(Noisy/Denoised)

Method

PSNR1 | SSIM 1
NafNet (large, ours) [30] 57.33 0.999
Restormer [88] 55.42 0.999

Table 8. Ablation study of raw denoising and detail enhancement
on the S24 [16] test set. Inputs are noisy raw images, and outputs
are compared against ground-truth sSRGB images. Denoising was
performed using the base model (~933K parameters). The best
results are highlighted in yellow.

i

Framework Variation
w/o raw denoising 24.48 0.731
w/ raw denoising 26.48 0.883
w/ raw denoising + enhancement | 27.52 0.922

uated against the pseudo ground truth provided in the S24
dataset. The large NafNet variant achieves superior results
while requiring substantially fewer parameters.

Table 8 reports results on the S24 test set, where the in-
puts are noisy raw images and both the outputs and ground
truth are sSRGB-rendered images. We compare three con-
figurations of our framework (with the photofinishing mod-
ule enabled in all cases): without denoising, with denois-
ing only (excluding the detail-enhancement network), and
with both denoising and detail enhancement, using the base
denoising model. The results show that image denoising
yields significant improvements.

K.1.2. Upsampling Ablations

In both the main paper and this supplementary material

(Sec. E), we have introduced our regularized variant of

BGU [29]. Here, we present ablation results comparing dif-

ferent guided upsampling approaches, including BGU with-

out our regularization. For completeness, we also compare
against the regularization used in the original BGU Halide
implementation, which we denote as Halide regularization.

A key challenge in this evaluation arises from the
ground-truth sRGB images in the S24 test set. These
ground-truth images include sharpening and detail enhance-
ments that are not present in the pseudo ground-truth de-
noised raw images. Since the guide image (denoised raw
or any of its variants, e.g., linear SRGB) lacks such details,
no guided upsampling method can fully recover them. To
address this, we conducted experiments under two ground-
truth settings:

1. Original S24 ground truth: sSRGB images with sharpen-
ing, detail enhancement, and compression (as provided
in the original dataset).

2. Alternative ground truth: sRGB images rendered di-
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S24 native camera ISP

Ours
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Figure 35. Example comparisons shown to participants during the user study. For each scene, participants evaluated three versions: our
method, the Samsung S24 native ISP, and Adobe Lightroom (auto enhancement). The order was randomized in the GUI for every trial.

rectly from the denoised raw DNG files using Adobe
Photoshop, with sharpening and detail enhancements
disabled and no compression applied.

For both ground-truth settings, we evaluated two guide
image versions: 1) the denoised raw image and 2) its lin-
ear sSRGB conversion. The corresponding source image was
generated by downsampling the guide image to one-quarter
of its original resolution, while the target image was ob-
tained by downsampling the ground-truth sSRGB image to
the same resolution.

We utilized ground-truth sSRGB images in these experi-
ments, rather than outputs from our photofinishing module,
to isolate the evaluation of the guided upsampling meth-
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ods themselves under the best-case scenario, without in-
direct effects from the photofinishing stage. Table 9 re-
ports results comparing BGU [29] with our regularization,
BGU without regularization, and BGU with the Halide reg-
ularization, along with two alternative guided upsampling
methods: guided linear upsampling (GLU) [74] and clas-
sical guided image filtering (GF) [43]. Figure 36 provides
a visual comparison of BGU results without and with our
proposed regularization. Overall, our regularization pro-
duces reconstructions that are both visually and quantita-
tively closer to the ground truth.



Table 9. Comparison of different guided upsampling methods on the S24 test set [ 16] under two ground-truth settings: original S24 ground
truth (with detail enhancements) and alternative ground truth (without enhancements). Results are reported for two guide image versions:
denoised raw and linear SRGB (LsRGB). The best results are highlighted in yellow.

Original S24 GT Original S24 GT
Method (Denoised Raw/sRGB) (LsRGB/sRGB)
PSNR 1 SSIM 1 PSNR 1 SSIM PSNR1 | SSIM*T | PSNR*T | SSIM 1

GLU [74] 33.46 0.919 37.95 0.966 33.47 0.919 38.42 0.971
GF [43] 31.58 0.907 33.74 0.943 31.97 0.912 34.84 0.959
BGU (w/o regularization) [29] 33.73 0.928 40.82 0.986 33.77 0.928 41.00 0.988
BGU (w/ Halide regularization) [29] | 32.49 0.916 37.28 0.977 32.78 0.918 38.26 0.980
BGU (w/ our regularization) [29] 33.85 0.927 41.69 0.987 33.92 0.928 42.01 0.989

BGU w/o reg. BGU w/ our reg. Ground truth

Figure 36. Visual comparison of guided upsampling on an exam-
ple from the S24 dataset [16]. We compare BGU [29] without
regularization against our proposed regularization. Our regular-
ization better preserves fine details and produces results closer to
the ground truth.

K.1.3. Photofinishing Loss Ablations

To analyze the contribution of each loss term in our
photofinishing module, we conducted a detailed ablation
study on the default picture style (Style #0) of the S24
dataset [16] (Tables 10 and 11). For these experiments,
we chose to process images starting from the pseudo
ground-truth denoised raw inputs, which were subsequently
mapped to the linear SRGB color space. This setup allows
us to isolate and evaluate the photofinishing module inde-
pendently, without the influence of potential degradations
introduced by the denoising stage in our full pipeline.

When training with all loss terms enabled, our model
achieves the best accuracy in both PSNR and SSIM, as high-
lighted in Table 10. Removing any single loss term slightly
decreases the accuracy. Conversely, progressively adding
the losses one by one (Table 11) results in steady improve-
ments, indicating that each term contributes positively to the
overall quality.

Figure 37 shows that the tone-mapping loss (1) and
luminance-consistency loss (¢1un,) lead to more balanced
tone reproduction across the image, encouraging the global
and local tone-mapping stages of the photofinishing module
to function as intended. The global stage refines the over-
all tone distribution of the gain-adjusted linear SRGB im-
age, while the local stage further adjusts contrast in spatially
varying regions. Both stages maintain a comparable overall
luminance level, which encourages the local tone-mapping
stage to focus on localized adjustments rather than global
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Table 10. Ablation study showing the impact of removing each
loss term individually on the results of our photofinishing module,
evaluated on the S24 test set [16]. The input images are linear
sRGB frames generated from pseudo ground-truth denoised im-
ages in the S24 test set, downsampled to one-quarter resolution.
The outputs are compared against the ground truth at the same
resolution. The best results are highlighted in yellow.

S24 Test Set (1/4 LsRGB/sRGB)

U1 | Lsstu | lpere | ak | Loper | frut-s | Lruma | fom | fomw-s | PSNR | SSIM

v v v v v v v v 27.01 | 0.934
v v v v v v v v 27.01 | 0.931
Vi v v v v v v v 26.89 | 0.934
Vi v v v v v v v 26.96 | 0.934
VIV v v v v v v 26.99 | 0.934
VIV v v v v v v 27.18 | 0.934
v v v v v v v v 27.20 | 0.934
Vi v v v v v v v 27.13 | 0.934
Vi v v v v v v v 27.05 | 0.934
VI v v v v v v v v 27.49 | 0.939

Table 11. Ablation study showing the cumulative effect of adding
each loss term progressively to our photofinishing module, evalu-
ated on the S24 test set [16]. Starting from a baseline trained with
£ only, additional loss terms are introduced one at a time. Input
images are linear SRGB frames generated from pseudo ground-
truth denoised images in the S24 test set, downsampled to one-
quarter resolution. The outputs are compared against the ground
truth at the same resolution. The best results are highlighted in
yellow.
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shifts. Similarly, Fig. 38 shows that our chosen loss weight
for the local tone-mapping smoothness term (Apry-s=0.6)



Table 12. Effect of different values of the local tone-mapping
smoothness loss weight (Artu-s) on the S24 test set [16]. Input
images are pseudo ground-truth denoised raw images mapped to
the linear SRGB space at one-quarter of the original raw resolu-
tion. The best results are highlighted in yellow.

S24 Test Set
. (1/4 LsRGB/sRGB)
Loss weight (Apry-s) SSIM 1
0.06 27.13 0.935
0.6 27.49 0.939
6.0 26.19 0.933

Table 13. Ablation on the design of our photofinishing module.
For this ablation, we remove one network of our photofinishing
module at both training and inference to evaluate its contribution.
Results are shown on the S24 test set [16] (default style; Style #0),
where the input images are pseudo ground-truth denoised raw im-
ages mapped to the linear SRGB space and downsampled to one-
quarter of the original resolution, and the ground truth is the cor-
responding SRGB image at the same resolution. The best results
are highlighted in yellow.

S24 Test Set (1/4 LsRGB/sRGB)

Gain | GTM | LTM | Chroma | Gamma | PSNR? | SSIM 1
v v v 26.68 0.931
v v v 26.84 0.934
v v v 24.66 0.898
v v v 26.45 0.928
v v v v 26.91 0.935
v v v v v 27.49 0.939

achieves a good balance between suppressing local artifacts
and preserving fine details (see Table 12 for the quantitative
comparison).

K.1.4. Photofinishing Design Ablations

We conducted a set of ablation studies to evaluate our design
against alternative configurations. As described earlier, the
proposed photofinishing module consists of five networks:
digital gain, GTM, LTM, chroma mapping, and gamma cor-
rection. Each network predicts the parameters of its corre-
sponding operator. The rest of this subsection details the
contribution of each component.

Overall Module Composition. Table 13 shows the re-
sults of different variants of our photofinishing module,
where one network is removed at both training and testing
to evaluate the contribution of each stage. As shown, the
proposed full design not only provides greater modularity
and user control but also achieves the best quantitative re-
sults. Figure 39 shows a qualitative comparison.

Local Tone-Mapping and Chroma Design. We con-
ducted additional experiments to ablate the design choices
of our LTM and chroma mapping components. The LTM
network predicts five spatially varying coefficient maps:
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Table 14. Ablation on the local tone-mapping (LTM) design. We
progressively add each predicted coefficient map (A1ru-Grrm) to
evaluate their contribution. The “All (w/o multi-scale guide)” vari-
ant includes all five parameters but omits the multi-scale guidance
network, using a single guidance network in its place. Results are
on the S24 test set [16] using pseudo ground-truth denoised raw
inputs mapped to linear SRGB at one-quarter resolution. The best
results are highlighted in yellow.

. S. S.
LTM Design PSNR T | SSIM '
Ay 26.49 0.927
Apry, Broy 26.54 0.928
ALTM) BLTM7 CLTM 26-58 0.927
Avru, Burw, Crrw, Wiy 26.86 0.931
All (w/o multi-scale guide) 26.87 0.933
Ours (all) 27.49 0.939

A1y, Brrw, Crotu, Wiy, and Gy ry. We progressively en-
abled these coefficients to evaluate their contribution, and
we further examined the effect of the LTM grid size and the
design of the chroma LuT used for chroma mapping.

Table 14 reports results of training our photofinishing
module with different subsets of the LTM parameters. We
began by predicting a single-channel pixel-wise map rep-
resenting Arry to modulate the tone-mapping exponent.
Next, we introduced By 1y to allow adaptive control over
the compression strength in the denominator of the tone-
mapping function, followed by adding Ciry to model
asymmetric behavior between bright and dark regions. We
then incorporated the blending map Wty to locally mix
the LTM output with the globally tone-mapped result IéTM,
and subsequently added the gain map Gy ry, which adjusts
local exposure before tone mapping.

This full set of parameters was tested both without and
with the multi-scale guidance network to evaluate its con-
tribution. See Fig. 40 for a qualitative example.

Table 15 complements this analysis by showing the re-
sults of modifying the LTM grid size and the chroma map-
ping design. We first reduced the LTM grid size from
64x64x18x5 to 32x32x9x5 to examine the impact of
spatial resolution of the LTM parameter grid. Next, we eval-
uated predicting the chroma LuT directly instead of learning
it as a residual to the image-independent learnable LuT.

Lastly, we evaluated a smaller chroma LuT with N; =12
bins (i.e., a LuT size of 12 x 12 x 2) instead of N,=24 (i.e.,
24 x 24 x 2) to study the effect of chroma quantization gran-
ularity. The results demonstrate that both the residual for-
mulation and higher grid/LuT resolution contribute to im-
proved reconstruction accuracy, with our full configuration
achieving the best overall results.

Multi-Branch and Coordinate Attention. We further
evaluated the contribution of the multi-branch convolu-
tional (MBConv) and coordinate attention (CA) [45] blocks
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Figure 37. Visual comparison showing the impact of training with and without the tone mapping loss (¢{rv) and the luma energy loss
(l1uma)- Shown are the input raw image, the color-corrected linear sSRGB image after digital gain, the results after global and local tone
mapping, and the final photofinishing output compared against the ground truth at the same resolution (i.e., one-quarter of the original raw
resolution). The input sample is from the validation split of the S24 dataset [16], where the photofinishing result shown here is obtained by
processing the pseudo ground-truth denoised raw image mapped to the linear SRGB space.

Table 15. Ablation on the design of the chroma mapping and LTM Table 16. Ablation on the effect of multi-branch (MBConv) and
networks. We evaluate 1) predicting the chroma LuT directly in- coordinate attention (CA) [45] in our photofinishing module. Re-
stead of as a residual, 2) using a smaller number of chroma bins sults are reported on the S24 test set [16] (1/4 linear sSRGB/sRGB).
(Np=12 instead of N, =24), and 3) reducing the LTM grid size to The best results are highlighted in yellow.

Ny=32 and depth to N.=9, instead of N,=64 and N.=18. Re-

sults are shown on the S24 test set [ 16], where the input images are S24 Test Set ‘
pseudo ground-truth denoised raw images mapped to linear sSRGB Photofinishing Networks SGB )
and downsampled to one-quarter of the original resolution. The
. . w/o MBConv 26.95 0.934
best results are highlighted in yellow. w0 CA 76.93 0933
Ours (w/ MBConv & CA) 27.49 0.939

S24 Test Set
. (1/4 LsRGB/sRGB)
Variant

PSNR1 | SSIM 1

Chroma LuT (no residual) 27.07 0.935 Tone-Mapping Domain. In our tone-mapping design, we

Chroma LuT bins (N,) = 12 26.88 0.932 apply both the global and local tone-mapping operators di-

LTM grid size (N. =9, N, = 32) 26.94 0.934 . . .

Ours 3749 0.939 rectly to the linear SRGB representation instead of to the
luma (Y) channel of the YCbCr representation at each
stage. While operating in the luma domain may seem
more intuitive (since it isolates luminance from chroma),

(Sec. C.2) used across the networks of our photofinish- we found that this separation leads to performance degrada-
ing module. For this ablation, we trained and tested vari- tion. Specifically, applying tone mapping (global and local)
ants with each component removed independently. Table 16 to the Y channel and then allowing the chroma-mapping
shows that both the multi-branch structure and the coordi- network to process the CbCr components resulted in no-
nate attention blocks improve the result of our photofinish- ticeably poorer qualitative and quantitative results. Table 17
ing module. compares our proposed design against the luma-based vari-
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LTM smoothness = 0.6

LTM smoothness = 6.0

Ground truth image

Figure 38. The impact of different values of Airu-s on the
final output of the photofinishing module. Our chosen value
(Artv-s=0.6) achieves a good balance between smoothing the
local tone-mapping maps and maintaining both qualitative and
quantitative quality. The shown image is from the test set of
the S24 dataset [16]. The displayed result corresponds to the fi-
nal output of our photofinishing module, obtained by processing
the pseudo ground-truth denoised raw image mapped to the linear
sRGB space. Both the prediction and ground truth are shown at
one-quarter of the original raw resolution.

Table 17. Comparison between our tone-mapping design and
a luma-based tone-mapping design. In the luma-based design,
global and local tone-mapping are applied only to the Y (lumi-
nance) channel of the YCbCr color space. In our design, tone-
mapping is applied jointly to all RGB channels in the linear sSRGB
domain. Results are reported on the S24 test set [16] (1/4 linear
sRGB/sRGB). The best results are highlighted in yellow.

S24 Test Set
(1/4 LsRGB/sRGB)

Design PSNRT | SSIM 1
Luma-based TM design | 25.80 0.922
Ours 27.49 0.939

ant on the S24 test set [16]. As shown, applying tone map-
ping in the linear RGB domain yields superior PSNR and
SSIM values. See Fig. 41 for a qualitative comparison.

3D Lookup Table. In the main paper, we described an
optional learnable global 3D LuT designed to improve the
rendering of artistic picture styles. Specifically, we learn
a global, image-independent 11x11x11 RGB LuT, Lggg,
which is applied before the chroma-mapping operator. This
3D LuT helps capture more aggressive color transforma-
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PSNR =25.53

Ground-truth image

w/o chroma w/ all networks

mapping network

w/o gamma correction
network

Figure 39. Output of the photofinishing module trained without
one of the processing stages (digital gain, global tone mapping, lo-
cal tone mapping, chroma mapping, and gamma correction) com-
pared to the full model trained with all stages enabled. The shown
image is from the validation set of the S24 dataset [16]. The results
are obtained by processing the pseudo ground-truth denoised raw
image provided in the dataset, mapped to the linear SRGB space at
one-quarter of the original raw resolution, and compared against
the ground-truth sSRGB image at the same resolution.

Linear sRGB

Ier

TMw/ A,B,C,W,G  Ground-truth image

Figure 40. Qualitative results from our photofinishing module
trained with progressively added LTM parameters (Arrv, B,
Crru, Wiy, and Gyiry) during both training and testing. The in-
put is a pseudo ground-truth denoised raw image mapped to linear
sRGB (1/4 resolution), and the output is compared against the cor-
responding sSRGB ground truth. Examples are taken from the S24
validation set [16].

tions that the 2D chroma LuT, L.y ., constructed by
our chroma-mapping network is limited in modeling (see
Fig. 42 for a qualitative example).

However, we observed that when learning simpler pic-
ture styles—such as the default color style used in the S24
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Figure 42. Impact of incorporating a global 3D LuT when learning
artistic picture styles. Results are shown on the S24 test set [16],
where the input to the photofinishing module is the linear sSRGB
version of the pseudo ground-truth denoised raw image downsam-
pled to one-quarter of the original resolution.

Figure 41. Qualitative comparison between the luma-based tone-
mapping design and our proposed design. Inputs to the photofin-
ishing module are pseudo ground-truth denoised raw images
mapped to linear SRGB and downsampled to one-quarter of the
original resolution. Results are shown from the validation set of
the S24 dataset [16].

dataset [ 16] (Style #0)—the 3D LuT provides negligible ben-
efit. We evaluated our photofinishing module with and with-
out the 3D LuT, where the input is the linear sSRGB image
derived from the pseudo ground-truth denoised raw data at
one-quarter of the original raw resolution. Similar to our
other ablations, we perform this analysis in isolation from
other components such as guided upsampling or denoising
to focus on the photofinishing performance.

Table 18 reports the results on the artistic picture styles
of the S24 dataset (Styles #1-5). As shown, incorporat-
ing the 3D LuT provides a consistent improvement across
styles, with only a minor increase of approximately 4,000
parameters per style. In contrast, Table 19 shows that for
the default picture style (Style #0), the 3D LuT yields no
significant improvement and even slightly degrades SSIM.

Lo o2 S
Igm‘nmn - - A

Input raw image Linear sRGB LTM — HDRNet

v
Dgaia

Photofinishing — HDRNet Ours Ground truth image

Comparison with HDRNet [39]. While both our LTM

network and HDRNet [39] aim to predict locally adaptive

tone-mapping operators, their formulations and architec- Figure 43. Qualitative comparison between our method and HDR-
tures are fundamentally different. Both methods employ a Net [39]. We show results when HDRNet replaces 1) only the
low-resolution bilateral grid of coefficients that are sliced LTM network/operator and 2) the entire photofinishing module.

The example is from the S24 test set [16]. In our result, multi-

using a high-resolution guidance image to produce pixel- . . oo
scale processing and refinement (Sec. B.1) are applied within the

wise operator parameters. However, the tone-mapping op-

erators modeled by our LTM differ from those in HDRNet, LTM stage.

and our network design is entirely distinct (Sec. C.5). To

better highlight these differences, we conducted two abla-

tion experiments. In the first, we replaced our LTM net- the same configuration used for our photofinishing module
work and its operators with HDRNet, while keeping all on the S24 dataset [16]. Table 20 reports the quantitative
other photofinishing networks unchanged. In the second, results on the S24 test set. As shown, our design achieves
we replaced the entire photofinishing module with a single higher PSNR and SSIM while requiring fewer parameters.
HDRNet model. All models were trained jointly following See Fig. 43 for a qualitative comparison.
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Table 18. Ablation on the effect of the learned 3D LuT for rendering artistic picture styles using our photofinishing module. Results are
shown on the S24 test set [16], where the input consists of pseudo ground-truth denoised raw images mapped to the linear SRGB space and
downsampled to one-quarter of the original resolution, and the ground truth is the corresponding sSRGB image in the target picture style at
the same resolution. The evaluation covers five distinct artistic picture styles (Styles #1-5). The best results are highlighted in yellow.

Photofinishing Module # params (per style)
PSNRT | SSIM1 | PSNR7T | SSIM7T | PSNR1 | SSIM1 | PSNR?T | SSIMT | PSNR1 | SSIM 1

Without 3D LuT 26.08 0.926 28.70 0.923 26.36 0.924 26.24 0.916 28.03 0.949 207,224

With 3D LuT 27.61 0.935 30.02 0.935 27.78 0.937 27.52 0.932 29.45 0.968 211,217

Table 19. Ablation on the effect of using the 3D LuT in our
photofinishing module for the default style (Style #0) on the S24
dataset [16]. The input consists of pseudo ground-truth denoised
raw images mapped to the linear SRGB space and downsampled
to one-quarter of the original resolution, and the ground truth
is the corresponding sRGB image at the same resolution. The
3D LuT mainly benefits target picture styles with artistic appear-
ance, whereas for simpler styles that mainly enhance color and
overall tone, the gain is marginal. The best results are highlighted
in yellow.

Photofinishing Module S24 Test Set (1/4 LsRGB/sRGB)

PSNR T SSIM 1
Without 3D LuT 2749 0.939
With 3D LuT 27.53 0.935

Table 20. Alternative designs using HDRNet [39] as a replace-
ment for our local tone-mapping network and operator, or by sub-
stituting the entire photofinishing module with a single HDRNet.
Results are reported on the S24 test set [16], where the input con-
sists of pseudo ground-truth denoised raw images mapped to the
linear sSRGB space and downsampled to one-quarter of the original
resolution, and the ground truth is the corresponding sSRGB image
at the same resolution. The best results are highlighted in yellow.

Method
PSNR1 | SSIM T | # params
LTM — HDRNet 25.35 0.920 570,462
Photofinishing — HDRNet 24.87 0911 483,453
Ours 27.49 0.939 207,224

K.2. Additional Results

In this subsection, we provide additional results, including
visual outputs of intermediate stages, quantitative results on
an additional dataset, detailed evaluations across the S24
dataset styles, and further qualitative examples.

K.2.1. Visualization of Photofinishing Stages

Figure 44 visualizes intermediate stages of our pipeline (af-
ter denoising and color correction, digital gain, tone map-
ping, chroma mapping, gamma correction, and detail en-
hancement) using the default picture style (Style #0). An-
other example of the default style is shown in Fig. 45. Fig-
ure 46 shows two examples rendered with different artistic
styles (Styles #3 and #4), illustrating how the module’s in-
ternal representations adapt across styles. Figure 47 com-
pares the intermediate outputs of the same scene across dif-

36

Table 21. Results on the MIT-Adobe 5K dataset [26]. We report
PSNR, SSIM [81], LPIPS [89], and AE 2000 [72], along with the
total number of parameters for each method. The best results are
highlighted in yellow, and the second best in green.

Method
PSNR 1T | SSIM? | LPIPS| | AE2000 | | # params
ISPDiffuser [70] 19.44 0.711 0.333 11.030 20,938,890
PyNet [48] 19.18 0.695 0.219 12.300 47,548,170
CIE XYZ Net [10] 20.25 0.715 0.189 10.352 1,348,789
Invertible-ISP [85] 20.06 0.693 0.205 10.800 1,413,760
LAN [69] 16.46 0.618 0.275 14.817 46,847
MicroISP [49] 19.84 0.708 0.217 12.188 13,560
ParamISP [53] 21.17 0.735 0.184 9.729 1,420,000
LiteISP [91] 2145 0.740 0.169 9.687 9,094,000
FourierISP [44] 20.29 0.737 0.208 10.582 7,589,736
Ours (lite, w/oenhancement) | 21.10 | 0733 | 0223 | 11021 | 452447
Ours (base, w/o enhancement) 21.10 0.733 0.226 11.020 1,139,907
Ours (large, w/o enhancement) 21.11 0.736 0.225 11.005 3,841,547
Ours (lite, w/ enhancement) 21.27 0.739 0.219 10.765 503,082
Ours (base, w/ enhancement) 21.28 0.740 0.221 10.762 1,190,542
Ours (large, w/  enhancement) 21.29 0.742 0.220 10.743 3,892,182

ferent picture styles, highlighting how the tone and color
transformations learned by each network component vary
with style.

K.2.2. Results on MIT-Adobe 5K Dataset

In the main paper, we reported our results on the S24
dataset, which includes multiple picture styles, including
artistic styles. To further evaluate our method against other
alternatives, we trained and tested it, along with compet-
ing methods, on the MIT-Adobe FiveK dataset [26], using
Expert C as the ground truth. For our method, we gen-
erated pseudo ground-truth denoised images following the
same procedure used for the S24 dataset, employing the
Al-based denoiser available in Adobe Lightroom. Further
details on how we trained and evaluated other methods on
this dataset are provided in Sec. L. The results are reported
in Table 21. Our method achieves promising results, rank-
ing second in PSNR and first in SSIM, while maintaining
a fully modular design with controllable rendering stages.
Moreover, the lite version of our method surpasses several
recent methods despite having significantly fewer parame-
ters (21.27 dB with ~0.5 M parameters vs. ISPDiffuser [70]
at 19.44 dB with ~21 M parameters, and ParamISP [53] at
21.17 dB with ~1.4 M parameters).

K.2.3. Re-Rendering Results with Embedded Raw

In Sec. 1.10, we described our approach for embedding
JPEG-compressed raw data alongside the rendered sRGB
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Figure 44. Outputs of the intermediate stages in our pipeline, including raw denoising, color correction (CC), and the photofinishing
module, which comprises digital gain, global tone mapping (GTM), local tone mapping (LTM), chroma mapping, and detail enhancement
(enh.). We show enlarged patches of the final result when raw denoising is disabled, when detail enhancement is disabled, and when both
are enabled. The example is taken from the S24 test set [16].
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After local tone mapping After chroma mapping After gamma correction Ground truth

Figure 45. Intermediate outputs of our photofinishing module for the default picture style (Style #0). The example is from the S24 test
set [16]. The input to the photofinishing module is the pseudo ground-truth denoised raw image mapped to the linear SRGB space at
one-quarter of the original resolution, and the ground-truth reference is the corresponding Style #0 sRGB image at the same resolution.

image within the saved file. This design enables an unlim- styles). Our evaluation scheme is as follows. Each test im-
ited number of post-capture re-rendering operations with- age in the S24 dataset [16] is first rendered into a target style
out cumulative degradation in accuracy or the need to re- (referred to here as the source picture style) using InvISP or
construct raw data from the rendered sSRGB image, while ParamlISP, followed by raw reconstruction and subsequent
introducing only a moderate increase in the final JPEG file re-rendering into the remaining five picture styles using the
size compared to alternatives such as iPhone’s HEIC format models trained for those target picture styles.

for picture styles or saving the original DNG file.
For our method, we directly extract and decode the em-

bedded raw data, then re-render it using our pipeline with
the photofinishing and detail-enhancement models of the
target picture style. In this experiment, we used the Raw-

Specifically, we compare our embedded-raw approach JPEG Adapter [15] with a raw-JPEG quality setting of 75,
(Sec. 1.10) with InvISP [85] and ParamISP [53], both of which introduces approximately 1-2 MB of overhead for

Here, we present a quantitative comparison against alter-
native methods that enable image re-rendering through raw
reconstruction.

which reconstruct raw data from the rendered image to al- the embedded encoded raw data. As shown in Tables 22-
low re-rendering with different configurations (i.e., using 27, our method achieves consistently superior accuracy and
different model weights corresponding to distinct picture avoids the variability observed in other methods, whose re-
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Figure 46. Intermediate outputs of our photofinishing module for two artistic picture styles (Style #3 and Style #4). Each example is taken
from the S24 test set [16]. Inputs are pseudo ground-truth denoised raw images mapped to linear SRGB space at one-quarter of the original
resolution, and the corresponding sSRGB ground-truth references are shown at the same resolution.

rendering quality depends on the source picture style of the
initially rendered sRGB image.

K.2.4. Detailed Results on S24 Styles #1-5

In the main paper, we reported the PSNR scores of our
method compared to alternative approaches across differ-
ent picture styles available in the S24 dataset. Tables 28—
32 provide a more comprehensive evaluation, including
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SSIM [81], LPIPS [89], and AE 2000 [72]. The detailed
results for Styles #1-5.

K.2.5. Additional Qualitative Results

We present additional qualitative results obtained using our
method. Figure 48 shows a qualitative comparison between
our method and recent state-of-the-art neural ISP methods
on the S24 test set [16], along with the PSNR results of
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Figure 47. Comparison of intermediate-stage outputs for the same scene rendered with different picture styles. Images are taken from the
S24 test set [16]. The examples illustrate how the photofinishing stages adapt their tone and chroma adjustments depending on the target

picture style.

each method for every style. As shown, our method consis-
tently produces high-quality results while using fewer pa-
rameters overall, since only the photofinishing and detail-
enhancement modules employ style-specific weights, ow-
ing to the modularity of our design. Lastly, Figure 49

39

presents additional results on images captured by different
iPhone devices. None of our training data includes iPhone
images, further demonstrating the cross-device generaliza-
tion ability of our method.
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Figure 48. Additional qualitative comparison between our method and recent neural ISP methods (ISPDiffuser [70], LiteISP [91], and
ParamISP [53]). Results are shown for the default style of the S24 dataset [16] (Style #0) and the remaining artistic picture styles (Styles #1—

5). The shown images are from the S24 test set.

L. Evaluation Details

Except for the reported results on the Zurich Raw-to-sRGB
dataset [48] (Sec. B.2), we trained and evaluated all other
methods ourselves, following their original papers and re-
leased codebases. We generally followed the training proce-
dures and hyperparameters described in the original works,
with minor modifications where necessary (as elaborated
in the following). For the S24 dataset [16], only demo-
saiced linear RGB raw images are available. For meth-
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ods requiring single-channel mosaiced inputs, we simulated
the mosaicing process by applying a fixed Bayer pattern to
the RGB images. For three-channel input methods (such
as ours), the raw input images from the S24 [16], MIT-
Adobe FiveK [26], and Zurich Raw-to-sRGB [48] datasets
were generated by applying black-level normalization (us-
ing black and saturation levels specified in the DNG files
or dataset metadata), followed by demosaicing with the
Menon algorithm [65] when RGB demosaiced raw images
were not provided.



Figure 49. Additional results produced by our method. The shown images were rendered from raw captures taken with different iPhone
devices (13, 13 Pro Max, 14, and 15) and across various camera modules (main, ultra-wide, and telephoto). For these results, we used the
photofinishing and detail-enhancement models trained on the S24 dataset [16], along with the generic denoising and cross-camera AWB
models. None of the models were trained on data from any iPhone device.
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Table 22. Re-rendering results for target picture style #0 on the
S24 dataset [16]. We report PSNR, SSIM [81], LPIPS [89], and
AE 2000 [72]. For Invertible-ISP [85] and ParamISP [53], im-
ages were first rendered to SRGB using the source picture style
(as indicated in the table) and then reconstructed to raw before re-
rendering to the target style. For our method, the embedded raw
data were used directly for re-rendering, with the base denoising
model applied. The best results are highlighted in yellow.

Test Set (Target: Style #0)
Method PSNRT | SSIM | LIPS 1 | AE 2000 |
InvISP (source: Style #1) 22.69 0.817 0.152 7.319
InvISP (source: Style #2) 22.51 0.822 0.154 7.419
InvISP (source: Style #3) 22.74 0.812 0.160 7.438
InvISP (source: Style #4) 22.50 0.809 0.160 7.550
InvISP (source: Style #5) 22.82 0.801 0.185 7.882
ParamISP (source: Style #1) 21.71 0.789 0.181 8.072
ParamISP (source: Style #2) 22.67 0.805 0.154 7.478
ParamISP (source: Style #3) 21.50 0.786 0.217 9.844
ParamISP (source: Style #4) 22.40 0.798 0.170 7.937
ParamISP (source: Style #5) 16.88 0.730 0.402 16.532
| Ours (base denoiser) | 26.90 | 0901 | 0.066 | 4256 |

Table 23. Re-rendering results for target picture style #1 on the
S24 dataset [16]. For Invertible-ISP [85] and ParamISP [53], im-
ages were first rendered to SRGB using the source picture style and
then reconstructed to raw before re-rendering. For our method, the
embedded raw data were used directly for re-rendering, with the
base denoising model applied. The best results are highlighted in
yellow.

Method 524 Test Set (Target: Style#)
PSNRT | SSIM*T | LPIPS| | AE 2000
InvISP (source: Style #0) 21.38 0.810 0.211 8.676
InvISP (source: Style #2) 23.27 0.833 0.164 6.509
InvISP (source: Style #3) 23.46 0.830 0.166 6.530
InvISP (source: Style #4) 23.29 0.824 0.165 6.609
InvISP (source: Style #5) 22.85 0.828 0.181 7.881
ParamlISP (source: Style #0) 23.11 0.814 0.169 7.065
ParamlISP (source: Style #2) 22.80 0.814 0.166 7.135
ParamlISP (source: Style #3) 21.84 0.796 0.215 8.687
ParamlISP (source: Style #4) 22.74 0.810 0.180 7.517
ParamlISP (source: Style #5) 17.36 0.754 0.374 14.479
Ours (base denoiser) | 2668 | 0.897 | 0.088 | 4417
Ours (base denoiser + 3D LuT) 26.04 0.890 0.100 4.989

Table 24. Re-rendering results for target picture style #2 on the
S24 dataset [16]. The best results are highlighted in yellow.

-
PSNR 1 | SSIM?1 | LPIPS | | AE 2000 |
InvISP (source: Style #0) 26.17 0.843 0.124 5.301
InvISP (source: Style #1) 26.14 0.853 0.121 5.260
InvISP (source: Style #3) 26.23 0.851 0.129 5.280
InvISP (source: Style #4) 26.19 0.847 0.125 5.283
InvISP (source: Style #5) 2591 0.841 0.152 5.611
ParamlISP (source: Style #0) 25.67 0.843 0.131 5.647
ParamlISP (source: Style #1) 24.73 0.832 0.157 6.179
ParamISP (source: Style #3) 24.09 0.827 0.179 7.455
ParamlISP (source: Style #4) 24.94 0.834 0.148 6.423
ParamlISP (source: Style #5) 19.86 0.743 0.330 11.855
Ours (base denoiser) [~ 2948 | 0923 | 0.067 | 3.605
Ours (base denoiser + 3D LuT) 28.74 0.915 0.082 4.216

For the S24 and Zurich Raw-to-sRGB datasets, train-
ing was performed using each dataset’s respective training
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Table 25. Re-rendering results for target picture style #3 on the
S24 dataset [16]. The best results are highlighted in yellow.

—
PSNR*T | SSIM*T | LPIPS| | AE 2000 ]
InvISP (source: Style #0) 23.82 0.851 0.146 7.316
InvISP (source: Style #1) 23.67 0.853 0.149 7.327
InvISP (source: Style #2) 23.56 0.858 0.147 7.394
InvISP (source: Style #4) 23.64 0.852 0.151 7.413
InvISP (source: Style #5) 23.39 0.840 0.181 7.651
ParamISP (source: Style #0) 23.31 0.834 0.151 7.126
ParamlISP (source: Style #1) 22.49 0.821 0.179 7.781
ParamISP (source: Style #2) 23.15 0.836 0.150 7.267
ParamISP (source: Style #4) 22.89 0.828 0.160 7.469
ParamISP (source: Style #5) 18.64 0.768 0.303 12.829
Ours (base denoiser) | 26.89 | 0905 | 0.085 | 4.660
Ours (base denoiser + 3D LuT) 26.35 0.897 0.101 5.318

Table 26. Re-rendering results for target picture style #4 on the
S24 dataset [16]. The best results are highlighted in yellow.

Method
PSNR T | SSIM*1 | LPIPS] | AE 2000 ]
InvISP (source: Style #0) 23.30 0.842 0.149 7.647
InvISP (source: Style #1) 23.24 0.843 0.148 7.686
InvISP (source: Style #2) 23.27 0.846 0.146 7.605
InvISP (source: Style #3) 23.31 0.841 0.151 7.639
InvISP (source: Style #5) 22.85 0.828 0.181 7.881
ParamISP (source: Style #0) 22.90 0.824 0.141 6.585
ParamISP (source: Style #1) 22.01 0.806 0.171 7.398
ParamISP (source: Style #2) 22.88 0.825 0.140 6.622
ParamISP (source: Style #3) 22.09 0.811 0.167 7.441
ParamISP (source: Style #5) 18.64 0.744 0.323 12.482
Ours (base denoiser) | 2644 | 0897 | 0.080 | 4.428
Ours (base denoiser + 3D LuT) 26.21 0.893 0.087 4.692

Table 27. Re-rendering results for target picture style #5 on the
S24 dataset [16]. The best results are highlighted in yellow.

Method
PSNRT | SSIM*T | LPIPS] | AE 2000
InvISP (source: Style #0) 24.89 0.870 0.168 5.844
InvISP (source: Style #1) 2491 0.870 0.165 5.840
InvISP (source: Style #2) 24.82 0.872 0.162 5.902
InvISP (source: Style #3) 24.83 0.863 0.175 5.941
InvISP (source: Style #4) 24.78 0.863 0.174 5.960
ParamISP (source: Style #0) 24.47 0.841 0.160 4.963
ParamISP (source: Style #1) 24.20 0.834 0.180 5.122
ParamISP (source: Style #2) 24.50 0.847 0.153 5.000
ParamISP (source: Style #3) 23.95 0.833 0.170 5.088
ParamlISP (source: Style #4) 24.18 0.840 0.159 5.098
Ours (base denoiser) | 2775 | 0916 | 0.102 | 3537
Ours (base denoiser + 3D LuT) 28.27 0.921 0.094 3.332

split. For the MIT-Adobe FiveK dataset, we followed the
train/validation/test split provided in [47]; specifically, the
split consists of 493 validation images, 989 test images, and
the remaining images are used for training.

Since the MIT-Adobe FiveK dataset [26] (Sec. K.2.2)
contains images captured with multiple DSLR cameras,
training and evaluating black-box neural ISP methods can
often be unstable. To ensure fairness and stability, we
trained and tested other methods on linear SRGB inputs, ob-
tained by converting the raw images using the illuminant
and CCM provided in the DNG metadata. For methods that
require single-channel mosaiced inputs, we used mosaiced



Table 28. Detailed results for Style #1 on the S24 test set [16].
Our method is evaluated with different denoising model capacities
(lite, base, and large), with and without the enhancement network
and optional 3D LuT. The best results are highlighted in yellow
and the second best in green.

Metnod
PSNRT | SSIMT | LPIPS| | AE 2000 |

ISPDiffuser [70] 25.60 0.910 0.117 5.100
PyNet [48] 24.36 0.875 0.097 5.759
CIE XYZ Net [10] 22.40 0.859 0.176 8.291
PP (cmKAN) [67] 20.93 0.875 0.139 8.436
FlexISP [60] 24.86 0.891 0.108 6.150
Invertible-ISP [85] 23.48 0.832 0.157 6.642
LAN [69] 22.98 0.812 0.126 6.669
MicroISP [49] 20.30 0.747 0.183 11.298
ParamISP [53] 24.97 0.856 0.123 5.724
LiteISP [91] 26.66 0.915 0.067 4.702
FourierISP [44] 25.19 0.925 0.099 5.432
Ours (lite, w/oenhancement) | 2516 | 0866 | 0.24 | 5609
Ours (base, w/o enhancement) 25.28 0.873 0.116 5.483
Ours (large, w/o enhancement) 25.31 0.874 0.114 5.463
Ours (lite, w/o enhancement, w/ 3D LuT) 26.39 0.874 0.086 4.486
Ours (base, w/o enhancement, w/ 3D LuT) 26.52 0.880 0.078 4.348
Ours (large, w/o enhancement, w/ 3D LuT) 26.56 0.882 0.076 4.329
Ours (lite, w/ enhancement, w/ 3D LuT) 26.56 0.906 0.092 4.807
Ours (base, w/ enhancement, w/ 3D LuT) 26.71 0.914 0.085 4.692
Ours (large, w/ enhancement, w/ 3D LuT) 26.75 0.916 0.083 4.668

Table 29. Detailed results for Style #2 on the S24 test set [16]. The
best results are highlighted in yellow and the second best in green.

Method PSNR{ | SSIM 1 LPIP 1 [ AE 2000 ‘
ISPDiffuser [70] 27.30 0.912 0.116 4.600
PyNet [48] 25.94 0.890 0.095 5.432
CIE XYZ Net [10] 24.05 0.872 0.120 6.634
PP (cmKAN) [67] 23.04 0.875 0.131 7.613
FlexISP [60] 2747 0.911 0.089 4.554
Invertible-ISP [85] 26.35 0.861 0.115 5.229
LAN [69] 23.74 0.782 0.112 6.436
MicroISP [49] 23.66 0.801 0.155 8.885
ParamISP [53] 27.11 0.869 0.101 4.947
LiteISP [91] 28.33 0.922 0.064 4.284
FourierISP [44] 28.03 0.928 0.082 4.488
Ours (lite, w/oenhancement) | 28.09 | 0.890 | 0.094 | 4589
Ours (base, w/o enhancement) 28.19 0.893 0.090 4.516
Ours (large, w/o enhancement) 28.22 0.893 0.089 4.503
Ours (lite, w/o enhancement, w/ 3D LuT) 29.21 0.898 0.068 3.641
Ours (base, w/o enhancement, w/ 3D LuT) 29.29 0.901 0.065 3.594
Ours (large, w/o enhancement, w/ 3D LuT) 29.31 0.901 0.064 3.588
Ours (lite, w/ enhancement, w/ 3D LuT) 28.92 0.920 0.078 4.153
Ours (base, w/ enhancement, w/ 3D LuT) 28.99 0.923 0.075 4.135
Ours (large, w/ enhancement, w/ 3D LuT) 29.01 0.924 0.075 4.130

data from the MIT-Adobe FiveK dataset only after applying
white balancing and color correction.

For FlexISP [60], which employs a three-stage frame-
work (denoising, white balance, and Bayer-to-sRGB map-
ping), we first trained the denoising stage on the S24 dataset
using paired noisy raw and denoised ground-truth images,
and then fine-tuned it for each picture style in the S24
dataset, following the training scheme described in the orig-
inal FlexISP paper [60].

Among all methods, ParamISP [53] and ISPDiffuser [70]
required special handling during training compared to the
default configurations described in their original papers. For
ParamISP [53], originally designed for two-stage training
(multi-camera pretraining followed by camera-specific fine-
tuning), we found that omitting the pretraining stage yielded
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Table 30. Detailed results for Style #3 on the S24 test set [16]. The
best results are highlighted in yellow and the second best in green.

Method PSNRT | SSIM T LPIP 1 [ AE 2000
ISPDiffuser [70] 25.02 0.899 0.125 5.600
PyNet [48] 24.70 0.882 0.096 5.999
CIE XYZ Net [10] 22.00 0.854 0.162 8.906
PP (cmKAN) [67] 21.85 0.876 0.130 8.077
FlexISP [60] 25.23 0.901 0.106 5.807
Invertible-ISP [85] 23.84 0.852 0.144 7.347
LAN [69] 23.47 0.830 0.118 6.902
MicroISP [49] 21.45 0.792 0.169 10.751
ParamISP [53] 24.77 0.872 0.121 6.417
LiteISP [91] 26.31 0.913 0.073 5.220
FourierISP [44] 25.38 0.919 0.100 5.703
Ours (lite, w/oenhancement) |~ 2566 | 0877 | 0.013 | 5930
QOurs (base, w/o enhancement) 25.73 0.881 0.110 5.894
Ours (large, w/o enhancement) 25.75 0.882 0.110 5.883
Ours (lite, w/o enhancement, w/ 3D LuT) 26.69 0.884 0.085 4.727
Ours (base, w/o enhancement, w/ 3D LuT) 26.79 0.889 0.081 4.675
Ours (large, w/o enhancement, w/ 3D LuT) 26.83 0.890 0.080 4.665
Ours (lite, w/ enhancement, w/ 3D LuT) 26.78 0.913 0.090 5.209
Ours (base, w/ enhancement, w/ 3D LuT) 26.78 0913 0.090 5.213
Ours (large, w/ enhancement, w/ 3D LuT) 26.83 0.914 0.089 5.196

Table 31. Detailed results for Style #4 on the S24 test set [16]. The
best results are highlighted in yellow and the second best in green.

Method PSNRT | SSIM | LPIP 1] AE2000]
ISPDiffuser [70] 25.93 0.904 0.083 5.100
PyNet [48] 24.34 0.876 0.094 5.745
CIE XYZ Net [10] 22.26 0.846 0.147 7.624
PP (¢cmKAN) [67] 2091 0.852 0.140 8.394
FlexISP [60] 23.96 0.878 0.108 5.965
Invertible-ISP [85] 23.33 0.842 0.145 7.694
LAN [69] 22.80 0.790 0.116 6.736
MicrolSP [49] 20.34 0.750 0.175 11.499
ParamlISP [53] 24.18 0.853 0.118 6.138
LiteISP [91] 25.04 0.894 0.082 5.517
FourierISP [44] 24.74 0.906 0.100 5.591
Ours (lite, w/o enhancement) | 2547 | 0868 | 0.107 | 5486
Ours (base, w/o enhancement) 25.55 0.872 0.104 5.437
Ours (large, w/o enhancement) 25.58 0.873 0.104 5.424
QOurs (lite, w/o enhancement, w/ 3D LuT) 26.35 0.880 0.079 4.414
Ours (base, w/o enhancement, w/ 3D LuT) 2647 0.884 0.076 4.365
Ours (large, w/o enhancement, w/ 3D LuT) 26.51 0.885 0.075 4.355
Ours (lite, w/ enhancement, w/ 3D LuT) 26.66 0.905 0.081 4.601
Ours (base, w/ enhancement, w/ 3D LuT) 26.79 0.910 0.077 4.564
Ours (large, w/ enhancement, w/ 3D LuT) 26.84 0.911 0.075 4.553

better results on the S24 dataset. For ISPDiffuser [70], we
observed that training on image patches both reduced train-
ing time and improved accuracy. In both cases, we report
the best-performing configurations we identified.

For the Zurich dataset (Sec. B.2), results are taken from
prior publications, except for CIE XYZ Net [10], which
we trained and tested ourselves. LAN [69] results are re-
ported from Rawformer [68], while the remaining num-
bers are taken from [44, 48]. We report quantitative results
for all methods using PSNR, SSIM [81], LPIPS [89], and
AFEsqp [72]. For LPIPS, both outputs and ground-truth
images are resized to 1024 x 1024 prior to computation.
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Table 32. Detailed results for Style #5 on the S24 test set [16]. The
best results are highlighted in yellow and the second best in green.

Method PSNRT | SSIM T LPIP 1 [ AE 2000 |

ISPDiffuser [70] 26.83 0.929 0.116 3.800
PyNet [48] 26.32 0.920 0.089 3.982
CIE XYZ Net [10] 24.67 0.897 0.133 5.270
PP (¢cmKAN) [67] 21.30 0.880 0.147 7.338
FlexISP [60] 24.65 0.912 0.124 8.448
Invertible-ISP [85] 24.90 0.875 0.163 5.927
LAN [69] 25.38 0.878 0.108 4.662
MicrolSP [49] 22.68 0.823 0.221 10.500
ParamlISP [53] 2543 0.867 0.134 4.499
LiteISP [91] 28.07 0.935 0.071 3.434
FourierISP [44] 27.41 0.947 0.089 3.561
Ours (lite, w/oenhancement) |~ 27.08 | 0898 | 0.12 | 3868
Ours (base, w/o enhancement) 27.19 0.906 0.108 3.831
Ours (large, w/o enhancement) 27.23 0.908 0.107 3.820
Ours (lite, w/o enhancement, w/ 3D LuT) 27.93 0911 0.096 3.398
Ours (base, w/o enhancement, w/ 3D LuT) 28.13 0.921 0.088 3.336
Ours (large, w/o enhancement, w/ 3D LuT) 28.19 0.924 0.086 3.323
Ours (lite, w/ enhancement, w/ 3D LuT) 28.73 0.930 0.090 3.234
Ours (base, w/ enhancement, w/ 3D LuT) 28.95 0.938 0.084 3.177
Ours (large, w/ enhancement, w/ 3D LuT) 29.03 0.941 0.082 3.160

iments.
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