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Abstract

Diffusion models have achieved remarkable success in low-
light image enhancement through Retinex-based decompo-
sition, yet their requirement for hundreds of iterative sam-
pling steps severely limits practical deployment. While
recent consistency models offer promising one-step gen-
eration for unconditional synthesis, their application to
conditional enhancement remains unexplored. We present
Consist-Retinex, the first framework adapting consistency
modeling to Retinex-based low-light enhancement. Our key
insight is that conditional enhancement requires fundamen-
tally different training dynamics than unconditional gener-
ation—standard consistency training focuses on low-noise
regions near the data manifold, while conditional mapping
critically depends on large-noise regimes that bridge de-
graded inputs to enhanced outputs. We introduce two core
innovations: (1) a dual-objective consistency loss com-
bining temporal consistency with ground-truth alignment
under randomized time sampling, providing full-spectrum
supervision for stable convergence; and (2) an adaptive
noise-emphasized sampling strategy that prioritizes train-
ing on large-noise regions essential for one-step conditional
generation. On VE-LOL-L, Consist-Retinex achieves state-
of-the-art performance with single-step sampling (PSNR:
25.51 vs. 23.41, FID: 44.73 vs. 49.59 compared to Diff-
Retinex++ ), while requiring only 1/8 of the training budget
relative to the 1000-step Diff-Retinex baseline.

Wei Chen
South China University of Technology

Delu Zeng
South China University of Technology

dlzeng@scut.edu.cn

Qibin Zhao
RIKEN AIP

Qibin.zhao@riken. jp

1. Introduction

Low-light image enhancement constitutes a fundamental
problem in computational photography, with applications
ranging from mobile imaging to autonomous navigation.
Classical Retinex theory [18] provides an elegant frame-
work by factorizing images into reflectance and illumina-
tion components, enabling principled lighting manipulation
while preserving scene structure.

Recent diffusion probabilistic models have revolution-
ized low-light enhancement through Retinex integration.
Diff-Retinex [42] applies separate diffusion processes to il-
lumination and reflectance maps, achieving unprecedented
quality via iterative refinement. However, this success in-
curs prohibitive computational cost: 1000 sequential de-
noising steps render them impractical for real-time appli-
cations.

While accelerating diffusion models has attracted sig-
nificant research [19, 23, 28, 29], existing methods face
fundamental trade-offs: ODE solvers still require 10-50
steps, while distillation demands expensive teacher mod-
els. Consistency models [31] recently emerged as a break-
through for one-step unconditional generation, achieving
1000x speedup by enforcing self-consistency along prob-
ability flow ODE trajectories.

However, consistency models remain unexplored for
conditional generation tasks like low-light enhancement.
Direct application to our framework encountered severe in-
stabilities, revealing a critical mismatch: standard consis-
tency training employs log-uniform time schedules con-
centrating training near the data manifold (o =~ 0), op-
timal for unconditional generation. In conditional en-
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hancement, however, large-noise regions (o = Omax) are
critical—where degraded inputs must integrate with target
distributions. Standard schedules allocate minimal focus
here, leaving conditional mappings undertrained. More-
over, existing consistency objectives lack supervision tai-
lored to paired data (0w, Tnign) available in restoration
tasks.

We present Consist-Retinex, the first framework adapt-
ing consistency models to conditional Retinex enhancement
through reformulated training dynamics:

(1) Dual-Objective Consistency Loss combines tempo-

ral consistency across conditional trajectories with ground-

truth alignment under randomized time sampling, providing
full-spectrum supervision for stable one-step generation.

(2) Adaptive Noise-Emphasized Sampling allocates train-

ing focus to large-noise regions (o0 > T - Opyax) critical

for one-step conditional inference, departing from standard
log-uniform sampling.

(3) Retinex-Consistent Architecture applies separate con-

sistency models feR, feL to reflectance and illumination,

each performing one-step enhancement conditioned on low-
light input, with reconstruction via I=RoL.

Our contributions are:

e We identify and address the fundamental mismatch be-
tween unconditional consistency training and conditional
enhancement requirements.

e We establish the first principled framework for
consistency-based conditional Retinex enhancement.

¢ We achieve state-of-the-art on VE-LOL-L with 1-step
inference (PSNR: 25.51 vs. 23.41, FID: 44.73 vs. 49.59
vs. Diff-Retinex++), requiring only 1/8 training budget
(200K vs. 800K iterations).

2. Related Work
2.1. Retinex-Based Low-Light Enhancement

Retinex theory [18] decomposes images as I = R ® L into
reflectance and illumination components. Classical meth-
ods [6, 8, 15, 16] relied on hand-crafted priors with limited
adaptability. Deep learning integration marked a paradigm
shift: RetinexNet [37] pioneered end-to-end CNN decom-
position, followed by learnable frameworks like KinD [47],
KinD++ [48], and URetinex-Net [38]. Recent Transformer-
based methods [2] further improved decomposition quality.
However, these approaches suffer from error accumulation
in two-stage pipelines and detail loss during reflectance de-
noising, while requiring numerous iterations for acceptable
results.

2.2. Diffusion Models for Low-Light Enhancement

Denoising Diffusion Probabilistic Models (DDPM) [10]
revolutionized image generation through iterative refine-
ment. Diff-Retinex [42] pioneered their application to

low-light enhancement via separate diffusion processes
on Retinex components, achieving unprecedented texture
restoration. Extensions include Diff-Retinex++ [43] with
mixture-of-experts adaptation, CLE Diffusion [44] for color
correction, and GSAD [11] with structural awareness. De-
spite superior quality, all diffusion-based methods require
hundreds to thousands of steps (typically 1000), render-
ing them impractical for real-time deployment.

2.3. Consistency Models

Song et al. [31] introduced consistency models for one-step
generation by enforcing self-consistency along probability
flow ODE trajectories. Through consistency distillation or
training from scratch, they achieve 500-1000x speedup
over DDPMs on unconditional synthesis (CIFAR-10, Ima-
geNet). However, consistency models remain unexplored
for conditional generation. Their log-uniform time sched-
ule concentrates training near o ~ 0, optimal for uncondi-
tional synthesis but mismatched for conditional tasks where
large-noise regions (o /& opax) critically bridge degraded
inputs to enhanced outputs. Moreover, existing objectives
lack ground-truth alignment for paired data (iow, Zhigh)
motivating our adaptation.

3. Method

3.1. Problem Setup and Preliminaries

Retinex decomposition. Classical Retinex theory [18]
decomposes images as [ = R ® L, where I € RT*W>x3 jg
the observed image, R € RHEXWX3 denotes reflectance (in-
trinsic scene properties), L € RT*Wx1 denotes illumina-
tion (lighting conditions), and © is element-wise multipli-
cation. In low-light enhancement, given degraded input I;
with decomposition (R;, L;), we recover normal-light com-
ponents (R,,, L,,) that reconstruct I,, = R,, ® L,,.

Diffusion and consistency models. DDPMs [10] corrupt
data xy ~ paua via forward diffusion: gq(x; | xo) =
N (ze; Jazro, (1 — a)l), where a; = [[._,(1 — Bs).
Following EDM [17], we use continuous noise scale o €
[0.002,80] with 02 = (1 — &)/a. The probability flow
ODE [30] provides deterministic sampling:

det . dO’(t)
PVl

Consistency models [31] enable one-step generation via
self-consistency: f(xy,t) = f(xyp,t’) for all t,¢' € [¢, T
on the same trajectory, as illustrated in Fig. 1. We adopt
EDM preconditioning:

f9 (Ia t) = Cskip(t) T+ cout(t) F9 (I7 t); (2)

where cyip(t) = Ugala/[(t — % + O'gata} and cou(t) =

Odaa(t — €)/\/05a + t2 With g = 0.5.

Va, 1ngt(xt)~ (D
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Figure 1. Illustration of consistency mapping. Green ODE trajec-
tories evolve data samples into noise, while red arrows fo(x¢,t)
map intermediate states back to their origin (z., €), ensuring self-
consistency along each trajectory.

3.2. Conditional Consistency for Retinex Enhance-
ment

Framework overview. Figure 2 illustrates our Consist-
Retinex framework. Given low-light image I; and its
Retinex decomposition (R;, L;) from TDN [42], we learn
two conditional consistency models:

R, = fF(R, + oep, o | I}), 3)
Ly = ff(Ln +oep,0 | L), 4)

where eg, e, ~ N(0,I). The enhanced output is I, =
R, ® L,. At inference, we perform one-step generation
from maximum noise: R, = fE(Omax€r, Omax | I1) (sim-
ilarly for L,,), without iterative denoising.

Training  dynamics  mismatch. Standard  con-
sistency training [31] uses log-uniform sampling
o ~ logU(Omin, Omax), concentrating ~95% of training
near the data manifold (¢ = on)—ideal for learning
full data distributions from noise. However, our one-step
conditional inference operates at ¢ = oax, Where the
conditional signal I; must integrate with target distributions
(Rn, Ly). Standard sampling allocates only ~0.5% of
batches to this critical regime. Moreover, existing ob-
jectives lack explicit ground-truth alignment for paired
supervision (I, I,).

3.3. Noise-Emphasized Adaptive Sampling

We rebalance training toward high-noise regions via bi-
modal sampling (Fig. 3):

log U(0.950 max, Tmax),
IOg u(amin; Omax) )

w.p. 0.95,

5
w.p. 0.05. ©)

This allocates most training to o € [76, 80] where one-step
inference operates, while retaining sparse full-spectrum

coverage for generalization. Empirically, low-noise loss
converges rapidly (few thousand iterations), while high-
noise mapping remains challenging without targeted em-
phasis.

3.4. Dual-Objective Consistency Loss

We combine two complementary terms with different sam-
pling strategies: temporal consistency for trajectory coher-
ence (standard sampling) and ground-truth alignment for
conditional mapping (noise-emphasized sampling).

Temporal consistency. Following [31], we enforce self-
consistency across adjacent time steps. Sample o, 04 ~
logU(Omin, Omax) Wwith gap k& ~ U{1,5}, construct
Ty, = To + Opire, and compute EMA target 25" =

sg(fo- (Zo, 1> Ontk | I1)). Euler approximation gives:

. target

Lo, = To,,, + (On — Onik) - M. (©6)
On+tk
The loss is:
Leonsist =
Eont [0000) (£ | 1)~ selfo(ao, o omen | D],
with SNR-based weight w(o,) = (0gua/0n)?/[1 (2

(0data/0n )?]. Target network updates: 0~ < puf~+(1—u)0
with p(k) = min(0.9999, (1 + k)/(10 + k)).

Ground-truth alignment. We anchor predictions to en-
hanced components using noise-emphasized sampling:

Lfixed = ]Es,omnd er(ﬂ“o + Orand€, Orand ‘ Il) - xOHS:| , (8)

where oang follows Eq. 5. This concentrates supervision at
o &~ omax Where inference occurs.

Combined objective. The final loss is:

Etolal = /\consist Econsist + /\ﬁxed ACﬁxeda (9)

with Aconsis = 1.0 and Agxeq = 0.3. This dual-
objective, dual-sampling design yields stable training:
Consist-Retinex converges in 200K iterations (batch size
8) vs. 800K iterations (batch size 16) for diffusion base-
lines [42, 43].

3.5. Architecture

Input conditioning. We concatenate low-light image and
scaled noisy component: Input = [I;, ciu(0) - (zo + o¢€)],

where cip(0) = 1/y/0? + 02,,. This yields [B, 6, H, W]
for reflectance and [B, 4, H, W] for illumination.
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Figure 2. Overview of Consist-Retinex framework. Given a low-light image I;, we first perform Retinex decomposition to obtain (R;, L;).
Two conditional consistency models f&* and fZ directly map noisy components to enhanced outputs in one step, guided by the low-light
input. The final result is reconstructed via element-wise multiplication.
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Figure 3. Task-driven sampling strategy comparison. Top:
Task formulations differ fundamentally—unconditional genera-
tion learns the full data distribution from pure noise, while our
conditional enhancement performs one-step mapping from con-
catenated inputs of pure noise (omax€) and degraded image (1;).
Middle: Standard log-uniform sampling concentrates on the data
manifold, optimal for unconditional synthesis where final denois-
ing occurs. Bottom: Our noise-emphasized sampling concentrates
on high-noise regions where one-step conditional inference oper-
ates.

Time embedding. We embed o via sinusoidal Fourier
features (256 bands) followed by MLP, injected through
Adaptive Group Normalization [4]:

GN(h) (1 +7(temb)> +ﬁ(temb)7 (10)
where v(-) and (-) are learned affine transforms.
Model configurations. The reflectance consistency

model fY} adopts a hybrid architecture combining
Restormer [45] and U-Net components, which has
demonstrated superior performance for reflectance restora-
tion in Diff-Retinex [42]. The Restormer backbone
employs multi-Dconv head transposed attention (MDTA)
blocks and gated-Dconv feed-forward networks (GDFN)
that efficiently capture long-range dependencies for texture
detail preservation, while the U-Net structure provides
hierarchical feature extraction. The model configuration
uses base channel width 64, channel multipliers {1, 2, 4, 6},
with 1-1-2 TransformerBlocks across three encoder levels,
2 bottleneck blocks at the deepest level, and 2 refinement
blocks (~45M parameters).The illumination model fF
uses a compact U-Net with base width 32, multipli-
ers {1,2,2,4}, and attention at resolution 16 (~12M
parameters).
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Figure 4. Qualitative comparison with the state-of-the-art low-light image enhancement methods on the LOL dataset.
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Table 1. Quantitative comparison on LOL and VE-LOL-L datasets. Bold indicates the best performance.

Methods LOL Dataset VE-LOL-L Dataset

PSNRT SSIM?T LPIPS| FID| MAE] | PSNRT SSIMT LPIPS| FID| MAE|
NPE [33] 16.97 0.484 0.400 118.421 0.142 | 17.333  0.464 0.396 101.875  0.147
LIME [8] 16.554  0.429 0.405 114.003  0.123 | 15.105 0.402 0.426 98.905 0.145
RUAS [21] 16.405  0.500 0.270 112.354  0.153 15.326  0.488 0.310 100.078  0.162
SCI [24] 14.784  0.525 0.333 110.285 0.135 | 17.304  0.540 0.307 99.231 0.151
Zero-DCE [7] 19.524  0.703 0.330 106.629  0.106 | 18.059 0.574 0.313 91.939  0.131
SGZ [50] 14.546  0.436 0.353 115904 0.143 | 16.992  0.359 0.338 100.875 0.146
KinD [47] 17.648  0.775 0.175 78.586  0.123 | 20.588 0.818 0.143 98.949  0.129
KinD++ [48] 17752  0.758 0.198 80.625 0.124 | 17.660 0.761 0.218 99.504  0.136
RetinexNet [37] 17.558  0.651 0.379 150.500 0.117 | 16.097 0.401 0.543 158.988  0.131
DRBN [41] 16.777  0.730 0.345 125.238 0.126 | 18.466  0.768 0.352 110984 0.138
DLN [32] 21.946  0.807 0.148 85.729  0.083 17.878  0.693 0.300 95.625 0.121
URetinex-Net [38] 21.328  0.835 - 59.000  0.083 - - - 48.360 -
EnlightenGAN [14] 17.606  0.653 0.372 105.590 0.135 | 18.676  0.678 0.364 92.562  0.108
GDP [5] 15.821  0.541 0.338 120.478 0.147 | 14412 0497 0.363 100.215 0.142
Restormer [45] 22.156  0.817 0.151 72.153 0.078 | 21.236  0.820 0.191 70.714  0.085
LLFormer [34] 23.649  0.819 0.169 76960  0.063 | 20.154  0.809 0.207 70.165 0.105
Retinexformer [2] 23.386  0.833 0.140 70.287  0.067 | 22.254  0.831 0.184 65.031 0.074
NeRCo [40] 22946  0.786 0.146 80.742  0.069 | 18.490 0.633 0.414  200.438 0.111
CUE [49] 21.670  0.775 0.224 93.861 0.079 | 18.053 0.753 0.347 108.284  0.129
C-Retinex [39] 19.866  0.807 0.196 90.185 0.096 | 18.265 0.789 0.285 106.526  0.122
CLE Diffusion [44] 21.282  0.794 0.157 74540  0.080 | 21.995 0.798 0.191 79.859  0.074
QuadPrior [35] 18.771  0.781 0.209 80.185 0.112 | 20471  0.811 0.198 69.945 0.085
PyDiff [51] 23.275  0.858 0.107 50.190  0.074 | 21.940 0.841 0.178 81.571 0.072
EnlightenDiff [3] 23.500  0.840 0.120 53.200  0.075 | 22.100 0.850 0.115 48.900  0.070
GSAD [11] 22978  0.851 0.103 49.881 0.076 | 20.190  0.847 0.112 46.765 0.102
Diff-Retinex [42] 21980 0.863 0.098 47.850 0.076 | 22.206 0.826 0.126 47.750  0.080
Diff-Retinex++ [43] 24.667  0.867 0.101 50.771 0.062 | 23413 0.872 0.134 49.592  0.064
Consist-Retinex (Ours, one-step) | 22.206  0.826 0.126 62.586  0.080 | 25.512 0.880 0.106 44.726  0.0493

4. Experiments

4.1. Implementation Details and Datasets

Implementation Details. We implement Consist-Retinex
using PyTorch [26] and train on 3 NVIDIA RTX A6000
GPUs. Both reflectance and illumination models are trained
for 200K iterations with batch size 8 (2-3 samples per
GPU). We employ the AdamW optimizer [22] with learn-
ing rate 1074, 8; = 0.9, and 3, = 0.999. Training patches
are 160 x 160 with horizontal flipping augmentation (prob-
ability 0.5). The noise scale range is o, = 0.002 and

Omax = 80, with N = 10 discrete noise levels. For noise-
emphasized sampling, we set 7 = 0.95 and pjarge = 0.95.
Loss weights are Aconsisc = 1.0 and Afxeq = 0.3. The EMA

decay follows p(k) = min(0.9999, 1101kk).

Datasets.

datasets:

e LOL [37]: 485 paired training images and 15 test images
at 600 x 400 resolution.

* VE-LOL-L [20]: 689 paired training images and 100 test
images, featuring diverse real-world scenarios.

We conduct experiments on the following
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Figure 5. Qualitative comparison with the state-of-the-art low-light image enhancement methods on the VE-LOL_L dataset.

* VV: 24 unpaired low-light images for zero-shot general-
ization evaluation.

* DICM: 64 unpaired low-light images for cross-dataset
testing.

4.2. Comparison with State-of-the-Art Methods

We compare Consist-Retinex against representative
methods from multiple categories:  traditional ap-
proaches (LIME [8], JED [27]), Retinex-based methods
(RetinexNet [37], KinD [47], KinD++ [48], URe-
tinex [38], C-Retinex [39]), Transformer-based methods
(Restormer [45], LLFormer [34], Retinexformer [2]),
diffusion-based approaches (Diff-Retinex (1000 steps) [42],
Diff-Retinex++ (1000 steps) [43], CLE Diffusion [44], Py-
Diff [51], GSAD [11]), and other enhancement techniques
(Zero-DCE [7], EnlightenGAN [14]).

4.2.1. Quantitative Results on LOL and VE-LOL-L

Full-reference metrics. We employ PSNR, SSIM [36],
LPIPS [46], FID [9], and MAE for evaluation. Table 1
presents the quantitative comparison.

On the VE-LOL-L dataset, Consist-Retinex achieves
state-of-the-art performance with single-step inference:
25.51 dB PSNR (outperforming Diff-Retinex++ by 2.10
dB), best SSIM of 0.880, lowest LPIPS of 0.106, FID of
4473 (4.87 reduction from Diff-Retinex++), and lowest
MAE of 0.0493. These results establish new state-of-the-art
across all metrics while requiring only one-step inference.

On the LOL dataset, Consist-Retinex demonstrates com-
petitive performance with PSNR of 22.21 dB and SSIM
of 0.826. While Diff-Retinex++ achieves higher PSNR of
24.67 dB with 1000 steps, our method excels in perceptual
metrics (LPIPS: 0.126, MAE: 0.080) and provides a supe-
rior efficiency-quality trade-off with single-step inference.

4.2.2. No-Reference Evaluation on VV and DICM

For unpaired datasets, we adopt perceptual quality metrics:
Perceptual Index (PI) [1] and Natural Image Quality Evalu-
ator (NIQE) [25]. Lower values indicate better quality.

Table 2. No-reference evaluation on DICM dataset. Lower is bet-
ter.

Method PI] NIQE|
CLE Diffusion [44] 3.361 4.505
DiffLL [12] 2.936 3.636
GDP [5] 3.552  4.358
Diff-Retinex [42] 3.394  4.361
Diff-Retinex++ [43] 3.203 3.514
PyDiffusion [51] 3.792  4.499
LightenDiffusion [13] 3.144 3.724
Consist-Retinex (Ours) | 2.932 3.826

DICM dataset. Table 2 presents cross-dataset evalua-
tion results. Consist-Retinex achieves the best PI score
of 2.932, outperforming DiffLL (2.936), Diff-Retinex++
(3.203), and LightenDiffusion (3.144). For NIQE, Diff-
Retinex++ achieves the best score of 3.514, while our
method obtains 3.826. The strong PI performance validates
our method’s robustness to domain shift and demonstrates
effective cross-dataset generalization despite training exclu-
sively on LOL.

VV dataset. Table 3 shows results on the VV dataset.
DiffLL achieves the best overall performance with PI:
2.351 and NIQE: 2.869, followed by LightenDiffusion (PI:
2.558, NIQE: 2.941). Consist-Retinex obtains PI: 2.974 and
NIQE: 3.650, demonstrating competitive zero-shot general-
ization. Combined with the superior DICM results, these
findings indicate our method maintains reasonable perfor-
mance across diverse unpaired datasets, though with vary-
ing degrees of effectiveness depending on dataset character-
1stics.

4.2.3. Qualitative Comparison

Figures 4, 5, and 6 present qualitative comparisons across
paired (LOL, VE-LOL-L) and unpaired (DICM, VV)



Diff-Retinex

Input

Diff-Retinex++ Consist-Retinex (Ours)

Diff-Retinex++ Consist-Retinex (Ours)

Figure 6. Qualitative comparison with the state-of-the-art low-light image enhancement methods on the DICM and VV dataset.

Table 3. No-reference evaluation on VV dataset. Lower is better.

Method PI] NIQE|
CLE Diffusion [44] 3470  3.240
DiffLL [12] 2351 2.869
GDP [5] 3431 4.683
Diff-Retinex [42] 3.350 3.087
Diff-Retinex++ [43] 3.643 3.819
PyDiffusion [51] 3.678 4.360
LightenDiffusion [13] 2.558 2941
Consist-Retinex (Ours) | 2.974  3.650

datasets. Consist-Retinex demonstrates consistent advan-
tages in three key aspects:

Accurate color reproduction and illumination balance.
Our method maintains superior color fidelity across diverse
scenarios. In Figure 4 (LOL dataset), traditional meth-
ods (RUAS, SCI) produce darker tones, while Retinex-
based approaches (KinD, KinD++) exhibit unnatural color
shifts. Although Diff-Retinex++ achieves relatively bet-
ter results, it still shows slight color deviations. Consist-
Retinex maintains natural color tones closest to the ground
truth with balanced illumination, avoiding overexposure or
underexposure artifacts. This advantage extends to unpaired
datasets: in Figure 6 (DICM), the lighthouse scene shows

that Diff-Retinex introduces severe color artifacts (purple
distortions), while Diff-Retinex++ produces an unnatural
magenta cast in the sky. Our method delivers natural, vi-
sually pleasing colors without reference guidance.

Superior texture restoration and detail recovery.
Consist-Retinex excels at recovering fine-grained details
from severely degraded inputs. In Figure 5 (VE-LOL-L),
floor tiles and wall textures barely visible in the low-light in-
put are cleanly restored by our method. Traditional methods
(RUAS, SCI, Zero-DCE) produce over-smoothed results
losing texture details, while some approaches (KinD, SGZ)
introduce bluish or greenish color distortions. In the VV
dataset (Figure 6, aerial river scene), Diff-Retinex generates
noticeable artifacts with color distortions in vegetation and
water regions, whereas Diff-Retinex++ over-brightens the
water surface, losing natural appearance. Our one-step gen-
eration preserves natural textures and realistic scene details
across both paired and unpaired test cases.

Effective noise suppression with preserved sharpness.
Our noise-emphasized training strategy enables robust de-
noising while preserving sharp details. Traditional meth-
ods (RUAS, Zero-DCE, SGZ) retain visible noise in flat
regions or introduce color artifacts, while some diffusion
approaches (Diff-Retinex) produce over-smoothed outputs
lacking fine details. Consist-Retinex delivers clean, artifact-
free enhancement with minimal noise amplification, as ev-



Table 4. Ablation study on LOL and VE-LOL-L datasets. GT:
ground-truth alignment loss; NE: noise-emphasized sampling.

Table 5. Training efficiency comparison.

Method Iterations  Batch Size  Total Budget
GT NE LOL Dataset VE-LOL-L Dataset Diff-Retinex [42] 800K 16 12.8M
PSNRT SSIMt LPIPS| | PSNRT SSIMT LPIPS| Diff-Retinex++ [43] 800K 16 12.8M
X X 9.34 0.485 0.385 10.51 0.528 0.362 Consist-Retinex (Ours) 200K 8 1.6M

v X 18.82 0.752 0.189 20.05 0.821 0.165
v o/ 22.21 0.826 0.126 25.51 0.880 0.106

idenced in both the DICM lighthouse (smooth sky gradi-
ents without banding) and VV aerial scenes (clean foliage
and water surfaces). This demonstrates that our method
achieves visually pleasing results rivaling 1000-step diffu-
sion methods with only single-step inference, generalizing
effectively to unseen data distributions.

4.3. Ablation Study

We conduct ablation experiments on LOL and VE-LOL-L
datasets to validate the effectiveness of our core compo-
nents: ground-truth alignment loss and noise-emphasized
sampling.

Experimental setup. We train three variants with identi-

cal settings except the studied components:

* Baseline: Standard consistency training [31] with log-
uniform sampling and only temporal consistency loss
Econsist-

* + GT Alignment: Baseline with added fixed-point align-
ment loss Lsyeq using standard log-uniform sampling.

* Consist-Retinex (Full): Complete framework with dual-
objective loss and noise-emphasized sampling.

Results and analysis. Table 4 demonstrates the effective-
ness of each component across both datasets.

Ground-truth alignment loss (Lgxeq) provides substantial
improvements on both datasets: +9.48 dB PSNR on LOL
and 49.54 dB on VE-LOL-L. This validates our key insight
that conditional enhancement requires explicit anchoring to
ground-truth targets beyond temporal consistency. Unlike
unconditional generation where L qpnsise alone suffices, con-
ditional mapping critically depends on direct supervision at
the inference noise level (6 = oax), Where the model must
bridge degraded inputs to enhanced outputs in a single step.

Noise-emphasized sampling provides additional gains
when combined with GT alignment: +3.39 dB PSNR on
LOL and +5.46 dB on VE-LOL-L. Standard log-uniform
sampling allocates ~95% of training iterations near the
data manifold (¢ ~ 0), leaving the critical high-noise
regime (0 =~ Opax) undertrained. Our bimodal strat-
egy (Eq. 5) concentrates 95% of Lgyeq training on o >
0.950ax, directly targeting where one-step inference op-
erates. The larger improvement on VE-LOL-L suggests
noise-emphasized sampling is particularly beneficial for
complex, diverse scenes.

Synergistic effect: The full model achieves 22.21 dB on
LOL and 25.51 dB on VE-LOL-L, demonstrating the com-
plementary nature of our dual-objective, dual-sampling de-
sign. Lonsise With standard sampling maintains theoretical
consistency across all noise levels, while Lgyeq With noise-
emphasized sampling provides targeted supervision where
inference operates, enabling both stable and efficient train-
ing.

4.4. Efficiency Analysis

Inference efficiency. Consist-Retinex achieves true one-
step inference for both Retinex components:
* Reflectance model f£%: 0.0425 s/image (26.21 dB on VE-
LOL_L)
« Illumination model f£: 0.0357 s/image (27.22 dB on VE-
LOL.L)
* Total pipeline: ~0.08 s/image
For 400 x 600 images on dual RTX A6000 GPUs, the
inference throughput reaches ~27 FPS, enabling real-time
deployment on standard hardware. This corresponds to
a 1000x speedup over Diff-Retinex, which requires 1000
sampling steps.

Training efficiency. Table 5 compares training budgets.
Consist-Retinex requires only 1/8 of the total training
budget (1.6M vs. 12.8M effective samples) while achiev-
ing superior performance, demonstrating the efficiency of
consistency-based learning.

5. Discussion and Conclusion

LOL vs. VE-LOL-L performance. The higher PSNR on
VE-LOL-L (25.51 dB) compared to LOL (22.21 dB) stems
from inherent dataset characteristics rather than model bias:
(1) Higher image quality—VE-LOL-L consists of real-
captured images with better overall quality and less severe
degradation than LOL’s mixture of synthetic and heavily de-
graded samples [20]; (2) Larger test set—VE-LOL-L’s 100
test images vs. LOL’s 15 provide more statistically reliable
metrics, reducing variance from outlier cases.

Summary. We presented Consist-Retinex, the first frame-
work successfully adapting consistency models to Retinex-
based low-light enhancement. By introducing dual-
objective consistency loss and noise-emphasized sampling,
we address the fundamental mismatch between uncondi-
tional consistency training and conditional enhancement



requirements.

Extensive experiments demonstrate that

Consist-Retinex achieves state-of-the-art performance on
VE-LOL-L with single-step inference (PSNR: 25.51 dB,

FID:

44.73), while requiring only 1/8 of the training bud-

get and delivering 1000 x speedup over diffusion baselines.
Future work may explore extending this framework to other
conditional image restoration tasks, investigating multi-step
refinement strategies, and developing task-adaptive sam-
pling schedules for various degradation patterns.
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