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ABSTRACT

Low-light hazy scenes commonly appear at dusk and early morning. The visual enhancement for
low-light hazy images is an ill-posed problem. Even though numerous methods have been proposed
for image dehazing and low-light enhancement respectively, simply integrating them cannot deliver
pleasing results for this particular task. In this paper, we present a novel method to enhance visibility
for low-light hazy scenarios. To handle this challenging task, we propose two key techniques, namely
cross-consistency dehazing-enhancement framework and physically based simulation for low-light
hazy dataset. Specifically, the framework is designed for enhancing visibility of the input image via
fully utilizing the clues from different sub-tasks. The simulation is designed for generating the dataset
with ground-truths by the proposed low-light hazy imaging model. The extensive experimental results
show that the proposed method outperforms the SOTA solutions on different metrics including SSIM↑
(9.19%) and PSNR↑ (5.03%). In addition, we conduct a user study on real images to demonstrate the
effectiveness and necessity of the proposed method by human visual perception.

Keywords low-light hazy enhancement, deep learning

1 Introduction

Haze is a common atmosphere phenomenon, which can be an obstacle for many computer vision tasks and multi-media
applications. Though research has been proposed to improve the image quality of such phenomenon, haze removal for
low-light scenarios is still a challenging problem. The hazy images captured under low-light illumination especially
suffer from poor visibility, reduced contrasts, fainted surfaces, color shift, and tremendous noise. In addition, images with
low-light conditions are often unavoidable for multiple computer vision tasks, such as video surveillance, autonomous
driving, urban mapping, etc. In this regard, visibility enhancement for low-light hazy scenes is indispensable for different
visual-based applications.

Conventional dehazing methods usually rely on the atmospheric scattering model [1], which is defined as follows:

I(x) = J(x)t(x) +A(1− t(x)), (1)

where J denotes a haze-free scene radiance, A describes the global atmospheric light indicating the intensity of ambient
light, t is the transmission map, and x represents the pixel position. It notes that the decomposition of this formulation
depends on the A and t, which leads to coarse and inaccurate results under low-light illumination. As a result, the
general dehazing methods cannot perform well for image dehazing under low-light illumination. Similarly, the former
image enhancement methods are often based on the classic Retinex theory models [2]. The physical imaging model
under low-light illumination can be expressed as:

J(x) = R(x)L(x) +N , (2)

where R is the reflectance, L is illumination and N is the illumination-related noise caused by camera intrinsic sensors.
In this regard, the visibility enhancement for low-light hazy scenes can be considered as an entangled problem, which is
hard to decouple.
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Figure 1: The proposed method can deliver pleasing visibility enhancement result for low-light hazy scene.

In this paper, we propose a cross-consistency dehazing-enhancement framework to solve the aforementioned problems.
The proposed method focuses on integrating dehazing inference and enhancement inference for low-light hazy scenes
simultaneously. Concretely, we apply the multi-level attention-guided mappings to obtain an implicit dehazing /
enhancement inference. To jointly utilize these learned mappings, we design a cross-consistency framework to integrate
these inferences without affecting each other. As illustrated in Fig. 1, the haze is removed properly and the result images
are enhanced with high visibility.

Since the paired training data for low-light hazy scenes is impractical to collect, we further propose a synthetic visibility
enhancement dataset. In order to simulate the visually realistic and physically reliable dataset, we make fine-tuning on
the integration of the hazy imaging model and the low-light imaging model. Moreover, we consider the noise introduced
by the sensor under low-light illumination.

The contribution of this work can be summarized as the following: 1) We first explore the low-light hazy scenes
and propose a visibility enhancement method for this particularly difficult task. 2) We develop a cross-consistency
dehazing-enhancement framework to improve the visibility of low-light hazy scenarios. 3) We propose a physical-based
simulation strategy to construct the low-light hazy dataset. The simulated visibility enhancement dataset consists of
8970 images. We also capture 200 real low-light hazy scenes for verification purpose. 4) We evaluate the proposed
method on the simulated dataset and the real scenes. Both experimental results prove that our solution outperforms the
state-of-the-art methods.

2 Related Work

Focusing on visibility enhancement for low-light hazy scenes, the related methods can be generally grouped into three
categories: image dehazing, low-light image enhancement, and image dehazing in the dark.

Image dehazing. Due to the importance of image dehazing, a large number of related researches have been provided.
In the beginning, some methods [3, 4] treat image dehazing as an image quality enhancement task and improve
the contrast to restore a clear image by removing the noise. Based on the atmospheric scattering model [1], some
methods [5, 6, 7, 8, 9] perform image dehazing by complying with the physical law. The most representative work is
that He et al. [5] proposed an inventive dark channel prior to estimating the transmission map for image dehazing.

Since deep learning has made great progress in recent years, the training-based network is naturally utilized in the area
of image dehazing. Cai et al. [6] propose an end-to-end training model to directly estimate the transmission map, which
can improve the quality of dehazing results. To improve the effectiveness of the network, Qin et al. [10] propose a
feature fusion attention network, which combines channel attention and pixel attention mechanism. Dong [11] newly
propose a network with dense feature fusion based on the U-Net architecture. Shao et al. [12], Liu et al. [13] and Chen
et al. [14] focus on real hazy data, and try to improve the performance of dehazing on real data. Zheng et al. [15]
proposed a multi-guide bilateral learning framework for 4K resolution image dehazing. Sun et al. [16] explore the effect
of the semi-supervised method in the field of image dehazing. There are also some researches [9, 17] that try to explore
real-time dehazing models.

Although these methods can remove haze from general hazy images, due to the physical complexity of low-light hazy
scenes, the image dehazing cannot be performed correctly in low-light environments. In addition, since the haze is
highly related to the depth information of the scene, these methods cannot deliver pleasing dehazing results.

Low-light image enhancement. The existent methods [3, 18, 2, 19] try to address this issue through statistical
assumptions and computational optimization. In recent years, Shen et al. [20] firstly develop an end-to-end multi-scale
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Figure 2: Overview of our cross-consistency dehazing-enhancement framework.

Retinex convolutional network to achieve low-light image enhancement. Lv et al. [21] further propose a multi-branch
low-light image enhancement network to remove the artifacts and noise in dark areas. Zhang et al. [22] decompose the
image into brightness and reflection parts. The former part is used to adjust the light flexibly, and the latter part is used
to deal with the noise and color distortion. Guo et al. [23] convert this task into a specific curve estimation problem.
Mohit et al. [24] try to deal with this problem in an extremely dark scenario and achieve it at a real-time level. Yet these
methods will be seriously disturbed by the haze in the dark environment, which amplifies the noise during the image
enhancement.

Image dehazing in the dark. By considering the artificial light sources at night as the ambient light, some methods
develop the night dehazing model for image dehazing in the dark. These methods normally solved this problem by
setting some priors [25, 26, 27] or simulating the night hazy images [28]. However, the expected results of these
nighttime dehazing methods cannot deliver the fine details in terms of visual perception.

In summary, none of the above-mentioned methods can effectively improve the image quality of low-light hazy scenes.
In this paper, we focus on not only the dehazing results but also the visibility enhancement for low-light hazy images.

3 Proposed Method

3.1 Problem Analysis

Since the low-light hazy images comply with a complex physical imaging model, the decomposition of such a model
is the key to tackling this ill-posed problem. To begin with, we first formulate the task with precise denotations.
Specifically, we denote I as the well-exposed hazy-free image. IL is the low-light image without haze. IH is the hazy
image under normal exposure. IHL is the hazy low-light image. Our goal is to learn a mapping S(·, θ) to recover the
well-exposed haze-free image I from the under-exposed hazy image IHL , where θ denotes the learnable parameters for
implicit inference.

We firstly propose a low-light enhancement mapping E(·, θ), which converts the images captured under low-light
illumination to well-exposed images with rich details. In addition, we denote D(·, θ) as a dehazing map for haze
removal. Apparently, there are two paths to obtain the well-exposed haze-free image I from IHL .

1. LLE → Dehaze. Applying the low-light enhancement mapping E on the low-light hazy image IHL can
deliver an intermediate result IH , which should be a well-exposed image with haze residual. Then we adopt
the dehazing mapping D for IH to obtain the final results. Formally, the forward process is I = D(IH , θ),
where IH = E(IHL , θ).

2. Dehaze → LLE. Similarly, we operate the dehazing first, then perform low-light enhancement. In this regard,
the forward process is I = E(IL, θ), where IL = D(IHL , θ), where the intermediate IL is the under-exposed
image without haze.

To better address this problem, we introduce an order-invariant assumption. From a physical perspective, the sequence
of the two natural phenomena of low light and haze will not impact the imaging. From a mathematical perspective, the
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order of dehazing and enhancement theoretically does not affect the results. Therefore, we assume that the computational
process of low-light enhancement and dehazing is order-invariant, which is proved by our experimental results in
Table 4. Based on this assumption, we propose the mapping S to jointly utilize E and D with customized constraints.
The computational process can be formulated as:

Input image IHL
Dim & Hazy

↗

↘

E(·,θ)−→ IH
D(·,θ)−→ Ie−d

Path I : LLE → Dehaze

D(·,θ)−→ IL
E(·,θ)−→ Id−e

Path II : Dehaze → LLE

↘

↗

F(·, θ)
−→

Fusion

Output image Ifinal ,
High-quality (3)

where Ie−d is the output of first low-light enhancement then dehaze path, and Id−e is the output of first dehaze then
low-light enhancement path. We then fuse the two results using a mapping F(·, θ) to get the final result.

3.2 Framework

As mentioned above, we propose a cross-consistency dehazing-enhancement framework, which consists of pre-tuned
dehazing and enhancement mappings. Essentially, these two mappings need to be capable of inferring clean/well-exposed
images from hazy/low-light images. For this purpose, each mapping is constructed in two parts: 1) a rich-encoder for
multi-level feature extraction and 2) an attention-guided decoder.

Rich-encoder. Based on Resnet-18 [29], we extract multi-level features by gathering intermediate output from each
stage of the backbone to preserve more detailed information. Then the encoder produces mixed features from different
levels of the encoding process. The mixed features contain rich information, which can help for a more effective final
inference.

Attention-guided decoder. The decoder’s purpose is to map the learned features from high-dimensional space to RGB
space. Specifically, given the input features, the decoder first aggregates them by bilinear-resizing each of the features
to the same size as the input image, and then channel-wisely concatenates them together. Inspired by the attention
mechanism [30, 31, 32], we apply the channel-spatial attention [31] for the context between channels and multi-scale
context within channels.

Cross-consistency dehazing-enhancement architecture. After obtaining these two mappings, we apply a unified ar-
chitecture to jointly use these two mappings with customized constraints. An overview of the proposed method is
illustrated in Fig. 2. According to the order-invariant assumption, we want to jointly use these two mappings for
performance improvement without affecting each other. To perfectly utilize the consistency of these two paths, we share
the parameters of these mappings, which have the same purpose in different paths. We use S − D(·, θ) and S − E(·, θ)
to represent that the two mappings share parameters in Fig. 2. Then, we design the CABF block to fuse the results of
these two paths.

Channel-Attention-Based Fusion block. To achieve better image quality, we carefully design a channel-attention-based
fusion block(CABF) to combine the results from two paths. The underlying design principle is to introduce channel-wise
context for the final output. As shown in Fig. 3, the fusion block takes two images as input, i.e., Ie−d and Id−e. Through
utilizing the imperceptible clues from two inputs, it fuses them in latent space and generates the refined image Ifinal.
More specifically, the CABF block first concatenates two images in the channel dimension. Then it enhances the local
receptive field via a stack of CNNs. Next, we adopt SE-layer to adaptively predict the relative importance of each
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Figure 3: Architecture of the CABF (channel-attention-based fusion block). This block fuses two different path’s results
to get a high-quality final result.
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channel. The overall structure is within a residual block, without increasing the parameter count. Finally, the output
layer is a convolutional layer with a ReLU activation for reconstructing the refined image.

Based on the proposed architecture, the dehazing mapping can infer clean images from the hazy ones under both
low-light and normal-exposed conditions. Similarly, the enhancement mapping is capable of bridging the gap between
low-light images and normal ones with dense haze. In other words, such shared parameters can make the mapping focus
on their own task and discard the interference of other irrelevant factors. Our framework implements logical two-path
processing using two basic mappings and a fusion block.

Loss functions. We apply different loss functions for these two types of mappings. For Dehazing mapping, the loss
function is

LD(x, x̂) = |x− x̂|1 + |x− x̂|2 + |∇x−∇x̂|1, (4)
where x̂ and x are prediction and ground-truth, correspondingly. ∇ denotes the gradient operation, which is used as a
constraint for the edge of the output.

For Enhancement mapping, the loss function is

LE(x, x̂) = |x− x̂|1 + |x− x̂|2 + Lexp(x̂), (5)

where Lexp(·) is a self-supervised loss for controlling the exposure level [33]. This loss leverages the distance between
the average intensity value of a local region to a well-exposed level δ. We use the same settings as the existing work [23]
in our experiment. The Lexp is expressed as:

Lexp =
1

M

M∑
k=1

|yk − δ|, (6)

where M denotes the number of non-overlapping patches of 16×16, yk is the average value of k-th patch in the predicted
image x̂.

Moreover, we add a path-invariant loss Lpi to keep the outputs from two paths consistent, i.e.,

Lpi = |E(D(IHL ))−D(E(IHL ))|. (7)

Finally, the total loss of our proposed method is

Ltotal = λ11LE11 + λ12LD12 + λ21LD21 + λ22LE22 + λ3Lpi, (8)

where λ11, λ12, λ21, λ22 and λ3 are tunable parameters that make the total loss flexible.

4 Simulation and Dataset

4.1 Low-light Haze Simulation

It should be noted that suitable datasets for our motivation do not exist. Moreover, there is no long-range sensor to
directly collect the visibility enhancement training pair. Therefore, we propose a physical-based simulation strategy to
collect the first visibility enhancement dataset for low-light hazy scenes. As illustrated in Eq. 1, the global atmospheric
light A relies on the intensity of the illumination. Therefore, to simulate the haze under low-light illumination, we
should render the low-light environment first, then simulate the haze. The pipeline of the simulation can be generally
summarized into three phases: 1) low-light rendering; 2) haze generation; 3) noise simulation, as shown in Fig. 4.

Low-light rendering. To render the low-light haze in terms of visual perception and physical constraints, we utilize the
Retinex theory [34] for the low-light imaging model:

I(x) = R(x)L(x), Ilow(x) = R(x)Llow(x) +N , (9)

where R stands for reflection, L stands for illumination. N is the unbalanced illumination distribution and the
noise caused by camera intrinsic sensors. Afterwards, we can get the relationship between normal image I and the
corresponding low-light image Ilow as following:

Ilow(x) = I(x)
Llow(x)

L(x)
+N = I(x)∆L(x) +N , (10)

where ∆L(x) represents the various lightness on objects caused by the low-light illumination. In conclusion, ∆L(x) is
the key parameter to render the low-light imagery.
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Figure 4: Pipeline of our data simulation. (a) Clear image. (b) Simulated low-light image. (c) Simulated low-light hazy
image. (d) Simulated haze-only image. (e) Simulated low-light-only image with noise. (f) Our final low-light hazy
simulation.

Since just setting a prior value for ∆L(x) cannot simulate the complex scenarios with low-light illumination, we
introduce auxiliary variables to reformulate this delicate parameter. Based on the analysis of the imaging model
with different exposure levels and other low-light image synthetic methods [35, 36], we use a combination of linear
adjustment and gamma adjustment to fit the function of ∆L(x). In this case, Eq. 10 can be reformulated as:

Ilow(x) = β (α I(x))γ +N , (11)

where α, β and γ are parameters for adjusting exposure levels to simulate the under-exposed image. After numerous
analytical tests on real scenes with different levels of exposure, we randomly set these three parameters from the certain
value ranges: α ∈ [0.9, 1], β ∈ [0.5, 0.7] and γ ∈ [1.5, 2.5].

Haze generation. After obtaining the low-light data, inspired by RESIDE [37], we can generate the haze as following:

Ihazylow (x) = Ilow(x)t(x) +A(1− t(x)), (12)

where Ihazylow (x) denotes a low-light hazy image. By plugging Eq. 10 into Eq. 12, the low-light hazy image can be
generated through:

Ihazylow (x) = β (α I(x))γt(x) +A(1− t(x)) +N . (13)

We select the brightest pixels in Ilow(x) to estimate A. Based on the depth of RESIDE, the scattering coefficient of t is
randomly set within [0.1, 0.2].

Noise simulation. As for noise, we follow a realistic noise model [38], which considers the influence of signal-dependent
noise and the ISP process.

Mathematically, we can obtain the low-light hazy image with an arbitrary mutually combination of Eq. 10 and Eq. 12.
As we explained before, the global atmospheric light A and the noise N are highly related to the intensity of illumination
in real scenes. Therefore, it is reasonable to render the low-light environment before generating the haze.

4.2 Datasets

Based on the RESIDE dataset, we simulate 8970 paired low-light hazy scenes by the above-mentioned simulation
strategy. We split the simulated dataset into 8073 training images and 897 testing images. To constrain the dehazing /
enhancement block during the training phase, we also generate the haze-only dataset and low-light-only dataset. In
conclusion, the proposed simulated dataset includes four groups, which is formulated as X = {I, IL, IH , IHL }.

Since there is no real data for this newly raised task, we also collect a real low-light hazy dataset, which contains 200
images. These images were taken with a Sonny α7RII camera on a tripod, which are as following considerations: scenes
(i.e.houses, campuses, streets), camera viewing angles (i.e.front view and oblique view), camera apertures (i.e.f/2.0 -
f/16). The dataset and corresponding project will be released soon.
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Figure 5: Qualitative comparisons among the state-of-the-art LLE → Dehaze methods trained and tested on visibility
enhancement dataset. Our method recovers a high-quality image, while others have varying degrees of haze residue.

5 Experiments

Since our task is for low-light hazy images, which involves two tasks: dehazing and low-light enhancement. We choose
the SOTA dehazing and low-light enhancement methods for comparison experiments: FFA [10], MSBDN [11], DA [12],
Grid [32], KinD [22], and ZeroDCE [23]. For fair comparisons, these methods are evaluated on the proposed simulated
dataset with retrained models. We evaluate the quantitative comparison by the commonly used metrics: PSNR and
SSIM [39]. It should be noted that the newly raised task is about visibility enhancement for low-light hazy scenes,
and there is no specific method to directly solve this problem. In this regard, to demonstrate that the simple sequential
combination of dehazing and enhancement methods cannot solve this particular task, we utilize two strategies for
comparison: LLE → Dehaze (First low-light enhancement and then dehaze strategy) and Dehaze → LLE (First
dehaze and then low-light enhancement strategy) methods. In addition, we directly retrain the above-mentioned methods
to prove the effectiveness of our network.

In this section, firstly, we introduce our experimental implementation details. Next, we conduct a series of comparisons
among our methods and other SOTA approaches on our synthetic visibility enhancement dataset, including two different
sequential combination ways and the end-to-end way. Then we show the performance of our method in real low-light
hazy scenarios. Furthermore, we conduct ablation experiments to demonstrate the effectiveness of our framework.
Finally, we do some applied research to discuss the value of our method.

5.1 Implementation Details

The training examples are augmented by random rotating -10◦ ∼10◦, and horizontal flipping. We implement the model
using PyTorch and train it on an NVIDIA Tesla V100. We split the visibility enhancement dataset into two disjoint
parts, 8073 images as the training set, and 897 images as the validation set. All the training images are resized to the
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Ground truthInput image MSBDN-KinDFFA-KinD Grid-KinD OursMSBDN-ZeroDCE

Figure 6: Qualitative comparisons among the state-of-the-art Dehaze → LLE methods trained and tested on visibility
enhancement dataset. Boxes indicate obvious differences. Nearly all haze is removed by our method without generating
other noise while other methods are commonly not.

size of 256 × 256. We train the framework for 250 epochs and optimize the parameters by Adam[40] optimizer, where
β1 and β2 take the values of 0.5 and 0.999.

We first train the dehazing and enhancement blocks using corresponding data(hazy/clear images under different exposed
conditions for dehazing block; lowlight/normal images under different concentrations of haze for enhancement block),
and then we comprehensively train the entire framework, as shown in Algorithm 1. In the comprehensive training, we
consider the noise problem of the second stage of each path, and strengthen the weight of the loss of the second part
and the fusion part. We set λ11 = λ21 = 0.2, λ12 = λ22 = 2 and λ3 = 5. The pre-trained blocks’ learning rate is set
as 10−3. In the comprehensive training, the two blocks’ learning rate is set as 10−5 since them have been pre-trained
while the fusion part’s is set as 10−3.

5.2 Different Sequential Combination Manner

LLE → Dehaze. Recall that the visibility enhancement in this paper can be decomposed into two relative tasks, i.e.,
low-light enhancement and haze removal. To evaluate the different combinations of the above tasks, we conduct the

Table 1: Quantitative comparison results of LLE → Dehaze methods.
First(Retrained)- KinD ZeroDCE OursSecond(Original)- FFA MSBDN GridDehaze FFA MSBDN GridDehaze
SSIM 0.752 0.751 0.766 0.523 0.463 0.211 0.914
PSNR 18.21 17.85 18.38 11.14 11.03 7.13 26.92
First(Retrained)- KinD ZeroDCE OursSecond(Finetune)- FFA† MSBDN† GridDehaze† FFA† MSBDN† GridDehaze†
SSIM 0.781 0.835 0.833 0.572 0.554 0.518 0.914
PSNR 21.14 24.72 23.49 14.16 11.43 10.18 26.92
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Ground truthInput image FFAKinD MSBDN OursZero-DCE

Figure 7: Qualitative comparisons among the state-of-the-art end-to-end retrained methods trained and tested on
visibility enhancement dataset. Boxes indicate obvious differences. Our method can restore color details well and can
remove the noise.

following experiments. Firstly, we use LLE → Dehaze manner to improve the low-visibility images. In detail, the
first stage (low-light enhancement) enhances the low-light hazy image(IHL ) to normal hazy image(IH ). The current
low-light enhancement methods are trained on the dataset without haze. To make such methods generalize well in
our situation, we re-train the first stage methods on our simulated visibility enhancement dataset to make them learn
the mapping IHL 7→ IH . We choose two recently proposed methods, KinD [22] and ZeroDCE [23] as the first stage,
respectively. After the first stage, the second stage becomes a traditional haze removal task. Here we choose the SOTA
dehazing methods (FFA/MSBDN/GridDehaze) as the second stage. We directly adopt their pre-trained model, which
can be downloaded from their project page. Furthermore, we finetune these methods on our dataset for a better mapping
of IH 7→ I . The finetuned version of these methods is marked with †.

We conduct the quantitative comparison on the test dataset of visibility enhancement dataset. Table 1 shows that our
method obtains the highest values of metrics on both SSIM and PSNR. As mentioned above, the top part of the table is
the result of directly using the pre-trained dehazing model, and the bottom part is using the fine-tuned models. Overall,
the experimental results after fine-tuning are better than those directly using the pre-trained dehazing model. The visual
comparisons are shown in Fig. 5. As expected, the performance of these methods often suffers from color distortion and

Table 2: Quantitative comparison results of Dehaze → LLE methods.
First(Retrained)- FFA MSBDN GridDehaze OursSecond(Original)- KinD ZeroDCE KinD ZeroDCE KinD ZeroDCE
SSIM 0.776 0.650 0.744 0.614 0.751 0.612 0.914
PSNR 18.44 15.76 19.13 15.68 18.38 15.34 26.92
First(Retrained)- FFA MSBDN GridDehaze OursSecond(Finetuned)- KinD† ZeroDCE† KinD† ZeroDCE† KinD† ZeroDCE†
SSIM 0.629 0.678 0.633 0.654 0.672 0.641 0.914
PSNR 14.58 14.62 16.34 15.16 15.84 14.56 26.92
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Input OursFFAKinD MSBDN

Figure 8: Examples of visibility enhancement results on our real dataset, compared with KinD [22], FFA [10],
MSBND [11]. Close-up views are displayed at the top of each image.

haze residual. The low-light enhancement will not only amplify the haze but corrupt the physical rule. Therefore, the
dehazing methods cannot handle the further dehazing issue after the low-light enhancement.

Dehaze → LLE. We alter the order of low-light enhancement and dehazing models to prove that performing image
dehazing before low-light enhancement also suffers from unexpected results. In the combined Dehaze → LLE
methods, the one-stage dehazing method performs on the low-light hazy image(IHL ) and expects to obtain a low-light
image without haze(IL). Since the models of traditional dehazing methods are trained under normal light conditions,
which are not very suitable for our condition, we first retrain the dehazing methods (FFA-Net/MSBDN/GridDehaze)
on our visibility enhancement dataset to make them learn the mapping IHL 7→ IL. The second stage is the traditional
low-light enhancement task. So we first directly use the SOTA low-light enhancement methods’ best open source
pretrained models(KinD/Zero-DCE). Furthermore, we finetune these methods on our dataset for better mapping of
IL 7→ I . The fine-tuned version of these methods is marked with †.

We conduct the quantitative comparison on the test dataset of the visibility enhancement dataset. Table 2 shows that our
method receives the best numerical scores in both PSBR and SSIM. As mentioned above, the top part of the table is the
result of directly using the pre-trained low-light enhancement model, and the bottom part is using the fine-tuned models.

Algorithm 1: Pipeline to train our framework

Input: Datasets(IHL , IH , IL, I), untrained block D(·, θ), untrained block E(·, θ), untrained CABF block
Output: Optimal D(·, θ), optimal E(·, θ) and optimal fushion block

Stage I train for D(·, θ) and E(·, θ):
1: train D(·, θ) with (IHL , IL) and (IH , I) using the dehazing loss
2: train E(·, θ) with (IHL , IH ) and (IL, I) using the enhancement loss

Stage II jointly train for the cross-consistency framework:
1: load pretrained blocks D(·, θ) and E(·, θ)
2: train the entire framework with (IHL , IH , IL, I) using the total loss
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Figure 9: Rating distribution of the user study. Results from 1 (best) to 4 (worst). Most participants rated our results as
the highest(67.88%) or second-highest(22.39%) quality. Our method has significant advantages over other methods,
suggesting that our results align with the high-quality standards of human perception.

Since the former dehazing networks are not designed for the low-light hazy images, directly training them by visibility
enhancement dataset cannot deliver pleasing results. Even though the enhancement models seem to perform well, the
final dehazing results for low-light scenes still tend to leave haze and darken some regions. From the experimental
results in the table and the visual results in Fig. 6, it can be seen that the noise and artifacts generated by the residual
haze in the first stage will be more severely amplified in the second stage. When the results obtained in the first stage
are used to fine-tune the low light enhancement method, it will degrade the performance of the result.

5.3 End-to-end Manner

Logically, visibility enhancement for low-light hazy scenes could be included in both of dehazing task and low-
light enhancement task. Therefore, with the proper dataset, both of these models may solve this task. To verify the
effectiveness of proposed method, we directly retrain the SOTA methods of dehazing and low-light enhancement on our
visibility enhancement dataset for comparison.

As shown in Fig. 7, directly training these former methods can deliver better results than the sequential combination
way, which verify that applying the image dehazing and low-light enhancement in a cascade way may amplify the error.
We find that the haze cannot be removed properly through low-light enhancement methods like KinD and ZeroDCE.
Since the target of these methods aims to make the outputs brighter without focusing on haze removal, there are still
haze residuals contained in the outputs of state-of-the-art dehazing methods. Based on the idea of cross-consistency,
we jointly optimize dehazing and enhancement in a path-invariant manner. As a result, the proposed method can
deliver clean and bright results. Table 3 shows that our method is more effective and accurate for joint dehazing and
enhancement in low-light hazy scenes.

Table 3: Quantitative comparisons among end-to-end retrained methods and ours.

Method KinD ZeroDCE FFA MSBDN GridDehaze Ours

SSIM 0.751 0.521 0.820 0.837 0.817 0.914
PSNR 18.38 10.93 23.45 25.63 21.88 26.92

11



arXiv Template A PREPRINT

Input GTOur-finalOur-d-e

28.38/0.8836 27.24/0.8578 30.22/0.8722

0.78 0.5Light Level(high->low)       Task(easy->hard)

PSNR

34

32

30

28

26

24

22

0

.

..

Our-e-d

(a) Statistical results for ablation study
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Figure 10: (a) Statistical results of ablation study. The legend shows the meaning of each line. The solid line is the
original value. The dashed line is the trend fitted by Microsoft Excel. (b) Visual results of ablation study. Our final
framework achieves favorable qualitative and quantitative results.

5.4 Performance on Real Scenarios

To evaluate the proposed method can generalize to real scenes, we also conduct comparative experiments in real scenes
with four methods, which perform well on the simulated dataset. As shown in Fig. 8, our method can obviously deliver
better results in terms of visual perception for this particular task. The performance on real scenarios also demonstrates
the effectiveness of the proposed dataset simulation strategy. For real low-light hazy images, the conventional low-light
enhancement methods cannot perform well. Though the dehazing methods can achieve good visual perception, the
results still contain some artifacts and dark regions.

User study. To further prove the effectiveness of our method, We invite 36 participants to attend a user study based on
randomly selected 16 natural low-light hazy images. We apply three most competitive methods(KinD/FFA/MSBDN)
and the proposed method on these cases for comparisons. For each case, the input data and the four results will be shown
to the participants at the same time. The participants need to rank the quality of these four results from 1 (best) to 4
(worst) on the aspects of brightness, haze removal, artifacts, and noise. As shown in Fig. 9, the participants consider that
the proposed method can deliver the best results in most of the cases, which shows that our results are more preferred
by human subjects.

Table 4: Ablation study.

Method OnePath-d-e OnePath-e-d TwoPath-without-fusion Total model
SSIM 0.9096 0.9085 0.9116 0.9141
PSNR 26.40 26.47 26.46 26.92
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Figure 11: Results of three applications. (a) Visual comparisons on panoptic segmentation task with different enhance-
ment and dehazing methods. (b) Google Vision API for Object Recognition before/after joint enhancement and dehaze.
(c) Image caption before/after joint enhancement and dehaze. All three of these applications prove that our research is
valuable.

5.5 Ablation Analysis

In this section, we analyze the effectiveness of our cross-consistency dehazing-enhancement framework. All pipelines
are trained using the same setting. As mentioned in the proposed method, there are two paths to obtain the well-exposed
clean image I from the under-exposed hazy image IHL , as indicated in Eq. 3. The experimental results proved that the
order of dehazing and enhancement has a limited impact on the performance, as shown in Table 4. To perfectly utilize
the results of two paths, we design the CABF block to obtain the final pleasing results. The results in the fourth row of
Table 4 demonstrate the effectiveness of the CABF block. In order to further analyze the existing numerical results, we
count the results of the ablation experiments under different illumination difficulties. The results of our three methods
are shown in the Fig. 10, and we used the Microsoft Excel to fit the performance of the three methods trend. It can be
seen that as the illumination decreases, the task difficulty increases, and the performance of the three methods is in a
downward trend as a whole. Still, the results of our final model always maintain the best performance results. At the
same time, we selected a typical example for visual analysis. We can see that both the one path-d-e method and the one
path-e-d method have different degrees of haze residue and other artifacts, and our final model can have a better visual
effect. Our total model achieves the best results without increasing the number of parameters. Overall, the results of the
ablation study verify the validity of the proposed cross-consistency dehazing-enhancement framework.

5.6 Applications

Since the hazy images with low-light illumination are inevitable in real scenarios, these images can become extremely
hard cases for other computer vision tasks. To demonstrate the motivation and effectiveness of the proposed method, we
conduct three computer vision applications: panoptic segmentation, object detection and image captioning. To verify
the benefit of the our cross-consistency dehazing-enhancement framework, we directly apply our trained model as an
image pre-processing tool.

For the panoptic segmentation task, we aim to pixel-wisely classify the category of instances in the image, including
things in the foreground and background. We show the visual comparisons among different methods in Fig. 11. Due
to the pleasing results of joint dehazing and enhancement for low-light scenes, our method can achieve desirable
segmentation results for the input image. Image captioning task means automatically generating a description of

13



arXiv Template A PREPRINT

the image. In this case, we apply the self-critical [41] to generate image captions. Fig. 11 illustrates that the image
captioning method generates more accurate descriptions when taking the image processed by our method as input. We
also employ Google Vision API to evaluate our results. As can be seen in Fig. 11, the Google API can recognize most
objects in the results image rather than the original rainy image. Especially, the score of the building is improved by
5% after visibility enhancement by our method. At the same time, the input image before processing will have a more
serious atmospheric phenomenon.

6 Conclusions

In this paper, we propose a cross-consistency dehazing-enhancement framework, focusing on integrating dehazing and
low-light enhancement inference for low-light hazy scenes. With the parameter shared dehazing block and enhancement
block, the proposed framework is capable of integrating the dehazing and enhancement without affecting each other.
To tackle the problem of the lack of paired hazy low-light data, we propose an image simulation strategy to construct
the visibility enhancement dataset. Leveraging on the dataset, we conduct several experimental comparisons to prove
the necessity and effectiveness of our model. The experimental results demonstrate that the proposed solution can
outperform the state-of-the-art methods for this particular task. In addition, the analysis of real scenes, user study, and
applications show that the proposed method is practical and effective.
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