After the Party: Navigating the Mapping From Color to Ambient Lighting

Supplementary Material

In the supplementary material, we first provide more im-
plementation details of our work in Sec. 1. We also pro-
vide visual comparisons on different sequences with differ-
ent direct lighting system variants in Sec. 2. In addition,
we provide and discuss failure cases and limitations of the
proposed work in Sec. 3. Sec. 4 provides general remarks
regarding the study expansion in Ambient Lighting Normal-
ization (ALN), the posed challenges, and how they impact
the proposed solution.

1. Benchmarking setup

The methods evaluated for the benchmark summarized in
Tab. 3 (main manuscript) were trained using the publicly
available implementations, adopting the default parameters,
and procedures for supervision, as described in the pub-
lished works. We limited the set of compared methods to
works for which the codes (including the training scripts
or parameter configurations) and the evaluated pretrained
models are publicly available. In the case of the AMBI-
ENT6k benchmark [6], the settings described by the authors
were adopted for the evaluation of the different RLN? vari-
ants as part of their benchmark.

Training data: The models were trained with data sam-
pled from the training split of the introduced CL3AN
dataset. The model uses the RGB representation of the data,
with images resized to a resolution of 1440x 1080px to fit in
the requirements of the remote storage, especially in terms
of data loading latency. All compared methods are then
trained on image patches randomly cropped from the in-
put image, with a resolution of 960x960px selected as the
size of the crop. The resolution is gradually increased to
1080x 1080px as training progresses. Regarding data aug-
mentation, a mixture of random rotations and random flips
represent the core of this component. The procedure is com-
pleted by the addition of the mixup augmentation [2], in
which the input images are linearly blended to the ground-
truth images through a parameter A ~ Beta(a = 0.2).
Given the nature of the training data, in which the input im-
ages are acquired under RGB direct lighting, and the refer-
ence images represent white ambient-lit equivalents of the
same scene, the mixup will add variance in terms of color
hue, but especially in terms of color saturation.

RLN? Optimization parameters: Consistent with the pre-
vious benchmarks [6], the standard L1 loss was set as the
optimization objective for the Adam algorithm [4]. The
learning rate used was set to 0.0002, with a cyclic cosine
scheduler updating the learning rate, under two periods split
between 10000 and 20000 data batches seen in training.

The length of the training procedure is set to 30000 data
batches, with a batch of 15 image crops. The batch size
value was chosen as the maximum possible value given the
48GB VRAM of the used GPU, and the requirements of
RLNZ-Lf.

Evaluation: As the evaluation was performed on a local
NVIDIA 4090Ti GPU, with 24 GB available VRAM, the
original 24 MP images were resized to 1440x 1080, due
to computational restrictions. The reported evaluations are
performed consistently at this image resolution. The values
for PSNR and SSIM are calculated after the restored im-
ages are mapped to byte-sized RGB values, before saving
them to local storage. In the case of LPIPS [7], the default
deployment with image tensors in the [—1, 1] range is used
to compare the restored variants of the input images to the
reference equivalents. The shift in representation domain,
from the [0, 1] interval to [—1, 1] is standard for the AlexNet
feature extractor [5].

2. Additional Qualitative Results

Fig. A provides for visual evaluation additional equivalent
more scenes from the test split of the CL3AN dataset. Note
that since the data is acquired under controlled laboratory
conditions, there are no ethics concerns. Each image also
emphasizes a representative region through a 2x upscaled
patch. The upscaling method uses the nearest interpolation
algorithm, to avoid introducing new colors at the restored
image level. Here, the behavior of the top three perform-
ing models can be followed, under changing lighting condi-
tions, including white-aligned direct lighting (setup similar
to AMBIENT6K [6]) (rows 1 and 5), and various effects
under multiple RGB directional lights. On rows 2 and 6,
we can observe restored images, with inputs under the ef-
fect of consistent color shift, while rows 3, 4 7, and 8 show
equivalent inputs under the effect of multiple color direct
lighting. When HINet [3] shows a stronger influence of the
incoming light color at the input level in its renderings, the
outputs of NAFNet [1] are affected by a significant level of
local color artifacts and remaining self-shadows. IFBlend
[6] and the proposed RLN2-Lf produce improved quality
renderings, with [FBlend showing inconsistent colors in the
case of some surfaces. Note that the inconsistencies seem
systematic, regardless of the incoming lighting setup that
describes the color shift at the input image level. On rows
7-8, IFBlend [6] and RLN2-Lf show better-aligned rendered
colors, and significantly lower self-shadows. Moreover,
RLNZ2-Lf has an edge over IFBlend [6] in terms of rendered
highlights.
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