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Abstract

Low-light Object detection is crucial for many real-
world applications but remains challenging due to degraded
image quality. While recent studies have shown that RAW
images offer superior potential over RGB images, existing
approaches either use RAW-RGB images' with information
loss or employ complex frameworks. To address these, we
propose a lightweight and self-adaptive Image Signal Pro-
cessing (ISP) plugin, Dark-ISP, which directly processes
Bayer RAW images in dark environments, enabling seam-
less end-to-end training for object detection. Our key inno-
vations are: (1) We deconstruct conventional ISP pipelines
into sequential linear (sensor calibration) and nonlinear
(tone mapping) sub-modules, recasting them as differen-
tiable components optimized through task-driven losses.
Each module is equpped with content-aware adaptability
and physics-informed priors, enabling automatic RAW-to-
RGB conversion aligned with detection objectives. (2) By
exploiting the ISP pipeline’s intrinsic cascade structure, we
devise a Self-Boost mechanism that facilitates cooperation
between sub-modules. Through extensive experiments on
three RAW image datasets, we demonstrate that our method
outperforms state-of-the-art RGB- and RAW-based detec-
tion approaches, achieving superior results with minimal
parameters in challenging low-light environments.

1. Introduction

Object detection in low-light conditions is vital for ap-
plications such as autonomous driving and surveillance
[5, 24, 38, 45]. However, darkness induces severe image
degradation characterized by noise amplification and dimin-
ished contrast, thereby posing substantial challenges to de-
tection algorithms. Traditional methods using compressed
dynamic range RGB images are limited by the low-bit-
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Figure 1. Thumbnails of different low-light object detection

pipelines. (a) Methods utilizing RAW-RGB data. (b) ISP parame-
ter search methods. (c) Methods incorporating auxiliary informa-
tion for training. (d) Dark RGB image enhancement pipeline. (e)
Our proposed Dark-ISP.

depth information and noise introduced during image signal
processing (ISP), significantly reducing their effectiveness
in low-light environments [36, 46, 57, 58].

Unlike RGB images, RAW images directly capture sen-
sor orignal data before ISP processing, preserving physi-
cally meaningful information such as scene radiance and
noise characteristics [53, 54]. This results in RAW images
containing richer details and color information compared to
RGB images, offering greater flexibility in post-processing.
Furthermore, RAW format files also store camera metadata
during the photography process, which can serve as aux-
iliary information to provide additional guidance for deep
network training.

Effectively and efficiently utilizing the rich information
in RAW images for object detection remains a significant
challenge. Existing methods to bridging the RAW image
and downstream networks pretrained on RGB domain can
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be broadly classified into three categories. The first ap-
proach (Fig. 1(a)) bining and quantize four-channel Bayer
RAW images into three-channel RAW-RGB to ensure com-
patibility with pretrained backbone, as seen in LIS [10],
Crafting [30], and RAW-Adapter [15]. However, this con-
version reduces bit-depth and leads to substantial informa-
tion loss, limiting the benefits of RAW data. The second
approach (Fig. 1(b)) incorporates parameters searching ISP,
such as NOD [41], AdaptivelSP [52], Qin et al.[44], and
DynamicISP [60] which directly process Bayer RAW im-
ages using trainable ISP modules to bridge the RAW and
RGB domains. While effective, these methods often in-
troduce computationally expensive processes, such as com-
plex parameter searching algorithms and multi-stage train-
ing strategy, making them impractical for real-world de-
ployment. The third category (Fig. 1(c)) relies on auxiliary
information augmentation, where methods like ISP-Teacher
[66] and Multitask AET [16] integrate normal-light RGB or
camera metadata references during training, but the require-
ment for such additional data may not always be necessary.

To address these limitations, we propose Dark-ISP, a
lightweight and self-adaptive ISP plugin that fully exploits
the advantages of RAW images for low-light object detec-
tion. By analyzing the sequential steps of camera ISP, we
design a decoupled framework consisting of linear and non-
linear components. The linear component captures fun-
damental camera operations through a sequence of matrix
operations, enhanced by Local-Global Attention to dynam-
ically balance sensor-derived processes with scene patterns.
For the nonlinear component, inspired by the tone map-
ping function’s ability to stretch dark regions and compress
bright areas, we define a set of non-convex polynomial
bases with strong physical interpretability. Instead of learn-
ing arbitrary transformations, our method learns the coef-
ficients to combine these bases into an effective nonlinear
operation. To encourage synergy between these two sub-
modules, we also introduce a Self-Boost Regularization
that uses the output of the nonlinear component to guide
the learning direction of the linear mapping. Extensive val-
idation across both real-world and synthetic RAW datasets
demonstrates that our approach outperforms previous RGB-
RAW methods, exhibiting superior generalization ability.

The main contributions of this work are as follows:

* We propose a lightweight ISP plugin that separates lin-
ear and nonlinear processing, integrating content-aware
adaptability and physics-informed priors to fully exploit
Bayer RAW image for low-light object detection.

* We propose a Self-Boost mechanism that enhances syn-
ergy between sub-modules in the ISP, improving robust-
ness across varying lighting conditions.

* We demonstrate superior performance over existing
methods with fewer parameters on three low-light RAW
image object detection datasets.

2. Related Work
2.1. Low-light Object Detection

Low-light object detection remains a challenging task due
to weak illumination and noise degradation. Existing meth-
ods can be broadly categorized into image-level and feature-
level approaches. Image-level methods process images prior
to detection through illumination enhancement [26, 57] and
noise suppression [28, 43]. For example, FeatEnHancer
[28] hierarchically combines multiscale features to enhance
the image before downstream network. Feature-level meth-
ods focus on designing specialized modules and learning
strategies to extract clean, informative features [21, 36]. Hy-
brid approaches [14, 43, 58] integrate the above two cate-
gories into a unified framework, enabling synergistic inter-
action. For instance, contrastive learning [58] jointly opti-
mizes both components to enhance image quality and de-
tection performance. While existing works have achieved
promising results, they predominantly operate on processed
RGB images that inherently suffer from information loss
and compound noise introduced in the ISP. Recent attempts
[10, 30] use quantized RAW data, which reduces bit-depth
and loses sensor-specific information, making them less ro-
bust. We argue that unquantized Bayer RAW images retain
superior photonic information and dynamic range, motivat-
ing our framework to directly leverage RAW sensor data for
end-to-end low-light object detection and bypass the infor-
mation bottleneck of RGB-based approaches.

2.2. Image Signal Processing

Image Signal Processing (ISP) transforms RAW sensor data
into high-quality images. Traditional ISP methods rely
on manually designed components executed sequentially
[18, 22, 34, 67]. Recently, deep learning has been incor-
porated into ISP, with two main strategies: Image-to-image
frameworks focus on learning the mapping from RAW to
RGB images. Differentiable modules have been introduced
into the ISP pipeline, enabling end-to-end optimization for
high-quality image generation [25, 33, 35, 40]. Symmetric
bidirectional structures [2, 55, 61] also have been proposed
to learn reversible mappings between RAW and sRGB im-
ages, facilitating reversible conversion and preserving more
information from the original RAW data. To improve color
manipulation, lookup tables (LUTs) [13, 49, 59, 62] have
been integrated with deep networks to efficiently retrieve
pixel color values through lookup and interpolation opera-
tions. Task-driven ISP optimization directly adjusts ISP pa-
rameters based on task-specific objectives. GenISP [41] and
Guo et al. [27] adopt multi-stage training to align ISP out-
puts with downstream network requirements. Several meth-
ods refine ISP components using reinforcement learning for
adaptive search [51] or gradient-based optimization guided
by task losses [42, 44, 60]. ISP-teacher [66] improves ro-
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Figure 2. (a) Overview of Dark-ISP. The linear and nonlinear components process Bayer-format inputs / sequentially, with the Self-Boost
Regularization L4, guiding the learning of the linear component. (b) Linear Component: P is the camera parameter matrix. F; and Fj
represent the local and global features, which produce context-aware matrices via the Attention mechanism, combined to form an adaptive
linear transformation P’. (c) Nonlinear Component: The image I’ from the Linear Component is passed through a network to generate
pixel-wise coefficient maps, combined with predefined bases for the nonlinear transformation.

bustness by leveraging well-lit RGB images as auxiliary in-
puts. RAW-Adapter [15] introduces learnable queries to re-
fine ISP parameters and enable interaction with downstream
networks. Compared to these studies, our design stream-
lines both training and deployment through its straightfor-
ward architecture.

2.3. Low-Light RAW Image Enhancement

The potential of RAW images for low-light enhancement
was first highlighted by SID [6], sparking subsequent re-
search to bypass the RGB domain and directly process
RAW images. Some methods [4, 23, 32, 53, 63, 65]
develop noise models for dark RAW images, replacing
traditional Gaussian models with more accurate CMOS
sensor-based approaches for noise removal. Other works
[7, 19, 20, 31, 39] utilize heuristic frameworks and ad-
vanced network designs [8, 11, 56] to directly map noisy
to clean RAW images. Recently, techniques like Diffu-
sion [17, 50] and Mamba [12] have also been explored for
RAW image enhancement. However, these approaches fo-
cus primarily on image-level enhancement without integrat-
ing downstream tasks. In contrast, our method connects
RAW images directly to downstream object detection tasks,

enabling end-to-end training through a mediating ISP struc-
ture that bridges the RAW and RGB domains.

3. Method

We present the Dark-ISP framework in Fig. 2. Following
the conventional camera ISP pipeline, the RAW images first
pass through the linear mapping module (Sec. 3.1), which
enhances standard camera operations with a context-aware
attention mechanism. The nonlinear component (Sec. 3.2)
then applies a set of concave function bases to model ef-
fective nonlinear transformations. To promote synergy be-
tween these components, we introduce a Self-Boost Regu-
larization loss (Sec. 3.3) that aligns their optimization.

3.1. Dynamic Linear Mapping

In traditional ISP pipelines, operations like White Balance,
Binning, and Color Space Transform are performed sequen-
tially as linear processes [18]. These steps adjust color bal-
ance, convert Bayer images I € R**#*W to RGB, and
map RAW sensor data to a perceptually uniform color space
using matrix transformations.

First, the White Balance operation compensates for light
source variations by applying a diagonal gain matrix W &€



R**4 to the RAW data:

7’ 0 0 0 T
’
9r | — wy 0 01 . (9r
<b7> - < 0 w3 0) <b> : (1)
9 0 0wy 9b

Next, the Binning operation merges the four Bayer channels
into three RGB channels, averaging the two green channels
using the sparse matrix B € R3*4:
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Following this, the Color Space Transform step uses a color
correction matrix C' € R3*3 to map the image to a percep-
tual color space: [18]:
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The entire process can be compactly summarized as a single
matrix P € R3*4 that transforms the RAW image [ into the
corrected RGB image I’ € R3*H*W:

I'=C-B-W-I=P-1. 4)
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The white balance coefficients and the CCM are typically
determined through automatic white balance algorithms in
the camera, as well as manual regression estimates against
standard colors [18]. Since these parameters are specific
to each camera, they remain largely static within the im-
age processing pipeline. To improve the communication
between the image, downstream tasks, and these parame-
ters, we treat them as part of the learning process.

To enhance adaptability across sensors and low-light
conditions, we introduce a dynamic mapping. Inspired by
hierarchical feature extractors [3, 47, 64, 68], the RAW im-
age [ is first processed through a dual-stream architecture
to extract pixel-level local features F; € RE*H*W and
image-level global features F,; € RC* 16 %76 which are
then used in Local and Global Attention mechanisms [48]
to generate pixel-level and image-level operations:

P, = LocalAttn(Q = Fi, K = P,V = P) ¢ REXH)xHxW

P, = GlobalAttn(Q = P,K = F,,V = F,) € R***.

&)
The local and global operations are then combined using
an arithmetic sum (broadcasting) with a skip connection to
produce the adaptive linear transformation P’ = (P, + P, +
P) € R3X4XHXW = These parameters are applied to the
RAW image to produce the corrected RGB output:

I'=(P,+P,+P)-I1=P 1. (6)

This process is driven by both photographic principles and
task-specific feedback, enabling a flexible, content-aware
transformation that enhances performance under low-light
conditions, particularly for object detection.
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Figure 3. Non-convex polynomial bases from first-order to eighth-
order. fj, represents the polynomial of order k.

3.2. Nonlinear Stretch with Polynomial Bases

The nonlinear component of the Image Signal Processor
(ISP) is crucial for adjusting the RGB image’s color dis-
tribution. It enhances visual aesthetics and supports pixel-
wise operations such as denoising and sharpening. Rather
than relying on a black-box neural network transforma-
tion, we explicitly design physically interpretable func-
tion bases to ensure the desired properties and adaptively
combine them for image-specific enhancement.

For each image I’ produced by the linear module, a net-
work predicts pixel-wise coefficients {C}}7_,. These co-
efficients are then combined with a set of polynomial bases
{fx(z)}}_, to form the nonlinear transformation:

n
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Here, (4, j) represents the pixel position. This transforma-
tion can approximate a complex, locally smooth function
H(-) with high-order infinitesimal errors o(z™):

n

H(x) = F(x)+o(x") =Y Ci(i, j)fr(x) + o(z™). (8)

k=0

This is analogous to an n-order Taylor expansion, where
terms are reordered and coefficients combined.

To design the bases that govern the nonlinear transfor-
mation, we focus on addressing low-light image behavior.
Under such conditions, non-convex mappings are required
to stretch the dark regions while compressing the bright ar-
eas. This adjustment enhances shadow details and prevents
overexposure in bright regions—critical for improving vi-
sual quality. To this end, we design a set of non-convex
bases with fo = 1 and each f;(z) is a polynomial of or-
der k that passes through the points (0,0) and (1,1). These
polynomials capture varying curvature patterns, from nearly
linear to concave, effectively handling intensity redistribu-
tion in low-light scenarios, as shown in Fig. 3. The set of



polynomial bases thus forms a low-dimensional manifold of
valid tone-mapping operations F(-).

Importantly, it is not an error-prone approximation for
us to use F(-); instead, it constrains the nonlinear func-
tion to a finite n-dimensional polynomial, leveraging prior
knowledge to balance expressiveness and computational ef-
ficiency. The transformed U = JF(I’) provides the en-
hanced image for downstream tasks.

Our method shares similarities with Zero-DCE [25],
which also uses a neural network to generate coefficients for
quadratic curve fitting. However, our approach differs by
explicitly considering low-light behavior, preventing sub-
optimal convergence. Specifically, we use 3 x 3 convolu-
tion layers to predict pixel-wise coefficient maps {Cx }}_,.
which are then combined with the polynomial bases (as
shown in Fig. 2 (c)). To prevent gradient vanishing, skip
connections are used, and x is subtracted from the original
polynomial function to preserve the curve’s shape.

3.3. Self-Boost Regularization

To enhance the compatibility between linear and nonlinear
components in Sec. 3.1-3.2, we propose a Self-Boost reg-
ularization mechanism. Given the linearly transformed im-
age I’ = P’ - I from the RAW Bayer input I, the nonlinear
module generates the enhanced image U = F(I’).

Ideally, given an oracle SRGB image U* € R3*HxW
captured under normal lighting conditions, the optimal lin-
ear mapping can be found via the closed-form least squares
solution:

P* =argmin|U* — P - I|?=U*-1T - (I- 1)1, (9)
P/

where P* € R3*# and all images are reshaped into matrices
of size [C' x (H x W)]. However, this ideal formulation re-
quires paired RAW-sRGB samples (I, U*), the acquisition
of which is prohibitive expensive.

As a relaxation, we propose a self-supervised approx-
imation by substituting the oracle U* with the nonlinear
module’s own output, U. This is motivated by the intrin-
sic feature hierarchy hypothesis, which suggests that deeper
network layers produce representations closer to the final
objective than shallow layers [1]. Critically, because U is a
function of P’, the closed-form solution in Eq. (9) is no
longer holds when substituting U for U*. Nevertheless,
our objective is to encourage the linear component’s out-
put, P' - I, to closely approximate the nonlinear output, U.
We therefore treat U as a pseudo-target and define an ap-
proximate linear mapping P as follows:

P=U-1"-(1-17)7% (10)

This formulation serves a dual purpose: it facilitates a
more effective backpropagation of gradients from the high-
level detection loss to the linear component P’, while also

providing U with greater optimization potential in the ad-
versarial process of this regularization and detection loss.
We verify the validity of these properties in the appendix.

A direct alignment between P’ and Pis inappropriate
because P is merely an approximation of the solution P*
and both matrices are continuously updated during train-
ing. Therefore, instead of enforcing a strict equality, we
encourage directional consistency between the correspond-
ing row vectors of P’ and P. We decompose each matrix
into its constituent row vectors, P’ = (p},p5,p3)” and
P = (P1,P2,P3)’, where each vector represents the lin-
ear projection from the four Bayer channels to a single RGB
channel. Our Self-Boost loss, Ly, is then defined as the
sum of the cosine distances between these corresponding
vector pairs:

£sb = Z

plEP’, p;€P

|1 — cos(pi, Pi)l|- (1D

To prevent premature convergence, we activate L, af-
ter N warmup epochs. The compound loss integrates with
detection supervision as:

£:£det+)\'£5b7 (12)

where )\ is empirically set to 1 x 1072 for all experiments.

4. Experiments

Implementation Details. Our framework is based on the
MMDetection toolbox [9] and runs on a Tesla-V100 32GB
GPU. For object detection, we use the RetinaNet detector
[38] with a ResNet [29] backbone initialized with ImageNet
pre-trained weights. The model is trained with the SGD op-
timizer with an initial learning rate of 0.001, momentum of
0.9, and weight decay of 0.0001 for 15 epochs across all
datasets. Random horizontal flipping is applied as augmen-
tation, and all images are resized to 400 x 600. We choose
the order n = 8 for the nonlinear component in Sec. 3.2.
Datasets and Metrics. We evaluate our method on two
real-world RAW datasets, LOD [30] and NOD [41], and a
synthetic dataset, SynCOCO [37]. The LOD dataset con-
tains 2,230 low-light RAW images from a Canon EOS 5D
Mark IV, spanning 8 object classes. We use 1,800 for train-
ing and 430 for testing, evaluating performance with VOC-
style mAP. The NOD dataset consists of RAW images cap-
tured in low-light environments with two cameras (Sony
RX100 VII and Nikon D750), containing 3 object classes.
The Sony dataset has 2,751 training and 321 test images,
while the Nikon dataset has 3,206 training and 400 test
images. In both datasets, each Bayer RAW image (.NEF,
.ARW) is demosaiced into four RGBG channels, and re-
sized to match the size of RGB images before being fed
into the model. Performance is evaluated using COCO-style
mAP, mAPsgy, and mAP7s.



Table 1. Detection performance comparison on the real-world
LOD dataset. Bold indicates the best result, and underline indi-
cates the second best. * denotes a two-stage training method.

ResNetl8  ResNet50

Image Format Method mAP mAP
default ISP 55.2 59.1

demosaic 52.6 61.3

RGB LIS [10] 50.5 60.8
RAW-RGB FeatEnHancer [28] 60.8 64.3
RAW-Adapter [15] 55.4 61.1

default ISP 63.6 67.3

demosaic 59.7 65.1

LIS [10] 58.4 67.9

Bayer RAW SID* [6] 61.2 64.7
FeatEnHancer [28] 634 67.0

RAW-Adapter [15] 59.9 66.2

Our Dark-ISP 64.9 70.4

Table 2. Detection performance comparison on the NOD dataset
using RAW images captured in low-light conditions with two cam-
eras: Sony RX100 VII 320 and Nikon D750.

Camera Method mAP mAPsy mAPs
default ISP 28.3 51.0 29.2
demosaic 19.7 40.0 184
LIS [10] 28.3 48.3 29.7
Sony SID* [6] 27.4 47.2 28.2
FeatEnHancer [28] 30.3 52.1 31.5
RAW-Adapter [15]  28.9 50.7 29.6
Dark-ISP(Ours) 315 534 32.2
default ISP 27.4 47.5 28.5
demosaic 27.6 48.6 27.8
LIS [10] 26.5 46.4 27.4
Nikon SID*[6] 22.2 42.0 20.5

FeatEnHancer [28]  28.8 48.9 30.8
RAW-Adapter [15] 28.3 48.2 28.7
Our Dark-ISP 29.9 50.9 30.7

Additionally, we generated a synthetic COCO RAW
dark dataset using the widely used COCO dataset [37].
Following the pipeline from LIS [10], we first apply the in-
verse ISP process to normal-light RGB images to generate
synthetic RAW images. Dark noise from the physical noise
model [53, 54] is then injected to simulate dark RAW im-
ages. The same metrics as those used in COCO are applied
for training and evaluation.

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

We compare Dark-ISP with the original Dark RGB and
RAW images as well as several state-of-the-art methods:
SID [6], FeatEnHancer [28], LIS [10], and RAW-Adapter
[15]. Dark RGB images are obtained through the ISP

Table 3. Detection performance comparison on the SynCOCO
dataset, a synthetic RAW dark dataset with a larger sample size.

Input Format Method mAP mAPsy mAPys
default ISP 21.4 34.5 22.9
demosaic 19.6 31.7 20.5
RGB LIS [10] 16.5 17.7 17.5
RAW-RGB FeatEnHancer [28] 21.3 34.4 21.8
RAW-Adapter [15]  21.0 34.3 22.1
default ISP 21.5 35.9 23.1
demosaic 21.0 34.1 22.8
LIS [10] 21.4 34.5 23.1
Bayer RAW SID* [6] 21.2 34.6 22.6

FeatEnHancer [28] 22.4 36.1 23.9
RAW-Adapter [15]  21.7 34.9 23.1
Our Dark-ISP 23.1 37.7 244

pipeline in LED [32] and are represented as “default ISP”
in the experiment. Dark RAW images, which only un-
dergo demosaicing and binning operations, are called “de-
mosaic”. SID, a pioneering dark RAW image denoising ap-
proach, requires a pre-trained denoising network before ob-
ject detection tasks. FeatEnHancer is an end-to-end mod-
ule for enhancing dark RGB images in perceptual tasks.
LIS and RAW-Adapter are end-to-end methods that process
RAW-RGB images. All methods were evaluated using the
same data augmentation and training configurations for a
fair comparison.

4.1.1. Quantitative Analysis

The detection performance on the LOD dataset is illustrated
in Tab. 1. Our evaluation utilized two backbone depths
(ResNet-18 and ResNet-50) to assess scalability. Inputs in-
cluded both Bayer RAW, RAW-RGB and RGB images
(low-bit-depth compressed versions of Bayer images), en-
abling a comparative study of image format impacts. As
seen in the results, input from the Bayer RAW outperforms
RGB or RAW-RGB images across most methods, high-
lighting that direct sensor data provides richer information.
Compared to other methods, our approach achieved the best
results on both sizes of backbones (64.9 mAP and 70.4
mAP), highlighting its ability to better leverage and extract
useful information from Bayer RAW inputs in dark envi-
ronment. It is important to note that SID, as a two-stage
method, effectively reduces dark noise but shows minimal
improvement in performance. This suggests that, for down-
stream tasks, the ability to adapt the RAW image distribu-
tion to the pre-trained backbone is crucial for achieving op-
timal performance. Furthermore, when using Bayer RAW
as input, the basic camera default ISP performs on par with
other learnable methods, indicating significant untapped po-
tential in Bayer RAW inputs.

To evaluate the generalization of our method, we tested
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Figure 4. Visual comparisons on the LOD dataset. Results are shown on the enhanced images before being fed into the detection network
backbone for each method. Our method outperforms others in minimizing missed and false detections, please zoom in for details.

it on the NOD dataset (see Tab. 2). Our approach outper-
formed others on data from both Sony and Nikon cameras,
demonstrating its robustness across diverse camera param-
eters and its ability to adapt to each camera’s characteristics
using task-specific losses.

Finally, the results on the SynCOCO dataset, presented
in Tab. 3, further validate the effectiveness of our method
even when trained with a larger dataset. Despite signifi-
cant differences between synthetic RAW images obtained
through inverse ISP processing and real RAW images, the
addition of extra channels provides the model with more
data to learn from, and our method continues to effectively
capture this information.

4.1.2. Qualitative Analysis

Qualitative results on the LOD dataset, as shown in Fig.
4, demonstrate that the proposed method consistently re-
calls most of the targets, even in challenging scenarios. Our
approach excels at accurately detecting objects in dark en-
vironments compared to other methods. In terms of visual

quality, the images enhanced by our proposed ISP are closer
to the ground-truth normal RGB images, indicating that it
has successfully learned the necessary transformations to
align RAW domain images with the RGB domain of the
pre-trained backbone.

The results on the NOD dataset, visualized in Fig. 5 and
Fig. 6, further emphasize the effectiveness of our method.
Compared to two competitive approaches, our method re-
liably detects objects in dark regions across both camera
datasets, avoiding false positives and missed detections.
This underscores the superiority of our approach in detect-
ing objects under low-light conditions and its robustness
across different camera setups.

4.2. Ablation Study

We conduct a series of ablation experiments on the LOD
dataset to investigate the impact of the modules in the pro-
posed pipeline on object detection in dark environments.
As shown in Tab. 4, the three modules in the pipeline
serve distinct roles. The nonlinear component, due to its
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Figure 5. Visual comparison of our method with the two top-
performing competitors on the NOD dataset (Sony camera).
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Figure 6. Visual comparison of our method with the two top-
performing competitors on the NOD dataset (Nikon camera).

non-convex nature, better adapts image pixel distributions
for dark perception tasks, outperforming the linear compo-
nent. When combined, the two components exceed their
individual performances. The Self-Boost mechanism en-
hances module interaction, improving information extrac-
tion from RAW images and boosting detection accuracy to
70.4 mAP.

For the linear component, we compared using fixed pa-
rameters from the traditional ISP, as well as using only local
or global information. By introducing only a small number
of parameters (0.345MB), it outperforms the Default ISP
by 4 mAP in low-light detection. All results and detailed
analysis can be found in the supplementary material.

The nonlinear component plays a crucial role in tone
mapping and adjusting image distribution for downstream
detection tasks. There are several design alternatives for

Table 4. Ablation study of the proposed pipeline.

Linear Nonlinear Self-Boost Regularization mAP
v 66.6
v 67.1
v v 68.7
v v v 70.4

Table 5. Ablation study for Nonlinear component. w/o Skip means
the removal of the skip connection in the Nonlinear Component.

Method mAP Param(MB)

Gamma 66.4 -
Gammaf [40] 68.0 -

LUT [62] 67.8 0.192
ResMLP [15] 67.0 0.049
Zero-DCE [25] 68.0 0.304
Ours w/o Skip 68.6 0.136
Our Dark-ISP 70.4 0.136

this component, which we evaluate in this study. First, we
use gamma correction from traditional ISP as the baseline
and compare it with the learnable gamma values (Gammar)
[40] and a 3D color lookup table (LUT) method [62]. Addi-
tionally, we examine ResMLP, the color manipulation tech-
nique used in RAW-Adapter [15]. As shown in Tab. 5, our
method outperforms the alternatives even without the skip
connection, by leveraging a non-convex prior that is well-
suited for low-light conditions. When the skip connection
is added, it mitigates the vanishing gradient problem, al-
lowing our method to achieve the best performance while
maintaining a relatively small number of parameters.

5. Conclusion

We present Dark-ISP, a novel approach to RAW image pro-
cessing for low-light object detection, leveraging physics-
guided modular decomposition. Our key innovation lies
in deconstructing conventional ISP pipelines into trainable
linear sensor calibration and nonlinear tone mapping mod-
ules, preserving RAW data integrity while introducing task-
driven content awareness. Our extensive experiments across
various real-world and synthetic low-light datasets demon-
strate that Dark-ISP outperforms state-of-the-art methods
with fewer parameters, offering a lightweight yet powerful
solution. By bridging the gap between physics-informed
image processing and machine perception, Dark-ISP paves
the way for more robust and generalizable visual systems
that excel in low-light conditions and beyond. This ap-
proach also opens the door to broader applications in other
perceptual tasks, such as segmentation, tracking, and even
end-to-end autonomous driving.
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