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EVRWKYV: A Continuous Interactive RWKYV Framework for Effective
Event-Guided Low-Light Image Enhancement

Wenjie Cai, Qingguo Meng®, Zhenyu Wang, Xingbo Dong, Zhe Jin

Abstract—Event cameras offer significant potential for Low-
light Image Enhancement (LLIE), yet existing fusion approaches
are constrained by a fundamental dilemma: early fusion struggles
with modality heterogeneity, while late fusion severs crucial
feature correlations. To address these limitations, we propose
EVRWKY, a novel framework that enables continuous cross-
modal interaction through dual-domain processing, which mainly
includes a Cross-RWKYV Module to capture fine-grained temporal
and cross-modal dependencies, and an Event Image Spectral
Fusion Enhancer (EISFE) module to perform joint adaptive
frequency-domain denoising and spatial-domain alignment. This
continuous interaction maintains feature consistency from low-
level textures to high-level semantics. Extensive experiments
on the real-world SDE and SDSD datasets demonstrate that
EVRWAKYV significantly outperforms only image-based methods
by 1.79 dB and 1.85 dB in PSNR, respectively. To further
validate the practical utility of our method for downstream
applications, we evaluated its impact on semantic segmentation.
Experiments demonstrate that images enhanced by EVRWKV
lead to a significant 35.44% improvement in mloU.

Index Terms—Low-light image enhancement, event cameras,
cross-modal fusion, RWKY, dual-domain processing.

I. INTRODUCTION

APTURING high-quality visual content under low-light

conditions is a critical challenge in computer vision [1].
Images acquired in such environments suffer from severe noise
and underexposure [1], degrading downstream applications.
While traditional frame-based low-light image enhancement
(LLIE) methods have made progress [2], [3], [4], [5], they
are often constrained by a fundamental trade-off. Attempts to
brighten the image can severely amplify noise, while models
trained on synthetic data often fail to generalize to the diverse
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Fig. 1. Overall framework of event-guided LLIE approaches. (a) Early fusion:
combining image and event data at the input. (b) Late fusion: processing image
and event data separately and merging features. (c) Continuous interaction
fusion: enabling ongoing interaction between image and event data.

and unpredictable nature of real-world scenes [6], [7], [8], [9],
[10].

Event cameras, using bio-inspired sensors [11], are widely
used in the field of computer vision due to their high dynamic
range (HDR) and microsecond level time resolution [12], [13],
such as image restoration [14], video super-resolution [15],
optical flow [16], deblurring [17], [18], [19], etc., and emerge
as a powerful solution for LLIE. By asynchronously capturing
per-pixel brightness changes, events excel at preserving struc-
tural details even in extreme darkness and are less susceptible
to motion blur. However, exploiting this synergy for LLIE
is not straightforward. Methods [20], [21] relying solely on
event cameras are inherently limited by data sparsity, leading
to poor spatial resolution and noise artifacts. Furthermore,
fusion techniques combining events and images often use
simplistic approaches [14], [22], [23], [24], which fail to
effectively capture the complex spatial-temporal interactions
between them. As a result, these methods do not fully leverage
the complementary strengths of event and image data, limiting
their performance in LLIE tasks.

The core challenge lies in navigating the fundamental
dilemma posed by the two dominant fusion paradigms. As
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Fig. 2. A challenging example from our dataset containing an extremely
low-light image (a) and sparse events (b). Compared with the result from the
state-of-the-art event-guided method EvLight (c), our EVRWKYV (d) not only
recovers the wheel details in the dark areas (e.g., the wheel) but also preserves
edge details (e.g., the white line on the floor).

shown in Fig. 1 (b), the prevailing methods often adopt a
decoupled design [24], [25], [26], [27], [14], processing the
events and images through separate, parallel pathways. This
architectural choice inherently inhibits continuous interaction,
restricting feature exchange to a single terminal fusion step.
Consequently, vital low-level complementary correlations are
lost during independent hierarchical processing. These include
transient event edges corresponding to faint image textures.
By the time the features are combined, they are too abstract
to benefit from this lost complementary detail, leading to
underutilized complementarity and suboptimal enhancement,
as shown in Fig. 2 (c). Conversely, as shown in Fig. 1 (a),
strategies [28], [23] that merge modalities at the input level
struggle with a fundamental mismatch in data structure. Events
are temporally dense but spatially sparse [11], whereas images
offer dense spatial information, but are temporally discrete [1].
Forcing these inherently complementary representations into a
common format at the outset creates a representational bottle-
neck, obscuring their distinct characteristics and preventing the
network from effectively learning their synergistic relationship.
This approach may also amplify noise from both sources [29],
[1], degrading the fused representation before feature extrac-
tion begins. Ultimately, the fundamental limitation across both
paradigms is the absence of a continuous adaptive interaction
between the modalities throughout the entire feature learning
process.

To address this challenge, we introduce EVRWKY, a novel
framework engineered for continuous cross-modal interaction
through a dual-domain processing strategy. Instead of treating
fusion as a single, discrete event, EVRWKYV establishes a
persistent dialogue between the image and event streams
throughout the entire network hierarchy. At the core of our
approach, the Cross-RWKYV Module leverages the Receptance

Weighted Key Value (RWKYV) architecture [30] to enable fine-
grained interaction between event and image features and
ensuring consistent spatiotemporal alignment. Complementing
this, the Event Image Spectral Fusion Enhancer (EISFE)
module operates in a dual domain to jointly suppress noise,
which is a critical issue in early fusion, while ensuring precise
alignment of complementary structural details. By ensuring
dynamic interaction across all stages of feature extraction,
spanning from low-level textures to high-level semantics,
EVRWKYV achieves a seamless and holistic cross-modal fusion.
By maintaining continuous feature alignment, this end-to-
end collaboration prevents early information loss and late-
stage disconnection, delivering a robust LLIE that effectively
preserves fine details and suppresses noise and artifacts.

In summary, EVRWKYV represents a significant advancement
in LLIE by effectively harnessing the synergistic potential of
event and image cameras through a unified, cross-modal, and
cross-domain architecture. The contributions of this work are
as follows:

We propose EVRWKY, a novel framework that establishes
continuous cross-modal interaction through dual-domain
processing for LLIE, effectively overcoming the limita-
tions of both early and late fusion paradigms for robust
low-light enhancement.

We design Cross-RWKYV, an RWKV-based backbone that
maintains feature consistency from low-level to high-level
to preserve and leverage cross-modal correlations.

We introduce EISFE, a dual-domain module that per-
forms joint noise mitigation and feature alignment, en-
suring a robust and clean fusion process.

We demonstrate that EVRWKYV achieves state-of-the-art
(SOTA) performance on LLIE across real-world datasets
(SDE, SDSD, RELED), effectively suppressing noise and
improving visual quality.

Il. RELATED WORK
A. Frame-based LLIE

LLIE aims to improve the visibility and quality of images
captured in dimly lit environments. Traditional frame-based
LLIE methods primarily operate on standard image frames.
These methods can be broadly categorized into histogram
equalization [31], [32], [33], Gama correction [34], [35] and
Retinex-based algorithms [36], [37], [38], [39], [9]. The first
two methods directly enhance the intensity and contrast of
low-light image, while the Retinex-based algorithm models
the image as a combination of illumination and reflectivity. Al-
though effective in improving visibility, these approaches often
encounter limitations in handling complex lighting conditions,
especially in scenes with varying illumination or dark regions.
Moreover, these methods may amplify noise, particularly in
low-light regions, leading to undesirable artifacts.

Recent advancements have been propelled by deep learning,
particularly with convolutional neural networks (CNNs) [4],
[40], [41] and Transformer architectures [6], [7], [42], which
have led to the development of more sophisticated frame-
based LLIE methods. Chen et al. [41] established a low light
image dataset and proposed a full convolution network for
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enhancement. Wang et al. [43] proposed to enhance underex-
posed photos by learning the illumination map. Wang et al.
[3] collect SDSD dataset by using mechatronic system and
proposed a framework integrating progressive alignment and
Retinex-based illumination prediction. Cai et al. [7] propose
a one-stage Transformer framework Retinexformer for LLIE,
leveraging Retinex theory and illumination-guided attention
to suppress noise. However, these frame-only methods funda-
mentally suffer from information loss in dark regions due to
sensor noise floor limitations, leading to irreversible texture
degradation and motion blur amplification.

B. Event-guided LLIE

The emergence of event cameras has significantly revo-
lutionized low-light perception by offering a new paradigm
in image sensing. Unlike traditional frame-based cameras
that capture images at fixed intervals, event cameras de-
tect changes in the scene asynchronously, producing a con-
tinuous stream of events that encode pixel-level intensity
changes with high temporal resolution. Rebecq et al. [21]
propose a recurrent network to reconstruct high speed and
high dynamic range videos from event camera data. Event-
based approaches for LLIE like NER-Net [44] leveraged
event streams’ temporal continuity to address non-uniform
illumination via learnable timestamp calibration. Subsequent
works explored hybrid event-frame fusion strategies. Jiang et
al. [14] established joint feature learning through attention,
while [24] introduced the SDE dataset with precise spatial-
temporal alignment and proposed SNR-guided feature selec-
tion in EvLight framework. Recent advances in sensor fusion
enhancement [45] have demonstrated improved cross-modal
integration through adaptive weighting mechanisms. Kim et al.
[25] propose an event-guided end-to-end framework for joint
low-light video enhancement and deblurring on the real-world
RELED dataset, utilizing temporal alignment and cross-modal
spectral filtering. Additionally, prior-guided approaches [46]
have shown promise in leveraging temporal consistency and
historical information to stabilize enhancement under dynamic
illumination. However, current fusion architectures are still
limited by methods that rely on basic fusion strategies, which
fail to effectively separate modality-specific noise patterns.
Additionally, many of these approaches suffer from inflexible
fusion operators that lack adaptive cross-modal interaction
mechanisms. Furthermore, they often underutilize the event
streams’ intrinsic motion information, hindering comprehen-
sive dynamic scene modeling.

C. Receptance Weighted Key Value

The Receptance Weighted Key Value (RWKYV) architec-
ture [30] emerges as a transformative sequential modeling
paradigm, synergizing the parallel computation advantages of
transformers with the memory efficiency of recurrent net-
works. Departing from conventional attention mechanisms
constrained by quadratic complexity, RWKYV introduces time-
shifted receptance gates and exponentially decaying key pro-
jections to maintain hidden states [47], enabling linear com-
putational scaling with sequence length. In computer vision,

RWKYV has demonstrated remarkable versatility across diverse
tasks [48]. For instance, Restore-RWKYV [49] employs an
omnidirectional token translation layer and recurrent WKV
attention to restore medical images [50] by capturing spa-
tial dependencies, while PointRWKYV [51] leverages linear
complexity and multi-head matrix states to enhance geomet-
ric feature extraction in 3D point cloud processing. Vision-
RWKYV [52] further extends its capabilities to high-resolution
image analysis by reducing spatial aggregation complexity,
outperforming traditional Vision Transformers (ViTs). In real-
time video analytics, the TLS-RWKYV framework [53] achieves
efficient temporal pattern recognition for action detection.
StyleRWKYV [54] utilizes RWKV models for efficient style
transfer, enhancing global and local context while maintaining
low memory usage and linear time complexity.

Despite these advances, the application of RWKYV [30] to
cross-modal fusion with asynchronous data streams remains
largely unexplored. Effectively modeling such data requires
addressing the dual challenges of temporal sparsity and asyn-
chronicity [29]. While Transformers’ all-to-all attention [55]
is powerful, this un-differentiated global modeling can cre-
ate spurious temporal dependencies by wrongly associating
distant, unrelated events. On the other hand, conventional
RNNSs, with their data-dependent gating mechanisms, often
exhibit training instability and struggle to capture long-range
dependencies [56] in highly sparse and noisy event data. The
RWKY architecture is uniquely positioned to overcome these
limitations. Its principled, non-learned time-decay mechanism
provides a robust inductive bias, ensuring stable memory
retention that aligns with the physical prior of a decaying
event influence. Furthermore, its linear complexity and recur-
rent nature enable the native processing of long, continuous
sequences, thereby preserving their asynchronous structure.
We propose a novel cross-modal synergy wherein the stable,
temporally-aware backbone of RWKYV allows events to resolve
image ambiguities while images ground sparse event data,
opening new pathways for applications in motion deblurring
and LLIE.

I1l. METHODOLOGY

We propose EVRWKYV, a novel framework designed for
continuous cross-modal interaction through dual-domain pro-
cessin that leverages the complementary advantages of RGB
data and event streams to achieve robust illumination enhance-
ment and noise suppression. As shown in Fig. 3, our frame-
work comprises three key parts: 1) Feature Initialization, 2)
Cross-modal Feature Restoration, 3) Frequency-aware Feature
Fusion. The framework takes a low-light image | and paired
event stream fe gi, as inputs, producing an enhanced image
len. At first, a series of convolution layers extract features
from low light images and event data, and then process them
through the 4-level U-shaped encoder-decoder architecture
composed of cross-RWKYV composed of spatial and channel
hybrid components. The output of the architecture passes the
EISFE module is enhanced in frequency domain and spatial
domain fusion processing to improve image quality.
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Fig. 3. Overall Architecture of the proposed EVRWKYV. Our method consists of three parts: (a) Feature Initialization(Sec 111-A), (b) Cross-modal Feature
Restoration(Sec 111-B), and (c) Frequency-aware Feature Fusion(Sec I11-C). Specifically, Cross-modal Feature Restoration contains multiple Cross-RWKV
blocks for feature alignment, and Frequency-aware Feature Fusion integrates image and event features for final output.

A. Feature Initialization

During data loading, we first apply gamma correction for
initial global brightness adjustment. Recent LLIE methods
demonstrate that preliminary enhancement facilitates subse-
quent restoration. Following Retinex theory [57], an image | 2
RHW3  can be decomposed into reflectance R 2 RHW 3
and illumination L2 R"W as| =R L, where denotes
element-wise multiplication. Beyond this global adjustment,
following Retinexformer [7], we further enhance the gamma-
corrected image | through:

C+1: (1)

Ilu =1

where [ is the estimated illumination map, implementing
adaptive enhancement while preserving original details. The
event stream feyg is converted into a voxel grid E 2
RHWEB (B =32) to preserve spatio-temporal information.
The image |, and event voxel E are both downsampled to
5 Y via a two-layer 3 3 convolution with strides 1 & 2,

extracting features X im9: X & 2 Rz % C

B. Cross-modal Feature Restoration

Existing methods for event-image fusion in low-light sce-
narios often fail to balance computational efficiency and
robust cross-modal interaction, particularly in capturing high-
frequency motion cues from events and preserving spatial de-
tails from images [14], [24]. Furthermore, they frequently treat
event and image data as independent streams, failing to fully
exploit the fine-grained spatiotemporal relationships between
them. To address this, we propose the Cross-RWKYV Module,
which integrates Re-WKYV [49] Attention for capturing global

interactions and Cross-Modal Switch Omni-Shift (CS-Shift)
for local feature enhancement and multi-modal information
interaction. Specifically, multiple Cross-RWKYV Modules form
a 4-level encoder-decoder. The encoder progressively down-
samples spatial dimensions and expands channels, while the
decoder upsamples to restore resolution, enablin% myvlti-scale
cross-modal fusion. The outputs Ojmg; Oey 2 RZ 2 %€ s
split by a 3x3 convolution into Xing;Xey 2 R7 7€ .
As shown in Fig.4, the module operates through spatial and
channel mix, enabling efficient cross-modal fusion of event
and image features. The details of the Cross-RWKYV Block
are as follows:

1) Spatial Mix: The overall structure of Spatial Mix is
illustrated in the Fig.4. This module aims to establish long-
range dependencies across spatial dimensions while enabling
effective interaction and information fusion between image
and event modalities. Given the input feature sequences X ™9,
X% 2 RTC  where T = % W represents the spatial
resolution of tokens, the module processes image tokens and
event tokens in parallel, first performing spatial-level feature
fusion through Layer Normalization (LN) and the CS-shift
mechanism.

X Img: X & = CS-Shift(LN 1(X ™M9); LN (X ®));  (2)

where the CS-Shift is formulated as:

7
X mg = w™ Convyy (X M9);
-
IX4 3)
X = w Convgi (X&),

i=1
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Fig. 4. Architecture of the Cross-RWKYV Module, which includes Spatial Mix
for spatial feature processing and Channel Mix for channel-wise interaction.

where w;™ and w&" represent learnable parameters for scaling
specific branches, and Convy i () denotes depthwise convolu-
tion with kernel sizes of 1 1, 3 3, and 5 5, respectively. The
scaling weights are initialized with random normal distribution
and updated via backpropagation during training. Each CS-
Shift module is learned independently per stage and per modal-
ity. During test, the four parallel branches are reparameterized
into a single 5 5 convolution for efficiency. This CS-
shift mechanism captures both local and global features by
fusing information under different receptive fields, resulting
in accurate token shift outcomes.

Following the shift operation, instead of using standard
linear projections, we adopt a depthwise separable convolution
to compute keys:

K Im9 = DPConv(X IM);K & = DPConv(X &);  (4)

where DPConv() consists of Depthwise Convolution and
Pointwise Convolution, designed to preserve fine-grained spa-
tial structures while efficiently expanding the receptive field.

Meanwhile, the value and receptance vectors for each
modality are generated through linear projections:

VIO = X Wi, RIS = X W ()

VIS X W RE =X EWS, ©)

Fig. 5. llustration of Re-WKV mechanism. Bi-WKV attention is applied
recurrently along alternating horizontal and vertical scan directions, with each
iteration taking the previous attention result as input.

where Wi,
layers.

Following the Restore-RWKV [49], we employ the Re-
WKV mechanism to compute the global attention result
wkv 2 RTC | At the same time, key representations are
directly exchanged between image tokens and event tokens,
allowing each modality to attend to the spatial structure of
the other modality, thereby enabling joint spatial reasoning
between images and events:

Wi, Wy,

imgr Wevs and W¢, are four fully connected

wkv'™ = Re-WKV/(K &; Vim9); @)
wkv® = Re-WKV (K IM9: V&) (8)

where Re-WKYV [49] is implemented by recurrently applying
Bidirectional (Bi-WKYV) attention along alternating scan di-
rections. As shown in Fig. 5, the recurrent process can be
formulated as:

gir(wkv0 b ) (9)

where Bi-WKV® () denotes the j-th Bi-WKV attention,
qir() represents the direction-changing operation that alter-
nates between horizontal scan (H-Scan) and vertical scan (V-
Scan), and wkv® = V. The final Re-WKV output is wkv® .
Specifically, the Bi-WKV attention output for the t-th token
is computed as:
P
wkv; = —p-

wkv® = Bi-WKV O ( Gi(Ks);

Lot o (it =T (w+k Dyp + etk ty, .
T itij 1)=T (w+k
=1ie=t €UHIDET(

(10)

i) + gutk ¢

Here, T denotes the total number of tokens, ki and v,
are the key and value vectors at position i, and w 2 R,
u 2 RC are learnable parameters that control the relative
positional bias and provide additional weight to the current
token, respectively. By applying Bi-WKYV iteratively across
multiple directions, Re-WKV [49] effectively models long-
range dependencies in 2D spatial structures, enabling enhanced
global contextual reasoning across modalities.

To further promote cross-modal feature alignment, we in-
troduce learnable fusion gates img; ewt 2 RC, applied to
modulate the contribution from each modality during the final
representation fusion:

X1= ( img) Wkv™+(1 ( img)) X

at) X mg;

(1)

Xo=( o) Wkv® +(1 ( (12)
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Fig. 6. Overview of the proposed EISFE module. (a) The overall structure
includes Channel and Spatial Attention Blocks combined with an Adaptive
Gaussian Filter to fuse inputs from image and event features. (b) Details of
the Channel Attention Block and Spatial Attention Block architectures.

These fused representations are then gated by the learned
receptance signals to produce the final outputs:

Oimg = (R img) X l)W(;mg; (13)

Oat=((R ewt) X 2) W§Vt: (14)

where W4™ and WE™ are linear output projection matrices.

This design enables explicit cross-modal interaction through
key exchange, spatially-aware recurrent updates via Re-WKYV,
and adaptive fusion through gating, yielding a robust mecha-
nism for unified spatial modeling over both image and event
streams.

2) Channel Mix: The Channel Mix module is designed
to model cross-channel interactions within each spatial token
while preserving the spatial structure of visual inputs. Unlike
the Spatial Mix module that jointly processes both image and
event modalities, Channel Mix focuses solely on the image
stream. This design choice stems from the observation that

channel-wise semantic structures are generally more informa-
tive and stable in image data than in sparse and noisy event
representations.

Given the image features Ximg 2 RTC  whereT =H W
denotes the number of spatial tokens and C is the channel
dimension, the input first undergoes an Omni-Shift operation
to enhance local contextual information:

X M3 = OmniShift(Conv(X img)): (15)

The shifted feature is then passed through a gated channel-
wise mixing pipeline. A key projection is first applied:

K . = squared ReLU(X MW,); (16)

where W, 2 RCC n s the key projection matrix and the
squared ReLU non-linearity emphasizes strong activations
while suppressing weak ones. This is followed by a value

projection to obtain the transformed feature:
V=K Wy, W, 2RChC - (17)

A separate gating signal is generated through a linear
transformation and a sigmoid activation:

Re= (X mow,). w, 2RCC : (18)
The final output is obtained via element-wise modulation:
O.=R.; V¢ (19)

By restricting Channel Mix to the image modality only, we
ensure more stable and informative feature transformations.
Event streams, while rich in motion cues, often suffer from
high sparsity and noise in the channel dimension, making
them less suitable for dense feedforward modeling. Therefore,
reserving event data for interaction in the spatial domain while
using only image data for channel-wise transformations leads
to a better division of modeling responsibilities, improving
overall robustness and representation quality.

C. Frequency-aware Feature Fusion

To effectively integrate complementary cues from im-
age and event modalities, we propose the EISFE module,
a Frequency-aware Image-Event Spatial-Frequency Enhance-
ment module. This dual-domain fusion mechanism jointly
exploits frequency-domain smoothness and spatial-domain
adaptivity to enhance reconstruction quality, particularly in
challenging scenarios such as motion blur, fast motion, or low-
light degradation.

Given the restored image feature X img, €vent feature Xev,
and raw image input X ™9, we first concatenate them along
the channel dimension to form a unified representation;

xfused = Concat( )eimg; )eev; X img): (20)

We then apply two separate 1 1 convolutions to decompose
Xtused into two parallel branches: a frequency branch X feq and
a spatial branch X spat.

In the frequency branch, we introduce a channel-wise
Adaptive Gaussian Filtering mechanism to selectively sup-
press noise while preserving structural information. Unlike
traditional fixed-filter approaches, our method learns a distinct
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Gaussian standard deviation  for each channel, enabling
content-adaptive filtering across different frequency sensitiv-
ities. Given the frequency-branch input Xeq 2 REHW
we generate a 2D Gaussian kernel G | 2 RKK  for each
channel using its learned ¢ 2 [ min; max], and define it as:

x2+y?
2 1
2 C

1
G.xy)= > 2 exp (21)

C
where (X;y) are spatial coordinates.
To efficiently apply filtering, we perform the convolution
in the frequency domain via Fast Fourier Transform (FFT).
Specifically, for each channel c, the filtered output is computed
as:

)efreq;c =F 1 (F(X freq;c) F(G .)); (22)

where F() and F * () denote 2D FFT and inverse FFT,
respectively. This formulation allows the model to perform
global frequency-aware filtering with high efficiency and adap-
tivity.

By learning . per channel, this module dynamically adjusts
filtering strength: it smooths flat areas while preserving edge
structures and fine details, making it well-suited for denoising
and contrast enhancement in degraded conditions.

In parallel, the spatial branch processes Xgpa USINGg a
deformable convolution. This allows flexible receptive fields
that adapt to local content, enabling the model to capture
fine-grained spatial variations such as motion boundaries or
geometric distortions. The output is denoted as:

which retains high-frequency spatial patterns that com-
plement the globally smoothed features from the frequency
branch.

To integrate the outputs of the frequency and spatial
branches, we design a hierarchical attention fusion strategy
that sequentially applies spatial and channel attention mecha-
nisms. This allows the model to selectively emphasize salient
patterns while suppressing irrelevant noise, thereby enhancing
cross-modal feature integration. As illustrated in Fig. 6, the fu-
sion begins by computing spatial attention maps independently
for both branches:

%freq +A spat >€spa'[;

where Afreq; Aspar denotes spatial attention maps independently
for both branches, and represents element-wise multiplica-
tion. This formulation adaptively combines spatial details and
frequency-aware structures based on per-pixel relevance.
Following the spatial attention stage, we further refine the
fused features through channel-wise attention to emphasize
globally informative dimensions. As shown in Fig. 6, we first
aggregate global context via adaptive global average pooling:

(25)

X attn-spat — A freq (24)

Xattn = X attn-spat A chan-

This two-stage attention mechanism allows the EISFE mod-
ule to dynamically adapt to both local and global feature im-
portance. The spatial attention modulates each spatial location

based on semantic content, while the channel attention glob-
ally reweighs feature maps to highlight informative channels.
Together, these mechanisms enable robust and adaptive fusion
of image-event representations under various degradation con-
ditions.

Finally, the fused feature map Xqm 2 RC T % s first
linearly projected with a 1 1 convolution to refine channel
interactions, then up—sampled to the original spatial resolution
by a learnable 4 4 transposed convolution, and finally
remapped to the RGB space through another 1 1 convolution.

D. Loss Function

The loss function L used for training our EVRWKYV model
is composed of four complementary terms, formulated as:

Liotn = rL; + pr+ sks*+ mLlm; (26)

where =1, ,=0:8, s=1,and n =0:5 are balancing
weights. The reconstruction term combines pixel-wise fidelity
and perceptual similarity:

q__
L= (len | gt)i2+ 2; @7)
Lp=Kk( e) (I gka;

where = 104 and denoting AlexNet-based feature

extraction.

To ensure enhanced images maintain natural structural char-
acteristics and visual quality, we employ both the Structural
Similarity (SSIM) loss and its multi-scale extension (MS-
SSIM):

Ls=1 SS|M(| en;lgt);

28
L =1 MS-SSIM(I en; lg0): (28)

IV. EXPERIMENTS
A. Experimental Settings

1) Datasets and Evaluation Metrics: SDE [24], SDSD [3],
and RELED [25] datasets are selected to test the enhancement
performance of our EVRWKYV framework.

SDE dataset contains 91 image—event paired sequences (43
indoor and 48 outdoor) captured with a DAVIS346 event
camera at a resolution of 346 260; it is primarily used to
evaluate the capability of different methods to leverage event
cues for LLIE under diverse illumination conditions.

SDSD dataset provides 150 low-light/normal-light paired
video sequences with an original resolution of 1920 1080;
following the dynamic-subset split (125 sequences for training
and 25 for testing), all videos are down-sampled to 346 260,
and their event streams are synthesized with the v2e [60] sim-
ulator. This dataset evaluates the robustness of enhancement
methods in dynamic low-light scenes.

RELED dataset comprises 42 scenes (29 for training and
13 for testing), each offering a low-light blurred input directly
paired with a sharp, normal-light reference, making it suitable
for benchmarking algorithms that jointly address illumination
enhancement and deblurring.

Together, these three benchmarks provide a comprehen-
sive testbed for assessing the multi-modal LLIE capability
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TABLE |
QUANTITATIVE COMPARISON OF DIFFERENT METHODS ON THE SDE DATASET. THE BEST AND SECOND-BEST RESULTS ARE HIGHLIGHTED IN BOLD AND
UNDERLINED, RESPECTIVELY.

Method Backbone Inputs SDE-in SDE-out

Image Event PSNR" SSIM" LPIPS# NIQE# PSNR" SSIM" LPIPS# NIQE#

SNR-Net [6] (CVPR’22) Transformer 3 7 20.05 0.630 0.244 14.86 22.18 0.661 0.184 12.16
Uformer [58] (CVPR’22) Transformer 3 7 21.09 0.752 0.109 9.670 22.32 0.747 0.097 8.969
LLFlow [59] (CVPR’23) CNN 3 7 20.92 0.661 0.225 11.76 21.68 0.647 0.236 14.56
Retinexformer [7] (ICCV’23)  Transformer 3 7 21.30 0.692 0.124 11.24 22.92 0.683 0.146 11.35
RetinexMac [9] (TCSVT’25)  Transformer 3 7 20.61 0.650 0.149 12.54 21.68 0.683 0.170 11.12
eSL-Net [22] (ECCV’20) CNN 3 3 21.42 0.725 0.130 10.62 21.39 0.681 0.282 15.81
ELIE [14] (TMM’23) Transformer 3 3 19.98 0.617 0.217 14.75 20.69 0.653 0.313 15.98
LLVE-SEG [23] (AAAI’23) Transformer 3 3 21.79 0.705 0.114 10.54 22.35 0.690 0.154 12.39
ELEDNet [25] (ECCV’24) Transformer 3 3 21.46 0.713 0.116 13.60 2291 0.726 0.129 12.77
EvLight [24] (CVPR’24) Transformer 3 3 22.21 0.758 0.101 11.13 2213 0.725 0.090 11.48
QOurs RWKV 3 3 23.09 0.770 0.094 8.534 23.43 0.768 0.091 8.926

TABLE I

QUANTITATIVE COMPARISON OF DIFFERENT METHODS ON THE SDSD AND RELED DATASETS. THE BEST AND SECOND-BEST RESULTS ARE
HIGHLIGHTED IN BOLD AND UNDERLINED, RESPECTIVELY.

Method SDSD-in SDSD-out RELED
PSNR" SSIM" LPIPS# NIQE# PSNR" SSIM" LPIPS# NIQE# PSNR" SSIM" LPIPS# NIQE#

SNR-Net [6] 24.74 0.830 0.097 7.963 24.82 0.740 0.107 4.638 26.47 0.851 0.192 14.76
Uformer [58] 26.60 0.881 0.068 6.607 24.08 0.818 0.137 4.773 28.86 0.832 0.212 14.40
LLFlow [59] 23.39 0.818 0.104 9,586 20.39 0.634 0.255 7.468 28.62 0.862 0.154 13.07
Retinexformer [7] ~ 25.90 0.852 0.086 6.954 26.08 0.815 0.061 4.322 26.66 0.865 0.168 13.54
RetinexMac [9] 27.61 0.900 0.046 6.550 24.75 0.783 0.103 5.372 2855 0.851 0.192 12.26
eSL-Net [22] 23.68 0.821 0.067 7.299 24.95 0.805 0.063 4.821 25.76 0.796 0312 16.11
ELIE [14] 27.46 0.879 0.074 6.736 23.29 0.742 0.116 5.568 26.62 0.862 0.267 14.14
LLVE-SEG [23] 2758 0.888 0.053 6.837 2351 0.726 0.110 5.036 29.19 0.875 0.098 11.94
ELEDNet [25] 28.50 0.910 0.040 7.439 25.17 0.817 0.081 4.895 3196  0.910 0.106 10.82
EvLight [24] 2852 0912 0.039 6.764 2508  0.828 0.060 4.455 31.29 0.885 0.067 10.63
ours 28.96 0.920 0.032 6.451 27.93 0.839 0.058 4.110 32.18 0.910 0.044 9.207

TABLE III a batch size of eight. For the training set, we employed

CROSS-DATASET GENERALIZATION ON LIE (TRAINED ON SDE-0UT). THE
BEST AND SECOND-BEST RESULTS ARE IN BOLD AND UNDERLINED.

Ours
20.75
0.645

Method
PSNR"
SSIM"

Uformer [58]
17.20
0.388

RetinexMac [9]
20.68
0.638

ELEDNet [25]
20.55
0.637

EvLight [24]
11.48
0.285

of our EVRWKYV method. We use the peak-signal-to-noise
ratio (PSNR) [61], structural similarity index (SSIM) [62],
learned perceptual image patch similarity (LPIPS) [63], and
natural image quality evaluator (NIQE) [64] for quantitative
evaluation, where higher PSNR and SSIM values and lower
LPIPS and NIQE scores indicate better performance.

2) Implementation Details: All experiments were con-
ducted with the Adam optimizer [65]. Learning rates were
set to 1e 4 for SDE datasets, 1:5e 4 for SDSD datasets,
and le 4 for RELED datasets. The framework was trained
on an NVIDIA RTX 3090 GPU for 80 training cycles with

data-augmentation techniques consisting of random 256 256
crops, horizontal flips, and rotations of 90 , 180, and 270 .
For the test set, we applied only a center crop of 256 256.

3) State-of-the-Art Methods for Comparisons: We com-
pared our EVRWKYV with ten methods, including five methods
that only use RGB images as input(SNR-Net [6], Uformer
[58], LLFlow-L-SKF [59], RetinexMac [9], Retinexformer
[71), five methods that use a RGB image and paired events as
inputs(ELIE [14], eSL-Net [22], LLVE-SEG [23], ELEDNet
[25], EvLight [24]). Since the source code of LLVE-SEG
[23] is not publicly available, we implemented it according
to the description in its paper. For the SNR-Net [6], Uformer
[58], LLFlow-L-SKF [59], RetinexMac [9], Retinexformer [7],
ELIE [14], eSL-Net [22], ELEDNet [25] and EvLight [24]
methonds, we used the codes released by the authors to output
their results.
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Fig. 7. Visual comparisons with state-of-the-art methods on SDE-in and SDE-out dataset [24].

Fig. 8. Visual comparisons with state-of-the-art methods on SDSD-in and SDSD-out dataset [3].

B. Comparison and Evaluation

We evaluate the proposed EVRWKYV framework on three
challenging datasets, namely SDE, SDSD, and RELED, cov-
ering diverse LLIE scenarios. SDE and RELED contain real-
world event-image pairs captured under indoor and outdoor
low-light conditions as well as motion blur scenarios, while
SDSD consists of synthetic events generated from dynamic
video sequences. We use PSNR, SSIM, LPIPS, and NIQE as
quantitative metrics to assess both pixel-level accuracy and
perceptual quality, and provide detailed qualitative analysis to
validate the effectiveness of our approach.

1) Evaluation on the SDE Dataset: For LLIE on the SDE
dataset, the ability to simultaneously suppress noise and pre-
serve fine structural details is the key evaluation criterion. We
first qualitatively compare our EVRWKYV method with several
representative approaches including eSL-Net [22], ELEDNet
[25], EvLight [24], and RetinexMac [9]. As shown in Fig. 7,

RetinexMac and ELEDNet reduce noise to some extent but
tend to oversmooth textures, resulting in loss of important
details in dark regions. As shown in Fig. 7, EvLight maintains
more structural information but suffers from residual noise and
blur artifacts. eSL-Net, with a relatively small model size,
provides limited enhancement capabilities and often under-
performs in challenging scenes. In contrast, our EVRWKV
method achieves a better balance between noise suppression
and texture preservation, producing cleaner, brighter images
with rich details and minimal artifacts. This demonstrates the
effectiveness of our dual-domain fusion and adaptive gating
mechanisms in handling complex low-light scenarios.

In terms of quantitative evaluation, Table | presents com-
prehensive metrics for different methods on the SDE dataset.
Our method achieves the highest PSNR of 23.09 and SSIM
of 0.770 for SDE-in, along with the best LPIPS of 0.094 and
NIQE of 8.534, demonstrating superior performance in both
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Fig. 9. Visual comparisons with state-of-the-art methods on the RELED dataset [25].

Fig. 10. Cross-dataset generalization results on the LIE [14] dataset using
the model trained on SDE-out.

pixel-level reconstruction and perceptual quality. For SDE-out,
our method obtains 23.43 PSNR, 0.768 SSIM, 0.091 LPIPS,
and 8.926 NIQE, consistently outperforming all compared
methods including SNR-Net [6], Uformer [58], LLFlow [59],
Retinexformer [7], ELIE [14], EvLight [24], and ELEDNet
[25]. The significant improvements across both traditional
metrics and perceptual metrics validate the superiority of our
EVRWKYV framework in LLIE.

2) Evaluation on the SDSD Dataset: We further quali-
tatively compare the performance of different methods on
the SDSD dataset for LLIE under challenging lighting and
motion conditions. In Fig. 8, we observe that most methods
improve the visibility and brightness of degraded images.
However, RetinexMac [9], ELEDNet [25], and EvLight [24]
exhibit limitations: RetinexMac and ELEDNet tend to over-
smooth textures and lose fine details, While EvLight, although
preserving more structural information, causes noticeable color
distortion in some regions. As shown in Fig. 8, eSL-Net [22]
shows relatively limited enhancement capability due to its
smaller model size. In comparison, our EVRWKYV method
delivers superior noise suppression and detail preservation,

effectively enhancing both static and dynamic scene elements
without introducing artifacts. The enhanced images show
clearer textures, better contrast, and natural brightness, demon-
strating the robustness of our dual-domain cross-modal fusion
strategy.

Table 1l presents comprehensive quantitative evaluation on
the SDSD dataset. Our method achieves the best performance
across multiple metrics in both SDSD-in and SDSD-out sce-
narios. Specifically, for SDSD-in, we obtain PSNR of 28.96,
SSIM of 0.920, LPIPS of 0.032, and NIQE of 6.451, while
for SDSD-out, we achieve 27.93 PSNR, 0.839 SSIM, 0.058
LPIPS, and 4.110 NIQE. These results consistently outperform
all compared methods, demonstrating superior performance in
both pixel-level accuracy and perceptual quality. The improve-
ments in LPIPS and NIQE further validate that our enhanced
images better align with human visual perception and exhibit
more natural image characteristics. Overall, our approach
demonstrates both qualitative and quantitative advantages over
existing state-of-the-art techniques on the SDSD dataset.

3) Evaluation on the RELED Dataset: To comprehen-
sively evaluate the enhancement performance of our EVRWKV
method on the RELED dataset, we compare it qualitatively
with several representative approaches including eSL-Net [22],
ELEDNet [25], EvLight [24], and RetinexMac [9]. As shown
in Fig. 9, the RELED dataset contains extremely low-light
images with severe motion blur and noise. As shown in
Fig. 9, eSL-Net often causes overexposure while attempting to
enhance brightness. RetinexMac boosts overall brightness but
fails to eliminate noticeable blur. ELEDNet and EvLight aim
to balance illumination, but this often leads to the loss of finer
details. In contrast, our EVRWKY method effectively leverages
event-based motion cues and image textures to suppress noise,
reduce blur, and restore fine details, producing visually clearer,
sharper, and more natural images without color artifacts or
overexposure.

Table Il reports comprehensive metrics for different methods
on the RELED dataset. Our EVRWKY achieves the best quan-
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TABLE IV
ABLATION STUDY OF KEY COMPONENTS ON THE SDSD-IN DATASET.

EISFE SpatialMix ChannelMix PSNR" SSIM"
7 3 3 27.35 0.894
3 7 3 26.88 0.798
3 3 7 26.60 0.896
3 3 3 28.96 0.920
TABLE V

ABLATION STUDY OF LOSS FUNCTIONS ON THE SDSD-IN DATASET.

' P s m PSNR" SSIM*
0 0.8 1 05 26.84 0.896
1 0 1 05 26.18 0.885
1 0.8 0 05 26.06 0.876
1 0.8 1 0 27.84 0.905
1 0.8 15 05 27.98 0.908
1 0.8 15 1 26.12 0.891
1 1 1 1 26.73 0.891
1 0.8 1 05 28.96 0.920
TABLE VI

ABLATION STUDY OF VOXEL BIN SIZE ON THE RELED DATASET.

Voxel Bin Size PSNR" SSIM"

B=16 3042 0.879

B=64 30.57 0.881

B =32 (Ours) 32.18 0911
TABLE VII

ABLATION STUDY OF CROSS-RWKYV DEPTH ON THE SDSD-IN DATASET.

Levels Block Configuration PSNR" SSIM" Params (M)
3 [1,2,2] 25.63 0.891 43
3 [2,4,4] 26.04 0.896 6.6
5 [1,2,24,4] 29.02 0.911 822
5 [2,4,4,8,8] 27.60 0.898 147
4 [2,4,4,8] 28.18 0.901 331
4 (Ours) [1,2 2,6] 28.96 0.920 24.2

titative results with PSNR of 32.18, SSIM of 0.911, LPIPS of
0.044, and NIQE of 9.207, significantly outperforming other
methods including eSL-Net [22], ELEDNet [25], EvLight [24],
and RetinexMac [9]. These comprehensive quantitative gains
across both traditional and perceptual metrics demonstrate the
robustness and generalization capability of our dual-domain
cross-modal fusion framework in handling challenging low-
light and motion-degraded scenarios. Overall, our method
achieves excellent qualitative and quantitative results across
all three real-world LLIE benchmarks.

4) Generalization Comparison : To evaluate the general-
ization capability and analyze the limitations of our method,
we conduct cross-dataset experiments using the model trained
on SDE-out and directly testing it on the LIE dataset [14]
without any fine-tuning. Table 11l shows that our method
achieves the best performance with PSNR of 20.75 and SSIM
of 0.645. As shown in Fig. 10, our method effectively recovers
details in low-light images, while simultaneously preventing
overexposure, as seen in (e), and color distortion, as seen
in (d). These results demonstrate the strong cross-dataset

11

Fig. 11. Representative failure cases in challenging scenarios.

generalization capability and robustness of EVRWKYV.

C. Ablation Study

We conduct comprehensive ablation studies to evaluate the
contribution of each key component and hyper-parameter in
our EVRWKY framework. We assess the effectiveness of the
EISFE module, the SpatialMix and ChannelMix mechanisms
within the Cross-RWKYV Module, the role of each loss term,
as well as the influence of critical hyper-parameters including
Cross-RWKYV depth and voxel bin size. For each study,
we isolate the impact by removing or modifying a single
component while keeping the rest unchanged. The results
clearly demonstrate the necessity and complementarity of
these components in achieving robust and high-quality LLIE.
As shown in Fig. 12, the removal of EISFE (b) results in
color distortion. Without SpatialMix (c), visible noise and
blurred textures appear, while omitting ChannelMix (d) leads
to flat tonal rendering. The full model (e) demonstrates the best
visual clarity and color fidelity, especially in complex shadow
regions.

1) Impact of EISFE Module: To assess the contribution of
frequency-aware fusion, we remove the EISFE module and
directly decode the features after the Cross-RWKYV backbone.
As shown in Table IV, the absence of EISFE leads to a
1.61 dB drop in PSNR and 0.026 reduction in SSIM. This
indicates the importance of frequency-domain filtering and
spatial deformable convolution in denoising and structure
restoration. Visually, the model without EISFE shows residual
noise and blurred edges.

2) Impact of SpatialMix and ChannelMix: To verify the
effectiveness of the spatial and channel interaction designs
in Cross-RWKYV, we conduct ablation studies by individually
removing each module. As shown in Table Ill, removing
the SpatialMix results in a 2.08 dB PSNR drop and 0.122



JOURNAL OF IATEX CLASS FILES, VOL. 18, NO. 9, SEPTEMBER 2020

Fig. 12. Visualization of ablation results.

SSIM decline, highlighting its critical role in capturing long-
range dependencies and facilitating event-image alignment. On
the other hand, removing ChannelMix leads to a 2.36 dB
decrease in PSNR and a 0.024 reduction in SSIM, indicating
its importance in refining semantic consistency across feature
channels. These results confirm that both modules contribute
distinctly and significantly to performance. As illustrated in
Fig. 12, ChannelMix aids in preserving local contrast, while
SpatialMix enhances spatial structure and reduces texture
inconsistency.

3) Impact of Loss Functions: To validate our loss con-
figuration, we conducted ablation studies by both removing
individual loss terms and adjusting their weights, as detailed in
Table V. Removing either the SSIM loss L ¢ or the perceptual
loss L, causes a significant performance drop to 26.06 dB
and 26.18 dB respectively, highlighting their crucial role
in preserving structural and perceptual quality. While other
configurations with different weightings show competitive
results, our final empirically determined weights yield the
optimal performance of 28.96 dB PSNR and 0.920 SSIM. This
confirms that both the selection and weighting of the loss terms
are critical for optimal results.

4) Impact of Voxel Bin Size: The voxel bin size B de-
termines the temporal resolution of event representation. We
evaluate three settings on the RELED dataset. As shown in
Table VI, B = 16 yields a PSNR of 30.42 dB, while B = 64
achieves 30.57 dB. Our default setting B = 32 achieves the
best performance with 32.18 dB PSNR and 0.911 SSIM. This
indicates that B = 32 provides an optimal balance: smaller
bins suffer from excessive sparsity, while larger bins lose
temporal precision.

5) Impact of Cross-RWKV Depth: The number of stacked
Cross-RWKYV blocks affects the model’s capacity to capture
long-range dependencies. As shown in Table VII, using 3
levels results in 25.63 dB PSNR with only 4.3M parameters,
indicating insufficient capacity. Increasing to 5 levels achieves
29.02 dB but requires 82.2M parameters. Our 4-level configu-
ration achieves 28.96 dB PSNR and 0.920 SSIM with 24.2M
parameters, providing the best balance between performance
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TABLE VIII
QUANTITATIVE RESULTS OF SEMANTIC SEGMENTATION ON OUR SDE-IN
AND RELED DATASET.

SDE-in RELED
Method
aAcc” mloU" mAcc” aAcc” mloU" mAcc”
SAM [66] 60.46 30.84 40.81 68.64 20.13 29.13
SAM [66]+EvLight 66.38 38.16 49.52 78.26 37.27 46.70
SAM [66]+0urs 69.27 41.77 52.55 80.90 39.37 48.25

Improve (%) +4.35 +9.46 +6.12 +3.37 +5.63 +3.32

and computational cost.

D. Downstream Applications

While event cameras offer unique advantages for low-
light perception, leveraging their complementary information
to enhance frame quality enables the direct application of
well-established frame-based vision algorithms without re-
quiring specialized event-based processing. To demonstrate
the practical utility of our enhancement method, we conduct
semantic segmentation experiments using the off-the-shelf
ViT-H SAM model [66] on the SDE-in and RELED datasets.
We compare segmentation performance across four types of
inputs: raw low-light images, EvLight-enhanced images [24],
our enhanced images, and ground-truth (GT). Since pixel-
level segmentation annotations are not available, we use SAM
segmentation results on GT as pseudo GT, which provides
a reliable reference given SAM’s optimal performance on
high-quality, well-exposed images. For quantitative evaluation,
we report average pixel accuracy (aAcc), mean Intersection
over Union (mloU), and mean class accuracy (mAcc) in
Table VIII. As shown in Fig. 13, our enhancement better
preserves discriminative features in challenging regions with
fine-grained structures compared to both raw images and Ev-
Light, producing segmentation masks with greater consistency
to the GT. These results confirm that our EVRWKY effectively
recovers semantic content essential for practical applications
such as autonomous driving and robotic navigation in low-light
environments.

E. Limitations

Despite the strong performance, EVRWKYV encounters chal-
lenges in certain extreme scenarios, as illustrated in Fig. 11.
First, in extremely dark scenes where event activity becomes
highly sparse due to minimal brightness changes, our method
struggles to extract sufficient motion cues for effective cross-
modal fusion. As shown in Fig. 11(a), the scarcity of events
in such conditions prevents our Cross-RWKV Module from
establishing reliable correspondences with image features,
occasionally leading to over-smoothing or color artifacts.
Second, when RGB frames suffer from severe motion blur
combined with sensor noise, both modalities are simulta-
neously degraded. As illustrated in Fig. 11(b), since event
voxels aggregate multiple temporal instances into a single
frame representation, critical motion information is lost during
this temporal compression, limiting our method’s ability to
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Fig. 13. Qualitative comparison of semantic segmentation results for low-light scenes. The baseline method (i.e., SAM [66]) uses the raw low-light image
as input, SAM+EvLight uses the EvLight-enhanced image as input, while SAM+Ours uses our enhanced image as input. GT shows the segmentation on GT

images.

recover sharp details from blurred inputs. Third, in cross-
dataset scenarios with rapid illumination changes, as shown in
Fig. 11(c), sudden lighting transitions trigger bursts of events
that do not correspond to actual scene structure, interfering
with our spatial-temporal alignment and resulting in degraded
outputs. These observations motivate future work on more
robust event processing and domain adaptation techniques to
overcome these extreme scenarios.

V. CONCLUSION

In this paper, we proposed EVRWKY, an effective frame-
work for LLIE that establishes continuous cross-modal in-
teraction between event streams and low-light images. The
Cross-RWKYV Module, leveraging a recurrent structure, main-
tains feature consistency from low-level textures to high-
level semantics, directly addressing the information loss and
representational bottleneck issues of prior paradigms. This is

complemented by the EISFE module, which performs robust
dual-domain fusion by jointly handling frequency-domain
noise and spatial-domain alignment Extensive experiments
validate our approach. EVRWKYV significantly outperforms
state-of-the-art methods across both quantitative metrics and
visual comparisons, effectively restoring fine details while
suppressing severe artifacts. In future work, we identify two
specific and promising directions. A primary avenue is the
extension of EVRWKY to real-time video enhancement, where
the recurrent structure and efficiency of our framework provide
a strong foundation for maintaining temporal consistency. A
second, more challenging direction is to improve robustness
under extreme low-light conditions where event streams be-
come exceedingly sparse, which may require novel strategies
such as integrating generative priors to compensate for the data
scarcity.
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