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Abstract. Existing portrait relighting methods struggle with precise
control over facial shadows, particularly when faced with challenges such
as handling hard shadows from directional light sources or adjusting
shadows while remaining in harmony with existing lighting conditions.
In many situations, completely altering input lighting is undesirable for
portrait retouching applications: one may want to preserve some authen-
ticity in the captured environment. Existing shadow editing methods
typically restrict their application to just the facial region and often of-
fer limited lighting control options, such as shadow softening or rotation.
In this paper, we introduce COMPOSE: a novel shadow editing pipeline
for human portraits, offering precise control over shadow attributes such
as shape, intensity, and position, all while preserving the original envi-
ronmental illumination of the portrait. This level of disentanglement and
controllability is obtained thanks to a novel decomposition of the envi-
ronment map representation into ambient light and an editable gaussian
dominant light source. COMPOSE is a four-stage pipeline that consists
of light estimation and editing, light diffusion, shadow synthesis, and
finally shadow editing. We define facial shadows as the result of a dom-
inant light source, encoded using our novel gaussian environment map
representation. Utilizing an OLAT dataset, we have trained models to:
(1) predict this light source representation from images, and (2) gen-
erate realistic shadows using this representation. We also demonstrate
comprehensive and intuitive shadow editing with our pipeline. Through
extensive quantitative and qualitative evaluations, we have demonstrated
the robust capability of our system in shadow editing.

Keywords: Face Relighting · Shadow Editing · Lighting Decomposition

1 Introduction

Single-image portrait relighting is a well-studied problem with steady interest
from the computer vision and graphics communities. Portrait relighting has a
⋆ This work was done while Andrew was an intern at Adobe Research.
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a) Source Image b) Soften
Shadow

c) Intensify
Shadow

d) Modify Light
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e) Rotate
Shadow

Fig. 1: Overview. COMPOSE is the first single-image portrait shadow editing method
that achieves complete shadow editing control, i.e. adjusting shadow intensity, modi-
fying light size, and changing shadow positions, all while preserving the source image’s
other lighting attributes (e.g. ambient light).

wide range of applications in computational photography [31], AR/VR [4,5,19],
and downstream tasks in the face domain [11,25]. While many methods for single
image portrait relighting have been proposed in recent years [17,18,29,31,33,41,
49,54], they often face challenges when dealing with facial shadows.

One popular genre of face relighting methods [31, 41] uses low resolution
HDR environment maps to represent lighting. This lighting representation is
used in a conditional image translation framework to control the lighting effect
of the output face image, thereby achieving facial relighting. The requirement for
an environment map restricts users seeking to fine-tune lighting, such as minor
modifications to shadow smoothness or direction. Additionally, a low-resolution
environment map often lacks the precision needed for accurately depicting com-
plex, high-frequency shadow effects. Conversely, several approaches use low-
dimensional spherical harmonics (SH) for their lighting representation [37, 54].
These methods, based on simplified lighting and reflectance models, frequently
produce unrealistic relit images. Moreover, they overlook occlusions in the im-
age formation process, disallowing the generation and editing of cast shadows.
SunStage [44] generates realistic shadows on faces but lacks generalizability and
requires videos as input. Some recent works have focused on shadow editing
tasks [11,26,53] using state-of-the-art image generators such as diffusion models.
However, achieving precise control with these sophisticated generators remains
a challenging task. Consequently, these methods often provide limited control in
shadow synthesis, typically handling only shadow softening or completely remov-
ing the shadow, without precise editing of shadow intensity, shape, or position.

To overcome the challenges in modeling and controlling facial shadows in
portrait relighting, we introduce COMPOSE, a system that separates shadow
modeling from ambient light in the lighting representation. COMPOSE enables
flexible manipulation of shadow attributes, including position (lighting direc-
tion), smoothness, and intensity (See Fig. 1). The key innovation in COMPOSE
is its shadow representation, which is compatible with environment map-based
representations, making it easily integrable into existing relighting networks.
Building on the concept of image-based lighting representations (e.g. HDR en-
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vironment maps), our approach divides lighting effects into two components:
shadows caused by dominant light sources and ambient lighting. We simplify
the shadow component by attributing it to a single dominant light source on an
environment map. This is encoded using a 2D isotropic Gaussian, with variables
representing light position, standard deviation (indicating light size or diffu-
sion), and scale (light intensity). The remaining lighting effects are attributed
to a diffused environment map, modeling the image’s ambient lighting.

For a given face image, we first predict the lighting as a panorama environ-
ment map, from which we estimate the dominant light (shadow) parameters. The
system then removes shadows to obtain a diffused, albedo-like image. Utilizing
this diffuse image and the shadow representation, we train a network to synthe-
size shadows on the subject in the input image. This shadow synthesis process is
adaptable, accepting various shadow-related parameters for controllable shadow
synthesis, including position and shape. The synthesized shadow can be linearly
blended with the diffuse lighting to create shadows of varying intensities.

To train models for shadow diffusion and synthesis, we utilize an OLAT (one-
light-at-a-time) dataset, captured through a light stage system. This dataset,
combined with the environment map-based lighting representation, ensures our
system’s compatibility with previously proposed face relighting techniques. Our
approach also uniquely offers the capability to accurately model shadows.

Our contributions are thus as follows:
⋄ We propose the first single image portrait shadow editing method with

precise control over various shadow attributes, including shadow shape, intensity,
and position. Our system provides users with the flexibility to control shading
while also preserving the other lighting attributes of the input images.

⋄ We propose a novel lighting decomposition into ambient light and an ed-
itable dominant gaussian light source, which enables disentangled shadow editing
while preserving the remaining lighting attributes.

⋄ We achieve state-of-the-art relighting performance quantitatively and qual-
itatively, including on a light-stage-captured test set and in-the-wild images.

2 Related Work

2.1 Portrait Relighting

Many portrait relighting methods have been proposed in recent years that gen-
erally fall into one of two categories: focusing on reducing the data require-
ment and improving the relighting quality as much as possible with limited
data [6, 10, 17, 18, 20, 24, 33, 34, 36–39, 43–45, 47, 49, 54] or using light stage data
but modeling more complex lighting effects [4, 12, 28, 29, 31, 41, 42, 48, 50, 52].
Among single image portrait relighting methods, a substantial limitation is that
they cannot preserve the original environmental lighting while editing shadows,
and instead opt to relight by replacing the original lighting with a completely
new environment [11], which is undesirable in many portrait editing applica-
tions. Existing methods also struggle to handle more directed lights and fail in
the presence of substantial hard or intense shadows [37,41,54].
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Fig. 2: Method Overview. COMPOSE is a 4-stage shadow editing method consist-
ing of single-image lighting estimation, light diffusion, shadow synthesis, and image
compositing. By first estimating the dominant light position using the environment
map regressed from the input image, COMPOSE can control shadow shape and in-
tensity by controlling light spread and light intensity respectively as well as shadow
position by changing the location of the dominant light. By estimating a diffuse image
ID as well as a shadowed image IS , COMPOSE can generate the final edited image IE
through image compositing.

Among portrait relighting methods that take multiple images or videos as
input, the method SunStage [44] is able to maintain the lighting attributes of
the input video’s environment when performing relighting. However, the method
must be trained using a video of a subject on a sunny day and involves an
expensive optimization procedure. The model is also subject-specific and must
be retrained or fine-tuned even for the same subject if they change their hairstyle,
accessories, or clothing. COMPOSE has the advantage of being a single-image
portrait relighting method, and is both generalizable and practical for in-the-wild
photo editing applications.

2.2 Shadow Editing

Another line of work closely related to COMPOSE are methods that edit only fa-
cial shadows, including shadow removal [26,53] and shadow softening [11]. Most
similar to our work is the method of [11], which is able to directly control the
degree of shadow softening while preserving the original environmental lighting.
However, unlike COMPOSE, they are restricted to only shadow softening and
cannot handle other shadow editing operations like shadow intensifying, modify-
ing shadow shape, and shadow rotation. Shadow removal methods [14,26,53] are
often even more limited since they cannot control the degree of shadow softening
and attempt to remove the shadow completely.

2.3 Lighting Representations

Existing portrait relighting methods generally utilize one of three lighting repre-
sentations: Spherical Harmonics (SH) [18,33,34,37,54], dominant lighting direc-
tion [17,29], and environment maps [31,41,49]. SH lighting tends to only model
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the lower frequencies of lighting effects, and thus is unsuitable for modeling
non-Lambertian hard shadows and specularities and is better suited for diffuse
lightings. Representing the light as a dominant lighting direction can often han-
dle the non-Lambertian effects of directional and point light sources, but they
often leave other lighting attributes such as light size out of the equation (e.g.
Hou et al. [17]). Moreover, they often do not handle diffuse lightings well and
are intended for directional lights [17,29]. The environment map representation
is more flexible and is able to model light intensity, light size, and light position
and can handle both diffuse and directional lights. However, what is largely miss-
ing in this domain is a way to properly decompose the environment map that
enables precise controllability over different lighting components. Existing meth-
ods only perform relighting by completely changing the scene illumination with a
new environment map without disentangling the effects of ambient, diffuse, and
directional light [31, 41, 49]. This can be undesirable for many computational
photography applications where the user wishes to preserve the ambience of the
scene and edit only the facial shadow alone [11]. Moreover, the default envi-
ronment map representation is unsuitable for some shadow editing applications
such as shrinking the light. While enlarging the light can be performed by ap-
plying a gaussian blur, there is no equivalent operation that can be performed to
shrink the light on an environment map. Our lighting representation decomposes
the environment map into the ambient light and an editable gaussian dominant
light source, which is adaptable in light intensity, size, and position. COMPOSE
is thus able to perform a full suite of shadow editing operations thanks to its
editable gaussian component and can edit the shadow alone without disrupting
other lighting attributes (e.g. ambient light).

3 Methodology

3.1 Problem Formulation

In our framework, shadows are treated as a composable lighting effect, which
can be independently predicted and altered based on a specific face image. This
shadow representation is integrated into the overall lighting representation, and
our framework is designed to (1) accurately predict the shadow from an image,
and (2) apply a controllable shadow onto a shadow-free face image. We define
the portrait shadow editing problem based on properties of shadows that users
can manipulate, namely shadow position, shadow intensity, and shadow shape.
These shadow properties are connected to the lighting attribute that is easily
controllable. Specifically, given source image IN and desired edited output image
IE with modified shadows, our problem can be written as:

IE = Fθ(IN , x, y, σ, γ), (1)

where Fθ is our shadow editing method, x and y are the desired light position on
an environment map, σ is the light size, and γ is the light intensity. By editing
the parameters, (x, y), σ, and γ, we can control the shadow position, shape, and
intensity respectively. We describe our solution COMPOSE in detail in Sec. 3.2.
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3.2 COMPOSE Framework

COMPOSE is a 4-stage shadow editing framework, consisting of single image
lighting estimation, light diffusion, shadow synthesis, and finally image com-
positing. See Fig. 2 for an overview of our method.
Lighting Estimation In the lighting estimation stage, we train a variational
autoencoder (VAE) [23] to estimate an environment map (LDR) from a single
portrait image as its lighting representation IN . From this environment map, we
then estimate the dominant light position. Naturally, the dominant light, such
as the sun, represents the brightest intensity on a image-based lighting repre-
sentation. Therefore we can simply obtain the dominant light position by fitting
a 2D isotropic Gaussian on the predicted environment map. The center of the
Gaussian will indicate the position of the dominant light on the 2D environment
map. This estimated light position corresponds to the shadow information on the
input image, and therefore is useful for “in-place” shadow editing (e.g., shadow
softening, shadow intensifying) in the later stage that does not alter the direc-
tion of the dominant light. We argue this is desirable in many portrait editing
applications where the user only wants to edit existing shadows and does not
want to alter the ambient lighting.
Light Diffusion In the light diffusion stage, we remove all existing hard shad-
ows and specular highlights from the input image and output a “diffused” image
ID with very smooth shading. This represents the input face under only an
ambient illumination condition. Our light diffusion network consists of a hierar-
chical transformer encoder that generates multi-level features, which are fed to
a decoder with transposed convolutional layers. Our network takes as input the
original input image, a body parsing mask, and a binary foreground mask.
Shadow Synthesis In the shadow synthesis stage, we aim to produce a shad-
owed image IS illuminated by an edited light source given the diffuse image ID
estimated from the light diffusion stage and an edited environment map. Using
the estimated dominant light position from the light estimation stage, we have
full control over light attributes such as light size, intensity, and the dominant
light position. We can produce a new environment map using a Gaussian to
represent the dominant light, where the light size is modeled by the standard
deviation of the Gaussian (a larger standard deviation represents a larger, more
diffuse light) and the light intensity can be adjusted by multiplying the Gaussian
with a scalar. This allows our method to control shadow shape, light intensity,
and position. To regress the shadowed image IS , we propose a two-stage archi-
tecture: a U-Net followed by a conditional DDPM (See Fig. 3). For the first
stage, we adopt the U-Net architecture of [41]. During training, instead of us-
ing a reshaped environment map-like representation for the dominant light, we
design a feature map-like representation that’s parameterized by the shadow at-
tributes. Specifically, the lighting representation for shadows has 4 parameters.
The first two parameters x and y encode the coordinates of the light center
on the environment map, the third parameter σ encodes the light size, and the
fourth parameter γ encodes the light intensity. All four parameters are normal-
ized between 0 and 1 and repeated spatially as 32 × 32 channels to be suitable
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Fig. 3: Shadow Synthesis Pipeline. Our shadow synthesis step consists of two
stages: a U-Net followed by a conditional DDPM. The U-Net takes ambient image
ID and environment map ET as input and outputs the coarse relit image IU . With IU
and ET as spatial conditions, the conditional DDPM outputs the final shadowed image
IS , refining shadow boundaries and improving image quality.

inputs for the U-Net. We find that this lighting representation leads to faster
convergence, especially when the desired light mimics a point light and occupies
a tiny portion of the environment map. We feed the diffuse image ID and our
desired lighting feature map to the U-Net, and the output is a relit image IU .
While the U-Net architecture has merits such as complete geometric consistency
for shadow synthesis, one demerit is that the synthesized shadow boundaries are
often not very sharp and the overall image quality could be improved. We thus
employ a DDPM [7,15] as the second stage of our shadow synthesis model. The
role of the DDPM here is to take the output image of the U-Net IU as a spa-
tial condition along with the lighting parameters and perform image refinement
to generate the final shadowed image IS . The training objective of our shadow
synthesis DDPM thus becomes:

Et,x0,ϵ

[
∥ϵ− ϵθ(xt, t, IU , x, y, σ, γ)∥2

]
. (2)

Our condition IU is spatially concatenated with xt and our lighting parameters
are repeated spatially as channels of the same resolution and similarly spatially
concatenated, where xt =

√
ᾱtx0 +

√
1− ᾱtϵ. We find that the quality of the

edited images is noticeably enhanced by the DDPM compared to the U-Net
alone and that adding the DDPM sharpens the shadow boundaries.
Image Compositing With ID from our light diffusion stage and IS from our
shadow synthesis stage, we can then perform image compositing between ID and
IS to achieve our final edited image IE , by assigning weights ωD and ωS to ID
and IS respectively. The final edited image IE is thus generated as:

IE = ωDID + ωSIS , (3)

where ωD + ωS = 1. By adjusting ωD and ωS , we can further tune shadow
intensity: a higher ωD softens shadows and a higher ωS results in darker shadows.

3.3 Loss Functions

To train our single image lighting estimation network, we apply two loss func-
tions commonly used in VAE training [23]: Lrecon and LKLD. Lrecon is a recon-
struction loss between the predicted environment map EP and the groundtruth
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environment map EG defined as follows:

Lrecon =
1

3HW
(∥EP −EG∥22), (4)

where H and W are the size of the environment maps. The Kullback–Leibler
divergence (KLD) loss LKLD is:

LKLD = − 1

2N

N∑
i=1

(1 + log(σ2
i )− µ2

i − σ2
i ), (5)

where N is the dimensionality of the latent vector, µ is the batch mean, and σ2

is the batch variance. The final loss for our lighting estimation network is thus:

LLE = λ1Lrecon + λ2LKLD, (6)

where λ1 = 1 and λ2 = 2.5× 10−4.
Our light diffusion network is also trained with two losses Lrecon and Lperceptual.

Lrecon =
1

3HW
(∥ID − IG∥1), (7)

where H and W are the size of the training images, ID is the predicted diffuse
image, and IG is the groundtruth diffuse image. Lperceptual enforces visual simi-
larity [51] and is computed as the distance between VGG [40] features computed
for ID and IG. The final loss for the light diffusion network is thus:

LLD = Lrecon + Lperceptual. (8)

When training the U-Net of our shadow synthesis pipeline, we employ a
single reconstruction loss Lrecon between the predicted relit image IS and the
groundtruth IG, defined as follows:

Lrecon =
1

3HW
(∥IS − IG∥22). (9)

3.4 Data Collection and Generation

To train out networks, we use a light stage to capture one-light-at-a-time (OLAT)
images of 107 subjects with diverse skin tones, body poses, expressions, and
accessories using a light stage [9] with 160 lights. Each subject is captured under
10-20 sessions with varied body poses, expressions, and accessories. Each session
is captured by 4 cameras with varying camera poses.

To generate input images to train our lighting estimation VAE and our light
diffusion network, we render our OLAT images using a diverse set of environ-
ment maps collected from the Polyhaven and Laval Outdoor HDR datasets [16].
During rendering, we apply random augmentations to the environment map in-
cluding rotations and adjusting intensity to improve our model’s generalization
to different lighting. The groundtruth EG for our lighting estimation VAE is
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simply the environment map used for rendering, and the groundtruth IG for
the light diffusion network is generated by rendering OLAT images with heavily
blurred, diffuse environment maps.

To generate images for our shadow synthesis stage, we render groundtruth
relit images by using environment maps consisting of Gaussian lights with various
positions, intensities, and sizes (See Sec. 3.2) along with our OLAT images. As
the input to the shadow synthesis stage is meant to be the diffuse image ID
predicted by the light diffusion stage, we generate diffuse images for training
our shadow synthesis networks by rendering OLAT images with heavily blurred
environment maps in the Polyhaven and Laval Outdoor HDR datasets.

3.5 Implementation Details

We implement all components of COMPOSE using PyTorch [32]. When training
our lighting estimation VAE, we use a batch size of 128 and a learning rate of
10−4 on 4 24GB A10G GPUs. For our light diffusion network, we train with
a batch size of 88 and a learning rate of 10−4 using 8 A100 GPUs. For our
shadow synthesis U-Net, we train with a batch size of 100 and a learning rate
of 10−4 using 4 24GB A10G GPUs. For all networks, we train using the Adam
Optimizer [22]. The image resolution used to train the lighting estimation and
shadow synthesis networks is 256 × 256 and the resolution used to train the
light diffusion network is 768× 768. Please see the supplementary materials for
architectural details of the lighting estimation network, the lighting diffusion
network, and the shadow synthesis network.

4 Experiments

4.1 Datasets

To train our lighting estimation and shadow synthesis networks, we generate our
training sets using light stage images and 521 outdoor environment maps. Our
training set consists of 82 subjects with significant variation in factors such as
skin tones, pose, expressions, and accessories.

For evaluation, we use two separate evaluation sets: the first is generated
using our light stage images and has corresponding groundtruth, and the second
consists of in-the-wild images that represent more realistic application settings
and do not have groundtruth. Our light stage evaluation set consists of 48 images
from a total of 16 subjects with diverse skin tones, body poses, expressions, and
accessories. All evaluation subjects and lightings are held out and unseen during
training. Our in-the-wild evaluation set also consists of unseen test subjects and
applies unseen lighting conditions in all qualitative results.

4.2 Shadow Editing Evaluation

We evaluate our shadow editing performance (synthesis and removal) by using
randomly sampled, unseen lighting positions as the target lights to generate relit
light stage images of our 16 test subjects, which serve as groundtruth.
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a) Source b) Target c) Ours d) TR [31] e) [17]

Fig. 4: Shadow Synthesis. Our model synthesizes more plausible shadows than the
baselines, and, unlike [17], is also able to properly remove shadows from the source im-
age before relighting. Environment maps are shown to help visualize each test lighting.

Table 1: Shadow Editing Performance. We evaluate shadow editing using unseen
lightings with varied intensity and size on 16 held out highly diverse light stage test
subjects with groundtruth relit images. COMPOSE outperforms all baselines quantita-
tively in shadow editing performance across all metrics (mean ± standard deviation).

MAE MSE SSIM LPIPS
Hou et al. [17] 0.1172± 0.0754 0.0438± 0.0503 0.7059± 0.1061 0.2371± 0.0871

Total Relighting [31] 0.1008± 0.0743 0.0379± 0.0447 0.7754± 0.0738 0.2120± 0.0572

COMPOSE (Ours) 0.0965± 0.0686 0.0349± 0.0368 0.7780± 0.0826 0.1973± 0.0678

Each input image is rendered with a randomly selected environment map out
of 125 unseen outdoor environment maps and is first passed to our deshading
network to generate diffuse image ID. ID and target environment map ET are
then fed to our two-stage shadow synthesis pipeline to generate the newly shad-
owed image IS , which is evaluated against the groundtruth light stage image.

Tab. 1 compares our shadow editing performance against prior relighting
methods. For both baselines [17, 31], the test results were provided by the au-
thors. Our method achieves state-of-the-art results on all metrics (MAE, MSE,
SSIM [46], and LPIPS [51]). As seen in Fig. 4, our model can synthesize appro-
priate shadows for various light positions. The method of Hou et al. [17] cannot
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a) Source
Image

b) Soften
Shadows

c) Intensify
Shadows

d) Modify
Light Size

e) Rotate
Shadows

Fig. 5: Shadow Editing. Our method achieves complete shadow editing control, in-
cluding softening/intensifying shadows, changing light size to alter shape and intensity,
and changing light position, all while preserving the source image’s ambient light.

remove existing shadows in the source image and the shadow traces carry over
as artifacts to the relit images. In addition, Hou et al. [17] only models the
lighting direction and does not model the light size as a parameter, which leads
to inaccurate shadow shape when the light size is varied. Total Relighting [31]
is often unable to synthesize physically plausible shadows, and will sometimes
overshadow (Fig. 4, rows 1, 3, and 4) or undershadow the image (Fig. 4, row 2).
Moreover, their shadows are often blurry and not as sharp as our method. Com-
pared to the baselines, COMPOSE can properly remove existing shadows from
the source image and synthesize geometrically plausible and realistic shadows
for a wide variety of lighting conditions.

4.3 Portrait Shadow Editing Applications

We demonstrate the full performance of COMPOSE by performing all forms
of shadow editing, including shadow softening, shadow intensifying, modifying
light size (which changes both shadow shape and intensity), and shadow rotation
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Fig. 6: Degree of Shadow Editing. We demonstrate COMPOSE’s controllable
shadow editing by varying shadow intensity (top row), light diffusion for modifying
shadow shape and intensity (middle row), and light position (bottom row).

by changing the dominant light position. For each image, we first estimate the
diffuse image ID and the shadowed image IS and perform image compositing
between these two images to generate the final edited image IE . As seen in
Fig. 5, COMPOSE properly edits the shadows of in-the-wild images. To soften
or intensify the shadow without changing the shadow shape, we rely on our
image compositing coefficients ωd and ωs, which control the contributions of
ID and IS respectively. We increase the weight of ωd to soften the shadow and
increase the weight of ωs to strengthen the shadow. We further show that we can
modify light size by tuning the Gaussian spread σ, which changes both shadow
shape and intensity. Enlarging the light makes the shadow more diffuse and less
intense, whereas shrinking the light generates a harder, more intense shadow.
For the subjects in rows 2, 3, and 4 we enlarged the light, resulting in a more
diffuse shadow especially noticeable around the nose. For the subject in row 1
we instead shrunk the light and appropriately produce an edited image with
more prominent and intense hard shadows. Finally, we also demonstrate shadow
rotation by changing the dominant light position in IS ’s environment map.

To demonstrate COMPOSE can properly control shadow editing, we visualize
various degrees of shadow softening/intensifying, light diffusion, and shadow ro-
tation in Fig. 6. The first row shows varying shadow intensity, where the shadows
become less intense from left to right using ωd and ωs. Our results demonstrate
that these flexible weights allow for a wide range of shadow intensities. The
second row shows increasing degrees of light diffusion from left to right, which
corresponds to increasing the light size. The shadows in the generated images
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a) Source b) 0.75 c) 0.5 d) 0.2 e) 0.0

Fig. 7: Controllable Shadow Softening. For each subject, we show the shadow soft-
ening results of [11] in the first row and COMPOSE in the second. COMPOSE leaves
less shadow traces at level 0.0, where the goal is to remove the shadows completely.

correctly transition from harder shadows to more diffuse shadows as the light
size increases. The third row shows shadow rotation, where the light is rotated
horizontally along the environment map and around the subject. COMPOSE is
able to produce physically plausible shadows as the light position changes.

It is important to note that this level of controllable shadow editing is not
achievable by existing portrait shadow editing methods [11, 53] that are only
able to handle shadow softening or complete shadow removal as well as existing
portrait relighting methods that completely modify the existing environment and
cannot preserve the original scene illumination [31], do not properly model all
shadow attributes (e.g. intensity, shape, and position) [17,33] or are not designed
to handle lighting conditions with more substantial shadows [37,41,54].

4.4 Shadow Softening Comparison

We compare on in-the-wild shadow softening with the state-of-the-art portrait
shadow softening method Futschik et al. [11]. Using results provided by the au-
thors, we visualize different degrees of shadow softening for [11] by varying the
light diffusion parameter (0.75, 0.5, 0.2, and 0.0) and compare with equivalent
degrees of shadow softening by COMPOSE, as shown in Fig. 7. Higher parame-
ter values correspond to less softening whereas lower values correspond to more
softening. At 0.0, the goal is to completely remove the source image’s shadows.
Across all degrees of light diffusion, both methods gradually soften the shadow,
but COMPOSE leaves less shadow traces than [11] when completely removing
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the source image’s shadows at level 0.0, especially for images with darker shad-
ows. This is thanks to our hierarchical transformer design for our light diffusion
network, which better handles removing the effects of shadows at all scales.

5 Conclusion

We have proposed COMPOSE: the first single image portrait shadow editing
method that can perform comprehensive variations of shadow editing including
editing shadow intensity, light size, and shadow position while preserving the
source image’s lighting environment. This is largely enabled by our novel lighting
decomposition into ambient light and an editable gaussian dominant light, which
enables new applications like shrinking the light and intensifying shadows as
well as disentangled shadow editing that preserves the scene ambience. We have
demonstrated the novel photo editing applications enabled by our method over
prior work qualitatively and that our method achieves state-of-the-art shadow
editing performance quantitatively over prior relighting methods. We hope that
our work can inspire and motivate more research in the exciting new research
area of controllable and comprehensive portrait shadow editing.
Limitations. Good directions for future work include handling lighting environ-
ments with multiple light sources and indoor environments, as our framework
is intended mostly for outdoor settings, where the sun is the single dominant
light. In addition, while ID can preserve the ambience, we still notice there are
sometimes color shifts with the environmental lighting during shadow editing,
largely due to the compositing step with shadowed image IS (which adopts the
light stage’s environmental lighting). This could be alleviated by modeling the
diffuse lighting tint similar to [11] or by training with white balanced data to
remove the color bias of the light stage. We also believe that one can continue
to improve the generalizability of our model. Similar to other relighting meth-
ods that rely on light stage data [11, 31, 41], we train with a limited number of
subjects. Future work may incorporate synthetic data to expand the training set
or adopt latent diffusion models, which naturally have high generalizability [35].
Finally, one can further improve the identity preservation of our method. We
find that high frequency details are sometimes lost at the initial U-Net stage
of shadow synthesis, and ways to better preserve the identity include passing
ID or the input image IN , which contain high frequency details, as additional
conditions to the DDPM or to use stronger backbones than [41].
Potential Societal Impacts. In image editing, there are always concerns of
generating malicious deepfakes. However, we only alter illumination, not subject
identity. Even so, there may be concerns that altering the illumination and espe-
cially adding dark shadows to faces could be used as a malicious attack to worsen
the performance of downstream tasks such as face recognition. Users can detect
these attacks using existing deepfake detection methods [1–3, 8, 13, 21, 27, 30] or
by training one using the edited images generated by COMPOSE. State-of-the-
art shadow removal methods [26,53] are also an option to counter these potential
attacks since they can remove any facial shadows that COMPOSE synthesizes.
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1 Additional Discussions Regarding Prior Methods

We delve into face relighting and shadow editing methods in greater detail to
highlight the novel contributions of COMPOSE. We again emphasize that our
core contribution is our decomposition of the environment map representation
into ambient light and an editable gaussian dominant light source that can ma-
nipulate all shadow attributes (intensity, light size, and position). This also en-
ables preserving the ambient light in the original source image through com-
positing with ID. As emphasized in the main paper, existing relighting meth-
ods [31,41,49] that use environment maps as the lighting representation will com-
pletely change the lighting environment to perform shadow editing by providing
an entirely new environment map. This is unsuitable for many computational
photography applications where the desire is to edit the facial shadows alone and
to preserve the ambient light of the original environment. However, aside from
these methods, some relighting and shadow editing methods are able to preserve
the ambient light but lack a comprehensive set of shadow editing capabilities.
Zhang et al. [53] controls the degree of shadow softening but can’t intensify shad-
ows. They don’t consider shadows resulting from decreasing light size and can’t
alter shadow position. Futschik el al. [11] are similarly able to control the degree
of shadow softening while maintaining the ambience of the original photo, but
they’re completely limited to shadow softening. Hou et al. [17] model shadow
position/intensity, but don’t model light size and can’t edit shadow shape. They
also don’t properly disentangle existing light sources from albedo and source
image shadows will remain baked in. Nestmeyer et al. [29] use a single light di-
rection (xyz) and thus can model shadow position but not intensity or light size.
Notably, none of these methods can handle shrinking the light to both
intensify the shadow and change its shape or need to completely mod-
ify the photo’s environment in order to do so. This is due to the lack of a
suitable lighting decomposition, which is enabled by our method’s separation of
the environment map into ambient light and an editable gaussian dominant light
source. The editable gaussian is what enables flexible control over all shadow at-
tributes (including shrinking the light size), while the ambient light estimation
helps preserve the remaining lighting attributes of the original photo. Another
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consideration that motivates our decomposition is that while it is possible to
enlarge the light size of an existing environment map with a gaussian blur, the
converse operation of shrinking the light size does not have a good solution.

2 Model Architectures

We describe our model architectures for our light estimation VAE, our light
diffusion hierarchical transformer, and our shadow synthesis pipeline in greater
detail here.

Light Estimation VAE Our light estimation VAE consists of a 6-layer con-
volutional encoder followed by two fully-connected layers FCµ and FCσ that
predict µ and σ respectively. We then sample z = ϵσ + µ, where ϵ ∼ N(0, 1)
using the reparameterization trick, which becomes the input for our 4-layer con-
volutional decoder. The decoder produces the final predicted environment map
EP . Please see Tab. 2 for more details.

Table 2: Structure of Light Estimation VAE. We describe in detail the structure
of our lighting estimation VAE. z is obtained by applying the reparameterization trick
to the output of FCmu and FCvar. We apply batch normalization after all convolutional
layers and all LeakyReLU layers use a slope of 0.2.

Layer Input Type Kernel Size Stride Input Features Output Features Activation
conv1 IN Convolution 3 2 3 16 LeakyReLU
conv2 conv1 Convolution 3 2 16 32 LeakyReLU
conv3 conv2 Convolution 3 2 32 64 LeakyReLU
conv4 conv3 Convolution 3 2 64 128 LeakyReLU
conv5 conv4 Convolution 3 2 128 256 LeakyReLU
conv6 conv5 Convolution 3 2 256 512 LeakyReLU
FCµ conv6 Fully Connected - - 512 ∗ 10 ∗ 8 512 None
FCσ conv6 Fully Connected - - 512 ∗ 10 ∗ 8 512 None
FCz z Fully Connected - - 512 256 ∗ 8 ∗ 4 LeakyReLU

deconv1 FCz Transposed Convolution 3 2 256 128 LeakyReLU
deconv2 deconv1 Transposed Convolution 3 2 128 64 LeakyReLU
deconv3 deconv2 Transposed Convolution 3 2 64 32 LeakyReLU
deconv4 deconv3 Transposed Convolution 3 2 32 3 Sigmoid

Light Diffusion Transformer The light diffusion transformer’s goal is to pre-
dict the ambient image ID. As such, it removes shadows and specularities from
the source image IN . To accomplish this, we leverage an encoder-decoder struc-
ture with 3 inputs: input image IN , a binary segmentation mask with the portrait
foreground, and a body parsing mask. We leverage a hierarchical transformer en-
coder and divide the inputs into 4x4 patches, which are more suitable for harmo-
nization and shadow removal tasks than larger 16x16 patches. We then obtain
multi-level features using the transformer encoder at 1

4 , 1
8 , 1

16 , and 1
32 of the

original image resolution using multiple transformer blocks. These multi-level
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features are then passed to our decoder, which consists of transposed convolu-
tional layers and generates the final ambient image ID.

Shadow Synthesis U-Net Our stage 1 U-Net in our shadow synthesis pipeline
is largely adopted from SIPR’s [41] architecture with minor modifications. The
main difference is in how we inject the lighting representation to the bottle-
neck of the U-Net. Instead of passing a 3-channel environment map, we pass our
4-channel spatial lighting representation (x, y, σ, γ), as mentioned in the main pa-
per. We find that this helps the network when training on smaller, concentrated
lights compared to passing the standard 3-channel environment map, likely be-
cause a small focused light occupies only a small portion of the environment
map in pixel space and may thus provide a weak learning signal. Our method of
encoding the light parameters numerically and replicating them spatially avoids
this issue.

Shadow Synthesis DDPM For our stage 2 conditional DDPM, we leverage
the model of [7]. The role of the DDPM here is to take the output image of the
U-Net IU as a spatial condition along with the lighting parameters and perform
image refinement to generate the final shadowed image IS . The training objective
of our shadow synthesis DDPM thus becomes:

Et,x0,ϵ

[
∥ϵ− ϵθ(xt, t, IU , x, y, σ, γ)∥2

]
. (1)

Our condition IU is spatially concatenated with xt and our lighting parameters
are repeated spatially as channels of the same resolution and similarly spatially
concatenated, where xt =

√
ᾱtx0 +

√
1− ᾱtϵ.

Fig. 8: Ambient Light. COMPOSE is able to preserve the ambient light of the orig-
inal portrait thanks to the hierarchical transformer used in the light diffusion stage.
The light diffusion stage removes specularities and existing shadows caused by strong
directional lights, leaving behind only the ambient light. Each pair of images is left:
input, right: ambient prediction.
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Table 3: Skin Tone Fairness. COMPOSE performs well on darker skin tones
(Dark) as well as intermediate intensity skin tones (Tan). On light skin tones (Light),
SSIM/LPIPS are comparable with Dark and Tan and MAE/MSE are slightly worse,
mostly due to the larger errors accrued from incorrect shadow boundaries on light skin
subjects.

MAE MSE SSIM LPIPS
Light 0.1141 0.0449 0.7756 0.1880

Tan 0.0724 0.0239 0.7821 0.2074

Dark 0.0755 0.0207 0.7798 0.2034

All Skin Tones 0.0965 0.0349 0.7780 0.1973

Table 4: Diffusion Ablation. Adding the DDPM to the shadow synthesis stage
slightly worsens the quantitative metrics, but greatly enhances visual quality.

MAE MSE SSIM LPIPS
U-Net Only 0.0831 0.0226 0.7977 0.1734

U-Net+DDPM 0.0965 0.0349 0.7780 0.1973

3 Skin Tone Fairness

As with any face editing work, the ability to represent and generalize to diverse
subjects is of the upmost importance. We therefore quantitatively evaluate how
well COMPOSE performs across different skin tones. See Tab. 3, where we sep-
arated our light stage test subjects into 3 groups (Light, Tan, and Dark) based
on mean skin tone values. Performance on Dark/Tan is good whereas Light has
comparable SSIM/LPIPS but worse MAE/MSE. This is because errors involving
shadows are maximized for light skin since the difference between shadows and
light skin is higher than for darker skin. This can be addressed by increasing
the number of light skin training subjects or increasing loss weights in shadow
regions to prevent large errors caused by slightly misaligned shadow boundaries.

4 Ambient Light

Since preserving the ambient light of the portrait is an important component
of COMPOSE, we demonstrate some results from our light diffusion network.
Ambient light is respected by our light diffusion network, and should be differ-
ent for the same face illuminated by 2 different environment maps (See Fig. 8,
left:input, right:ambient).

5 Foreign Shadow Removal

Our light diffusion network is able to remove not just self shadows, but also
foreign shadows and can thus serve as a shadow removal network. Please see
Fig. 9 for some sample results on portraits with substantial foreign shadows.
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Fig. 9: Foreign Shadow Removal. Our light diffusion network can serve as a shadow
removal method, and even handles foreign shadow removal well.

Fig. 10: Diffusion Ablation. We ablate whether adding a DDPM after our shadow
synthesis U-Net improves the shadow editing performance. Each triplet represents U-
Net only, U-Net+DDPM, and groundtruth target image. The DDPM substantially
improves the visual quality of the images and sharpens the shadow boundaries. The
target lighting condition is visualized in the middle image of each triplet.

6 Diffusion Ablation

See Fig. 10, where every triplet is U-Net only, U-Net+DDPM, and groundtruth.
Adding the DDPM slightly worsens our metrics (See Tab. 4) but greatly enhances
the visual quality of the images and sharpens shadow boundaries.

7 Additional Shadow Removal Results

When comparing shadow softening performance with Futschik et al. [11], we
sent a total of 40 in-the-wild images. As demonstrated in Fig. 11, the main
limitation in [11] is that sometimes it leaves a noticeable shadow trace in the
presence of darker shadows at level 0.0, where the goal is to remove all shadows.
In Fig. 11, we show all 40 shadow softening results compared to our method
at level 0.0. Across all 40 evaluation images, our method is virtually spotless at
removing shadows whereas several examples have shadow traces and artifacts
for [11]. This is largely thanks to our hierarchical transformer design for our
light diffusion network, which better handles removing the effects of shadows at
all scales compared to the U-Net design of [11].

8 Clarifications on Evaluation Protocols

Here, we clarify more about our testing protocols to ensure that we perform fair
comparisons in all of our evaluations. When comparing with Total Relighting
(TR) [31] and Hou et al. [17] in Fig. 4 and Tab. 1 of the main paper, we ensure
that we provide the most generous possible test setting. The results from TR
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were provided by the authors upon our request and we followed all instructions
to properly prepare testing data. The environment maps were Gaussian lights of
varying intensity/position/spread. We allowed the authors to tune the lighting
scale to achieve their best possible results and provided sample relit images with
their corresponding environment maps to help them measure the appropriate
lighting scale to match TR’s conventions. The results from Hou et al. were also
provided by the authors, and in their case the evaluation is simpler since they
only model light direction. The qualitative comparisons with Futschik et al. [11]
in Fig. 7 on shadow softening, as mentioned in the main paper, are also provided
by the authors.

9 Design Choices

Here we further explain some of our design choices in the COMPOSE pipeline,
including motivation and physical plausibility.

LDR Representation of Light In our light estimation stage, we regress an
LDR environment map instead of an HDR environment map. The reasons for
this are that LDR is easier to regress than HDR during training due to the large,
out-of-range peak values in HDR and we find LDR is sufficient for estimating
light position in our pipeline (we are focused on the dominant light position
and not as concerned with regressing every detail in the environment map).
When performing gaussian fitting to find the dominant light, the algorithm will
converge at roughly the same solution in determining the light center.

Single Dominant Light Assumption Our assumption of a single dominant
light source in the scene stems from our focus on outdoor in-the-wild settings.
There’s usually one dominant Gaussian light outdoors, namely the sun. Our
method can be extended to handle multiple lights by first changing the gaus-
sian fitting step in the light estimation stage to enable fitting multiple gaussians
(lights). This could be done using Gaussian Mixture Models (varying k) to de-
termine the number of lights (k) using the lowest fitting error as the metric.
Handling more diffuse lighting environments is another interesting direction.
This can be done by leveraging the linearity of light to generate diffuse lightings
as the sum of many directional lights, where each directional light involves one
model inference of COMPOSE.

Image Compositing We further elaborate on the physical motivation of the
fourth stage of COMPOSE: the compositing step. ID and IS represent the con-
tributions of ambient and diffuse/directional light respectively. Compositing ad-
justs the contributions of each type of lighting, which is physically plausible by
the Phong Model: I = Lamb ∗Ramb + Ldiff ∗Rdiff + Lspec ∗Rspec.
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Four Stages One question that may arise is whether COMPOSE truly needs to
be a four-stage model, which to some may seem unnecessarily complex. However,
we argue in favor of this design for several reasons. One is that the inference
time of a multi-stage model compared to a single end-to-end pipeline should
be similar. Either way, light estimation, delighting, and relighting modules will
be required. The advantage of our multi-stage pipeline is greater flexibility for
users in terms of applications (e.g., using our light diffusion network alone for
shadow removal). It’s also easier to integrate components of COMPOSE into
other shadow editing and relighting methods. The design is modular and each
component can be improved or replaced. This enables better disentanglement,
controllability, and explainability during shadow editing. It’s also easier to iden-
tify which component is causing problems if the shadow editing result is poor.

10 Lighting Estimation

Our lighting estimation stage is primarily responsible for providing the user with
an accurate estimation of where the dominant light source of the input image
IN is located. This is useful if the user wants to perform any kind of in-place
shadow editing that does not involve changing the light position (e.g. shrinking
the light, enlarging the light, softening the shadow, and intensifying the shadow).
It is important to note that our pipeline is fairly error tolerant in this stage since
the user is free to tune the lighting estimation in subsequent stages to achieve
better results (e.g. tuning the dominant light position in the environment map
to better match the shadow positions in the source image).

11 Responsible Human Dataset Usage

We collect and use light stage data, as well as images from Unsplash and Adobe
Stock. For the light stage data, we have acquired permission from both the
subjects and the capturing studio to include these images in research papers.
Unsplash’s license mentions photos can be downloaded and used for free for both
commercial and non-commercial purposes. For Adobe Stock, we paid for any
images that we used and are thus permitted to include them in our submission.
Finally, for the subject appearing in Figs. 1 and 6, the source image is simply
acquired from a colleague who participated in a lighting experiment and we have
received permission from them personally to include their photos for publication.
In all cases, we collect or use portrait images only that contain no additional
personally identifiable information or offensive content.
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a) Source b) [11] c) Ours d) Source e) [11] f) Ours

Fig. 11: Shadow Removal Comparisons with Futschik et al. [11]. We demon-
strate all qualitative shadow removal results against Futschik et al. [11] without cherry
picking. COMPOSE is able to leave less of a shadow trace, especially for darker shad-
ows when the goal is complete shadow removal.
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Fig. 11: Shadow Removal Comparisons with Futschik et al. [11]. We demon-
strate all qualitative shadow removal results against Futschik et al. [11] without cherry
picking. COMPOSE is able to leave less of a shadow trace, especially for darker shad-
ows when the goal is complete shadow removal.
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Fig. 11: Shadow Removal Comparisons with Futschik et al. [11]. We demon-
strate all qualitative shadow removal results against Futschik et al. [11] without cherry
picking. COMPOSE is able to leave less of a shadow trace, especially for darker shad-
ows when the goal is complete shadow removal.


	COMPOSE: Comprehensive Portrait Shadow Editing
	COMPOSE: Comprehensive Portrait Shadow Editing Supplementary Materials

