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This briefing summarizes the current state of knowledge about
how the widespread and growing use of artificial light at night
interacts with six key topics: the night sky (Section 1); wildlife
and ecology (Section 2); human health (Section 3); public safety
(Section 4); energy security and climate change (Section 5); and
social justice (Section 6). It also includes a discussion of the
emerging threat from light pollution caused by objects orbit-
ing the Earth (Section 7). Finally, it concludes with a discussion
of the knowledge gaps that exist within these topics and the re-
search questions whose answers can fill the gaps (Section 8). It
is intended to be useful to those seeking to broaden their under-
standing of research on the causes and consequences of artificial
light at night.

Introduction
Artificial light at night (henceforth, ‘ALAN’) in the outdoor
context is surging in both its presence and reach across our
planet (1–4). It is the source of both known and suspected
harm to the nighttime environment (5–8). ALAN is generally
recognized as the cause of light pollution, a form of environ-
mental pollution (9, 10).1 Scientific studies suggest that over-
use of ALAN is the main source of light pollution (11, 12),
yet the functional efficacy of outdoor lighting remains ex-
tremely low (13). The main challenge identified by scientific
research is how to maximize the human benefits of ALAN
while limiting its potentially negative social and environmen-
tal impacts (14–17).

1 The Night Sky
Light emitted into the night sky makes it difficult to see the
stars. On the ground, ALAN makes the nighttime environ-
ment brighter. Weather changes like clouds and snow on the
ground can make this impact worse. New and inexpensive
light sources like white light-emitting diodes (LEDs) have a
growing impact on both the night sky and outdoor spaces at
night.

1Although there is no single definition of “light pollution“ on which all
researchers agree, there are some definitions in wide circulation. DarkSky
International defines it as “the human-made alteration of outdoor light lev-
els from those occurring naturally.“ (https://darksky.org/resources/glossary/)
The International Commission on Illumination definition (“the sum total of
all adverse effects of artificial light”; CIE S 017:2020 ILV: International
Lighting Vocabulary, 2nd edition) focuses on the negative consequences of
ALAN.

The most immediate symptom of light pollution is the
phenomenon of “skyglow”. It brightens the night sky in and
near cities where large installations of outdoor lighting ex-
ist. The lower layers of the Earth’s atmosphere scatter light
emitted near the ground. Some of that light escapes the at-
mosphere, either directly or after reflecting from ground sur-
faces (18, 19). Some of the escaping light is detected by in-
struments aboard Earth-orbiting satellites (20, 21), but many
light rays encounter molecules and small particles in the at-
mosphere. These interactions redirect the paths of some of
the light rays back down to the ground. Observers there see
light appearing to come from the night sky itself; see Fig-
ure 1. Skyglow competes with the faint light of astronomical
objects in the night sky. It lowers the contrast between those
objects and the background sky, making it difficult to observe
them (22). This is a significant threat to ground-based astro-
nomical observations and research (23, 24). It can also alter
the polarization state of light in the night sky (25, 26). There
are currently no absolute metrics to characterize light pollu-
tion in wide use among researchers and practitioners (27, 28).

Measurement and monitoring of light pollution provides
important information about its extent, severity and rate of
change (29). A slow but steady rise in skyglow in much of
the world leads to gradually degraded visibility of the natu-
ral night sky and a transformation of outdoor spaces. Such
a situation, changing slowly over decades, may go unno-
ticed due to a psychological effect known as a “shifting base-
line” (30). This applies to various aspects of artificial light on
a ‘normal’ night: the number of visible stars, the amount of
artificial light associated with perceptions of safety, and the
experience of using non-visual senses such as hearing and
balance. Along with other effects, the loss of the night sky is
barely noticed.

Researchers have also studied both the sources of light
pollution and the means of reducing its influence. In many
places, publicly owned sources of light contribute most to
the brightness of the night sky, especially in the earlier hours
of night (31–34). Certain approaches, such as shielding light
fixtures and reducing their intensity, seem to have the greatest
benefit in terms of decreasing skyglow (35, 36).

Remote sensing of light pollution
“Remote sensing” is a method of measuring the properties
of something at a distance without directly sampling it. It
is often applied to measurements of light pollution made

1

https://doi.org/10.5281/zenodo.15492393
https://darksky.org/resources/glossary/


Figure 1. The streetlight at left emits light in many different directions. Some of
the light rays (1) travel upward into the sky and pass completely through Earth’s
atmosphere. Satellites detect some of these rays (2) as they pass over the nighttime
side of our planet. In other cases (3), the atmosphere scatters rays back to the
ground. This light becomes the familiar “skyglow” seen over cities. Some of the rays
traveling downward (4) reflect off the ground into the sky where they are seen by
satellites. Lastly, some rays scatter into astronomers’ telescopes (5), blocking their
view of the universe. Credit: DarkSky International.

by stratospheric sounding balloons (37–40), low-flying air-
craft (41), unmanned aerial vehicles (or ‘drones’) (42–44),
Earth-orbiting satellites (20, 45, 46) and even the Interna-
tional Space Station (47). In particular, satellites provide our
only view of the global scale of the problem of light pollu-
tion (1, 2). Remote sensing platforms closer to the Earth’s
surface, mentioned above, offer more detailed information at
finer spatial scales and over longer time periods.

Figure 2 shows a global map of night lights made from
satellite remote sensing observations (48). This is a compos-
ite image composed of observations of Earth made over many
nights in one year. It gives the appearance of our planet as if it
were simultaneously night everywhere at once. It also ensures
that the result does not include clouds or light from the au-
rora near the Earth’s poles. The camera used to make this map
uses a sensitive detector that records faint light in the visible
spectrum. It can resolve features on Earth smaller than one
kilometer in size. This is smaller than the size of most cities,
so the images give detailed information about the number and
characteristics of various light sources on the ground. Images
like these dating from as early as the 1970s are available to
the public and for scientific study (49).

In recent years, researchers have learned much about the
spread of light pollution across the globe by studying remote
sensing data. They found that skyglow fouls the night sky
for more than 80% of all people and more than 99% of the
U.S. and European populations (1). ALAN now reaches even
into remote parts of the world such as the Arctic (50, 51).

Both the amount of artificial light seen on Earth at
night and the land area that light covers grew by about two
percent each year on average during the first half of the
2010s. (Figure 3). Yet, both numbers vary significantly across
our planet (52). There are only a few countries in which they
seem to be either stable or decreasing (2, 53).

Satellite remote sensing used to make studies like these
is not perfect. For example, scattered light (54) and varying

atmospheric conditions (55) can adversely affect their mea-
surements. Also, insufficient color information on outdoor
lighting is identified as a problem (56). The best available
satellite cameras are not sensitive to some colors of light. In
particular, some do not see the blue light emitted by white
LED lighting. This means that key light pollution indicators
are probably underestimated. Ground-based visual estimates
of night sky brightness support this hypothesis. These in-
dicators increased on a global average basis by about 10%
per year between 2011-2022 (Figure 4) (4). There are also
other concerns related to the accuracy of satellite data used
in these studies. These include the angle at which satellites
sense lights (57) and the time of night satellites pass over
cities (58).

Combining satellite data with ground-based observations
can improve the reliability of results (59, 60). But the need
for new, dedicated orbital facilities to address important re-
search questions is urgent (61, 62). This is especially true
given that some Earth-observing satellite missions, such as
NASA’s Terra, are slated to end in coming years.

Environmental conditions change night sky quality
Cloudy conditions tend to make skyglow more intense in ur-
ban and suburban areas. This is because overcast nights can
increase the intensity of light reflected back down to ground
level by up to ten times (63, 64). However, in rural areas
with few light sources, cloud cover tends to darken the night
sky (65). This is because clouds efficiently absorb and scat-
ter light from both natural and artificial sources, decreasing
the amount reaching the ground. Skyglow is also sensitive to
very small particles in the air (66), and it can be increased by
air pollution (67, 68). ALAN itself may also interact or in-
terfere with the chemistry of gasses in the lower atmosphere,
potentially degrading air quality (69–72).

Ice and snow make skyglow worse because they reflect
much more light than darker ground covers. This enhances
the apparent nighttime light emissions from cities (73). Snow
cover on the ground under clear-sky conditions can increase
night sky brightness by up to three times (74). When clouds
cover the sky in the winter months, light reflected from both
snow and clouds “amplifies” skyglow. The result can raise
night sky brightness by over 3500 times compared to overcast
conditions with no artificial light (75). Even in clear weather,
the tendency of ground covers like asphalt and concrete to
reflect light can raise night sky brightness (76, 77).

The rise of solid-state lighting may threaten dark skies
Global light pollution has increased in recent years in part be-
cause of the introduction of solid-state lighting (SSL). This
kind of lighting uses semiconductor materials to generate
light. It differs from earlier technologies that used electric
currents in tubes of gasses like high pressure sodium, mer-
cury vapor or metal halide. Those earlier light sources once
dominated the global outdoor lighting market.
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Figure 2. A cloud-free composite image of the Earth at night made using Earth-orbiting satellite data for the year 2016. Credit: NASA Earth Observatory/Goddard Space
Flight Center/J. Stevens/M. Román (public domain).

Figure 3. This figure from reference (2) shows how nighttime lights on Earth changed during 2012-2016. The map on the left shows the change in the land area showing
indications of artificial light as seen from space, and the map on the right shows how much the brightness of the light changed. Red colors mean increases in lit area
and/or brightness during the study period and blue colors mean decreases. Yellow areas were unchanged. This image is reproduced under a Creative Commons Attribution-
NonCommercial 2.0 Generic license.

The most familiar kind of SSL technology is the white
light-emitting diode, or LED. This technology now accounts
for almost 50% of global lighting sales (78). The lighting
market’s explosive growth in recent years is due in part to
the exceptional energy efficiency of SSL, which is up to ten
times higher than earlier technologies like incandescent fila-
ment lamps. While one-for-one SSL replacements save en-
ergy compared to earlier technologies (with beneficial im-
pacts; see Section 5), the energy efficiency and low cost of
SSL can encourage over-lighting (with negative impacts; see

Sections 2, 3, and 5). In order to achieve the full promise of
SSL, factors such as the spectrum and distribution of the light
source should be carefully designed (79).

The rapid rush to adopt and install SSL has changed the
color of artificial light emitted into the nighttime environ-
ment (80, 81). White LED lighting generally emits much
more short-wavelength (i.e., blue) light than other technolo-
gies. This causes a shift in the color of cities as they transition
to SSL (82). It may also make skyglow over cities worse even
when the number of lumens – that is, the amount of light to
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Figure 4. The relationship between naked-eye limiting magnitude (NELM), a measure of the number of visible stars in the night sky, and the brightness of the night sky (‘Sky
Brightness Factor’) from citizen science observations obtained between 2011 and 2021. Larger NELM values mean that more stars are visible. Points are observations in the
years 2011 (green squares) and 2021 (blue triangles) as well as the average of all years (gray circles). Adapted from Figure 1 in (4) and reproduced with the permission of
the authors.

which the human eye is sensitive – used is the same (83–
86). This may extend the impact of city lights much farther
into adjacent, ecologically sensitive areas (87, 88). It also
specifically threatens the productivity of ground-based astro-
nomical observatories (23, 89, 90), which rely on sites with
dark night skies in order to produce new knowledge about
our universe. However, the characteristics of LED lighting
can enable its more efficient use, often requiring less light for
the same applications than previous technologies (91). When
cities plan LED retrofits carefully, they can hold light pollu-
tion steady or even reduce it (92–94).

Dark-sky conservation and astrotourism
Meanwhile, the ongoing conversion of world outdoor light-
ing to SSL, and its potential to increase skyglow, may work
against dark-sky landscape conservation goals. Public in-
terest in visiting naturally dark places is increasing (95,
96). This has created a new kind of “astrotourism” (97, 98)
with significant revenue-generating potential (99). This may
(or may not) in turn encourage lighting practices and public
policies that protect night skies (100–102). It also calls into
question what defines a “dark sky” (103) and how it should
be quantified (104, 105). It also requires understanding how
to measure or describe nighttime darkness to best preserve
it (22, 106). Limited evidence suggests that efforts that rec-

ognize the value of dark skies and support their conservation
may have positive benefits in reducing skyglow on regional
scales (107).

2 Ecological Impacts
ALAN exposure affects almost every species studied by scien-
tists. It interferes with their biology and changes how they in-
teract with the environment. This harms ecosystems and can
make plants and animals less resilient in the face of environ-
mental change.

Organisms at or near the surface of the Earth experience
natural levels of light that vary by a factor of over one bil-
lion (Figure 5). The rising and setting of the Sun and Moon
set light levels and the timing and duration of light expo-
sure. They are the most important sources of light in the nat-
ural environment, and they establish cues that species look
for around them. This tells them when to engage in certain
behaviors like finding food and mates.

Some species rely on very dim sources of natural
light, such as starlight, for orientation and navigation (109,
110). Artificial light can disrupt the activities of these
species (111). Their behaviors evolved over billions of years
in the presence of only natural sources of light at night.
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Figure 5. Natural illumination during the day and at night. The solid black line is the amount of light falling on surfaces near the ground. Certain times are indicated: SS =
sunset (when the Sun’s angle above the horizon reaches 0◦); CT = end of civil twilight (Sun angle = −6◦); NT = end of nautical twilight (Sun angle = −12◦); AT = end of
astronomical twilight (Sun angle = −18◦). Note that the increments on the vertical axis increase in factors of ten. The horizontal axis shows the Sun’s angle above or below
the horizon. Dotted lines show the illumination by the Moon for its full and quarter phases. Cloud cover decreases the ground brightness by the amount in the shaded region
at upper left. The shaded region at lower right is the contribution from starlight under clear skies. Adapted from (108); figure courtesy of T. Longcore.

The scale of ALAN impacts on wildlife
Scientists have studied at least 160 species for effects due to
ALAN exposure. They have observed harms at levels from
individual plants and animals all the way up to entire pop-
ulations (112–115). Nearly all living things react to artifi-
cial light. Effects have been seen among birds (116–119);
fishes (120); mammals (121–123); reptiles (124–126); am-
phibians (127–129); insects and other invertebrates (130–
133); mollusks (134, 135); plankton (136, 137); microor-
ganisms (138, 139) and plants (140–143). Effects are seen
particularly in aquatic environments (144, 145) including
the world’s oceans (146–150) to depths of hundreds of me-
ters (151).

The presence of ALAN disrupts natural light intensity,
its timing and color characteristics (152). It increases total
light intensity relative to natural levels and tends to shift
the spectrum of ambient light away from its natural con-
dition (153). Poorly timed light exposure interrupts vari-
ous biological activities in plants and animals (154). These
activities rely on the daily and seasonal rhythms of expo-
sure to light in the environment. Examples include find-
ing food (155–158); the time at which certain animals first
emerge from their hiding places (159, 160); plant and animal
reproduction (121, 161–163); sequencing of seasonal events

in plants (164); and animal migration (165, 166) and commu-
nication (167–169). All these effects can make it difficult for
organisms to survive and reproduce (170). It may even influ-
ence how species adapt and evolve (171–174). This adds to
other environmental pressures many species face like habitat
loss and climate change (175–177).

Artificial light exposure seems to weaken the immune
systems of some organisms (178–180). It can make them
less resilient in the face of environmental stress (181,
182). Parents may pass that weakness to their offspring (183,
184). ALAN exposure may thus leave some species more
vulnerable to both predators (185, 186) and parasites (187,
188). Researchers also find that light exposure often occurs
alongside noise caused by human activity (189). The com-
bination of artificial light and noise can further harm some
species (190–193).

How light affects biology
Light has two kinds of effects on plants and animals: inter-
nal (through physiology) and external (through interactions
with the environment and with other species). Physiologi-
cal effects of ALAN exposure include disruption of normal
chemical signaling in organisms (195, 196). This signaling
relates to the circadian rhythm, a roughly 24-hour cycle of
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Figure 6. Routes by which ALAN exposure can influence interactions between different species. The figure shows some of the ecological consequences of those interac-
tions. Figure 7 in (194), reproduced under a Creative Commons Attribution 3.0 Unported license.

activity tied to the length of the day. Exposure to sunlight,
followed by many hours of darkness, establishes an environ-
mental cue. This helps ‘entrain’ the circadian rhythm when
the period of the rhythm differs from the day length. Arti-
ficial light exposure at times that conflict with these natural
cues can interfere with this entrainment.

In addition, some species show sensitivity to the polar-
ization of light (197–199). Polarization refers to the plane in
which light waves travel. Light can become polarized by re-
flection from surfaces such as water, which presents a special
challenge to aquatic species near sources of ALAN (200–
202). ALAN can pollute the polarization signal of natural
light sources (203), which may confuse some animals. The
example of polarization effects shows that when evaluating
the impact of ALAN on wildlife, we must look at factors in
addition to the intensity, spectrum, duration and timing of
light exposure (204, 205).

Modifying outdoor spaces at night by exposing species
to artificial light causes environmental effects (6). There are
few sources of natural light in the nocturnal environment
besides the Moon and stars (22). This light dominated the
landscape for billions of years until the invention of electric
light. ALAN can therefore be a disadvantage to species that
evolved in a world without it. It thus represents an emergent
pressure on populations and communities of species (206–
208).

The sweeping changes brought about by ALAN have
many observed effects on ecosystems (Figure 6) (194,
210). For instance, ALAN exposure can change the in-
teraction between predatory species and their prey (Fig-
ure 7) (211–214). This weakens food webs (215, 216)
and can make wildlife susceptible to other environmental
harms (217–219). Other ways ALAN harms species are by
reducing options for finding food (155, 156, 220) and alter-
ing how individuals find mates and reproduce (221–224).

ALAN can create an effective barrier in the environ-
ment to the movement of organisms. It interferes with or-
ganisms’ abilities to orient themselves and move about (118,
225, 226). ALAN also alters the competition for resources

Figure 7. A cartoon representation showing how ALAN exposure can make prey
species more vulnerable to predators in the wild. In lab tests of rodents, ALAN
interferes with signaling processes beginning in the brain’s pineal gland. This in-
terference apparently decreases anxiety responses, such as activity in open areas
and behaviors like standing up on the hind legs, that could increase their visibility to
predators. Figure 1 from (209), reproduced with permission of the authors.

between species by either including species in, or exclud-
ing them from, their habitats based on their exposure toler-
ance (227–229). Animals sometimes avoid lit areas in pref-
erence to darker ones (230), and ALAN can disguise barri-
ers that can injure or kill individuals (231, 232). It can also
cause phototaxis, a condition in which organisms tend to
move either toward light (positive phototaxis) (219, 233, 234)
or away from light (negative phototaxis) (235, 236). Photo-
taxis is a cause of injury and death among both birds and
insects (237–239).

ALAN is one of the most pressing and imminent
threats to global biodiversity (240–242). Studies suggest
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clear impacts on wildlife populations due to artificial light,
even from indirect exposures (243). In particular, certain
types of outdoor lighting adversely affect wildlife biol-
ogy (244). In some cases lighting may convey advantages to
invasive species (245, 246), helping them out-compete na-
tive species. In others, light pollution combines with other
kinds of environmental changes to yield greater harm to
species (247).

Yet biological impacts of artificial light sources are still
mainly referenced to human vision. Our understanding of
the impact of artificial light on species beyond our own
is therefore hindered by the convention of measuring light
in reference to human vision. Scientists stress the need to
take into account the different visual systems of animals
in comparison to humans (153, 248). Researchers have fur-
ther called for ecology considerations in outdoor lighting de-
sign (249) and a “dark infrastructure” to preserve species
diversity (250). Early experiments with improved outdoor
lighting design to increase the ecological availability of dark-
ness show promising results (251). Such experiments can also
suggest improvements to outdoor lighting design and opera-
tion intended to reduce the impact of ALAN on species. (252)
But it remains the case that there is no source of ALAN
that is entirely safe for wildlife (253). And we do not know
if ‘sustainable’ lighting practices actually reduce harm to
wildlife (254).

ALAN is likely responsible for the death of millions of
birds and insects each year. In the following subsections, we
focus on these two classes of animals.

Migratory birds
Although most migrating birds navigate by sensing the
Earth’s magnetic field (255), many species also rely on
light cues in the environment. Some use these cues to ‘cal-
ibrate’ their magnetic sensitivity (256, 257). Artificial light
exposure interferes with this behavior, with red light poten-
tially disrupting their magnetic orientation more than blue
light (258, 259).

Positive phototaxis is of particular concern for the conser-
vation of migrating birds. Bright lighting in cities can become
a beacon to some species, drawing them away from their mi-
gratory routes (260, 261). Fixtures emitting light vertically
seem to have the strongest effect (262), but even ‘dark sky
friendly’ lighting attracts birds at night (263). The attraction
to light can become lethal as it promotes collisions between
birds and windows (264). And birds drawn off their migra-
tory routes and into cities by ALAN suffer higher exposure
to harmful air pollution (265, 266).

ALAN can negatively affect the distribution of birds at
points along migratory routes where birds stop to rest and
feed (267). The presence of lit cities along those routes causes
birds to fly higher than in more rural areas (268). Very bright
lighting can attract so many birds that weather radar instal-
lations can detect them (261). This fact is now used to mea-

sure the extent of attraction of birds to bright light sources on
landscape scales. Researchers find that periodically switching
powerful light sources off during the night can reduce this ef-
fect by providing opportunities for birds trapped by positive
phototaxis to escape (269).

Pollinating insects
Ecologists have studied the role that various species play in
providing what are now called ‘ecosystem services’. These
are benefits that humans receive from the natural envi-
ronment. An example of an ecosystem service that is
critical to human wellbeing is the pollination of food
crops by insects. Many of these insects are only active at
night (270). Some species seem to pollinate only under con-
ditions of dim, natural light such as moonlight (271). ALAN
can cause changes in insect movement and make species
more vulnerable to predators (272). ALAN can therefore di-
minish the economic value of their ecosystem services (273).

ALAN appears to harm at least some nocturnal pollinator
species (274–278), leading to a possible loss of species di-
versity (279). This in turn could reduce crop yields (280) and
threaten food supplies in some instances (281). It may even
contribute to significant population declines among pollina-
tors that some have called the ‘insect apocalypse’ (282–284).

Researchers find effects from many types of outdoor
lighting, including common applications such as street light-
ing (285, 286). In at least some cases, light color may disrupt
nocturnal pollination (287). While some pollinators may sim-
ply seek out darker places, they may find conditions there less
suitable (288). Further work is needed to firmly establish the
importance of the threat and which lighting changes make the
greatest improvements for pollinators.

3 Human Health
Scientific evidence establishes a link between ALAN expo-
sure and adverse human health consequences. These include
disruptions in chemical signaling in the body, certain kinds
of changes at the genetic level, and shifts in sleep/wake cy-
cles set by natural light sources. These effects may contribute
to the incidence of certain chronic diseases in some peo-
ple. These conclusions are largely drawn from controlled
studies of exposures to indoor lighting, suggesting caution
in interpreting the influence of outdoor lighting on health.

The light-melatonin connection
The precise relationship between outdoor ALAN exposure
and human health and wellbeing is controversial. Replicating
urban environments and using human participants is difficult
to achieve in practice. This leads researchers to rely on lab
studies carried out on certain animals, such as mice and rats,
which serve as well-understood models of biology in mam-
mals generally. In these studies, ALAN exposure has effects
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on the entire life cycle, from childhood (289–291) and ado-
lescence (292–294) to old age (295–297).

In particular, these effects seem to result from short-
wavelength (“blue”) light. While exposure to blue light dur-
ing the day is important for healthy circadian function-
ing (298), exposure to this light at night can disrupt the cir-
cadian rhythm. This can affect everything from the timing
of hormone release in the body (299) to the duration and
quality of our sleep (300, 301), increasing systemic inflam-
mation (302, 303) and potentially resulting in adverse health
outcomes (304, 305). The significance of these effects de-
pends on the intensity of light, the proportion of blue light,
and the timing and duration of the exposure. Research now
points to lighting approaches that can reduce the impact of
ALAN on circadian rhythms (306).

Exposure to light at inappropriate times during the
24-hour day delays or prevents the secretion of mela-
tonin (307). This powerful antioxidant is a hormone that in-
teracts with the immune system (180, 308). Low-intensity ar-
tificial light can suppress melatonin production (309). As lit-
tle as 5 lux of light can yield this effect in some particularly
sensitive people (310, 311) 5 lux is about 50 times brighter
than full moonlight and 100 times less intense than the
amount of light in a bright indoor office environment. In an-
other study performed under various recommended roadway
lighting exposures the spectrum of the light source yielded no
apparent impact on melatonin levels in the saliva of healthy
subjects (312). Other studies looking at the effect of ALAN
exposure from viewing electronic screens at night have found
that delayed melatonin secretion has only minor influence on
sleep onset latency, with a more significant effect attributed
to an emotional need for connection through device “screen
time” (313). More research is required to determine quantita-
tive exposures to ALAN that might result in negative health
outcomes.

The production of melatonin varies over the 24-hour
day. Researchers guessed that there must be some way by
which the body senses light in the environment. They sus-
pected that it might not relate to our image-forming sense of
sight. In 2001, Professor George Brainard and his co-workers
discovered the missing piece of the puzzle. They found ev-
idence for chemical machinery in light-sensitive cells in the
retina of the eye that couples light exposure to the system reg-
ulating the circadian rhythm (314). This machinery involves
a substance called melanopsin that is very sensitive to blue
light (315).

Melanopsin is produced in specialized cells called intrin-
sically photosensitive retinal ganglion cells (316). These
cells are particularly sensitive to blue light and send signals
to the master circadian “clock” in the brain. This establishes a
timing reference for other such ‘clocks’ in various organs and
systems of the body (Figure 8). Those clocks in turn govern
various biological activities (317, 318). Exposure to ALAN
can cause the master clock to go out of sync with the natu-

Figure 8. A cartoon representation of how the human body regulates the circadian
rhythm. The system of internal “clocks” (inside the blue ring) is designated “A”, and
external influences that affect the clocks are labeled “B”. In A, the master clock in the
brain is set by exposure to light. The brain in turn sets peripheral clocks in various
organs through nervous and endocrine signals. External factors (B), which include
metabolic signals, can further manipulate the peripheral clocks. Figure 2 in (305),
reproduced under a Creative Commons Attribution-NonCommercial-NoDerivatives
4.0 license.

ral light pattern of the 24-hour day (319). The consequences
of such resets are still not fully understood. And some of the
peripheral clocks seem to be sensitive to light on their own,
independent of the brain (320).

Further, it is now recognized that light exposure makes
changes at the level of our genetic code. While it is not known
to alter our DNA, the molecule that spells out that code, light
can cause “epigenetic” changes in humans (321, 322). These
changes switch genes “on” or “off”, altering their normal
roles. Some of those genes relate to the function of our cir-
cadian clocks. Epigenetic changes to those genes appear to
increase the risks of certain cancers (323), particularly breast
cancer (324, 325).

The consequences of frequent ALAN exposure
Exposure to ALAN plays an important and complex role
in human biology and behavior (326). Even relatively brief
exposures during certain phases of sleep can produce mea-
surable effects (327). Frequent exposure to excessive light
at night may be an emerging lifestyle risk along with other
factors associated with shift work, contributing to various
health problems (328). These include obesity (329–331); di-
abetes (332–334); cardiovascular disease (335, 336); eye-
sight deterioration (337, 338); impaired fertility (339–341);
endocrine disorders (342); allegic diseases (343); and cer-
tain cancers (344–347) such as those of the breast (348–350),
lung (351), thyroid (352), prostate (353–355) and skin (356).

ALAN exposure also seems to promote the more aggres-
sive spread of some types of cancer (357). It can make cancer
resistant to even the best available drug therapies (358) and
weaken the body’s self-repair mechanisms (359). ALAN can
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Figure 9. Time-location profiles of 12,776 adult survey respondents in Seoul, South Korea, from 2004 to 2022. The curves show the percentage of respondents reporting
being indoors in residential (A) and non-residential (B) settings at the indicated times. During the overnight hours, occupation of indoor spaces nears 100%. Figure 1 in (414),
reproduced under a Creative Commons Attribution 4.0 International license.

also combine with other environmental influences such as air
pollution to increase the incidence of disease (360).

Some studies find strong correlations between indica-
tions of ALAN from satellite data and the incidence of can-
cer (361–363) and diabetes (364), suggesting outdoor light
exposure as an influence. Yet critics point out the reliance on
the use of satellite data to predict disease-related ALAN ex-
posures (365). This may make study results less reliable be-
cause satellite measurements are only crude estimates of the
actual doses of ALAN from outdoor sources. Other studies
find little or no evidence for a connection between outdoor
ALAN exposure and cancer (366–368). In some cases, ap-
parent effects may be coincidental (369).

A more common way that ALAN exposure triggers ef-
fects in humans is by causing insomnia (370, 371). Melatonin
production and cycles of sleep and wakefulness follow each
other. Chronic ALAN exposure associated with shift work
can cause these two cycles to decouple (372). The result is
often poor quality sleep and low sleep duration (373). Many
social and health consequences are associated with frequent
insomnia (374, 375), posing a threat to both public health
and worker safety and productivity (376, 377). Appropriate
management of nighttime light exposure in workplace envi-
ronments may reduce these effects (378).

Influences on health outcomes
Health practitioners now recognize the roles that light and
darkness play in healing. ALAN exposure is a predictor
of mortality from all causes (379). It can delay or prevent
recovery from stroke (380, 381), hardening of the arter-
ies (382), skin wounds (383), and whole-body inflamma-
tion (384, 385). Controlling ALAN exposures in places like
hospitals results in better health outcomes (386–388), sug-
gesting a need for more focused lighting design in healthcare
facilities (389). The growth of outdoor lighting may be en-

couraging the spread of communicable diseases (390, 391). It
may also create conditions for new and devastating diseases,
such as COVID-19, to emerge (392, 393).

Other studies identify ALAN as an influence on the pro-
cess of normal aging (394). Nighttime light exposure and
frequent disruption of the circadian rhythm relate to mental
illness (395–400), improper signaling between nerves (401),
and the onset of both dementia (402–404) and Alzheimer’s
disease (405, 406). It may also play a role in the incidence
of autism (407, 408). Babies born to some pregnant women
exposed to ALAN suffer from certain developmental de-
fects (409, 410). On the other hand, limiting nighttime light
exposure helps maintain a normal circadian rhythm. It can
ward off some abnormalities that may lead to disease (411).

While we understand much about how ALAN interacts
with our health, our knowledge is incomplete. It is not possi-
ble now to directly connect outdoor light at night exposure
to the incidence of disease in individual people. Many of
the above-referenced studies were performed under indoor
lighting conditions. Most people in industrialized economies
spend the majority of their nighttime hours indoors (Fig-
ure 9) (412–414), where ALAN exposure is much higher than
in outdoor settings. For this reason it is recommended that in-
door light exposure at night be minimized.

4 Public Safety
The belief that outdoor lighting improves traffic safety and
discourages or prevents crime is common. It may explain in
part the rapid growth in the use of outdoor light at night in
recent years and decades. There are cases where the care-
ful application of outdoor lighting may improve nighttime
safety, but there is no general benefit supported by scientific
evidence.
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Traffic and pedestrian safety
There are many conflicting research results on this
topic. Some studies find that adding lighting to outdoor
spaces reduces road collisions (415, 416) and even recom-
mend particular illumination levels based on the results of
field experiments (417). Others find no effect at all (418,
419), or unclear results (420, 421). Some researchers ask
whether reducing outdoor lighting in areas prone to traf-
fic accidents leads to poorer outcomes. Little evidence has
emerged to support this hypothesis (422).

Traffic studies are challenging to design and are there-
fore subject to criticism (423). In particular, it is difficult to
properly account for all the variables that might alter the re-
sults. For example, a road safety study about lighting might
fail to account for changing traffic volume throughout the
night. Some variables may have a stronger influence on the
observations than lighting changes. Sometimes subtle effects
that add up to important results. It can be easy to assign re-
sponsibility to lighting even though it actually contributed
very little. As a result, many of the claims about outdoor
lighting and its impact on traffic safety – for better or worse
– may be fundamentally wrong (424, 425).

Researchers have not been able to predictively model the
way outdoor lighting might affect safety and security. This
is one reason why it is difficult to establish the significance
of lighting in studies. There is no clearly known “dose-
response” relationship that may predict appropriate lighting
levels (426). In other words, even if lighting influences out-
comes, scientists can’t determine how much light is required.

International lighting standards often do not clearly es-
tablish benchmarks for the amount of light at night that
drivers and pedestrians need on the basis of scientific evi-
dence (427). There are only a few instances in which the is-
sue has been rigorously studied, e.g., (91), and it is unclear
whether the results are universally applicable. Decision mak-
ers, from elected officials to lighting designers, often substi-
tute their intuition when guidance is lacking. In a belief that
more of something is always better, they often specify too
much light relative to actual needs.

Automotive lighting
No one doubts that automotive lighting has clear public safety
benefits, but this kind of lighting may itself be the source
of objectionable light pollution. There is little evidence to
date on the contribution of automobile lights to light pol-
lution. Some early work suggests that the impact is not
small (31, 428, 429). Many expect autonomous (self-driving)
vehicles to become common in coming decades. Researchers
are only beginning to study what this means in terms of re-
ducing the need for roadway lighting in the future (430).

Crime deterrence
As with road safety, the influence of outdoor light at night on
crime is mixed. Some of the same studies that looked at light-

Figure 10. Perceived “feelings of safety” (FoS) at various brightness levels of neigh-
borhood outdoor spaces in three Israeli cities. These results suggest that the most
effective application of light in improving FoS is adding small amounts to previously
dark places. Increasing light levels beyond this threshold may result only in a minor
improvement in FoS levels. Figure 7 in (438), reproduced with permission of the
authors.

ing and traffic/pedestrian safety also considered nighttime
crime incidence. Certain studies reported crime reduction
when lighting is added to outdoor spaces (431, 432). Others
find either a negative effect (433, 434), no effect (435, 436),
or mixed results (437).

Along the same lines as whether reducing roadway light-
ing leads to unsafe conditions, some studies ask if reduc-
ing street lighting increases crime. Limited research in the
U.K. found no evident connection between part-night dim-
ming of street lighting and any uptick in crime in the study
areas (422). Like traffic and lighting studies, designing and
conducting well-controlled experiments having to do with
crime is difficult.

The amount of light used in outdoor spaces at night may
not reflect public expectations for feelings of safety and com-
fort (438, 439) (Figure 10), and artificial light itself may in-
fluence the human perception of fear (440). In some cases,
over-lighting can itself become the source of safety haz-
ards (441). Some studies find diminishing returns in terms of
the public perception of the safety of outdoor spaces at night
as light levels increase (Figure 10) (438). However, properly
designed lighting can reduce light pollution and save energy
without compromising public feelings of safety in outdoor
spaces at night (442, 443). Comprehensive strategies that do
not focus solely on illumination levels may in fact yield the
best results (444).

The hazards of glare
Glare from bright artificial light sources is a particular con-
cern for nighttime safety. It results from intense light rays en-
tering the eye directly from a source. Some of that light scat-
ters inside the observer’s eye, reducing the contrast between
foreground and background. This effect makes it difficult to
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see objects as distinct from what surrounds them.
Glare reduces the visibility of objects at night for mo-

torists, pedestrians and bicyclists. Although some older ob-
servers report stronger sensations of glare from certain
sources, it seems to affect people of all ages (445). Some
modern lighting sources like LED can make glare worse by
emitting considerable light at very shallow downward an-
gles (30) and also by using non-uniform light sources with
insufficient optical diffusion (446).

The perception of glare seems to vary with the wave-
length of light involved. In general, short-wavelength (‘cool’)
light causes stronger glare than long-wavelength (‘warm’)
light (447). Observers report that it takes about the same
amount of time to recover from glare exposure no matter the
color of light (448). The severity of glare appears to relate
more to the ‘dose’ (light intensity times exposure duration)
rather than to the color (447). If the background surround-
ing a glare source is higher in luminance, its perceived in-
tensity is lower; for instance, car headlights are often seen as
glare sources at night but not during the day. Warmer light
backgrounds reduce perceived glare more than cooler back-
grounds (449).

5 Energy Use and Climate Change
Wasted outdoor light at night is wasted energy. The world
remains highly dependent on fossil fuels to generate electric-
ity. Since light pollution represents a waste of energy, it also
contributes directly to climate change.

Light and global energy demand
Electricity used to power outdoor lighting once accounted
for about 1.5% of global power consumption (450–452). Re-
searchers hypothesized that the introduction of energy-
efficient solid-state lighting would reduce this consump-
tion. Many governments rushed to deploy the new technology
in the past 15 years. As the price of SSL products declined,
the adoption rate increased. The motivations for this included
reduced cost of operation and meeting the requirements of
“green” policies.

At first glance, the high energy efficiency of SSL seems
to be good for the environment. For example, the United Na-
tions Environment Programme estimates that a transition to
energy efficient lighting would reduce global electricity de-
mand for lighting by 30–40% by 2030 (453). The rapid adop-
tion of SSL may, however, unintentionally worsen the prob-
lem of light pollution. SSL makes outdoor light less expen-
sive and more convenient to consume. In turn, cheaper light
may cause the use of more and brighter light at night where
it is not needed.

The “greenwashing” of solid-state lighting
As ALAN has become cheaper to produce, the world has con-
sumed more of it. In fact, humans now consume thousands

of times more lumens of light than they did in the historic
past (454). There are signs of what economists call a “re-
bound effect” in lighting. This is thought to result from the
improved energy efficiency and long lifetime of SSL prod-
ucts. In such conditions, increased consumption of light at
night erodes away the expected savings in energy use and re-
duction of greenhouse gas emissions. Some researchers now
question whether SSL is truly “sustainable” lighting (455).

By the mid-2010s, the average country’s annual eco-
nomic output was changing at a rate that matched that coun-
try’s increase in light at night consumption (2), although large
variations among countries existed. That observation sug-
gests that the cost savings from the switch to SSL went into
deploying new outdoor lighting. If true, it means that SSL
has not to date brought a reduction in world energy use. The
authors of the landmark 2017 study that made these findings
wrote that their results are “inconsistent with the hypothesis
of large reductions in global energy consumption for outdoor
lighting because of the introduction of solid-state lighting.”

Claims about the environmental benefits of SSL may be,
at best, overstated. Some researchers conclude from this that
a new definition of ‘efficiency’ is needed (30). It would con-
sider the total cost of outdoor light at night over the full
life cycle of outdoor lighting products and include factors
beyond just the cost of electricity, such as harm to the en-
vironment. Redefining efficiency in this way may help gov-
ernments make better decisions about outdoor lighting in the
future. It is furthermore unclear whether the root of the prob-
lem is in the technology itself or how it is applied, and hence
whether a shift in the ways in which SSL is deployed might
result in a different outcome.

The total cost of outdoor lighting
Solid-state lighting may not provide any meaningful environ-
mental benefits in terms of reducing carbon emissions. Real-
izing the promise of SSL requires rethinking how govern-
ments regulate outdoor lighting. Otherwise, SSL may well
make the problem of light pollution worse. Its impacts have
costs to the environment that cannot be measured in currency
alone.

The social and financial benefits of SSL seems to fade
if one considers the total environmental cost of lighting. For
example, one study of a SSL retrofit program in the United
States found a ten-year rate of return of +118.2% based
solely on savings due to reduced electricity consumption. Re-
searchers then adjusted the return for externalities such as
the social costs of poor health outcomes that may be related
to ALAN exposure and the benefit of avoided carbon emis-
sions. The resulting rate of return dropped to –146.2% (456).

SSL programs become less attractive when the negative
consequences of ALAN are included in return-on-investment
calculations. The jury remains out on the question of whether
SSL can deliver its promised environmental benefits without
a reduction in outdoor light consumption.
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6 Light and Social Justice
We know very little about how ALAN affects people in so-
cial contexts. Light at night may be used in ways that affect
neighborhoods according to the race of the people who live
in them. That may make light at night use a matter of social
and environmental justice.

We know little about the social implications of using out-
door light at night. Remote sensing of light at night from
space can show certain patterns of light use. These observa-
tions may reveal social inequities in other variables otherwise
unnoticed (457). Poor social outcomes may follow from the
application of outdoor light. Considerations include equity,
health outcomes, climate vulnerability, human rights, mobil-
ity barriers, and community cohesion (458, 459). These may
in part be the legacies of racist policies and practices in his-
torical times (460, 461). Past histories can even create envi-
ronmental “memory effects” (462), but observed disparities
in nighttime light exposure do not always affect underprivi-
leged or marginalized groups in particular (463). At the same
time, there is evidence that access to natural nighttime dark-
ness contributes positively to people’s sense of happiness and
wellbeing (464, 465).

Limited research to date on this topic looked at the so-
cial aspects of lighting in the U.S. only (466, 467). In one
study, researchers found that Americans of Asian, Hispanic
and Black descent tend to live in brighter neighborhoods
(Figure 11). In these areas, skyglow is about twice as high
as in predominantly white neighborhoods. They further note
that lower socioeconomic status is also associated with higher
nighttime light exposures. These conditions can add to other
social and environmental stressors such as poverty and expo-
sure to air and water pollution, affecting quality of life.

Figure 11. Average exposure to light pollution in the continental United States by
racial/ethnic group. The bars show population-weighted average zenith night sky
brightness levels in units of millicandelas per square meter. Adapted from Figure 4
in (466) and reproduced under the Fair Use doctrine.

Other approaches link light at night exposure to specific
health outcomes that may harm certain groups more than oth-
ers (468, 469). There are also limited results from established
fields such as environmental psychology (470–472). For in-
stance, “feelings of safety” can lead people to accept lower

lighting levels (473). Biased perceptions may drive the puni-
tive installation of lighting in certain neighborhoods. Further-
more, poorly designed outdoor lighting installations can dis-
advantage visually impaired pedestrians (474). These consid-
erations, and the health implications discussed in Section 3,
call for proactive attention to mitigating light pollution in ur-
ban environments (475).

Lastly, some scholars have criticized framing the idea of
“darkness” in terms of how outdoor light at night use can
affect marginalized people (476, 477). They argue that fail-
ing to learn from the lessons of environmental history may
result in simply repeating mistakes of the past. Closely re-
lated to this is the idea that light pollution is harmful to peo-
ple whose religious or cultural practices rely on access to the
night sky. The erasure of the stars from view due to skyglow
separates people from this resource (478). Some argue that, in
particular, it threatens Indigenous traditions and knowledge
systems based on accessibility of the natural night sky (479).

7 Space Light Pollution
The number of artificial satellites surrounding the Earth is in-
creasing rapidly. Satellites reflect sunlight to the ground and
change the appearance of the night sky. Because they raise
night sky brightness, they are a new kind of light pollution
threat.

Artificial satellites have orbited the Earth since the late
1950s. Until recently, they were not considered a source of
light pollution. That perception changed in May 2019, when
the launch of 60 satellites in the SpaceX “Starlink” project
ushered in a new era in the use of outer space (480). Private
commercial space companies have since announced plans
to launch about 100,000 new satellites. They intend the
satellites to expand broadband internet access around the
world. Yet, some researchers question whether satellites are
necessary to achieve this goal (481).

Satellites are increasingly considered an emerging form
of light pollution (482–484) that can diminish the value of
dark night skies (485–487). They impact the night sky in
two key ways. First, they reflect sunlight to the night side of
Earth. Illuminated satellites appear as bright, moving points
of light in the night sky (488). They can affect activities
of both amateur and professional astronomers alike (489–
492). Under certain conditions, transient “flares” from satel-
lites can surpass the brightest stars in the night sky (493). By
the late 2020s, hundreds of satellites may be visible to the un-
aided eye at any moment from a given location (494). There
are also reasons for concern over the broader impacts of the
full life cycle of space objects on both the Earth and space
environments (495–497).

Second, satellites can make the night sky itself
brighter (499) (Figure 12). This may be true even when ob-
servers do not see the individual satellites. As a form of

darksky.org | ALAN State of the Science 2025 | DOI 10.5281/zenodo.15492393 | 12

https://www.darksky.org/


Figure 12. A simulated view of the night sky showing the brightness attributable to
a population of 64,000 Earth-orbiting satellites. The view is centered on the zenith,
with the horizon running around the outer edge; circles centered on the zenith mark
lines of constant elevation above the horizon at 10◦, 20◦, 30◦ and 60◦. Warmer
colors indicate brighter parts of the sky. Unpublished results adapted from (498)
and reproduced with permission of the creators.

light pollution, it adds to the observed brightness of the night
sky along with skyglow caused by cities. Researchers esti-
mate that space objects may already raise night sky bright-
ness above natural light sources by as much as ten per-
cent (500). It may rival the influence of “terrestrial” light pol-
lution by 2030. Observers at high latitudes are thought to be
affected more than those in the tropics (501). Concerns are
now emerging about the effects of a new generation of very
large satellites used to relay radio signals to individual mobile
devices on the ground (502).

Astronomers and space industry officials began consulta-
tions soon after the first Starlink launch. Scientists suggested
reducing satellite brightnesses and limiting orbital altitudes to
reduce harm to their observations (503–505). Design changes
dimmed the Starlink satellites, but they still exceeded the tar-
get (506–510). Recent efforts emphasized the need to en-
gage industry and regulators with stakeholders beyond as-
tronomy (511–513). They also called for activism to halt fur-
ther damage to the night sky (514) and funding to study the
problem more and to create a central clearinghouse for infor-
mation (515).

Legal scholars increasingly view large satellite constel-
lations as a disrupting influence on the global space law or-
der (516, 517). Policy remedies proposed to date include the
reclassification of outer space as an ‘ecosystem’ subject to
environmental protections (518–521). Ensuring reasonable
access to space for commercial development is important, but
we do not yet understand how to do so while protecting the
night sky from the effects of satellites.

8 Knowledge Gaps and Research
Needs

While we have learned much about the effects and costs of
ALAN, there is also much we still do not know. Here we sum-
marize key research questions in the coming decade.

Interest in ALAN among researchers in all fields has
grown by leaps and bounds (522). The average number of
scientific papers published each year has increased by over
1000% since 2000. Methods required to answer particular
questions increasingly span many different disciplines (523,
524), and the emergence of ‘night studies’ as its own research
field prove that the subject is rapidly maturing (525).

The state of the science summarized in this report leads
to identifying important topics for future research:

The Night Sky
• What drives increasing ALAN emissions around the

world?

• How is night sky brightness around the world changing
on regional scales?

• How bright is the night sky worldwide on cloudy
nights?

• Which lighting interventions are most effective in re-
ducing skyglow?

• Does the rising popularity of astrotourism help or harm
efforts to protect dark skies?

Ecological Impacts
• What are the sensitivity thresholds and spectral con-

tents at which different ALAN impacts occur for dif-
ferent species?

• Does skyglow in particular affect many or most plant
and animal species? Does it impact entire ecosystems?

• What are the long-term ecological consequences of
light pollution?

• How does ALAN contribute to species population de-
cline or extinction?

• To what extent is ALAN responsible for observed de-
clines in insect populations?

Human Health
• Does exposure to ALAN in specifically outdoor spaces

affect human health in any way?

• Does outdoor light at night entering indoor spaces af-
fect sleep and health?
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• Are the observed relationships between remotely
sensed outdoor light at night and health the result of
cause and effect?

• Is ALAN exposure from outdoor lighting undercutting
the efficacy of newer pharmaceutical therapies, e.g.,
‘biologics’ that target the immune system to fight can-
cer?

• Are ALAN studies in model organisms broadly repli-
cable in human subjects?

Public Safety
• How does outdoor light at night relate to traffic safety?

• How does it relate to both violent crime and property
crime?

• Can we design better experiments to answer these
questions definitively?

• Which systematic effects and confounding factors con-
tribute most to uncertainties in ALAN/public safety re-
search?

• What are the characteristics of lights, such as intensity,
color, glare, and other design features, that achieve de-
sired safety results?

• How can the directionality, uniformity, controllability
and spectral tuning of LED lighting support actual and
perceived safety with minimally disruptive light lev-
els?

• By how much can roadway, street and area lighting be
dimmed during low-traffic times in a safe and legally
defensible manner?

Energy Use and Climate Change
• Has the ongoing global transition to solid-state lighting

had a net positive effect in terms of reducing electricity
consumption and the emission of greenhouse gases?

• What social, financial and environmental tradeoffs
have resulted from the LED lighting revolution?

• By how much does good lighting design lower electric
power consumption?

• As solid-state lighting approaches market saturation,
how effective are adaptive controls at reducing light at
night use?

• Given certain practical limitations, can we better quan-
tify the amount of carbon emissions associated with
outdoor lighting?

• Which lighting technologies, design practices and poli-
cies can reduce light pollution and electricity usage to
minimum safe levels?

Light and Social Justice
• How well does ALAN use match with indicators of

public health along racial and economic lines?

• If consistent disparities in the application of ALAN are
found, why do they exist?

• Which public policies are effective in reducing ALAN
exposures across different communities?

Space Light Pollution
• Are predictions about the contribution of satellites to

diffuse night sky brightness correct?

• How do night sky impacts vary according to the num-
bers of satellites, their orbital heights, and spatial dis-
tributions?

• Do large satellites providing Supplemental Coverage
from Space (SCS) service present special concerns?

• Is there a particular “carrying capacity” of satellites in
Low Earth Orbit?

• Are any satellite designs effective at reducing or elim-
inating their impacts on the visibility of the night sky?

• Which national and international legal mechanisms
may be brought to bear on the problem?

We also consider questions and topics that span more than
one field of ALAN research as well as the application of that
research itself:

Synthetic Research
• Can something like an environmental “safe exposure

threshold“ to ALAN be defined?

• Can luminaire design improvements increase the over-
all efficacy of outdoor lighting?

• How are various lighting metrics related? For example,
can we model skyglow based on broad collections of
luminance?

• How does air pollution interface with ALAN?

• How are some measures of ALAN such as skyglow
specifically related to a suite of undesired outcomes
(e.g., adverse ecological, health, or astronomical out-
comes)?

Applications of ALAN Research
• Are lighting practices implemented at the landscape

scale effective in rehabilitating ecologically sensitive
areas?

• Are they (also) effective in measurably reducing night-
sky brightness?

• Which interventions besides public policy are available
to mitigate the undesired consequences of ALAN?
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• Are social or financial incentives to reduce light pollu-
tion effective?

• What specific economic benefits does astrotourism
bring to communities?

• What measurable benefits do dark sky places receive?
What costs do they incur in managing their dark-sky
status?

• Which communities seek and obtain dark-sky designa-
tions and why?

Methodology
This report was compiled using as its main source the Artifi-
cial Light at Night Research Literature Database (ALANDB;
https://alandb.darksky.org/), a database of scientific literature
citations curated by experts in different fields of ALAN re-
search. We supplemented ALANDB with other online re-
sources such as Google Scholar (https://scholar.google.com/)
and PubMed (https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/).

We defined “scientific literature” as results subjected to
at least single-blind, external peer review and published in
what we believed to be reputable outlets. Both open-access
and non-open-access papers were considered. Where avail-
able, we considered post-publication metrics like citations in
deciding which sources to use. We state caveats and short-
comings about sources where we know of them.

Generally we did not consider technical reports, white
papers, theses and other sources that are sometimes collec-
tively referred to as “gray literature”. Future editions of the
report may be extended to include gray literature when there
is sufficient evidence of rigorous review, especially in cases
where there is very little or no information on a topic other-
wise available.

The original version of this report was prepared in 2022
by John Barentine, Ph.D. (Dark Sky Consulting, LLC). It
was externally reviewed by subject matter experts, whom we
thank for their comments that helped improve the result. As
a “living document”, it was updated in 2023-25 and will be
similarly updated in the future.
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B., Středová, H. and Mind’aš, J. Effects of light pollution on tree phenology in the urban
environment. Moravian Geographical Reports, 25(4):282–290, dec 2017. doi: 10.1515/
mgr-2017-0024.

141. Brelsford, C.C. and Robson, T.M. Blue light advances bud burst in branches of three
deciduous tree species under short-day conditions. Trees, 32(4):1157–1164, mar 2018.
doi: 10.1007/s00468-018-1684-1.

142. Dani, M., Molnár, P. and Skribanek, A. The sensitivity of herbaceous plants to light pollu-
tion. Acta Universitatis de Carolo Eszterházy Nominatae. Sectio Biologiae, 46:173–181,
2021. doi: 10.33041/actauniveszterhazybiol.2021.46.173.

143. Hou, Y., Li, J., Li, G. and Qi, W. Negative effects of urbanization on plants: A global meta-
analysis. Ecology and Evolution, 13(4), March 2023. ISSN 2045-7758. doi: 10.1002/ece3.
9894.

144. Khanduri, M. and Saxena, A. Ecological light pollution: Consequences for the aquatic
ecosystem. International Journal of Fisheries and Aquatic Studies, 8(3):1–5, 2020.

145. Hölker, F., Jechow, A., Schroer, S., Tockner, K. and Gessner, M.O. Light pollution of
freshwater ecosystems: principles, ecological impacts and remedies. Philosophical Trans-
actions of the Royal Society B: Biological Sciences, 378(1892), October 2023. ISSN 1471-
2970. doi: 10.1098/rstb.2022.0360.

146. Davies, T.W., McKee, D., Fishwick, J., Tidau, S. and Smyth, T. Biologically important
artificial light at night on the seafloor. Scientific Reports, 10(1), jul 2020. doi: 10.1038/
s41598-020-69461-6.

147. Tidau, S., Smyth, T., McKee, D., Wiedenmann, J., D’Angelo, C., Wilcockson, D., Ellison,
A., Grimmer, A.J., Jenkins, S.R., Widdicombe, S., Queirós, A.M., Talbot, E., Wright, A. and
Davies, T.W. Marine artificial light at night: An empirical and technical guide. Methods in
Ecology and Evolution, 12(9):1588–1601, jul 2021. doi: 10.1111/2041-210x.13653.

148. Fobert, E.K., Miller, C.R., Swearer, S.E. and Mayer-Pinto, M. The impacts of artificial light
at night on the ecology of temperate and tropical reefs. Philosophical Transactions of the
Royal Society B: Biological Sciences, 378(1892), October 2023. ISSN 1471-2970. doi:
10.1098/rstb.2022.0362.

149. Miller, C.R. and Rice, A.N. A synthesis of the risks of marine light pollution across organ-
ismal and ecological scales. Aquatic Conservation: Marine and Freshwater Ecosystems,
33(12):1590–1602, September 2023. ISSN 1099-0755. doi: 10.1002/aqc.4011.

150. Stanton, D.L. and Cowart, J.R. The effects of artificial light at night (alan) on the circadian
biology of marine animals. Frontiers in Marine Science, 11, February 2024. ISSN 2296-
7745. doi: 10.3389/fmars.2024.1372889.

151. Berge, J., Geoffroy, M., Daase, M., Cottier, F., Priou, P., Cohen, J.H., Johnsen, G., McKee,
D., Kostakis, I., Renaud, P.E., Vogedes, D., Anderson, P., Last, K.S. and Gauthier, S.
Artificial light during the polar night disrupts arctic fish and zooplankton behaviour down to
200 m depth. Communications Biology, 3(1), mar 2020. doi: 10.1038/s42003-020-0807-6.

152. Davies, T.W., Bennie, J., Inger, R., Ibarra, N.H. and Gaston, K.J. Artificial light pollution:
are shifting spectral signatures changing the balance of species interactions? Global
Change Biology, 19(5):1417–1423, mar 2013. doi: 10.1111/gcb.12166.

153. Longcore, T., Rodríguez, A., Witherington, B., Penniman, J.F., Herf, L. and Herf, M. Rapid
assessment of lamp spectrum to quantify ecological effects of light at night. Journal of
Experimental Zoology Part A: Ecological and Integrative Physiology, 329(8-9):511–521,
jun 2018. doi: 10.1002/jez.2184.

154. Svechkina, A., Portnov, B.A. and Trop, T. The impact of artificial light at night on human and
ecosystem health: a systematic literature review. Landscape Ecology, 35(8):1725–1742,
jun 2020. doi: 10.1007/s10980-020-01053-1.

155. Farnworth, B., Innes, J. and Waas, J.R. Converting predation cues into conservation tools:
The effect of light on mouse foraging behaviour. PLOS ONE, 11(1):e0145432, jan 2016.
doi: 10.1371/journal.pone.0145432.

156. Silva, A.D., Diez-Méndez, D. and Kempenaers, B. Effects of experimental night lighting
on the daily timing of winter foraging in common european songbirds. Journal of Avian
Biology, 48(6):862–871, apr 2017. doi: 10.1111/jav.01232.

157. Leveau, L.M. Artificial light at night (ALAN) is the main driver of nocturnal feral pigeon
(columba livia f. domestica) foraging in urban areas. Animals, 10(4):554, mar 2020. doi:
10.3390/ani10040554.

158. Tidau, S., Whittle, J., Jenkins, S.R. and Davies, T.W. Artificial light at night reverses
monthly foraging pattern under simulated moonlight. Biology Letters, 18(7), jul 2022. doi:
10.1098/rsbl.2022.0110.

159. Stone, E.L., Jones, G. and Harris, S. Street lighting disturbs commuting bats. Current
Biology, 19(13):1123–1127, jul 2009. doi: 10.1016/j.cub.2009.05.058.

160. Kurvers, R.H.J.M., Drägestein, J., Hölker, F., Jechow, A., Krause, J. and Bierbach, D.
Artificial light at night affects emergence from a refuge and space use in guppies. Scientific
Reports, 8(1), sep 2018. doi: 10.1038/s41598-018-32466-3.

161. Agarwal, N., Srivastava, S., Malik, S., Rani, S. and Kumar, V. Altered light conditions
during spring: effects on timing of migration and reproduction in migratory redheaded
bunting (emberiza bruniceps). Biological Rhythm Research, 46(5):647–657, may 2015.
doi: 10.1080/09291016.2015.1046245.

162. Tallec, T.L., Théry, M. and Perret, M. Melatonin concentrations and timing of seasonal re-
production in male mouse lemurs (microcebus murinus) exposed to light pollution. Journal
of Mammalogy, 97(3):753–760, jan 2016. doi: 10.1093/jmammal/gyw003.

163. Dominoni, D.M., Jensen, J.K., Jong, M., Visser, M.E. and Spoelstra, K. Artificial light at
night, in interaction with spring temperature, modulates timing of reproduction in a passer-
ine bird. Ecological Applications, 30(3), jan 2020. doi: 10.1002/eap.2062.

164. Meng, L., Zhou, Y., Román, M.O., Stokes, E.C., Wang, Z., Asrar, G.R., Mao, J.,
Richardson, A.D., Gu, L. and Wang, Y. Artificial light at night: an underappreciated
effect on phenology of deciduous woody plants. PNAS Nexus, 1(2), apr 2022. doi:
10.1093/pnasnexus/pgac046.

165. Torres, D., Tidau, S., Jenkins, S. and Davies, T. Artificial skyglow disrupts celestial migra-
tion at night. Current Biology, 30(12):R696–R697, jun 2020. doi: 10.1016/j.cub.2020.05.
002.

166. Horton, K.G., Buler, J.J., Anderson, S.J., Burt, C.S., Collins, A.C., Dokter, A.M., Guo,
F., Sheldon, D., Tomaszewska, M.A. and Henebry, G.M. Artificial light at night is a top
predictor of bird migration stopover density. Nature Communications, 14(1), December
2023. ISSN 2041-1723. doi: 10.1038/s41467-023-43046-z.

167. Geffen, K.G.V., Groot, A.T., Grunsven, R.H.A.V., Donners, M., Berendse, F. and
Veenedaal, E.M. Artificial night lighting disrupts sex pheromone in a noctuid moth. Eco-
logical Entomology, 40(4):401–408, apr 2015. doi: 10.1111/een.12202.

168. Borges, R.M. Dark matters: Challenges of nocturnal communication between plants and
animals in delivery of pollination services. Yale Journal of Biology and Medicine, 91:33–42,
2018.

169. Dickerson, A.L., Hall, M.L. and Jones, T.M. Effects of variation in natural and artificial light
at night on acoustic communication: a review and prospectus. Animal Behaviour, 198:
93–105, apr 2023. ISSN 0003-3472. doi: 10.1016/j.anbehav.2023.01.018.

170. Moralia, M.A., Quignon, C., Simonneaux, M. and Simonneaux, V. Environmental disruption
of reproductive rhythms. Frontiers in Neuroendocrinology, 66:100990, jul 2022. doi: 10.
1016/j.yfrne.2022.100990.

171. Hopkins, G.R., Gaston, K.J., Visser, M.E., Elgar, M.A. and Jones, T.M. Artificial light at
night as a driver of evolution across urban–rural landscapes. Frontiers in Ecology and the
Environment, 16(8):472–479, sep 2018. doi: 10.1002/fee.1828.

172. Keinath, S., Hölker, F., Müller, J. and Rödel, M.O. Impact of light pollution on moth mor-
phology–a 137-year study in germany. Basic and Applied Ecology, 56:1–10, nov 2021.
doi: 10.1016/j.baae.2021.05.004.

173. Alaasam, V.J., Hui, C., Lomas, J., Ferguson, S.M., Zhang, Y., Yim, W.C. and Ouyang, J.Q.
What happens when the lights are left on? transcriptomic and phenotypic habituation to
light pollution. iScience, 27(2):108864, February 2024. ISSN 2589-0042. doi: 10.1016/j.
isci.2024.108864.

174. Van de Schoot, E., Merckx, T., Ebert, D., Wesselingh, R.A., Altermatt, F. and Van Dyck,
H. Evolutionary change in flight-to-light response in urban moths comes with changes in
wing morphology. Biology Letters, 20(3), March 2024. ISSN 1744-957X. doi: 10.1098/rsbl.
2023.0486.

175. May, D., Shidemantle, G., Melnick-Kelley, Q., Crane, K. and Hua, J. The effect of intensified
illuminance and artificial light at night on fitness and susceptibility to abiotic and biotic
stressors. Environmental Pollution, 251:600–608, aug 2019. doi: 10.1016/j.envpol.2019.
05.016.

176. Walker, W.H., Meléndez-Fernández, O.H., Nelson, R.J. and Reiter, R.J. Global climate
change and invariable photoperiods: A mismatch that jeopardizes animal fitness. Ecology
and Evolution, 9(17):10044–10054, aug 2019. doi: 10.1002/ece3.5537.

177. Lian, X., Jiao, L., Zhong, J., Jia, Q., Liu, J. and Liu, Z. Artificial light pollution inhibits plant
phenology advance induced by climate warming. Environmental Pollution, 291:118110,
dec 2021. doi: 10.1016/j.envpol.2021.118110.

178. Durrant, J., Green, M.P. and Jones, T.M. Dim artificial light at night reduces the cellular
immune response of the black field cricket, teleogryllus commodus. Insect Science, 27(3):
571–582, mar 2019. doi: 10.1111/1744-7917.12665.

179. Thoenen, J., Ripper, D. and Duke, E. Light pollution and immunosuppression: Determining
the role of artificial lighting in coccidiosis in non-migratory birds. The Bluebird, 86(3):131–
140, 2019.

180. Walker, W.H., Bumgarner, J.R., Becker-Krail, D.D., May, L.E., Liu, J.A. and Nelson, R.J.
Light at night disrupts biological clocks, calendars, and immune function. Seminars in
Immunopathology, nov 2021. doi: 10.1007/s00281-021-00899-0.

181. Bonfoey, A.M., Chen, J. and Stahlschmidt, Z.R. Stress tolerance is influenced by artificial

darksky.org | ALAN State of the Science 2025 | DOI 10.5281/zenodo.15492393 | 18

https://www.darksky.org/


light at night during development and life-history strategy. Journal of Experimental Biology,
226(4), February 2023. ISSN 1477-9145. doi: 10.1242/jeb.245195.

182. Pham, K., Lazenby, M., Yamada, K., Lattin, C.R. and Wada, H. Zebra finches (taeniopygia
castanotis) display varying degrees of stress resilience in response to constant light. Gen-
eral and Comparative Endocrinology, 361:114644, January 2025. ISSN 0016-6480. doi:
10.1016/j.ygcen.2024.114644.

183. Cissé, Y.M., Russart, K.L. and Nelson, R.J. Parental exposure to dim light at night prior
to mating alters offspring adaptive immunity. Scientific Reports, 7(1), mar 2017. doi:
10.1038/srep45497.

184. Cissé, Y.M., Russart, K. and Nelson, R.J. Exposure to dim light at night prior to conception
attenuates offspring innate immune responses. PLOS ONE, 15(4):e0231140, apr 2020.
doi: 10.1371/journal.pone.0231140.

185. Brown, J.A., Lockwood, J.L., Piana, M.R. and Beardsley, C. Introduction of artificial light
at night increases the abundance of predators, scavengers, and parasites in arthropod
communities. iScience, 26(3):106203, March 2023. ISSN 2589-0042. doi: 10.1016/j.isci.
2023.106203.

186. Moyse, E., Firth, L.B., Smyth, T., Tidau, S. and Davies, T.W. Artificial light at night alters
predation on colour-polymorphic camouflaged prey. Basic and Applied Ecology, 73:88–93,
December 2023. ISSN 1439-1791. doi: 10.1016/j.baae.2023.11.002.

187. Becker, D.J., Singh, D., Pan, Q., Montoure, J.D., Talbott, K.M., Wanamaker, S.M. and Ket-
terson, E.D. Artificial light at night amplifies seasonal relapse of haemosporidian parasites
in a widespread songbird. Proceedings of the Royal Society B: Biological Sciences, 287
(1935):20201831, sep 2020. doi: 10.1098/rspb.2020.1831.

188. Poulin, R. Light pollution may alter host-parasite interactions in aquatic ecosystems.
Trends in Parasitology, 39(12):1050–1059, December 2023. ISSN 1471-4922. doi:
10.1016/j.pt.2023.08.013.

189. Buxton, R.T., Seymoure, B.M., White, J., Angeloni, L.M., Crooks, K.R., Fristrup, K.,
McKenna, M.F. and Wittemyer, G. The relationship between anthropogenic light and
noise in u.s. national parks. Landscape Ecology, 35(6):1371–1384, may 2020. doi:
10.1007/s10980-020-01020-w.

190. Halfwerk, W. and Jerem, P. A systematic review of research investigating the combined
ecological impact of anthropogenic noise and artificial light at night. Frontiers in Ecology
and Evolution, 9, nov 2021. doi: 10.3389/fevo.2021.765950.

191. Willems, J.S., Phillips, J.N. and Francis, C.D. Artificial light at night and anthropogenic
noise alter the foraging activity and structure of vertebrate communities. Science of The
Total Environment, 805:150223, jan 2022. doi: 10.1016/j.scitotenv.2021.150223.

192. Easton, A., Komyakova, V. and Coughlin, T. Evaluating ecological risk in artificial habitat
failure: A systematic review and risk assessment considering noise and light pollution in
the marine environment. Environmental Impact Assessment Review, 107:107560, July
2024. ISSN 0195-9255. doi: 10.1016/j.eiar.2024.107560.

193. Mathiaparanam, K.J., Mulder, R.A. and Hale, R. Anthropogenic double jeopardy: Urban
noise and artificial light at night interact synergistically to influence abundance. Environ-
mental Pollution, 363:125078, December 2024. ISSN 0269-7491. doi: 10.1016/j.envpol.
2024.125078.

194. Gaston, K.J., Duffy, J.P., Gaston, S., Bennie, J. and Davies, T.W. Human alteration of
natural light cycles: causes and ecological consequences. Oecologia, 176(4):917–931,
sep 2014. doi: 10.1007/s00442-014-3088-2.

195. Russart, K.L. and Nelson, R.J. Light at night as an environmental endocrine disruptor.
Physiology & Behavior, 190:82–89, jun 2018. doi: 10.1016/j.physbeh.2017.08.029.

196. Yang, Y., Liu, Q., Wang, T. and Pan, J. Wavelength-specific artificial light disrupts molecular
clock in avian species: A power-calibrated statistical approach. Environmental Pollution,
265:114206, oct 2020. doi: 10.1016/j.envpol.2020.114206.

197. Foster, J.J., Kirwan, J.D., el Jundi, B., Smolka, J., Khaldy, L., Baird, E., Byrne, M.J., Nilsson,
D.E., Johnsen, S. and Dacke, M. Orienting to polarized light at night – matching lunar
skylight to performance in a nocturnal beetle. The Journal of Experimental Biology, 222
(2):jeb188532, dec 2018. doi: 10.1242/jeb.188532.

198. Lao, S., Robertson, B.A., Anderson, A.W., Blair, R.B., Eckles, J.W., Turner, R.J. and Loss,
S.R. The influence of artificial light at night and polarized light on bird-building collisions.
Biological Conservation, 241:108358, jan 2020. doi: 10.1016/j.biocon.2019.108358.

199. Qu, X., Huang, Q., Li, H. and Lou, F. Comparative transcriptomics revealed the ecological
trap effect of linearly polarized light on oratosquilla oratoria. Comparative Biochemistry and
Physiology Part D: Genomics and Proteomics, 50:101234, June 2024. ISSN 1744-117X.
doi: 10.1016/j.cbd.2024.101234.

200. Fraleigh, D.C., Heitmann, J.B. and Robertson, B.A. Ultraviolet polarized light pollution and
evolutionary traps for aquatic insects. Animal Behaviour, 180:239–247, oct 2021. doi:
10.1016/j.anbehav.2021.08.006.

201. Pérez Vega, C., Hölker, F., Zielinska-Dabkowska, K.M. and Jechow, A. Polarised light
pollution on river water surfaces caused by artificial light at night from illuminated bridges
and surroundings. Journal of Limnology, 83, May 2024. ISSN 1129-5767. doi: 10.4081/
jlimnol.2024.2173.

202. Horváth, G. Polarized Light Pollution and Ecological/Evolutionary Traps Induced by It for
Polarotactic Aquatic Insects, pages 477–560. Springer Nature Switzerland, 2024. ISBN
9783031628634. doi: 10.1007/978-3-031-62863-4_25.

203. Kyba, C.C.M., Ruhtz, T., Fischer, J. and Hölker, F. Lunar skylight polarization signal
polluted by urban lighting: Pollution of lunar skylight signal. Journal of Geophysical
Research: Atmospheres, 116(D24):n/a–n/a, December 2011. ISSN 0148-0227. doi:
10.1029/2011jd016698.

204. Horváth, G., Kriska, G., Malik, P. and Robertson, B. Polarized light pollution: a new kind
of ecological photopollution. Frontiers in Ecology and the Environment, 7(6):317–325, aug
2009. doi: 10.1890/080129.

205. Degen, T., Kolláth, Z. and Degen, J. X,y, and z: A bird’s eye view on light pollution. Ecology

and Evolution, 12(12), dec 2022. doi: 10.1002/ece3.9608.
206. Kehoe, R., Sanders, D. and van Veen, F.J. Towards a mechanistic understanding of the

effects of artificial light at night on insect populations and communities. Current Opinion in
Insect Science, 53:100950, oct 2022. doi: 10.1016/j.cois.2022.100950.

207. Sanders, D., Hirt, M.R., Brose, U., Evans, D.M., Gaston, K.J., Gauzens, B. and Ryser, R.
How artificial light at night may rewire ecological networks: concepts and models. Philo-
sophical Transactions of the Royal Society B: Biological Sciences, 378(1892), October
2023. ISSN 1471-2970. doi: 10.1098/rstb.2022.0368.

208. Li, X.M., Li, S., Huang, F.Y., Wang, Z., Zhang, Z.Y., Chen, S.C. and Zhu, Y.G. Artificial
light at night triggers negative impacts on nutrients cycling and plant health regulated by
soil microbiome in urban ecosystems. Geoderma, 436:116547, August 2023. ISSN 0016-
7061. doi: 10.1016/j.geoderma.2023.116547.

209. Russart, K.L. and Nelson, R.J. Artificial light at night alters behavior in laboratory and wild
animals. Journal of Experimental Zoology Part A: Ecological and Integrative Physiology,
329(8-9):401–408, may 2018. doi: 10.1002/jez.2173.

210. Jägerbrand, A.K. and Spoelstra, K. Effects of anthropogenic light on species and ecosys-
tems. Science, 380(6650):1125–1130, June 2023. ISSN 1095-9203. doi: 10.1126/science.
adg3173.

211. Maggi, E., Bongiorni, L., Fontanini, D., Capocchi, A., Bello, M.D., Giacomelli, A. and
Benedetti-Cecchi, L. Artificial light at night erases positive interactions across trophic lev-
els. Functional Ecology, 34(3):694–706, dec 2019. doi: 10.1111/1365-2435.13485.

212. Fisher, D.N., Kilgour, R.J., Siracusa, E.R., Foote, J.R., Hobson, E.A., Montiglio, P.O., Saltz,
J.B., Wey, T.W. and Wice, E.W. Anticipated effects of abiotic environmental change on
intraspecific social interactions. Biological Reviews, 96(6):2661–2693, jul 2021. doi: 10.
1111/brv.12772.

213. Grubisic, M. and van Grunsven, R.H. Artificial light at night disrupts species interactions
and changes insect communities. Current Opinion in Insect Science, 47:136–141, oct
2021. doi: 10.1016/j.cois.2021.06.007.

214. Cieraad, E., Strange, E., Flink, M., Schrama, M. and Spoelstra, K. Artificial light at night
affects plant-herbivore interactions. Journal of Applied Ecology, dec 2022. doi: 10.1111/
1365-2664.14336.

215. Sullivan, S.M.P., Hossler, K. and Meyer, L.A. Artificial lighting at night alters aquatic-
riparian invertebrate food webs. Ecological Applications, 29(1), dec 2018. doi: 10.1002/
eap.1821.

216. Parkinson, E., Lawson, J. and Tiegs, S.D. Artificial light at night at the terrestrial-aquatic
interface: Effects on predators and fluxes of insect prey. PLOS ONE, 15(10):e0240138,
oct 2020. doi: 10.1371/journal.pone.0240138.

217. Farnworth, B., Meitern, R., Innes, J. and Waas, J.R. Increasing predation risk with light
reduces speed, exploration and visit duration of invasive ship rats (rattus rattus). Scientific
Reports, 9(1), mar 2019. doi: 10.1038/s41598-019-39711-3.

218. Russo, D., Cosentino, F., Festa, F., Benedetta, F.D., Pejic, B., Cerretti, P. and Ancillotto,
L. Artificial illumination near rivers may alter bat-insect trophic interactions. Environmental
Pollution, 252:1671–1677, sep 2019. doi: 10.1016/j.envpol.2019.06.105.

219. Mcmunn, M.S., Yang, L.H., Ansalmo, A., Bucknam, K., Claret, M., Clay, C., Cox, K.,
Dungey, D.R., Jones, A., Kim, A.Y., Kubacki, R., Le, R., Martinez, D., Reynolds, B.,
Schroder, J. and Wood, E. Artificial light increases local predator abundance, preda-
tion rates, and herbivory. Environmental Entomology, 48(6):1331–1339, sep 2019. doi:
10.1093/ee/nvz103.

220. Katz, N., Pruitt, J.N. and Scharf, I. The complex effect of illumination, temperature, and
thermal acclimation on habitat choice and foraging behavior of a pit-building wormlion.
Behavioral Ecology and Sociobiology, 71(9), aug 2017. doi: 10.1007/s00265-017-2362-9.

221. Fobert, E.K., da Silva, K.B. and Swearer, S.E. Artificial light at night causes reproductive
failure in clownfish. Biology Letters, 15(7):20190272, jul 2019. doi: 10.1098/rsbl.2019.0272.

222. Thompson, E.K., Cullinan, N.L., Jones, T.M. and Hopkins, G.R. Effects of artificial light at
night and male calling on movement patterns and mate location in field crickets. Animal
Behaviour, 158:183–191, dec 2019. doi: 10.1016/j.anbehav.2019.10.016.

223. Shlesinger, T. and Loya, Y. Breakdown in spawning synchrony: A silent threat to coral
persistence. Science, 365(6457):1002–1007, sep 2019. doi: 10.1126/science.aax0110.

224. Hillón-Salas, J.S., Pineda-Dueñas, J.D., Romero-Chacón, A.M., Fonseca-Tellez, J.,
Cardona-Restrepo, M., Garrido-Villegas, S.C., Mejía-Tovar, D., Arenas-Ríos, C., Gaitán-
Botero, L., Barón-Garzón, Z.S., Robayo-Salek, A.F., Pulido-Guarín, H., Ovalle-Barrera,
J.J., Macías-González, A.D., Bernal-Guatibonza, N. and Maldonado-Chaparro, A.A. Arti-
ficial light at night reduces flashing in photinus and photuris fireflies during courtship and
predation. Journal of Insect Behavior, 37(1):49–57, March 2024. ISSN 1572-8889. doi:
10.1007/s10905-024-09849-8.

225. Cammaerts, M.C. and Cammaerts, R. Effect of nocturnal lighting on an ant’s ethological
and physiological traits. MOJ Ecology & Environmental Sciences, 4(5), oct 2019. doi:
10.15406/mojes.2019.04.00156.

226. Aguilera, M.A. and González, M.G. Urban infrastructure expansion and artificial light
pollution degrade coastal ecosystems, increasing natural-to-urban structural connectiv-
ity. Landscape and Urban Planning, 229:104609, January 2023. ISSN 0169-2046. doi:
10.1016/j.landurbplan.2022.104609.

227. Lacoeuilhe, A., Machon, N., Julien, J.F., Bocq, A.L. and Kerbiriou, C. The influence of low
intensities of light pollution on bat communities in a semi-natural context. PLoS ONE, 9
(10):e103042, oct 2014. doi: 10.1371/journal.pone.0103042.

228. Firebaugh, A. and Haynes, K.J. Light pollution may create demographic traps for nocturnal
insects. Basic and Applied Ecology, 34:118–125, feb 2019. doi: 10.1016/j.baae.2018.07.
005.

229. Murphy, S.M., Vyas, D.K., Sher, A.A. and Grenis, K. Light pollution affects invasive and
native plant traits important to plant competition and herbivorous insects. Biological Inva-
sions, 24(3):599–602, nov 2021. doi: 10.1007/s10530-021-02670-w.

darksky.org | ALAN State of the Science 2025 | DOI 10.5281/zenodo.15492393 | 19

https://www.darksky.org/


230. Atchoi, E., Mitkus, M., Machado, B., Medeiros, V., Garcia, S., Juliano, M., Bried, J. and
Rodríguez, A. Do seabirds dream of artificial lights? understanding light preferences of
procellariiformes. Journal of Experimental Biology, 227(19), October 2024. ISSN 1477-
9145. doi: 10.1242/jeb.247665.

231. Parkins, K.L., Elbin, S.B. and Barnes, E. Light, glass, and bird—building collisions in an
urban park. Northeastern Naturalist, 22(1):84–94, mar 2015. doi: 10.1656/045.022.0113.

232. Hüppop, O., Hüppop, K., Dierschke, J. and Hill, R. Bird collisions at an offshore platform
in the north sea. Bird Study, 63(1):73–82, jan 2016. doi: 10.1080/00063657.2015.1134440.

233. Voigt, C.C., Roeleke, M., Marggraf, L., Pētersons, G. and Voigt-Heucke, S.L. Migratory
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