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Abstract: Cloud cover is important meteorological information that still requires expensive equipment
to be monitored from the ground, especially at night. The use of artificial lights at night causes light
pollution, and clouds amplify this by reflecting light downward. In addition, cloud thermal radiation
emissions affect sky temperature. In this study, we describe a system (NSKY-CD) that can be used
to detect clouds at night since it integrates a sky quality meter that measures night sky brightness
(NSB) and an air temperature and an infrared temperature sensor that measure sky temperature. We
defined a cloud detection method based on fixed threshold values determined with two different
procedures that we called ‘optimal’ and ‘antimode’. We then quantitatively assessed the performance
of these methods in detecting the presence or absence of clouds in the urban area of Florence during
two full moon cycles. Accuracy for the ‘optimal’ method varied between 87% and 91%, while for the
‘antimode’ method, it varied between 86% and 89%. Our results suggest that the two parameters are
complementary since NSB has a better performance on moonless nights, and the difference between
air temperature and sky temperature has a better performance on moonlit nights. Our method can
also be used to analyze historical series of NSB to estimate cloud presence backwards, thus providing
important information for meteorological, environmental and astronomical studies.

Keywords: light pollution; cloud detection; clouds; sky glow; infrared thermometer; sensors

1. Introduction

Artificial light at night (ALAN) increases night-sky brightness and is the so-called
light pollution that negatively affects astronomical observations and living creatures.
In recent decades, light pollution has increased worldwide [1,2] and concern about
its environmental impacts within society has grown. Indeed, light pollution and its
impacts have become an important field for interdisciplinary scientific debate in these
last decades, as evidenced by the growing interest of scientists and the impressive
number of publications in astronomy [3,4], marine and terrestrial biology [5–16] and
human health [17–19]. One of the most challenging issues is measuring the actual level
of light pollution in a specific place and its distribution around the globe. Several
approaches are available: satellite remote sensing for assessing light pollution at large
spatial scales [20–22], DSLR cameras for assessing light pollution variability in a specific
location [23–26] and ground measurement with meters (e.g., SQM and TESS-W) used in
stationary monitoring networks [27–33] and moving campaigns [20,34,35]. Moreover,
there is growing interest in the investigation of the effects of atmospheric conditions
and the presence of clouds since they amplify night sky brightness in light polluted
skies. Long time data series of night sky brightness (NSB) show that light pollution
is affected by the interaction with natural factors such as moon phase and weather
conditions [27,32,36–46].

Indeed, the most important factor affecting night sky brightness is the degree of
cloudiness that, especially in polluted sites, enhances skyglow [47]. Moreover, clouds
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are one of the dominant sources of atmospheric thermal emissions [48]. Therefore, the
presence of clouds can be detected by measuring the infrared radiation emitted downwards
with infrared thermal cameras [49–51] and with infrared thermometers for measuring
sky temperature [52–54], and the long wave downward radiation [55,56]. Although the
influence of clouds on night sky brightness and sky temperature is well known, few studies
evaluate methods that use this information for cloud detection. Moreover, most of these
studies were focused on how cloud characteristics (e.g., presence, cloud type, height)
affect values and variability of these variables more than quantitatively assessing their
performance in detecting the presence of clouds. This could be an interesting field for
future research because atmospheric clouds are crucial in many theoretical and practical
fields [22,57,58]. For instance, cloudiness information for weather forecasting application
is provided by ceilometers that estimate the height of the cloud base and other cloud
characteristics by emitting near-infrared pulses of light and measuring the delay of the
reception of backscattered energy by cloud droplets downwards to the surface [59]. More
than 2000 ceilometers [60] are operating in different networks around the world [61–64].
However, the data availabile from such a network are very limited [60]. For this reason, it
might be interesting to integrate the information provided by these devices with low-cost
devices that could improve the spatial coverage of cloudiness.

Ground stations can provide information at very high spatial and temporal resolution,
but they lack spatial coverage. Conversely, satellite products are characterized by higher
spatial coverage, but less spatial resolution and temporal coverage than ground stations.
However, a deficit of ground data, especially at night, is still high.

The aim of this study is to present a system, named Night SKY Clouds Detector (NSKY-
CD), which is composed of a sky quality meter and an air temperature and thermal infrared
thermometer to monitor light pollution and sky temperature, and estimate cloud presence.
The NSKY-CD is described in detail and can be easily replicated by other scientists. A
second aim is to study the relationship between night sky brightness and temperature
indices measured by the NSKY-CD in a polluted site in the Florence metropolitan area, Italy.
Our final aim is to quantitively assess the performance of these variables in estimating
cloud presence or absence in the studied site during two full moon cycles. Such a system
could provide relevant information about cloudiness that is important for astronomical,
environmental and meteorological studies, since they can complement information about
cloudiness provided by more expensive systems, such as ceilometers, and can be used for
the calibration and validation of satellite products.

2. Materials and Methods
2.1. Description of the System

The NSKY-CD is composed of a temperature and relative humidity sensor, a thermal
infrared thermometer and a photometer (Figure 1). The air temperature and relative humidity
sensor is a Sensirion SHT85 (https://sensirion.com/products/catalog/SHT85/, accessed on
30 April 2023) with RH operating range of 0–100% and accuracy ±1.5%; T range from −40 ◦C
to +125 ◦C and accuracy ±0.1 ◦C, size 19 × 5.6 × 3.5 mm3 (Figure 1e). The thermal infrared
thermometer (IR) is an MLX90614xCC (https://www.melexis.com/-/media/files/documents/
datasheets/mlx90614-datasheet-melexis.pdf, accessed on 10 June 2023). It measures sky temper-
ature (SkyT) within a temperature range between −40 ◦C and +125 ◦C for sensor temperature
with an accuracy of 0.5 ◦C in a wide temperature range (0–+50 ◦C) The field of view is 35◦

and the wavelength pass band of the optical filter is from 5.5 to 14 µm (Figure 1d,f). We used
a SQM-LU-DL sky quality meter (SQM) by Unihedron (http://unihedron.com, accessed on
10 June 2023) (Figure 1c), which is a panchromatic sensor that measures night sky brightness
(NSB) in magnitude per squared arc second (Mpsas). This unit, used in astronomy, provides the
measure of the surface brightness of a unit area of the sky in a negative logarithmic scale. In
this scale, a variation of 1 unit accounts for 2.5 times variation of brightness and higher values
account for a darker sky due to the negative sign in the function (e.g., 20 Mpsas is 2.5 times

https://sensirion.com/products/catalog/SHT85/
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darker than 19 Mpsas). Its spectral response ranges from 320 to 720 nm [41]. Its field of view is
20◦. It has a resolution of 0.01 Mpsas and an accuracy of ±0.1 Mpsas.
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The NSKY-CD (Figure 1f) is assembled on a case mounted on a pole (Figure 1a). The 
SQM and IR are pointed upwards to the zenith and are protected by two transparent fil-
ters: a polycarbonate screen for the SQM with an attenuation of the signal of 0.1 Mpsas 
like the screen designed by the manufacturer, and the IR by a white protective window 
by Edmund Optics designed to be transparent to IR radiation (Figure 1b).  

The system can acquire and store data at any time lag. For the purpose of this study, 
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set to Central European Time (CET). It was synchronized when the system was switched 
on and, subsequently, once a day with the INRIM ntp server. Once a day the data are 

Figure 1. NSKY-CD: view of the whole system with the solar panel (a), view of the top with the
openings for the SQM and IR thermometer (b), view of the case with the data logger and sky quality
meter (SQM) on the left upper side and the Arduino hardware on the right upper side (c), infrared
thermometer (d), sensor of air temperature and relative humidity (e), scheme of the NSKY-CD (f).

The system is controlled by an Arduino MKR GSM 1400 board that acquires data from
all the sensors (Figure 1). The system activity can be monitored through a serial port (baud
rate 115,200 bit/s).

The NSKY-CD (Figure 1f) is assembled on a case mounted on a pole (Figure 1a). The
SQM and IR are pointed upwards to the zenith and are protected by two transparent filters:
a polycarbonate screen for the SQM with an attenuation of the signal of 0.1 Mpsas like the
screen designed by the manufacturer, and the IR by a white protective window by Edmund
Optics designed to be transparent to IR radiation (Figure 1b).

The system can acquire and store data at any time lag. For the purpose of this study, it
was set at 5 min, when the value was higher than a threshold of 5 Mpsas. The clock is set to
Central European Time (CET). It was synchronized when the system was switched on and,
subsequently, once a day with the INRIM ntp server. Once a day the data are transferred to
an FTP folder. After successful transfer, the data are deleted from the Arduino memory.
The power supply system consists of a 10 W photovoltaic panel, a 12 V 7 Ah lead-acid
battery and a charge controller (Figure 1e). The data files, which are in ASCII format with
fields separated by commas, are compatible with Campbell Scientific’s TOA5 format.
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2.2. Data Analysis

An SQM with a polycarbonate screen was compared with an SQM covered by the
standard shield provided by the manufacturer. The two systems operated for a month in
parallel and the average NSB difference was 0.02 ± 0.11 Mpsas. The NSKY-CD started
operating in 2021 on the roof top of CNR Campus (43.817811◦N, 11.200117◦E), which is
located in a heavily polluted night sky area in the middle of the metropolitan area of
Florence (Figure 2).
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Figure 2. Location of the NSKY-CD sensor (SQM) on Google map and DNB image.

For this study, we used data collected by this system from 5th March to 30th April 2021
(from 00:00 to 04:00 a.m. CET). Records were classified according to moon altitude and
moon fraction [32]. Moon fraction (Mfr) is the proportion of moon illuminated by the sun
that is visible from a certain location on Earth. Mfr varies from 0 (moonless or moon below
the horizon) to 1 (full moon). For this study we classified the dataset on moonless nights
(M0) with Mfr ≤ 0.1 and moonlit nights (M1) with Mfr > 0.1. We then used the satellite
product Cloud Mask MSG-0 degree (https://view.eumetsat.int/productviewer?v=default,
accessed on 20 may 2023) to record the presence or absence of clouds over the study area.
This product provides images of cloud cover every 15 min with a spatial resolution of
0.041◦ × 0.041◦ that approximately corresponds to 4 km × 4 km in the studied area. Each
pixel of the image has a value 0 for clear sky or 1 for cloudy sky. Cloudy sky pixels are also
white colored, thus making the identification of cloudy pixels easy and reliable. Therefore,
the classification was made by the authors looking at the color of the pixel including the
study site (Figure 3) of each image and set the value to C0 if the pixel was not colored and
to C1 if the pixel was white.

Each image in the study period was classified according to this criterion, creating a
dataset that was used as truth data for cloudy conditions. The final dataset was composed
of a total of 917 records, 499 in M0 and 418 in M1, 582 in C0 and 335 in C1 (Table 1).

It is well known that NSB is influenced by the presence of clouds. In light-polluted
skies, clouds are illuminated at night by artificial light coming from the ground and
therefore, sky brightness increases. This effect is strongly pronounced during moonless
nights, while during a full moon, the increase is lower since the sky is already illuminated
by the moon. On the contrary, in pristine or scarcely contaminated skies, the effect of clouds
is reversed since they block starlight, thus darkening the sky on both moonless and full
moon nights. Thermal properties of the sky are also altered by the presence of clouds
and their characteristics, such as cloud type and altitude [52]. In this case, the presence
of clouds increases the temperature of the sky. For this reason, in this study, night sky
brightness (NSB), sky temperature (SkyT) and the difference between sky temperature
and air temperature (DeltaT) have been used to estimate presence and absence of clouds.
To achieve this goal, we automatically classified sky conditions every 15 min using each
of the three variables (NSB, SkyT and DeltaT) to determine one of the two states. The
estimated classifications were compared to the classification obtained by MSG-0 images
considered as the ‘truth’. Sky condition was classified by comparing each 15 min value

https://view.eumetsat.int/productviewer?v=default


Remote Sens. 2023, 15, 3063 5 of 14

with the respective threshold value. Since NSB is strongly amplified by the presence of
clouds in highly polluted sites, low Mpsas values are likely associated with the presence
of clouds. According to this, sky at time t was classified as C1 if NSB was lower than the
NSB threshold and as C0 otherwise. Conversely, sky temperature is higher in the presence
of clouds. Therefore, sky at time t was classified as C1 if measured SkyT and DeltaT were
higher than their respective thresholds. The capacity to correctly classify the sky condition
of each predictor was measured by accuracy (ACC). Accuracy measures the capability of
the system to detect both clear and cloudy sky conditions. This index was calculated on a
confusion matrix where C0 were considered true negative cases (N) and C1 true positive
cases (P). Predicted true positive (TP), true negative (TN), false positive (FP) and false
negative (FN) indices were calculated by comparing predicted values with the ‘truth’. ACC
was then calculated as follows:

ACC = (TP + TN)/(P + N)

Threshold values were calculated by two different methods. In the first (‘optimal’), we
applied an iterative process to determine the value of the threshold for each variable that
maximizes the accuracy in the studied period.
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Table 1. Number of cases for moonless (M0) and moonlit (M1) nights in absence (C0) and presence of
clouds (C1).

M0 M1 Total × Sky Condition

C0 (absence of clouds) 296 286 582
C1 (presence of clouds) 203 132 335

Total × moon phase 499 418 917
.

The optimal thresholds were calculated for the whole dataset (ALL) and the moonless
and moonlit sets (M0, M1) (e.g., Figure 4a). However, the ‘optimal’ method requires a
training step to be performed on a reference dataset before its application. For this reason,
we proposed and tested a second method to estimate threshold that does not need any
training phase, since it is based only on the estimated statistical properties of the dataset
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(‘antimode’). This method is based on the assumption that NSB, SkyT and DeltaT follow a
bimodal distribution with two peaks corresponding to cloud presence and absence, as the
density graphs suggest (e.g., Figure 4b).
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Figure 4. (a) Night sky brightness (NSB) during clear sky (red line) and cloudy sky (blue line)
(b) according to our classification method of the MSG-0 product during the study period and the
‘optimal’ NSB threshold (black vertical line) that maximizes the accuracy in cloud detection; (b) Night
sky brightness (NSB) during the whole study period (red line) and ‘antimode’ value (black vertical
line) of the bimodal distribution that matches the data.

A bimodal distribution is a distribution with two modes that appear as distinct peaks
in the distribution, and it has a minimum between them that is called the ‘antimode’. We
assumed that all the considered variables (NSB, SkyT and DeltaT) in ALL, M0 and M1
were distributed according to a bimodal distribution of two Gaussian distributions (C0
and C1 subset) and that the ‘antimode’ value of each distribution is the threshold for cloud
presence/absence detection (e.g., Figure 4b). Therefore, we calculated the ‘antimode’ value
of each distribution and used these values to classify datasets for cloudiness and afterwards
to calculate the respective accuracy scores. Linear regression analysis among the monitored
variables was also performed.

3. Results

All the density plot of NSB, SkyT and DeltaT present two peaks that can be associated
with average values of clear sky (C0) and cloudy sky (C1) conditions (Figure 5). For instance,
clear sky is 1.99 Mpsas brighter than cloudy sky on moonless nights and 1.75 Mpsas on
moonlit nights (Table 2). Such large NSB differences in clear and cloudy sky conditions
confirm that thresholds can be used to detect cloudiness.

Additionally, average SkyT and DeltaT are significantly different between C0 and C1
in both moonless nights and moonlit nights (Table 2). For instance, on clear nights (C0),
average SkyT in M1 is approximately 6 ◦C higher than in M0 and DeltaT in M1 was 2.3 ◦C
higher than in M0 (Table 2). However, these differences might be amplified by the size of
our data series. Therefore, a future study on a larger set is needed to assess if the significant
difference between moon phases is confirmed or not.
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sky temperature (SkyT) in ◦C and sky and ground temperature difference (DeltaT) in ◦C in the whole
(ALL) set (a–c), moonless (M0) set (d–f) and moonlit (M1) set (g–i).

Table 2. Average (Avg) and standard deviation (Sd) of night sky brightness (NSB), sky temperature
(SkyT) and sky and ground temperature difference (DeltaT) during moonless clear (M0C0) and cloudy
sky (M0C1) and moonlit clear (M1C0) and cloudy sky (M1C1). Significant differences between clear
and cloudy sky conditions are reported both for moonless (M0) and moonlit (M1) nights (** p < 0.01).

M0C0
(Avg ± Sd)

M0C1
(Avg ± Sd)

M1C0
(Avg ± Sd)

M1C1
(Avg ± Sd)

NSB (Mpsas) 18.43 ± 0.45 ** 16.44 ± 1.01 17.88 ± 0.79 ** 16.13 ± 0.61
SkyT (◦C) −13.75 ± 4.79 ** 1.90 ± 8.36 −7.68 ± 5.42 ** 5.82 ± 7.18

DeltaT (◦C) −18.88 ± 3.01 ** −7.67 ± 6.06 −16.55 ± 4.32 ** −6.14 ± 5.00

NSB and temperature variables are well correlated, and the linear models scored an
adjusted R2 varying between 0.86 and 0.91 for the whole dataset (Figure 6a,d,g). Lin-
ear relationships between NSB, SkyT and DeltaT were always higher in M0 than in M1
set (Figure 6).

Cloud Detection Accuracy

Cloud detection accuracy, obtained for the whole set (ALL) by using the ‘optimal’
threshold of each variable, varied from 0.87 (NSB) to 0.89 (DeltaT) (Figure 7, Table 3). When
moon phases were considered separately, ‘optimal’ thresholds scored higher accuracies:
from 0.89 (SkyT) to 0.91 (NSB) on moonless nights and from 0.89 to 0.90 on moonlit nights
(Table 3). ‘Optimal’ threshold values varied according to moon presence (Table 3, Figure 4).
For this reason, the accuracy is improved if moonless and moonlit sets are considered
separately, especially for NSB that is very sensitive to moon presence [36]. Indeed, the
brightness of the moon is comparable to the brightness due to the clouds, thus making
it more difficult to assess the cause of high brightness values if moon phases are not
considered separately (Table 3). On the contrary, DeltaT ‘optimal’ thresholds and accuracy
is less affected by considering M0 and M1 sets separately or not (Table 3). Summing up,
NSB is the most effective parameter for cloud detection for M0, while DeltaT is the most
effective both for ALL and M1 sets.
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Table 3. Accuracy (ACC) in predicting presence/absence of clouds in the study period for the
whole (ALL), moonless (M0) and moonlit (M1) sets using ‘optimal’ and ‘antimode’ thresholds of
night sky brightness (NSB), sky temperature (SkyT) and difference between sky temperature and air
temperature (DeltaT).

Set Parameter Optimal
Threshold ACC Antimode

Threshold ACC

ALL

NSB
(MPSAS) 17.12 0.87 17.36 0.87

SkyT (◦C) −4.24 0.88 −0.09 0.86
DeltaT (◦C) −14.67 0.89 −10.48 0.87

M0

NSB
(MPSAS) 18.02 0.91 17.4 0.89

SkyT (◦C) −7.27 0.88 −1.67 0.86
DeltaT (◦C) −15.34 0.89 −11.11 0.87

M1

NSB
(MPSAS) 16.61 0.89 17.17 0.86

SkyT (◦C) −4.12 0.89 1.36 0.86
DeltaT (◦C) −14.16 0.90 −10.05 0.87

Cloud detection accuracy using ‘antimode’ values (Figure 5) is still high, even though
slightly lower than the ‘optimal’. NSB performed slightly better than the others on moonless
nights, while DeltaT performed slightly better when moon phase was not considered.

Therefore, the variability of NSB and DeltaT can be used as proxy for cloud pres-
ence/absence in light polluted sites.

4. Discussion

Several studies assessed that cloudiness affects night sky brightness values in both
light polluted and pristine sites. However, to our knowledge, the effective performance of
NSB in estimating night cloudiness has been poorly tested. The NSKY-CD is composed of a
sky quality meter and an IR sensor that can also be used to detect the presence of clouds.
We tested it in a polluted site, where the NSB difference between clear and cloudy sky were
comparable with other studies. We found 1.99 Mpsas and 1.75 Mpsas difference, respec-
tively, on moonless and moonlit nights. For instance, average differences of 1.92 Mpsas
were found in Barcelona [27] and 2.8 Mpsas difference in Potsdam-Babelsberg [36]. Some
studies assessed that NSB difference depends on cloud height and can decrease to 0.9 Mpsas
for high clouds [27,47], suggesting that in these cases discriminating between clear and
cloudy sky only on the basis of a fixed threshold could be very difficult.

We found an average difference of DeltaT between clear and cloudy sky of about
11◦C for M0 and 10 ◦C for M1. One study [54] found higher differences of 11 ◦C and
18 ◦C according to cloud type but measures were collected both during day and nighttime.
Another study [53] also found larger short-scale variation and higher IR sky temperature
in cloudy conditions.

Our system uses three variables (NSB, SkyT and DeltaT) that are effective in detect-
ing the presence/absence of clouds. We applied two methods based on fixed thresholds
(‘optimal’ and ‘antimode’) on the whole dataset and on moonless and moonlit sets sep-
arately. Accuracy was always higher than 0.86, which means that more than 86% of the
records were correctly classified for presence/absence of clouds in the worst case and this
performance is improved to 91% and 90%, respectively, if moonless and moonlit data are
analyzed separately. The implementation of the ‘antimode’ method is less complex than
the ‘optimal’ method since it does not require any training phase and the threshold can be
derived directly from the data distribution. The performance is slightly worse than for the
‘optimal’ method (Table 3) because the assumption of bimodal distribution is poorly met
in some cases, such as for SkyT in M1 (Figure 5). Our results suggest that NSB performs
better on moonless nights and DeltaT on moonlit nights (Table 3).
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However, we expected a greater difference in the performance of M0 compared to M1
that is affected by the mixing of the amplifying effect of the moon and clouds. For this
reason, we focused our attention on wrong classifications (FP and FN). In M0, we found
a relevant number of cases that were erroneously classified as clear using NSB (11 out
of 41). For those cases the measured values ranged from 18.41 to 18.72 Mpsas that were
distributed in the upper part of the moonless and clear sky distribution (Table 2, Figure 5),
while in the satellite images those records were marked as cloudy. The same problem was
found for the classification made with DeltaT. Again, measured values of 11 out 41 FN
cases ranged from −18.7 ◦C to −22.2 ◦C and were distributed in the lower part of DeltaT
distribution (Table 2, Figure 5). Since, in most of these cases, the three methods provide
the same classification that is different from the reference set, the question arises whether
ground-based systems detect clouds better than satellite-based systems. For this reason, we
used the Kendall’s coefficient of concordance test (W) [65] to measure the level of agreement
among the three parameters (NSB, SkyT and DeltaT) with the optimal threshold method
and the reference set. Kendall’s coefficient of concordance ranges from 0 (no agreement)
to 1 (complete agreement). Comparing all the methods and the reference set we obtained
W = 0.867. If in turn, we compare three of the four classifications we obtain the highest
concordance among the three parameters W = 0.920, while between two parameters and
the reference set it varies between W = 0.861 and W = 0.865). The higher concordance level
between methods based on three different variables suggests that further investigations are
needed using a more reliable dataset as reference, for example direct observation of the sky
or other information derived from satellite images or ceilometers.

However, erroneous classifications are likely associated with the fact that clouds
of different types and heights cause different amplification of ALAN and different sky
temperatures. Indeed, some studies assessed that both sky temperature and zenith night
sky brightness are only slightly affected by the presence of cirrus clouds [53,58] since they
are colder than low clouds and optically thinner, thus reflecting less light. Furthermore, a
previous study conducted at a site near Krakow (Poland) assessed that average NSB varied
from 17.9 Mpsas (e.g., nimbostratus) to 19.5 Mpsas (e.g., cirrostratus) according to the type
and height of the clouds [44]. Such a broad range of variation of the amplifying effect due
to clouds indicates that their presence cannot be detected by using a fixed threshold value.
Therefore, cloud type and height should be considered when determining the thresholds
to improve the performance of these methods. For this scope, other satellite products
should also be considered in the future since cloud mask products do not provide such
detailed information.

The system and detecting methods have been tested only in one polluted site, where
the brightening effect of clouds is strong and allows sky conditions to be easily discrimi-
nated. The fixed thresholds are site dependent, but the methods to calculate them can be
easily applied to any polluted night sky site. Future studies are needed to investigate if this
method can be extended to sites with a lower level of light pollution and to pristine ones
where cloudiness reduces night sky brightness and the variation in intensity is lower than
in polluted sites and can take into account the seasonal variation of temperature, moon
phases and increasing trends of light pollution through the analysis of long-time data series.

Another thread of investigation could be the use of indices of short-term variability of
night sky brightness or sky temperature (e.g., standard deviation of the variable) for cloud
detection, as has been proposed by other studies [42,53]. However, this method requires
high frequency measurements that are not often available, especially for historical and
current data series. In the future, it would be worth testing the performance of detection
methods based on the combination of threshold values and short-term variability of NSB
and DeltaT.

5. Conclusions

The NSKY-CD is a ground system that can cover the lack of information about the
presence of clouds at night. This system is low-cost and easy to build and install. It is
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designed to operate autonomously in remote places due to its solar energy system supply
and data transmission technology. We tested cloud detection methods based on ‘optimal’
and ‘antimode’ threshold values of three variables (NSB, SkyT and DeltaT). We found
that these variables can complement each other whilst performing cloud detection since
NSB better detects clouds on moonless nights and DeltaT on moonlit nights. The system
is very versatile because in addition to being used for monitoring night sky brightness
continuously and studying its trend over the year, its seasonal variability and moon cycles,
it can also be used for detecting cloudiness at night.

The environmental variables measured by our system in a light-polluted site were
clearly affected by the presence of clouds, as shown by the bimodal distribution of the
data. All the variables were significantly affected by clouds on moonless and moonlit
nights. Therefore, threshold values determined through a training process or by using the
statistical property of the bimodal distribution allow the presence or absence of clouds to
be detected with a high level of accuracy. This suggests that analysis of the data collected
by the proposed system can be used for cloud detection and applied, at least for the NSB
data, backwards to a large number of data sets available all over the world.

This type of data is important for astronomical, environmental and meteorological
studies, for instance, in ecological studies where the presence of clouds and their amplifying
effect of light pollution can damage sensitive species. These low-cost systems can provide
information that can complement the information provided by more expensive ground-
based systems for cloud detection, such as ceilometers, and could be used to calibrate and
validate satellite products.
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