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Abstract: As one kind of remote sensing image (RSI), Directional Polarimetric Camera (DPC) data
are of great significance in atmospheric radiation transfer and climate feedback. The availability
of DPC images is often hindered by clouds, and effective cloud detection is the premise of many
applications. Conventional threshold-based cloud detection methods are limited in performance
and generalization capability. In this paper, we propose an effective learning-based 3D multimodal
fusion cloud detection network (MFCD-Net) model. The network is a three-input stream architecture
with a 3D-Unet-like encoder-decoder structure to fuse the multiple modalities of reflectance image,
polarization image Q, and polarization image U in DPC imagery, with consideration of the angle and
spectral information. Furthermore, cross attention is utilized in fusing the polarization features into
the spatial-angle-spectral features in the reflectance image to enhance the expression of the fused
features. The dataset used in this paper is obtained from the DPC cloud product and the cloud
mask product. The proposed MFCD-Net achieved excellent cloud detection performance, with a
recognition accuracy of 95.74%, according to the results of the experiments.

Keywords: cloud detection; polarization; multimodal fusion; cross attention

1. Introduction

In recent years, owing to the fast development of remote sensing technologies, remote
sensing images (RSI) have gained increasing application value in Earth observation [1],
resource investigation, environmental monitoring, and protection [2]. Cloud detection
is important in RSI processing since most RSI are contaminated by clouds [3-5], which
decreases the quality of RSI and influences the subsequent applications [6]. Simultaneously,
clouds play a crucial role in Earth’s radiation balance, water cycle, and climate change [7].
Rapid and accurate cloud detection can help provide an effective data source for the
inversion of cloud and aerosol parameters and the study of sea color characteristics.

Directional Polarimetric Cameras (DPC) have attracted much attention as an emerging
Earth observation technology [8]. Compared with traditional optical remote sensing means,
clouds and aerosols are more sensitive to polarization information, which makes satellite
polarimetric remote sensing more advantageous in atmosphere detection [9]. The main
task of DPC is to obtain multi-band and multi-angle polarized radiation and reflection in-
formation. They are used in researching the optical and physical properties of atmospheric
aerosols, clouds, and marine water observations. They also provide remote sensing data
support for global climate change and atmospheric environment monitoring [8,10-12]. The
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purpose of this paper is to explore effective cloud detection of DPC imagery, which is the
premise of cloud characteristic parameter inversion and ocean water color inversion.

Existing cloud detection methods for polarized RSI, such as DPC imagery, mainly use
the difference in reflectance and polarization reflectance between clouds and the ground to
set thresholds to detect cloud regions. However, these thresholding algorithms are often
limited in performance and generative ability. For example, certain bright surfaces with
high reflectance (ice and snow regions, ocean flare regions, etc.) have very small reflectance
differences with cloud regions, making threshold setting difficult. Second, different regions
often require setting different thresholds. It is, therefore, necessary to investigate more
precise and advanced cloud detection algorithms for DPC imagery cloud detection.

Recently, deep neural network-based methods have been used in the field of RSI cloud
detection, typically developed based on semantic segmentation networks, such as Fully
Convolutional Networks (FCN) [13], U-Net [14,15], and SegNet [16]. However, semantic
segmentation, as a pixel-level classification process, generally requires extremely high
image resolution. Their applications are generally for high-resolution RSI, whereas the
spatial resolution of DPC imagery is extremely low; therefore, these networks are not
suitable. This paper aims to explore effective cloud detection in DPC imagery.

DPC imagery differs from other RSI in that it has multi-spectrum, multi-angle, and
multi-polarization characteristics. DPC consists of eight bands with nine observations, each
from different angles, and three bands are polarized (with additional Stokes vector images
Q and U). Hence, DPC can produce 126 observations per pixel, providing rich information
for Earth observation [12,17,18]. To jointly utilize the information from multiple angles,
we proposed to use 3D convolution [19] to extract and use angle features. Furthermore,
the Squeeze-and-Excitation Network (Senet) [20] is applied to automatically extract the
essential spectrum information while avoiding losing spectral information during the
band selection process. Finally, some previous studies showed that using the polarization
information of clouds can detect cloud pixels in certain areas (such as flare areas) [9,12,17,21].
Polarization images, as another modality different from multi-spectral images, can provide
additional information for cloud detection. Inspired by that, we propose to fuse the DPC
multi-spectral image and polarization image with a multi-stream architecture, where each
stream corresponds to a modality.

Consequently, we propose MFCD-Net, a 3D multimodal fusion network based on
cross attention, which takes the multi-angle reflectance image, polarization image Q (Stokes
vector Q), and polarization image U (Stokes vector U) as inputs for cloud detection. First,
we use angle as the third dimension of the 3D convolution to extract the spatial-angle
information completely. The use of 3D convolution can greatly improve the ability to
represent multi-dimensional data [22,23]. In addition, we consider spectral bands as
channel dimensions and assign different weights to each band based on Senet. Furthermore,
we use the cross attention [24] fusion technique in the fusion stage, which enhances the
expression of the results of fusion between different modalities. Finally, the overall structure
of the whole network is similar to 3D-Unet, and the multimodal fusion operation is carried
out in four stages in the down-sampling part, which not only improves spatial feature
extraction but also strengthens feature fusion representation by repeated fusion.

So far, there is no DPC cloud detection dataset available. To evaluate the pro-
posed method, we use DPC’s Level-1 cloud products and corresponding Level-2 cloud
mask products as the data and label for our dataset, respectively. The dataset contains
126 observations per pixel of the DPC imagery. The main contributions of this paper can be
summarized as follows.

e  To the best of our knowledge, ours is the first approach to introduce the notion of
multimodal learning for RSI cloud detection.

e  The traditional thresholding algorithm has poor performance and limited generaliza-
tion ability. Furthermore, given the extremely low spatial resolution of DPC images,
conventional semantic segmentation-based methods also fail to achieve good perfor-
mance. To improve the detection performance, this paper proposes a 3D multimodal



Remote Sens. 2022, 14, 3905

30f20

fusion network (MFCD-Net). It makes up for the lack of spatial features by extracting
and using angle features, spectral features, and polarization features, thus achieving
good performance.

e Simple concatenation and summation feature fusion methods can hardly solve the
feature fusion problem where there is an imbalance between features in multimodal
data and information inequality contained by different features [25]. In order to
enhance the feature fusion effect between different modalities, a cross-attention fusion
module is designed in this paper. It takes the attention map from the polarization
modality to enhance the representation of the reflectance modality.

The remainder of this paper is organized as follows. Section 2 reviews the related work.
Section 3 presents the GF-5 DPC and the corresponding cloud detection dataset. Section 4
describes our multimodal network in detail. Section 5 reports the experimental results and
discusses the experiment details. Finally, Section 6 offers the conclusion of this research.

2. Related Work

Up to the present, many efforts have been made for cloud detection of RSI, and a
variety of cloud detection methods have been proposed. These methods mainly rely on
spectral information, frequency information, spatial texture, and other information, in
combination with thresholding, clustering, support vector machines, neural networks,
and other algorithms for detection [26]. Roughly speaking, they can be summarized as
rule-based methods and machine learning-based methods.

The earliest and most generally used rule-based cloud detection method is the spectral
threshold method [27]. Several spectral threshold algorithms for DPC imagery have been
developed. These methods use reflectance or polarization reflectance to define the threshold.
For example, JinghanlLi et al. [10] proposed a multi-information cooperation (MIC) method.
Rather than relying on a single constant threshold, the MIC utilizes dynamic thresholds
simulated by multiple atmospheric models, time intervals, and underlying surfaces. Some
other rule-based cloud detection methods were developed based on textural features. Gray
co-occurrence matrix, fractal dimension, and boundary features are the most widely used
among the different texture analysis methods [28] since they are compatible with the texture
properties of the cloud. Though straightforward, the rule-based methods have limited
generalization capability and are deficient in terms of performance.

Automatically learning from training data, machine learning algorithms such as
conventional random forest [29], K-nearest algorithm [28], and support vector machine [30]
have been applied to cloud detection algorithms. Owing to their excellent performance in
many vision tasks, deep learning algorithms have emerged as the most popular methods for
cloud detection. Fengying Xie et al. [31] proposed a cloud detection algorithm that divides
an image into super-pixels by improving simple linear clustering (SLIC) and designs a
CNN with two branches to extract multi-scale features of each super-pixel to distinguish
pixels. More cloud detection algorithms are based on semantic segmentation models.
JingyuYang et al. [6] proposed a cloud detection neural network (CDnet) with an encoder—
decoder structure, feature pyramid module, and boundary refinement block to detect cloud
areas in thumbnails effectively. Zhenfeng Shao et al. [32] superimposed the visible, near-
infrared, shortwave, cirrus, and thermal infrared bands of the Lansat8 satellite to obtain
complete spectral information and then proposed a convolution neural network based on
multi-scale features to identify thick clouds, thin clouds, and non-cloud regions. Weakly
supervised cloud detection methods have also been developed. Zou et al. [33] defined
cloud detection as a mixed energy separation process of image foreground and background.
The generative antagonistic framework is utilized to establish the groundwork for weak
supervision of the cloud image by combining the physical principles behind the cloud
image. Yansheng Li et al. [34] proposed a weakly supervised deep learning-based cloud
detection (WDCD) method that uses block-level labels to reduce the labor required for
annotating the pixel-level labels. In the past two years, the research of deep learning in the
field of cloud detection has gradually matured. The problems of cloud boundary blurring



Remote Sens. 2022, 14, 3905

4 0f 20

and computational complexity have become recent research hotspots. Kai Hu et al. [35]
proposed Cloud Detection U-Net (CDUNet), which could refine the division boundary of
the cloud layer and capture its spatial position information. To reduce the computational
complexity without affecting the accuracy, Chen Luo et al. [36] developed a lightweight
autoencoder-based cloud detection network, LWCDNet. Qibin He et al. [37] proposed a
lightweight network (DABNet) to achieve high-accuracy detection of complex clouds, with
not only a clearer boundary but also a lower false-alarm rate.

Even though the deep learning-based methods discussed above have achieved im-
pressive performance, they are difficult to apply to DPC imagery due to the low spatial
resolution of DPC imagery. Therefore, this paper proposes a novel MFCD-Net using 3D
convolution, Senet, and cross attention fusion to extract and utilize angle, spectral, and
polarization information to compensate for the lack of spatial information and achieve
superior performance.

3. Dataset

In this section, we detail the description of the dataset. First, we present the data
sources and descriptions. In addition, we explain the reasoning behind our data selection.
Finally, we discuss how the dataset was processed.

3.1. Data Sources and Description

As an important payload of the GF-5 satellite, the Directional Polarimetric Camera
(DPC) is the first Chinese multi-angle polarized observation sensor. DPC imagery has the
properties of multi-angle, multi-spectrum, and multi-polarization, with a spatial resolution
of 3.3 km x 3.3 km and a swath width of 1850 km. DPC has three polarized bands (490,
670, 865 nm) and five unpolarized bands (443, 565, 763, 765, and 910 nm). Table 1 lists the
precise details for each band. Based on the satellite platform’s ultra-wide (100°) field of
view and continuous imaging capability, DPC can view targets from 9 various observation
angles, producing an observation vector with at least 126 measurements per pixel (shown
in Figure 1).

Table 1. The spectral band of DPC.

Band Central Wavelength Band Width Numbel: of
Observations
Band1 443 nm 433~453 nm 9
Band2 (Polarization) 490 nm 480~500 nm 9x3=27
Band3 565 nm 555~575 nm 9
Band4 (Polarization) 670 nm 660~680 nm 9x3=27
Bnad5 763 nm 758~768 nm 9
Bandé6 765 nm 745~785 nm 9
Band? (Polarization) 865 nm 845~885 nm 9x3=27
Band8 910 nm 900~920 nm 9

Our dataset is derived from DPC L1l-level cloud products and the corresponding
L2-level cloud mask products produced by the Hefei Institute of Material Sciences of the
Chinese Academy of Sciences. There are 14 large DPC images and corresponding cloud
mask labels with a size of 12,168 x 6084. These images were selected based on cloud
coverage and the underlying surface. To enhance the usefulness of the dataset, all images
have high cloud coverage, with a small difference in the proportion of the lower underlying
surface being ocean and land.
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Figure 1. The multi-angle observation principle and the description of the measurement dataset of DPC.

3.2. Data Selection

Reflectance is the ratio of the reflected energy from the surface of an object to the
incident energy reaching the surface of the object. There are many threshold cloud detection
algorithms that identify cloud pixels based on reflectance and brightness temperature [38].
This is due to the fact that cloud pixels have higher reflectance than clear sky pixels, and
this is also the core detection condition of the traditional threshold method. To deepen the
distinction between cloud and non-cloud pixels, we use the DPC reflectance data as part of
the dataset. The reflectance data are calculated based on the normalized radiance data and
solar zenith angle data in DPC L1-level cloud products by the formula:

L
R= ILE (1)

where L represents radiation brightness, jis represents the cosine value of the solar zenith
angle, and E represents solar irradiance at the top of the atmosphere.

Middle-level clouds, low-level clouds, and thin cloud regions have low reflectance. The
difference between their reflectance and surface reflectance is not obvious, and it is difficult
to obtain satisfactory cloud detection results only by using reflectance images. There
is increasing evidence that polarized radiation information can contribute to improving
cloud recognition abilities for these areas [39,40]. Therefore, our dataset also includes
polarization radiation data, i.e., Stokes vector images Q and U. Q denotes the intensity
of linear polarization parallel or perpendicular to the reference plane, and U denotes the
intensity of linear polarization at the angle of 45 degrees to the reference plane.

Considering the high number of spectral bands presented in DPC imagery, the spectral
threshold method generally selects some appropriate band’s reflectance or polarization
reflectance data for threshold detection. The polarization reflectance Rp is generally defined

by the following equation:
/02 2
Rp — Q-+ U
psE

where Q and U represent Stokes vector Q and U, yg represents the cosine value of the solar
zenith angle, and E represents solar irradiance at the top of the atmosphere.

In our dataset, however, we have chosen the reflectance image of all eight bands and
the polarization image (Stokes vector images Q and U) of all three bands. There are four
main reasons:

@)
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e  There is useful information for cloud identification in the reflectivity and polarization
images of each band;

e By using the channel attention mechanism, the important band can be highlighted,
the unimportant band can be suppressed, and the information redundancy and inter-
ference caused by the large number of input bands can be avoided;

e  The spatial resolution of the DPC imagery is quite low (3.3 km X 3.3 km), hard
to distinguish between cloud and the underlying surface, and the texture is not
discernible, particularly in areas where cloud and snow coexist. This means that its
spatial information is extremely limited. Hence, in this case, we collected rich spectral
data as well as polarization data to provide more precise cloud detection.

e Qand U images already contain all the polarization information, and the solar zenith
angle information is already included in the reflectance data, so there is no need to use
the polarization reflectance data in our dataset.

According to the related research, the nine angles of DPC imagery contain a consid-
erable amount of information, and the information contained within each of the angles
complements one another and can help increase the accuracy of cloud detection [41-43].
Thus, all nine angles of DPC imagery are utilized to compensate for this lack of spatial
information, thereby improving cloud detection accuracy. In order to more effectively
extract the features of each angle, we consider angle as the third dimension in the image
and then use 3D convolution to extract the spatial-angle features. We set spectral to the
channel dimension. In the proposed MFCD-Net, the input data is composed of three
modalities (including reflectance image, polarization image Q, and polarization image U),
and the output is binary label image (including two classes, cloud and non-cloud).

3.3. Data Processing

According to the requirements of the experiments, we split 12 images into a training
dataset and the other 2 images into a validation dataset. However, due to the DPC’s
imaging mode’s characteristics, each image’s effective zones are limited (shown in Figure 2).
As a result, before using data, we must delete invalid filling zones and edge zones lacking
angle information (as shown in Figure 3) to reduce data contamination. Coupled with
the hardware device performance constraints, it is necessary to reduce the size of the
input images. We selected the effective zones from the images in our research by going
through a series of screening steps and obtained image blocks that are 32 x 32 pixels in size.
Table 2 provides the summarized information of the dataset. Due to the limited amount
of experimental data, our experiments use the validation set when testing experimental
precision and do not create additional test datasets. Meanwhile, for the qualitative analysis
of our experiments, we cropped five representative examples of size 160 x 160 in the two
large images of the validation dataset as test images.

Table 2. Detailed information of dataset.

Dataset Image Type Block Size Number of Blocks
Reflectance image 32x32x9x%x8
. Polarization image Q 32x32%x9x%x3
Training dataset Polarization image U 32x32x9x%x3 21,164
Label image 32 x 32
Reflectance image 32x32x9x%x8
o Polarization image Q 32x32x9x%x3
Validation dataset Polarization image U 32x32x9x%x3 2849

Label image 32 x 32
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Figure 2. DPC overview imagery on 21 March 2017. The size of the whole image is 12,168 x 6484.
The striped zone on the right is the valid observation area, and the rest is the invalid filled zone.
This striped image is obtained by pseudo-color synthesis of the reflectance image of the third angle
of 670 nm band, 565 nm band, and 490 nm band.

Figure 3. Examples of DPC imagery from different angles. (a—c) DPC imagery of 1"-angle, 2"-angle
and 3"-angle, (d) pseudo-color composite image of 1"-angle, 2"-angle and 3!"-angle. The pseudo-
color image shows that the edge zone of the images from different angles does not overlap. These
areas lacking certain angle information are invalid edge areas.
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4. Proposed Method

The purpose of this research is to use deep learning technology for pixel-level DPC
imagery cloud detection. To accomplish this task, we propose a 3D multimodal fusion
network based on cross attention (MFCD-Net). In this part, we first introduce the overall
overview and specific framework of MFCD-Net and then focus on the cross-attention (CA)
fusion module.

4.1. Model Overview

As shown in Figure 4, our network framework is an end-to-end network with three
inputs and one output (cloud mask label). Specifically, our input data consists of three
modalities: reflectance image R (32 x 32 x 9 x 8), polarization image Q (32 x 32 x 9 x 3),
and polarization image U (32 x 32 x 9 x 3). The output of the network is a cloud mask label
image. In order to extract the feature of variation between angles, we use angle as the third
dimension of 3D convolution. To highlight the spectral information of important bands, we
set the spectral band as the channel dimension, thus using Senet to attach different weights
to different bands. The key point of this model is to use the CA module to synergistically
fuse the spectral-spatial-angle features of reflectance images and the polarization features
of polarization images.

Detection module

| |

2 |

I 2 |

] el o ]

|' o (NN Output cloud |

! N: n° mask 1
&

| 128+128

Res-block
X l256+256

>
> * Maxpool 2 x2x 1
| 256 L 2 Senet
Up-conv
Conv3d 2 x2x2
-—) Reshape + Conv2d 3 x 3

Concat
(Conv2d 1 x 1) + softmax

Cross attention fuse > 2 X (Con3d 3 x 3x3)

Polarization feature extraction module

Figure 4. Schematic of MFCD-Net.

4.2. Network Architecture

The accuracy of feature extraction directly affects the accuracy of the final classification.
For very deep networks, networks with a residual structure are easier to train and optimize
and achieve impressive performance in a variety of visual tasks [44]. According to the
structure of 3D-ResNet-18 [45], we design a Res-block (shown in Figure 5) with two skip
connections. The Res-block replaces the ordinary convolutional in the feature extraction
process of our model and enhances the feature extraction performance.

As shown in Figure 4, the MFCD-Net architecture is an encoder—decoder structure
similar to 3D-UNet. It is divided into four parts: the polarization feature extraction module
(PFE), the backbone feature extraction and fusion module (BFEF), the up-sampling module,
and the detection module. Each feature map in the model except the detection module is a
4D array with the size of height x width x depth X channel, where height and width are
spatial dimensions, depth is angle dimension, and the channel is spectral dimension.
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l Conv +BatchNormalization+Relu

e 4

Add

Figure 5. The structure of Res-Block. CBR represents convolution + batchnomlization + relu.

In the overall MFCD-Net, the PFE module is used to extract the polarization features

of polarization images Q and U at different levels. In the BFEF module, we fuse these
polarization features using the CA module at different scales with the spatial-angle-spectral
features extracted from the reflectance images. Next, we decode these fused high-level
features in the up-sampling module. Finally, the fused features are output as cloud masks
through the detection module. These modules are discussed as follows.

Polarization feature extraction module. In the PFE module, we first utilize the con-
catenation operation to fuse the features of polarization components Q and U. Mean-
while, we use theSenet (shown in Figure 6) before and after the concatenation operation
to highlight useful bands and suppress inefficient bands. Then, to extract different
levels of polarization features for the fused polarization features, we employ Res-block
and the max-pooling operation to extract different levels of polarization features in the
extraction structure to adequately fuse polarization features with backbone features
(spatial-angle-spectral features). The number of channels in different stages is set to
64, 128, 256, and 512, respectively. Max-pooling operation parameter set to (2,2,1). The
size of the feature map at different stages is 32 x 32 X 9,16 x 16x 9,8 x 8 x 9, and
4 x 4 x 9. The convolution kernel is set to size 3 x 3 x 3, and the stride is 1.
Backbone feature extraction and fusion module. The structure of the BFEF module
is similar to that of the PFE module, which is based on Res-block and max-pooling. In
addition, Senet is also utilized to highlight the information of important bands for the
input original feature. Furthermore, the BFEF module additionally contains a step for
feature fusion. We fuse the polarization features with the backbone features on the
equal stage to reduce information loss as much as possible. The number of channels in
each stage, the max-pooling parameter, convolution parameter, and the feature map
size are all the same as those in the PFE model.
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e  Up-sampling module. The decoder part of the entire network is the up-sampling
module. The up-sampling module’s purpose is to restore the size of the high-level
fused features output by the BFEF module to that of the original input features. As
shown in Figure 4, after each up-sampling, a convolution is applied to adjust the
number of channels, and we represent this operation as up-conv. The size of up-
sampling and the convolution kernel is set to (2,2,1), (2,2,2). After each up-conv,
the feature maps of each stage in the BFEF are merged with the feature maps in the
up-sampling module via a skip connection to enhance the fusion of features.

o  Detection module. The detection module’s purpose is to convert the fused feature
maps into cloud masks. Since the feature maps input to the detection module are 3D,
and the cloud mask is 2D, we first need to reshape them to 2D. Specifically, in order
not to change the spatial representation of the feature maps, the reshaping operation
aggregates the third dimension and the channel dimension of the 3D feature maps
into the channel dimension and does not change the content of the spatial dimension.
That is followed by a convolution layer with a 1 x 1 kernel, two filters (indicating
two classes, cloud and non-cloud), and a softmax activation function. In the end, the
classification result of cloud and non-cloud at the pixel level will be obtained.

HxWxDxC

GlobalAveragePooling3D

Ix1x1xC
4

Fully Conneted + ReLU

I x1x1xC/2

A 4

Fully Conneted + Sigmoid

v Ix1x1xC

Multiply

Figure 6. The structure of Senet. Unlike the regular 2D Senet, 3D average pooling is used to aggregate
feature maps because the feature maps and input data in the network are three-dimensional.

4.3. Cross Attention Fusion

In multimodal learning, feature extraction for different modalities is often performed
separately rather than jointly using features from both modalities. This leads to the omis-
sion of some important shared high-level features in both modalities. Moreover, a simple
concatenation fusion would make the features of different modalities significantly unbal-
anced. In general, attention-based learning focuses on a single modality; thus, only features
that are similar are highlighted. The goal of the CA module is to take the polarization
modality’s attention map and utilize it to improve the representation of the reflectance
modality. Simultaneously, the reflectance modality’s attention map is multiplied with
reflectance features to obtain the self-attentional feature map. It can reduce the information
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Ms4(R)

loss of reflectance modality in the fusion process. In order to enhance the fusion effect, the
whole process was carried out successively in the channel dimension and the spatial-angle
dimension, and the channel attention and spatial-angle attention were used to generate the
attention maps, respectively.

As shown in Figure 7, given a reflectance modality feature map R € REXWxD*C and
polarization modality feature map P € RHT*W*DXC a5 inputs, the CA module output the
fused feature map F" € RHXWXDXC The overall process can be summarized as follows:

F' = f333([R® Mc(R) ; R® Mc(P)])
:f3x3x3<{1:s/€lf; Fclross])
F' = f333([F @ Msa(R) ; F'® Msa(P)])
= f3><3><3 ( [F:elf ; Fc/;'oss])

c RHXWXDXC

®)

4)

where Fs/elf € REXWxDXC and F!, o

represent the self-attention and cross-
attention feature map in channel dimension, respectively, F’ € RH*WxDxC 5 the fused
feature map in channel dimension, f3*3*3 means a 3D convolution operation with the
filter size of 3 x 3 x 3, @ means the element-wise multiplication, M means the channel

attention module, Mg, means the spatial-angle attention module, and F,,, r € RHXWxDxC

and Flyys € RHEXWXDxC represent the self-attention and cross-attention feature map in
spatial-angle dimension, respectively.

]

Input Reflectence feature

E\ —_— s,elf

Mc(R)

H

Conv3D Conv3D

Input Polarization feature

= |

[ The fused feature

Mc(P)

"
FCT'O.S'S

!
FCTOSS

1 1
1 1
: sl Channel attention Spatial-angle attention element-wise multiplication Concat :
1 1
1 1

Figure 7. Detailed structure of CA module.

Channel attention module M and spatial-angle attention module Mg 4 are two im-
portant parts of the CA module, which generate attention weight in channel dimension
and spatial-angle dimension, respectively. Figures 8 and 9 depict the computation process
of each attention map. The following describes the details of each attention module.
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Input feature

GlobalAveragePooling3D GlobalMaxPooling3D
Ix1x1xC 1x1x1xC
Fully Conneted + RelLU Fully Conneted + RelLU

I1x1x1xC/2 1x1x1xCR2

1x1x1xCi2

Fully Conneted + Sigmoid

1x1x1xC

Output attention map

Figure 8. Detailed structure of channel attention module.

Input feature

HxWxDxC HxWxDxC

MaxPool_spatial-angle AveragePool_spatial-angle
HxWxDx1 HxWxDx1
Concat
l HxWxDx2
Conv3D
HxWxDx1

Output attention map

Figure 9. Detailed structure of spatial-angle attention module.

For aggregating spatial information, average-polling has been proven to be effec-
tive [46]. However, some studies have demonstrated that max-pooling can obtain another
important feature, and using both average-polling and max-pooling features simultane-
ously can obtain better performance [47]. In contrast, what we need in the process of
obtaining channel weights is the aggregation of spatial-angle three-dimensional infor-
mation. Here we utilize average-pooling and max-pooling simultaneously to generate
two different feature descriptors: Fg,, € RP>1XCand FL,. € R*PX1XC. The detailed
operation is computed as:

M. (F) = Wa (W1 (GAP(F)) + Wi (GMP(F)))

= Wo (Wi (ESg) + Wi (FSux) ) ®)
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where F € REXWxDXC g the input feature map, GAP and GMP denote the GlobleAverage-
Pooling3D and GlobleMaxPooling3D operation, respectively, W; € R*1*1xC/2 denotes
the full connection layer with the ReLU activation function, W, € R*1*1xC denotes the
full connection layer with the sigmoid function, and M,(F) € R>1*1xC ig the output
weight feature vector.

For 2D feature maps, a spatial attention map is generally used to express the impor-
tance of each spatial pixel. In this paper, we generate the spatial-angle attention map to
represent the degree of importance of each point in a 3D feature map. We compute the
spatial-angle attention by applying average-pooling and max-pooling operations along the
channel axis and concatenating them to generate an efficient feature descriptor. Convolu-
tion is applied to the concatenated feature descriptors in order to generate the spatial-angle
attention map, which indicates where to emphasize or suppress information. The detailed
operation is computed as:

Mg (F) = f3%3%3(]AvgPool (F); MaxPool (F)])
:f3x3x3({F;U§; F%"D (6)

where F € REXWxDXC jg the input feature map, f3*3*3 represents a convolution layer with

the filter size of 3 x 3 x 3 and the sigmoid function, Fyji € RHXWxDx1 and

avg
Fpd. € REXWXDX1 are two 3D maps after aggregating channel information of a feature

map by using two pooling operations AvgPool and MaxPool, and Mg (F) € RH>*WxDx1

is the output weight feature map.

5. Experiments

In this section, we comprehensively evaluate the proposed MFCD-Net on DPC imagery.
Specifically, we first describe the experimental setup and the evaluation metrics. Then, we
evaluate the performance of our proposed MFCD-Net qualitatively and quantitatively. Third,
we further investigate the performance of the CA module, Senet, and Res-block. Finally, we
demonstrate the effectiveness of our method of DPC imagery selection and processing.

5.1. Experimental Settings
5.1.1. Training Details

All networks were trained under the Keras framework and optimized by the Adam
algorithm [48]. The proposed MFCD-Net is trained in an end-to-end manner. The learning
rate starts from 10>, and is then dynamically changed by the ‘Reduce LR On Plateau’ func-
tion. Specifically, when the validation-loss does not decrease for three epochs, the learning
rate will drop to the original 0.8. The whole training process has a total of 100 epochs, and
the training will end when the validation-loss does not decrease for 30 epochs. The loss
function used in the experiment is the cross-entropy loss function. Comparison methods
are trained with the same settings as the MFCD-Net.

5.1.2. Evaluation Metrics

Such commonly used semantic segmentation metrics as overall accuracy (OA), pro-
ducer accuracy (PA), user accuracy (UA), and MIoU (Mean Intersection over Union) have
been employed as evaluation metrics to examine the performance of the cloud detection
methods. The formulas for calculating these evaluation indicators are as follows:

TP+ TN

OA:TP+TN+FP+FN @
TP

PA= TP TN ®)

UA L )

~ TP+ FP
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TP TN
IoUp + IoU +
MIoU — (IoUp + IoUn) _ TPFPFN + TNFFNFP (10)

2 2
where TP, TN, FP, and FN denote the number of correctly identified cloud pixels, the number
of correctly identified non-cloud pixels, the number of incorrectly identified cloud pixels, and
the number of incorrectly identified non-cloud pixels, respectively, loUp represents the IoU
(Intersection over Union) of cloud pixel, and IoU represents the IoU of non-cloud pixels.

5.1.3. Data Augmentation

The use of data augmentation techniques can, to a certain extent, avoid the overfitting
problem and improve the generalization ability of the model [49]. The MFCD-Net is based
on three-dimensional convolution, with a considerable number of parameters and a large
demand for training data. Because of the poor resolution of DPC imagery, obtaining a large
number of label images is challenging; hence the dataset we use is limited and cannot match
the network model’s requirements. We have performed data enhancement operations on
the training data and label, such as vertical flipping, horizontal flipping, and diagonal
mirror flipping, to improve the robustness of the network model.

5.2. Comparative Experiment of Different Methods

The compared methods include the classical semantic segmentation method: FCN,
U-Net, Seg-Net, PSP-Net, and DeepLab-V3. In addition, a comparison is made with some
advanced cloud detection methods: deformable contextual and boundary-weighted net-
work (DABNet) [37], lightweight cloud detection network (LWCDnet) [36], and cloud
detection UNet (CDUNet) [35]. In order to compare objectively and effectively, the parame-
ters of the experiment are kept consistent. Since the above comparison methods are based
on 2D-CNN, we modified the reflectance image and polarization images into 2D form to
form multi-channel data. The block size of the input image in 2D-CNN-based networks is
32 x 32 x 126.

Figure 10 shows the experiment’s qualitative comparison results on five examples from
our dataset. These examples include different backgrounds, such as sea and land regions and
special ocean flare regions. In addition, thick and thin cloud scenarios are included. It can be
seen that the proposed MFCD-Net has the fewest misclassified pixels in all cases, showing
that it has the best capacity to distinguish cloud pixels. It should be noted that our method
has significantly fewer misclassified pixels in the edge region than other methods, proving
that it can solve the problem of difficult cloud boundary identification well.

Thumbnails

Ground-Truth

Figure 10. Cont.
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FCN

CDUNet DABNet LWCDNet Deeplab-V3 PSP-Net U-Net SegNet

MEFCD-Net

Figure 10. Experiment’s qualitative comparison results. The size of all images is 160 x 160. The
thumbnails are the RGB pseudo-color composition of the third angle reflectance image of 670 nm
band, 565 nm band, and 490 nm band. (a-e) are examples of five different situations; (a) is the
sea—land mixed case, (b) is the thin cloud case in the ocean region, (c) is the land region, (d) is the
thick cloud case, and (e) is the flare region. Gray represents cloud, black represents non-cloud, and
red represents misclassification result.
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Quantitative comparison results are shown in Table 3. In all the evaluation metrics,
our method achieves the best performance, especially MlIoU, which is improved by at least
3.38% compared with other methods. The results indicate that the proposed MFCD-Net
outperforms 2D-CNN-based comparison methods, showing the superiority of 3D convolu-
tion in feature extraction of multi-dimensional data. Along with the proposed MFCD-Net,
the U-net and CDUNet achieved 92.95% and 93.82% in terms of OA, respectively, demon-
strating that the U-shaped encoder—decoder structure has a strong ability to extract the
features of the multi-channel data. This is why we choose an encoder—decoder structure
similar to U-net in the proposed MFCD-Net.

Table 3. Cloud detection accuracy of different methods (%).

Method OA UA PA MIoU
FCN 86.45 89.24 88.84 75.06
Seg-net 89.95 90.11 92.81 80.41
U-net 92.95 93.30 95.17 86.24
PSP-Net 91.18 94.38 91.58 82.87
Deeplab-V3 92.76 93.66 94.56 85.88
LWCDNet 92.37 91.78 95.67 85.26
DABNet 92.36 92.46 95.02 85.20
CDUNet 93.82 94.37 95.56 87.82
MEFCD-Net 95.74 96.38 96.96 91.20

5.3. Ablation Study

To demonstrate the advancement and effectiveness of our designed network, we imple-
mented ablation experiments on the DPC dataset for the Res-block, Senet, and CA modules.
We list the evaluation performance of the backbone network, as shown in Table 4. The experi-
ments have been carried out on both unimodal data (input reflectance data only, represented
as (R) in Table 4) as well as multimodal data (input both reflectance and polarization data,
represented as (R+P) in Table 4) to eliminate the effect of data on experiments.

Table 4. The cloud detection accuracy (%) for ablation study.

Method. OA UA PA MloU

3D-UNet (R) 93.69 94.66 90.93 87.95

3D-UNet (R+P) 94.56 93.76 94.02 89.57

3D-UNet + Senet(R) 94.18 95.63 95.31 88.15
3D-UNet + Senet(R+P) 95.03 96.60 95.64 89.73
3D-UNet + Senet + Res-block (R) 95.00 96.36 95.86 89.72
3D-UNet + Senet + Res-block (R+P) 95.31 97.01 95.74 90.29
3D-UNet + Senet + Res-block + CA 95.74 96.38 96.96 91.20

Our network structure is improved based on the 3D-UNet. In order to highlight the
important band information of the input data, Senet is used to attach different weights to
the features of different bands. It can be seen that the Senet improves the performance from
93.69% to 94.18% in the unimodal case and from 94.56% to 95.03% in the multimodal case
in terms of OA. Based on the incorporation of Senet, we further introduce Res-block to
replace the normal CBR-block (Conv + BatchNormalization + Relu) in the feature extraction
process in 3D-Unet and thus steadily improve the model by deepening the number of
network layers. The experimental results show that the use of Res-blocks has a significant
improvement in the performance of the model in all evaluation metrics. The CA module
is the core part of MFCD-Net. Different from the commonly used feature concatenation
fusion method, it highlights the reflectance feature by an attentional map of the polarization
feature, synergistically fusing the multimodal feature. The ablation networks without the
CA module use a feature concatenation fusion method in the case of multimodal data. It
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can be seen that MFCD-Net (3D-UNet + Senet + Res-block + CA) achieves the highest
performance in terms of OA, MlIoU, and PA compared with other ablation networks.

5.4. Selection of Dataset

Considering DPC imagery’s multi-spectral, multi-angle, and multi-polarization proper-
ties, the selection of band and angle and the use of polarization images are very important
steps. We conducted a series of experiments to illustrate the effectiveness of our data selection
strategy of separating all data into three modalities and then performing multimodal fusion.

First, in the case of using multi-angle data, we respectively input the R (reflectance)
image, Q (Stokes vector Q) image, and U (Stokes vector U) image of each band into the
single modality MFCD-Net network for experiments. Specifically, by altering the input
data, we conducted the following experiments to demonstrate the effectiveness of using
multi-band combined images: inputting 3-band (including various combinations) R images,
8-band R images, 3-band Q images, and 3-band U images. As shown in Table 5, 8-band
R image input outperforms 3-band and single-band R image input. Simultaneously, the
performance of 3-band polarization images (Q and U) input is superior to that of single-
band polarization image input, demonstrating the effectiveness of using multi-band data
input in this research. The detection effect of employing merely R image input, Q image
input, or U image input is not as good as the proposed method in this research. This
demonstrates that neither the polarization image nor the reflectance image can include all
of the necessary information, demonstrating the efficacy of the data use method presented
in this study.

Table 5. The cloud detection accuracy (%) of different input bands.

Data OA UA PA MIoU
443 nm 91.42 89.49 91.43 84.06

490 nm 92.25 89.93 92.98 85.50

565 nm 92.36 90.15 92.98 85.69

670 nm 92.58 90.58 92.98 86.06

763 nm 91.89 89.81 92.22 84.87

765 nm 91.56 90.38 90.67 84.27

Single-band 865 nm 92.96 90.93 91.73 85.49
910 nm 91.47 90.22 90.67 84.12

Q490 nm 78.85 75.19 78.32 64.89

Q670 nm 79.86 76.52 78.32 65.99

Q865 nm 80.21 76.88 79.33 66.74

U490 nm 79.25 75.31 79.33 65.46

U670 nm 80.21 76.95 79.20 66.74

U865 nm 82.25 79.86 80.32 69.60

Q490-Q670-Q865 85.46 84.34 82.63 74.33
U490-U670-U865 86.52 86.03 83.17 75.95

443-490-865 93.56 92.38 93.20 87.78

3-band 490-670-865 94.35 94.73 92.42 89.16
443-670-865 93.86 94.26 91.78 88.27

763-765-910 93.04 93.12 91.06 86.82

565-765-910 93.53 92.86 92.56 87.71

8-band 95.00 96.36 95.86 89.72

Next, a few experiments on multi-angle and single-angle cases were carried out under
the adjusted single modality input MFCD-Net network to demonstrate the importance of
multi-angle data. Because the size of the third dimension (angle dimension) of the feature
maps is 1 in the case of single-angle input, we need to alter the size of the convolution
kernel (must be larger than the size of the feature map’s third dimension). We added two
groups of experiments to increase the credibility of the experiment, input 3-angle data and
input 6-angle data, to compare with the approach of input 9-angle data in this paper. Table 6
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shows that the 1" ~ 9*-angle input achieved the best performance, and the experimental
effect improved as input angle numbers rose. This highlights the role of each angle and the
effectiveness of using multi-angle data.

Finally, we replace the reflectance image input with the radiance image input in this
approach to show that the reflectance image has more information than the radiance image
discussed in Section 3. The detection performance of the approach utilizing radiance input
is not as good as that of the method in this paper using reflectance input, as shown in
Table 7. As this experiment illustrates, reflectance data can provide more information than
radiant brightness data. As a consequence, in our dataset, we used reflectance data rather
than radiance data.

Table 6. The cloud detection accuracy (%) of different input angles.

Data OA UA PA MIoU
1"-angle 87.53 88.24 91.99 78.11
2"-angle 87.79 82.21 92.56 78.18
3t"-angle 87.63 83.66 95.60 77.28
4t _angle 88.56 83.02 93.35 79.42
5'-angle 88.91 89.20 93.22 78.92
6!"-angle 89.06 83.86 93.35 80.21
7th-angle 89.73 88.11 95.53 80.50
8t"-angle 88.86 83.52 93.35 79.90
9'-angle 88.54 88.49 90.83 78.36

1" ~ 3-angle 92.03 93.06 93.06 85.01
4t ~ 6'"-angle 92.85 94.90 88.68 86.42
7t ~ 9th-angle 92.99 94.49 89.45 86.69
1" ~ 6'"-angle 93.89 94.88 95.56 88.55
3t ~ 9t-angle 94.12 95.63 90.93 88.72
1" ~ 9t_angle 95.00 96.36 95.86 89.72

Table 7. The cloud detection accuracy (%) for evaluating reflectance image.

Data OA UA PA MIoU
Radiance image input 95.01 95.87 95.52 89.56
Reflectance image input 95.74 96.38 96.96 91.20

6. Conclusions

DPC on GEF-5 satellite is the only on-orbit polarization detector in the world at present,
which can provide multi-spectral, multi-angle and multi-polarization observations. Cloud
detection is the cornerstone of DPC imagery application. In this paper, we propose a neural
network (MFCD-Net) to extract cloud masks from DPC imagery. MFCD-Net has three key
innovations: (1) It extracts spatial-angular-spectral information by 3D convolution; (2) it
uses the cross-attention fusion mechanism to fuse polarization information; (3) its overall
structure is similar to 3D-Unet, and at all feature levels, the features of the same level are
fully extracted and fused. The effectiveness of the proposed MFCD-Net is verified with the
experimental results compared with various methods.

Author Contributions: K.G. designed and completed the experiments and drafted the manuscript. J.Z.
(Jingjing Zhang) and T.L. provided the research ideas and modified the manuscript, L.X., M.Z. and J.Z.
(Jingin Zhong) put forward the improvement suggestions for the experiment and the manuscript. W.X.
and X.S. provided the source data and data processing principles. All authors assisted in writing and
improving the paper. All authors have read and agreed to the published version of the manuscript.

Funding: This research was funded by the Key Laboratory of Optical Calibration and Characteri-
zation, Chinese Academy of Sciences Open Research Foundation, and the funder is Jingjing Zhang;
Anhui Provincial Natural Science Foundation of China (No. 1908085]25), and this funder is Teng Li.



Remote Sens. 2022, 14, 3905 19 of 20

Data Availability Statement: Not applicable.

Acknowledgments: The authors want to thank the Key Laboratory of Optical Calibration and
Characterization, Chinese Academy of Sciences for supporting the experimental data. In addition,
we are grateful to the Key Laboratory of Intelligent Computing and Signal Processing of Ministry
of Education, School of Electrical Engineering and Automation, Anhui University, who supported
hardware devices for this research.

Conflicts of Interest: The authors declare no conflict of interest.

References

1. Anderson, K;; Ryan, B.; Sonntag, W.; Kavvada, A.; Friedl, L. Earth observation in service of the 2030 Agenda for Sustainable
Development. Geo-Spat. Inf. Sci. 2017, 20, 77-96. [CrossRef]

2. Li, Z.Q.; Zhang, Y,; Shao, J.; Li, B.S.; Hong, J.; Liu, D.; Li, D.H.; Wei, P,; Li, W.; Li, L.; et al. Remote sensing of atmospheric
particulate mass of dry PM2.5 near the ground: Method validation using ground-based measurements. Remote Sens. Environ.
2016, 173, 59-68. [CrossRef]

3.  Yang, F; Guo, ].H,; Tan, H.; Wang, ]. X. Automated Extraction of Urban Water Bodies from ZY-3 Multi-Spectral Imagery. Water
2017, 9, 144. [CrossRef]

4. Guo, ].H.; Yang, E; Tan, H.; Wang, ].X,; Liu, Z.H. Image matching using structural similarity and geometric constraint approaches
on remote sensing images. |. Appl. Remote Sens. 2016, 10, 045007. [CrossRef]

5. Zhang, Y.N.; Zhu, C.Q.; Du, EG. DEM Extraction and Accuracy Assessment Based on ZY-3 Stereo Images. In Proceedings of the
2nd International Conference on Computer Science and Network Technology (ICCSNT), Changchun, China, 29-31 December
2012; pp. 1439-1442.

6. Yang, J.; Guo, J.; Yue, H,; Liu, Z.; Hu, H,; Li, K. CDnet: CNN-Based Cloud Detection for Remote Sensing Imagery. IEEE Trans.
Geosci. Remote Sens. 2019, 57, 6195-6211. [CrossRef]

7. Rossow, W.B,; Schiffer, R.A. ISCCP cloud data products. Bull. Am. Meteorol. Soc. 1991, 72, 2-20. [CrossRef]

8. Yu,H.;Ma,]J; Ahmad, S.; Sun, E; Li, C.; Li, Z.; Hong, J. Three-Dimensional Cloud Structure Reconstruction from the Directional
Polarimetric Camera. Remote Sens. 2019, 11, 2894. [CrossRef]

9.  Chen, Z. The Spatial Synerhetic Retrieval of Cloud Phase Based on Satellite Polarized Radiative Information. Ph.D. Thesis,
University of Science and Technology of China, Hefei, China, 2018.

10. Li,J.; Ma,],; Li, C; Wang, Y,; Li, Z.; Hong, ]. Multi-information collaborative cloud identification algorithm in Gaofen-5 Directional
Polarimetric Camera imagery. |. Quant. Spectrosc. Radiat. Transf. 2021, 261, 107439. [CrossRef]

11. Li, Z; Hou, W.; Hong, J.; Zheng, E; Luo, D.; Wang, J.; Gu, X.; Qiao, Y. Directional Polarimetric Camera (DPC): Monitoring aerosol
spectral optical properties over land from satellite observation. J. Quant. Spectrosc. Radiat. Transf. 2018, 218, 21-37. [CrossRef]

12. Wei, L. Research on Cloud Detection Algorithm Based on Gaofen-5-DPC Data. Master’s Thesis, Inner Mongolia Normal
University, Hohhot, China, 2020.

13. Francis, A.; Sidiropoulos, P.; Muller, J.-P. CloudFCN: Accurate and Robust Cloud Detection for Satellite Imagery with Deep
Learning. Remote Sens. 2019, 11, 2312. [CrossRef]

14. Guo, Y,; Cao, X; Liu, B.; Gao, M. Cloud Detection for Satellite Imagery Using Attention-Based U-Net Convolutional Neural
Network. Symmetry 2020, 12, 1056. [CrossRef]

15. Zhang, J.; Li, X; Li, L;; Sun, P;; Su, X.; Hu, T.; Chen, F. Lightweight U-Net for cloud detection of visible and thermal infrared
remote sensing images. Opt. Quantum Electron. 2020, 52, 397. [CrossRef]

16. Li, J.; Zhao, P; Fang, W.; Song, S. Cloud Detection of Multi-Angle Remote Sensing Image based on Deep Learning. J. Atmos.
Environ. Opt. 2020, 15, 380-392.

17.  Chang, Y.; Sun, B.; Huang, C.; Hong, J.; Qiao, Y. Cloud Detection and Parameter Inversion Using Multi-Directional Polarimetric
Observations. Acta Opt. Sin. 2020, 40, 17-27.

18. Shang, H.; Letu, H.; Chen, L,; Riedj, ].; Ma, R.; Wei, L.; Labonnote, L.C.; Hioki, S.; Liu, C.; Wang, Z.; et al. Cloud thermodynamic
phase detection using a directional polarimetric camera (DPC). . Quant. Spectrosc. Radiat. Transf. 2020, 253, 107179. [CrossRef]

19. Tran, D.; Bourdev, L.; Fergus, R.; Torresani, L.; Paluri, M. Learning Spatiotemporal Features with 3D Convolutional Networks; IEEE:
Piscataway, NJ, USA, 2015.

20. Jin, X,; Xie, Y.; Wei, X.-S.; Zhao, B.-R.; Chen, Z.-M.; Tan, X. Delving Deep into Spatial Pooling for Squeeze-and-Excitation Networks.
Pattern Recognit. 2021, 121, 108159. [CrossRef]

21. Wang, ].; Xiaobing, S.; Ti, R.; Yu, H. Multi-Angle Polarization Radiation Threshold Detection Method of Cloud Cover Over Ocean.
J. Atmos. Environ. Opt. 2021, 16, 247-255.

22.  Feichtenhofer, C.; Fan, H.; Malik, ].; He, K. SlowFast Networks for Video Recognition. In Proceedings of the 2019 IEEE/CVF
International Conference on Computer Vision (ICCV), Seoul, Korea, 27 October-2 November 2019.

23. Roy, S.K,; Krishna, G.; Dubey, S.R.; Chaudhuri, B.B. HybridSN: Exploring 3-D-2-D CNN Feature Hierarchy for Hyperspectral

Image Classification. IEEE Geosci. Remote Sens. Lett. 2020, 17, 277-281. [CrossRef]


http://doi.org/10.1080/10095020.2017.1333230
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.rse.2015.11.019
http://doi.org/10.3390/w9020144
http://doi.org/10.1117/1.JRS.10.045007
http://doi.org/10.1109/TGRS.2019.2904868
http://doi.org/10.1175/1520-0477(1991)072&lt;0002:ICDP&gt;2.0.CO;2
http://doi.org/10.3390/rs11242894
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.jqsrt.2020.107439
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.jqsrt.2018.07.003
http://doi.org/10.3390/rs11192312
http://doi.org/10.3390/sym12061056
http://doi.org/10.1007/s11082-020-02500-8
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.jqsrt.2020.107179
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.patcog.2021.108159
http://doi.org/10.1109/LGRS.2019.2918719

Remote Sens. 2022, 14, 3905 20 of 20

24.

25.

26.

27.

28.

29.

30.

31.

32.

33.

34.

35.
36.

37.

38.
39.

40.

41.

42.

43.

44.

45.

46.
47.

48.
49.

Mohla, S.; Pande, S.; Banerjee, B.; Chaudhuri, S. FusAtNet: Dual Attention based SpectroSpatial Multimodal Fusion Network for
Hyperspectral and LiDAR Classification. In Proceedings of the Computer Vision and Pattern Recognition, Seattle, WA, USA,
14-19 June 2020.

Hong, D.; Gao, L.; Hang, R.; Zhang, B.; Chanussot, J. Deep Encoder-Decoder Networks for Classification of Hyperspectral and
LiDAR Data. IEEE Geosci. Remote Sens. Lett. 2022, 19, 1-5. [CrossRef]

Zhang, J. Cloud Detection of Remote Sensing Image based on Deep Learning. Master’s Thesis, University of Chinese Academy of
Sciences, Beijing, China, 2020.

Li, L.; Li, X,; Jiang, L.; Su, X.; Chen, F. A review on deep learning techniques for cloud detection methodologies and challenges.
Signal Image Video Process. 2021, 15, 1527-1535. [CrossRef]

Christodoulou, C.I.; Michaelides, S.C.; Pattichis, C.S. Multifeature texture analysis for the classification of clouds in satellite
imagery. Geosci. Remote Sens. IEEE Trans. 2003, 41, 2662-2668. [CrossRef]

Ghasemian, N.; Akhoon, D.; Zadeh, M. Introducing two Random Forest based methods for cloud detection in remote sensing
images. Adv. Space Res. 2018, 62, 288-303. [CrossRef]

Li, P; Dong, L.; Xiao, H.; Xu, M. A cloud image detection method based on SVM vector machine. Neurocomputing 2015, 169, 34—42.
[CrossRef]

Xie, F.; Shi, M,; Shi, Z.; Yin, ]J.; Zhao, D. Multilevel Cloud Detection in Remote Sensing Images Based on Deep Learning. IEEE J.
Sel. Top. Appl. Earth Obs. Remote Sens. 2017, 10, 3631-3640. [CrossRef]

Shao, Z.; Pan, Y.; Diao, C.; Cai, ]. Cloud Detection in Remote Sensing Images Based on Multiscale Features-Convolutional Neural
Network. IEEE Trans. Geosci. Remote Sens. 2019, 57, 4062—-4076. [CrossRef]

Zou, Z.; Li, W; Shi, T.; Shi, Z.; Ye, ]. Generative Adversarial Training for Weakly Supervised Cloud Matting. In Proceedings of the
2019 IEEE/CVF International Conference on Computer Vision (ICCV), Seoul, Korea, 27 October-2 November 2019.

Li, Y,; Chen, W.; Zhang, Y.; Tao, C.; Xiao, R.; Tan, Y. Accurate cloud detection in high-resolution remote sensing imagery by weakly
supervised deep learning. Remote Sens. Environ. 2020, 250, 112045. [CrossRef]

Hu, K,; Zhang, D.; Xia, M. CDUNet: Cloud Detection UNet for Remote Sensing Imagery. Remote Sens. 2021, 13, 4533. [CrossRef]
Luo, C,; Feng, S.S.; Yang, X.F; Ye, YM.; Li, X.T.; Zhang, B.Q.; Chen, Z.H.; Quan, Y.L. LWCDnet: A Lightweight Network for
Efficient Cloud Detection in Remote Sensing Images. IEEE Trans. Geosci. Remote Sensin. 2022, 60, 5409816. [CrossRef]

He, Q.; Sun, X,; Yan, Z.; Fu, K. DABNet: Deformable Contextual and Boundary-Weighted Network for Cloud Detection in Remote
Sensing Images. IEEE Trans. Geosci. Remote Sens. 2022, 60, 5601216. [CrossRef]

Porct, F.; Levizzani, V. Cloud classification using METEOSAT VIS-IR imagery. Int. J. Remote Sens. 1992, 13, 893-909. [CrossRef]
Parol, F,; Buriez, J.-C.; Vanbauce, C.; Couvert, P; Seze, G. First results of the POLDER “Earth Radiation Budget and Clouds”
operational algorithm. IEEE Trans. Geosci. Remote Sens. 1999, 37, 1597-1612. [CrossRef]

Seze, G.; Vanbauce, C.; Buriez, ].C.; Parol, E; Couvert, P. Cloud cover observed simultaneously from POLDER and METEOSAT.
Phys. Chem. Earth Part B Hydrol. Ocean. Atmos. 1999, 24, 921-926. [CrossRef]

Sun, X.B. Project of Multi-angle Polarimetric System onboard Satellite for Remote Sensing of Atmosphere. ]. Atmos. Environ. Opt.
2006, 1, 198.

Buriez, J.C.; Vanbauce, C.; Parol, F; Goloub, P;; Seze, G. Cloud detection and derivation of cloud properties from POLDER. Int. J.
Remote Sens. 1997, 18, 2785-2813. [CrossRef]

Zheng, F; Hou, W,; Li, Z. Optimal Estimation Retrieval for Directional Polarimetric Camera onboard Chinese Gaofen-5 Satellite:
An Analysis on Multi-angle Dependence and a Posterior Error. Acta Opt. Sin. 2019, 68, 192-207. [CrossRef]

He, K.; Zhang, X.; Ren, S.; Sun, ]. Deep Residual Learning for Image Recognition. In Proceedings of the 2016 IEEE Conference on
Computer Vision and Pattern Recognition (CVPR), Las Vegas, NV, USA, 27-30 June 2016; pp. 770-778.

Hara, K.; Kataoka, H.; Satoh, Y. Learning Spatio-Temporal Features with 3D Residual Networks for Action Recognition. In Proceedings
of the 2017 IEEE International Conference on Computer Vision Workshop (ICCVW), Venice, Italy, 22-29 October 2017.

Jie, H.; Li, S.; Gang, S. Squeeze-and-Excitatsion Networks. arXiv 2018, arXiv:1709.01507.

Woo, S.; Park, J.; Lee, J.-Y.; Kweon, 1.S. CBAM: Convolutional Block Attention Module. In Proceedings of the Computer
Vision-ECCV 2018, Cham, Switzerland, 8-14 September 2018; pp. 3-19.

Kingma, D.; Ba, ]. Adam: A Method for Stochastic Optimization. arXiv 2014, arXiv:1412.6980v9.

Perez, L.; Wang, ]. The Effectiveness of Data Augmentation in Image Classification using Deep Learning. arXiv 2017,
arXiv:1712.04621.


http://doi.org/10.1109/LGRS.2020.3017414
http://doi.org/10.1007/s11760-021-01885-7
http://doi.org/10.1109/TGRS.2003.815404
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.asr.2018.04.030
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.neucom.2014.09.102
http://doi.org/10.1109/JSTARS.2017.2686488
http://doi.org/10.1109/TGRS.2018.2889677
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.rse.2020.112045
http://doi.org/10.3390/rs13224533
http://doi.org/10.1109/TGRS.2022.3173661
http://doi.org/10.1109/TGRS.2020.3045474
http://doi.org/10.1080/01431169208904162
http://doi.org/10.1109/36.763273
http://doi.org/10.1016/S1464-1909(99)00104-5
http://doi.org/10.1080/014311697217332
http://doi.org/10.7498/aps.68.20181682

	Introduction 
	Related Work 
	Dataset 
	Data Sources and Description 
	Data Selection 
	Data Processing 

	Proposed Method 
	Model Overview 
	Network Architecture 
	Cross Attention Fusion 

	Experiments 
	Experimental Settings 
	Training Details 
	Evaluation Metrics 
	Data Augmentation 

	Comparative Experiment of Different Methods 
	Ablation Study 
	Selection of Dataset 

	Conclusions 
	References

