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Abstract: Neural radiance fields (NeRFs) combining machine learning with differentiable rendering
have arisen as one of the most promising approaches for novel view synthesis and depth estimates.
However, NeRFs only applies to close-range static imagery and it takes several hours to train the
model. The satellites are hundreds of kilometers from the earth. Satellite multi-view images are
usually captured over several years, and the scene of images is dynamic in the wild. Therefore, multi-
view satellite photogrammetry is far beyond the capabilities of NeRFs. In this paper, we present a new
method for multi-view satellite photogrammetry of Earth observation called remote sensing neural
radiance fields (RS-NeRFs). It aims to generate novel view images and accurate elevation predictions
quickly. For each scene, we train an RS-NeRF using high-resolution optical images without labels
or geometric priors and apply image reconstruction losses for self-supervised learning. Multi-date
images exhibit significant changes in appearance, mainly due to cars and varying shadows, which
brings challenges to satellite photogrammetry. Robustness to these changes is achieved by the input
of solar ray direction and the vehicle removal method. NeRFs make it intolerable by requiring a very
long time to train an easy scene. In order to significantly reduce the training time of RS-NeRFs, we
build a tiny network with HashEncoder and adopted a new sampling technique with our custom
CUDA kernels. Compared with previous work, our method performs better on novel view synthesis
and elevation estimates, taking several minutes.

Keywords: satellite photogrammetry; neural radiance fields; multi-view stereo; digital surface
models; hash table

1. Introduction

High-resolution satellite images are a valuable resource in many economic activities,
and many activities are based on understanding the geometric shape and its changes on the
Earth’s surface. Although many people believe satellite images are taken from a vertical
angle, they are almost always taken from an oblique angle. These non-vertical satellite
images provide information about vertical structures and can also be used to estimate 3D
shapes. In addition, the combination of images from different viewpoints can reveal aspects
that cannot be captured using a single image. One of the goals of multi-view image tasks
(such as SPOT6-7 [1] and WorldView-3 [2]) is to estimate the terrain of the Earth’s land
cover. This knowledge is relevant to many applications in remote sensing, including terrain
mapping for flood risk mitigation [3], biomass estimation [4], land cover classification [5],
and change detection [6].

Although active sensors such as LiDAR can directly measure the distance from a
satellite to the ground, they require a significant amount of energy compared to passive
cameras. Therefore, many pipelines have been developed to accurately estimate depth
from disparity using multiple satellite views [7–13]. The resulting large-scale 3D models are
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typically represented using either a discrete point cloud or a digital surface model (DSM).
However, these models rely on manually designed matching strategies and cost functions
and lack consensus when merging output results from different pairs [14].

Satellite measurements mainly focus on geometric accuracy, while novel view synthe-
sis aims to obtain realistic image models. Novel view synthesis is a continuously developing
technology that uses a set of input images and their camera poses of a given scene to render
the observed scene content from previously unobserved viewpoints, allowing users to nav-
igate the reconstructed environment with high visual fidelity. Recently, neural rendering
techniques such as neural radiance fields (NeRFs) [15] have enabled realistic reconstruction
and novel view synthesis given a set of camera positions and images [16–18]. Early research
was often focused on small-scale and object-centric reconstruction, while some methods
have begun considering scenes the size of a single room or building, these methods are
often limited and cannot be directly applied to urban-scale environments. Using these
methods in large-scale environments often leads to significant artifacts and low visual
fidelity due to limited model capacity.

Reconstructing large-scale environments can serve various vital purposes, such as
autonomous driving [19–21] and aerial surveying [22,23]. For example, it can be used for
mapping and creating high-fidelity maps of the entire operational domain as a powerful
prior for various problems, including robot localization, navigation, and collision avoidance.
Large-scale scene reconstruction can also be used for closed-loop robot simulation [24]. For
instance, Block-NeRFs [25] used 2.8 million images to perform street view reconstruction
of the San Francisco Alamo Square community.

Our study employs an improved NeRF model that relies only on 10-20 high-resolution
satellite images to achieve elevation estimation and novel view synthesis of urban and
suburban areas in minutes. These applications could include using micro/nano satellites
for Earth observation with limited available energy or for exploring other planets [3],
comets, or asteroids. This technology could also help people in war-torn areas reconstruct
their former homes in the future.

While neural radiance fields (NeRFs) have shown impressive performance in novel
view synthesis tasks, there are several limitations that prevent their direct application to
multi-view satellite photogrammetry and novel view synthesis. Classic NeRF reconstruction
and rendering are performed on data that is generated in strictly controlled lab conditions
or using software such as Blender. A NeRF assumes a constant density, radiance, and
illumination of the target 3D scene, with a focus primarily on object-centric reconstruction at
a small scale. However, when using NeRFs to reconstruct large-scale environments captured
by satellites, additional challenges arise, such as limited model capacity, the introduction
of dynamic scenes (such as cars and shadow regions), and excessively long training times.
Even for simple Lego reconstructions, NeRF training can take several hours, necessitating
shortening training times. Furthermore, since NeRFs are designed for close-range images,
its sampling methods cannot be directly applied to satellite photogrammetry, especially in
the case of remote-sensing satellites hundreds of kilometers away from the Earth.

To address these limitations, we improved S-NeRF by enhancing the sampling method,
network structure, and regularization term and effectively processed the dataset using an
image restoration algorithm. These improvements will be detailed in Section 3.

Section 3.1 introduces preliminaries on NeRFs and S-NeRFs, which helps readers
understand our work.

Section 3.2 proposes a high-performance sampling strategy to improve sampling
efficiency. We sample between the maximum and minimum scene elevations by truncating
rays. To concentrate sampling points on the object surface, we use a novel learnable
voxel density grid to record the density of each subregion in the scene and abandon low
density regions during the sampling process. The sampling process uses a custom CUDA
operator for forward and backward propagation, which can handle the parallel sampling
of thousands of rays.
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Section 3.3 proposes a lightweight network architecture with only 20% of the number
of neurons compared to previous works. We use multi-resolution hash encoding to store
learnable weights, replacing some MLP layers. During gradient backpropagation, only the
relevant grid weights to the current sampled point are updated. In contrast, MLP updates
the weights of the entire network.

Section 3.4 proposes a new regularization term that can effectively reduce elevation
estimation errors without the need for additional label data such as point clouds.

Section 3.5 demonstrates image restoration techniques to remove parked vehicles from
training images, achieving interference-free reconstruction results.

2. Related Works

Our work is inspired by the research on NeRFs by Google [15,25,26], the European
Space Agency [27], and NVIDIA [28]. The goal of this research is to learn 3D scene rep-
resentations from sparse satellite images observed from different viewpoints, in order to
synthesize realistic novel view images and obtain low-error elevation estimates. In this
chapter, we reviewed relevant research on satellite measurements using stereo matching
and NeRF for urban scene representation, focusing on model training speed and instanta-
neous object removal.

2.1. Stereo Matching

For decades, researchers have been developing and refining techniques and methods
for 3D reconstruction from large collections of images [29–34]. These methods rely mainly
on mature and robust software such as COLMAP [35]. Almost all of these reconstruction
methods follow a common process: extracting 2D image features (such as SIFT [36]),
matching these features across different images, and jointly optimizing a set of 3D points
and camera poses to be consistent with these matches.

Advanced 3D reconstruction processes for satellite images typically use multi-view
stereo vision methods. These methods do not rely on ground truth geometric models but
instead use multi-view remote sensing images. In this paradigm, surfaces are represented
by a function of the form f (x, y) = h, known as a digital elevation model (DEM), where
(x, y) are spatial coordinates on the Earth (e.g., latitude, longitude), and h represents
surface elevation. These methods typically use matching strategies derived from semi-
global matching algorithms [7–9,11,37] to estimate dense disparity maps, and handcrafted
features and cost functions are at the core of these methods.

However, stereo matching suffers from some issues, such as a lack of a modeling ap-
proach to capture scene inconsistency since the visual cost is based on feature matching [14].
For example, shadows moving between images at different times can make precise localiza-
tion of spatial features difficult. Other temporally unrelated factors include specular effects,
instantaneous objects (such as cars), vegetation growth, land cover changes, and weather
phenomena (such as snow). To mitigate the impact of these inconsistencies, some studies
adjust image pairs or triplets taken under similar conditions (roughly the same time and
year) to tolerate non-correlation [12,38]. However, this approach will likely fail on strongly
non-correlated images, such as mixing morning and afternoon images.

2.2. Novel View Synthesis for Large Scale 3D Reconstruction

Neural volume representations [15,39–42] have demonstrated significant power in
representing 3D objects and scenes from images. Neural radiance fields (NeRFs) [15]
are a method that encodes a 3D scene using multi-layer perceptrons (MLPs), mapping a
5D coordinate (position and viewing direction) to the corresponding color and volume
density in the scene. Optimized through a self-supervised differentiable rendering loss,
NeRFs can reproduce the appearance of a set of input images with known camera posi-
tions. Once optimized, the NeRF model can render novel views and corresponding depth
maps. Compared to traditional stereo matching methods, a NeRF does not require explicit
geometric supervision, relying solely on the input image colors, and thus retains the key
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advantages. However, the NeRF assumes the density, radiance, and lighting of the target
3D scene are constant, which is a strong limitation. For large-scale urban-level imagery,
it is challenging to meet these assumptions. Therefore, many researchers have explored
extending NeRFs to achieve urban-level reconstruction [25–27,43].

In February 2022, Google Research proposed Block-NeRF [25] for street view recon-
struction of the Alamo Square neighborhood in San Francisco. The community was divided
into 35 Block-NeRFs for training, stitched together during inference. Each Block-NeRF
was trained on 64,575 to 108,216 images captured by driving vehicles and employed
appearance and exposure encoding to accommodate inconsistencies in the real dataset,
such as buildings, cars, signs, trees, and vegetation. Similarly, Google’s Urban Radiance
Fields [26] had data collectors carrying camera rigs with LiDAR sensors walking through
cities, capturing panoramic images and 3D point clouds of street scenes, and using an
improved NeRF for street view reconstruction. In January 2022, the University of Hong
Kong proposed Bungeenerf [43], which used a large amount of data collected from drones,
synthetic images, and Google Earth to reconstruct scenes from satellite to ground views.
To adapt to such large-scale scene variations, Bungeenerf borrowed the idea of ResNet,
cascading 4 Mip-NeRFs [16] with skip connections, with each Mip-NeRF trained on data of
different scales.

In contrast to these studies, we only use 10 to 20 high-resolution remote sensing images
for reconstruction from a single-scale viewpoint at an altitude of hundreds of kilometers.
In addition, these studies all use Mip-NeRF as the base structure, but a single Mip-NeRF
takes hours to train on the artificially synthesized Lego dataset. Our goal is to complete the
reconstruction in a matter of minutes.

The closest work to ours is the shadow neural radiance field (S-NeRF) [27] proposed
by the European Space Agency in April 2021, which is the first model to use NeRFs for
multi-view satellite photogrammetry. The advantage of S-NeRF is that it considers both the
direction of sunlight and the amount of sunlight s for each point’s geometric estimation.
The direction of sunlight is standard metadata of satellite images, and S-NeRF incorporates
the sun angle into the input to model shadow areas and reflectance in the scene. Due to
the differences between satellite imaging and ground scenes, S-NeRF only samples within
the elevation range of [hmin, hmax] in the scene. High-resolution optical images were used
for training and testing, and information such as satellite poses, elevation range, and sun
angle was provided by the WorldView-3 [2] dataset. Our work references the pipeline of
S-NeRF and makes improvements to achieve better output results at higher resolutions
and shorter training times. In the prior knowledge section of Section 3, we will provide a
detailed introduction to the relevant content of S-NeRFs.

2.3. NeRF Variant for Fast Training

NeRF [15] is an efficient method for reconstructing and rendering 3D scenes, but its
application is limited due to high computational complexity and long training times. To
address this problem, NVIDIA proposed an acceleration method called instant-NGP [28]
in May 2022. Instant-NGP uses multi-resolution hash encoding to store 3D scene features,
reducing NeRFs’ training time from hours to minutes or seconds. Compared to previous
NeRF acceleration methods such as octrees [44], the hash table does not require a large
number of if branches when storing weights, which helps improve GPU parallel efficiency.
In addition, the query operation time complexity of the hash table is O(1), making it very
friendly to memory access. We migrated instant-NGP’s sampling strategy from ground
models to satellite scenes and proposed new supervision terms to optimize point density.
However, the core module of instant-NGP uses custom CUDA operators to implement
forward and backward propagation, rather than being implemented based on PyTorch.
Therefore, we need to manually derive the new supervision terms and reverse rendering
equations and use CUDA to implement them.
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2.4. Image Inpainting for Vehicle Removal

In scene reconstruction, vehicles can introduce many artifacts into the results. Some
NeRF-based methods use segmentation data to isolate and reconstruct static objects [45] or
moving objects (such as humans or cars) in video sequences [20,46]. Block-NeRFs simply
mask out dynamic objects during training. Our solution is to use the image restoration
tool CRIFLL’s [47] GUI to remove vehicles from the training set and restore the original
appearance of the road and parking lot. We only need to process the image with the least
number of cars in the training set, ensuring that vehicles do not affect the entire novel view
synthesis model. This dramatically reduces the workload of data preprocessing.

3. Methodology

The core objective of designing RS-NeRF is to reconstruct high-quality scenes in the
shortest possible time. To achieve this, we improved upon S-NeRFs, including the sampling
method, network structure, and regularization term. Additionally, we incorporated an
image restoration tool into our work to mitigate the artifacts caused by dense vehicles.

3.1. Preliminaries on NeRFs and S-NeRFs

The European Space Agency proposed the S-NeRF model in April 2021 [27]. According
to our knowledge, it is the first to use NeRFs for multi-view satellite photogrammetry.
The core of S-NeRF is the rendering integral. It uses Monte Carlo integration on GPUs to
estimate the rendering integral, approximating the integration of the continuous function
as a weighted sum of sampled points in a discrete form. The neural network predicts the
properties of points (colour c, density σ) at N locations along each ray. The discretized form
of the rendering integral is shown in Equation (1).

Î =
Ns

∑
i=1

ωici

ωi = Tiαi

αi = 1− e−σiδi

Ti =
i−1

∏
j=0

(1− αj)

(1)

The predicted pixel value Î is written as a weighted sum of the color vector ci, with
wi. αi means that the probability of the ray being blocked by object along ray segment
i of length δi by definition αi ∈ [0, 1]. Ti means the probability of passing the optical path
successfully from the origin to the current segment i. If the value of ωi is high, then it
means that the light of sampled point i is near the surface of the object. To address the
inconsistency caused by shadows, S-NeRF divides the illumination into a direct source of
sunlight, and an indirect source of diffuse reflection from the sky. S-NeRF uses Equation (2)
to describe this lighting:

c(x,ωs) = a(x)s(x, ωs) + a(x) · (1− s(x, ωs)) · sky (2)

where s is the probability that solar rays can reach point x with solar direction ωs. a
represents albedo color, and sky means the color of the indirect illumination from the sky.

The network of S-NeRF is shown in Figure 1, which adds solar direction to the middle
layer of MLP to predict the sky color and the sun’s visibility. The learning of the sun
visibility branch is independent, and the authors use a particular batch to train this branch.
In this batch, the observation angle is consistent with the solar direction. It uses Equation (3)
as the loss function, which includes the image reconstruction loss and the canonical term.
The canonical term encourages sun visibility to become close to the current T values. The
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L1 norm in Equation (6) encourages the sum of ωisi to be one because the authors believe
visible surfaces should absorb solar light entirely.

L(b) = ∑
r∈b

∥∥I(r)− Î(r)
∥∥2

2 + λs ∑
r∈SC

(
Ns

∑
i=1

(Ti − si)
2 + 1−

Ns

∑
i=1

ωisi

)
(3)

NeRF is designed for close-range imagery. However, the satellite is hundreds of
kilometers away from the Earth. If the algorithm still uses 64 points to sample the light
same as the NeRF, it will give bad results. To tackle this problem, S-NeRFs present a
novel sampling method that samples only between the scene’s maximum and minimum
elevations. Similar to the NeRF, the training time of S-NeRFs takes several hours, which
limits future research and practical applications.

Figure 1. The network of S-NeRFs. The fully-connected layers are used to learn the color and the
density of the whole scene. The network takes spatial coordinates (x, y, z) and solar direction ωs, then
outputs the color, density and sun visibility. The pixel values in the rendered image is the weighted
sum of these outputs (Equation (1)). The sun visibility branch requires a separate batch for training,
which brings additional time overhead.

3.2. High Performance Sampling Based on Grids Density

Using the Monte Carlo approach, we sample the light to calculate the rendering
integral. Because of the large distance between the satellite camera and the ground, we
only sample between the minimum and maximum altitude values rather than the entire
ray. Various approaches, such as large-scale elevation models [41,48], can be used to
obtain altitude ranges. Following the S-NeRF experiment, we determine the minimum and
maximum values by airborne LiDAR maps (Table 1, 3rd row). The number of sampling
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points in the previous work [15,27] is 64. Increasing the number of samples per ray, for
example to 1024, when estimating the rendering integral using Monte Carlo integration,
can result in more precise outcomes. However, it can increase the computational cost of
training by more than ten times, resulting in training times that can last for several days. To
accomplish this goal, we offer a sampling method based on grid density that automatically
discards sampling points in empty zones.

Inspired by instant-NGP, we designed the altitude density grids to solve this challenge.
First of all, we pack the scene into a bounding box, the size of which depends on the altitude
range. Then the bounding box is divided into 1283 cells, and each cell stores a bit to indicate
whether an object occupies the area. Altitude density grids guide the RS-NeRF to skip
empty areas during the sampling process, avoiding the waste of sample points. Specifically,
we divide the entire scene into 1283 cells, each using one bit to indicate whether the area is
occupied. As the ray travels forward, the sample points in the empty region are thrown
away instead of being fed into the network. When the transmittance T of the light is less
than 1e-4 (which means that the light has passed through the object’s surface), we stop the
step of the light and set the weight value of the subsequent sample points to 0.

Altitude density grids are classified according to their twin brother, float grids, which
are updated every 16 training iterations. Float grids store the density of cells from the
network as float values. At each update, float grids decay the old cell density by 0.95, then
samples the density value of a random point in the cell as an alternative density. Float
grids keep the maximum value of the old and alternative densities. The threshold for
classification is opacity αi, which is obtained with Equation (1), based on the density and
step size. If opacity αi is more than 0.01, the cell will be classed as non-empty.

Sampling thousands of rays simultaneously can increase efficiency. Therefore, we
parallelly complete the sampling process on our custom CUDA kernels.

3.3. Network Architecture

The network architecture of RS-NeRF is shown in Figure 2, and is designed to be
lightweight. RS-NeRF has only 20% of the neurons of S-NeRF, without additional branches. In
order to shorten the query and training time of the network, float16 is used for all parameters.

3.3.1. HashEncoder

As shown in Figure 1, S-NeRF uses an 8-layer fully connected neural network to
represent the scene’s geometric structure and three other branches to output albedo, sky
color, and sun visibility. When a sampled point comes into the network, all neurons are
involved in the computation for each query, which slows down the sampling efficiency.

Motivated by instant-NGP, we transfer the burden of scene representation to HashEn-
coder. We use the hash table instead of the neurons to store scene features. HashEncoder
queries the features learned from the hash table by (x, y, z) coordinate and feeds the queried
features to the subsequent network. The hash table query is very fast, with time complexity
of O(1). Unlike neural networks, the hash table is computed with only the cell associated
with the input point in each forward and backward propagation. This property not only
significantly reduces the GPU memory footprint but also allows us to enhance the ability
of scene representation by boosting the capacity of the hash table massively.

In particular, we turn the satellite image into a 24-level image pyramid, and each pixel
in the image will have 24 sets of coordinates at different scales. We use the hash function
(Equation (4)) to map the coordinates into hash values. Hash values are the addresses of
cells, and we use them to look up the features in the corresponding cell.

h(x) =
(

3
⊕

i=1
xiπi

)
mod T (4)

where ⊕ means the bit-wise XOR operation and T means the capacity of the hash table.
When computing the multi-scale hash value for the input coordinates, the parameters of
the hash function are set the same as in instant-NGP. We use the π1 = 1, π2 = 19, 349, 663,
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and π3 = 83, 492, 791. We merge the 24 multi-scale hash features as the full features of the
point and send them to the subsequent tiny network to predict the density and color of the
point. The hash table has a large capacity of 219 cells, updated by gradient descent. The
query and the update only involve the cells associated with the input point. We will show
in Experiment 4.2 that the hash table makes the network faster and the scene full of details.

Figure 2. The network of RS-NeRF. The input consists of the sampled point’s coordinate, the direction
of observation, and the sunshine angle. The output is the point’s density and color. RS-NeRF uses
fewer neurons and eliminates unnecessary branches compared to S-NeRF (Figure 1).

3.3.2. Network Pruning

S-NeRF treats the point’s color as a combination of albedo and sky color (Equation (2))
and uses the sun visibility branch to find shadows. The sun visibility branch requires an
additional batch for training. Three branches are complex, and we want to prune them. The
network structure of RS-NeRF is shown in Figure 2. We remove the sun visibility and sky
color branches. We feed the geometric structure features into the neural network with the
solar direction and view direction to predict the color of the points. We use SHEncoder [44]
for the solar direction and view direction, which helps to improve the result of the NeRF.
The dropout layer [49] alleviates the network from overfitting shadows and vehicles. We
demonstrate in Experiment 4.2 that RS-NeRF can still accurately distinguish shadows from
building surfaces even after removing sun visibility.

3.4. Weights Sum Correction

In the same way as S-NeRF, we use Equation (5) to predict the altitude from the nadir
view. We add a new L2 canonical term, weight sum correction, to the image reconstruction
loss (Equation (6)) for better accuracy. This L2 canonical term encourages the sum of wi to
be 1. We show in Experiment 4.4 that weight sum correction exhibits a tremendous gain in
altitude estimation.

ĥ =
Ns

∑
i=1

wihi, hi ∈ [hmax, hmin] (5)
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L(b) = ∑
r∈b

∥∥I(r)− Î(r)
∥∥2

2 +

∥∥∥∥∥1−
Ns

∑
i=1

ωi(r)

∥∥∥∥∥
2

2

 (6)

3.5. Vehicle Removal

The training images are not perfect because of the many randomly appearing vehicles.
As shown in Figure 3, these dense vehicles affect people’s visual perception. For a better
experience, we want to remove these cluttered and crowded vehicles and restore the
original appearance of the city. We eliminate the vehicles in the scene by using the image-
inpainting method to achieve this goal. Compared with other methods in this domain,
CRFILL removes the attention module and block-by-block matching, so it has a small
amount of computation and can complete the repair process quickly.

Figure 3. The result of vehicle removal. Random vehicles give RS-NeRF unpleasant reconstruction
results. CRFILL does not perform well on images with dense vehicles. We select only one image to
be processed by CRFILL, which contains the least number of vehicles in the training dataset. Then
we save its solar angels as the vehicle-less vector. When synthesizing a new view image, the solar
direction of the test image is replaced with the vehicle-less vector. Compared to CRFILL, our method
can eliminate these artifacts and maintain the correct geometry.

Directly using CRFILL to repair the whole training set brings a vast workload. Not
only that, the error occurs when the road is entirely covered by vehicles (Figure 3). The
structure of roads changes because CRFILL can only find the reference area within the
input image. RS-NeRF, on the other hand, has a multi-view perceptual field and can avoid
such a problem. Therefore we want to combine these two approaches.

The solar directions are different for each image in the training dataset (Figure 3).
We can use the solar direction as a unique feature vector for each image and eliminate
the artifacts caused by dense vehicles during RS-NeRF training (Figure 3). We select only
one image to be processed by CRFILL, which contains the least number of vehicles in the
training dataset (Figure 3). We save its corresponding solar direction as a vehicle-less vector.
When synthesizing a new view image, the solar direction of the test image is replaced with
the vehicle-less vector. We confirmed the feasibility of this idea in Experiment 4.3.
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Table 1. Evaluation metrics on RS-NeR and S-NeRF. The top table shows the number of train/test
images and the altitude bounds of four different areas. The area index corresponds to the images
in Figure 6. The result of S-NeRF comes from its paper [27]. The SSIM values and training time
in the mid table demonstrate that RS-NeRF performs best on the novel view synthesis experiment.
The third table shows that the weight sum correction is necessary for RS-NeRF. The best SSIM and
altitude MAE values are shown in bold.

area index 004 068 214 260

train/test 8/2 16/2 21/2 14/2

Alt.bounds(m) 0/−30 30/−30 80/−30 30/−30

SSIM (test set)

NeRF(8hours) 0.364 0.471 0.377 0.409

S-NeRF no SC(6hours) 0.352 0.322 0.360 0.401

S-NeRF + SC(8hours) 0.344 0.459 0.384 0.416

RS-NeRF(6min) 0.791 0.837 0.788 0.739

RS-NeRF(6min with 2k) 0.729 0.740 0.716 0.700

Altitude MAE (m)

NeRF(8hours) 5.607 7.627 8.305 11.97

S-NeRF no SC(6hours) 3.342 4.799 4.499 10.18

S-NeRF + SC(6hours) 4.418 3.644 4.829 7.173

RS-NeRF no WS(6min) 3.045 2.536 10.677 5.766

RS-NeRF(6min) 1.736 1.693 2.667 2.629

4. Experiments
4.1. Experimental Details

We evaluate our RS-NeRF method according to the experimental details of S-NeRF.
RS-NeRF is evaluated on the WorldView-3 dataset collected between 2014 and 2016 over
Jacksonville, Florida, USA [2]. From this dataset, we input a set of RGB crops of varying
size, around 800 × 800 pixels, with a resolution of 0.3 m/pixel at the nadir. The number
of train/test images and altitude bounds are listed in Table 1. We use airborne LiDAR
maps as the ground truth to evaluate the performance of altitude extraction. RS-NeRF is
trained with an Adam optimizer starting with a learning rate of 1 × 10−3. The batch size is
1024 rays, and each ray is discretized into 1024 uniformly distributed 3D points. Training
takes 6 min on a single NVIDIA GPU with 12G RAM. The quantitative results of S-NeRF
come from its paper, and we use the model weights provided by the author to generate
visualization results for comparison. We will release our code soon.

The first experiment (Section 4.2) evaluates the performance of novel view synthesis.
Then, we show how RS-NeRF can reconstruct the scene in the 160 s with high quality. The
second experiment (Section 4.3) aims to remove the vehicles within the scene and restore the
city to its original appearance. The third experiment (Section 4.4) evaluates the performance
of altitude extraction and demonstrates the effect of the weight sum correction.

4.2. Novel View Synthesis

We compare the rendering results of the RS-NeRF and S-NeRF models from the unseen
views and lighting conditions in Figure 4. Even after several hours of training, S-NeRF’s
performance still needs to be improved. The RS-NeRF training time is only several minutes,
with better performance. The turbine fan blades in the blue box and the parking spaces in
the orange box demonstrate that RS-NeRF can accurately reproduce the details of the scene.
The outputs of S-NeRF are over-smoothing and form a grayish area without crisp edges
in this area. As seen from the green box, RS-NeRF can still render objects realistically in
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the shadows even without the sun visibility branch. The last row of ablation experiments
proved that the HashEncoder is crucial for the success of RS-NeRF. Figure 5 shows how
a scene RS-NeRF completes the reconstruction task within 160 s. Like an artist, RS-NeRF
outlines the global scene in the first 5 s and then continuously refines it, a typical coarse-
to-fine process. Figure 6 shows the performance of RS-NeRF on four different scenes after
several minutes of training. Whether it is a vegetation-covered suburb or a crowded city
block, RS-NeRF can show excellent reconstruction ability. We attempted to train RS-NeRF
and S-NeRF using complete images of 2048 × 2048 pixel size as the training set. However,
due to insufficient memory, S-NeRF could not be trained, and therefore, we only present
the novel view synthesis results of RS-NeRF in Figure 7 and Table 1. It is worth noting
that RS-NeRF exhibited good performance in a short period of time, without any changes
to the model architecture and training parameters, except for some issues when dealing
with ocean surfaces. Table 1 illustrates that the SSIM metric of RS-NeRF is far ahead in the
limited training time. The drawback is that mass vehicles remain in the 068 scenes due to
the influence of the training dataset, which looks terrible (Figure 3). We will address this
problem in Experiment 4.3.

Figure 4. Urban details comparison. RS-NeRF demonstrated precise reproduction of roof details
without excessive smoothing, as a result of synthesizing novel viewpoints in a densely built-up
urban district. The HashEncoder plays a crucial role in RS-NeRF, and its removal would result in a
significant degradation in quality.
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Figure 5. The reconstruction process of scene 068 in 160 s. Like an artist, RS-NeRF roughly depicts
the whole scene in 5 s and then makes detailed adjustments.

Figure 6. The novel view synthesis of RS-NeRF in 4 different scenes. Whether suburban or downtown,
RS-NeRF can complete high-quality reconstruction in several minutes. In the 260 scenes, however,
our results are missing a white building because the training set was collected at different years, and
most of the training images are vacant lots or construction sites in this area. RS-NeRF tends to render
this area as vacant lots.

Figure 7. The high-resolution novel view synthesis results of RS-NeRF are impressive. Even when
using full-sized images of 2048 × 2048 pixels as the training set and without changing the model
structure or hyperparameters, RS-NeRF can still perform high-quality new view synthesis in just
a few minutes. However, the SSIM values in Table 1 have decreased slightly, likely because of the
significant differences in the appearance of the sea surface from different viewpoints, which RS-NeRF
was unable to accurately learn.

4.3. Vehicle Removal

In Experiment 4.2, many randomly appearing vehicles give scene 068 unpleasant
reconstruction results (Figure 3). We attempt to eliminate the cars in training set to overcome
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this issue by CRFILL. However, some images contain too many cars, and using CRFILL
directly to perform vehicle removal on them is labor-intensive and alters the scene’s
geometric structure (Figure 3). Therefore, we only eliminate vehicles by CRFILL in the
image with the fewest cars from the training set (Figure 3), dramatically decreasing the
burden and assuring that the scene’s appearance remains unchanged. When generating
the new view images, we send the solar direction of the processed image as a vehicle-less
vector into the network. RS-NeRF can clear the vehicles in the orange box, whereas CRFILL
leaves some artifacts. In the blue box, CRFILL distorts the road when the cars obstruct
the road, because CRFILL’s perceptual field is limited to a single image. When the road is
completely obscured, it is difficult for the algorithm to find the reference area used to fix
the obscuration from the image. However, our RS-NeRF has a global perceptual field and
can adaptively find the corresponding area as a reference from the perfect unobstructed
view. This experiment demonstrates that the vehicle-less property of the proposed image
can be transmitted through the solar angle, leaving the scene clean.

4.4. Altitude Extraction

We evaluated the altitude extraction performance of RS-NeRF in this experiment. We
followed S-NeRF’s method of projecting the rays from the nadir, obtaining a rendered
vertical view, and calculating the average error between the estimation results and the
LiDAR. The height is calculated using Equation (5). To estimate the height more accurately,
we add a new regular term in Equation (6) during the training process, which encourages
the weights of points on the same ray to sum to 1. We ablate the regular term in four
different scenes. Table 1 and Figure 8 show the significant improvement by our regular
term without additional time overhead.

Figure 8. The performance of altitude extraction from four different areas. These altitude maps
correspond to the MAE in Table 1.
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Figure 9 compares the altitude extraction results of RS-NeRF and S-NeRF. By observing
the blue and green boxes, we can find that RS-NeRF is comparable to LiDAR and can
accurately represent the fine structure of the building. In the orange box, RS-NeRF has
more details than the LiDAR results. Table 1 further demonstrates from a quantitative
perspective that RS-NeRF can obtain outstanding results in a very short time.

Figure 9. The results of altitude extraction of scene 068. We use the model weights provided by the
author to generate visualization results for comparison. Looking at the blue and yellow boxes, we
notice that the structure from RS-NeRF is more precise and detailed than S-NeRF. Moreover, in the
orange box, RS-NeRF shows more details than LiDAR.

5. Conclusions

In this paper, we propose a new NeRF variant for multi-view satellite photogrammetry,
which can extract accurate altitude maps from optical images and quickly render photo-
realistic novel view images. First, we design an efficient adaptive sampling method with
custom CUDA kernels to accelerate the solution of the volumetric rendering formulation.
Second, the lightweight network with HashEncoder is designed to learn the 3D scene full
of details sufficiently. Third, our approach combines the latest research in image inpainting
to eliminate artifacts from dense vehicles. Moreover, we add the weight sum correction to
the loss function for more accurate altitude prediction with MAEs of about 2 m.
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