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UP-Diff: Latent Diffusion Model for Remote
Sensing Urban Prediction
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Abstract—This study introduces a novel Remote Sensing (RS)
Urban Prediction (UP) task focused on future urban planning,
which aims to forecast urban layouts by utilizing information
from existing urban layouts and planned change maps. To
address the proposed RS UP task, we propose UP-Diff, which
leverages a Latent Diffusion Model (LDM) to capture position-
aware embeddings of pre-change urban layouts and planned
change maps. In specific, the trainable cross-attention layers
within UP-Diff’s iterative diffusion modules enable the model to
dynamically highlight crucial regions for targeted modifications.
By utilizing our UP-Diff, designers can effectively refine and
adjust future urban city plans by making modifications to the
change maps in a dynamic and adaptive manner. Compared with
conventional RS Change Detection (CD) methods, the proposed
UP-Diff for the RS UP task avoids the requirement of paired pre-
change and post-change images, which enhances the practical
usage in city development. Experimental results on LEVIR-
CD and SYSU-CD datasets show UP-Diff’s ability to accurately
predict future urban layouts with high fidelity, demonstrating
its potential for urban planning. Code and model weights are
available at https://github.com/zeyuwang-zju/UP-Diff.

Index Terms—Remote Sensing (RS), Urban Prediction (UP),
UP-Diff, Latent Diffusion Model (LDM), cross-attention.

I. INTRODUCTION

URBAN Prediction (UP) is a crucial field in city devel-
opment, which forecasts and analyzes future trends in

urban growth [40], [32], [1]. It helps researchers address the
challenges arising from population growth [5], transportation
congestion [37], and climate changes [21], [18]. Currently,
Remote Sensing (RS) technology plays a critical role in city
development by capturing RS images about detailed urban
landscapes [28], [6], which are essential for monitoring the
urban growth. By leveraging the RS technology, researchers
can significantly improve the accuracy and efficiency of ur-
ban layout prediction, enabling them to make well-informed
decisions to optimize the urban development strategies.

Despite the advancements in RS technology for city de-
velopment, current works normally focus on the RS Change
Detection (CD) task. As illustrated in Fig. 1 (a), RS CD aims
to identify the differences between two images captured at
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Fig. 1. Illustration of the difference between (a) conventional RS Change
Detection (CD) and (b) our proposed RS Urban Prediction (UP).

different time points of the same geographic area from the
aerial view [30], [3]. However, in practical urban planning, our
goal is to forecast future urban layouts based on existing urban
layouts and proposed modifications [19]. Current methods for
RS CD primarily focus on detecting the layout changes rather
than predicting future urban developments. In addition, the re-
quirement for paired pre-change and post-change images poses
a challenge for RS data collection. Collection of paired RS
images must be guaranteed at long intervals, and the position
and orientation of the probe must be accurate. Therefore, it not
only increases the cost of data acquisition and image alignment
but also impedes effective urban planning.

In this paper, we propose a novel RS-based task focusing
on urban planning, called RS Urban Prediction (UP). As
illustrated in Fig. 1 (b), the main objective of the proposed
RS UP task is to forecast future urban layouts by leveraging
information from existing urban layouts and planned change
maps. To address the challenge of the proposed task, we
present UP-Diff, which is a novel Latent Diffusion Model
(LDM) building upon the Stable Diffusion (SD) [25]. Firstly,
UP-Diff incorporates a trainable ConvNeXt model [20] to
encode the pre-change urban layouts and planned change
maps into position-aware embeddings. Subsequently, these
embeddings are fed into the trainable cross-attention layers
within the iterative diffusion modules of UP-Diff. It enables
the model to dynamically focus on the specific regions crucial
for urban planning. Meanwhile, we transfer the pre-trained SD
model weights to mitigate the challenge of limited annotated
RS image pairs. Our main contributions are as follows:

• We propose the RS Urban Prediction (UP) task to forecast
future urban layouts based on existing urban RS layouts
and planned change maps. To our knowledge, this is the
first work on RS-based urban prediction.

• We also propose UP-Diff, which is a latent diffusion
model with iterative layout-aware attention mechanism
to dynamically enhance the critical urban regions.
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Fig. 2. Illustration of our proposed UP-Diff for Remote Sensing Urban
Prediction. (a) Training of the autoencoder for reconstruction. (b) Training
of UP-UNet for latent diffusion and denoising. C denotes the concatenation.

• Extensive experiments on LEVIR-CD [8] and SYSU-CD
[29] datasets demonstrate that UP-Diff can accurately
predict the future urban layouts with high fidelity.

II. RELATED WORKS

A. Remote Sensing Change Detection

Current research on RS CD normally adopts deep learning-
based models. Convolutional Neural Networks (CNNs) have
been widely applied on this task [38], [9], [35]. Later,
Transformer-based models have also shown the ability to
capture long-range context and relationships between different
positions [7], [11]. Recently, the advanced diffusion models,
known for their effectiveness in capturing complex patterns in
RS images, have also shown promise in RS CD [4], [36].

B. Diffusion Models

Diffusion models have emerged as the leading choice for
image generation, which originate from Denosing Diffusion
Probabilistic Models (DDPMs) [31], [14]. Building upon
this foundation, the Latent Diffusion Model (LDM) [25] has
pushed the boundaries by using a low-dimensional latent space
[10]. Current works on diffusion models normally guide the
generation given text conditional information [24], [27], [25].
Moreover, recent advancements have been made in the field
of layout-to-image diffusion models, where the spatial controls
serve as the input conditions [2], [41], [16], [17].

III. METHODS

A. Overview

Our proposed UP-Diff is illustrated in Fig. 2. To enhance
the modeling efficiency, UP-Diff follows LDM [25], which
adopts an autoencoder to encode the input image into the latent
space z and learn the representation through a reconstruction
process. The autoencoder comprises the encoder Eφ and the
decoder Dϕ. In order to augment the model’s comprehension

of the RS layout and target alterations, we incorporate the
embedded conditions through iterative attention-based blocks
within the UP-UNet in the latent space. It enables our UP-Diff
model to dynamically prioritize specific target urban regions.
To our knowledge, UP-Diff is the first diffusion model for the
proposed RS UP task, where the iterative diffusion process
generates high-fidelity post-change RS images.

B. Condition Embedding

Condition embedding is critical in our proposed UP-Diff.
Firstly, the text condition c is obtained by embedding “A re-
mote sensing photo.” via the CLIP text encoder [23]. Utilizing
the cross-attention layer from the SD model by incorporating
c greatly enhances the awareness of RS features.

Meanwhile, the layout condition l is obtained by embedding
the concatenated pre-change image Ipre and change map m
by a trainable ConvNeXt model [20] with parameters ψ:

l = ConvNeXtψ(Concat[Ipre,m]), (1)

where the semantic layout feature l is added after the iterative
attention-based blocks. The ConvNeXt model has been pre-
trained on large-scale natural image datasets. In addition, the
tokenized layout condition l∗ is derived by flattening l:

l∗ = Flatten(l) + PE, (2)

where PE denotes a trainable position embedding to enhance
the position-aware information. The tokenized l∗ serves as a
suitable form for the gated cross-attention mechanism.

C. UP-UNet

Our proposed UP-UNet, denoted as ϵθ, serves as the core
component for the latent denoising iterations. UP-UNet inher-
its the spatial structure of UNet [26], where the basic module
consists of the residual convolutional blocks [12] and iterative
attention-based layers [34]. We keep the original layers from
SD model [25] and frozen the model weights to fully utilize
the generative model pre-trained on large-scale natural images.
As illustrated in Fig. 2, the UP-UNet is mainly composed of
cascaded self-attention and cross-attention layers, which can
be formulated as below:

Attn(Q,K, V ) = softmax
(
Q ·KT

√
dk

)
· V, (3)

where the matrices Q, K, and V are derived from linear
projection of the input features. The token dimension of the
matrix K is denoted by dk. In self-attention mechanism, the
matrices Q, K, and V are derived from the same input feature.
In cross-attention mechanism, Q is derived from one modality,
while K and V are obtained from another modality. The
cross-attention layer is followed by the feed-forward layer to
increase the representation ability, which is omitted in Fig. 2.

In specific, the trainable cross-attention layer in the middle
of UP-UNet block incorporates a gated mechanism, which
focuses on the target RS layout regions. The gated cross-
attention layer can be formulated as:

Qc = Ql + λ · tanh(γ)(Attn(Ql,Kl, Vl)), (4)
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Fig. 3. Qualitative results of the baseline methods and our UP-Diff on LEVIR-CD and SYSU-CD datasets for the proposed RS UP task.

where λ is a hyperparameter and γ is a learnable parameter
initialized as 0. The tokens Kl and Vl are obtained by the
linear projection from l∗. Inside the iterative diffusion blocks
of UP-UNet, a trainable cross-attention layer is introduced
between the fixed self-attention and cross-attention layers,
enabling the model to anticipate the layout of change area.
Through the implementation of a gated mechanism, the model
can dynamically adjust the attention weights to enhance its
perception on the target urban layout.

D. Training & Sampling Formulation

We first fine-tune the autoencoder for reconstruction on
the RS image datasets. During the diffusion training process,
the model weights of the autoencoder are freezed, and the
latent z0 is obtained by encoding the post-change image Ipost
through Eφ. After that, the noise-contaminated latent features
z1, z2, ...,zT are achieved via a Markov chain:

q (zt | zt−1) = N
(
zt;

√
1− βtzt−1, βtI

)
, (5)

where the hyperparameter βt corresponds to the variance of
the Gaussian distribution, and it undergoes a linear increase
as t. Meanwhile, we can directly obtain zt based on z0 and
βt via the reparameterization [15]:

zt =
√
αtz0 +

√
1− αtϵ, (6)

where ϵ ∼ N (0, I) denotes the randomly sampled Gaussian
noise. Meanwhile, αt = 1−βt and αt =

∏t
i=1 αi. Therefore,

zT converges to standard normal distribution N (0, I) when
T → ∞. The training objective of our proposed UP-UNet,
denoted as ϵθ, can be represented as:

min
θ

LUP-Diff = Ezt,ϵ∼N (0,I),t,c

[
∥ϵ− ϵθ (zt, t, l, c)∥22

]
, (7)

where t ∼ Uniform({1, ..., T}) is a random time step. l and
c denote the layout condition and text condition, respectively.

During the inference process, we can reverse the diffusion
process into the denoising process. Starting from a Gaussian

noise zT , our proposed UP-UNet gradually generates less
noisy zT−1, zT−2, ...,z0 by the following iteration:

zt−1 =
1

√
αt

(
zt −

1− αt√
1− ᾱt

ϵθ (zt, t, l, c)

)
+ βtϵ. (8)

Finally, we obtain the denoised z0, which is then decoded
by Dϕ into the generated post-change image Îpost.

IV. EXPERIMENTS

A. Implementations

We implement UP-Diff using PyTorch 1.13.1 on Intel(R)
Xeon(R) Platinum 8255C CPU@2.50GHz and two NVIDIA
Tesla V100 GPUs with CUDA 12.2. AdamW optimizer is
adopted with the learning rate of 5e-5 and 10,000 warmup
training iterations. The batch sizes per GPU are set to 2 and
4 for training the autoencoder and the UP-Diff, respectively.
Additionally, we employ random flips and crops on the RS
images for data augmentation.

B. Datasets

We conduct experiments on two datasets with different RS
scenes and resolutions to demonstrate the generalizability:

• LEarning, VIsion, and Remote sensing Dataset (LEVIR-
CD) [8] contains 445, 64, and 128 RS image pairs for
training, validation, and testing, respectively, captured in
Texas, USA. We conduct the experiments on the dataset
with the large resolution of 512 × 512.

• Sun Yat-Sen University Dataset (SYSU-CD) [29] is a
large-scale RS image dataset gathered in Hong Kong,
China, containing 12,000/4,000/4,000 samples for train-
ing/validation/testing, respectively. We adopt the official
resolution of 256 × 256 for experiments.

C. Baselines

We compare our UP-Diff with the following baselines listed
in Table I. For the conventional deep learning models, we
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TABLE I
QUANTITATIVE COMPARISON ON THE GENERATED IMAGE QUALITY.

Model LEVIR-CD SYSU-CD
LPIPS↓ FID↓ LPIPS↓ FID↓

UNet [26] 0.504 196.28 0.521 139.59
UNet++ [42] 0.497 185.48 0.523 120.05
SPADE [22] 0.423 142.58 0.436 66.28
VQVAE [33] 0.406 185.45 0.477 73.20
VQGAN [10] 0.402 179.22 0.478 60.56
DDPM [14] 0.420 134.63 0.430 61.03

DDPM-CD [4] 0.418 144.38 0.414 49.80
UP-Diff 0.342 117.79 0.400 34.57

↓ denotes that lower values are better.

concatenate Ipre and m as input for end-to-end training. For
the diffusion-based models, we implement them by replacing
the original Ipost with m as the input conditions.

D. Qualitative Comparison

The qualitative results of the baseline methods and our
UP-Diff on LEVIR-CD and SYSU-CD datasets are shown
in Fig. 3. It can be seen that pre-change images Ipre (the
first column) are typically captured on barren land, while the
post-change images Ipost (the last column) display neatly
arranged buildings. The baseline models employing end-to-
end training, including UNet, UNet++, SPADE, and VQVAE,
can generate the post-change images with general building
outlines but lack fidelity and diversity. The advanced VQGAN,
DDPM, and DDPM-CD models produce high-fidelity images,
but some texture details do not accurately align with the actual
transformations depicted in the change maps. In contrast, our
proposed UP-Diff model can produce high-quality post-change
images that faithfully capture target urban modifications, such
as the specific buildings, main roads, and vessels on the water.

E. Quantitative Comparison

We evaluate the models from two quantitative aspects. On
one hand, we evaluate the quality of the generated images
using Learned Perceptual Image Patch Similarity (LPIPS) [39]
and Fréchet Inception Distance (FID) [13]. On the other hand,
inspired by the assessment in semantic image synthesis [22],
we utilize a pre-trained RS CD model (DMINet [11]) to test
the RS CD metrics based on original input Ipre and output
Îpost. The metrics include Precision (Pre.), Recall (Rec.), F1-
score (F1), and Intersection over Union (IoU).

The results in Table I demonstrate that our UP-Diff model
achieves the best LPIPS and FID scores across both datasets,
with scores of 0.342 LPIPS and 117.79 FID on the LEVIR-
CD dataset, and 0.400 LPIPS and 34.57 FID on the SYSU-
CD dataset, respectively. The diffusion-based model DDPM-
CD also exhibits commendable performance, achieving LPIPS
scores of 0.418 and 0.414 on the two datasets, respectively.
Meanwhile, from Table II, we can see that when we use the
generated post-change images Îpost for evaluation on the RS
CD task, the evaluation scores all demonstrate our excellent
performance. For example, UP-Diff achieves the Pre. score
of 92.23% and F1 score of 82.41% on LEVIR-CD dataset,

TABLE II
QUANTITATIVE COMPARISON ON THE GENERATED IMAGE FOR RS CD

TASK. THE RESULTS ARE RECORDED IN (%).

Model Pre.↑ Rec.↑ F1↑ IoU↑

L
E

V
IR

-C
D

UNet [26] 55.54 50.41 49.70 47.90
UNet++ [42] 64.39 55.79 59.19 53.51
SPADE [22] 80.33 64.52 71.46 62.32
VQVAE [33] 70.00 59.82 64.96 57.43
VQGAN [10] 84.56 69.63 74.79 65.43
DDPM [14] 74.58 68.13 77.23 69.74

DDPM-CD [4] 86.54 72.15 77.37 67.93
UP-Diff 92.23 76.55 82.41 73.35

SY
SU

-C
D

UNet [26] 77.23 84.63 79.10 66.26
UNet++ [42] 77.71 85.29 79.62 66.94
SPADE [22] 79.58 84.52 80.33 68.71
VQVAE [33] 77.43 84.97 78.62 66.89
VQGAN [10] 81.02 85.26 80.05 67.48
DDPM [14] 80.14 83.29 81.48 69.74

DDPM-CD [4] 84.11 85.43 84.74 74.33
UP-Diff 86.82 86.10 86.45 76.86

↑ denotes that higher values are better.

DMINet

𝑰𝑝𝑟𝑒 DDPM UP-Diff 𝑰𝑝𝑜𝑠𝑡

ෝ𝒎

DDPM-CD

Fig. 4. Qualitative comparison on the generated images for RS CD task.

respectively. However, these baseline methods exhibit obvious
inferior performance when contrasted with our method. We
also show an example of the generated change maps through
DDPM, DDPM-CD, and our UP-Diff in Fig. 4. It can be seen
that the result of our UP-Diff aligns well with the ground-
truth Ipost, while the results from baseline methods exhibit
differing degrees of deviation from Ipost.

V. CONCLUSION

In this work, we introduce a novel task called Remote Sens-
ing (RS) Urban Prediction (UP) for forecasting future urban
layouts. Meanwhile, we propose the latent UP-Diff model
tailored for the RS UP task, utilizing iterative layout-based
gated cross-attention layers to focus on critical regions. Our
qualitative and quantitative results on two datasets illustrate
the superiority of UP-Diff over baseline methods in the RS
UP task, including conventional deep learning and diffusion-
based approaches. The post-change images generated by UP-
Diff align well with ground-truth images during migration to
the RS Change Detection (CD) task with a pre-trained model.
In the future, we aim to develop more efficient methods with
mobility for the proposed RS UP task. Furthermore, we plan to
introduce a novel pluralistic RS UP task, where the generated
post-change images can exhibit great diversity, contributing to
flexible urban planning initiatives.
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