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Abstract—The growing field of remote sensing faces a chal-
lenge: the ever-increasing size and volume of imagery data are
exceeding the storage and transmission capabilities of satellite
platforms. Efficient compression of remote sensing imagery is a
critical solution to alleviate these burdens on satellites. However,
existing compression methods are often too computationally
expensive for satellites. With the continued advancement of
compressed sensing theory, single-pixel imaging emerges as a
powerful tool that brings new possibilities for on-orbit image
compression. However, it still suffers from prolonged imaging
times and the inability to perform high-resolution imaging,
hindering its practical application. This paper advances the
study of compressed sensing in remote sensing image compres-
sion, proposing Block Modulated Imaging (BMI). By requiring
only a single exposure, BMI significantly enhances imaging
acquisition speeds. Additionally, BMI obviates the need for
digital micromirror devices and surpasses limitations in image
resolution. Furthermore, we propose a novel decoding network
specifically designed to reconstruct images compressed under
the BMI framework. Leveraging the gated 3D convolutions and
promoting efficient information flow across stages through a Two-
Way Cross-Attention module, our decoding network exhibits
demonstrably superior reconstruction performance. Extensive
experiments conducted on multiple renowned remote sensing
datasets unequivocally demonstrate the efficacy of our proposed
method. To further validate its practical applicability, we devel-
oped and tested a prototype of the BMI-based camera, which has
shown promising potential for on-orbit image compression. The
code is available at https://github.com/Johnathan218/BMNet.

Index Terms—Compressed Sensing, Computational Imaging,
Remote Sensing Image Compression, Optical Modulation.

I. INTRODUCTION

OPTICAL remote sensing images are instrumental across
various fields, providing high-resolution data that in-

forms decision-making, optimizes resource allocation, and
mitigates disaster risks [1]–[3]. Recent advancements in re-
mote sensing have led to a substantial increase in both the
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spatial resolution of images and the volume of data collected
[4], [5]. The acquisition of high-resolution imagery by remote
sensing satellites generates vast amounts of data that strain
onboard storage capacity, data transmission bandwidth, and
energy resources. Consequently, onboard processing, storage,
and communication capabilities are all significantly impacted,
hindering real-time processing and satellite-to-ground/inter-
satellite data transmission.

Remote sensing image compression algorithms are crucial
techniques for addressing the storage and transmission chal-
lenges posed by massive remote sensing image collections [6].
Onboard image compression algorithms fall into two main cat-
egories [7]: lossless and lossy. Lossless compression exploits
redundancies within the image data to achieve smaller file
sizes, while maintaining a perfect reconstruction of the original
image without any information loss. However, lossless com-
pression typically achieves low compression ratios [8], making
it inadequate for handling the transmission bandwidth and
storage limitations of satellites. In contrast, lossy compression
offers significantly higher compression ratios by tolerating a
controlled degree of information loss. However, this advantage
comes at the cost of increased computational demands, which
can strain the limited processing power available onboard
spacecraft. The increased computational burden imposed by
complex compression algorithms can lead to performance
degradation of the satellite’s processor, potentially impacting
the execution of other critical tasks. Extensive research [9]–
[12] has been dedicated to addressing the challenge of con-
strained computational resources on specific platforms. Nu-
merous strategies have been advanced to reduce the encoding
complexity of compression algorithms. Nevertheless, these
methodologies have not yielded significant alterations, and the
burden on satellite processors remains considerable for high-
resolution imaging.

Building upon the pioneering work of Compressed Sensing
[13] (CS), which exploits signal sparsity for sub-Nyquist
sampling [14], Single Pixel Imaging [15]–[19] (SPI) unveils
an entirely novel scheme and introduces enhanced alternatives
for the compression of remote sensing imagery. In contrast to
conventional compression methods that perform computations
in the electrical domain after capturing the images using
sensors, SPI performs the computation in the optical domain
through the optics prior to sensor detection, directly capturing
a compressed representation of the scene. Compared to tra-
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Fig. 1. Satellite-side optical encoding for compression and ground-based deep unfolding decoding for reconstruction.

ditional compression methods like JPEG [20] and JPEG2000
[21], SPI features a far less complex encoding process, making
it well-suited for resource-constrained platforms. However,
the application of SPI in satellite scenarios encounters two
substantial obstacles. The first challenge is that Single Pixel
Cameras (SPCs) can only capture one measurement at a time
yet acquiring high-resolution images typically necessitates
tens of thousands of measurements [22], [23]. It necessitates
prolonged acquisition periods for time-series measurements, a
factor that requires static imaging and is particularly unfavor-
able for satellites in motion. The limited imaging speed can
also considerably impact the execution of real-time missions.
The second challenge is that SPCs rely on Digital Micromir-
ror Devices (DMDs) for dynamic encoding. Unfortunately,
the limited size and modulation frequency of DMDs can-
not accommodate the high-resolution requirements of remote
sensing imagery [24], [25]. It is also worth mentioning that
current SPI decoding algorithms exhibit high computational
complexity and limited suitability for high-resolution images,
as evidenced in our experiments in Section IV-H1.

In this paper, we propose a novel compression paradigm
for remote sensing images, termed Block Modulated Imaging
(BMI), which not only inherits the benefits of CS with ultra-
low encoding complexity in comparison to conventional meth-
ods, but also exhibits superior practicality when contrasted
with SPI. Inspired by BMVC [26], our encoding scheme
involves a simple modulation of the image signal utilizing
a photomask, followed by slicing and summation operations
applied to the modulated image, as shown in Fig. 1. The
whole process has a negligible impact on computing resources.
Superior to SPI, our method requires only a single exposure,
thereby eliminating the need for static imaging. Furthermore,
the necessity for DMDs has been obviated. We can now utilize
a pre-configured optical mask, which is capable of adapting to
high-resolution imagery. Based on the theory of CS [27], the
image can be restored with high quality by designing a suitable
deep neural network for decoding. We introduce a novel
decoding network based on the deep unfolding architecture

[28]. Specifically, our model leverages gated 3D convolutions
to achieve superior recovery performance, while concurrently
employing cross-attention mechanisms to facilitate robust
information exchange across all stages. Experiments show
that BMI demonstrates competitive, if not superior, decoding
performance to SPI. At the same time, our decoding algorithm
is less computationally intensive compared to SPI and is more
suitable for high-resolution images. Furthermore, to bridge the
gap between theory and practice, we presents a functional
hardware prototype of the our compression system. Real-world
testing of the prototype validated the feasibility of both the
encoding scheme and the reconstruction algorithm.

The contributions of this paper are summarized as follows:
1) We propose a novel CS-based compression scheme for

remote sensing imagery ,termed as BMI, characterized
by significantly reduced encoding complexity compared
to traditional methods and superior practicality com-
pared to SPI.

2) We develope a robust deep unfolding network for decod-
ing, which, in comparison to SPI paradigms, has yielded
improved performance. Concurrently, we establish a
baseline for downstream tasks and investigate the influ-
ence of varying compression ratios on its performance.

3) We implement a hardware prototype of our approach,
affirming the feasibility of our compression system.

II. RELATED WORK

A. Encoding Complexity Optimization for Remote Sensing
Image Compression

High-resolution optical satellites typically employ various
compression techniques for remote sensing image data [29],
including Differential Pulse Code Modulation (DPCM), Adap-
tive DPCM (ADPCM), Discrete Cosine Transform (DCT),
and Discrete Wavelet Transform (DWT). Compared to DPCM
and ADPCM, DCT and DWT offer superior compression
ratios. Consequently, DCT and DWT have become more
prevalent compression techniques, exemplified by the widely
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used JPEG [20] and JPEG2000 [21] algorithms. However,
their significant demands on processing power may strain
satellite platforms with limited computational resources. In
recent years, reducing encoding complexity has become a focal
point of research in onboard image compression algorithms.
To address the high complexity of JPEG2000, X. Chen et
al. [9] proposed an efficient and low-complexity rate control
algorithm to reduce memory requirements and computation
time. M. Conoscenti et al. [30] improves predictive lossy
compression schemes, proposing a simple and effective rate
control algorithm that significantly improves performance and
reduces complexity. T. Ma [11] proposed an efficient quadtree
search model to replace the arithmetic coding in the SPIHT
algorithm reducing complexity. J. Bartrina-Rapesta et al. [31]
designed a lightweight on-board entropy encoder, the proposed
arithmetic encoder uses only bitwise operations to estimate the
correlation probabilities and consumes little computational re-
sources. Although these methods have achieved some success
in reducing encoding complexity, they still place a substantial
burden on the digital processor, which is critical in resource-
limited on-orbit situations.

B. Single Pixel Imaging in Remote Sensing

CS has emerged as a powerful paradigm in image compres-
sion [32], offering superior compression efficiency and higher
achievable compression ratios by circumventing the limitations
of the Nyquist-Shannon sampling theorem [14]. One key
application of this technique is Single Pixel Imaging (SPI),
which was first proposed in [15]. In contrast to traditional
methods that capture the entire image and then compress
it computationally, SPI directly acquires a compressed rep-
resentation of the scene during the sampling process. This
eliminates the need for a separate compression step and leads
to significant computational savings. J. Ma [16] pioneered the
application of SPI to remote sensing, leading to improvements
in power consumption, data storage, and transmission on
satellites. Building on the principle of [16], J. Ma [17] further
designed a SPI system for line-scan onboard cameras. The
motion blur caused by the relative movement between remote
sensing platforms and the target scene has been a subject
of investigation by Z. Wang et al. [18]. J. Li et al. [19]
leveraged DWT to maximize the use of textural features in
remote sensing images for guiding sensing resource allocation.
J. Bobak et al. [33] discussed the benefits of adopting a single
pixel camera-like architecture for microwave radiometry in
terms of reducing size, weight, power consumption, and cost.
While the application of the CS in remote sensing has received
increased interest, limitations of SPI in terms of imaging speed
and spatial resolution have severely restricted its practical
implementation. This paper presents a novel compression
framework based in CS theory, aiming to establish itself as
a superior alternative to SPI in the field of remote sensing.

III. METHOD

A. Block Modulated Encoding

In this section we present the mathematical model for the
encoding process of the proposed block modulated imaging.

We employ a grayscale image for illustration purposes. Fig.
1 demonstrates the image encoding process. Given an optical
signal X ∈ RH×W , after passing through the imaging lens,
X is modulated by a photomask. This modulation process can
be viewed as a Hardman product:

Z = M ⊙X (1)

where Z ∈ RH×W is the modulated optical signal and M ∈
RH×W represents a binary mask, wherein the value 1 denotes
translucency and 0 indicates opacity. The 0-1 mask can be
viewed as a sparse representation, aligning with the principles
of compressed sensing. This mathematical framework allows
for the reconstruction of the signal from a smaller number of
measurements.

The modulated optical signal Z is transformed into elec-
trical data Z̃ upon being imaged by the sensor. Afterwards,
the image Z̃ is partitioned into N pieces of equal size and
subsequently summed into one piece:

Y =

N∑
i=1

Z̃i (2)

where Z̃i is the i-th piece of the image Z̃.
Through this, we obtain the signal Y that is to be transmit-

ted. We now turn our attention to the encoding complexity of
the BMI. The Hardman product (Eq. (1)) is operated in the op-
tical domain by the optics. As light traverses through the pho-
tomask, computations are executed instantaneously. The entire
process is isolated from the satellite’s other systems, thereby
not requiring any allocation of processor resources. The chunk-
ing and summation of the modulated image, following the
conversion to electrical data, constitute the primary sources of
computational complexity within the encoding process. The
theory of compressed sensing enables this straightforward
encoding method, offering significant computational savings
compared to traditional compression algorithms like JPEG
and JPEG2000. Compressed sensing fundamentally shifts the
computational burden from encoding to decoding, making it
particularly advantageous in applications where encoding and
decoding processes can be separated, such as satellite imaging.

In contrast to the limitations of the SPI paradigm [15],
BMI necessitates merely a single exposure to acquire the
compressed representation of the image. It not only accelerates
image acquisition, making it well-suited for real-time tasks,
but also mitigates the issue of blurred images caused by
satellite motion. Furthermore, it enables BMI to eliminate the
need for DMDs and utilize a pre-set photomask to achieve
modulation, addressing the limitation of commercially avail-
able DMDs in handling high-resolution imagery. Additionally,
omitting DMDs deployment could result in significant energy
conservation.

B. Deep Unfolding Decoding

At the receiver end, we reconstruct the image utilizing a
deep unfolding algorithm [28], [34], [35]. BMI and video
Snapshot Compressive Imaging (SCI) [36]–[40] share the
same decoding principles. The decoding of BMI can be
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Fig. 2. (a) BMNet processes the measurement Y alongside the mask M , and reconstructs the original signal X . v(k) denotes the auxiliary variable at the
k-th stage (see Eq. 5). (b) The proposed gated 3D convolution block. (c) The proposed Two-Way Cross-Attention module. u(k) denotes the latent variable
generated by the encoder of the k-th 3D U-net. h(k)

h denotes the hidden variable of the k-th stage (h(0) = u(0)).

regarded as a more challenging task compared to the decoding
of video SCI, as the correlations between blocks in images are
not necessarily guaranteed.

Let x = [xT1 , . . . , xTB ]T , Φ = [D1, . . . , DN ]T where xi =
vec(Xi) and Di = diag(vec(Mi)), Mi is the i-th piece of
the mask M corresponding to Z̃i. Let y = vec(Y ), the vector
representation of Eq. (2) is:

y = Φx (3)

To reconstruct the image signal x from measurement y is to
solve an ill-posed optimization problem:

x = argmin
x

1

2
||y −Φx||22 + λR(x) (4)

where λR(x) is the prior regularization.
Here we utilize the deep unfolding algorithm to solve Eq.

(4). The fundamental concept of deep unfolding algorithms
involves unrolling the iterative steps of conventional optimiza-
tion algorithms like ADMM [41] and GAP [42] as phases
within a deep neural network. Each phase contains a linear
projection and a small neural network. Starting from x(0), the
k-th iteration of solving for x(k) is:

v(k) = x(k−1) +ΦT (ΦΦT + η(k))−1(y −Φx(k−1)) (5)

x(k) = D(k)(v(k)) (6)

where v(k) is the auxiliary variable introduced to reconstruct
x(k), D(k) corresponds to the neural network for the k-th
iteration. Inspired by [37], we add a regularizer η(k) for each
stage. The comprehensive structure of the deep unfolding
network for decoding is depicted in Fig. 2 (a), termed BMNet.
BMNet contains N stages along with a refinement phase.
Each individual stage is composed of a linear projection and
a small neural network. The linear projection at the k-th stage
is represented by Eq. (5), while the subsequent neural network
is depicted by Eq. (6).

In the realm of image restoration, the intuitive approach
might be to design neural networks utilizing 2D convolution.
However, the emphasis on the application of 3D convolution
[43] is highlighted in the BMVC [26]. Specifically, experi-
mental results demonstrate that deep architectures built from
many 2D-CNNs struggle to reconstruct high-resolution images
when dealing with high compression ratios, while 3D-CNNs
demonstrate high efficiency. By stacking image blocks Z̃i to
transform 2D images into 3D data cube (as shown in Fig.
2 (a)), 3D convolution can be interpreted as a method for
modeling the non-local relationships between image blocks.
Nevertheless, BMVC only employs a limited number of 3D
convolutions due to throughput considerations. Considering
remote sensing application scenario, it can be assumed that
the ground side, i.e. the decoding side possesses sufficient
computational resources. Hence, the complexity of the decod-
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ing network can be strategically enhanced to yield superior
performance. In this paper, each stage incorporates a 3D U-net
architecture. To further enhance the representation of BMNet,
we introduce a gating mechanism [44] for the 3D convolution,
as shown in Fig. 2 (b). The initialized measurement for recov-
ery contains invalid pixels. Due to this, applying a convolution
kernel with equal weights to all pixels may not be optimal.
By introducing an additional branch to compute weights, the
network can dynamically select important features.

Within deep unfolding algorithms, information flow and
integration between stages are crucial for achieving optimal
reconstruction performance [37], [45], [46]. Optimizing these
information exchange mechanisms can mitigate information
loss inherent to the unfolding process. To address this chal-
lenge, we propose a novel Two-Way Cross-Attention (TWCA)
module to achieve sufficient inter-stage information interaction
by fully exploiting the latent vectors generated by the 3D U-
net encoder, as shown in Fig. 2 (a) and (c). Let Enc(k)(·) and
Dec(k)(·) denote the encoder and the decoder of the 3D U-net
in D(k) respectively. Let u(k) ∈ RC×P×H×W represents the
latent variable generated by Enc(k)(·). We have:

u(k) = Enc(k)(v(k)) (7)

We introduce a hidden variable h(k) ∈ RC×P×H×W and let
h(0) = u(0). After stage 1 (k ≥ 1), a two-way information
exchange occurs between the hidden variable h(k−1) and the
latent variable u(k) at each subsequent stage. This exchange
allows u(k) to incorporate information from h(k−1) that reflects
the accumulated knowledge from all previous stages. In turn,
h(k−1) is updated to h(k) based on the information contained
within the current stage’s latent variable u(k). This process is
achieved by employing a two-way cross-attention mechanism.
Specifically, we leverage the computationally efficient Multi-
Dconv Head Transposed Attention (MDTA) from Restormer
[47], originally designed for high-resolution images, by adapt-
ing it for 3D data processing. To achieve cross-attention,
we utilize distinct data sources for the query and key-value
components:

q(k)u = W q
uu(k), k(k)

u = W k
u u(k), v(k)u = W v

uu(k) (8)

q(k)h = W q
hh(k−1), k(k)h = W k

h h(k−1), v(k)h = W v
hh(k−1) (9)

u′(k) = u(k) +Attn(q(k)
u , k(k)h , v(k)h ),

Attn(q(k)u , k(k)
h , v(k)h ) = v(k)h · Softmax(k(k)

h · q(k)u )
(10)

h(k) = h(k−1) +Attn(q(k)
h , k(k)u , v(k)u ),

Attn(q(k)h , k(k)
u , v(k)u ) = v(k)u · Softmax(k(k)

u · q(k)h )
(11)

where W q
(·), W k

(·), and W v
(·) denote 3D convolutional layers

that project the input feature map into query, key, and value
spaces, respectively; q(k)(·) ∈ RPHW×C , k(k)

(·) ∈ RC×PHW and

v(k)(·) ∈ RPHW×C are obtained after reshaping tensors from
the original size RC×P×H×W . After the TWCA module, the
k-th stage output is generated by the 3D U-net decoder:

x(k) = Dec(k)(u′(k)) (12)

Relying solely on 3D convolutions for image decoding is
insufficient, as it leads to block artifacts similar to those
observed in BMVC. A straightforward solution to this issue
could be incorporating a 2D U-net at the end for results
refinement. In our implementation, we employ a lightweight
2D U-net at the end of BMNet to learn the residual between
the output of BMNet’s final stage and the ground truth.

IV. EXPERIMENT

A. Datesets and Metrics

1) DOTA-v1.0: We chose the DOTA-v1.0 [48] dataset to
train the BMNet of our compression framework for remote
sensing images. The DOTA-v1.0 dataset is a benchmarking
large-scale dataset specifically designed for object detection
in aerial images. It comprises 2,806 high-resolution images
encompassing 15 object categories, including airplanes, ships,
storage tanks, sports fields, and bridges. We randomly cropped
the 1,411 training set images into non-overlapping patches of
size 512×512. From the resulting 41,672 patches, a random
sample of 39,588 images was selected for the training set, and
the rest 2,084 images were chosen for the testing set. Peak
Signal-to-Noise Ratio (PSNR) and Structural Similarity Index
Measure (SSIM) were chosen as the evaluation metrics. For
consistency with SPI [45], [49], compression is applied solely
to the luminance channel (Y) within the YCbCr space. Beyond
evaluating reconstruction quality, annotations of DOTA-v1.0
can also be leveraged to assess the mean Average Precision
(mAP) of the downstream task object detection under varying
compression ratios.

2) ISPRS Vaihingen: To investigate the impact of compres-
sion on a more fine-grained downstream task, we selected
the ISPRS Vaihingen [50] dataset to test the BMNet trained
on DOTA-v1.0 without fine-tuning. The ISPRS Vaihingen
dataset is a benchmark for evaluating semantic segmentation
algorithms in remote sensing imagery. It comprises 33 high-
resolution aerial orthophotos and corresponding digital surface
models covering an urban area in Vaihingen, Germany. Only
the TOP image tiles were used without the DSM and NDSM.
We cropped the images into 31 non-overlapping patches of size
512×512 using ID 34 and 37 as the testing set. The remaining
IDs, which were cropped into 3120 non-overlapping patches
of size 512×512, were used to train the semantic segmentation
model DC-SWin [51]. Mean Intersection over Union (mIoU)
was chosen as the evaluation metric.

3) LandSat8: We employed the LandSat-8 [52] dataset as
an additional test set to assess the generalization capability of
the BMI framework for invisible light bands. The LandSat-8
dataset covers a variety of land cover types. It provides global
landmass at a spatial resolution of 30 meters (visible, NIR,
SWIR); 100 meters (thermal); and 15 meters (panchromatic).
Four representative ground type scenes covering vegetation,
bare ground, urban, and marine environments were selected
and then cropped into 530 non-overlapping patches of size
512×512. SWIR (i.e., band 6) is selected as the test band.
PSNR was chosen as the evaluation metric.

4) CBSD68: To facilitate comparison with more SPI ap-
proaches, CBSD68 [53] was selected as an additional test
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TABLE I
COMPARISON OF AVERAGE PSNR (DB) ON CBSD68 AND DOTA-V1.0

DATASETS UNDER VARYING COMPRESSION RATIOS

Dataset Network Method
CS Ratio

4 10 25

CBSD68

CSNet SPI 31.12 27.91 25.43

SCSNet SPI 31.15 28.02 25.37

OPINE-Net SPI 31.51 27.82 25.20

AMP-Net SPI 31.80 27.88 25.27

TransCS SPI 31.74 27.86 25.28

MADUN SPI 32.27 28.18 25.36

DGUNet SPI 31.97 28.13 25.45

OCTUF SPI 32.24 28.28 25.65

SAUNet SPI 33.67 29.25 26.23

BMNet(ours) BMI 34.06 29.61 26.31

DOTA-V1.0
SAUNet SPI 44.19 39.42 35.51

BMNet(ours) BMI 43.23 41.81 35.57

Original image Cr=4 Cr=10 Cr=25

S
A

U
N

et
B

M
N

et

Fig. 3. Visualization of the reconstructed images on DOTA-v1.0 at different
compression ratios (Cr).

set. It consists of 68 natural color images. Experiments are
performed on the luminance channel of YCbCr space. PSNR
was chosen as the evaluation metric.

B. Implementation Details

We configured BMNet with 10 stages and employed a
sequence of {32, 64, 128, 64, 32} feature dimensions for
each 3D U-net within the architecture. The loss function is
the Mean Squared Error (MSE). We employ the Adam [54]
optimizer with a cosine annealing learning rate schedule that
incorporates a linear warm-up phase. The initial learning rate
is set to 1×10−6, the base learning rate is set to 5×10−6 and
the minimum learning rate is set to 5×10−8. Training proceeds
for a total of 100 epochs, with the first 5 epochs designated as
a warm-up period. Finally, the model is trained on 4 NVIDIA
A100 GPUs using a batch size of 4 per GPU. Disregarding
noise, the optical computing is simulated numerically by
performing element-wise multiplication between the image
and the binary mask.
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Fig. 4. Visualization of different tasks under varying compression ratios (Cr).

C. Reconstruction Results Compared with SPI

In Section III-A we analyzed the advantages of BMI over
SPI in encoding, in this section we compare the performance
of BMI with SPI in terms of decoding. The data utilized
for this section are detailed in Sections IV-A1 and IV-A4,
respectively.

We first evaluated our BMNet on CBSD68, a benchmark
dataset for SPI methods. For a fair comparison, our model
also adopted a jointly-trained measurement matrix here. We
subsequently evaluated the performance of BMNet and the
SOTA SPI decoding network, SAUNet [49], on DOTA-v1.0
dataset. Due to the high computational complexity of main-
stream SPI decoding algorithms, particularly when applied
to high-resolution images, replicating them on DOTA-v1.0
dataset would be prohibitively expensive (see Section IV-H1).
For experiments on DOTA-v1.0 in this section, we resize the
images to a resolution of 256×256. We began by training
the models at a compression ratio of 10. The pre-trained
models were then utilized as foundations to fine-tune models
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Fig. 5. Comprehensive performance of BMNet under varying compression ratios (Cr): PSNR, SSIM for image reconstruction (DOTA-v1.0), mAP for object
detection (DOTA-v1.0) and mIoU for semantic segmentation (Vaihingen).

for compression ratios of 4 and 25.
The visual results are displayed in Fig. 3, and the corre-

sponding average PSNR values are summarized in Table I.
BMNet exhibits performance comparable to or exceeding that
of SAUNet, the SOTA SPI method. This result is particularly
encouraging as it demonstrates the potential for BMI to replace
SPI as a solution for on-orbit remote sensing image com-
pression with both lower encoding complexity and superior
decoding performance.

D. Reconstruction Results on Downstream Tasks

For lossy compression methods, it is essential to analyze
the impact of compression ratio on the efficacy of subsequent
downstream tasks. Most compressed sensing methods have
primarily concentrated on minimizing reconstruction error.
However the quality of reconstruction, as measured by metrics
like mean squared error (MSE), might not always align directly
with the performance requirements of a specific application.
In this section, a baseline will be established for the tasks
of object detection and semantic segmentation, serving as a
benchmark for evaluating the effectiveness of future remote
sensing image compression methods based on compressed
sensing. The data utilized for these experiments are detailed
in Sections IV-A1 and IV-A2, respectively.

To obtain decoding networks for different compression
ratios, we first establish a base BMNet trained with a com-
pression ratio of 16 on DOTA-v1.0. Subsequently, we leverage
this pre-trained model for fine-tuning additional models with
compression ratios of 4, 9, 25, 36, 49, 64, 81 and 100. For the
object detection task, we first evaluated the pre-trained YOLO-
v5s [55] model on the uncompressed testing set, achieving
a mAP of 86.5%. Subsequently, we applied our method to
compress and then reconstruct the testing set under varying

TABLE II
AVERAGE PSNR (DB) OF BMNET ON LANDSAT8

Dataset
CS Ratio

4 9 16 25

LandSat8 47.0 45.5 41.9 41.8

compression ratios. The reconstructed testing set was then
fed into the YOLO model for detection. For the semantic
segmentation task, We first trained the DC-Swin [51] model
and achieved a mIoU of 78.6% on the uncompressed testing
set. Then the testing set, which has undergone compression
and subsequent reconstruction via the BMI framework, is once
again employed to evaluate the performance of the trained DC-
Swin model at varying compression ratios.

Fig. 4 visualizes the reconstruction restults. The average
PSNR, SSIM, mAP for DOTA-v1.0 dataset and the average
mIoU for Vaihingen dataest are presented in Fig. 5. Negligible
semantic information is lost at a compression ratio of 4. The
reduction in the performance of downstream tasks is con-
strained to a maximum of 7.5% for compression ratios under
16. These results provide insights into the limitations of the
compression ratio. We acknowledge that more powerful YOLO
and DC-Swin models or task-driven training could improve
detection and segmentation performance on the reconstructed
images, however these approaches are beyond this paper’s
scope.

E. Reconstruction Results on Invisible Band

For remote sensing scenarios, it is often necessary to deal
with invisible spectral bands rather than just grey scale or
RGB images. This section investigates the generalizability of
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Original image Cr=4 Cr=9 Cr=16 Cr=25

Fig. 6. Visualization of the reconstructed SWIR band at different compression
ratios (Cr).

BMNet to SWIR spectral band. The data utilized here are
detailed in Section IV-A3.

Fig. 6 presents the visual effects and Table II illustrates
average PSNR values of the reconstruction results. BMNet
demonstrates strong generalization capabilities and effectively
reconstructed the SWIR band.

F. Prototype Designing and Testing

We implemented the simulation process in a physical system
by designing a digital acquisition unit hardware system based
on the Metacam from [56]. Given its flexibility, the DMD [57]
is retained in the prototype to accommodate experimentation
with different measurement matrix configurations. Note that
in practical applications, the DMD can be substituted with
a photomask for high-resolution imaging. Fig. 7 (a) depicts
the physical layout of the entire optical imaging system. The
digital acquisition unit comprises an imaging lens assembly,
an optical coding unit, and a relay lens assembly. The scene is
imaged onto a virtual plane through the camera lens (CHIOPT
HC3505A) for original data acquisition. The relay lens (Thor-
labs MAP10100100-A) focuses the target scene image onto
the DMD (ViALUX V-9001, 2560×1600 resolution, 7.6 µm
pixel pitch), forming a primary image. The DMD modulates
the data by adjusting the amplitude of the light, achieving
instantaneous encoding. The reflected light from the DMD
is focused onto the image sensor (FLIR GS3-U3-120S6M-
C, 4242×2830 resolution, 3.1 µm pixel pitch) by the zoom
lens (Utron VTL0714V). The relay lens group is used to
transmit the encoded data to the photosensitive surface of the
sensor, so that one DMD mirror matches one image sensor
pixel, ensuring precise alignment of the DMD and the image
sensor. Notably, this system exhibits a flexible, plug-and-
play characteristic. The degree of hardware integration within
the application has the potential for significant enhancement.
Furthermore, the system possesses the adaptability to accom-
modate various compression ratios, as the compression ratio
depends solely on electrical computations.

To validate the reconstruction algorithm’s performance in
real-world scenarios, we built a sandbox to simulate remote
sensing scenarios within a natural light environment. The
projected data was captured by the digital acquisition unit
to form measurements, and the encoded measurements was
then fed into BMNet for reconstruction. Due to the diagonal
hinge design of the DMD’s digital micromirrors, their rotation

Scene Camera lens DMD Relay lens Sensor

Camera lens

DMD

Relay lens Sensor

(a)

Original image Simulation Real-world

Original image Cr=4 Cr=16 Cr=25

(b)
Fig. 7. Real-world testing of the prototype. (a) The digital acquisition unit.
(b) Reconstruction result.

(a) (b)
Fig. 8. Comparison of masks in different environments. (a) Simulated
environment mask. (b) Real environment mask.

for modulation occurs along an axis tilted 45° relative to the
array orientation [58]. This results in a 45° image rotation after
processing by the digital acquisition unit. To address this issue,
we employed image zooming to magnify the projected image
and subsequent cropping to achieve a captured image size of
512×512, satisfying the required dimensions for reconstruc-
tion. Furthermore, we observed that due to the use of lenses
in the alignment process, the calibrated masks will deviate
from the binary encoding used for the simulation. To address
this problem, we fine-tuned the model using the mask obtained
in the real environment. Specifically, a uniform illumination
source, provided by an integrating sphere, illuminates the
entrance pupil. The binary mask is then loaded onto the
DMD. The resulting coded light pattern serves as the actual
experimental mask in real-world testing, as shown in Fig. 8.

The reconstruction results for a compression ratio of 4, 16
and 25 are shown in Fig. 7 (b). The image was successfully
encoded by the digital acquisition unit and then reconstructed
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TABLE III
ABLATION STUDY OF THE PROPOSED GATED 3D CONVOLUTION AND

TWCA AT A COMPRESSION RATIO OF 16

Gated Conv. TWCA Params. (M) PSNR (dB)

22.23 34.9

✓ 22.51 35.1

✓ 33.17 35.8

✓ ✓ 33.45 35.9

TABLE IV
COMPARISON OF DECODING SPEED (MS/IMAGE) BETWEEN SPI AND BMI

AT A COMPRESSION RATIO OF 16

Method
Resolution

256x256 512x512 1024x1024

SAUNet 103.1 284.9 1326.6

BMNet 54.9 79.9 376.8

by BMNet. The reconstruction results exhibit discrepancies
compared to the simulation. These deviations can be attributed
to various factors including fluctuations in optical field inten-
sity, imperfections in relay lens calibration, inherent system
errors, and unavoidable error in artificial adjustment of the
image resolution, as was observed in [59]. Considering sensor
response could potentially mitigate this issue, however it falls
outside the scope of this paper.

G. Ablation Study

To validate the effectiveness of the proposed gated 3D
convolution and TWCA, we conducted ablation experiments
on each module under a compression ratio of 16, as presented
in Table III. The gating mechanism gains 0.2dB with minimal
parameter increase. Incorporating cross-attention mechanisms
for information interaction at different stages yielded a 0.9dB
performance boost. In combination, these two techniques
deliver a 1dB improvement.

H. Computational Analysis

1) High-resolution Decoding: A primary resolution of
512×512 was employed in this paper to streamline the
evaluation of various measurement matrices utilizing DMDs
and accelerate training. This section presents a comparative
analysis of decoding speeds for BMI and SPI at increasing
resolutions, using a compression ratio of 16 as shown in
Table IV. To evaluate model throughput, we measured the
average inference time required by the network to process a
grayscale image of varying resolutions on a 4090 GPU. The
measurement was repeated 100 times to account for potential
variations. BMNet exhibits an inference speed that is 2∼4
times faster than SAUNet, the SOTA SPI method. This further
illustrates the advantages of BMI, It is not only more suited for
encoding high-resolution images, but it also excels in decoding
processes.

TABLE V
COMPARISON OF ENCODING SPEED (MS/IMAGE) BETWEEN JPEG AND

BMI AT A COMPRESSION RATIO OF 16

Method
Resolution

512x512 2048x2048 8192x8192

JPEG 3.11 54.88 815.31

BMI 0.03 0.64 14.46

Original image Cr=4 Cr=16 Cr=25

JP
E
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M
I

PSNR=46.4 PSNR=34.8

PSNR=43.8 PSNR=37.3

PSNR=30.5

PSNR=35.4

Fig. 9. Decoding performance of JPEG and BMI at 512x512 resolution under
varying compression ratios (Cr).

2) Advantages over JPEG: JPEG has long been the indus-
try standard for image compression. In this section, JPEG, as a
representative of traditional compression methods, is compared
to BMI to highlight its advantages in both encoding and decod-
ing efficiency. Table V compares the encoding speeds of JPEG
and BMI, where JPEG is implemented using the OpenCV
library [60]. As resolution increases, BMI exhibits signifi-
cantly slower growth in encoding time compared to JPEG,
making it particularly advantageous for large-scale remote
sensing data. Fig. 9 demonstrates the decoding performance
of JPEG and BMI across various compression ratios. Notably,
BMI exhibits superior performance at high compression ratios,
further illustrating its advantages.

V. CONCLUSION

Leveraging the principles of compressed sensing, we pro-
pose a novel ultra-low encoding complexity paradigm for
remote sensing image compression, termed Block Modulated
Imaging (BMI). By exploiting the capabilities of optical mod-
ulation, this approach offers extremely low encoding com-
plexity, making it highly attractive for resource-constrained
platforms with limited computational and storage capabilities.
We further propose a deep unfolding network leveraging gated
3D convolutions and incorporate a cross-attention mechanism
to facilitate information exchange across different stages. BMI
exhibits superior performance to SPI in both encoding and
decoding processes. Experiments verify the effectiveness of
our method, the paracticality and functionality of which is
also verified by designing and testing a hardware prototype.

BMI still necessitates large sensors for high-resolution im-
ages, resulting in imaging equipment that is physically larger
and more costly than SPI devices. However, through proper
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optical design, the sensor size can be reduced by a factor of
C, where C represents the compression ratio. This reduction
would be explored in future work. We hope that our proposed
formula and corresponding hardware can open a new venue
and motivate more research in the field of high-resolution
scene capturing and processing.
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