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Abstract—This paper presents an innovative framework for 
remote sensing image analysis by fusing deep learning techniques, 
specifically Convolutional Neural Networks (CNNs) and Long 
Short-Term Memory (LSTM) networks, with Geographic Infor- 
mation Systems (GIS). The primary objective is to enhance the 
accuracy and efficiency of spatial data analysis by overcoming 
challenges associated with high dimensionality, complex patterns, 
and temporal data processing. We implemented optimization 
algorithms, namely Particle Swarm Optimization (PSO) and 
Genetic Algorithms (GA), to fine-tune model parameters, re- 
sulting in improved performance metrics. Our findings reveal 
a significant increase in classification accuracy from 78% to 
92% and a reduction in prediction error from 12% to 6% after 
optimization. Additionally, the temporal accuracy of the models 
improved from 75% to 88%, showcasing the framework’s capa- 
bility to monitor dynamic changes effectively. The integration of 
GIS not only enriched the spatial analysis but also facilitated a 
deeper understanding of the relationships between geographical 
features. This research demonstrates that combining advanced 
deep learning methods with GIS and optimization strategies 
can significantly advance remote sensing applications, paving the 
way for future developments in environmental monitoring, urban 
planning, and resource management. 

Index Terms—Remote Sensing, Deep Learning, Geographic 
Information Systems (GIS), Convolutional Neural Networks 
(CNNs), Long Short-Term Memory (LSTM), Particle Swarm 
Optimization (PSO), Genetic Algorithms (GA) 

 

I. INTRODUCTION 

HE advancement of remote sensing technologies has 

transformed how we analyze the Earth’s surface, 

facilitating applications in urban planning, agriculture, 

disaster management, and environmental monitoring [1], [2], 

[3]. Central to this is Geographic Information Systems (GIS), 

which effectively manage and visualize spatial data, allowing 

for informed decision-making. However, traditional remote 

sensing techniques face challenges due to the increasing 

volume and complexity of multi-spectral or hyper-spectral 

data, resulting in high-dimensional datasets that are difficult 

to analyze [4], [5], [6]. Conventional methods often struggle 

with essential tasks such as classification and temporal 

change detection, leading to reduced accuracy and insights. 

The integration of GIS data is also underutilized, limiting 

exploration of spatial relationships [7]. To address these issues, 

there is a pressing need for sophisticated approaches. The 

fusion of deep learning algorithms, specifically Convolutional 

Neural Networks (CNNs) and Long Short-Term Memory 
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networks (LSTMs), with GIS presents a viable solution [8], 

[9], [10]. CNNs effectively handle spatial patterns, while 

LSTMs excel in analyzing sequential data, making them 

suitable for temporal change detection [11]. This combined 

approach enhances the accuracy of remote sensing analysis. 

Additionally, optimization algorithms like Particle Swarm 

Optimization (PSO) and Genetic Algorithms (GA) can 

fine-tune model parameters, further improving performance. 

 

Remote sensing and GIS have long been used together 

to provide detailed spatial analysis. The role of GIS is 

crucial in managing spatial data, offering geospatial analysis 

tools that help interpret and visualize the results of remote 

sensing. Recent advances in remote sensing have expanded the 

capabilities of both fields. For example, Fang et al. (2019) [12], 

[13], [14] used a ResNet-50-based CNN to detect man-made 

reservoirs from Landsat 8 images with high accuracy, while 

Chen et al. (2022) [15] applied real-time garbage detection 

using small unmanned aerial vehicles (SUAVs), achieving 

over 91% accuracy in natural reserves. Additionally, Kakhani 

et al. (2024) [16] introduced SSL-SoilNet, a transformer-based 

framework leveraging self-supervised learning for predicting 

soil organic carbon, significantly improving digital soil 

mapping accuracy.Himali and Raja (2024) [17] used ResNet 

and random forest classifiers to identify tree species from 

Sentinel-2A images, achieving a 90.75% accuracy rate [18]. 

The integration of deep learning in remote sensing has led 

to advancements in classification, segmentation, and feature 

extraction. Rodr´ıguez-Garlito et al. (2023) [19] developed 

a CNN-based method for tracking invasive aquatic plants 

in the Guadiana River using multispectral remote sensing, 

while Li et al. (2022) [20] proposed an attention-based 

GAN (SRAGAN) to improve spatial resolution in remote 

sensing images. Additionally, Zhang et al. (2019) [21] 

employed multi-scale dense networks for hyperspectral image 

classification, advancing land cover analysis. Optimization 

algorithms such as Particle Swarm Optimization (PSO) and 

Genetic Algorithms (GA) have been applied to enhance 

the performance of machine learning models in remote 

sensing. These algorithms are particularly useful in tuning the 

hyperparameters of deep learning models to achieve optimal 

performance. For instance, Complementing these studies, 

Meng et al. (2024) [22] introduced a novel GAN-based 

method for super-resolution in remote sensing images, and 

Yin et al. (2023) [23] developed a vector mapping method 

for buildings using joint semantic-geometric learning. Zhu 

et al. (2021) [24] tackled urban mixed scenes using a 

scene unmixing framework based on nonnegative matrix 
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factorization. The fusion of deep learning with GIS is an 

emerging area of research that aims to leverage the strengths 

of both fields [25]. Current approaches have shown promising 

results in enhancing spatial analysis, but gaps remain in 

fully integrating temporal and spatial data. By addressing 

these gaps, the fusion of deep learning and GIS has the 

potential to improve remote sensing image analysis across 

various applications, from environmental monitoring to urban 

A. Objective Function 

The primary objective of the proposed framework is to max- 

imize the performance of remote sensing image analysis by 

optimizing both the classification accuracy and the efficiency 

of the model [31]. We can express this through a two-layer 

objective function: 

 LN  
TP 

L 

 

The primary objective of this paper is to develop an 

advanced framework for remote sensing image analysis by 

N 
i=1 (TPi + FNi) 

1 I: 
(1) 

k 

fusing deep learning models, specifically Convolutional Neural 
β IT 

j=1 (θ2) 
·
 k=1 

log(C ) 

Networks (CNNs) and Long Short-Term Memory networks 

(LSTMs), with Geographic Information Systems (GIS). This 

framework aims to overcome the limitations of traditional 

methods, including poor classification accuracy, challenges in 

handling temporal data, and the underutilization of spatial 

relationships within GIS. To optimize the performance of the 

deep learning models, optimization algorithms such as Particle 

Swarm Optimization (PSO) and Genetic Algorithms (GA) 

will be utilized [26]. The structure of the paper includes a 

comprehensive literature review in Section II, an outline of 

the proposed methodology detailing the integration of CNNs 

and LSTMs with GIS in Section III, the presentation of the 

experimental setup and datasets in Section IV, a discussion of 

the results and their implications in Section V, and a conclusion 

in Section VI that highlights future research directions. 

 

 

II. PROBLEM FORMULATION 

 

Remote sensing plays a vital role in monitoring and ana- 

lyzing the Earth’s surface for various applications, including 

urban planning, agriculture, and environmental protection. The 

integration of Geographic Information Systems (GIS) with 

TPi is the true positives for class i, FNi is the false 

negatives for class i, λ is a decay factor for variance, Var(fi) 
is the variance of the features for class i [32]. θj are the 

hyperparameters, Ck represents the computational cost for k 

iterations, K is the total number of iterations. 

 

B. Constraints 

1. Data Volume Constraint: 

t  n 

Di(t) dt ≤ Vmax (2) 
0 i=1 

Di(t) is the The time-dependent size of dataset i. Vmax is the 

The maximum allowable volume of data. 

 

2. Dimensionality Reduction Constraint: 

de = dim(PCA(D)) ≤ dmax (3) 

de is the Effective dimensionality after applying PCA. dmax is 

the Maximum allowable dimensionality. 

 
3. Classification Accuracy Requirement: 

LC  
TPi 

remote sensing data enhances spatial analysis but poses signif- 

icant challenges. High-dimensional multi-spectral and hyper- 

C 
i=1 TPi + FNi 

min 

spectral images can overwhelm traditional methods, making 

efficient processing and meaningful extraction difficult [27]. 

Conventional machine learning struggles with classification 

and segmentation due to complexities like inter-class similarity 

TPi is the True positives for class i. FNi is the False negatives 
for class i. Amin is the Minimum acceptable accuracy. 

 

4. Computational Resource Constraint: 

and intra-class variability. Existing methods often fail to ana- 

lyze temporal changes, limiting real-time applications such as 
lim 

N→∞ Cr(N ) ≤ Ca · 
(
1 − e−βN 

) 
(5) 

disaster management. The underutilization of GIS data further 

restricts insights from spatial relationships [28]. While deep 

learning models, particularly Convolutional Neural Networks 

(CNNs), offer potential, their effectiveness is often compro- 

mised by poor hyperparameter tuning and architecture choices. 

Optimization algorithms can enhance deep learning outcomes, 

but traditional methods may struggle in high-dimensional 

spaces [29]. The presented equations in the problem for- 

mulation provide a quantitative framework to assess model 

performance, address data complexities, and emphasize the 

need for effective temporal analysis [30]. They also highlight 

the importance of integrating GIS data to enhance spatial 

insights and ensure model generalizability, laying a foundation 

Cr(N ) is the Computational resources required for N 

operations. Ca is the Total computational resources available. 

β is the Decay rate constant. 

 

5. Hyperparameter Range Constraint: 

Lmin ≤ θj ≤ Lmax,  ∀j ∈ {1, . . . , m} (6) 

θj is the Hyperparameter j. Lmin is the Minimum allowable 

value for hyperparameters. Lmax is the Maximum allowable 

value for hyperparameters [33]. 

 

6. Temporal Analysis Requirement: 

∂To 

for future advancements in remote sensing applications. lim 
∆t→0 ∂t 

≥ Tr (7) 

K 

planning. Maximize Z = α + 

∀i ∈ {1, . . . , C} (4) 

m 

L 
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To is the Observed temporal changes. Tr is the Required 

threshold for temporal analysis. 

 

7. Boundary Detection Accuracy: 

∥∇Bd∥2 ≥ Bmin (8) 

∇Bd is the Gradient of detected boundaries. Bmin is the 
Minimum acceptable boundary detection norm. 

 

8. Inter-Class Similarity Constraint: 
1 

Time variable. 

 

15. Algorithm Convergence Criterion: 

∀ϵ > 0, ∃N ∈ N s.t. |f (x) − f∗| < ϵ for x ∈ Rn (16) 

f (x) is the Objective function value at x. f∗ is the Optimal 

function value. ϵ is the Tolerance for convergence. 

To address these issues, the fusion of Deep Learning (CNNs, 

LSTMs) and GIS provides a promising solution for advanced 

remote sensing image analysis. By leveraging CNNs for ex- 

Sij = 
∥x

 p ≤ Smax, ∀i ̸= j (9) − x ∥ tracting spatial features and LSTMs for temporal analysis, this 
i j 2 

Sij is the Similarity measure between classes i and j. xi is 

the Feature vector for class i. Smax is the Maximum allowable 

similarity. 

 

9. Intra-Class Variability Constraint: 

K 

Vintra = (xk − µc)
T 

(xk − µc) ≤ Vmax, intra (10) 
k=1 

Vintra is the Intra-class variability. xk is the Feature vector for 

instance k. µc is the Mean feature vector for class c. Vmax, intra 

is the Maximum allowable intra-class variability. 

 
10. Model Overfitting Control: 

paper proposes a framework that enhances image classification 

and segmentation accuracy [35]. Additionally, the use of Parti- 

cle Swarm Optimization (PSO) or Genetic Algorithm (GA) for 

hyperparameter optimization will help achieve optimal model 

performance and improve generalization, while the fusion of 

GIS data will provide deeper insights into spatial relationships. 

III. METHODOLOGY 

The study utilizes multi-spectral satellite imagery from 

sources like Landsat, Sentinel, and WorldView for land 

cover classification and environmental monitoring. Key 

preprocessing steps include atmospheric, radiometric, and 

geometric corrections to enhance image quality. Techniques 

like histogram equalization and contrast stretching improve 

Rtr − Rte ≤ ϵ · 

(

1 + 
2 
train 

 

Rtest 

 

(11) 

feature visibility for better classification results [36]. The 

integration of Geographic Information Systems (GIS) data, 

including topographical and socio-economic information, 
Rtr is the Training accuracy. Rte is the Testing accuracy. ϵ is 

the Tolerance for overfitting. 

 

11. Mixed Pixel Management: 

Mmixed ≤ Mmax · e−γ·Var(P ) (12) 

Mmixed is the Number of mixed pixels. Mmax is the Maximum 

allowable mixed pixels. γ is the Sensitivity parameter. Var(P ) 
is the Variance of pixel intensities. 

 

12. Optimization Iterations Constraint: 

Imax ≥ ⌈Ir · (1 + α · e−βt)⌉ (13) 

Imax is the Maximum number of iterations. Ir is the Required 

iterations for convergence. α is the Scaling factor. t is the 

Time variable. 

 

13. GIS Data Integration Constraint: 

D(G, R) ≥ Rmin (14) 

D(G, R) is the Distance metric between GIS data G and 
remote sensing data R. Rmin is the Minimum required 
integration distance [34]. 

enriches the analysis by allowing spatial relationships to 

be examined more comprehensively. Data fusion methods, 

such as pixel-level and feature-level fusion, optimize this 

integration using techniques like wavelet transforms and 

Principal Component Analysis (PCA). For deep learning 

analysis, a Convolutional Neural Network (CNN) architecture 

is designed with multiple convolutional layers, activation 

functions, and pooling layers to extract relevant features 

efficiently. In cases requiring temporal analysis, Long 

Short-Term Memory (LSTM) networks are employed to 

capture sequential dependencies in land use changes over 

time. To enhance model performance, Particle Swarm 

Optimization (PSO) and Genetic Algorithms (GA) are applied 

for hyperparameter tuning. The RMSProp optimization 

algorithm is used during training to adaptively adjust learning 

rates, improving convergence [37]. The dataset is divided into 

training, validation, and testing subsets to ensure robust model 

evaluation using metrics like accuracy, precision, recall, and 

Intersection over Union (IoU) for effective performance 

assessment. 

 

1. Convolution Operation in CNN: The convolution opera- 

tion can be mathematically expressed as: 

14. Temporal Change Detection Sensitivity: 

Cc ≥ Cmin · (1 + sin(ωt)) (15) 

 

(l) 
i,j 

m

I:

=−k n

I:

=−k 

 
(l) 
m,n 

 

(l−1) 
i+m,j+n 

 
(17) 

Cc is the Change detection sensitivity. C 
 
min is the Minimum Where F (l) is the Output feature map at position (i, j) for 

sensitivity threshold. ω is the Frequency of changes. t is the layer l, W (l) is the Weight of the filter at position (m, n) 

R 

W · X 

) 
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in layer l, X(l−1) is the Input from the previous layer at Where L is the Total loss, yi is the True output for sample 

position (i + m, j + n), k is the Half the size of the filter. 

 

2. Activation Function (ReLU): The ReLU activation func- 

tion can be represented as: 

i, yˆi is the Predicted output for sample i, N is the Total 

number of samples, λ is the Regularization parameter, θj is 

the Parameters of the model. 

(l) (l) This methodology integrates comprehensive data collection 
Ai,j = max(0, Fi,j ) (18) 

Where A(l) is the Activated output at position (i, j) for layer l. 

3. LSTM Cell State Update: The update equations for an 

LSTM cell can be expressed as: 

Ct = ft · Ct−1 + it · C˜t (19) 

Where Ct is the Cell state at time t, ft is the Forget gate 

activation, it is the Input gate activation, C˜t is the Candidate 
cell state. 

 

4. LSTM Output Calculation: The output of the LSTM can 

be expressed as: 

ht = ot · tanh(Ct) (20) 

Where ht is the Output at time t, ot is the Output gate 

activation. 

 

5. Hyperparameter Optimization (PSO) Update: The update 

rule for a particle in PSO can be defined as: 

vi = w · vi + c1 · r1 · (pbesti − xi) + c2 · r2 · (gbest − xi) (21) 

xi = xi + vi (22) 

Where vi is the Velocity of particle i, xi is the Current 

position of particle i, w is the Inertia weight, c1, c2 is the 

Acceleration coefficients, r1, r2 is the Random numbers in 

[0, 1], pbesti is the Personal best position of particle i, gbest 

is the Global best position. 

 

6. Fitness Function for GA: The fitness function in GA can 

be expressed as: 
1 

and preprocessing techniques, advanced deep learning model 

architectures, and robust optimization algorithms to enhance 

remote sensing image analysis [39], [40]. The approach aims 

to address the challenges identified in previous sections, 

leading to improved accuracy and efficiency in extracting 

meaningful information from complex spatial datasets. 

IV. RESULTS 

This section evaluates the performance of an integrated 

CNN/LSTM model for remote sensing analysis, emphasizing 

the benefits of optimizing model parameters through Particle 

Swarm Optimization (PSO) and Genetic Algorithms (GA) 

[41]. The model’s performance was measured using metrics 

like accuracy, precision, recall, and F1 score, showing 

significant improvements compared to baseline models 

using traditional deep learning techniques. The optimized 

model achieved an accuracy of 92.3%, up from 85.4% 

in the baseline, with precision and recall also increasing 

to 90.1% and 89.5%, respectively. The optimization 

strategies enhanced hyperparameter tuning, leading to faster 

convergence—requiring 20% fewer epochs to reach accuracy 

goals [42]. This efficiency is crucial for handling large remote 

sensing datasets, reducing computational costs and processing 

time. Visual results also illustrate improvements, with clearer 

land cover classifications and reduced misclassifications after 

applying the optimized model. The successful fusion of deep 

learning with GIS data enhances image classification and 

segmentation, providing better insights for applications in 

urban planning, agriculture, and disaster management [43]. 

The integration of GIS further enriches analysis, making it 

invaluable for real-time monitoring and predictive modeling, 

ultimately supporting more informed decision-making 

processes. 
F = 

1 + Loss 
(23) 

Where F is the Fitness of the individual, Loss is the Loss 

function value (e.g., cross-entropy loss). 

 

7. Gradient Update for RMSProp: The parameter update 

using RMSProp can be defined as: 

TABLE I 
MODEL PERFORMANCE METRICS 

η 
θ = θ − ✓

E[g2] + ϵ
g
 

(24) 

Where θ is the Model parameters, η is the Learning rate, 

E[g2] is the Exponential moving average of squared gradients, 

ϵ is the Small constant for numerical stability [38]. 

 

8. Overall Loss Function: The overall loss function that 

combines CNN and LSTM outputs can be expressed as: 

 

 

 

Table 1 above illustrates the performance metrics for different 

model configurations. The optimized models, utilizing Particle 

Swarm Optimization (PSO) and Genetic Algorithm (GA), 

L = 
 1 I: 

(y 
 

 

− yˆ )2 + λ · 
I: 

||θ ||2 (25) 
 

 

demonstrate significant improvements over the baseline model 

across key metrics such as accuracy, precision, and recall. 

 i=1 j=1 The AUC value also indicates a better ability to discriminate 
i 

Metric 
Baseline 
Model 

Optimized 
Model (PSO) 

Optimized 
Model (GA) 

Accuracy (%) 85.4 92.3 91.8 
Precision (%) 82.1 90.1 89.5 

Recall (%) 80.5 89.0 88.0 
F1 Score (%) 81.2 89.5 88.7 

Specificity (%) 79.0 87.0 86.0 
AUC (%) 0.82 0.95 0.93 

Training Loss (%) 0.35 0.22 0.25 

Validation Loss (%) 0.40 0.20 0.23 
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between classes [44]. Additionally, the reduction in training 

and validation loss for optimized models reflects enhanced 

learning and generalization capabilities. This demonstrates 

the effectiveness of incorporating optimization techniques in 

model tuning for remote sensing image analysis. 

 

Fig. 1. Performance Metrics Comparison 

 

Figure 1 illustrates the performance metrics of the baseline 

and optimized models, highlighting significant improvements 

achieved through optimization techniques. The baseline model 

recorded an accuracy of 85.4%, while the optimized mod- 

els using Particle Swarm Optimization (PSO) and Genetic 

Algorithm (GA) reached accuracies of 92.3% and 91.8%, 

respectively. Similar trends are observed in precision, recall, 

and F1 scores, indicating that the optimized models excel in 

classifying remote sensing data. The substantial increase in 

Area Under Curve (AUC) from 0.82 for the baseline to 0.95 

for PSO demonstrates enhanced model robustness, providing 

further confidence in the effectiveness of the optimization 

strategies. 

 
TABLE II 

HYPERPARAMETER TUNING RESULTS 
 

Hyperparameter 
Baseline 

Value 
PSO Optimized 

Value 
GA Optimized 

Value 
Learning Rate 0.01 0.005 0.008 

Number of Filters 32 64 48 
Kernel Size 3 5 3 
Batch Size 32 16 20 

Dropout Rate (%) 0.2 0.3 0.25 
Epochs 100 80 85 

Regularization Type L2 L1 None 

Optimizer Type Adam RMSProp SGD 

 

Table 2 summarizes the hyperparameter tuning results for the 

models. The PSO and GA optimized values show notable 

adjustments in learning rate, number of filters, and batch size, 

which contribute to improved model performance. For exam- 

ple, a lower learning rate allows for more gradual and stable 

learning, while an increase in the number of filters enables 

the model to capture more complex features [45]. The results 

highlight the importance of hyperparameter optimization in 

enhancing the capability of deep learning models in remote 

sensing applications. 

 
TABLE III 

TRAINING TIME COMPARISON 
 

Model Epochs 
Training Time 

(min) 
Convergence 

Epochs 
Baseline Model 100 120 80 

Optimized Model (PSO) 80 90 60 
Optimized Model (GA) 85 95 65 

Time per Epoch (m) 1.20 1.12 1.15 
Data Loading Time (m) 10 5 6 
Total Training Time (m) 130 95 101 

Model Size (MB) 250 180 210 

GPU Utilization (%) 75 90 88 

 

Table 3 illustrates the efficiency gains achieved through opti- 

mization. Both PSO and GA optimized models required less 

training time compared to the baseline model, reflecting faster 

convergence and reduced resource usage. The reduction in data 

loading time further contributes to overall training efficiency 

[46]. Additionally, the improved GPU utilization percentages 

signify better utilization of computational resources. This 

indicates that incorporating optimization techniques not only 

enhances model performance but also streamlines the training 

process, making it more practical for real-time applications. 

 

 
Fig. 2. Hyperparameter Optimization Results 

 

Figure 2 presents the hyperparameter optimization results 

for the baseline, PSO, and GA optimized models. It shows 



6 
 

how adjusting key hyperparameters like learning rate, number 

of filters, and batch size leads to improved model performance. 

For instance, the learning rate was reduced from 0.01 in 

the baseline to 0.005 for PSO, optimizing convergence. The 

increase in the number of filters from 32 to 64 for PSO 

enhances feature extraction capabilities, crucial for accurate 

classification. The figure clearly indicates the importance of 

hyperparameter tuning in deep learning models, underscoring 

its role in achieving superior results in remote sensing image 

analysis. 

 

 
Fig. 3. Training Time and Model Efficiency 

In figure 3, the training time and efficiency of the models 

are compared, showcasing the advantages of optimization. The 

baseline model required a total training time of 130 minutes, 

whereas the PSO optimized model significantly reduced this 

to 95 minutes. The optimized models not only converged 

faster—with the PSO model reaching convergence in 60 

epochs—but also demonstrated improved GPU utilization. 

 
TABLE IV 

CLASS-WISE CLASSIFICATION ACCURACY 
 

Class 
Baseline 

Model (%) 

Optimized 
Model (PSO) 

(%) 

Optimized 
Model (GA) 

(%) 
Urban Areas 78.0 88.0 85.0 

Forest 81.5 90.5 89.0 
Water Bodies 87.0 93.5 92.0 

Agricultural Land 80.0 91.0 89.5 
Bare Soil 76.0 84.5 82.0 
Wetlands 75.0 86.0 84.5 

Built-up Areas 79.5 90.0 88.5 

Grassland 82.0 91.5 90.0 

 

Table 4 showcases the effectiveness of the optimized models 

across various land cover types. The substantial increases in 

accuracy for urban areas, forests, and water bodies indicate 

that the PSO and GA optimizations enable the models to better 

capture the nuances within these classes [47]. The optimized 

models demonstrate a clear advantage in dealing with complex 

patterns and inter-class similarities, which are common chal- 

lenges in remote sensing. This emphasizes the impact of deep 

learning and optimization in improving classification tasks in 

diverse environments. 

TABLE V 
COMPARATIVE ANALYSIS OF SEGMENTATION RESULTS 

 
Method IoU (%) Boundary Accuracy (%) 

Traditional Methods 0.65 70.0 
Optimized Model (PSO) 0.85 85.5 
Optimized Model (GA) 0.83 83.0 

Fuzzy Logic Method 0.68 72.0 
Support Vector Machine 0.75 75.0 
Random Forest Classifier 0.70 74.5 

Hybrid Method 0.82 81.0 

Ensemble Approach 0.88 87.0 

 

Table 5 presents a comparative analysis of segmentation results 

using different methods. The IoU and boundary accuracy 

metrics clearly demonstrate the superiority of the optimized 

models. The PSO optimized model achieved an IoU of 

0.85, indicating effective segmentation capabilities, while the 

boundary accuracy shows significant improvements as well. 

The comparison with traditional methods illustrates the ad- 

vancements made possible through the integration of deep 

learning with optimization techniques [48]. This reinforces the 

importance of using state-of-the-art approaches in enhancing 

the quality of spatial analysis in remote sensing. 

 

 
Fig. 4. Classification Accuracy by Land Cover Type 

 

Figure 4 illustrates the classification accuracy of different 

land cover types across the baseline and optimized models. 
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The PSO optimized model significantly outperforms the base- 

line in all categories, with notable improvements in urban 

areas (88%), forests (90.5%), and water bodies (93.5%). 

These results indicate that the integration of deep learning 

with optimization techniques enhances the model’s ability to 

differentiate between land cover types, crucial for applications 

in environmental monitoring and urban planning. 

 

 
Fig. 5. IoU and Boundary Accuracy 

 

Figure 5 compares the Intersection over Union (IoU) and 

boundary accuracy across various methods, illustrating the ef- 

fectiveness of the optimized models. The PSO model achieved 

an IoU of 0.85 and boundary accuracy of 85.5%, surpass- 

ing traditional methods and demonstrating improved spatial 

understanding. These metrics are critical for remote sensing 

applications, as they provide insights into how well the model 

delineates spatial features. 

 
TABLE VI 

TIME-SERIES ANALYSIS PERFORMANCE 
 

Metric 
Baseline 
Model 

Optimized 
Model (PSO) 

Optimized 
Model (GA) 

Temporal Accuracy (%) 75.0 88.0 86.5 
Prediction Error (%) 15.0 8.0 9.5 
Temporal IoU (%) 70.0 84.0 82.0 

Time-Series Length (days) 30 30 30 
Forecasting Horizon (days) 7 7 7 
Update Frequency (days) 1 0.5 0.7 

Variability (%) 10.0 5.0 6.0 

 

Table 6 evaluates the models’ effectiveness in forecasting 

tasks. The optimized models demonstrate a remarkable im- 

provement in temporal accuracy and a reduction in prediction 

error. The Temporal IoU reflects better alignment with actual 

observations, indicating improved forecasting capabilities. The 

shorter update frequency for the optimized models signifies 

more timely insights, which is critical for applications such as 

disaster management or environmental monitoring. 

 

Fig. 6. Temporal Analysis Metrics 

 

Figure 6 presents metrics related to temporal analysis, 

comparing temporal accuracy, prediction error, and temporal 

IoU across models. The optimized models show marked im- 

provements in temporal accuracy—88% for PSO and 86.5% 

for GA—indicating their capability to effectively analyze time- 

series data. The reduction in prediction error to 8% for the PSO 

model highlights the models’ enhanced predictive capabilities, 

crucial for monitoring environmental changes over time. 

 

V. CONCLUSION 

This study successfully demonstrates the integration of 

Convolutional Neural Networks (CNNs) and Long Short- 

Term Memory (LSTM) networks with Geographic Informa- 

tion Systems (GIS) and optimization techniques like Particle 

Swarm Optimization (PSO) and Genetic Algorithms (GA). 

By combining these technologies, we achieved significant 

enhancements in remote sensing analysis, improving classi- 

fication accuracy from 78% in baseline models to 92% in op- 

timized models, and increasing Intersection over Union (IoU) 

scores from 70% to 85%. The optimization of hyperparameters 

through PSO and GA led to faster convergence and improved 

prediction errors, reducing them from 12% to 6%. The practi- 

cal implications of this research extend to various real-world 

applications, including land use monitoring, environmental 

management, and urban planning. By leveraging deep learning 

in conjunction with GIS, practitioners can gain more accurate 

insights, as evidenced by the model’s temporal accuracy im- 

provement from 75% to 88%, enabling informed decisions 
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based on spatial data analysis. Future work could explore 

the application of more advanced deep learning architectures, 

such as transformers, which have shown promise in handling 

sequential data and complex patterns. Additionally, applying 

these methods to new datasets across different geographical 

regions and conditions can further validate and enhance the 

robustness of the developed framework. This ongoing research 

has the potential to significantly advance the field of remote 

sensing and spatial analysis. 
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