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Figure 1. Data structure and example in OpenEarthSensing incorporating common covariate shifts and semantic shifts in the open world.
From the perspective of semantic shifts, OpenEarthSensing includes 189 remote sensing categories that encompass a variety of scales and
contain diverse semantic information. From the perspective of covariate shifts, OpenEarthSensing includes five data domains with significant
covariate shifts (the three most representative data domains—aerial RGB, satellite RGB, and infrared images—are shown).

Abstract

In open-world remote sensing, deployed models must con-
tinuously adapt to a steady influx of new data, which often
exhibits various shifts compared to what the model encoun-
tered during the training phase. To effectively handle the new
data, models are required to detect semantic shifts, adapt to
covariate shifts, and continuously update themselves. These
challenges give rise to a variety of open-world tasks. How-

ever, existing open-world remote sensing studies typically
train and test within a single dataset to simulate open-world
conditions. Currently, there is a lack of large-scale bench-
marks capable of evaluating multiple open-world tasks. In
this paper, we introduce OpenEarthSensing, a large-scale
fine-grained benchmark for open-world remote sensing. Ope-
nEarthSensing includes 189 scene and objects categories,
covering the vast majority of potential semantic shifts that
may occur in the real world. Additionally, OpenEarthSens-
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ing encompasses five data domains with significant covariate
shifts, including two RGB satellite domians, one RGB aerial
domian, one MS RGB domian, and one infrared domian. The
various domains provide a more comprehensive testbed for
evaluating the generalization performance of open-world
models. We conduct the baseline evaluation of current main-
stream open-world tasks and methods on OpenEarthSensing,
demonstrating that it serves as a challenging benchmark for
open-world remote sensing.

1. Introduction
Remote sensing imagery provides a wealth of physical infor-
mation about the real world. Interpreting these images can
support various downstream applications, including disaster
monitoring, resource management, and land use assessment
[55]. In recent years, deep learning has made significant
strides in the interpretation of remote sensing imagery. How-
ever, these methods are often trained and tested in controlled
environments with fixed semantic categories, leading to chal-
lenges when deploying models in open-world scenarios.

In open-world environments, deployed models encounter
distribution shifts during test time, encompassing both se-
mantic shifts and covariate shifts. When faced with sam-
ples that exhibit semantic shifts, models must be capable
of effectively recognizing the unknown categories—a fo-
cus of research in open-set recognition (OSR) [21] and out-
of-distribution (OOD) detection [23]. Additionally, when
presented with testing samples that display covariate shifts,
models need to adapt to these changes. Related tasks include
domain adaptation (DA) and domain generalization (DG).
Furthermore, as new samples continuously emerge in these
environments, models must be able to update continually, an
area explored in incremental learning (IL).

Existing works for open-world remote sensing often fo-
cus on single and simple classification datasets, such as
UCMLandUse [92] and NWPU-RESISC45 [8], to simulate
open-world conditions. However, these datasets are limited
in both scale and diversity, rendering them inadequate for ad-
dressing the complexities inherent in open-world scenarios.
For instance, they exhibit minimal variation among instances
of the same category across different domains, and during
training and testing, the data adheres to an independent and
identically distributed pattern. This fails to capture the im-
age distribution differences that may occur in real-world
situations due to factors such as shooting angles, height, res-
olution, and sensor types. Furthermore, most of the latest
methods show high accuracy on these datasets for open-
world tasks, making their comparisons uninformative. Meta-
datasets [72] are collections of multiple datasets that offer
larger scales, more diverse data distributions, and improved
alignment with the requirements of real-world scenarios.
Recently, several works have constructed metadatasets for

remote sensing image classification tasks [14, 58]. However,
these metadatasets merely consist of a simple aggregation of
multiple related subsets serving specific tasks, making them
inadequate for the requirement of the open world. Therefore,
establishing a more challenging, realistic, and large-scale
benchmark for interpreting remote sensing imagery has be-
come a critical priority for advancing research in this field.

In this paper, we introduce OpenEarthSensing (OES),
a large-scale, fine-grained benchmark for open-world re-
mote sensing. OES features a metadataset that comprises
five subdatasets across five distinct domains and three modal-
ities, as illustrated in Fig. 1. This includes two RGB satellite
imagery datasets, one RGB drone aerial imagery dataset,
one MSRGB dataset, and one infrared dataset. These five
sub-datasets share the same semantic categories but contain
different covariate shift conditions, providing a more com-
prehensive testbed for evaluating the generalization ability
of open-world models. In total, OES includes 189 categories
and 157,674 images, covering the majority of semantic shift
scenarios that may occur in the real world.

Based on the five sub-datasets included in OES, we bench-
mark multiple mainstream open-world tasks and construct
settings for each task that align with practical applications in
remote sensing. To evaluate the adaptability of open-world
models to semantic shifts, we choose open-set recognition
(OSR) and semantic shift OOD detection as representative
tasks. For assessing the generalization ability of open-world
models to covariate shifts, we select covariate shift gener-
alization and OOD detection as key tasks. To evaluate the
model’s capacity for continuous evolution in an open en-
vironment, we adopt class-incremental learning , domain-
incremental learning (DIL) and coarse-to-fine few-shot in-
cremental learning (C2FSCIL) as representative tasks. Addi-
tionally, we test the model’s capabilities in close-set classifi-
cation and zero-shot recognition on OES, which serve as the
performance upper and lower bounds for these open-world
tasks. In each open-world setting, we conduct performance
evaluations of baseline methods as well as publicly available
mainstream approaches, highlighting the significant chal-
lenges presented. To further advance the development of the
open-world remote sensing field, we will make the proposed
benchmark publicly avaialble. For now, we summarize our
contributions as follows.

• We introduce the OpenEarthSensing metadataset, a large-
scale, fine-grained multi-modal dataset featuring 189 cat-
egories across five distinct domains and three modalities
for open-world remote sensing.

• We benchmark essential visual tasks that are representative
of open-world remote sensing and align with practice.

• A comprehensive analysis of the experimental results led
to conclusions that contribute to both the research and
development of open-world remote sensing.
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Figure 2. Overview of the OpenEarthSensing datasets and the corresponding open-world tasks: (a) Includes five subdatasets across five
domains; (b) Evaluation protocol for OOD detection and generalization; (c) Evaluation protocol for incremental learning.

2. Related Works
2.1. Remote Sensing Datasets
Recently, EarthNets [87] conducte a review of over 500 pub-
licly available remote sensing datasets. Among these, classi-
fication and detection datasets comprise the majority. This
provides valuable support for the construction of open-world
remote sensing datasets. For classification datasets, some
early works focus on patch-level classification of satellite
images, such as UCM Land Use [92] and BigEarthNet [64].
Due to issues related to scale and resolution, the application
scenarios of these datasets are limited. Many larger-scale
remote sensing image classification and detection datasets
have also been proposed, with representative datasets in-
cluding NWPU-RESISC45 [8], FMoW [9], RSD46-WHU
[86], millionAID [43], DOTA [85], and FAIR-1M [66]. In
addition, there are many datasets composed of globally dis-
tributed images, such as GeoLifeCLEF [6], Satlas [4], and
RS5M [97]. Although these datasets may lack category la-
bels, the diversity, richness, and scalability of the included
images still hold significant value.

2.2. Open-World Classification Benchmark
Currently, a variety of open-world classification benchmarks
for natural images, such as OpenOOD [90, 91], Dassl [105],
and PyCIL [102], have been established to evaluate and com-

pare the performance of different algorithms, models, and
systems. However, in the field of remote sensing images,
related research work is relatively limited. DPN-RS [30] and
[20] performs OOD detection within datasets such as AID
[84], UCM and MLRSNet. [35] propose CLRS, a remote
sensing classification dataset containing 30 classes to incre-
mentally learn remote sensing images. SATIN [58] provides
a metadataset that includes 27 datasets to classify satellite im-
ages with vision-language models. However, these datasets
still have limitations due to issues related to their scale and
their suitability for specific tasks.

3. OpenEarthSensing Overview
3.1. Datasets Construction
The OpenEarthSensing dataset is a large-scale, fine-grained
open-world remote sensing image classification dataset, con-
taining 157,674 images from 189 fine-grained classes across
5 domains and 3 modalities. Each domain corresponds to a
subdataset in Fig.2 (a). All the data is filtered and retrieved
from publicly available datasets and web data sources.
Merged and selected from public classification datasets.
In the compilation of OpenEarthSensing dataset, we first
merge several publicly available remote sensing clas-
sification datasets, including WHU-RS19 [83], NWPU-
RESISC45 [8], RSD46-WHU [86], AID [84], MillionAID

3



Datasets
Sub Datasets1-RGB Sub Datasets2-RGB Sub Datasets3-Aerial Sub Datasets4-MSRGB Sub Datasets5-IR

Dall
R1 Did

R1 Doode
R1 Doodh

R1 Dd
R1 Dall

R2 Did
R2 Dood

R2 Dall
A Did

A Dood
A Dd

A Dall
M Did

M Dood
M Dd

M Dall
I Did

I Dood
I Dd

I

Class 189 94 48 47 50 65 43 22 137 71 66 50 56 34 22 50 62 36 26 50
Images 75,707 40,291 15,962 18,454 21,053 26,277 16,699 9,578 11,037 5,553 5,484 3,789 22,153 14,960 7,193 20,121 23,374 15,444 7,930 20,025

Table 1. Statistical information for the different partitions of sub-datasets in OpenEarthSensing.

[43], RSI-CB256 [34], BigEarthNet [65], fMoW [9], TreeSa-
tAI [1], FGSC-23 [38], FGSCR-42 [13], NaSC-TG2 [107],
VisDrone [109], MRSSC2.0 [39], USTC SmokeRS [2],
MLRSNet [53], UCM LandUse [92] and RSI-CB128 [34].
We filter and merge the overlapping data with the same se-
mantic categories in these datasets to ensure the rationality
of the including category.
Cropped from public object detection datasets. Although
we have gathered a substantial number of images across vari-
ous categories from publicly available classification datasets,
there remains a shortage of images specifically for object
categories. To address this, we are also considering cropping
bounding boxes from object detection datasets including
FAIR1M [66] and VisDrone to generate classification im-
ages. However, the images obtained by directly cropping
the bounding boxes are often too tight and lack sufficient
background information, leading to issues such as reduced
category diversity and lower classification difficulty. There-
fore, we use pixel expansion and the merging of similar
objects to create more diverse classification data. The spe-
cific details are explained in the supplementary materials.
Retrieval from web datasets. Most of the images collected
from these public remote sensing classification datasets are
satellite images. To expand the domains and diversity in-
cluded in the dataset, we also consider retrieving aerial
images with the same semantics or categories from web
datasets, including RS5M [99] and CC3M [60]. We use the
GeoRSCLIP model with the VIT-L-14 architecture to com-
pute the similarity between images in these datasets and the
labels of the collected satellite data. For each label, we col-
lecte the top 100 most similar images, and then further filter
them with multi-modal large large model and manual selec-
tion. It is important to note that all images in this process are
checked by human experts.

Through the above methods, we construct two satellite
RGB datasets with overlapping semantic categories and do-
main shifts, along with one aerial dataset, one MSRGB
dataset, and one infrared dataset. The descriptive statistics
of the data sources, resolution, image sizes, and other infor-
mation can be found in Tab. ??, ??, ?? ,?? of the supp.

3.2. Dataset Analysis
Compared to existing open-world remote sensing datasets,
OES exhibits the following characteristics and challenges:
Multiple and diverse domains. OES comprises five distinct
data domains, enabling it to serve as a testbed for various

generalization tasks. We randomly selecte 2,000 images from
each domain and utilize the GeoRSCLIP image encoder to
extract features. The t-SNE dimensionality reduction visual-
ization is presented in Fig. 3a, with each color representing a
different domain. Notably, even though subset1 and subset2
both originate from satellite imagery, there is a significant
domain shift due to the varying capturing conditions. Further-
more, satellite imagery, drone imagery, and infrared images
display considerable differences as well. These domain shifts
highlight the significant challenges posed by OES.

(a) t-SNE across 5 domains (b) t-SNE on domain 1

Figure 3. t-SNE visualization on OES.

Wide span of scales. The evolution of remote sensing tech-
nologies has led to a progressive enhancement in the resolu-
tion of imagery. Consequently, the demands in recognition
have expanded beyond mere scene classification to encom-
pass the identification of objects at finer scales. To accommo-
date the scale variations present in remote sensing images,
the OES dataset has been curated to include a diverse range
of data comprising 152 scenes and 37 objects for classifica-
tion. To delve deeper into the intricacies of scale diversity
within the OES dataset, Qwen-VL-chat [3], a vision-language
model is employed to evaluate the image scales associated
with both scene and object categories. The distribution of
OES across different scales is visually represented in Fig. 4.
The extensive spectrum of scale variations within the OES
dataset introduces a novel challenge to the realm of remote
sensing recognition.
Multiple coarse categories. OES comprises 10 comprehen-
sive coarse-grained categories, such as Infrastructure and
Waterbody & Facilities, which effectively cover the major-
ity of scenarios encountered in remote sensing applications.
Each coarse-grained category is further divided into 5 to 27
fine-grained subcategories, culminating in a total of 189 dis-
tinct classifications. For instance, the Infrastructure coarse-
grained category encompasses 26 fine-grained subcategories,
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Figure 4. Scale scores on different categories in OES.

including but not limited to church and palace. In Fig. 3b, we
visualize the feature distribution of certain categories within
Data Domain 1. The comprehensive information regarding
all coarse-grained and fine-grained categories included in
OES is available in the supp.

3.3. Benchmarking Open-World Tasks on OES
Based on the type of imaging, we first group the OES meta-
dataset into four tasks: close-set classification and zero-shot
classification for satellite RGB images, aerial RGB images,
infrared images, and MSRGB images. The close-set classifi-
cation task represents the upper bound of model performance
in open environments, while the zero-shot classification task
represents the lower bound. Then, we benchmark open-world
tasks from the perspectives of adapting to covariate shifts
data, detecting semantic shifts data, and incrementally learn-
ing from new shifted data and domains.
Semantic Shift OOD Detection & OSR. Recent work [77]
reveals a strong correlation in the OOD detection and OSR
settings and performances. Semantic Shift OOD detection
and OSR both focus on detecting new categories where
labels or semantics have shifted, while OSR additionally
requires the model to maintain classification accuracy for
ID categories. Therefore, we unify these two tasks to assess
the model’s ability to handle the semantic shift data. Unlike
existing remote sensing benchmarks that randomly partition
ID and OOD samples within the dataset, we consider the
degree of semantic shift between coarse and fine classes,
making our settings more aligned with the scenarios faced
by models deployed in real-world settings. As shown in
Tab. 1, for the 189 classes of satellite RGB image data, we
designate 94 classes as ID samples Did

R1, the remaining 95
classes are considered OOD samples with semantic shifts,
we categorize 48 classes as Easy-OOD split Doode

R1 and 47
classes as Hard-OOD split Doodh

R1 . The ’Easy-OOD’ exhibits
a significant semantic shift from the ID, while the ’Hard-
OOD’ shows a smaller semantic shift from the ID.
Covariate Shift Generalization & OOD Detection. Co-
variate shift OOD detection emphasizes robustness to these
shifts, often referred to as OOD generalization. In this con-

text, the ID data remains semantically unchanged while co-
variates such as the shooting angle vary. Given the practical
needs of remote sensing, we focus on two main types of
shifts: (1) Resampling bias, where the models are required
to demonstrate generalization capabilities when confronted
with images collected from the same modality but under
varying shooting angles, heights, resolutions, and times; (2)
Modal shift, where the model needs to exhibit generalization
capabilities for data of the same category across different
modalities from different satellites and drones.

We continue to use the 94 classes of satellite RGB image
training data. In contrast, during the testing phase, both ID
and OOD data come from the remaining four sub-datasets.
The data within the sub-datasets that share the same seman-
tics as the satellite RGB ID categories are treated as ID data,
while the data that share the same semantics as the satellite
RGB OOD categories are treated as OOD data. This setup
simulates the scenario where a trained model is deployed in
a shifted environment.
Class Incremental Learning. With the rapid advancement
of remote sensing technologies, vast amounts of high-quality
images are captured daily across various scales and locations
worldwide. Continuous model training is essential to incorpo-
rate and leverage this influx of data, enabling the recognition
of novel classes in an open-world setting. However, CIL
benchmarks in remote sensing are limited by restricted cate-
gory diversity, a narrow scope of coarse-grained categories,
and uniform data scales, which fail to reflect the complex-
ities of real-world scenarios. To address these limitations,
we evaluate existing CIL methods using three benchmarks:
Ramdom, Coarse, and Scale, utilizing Dall

R1, which contains
RGB images with 189 classes. In Ramdom, we follow the
widely-used CIL setting and randomly assign classes to 10
sessions equally. In Coarse, we set each session to contain
fine classes of one coarse category to simulate the continuous
learning from data captured by different types of dedicated
satellites by the model. We divide all the classes into 10
coarse categories corresponding to 10 sessions, see the ap-
pendix for the specific division. In Scale, we aim to replicate
the continual scaling process from large to small scales. To
establish the setting for scale transformation, we initially dif-
ferentiated 37 small-scale object categories among 152 rela-
tively large-scale scene categories manually. Subsequently,
the scales of the object and scene categories are individually
evaluated using the multimodal large model, leading to the
scale distributions depicted in Fig. 4. The 10 sessions are
evenly distributed categories based on a progression from
large to small scales.
Domain Incremental Learning To assess the model’s adapt-
ability to data from different domains, we benchmark DIL on
OES. We select 50 categories containing the same semantic
classes from RGB satellite, RGB aerial, IR, and MSRGB im-
ages, denoted as Dd

R1, Dd
A, Dd

M and Dd
I , as shown in Tab. 1.
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In each task, only images from one domain are available.
Coarse-to-Fine Few-shot Incremental Learning In
C2FSCIL, we provide the model with all training samples
accompanied by coarse labels in the base session, consisting
of 10 coarse classes. In the subsequent incremental sessions,
we introduce training samples with fine-grained labels for
each of the 10 classes, supplying only 5 samples per class at
each session.

4. Experiments
4.1. Implementation Details
To ensure sufficient training and testing data, we divide the
data from the aerial RGB sub-datasets into training and test-
ing sets with a ratio of 6:4. For the other sub-datasets, we
use a ratio of 8:2. All experiments were implemented using
PyTorch on an NVIDIA RTX 4090 with 24 GB of memory.
The code for all single-model OOD detection methods is
derived from the OpenOOD benchmark [90, 91]. The code
for all vision-language model (VLM) based OOD detection
methods, as well as for zero-shot and closed-set classifica-
tion, is sourced from Dassl [105]. Additionally, the code for
incremental learning methods is obtained from PyCIL [102].

4.2. Close-set & Zero-shot Classification
Settings. To test the upper and lower bounds of the open-
world model’s performance, we evaluated the closed-set
classification and zero-shot classification capabilities on sub-
datasets 1, 3, 4, and 5, reporting the top-1 and top-5 classifica-
tion accuracies for each dataset. For closed-set classification,
we evaluate the performance of different architectures of
VGG[61], ResNet[22], ViT[16], and CLIP[54]. For zero-
shot classification, we evaluate different CLIP architecture.
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Figure 5. Performance boundary evaluation on OES.

Results and analysis. (1) Remote sensing pre-training is
essential. Compared to aerial data, there is less satellite data
available during the pre-training phase of the CLIP model.
As can be seen in Fig. 5a, across all sub-datasets of satellite
imagery in different modalities, the remote sensing images
pre-trained GeoRSCLIP achieve significant zero-shot perfor-

mance superiority. (2) Tuning visual encoder works. Satel-
lite imagery suffers from a significant issue of insufficient
pre-training. In this case, fine-tuning more parameters of
the image encoder can lead to better alignment. As shown
in Fig. 5b, ResNet with all parameters fine-tuned achieves
the best performance, while tuning a portion of the visual
encoder to optimize visual features brings substantial en-
hancements to the CLIP series of models.

4.3. OOD Detection & Generalization

Settings. Following the framework of full-spectrum OOD
detection [91], we unify OSR, OOD detection, and OOD
generalization into a single evaluation task. For semantic
shift OOD detection, we use ID-94 as the ID dataset. For the
OOD datasets, we utilize ’Easy-OOD’, ’Hard-OOD’ as Near-
OOD data, and SUN as Far-OOD data. For full-spectrum
OOD detection, we use the train set of ID-94 as the ID
training dataset. For modal-shift scenario, we use the corre-
sponding subsets’ ID test sets as ID test data, the OOD test
sets as near-OOD data, and SUN as far-OOD data. For the
resampling-bias scenario, we additionally use ’Easy-OOD’,
’Hard-OOD’ as Near-OOD data. For each setting, we report
the mean AUROC for both Near-OOD and Far-OOD. To
evaluate the model’s OSR capabilities, We also report the
top-1 classification accuracy on the ID test set.
Baselines and evaluation methods. We evaluate both the
single-modal OOD detection method represented by the
ResNet-50 architecture and the VLM-based OOD detection
method represented by the CLIP architecture. For single-
modal OOD detection, we evaluate the post-hoc methods
including OpenMax [5], MSP [23], ODIN [37], MDS [33],
GradNorm [29], ReAct [68], MLS [27], KLM [24], VIM
[75], KNN [69], ASH [15], DICE [67], EBO [41], Relation
[31], FBDB [40], GEN [42], Rankfeat [63], RMDS [57],
Gram [59], NNGuide [50], Scale [88], SHE [96] and MDSE
[], training-required methods including G-ODIN [28], Conf-
Branch [12], RotPred [25], APRL [7], VOS [18], LogitNorm
[81], CIDER [47] and NPOS [71]. To further evaluate the
impact of data augmentation on adapting to covariate shift
data, we also test the performance using CutOut [11], Ran-
dAugment [10], AugMix [26], Cutmix [93], Mixup [95],
RegMixup [52] data augmentation with cross-entropy loss
for training. For VLM-based OOD detection, we evaluate
MCM [46], GL-MCM [49], Maxlogit [], CLIPN [76], CoOp
[106], LoCoOp [48], DPM [98] with ViT-B-32, ViT-B-16,
RN-50 image encoder and RSGeoCLIP ViT-B-32 architec-
ture.
Evaluation details. Considering that the ImageNet-1K pre-
trained model cannot be directly applied to the testing of
post-hoc OOD methods in remote sensing, we first train the
model on the ID train set using Cross-Entropy loss with a
learning rate of 0.01 for 100 epochs. The trained model is
then utilized for testing post-hoc OOD methods. For training-
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Figure 6. Full-spectrum OOD detection performances. Subfig(a)-(e) presents the performances of post-hoc single-modal methods. Subfig(f)-
(j) presents the training-required and data augmentation single-modal methods. Subfig(k)-(o) presents the VLM-based methods.

required methods and data augmentation approaches, we
further fine-tune the model trained with CE loss, with the
learning rate of 0.001 for 30 epochs. For VLM-based meth-
ods, we utilize the remote sensing pre-trained GeoRSCLIP,
while the performance of other architectures is provided in
the supp. In Fig. 6, we report the AUROC for near-OOD and
far-OOD, as well as the ID accuracy, for each data domain.

Results and analysis. (1) Simple baselines perform well.
Among all post-hoc single-modal methods, the simple base-
lines MSP and MLS achieve relatively high Near-OOD and
Far-OOD performance across nearly all domains. Notably,
MSP outperforms most training-required methods in all do-
mains. (2) Sufficient tuning is essential. VLM-based methods
primarily rely on the capabilities provided by pre-training.
However, training-free methods that depend solely on pre-
trained VLMs, such as MCM, tend to underperform. While
methods utilizing outlier OOD labels, like neglabel, show
some improvement, they still lag behind tuning methods.
Among tuning methods, DPM training several visual encoder
parameters, demonstrates greater enhancement compared to
methods like LoCoOp that only tuning the prompts, high-
lighting the importance of sufficient tuning in remote sensing
data. (3) Full-spectrum OOD detection remains a significant
challenge. Both single-modal and VLM-based methods ex-

hibit performance drops when faced with covariate shift data.
In cases of resampling bias, average performance decreases
by about 20-30%, while for more challenging modal shifts,
it drops by about 30-40%. This suggests that existing OOD
detectors are highly sensitive to covariate shifts and often
mislabel ID data as OOD. (4) Data augmentation improves
genelization abilities in certain cases. When facing specific
covariate shifts, certain data augmentation works. For exam-
ple, LightAug can enhance the performance of IR modal,
while Mixup performs well when faced resampling bias data.
However, there is still no method that performs well across
all settings. Designing specific data augmentation for remote
sensing is one of the improvement directions.

4.4. Incremental Learning

Settings. To validate the CIL performance in more realistic
remote sensing scenarios, following the previous works, we
evaluate the existing methods with proposed Dall

R1 on three
benchmarks: Random, Coarse and Scale. In Random, 189
classes are divided equally among 10 sessions (18 classes
in the last session). In Coarse, classes set in each session
belong to a same coarse class, including vegetation, agricul-
ture, aviation, waterbody & facilities, resource acquisition &
utilization, land transportation, nature & climate, infrastruc-
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Figure 7. CIL performance of all evaluated methods on benchmarks Coarse and Scale. Subfig (a) and (b) presents the performance of
traditional CIL methods, while subfig (c) and (d) presents the performance of PTM based methods.

ture, industrial facilities and residential building. In Scale,
we set classes to 10 sessions in descending order of scale
(as illustrated in Fig. 4), with the same number of classes
in each session (18 classes in the last session). Besides, we
evaluate the domain incremental learning (DIL) performance
with sub datasets containing the same semantic classes from
RGB satellite, RGB aerial, IR and MSRGB images, denoted
as Dd

R1, Dd
A, Dd

M and Dd
I .

Baselines and evaluation methods. In CIL benchmarks, We
evaluate both traditional CIL methods with ResNet-18 archi-
tecture and pre-trained model (PTM) based methods with
ViT-B/16, which is pre-trained on ImageNet21K and addi-
tionally finetuned on ImageNet1K. For traditional CIL meth-
ods, we evaluate LwF [36], EwC [32], GEM [44], iCaRL
[56], BiC [82], WA [100], PODNet [17], DER [89], PASS
[108], FOSTER [74], FeTrIL [51], MEMO [101] and BEEF
[73]. For PTM based methods, we evaluate ADAM [103],
L2P [80], DualPrompt [79], CODA-Prompt [62], RanPAC
[45], LAE [19], SLCA [94], Ease [104] and SSIAT [70]. We
also evaluate sequential fine-tuning as the lower bound per-
formance and joint training as the upper bound performance.

Results and analysis. (1) Catastrophic forgetting remains se-
rious. In the analysis of remotely sensed data obtained from
OES, the evaluated methods prove successful in alleviating
catastrophic forgetting. Nevertheless, in relation to the up-
per bound performance, the majority of the methods exhibit
varying degrees of forgetting, showcasing a performance
decline by 10-20%. Notably, the most effective method, Ran-
PAC, shows a comparatively performance decline by 5-10%.
(2) Benchmarks closer to real-world environments show
poorer performance. In the settings of Coarse and Scale, it
is observed that CIL performance typically falls short when
compared to performance in Random. This observation un-
derscores the heightened complexity of CIL within practical
environments, wherein models leverage diverse coarse class
data acquired from distinct specialized satellites, along with
scale data gathered by satellites operating on varied orbits
and possessing different resolution capabilities. (3) Limited
performance gains from pre-trained models. In contrast to

Methods Dd
R1 Dd

A Dd
M Dd

I Dd
I Dd

M Dd
A Dd

R1

Joint 47.68 68.39

Finetune 3.85 32.00 20.60 8.90 45.38 43.41 26.33 20.66

LwF [36] 3.75 30.69 18.84 13.04 45.71 36.16 28.28 20.96

EWC[32] 3.75 32.02 21.30 8.23 71.99 40.6 33.04 31.88

BEEF [73] 3.80 38.56 29.41 32.72 46.23 49.38 44.84 44.91

DS-AL [110] 3.16 27.60 34.40 35.13 44.60 23.18 29.14 29.89

S-Prompt [78] 95.47 65.14 45.15 28.72 95.02 64.19 44.22 28.16

Table 2. The experimental results of DIL.

the significant performance enhancement in CIL achieved by
the PTM when applied to natural images, the performance
improvements are constrained when the PTM is utilized on
remotely sensed images. This limitation could be attributed
to the inadequate generalization capacity of the PTM, which
is hindered by the domain gap of natural images and remotely
sensed images.

5. Conclusion

In this paper, we introduce OpenEarthSensing, a novel large-
scale, fine-grained benchmark designed to evaluate diverse
domain distribution shifts in open-world scenarios. By in-
tegrating five distinct subdatasets across five domains and
three modalities, OES offers a comprehensive testbed for
assessing model performance under various semantic and
covariate shifts. This addresses the shortcomings of existing
datasets, which often lack the scale and diversity necessary to
reflect real-world challenges. We benchmark representative
open-world tasks on OES and conduct extensive evaluations,
revealing the significant difficulties that open-world models
may encounter, particularly in recognizing new semantic-
shift categories and adapting to distributional changes. Re-
sults demonstrate that OES poses considerable challenges.
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