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Abstract—An increasing number of models have achieved
great performance in remote sensing tasks with the recent
development of Large Language Models (LLMs) and Visual Lan-
guage Models (VLMs). However, these models are constrained
to basic vision and language instruction-tuning tasks, facing
challenges in complex remote sensing applications. Additionally,
these models lack specialized expertise in professional domains.
To address these limitations, we propose a LLM-driven remote
sensing intelligent agent named RS-Agent. Firstly, RS-Agent is
powered by a large language model (LLM) that acts as its
”Central Controller,” enabling it to understand and respond to
various problems intelligently. Secondly, our RS-Agent integrates
many high-performance remote sensing image processing tools,
facilitating multi-tool and multi-turn conversations. Thirdly,
our RS-Agent can answer professional questions by leveraging
robust knowledge documents. We conducted experiments using
several datasets, e.g., RSSDIVCS, RSVQA, and DOTAv1. The
experimental results demonstrate that our RS-Agent delivers
outstanding performance in many tasks, i.e., scene classification,
visual question answering, and object counting tasks.

Index Terms—Remote sensing image, Large language model,
Agent, Retrieval-Augmented Generation (RAG)

I. INTRODUCTION

Thanks to the swift advancements in remote sensing tech-
nology, we now have the capability to acquire dozens of
terabytes of high-resolution imagery every day [1]], and the
images have seamlessly integrated into numerous facets of
the socio-economic landscape, including disaster detection [2],
environmental monitoring [3]], urban planning [4], etc.

There is a growing demand for automated interpretation
of remote sensing images to support various applications as
the user base and amount of data for remote sensing expand.
Numerous algorithms have been developed that demonstrate
satisfactory performance in remote sensing tasks, such as
object detection [S]], super-resolution [6]], classification [7]], and
geographic question answering [|8]. However, these algorithms
are tailored to specific applications, and their deployment
requires skilled technical personnel, constraining the ordinary
user’s ability to interpret remote sensing data independently.

With the evolution of the Large Language Model
(LLM) [9]-[11] and Vision Language Model (VLM) [12], an
increasing number of models are striving to bridge the gap
between semantics and visuals. These advancements enable
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a single, comprehensive model to handle a broad spectrum
of downstream tasks, such as scene description [13]], and
visual question answering [14]]. These abilities have a positive
impact on remote sensing tasks. For instance, RSGPT [/15]]
introduces a generative pre-trained model that excels in remote
sensing image captioning and visual question-answering tasks.
GeoChat [16] further extends the ability to spatial reasoning
and grounding objects in remote sensing images. However,
these models are currently limited to basic instruction-tuning
tasks for vision and language [17] and exhibit suboptimal
performance in more complex remote sensing tasks for the
following reasons. Firstly, these models cannot implement
sophisticated tools such as target counting, detection, and
tracking, and they are inadequate for tasks that require the
integration of multiple analytical tools [18]. Secondly, these
models lack specialized expertise in professional domains.
They are trained with knowledge obtained from the Internet
and finetuned with human-annotated descriptions that merely
describe the visual content of remote sensing images. There-
fore, their performance is relatively limited when addressing
tasks that require in-depth, professional knowledge.

In recent years, agents have garnered increasing attention as
an emerging technology capable of integrating multiple tools
and autonomously understanding user intentions [19], [20]. We
aim to design a Remote Sensing Agent (RS-Agent) specifically
tailored for the professional remote sensing domain. The
schematic diagram of our RS-Agent is shown in Fig. [} Our
RS-Agent has the following abilities: (i) A remote sensing
agent, functioning like a Center Controller, can comprehend
user intentions and perform tasks such as planning, reasoning,
and action. It can also plan subsequent actions based on
intermediate processing results. (ii) A toolbox integrating
existing high-performance models can tackle various remote
sensing tasks. (iii) An internal knowledge database managing
professional and technical remote sensing knowledge database
and solution database integrating a library of tool usage.

We designed an agent framework to achieve the above
goals, incorporating various remote sensing tools to facilitate
multi-tool integration. Our RS-Agent is driven by a large
language model (LLM) to understand user intentions and is
equipped with memorizing planning and reasoning abilities.
To handle professional technical knowledge in remote sensing,
we introduced Retrieval-Augmented Generation (RAG), which
can search for the required information from a specialized
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Fig. 1. The schematic diagram of the RS-Agent. The RS-Agent integrates existing high-performance remote sensing tools. It can understand user intentions
like a Central Controller, and solve user needs through planning, reasoning and action. It is also Capable of handling professional and technical knowledge

in remote sensing.

knowledge database and answer professional questions. It can
also retrieve relevant knowledge from the database and utilize
various remote sensing tools to develop plans.

In summary, this work has the following contributions:

¢ RS-Agent employs an LLM to understand the user’s
requirements. The RS-Agent is powered by a large lan-
guage model (LLM) as the central controller. These mod-
els accurately comprehend and interpret user intentions,
adeptly analyzing the context and nuances of user inputs
to discern the underlying needs and objectives behind
queries.

« RS-Agent can utilize multiple tools and engage in multi-
turn conversations. The RS-Agent can integrate many
high-performance remote sensing image processing mod-
els. It can utilize a single model to address straightforward
problems or sequentially invoke multiple models for
continuous reasoning to tackle complex issues. Moreover,
the RS-Agent can facilitate multiple rounds of dialogue
and maintain coherence and contextual understanding
throughout the conversation. Its powerful capabilities
enable users to engage in in-depth interactions, receiving
more personalized and accurate responses.

o RS-Agent is capable of answering questions in special-
ized fields. RAG technology is employed to broaden the
Agent’s knowledge database by integrating a specialized
knowledge repository, enabling it to address specific
questions related to remote sensing.

II. RELATED WORKS

A. Agent and Large Language Models

Al agents can autonomously learn from their surroundings
to evolve and adapt like humans as artificial entities capable
of perceiving their environment, making decisions, and taking
actions [21]).

Early AI agents can be primarily categorized into symbol-
based agents and reactivity-based agents [23]]. The former
utilizes logical rules and symbolic representations to encapsu-
late the knowledge and facilitate the reasoning process [22],
[24]-[26]). In contrast, the latter is designed with a focus on
input and output mapping [23]], prioritizing fast and real-time
responses over complex reasoning and symbolic manipula-
tion [27], [28].

With the advancement of machine learning, reinforcement
learning-based agents and transfer learning-based agents have
gradually emerged. Reinforcement learning-based agents pri-
marily focus on enhancing their learning through interactions
with the environment, aiming to maximize cumulative re-
wards in specific tasks [29]. Notable achievements, including
AlphaGo and DQN [31], demonstrate the remarkable
progress in this field. Agents based on transfer learning
accelerate the learning process on new tasks by transferring
knowledge from the source domain to the target domain [32]],
[33]. However, negative migration may exist when there
are substantial differences between the source and target tasks.



In recent years, large language models have achieved re-
markable milestones [10], [35]. By leveraging vast datasets
and extensive training parameters, they have attained in-
telligence comparable to that of humans [9]]. Nevertheless,
large models inherently lack perceptual capabilities and are
restricted to understanding discrete textual content. They still
face significant limitations in executing tasks that require
planning. To tackle this challenge, researchers have enhanced
the capabilities of large language models by integrating var-
ious tools, forming the prototype of LLM-based agents [36].
Currently, research frontiers of Agents emphasize the use of
large language models (LLMs), such as the GPT class models,
to enhance the autonomy and intelligence of agents [37]-[39].

Specifically, LLM-based agents employ large language
models as their core intelligence to comprehend user input,
and formulate plans and solutions accordingly. These agents
leverage a toolchain composed of various tools for specific
tasks, thereby extending the LLM’s capability to address com-
plex problems [40], [41]. For instance, Visual ChatGPT [42]
achieves Visual Question Answering (VQA) by structuring
prompt interactions with ChatGPT and orchestrating a multi-
step collaboration among various Al models. WorldGPT [43]
is a video generation Agent that utilizes ChatGPT’s ability to
create precise prompts and guide diffusion models to generate
video content. HuggingGPT [39]] employs large language mod-
els (such as ChatGPT [44]]) as controllers for task planning,
integrating various Al models from the machine learning com-
munity (such as those from Hugging Face) to form an agent
capable of solving complex Al tasks. TreeGPT [45] integrates
an image understanding module, a domain knowledge module,
and a toolchain to analyze forest remote sensing images and
extract structured information comprehensively.

B. Agent in Remote Sensing

While existing agents have demonstrated commendable per-
formance in various general tasks, research on agents tailored
for specialized fields such as remote sensing and medical
treatment remains insufficient. Furthermore, LLMs can address
certain issues but are not a panacea for all challenges. The
development of Vision-Language Models (VLMs) in natural
imagery [46], [47] has spurred their applications in remote
sensing. Researchers have explored VLMs for various re-
mote sensing tasks, including image captioning [48]], [49],
text-based image generation [50], [51]], text-based image re-
trieval [52], [53]], visual question answering [54], [55], and
scene classification [56]. For traditional image-related tasks,
a comprehensive remote sensing image question-answering
dataset, RSVQA [57], was introduced, achieving signifi-
cant results on this dataset. Bi-Modalc [58], RSGPT [15],
GeoChat [[16], and other models have further improved the ac-
curacy on the RSVQA dataset. Emerging region-level and spa-
tiotemporal tasks present new challenges and attract increasing
attention, such as RSVG [59] and drone video captioning [|60]].
SkyEyeGPT [61] has unified various remote sensing visual
language tasks through instruction tuning.

Among the above algorithms, RSGPT [|15]] and Geochat [|16]]
exhibit similarities with our work. Specifically, RSGPT [15]]

introduces a generative pre-trained model that excels in re-
mote sensing image captioning and visual question answering
tasks. GeoChat [16]] further extends the ability to spatial
reasoning and grounding objects in RS images. However,
while RSGPT excels in scene description tasks for images, it
struggles significantly with fine-grained recognition tasks such
as object recognition and counting. GeoChat demonstrates
certain advantages in tasks like location judgment and target
classification, but it performs poorly in target counting tasks.
Additionally, GeoChat is limited to solving single, simple tasks
and faces challenges when dealing with complex problems or
issues involving specialized data.

In this paper, we aim to integrate various remote sens-
ing image processing tools to develop our remote sens-
ing agent, namely RS-Agent, addressing the limitations of
current common remote sensing models. RS-Agent consists
of three components: Central Controller powered by LLM,
Knowledge Database and Solution Database, and Toolbox.
The Central Controller, powered by LLM, can understand
the input question and make process plans. RAG is divided
into the Professional Knowledge RAG and the Solution Steps
RAG, which are primarily used to handle problems involving
specialized data and complex processes, respectively. The
Tools component includes a wide range of remote sensing task
processing models.

III. REMOTE SENSING AGENT

Our RS-Agent is an intelligent toolset integrated with large
language models. The model architecture is illustrated in
Fig. 2| The user inputs query () and remote sensing image
I, and then an LLM serve as the Central Controller M,
to understand the user’s intent. To help M. adopt the right
solution to solve @), we have applied RAG to build a solution
searcher Mg, which can return Solution Guidance g5 to
assist M. invoke suitable tools from abundant tool space 7.
Additionally, in order to equip RS-Agent with domain-specific
knowledge, we also built a knowledge searcher M}, which
will provide knowledge guidance gy if necessary. We show
the details for the workflow of RS-Agent in Algorithm [T}

A. Natural Language Interaction

An agent requires essential human-like capabilities, such
as planning and memory, to perform tasks effectively [36].
This implies that an agent requires a Central Controller M,
to process diverse information. Much like humans, M, serves
as the central nucleus of an Al agent, primarily composed
of LLMs. Specifically, we adopt the gpt-3.5-turbo as M,
in the RS-Agent. With the assistance of M., the RS-Agent
can proficiently engage in basic interactive conversations and
exhibit comprehension abilities.

1) Intention and implication understanding: As an intel-
ligent component of the RS-Agent, the central controller
M. must first thoroughly comprehend each available tool’s
purpose, application contexts, and input-output specifications.
This comprehensive understanding is vital for the agent to
function effectively in various scenarios. When a user submits
a query (). The central controller M, is tasked with inferring
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Fig. 2. Framework of RS-Agent. When M, receives query Q and image I,
M will transmit the solution requirement rs to M. M employs the FIASS
algorithm [64] to derive solution guidance gs, which assists M. in selecting
the appropriate tools 7" after dispatching the tool requirement ¢ to the tool
space 1. If M. requires additional knowledge guidance g, M} will provide
it from Dy, according to the knowledge requirement ks. M. will then invoke
T and produce the final answer A along with the processed image 1.

the user’s intention and selecting the most appropriate tool to
generate an accurate and relevant answer. In straightforward
situations, M typically responds correctly, leveraging its train-
ing on a large-scale corpus. However, ambiguous instructions
or implied meanings can present significant challenges for
the agent, as noted in recent studies [[62f, [|63]]. To enhance
the RS-Agent’s decision-making capability when faced with
ambiguous (), we have introduced an innovative approach. For
each (), we generate a Solution Guidance g5 and incorporate
it into the SystemPrompt of the LLM ( SystemPrompt
is a simple instruction that tells the LLM how to behave
and respond). The g, encompasses solutions to fundamental
problems and detailed tool descriptions, providing essential
guidance to M,. Equipped with this crucial guidance, M, can
make more informed and sophisticated decisions regarding the
query. This approach improves the agent’s ability to handle
ambiguity and enhances its overall accuracy and reliability in
providing responses. By systematically incorporating gs into
the SystemPrompt, we ensure that the RS-Agent maintains
a high level of performance, even in complex and unclear
scenarios, thereby significantly improving the user experience
in remote sensing image analysis.

2) Multi-turn interactive conversation: Even humans fre-
quently encounter difficulties maintaining clarity and coher-
ence within a single conversation. This challenge becomes
even more pronounced in multi-turn dialogues, indispens-
able when users must pose multiple questions concerning
the same remote sensing image. In such scenarios, tracking
and understanding the conversation’s progression is critical
for providing accurate and relevant responses. When a user
introduces a new query () within the same dialogue, the RS-
Agent is designed first to retrieve the preceding questions
and their corresponding answers, collectively referred to as
QAs. This retrieval process is crucial as it ensures that the
context established by the previous interactions is preserved

Algorithm 1 The workflow of RS-Agent.
Input: The user command or query () and remote sensing
image I;
Output: Answer to () generated by RS-Agent, A; Processed
remote sensing image I
1: Central controller M, receives () and transmits it to
solution searcher M,;
2: M, employs the FAISS algorithm to search through the
Solution Database D; efficiently, and retrieves the top-k
relevant documents {dy,ds, ..., dx} as Solution Guidance
9s;
3: M, selects the appropriate tools T from Tool Space T'
based on @ and g,;
4 if T contains knowledge_search then
5: M. selects keyword and employs the FAISS algorithm
to search through the Knowledge Database Dy, and re-
trieves the top-k relevant documents {ki,ko,..., ki} as
Knowledge Guidance gy;
else
Invoke 7' and get the corresponding outputs and I;

end if

. compiles the final answer A from g; and output of
T
10: return A and [ ;

© 3D

and utilized. Subsequently, the context module M, leverages
the information encapsulated in QAs to extract pertinent
contextual details. Doing so effectively bridges the new query
with the historical dialogue, maintaining continuity and co-
herence. This contextual understanding enables the system to
execute the workflow delineated in Algorithm [T]with enhanced
precision and relevance. By integrating these capabilities, the
RS-Agent enhances its interpretative accuracy and enriches
the overall user experience. It ensures that each new question
is answered in the light of the entire conversational history.
This approach mitigates the common pitfalls associated with
isolated question answering, fostering a more intuitive and
effective remote sensing image analysis interaction paradigm.

B. Retrieval-Augmented Generation

Retrieval-Augmented Generation (RAG) systems have
gained significant popularity for enhancing LLM outputs with
domain-specific and time-sensitive data [65]]. This approach
equips agents with a powerful technique for improving the
quality and relevance of responses. In our RS-Agent, in
addition to constructing an internal knowledge database, the
most commonly used scenario for RAG, we propose building a
solution database. This effectively guides the LLM in selecting
the appropriate tools for different queries.

1) Solution Searcher: In most cases, RAG serves as an
information retriever to assist LLMs in answering questions.
However, its applications extend far beyond this function. In
RS-Agent, RAG is utilized to retrieve information and guide
the selection of computational tools that LLMs can use to
tackle specific tasks. This is achieved by retrieving solutions
used to solve similar problems from Solution Database Dy,



thereby assisting the LLM with the optimal tool choice for
the current scenario. When RS-Agent obtains (), the solution
searcher will retrieve the relevant solution as g,. During the
retrieval phase, the () is processed by the retrieval function f;.,
which employs the Facebook AI Similarity Search (FAISS)
algorithm [64] to search through the D, efficiently. This
function retrieves the top-k relevant documents:

{d17d27"'7dk}:fr<Q7Di) (1)

In the generation phase, the generator f,, typically a language
model, processes the retrieved documents along with the query
to produce a response A:

A:fg(Qa{dth?"'adk}) (2)

In our RS-Agent, the top-k relevant documents returned by
FAISS are added to the SystemPrompt in the following
format: ”You are a helpful assistant, you should take the
following content as Guidance.” This method enhances the
LLM’s ability to accurately select the appropriate tool for
addressing specific problems.

2) Knowledge Searcher: The GPT series of language mod-
els are adept at producing coherent and fluent text. However,
their proficiency is largely attributed to extensive pre-training
on vast datasets. When it comes to less common or specialized
subjects, such as remote sensing, the model may occasionally
fall short in providing accurate responses due to a lack of
sufficient training data. To address this limitation, constructing
a proprietary knowledge database specific to remote sensing
is essential for an agent dedicated to this field. In the cur-
rent preliminary stage, we have equipped the RS-Agent with
Knowledge Searcher M}, using RAG to handle combat aircraft
queries.

When the selected tools include knowledge_search, indi-
cating that the RS-Agent needs additional knowledge to solve
Q, Mj, retrieves relevant documents as Knowledge Guidance
gr. The retrieval process follows the same method as M,
as shown in Equ. (I), and the construction of Dj mirrors
that of Dg. The key difference lies in the next step: the top-
k relevant documents returned by FAISS are directly sent
to the language model using the prompt template: “Using
the knowledge guidance below, answer the query ..” This
approach enables the model to provide precise answers to
domain-specific questions, ensuring high accuracy in response
A.

IV. EXPERIEMENTS

In this section, we first introduce the experiment settings.
Then we evaluate our RS-Agent on three crucial areas within
the remote sensing domain: scene classification, visual ques-
tion answering (VQA), and object counting.

A. Implementation Details

We employed ChatGPT’s LLM [71]], specifically the GPT-
3.5-turbo-1106, as the core “Central Controller” of RS-Agent.
Additionally, we implemented the LangChain [72] framework
to streamline data processing and integration. We use the
OpenAl Embedding API in RAG, which transforms internal

knowledge and tool instructions into numerical vectors and
employs the FAISS algorithm to retrieve pertinent information.
For aircraft classification and scene classification, we use a
vision transformer (ViT-B16) [73]] pretrained with DINO [/74]]
self-supervision on (unlabelled) ImageNet [75] as our back-
bone, with a feature dimension of 768.

B. Scene Classification

Datasets. We employed the VIT [73|] pre-trained on remote
sensing images as the scene classifier. The training dataset
used was RSSDIVCS [76], an extensive remote sensing scene
dataset featuring 70 distinct scene categories, each with 800
images with dimensions of 256 x256 pixels, and we used 80%
of each category for training. For evaluation, we utilized a sub-
set of the RSSDIVCS [76] dataset, comprising 70 classes with
160 images per class, AID [77] dataset, and UCMerced [78]]
dataset. The AID [77] comprises a substantial collection
of aerial images sourced from Google Earth, spanning 30
classes. The UCMerced [78] consists of 2100 images across
21 land use scene categories. The scene categories in both
AID [77] and UCMerced [78]] correspond well with those in
RSSDIVCS [76], rendering them suitable for evaluating the
scene classification performance of our RS-Agent.

Results. For the scene classification task, we employed
the prompt: “Identify the scene depicted in this image.”
For GeoChat [16] and LHRS-Bot [70], we use the prompt:
”Classify the image within one of the given classes: dense
residential area, . . . , school. Answer with one word or short
phrase.” On RSSDIVCS [76] dataset, RS-Agent achieves an
accuracy of 98.00%, markedly higher than GeoChat’s 51.43%
and LHRS-Bot’s 63.85%. For the AID [77] dataset, RS-Agent
attains an accuracy of 96.88%, surpassing GeoChat’s 72.03%
and LHRS-Bot’s 91.29%. On the UCMerced [ 78] dataset, RS-
Agent also leads with an accuracy of 98.63%, outperforming
GeoChat’s 84.43% and LHRS-Bot’s 96.63%.

These results clearly indicate that RS-Agent outperforms the
other compared models across all three datasets, showcasing
its superior performance in scene classification tasks. The
specific results are detailed in TABLE

C. Visual Question Answering

Datasets. RSVQA-HRBEN [57]] and RSVQA-LR [57] are
two datasets featuring image/question/answer triplets designed
to advance research and development in remote sensing and
visual question answering. RSVQA-HRBEN [57] includes
10,569 high-resolution photos and 1,066,316 question-answer
pairs, covering three types of questions: presence, comparison,
and count. RSVQA-LR [57|] consists of 772 low-resolution
images and 77,232 question-answer pairs, categorized into
four kinds of questions: presence, comparison, rural/urban, and
count.

Results. Table[l| presents the performances of different VLM
models on RSVQA-LR [57] and RSVQA-HRBEN [57]. It
can be observed that GeoChat [16] performs close to the
SOTA specialist models on RSVQA-LRBEN [57] test set, with
an average accuracy of 91.89%. For RSVQA-HRBEN [57],
LHRS-Bot [70] significantly improves accuracy across all
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TABLE 1
PERFORMANCE COMPARISON ACROSS DIFFERENT METHODS ON RSVQA-LR AND RSVQA-HR DATASETS.

Method RSVQA-LR RSVQA-HR
Rural/Urban  Presence = Compare  Avg. Presence  Compare  Avg.
LLaVA-1.5 66 59.22 73.16 65.19 65.86 48.96 59.02 53.99
MiniGPTv2 [47] 60.02 51.64 67.64 59.77 68.34 64.71 66.53
InstructBLIP [67] 62.62 48.83 63.92 59.12 62.63 62.90 62.77
mPLUG-OwI12[68] 57.99 74.04 65.04 65.69 49.62 58.47 53.04
QWen-VL-Chat [69] 62.00 47.65 54.64 58.73 61.75 54.64 58.20
SkyEyeGPT 88.93 88.63 75.00 84.16 80.00 80.13 80.06
RSGPT [15] 94.00 91.17 91.70 92.29 90.92 90.02 90.47
GeoChat [[T6] 91.09 90.33 94.00 91.81 58.45 83.19 70.82
LHRS-Bot [70] 89.07 88.51 90.00 89.19 92.57 92.53 92.55
RS-Agent (Ours) 91.09 90.33 94.00 91.81 92.57 92.53 92.55

TABLE II
SCENE CLASSIFICATION ACCURACY ON RSSDIVCS [76]l, AID [[77]],
UCMERCED [[78]], COMPARED WITH TWO VLM MODELS.

RSSDIVCS AID UCMerced

Model

GeoChat | 51.43 72.03 84.43
LHRS-Bot | 63.85 91.29 96.63
RS Agent (Ours) 98.00 96.88 98.63

question types of RSVQA-HRBEN compared to other
VLM models, with an average accuracy of 92.55%. Conse-
quently, in the RS-Agent, we use LHRS-Bot to process
high-resolution remote sensing images and GeoChat to
handle low-resolution remote sensing images.

D. Object Counting

Datasets. VLM models, like GeoChat and LHRS-Bot, ana-
lyze and infer information by combining visual data from the
image and language model capabilities to provide count-based
answers, while detection models extract features from images
through neural networks to obtain the location information
of the target. In the RS-Agent, the object detection model
is derived from YOLO [80], specifically the “YOLOvV8x-
OBB [79]” version. This model represents the forefront of real-
time object detection systems, widely acclaimed in computer
vision applications. The YOLOv8x-OBB model is pre-
trained on the DOTAvI dataset and excels in oriented
object detection. This advanced capability surpasses traditional
object detection by incorporating an additional angle param-



TABLE III
FUNCTIONS AND EXAMPLES OF INPUTS FOR ALL TOOLS USED.

Tool Function Example Input

Detection Target detection tool based on yolov8_obb [79] How many planes are in the image?
Crop_rect Cutting and intercepting detection targets Crop the targets in the image.
Plane_type Identify the aircraft type based on vision transformer [73]

(including 27 types of military aircraft and civilian aircraft)
SAR plane target detection tool based on a trained classifier
Identify the aircraft type based on vision transformer [73]
(including 20 types of military aircraft and civilian aircraft)
Return aircraft information based on RAG

SAR_detection
SAR_plane_type

Knowledge_search

Geochat_call VQA, Scene Classification

and Region-Captioning/Visual Grounding based on GeoChat [16]

Lhrs_bot VQA, Scene Classification

and Visual Grounding based on LHRS-Bot [70]

What is the type of the plane?
How many planes in the SAR image?

What is the type of the plane in this SAR image?
What is the manufacturer of this aircraft?

Describe the image in detail.

What can you see from this image?

eter, thereby achieving more precise localization of objects
in remote sensing imagery. Presently, the model can identify
15 distinct types of typical remote sensing targets. The LLM
can count the number of objects based on detection results.
We use the validation set from DOTAv1 [81] to assess the
model’s counting ability. The test set contains 458 images and
1,099 counting questions.

Metric. We utilized several metrics to assess the model’s
object-counting capabilities, including absolute accuracy and
interval-matching accuracy. In particular, interval matching
accuracy is determined by predictions aligning with ground
truths within the same interval. The intervals used are 0,
1 to 10, 11 to 100, 101 to 1000, and greater than 1000.
Additionally, we define a relative error metric to quantify the
accuracy of predictions. The relative error e, is calculated as

1 \gt: — pil
s = =S log (14 Pl 3
c N;og(+ — ) 3

where gt; represents the ground truth of the i-th test case, p;
denotes the model prediction of this case, and NV is the total
number of counting problems, which is 1,099.

Results. For the object counting task, we used the prompt:
”What is the number of the object? Answer the question
using a number.” The object could be any one of 15 typ-
ical remote sensing target types. We evaluated performance
using 458 remote sensing images and 1099 corresponding
questions for testing. As presented in table the results
demonstrate the superior performance of RS-Agent across all
metrics. RS-Agent achieves an absolute accuracy of 33.30%,
significantly higher than GeoChat [16] (17.65%) and LHRS-
Bot [70] (14.92%). Additionally, RS-Agent’s interval match
accuracy of 75.98% slightly surpasses GeoChat [[16] (74.61%)
and markedly exceeds LHRS-Bot [70] (60.78%). Notably,
RS-Agent’s relative error is only 0.28, much lower than
GeoChat [16] (0.65) and LHRS-Bot [70] (0.56), indicating
more accurate and consistent predictions. These results high-
light the effectiveness of RS-Agent in object counting tasks,
demonstrating its robustness and reliability.

E. Task Execution and Response Generation

RS-Agent provides a comprehensive suite of tools to tackle
various challenges, including object detection and tracking,

TABLE IV
OBJECT COUNTING ACCURACY ON DOTA [81]] DATASET. OUR RS-AGENT
IS COMPARED WITH TWO OTHER VLM-BASED MODELS.

Method Absolute Accuracy  Interval Match  Relative Error
GeoChat [16] 17.65 74.61 0.65
LHRS-Bot [70] 14.92 60.78 0.56
RS-Agent (Ours) 33.30 75.98 0.28

object counting, aircraft type identification, scene classifica-
tion, and visual question answering (VQA), as outlined in
TABLEII This versatility is further enhanced by RS-Agent’s
exceptional modularity and scalability, which facilitate the
seamless integration of additional tools to meet evolving needs.
When a query @ is received, the central module M, selects
the appropriate tool based on the tool descriptions and the
previously mentioned Solution Guidance g;. The selected
tools preprocess the input I and generate corresponding out-
puts. These outputs are then relayed back to M, as new
observations, enabling it to decide whether additional tools
are required to fulfill the user’s request comprehensively. If
no further tools are needed, all outputs from the performed
tasks are aggregated by M, to produce the final answer A.
Figure [3| illustrates this process through a multi-turn dia-
logue that includes tasks such as image captioning, aircraft
target counting, and domain-specific knowledge search. This
example underscores the RS-Agent’s robust capabilities in
efficiently addressing complex, multifaceted inquiries.

V. CONCLUSION

We introduced RS-Agent, an advanced intelligent agent
that automates remote sensing tasks by integrating large lan-
guage models (LLMs) with state-of-the-art remote sensing
image processing tools. RS-Agent excels in many tasks, in-
cluding scene classification, visual question answering, and
object counting, which demonstrate superior performance
across multiple datasets. With Retrieval-Augmented Gener-
ation (RAG) technology, RS-Agent accesses a specialized
knowledge database to handle complex technical queries. Our
work highlights RS-Agent’s potential to simplify complex
tasks, reduce reliance on skilled technical personnel, and make
remote sensing analysis in complex scenarios accessible.
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