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Abstract— Data acquired in space operational conditions is
scarce due to the costs and complexity of space operations.
This poses a challenge to learning-based visual-based navigation
algorithms employed in autonomous spacecraft navigation. Existing
datasets, which largely depend on computer-simulated data, have
partially filled this gap. However, the image generation tools they use
are proprietary, which limits the evaluation of methods to unseen
scenarios. Furthermore, these datasets provide limited ground-truth
data, primarily focusing on the spacecraft’s translation and rotation
relative to the camera. To address these limitations, we present
SPIN (SPacecraft Imagery for Navigation), an open-source realistic
spacecraft image generation tool for relative navigation between two
spacecrafts. SPIN provides a wide variety of ground-truth data and
allows researchers to employ custom 3D models of satellites, define
specific camera-relative poses, and adjust various settings such as
camera parameters and environmental illumination conditions. For
the task of spacecraft pose estimation, we compare the results of
training with a SPIN-generated dataset against existing synthetic
datasets. We show a %50 average error reduction in common
testbed data (that simulates realistic space conditions). Both the
SPIN tool (and source code) and our enhanced version of the
synthetic datasets will be publicly released upon paper acceptance
on GitHub. https://github.com/vpulab/SPIN.

Index Terms— Aerospace Navigation, Pose estimation, Simula-
tion, Synthetic Data,
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Fig. 1. A comparative between SPIN and other satellite datasets. On
the left, the matrix compares their features (light blue cells indicate

available features). Images show SPIN data examples: a rendering and
a depth ground-truth (top images); our keypoint tool and a dense-pose

ground-truth (bottom images).

I. Introduction

ACQUIRING data from space presents certain diffi-
culties which include, but are not limited to, the high
costs of designing and launching a spacecraft, the limited
on-board resources for data storage and transmission,
and the required precise spacecraft control to obtain the
desired representative data. This limits the availability of
data acquired in real-space operational conditions. While
substantial efforts have been made to overcome these lim-
itations for observation missions of the Earth [1], Sun [2],
and other celestial bodies with high scientific value [3],
[4], [5], there is still a noticeable gap in other space-
related fields. Specifically, data to support autonomous
spacecraft relative navigation remains scarce [6].

A particular case of interest in spacecraft relative
navigation is the interaction between two non-cooperative
spacecrafts. This is crucial for supporting current and
future space missions, including tasks such as on-orbit
servicing, active debris removal, close formation flying,
rendezvous and docking, or space exploration. In all these
mission scenarios, autonomy is indispensable as both the
signal delays and the limited bandwidth render remote
spacecraft operation unfeasible.

Visual-based navigation plays a crucial role in achiev-
ing autonomy, as it provides information on the elements
of the environment and the relative position and orien-
tation of the spacecraft. Current state-of-the-art methods
for visual-based navigation employ learning techniques.
However, the aforementioned lack of data prevents train-
ing robust learning-based navigation algorithms to support
the required autonomy. To address this issue, researchers
often turn to computer-based simulators that generate
synthetic datasets, as detailed in Section II. These datasets
are essential for research in visual-based spacecraft navi-
gation: they have enabled the development of algorithms
capable of estimating spacecraft pose with centimetre-
level accuracy [7] even in situations with large differences
in scale [8].
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The tools and models used for synthetic data gener-
ation are proprietary, which poses two main constraints.
First, there is a difficulty in adding ground-truth data to
the existing datasets which typically lack depth informa-
tion, segmentation information or dense pose annotations,
i.e. mapping each pixel to its corresponding location on
the 3D model. Second, these proprietary tools restrict the
possibility to test models in scenarios not covered by
the datasets. For instance, the datasets generally do not
include videos, defined here as sets of temporally related
images, even though such image sequences are frequent
in real rendezvous scenarios. Finally, assessing models
under specific conditions like reflective surfaces or varied
backgrounds, which are vital for creating more realistic
images, is also challenging due to these limitations.

To bridge this gap, we present the SPacecraft Im-
agery for Navigation (SPIN) tool, the first open-source
image generation tool designed specifically to create
data for visual-based navigation between two spacecrafts.
SPIN addresses the limitations of current state-of-the-
art datasets, as illustrated in Figure 1, by enabling the
generation of highly realistic and customizable spacecraft
imagery in various poses or pose sequences. It also offers
extensive ground truth data, encompassing depth, dense
pose annotations, segmentation, and keypoints. SPIN al-
lows to load any external spacecraft 3D model and comes
pre-loaded with a model of the Tango spacecraft.

To validate SPIN, we show experiments results on
the task of pose estimation, the common benchmark
across all identified datasets (see Figure 1). To do so,
we compare the results obtained from training with the
SPIN-generated images against those obtained with two
widely-used datasets: SPEED+ [7] and SHIRT [9] further
introduced in Section II. SPEED+ and SHIRT include
both synthetic and testbed images –realistic imagery cap-
tured in laboratory conditions. We compare by training
with a SPIN replication of the synthetic datasets, with
the same poses but increased realism and ground-truth
data, and then evaluating on the testbed images, yielding
a 53% average reduction in error rate for spacecraft pose
estimation tasks. We summarise our contributions as
follows:

• We provide the first open-source simulation tool
designed to generate realistic datasets of spacecraft
images along with depth, segmentation and dense
pose ground-truth data.

• Our tool allows to augment the ground-truth data of
existing datasets, provided that the spacecraft’s 3D
model is publicly available.

• We provide an enhanced version of the existing
SPEED+ [7] and SHIRT [9] datasets, with im-
proved realism and additional depth, segmentation
and dense pose labels.

II. Related Work

In modern vision-based algorithms that employ Con-
volutional Neural Networks or Transformer architectures,
data serves a pivotal role in facilitating effective training
and achieving optimal performance. In the space oper-
ations domain, accumulating large datasets acquired in
operational conditions is impractical, due to factors such
as high costs, restricted on-board resources, or constrained
communication links. Two primary approaches are em-
ployed to replace real space imagery: testbed facilities
and computer-based simulators. Testbed facilities are spe-
cialised lab setups designed to mimic real conditions. In
the context of relative spacecraft navigation, these facili-
ties typically feature a scaled mock-up of the target space-
craft, a motion system (e.g., a robotic arm) to simulate
spacecraft dynamics, authentic camera engineering mod-
els for imaging, specialised illumination systems, and the
required control and computational infrastructure. With
respect to simulators, rendering tools provide computer-
generated images that emulate the visual characteristics
of such navigation scenarios, also featuring adjustable
camera parameters, customised lighting conditions, and
tailored backgrounds. Additionally, they supply precise
ground-truth data for aspects such as pose, depth, seg-
mentation, and object detection.

There exists a trade-off among cost, flexibility, and
representativeness when choosing between testbed and
simulator approaches. Rendering tools offer a cost-
effective and flexible solution, enabling the easy gener-
ation of diverse scenarios and backgrounds. In contrast,
testbed facilities utilise real hardware and accurate mock-
ups, yielding images that more closely resemble actual
space-operational conditions, thereby reducing the do-
main gap. However, the substantial costs and specialised
hardware requirements associated with testbed facilities
restrict their widespread adoption in open research. Con-
sequently, they are often reserved for secondary adapta-
tion stages or for validation and verification purposes.

We provide a detailed description of publicly available
datasets based on monocular intensity images, summaris-
ing their features and limitations in Table I. While our
focus is on optical datasets, we acknowledge the existence
of datasets derived from event sensors in the literature
[10].

A. Datasets

The SPARK dataset [11] includes over 150,000 syn-
thetic RGB images, along with corresponding depth and
segmentation masks. It features 10 different spacecraft
models obtained from NASA’s 3D resources and 5 distinct
debris objects. The images are rendered with the Unity
framework.

The SwissCube Dataset [8] constitutes a synthetic
collection featuring 50,000 images of a 1U CubeSat
model based on the SwissCube satellite. These images
are organized into 500 trajectories, each comprising 100
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TABLE I
Comparison of various established satellite pose estimation datasets with our simulation tool, SPIN. A checkmark (✓) indicates the availability
of the feature, while a dash (-) indicates its absence. Pose 6D refers to the pose encoded with the absolute position and rotation, whereas dense

coordinates indicate the 3D position of each pixel of the spacecraft. The depth column represents the ground-truth metric depth, while the
segmentation column represents the segmentation mask. The Images column indicates the availability of gray or colour images and their

resolution. The Simulation column indicates the range of distances between spacecraft and camera covered by the dataset, and the availability of
trajectories (video sequence).

Labels Images Simulation

Pose 6D Dense Coord. Depth Segmentation Bands Resolution Range Trajectories Testbed

SPARK [11] ✓ - ✓ ✓ RGB 1024x1024 [1.5m, 10m] - -

SwissCube [8] ✓ - - ✓ RGB 1024x1024 [0.1m, 1m] ✓ -

CubeSat-CDT [12] ✓ - - - RGB 1440x1080 [0.4m, 3.8m] ✓ ✓

URSO [13] ✓ - - - RGB 1080x960 [10m, 40m] - -

SPEED [14] ✓ - - - Gray 1920x1200 [3m, 40.5m] - ✓

SPEED+ [7] ✓ - - - Gray 1920x1200 ≤ 10m - ✓

SHIRT [9] ✓ - - - Gray 1920x1200 ≤ 8m ✓ ✓

SPIN (Ours) ✓ ✓ ✓ ✓ RGB/Gray Configurable Configurable ✓ -

frames, and are generated using the Mitsuba Renderer 2
framework. Importantly, the dataset encompasses a broad
range of distances to the CubeSat and the camera, thereby
introducing significant scale variability.

The CubeSat Cross-Domain Trajectory (CDT)
dataset [12] comprises RGB images captured across
multiple trajectories of a 1U CubeSat within three
distinct domains. Specifically, the dataset includes two
synthetic domains: the first, generated using Unity,
contains 50 trajectories, and the second, created with
Blender, encompasses 15 trajectories. Additionally, a
testbed domain is provided, featuring 21 trajectories. The
data from all three sources employ the same 1U CubeSat
and share identical camera intrinsic parameters.

The Unreal Rendered Spacecraft On-Orbit (URSO)
Dataset [13] is generated using Unreal Engine 4 and
features a total of 15,000 synthetic RGB images. The
dataset is divided into three distinct subsets, each con-
taining 5,000 images. One subset focuses on the Dragon
spacecraft, while the remaining two subsets present vary-
ing levels of complexity for the Soyuz spacecraft.

The Spacecraft Pose Estimation Dataset (SPEED) [14]
contains 15,000 synthetic grayscale images, in addition
to 305 images captured under testbed conditions. The
dataset focuses on the Tango spacecraft from the PRISMA
mission. Each image is annotated for pose estimation
tasks.

The Next Generation Spacecraft Pose Estimation
Dataset (SPEED+) [7], represented in the bottom row of
Figure 2, consists of 60,000 synthetic images featuring
the Tango spacecraft, accompanied by pose annotations.
In addition, the dataset includes 9,531 annotated testbed
images of a half-scale mock-up model. These test images
are divided into two subsets: Sunlamp, which contains
2,791 images characterised by strong illumination and
reflections against a dark background; and Lightbox,
featuring 6,740 images with softer lighting conditions,

elevated noise levels, and the presence of the Earth in
the background.

The Satellite Hardware-In-the-loop Rendezvous Tra-
jectories Dataset (SHIRT) [9], represented in the top
row of Figure 2, features two distinct trajectories (video
sequences), ROE1 and ROE2, capturing the poses of a
Tango satellite from the perspective of a service space-
craft. Each sequence offers two sets of images: syn-
thetic grayscale images and hardware-in-the-loop testbed
images that are similar to the Lightbox subset in the
SPEED+ dataset. Both the synthetic and testbed images
capture the spacecraft in identical poses and are acquired
using the same camera intrinsic parameters. This allows
for the direct evaluation of the domain gap impact while
holding all other variables constant.

We employ SPEED+ and SHIRT as benchmarks due
to their relevance in the spacecraft pose estimation lit-
erature. SPEED+ was employed in the European Space
Agency Spacecraft Pose Estimation Challenge 2021 [7].
SHIRT expands SPEED+ to contain sequences of images.

B. Discussion

We argue that the current research in relative nav-
igation between spacecrafts is constrained by existing
datasets and the lack of simulation tools (Table I). Firstly,
datasets generally lack of diverse ground-truth labels, not
providing depth, segmentation, or dense pose information.
For instance, dense prediction techniques for spacecraft
pose estimation have demonstrated their efficacy [15],
while only one dataset provides the means to compute
dense pose via its dense depth maps [11]. Additionally,
self-supervised methods for estimating monocular depth
and pose [16], are hard to assess due to a lack of datasets
with trajectories (video sequences) containing ground-
truth depth.

J. MONTALVO ET AL.: SPIN: An Open Simulator of Realistic Spacecraft Navigation Imagery 3



Fig. 2. Representative images from the SHIRT [9] and SPEED+ [7]
datasets. In the top row images from the SHIRT dataset: the image on

the left is from the synthetic domain, while the one on the right is
from the testbed domain. The bottom row contains images from the

SPEED+ dataset, are arranged from left to right, showcasing the
simulated and the testbed –Lightbox, and Sunlamp– settings.

Secondly, the absence of image generation tools re-
stricts the range of scenarios in which we can evaluate
current state-of-the-art algorithms just to those considered
by the existing datasets. Current datasets show limited
variability in terms of changing surface reflectivity, cam-
era modelling, background conditions, or variable se-
quences of poses. These limitations, for instance, prevent
exploring research topics such as evaluating the effects
of varying camera intrinsics –which could result from
miscalibration during launch– on tasks such as monocular
depth estimation [17] or pose estimation [18], [19].

III. SPIN: SPacecraft Imagery for Navigation

Figure 3 provides a schematic overview of our pro-
posed tool, highlighting its essential features. The tool
requires two primary inputs: a 3D model of a spacecraft
(the Tango spacecraft is provided by default) and a set of
predefined poses. Each pose defines the orientation and
position of the spacecraft with respect to the camera so
that the output is a set of images of the spacecraft in each
defined pose with the associated ground-truth data.

Users have the flexibility to customise the rendered
images acting on three main scene elements: 1) camera
adjustments, specifically modifying intrinsic parameters,
and sensor and lens imperfections: 2) altering the envi-
ronment by tweaking illumination sources, background,
and the rendering of shadows; and 3) activating or deac-
tivating specific materials and material properties such as
specularity.

The primary output of the tool are the spacecraft RGB
or grayscale images, and the associated ground-truth data
includes depth maps, dense pose maps, and segmentation
masks. Additionally, a keypoint labelling tool to select
keypoints and generate keypoint heatmaps is provided.

The tool has been developed in Unity Engine and will
be distributed completely open-source.

A. Input

SPIN takes a 3D spacecraft model and a set of poses
as inputs. We include a default 3D model of the Tango
spacecraft, the one depicted in Figure 3. This model was
created using the Fusion360 modelling software. There
are multiple options for configuring spacecraft poses:
manually setting the spacecraft’s location and rotation,
importing camera-relative poses from a file, or generating
random poses within the tool. In this last case, the tool
employs the algorithm described in [20] to ensure uniform
sampling of the rotation space.

B. Camera

The camera module governs image acquisition options
and offers two configuration layers. The first layer focuses
on lens distortion parameters and on the camera intrinsics,
which determine parameters such as image size, focal
length, and principal point. The second layer models
specific challenges associated with space imaging, such
as the absence of an atmosphere, low signal-to-noise ratio
(SNR), expansive dynamic range, and highly reflective
surfaces. These factors influence both the lens and the
sensor. Within this layer, our tool provides options to
simulate: a) sensor noise, b) lens glare and bloom com-
ing from the sun and highly reflective surfaces, and c)
different colour adjustment options to modify the overall
colour temperature, intensity, and saturation of the final
image.

C. Environment and Materials

The environment settings in our tool offer control
over three main elements: illumination, background, and
shadow rendering. For illumination, the tool includes
three preset options: Spotlight, which simulates a spotlight
in a fixed location and rotation with respect to the camera;
Sunlight, offering directional lighting that replicates solar
rays; and Ambient Light, producing diffuse illumination
by combining multiple light sources around the target. All
modes feature user-adjustable light intensity, the Spotlight
and Sunlight options additionally allow to adjust rotation
and position, and multiple Spotlight lights can be used
and adjusted at the same time. Moreover, different illu-
mination presets can also be enabled simultaneously.

As for the background, our tool not only supports a
uniform backdrop but also includes a default selection of
Earth images taken from space. These images can either
be fixed or randomly positioned during each generation.
Users have the flexibility to incorporate their own back-
ground images as well. Additionally, the tool provides the
capability to toggle shadows and ambient occlusion on or
off and allows for the customisation of various shadow
properties.

Finally, the tool includes an option to enable or disable
high-quality materials that offer enhanced textures and
reflections. Given that spacecraft are often covered with
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Fig. 3. Pipeline of SPIN. The input to the tool is a 3D model of the spacecraft (the Tango one is the default) and a set of poses. Realism can
be configured acting on three scene elements: 1) Camera, that allows to modify the intrinsics and non-idealities such as camera glare, sensor

noise, and color adjustment; 2) Environment, that allows to define illumination, background, and shadows rendering; and 3) Materials, that allow
enabling high-quality reflective materials. SPIN outputs the intensity images (RGB or grayscale) and ground-truth data including the dense pose,

the depth, and the segmentation mask; additionally, a keypoint labeling and heatmap generation tool is provided.

reflective materials, this feature allows to choose non-
Lambertian surfaces, which ensure consistent illumination
across various spacecraft poses.

In Figure 4 we include some examples of images
that can be generated using our simulator, with different
settings to the ones used for the SPEED+ like images.

Fig. 4. Some examples of different renderings generated with our
tool. Top right image depicts the keypoint visualization tool, whereas
the rest of the images present different combinations of background,

illumination, and color corrections.

D. Outputs

The main output is the set of intensity images based
on the configured camera, environment, and materials.
Additionally, the tool can provide a metric depth map of
the scene, a segmentation mask, and dense 3D coordinates
of the spacecraft. While their coordinates can be derived
from the depth map, we provide them separately to
simplify the workflow and to ease research with prediction

methods based on dense pose. In addition, we provide
a way to generate keypoint heatmap for keypoint-based
pose estimation tasks. This is detailed in Section E.

E. Keypoint Tool

The tool includes a keypoint labelling module and
a keypoint heatmap generation module. Keypoint-based
methods currently represent the state-of-the-art in space-
craft pose estimation [6]. These methods rely on esti-
mating the 2D projection of predefined 3D keypoints
(as heatmaps) on the spacecraft and solving for 2D-
3D correspondences to determine the pose. Despite their
effectiveness, few datasets provide a set of keypoints. The
typical process involves selecting a set of 2D points, tri-
angulating them, and further optimising the triangulation
using convex solvers [21]. As we are aware that this is a
time-consuming task, to facilitate research we provide a
labelling mechanism for keypoints and a heatmap gener-
ation module to create the heatmap representation of the
2D keypoints.

IV. Experimental Validation

We propose to validate SPIN by employing its output
to train a model for the task of spacecraft pose estimation,
the common benchmark across the existing datasets. More
in detail, we use SPIN to replicate the synthetic images of
SPEED+ [7] and SHIRT [9] for our validation (examples
provided in Figure 2). SPEED+ shows the particularity
of having a synthetic and two testbed domains which,
in addition to the testbed domain of SHIRT, provide a
suitable framework for evaluating the quality of SPIN and
its impact on sim-to-real transfer. The experiments are
organised as follows, we first describe the settings for
the experiments on the pose estimation. Next, we detail
the configurations used in SPIN for image generation. We
conclude by presenting the quantitative results, including
an ablation study.

J. MONTALVO ET AL.: SPIN: An Open Simulator of Realistic Spacecraft Navigation Imagery 5



TABLE II
Summary of available parameters and options in the simulator. The two right-most columns indicate which parameters have been modified for
increased realism and which ones have been set to preserve a consistent input domain w.r.t the original synthetic split of SPEED+ and SHIRT

datasets.

Module Parameter Description Options

Modification
w.r.t

SPEED+
SHIRT

Justification

Camera

Intrinsics + Lens distortion Camera sensor and lens configuration Sensor Size, FOV, ISO, Aperture... No Preserve consistent input domain

Color Adjustment
Enables different color adjustment options
over the generated image Saturation, Contrast, Hue Shift... No Preserve consistent input domain

Noise Simulates different types of sensor noise Noise type, intensity, response. No Preserve consistent input domain

Glare/Bloom Simulates camera glare effects. Threshold, Intensity, Scatter, Tint... Yes Enhance scene realism to align with
testbed conditions

Environment
Illumination Multiple illumination options.

Ambiental Illumination, Directional, Spot-
light, Light intensity, Light temperature... Yes Enhance scene realism to align with

testbed conditions

Background
Allows the user to set up background im-
ages.

Background image, position, rotation, ran-
dom positions. No

Maintain a consistent Earth background
across respective poses for uniform impact

Shadows Enables shadows on the simulator.
Shadow quality, Shadow distance, Ambi-
ental Occlusion...

No Retain original shadow rendering

Material High-quality materials Enable or disable high-quality materials
for the satellite.

Material quality, Specularity on/off. Yes Enhance scene realism to align with
testbed conditions

A. Pose Estimation Experimental Settings

In all our experiments we consistently use the same
architecture and the same evaluation metrics, described in
Section 1 and Section 2 respectively. All the models de-
scribed are trained using PyTorch [22] with input 512x512
grayscale images. We employ the Adam optimiser [23]
with a learning rate of 0.0001. The ground-truth heatmaps
are created with SPIN always using the same parameters
(sigma deviation of 7 pixels) and all training parameters
are kept the same for all models, including the random
seed. This approach is adopted to reduce the influence of
factors other than the input training data.

In the SPEED+ experiments, we train two distinct
models: the first on the original synthetic SPEED+ train-
ing split, which comprises 47,966 images. The second on
the corresponding images replicated using the SPIN tool.
Both models are trained for 60 epochs and are tested over
the testbed domains of SPEED+: Sunlamp with 2,791
images, and Lightbox with 6,740.

For the SHIRT experiments, we train four separate
models. Two are trained on the original synthetic se-
quences ROE1 and ROE2, each containing 2,371 im-
ages. The other two models are trained on replicas of
these sequences, created using the SPIN tool. These four
models are trained for 5 epochs and are evaluated in
the testbed domains of ROE1 and ROE2. These testbed
domains consist of the same poses as those in their
respective training sequences, but the testing is conducted
in a different environment specific to the testbed domains.

1. Pose Estimation Model
We choose a simple baseline model from [24] to

capture the performance differences introduced by the
different training data. Given a spacecraft image, we
use a ResNet-50-based architecture to regress a heatmap
ĥ ∈ RN×M×C , where N and M are the image di-
mensions and C is the number of unique keypoints. Each
channel c of ĥ encodes a 2D Gaussian heatmap centered
at the predicted image 2D coordinates p̂i corresponding

to each spacecraft 3D keypoint Pi. The ground-truth key-
point positions pi to generate the ground-truth heatmap h
are computed by projecting Pi using the ground-truth pose
T with the perspective equation. The network is trained
to minimise the mean squared error between ĥ and h, as
given by:

ℓh =
1

NMC

∑
∥ĥ− h∥2F . (1)

At test time, the estimated keypoint coordinates p̂i
are determined by locating the maximum value in the ith

channel of ĥ. Finally, we employ an EPnP method [25]
within a RANSAC loop to retrieve the pose estimate,
using the 2D-3D correspondences and the camera intrinsic
parameters.

2. Metrics
We adopt the evaluation metrics defined in [26].

The translation error Ev is calculated as the Euclidean
distance between the estimated translation vector v̂ and its
ground-truth counterpart v, formulated as Ev = ∥v̂− v∥2.
Similarly, the orientation error Eq is determined by the
rotation angle required to align the estimated quaternion
q̂ with the ground-truth quaternion q, given by Eq =
2·arccos(|⟨q̂, q⟩|). These errors are subsequently converted
into scores: the translation score is Sv = Ev/∥v∥2, and
the orientation score is Sq = Eq. Any translation and
orientation scores falling below 2.173×10−3 and 0.169◦,
respectively, are set to zero [26]. The total score is then
computed as S = Sq + Sv.

B. SPIN Generation Settings

For the generation of the dataset replicas with SPIN
we set some parameters to match those of SPEED+ and
SHIRT with the aim of keeping a consistent input domain,
and we set others to improve the image realism. We
provide a summary of the modified parameters in Table II.
Specifically, for camera settings, we keep the intrinsics,
color adjustment, and noise parameters constant. This
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TABLE III
Comparison of spacecraft pose estimation performance between the
original SPEED+ dataset and the SPEED+ replica generated with

SPIN. Lower scores indicate better performance.

Training data Test Sv Sq S

SPEED+
Lightbox 0.359 1.361 1.715

Sunlamp 0.356 1.665 2.021

SPIN
Lightbox 0.171 0.719 0.891

Sunlamp 0.122 0.621 0.743

TABLE IV
Comparison of spacecraft pose estimation performance between the
original SHIRT dataset over the ROE1 and ROE2 sequences and the

respective replicas generated with SPIN.

ROE Sv Sq S

SHIRT
1 0.072 0.542 0.614

2 0.526 2.131 2.021

SPIN
1 0.030 0.352 0.381

2 0.176 0.987 1.163

ensures that the spacecraft is viewed from the same
perspective and that noise levels are uniform, for fair com-
parison. However, we modify glare and bloom settings to
enhance the scene’s realism. For the environment settings,
we use shadow rendering techniques similar to those used
in the SPEED+ dataset. To minimize possible effects of
Earth’s presence in the background for the task of pose
estimation, we choose to use similar background images
in our synthetic dataset as those in SPEED+. Regarding
illumination, we adjust the settings to produce more
realistic images, in particular, we employ the Sunlight
setting. Lastly, we activate the high-quality materials to
create images that more closely resemble those from
the testbed domain. In Figure 7 we display examples
of the differences between images generated using a
configuration aligned with the SPEED+ synthetic subset,
and the same images after applying our enhancement
settings.

C. Quantitative Results

Table III indicates that algorithms trained on our
synthetic dataset exhibit significant improvements over
those trained on the SPEED+ dataset: a 48% reduction
in the error rates for the Lightbox testbed, moving from a
baseline error of 1.71 to a 0.891; and a 63% drop for the
Sunlamp one, from 2.021 to 0.743. For the SHIRT dataset,
results in Table IV indicate a 47% error rate reduction for
ROE1, and a 53% one for ROE2. Visual examples of the
pose estimation errors are presented in Figure 5.

These experiments show how SPIN allows to reduce
the performance gap between the synthetic and testbed

Fig. 5. Examples of the estimated pose represented as a wireframe
model (solid blue for SPIN and dashed yellow for SPEED+) overlaid
over the real satellite for SPEED+ images of the Lightbox (left) and

Sunlamp (right) testbeds.

domains, by providing more realistic training images than
those of the existing synthetic datasets from the literature.

1. Ablation Tests
In this section, we include an ablation study to evalu-

ate the specific impact of the Camera, Environment, and
Material settings modifications for improved realism on
the pose estimation performance. We conduct the study
by replicating different synthetic versions of the training
split of the SPEED+ with SPIN. Each replica is created
with a different combination of SPIN settings and used to
train a separate pose estimation model. We illustrate the
effect of the SPIN settings on a sample image in Figure 6.
As in previous experiments, we evaluate over the testbed
SPEED+ domains of Sunlamp and Lightbox.

Table V summarises the results. We first define a
baseline –first row– by deactivating all settings. Next,
we evaluate each setting independently. Activating each
setting independently does not result in significant per-
formance improvements, probably due to the lack of an
intense directional light to trigger camera effects such as
lens bloom or better reflective materials, hence generating
images very similar to the baseline ones. The activation
of the Environment settings leads to the most effective
results, allowing for the generation of more challenging
images, as the shadows cast by the directional light
occlude parts of the satellite.

J. MONTALVO ET AL.: SPIN: An Open Simulator of Realistic Spacecraft Navigation Imagery 7



TABLE V
Impact of SPIN settings (indicated by a checkmark (✓) when activated and a dash (-) when deactivated) on the pose estimation performance over

the SPEED+ testbeds. We activate or deactivate only those parameters that are configured differently from SPEED+, as indicated in Table II.

Settings Lightbox Sunlamp

Camera Environment Materials Sv Sq S Sv Sq S

- - - 0.291 1.260 1.551 0.379 1.808 2.187

✓ - - 0.352 1.450 1.803 0.416 1.793 2.209
- ✓ - 0.309 1.269 1.578 0.224 1.146 1.370
- - ✓ 0.381 1.483 1.864 0.437 1.775 2.213

✓ ✓ - 0.217 0.911 1.13 0.132 0.759 0.891
- ✓ ✓ 0.353 1.508 1.861 0.392 1.657 2.049
✓ - ✓ 0.270 1.093 1.364 0.215 1.103 1.319

✓ ✓ ✓ 0.171 0.719 0.891 0.122 0.621 0.743

Fig. 6. Comparison of a synthetic SPEED+ image and those
generated with SPIN under different configurations: Baseline indicates

that no setting is activated, and ”C,” ”E,” and ”M” indicate that
settings for the Camera, Environment, and Material are enabled,

respectively.

Combining couples of settings yields better results.
Interestingly, when Materials and Environment settings
are activated, while results improve with respect to just
activating Materials, they do not exceed those of just
activating Environment. Best results are clearly obtained
by combining Camera and Environment. This synergy
might be attributed to the increased illumination on the
spacecraft due to either increased reflectivity or to a more

intense light source, which coupled with camera settings
such as bloom, results in much more realistic images.
It is noteworthy, however, that this same reflectivity and
intense illumination can diminish performance when these
camera settings are not enabled, leading to overexposed
images.

Finally, enabling all three settings results in the best
performance, reaching the results presented in Section C.

V. Conclusions

In conclusion, SPIN significantly enhances realism in
image generation, narrowing the gap between synthetic
and real imagery in pose estimation compared to existing
synthetic datasets. It also provides a wider range of
ground-truth data, including the use of dense pose labels,
that no other dataset in the literature provides. Moreover,
SPIN facilitates the creation of new and diverse test
scenarios, expanding the variety and depth of ground-truth
data in current datasets.
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Juan Ignacio Bravo Pérez-Villar obtained
a degree in Telecommunications Engineering
in 2015 and received the titles belonging to
the International Joint Master Program in Im-
age Processing and Computer Vision (IPCV)
in 2017 at the universities of Péter Pazmany
(Hungary), Université de Bordeaux (France)
and Universidad Autónoma de Madrid (Spain).
Currently he is a PhD Student at the Video
Processing and Understanding Lab (VPU-Lab)

and a Research Engineer of the GNC/AOCS Competence Centre at
DEIMOS Space. His research interests are related to visual based
navigation and domain adaptation.
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