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Computer vision tasks are crucial for aerospace missions as they help spacecraft to understand and interpret the space environment,
such as estimating position and orientation, reconstructing 3D models, and recognizing objects, which have been extensively
studied to successfully carry out the missions. However, traditional methods like Kalman Filtering, Structure from Motion, and
Multi-View Stereo are not robust enough to handle harsh conditions, leading to unreliable results. In recent years, deep learning
(DL)-based perception technologies have shown great potential and outperformed traditional methods, especially in terms of
their robustness to changing environments. To further advance DL-based aerospace perception, various frameworks, datasets,
and strategies have been proposed, indicating significant potential for future applications. In this survey, we aim to explore
the promising techniques used in perception tasks and emphasize the importance of DL-based aerospace perception. We begin
by providing an overview of aerospace perception, including classical space programs developed in recent years, commonly
used sensors, and traditional perception methods. Subsequently, we delve into three fundamental perception tasks in aerospace
missions: pose estimation, 3D reconstruction, and recognition, as they are basic and crucial for subsequent decision-making and
control. Finally, we discuss the limitations and possibilities in current research and provide an outlook on future developments,
including the challenges of working with limited datasets, the need for improved algorithms, and the potential benefits of multi-
source information fusion.
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1 Introduction

To enhance human space exploration and extend the op-
erational lifespan of spacecraft, significant efforts have been
directed towards prolonging spacecraft longevity. Various
space missions, such as debris removal [1, 2], space assem-
bly [3, 4], capture [5, 6], maintenance [7], and refueling [8],
aim to create a safer space environment for on-orbit space-
craft. Aerospace perception [9, 10], which involves extrap-
olating the space environment based on sensor input, is es-
sential for the successful execution of these missions. How-
ever, the harsh space environment, characterized by extreme
temperatures and strong radiation, often leads to spacecraft
malfunctions and breakdowns. Consequently, ensuring the

durability and stability of spacecraft operations in this com-
plex environment has become an urgent problem to solve
[11–14]. On-orbit service (OOS) for both manned and un-
manned spacecraft is a core technology aimed at address-
ing these challenges, encompassing on-orbit life extension,
space debris and defunct spacecraft cleaning, and on-orbit
manufacturing. Accurate aerospace perception is a critical
prerequisite for the successful execution of these OOS mis-
sions. However, conventional OOS methods that rely on as-
tronauts or ground operators suffer from low efficiency and
poor adaptability, primarily due to the limited ability of per-
ception technologies to accurately describe the space envi-
ronment or the spacecraft’s status. The emergence of deep
learning has made fully autonomous space vehicles feasible
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and significantly improved the accuracy and comprehensive-
ness of perception [15–18], thus improving the intelligence
level of OOS missions [19–21].

For vision perception, there are ground- and space-based
optical imaging systems. Space-based vision perception is
robust in optical imaging and the integrity of images cap-
tured during observation is largely immune to interference
of the Earth’s atmosphere. While ground-based optical im-
agers are more susceptible to imaging disruptions due to fac-
tors such as nighttime operation, atmospheric turbulence, ad-
verse weather conditions, and the specific geographic loca-
tion, which collectively render them less advantageous than
their space-based counterparts. Consequently, this survey fo-
cuses on space-based vision perception, which is exclusively
concerned with the performance of spacecraft in the space en-
vironment. By focusing on space-based systems, we aim to
explore the full potential of vision perception unencumbered
by terrestrial limitations.

During OOS missions, the service spacecraft and the tar-
get first reach a rendezvous and docking distance, after which
perception systems on the service spacecraft are employed to
perform pose estimation, 3D reconstruction, and recognition
tasks. The three tasks are crucial for subsequent decision-
making and control, and have been extensively investigated
by researchers. Pose estimation is the primary objective of
autonomous space missions, where the vision system must
accurately measure the relative position and attitude of the
service spacecraft (end of a robotic arm) with respect to the
target. Different methods are employed for relative pose es-
timation based on prior information of target models [22].
Therefore, 3D models play a vital role in determining the ap-
propriate pose estimation methods to be used. 3D reconstruc-
tion involves recovering the basic shape and silhouette of the
target, enabling researchers to study its characteristics [23].
At a semantic level, once the models of these targets are ob-
tained, recognition becomes crucial in classifying them into
different types or segmenting useful parts.

The comprehensive workflow is depicted in Figure 1,
which is structured to guide the readers through a multi-tiered
approach to space-based perception and mission execution.
Figure 1(a) presents an agent-centric view, highlighting the
capabilities of individual spacecraft agents. Moving to Fig-
ure 1(b), the focus shifts to computer vision tasks critical to
aerospace perception. The sequence from left to right out-
lines the progression from pose estimation to 3D reconstruc-
tion and finally to target recognition. Figure 1(c) encapsulates
the essence of aerospace missions, presenting four classic ex-
amples: robotic manipulation and capture, on-orbit assem-
bly, debris removal, and maintenance and refueling. Figure
1 is designed to introduce the reader from the perspective of

individual agents, through the layers of perception, and ul-
timately to the mission-level objectives, providing a logical
and structured understanding of the entire process.

Although traditional perception methods such as Kalman
Filtering, Structure from Motion, and Multi-View Stereo still
dominate the field, DL-based perception has immense poten-
tial as it enables highly intelligent and autonomous space sys-
tems. The rise of DL-based perception can be attributed to
hardware improvements. Advancements in hardware have
facilitated the deployment of sophisticated algorithms on
lightweight devices [24], allowing resource-limited agents
to be equipped with multiple devices to tackle challenging
tasks. Additionally, robots have made significant progress in
perception owing to advancements in sensors. With multi-
functional sensors, robots can mimic human abilities to ob-
serve, listen, read, and touch. Different sensors provide var-
ious data, which robots can exploit for further analysis, en-
hancing their perception and interaction with the environment
[25]. However, there are challenges in the development of
aerospace perception, such as insufficient valid data and im-
perfect results. These challenges can be addressed with the
help of advanced AI technologies.

Despite a proliferation of recent surveys within the
aerospace field, there remains a notable gap in comprehen-
sive coverage of DL-based technologies and the latest ad-
vancements in robotics. Furthermore, while some existing
surveys concentrate on particular areas such as robotic ma-
nipulation [26], guidance, navigation and control [27–29],
debris removal [1], among others [30, 31], a scarcity exists
in terms of surveys that offer an exhaustive overview of com-
puter vision tasks for aerospace perception, especially those
that integrate DL-based, cutting-edge technologies. Against
this backdrop, and recognizing the pivotal role of visual per-
ception in On-Orbit Servicing (OOS) missions, this survey
endeavors to synthesize the pivotal techniques across three
critical computer vision tasks for intelligent aerospace per-
ception: pose estimation, 3D reconstruction, and recognition.
We integrate recent Artificial Intelligence (AI)-based tech-
nologies to introduce perception tasks within aerospace mis-
sions, thereby broadening the scope for researchers to over-
come these challenges. Furthermore, we delve into prospec-
tive future trajectories, particularly in the context of combin-
ing with state-of-the-art advancements in robotics, to offer
a forward-looking perspective aimed at augmenting the effi-
cacy of perception tasks. Our synthesis not only fills a critical
void in the literature but also paves the way for more sophis-
ticated and effective aerospace perception systems.

The paper is organized as follows. Section 2 provides pre-
liminary knowledge of aerospace perception, including clas-
sical space programs, different types of sensors used, and tra-
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ditional perception methods. Section 3 focuses on recent DL-
based pose estimation methods. Section 4 introduces another
DL-based perception task, 3D reconstruction, reviewing new
reconstruction methods in the field of computer vision and
presenting their first application in space settings. Section 5
provides a review of space recognition, which operates at a
semantic level. Finally, Section 6 discusses the limitations
and possibilities during research, offering an outlook on fu-
ture development in terms of small datasets, improved algo-
rithms, and multi-source information fusion.

2 Preliminaries for aerospace perception

Many researchers have paid great attention to OOS mis-
sions. Numerous task demonstrations have been carried out
during the development. In this section, classical space pro-
grams from different countries will be introduced firstly. Ex-
ample pictures of some demonstrations are shown in Figure
2. Then a taxonomy of sensors used in perception systems
will be discussed. Finally, some traditional perception meth-
ods for pose estimation and 3D reconstruction will be intro-
duced.

2.1 Classical space programs

Table 1 summarizes six classical space programs devel-
oped either for technical demonstration or specific space mis-
sions. In addition, Table 1 also lists their components of vi-
sual perception systems, which are especially used in com-
puter vision tasks for aerospace perception.

The XSS-10 micro-satellite demonstration [32], conducted
in 2003 by the United States Air Force Research Laboratory
(AFRL), was a pioneering effort aimed at showcasing the ca-
pabilities of autonomous navigation, proximity operations,
and inspection of Remote Space Objects (RSOs). The XSS-
10 was meticulously engineered with a suite of advanced
systems, including a miniaturized communication system,
streamlined avionics, and a high-resolution integrated camera
designed to enable detailed close-up inspections. The satel-
lite’s visual system was a sophisticated dual-camera setup,
consisting of a visible star tracker, which was utilized to
capture images of celestial bodies for navigational purposes,
and a visible imager, tasked with acquiring high-quality pho-
tographs of the target RSO. This innovative approach to
space-based imaging and navigation underscored the role of
XSS-10 as a trailblazer in the field of autonomous space op-
erations.

Front-end Robotics Enabling Near-term Demonstrations
(FREND) [22] funded by DARPA was specified at non-
cooperative targets in orbit. The robot arm at the end of the
spacecraft grasped the target’s star and arrow docking ring

or other parts to perform rendezvous and capture. The vi-
sual system of the FREND arm consisted of three cameras
equipped with illumination avionics [33]. When the imaging
effect was poor using only one camera, the other two cameras
could be paired to form binocular stereo vision. If the target
was normally imaged on the three cameras, the measurement
accuracy could be improved through information redundancy.

Smart Orbital Life Extension vehicle (Smart-OLEV) [11]
proposed by some European countries, planned to provide
life extension for high value commercial satellites and some
fleet management services for satellite operators. The whole
system included capture tools, telescopic arm, target support
bracket, and visual system. The visual system was composed
of a close-range stereo camera and an illumination system
[12]. When the service spacecraft reached the rendezvous
distance, the stereo vision camera captured the image of the
target. Then under the guidance of ground operators, Smart-
OLEV approached 0.3m away from the target.

Deutsche Orbitale Servicing (DEOS) [13] was a demon-
stration program designed by Germany in 2007. The aim
was to verify the services of maintenance, refueling and re-
pair (non-cooperative and tumbling) in a semi-autonomous
way from the ground to non-cooperative satellites in Geo-
stationary orbit, and how to clear non-cooperative satellites
and orbital debris. In 2011, the visual system carried by the
manipulator was stereo vision, composed of a stereo camera
with illumination avionics [14]. Subsequently, a monocular
camera with illumination replaced the stereo camera and the
field of view was about 60°, ensuring that all objects within
the range of the clamp can be photographed during the cap-
ture process.

Phoenix proposed by DARPA [34] was a demonstration
project aiming to leverage manipulators to carry out cap-
ture and maintenance of space satellites in GEO. Phoenix
had three manipulators, with one flexible robot arm and two
FREND robotic arms. The visual system was composed of
three monocular cameras with illumination avionics. When
the spatial illumination led to unsatisfactory imaging using
only one camera, the remaining two cameras could be used
to form a stereo vision system to improve the pose measure-
ment of non-cooperative targets. When all cameras worked
normally, the accuracy of the pose measurement could be im-
proved through information fusion.

E. Deorbit was part of the European Space Agency’s
(ESA) Clean Space Initiative launched in 2012 [35], with
the aim of removing massive non-cooperative targets in solar
synchronous and polar orbits (800-1000km). There were two
visual systems for different situations [36]. The first group
was a vision system for manual monitoring, including a black
and white camera plus LED lights. The second group was a
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Sensors equipped on each agent:

Monocular Stereo

LiDAR IMU Target

State: 
ü rotation
ü tumbling

agent1

agent2

agent3

inter-communication

Distributed satellite swarms:
ü greater robustness;
ü flexibility and accuracy;
ü larger sensing coverage

observation

agent (cubesat)

Infrared Event

(a) Agents (Spacecraft). These agents, which can be configured as cubesats, are equipped with a suite of sensors tailored to their specific mission requirements,
such as optical cameras or active LiDAR systems. They operate collaboratively, leveraging inter-agent communication to perform distributed observation tasks. The
advantages of this distributed approach are manifold, including enhanced resilience to space disruptions, agility in task reassignment, improved data accuracy, and
an expanded sensing envelope. The agents must contend with the challenge of observing targets that may be in rotation or tumbling motion, which complicates the
observation and data acquisition process.

① KF:
ü Dynamical model
ü Observation model

② Machine learning:
ü Regression
ü Classification

Pose estimation

Coordinate System Predicted pose: Green
Groundtruth pose: Red

SURF+SFM 
(Sparse point clouds)

3D reconstruction

NeRF reconstruction
(Implicit representation)

Object identification

Part segmentation
Recognition

(b) Perception tasks. The sequence from left to right outlines the progression from pose estimation to 3D reconstruction and finally to target recognition. Pose
estimation is achieved through two primary methodologies: Kalman Filter (KF) and Machine Learning (ML) techniques. For 3D reconstruction, methods such as
Structure from Motion and Multi-View Stereo are employed to ascertain camera positions and generate dense point clouds. Subsequently, advanced algorithms like
Neural Radiance Fields (NeRF) are utilized to achieve a detailed reconstruction of the target’s geometry and surface features (reprinted from [37]). Recognition tasks
are further broken down into object identification (from BUAA-SID 1.0 dataset [38]), which classifies the type of spacecraft, and part recognition, which involves
segmenting various components based on their semantic labels.

Robotic manipulation and capture On-orbit assembly Debris removal Maintenance and refueling

(c) Aerospace missions. Here we present four classic examples: robotic manipulation and capture (reprinted from [26], copyright © 2021 Papadopoulos, Aghili, Ma
and Lampariello); on-orbit assembly (reprinted from [39], copyright© 2013, NASA); debris removal [14]; maintenance and refueling (reprinted from [40], copyright©
2021, NASA). The ultimate ambition is the successful accomplishment of these missions.

Figure 1 A comprehensive workflow to guide the readers through a multi-tiered approach to space-based perception and mission execution. (a) A single
agent is equipped with different sensors and collaborates with each other to observe the designated target. (b) Through inter-communication, agents can carry
out various perception tasks in a distributed manner. (c) Perception is the prerequisite for many aerospace missions. Here we list a series of classical missions.
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visual system for automatic operation, including two cam-
eras and two laser emitters, which could constitute two sets
of structured light measurement systems.

(a) DEOS. (b) E. Deorbit.

Figure 2 Example pictures of (a) DEOS demonstration [14] and (b)
E. Deorbit demonstration (reprinted from [36], copyright © ESA/Airbus
Space/OHB Systems/Thales Alenia Space).

2.2 An taxonomy of sensors

In the realm of On-Orbit Servicing (OOS), optical sensors
play an indispensable role in the perception of space targets.
Given the unique challenges of the space environment, these
sensors are tasked not only with accurately measuring the 6D
pose of space targets but also with surmounting the effects
of target motion, limited observational windows, and con-
strained resources [41]. Drawing from the corpus of OOS
research, a variety of sensors are frequently employed, in-
cluding active sensors such as laser rangefinders, microwave
radars, and Light Detection and Ranging (LiDAR) systems,
as well as passive sensors like infrared and visible light cam-
eras [42]. However, while laser rangefinders and microwave
radars are adept at providing range and angle measurements,
they fall short in ascertaining the targets’ attitudes. This lim-
itation stems from the difficulty these sensors face in captur-
ing the surface characteristics necessary for such determina-
tions. Furthermore, the resolution of infrared imaging tends
to be inadequate at close ranges. Consequently, LiDAR sys-
tems and visible light cameras have emerged as the primary
optical sensors capable of independently managing the au-
tonomous relative navigation of non-cooperative spacecraft
in close proximity [43]. These advanced sensors offer the
necessary high-resolution imaging and detailed surface fea-
ture detection, making them ideal for the precise navigation
and inspection tasks that are central to successful OOS oper-
ations.

Active LiDAR LiDAR directly obtains point cloud data of
the target surface by transmitting and receiving laser beams
without complex image processing steps. There are two types
of LiDAR, which can be divided into scanning type and ar-
ray type. Scanning LiDAR obtains one point cloud data at
a time, while array LiDAR obtains the whole point cloud at

a time. According to the time and phase difference of using
the round trip beam, the array type can be further divided into
flash LiDAR and Time of Flight (TOF) cameras respectively.
TriDAR vision system developed by Neptec [44] is a proxim-
ity guidance sensor applied in autonomous rendezvous and
docking missions, which integrates autosynchronous layser
triangulation technology with TOF ranging in an optic scan-
ning system to perform acquisition and tracking of the tar-
gets. Liu et al. [45] utilize the flash LiDAR sensor to directly
obtain the point cloud data and make an alignment with the
model point cloud data to realize pose initial acquisition and
tracking of the target.

The advantage of active LiDAR is that it is robust to illumi-
nation changes without complex image processing steps, and
the degree of distortion can be reduced by obtaining the com-
plete point cloud at one time. However, the disadvantages are
also obvious, such as their low resolution and measurement
noise. Besides, they have large volume, mass, and energy
consumption and generally require more resource allocation.

Passive stereo vision Stereo vision can provide highly ac-
curate measurement by taking advantage of the mutual in-
formation in the images to perform pixelwise matching [46].
Many researches have been conducted based on stereo vi-
sion in aerospace missions. Segal and Gurfil [47, 48] carry
out some terrestrial demonstration experiments with stereo
imaging to track resident space objects, showing the advan-
tage of stereo vision to scan large areas and perform relative
state estimation. Qian et al. [49] develop a stereo vision-
based navigation algorithm to calculate the relative pose and
motion of non-cooperative targets without any priori infor-
mation. Tweddle et al. [50] employ a stereo vision sys-
tem called Visual Estimation for Relative Tracking and In-
spection of Generic Objects (VERTIGO) to navigate about
non-cooperative RSOs, capturing near-simultaneous images
of them and then constructing stereo disparity maps to esti-
mate their geometric centers.

Although there are many experiment foundations for
stereo vision technology, the drawbacks still exist and are
difficult to resolve. In short, as the stereo vision matching
process is done for each pixel in the images, the computa-
tion time will scale linearly with the increase of resolution.
The working distance of stereo vision is also limited to the
baseline.

Passive monocular vision Considering the sensor lim-
itations of platform satellites, as well as payload, electri-
cal and computing power, monocular cameras have great
advantages, especially for small satellites. Compared with
LiDARs, monocular cameras have simple structures, low
quality, power consumption, and economic cost. Compared
with stereo vision systems, monocular cameras have a longer
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Table 1 Classical space programs and their components of visual perception systems.

Space program Institution Year Aim Visual perception system

XSS-10 [32] American’s Air Force Research
Laboratory

2003 demonstrating the capabilities of
autonomous navigation, proximity
operations and inspection of RSO

a visible star tracker and a
visible imager

FREND [33] DARPA 2006 servicing non-cooperative targets
without custom grappling interfaces

three cameras equipped with
illumination avionics

Smart-OLEV [11] SSC (Sweden)/ Kayser-Threde
(Germany)/ Sener (Spain)

2007 providing life extension and other
services for high value commercial
satellites

a close-range stereo camera
and an illumination system

DEOS [14] Germany 2007 finding and evaluating procedures
and techniques for rendezvous, cap-
ture and de-orbiting of an uncon-
trollable satellite from its opera-
tional orbit

a monocular camera with il-
lumination avionics

Phoenix [34] DARPA 2012 leveraging manipulators to carry
out capture and maintenance of
space satellites in GEO

three monocular cameras
with illumination avionics

E. Deorbit [36] ESA 2012 removing massive non-cooperative
targets in solar synchronous and po-
lar orbits (800-1000km)

two visual systems: a black
and white camera plus LED
lights/two cameras and two
laser emitters

working range and are not limited by the size of the platform
on which they are mounted. In recent years, many studies
have been devoted to monocular-based experiments, which
is an advancement for the application of monocular cameras.
Sean Augenstein [51, 52] designs a real-time tracking algo-
rithm to implement autonomous rendezvous, inspection and
docking with non-cooperative tumbling targets using a single
camera. Deng et al. [53] propose a non-cooperative target
motion estimation method for autonomous navigation based
on the matching process of features from a monocular se-
quence of images.

However, the only limitation of monocular vision is the
lack of depth information, which requires additional infor-
mation as an auxiliary.

Table 2 Comparison of optical sensors. Differences may exist when
referring to different literature [54, 55].

Types of sensors Detection range Measurement accuracy

Scanning LiDAR 0.5 ∼ 2000 m 0.1 ∼ 5 mm

Flash LiDAR 0.5 ∼ 500 m 10 ∼ 20 cm

TOF cameras 2 ∼ 250 cm 1 ∼ 2 cm

Stereo cameras <5 m 0.04 m

Monocular cameras <20 m 0.05 m

Table 2 summarizes the characteristics of the optical sen-
sors mentioned above. Each sensor has its limitations, and
it is hard to satisfy the relative navigation requirements for

non-cooperative targets based only on one sensor. During
navigation, it is necessary to choose some sensors to form a
measurement system, to expand the measurement capability,
and improve the measurement accuracy. Thus, multi-sensor
fusion can be a tendency for the development of intelligent
perception.

2.3 Traditional perception methods

This part is an overview of traditional perception methods
for pose estimation and 3D reconstruction. As recognition
task is up to a semantic level, which involves the DL process
unavoidably, we don’t list recognition works here.

2.3.1 Traditional pose estimation

The solution of relative position and attitude of space tar-
gets using the measurement data from sensors is referred as
pose estimation tasks in perception systems. Reliable pose
estimation is essential for on-orbit operations, such as debris
removal and formation flying. Traditional pose estimation
methods can be divided into three categories: model-based
methods, feature-based methods and Bayesian-based meth-
ods.

Model-based relative pose estimation techniques necessi-
tate a priori knowledge of the target’s 3D model. With this
foundational information, algorithms can assess the congru-
ence of observed features with the target’s 3D structure and
subsequently compute the pose estimation through model
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registration [56]. However, the precise structural attributes
of targets are often elusive, which can restrict the applicabil-
ity of model-based algorithms. Consequently, an alternative
approach that takes advantage of distinct features or intrinsic
characteristics to deduce the relative pose is both meaning-
ful and effective. Feature-based methods necessitate the ex-
traction of crafted features, such as corners, edges, and lines,
from the 2D imagery of the targets. After extraction, itera-
tive algorithms typically engage in a feature-matching pro-
cess across successive frames, aiming to minimize the error
criterion to ascertain the optimal pose solution. While com-
monly utilized natural features, including point, line, and sur-
face features, may lack robustness and the manual selection
of features can compromise autonomy, researchers have pro-
posed enhancements. Some have suggested employing rect-
angular or space circular features to bolster the robustness,
computational efficiency, and accuracy of the pose estima-
tion process [57]. These refined features offer a more re-
silient framework for feature detection and matching, paving
the way for more reliable pose estimation outcomes in chal-
lenging environments where traditional features falter.

Bayesian-based methods, including the Kalman Filter
(KF) [58–60] and the Unscented Kalman Filter (UKF) [61],
are probabilistic recursive filtering techniques that excel at
estimating and tracking the dynamic pose of objects. They
operate by integrating data from various sensors, such as In-
ertial Measurement Units (IMUs), Global Positioning Sys-
tem (GPS) devices, and vision sensors, to achieve a fused
and accurate representation of the object’s pose. These filter-
ing techniques employ measured values to refine and enhance
the pose estimation through two critical stages: the predic-
tion step and the update step. The prediction step forecasts
the state transition, while the update step corrects the predic-
tion using new measurements, thus mitigating the impact of
noise and errors. In the context of a classical KF model, dy-
namic equations and measurement equations are formulated
to separately articulate the state transition process and the
sensor measurement process. Compared with model-based
and feature-based methods, Bayesian-based methods are par-
ticularly well-suited for pose estimation in dynamic systems.
They are adept at managing pose variations over continuous
time intervals and are capable of providing real-time pose
estimate updates, making them highly adaptable to environ-
ments characterized by constant change. However, the ef-
fectiveness of these methods is contingent upon the avail-
ability of accurate initial states. Additionally, it is impor-
tant to note that the computational complexity escalates sig-
nificantly with an increasing number of target features inte-
grated into the filter. Despite this, Bayesian-based methods
remain a powerful tool for pose estimation tasks, particularly

in scenarios involving dynamic and complex systems where
the need for real-time updates is paramount.

Table 3 lists some pose estimation works, a priori infor-
mation of their observed targets, and sensors used. Different
methods choose distinct features to satisfy their task demands
and different priori knowledge of space targets also gives rise
to the emergence of different solving ways.

According to the sensors used, different methods will be
selected to solve the relative pose. For example, LiDAR can
obtain dense point clouds and realize 3D reconstruction of the
targets. Therefore, based on ICP (Iterative closet point) algo-
rithm, the pose of non-cooperative targets can be measured
through alignment of point clouds [62,63]. However, LiDAR
is power-consuming, heavy, and expensive, which is not an
ideal and economical solution. There has also been some re-
search using stereo cameras, which is a substitute of LiDAR
and is often used in pose estimation tasks for non-cooperative
space targets. Stereo cameras can recover depth information
through the triangulation method, which is a simulation of
human-eye imaging. However, stereo-based methods have
short working ranges due to the limited camera baseline.
In contrast to LiDAR and stereo cameras, monocular-based
pose estimation ensures lower mass and power requirements,
therefore being a potential sensor candidate for real-time pose
estimation.

2.3.2 Traditional 3D reconstruction

Traditional 3D reconstruction methodologies are often cat-
egorized based on the types of sensors utilized on spacecraft.
Active sensors, such as Time-of-Flight (TOF) cameras [64]
and LiDAR systems [64], are used to scan the surfaces of
non-cooperative targets. These sensors facilitate the recon-
struction process by generating depth information and point-
cloud data, which are then used to construct a 3D model of the
target. However, it is important to acknowledge that scanning
LiDAR systems can be particularly sensitive to variations in
lighting conditions and the motion of the target. These fac-
tors have the potential to significantly affect the quality of the
reconstruction and may even lead to the distortion of the col-
lected point cloud data. Additionally, Flash LiDAR systems
are constrained by their range, necessitating greater energy
expenditure to sufficiently illuminate the entire field-of-view
(FOV) at extended distances. Table 3, as referenced, pro-
vides an overview of various traditional 3D reconstruction
efforts. The table highlights that many of these methods oper-
ate without any prior knowledge of the target. In this context,
monocular cameras have garnered increasing interest due to
their ability to generate depth estimates from single images,
despite the inherent challenges associated with the lack of
stereo information.
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Table 3 Traditional perception works. The left part of this table are some traditional pose estimation works and the right part are traditional 3D reconstruc-
tion works. A priori information indicates whether prioir information of the target is used. Sensors: mono. represents monocular cameras, st. represents stereo
cameras, dep. represents depth cameras, l.r. represents laser rangefinder and TOF means TOF cameras.

Pose estimation 3D reconstruction

Literature Year A priori information Sensors Literature Year A priori information Sensors

Cao et al. [65] 2015 ✔ mono. He [76] 2017 ✗ ToF

Opromolla et al. [66] 2015 ✗ LiDAR Li et al. [77] 2017 ✗ mono.

Liu et al. [34] 2016 ✔ LiDAR Dziura et al. [78] 2017 ✗ st.

Wang et al. [67] 2016 ✗ st. Zhang et al. [79] 2017 ✗ mono.

Oumer et al. [68] 2017 ✔ st. Ma [64] 2018 ✗ LiDAR

Shtark et al. [69] 2017 ✗ st. Stacey et al. [80] 2018 ✗ mono.

Dor et al. [70] 2018 ✗ st. Dor et al. [81] 2018 ✔ mono.

Sharma et al. [71] 2019 ✗ mono. Wong et al. [82] 2018 ✗ mono.

Mu et al. [72] 2020 ✗ st. Chen et al. [83] 2021 ✗ mono.

Ge et al. [73] 2020 ✗ st. Hu et al. [84] 2023 ✗ radar

Peng et al. [74] 2020 ✗ st. Zeng et al. [85] 2023 ✔ dep.

Liu et al. [75] 2022 ✗ mono. Dennison et al. [86] 2023 ✗ st.

Passive sensors such as monocular [64], stereo [78] and
multi cameras [80] firstly obtain the image sequences, then
achieve 3D reconstruction based on the multi-view geometry
principle. During the reconstruction process, feature extrac-
tion and feature matching are key steps. Special features are
detected and extracted, and then point clouds can be obtained
through triangulation. However, due to the special charac-
teristics of space (no background texture, institutional sym-
metry, and texture repetition), more matching errors may be
produced.

Structure from Motion (SfM) is a traditional reconstruc-
tion algorithm which can obtain inertial parameters of cam-
eras, relative poses and recover sparse point clouds of the
whole scene. It is a typical algorithm of passive vision re-
construction. When images are taken over short time inter-
vals between cameras, it will be easier to track feature points
and make correspondences [87]. Then, initial poses of cam-
eras can be solved and bundle adjustments can be applied to
optimize the poses. Finally, the scene can be reconstructed
through inertial parameters of cameras, poses and feature
points [88]. Various feature points can be detected such as
SIFT (Scale Invariant Feature Transform), SURF (Speeded
Up Robust Features), Harris, Fast and ORB features. For nat-
ural targets such as asteroids, SIFT keypoints are often used
to pick out the various boulders, craters and textures on the
surface [89, 90]. For man-made targets with few blob-like
features, such as spacecraft, ORB features are more favor-
able, as they tend to detect straight lines, smooth surfaces,
and corners [81, 91].

However, SfM can only recover sparse points, leading to
non-ideal reconstruction results. Therefore, multiview stereo

(MVS) is an improvement for the SfM algorithm and can re-
cover more dense point clouds. MVS computes the 3D infor-
mation of most pixels through stereo matching, which can ac-
quire more complete 3D information than sparse point clouds
[92]. Chen et al. [83] propose CMVS (clustering multiview
stereo) to cluster collected images and PMVS (patch-based
multi-view stereo) to generate dense point clouds, minimiz-
ing the reconstruction errors at the same time. Dennison et
al. [86] perform a comprehensive assessment of the sensitiv-
ity of vision-based 3D reconstruction to different design pa-
rameters, suggesting how to optimize a rendezvous mission
for fast reconstruction of arbitrary targets.

Currently, many sensor fusion techniques have been pro-
posed to fully exploit different advantages of sensors. For
example, depth sensors can be combined with RGB cameras
to collect multidimensional data with high resolution. Based
on RGB-D cameras, 3D reconstruction can be classified into
two types: KFusion [93], Kintinuous [94] and ElasticFusion
[95] for static scenes reconstruction, DynamicFusion [96] for
dynamic scenes reconstruction.

2.3.3 Limitations of traditional perception methods

Traditional perception methods, constrained by algorith-
mic and hardware limitations, often yield results with lim-
ited precision and slow inference speeds. These methods
also struggle to maintain robustness under challenging con-
ditions such as fluctuating illumination, motion blur from
rapidly spinning targets, and communication lags. The dy-
namic nature of space environments can significantly impair
the effectiveness of these conventional approaches. In con-
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trast, with cameras emerging as the sensors of choice for
On-Orbit Servicing (OOS) missions due to their compact and
lightweight design, vision-based Deep Learning (DL) meth-
ods present themselves as compelling alternatives. DL-based
techniques offer improved robustness, particularly in the ini-
tialization phase of attitude determination, which is a com-
mon challenge for traditional methods. Furthermore, the de-
velopment of sophisticated DL algorithms has the potential to
simplify computational processes, reducing complexity and
the reliance on intricate dynamic models. DL methods are
also capable of providing supplementary information that can
be integrated with navigation filters and other systems, en-
hancing overall performance. This survey underscores the
significant advancements in DL methods within the field of
aerospace perception, demonstrating their potential to revolu-
tionize future applications. Using the power of DL, aerospace
perception systems can achieve higher accuracy, faster pro-
cessing times, and improved resilience in the face of environ-
mental uncertainties, paving the way for more reliable and
efficient OOS missions.

3 DL-based pose estimation

DL models have risen to prominence in recent years,
demonstrating exceptional performance on various computer
vision tasks, particularly those involving autonomous or in-
telligent systems. Within the aerospace industry, pose estima-
tion that uses deep learning has advanced, progressing from
conceptual development to practical application. Given the
critical role of pose estimation in the perception process, and
considering its prominence as a focal point of research within
the DL community, this section will provide an in-depth ex-
amination of the subject, emphasizing the significance of the
pose estimation task in aerospace perception. To structure
our discussion, we will begin by presenting an overview of
the datasets and evaluation metrics commonly utilized in DL-
based pose estimation research. This foundation will be fol-
lowed by an exploration of seminal works in the field, detail-
ing the methodologies and contributions of each. Our aim is
not only to outline the current landscape of pose estimation
but also to highlight the transformative impact of DL on this
pivotal aspect of aerospace perception.

3.1 Datasets

It is extremely challenging to train and validate space-
borne DL models due to the impracticality of acquiring a
large-scale labeled dataset of images of the intended target
in the space environment. For a single target, existing space-
borne images lack diversity in terms of quantity, pose dis-
tribution and variability of environmental factors. Moreover,

since they lack accurate pose labels, evaluations are forced
to rely on hand-labeled pose annotations. In order to ad-
dress these problems, some organizations have proposed their
datasets constructed for spacecraft pose estimation and space-
borne computer vision problems.

Spacecraft Pose Estimation Dataset (SPEED) It is a
dataset used for the Satellite Pose Estimation Challenge
(SPEC), which was organized by the Space Rendezvous Lab-
oratory (SLAB) at Stanford University and the Advanced
Concepts Team (ACT) of the European Space Agency (ESA).
SPEED represents the first publicly available machine learn-
ing dataset for spacecraft pose estimation [97]. The images of
the Tango spacecraft from the PRISMA mission can be clas-
sified into two types, referred to as synthetic and real images.
Synthetic images were created using the OpenGL-based Op-
tical Stimulator (OS) camera emulator software while the real
images were created using a realistic satellite mockup and the
Testbed for Rendezvous and Optical Navigation (TRON) fa-
cility of SLAB [98,99]. Example images are shown in Figure
3. The ground-truth pose labels of training images consist of
a translation vector and a unit quaternion describing the rel-
ative orientation of the Tango spacecraft with respect to the
camera. More details on the dataset can be found in [97].

Next-Generation Dataset for Spacecraft Pose Estima-
tion (SPEED+) Although there are 300 real images used
as a evaluation test set for ML models in SPEED, restricted
pose and illumination configurations tend to fail to perform a
comprehensive analysis of model robustness across domain
gaps. Considering such limitations, SPEED+ [100] com-
prises more labeled synthetic images for training and adds
two simulated HIL domains of unlabeled HIL images for test-
ing. The two domains are referred to as different sources
of illumination: lightbox and sunlamp. Example images of
SPEED+ are shown in Figure 3.

Dataset captured using a simulator built on Unreal En-
gine 4 (URSO) A visual simulator built on Unreal Engine 4,
named URSO, is proposed in [101]. This simulator can ren-
der photorealistic images and depth masks of commonly used
spacecrafts orbiting the Earth. The datasets obtained from
URSO in [101] are composed of synthetic and spaceborne
images of the Soyuz and Dragon spacecraft, one dataset for
the dragon spacecraft and two datasets for the Soyuz model
with different operating ranges. The three datasets all con-
tain 5000 images, 10% used for testing and 10% used for
validating, while labels for spaceborne images are missing.
Example images of URSO are shown in Figure 3.
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Table 4 Datasets specified at different visual pecerception tasks.

Datasets Organizations Year Types of images (numbers) Tasks

Speed SLAB & ACT 2019 synthetic/15000, real/300 Pose estimation

Speed+ SLAB & ACT 2021 synthetic/60000, real/9531 Pose estimation

URSO Pedro F. Proença & Yang Gao 2019 synthetic/5000 Pose estimation

SatelliteDataset Hoang et al. 2021 synthetic and real/3117 Spacecraft detection and segmentation

SPARK SnT & ICIP 2021 synthetic/150000 Spacecraft recognition and detection

Speed

Speed+

URSO

Figure 3 Three datasets for DL-based pose estimation. SPEED: copyright
© European Space Agency 2021, SPEED+: copyright © Stanford Univer-
sity, URSO: copyright© Pedro F. Proença.

3.2 Metrics

The metrics come from the standard competition named
SPEC, which is a faithful reflection of the underlying scien-
tific problems. Position (et) and orientation (eq) errors are
evaluated separately. A graphical description of the relevant
reference frames is shown in Figure 4.

For convenience, we define the spacecraft body reference
frame as B and camera reference as C. For the position error,
et is defined as

et = ∥tBC − t̂BC∥2, (1)

where tBC and t̂BC represent the ground truth and the esti-
mated position vector from the origin of C to the origin of B
respectively. When the target satellite is closer, the position
errors should be penalized more heavily, thus the normalized
position error et is introduced as

et =
et

∥tBC∥2
, (2)

For the rotation error, eq is defined as

eq = 2 arccos(|⟨q̂, q⟩|), (3)

where eq represents the orientation error, ⟨q̂, q⟩ denotes the
inner product of the two quaternions. eq is calculated as
the angular distance between q = q(RBC) (ground truth) and
q̂ = q(R̂BC) (estimated), aligning the target body frame B
with the camera reference frame C.

For one single image, the pose error epose is a summation
of the normalized position error et and rotation error eq,

epose = et + eq, (4)

Finally, the average pose error across all test images is used
to measure the accuracy of the prediction results. Assuming
that there are N images in the test set, the overall pose error
E can be calculated as

E =
1
N

N∑
i=1

e(i)
pose, (5)

yC

xC

zC

zB

xB

yB

u

v

tBC

RBC

Figure 4 A description for the reference frames to compute the errors.
Spacecraft body reference frame (B), camera reference frame (C), relative
position (tBC), relative orientation (RBC).

3.3 Fundamental works

Previous monocular methods for spacecraft tracking and
pose estimation have predominantly relied on model-based
solutions, which involve aligning a wireframe model to the
edge image of the target. However, these traditional ap-
proaches often overlook the intricate correlations between
features and the rich set of characteristics that define objects,
extending beyond mere edges and geometric primitives. Con-
volutional Neural Networks (CNNs), on the other hand, have
the capacity to discern a more comprehensive array of fea-
tures from imagery, showcasing robustness even in the pres-
ence of complex backgrounds. This ability has not only po-
sitioned CNNs as a formidable tool in the computer vision
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field but also signaled their great potential for space-borne
pose estimation tasks. In recent years, there has been a surge
in the development of CNN-based methods specifically tai-
lored for application in the domain of spacecraft pose estima-
tion. These methods leverage the power of deep learning to
enhance the accuracy and reliability of pose estimation, offer-
ing promising alternatives to the model-based techniques that
preceded them. The adoption of CNNs in this context marks
a significant step forward in the evolution of spacecraft track-
ing and pose estimation methodologies.

A CNN-based Spacecraft Pose Network (SPN) was first
introduced in [102], which just required a grayscale image as
input and output the final pose of the spacecraft relative to
the monocular camera. It incorporates a state-of-the-art de-
tection algorithm to determine the bounding area of the target
in the first branch of the network. The other two branches are
used to predict the position and attitude based on classifica-
tion. The results are generally satisfactory trained and tested
on SPEED dataset. However, when faced with too large or
too small images of spacecraft, the SPN method tends to per-
form poorly. It also lacks robustness to data distributions
as the network is trained soly on synthetic images. To ad-
dress the aforementioned challenges, a novel CNN architec-
ture which merges state-of-the-art detection and pose estima-
tion pipelines with MobileNet architecture, has been intro-
duced in [103] for fast and accurate pose estimation. By re-
gressing the 2D locations of spacecrafts’ surface keypoints
and directly using publicly available PnP solvers, the pose
estimation can be carried out computationally. Besides, in-
troducing the Neural Style Transfer (NST) technique to ran-
domize the object texture leads the CNN to learn global shape
instead of focusing on local texture of the target. However,
this process is divided into four steps and not end-to-end. In
2020, an end-to-end framework for satellite pose estimation
has been proposed in [101], which adopts the ResNet archi-
tectures with pre-trained weights as the network backbone,
considering its fewer pooling layers and a trade-off between
accuracy and complexity. In the Kelvin competition, the ap-
proach from [104] demonstrated superior accuracy and won
the first place. They firstly recover the 3D coordinates of arbi-
trarily chosen landmark points via multi-view triangulation,
then a deep network to predict the position of these landmark
points in the input image will be trained. Finally, given pre-
dicted 2D-3D correspondences, a robust nonlinear optimiza-
tion to compute the pose estimates can be performed. Apart
from multi-view triangulation to recover the landmark points,
[105] takes advantage of 3D structure as a priori information,
which proposes a novel CNN combined with 3D model in
the form of point clouds. They assume that the uncooperative
target satellite is a known object of which the basic geome-

try is available. To handle with varying lighting conditions,
low resolution, and limited amount of data, [106] proposes
a dense residual U-Net network to effectively extract orbit-
ing spacecraft features from images, delivering strong per-
formance gains on pose estimation.

Despite the promise of learning-based pose estimation
methods, several challenges must be addressed to ensure their
deployability in practical applications. Firstly, the robust-
ness of these methods hinges on their ability to generalize
beyond synthetic imagery to real-world space imagery. This
requires training and testing networks on a diverse and rep-
resentative set of data that accurately reflects the conditions
and variations encountered in space. Secondly, enhancing the
performance of Convolutional Neural Networks (CNNs) ne-
cessitates access to a significantly larger dataset. Ideally, this
dataset should be scalable and encompass a wide range of
target spacecraft to accommodate the variability in shapes,
sizes, and features that pose estimation must contend with.
Additionally, many current CNN architectures presuppose
some knowledge of the target’s shape and geometry, which
may not always be readily available or accurate in real mis-
sions. This limitation can hinder the applicability of these
methods in scenarios where a priori information is limited
or uncertain. Lastly, for on-orbit servicing missions, real-
time capability is imperative. Any proposed CNN must be
pre-evaluated on spacecraft hardware to confirm its suitabil-
ity and ensure that it meets the stringent latency requirements
of such operations. In summary, future research endeavors in
pose estimation must confront these challenges head-on. By
doing so, the field can fully harness the potential of learning-
based methods, paving the way for more accurate, reliable,
and efficient spacecraft tracking and pose estimation in real-
world space missions. Addressing these issues will be cru-
cial for the translation of these methods from theoretical con-
structs to practical tools that can significantly enhance the ca-
pabilities of aerospace operations.

4 DL-based 3D reconstruction

3D reconstruction is a key technology in on-orbit service
missions, assisting space tasks like safely approaching, orbit-
ing, capturing and docking with the target of interest. When
the observed target is non-cooperative, 3D reconstruction is
particularly important and indispensable for pose estimation.
Some steps of 3D reconstruction even become an integral part
of pose estimation process, such as detecting, identifying and
tracking features on the targets [107, 108]. Up to now, there
have already been many researches on 3D reconstruction of
space targets.

Traditional 3D reconstruction methods rely on handcrafted
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image features and matching metrics, which are prone to in-
complete structures caused by hard feature detection and in-
accurate feature matching. Recently, DL-based methods are
introduced for more robust feature matching. Initially, at-
tempts are made for two-view stereo matching by substituting
hand-crafted similarity metrics [109, 110] or engineered reg-
ularizations [111, 112] with the learned ones. However, for
multi-view scenarios, just merging all pairwise reconstruc-
tions through stereo matching will fail to exploit multi-view
information and lead to inaccurate results. Many works real-
ize this problem and try to apply CNN to tackle it. SurfaceNet
[113] is the first learning-based pipeline for MVS problems,
which can automatically learn the photo-consistency and ge-
ometry relations of the surface structure. The Learned Stereo
Machine (LSM) [114] directly leverages the underlying 3D
geometry based on the differentiable projection/unprojection,
enabling reconstruction from fewer images or even one single
image. As the two methods above exploit volumetric repre-
sentations that are restricted by memory consumption, their
networks can hardly scale up. To avoid this problem, MVS-
Net [115] focuses on computing one depth map for the ref-
erence image at each time, which can adaptively reconstruct
large scenes. With the promising future of 3D technology,
many improved works based on MVSNet [116–118] have
emerged these years.

Apart from explicit 3D representations such as point
clouds and voxels, implicit representations [119, 120] have
been investigated in recent years, which represent continu-
ous 3D shapes by mapping xyz coordinates to signed distance
functions or occupancy fields. However, they have been lim-
ited to simple shapes, oversmoothed renderings until Neural
Radiance Field (NeRF) [121] appears. NeRF encode 5D ra-
diance fields, which refer to 3D location x = (x,y,z) and 2D
viewing direction (θ,ϕ), to represent a continuous scene and
output emitted color c = (r,g,b) and volume density σ. With
many NeRF-based works springing up, NeRF is always under
optimization [122–124] and becomes an increasingly popular
technique in real applications, even in dynamic [125,126] and
dark environments [127, 128]. Many works also consider the
characteristics of observed objects such as transient or spec-
ular ones.

In fully autonomous advanced mission concepts, a high-
fidelity 3D model of the target RSO is required to have a bet-
ter knowledge of the unfamiliar target and reduce the risk of
collision. As monocular cameras have the advantage of be-
ing light-weight, small in size, low in power consumption,
and low in cost, many aerospace missions focus on 3D re-
construction of the targets based on a set of monocular im-
ages before approaching them. DL-based view synthesis al-
gorithms have been proved by ESA [129] to have the ability

to infer the 3D geometry of an RSO. With NeRF showing
great success in novel view synthesis tasks, it has a huge po-
tential in reconstructing the geometry of space targets. The
ESA paper [129] compares and evaluates the ability of NeRF
[121] and GRAF [130] to render novel views and infer the 3D
shapes of two different spacecraft, showing that NeRF can
render more accurate images with specular materials while
GRAF can generate novel views with precise details. Caruso
et al. [37] test the potential of NeRF, instant neural graphics
primitive (Instant-NGP) [122], D-NeRF [125] under space-
like conditions. Some experiment images are shown in Fig-
ure 5.

(a) Camera visualization.

(b) Reconstruction results.

Figure 5 Experiment images from [37].

5 DL-based Recognition

Recognition technology is a critical component in space
missions, encompassing the precise detection, localization,
and segmentation of objects within spaceborne imagery. This
process is not only a fundamental task in its own right, but
also serves as an essential precursor to vision-based pose esti-
mation, which is vital for the successful execution of various
space operations. In the realm of DL-based recognition for
spacecraft, a multitude of studies and approaches have been
developed. These methods have made significant strides in
improving the accuracy and reliability of spacecraft recog-
nition from spaceborne images. In this section, we aim to
provide a comprehensive review of some of the foundational
works that have laid the groundwork in this area. We delve
into the methodologies and innovations that have propelled
the field forward while also acknowledging the current limi-
tations that persist.
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(a) Examples of collected images [132].

(b) Samples from SPARK dataset. Top-left is the image of
‘Calipso’ satellite with night background of the Earth. Top right is
the image of a debris with day background of the Earth. The bottom
images are their corresponding depth images [131,132]. Copyright
© 2021, IEEE.

Figure 6 Example pictures of two datasets for space recognition.

5.1 Datasets

There is no specialized spacecraft datasets for segmenta-
tion. The three datasets mentioned above are used for pose
estimation and do not provide segmentation annotations. To
enrich spacecraft dataset, Hoang et al. [133] collect 3,117 im-
ages of satellites and space stations, including both synthetic
and real images. Examples of collected images are shown
in Figure 6. To provide a benchmark for this dataset, they
also test many object detection and segmentation methods,
showing that space-based semantic segmentation is a chal-
lenge for models designed on Earth scenarios and is an open-
ing research field. As Space Situational Awareness (SSA)
are increasingly emphasized in recent years, the task of space
target recognition and detection has been prioritized by some
authorities. The competition named SPAcecraft Recognition
leveraging Knowledge of space environment which was orga-
nized by the Interdisciplinary Center for Security, Reliability
and Trust (SnT) and the 2021 IEEE International Conference
in Image Processing (ICIP), has provided a public dataset
[131, 132] named SPARK specialized for space target recog-
nition and detection tasks. This dataset is composed of both
RGB and depth images, each containing a record-breaking

number of 150k. Besides, it has 11 object classes, with 10
classes of spacecrafts and one class of space debris, which is
a great complement to the space research field. The samples
are shown in Figure 6. Different datasets specified in different
tasks are listed in Table 4 for reference.

5.2 DL-based fundamental works

Zeng et al. [134] build a nine-layer DCNN (deep convolu-
tional neural network) model, which is a unified framework
for feature extraction and classification, to achieve spacecraft
recognition. The images they use are rendered by the Sys-
tems Tool Kit (STK) [135] and performed with data aug-
mentation before training. Wu et al. [136] propose a two-
stage CNN-based network for space target recognition. They
firstly use a minimum rectangle to cut out all suspected re-
gions, then send the images to a well-trained recognition net-
work to make identification. Chen et al. [137] construct an
R-CNN based satellite-component-detection model (RSD) to
effectively detect satellite components by using optical im-
ages. They make some improvements based on Mask R-
CNN and achieve pixel-level detection of multiple compo-
nents. However, sometimes CNN methods can lose attention
to the objects in images, leading to misclassification and low
accuracy. Therefore, AlDahoul et al. [138] propose a deci-
sion fusion method to localize and recognize space objects
using EfcientNet-v2 and EfcientNet-B4 that were trained on
the SPARK dataset.

5.3 Limitations and solutions

Transfer learning Existing spatial non-cooperative object
recognition models train isolated models based on specific
tasks and datasets without retaining any knowledge that can
be transferred from one model to another. While transfer
learning can use the knowledge of features and weights in the
previously trained model to train the new model, effectively
solving the problem of less high-quality data in the recogni-
tion task.

For part recognition tasks, due to the change of illumina-
tion environment and the interference of starry background
and earth background, models trained under ground tests can-
not well adapt to the space environment and are prone to fail-
ures. Transfer learning can make models quickly learn new
knowledge even in an unfamiliar environment, therefore it
has great potential in solving multi-domain transfer problems
of many space tasks. Gong et al. [139] present a transfer
learning object detection model based on domain adaptive
Faster R-CNN (DA Faster) to detect inclusion and void de-
fects in spacecraft composite structures. Xiang et al. [140]
introduce transfer learning technology into the field of space-
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craft fault diagnosis and successfully solve the problem of
”big data and small samples” faced by spacecraft. AlDahoul
et al. [141] propose a multi-modal learning for spacecraft
classification combining vision transformer and end-to-end
CNN models based on RGB-D images.

Few-shot learning Due to the lack of real images of space
targets, the model trained with synthetic images can not well
adapt to the real space environment. Therefore, few-shot
learning can be a tendency to carry out AI-based perception
tasks. It is mainly divided into two classes: fast adaptation
with meta-learning methods and metric-learning based meth-
ods. Fast adaptation with meta-learning methods use a ”fine-
tuning” strategy to tackle few-shot learning problems, and the
training process is hard to implement. While metric-learning
based methods learn an information similarity metric which
is easier to implement for the training process. Yang et al.
[142] propose a discriminative deep nearest neighbor neu-
ral network (D2N4) to generate discriminative features and
improve the recognition accuracy for space targets based on
metric-learning. Liu et al. [143] incorporate semantic in-
formation to extract multiple local visual features and intro-
duce an inner disagreement based domain detection module
to solve the bias problem in the generalized zero-shot learn-
ing.

6 Discussion and Future Development

6.1 Deployment of DL algorithms

Despite the proliferation of DL-based algorithms for space
tasks, their deployment in real-world missions remains a sig-
nificant challenge. Real-world missions require solutions that
can operate within the constraints of latency, inference time,
and memory requirements typical of resource-limited space
systems. As a result, computationally intensive algorithms
are often impractical for real-time, on-board applications.
Currently, only a limited number of deep learning perception
missions have been tested and validated on edge computing
systems. For instance, a pose estimation software incorpo-
rating neural network architectures was developed in [144]
to ensure compatibility with Edge Tensor Processing Units
(TPU), showcasing the potential of such devices for the next
generation of AI-enabled satellites. Additionally, the use of a
hybrid Field Programmable Gate Array (FPGA) and System-
on-Chip (SoC) device was explored in [145] to demonstrate
efficient on-board inference of CNN-based algorithms, thus
verifying the effectiveness of the hybrid architecture. In an-
other study [146], causal inference and network quantization
techniques were applied to perform 6D pose estimation of
space-borne targets. A portion of the quantized network was
deployed on a Processing-In-Memory (PIM) FPGA, confirm-

ing the feasibility and practical deployment of this approach.
The journey towards the deployability of such DL algorithms
in space systems, particularly in resource-constrained envi-
ronments like those encountered with AI accelerators, is still
in its early stages. It is crucial for researchers to focus on de-
veloping DL algorithms that not only prove feasible from a
theoretical point of view but are also deployable in practical,
space-borne contexts. This imperative highlights the need to
address the unique challenges of space missions, including
the development of algorithms that are lightweight, efficient,
and capable of operating within the stringent constraints of
space-based systems. As the field progresses, the goal is to
bridge the gap between the promise of DL algorithms and
their successful implementation in real-world space missions,
thereby unlocking new capabilities and enhancing the perfor-
mance of space operations.

6.2 Subsequent tasks based on intelligent perception

In the context of non-cooperative targets, for service
spacecraft engaged in space missions, two pivotal subsequent
tasks that are predicated on intelligent visual perception are
Guidance, Navigation, and Control (GNC) and the estima-
tion of motion and inertia parameters. Beyond these, a suite
of additional subsequent tasks includes consistent tracking
and surveillance, threat assessment, and communication and
coordination, among others. Given the extensive research
and development efforts dedicated to GNC and parameters
estimation, this section will concentrate on these two crit-
ical tasks. With precise and reliable perception capabili-
ties, these tasks can be executed effectively, yielding optimal
outcomes. This underscores the critical importance of per-
ception in the successful execution of space missions. The
accurate perception of non-cooperative targets is paramount
for enabling advanced GNC systems to navigate and control
the service spacecraft adeptly. It also facilitates the precise
estimation of the motion and inertia parameters of the tar-
get, which are essential for planning and executing various
mission-critical operations. Furthermore, the effectiveness of
perception extends to other tasks such as maintaining consis-
tent tracking and surveillance of targets, conducting thorough
threat assessments to ensure mission safety, and establishing
seamless communication and coordination between multiple
spacecraft or with ground control. In essence, the role of per-
ception in space missions is multifaceted and far-reaching. It
not only lays the foundation for GNC and parameters estima-
tion but also permeates every aspect of space operations, from
tracking and surveillance to communication and beyond. As
such, the ongoing advancements in perception technologies
are instrumental in pushing the boundaries of what is achiev-
able in space missions, enabling more sophisticated and am-
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bitious endeavors in the realm of space exploration and uti-
lization.

6.2.1 Autonomous GNC

Guidance, Navigation and Control (GNC) methodologies
are commonly used in various phases of on-orbit missions,
especially for a spacecraft-manipulator system. The main
steps when performing GNC tasks are: i) Navigation, which
refers to the relative state estimation of the targets and envi-
ronmental interactions. ii) Guidance, which can generate a
series of desired states according to the mission requirements
and the current states. iii) Control, which inputs the con-
trolling command to the system and performs the guidance
instructions [27, 147–150].

Intelligent perception technologies are the basis of au-
tonomous GNC tasks, as the navigation process, which is
the first step of GNC, needs accurate perception of the ob-
served targets in advance. Moghaddam et al. [151] present
a comprehensive overview of GNC technologies for space
manipulators and help researchers choose appropriate GNC
technologies for specific tasks. With the growth of artifi-
cial intelligence, AI-based systems show their great advan-
tage of real-time decision-making that is far over conven-
tional spacecraft GNC architectures, which is highly depen-
dent on ground control and human operators. Hao et al. [152]
introduce two AI modules to replace the corresponding func-
tions in conventional GNC architectures and demonstrate the
potential of AI-based technologies in space missions, which
is a stepping stone for the future development of autonomous
robot systems.

6.2.2 Motion and inertia parameter estimation

Motion and inertia parameters of space targets are closely
related to their characteristics and dynamics, such as rela-
tive position and velocity, attitude quaternion, angular ve-
locity, moment of inertia and inertia tensor. For non-contact
vision systems which are usually used in uncooperative sit-
uations, Extended Kalman Filter (EKF) based methods are
mainstream to perform motion and inertia parameter estima-
tion. Aghili et al. [153] present a noise-adaptive Kalman fil-
ter for motion estimation and prediction for free-falling tum-
bling targets, which is computationally efficient and suitable
for real-time implementation. Segal et al. [154] employ mul-
tiple iterated extended Kalman filters (IEKFs) with a max-
imum a posteriori (MAP) inertia tensor identification algo-
rithm for relative state estimation, which is robust to uncer-
tainties in the inertia tensor. However, their method still in-
volves more power consumption, computational cost. Pesce
et al. [155] propose a novel method to improve the the rel-

ative state estimation with only stereo-vision measurements,
comparing the classical EKF with IEKF method during the
estimation procedure.

6.3 Limitations and possibilities

This part will talk about the limitations of DL-based per-
ception in real applications and explore some possible solu-
tions to improve their feasibility.

6.3.1 Less independent of Data

Data augmentation Data augmentation can generate more
training samples for learning-based algorithms, thus effec-
tively tackling the problem of insufficient data, especially in
space environment. Due to the scarcity of real-world data,
many researchers create synthetic data by 3D rendering en-
gines for more training samples and it has been proved that
training on synthetic data can achieve state-of-the-art results
[156–158]. Generative adversarial network (GAN) [159] is a
strong tool for image generation, which is composed of one
generator and one discriminator. Through constant training,
the generator can create virtual images that are hard to tell
by the discriminator. Therefore, data augmentation is also
attractive in space tasks.

Few-shot/Zero-shot learning It is hard to obtain train-
ing samples of space targets for learning-based algorithms.
Although the spacecraft can stay long-term operation in or-
bit and transmit much data to ground station, the labeling
work is time-consuming and few valid samples are available.
Therefore, how to solve the problem of insufficient data has
been a key step towards the success of AI-based space tech-
nologies. Few-shot learning concentrates on using a small
sample of target domains to rapidly generalize to new tasks
[160], which is a promising paradigm for space applications.
Zero-shot learning mainly deal with the recognition of classes
without labeled samples, the core of which lies in knowledge
transfer from seen classes to unseen classes [161]. It has also
received much attention in machine learning and computer
vision fields, which has great potential in AI-based space ap-
plications as well.

6.3.2 Improved algorithms

Vision Transformers Transformers [162, 163] have re-
cently gained significant popularity in the field of computer
vision and are increasingly outperforming CNNs in a multi-
tude of vision-centric tasks. CNNs possess a remarkable ca-
pability for feature extraction; however, they face challenges
in capturing the interdependencies among various features.
In contrast, the core block of transformer is its self-attention
mechanism, which can capture long-distance dependency to
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fully exploit the relationship. Transformers exhibit the ca-
pacity to handle diverse modalities, facilitating cross-domain
self-supervised learning. Some transformer-based models
with parameter-efficient settings are capable of performing
multiple tasks with different modalities, with the quality of
strong generalizability. The advantage of parameter-efficient
makes it possible to deploy the models on embedded devices
with limited memory, especially on space avionics [164].
When dealing with insufficient training data towards general
vision intelligence, strong generalizable models [165] can
dramatically reduce data demands and facilitate applications
in different fields. The models hold vast potential for com-
prehensive advancement, offering the potential to integrate
additional modalities and extend their applicability to a wider
array of perceptual tasks.

GPT Large-scale models have excellent performance with
explosive parameters embedded in their networks. Here
we present the prominent large-scale model known as GPT
(Generative Pre-trained Transformers), which has gained
widespread popularity across various domains. GPT lever-
ages the transformer architecture to autonomously generate
diverse types of content, including images, text, and videos.
The release of ChatGPT by OpenAI at the end of 2022 has
captured the attention of the global community. This ad-
vanced model is capable of delivering responses that are
well-aligned with human inquiries and can engage in con-
versations with a human-like fluency. The model excels as
an advanced chatbot, proficiently executing commands pro-
vided by operators. Throughout its evolution, the GPT se-
ries has progressed through four iterations, from GPT-1 to
GPT-4 [166], consistently enhancing its capabilities to em-
ulate human-like performance. They have shown great po-
tential in achieving artificial general intelligence in the field
of AI, assisting humans in a wide range of tasks by gener-
ating contents from conversations. For example, producing
synthetic spaceborne images at a low cost overcomes the data
limitation in space tasks. Based on the data received on Earth,
GPTs are capable of generating comprehensive analysis re-
ports, thereby significantly boosting operational efficiency. In
conclusion, GPTs have the potential in many applications and
play a crucial role in jobs involving processing and under-
standing natural language.

Diffusion models Diffusion model is another generation
model, which is used to generate samples similar to train-
ing data. The diffusion model operates on the principle
of progressively corrupting the training data with Gaussian
noise, subsequently reconstructing the original data through
the learning of an inverse denoising process. This approach
has shown to outperform GANs in the generation of realis-
tic samples, effectively addressing the challenges associated

with the unstable adversarial objectives prevalent in GANs.
Now diffusion models have shown great pontential in vari-
ous domains, such as computer vision, data modeling, natu-
ral language processing. For instance, the generation of 3D
content from natural language inputs using diffusion models
can significantly aid researchers in the field of robotics sim-
ulation. This is particularly effective when integrated with
sophisticated 3D reconstruction technologies such as NeRF
[167, 168]. From diffusion to ChatGPT, artificial intelligence
generated content (AIGC) has gained much attention. Yang et
al. [169] think that transferring GPT (decoder-only) to diffu-
sion models is interesting for evaluating diffusion-based gen-
eration performance. AIGC will showcase fascinating char-
acteristics with the development of diffusion foundation mod-
els.

Editable NeRF NeRF as a novel 3D technology, utilize
implicit representations to synthesize high-quality images
from different views. A large number of works spring up
followed by vanilla NeRF, aiming to achieve faster render-
ing speed, low power consumption and better visual effects.
Nevertheless, the task of editing or modifying objects within
the scene has garnered relatively less focus, despite its po-
tential as a pivotal technology within the realm of mixed re-
ality. Editable NeRF [170, 171] let users control the scene
as they want and maintain the rendering quality at the same
time. This technology is of great significance in the future,
where human interaction with the scene can make users be-
come more immersive. In space tasks, after 3D reconstruc-
tion of the whole scene, we can modify or segment the objects
to make a further analysis.

Physics-informed machine learning Data driven meth-
ods become increasingly popular as machine learning has
shown great success in recent years. Many algorithms have
been designed with data driven methods for specific tasks.
However, when it comes to insufficient data or unsatisfied
constraints dictated by natural laws, data-driven methods will
reach their limits [172]. Besides, despite easy access of large
data nowadays, the function derived based on data has dif-
ficult interpretability. Throughout the long history of de-
velopment, physics researchers have accumulated a substan-
tial body of knowledge concerning the principles and mech-
anisms of nature. They have formulated explicit physical
laws and equations that serve as foundational tools for sub-
sequent generations to build upon and further explore the in-
tricacies of the physical world. Therefore, mechanism mod-
els can incorporate the basic principle of the research pro-
cess and integrate prior knowledge into the learning process,
thus improving generalizability, flexibility, and interpretabil-
ity [173]. There are abundant works based on the combina-
tion of data- and knowledge-driven methods, such as physics-
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informed deep learning [174] and physics-informed neural
network (PINN) [175].

6.3.3 Multi-source information fusion

Multi-sensor fusion on single agent With the develop-
ment of autonomous vehicles, sensor technology has been
emphasized in order to promote the accuracy of environment
perception. The demand for autonomous vehicles is grow-
ing, and a single sensor on one agent is insufficient to meet
these needs. For instance, in the realm of SLAM technol-
ogy, an integrated approach is often preferred, wherein Li-
DAR, cameras, and IMUs collaborate to compensate for each
other’s limitations and maximize their collective operational
effectiveness. This multi-sensor fusion approach leverages
the strengths of each technology to compensate for individual
weaknesses, thereby optimizing the system’s overall perfor-
mance and reliability. According to different coupling meth-
ods, there exist loosely and tightly coupled modes, which dif-
ferentiate with each other in terms of accuracy and calcula-
tion [176]. As multi-sensor data fusion can integrate data
from different sensors and realize combine advantages, this
information-fused technology has attracted wide attention in
autonomous driving fields. Multi-sensor fusion techniques
[177–179] have been investigated by many researchers which
can be referred to.

Non-cooperative, 
tumbling target

Distributed visual 
mapping for 3d 
reconstruction

Communication-based

Multi-view 
observations

（simulation）

Figure 7 A conceptual illustration of ANS, which cooperate with each
other to observe the target.

Multi-agent collaboration With the advent of distributed
systems in autonomous field [180–182], many explorations
for distributed satellite architectures have emerged [148,183].
Small satellites such as Nano and CubeSats have lower
cost and power consumption compared with traditional large
satellites, which have the potential of being sustainable in
the long term. The distribution of functions among multi-
ple agents can reduce the payload and increase redundancy

[184], improving the robustness of a system. Besides, dis-
tributed architectures can broaden the observation range and
improve the positioning accuracy especially when the ob-
served target is obscured by some unknown space objects.
Each satellite of the swarm is equipped with functional sen-
sors and communication avionics, through which they can
convey useful information and cooperate to complete a task.
The concept of Autonomous Nanosatellite Swarming (ANS)
has been widely introduced in recent years, which refers to
a group of small spacecraft that operate autonomously and
collaboratively [185]. Each spacecraft of ANS is equipped
with low size, weight, power and cost (SWaP-C) avionics
such as star trackers, short-range cameras, radio-frequency
intersatellite links, and chip scale atomic clocks. Figure 7 is
a conceptual illustration of ANS. The distributed architecture
are promising as they have the advantage of greater robust-
ness, flexibility, accuracy and sensing coverage. Examples of
some distributed space systems include [186–188]. Recently,
many works [189,190] have focused on asteroid characteriza-
tion using swarms of nano satellites. To safely approach the
target asteroid, the relative state of the spacecraft should be
estimated together with the asteroid gravity field, shape, and
rotational motion. Multi-agent collaboration has emerged as
a burgeoning field of research and is poised to become a key
trajectory for the advancement of the space industry.

6.3.4 AI chips

Computing power, as the foundation of Artificial Intelli-
gence (AI), needs to keep pace with the growth of big data
and advanced algorithms. Traditional computing architec-
tures can hardly satisfy the computing needs of deep learning.
Therefore, AI chips, which refers to chips that are specially
designed for AI algorithms, have been a research focus and
have a huge room for innovation in various scientific research
and applications. High performance with restricted power
budget is the demand and expectation for edge computation
in various challenging domains such as robotics, underwater,
and space. The most prospective AI chips for space applica-
tions are Field Programmable Gate Array (FPGA) [191,192],
heterogeneous System-on-Chips (SoC) [193] and neuromor-
phic processors (NPs) [194]. Compared with CPU and GPU,
FPGA has low power consumption, high performance and
programmable ability, which is more efficient when deal-
ing with specific tasks. SoC emerges as another promis-
ing solution for powerful AI algorithms and computer vision
pipelines to carry out computation at the edge. In terms of
processors and memories, it has programming flexibility and
diversity. NPs represent another efficient opportunity for de-
ploying AI models targeting specific workloads, which can
implement spiking neural networks on board power-limited
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platforms. AI chips have fundamental industrial value and
with the speeding up of computing power, AI technology de-
ployed on AI chips can make huge breakthroughs.

7 Conclusions

In this review, our objective is to summarize the computer
vision tasks for intelligent aerospace perception and to con-
tribute to the growing area of research in this field. Therefore,
we introduce three principal visual perception tasks, offer-
ing an in-depth survey of their prevailing methodologies and
the seminal works that have propelled their evolution. Com-
pared with traditional methods, DL-based visual perception
has more advantages such as robustness and preciseness. In
the end, we discuss the challenges of DL-based visual per-
ception and shed light on the current cutting-edge techniques
in both the computer vision and natural language processing
realms. By integrating these state-of-the-art AI-driven tech-
nologies, we propose some valuable ideas and promising di-
rections for future space-based research endeavors. Although
DL-based algorithms may have too many parameters to be
applicable on resource-limited devices, with the rapid devel-
opment of hardware such as FPGA and custom AI chips, we
are confident that the deployment of these sophisticated al-
gorithms on embedded platforms will become feasible in the
not-so-distant future.
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35 Stéphane E, Jürgen T, Lange M, et al. Definition of an Automated Ve-
hicle with Autonomous Fail-Safe Reaction Behavior to Capture and
Deorbit Envisat. 7th European Conference on Space Debris. Darm-
stadt, Germany, 2017, 101

36 Biesbroek R, Innocenti L, Wolahan A, et al. e. Deorbit-ESA’s active
debris removal mission. Proc. 7th European Conference on Space
Debris, Darmstadt, Germany, 2017, 18-21

37 Caruso B, Mahendrakar T, Nguyen V M, et al. 3d reconstruction of
non-cooperative resident space objects using instant ngp-accelerated
nerf and d-nerf. arXiv preprint arXiv:2301.09060, 2023

38 Zhang H P, Liu Z Y, Jiang Z G, et al. BUAA-SID 1.0 Space Ob-
ject Image Dataset. Spacecraft Recovery & Remote Sensing, 2010,
31(04): 65-71

39 Card M F, Heard Jr W L, Akin D L. Construction and control of large
space structures. No. NASA-TM-87689, 1986. 1-20

40 Poirier C, Bataille M, Carazo A R, et al. NASA/GSFC.
OSAM-1: On-Orbit Servicing, Assembly, and Manufacturing-
1. Retrieved 02 26, 2021, https://www.nasa.gov/mission/
on-orbit-servicing-assembly-and-manufacturing-1/

41 Sedelnikov A V, Salmin V V. Modeling the disturbing effect on the
aist small spacecraft based on the measurements data. Scientific Re-
ports, 2022, 12(1): 1300

42 Wang D Y, Hu Q Y, Hu H D, et al. Review of autonomous relative
navigation for non-cooperative spacecraft. Control Theory & Appli-
cations(in Chinese), 2018, 35(10): 1392-1404

43 Opromolla R, Fasano G, Rufino G, et al. A review of coopera-
tive and uncooperative spacecraft pose determination techniques for
close-proximity operations. Progress in Aerospace Sciences, 2017,
93: 53-72

44 Ruel S, Luu T, Berube A. Space shuttle testing of the TriDAR 3D ren-
dezvous and docking sensor. Journal of Field robotics, 2012, 29(4):
535-553

45 Liu L J, Zhao G P, Bo Y M. Point cloud based relative pose estimation
of a satellite in close range. Sensors, 2016, 16(6): 824

46 Preusker F, Scholten F, Matz K D, et al. Topography of vesta from
dawn FC stereo images. European Planetary Science Congress 7. San
Francisco, USA, 2012

47 Shtark T, Gurfil P. Tracking a non-cooperative target using real-time
stereovision-based control: An experimental study. Sensors, 2017,
17(4): 735

48 Segal S, Carmi A, Gurfil P. Vision-based relative state estimation
of non-cooperative spacecraft under modeling uncertainty. 2011
Aerospace Conference. Big Sky, MT, USA, 2011. 1-8

49 Feng Q, Liu Y, Zhu Z H, et al. Vision-based relative state estimation
for a non-cooperative target. 2018 AIAA Guidance, Navigation, and
Control Conference. Kissimmee, Florida, 2018. 2101

50 Fourie D, Tweddle B E, Ulrich S, et al. Flight results of vision-based
navigation for autonomous spacecraft inspection of unknown objects.
Journal of spacecraft and rockets, 2014, 51(6): 2016-2026

51 Augenstein S. Monocular Pose and Shape Estimation of Moving Tar-
gets for Autonomous Rendezvous and Docking. Dissertation for the
Master Degree. California: Stanford University, 2011

52 Augenstein S, Rock S M. Improved frame-to-frame pose tracking
during vision-only SLAM/SFM with a tumbling target. 2011 IEEE
International Conference on Robotics and Automation. Shanghai,
China: IEEE, 2011. 3131-3138

53 Deng R, Wang D, E W, et al. Motion Estimation of Non-Cooperative
Space Objects Based on Monocular Sequence Images. Applied Sci-
ences, 2022, 12(24): 12625

54 Hao G T, Du X. Advances in optical measurement of position and
pose for space non-cooperative target. Laser and Optoelectronics
Progress(in Chinese), 2013, 50(8): 240-248

55 Liang B, He Y, Zou Y, et al. Application of time-of-flight camera for
relative measurement of non-cooperative target in close range. Jour-
nal of Astronautics(in Chinese), 2016, 37(9): 1080

56 Zhang S J, Cao X B, Zhang F, et al. Monocular vision-based iterative
pose estimation algorithm from corresponding feature points, Science
China Information Sciences, 2010, 53(8): 1682-1696

57 Hu H, Du H, Wang D, et al. Feature-extraction and motion-
measurement method for noncooperative space targets. SCIENTIA
SINICA Physica, Mechanica & Astronomica(in Chinese), 2022, 52:
214513

58 Zeng T, Li C X, Liu Q H, et al. Tracking with nonlinear measurement
model by coordinate rotation transformation. Science China Techno-
logical Sciences, 2014, 57(12): 2396-2406

59 Liang C X, Xue W C, Fang H T, et al. On distributed Kalman filter
based state estimation algorithm over a bearings-only sensor network.
Science China Technological Sciences, 2023, 66(11): 3174-3185

60 Mo Y, Jiang Z H, Li H, et al. A novel space target-tracking method
based on generalized Gaussian distribution for on-orbit maintenance
robot in Tiangong-2 space laboratory. Science China Technological
Sciences, 2019, 62(6): 1045-1054

61 Ning X, Chen P, Huang Y, et al. Angular velocity estimation us-
ing characteristics of star trails obtained by star sensor for spacecraft.
Science China Information Sciences, 2021, 64(1): 112209

62 Ruel S, English C, Anctil M, et al. 3DLASSO: Real-time pose estima-
tion from 3D data for autonomous satellite servicing. Proc. ISAIRAS
2005 Conference. Munich, Germany. 2005, 5(8)

63 Blais F, Picard M, Godin G. Accurate 3D acquisition of freely mov-
ing objects. 2nd International Symposium on 3D Data Processing,
Visualization and Transmission. Thessaloniki, Greece:IEEE, 2004.
422-429

64 Ma, Y. Research on proximity capture technology of failure space-
craft based on slam using lidar. Nanjing: Nanjing University of Aero-
nautics and Astronautics(in Chinese), 2018. 32-40

65 Cao X B, Zhang S J. An Iterative Method for Vision-based Relative
Pose Parameters of RVD Spacecraft. Journal of Harbin Institute of
Technology(in Chinese), 2005, 37(8): 1123-1126

66 Opromolla R, Fasano G, Rufino G, et al. Uncooperative pose esti-
mation with a LIDAR-based system. Acta Astronautica, 2015, 110:
287-297

67 Wang K, Liu H, Guo B, et al. A 6D-ICP approach for 3D recon-
struction and motion estimate of unknown and non-cooperative tar-
get. Chinese Control and Decision Conference. Yinchuan, China,
2016

https://digitalcommons.usu.edu/smallsat/2003/All2003/25/
https://digitalcommons.usu.edu/smallsat/2003/All2003/25/
https://www.nasa.gov/mission/on-orbit-servicing-assembly-and-manufacturing-1/
https://www.nasa.gov/mission/on-orbit-servicing-assembly-and-manufacturing-1/


20 Huilin Chen Sci China Tech Sci

68 Oumer N W, Kriegel S, Ali H, et al. Appearance learning for 3d pose
detection of a satellite at close-range. ISPRS Journal of Photogram-
metry and Remote Sensing, 2017, 125: 1-15

69 Shtark T, Gurfil P. Tracking a non-cooperative target using real-time
stereovision-based control: An experimental study. Sensors, 2017,
17(4): 735

70 Dor M, Tsiotrasp P. ORB-SLAM applied to spacecraft non-
cooperative rendezvous. 2018 Space Flight Mechanics Meeting.
Kissimmee, Florida, 2018. 1963

71 Sharma S, D’Amico S. Reduced-dynamics pose estimation for non-
cooperative spacecraft rendezvous using monocular vision. 38th AAS
Guidance and Control Conference. Breckenridge, Colorado, 2017. 2

72 Mu J Z, Wen K R, Liu Z M. Real-time pose estimation for slow rota-
tion non-cooperative targets. Navigation Position and Timing(in Chi-
nese), 2020, 7(6): 114-120

73 Ge D M, Wang D Y, Zou Y J, et al. Motion and inertial parame-
ter estimation of non-cooperative target on orbit using stereo vision.
Advances in Space Research, 2020, 66(6): 1475-1484

74 Peng J, Xu W, Yan L, et al. A Pose Measurement Method of a Space
Noncooperative Target Based on Maximum Outer Contour Recogni-
tion. IEEE Transactions on Aerospace and Electronic Systems, 2020,
56(1): 512-526

75 Liu K, Wang L, Liu H H, et al. A Relative Pose Estimation Method
of Non-Cooperative Space Targets. Journal of Physics: Conference
Series, IOP Publishing, 2022, 2228(1): 012029

76 He Y. Modeling and pose measuring of non-cooperative target based
on point cloud in close range. Harbin: Harbin Institute of Technol-
ogy(in Chinese). 2017: 5-12.

77 Li Y F, Wang S C, Yang D F, et al. Aerial relative measurement
based on monocular reconstruction of non-cooperation target. Chi-
nese Space Science and Technology(in Chinese), 2016, 36(5): 48-56

78 Dziura M, Wiese T, Harder J. 3D reconstruction in orbital proximity
operations. IEEE Aerospace Conference. Big Sky, MT, USA: IEEE,
2017. 1-10

79 Zhang H, Wei Q, Jiang Z. 3D reconstruction of space objects from
multi-views by a visible sensor. Sensors, 2017, 17(7): 1689

80 Stacey N, D’Amico S. Autonomous swarming for simultaneous nav-
igation and asteroid characterization. AIAA/AAS Astrodynamics
Specialist Conference. Snowbird, UT, 2018, 1

81 Dor M, Tsiotras P. ORB-SLAM applied to spacecraft non-cooperative
rendezvous. AAS/AIAA Space Flight Mechanics Meeting. Kissim-
mee, Florida, 2018. 1963

82 Wong X I, Majji M, Singla P. Photometric stereopsis for 3D recon-
struction of space objects. Handbook of Dynamic Data Driven Ap-
plications Systems, 2018: 253-291

83 Chen Z S, Zhang C, Su D, et al. 3D reconstruction of spatial non
cooperative target based on improved traditional algorithm. In 2021
4th International Conference on Algorithms, Computing and Artifi-
cial Intelligence (ACAI). Sanya, China, 2021. 1-6

84 Hu C, Wei M, Huang J, et al. A 3-D shape reconstruction strategy for
small solar system bodies with single flyby spaceborne radar. Earth
and Space Science, 2023, 10(4): e2022EA002515

85 Zeng F, Yi J, Wang L, et al. Point Cloud 3D Reconstruction of
Non-cooperative Object Based on Multi-satellite Collaborations. In
2023 3rd Asia-Pacific Conference on Communications Technology
and Computer Science (ACCTCS), 2023, 461-467

86 Dennison K, D’Amico S. Vision-based 3d reconstruction for naviga-
tion and characterization of unknown, space-borne targets. Austin,
TX, Jan, 2023

87 Moons T, Van Gool L, Vergauwen M. 3D reconstruction from multi-
ple images part 1: Principles. Foundations and Trends® in Computer
Graphics and Vision, 2010, 4(4): 287-404

88 Augenstein S. Monocular pose and shape estimation of moving tar-
gets for autonomous rendezvous and docking. San Francisco: Stan-
ford University, 2011

89 Takeishi N, Tanimoto A, Yairi T, et al. Evaluation of interest-region
detectors and descriptors for automatic landmark tracking on aster-
oids. Transactions of the Japan Society for Aeronautical and Space
Sciences, 2015, 58(1): 45-53

90 Lowe D G. Distinctive Image Features from Scale-Invariant Key-
points. International Journal of Computer Vision, 2004, 60: 91-110

91 Rublee E, Rabaud V, Konolige K, et al. ORB: An efficient alterna-
tive to SIFT or SURF. 2011 International Conference on Computer
Vision. Barcelona, Spain: IEEE, 2011. 2564-2571

92 Zhou Y, Kuang H Z, Mu J Z. Improved monocular ORB-SLAM for
semi-dense 3D reconstruction. Computer Engineering and Applica-
tions(in Chinese), 2021, 57(8): 180-184

93 Newcombe R A, Izadi S, Hilliges O, et al. Kinectfusion: Real-time
dense surface mapping and tracking. 2011 10th IEEE international
symposium on mixed and augmented reality. Basel, Switzerland:
IEEE, 2011. 127-136

94 Whelan T, Kaess M, Fallon M, et al. Kintinuous: spatially extended
KinectFusion. Robotics & Autonomous Systems, 2012, 34(4-5):
598-626

95 Whelan T, Leutenegger S, Salas-Moreno R F, et al. ElasticFusion:
Dense SLAM without a pose graph. Robotics: science and systems,
2015, 11: 3

96 Newcombe R A, Fox D, Seitz S M. Dynamicfusion: Reconstruc-
tion and tracking of non-rigid scenes in real-time. Proceedings of
the IEEE Conference on Computer Vision and Pattern Recognition
(CVPR). Piscataway, NJ: IEEE, 2015. 343-352

97 Kisantal M, Sharma S, Park T H, et al. Satellite pose estimation chal-
lenge: Dataset, competition design, and results. IEEE Transactions
on Aerospace and Electronic Systems, 2020, 56(5): 4083-4098

98 Sharma S. Pose estimation of uncooperative spacecraft using monoc-
ular vision and deep learning. Stanford University, Department of
Aeronautics & Astronautics, 2019

99 Beierle C R. High fidelity validation of vision-based sensors and al-
gorithms for spaceborne navigation. Stanford University, Department
of Aeronautics & Astronautics, 2019
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