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Abstract—PolSAR data presents unique challenges due to its
rich and complex characteristics. Existing data representations,
such as complex-valued data, polarimetric features, and amplitude
images, are widely used. However, these formats often face
issues related to usability, interpretability, and data integrity.
While most feature extraction networks for PolSAR attempt
to address these issues, they are typically small in size, which
limits their ability to effectively extract features. To overcome
these limitations, we introduce the large, powerful Segment
Anything Model (SAM), which excels in feature extraction
and prompt-based segmentation. However, SAM’s application
to PolSAR is hindered by modality differences and limited
integration of domain-specific knowledge. To address these
challenges, we propose the Polarimetric Scattering Mechanism-
Informed SAM (PolSAM), which incorporates physical scattering
characteristics and a novel prompt generation strategy to enhance
segmentation performance with high data efficiency. Our approach
includes a new data processing pipeline that utilizes polarimetric
decomposition and semantic correlations to generate Microwave
Vision Data (MVD) products, which are lightweight, physically
interpretable, and information-dense. We extend the basic SAM
architecture with two key contributions: The Feature-Level Fusion
Prompt (FFP) module merges visual tokens from the pseudo-
colored SAR image and its associated MVD, enriching them with
supplementary information. When combined with a dedicated
adapter, it addresses modality incompatibility in the frozen SAM
encoder. Additionally, we propose the Semantic-Level Fusion
Prompt (SFP) module, a progressive mechanism that leverages
semantic information within MVD to generate sparse and dense
prompt embeddings, refining segmentation details. Experimental
evaluation on the newly constructed PhySAR-Seg datasets shows
that PolSAM outperforms existing SAM-based models (without
MVD) and other multimodal fusion methods (with MVD). The
proposed MVD enhances segmentation results by reducing data
storage and inference time, outperforming other polarimetric
feature representations. The source code and data will be publicly
available at https://github.com/XAI4SAR/PolSAM.

Index Terms—PolSAR terrain segmentation, segment anything
model, physical scattering characteristic, prompt-based fusion
learning.
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Fig. 1. (a) Different input representations of PolSAR data and their
corresponding attributes, including lightweight (Lw), physical interpretability
(Phys. i.), and information integrity (Inf. int.), are explored. (b) Scattering
mechanisms depict polarization characteristics with physical interpretability
and exhibit a strong correlation with semantic information. (c) Original SAM
architecture; (d) Our PolSAM model.

I. INTRODUCTION

POLARIMETRIC Synthetic Aperture Radar (PolSAR)
provides rich polarization features, enabling detailed

terrain and ground target representation for applications like
land-cover segmentation with enhanced accuracy and feature
discrimination [1], [2]. Recently, deep learning-based methods
for PolSAR image segmentation have gained traction, typi-
cally reformatting PolSAR data into specific input types and
designing tailored neural networks to extract both image and
polarimetric features [3], [4], [5], [6]. Common representations
include complex-valued inputs [7], model-based polarimetric
features [8], [9], [6], and amplitude images [10], processed us-
ing architectures like complex-valued neural networks (CVNNs)
[11], [12], convolutional neural networks (CNNs) [3], [6],
[4], Transformers [13], and graph neural networks (GNNs)
[14], [15]. However, these input formats face challenges in
usability, interpretability, and data integrity, while these models
are relatively small, limiting their representational capacity.

As illustrated in Fig. 1(a), complex-valued inputs retain the
complete information of PolSAR data but require significantly
high storage capacity. Furthermore, their processing necessitates
the use of specialized CVNNs, which introduces additional
computational complexity and weakens interpretability. This
constraint also limits the applicability of existing large-scale
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vision models, as they are typically designed to handle real-
valued data, making the integration of complex-valued inputs
more challenging. Model-based polarimetric features enhance
the interpretability of complex-valued PolSAR data, allowing
for effective integration with popular deep learning architectures
such as CNNs, Transformers, and GNNs, however, these
features are also high-dimensional. The most widely used
format is the 8-bit quantized amplitude PolSAR image, aligned
with photographic conventions for compatibility with existing
deep learning models. Nevertheless, this approach sacrifices
the rich polarimetric features, leading to significant information
loss. Investigating a user-friendly input format for PolSAR data
that retains integrated polarimetric information is vital in deep
learning applications.

In PolSAR image segmentation, the challenges discussed
above are further intensified by the limited availability of
data. This limitation is particularly pronounced in networks
with fewer parameters, as they often fail to extract sufficient
information from the input data. A common solution is to
transfer knowledge from pre-trained models [16], but the high
dimensionality of polarimetric features often makes them in-
compatible with standard image representations [17]. Although
CVNNs have twice the number of parameters compared to
traditional real-valued networks, the lack of effective pre-trained
models limits their utility. In data-scarce scenarios, CVNNs
often struggle to converge, further undermining their practical
applicability [18], [19]. While various advanced architectures
have been proposed to mitigate these challenges, the inherent
limitations of small network sizes hinder their ability to
effectively extract relevant features. Additionally, the diversity
of PolSAR datasets, variations in scattering mechanisms, and
differences in imaging conditions complicate the development
of models capable of delivering robust performance across
diverse scenarios [6].

To address these challenges, this work focuses on designing
an efficient input format for PolSAR data that integrates Pauli
pseudo-colored images with inherent scattering properties of
PolSAR, preserving the core polarimetric features crucial for
analysis. Previous studies [13], [20] have demonstrated the
critical role of scattering mechanisms in PolSAR analysis. As
shown in Fig. 1(b), we optimize the scattering properties into
a compact image format, reducing storage requirements while
providing intuitive physical interpretability. Moreover, specific
scattering patterns basically correspond to particular land cover
categories, highlighting a strong correlation with semantic
label information. With this foundation, we aim to create a
generalized segmentation framework for PolSAR image that
leverages the robust capabilities of existing large vision models.
This approach seeks to bridge the gap between the unique
characteristics of PolSAR data and the good generalization
ability of advanced large vision models, enabling broader
applications and improved usability for non-expert users.

Building on these insights, we introduce the Segment
Anything Model (SAM) [21], as shown in Fig. 1(c). First, SAM
leverages its large-scale architecture and robust data processing
capabilities to achieve efficient and precise segmentation across
diverse image content, making it a promising pre-trained
foundation model for PolSAR applications. Second, SAM’s

prompt-based segmentation mechanism effectively incorporates
high-level external prompts, guiding the model to focus on
relevant features. This capability is particularly well-suited
for compact, high-level scattering mechanism data, providing
semantic guidance to enhance segmentation accuracy.

Overall, we propose the Polarimetric Scattering Mechanism-
Informed SAM (PolSAM). We first introduce a novel data
product, Microwave Vision Data (MVD), which represents
compact scattering mechanism classifications. Based on the
above description, MVD is lightweight, physically interpretable,
and information-dense. Then, to integrate physical scattering
properties into SAM, we use two key modules, as shown in
Fig. 1(d). The Feature-Level Fusion Prompt (FFP) module first
merges patch embeddings from the Pauli decomposition-based
pseudo-colored image and MVD, enhancing their interaction
before feeding into the SAM encoder. Dedicated adapters
in each encoder layer address modality incompatibility in
the frozen SAM encoder, fostering feature complementarity.
The Semantic-Level Fusion Prompt (SFP) module, second,
refines semantic guidance for segmentation through a two-
stage process. First, it integrates input features with encoder
outputs; then, it aligns the fused representations with high-level
semantic prompts, boosting segmentation performance.

Our contributions are as follows:
1) We propose a novel processing pipeline for PolSAR

data, focusing on generating user-friendly, physically
interpretable, and information-dense MVD products. These
lightweight data products effectively leverage the strong
correlation between scattering mechanisms and semantics
to assist in terrain segmentation of PolSAR data.

2) We propose PolSAM, a SAM-based PolSAR segmentation
method that combines PolSAR domain-specific knowledge
with SAM’s strengths to improve efficiency and accuracy.
PolSAM includes FFP, which fuses Pauli pseudo-colored
images and MVD embeddings for better feature comple-
mentarity, and SFP, which uses a two-level design to refine
semantic prompts through enhanced input and high-level
semantic feature interaction.

3) Experiments on two newly constructed PhySAR-Seg
datasets confirm that PolSAM outperforms existing SAM-
based models and multimodal fusion methods. The sparse
and dense prompts generated by our approach capture
essential semantic relevance, delivering precise guidance
for segmentation tasks. Additionally, the integration of
MVD reduces data storage requirements, offering a
more efficient alternative to conventional polarimetric
representations.

II. RELATED WORKS

A. Deep learning based PolSAR image analysis

Deep learning techniques have become essential in PolSAR
image analysis, leveraging their advanced information pro-
cessing capabilities to improve segmentation performance [3],
[4], [5], [6]. Currently, widely used methods include CNNs
or Transformer-based architectures, graph neural networks
(GNNs), and complex-valued neural networks (CVNNs). The
inputs processed by these methods can be broadly classified
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into three categories: complex-valued data, model-based po-
larimetric features, and simple amplitude data.

As shown in Fig. 1(a), ”✓” denotes an affirmative indicator,
”✕” denotes a negative indicator. Complex-valued data is mainly
processed using CVNNs [7], [11], [12]. Clearly, this approach
satisfies information integrity (Inf. int.), but it requires high
storage and computational resources, making it not lightweight
(Lw), while also lacking physical interpretability (Phys. i.).
Polarimetric features (Pol. feature), which mainly include Pauli
decomposition-based features [8], [22], polarization coherence
matrix T [9], [23], [24], [17], polarization covariance matrix
C [6], [25], and scattering features extracted from traditional
polarization decomposition methods such as Cloude-Pottier,
H/A/Alpha decomposition, Freeman-Durden three-component
decomposition, and Yamaguchi four-component decomposition,
provide physically interpretable and relatively rich information.
These features enhance the ability of deep learning models to in-
terpret PolSAR data [26], [27], [28] . However, they are remain
high-dimensional, resulting in high storage and computational
costs, making them not lightweight. In comparison, amplitude
data, typically represented as 8-bit quantized grayscale images
or pseudo-colored images visualized using different polarization
modes (HH, HV, VH), is lightweight but suffers from significant
information loss and lacks physical interpretability [10]. In
summary, these methods face challenges in simultaneously
achieving lightweight representation, physical interpretability,
and information richness.

Polarimetric features and amplitude data formats can both
be processed using networks such as CNNs, Transformers,
and GNNs. CNNs and Transformers aim to capture funda-
mental structural and texture details by enhancing polarization
feature representation through advanced techniques [3], [6],
[4], [29], [13], [24]. GNNs optimize spatial relationships in
PolSAR images by modeling complex spatial dependencies and
integrating multi-scale information [30], [27], [31]. Although
CNN-based methods effectively utilize polarization features
and GNNs capture spatial correlations, these networks often
require task-specific designs and training from scratch, limiting
their scalability and generalization compared to more general
models. Additionally, their computational efficiency still needs
improvement.

It is worth noting that existing deep learning models do
not directly process the classification results of scattering
mechanisms but instead focus on scattering features extracted
by traditional decomposition methods. The MVD product
we propose represents the classification results of scattering
mechanisms, providing higher-level physical information that
not only offers better physical interpretability but also has a
strong correlation with semantic information. As shown in Fig.
1(a), ours, which combines MVD with Pauli pseudo-colored
images, achieves a lightweight, user-friendly representation
while preserving physical interpretability and information
integrity.

B. SAM Implementation in Segmentation

The SAM model has demonstrated considerable success in
segmentation tasks, primarily due to its large model size, which

enables powerful feature extraction and broad applicability.
Additionally, its flexible prompt-based segmentation mechanism
allows it to effectively handle external high-level prompt
information [32], [33], [34], [35]. This versatility has driven
adoption across diverse domains, including natural images [33],
[32], [36], medical imaging [34], [35], [37], [38], [39], and
remote sensing [40], [41], [42], [43]. In medical imaging and
remote sensing, where modality differences necessitate tailored
approaches, researchers have adapted SAM with specialized
adapter techniques [34], [41], [10]. Further refinements, such
as integrating text prompts within segmentation modules,
have also enhanced its performance [37]. For natural images,
innovations explore the use of a multi-modal encoder that
combines visual and linguistic information to generate prompt
embeddings [44], while PA-SAM [45] introduces a prompt-
driven adapter to enhance SAM’s mask quality by refining
sparse and dense prompt features. Altogether, these adaptations
highlight SAM’s capacity for domain-specific adjustments,
extending its applications across diverse image types.

PolSAR data’s scattering mechanism classification results
are high-level compared to polarimetric and scattering features,
and SAM’s strengths are well-suited to address the challenges
we previously outlined. However, despite many of the above
methods effectively adjusting SAM, it still faces challenges
when applied to PolSAR images, mainly due to modality differ-
ences and the inability to integrate domain-specific knowledge.
For this, our model introduces two specialized prompt learning
modules: one enhances feature complementarity through early-
stage fusion of SAR and MVD embeddings, while the other
generates precise sparse and dense prompts through a two-level
fusion of features and semantic context, effectively guiding the
decoder in the segmentation process.

Results of the initial 
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Fig. 2. Data processing pipeline: unsupervised GD-Wishart classification,
MVD generation through re-clustering of scattering mechanisms, and semantic
annotation, illustrated with the PhySAR-Seg-1 dataset.

III. PHYSAR-SEG DATASET

Current PolSAR datasets either rely on quantized amplitude
images and pseudo-colored polarization feature images, which
lack rich scattering characteristics and physical interpretability,
or store complex information, leading to high storage demands.
To address these challenges, we propose a novel PolSAR
image processing pipeline for constructing the PhySAR-Seg
dataset. This dataset is designed to preserve the physical
scattering mechanisms in PolSAR images, ensuring both phys-
ical interpretability and information integrity, while providing
user-friendly, storage-efficient data with strong correlation to
meaningful semantic information.
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Fig. 3. Visualization of the PhySAR-Seg-1 dataset, including the pseudo-colored image, MVD, semantic label, MVD legend, and semantic legend. The white
dashed lines on the pseudo-colored image divide the dataset into train, val, and test sets.

The main innovation in this pipeline is the construction
of Microwave Vision Data (MVD), which is defined as a
novel representation of PolSAR data. It reflects physical
interpretability scattering mechanism and its visual attributes
for intuitive understanding. MVD offers several advantages
over traditional PolSAR image datasets. First, MVD offers
lightweight storage, ensuring high efficiency for large-scale data
processing, making it user-friendly. Second, it is both visually
and physically interpretable, offering an intuitive visualization
of electromagnetic features and a representation of scattering
mechanisms with distinct physical meaning. By combining
MVD with Pauli pseudo-colored images, we create a more
comprehensive dataset. These attributes enhance the efficiency
of the PhySAR-Seg dataset, offering deeper insights into both
object and terrain characteristics. Details of the processing
pipeline and dataset are provided below.
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Fig. 4. Semantic label clustering of data PhySAR-Seg-1.

A. PhySAR-Seg Dataset Processing Pipeline

The dataset processing pipeline involves three key steps:
(1) Polarimetric decomposition and unsupervised GD-Wishart

classification of PolSAR images; (2) MVD generation by
re-clustering the physical scattering mechanisms based on
semantic correlations; and (3) Manual annotation. Fig. 2
illustrates the entire process, using the PhySAR-Seg-1 dataset
as an example.

In the first step, the pseudo-colored image is generated from
the original single look complex (SLC) data through the Pauli
decomposition algorithm, where three components are extracted
and assigned to the RGB channels, respectively [46]. Then,
the SLC data is processed using the GD-Wishart classification
algorithm [47], yielding initial clustering results. The targets
are categorized into three classes: odd-bounce, double-bounce,
and volume. Notably, in practical experiments, double-bounce
scattering is relatively rare, represented by only one class, while
the other categories are further divided into five sub-classes
each.

To make MVD more closely aligned with semantic infor-
mation, we re-cluster the scattering classes. Without altering
the primary scattering mechanism categories, we re-group
the sub-classes within each category based on their semantic
correlations. Apart from the three fundamental scattering types,
the dataset may include mixed classes and an ’others’ category.
The ’others’ category often contains pixels that lack fixed
scattering characteristics, typically appearing at boundaries.
We then color the classes based on the final clustering results,
visualize the data, and save it. This process allows us to generate
MVD, which offers a compact yet informative representation
of physical scattering mechanisms. MVD efficiently supports
large-scale data processing while providing a clear and intuitive
visualization of the electromagnetic properties of objects and
terrain. By preserving the physical meaning of these scattering
mechanisms, MVD not only optimizes storage and processing
but also enhances the clear physical interpretability of the
dataset for further analysis.
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B. Datasets Description

Based on the Dataset Processing Pipeline outlined above,
we constructed two PhySAR-Seg datasets, each comprising
pairs of pseudo-colored and MVD images. These datasets
are lightweight, physical interpretable, with scattering mech-
anisms that have clear physical meanings and exhibit certain
correlations with semantic information. Their comprehensive
representation capabilities provide a solid foundation for
evaluating our proposed method, ensuring that the segmentation
model can be effectively trained and assessed on diverse and
meaningful data.

The PhySAR-Seg-1 dataset is sourced from [48]. For our
experiments, we use the L, S, C, and X bands, all covering
the same geographic region. The L, S, and C bands have a
resolution of 0.5 m, while the X band has a resolution of 1.0
m. Fig. 3 provides an overview of the dataset, showcasing
the pseudo-colored images, MVD, and label maps, along with
both the MVD and semantic legends. In the MVD legend,
colors within the same hue represent consistent scattering types,
with lighter shades corresponding to higher SPAN values. The
semantic legend displays the proportions of the five final terrain
classes, clearly illustrating their distribution across the dataset.
Initially, the dataset contains 14 land cover types, which we
merge into five categories: urban surfaces, water, buildings,
barren land, and vegetation, as shown in Fig. 4. A brief note
is that we calculate the MVD for each of the four bands.
Upon comparison, the X band shows the best performance.
Since all bands cover the same region and capture similar
scattering mechanisms, we register the X-band MVD to the
other three bands to generate the final result. The segmented
dataset comprises 2,866 image pairs of pseudo-colored MVD,
each with 512 × 512 pixels. We divide the data from each band
into training, validation, and test sets in a 6:2:2 ratio, following
the dashed lines shown in Fig. 3. This approach ensures that
data from the same geographic region in different bands is
allocated to the same set, preventing any overlap between the
training, validation, and test sets.

The PhySAR-Seg-2 dataset is sourced from [49] and is based
on spaceborne C-band data. We also obtain MVD according
to the method in Fig. 2, and labels are obtained through
manual annotation, resulting in a total of seven categories

excluding the background. Fig. 5 provides an overview of
the dataset, including pseudo-colored images, MVD, and their
corresponding semantic labels. Due to the limited number of
samples in the dataset, we only partition the data into a training
set and a validation set in a 6:4 ratio, as indicated by the dashed
line in the figure. Given the substantial presence of water in
the dataset, we strategically remove pure water samples from
the segmented 512 × 512 images to maintain a balance among
categories. After this adjustment, 1,110 images remain, with
668 allocated to the training set and 442 to the validation set.
The semantic legend clearly indicates the category distribution
before and after processing.

IV. THE PROPOSED METHOD

A. Revisiting SAM

The SAM introduces an innovative prompt-based architecture
for diverse segmentation tasks. It consists of three main
components: the image encoder (fEnc), the prompt encoder
(fPE), and the mask decoder (fDec). The image encoder extracts
high-dimensional feature maps from the input image, which
serve as the foundation of SAM’s segmentation capability.
The prompt encoder plays a key role by accepting flexible
inputs, such as sparse prompts (Isparse, e.g., points or bounding
boxes), dense prompts (Idense, e.g., masks), and text. These
prompts guide the model to focus on specific regions of interest
and are transformed into embeddings that integrate with the
image features. Finally, the mask decoder fuses both the sparse
and dense embeddings with the image features to produce
the final segmentation mask. This approach enables SAM to
handle diverse segmentation challenges effectively without
task-specific fine-tuning. It is a versatile and robust solution
for a wide range of scenarios. This can be mathematically
represented as follows:

Fimg = fEnc(I),

Ps,Pd = fPE(Isparse, Idense),

M = fDec(Fimg,Ps,Pd),

(1)

where I represents the input image, Fimg is the image feature
map extracted by the image encoder. Ps, Pd represent the
sparse prompt embeddings and dense prompt embeddings. M
is the final segmentation mask produced by the mask decoder.
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information interaction, guiding the segmentation task. By leveraging domain-specific knowledge of PolSAR data, PolSAM achieves enhanced segmentation
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Building on the success of SAM in the segmentation field, we
adopt its image encoder and mask decoder as the backbone of
our segmentation network, keeping the encoder frozen. Inspired
by SAM’s prompt-based mechanism, which relies on geometric
prompts such as points, boxes, or masks, we propose a novel
approach that autonomously generates semantic prompts. By
incorporating domain-specific cues, our method produces both
sparse and dense semantic prompts, enabling the model to
effectively leverage task-specific and data-specific information
for enhanced segmentation performance. The detailed structure
is described below.

B. PolSAM Overview

The overview of our proposed PolSAM is illustrated in Fig.
6. We adopt the SAM image encoder (fEnc) and mask decoder
(fDec), keeping their original structures unchanged. Pseudo-
colored images offer rich texture details and strong visual
representation, while MVD captures scattering mechanisms
and conveys semantic information. To effectively exploit
and integrate these data-specific features, we propose the
Feature-Level Fusion Prompt (FFP) module, placed before
the image encoder to fuse features from both inputs for a
more comprehensive representation. Additionally, to address
data modality incompatibility and better adapt the encoder
to PolSAR data, we introduce trainable adapter modules into
each layer of the frozen image encoder, enhancing feature
representation and segmentation performance.

To provide effective semantic prompts to the decoder, we
designed a progressive Semantic-Level Fusion Prompt (SFP)
module. Each level targets different aspects of key information,
enabling nuanced semantic integration. The process is described
by the following equations:

Ffused = fEnc(fFFP(I1, I2)),

Ps,Pd = fSFP(I1, I
′
2),

M = fDec(Ffused,Ps,Pd),

(2)

where, fFFP and fSFP represent the FFP and SFP modules,
respectively. I1 denote the pseudo-colored image, I2 and I ′2
represent MVD in RGB and one-hot form respectively. In the
following sections, we will analyze each module in details.

C. Feature-Level Fusion Prompt

The design of FFP follows the concept proposed in [50],
where a lightweight module with convolutions is inserted
into the beginning of the image encoder. In this context, the
pseudo-colored image and MVD image are denoted as I1 and
I2, respectively, with their corresponding patch embeddings
represented by z1 and z2. Given the distinct characteristics of
these two inputs, z1 is closely related to local details and texture
in the image, while z2 reflects the scattering mechanism, which
is more related to semantic information. Therefore, enhancing
the spatial resolution of z1 is essential to emphasize local
details, whereas z2 undergoes direct dimensionality reduction
to retain its global semantic features.
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Fig. 7. Detailed design of module FFP.

Specifically, as shown in Fig. 7, FFP first takes z1 and
z2 as input and performs dimension reduction using 1×1
convolutions to obtain the latent features for each input. The
latent features of z1 are then processed with a Softmax
activation across spatial dimensions to emphasize important
regions, followed by a multiplication operation to enhance
those areas. Subsequently, the fusion features are projected back
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to their original dimension using 1×1 convolutions, yielding
the initial fusion prompt at the feature level. Here, we use
g1(·), g2(·), and g3(·) to represent the three convolution layers.
Therefore, the fusion prompt can be derived as:

PF = fFFP(z1, z2)

= g3(g1(z1)⊙ Softmax(g1(z1)) + g2(z2)).
(3)

D. Adapter-Equipped Image Encoder

The previous PF is then added by z1 and z2 to input to the
pre-trained image encoder. The encoder backbone is frozen
during training and we apply the adapter technology proposed
in [34] within each layer of the image encoder to adapt the
feature extraction. In this way, the fusion prompt and the
adapters are learned to satisfy the complementarity of different
inputs by fine-tuning only a few parameters. Thus, we can
detail the acquisition of Ffused as presented in Equation (2):

Ffused = fEnc(PF, z1, z2). (4)
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Fig. 8. Detailed design of the proposed SFP: PS ∈ RN×C and PD ∈
RH×W×C represent sparse prompts and dense prompts, respectively.

E. Semantic-Level Fusion Prompt

Inspired by SAM’s promptable mechanism, we propose
a novel SFP module. This module automatically generates
sparse and dense prompt embeddings to provide semantic guid-
ance for segmentation. The SFP module features a two-level
progressive structure aimed at optimizing feature integration
and enhancing semantic representation. This design ensures a
balanced extraction of unique and complementary information
from different inputs, leading to a refined understanding that
enriches the segmentation process. By progressively refining
feature interactions, the SFP module significantly improves
the model’s ability to generate precise and contextually aware
segmentation results.

First, the pseudo-colored images I1 are processed using a
basic convolutional block and two pooling layers to obtain the
feature embedding F1, which is represented by f1

FE(·), as shown
in Fig. 6. Considering the strong correlation between MVD and
semantic labels, for MVD, we directly adopt the CNN network
from the SAM prompt encoder used for processing mask

prompts. This layer sequentially downsamples the input through
three convolution layers, with intermediate normalization and
activation functions, reducing the input channels and mapping
the final output to the target embedding dimension. To ensure
that the semantic prompts are not affected by color encoding,
we directly use the one-hot form of the MVD, denoted as
I ′2. We then obtain the feature embedding F2, represented by
f2

FE(·). The features F1 and F2 have the same dimension as
Ffused. The above can be denoted as:

F1 = f1
FE(I1), F2 = f2

FE(I
′
2). (5)

The proposed SFP is a progressive process, with two levels
implemented using a shared module. To clarify, we denote them
as SFP-1 and SFP-2. As shown in Fig. 6, each level of the
SFP module receives three inputs, denoted as fSFP(x1, x2, x3).
The inputs of the SFP-1 are the single input embedding F1

and F2, together with the fused feature from encoder Ffused.
It outputs the initial sparse and dense prompt P(1)

S,D. Then, to
make the semantic prompts more specific, SFP-2 combines
the single-input features and the fusion features in an additive
manner, and interacts with the semantic features Fatt after the
mask decoder attention layer to generate the final sparse and
dense prompt P(2)

S,D, PS ∈ RN×C and PD ∈ RH×W×C . The
process can be denoted as:

P
(1)
S/D = fSFP(F1,F2,Ffused),

P
(2)
S/D = fSFP(Ffused + F1,Ffused + F2,Fatt),

(6)

The details of SFP is shown in Fig. 8. Given three arbitrary
inputs of x1, x2, x3 ∈ RC×H×W , the channel feature split is
applied to obtain two feature groups with identical dimen-
sions of RC×H×W , denoted as [Tm

1 , Tm
2 , Tm

3 ], [Tn
1 , T

n
2 , T

n
3 ],

respectively. It is realized by a linear layer to increase the
dimension from C to 2C. By exchanging the query and value,
two groups of enhanced features can be obtained with cross-
attention modules, denoted as [v1, v2] and [u1, u2], with the
dimension of HW × C. Then, the sparse prompt and dense
prompt are generated separately with the following operations:

PS = Norm(Linear1(0.5(v1 + u1) + DimTrans(x1)))

PD = Norm(Linear2(Concat(v2, u2)) + DimTrans(x2)),
(7)

where Norm(·), Concat(·), and DimTrans(·) denote the normal-
ization, concatenation, and dimension transformation, respec-
tively. The linear mappings Linear1(·) and Linear2(·) aim to
map the dimension from HW to N , from 2C to C, respectively.

From the above descriptions, we can find that SFP module
aims to fuse different inputs interactively so that the information
is enriched to a certain extent. The two cross-attention modules
consider different inputs as the query to obtain the attention
weight for feature enhancement. In the SFP-1, F1, F2, and
Ffused are corresponding to x1, x2, and x3. To this end, u1 and
u2 demonstrate that the fusion features for segmentation(Ffused)
is enhanced by the single-input features, while v1 and v2
indicate the remarkable single-input features concerned by
fusion information. The initial sparse and dense semantic
prompts pass through the cross-attention module in the mask
decoder to output Fatt, which represents high-level semantic
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TABLE I
COMPARISON OF POLSAM PERFORMANCE ON THE PHYSAR-SEG-1 DATASET: METHODS ABOVE THE DASHED LINE ARE SAM-BASED, AND THOSE BELOW
ARE MULTIMODAL. METRICS INCLUDE PER-CATEGORY IOU AND OVERALL PERFORMANCE. BEST RESULTS ARE IN BOLD, SECOND-BEST UNDERLINED,

AND COMPLETE POLSAM IS MARKED IN RED

Models IoU Per Category (%) Overall Metrics (%)
BK Urban surfaces Water Building Barren land Vegetation mAcc mF1 score mIoU

HQ-SAM[36] 22.05 4.92 10.76 1.05 1.01 27.34 31.49 25.70 11.19
SAM-LST[35] 32.26 60.20 79.60 57.80 54.73 66.14 72.72 72.70 58.45

Personalize-SAM[32] 44.65 65.12 83.99 60.93 73.29 69.8 78.26 79.39 66.30
Mobile-SAM[33] 22.91 52.09 77.28 42.85 44.24 55.62 64.18 64.84 49.17
RSAM-Seg[41] 49.55 69.32 85.63 66.15 74.60 73.23 81.18 81.67 69.75

PolSAM(w/o MVD) 51.22 69.64 86.45 68.98 78.52 76.21 82.62 83.37 71.84
MMSFormer[51] 46.19 68.79 85.14 63.35 67.57 72.64 79.52 80.03 67.28

SFAF-MA[52] 54.29 73.03 87.56 69.41 77.07 76.99 83.67 84.33 73.06
GMNet[53] 45.41 65.11 50.03 53.05 65.16 70.74 75.96 75.62 58.25
CMX[54] 36.52 65.07 46.87 63.58 64.5 60.18 69.15 73.24 56.12
LSNet[55] 28.87 59.83 79.45 53.69 47.04 57.07 67.55 72.76 54.49

PolSAM(w/ MVD) 55.44 73.97 87.97 69.62 78.66 75.65 83.70 84.71 73.55

TABLE II
COMPARISON OF POLSAM PERFORMANCE ON THE PHYSAR-SEG-2 DATASET

Models IoU Per Category (%) Overall Metrics (%)
BK Montain Vegetation Developed I-urban H-urban L-urban Water mAcc mF1 score mIoU

HQ-SAM[36] 7.91 15.89 0.77 0.11 0.00 6.88 7.98 44.71 29.69 21.88 10.53
SAM-LST[35] 29.22 78.26 18.27 15.55 27.44 32.67 47.75 93.38 74.19 58.29 42.82

Personalize-SAM[32] 28.61 65.63 14.68 5.74 1.74 32.06 47.06 94.62 70.24 50.39 36.27
Mobile-SAM[33] 28.86 68.54 13.18 5.91 1.98 33.98 50.74 93.87 70.76 49.07 37.13
RSAM-Seg[41] 28.11 73.45 12.47 11.24 17.99 33.32 35.64 94.58 68.59 56.38 38.35

PolSAM(w/o MVD) 35.00 77.15 21.07 16.27 34.16 35.08 50.91 92.76 74.31 59.03 45.30
MMSFormer[51] 30.84 72.00 14.28 8.60 0.00 37.93 44.60 93.80 72.24 51.51 37.75

SFAF-MA[52] 32.78 81.39 17.74 12.39 5.82 33.28 52.62 94.54 74.49 52.69 41.32
GMNet[53] 31.75 82.73 24.75 16.17 11.08 36.39 55.23 95.22 77.31 60.92 44.17
CMX[54] 29.21 73.12 14.20 22.02 2.14 36.93 41.32 94.90 69.75 53.84 39.23
LSNet[55] 27.70 75.36 18.31 0.12 19.93 29.06 46.14 94.06 70.68 53.11 38.83

PolSAM(w/ MVD) 34.83 75.88 22.63 18.13 30.76 42.43 54.57 93.31 76.47 61.40 46.55

features. To this end, in the SFP-2, u1, u2 and v1, v2 indicates
the result of the mutual enhancement between the fusion
information and high-level semantic features.

The significance of the SFP module lies in its ability
to enhance feature representation through interactive fusion,
progressively refining semantic prompts. This ensures that
critical details from each input are preserved while enriching
the overall feature space. Furthermore, the mutual enhancement
between fused information and high-level semantic features
further refines the model’s understanding of feature semantics,
leading to improved segmentation results.

F. Loss Function

The feature embedding of single and fused inputs are then
added together as the input of mask decoder, as well as the
sparse and dense semantic prompt. Finally, the segmentation
result y can be obtained as:

y = fDec(F1,F2,Ffused,PS/D). (8)

Based on extensive experimental comparisons, we use the
cross-entropy loss function for the PhySAR-Seg-1 dataset,
which is defined as:

LCE = −
N∑
i=1

yi log(ŷi), (9)

where yi, ŷi are the true label and predicted probability for
class i, and N is the number of samples.

For PhySAR-Seg-2 dataset, where the class distribution is
more unbalanced, we adopt the focal loss function to calculate

the loss. The weight for each category is the inverse of its
proportion in the dataset, enhancing the model’s focus on
harder-to-classify, less frequent categories. The focal loss is
given by:

LFL = −
N∑
i=1

wi(1− ŷi)
γyi log(ŷi), (10)

where wi = 1
pi

is the weight for class i (with pi being the
proportion of class i), γ is the focusing parameter to down-
weight easy examples, yi is the true label, and ŷi is the predicted
probability for class i.

V. EXPERIMENTS AND DISCUSSIONS

This section proceeds as follows: a description of the
experimental configuration, results analysis and discussion,
including metric comparisons and the interpretation of visual-
ization outcomes. Subsequent detailed analyses are presented,
encompassing the ablation studies on module design, an
evaluation of the effectiveness of semantic prompts along with
a hyperparameter analysis of sparse semantic prompts, and
discussions on the effectiveness of MVD.

A. Experimental Settings

Implementation Details. The pre-trained ViT-B model in
SAM is applied as our encoder backbone. And we load the
pre-trained parameters of prompt encoder and mask decoder.
The framework is trained with AdamW optimizer, where
the hyperparameters of β1 and β2 are set to 0.9 and 0.999,
respectively. The batch size and the epoch number are set to 12
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Fig. 9. Comparison of IoU metrics for each category across different models on two datasets. The left side corresponds to the PhySAR-Seg-1 dataset, and the
right side corresponds to the PhySAR-Seg-2 dataset.

and 350, respectively. The starting learning rate is set to 0.001.
Warming-up is applied at the beginning of the 4% training
process, and then the learning rate undergoes exponential decay
with a factor of 0.9 as the number of epochs increases. The
experiments are carried out with a single NVIDIA 4090Ti
GPU.
Evaluation Metrics. Following existing methods, we apply
three common overall metrics to evaluate the results of the
semantic segmentation, including mean pixel accuracy (mAcc),
mean F1 score (mF1 score), and mean intersection over union
(mIoU). Additionally, for each class, we use the IoU as the
evaluation metric.

B. Comparison With State-of-the-art Methods

The results of PolSAM are compared with ten state-of-the-art
(SOTA) image segmentation methods for each dataset. We use
only the pseudo-colored images as input, denoted as PolSAM
(w/o MVD), in comparison with five SAM-based methods,
including those using optical [36], [35], [33], [32] and remote
sensing images [41], since the original SAM is designed to
accept only a single input. In addition, as our method utilizes
two inputs, we also compare it with five multimodal fusion
algorithms [51], [52], [53], [54], [55]. The comparison results
are reported in Table I and Table II. The following is a detailed
description of the results of the experiment.
Evaluation Metrics. For PhySAR-Seg-1 dataset, as shown
in Table I, PolSAM outperforms other advanced SAM-based
methods designed for both natural images and remote sensing
data. Specifically, our method PolSAM(w/o MVD) surpasses
the best-performing method, RSAM-Seg [41], with improve-
ments of 1.44% in mAcc, 1.7% in mF1 score, and 2.09% in
mIoU. Furthermore, when compared with other multimodal fu-
sion approaches, PolSAM demonstrates significant superiority,
achieving SOTA performance.

For PhySAR-Seg-2 dataset, as shown in Table II, the
SAM-LST method [35] achieves the best performance among

the SAM-based approaches, with an mIoU of 42.82%. In
comparison, the proposed PolSAM (w/o MVD) achieves
45.30%, showing an improvement of 2.48%. Since the SAR
data is significantly different from natural and optical remote
sensing images, existing SAM-based models struggle to achieve
optimal performance. When compared to multimodal fusion
methods, PolSAM achieves a 0.48% higher mF1 score and a
2.38% improvement in mIoU over the GMNet approach [53],
demonstrating its effectiveness in handling diverse data inputs.

Additionally, the metrics for each category of the two
datasets are visualized in Fig. 9, providing a clear comparison
of the results. The blue bars represent our PolSAM(w/o
MVD) method, corresponding to the blue-themed SAM-based
approaches, while the red bars indicate our PolSAM(w/ MVD)
method, aligned with the red-themed multimodal methods. Our
methods demonstrate three key strengths. First, both PolSAM
(w/ MVD) and PolSAM (w/o MVD) consistently outperform
other methods across most categories. Second, PolSAM (w/
MVD) generally delivers better overall performance than Pol-
SAM (w/o MVD), highlighting the advantage of incorporating
MVD. Finally, for the PhySAR-Seg-1 dataset, our method
achieves the best results across nearly every category. For the
PhySAR-Seg-2 dataset, particularly in the urban class where
double-bounce scattering is dominant but the class proportion
is small, our method demonstrates significant improvements
compared to other approaches. This indicates that, even in
challenging scenarios, effectively leveraging MVD information
can substantially enhance segmentation accuracy.

Visualization. Fig. 10 showcases the visualization of segmenta-
tion outcomes for the PhySAR-Seg-1 dataset, comparing SAM-
based and multimodal fusion-based methods. Similarly, Fig. 11
presents the segmentation result visualizations for the PhySAR-
Seg-2 dataset. It can be seen that PolSAM has obtained the
most refined segmentation results among those methods. Note
that the MVD image provides distinct physical properties of
terrain, which depict high-level semantic information better than
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Pseudo-color  MVD Label Mobile_SAM SAM_LST Person_SAM RSAM-seg   CMX GMNet LSNet  MMSFormer SFAF-MA 
PolSAM

(w/o MVD) 

PolSAM

(w/ MVD) 

Fig. 10. Visualization of segmentation results on the PhySAR-Seg-1 dataset: each row displays a randomly selected image from the test set, while each
column shows results from different models.

Pseudo-color  MVD Label Mobile_SAM SAM_LST Person_SAM RSAM-seg   CMX GMNet LSNet  MMSFormer SFAF-MA 
PolSAM

(w/o MVD) 

PolSAM

(w/ MVD) 

Fig. 11. Visualization of segmentation results on the PhySAR-Seg-2 dataset: each row displays a randomly selected image from the test set, while each
column shows results from different models.

pseudo-colored images. On the contrary, the pseudo-colored
image contains richer texture information than MVD. The
multi-input complementarities in feature and semantic level are
clearly reflected. The proposed PolSAM can explicitly leverage
the semantic information with the fusion prompt, which is used
to hint the decoder for better segmentation.

Through a comparison of the red-boxed details in the figure,
PolSAM demonstrates a strong capability in capturing edge
information between different terrain classes in segmentation
results. LSNet [55], which incorporates edge constraints to
preserve boundary information during training, outperforms
several comparative methods that do not utilize such constraints.
However, given the inherent limitations of PolSAR data, includ-
ing speckle noise and indistinct edges in certain terrain classes,
its results remain somewhat unsatisfactory. In contrast, our
method achieves better results by more effectively leveraging

semantic information to guide the segmentation process, leading
to clearer edges and improved overall accuracy.

C. Ablation Studies on Module Design

We perform comprehensive module ablation studies on both
datasets to assess the efficacy of the modules. As shown in Table
III, we first define the baseline model as the original SAM that
takes the pseudo-colored SAR image as the input and only train
the mask decoder part. The following models, M1 to M5, all
take two inputs. Compared to our method PolSAM (w/ MVD),
M2, M3, and M1 are designed to validate the effectiveness of
the adapter, FFP, and their combined impact, respectively. It can
be seen that the adapter in the PolSAM encoder has a significant
influence of the model performance, and the proposed FFP can
also improve the result to a certain extent. The effectiveness of
the proposed progressive SFP can be verified by comparing the
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TABLE III
ABLATION STUDIES ON MODULE DESIGN OF POLSAM ON PHYSAR-SEG-1 AND PHYSAR-SEG-2

Data Encoder Decoder PhySAR-Seg-1(%) PhySAR-Seg-2(%)
MVD Adapter FFP PE1/2 SFP-1 SFP-2 mAcc mF1 score mIoU mAcc mF1 score mIoU

Baseline ✗ ✗ ✗ ✗ ✗ ✗ 70.83 71.42 56.49 63.48 43.29 32.05
M1 ✗ ✗ 72.83 73.96 59.55 70.77 55.38 41.00
M2 ✗ 75.41 76.51 62.76 74.63 57.21 43.20
M3 ✗ 82.37 83.44 71.33 74.94 59.78 45.38
M4 ✗ ✗ ✗ 80.64 81.71 69.58 72.26 53.38 40.62
M5 ✗ 81.24 82.30 70.10 73.17 57.77 41.61
PolSAM(w/o MVD) ✗ 82.62 83.37 71.84 73.69 59.69 45.30
PolSAM(w/ MVD) 83.70 84.71 73.55 76.47 61.40 46.55

Label

Pauli

MVD

Ours

PolSAM

(w/o SFP-2) 

Fig. 12. Qualitative segmentation results on the PhySAR-Seg-1 dataset: each row displays a randomly selected image from the test set, while each column
compares the outputs of different models.

performance of M4. The implementation of the SFP module
enhances the overall performance of the model, as evidenced by
the results. Compared to M4, our method enhances performance
by 3.97% on the PhySAR-Seg-1 dataset, while on the PhySAR-
Seg-2 dataset, the enhancement is 5.93%.

To validate the effectiveness of the progressive design of the
SFP module, we conducted an additional ablation study on SFP-
2, referred to as M5. The visualization results on the PhySAR-
Seg-1 dataset are presented in Fig. 12. Our method, PolSAM
(w/ MVD), which integrates SFP-2, significantly outperforms
the version without SFP-2, especially in the details highlighted
by the red box. It is important to note that the labels in the last
column of images are incomplete; however, our results still
accurately predict the same semantic categories as the original
images. This indicates that the progressive design effectively
enhances the interaction between multi-input features and high-
level semantic features, enriching the semantic information
embedded in the fusion prompt.

To further demonstrate the validity of our proposed method,
we conducted an ablation study on the MVD. In the PolSAM
(w/o MVD) experiment, we replaced the MVD with pseudo-
colored images. Despite this modification, PolSAM (w/o
MVD) still shows significant improvements over the baseline,
achieving mIoU increases of 15.35% on the PhySAR-Seg-1
dataset and 8.64% on the PhySAR-Seg-2 dataset, illustrating
the soundness of our overall model design. However, when

compared to PolSAM (w/ MVD), PolSAM (w/o MVD) falls
short. PolSAM (w/ MVD) achieves even greater mIoU increases
of 17.06% on PhySAR-Seg-1 and 9.89% on PhySAR-Seg-
2 compared to the baseline, highlighting that the MVD,
representing the scattering mechanism, provides valuable
multidimensional information that enhances segmentation
performance, particularly in capturing details.

D. Discussions on Semantic prompt

The Effectiveness of Semantic Prompts. To verify the
effectiveness of the proposed SFP, we analyze the learned
ultimate sparse and dense prompt embeddings at the semantic
level on the PhySAR-Seg-1 dataset, namely P

(2)
S ∈ RN×256

and P
(2)
D ∈ R32×32×256, where N denotes the number of sparse

prompts. These embeddings reflect semantic prompts associated
with class information and mask information, respectively.
To better illustrate the semantic prompt, the dense prompt
embedding P

(2)
D is averaged along the channel dimension,

yielding VD ∈ R32×32 for visualization. As shown in the
second row of Fig. 13(a), VD clearly highlights the semantic
map corresponding to the annotated mask. Additionally, we mul-
tiply the sparse prompt embedding P

(2)
S by the dense prompt

embedding P
(2)
D and average along the channel dimension to

obtain the class-aware dense prompt visualization map VS,D.
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Fig. 13. (a) Visualization of labels, dense prompt embedding VD, and class-aware dense prompt embedding VS,D. (b) Visualization of class-specific fusion
prompt embedding Vi

S,D, where i corresponds to channels labeled 1–6 in the figure, representing both the channel and category indices. Pseudo-colored
images I1, MVD I2, and corresponding labels are shown above.

TABLE IV
ABLATION STUDY ON THE NUMBER OF SPARSE PROMPTS (SP)

No. of SP mAcc mF1 score mIoU

3 83.40 84.07 72.68
6(classes) 83.70 84.71 73.55
2 * 6 82.34 83.12 71.42
4 * 6 83.43 84.29 73.01
10 * 6 83.07 83.78 72.25
20 * 6 83.37 84.28 73.06

Notably, the class-aware prompt reveals more discriminative
semantics, as illustrated in the third row of Fig. 13(a).

In our experiments, the number of sparse prompt C is set
to the number of semantic class. Consequently, we visualize
C class-specific fusion prompt maps denoted as Vi

S,D, i =
1, ..., C in Fig. 13(b) for discussion. It can be observed that the
class-specific fusion prompt map shows significant correlation
with each class. The results illustrate the explicit semantic
meanings of the learned fusion prompt, which play an important
role to guide the decoder to learn the segmentation result.
Sparse Prompt Parameter Selection. Note that the number of
sparse prompts N reflects the degree of semantic correlation.
Consequently, we conducted ablation experiments to analyze
its impact on model performance. As shown in Table IV, we
explored six different values of N , each being a multiple of
the number of categories in the dataset. This experiment was
performed on the PhySAR-Seg-1 dataset, where the model
achieved the best performance when N = 6, which matches
the number of classes. However, when N was increased
significantly to 10 or 20 times the number of categories, the
network’s parameter count grew, but the performance metrics
did not consistently improve. This indicates that an excessively
large N leads to parameter redundancy, while a value of
N smaller than the number of classes can cause semantic
confusion. Therefore, we infer that the sparse prompt is closely
linked to semantic information, enabling the semantic-level
fusion prompt to align semantically during training, which
ultimately enhances segmentation results.

E. Discussions on Effectiveness of MVD.
Utilizing MVD offers two notable benefits. Initially, the

complex information is transformed into a compact format

TABLE V
ABLATION EXPERIMENT ON PHYSICAL INFORMATION INPUT FORMS IN THE

PHYSAR-SEG-2 DATASET

Metrics Inputs: H/A/Alpha(α)[56] T[57]

(%) None H/A/α T(6) T(9) H/A/α T MVD

BK 29.53 33.93 33.74 32.20 32.68 34.83
Montain 64.25 74.96 66.87 63.28 65.59 75.88

Vegetation 13.23 19.90 17.81 10.34 15.02 22.63
Developed 9.21 23.12 15.48 18.21 19.73 18.13

I-urban 0.01 15.12 15.57 19.66 11.93 30.76
H-urban 18.98 31.68 26.21 20.56 31.30 42.43
L-urban 30.65 46.83 43.43 42.59 42.36 54.57
Water 90.51 91.81 94.15 93.55 93.74 93.31
mAcc 63.48 72.81 69.29 65.11 69.51 76.47

mF1 score 43.29 57.34 56.02 51.59 52.82 61.40
mIoU 32.05 42.25 39.14 37.53 39.05 46.55
FPS 26.63 22.42 12.81 7.20 5.68 18.74

Memory(GB) - 6.49 12.99 19.46 25.9 0.049

through a series of processing stages. This process allows the
data to visually represent the scattering mechanism, effectively
conveying the physical information in a way that is intuitively
understandable for humans, while also being highly correlated
with semantic information. Additionally, MVD requires only
a small amount of memory, significantly reducing the storage
needed for complex data and improving efficiency in data
loading and preprocessing for neural networks.

To validate the effectiveness of MVD, we conducted experi-
ments comparing different polarimetric decomposition features
as substitutes for MVD in the PolSAM. The results, shown in
Table V, evaluate the performance of four feature combinations,
primarily based on the H/A/Alpha decomposition method [56]
and the polarization coherence matrix (T ). We compared the
performance metrics, frame per second (FPS), and data memory
usage against these alternative decomposition methods.

The H/A/Alpha decomposition method [56] is used to
analyse scattering mechanisms in PolSAR data. The entropy
(H) and alpha angle (α) are calculated using the eigenvalues and
eigenvectors of the coherency matrix. This allows for the char-
acterisation of surface, double-bounce, and volume. The entropy
(H) is calculated using the formula [H = −

∑3
i=1 pi log3(pi)],

where pi represents the probabilities associated with the
eigenvalues. The alpha angle (α) is calculated using the formula
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Fig. 14. Impact of physical information input forms on IoU per category in
the PhySAR-Seg-2 dataset.

[α =
∑3

i=1 piαi], where αi represents the corresponding scat-
tering mechanism angles. This technique offers the benefit of
offering a comprehensive explanation of scattering mechanisms,
but it may be restricted by its susceptibility to noise and the
assumption of simplistic scattering models, which may not
accurately represent more complex ground features.

The polarization coherence matrix T is derived from the Pauli
scattering vector under the reciprocity condition and represents
the fully polarimetric information in PolSAR imaging [57].
The matrix is given by:

T =

T11 T12 T13

T21 T22 T23

T31 T32 T33

 = kPk
H
P ,

where kP = 1√
2

[
SHH + SVV SHH − SVV 2SHV

]T
is the

Pauli scattering vector and kH
P is its conjugate transpose. The

elements Tij are the entries (i, j) of the matrix T , and SHV

denotes the rescattered return of the horizontal transmitting
and vertical receiving polarizations. The polarization coherence
matrix T is a symmetric matrix, meaning its upper triangular
elements can fully represent its polarimetric features. As
a result, the decomposition of T yields nine components:
T11, T22, and T33 (the diagonal elements representing the
power in each polarization channel), Re[T12], Im[T12] (the real
and imaginary parts of the cross-polarization components),
Re[T13], Im[T13] (additional cross-polarization components),
and Re[T23], Im[T23] (remaining cross-polarization compo-
nents).

The real parts of these upper triangular elements form the
six-channel T(6) dataset, as shown in the third column of Table
V. The full set of real and imaginary components together
constitute the nine-channel T(9) dataset, represented in the
fourth column. Additionally, the H/A/Alpha T(12) approach
in the fifth column combines the three channels from the
H/A/Alpha decomposition with the nine-channel data from the
T decomposition, resulting in a comprehensive twelve-channel
dataset.

The comparison results in the table first demonstrate the
effectiveness of the PolSAM architecture, as all four meth-
ods incorporating different polarimetric information show
improvements over the baseline, confirming the validity of
the model. Furthermore, when comparing these methods to our
approach using MVD, the advantages of incorporating MVD
become even more evident. Our MVD approach, compared
to the second-best method, H/A/Alpha decomposition, shows
clear improvements in evaluation metrics, with increases of
3.66% in mAcc, 4.06% in mean F1 score, and 4.3% in mIoU.
These results clearly demonstrate that integrating MVD further
enhances segmentation performance, highlighting the added
value it brings to the PolSAM architecture.

To further evaluate the effectiveness of our method, we
conducted a detailed analysis of IoU metrics for each class in
the PhySAR-Seg-2 dataset. The results, presented in Table V
and visualized in Fig. 14, show that our method using MVD
achieves the best results across most classes, particularly for the
urban class, which is characterized by double-bounce scattering
and has the lowest overall proportion in the dataset.

For loading a batch of 668 image pairs, our method reduces
the loading time by 16.52 seconds, 57.11 seconds, and 82.07
seconds compared to the T(6), T(9), and H/A/Alpha T(12)
approaches, respectively. In terms of data storage, MVD
occupies only 49 MB of memory, representing just 0.755%,
0.377%, 0.252%, and 0.189% of the capacity utilized by the
other four methods. These results highlight the clear advantages
of MVD, making it a highly efficient and effective option for
polarimetric data processing.

VI. CONCLUSION

In this study, we proposed PolSAM, a novel segmentation
framework designed for PolSAR image analysis. PolSAM
utilizes the Microwave Vision Data (MVD) representation,
which encodes scattering characteristics into a lightweight and
interpretable format, offering both visual and physical insights.
By integrating features from pseudo-colored SAR images
and MVD, PolSAM effectively combines complementary
information to guide the segmentation process. The framework
incorporates a FFP module for the initial integration of features,
supported by an adapter to align representation spaces and
address feature differences. Additionally, the SFP module
refines segmentation through multi-level feature interactions,
enabling the effective incorporation of semantic and physical
scattering characteristics. Together, these components enable
PolSAM to achieve efficient and accurate segmentation while
maintaining high interpretability.

In the future, we aim to explore more robust methods to
enhance the adaptability of large models to SAR data for
improved utilization efficiency. Additionally, considering the
rich physical scattering characteristics inherent in PolSAR data,
we will investigate approaches to further enhance segmentation
results for PolSAR images.
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