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Abstract

The rapid evolution of Vision Language Models (VLMs)
has catalyzed significant advancements in artificial intelli-
gence, expanding research across various disciplines, in-
cluding Earth Observation (EO). While VLMs have en-
hanced image understanding and data processing within
EO, their applications have predominantly focused on im-
age content description. This limited focus overlooks
their potential in geographic and scientific regression tasks,
which are essential for diverse EO applications. To bridge
this gap, this paper introduces a novel benchmark dataset,
called REO-Instruct to unify regression and generation
tasks specifically for the EO domain. Comprising 1.6
million multimodal EO imagery and language pairs, this
dataset is designed to support both biomass regression and
image content interpretation tasks. Leveraging this dataset,
we develop REO-VLM, a groundbreaking model that seam-
lessly integrates regression capabilities with traditional
generative functions. By utilizing language-driven reason-
ing to incorporate scientific domain knowledge, REO-VLM
goes beyond solely relying on EO imagery, enabling com-
prehensive interpretation of complex scientific attributes
from EO data. This approach establishes new performance
benchmarks and significantly enhances the capabilities of
environmental monitoring and resource management.

1. Introduction

Earth Observation (EO) data has become a essential re-
source for diverse scientific research, crucial in areas such
as ecological monitoring [2], weather forecasting [18], dis-
aster response and population dynamics analysis [3]. These
researches require not only a thorough understanding of im-
age content but also precise regression of the real-world sci-
entific attributes they represent [5, 6]. Regression, in this
context, involves modeling the relationship between envi-
ronmental metrics and relevant features, enabling accurate
predictions and deeper insights into complex geospatial or

Figure 1. Motivations of VLMs for EO regression. (a). Hierarchi-
cal structure of VLM capabilities: From basic perception tasks
to higher-order reasoning tasks; (b). Advantages of VLM for
EO regression tasks: By integrating scientific domain knowledge
with EO image data, VLMs overcome the information bottleneck
of traditional image-only regression models, enabling deeper in-
sights and improved scientific reasoning; (c). Interplay between
regression and generation tasks: Using AGB estimation as an
example, the intrinsic link between regression and generation tar-
gets allows collaborative processing in a unified framework, en-
hancing prediction accuracy and reliability.

ecological processes.
Against this backdrop, the emergence of Vision Lan-

guage Models (VLMs) [1, 13, 19, 21] offers promising di-
rections for advancing EO analysis. As illustrated in Fig-
ure 1(a), existing VLM applications in EO primarily focus
on perception tasks (e.g., detection) and generation tasks
(e.g., text-based descriptions). However, the potential of
VLMs for scientific regression tasks, such as predicting en-
vironmental attributes, has received limited attention, de-
spite its essential role in EO applications.

This work investigates the potential of VLMs for sci-
entific regression in EO, with a focus on Above Ground
Biomass (AGB) estimation [9, 23], a critical ecological in-
dicator. As illustrated in Figure 1(b), VLMs offer unique
advantages, such as the ability to integrate multimodal EO
data and incorporate domain knowledge to enhance regres-
sion accuracy. For instance, understanding the underlying
land cover distribution and related characteristics improves
AGB predictions. Figure 1(c) illustrates the intrinsic re-
lationships between regression targets (e.g., AGB values)
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and generation goals (e.g., land cover classification). De-
spite the potential of jointly modeling regression and gener-
ation tasks to enhance prediction accuracy, fully harnessing
VLMs for scientific regression requires addressing several
key technical challenges:

• Inadequate data representation and training signals:
The pretraining data and objectives of VLMs are usually
language-focused, not optimized for learning fine-grained
numeric relationships, making it challenging to bridge the
gap between rich input features and precise numeric out-
puts.

• Symbolic output vs. continuous values: VLMs gener-
ate discrete tokens rather than directly modeling contin-
uous numerical values. They focus on semantic mean-
ing while overlooking the mathematical aspects, making
it challenging to achieve precise and stable regression re-
sults

• Error accumulation in multi-step generation: Numeric
values are often represented as multiple tokens. Any pre-
diction error in one token can propagate through the se-
quence, undermining the accuracy of the final numerical
result.

• Lack of direct numeric optimization: VLMs are typi-
cally trained to predict the next token rather than mini-
mize a numeric loss function. Without tailored optimiza-
tion objectives, they struggle to produce accurate and re-
liable regression predictions.

To address these challenges, this paper introduces a new
benchmark dataset, REO-Instruct, the first unified bench-
mark for regression and generation tasks in EO. We further
propose REO-VLM, a novel VLM designed to unify scien-
tific regression and generative capabilities. In summary, our
contributions include:

• Exploration of VLMs for multimodal EO data pro-
cessing: We conducted the first exploration of using
VLMs for AGB regression from multimodal EO data,
demonstrating their potential to decode complex scien-
tific attributes and advance environmental monitoring and
resource management.

• Creation of REO-Instruct: We constructed REO-
Instruct, the first unified dataset for regression and gener-
ation tasks in EO. It contains 1.6 million multimodal EO-
language pairs, including RGB, multispectral, and SAR
images, enabling joint learning of regression and genera-
tive tasks.

• Development of REO-VLM: We proposed REO-VLM,
a unified VLM that integrates scientific regression and
generative capabilities in a single model, representing a
novel approach in the EO research community.

Table 1. Comparison of recent methods across different tasks. LM
represents large model, SM represents small model. Text means
using language input or not. M-task, Reg., Cls. Cnt. denote multi-
task, regression, classification and counting.

Method LM/SMTextM-taskReg.Cls.VQACnt.

Niconet [9] SM × × ✓ × × ×
Contextformer [5] SM × × ✓ × × ×
TorchSpatial [28] SM × ✓ ✓ ✓ × ✓
SRMS [6] LM ✓ × ✓ × × ×
LHRS-bot [17] LM ✓ ✓ × ✓ ✓ ×
GeoChat [8] LM ✓ ✓ × ✓ ✓ ×
REO-VLM LM ✓ ✓ ✓ ✓ ✓ ✓

2. Related Work

2.1. VLMs for EO

VLMs in EO can be broadly categorizing into two main
streams: Contrastive VLMs and Conversational VLMs[32].

Contrastive VLMs primarily take both text and images
as inputs and produce a similarity measure between them.
This similarity is important for applications such as image-
text retrieval and zero-shot scene classification. Models
like RemoteCLIP [12], GRAFT [16], and SkyScript [27]
leverage contrastive learning mechanisms to enhance cross-
modal understanding by aligning feature representations of
images and text. These works primarily focus on improving
modality interaction and integration.

Conversational VLMs also process text and images as
inputs but output textual responses, harnessing the pow-
erful linguistic capabilities of LLMs to support tasks like
caption generation and visual question answering. These
models typically comprise three main components: a pre-
trained visual encoder, a pre-trained LLM, and a modal-
ity interface that connects them. The visual encoder func-
tions similarly to the human eye, receiving and preprocess-
ing optical signals. The LLM, akin to the human brain,
understands these processed signals and performs reason-
ing tasks. The interface serves to align the visual and lin-
guistic modalities. Models like RSGPT [7], GeoChat [8],
SkyEyeGPT [29], EarthGPT [30], LHRS-Bot [17], RS-
CapRet [24], H2RSVLM [20], RS-LLaVA [4], and Sky-
SenseGPT [14] demonstrate the versatility and potential of
conversational VLMs in diverse EO downstream tasks.

These VLM models have mainly focused on enhancing
the understanding and description of image content, with
limited exploration of scientific regression tasks, as shown
in Table 1. Nonetheless, their contributions provide valu-
able insights for extending VLM capabilities in EO-related
research.
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2.2. Visual Language Datasets for EO
Training VLMs for EO requires specialized image-text
datasets, which are typically developed in two main ways:
creating datasets from scratch and expanding existing EO
datasets.

Creating datasets from scratch involves sourcing raw
EO data and pairing it with annotations. For instance,
RSGPT [7] created 2,500 high-quality RSI-text pairs with
manual captioning by experts. GRAFT [16] linked ground-
level image captions from social media with RSIs using ge-
ographical tags, obtaining a large dataset without manual
captioning. SkyScript [27] and LHRS-Align [17] utilized
OpenStreetMap to generate captions, with LHRS-Align fur-
ther leveraging the language-only LLM Vicuna-v1.5 for
caption production based on geographic features.

Expanding existing EO datasets involves transforming
existing annotations into textual descriptions. For instance,
RemoteCLIP [12] converted object detection annotations
into image captions using textual templates, significantly
increasing the available training data. Similarly, Earth-
GPT [30] adopted a similar template-based approach. The
RS5M [31] dataset, currently the largest with 5 million
RSIs, employed BLIP2 to generate captions, selecting the
best variants using CLIP. GeoChat [8] constructed question-
answer pairs by describing target characteristics, which
were subsequently processed by a language-only LLM. Ad-
ditionally, SkyEyeGPT [29] combined object detection and
VQA datasets to create a multitask dialogue instruction
dataset.

These datasets set strong benchmarks for tasks like
image captioning, VQA, and visual grounding, focusing
mainly on interpreting image content. However, despite
laying a solid foundation for future research, they still un-
derutilize the potential of multimodal EO data collected
from diverse sensors, particularly in addressing scientific
regression challenges.

2.3. Regression in EO: Emphasizing AGB Estima-
tion

Regression tasks play a key role in EO, enabling essen-
tial scientific applications across climatology, ecology, and
geophysics. Recent advances in the computer vision com-
munity have driven significant progress in EO-related re-
gression tasks [5, 6, 28]. Common tasks include species
range estimation, geospatial vegetation forecasting, popula-
tion density regression, forest cover prediction, nightlights
intensity estimation, elevation mapping, and notably, above
ground biomass (AGB) estimation [9, 23].

Several methods have emerged targeting these tasks by
leveraging multimodal data and advanced learning models.
For instance, Vitus et al.[5] introduced GreenEarthNet, a
high-resolution vegetation forecasting dataset, along with
the deep learning model Contextformer. Similarly, LE-

SINR[6] integrates geolocations, species data, and textual
descriptions into a unified framework for zero-shot species
range estimation. Table 1 summarizes recent methods based
on model size, language integration, and task-specific capa-
bilities in EO applications.

Given the diverse range of EO regression tasks, this pa-
per focuses on AGB estimation as a key entry point for
exploring the potential of VLMs in scientific regression.
AGB [15] represents the total mass of biomass above the
soil, typically measured in dry weight per unit area (e.g.,
grams per square meter or tons per hectare). As an essen-
tial ecological indicator, AGB plays a vital role in assessing
forest carbon stocks, evaluating ecosystem health, and mon-
itoring biodiversity.

Accurate AGB estimation is inherently challenging due
to its reliance on complex environmental and anthropogenic
factors. Vegetation type exerts a primary influence, as
biomass density varies significantly across forests, grass-
lands, and agricultural lands. Additional influencing factors
include forest age, human activity, climatic conditions, and
soil quality. Classic AGB regression models typically rely
on satellite imagery [10, 11, 22], complemented by ground-
truth data for model training and validation.

However, relying solely on EO imagery for AGB regres-
sion faces inherent information bottlenecks, as some key
environmental and anthropogenic factors may be underrep-
resented. Incorporating domain-specific knowledge or in-
termediate interpretation results as textual inputs or embed-
dings could unlock new possibilities for deeper understand-
ing and reliable prediction.

3. REO-Instruct Benchmark

3.1. Motivation
Developing a unified EO-VLM capable of addressing
both scientific regression tasks and image content de-
scription holds substantial scientific and industrial signif-
icance. Benchmarks designed for EO-based regression
tasks are primarily built on image-only modalities, lack-
ing language-based annotations that could enhance mod-
els’ reasoning capabilities. This limited modality design
restricts the potential for incorporating domain knowledge
and contextual understanding, which are crucial for com-
plex regression tasks. Meanwhile, multimodal datasets de-
signed for EO-VLMs always target perception, descrip-
tion and generation tasks, while overlooking scientific
regression-oriented challenges.

To fill this gap, we introduce the REO-Instruct bench-
mark, a large-scale, multimodal, and text-enriched dataset
tailored for advancing EO-VLM research. It serves as
a unified benchmark for model training, fine-tuning, and
evaluation, enabling comprehensive assessments of both
semantic understanding and scientific regression tasks in
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Figure 2. Image examples and prompt suite statistics of REO-Instruct benchmark. (a). Some image screenshots in RGB modality; (b).
Word cloud to visualize word distribution of our prompt suites.

EO. By combining rich multimodal inputs with text anno-
tations, REO-Instruct enables both perception-driven and
knowledge-driven generation and regression, supporting
comprehensive model learning and inference.

3.2. Data Collection Principles
To ensures the dataset is comprehensive and representative,
we follow these three main principles:
• Sufficient and necessary EO image modalities: The se-

lected EO image modalities must provide enough geospa-
tial and spectral features, which are essential for pre-
cise forecasting into surface and vegetation characteris-
tics. This rule ensures that the visual information is rich
but not redundant, supporting accurate visual content de-
scription and AGB regression.

• Balanced, diverse, and representative EO image data:
The EO image data should be as balanced, diverse, and
representative as possible, covering various land cover
types, AGB values, human influences, and geographic
distributions to build generalizable models.

• Scientific and domain knowledge in text annotations:
Text annotations must incorporate scientific and domain-
specific knowledge relevant to description and regression
tasks, such as land cover, vegetation types, and human ac-
tivity, to enhance semantic depth and prediction accuracy.

3.3. Overview of REO-Instruct
REO-Instruct benchmark leverages the AGBD dataset [23],
which encompasses imagery collected during the years
2019-2020. Inspired by prior work [10, 11, 22], the pro-
posed benchmark includes three types of EO data: multi-
spectral (MS) images, RGB three-channel optical images,
and Synthetic Aperture Radar (SAR) images. The multi-
spectral data comes from Sentinel-2 L2A, covering 13 spec-
tral bands at a 10-meter spatial resolution. We extracted
bands [4,3,2] from each multispectral image to create cor-
responding RGB image. The SAR data originates from

ALOS-2 PALSAR-2 products, featuring two bands at a 25-
meter resolution. Images from different modalities have
been spatially aligned, resulting in 25×25-pixel patches
corresponding to a 250m×250m observation area.

These EO images captured by different sensors are fur-
ther enriched with domain-specific text annotations, lever-
aging land cover data and the GEDI AGB data to establish
text annotation. REO-Instruct benchmark comprises a sig-
nificant volume of image-text pairs, with 1.6 million pairs
in training set and approximately 36K pairs in testing set.
Figure 2 shows image examples and prompt suite statistics
of the proposed REO-Instruct benchmark.

3.4. Text Annotations in REO-Instruct
To generate the textual component of our dataset, we utilize
ChatGPT-4o1, guided by a carefully designed prompt that
ensures the inclusion of pertinent domain knowledge. As
shown in Figure 3, the text annotations in the REO-Instruct
benchmark cover several crucial aspects:
• Land Cover Classification: The text annotations pro-

vide detailed descriptions of land cover types based on
the Copernicus Global Land Cover Layers. Each image is
assigned to one of the land cover classes, such as Closed
forest, evergreen needleleaf forest, Shrubs, and Cultivated
and Managed Vegetation/Agriculture (Cropland). These
labels enable models to learn vegetation structures, land
cover compositions, and spatial patterns critical for eco-
logical and environmental analysis. A complete list of
more than 20 land cover categories and their distributions
in REO-Instruct can be found in the Supplementary Ma-
terial.

• Ecological Patch Counting: The annotations provide es-
timates of the number of ecological patches within each
observed area. An ecological patch is defined as a contin-
uous land cover unit with distinct ecological characteris-

1This work invoked ChatGPT-4o, also known as GPT-4o, using Ope-
nAI’s official API.
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Figure 3. Screenshots of some image-texts annotation pairs in REO-Instruct benchmark.

tics, such as vegetation type, land use, or habitat features.
This annotation reflects vegetation richness and fragmen-
tation, where a higher number of patches indicates greater
biodiversity and land cover complexity, offering critical
ecological insights.

• VQA-Human Activity Monitoring: This part of an-
notations include questions and answers about human-
made features like urban structures, agricultural fields.
These annotations discuss the potential impact of hu-
man activities on natural landscapes, facilitating the study
of human-environment interactions such as urban expan-
sion, irrigated farming, and deforestation-driven land-use
change.

• Above Ground Biomass Regression: The text annota-
tions also provide quantitative ground-truth estimates of
the Above-Ground Biomass (AGB) in the corresponding
image areas. These values allow models to connect tex-
tual descriptions with visual inputs, enabling direct su-
pervision for biomass regression tasks and supporting ad-
vanced multimodal learning frameworks. Readers may
refer to the supplementary for more details about AGB
value distribution.
By integrating comprehensive textual annotations that

include land cover properties, the number of ecological
patches, human activity indicators, and direct AGB values,
the REO-Instruct benchmark not only supports the develop-
ment of models for AGB prediction but also enhances their
capability to interpret and analyze EO data effectively. This
benchmark is structured to advance the state of the art in EO
analytics, leveraging both visual and textual data to foster a
deeper understanding of ecological dynamics and human-
environment interactions.

3.5. Prompt Design
To guide ChatGPT-4o in generating the most relevant an-
swers while ensuring diversity in the responses, we have

carefully designed a large number of prompts. For instance,
to ensure the accuracy of land cover category descriptions,
we restrict the responses to be selected from a predefined set
of available categories. To ensure the diversity of questions
and answers, we have set up more than 100 templates. Each
conversation is generated by randomly selecting a template,
while also introducing new variations to create unique re-
sponses. In addition, we categorize the questions to ensure
that the regression head is invoked at the appropriate time.
Meanwhile, the generation head does not produce irrelevant
content, which could interfere with the regression head’s
decision-making. To fully utilize the data, we ensure that
each image generates multiple types of question-answer di-
alogues. During training, one dialogue type is randomly
sampled from various categories.

3.6. Challenges for VLMs in REO-Instruct
Heterogeneity of multimodal visual inputs: REO-Instruct
encompasses a range of multimodal EO data, including op-
tical and SAR imagery, each capturing distinct facets of
the Earth’s surface through fundamentally different sens-
ing mechanisms. Optical images encode reflectance values
in the visible or multispectral domain, providing intuitive,
camera-like views of ground features. In contrast, SAR im-
ages measure radar backscatter, yielding intensity and tex-
ture patterns shaped by object geometry, material proper-
ties, and radar illumination. Integrating such heterogeneous
modalities poses significant challenges for the encoder. The
model should learn to effectively fuse these disparate fea-
ture spaces, balancing the rich, visually interpretable pat-
terns found in optical data with the often less intuitive,
geometry-driven signatures of SAR imagery. Achieving
this alignment demands a robust cross-modal representation
strategy capable of extracting complementary information,
mitigating modality-specific noise, and establishing a co-
herent latent space from which joint regression and genera-
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Figure 4. Overall framework of proposed REO-VLM. G head and R head denote generation and regression heads respectively. R-Proj is
reverse projection module, which is in charge of pulling useful information generated by LLM from language level to image level, jointly
performing regression process. During fine-tuning, three parts marked with fire are updated.

tion tasks can be performed accurately.
Misalignment between numeric regression and symbolic
generation mechanisms: VLMs are always good at pro-
ducing discrete tokens from a fixed vocabulary, excelling
at semantic and contextual reasoning. In contrast, regres-
sion tasks demand mapping input features onto continuous
numeric spaces with fine-grained precision. Generating a
number is inherently different from producing a word, yet
language models treat both as sequences of tokens from a
finite set. As a result, relying on token-based generation for
numeric outputs leads to instability, limited accuracy, and
difficulties in achieving tight numeric control.
Conflicting optimization objectives: In the generative
component, all representations, whether words or numbers,
are treated as symbols, with the optimization goal being
to generate the next most probable symbol. This aligns
with the objective of generating answers in linguistic form
but overlooks the inherent meaning of numbers. In con-
trast, the regression component focuses on the mathemat-
ical meaning of the numbers, aiming to provide accurate
numerical results by fitting certain physical processes. The
optimization directions for the two tasks differ, and when
unified within a single framework, their optimization ob-
jectives conflict. This conflict may prevent the model from
achieving optimal results.
Error propagation in multi-step numeric generation:
Producing a single numeric value often involves predict-
ing multiple tokens (e.g., generating ”3.14159” character by
character). Any token-level error can propagate through the
sequence, compounding inaccuracies and distorting the fi-
nal numeric output. Since each predicted token conditions
the next, minor early inaccuracies may escalate, making

high-precision numeric predictions challenging.

4. REO-VLM Method

Building on the REO-Instruct benchmark, we further pro-
pose REO-VLM, a unified framework that bridges the gap
between visual content understanding and scientific re-
gression tasks, enabling comprehensive EO-based analy-
sis. Through integrating domain-specific knowledge, REO-
VLM generates contextual insights, enabling deeper rea-
soning beyond visual features. A two-stage training strategy
ensures effective multimodal feature alignment, facilitating
accurate predictions and seamless task switching within a
unified framework.

4.1. Architectue

Following pioneer works [8, 30], we adopt LLaVA-1.5 as
the foundation model. As presented in Figure 4, the pro-
posed REO-VLM also consists of three basic components:
visual encoder, text encoder, and LLM. However, differing
from LLaVA-1.5 and most of previous EO-VLM works, we
optimize the basic design from the following aspects:
• Visual feature extraction: As a foundational pipeline,

we aim to reuse and maximize compatibility with the
pre-trained visual encoder while adapting it to EO tasks.
Therefore, we introduce the spectral recombination and
pseudo-RGB strategies to convert MS image and SAR
image to RGB space for aligning with the pre-trained vi-
sual encoder. We split the MS into multiple three-channel
images, each comprising three bands, and processed them
as a group of RGB images. Given that SAR data typ-
ically contains two polarization channels, we calculate

6



their average to create the third channel. The three re-
sulting bands are then normalized to the [0, 255] range,
generating a pseudo-RGB representation compatible with
the pre-trained visual encoder. This transformation facil-
itates well integration without requiring additional model
modifications. Although this RGB-based bridging strat-
egy cannot fully exploit the unique characteristics of each
modality, it still retains essential modality-specific infor-
mation critical for downstream EO tasks.

• Visual token selection: For tasks such as generating de-
scriptions, deep semantic information is usually sufficient
to produce an accurate description. However, for regres-
sion tasks, more detailed features are often required. To
achieve this, we designed a selection module that selects
certain tokens from the shallow layers and adds them to
the final regression process. This effectively improves re-
gression accuracy. The impact of different visual tokens
on model performance is discussed in detail in the abla-
tion study section.

• Reverse projection module: To overcome the limita-
tions of image-only regression, we propose a reverse pro-
jection module that aligns domain-specific knowledge in-
ferred from textual embeddings with corresponding vi-
sual features. This enables joint reasoning across modal-
ities, breaking the information bottleneck and supporting
more accurate scientific regression. Inspired by the pro-
jection module in LLaVA, which adjusts image features
to align with the language layer for downstream tasks,
we designed a reverse projection mechanism. Specially,
instead of projecting visual features into the language
space, our module retrieves contextual information gener-
ated by the LLM and maps it back into the visual feature
space to assist the regression process. This is achieved
using a linear layer that projects 4096-dimensional hid-
den features from the LLM to 1024 dimensions, ensuring
alignment both semantically and dimensionally.

• Regression head: A simple one or two layer perceptron
structure is insufficient for integrating the knowledge em-
beddings generated by the LLM hidden tokens with the
complex visual tokens. However, deeper perception ar-
chitectures face optimization challenges. Therefore, in-
spired by [25], a four layer MLP-mixer like structure is
designed. For specific details, please refer to the supple-
mentary materials.

4.2. Training strategy

To enhance regression accuracy, we explicitly incorporate
domain-specific descriptions, such as land cover types, into
the text annotations for regression tasks. This design en-
ables the generation head to learn relevant domain knowl-
edge during training , which is then passed to the regression
head through the reverse projection module, allowing for
more precise and reliable predictions.

Table 2. Comparative experimental results (%) on land cover clas-
sification task.

Method Modality OA ↑ MA Pre ↑ MA Recl ↑ MA F1 ↑
Qwen2-VL* RGB 3.77 0.38 1.14 0.57
ChatGPT-4o RGB 3.97 12.27 3.63 5.60
REO-VLM RGB 5.76 0.30 5.26 0.57
REO-VLM MS 16.20 22.88 14.81 17.98
REO-VLM MS+SAR 19.94 26.90 18.22 21.73

1 *: metrics exclude unanswerable queries. Qwen2-VL deems
96.06% unanswerable.

We adopt a two-stage training strategy to optimize the
model’s learning process. In the first stage, the LLM is
trained along with the generation head. In the second stage,
the focus shifts to training the regression head and reverse
projection module. Such a training strategy offers several
key advantages:
• Conflict mitigation: The two-stage strategy mitigates

potential conflicts stemming from differing optimization
objectives between the generation and regression tasks.
By decoupling these learning processes, the model main-
tains stability and achieves more efficient convergence.

• Scientific knowledge-driven inference: After the first
stage, the generation head generates reasoning informa-
tion enriched with domain-specific knowledge. During
the second stage, this contextual information is integrated
into the regression head through the reverse projection
module, addressing the limitations of image-only regres-
sion and enhancing prediction accuracy.
Regarding the specifics of the training phases, the first

stage aligns closely with the tasks handled by the pre-
trained LLaVA-1.5 model, due to the similarity in the na-
ture of the generation tasks. Therefore, we fine-tune the
LLM component and generation head of the pre-trained
LLaVA-1.5 model using LoRA during this phase, with
cross-entropy training loss. In the second stage, which fo-
cuses on regression tasks, we load the model trained in the
first stage and fine-tune the regression head and reverse pro-
jection module, using the MSE loss function as the training
constraint.

As part of our pipeline, we aim to minimize the impact
of non-essential factors beyond the core challenges. Hence,
throughout the training process, the visual encoder and the
multimodal projector remain frozen.

5. Experimental Results

In this section, we present experimental results on the REO-
Instruct benchmark to evaluate the performance of our pro-
posed REO-VLM. We first train our model on the train-
ing set of the REO-Instruct dataset, then evaluate it against
other state-of-the-art methods on distinct test subsets, each
dedicated to a specific downstream task. Each downstream
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test subset contains approximately 8.6K unique samples,
ensuring no overlap between the different subsets. The four
downstream tasks include land cover classification, ecologi-
cal patch counting, VQA-based human activity monitoring,
and AGB regression.

For comparison, we include both domain-specific and
general-purpose VLMs. Specifically, we evaluate two
EO–focused large models, Geochat [8] and LHRS-Bot [17],
alongside general-domain VLMs including LLaVA-1.5-
7B [13], Qwen2-VL-7B [26], and ChatGPT4o [1]. In ad-
dition, we consider the results obtained when using differ-
ent modalities of EO imagery as inputs to REO-VLM. This
initial exploration aims to assess how varying input modal-
ities influence inference accuracy. Unless otherwise speci-
fied, other comparison models have not been trained on our
dataset. To ensure fairness during evaluation, we provided
guiding prompts that explained the questions and offered a
range of possible answers to other compared methods. The
specific prompts are detailed in supplementary materials.

5.1. Land cover classification results
The comparative experimental results on land cover classi-
fication task are presented in the Table 2. Here, OA repre-
sents overall accuracy, MA Pre denotes the macro-average
precision score, MA Recl indicates the macro-average re-
call, and MA F1 stands for the macro-averaged F1 score.

Qwen2-VL* and ChatGPT-4o, both relying solely on
RGB inputs, demonstrate limited performance, with OA
scores of 3.77% and 3.97%, respectively. Qwen2-VL*
struggles significantly, attributing 96.06% of queries as
unanswerable, reflecting its limited applicability to the
EO-specific task. Similarly, other comparison models,
whether EO-specific (e.g., GeoChat) or general-purpose
(e.g., LLaVA), also exhibit limitations in addressing land
cover classification tasks, often failing to provide answers
or producing unprofessional responses. Figure 6(a) presents
some qualitative experimental results. We attribute these
shortcomings to the lack of specific land cover domain
knowledge in the training data of these models. ChatGPT-
4o shows moderate improvement but still underperforms
due to insufficient feature representation from RGB images
alone.

In contrast, REO-VLM achieves substantial performance
gains, particularly when utilizing multimodal inputs. In-
corporating MS data boosts its OA to 16.20%, indicating
the value of enriched spectral information. The best results
are obtained when combining MS and SAR inputs, achiev-
ing an OA of 19.94% and a MA F1 of 21.73%. This im-
provement highlights the model’s ability to leverage com-
plementary data sources, enhancing classification perfor-
mance through more comprehensive feature extraction and
robust spatial-spectral representation.

These findings demonstrate that REO-VLM’s multi-

Figure 5. Comparative experimental results on the VQA-human
activity monitoring task.

modal learning framework significantly enhances its capac-
ity for land cover classification, emphasizing the critical
role of multimodal data integration in EO tasks.

5.2. VQA-human activity monitoring results
Figure 5 illustrates the comparative performance of dif-
ferent models on the VQA-Human Activity Monitoring
Task. Notably, REO-VLM outperforms both domain-
specific models (GeoChat and LHRS-Bot) and general-
purpose models (Qwen2-VL, ChatGPT-4o, and LLaVA)
across all input modalities. Models relying solely on
RGB inputs show relatively low accuracy, with Qwen2-VL
achieving 21.52% and ChatGPT-4o performing slightly bet-
ter at 33.79%. REO-VLM achieves substantial performance
improvements by leveraging multimodal data. Its accuracy
rises significantly from 47.87% with RGB inputs to 79.54%
with multispectral (MS) imagery, demonstrating the value
of richer spectral information. Further, integrating MS and
SAR data enhances accuracy to 80.50%, highlighting the
importance of combining complementary modalities to im-
prove inference and address complex EO tasks.

5.3. Ecological patch counting results
Table 3 presents the comparative results on the ecological
patch counting task, focusing on metrics such as RMSE,
MAE, R-squared, and OA. Some qualitative analysis re-
sults are shown in Figure 6(b). While REO-VLM achieves
higher predictive accuracy across all input modalities com-
pared to other models, the negative R-squared values across
the board reveal a critical limitation. This results highlights
that none of the models, including REO-VLM, successfully
captured the underlying patterns of the data.

The root cause lies in the approach used for numeric pre-
diction. In this experiment, ecological patch counts were
treated as texts, and the models were trained using cross-
entropy loss, a optimization method better suited for dis-
crete classification than continuous numeric regression.
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Figure 6. Qualitative experimental results of REO-VLM and other methods on different downstream tasks in REO-Instruct benchmark.
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Table 3. Comparative experimental results on ecological patch
counting task.

Method Modality RMSE↓ MAE↓ R-squared↑ OA (%)↑
Qwen2-VL* RGB 12.74 4.30 -121.79 9.75
ChatGPT-4o RGB 5.13 4.79 -18.42 2.43
LLaVA* RGB 1.31 1.06 -0.27 25.34
REO-VLM RGB 1.23 0.91 -0.12 32.47
LLaVA* MS 1.38 1.13 -0.40 22.67
REO-VLM MS 1.39 0.99 -0.43 34.79
REO-VLM MS+SAR 1.27 0.91 -0.19 35.90

1 *: metrics exclude unanswerable queries. LLaVA answers
79.31% of RGB and 21.20% of MS queries, while Qwen2-VL
only answers 20.31% questions.

Table 4. Comparative experimental results on AGB regression
task.

Method Modality RMSE↓ MAE↓ R-squared↑
LLaVA† RGB 116.60 67.90 -0.51
REO-VLM RGB 85.10 50.56 0.20
LLaVA*† MS 115.74 67.49 -0.45
REO-VLM MS 75.59 48.37 0.36
REO-VLM MS+SAR 76.52 43.84 0.35
1 †: Models fine-tuned on REO-Instruct.

*: Unanswerable cases excluded; LLaVA*†only counted
89.31% of questions with definite answers.

This result provides an important insight: treating nu-
meric regression as token-by-token text generation is fun-
damentally flawed. The cross-entropy optimization mech-
anism struggles to align with the requirements of accurate
numeric prediction, further emphasizing the need for tai-
lored approaches, such as regression-specific loss functions
or numeric-aware architectures, for effectively handling nu-
meric tasks.

5.4. AGB Regression results
Table 4 presents the comparative experimental results for
the AGB regression task. As shown in Figure 6(d), almost
all comparison algorithms fail to perform effective AGB re-
gression. To validate the effectiveness of the REO-VLM
architecture and optimization strategy, we fine-tuned the
original LLaVA model on the REO-Instruct dataset. How-
ever, the fine-tuned LLaVA model still exhibits a negative
R-squared value across both RGB and MS modalities, in-
dicating that it failed to learn meaningful numeric patterns
from the EO data and domain knowledge.

In contrast, the proposed REO-VLM achieves signifi-
cantly better performance. By decoupling regression and
generative task heads and employing a two-stage training
strategy, REO-VLM demonstrates improved performance
across all modalities. Specifically, REO-VLM achieves a
positive R-squared value (0.20 for RGB, 0.36 for MS, and
0.35 for MS+SAR), proving that the model captures under-

Table 5. Experimental result with different visual token selection
strategies

Token layer Modality RMSE↓ MAE↓ R-squared↑
Last layer MS 87.21 52.67 0.16
Half layers MS 75.59 48.37 0.36
Half layers (deep) MS 77.55 48.50 0.33
All layer MS 117.19 68.71 -0.52

lying numerical patterns in the data. Additionally, REO-
VLM achieves lower RMSE and MAE compared to fine-
tuned LLaVA, further highlighting its superior regression
capabilities. These results underscore the effectiveness of
the proposed architectural and optimization enhancements
in addressing the challenges of AGB regression.

From the experimental results, it is clear that AGB
prediction has a strong dependence on multispectral data.
When using multispectral data as input, our model achieved
an RMSE of 75.59, which indicates that using VLM to pre-
dict AGB is feasible.

In fact, building a single-task model for AGB regression
prediction is highly challenging. The best model in this field
is Niconet [9], which achieved 69.0 on RSME metric on
REO-Instruct dataset. Compared with Niconet, our REO-
VLM shows a slight performance gap in AGB prediction,
while covering a broader range of tasks.

5.5. Ablation study

In Table 5, we test the impact of extracting visual feature
tokens from different layers on the AGB regression task.
There are four strategies: 1) Extract features only from the
last layer; 2) Extract features from every two layers; 3) Con-
tinue extracting features from half of the layers but with a
sparse extraction from shallow layers and denser extraction
from deeper layers; 4) Input all visual layers into the LLM.

From the experimental results, it is clear that using multi-
layer features in a balanced manner yields the best perfor-
mance. This experimental result also supports our previ-
ous analysis, indicating that tasks like AGB prediction are
highly sensitive to detailed information. Compared to us-
ing only the features from the last visual layer, giving equal
weight to both deep and shallow features resulted in a sig-
nificant performance improvement. However, when all the
visual features are extracted and fed into the LLM for the
final regression prediction, the overall performance drops
significantly. We speculate that this is due to the excessive
amount of visual information, which disrupts the model’s
optimization and training process. This not only makes it
difficult to generate useful auxiliary information but also
further affects the convergence of the generation head.
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6. Conclusion
In this work, we revisit the current state of VLM applica-
tions in EO. We analyzed some of the existing overlooked
aspects of VLM in EO applications, particularly its lim-
ited exploration in regression tasks. One key challenge is
the lack of mature datasets that support learning domain-
specific knowledge for regression. Additionally, new mech-
anisms are needed to improve compatibility with complex
regression tasks in EO scenarios. In corresponding to these
challenges, we firstly construct a large scale benchmark,
named REO-Instruct. It covers 1.6 million multimodal vi-
sual—language pairs, laying the foundation for future work.
Then we propose REO-VLM, the first unified EO-VLM
model, which can handle both the challenges of regression
and traditional generation tasks.
Limitations and Future work. Despite these advance-
ments, this work still faces constraints. The relatively
small image sizes limit the level of spatial detail that can
be captured, potentially restricting the model’s ability to
fully represent complex environmental patterns. Build-
ing on this foundation, future research could integrate
higher-resolution imagery and incorporate additional data
sources, such as hyperspectral, LiDAR, or time-series ob-
servations to improve detail and robustness. Exploring un-
certainty quantification and explainability methods presents
a promising research direction, offering potential for more
reliable and interpretable predictions. Additionally, inves-
tigating multi-step scientific regression strategies could en-
able EO-VLMs to tackle more complex scientific scenarios,
opening up promising opportunities for addressing intricate
environmental and ecological challenges.
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Konštantı́n Rosina, Mario Alberto Marı́n-Herrera, Lukasz
Ziemba, Massimo Craglia, Eric Koomen, and Carlo Lavalle.
Uncovering temporal changes in europe’s population density
patterns using a data fusion approach. Nature communica-
tions, 11(1):4631, 2020. 1

[4] Yakoub Bazi, Laila Bashmal, Mohamad Mahmoud Al Rah-
hal, Riccardo Ricci, and Farid Melgani. Rs-llava: A large
vision-language model for joint captioning and question an-

swering in remote sensing imagery. Remote Sensing, 16(9):
1477, 2024. 2

[5] Vitus Benson, Claire Robin, Christian Requena-Mesa,
Lazaro Alonso, Nuno Carvalhais, José Cortés, Zhihan Gao,
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Nicolas Barbier, Alonso Alfonso, Ousmane Bako, Patrick
Bassama, et al. Lidar-based reference aboveground biomass
maps for tropical forests of south asia and central africa. Sci-
entific Data, 11(1):334, 2024. 3, 4

[23] Ghjulia Sialelli, Torben Peters, Jan D Wegner, and Konrad
Schindler. Agbd: A global-scale biomass dataset. arXiv
preprint arXiv:2406.04928, 2024. 1, 3, 4, 13

[24] João Daniel Silva, João Magalhães, Devis Tuia, and
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Supplementary Material

Figure 7. Land cover distribution based on the number of samples
in each category.

1. Land Cover Distribution in REO-Instruct
Figure 7 illustrates the distribution of land cover categories
based on the number of samples collected for each type.
The categories, ranging from ”Cultivated and managed veg-
etation” to ”Bare sparse vegetation,” are sorted in descend-
ing order. This visualization highlights the significant rep-
resentation of agricultural and vegetative covers, such as
cropland and herbaceous vegetation, while categories like
”Snow and Ice” and ”Bare sparse vegetation” have rela-
tively fewer samples. Compared with the land cover dis-
tribution in the original AGBD [23] dataset, we ensure the
balance between different land cover categories as much as
possible by weighted selection and resampling.

2. Above Ground Biomass Value Distribution
Figure 8 shows the distribution of AGB values in both the
training and test sets. The data distributions in the two sets
are highly similar, ensuring consistency and fairness be-
tween the two sets. The AGB values range from [0-500],
following a long-tail distribution where larger values corre-
spond to fewer samples. This imbalance further increases
the difficulty of complex scientific regression task.

3. Spectral Recombination Strategy
In the field of EO, band combinations are commonly used to
better interpret image features by enhancing specific char-
acteristics. By selecting appropriate band combinations, we

Figure 8. Distribution of Above-Ground Biomass (AGB) values in
REO-Instruct. The histogram shows the frequency of AGB values.

can extract relevant information from images, such as high-
lighting geological, agricultural, or vegetation features. In-
spired by this, we reorganize each MS image into five dis-
tinct three-channel images using the following band recom-
bination strategies:
• Red-edge Bands [B05, B06, B07]: These bands are

highly effective for monitoring vegetation health by cap-
turing subtle changes in plant reflectance.

• Geology Bands [B12, B11, B02]: This combination
highlights geological features such as faults, lithology,
and geological structures, making it valuable for geologi-
cal mapping.

• Natural Color Bands [B04, B03, B02]: These bands
capture many visually interpretable features, producing
natural-looking RGB images similar to human vision.

• Color Infrared Bands [B08, B04, B03]: This combi-
nation distinguishes between healthy and unhealthy veg-
etation, which reflects chlorophyll strongly. In standard
false-color images, dense vegetation appears red, while
urban areas are white.
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Figure 9. Test guiding prompts for compared methods.

• Short-Wave Infrared Bands [B12, B08, B04]: This
combination highlights various shades of green repre-
senting vegetation density. Darker green shades indicate
denser vegetation, while brown shades suggest exposed
soil or built-up areas.
By leveraging these recombination strategies, we en-

hance feature representation while enabling the reuse of
pretrained visual encoders. Compared to randomly assem-
bling pseudo-RGB images from different bands of MS im-
ages, our approach facilitates more effective interpretation
and analysis in EO tasks.

4. Regression Head Architecture
The visual tokens from the encoder and the hidden tokens
from the LLM are combined and processed through the re-
gression head. Every layer in the regression head includes
two main stages:

4.1. Token Aggregation Stage
This stage fuses intra-token features by combining linear
transformations and normalization. For each token, the op-
eration is expressed as:

ui = σ
(
w1 · L(x)

)
+ w2 · x, (1)

where x represents the input visual tokens, σ is an element-
wise nonlinearity, and w1, w2 are learnable parameters.
Here, L(x) compactly represents the layer normalization
function, which normalizes the input features for improved
stability and performance.

4.2. Knowledge Integration Stage
The aggregated features u are refined to integrate domain
knowledge and enable interaction between different to-
kens, facilitating cross-modal and intra-token information
exchange. This operation is defined as:

yj = σ
(
w3 · L(u)

)
+ w4 · u, (2)

where w3, w4 are learnable weights applied to the interme-
diate features.

After processing, the final output tokens are averaged to
produce regression result. This design mitigates overfitting.

Unlike models designed for classification task, Dropout
operation is omitted here as it introduces instability in nu-
merical regression tasks. Specifically, if dropout is applied,
the variance of hidden neuron outputs during training be-
comes inconsistent with that during test. This variance shift,
after passing through the non-linear mapping layer, causes
output value bias, ultimately leading to poor performance
on the test set. Experiments also demonstrate that this de-
sign ensures better stability and performance.

5. Guiding Prompts
To define the scope of our questions and expected answers,
we provide guiding prompts during testing for all compar-
ison algorithms, except for our proposed method. These
prompts shown in Figure 9 assist VLMs in better under-
standing and addressing multiple tasks.
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