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STeInFormer: Spatial-Temporal Interaction
Transformer Architecture for Remote Sensing

Change Detection
Xiaowen Ma , Zhenkai Wu , Mengting Ma , Mengjiao Zhao , Fan Yang , Zhenhong Du , and Wei

Zhang

Abstract—Convolutional neural networks and attention mech-
anisms have greatly benefited remote sensing change detection
(RSCD) because of their outstanding discriminative ability. Ex-
istent RSCD methods often follow a paradigm of using a non-
interactive Siamese neural network for multi-temporal feature ex-
traction and change detection heads for feature fusion and change
representation. However, this paradigm lacks the contemplation
of the characteristics of RSCD in temporal and spatial dimen-
sions, and causes the drawback on spatial-temporal interaction
that hinders high-quality feature extraction. To address this
problem, we present STeInFormer, a spatial-temporal interaction
Transformer architecture for multi-temporal feature extraction,
which is the first general backbone network specifically designed
for RSCD. In addition, we propose a parameter-free multi-
frequency token mixer to integrate frequency-domain features
that provide spectral information for RSCD. Experimental results
on three datasets validate the effectiveness of the proposed
method, which can outperform the state-of-the-art methods and
achieve the most satisfactory efficiency-accuracy trade-off. Code
is available at https://github.com/xwmaxwma/rschange.

Index Terms—Change detection, Cross-temporal interaction,
Cross-spatial interaction, Multi-frequency

I. INTRODUCTION

Remote sensing imagery has been growing drastically along
the development of earth observation technology [1]–[3],
encouraging the communities of earth sciences and remote
sensing to adopt deep learning (DL) techniques for relevant
tasks [4]–[6]. Remote sensing change detection (RSCD) fo-
cuses on comparing two or more images taken at different
times in the same region for quantitative and qualitative as-
sessment of changes in geographic entities and environmental
factors, usually in a multi-scale and multi-temporal context. It
is of high scientific and practical importance and serves a wide
range of goals, such as environmental monitoring [7], urban
planning [8], disaster assessment [9], and land use [10]–[12].
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Fig. 1. Visualization of two challenges in RSCD: frequent non-interest
changes and the requirement for high spatial detail. Example changes of
interest changes (red box) and non-interest changes (blue box: non-interest
objects; orange box: illumination variations; green box: registration errors)
are shown in the lower bi-temporal images. The upper-right chart illustrates
the imbalanced distributions of the number of changed pixels and that of the
non-changed on three datasets.

RSCD can be regarded as a binary semantic segmentation
problem, which assigns to each pixel a binary label indicating
if the object of interest in the corresponding area has changed
or not [13]–[15]. In practice, a significant challenge occurs to
RSCD due to frequent non-interest changes caused by seasonal
illumination variations, unrelated movements, or even differ-
ences in sensors and imaging conditions. Besides, the sizes
of changed areas could be much smaller than the unchanged
in a target region over a certain time span, requiring rich
spatial details to detect. The afore-mentioned two challenges
are visualized in Fig. 1 and should be carefully addressed for
RSCD.

Most of traditional RSCD methods are based on alge-
bra [16], [17] and transformation [18], [19]. Despite being
simple to implement, these methods rely on hand-crafted
features, and experience high computational complexity as
well as noise sensitivity. The recent burgeoning of deep
learning techniques [20]–[22], especially convolutional neural
networks (CNNs) [23], has greatly facilitated the develop-
ment of RSCD, given their outstanding capability of non-
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linear fitting for extracting high-quality discriminative fea-
tures. [24] introduces the Siamese neural network to RSCD,
which extracts bi-temporal features followed by a change
detection head using splicing or summation. This paradigm
can be further implemented with a weight-sharing tandem
classification network [25], [26] as the backbone to improve
the change detection head. For example, [27]–[29] enhance
feature representation based on spatial attention and channel
attention; [30] optimizes splicing or phase-subtraction to refine
temporal feature interaction. However, a large gap still exists
on semantic information and spatial detail among multi-level
features obtained by tandem classification networks, while
the redundancy in the channels of deep features leads to a
huge computational cost. In addition, the U-shaped archi-
tecture adopted by [31] can superimpose and fuse features
at different levels improving the method’s capability to dis-
tinguish changed and unchanged areas, but comprises dense
connectivity also causing the afore-mentioned computational
problem.

More recent studies have adopted Transformer [32] for
RSCD to bypass the limitations of CNNs regarding fixed
perceptual fields and weakly-captured long-range dependence.
For example, [33] proposes a purely Transformer-based RSCD
network using the SwinTransformer [34]; [35] extracts coarse-
grained and fine-grained features from bi-temporal images by
constructing a pair of Siamese neural networks with a layered
Transformer encoder; [36] employs Transformer encoders to
model the context in a compact token-based space-time, where
the learned context-rich tokens are fed to the pixel space
for refining the original features by the Transformer decoder.
However, these methods also follow the tandem design of
classification networks [34], [37], and attention mechanisms
require high computation (i.e., squared time complexity and
space complexity).

Upon the observation on the above-discussed methods,
which follow a paradigm of non-interactive Siamese neu-
ral network and change detection head but hardly consider
RSCD’s characteristics, we assume that integrating cross-
temporal and cross-spatial interactions of features in feature
extraction can benefit the improvement of performance for
RSCD. Following this assumption, we propose STeInFormer,
a novel RSCD method with a spatial-temporal interaction
Transformer. The proposed method consists of cross-temporal
interactors (CTIs) and cross-spatial interactors (CSIs). Specif-
ically, the CTI adopts the gating mechanism to emphasize
changes of interest while suppressing non-interest changes in
feature extraction; and the CSI serves as an encoding stage
based on the U-shaped architecture to integrate semantic and
detail information for a more robust feature representation.
Our STeInFormer is the first architecture entirely designed for
RSCD, whose capability has been validated by extensive ex-
periments to serve as a generic backbone for change detection
tasks. In addition, it is noteworthy that previous methods solve
the problem solely from the perspective of spatial domain,
whereas studies in other topics have demonstrated the potential
of considering frequency domain in image processing [38]–
[40]. Therefore, we devise a parameter-free multi-frequency
mixer based on the discrete cosine transform (DCT), which

combines prior frequency values to integrate token information
and has linear complexity to enable extreme lightweight.

The contributions of our work can be summarized as
follows:

• We design a novel paradigm to accomplish temporal
and spatial interactions in feature extraction for robust
feature representation, following which we propose the
first architecture as a generic backbone specifically for
RSCD.

• We consider the characteristics of RSCD and introduce
the gating mechanism and the U-shaped architecture
to enable cross-temporal and cross-spatial interactions,
respectively.

• We devise a multi-frequency mixer that for the first time
serves RSCD from the perspective of frequency domain
and has linear complexity using prior frequency values.

• Extensive experiments on three datasets suggest that the
proposed method can outperform other state-of-the-art
methods, while achieving a better efficiency-accuracy
trade-off.

II. RELATED WORKS

A. Traditional RCSD Methods

Early methods for RSCD can be divided into the algebra-
based, the transformation-based and the classification-based.
Algebraic-based methods adopt image difference [16], image
ratio [17] and image regression [41] to obtain a difference
map and select appropriate thresholds to identify the areas
of change. Transformation-based methods, such as Principal
Component Analysis [18], Change Vector Analysis [19], and
Tasseled Cap Transformation [42], use a spatial mapping to
highlight changes of interest. Classification-based methods
rely on traditional machine learning algorithms, such as sup-
port vector machines (SVMs) [43] and random forests [44],
to discriminate changed pixels. However, the above-mentioned
methods depend greatly on the quality of empirically designed
and hand-crafted features and thus easily result in unsatisfac-
tory results on high-resolution remote sensing imagery.

B. Deep Learning-Based RCSD Methods

Most of deep learning-based RCSD methods can be cat-
egorized into the CNN-based and the Transformer-based.
Restricted by fixed receptive fields, CNN-based methods con-
tribute mainly to contextual modeling enhancing the capabil-
ity to distinguish changes from bi-temporal images, which
includes spatial context modeling (e.g., dilated convolutional
strategies [45]) and relational context modeling (e.g., attention
mechanisms [27]–[29], [46]). In addition, some studies [31],
[47], [48] exploit multi-level feature fusion to integrate high-
level features with sufficient semantic information, and low-
level features with fine spatial details, so as to obtain a
better representation of change. However, these methods can
hardly model the global context at the early stage of the
network and lack spatio-temporal interaction for more robust
and discriminative bi-temporal features.

Existing transformer-based RSCD approaches are mainly
based on multi-head attention mixers to capture long-range
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Fig. 2. Architecture of the STeInFormer. Given as input bi-temporal images, multi-scale features are extracted by each CSI, which is U-shaped and relies
on base blocks, to fuse the semantic information of high-level features and the spatial detail of low-level features. The deepest features of each CSI are fed
to the corresponding CTI for cross-temporal interaction. H-i denotes that i times downsampling is implemented by CSI to ensure that the resolution of the
feature maps input to the CTI module are all 1/32 of the original images. The STeInFormer outputs bi-temporal features at four scales.

contextual information. For example, [33], [49] employ the
SwinTransformer [34] to aggregate multi-level features; [35]
follows [50] to devise a hierarchical Transformer encoder; [36]
proposes a hybrid structure to obtain semantic tokens with a
CNN and model the context in the spatio-temporal domain
with the Transformer. Although these methods demonstrate ef-
ficacy in capturing the global context, they still hardly consider
spatio-temporal interaction [51], [52] and thus are inadequately
capable to address RSCD’s challenges on frequent non-interest
changes and high spatial details. In addition, the computation
of the attention mechanism requires squared time complexity
and space complexity, resulting in a high computational cost.

C. Transformer-based Methods for Vision

Transformers [32] are initially proposed for natural language
processing tasks, and later [37] introduces to the field of
computer vision achieving considerable successes. Subsequent
works focus on optimizing attention modules, such as shifting
windows [34], hierarchical patch embedding [53], relative po-
sition encoding [54], improving attention mapping [55]–[57],
and merging convolutions [58]–[60], to improve token mixing.
Recently, studies adopting MLPs [61]–[63] as token mixers
have achieved competitive performances, to replace attention
modules. However, high computation still limits Transformer’s
widespread application. To address this issue, [64] uses
average pooling for token mixing greatly reducing the number
of parameters as well as computational effort, whereas the
obtained representations are over-homogeneous. [65] exploits
the Fourier transform (FT) to mix tokens with the real part

retained, which involves complex operations and has high
time complexity. The DCT’s computational efficiency and
effectiveness in capturing local image features motivate us to
design a multi-frequency mixer that combines the DCT and
priori frequency values.

III. METHOD

In this section, we provide an overview of the proposed
method regarding its architecture (see Sec. III-A), including
cross-temporal interactors (Sec. III-B) and cross-spatial inter-
actors (Sec. III-C). Besides, we introduce the multi-frequency
mixer (Sec. III-D), which serves as a token mixing module,
and the loss function (Sec. III-E).

A. Architecture

As shown in Fig. 2, the architecture of our STeInFormer
is mainly composed of cross-spatial interactors (CSIs) and
cross-temporal interactors (CTIs). First, the input bi-temporal
images T1 and T2 are transformed into embedded tokens by
patch embedding (PE) blocks. These tokens are then fed into
CSIs for feature extraction. In particular, the deepest features
of each CSI as an encoding stage are extracted and given
to a corresponding CTI for cross-temporal interaction, which
produces the temporal disparity-enhanced features returned
to the CSI, where spatial details are recovered after multi-
level upsampling and jump connections. Therefore, our STe-
InFormer conducts cross-temporal and cross-spatial interaction
of bi-temporal features at each encoding stage.
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Fig. 3. Structure of the multi-frequency mixer. The input feature map Rp is split into Ai along the channel dimension after projection mapping. Ai is then
transformed by the pre-selected DCT basis functions Bui,vi of the size p× p to obtain the frequency values A′

i. The output feature map Rf is achieved by
projection mapping after concatenating all {A′

i} along the channel dimension.

B. Cross-Temporal Interactor

Massive complex target objects and non-interest changes
motivate us to emphasize changes of interest while suppressing
non-interest changes in feature extraction. Previous methods
extract bi-temporal features using Siamese neural networks,
but lacking cross-temporal interaction causes the inefficacy of
these features in identifying changes of interest. In fact, bi-
temporal images as input can be regarded as a way to augment
data, which emphasizes the feature differences in the changed
areas by referencing the features in the other time.

Recent work [66] implements the cross-attention mechanism
in the change detection header to fuse bi-temporal features.
However, high computation leads to limited satisfaction. In-
spired by the gating mechanism, we propose to learn weights
for enhancing the feature differences, so as to achieve the
above-mentioned goal. Specifically, each CTI takes as input
the bi-temporal features F1 and F2 corresponding to T1 and
T2, and firstly adopts the element-level subtraction to obtain
a coarse change representation Rc as,

Rc = F1 ⊖ F2, (1)

where ⊖ denotes the element-wise subtraction operation. Bi-
temporal features F1 and F2 are then respectively concatenated
with Rc, followed by the processing with the depth-wise
separable convolution φ(·) and the Sigmoid activation function
σ(·) to obtain the weight maps W1 and W2 as,

W1 = σ(φ(F1 ⊕Rc)),

W2 = σ(φ(F2 ⊕Rc)),
(2)

where ⊕ denotes the concatenation operation. This choice to
use depthwise separable convolution (DSConv) is driven by
two primary factors: (1) DSConv greatly reduces the model’s
parameter count, thereby lowering computational cost during
feature fusion, and (2) depthwise convolution in DSConv
has been shown to enhance detail processing [67], allowing
the model to capture finer spatial details and produce more

accurate weighting during interaction. Finally, we adjust F1

and F2 with W1 and W2, respectively, to reach the difference-
enhanced features R1 and R2 as,

R1 = W1 × F1,

R2 = W2 × F2.
(3)

C. Cross-Spatial Interactor

With the increasing network depth, mainstream classifica-
tion backbones [26], [37], [64] often result in the loss of tiny
objects and poorly distinguishable features, which hardly suit
RSCD requiring high spatial detail. Despite being capable of
weighing semantic information and spatial detail, the U-Net
architecture has a fixed perceptual field and requires a high
computational cost, whose application is limited. Hence, we
devise the CSI, a per-stage feature extraction module based
on the U-shaped architecture. Specifically, the CSI relies on
base blocks for feature extraction. The base block follows the
Transformer’s structure, including a regularization function,
a multi-frequency mixer and a channel MLP with residual
connections. As mentioned, the deepest features of each CSI
are the input to the corresponding CTI for feature separation
using the gating mechanism, whereas the CTI enhances the bi-
temporal features with temporal differences and returns them
to the CSI. Afterwards, the multi-level feature fusion enables
the features output from each stage to incorporate spatio-
temporal interactions, making the feature more robust and
discriminative. Finally, the MLP layer is designed to refine and
enhance the extracted frequency domain features in a channel-
wise manner, similar to the linear mapping layer used after
multi-head attention.

D. Multi-Frequency Mixer

Numerous non-interest changes, complex spatial objects and
limited spectral information are the key RSCD issues yet
to be addressed in spatial domain. Therefore, we attempt to
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TABLE I
COMPARISON OF PERFORMANCE FOR RSCD ON THREE DATASETS. HIGHEST SCORES ARE IN BOLD. ALL SCORES ARE IN PERCENTAGE.

WHU-CD LEVIR-CD CLCDMethod F1 Pre. Rec. IoU OA F1 Pre. Rec. IoU OA F1 Pre. Rec. IoU OA
FC-EF [24] 72.01 77.69 67.10 56.26 92.07 83.4 86.91 80.17 71.53 98.39 48.64 73.34 36.29 32.14 94.30
FC-Siam-Di [24] 58.81 47.33 77.66 41.66 95.63 86.31 89.53 83.31 75.92 98.67 44.10 72.97 31.60 28.29 94.04
FC-Siam-Conc [24] 66.63 60.88 73.58 49.95 97.04 83.69 91.99 76.77 71.96 98.49 54.48 68.21 45.22 37.35 94.35
IFNet [27] 83.40 96.91 73.19 71.52 98.83 88.13 94.02 82.93 78.77 98.87 48.65 49.96 47.41 32.14 92.55
DTCDSCN [29] 71.95 63.92 82.30 56.19 97.42 87.67 88.53 86.83 78.05 98.77 60.13 62.98 57.53 42.99 94.32
BIT [36] 83.98 86.64 81.48 72.39 98.75 89.31 89.24 89.37 80.68 98.92 57.13 64.39 51.34 39.99 94.27
SNUNet [31] 83.50 85.60 81.49 71.67 98.71 88.16 89.18 87.17 78.83 98.82 60.54 65.63 56.19 43.41 94.55
ChangeStar(FarSeg) [68] 87.01 88.78 85.31 77.00 98.70 89.30 89.88 88.72 80.66 98.90 60.75 62.23 59.34 43.63 94.30
DMATNet [69] 85.07 89.46 82.24 74.98 95.83 89.97 90.78 89.17 81.83 98.06 66.56 72.74 61.34 49.87 95.41
LGPNet [70] 79.75 89.68 71.81 66.33 98.33 89.37 93.07 85.95 80.78 99.00 55.42 62.98 49.49 38.33 94.10
ChangeFormer [35] 81.82 87.25 77.03 69.24 94.80 90.40 92.05 88.80 82.48 99.04 58.44 65.00 53.07 41.28 94.38
DMINet [46] 88.69 93.84 86.25 79.68 98.97 90.71 92.52 89.95 82.99 99.07 - - - - -
USSFC-Net [71] 88.93 91.56 86.43 80.06 99.01 88.80 87.18 90.49 79.86 98.84 63.04 64.83 61.34 46.03 94.42
STeInFormer (Ours) 89.61 91.01 88.26 79.87 98.68 91.47 93.37 89.65 83.03 99.26 73.83 74.52 73.16 58.26 96.48

TABLE II
COMPARISON OF SPACE COMPLEXITY AND COMPUTATIONAL COST. INPUT

IMAGES WERE RESIZED TO 256× 256× 3. THE BEST VALUES ARE IN
BOLD.

Method Params (M) Flops (G)
IFNet [27] 50.44 82.26
DTCDSCN [29] 41.07 14.42
LGPNet [70] 70.99 125.79
DMATNet [69] 13.27 -
SNUNet [31] 12.03 54.88
BIT [36] 3.55 10.60
ChangeFormer [68] 267.90 129.27
DMINet [46] 6.24 14.42
STeInFormer (Ours) 1.26 9.42

explore frequency domain for RSCD, as the useful infor-
mation on frequency is hardly observable in spatial domain.
Meanwhile, conventional Transformer-based methods rely on
attention mechanisms [34], [37] or MLPs [61], [62] for token
mixing, but their feasibility is limited by high time and space
complexities. Inspired by [40] and multi-head attention mixers,
we design a novel multi-frequency mixer that combines prior
frequency to achieve the information interaction in frequency
domain and, therefore, linear complexity.

a) Discrete Cosine Transform (DCT): To facilitate the
following analysis, we provide the basis functions of the 2D
DCT as,

Bx,y
h,w = αhαw cos

π(2x+ 1)h

2H
cos

π(2y + 1)w

2W
, (4)

and

αh =

{
1/
√
H, h = 0√

2/H, 1 ≤ h ≤ H − 1,
(5)

αw =

{
1/
√
W, w = 0√

2/W, 1 ≤ w ≤ W − 1.
(6)

where h and w denote the height and width dimensions
of the spatial position of a pixel feature within the feature
map, respectively. x and y denote the position of the 2D

TABLE III
COMPARISON OF PERFORMANCE USING OUR STEINFORMER AS THE

BACKBONE OF OTHER METHODS OR NOT. THE HIGHEST SCORES ARE IN
BOLD.

Method Backbone WHU-CD LEVIR-CD CLCD
IFNet [27] VGG16 [25] 83.40 88.13 48.65

STeInFormer 89.81 91.74 74.05
BIT [36] ResNet18 [26] 83.98 89.31 57.13

STeInFormer 90.21 92.07 74.32
SNUNet [31] NestedUNet [31] 83.50 88.16 60.54

STeInFormer 90.16 91.85 74.28

DCT frequency spectrum, i.e., x ∈ {0, 1, . . . ,H − 1}, y ∈
{0, 1, . . . ,W − 1}. Then, the 2D DCT can be formulated as,

fx,y =

H−1∑
h=0

W−1∑
w=0

Ah,wB
x,y
h,w, (7)

where A ∈ RH×W denotes the input image, f ∈ RH×W

represents the 2D DCT frequency spectrum, H and W are
the height and width of A, and the inverse 2D DCT can be
formulated as,

Ah,w =
H−1∑
x=0

W−1∑
y=0

fx,yB
x,y
h,w. (8)

The frequency spectrum of an image can be obtained using
the 2D DCT. Each frequency value can be regarded as a
feature for a certain pattern of the image. For example,
low frequencies express structural detail and high frequencies
represent textural detail. We select multiple valid frequency
values and pass them into the proposed method as the result
of token mixing.

b) Efficient batch processing: Considering the ineffi-
ciency of multiple DCTs in batch processing, we provide an
efficient implementation as follows. As shown in Fig. 3, we
select the bases Bui,vi of M DCTs in advance. ui, vi denote
the frequency component 2D indices that we have filtered
from x, y. i ∈ {0, 1, . . . ,M − 1}, where M denotes the total
frequency numbers we have selected. Specially, we first obtain
Ai from the input feature map Rp through projection (i.e., 1×1
convolution in our implementation) and splitting operations.
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T1 T2 GT FC-Siam-
diff

FC-Siam-
Conc

SNUNet BIT LGPNet Change-
Former

STeIn-
Former

Fig. 4. Example outputs from our STeInFormer and other methods for comparison on WHU-CD (first and second rows), LEVIR-CD (third and fourth rows),
and CLCD (fifth and sixth rows). Pixels are colored for visualization (white: true positive; black: true negative; red: false positive; green: false negative).

Projection is implemented to increase the feature dimension
for subsequent multi-frequency extraction operations. This
is a similar operation of multi-head attention [32], and can
enhance the expressive power of the model. Then, for each
frequency head i, Ai is weighted and summed with Bui,vi

(it is implemented by p × p convolution) to calculate the
corresponding frequency values A′

i. Afterwards, all {A′
i} are

stitched and projected to produce a feature map Rf as the
mixer’s output. The similarity between our implementation
and group convolution [72] reflects its efficiency for batch
processing.

c) Frequency selection strategy: Apparently, the way of
selecting frequency values impacts the performance of our
STeInFormer for RSCD. We present the following strategies
for frequency selection:

• Pre-trained priors strategy. We conduct experiments on
the ImageNet following [40] to explore the importance
of frequency by selecting only one frequency at a time.
According to the experimental results, we select a number
of the most important frequency values for token mixing.

• Random selection strategy. Since the signal energy
tends to remain low-frequency, we randomly select sev-
eral frequency values for token mixing while keeping the
lowest ones.

• Dynamic assignment strategy. In contrast to a fixed

frequency prior, we incorporate frequency selection into
the training. Specifically, the spectral map is fed into
a convolution module and obtain the weights with the
Sigmoid activation function, from which we select the
frequency values with the highest weights.

In our implementation of the STeInFormer, we adopt the
pre-trained priors strategy. For the comparison of the above-
discussed strategies, please refer to Sec. IV for details.

E. Decoder and Loss Function

For the efficient design, our STeInFormer is able to achieve
outstanding performance even with a simple MLP decoder.
Specifically, the bi-temporal features output from each of
four stages are concatenated into a change representation
at the beginning. All four change representations are then
upsampled into the same resolution (i.e., H/2 × W/2) via
bilinear interpolation followed by concatenation. Finally, the
concatenated change representations are processed by 1 × 1
convolution and 2-fold upsampling to generate the final change
map.

Considering the significantly unbalanced distribution of
changed and unchanged pixels, we employ a hybrid loss
function combining a focal loss [73] and a dice loss [74] as,

L = λfocalLfocal + λdiceLdice. (9)
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(a) WHU-CD (b) LEVIR-CD (c) CLCD
Fig. 5. Comparison of performance statistics on three datasets. Bars represent F1-scores, with standard deviations at the top. The bar corresponds to the
middle of each method name.

where λfocal and λdice represent the weighting parameters. In
our implementation, we use a ratio of 1:1 for these parameters.

The focal loss is formulated as,

Lfocal = −α(1− p̂)γ log(p̂), (10)

p̂ =

{
p, if y = 1
1− p, otherwise, (11)

where α and γ are two hyperparameters controlling the
weights of positive and negative samples and the method’s
attention to difficult samples for detection, respectively, p is
the probability and y is the pixel’s binary label (0 or 1)
corresponding to unchanged and changed.

The dice loss is formulated as,

Ldice = 1− 2 · E · softmax(E′)

E + softmax(E′)
, (12)

E′ = {e′k} , k ∈ [1, H ×W ] , (13)

where E denotes the ground truth, E′ ∈ RH×W×2 represents
the change map, and e′k ∈ R2 refers to a pixel in E′.

IV. EXPERIMENTS

We implement our STeInFormer using Python and PyTorch
on a workstation with two NVIDIA GTX A6000 graphics
cards (96 GB GPU memory in total). For the CSI module,
we set the number of base blocks N at different resolutions
(i.e., 1/2, 1/4, 1/8, and 1/16 of the original image) to be 1. In
addition, we set the channel number of the layer from higher
to lower resolution to be 32, 48, 64, and 96, and therefore
the number of channels for the CTI module is also set to be
96. In order to minimize the redundancy of the parameters,
we set the expansion ratio of MLP to 2. The initial learning
rate is 1e− 4 and the Adam [75] optimizer is adopted with a
weight decay of 1e−5. During the training period, we employ
a multi-step learning rate decay strategy with the gamma of
0.94. The batch size is set to 4. We conduct data augmentation
by flipping and rotating the images for training.

A. Datasets and Metrics

We evaluate our STeInFormer on three benchmark datasets
in five common metrics, including F1-score (F1), recall (Rec),
precision (Pre), intersection over union (IoU), and overall
accuracy (OA).

WHU-CD [76] is a public building CD dataset containing a
pair of high-resolution (0.075m) aerial images of size 32507×
15354. For a corresponding data segmentation solution has
not been provided, we crop the images into patches of size
256×256 and randomly divide them into a training set (60964
images), a validation set (762 images), and a test set (762
images).

LEVIR-CD [77] is a RSCD dataset containing 637 pairs
of aligned remote sensing images of size 1024× 1024. These
images have a time span of 5−14 years and a spatial resolution
of 0.5 m. Following the default settings of the dataset, we crop
the images into non-overlapping blocks of size 256×256 and
randomly divide them into a training set (7120 images), a
validation set (1024 images) and a test set (2048 images).

The CropLand Change Detection (CLCD) dataset [78] con-
tains 600 pairs of remote sensing images of size 512 × 512
and with a spatial resolution of 0.5−2 m. We randomly divide
the images into a training set (360 images), a validation set
(120 images), and a test set (120 images).

B. Comparison with State-of-the-Art Methods

To validate the STeInFormer’s effectiveness, we compare
it with several state-of-the-art methods based on CNNs [24],
attention mechanisms [27], [29], [31], [69], Transformer [35],
[36], transfer learning [70], and reusing existent segmentation
methods [68]. We implement the above networks using pub-
lished code with default hyperparameter values.

Experimental results on WHU-CD, LEVIR-CD and CLCD
test sets are shown in Table I, suggesting that our STeInFormer
significantly outperforms the other methods. For example,
the proposed method achieves increases by 3.5/1.5/7.3 and
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TABLE IV
COMPARISON OF PERFORMANCE BY FREQUENCY SELECTION STRATEGY, METHOD DESIGN, AND NUMBER OF FREQUENCY VALUES.

WHU-CD LEVIR-CD CLCDCSI CTI F1 Pre. Rec. IoU OA F1 Pre. Rec. IoU OA F1 Pre. Rec. IoU OA
✓ PP 89.61 91.01 88.26 79.87 98.68 91.47 93.37 89.65 83.03 99.26 73.83 74.52 73.16 58.26 96.48
✓ RS 86.55 86.88 86.23 76.34 96.33 90.24 91.24 89.27 81.44 98.72 70.82 71.27 70.38 54.65 95.23
✓ DA 89.64 90.87 88.44 79.82 98.57 90.93 92.48 89.44 82.85 99.21 71.32 71.37 71.28 56.78 94.84
✗ ✗ 80.91 81.34 80.48 72.33 92.14 87.15 88.27 86.06 79.23 98.28 62.59 62.43 62.76 48.34 94.97
✓ ✗ 86.89 86.51 87.26 77.67 97.11 89.86 92.18 87.65 81.58 98.75 69.29 70.76 67.88 54.67 95.52
✗ ✓ 85.04 85.47 84.62 76.42 95.37 90.01 91.97 88.14 81.47 98.66 69.36 69.31 69.42 55.33 95.68
✓ ✓ 89.61 91.01 88.26 79.87 98.68 91.47 93.37 89.65 83.03 99.26 73.83 74.52 73.16 58.26 96.48

Conv ✓ 85.78 84.34 87.28 75.21 95.22 89.83 90.23 89.44 81.11 98.88 69.27 68.28 70.29 52.23 95.11
M=1 ✓ 86.75 86.37 87.14 76.46 96.53 90.14 91.05 89.24 82.03 99.11 70.98 71.63 70.34 54.76 95.31
M=4 ✓ 88.79 89.43 88.15 79.23 98.64 90.87 92.31 89.48 82.78 99.14 73.06 73.28 72.85 57.01 95.89
M=8 ✓ 89.61 91.01 88.26 79.87 98.68 91.47 93.37 89.65 83.03 99.26 73.83 74.52 73.16 58.26 96.48
M=16 ✓ 88.92 89.43 88.15 79.64 98.63 91.52 93.48 89.64 82.83 99.21 73.31 73.48 73.15 57.41 96.06

6.8/1.1/15.4 in F1-score compared to recently proposed
DMATNet [69] and ChangeFormer [35], respectively, on three
test sets. Besides, our STeInFormer obtaines higher F1-scores
than the latest DMINet [46] (i.e., 0.9 and 0.8) on WHU-CD
and LEVIR-CD test sets.

Fig. 5 further illustrates the superiority of the proposed
method to the other methods in F1-score as well as the
standard deviation. This can be explained by that incorporat-
ing the spatio-temporal interaction of bi-temporal features in
feature extraction benefits the extraction of more robust and
discriminative features, which enables our STeInFormer to be
outstanding even with a simple MLP decoder. In addition, the
improvement provided by the proposed method is particularly
considerable on the CLCD dataset. We interpret it as spatio-
temporal interaction can make more significant contributions
to RSCD in the case of small data size and large spatial
scale, which characterizes the use of CLCD dataset in our
experiments.

C. Efficiency comparisons

We record the number of parameters in million (refered to
as Params (M)) and the number of floating-point operations
per second measured in giga (refered to as Flops (G)), so
as to measure the complexity and computational cost of our
STeInFormer and other methods for comparison. As shown in
Table II, the proposed method requires significantly less pa-
rameters and the least computational cost, while outperforming
the other methods for RSCD. For example, compared to the
SOTA method DMINet, STeINFormer requires only 20% of
the parameters and 65% of the FLOPs, but has an average
F1 improvement of 4 on the three change detection datasets.
Even compared to the lightweight model BIT, STeINFormer
still has better parameter efficiency. We attribute the parameter
efficiency to the following three aspects: 1), we input only the
lowest resolution bi-temporal image features (i.e., 1/32 of the
original images) into the CTI module; 2), we use pre-trained
frequencies as token mixers, which do not introduce additional
learnable parameters and thus significantly reduce the number
of parameters of the model; and 3), some of our lightweight
designs, including light convolutional attention and simple mlp
decoder.

D. Backbone comparisons

Furthermore, we combine the STeInFormer with three exis-
tent methods to validate its capability to serve as a generic
backbone for change detection tasks. Specifically, we first
replace the CNN backbone of BIT (i.e., ResNet18), the
deep feature extraction network of IFNet (i.e., VGG16), and
the backbone of SNUNet (i.e., NestedUNet) with STeIN-
Former, respectively. Then, we keep the other components
(e.g., the Bitemporal Image Transformer in BIT [36], differ-
ence discrimination network in IFNet [27], Skip-connection
in SNUNet [31]) unchanged. As shown in Table III, these
methods adopting the STeInFormer as the backbone achieve
significant improvements on the three datasets, compared to
their original configurations. However, these improvements
are inconsiderable compared to our implementation of the
STeInFormer (i.e., adopting a simple MLP decoder). We
interpret this observation as our STeInFormer accomplish
spatio-temporal interactions in feature extraction, while similar
operations are also conducted by the decoders of the three
methods, causing redundancy of interaction that may limit
performance improvement for change detection tasks.

E. Qualitative visualization

Fig. 4 provides the visualization of example RSCD results
on the three datasets. It can be observed that our STeInFormer
effectively detects the changes of interest (e.g., the images in
the second and sixth rows, where unapparent building changes
are also perceived) and to some extent refrains from being
impacted by the non-interest changes (e.g., the images in the
first and second rows, where the red areas are significantly re-
duced). Besides, our STeInFormer restores high-quality spatial
structures and textural details of the changed objects. These
findings support the effectiveness of incorporating the spatio-
temporal interaction in feature extraction.

To explore the validity of the model, we additionally
visualize the activation maps of the features output by the
Cross-Temporal Interactor on the CLCD dataset, which is
implemented based on Grad-CAM. As shown in Fig. 6,
the activation values of the Cross-Temporal Interactor in the
change region gradually increase as the depth of the model
deepens, which proves that the model is effective in enhancing
the semantic feature differences in the change region.
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TABLE V
ABLATION OF THE CROSS-TEMPORAL INTERACTOR DESIGN ON THE WHU-CD DATASET. THE BEST VALUES ARE IN BOLD.

Variant Params (M) Flops (G) F1-Score Precision Recall IoU OA
Attention 1.88 10.49 89.48 90.68 88.31 79.34 98.41
Ours 1.26 9.42 89.61 91.01 88.26 79.87 98.68

Image 1

Image 2

GT

CSI-H4 (T1)

CSI-H4 (T2)

CTI (H4)

CSI-H3 (T1)

CSI-H3 (T2)

CTI (H3)

CSI-H2 (T1)

CSI-H2 (T2)

CTI (H2)

CSI-H1 (T1)

CSI-H1 (T2)

CTI (H1)

clcd

Fig. 6. Class activation maps for features of Cross-Spatial Interactor (CSI)
and Cross-Temporal Interactor (CTI) in different layers. Example images are
from the CLCD test set. H4, H3, H2, and H1 correspond to 1/2, 1/4, 1/8, and
1/16 resolution of the input image, respectively.

F. Ablation Studies

We conduct a series of ablation experiments to determine
the contribution of individual modules in the proposed method
as well as the impact of parameter selection. As shown in
Table IV, we summarize the following findings.

a) Frequency selection strategy: We validate the three
frequency selection strategies mentioned in Sec. III-D, and
the pre-trained priors (PP) strategy reaches the best results on
the three datasets, whereas the random selection (RS) strategy
corresponds to the worst. Besides, the dynamic assignment
(DA) strategy is slightly inferior to the pre-trained priors strat-
egy, which can be interpreted as that the dynamic assignment
strategy provides insignificantly worse generalization due to
training on limited data. Therefore, we select the frequency
prior strategy for our STeInFormer to achieve better perfor-
mance and linear complexity with prior frequency values.

b) Method design: We devise some variants to validate
the efficacy of CSI and CTI. The base for the experiment
is a Siamese neural network with tandem feature extraction
modules at each stage without cross-temporal interaction, con-
nected to the same MLP decoder adopted by our STeInFormer.
Introducing CSI reorganizes the feature extraction modules at
each stage into the U-shaped architecture. Introducing CTI
adds the cross-temporal interaction to the feature extraction
modules at each stage. The experimental results show adding
either CSI or CTI enables a considerable improvement, and
combining both further enlarges such an increase in perfor-
mance.

c) Number of frequency values for the multi-frequency
mixer.: It is clear that an overall stable outperformance could
be reached on the three datasets when the number of frequency
values (i.e., M) is 8, although 16 frequency values causes

TABLE VI
ABLATION OF THE WEIGHTING PARAMETERS ON THE WHU-CD DATASET.

THE BEST VALUES ARE IN BOLD.

λfocal λdice F1 Pre. Rec. IoU OA
1 5 89.30 90.39 88.23 80.67 99.03
1 2 89.53 92.44 86.79 81.04 99.07
1 1 89.61 91.01 88.26 79.87 98.68
2 1 89.16 87.99 90.36 80.44 98.99
5 1 88.40 87.96 88.85 79.21 98.93

slighly higher F1-score and precision on the LEVIR-CD
dataset only. Hence, we select 8 as the number of frequency
values for the multi-frequency mixer of our STeInFormer.

d) Ablation of the Multi-Frequency Mixer.: We further
explore the performance of using plain convolution (i.e., 3x3)
instead of the multi-frequency mixer, which is shown in the
Conv row in Table IV. The results show that when using only
convolution, the model achieves F1 values of 85.78, 89.83
and 69.27 on WHU-CD, LEVIR-CD and CLCD datasets,
respectively. Although we note that this result is very close to
the performance when the frequency number is 1. However,
when we increase the frequency number to 8, the expressive
power of the proposed model is enhanced and significantly
outperforms convolutional token mixer. This validates the
effectiveness of the multi-frequency mixer.

e) Ablation of the Cross-Temporal Interactor.: We fur-
ther apply cross-attention to implement the cross-temporal
interactor to validate the effectiveness of our convolutional gat-
ing mechanism. As shown in the Table V, the Attention variant
is able to achieve an F1 value of 89.48, which is slightly lower
than the convolutional gating mechanism version. However,
Attention significantly increases the number of parameters
(+0.62M) and the FLOPs (+1.07G) of the model, which is
not conducive to a better balance between performance and
efficiency.

f) Ablation of the weighting parameters in the loss
function.: To assess the impact of the weighting parameters
on the model’s performance, we have conducted additional
experiments with different ratios of λfocal and λdice on the
WHU-CD dataset, as shown in Table VI. However, these
configurations yield inferior performance compared to our
chosen setup. Therefore, we ultimately select a 1:1 ratio.

V. CONCLUSION

In this paper, we propose STeInFormer, a spatial-temporal
interaction Transformer architecture to address two challenges
in RSCD (i.e., frequent non-interest changes and the require-
ment for high spatial detail). Different from the existent RSCD
methods, we abandon the paradigm of relying on a non-
interactive Siamese neural network for feature extraction, but
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attempt to incorporate the spatio-temporal interactions of bi-
temporal features in feature extraction. In addition, we design a
parameter-free multi-frequency token mixer for token mixing,
which for the first time tackles RSCD from the perspective
of frequency domain. By combining frequency-valued priors,
our multi-frequency token mixer is able to extract implicit
frequency-domain features with linear time complexity. Exper-
imental results on three datasets prove that our STeInFormer
could significantly outperform other methods, while achieving
a more satisfactory efficiency-accuracy trade-off regarding the
number of parameters and the computational cost. In the fu-
ture, we are to investigate a change detection head correspond-
ing to our spatio-temporal interaction encoder architecture,
which is expected to extract more useful information and
knowledge for change detection tasks.
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