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Abstract. Disaster events occur around the world and cause significant damage to human life and property.
Earth observation (EO) data enables rapid and comprehensive building damage assessment, an essential capabil-
ity in the aftermath of a disaster to reduce human casualties and to inform disaster relief efforts. Recent research
focuses on the development of artificial intelligence (AI) models to achieve accurate mapping of unseen dis-
aster events, mostly using optical EO data. However, solutions based on optical data are limited to clear skies
and daylight hours, preventing a prompt response to disasters. Integrating multimodal EO data, particularly the
combination of optical and synthetic aperture radar (SAR) imagery, makes it possible to provide all-weather,
day-and-night disaster responses. Despite this potential, the development of robust multimodal AI models has
been constrained by the lack of suitable benchmark datasets. In this paper, we present a Building damage assess-
ment dataset using veRy-hIGH-resoluTion optical and SAR imagery (BRIGHT) to support AI-based all-weather
disaster response. To the best of our knowledge, BRIGHT is the first open-access, globally distributed, event-
diverse multimodal dataset specifically curated to support AI-based disaster response. It covers five types of
natural disasters and two types of man-made disasters across 12 regions worldwide, with a particular focus on
developing countries where external assistance is most needed. The optical and SAR imagery in BRIGHT, with
a spatial resolution between 0.3 and 1 meters, provides detailed representations of individual buildings, making
it ideal for precise damage assessment. In our experiments, we have tested seven advanced AI models trained
with our BRIGHT to validate the transferability and robustness. The corresponding experimental results can also
serve as a baseline for future research, providing perspectives and inspiration for the design of custom models.
The dataset, along with code and trained models, is available at https://github.com/ChenHongruixuan/BRIGHT,
and will be updated as new disaster data become available. BRIGHT also serves as the official dataset for the
2025 IEEE GRSS Data Fusion Contest Track II. We hope that the new dataset will further the use of AI-driven
EO methods in support of people in disaster-affected areas.
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1 Introduction

A disaster is defined as a serious disruption in the function-
ing of a community or society due to the interaction between
a hazard event and the conditions of exposure, vulnerabil-
ity, and capacity; resulting in human, material, economic,
or environmental losses and impacts (Ge et al., 2020). Ac-
cording to (UNDRR, 2018a), three types of natural disas-
ters – earthquakes, storms, and floods – have caused ≈1.12
million deaths, affected 2.85 billion people, and resulted in
more than 2,647 billion US dollars in economic losses be-
tween 1998 and 2017. The threat of disasters is likely to
increase as a result of global urbanization. Rapid and com-
prehensive damage assessment is crucial in the aftermath
of a disaster to make informed and effective rescue deci-
sions and minimize losses and impacts. Among these as-
sessments, building damage assessment, aiming at provid-
ing information including the area and amount of damage,
the rate of collapsed buildings, and the type of damage in-
curred by each building, is particularly critical in the early
stages. This is because the distribution of damaged buildings
is closely related to life-saving efforts in emergency response
(Xie et al., 2016; Adriano et al., 2021). However, conduct-
ing field surveys after a disaster is difficult and dangerous,
especially when transportation and communication systems
are disrupted, impeding efficient on-site assessments. Earth
observation (EO) technology, also known as remote sensing,
provides a safe and efficient way to obtain building damage
information over disaster areas due to its wide field-of-view,
low cost, and contactless operation.

Two primary types of EO technology, optical and syn-
thetic aperture radar (SAR), are commonly used for assess-
ing building damage after disasters. Optical EO imagery has
been the primary source and has been extensively studied
for building damage assessment, because of its intuitive and
easy-to-interpret nature. Initially, moderate-resolution opti-
cal EO data, exemplified by the Landsat series and Sentinel-
2, was used for assessing building damage (Yusuf et al.,
2001; Fan et al., 2019; Sandhini Putri et al., 2022). However,
these were limited by spatial resolution and only provided
broad approximations of affected areas, lacking accuracy for
specific buildings, which is crucial for timely rescue. The
new generation of very-high-resolution (VHR) optical sen-
sors, such as IKONOS and WorldView, provide EO data with
spatial resolutions at the meter and even sub-meter level, en-
abling finer assessments at the level of individual buildings
(Freire et al., 2014). These data have been successfully used
for building damage assessment after multiple natural disas-
ters (Yamazaki and Matsuoka, 2007; Tong et al., 2012; Freire
et al., 2014). While accurate building damage proxy maps
can be obtained through visual interpretation by experts, this
process is time-consuming, requires trained professionals,
and is in practice too labor-intensive for rapid, large-scale
assessments. Therefore, much of the recent literature has fo-
cused on developing automated methods for rapid building

damage proxy mapping (Tong et al., 2012; Xie et al., 2016;
Gupta et al., 2019; Zheng et al., 2021). Among these, arti-
ficial intelligence (AI), especially deep learning (DL) tech-
niques, have proved particularly effective, significantly im-
proving the efficiency and accuracy of building damage as-
sessments. Early works were often specific to a single disas-
ter event, with labels annotated for a particular disaster area
to train the model, which was then used to generate building
damage proxy maps for the same event (Xie et al., 2016; Xia
et al., 2023). Since the associated training sets are limited
to a narrow range of building types, damage patterns, and
background land-cover distributions, the resulting models
lack generalizability and struggle to produce accurate build-
ing damage proxy maps for new disaster events, which lim-
its their practical use. The release of large-scale benchmark
datasets including a variety of disaster scenarios and damage
types, such as the xBD dataset (Gupta et al., 2019), opens up
the possibility of using DL models to quickly and accurately
map building damages after a newly occurred, previously un-
seen disaster. A number of state-of-the-art methods based on
various DL models have been designed (Zheng et al., 2021;
Shen et al., 2022; Guo et al., 2024; Wang et al., 2024; Chen
et al., 2022; Kaur et al., 2023; Chen et al., 2024). For ex-
ample, Zheng et al. (2021) trained DL models on the xBD
dataset and applied them to mapping building damages on
two unseen man-made disaster events. These studies show-
case the power of employing DL models for building dam-
age mapping. However, optical EO, being a passive sensing
technique, needs suitable solar illumination and cloud-free
weather conditions, which severely limits its application as
an emergency tool for all-weather disaster response (Adri-
ano et al., 2021). Actual disaster events, especially wildfires,
floods, and storms, are often accompanied by less-than-ideal
imaging conditions. For instance, Figure 1 shows EO data
captured for a wildfire event that occurred in August 2023 in
Hawaii, USA. The post-event optical image shown in Figure
1b does not provide clear surface information due to the ef-
fects of smoke from the wildfire. In contrast, SAR sensors
employ active illumination with longer microwaves and can
acquire images in adverse weather conditions, offering great
potential for all-weather disaster response. As illustrated in
Figure 1c, SAR imagery is unaffected by smoke and clearly
shows buildings damaged by the wildfire.

Due to the above advantages of SAR data and the devel-
opment of associated processing technology, various SAR-
based methods have been proposed for assessing build-
ing damage. These methods utilize intensity (Matsuoka and
Yamazaki, 2005, 2010; Matsuoka et al., 2010), coherence
(Yonezawa and Takeuchi, 2001; Arciniegas et al., 2007;
Watanabe et al., 2016; Liu and Yamazaki, 2017), or polar-
ization features (Yamaguchi, 2012; Chen and Sato, 2013;
Watanabe et al., 2016; Karimzadeh and Mastuoka, 2017) for
the building damage assessment at the block unit level, de-
pending on the acquisition mode. Several studies have at-
tempted to extend the block-level approach or have explored
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(a) (b) (c)

Figure 1. An example of the wildfire occurring in Maui, Hawaii, USA, August 2023. (a) Pre-event optical imagery (© Maxar). (b) Post-
event optical image (© Maxar) with land-cover features obscured by smoke from wildfires. (c) Post-event SAR imagery (© Capella Space)
unaffected by smoke, clearly showing disaster area.

new approaches to move towards building instance level, us-
ing higher spatial resolution sensors like COSMO-SkyMed
and TerraSAR-X (Liu et al., 2013; Brett and Guida, 2013;
Chini et al., 2015; Ge et al., 2019). Some studies have also
explored AI-based approaches for building damage assess-
ment based on SAR data (Bai et al., 2018; Adriano et al.,
2019; Bai et al., 2017; Li et al., 2023b). However, due to
the lack of large-scale benchmark datasets (like xBD in the
optical domain), these methods have focused on local re-
gions and single disaster events, and their ability to gener-
alize to other disaster events remains largely unknown. Chal-
lenges inherent to SAR data, such as oblique viewing angles,
speckle noise, object occlusion, and geometric distortions,
complicate the accurate mapping of buildings compared to
optical imagery (Brunner et al., 2010; Adriano et al., 2021).
Additionally, the limited availability of VHR SAR data also
reduces its reliability as a source of pre-event data (Brun-
ner et al., 2010). Considering these practical limitations, the
most effective strategy for rapid, all-weather building dam-
age assessment might arguably be to combine pre-event op-
tical imagery, which provides accurate localization and de-
tailed building information in the visible spectrum, with post-
event SAR imagery, which captures structural information as
a cue for building damages (Adriano et al., 2019). However,
the image formation of SAR differs from that of an opti-
cal camera, both in terms of the physical properties of the
imaged targets and in terms of the signal processing steps
to create the image. Previous methods have attempted to
align the two modalities with manually constructed statistical
models (Stramondo et al., 2006; Chini et al., 2009; Brunner
et al., 2010; Wang and Jin, 2012). However, these models are
sensor-specific, requiring dedicated modeling for each sen-
sor. DL offers a promising solution by automatically learning
a high-dimensional feature space that aligns the two modal-
ities. Still, a significant challenge remains: to train and eval-

uate a DL model, one must have access to a high-quality,
large-scale dataset with comprehensive coverage of various
disaster events and sufficient geographic diversity.

To support AI research aimed at all-weather building dam-
age mapping, we present BRIGHT, the first open, globally
distributed, multimodal VHR dataset for building damage
assessment. Advances in EO technology have enabled data
providers like Capella and Umbra to offer VHR SAR im-
agery at resolutions higher than 1 meter per pixel. Benefiting
from that progress, BRIGHT incorporates both pre-event op-
tical imagery and post-event SAR imagery with spatial res-
olutions ranging from 0.3 meters to 1 meter per pixel. Such
high resolution allows for detailed assessments at the indi-
vidual building level, as required by emergency responders
to guide targeted and effective rescue operations. Different
event types are considered in BRIGHT: earthquakes, storms
(hurricane, cyclone), wildfires, floods, and volcanic erup-
tions. These natural disasters account for 84% of the fatalities
and 94% of the economic losses from 1998 to 2017 (UN-
DRR, 2018a). In addition to natural disasters, the BRIGHT
dataset further considers disasters caused by human activity,
such as accidental explosions or armed conflicts, which also
pose significant threats to human life and infrastructure, can
occur unexpectedly and require a rapid response (UNDRR,
2018b). The inclusion of these events ensures the dataset is
comprehensive and can be used to develop robust AI mod-
els that are effective across a range of disaster scenarios.
The events in BRIGHT cover 12 different regions distributed
around the globe, with a focus on developing countries where
external assistance is most urgently needed after a disaster.
BRIGHT’s labels are multi-level annotations that distinguish
between damaged and entirely destroyed buildings.
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Table 1. Comparison of BRIGHT with the existing building damage assessment datasets with scale, where OA indicates whether the dataset
is open access or not, and GSD is an acronym for ground sampling distance. Note that since some datasets integrate other datasets, we summa-
rize only the largest one to avoid duplication here. For example, the BDD dataset (Adriano et al., 2021) includes the Tohoku-Earthquake-2011
dataset (Bai et al., 2018) and Palu-Tsunami-2018 dataset (Adriano et al., 2019). *Although some events in the BDD dataset (Adriano et al.,
2021) have Worldview-2 images as optical EO data with a GSD of 0.5 m/pixel, its corresponding SAR image has a highest GSD of 1 m/pixel.
†N is the number of events used for testing in IEEE GRSS DFC 2025, which we temporarily hide here.

Dataset OA Modality GSD (m/pixel) No. of events Disaster type No. of building Granularity

ABCD (Fujita et al., 2017) Yes Optical EO 0.4 1 Tsunami N/A Image-level
(Nguyen et al., 2017) Yes Images on social media N/A 1 3 natural disasters N/A Image-level
(Cheng et al., 2021) Yes UAV image N/A 1 Hurricane 1,802 Image-level
(Xue et al., 2024) Yes Street-view image N/A 1 Hurricane 2,468 Image-level
(Sun et al., 2024) Yes Optical and SAR EO <1 1 Earthquake 4,029 Pixel-level
FloodNet (Rahnemoonfar et al., 2021) Yes UAV image N/A 1 Flood 6,675 Pixel-level
RescueNet (Rahnemoonfar et al., 2023) Yes UAV image N/A 1 Hurricane 10,903 Pixel-level
Ida-BD (Kaur et al., 2023) No optical EO 0.5 1 Hurricane 18,083 Pixel-level
xBD (Gupta et al., 2019) Yes Optical EO <0.8 15 6 natural disasters >700,000 Pixel-level
BDD (Adriano et al., 2021) No optical and SAR EO 1*-10 9 3 natural disasters 123,453 Pixel-level

BRIGHT Yes optical and SAR EO 0.3-1 12 + N† 5 natural disasters
human-made disasters >350,000 Pixel-level

1.1 Comparison with existing datasets

The comparison between BRIGHT and existing datasets for
building damage assessment is summarized in Table 1. Most
current building damage assessment datasets are limited in
scale and scope due to the scarcity of disaster events, the
limited availability of corresponding open-source EO data
and the annotation effort (Rahnemoonfar et al., 2021; Gupta
and Shah, 2021; Kaur et al., 2023). Due to the high cost and
time required for pixel-level labeling, some datasets, such as
those provided by (Fujita et al., 2017; Nguyen et al., 2017;
Cheng et al., 2021; Xue et al., 2024), offer image-level la-
beling, indicating only whether an image contains damaged
buildings. Although useful, this information lacks the spa-
tial precision needed to guide specific rescue operations. The
xBD dataset (Gupta et al., 2019) is currently the largest open
data collection, covering six natural disasters in 15 regions
with more than 700,000 building instances. However, xBD
includes only optical EO data and therefore does not support
all-weather disaster response. Sun et al. (2024) have created a
multimodal dataset, but it is limited to a single disaster event
and contains only about 4,000 building instances. The small
size makes it challenging to train DL models, and signifi-
cantly limits the transferability of the trained models. The
dataset most similar to our work is BDD, proposed by Adri-
ano et al. (2021). The main differences between BDD and
BRIGHT are: First, BRIGHT covers more disaster events
and building instances, including both natural and human-
made disasters. Second, BRIGHT has higher spatial resolu-
tion; while the highest resolution of SAR images in BDD is
1 meter, BRIGHT provides finer detail with spatial resolu-
tion from 0.3 meter to 1 meter, allowing for the detection
of subtle structural damage in individual buildings. Third,
and perhaps most important, the re-distribution of BDD is re-
stricted, whereas BRIGHT is an open-source dataset publicly

available to the global community. Beyond the ones listed
in Table 1, there are further datasets targeted at monitoring
hazardous events related to disasters, but not concerned with
building damage assessment, including landslides (Ghorban-
zadeh et al., 2022; Meena et al., 2023), floods (Bonafilia
et al., 2020; Zhang et al., 2023) and wildfires (Artés et al.,
2019; Huot et al., 2022; He et al., 2024).

1.2 Main contribution

The contributions of this paper are twofold: 1) We present
BRIGHT, the first multimodal building damage dataset with
a spatial resolution greater than 1 meter, and make it publicly
available to the community. BRIGHT employs a combina-
tion of pre-event optical imagery and post-event SAR im-
agery with abundant disaster events and rich geographic di-
versity, thereby supporting the study of AI-based multimodal
building damage mapping, especially in developing coun-
tries; 2) We evaluate a series of contemporary DL baselines
on BRIGHT. The results of these experiments, along with the
source code and model weights, are also made publicly avail-
able in support of future research and a benchmark for the
current potential of EO-based disaster response. The trained
models may serve as a basis for methodological advances or
to build damage assessment pipelines for real-world applica-
tions.

2 Study areas and disaster events

We selected 12 disaster events across the globe for our
BRIGHT dataset, as illustrated in Figure 2. Since both
Capella and Umbra satellites were launched in 2020 and be-
yond, we focused on study areas where disasters occurred
from 2020 onward. The selected regions are primarily in
developing countries, where public administration and dis-
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Figure 2. Geographic distribution of disaster events present in the BRIGHT. Note that the locations of test events in IEEE GRSS DFC
2025 are hidden in this figure.

aster response capacity tend to be weaker compared to de-
veloped nations, making international assistance more crit-
ical. The dataset covers five major types of natural disas-
ters—earthquakes, storms (including hurricane and cyclone),
wildfires, floods, and volcanic eruptions. Additionally, it in-
cludes man-made disasters such as explosions and armed
conflicts.

2.1 Explosion in Beirut, 2020

On August 4, 2020, a massive explosion occurred at the
Port of Beirut in Lebanon, caused by the improper stor-
age of 2,750 tons of ammonium nitrate. The explosion
caused widespread damage within a radius of several kilo-
meters, significantly impacting the port and the surround-
ing neighborhoods, including areas such as Gemmayzeh,
Mar Mikhael, and Achrafieh. It resulted in 218 deaths, more
than 7,000 injuries, and left approximately 300,000 people
homeless. Economic losses were estimated to be between
10 billion and 15 billion USD. The disaster compounded
Lebanon’s ongoing economic challenges and contributed to
political instability and social unrest.

2.2 Explosion in Bata, 2021

On March 7, 2021, a series of four explosions occurred at the
Cuartel Militar de Nkoantoma in Bata, Equatorial Guinea,
caused by improperly stored explosives. The blasts led to
at least 107 deaths, over 615 injuries, and widespread de-

struction throughout the city. A total of 243 structures were
destroyed or severely damaged, displacing many residents.
Around 150 families sought refuge in temporary shelters,
while others stayed with relatives. Local hospitals treated
more than 500 injured individuals, and the economic im-
pact was severe, underscoring the dangers associated with
improper storage of hazardous materials.

2.3 Volcano Eruption in DR Congo and Rwanda, 2021

On May 22, 2021, Mount Nyiragongo in the Democratic
Republic of the Congo erupted, causing widespread devas-
tation. The eruption resulted in 32 deaths, the destruction
of 1,000 homes, and the displacement of thousands as lava
flows threatened the city of Goma. Nearly 400,000 people
were evacuated due to the risk of further volcanic activity,
including potential magma flow beneath Goma and nearby
Lake Kivu. Despite continued seismic activity, life in Goma
largely returned to normal by August 2021, although plans to
relocate parts of the city remain under consideration due to
the ongoing threat from the volcano.

2.4 Earthquake in Haiti, 2021

On August 14, 2021, a magnitude 7.2 earthquake struck
Haiti’s Tiburon Peninsula, primarily affecting the Nippes,
Sud, and Grand’Anse departments. The disaster caused over
2,200 deaths, more than 12,200 injuries, and left thousands
homeless. The economic losses were significant, estimated
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Table 2. Summary of the basic information of the BRIGHT dataset, with disaster events listed in chronological order. Information on the
test events for IEEE GRSS DFC 2025 is excluded from this table.

Disaster area Type of disaster Date GSD (m/pixel) Provider No. of tiles No. of building

Beirut, Lebanon Explosion (EP) 04 Aug. 2020 1 Maxar & Capella 133 25,496

Bata, Equatorial Guinea Explosion (EP) 07 Mar. 2021 0.5 Maxar & Capella 107 8,893

Goma, DR Congo Volcano eruption (VE) 22 May 2021 0.33 Maxar & Capella 123 18,741

Les Cayes, Haiti Earthquake (EQ) 14 Aug. 2021 0.48 Maxar & Capella 73 18,918

La Palma, Spain Volcano Eruption (VE) 19 Sept. 2021 -
13 Dec. 2021 0.3-0.35 IGN (Spain) & Capella 933 30,239

Ukraine Armed conflict (AC) 22 Mar. 2022 -
21 Sept. 2022 0.6 Google Earth & Capella 848 56,770

Turkey Earthquake (EQ) 06 Feb. 2023 0.30-0.35 Maxar & Capella & Umbra 1,114 135,033

Myanmar Cyclone (CC) 14 May 2023 0.6 Google Earth & Capella 126 8,052

Maui, Hawaii, USA Wildfire (WF) 08 Aug. 2023 -
09 Aug. 2023 0.6 NOAA & Capella 65 3,995

Morocco Earthquake (EQ) 08 Sept. 2023 0.35-0.4 Maxar & Capella 567 6,269

Derna, Libya Flood (FL) 10 Sept. 2023 0.35 Maxar & Capella 124 1,0979

Acapulco, Mexico Hurricane (HC) 25 Oct. 2023 0.35-0.8 Google Earth & Capella 325 18,437
Test events of
IEEE DFC 2025 N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A

Total - - - - >4,538 >350,000

at over USD 1.5 billion. Approximately 137,500 buildings
including homes, schools, and hospitals, were damaged or
destroyed. As the deadliest natural disaster of 2021, the
earthquake exacerbated Haiti’s existing challenges, includ-
ing widespread poverty and political instability.

2.5 Volcano Eruption in La Palma, 2021

On September 19, 2021, the Cumbre Vieja volcano on La
Palma, part of Spain’s Canary Islands, erupted following sev-
eral days of seismic activity. The eruption primarily impacted
the island’s western side, covering over 1,000 hectares with
lava and destroying more than 3,000 buildings, including
the towns of Todoque and La Laguna. The lava flow, mea-
suring about 3.5 kilometers wide and 6.2 kilometers long,
reached the sea, cutting off the coastal highway and form-
ing a new peninsula with extensive lava tubes. Although the
timely evacuation of around 7,000 people prevented major
casualties, one person died from inhaling toxic gases. Eco-
nomic losses exceeded 800 million euros, and thousands of
residents were displaced, with significant damage to arable
land and livelihoods.

2.6 Armed Conflict in Ukraine, 2022

In February 2022, the conflict in Ukraine escalated signif-
icantly when Russian forces launched a full-scale invasion.
The invasion has affected many parts of Ukraine, especially
the eastern regions and the major cities, causing widespread
destruction to homes, infrastructure, and industrial facilities.
The conflict has resulted in thousands of civilian and mili-
tary casualties and has caused the displacement of millions
of people. Out of a population of 41 million, about 8 mil-

lion Ukrainians were internally displaced, while more than
8.2 million fled the country by April 2023, creating Eu-
rope’s largest refugee crisis since World War II. The eco-
nomic losses are substantial, with extensive damage to in-
frastructure, industrial output, and the broader economy.

2.7 Earthquake in Turkey, 2023

On February 6, 2023, a magnitude 7.8 earthquake struck
southeastern Turkey near Gaziantep, followed by a magni-
tude 7.7 aftershock. The disaster, the most powerful earth-
quake in Turkey since 1939, caused widespread destruction
across approximately 350,000 km2, affecting 14 million peo-
ple and displacing 1.5 million. The death toll reached 53,537
in Turkey and 5,951 in Syria, with 107,213 injuries, making
it one of the deadliest earthquakes in modern history. Eco-
nomic losses were estimated at USD 148.8 billion in Turkey
and USD 14.8 billion in Syria, with over 518,000 houses and
345,000 apartments destroyed. The earthquake caused severe
damage to infrastructure, agriculture, and essential services,
further worsening the region’s economic challenges. Interna-
tional aid was mobilized to support the affected populations.

2.8 Cyclone in Myanmar, 2023

In May 2023, Cyclone Mocha, a Category 4 hurricane, struck
Myanmar, causing widespread devastation in the country’s
coastal regions, particularly in Rakhine State. The storm re-
sulted in at least 460 deaths, with over 700 people injured,
mostly among the Rohingya refugees. The cyclone destroyed
over 183,000 houses, 1,770 religious buildings, and 1,397
schools, and caused US$2.24 billion in damages, equivalent
to 3.4% of Myanmar’s GDP. Severe flooding affected 895
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km2 of land, displacing over 1.2 million people. In Rakhine,
towns like Sittwe were heavily flooded, with a storm surge
of up to 3.5 meters, while nearly 90% of homes in Kyauktaw
were destroyed. The cyclone severely affected communica-
tion networks and infrastructure, exacerbating the region’s
vulnerability to future natural disasters.

2.9 Wildfire in Hawaii, 2023

In August 2023, a series of wildfires broke out on the is-
land of Maui, Hawaii, causing widespread destruction and
significant impacts on the local population and environment.
The fires, fueled by dry conditions and strong winds, primar-
ily affected the town of Lahaina, where at least 102 people
were killed and two remain missing. Over 2,200 buildings
were destroyed, including many historic landmarks, resulting
in estimated damages of US$5.5 billion. The fires prompted
evacuations and led to the displacement of thousands of res-
idents, with significant economic losses in the tourism and
agriculture sectors.

2.10 Earthquake in Morocco, 2023

On September 8, 2023, a 6.9 magnitude earthquake struck
Morocco’s Al Haouz Province, near Marrakesh, causing
widespread devastation. The quake resulted in at least 2,960
deaths and 5,674 injuries, affecting over 2.8 million people,
including 100,000 children. The earthquake damaged or de-
stroyed 40,759 houses and 2,930 villages, with 19,095 addi-
tional houses collapsing. Significant destruction occurred in
rural areas of the Atlas Mountains. Economic losses could
reach up to 9% of Morocco’s GDP. Historic sites in Mar-
rakesh, including parts of the Medina and several mosques,
were severely damaged.

2.11 Flood and Storm in Libya, 2023

In September 2023, northeastern Libya was hit by Storm
Daniel, causing catastrophic flooding, particularly in the city
of Derna. The storm led to the collapse of two dams, releas-
ing 30 million cubic meters of water and partially destroy-
ing the city. Casualty estimates range from 5,900 to 20,000,
making it the second deadliest dam failure in history. The
flooding affected seven out of 10 districts in Derna and left
more than 40,000 people displaced. More than 2,200 build-
ings were flooded and the collapse of four bridges split the
city into two. The economic losses were substantial, with se-
vere damage to infrastructure, homes, and the agricultural
sector.

2.12 Hurricane in Mexico, 2023

In September 2023, Hurricane Norma, a Category 4 hurri-
cane, struck the western coast of Mexico, severely affecting
Sinaloa and Baja California Sur. The storm caused over 100
deaths and displaced thousands, with significant damage to

homes, infrastructure, and agriculture. This was followed by
Hurricane Otis in October, which made landfall near Aca-
pulco as a Category 5 hurricane. Otis was the strongest Pa-
cific hurricane to hit Mexico, causing at least 52 deaths and
leaving 32 missing. The storm caused unprecedented de-
struction, with more than 51,864 homes destroyed and dam-
ages estimated at US$12–16 billion, surpassing Hurricane
Wilma as the costliest Mexican hurricane.

3 Dataset Description

3.1 Construction of the dataset

The optical EO data in our dataset are mainly from Maxar’s
Open Data program1, while the SAR EO data are mainly
from Capella Space and Umbra Space. Both Capella and
Umbra data have two imaging modalities, i.e., Spotlight and
Stripmap, respectively. The Spotlight mode has a higher spa-
tial resolution but less coverage. In the region of interest, we
preferred Spotlight mode if there is suitable data in the data
provider’s inventory, otherwise, we chose Stripmap. The op-
tical EO data consist of red, blue, and green bands, while
the SAR EO data are mainly amplitude data in the VV or
HH bands. For optical EO data, the digital number was con-
verted to reflectance and then standardized to an 8-bit data
format. For SAR imagery, after the data have been terrain-
corrected, we used the data provider’s recommended method
of pre-processing the amplitude data and finally converted
the same to an 8-bit data format. Although both optical and
SAR images are geocoded, there is still some pixel offset
between them. Therefore, multiple experts manually aligned
the paired optical and SAR data and cross-checked each
other to ensure the precise registration between the two types
of EO data.

The labels in BRIGHT consist of two components: build-
ing polygons and post-disaster building damage attributes.
Expert annotators manually labeled the building polygons,
and all labels underwent independent visual inspections
to ensure accuracy. Damage annotations were obtained
from Copernicus Emergency Management Service2 and the
United Nations Satellite Centre (UNOSAT)3 Emergency
Mapping Products. These annotations were derived through
visual interpretation of high-resolution optical imagery cap-
tured before and after the disasters by EO experts, supple-
mented by partial field visits. Since the number of dam-
age levels varied across different events, we adopted the ap-
proach in (Adriano et al., 2021) to standardize them into three
categories: intact, damaged, and destroyed. The damage an-
notations were provided as vector point files. By overlaying
these points with the building polygons and assigning corre-
sponding damage attributes, we generated the final building

1https://www.maxar.com/open-data
2https://emergency.copernicus.eu
3https://unosat.org/products

https://www.maxar.com/open-data
https://emergency.copernicus.eu
https://unosat.org/products
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Figure 3. Thumbnails of local areas in 12 disaster events of BRIGHT. For visualization purposes, different events have different scales.
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damage labels. To prevent geographic misallocations due to
coordinate offsets, we unified the coordinate systems of the
points and polygons, with a visual inspection performed prior
to the final allocation.

Figure 3 presents thumbnails of selected local areas from
the 12 disaster events included in the BRIGHT dataset.

3.2 Statistics for BRIGHT

The basic information about BRIGHT, including disaster
events, EO data, the number of corresponding EO tiles, and
the total number of building pixels, is summarized in Table
2. After cropping the EO data into 1024×1024-pixel tiles,
BRIGHT contains 4,538 multimodal image pairs (exclud-
ing events related to IEEE GRSS DFC 2025). As BRIGHT
covers different disaster events located in different regions
across the globe, this ensures the geographical diversity of
its sample.

Key statistics of BRIGHT are illustrated in Figure 4. Fig-
ure 4a shows the pixel value distribution for optical and SAR
images from one man-made disaster and three natural dis-
asters. The varying geographical landscapes and land cover
across different regions result in distinct means and stan-
dard deviations of pixel values, highlighting BRIGHT’s geo-
graphical diversity and making it a robust dataset for study-
ing building damage assessment in diverse environments. To
ensure trained deep learning (DL) models can accurately de-
tect buildings and assess damage levels, it is crucial that the
dataset includes a wide variety of building styles from differ-
ent regions. Figure 4b shows that BRIGHT covers buildings
at multiple scales, exhibiting a “long-tail” distribution. This
multi-scale representation challenges DL models to develop
the ability to capture features at varying scales, enhancing
robustness and accuracy.

Figure 4c further illustrates the feature distribution of
buildings in optical and SAR images for the same four events
shown in Figure 4a, demonstrating clear inter-event separa-
bility in both modalities. Finally, BRIGHT faces a significant
challenge of sample imbalance. There is a notable imbalance
between background pixels and foreground (building) pixels,
with a ratio of approximately 7:1. Additionally, an imbalance
exists within damage categories: only about 6.5% of build-
ing pixels represent destroyed buildings, 6.7% correspond
to damaged buildings, and 86.8% are intact buildings. This
imbalance complicates model training, necessitating careful
strategies to develop robust DL models.

We also evaluated the alignment errors between optical
and SAR EO data in BRIGHT. Table 3 presents the mean
co-registration errors, measured in root mean square error
(RMSE) of pixel displacement, obtained using three differ-
ent multimodal image registration methods: RIFT (Li et al.,
2020), SRIF (Li et al., 2023a), and LNIFT (Li et al., 2022).
The evaluation resulted in an RMSE of about 1.5 pixels be-
tween optical and SAR EO data. This enhanced alignment

Table 3. Mean co-registration errors obtained from different multi-
modal image registration methods.

Descriptor RMSE (pixels)

RIFT (Li et al., 2020) 1.935

LNIFT (Li et al., 2022) 0.905

SRIF (Li et al., 2023a) 1.790

Average 1.543

provides a fundamental guarantee for accurate building dam-
age assessment in BRIGHT.

3.3 Dataset division strategy

To train ML/DL models using BRIGHT and evaluate their
generalizability, it is necessary to divide the dataset into a
training set, validation set, and test set. Gerard et al. (2024)
suggested that dividing the dataset on an event-by-event ba-
sis, rather than randomly across the entire dataset, provides a
more accurate reflection of a model’s generalizability. There-
fore, for the first 12 events listed in Table 2, we divide the cor-
responding data for each event into training, validation, and
test sets in a ratio of 7:1:2. The sets obtained for each event
are then merged to create the final training, validation, and
test sets. In our experiments, DL models are trained using the
training set, and the optimal hyperparameters (e.g., learning
rate) are selected based on performance on the validation set.
The generalization capability of the models is subsequently
evaluated on the test set.

4 Methodology

4.1 Problem statement and two solutions

The objective of building damage assessment is to interpret
EO data covering the affected area and generate a build-
ing damage proxy map that reflects the extent of damage to
buildings. To achieve this, two common solutions are typi-
cally employed.

One is to directly treat the building damage assessment
task as a single semantic segmentation task (Adriano et al.,
2021; Gupta and Shah, 2021). The pre- and post-event im-
ages are taken as inputs of the model, and then the final dam-
age proxy map is directly predicted, which can be formalized
as Ydam =Mseg(XT1 ,XT2), where is XT1 is the pre-event
imagery, XT2 is the post-event imagery, Mseg (·) is a seman-
tic segmentation model, Ydam is the obtained damage proxy
map. In the context of this paper, XT1 is VHR optical im-
agery and XT2 is VHR SAR imagery.

The second solution adopts the task decoupling approach
(Gupta et al., 2019; Zheng et al., 2021), which breaks down
building damage assessment into two subtasks: the build-
ing localization task, i.e., separating the building from the
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Figure 4. Statistics for the BRIGHT dataset. (a) Distributions of band values of samples from four study sites. (b) Distribution of building
scales. (c) Feature distribution of buildings on four events under two imaging modalities. (d) Percentage of building and background pixels
(left) and percentage of different damage levels in building pixels (right).

background, and the damage classification task, i.e., focus-
ing on the classification between different levels of damage.
This solution can be formulated as Yloc =Mloc(XT1) and
Yclf =Mclf (XT1 ,XT2), where Yloc is the building local-
ization map, Yclf is the damage classification map, Mloc (·)
and Mclf (·) are models for building localization and dam-
age classification tasks, respectively. Mloc (·) and Mclf (·)
can be two separate models (Gupta et al., 2019) or a unified
multi-task learning model (Zheng et al., 2021; Chen et al.,
2022, 2024). The final building damage proxy map is ob-
tained by combining the two outputs using a simple mask
operation: Ydam =Yloc ⊙Yclf .

Since the aim of this article is not only to provide a large-
scale multimodal benchmark dataset to support all-weather
disaster response but also to offer insights for designing ap-
propriate methods in future research, we will employ and
compare both solutions in our experiments.

4.2 Deep learning architecture

We evaluate BRIGHT using several advanced deep network
architectures from both the computer vision and remote sens-
ing communities. Since the building damage assessment task
can be considered a specialized semantic segmentation task,
we selected two well-known segmentation networks from the
computer vision field: UNet (Ronneberger et al., 2015) and
DeepLabV3+ (Chen et al., 2018). Additionally, we included
several state-of-the-art networks from the EO community:
SiamAttnUNet (Adriano et al., 2021), SiamCRNN (Chen
et al., 2020), ChangeOS (Zheng et al., 2021), DamageFormer
(Chen et al., 2022), and ChangeMamba (Chen et al., 2024).
These networks encompass a broad range of deep learning
paradigms, including CNNs, RNNs, Transformers, and the
more recent Mamba architecture.

Among these seven networks, UNet, DeepLabV3+, and
SiamAttnUNet adopt the first solution, directly treating
building damage assessment as a single semantic segmen-
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tation task. In contrast, SiamCRNN, ChangeOS, Damage-
Former, and ChangeMamba adopt the second solution by de-
coupling the task into two subtasks: building localization and
damage classification.

4.3 Model training

To train these models, we use a combination of cross-entropy
loss and Lovasz softmax loss (Berman et al., 2018). Cross-
entropy loss serves as the basic loss function for dense
prediction tasks, while Lovasz softmax loss effectively ad-
dresses sample imbalance, between non-building and build-
ing pixels, and across different damage levels.

For UNet, DeepLabV3+, and SiamAttnUNet, which di-
rectly predict damage proxy maps from the input multimodal
image pairs, the training loss function is defined as:

Lbda
coupled = Lbda

ce +Lbda
lov . (1)

For SiamCRNN, ChangeOS, DamageFormer, and
ChangeMamba, which decouple building damage assess-
ment into building localization and damage classification
subtasks, the training loss function is defined as:

Lbda
decoupled = Lloc

ce +Lloc
lov +Lclf

ce +Lclf
lov. (2)

All models are trained using the AdamW optimizer
(Loshchilov and Hutter, 2017) with a learning rate of 1e−4

and a weight decay of 5e−3. The training process consists
of 50,000 iterations, with a batch size of 16. To enhance
sample diversity and improve model generalization, we ap-
ply several data augmentation techniques, including random
flipping, random rotation (in 90-degree increments), and ran-
dom cropping.

4.4 Accuracy assessment

We adopt overall accuracy (OA), F1 score (F1), and mean in-
tersection over union (mIoU) to evaluate the performance of
DL models on building damage assessment. These metrics
are commonly used in previous research on building dam-
age assessment (Zheng et al., 2021). Following the setup in
prior unimodal building damage assessment studies and the
related xView2 Challenge (Gupta et al., 2019), F1 score is
used to assess the performance of DL models in the building
localization and damage classification subtasks. Finally, OA
and mIoU are employed to measure the overall quality of the
final damage proxy map, providing a comprehensive assess-
ment of the models’ ability to localize buildings and classify
damage levels accurately.

5 Results and Discussions

5.1 BRIGHT evaluation results

Table 4 shows the evaluation results for each model on the
test set. We observe that ChangeMamba achieves the best

overall performance, with an OA of 96.65%, an mIoU of
67.19%, and the highest F loc

1 and F clf
1 scores (91.60% and

67.93%, respectively). DamageFormer also performs well,
closely following ChangeMamba, with an mIoU of 66.86%
and an OA of 96.49%. Both models demonstrate strong
capability in both building localization and damage clas-
sification tasks. The accuracy advantage of ChangeMamba
and DamageFormer underscores the importance of leverag-
ing advanced deep learning architectures to improve per-
formance in complex tasks such as building damage as-
sessment. For models using the direct prediction approach
(UNet, DeepLabV3+, SiamAttnUNet), DeepLabV3+ deliv-
ers the best results, with an mIoU of 62.92% and an OA of
95.59%. However, its performance still lags behind that of
the decoupled models, further emphasizing the advantage of
task decoupling.

In order to ensure that the evaluation is not domi-
nated by a few events with a large number of images
(like Turkey-Earthquake-2023), Table 5 further presents the
event-level mIoU for each model across 9 of 12 disaster
events. ChangeMamba and DamageFormer achieve the high-
est average mIoU, with scores of 55.45% and 56.18%, re-
spectively. Notably, DamageFormer performs particularly
well on events such as Goma-VE-2022, La Palma-VE-
2021, and Derna-FL-2023, demonstrating its robustness
across different types of disasters. While performance varies
across events, earthquake-related events such as Les Cayes-
EQ-2021, Morocco-EQ-2023, and Turkey-EQ-2023 present
greater challenges for all models, where the average mIoU
remains relatively low. This highlights the need for further
research to improve model robustness for earthquake damage
assessment, where damage patterns are often more complex
and diverse.

Finally, Figure 5 shows some of the building damage
proxy maps obtained by the seven models on the test set.

5.2 Limitation of BRIGHT

The performance of ML/DL models heavily depends on the
quality of the training data. The BRIGHT dataset is designed
to enable ML/DL models trained on it to generate building
damage proxy maps of practical significance for future dis-
aster events. It is anticipated that BRIGHT will serve as a
benchmark for numerous subsequent studies and practical
disaster relief applications.

However, the BRIGHT dataset also has some limitations.
Firstly, our dataset involves both optical and SAR imagery
covering the same locations. SAR images, in particular, can
be distorted and stretched in certain areas. Despite thor-
ough preprocessing, including manual alignment and cross-
checking by multiple experts in EO data processing, minor
alignment errors may still persist, as suggested by Table 3.
Secondly, the building polygons in BRIGHT were manu-
ally annotated by expert annotators. Although manual label-
ing generally ensures high accuracy, minor errors in polygon
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Table 4. Accuracy assessment for different DL models on the set-level. The highest values are highlighted in red, and the second-highest
results are highlighted in blue.

Method F loc
1 (%) F clf

1 (%) Final OA (%) Final mIoU (%)
IoU per class (%)

Background Intact Damaged Destroyed

UNet 89.19 54.69 94.73 59.74 96.16 69.84 17.64 55.32

DeepLabV3+ 87.69 59.77 95.59 62.92 95.80 74.21 22.63 59.03

SiamAttnUNet 88.90 58.93 95.47 62.76 96.13 73.94 19.91 61.08

SiamCRNN 90.39 63.56 96.20 65.23 96.55 77.42 26.26 60.68

ChangeOS 90.55 65.99 96.20 65.69 96.54 77.58 28.36 60.27

DamageFormer 90.98 66.44 96.49 66.86 96.84 79.08 28.64 62.90
ChangeMamba 91.60 67.93 96.65 67.19 97.07 80.16 30.35 61.19

Table 5. The mIoU on different events for different DL models. The highest values are highlighted in purple, and the second-highest results
are highlighted in teal.

Events UNet DeepLabV3+ SiamAttnUNet SiamCRNN ChangeOS DamageFormer ChangeMamba

Beirut-EP-2020 52.43 39.84 46.48 49.97 48.15 55.04 50.05

Bata-EP-2021 46.42 58.02 41.99 58.34 58.00 60.80 59.84
Goma-VE-2022 58.80 60.10 62.06 60.34 61.34 62.75 58.90

Les Cayes-EQ-2021 40.07 39.37 40.03 41.34 41.40 41.76 42.18
La Palma-VE-2021 61.59 62.89 66.47 65.58 62.75 65.67 65.36

Ukraine-AC-2022 - - - - - - -

Turkey-EQ-2023 48.91 48.87 50.93 50.93 53.12 52.60 54.14
Myanmar-CC-2023 - - - - - - -

Hawaii-WF-2023 46.68 54.29 47.71 58.36 60.40 60.25 59.43

Morocco-EQ-2023 42.41 40.54 42.62 42.98 43.15 43.91 44.43
Derna-FL-2023 50.05 53.17 60.50 59.40 58.45 62.86 64.68
Acapulco-HC-2023 - - - - - - -

Average 49.71 50.79 50.98 54.14 54.08 56.18 55.45

boundaries are inevitable due to the complexity of building
shapes and the variability in image resolution. These inac-
curacies may slightly affect the performance of the models
trained on BRIGHT. Then, the extent of damage to buildings
is assessed by experts through visual interpretation of optical
EO data. This process is susceptible to occasional misjudg-
ments, contributing to label noise. Finally, although BRIGHT
is globally distributed and richly geographically diverse, it
has the problem of regional imbalance in the number of la-
bels. Some of its events have more tiles and building numbers
and thus are more dominant in training and evaluation, e.g.,
Turkey-Earthquake-2023 v.s. Hawaii-Wildfire-2023 in Table
2.

Overall, despite the limitations, it is the first time such a
multimodal VHR dataset has been constructed that caters to a
transferable approach to obtain building damage proxy maps
at different geographical locations.

5.3 Significance of BRIGHT

Latency in responding to disaster events often arises from de-
lays in interpretation methods and the acquisition of EO data
(Ye et al., 2024). Traditionally, building damage proxy maps
are generated through expert visual interpretation, a time-
consuming process. Although ML- and DL-based methods
offer automated and efficient approaches to building damage
proxy mapping, they are often limited by the available train-
ing data. Large open-source optical datasets, though valu-
able, restrict models to optical imagery alone. The acquisi-
tion of clean optical EO data also requires sunlight and a
cloud-free environment, which can result in delays of sev-
eral days for certain disaster events such as typhoons and
wildfires. As the first globally distributed multimodal dataset,
BRIGHT encompasses both pre-event optical imagery and
post-event SAR imagery. This unique combination over-
comes the limitations of optical EO data by enabling mod-
els trained on BRIGHT to monitor disaster-stricken areas
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Figure 5. Damage proxy maps for different models on the test images of 9 events. The meaning of the color in reference maps and damage
proxy maps is consistent with Figure 3.

regardless of weather conditions or daylight. Compared to
existing building damage datasets, BRIGHT offers several
distinct characteristics: multimodal data, VHR imagery with
resolutions better than 1 meter per pixel, coverage of six
types of natural disasters, as well as man-made disasters,
rich geographic diversity, and open access to the community.
Due to these features, BRIGHT is anticipated to serve as a
benchmark for many subsequent studies and practical disas-
ter relief applications. BRIGHT facilitates research on build-
ing damage assessment. Looking forward, BRIGHT can be
expanded to include additional data modalities such as height

data, which would provide valuable topographic information
to enhance disaster response strategies. Incorporating more
bands in optical and SAR data could also broaden the appli-
cability of the dataset.

In addition to its primary application in building dam-
age assessment, the BRIGHT dataset holds significant po-
tential for other domains, particularly in multimodal EO
data-related research. Firstly, BRIGHT can be directly used
for as a building detection benchmark dataset with a rich
geographic diversity and building patterns. Beyond that,
researchers can also leverage BRIGHT to generate new



14 Chen et al.: BRIGHT: A globally distributed BDA dataset using MM VHR imagery for all-weather disaster response

datasets tailored to specific needs to explore new techniques
including, but not limited to, image registration, land cover
change detection, land cover mapping, height estimation,
EO-driven visual question answering (VQA), improving the
performance and reliability of models in complex environ-
ments. Moreover, BRIGHT can become an invaluable re-
source for the development of remote sensing foundation
models (Wang et al., 2023; Hong et al., 2024). These emerg-
ing models, designed to generalize across various tasks and
datasets, benefit immensely from the rich multimodal data
and extensive geographic diversity offered by BRIGHT. By
incorporating both optical and SAR data, BRIGHT enables
the pre-training of more robust foundation models capable of
handling the complexities of real-world remote sensing ap-
plications. This contribution is particularly important as the
field moves towards creating versatile, scalable AI models
that can be applied across different types of EO data and dis-
aster scenarios (Li et al., 2024). We envision that BRIGHT,
true to its name, will bring even a glimmer of bright to peo-
ple in disaster-stricken areas by enabling more prompt and
effective disaster response and relief.

6 Conclusions

A prompt and comprehensive understanding of building
damage following a disaster is critical for effective disaster
response and relief operations. Currently, large-scale opti-
cal datasets support the development of automated ML/DL
methods, but their use is limited by weather conditions
and daylight availability. In contrast, all-weather disaster re-
sponse can be facilitated by leveraging multimodal EO data.
In this paper, we introduced BRIGHT, the first globally dis-
tributed, multimodal dataset with open access to the com-
munity, covering 12 natural and man-made disaster events.
BRIGHT includes pre-event optical imagery and post-event
SAR imagery with very high spatial resolutions (better than 1
meter). Alongside the dataset, we evaluated several state-of-
the-art models on BRIGHT. The experimental results demon-
strate the effectiveness of BRIGHT in mapping building
damage across unseen events. These findings provide both
performance baselines and valuable insights into model de-
sign for future research. BRIGHT is an ongoing project, and
we remain committed to continuously enhancing its diver-
sity and quality by incorporating new disaster events and re-
fining the existing data. Our objective is to further improve
BRIGHT’s utility for future research within the community
and for practical disaster response applications at regional,
national, and international levels.

7 Code and data availability

The BRIGHT dataset and the code for training and test-
ing benchmark methods (including code related to IEEE

GRSS DFC 2025) are available at https://github.com/
ChenHongruixuan/BRIGHT.
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