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Abstract—Scene understanding in remote sensing often faces
challenges in generating accurate representations for complex
environments such as various land use areas or coastal regions,
which may also include snow, clouds or haze. To address
this, we present a vision-language framework named Spectral-
LLaVA, which integrates multispectral data with vision-language
alignment techniques to enhance scene representation and de-
scription. Using the BigEarthNet-v2 dataset from Sentinel-2,
we establish a baseline with RGB-based scene descriptions and
further demonstrate substantial improvements through the incor-
poration of multispectral information. Our framework optimizes
a lightweight linear projection layer for alignment while keeping
the vision backbone of SpectralGPT frozen. Our experiments
encompass (1) scene classification using linear probing, and (2)
language modeling for jointly performing scene classification and
description generation. Our results highlight Spectral-LLaVA’s
ability to produce detailed and accurate descriptions, particularly
for scenarios where RGB data alone proves inadequate, while also
enhancing classification performance by refining SpectralGPT
features into semantically meaningful representations. The code
and dataset for this project are available here.

I. INTRODUCTION

Remote sensing has become indispensable in numerous real-
world applications, including agriculture [1], urban planning,
environmental monitoring [2], and disaster management [3],
leveraging satellite imagery captured by platforms such as
Landsat, Sentinel-1, Sentinel-2, and ALOS. Recent advances
in multi-modal large language models, including the LLaVA
family [4–6] and BLIP-3 [7], have opened new opportunities
for applying vision-language models to remote sensing tasks.
Studies such as [8–10] illustrate the potential of these models
for effective scene description. However, most vision-language
models in remote sensing rely predominantly on RGB imagery,
overlooking the rich multispectral data readily available. While
RGB-based models have proven effective in tasks like visual
question answering, scene description generation, and classifi-
cation, multispectral data offers complementary and crucial
information for earth observation, capturing spectral bands
beyond the visible spectrum. Utilizing this data effectively
remains a challenge due to its complexity, requiring significant
domain expertise and manual effort. This challenge becomes
even more pronounced in tasks such as scene classification
and description generation in multispectral domains, which
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Fig. 1. Proposed Spectral-LlaVA vision-language framework for multispectral
images.

demand models capable of leveraging the inherent spectral
diversity of such data.

To address this gap, we propose Spectral-LLaVA, a frame-
work that extends the popular LLaVA [6] model to the
multispectral domain (Figure 1). By leveraging the BigEarth-
Net dataset [11], we constructed a novel multispectral scene
description dataset. Detailed scene descriptions were generated
using the ShareCaptioner-ShareGPT4V model [12], condi-
tioned on metadata and RGB channels. These descriptions
were then aligned with visual features via a vision-language
alignment process to create language-grounded features. To
evaluate the utility of this dataset and framework, we con-
ducted classification experiments using spectral domain fea-
tures before and after alignment. The results demonstrate that
language-grounded features significantly enhance semantic
richness. Additionally, by fine-tuning a decoder-only large lan-
guage model, we developed a vision-language model capable
of robust classification and scene description in the multispec-
tral domain. Notably, this was achieved without updating the
vision encoder, showcasing the framework’s adaptability to
multispectral data with minimal changes.
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To summarize, the key contributions of our work are as
follows:

• We generate a novel instruction-tuning dataset aimed at
equipping vision language models with the ability of
understanding multispectral data.

• We introduce a first-of-its-kind spectral-domain vision-
language framework designed to effectively process mul-
tispectral data.

• We demonstrate the benefits of language-grounded fea-
tures, which lead to improved performance in classifica-
tion and scene description generation tasks on multispec-
tral imagery.

II. RELATED WORK

A. Remote Sensing Foundation Models

Recent advancements in vision foundation models have
significantly enhanced remote sensing by addressing spec-
tral complexity and large-scale data challenges. For instance,
the Convolutional Transformer Joint Network (CTJN) [13]
improves spectral reconstruction by integrating convolu-
tional and transformer modules for spatial-spectral coupling.
RingMo [14] adapts generative self-supervised learning to
effectively handle dense and small objects in remote sensing
imagery, achieving state-of-the-art performance. Masked Au-
toencoders (MAE) [15] employ masked image modeling for
scalable self-supervised learning, demonstrating strong gen-
eralization capabilities even on multispectral remote sensing
data as in Prithvi-EO-2.0 [16] and SpectralGPT [17]. Prithvi-
EO-2.0 [16] integrates temporal and spatial embeddings for
multi-temporal Earth observation, excelling across various
geospatial tasks. Among these, SpectralGPT [17] stands out
for its spectral representation power, utilizing a 3D generative
Transformer to leverage spatial-spectral coupling and progres-
sive training. This design facilitates downstream tasks such as
classification, segmentation, and change detection. We selected
SpectralGPT as our vision backbone as a result of its robust
spectral modeling within the MAE framework.

B. Vision-Language Models for Remote Sensing

The development of vision-language models and multi-
modal large language models has advanced remote sensing
image analysis, enabling tasks such as image captioning, VQA,
visual grounding, and change detection. Recent efforts focus
on bridging the domain gap between natural and remote
sensing imagery through comprehensive datasets. For example,
RSGPT [18] and EarthMarker [19] highlight high-quality
datasets like RSICap, which comprises human-annotated cap-
tions, and RSVP, which offers multi-granularity interpretation.
These resources enhance spatial and semantic reasoning for
tasks such as scene graph generation and visual prompting.

Other work emphasizes task-specific capabilities and modal-
ity alignment. Models like RS-MoE [20], SkySenseGPT [10],
and LHRS-Bot-Nova [21] improve feature extraction and fine-
grained reasoning for tasks like remote sensing captioning
by employing instruction-tuning. and modular architectures.
GeoGround [22], GeoChat [8], and SkyEyeGPT [23] address

multitask challenges by extending vision-language models for
region-level queries, utilizing formats such as bounding boxes
and segmentation masks. Temporal reasoning models, includ-
ing RingMoGPT [24], TEOChat [25], and GeoLLaVA [9]
excel in tasks like change detection and temporal classification.

Collectively, these models represent substantial advance-
ments in tackling remote sensing-specific challenges by lever-
aging sophisticated architectures, curated datasets, and en-
hanced visual-language alignment, enabling effective perfor-
mance across diverse spatial, semantic, and temporal tasks.

III. METHOD OF Spectral-LLaVA

A. Spectral-LLaVA Architecture

1) Visual Backbone: The visual backbone of Spectral-
LLaVA leverages the encoder component of SpectralGPT [17]
to extract multispectral features. This encoder is designed
to learn robust spectrally-aware visual representations from
multispectral data, capturing essential spectral and spatial cor-
relations. Unlike the original SpectralGPT framework, which
includes masking and reconstruction, Spectral-LLaVA focuses
solely on the encoder’s pre-trained representations for feature
extraction.

2) Multimodal Projector: Following the LLaVA [6] frame-
work, Spectral-LLaVA employs a trainable linear projection
layer to align visual and language modalities. For an input
image Xv , the pre-trained SpectralGPT encoder extracts mul-
tispectral features Zv = g(Xv). Then, a projection matrix W
is applied to convert Zv into language embedding tokens Hv ,
matching the dimensionality of the word embedding space in
the language model [6].

3) Large Language Model (LLM): Spectral-LLaVA uti-
lizes the LLaMA3[26] model as its language backbone. This
decoder-only large language model is fine-tuned to integrate
multispectral features and perform downstream tasks.

B. Training Recipe

We utilize the SpectralGPT vision encoder, pretrained for
200 epochs on fMoW [27] using the MAE architecture, fol-
lowed by continual pretraining for an additional 100 epochs on
BigEarthNet-v1[28]. Fine-tuning is performed with LLaMA
3 as the language model, employing LoRA-based parameter
adaptation with a rank r as 128.

For the alignment stage, an effective batch size of 8 is
used, along with a linear projection layer based on the LLaVA
architecture. In the conversational fine-tuning stage, image
samples are resized to 128 × 128, and the model is trained
for 1 epoch with an effective batch size of 64. The training
process is optimized using the Adam optimizer.

IV. GENERATING SPECTRAL DOMAIN
MULTIMODAL-INSTRUCTION DATASET

Recent advances in remote sensing and multimodal learn-
ing have seen a growing interest in large language models
(LLMs) tuned for specific tasks using customized instruction



datasets. While several studies have developed instruction-
tuning datasets [8, 9, 18, 23] tailored to remote sensing appli-
cations, most of these efforts have predominantly focused on
optical imagery. Notably, the EarthGPT [29] study introduced
MMRS-1M, a multi-modal, multi-sensor instruction-following
dataset with over 1 million image-text pairs spanning optical,
SAR, and infrared imagery, advancing multimodal remote
sensing research. However, a significant gap remains in the
availability of vision-language datasets explicitly designed for
multispectral imagery, which is critical for applications that
require detailed spectral analysis.

To address this limitation, we present the Spectral-Inst
dataset, a multimodal instruction dataset that integrates multi-
spectral satellite imagery with detailed textual annotations. By
focusing on multispectral data, Spectral-Inst aims to bridge the
gap between vision-language models and the unique demands
of remote sensing tasks, enabling advancements in areas
such as environmental monitoring, land-use classification,
and spectral feature interpretation. To create the Spectral-Inst
dataset, we built upon the robust foundation provided by the
BigEarthNet-v2 [11] dataset. With its 549,488 multispectral
satellite images captured by Sentinel-2.

The pipeline starts by converting multispectral images into
RGB-domain optical images, a critical step to standardize
the input format and ensure compatibility with the state-of-
the-art image captioning model ShareCaptioner, part of the
ShareGPT4V project [12]. This model is then employed to
generate detailed captions that describe the scene content. To
improve caption accuracy and semantic richness, we integrate
metadata—including image labels and spatial attributes—into
the captioning process. A model-generated language dataset,
considered pseudo-data due to its uncertain accuracy, demon-
strates utility through experiments with language-grounded
features. Results show that integrating generated captions
enhances visual features semantic representation, highlighting
their value in contextual understanding.

V. EXPERIMENTS

A. Instruction Tuning

1) Image-Text Alignment: The alignment stage in Spectral-
LLaVA pairs images with language instructions, prompting
descriptions guided by corresponding captions as ground truth.
During this process, the visual encoder and LLM weights
remain frozen, and only the projection matrix is trained to
align image features with the LLM’s word embedding space.
This results in language-grounded visual features, enabling
effective interaction between visual and textual modalities.

For the purposes of the ablation study, two separate projec-
tor modules were trained.

• Language-Grounded Features Derived from Class La-
bels: The alignment layer generates language-grounded
features by training with multi-label class annotations
from the BigEarthNet-v2 dataset.

This is an image of a SeaLake.

[classification] List all relevant 
categories for this image.

The image presents a bird's eye view of a 
verdant landscape. Dominating the scene is 
a vast expanse of greenery, punctuated by 
patches of brown and gray. These patches, 
likely representing different types of 
vegetation.

[caption] Provide a brief explanation of this 
image.

This is an image of a Residential area. The 
area is densely populated with houses and 
buildings.

[caption] Can you describe what this remote 
sensing image depicts

This image presents a captivating view 
of a mountainous area, captured 
through the lens of a satellite. The 
predominant colors in the image are 
shades of green and brown, painting a 
picture of a lush forest interspersed with 
patches of bare earth.

[caption] Provide a brief explanation of 
this image.

Class Labels:
"Coniferous forest’, 'Land 
principally occupied by 
agriculture, with significant 
areas of natural vegetation’, 
"Pastures', 'Urban fabric'

Fig. 2. Qualitative chat samples with given multispectral images (images in
the figure are contrast enhanced RGB image version of multispectral data
just for visualization.). Sample descriptions are given by taking the first a few
sentences of model output just to provide visual examples.

• Language-Grounded Features Derived from Scene
Descriptions: The alignment layer utilizes scene descrip-
tions as textual inputs to map image features into the
LLM’s word embedding space, fostering semantically
enriched and contextually grounded representations.

2) Multimodal Finetuning: In instruction tuning stage, the
Spectral-LLaVA model undergoes end-to-end fine-tuning to
enhance its multimodal reasoning capabilities for specific
tasks, such as scene description and scene classification.
During this stage, the visual encoder remains frozen, while
the projection layer and LLM are updated to align with task-
specific objectives. Training incorporates task tokens, such as
[caption] and [classification], not as traditional classification
tokens but as contextual indicators, allowing the language
model to establish relationships between tasks.

Results: We present quantitative results in Table 1, derived
from the subset of the BigEarthNet-v2 test set, alongside
qualitative examples in Figure 2 showing model outputs. Since
ground truth explanation data is unavailable for this domain,
we evaluated the generated descriptions by examining how
well they aligned with the class labels in the dataset. The
evaluation focused on criteria such as helpfulness, relevance,
accuracy, and level of detail, providing measure of the model’s
performance. Quantitative results in Table I show that the
Spectral-LLaVA model demonstrated better performance in the
benchmark tested with GeoChat using RGB image version of
multispectral data. Additionally, the quality of the produced
captions improved when scene descriptions was utilized in
the projection layer, highlighting its effectiveness in generating
detailed and relevant explanations. Class labels proved more
precise for initial semantic alignment but lacked the contexual
richness necessary for generative tasks after fine-tuning, high-
lighting the importance of richer input representations during
these stages.



TABLE I
COMPARISON OF ORIGINAL AND REVISED LLAVA-BENCH DETAIL SCORES WITH ALIGNMENT STAGES.

Method Domain Original Revised Description
GeoChat[8] RGB 42.0 27.5 LLaVA-based vision-language model for remote sensing optical domain.

Spectral-LLaVAClassLabel Multispectral 64.0 55.4 Alignment stage done with class labels textual descriptions only.
Spectral-LLaVASceneDesc Multispectral 72.4 61.6 Alignment stage done with scene descriptions by ShareCaptioner.

t-SNE SpectralGPT Visual Features t-SNE Spectral-LLaVA Aligned Features

Fig. 3. Comparison of visual features and aligned features projected in a 2D
space using t-SNE for EuroSAT miltispectral data. The alignment highlights
the transformation of raw visual features into a domain-aligned latent space,
showcasing clustering improvements.

B. Scene Classification

In addition to the finetuned model evaluation, we also com-
pare the representation ability of Spectral-LLaVA language-
grounded features and visual only features (i.e. SpectralGPT
[17] encoder output) to verify the quality of representation
ability on classification task with EuroSAT dataset [30]. This
dataset consists of 27000 multispectral images where each
image is labeled with one of the 10 semantic categories of
land use and land cover type as the details are given in [30].

Results: First, as a qualitative evaluation, we employ t-
SNE1 on SpectralGPT vision only features and Spectral-
LLaVA language-grounded features derived from class labels
for EuroSAT data samples with given category labels. Figure
3 shows better clustered categorial structure on t-SNE distri-
bution of language-grounded featues compared to vision-only
SpectralGPT encoder features.

In addition, to check representation ability quantitatively,
simple linear probing (a linear neural network layer) is applied
on features of vision encoder or language-grounded features
to classify given features. Linear layer parameters are trained
with Adam optimizer2 with 100 batch size with a learning
rate of 0.0001 with 100 epochs. We evaluate the classifica-
tion accuracy with 5-fold cross-validation on various train-
test split ratios starting from the minimum value of 10%
as train sample size to maximum train split ratio of 90%
by 10% increments. Fig. 4 demonstrates that EuroSAT test
data classification performance of language-grounded features

1https://scikit-learn.org/stable/modules/generated/sklearn.manifold.TSNE
2https://pytorch.org/docs/stable/generated/torch.optim.Adam.html

Fig. 4. Test Accuracy Comparison for SpectralGPT and Spectral-LLaVA
features through linear probing on EuroSAT dataset with 5-fold cross-
validation using various train-test split ratios.

(both pretrained based on class label annotations and scene
descriptions) outperforms vision only SpectralGPT features
with a significant margin at every train-test split ratios. This
highlights the fact that image to language alignment provides
or adds some useful semantic information on top of the vision
only features, which is correlated with the multispectral image
content.

VI. CONCLUSION

The rapid progress in vision-language has profoundly im-
pacted remote sensing, driving advancements in downstream
tasks such as VQA, classification, change detection, and object
detection within the optical RGB image domain. Despite
these strides, the application of vision-language models to
multispectral imagery remains largely unexplored. To the
best of our knowledge, proposed Spectral-LLaVA framework
represents the first vision-language model explicitly developed
for the spectral domain in remote sensing. We curate and share
Spectral-Inst, an instruction-tuning dataset tailored for mul-
tispectral data understanding. Additionally, we demonstrate
that language-grounded features can effectively be utilized for
classification tasks, showcasing how the Spectral-Inst dataset
produced successfully maps semantic visual features into a
meaningful representational space.
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