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Abstract—Remote sensing image segmentation is pivotal for
earth observation, underpinning applications such as environmental
monitoring and urban planning. Due to the limited annotation
data available in remote sensing images, numerous studies have
focused on data augmentation as a means to alleviate overfitting in
deep learning networks. However, some existing data augmentation
strategies rely on simple transformations that may not sufficiently
enhance data diversity or model generalization capabilities. This
paper proposes a novel augmentation strategy, Clustered-Patch-
Mixed Mosaic (CP2M), designed to address these limitations. CP2M
integrates a Mosaic augmentation phase with a clustered patch mix
phase. The former stage constructs a new sample from four random
samples, while the latter phase uses the connected component
labeling algorithm to ensure the augmented data maintains spatial
coherence and avoids introducing irrelevant semantics when pasting
random patches. Our experiments on the ISPRS Potsdam dataset
demonstrate that CP2M substantially mitigates overfitting, setting
new benchmarks for segmentation accuracy and model robustness
in remote sensing tasks. In the spirit of reproducible research, the
code, dataset, and experimental results are publicly available at:
https://github.com/Att100/CP2M.

Index Terms—deep learning, aerial image segmentation, U-Net,
data augmentation, connected components labeling

I. INTRODUCTION

Remote sensing technology, through its capacity to extensively
survey and analyze the Earth’s surface, plays a crucial role
across various domains, including climate change mitigation
[1], biodiversity conservation [2], meteorological analysis [3],
rainfall prediction [4], and energy management [5]. This field’s
evolution has been significantly driven by deep learning, which
has enhanced the accuracy and efficiency of analyzing satellite
imagery for tasks such as monitoring greenhouse gas emissions
from power plants [6], estimating energy needs in remote regions
[7], superpixel-based hyperspectral image clustering [8], and
real-time localization of vegetation patterns using UAV imagery
[9]. The effectiveness of these approaches is underpinned by
the growing availability and complexity of geospatial datasets,
enabling detailed assessments of environmental impacts and
aiding in the transition towards renewable energy sources [10]
and conservation efforts [2]. Furthermore, the development of
standardized evaluation platforms like the GRSS Data and pro-
posal for the Climate Change Benchmark [11] underscores the
field’s progression towards more universal and accessible remote
sensing applications.

However, the application of deep learning in remote sensing
faces overfitting challenges led by the high dimensionality of data
and the complexity of spatial patterns. Image augmentation has
emerged as a pivotal technique in addressing these challenges,
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effectively expanding the diversity of training datasets and im-
proving model robustness. Despite these advances, models often
suffer from overfitting due to the limited variability within the
augmented datasets. Recognizing these issues, recent efforts have
focused on developing data augmentation [12] and regularization
techniques [13, 14] to bolster model performance and versatility.
To ameliorate the aforementioned issues, we propose the CP2M
model, a novel approach designed to enhance model generaliza-
tion and mitigate overfitting in remote sensing applications.

II. RELATED WORK

In modern aerial image segmentation, deep learning-based
approaches have become mainstream. In 2025, Long et al.
proposed the FCN [15] model for semantic segmentation, which
lays the foundation for semantic segmentation. In the same year,
Ronneberger et al. proposed the U-Net [16] for medical image
segmentation which became the most widely-used base model
for aerial image segmentation. In order to enable the mobile-
device inference ability, Chen et al. proposed DeepLab V3+ [17]
in 2018, utilizing the Atrous Separable Convolution for efficient
image segmentation. After the introduction of the Transformer
[18] and ViT (vision transformer) [19], the performance of aerial
image segmentation is boosted. In 2024, Yamazaki et al. pro-
posed the AerialFormer [20], a specially designed Transformer-
based model for accurate aerial image segmentation. However,
labeling aerial images is time-consuming and expensive. Data
augmentation has become an indispensable technique in improv-
ing the performance of deep learning models for remote sensing
image analysis while reducing the data labeling costs. Lu et al.
[21] proposed RSI-Mix, a novel data augmentation technique
for remote sensing image classification. By integrating region-
specific mixing strategies, RSI-Mix demonstrated significant
improvements in classification performance, particularly in sce-
narios with limited training data. Khammari et al. [22] explored
synthetic data generation for earth observation object detection
tasks. Their method focused on embedding synthetic objects
into satellite imagery, creating diverse and realistic datasets to
enhance model training. Tang et al. [23] introduced AeroGen,
a diffusion-driven data generation method tailored for remote
sensing object detection. This approach effectively addresses the
scarcity of annotated data by synthesizing realistic variations of
objects, thereby boosting detection accuracy.

III. CP2M PIPELINE

Our proposed CP2M augmentation is shown in Figure 1 which
consists of two phases, Enhanced Mosaic augmentation and
Clustered Patch Mix (CPM) augmentation. In our approach, there
are two thresholds for controlling the probability of applying
Mosaic and CPM augmentation.
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Fig. 1: Overall pipeline of Clustered-Patch-Mixed Mosaic (CP2M)

A. Enhanced Mosaic Augmentation

Mosaic Augmentation was first introduced by Bochkovskiy et
al. in YOLOv4 for object detection [24]. The Mosaic augmenta-
tion mixes four different images that enable the model learning
to detect objects outside their normal context. Another advantage
of Mosaic is combining four images into one can increase the
number of samples in one batch without increasing batch size. In
semantic segmentation, particularly in specialized domains such
as autonomous driving and medical imaging, merging images
could significantly distort the context and feature distribution
of the original images. However, in semantic segmentation for
remote sensing, the variability in the positional distribution of
object classes within images renders the technique less sensitive
to the contextual disruptions introduced by Mosaic, avoiding per-
formance decline from stitching multiple images. Furthermore,
given the high resolution of remote sensing images and the
extensive costs associated with data labeling, data augmentation
is essential for improving segmentation performance in this field.

As shown in Figure 1 Phase 1, we first sample four different
images from the training set. For each of these images, we
apply random vertical/horizontal flip, rotation, and crop on both
the RGB image and its corresponding label. Subsequently, we
concatenate the four processed samples together by positioning
them in the four quadrants of a new image canvas. To guarantee
the consistency of resolution between the Mosaic augmented
sample and the original samples, we randomly crop each sub-
image to half the size of the assembled image. During sample
loading, a random number between 0 and 1 is generated, using
as a threshold p−mosaic (representing the probability of using
Mosaic augmentation) to control the proportion of normal and
Mosaic samples in the training stage.

B. Clustered Patch Mixed Augmentation

Yun et al. [14] proposed a regularization strategy called
CutMix whose core idea is to create a new training image
by combining two different images. This is done by cutting
and pasting rectangular patches from one image to another.
Specifically, a patch from one image is cut and pasted onto
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Fig. 2: MobileNetV2-UNet Model Architecture

another image. The labels of these images are also mixed
proportionally to the area of the patches. However, the CutMix
approach pastes both target and irrelevant pixels which may have
a negative impact on semantic segmentation which motivated us
to introduce the Clustered Patch Mixed (CPM) Augmentation,
shown in Figure 1 Phase 2.

Since objects of the same class, especially trees and vehicles,
are presented as scattered and disconnected clusters in remote
sensing images, this allows us to apply the connected component
labeling algorithm to separate objects of the same class in the
form of different instances, which we call each instance a patch.
We first sample an image/label pair from the training set, we
apply random horizontal and vertical flips, rotation, and crop to
both the image and the label. Then for each class in the label,
we run the connected component labeling algorithm to separate
disjointed objects into different instances and label them with
different IDs.

Connected Component Labeling (CCL) is an algorithm em-
ployed in computer vision to identify connected regions within
binary images, which consist exclusively of pixels valued ‘0’
or ‘1’. The objective of CCL is to discern and assign a unique
label to each connected component among the foreground pixels,
defined as a cluster of adjacent pixels where each is directly
neighboring at least one other within the same cluster. In our
CP2M pipeline, we randomly sample k different instances and



paste them to the input image and label, which can be formulated
as: {

ˆimage = image⊙ (1−mask) + image′ ⊙mask,

ˆlabel = label⊙ (1−mask) + label′ ⊙mask
(1)

where image and label are input image and corresponding
label. image′ and label′ are image and label of patch source.

ˆimage and ˆlabel are output image and label. mask represents
the binary mask indicating selected pixels. ⊙ is element-wise
multiplication.

Image Label baseline +Mosaic +CPM_Mosaic
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Fig. 3: Qualitative comparison between baseline and CP2M.
class mapping: impervious surfaces (C1), buildings (C2), low
vegetation (C3), trees (C4), cars (C5), clutter/background (C6).

IV. EXPERIMENTS & RESULTS

A. Experiments Settings

Our experiments are conducted on the Potsdam dataset [25],
which contains 38 image/label pairs with 6000×6000 resolution.
We follow the official settings, using 24 samples for training and
14 samples for testing. We use a 1000 × 1000 sliding window
to get 864 samples for training and 504 samples for testing.
We use the U-Net [16] with MobileNetV2 [26] backbone as the
segmentation model. We use Adam optimizer with a constant
learning rate of 1e-4, and L2 weight-decay of 4e-5. The batch
size is 8 and all experiments are trained for 50 epochs.

B. Model Architecture and Objective Function

The UNet-based [16] model architecture used in our exper-
iments is shown in Figure 2, which contains a MobileNetV2
[26] encoder, a channels reduction module, and four decoders.
Encoder-decoder architectures are commonly employed to pro-
cess 2D image data via CNNs [27–29]. This kind of model
architecture finds extensive applications in diverse fields includ-
ing robotics [30–34], self-driving perception [35], salient object
detection [36, 37], medical vision [38, 39], recommendation
systems [40–42]. For our model architecture, the channel re-
duction module is a group of a 2D convolution layer, a 2D
batch-normalization layer, and a ReLU activation. Each decoder
consists of two groups of 2D convolution, batch-normalization,
and ReLU. We use an extended cross entropy as the training
objective function which is defined as:

Lce = −
C∑
i=1

wiyi log(pi) + λR(θ)

where yi and pi represent the label and predicted probability for
the i-th class, wi is the class weight to address class imbalance,
λ controls the regularization strength, and R(θ) (e.g., L1/L2)
prevents overfitting by penalizing large weights.
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Fig. 4: Impact of the probability of using Mosaic on model
performance (Accuracy and mIoU). We use p mosaic as a
threshold to control the proportion of normal and Mosaic samples
in training. p mosaic is 0 means Mosaic is not used, p mosaic
is 1 means Mosaic is used for every sample.

C. Metrics

We quantitatively assessed using mIoU and accuracy metrics.
The mIoU is a class-wise averaged metric, formally defined for
each class c as the ratio of the true positive predictions TPc to
the sum of true positive, false positive FPc, and false negative
FNc predictions:

mIoU =
1

Nclasses

Nclasses∑
c=1

TPc

TPc + FPc + FNc
, (2)

D. Qualitative Evaluation

Figure 3 visually compares baseline segmentation results with
those using CP2M augmentation. Column 1 shows the original
images, while column 2 displays ground truth labels for classes
such as impervious surfaces (C1), buildings (C2), low vegetation
(C3), trees (C4), cars (C5), and clutter/background (C6). Col-
umn 3 (baseline predictions) moderately aligns with the ground
truth but shows notable misclassifications, particularly between
C3 and C4 and in distinguishing C5 from its surroundings.
Mosaic augmentation (column 4) enhances accuracy, improving
the delineation of C2 and detection of C5. The final column,
incorporating both Mosaic and CPM Mosaic augmentations,
shows further improvements, with finer segmentation of C4,
clearer distinction of C3, and fewer misclassifications in C6.

E. Quantitative Evaluation

TABLE I: Quantitative Results of CP2M

Method Accuracy mIoU C1 C2 C3 C4 C5 C6

Baseline 84.57 67.29 78.31 86.87 67.15 67.26 76.34 27.74
+ Mosaic 86.25 70.11 80.46 88.32 69.00 71.44 77.79 33.65
+ CP2M 86.74 (+2.17) 70.54 (+3.25) 81.16 89.05 70.60 71.17 77.03 34.23

The quantitative evaluation in Table I highlights the significant
effectiveness of the CP2M model. By integrating CP2M, notable
improvements are observed in metrics such as accuracy and
mIoU compared to the baseline. Mosaic augmentation alone
increases accuracy from 84.57% to 86.25% (+1.68%) and mIoU
from 67.29% to 70.11% (+2.82%), showcasing its impact.
Adding CPM Mosaic further boosts accuracy by 2.17% and
mIoU by 3.25% over the baseline. These enhancements starkly
highlight the CP2M model’s capability in mitigating overfitting
and boosting segmentation accuracy for remote sensing tasks.
We also measure the per-class IoU which witness significant
performance gains in most classes. Figure 4 demonstrates the
impact of the probability of using Mosaic on accuracy and
mIoU during training/test, revealing that 100% Mosaic data
augmentation strategy is suboptimal.
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Fig. 5: CP2M Augmentation Process: (A) Original Mosaic
Images, (B) Mosaic Labels, (C) Patch Images, (D) Patch Labels,
(E) Connected Component Labeling Results with Color-coded
Instances, (F) Binary Masks Selection, (G) Augmented Output
Images, (H) Final Augmented Output Labels.

F. Visualization of CP2M Generated Samples

In Figure 5, we present five augmented samples created using
the CP2M technique and illustrate eight essential steps to obtain
the final augmented output label with selected intermediate
outputs. Rows A and B display the images and labels augmented
with the mosaic technique. Rows C and D depict the source
image and label for the patch mentioned in Figure 1. The images
in Row E are the outcomes of applying the connected component
labeling algorithm, where instances are distinguished by various
colors. The binary masks in Row F consist of instances randomly
chosen from Row E. The final two rows, G and H, showcase
the ultimate output image and label generated by CP2M. A
comparison between Rows A/B and G/H clearly demonstrates
the significant enhancement in the diversity of training samples
achieved through our proposed CP2M approach.

V. CONCLUSION

In this work, we introduce a novel cluster-patch-mixed Mosaic
augmentation strategy tailored for aerial image segmentation. We
propose employing the connected component labeling algorithm
to extract patches from a source image, thereby enriching the
input sample by affixing the image/label patch to a random
position. This approach significantly broadens the diversity of
the training data, effectively counteracts overfitting, and enhances
model performance. Additionally, we investigate the impact of
varying ratios of data-enhanced to normal samples throughout
the training phase.
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