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Sat-DN: Implicit Surface Reconstruction from
Multi-View Satellite Images with Depth and

Normal Supervision
Tianle Liu, Shuangming Zhao†, Wanshou Jiang†, Bingxuan Guo

Abstract—With advancements in satellite imaging technology,
acquiring high-resolution multi-view satellite imagery has become
increasingly accessible, enabling rapid and location-independent
ground model reconstruction. However, traditional stereo match-
ing methods struggle to capture fine details, and while neural
radiance fields (NeRFs) achieve high-quality reconstructions,
their training time is prohibitively long. Moreover, challenges
such as low visibility of building facades, illumination and
style differences between pixels, and weakly textured regions in
satellite imagery further make it hard to reconstruct reasonable
terrain geometry and detailed building facades. To address these
issues, we propose Sat-DN, a novel framework leveraging a
progressively trained multi-resolution hash grid reconstruction
architecture with explicit depth guidance and surface normal
consistency constraints to enhance reconstruction quality. The
multi-resolution hash grid accelerates training, while the pro-
gressive strategy incrementally increases the learning frequency,
using coarse low-frequency geometry to guide the reconstruction
of fine high-frequency details. The depth and normal constraints
ensure a clear building outline and correct planar distribution.
Extensive experiments on the DFC2019 dataset demonstrate that
Sat-DN outperforms existing methods, achieving state-of-the-art
results in both qualitative and quantitative evaluations. The code
is available at https://github.com/costune/SatDN.

Index Terms—Neural surface reconstruction, Neural radiance
field, Satellite image, Volume rendering.

I. INTRODUCTION

RECONSTRUCTING three-dimensional surfaces from
satellite images present significant challenges in the field

of remote sensing and computer vision [1]. Using the wide
coverage and high resolution of satellite images, a rapid large-
scale reconstruction of regions can be achieved, which plays
a crucial role in urban planning and digital twin applications
[2]–[5].

In recent years, approaches leveraging neural radiance fields
(NeRFs) [6], [7] have demonstrated promising results in
synthesizing photorealistic views of complex scenes. Neural
radiance fields encode a scene as an implicit neural field and
utilize differentiable volume rendering [6] techniques to render
the field into images. Compared with multi-view ground truth
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Fig. 1. The effects of our proposed depth and normal supervision. We utilize
multi-view satellite imagery combined with explicit depth and surface normal
consistency supervision to reconstruct detailed surface models of the terrain.

images, it can optimize the density and radiation distribution
of the scene through gradient propagation. However, directly
applying NeRFs to satellite images is not a trivial thing.
High-resolution satellite images in high dynamic range (HDR)
are described by the Rational Polynomial Coefficients (RPC),
which differ from the ordinary intrinsic and extrinsic coeffi-
cients determined images. In addition, limited perspectives,
huge illumination variances, and extensive weakly textured
regions hinder the achievement of better reconstruction results.

To address these issues, some previous works have already
achieved remarkable results [4], [5], [8]–[10]. The common
NeRFs pipeline is tailored for images defined by intrinsic and
extrinsic parameters. Zhang et al. [4] samples sparse points
by the RPC model and optimizes the satellite image camera
parameters through bundle adjustment with COLMAP [11],
which bridges the gap between the RPC model and matrix
parameters. However, the translation matrix obtained has a
relatively large eigenvalue, which can lead to numerical insta-
bility in computations, and the camera matrix representation is
not suitable for subsequent evaluations. S-NeRF [8] is the first
attempt to construct neural radiance fields using satellite data.
It achieves spatial point sampling through ground elevation and
introduces an additional multilayer perceptron (MLP) to pre-
dict satellite shadows, rather than explicitly decomposing the
lighting and geometry. Sat-NeRF [5] introduces an uncertainty
module to address inconsistencies caused by dynamic vehicles.
It also samples Rational Polynomial Coefficients to model the
ray projection process, enabling the construction of an RPC-
based neural radiance field. However, multiple queries of the
MLP structure result in significant computational overhead.
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FVMD-ISRe [10] et al. integrates the RPC ray projection
process into NeuS [12], enabling fine reconstruction with few
number of views. However, the method relies on manually
selecting reconstruction perspectives and cannot address the
issue of missing views around the terrain.

In this paper, we aim to develop a method for end-to-end
surface reconstruction, mitigating the impact of satellite image
characteristics on reconstruction quality and overcoming the
limitations of existing methods. The challenges in surface
reconstruction from satellite images include: First, the color
of pixels on different images corresponding to the same
spatial location differ significantly, and the reflection intensity
varies dramatically between areas on one image. Due to the
limitations of satellite imaging technology, multi-view im-
ages of a single geographic location require multiple satellite
passes to capture, resulting in multi-temporal characteristics
among images from one set. Because of the sunlight angle,
the building rooftop areas experience strong reflective glare,
causing overexposure in the color transitions of these regions.
The inconsistency in lighting and shading causes unstable
optimization, which leads to geometric inaccuracy [13]–[15].
Second, satellite images contain extensive repeated textures
and weakly textured regions, which result in the reconstructed
surface being insufficiently smooth, and the normals lacking
global consistency. This leads to irregular fluctuations of the
plane [12], [16], [17], resulting in a reduction of reconstruction
results. Third, Due to the limited number of satellite image
viewpoints and constrained tilt angles, occlusion often occurs
in the images of the reconstruction areas, and visibility of
information such as building facades is reduced. This can lead
to errors in reconstructing complex building geometries and
cause the model to produce holes [18], [19].

We address these problems one by one. First, we propose
to leverage monocular depth cues from a pre-trained depth
estimation model [20] as an optimization constraint. We adjust
the scale and offset of monocular relative depth using a point
cloud refined by triangulation and bundle adjustment. Due to
the smoothness of the predicted depth values, the disturbance
of the illumination variation in the images on the depth values
is minimal. We can use adjusted depth information to guide
geometry, avoiding ambiguities in photometric optimization.
Second, we fuse depth values to obtain monocular normal
information and derive angular similarity from the normals.
Non-edge pixels are treated as planar surfaces, and we apply
a surface normal consistency constraint to guide the smooth
distribution of normals, which helps achieve better results
in large planar areas such as rooftops and roads. Third,
considering that most buildings have regular appearances and
fewer surface discontinuities, we introduce a multi-res hash
feature grid [21] to store and optimize scene features, effec-
tively reducing inference time. Additionally, we implement a
progressive training strategy to prevent holes and indentations
when reconstructing building facades.

In summary, we present a new surface reconstruction
pipeline from satellite images, called Sat-DN, coupled with the
multi-res hash feature [21] grid and neural surface reconstruc-
tion [12] using explicit monocular cues guidance. We evaluate
our pipeline on the widely-used DFC2019 [22] dataset. The

efficiency is shown in Fig. 1. Quantitative and qualitative
experiments indicate that our method outperforms other sur-
face reconstruction methods in the accuracy of reconstructed
mesh and digital surface model (DSM). Our contributions are
included as follows:

1) We introduce monocular depth supervision and surface
normal consistency supervision into satellite image sur-
face reconstruction to mitigate the impact of lighting dif-
ferences and weak or repeated textures on reconstruction
accuracy.

2) Considering the common shapes of buildings, we inte-
grate the multi-res hash feature grid into the pipeline.
A progressive coarse-to-fine training strategy is also
introduced to prevent the occurrence of holes and in-
dentations in the reconstructed model.

3) By conducting experiments on Jacksonville and Omaha
from the DFC2019 [22] dataset, Sat-DN outperforms the
SOTA methods, demonstrating the effectiveness of our
proposed method.

The subsequent part of the paper is structured as follows.
Section II reviews the 3D reconstruction of satellite images
and neural implicit representations. Section III details the
preliminaries utilized in the proposed method. Section IV
provides a comprehensive explanation of the structure and
methodology adopted in Sat-DN. Section V presents the results
of Sat-DN on the dataset and comparisons with other state-
of-the-art (SOTA) methods. In section VI, we conclude the
proposed method.

II. RELATED WORKS

In this section, we review traditional 3D reconstruction
methods from satellite images relevant to our research and
emerging methods that leverage volume rendering for recon-
struction.

A. 3D Reconstruction Using Satellite Images

Reconstructing 3D surface models from satellite images has
been a longstanding challenge [2], [23]–[26]. Traditional re-
construction pipelines, mainly dominated by stereo matching,
focus on pair-view reconstruction, consisting of four steps:
stereo rectification, stereo matching, triangulation, and multi-
view DSM fusion [1]. Stereo matching or disparity estimation
is the process of finding the pixels in the different views that
correspond to the same 3D point in the scene [27]. As a
representative of global stereo matching (GSM), Kolmogorov
and Zabih [28] introduced an energy minimization formulation
of the correspondence problem with occlusions and a fast
graph-cut-based approximation algorithm. However, GSM is
not suitable for processing large-scale satellite images uni-
formly, which brings considerable computation burden. Semi-
global stereo matching (SGM) [29], [30] uses an efficient one-
dimensional path aggregation method to compute the mini-
mum of the energy function, replacing the two-dimensional
minimization algorithm used in GSM. Furthermore, the varia-
tions of SGM further improved accuracy and efficiency, such
as MGM [31], SGBM [32]. Ghuffar [33] applied the SGM to
generate DSM from satellite image space and georeferenced



JOURNAL OF LATEX CLASS FILES, VOL. 14, NO. 8, AUGUST 2021 3

voxel space avoiding stereo rectification and triangulation.
Dumas et al. [34] combined semantic segmentation with SGM,
using semantic guidance for pixels to stop matching paths at
semantic boundaries, effectively optimizing the disparity tran-
sition between buildings and other areas. Yang et al. [35] pro-
posed semi-global and block matching, using adaptive block
matching instead of the dense matching strategy. Barnes et al.
[36] proposed the PatchMatch method, which created a support
window for every pixel in the reference image and used the
slide window method to calculate the matching cost. He et
al. [37] introduced a multi-support-patches extraction block
to extract multispectral central-surround information. Bleyer
et al. [38] improved the fronto-parallel window to slanted
support window, which extended the matching accuracy to
the sub-pixel level. Notably, S2P [39]–[41] plays an important
role in satellite image matching as a classical method. It
approximated satellite images using a pinhole camera model,
allowing the application of traditional reconstruction pipelines.
Modern deep learning methods have brought stereo match-
ing into a new stage. PSMNet [42] used spatial pyramid
pooling and 3D CNN to aggregate context and regularize
cost volume. Yang et al. [43] proposed a hierarchical stereo
matching architecture to achieve high-res matching through
a coarse-to-fine strategy. HMSM-Net [44] utilized an end-to-
end disparity learning model using low-level spatial features
to guide the cost volume fusion of high-level features, and
achieved good results in occluded and repeated areas. Sat-
MVSF [26] proposed a uniform framework for multi-view
stereo (MVS) including pre-processing, an MVS network, and
post-processing, which can generalize in different images.

Although traditional stereo matching reconstruction meth-
ods are well-established, they still involve complex workflows
and require extensive manual intervention. Additionally, fac-
tors like lighting, style, and other image parameters continue
to hinder the reconstruction quality of traditional approaches.
These methods often rely on stereo image pairs to recover
DSM and suffer from insufficient geometric accuracy. Multi-
view information should be considered to achieve finer model
representations.

B. Neural Implicit Representations

Neural implicit representations have garnered significant
attention in recent years for 3D space representation and
reconstruction [6]. The core idea of this approach is to use
neural networks as continuous functions, embedding geometric
and appearance information implicitly into a high-dimensional
representation space. Compared to traditional discrete grid-
based 3D representations, implicit representations can continu-
ously describe scenes, offering fine details in higher resolution.

In novel view synthesis, NeRF [6] has demonstrated im-
pressive results by introducing positional encoding, which
maps three-dimensional space into the frequency domain,
enhancing spatial representation capabilities. Mip-NeRF [7]
further employed integrated positional encoding and modelling
the frequency domain projection of a spatial Gaussian distri-
bution at the sampling positions through the view frustum
that intersects the pixels. This enhancement increases the

sensitivity to depth and minimises distortion. NeRF++ [45]
models the scene as a unit sphere and applies inverted sphere
parameterization to coordinates outside the unit sphere. NeRF-
W [13] introduced feature vectors into the MLP to learn the
colour styles of training images and incorporates weighting
information, with a focus on learning static objects. URF [14]
introduced learnable scene exposure vectors and computes the
final synthesized color based on affine transformations. To
accelerate training, [21], [46], [47] introduces a voxel-grid
hybrid structure to explicitly represent 3D information, and the
features of sampled points are obtained through interpolation.
However, the volumetric density in the radiance field cannot
be perfectly aligned with the surface, making it challenging to
accurately represent geometry.

In 3D reconstruction, surface rendering methods such as
IDR [48] and DVR [49] define radiance directly on the surface
and use implicit gradients for rendering. However, these ap-
proaches require input pixel-aligned masks. Volume rendering
methods like [12], [50], [51], directly using the photometric
as supervision, can reconstruct accurate geometry. UNISURF
[50] derived surface positions of objects based on the zero-
level set of SDF, generating realistic views by rendering colors
and normals of points intersecting rays with the surface.
VolSDF [51] assumed maximum volumetric density at the
surface, linking volumetric density and SDF values and using
an approximation method for sampling. NeuS [12] addressed
the offset issue in the conversion between volumetric density
and SDF, proposing an unbiased transformation function that
aligns volumetric density at its maximum with the surface. Sun
et al. [52] proposed a hybrid voxel representation and surface-
guided sampling strategy, accurately reconstructing geometry
by constraining the sampling range. NeuS2 [17] combines
NGP [21] with NeuS to achieve geometric reconstruction of
dynamic human bodies. Neuralangelo [53] improves the issue
of local interpolation grids lacking global smoothness by us-
ing numerical gradients to compute higher-order interpolation
derivatives. Moreover, Voxurf [54] proposed a voxel-based 3D
surface reconstruction method, acquiring a faster convergence
speed than the pure MLP and hybrid representation methods.

There have already been some attempts to use satellite im-
agery as training input. S-NeRF [18] incorporated the direction
of sunlight into the MLP, aiming to decompose surface albedo
and ambient light to reconstruct the true color. Sat-NeRF [5]
focused on the uncertainty of dynamic objects in the scene,
reducing the view synthesis artifacts caused by these dynamic
objects. EO-NeRF [9] leveraged shadow information for geo-
metric inference, ensuring that the shadows cast by buildings
align with the scene’s geometry. SUNDIAL [55] precisely
estimated lighting through secondary shadow ray transmission
and introduced geometric regularization to optimize scene
geometry jointly. During training, it simultaneously estimates
the sun’s direction to enhance the accuracy and robustness
of decomposing the scene’s physical properties. Sat-Mesh
[56] leveraged photo consistency constraints to ensure that
the textures in synthesized views are consistent with those
at the same locations in the training images. This aids the
model in learning accurate and plausible geometry. Sat-NGP
[57] was the first to apply hash grids to satellite image
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reconstruction, but it was limited to novel view synthesis
and DSM generation, unable to reconstruct complete surface
models. Although the methods mentioned above consider
lighting, the limited number and constrained angles of view
make reconstructing complex scenes a significant challenge.
By directly constraining the geometry, we can achieve better
reconstruction results. Thus, we introduce new regularization
terms to enhance the reconstruction result.

III. PRELIMINARY

A. NeRF and NeuS

Neural radiance fields [6] map each 3D position x =
(x, y, z) ∈ R3 and viewing direction d = (θ, ϕ) ∈ R2 to
the volumetric density σ ∈ R+ at that location and the RGB
color value c ∈ R3 emitted from it along the viewing direction
to the ray’s origin. The color of a ray r emitted from the origin
o in the viewing direction d is synthesized through volume
rendering by compositing the volumetric density σi and color
ci of sampled points xi = o+ tid along the ray according to
quadrature rule [58]:

C(r) =

N∑
i=1

Tiαici, Ti =

i−1∏
j=1

(1− αi) , (1)

where Ti and αi denote accumulated transmittance and alpha
value of position i. The alpha value αi = 1− e−σiδi and δi =
ti+1 − ti is the distance between adjacent positions. NeRFs
[6] overfit 3D scene information from multi-view images and
store the information (c, σ) = fθ(x,d) in an MLP. The neural
network is optimized by comparing the differences between
rendered and ground truth images.

NeuS [12] connects the signed distance function (SDF) with
the neural radiance field through an SDF f(x) to opaque
density ρ(x) transfer function to align the surface with the
location where the volumetric density reaches its maximum
along a ray. NeuS [12] defined the function as:

αi = max

(
Φs(f(xi))− Φs(f(xi+1))

Φs(f(xi))
, 0

)
, (2)

where Φs(x) denotes the Sigmoid function Φs(x) = (1 +
exp(−sx))−1 with bandwidth s. With the intrinsic char-
acteristic of occlusion awareness in volume rendering, the
photometric constraint adjusts the zero-level set of SDF to
coincide with the scene surface accurately. The total loss is:

L = Lcolor + λLeikonal

=
1

m

∑
k

|Ck − Ĉk|+
λ

mn

∑
k,i

(||∇f((xk,i)||2 − 1)2, (3)

where Ck and Ĉk denote the ground-truth color and rendered
color, and the Leikonal term is to regularize the SDF distribu-
tion.

B. Hash Feature Grid

Since NeRFs [6] use MLPs to encode scene information,
multiple MLP queries result in substantial computational over-
head, with scene reconstruction training times reaching up to

8-10 hours. Müller et al. proposed Instant-NGP [21], which
encodes the scene into a multi-res hash grid. The features of a
sampled position are concatenated by interpolations of multi-
res grid vertex features where the point resides. Specifically,
for every sampled point x ∈ R3, the feature hi(x) ∈ Rd

at each grid level i is interpolated by the learnable vertex
features that looked up in the hash table. After stacking L
different levels’ features, the overall mapped feature h(x) =
{h1(x), h2(x), ..., hL(x)} ∈ RL×d inputs to a tiny MLP to
fit SDF value. Because of the implementation of CUDA, the
whole process can be computed swiftly without sacrificing
geometry and appearance.

IV. METHOD

Given a set of satellite images {Ii}Ni=1, we first model
the ray casting process using the RPC model. Next, the
sampled points x along the rays are input into a multi-res hash
grid, where features are interpolated at multiple levels. These
features are concatenated with the frequency-embed features
of the sampled points Emb(x) to form a complete feature
vector h(x), which is then input into the MLP to obtain
both the color c(x) and SDF values f(x) of the sampled
points. In addition, relative depth D̂dense is predicted from the
satellite images using a pre-trained depth model. This relative
depth is fused with sparse point clouds obtained through
triangulation and bundle adjustment of the satellite images,
forming a dense depth map Ddense at a real-world scale. The
volumetric density distribution is then constrained using depth
supervision, optimizing the SDF. Finally, we extract edge
information from the depth map, treating non-edge regions as
continuous planes and applying smoothness constraints. The
following subsections provide a detailed introduction to our
proposed method. The pipeline of the method is shown in
Fig.2.

A. Depth Fusion and Regularization

Due to the significant variations in lighting conditions in
satellite images and the differences in image color styles
across multi-temporal data, relying solely on comparing pixel
discrepancies between training images and rendered images
introduces ambiguities in the optimization process. Therefore,
globally consistent depth information is needed to guide the
optimization effectively.

Given a satellite image I and a pre-trained depth model Fθ,
we can obtain the relative normalized dense depth of image I
as D̂dense = Fθ(I). The scale information is calculated from
the sparse 3D points {Pi = (xi, yi, zi) ∈ R3}Mi=1 obtained
through image triangulation and bundle adjustment. Since the
3D points only contain information on longitude, latitude, and
altitude, following [5], we obtain sparse depth by modeling
the projection distance Dsparse of the sparse points onto the
reference plane where we reparameterize the ray’s start. Given
a 3D sparse point P , whose projection on the 2D image is
p = (u, v) ∈ R2, assuming the calculation process is modelled
using the RPC model as:

lon, lat = RPC(u, v, alt), (4)
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Fig. 2. Pipeline of our method. Sat-DN takes multi-view satellite imagery as input. The imagery undergoes RPC ray modelling to generate spatial sampling
positions, which are then encoded into features using a multi-resolution hash grid. An MLP receives the hash-encoded spatial sampling point positions,
frequency-encoded pixel ray directions, and the sun direction as input and outputs the color and SDF value of the spatial sampling position. A pre-trained
depth model estimates the relative depth information for the area covered by the satellite images, which is then fused with spatial sparse points obtained
through bundle adjustment to generate dense ground-truth depth with absolute scale. By minimizing the differences in pixel color, rendered depth versus dense
depth and surface normal angular consistency, the hash features and MLP parameters are optimized. This process enables the end-to-end reconstruction of
DSMs and Meshes. The depth and normal loss are further elaborated in Section IV-A and IV-B separately.

where lon, lat, alt means longitude latitude and altitude sep-
arately. We can derive the following:

Dsparse = ∥[RPC( p, alt ), alt]− [RPC (p, altref ) , altref ]∥2 ,
(5)

where alt means the altitude of the sparse point and altref
means the altitude of the reference plane. The entire ray
projection process is defined based on the UTM coordinate
system, from the reference plane at the highest altitude to
the reference plane at the lowest altitude. We treat the sparse
points as the true terrain surface positions to correct the dense
relative depth. Based on the dense relative depth and sparse
absolute depth, we can obtain dense absolute depth as:

Ddense = s · D̂dense + o, (6)

where s, o are scale value and offset value, computed through
minimizing the differences between sparse absolute depth and
fitted depth from the relative one:

s∗, o∗ = argmin
s,o

M∑
i=1

|w(Pi)·Dsparse(Pi)−Ddense(Pi; s, o)|2,

(7)
where w ∈ [0, 1] is a normalized weight representing the
reprojection error of the point Pi onto the image, namely,
the fitting confidence for each point. We can use the dense
absolute depth Ddense = s∗ · D̂dense + o∗ for pixel depth
supervision after calculating s∗ and o∗. However, the depth
model trained on a large set of standard photos is not always
accurate when applied to satellite images. The depth predicted
by the model for water surfaces creates discontinuities with
surrounding land, causing depth supervision to be ineffective.
Thus, we apply a semantic mask M to exclude water regions
with erroneous depth.

In neural radiance fields, the pixel color is synthesized by
the colors of the sampled points along the ray through volume
rendering. Similarly, we can obtain the pixel depth using the
same method,

D(r) =

N∑
i=1

Tiαidi, (8)

where di is the depth of the sampled point i. The αi and Ti

of the Eqn. 8 can used the same value from Eqn. 1, without
redundant computation. Depth supervision is applied on a per-
pixel basis using the L1 loss:

Ldepth =
1

K

K∑
i=1

Mi|Dpred
i −Dgt

i |, (9)

where Dpred
i is the predicted depth and Dgt

i is the ground
truth dense depth Ddense for pixel i. Mi ∈ {0, 1} is the
water mask. Similar to the pinhole camera, we transfer the
altitude calculated from a RPC-based pushbroom camera into
the depth with respect to the reference plane, which is suitable
for normalization.

B. Normal Regularization Based on Angular Consistency

Normals are a critical factor in representing geometry, and
a reasonable distribution of normals is essential to ensure
geometric accuracy. However, neural radiance fields typically
optimize pixel color differences without explicitly constraining
geometry in prior methods [5], [10], [18], [55], [56]. In satel-
lite images, extensively repeated textures or weakly textured
areas often exhibit color variations within the same region,
meaning that relying solely on color constraints can introduce
surface noise, thereby reducing the geometric accuracy of the
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reconstructed surface model. We introduce a normal constraint
based on angular consistency to address this issue.

Due to interference from ground color, directly obtaining
normals from satellite images is challenging. We leverage the
strong generalization capabilities of depth models, which can
provide smooth surface depths and mitigate the impact of color
on geometry. Assume the normal for pixel i obtained from the
relative depth map, denoted as the ground truth normal ni, is
in the pinhole camera coordinate system. We first calculate the
angular difference between the normal pixel i and those of its
neighboring pixels:

δgti =
1

N

∑
j∈Adj(i)

ni · nj

∥ni∥∥nj∥
, (10)

where Adj(i) represents the neighbor pixels around the pixel
i, N is the total number of the neighbors.

In the SDF network, the normal of the ray r is the gradient
of the SDF value at sampling point along the ray on the
surface n(r) = ∇f(o+ td), and the resulting normal is in the
UTM coordinate system. t means the distance predicted from
the reference plane to the surface. Since the implicit SDF is
continuous and gradients approach 1, to reduce computational
load, we treat the predicted depth of the central pixel as
the depth value for nearby pixels and compute the angular
difference between ray r from pixel i and neighboring rays
from adjacent pixels Adj(i) as follows:

δpredi =
1

N

∑
j∈Adj(i)

∇f(oi + tidi) · ∇f(oj + tidj)

∥∇f(oi + tidi)∥∥∇f(oj + tidj)∥
, (11)

where o and d means the origin and direction of the corre-
sponding rays, ti is the rendered depth of the ray originated
from pixel i. N represents the number of adjacent pixels as
above.

Since the normals calculated from the depth map and the
rendered normals are in different coordinate systems, directly
constraining the normals themselves is not feasible. Thus,
we only constrain the consistency of their distributions. This
approach ensures that in planar areas, the angular difference
between rendered normals and neighboring normals remains
minimal, while in non-planar areas, the difference is greater,
guiding the rendered normals closer to the true geometry. Our
normal angular consistency loss is defined as follows:

Lnormal =
1

K

K∑
i=1

(δpredi − δgti )2, (12)

where i means the pixel in the image. By introducing the
normal angular consistency loss, we can effectively mitigate
geometric ambiguities in color rendering caused by color
changes on planar surfaces influenced by the interplay between
buildings and sunlight. This reduces the erroneous impact of
planar texture colors on geometric optimization.

C. Progressive Training Strategy

Due to the limited number of training images and con-
strained viewing angles, the surface model after training often
contains holes and discontinuous artifacts beyond the surface

contours. We observed that jointly optimizing low-resolution
and high-resolution encodings tends to result in surface errors.
This is because the model adjusts high-frequency features
from the beginning of the train, making it prone to local
optimization. Combined with the inherent issues of satellite
imagery, this problem further harms accurate reconstruction.
Therefore, we introduced a progressive training strategy, in
which low-resolution grid features are activated first, and
higher-resolution features are progressively activated as the
training progresses. The feature representation for the sampled
point x is defined as:

h(x, λ) = {G1(λ)h1(x), . . . , GL(λ)hL(x)} , (13)

where Gi(λ) is a gated function {Gi(λ) = 1, λ ≥ i;Gi(λ) =
0, λ < i}, i is the level number and hi(x) means the
interpolated feature of the input point x to level i. Gi(λ) can
act as a low-pass filter, with low-resolution grids learning the
coarse geometry of the scene first, and high-resolution grids
learning fine geometry details later. We initialize λ to 4, and
it increases λ by 1 every 2.5% of the total training iterations.

D. Overall Loss Design

To train Sat-DN, we incorporated a depth loss and a normal
angular consistency loss in addition to the original color
loss. The objective is to minimize the discrepancies between
the rendered and ground-truth images, the rendered and true
depths, as well as the angular differences between the pixel
normals and their reference values. The overall loss function
is defined as:

L = Lcolor + λ1Ldepth + λ2Lnormal + λ3Leikonal, (14)

where λ1, λ2 and λ3 represent the training weights. Both
parameters are defined as 0.1 in all training scenes.

V. EXPERIMENTS

In this section, we present the experimental results of Sat-
DN. We first explain the dataset used, evaluation metrics,
and implementation details of the method. Next, we de-
scribe the experimental setup for comparison methods. Finally,
we include comparative experiments and ablation studies to
demonstrate the effectiveness of our proposed improvements.
All experiments were conducted on a system with an Intel
i9-14900KF CPU, 64GB of memory, an NVIDIA RTX 4090
GPU running CUDA 11.8, and PyTorch version 2.3.1, using
the Ubuntu 22.04 operating system.

A. Datasets and Evaluation Metrics

1) DFC2019: The DFC2019 (Data Fusion Contest 2019)
dataset [22], is a multi-view satellite remote sensing dataset
that includes hyperspectral imagery, multispectral imagery,
LiDAR point cloud data, and other auxiliary data. The dataset
contains satellite images captured over Jacksonville and Om-
aha, USA, by WorldView-3 over two years. Our task is to
reconstruct the 3D surface model of the terrain based on the
provided multi-view satellite imagery. The dataset includes
DSMs generated from LiDAR point clouds, which serve as
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JAX_068 JAX_175 JAX_207 JAX_214 JAX_260

OMA_203 OMA_212 OMA_248 OMA_287 OMA_315

Fig. 3. Examples of satellite images from the DFC2019 dataset used in the experiments, covering various geographic locations such as urban areas, forests,
and industrial sites.

ground truth for reconstruction. Each DSM has dimensions
of 512×512 pixels with a resolution of 0.5 m, covering an
area of 256m × 256m. To reduce the computational cost,
we crop the original satellite images based on the DSM’s
RoI and select five scenes from Jacksonville and Omaha
for reconstruction. All image RPC parameters were refined
through bundle adjustment. Additionally, we use supplemen-
tary data [59], [60] from the DFC2019 dataset to obtain
semantic mask information for each image, which is also
cropped according to the RoI. To ensure consistency in image
style, we refrained from using winter-time satellite images
from Omaha, avoiding the potential negative impact of style
differences on the reconstruction results. The data parameters
we used are shown in Table. I, and the scenes with their RoI
are illustrated in Fig. 3.

TABLE I
THE INFORMATION OF ROIS USED IN THE EXPERIMENT.

RoI Name Images Anchor (lat, lon) Zone RoI Size (m)

JAX 068 19 (30.347, -81.665) 17N 256×256
JAX 175 24 (30.325, -81.638) 17N 256×256
JAX 207 24 (30.315, -81.681) 17N 256×256
JAX 214 24 (30.315, -81.665) 17N 256×256
JAX 260 16 (30.311, -81.665) 17N 256×256

OMA 203 25 (41.272, -95.952) 15N 256×256
OMA 212 22 (41.276, -95.921) 15N 256×256
OMA 248 23 (41.267, -95.934) 15N 256×256
OMA 287 24 (41.253, -95.941) 15N 256×256
OMA 315 23 (41.251, -95.855) 15N 256×256

The anchor represents the lat-lon of the RoI’s southwestern corner.
JAX, OMA represents Jacksonville and Omaha separately.
The following number means specified RoI.

2) Evaluation Metrics: Following the settings of previous
works, the evaluation metrics used include MAE (Mean Abso-
lute Error), MED (Median Absolute Error), and CD (Chamfer
Distance). MAE calculates the L1 height difference between

the reconstructed DSM and the ground truth DSM for each
pixel, summing the height differences and then averaging
across pixels:

MAE =
1

N

N∑
i=1

|hpred
i − hgt

i |. (15)

MED calculates the median of the elevation differences
across all pixels:

MED = mediam{|hpred
i − hgt

i |, i = 1, 2, ..., N}. (16)

Chamfer distance (CD) is a commonly used distance metric
to compute the difference between two point sets:

CD (S1, S2) =
1

S1

∑
x∈S1

min
y∈S2

∥x−y∥22+
1

S2

∑
y∈S2

min
x∈S1

∥y−x∥22.

(17)

B. Implementation Details

For the hash grid [21], we use 24 levels with resolutions
ranging from 16 to 2048, with a maximum hash table size
of 219 and a feature dimension of 2 per level. The encoding
function Emd(.) applies a 26 position embedding and concate-
nates the normalized UTM space coordinates of the sampling
points. The SDF MLP consists of 3 layers, taking the hashed
features of the sampling point as input and outputting a 1-D
SDF value and a 256-D intermediate feature. The color MLP
also has 3 layers, with input as the sampling point coordinates,
the gradient of the SDF value, the intermediate feature, and the
24 position-embedded ray direction and solar light direction.
We follow NeuS [12] ray sampling strategy, sampling 128
points per ray. The experiment’s batch size is 4096, with 100K
iterations, and all of the loss function weights λ are set to 0.1.
The output mesh is obtained by marching cubes, and the DSM
is generated by the projection of the mesh.
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TABLE II
QUANTITATIVE EXPERIMENTAL RESULTS OF THE RECONSTRUCTED DSMS AND MESHES IN JACKSONVILLE.

Method JAX 068 JAX 175 JAX 207 JAX 214 JAX 260

MAE ↓ MED ↓ CD ↓ MAE ↓ MED ↓ CD ↓ MAE ↓ MED ↓ CD ↓ MAE ↓ MED ↓ CD ↓ MAE ↓ MED ↓ CD ↓

S2P [39] 1.922 0.944 3.709 1.676 0.536 3.976 2.932 0.740 6.122 2.887 0.756 4.463 2.304 0.879 1.676
VisSat [45] 1.676 1.013 3.341 2.644 1.619 4.594 2.463 1.280 4.599 2.364 1.396 3.675 2.157 1.240 1.481
S-NeRF [18] 2.482 1.831 4.625 3.876 2.769 6.633 2.895 2.055 5.205 5.460 4.133 7.458 3.583 2.916 2.124
Sat-NeRF [5] 2.062 1.330 4.023 3.274 2.292 5.791 2.128 1.163 4.324 4.600 3.579 6.551 3.110 2.411 1.967
Sat-Mesh [56]* 1.146 0.570 - - - - - - - 2.022 0.982 - - -
FVMD-ISRe [10] 1.032 0.548 2.725 2.132 1.177 4.413 2.409 1.017 5.400 1.980 1.037 3.516 1.838 1.052 1.691
Ours 1.030 0.549 2.654 1.833 1.011 4.020 2.399 1.214 5.480 1.816 0.732 3.503 1.620 0.961 1.333

* The performance is derived from the authors’ report, with dashes indicating that no experimental results are available for the corresponding scenes.

C. Comparison Methods

1) S2P: S2P [39] uses the MGM method to match ten
manually selected stereo image pairs, merging the point clouds
generated by each pair to obtain a complete scene point cloud,
which is then processed using an medium filter to generate
the DSM. The generated DSM matches the parameters of the
DSM in the dataset, with other settings following S2P’s de-
fault. For missing points in the DSM, interpolation is achieved
using inverse distance weighting. Converting the DSM to a
mesh involves first transforming the DSM into a point cloud
based on elevation and then outputting the mesh from the point
cloud using Delaunay triangulation.

2) VisSat: VisSat [45] approximates satellite imagery as
a pinhole camera through affine transformations, enabling its
use within an MVS pipeline. All experimental settings follow
the defaults. After structure-from-motion (SfM), the generated
point cloud is projected into ground coordinates to create the
DSM, with missing points interpolated using inverse distance
weighting. Heights in the DSM are then converted to point
clouds, and Delaunay triangulation is applied to obtain the
Mesh.

3) S-NeRF and Sat-NeRF: S-NeRF [18] and Sat-NeRF [5]
employ lighting decoupling to reconstruct ground objects. For
experimental consistency and fairness, we use their open-
source experimental parameters, adjusting the batch size to
4096 and setting the iteration count to 100K, while keeping
other settings unchanged.

4) Sat-Mesh: Sat-Mesh [56] improves geometric recon-
struction quality by leveraging multi-view texture consistency
at the same locations in images. As the source code for this
method is not publicly available, we use the data reported
by the authors in the paper for comparison. In addition, this
method is not included in the qualitative experiments for
comparison.

5) FVMD-ISRe: FVMD-ISRe [10] effectively reconstructs
geometry by improving the positional encoding strategy, incor-
porating the sunlight direction input into the color MLP, and
integrating an RPC-based ray-casting approach into NeuS [12]
reconstruction. We use the same number of input images as
our method, with a batch size set to 4096 and 100K iterations,
while other settings follow the default configuration.

D. Performance Comparison and Analysis

Our quantitative experiments on the Jacksonville subset of
the DFC2019 dataset are shown in Table. II, demonstrating that
our method achieves the best results across most scenes. Qual-
itative results are illustrated in Fig. 4 and Fig. 5, where Fig.
4 shows the DSMs reconstructed by different methods, and
Fig. 5 presents the reconstructed Mesh models. Our method
achieves consistently favourable results across all scenes.

In Table. II, bold values in the table indicate the best results
and the underlined values represent the second-best results.
Arrows indicate the direction in which the evaluation metrics
favor better results. In the JAX 068 and JAX 214 scenes,
our method achieved the best MAE and CD results and was
close to the best method in MED. In the JAX 175 scene, due
to mismatches between the ground truth DSM and the real
scene in the image, our method still produced the second-
best results across all evaluation metrics, indicating that our
method performs well in most regions of the scene with only
slight discrepancies from the ground truth. In the JAX 207 and
JAX 260 scenes, large vegetation and water surfaces affected
the depth model’s depth estimation, leading to increased depth
estimation errors that negatively impacted the reconstruction.
However, our method still achieved relatively good results
across all evaluation metrics.

Based on the reconstructed DSMs in Jacksonville shown
in Fig. 4. For example in JAX 068, S2P exhibits extensive
connections in its reconstruction, failing to reflect the actual
appearance of buildings accurately. The building shapes are
incorrect, and the edges have reconstruction errors. VisSat
uses point clouds generated from structure-from-motion and
projects them onto the ground to produce DSMs. Since the
point clouds are not generated through dense matching, some
pixels lack point cloud values during projection, resulting in
holes in the DSM. Additionally, the point clouds contain some
points with significant errors, leading to height discontinuities
in the DSM after projection, such as the abrupt height change
seen in the figure’s upper left corner of the star-shaped
building. In S-NeRF and Sat-NeRF, the reconstructed DSMs
exhibit height fluctuations across the entire scene. This occurs
because, although both S-NeRF and Sat-NeRF decompose the
scene’s lighting, the DSM height calculation relies on volumet-
ric density used for new view synthesis, which does not strictly
align with the geometric surface. Sat-NeRF, as an extension
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TABLE III
QUANTITATIVE EXPERIMENTAL RESULTS OF THE RECONSTRUCTED DSMS AND MESHES IN OMAHA.

Method OMA 203 OMA 212 OMA 248 OMA 287 OMA 315

MAE ↓ MED ↓ CD ↓ MAE ↓ MED ↓ CD ↓ MAE ↓ MED ↓ CD ↓ MAE ↓ MED ↓ CD ↓ MAE ↓ MED ↓ CD ↓

S2P [39] 1.007 0.188 3.386 1.541 0.889 3.550 1.281 0.553 3.101 0.964 0.310 2.829 1.114 0.367 3.014
VisSat [45] 1.023 0.468 2.895 0.753 0.216 2.525 1.154 0.538 2.865 1.274 0.639 3.003 1.043 0.556 2.889
S-NeRF [18] 2.771 2.301 5.333 1.951 1.319 4.349 4.279 3.691 7.494 3.094 2.633 5.765 2.205 1.627 4.425
Sat-NeRF [5] 3.011 2.475 5.628 1.820 1.321 4.112 3.435 2.759 6.512 1.967 1.472 4.166 1.959 1.902 4.087
FVMD-ISRe [10] 0.798 0.346 2.733 0.924 0.478 2.508 1.019 0.542 2.727 1.119 0.589 2.922 1.072 0.466 2.920
Ours 0.930 0.511 2.870 0.888 0.529 2.603 1.037 0.568 2.684 0.894 0.405 2.624 1.022 0.598 2.877
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Fig. 4. Qualitative experimental results of DSMs reconstructed from Jacksonville. Each row represents the DSMs obtained using different methods within
the same scene, and each column corresponds to DSMs of different scenes reconstructed by the same method. The right side shows the altitude legend.

of S-NeRF, outperforms S-NeRF in all evaluation metrics.
Both FVMD-ISRe and our method produced relatively high-
quality DSM results, preserving the correct geometric features.
Notably, in the JAX 214 scene, other neural radiance field-
based methods exhibited unreasonable height issues on the
top surface of the parking lot within the red box during recon-
struction. Our method, however, ensures geometric accuracy
over large planar regions due to the incorporation of depth and
normal constraints. In other scenes, the aforementioned issues
with the comparison methods persist. Both S2P and VisSat
fail to produce reasonable geometric distributions. The depth
estimated by the S-NeRF series methods remains unstable.

Although the DSM calculated by FVMD-ISRe is similar to
our method’s, it requires significant computational time and
memory, which imposes certain hardware requirements.

Comparing the Meshes generated by various methods in
Fig. 5, our method produces the most refined mesh, recov-
ering intricate surface details of the scene while ensuring
geometric accuracy. Since S2P and VisSat calculate point
clouds through geometric methods to generate Meshes, no-
ticeable holes and erroneous points appear in their Mesh
results. Explicit geometry-based calculation methods strictly
adhere to mathematical principles, but building occlusions and
lighting effects can cause discrepancies between the pixel’s
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Fig. 5. Qualitative experimental results of Mesh reconstructions in Jacksonville, with red boxes indicating zoomed-in areas. Except for FVMD-ISRe and our
method using marching cubes to generate Meshes, other approaches generate Mesh models based on adjusted DSMs, resulting in missing sections due to
referenced Ground truth.

spatial position and its image pixel values. This results in
spatial positions deviating from their true locations, as seen
in JAX 068, where the left side of the red-boxed building’s
podium exhibits height estimation errors. For S-NeRF and Sat-
NeRF, due to the inherent misalignment of volumetric density
with the actual surface, the generated Mesh appears chaotic
across the entire scene, failing to produce accurate geometric

structures. Sat-NeRF, after decoupling direct lighting from
ambient lighting, shows some improvement over S-NeRF in
scene reconstruction.

For FVMD-ISRe and our method, we enhanced surface
reconstruction by incorporating depth and normal constraints,
along with progressive training, ensuring geometric accuracy
while optimizing planar distributions. In JAX 068, our method
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Fig. 6. Qualitative experimental results of DSMs reconstructed from Omaha. Each row represents the DSMs obtained using different methods within the
same scene, and each column corresponds to DSMs of different scenes reconstructed by the same method. The right side shows the altitude legend.

reconstructed a more realistic surface, achieving smoother
plane distributions while preserving subtle texture variations,
effectively capturing corresponding surface undulations. In
JAX 175, the road surface reconstructed by FVMD-ISRe ap-
peared blurry due to unstable normal orientations, whereas our
method delivered sharp results, reflecting the actual smooth-
ness of the road surface. In JAX 207, the building indicated
by the red box had recessed regions in the reconstruction due
to limited visibility of the building’s facades in the images.
Our method, leveraging progressive training and explicit ge-
ometric constraints, mitigated such recesses or hollow areas
in the planes. In JAX 214, the depth constraint significantly
improved scene geometry, allowing our method to accurately
reconstruct the rooftop of the building in the red box. This
ensured smooth planar distributions and corrected surface
estimation errors introduced by relying solely on RGB infor-
mation. In JAX 260, the building’s side facade reconstructed
by FVMD-ISRe exhibited erroneous connections between the
building surface and nearby vegetation on the ground. Our
method, supported by depth priors, reasonably inferred the
connection between the building and the ground, reducing the
influence of surrounding vegetation on reconstruction quality.

The quantitative experimental results for Omaha on the
DFC2019 dataset are shown in Table. III, where it can be

seen that our method achieved the best performance in most
of the scenes. The qualitative experiments are shown in Fig.
6 and Fig. 7, where Fig. 6 displays the DSMs reconstructed
by different approaches, and Fig. 7 shows the reconstructed
Mesh. Our method evidently yields the best DSM and Mesh
reconstruction results.

In the OMA 203 and OMA 212 scenes, the altitude range
between the lowest and the highest is minimal, and the
texture information is sparse. This leads to a reduced number
of spatial points obtained through spatial triangulation. The
decrease in point count may result in increased errors in depth
fusion, which negatively impacts the reconstruction quality.
Additionally, overly bright reflective light in the images causes
depth estimation errors in the depth model, further degrading
the reconstruction quality. On the other hand, in scenes like
OMA 248, OMA 287, and OMA 315, which contain more
man-made structures like buildings, our method achieves the
best results across all evaluation metrics.

As shown in Fig. 6, in the reconstruction of the OMA 203
scene, although explicit geometry-based methods show sig-
nificant height variations and missing values in the DSM,
the large-scale flat regions reconstructed are relatively rea-
sonable. The S-NeRF method still exhibits its inherent height
fluctuation problem. There is little difference between the
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Fig. 7. Qualitative experimental results of Mesh reconstructions in Omaha, with red boxes indicating zoomed-in areas. Except for FVMD-ISRe and our
method using marching cubes to generate Meshes, other approaches generate Mesh models based on adjusted DSMs, resulting in missing sections due to
referenced Ground truth.

DSM reconstructions of FVMD-ISRe and our method, both
maintaining spatial continuity. In OMA 212, all other methods
failed to reconstruct some of the oil storage tanks due to the
strong reflective light interference, while our method, although
experiencing height displacement in the lower part of the
tanks, successfully reconstructed all tank structures. In the
building scenes of OMA 248, OMA 287, and OMA 315, our
method achieved the results closest to the ground truth across
all evaluations.

As shown in Fig. 7, the Mesh reconstructed in the Om-
aha scenes highlights the effectiveness of our method. In

OMA 203, our approach successfully reconstructed the most
accurate rooftop in the red-boxed area, capturing subtle height
variations visible in the ground truth. Compared to FVMD-
ISRe, our method exhibited more consistent normal orien-
tations, resulting in smoother surfaces for planes such as
grass fields and playgrounds. In OMA 212, the reconstructed
storage tanks in the central region of the Mesh demonstrate the
superiority of our method. Our method accurately preserved
the geometric details of the tanks under correct geometry
constraints, while other methods exhibited poor reconstruction
quality or outright failure. This underscores the guiding role
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TABLE IV
TRAINING TIME AND GPU MEMORY USAGE STATISTICS FOR THE JAX SCENES

Method JAX 068 JAX 175 JAX 207 JAX 214 JAX 260 Mean

Stereo Matching S2P [39] ≈0.4 - ≈0.2 - ≈0.3 - ≈0.5 - ≈0.2 - 0.32 -

Neural Recon
Sat-NeRF [5] ≈8.0 14822 ≈7.1 15966 ≈6.7 16942 ≈6.8 14822 ≈6.9 14822 7.1 15475
FVMD-ISRe [10] ≈10.2 22708 ≈10.1 22482 ≈10.4 22482 ≈10.3 22462 ≈10.1 22614 10.22 22550
Ours ≈5.6 12356 ≈5.7 12858 ≈5.4 12860 ≈5.7 12840 ≈5.6 12876 5.6 12758

The time statistics are measured in hours, and the GPU memory usage is measured in MB.

of depth constraints in improving geometric reconstruction
accuracy. In OMA 248 and OMA 287, the sharp transitions
between planar surfaces in the geometric structures recon-
structed by our method were notably more distinct than those
of FVMD-ISRe, owing to the integration of depth and normal
guidance. This allowed for better planar representation in
the reconstructed buildings while retaining rich geometric
details. Finally, in OMA 315, our method outperformed all
compared methods in localized reconstruction quality, further
demonstrating its robustness and effectiveness.

The quantitative comparison of training time and memory
consumption between our method and others is shown in Ta-
ble. IV. The stereo matching method S2P, which does not uti-
lize GPU resources, is excluded from memory usage statistics.
However, it is the fastest among all compared methods in terms
of runtime. Nevertheless, its DSM accuracy is limited, and it
cannot directly produce a Mesh. Among neural reconstruction
methods, our approach achieves the lowest training time and
memory consumption, followed by Sat-NeRF. FVMD-ISRe
exhibits the highest resource consumption. Notably, Sat-NeRF
cannot directly generate Meshes. Furthermore, our method
surpasses others in reconstruction quality, demonstrating that it
excels in both reconstruction efficiency and quality compared
to the other methods.

E. Ablation Studies

In this section, we validate the impact of the proposed
depth regularization (DepthReg), normal regularization based
on surface normal consistency (NormalReg), and progressive
training (PTrain) on the reconstruction quality. We use the
JAX 068 scene as the dataset for the ablation study, and the
results of the ablation experiments are shown in Fig. 8 and
Table. V.

TABLE V
QUANTITATIVE COMPARISON RESULTS OF THE ABLATION EXPERIMENTS

ON JAX 068

PTrain DepthReg NormalReg MAE ↓ MED ↓ CD ↓

1.790 1.078 4.694
✓ 1.599 1.009 3.578
✓ ✓ 1.127 0.639 2.962
✓ ✓ ✓ 1.030 0.549 2.654

1) Progressive Training: As shown in Fig. 8(a), using only
the hash grid for reconstructing ground models results in
many voids on the side surfaces of buildings, with overly

smooth transitions between building roofs, side surfaces, and
the ground, leading to significant discrepancies between the
reconstruction and the real appearance of buildings. After
incorporating the progressive training strategy, the model is
guided to prioritize learning the low-frequency coarse geomet-
ric information of the scene before refining high-frequency
local details, enabling heuristic model training. Fig. 8(b)
and Table. V show that the reconstruction quality improves
significantly.

2) Depth Regularization: To address issues such as smooth
connections between building planes and poor reconstruction
quality in the model, depth constraints were introduced to
explicitly supervise the opacity distribution along the rays,
thereby producing planes with accurate heights and sharper
plane transitions. As shown in Fig. 8(c) and Table. V, adding
depth constraints significantly improved both qualitative and
quantitative reconstruction evaluations.

Notably, due to imbalances in lighting within the scene, er-
rors in surface position estimation occurred when reconstruct-
ing building rooftops, necessitating the subsequent introduc-
tion of normal constraints. Fig. 9 lists the number of retained
spatial 3D points and their reprojection errors in 2D images
after bundle adjustment for each scene. It can be observed
that the number of spatial points and their reprojection errors
impact the reconstruction results of our method. The number
of 3D points positively correlates with reconstruction quality,
while reprojection error is negatively correlated.

3) Normal Regularization: Due to significant lighting vari-
ations, depth guidance’s effectiveness in estimating accurate
surfaces is limited. By introducing surface normal consis-
tency regularization, the quality of planar reconstruction in
areas with extreme lighting was further improved. Moreover,
compared with models reconstructed by other methods, our
proposed normal regularization smooths the distribution of
normals on planes, such as building rooftops or ground
surfaces, without compromising scene details, ensuring their
orientations remain consistent within the same plane. As
shown in Fig. 8(d), our complete method achieves the best
reconstruction result.

VI. CONCLUSION

In this paper, we propose Sat-DN, a method capable of re-
constructing DSM and Mesh from multi-view, multi-temporal
satellite imagery. To address inherent challenges in satellite
imagery, such as poor visibility of building facades, variations
in lighting and color between images, and the prevalence of



JOURNAL OF LATEX CLASS FILES, VOL. 14, NO. 8, AUGUST 2021 14

(a)
w/o all modification

(b)
+Progressive Training

(c)
+Depth Regularization

(d)
+Normal Regularization

Fig. 8. Comparison of qualitative results in the ablation experiments. Column (a) shows the reconstruction results using only the hash grid; columns (b),
(c), and (d) sequentially represent the reconstruction results after progressively adding progressive training, depth regularization, and normal consistency
regularization. The first row shows the reconstructed DSMs, the middle row shows DSM errors, and the last row shows the reconstructed Mesh.

Fig. 9. The number of spatial feature points and the average reprojection
error for each scene obtained after bundle adjustment. The average projection
error of spatial sparse points is negatively correlated with the performance of
our method.

low-texture regions, we build upon previous research to in-
troduce a multi-resolution hash grid reconstruction framework
with a progressive training strategy. Additionally, we incorpo-
rate real-scale depth guidance and surface normal consistency
constraints. Extensive experiments on the DFC2019 dataset

demonstrate the superiority of our method over others.
Although our method is relatively robust to lighting, there

are still errors when estimating surfaces with overexposed
areas. In the future, we will focus on decoupling lighting
in surface reconstruction and further investigate neural recon-
struction methods for vegetation and water surface areas.
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