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Abstract. Cloud computing has become a popular solution for organi-
zations implementing Earth Observation Systems (EOS). However, this
produces a dependency on provider resources. Moreover, managing and
executing tasks and data in these environments are challenges that com-
monly arise when building an EOS. This paper presents GeoNimbus, a
serverless framework for composing and deploying spatio-temporal EOS
on multiple infrastructures, e.g., on-premise resources and public or pri-
vate clouds. This framework organizes EOS tasks as functions and auto-
matically manages their deployment, invocation, scalability, and moni-
toring in the cloud. GeoNimbus framework enables organizations to reuse
and share available functions to compose multiple EOS. We use this
framework to implement EOS as a service for conducting a case study
focused on measuring water resource changes in a lake in the south of
Mexico. The experimental evaluation revealed the feasibility and effi-
ciency of using GeoNimbus to build different earth observation studies.

Keywords: earth observation services · serverless computing · e-science
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1 Introduction

Serverless computing has become an alternative for organizations to deploy their
systems [13]. Instead of users managing infrastructure details, in this paradigm,
the users only submit their functions to a cloud platform [6]. The serverless
platform automatically and transparently manages the execution, replication,
scale, and invocation of functions sent by users. This paradigm is suitable for
researchers and organizations who want to build Earth Observation Systems
(EOS) with multiple interconnected applications. For instance, an EOS based
on imagery processing typically could consider three primary modules: extract-
ing, preparing, and processing satellite images. Following this example, orga-
nizations could define multiple functions to extract imagery and process them

ar
X

iv
:2

50
3.

20
34

4v
1 

 [
cs

.D
C

] 
 2

6 
M

ar
 2

02
5



2 Sánchez-Gallegos et al.

using different preprocessing functions (e.g., radiometric, atmospheric, or cloud
detection) and analyze them using indexes for multiple observation subjects such
as vegetation, water, fires, and urban expansion, to name a few [13].

In these platforms, organizations delegate control over the application de-
ployment and data management to a cloud provider [8], which could establish
a dependency on the infrastructure provider (vendor lock-in) [11]. Recently, so-
lutions like Globus Compute [4] have made different efforts to make serverless
computing available in different infrastructures instead of relying on a single
cloud provider. However, there are still two complex aspects that organizations
must consider when adopting in-house serverless. The first one is data move-
ment from user devices to the endpoints. The second one is managing the scale
and performance of the functions included in EOS and coordinating dataflows
through different infrastructures. These are critical aspects as the analysis pro-
cessing in earth observation systems essentially is a big data problem where EOS
processes large amounts of data [2].

In this paper, we present GeoNimbus3 a serverless framework for creating
and deploying spatio-temporal earth observation services (EOS) on multiple in-
frastructures (e.g., any of on-premise resources, public, or private clouds). We
design GeoNimbus to accomplish two goals: the first is to provide organiza-
tions and developers with a design-driven framework for creating EOS deployed
through multiple infrastructures. The second one is to reduce the complexity of
the EOS design so that researchers can conduct environmental studies with a
framework that automatically manages the deployment and execution of EOS.

The contributions of GeoNimbus are:

– An in-house function-as-a-service (iH-FaaS) and container-as-a-service (CaaS)
approach for EOS to automatically handle the deployment and coupling of
applications.

– A wide-area storage system to handle data exchange through the distributed
functions. This system stores raw data and results of an EOS to make them
available to end-users (researchers).

– Implicit parallelism structures to improve the performance of EOS. These
structures enhance the efficiency of applications of an EOS by using an im-
plicit parallelism model.

We evaluate GeoNimbus in a case study focused on creating an EOS to
perform environmental studies of changes in water resources in Cuitzeo Lake,
located in the Mexican state of Michoacán. We conducted this spatio-temporal
study by processing LandSat8 images from 2013 to 2022. The performance eval-
uation revealed the usability of our framework for deploying EOS in serverless
environments.

The rest of the paper is as follows: Section 2 describes the related work;
Section 3 presents the design principles of GeoNimbus; Section 4 presents the
GeoNimbus architecture; Section 5 presents the experimental evaluation; and,
Section 6 presents the main conclusion of this work and future work.
3 We choose this name because Geo comes from geospatial, and Nimbus is a type of

precipitation cloud.
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2 Related work

This section presents the main work on serverless computing and earth observa-
tion systems.

Serverless computing provides an easy-to-use framework for deploying and
managing services on remote infrastructure. Some examples of serverless plat-
forms are AWS Lambda [1], Google Cloud Functions [5], and Azure Functions [8].

Alternative solutions exist in the literature to extend serverless computing to
on-premise resources like personal computers and HPC clusters. Globus Com-
pute [4] is a tool that enables developers to convert computers into serverless
endpoints to deploy functions-as-a-service (FaaS), allowing them to take advan-
tage of the available resources. For example, developers can deploy functions and
services near the data sources to reduce the latency between data and process-
ing resources [14]. Nevertheless, Globus Compute requires that users manage the
movement of input data to the endpoint where they deployed functions, which is
complex when they must process large volumes of data. Users can deploy their
functions on the same data storage infrastructure to alleviate this issue.

The framework proposed in this paper is similar to Globus Compute in terms
of enabling the deployment of serverless services through multiple infrastruc-
tures. However, it differs because GeoNimbus composes various functions into a
single system. This allows users and organizations to create automatic dataflow
through different functions and creates different design patterns like pipelines
and workflows.

Earth observation is a research area where it requires the processing of large
volumes of data to perform spatio-temporal studios [10]. Different authors have
proposed approaches for implementing earth observation services using server-
less platforms in this context. For example, Kaiser et al. proposed a framework
to transform traditional earth observation applications into systems capable of
being deployed on serverless platforms [7]. Ueckermann et al. presented a frame-
work to design earth observation services using serverless resources [13]. Never-
theless, the authors intended these solutions to work in a single cloud provider,
which again could produce a vendor lock-in dependency. Furthermore, the cloud’s
centralization of data and computation could produce efficiency and latency is-
sues. Thus, we propose deploying these serverless solutions through multiple
infrastructures to avoid dependencies with public cloud providers and mitigate
efficiency and confidentiality issues that could emerge when working in public
cloud environments.

3 GeoNimbus: Design principles

In this section, we describe the design principles of GeoNimbus, a serverless
framework for building and deploying spatio-temporal Earth Observation Sys-
tems (EOS).
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Fig. 1: example of an earth observation system (EOS) built with GeoNimbus.

3.1 Automatic composition of EOS dataflows deployed on multiple
infrastructures

GeoNimbus enables organizations to create EOS by coupling multiple stages
(functions and applications) and deploying them through multiple infrastruc-
tures. Figure 1 shows an EOS built using the framework GeoNimbus. As can
be observed, in GeoNimbus, a stage contains I/O interfaces and the code of the
function/application. An EOS like the depicted in Figure 1 is built in three main
phases: i) design, ii) deployment, and iii) execution.

First, at design time, a developer creates a configuration file by declaring the
stages of a system. These stages contain a function or an application encapsu-
lated into a virtual container. Functions are more suitable for two scenarios: ap-
plications that only run for a short period or those deployed on devices with low
computation characteristics (e.g., edge devices or personal computers). Organi-
zations could use virtual containers for applications that process large amounts
of data through high-performance computers. Furthermore, this configuration
file contains the endpoints to deploy the stages and the interconnections be-
tween the stages. These interconnections define the execution order of the stages
in a system and the data dependencies between these stages.

Next, at deployment time, the GeoNimbus framework considers a controller
that deploys the stages over the infrastructure specified by designers. A daemon
previously installed on that infrastructure deployment performs this deployment
process. This daemon establishes a connection with the controller to couple the
stages by following the interconnections defined at design time. These intercon-
nections create data connectors that use the file system, memory, or network
resources. File system and memory channels are more suitable for moving data
between stages at the same endpoint, whereas the network channels are suitable
for moving data through different endpoints. GeoNimbus provides these data
connectors, and developers are responsible for choosing the appropriate data
connector to fulfil their requirements. In the next section, we describe these
data management mechanisms in detail. At this point, developers can build an
EOS of different stages interconnected through multiple infrastructures.

Finally, at execution time, the stages start processing data arriving at their
input interfaces. Then, the stages send their results to the next stage through
their output stage.

Figure 1 shows an example of EOS built by using GeoNimbus, where the
band corrections stage processes data from a data source and delivers its outputs
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Fig. 2: Wide area storage system to support the exchange of data through ap-
plications in an EOS.

to the Metadata enrichment, Generation of RGB image, and Environment index
generation stages. Subsequently, these stages deliver their outputs to a Geoportal
deployed on a cloud instance.

3.2 Movement of data through multiple infrastructures

GeoNimbus performs the management of data through stages deployed on differ-
ent endpoints using a wide-area storage system [3]. Figure 2 shows the conceptual
representation of this storage system, which includes artifacts called data stores
(DS). Moreover, the storage system implements a storage manager, which im-
plements a load balancing service based on a utilization factor metric [9] and
a metadata service to record the location of data stored in the DS. A DS is a
virtual storage unit that stores the data required and produced by stages (their
applications) in a system. In GeoNimbus, we classify DS into two types: local
and global.

Organizations deploy a local DS on the same endpoints where the data is
processed. Thus, it implements interfaces to allow stages to push and pull data.
For example, a stage performs a pull operation to retrieve its input data, whereas
a push operation loads its results into a data store. When a stage performs a
pull operation, the DS also registers the data on the storage manager’s metadata
service. Furthermore, this process also creates a catalog that other stages can
subscribe to access this data. This enables the transference of data between two
stages of a system by following the following flow:

1. A stage A, deployed on an endpoint A, pushes its results to a local DS, also
deployed on the same endpoint.

2. The DS A publishes a catalog in the metadata service of the storage manager,
and the DS B subscribes to this catalog.

3. The data is moved from DS A to the DS B. The DSs use the storage manager
as an intermediary to perform this transference.
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Fig. 3: Autoscaling scheme designed to manage the number of workers in a pat-
tern.

4. The DS B writes the received data in the input directory (I) of the con-
sumer stage, and the daemon on the endpoint invokes the execution of the
application in the stage for data processing.

This process is repeated through each interconnection of stages in the system
until the last stage delivers the results to a data sink. This automatically creates
a continuous data flow through the stages in the system, even if an organization
deploys them through multiple infrastructures (endpoints).

Global data stores preserve data for long periods and make them accessible
to other users. Thus, global data stores create a global storage service, which
could be composed of virtual storage instances on the cloud or in large storage
clusters. The distribution of data through the available global DS is performed
using an algorithm based on the utilization factor of the storage instances, as
described by Morales et al. [9]. Note that the system administrator decides when
to publish data into the global storage service, keeping control of the data held
by the system owners. Furthermore, this global storage allows organizations to
connect multiple EOS to share data and create more complex systems.

3.3 Implicit parallelism using parallel patterns

In GeoNimbus, designers can create parallel patterns to improve the performance
of their solutions. These patterns are based on the manager/worker pattern
[12], where a manager distributes a set of contents through replicas of the same
stage (workers). The workers process the data and deliver their outputs to the
next stage or a storage location like a DS. Designers can configure the number
of workers in a parallel pattern during design time. Furthermore, GeoNimbus
implements an autoscaling scheme to avoid bottlenecks in an EOS due to input
workload changes or data delivery delays.

Figure 3 shows the conceptual representation of the autoscaling scheme. As
can be seen, it includes a set of monitors that are deployed on the endpoints
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Fig. 4: The GeoNimbus architecture.

where the stages (A, B, C, and D) are running. For each stage, monitors collect
their service time, the amount of data processed, and the average waiting time
of each task (input content) to be processed. These measurements (PDx) are
sent to a logging service, which a replication manager consumes.

The replication manager obtains the throughput of each application and
identifies that stages with the lowest throughput that can potentially produce
bottlenecks, as follows: Btl = MINTHPOS(thpApps), where thpApps is the
throughput of each stage.

Once a bottleneck (Btl) is identified, the next step is adding a new worker
to this stage to increase its performance. Adding new workers does not always
ensure the improvement of the performance of an application; it depends on
the available physical resources (number of cores), the management of these re-
sources by the application, and the resource consumption of other applications.
Thus, we first limit the maximum number of workers to the number of physical
cores at the endpoint. In a second instance, we continuously monitor the per-
formance of stages and determine if their performance is degraded when new
workers are added; thus, these are removed from the pattern. As can be seen in
Figure 3, the replication manager gives a new configuration (NC) to the indi-
cated stage manager that was identified with a bottleneck (Btl). In this example,
stage B needs workers; the state manager sends a signal to its corresponding state
to create the indicated workers for its application.

4 Architecture and prototype implementation

Figure 4 depicts GeoNimbus’ architecture, composed of three main layers: con-
trol front-end, endpoints, and data. The front-end layer includes access control
services to manage users’ access to the rest of the services. Moreover, three inter-
faces to i) design new EOS and deploy them on the endpoints, ii) access existing
EOS, and iii) access the products EOS produces, or raw data loaded into data
stores (DSn).

The second layer is the endpoints executing EOS. Thus, this layer includes
the GeoNimbus daemon to manage the deployment of EOS by creating the
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Fig. 5: Design of the system used in this case study.

stages (containers and functions) required in each system. Moreover, it consists
of an EOS manager implementing the parallelism scheme described in Section
3.3 to perform the monitoring of the applications in the system and mitigation
of bottlenecks. Finally, the data layer implements the wide-area storage system
described in Section 3.2. Thus, this layer implements the storage manager and
global data stores to orchestrate data movement through the different applica-
tions in an EOS.

We implemented a prototype based on GeoNimbus to perform an evaluation
based on a case study to analyze changes in vegetation and water resources in
Mexico. The autoscaling and applications orchestrator are mainly implemented
in C++ language. The data storage system based on data stores is implemented
in Python 3.10. The configuration file used to create a system is based on a
construction model called PuzzleMesh [12].

5 Case study: services to analyze changes in water
resources in Mexico

We conduct an evaluation based on a case study of GeoNimbus. This case study
is based on a system for processing LandSat8 images and generating normalized
difference water indexes (NDWI) [16] to analyze changes in water resources in
Lake Cuitzeo. This lake is located in the Mexican state of Michoacán, and in
2005, it used to be the second-largest freshwater lake in Mexico.

Figure 5 depicts the system design used for this case study. This system is
composed of the following stages:

– Downloader. This stage implements a function to download LandSat8 im-
ages from EarthExplorer [15]. It receives as input a spatio-temporal query to
download the images. We performed a query with the coordinates (19.936739,
-101.136399) for the range of data 2013-2024.

– Decompressing. It unpacks the downloaded images and makes the bands
of the image available for the next stages.

– Indexing. This stage indexes the image metadata into a Geoportal.
– Cropping. It crops from each band a surface corresponding to a bounding

box corresponding to the Lake Cuitzeo.
– Derivates. It generates NDWIs using different band combinations as de-

scribed by Yan et al. [16]. Figure 7 shows some examples of the outputs
produced by this stage.
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Table 1: Characteristics of the infrastructure used for evaluation.
Label Storage Capacity (TB) Number of cores RAM (GB)
gamma 1.8 48 126
alpha 11 48 126
disys18 2.7 24 252
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(b) 213 images.

Fig. 6: Response time observed when processing 32 and 213 LanSat8 images.

– Summary. This stage summarizes the percentage of water identified by the
indexes. Figure 8 shows examples of the output of this stage.

We use a dataset of 213 LandSat8 images with a total size of 251 GB as
input. We deployed the system depicted in Figure 5 in a private cloud in Mexico.
Table 1 shows the infrastructure details of the machines used. The idea was to
replicate a scenario where different consumer and producer machines transfer
and process data. Thus, the data downloader and decompressing stages were
deployed on alpha, whereas we deployed the indexing, cropping, and derivates
stages on gamma. Finally, we deployed the summary and Geoportal stages on
disys18.

First, we evaluate the performance of GeoNimbus to manage data processing
through the system depicted in Figure 5. Thus, we process 32 LandSat8 images
(39 GB) using various maximum parallel workers. Figure 6a shows on the vertical
axis the response time observed for a varying number of workers (horizontal
axis). As can be observed, the increment in the number of workers reduces the
response time, which is an expected behavior in parallel systems. The 32 images
were processed in 245.45 minutes using only one worker, whereas with 32 workers,
the processing was completed in 36.10 minutes. This means an improvement in
the response time of 85.10%.

Figure 6b shows, in the vertical axis, the response time observed to pro-
cess the 213 images with 8, 16, and 32 workers. This experiment aims to show
how GeoNimbus scales when managing large workloads. Again, we observe a
reduction in the response times when more workers are added. With 32 workers,
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(a) 2013. (b) 2015. (c) 2018.

(d) 2021. (e) 2024.

Fig. 7: Estimated percentage of water resources compared with the total surface
of LandSat8 images for the Lake Cuitzeo (Michoacán, Mexico).
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Fig. 8: Estimated percentage of water resources compared with the total surface
of LandSat8 images for the Lake Cuitzeo (Michoacán, Mexico).

the complete dataset (251 GB) was processed in 6.28 hours, whereas with eight
workers in 11.43 hours. This means an acceleration of 1.82x.

Figure 7 shows examples of NDWIred produced with a combination of the
bands 7 (SWIR 2) and 4 (red). We present results from 2013 to 2024. These
images correspond to a region with a path=27 and a row=46. Using the visual
information generated by the NDWI, we can observe that the left side of the
lake almost disappeared in 2024 (Figure 7e).

Figure 8 shows results obtained for images with paths 27 and 28 from the
summary stage. Figures 8a and 8b show on the vertical axis the approximate
percentage of water area in the index for different years from 2012 to 2024
(horizontal axis). In both Figures, the dots correspond to the real values obtained
with the indexes, whereas the red line is a linear regression obtained to visualize
trends in the real values. We calculated the approximate percentage of water
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area by counting the number of pixels in the image with a value higher than an
umbral number. Those pixels higher than this umbral are tagged as water (blue
zones in Figure 8b), and the percentage is obtained by dividing the number of
water pixels by the total number of pixels. For these experiments, we determine
an umbral number of 0.65. Both figures show a trend where water resources have
decreased over the last four years (2021-2024). For example, in Figures 8a (which
correspond to the images shown in Figure 7), it can be observed that from 2021
to 2024, the percentage decreases from 57.20% to 19.95%.

6 Conclusions

In this paper, we presented GeoNimbus, a framework for designing EOS that
follows the design principles of serverless computing. GeoNimbus automatically
manages the deployment, scaling, monitoring, and execution of functions and
applications through different infrastructures. One of GeoNimbus’s goals is to
reduce the complexity of creating serverless EOS and enable large-scale environ-
mental studies.

To evaluate GeoNimbus, we conducted a case study based on the processing
and analysis of LandSat8 images corresponding to Lake Cuitzeo. In terms of
performance, the evaluation shows the scalability of GeoNimbus by parallelizing
the stages in an EOS. GeoNimbus decreases by almost 85% the time required
to process the data in comparison with a non-parallel configuration. From the
results of the EOS evaluated in this case study, we observe from the NDWI prod-
ucts generated that the water extension of Lake Cuitzeo has highly decreased
in the past five years. In future work, we plan to perform other environmental
studies to measure changes in vegetation and urban areas. We are also working
on performing data fusion analysis using weather data acquired from ground
stations with the results produced from the image indexes.
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