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Abstract Remote sensing images are the data resource that can acquire information about the ocean, atmosphere, and
the earth’s surface, and have been widely applied in many fields, such as agriculture, military, and urban planning.
However, clouds and hazes are inevitable factors when collecting images from satellites, resulting in the loss of
information and causing a huge waste of data resources in practical applications. Therefore, how to detect and remove
clouds from remote sensing images is a challenging and difficult task that draws a lot of experts’ attention. We
comprehensively review current research progress and summarize the challenges of cloud detection and removal in
remote sensing images. Cloud detection methods are divided into two categories based on whether using deep learning
technology, and cloud removal methods are divided into three categories based on whether auxiliary images are used.
Then, according to the characteristics of different methods, these methods are reviewed and analyzed systematically,
including their advantages and disadvantages, respectively. Afterward, four cloud detection, four thin cloud removal
and four thick cloud removal methods are evaluated on two remote sensing datasets. Finally, we discuss future
challenges and predict future research directions. This review paper can provide valuable advice to scientists who are
involved in remote sensing image processing.
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Fig. 1 Demonstration chart of cloud detection and cloud

removal for remote sensing images
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Fig. 2 Cloud detection and cloud removal methods classification for remote sensing images
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Table 1 Comparison of Cloud Detection Methods Based on Traditional Methods
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Table 2 Comparison of Cloud Detection Methods Based on Deep Learning
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Table 5 Comparison of Cloud Removal Methods Based on Multi-Sensor Images
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G-FAN), S BL T SAR 3 4 %l B (1) Sentinel-2 J: 2 52
B= b, B TR HA T SAR 19 2 B,
S BB AY Y AT i Rk A 25, T LA I T AR b 3R 2 O
DX B HE DL A5 21 A 1 45

BlE GAN W 4% (i 248, GAN 58 8 45 #)  SAR
AL AR G Rt T A A, r 2= E RN T
Z LA GAN 10 £ T R4 1 2 25505 217, Gao %
A CNN ORI GAN 928 25 4, BT SAR 5218 65 41
AR, R B OE #2148 . SAR AR A &
M ARG L) = 7 55 X8 2 o, i
RIFE 4322 2] T SAR 5625 AR Z Al iy 5 56 &, [F]
WA R T HAR G AR GIE(E B

T 07 6 SAR £ 415 BRI FH BB 1 AT BR,
JEH R T ek A 5 ik K2 R IR T 2 A% A Z T8
(A BUIR, Jiang 28 A" 4R T —Fp IR T IR E S
(1) S ) Bsf 25 % il 5 3, AR S TR o3 B B4
15 25 0] 43 B SAR LR A TC =0t KM AHSS &, fil
A HE 4 v ) i 3] 3 416 B — S0 R B ) 46 2
A LA RS B AR Z R B, 52 TR AR
AP Xu G N T — R T 2R - R
AW~ B BRE L, W5 T SAR BRI R R, FEE
52t B P BB PR R SO AN I 5| T A R R
187 11 Z 0] 1 26 & PR — B0, R H i A 7E SAR 2 1R
o B AME BT = KBRS Ah, EH X SAR AR
15 AE S i 19 7 1A A B9 22 53 1) 1, Xiao %5 NP1 3R
FH T Az O B0 0 28 324, 12 FH A 3l 4 i s 2 e =
Uk ARSI N L S (PR JESE R 3R RiEa
BTC = B, %5 5 AT LAAS B AR & 19 M 5E IF AT LA
FHEIE KA EE g p.

L5 B B A 1 22 B AH S AR, AT LR ME A b
B R AL IR AR AR Z [ YOG 2R, W AL il 25 55
DL K #4300 A N TR) b i AR Ak 25 2 sl R R 1

e, R, Bl 2 SCER R Y T 45 2 I AH SAR
FG2E AR Z AL A8 2 = k. BN, Gao %5 A1
14 Z2 I AH SAR FIOGA AR S TR B2 A 28 I 28 1 A
7 TG T K Y 2R 854 42 4% D0 T 45 31 e 6% S Bl T
H AR £ 4R, & YRR . T Sebastianelli 55

U 2% A A 4 190 44 R 4 K S 319242 (con-
volutional long short-term memory, ConvLSTM) ® 4% 43
SN SAR HIHHE FHO'G A7 5] 8] 7 91 5245 rh 4 B 25 FRAIE,
I 5 U B 4% 45 6 20158 T8 = 6= 218 LA, Ebel 5%
N T Z RS R £ i AE 3 4 S B 2 X 4%, 3B
i 7 50 2 )7 5 1) e B T, AT 2 B[R] B S AR RN
AHXT N B SAR 545 Hh 1 I 45 2] T = B 8] 7 91 5244
3% A 25 18 TE = DX AR b 5 | Y S0 3
ShAb 22 5. SCHR [132-134] J7 25 B9 B4 80 1 BE Az 1k g
NITEAR KBRS b e T [ $dis 4, AA7e 36 1Y
JRUK:, At Czerkawski 45 A1 41 H 35 I B TR 4%
95 BB 2 H R, AT DLAE R U ZR 15 0T 4 48 AN 6] R
SEMN TR Z =50 i X, W50

HAET, & &f KE MR T 24 1%
TR o BRIk, JF HE &R T — & 1AL,
WA TET S EEBR LI ENA R B2 L
TR 5 AG A T M ) R DA K 25 (R RO 3 73 BE R — 3K
(5] REAT SR 2% 45 F A T AR A >k B Rk, AF 58 oy B
I S R BOHIE 22 S e | B v BOH s — Bk L BGaR FES n]
SEME R AR AT 5T 1Y 5 ST ).

3 ZRNMEERLAKLHIESE

Xt F 2o B 5 2 25 ok 45 R RS R VA, B0 4k
MR 2 . B 5 & 5 Landsat-7 = 12 P 4l B 98
SERHR Y, J5 B2 A RUBE | 4IDAT B A i 5500 4 AN T
AR S T 2 45 2 25 B 0 18 R AR LA
PR AT 44, = A8 T 54 4 L AR £ 4% 38-Cloud ™,
GF1-WHU ™7, Sentinel-2 Cloud ™", = 2= & 5 4t 45 H
44245 RICE™, NWPU-RESISC45 ", SPARCS "*", #i1
6 FiRs.

31 =HiNEESE

1)38-Cloud ", iz %4 4% 4 3t {0 45 38 F 37 = 11
Landsat-8 A = # w5 % 18, B IR G WIEE KN N
384x384, %5 [A] 43 HE % K 30 m, I BoE R 4 4, 43 5]
N B L AT Ah. IR AR A A Y RS R
ST ECR, ke B #5RY . WX
oKL FT LUK 5 ORRIRRI & A, IR
TSR -2 2 B 35 R AR 50% ZEAq .

2) GF1-WHU" " iZ 846 4 40 45 19 4~ 510 i
AR, BHIRSL B 0012 R K/ A 600 x 600, 23 8] 43 ¢
R 16 m, P BBCR R 44, R hiE . g 4, na
AN B PARE T s MAE s X, HITHTEE
12 JE R 25 A I B 1 B 9% RN A, Sk 2 A DA 5
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Table 6 Public Datasets of Cloud Detection and Cloud Removal
* 6 mRNERZERAEEEE
Hodls e Bl A BFEFIND Z5 (83 HEH /m e B IR
38-Cloud"™” 38 Mg, 2000 Z AR 384x384 30 4 R
GF1-WHU"" 19 M r5E, 950 R4 600x600 16 4 i, &
Sentinel-2 Cloud" 513 M4 1022x1 022 20 13 i, JE
RICE"” RICE1: 50041, RICE2: 450 41 512x512 30 11 T
NWPU-RESISC45!"*” 45 s, AR 700 AR 256x256 0.2~30 3 i, R
SPARCS"" 80 Mg, 3k 720 ML 1000x1 000 30 10 R
PR T E B B S
3)Sentinel-2 Cloud™. ZE IR L& 513 ME R 4 KIGHH
RN 1022x1 022 1Y 13 5 2 B o H0HE , 4 1 52 18
(14 8] 43 B4R 20 m, FeA0 55 13 A [ 5 B i s ARATTE 2 DA SR BGEAR 2 R 4R 38-Cloud ™™ Al

GEIRERME T ES o ML= AR, IFWH T
AR (8 2 AR T
32 mEBHESE

1)RICE (remote sensing image cloud removing
dataset) "™, 1% % 4% 45 H1 2 4~ #6440 A RICEL £ &
500 1 1 2 55 78 165 5212 0 500 MR X G = AR, 1R R
KN K 512x512; RICE2 £ 7% 450 4HFAA%, FFAHALE 3 IR
BRER RN 5125512 EBR (K =K, L=
S %K), 25 [0 RN 30 m, A7 1145 B, R
TR E

2) NWPU-RESISC45"", 122 %4 5 41 25 45 2 51
()38 B A%, BN ZEAA 700 18 256x256 12 £ 1) RGB
B R, 25 1] 4 B3 0.2~30 m, HoA MK &
LA EISE R T

3) SPARCS™" Z B £ & Tk . 5. wk.
RN AS R 2 Y Y 2= B 55 DA K 2= T BH 52 1) e g 4 3
80 M1 720 IEFLAR, HIRFZ R AE R K/ 1000x
1000, 25 6] 43 HE 5% R 30 m, 254 10 NI EL, AT T =
PR BIE RO IEAS.

MF 6 R LA, 3 LA T WO 18 BGEAR = K
I 25 B A G B0 4 J TV HL % 32 8 B, a4k
(AL XS T = A 5 == 2o BR s J ks B PRl B &
K TEHIAE T, X S BOE 4R A & R ) 3 5, ek
PRAT . B, DR AL &R 4y B R . A& i
32 B AR R G mT DA 2 AN [R) N 7 35 i KL TR
B, 3 SR AR P i b v O SN AR R, BEA R R
GRS VR, A X G S BR . 3X S AN R Y
T 7 3R 2 KR 2 25 B 0 S8 R AL TR [ Y O
i 6 b5 5 He by, S — 2R3 T B KI5 2 25 B 400
(R BIE 5% FIRE FHAS TR

RICE™ |43 i %t 4 Ff 2 46 )5 7% Fmask"®, CNN, U-
Net™, Cloud-Net™™ F14 Fhjdi = 5577 HazeRemoval™,
pix2pix"", CycleGAN""", SpA-GAN"" YEF 745 4 S5 73
BT, I I /F Landsat #5% #0854l 52 X 4 Fh R = L BR 51k
HALRTC!"™, STDC "*!, NLLRTC"*, TRLRF "* 3 17
X L.

Fmask J7 7% & — Ff 28 L i 3L 7 BB 1) = & 0 7
1%, 38 R 0G0 B 43 BRI 0k D ok 4 B = A
RS, HAR S8 AE T ] 5 5 S B, 3 FH 1 AN [R) S 11 3
JESEAG, BB X T B 1 32 SR AR R AT R 2 A
HXFF = B A . B 5% 28 LA U CNNJE —F
25 B I TR BE 2 2T B K ik, RERE H B 2
VAR B0 A5 R A0, A6 0 o Aff B R 65 B 7 ¥ 5 U-Net 7
BiJe —Fh U BLZS R (9 5 PR M 22 2% = ke D 77 v, B
A AR B YRR AE B2 IRUREE K 8 U7, 7E 2 K o B 68
il 1 22 437 114351 25 IX 385 Cloud-Net J5 5 J&: 46 T U-Net
P B — PP B S B 22 N S KD T ik, S5 AT
ZA R I RE R R, A 2 19 R[] RUEE R IR
PRI, 3 4 7 3k 2 2 G 0 o L A 8 B EL A AR R
PERY, REAE J B AN [R] S8 28 7 325 ) A0 A AN SR BR

4 Fj ¥ = 22 % 5 3%, HazeRemoval J7 i & —Fi
JLF s 3E T8 S 50 0 W s R R O vk, D 5E A A
JHEMG b () 19 380 8 g2 5 SR Al T = 1935 5 %801
H L0 T KBk, 5 ik e, & A
SORVEUHE 455 3 T IR B 2 ) KR = 1 ik v, BedT]
PEUUT 3 Fh 5 A AR R 10 W 28 A A, v pix2pix
5 J — P I T AR A X I 4% ) A5 B T
S5 P 3 Ao 2 ) A PG o TR = ) 1 e S
RF LI EMG S e, ki 2 ) 2 M T = 255
il CycleGAN J7 2 fig % b 3 | e X %4l , & —Fh
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BE T J0 Wa B 2 ) 0 R e 4y 1, L D 3 R o 5 2
2 AN TR I8 2 T g e 53 O 2R S B = e B, B B
F 2 5 RO & 2 1k 5 SpPA-GAN J5 B j —Fh 455 1
G A B BROGT BE I 46 FE B BL R 9 s 25 B T ik,
il A= 2 2 B T 2 B G i R P i B X
MTITHE T 25 280 3X 4 Fh 5 A8 W = S BR Gt
TR H AR SR e, AT R, N
i R R I T = R B I B R A T 22 i e ey 48

FATXS 4 PR = RBR LI HEAT T X o, [RE
25 DX S P 7 o, T R G A B2 B AR A Al B
ZW R G R AN 2 P X 8. HALRTC™, STDC ",
NL-LRTC"*, TRLRF "*' 3% 4 ik &8 L il H TR =
F BRI R W k. Hod, HALRTC f& —Fh 3 T Tucker
oA 0 T, 8 T AT 22 AR B E AT o3 A, AT
SIE = K Br; STDC & — Bl Ik F 76 B 26 7 119 7 3%,
B DGR R B AR M S, I8 7 B 2R s ok 5B
2 W P s NLLRTC & — i 3k 1 3F J&y #B AL Bk 5K 1t 43
(77 %, B AT AR AR R A5 ok 3 & 8 = L bR
B s TRLRF & — Fh 3k F ok i R 000 i i O ik, e ]
DA 2 i o B 2 i ok 114 0 BBOME JBE RN T BT FE, A
1717 5 1R V5 2 25 B A 5 SR o X H X 4 R R = 5Bk T
B0 22 2RO, W LITEAR A TR O 3k 0 M Re A T AT b,
TR B A LA 45 3.

FATEAERBE (A FEBE(P) . IR (R) . F1 4y
BCFD) AT 22 (VAR R 2 A I BE DA 46 A, K e i
{5 W& L (PSNR) . 45 K AH LM (SSIM) . ¥ 05 #i iR 22
(RMSE) F1J5 22 (WA R 2= 22 B & BUVEAN 36 Ar 47 X
= TP g iRl P N S | S R s M 5
SIBEAT VEAR I A 2R 5 4 Hr
41 EBREEZGEZKNXEK

R T VAR A 2k A 0 R Rz AL g
AR 521 5K Fl Mohajerani 25 A" # 57 f) 38-Cloud 4 4%
R AE Ty 18 G AR 2 R I S50 A DI 2 R I 5k 5k 4.
Mobhajerani X 38-Cloud %5 i 48 t () BT A 52 A2 4T T
N THREEF B A T XN = REEE 5. 18] 3 R T %
BOE 4R 1 Hob 2 R 2 7 35 A0 T R 2 HE R 2 R Y

(a) =B (c) Amiti2

(b) =R (d) 2

Fig.3 Example of cloudy images and corresponding cloud
masks in the 38-Cloud dataset
3 38-Cloud HfitEH 2 WA == BRI B g 5 51

AR, TUE LB ET S H G e 2.
A% S 30 K 2 B AR 0 BT S AS R Y s R RS R
384x384 (/N EMR, A LA 3] 8 400 15 A1 9 201 1 /)N
L 53 90 AR DI Rl i, PRAIE T 52560 1 =F & 1.

75 K S 56 235 TR ) P R 3 Ao A 2 A R o
WARE(4) AEEE(P) . AR (R) MF1 LA 22 (V) $8h5
PG, MR HEAT T 2T S 2e 48 AR i T A R

TP+TN
A= A , (n
TP+FN+FP+TN
TP
= , 2
TP+FP
TP
R= ’
TP+FN 3
PxR
Fl=2x-2%, (4)
P+R
1 N
V:NE (X;-X), (5

i=1

Horr 7P 2R T R 2= SE PR /2 = i o8, TN
FoR T A AE = T B R HE = R oe U, FPRIR
T Sk = AR SEBR oA AE = R TR R, FN R Bl Sy
E| R ERW ISy ST &

WA B T A R R b = o KIEw I HER, R
AR R MR AR B, (AR AE = XSt 2 5l b i
ARG BT, IEASRRAE AR 4 1% 48 b R Al 11 45 2R
KB R R ol = B4R 3R T BLOE 2 & AR, LR X
g5 I AR R G OO A AR B PR R B
T = WA RPIEH - 2R, 5085 B T AR 6 295
F1 Ay 80 1 - 45 B R0 A (0] 58 0 o Fi-F- 34 5k, ml
DA RECPA R AR AN 1 8 2 000 5 30k R 2R

VRIN KT 2, Xk BDHEAR IS RE, X H
AREEREYME, NG fE il 5 = L BRsE
g5, R T 22 ok i i 2 R 0 A0SR A AR PR R —
Fork. SR g R Iy 2280y, W AR B L A AR, AN
25 5y 3% B Wi 5 A5 R Y 52 ).

K 4 &7~ T Fmask, CNN, U-Net, Cloud-Net iX 4 f
2 K I T i AR 43

&l 4(a) 2 M A A v 4 s /N ER Y 2, 3, 4 3 B
AWM EEMA RGB A ag, 8% TARREY =
O, Hop, 55 1R 3 iR BR A & POk = Al
s, B2EEAGEERESR, B 4 IRERAE
JE = o s B 4(0)~(e) 53318 4 R T =
&% 515 |/ 4(f) y B 5225 R (ground truth, GT).

S FAN 5 0T LA 43 o 30T A & UL T A
FEUEPFA 5 T N MR PR 0 R0 X 2 44 B T 0 45 SR 2R AT
TEMY, % LD D) 56 F AR B 1k 0 2 i s & R kA7
A B PE. B0 W PEH, AT Ak 45 SR vl LLE
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(a) RGB (b) Fmask (c) CNN

(d) U-Net (e) Cloud-Net f) GT

Fig. 4 Results comparison of four cloud detection methods

K4 4Fh A kg R L

H1 T Fmask J7 3% 2 AU T4 = BIHRA B 30 B
11 i A 207 1, AR 4 iR IR0 0 =
T AR KT L2 45 R CNN J2 R 48 RPN 28 19 4%
$ WU FRAE B8 2 A 0 07 35, U ROR L Fmask 4f,
AT SR A7 AE R A ) PR 530 8 = f) TR U-Net S22 41
U-Net % 26 8080 1) TR B2 2 2] O vk, LA DN 45 SR AR 26 1
i 0 3 PR R L B T RO A R 22, A AR KR
(R I 25 R 15 CONIN 7 36 RO FE e il . AL 3 J3E
L7, Cloud-Net J5 i& BRI 45 R 5 GT Fedilr. o T
R MBI, R 7 s T 4 FhI7 ik B0 E BRI I,
LA Y, T IR e o) B ORI T T
& 55 [ {E () 77 1. Cloud-Net J5 v O HERf B . A [l 5
F1 20 803X 4 BhJ7 35 vh fe i 19, 9 5. 7 22 80fE
e/, T B B AT U-Net J5 15 90RS B2 &5 T 3L
fib 3 Bl 75 ik, T, RS 3 2 A6 I O i AT A A A
AETT AN KL | A AN M ) R

Table 7 Quantitative Results Comparison of Four Cloud

Detection Methods
xR7 4TRGNFENESLERITLE

ik A P R F1 14

Fmask 0.904 0.935 0.793 0.842 0.226
CNN 0.903 0.913 0.801 0.837 0.225
U-Net 0.907 0.957 0.777 0.851 0.232

Cloud-Net 0.934 0.839 0.945 0.875 0.222
T BUE NI, T FoR R as .

42 EREBZERIH
421 W RBRER

R T VA BAT T v AR 2 25 R O T I ROR ANz
L BE 71, 1 IR AR = K Bk 92 5 i RICE £k 4% 4
5 JB7n T RICEL HH iy 4 U828, 18R K/INR 512%512.
AR S 3448 FH RICE1 R A kAl i 5 4k 46

(b) XFRi(a)fITE =514
Fig. 5 Example of RICE1 dataset
& 5 RICEI 44 R

H T RUE R [ 2 s 8CR, BATTR H PSNR,
SSIM, RMSE, V iX 4 7€ e bR S0 71k 1A 2.
1) PSNR. PSNR & VAT G ot £ dac i T 109 25 WL 4
b, 8 T2 WP BR 0 5 AR B, R A= 0h .

B_1\2
PSNR::Kbdg<(2 D >, 6)

MSE
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Hh B RAIEL, B4 8 b EdRAT, 28— 1=255. MSE
BEREGME SRR Z 8 872, AN,

MSE= 1| x-X|[, D
n

Hi X eROFRETFEG, XeROFREL LS
EIE, n=xxyFom BG83 194 %0, PSNR (H K
T L= Ja MG 4230 B 5L TE = BE.
2) SSIM. SSIM JH T4 2 2 W G p AL EE, Hoe
A
SSIM =1(x,y)c(x,y) s(x,y), (8
FOrP 2 B 1 X LU BE ¢ FISS i s R IE TREA xfly

~ SO = 2 My +C
Z [R]% 3 B L B A l(x,y)=#, c(x,y) =
#x+,Uy+C1

20,0, + ¢, oo +cC
-2 J = 3
s(x,y) = —=

M AL B
. C1,C,C
0§+J§+c2’ oo+ O 1,C2, 3j‘7%£,ﬂx$ﬂﬂy

JE Xy MH, o Bl o x My J5 22, o s Xy

(a) RGB (c) pix2pix

(b) HazeRemoval

TR e,

(d) CycleGAN

(B 7 2% . SSIM (1 U 5 i Ry 0~1, SSIM B8R K 3R
2 g VA A5 1 R L2 K

3)RMSE. RMSE Hl Fit B L K = BHME 1k =
Jai % 2 [8) (9 35 5 R 25 MSE, 25 = ) % 5 1
TG = % 25 5 1N, RMSE B 508/ . FR AT % 4 Fh i
7 R Bk AT R B 4 BT, 7E 525, HazeRemoval
() B A 2 B0% BN 27; pix2pix Hl CycleGAN # U iy
2 ] FYE K 0.000 2, epoch % E Jg 200; SpA-GAN [
2% ) R BN 0.0004, epoch ¥ B M 200, mini-batch
R LK AR IE R R A R & 6 T, AR
VA E LR, A IR AR S B s 55 A bR LAk
Ui, pix2pix H %5 GT OB R, X a8 i 3.
HazeRemoval J7 16X L0k T =, (A7 78 B 2 5 B #b
£, 5 5 4698 R H 9K . CycleGAN £ SpA-GAN J7
B R BRBCRBAER B, (R A 2=

~al
=)

N el

- {
g ]
2. X .

(e) SpA-GAN

(f) GT

Fig. 6 Experimental results comparison of four cloud removal methods

Bl 6 4 Fhdkrnrikssi sl xt

TR WR T 4RI i AL ITARZE R, W LR
Hi pix2pix I TC I A 2 2 WOCR A S A R P R S R A 11,
HazeRemoval 7775 UK 2%, 5 GT 2K K. d itk
AT, RS BB IRA AR 2, I H iz 4k

Table 8 Quantitative Comparison Results of Four Cloud

Removal Methods
R8 AMZERFAENEENLER
Ik PSNR/dB SSIM RMSE 14
HazeRemoval 21.504 0.899 0.110 0.011
CycleGAN 26.993 0.935 0.052 0.011
SpA-GAN 27.885 0.937 0.043 0.115
pix2pix 31.883 0.950 0.032 0.007

I BTSRRI E R

PERE B PR = BRI, 102 R ok 7 B 5T
{14 ] fi.
422 JBREBRTE

N T VAN RE R B E R R ERE T, BT
WA B R GARRBRE], R 2 bR 50 W 7
SRR DL RO S b A % HE B IE, i L 2 2 A
=BT HEE. H ik, 311K 4 Landsat-8
OLI 3 JB5% 1 il M AT DL 52 36 B0 4 8 BA7 30 m
(25 18] 23 HE R 16 K AR TR 4398 2R 15 5, K A i &
1GAE BT 512x512x3 K/, B HL 3 W8 7] — o7 E (A A [H]
B [0 1 4% 21 1) AR, I 78 AS TR A7 B S i A T e i
PUE = R )5, F X 3 IR G HE B A — B A Al 512
512x9 11 2 ARG 42, 12 8000 42 RE 8 I 3 45 P A 1k
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EERES PR EEE . &5, BT E BT
[F] 75 vk 1 )8 = K BRACR, F AR A PSNR, SSIM,
RMSE, VX 4 A~ 46 b1 S B0V 7 6 WA 2k

4 FPOTIE I 2 2 LR 25 B an1#l 7 R, TRLRF 1%

(a) B Z[A

(b) HALRTC (c) STDC

PSSR T HA T %, 5 GT fedeilr, A R A
SX; NLLRTC F1 STDC #F R 15 2 AR, 55
U 2E AT AR PR A PSS WA #4588 1 505 1T HALRTC
J5 1 VAT A5 B EL AT I I SO A 1 = R BRES R

(d) NLLRTC (¢) TRLRF

(H GT

Fig. 7 Experimental results of four thick cloud removal methods

B 7 4 BhRE R BBRITIE SR EE R

FOWR T 4F L EAIEAG SR, W LE
i TRLRF 19 J& = 2 BR 808 02 4 Fh 5 i v e 4 19
HALRTC Jr ik i de R dh AL 25, 5 GT 2R K, 5§
FIRAZ BN — B kT WL, HRTRE = 2B 5 AT
FETEA L, 25 Fh 7 AR AAAE — 5 1Y Jmy BR M. PRt 153
07 AR RV A48 5 R ) R = LB Ok, T2
R ok T A ST Y ]

Table 9 Quantitative Comparative Results of Four Thick

Cloud Removal Methods
x99 AMERERFTENEEXLLLER
ik PSNR/dB SSIM RMSE Vv
HALRTC 19.710 0.980 0.070 0.009
STDC 7.529 0.962 0.285 0.014
NLLRTC 15.245 0.975 0.117 0.010
TRLRF 21.429 0.986 0.058 0.010

T AT R AR AL

5 RESREE

Bt 3 18 R Ak B R (3% B KR, A R
JLH4E, Z RS 2 2Bk — BAE 38 B AR )G 2
JS7 B8 BBl P AT 55 22— 22 AT AT XX A B A
TARSR I T REWINE, AR T H N Ak &R

Bz K AN 2 25 Bk 5 T O RS BUAR, o B T T 1) 22
it 2 2 4R 9 AN 6] 2 K D R = 22 BR D7 3k, A RN
Lo T SR D7 VR B DL A, G A 2 LS ER R 4 b G
i AR S KR 4 FE R R BRI BT T
Bk, IR 22 B E O 5 A5 0 S 50 S5 R R REREAT T
PN A 23

FI A7 3 B AR 2 46 I 2= 25 B 07 T ) T 5 2
SR WU AT LAY E R, (B4 2807 IR A A AE A i 2 Ak J
T A A 2 AR R A 2 G 7 3 e U T T E
B IRRES B 57, Ry BRPE . B R B A T 1 = R Oy
TEBARTE R A5 T BBCR L T HAb T %, Rk %
2 73 ) ) BEAN B A EAE, EL A SRARE T I G
LI AN LI, 7R SEBR R iR 22 R A T
R AR = R BR T, HME RE R 2R S0 5 A 249 R
8, HHM R PR RN, SRR R
AR e, HR = IR TRk 2t R 5 R, =
R 2P EARRLMEER. ETSHERB = LR
7 1 T AR R B £ S AT DAAS B B AOR (H
AW T I = 2% AR, WIS S B =
NS VEBC A C = AR W 2 A A, T 20K
i 0 2= 2 bR 7 R P A SAR il B 524508 LA 2
ANUEBL, AR M IR A, BRI T AT R, OF BLK
T BB Y s I, 2 AR RE )R .

H1 AT DL, 3 S AR 2 SR A M 2 25 B T I Y
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WERARIRAFAEVE 2 [0, 4 )5 7]
— A5

1) 3 & 2= A I 7 ik i B R PR Az A vk B
TR BE 27 2 B o A I T ik 7 ORI R BUHR , R
[7i) My 2 37 S5t v 23 7 AR i 22, T T A2 S B 07 ] 8
SR PRI A Fe 2 A I Ty ik o A S R T BRI
ik g, DT R RAE AR S A% 8 2 1
AH G IR) R, 4 s A 1 Az AR e ), D AS [l B 25 s
YN 2 . 5 FEE 22 S5 ARG AN 3 ] (7]

2) Uk > = B O R LR S S AR AR . B
MIERETZH R NE S LR L, 75 LB 5%
BAA = AR TR A HE B AT B A 2 (915 4,
H H Al AT SR 0 O 1 = L BR s i, 78
%/E@@EXT%K&%KEﬁi$ﬁ:—FEUTXT{5 X 35

BT = B8R, S AR T i — D W FIAR R 1Y )5 [n].

3) i % 2 Al 2% L R s S R BE Y. BT
TREE S 2 0 = R BR 7o 1 3 v 3 B AR R &2 o 4,
[F] I} 25 1 T 2 i S0 A 2 ] S R AR, AR Bt
S AR ISR B M 4, I E) A2 2R B v H B R R A R
Ik I 4 A b R T AR = B SR R, S AR LA
E\, lﬂlﬂ:ﬁﬂ@&ﬁiﬁﬂjﬁﬁE‘J%ifhlﬂ%%é‘)ﬁ i)

4)&m5-/1% RS S5 RS AR — Sk B T
Eﬁz%ﬁfﬁ/ﬁi%“‘ﬁﬁ’iiﬁ/\l_iﬂﬁ/\ffﬁﬂﬁifﬂiéﬁ
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