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Application of an enhanced local self-similarity descriptor for

multimodal remote sensing images matching
LENG Chengcai, HONG Yameng

(School of Mathematics, Northwest University, Xi’an 710127, China)
Abstract Multi-modal remote sensing images exhibit complex discrepancies and diverse contents, posing sig-
nificant challenges for precise matching tasks. While traditional local self-similarity (LSS) descriptors can
capture salient structures and contours, their ability to establish accurate feature correspondences remains lim-
ited due to these intricate variations. To address this, we propose an enhanced LSS (ELSS) descriptor incor-
porating graph-based feature selection during descriptor construction. The method models LSS features at dif-
ferent angles within local patches as graph nodes, with edges representing their similarity relationships. By re-
cording correlation ranking indices and generating ranking frequency histograms, we reconstruct LSS to retain
only the most relevant features, thereby reducing its dependency on intensity information. Experiments on
three public datasets ( encompassing four cross-modal scenarios with 250 test images) validate the effectiveness

of our enhanced LSS. When combined with four representative feature detectors, ELSS achieves state-of-the-
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art results; 276. 92 for number correct matches (NCM) and 2. 08 for root mean square error (RMSE) , out-

performing six competing methods. These results validate ELSS’ s effectiveness in mitigating radiometric and

geometric variations for robust multimodal image matching.

Keywords multimodal remote sensing image matching; local self-similarity; feature selection
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MK it 4 R T A AT AT T
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w285 MR T e B T M R ] 44 A
Dy 5 AR N ST W 28 iR JIE 22 S s ], S BCUL Y
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3% LA _E 0] 5, Xiang 28 A\ fE SIFT ( scale in-
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Li 55 A\ #1288 25 MR OB 46 i ot 2 A LR
e RS SR AR KU AR SRR,
HE— 2N Y UG P E BE , RS i R v S A
JEPRH T M EOR

BEX A48 MRSI UL J7 325 14 Ja BR A%, A Sk
TR E A fu’@[]g] (local self-similarity, LSS) |
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XN EEER o il 1A 2 dE I iR R (G4
FO) B AS TR ) B 5 A B R Y LSS R AE nT AL, 75
W7 8¢ I 2 25 (K% 5 R DU E RS HR R R AIE 34 S B
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S,(x,y) = exp| - (1)

Hrp :SSD, (x,y) 3 F-J7 22 # (sum of squared
differences) 15, FI/RLL ¢ 4FR A 0B FALE
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Fig. 1 An example of LSS feature generation
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SRR IR o 5 T A 2, 5 A 1o ) 50 A B
Bt R, LSS FRAE 2 Hh I HU 01 3 20K 2 46
2, RIEAAS X PR & Z DS HRHE , HIC AR B
SAAE TR MAMAT UL SRR 53 2o 7 i BE AR
G 5 B, 3X IR A N MRST B 248 iy 1SS
SFAETOVA B3 FH T UC G, A5 00 MRSI [R] I 2 19 58
JE 5 R 22 A BRARUC RS B2 . A&l 1 s iy
PCFC SAR PR3, FGHh 4 3 A JRE A I P X [T A0 i
KA MHER L P A A /NI R ], d5c 2 T B A
FFREAEASE AU ZE 57 o O T X — i)
AT HR R LSS 1A FF7E 2 B35 R VE RO AT 55 vh
LSRRI AR T , 5 ZE XS W20 S U LSS
fEF— 2P A FEFILAL
1.2 ETHRFMEXH LSS $EEZE

X n AN SCHE R, IR LSS D5 A A nox
bins ARHAE ] 1, S AR X LA A2 At D8 5 19 75 5K o
E 1L EHERT R ASCRR HAE LSS TR XA
WE— I EHIT (local cell) . fEZHITH, LA
KR D B A R AR Y LSS AFAE, HY o 2
W G R AR A A AR o XA 5 125 JC i 1 A 1)
[i] B A R 15 T B AT A AR T RRAE 19 4 0
o AHZ R A S XK RE 25 ATUR
G JUHAE Z SRR UL AT 55 b, b T E& ]
2255 RV IE i 22 A] AR ik — 2B KR, PRI b 5
FIARHAE T DEAL I LAV A2 5

e HE B 455 1Y ok 2 T vk R R B8 1 N A R
(AnAH G T 2 B A GE T &) SR PP AL FRAE A
(B ZJ7TEERERE T L AR OC HLAR TUR MAFAE, 52
PRFEAEIH2 T B4 T i B o Roffo 25 A H2 Y 1Y
Te B O e T EE R, BT R AL
FE B JC W B R E 3 JE ( graph-based feature filte-
ring) A T 1SS HFAERY HAY

HXRE R IC N B MR RTERI AL o, T
) LSS RFESE S F = {f, ofo, oo of, L ASSOEE T
— AT AR G = (V,E) b i ik
V=tv, v, v, | FOREMAEERHE, D4R E N
BT R TA] Y DCIEOC 2R o 4 ol U BH 1 02, AP AE f 2
FY BTN TR R — AT A4 LSS
FROE AP B A FITTR A(d,)) F T ERARE XS
S A CRIFS 00 v, ALy, ) Bl RT3 Hh i) A5 BE (1

<i,j<a,):

n/ e

Ao s b g SEHA T bR, AP P R AE (1 7 2 A
KA E ;0 e [0,1] MR R K2 A0
E,; WA bR 2% 5 4 56 & Bl corr, T 4351
TN

Eij = max(a'i,o'j)

(4)

corr, = 1 | Spearman(f,.f;) |
Ko, 5o FRFEARL LT AL BObRHER,
Spearman ( - ) 3 Bz JR 2 HEFP AHOC 288
TELE BB LR 56 i MR I SRR AE
g1 ¢, (0) At R APl .
o) = R A (5)
¢, (1) (EBORRALFRIE BT = 8, FRIE PR
TR AT IR ¢, BIFEPHED o 1 B AR A KR4
KEF, Roffo 55 A48 H AT 38 2 53 m a8 X e
HERE R L Fak N
y
C=-A)" -1
{\/ v (6>
¢ = [Ce]
St HE C TR G A5 1 R V3 s
EIEALIE T se Sy —ZE s [ -] RoRmEITR

FO SRR 1 AKC R P P B 0 ¢ 1
AT AR Ve

KBTS R(6) S5, PEHUT k Az i
5| # RS 7 P (rank cube) o HIE 2 B, LA 36
il 1A D PR A 4 X e (R~ i K T
JEEBLIT) AT RIFE S R AORAS B . LR ST B4y
73 BB 15, BRI G A 3 ) (G 5
FE 7 T3 1R B ) e X e b AT 5 1), B E X
PR LA S B 368 ™ R B G BT 11, 3 o 4
(R AE B A IR B R | R, WA I 2
5 R 2500 7 1 R A X, B A X e 2
43R m xm FIXIRJE I m® x k AR ; e
T4 TS AR X B P B BR3P O D
T B4 A ) ELSS HiRAF . ELSS (R34t
SRR T4k LSS 45 G X6F 38 35 9 MRt , FL Ak
Y7 N AR T T AR IR S . R
e 227 AR 2 T (T D2 0 S 2 M
WSS, P 2 — T2 R( &) By s frll i85 1SS
FEAE (2.3 28t T HIESE)
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Fig.2 Detailed construction of ELSS descriptor

1.3 ELSS sSEIHEZE

AR SR AT H 1) ELSS 13845 v F 1 28 S &
RUCTCHESE rp ZHESR 24055 3 %O IR
AERIN FFAE A IR 5 AFIEVE R, v SRk ELSS 1
TENCPE S PERE e T 4 S8 MR Y B R I AT
WAMEZL T 41 4E FASTY (features from acceler-
ated segment test) . ORBm] (oriented FAST and ro-
tated BRIEF ) . Harris'®' ( Harris-Stephens ) [ }%
BRISK'™' ( binary robust invariant scalable key-
points) o X FH A EME, B SEH HAHALIE B A
e KA (maximum moment map ) , F7E H _E AT
SRBRE SR % R REA AR LI e A 1R R, FL
AT BSR40 S B B R T A T AR G T 2R
Zo  FIRB KGN AR SCHE SBUR G —BOE WA

I 2, 0 AE VE IE B B R FH 5 ) DB IE 5 g
(brute force matching, BFM) , Bl RN #E47T v 4R BE
4 1% (nearest neighbor distance ratio, NNDR) jllj
I, HHO R AE R A RF R AT DL R e . 3207 R BE
i ELWLRE 78 BT £ H R0 R A VT BEAT: 55 Fh A 1 RE L T
FORT T VPAG R R A AL o 15 B A R AN
.

2 X
2.1 Hiimsk

ARICHEH 3 NS ER A IR ENE A £
ZRIRAR A5 4 FOANIRIZERL, 3631 250 A& (R
X, 2% 1B T B R A E E

#5000 14,
#1 HIREGR
Tab.1 The main information of datasets
FUEITE S 7§ e Kot IO NANECES Pig &S e A REERAL bt Ak
Optical-Optical 50 256 x256 ~1 024 x1 024 4 ~16 cm v v v
KPi4E 1 Optical-Infrared 50 256 x256 30 m v hitps: // github. oom/
LJY-RS/SRIF
Optical-Map 50 400 x 400 I'm v
https ; // pan. baidu. com/
BiEfE 2 Oplical-SAR 50 512 x512 - - - v s/14bqalhMSZEy
TEXcXVAc7Tw
BnsE 3 Optical-SAR 50 256 x256 - - - hitps: //github. com/

yaoxu008,/QXS-SAROPT
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D) Blide 1, i8R Li 0 agk, 2
EEEoe HIVEZ NI AUNITEVE/TE S 6/ T ey
6 FhE PR AY . v] UL G- AT UL (optical-optical ) |\ A
TLYG-£T 41 ( optical-infrared ) | 7] i, 75-SAR ( optical -
SAR) \AJ ULJ'G-PR JEE (optical-depth ) | A UL -3l 5]
(optical-map ) FIF[A] ( nighttime ) . 4 35 28 B
P E 200 X ZEREIR

TEX B G, BT A UG S A FE AR e P 4R
B2 5. R optical-map #b, HoA 528 BB 7E i
LR R B Bl B BEHL A A B2 Dy [0°,90°)
HIGE S 25 ik, L4, optical-optical Fil optical-SAR
UGB ANEAL I A T RBEESE I [0.5,2) 1)
RIEAL . W FEA RIS A BT 41w PHAlk e
& HH 7 VR 1 P R DG RS B, gk — 2D 1 D
BCAT: 55 B Pk R P o

AN M\ optical-optical | optical-infrared F1 opti-
cal-map 3 T4 S B b 25 B LA S0 X (&1 15:,
LT 150 X, 7 Ry S B alAE AR

2) KidigE 2. OS-DATASET'™ 4% 2 673 4
K/NH 256 x 256 182 Fil 10 692 > K/NR 512 x
S12 R F 19 optical-SAR E{§Xf. SAR &5 i
[l v 73 =5 TR AE Spotlight BE3UF 4 C BB f& Rk
AR, Xof L A AT OGOk B A8 i BRF- 5
BRI T Ark s 15 AT rY XN ,
AR RO B R R SR IR IR A, R
e MR A, B B X A RGO AT T H AL
2, R TS A i B0 A B R A
AR, HAh, B RS SR BOR XS SAR
EURSEAT T KB AT AL 3, LS FLRT HEE

A3 N BEFLIE L 50 X K/ 512 x 512 4%
ZR 1Y optical-SAR KGOS, 1 0 MAREA, LI Uk
JIE A 7 5 AR A A5 R R

3) ¥t 3. QXS-SAROPT ™ 4145 20 000 X
KN 256 x 256 {42 2K [ optical-SAR [E {4, B
e 8 A ] AN w23 = % ety 07 5 P 1167
v Ko B TR VERTLL XA AR AN OG T AR
Wy, 30 0 5 RS A SR, QXS-SAROPT
E LN optical-SAR i il & AT 2 > HF5E (40
Y or ) B SRR AR . SRR 2 £
1L, SAR PG th 5 70 PR AS SAR &8 R A, T 1L
JCEMGARIE T = B B BT 6, BR8240 7 1t
AUFHIAL B, DLy /b A 72 8 A1, il 2l 1 2 55 A8 16 5 |
AR ZE

A SCMIZEE B BEALA IR SO X B8 AE K

MFEAS
2.2 EWITMIERRIEIT

A3 % FH IE 6 VS BE %3¢ ( number of correct
matching, NCM) | #J J7 48 % 2% (root mean square
error, RMSE) Fl# 313 ( success rate, SR) X} 356
SERPEATE RV . AEFFAE DT B BL, O i
¥ 7% (residual error of correspondence) /N T 3 M4
FIUCEL S g IEAR VS BL, NCM Fl RMSE J&
A R FE bR, T B3 AR AE il iR A5 7
AT PR S R I A TERf P . SR D7 L B e
BCTEFTAAT55 P 7 b, PP S AN TRl Eid i S A
RGBS R, AR NCM <10,
DK 6 B ie S AN DE B, K RMSE 48— 5%
201 LARTARGE A Bt N R4S R Al A, 5T
PR 223 38— Bk, I R R s AT B S
W ARy S SRR P E

SEHR N AY FEALEE 3 T SRR N S
B MH RS I . FEXS LS, A SCRE R M
Y 5 sRIFD™ | RDFM'™' | MSHLMO"™ | CoF-
SM'7' MLSS'') RIFT'' | OS-SIFT'"' FI SIFT'"
PEATHEHR o BT A 5 12 28R I Sk b i i 2 400
B TERFHEASIN B B, AGr I s 48 — ¢ O I KA
I 5 000 MEFAE £ s FERFAEVEACRT B, #4148 ] BEM
SR AR LR XT L S5 1) 28 P
2.3 SYIREF

AW e i) EESHIL 3 A, 4 LSS e
JEEATTR/IN(LC) A FRF X HR R/ (DP) Fil k2
LTRSS o AN SCHR 13-14 ] Fr g il , A SE5R HY
O A FERN 43 F0 2 AR In] ] B 1) LSS RRAE TiL
EET MR IE NS D b, R o 8 H LSS SR UERY
TERAG T HAR . 24 o (EEORI, FRAE A AR HE 22
GRS Y o (HB/N I, R AE [E] YA O
PEAG R G A, %0 T 2R EIR
VERCAT: 55 H, 35 5 0 R N 200 2 AR AN
I, FETC W R FRAKYE T, 0 = 0.5 2GR BN
BCEE S, AT TP 2 A E R

S e £E NCM  RMSE AE 9 97 4 45 b, JF
KT BE 52 25 B (AT 20 28 15145 (3 100 41)
HEATIES, P A E LC . DP 5 k iS4 %
S B T AL NER R PO AL S
XF SRR A R R, H T SO R A | Se
ZER BB TR

2 ~4 JB/R T 454G FAST Kyl 5% 1, ELSS
T BEAEAF S E T PERe R . R
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MR NCM Al ZR5 113 2 ~4 BEdE T,
KNS NCM I RMSE [y52 I A7E7E i 2 25 5
Bl k=3,24 LC Fl DP 434518 5 x5 F1 120 x 120
iF,NCM 35 2 U {5 (300. 57) , [ iH RMSE i #2745
/K (1. 988) ;[ 42 LC =5 x5,DP =120 x 120,
Mk =3 B NCM 2, k = 4 Bf RMSE f It
(1.866) ., 5 k fHAH L, LC 1 DP X} 5256 45 S 5%
M A AT, B3 1 B A — a8 S 40T LN 2 AR
SE AT b T PRSI Ry 3 5K 4, LAk G UG iR

RS it k. 7E RMSE A% B 5 (1% 0L, LA
NCM St 56 PP bl . R, 4% SC ELSS J5 i A
Z0E LC =5 x5 .DP =120 x 120 F1 k =3, 5
M, 7EFE 4 (9RTR k(RSB0 sy, T A5 %
WG5S R 3 2 b AHAE LR A T ST
VTP AR 22 W P 5 WA S, 7 ol B
R 7 S A5 T BB — TOU2 R (¢ ) R e fr
RAF G E AR 35 1SS REAE , M T S B VT e A
T,

2$2 AR LC 1 NCM Fi1 RMSE 4%
Tab. 2 The NCM and RMSE results for different LC

LC([#5ES%0:DP =120 x 120,k =3)

7D
3x3 5x5 7 x7 9 %x9 11 x 11 13 x13
NCM 1 283.21 300. 57 290. 70 269. 03 251.45 235.83
RMSE | 1.975 1.988 1.989 1.998 2. 000 2.009
23 AJH DP [ NCM #1 RMSE %%
Tab.3 The NCM and RMSE results for different DP
B DP([HEZSH . LC=5x%x5,k=3)
LN
72 x72 84 x84 96 x 96 108 x 108 120 x 120 132 x 132
NCM 1 292 297.8 298. 62 300. 28 300. 57 293.75
RMSE | 1.954 1.978 1.975 1.977 1.988 1.983
F4 K[FE kAR NCM Fl RMSE 251
Tab.4 The NCM and RMSE results for different k&
_ k(&€ 2% 1LC =5 x5,DP =120 x 120)
EiEgay
1 2 4 5 6
NCM 1 173. 67 229.34 300. 57 287.55 260. 23 245.32
RMSE | 1. 999 1.993 1.988 1. 866 1.928 2.042
2.4 WL MSHLMO B 7EH 4337 5¢ (Qn g dls 4 2 iy Opti-
2.4.1 AMEH cal-SAR) W] R1GH 22 DL IE s X iE 4k, (HAE Optical-

K 3 &Gt &/~ T SIFT OS-SIFT .RIFT MLSS
CoFSM MSHLMO .RDFM _sRIFD Jz 43¢ ELSS 39
FPEVETE 3 DM SE B DCRCrEREXS [, & T
FNAE BT 230 T 5 40 AL RS UL L
58S 1 A% Optical -Optical | Optical-Infrared |
Optical-Map ; 5045 4E 2 F7 ) Optical-SAR ; B 5 4E 3
HfY Optical-SAR,

EVESLIR A R L], K 3 (a) LS SIFT %
3 (b) iy OS-SIFT £ 2 A 25 38 VL i AT: 55 P ik
FAMESE IR ATEAN 53 37 56K AT S A R VS S (4
OS-SIFT 7E% ¥ 45 2 H1 1Y Optical-SAR %5 %) , %t
PR 22 S ) B S B At 37 B A D FC
FIAR, JLTAE S ARG i 1 JC ik 3% 4 R
LS X L. & 3 (e) B CoFSM 5 & 3 (f) )
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Fig.3 The matching results of example images for different methods
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Tab.5 The RMSE results for different methods

RMSE | Optical-Optical Optical-Infrared ~ Optical-Map Optical-SAR Dataset 1 ~ Dataset 2 Dataset 3
ELSS + FAST 1.957 2.378 2.038 2.077 2.124 2.028 1.987
ELSS + ORB 1.968 2.720 2.009 2.315 2.233 2.016 2.285
ELSS + Harris 1. 968 3.432 2.026 2.351 2.475 2.044 2.002
ELSS + BRISK 1. 964 2.377 2.035 2.074 2.125 2.028 1.978
sRIFD 1. 938 2.013 1. 988 1. 946 1. 980 2. 005 1.917
RDFM 1.978 4.338 2. 006 2.908 2.774 2.025 2.658
MSHLMO 3. 446 16.750 4.516 6.922 8.237 2. 050 3.746
COFSM 5.261 20 20 15. 595 15. 087 10. 981 18. 560
MLSS 9.102 3.672 2. 400 4.167 5.058 1. 984 1.947
RIFT 9. 356 10. 644 3.429 14.103 7.810 8. 140 18. 206
OS-SIFT 11.353 20 20 17. 657 17.118 18. 190 19. 638
SIFT 7.985 20 20 16. 996 15.995 20 20
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Tab.6 The SR results for different methods /%

SR 1 Optical-Optical Optical-Infrared ~ Optical-Map Optical-SAR  Dataset 1 ~ Dataset 2 Dataset 3
ELSS + FAST 100 98 100 100 100 100 98
ELSS + ORB 100 96 100 100 98 100 96
ELSS + Harris 100 92 100 100 100 100 92
ELSS + BRISK 100 98 100 100 100 100 98
sRIFD 100 100 100 100 100 100 100
RDFM 98 84 100 100 94 98 84
MSHLMO 92 18 86 100 90 92 18
COFSM 80 0 0 50 8 80 0
MLSS 100 98 98 100 100 100 98
RIFT 60 52 92 66 10 60 52
OS-SIFT 48 0 0 10 2 48 0
SIFT 66 0 0 0 0 66 0
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Tab.7 The ablation results for different algorithm flows

LCS SVS MAI GBF NCM 1 RMSE | mfjil/s |
Method 1 3.80 \ 1.88
Method 2 ( MLSS) 56.91 3.82 10. 36
Method 3 v v 183.42 2.25 8. 66
Method 4 v 216.89 2.00 5.87
Method 5( ELSS + FAST) v v 276.92 2.08 38.08
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