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ABSTRACT
The recognition of sea ice is of great significance for reflect-
ing climate change and ensuring the safety of ship navigation.
Recently, many deep learning based methods have been pro-
posed and applied to segment and recognize sea ice regions.
However, the diverse scales of sea ice areas, the zigzag and
fine edge contours, and the difficulty in distinguishing differ-
ent types of sea ice pose challenges to existing sea ice recog-
nition models. In this paper, a Global-Local Detail Guided
Transformer (GDGT) method is proposed for sea ice recogni-
tion in optical remote sensing images. In GDGT, a global-
local feature fusiont mechanism is designed to fuse global
structural correlation features and local spatial detail features.
Furthermore, a detail-guided decoder is developed to retain
more high-resolution detail information during feature recon-
struction for improving the performance of sea ice recogni-
tion. Experiments on the produced sea ice dataset demon-
strated the effectiveness and advancement of GDGT.

Index Terms— sea ice recognition, image segmentation,
deep learning, Transformer model

1. INTRODUCTION

Sea ice recognition is vital for understanding the Earth’s
climate system, predicting weather patterns, preserving
ecosystems, ensuring safe navigation, and making informed
decisions regarding resource management and conservation
in the face of ongoing climate change [1–3]. However, sea
ice covers a wide area, has diverse ice categories, and sea
ice areas are constantly changing with time, ocean currents,
and tides, which makes it difficult to segment and recognize
large-scale sea ice accurately and efficiently.

With the development of deep learning techniques, vari-
ous deep learning based semantic segmentation and recogni-
tion methods have been proposed [4, 5]. For example, Kang
et. al. [6] proposed a CNN-improved encoder-decoder struc-
ture for effictive sea-ice segmentation. MeltPondNet [7] com-
bines Swin Transformer [8] and UNet [4] models for detec-
tion of melt ponds on arctic sea ice. However, the exist-
ing deep learning based sea ice segmentation and recogni-
tion methods still face the following challenges. On the one

hand, sea ice covers a wide range and has huge scale differ-
ences. It is difficult for existing methods to accurately seg-
ment sea ice areas of different scales, especially floating ice
areas with tortuous and finely divided outlines. For instance,
although the UNet [4] structure integrates local multi-scale
features, it lacks learning of global feature correlation infor-
mation, resulting in low segmentation recognition accuracy
of large-scale ice. On the other hand, existing methods can-
not recognize different categories of sea ice in a fine-grained
manner, especially in thin ice areas where the separation from
sea water is not obvious. Although the Transformer structure
[8] has a larger receptive field and learns non-local correlation
features, the missing of spatial details leads to difficulties in
segmenting fine sea ice and recognizing different categories
of sea ice. In addition, the texture of the ice surface and the
ice in the land area will also interfere with sea ice segmenta-
tion and recognition.

In this regard, a Global-Local Detail Guided Transformer
(GDGT) method is proposed for sea ice segmentation and
recognition in optical remote sensing images. The contribu-
tions of this work are summarized as follows:

1) A global-local feature fusiont (GLFF) mechanism is
designed in decoder to fuse global structural correlation fea-
tures and local spatial detail features for the more accurate
segmentation of multi-scale sea ice areas.

2) A detail-guided decoder (DGD) is developed to use dis-
crete wavelet features to guide learnable filtering, allowing
the decoder to retain more high-resolution detail information
during feature reconstruction and improve the performance of
fine sea ice recognition.

2. THE PROPOSED GDGT MODEL

The proposed global-local detail guided Transformer
framework is shown in Fig. 1. The model uses the U-shaped
structure of UNet, in which the down-sampling encoder
adopts the ResNet structure and the up-sampling decoder
adopts the Transformer structure. Feature interaction occurs
between the encoder and the decoder through latent connec-
tions. To enable the decoder to learn global structural features
and local detail features at the same time, the Transformer
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Fig. 1. The framework of the proposed GDGT for seaice segmentation and recognition.

blocks of the decoder are improved into GLFF modules for
more comprehensive multi-scale feature fusion. Furthermore,
to enable the decoder to retain more high-resolution detail
information during feature reconstruction, a DGD module
is designed to improve the latent connection between the en-
coder and decoder. High-resolution detailed features from the
encoding stage are retained through discrete wavelet trans-
form (DWT) to guide feature upsampling in the decoding
stage. The GLFF module and DGD module will be explained
in detail below.

2.1. Global-Local Feature Fusion

The features extracted by the CNN convolutional layer
contain rich spatial detail information. However, the features
lack non-local long-distance dependence, which will lead to
inaccurate segmentation of large-scale sea ice area contours.
Transformer learns global feature correlation information
through self-attention but misses local spatial details, which
will make it difficult for the model to identify some sea ice
areas that are fragmented and have tortuous edge contours. In
this regard, a global-local feature fusion module GLFF shown
in Fig. 2 is designed in the decoder of GDGT.

First, the upsampled encoder features are divided into
several embedding patches to save the calculation of self-
attention[8]. Then, after passing through the linear layer,
three sets of feature vectors are obtained as query, key and
value input to the multi-head attention block. Then, the non-

Linear

N
orm

Reshape

Position 
Embedding

Patch 
Embedding

Add

  
  21 1
1

s s
s s

s s

H W
P C

P P

  1 1
2

s s
s

s

H W
C

P

Input Embedding

3×3 ConvBR

N
orm

D
ot-P

roduct A
ttention

Linear
Linear

Linear

C
oncat

Linear

N
orm

F
eed F

orw
ard Layer

N
orm

Transformer Block

Multi-Head 
Attention

Feed 
Forward 
Network

CNN Block
1×1 ConvBR

Output

Input

Fig. 2. The Global-Local Feature Fusion (GLFF) Module.

local correlation features of the sea ice area are obtained
through a feed-forward operation. At the same time, the de-
coder features are fed into an additional convolution branch to
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Fig. 3. The Detail-Guided Decoder (DGD) Module.

extract local detail features. Finally, a set of adaptive weights
are learned to perform a weighted fusion of global and local
features to obtain global-local features for better prediction.

2.2. Detail-Guided Decoder

During the down-sampling encoding and up-sampling de-
coding processes of the model, the edge details of the ob-
ject are easily missed. However, fine segmentation of sea ice
regions relies on these detailed texture and contour features.
Therefore, the DGD module as shown in Fig. 3 is designed.

First, the shallow semantic features with higher resolution
are decomposed by HAAR wavelet to obtain high-frequency
detailed features. Denote the shallow semantic features from
a residual block of the encoder as Xres, which have

LL,LH,HL,HH = dwt(Xres), (1)

where dwt(.) represents the discrete HAAR wavelet trans-
form. The low-frequency component LL, horizontal high-
frequency component LH , vertical high-frequency compo-
nent HL, and diagonal high-frequency component HH ob-
tained by HAAR wavelet decomposition,

LLi,j =X2i−1,2j−1+X2i−1,2j+X2i,2j−1+X2i,2j

LHi,j =−X2i−1,2j−1−X2i−1,2j+X2i,2j−1+X2i,2j

HLi,j =−X2i−1,2j−1+X2i−1,2j−X2i,2j−1+X2i,2j

HHi,j =X2i−1,2j−1−X2i−1,2j−X2i,2j−1+X2i,2j

,

(2)
where LLi,j , LHi,j , HLi,j and HHi,j represent the elements
of LL, LH , HL and HH at (i, j), respectively.

Then, through the learnable guided filtering [9, 10] mech-
anism, detailed features are retained and enhanced in the de-
coder, improving the model’s segmentation accuracy for sea
ice areas (especially fine sea ice areas and thin ice areas). De-
note the guided feature map containing rich detailed features
of sea-ice images as

Y = Conv (LL,LH,HL,HH) , (3)

where Conv(.) denotes the 1× 1 convolution, is generated.

µX = fµ (X) , µY = fµ (Y ) , (4)

where fµ denotes a learnable mean filter constructed through
convolutional layers.

σXY = g (X · Y ) , σY = g (Y · Y ) , (5)

where g denotes a local linear operation,

g (X · Y ) = fµ (X · Y )− µX · µY , (6)

A =
σXY

σY + ε
, b = µY −A · µX . (7)

where ε denotes the learnable regularization term. Thus, the
output of the DGD module is

Z = α · up(A) · up(X) + up(b) + β ·Xres, (8)

where up(.) represents the up-sampling operation, α and β
denote learnable weights.

3. EXPERIMENTS AND DISCUSSIONS

3.1. Experimental Conditions

1) Experimental Details. All experiments are performed
on a computer with an RTX4090 GPU. The maximum epoch
of training is set to 12, the the initial learning rate is set to
6× 10−4, and the batch size is set to 64.

2) Dataset. We collect and produce a sea-ice segmentation
and recognition dataset based on optical remote sensing im-
ages. The images of sea ice come from the GF-2 satellite. In
order to make the images cover multi-scale areas, the images
are scaled by the ratio of x0.25, x0.50, x1.00, x1.50. Due to
the huge size of the remote sensing images, they are cropped
into sub-images of 800 × 800 pixels (overlapping 200 pixels).
These images have been carefully annotated at the pixel level.
There are 5 categories of objects to be recognized, includ-
ing ”Sea”, ”Thin-Ice”, ”Thick-Ice”, ”Land’ and ”Pool-Ice”.
When input to the deep learning models for training and test-
ing, these images are scaled to 512 × 512 pixels. The training
dataset and testing dataset contain 10918 and 1842 pairs of
images and ground truth, respectively.

Table 1. Ablation experiments of the proposed GDGT

Method Decoder GLFF DGD mIoU (%) F1 (%) OA (%) FWIoU (%)

UNet [4] CNN × × 80.21 88.05 91.69 85.97

UNetFormer[5] Trans. × × 86.88 92.55 95.06 91.06

+GLFF Trans. ✓ × 87.52 92.93 95.41 91.53

+GLFF+DGD Trans. ✓ w/o. DWT 88.12 93.33 95.54 91.81

GDGT Trans. ✓ w. DWT 88.57 93.62 95.76 92.14



Table 2. Performance comparison of different semantic segmentation methods
Methods Sea (%) Thin-Ice (%) Thick-Ice (%) Land (%) Pool Ice (%) mIoU (%) F1 (%) OA (%) FWIoU (%) Para. (M) Size (MB)

ABCNet [11] 82.65 87.27 59.19 98.34 77.31 80.95 88.89 93.97 89.27 14.00 55.85
A2FPN [12] 87.42 90.75 68.08 98.71 86.62 86.32 92.33 95.75 92.15 12.20 48.64
MANet [13] 81.90 84.98 55.27 98.31 78.20 82.99 89.95 93.05 88.15 35.90 143.44
BANet [14] 80.89 87.48 62.14 98.49 77.04 84.21 90.88 94.03 89.45 12.70 50.92

DC-Swin [15] 83.95 88.43 63.56 98.68 85.60 86.44 92.27 94.79 90.59 66.9 267.80
UNetFormer [5] 86.41 89.31 64.66 98.51 83.43 86.88 92.55 95.06 91.06 11.70 46.91

GDGT 86.96 90.73 68.89 98.62 86.90 88.57 93.62 95.76 92.14 11.80 47.15

Thin Ice Thick IceSea Land Pool Ice

Fig. 4. Visualization of comparative experimental results of
predicting image patches.
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Fig. 5. Visualization of prediction results for the entire remote
sensing image.

3.2. Experiments and Discussions

Ablation results of each component of the proposed
GDGT on the sea ice dataset are listed in Table 1. When
GLFF is used to fuse the local detail features extracted by
CNN and the global structure correlation features extracted
by Transformer in the decoding stage, the performance of sea
ice segmentation and recognition is significantly improved
compared to UNet [4] and UNetFormer [5]. This shows that
the comprehensive use of high-resolution local detail features

and low-correlation global structural features in the decoding
stage can help improve the accuracy of sea ice segmentation
and recognition. Furthermore, after introducing the designed
DGD, the detailed features of the sea ice edge are retained
and enhanced in the decoder upsampling process, especially
when using HAAR wavelet features as the guidance map,
which further improves the performance. Compared with
UNet and UNetFormer, the mIoU of the proposed GDGT is
improved by 7.91% and 1.69% respectively. Fig. 4 shows the
sea ice segmentation and recognition results of UNetFormer
[5] and GDGT on image patches, verifying that the proposed
GDGT can more accurately identify objects at the edge of the
sea ice area.

The comparison experiments with the existing segmen-
tation methods are listed in Table 2. Several state-of-the-
art (SOTA) CNN-based methods, including ABCNet [11],
A2FPN [12], MANet [13] and Transformer-based methods,
including BANet [14], DC-Swin [15], UNetFormer [5] are
used as controls. Experiments show that the performance of
the proposed GDGT exceeds that of existing methods in the
four metircs of mIoU, F1-score, OA and FWIoU. Fig. 5 shows
the segmentation and recognition results of UNetFormer [5]
and the proposed GDGT of the entire remote sensing image.
It demonstrates that the proposed GDGT performs better in
sea ice area contour segmentation and fine sea ice recognition.

4. CONCLUSIONS

In this paper, a global-local detail guided Transformer
method for sea ice segmentation and recognition has been
proposed. In the proposed GDGT, the GLFF module com-
bines the local detail features extracted by CNN blocks and
the global structural features extracted by Transformer blocks,
enhancing the multi-scale feature expression ability of the
model. Morever, the developed DGD enables the feature de-
coding process to retain the detailed information of the edge
areas of sea ice and improve the accuracy of semantic seg-
mentation. Experiments on the produced sea-ice dataset have
demonstrated that the proposed GDGT achieves the advance-
ment performance on sea ice segmentation and recognition in
optical remote sensing images.
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