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ABSTRACT

In the context of global climate change and frequent extreme weather events, forecasting future
geospatial vegetation states under these conditions is of significant importance. The vegetation change
process is influenced by the complex interplay between dynamic meteorological variables and static
environmental variables, leading to high levels of uncertainty. Existing deterministic methods are
inadequate in addressing this uncertainty and fail to accurately model the impact of these variables on
vegetation, resulting in blurry and inaccurate forecasting results. To address these issues, we propose
VegeDiff for the geospatial vegetation forecasting task. To our best knowledge, VegeDiff is the first to
employ a diffusion model to probabilistically capture the uncertainties in vegetation change processes,
enabling the generation of clear and accurate future vegetation states. VegeDiff also separately models
the global impact of dynamic meteorological variables and the local effects of static environmental
variables, thus accurately modeling the impact of these variables. Extensive experiments on geospatial
vegetation forecasting tasks demonstrate the effectiveness of VegeDiff. By capturing the uncertainties
in vegetation changes and modeling the complex influence of relevant variables, VegeDiff outperforms
existing deterministic methods, providing clear and accurate forecasting results of future vegetation
states. Interestingly, we demonstrate the potential of VegeDiff in applications of forecasting future
vegetation states from multiple aspects and exploring the impact of meteorological variables on
vegetation dynamics. The code of this work will be available at https://github.com/walking-shadow/

Official_VegeDiff.

1. Introduction

Geospatial forecasting on Earth involves analyzing his-
torical data and related influential factors of the Earth’s sur-
face to identify changing patterns and forecast future states.
In the context of global climate change and frequent extreme
weather events (Miao et al.,, 2024; Wang et al., 2022a;
Bellprat et al., 2019; Trenberth et al., 2015), understanding
potential changes and future states, such as land use/land
cover transformations (Song et al., 2018; Zhu et al., 2022),
future crop yields (Millet et al., 2019; Sagan et al., 2021), and
vegetation growth (Tian et al., 2019; Barrett et al., 2020), is
crucial for policy-making and decision-making. The Earth’s
surface exhibits significant complexity and variability, with
numerous factors such as meteorological and topographic
variables playing pivotal roles (Deser et al., 2020; Yan et al.,
2023). Minor historical differences can lead to vastly differ-
ent future states, indicating a high degree of uncertainty in
geospatial changes.

The rapid growth of Earth observation data has made
it feasible to apply deep learning for geospatial forecast-
ing (Reichstein et al., 2019; Li et al., 2023; Bi et al., 2023).
However, research in this area remains scarce, with most
studies relying solely on historical geospatial data for future
forecasting (Yao et al., 2023). This approach is insufficient
because geospatial changes are heavily influenced by various
factors, making it challenging for models to learn patterns
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solely from geospatial state variables. Therefore, it is es-
sential to incorporate related variables when forecasting
geospatial changes.

Given the critical global climate change situation, it
is vital to determine how the Earth’s surface will evolve
under these conditions. As dynamic meteorological vari-
ables significantly impact geospatial vegetation changes (Wu
et al., 2015; Zhou et al., 2022) under specific static en-
vironmental conditions, such as dynamic temperature and
precipitation variables combined with specific static topo-
graphic conditions greatly affecting geospatial vegetation
change processes, our focus is on how historical vegetation
states change under the influence of dynamic meteorological
variables and static environmental variables. The variability
and complexity of geospatial vegetation changes are highly
pronounced, necessitating models to capture uncertainties
in the change process. On the one hand, the future geospa-
tial vegetation states are influenced by historical vegetation
states and a multitude of related variables. Minor differ-
ences in historical vegetation and related variables can be
amplified during the change process, leading to significant
disparities in future vegetation states. On the other hand,
meteorological variables, topographic variables, and other
related factors have a significant impact on the vegetation
change process. These variables interact differently under
various historical vegetation states, highlighting the com-
plexity of the vegetation change process.

Using the geospatial vegetation forecasting task intro-
duced in EarthNet2021X (Benson et al., 2023), we forecast
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the vegetation state under the constraints of dynamic me-
teorological variables (wind speed, relative humidity, short-
wave downwelling radiation, rainfall, sea-level pressure, and
temperature (daily mean, min & max) ) and static environ-
mental variables (digital elevation model and land cover), as
shown in Figure 1 (a). Specifically, we utilize two dynamic
variables: high-resolution geospatial vegetation states and
low-resolution dynamic meteorological variables from time
1 to T + K, accompanied by static environmental vari-
ables corresponding to the geospatial vegetation states. The
task paradigm involves forecasting the geospatial vegetation
states from time T + 1 to T + K, given the geospatial
vegetation states from time 1 to T', dynamic meteorological
variables from time 1 to T + K, and the static environmental
variables.

Based on this paradigm, many studies have utilized
deep learning approaches for forecasting geospatial vege-
tation and have achieved commendable results (Requena-
Mesa et al.,, 2021; Benson et al., 2023; Diaconu et al.,
2022; Benson et al., 2024). However, three main issues
prevent these models from effectively forecasting future
vegetation states, as shown in Figure 1 (b) : 1) Difficulty
in handling the high uncertainty of vegetation changes. The
complexity and variability of geospatial vegetation changes
mean that minor differences in historical vegetation and
related variables can lead to substantial differences in future
states, requiring the ability of models to capture the high
uncertainty of vegetation changes. However, these models
are deterministic models which would generate blurry and
inaccurate vegetation forecasting results that lack crucial
details. 2) Failure to utilize vast amounts of remote sensing
data. These deterministic models are trained on the limited
data relevant to the vegetation forecasting task, overlooking
the plethora of available remote sensing data that could
enhance the model’s understanding of vegetation states. 3)
Inadequate approaches to address the causal relationships of
related variables on vegetation changes. These deterministic
models simply concatenate remote sensing images, dynamic
meteorological variables, and static environmental factors,
feeding them into the model without properly modeling the
complex interactions among these variables on vegetation
changes.

To address the aforementioned issues, we introduce
a probabilistic model based on latent stable diffusion for
geospatial vegetation forecasting, aiming to model the high
uncertainties in vegetation changes and generate accurate
and clear vegetation forecasting results. We propose VegeD-
iff to forecast geospatial vegetation changes, leveraging the
latent space of a well-trained vegetation autoencoder to rep-
resent vegetation states and appropriate approaches to model
the influence of related variables on vegetation changes, as
depicted in Figure 1 (c).

Specifically, 1) We introduce diffusion models to model
the high uncertainty in geospatial vegetation forecasting
probabilistically. Currently, diffusion models are primarily
employed in meteorological applications in Earth fore-
casting and have demonstrated superior performance in

precipitation and weather forecasting, but their application
in geospatial vegetation forecasting tasks is lacking. By
employing the diffusion model in vegetation forecasting,
we leverage the denoising processes of this probabilistic
model to model the high uncertainties in vegetation changes,
thereby enabling the capture of multiple potential futures
of geospatial vegetation states and producing accurate and
clear forecasting results. 2) We developed a vegetation
autoencoder to obtain a well-represented latent space for
geospatial vegetation states. Since combinations of blue,
green, red, and near-infrared channels (RGBN) can calculate
many vegetation indices that effectively indicate geospatial
vegetation states, we utilize RGBN remote sensing images
to represent geospatial vegetation states. Current variational
autoencoder (Kingma and Welling, 2013) models are trained
on vast amounts of natural RGB images, which are not
suitable for RGBN remote sensing images in terms of
channel and scene adaptation. Therefore, we pre-trained a
variational autoencoder on large amount (10M) of RGBN
remote sensing images and fine-tuned it on relatively small
amount (20K) of RGBN vegetation remote sensing data,
which enhances the ability of latent space to represent
geospatial vegetation states, facilitating better forecasting in
the latent space. 3) We propose VegeNet to model the effects
of dynamic meteorological variables and static environmen-
tal variables on vegetation states. Historical vegetation states
undergo complex transformations to form future vegetation
states under the influence of dynamic meteorological vari-
ables and static environmental variables. VegeNet models
both the local effects of static environmental variables and
the global effects of dynamic environmental variables on
vegetation states, structuring the model according to the
causal relationships affecting geospatial vegetation changes.

Overall, the principal contributions of our work are as
follows:

1. We introduce a probabilistic model into the geospatial
vegetation forecasting task. VegeDiff employs the dif-
fusion process to model the uncertainties in the veg-
etation change process, capturing multiple potential
futures of geospatial vegetation states and generating
clear and accurate forecasting results.

2. We developed a vegetation autoencoder to achieve a
robust representation of geospatial vegetation states.
This vegetation autoencoder was pre-trained on 10M
RGBN remote sensing data and fine-tuned on 20K
remote sensing vegetation data, enabling its latent
space to effectively represent the geospatial vegetation
states.

3. We designed VegeNet to model the impact of static
environmental and dynamic meteorological variables
on geospatial vegetation changes. VegeNet decouples
the effects of static environmental variables and dy-
namic meteorological variables on geospatial vegeta-
tion, effectively modeling the transformation process
of vegetation under the influence of these variables.
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Figure 1: Illustration of the geospatial vegetation forecasting task and models, where V indicates geospatial vegetation states, M indicates
dynamic meteorological variables, and E indicates static environmental variables. (a) The overview of the geospatial vegetation forecasting
task. (b) The overview of deterministic models performing the geospatial vegetation forecasting task. (c) The overview of VegeDiff

performing the geospatial vegetation forecasting task.

2. Related Works

2.1. Geospatial Vegetation Forecasting

Geospatial vegetation forecasting refers to forecasting
the future state of geospatial vegetation based on historical
states, taking into account the impacts of dynamic meteoro-
logical variables on static environmental factors (Requena-
Mesa et al., 2021). In recent years, with the surge in time
series data of meteorological variables and remote sens-
ing images (Fathi et al., 2022; Zhang and Zhang, 2022),
many deep learning-based methods have been applied to
this task, achieving superior performance (Requena-Mesa
et al.,, 2021; Benson et al., 2023; Diaconu et al., 2022;
Benson et al., 2024). Requena-Mesa et al. (2021) advocated

viewing this task as a guided video forecasting task and has
constructed a dataset specifically for geospatial vegetation
forecasting called EarthNet2021. Diaconu et al. (2022) used
a ConvLSTM-based model on this dataset and conducted
ablation experiments to validate the effectiveness of dy-
namic meteorological and static environmental variables in
forecasting future geospatial vegetation. Robin et al. (2022)
developed a dataset for climatically volatile regions of Africa
to investigate the impact of extreme weather on geospatial
vegetation. Benson et al. (2023) improved the EarthNet2021
dataset to the EarthNet2021X dataset, focusing more on
areas with drastic vegetation changes.
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However, the deep learning models used in these stud-
ies are deterministic and struggle to model the highly uncer-
tain processes of geospatial vegetation changes. We propose
to use diffusion models to forecast geospatial vegetation
changes probabilistically. As probabilistic models, diffusion
models can use diffusion processes to effectively model
uncertainty in the geospatial vegetation change process.

2.2. Diffusion Models for Earth Forecasting

Diffusion models (DMs) (Ho et al., 2020) have emerged
as a potent framework for generating high-quality images
through a process known as stochastic denoising (Chen et al.,
2023; Kingma et al., 2021; Ho et al., 2022; Xia et al.,
2023). These models operate by gradually transforming a
distribution of random noise into a distribution of images,
closely resembling the target data distribution. The process
involves an iterative procedure in which an initial noise
image is progressively denoised through a series of steps,
guided by a neural network that has been trained to perform
this transformation effectively.

Building upon the foundational principles of diffu-
sion models, latent diffusion models (LDMs) (Rombach
etal., 2022) introduce significant advancements by operating
in a compressed, latent space rather than directly in the
pixel space (Takagi and Nishimoto, 2023; Pinaya et al.,
2022; Fernandez et al., 2023). This modification brings
forth several key improvements. First, by operating in a
lower-dimensional latent space, these models can achieve
faster convergence and require less computational resources,
making the generation process more efficient. Second, la-
tent space diffusion models have demonstrated an enhanced
ability to capture and reproduce the complex, high-level
semantics of the target distribution, leading to the generation
of images with superior quality and greater detail. This is
primarily because the latent space provides a more abstract
representation of the data, enabling the model to focus on the
underlying structure and semantics rather than pixel-level
details.

As the effectiveness of LDMs in generating images
has been proven, their application has extended to video
generation (Blattmann et al., 2023; Danier et al., 2024; Yu
et al., 2023; Ni et al., 2023; Luo et al., 2023). PVDM (Yu
et al., 2023) introduces a method of projecting videos into
a low-dimensional latent space represented as 2D vectors,
facilitating simultaneous training for both unconditional and
frame-conditional video generation. LFDM (Ni et al., 2023)
utilizes a flow forecastor for estimating latent flows between
video frames, thereby training an LDM to generate temporal
latent flows. VideoFusion (Luo et al., 2023) separates the
transition noise in LDMs into individual frame noise and
temporal noise and synchronously trains two networks to
accurately represent this noise decomposition.

Due to the effectiveness of LDMs in video generation,
some studies have employed LDMs for Earth forecasting
tasks (Asperti et al., 2023; Li et al., 2024; Leinonen et al.,
2023; Gao et al., 2024). LDCast (Leinonen et al., 2023)

introduces a latent diffusion model for precipitation nowcast-
ing, highlighting its capability for effective uncertainty quan-
tification. Prediff (Gao et al., 2024) developed a conditional
latent diffusion model for the same purpose, incorporating
an explicit knowledge control mechanism to ensure that
forecasts align with domain-specific physical constraints.

However, the application of LDMs in Earth forecasting
has primarily focused on meteorological contexts, with their
potential in other areas of Earth forecasting remaining rela-
tively unexplored. This presents an opportunity for signifi-
cant advancements. Therefore, we propose the use of LDMs
for geospatial vegetation forecasting, leveraging their robust
modeling capabilities to forecast the dynamic processes of
vegetation change on Earth’s surface.

3. Methodology

3.1. Preliminary: Latent Diffusion Models

Latent diffusion models (LDMs) represent a ground-
breaking development in the field of generative modeling,
particularly within the domain of computer vision. LDMs
leverage the concept of diffusion processes, traditionally
utilized in thermodynamics and statistical mechanics, to
model the generation of complex data distributions through
a series of gradual, probabilistic transformations in a latent
space. This approach is distinguished by its capacity to
model and manipulate high-dimensional data distributions
with unprecedented precision and versatility.

The core operation of LDMs revolves around the it-
erative application of a forward diffusion process, which
gradually adds noise to the data in the latent space over a
series of time steps, transforming the data distribution from
its original, complex form to a simpler, noise-dominated
distribution. This is mathematically represented as:

X =ox;_ + (1 —ae €))

where x, represents the data at step ¢, a, is a coefficient
determining the amount of noise to add, and e is the noise
vector sampled from a standard Gaussian distribution. The
reverse process, or the denoising phase, aims to reconstruct
the original data from the noise by iteratively estimating
the noise component and subtracting it from the noisy data,
effectively inverting the diffusion process. The denoising
process is often modeled with a neural network that learns
to forecast the noise, €, added at each step, thus enabling the
recovery of the clean data:

l—aq

1
Xpop = —(x; —
a; &

é(x,, 1)) 6)

The latent space in LDMs plays a pivotal role, serving as
a compact and computationally efficient representation of
the data, which significantly enhances the model’s ability
to handle high-dimensional inputs without the exponential
increase in computational demand typically associated with
such tasks. This efficiency is partly due to the reduced di-
mensionality of the latent space, which also tends to capture
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Figure 2: The overall structure of VegeDiff. VegeDift models the high uncertainty of geospatial vegetation change process with diffusion

model.

the most salient features of the data, thus facilitating a more
focused and effective diffusion and denoising process.
Furthermore, the probabilistic nature of the diffusion
process within LDMs is instrumental in capturing and mod-
eling the inherent uncertainty and variability in complex
data distributions. By iteratively applying stochastic trans-
formations, LDMs can generate a multitude of plausible
data instances from the same initial conditions, reflecting the
underlying distribution’s diversity and complexity.

3.2. Overall Structure of VegeDiff

VegeDiff is composed of a vegetation autoencoder, a
diffusion process, and a denoising process, as depicted in
Figure 2. The training process of VegeDiff involves two main
parts: training the vegetation autoencoder and training the
VegeNet.

To efficiently forecast future geospatial vegetation, we
initially trained a vegetation autoencoder on 10M RGBN
remote sensing data. This variational autoencoder provides
a latent space with a robust representation of geospatial
vegetation features and allows for more efficient forecasting
at a lower image resolution in the latent space.

In the context of diffusion models, the denoising pro-
cess applied to noisy images is inherently probabilistic.
This characteristic allows the denoising model to effectively
simulate the inherent uncertainties in geospatial vegetation
changes. By iteratively refining the noisy input through a se-
ries of probabilistic steps, the denoising model captures the
complex and stochastic nature of vegetation dynamics. We

trained the denoising model, VegeNet, with all parameters
of the vegetation autoencoder frozen due to its completed
training. Given the high uncertainty in the vegetation change
process, our approach diverges from past research that used
deterministic models to forecast the future state of geospatial
vegetation. Instead, we employ a diffusion model to forecast
future geospatial vegetation state. As probabilistic models,
they are capable of effectively modeling the uncertainties
inherent in geospatial vegetation changes.

VegeDiff forecasts the future state of geospatial veg-
etation based on past vegetation state, utilizing dynamic
meteorological variables and static environmental variables,
as illustrated in Figure 2. Specifically, past remote sensing
images from time 1 to T, denoted as V).r, are processed
through the vegetation autoencoder to obtain latent space
features Z;.,. Since the distribution of geographical fea-
tures in remote sensing images generally remains constant
and vegetation changes are closely related to past states, we
opt to generate future states based on these past vegetation
states rather than from pure noise. Therefore, in the diffusion
process, the past latent space features Z;. are averaged
over the temporal dimension and combined with Gaussian
noise weighted by weight w to produce the noisy features
Noisep .74, which are then concatenated with Z;., to
form the latent space features Z ., .

As a probabilistic model, VegeNet can effectively
model the high uncertainty in vegetation changes and ac-
curately forecast future vegetation states. Specifically, in
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the denoising process, VegeNet leverages past remote sens-
ing image features Z;.; and incorporates meteorological
features M., and static environmental features E, pro-
gressively denoising the noise features Noiser .7, tO
forecast future latent space features Zp, .7, . The future
features Zp, .7, are finally decoded by the vegetation
autoencoder, reconstructing the future remote sensing im-
ages V. 1.7k thus providing forecasting results of future
geospatial vegetation states.

3.3. Vegetation Autoencoder

Due to the high complexity of geospatial vegetation
changes, it is necessary to perform vegetation forecasting
within a feature space that accurately represents the geospa-
tial vegetation states. Many vegetation indices, which rep-
resent the state of geospatial vegetation, can be calculated
using the blue, green, red, and near-infrared channels. There-
fore, we choose to use RGBN remote sensing images to
construct a feature space that effectively represents vege-
tation states. To develop such a feature space, extensive
data are required to train the model. Unlike models trained
solely on geospatial vegetation forecasting datasets, we pre-
trained the vegetation autoencoder based on the variational
autoencoder (Kingma and Welling, 2013) of latent diffusion
models (Rombach et al., 2022) with 10M RGBN remote
sensing data to create a robust feature space representative
of RGBN images. Subsequently, the model is fine-tuned
with 20K remote sensing data from the geospatial vegetation
forecasting dataset, further refining the feature space to accu-
rately represent various vegetation states. Through the two-
stage training process, the vegetation autoencoder can learn
the characteristics of RGBN remote sensing images from
a massive dataset, forming a vegetation latent space that
effectively represents various geospatial vegetation states.

3.4. VegeNet

The process of geospatial vegetation change is com-
plexly influenced by dynamic meteorological variables and
static environmental variables. Therefore, modeling the ef-
fects of these variables is crucial for forecasting geospatial
vegetation. Simply concatenating all variables and inputting
them into the model is not advisable, as it would confuse the
impact of dynamic meteorological and static environmental
variables on geospatial vegetation. Thus, we introduce Ve-
geNet, which models the complex effects of dynamic me-
teorological variables and static environmental variables on
past vegetation states to accurately forecast future geospatial
vegetation states.

VegeNet is based on the DiT (Peebles and Xie, 2023)
architecture and decouples the effects of meteorological and
environmental variables, enabling accurate future vegeta-
tion forecasting, as shown in Figure 3. The time series
of remote sensing image features Z.r, g are divided into
patches of size P X P using the patchify operation, then
downsampled by a factor of P through convolution opera-
tions and flattened in the spatial dimension to produce one-
dimensional sequences, referred to as Z., g tokens. Static
environmental variables E are embedded via a convolutional

layer and downsampled by P to produce E tokens. Dynamic
meteorological variables M.7,, are embedded through an
MLP layer to produce M.y, tokens. All these embedded
vectors are then fed into DiT blocks to model the geospatial
vegetation changes. After processing through N DiT blocks,
the remote sensing image feature time series undergoes un-
patchify operations to upsample by a factor of P, generating
the time series of geospatial vegetation states Z.7, g . As
only future vegetation states are needed, past vegetation
states Z; .7, are discarded to retain future vegetation states
ZT11:T+K-

The DiT block models the complex interactions of
dynamic meteorological and static environmental variables
with geospatial vegetation, as shown in Figure 3. Given
the significantly lower spatial resolution of meteorological
variables compared to remote sensing images, the effect of
these variables on vegetation is global. Thus, dynamic me-
teorological variable tokens M.y, globally adjust the re-
mote sensing image tokens Z; .7, g through the adalLN-zero
method (Perez et al., 2018; Goyal et al., 2017; Peebles and
Xie, 2023). This method utilizes global information from
meteorological variables at each time to derive adjustment
parameters as normalization parameters, adjusting remote
sensing image features at the corresponding time to model
the global impact. The vegetation changes at specific loca-
tions are influenced by nearby vegetation, and neighborhood
vegetation changes tend to be similar. Therefore, Z;.7, ¢
tokens utilize multi-head self-attention operations in the
spatial dimension, enabling the model to focus on global
vegetation states, which aids in forecasting future vegetation
states. Since static environmental variables typically have
a similar spatial resolution to remote sensing images, their
impact on vegetation is local. Moreover, understanding past
vegetation states is crucial for forecasting future states as
vegetation change is a continuous process. Hence, in the tem-
poral self-attention module, Z;.r, x tokens and E tokens
are concatenated in the temporal dimension and subjected
to self-attention operations along the temporal dimension,
allowing each future vegetation state at each position to si-
multaneously consider corresponding past vegetation states
and static environmental variables. This approach effectively
models the local impact of static environmental variables on
geospatial vegetation and aids in forecasting future vegeta-
tion states based on past vegetation states.

4. Experimental Settings and Results

4.1. Datasets

Satlas (Bastani et al., 2023) is a large-scale pre-training
dataset designed for tasks involving the analysis of satellite
images. It integrates over 30 TB of satellite imagery with 137
labeled categories, drawing from public, regularly updated
data sources such as Sentinel-2 and NAIP. This dataset
supports a range of applications, from combating illegal de-
forestation to monitoring marine infrastructure. From Satlas,
we extracted all Sentinel-2 remote sensing images, retain-
ing only the blue, green, red, and near-infrared channels,
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Figure 3: The overall structure of VegeNet.

resulting in approximately 10M RGBN remote sensing data.
These images were divided into training and validation sets
at a 9:1 ratio for extensive pre-training of the variational
autoencoder, enabling it to gain a deeper understanding of
RGBN remote sensing images.

The EarthNet2021 dataset (Requena-Mesa et al., 2021)
includes more than 32,000 samples, each with high-resolution
Sentinel 2 (Louis et al., 2016) satellite imagery (20 m
per pixel) and corresponding mesoscale E-OBS (Cornes
et al., 2018) interpolated meteorological data (1.28 km
resolution), covering diverse European landscapes, which is
designed for the geospatial vegetation forecasting task. Each
sample comprises 30 sequential frames with a 5-day interval,
capturing four channels and meteorological variables such as
precipitation, sea level pressure, and temperature ranges.

EarthNet2021X (Benson et al., 2023) enhances Earth-
Net2021 by optimizing cloud masks, adding additional static
environmental variables, and dynamic meteorological data,
converting the latter from raw to one-dimensional data. It
also introduces a vegetation mask that ensures the remote
sensing image time series adequately represents the dynamic
changes in geospatial vegetation. The minimum NDVI in
the vegetation mask segments is above zero, the standard
deviation was greater than 0.1, and the observable frames
exceeded three in the context period and ten in the target
period.

We use the EarthNet2021X dataset for the geospatial
vegetation forecasting task. Given 50 days of past vegetation
states (10 remote sensing image frames) at 5-day intervals,
150 days of meteorological variables (150 frames), and static
environmental factors, the task is to forecast the geospatial
vegetation states for the next 100 days (20 remote sensing
image frames) at 5-day intervals.

To ensure that the variational autoencoder fully com-
prehends the geospatial vegetation states, we extracted veg-
etation remote sensing images from the EarthNet2021X
dataset for fine-tuning the variational autoencoder. We ex-
tracted all images from the EarthNet2021X remote sensing
image time series, which were split into training and valida-
tion sets at a 9:1 ratio to fine-tune the variational autoencoder
pre-trained on the Satlas dataset.

After fine-tuning the variational autoencoder, we trained
VegeNet using the original data split method of the Earth-
Net2021X dataset. This approach enabled VegeNet to effec-
tively forecasting the future state of geospatial vegetation in
the well-trained latent space.

4.2. Benchmark methods

To assess the effectiveness of the proposed VegeD-
iff, we conducted comparative experiments with various
benchmark methods on the geospatial vegetation forecasting
task, ensuring consistency in dataset splitting and data
usage across all methods. The benchmark methods can
be categorized into non-ML methods, CNN-based models,
RNN-based models, and transformer-based models. RNN-
based models use autoregressive approaches to forecast
the future geospatial vegetation states, while CNN-based
and transformer-based models forecast all future vegetation
states simultaneously.

The non-machine learning benchmarks include persis-
tence methods (Requena-Mesa et al., 2021) (using the last
cloud-free NDVI pixel) and historical comparisons (Robin
et al., 2022) (utilizing linearly interpolated data from the
previous year). The CNN-based models include SimVP (Tan
et al., 2022). The RNN-based approaches feature ConvL-
STM (Diaconu et al., 2022) and PredRNN (Wang et al.,
2022b), and the transformer-based methods are represented
by Earthformer (Gao et al., 2022).
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4.3. Implementation details
4.3.1. Data preprocessing and augmentation

To ensure accurate data loading, we adopted the same
data preprocessing methods used in EarthNet2021X (Ben-
son et al., 2023). However, unlike EarthNet2021X, we did
not directly mask out cloud-covered and non-vegetation pix-
els as this would result in incomplete remote sensing images
with partial masking. Instead, we filled the cloud mask
regions using the adjacent values in the time dimension of
the remote sensing image time series. This approach ensures
that the vegetation in the cloud mask regions remains con-
sistent with the overall vegetation changes. Additionally, we
replaced the values in the non-vegetation mask regions with
their mean values in the time dimension, thereby preserving
the spatial features of the remote sensing images while
ensuring no vegetation change in the time dimension for
these regions. By filling the cloud mask and non-vegetation
mask regions in the remote sensing image time series, we can
generate unmasked remote sensing images that fully reflect
the vegetation states of the entire area.

For the cloud-covered portions, we replaced the cloud-
covered areas in the current frame with the average of the
corresponding areas in the preceding and succeeding frames.
For the non-vegetation pixels, we used the average values
of the corresponding areas from the previous 10 frames
to replace the non-vegetation pixels across the entire time
series of remote sensing images.

To demonstrate the effectiveness of the proposed meth-
ods, we only employed straightforward data augmentation
techniques, avoiding the use of any elaborate tricks. For the
geospatial vegetation forecasting task, the data augmentation
methods used for the VegeDiff model included flipping
(p=0.5) and transposing (p=0.5), which is consistent with
the data augmentation methods used by the benchmark
method for comparison.

4.3.2. Training and Inference

We employed PyTorch (Paszke et al., 2017) to construct
and deploy the variational autoencoder on eight RTX A100
GPUs (80G each) and VegeNet on four RTX A100 GPUs
(80G each). During the training of the variational autoen-
coder, we set the batch size to 64 and used Adam (Kingma
and Ba, 2014) with an initial learning rate of 4.5e-6. The
variational autoencoder was trained over 50 epochs on the
Satlas dataset, with the checkpoint exhibiting the lowest
mean squared error (MSE) on the validation set being saved.
Subsequently, it was fine-tuned for 10 epochs on the Earth-
Net2021X dataset, where again the checkpoint with the
lowest MSE on the validation set was preserved as the final
pre-trained model. For training VegeNet, we set the batch
size to 16 and used AdamW (Kingma and Ba, 2014) with
an initial learning rate of 2e-4. VegeNet was trained for 200
epochs on the EarthNet2021X dataset, saving the checkpoint
with the lowest root mean squared error (RMSE) on the
validation set as the final model.

4.3.3. Evaluation metrics

We employed two key metrics for evaluation: Root
Mean Square Error (RMSE), and Structural Similarity Index
Measure (SSIM). The RMSE offers a sensitive metric that
elevates the errors by squaring them before averaging, thus
giving weight to larger errors, which is particularly useful
in highlighting significant forecasting failures. The SSIM,
on the other hand, measures the visual impact of differences
between the forecasted and actual images. Unlike the RMSE,
which measures absolute errors, the SSIM assesses changes
in structural information, illuminating discrepancies in tex-
ture, contrast, and structure. Together, these metrics provide
a comprehensive overview of model accuracy and visual
fidelity in geospatial vegetation forecasting.

To validate the model’s performance in forecasting
future vegetation states, we calculated the RMSE and SSIM
not only on RGBN images but also on Normalized Differ-
ence Vegetation Index (NDVI) and Atmospherically Resis-
tant Vegetation Index (ARVI) images. The NDVI, computed
as the difference between near-infrared (NIR) channel and
red channel divided by their sum, is a robust indicator of live
green vegetation. This index leverages the high absorption
of red channel by chlorophyll and the high reflectance of
NIR by plant cell structures, facilitating the monitoring of
plant health, biomass, and coverage over time. The ARVI, on
the other hand, modifies the NDVI formula by incorporating
a correction for atmospheric effects, particularly aerosol
scattering in the red channel. It uses the blue channel as a
correction factor, adjusting the red reflectance values before
applying the NDVI formula. Given that remote sensing
images in the EarthNet2021X dataset are susceptible to
atmospheric interference, the ARVI can more accurately
reflect the state of geospatial vegetation compared to the
NDVI.

Therefore, we utilized six validation metrics in total:
RMSE and SSIM calculated on RGBN, NDVI, and ARVI
images. These metrics comprehensively reflect the model
performance in the task of forecasting geospatial vegetation
states.

4.4. Ablation study

To verify the effectiveness of temporal self-attention
module and adalLN-zero method in VegeNet, and to explore
the role of dynamic meteorological variables and static
environmental variables in geospatial vegetation forecasting,
we conducted ablation experiments on the EarthNet2021X
dataset.

First, to validate the effectiveness of temporal self-
attention, we removed this module from VegeNet and repli-
cated the static environmental variables T times, concate-
nating them with the input remote sensing image time se-
ries along the channel dimension. Second, to demonstrate
the effectiveness of adalLN, we removed the adalLN branch
and upsampled the dynamic meteorological variables to the
spatial size of the remote sensing images, then concatenated
them with the remote sensing image time series along the
channel dimension. Finally, to explore the roles of dynamic
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Table 1

Ablation study of temporal self-attention and adaLLN on the EarthNet2021X dataset. The best values are highlighted in bold.

. RGBN NDVI ARVI
Temporal Self-Attention adalLLN RMSE| SSIM1 | RMSE| SSIM1 | RMSE| SSIM 1
v 0.05 0.92 0.16 0.87 0.17 0.81
4 0.09 0.88 0.22 0.82 0.24 0.76
4 v 0.04 0.94 0.13 0.89 0.14 0.82

Table 2

Ablation study of dynamic meteorological variables (DMVs) and static environmental variables (SEVs) on the EarthNet2021X dataset.

The best values are highlighted in bold.

RGBN NDVI ARVI
DMVs  SEVs | CMSE| SSIM{ | RMSE| SSIM{ | RMSE| SSIM{
0.07 0.86 0.17 0.82 0.20 0.76
v 0.05 0.91 0.14 0.87 0.15 0.79
v 0.07 0.88 0.16 0.83 0.18 0.75
v v 0.04 0.94 0.13 0.89 0.14 0.82

meteorological variables and static environmental variables,
we conducted experiments where we used no relevant vari-
ables, only dynamic meteorological variables, only static
environmental variables, and all relevant variables, setting
the values of unused variables to zero.

The ablation results for temporal self-attention and
adaLLN are shown in Table 1, indicating that using both mod-
ules simultaneously achieves the best performance. Specif-
ically, temporal self-attention allows the model to perceive
static environmental variables and the geospatial vegetation
states from time O to 7' — 1 when forecasting the geospatial
vegetation state at time 7', thus accurately forecasting future
geospatial vegetation states based on past states. adaLN
transforms meteorological variables of each time step into
adjustment parameters for normalization, thereby modeling
the global impact of meteorological variables on geospatial
vegetation states.

The ablation results for dynamic meteorological vari-
ables and static environmental variables are shown in Ta-
ble 2, demonstrating that both types of variables help the
model forecast geospatial vegetation, and utilizing both vari-
ables simultaneously can further enhance the model’s per-
formance in forecasting the future state of geospatial vege-
tation. Since changes in geospatial vegetation are influenced
by static variables such as land cover types and DEMs in
the geographical environment, as well as dynamic influ-
ences from meteorological variables such as precipitation
and temperature, both dynamic meteorological variables and
static environmental variables effectively assist the model in
accurately forecasting future geospatial vegetation states.

4.5. Overall Comparsion

To demonstrate the effectiveness of the proposed VegeD-
iff, we conducted comparative experiments on the Earth-
Net2021X dataset. The results, as shown in Table 3, indicate
that VegeDiff outperforms all comparison methods across
various metrics, achieving superior performance in the task

of geospatial vegetation forecasting. VegeDiff leverages mil-
lions of RGBN remote sensing images for pre-training the
variational autoencoder and fine-tunes it on 20K geospatial
vegetation remote sensing data. This process results in a
latent space that effectively represents geospatial vegetation
states. Within this latent space, VegeDiff models the effects
of dynamic meteorological variables and static environmen-
tal variables on past geospatial vegetation states, enabling
accurate forecastings of future geospatial vegetation states.

We performed inferences on sampled data in the Earth-
Net2021X test dataset using the trained ConvLSTM, Earth-
former, and VegeDiff models. Based on the inference results,
we calculated the NDVI and ARVI indices, and displayed
their images for the 5th, 10th, 15th, 20th, 25th, and 30th
days, as illustrated in Figures 4 and Figure 5. Due to the
deterministic nature of ConvLSTM and Earthformer, their
forecastings tend to be blurry, which is disadvantageous
for forecasting future vegetation states. Earthformer, in par-
ticular, produces even blurrier results as it divides images
into several patches for forecasting. In contrast, VegeDiff
employs a diffusion model to model the process of vegeta-
tion change. As a probabilistic model, it effectively handles
the uncertainties in vegetation change, generating clear and
accurate forecasting of vegetation states.

4.6. Model Performance over Lead Time

Due to the complex influence of dynamic meteoro-
logical variables and static environmental variables, the
geospatial vegetation change process exhibits a high degree
of complexity and variability. Lead time refers to the interval
between the forecasting time and the current time. There-
fore, as the lead time of geospatial vegetation forecasting
increases, both the degree and uncertainty of geospatial veg-
etation change increase, posing great challenges for vegeta-
tion forecasting. To demonstrate the superiority of VegeDiff
in forecasting geospatial vegetation states over long lead
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Table 3

Overall comparsion on the EarthNet2021X dataset. The best values are highlighted in bold.

Model RGBN NDVI ARVI
RMSE| SSIM?T | RMSE|] SSIM1t | RMSE| SSIM 1
Persistence (Requena-Mesa et al., 2021) 0.09 0.89 0.23 0.84 0.25 0.78
Previous year (Robin et al., 2022) 0.08 0.91 0.20 0.86 0.21 0.81
ConvLSTM (Diaconu et al., 2022) 0.05 0.87 0.16 0.78 0.17 0.67
PredRNN (Wang et al., 2022b) 0.06 0.88 0.17 0.81 0.19 0.71
SimVP (Tan et al., 2022) 0.05 0.89 0.16 0.80 0.17 0.64
Earthformer (Gao et al., 2022) 0.05 0.84 0.15 0.70 0.16 0.57
VegeDiff 0.04 0.94 0.13 0.89 0.14 0.82
Context Future

-
ConvLSTM . .
Earthformer . .
VegeDiff . .

T=5

T=10

T=15

.... l

NDVI

. . |
T=25 T=30
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Figure 4: NDVI images of sample inference results of ConvLSTM, Earthformer and VegeDiff on the EarthNet2021X test dataset.

time, we tested the performance of VegeDiff and compar-
ative benchmark methods under different lead time. The
model performance was evaluated by the RMSE between
the predicted NDVI images and the ground truth, with lower
RMSE indicating better model performance. The experi-
mental results are shown in Figure 6, where the horizontal
axis represents the time interval between the current time
and the forecasting time. It can be seen that as the lead time
increases, the NDVI RMSE of all models increases. This is
because the longer the lead time, the longer the geospatial
vegetation is influenced by other variables, leading to greater
degrees of change and uncertainty in geospatial vegetation,
thereby increasing the difficulty of forecasting future vege-
tation states. Additionally, it is observed that when the lead
time exceeds 3, VegeDiff outperforms all other models. In
the case of forecasting future geospatial vegetation states

over long lead time, VegeDiff significantly outperforms all
comparison models, demonstrating its superiority in long
lead time geospatial vegetation forecasting.

4.7. Influence of Meteorological Variables

Since VegeDiff can forecast future vegetation states
under the constraints of dynamic meteorological variables
and static environmental variables, we can use VegeDiff to
explore the effects of these variables on geospatial vege-
tation. Specifically, we can modify one or more dynamic
meteorological variables or static environmental variables,
input the modified variables into VegeDiff, and compare the
forecasting results with those obtained using the original
variables. This approach helps us understand the influence
of different dynamic meteorological variables and static en-
vironmental variables on vegetation changes, as well as the
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Figure 5: ARVI images of sample inference results of ConvLSTM, Earthformer and VegeDiff on the EarthNet2021X test dataset.

Table 4
The influence of precipitation changes to the model performance on the EarthNet2021X test dataset. The best values are highlighted in
bold.

Precipitation RGBN NDVI ARVI

P RMSE|] SSIM1? | RMSE|] SSIM?t | RMSE| SSIM?

80% 0.08 0.87 0.21 0.86 0.20 0.77

90% 0.06 0.92 0.16 0.87 0.17 0.81

100% 0.04 0.94 0.13 0.89 0.14 0.82

110% 0.05 0.93 0.15 0.87 0.15 0.80

120% 0.08 0.88 0.20 0.84 0.18 0.76

response of vegetation in different regions to these variable
changes.

Given the significant impact of precipitation on vegeta-
tion changes, we focused on exploring its effect. We adjust
precipitation to 80%, 90%, 100% (no change), 110%, and
120% of the original values and test the model’s performance
under these conditions. As shown in Table 4, VegeDiff
has the best vegetation states forecasting performance when
precipitation remains unchanged (100%). Both increased
and decreased precipitation lead to erroneous forecastings,
which is similar to the findings of (Diaconu et al., 2022).
The results show that VegeDiff is sensitive to the change
of precipitation and can accurately model the impact of
precipitation on vegetation changes.

We displayed the NDVI deviations produced by VegeD-
iff under 80% and 120% precipitation conditions, as illus-
trated in Figure 7. The first row shows the NDVI images

on the 15th, 20th, 25th, and 30th days for a sample from
the test set of the EarthNet2021X dataset. The second
row shows the difference between the forecasting NDVI
and the ground truth under 80% precipitation, while the
third row shows the difference under 120% precipitation.
It shows that VegeDiff underestimates NDVI when pre-
cipitation is at 80% and overestimates NDVI at 120%. As
the forecasting period increases, the underestimation in the
80% precipitation scenario becomes more pronounced, and
the overestimation in the 120% scenario also intensifies.
This indicates that reduced precipitation inhibits vegetation
growth, while increased precipitation promotes it, which
is consistent with the findings of (Kladny et al., 2022).
Additionally, cumulative effects on vegetation NDVI arise
from sustained changes in precipitation over time, with
decreased or increased precipitation further reducing or
enhancing NDVI, respectively. Moreover, different regions
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Figure 6: Illustration of model performance over lead time.
time. Each lead time corresponds to a 5-day interval.
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Figure 7: The influence of precipitation changes on geospatial
vegetation changes. The first row represents the actual state of
geospatial vegetation NDVI. The second row shows the difference
between the NDVI when precipitation is reduced to 80% of its
original value and the actual NDVI. The third row displays the
difference between the NDVI when precipitation is increased to
120% of its original value and the actual NDVI.

exhibit varied responses to changes in precipitation. Gen-
erally, areas with lush vegetation are more sensitive to
precipitation changes and respond more strongly.

10

11 12 13 14 15 16 17 18 19 20

Lead Time

Lead time refers to the interval between the forecasting time and the current

5. Discussion

5.1. Forecasting Vegetation State from Multiple

Perspectives

VegeDiff effectively forecasts future geospatial vegeta-
tion states based on past vegetation states, dynamic meteo-
rological variables, and static environmental variables. By
forecasting geospatial vegetation states with RGBN remote
sensing images, VegeDiff can compute a wide range of
vegetation indices from the forecasting results, providing
comprehensive forecasting of future vegetation states. To
demonstrate that VegeDiff can forecast the future state of
geospatial vegetation from multiple perspectives, we se-
lected three vegetation indices including NDVI, Enhanced
Vegetation Index (EVI), and Structure Insensitive Pigment
Index (SIPI), and displayed their forecasting results for the
15th, 20th, 25th, and 30th days, as shown in Figure 8.

NDVI is an effective indicator of vegetation health
and density, primarily used to assess biomass and monitor
vegetation changes over time. EVI offers improved sensi-
tivity in high biomass regions and minimizes atmospheric
and canopy background influences. SIPI is less sensitive to
chlorophyll content variations and more indicative of the
structure and condition of vegetation canopies.

As shown in Figure 8, VegeDiff can forecast geospatial
vegetation states from multiple perspectives. The forecasting
NDVI results (the first row) provides an overall indica-
tion of vegetation growth and effectively reflects vegeta-
tion health. The forecasting EVI results (the second row)
corrects for soil and atmospheric effects, offering a more
accurate representation of vegetation health and providing
more detailed information on vegetation growth conditions.
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Figure 8: NDVI, EVI and SIPI forecasting results of VegeDiff on the EarthNet2021X dataset.

The forecasting SIPI results (the third row) effectively high-
lights areas with poor vegetation growth, serving as an
early warning for vegetation diseases, geospatial drought,
and other issues. Therefore, by forecasting RGBN remote
sensing images through VegeDiff, we can compute various
vegetation indices to forecast future vegetation states from
multiple aspects. This capability provides valuable insights
for agricultural management, disaster warning, and other
applications.

5.2. Expectations and Limitations

The process of geospatial vegetation change is influ-
enced by the complex interaction of dynamic meteorological
variables and static environmental variables, resulting in a
high degree of uncertainty. Current deterministic methods
struggle to handle this uncertainty, often yielding vague
and inaccurate forecasting results. Additionally, these meth-
ods do not adequately address the combined effects of dy-
namic meteorological and static environmental variables on
geospatial vegetation, making them ineffective for vegeta-
tion forecasting tasks.

To address these issues, we propose VegeDiff for
geospatial vegetation forecasting. VegeDiff utilizes a diffu-
sion model to capture the uncertainties in vegetation change
processes, enabling it to generate clear and accurate forecast-
ing results. VegeNet within VegeDiff models the impacts of
dynamic meteorological and static environmental variables
on past vegetation states, facilitating accurate forecasting of
future vegetation states. Ablation studies and comparative
experiments on the EarthNet2021X dataset demonstrate
the effectiveness of VegeDiff, which outperforms existing
deterministic methods in forecasting geospatial vegetation
states. What’s more, VegeDiff significantly outperforms all

comparison models over long lead time, showing its superi-
ority in long lead time geospatial vegetation forecasting.

Exploratory experiments on the EarthNet2021X dataset
demonstrate the potential application value of VegeDiff. By
generating multiple vegetation indices from RGBN forecast-
ing results, VegeDiff can forecast future vegetation states
from various perspectives. Furthermore, by altering one or
more dynamic meteorological or static environmental vari-
ables, VegeDiff can forecast vegetation responses to changes
in these variables, highlighting its potential to explore the
effects of these variables on vegetation and different regional
vegetation responses. We envision VegeDiff as a baseline
in the field of geospatial vegetation forecasting, further
promoting the development of probabilistic models in this
domain, and uncovering its potential applications in practical
scenarios.

Despite its strong performance, VegeDiff also has sev-
eral limitations. The pre-training and fine-tuning of the
variational autoencoder in VegeDiff require substantial data
and computation, and training VegeNet demands significant
memory resources. These requirements pose challenges for
efficiently transferring VegeDiff to other tasks. Additionally,
as a latent diffusion model, forecasting large-scale and long-
term future vegetation states with VegeDiff is time and
resource-intensive, hindering its deployment and application
in practical scenarios.

In the future, we aim to explore efficient fine-tuning
techniques for VegeDiff, enabling its low-cost and high-
efficiency transfer to other tasks. We also plan to investi-
gate ways to reduce the denoising steps and accelerate the
denoising process in VegeDiff, speeding up the vegetation
state forecasting process and facilitating its deployment and
application in practical scenarios.
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6. Conclusion

We proposed VegeDiff for the geospatial vegetation
forecasting task, which is based on the latent diffusion
model. Current deterministic methods struggle with the
inherent uncertainty in vegetation changes, often resulting in
blurry and inaccurate forecasting results. VegeDiff employs
a diffusion model to effectively capture this uncertainty and
utilizes VegeNet to model the complex interactions between
dynamic meteorological variables and static environmental
variables, thereby accurately forecasting future vegetation
states. The variational autoencoder within VegeDiff is pre-
trained on 10M RGBN remote sensing data and fine-tuned
on 20K vegetation remote sensing data. This extensive
training process ensures a well-represented latent space, en-
hancing the model’s understanding and predictive capability
regarding vegetation states.

Comparative experiments on the EarthNet2021X dataset
demonstrate the effectiveness of VegeDiff in geospatial
vegetation forecasting tasks. Unlike various deterministic
methods, VegeDiff probabilistically models the uncertainty
in the vegetation change process and separately models the
impact of dynamic meteorological and static environmental
variables on vegetation states, enabling it to generate clear
and accurate forecasting results. We anticipate that VegeDiff
will serve as a baseline in the field of vegetation forecasting,
promoting the development of probabilistic models in this
field and facilitating the deployment and application of
VegeDiff in practical scenarios.
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