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Highlights

SpecSwin3D: Generating Hyperspectral Imagery from Multispec-
tral Data via Transformer Networks

Tang Sui, Songxi Yang, Qunying Huang

e Propose SpecSwin3D, a 3D shifted-window Transformer for hyperspec-
tral generation.

e Introduce an optimized band sequence strategy to maximize inter-band
interaction.

e Present a cascade training strategy to balance performance and effi-
ciency.

e Validate and demonstrate the superior accuracy and robustness of Spec-
Swin3D using AVIRIS hyperspectral data.

e Demonstrate the effectiveness of SpecSwin3D on downstream tasks us-
ing land use classification and burnt area segmentation.
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Abstract

Multispectral and hyperspectral imagery are widely used in agriculture, en-
vironmental monitoring, and urban planning due to their complementary
spatial and spectral characteristics. A fundamental trade-off persists: mul-
tispectral imagery offers high spatial but limited spectral resolution, while
hyperspectral imagery provides rich spectra at lower spatial resolution. Prior
hyperspectral generation approaches (e.g., pan-sharpening variants, matrix
factorization, CNNs) often struggle to jointly preserve spatial detail and spec-
tral fidelity. In response, we propose SpecSwin3D, a transformer-based
model that generates hyperspectral imagery from multispectral inputs while
preserving both spatial and spectral quality. Specifically, SpecSwin3D takes
five multispectral bands as input and reconstructs 224 hyperspectral bands
at the same spatial resolution. In addition, we observe that reconstruction
errors grow for hyperspectral bands spectrally distant from the input bands.
To address this, we introduce a cascade training strategy that progres-
sively expands the spectral range to stabilize learning and improve fidelity.
Moreover, we design an optimized band sequence that strategically repeats
and orders the five selected multispectral bands to better capture pairwise
relations within a 3D shifted-window transformer framework. Quantitatively,
our model achieves a PSNR of 35.82 dB, SAM of 2.40°, and SSIM of 0.96,
outperforming the baseline MHF-Net by +5.6 dB in PSNR and reducing
ERGAS by more than half. Beyond reconstruction, we further demonstrate
the practical value of SpecSwin3D on two downstream tasks, including land
use classification and burnt area segmentation.

*Corresponding author: qhuang46@wisc.edu



Keywords: Hyperspectral image generation, Reconstruction, Remote
sensing, Transformer, Deep learning

1. Introduction

Multispectral and hyperspectral imagery are pivotal in diverse applica-
tions such as precision agriculture [I], change detection [2], and land use
classification [3], owing to their ability to capture rich spatial and spec-
tral information [4]. Multispectral imagery typically consists of a few dis-
crete spectral bands—such as blue, green, red, and near-infrared (400-900
nm)—and provides high spatial but limited spectral resolution. In contrast,
hyperspectral imagery captures hundreds of narrow, contiguous bands across
a broader spectral range (e.g., 400-2500 nm), offering finer spectral resolu-
tion at the cost of reduced spatial resolution [5]. This enhanced spectral
granularity enables detailed discrimination of subtle material or biochemi-
cal differences, which is essential in applications such as monitoring plant
traits in agriculture [0, [7], art conservation and archaeology [8], food quality
assessment [9] [10] and military surveillance [11, 12].

Early methods for enhancing spectral or spatial resolution in remote sens-
ing focused on pan-sharpening, which fuses high-resolution panchromatic im-
agery with lower-resolution multispectral data. While these approaches differ
in objective and input data from modern hyperspectral imagery generation
(HIG) techniques, they share a common foundation in statistical image fu-
sion methods. Initial techniques often employed histogram matching to align
intensity distributions between bands, aiming to minimize spectral distortion
during the fusion process. Additionally, a number of transformation-based
methods were proposed to improve fusion quality, including Intensity-Hue-
Saturation [I3], Principal Component Analysis [14], and Gram-Schmidt or-
thogonalization [15]. These approaches laid the groundwork for more ad-
vanced spectral-spatial fusion methods used in later HIG research.

To extend the fusion process from multispectral and panchromatic im-
agery to hyperspectral and multispectral imagery, [16] proposed a method
that involved dividing the spectral bands of hyperspectral imagery into sev-
eral groups based on their spectral coverage. Later, [17] further advanced
this approach by synthesizing high-resolution images for each spectral band
of hyperspectral imagery through linear regression with high spatial resolu-
tion multispectral imagery.



Matrix factorization (MF)-based approaches are mainly divided into sparse
representation and low-rank methods. Sparse representation treats the spec-
tral basis as an overcomplete dictionary, with methods like K-SVD and non-
negative learning used to learn dictionaries, while coefficients are estimated
through sparse coding algorithms [18]. Low-rank methods assume spectral
signatures lie within a low-dimensional subspace and use techniques such as
singular value decomposition to learn the spectral basis [19]. Fusion methods
can be categorized into three types: the first estimates spectral bases from
low spatial resolution hyperspectral imagery and coefficients from high spa-
tial resolution multispectral imagery, as seen in works like sparse MF [20];
the second uses both hyperspectral imagery and multispectral imagery to es-
timate coefficients, employing regularization [21]; the third, such as coupled
non-negative MF, alternates between updating spectral bases and coefficients
[22]. Sparse representation methods model spectral redundancies well, while
low-rank methods offer faster computation for large-scale fusion tasks [23].

Convolutional neural networks (CNNs) have become popular in image
processing for their efficiency and ability to learn image features from train-
ing data. [24] introduced the SRCNN model for single image super-resolution,
which led to the development of CNN-based pan-sharpening methods that
combine multispectral imagery with high spatial resolution panchromatic im-
ages, adaptable for HIG. These methods can be categorized into one-branch
and two-branch approaches. One-branch methods, like PanNet [25], com-
bine features from multispectral imagery and hyperspectral imagery and use
a single CNN branch to predict high spatial resolution hyperspectral im-
agery. CNN-based methods often require sufficient training data, but the
lack of it can limit performance. To address this, [26] introduced a CNN de-
noiser that handles various data types. Two-branch CNN-based approaches
[27] use separate networks for spatial and spectral features, which are then
combined.

However, these methods often struggle to simultaneously preserve both
spatial and spectral quality. Pan-sharpening methods risk spectral distor-
tion when enhancing spatial resolution during HIG [28]. MF methods in-
volve costly optimization, are sensitive to difficult-to-configure parameters,
and rely heavily on the observation model [29]. CNN-based methods, being
data-driven, face generalization challenges. In addition, our preliminary work
based on physics model [30, 31], 32| and transformer-based [33] [34] methods
indicates that the reconstruction accuracy tends to decline for hyperspectral
bands that are spectrally distant from the input multispectral bands. Shown



in [Figure 1| when the reconstructed bands are proximal to the input multi-
spectral bands (i.e., Area I in , their generated values closely align
with the ground truth. However, when they are more distant in wavelength
(i.e., Area II), the deviations become more pronounced.
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Figure 1. Preliminary spectral reconstruction analysis. The red curve represents the gen-
erated spectrum, while the gray curve denotes the ground truth. Two wavelength regions
are highlighted: Area I, proximal to the input multispectral bands, where the generation
values closely align with the ground truth, and Area II, more distant in wavelength, where
the deviations become more pronounced.

In response, this research proposes an innovative transformer-based deep
learning model that generates hyperspectral bands from multispectral im-
agery while maintaining high spatial resolution with enhanced generalizabil-
ity. The proposed model is developed using a comprehensive hyperspectral
and multispectral dataset from California and Nevada. The dataset, sourced
from the AVIRIS repository for model training, contains over 3,000 hyper-
spectral images (14 m spatial resolution, 224 bands: 400-2,500 nm).

The contributions of this work include:

e An advanced transformer-based model, SpecSwin3D, is proposed to
capture complex spectral characteristics and fine spatial details from
low spatial resolution hyperspectral imagery and high spatial resolution
multispectral imagery, advancing HIG by combining the advantages of
both imaging types.

o SpecSwin3D is systematically compared against state-of-the-art HIG
methods, and the experimental results indicate that it consistently

outperforms these methods, demonstrating superior performance and
robustness.

e An optimized band sequence strategy is proposed to maximize local
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inter-band interaction while ensuring full pairwise coverage in the spec-
tral (depth) dimension, which enhances spectral feature extraction un-
der a 3D shifted window framework.

e A cascade training strategy is introduced to progressively handle spec-
tral bands with varying distances from the input multispectral bands,
enabling more accurate hyperspectral band generation with reduced
computational cost while preserving spectral fidelity and spatial detail.

e The practical value of SpecSwin3D is validated on two downstream
tasks—land use segmentation and burnt area detection—showing that
the generated hyperspectral bands provide substantial benefits in both
spatial and spectral domains.

2. Background and Related Work

Both hyperspectral imagery and multispectral imagery are crucial in fields
such as medical imaging [35], agriculture [36], ecosystem monitoring [37|, and
change detection [38]. A major challenge arises from the design limitations
of satellites, cameras, and other remote sensing technologies, which impose
a trade-off between spatial and spectral resolution. As a result, modern
satellite sensors often integrate hyperspectral imagery and multispectral im-
agery to capture a more comprehensive dataset for a given area. For example,
Sentinel-2 provides multispectral imagery with 13 bands at up to 10 m spatial
resolution, while Hyperion captures hyperspectral imagery with 220 bands
(spanning 400-2500 nm) at a 30 m spatial resolution.

Given the importance of both spatial and spectral information, finding
effective methods to combine these two data types into a single image re-
mains an ongoing and valuable research challenge. HIG refers to generating
high spectral resolution data (i.e., hyperspectral imagery) from low spectral
resolution inputs (i.e., multispectral imagery) by leveraging available spec-
tral, spatial, and contextual information. This has become an important
research topic in recent years. Existing approaches can be broadly cate-
gorized into two groups: statistical methods [39, 40} [4T] and deep learning
methods |30}, 31, B3] 32, 34].



2.1. Statistical Methods

Traditional techniques for HIG can be categorized into two main ap-
proaches: pan-sharpening [42, 43| and MF-based methods [44], 2], 23, 29].

Pan-sharpening is an early technique for combining low spatial resolution
multispectral imagery with high spatial resolution panchromatic images. [42]
summarized the most common pan-sharpening methods, such as component
substitution. In this strategy, multispectral images are projected into a new
domain—typically using a transformation that separates spatial structure
from spectral features. The high-resolution spatial detail from the panchro-
matic image is then injected, and the inverse transformation is applied to
reconstruct the image. The effectiveness of this approach improves with in-
creasing correlation between the spectral bands of multispectral imagery and
the spatial features in the panchromatic image [43].

However, pan-sharpening methods are highly dependent on the spatial-
spectral alignment between the source images. Any mismatch in spatial
resolution, registration, or feature orientation can introduce artifacts, leading
to spectral distortion and loss of structural fidelity in the fused imagery.

A second class of approaches for HIG is based on MF. These methods aim
to decompose the hyperspectral image into a spectral basis and corresponding
coefficients through optimization. There are three typical formulations:

e Full spectral-spatial split: All spectral information is obtained from
hyperspectral imagery, and all spatial information is extracted from
multispectral imagery [45] 20}, 46].

e MAP-based coefficient estimation: Some spatial information from
hyperspectral imagery is used to estimate coefficients via maximum a
posteriori estimation [44] 21].

e Coupled dictionary learning: Rather than using a fixed dictionary,
the spectral basis and coefficients are alternately updated. A represen-
tative method in this category is coupled nonnegative matrix factoriza-
tion [23].

While MF-based methods can enhance spatial resolution, they may intro-
duce spectral distortion. For example, assuming that all spectral information
comes exclusively from the hyperspectral image—an idealized assumption in
the first approach—can neglect the spatial-spectral mixing present in real



data [29]. The latter two methods involve complex optimization and may suf-
fer from convergence issues [2I]. Additionally, the third approach is highly
sensitive to the spectral characteristics of observed materials, resulting in
inconsistent textures or spectral artifacts across materials with diverse prop-
erties [23].

2.2. Deep Learning Methods

As deep learning continues to advance, CNNs have already made signifi-
cant contributions to HIG. CNN-based networks learn non-linear projection
functions to model the correlation between hyperspectral imagery and mul-
tispectral imagery. Prior research has explored CNNs for spatial-spectral
reconstruction [47], cluster-based multi-branch architectures [48], and blind
image fusion [31]. However, CNN-based methods typically perform well when
generating hyperspectral bands that are close in wavelength to those in the
multispectral imagery used for training, but their performance deteriorates
for bands at significantly different wavelengths, as they often fail to capture
inter-band relationships.

[47] proposed a spatial-spectral reconstruction network based on an ex-
plainable CNN to fuse low spatial resolution hyperspectral imagery with high
spatial resolution multispectral imagery. While this model incorporates spa-
tial and spectral edge losses, its focus on local features and limited model
capacity restricts the receptive field, making it difficult to capture broader
contextual information.

[48] introduced a cluster-based fusion approach using multi-branch back-
propagation neural networks to improve spectral mapping from high spatial
resolution multispectral imagery to hyperspectral imagery. Their method
leverages the assumption that spectral signatures are more similar within
clusters than across clusters. However, this approach may introduce spectral
distortion, leading to degraded performance in spectral angle mapper (SAM)
metrics, especially when using bicubic decimation filters.

[31] proposed an iterative fusion framework that jointly estimates the ob-
servation model and the fusion process in an alternating fashion. This blind
fusion method enables the integration of low spatial resolution hyperspec-
tral imagery and high spatial resolution multispectral imagery without prior
knowledge of the observation model. The model includes an iterative refine-
ment unit (IRU) and a dense fusion mechanism. However, the reliance on
iterative back-projection introduces significant computational overhead, and



the use of shared parameters in the IRU, while improving performance, may
limit adaptability to diverse datasets.

[49] further introduced FSL-Unet, a U-Net-based model with spatial-spectral
joint perceptual attention, designed to effectively integrate spatial informa-
tion from high spatial resolution multispectral imagery and spectral infor-
mation from low spatial resolution hyperspectral imagery. While effective
in many cases, FSL-Unet occasionally struggles with noise and fine-detail
distortions, resulting in suboptimal fusion performance.

Physics-model-based approaches incorporate prior knowledge of the hy-
perspectral imaging process into deep learning frameworks to improve re-
construction fidelity. [30] proposed MHF-Net, a multi-level hybrid fusion
network that integrates spatial and spectral information through parallel
convolutional branches and progressive fusion modules. By embedding the
spectral response function into the network design, MHF-Net effectively con-
strains the reconstruction process to maintain spectral accuracy. [31] intro-
duced DBIN, a deep blind image fusion network that jointly estimates the
observation model and the fusion process without requiring prior alignment,
making it robust to registration errors between hyperspectral and multispec-
tral data. However, its iterative back-projection scheme introduces additional
computational costs. [32] presented MoG-DCN, a model-guided deformable
convolution network that explicitly incorporates the physical image formation
model while using deformable convolutions to adaptively capture geometric
variations. This physics-guided design enhances performance in scenarios
with limited training data, though it may require accurate knowledge of the
sensor characteristics for optimal results.

Transformer-based architectures have recently gained attention in hy-
perspectral image reconstruction for their ability to model long-range de-
pendencies in both spatial and spectral dimensions. [33] proposed Fus-
former, which employs multi-scale window-based attention to capture local
and global spectral-spatial correlations, improving generalization to complex
scenes. [34] introduced MSST-Net, a multi-scale spectral-spatial transformer
network that combines convolutional layers and transformer blocks to effi-
ciently model both short- and long-range dependencies across spectral bands.
The SpecSwin3D model draws inspiration from the SwinUNETR architecture
[50], which was originally designed for 3D brain tumor semantic segmenta-
tion. In SwinUNETR [50], the input consists of a 3D brain MRI image
composed of multiple slices, and the output is a segmentation mask indicat-
ing the tumor. The model effectively captures both spatial and inter-slice



dependencies by modeling not only the correlations within individual slices
but also the relationships across adjacent slices. The Swin Transformer ar-
chitecture excels in leveraging information from neighboring slices, which
enhances the segmentation performance [51].

Beyond CNN-, physics model—, and Transformer-based approaches, other
deep learning frameworks have also been explored for hyperspectral image
reconstruction. In particular, generative adversarial networks (GANs) have
been employed to enhance perceptual quality and reduce spectral distortion.
GAN-based methods, such as those proposed in [52] 53|, utilize adversarial
training to encourage the generated hyperspectral bands to match the distri-
bution of real hyperspectral data, often in combination with auxiliary spec-
tral consistency losses. These adversarial frameworks represent a promising
direction for HIG, offering improved generalization and fidelity over conven-
tional architectures, though they typically require larger datasets and more
complex training procedures.

3. Methods
3.1. Study Areas

This study utilizes a comprehensive hyperspectral dataset collected from
California and Nevada . The dataset is sourced from the publicly
available AVIRIS (Airborne Visible/Infrared Imaging Spectrometer) repos-
itory [54]. It conmsists of 3,000 orthorectified hyperspectral images with a
spatial resolution of 14 meters and 224 spectral bands covering wavelengths
from 400 nm to 2500 nm.

3.2. Data Preprocessing

To ensure comparability across platforms, multispectral bands can gen-
erally be synthesized from hyperspectral imagery using spectral response
functions (SRFs). For each target multispectral band, the linear combina-
tion coefficients c¢;; between the SRF of the target band and hyperspectral
profiles are obtained by solving a least-squares problem [55]:
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Figure 2. Study area corresponding to the AVIRIS site Bay Area Box Line 11, which
spans from northwest to southeast under clear-sky conditions. The dataset comprises
orthorectified hyperspectral imagery with high spatial and spectral resolution, facilitating
environmental analysis across diverse terrain types.

and the radiance values are synthesized as:
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rived from the AVIRIS dataset, we directly selected five hyperspectral bands
to serve as simulated high-spatial-resolution (HSR) multispectral inputs
, without requiring additional SRF-based synthesis.

Subsequently, we downsampled the spatial resolution of the hyperspec-
tral image from 14 m to 28 m via bilinear interpolation to simulate lower
spatial resolutions, which were treated as simulated low-spatial-resolution
(LSR) hyperspectral bands. In essence, the original spatial resolution hy-
perspectral bands were used as multispectral bands, while the downsampled
hyperspectral image served as quasi-hyperspectral bands.

Spatial 1 erspectral Image Spatial
Resolution: Resolution:
14 m 14 m
Spectral : HTE Spectral
Resolution: | - b W |Resolution:
5/224 Bands : i 224 Bands

Simulated Multispectral |Simulated Hyperspectral
Spatial Resolution: = Spatial Resolution:
14 m i 28 m
Spectral Resolution:" Spectral Resolution!
224 Bands

S Bands

Figure 3. Simulation of Hyperspectral and Multispectral Bands Using Hyperspectral Im-
agery: Five hyperspectral bands were selected to match the wavelengths of multispectral
bands, while all hyperspectral bands were downsampled to simulate lower spatial resolu-
tion hyperspectral bands.

During training stage, each image was cropped into 128 x 128 pixel
tiles, which served as the model’s input. To enhance the robustness of the
model, data augmentation techniques were applied, including random rota-
tions within a range of -15° to 15°, random cropping at 70% to 90% of the
original image size, and horizontal and vertical flipping. The dataset was
partitioned into three subsets: training (70%), validation (15%), and test
(15%), using a stratified split to maintain class distribution.

For model training, the downsampled hyperspectral bands were used as
the ground truth, while the simulated multispectral bands served as the
input. The model was trained to learn the relationships between the multi-
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spectral bands and their corresponding hyperspectral bands. After training,
the model was tested using the simulated multispectral bands to generate hy-
perspectral bands. The generated hyperspectral bands were then evaluated
against the downsampled hyperspectral ground truth to assess the model’s
performance.

Specifically, we selected five representative hyperspectral bands—band
9 (459 nm, blue), band 20 (553 nm, green), band 30 (672 nm, red), band
40 (846 nm, near-infrared), and band 52 (1240 nm, shortwave infrared)—to
serve as simulated multispectral inputs.

3.3. Model Architecture

3.3.1. Model Overview

SpecSwin3D is a 3D Transformer—based encoder—decoder framework de-
signed for hyperspectral image generation. It models both local and long-
range dependencies by capturing correlations within each spectral slice and
across adjacent slices, inspired by advances in volumetric imaging architec-
tures [51), 50].

The key idea is to reproject spectral bands into the depth dimension of
a 3D volume, allowing the model to treat neighboring wavelengths as adja-
cent slices. Just as adjacent slices in volumetric imaging often share strong
correlations, hyperspectral bands exhibit high continuity across nearby wave-
lengths [56]. By exploiting this property with 3D shifted-window attention,
SpecSwin3D enhances reconstruction fidelity—especially for spectrally adja-
cent bands—while preserving fine spatial detail.

Our approach to constructing the 3D volume is not a simple sequential
stacking of bands, but a deliberately designed sequence that accounts for
inter-slice dependencies; the detailed design of this sequence is presented in

Section [3.3.4]

3.3.2. Swin3D Encoder Details

The SpecSwin3D architecture integrates the Swin Transformer encoder
[51] within a U-Net framework to effectively capture hierarchical information
from the input data. As depicted in [Figure 4] the model’s input is first
processed through a patch partitioning and linear embedding block, which
transforms the image into 3D tokens. In the encoding stage, two successive
Swin Transformer blocks are employed to efficiently compute self-attention
with reduced computational complexity. The self-attention mechanism is

defined as:

12
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Figure 4. Overview of the SpecSwin3D architecture: The input consists of multispectral
images with 5 bands, which are first divided into non-overlapping patches and embedded
for efficient 3D self-attention. Encoded features are progressively reconstructed through
a multi-scale hierarchical decoder with skip connections across different resolutions. The
final output can be either a single band or multiple bands, depending on the reconstruction
task.

T

: Q
Attention(Q, K, V) = Softmax [ —
(@K V) -

|4 (3)
where

() = query matrix

K = key matrix

V' = value matrix

dj, = dimension of the key matrix

The Window Multi-Head Self-Attention (W-MSA) blocks utilize non-
overlapping windows to compute self-attention within each window. To en-
hance information exchange between different windows, the Shifted Window
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Multi-Head Self-Attention (SW-MSA) mechanism is applied. Specifically,
SW-MSA introduces a 3D cyclic-shifting window that facilitates the flow of
information across adjacent windows, with particular emphasis on captur-
ing relationships across different channels. Following the SWIN Transformer
blocks, the patch merging layers reduce the spatial dimensions (height and
width) while increasing the channel dimension through linear transforma-
tions. This downsampling mechanism not only decreases the spatial resolu-
tion but also enriches the model’s capacity to capture long-range dependen-
cies by utilizing more channels. This encoding phase significantly contributes
to expanding the global receptive field in an efficient manner.

3.8.8. Decoder and Qutput Strategy

In the decoder stage, the model adopts a U-Net architecture for upsam-
pling sequences at various resolutions. Residual blocks are employed to up-
sample intermediate feature maps, while skip connections are used to merge
information across different scales. This fusion of local and global features
enhances the model’s performance in HIG tasks.

To supervise the HIG result, we adopt the root mean squared error
(RMSE) as the loss function, computed across all target bands. This ob-
jective encourages the model to minimize reconstruction errors uniformly
over the entire spectral range. Specifically, the loss is defined as:

1 B C H W
»CRMSE = m Z Z Z Z (ﬁgbchw - ybchw>2 (4>

Where:
B is the batch size.
C' is the number of target spectral bands.
H and W are the height and width of each image tile.
Ubehw aNd Ypenyw represent the predicted and ground truth
pixel values at batch index b, band index ¢, and spatial
position (h,w).

By minimizing this loss, the model is guided to reduce the spectral recon-

struction error across all target bands, ensuring balanced learning without
favoring specific wavelengths.
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3.3.4. Band Sequence Design for 3D Shifted Window

To effectively model inter-band relationships within the multispectral in-
puts (bands |9, 20, 30, 40, 52|, as defined in Section [3.2)), we designed a 3D
input of shape H x W x D x S, where H and W denote spatial dimensions, D
is the depth (i.e., number of spectral slices), and S is the number of channels
per slice. In our implementation, the depth dimension is used to organize the
sequence of spectral bands, allowing the SpecSwin3D’s SW-MSA mechanism
to capture 3D context across adjacent spectral slices.

[3

0, 20, 9, 40, 52, 20, 40, 30, 9, 52, 30, 20, 9, 40, 52, 30]

Patch Partition and Embedding  Patch Merging

Figure 5. Overview of shifted window, patch partition, embedding, and patch merging.

To guarantee that all (g) = 10 unique band pairs among the five selected
input bands co-occur within at least one adjacent slice pair in the depth
dimension, we designed a compact input sequence of length D = 16: |30,
20, 9, 40, 52, 20, 40, 30, 9, 52, 30, 20, 9, 40, 52, 30]. This sequence ensures
complete pairwise coverage.

Formally, let d; and d; denote the indices (depth positions) of bands 7 and
7 within the input sequence, respectively. We define adjacent co-occurrence
as |d;—d;| = 1, indicating that the two bands are placed in consecutive depth
slices. This constraint ensures that every band pair is locally accessible to the
self-attention mechanism operating within the shifted 3D windows. Longer-
range spectral relationships, beyond immediate adjacency, are expected to
be captured by the global modeling capacity of the transformer backbone.

3.4. Cascade Training Strategy and Fine-tuning Approach

3.4.1. Overview

In our research, our goal is to use 5 multispectral bands to generate
224 hyperspectral bands. There are two modeling approaches. The first
approach involves training 224 separate models, where each model generates

15



one corresponding hyperspectral band. The second approach uses just one
model to generate all 224 bands simultaneously. The first method can be
conceptualized as outputting 224 single-channel images, while the second
produces one image with 224 channels.

There is a significant trade-off between these two training strategies.
Training one model to output all 224 bands performs poorly because the
model optimizes for the average loss across all bands. This means that for
individual bands, the gradient descent direction is often suboptimal. In con-
trast, training 224 separate models ensures that each band follows its optimal
gradient descent path. However, this approach requires substantially more
computational resources and time.

3.4.2. Stage 1: Cascade Training

To balance performance and computational resources, we implemented
cascade training strategies combined with fine-tuning. First, we classified
all 224 bands into 6 classes using various classification methods. Classes 1
through 5 comprise cascade bands—the 29 selected bands trained in the first
stage.

In [Figure @], the results indicate that the HIG accuracy varies with spec-
tral distance from the input multispectral bands. Therefore, defining an
appropriate cascade pyramid structure is essential. We generated different
cascade pyramids using various cascade strategies, with the specific hierar-
chical groupings summarized in Table [T}

During training, we progressively expanded the spectral range across
pyramid levels, with the number of epochs decaying by a factor of 0.9 at
each level while enforcing a minimum of 40 epochs. The detailed epoch
scheduling for each cascade level is summarized in Table 2]

3.4.8. Stage 2: Fine-tuning Approach

Class 6 consists of bands fine-tuned in the second stage based on the cas-
cade bands. We determined the fine-tuning epochs for class 6 bands according
to similarity scores between different bands and their spectral distances. The
detailed settings are summarized in Table [3]

3.4.4. Summary

By adopting this two-stage cascade and fine-tuning strategy, our model
significantly reduces training time while maintaining high HIG performance.
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Figure 6. Spectral reconstruction performance for a vegetation pixel, selected as the repre-
sentative test case (inset RGB patch). The orange curve denotes SpecSwin3D predictions
and the blue curve denotes the ground truth. Similar to two wavelength regions
are highlighted: Area I (proximal bands with high accuracy) and Area II (distant bands
with reduced accuracy). Note that the y-axis is log-scaled to fit the full spectral range;
this amplifies visual deviations, while absolute reconstruction errors remain small.

This design enables a favorable trade-off between computational efficiency
and spectral fidelity.

3.5. Evaluation Metrics

To evaluate the effectiveness of our approach, we compared it against five
commonly used HIG deep learning methods. The baseline methods selected
for benchmarking include MHF-Net [30], DBIN [31], Fusformer [33], MoG-
DCN [32], and MSST-Net [34].

Five widely used metrics, including Peak Signal-to-Noise Ratio (PSNR)[57],
Erreur Relative Globale Adimensionnelle de Synthése (ERGAS)[58,59], Spec-
tral Angle Mapper (SAM)[60, 61], Q Index[62], and Structural Similarity
Index Metric (SSIM)[63], are employed to evaluate the quality of the con-
structed hyperspectral bands comprehensively.

PSNR is a common metric for evaluating the noise level or distortion
in reconstructed images. A higher PSNR value indicates less distortion and
better image quality. It is given by:

PSNR = 101log;, <%) (5)
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Table 1. Epoch settings for cascade training. A decay factor of 0.9 was applied at each
level, with a minimum of 40 epochs enforced. The fine-tuning stage further adjusts epochs
based on the spectral distance factor (sd_ factor).

Strategy Level 0 Level 1 Level 2 Level 3 Level 4

Physical [0, 1, 2, 3, 4, [15, 25, 27] [48, 50, 54, [108, 125, [155, 162,
5,6, 7, 8| 67, 81, 83,90] 135] 175, 185, 189,

210, 218]

Mutual Info [9, 18, 26, 27, [16, 19, 25] [8, 10, 14, 15, [11, 12, 13| [7, 21, 22, 23,
28, 29, 30, 31, 17, 20, 24| 33, 47, 48]
32|

Variance [115, 165, [114, 116, [111, 112, [164, 175,  [120, 177,
166, 167, 168, 173| 113, 117, 118,  176] 178, 207, 208,
169, 170, 171, 119, 174] 209, 211]
172]

Spectral Physics  [70, 71, 72, [73, 74, 75] |76, 77, 78, [88, 89, 90| [91, 92, 93,
80, 81, 82, 83, 79, 85, 86, 87| 95, 96, 97, 98]
84, 103]

Correlation [16, 19, 20, [15,17, 18] [12, 13, 14, |11, 30, 31] [8, 9, 10, 32,
21, 22, 23, 24, 26, 27, 28, 29| 33, 34, 36|
25, 35|

Uniform [0, 7, 15, 23, [70, 77, 85] [93, 101, 109, (147, 155, [171, 179,
31, 38, 46, 54, 116, 124, 132, 163] 186, 194, 202,
62| 140] 210, 218]

Physical — Based on physical spectral characteristics, ordered distribution from blue
light to infrared. Mutual Info — Based on mutual information importance, concentrated
in visible light and near-infrared. Variance — Based on variance importance, mainly in
infrared and near-infrared regions. Spectral Physics — Based on spectral physical
properties, concentrated on specific absorption peaks. Correlation — Based on
correlation analysis, bands are more dispersed. Uniform — Mathematical uniform
sampling.

Where:
max(f) is the maximum pixel value of the reference image.
Fi(i,5) and f.(i,j) are the pixel values at position (i, ) for
the k-th band of the reference and reconstructed images,
respectively. M, N, and K are the dimensions
of the hyperspectral image.

ERGAS evaluates the overall quality of the fused image, accounting for
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Table 2. Epoch Settings for Cascade Training

Level Epoch Calculation Actual
Factor Formula Epochs
Level 0 0.9Y max (40, 80 x 1.0) 80
Level 1 0.9 max (40, 80 x 0.9) 72
Level 2 0.92 max (40, 80 x 0.81) 65
Level 3 0.93 max (40, 80 x 0.73) 58
Level 4 0.9* max (40, 80 x 0.66) 53
Fine-tuning | sd_ factor | basic_epoch x sd_ factor | 21-104

Table 3. Epoch settings for fine-tuning bands (Class 6). Fine-tuning epochs are adjusted
according to band similarity scores and spectral distances. A base epoch value is scaled
by a distance factor (0.7, 1.0, or 1.3) depending on the spectral distance.

Similarity Band Base Distance | Actual
Score Distance | Epochs | Factor | Epochs
> 0.8 (High) <5 30 x0.7 21
> 0.8 (High) 5-50 30 - 30
> 0.8 (High) > 50 30 x1.3 39
0.6-0.8 (Medium) < 50 x0.7 35
0.6-0.8 (Medium) 5-50 50 - 50
0.6-0.8 (Medium) > 50 50 x1.3 65
< 0.6 (Low) <5 80 x0.7 56
< 0.6 (Low) 5-50 80 - 80
< 0.6 (Low) > 50 80 x1.3 104

both spectral and spatial distortions. Lower ERGAS values indicate better
fusion results. It is given by:

ERGAS = 100 - (é > <RMSEb) ) (7)

b1 Ho

Where:
B is the number of spectral bands.
RMSE, and p, are the root mean square error and
mean value of the b-th band, respectively.

SAM measures the spectral similarity between the reference and recon-
structed images by computing the averaged spectral angle across all pixels.
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Smaller SAM values indicate better spectral reconstruction. It is given by:

7). G0.)
SAM = arccos =
M-y (Hf(z G m\) ¥

=1 j5=1

Where:
£,5) and £, )
are spectral vectors of the reference and reconstructed
images at pixel (i, 7).
(-,-) denotes the dot product, and || - || represents the
vector norm.

The Q index quantifies the similarity between the reference and recon-
structed images by considering the correlation, luminance, and contrast of
each band. Higher Q values indicate better reconstruction quality. It is given
by:

B .
1 Z 2ty + C1) (20 + Cs) (9)
B (i + fi; + C1) (0f + 67 + C2)
Where:
1y and [i, are the mean intensities of the b-th band.
o2, 67, and oy, are the variances and covariance.
Cy and O, are constants.

SSIM evaluates the similarity in structural information between the ref-
erence and reconstructed images. Higher SSIM values imply better spatial
structure preservation. It is given by:

Qﬂkﬂk + C1) (2051 + C2)
SSIM =
KZ (i + i+ C1)(of + 63 + Co)

(10)

Where:
1y and i, are the mean intensities of the k-th band for
the reference and reconstructed images.
o2 and 67 are the variances, and o}, is the covariance.
C and Cy are small constants to stabilize the division.
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Table 4. Quantitative Comparison of Different Models on Hyperspectral Recon-
struction.

Models PSNR?T | ERGAS] | SAM| | Q Indext | SSIM?T
MHEF-Net 30.18 1.61 4.14 0.82 0.93
DBIN 31.91 1.54 3.37 0.89 0.93
Fusformer 32.14 1.57 3.05 0.88 0.94
MoG-DCN 33.34 0.80 3.18 0.93 0.96
MSST-Net 31.18 0.83 2.73 0.95 0.95
SpecSwin3D | 35.82 0.77 2.40 0.97 0.96

All models were tested on 30 samples, and the results are averaged over the best
10 spectral bands.

4. Results

We quantitatively evaluated the performance of the proposed SpecSwin3D
model against five state-of-the-art HIG methods, including MHF-Net [30],
DBIN [31], Fusformer [33], MoG-DCN [32], and MSST-Net [34]. The eval-
uation was conducted using five standard image quality metrics: PSNR,
ERGAS, SAM, Q Index, and SSIM. The results are summarized in [Table 4]

In terms of PSNR, SpecSwin3D achieved the highest score of 35.82
dB, which is +2.48 dB higher than the next best MoG-DCN (33.34 dB)
and +5.64 dB higher than the baseline MHF-Net (30.18 dB). This indicates
that SpecSwin3D preserves pixel-level fidelity and suppresses noise more ef-
fectively than both the strongest competing method and the classical base-
line.

For ERGAS, which measures global reconstruction quality with lower
values indicating better performance, SpecSwin3D obtained the lowest score
of 0.77. This slightly outperforms MoG-DCN (0.80) and MSST-Net (0.83),
while significantly surpassing Fusformer (1.57), DBIN (1.54), and MHF-Net
(1.61). These results demonstrate SpecSwin3D’s robustness in preserving
spatial and spectral consistency.

Regarding SAM, SpecSwin3D achieved the best performance with the
lowest score of 2.40°. It outperformed MSST-Net (2.73°), Fusformer (3.05°),
MoG-DCN (3.18°), DBIN (3.37°), and MHF-Net (4.14°), confirming its su-
perior ability to maintain spectral fidelity.
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For Q Index, which evaluates the overall similarity between reconstructed
and reference images, SpecSwin3D reached the highest score of 0.97, outper-
forming MSST-Net (0.95) and MoG-DCN (0.93). This result further confirms
its strength in capturing both spectral and structural features.

Finally, for SSIM, SpecSwin3D tied for the best performance with MoG-
DCN, both achieving 0.96, while MSST-Net followed at 0.95 and the remain-
ing models scored at or below 0.94. This suggests that SpecSwin3D effectively
preserves spatial structure while maintaining overall spectral fidelity.

[Figure 7]illustrates the qualitative evaluation of the proposed SpecSwin3D
model by visualizing generated results for four representative hyperspectral
bands: (&) Band 2 (410 nm, blue region), (b)) Band 48 (870 nm, NIR re-
gion), () Band 108 (1470 nm, SWIR-1 region), and (d)) Band 210 (2490 nm,
SWIR-2 region), extracted from a selected 128 x 128 image tile. These visual
examples facilitate direct inspection of the model’s ability to recover both
spatial structures and spectral details.

Among the evaluated methods, SpecSwin3D, MSST-Net, and MoG-DCN
demonstrate satisfactory performance, which aligns with their relatively high
quantitative scores across the five evaluation metrics reported in [Table 4]

Band 2 (RGB)Figure 7al SpecSwin3D produces the reconstruction
most consistent with the ground truth, exhibiting minimal noise and the
highest overall fidelity. MSST-Net performs reasonably in global appearance
but suffers from clear edge distortions in the top-left region and introduces
considerable noise. MoG-DCN shows poor reconstruction quality, particu-
larly in the top-left and bottom-right regions. Fusformer delivers weak over-
all quality, whereas DBIN is passable. MHF-Net is generally inferior, with
especially poor performance in the bottom-right region, although its edge
recovery is relatively better.

Band 48 (NIR)Figure 7b, SpecSwin3D achieves the best overall re-
construction, with significantly reduced noise; only the field boundary in the
bottom-right region appears less accurate. MSST-Net is generally accept-
able but introduces substantial noise. MoG-DCN performs worst in the NIR
band, even though its metrics appear favorable in because the table
aggregates results across all spectral regions. Fusformer also produces noisy
and poor reconstructions, particularly in the bottom-right region. DBIN per-
forms well overall, though it exhibits noise in the top-right region. MHF-Net
is inferior overall, slightly better than MoG-DCN, but shows especially poor
quality in the right-side farmland.

Band 108 (SWIR-1)Figure 7c¢. The input contains noticeable distor-
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Figure 7. Model performance for selected band reconstruction across different spectral
ranges. SpecSwin3D achieves state-of-the-art performance, consistently surpassing com-
peting methods in all metrics and preserving spatial structures and spectral fidelity across
the entire spectral range. 93



tions, yet SpecSwin3D successfully identifies and corrects them, producing a
reconstruction closest to the ground truth. MSST-Net performs poorly over-
all, with particularly weak contrast recovery. MoG-DCN, Fusformer, and
DBIN deliver comparable results that are generally acceptable. In contrast,
MHF-Net is clearly affected by the input distortions, leading to farmland
boundaries that are no longer straight.

Band 210 (SWIR-2)Figure 7dl SpecSwin3D delivers the best over-
all performance, with only minor noise in the bottom-left and right regions
and slight edge errors, yet it still surpasses other methods in the SWIR-2
region. MSST-Net and MoG-DCN are generally acceptable but show poor
edge quality in the upper-middle area and noise in the bottom-right. Fus-
former and DBIN also provide acceptable reconstructions, though noise is
mainly concentrated in the upper and lower parts of the image. MHF-Net
performs worst overall, with large errors in both the bottom-right and upper
farmlands, as well as severe noise along the right side.

In summary, SpecSwin3D consistently outperforms competing methods
across all evaluation metrics and maintains superior reconstruction quality
across all bands spanning the entire spectral range. This highlights its ro-
bustness in preserving both spatial structures and spectral fidelity through-
out the RGB, NIR, and SWIR regions. It achieves the best results in all
five metrics. These quantitative improvements, together with the qualitative
reconstructions shown in [Figure 7 highlight the robustness and effective-
ness of SpecSwin3D in generating high-quality hyperspectral imagery across
a diverse spectral range.

5. Discussion

5.1. Band Sequence Design

As illustrated in the input depth requires multiples of 32, while
the shifted window size is 7x7x7. To accommodate this requirement, we
constructed a 16-depth input and concatenated it with itself to achieve a
32-depth input. Utilizing transformer positional embedding [51], the Swin
Transformer block effectively processes 7 depths of the input. We conducted
a comparative analysis of two distinct band sequence designs. The first design
employs an interleaved approach [30, 20, 9, 40, 52, 20, 40, 30, 9, 52, 30, 20, 9,
40, 52, 30|, which ensures that all unique band pairs co-occur within at least
one adjacent slice pair in the depth dimension. The second design implements

a contrast repeated pattern (30, 30, 30, 30, 20, 20, 20, 9, 9, 9, 40, 40, 40, 52,
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52, 52|, maintaining equal frequency of each band while presenting them in
a repeated sequential order. Performance metrics across six evaluation crite-
ria are presented in The results demonstrate that the interleaved
design consistently outperforms the repeated design across nearly all bands.
This superior performance suggests that the Swin Transformer mechanism
significantly enhances model efficacy by effectively capturing and appropri-
ately weighting attention for each 7x7 patch in the depth dimension, thereby
optimizing the representation of band and spectral information.
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To balance performance and computational resources, we employed a two-
stage fine-tuning approach. In the first stage, we constructed cascade train-
ing pyramids comprising 29 bands, followed by fine-tuning the remaining
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Figure 8. Quantitative comparison of two band sequence designs—Interleaved (|30, 20, 9,
40, 52, 20, 40, 30, 9, 52, 30, 20, 9, 40, 52, 30]) and Repeated ([30, 30, 30, 30, 20, 20, 20, 9,
9,9, 40, 40, 40, 52, 52, 52])—evaluated across all spectral bands using six metrics: PSNR,
ERGAS, SAM, Q-Index, SSIM, and RMSE. Each subplot shows the average metric values
across 30 test samples. Higher values of PSNR, Q-Index, and SSIM, and lower values of
ERGAS, SAM, and RMSE indicate better reconstruction performance.

5.2. Different Cascade Training Strategies

26




hyperspectral bands in the second stage. presents the cascade train-
ing pyramids for different bands, while illustrates the performance
metrics of six distinct cascade training strategies. As discussed in
and Area II (distant wavelength area) exhibited diminished per-
formance due to its limited correlation with multispectral band generation.
Therefore, designing an effective cascade training strategy is crucial.

—— physical correlation uniform mutual_info_importance ~ —— spectral_physics_importance =~ —— variance_importance

PSNR (dB) Across Bands ERGAS Across Bands SAM (degrees) Across Bands

PSNR (dB)

0 50 100 150 200
Band

0 50 100 150 200
Band

Q-Index Across Bands RMSE Across Bands

Figure 9. Quantitative comparison of six cascade training strategies—physical, correla-
tion importance, uniform, mutual info importance, spectral physics importance, and
variance _importance—evaluated across all spectral bands using six metrics: PSNR, ER-
GAS, SAM, Q-Index, SSIM, and RMSE. Each subplot shows the average metric values
across 30 test samples. Higher values of PSNR, Q-Index, and SSIM, and lower values of
ERGAS, SAM, and RMSE indicate better reconstruction performance.

We evaluated six different cascade training strategies: Uniform strat-
egy: No prior knowledge implementation. Progressive construction from
Area I (multispectral generating bands) to Area II (hyperspectral gener-
ated bands). Physics strategy: Incorporates physics-based prior knowl-
edge. Constructs cascade pyramid based on physical spectral ranges and
remote sensing bands (RGB, NIR, SWIR1, SWIR2). Variance-based im-
portance: Data-driven approach quantified by: Var(b) = + Ziﬁl(wi,b — pp)?
where x;; represents the pixel value of band b in the i-th sample, and

1y is the mean value of band b. Bands with higher variance are priori-
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tized for reconstruction. Correlation-based importance: Data-driven
approach using Pearson correlation coefficient: 7, = % where X,
represents target band pixels, X, represents input band plxels Cov is co-
variance, and o is standard deviation. For each target band b, we calculate:
Corrlmp(b) = maxsegs |rps] Bands are then prioritized by correlation mag-
nitude. Mutual information importance: Data-driven approach using
mutual information: I(b,s) = >, p(xb,xs)log% For each target
band b, we calculate: MIImp(b) = maxseg (b, s) Bands with higher mu-
tual information are prioritized. Spectral-physics importance: Combined
data-physics approach that integrates physical band segmentation (visible
light, near-infrared, short-wave infrared) with inter-band distances, prioritiz-
ing bands with stronger physical significance.

Intuitively, one might expect that focusing on Area II bands by posi-
tioning them in the earlier levels of the cascade pyramid (levels 0 or 1), as
in the variance-based strategy, or distributing them uniformly across levels,
would yield superior results. However, our experimental results indicate that
the physics-based and correlation-based strategies consistently outperformed
other approaches across all bands. This suggests that our designed strategies
successfully capture the intrinsic spectral information and inter-band corre-
lations—not only between multispectral and hyperspectral bands but also
among hyperspectral bands at various cascade training levels.

6. Applications to Downstream Tasks

The SpecSwin3D model demonstrates significant versatility in downstream
applications, addressing limitations in both spatial and spectral resolution
domains. In terms of spatial resolution enhancement, the model facilitates
the generation of high-resolution hyperspectral bands by leveraging the in-
herently superior spatial resolution of multispectral generating bands. This
capability substantially improves hyperspectral-based applications through
enhanced spatial detail. Concurrently, in the spectral resolution domain, the
model augments multispectral-based applications by generating intermediate
hyperspectral bands, thereby increasing spectral resolution and subsequently
enhancing application performance through more comprehensive spectral in-
formation capture.

We use the Sentinel-2 dataset for downstream tasks, which includes 10 m
resolution bands: Band 2 (Blue, 490 nm center, 65 nm bandwidth), Band 3
(Green, 560 nm, 35 nm), Band 4 (Red, 665 nm, 30 nm), and Band 8 (NIR,

28



842 nm, 115 nm); and 20 m resolution bands: Band 5 (Red Edge 1, 705 nm,
15 nm), Band 6 (Red Edge 2, 740 nm, 15 nm), Band 7 (Red Edge 3, 783 nm,
20 nm), Band 8A (Narrow NIR, 865 nm, 20 nm), Band 11 (SWIR 1, 1610
nm, 90 nm), and Band 12 (SWIR 2, 2190 nm, 180 nm).

The SpecSwin3D models were trained using Sentinel-2 10 m bands (2,
3, 4, 8, with band 8 duplicated) as a 3D input sequence.

6.1. Hyperspectral-based Application: Landuse Segmentation

We used the public DynamicWorld dataset [64] as our ground truth, which
provides landuse labels with 9 classes. We reclassified these into 4 categories:
water, vegetation, farmland, and built environment (buildings, bare land,
and roads). For classification, we employed the CatBoost algorithm [65]. We
first performed land use classification using a combined Sentinel-2 feature set
that includes the 20 m bands (B5, B6, B7, B11, B12) together with the 10 m
bands (B2, B3, B4, B8). To ensure a common spatial grid, the 10 m bands
were downsampled to 20 m. To enhance spatial detail, we then applied
SpecSwin3D, which takes the native 10 m bands (B2, B3, B4, B8; with
B8 duplicated) as input and generates 10 m hyperspectral bands matching
the central wavelengths and bandwidths of the original 20 m bands (B5-B7,
B11-B12).

The results , shown in , demonstrate that the generated
hyperspectral bands achieved comparable classification performance to the
20 m Sentinel-2 baseline (72.1% vs. 74.3%), while simultaneously providing a
substantial improvement in spatial resolution from 20m to 10m. This finer
granularity is especially valuable for delineating boundaries between farmland
and built-up areas, which are often poorly resolved at coarser resolutions.

Although the overall accuracy of land use classification with SpecSwin3D-
generated bands (72.1%) is slightly lower than that obtained using Sentinel-2
20m bands (74.3%), the difference remains small and within a satisfactory
range. More importantly, SpecSwin3D provides hyperspectral representa-
tions at 10m resolution, which deliver much finer spatial detail compared
with the 20m baseline. This improvement in spatial granularity is particu-
larly valuable for distinguishing boundaries between farmland and built-up
areas, and it enables subsequent downstream tasks to benefit from the en-
hanced detail despite a marginal drop in overall accuracy.
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Figure 10. Land-use segmentation results. Bottom: using Sentinel-2 imagery (20 m bands).
Top: using SpecSwin3D (10m bands). Both panels depict the same area in Madison,
Wisconsin; colors denote Water (blue), Vegetation (green), Farmland (yellow), and Built
environment (red). The generated hyperspectral bands maintain comparable classification
performance while substantially enhancing spatial resolution, yielding clearer boundary

delineation.
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Figure 11. Burnt-area detection results. Left: SpecSwin3D (dNBR). Right: Sentinel-2
(ANDVI). Yellow outlines indicate the ground-truth burnt perimeter; magenta shading
shows the predicted burnt area. Both panels depict the same location. Spectral enrich-
ment via SpecSwin3D-generated SWIR2 enables NBR computation, dramatically improv-
ing burnt area detection accuracy and recall over NDVI-only approaches.
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6.2. Multispectral-based Application: Burnt Area Detection

We detect burnt arecas using the BiAU-Net dataset [66], a bi-temporal
burnt area dataset based on Sentinel-2 imagery with 10 m bands (Bands 2,
3, 4, and 8) captured before and after wildfire events. For detection, we ap-
ply a threshold-based method using the difference in NDVI between pre- and
post-fire images (NDVI,,e — NDVI, o > threshold). To further enhance de-
tection, we employ the SpecSwin3D model to generate hyperspectral bands
in the SWIR2 region, enabling accurate computation of the NBR difference
(NBRpre — NBRpost > threshold) [67, [68]. The results (Figure 11)) are shown
in[Table 5], demonstrating that the inclusion of generated hyperspectral bands
significantly improves the effectiveness of the threshold-based approach.

Although NDVI-based methods using only Sentinel-2 bands suffer from
limited sensitivity to burnt areas (83.1% accuracy with recall of 55.7%),
the addition of SpecSwin3D-generated SWIR2 bands enable computation
of NBR, boosting performance to 94.1% accuracy with recall of 92.7%. This
substantial gain highlights the importance of spectral enrichment: by pro-
viding access to wavelengths not available in the original Sentinel-2 inputs,
SpecSwin3D allows even simple threshold-based approaches to achieve state-
of-the-art burnt area detection.

Table 5. Performance comparison in applications

Dataset RSSF:IE;LH Accuracy | Precision | Recall | F1 Score
Hyperspectral-based: Landuse Segmentation (Average of classes)
Sentinel-2 20 m 74.3% 7TT9% | 18.7% | 78.2%
SpecSwin3D 10 m 72.1% 72.3% | 721% | 72.1%
Multispectral-based: Burnt Area Detection
Sentinel-2 10 m 83.1% 90.1% 55.7% | 68.8%
SpecSwin3D 10 m 94.1% 90.0% | 92.7% | 91.3%

7. Conclusion and Future Work

Our proposed model, SpecSwin3D, effectively captures the underlying
physical and spectral characteristics of reflectance across hyperspectral bands
and reveals the latent relationships between multispectral and hyperspectral
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data. By integrating a U-Net architecture equipped with the 3D transformer-
based encoder, SpecSwin3D jointly learns spatial and spectral representa-
tions, leading to performance gains over existing state-of-the-art methods.

7.1. Band Sequence Optimization and Input Depth Considerations

As discussed in [subsubsection 3.3.4] our model architecture requires input
depths that are multiples of 16 (or 32 when bypassing the self-concatenation
step). To ensure comprehensive spectral information capture, all unique
band pairs must co-occur within at least one adjacent slice pair. The mini-
mum band sequence length to satisfy this condition is 11, leaving 5 available
depth positions. In our implementation, we utilized the bands themselves as
padding for these remaining positions.

We conducted experiments comparing this approach against utilizing es-
tablished remote sensing indices—Normalized Difference Vegetation Index
(NDVI), Normalized Difference Water Index (NDWI), Normalized Differ-
ence Built-up Index (NDBI), Normalized Difference Snow Index (NDSI), and
Transformed Vegetation Index (TVI)—as padding elements. Results demon-
strated that the Swin Transformer mechanism, which employs complex depth
processing beyond simple concatenation and 3D window shifting, exhibited
significantly reduced performance when utilizing indices compared to band
self-padding.

Future research directions include investigating longer and more sophis-
ticated band sequence designs that incorporate both the five generating mul-
tispectral bands and various remote sensing indices. Additionally, while the
current 3D shifted window size of 7x7x7 enables the model to consider seven
depth slices simultaneously, our current analysis focuses solely on single-
depth distances between band pairs. Subsequent studies will extend this to
incorporate multi-depth distance relationships, potentially enhancing spec-
tral information integration.

7.2. Cascade Strateqy Design

In this study, we implemented different cascade strategies through deter-
ministic, hard-coded methodologies. This approach demonstrated significant
computational efficiency, with approximately 80% of bands requiring only
40% of the training epochs through our fine-tuning protocol. These strate-
gies were primarily derived from spectral and physical priori experience or
data-driven statistical analyses of pixel values across spectral bands. How-
ever, our empirical evaluations revealed that such predetermined strategies
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do not consistently yield optimal performance across diverse environmental
contexts. Comparative analyses between urban and agricultural landscapes
demonstrated that models exhibiting superior performance in one domain
occasionally produced suboptimal results for specific spectral bands in al-
ternative domains. This observation suggests the necessity for developing
adaptive learning frameworks capable of autonomously determining optimal
cascade strategies based on the inherent spectral characteristics of different
land cover types. Future research will focus on developing a self-optimizing
pipeline that enables the model to learn and adapt cascade strategies accord-
ing to specific spectral and spatial contexts.

7.8. Depth vs Channel

Our approach employs depth dimensionality to represent distinct wave-
length bands in remote sensing spectrum, utilizing 3D shifting windows to
effectively capture both inter-band and intra-band relationships. While spec-
tral information can be encoded in either depth or channel dimensions, these
approaches create a critical trade-off. In the depth-oriented setting, po-
sitional embedding information is preserved through the 3D Swin Trans-
former architecture, which helps SpecSwin3D perform better. Meanwhile,
the channel-oriented setting—though computationally more efficient (faster
training and smaller model)—sacrifices performance because it operates as a
2D input.

This presents a critical trade-off between computational efficiency and
model performance. To address this challenge, our SpecSwin3D framework
incorporates a dimensional parameter mechanism (3D or 2D) that allows
users to make case-by-case decisions

Code and data availability

All code and datasets used in this study are available at https://github.
com/scdmlab/SpecSwin3D.

References

[1] C. M. Gevaert, J. Suomalainen, J. Tang, L. Kooistra, Generation of
spectral-temporal response surfaces by combining multispectral satellite
and hyperspectral uav imagery for precision agriculture applications,
IEEE Journal of Selected Topics in Applied Earth Observations and
Remote Sensing 8 (6) (2015) 3140-3146.

33


https://github.com/scdmlab/SpecSwin3D
https://github.com/scdmlab/SpecSwin3D

2]

3]

4]

5]

6]

17l

18]

19]

[10]

[11]

C. Kwan, Methods and challenges using multispectral and hyperspectral
images for practical change detection applications, Information 10 (11)
(2019) 353.

A. Vali, S. Comai, M. Matteucci, Deep learning for land use and land
cover classification based on hyperspectral and multispectral earth ob-
servation data: A review, Remote Sensing 12 (15) (2020) 2495.

J. M. Amigo, Hyperspectral and multispectral imaging: setting the
scene, in: Data handling in science and technology, Vol. 32, Elsevier,
2019, pp. 3-16.

N. Yokoya, C. Grohnfeldt, J. Chanussot, Hyperspectral and multispec-
tral data fusion: A comparative review of the recent literature, IEEE
Geoscience and Remote Sensing Magazine 5 (2) (2017) 29-56.

L. Feng, S. Chen, C. Zhang, Y. Zhang, Y. He, A comprehensive review
on recent applications of unmanned aerial vehicle remote sensing with
various sensors for high-throughput plant phenotyping, Computers and
electronics in agriculture 182 (2021) 106033.

G. Yang, J. Liu, C. Zhao, Z. Li, Y. Huang, H. Yu, B. Xu, X. Yang,
D. Zhu, X. Zhang, et al., Unmanned aerial vehicle remote sensing for
field-based crop phenotyping: current status and perspectives, Frontiers
in plant science 8 (2017) 1111.

H. Liang, Advances in multispectral and hyperspectral imaging for ar-
chaeology and art conservation, Applied Physics A 106 (2012) 309-323.

A. A. Gowen, C. P. O’Donnell, P. J. Cullen, G. Downey, J. M. Frias, Hy-
perspectral imaging—an emerging process analytical tool for food quality
and safety control, Trends in food science & technology 18 (12) (2007)
590-598.

Y.-Z. Feng, D.-W. Sun, Application of hyperspectral imaging in food
safety inspection and control: a review, Critical reviews in food science
and nutrition 52 (11) (2012) 1039-1058.

X. Briottet, Y. Boucher, A. Dimmeler, A. Malaplate, A. Cini, M. Di-
ani, H. Bekman, P. Schwering, T. Skauli, [. Kasen, et al., Military ap-
plications of hyperspectral imagery, in: Targets and backgrounds XII:
Characterization and representation, Vol. 6239, SPIE, 2006, pp. 82-89.

34



[12]

[13]

[14]

[15]

[16]

[17]

18]

[19]

[20]

R. N. Clark, G. A. Swayze, Mapping minerals, amorphous materials,
environmental materials, vegetation, water, ice and snow, and other
materials: the usgs tricorder algorithm, in: JPL, Summaries of the
Fifth Annual JPL Airborne Earth Science Workshop. Volume 1: AVIRIS
Workshop, 1995.

W. Carper, T. Lillesand, R. Kiefer, et al., The use of intensity-hue-
saturation transformations for merging spot panchromatic and multi-
spectral image data, Photogrammetric Engineering and remote sensing

56 (4) (1990) 459-467.

P. Kwarteng, A. Chavez, Extracting spectral contrast in landsat the-
matic mapper image data using selective principal component analysis,
Photogramm. Eng. Remote Sens 55 (1) (1989) 339-348.

C. A. Laben, B. V. Brower, Process for enhancing the spatial resolu-
tion of multispectral imagery using pan-sharpening, uS Patent 6,011,875
(Jan. 4 2000).

Z. Chen, H. Pu, B. Wang, G.-M. Jiang, Fusion of hyperspectral and
multispectral images: A novel framework based on generalization of

pan-sharpening methods, IEEE Geoscience and Remote Sensing Letters
11 (8) (2014) 1418-1422.

M. Selva, B. Aiazzi, F. Butera, L. Chiarantini, S. Baronti, Hyper-
sharpening: A first approach on sim-ga data, IEEE Journal of selected

topics in applied earth observations and remote sensing 8 (6) (2015)
3008-3024.

W. Dong, F. Fu, G. Shi, X. Cao, J. Wu, G. Li, X. Li, Hyperspectral im-
age super-resolution via non-negative structured sparse representation,
IEEE Transactions on Image Processing 25 (5) (2016) 2337-2352.

J. Liu, Z. Wu, L. Xiao, J. Sun, H. Yan, A truncated matrix decompo-
sition for hyperspectral image super-resolution, IEEE Transactions on
Image Processing 29 (2020) 8028-8042.

B. Huang, H. Song, H. Cui, J. Peng, Z. Xu, Spatial and spectral image
fusion using sparse matrix factorization, IEEE Transactions on Geo-
science and Remote Sensing 52 (3) (2013) 1693-1704.

35



[21]

22]

23]

[24]

[25]

[26]

[27]

28]

[29]

130]

Q. Wei, J. Bioucas-Dias, N. Dobigeon, J.-Y. Tourneret, Hyperspectral
and multispectral image fusion based on a sparse representation, IEEE
Transactions on Geoscience and Remote Sensing 53 (7) (2015) 3658
3668.

C. Lanaras, E. Baltsavias, K. Schindler, Hyperspectral super-resolution
by coupled spectral unmixing, in: Proceedings of the IEEE international
conference on computer vision, 2015, pp. 3586-3594.

N. Yokoya, T. Yairi, A. Iwasaki, Coupled nonnegative matrix factor-
ization unmixing for hyperspectral and multispectral data fusion, IEEE
Transactions on Geoscience and Remote Sensing 50 (2) (2011) 528-537.

C. Dong, C. C. Loy, K. He, X. Tang, Learning a deep convolutional
network for image super-resolution, in: Computer Vision-ECCV 2014:
13th European Conference, Zurich, Switzerland, September 6-12, 2014,
Proceedings, Part IV 13, Springer, 2014, pp. 184-199.

J. Yang, X. Fu, Y. Hu, Y. Huang, X. Ding, J. Paisley, Pannet: A deep
network architecture for pan-sharpening, in: Proceedings of the IEEE
international conference on computer vision, 2017, pp. 5449-5457.

R. Dian, S. Li, X. Kang, Regularizing hyperspectral and multispectral
image fusion by cnn denoiser, IEEE transactions on neural networks and
learning systems 32 (3) (2020) 1124-1135.

J. Yang, Y.-Q. Zhao, J. C.-W. Chan, Hyperspectral and multispectral
image fusion via deep two-branches convolutional neural network, Re-
mote Sensing 10 (5) (2018) 800.

F. DadrasJavan, F. Samadzadegan, F. Fathollahi, Spectral and spatial
quality assessment of ihs and wavelet based pan-sharpening techniques
for high resolution satellite imagery, Image Video Process 6 (1) (2018).

R. Dian, S. Li, B. Sun, A. Guo, Recent advances and new guidelines
on hyperspectral and multispectral image fusion, Information Fusion 69
(2021) 40-51.

Q. Xie, M. Zhou, Q. Zhao, Z. Xu, D. Meng, Mhf-net: An interpretable
deep network for multispectral and hyperspectral image fusion, IEEE

36



Transactions on Pattern Analysis and Machine Intelligence 44 (3) (2020)
1457-1473.

[31] W. Wang, W. Zeng, Y. Huang, X. Ding, J. Paisley, Deep blind hyper-
spectral image fusion, in: Proceedings of the IEEE/CVF International
Conference on Computer Vision, 2019, pp. 4150-4159.

[32] W. Dong, C. Zhou, F. Wu, J. Wu, G. Shi, X. Li, Model-guided deep
hyperspectral image super-resolution, IEEE Transactions on Image Pro-
cessing 30 (2021) 5754-5768.

[33] J.-F. Hu, T.-Z. Huang, L.-J. Deng, H.-X. Dou, D. Hong, G. Vivone,
Fusformer: A transformer-based fusion network for hyperspectral im-

age super-resolution, IEEE Geoscience and Remote Sensing Letters 19
(2022) 1-5.

[34] S. Jia, Z. Min, X. Fu, Multiscale spatial-spectral transformer network
for hyperspectral and multispectral image fusion, Information Fusion 96
(2023) 117-129.

[35] S. Ortega, H. Fabelo, D. K. Takovidis, A. Koulaouzidis, G. M. Callico,
Use of hyperspectral /multispectral imaging in gastroenterology. shed-
ding some—different-light into the dark, Journal of clinical medicine 8 (1)
(2019) 36.

[36] A. Kamilaris, F. X. Prenafeta-Boldt, Deep learning in agriculture: A
survey, Computers and electronics in agriculture 147 (2018) 70-90.

[37] P. Coppin, I. Jonckheere, K. Nackaerts, B. Muys, E. Lambin, Review
articledigital change detection methods in ecosystem monitoring: a re-
view, International journal of remote sensing 25 (9) (2004) 1565-1596.

[38] T. Zhan, Y. Sun, Y. Tang, Y. Xu, Z. Wu, Tensor regression and image
fusion-based change detection using hyperspectral and multispectral im-
ages, IEEE Journal of Selected Topics in Applied Earth Observations
and Remote Sensing 14 (2021) 9794-9802.

[39] R. Dian, S. Li, L. Fang, Learning a low tensor-train rank representation
for hyperspectral image super-resolution, IEEE transactions on neural
networks and learning systems 30 (9) (2019) 2672-2683.

37



[40]

[41]

42]

[43]

[44]

[45]

|46]

[47]

48]

R. Dian, S. Li, Hyperspectral image super-resolution via subspace-based
low tensor multi-rank regularization, IEEE Transactions on Image Pro-
cessing 28 (10) (2019) 5135-5146.

Y. Xu, Z. Wu, J. Chanussot, Z. Wei, Nonlocal patch tensor sparse repre-
sentation for hyperspectral image super-resolution, IEEE Transactions
on Image Processing 28 (6) (2019) 3034-3047.

G. Vivone, L. Alparone, J. Chanussot, M. Dalla Mura, A. Garzelli, G. A.
Licciardi, R. Restaino, L. Wald, A critical comparison among pansharp-
ening algorithms, IEEE Transactions on Geoscience and Remote Sensing
53 (5) (2014) 2565-2586.

C. Thomas, T. Ranchin, L. Wald, J. Chanussot, Synthesis of multispec-
tral images to high spatial resolution: A critical review of fusion methods
based on remote sensing physics, IEEE Transactions on Geoscience and

Remote Sensing 46 (5) (2008) 1301-1312.

M. Simoes, J. Bioucas-Dias, L. B. Almeida, J. Chanussot, A convex
formulation for hyperspectral image superresolution via subspace-based

regularization, IEEE Transactions on Geoscience and Remote Sensing
53 (6) (2014) 3373-3388.

R. Kawakami, Y. Matsushita, J. Wright, M. Ben-Ezra, Y.-W. Tai,
K. Ikeuchi, High-resolution hyperspectral imaging via matrix factoriza-
tion, in: CVPR 2011, IEEE, 2011, pp. 2329-2336.

N. Akhtar, F. Shafait, A. Mian, Sparse spatio-spectral representation
for hyperspectral image super-resolution, in: Computer Vision-ECCV
2014: 13th European Conference, Zurich, Switzerland, September 6-12,
2014, Proceedings, Part VII 13, Springer, 2014, pp. 63-78.

X. Zhang, W. Huang, Q. Wang, X. Li, Ssr-net: Spatial-spectral re-
construction network for hyperspectral and multispectral image fusion,
IEEE Transactions on Geoscience and Remote Sensing 59 (7) (2020)
5953-5965.

X. Han, J. Yu, J. Luo, W. Sun, Hyperspectral and multispectral im-
age fusion using cluster-based multi-branch bp neural networks, Remote
Sensing 11 (10) (2019) 1173.

38



[49]

[50]

[51]

[52]

[53]

[54]

[55]

[56]

[57]

[58]

X. Wang, X. Wang, K. Zhao, X. Zhao, C. Song, Fsl-unet: Full-scale
linked unet with spatial-spectral joint perceptual attention for hyper-
spectral and multispectral image fusion, IEEE Transactions on Geo-
science and Remote Sensing 60 (2022) 1-14.

A. Hatamizadeh, V. Nath, Y. Tang, D. Yang, H. R. Roth, D. Xu, Swin
unetr: Swin transformers for semantic segmentation of brain tumors in
mri images, in: International MICCAI brainlesion workshop, Springer,
2021, pp. 272-284.

Z. Liu, Y. Lin, Y. Cao, H. Hu, Y. Wei, Z. Zhang, S. Lin, B. Guo, Swin
transformer: Hierarchical vision transformer using shifted windows, in:
Proceedings of the IEEE/CVF international conference on computer
vision, 2021, pp. 10012-10022.

C. X. Ren, A. Ziemann, J. Theiler, A. M. Durieux, Deep snow: syn-
thesizing remote sensing imagery with generative adversarial nets, in:
Algorithms, Technologies, and Applications for Multispectral and Hy-
perspectral Imagery XXVI, Vol. 11392, SPIE, 2020, pp. 196-205.

Y. Qu, H. Qi, udas: An untied denoising autoencoder with sparsity
for spectral unmixing, IEEE Transactions on Geoscience and Remote
Sensing 57 (3) (2018) 1698-1712.

NASA Jet Propulsion Laboratory, Airborne visible/infrared imaging
spectrometer (aviris) data portal, accessed: 2025-05-15 (2025).
URL https://aviris.jpl.nasa.gov/

S. Blonski, G. Glasser, J. Russell, R. Ryan, G. Terrie, V. Zanoni, Syn-
thesis of multispectral bands from hyperspectral data: Validation based
on images acquired by aviris, hyperion, ali, and etm+, Tech. rep. (2003).

C.-I. Chang, An information-theoretic approach to spectral variability,
similarity, and discrimination for hyperspectral image analysis, IEEE
Transactions on information theory 46 (5) (2000) 1927-1932.

G. Box, Signal-to-noise ratios, performance criteria, and transforma-
tions, Technometrics 30 (1) (1988) 1-17.

L. Wald, Data fusion: definitions and architectures: fusion of images of
different spatial resolutions, Presses des MINES, 2002.

39


https://aviris.jpl.nasa.gov/
https://aviris.jpl.nasa.gov/
https://aviris.jpl.nasa.gov/

[59]

[60]

[61]

62]

[63]

[64]

[65]

[66]

167]

L. Wald, Quality of high resolution synthesised images: Is there a
simple criterion?, in: Third conference" Fusion of Earth data: merg-
ing point measurements, raster maps and remotely sensed images",

SEE/URISCA, 2000, pp. 99-103.

G. Girouard, A. Bannari, A. El Harti, A. Desrochers, Validated spectral
angle mapper algorithm for geological mapping: comparative study be-
tween quickbird and landsat-tm, in: XXth ISPRS congress, geo-imagery
bridging continents, Istanbul, Turkey, Vol. 12, 2004, p. 23.

J. W. Boardman, Automating spectral unmixing of aviris data using
convex geometry concepts, in: JPL, Summaries of the 4th Annual JPL
Airborne Geoscience Workshop. Volume 1: AVIRIS Workshop, 1993.

Z. Wang, A. C. Bovik, A universal image quality index, IEEE signal
processing letters 9 (3) (2002) 81-84.

Z. Wang, A. C. Bovik, H. R. Sheikh, E. P. Simoncelli, Image quality
assessment: from error visibility to structural similarity, IEEE transac-
tions on image processing 13 (4) (2004) 600-612.

C. F. Brown, S. P. Brumby, B. Guzder-Williams, T. Birch, S. B.
Hyde, J. Mazzariello, W. Czerwinski, V. J. Pasquarella, R. Haertel,
S. Ilyushchenko, et al., Dynamic world, near real-time global 10 m land
use land cover mapping, Scientific data 9 (1) (2022) 251.

L. Prokhorenkova, G. Gusev, A. Vorobev, A. V. Dorogush, A. Gulin,
Catboost: unbiased boosting with categorical features, Advances in neu-
ral information processing systems 31 (2018).

T. Sui, Q. Huang, M. Wu, M. Wu, Z. Zhang, Biau-net: Wildfire burnt
area mapping using bi-temporal sentinel-2 imagery and u-net with at-
tention mechanism, International Journal of Applied Earth Observation
and Geoinformation 132 (2024) 104034.

S. Escuin, R. Navarro, P. Fernandez, Fire severity assessment by using
nbr (normalized burn ratio) and ndvi (normalized difference vegetation
index) derived from landsat tm/etm images, International Journal of
Remote Sensing 29 (4) (2008) 1053-1073.

40



[68] M. Wu, Q. Huang, T. Sui, B. Peng, M. Yu, A remote sensing spectral
index guided bitemporal residual attention network for wildfire burn
severity mapping, IEEE Journal of Selected Topics in Applied Earth
Observations and Remote Sensing (2024).

41



	Introduction
	Background and Related Work
	Statistical Methods
	Deep Learning Methods

	Methods
	Study Areas
	Data Preprocessing
	Model Architecture
	Model Overview
	Swin3D Encoder Details
	Decoder and Output Strategy
	Band Sequence Design for 3D Shifted Window

	Cascade Training Strategy and Fine-tuning Approach
	Overview
	Stage 1: Cascade Training
	Stage 2: Fine-tuning Approach
	Summary

	Evaluation Metrics

	Results
	Discussion
	Band Sequence Design
	Different Cascade Training Strategies

	Applications to Downstream Tasks
	Hyperspectral-based Application: Landuse Segmentation
	Multispectral-based Application: Burnt Area Detection

	Conclusion and Future Work
	Band Sequence Optimization and Input Depth Considerations
	Cascade Strategy Design
	Depth vs Channel


