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Abstract. Accurate long-range monsoon rainfall prediction is critical
for India’s rain-fed agricultural economy and climate resilience plan-
ning, yet remains hindered by sparse ground data and complex regional
variability. This work proposes a multimodal deep learning framework
for gridded precipitation classification using satellite-derived geospatial
inputs. Unlike previous rainfall prediction methods relying on coarse-
resolution datasets of 5–50 km grid, we curate a high-resolution dataset
of projected 1 km grid resolution for five Indian states, integrating seven
heterogeneous Earth observation modalities, including land surface tem-
perature, vegetation, soil moisture, humidity, wind speed, elevation, and
land use, spanning the June–September 2024 period. We adopt a attention-
guided U-Net architecture that captures spatial patterns and temporal
dependencies across multi-modalities, and propose a combination of focal
and dice loss to address class imbalance and spatial coherence in rainfall
categories defined by the India Meteorological Department. Extensive
experiments show that the multi-model framework significantly outper-
forms unimodal baselines and existing deep approaches, especially in
underrepresented extreme rainfall zones. The framework demonstrates
potential for scalable, region-adaptive monsoon forecasting and Earth
observation driven climate risk assessment.

Keywords: Multimodal Earth Observation · Precipitation Forecasting · Spatio-
Temporal Modeling · Remote Sensing Data Fusion · Attention U-Net

1 Introduction

India’s climate system exhibits pronounced spatial variability, with regions ex-
periencing diverse precipitation patterns and climate-related risks, ranging from
droughts in the central plains to floods in the northeast and erratic rainfall along
the coasts [3,19,6]. These extremes disrupt agriculture, water management, and
disaster preparedness. Precipitation is driven by a complex interplay of climatic
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and environmental factors, including temperature, humidity, wind, solar radia-
tion, and aerosols [8]. Despite the availability of these rich Earth observation data
from satellites (e.g., MODIS, Sentinel, INSAT) and in-situ rain gauge networks,
India continues to lack scalable, high-resolution approaches for region-specific
precipitation prediction [5,20].

Short-term forecasts (nowcasting) with lead times of minutes to hours are
effective for real-time warnings in flood control and aviation [21,10]. However, in a
predominantly rain-fed agro-economy like India, long-range forecasting with lead
times of 30 to 90 days is crucial for seasonal risk management and agricultural
planning [17]. These forecasts often rely on Long Period Average (LPA) based
assessments, which quantify rainfall deviations from climatological norms [14].
Rainfall is typically categorized into classes such as Scarcity, Deficit, Normal,
and Excess, which inform official monsoon outlooks and guide decisions related
to crop planning and water management.

Current forecasts by the Indian Meteorological Department (IMD) primar-
ily rely on numerical weather prediction models incorporating large-scale phe-
nomena such as El Niño [27], the Indian Ocean Dipole [12], and the Monsoon
Mission Coupled Forecasting System [9]. While effective at national and zonal
scales, these models often struggle to capture fine-scale spatial heterogeneity and
are increasingly challenged by evolving climate regimes. Recently, remote sens-
ing driven machine learning and deep learning approaches have shown promise
for rainfall classification, leveraging methods such as recurrent neural networks,
graph neural networks, transformers, and ensemble techniques [26,21]. However,
their deployment in the Indian context, particularly for high-resolution precip-
itation classification, remains limited. A central challenge lies in fusing hetero-
geneous multi-source spatio-temporal data such as LST, NDVI, soil moisture,
wind speed, and relative humidity which differ in units, resolutions, and dynam-
ics [26]. For instance, LST may drop sharply from June to August due to cloud
cover, while elevation remains static yet spatially diverse. Additionally, imbal-
anced precipitation classes, especially in hilly or coastal areas, further complicate
modeling. Addressing these issues necessitates models that can capture nonlinear
intra- and inter-modality dependencies while maintaining robustness to spatial
and class distribution disparities.

This paper proposes a deep learning framework for gridded classification of
precipitation categories using IMD’s LPA-based thresholds. In this work, ‘high-
resolution’ refers to gridded satellite and reanalysis data harmonized to a spatial
resolution of 1 km × 1 km, which is significantly finer compared to typical cli-
mate datasets (5 km – 50 km) used in previous rainfall forecasting studies. This
higher spatial granularity allows more localized and region-specific precipitation
prediction. A high-resolution dataset is curated for five ecologically diverse In-
dian states for the 2024 monsoon season, incorporating a comprehensive set of
seven heterogeneous predictor modalities: NDVI, LST, soil moisture, wind speed,
humidity, elevation, and land-use/land-cover. The proposed model addresses the
outlined challenges by leveraging multi-dimensional convolutions for spatial lo-
cality, attention mechanisms for modality fusion and spatio-temporal relevance,
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and spatially weighted loss functions to handle class imbalance while maintain-
ing coherence in predicted maps. The effectiveness of the proposed model is
evaluated against both unimodal and existing machine/deep learning baselines.

2 Related Works

Rainfall prediction has been extensively studied using machine learning, deep
learning, and hybrid methods. Classical machine learning models, including ran-
dom forests, support vector regression, and artificial neural networks, have been
applied to regions like the Himalayas, northeastern and central India [3,16,19],
and semi-arid zones [11], shows improved performance over traditional statisti-
cal techniques. More recent works leverage deep learning architectures such as
recurrent and convolution networks [21,1] to better model sequential and spatial
dependencies in rainfall events [23,26,21].

Precipitation nowcasting has also advanced through the use of radar data
combined with coarse-resolution climate variables from reanalysis products like
ERA5. Methods incorporating ERA5 variables (e.g., precipitable water vapor,
wind divergence, and atmospheric pressure) with neural networks [25] or trans-
former based models [2] demonstrate the relevance of atmospheric features in
rainfall forecasting. However, such inputs typically have coarse spatial resolu-
tions (0.25°–0.5°, i.e., 25–50 km grids), limiting localized forecasting potential.
To address these limitations, multimodal frameworks integrating diverse satel-
lite derived modalities have been explored in limited contexts. While radar based
models exist [28,24], attention-guided multimodal neural networks operating on
harmonized high-resolution spatio-temporal grids remain underexplored. Our
work addresses this gap by developing a multimodal attention U-Net that fuses
multiple geospatial inputs for localized precipitation classification.

3 Methodology

Given a set of gridded spatio-temporal observations from M satellite-derived
modalities (e.g., vegetation indices, soil moisture, LST) collected over a region
at T time steps on an H × W grid, the objective is to predict the categorical
precipitation map (e.g., ‘Deficit’, ‘Normal’, and ‘Excess’)for a future time point
∆. The input is defined as

X = {X1, X2, . . . , XM}, Xm ∈ RH×W×T , (1)

where each Xm is a spatio-temporal tensor corresponding to the m-th modality,
and X provides a rich multimodal representation of atmospheric dynamics. The
target output is the precipitation category map at time T +∆, given by Y T+∆ ∈
{1, 2, . . . ,K}H×W , where K is the number of discrete precipitation classes, and
Y T+∆(i, j) denotes the predicted class at grid cell (i, j).

The proposed approach extends the Attention U-Net architecture [15], orig-
inally developed for medical image segmentation, to the domain of multimodal
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Fig. 1: Proposed Multimodal Attention U-Net for Grid-wise Precipitation Classifica-
tion. Multiple geospatial inputs (e.g., LST, NDVI, Wind Speed) over June–August are
encoded via an attention U-Net to produce spatially discriminative features that can
forecast categorical precipitation for September.

spatio-temporal rainfall classification. Building on the spatial attention mech-
anism at its core, we introduce key modifications to address the challenges of
modeling precipitation over climatically diverse regions. Specifically, our contri-
butions include: (i) a fusion strategy that integrates temporally stacked, multi-
modal geospatial inputs for effective representation learning; (ii) a customized
composite loss function to address regional class imbalance and enhance spatial
coherence; and (iii) application of the model to a curated, high-resolution dataset
covering five Indian states.

3.1 Multimodal Spatio-Temporal Data Fusion

A robust precipitation forecasting framework must capture spatial, temporal,
and cross-modal dependencies from heterogeneous geospatial inputs. To this end,
we propose a multimodal attention-based neural network that jointly encodes
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Table 1: LPA and Precipitation Categorization for Indian States

Region Latitude
Longitude

LPA
(mm)

Scarcity
mm (N%)

Deficit
mm (N%)

Normal
mm (N%)

Excess
mm (N%)

Large Exc.
mm (N%)

Assam 24◦13′N˘28◦00′N
89◦46’ E–96◦04′E 328.6 [0–131)

1.88%
[131–263)
57.03%

[263–394)
40.44%

[395–526)
0.65%

≥527
0.00%

Bihar 24◦20′N˘27◦31′N
83◦19′E˘88◦17′E

216.5 [0–87)
1.32%

[87–173)
30.31%

[173–260)
51.58%

[260–346)
14.08%

≥346
2.71%

Himachal
Pradesh

30◦22′N˘33◦12′N
75◦47′E˘79◦04′E

120.5 [0–48)
13.13%

[48–96)
21.06%

[96–145)
16.61%

[145–193)
11.34%

≥192.8
37.85%

Karnataka 11◦30′N˘18◦30′N
74◦00′E˘78◦30′E

271.8 [0–109)
23.60%

[109–217)
39.40%

[217–326)
17.67%

[326–435)
4.87%

≥435
14.47%

Kerala 8◦18′N˘12◦48′N
74◦52′E˘77◦22′E

144.1 [0–58)
9.47%

[58–115)
51.65%

[115–173)
38.35%

[173–231)
0.53%

≥231
0.00%

spatio-temporal features via a shared encoder, with attention-guided skip con-
nections preserving precipitation-relevant signals.

Given the modality-specific input tensors X from Eq. ( 1), a unified composite
tensor X ∈ RH×W×C is formed by stacking temporal slices from all M modalities
along the channel dimension, where C = M × T . This is represented as:

X =
[
X

(1:T )
1

∣∣∣ X(1:T )
2

∣∣∣ · · · ∣∣∣ X(1:T )
M

]
, (2)

with each X
(1:T )
m ∈ RH×W×T and [·|·] denoting channel-wise concatenation.

The composite tensor X is partitioned into P non-overlapping spatial patches
{Xp}Pp=1, where each Xp ∈ RC×z×z captures a localized z×z region. The model
predicts the corresponding precipitation patch Yp for each Xp, and the union
∪P
p=1Yp reconstructs the full target map Y T+∆. This patch-wise multimodal rep-

resentation enables localized, temporally aligned, and cross-modally integrated
reasoning for precipitation forecasting.

Each multimodal input patch Xp ∈ RC×z×z is given as input to a temporally
aware multimodal Attention U-Net architecture [15], which extends the tradi-
tional U-Net [18] by integrating multi-source atmospheric inputs across time
and applying spatial attention gates to focus on precipitation-relevant features.
A schematic overview of the proposed model is illustrated in Figure 1. The
base architecture consists of a shared convolutional encoder and decoder with
attention-guided skip connections. Each input patch undergoes hierarchical fea-
ture extraction via successive convolution, batch normalization, rectilinear unit
activations, and max pooling layers, as shown in Figure 1. The attention gates
compute spatial relevance maps at each decoder level, selectively emphasizing
salient regions in the encoder feature maps. These architectural components are
inherited from the Attention U-Net model.

3.2 Loss Function and Training

To train the model, a composite loss is employed that balances grid-point-
wise classification accuracy with spatial consistency. The Focal Loss [13] focuses
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(a) Elevation (b) LST (c) LULC (d) NDVI

(e) Humidity (f) Soil Moisture (g) Wind Speed (h) Precipitation

Fig. 2: Multimodal inputs for June and precipitation target for September 2024
for Karnataka, India.

on hard-to-classify grid points by down-weighting confident predictions. For a
ground-truth class k at location (i, j), it is defined as:

LFL =
1

|Yp|
∑

(i,j)∈Yp

α
(
1− Ŷ

(k)
i,j

)γ (
− log Ŷ

(k)
i,j

)
, (3)

where α and γ control the weighting on misclassified points.
To promote region-level agreement, the Dice Loss [22] is used. For each class

k ∈ {1, . . . ,K}, it is defined as:

Dicek =
2
∑

i,j Ŷ
(k)
i,j Y

(k)
i,j + ϵ∑

i,j Ŷ
(k)
i,j +

∑
i,j Y

(k)
i,j + ϵ

, and LDice = 1− 1

K

K∑
k=1

Dicek, (4)

with Y
(k)
i,j as the one-hot label and ϵ = 1.0 for stability.

The overall loss is formulated as a weighted sum of both terms, with relative
weighting hyperparameters λFL and λDice.

L = λFLLFL + λDiceLDice, (5)

encouraging class-discriminative yet spatially coherent predictions essential for
reliable precipitation classification.

4 Results

This section presents the results of the proposed multimodal precipitation fore-
casting model. We begin with an overview of the data curation process, fol-
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(a) Elevation (b) LST (c) LULC (d) NDVI

(e) Humidity (f) Soil Moisture (g) Wind Speed (h) Precipitation

Fig. 3: Multimodal inputs for June and precipitation target for September 2024
for Bihar, India.

lowed by the experimental setup for the proposed and baseline methods. Next,
quantitative and qualitative evaluations are used to demonstrate the model’s
effectiveness in capturing spatially distributed precipitation patterns.

4.1 Multimodal Precipitation Data Curation

To evaluate the performance of the proposed model in the prediction of high-
resolution precipitation on the Indian subcontinent, a comprehensive spatially
aligned and temporally indexed multimodal data set was curated using satellite-
derived Earth observations via Google Earth Engine1. All input variables were
resampled and harmonized to a uniform grid resolution of 1 km × 1 km to
enable fine-scale regional forecasting. This data is of higher resolution compared
to the standard climate variables like soil moisture, wind speed, and precipitation
which are typically available only at coarse resolutions ranging from 5 km to 50
km in satellite based earth observation datasets such as ERA52, and CHIRPS3.
Our dataset spans five representative Indian states of Assam, Bihar, Himachal
Pradesh, Kerala, and Karnataka for the 2024 monsoon season. Predictor features
were extracted for T = 3 months (June–August), with the precipitation forecast
target set at a lead time of ∆ = 1 month (September).

The target variable Y represents the September 2024 categorical precipita-
tion intensity, derived from the CHIRPS dataset. Table 1 summarizes the region-
wise Long Period Average (LPA) values and quantized precipitation thresholds
for each class. These thresholds are derived following the IMD guidelines, cus-
tomized for each state’s climatology. For instance, Assam has an LPA of 328.6
mm for the monsoon period, with scarcity, deficit, normal, excess, and large
excess categories defined as specific rainfall ranges relative to the LPA. This

1 http://earthengine.google.com
2 https://www.ecmwf.int/en/forecasts/dataset/ecmwf-reanalysis-v5
3 https://www.chc.ucsb.edu/data/chirps

http://earthengine.google.com
https://www.ecmwf.int/en/forecasts/dataset/ecmwf-reanalysis-v5
https://www.chc.ucsb.edu/data/chirps
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Table 2: Ablation Study: Effect of Individual Modalities vs. Multimodal Fusion

State Model Overall
Accuracy

Weighted
F1 Score

Class-wise F1 Score

Scarcity Deficit Normal Excess Large Excess

Assam

Elevation 0.4668 0.4223 0.2509 0.6580 0.0596 0.0000 –
LST 0.5305 0.5033 0.4982 0.4351 0.6304 0.0000 –
LULC 0.5779 0.5910 0.3604 0.7079 0.4759 0.0000 –
NDVI 0.3314 0.3739 0.4693 0.3438 0.2509 – –
Humidity 0.6838 0.6863 0.8953 0.7553 0.2538 0.0000 –
Soil Moist. 0.4810 0.4406 0.3482 0.6038 0.1211 0.0000 –
Wind Speed 0.6830 0.6841 0.7276 0.7674 0.4063 0.0000 –
Proposed 0.9045 0.9038 0.9245 0.8932 0.8996 1.0000 –

Bihar

Elevation 0.4821 0.4870 – 0.0000 0.6261 0.4081 0.0414
LST 0.7772 0.7827 – 0.0000 0.8559 0.7081 0.5352
LULC 0.5933 0.5664 – – 0.7012 0.4810 0.3312
NDVI 0.6288 0.5892 – – 0.7410 0.5082 0.0856
Humidity 0.7919 0.7852 – – 0.8668 0.6094 0.8111
Soil Moist. 0.6829 0.6844 – – 0.7695 0.6258 0.3187
Wind Speed 0.8051 0.7948 – – 0.8847 0.7261 0.1438
Proposed 0.9322 0.9302 – 0.0000 0.9153 0.9335 0.9758

Himachal

Elevation 0.4705 0.4203 0.0729 0.2888 0.4301 0.1487 0.6855
LST 0.4887 0.4572 0.1690 0.4582 0.0544 0.3761 0.7735
LULC 0.4066 0.3884 0.3577 0.2741 0.3146 0.2785 0.5962
NDVI 0.4914 0.4674 0.0427 0.5545 0.3005 0.2413 0.6547
Humidity 0.6501 0.6419 0.6547 0.6631 0.5861 0.3456 0.8102
Soil Moist. 0.5466 0.5398 0.2752 0.4183 0.5456 0.3706 0.7473
Wind Speed 0.5931 0.5923 0.6832 0.6626 0.4339 0.3824 0.7343
Proposed 0.8802 0.8837 0.9612 0.9681 0.8690 0.6510 0.8506

Karnataka

Elevation 0.4820 0.4545 0.3051 0.6592 0.3055 0.4367 0.1796
LST 0.4454 0.4303 0.4521 0.5494 0.3425 0.3874 0.1526
LULC 0.4810 0.4378 0.4521 0.6018 0.2955 0.2834 0.1692
NDVI 0.5055 0.4873 0.5482 0.5439 0.5322 0.3943 0.0338
Humidity 0.6520 0.6222 0.7525 0.8085 0.5913 0.4834 0.0352
Soil Moist. 0.5633 0.5719 0.6319 0.7173 0.4490 0.3958 0.3435
Wind Speed 0.6464 0.6209 0.6417 0.7101 0.6166 0.6681 0.0000
Proposed 0.9027 0.9036 0.9804 0.8219 0.8619 0.8730 0.9363

Kerala

Elevation 0.4633 0.4590 0.4703 0.4653 0.0000 – –
LST 0.5749 0.5377 0.7200 0.4422 0.0000 – –
LULC 0.4143 0.4150 0.4294 0.4049 0.0000 – –
NDVI 0.4086 0.3974 0.3820 0.4949 0.0077 – –
Humidity 0.6771 0.6284 0.5008 0.8253 0.0000 – –
Soil Moist. 0.6422 0.6106 0.3864 0.7511 – – –
Wind Speed 0.7121 0.6864 0.7110 0.7703 0.2373 – –
Proposed 0.7764 0.7649 0.6561 0.7869 0.9527 – –

− indicates absence of that specific precipitation class in a state.

state-wise quantization accounts for the heterogeneity in regional rainfall distri-
bution patterns across India.

To model the drivers of monsoon precipitation, seven geospatial predictors
were extracted to capture physical, ecological, and atmospheric processes were
extracted from different satellites: (i) Land Surface Temperature (LST) from
MODIS Terra and Aqua sensors (MOD11A1 and MYD11A1); (ii) Normalized
Difference Vegetation Index (NDVI) from MOD13A2; (iii) Relative Humidity
and (iv) Wind Speed from ERA5-Land fields; (v) Land Use/Land Cover (LULC)
from Dynamic World V1; (vi) Soil Moisture from ISRIC SoilGrids; and (vii) El-
evation from the NASA SRTM satellite. All inputs and CHIRPS-based precipi-
tation targets were accessed and processed using GEE, resampled to a common
1 km × 1 km grid (approx. 0.0083◦), and referenced to WGS84 (EPSG:4326).
This harmonized dataset enables fine-grained, multimodal modeling of monsoon

https://developers.google.com/earth-engine/datasets/catalog/MODIS_061_MOD11A1
https://developers.google.com/earth-engine/datasets/catalog/MODIS_061_MYD11A1
https://developers.google.com/earth-engine/datasets/catalog/MODIS_061_MOD13A2
https://developers.google.com/earth-engine/datasets/catalog/ECMWF_ERA5_LAND_HOURLY
https://developers.google.com/earth-engine/datasets/catalog/GOOGLE_DYNAMICWORLD_V1
https://developers.google.com/earth-engine/datasets/catalog/ISRIC_SoilGrids250m_v2_0
https://developers.google.com/earth-engine/datasets/catalog/USGS_SRTMGL1_003
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(a) Ground Truth (b) ViT (c) ResNet18 (d) Proposed

(e) Ground Truth (f) ViT (g) ResNet18 (h) Proposed

Fig. 4: Visualization of Ground truth class labels vs ViT vs ResNet18 vs Proposed
Method for Karnataka(a-d) and Bihar(e-h).

rainfall. Figures 2 and 3 illustrate input modalities (Sub Figs. (a)-(g)) and tar-
gets (Sub Fig. (h)) for the states of Karnataka and Bihar.

4.2 Experimental Setup

The proposed model uses a patch-based Attention U-Net architecture for grid-
level multi-class precipitation classification. Input samples are extracted as non-
overlapping patches of size 32 × 32, resulting in the input tensor X of channel
dimension 21 (7 modalities over 3 months) and spatial size 32×32. The encoder
comprises of four levels with feature dimensions [64, 128, 256, 512], mirrored in
the decoder with attention gates for spatially selective up sampling. A dropout
rate of 0.3 is applied in the decoder. The model is trained using the Adam
optimizer with a learning rate of 1e−4, weight decay 1e−5, and focal loss (γ =
2.0, α = 1.0) to mitigate class imbalance. Training runs for up to 50 epochs
with batch size 16 and early stopping. A spatially stratified 70%/15%/15% split
is used for train/val/test sets. All experiments are conducted on a system with
NVIDIA RTX 4500 Ada 24GB GPU, Intel i7 processor using PyTorch and CUDA
12.4. Model performance is evaluated using accuracy, macro precision, recall, and
F1-score, including class-wise metrics. In Tables 2 and 4, the − indicated absence
of that specific precipitation class in that state.

4.3 Ablation Study

Significance of Multimodality Integration: To assess the contribution of each
modality, we conducted an ablation study where input modalities were eval-
uated individually using the proposed Attention U-Net architecture. Table 2
compares single-modality performance with that of the multimodal model across
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Table 3: Ablation Study of Loss Function Components
Loss State Accuracy F1 Score State Accuracy F1 Score
Focal LFL

Bihar
0.9161 0.9144

Karnataka
0.8700 0.8800

Dice LDice 0.9243 0.9218 0.9000 0.8900
Proposed (LFL + LDice) 0.9322 0.9302 0.9027 0.9036
Focal LFL

Assam
0.9183 0.9179

Kerala
0.7386 0.7345

Dice LDice 0.9183 0.9179 0.7521 0.7516
Proposed (LFL + LDice) 0.9045 0.9038 0.7764 0.7649

(a) Focal Loss (b) Dice Loss (c) Combined Loss

Fig. 5: Training and validation loss curves for states of Karnataka (top row) and
Bihar (bottom row) corresponding to (a) Focal (b) Dice and (c) Combined Losses

five Indian states. We observed that certain modalities individually contribute
more significantly to precipitation prediction. Table 2 shows that humidity, wind
speed, and LST emerged as the most informative features consistently yielding
higher accuracies and F1 scores relative to other inputs, with humidity and wind
speed performing well in Bihar and Himachal Pradesh, and humidity and LST
in Kerala. However, these unimodal models struggled to generalize across all
rainfall classes and regions. In contrast, the multimodal model consistently out-
performed unimodal variants in both accuracy and weighted F1, especially for
extreme categories such as Scarcity in Himachal Pradesh and Karnataka, and
Large Excess in coastal Karnataka and northern Bihar (Figure 4(d,h)). These
results underscore the value of integrating diverse geospatial signals such as ther-
mal, vegetative, atmospheric, and topographic measurements within a unified
spatio-temporal framework.

Loss Function Ablation: Table 3 presents the impact of different loss functions
across four states. The combined loss formulation (LFL + LDice) consistently
achieves the highest accuracy and weighted F1 in Bihar, Karnataka, and Ker-
ala, while maintaining competitive performance in Assam. This highlights the
complementary benefits of focal loss for addressing class imbalance and dice loss
for enhancing spatial consistency. Figure 5 visualizes training and validation loss
curves for each loss function variant. Models trained with combined loss exhibited
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Table 4: Comparative Performance of Existing and Proposed Approach

State Model Overall
Accuracy

Weighted
F1 Score

Class-wise F1 Score

Scarcity Deficit Normal Excess Large Excess

Assam

SVM 0.6764 0.6589 0.6432 0.7481 0.4275 0.1277 –
RF 0.8323 0.8328 0.8496 0.8416 0.7667 0.5103 –
XGBoost 0.8680 0.8707 0.8916 0.8866 0.7769 0.2996 –
1DCNN 0.6521 0.6581 0.7022 0.6790 0.5672 0.4545 –
ViT 0.7495 0.7472 0.7933 0.8149 0.4189 0.0836 –
ResNet18 0.7535 0.7573 0.7350 0.7846 0.7441 0.2281 –
Proposed 0.9045 0.9038 0.9245 0.8932 0.8996 1.0000 –

Bihar

SVM 0.8573 0.8534 – 0.0000 0.9141 0.8275 0.6325
RF 0.9112 0.9107 – 0.8525 0.9514 0.8931 0.7130
XGBoost 0.9419 0.9406 – 0.4361 0.9493 0.9379 –
1DCNN 0.8373 0.8403 – 0.2078 0.8747 0.7963 0.8234
ViT 0.7670 0.7710 – 0.3579 0.8452 0.7076 0.6111
ResNet18 0.7232 0.7347 – 0.0000 0.8081 0.6993 0.4607
Proposed 0.9322 0.9302 – 0.0000 0.9153 0.9335 0.9758

Himachal

SVM 0.7249 0.7240 0.9058 0.1503 0.3714 0.5649 0.8461
RF 0.6927 0.6980 0.9434 0.4680 0.4197 0.4553 0.8198
XGBoost 0.7190 0.7150 0.8772 0.4421 0.4723 0.4769 0.8474
1DCNN 0.6451 0.6473 0.7211 0.6193 0.5703 0.5373 0.7595
ViT 0.5622 0.5450 0.9735 0.0000 0.4315 0.1466 0.6948
ResNet18 0.5790 0.5813 0.9665 0.0000 0.5452 0.2655 0.6899
Proposed 0.8802 0.8837 0.9612 0.9681 0.8690 0.6510 0.8506

Karnataka

SVM 0.6812 0.6552 0.8713 0.8497 0.4585 0.5705 0.1114
RF 0.7961 0.7990 0.9105 0.8956 0.6464 0.6670 0.7165
XGBoost 0.8574 0.8590 0.9228 0.9122 0.7686 0.7972 0.8060
1DCNN 0.7111 0.7128 0.7200 0.7729 0.6664 0.6396 0.6725
ViT 0.7536 0.7555 0.9305 0.9122 0.5466 0.4415 0.7002
ResNet18 0.5961 0.6018 0.7042 0.7736 0.4561 0.4452 0.2730
Proposed 0.9027 0.9036 0.9804 0.8219 0.8619 0.8730 0.9363

Kerala

SVM 0.7857 0.7946 0.8533 0.6769 0.6631 – –
RF 0.7701 0.7827 0.8254 0.6575 0.8204 – –
XGBoost 0.7865 0.7985 0.8345 0.6798 0.8748 – –
1DCNN 0.7151 0.7204 0.7368 0.7227 0.5729 – –
ViT 0.7234 0.7873 0.8374 0.7822 0.3528 – –
ResNet18 0.6105 0.6398 0.6641 0.6708 0.3157 – –
Proposed 0.7764 0.7649 0.6561 0.7869 0.9527 – –

− indicates absence of that specific precipitation class in a state.

faster convergence and lower final losses compared to focal-only and dice-only
configurations. These results underscore the importance of composite loss design
in improving classification performance across diverse regional rainfall patterns.

4.4 Comparative Performance Analysis

Table 4 benchmarks the proposed model against classical machine learning mod-
els like support vector machines (SVM), random forest (RF), and XGBoost, shal-
low neural networks like 1-dimensional convolution neural networks (1D CNN),
and deep architectures like ResNet18 [7], vision transformers (ViT) [4]. The pro-
posed method consistently outperforms all baselines across five states in both
overall accuracy and weighted F1 score, highlighting its robustness to regional
rainfall heterogeneity. While XGBoost performs competitively in homogeneous
regions of Bihar and Kerala, its performance degrades in topographically diverse
states such as Himachal Pradesh and Karnataka. Notably, the proposed method
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yields substantial improvements in rare classes such as Scarcity and Large Ex-
cess, attributable to its use of focal loss. Furthermore, it captures sharp spatial
transitions more effectively than vision transformers (Figure 4(h) vs. 4(f)). These
results underscore the value of attention-based spatio-temporal fusion of multi-
source geophysical inputs for high-resolution localized precipitation forecasting.

5 Conclusion

This work introduces a multimodal deep learning framework for grid-level pre-
cipitation classification by leveraging heterogeneous satellite-derived geospatial
inputs. Through an attention-enhanced U-Net architecture equipped with joint
optimization of focal and Dice loss, the model effectively fuses multimodal Earth
observation data across time, capturing spatio-temporal patterns that traditional
and unimodal models fail to exploit. Empirical results across five climatically di-
verse Indian states show that the proposed approach consistently outperforms
both individual modality baselines and other existing models such as XGBoost,
ViT, and ResNet18, particularly in the underrepresented extreme rainfall cat-
egories. Beyond precipitation classification, the framework holds promise as a
regional foundation model for Earth observation prediction. Its modular design
enables adaptation to related forecasting tasks such as flood or drought risk map-
ping and scalable deployment across geographies. Future work will explore its
extension to nowcasting settings and continuous precipitation estimation, with
an emphasis on pan-India and cross-national datasets.
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