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Abstract: Accurate recognition and extraction of rural residential land (RRL) is significant for scientific
planning, utilization, and management of rural land. Very-High Resolution (VHR) Unmanned Aerial
Vehicle (UAV) images and deep learning techniques can provide data and methodological support
for the target. However, RRL, as a complex land use assemblage, exhibits features of different scales
under VHR images, as well as the presence of complex impervious layers and backgrounds such as
natural surfaces and tree shadows in rural areas. It still needs further research to determine how to
deal with multi-scale features and accurate edge features in such scenarios. In response to the above
problems, a novel framework named cascaded dense dilated network (CDD-Net), which combines
DenseNet, ASPP, and PointRend, is proposed for RRL extraction from VHR images. The advantages
of the proposed framework are as follows: Firstly, DenseNet is used as a feature extraction network,
allowing feature reuse and better network design with fewer parameters. Secondly, the ASPP module
can better handle multi-scale features. Thirdly, PointRend is added to the model to improve the
segmentation accuracy of the edges. The research takes a plain village in China as the research area.
Experimental results show that the Precision, Recall, F1 score, and Dice coefficients of our approach
are 91.41%, 93.86%, 92.62%, and 0.8359, respectively, higher than other advanced models used for
comparison. It is feasible in the task of high-precision extraction of RRL using VHR UAV images.
This research could provide technical support for rural land planning, analysis, and formulation of
land management policies.

Keywords: rural residential land extraction; UAV image; semantic segmentation framework;
deep learning

1. Introduction

Rapid urbanization coupled with socioeconomic transformation has resulted in sub-
stantial urban–rural land changes. Consequently, the conflict between human and land
relations in rural areas has become increasingly prominent. For farmers and village col-
lectives, RRL is not only a life-sustaining material but also a valuable asset. Changes in
RRL can have ecological impacts [1], and their scale and characteristics can reflect rural
human–land relations [2,3]. Grasping the area and distribution of RRL cost-effectively, in
a timely manner, and precisely, has great research value. Traditional RRL research relies
heavily on methodologies such as interviews and field surveys [4,5], which are both costly
and inefficient owing to the cumbersome transportation available in rural areas, and remote
sensing has the ability to address the limitations of these factors.

At present, methods for extracting targets from remote sensing images can be broadly
classified into two types: pixel-based and object-based methods. Maximum likelihood
estimation [6,7], and support vector machines [8–10] are the two most frequently utilized
pixel-based approaches. Ensemble learning [11] is generally superior to using a single
classifier for classification, and random forests as an ensemble method are adopted by
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a large number of researchers in remote sensing image processing [12], demonstrating some
utility in the classification of LCLU [13]. However, these methods are shallow algorithms
that frequently overlook the relationship between deep-level features and data, are prone
to overfitting and underfitting during the training process, and are thus unsuitable for
processing high-resolution remote sensing images with a wealth of geometric, textural and
spatial features.

Object-based image analysis (OBIA) is increasingly frequently utilized [14,15] in land
cover categorization. However, because object-oriented classification algorithms segment
and classify objects independently of one another, classification accuracy is extremely
dependent on the selection of the picture segmentation scale and the segmentation re-
sults. When it comes to complicated object classes, the issues of determining the op-
timal segmentation size and algorithm selection still remain unresolved. Additionally,
feature selection frequently necessitates time-consuming manual determination efforts
that are difficult to accommodate in reality. In short, these impacting factors mitigate
some of OBIA’s classification effects. Therefore, it is vital to develop more precise and
efficient algorithms for extracting RRL from high-resolution remote sensing images in
complicated situations.

Semantic segmentation is a fundamental task in computer vision and a recent topic of
research for deep learning algorithms [16,17], as it is capable of predicting the class labels
of pixels based on the semantic information given by the image pixels. As a relatively new
technique for remote sensing image interpretation [18], it is being utilized to efficiently
detect the types of land use and cover [19–21], as well as to extract ground targets such as
buildings [22], roads [23], and water bodies [24]. Recent semantic segmentation models
frequently adopt Convolutional Neural Networks (CNNs), which have achieved significant
advances in classical issues such as speech recognition, picture recognition, and natural lan-
guage processing due to their robust feature learning and expression capabilities. Although
it has been a research hotspot in remote sensing image interpretation and has yielded
some achievements [25–30], the typical CNN model has significant limitations, including
complex parameters and redundant calculations induced by the addition of relatively
more layers.

The fully convolutional neural network (FCN) is an end-to-end model that eliminates
fully connected layers, thereby reducing computational complexity and increasing segmen-
tation efficiency. It is currently used in a variety of applications for semantic segmentation
of high-resolution remote sensing images [31–35]. However, FCN classifies using only the
high-level features extracted from the final convolutional layer, resulting in a loss of spatial
information and finer structures in the classification results.

Numerous improved models based on FCN architectures have been proposed recently,
including LANet [36], which was constructed by integrating two attention mechanisms
into an FCN; MAP-Net [37], which was constructed by combining attention mechanisms
and pyramid pooling as two parallel paths; DTCDSCN [38], which was constructed by
combining a change detection network and two semantic segmentation networks; and
a novel FCN constructed by combining ResNet and an attention module [39]. In the
realm of medical picture segmentation, U-Net has demonstrated higher feature extraction
and identification performance, and many of its improved solutions [40–43] have been
applied by researchers to solve remote sensing issues. In summary, while deep learning
algorithms have been extensively studied for processing remote sensing tasks, few studies
have focused on land classification and extraction in rural areas, particularly when using
Very-High Resolution images such as those captured by UAVs.

RRL has the characteristics of spatial aggregation and co-existence of buildings in
different periods and has heterogeneous forms with high intraclass differences that present
a huge scale of divergence under high-resolution remote sensing images. Moreover, the
typical semantic segmentation approach is unable to cope with such scenarios, and picture
edge segmentation accuracy is very poor. DenseNet [44], a convolutional neural network
with densely connected structure, was proposed by Huang et al. in 2017, and some progress
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in extracting land use information from remote sensing images has been made, for example,
using the improved DenseNet network to extract industrial land information from remote
sensing images [45]. Li et al. [46] used high-resolution images of GaoFen-1 (GF-1) in the
Weiku area of China and an improved DenseNet for the identification of cotton planting
land, which performed better than the four widely used classic CNNs, including ResNet,
VGG, SegNet and DeepLab v3+. DenseNet can fully exploit global features and perform
better with fewer parameters and computational costs when used as a feature extraction
network. By dilation convolution, Atrous Spatial Pyramid Pooling (ASPP) may efficiently
increase the receptive field, enabling the model to understand multi-scale features, and with
certain achievements in practical applications in the field of remote sensing, for example,
it can be used for road extraction from remote sensing images [47,48] and for fast and
accurate land cover classification [49] on medium-resolution remote sensing images. The
PointRend [50] neural network module treats image segmentation as a rendering problem
and performs adaptively selected point-based segmentation predictions at adaptively
selected locations using an iterative subdivision algorithm, and it has good performance in
remote sensing image instance segmentation; for example, the introduction of PointRend
in MaskRcnn has improved the accuracy of the edge, and the accuracy and efficiency in
emergency remote sensing mapping have been greatly improved compared with traditional
methods [51].

The main goal of our research is to achieve fast and accurate extraction of RRL in
complex rural scenes, and solve the problem of the overall inefficiency and low accuracy of
edge segmentation when existing deep learning methods process remote sensing images.
To this end, image data of our research were collected using UAV, semantic segmentation
datasets were constructed by manual segmentation and labeling, and an automatic RRL
extraction framework based on DenseNet, ASPP and PointRend neural network modules
was proposed. For comparison, we used UNet, VGG19, VGG19_bn, ResNet and the
framework without PointRend. Three sets of controlled experiments were conducted on
the dataset to verify the rationality of the proposed framework.

2. Research Area and Data
2.1. Overview of the Research Area

Sanniangmiao Village is located in Wenyang Town, Feicheng County, Shandong Province,
PRC (see Figure 1), at latitude 35◦56′–35◦57′ N and longitude 116◦53′–116◦54′ E. With
an average annual temperature of 12.9 ◦C and an average annual rainfall of 659 mm,
it has a moderate continental monsoon climate. Feicheng County is located in the northern
part of the Western Shandong Anticline and belongs to the third-level tectonic elements,
such as Feicheng-Yiyuan Depression, Xinfushan Uplift, and Dawenkou-Mengyin Depres-
sion. There are four relatively large regional faults in Feicheng County, and the stratum
belongs to the type of Northern China Stratigraphic Deposition. The village is flat and
surrounded by the Dawen River in the east and south. It is a typical agricultural commu-
nity. The soil texture is light sandy loam, with a total land area of 121 hectares, of which
61.3 hectares are cultivated fields. There are 340 families, a total population of 1117, and
a resident population of 700. For a long time, the village has developed agriculture re-
lying on the rich waters of the Wenhe River. In recent years, with the advancement of
urbanization in China, some residents have moved to cities for employment and residence,
leaving their homesteads idle. At the same time, with the implementation of China’s Rural
Revitalization Strategy, the village has used farmers’ homesteads to build B&B (Bed and
Breakfast) and develop rural tourism.

2.2. Data Acquisition and Preprocessing

The data mainly include the UAV images of the village, the current land utilization
map, the cadastral map and the construction situations of the homestead. The high-
resolution images of the research area captured by the UAV at low altitudes are the main
data of the experiment. The data of village homestead utilization, housing construction, and
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socioeconomic status were obtained from field surveys and interviews, which were used
as a reference for the dataset labeling. The land use status map and cadastral map were
provided by the natural resources department to learn about the distribution of homesteads
and verify the results of homestead extraction (see Figure 2).
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The DJI Phantom 4 Pro V2.0 drone was used to take low-altitude photographs and
capture VHR images in Sanniangmiao Village. The weather conditions were considered
good and there was no constant wind direction at the time of filming, which was less
affected by the environment. The camera lens was kept vertically downwards, the flight
altitude was set at 100 m, the course speed was 5 m/s, the photo interval was 2.8 s, the
overlap rate was 70% in the side direction and 80% in the heading. There were 635 RGB
three-channel, 5472 × 3648 resolution images collected. In addition, Xiaowang Village
and Zhangling Village in Wenyang Town were selected as the test areas for the effective
verification of the extraction framework.

Due to unavoidable factors such as the unstable flight altitude of the UAV and the
optical distortion of the mounted sensors during the acquisition process, pre-processing of
the images was required after the acquisition was completed. It included initialization of
the image, ortho-rectification, aerial triangulation, point cloud and texture processing to
obtain an orthophoto image including all the RRL of the study village.

For the facilitation of training, validation and testing of the model, the residential
land was divided into the training area and the test area (see Figure 3). Fully considering
the characteristics of rural homestead distribution, building types, pixel categories and
other characteristics of the research area, the areas with large and representative pixel
category coverage were selected as training areas, and the remaining areas were selected as
test areas.
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depicted in the three images, divided into a training area and a test area. The training area is used to
construct the semantic segmentation dataset for training the models, and the test area is used to test
the performance of the trained models.

2.3. Construct Semantic Segmentation Dataset

RRL is the collective construction land used by farmers for building houses, dwellings
and supporting agriculture, and is the main land type in villages. Before constructing the
data set, it is necessary to judge whether it belongs to RRL according to the field situation.
The land use types of the village land in the study area include homesteads, public land,
streets, green spaces and open spaces (see Table 1). Most of the homesteads have been
judged as RRLs. However, there are still some areas where the houses have collapsed,
and the courtyards have been idle for a long time and are overgrown with plants that no
longer have a residential function and are no longer judged as residential land. Public land
includes educational land and public facility land. Because of the houses and courtyards,
it is indistinguishable from residential land in the image, and against the background of
the merger of rural schools, there are few schools in rural areas. Moreover, this study
classifies public land as residential land. Furthermore, streets, green spaces, and open
spaces are not considered as RRLs. In conclusion, the RRL in this study refers to courtyard
land that has buildings and is being used, including public land such as homesteads and
village committees in use, while the idle homesteads, streets, green spaces, and open spaces
without buildings are not regarded as the RRLs.
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Table 1. Land use classification of RRL in the study area.

Classification of Land Use Whether to Determine as RRL

homestead in use 4

homestead without residential function 7

educational land· 4

public facility land 4

street land 7

green spaces 7

open spaces 7

The residential buildings in the study area are of different types such as red tile, gray
tile, and colorful steel tile buildings as well as concrete roof buildings (see Figure 4) with
concrete floors in the courtyard. Therefore, RRL has different semantic features. Due to
the fact that there is no public dataset for rural residential scenes, this study identified and
labeled the residential land and non-residential land in the images according to the features
of the study area. The labeled images are segmented into 256 × 256 pixels, and the images
are segmented in steps of 128 pixels along with the X and Y directions, that is, 50% overlap.
To maintain the quality of deep learning samples and prevent overfitting during model
training, data enhancement is performed by mirroring, rotating and flipping, and a total
of 7555 sample images and corresponding labels are obtained to construct the semantic
segmentation dataset. The data are randomly selected in the ratio of 8:2 to distinguish
the training set and validation set, with the training set used to train the model and the
validation set used to evaluate the model.
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training area. There are 7555 sample images and corresponding labels, respectively, and each of them
is 256 × 256 pixels.

3. Methodology

The extracted object RRL is a complex of houses and courtyards. In the VHR UAV
images, the spatial distribution is clustered, the appearance of houses and courtyards is
characterized by a rectangular shape, the building materials have regional clustering, while
there are complex impermeable layers and natural ground surface, the interference of
tree shadows and other complex backgrounds. It exhibits features at different scales with
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rich spatial and semantic relationships. It requires the extraction model to have a strong
feature-processing capability.

3.1. The Framework for Extraction
3.1.1. Architecture of the Framework

In this study, we constructed a Cascaded Dense Dilated Network (CDD-Net), using
DenseNet, which can utilize global features, such as the feature extraction network, the
ASPP module to handle multi-scale features, and add the PointRend module to handle
edge features on top of that to further improve the extraction accuracy of RRL (see Figure 5).
Firstly, the input original image is passed through the feature extraction network DenseNet.
Each layer in DenseNet consists of DenseBlock, convolution, and pooling and the output
of each layer is stitched together and used as the input of the ASPP module. In ASPP, the
input feature maps are sampled in parallel with dilated convolution of different rates, and
the obtained results are concatenated together to expand the number of channels, and then
the number of channels is reduced to the original size by 1 × 1 convolution. In PointRend,
the edge points are selected so that they can be predicted independently. Then, the output
result is achieved.
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Figure 5. The architecture of CDD-Net. The whole framework is a cascaded structure, followed by
DenseNet, ASPP, and PointRend. The DenseNet is the feature extraction network of the framework,
consisting of convolutional layer, pooling layer and DenseBlock. Each layer in DenseBlock is con-
nected to all previous layers to deal with global features. There are four dilated convolutions in ASPP
to handle multi-scale features. PointRend improves the accuracy of edge segmentation by performing
predictions for points at the edge of the image through the independent MLP.

3.1.2. Feature Extraction Network: DenseNet

The DenseNet network has fewer parameters and lower computational costs compared
to networks such as ResNet (see Table 2). The computational efficiency is higher for the
same computer memory. The DenseNet network structure consists of several DenseBlocks,
where each layer within a block is connected to all previous layers and used as input to the
next layer, thus enabling feature superposition and improved efficiency. A transition layer
exists between every two blocks, and the size of the feature map is changed by convolution
and pooling.
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Table 2. The number of parameters for different feature extraction networks.

Method Params (M)

DenseNet121 6
resnet50 23

vgg19_bn 20
vgg19 20

Xception 22
Based on the ImageNet data set.

The conventional feed-forward convolutional neural network Resnet uses the output
of the Lth layer as the input to the Lth + 1st layer, which can be expressed as:

Xi = Hi(Xi−1) + Xi−1 (1)

where Hi denotes a nonlinear transformation. The output of layer i is the sum of the
output of layer i−1 and the nonlinear transform of the output of layer i−1. In contrast, the
DenseNet, where any layer is connected to all its subsequent layers, and the input of any
layer also contains the outputs of all its previous layers, can be expressed as:

Xi = Hi([X0, X1, . . . , Xi−1]) (2)

where [X0, X1, . . . , Xi−1] can be regarded as the stitching of the layer 0, 1, ..., i−1 feature
map, and Hi denotes the composite function of three consecutive operations, which are,
respectively, batch normalization (BN), Rectified linear unit (ReLU), and 3 × 3 convolution.

3.1.3. Dilated Convolution and ASPP

The differences in scale exhibited by RRL in space at VHR images are extremely large,
requiring models with excellent multi-scale feature-processing capabilities.

The pooling layer in a convolutional neural network performs a down sampling
operation on the input image. Moreover, continuous pooling reduces the resolution of the
output image and loses feature information. Compared with it, the dilation convolution
can enlarge the receptive field without increasing the computation and network parameters,
which is beneficial to extract multi-scale information. The dilation rate controls the size of
the receptive field, and a dilation rate of 1 is equivalent to the standard convolution.

The ASPP module uses convolution kernels of different sizes, that is, sampling with
different rates of dilated convolution, and adds a batch normalization layer to better capture
the multi-scale features of RRL. The ASPP module contains a total of five branches, each
with 256 channels. It includes one 1 × 1 convolution and three 3 × 3 dilation convolutions
(rates of 6, 12, and 18, respectively), with different rates of dilation convolutions to handle
features at different scales, and a global average pooling layer to enhance feature acquisition.
Then, the channel dimensions of all output layers are superimposed and 1 × 1 convolved
to obtain the output feature map. Finally, an image of the same size as the actual one is
gained by 1 × 1 convolution.

3.1.4. PointRend Module

The boundary information of RRL is very important for the extraction results. Semantic
segmentation models usually suffer from the problem of under sampling and insufficient
utilization of superficial features, which leads to too sparse features in the boundary regions
and loss of important detail information. To improve the utilization of image edge features,
the PointRend module is introduced.

PointRend treats image segmentation as a rendering problem, using an iterative seg-
mentation algorithm to perform point-based segmentation prediction at adaptively selected
locations. First, a coarse prediction is performed, that is, points with high class uncertainty
are selected and predicted independently for each of these points by a multilayer perceptron
(MLP). Then, the accuracy of the classification of individual uncertain points is improved
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by continuous internal iteration. The gradual increase in the number of uncertainty points
will improve the resolution of the final result.

3.2. Accuracy Evaluation Method
3.2.1. Evaluation Metrics for the Model Training Phase

The extraction of RRL in this study is a binary classification problem. The binary
classification problem often uses Precision, Recall, F1 score as evaluation metrics to evaluate
the extraction effect. The Precision and Recall can be calculated as

Precision =
TP

TP + FP
(3)

Recall =
TP

TP + FN
(4)

where F1 score can be represented as:

F1 =
2× TP

2× TP + FP + FN
(5)

P (Positive), and N (Negative) represent the prediction results of the model; T (True)
and F (False) evaluate whether the prediction results of the model are correct, that is,
TP—True Positive, indicating correct detection as true; FP—False Positive, indicating the
wrong detection as true (not true); FN—False Negative, not detected as true, but true
(wrong detection result). Overall Accuracy (OA) can be obtained by

OA =
TP + TN

TP ++TN + FP + FN
(6)

Since the distribution of RRLs in the study area is extremely aggregated, resulting in
an uneven distribution of sample categories in the training data set, with far more RRL
samples than non-RRL samples, Dice loss is applied in the case of positive and negative
sample unevenness and is therefore chosen to be used as the loss function.

The Dice coefficient is a metric often used for image segmentation. It is a measure of
the similarity of a set and is usually used to calculate the similarity of two samples with
a value threshold of (0, 1). The Dice coefficient and DiceLoss are defined by

Dice =
2× TP

FP + 2× TP + FN
(7)

DiceLoss = 1− 2× TP
FP + 2× TP + FN

(8)

3.2.2. Evaluation Metrics for the Model Testing Phase

The OA, Kappa coefficient, is used as an evaluation metric to test the accuracy of the
actual results of the model to extract RRLs. The overall classification accuracy indicates
the probability of how many pixels are correctly classified in this classification. The
Kappa coefficient indicates the percentage reduction of errors generated by the evaluated
classification over the completely random classification, which can be calculated as

Kappa =
POA − ∑n

i=1 ai∗bi
N2

1− ∑n
i=0 ai∗bi

N2

(9)

where: POA is the overall classification accuracy; ai is the true sample pixel count of n-class
features; bi is the number of pixels in the sample classified as n-class features; n is the total
number of categories of classification results; N is the total number of sample pixels.
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3.3. Transfer Learning

Because there are a large number of parameters in the deep learning model that need to
be trained, to ensure that the trained model has high accuracy and excellent generalization
ability, it is generally necessary to meet a sufficient number of training samples, but when
faced with specific problems in a certain field, it is often difficult to obtain the required
scale of data, which cannot meet the needs of training models. The ImageNet dataset [52]
is used for testing algorithm performance in the fields of classification, recognition, and
detection of images [53,54], and has been the most used open large dataset in the field
of deep learning in recent years, including more than 14 million images and more than
20,000 categories, of which more than a million images have clear category labeling and
object location labeling; it is widely used to perform deep learning model pre-training of
deep learning models. Due to the relatively small scale of the RRL dataset constructed for
training in this study, the transfer learning strategy is used, that is, the feature extraction
network is pre-trained on the ImageNet dataset before training on the RRL dataset to get
the weights and parameters of the model.

4. Results and Analysis
4.1. The Results of Training

The training results are evaluated by two metrics, loss and OA. The whole experiment
is based on the PyTorch deep learning framework of python 3.8, using NVIDIA GTX1050Ti
GPU for the training of the model. All training processes use the same data set. Combining
the size of the dataset and the complexity of the model, the epochs are set to 30, and the
batch are set to 8. For the 7555 image sample data set, the training set and the validation set
are randomly selected at a ratio of 8:2. The loss curve and the accuracy curve during the
training process are compared by observing each model for the purpose of being used as
the basis for evaluating the performance of the model.

The steps are divided into three parts. Firstly, the ASPP is compared with the classic
semantic segmentation model UNet, and the validity of ASPP is verified on the premise
that ResNet is used as the feature extraction network. Then, in order to verify the rationality
of using DenseNet in the extraction framework, under the premise of using ASPP, the
DenseNet, VGG19, VGG19_bn, and ResNet are used as feature extraction networks for
training and verification, and the accuracy of DenseNet and the other three models is
compared. Finally, the complete extraction framework CDD-Net is compared with the
model without using PointRend to check whether PointRend can effectively improve the
performance of the model. The specific results of the training phase are as follows:

4.1.1. Loss Curves

The overall loss curve and the final loss value both demonstrate the effectiveness of
the usage of ASPP in the RRL extraction framework. Figure 6 shows the loss curves of
ASPP and U-Net for training and validation, and both models use ResNet as the feature
extraction network. The decline of ASPP is relatively large at the beginning of training,
indicating that the learning rate is reasonable and in the process of gradient descent. After
the 20th epoch, the loss curve declines slowly and the loss change is not as obvious as
at the beginning, and the loss curve becomes smooth after about the 25th epoch, which
means that the model is no longer improved and the training is completed. The loss curve
of U-Net is not stable enough; although the loss curve of the training set and the test set
as a whole are still in a decreasing trend, the fluctuation of the loss curve between each
epoch is much larger. There may be two reasons for the phenomenon: Firstly, these training
parameters are not the best for U-Net. Secondly, it requires more epochs to achieve a similar
effect to ASPP. The final training set loss of U-Net is 0.3867 and the validation set loss is
0.3931; the final training set loss of ASPP is 0.2928 and the validation set loss is 0.3167.

The DenseNet, as the feature extraction network, performs better compared with the
other methods. Figure 7 shows the loss curves for training and validation using DenseNet,
ResNet, VGG19, and VGG19_bn as the extraction networks, respectively. By comparison,



Sustainability 2022, 14, 12178 11 of 23

we can find that using DenseNet as the feature extraction network has the best performance,
the loss decreases quickly from the beginning of training to before the 10th epoch, and the
loss of the validation set is slightly higher than the loss of the training set, indicating that
the learning rate is reasonable and in the process of gradient decrease, after which the loss
curve decreases slowly, indicating that the model is in the process of slow improvement.
About after the 25th epoch, the loss curve becomes smooth, indicating that the training is
almost completed. The final losses of DenseNet are 0.2377 for the training set and 0.2549
for the validation set, which are both lower than other models. When using ResNet as the
feature extraction network, the final training set loss is 0.2928 and the validation set loss is
0.3167; both loss values are higher than DenseNet and ResNet. When VGG19 is used as the
feature extraction network, the final training set loss is 0.4512 and the validation set loss is
0.4646. The effect of using VGG19 after batch normalization is improved, the final training
set loss is reduced to 0.3917 and the validation set loss is reduced to 0.4287.

The model is not only easier to train but also performs better after being improved
by PointRend. Figure 8 shows the loss curves of the model before and after adding the
PointRend module. It can be seen that the loss functions of the two models eventually
converge and the models have completed training. PointRend makes the loss curve
smoother, indicating that the model performs better in the training process, the final
training set loss is reduced from 0.2377 to 0.1466, and the loss in the validation set is
reduced from 0.2549 to 0.2320. The convergence status of the loss curves and the loss value
are better compared with all the compared methods.
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4.1.2. OA

CDD-Net obtained the best accuracy rate, indicating that DenseNet, ASPP and
PointRend can effectively improve the OA of the model. With the progress of model
training, the accuracy rates of all curves are in an increasing trend, and they all improve
rapidly at first and then slow down (see Figure 9).

The two curves of the graph in part (a) express the OA changes of ASPP and U-Net,
and it can be seen that after the 5th epoch, ASPP is more effective than U-Net for OA
enhancement. When the training proceeds to the 30th epoch, the OA of ResNet+ASPP rises
to 87.27%, which is 2.87% higher than that of ResNet+U-Net under the same condition.
This shows that the improvement of accuracy by dilation convolution and pyramidal
pooling is significant. Part (b) characterizes the accuracy curves of the four different feature
extraction networks during training. It can be found that the effect of the difference of
feature extraction networks on the improvement of OA starts to become significant from the
third epoch, at which time the accuracy of DenseNet improves to 76.97%, which is 1.44%,
2.03% and 5.28% higher than the accuracy of ResNet, VGG19_bn and VGG19, respectively,
and the accuracy of DenseNet is higher than that of the remaining three networks. At
the 8th epoch, the accuracy of DenseNet improved to 83.75%, which was 1.32%, 5.87%
and 10.2% higher than that of ResNet, VGG19_bn and VGG19 under the same conditions,
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respectively. After the eighth epoch, the growth of accuracy starts to slow down, and the
final OA of DenseNet is boosted to 89.19%, which is 1.92%, 7%, and 11.74% higher than
ResNet, VGG19_bn, and VGG19, respectively. The accuracy improvement proves that
DenseNet can effectively improve the performance of the model. Part (c) expresses the
changes in the accuracy of the model before and after the improvement using PointRend.
After the 10th epoch, the improvement of OA of the model by PointRend starts to become
significant. At this point, the OA of the model improves by more than 1% compared to that
of the model without PointRend. The final OA is 90.51%, and PointRend improves the OA
predicted by the model by 1.32%.
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Figure 9. The OA curves for each model in the three sets of comparative tests, from left to right,
are as follows: (a) ASPP and U-Net; (b) models utilizing four different feature extraction networks;
(c) models before and following the addition of PointRend. The horizontal axis represents the number
of epochs, and the vertical axis represents OA. The curves of all models increase rapidly and then
tend to slow down until they become stable. The model using PointRend in (a) achieves the higher
OA, the model using DenseNet in (b) has the highest OA at every Epoch, and the model using ASPP
in (c) has higher OA than the classical structure UNet.

CDD-Net achieved the best extraction accuracy in distinguishing RRL and background,
indicating that DenseNet, ASPP and PointRend are all effective in improving the OA of the
model, further reflecting the rationality of the CDD-Net design (see Table 3).

Table 3. The ultimate OAof all models.

Method OA (%)

CDD-Net 90.51
DenseNet + ASPP 89.19

ResNet + ASPP 87.27
VGG19_bn + ASPP 77.45

VGG19 + ASPP 82.19
ResNet + UNet 84.40

4.2. Comparison of the Framework with Other Approaches

We compared the framework with other methods through qualitative comparison and
quantitative comparison. Qualitative comparison refers to evaluation by discussing the
visual performance of different scenes, and quantitative comparison refers to evaluation by
accuracy metrics, such as Precision, Recall, F1 score, and Dice coefficient.

4.2.1. Qualitative Comparison

Among all the methods, CDD-Net could not only easily extract large-sized regions
but also correctly distinguish RRL and the background in small-sized regions. Figure 10
presents the visual representations of four different scenes under high-resolution
UAV images.
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Figure 10. Examples of extraction results of different models; black represents RRL and white
represents background. Four different scenarios are represented from the top to the bottom: the first
row is the RRL with a large-scale range. The second row represents the scene with a large range of
plants in the target. The third is the RRL in the case of large internal differences and serious planting
disturbance. The fourth is the RRL in the case where the differences between classes are very small,
and the target image contains visually highly similar cement roads and buildings. From left to right
are: (a) original images; (b) CDD-Net; (c) DenseNet + ASPP; (d) VGG19_bn + ASPP; (e) VGG19 +
ASPP; (f) ResNet + ASPP; (g) ResNet + UNet.

By comparing Figure 10f,g, we can find that the effect of ASPP is better than that of U-
Net, and the number of noise points is much reduced compared to U-Net. Although U-Net
recognizes most of the RRL pixels, the results have problems such as blurred boundaries,
unclear classification of RRL and background, etc. In the VHR UAV images, the lack of
processing capability of multi-scale features leads to a large number of disconnections and
noises in the extraction results, which also confirms the characteristics of ASPP. Owing to
the feature extraction network Resnet cannot use global features, the extraction effect of
RRL targets in the face of large-scale is not satisfactory, and in the case of small differences
between categories, RRL cannot be well distinguished from the background, and more RRL
are incorrectly categorized as background.

By comparing Figure 10c–f, we also find that when DenseNet is used as the feature
extraction network, the extraction results show stronger recognition accuracy for RRLs
and backgrounds, and almost all large-size RRL pixels are correct and completely detected,
which leads to the conclusion that DenseNet can enhance global feature perception ca-
pability. However, the accuracy of small-scale RRL extraction is slightly lacking, and the
recognition ability of boundaries and contours is poor.

By comparing visual performance before and after the utilization of PointRend, we also
find that the improvement of the boundary segmentation effect of PointRend is significant.
The contours of RRL have been shown more correctly in the result, which proves the
effectiveness of using PointRend in the framework.
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Overall, the CDD-Net, combined with ASPP, DenseNet and PointRend, has achieved
superior visual results. Although other methods can reasonably extract some RRL informa-
tion, there are still a considerable number of incorrect extractions of RRL and misidentifica-
tions of the background.

4.2.2. Quantitative Comparison

Figure 11 displays the evaluation metrics of all methods. In comparison to other
approaches, CDD-Net has shown excellent results across the board and has the highest
RRL extraction accuracy.
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Figure 11. Using the Precision, Recall, F1 score, and Dice coefficient as the evaluation metrics
of the model training results. The CDD-Net and DenseNet + ASPP express the differences be-
tween the models before and after utilizing PointRend. The DenseNet + ASPP, ResNet + ASPP,
VGG19_bn + ASPP, and VGG19 + ASPP express the differences for models constructed using various
feature extraction networks. The ResNet + ASPP, and ResNet + U-Net express the differences using
ASPP in the model.

Under the conditions of using the same feature extraction network ResNet, if the
experimental environment and parameters are the same, by comparing the accuracy evalu-
ation results of ASPP and the referencing model U-Net, we find that compared with the
traditional segmentation network U-Net, ASPP has 2.50%, 1.77%, 2.15%, and 2.28% higher
Precision, Recall, F1 score, and Dice coefficient, respectively. This is attributed to the model
performance improvement due to the expansion of receptive field by dilated convolution
and the ability to process multi-scale features, which proves the effectiveness of ASPP.

By comparing the differences in the accuracy metrics of the different feature networks,
we also find that when DenseNet is used as a feature extraction network, all evaluation
metrics have the highest values. The Precision is 90.70%, which is 2.5%, 6.04%, and
12.3% higher than ResNet, VGG19_bn, and VGG19, respectively. The Recall is 92.45%,
which is 0.17%, 4.61%, and 3.48% higher than ResNet, VGG19_bn, and VGG19, respectively.
The F1 score is 91.56, which is 1.37%, 5.34%, and 8.21% higher than ResNet, VGG19_bn,
and VGG19, respectively. The Dice coefficient is 82.64%, which is 0.64% 8.96%, and
10.37% higher than ResNet, VGG19_bn, and VGG19 respectively. They have all proved that
the feature reuse capability of DenseNet is effective in improving model performance.

Interestingly, by comparing differences in the accuracy metrics before and after the
improvement of PointRend, we find that when PointRend is added to the model, all
metrics show a certain degree of improvement. The Precision increases by 0.71%, the Recall
increases by 1.41%, the F1 score increases by 1.06%, and the Dice coefficient increases by
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2.95%, which confirms that PointRend can not only optimize boundary segmentation but
also improve the model accuracy.

4.3. The Results of Testing

Three research areas, Sanniangmiao Village, Xiaowang Village, and Zhangling Village,
were chosen as test areas to verify the universality of this method. As shown in Figure 12b,
Figure 13b, Figure 14b, new RRL distribution maps were drawn based on the utilization
status of homestead and condition of the buildings obtained by the field investigations. The
qualitative analysis was completed by comparing the visual performance of the original
images, field investigation results and the results extracted by different methods. For
the quantitative analysis part, accuracy evaluation points were created in the test area by
a stratified random method, and the OA and Kappa coefficients of the different methods
were calculated using the field investigation results as the evaluation standard.
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Figure 12. The original images, the results of the field investigation and the extraction results of
different methods in Sanniangmiao Village, respectively: (a) original image; (b) results of field
investigation; (c) extraction results of CDD-Net; (d) extraction results of ResNet + ASPP; (e) extraction
results of ResNet + UNet.



Sustainability 2022, 14, 12178 17 of 23

Sustainability 2022, 14, x FOR PEER REVIEW  17  of  23 
 

 
(a)  (b) 

   

(c)  (d) 

 

 

(e)   

Figure 12. The original  images,  the results of  the  field  investigation and the extraction results of 

different methods in Sanniangmiao Village, respectively: (a) original image; (b) results of field in‐

vestigation; (c) extraction results of CDD‐Net; (d) extraction results of ResNet + ASPP; (e) extraction 

results of ResNet + UNet. 

   

(a)  (b) 

Sustainability 2022, 14, x FOR PEER REVIEW  18  of  23 
 

   

(c)  (d) 

 

 

(e)   

Figure 13. The original  images,  the results of  the  field  investigation and the extraction results of 

different methods in Xiaowang Village, respectively: (a) original image; (b) results of field investi‐

gation; (c) extraction results of CDD‐Net; (d) extraction results of ResNet + ASPP; (e) extraction re‐

sults of ResNet + UNet. 

   

(a)  (b)  (c) 

 

 

(d)  (e)   

Figure 14. The original  images,  the results of  the  field  investigation and the extraction results of 

different  methods  in  Zhangling  Village,  respectively:  (a)  original  image;  (b)  results  of  field 

Figure 13. The original images, the results of the field investigation and the extraction results of dif-
ferent methods in Xiaowang Village, respectively: (a) original image; (b) results of field investigation;
(c) extraction results of CDD-Net; (d) extraction results of ResNet + ASPP; (e) extraction results of
ResNet + UNet.

Figures 12–14 show the real conditions of several test areas and the extraction results of
different methods. It can be seen from the local situation that due to the neat arrangement
and close connection of the houses, the semantic segmentation model treats these plots as
a whole. In the three different test areas, the CDD-Net’s extraction performance is the best,
almost all RRL ranges can be identified. The phenomena of missing or wrong extraction
can be avoided, and the boundary is also the most accurate. In comparison, ResNet + UNet
has the worst integrity and the most noise in the results. Although the integrity of
ResNet + ASPP is better than that of ResNet + UNet, there are omissions in some de-
tection inside RRLs, and the extraction of contours is not accurate enough. The main
problem is that the courtyards and trees among several buildings cannot be accurately
classified. In conclusion, the CDD-Net has given the most complete and accurate building
extraction results.
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ferent methods in Zhangling Village, respectively: (a) original image; (b) results of field investigation;
(c) extraction results of CDD-Net; (d) extraction results of ResNet + ASPP; (e) extraction results of
ResNet + UNet.

Figures 15–17 show the quantitative evaluation indicators of the extraction results of
different models in the three test areas. It can be seen intuitively that the OA value of CDD-
Net in all areas is higher than 95%, and the Kappa coefficient in all areas is higher than other
methods. In Sanniangmiao Village, compared with ResNet + ASPP and ResNet + UNet,
the OA value of CDD-Net is 1.9% and 3.6% higher, and the Kappa coefficient is 4.9% and
8.7% higher. In Xiaowang Village, the CDD-Net has a 0.6% and 2.3% higher OA value than
the other two methods, and the Kappa coefficient is 3.4% and 6.8% higher. In Zhangling
Village, the OA of the CDD-Net is 1.8% and 3.9% higher than the other two methods, and
the Kappa coefficient is 4.5% and 6.8% higher. In conclusion, the results in different test
areas show that the method proposed in this study has a significant performance, which
further proves the universality of the method.
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5. Discussion

It is of great value to use remote sensing images to carry out urban and rural land
surveys. In comparison to satellite remote sensing platforms, the UAV photography
platforms can acquire high-resolution aerial photographs more efficiently and affordably.
Additionally, it can be equipped with a variety of sensors and allows for controlled flight
paths, which facilitates the acquisition of multi-source and multi-temporal data, which is
critical for tasks requiring rapid response. In rural areas, UAV remote sensing images can
discern minute details such as buildings, cars, and farmers’ production equipment. Thus,
the benefits of UAV photography technology must be effectively exploited to address the
shortcomings of time-consuming and expensive data collection in rural land surveys.

Being different from typical land use classifications, the concept of RRL is more
abstract and difficult to detect in remote sensing images. On the one hand, residential land
frequently exhibits distinct morphologies as a result of rural areas’ disparate architectural
styles and building policies; on the other hand, residential land is primarily composed
of buildings and impervious surfaces that share characteristics with other types of rural
land such as roads and squares, limiting the accuracy of remote sensing interpretation.
As a result of these problems, there is an urgent need for efficient and accurate extraction
methods of RRL. Therefore, in this research, we have combined Dense-Net, ASPP, and
PointRend to propose a new extraction framework to address this problem.
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There are few open-source datasets for complex rural land use classification. Although
our research adopts the data enhancement methods of mirroring, turning, and rotating
to expand the training data, which is suitable for RRL extraction in a certain area, if the
research target is a large-scale area, it is difficult for different regions, different buildings
and different architectural and planning styles of RRL as the size of the dataset is still
small. Subsequent research needs to further expand the amount of data and experimental
scenarios. Additionally, at present, a large number of farmers have moved to cities to work
and live, and “hollow villages” have gradually formed in rural areas. By the usage of night
lights, it is possible to determine whether a village is inhabited or not and to learn about
status of use and the idle condition of homesteads. In future, the application of night light
remote sensing in urban and rural developments could be further strengthened.

6. Conclusions

Mastering the area and distribution of RRL is significant to the refined management of
rural land, territorial spatial planning, and the implementation of the rural revitalization
strategy. In this research, we took RRL as the research object and used UAV to quickly ac-
quire VHR images, and an automatic RRL extraction framework, CDD-Net, was proposed.
The framework used DenseNet to achieve feature reuse to capture global semantics infor-
mation, perceive multi-scale semantic information through the ASPP module, and improve
the extraction accuracy of the boundary through the PointRend module. After comparison
and analysis, the model training and test results of the framework were good, and the
framework passed the effect evaluation, realizing the rapid and accurate identification
and extraction of RRL in complex rural scenes. The research could provide a theoretical
basis and technical support for rural land planning, analysis, and the formulation of land
management policies. The main conclusions were as follows:

(1) The CDD-Net is a RRL extraction framework with remarkable effects and high pre-
cision, which can identify boundary features more accurately, and perform well in
extracting both small-scale and large-scale targets. It can better face the interference
of complex backgrounds and building shadows in VHR UAV images.

(2) Comparisons from different perspectives have all shown that the ASPP module can
better handle multi-scale features in VHR images. As a feature extraction network,
DenseNet can realize the reuse of features and achieve the goals of higher accuracy
with fewer parameters, and has better applicability in RRL extraction tasks. The
PointRend neural network module can better handle edge features. The improved
model using PointRend is not only easier to train, but can also output more accurate
object boundaries, which has further improved the extraction accuracy of RRL.

(3) The proposed framework outperforms other advanced semantic segmentation algo-
rithms with better performance and solves the problems of low segmentation accuracy
and the too smooth output boundaries of existing semantic segmentation models.
Subsequent research needs to further expand the amount of data and number of
experimental scenarios to achieve RRL identification and extraction in a large area. In
future, the application of night light remote sensing data could be used in the research
to understand the utilization and idle conditions of RRL.
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