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Abstract: The existing image publishing process of a map tile server is complicated because it is not conducive to
the construction of an automated process. This paper builds a private object storage service to manage the remote
sensing of data. Cloud optimized GeoTIFF (COG) is used to support local access. The dynamic creation speed of
image tiles is optimized, and a tile map service that automatically publishes images is realized. In the example ap-
plication, the remote sensing image map services that are implemented in this paper are similar to those of the
GeoServer in the dynamic creation of the COG data tile.
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