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Abstract: Urban planning is a challenge, especially when it comes to limiting land take. In former
industrial regions such as Wallonia, the presence of a large number of brownfields, here called
“redevelopment sites”, opens up new opportunities for sustainable urban planning through their
revalorization. The Walloon authorities are currently managing an inventory of more than 2200 sites,
which requires a significant amount of time and resources to update. In this context, the Sentinel
satellites and the Terrascope platform, the Sentinel Collaborative Ground Segment for Belgium,
enabled us to deploy SARSAR, an Earth observation service used for the automated monitoring of
redevelopment sites that generates regular and automatic change reports that are directly usable by
the Walloon authorities. In this paper, we present the methodological aspects and implementation
details of the service, which combines two well-known and robust methods: the Pruned Exact
Linear Time method for change point detection and threshold-based classification, which assigns the
detected changes to three different classes (vegetation, building and soil). The overall accuracy of the
system is in the range of 70–90%, depending on the different methods and classes considered. Some
remarks on the advantages and possible drawbacks of this approach are also provided.

Keywords: automatic monitoring; time series; change detection; Sentinel-1; Sentinel-2; urban planning

1. Introduction

In former industrialized regions characterized by a large number of brownfields and a
high population density, such as Wallonia (the southern region of Belgium), offering new
living spaces while limiting land take has become a challenge. The management of vacant
lands is then a key to urban planning, as monitoring abandoned sites can support policy
and decision-making [1]. In Wallonia, many industrial sites were developed during three
distinct periods between the end of the 18th century and the middle of the 20th century.
However, since the middle of the 20th century, industrial sites have been increasingly
abandoned, first due to the closure of coal mines, then of manufacturing and metallurgical
industries. Moreover, a phenomenon of relentless de-urbanization has increasingly emptied
the urban centers. This has led to the development of industrial and urban wastelands,
which, depending on their origin, can vary in size from a few dozen square meters to a
few dozen hectares (e.g., coal mines or blast furnaces), with 75% of them being less than
one hectare. As the vast majority of these sites are located in urban areas, they negatively
impact the urban fabric but also represent an opportunity for sustainable urban planning as
they can be revalorized, with their reuse being a fundamental asset in land management [2].
Therefore, the Walloon authorities have proposed a detailed definition for those sites
and have catalogued them into an exhaustive inventory [3,4]. The redevelopment sites
(RDSs) are thus defined as “property or group of properties that have been or are intended
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to be used for an activity, excluding housing, and whose current state is against land
management best practices, or constitutes a deconstruction of the urban fabric” [5]. The
RDS inventory, which enables potential investors and public authorities to find out about
vacant land and its condition, currently contains more than 2200 sites and is available
online [6]. Updating it is essential to keep a record of all the sites that have already been
enhanced and provide reliable information to the actors consulting the database. Currently,
this update is performed, on the one hand, by the visual analysis of orthophotos annually
provided, as open data, over the entire Walloon territory and, on the other hand, by
systematic field visits. These methodologies are time-consuming and costly. Indeed, the
first solution requires several months of work for the analysis of all the RDSs included in
the inventory; moreover, the results can only be provided once a year, and there is also
a delay between the moment of data acquisition and their availability. As for the second
solution, the systematic field visits, the analysis is spread over several years. However, the
Walloon authorities estimate that less than 10% of the RDSs are likely to be redeveloped
from one year to the other and show major changes (the three classes of interest for the
administration are buildings, vegetation and soil). It is, therefore, necessary to find a way
to reduce the time spent on the inventory update by providing operators with a list of
sites presenting indications of significant changes that would enable them to concentrate
their efforts on these sites. The problem of how to efficiently monitor redevelopment
areas (usually called brownfield sites or more generally, vacant lands, although with a
slightly different meaning than ours) has been examined in many studies that mostly focus
on either their potential for policy-makers by using GIS data [7] or the detection of new
vacant lands. In particular, remote sensing data have been used in several studies for the
detection of new brownfields: Ref. [8] investigated the potential of IKONOS data in the
object-oriented classification approach and Ref. [9] investigated IKONOS, QuickBird and
hyperspectral data. In a recent study [10], the fusion of remote sensing images thermal data,
GIS layers and citizen science data is proposed for the identification of urban vacant land.
Remote sensing is also used, at a fine scale, for the detection and monitoring of hazardous
substances and materials, as shown in [11].

Change detection is one of the major applications of satellite-based remote sensing
data [12], and many different satellite-based change detection methods have been devel-
oped and used in recent decades. Among the most commonly used methods are algebra
methods (e.g., Image Differencing, Ratioing or Change Vector Analysis), transformation-
based methods (e.g., Principal Component Analysis), classification-based methods [13]
and time series analysis. In [14], the authors provide a review of the different techniques,
a guide to compare them by placing a clear separation of variables between the analysis
unit and classification method and report that pixel and post-classification change methods
remain the most popular choices. The review also presents some advantages and limita-
tions of the different techniques. These limitations and how to overcome them have been
widely studied and have led to more refined methodologies, e.g., super-resolution mapping
and the analysis of mixed pixels for the improvement of land-cover class maps [15]. In
addition, many other methods have recently been developed, notably based on artificial in-
telligence [16,17]. However, in [16], it was highlighted that supervised AI methods require
massive training samples to obtain a robust model and that processing remote sensing big
data requires a large amount of computational resources, which limits the implementation
of the AI model. It is, therefore, crucial to choose the methodologies based, on the one hand,
on needs such as the scale of the application and the thematic objectives and, on the other
hand, on aspects such as the resolution of the available images and their ability to provide
the required comparison features [14]. In the framework of this project, we opted for a time
series analysis approach as, depending on the method, it offers a number of advantages,
e.g., being able to detect abrupt and gradual changes (BFAST) or to capture subtle but
consistent trends (LandTrendR), Continuous Change Detection and Classification (CCDC)
being able to detect a variety of LULC changes continuously with high spatial and temporal
accuracies [18]. However, in [18], the limitations of these methods are also presented,
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e.g., time-consuming, requiring many resources, unsuitable for irregular observations, and
some are unable to identify types of changes. It is, therefore, crucial that the choice of time
series analysis method takes into account the objective of the research, and considers the
need to find the change points as soon as possible in real-world applications and that there
is a detection delay for many existing approaches [19,20].

Within this context, the European Copernicus program has opened, with the launch
of Sentinel-1 and Sentinel-2 satellites, new opportunities thanks to their high spatial and
temporal resolution. The Sentinel-1 mission consists of a constellation of two polar-orbiting
satellites mounting a C-band synthetic aperture radar (SAR) imaging system. They offer a
repeat cycle of six days and all-weather and day-and-night monitoring capabilities [21]. The
two Sentinel-2 satellites A and B are characterized by a sun-synchronous orbit, phased at
180 to each other, and a repeat cycle of 5 days [22]. The temporal resolution of the Sentinel
satellites ensures enough data to create time series [23–25], and their spatial resolution
allows for the identification of landscape features [26] and monitoring urban areas [27],
whereas the Sentinel-2 spectral resolution facilitates the thematic identification of land
cover [28–30].

In addition to the use of SAR and optical data separately, the combination of SAR
and optical data has been highlighted in domains such as vegetation monitoring [31] and
urban mapping [32,33]. Combining the two types of data has the advantage of coupling
features and thus overcoming some limitations, such as clouds, shadows and snow cover
for the optical data. Regarding the Sentinel images, the combination has been investigated
in various domains, such as forest disturbance [34], soil tillage [35] and urban mapping [36].
In [37], the use of Sentinel-1 data alone, Sentinel-2 data alone and their combined use for
forest–agriculture mapping are compared.

The demand for automated operational services providing near-real time information
for environmental monitoring has increased substantially in recent years, and several
studies have investigated their feasibility and proposed possible implementations, mainly
for natural events monitoring. In [20], the Thresholding Rewards and Penances TRP concept
was applied for a near-real time forest disturbance alert system based on PlanetScope
imagery, producing new forest change maps when a new image is made available. They
proposed a robust statistical method to estimate forest clear-cuts, but the use of PlanetScope
images makes the service costly as they need to acquire raw imagery. In [38], a near-real
time automatic avalanche monitoring system based on Sentinel-1 data was presented, and
an age tracking algorithm was developed, while, in [39], the focus was on burned forest
areas using Sentinel-2 data. For mapping burned areas, the latter used a selection of spectral
indices to compare the pre-fire and post-fire values. In [40], an automatic and repeatable
plot-based change detection method, based on pre and post event Sentinel-1 and Sentinel-2
data, was designed and tested to map extreme storm-related damages. Most of the services
are in the test or pre-operational phase and focus on localizing one type of change, with
hindsight of events and/or using one type of remote sensing data being sometimes costly.

The goal of this paper is to present the methodological aspects and implementation
details of SARSAR, a new Earth observation service for the monitoring of redevelopment
sites in southern Belgium. For its deployment, a number of requirements made by the
Walloon administration had to be met, namely: (i) the implementation of a straightforward
automatic operational tool providing results on a regular basis (once every two months);
(ii) the ability to detect changes in vegetation, buildings and soil, on a set of sites spread
throughout the region’s territory; (iii) the use of open-source data.

Differently from other methodologies and services mentioned above, the focus is,
therefore, on providing a response to the administration need of monitoring RDSs on
a regional scale and identifying the time and type of change at the site level using free
and open-source technology. In brief, by exploiting Sentinel-1 and Sentinel-2 data, the
service automatically detects and characterizes changes in user-defined sites of interest and
provides a final change list that can be directly used by the Walloon authorities to prioritize
their daily work and reduce the time needed for the inventory update.
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To fulfil the free and open-source technology requirement, we exploited Terrascope,
the Belgian contribution to the Sentinel Collaborative Ground Segment (CollGS), which
provides access to pre-processed Sentinel data [41] and computer capacity for the execution
of the process and its automation. The Sentinel Collaborative Ground Segments were
created by ESA and its Member States to facilitate the access to the Sentinel data and the
data exploitation. CollGS can be used for various applications, as shown by Ref. [42], who
used Terrascope for geohazard monitoring.

To be able to provide a list of the RDSs that are likely to change, several steps were
implemented. Considering the number of sites to be processed and the fact that aggregate
information is needed for each RDS, we opted for an object-based approach. Moreover,
since the number of training samples required to implement a solution based on AI would
have been prohibitive, our final choice was a combination of unsupervised methodologies.

After data preparation, where the extraction of temporal features from the Sentinel
time series was performed, two processes were run: first, the change point detection
analysis based on the Pruned Exact Linear Time (PELT) [43], whose goal is to flag each site
as changed/unchanged and to provide an estimate of the change date(s) [44] and then a
rule-based classification based on threshold selection to characterize the types of changes.

Changepoint analysis is largely employed for the study of time series in many applica-
tion domains, yet it is still underexploited within the remote sensing community, due to the
fact that high resolution images were not easily accessible until a few years ago. In regard
to our service, changepoint detection was chosen because it serves a twofold purpose: it
directly provides an estimate of the date of change, which alone constitutes valuable infor-
mation for the administration, and allows us to restrict the time window within which the
change classification should be performed. As regards threshold selection, it is a common
procedure in algebra-based change detection [45]. The selection of the best threshold could
be associated with a priori knowledge or derived from the histogram of the image [12].
The advantage of thresholding is that it can guarantee a robust near real-time approach
based on fast and automated processing [34]. To the best of our knowledge, there have
not been other attempts to use changepoint detection in combination with threshold-based
classification for the characterization of changes in urban areas.

The paper is organized into five sections: The Materials section presents the study
area, the Sentinel data used for this study via the Terrascope platform and the ground truth
used for validation. The Methods section is divided into three parts: the first part explains
the feature extraction and the creation of temporal profiles, the second part investigates the
change detection method chosen and the third part presents the methodologies used for
the classification of the changes. The last three sections are the presentation of the results,
the discussion and the conclusions.

2. Materials and Methods
2.1. Materials
2.1.1. Study Area

The study was performed in Wallonia, the southern part of Belgium that covers an
area of about 17,000 km2. The industrial development in this region took place mainly
along the Haine–Sambre–Meuse–Vesdre river axis. In total, slightly over 2200 sites are
distributed mainly along this particular path, for a total area of 3800 hectares (Figure 1).
However, a certain number of sites are spread over the whole territory of Wallonia. As
mentioned in the Introduction, the size of the RDSs themselves, depending on their original
use, can vary greatly. Figure 2 shows a former industrial area presenting a large number of
RDSs of different sizes.
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2.1.2. Sentinel Data and Computing Environment

Sentinel-1 and Sentinel-2 data have been available since 2014 and 2015, respectively.
Both missions consist of two satellites (A and B). Sentinel-1 mounts an SAR instrument that
operates at a center frequency of 5.405 GHz and supports operation in dual polarization.
For Belgium, the typical acquisition mode is Interferometric Wide (IW) in dual polarization
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(VV+VH), which provides a resolution of around 5 × 20 m for Single Look Complex
(SLC) products and around 20 × 20 m for Ground Range Detected (GRD) products [21].
Sentinel-2 carries an on-board Multi Spectral Instrument (MSI) measuring the reflected
solar spectral radiances with 13 spectral bands ranging from visible to shortwave infrared
(SWIR) bands [22]. The spatial resolution is 10 m, 20 m or 60 m depending on the spectral
band. As regards the temporal resolution, Sentinel-1 and Sentinel-2 have a repeat cycle of 6
and 5 days, respectively, making them suitable for the creation of time series.

All the processing was carried out using the Terrascope platform [41], the Sentinel
Collaborative Ground Segment for Belgium. Terrascope was chosen because it offers, in
open access, up-to-date pre-processed Sentinel data, a computing environment, long-term
maintenance and technical support. Concerning the Sentinel-2 data, the platform makes
available atmospherically corrected images Level 2A Top-of-Canopy (TOC), downloaded
from the ESA hubs. As regards Sentinel-1, along with the original SLC and GRD products,
Terrascope also conveniently offers the corresponding calibrated and orthorectified images,
which we ultimately used to avoid unnecessary pre-processing. Their spatial resolution is
20 × 20 m resampled at 10 m. The SARSAR service was run on a dedicated machine with a
6-core hyperthreading enabled CPU, 24 GB RAM, a boot volume of 2 TB and a data volume
of 8 TB. Data storage was ensured by a PostgreSQL (11.11) server. The data processing was
performed via a combination of Python (3.6) scripts, PostgreSQL stored procedures and
PostGIS (3.1) functions. The whole processing chain was launched automatically and at
predefined intervals thanks to CRON. Ultimately, the final users received notifications and
reports by e-mail.

2.1.3. Ground Truth

For validation purposes, two ground truth datasets were created by visual analysis.
The first ground truth is based on the orthophotos (25 cm resolution) taken in summer
2016 and 2018, and focuses on the RDSs, spread throughout the region, for which there are
changes that can be observed from Sentinel data. This dataset was developed to account
for major changes and for which we do not have information about the exact dates of
change. The second ground truth is based on Pléiades images (50 cm resolution) acquired
monthly between January 2019 and December 2020 on two specific areas (Figure 1) with a
high concentration of RDSs. This provides complementary information compared to the
orthophotos’ ground truth. In fact, while the orthophotos’ ground truth focuses on RDSs
with significant changes, this dataset was created to take into account in a more balanced
way the different types of change. Although, due to meteorological conditions, only 14 and
16 images, respectively, are available for each area, an estimation of the change dates was
extracted taking into consideration that several dates can occur per site. In addition to the
change dates for the whole period, information on the changes occurring between summer
2019 and summer 2020 was also extracted in order to provide a dataset that complements
the one based on orthophotos.

In total, 141 and 161 sites are present in the orthophotos and Pléiades ground truth,
respectively. For each of the 302 RDSs, changes were manually recorded for vegetation,
buildings and soil. Overall, 152 of the sites presented at least one change and 150 remained
unaltered. The breakdown of the changes into the three possible types is shown in Table 1,
and Figure 3 provides two examples of changes.

Table 1. Number of changes per ground truth and breakdown into change types.

Ground Truth Building Vegetation Soil Total Changes Total RDSs

Orthophotos 60 97 125 282 141
Pléiades 8 13 15 36 161

Total 68 110 140 318 302
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2.2. Methods

Several methodologies for change detection and classification can be applied, and select-
ing the appropriate technique is related to the objective of the study [46]. Techniques such
as single image differing or ratioing provide binary information (change/no-change), and
if detailed information is required, such as the change direction, classification techniques
are preferable. Another technique providing information on change type and direction is
index differencing. These are mathematical transformations in multispectral mode and are
produced separately; then, other change detection techniques (e.g., differencing or ratioing)
can be applied [46]. Concerning the unit of analysis, on the one hand, in [46], it is explained
that pixel-based change detection methods have been used traditionally, the main advantages
of this unit of analysis being its suitability for large pixels; it does not generalize the data; and
it is an effective methodology, especially when the relationship between pixel intensity and
the land cover changes under investigation is strong [14]. On the other hand, the object-based
approach allows the exploitation of the spatial context, reduces the noisy outputs of isolated
changed pixels and allows direct object change detection (DOCD) by comparing spectral
information [46]. One of the object-based units of analysis is the vector polygon, which is
extracted from existing geodatabases; they group together pixels that are suitable for statistical
analysis, the result of which may indicate changes within the corresponding polygons. On
one hand, vector polygons provide a cartographically ‘clean’ basis for analysis [14], allow the
exploitation of additional thematic information about the objects to obtain better results and
enhance the interpretation of the image [47]. They also provide important information on the
location of the objects to investigate for change detection. In [47], this type of object-based
approach, combined with spectral indices, was used for the automatic change detection of
buildings in an urban environment as it can handle the complexity of urban environments. On
the other hand, vector polygons generalize the data, and the size and shape of objects cannot
be compared [14]. As regards the current study, we opted for this latter methodology, where a
set of features (multi-spectral indices and radar backscattering) are used to create what we
could define as the temporal signatures of the RDSs. The methodology responds to the need to
monitor the RDS polygons at a regional scale, and to have generalized information of changes
detected for the three types of classes (vegetation, building and soil), thereby reducing the
manual work [14].
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The proposed overall methodology, whose main goal is to provide a shortlist of the
sites that are likely to have changed and for which an on-field visit would be required,
is shown in Figure 4. The first main block is the feature extraction, where the Sentinel-1
and Sentinel-2 images available in Terrascope and described in the previous section are
processed to obtain the above-mentioned temporal profiles of the RDSs (each RDS has
multiple temporal profiles—one per feature). The second main block is devoted to the
characterization of the changes, which is carried out in two steps: (i) the change detection,
which flags a site as changed (or not) and provides an estimate of the change date(s)—this
is carried out once every two months; (ii) the change classification, which is divided into
two separated processes. First, when a change date is detected, a rule-based classification
is performed in order to provide additional information on the type of change: vegetation,
building or soil. Second, the same methodology is applied once per year, considering
summer average features in order to detect gradual changes.
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The final output of the service is a csv file that is automatically delivered to the operator.
For each RDS, this report includes: (1) information on whether a change has occurred or
not, (2) the type of change and (3) the estimated date of the change (if available).

2.2.1. Features Extraction and Temporal Profiles

For each Sentinel-1 acquisition (more specifically, the VH band, which was found to be
the most suitable for our scope) that contained the site of interest within the desired time
frame, the average backscatter (sigma0) for that site was computed and used to populate
the corresponding temporal profile. Since a site can be typically seen from 3 to 4 different
viewing angles (considering both ascending and descending orbits), separate profiles were
created for each satellite pass and then averaged to obtain a unique “sigma0VH” feature.

Regarding Sentinel-2 data, all the L2A tiles over the area were analyzed. Only the tiles
presenting less than 25% of clouds were selected, which greatly reduced the number of
undetected cloud pixels. Then, each image was clipped based on the RDS vector polygons
file. Image co-registration was ensured during this process. Then, the Scene Classifica-
tion layer, a classification map generated via the Sen2Cor ESA processor that accompa-
nies every L2A image and is directly available in Terrascope, was used to remove every
single pixel classified as “No_Data”, “Cloud_Shadows”, “Cloud_Medium_Probability”,
“Cloud_High_Probability”, “Thin_Cirrus” and “Snow”. This allowed us to remove, site
per site, the dates for which no data, shadows, clouds, or snow pixels were present.

In the feature extraction step, six widely used spectral indices were calculated that were
to be used in the next processes: (1) the Built-Up Areas Index (BAI) [47], (2) the Brightness
Index (BI) [48], (3) the Second Brightness Index (BI2) [48], (4) the Normalized Vegetation
Index (NDVI) [49], (5) the second Normalized Difference Water Index (NDWI2) [50] and
(6) the soil brightness index (SBI) [47]. The selection of the spectral indices was motivated
by their widespread application in the literature and by considering that most built-up
indices require SWIR bands, which are available only in a coarse resolution for Sentinel-2.
The BI2 index has been tested for built-up detection after applying NDVI and NDWI2 to
mask vegetation and water [51]. BAI has proven to be useful to detect asphalt and concrete
surfaces [47], and SBI has been successfully investigated by [47] and [52]. For each index,
each RDS and each available image since 2015, the average per RDS was calculated and
used to generate the Sentinel-2 time series:

BAI = ((B02 − B08))/((B02 + B08)) (1)

BI =
√

(((B04*B04) + (B03*B03))/2) (2)

BI2 =
√

(((B04*B04) + (B03*B03) + (B08*B08))/3) (3)

NDVI = ((B08 − B04))/((B08 + B04)) (4)

NDWI2 = ((B03 − B08))/((B03 + B08)) (5)

SBI =
√

((B04*B04) + (B08*B08)) (6)

where B0n corresponds to the n-th Sentinel-2 band used for the calculation, here B02, B03,
B04 and B08, all with a 10 m resolution.

To create the final temporal profiles (each RDS has multiple profiles, one per feature),
a linear interpolation to fill in the gaps (1 data point per day) in the data and a smoothing
using a Gaussian kernel with a standard deviation of 61 were performed.

2.2.2. Change Detection

The second processing block is the change detection, where some of the features
extracted from the Sentinel images are jointly analyzed using the Pruned Exact Linear Time
(PELT) [43]. The method is a well-known changepoint detection method that provides an
exact segmentation of the time series with a linear time complexity.
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Given a time series s = (s1, . . . , sk), the number n and time position t1:n = (t1, . . . , tn) of
the changepoints are obtained by solving the following penalized minimization problem:

Qn(s1:k, p) = min
n,t1:n

{
n+1

∑
i=1

[
C
(

s(ti−1+1):ti

)]
+ p

}
(7)

where C is the segment-specific cost function

C(sa:b) =
b

∑
i=a+1

‖si − sa:b‖2
2 (8)

and p = log(k) a penalty term to control overfitting.
In a preliminary study that we carried out on 22 test sites [44], we showed that the

combined use of the Sentinel-1 sigma0VH and Sentinel-2 NDVI returns more accurate
change detection results than those of the single features. Figure 5 shows an example of the
changepoints detected on an RDS where a building was demolished between summer 2017
and summer 2018, and some vegetation grew between summer 2018 and summer 2019. As
can be seen, the combined use of Sentinel-1 and Sentinel-2 detection successfully returned
the two dates. After the optimization phase of the change detection process, during which
we performed several tests on an extended dataset using different combinations of features,
the NDVI feature was replaced by NDWI2.
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Figure 5. Changepoint analysis for the RDS “Service voirie d’Angleur” in Liège showing (a) Sentinel-1
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July 2018; right: July 2019); (c) orthophotos ground truth (left: summer 2017; center: summer 2018;
right: summer 2019); (d) bi-dimensional time series sigma0VH (Sentinel-1); (e) bi-dimensional time
series NDVI (Sentinel-2).
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The overall process returns either a list of changepoints dates (one or multiple) or no
changepoints. When one or multiple changepoints are detected, these become the input
of the next block—the change classification. When no changepoints are detected, this
information is reported directly in the final report, “Results per RDS”.

2.2.3. Change Classification

Determining the type of changes is essential in providing information about the
changes to the local authorities. The Sentinel-1 sigma0VH and Sentinel-2 indices temporal
profiles were analyzed to determine suitable threshold boundaries that would represent a
change for each land cover type (vegetation, building or soil), and the data from the ground
truth datasets were used to validate the method. Thresholding-specific indices have been
proposed and successfully applied in many studies [47,51], e.g., thresholding NDVI has
been used to qualify land-cover change [53] and detect forest cuts [25]. The use of Sentinel-1
data, which is radar sensitive to variations in height and shape, allowed us to complement
the information provided by the Sentinel-2 indices and improve the characterization of the
changes to buildings.

For each site, two separate processes were considered that allow, on the one hand, to
provide information on the type of change for progressive changes and, on the other hand,
to classify the changes associated with the detected changepoints.

The first one is solely based on Sentinel-2 data. It focuses on the summer months
(tsummer), from May to August, as these are more appropriate for vegetation change. It
also offers the best illumination conditions for the multi-spectral images considering the
variation of the Sun–Zenith Angles due to the sensing time being the same throughout the
year. This process, hereafter referred to as “summer classification”, offers the opportunity
to detect changes that occur gradually over a one-year period. The second process, the
“changepoint classification”, is based on both Sentinel-1 and Sentinel-2 features, and it is
performed when one or multiple change dates are available from the previous block. It
takes into account the average of the data available after the change date (tmonths), namely,
2 months for Sentinel-2 data and 1 month for Sentinel-1 data. A calculation of the distance
between the average features of the time period from the year of the change (tsummer and
tmonths) to the same time period the previous year (respectively, tsummer-1 and tmonths-1) was
performed. This distance was then compared to the thresholds of the different Sentinel-2
index and Sentinel-1 VH features in order to determine the chances of representing a
type of change (Table 2). As described for the “summer classification”, the one-year time
step for the “changepoint classification” was chosen in order to limit the influence of the
illumination for Sentinel-2 and the seasonality effect. In addition, while the “summer
classification” considered the average features from May to August, the “changepoint
classification” takes into account 2 months for the Sentinel-2 indices and 1 month for the
Sentinel-1 VH feature. This discrepancy in the number of months used is based on the
fact that valid Sentinel-2 data are typically fewer due to cloud cover. On top of the change
classification, NDVI and sigma0VH helped us to determine the direction of the change
(Table 2). Although the use of the VH band allowed this identification, the combination of
the three indices, BI, BI2 and SBI, showed better results for the “summer classification”,
which is why these indices were selected. The detailed workflow for the evaluation of the
type of changes is shown in Figure 4.

Table 2. Rule-based classifier for the determination of the types of changes.

Change Classification tsummer–tsummer-1 tmonths–tmonths-1

Vegetation increase NDVI ≥ 0.1 NDVI ≥ 0.1
Vegetation decrease NDVI ≤ 0.1 NDVI ≥ −0.1

Building change BI ≥ 150 or BI2 ≥ 150 or SBI ≥ 250 -
Building increase - VH ≥ 0.135
Building decrease - VH ≥ −0.135

Soil change BAI ≥ 0.05 BAI ≥ 0.05
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3. Results
3.1. Change Detection

The performance was assessed in terms of true positive rate (TPR) and false positive
rate (FPR). The overall problem can be in fact seen as a binary classification where either a
“change” (1) or a “no change” (0) has to be detected. In order to compare the results with the
ground truth, the latter was coded so that any change in any of the three classes (building,
vegetation and soil) was assigned the value 1; in the case of no change for all three classes,
the ground truth was given the value 0. A confusion matrix was then generated so that
the number of true positives (TPs), true negatives (TNs), false positives (FPs) and false
negatives (FNs) could be used to compute the TPR and FPR. To provide a unique measure
that takes into account both detection and miss rates, the F1-score was also calculated. For
the sake of completeness, the overall accuracy (OA) is also reported.

It is worth mentioning that, due to the specific way in which the ground truth is
constructed, in order to generate the confusion matrix, we made the arbitrary assumption
that only one change per site occurred in the considered period of time. This is a simplifica-
tion that helped us to compare the results in a more straightforward way, but might not
fully reflect the real situation, especially for the sites belonging to the orthophotos ground
truth, as for a certain number of them it is more likely that multiple changes occurred at
different times.

The change detection was performed using the sigma0VH and NDWI features, which
amongst the other features ultimately provided the highest accuracy. The use of both
Sentinel-1 and Sentinel-2 data, which provide complementary information (the VH band
mostly about buildings and the NDWI index mostly about vegetation and soil), allowed a
more effective identification and classification of changes. The results for the entire dataset
are shown in the first row of Table 3. The number of sites for which we had an estimated
change is 108, 91 of which were correctly classified. Among the unchanged sites, we missed
46 of them, resulting in an OA of 79%. In terms of correct and miss detection rates, we,
therefore, obtained a TPR of 66% and an FPR of 10%, with an F1-score of 0.74.

Table 3. Changepoint analysis: confusion matrix and performance metrics.

TP FP FN TN TPR FPR F1-Score OA

Full dataset 91 17 46 148 66% 10% 0.74 79%
Pléiades 15 9 12 125 55% 7% 0.59 87%

In order to better understand the results of the following block, the change classifica-
tion, it was helpful to separate the Pléiades detections from the full dataset. The results
are provided in the second row of Table 1. For this dataset, the number of sites that were
flagged as changed was 26, with nine FPs, whereas the correct detections of the unchanged
sites were 125. As a result, the TPR and FPR decreased to 55% and 7%, respectively, and,
consequently, the F1-score dropped to 0.59. The OA, instead, increased to 87%, mainly due
to the fact that the dataset was rather unbalanced.

3.2. Change Classification
3.2.1. Summer Classification

The “summer classification”, as we discussed in the previous section, takes into
account, for each of the 302 sites, the summer comparison between 2016 and 2018 for
the orthophotos dataset and between 2019 and 2020 for the Pléiades dataset. Again, the
performance was assessed by combining the two datasets and computing the TPR, FPR
and the F1-score for each class, along with the overall accuracy (see Table 4). The overall
performance of the yearly classification based on summer values is satisfactory. The best
results were obtained for the “vegetation” class, for which the OA was 90% and the TPR
and FPR were 87% and 9%, respectively. The resulting F1-score was 0.80. The performance
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for the “building” and “soil” classes were slightly lower, with an OA of 76% and 79%,
respectively, yet still good, with an F1-score above 0.7.

Table 4. “Summer classification” (full dataset): confusion matrix and performance metrics.

TP FP FN TN TPR FPR F1-Score OA

Vegetation 59 21 9 213 87% 9% 0.80 90%
Building 87 49 23 143 79% 26% 0.71 76%

Soil 103 26 37 136 74% 16% 0.77 79%

To look deeper into the “vegetation” class, Table 5 also shows the results disaggregated
by “increase”, “decrease” and “no change” types, with the corresponding overall accuracy
and omission/commission errors. As can be seen, for both the increase and decrease
in vegetation, around 1 in 4 detections was a false alarm, whereas the percentage of
missed changes were 20% and 12%, respectively. It is worth noting that there was no
confusion between the two classes, as all the errors fell into the “no change” class. For
this class, instead, the commission and omission errors were much lower, namely, 4% and
9%, respectively.

Table 5. “Summer classification” (full dataset): detailed confusion matrix for the “vegetation” class.

Increase Decrease No Change Total Commission Errors

Increase 8 0 3 11 27%
Decrease 0 51 18 69 26%

no change 2 7 213 222 4%

Total 10 58 234 302

Omission Errors 20% 12% 9% OA = 90%

3.2.2. Changepoint Classification

The “changepoint classification” takes into consideration only the RDSs for which at
least one changepoint date has been estimated within the change detection process. As
multiple changes can occur in the same site during the considered time period, a yearly
comparison was required for each estimated change date. This was only possible using
the Pléiades dataset, as only for this ground truth are the exact change dates available.
A performance assessment (Tables 6 and 7) was carried out for all the changepoint dates
knowing that the overall accuracy of the changepoint dates themselves was shown in a
previous section.

Table 6. “Changepoint classification” (Pléiades dataset): confusion matrix and performance metrics.

TP FP FN TN TPR FPR F1-Score OA

Vegetation 6 1 3 16 67% 6% 0.75 84%
Building 7 1 3 15 70% 6% 0.78 85%

Soil 11 4 4 7 73% 36% 0.73 69%
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Table 7. “Changepoint classification” (Pléiades dataset): detailed confusion matrix for the “vegeta-
tion” and “building” classes.

Vegetation

Increase Decrease No Change Total Commission Errors

Increase 0 0 0 0 -
Decrease 0 6 1 7 14%

No change 0 3 16 19 16%

Total 0 9 17 26

Omission Errors - 33% 6% OA = 85%

Building

Increase Decrease No Change Total Commission Errors

Increase 2 0 0 2 0%

Decrease 0 5 1 6 17%

No change 2 1 15 18 17%

Total 4 6 16 26

Omission Errors 50% 17% 6% OA = 85%

Although some dates were during winter months, the results for the vegetation
changes remained good, with an OA of 84% and a F1-score of 0.75. With respect to the
“summer classification”, the main difference here was in the TPR, which was lower by
20 percentage points (87% for “summer classification” and 67% for Pléiades dataset). As
regards the “building” class, there was the opposite trend for the Pléiades dataset, with both
a higher OA and F1-score than those obtained for the “summer classification”. Although
the TPR was slightly lower, the significant drop in the FPR improved the performance.
Finally, for the “soil” class, all the metrics showed a drop in the performance, especially as
far as the FPR is concerned.

To complete the analysis, the detailed confusion matrices for the classes “vegetation”
and “building” are provided in Table 7. Once again, the results are disaggregated by
“increase”, “decrease” and “no change” types. For the “vegetation” class, no increase was
reported within any site of the ground truth; therefore, no metric was calculated. Instead,
out of nine “decrease” changes, six were correctly identified, resulting in a commission
error of 14% and an omission error of 33%. If we look at the “no change” class, we had
a similar false alarm rate, but a much lower miss rate. For the “building” class, half of
the “increase” changes in buildings were missed (50% omission error). However, all the
changes that were flagged as an increase were correct (0% commission error). Instead,
the classification of a decrease was more accurate, with only one false alarm and one
missed detection. Finally, the “no change” classification was the one providing the best
performance, with a commission error of 17% and an omission error of 6%.

4. Discussion

The results described in the prior section provide answers to the several challenges
that can be encountered when detecting changes on specific sites. Indeed, besides detecting
the changes with their dates, there is a need to classify the type of changes and to detect
gradual changes. Four main observations may be drawn from this research.

First, the proposed method provided satisfactory results for the change detection and
the change classification for both ground truth datasets. As far as the change detection
is concerned, thanks to the complementary information provided by the sigma0VH and
NDWI features (the former mainly for buildings, and the latter mainly for vegetation/soil),
we were able to achieve an overall accuracy for the full dataset of 79%. As far as the change
classification is concerned, the OA ranged from 79% to 90%, depending on the type of
change that was considered (vegetation, building and soil). The OA of 90% and the F1-score
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of 0.80, obtained for the vegetation “summer classification”, illustrate the well-known
robustness of the selection of the NDVI as a vegetation indicator [25,49,53], especially in
summer conditions. As previously shown in [47], the BAI was proven to be useful for
soil detection. Regarding the classification of buildings, the results revealed the suitability
of combining the BI, BI2 and SBI indices, as an OA of 76% and an F1-score of 0.71 were
obtained for the “summer classification”. As mentioned in the Methods section, these
indices were not used for the building classification rules of the “changepoint classification”
and were replaced by the sigma0VH feature. This is due to the fact that the probability
of finding cloud-free images in other periods than the summer is lower and the radar
backscatter helps improving building discrimination thanks to its sensitivity to variations
in height and shape. For this reason, it will be useful to carry out additional tests to
investigate whether the use of the sigma0VH feature could be used also for the “summer
classification”. Moreover, further research could be conducted in regard to the number of
Sentinel-2 images used for the “changepoint classification”. Although data gaps were filled
in through linear interpolation and the time series were smoothed using a Gaussian kernel,
the cloud cover limits the number of usable images, especially during winter months. By
only selecting the dates for which a certain number of S2 images are available, it is likely
that the performance of the change classification would be improved.

Second, the “summer classification” is better suited for the detection of gradual
changes. Figure 6 illustrates an ongoing vegetation growth leading to a soil decrease. This
was not captured by the changepoint detection method but was classified as a vegetation
increase and soil change thanks to the summer 2016–2018 comparison. The “summer
classification” also provided better vegetation classification for change dates that occurred
during winter, as seasonality strongly impacts the performance, as most vegetation is
dormant during the winter. However, when comparing the “summer classification” and
the “changepoint classification” results, it should be taken into account that the size of the
two datasets is very different (302 vs. 26), and this had an impact on the results both in
terms of representativeness and numerical accuracy.

Third, the use of vector polygons originating from the RDSs vector file to group the
image pixels in the change analysis constitutes, at the same time, an advantage and a
limitation. The fact that we averaged the information over the whole sites, on the one
hand, helped reduce the noise (especially as far as Sentinel-1 is concerned) and filter out
unnecessary details, but on the other hand, it may have led to the non-detection and/or
non-classification of either small changes or bigger changes occurring on large sites, as the
scales of the changes do not always match the scales of the vector polygons [14]. To partially
overcome these issues, the polygon size could be reduced, for example, by segmenting
each site either based on a fixed grid or external sources, such as WALlonie Occupation et
Utilisation du Sol (WALOUS) [54,55]. However, this can lead to other problems, such as
a significant increase in the computing power and and/or the creation of a large number
of objects that would be too small compared to the Sentinel spatial resolution. Moreover,
although external sources could, in principle, provide additional information on the type
of change, this leads to the challenge of keeping these data up to date.

Fourth, the use of Sentinel data also has its limitations. First, as mentioned above,
the spatial resolution reduces the number of RDSs for which the results can be reliable.
For example, in total, 90.4% of the RDSs were larger than 400 square meters (roughly
one Sentinel-1 pixel and four Sentinel-2 pixels). Moreover, although most of the sites
are former industrial facilities with extensive infrastructure, changes may occur on only
minor parts of the site, as illustrated in Figure 7. However, Sentinel images offer major
advantages compared to orthophotos, which are open access but provided once a year, or
Pléiades images, which can be obtained on demand and are costly. In fact, not only can they
guarantee a much higher temporal coverage (especially if we consider the Sentinel-1 all-
weather capabilities), but they are also completely free, which means that the operational
costs of the tool are significantly reduced. Moreover, thanks to the Terrascope platform
and its cloud computing environment, the method is automated and provides, every
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two months, results that are directly usable by regional authorities. Although the use of
Sentinel data limits the number of RDSs that can be analyzed and the size of the changes
detected, thanks to the results that we have shown, the regional authorities will be able to
update the RDS inventory in a more efficient and less expensive way. Indeed, the SARSAR
service enables the prioritization of the orthophotos analysis work and drastically limits
field efforts. Table 8 shows a sample of bimestrial final change lists, and Figure 8 presents
four RDSs, three for which a change date was detected and one with no change.
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Table 8. Example of bimestrial final change list for a sample of RDSs.

CODECARTO RDS Name Change
Date

Estimated
Change Date

Vegetation
Change

Building
Change

Soil
Change

52011-ISA-0040-01 Cordial Bowling Yes 20 April 2020 Yes, decrease No Yes
52011-ISA-0110-01 Carsid—Agglomération Yes 12 March 2019 No Yes, decrease Yes

62063-ISA-0073-01 Patience et Beaujonc—site
secondaire Yes 31 March 2020 Yes, decrease Yes, decrease Yes

52011-ISA-0003-01 Technopôle de la Villette No NA No No No
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5. Conclusions

Managing former industrial lands is essential for urban planning and limiting the
urbanization of new lands. In this article, we presented SARSAR, a new Earth observation
service that has been developed to support the Walloon authorities’ daily work by helping
them update the RDS inventory in a more responsive, efficient and cost-effective manner.

The SARSAR service exploits Sentinel-1 and Sentinel-2 images, with their high spatial
and temporal resolution and open data policy, and the cloud computing environment
offered by Terrascope to generate and deliver a change report every two months directly to
the Walloon authorities, who can integrate it into their management system. This saves
time and effort compared to the current methods of updating the inventory (visual analysis
of orthophotos and systematic field visits), enabling personnel to prioritize their work
and focus on the RDSs showing evidence of significant changes. This service, which first
performs a set of routines to extract and prepare the input data, is composed of two main
processes: one for the flagging of the sites that are likely to have changed and one in charge
of the classification of the changes.

The performance assessment provided satisfactory results, with an overall accuracy of
around 80% for the change detection and in the range 70–90% for the change classification
(depending on the class considered). The results highlight the relevance of using Sentinel-1
data, as well as a selection of Sentinel-2 indices, especially the NDVI for vegetation moni-
toring, and show the complementarity of the two processes in identifying both abrupt and
gradual changes.

The results presented in this paper highlight opportunities not only for brownfield
monitoring in other regions but also for multiple application domains and a larger user
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community, from land management and planning strategies, to agricultural and forestry
areas monitoring, through disaster response mapping.
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