
This article was downloaded by: [Selcuk Universitesi]
On: 05 February 2015, At: 20:53
Publisher: Taylor & Francis
Informa Ltd Registered in England and Wales Registered Number: 1072954 Registered
office: Mortimer House, 37-41 Mortimer Street, London W1T 3JH, UK

Click for updates

Remote Sensing Letters
Publication details, including instructions for authors and
subscription information:
http://www.tandfonline.com/loi/trsl20

A novel building change index for
automatic building change detection
from high-resolution remote sensing
imagery
Xin Huanga, Tingting Zhua, Liangpei Zhanga & Yuqi Tangb

a State Key Laboratory of Information Engineering in Surveying,
Mapping and Remote Sensing (LIESMARS), Wuhan University,
Wuhan, China
b School of Geosciences and Info-Physics, Central South University,
Changsha, China
Published online: 29 Sep 2014.

To cite this article: Xin Huang, Tingting Zhu, Liangpei Zhang & Yuqi Tang (2014) A novel building
change index for automatic building change detection from high-resolution remote sensing imagery,
Remote Sensing Letters, 5:8, 713-722, DOI: 10.1080/2150704X.2014.963732

To link to this article:  http://dx.doi.org/10.1080/2150704X.2014.963732

PLEASE SCROLL DOWN FOR ARTICLE

Taylor & Francis makes every effort to ensure the accuracy of all the information (the
“Content”) contained in the publications on our platform. However, Taylor & Francis,
our agents, and our licensors make no representations or warranties whatsoever as to
the accuracy, completeness, or suitability for any purpose of the Content. Any opinions
and views expressed in this publication are the opinions and views of the authors,
and are not the views of or endorsed by Taylor & Francis. The accuracy of the Content
should not be relied upon and should be independently verified with primary sources
of information. Taylor and Francis shall not be liable for any losses, actions, claims,
proceedings, demands, costs, expenses, damages, and other liabilities whatsoever or
howsoever caused arising directly or indirectly in connection with, in relation to or arising
out of the use of the Content.

This article may be used for research, teaching, and private study purposes. Any
substantial or systematic reproduction, redistribution, reselling, loan, sub-licensing,
systematic supply, or distribution in any form to anyone is expressly forbidden. Terms &

http://crossmark.crossref.org/dialog/?doi=10.1080/2150704X.2014.963732&domain=pdf&date_stamp=2014-09-29
http://www.tandfonline.com/loi/trsl20
http://www.tandfonline.com/action/showCitFormats?doi=10.1080/2150704X.2014.963732
http://dx.doi.org/10.1080/2150704X.2014.963732


Conditions of access and use can be found at http://www.tandfonline.com/page/terms-
and-conditions

D
ow

nl
oa

de
d 

by
 [

Se
lc

uk
 U

ni
ve

rs
ite

si
] 

at
 2

0:
53

 0
5 

Fe
br

ua
ry

 2
01

5 

http://www.tandfonline.com/page/terms-and-conditions
http://www.tandfonline.com/page/terms-and-conditions


A novel building change index for automatic building change detection
from high-resolution remote sensing imagery

Xin Huanga*, Tingting Zhua, Liangpei Zhanga, and Yuqi Tangb

aState Key Laboratory of Information Engineering in Surveying, Mapping and Remote Sensing
(LIESMARS), Wuhan University, Wuhan, China; bSchool of Geosciences and Info-Physics, Central

South University, Changsha, China

(Received 21 April 2014; accepted 1 September 2014)

In pace with rapid urbanization, urban areas in many countries are undergoing huge
changes. The large spectral variance and spatial heterogeneity within the ‘buildings’ land
cover class, as well as the similar spectral properties between buildings and other urban
structures, make building change detection a challenging problem. In this work, we
propose a set of novel building change indices (BCIs) by combining morphological
building index (MBI) and slow feature analysis (SFA) for building change detection
from high-resolution imagery. MBI is a recently developed automatic building detector
for high-resolution imagery, which is able to highlight building components but simul-
taneously suppress other urban structures. SFA is an unsupervised learning algorithm
that can discriminate the changed components from the unchanged ones for multi-
temporal images. By effectively integrating the information from MBI and SFA, the
building change components can be automatically generated. Experiments conducted on
the QuickBird 2002–2005 data-set are used to validate the effectiveness of the proposed
building change detection framework.

1. Introduction

In recent years, with the increasing availability of very high-resolution images covering
the same geographical area, it becomes possible to identify detailed changes that occur at
the level of urban structures such as buildings (Gueguen, Soille, and Pesaresi 2011). Due
to the socio-economic and environmental issues resulting from the high-speed urbaniza-
tion, building detection has received increasing attention in recent years in China. As a
result, the precise location and identification of changed building structures is one of the
most important tasks for updating of an urban land information system. However, few
studies in the existing literature have addressed the problem of automatic building change
detection from high-resolution remotely sensed imagery.

The complex spatial arrangement and spectral heterogeneity within the class of
buildings pose huge challenges to the traditional pixel-based and spectral-based change
detection techniques, since the radiometric information alone is insufficient for discrimi-
nation between spectrally similar urban structures such as buildings, roads and bare soil. It
is therefore necessary to develop context-based methods that can exploit rich spatial
information of high-resolution images for accurate change detection (Falco et al. 2013).

Automatic building detection from monocular optical images is a challenging pattern
recognition problem, which is also the key for building change analysis. Notable examples
of the current building detectors for high-resolution images include the scale-invariant
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feature transform (SIFT) key-point-based method (Sirmacek and Unsalan 2009) and shadow
evidence-based building reconstruction (Liow and Pavlidis 1990). In this study, based on
our previous work, a morphological building index (MBI) (Huang and Zhang 2011, 2012)
is adopted for automatic building change detection. MBI is of interest because it is an
automatic building detector for high-resolution images, which can be rapidly carried out
without collection of training samples.

It should be noted that changes in the structure of buildings are related not only to
variations in MBI features but also to variations in the spectral domain of multi-
temporal images. Change vector analysis (CVA) (Johnson and Kasischke 1998) is a
commonly used approach for measuring the spectral difference for change detection.
Nevertheless, CVA is a spectral-based change detection technique which tends to yield
a number of false alarms when applied to high-resolution images. To this aim, we
propose to use slow feature analysis (SFA) (Wiskott and Sejnowski 2002) to measure
the multitemporal spectral change. SFA is an unsupervised and nonlinear learning
algorithm that extracts invariant and slowly varying features from time series signals.
The basic principle of SFA for change detection is to identify the unchanged and
changed structures as slowly and fast-varying components, respectively. SFA aims to
find the globally optimal solution for a transformed feature space, where the
unchanged pixels are suppressed and the changed ones are highlighted (Wu, Du,
and Zhang 2014). It has been successfully applied to invariant object recognition
(Franzius, Wilbert, and Wiskott 2011) and blind source separation (Blaschke, Zito,
and Wiskott 2007). In our previous work, the effectiveness of SFA for change
detection was verified based on medium-resolution satellite images (Landsat) (Wu,
Du, and Zhang 2014.). However, SFA has not been considered for multitemporal high-
resolution image change detection.

The contribution of this study is to propose a set of novel building change indices
(BCI) for automatic building change detection by simultaneously taking advantage of
MBI and SFA, corresponding to the structural and spectral change components of build-
ings, respectively. The combined use of MBI-SFA can complement each other and
effectively reduce the errors.

2. Methodology

2.1. MBI

The complex structures in an urban scene need to be well represented by contextual
information, for example size, shape and the relationship between neighbouring spatial
units. The notable spectral and structural characteristics of buildings are summarized as
follows:

(1) Buildings tend to show high reflectance in the visible spectral bands due to their
height and materials.

(2) Buildings as well as their spatially adjacent shadow always present high local
contrast.

(3) Buildings are relatively rectangular and isotropic compared to roads.

In this context, MBI is defined by describing the spectral-spatial characteristics of
buildings using a series of morphological operators. Computation of MBI can be briefly
expressed as the following steps:
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Step1: Brightness image. The maximum value of the visible bands for each pixel i is
recorded as the brightness b(i):

bðiÞ ¼ max
1�k�K

band kðiÞð Þ (1)

where band kðiÞ indicates the digital number (DN) value for pixel i for the kth visible
band. K is the total number of the visible spectral bands.

Step2: Differential top-hat profiles (DTPs). DTPs are constructed using a series of
multiscale and multidirectional linear structural elements (SEs) to represent the high
local contrast of buildings:

DTPðd; sÞ ¼ TH Iðd; sþ ΔsÞ � TH Iðd; sÞj j (2)

where s and d indicate the length and direction of the linear SE, respectively, and Δs is the
increment of the length. THI(d, s + Δs) and THI(d, s) represent the top-hat-by-reconstruction
of the brightness image I with a linear SE of length (s + Δs) and s, respectively. It should be
noted that a linear SE is able to measure the directionality of a structure and, hence, has
potential for discrimination between buildings (isotropy) and roads (anisotropy).

Step3: Calculation of MBI.

MBI ¼

P
d;s

DTPðd; sÞ

D� S
(3)

where D and S are, respectively, the number of directions and number of lengths
considered for the DTPs. According to our previous experiments, four directions
(D = 4) are adequate for describing the geometrical attributes of buildings. The scale
parameter s is determined according to the sizes of the buildings and the spatial resolution
of the specific image considered. MBI is constructed based on the fact that building
structures have large values at most of the scales and in most of the directions in the
DTPs, due to their high local contrast and isotropy. In this way, building components are
highlighted and backgrounds are suppressed. Readers can refer to Huang and Zhang
(2011, 2012) for details of MBI.

2.2. Slow Feature Analysis

Different from our previous work (Wu, Du, and Zhang 2014), in this study, the effec-
tiveness of SFA for high-resolution image is investigated. The rationale of SFA is to
extract the slowly varying components from the multitemporal images and find a series of
functions to transform the data into a new feature space, where the changed and
unchanged information can be effectively separated (Franzius, Wilbert, and Wiskott
2011). Specifically, the spectral change components can be automatically extracted
using the following steps.

Step1: Normalization. The bi-temporal multispectral vectors, x and y, are firstly
normalized to zero mean and unit variance: x̂ and ŷ , respectively.

Step2: Minimization. The basic principle of SFA is to minimize the difference of
multitemporal bands by image transformation:
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min
1

N

X
x;y

gð̂xÞ � gð̂yÞÞ2� � 
(4)

where N represents the total number of pixels in an image. The function gðxÞ ¼ w Tx is
used to define the transformation corresponding to the matrix w from the original spectral
space into a new one, where changed and unchanged components can be better separated
(‘T’ represents the matrix transpose).

Step3: Change component extraction. The optimization problem in Equation (4) can
be solved by the generalized eigenvalues method (Wu, Du, and Zhang 2014.).
Based on the transformation matrix obtained, the SFA variable is subsequently
computed for indicating the spectral change component:

SFA ¼ w Tx� w Ty (5)

Readers can refer to Franzius, Wilbert, and Wiskott (2011) for details of SFA
transformation.

2.3. Building Change Index

Change detection over urban areas is subject to large amount of false alarms caused by the
complex spectral and spatial distribution of urban structures in the multitemporal image
scenes. SFA is effective in highlighting the changed areas and at the same time significantly
suppressing the false alarms and noise. Consequently, as shown in Figure 1, combination of
SFA and MBI has the potential for accurately delineating the changed buildings from urban
areas. In this background, we propose a set of novel BCIs by joint use of the SFA (change) and
the MBI (buildings). Specifically, three BCIs are constructed based on different strategies:

Figure 1. Integration of MBI and SFA for building change detection.
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BCI1 ¼ MBI t1ð Þ þ MBI t2ð Þð Þ � SFAð Þ (6)

where MBI(t1) and MBI(t2) represent the building components extracted by MBI for time
t1 and t2, respectively. BCI1 is expressed as sum of MBI(t1) × (SFA) and MBI(t2) × (SFA),
which emphasize the disappeared and newly constructed buildings, respectively, since
MBI indicates the buildings and SFA corresponds to the change information.

BCI2 is defined as the weighted sum of ΔMBI and SFA:

BCI2 ¼ α� ΔMBIþ ð1� αÞ � ðSFAÞ (7)

where ΔMBI is the change in the MBI, and α is the weighting parameter used to balance
the contribution between MBI and SFA features. In this way, the building change
information is enhanced by synthesizing both MBI and slowly varying components. For
instance, the false and miss alarms derived from ΔMBI can be reduced by simultaneously
taking SFA information into account.

BCI3 adopts the F-score (F β ) (Sasaki 2007) for integrating ΔMBI and SFA
information for building change detection:

BCI3 ¼ F β ΔMBI; SFAð Þ (8)

with F βða; bÞ ¼ ð1þ β 2Þ a� b

β 2 � aþ b
(9)

F-score is an effective measure for equivalently consider the effects of ΔMBI and
SFA. In this study, the value of β is set to 1.

The BCI algorithm can be represented as follows.

(1) Compute the SFA feature image for the stacked multitemporal images using
Equation (5), which represents the spectral change component.

(2) Compute the MBI feature image for time 1 and 2 separately using Equation (3):
that is, calculate MBI(t1) and MBI(t2), which represent the multitemporal building
information.

(3) Compute the set of BCIs: {BCI1, BCI2, BCI3}.
(4) Apply a threshold to the BCI image, resulting in the initial building change map.
(5) A post-processing is conducted for removing noise.

3. Experiments

3.1. Data-sets

The effectiveness of the proposed BCI is assessed on bi-temporal images acquired by the
QuickBird satellite in 2002 and 2005 covering the urban area of Wuhan, central China.
The test images contain four spectral bands (red, green, blue and near infrared) with a
spatial resolution of 2.4 m, and the size for both images is 400 pixels × 1000 pixels. It is a
typical urban landscape of China, where both residential and commercial areas consist of
high-density buildings and the green space and open areas are insufficient. In recent years,
this area is subject to a large amount of change for urban structures (especially for
buildings), due to the rapid urban infrastructure construction.

Figure 2(a) and (b) shows the 2002 and 2005 QuickBird image pairs of Wuhan urban
areas, respectively. An accurate geometric registration for the test images is conducted based
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on 12 ground control points, leading to a residual average misregistration error less than one
pixel. The ground truth reference (Figure 2(c)) of the changed buildings is manually deli-
neated based on a careful ground surveying and investigation for the accuracy assessment,
where the changed buildings and other backgrounds are in white and black, respectively.

3.2. Results

The ΔMBI and SFA features as well as the bi-temporal MBI images are displayed in Figure 3.
The scale parameter s for the MBI is set from 1 to 30 with an interval of 2 (Δs ¼ 2), according
to the sizes of buildings and the spatial resolution of the test images. It can be clearly seen that
ΔMBI image can indicate the presence of changed building components correctly. SFA is able
to highlight the spectral change information in this area, most of which corresponds to
buildings. By comparing the Figure 3(c) and (d), it can be found that some changed building
structures are missed by ΔMBI due to the errors from the calculation of MBI. This is
understandable considering that MBI is an automatic building index and its accuracy is
related to the radiometric conditions of an image (Huang and Zhang 2011, 2012). In such a
case, the signals for changed buildings can be complemented by the SFA image. On the other
hand, the SFA feature is subject to a number of false alarms involving non-building urban
structures such as soil and roads. Consequently, the ΔMBI and SFA features can complement
each other and improve the performance of building change detection.

The accuracy assessment is based on the following four scores:

(1) Correctness: Percentage of correctly detected changed building pixels;
(2) Omission error: Percentage of changed building pixels which are identified as

unchanged;
(3) Commission error: Percentage of unchanged pixels that are identified as changed;
(4) Overall error: the average of omission and commission errors.

(a)

30° 32′ Ν

30° 31′ Ν
0.025 0.1 0.15 0.2 0.25 0.3

km

N

114° 21′ 25′′ Ε114° 21′ 2′′ Ε

30° 32′ Ν

0.025 0.1 0.15 0.2 0.25 0.3
km

N
30° 31′ Ν

114° 21′ 25′′ Ε114° 21′ 2′′ Ε

(b)

30° 32′ Ν

0.025 0.1 0.15 0.2 0.25 0.3
km

N
30° 31′ Ν

114° 21′ 25′′ Ε114° 21′ 2′′ Ε

(c)

Figure 2. QuickBird images for the urban area of Wuhan in (a) 2002 and (b) 2005, and (c) the
reference of the changed buildings, which was manually delineated based on a careful ground
surveying and investigation for the accuracy assessment (the changed buildings and other back-
grounds are in white and black, respectively).
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The results are presented in Table 1, where PP denotes the post-processing with the
area-based thresholding used to remove pepper-and-salt noise. Note that the SFA and MBI
methods indicate the building change detection based on SFA and MBI feature, respec-
tively, while the BCIs are based on their combination. The threshold values corresponding
to the smallest overall errors are selected for the building change detection.

From the table, it can be found that:

(1) The three BCIs are effective in indicating the changed building information in
terms of accuracy scores. Among those, BCI1 achieves the highest correctness
and the lowest overall error.

(2) The post-processing is appropriate as it is able to maintain the level of correctness
and at the same time reduce the commission error.

(a) (b) (c) (d)

Figure 3. (a) and (b) are the MBI feature images at the year of 2002 and 2005, respectively; (c) and
(d) are the ΔMBI and SFA feature images, respectively. (The area covered by these images is the
same as that covered by Figure 2).

Table 1. Accuracy assessment and comparison for the methods listed (PP = post-processing).

Methods Correctness Omission error Commission error Overall error

BCI1 0.8964 0.1036 0.1236 0.1136
BCI1 with PP 0.8961 0.1038 0.1054 0.1046
BCI2 0.8873 0.1126 0.1641 0.1384
BCI2 with PP 0.8878 0.1122 0.1548 0.1335
BCI3 0.8768 0.1231 0.1264 0.1248
BCI3 with PP 0.8774 0.1226 0.1162 0.1194
SFA 0.8611 0.1388 0.1616 0.1502
SFA with PP 0.8592 0.1408 0.1588 0.1498
MBI 0.8671 0.1328 0.1059 0.1194
MBI with PP 0.8696 0.1303 0.0904 0.1103
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(3) BCIs outperform SFA and MBI, showing that the combination of these two
information sources can complement each other and further improve the accuracy
of building change detection. Note that SFA alone is not a suitable approach for
building change detection since it provides 16.2% commission error, which is
understandable since SFA is not only related to the change of buildings, but also
to other urban structures such as soil and roads.

Figure 4 shows how the threshold values affect the change detection accuracy. It can be
seen that the three BCIs are effective for integrating the information from MBI and SFA,
since they achieve higher correctness and lower error than their individual use. It can also
be noticed that among the three BCIs, BCI1 provides the best performance in terms of the
accuracy curves.
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Figure 4. Relationship between threshold values and change detection accuracies. (a), (b) and (c)
are the results for BCI1, BCI2 and BCI3, respectively, while (d) and (e) are the results of ΔMBI and
SFA, respectively. The threshold is a predefined value used to determine whether the building
change takes place.
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In order to further analyse the experimental results, the change detection maps are
displayed in Figure 5 for a visual inspection. In particular, as indicated in the yellow
rectangular box, the bright soil in this region is highlighted as changed buildings by BCI2,
resulting in a larger commission error. On the other hand, however, this false alarm is
overcome by BCI1 and BCI3. The multiplication (BCI1) and the F-measure (BCI3) are
more appropriate for combining SFA and MBI than the weighted sum.

4. Discussions and conclusions

In this study, a series of novel BCIs, combining the SFA and MBI features, are proposed
for automatically indicating the building change information from high-resolution ima-
gery. SFA is able to extract the spectral change components, and MBI is used to focus the
change detection on building structures. Specifically, three strategies are proposed for
combining the SFA and MBI information, based on multiplication (BCI1), weighted sum
(BCI2) and F-measure (BCI3).

The experiments show that the proposed BCIs are effective in integrating the SFA and
MBI features since they achieve higher correctness and lower errors than individual use of
SFA and ΔMBI:In particular, the BCI1 provides the best result in this experiment, that is,
the highest correctness (90%) and the lowest overall error (10%). The computation time is
44.09, 44.13 and 44.09 seconds for the three BCIs, respectively, which is approximately
equal to the sum of the time for calculating MBI (12.76 s) and SFA (31.32 s).

It should be noted that the proposed BCIs are unsupervised building change detectors.
This is meaningful considering the current building change detection highly relies on

(a) (b) (c)

Figure 5. (a), (b) and (c) represent the change detection results for BCI1, BCI2 and BCI3,
respectively. As indicated in the yellow rectangular box, the bright soil in this region is highlighted
as changed buildings by BCI2, resulting in a larger commission error. (The area covered by these
images is the same as that covered by Figure 2. The changed buildings and other backgrounds are in
white and black, respectively.).
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manual operation, which is time-consuming for the database update of the urban building
information.

In future, we plan to apply the proposed BCIs to the real process of updating the
building database of an area. Another potential application is to extend the pixel-based
building change detection to the object-based or block-based approach, in order to impose
the semantic information or rules on the results and further enhance the change detection
accuracy.

Funding
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