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Abstract—Urbanization advances at unprecedented rates, re-
sulting in negative effects on the environment and human
well-being. Remote sensing has the potential to mitigate these
effects by supporting sustainable development strategies with
accurate information on urban growth. Deep learning-based
methods have achieved promising urban change detection results
from optical satellite image pairs using convolutional neural
networks (ConvNets), transformers, and a multi-task learning
setup. However, transformers have not been leveraged for urban
change detection with multi-temporal data, i.e., > 2 images, and
multi-task learning methods lack integration approaches that
combine change and segmentation outputs. To fill this research
gap, we propose a continuous urban change detection method
that identifies changes in each consecutive image pair of a
satellite image time series. Specifically, we propose a temporal
feature refinement (TFR) module that utilizes self-attention to
improve ConvNet-based multi-temporal building representations.
Furthermore, we propose a multi-task integration (MTI) module
that utilizes Markov networks to find an optimal building map
time series based on segmentation and dense change outputs.
The proposed method effectively identifies urban changes based
on high-resolution satellite image time series acquired by the
PlanetScope constellation (F1 score 0.551) and Gaofen-2 (F1
score 0.440). Moreover, our experiments on two challenging
datasets demonstrate the effectiveness of the proposed method
compared to bi-temporal and multi-temporal urban change de-
tection and segmentation methods. Code is available on GitHub:
https://github.com/SebastianHafner/ContUrbanCD.

Index Terms—Earth observation, Remote sensing, Multi-
temporal, Multi-task learning, Transformers

I. INTRODUCTION

URBANIZATION is progressing at unprecedented rates
[1]. Thus, the global amount of urban land is projected

to increase by a factor of 2–6 over the 21st century [2].
The rapid expansion of urban land, i.e., urban sprawl, is
associated with multiple negative effects on the environment
and human well-being [3], [4]. To mitigate urban sprawl,
informed and sustainable urban development strategies are
crucial [5]. However, these strategies are currently hampered
by a lack of timely information on the extent of urban land.

Remote sensing is an efficient tool to monitor the Earth’s
surface [6]. Urban changes are commonly detected from
two satellite images acquired at different times over the
same geographical area. Traditional change detection methods
use arithmetic operations to derive change features from bi-
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temporal image pairs. For example, various arithmetic methods
have been developed to derive change features from optical
images, such as image differencing, image regression, and
change vector analysis [7]. These features are then classified
into changed/unchanged pixels or objects using different clas-
sification algorithms, including machine learning algorithms
[6], [7].

In recent years, deep learning has been continuously replac-
ing traditional change detection methods [8], [9]. Specifically,
deep convolutional neural networks (ConvNets) have been
used extensively for change detection in bi-temporal optical
satellite image pairs (see Figure 1a). The simplest way of
adapting common ConvNets such as U-Net [10] or HRNet
[11] for change detection is with an input-level fusion (or
early fusion [12]) strategy, referring to the concatenation of
image pairs before passing them to a ConvNet. Contrarily,
late fusion strategies typically process images separately in
a Siamese network consisting of two ConvNets with shared
weights. Extracted bi-temporal features are then fused us-
ing concatenation or absolute differencing [12], [13]. Since
Siamese networks are generally considered preferable to input-
level fusion strategies, multiple studies developed modules
that are incorporated into Siamese network architectures to
improve feature representations [14]–[16]. For very high-
resolution (VHR) imagery, Chen et al. [17], [18] proposed
to refine features extracted by ConvNets using a transformer-
based module that alleviates the limited long-range context
modeling capability of convolutions with self-attention. Since
then, self-attention has become a popular mechanism for
capturing long-range contextual information in VHR change
detection [16], [19]–[21].

In recent years, high-resolution (i.e., 1 – 10 m) satellite
image time series have become increasingly available [22].
Those data have enabled a shift from detecting land cover
changes in image pairs acquired years apart to continuous an-
nual and sub-annual change detection [23]. In contrast, urban
change detection methods are predominantly designed for bi-
temporal change detection from image pairs acquired multiple
years apart [24]. However, considering the unprecedented rate
of global urbanization [25], it is essential to develop a new
suite of methods that detect urban changes continuously. While
continuous change detection can be achieved by applying a bi-
temporal model to consecutive image pairs in satellite image
time series (see Figure 1c), this approach fails to exploit multi-
temporal, i.e., > 2 images, information. Furthermore, recent
studies [26], [27] have demonstrated the effectiveness of multi-
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(a) Bi-temporal urban change detection

(b) Multi-temporal urban change detection

(c) Continuous urban change detection using a bi-temporal
model

(d) Continuous urban change detection using the proposed
model

Fig. 1: Overview of standard urban change detection frame-
works and the proposed method. (a) Bi-temporal urban change
detection is typically performed on image pairs acquired
multiple years apart. (b) Multi-temporal change detection
methods leverage image time series but only predict changes
between the first and last image. (c) A bi-temporal model is
applied to consecutive image pairs of a time series to perform
continuous urban change detection; however, this method fails
to incorporate multi-temporal (i.e., > 2 images) information
(c). On the other hand, we propose (d) a continuous urban
change detection method that incorporates multi-temporal in-
formation.

temporal change detection models which predict changes
between the first and last images of a satellite image time series
(see Figure 1b). For example, multi-temporal information can
help to reduce commission errors from registration errors,
illumination differences, or other types of change unrelated
to the problem of interest [27]. In addition, it can mitigate the
effect of cloud artifacts in single images [26]. Existing multi-
temporal change detection methods employ either recurrent
layers, such as long short-term memory (LSTM) layers [28],
or 3D convolutional layers to model temporal information
[26], [27], [29], [30]. While these layers effectively model

short-range temporal dependencies in time series data, the self-
attention mechanism can explicitly model temporal dependen-
cies across all timestamps of a time series [31]. However, self-
attention is predominately used in urban change detection to
model long-range dependencies in space [16]–[19]. In contrast,
this research aims to use self-attention to model multi-temporal
information extracted from satellite image time series for
urban change detection.

Another promising avenue of research for change detection
is multi-task learning [32], where a related semantic segmen-
tation task is trained parallel to the change detection task
using a shared feature representation. The change detection
task is commonly combined with building segmentation [27],
[33]–[36] or land cover segmentation [37]–[39]. To that end,
Siamese networks are extended with an additional decoder for
the semantic segmentation task. The feature maps extracted
by the encoder are then shared between the change decoder
and the segmentation decoder. However, despite the attention
multi-task learning has attracted in change detection, effec-
tive methods to integrate segmentation and change outputs
have been largely unaddressed. For example, multi-task bi-
nary change detection studies consider building and change
predictions independent outputs of the network [27], [33]–
[36]. On the other hand, semantic change detection studies,
concerned with identifying not only whether changes occurred
(i.e., binary change detection) but also what types of changes
occurred, apply a simple masking approach for multi-task
integration [37]–[39]. Specifically, land cover predictions and
binary change predictions are integrated by masking land cover
changes derived from the bi-temporal semantic predictions
with the binary change prediction. Therefore, existing multi-
task change detection studies do not account for inconsis-
tencies between the segmentation and change predictions.
Moreover, these approaches fail to exploit the complementary
information produced by multi-task predictions.

In this paper, we propose a continuous urban change
detection method (see Figure 1d) and explore two research
gaps in the current literature, namely (1) the use of the self-
attention mechanism to model multi-temporal information in
urban change detection and (2) the integration of segmentation
and change predictions in multi-task learning setups. Specif-
ically, we propose a new network architecture that relies on
convolutions to extract multi-temporal building representations
and employs self-attention to model temporal dependencies in
feature space. We also propose a novel integration approach
that determines the most likely state for each timestamp in a
time series by considering multi-task predictions using Markov
networks. The effectiveness of the proposed architecture and
integration approach is demonstrated on two urban change
detection datasets featuring high-resolution optical satellite
image time series, namely the SpaceNet 7 dataset [40] and
the Wuhan Urban Semantic Understanding (WUSU) dataset
[41].

The following summarizes the main contributions of this
paper.

• We present a transformer-based feature refinement mod-
ule that effectively models temporal information in satel-
lite image time series, leading to improved building
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representations.
• We introduce a new multi-task integration approach that

represents segmentation and change outputs in Markov
networks to find the most likely building map for each
image in a time series using maximum a posteriori (MAP)
estimation.

• Experiments on two datasets, namely SpaceNet 7 and
WUSU, show that the proposed continuous urban change
detection method is more effective than related methods.

II. RELATED WORK

A. Bi-temporal change detection

In recent years, a plethora of deep learning-based bi-
temporal change detection methods have been proposed. Most
of these works focus on developing new Siamese network
architectures and/or training strategies. Initially, Daudt et al.
[12], [13] proposed two Siamese ConvNet architectures for
change detection. The Siam-Diff and Siam-Conc architectures
employ encoders with shared weights for feature extraction
from bi-temporal high-resolution image pairs and combine
the corresponding feature maps using a subtraction and con-
catenation strategy, respectively. While encoders and decoders
in these models follow the U-Net architecture [10], Fang et
al. [14] incorporated a nested U-Net (i.e., UNet++ [42]) into
a Siamese network to maintain high-resolution fine-grained
representations through dense skip connections. Many works
also improved Siamese networks by incorporating different
modules into the architecture. For example, an ensemble
channel attention module was proposed for feature refinement
in [14], and a new spatial pyramid pooling block was utilized
in [15] to preserve shapes of change areas.

However, most recent methods are developed for bi-
temporal change detection from VHR image pairs. Conse-
quently, many methods employ the self-attention mechanism
to improve the modeling of long-range dependencies in VHR
imagery [16]–[19]. Both [17] and [18] extract image features
with ConvNets and employ self-attention modules to learn
more discriminative features. Other works combined ConvNets
and transformers with attention modules and multi-scale pro-
cessing [16], [43]. Bandara et al. [19], on the other hand,
proposed a fully transformer-based change detection method.
Specifically, ChangeFormer combines two hierarchically struc-
tured transformer encoders with shared weights and a multi-
layer perception decoder in a Siamese network architecture.
Since transformer-based methods strongly rely on pretraining,
Noman et al. [21] recently proposed ScratchFormer which is
a transformer-based change detection method that is trained
from scratch but achieves SOTA performance. The Scrach-
Former architecture utilizes shuffled sparse attention layers
that enable faster convergence due to their sparse structure.
Although these transformer-based methods are considered
SOTA for urban change detection, their effectiveness has been
predominately demonstrated on bi-temporal VHR datasets
such as LEVIR-CD [17] and WHU-CD [44]. In comparison,
high-resolution imagery is acquired much more frequently
by satellite constellations such as PlanetScope, making it
an invaluable data source for change detection applications.

Therefore, developing methods that effectively leverage trans-
formers for change detection from high-resolution imagery is
crucial.

B. Change detection from satellite image time series

Few studies have developed deep learning methods for
urban change detection from high-resolution satellite image
time series. For example, Papadomanolaki et al. [26] proposed
to incorporate LSTM networks into a U-Net model to leverage
optical satellite image time series for change detection. Their
L-UNet outperformed bi-temporal ConvNet-based methods on
a bi-temporal dataset enriched with intermediate satellite im-
ages [26]. Others proposed an encoder-decoder LSTM model
that is trained to rearrange temporally shuffled time series
[30]. The core assumption of this unsupervised method is
that the model fails to correctly rearrange shuffled data for
changed pixels. Finally, Meshkini et al. [29] recently proposed
a weakly supervised change detection method that employs 3D
convolutional layers to capture spatial-temporal information
in satellite image time series. Despite these promising results
underlying the value of time series information, multi-temporal
urban change detection methods may benefit from layers with
better temporal modeling capabilities. Furthermore, most of
these methods fail to detect urban changes continuously and
are limited to the detection of changes between the first and the
last image (i.e., multi-temporal change detection in Figure1b).

C. Multi-task learning

Multi-task learning has been investigated by several studies
for urban change detection over the past years. Liu et al.
[33] proposed a dual-task Siamese ConvNet to learn more
discriminative feature representations for building change de-
tection from bi-temporal image pairs. The proposed dual-task
constrained deep Siamese convolutional network (DTCDSCN)
consists of three main components: a shared ResNet-based
encoder, a shared decoder for building segmentation, and a
separate decoder for change detection. On the other hand,
Papadomanolaki et al. [27] proposed a multi-task learning
framework for urban change detection from image time series
by adding building segmentation tasks for the first and last
images of a time series to the urban change detection task.
While L-UNet [26] is employed to extract changes, the seg-
mentation is performed with a separate decoder that directly
uses the feature maps extracted for the image pair by the
shared encoder.

Some urban change detection studies also combined multi-
task learning with semi-supervised learning [34], [35]. In [34],
the Siam-Diff network [13] was extended with an additional
shared decoder for building segmentation, and an unsupervised
term was introduced to encourage consistency between the
changes derived from the building predictions and those pre-
dicted by the change decoder. Shu et al. [35], on the other
hand, proposed to learn consistency between two building
predictions corresponding to the pre-change image. The first
prediction is obtained by segmenting the pre-change image
and the second one by combining segmentation features of
the post-change image with changes features.
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Fig. 2: Overview of the proposed method. First, an encoder extracts multi-scale feature maps from a satellite image time series.
Next, transformer-based temporal feature refinement (TFR) modules enrich feature maps at each scale with multi-temporal
information, and the change feature (CF) module generates bi-temporal difference feature maps from the temporally refined
feature maps. Then, two separate decoders are used to obtain segmentation and change predictions from the respective feature
maps. Finally, predictions for the two tasks are combined using a multi-task integration (MTI) module. For brevity, only three
out of the five scales of the feature maps are shown.

Apart from binary change detection, multi-task learning
has been employed for semantic change detection [37]–[39]
and 3D change detection [20]. Daudt et al. [37] proposed
a learning strategy that integrates change detection and land
cover mapping from bi-temporal image pairs. Specifically,
they propose a network consisting of separate encoder-decoder
sub-networks for land cover mapping and binary change
detection, where the change detection decoder also receives
features from the mapping encoder in the form of difference
skip connections. ChangeMask [38] uses a similar setup but
introduces a transformer applied to the bi-temporal feature
maps to learn more robust representations for the change task.
Furthermore, [39] optimized semantic features in ChangeMask
by adding a multi-task join loss (i.e., ChangeMJ). Finally, Mar-
socci et al. [20] extended the bi-temporal image transformer
(BIT) presented in [18] with a regression head to solve 2D
and 3D change detection simultaneously using shared feature
representations.

III. THE PROPOSED METHOD

A. Overview

As illustrated in Figure 2, the main components of the pro-
posed method are a ConvNet-based encoder, transformer-based
temporal feature refinement (TFR) modules, a change feature
(CF) module, two task-specific ConvNet-based decoders, and
a Markovian multi-task (MTI) integration module. The fol-
lowing summarizes the urbanization monitoring process of the
proposed method for a time series of satellite images:

1. First, for each image in the time series, multi-scale feature
maps are extracted using an encoder with shared weights.

2. Next, the above time series of feature maps are grouped
by scale and fed to separate TFR modules consisting
of transformer encoder layers. The temporally refined
feature maps are regrouped according to their timestamp.

3. Then, the CF module obtains change feature maps from
the temporally refined segmentation feature maps. The
module considers changes between all possible combina-
tions of temporal pairs.

4. Two task-specific decoders are deployed to obtain build-
ing segmentation outputs for each image in the time series
from the temporally refined segmentation features maps
and change outputs from the change feature maps.

5. Finally, the building and urban change outputs are com-
bined using the MTI module. The module uses pixel-wise
Markov networks to obtain optimal building states for the
satellite image time series.

Detailed descriptions of the components comprising the
proposed method, as well as the loss function, are given in
the following sections.

B. Satellite image time series encoding

We consider a time series of T satellite images, represented
as X ∈ RT×C×H×W , where C, H , and W denote the chan-
nel, height, and width dimensions, respectively. A ConvNet
encoder with shared weights is utilized to separately extract
feature maps Fseg from each image in the time series, as
follows:

Fseg = e(X), (1)

where e(.) represents the encoder, and subscript seg indi-
cates that the feature maps contain representations for building
segmentation.

The architecture of the encoder is based on the U-Net
encoder [10]. Specifically, after an initial convolution block,
the combination of a max-pooling layer and a consecutive con-
volution block is applied four times. Each of these four steps
halves the spatial dimensions H and W due to the pooling
operation, whereas the number of features D is doubled with
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the convolution block. Importantly, U-Net achieves precise
localization by leveraging skip connections that forward the
feature maps before each pooling operation to the decoder.
Therefore, the output of the encoder consists of five feature
map time series with different scales. To denote the scale of
these time series, we introduce superscript s in the notation:
Fs

seg, where s ∈ {0, 1, 2, 3, 4}. For a given feature map time
series Fs

seg, the sizes of the height and width dimensions, as
well as the feature dimension, are dependent on s, as follows:

Hs =
H

2s
, W s =

W

2s
, Ds = 64 · 2s. (2)

It should be noted that for brevity, Figure 2 illustrates the
proposed method for s ∈ {0, 1, 2}.

C. Temporal feature refinement

The TFR module, illustrated in Figure 3, creates temporally
refined feature maps using the self-attention mechanism along
the temporal dimension [31]. Specifically, the module takes as
input a time series of feature maps at the same scale s and
reshapes this 4D tensor to a 3D tensor Ts ∈ RT×Ds×P s

by
flattening the spatial dimensions Hs and W s. Consequently,
T , D, and P represent the temporal, feature embedding, and
spatial dimensions, respectively.

After reshaping the feature map time series, self-attention
is applied along the temporal dimension T for each cell in
the spatial dimension P . However, since the self-attention
mechanism contains no recurrence, it is necessary to first inject
information about the temporal position of the feature vectors
in the time series. Specifically, temporal encodings having the
same dimension as the feature vectors are generated based
on sine and cosine functions of different frequencies [31].
These relative temporal encodings are then added to the feature
vectors.

The tensor, enriched with relative temporal position infor-
mation, is passed through two transformer encoder layers (see
Figure 4). The key component of the transformer encoder layer
is the multi-head attention block, which performs self-attention
defined as follows:

Att(Q,K,V) = softmax
(
QKT

√
D

)
V, (3)

where Q, K, and V are referred to as query, key, and
value, respectively. The query-key-value triplet is computed
with three linear projection layers with parameter matrices
WQ,WK ,WV ∈ RD×D that are separately applied to a
given cell of the 3D tensor Ts

p, where p denotes the cell index
in Ts.

The core idea of multi-head attention is, however, that
self-attention is performed multiple times in parallel using h
attention heads, as follows:

MultiHead(Q,K,V) = Concat (head1, ..., headh)W
O,

where headi = Att(QWQ
i ,KWK

i ,VWV
i ).

(4)

Each headi performs self-attention on different projections
of the keys, values, and queries obtained from linear layers

with parameter matrices WQ
i ,W

K
i ,WV

i ∈ RD×Dhead . Fi-
nally, the concatenated outputs of the heads are reprojected
using parameter matrix WQ ∈ RhDhead×D. We employ
h = 2 attention heads, where the head dimension is given
by Dhead = D/h.

After applying self-attention to each multi-temporal feature
vector, we obtain a 3D tensor containing temporally refined
building representations. In practice, however, all cells of
tensor Ts are processed in parallel by incorporating them
into the batch dimension which is omitted for clarity. Finally,
the 3D tensor is reshaped to the dimensions of the feature
map time series by unflattering dimension P . We denote this
temporally refined feature map time series with F̂s

seg.

Fig. 3: Illustration of the temporal feature refinement (TFR)
module.

Fig. 4: Illustration of the transformer encoder layer applying
multi-headed self-attention.

D. Change feature extraction

The CF module is used to convert the temporally refined
segmentation feature maps to change feature maps. Specifi-
cally, we consider the temporally refined feature maps F̂t

seg

and F̂k
seg, corresponding to two images acquired at time t and

time k, where 1 ≤ t < k ≤ T . Then, change feature map Fn
ch

corresponding to the urban changes between the bi-temporal
image pair is constructed as follows:

Fn
ch = F̂k

seg − F̂t
seg, (5)

where n denotes a change edge between timestamps t and
k. It should be noted that this is done for each scale s of the
feature maps.

This operation is identical to the change feature computation
in the Siam-Diff method [13]. However, instead of only
considering changes between the first and the last images of a
time series, the CF module computes change feature maps for
all possible combinations of image pairs. The total number of
combinations Ndense is given by the length of the time series
T , defined as follows:

Ndense =
T (T − 1)

2
. (6)
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We refer to the scenario when all possible combinations
of image pairs are considered as dense. However, we also
investigate sparser settings such as adjacent, considering only
changes between temporally adjacent images (Nadjacent = T−
1), and cyclic, adding the changes between the first and last
image to the adjacent setting (Ncyclic = T ) (see Figures 5a
– 5c for visualizations of these settings in Markov networks
with T = 5). We provide ablation results on the different edge
settings in Table III. Finally, it should be noted that the CF
module does not have any trainable parameters.

E. Multi-task decoding

Two separate decoders are deployed to convert the tem-
porally enriched segmentation feature maps and the change
feature maps to building outputs and urban change outputs,
respectively. Formally, we obtain T built-up area segmentation
outputs Oseg ∈ (0, 1)T×H×W with the segmentation decoder
dseg(.) as follows:

Oseg = dseg(F̂seg). (7)

Furthermore, we obtain N change detection outputs Och ∈
(0, 1)N×H×W with the change decoder dch(.) as follows:

Och = dch(Fch). (8)

Both decoders follow the architecture of the U-Net expan-
sive path consisting of four upsampling blocks followed by
a 1 × 1 convolution layer and a sigmoid activation function.
Upsampling blocks double the height and width of feature
maps via a transpose conv 2 × 2 layer. Upsampled feature
maps are then concatenated along the channel dimension with
the temporally refined feature maps matching their scale (skip
connection). Subsequently, the layer triplet 3× 3 convolution,
batch normalization, and ReLu activation is applied twice.

F. Loss function

The network is trained using a loss function composed of
two terms, namely for the urban change detection task (Lch)
and the building segmentation task (Lseg). For both loss terms,
a Jaccard metric measuring the similarity between continuous
network outputs O ∈ (0, 1) and binary labels Y ∈ {0, 1} is
used [45]. We denote the Jaccard metric by J(, ) and define
the loss function as follows:

L =

T∑
t=1

J(Ot
seg,Y

t
seg) +

N∑
n=1

J(On
ch,Y

n
ch), (9)

where T denotes the length of the time series and N
denotes the number of edges (i.e., combinations of bi-temporal
image pairs) considered. Segmentation and change labels are
denoted by Yseg ∈ {0, 1}T×H×W and Ych ∈ {0, 1}N×H×W ,
respectively. Specifically, we assume that pixel-wise building
annotations, Yseg, are available and derive pixel-wise built-up
changes, Ych, according to the considered edges.

G. Multi-task integration

To combine segmentation and change predictions, we pro-
pose the MTI module which determines the optimal building
segmentation output for each image in a time series. Since
this is a pixel-based approach, we represent the location of a
specific pixel in the segmentation and change output notations
by introducing superscript coordinates i and j. Following that,
O

(i,j),t
seg denotes the segmentation output for a specific pixel

i, j at timestamp t, where i ∈ {1, . . . ,H}, j ∈ {1, . . . ,W},
and t ∈ {1, . . . , T}. Likewise, the change output for a specific
pixel is denoted by O

(i,j),n
ch , where n denotes the change edge

connecting timestamps t and k.
The core idea of the MTI module is to represent segmenta-

tion and change outputs in a pairwise Markov network. This
subclass of Markov networks is associated with an undirected
graph G = (N , E) in which the nodes N correspond to
random variables and the edges E represent pairwise relation-
ships between the nodes (see [46]). For a given pixel, we
construct a Markov network with T nodes corresponding to
the timestamps in an image time series. Specifically, all nodes
in the network correspond to a binary variable representing
the presence of buildings (i.e., N t ∈ {true, false}). We use
state 1 to denote true, representing the presence of a building,
and state 0 to denote false, representing the absence of a
building. Adjacent nodes in the network are connected with
N−1 edges, where we use Et⇌k to denote an edge connecting
timestamps t and k. We refer to this Markov network structure
as an adjacent network (see Figure 5a).

To represent the segmentation and change outputs, the
graph structure needs to be associated with a set of pa-
rameters that capture the relationships between nodes. The
parameterization in a pairwise Markov network is achieved
by assigning factors over nodes or edges, where a factor
ϕ, also referred to as potential, is a function from value
assignments of random variables to real positive numbers
R+. Thus, a pairwise Markov network is associated with a
set of node potentials {ϕ(Nt) : t = 1, ..., T} and a set of
edge potentials {ϕ(Nt,Nk) : (Nt,Nk) ∈ G}. The overall
distribution represented by the network is then the normalized
product of all the node and edge potentials.

The segmentation outputs for a specific pixel are incorpo-
rated into the Markov network by assigning a factor ϕt over
each node Nt. Then, the segmentation outputs are encoded as
node potentials, as follows:

ϕt(N t = 1) = O(i,j),t
seg

ϕt(N t = 0) = 1−O(i,j),t
seg .

(10)

These node potentials characterize the bias of nodes towards
state 1 or 0, representing the presence or absence of a building,
respectively. We refer to this Markov network as degenenrate
network, characterized by the absence of functions that capture
the interactions between nodes.

To incorporate the change outputs for a specific pixel, we
first include additional edges for the edge settings cyclic and
dense. Specifically, for the cyclic case (Figures 5b), edge
Et1⇌T , connecting the first node N t1 and the last node N T ,
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(a) Adjacent

(b) Cyclic

(c) Dense

Fig. 5: Markov networks with different edge settings (exem-
plified for a time series with length T = 5). Nodes and Edges
are denoted by N and E , respectively.

is added. On the other hand, for the dense case (Figure 5c),
all possible non-adjacent edges are added to the graph. Then,
we define factors over the edges in the Markov network to
add pairwise interactions of connected nodes. Specifically, we
define pairwise potentials ϕn for each edge En, connecting
two nodes N t and N k. Since all variables in the network
are binary, each factor over an edge has four parameters. The
change outputs are encoded as edge potentials for the four
combinations of states, as follows:

ϕn(N t = 0,N k = 1) = O
(i,j),n
ch

ϕn(N t = 1,N k = 0) = O
(i,j),n
ch

ϕn(N t = 0,N k = 0) = 1−O
(i,j),n
ch

ϕn(N t = 1,N k = 1) = 1−O
(i,j),n
ch ,

(11)

where edge n is connecting timestamps t and k.
The value associated with each particular assignment of

states denotes the affinity between the two states. Conse-
quently, the higher the value assigned to the edge potential
for a particular combination of states, the more compatible
these two states are.

To define a global model from the local interactions defined
in the parameterization of the Markov network, we take the
product of the local factors and then normalize it. Once the
distribution is defined, we perform a MAP query to find the
most likely state assignment for each node in the graph. To
that end, inference is performed using the belief propagation
algorithm (see Algorithm 10.4 in [46]). Due to the absence
of loops in the graph, belief propagation provides an exact
solution. Finally, it should be noted that the MTI module does
not contain any trainable parameters and is only deployed
during inference.

IV. EXPERIMENTAL SETTING

A. Datasets

SpaceNet 7: The SpaceNet 7 dataset features time series
of satellite images acquired by the PlanetScope constellation
between 2017 and 2020 for 60 sites spread across the globe
[41]. Each time series consists of about 24 monthly mosaics
with a spatial resolution of 4 m (approximately 1024 x 1024
pixels). Furthermore, the SpaceNet 7 dataset provides man-
ually annotated building footprints, whereas annotations are
missing for image parts affected by clouds. While the task of
the original SpaceNet 7 challenge was to track these building
footprints (i.e., vector data), the SpaceNet 7 dataset has been
leveraged for a diverse set of tasks such as urban mapping
[47], building counting [48], and urban change forecasting
[49]. To split the SpaceNet 7 dataset into training, validation,
and test areas, we apply the within-scene splits recommended
in [48]. Specifically, approximately 80 % of a scene (top part)
is used as a source of training patches, and the remaining 20
% (bottom part) is divided evenly into validation (bottom-left
part) and test (bottom-right part) areas. Within-scene splits
minimize the occurrence of out-of-distribution data during
testing while simultaneously avoiding data leakage between
the training and test set by utilizing spatially disjoint areas
for the different dataset splits. During training, samples from
the training areas are generated by randomly selecting T
timestamps from the time series of a site. The rasterized
building labels (see [34]) for these timestamps, were used to
compute the change label. We draw 100 samples from each
site during an epoch to reach an adequate number of steps
before model evaluation. For model evaluation (validation and
testing), the first and the last cloud-free images of a time
series, in addition to evenly spaced intermediate images, were
selected.

WUSU: The Wuhan Urban Semantic Understanding
(WUSU) dataset features tri-temporal high-resolution Gaofen-
2 images covering Wuhan’s Hongshan District and Jiang’an
District [39]. The preprocessing workflow of the satellite
images includes orthographic correction and multi-temporal
image registration. Furthermore, the four multi-spectral bands
acquired at 4 m spatial resolution are pansharpened to a spatial
resolution of 1 m, resulting in images of size 6358 x 6382
and 7025 x 5500 pixels for Hongshan District and Jiang’an
District, respectively. In addition to the Gaofen-2 images,
the WUSU dataset provides corresponding land-use/land-cover
(LULC) labels, including manually refined building annota-
tions (Class 2 Low building and Class 3 High building). Since
the proposed method requires binary building labels, Class 2
and Class 3 were remapped to the foreground class, whereas
all other classes were remapped to the background class. We
follow the within-scene split recommended by the authors,
using the top halves of the six images for the test set and the
bottom halves for the training set that was further divided into
training (90 %) and validation (10 %) tiles.

B. Baseline and benchmark methods

We selected a comprehensive set of baseline and benchmark
methods for quantitative and qualitative comparisons with the
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proposed methods. These selected methods are listed under
the categories bi-temporal change detection, multi-temporal
change detection, and segmentation methods below.

Bi-temporal urban change detection methods
1. Siam-Diff [13] employs a Siamese encoder to extract fea-

ture maps from bi-temporal images. A decoder produces
the change prediction from the subtracted feature maps.
The encoders and decoder follow the U-Net architecture.

2. SNUNet [14] replaces the architecture in the Siam-Diff
network with a Nested U-Net (UNet++ [42]). In addi-
tion, a channel attention module is incorporated into the
architecture.

3. DTCDSCN [33] combines a typical Siamese ConvNet
for bi-temporal change detection with a dual attention
module and two additional decoders with shared weights
for building segmentation.

4. BIT [18] employs a bi-temporal image transformer mod-
ule that operates in a compact token space to refine
features extracted by a Siamese ConvNet.

5. AMTNet [16] also extracts features using a Siamese Con-
vNet, and combines attention mechanisms and multi-scale
processing techniques to model contextual information in
bi-temporal images.

6. ScratchFormer [21] introduces shuffled sparse attention
layers in a Siamese ConvNet encoder to effectively cap-
ture semantic changes when training from scratch.

Multi-temporal urban change detection methods
7. L-UNet [26] combines a U-Net for feature extraction in

image time series with LSTM modules [28] that obtain
rich temporal information from the extracted feature
maps.

8. Multi-Task L-UNet [27] adds a semantic decoder to L-
UNet to segment buildings in the first and last images of
a time series.

Building segmentation methods
9. U-Net [10] is an encoder-decoder ConvNet widely used

for semantic segmentation tasks, including satellite image
segmentation.

10. HRNet [50], or High-Resolution Net, is a ConvNet
that maintains high-resolution representations through the
whole network. For semantic segmentation, the high-
resolution feature map is combined with the upsampled
lower-resolution maps [11].

The Siamese ConvNets Siam-Diff, SNUNet, and DTCD-
SCN are commonly used as change detection baselines,
whereas BIT, AMTNet, and ScratchFormer represent recent
methods combining Siamese ConvNets with transformers. On
the other hand, L-UNet and Multi-Task L-UNet are benchmark
methods for multi-temporal change detection. Finally, HRNet
was employed by the winning approach of the SpaceNet
7 challenge for building segmentation, whereas U-Net was
used as the baseline method [40]. Both methods also served
as a LULC segmentation baseline for the WUSU dataset
[39]. Finally, it should be noted that Multi-Task L-UNet
and DTCDSCN are multi-task methods that perform change
detection and building segmentation.

C. Model evaluation

Two accuracy metrics were used for the quantitative as-
sessment of predicted changes: F1 score and intersection
over union (IoU). The combination of F1 score and IoU is
commonly used for performance assessments in CD studies,
e.g., [35], [36]. Formulas for the metrics are given in Eq. 12
and 13, where TP, FP, and FN represent the number of true
positive, false positive, and false negative pixels, respectively.

F1 score =
TP

TP + 1
2 (FP + FN)

(12)

IoU =
TP

TP + FP + FN
, (13)

Using these two accuracy metrics, we assessed model per-
formance across three tasks to accommodate the large variety
of baseline and benchmark methods. These tasks are described
in detail in the following:

• Bi-temporal change detection measures the accuracy of
the predicted changes between the first and last image of
a time series.

• Continuous change detection measures the average accu-
racy of the predicted changes between consecutive image
pairs in a time series.

• Segmentation measures the accuracy of the building pre-
dictions corresponding to the first and last image of a
time series.

The first task focuses on urban change detection from image
pairs acquired multiple years apart. This task is considered by
most urban change detection methods. For bi-temporal change
detection methods, changes were directly predicted based on
the first-last image pair, ignoring intermediate images in a time
series. On the other hand, the second task focuses on assessing
change predictions between consecutive image pairs in a time
series. Consequently, the continuous urban change detection
task focuses on image pairs with periods between acquisition
dates that are considerably shorter (i.e., annual and sub-
annual). The last task assesses the auxiliary segmentation task
of multi-task methods and segmentation models. It should be
noted that the change detection performance of segmentation
models is not assessed because post-classification comparison
suffers from the accumulation of classification errors [51].

D. Implementation details

We implement the proposed method using the deep learning
framework PyTorch [52]. To efficiently reshape feature maps,
we use the rearrange operation1. For the MTI module,
we used the pgmpy2 package to implement the Markov
network and perform belief propagation. Models were trained
for a maximum duration of 100 epochs on NVIDIA GeForce
RTX 3080 graphics cards, using early stopping with patience
10 to prevent models from overfitting to the training set.
AdamW was used as optimizer [53] with a linear learning rate
scheduler. The remainder of this section describes the training
setup in detail.

1See https://einops.rocks/api/rearrange/
2See https://pgmpy.org/index.html

https://einops.rocks/api/rearrange/
https://pgmpy.org/index.html
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Augmentations: To enhance the training dataset, we applied
four data augmentation operations, namely rotations (k · 90◦,
where k is randomly selected from {0, 1, 2, 3}), flips (hori-
zontal and vertical with a probability of 50 %), Gaussian blur,
and random color jittering. The parameters that determine how
much to jitter the brightness, contrast, saturation, and hue of
an image were set to 0.3 [19]. For validation and testing, on
the other hand, no data augmentation was applied.

Oversampling: To account for the fact that the occurrence
of change is usually considerably less frequent than no change
[54], change areas were oversampled during network training.
For a given site, twenty patches of size 64 × 64 pixels were
randomly cropped from the change label, before assigning
each patch a probability according to its change pixel per-
centage, including a base probability for patches with no
change pixels. A single patch was chosen based on those
probabilities. For transformer-based methods (BIT, AMTNet,
and Scratchformer), the patch size was increased to 128×128
pixels to include more long-range spatial context.

Hyper-parameter tuning: For each model, hyper-
parameters were tuned empirically on the validation set using
grid search. Specifically, an exhaustive search with three
learning rates (1 ·10−5, 5 ·10−5, 1 ·10−4) and two batch sizes
(8, 16) was performed to determine the optimum values of
hyper-parameters. Then, five models were trained with the best
hyper-parameters but different seeds for weight initialization
and data shuffling. Consequently, reported values correspond
to the average of five runs.

Multi-Task L-UNet requires additional hyper-parameters to
balance the contribution of the segmentation and change loss
terms, which we adopted from the paper [27]. All bi-temporal
urban change detection methods were trained on the cyclic
edges setting (see Figure 5b).

V. EXPERIMENT RESULTS

In this section, we present the quantitative and qualitative
results on the SpaceNet 7 and WUSU datasets, and the ablation
study results. It should be noted that all accuracy values are
reported on the respective test sets and correspond to the mean
values obtained from five models. These were trained with
different seeds using the best hyper-parameters determined
with a grid search (see Section IV-D). On the other hand,
the median model is used for the qualitative results.

A. SpaceNet 7

The quantitative results for the SpaceNet 7 dataset are listed
in Table I. The proposed method achieved the highest F1
scores and IoU values for both urban change detection tasks
(i.e., bi-temporal and continuous). For bi-temporal change
detection, methods using multi-temporal information (L-UNet
and Multi-Task L-UNet) clearly outperform bi-temporal meth-
ods. Among the latter methods, the highest accuracy values
were achieved by the ConvNet-based methods Siam-Diff and
SNUNet, in addition to the transformer-based method Scratch-
Fromer. For building segmentation, the best performance was
also achieved by the proposed method, followed by the

TABLE I: Quantitative results on the SpaceNet 7 test areas.
The best and second-best performance is highlighted in red
and blue, respectively. ”-” denotes that the accuracy metric
does not apply to a specific method since the corresponding
variable is not predicted.

Method
Change detection Segmentation

Bi-temporal Continuous
F1 IoU F1 IoU F1 IoU

Siam-Diff 0.453 0.293 0.273 0.158 - -
SNUNet 0.454 0.294 0.300 0.177 - -
DTCDSCN 0.413 0.260 0.250 0.143 0.488 0.323
BIT 0.386 0.239 0.275 0.160 - -
AMTNet 0.424 0.269 0.282 0.164 - -
ScratchF. 0.469 0.306 0.326 0.195 - -

L-UNet 0.519 0.350 - - - -
MT L-UNet 0.515 0.347 - - 0.512 0.344

U-Net - - - - 0.527 0.359
HRNet - - - - 0.527 0.358

Proposed 0.551 0.381 0.414 0.261 0.596 0.424

segmentation methods U-Net and HRNet and the multi-task
methods Multi-Task L-UNet and DTCDSCN.

Qualitative results for the SpaceNet 7 dataset are shown for
urban change detection and building segmentation in Figures 6
and 7, respectively. The change detection results are shown for
test sites located in the United States, China, the Philippines,
and Australia (top to bottom). Across these sites, the proposed
method detects urban changes more accurately than other
methods. For example, our method produces the fewest FP
pixels (green) for the site located in the Philippines (third row).
In addition, it reduces the number of FN pixels (magenta)
compared to the other methods for the sites located in China
(second row) and Australia (fourth row). The proposed method
also accurately maps buildings, as demonstrated in Figure 7 for
test sites located (from top to bottom) in the United States (first
and second row), the Netherlands (third row), and Australia
(fourth row).

B. WUSU

The quantitative results for the WUSU datasets are listed
in Table II. In general, change detection performance on the
WUSU dataset is lower than on the SpaceNet 7 dataset. For bi-
temporal change detection, only ScratchFormer, L-UNet, and
the multi-task methods exceed an F1 score of 0.275 and an
IoU value of 0.160. In comparison, accuracy values for the
continuous change detection task are slightly higher, except
for the proposed method. Overall, our method outperforms all
other methods on both change detection tasks. For building
segmentation, F1 scores of 0.500 and IoU values of 0.300 are
exceeded by all methods with a segmentation output except
Multi-Task L-UNet. U-Net and HRNet outperform the multi-
task methods; however, the best results were achieved by the
proposed method with an F1 score of 0.663 and an IoU value
of 0.496.

Qualitative results for the WUSU dataset are shown for
urban change detection and building segmentation in Figures 8
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Fig. 6: Qualitative comparison of the predicted urban changes between the first (first column) and last (second column) image
of a time series for a selection of the SpaceNet 7 test areas. Columns three to seven show the benchmarks and the last column
shows the proposed method (White: TPs, Black: TNs, Green: FPs, and Magenta: FNs).

Fig. 7: Qualitative comparison of the built-up area predictions
corresponding to the last image (first column) of a time series
for a selection of the SpaceNet 7 test areas. Columns two
to four show the benchmarks and the last column shows the
proposed method (White: TPs, Black: TNs, Green: FPs, and
Magenta: FNs).

and 9, respectively. All change detection methods considered
in this visual comparison suffer from a large number of FN
pixels (purple). In contrast, the proposed method is consider-
ably more effective in detecting urban changes. In addition, the
segmentation results for the last image in the time series (see
Figure 9) demonstrate that the selected methods accurately

TABLE II: Quantitative results on the WUSU test areas. The
best and second-best performance is highlighted in red and
blue, respectively. ”-” denotes that the accuracy metric does
not apply to a specific method since the corresponding variable
is not predicted.

Method
Change detection Segmentation

Bi-temporal Continuous
F1 IoU F1 IoU F1 IoU

Siam-Diff 0.175 0.096 0.236 0.134 - -
SNUNet 0.188 0.104 0.211 0.118 - -
DTCDSCN 0.278 0.162 0.318 0.189 0.539 0.369
BIT 0.213 0.120 0.314 0.187 - -
AMTNet 0.187 0.104 0.264 0.152 - -
ScratchF. 0.324 0.193 0.353 0.214 - -

L-UNet 0.279 0.162 - - - -
MT L-UNet 0.276 0.161 - - 0.479 0.315

U-Net - - - - 0.576 0.406
HRNet - - - - 0.611 0.440

Proposed 0.440 0.282 0.389 0.242 0.663 0.496

map built-up area, even under challenging conditions with
considerable off-nadir angles and shadows. Most incorrect
predictions (FNs and FPs) are present at the edges of buildings,
but a few buildings were also completely omitted. In general,
the proposed method produces fewer FPs and FNs than the
selected methods in this comparison.

C. Ablation study

Loss function and TFR module: To measure the contribu-
tion of applying the loss function to additional change edges in
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Fig. 8: Qualitative comparison of the predicted urban changes between the first (first column) and last (second column) image
of a time series for a selection of the WUSU test areas. Columns three to seven show the benchmarks and the last column
shows the proposed method (White: TPs, Black: TNs, Green: FPs, and Magenta: FNs).

Fig. 9: Qualitative comparison of the built-up area predictions
corresponding to the last image (first column) of a time series
for a selection of the WUSU test areas. Columns two to four
show the benchmarks and the last column shows the proposed
method (White: TPs, Black: TNs, Green: FPs, and Magenta:
FNs).

image time series, we perform an ablation experiment that tests
different change loss settings on the SpaceNet 7 and WUSU
datasets. Furthermore, we investigate the contribution of the
TFR module by removing it from the model. The results listed
in Table III show that adding change edges in the loss function
generally improves performances of the segmentation and

change detection tasks. Regarding the TFR module, the results
in Table III demonstrate a clear performance gain for both
tasks from introducing transformer-based feature refinement.
Specifically, adding the TFR module improves segmentation
and change detection performance on both datasets consider-
ably.

MTI module: We perform another ablation experiment
investigating performance gains from leveraging additional
edges in the MTI module. A degenerate Markov network
that uses no change information (i.e., only the segmentation
information represented as nodes) is added as a baseline.
Table IV lists the ablation results for the SpaceNet 7 and
WUSU datasets. Introducing change information in the MTI
module results in considerable change detection performance
gains compared to the degenerate setting while also providing
minor segmentation performance gains. For example, using
the adjacent setting improves change detection performance
(first-last) by 44.8 % and 61.6 % in terms of F1 score and
IoU, respectively, compared to the degenerate setting on the
SpaceNet 7 dataset. On the WUSU dataset, the corresponding
performance improvements are 57.5 % and 73.6 % for the
F1 score and IoU, respectively (cyclic loss scenario). Table
IV also shows that introducing change information beyond
adjacent edges results in further change detection performance
gains, albeit to a much lesser extent. For example, compared
to only using adjacent change information, dense information
improved the F1 score and IoU values by 2.0 % and 3.0 %,
respectively. In the context of the WUSU dataset, additional
change information (i.e., adjacent vs. cyclic) improved the F1
score and IoU values by 1.6 % and 2.2 %, respectively. There-
fore, the ablation study demonstrates that the proposed MTI



12

TABLE III: Ablation results for the loss function and the TFR module on the SpaceNet 7 (SN7) and WUSU datasets. The
change loss settings cyclic and dense are equivalent for the WUSU dataset since its time series consists of three images.

Dataset Change loss TFR module
Change detection Segmentation

Bi-temporal Continuous
F1 IoU F1 IoU F1 IoU

SN
7

adjacent ✓ 0.520 0.352 0.384 0.238 0.584 0.413
cyclic ✓ 0.532 0.363 0.377 0.233 0.581 0.409
dense ✓ 0.537 0.367 0.397 0.248 0.593 0.422
dense ✗ 0.490 0.324 0.314 0.186 0.549 0.379

W
U

SU

adjacent ✓ 0.356 0.217 0.373 0.229 0.650 0.482
cyclic ✓ 0.420 0.266 0.391 0.243 0.660 0.493
cyclic ✗ 0.342 0.208 0.364 0.223 0.583 0.412

module effectively integrates the outputs of the segmentation
and change detection tasks at inference time.

Time series length: To investigate the effect of satellite
image time series length on performance, we tested the pro-
posed network with different settings for T . For the change
loss and MTI module, the maximum number of edges (i.e.,
dense edge setting) for a given T was used (see Equation 6).
However, it should be noted that for lengths T = 3 and T = 2,
the edge settings dense are equivalent to cyclic and adjacent,
respectively. The results of this experiment (Figure 10) show
that adding intermediate images has a positive impact on bi-
temporal change detection performance. Specifically, while
the proposed method performed worse for T = 2 compared
to SOTA methods (Table I), our model outperforms these
methods, including multi-temporal change detection methods,
at longer time series lengths. Therefore, it effectively uses
multi-temporal information to improve change detection per-
formance.

Fig. 10: The effect of time series length on bi-temporal
change detection performance for the SpaceNet 7 dataset. The
maximum number of edges was used for each time series
length in the change loss and MTI module. Values represent
the mean ± 1 standard deviation of 5 runs.

VI. DISCUSSION

Our results highlight the challenging nature of continuously
detecting urban changes from high-resolution satellite image

time series. Most methods are developed for bi-temporal urban
change detection from VHR imagery, and SOTA methods
have achieved remarkable results with F1 scores exceeding
0.9 on datasets such as LEVIR-CD [17] and WHU-CD [44].
In contrast, studies focusing on urban change detection from
high-resolution imagery (e.g., PlanetScope or Sentinel-2) often
fall short of F1 scores of 0.6, even when employing multi-task
learning and multi-temporal data [27]. The suite of methods
that achieved these impressive performances typically employs
transformers to capture long-range contextual information in
bi-temporal VHR imagery [16]–[19]. Our experiments in-
dicate, however, that improving long-range context is less
relevant in high-resolution imagery (Tables I and II). In ad-
dition, transformer-based methods rely heavily on pretraining
on large datasets, which ScratchFormer successfully mitigates
[21]. Furthermore, a recent study suggests that a simple
segmentation ConvNet such as U-Net is still a top performer
for change detection tasks [55]. We attribute those findings to
the capability of modern ConvNets to capture sufficient spatial
context in satellite imagery, especially when ground sampling
distances are above 1 m. In comparison to the SOTA methods
for bi-temporal change detection, our method leverages the
self-attention mechanism to model multi-temporal information
in satellite image time series. We showed that the proposed
TFR module contributes to the network’s representation learn-
ing capability, resulting in improved change detection and
semantic segmentation performance (Table III). Therefore,
we deem self-attention an effective mechanism for feature
refinement in continuous urban change detection networks.

Our work also highlights the need for effective integration
approaches in multi-task learning schemes. Specifically, al-
though multi-task learning is commonly applied for change
detection [27], [33], existing multi-task studies do not address
the integration of the semantic segmentation and change
detection outputs. To fill this research gap, we proposed
the MTI module that represents segmentation and change
predictions using Markov networks to find the most likely
built-up area state for each timestamp in a pixel time series.
Our results demonstrate that the proposed integration approach
improves both tasks, namely the change detection and building
segmentation task (Table IV). Furthermore, we demonstrate
that the proposed approach benefits from integrating dense
change information, obtained from predicting changes between
all possible combinations of satellite image pairs in a time
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TABLE IV: Ablation results for the MTI module on the SpaceNet 7 and WUSU datasets. The change loss settings cyclic and
dense are equivalent for the WUSU dataset since its time series consists of three images.

Dataset Change loss Edges
Change detection Segmentation

Bi-temporal Continuous
F1 IoU F1 IoU F1 IoU

Sp
ac

eN
et

7

adjacent degenerate 0.369 0.226 0.170 0.093 0.584 0.413
adjacent 0.533 0.363 0.398 0.248 0.586 0.415

cyclic
degenerate 0.362 0.221 0.164 0.089 0.581 0.409
adjacent 0.526 0.357 0.391 0.243 0.583 0.411
cyclic 0.535 0.366 0.394 0.246 0.583 0.412

dense

degenerate 0.373 0.229 0.173 0.095 0.593 0.422
adjacent 0.540 0.370 0.410 0.258 0.595 0.424
cyclic 0.547 0.377 0.412 0.260 0.596 0.424
dense 0.551 0.381 0.414 0.261 0.596 0.424

W
U

SU

adjacent degenerate 0.244 0.139 0.186 0.103 0.650 0.482
adjacent 0.409 0.257 0.368 0.226 0.656 0.488

cyclic
degenerate 0.275 0.159 0.203 0.113 0.660 0.493
adjacent 0.433 0.276 0.389 0.242 0.663 0.497
cyclic 0.440 0.282 0.389 0.242 0.663 0.496

series, compared to using only adjacent change information
(Table IV).

Despite the improvements our method achieves over ex-
isting methods, we also identified several limitations related
to our work. First of all, our integration approach relies on
meaningful potentials extracted from the multi-task network
outputs. However, the outputs of deep networks may not
be well-calibrated [56]. Furthermore, we assumed that our
networks do not encounter out-of-distribution data during de-
ployment due to the within-scene splits. In practice, however,
urban mapping and change detection methods may encounter
domain shifts when deployed to unseen geographic areas
[36], [47]. Therefore, future work will test the susceptibility
of our multi-task integration approach to out-of-distribution
data. For example, the effectiveness of the MTI module could
be improved by explicitly calibrating the segmentation and
change outputs of the model, using calibration techniques such
as temperature scaling [56].

Another limitation of the proposed method is that it requires
continuous building labels for training. Most popular urban
change detection datasets are bi-temporal and feature VHR
imagery. On the other hand, few urban change detection
datasets featuring satellite image time series and corresponding
building labels for each image are available. Therefore, weakly
supervised methods, using partial annotation or less accurate
labeling, should be investigated for continuous urban change
detection from satellite image time series (e.g., [29]).

VII. CONCLUSION

In this study, we propose a continuous urban change de-
tection method using optical satellite image time series. The
proposed method leverages a transformer-based module to
temporally refine feature representations extracted from image
time series using a ConvNet. Furthermore, a new multi-task
integration approach based on pairwise Markov networks is
proposed to combine building segmentation and dense urban
change information. We demonstrated the effectiveness of our

method on the SpaceNet 7 and WUSU datasets, where it
outperformed existing bi-temporal and multi-temporal change
detection methods and segmentation methods. The ablation
study attributes these accuracy gains to the proposed TFR
and MTI modules. Therefore, this research demonstrates the
potential of high-resolution satellite image time series for the
continuous detection of urban changes.
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