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Abstract:

 Remotely sensed imagery is a type of data that is compatible with the monitoring and mapping of changes in built-up and bare land within urban areas as the impacts of population growth and urbanisation increase. The application of currently available remote sensing indices, however, has some limitations with respect to distinguishing built-up and bare land in urban areas. In this study, a new index for transforming remote sensing data for mapping built-up and bare land areas is proposed. The Enhanced Built-Up and Bareness Index (EBBI) is able to map built-up and bare land areas using a single calculation. The EBBI is the first built-up and bare land index that applies near infrared (NIR), short wave infrared (SWIR), and thermal infrared (TIR) channels simultaneously. This new index was applied to distinguish built-up and bare land areas in Denpasar (Bali, Indonesia) and had a high accuracy level when compared to existing indices. The EBBI was more effective at discriminating built-up and bare land areas and at increasing the accuracy of the built-up density percentage than five other indices.
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1. Introduction

One of the main problems in mapping urban areas is assessing the change in land usage from non-residential to residential. Land use changes usually occur because of high urbanisation and residential development rates. These conditions result in high surface runoff, changes in micro-temperature [1], transport of water pollutants [2], and reduction in water quality [3]. In some cases, development may introduce bare land within an urban area [4]. This bare land is seasonal due to the effect of land use changes or the timing of fallow periods in paddy fields after harvesting.

Mapping the built-up and bare land in urban areas is important because the existence of these types of land can be used as an indicator of urban development and environmental quality [5]. The mapping process applies different remotely sensed data and spectral values based on the land use category. Land use mapping primarily employs the multispectral classification method; however, there are other methods that also utilise the application of the remote sensing index [1]. Chen et al. [6] classified urban land uses using several remote sensing indices in the Pearl River Delta of China with high accuracy. Indices for mapping the built-up and bare land in urban areas, such as the Normalised Difference Built-Up Index (NDBI) [7], Index-based Built-Up Index (IBI) [1], Urban Index (UI) [8], Normalised Difference Bareness Index (NDBaI) [4], and Bare soil index (BI) [9], have been employed in various studies.

NDBI and UI are based on the high-speed mapping of built-up or bare land areas. Nevertheless, these two indices are unable to verify the distribution of built-up versus bare land areas [7,10,11]. He et al. [10] stated that this inability was due to the high complexity of the spectral response patterns to vegetation, bare land, and built-up areas, particularly in terms of the pixel combinations in areas with heterogenic objects.

This paper introduces a new index for mapping built-up and bare land areas. This index, referred to as the Enhanced Built-Up and Bareness Index (EBBI), is able to map and distinguish built-up and bare land areas and was tested by mapping these land use categories in the city of Denpasar (Bali, Indonesia). The EBBI mapping results were compared to the results of other remote sensing indices. The relationship between the amount of built-up cover from EBBI and that from other remote sensing indices was also determined. The results of this study provide an alternate and more accurate remote sensing index for mapping built-up and bare land areas.



2. Research Location

The study was conducted in Denpasar (Bali, Indonesia), which is located at 08°35′31″–08°44′49″ south latitude and 115°10′23″–115°16′27″ east longitude (Figure 1) with an area of 125.95 km2. Denpasar city is bordered by Badung Regency to the north and west, Gianyar Regency to the east, and the Badung Strait area to the south. A small island, Serangan Island, is located in the southern part of Denpasar. In 2010, the population of Denpasar city reached 788,589 people, with an average growth rate of 3.55% per year [12]. The slope morphology in the Denpasar area is from 0 to 8%, and the altitude ranges from 0 to 75 m above sea level. The climate of Denpasar is influenced by monsoon activity [13,14]. The monthly average temperature of Denpasar is 24–32 °C, and the average monthly rainfall is 13–358 mm. Land use within the study area includes 7 different classes: settlement, paddy field, perennial plant, bare land, forest (mangrove), dry land, and shrub. Settlement is the dominant land use, followed by paddy field and perennial plant areas [15].

Figure 1. Research Location.
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3. Method


3.1. Enhanced Built-Up and Bareness Index (EBBI)

The EBBI is a remote sensing index that applies wavelengths of 0.83 μm, 1.65 μm, and 11.45 μm, (NIR, SWIR, and TIR, respectively) to Landsat ETM+ images. These wavelengths were selected based on the contrast reflection range and absorption in built-up and bare land areas. According to Herold et al. [16], the reflectance values of built-up areas are higher due to the longer sensor wavelengths. The NIR wavelength, which corresponds to band 4 in Landsat ETM+ and band 5 in SWIR, is associated with a high contrast level for detecting built-up and bare land areas, as shown in Figure 2. In addition, in bands 4 and 5, there is an inverse reflectance ratio with respect to detecting built-up or bare land areas compared to vegetation. Vegetation has a high reflectance in band 4, but the reflectance of built-up or bare land in band 4 is low. In contrast, in band 5, there is high reflectance when detecting built-up areas compared with vegetated areas [17]. NIR and SWIR were used for mapping built-up areas in a study conducted by Zha et al. [7] when developing the NDBI.

Figure 2. Spectral profiles for seven classes of land cover in Denpasar city. Values were derived from an average of 20 pixels for each class of land cover.
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Zhao and Chen [4] utilised Landsat ETM+ band 5 (SWIR) and band 6 (TIR) to generate the NDBaI. The NDBaI is an index used to map bare land areas. The TIR can distinguish high and low levels of albedo in built-up objects [4]. According to Weng [5], the utilisation of TIR channels is very effective for mapping built-up areas based on a low albedo, which eliminates the effect of shadows and water, while a high albedo demonstrates built-up and bare land areas clearly. The TIR channel also exhibits a high level of contrast for vegetation. The temperature of a built-up area is 10–12 degrees higher than that of vegetation [18]. Therefore, the combination of NIR, MIR, and TIR (Landsat ETM+ bands 4, 5, and 6) wavelengths makes it possible to improve the mapping method for built-up and bare land areas relative to previously existing remote sensing indices.

By combining the NIR, MIR, and TIR (Landsat ETM+ bands 4, 5, and 6) wavelengths, the subtraction of band 4 from band 5 will result in positive values for built-up and barren pixels and will result in negative values for vegetation. In addition, a summation of band 5 and band 6 will result in higher values pixel for built-up and bare land than for vegetation. The difference between the subtraction of band 4 from band 5 and the summation of band 5 and band 6 will result in virtually 0 water pixels as well as negative values for vegetation and positive values for built-up and barren pixels. This outcome allows for easy distinguishing between built-up and bare land areas.

To achieve a higher level of contrast, an improvement in the mathematical operations was introduced into the equation used to calculate the EBBI. The EBBI applies a root function to cluster the numbers that contrast identical objects based on the different levels of reflectance values. To obtain an index value of −1∼1, the multiplied factor is divided by ten. The EBBI is calculated from the image data using the following formula:
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3.2. Data and Analysis


3.2.1. Data

The remote sensing data used in this study were Landsat ETM+ data acquired on 21 May 2002 in Path 116 and Row 66. The spectral wavelength ranges and the spatial resolution bands of the data are presented in Table 1 [19]. The accuracy levels of the analyses performed using several remote sensing indices were compared to the distribution of built-up and bare land areas in the IKONOS imagery analysis. The IKONOS image used for comparison was acquired on 22 April 2002. The interpretation of the distribution of built-up and bare land originated from the Regional Planning and Development Board of Denpasar in 2003. The classification of the IKONOS image had an overall accuracy rate of 96.4%.

Table 1. Spectral Bands of Landsat ETM+.


	Channel
	Spectral Range (μm)
	Spatial Resolution (m)
	Electromagnetic Region
	Application





	Band 1
	0.45–0.52
	30
	Visible Blue
	Coastal water mapping, differentiation of vegetation from soils



	Band 2
	0.53–0.61
	30
	Visible Green
	Assessment of vegetation vigour



	Band 3
	0.63–0.69
	30
	Visible Red
	Chlorophyll absorption for vegetation differentiation



	Band 4
	0.78–0.90
	30
	Near Infrared
	Biomass surveys and delineation of water bodies



	Band 5
	1.55–1.75
	30
	Short Wave Infrared
	Vegetation and soil moisture measurements



	Band 6
	10.4–12.5
	60
	Thermal Infrared
	Land surface temperature



	Band 7
	2.09–2.35
	30
	Short Wave Infrared
	Hydrothermal mapping



	Band 8
	0.52–0.90
	15
	Panchromatic
	Visual interpretation










3.2.2. Analysis

The main analysis performed throughout this study was an application of the EBBI for mapping built-up and bare land areas. Another analysis was conducted in this study to determine the relationship between the EBBI and the percentage of built-up area in the Denpasar region. To determine the effectiveness of the EBBI for mapping built-up and bare land areas, the results of the EBBI analysis were compared to the results of remote sensing analyses that used several other indices: the IBI, NDBI, UI, NDBaI and NDVI (Normalised Difference Vegetation Index) [20]. The IBI, NDBI, and UI are indices for quickly mapping built-up areas. In contrast, the NDVI is a well-known spectral index for rapidly mapping the distribution of vegetation and a variety of conditions over land surfaces. Previously, Matthias and Martin [21] applied NDVI for mapping the impervious area of an urban area of Germany. The formulas for the indices that were compared to the EBBI results are as follows:
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(3)
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where the pixel value used in each channel is the digital number. In this study, the EBBI and NDBal utilised band 6 of the Landsat ETM+ images; band 6 has a 60 m spatial resolution, which was rescaled to 30 m prior to transforming the data into an index.
Comparison and validation of the analysis results was performed using IKONOS data. The results of the interpretation of built-up and bare land areas from the IKONOS image by the Regional Planning and Development Board of Denpasar were assumed to represent the actual distribution of built-up and bare land areas. The built-up and bare land areas were obtained from the visual interpretation of the data in vector form, which was then converted into 30 × 30 m pixels in raster form. The raster data were used to compare the results of the transformation analysis. The bare land areas in Denpasar city consist of rice fields in the fallow period after harvesting and soil areas following the reclamation of Serangan Island. To determine the accuracy of the EBBI, this study examined bare land located in Serangan Island. The validation process was accomplished by comparing the built-up and bare land areas determined by the indices (EBBI, IBI, NDBI, UI, NDBaI and NDVI) with the results from IKONOS. Comparative results were based on the differences in the areal percentage, which were used to determine the level of accuracy.

The percentage of built-up areas was obtained from the IKONOS image analysis. The percentage of built-up area refers to the proportion of built-up area within each pixel. Fifty built-up locations were randomly selected, and polygon sampling of the data was conducted based on the number of Landsat pixels in the image (30 × 30 m). The percentage of built-up areas was correlated to the remote sensing index to determine the relationship between the percentage of built-up areas and the remote sensing indices. The mean bias error (MBE) and the root mean square error (RMSE) [22,23] were used to calculate the systematic and non-systematic errors of each of the transformation indices. MBE is a good measure of model bias and is simply the average of the differences in the set. The RMSE was used to find the average error value between the remote sensing indices and the percentage of built-up areas.





4. Results

The transformation of bands 4, 5, and 6 of Landsat ETM+ was examined in this study. This study investigated the mapping of built-up and bare land areas by EBBI transformation. The EBBI transformation was compared to other transformation indices. The results of the EBBI transformation were compared to the results obtained using IKONOS imagery to determine the levels of accuracy and effectiveness. In addition, the results of comparing the relationship between the EBBI and the percentages of built-up area coverage and remote sensing indices are detailed in this section.

Transforming remote sensing data into an index value required the use of a control index value as a reference index to distinguish the different types of land cover. In this case, the reference was the limit of the index value for each type of transformation index, as shown in Table 2.

Table 2. Limitation of the index value for each type of index transformation in determining non-built-up, built-up, and bare land areas.


	Remote Sensing Indices
	Built-Up Area
	Bare Land





	EBBI (Enhanced Built-Up and Bareness Index)
	0.100–0.350
	>0.350



	IBI (Index-based Built-Up Index) [1]
	0.018–0.308
	>0.308



	NDBI (Normalised Difference Built-Up Index) [6]
	0.100–0.300
	>0.300



	UI (Urban Index)
	>0
	-



	NDBaI (Normalised Difference Bareness Index) [4]
	-
	>−0.150









4.1. Mapping Built-Up and Bare Land

Table 3 shows the built-up areas as determined by each remote sensing transformation index. The results of the analysis showed that the total built-up area obtained from the EBBI transformation is 5,898.60 ha. This result is smaller than the amount of built-up area, 6,629.04 ha, that was determined from the IKONOS imagery. The built-up area shown by the EBBI is also smaller than that obtained from the IBI and NDBI transformations but is larger value obtained using the UI transformation.

Table 3. The built-up area from each type of index/remote sensing data transformation.


	Remote Sensing Indices
	Built-Up Area (ha)





	EBBI
	5,898.60



	IBI
	6,239.70



	NDBI
	5,934.33



	UI
	4,146.84



	NDBaI
	-



	IKONOS
	6,629.04








The areas of bare land in Serangan Island determined using the remote sensing indices are presented in Table 4. The area of bare land on Serangan Island as determined by the EBBI is 173.93 ha, which corresponds to 75.11% of the bare land area obtained from IKONOS imagery (231.39 ha). This percentage is higher than the bare land area determined using IBI and NDBI. However, the percentage of bare land indicated by the NDBaI is higher than that determined by EBBI. The overall spatial distribution of built-up and bare land areas obtained from the remote sensing indices and IKONOS data are shown in Figure 3.

Figure 3. The spatial distribution of built-up areas and bare land is shown for each type of index/remote sensing data transformation: (a) EBBI, (b) IBI, (c) NDBI, (d) UI, (e) NDBaI, and (f) IKONOS imagery.
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Table 4. The bare land area in Serangan Island determined using each type of index/remote sensing data transformation.


	Remote Sensing Indices
	Bare Land Area (ha)





	EBBI
	173.79



	IBI
	105.21



	NDBI
	100.89



	UI
	-



	NDBaI
	197.82



	IKONOS
	231.39








The accuracy levels with respect to the percentage of built-up area for each type of transformation index from IKONOS data are shown in Table 5. The built-up area determined using the EBBI transformation was similar to that determined using the IKONOS data, which was assumed to represent the actual built-up area. A high level of accuracy was demonstrated when the IKONOS results were compared with the NDBI and UI transformations and negligible differences were observed between the IKONOS results and the IBI results. The percentage of similarity between the built-up area determined using the EBBI transformation compared to that from IKONOS was 69.65%; of this value, 25.49% of the IKONOS built-up area was transformed by EBBI into non-built-up area and 4.85% was transformed by EBBI into bare land area.

Table 5. The percent accuracy of the built-up area obtained from each type of index transformation.


	Explanation
	EBBI (%)
	IBI (%)
	NDBI (%)
	UI (%)





	Non-built-up area from indices vs. built-up area from IKONOS
	25.49
	21.71
	25.05
	47.11



	Built-up area from indices vs. built-up Area from IKONOS
	69.65
	70.18
	67.60
	52.89



	Bare land area from indices vs. built-up Area from IKONOS
	4.85
	8.11
	7.34
	–



	Total built-up area from indices vs. Total built-up area from IKONOS
	88.98
	94.13
	89.52
	62.56








Table 6 presents the percentage accuracies of the results of each type of index transformation compared to the bare land area obtained from the IKONOS data. The percent accuracy of mapping bare land areas using the EBBI was also high (62.82%). This result is higher than the accuracy levels of the IBI and NDBI but lower than that of the NDBaI.

Table 6. The percent accuracies of the bare land area obtained from each type of index transformation.


	Explanation
	EBBI (%)
	IBI (%)
	NDBI (%)
	NDBaI (%)





	Non-bare land area from indices vs. bare land from IKONOS
	13.73
	12.10
	13.15
	31.74



	Built-up area from indices vs. bare land area from IKONOS
	23.45
	49.59
	50.72
	–



	Bare land area from indices vs. built-up area from IKONOS
	62.82
	38.31
	36.13
	68.26



	Total bare land area from indices vs. total bare land area from IKONOS
	75.11
	45.47
	43.60
	85.49








When the average accuracy levels of the EBBI, NDBI, and IBI results were compared to those of the built-up and bare land area values obtained from IKONOS, the EBBI was found to exhibit the highest accuracy of all the indices. The EBBI exhibited an average accuracy level of 66.24%, which is higher than those of IBI and NDBI, which had average accuracy rates of 54.25% and 51.87%, respectively. The UI is an index that cannot detect bare land areas, while the NDBaI could not be used because it cannot map built-up areas.

The EBBI can be utilised directly as a highly accurate index for mapping built-up and bare land areas. Although the relative accuracy of the EBBI is lower than that of the IBI for mapping built-up areas and that of the NDBaI for mapping the distribution of bare land areas, the average accuracy level of EBBI represents a substantial improvement in the simultaneous mapping built-up and bare land areas.



4.2. Relationship between the Transformed Remote Sensing Indices and the Percentage of Built-Up Area

Figure 4 shows the relationship between the percentage of built-up area and the transformation indices (EBBI, IBI, NDBI, UI, NDBaI, and NDVI). The correlation coefficient and linear equation for each of the indices is indicated on the plot. A cross-plot of each index and the percentage of built-up area confirmed the close relationship between the EBBI results with the percentage of actual built-up areas. The relationship between the percentage of built-up areas and the EBBI results shows a high degree of correlation (r = 0.70). This correlation is higher than that of the five other remote sensing indices; the correlation values of the IBI, NDBI, UI, NDBaI, and NDVI are 0.61, 0.60, 0.59, 0.53, and 0.56, respectively.

Figure 4. Scatterplots of the built-up area percentage vs. the remote sensing transformation indices. (a) EBBI, (b) IBI, (c) NDBI, (d) UI, (e) NDBaI, and (f) Normalised Difference Vegetation Index (NDVI).
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The scatterplot indicates that the relationship between the EBBI results and the percentage of built-up area is generally higher than those of the other indices. In addition, statistical error analyses also demonstrated that EBBI generally produced lower values than the other indices, except with regard to MBE values, for which NDBaI produced higher values than EBBI. EBBI had an MBE value of 25.37%, while the MBE values of the IBI, NDBI, UI, NDBaI and NDVI were 60.03, 71.66, 57.84, −2.55, and 36.64%, respectively. Conversely, EBBI gave the lowest RMSE value (49.71%) relative to the other remote sensing transformation indices, while the IBI, NDBI, UI, NDBaI and NDVI gave RMSE values of 80.51, 89.01, 78.01, 50.84, and 112.06%, respectively. The summary of the statistical errors between the percentage of built-up area and the remote sensing transformation indices are shown in Figure 5.

Figure 5. Mean bias error (MBE) and root mean square error (RMSE) statistical values between the percentage of built-up area and the remote sensing transformation indices.
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5. Discussion

Urban remote sensing indices are generally used to distinguish built-up and bare land areas based on spectral values with a low level of accuracy because of the high degree of homogeneity in these land-use categories, especially in urban areas. However, utilisation of the EBBI, which is the first built-up and bare land index based on thermal infrared data, can increase the accuracy of mapping built-up and bare land areas. The EBBI was also found to be very effective in distinguishing built-up and bare land areas, which is one of the major limitations of applying built-up area indices based on remotely sensed data. The use of three infrared channels (NIR, SWIR, and TIR) that reflect different contrasts in detecting built-up, bare land, and vegetation areas is responsible for the high accuracy level compared to other built-up area indices.

The application of TIR channels, which exhibit high emissivity in built-up areas, is one of the reasons that EBBI is a better index for distinguishing between classes of land use. The high emissivity in built-up areas is caused by the types of materials that are predominately found in these areas, such as roofing and building materials. In contrast, the emissivity of bare soil is determined by the level of soil moisture and by the mineral constituents of the soil [24]. Built-up areas exhibit higher heat conductivity than bare soil areas, resulting in the higher emissivity and albedo values of thermal infrared waves in built-up areas relative to bare soil areas.

The EBBI not only exhibits a better accuracy than other indices, but also was able to distinguish the amount of built-up areas with a higher correlation than other indices used in urban areas. The EBBI generally produced lower statistical errors regarding the measurement the built-up area percentage. The correlation levels between the percentage of built-up areas and the results of the other indices were all positive, with the exception of the results of NDVI. In addition, the MBE and RMSE values were generally lower than those determined by the other indices, with the exception of the MBE values, for which the value produced by NDBaI was better than that produced by EBBI. The utilisation of TIR channels and the improvement of the mathematical operations in the applied root function enhanced the statistical score regarding the percentage of built-up areas determined by the indices. TIR was also able to capture the temperature radiation released by buildings. Areas with relatively high building densities will emit larger amounts of temperature radiation. The root function applied in the EBBI contrasted identical objects based on different levels of reflectance values. The negative correlation exhibited by the NDVI was observed because this index is usually applied to rapidly map the distribution of vegetation. In NDVI, a smaller value indicates less vegetation, which results in a negative correlation with the amount of built-up areas. The relationships observed between the remote sensing indices and the amount of built-up area were similar to the results of previous studies, such as those of Widyasamratri [25] and Sukristiyanti et al. [11], who found the correlation coefficient between the UI-built-up area density in Semarang city to be 0.56 and 0.59, respectively.

The high degree of land homogeneity in built-up and bare land areas resulted in a low level of accuracy. Some regions in built-up areas were detected as non-built-up or bare land areas or were observed as noise in EBBI and NDBI images (Figure 3(a,c)). The spectral response of built-up areas showed a higher reflectance in the SWIR compared with the NIR wavelength range. However, in urban areas with heterogeneous landscapes, this factor is not always relevant. Drier vegetation or areas with mixed vegetation and buildings in a particular pixel can exhibit an even higher reflectance in the SWIR wavelength range than in the NIR range [26], thus leading to confusion with areas of built-up land. According to Yüksel et al. [27], accurate map processing in urban landscapes is further complicated by surface heterogeneity. Improving the spatial resolution may improve the accuracy of remote sensing in capturing small-scale objects over heterogeneous surfaces in urban areas [28].

Denpasar is a unique city because it contains a “holy area” in the centre of the town that is characterised by extensive vegetative cover near the built-up area. Additionally, canopy height fluctuations in the centre of the town are substantial and may cover many different land use types. This creates a problem for subdividing urban areas into generalised classes of urban land uses and activities based on the spectral values of each individual pixel. Therefore, the accuracy of such techniques may decrease in regions with highly heterogeneous landscapes [29].

All the indices could not perfectly differentiate between built-up and bare land because both of these land types show similar spectral responses in all Landsat ETM+ bands. However, the EBBI was found to be superior to the other indices in distinguishing between built-up and bare land due to the use of TIR channels. Visual inspection of the extraction results showed that confusion mainly occurs between built-up areas and bare land areas. Mixed regions were detected by the EBBI as built-up in bare land areas in regions with a highly heterogeneous landscape, which exhibit high values in NIR and SWIR because of the drier vegetation. Generally, all of the findings of this study demonstrated that the EBBI could be utilised as an alternative and more accurate remote sensing index to distinguish built-up areas from other land use areas and determine the cover percentage of built-up areas.

Data from built-up areas are very important for determining correlations between land use and environmental conditions, such as air and water quality and water runoff. It expected that in the future, the EBBI could be used in various applications associated with the utilisation of remote sensing data, specifically in the field of urban remote sensing. There are a number of potential applications for the EBBI, such as monitoring land use changes, following the development of cities, determining the condition of the urban environment, and calculating the urban population.



6. Conclusions

In this study, a new index for transforming remote sensing data was proposed and evaluated for mapping built-up and bare land areas. The index was able to map built-up and bare land areas with a single calculation and was referred to as the Enhanced Built-up and Bareness Index (EBBI). The EBBI is the first built-up and bare land index that uses the NIR, SWIR, and TIR channels simultaneously. The EBBI was applied in Denpasar, Indonesia, to distinguish between built-up and bare land in an urban area, and the results obtained by the EBBI were compared with those determined by other available remote sensing indices.

The use of the EBBI was found to improve the accuracy of mapping built-up and bare land areas. The EBBI was also effective at discriminating between built-up and bare land areas in an urban area. With regard to distinguishing between built-up and bare land areas with a single calculation, the EBBI showed an average accuracy level of 66.24%, which is higher than those of the IBI and NDBI (54.25% and 51.87%, respectively). The advantage of the EBBI is that it can be used not only to map built-up and bare land areas but is also capable of transforming the percentages of built-up land in urban area. Comparisons of the relationships between the percentages of built-up obtained from the EBBI and the five other remote sensing indices showed that the EBBI determines the built-up density percentage with higher accuracy (0.70) than the other indices.

Nevertheless, this proposed method has some limitations. Firstly, regions with highly heterogeneous landscapes are still problematic with respect to subdividing urban areas. Second, there are some limitations to using a single EBBI to distinguish between homogenous bare land and heterogeneous bare land mixed with drier vegetation or in urban areas, where higher levels of temperature radiation are emitted. Combining indices could improve the classification accuracy and, thus, achieve better results. Finally, the EBBI was proposed to map built-up and bare land areas based on Landsat ETM+ bands. Thus, the generalisation of this index requires further experimentation using other satellite imagery with similar spectral bands.
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