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Abstract
The preservation of the Amazon Rainforest is one of the global priorities in combating climate change,
protecting biodiversity, and safeguarding indigenous cultures. The Satellite-based Monitoring Project
of Deforestation in the Brazilian Legal Amazon (PRODES), a project of the National Institute for
Space Research (INPE), stands out as a fundamental initiative in this effort, annually monitoring de-
forested areas not only in the Amazon but also in other Brazilian biomes. Recently, machine learning
models have been developed using PRODES data to support this effort through the comparative anal-
ysis of multitemporal satellite images, treating deforestation detection as a change detection problem.
However, existing approaches present significant limitations: models evaluated in the literature still
show unsatisfactory effectiveness, many do not incorporate modern architectures, such as those based
on self-attention mechanisms, and there is a lack of methodological standardization that allows di-
rect comparisons between different studies. In this work, we address these gaps by evaluating various
change detection models in a unified dataset, including fully convolutional models and networks in-
corporating self-attention mechanisms based on Transformers. We investigate the impact of different
pre- and post-processing techniques, such as filtering deforested areas predicted by the models based
on the size of connected components, texture replacement, and image enhancements; we demonstrate
that such approaches can significantly improve individual model effectiveness. Additionally, we test
different strategies for combining the evaluated models to achieve results superior to those obtained
individually, reaching an F1-score of 80.41%, a value comparable to other recent works in the literature.
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1 Introduction
The deforestation of the Amazon Rainforest is a
central issue in climate change discussions. This
biome spans approximately 7 million square kilo-
meters (Figure 1) and plays a critical role in global
ecological balance. While its preservation could
be justified solely by its immense biodiversity,
the rainforest also sustains entire communities

as a source of income and provides numerous
components with commercial potential.

Furthermore, the forest is home to and an
essential part of the culture of approximately
180 indigenous groups in the Brazilian region
alone (Ellwanger et al, 2020; Heck et al, 2005).
Despite this, the estimated deforestation in 2020
reached 11,088 km2, the highest rate in the past
decade (Silva Junior et al, 2021).
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Figure 1: Map of the coverage area of the Brazil-
ian Amazon biome. Data obtained from (Instituto
Nacional de Pesquisas Espaciais, 1999).

A key part of biome preservation efforts lies
in monitoring. For this purpose, Brazil’s National
Institute for Space Research (INPE) operates the
DETER and PRODES projects (Project for Mon-
itoring Deforestation in the Legal Amazon by
Satellite), which identify deforested areas through
satellite imagery (Instituto Nacional de Pesquisas
Espaciais, 1999; Boucher et al, 2013). These data
enable estimation of deforested areas, alerts about
ongoing destruction, and the development of pub-
lic policies to combat deforestation.

The PRODES project specifically reports re-
gions affected by deforestation from one year to
the next, allowing mapping of each deforested area
with its occurrence year. The project primarily
uses imagery from Landsat Mission satellites (Sur-
vey, 2025), made available by the United States
Geological Survey (USGS).

The effort required by the PRODES project
is costly, time-consuming, and relies on manual
work by multiple specialists (Maretto et al, 2021).
An alternative to automate this process is to treat
it as a change detection problem, comparing two
images from different years and mapping the pixel-
level alterations.

These models aim to produce a change map
(Figure 5), also referred to as a mask, where each
activated pixel corresponds to a temporal change

and, furthermore, represents a new deforested
area (Khelifi and Mignotte, 2020).

This work aims to implement and evaluate
different change detection models to identify de-
forested areas in the Amazon Rainforest, while
investigating data processing and network training
strategies that may improve detector effectiveness.
Furthermore, although Transformer-based detec-
tors are well-established in other domains, they
remain underexplored for deforestation detection,
justifying their incorporation and evaluation.

For deforestation identification through change
detection, we hypothesize that self-attention
mechanisms will benefit the models since de-
forested areas rarely appear in isolation due to
logistical constraints. Purely convolutional mod-
els exhibit an inductive bias favoring local image
features (He et al, 2023); we therefore expect
Transformer components to help mitigate this
bias.

2 Concepts
This section presents the theoretical foundations
supporting the research, covering topics in Envi-
ronmental Monitoring and Machine Learning.

2.1 Land Use and Land Cover
Mapping the Earth’s emerged land areas is cru-
cial for environmental monitoring, particularly for
identifying changes that serve as key indicators of
human interference in natural systems, which can
cause drastic alterations to global ecology (Luo
et al, 2024; Qin et al, 2025; Coulibaly, 2025; Zhang
et al, 2025; Chen et al, 2025). In this context, the
terms land use and land cover are commonly used
and often interchangeable. However, they repre-
sent fundamentally different concepts: while land
cover can be determined through simple observa-
tion, land use requires socioeconomic analysis of
local activities (Fisher et al, 2005).

Land cover refers to the physical material on
the Earth’s surface, that is, the surface material
that interacts with electromagnetic radiation and
is observed through aerial photography or satellite
sensors. Land use, on the other hand, describes
how people utilize the land; two common general
classifications are the division between urban and
agricultural use (Fisher et al, 2005).
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2.2 Remote Sensing
In environmental monitoring, remote sensing
refers to technologies measuring electromagnetic
energy emanating from Earth’s surface features,
including land, oceans, and atmosphere. The
properties of emitted or reflected electromagnetic
waves enable identification and delineation of
surface elements. When conducted via satellites,
these technologies allow regular data capture from
the same location, facilitating land use and cover
change mapping (Khorram et al, 2012).

Satellite sensor imagery is subject to vari-
ous distortions, including sensor artifacts, solar
conditions, atmospheric interference, and topo-
graphic variations (Young et al, 2017). Mitigation
approaches include: (i) geometric corrections ad-
dressing distortions from sensor motion, speed
variations, and satellite altitude; (ii) atmospheric
corrections for effects caused by suspended par-
ticles and other atmospheric materials; and (iii)
radiometric corrections involving noise treatment
and reduction of Sun-Earth distance variation
effects (Khorram et al, 2012).

Remote sensing data undergo preprocessing
before scientific distribution. These processes fol-
low hierarchical levels, where each subsequent
level involves greater processing. This project
utilizes Landsat Level 2 data, providing surface re-
flectance values after atmospheric, geometric, and
radiometric corrections (Schowengerdt, 2006).

2.3 PRODES Methodology
The Project for Monitoring Deforestation in the
Legal Amazon (PRODES) employs a standard-
ized methodology for identifying deforested areas,
as detailed in (pro, 2022). Since 1988, PRODES
has systematically monitored primary forest
loss across Brazil’s Legal Amazon (ALB) (pro,
2022). According to its methodology documen-
tation (pro, 2022), the project uses Landsat-
compatible imagery, requiring 229 images to cover
the entire ALB. Compatible satellites include
Landsat-8/9, SENTINEL-2, and CBERS-4/4A,
though Landsat imagery remains the primary data
source for decision-making. Since 2016, PRODES
has also provided annual deforestation maps for
the Cerrado biome (Matosak et al, 2022).

The project maps deforestation polygons
larger than 1 hectare but publishes only those
exceeding 6.25 hectares for data consistency; it

also provides polygons of areas obscured by clouds
or their shadows (pro, 2022). This publication
threshold creates a database limitation: while de-
forested areas may be clearly visible in a given
year, they might not be published until reach-
ing the 6.25 hectare threshold, potentially causing
sudden appearance of accumulated deforestation
when minor new clearing pushes previously un-
published areas past the 6.25 threshold.

2.4 Tested Neural Network
Architectures

Our evaluation compared multiple neural network
architectures for deforestation detection. This sub-
section briefly describes each approach.

2.4.1 UNet++

Our architecture evaluation included UNet++, ini-
tially proposed by Zhou et al (2018) for medical
image segmentation. This network improves upon
standard UNet (Ronneberger et al, 2015) by pro-
gressively enriching encoder feature maps before
decoder integration, rather than using conven-
tional skip connections.

The UNet++ architecture builds upon a stan-
dard UNet framework but replaces simple skip
connections with an intricate multi-path struc-
ture. In this design, feature maps from the encoder
to decoder undergo convolutional operations that
aggregate and process data from multiple lay-
ers, including information from different decoder
levels.

2.4.2 MultiResUNet

Another convolutional neural network architec-
ture evaluated in this study is the MultiResUNet,
proposed by Ibtehaz and Rahman (2020) as an
evolution of the conventional UNet for medical
image segmentation.

This architecture aims to improve UNet’s per-
formance by addressing two main challenges: (i)
the scale variation of objects within images, and
(ii) the semantic discrepancy between encoder
and decoder levels connected by skip connections,
a problem that UNet++ also addresses, with a
similar solution as discussed in Subsection 2.4.1.

To handle challenge (i) of scale variation,
MultiResUNet employs so-called MultiRes blocks,
which are based on three fundamental concepts:
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(1) the use of filters of different dimensions to cap-
ture features at multiple scales, inspired by the
Inception architecture (Szegedy et al, 2015); (2)
the property that cascaded convolutions can have
the same receptive field as larger filters (two 3×3
convolutions are equivalent to one 5×5, and three
3×3 convolutions are equivalent to one 7×7), as
demonstrated by Szegedy et al (2016); and (3)
the inclusion of skip connections following the
approach of residual blocks (He et al, 2016). In
practice, each MultiRes block consists of three
sequential 3×3 convolutional layers, whose out-
puts are concatenated to simulate the effect of
different filter sizes. Moreover, the block’s input
passes through a 1×1 convolution and is added to
the concatenated outputs, following the residual
learning principle.

To address challenge (ii) of semantic dis-
crepancy, the architecture introduces Res Paths
(residual paths), which replace conventional skip
connections. These paths consist of simple residual
blocks, composed of 3×3 convolutions interspersed
with skip connections that use 1×1 convolutions.

2.4.3 TransUNet

The TransUNet, proposed in 2021 by Chen et al
(2024), was one of the first models to integrate
Transformer architectures for medical image anal-
ysis. This model maintains a structure analogous
to the traditional UNet, but incorporates both
convolutional encoder-decoder components and
Transformer layers.

The model uses a convolutional encoder for
initial feature extraction, with a corresponding
convolutional decoder , connected via skip connec-
tions. Between these two components, it inserts
a Transformer encoder that receives the flat-
tened feature map, divides it into patches, and
encodes them for processing by a Transformer
encoder (Chen et al, 2021).

2.4.4 SwinUNETR-V2

While convolutional operations introduce an in-
ductive bias of locality, which may limit model
performance, traditional Transformers eliminate
it, but makes efficient model training challeng-
ing (He et al, 2023). To address this fundamental
limitation, among other issues, Liu et al (2021)
developed the Swin Transformer, an architectural
variation that incorporates cyclic sliding windows

into the self-attention mechanism, thereby rein-
troducing locality in a controlled manner while
preserving the benefits of global attention.

The SwinUNETR-V2 (2023) (He et al, 2023) is
a medical image segmentation model that adapts
the basic UNet structure by incorporating Swin
Transformers. At each encoder stage, the archi-
tecture employs a residual convolutional block
followed by two Swin Transformer blocks, which
utilize the cyclic sliding window approach, and a
patch merging block that combines neighboring
patches and reduces their dimensionality through
a linear layer. The decoder maintains a convo-
lutional structure connected to the encoder via
skip connections, with the addition of residual
convolutional blocks in these pathways.

3 Related Work
This section discusses relevant studies related to
our research topic. Our work focuses on identify-
ing deforestation areas in the Amazon Rainforest
using change detection models. We utilize an-
nual deforestation data from the PRODES Project
combined with corresponding satellite imagery of
the region and time period. The related work
covers three main aspects: (a) generation of ap-
propriate datasets, (b) potential approaches for
creating change detectors, and (c) existing change
detection models in the literature. Within this last
aspect, we examine both architectures previously
tested for deforestation detection and models that,
to our knowledge, have not been specifically ap-
plied to this domain.

Regarding aspect (a), the work proposed
by de Bem et al (2020) employed images from
three scenes of different regions captured by the
Landsat 8 satellite across multiple years. One re-
gion served as the test set, while the other two
were used for training. For our preliminary tests,
we adopted this same strategy, even utilizing the
same Landsat scenes. However, de Bem et al man-
ually refined the deforestation masks provided by
PRODES, a step that could not be replicated or
automated in our tests.

Another proposal that extensively addressed
dataset generation was the work by Maretto et al
(2021). Their approach described a systematic
procedure for selecting Landsat images while min-
imizing forest occlusion by clouds, including the



5

combination of multi-date imagery to ensure com-
plete area coverage. However, as the authors them-
selves acknowledged, this method may introduce
artifacts in the final composite image. Notably,
in addition to the change map identifying defor-
ested areas, they created a cloud and shadow mask
that overlays the change map for occluded pix-
els, thereby reducing model susceptibility to such
noise.

The works of Matosak et al (2022) and An-
drade et al (2020) enhance the dataset images
through the addition of supplementary spectral
bands. Both studies employ the Normalized Dif-
ference Vegetation Index (NDVI), which is derived
from simple arithmetic operations (addition, sub-
traction, and division) applied to bands 4 and 5 of
the Landsat-8 OLI sensor. This derived band effec-
tively highlights vegetation areas and can identify
regions of vegetation stress (Huang et al, 2021).

Regarding aspect (b) of the analysis, vari-
ous techniques exist for generating change maps,
with deep learning-based approaches becoming
the primary research focus (Khelifi and Mignotte,
2020). These methods can be categorized into:
(1) fully supervised approaches when annotated
change maps are available; (2) unsupervised meth-
ods when working with unannotated data; and (3)
transfer learning-based techniques that leverage
knowledge from related problems. For our study,
we employ fully supervised methods since anno-
tated ground truth data can be generated for this
application.

Furthermore, we can categorize the methods
based on their network architecture. Shi et al
(2020) classify these approaches into: (i) single-
stream, (ii) double-stream, and (iii) multi-model
architectures. The multi-model methods (iii) in-
tegrate different models into a hybrid framework,
with training potentially occurring at different
stages. The distinction between single-stream (i)
and double-stream (ii) methods lies in their data
flow organization.

In single-stream approaches, data passes
through the network only once to generate the
change map. A representative example is the Early
Fusion (EF) architecture, where temporal data
at t1 and t2 are concatenated before being fed
into the model. Conversely, double-stream meth-
ods (ii) maintain separate data flows for t1 and
t2 within the network, combining them only at
later stages to produce the change map. Siamese

networks are a representative example of this ar-
chitecture (Shi et al, 2020). Figure 2 illustrates
these architectural differences, particularly show-
ing how temporal data is combined at different
processing stages in each approach.

Data at t1

Data at t2

Fusion Classifier Change Map

(a) single-stream network

Data at t1

Data at t2

Feature
Extractor

Feature
Extractor

Joint or Not Decision
Maker Change Map

(b) double-stream network

Figure 2: Diagram of (a) single-stream and
(b) double-stream networks for change detection.
Adapted from (Shi et al, 2020).

Regarding aspect (c), Maretto et al (2021)
proposed two modified versions of UNet (Ron-
neberger et al, 2015), a popular convolutional
neural network for segmentation, where one ver-
sion employs an Early Fusion strategy to combine
temporal data while the second combines data af-
ter feature extraction, the latter showing slightly
superior effectiveness despite higher implementa-
tion complexity and computational costs. de Bem
et al (2020) also implemented various convolu-
tional neural network variants and compared them
with classical algorithms, consistently using an EF
strategy that can be adapted from semantic seg-
mentation models, making them promising candi-
dates for our tests. Similarly, Matosak et al (2022)
utilized UNet combined with a recurrent neural
network (RNN), where the RNN first processes
temporal satellite data to generate deforestation
probability maps that feed into UNet alongside
terrain slope data, ultimately producing the final
deforestation classification.

In addition to studies focused specifically on
deforestation identification, other untested mod-
els remain relevant to this project, particularly
those employing Transformer self-attention mech-
anisms. Chen et al (2022) proposed a model using
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a convolutional backbone (ResNet-18 (He et al,
2016)) for feature extraction, refined through a
bitemporal image Transformer, with final classifi-
cation performed by a convolutional classifier to
generate the change map. This approach demon-
strated superior performance compared to purely
convolutional models, including UNet itself.

Bandara and Patel (2022) proposed another
Transformer-based model for change detection ap-
plications, the ChangeFormer. This siamese net-
work consists of a series of blocks that reduce data
resolution and feed it to a Transformer. The out-
puts from each of these blocks for images at t1
and t2 are then compared, combined, processed
through a resolution enhancement stage, and fi-
nally passed to a convolutional classifier that gen-
erates the change map. The model’s effectiveness
surpasses both purely convolutional approaches
and other self-attention-based methods.

Regarding ChangeFormer, but discussing as-
pects of (c), Alshehri et al (2024) evaluated
this model, originally developed for urban change
detection, for deforestation monitoring using
Sentinel-2 satellite imagery. While they used dif-
ferent imagery sources than Landsat (employed
in our study), their reference masks were gen-
erated from PRODES data, similar to our ap-
proach. Beyond NDVI, their work incorporated
other spectral band combinations during training:
Color-Shifted Infrared and the Enhanced Veg-
etation Index (EVI). The authors implemented
percentile-based data normalization, which we
used to generate the figures in this paper, but not
for training. Additionally, they applied a train-
ing data filtering process, manually selecting only
high-quality rasterizations and excluding cases
with less than 10% deforestation change, aiming
to reduce dataset imbalance.

4 Methodology
This section presents the methodology developed
for this study to address the research objectives.
The section is divided into subsections describ-
ing the data acquisition and processing pipeline to
combine and transform multi-source data into a
unified dataset suitable for our problem, and the
training and validation procedures, including pre-
processing, postprocessing, and model ensemble
techniques.

4.1 Data Collection and Preparation
This subsection describes the dataset generation
process, illustrated in Figure 3. We divide the
procedure into two main stages: (i) data col-
lection, specifically satellite imagery and defor-
estation masks; and (ii) creation of the change
detection dataset, which involves combining infor-
mation from both sources to produce a coherent
unified dataset, along with image preprocessing
details. We present the image transformations ap-
plied to the combined dataset to facilitate feature
extraction by the models.

PRODES Deforestation
MasksLandsat 8 Images

Alignment of Images and Masks

Patch Extraction Using a Sliding Window

Image Preprocessing

Rasterization of
Deforestation Masks

Test SetTraining Set

Selection of the Intersection Area of Images and Masks

Figure 3: Methodological workflow for data pro-
cessing, from PRODES and Landsat sources to
the final training and test sets for change detec-
tion models.

4.1.1 Data Acquisition

The data used for training and validating change
detection models comes from two primary sources:
USGS (USGS, 2025) and PRODES (Instituto
Nacional de Pesquisas Espaciais, 1999). The for-
mer provides remote sensing imagery without
annotations of deforested regions, while PRODES
supplies annual deforestation data that enables
construction of a suitable dataset for our target
problem.
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PRODES data can be obtained through the
TerraBrasilis platform1. Among available project
data, we use the “Annual Deforestation Incre-
ment”, a vector shapefile (sha, 1998) containing
post-2008 yearly deforestation records. The defor-
ested regions in this file contain class labels for-
matted as dYYYY, where YYYY represents the
detection year when compared with the previous
period.

Following the approach proposed by de Bem
et al (2020), we selected satellite imagery from
three Landsat scenes (Table 1 and Figure 4)
near the Trans-Amazonian Highway (BR-230) and
Cuiabá-Santarém Highway (BR-163). We used
measurements from the Landsat 8 OLI sensor,
available through Collection 2 Level-2 Landsat
products.

Table 1: Landsat scenes and acquisition dates
of remote sensing imagery used for creating the
change detection dataset.

Landsat Scene Acquisition Date

2017 2018 2019

227_63 07/18 07/21 07/24
227_65 07/18 07/21 07/24
230_65 07/23 06/24 07/13

4.1.2 Creation of the Change
Detection Database

This subsection describes the procedures per-
formed to process the data obtained by the previ-
ous methods and transform them into a database
suitable for training a change detector. For this
purpose, we define Iyk as a band of the image Iy

from a Landsat scene, where k ∈ [1, 7] represents
one of the channels measured by the OLI instru-
ment we used; and y ∈ {1, 2} indicates whether
the image is the oldest, y = 1, or the most recent,
y = 2, among the two collected for the region of in-
terest. These 7 channels were chosen because they
have the same resolution of 30 m. Although band
9 has the same resolution, its primary utility is to
detect Cirrus clouds composed of small ice crys-
tals (lan, 2019), which was considered redundant

1http://terrabrasilis.dpi.inpe.br/

230_65

227_65230_65

(a) Landsat scene locations

(b) 227_63 (c) 227_65 (d) 230_65

Figure 4: (a) Map showing locations of selected
Landsat scenes for training and testing. (b-d) 2019
imagery of Landsat scenes. Adapted from (de Bem
et al, 2020).

with the quality assessment band that already pro-
vides information about their presence, and was
therefore discarded.

Additionally, we define M as the set of annual
deforestation regions acquired from PRODES that
are part of the selected Landsat scenes; and M1−2

as the subset composed only of regions deforested
between the years corresponding to I1 and I2.
This mask is provided in a vector format, so to be
compared with the outputs of the change detection
models, it must undergo a rasterization process.

The steps to generate the processed database
can be divided and organized according to the
diagram in Figure 3, whose description is:

1. Rasterization of Deforestation Masks:
the deforestation regions detected between the
dates of the two images are rasterized by filling
polygons in a raster image with the same reso-
lution as Iy. Pixels corresponding to deforested
regions receive the value 1, while the rest are
set to zero. The rasterized mask will be denoted
as M1−2

r .
2. Alignment of Images (I1, I2) and Masks

(M1−2
r ): although the Landsat scenes corre-

spond to the same location, there is a slight
variation in image position from one year com-
pared to another. Additionally, the deforesta-
tion mask and Landsat scenes use different
coordinate references, thus a reprojection of

http://terrabrasilis.dpi.inpe.br/
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M1−2
r to match the Landsat images is neces-

sary. The three matrices must be aligned so
that each point in one image has its equiva-
lent in the other two, representing the same
planetary position within resolution limits.
The alignment was performed automatically
through affine transformations in the real coor-
dinate space of the images.

3. Selection of the Intersection Area of Im-
ages and Masks: after aligning the scenes
and the mask, the intersection of the three im-
ages is computed and extracted, resulting in
three images of the same dimensions where
each pixel (i, j) represents the same location on
the globe for all of them. We denote the result-
ing matrices from this cropping as I

′1, I
′2, and

M
′1−2
r .

4. Patch Extraction Using a Sliding Win-
dow: the two Landsat images and the mask
are cropped using a sliding window technique,
defining i

′y
j ∈ I

′y and m
′1−2
r,j ∈ M

′1−2
r , j ∈

{1, . . . , n}, where n is the number of images
generated in this step. For this purpose, all ma-
trices are concatenated so that a single pass of
the algorithm applies to all data, maintaining
alignment. This window has a height hw and
width ww of 256 pixels, with a stride of 200
pixels. As can be seen in Figure 4, the images
contain dark regions on the sides due to scene
rotation, which lack data and are not suitable
for training. Therefore, in cases where the pro-
portion of null pixels in i

′1
j and i

′2
j combined

exceeds 5%, the sample is discarded.
5. Image Preprocessing: The pixels of the

Landsat images are provided in 16 bits per
band. However, its intensities are not well
distributed. To address this, the images un-
dergo a normalization process, as described
in Equation 1. Afterwards, we tested apply-
ing histogram equalization to the images and
evaluated its impact (Subsection 4.2.1):

i
′′y
j,k =

(
i
′y
j,k − avg(I

′y
k )

)
std(I

′y
k )

, (1)

where avg(X) represents the mean of the values
in X, std(X) is the standard deviation of X,
and j ∈ {1, . . . , n}.

Additionally, an extra channel is included in
each image to store the Normalized Difference

Vegetation Index (NDVI), calculated as shown
in Equation 2.

NDVI =
B2−B1

B2 +B1
, (2)

where B1 is the reflectance value of the red
visible band and B2 is the reflectance value of
the near-infrared band.

6. Sample Storage: each set i
′′1
j , i

′′2
j , and m

′1−2
r,j ,

j ∈ {1, . . . , n} is saved in a lossless compressed
file, organized by scene, year, and whether it
belongs to the training or test set. More specifi-
cally, the data related to scene 230_65 compose
the test set; the other two scenes are used
for training, thus ensuring separation between
these two sets, including the biome regions in
which they are located.

At the end of this procedure, 5,665 samples
were produced. Some of these examples can be
visualized in Figure 5.

(a) 2018 (b) 2019 (c) Mask

(d) 2018 (e) 2019 (f) Mask

Figure 5: Examples of samples from the dataset
adapted for the problem of identifying deforested
areas through change detection. The images were
adjusted to be visualized in an appropriate color
space.

4.2 Training and Validation
In this subsection, we define the details of the
model training procedure, their combination, and
the adaptations applied to tailor them to the prob-
lem at hand. We also detail the evaluation metrics
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used to measure the effectiveness of the models
tested on the problem and the validation proto-
col. The process flow is illustrated in Figure 6,
which describes the steps of training the individ-
ual models, generating predictions, combining the
models (ensemble), and the final evaluation of per-
formance metrics. Note that the diagram includes
an “Image Preprocessing” step that also appeared
in Figure 3, but in practice, they involve different
techniques. In the current case, the processing is
performed during the initialization of the training
models, not prior to saving the dataset to disk.

Model Training

Predictions of Deforestation
Masks

Predictions from Other
Models

Ensemble Model Training

Predictions of Deforestation
Masks

Training Set

Test Set

Model Evaluation on the Test Set

Evaluation Metrics

Mask Post-Processing

Image Preprocessing

Data Augmentation

Figure 6: Diagram of the training and valida-
tion methodology steps for deforestation detection
models, including individual model training, pre-
diction combination (ensemble) and performance
metrics evaluation.

4.2.1 Histogram Equalization

This subsection addresses the histogram equaliza-
tion process (Patel and Goswami, 2014), which
is part of the “Image Preprocessing” stage in

Figure 6. The equalization is performed right
before the training step, with the objective of in-
creasing the contrast of the original image. This
technique is particularly useful in the context of
Landsat images, which, as previously discussed,
often exhibit low-contrast intensity distributions.
However, it should be noted that the technique
was not applied in all tests, as it was incorporated
into the workflow later; we will present in the re-
sults the effect of equalization on the addressed
problem.

Since we are dealing with a C-channel image,
each channel is treated independently, as if it were
a monochromatic image. Furthermore, because we
are using small patches, a global histogram equal-
ization is sufficient to achieve the desired results,
without the need for more complex techniques,
such as local equalization.

To formalize the histogram equalization pro-
cess, we begin by defining the probability of a pixel
in the image having value k:

pk =
nk

N
, (3)

where nk is the number of pixels with intensity
k, whereas N is the total number of pixels in the
image.

This probability pk represents the intensity
distribution of the image and forms the basis for
calculating the cumulative distribution function
(CDF). The CDF is defined as the cumulative sum
of probabilities pk for all intensity values up to k:

CDF(k) =
k∑

i=0

pi, (4)

The histogram equalization is then defined as
the transformation of each intensity value k into
a new value rk, given by the rounded normalized
CDF:

rk = round ((L− 1) · CDF(k)) , (5)

where rk is the equalized value corresponding to
the original intensity k and L is the total number
of possible intensity levels (for example, 256 for
8-bit images).
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4.2.2 Replacement of Clear-Cut
Deforestation Patterns with Fire
Use

This subsection addresses the removal process of
magenta regions (Figure 7), which constitutes part
of the “Image Pre-processing” stage in Figure 6.
The removal is performed during dataset loading,
though not all tests employed this technique. Be-
low, we discuss the impact of this procedure on
model effectiveness.

Figure 7: Examples of magenta regions detected
in the dataset. The images show the charac-
teristic spectral signature of this pattern, which
often leads to misclassification by change detec-
tion models.

The dark magenta region is, in most cases,
associated with a clear-cut deforestation pattern
with fire use (pro, 2022). This pattern is charac-
terized by areas where vegetation was completely
removed and affected by fire, resulting in a distinct
spectral signature. The change detection models
demonstrated difficulty in correctly handling this
pattern, often misclassifying it.

To define the magenta regions, we conducted
a statistical analysis of the spectral bands in the
training set images. We calculated the mean and
standard deviation of each band for a set of pixels
defined as magenta, allowing us to identify re-
gions whose spectral values differed significantly
from the rest of the scene. The selected region for
analysis was:

• Scene 227_063 - 2019:

– (4266, 3948) - (4292, 3969).

The listed coordinates represent the bound-
ing box selected to define the region of interest
within the Landsat images. From this region, we
calculated the mean and standard deviation of

the spectral bands to characterize the spectral
signature of magenta pixels.

A pixel x is classified as magenta if its spectral
value in each band is within the range of the mean
± 1.2 standard deviations:

µb − 1.2σb ≤ pb ≤ µb + 1.2σb, ∀b ∈ B, (6)

where pb represents the spectral intensity of the
pixel in band b, µb is the mean intensity of ma-
genta pixels in band b, σb is the standard deviation
of magenta pixels in band b, amd B represents the
set of analyzed spectral bands.

Pixels that meet the criterion of Equation (6)
are considered to belong to the magenta region
and, therefore, can be removed during the pre-
processing step by replacing them with a more
common deforestation pattern. For this purpose,
we define a texture bounding box extracted from
scene 227_063 of 2019, with coordinates (5926,
2126) - (5973, 2151). This region was chosen be-
cause it represents a typical spectral pattern of
deforestation, without the problematic magenta
pattern. From this bounding box, we created a re-
peated texture image with the same dimensions
as the original image. For each detected magenta
pixel, we replaced its value with the corresponding
pixel in the texture image.

Figure 8 illustrates the effect of removing ma-
genta regions. The figure shows the original image
(left) and the image after replacing the magenta
areas with the texture pattern (right). Note that
removing these regions results in a more homoge-
neous image, which can improve the accuracy of
change detection models.

4.2.3 Model Training and Selection

In this subsection, we address the process of train-
ing change detection models and selecting the best
one using the validation set. Although each ex-
periment has particularities in its execution, some
decisions were common to all cases and will be de-
tailed here. Specific variations for each test will
be described along with the presentation of the
respective experiments.

The training procedure adopted follows a typ-
ical deep learning workflow, consisting of a loop
that iterates over the dataset, applies stochastic
transformations to the images (data augmenta-
tion), and feeds them to the model. The model’s
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(a) Before removal (b) After removal

Figure 8: Comparison between the original im-
age and the image after the removal of magenta
regions. Replacing the magenta areas with a com-
mon deforestation texture pattern results in a
more consistent image for analysis.

predictions are then compared to the ground truth
deforestation masks using a loss function, and
the model weights are updated according to the
computed gradient.

For optimization, we used the Adam algo-
rithm (Kingma, 2014) with parameters β1 = 0.9,
β2 = 0.999, ϵ = 10−8, and a learning rate of 10−4,
except for the MultiResUNet model, for which
3 · 10−4 was used. In addition, we applied L2 reg-
ularization with a coefficient of 10−4 to prevent
overfitting. Preliminary tests with learning rate
schedulers were performed, but the observed ef-
fects were negligible, so we opted to keep a fixed
learning rate for simplicity. Training was carried
out with a batch size of 32.

For the loss function, we adopted the focal
loss (Lin et al, 2020), which is especially useful
in problems with imbalanced classes, such as our
case of change detection in images. The focal loss
equation is defined as:

L = −αt(1− pt)
γ log(pt), (7)

where:

• L: loss function value.
• αt: balancing factor between the positive and

negative classes, defined as:

αt =

{
α if the true class is 1,
1− α if the true class is 0,

where the value α ∈ [0, 1] corresponds to the
weight assigned to the positive class. We used
α = 0.25.

• pt: model probability for the correct class. For
a binary class problem, where class 1 is the
positive class, pt is defined as:

pt =

{
p if the true class is 1,
1− p if the true class is 0.

Here, p is the model’s probability of correctly
classifying class 1 (positive class).

• γ: focusing parameter, which controls the
weight assigned to hard examples; larger γ val-
ues increase the focus on harder examples. We
used γ = 2.

The choice of α = 0.25 may seem counter-
intuitive, since the rarest class in the problem
is the positive class, so values above 0.5 would
be expected. However, as pointed out by the au-
thors (Lin et al, 2020), the choice of γ tends to
have a greater impact on the final result, and in-
creasing γ while reducing α often yields the best
results.

In addition to focal loss, we tested other loss
functions, such as weighted cross-entropy, focal
tversky loss (Abraham and Khan, 2019), combo
loss (Taghanaki et al, 2019), and asymmetric fo-
cal loss (Ridnik et al, 2021). However, only focal
tversky loss produced results comparable to those
obtained with focal loss, which proved to be the
best fit for our problem.

We allocated 20% of the training set for val-
idation, allowing continuous monitoring of the
model’s performance. Training was conducted for
a total of 400 epochs, and in the end, we selected
the model corresponding to the epoch with the
best F1-score on the validation set.

Additionally, another parameter we selected on
the validation set is the optimal threshold for bi-
narizing the output. That is, the model’s output,
which ranges from 0 to 1 due to the sigmoid func-
tion, is converted into a binary result through a
threshold, where any pixel strictly greater than it
is classified as the positive class; otherwise, it is
classified as negative. At the end of training, the
best model is evaluated on the validation set us-
ing different thresholds, and we select the one that
yields the best F1-score.
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4.2.4 Data Augmentation

In this subsection, we describe the data augmenta-
tion techniques used during model training. These
techniques follow a stochastic approach, in which
random transformations are applied to the input
images at runtime. The use of data augmenta-
tion is essential in this work, since the size of the
training set is limited.

The data augmentation techniques applied
consist of three main approaches, which are ap-
plied sequentially to both images at the same
time. Thus, the occurrence of one technique does
not prevent the occurrence of the others, further
increasing the diversity of transformations:

1. Random crop with resizing: A random crop
is performed on the image, followed by re-
sizing to restore the original dimensions. The
aspect ratio of the image is preserved, and the
crop scale varies between 0.4 and 1, ensuring
that the resulting image retains a significant
proportion of the original content.

2. Vertical flip: A vertical flip is applied to the
image with a probability of 50%.

3. Horizontal flip: Similar to the vertical flip, a
horizontal flip is applied with a probability of
50%.

These techniques increase the diversity of the
dataset, exposing the model to different varia-
tions of the original images and improving its
generalization ability.

4.3 Post-Processing of Deforestation
Masks

In this subsection, we address the post-processing
applied to the deforestation masks predicted by
the model. As discussed in Section 2.3, PRODES
only publishes deforestation regions with a mini-
mum area of 6.25 hectares, although smaller areas
are also considered in its methodology. The predic-
tion masks operate at a spatial resolution where
each pixel represents 30 meters of the Earth’s sur-
face. Equating the mask area to the minimum
area reported by PRODES, a deforestation of 6.25
hectares corresponds to approximately 70 pixels.

In practice, considering that the model may
make errors and that there are approximations
arising from the rasterization process, we decided
to adopt a more conservative approach. To this

end, we performed connected component detec-
tion on the predicted mask, using 4-connectivity.
Based on this analysis and following the more
conservative approach, we removed incremental
deforestation regions with up to 50 pixels, ensur-
ing that only significant areas are retained in the
final masks.

A limitation of this method is related to the
evaluation of the deforested region using patches.
It is possible that, in dividing the patches, an
incremental deforestation region may be frag-
mented, causing parts of it to meet the small-
area removal criterion undesirably. This undesired
removal may increase the number of false nega-
tives, reducing the model’s sensitivity. Although
it would be possible to modify the ground truth
mask to avoid this issue, we chose not to do so, as
such alteration could contaminate the validation
between models and approaches with and without
the processing.

4.4 Evaluation Metrics
To assess the effectiveness of the models to be
tested, we compare the outputs of the networks
with the masks from the test set. The deforesta-
tion regions of interest for the problem occupy
small areas compared to the rest, so we can con-
sider the data to be imbalanced (de Bem et al,
2020).

Each pixel of the test set mask is compared
to its counterpart predicted by a model, defining
the following measures: (i) true positives (TP):
positive values that the system judged as positive
(correct); (ii) false negatives (FN): positive values
that the system judged as negative (error); (iii)
true negatives (TN): negative values that the sys-
tem judged as negative (correct); and (iv) false
positives (FP): negative values that the system
judged as positive (error).

With these values, we can calculate the follow-
ing metrics:

• Accuracy: proportion of correct predictions, re-
gardless of whether they are positive or neg-
ative. This measure is highly susceptible to
dataset imbalances and can easily lead to a
misleading conclusion about the system’s per-
formance.

Accuracy =
TP + TN

TP + FP + TN + FN
.



13

• Precision: the rate at which all samples classi-
fied as positive are actually positive. No nega-
tive sample is considered.

Precision =
TP

TP + FP
.

• Recall: the rate at which the system classifies as
positive all samples that are truly positive. No
positive sample is disregarded. Also known as
sensitivity.

Recall =
TP

TP + FN
.

• F1-score: harmonic mean between precision and
recall, providing a single value to indicate the
model’s overall performance.

F1 =
2TP

2TP + FP + FN
.

• Cohen’s Kappa coefficient: a measure of the
agreement rate between two classifiers, predic-
tion and annotation, beyond what is expected
by chance.

κ =
Po − Pe

1− Pe

,

where Po is the observed agreement between the
evaluators, and Pe is the agreement expected by
chance. For the binary case, it can be defined as:

κ =
2 (TP · TN − FN · FP) ,

(TP + FP) (FP + TN) (TP + FN) (FN + TN)
.

• Intersection over Union (IoU): overlap ratio be-
tween the regions correctly identified as positive
by the system and those defined as positive by
the reference mask or by the model itself.

IoU =
TP

TP + FP + FN
.

4.5 Model Adaptation
As presented in Section 3, there are different ways
to create a change detection model, we consider
the Early Fusion strategy to be the most versatile.
For this purpose, all segmentation models were
adapted to receive an input of 16 bands, corre-
sponding to the concatenation of the data from the
two analyzed time instants. In our experiments, we
initially used the UNet (Ronneberger et al, 2015)
for proof-of-concept tests, but in later stages, we
opted not to test it further due to computational
cost, giving preference to more recent models such
as UNet++. In addition, we explored other mod-
ern segmentation models, such as MultiResUNet,
TransUNet (R50-ViT-B16), and SwinUNETR-V2.

For TransUNet (R50-ViT-B16), training a Vi-
sion Transformer (ViT) from scratch is compu-
tationally expensive, requiring large amounts of
data and resources. Therefore, we chose to use
pretrained weights from ImageNet (Deng et al,
2009), which allowed for a more efficient model
fine-tuning with our reduced dataset. However,
this approach has its limitations, since the do-
main of ImageNet images (natural photographs)
is significantly different from the domain of the
remote sensing images used in our work. This do-
main difference can impact the model’s ability to
generalize to our specific problem.

4.6 Ensemble of Models
As indicated in the diagram in Figure 9, the
predictions of multiple change detection models
are combined through an ensemble model, with
the objective of increasing overall effectiveness by
weighting each one’s decision. In this section, we
will address how the combination of models is used
in the context of the project and the nature of the
model itself. We evaluate 3 ways to combine the
models.

4.6.1 Simple Voting

The first approach, we will refer to as simple
voting, follows a majority-vote logic among the
models. Based on the results presented in Table 7
and the binarization thresholds defined on the val-
idation set, all models received the same sample
from the dataset, generating binarized predictions
according to the established threshold. The en-
semble result is obtained through voting, where
each pixel is classified as positive or negative ac-
cording to the decision of the majority of models.
In case of a tie, the negative result is chosen.

Mathematically, the decision for a pixel p can
be expressed as:

Class(p) =

1 if
N∑
i=1

Predi(p) >
N

2
,

0 otherwise,

(8)

where N is the number of models, Predi(p) is the
binarized prediction (0 or 1) of the i-th model for
pixel p, and Class(p) is the final class assigned to
the pixel.
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Input Data (Images)

Model 1 Model 2 ... Model N

Ensemble Model (BasicFCN)

Final Deforestation Maps

Figure 9: Processing flow diagram with detection models and ensemble.

However, this strategy presents some limita-
tions. One of them is that, when binarizing the
predictions of each model, we lose valuable in-
formation about the probabilities assigned by the
models for each outcome. Furthermore, the tie is-
sue is problematic, especially when there are only
four models, as it may occur more frequently. In
such cases, it is not clear whether opting for the
negative result instead of the positive one is the
best decision.

4.6.2 Probability-Weighted Voting

With this in mind, a second ensemble approach
emerges, called probability-weighted voting, which
is slightly more refined. We still follow a vot-
ing idea, but without prior binarization of the
results. In this approach, the non-binarized out-
puts of each model are averaged for each pixel of
the deforestation map, and binarization is applied
afterward to this average. To define the binariza-
tion threshold, we use the mean of the thresholds
chosen for each model on the validation set.

Mathematically, the decision for a pixel p is
given by:

Class(p) =

1 if
1

N

N∑
i=1

Probi(p) > τ,

0 otherwise,

(9)

where Probi(p) is the probability assigned by the
i-th model for pixel p, and τ is the binarization
threshold, calculated as the mean of the individual
model thresholds:

τ =
1

N

N∑
i=1

τi, (10)

and Class(p) is the final class assigned to the pixel.
This way, we preserve the probabilistic infor-

mation of the models and avoid problems associ-
ated with premature binarization. Although a tie
is still possible, the chance is significantly lower,
making the approach more robust and reliable.

However, this second approach also presents an
important limitation: it assigns equal weights to
all models, ignoring differences in their effective-
ness. We know that some models are more effective
than others, so it may not make sense to give the
same relevance to each model in the final deci-
sion. A possible solution would be to weight both
the probability average and the threshold average
based on each model’s effectiveness on the valida-
tion set. However, this would require defining a
metric to serve as a weight, which in turn intro-
duces new limitations. For example, if we choose
the F1-score as the weighting metric, a model with
high recall and low precision could receive a low
weight, thus making little use of the model in the
final decision, even though high recall could be
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beneficial for the ensemble. For these reasons, the
third approach was proposed.

4.6.3 Fully Convolutional Network

Based on everything discussed previously, we de-
cided that the model itself should determine the
best way to combine the outputs of the previous
models. For this, we chose to train a fully convolu-
tional network with only two convolutional layers.
We opted for a lightweight architecture because all
the work of generating the deforestation maps is
carried out by the individual models, and the en-
semble network only needs to find a good way to
combine them. The use of two convolutional lay-
ers allows the introduction of non-linearity, which
helps improve the combination of predictions. Due
to its nature, we call this model BasicFCN.

The architecture of BasicFCN is described in
Table 2, which details each layer and its param-
eters. The network consists of an initial convolu-
tional layer, followed by batch normalization, a
ReLU (Rectified Linear Unit) activation function,
and a final convolutional layer to produce the out-
put with a sigmoid function. In the results, we
will include both the individual effectiveness of the
models and the results obtained after combining
all of them.

5 Experimental Results
This section presents the experiments conducted
throughout this work, detailing the configurations
evaluated in each case, the results obtained, and
the relevant discussions. In addition, the limita-
tions of the models and their comparison with
other works from the literature are addressed.
Both the individual detection models and the
effectiveness of the ensemble approach are dis-
cussed.

5.1 Baseline Results
This subsection presents the results of the simplest
approach, which will serve as a baseline for model
comparison. For each detection model, an initial
evaluation was performed using default settings,
without specific adjustments or advanced pre- or
post-processing techniques. These results provide
a starting point for comparative analyses and al-
low identifying the potential for improvements in
each model.

At this stage, we used the training parameters
described in Subsection 4.2.3, without employ-
ing additional pre- or post-processing techniques
on the deforestation images or masks. The only
exception was a simple normalization of the im-
ages, corresponding to the format in which they
were stored, and the inclusion of the calculation
of the additional NDVI channel, which is also
part of the saved database. At the same time,
the data augmentation techniques described in
Subsection 4.2.4 were fully incorporated, as the
variability they introduced proved essential — in
some cases, their absence even prevented model
convergence.

In light of these observations, we report the
performance metrics of the models in Table 3.
Note that the TransUNet model achieved the best
overall performance, with emphasis on the F1-
score (74.67%) and IoU (59.58%), indicating a
better segmentation ability and accuracy in defor-
estation detection. The SwinUNETR-V2 also pre-
sented competitive results, with an IoU of 53.02%
and an F1-score of 69.30%, suggesting a good bal-
ance between precision and recall. On the other
hand, UNet++ had the lowest precision (50.09%)
among the models, despite a relatively high recall
(74.87%), which may indicate a tendency towards
false positives. Meanwhile, MultiResUNet showed
high precision (81.77%), but lower recall (54.36%),
suggesting possible under-detection of deforested
areas. We can say that these results were marked
by a strong imbalance between the precision and
recall of the models.

We performed a qualitative analysis of the re-
sults obtained at this stage, aiming to identify
the behavior of the models’ predictions and com-
mon patterns in the images associated with errors.
Figure 10 illustrates one such case: we identi-
fied examples of false positives where the model
incorrectly classified small regions with no ev-
idence of forest degradation as new deforested
areas. This type of pattern usually occurred, but
not exclusively, when there was a significant dis-
turbance in the image capture conditions. As in
the cited figure, where the presence of a cloud
is noticeable. This observation motivated the im-
plementation of post-processing to remove small
deforested regions, as described in Section 4.3.

Another issue that became evident with this
preliminary analysis was the inconsistencies in
the generated deforestation masks, as observed in
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Table 2: Architecture of BasicFCN. Each row describes a network layer and its parameters. Here, N
represents the number of models that make up the ensemble. All convolutions use stride 1, have no
dilation, and include bias. The model preserves the height and width of the deforestation maps, reducing
only the number of channels to 1.

Layer Input Output Kernel Pad

Convolution 1 N 12 3 1
Batch Normalization 12 12 - -
ReLU - - - -
Convolution 2 12 1 3 1

Table 3: Results of deforestation detection models using default settings. All metrics are presented as
percentages (%), and the threshold refers to the binarization threshold used to define positive and negative
classes in the model outputs.

Model Threshold Accuracy IoU Precision Recall F1-Score Kappa

UNet++ 0.45 99.16 42.88 50.09 74.87 60.03 59.62
MultiResUNet 0.50 99.51 48.48 81.77 54.36 65.30 65.07
SwinUNETR-V2 0.45 99.54 53.02 80.06 61.09 69.30 69.07
TransUNet 0.45 99.60 59.58 80.72 69.46 74.67 74.47

(a) 2017 (b) 2018 (c) IoU

Figure 10: Comparison between two satellite im-
ages of the same location, taken one year apart
(2017 and 2018), together with the IoU visual-
ization for the SwinUNETR-V2 model. The red
pixels represent false negatives of the model.

Figure 11. It is noticeable that there was a large
region of false negatives; however, upon analyzing
the two collected images, the model’s prediction
appears to be more accurate than the ground
truth mask. Indeed, this behavior was repeated
on other occasions throughout the project. Among
the possible explanations for this error, we list:

1. an error in the PRODES mask, which we
consider unlikely, especially for the referenced
image, since deforestation was identified, albeit
in a smaller region;

2. an inconsistency in the image capture date
relative to the date used by PRODES;

3. cases of progressive forest degradation, in which
there is a change in the forest pattern but with-
out complete canopy removal, which can lead
to differing classifications between the models
and PRODES experts.

(a) 2017 (b) 2018 (c) IoU

Figure 11: Comparison between two satellite im-
ages of the same location, taken one year apart
(2017 and 2018), along with the IoU visualization
for the SwinUNETR-V2 model. The green pixels
represent the intersection; blue pixels, false nega-
tives; and red pixels, false positives.

Finally, Table 4 contains information about
the total number of parameters and the mem-
ory size occupied by these models. At first glance,
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it appears that the larger number of parameters
in the SwinUNETR-V2 and TransUNet models
is directly related to their higher effectiveness,
but this relationship can also be explained by
the presence of pretraining in the case of Tran-
sUNet, which may have favored its results. In
later sections, we will show that this greater num-
ber of parameters is not necessarily indicative of
superior performance. In fact, by improving the
overall pipeline, the results of other models, such
as UNet++ and MultiResUNet, can be significantly
enhanced, achieving performance comparable to
the more complex models, or even surpassing them
in some scenarios.

5.2 Removal of Small Deforested
Regions

The results in Table 5 show that the removal
of small deforested regions (Section 4.3) impacts
the models’ metrics in a predictable manner.
As expected, there is a reduction in recall for
all models since this post-processing filters out
areas activated by the model. For example, in
the SwinUNETR-V2 model, recall decreased from
61.09% to 59.93%, while in TransUNet the re-
duction was from 69.46% to 68.98%. Conversely,
precision increased, as seen in MultiResUNet,
which went from 81.77% to 86.64%. This behav-
ior indicates that removing small regions reduces
false positives to a greater extent than false neg-
atives. Overall, this balance resulted in an im-
provement in the F1-score for most models, except
for TransUNet, whose value remained virtually
unchanged (74.67% without removal and 74.61%
with removal).

5.3 Histogram Equalization
This subsection addresses the effect that his-
togram equalization of the satellite images, as
described in Subsection 4.2.1, has on the mod-
els’ effectiveness. It is known from (pro, 2022)
that images undergo contrast enhancement be-
fore being photo-interpreted by PRODES experts.
We then decided to evaluate the effect of his-
togram equalization on the images, as illustrated
in Figure 12.

The analysis of Figure 12 shows that histogram
equalization resulted in a very strong contrast

(a) Without equaliza-
tion

(b) With equalization

(c) Without equaliza-
tion

(d) With equalization

Figure 12: Comparison between satellite images
without and with histogram equalization, visual-
ized in the RGB channels.

enhancement in the images, facilitating the iden-
tification of boundaries between preserved forest
and deforested areas. In image (d), in particular,
it is possible to notice forest degradation that was
not evident in image (c), without equalization.
However, the enhancement also amplified the pres-
ence of noise in the images, which may introduce
additional challenges for analysis. It is uncertain
whether lack of contrast would indeed be a prob-
lem for computer vision models, but it is possible
that equalization has the effect of standardizing
the values provided to the networks, improving the
overall result.

To evaluate the impact of equalization on
model performance, we conducted tests on all
trained models. The test setup was the same as
described in Section 5.2, with the only difference
that the input images had their histograms equal-
ized. The results are reported in Table 6, which
presents the obtained metrics and a comparison
with the previous test results.

5.4 Replacement of Clear-Cut
Deforestation Patterns with
Fire Use

This subsection addresses the issue of magenta re-
gions observed in satellite images, which are likely
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Table 4: Information on the total number of parameters and parameter size of the evaluated models.

Model Total Parameters Parameter Size (MB)

UNet++ 9,167,172 36.67
MultiResUNet 7,252,921 29.01
SwinUNETR-V2 28,673,131 114.63
TransUNet 105,362,769 420.66

Table 5: Results of change detection models with and without removal of small regions (50 pixels). All
metrics are presented as percentages (%), and the threshold refers to the binarization threshold used to
define positive and negative classes in the model outputs.

Model Threshold Accuracy IoU Precision Recall F1-Score Kappa

With removal of small regions

UNet++ 0.45 99.17 43.09 50.59 74.40 60.23 59.82
MultiResUNet 0.50 99.54 49.28 86.64 53.33 66.02 65.80
SwinUNETR-V2 0.45 99.55 52.76 81.52 59.93 69.08 68.86
TransUNet 0.45 99.60 59.50 81.23 68.98 74.61 74.41

Without removal of small regions

UNet++ 0.45 99.16 42.88 50.09 74.87 60.03 59.62
MultiResUNet 0.50 99.51 48.48 81.77 54.36 65.30 65.07
SwinUNETR-V2 0.45 99.54 53.02 80.06 61.09 69.30 69.07
TransUNet 0.45 99.60 59.58 80.72 69.46 74.67 74.47

Table 6: Results of change detection models with and without histogram equalization. All metrics are
presented as percentages (%), and the threshold refers to the binarization threshold used to define positive
and negative classes in the model outputs.

Model Threshold Accuracy IoU Precision Recall F1-Score Kappa

With histogram equalization

UNet++ 0.45 99.59 60.69 76.45 74.64 75.53 75.33
MultiResUNet 0.50 99.53 57.88 70.99 75.80 73.32 73.08
SwinUNETR-V2 0.40 99.59 59.64 77.27 72.33 74.72 74.51
TransUNet 0.40 99.60 61.15 78.19 73.73 75.89 75.70

Without histogram equalization

UNet++ 0.45 99.17 43.09 50.59 74.40 60.23 59.82
MultiResUNet 0.50 99.54 49.28 86.64 53.33 66.02 65.80
SwinUNETR-V2 0.45 99.55 52.76 81.52 59.93 69.08 68.86
TransUNet 0.45 99.60 59.50 81.23 68.98 74.61 74.41

associated with clear-cut deforestation patterns
involving fire use. As discussed in Subsection 4.2.2,
these regions represent a challenge for analysis, as

they may be mistakenly interpreted as unchanged
when in fact they correspond to newly deforested
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areas. To tackle this problem, we propose an ap-
proach to replace these areas with more common
deforestation texture patterns, as detailed in the
methodology.

As previously mentioned, the models struggle
to handle the magenta pattern, producing false
negatives. This problem is illustrated in Figure 13,
where the prediction of the SwinUNETR-V2
model from Section 5.1 fails to correctly iden-
tify the affected regions. The figure shows exam-
ples of satellite images with magenta areas, their
predictions, and the corresponding IoU maps,
highlighting false negatives in blue.

(a) 2018 (b) 2019 (c) IoU

(d) 2018 (e) 2019 (f) IoU

Figure 13: Examples of magenta regions in
satellite images, their predictions, and the cor-
responding IoU maps. Green pixels represent
the intersection; blue pixels, false negatives; and
red pixels, false positives. The prediction of the
SwinUNETR-V2 model from Section 5.1 illus-
trates the difficulty in handling the magenta pat-
tern.

To evaluate the impact of replacing the ma-
genta regions, we performed a test identical to that
described in Section 5.3, with the only difference
being that the input images were preprocessed to
replace clear-cut deforestation areas affected by
fire use with a more common deforestation tex-
ture, as detailed in Subsection 4.2.2. The results of
this test are reported in Table 7, which compares
the obtained metrics with those from Section 5.3,
allowing a direct analysis of the effect of this
approach.

The results presented in Table 7 show that
replacing magenta regions led to a generalized im-
provement in metrics for all evaluated models, ex-
cept for the precision of TransUNet, which showed
a slight decrease. This improvement is particularly
evident in the F1-score metric, where, for exam-
ple, SwinUNETR-V2 improved from 74.72% to
78.20%, and TransUNet from 75.89% to 76.88%.
Furthermore, a notable outcome of this test
was the superior performance of SwinUNETR-V2
compared to TransUNet, which had not been ob-
served in previous experiments. This fact makes
the model especially interesting since, besides not
being pretrained, it has fewer parameters than
TransUNet, as illustrated in Table 4.

5.5 Ensemble of Models
In this subsection, we discuss three strategies of
combining the previously addressed models, all of
them described in Section 4.6, and their results.
We expect that combining the models through
these ensemble methods will result in performance
superior to each individual model, leveraging the
strengths of each approach while minimizing their
limitations.

Overall, the ensemble approaches outper-
formed the individual base models (Table 8),
although not consistently across all metrics. The
Fully Convolutional Network (FCN) achieved the
highest accuracy (99.68%), F1-score (80.41%),
and IoU (67.24%), surpassing all base mod-
els. Weighted voting attained the highest recall
(79.57%) among the ensemble methods, while sim-
ple voting stood out for the highest precision
(83.32%). Among the base models, SwinUNETR-
V2 came closest to the ensemble performance,
with an F1-score of 78.20% and IoU of 64.20%.

5.6 Discussion
In this subsection, we discuss the results obtained
in the previous ones, compare them with the lit-
erature, and consider the relationships between
effectiveness and efficiency of the evaluated mod-
els and ensemble approaches. The analysis covers
both the performance metrics and the associated
computational cost, aiming for a balance between
accuracy and practical feasibility.

The plot in Figure 14 shows the relationship
between model parameter counts and obtained
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Table 7: Results of change detection models with and without replacement of magenta regions. All
metrics are presented as percentages (%), and the threshold refers to the binarization threshold used to
define positive and negative classes in the model outputs.

Model Threshold Accuracy IoU Precision Recall F1-Score Kappa

With magenta region replacement

UNet++ 0.50 99.62 63.37 78.08 77.08 77.58 77.39
MultiResUNet 0.45 99.57 59.78 73.21 76.52 74.83 74.61
SwinUNETR-V2 0.40 99.63 64.20 77.25 79.17 78.20 78.01
TransUNet 0.45 99.61 62.44 77.07 76.69 76.88 76.68

Without magenta region replacement

UNet++ 0.45 99.59 60.69 76.45 74.64 75.53 75.33
MultiResUNet 0.50 99.53 57.88 70.99 75.80 73.32 73.08
SwinUNETR-V2 0.40 99.59 59.64 77.27 72.33 74.72 74.51
TransUNet 0.40 99.60 61.15 78.19 73.73 75.89 75.70

Table 8: Results of ensemble approaches and base models. All metrics are presented as percentages (%),
and the threshold refers to the binarization threshold used to define the positive and negative classes in
the model outputs.

Model Threshold Accuracy IoU Precision Recall F1-Score Kappa

Ensemble Approaches

Simple Voting - 99.66 65.51 83.32 75.40 79.16 78.99
Weighted Voting - 99.66 66.07 79.57 79.57 79.57 79.39
BasicFCN 0.45 99.68 67.24 83.13 77.87 80.41 80.25

Base Models

UNet++ 0.50 99.62 63.37 78.08 77.08 77.58 77.39
MultiResUNet 0.45 99.57 59.78 73.21 76.52 74.83 74.61
SwinUNETR-V2 0.40 99.63 64.20 77.25 79.17 78.20 78.01
TransUNet 0.45 99.61 62.44 77.07 76.69 76.88 76.68

F1-scores, allowing a comparison between effec-
tiveness and computational cost. It is observed
that, in general, models with more parameters
tend to achieve better performance, as seen in
SwinUNETR-V2 and the FCN ensemble. How-
ever, TransUNet, which has the highest parameter
count among individual models, shows a lower
F1-score than these models. In previous tests,
TransUNet was usually the best in F1-score, but
as we refined the pipeline, the other models ben-
efited more and surpassed it. This behavior may
be a consequence of TransUNet’s higher complex-
ity, which makes it harder to train properly; the
fact that it is the only model used in its pretrained

version supports this hypothesis, since pretrain-
ing explains its superior effectiveness in simpler
methodologies.

To contextualize our results, we will compare
the effectiveness achieved by models from the liter-
ature. However, it is important to emphasize that,
although the models from the literature serve as
references for their respective effectiveness, a di-
rect comparison between them is unfeasible due
to the lack of standardization in the test sets
used. Each study employs different datasets and
evaluation methodologies, which hinders the gen-
eralization of results. In contrast, our tests were
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Figure 14: Relationship between total model pa-
rameters and F1-score. Points represent individual
models and the FCN ensemble approach, with
model names positioned to the right of each point.
For the FCN, the parameter count corresponds to
the sum of all other models plus the network com-
bining the results.

conducted on the same dataset, ensuring consis-
tency in the evaluation. We combine our results
with those from the literature models in Table 9,
allowing a comparative analysis within these lim-
itations.

The reproduction of results from the litera-
ture is also difficult to achieve, since most works
do not provide code or pre-trained models. More-
over, the papers usually omit important details
about the dataset generation process. The work
of de Bem et al (2020) reported very high ef-
fectiveness in the problem, even when compared
with more recent works in the literature. A pos-
sible explanation for this difference lies in the
dataset construction, where manual adjustments
applied to the data may have contributed to su-
perior results. However, this cannot be verified at
the moment without access to the dataset itself.

Another model that stood out was Change-
Former (Alshehri et al, 2024), which achieved
very high metrics, reaching an F1-score of 84.62%.
This work employs preprocessing strategies and
dataset construction methods that could be in-
tegrated into the current approach to potentially
improve results, as discussed in Section 3. Nev-
ertheless, once again, direct comparison between

models is hampered by differences in dataset con-
struction. In particular, the authors filtered the
dataset to reduce class imbalance, removing sam-
ples containing only a single class and discarding
those in which the “change” class represented less
than 10% of the total image area. This strategy
mitigates extreme imbalances between change and
no-change classes but also introduces bias into the
dataset, which is not present in the dataset used
in this work. Therefore, the observed differences
in results may be partially attributed to this dis-
crepancy in data distribution, reinforcing the need
to consider the dataset context when interpreting
performance metrics.

6 Conclusions
In this work, we addressed the problem of defor-
estation detection and segmentation using change
detection techniques. For this purpose, we used
Landsat 8 satellite images combined with de-
forestation masks from PRODES, which provide
precise temporal information about land cover.
The construction of this dataset was fundamen-
tal for the analysis and evaluation of the proposed
models. The evaluated models are segmentation
neural networks applied to the change detection
task. We included both classical and modern net-
works, ranging from fully convolutional models to
networks incorporating self-attention mechanisms
from Transformer models, enabling a comprehen-
sive assessment of different approaches.

Direct comparison between our models and
those from the literature is quite limited, as there
is no standardization in the datasets used, as
previously discussed. Nevertheless, the obtained
effectiveness measures indicate that we achieved
competitive values relative to the state of the
art. As shown in Table 9, our models obtained
promising results, with emphasis on the ensemble
approach, which reached an F1-score of 80.41%.
However, there is still room for improvement, es-
pecially compared to more recent models that
have achieved F1-scores above 84%. It is impor-
tant to highlight, however, that these values were
obtained on filtered datasets to avoid extreme im-
balance, which was not performed in our tests as
it could add an undesired bias to our methods,
possibly explaining part of the observed difference.

One of the main directions for future work
would be to evaluate whether the proposed models
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Table 9: Comparison of different models from the literature with the effectiveness obtained in the tests.
Bold names represent models from the current work. All values are presented as percentages.

Model Year IoU Precision Recall F1-Score

ResUNet (de Bem et al, 2020) 2020 94.87 93.58 95.74 94.65
EF (Andrade et al, 2022) 2022 - - - 63.24
S-CNN (Andrade et al, 2022) 2022 - - - 62.94
DLCD-14 (Andrade et al, 2022) 2022 - 74.98 72.15 73.42
LSTM+UNet (BA) (Matosak et al, 2022) 2022 - - - 69.54
LSTM+UNet (MT) (Matosak et al, 2022) 2022 - - - 71.28
U-TAE (8 head) (Karaman et al, 2023) 2023 47.3 70.9 58.6 64.2
ChangeFormer (Alshehri et al, 2024) 2024 73.33 84.70 84.53 84.62
MultiResUNet 2025 59.78 73.21 76.52 74.83
TransUNet 2025 62.44 77.07 76.69 76.88
UNet++ 2025 63.37 78.08 77.08 77.58
SwinUNETR-V2 2025 64.20 77.25 79.17 78.20
FCN 2025 67.24 83.13 77.87 80.41

could be applied to other Brazilian biomes. The
Cerrado, for example, is a natural candidate for
such investigation. Besides being one of the most
threatened biomes by human activity (Luiz and
Steinke, 2022), it occupies a vast area of the na-
tional territory and shelters thousands of endemic
species (Matosak et al, 2022), making its preserva-
tion of utmost importance. Another topic worthy
of investigation is the use of other loss functions for
model optimization. Also, another less explored
line is how to deal with cloud occlusion, which rep-
resents one of the main challenges for deforestation
detection.
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