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Abstract

Clean water and sanitation are essential for health, well-being, and sustainable development, yet
significant global disparities remain. Although the United Nations’ Sustainable Development Goal 6
has clear targets for universal access to clean water and sanitation, data coverage and openness remain
obstacles for tracking progress in many countries. Nontraditional data sources are needed to fill this gap.
This study incorporated Afrobarometer survey data, satellite imagery (Landsat 8 and Sentinel-2), and
deep learning techniques (Meta’s DINO model) to develop a modelling framework for evaluating
access to piped water and sewage systems across diverse African regions. The modelling framework
demonstrated high accuracy, achieving over 96% and 97% accuracy in identifying areas with piped
water access and sewage system access respectively using satellite imagery. It can serve as a screening
tool for policymakers and stakeholders to potentially identify regions for more targeted and prioritized
efforts to improve water and sanitation infrastructure. When coupled with spatial population data, the
modelling framework can also estimate and track the national-level percentages of the population with
access to piped water and sewage systems. In the future, this approach could potentially be extended to
evaluate other SDGs, particularly those related to critical infrastructure.
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1 Introduction

Access to clean water and sanitation is the most basic human need for health and wellbeing. The United
Nations Sustainable Development Goal (SDG) 6 has clear targets (Targets 6.1 and 6.2) on achieving
this vision . 129 countries and territories were still not on track to achieve a broader vision of
sustainable water management by 2030. As of 2023, 26% of the world population is lacking access to
safely managed drinking water service and 46% is lacking safely managed sanitation 2.

Accurate, timely and disaggregated data are essential for measuring progress towards all the SDGs and
associated targets °. High quality data are instrumental in identifying challenges, developing solutions,
monitoring implementation, and making the necessary adjustments *. Most water and sanitation quality
assessments are conducted through field surveys. The major input to SDG reporting is presently data
gathered by national statistics offices, government ministries, and international organizations. However,
these methods are logistically challenging and costly to perform on a large scale, especially in
developing countries. Developing countries lack necessary funds as well as the infrastructure to collect
necessary data from traditional sources. This impedes progress as there is no benchmark or measuring
tool of successful change. As significant investment is required to achieve universal access to safe
drinking water and sanitation, being able to know where to invest and monitor the performance of
investment is critical °.

Data collected at the national level is often insufficient to show existing regional variations to clean
water and sanitation access. Without disaggregated data, it is difficult to address regional inequalities
in water and sanitation access. The “SDGs for all” vision involves reaching the most remote
communities that may be missed on official population maps and disadvantaged from receiving the
consideration of many policy initiatives °. In addition, data-driven water management has been mostly
performed in the urban setting of the developed countries, while developing countries may have limited
resources and political incentives to continue monitor their progresses and regional variations, let alone
using a more data-driven approach. While censuses and UN statistics offer valuable insights into a
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country's water and sanitation access on a broad scale, they may not always provide a detailed account
of sub-national variations. This can mask regional disparities and inequalities in access to safely
managed water and sanitation within the same country. Efforts to obtain and analyze data at more
localized levels are important to fully understand and address these disparities.

To address this challenge, geospatial imagery and deep learning have been increasingly applied to
assess progress towards various SDGs ’. For instance, Oshri et al. (2018)® demonstrated the
effectiveness of convolutional neural networks in evaluating infrastructure quality across Africa,
achieving high accuracy in predicting access to essential services. Yeh et al. (2020)° utilized
multispectral satellite imagery and deep learning models to assess economic well-being in African
villages and highlighted the potential of these approaches in understanding infrastructure disparities.
Persello et al. (2022)'° have demonstrated the application of deep learning techniques in analyzing Earth
observation data to support the SDGs, contributing to more accurate and scalable monitoring efforts.

In the context of water, satellite remote sensing techniques have been largely applied in studying
freshwater and marine water quality '"!?, urban water '*!'4, evapotranspiration and rainfall '>'¢, and
water ecosystems '3, The techniques can provide large-scale and up-to-date data on water resources
to facilitate their monitoring and management. Deep learning models can potentially further enhance
these techniques to enable the extraction of valuable insights from high resolution satellite imagery .
While the techniques have been applied to study water bodies and natural water cycles, there is a limited
use of this approach for water infrastructure quality assessment.

This study aims to demonstrate the use of satellite imagery and deep learning to evaluate piped water
access and sewage system access in African regions. The developed modelling framework showcases
the potential use of satellite imagery and deep learning to derive data to support the tracking of progress
toward SDG 6. High-quality, high-resolution, and globally available data provide an evidence base to
truly understand where we are succeeding and falling short on the SDGs.

2 Material and methods

2.1 Workflow overview

This study comprised three main stages: data compilation and processing, model training, and model
evaluation (Figure 1). In the data compilation and processing stage, the focus was on establishing a
reliable ground truth dataset and standardizing the satellite imagery (See the Data sources section). The
Afrobarometer survey data from Round 7 (2019) and Round 8 (2021) including 45,823 and 48,084
interview responses respectively were first compiled 2°?!. These interviews were conducted across
9,013 and 6,236 unique locations respectively in Africa. The survey responses indicated whether piped
water systems and sewage systems were present in the primary sampling unit or enumeration area, and
accessible to most houses within their area. By integrating GPS coordinates with the classifications of
piped water access and sewage system access, a dataset that reflected the on-the-ground conditions was
created. To augment the survey data, satellite images from Landsat 8 and Sentinel-2 were obtained via
Google Earth Engine 2. For each surveyed location, monthly satellite images for the 12 months
surrounding the survey years were acquired based on the GPS coordinates from the survey. Each image
was screened to ensure a cloud cover of 10% or less. The satellite images were also standardized across
both Landsat 8 and Sentinel-2 datasets to ensure consistency in the data used for model training. This
resulted in a dataset of 75,850 Landsat 8 images and 68,398 Sentinel-2 images.
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Figure 1. Workflow for evaluating access to piped water and sewage systems using survey data and
satellite images.

In the model training stage, a self-supervised learning approach was employed (See the Modelling
approach section). The model was trained on three distinct datasets: Landsat 8 images alone, Sentinel-
2 images alone, and a combined dataset incorporating both sources. Each dataset was processed
independently to assess the model’s adaptability and performance across different image types. This
approach allowed us to evaluate how the model performs when exposed to varying levels of spatial and
spectral resolution provided by the different satellite sources.

Finally, in the model evaluation stage, the performance of the model was assessed by determining its
accuracy in predicting the presence of piped water access and sewage system access based on satellite
imagery. Comparative analyses were conducted across the different training configurations to identify
the most effective data combinations and model settings. This evaluation provided insights into the
strengths and limitations of each dataset configuration, guiding us toward the most optimal model
performance for our classification tasks.

2.2 Data sources

In this research, the Afrobarometer survey data from Round 7 (2019) and Round 8 (2021) were utilized.
The datasets include 45,823 and 48,084 interview responses across 9,013 and 6,236 unique locations in
Africa (Figure 2). This survey provides rich, ground-level insights into various socio-economic
indicators, including access to piped water and sewage systems. Specifically, the survey includes
responses that indicate whether piped water systems and sewage systems are present and accessible to
most households within the surveyed areas. Additionally, variables capturing the reliability and
consistency of water supply such as the frequency of time respondents or their families went without
enough clean water for home use over the past year were incorporated. This data enhances our ground
truth dataset by providing both the presence of infrastructure and its reliability based on interview
observations 2!

To address spatial data gaps, satellite images from USGS Landsat 8 (30 m resolution) and Harmonized
Sentinel-2 MSI (10 m resolution) via Google Earth Engine were incorporated. By filtering images to
ensure a cloud cover of 10% or less and acquiring monthly images for 12 months surrounding the survey
years, a substantial dataset of 75,850 Landsat 8 and 68,398 Sentinel-2 images was compiled. This high-
resolution, regularly updated imagery facilitates the identification and analysis of water and sanitation
infrastructure across diverse African regions (Figure 3).

There are distinct differences between areas with and without piped water access (Figure 3). Due to the
limitations in directly visualizing underground or concealed infrastructure, our approach presenting in
the following sections utilizes a self-supervised learning model that infers the presence of piped water
systems based on observable environmental features, land use features, and water infrastructure
components such as bulk water transfer pipes, reservoirs, pump stations, treatment facilities, water tanks,
and water towers.
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Figure 3. Labelled Sentinel-2 satellite images of some sampled regions in Africa



There are distinct differences between areas with and without piped water access (Figure 3). Due to the
limitations in directly visualizing underground or concealed infrastructure, our approach presenting in
the following sections utilizes a self-supervised learning model that infers the presence of piped water
systems based on observable environmental features, land use features, and water infrastructure
components such as bulk water transfer pipes, reservoirs, pump stations, treatment facilities, water tanks,
and water towers.

2.3 Modelling approach

A self-supervised learning approach utilizing the Meta’s DINO (Distillation with No Labels) model in
conjunction with Vision Transformers (ViTs) was employed 2. DINO leverages self-supervised
learning techniques to extract meaningful features from large datasets of unlabeled images, making it
particularly suitable for remote sensing applications where labelled data is often limited. Vision
Transformers, known for their ability to capture long-range dependencies through self-attention
mechanisms, efficiently process the complexity and variability inherent in satellite imagery .

2.3.1 Model Architecture and Pre-training

At the core of our modelling approach lies the Vision Transformer (ViT) architecture, specifically the
ViT-base configuration and the ViT-tiny configuration. This model comprises 12 transformer layers,
each with 768 hidden dimensions and 12 attention heads, striking a balance between computational
efficiency and model capacity . The ViT-base has demonstrated superior performance in various
image recognition tasks by effectively capturing intricate patterns and relationships within the data .

The training process was initiated with self-supervised pre-training using the DINO framework. DINO
employs a knowledge distillation approach, where two identical networks—a student and a teacher—
are utilized. The teacher network’s weights are maintained as an exponential moving average of the
student’s weights. During training, the student network learns to generate representations that closely
match those of the teacher network without requiring labelled data. This methodology encourages the
development of robust and invariant feature representations, and enhances the model’s ability to
generalize across diverse and unlabeled satellite images .

As an example, Figure 4 illustrates the 12 attention heads of the ViT-base model applied to a Sentinel-
2 image of Casablanca, Morocco. Each attention head highlights different regions and features, such as
urban areas, vegetation, water bodies, and finer textures, demonstrating the model's ability to capture
both global and local patterns simultaneously. This diverse focus allows the Vision Transformer to
effectively differentiate between various land cover types and intricate details, enhancing its image
recognition and classification performance. The coordinated attention across multiple heads showcases
the ViT's strength in integrating complex spatial information, ensuring a comprehensive analysis of
high-resolution remote sensing data.
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Figure 4. The 12 attention heads of the ViT-base model

2.3.2 Fine-Tuning for Classification Tasks

Following the pre-training stage, the model was fine-tuned to tackle specific classification tasks related
to water and sanitation services. Two distinct classification heads, one for binary classification and
another for multiclass objectives were created. This could allow the model to assess infrastructure
presence and reliability in greater detail. The fine-tuning process incorporates k-Nearest Neighbors (k-
NN) for classification. In k-NN, feature representations of both training and test samples are extracted
using the ViT model. For each test sample, the 'k' closest samples from the training set are identified
based on a distance metric like Euclidean distance. The test sample is then classified by assigning it the
most common label among its 'k' nearest neighbors.

The binary classification (two Classes) relies solely on the presence or absence of piped water and
sewage systems as observed by interviewers from the Afrobarometer survey (Table 1). It categorizes
each surveyed location into either having (1) or not having (0) the respective infrastructure. The
multiclass classification (four Classes) combines the presence of piped water with the reliability of
water supply based on survey responses about the frequency of water shortages (Table 2). This
classification allows the model to differentiate between various levels of piped water access quality and
reliability.



Table 1. The structure of the binary classification setting

Input Features Indicators of piped water system and sewage system presence
Output Classes 0: No piped water access 1: Piped water access
0: No sewage system access 1: Sewage system access

Table 2. The structure of the multiclass classification setting

Input Features Indicators of piped water system and its reliability
Output Classes 0: No piped 1: Drinking water 2: Piped water 3: Piped water access
water access access without piped = access with reliable = with occasional
water infrastructure and high-quality shortages or quality
supply issues

2.4 Training Setup

The model was trained with different settings (e.g., model architecture, number of classes, satellite
imagery sources) on 8 NVIDIA A40 GPUs in a distributed learning setting to utilize parallel processing
capabilities and reduce training time. The training duration varied between 2 to 5 days, depending on
the complexity and size of the dataset. For instance, training a model with the ViT Base architecture on
a merged dataset comprising Landsat and Sentinel-2 imagery required approximately 4 days.

A batch size ranging from 16 to 32 was utilized, with a patch size of 8 for image inputs, aligning with
standard ViT configurations. For optimization, the AdamW optimizer was employed. Other
hyperparameters were set to their default values, as variations did not significantly impact model
performance in our experiments (e.g., teacher temperature, weight decay). The learning rate was
initialized at 0.0005, with an initial weight decay of 0.04, which increased to 0.4 towards the final stages
of training to stabilize the learning process.

3 Results and Discussion

3.1 Evaluating piped water access

The availability of piped water supply is a critical indicator for achieving SDG 6, which aims to “ensure
availability and sustainable management of water and sanitation for all”. Specifically, Target 6.1
focuses on achieving universal and equitable access to safe and affordable drinking water !. In this
context, this study evaluated the effectiveness of various Vision Transformer (ViT) models in
classifying regions based on their access to piped water, utilizing satellite imagery from Landsat and
Sentinel datasets (Figure 5). The models employ different ViT architectures (i.e., Base or Tiny) and
pre-training datasets (Landsat, Sentinel, or merged satellite imagery). Image sizes were consistently set
to 256 pixels, with pre-training epochs varying across models to optimize performance (See Supporting
Information showing the accuracy over epochs).

The multiclass classification models (i.e., four classes) achieved k-Nearest Neighbors (k-NN) accuracy
scores ranging from 77.32% to 84.88% (Figure 5 and Table S1). The accuracy improved consistently
over the epochs (Table S1). These results highlight the complexity of distinguishing between multiple
classes of water access, reflecting the challenges in monitoring progress toward SDG Target 6.1 at a
granular level. Notably, models pre-trained on merged datasets (combining Landsat and Sentinel
imagery) tended to perform better, achieving up to 84.88% accuracy. This suggests that integrating data
from multiple satellite sources enhances the ability of the model to capture diverse features related to
water infrastructure.



In contrast, the binary classification models consistently achieved higher k-NN accuracy scores, ranging
from 88.34% to 96.05% (Figure 5 and Table S1). The higher accuracy in binary classification reflects
the inherent simplicity of distinguishing between two classes compared to four. It also emphasizes the
potential for these models to reliably identify areas lacking basic water services, directly informing
efforts to achieve SDG Target 6.1.
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Figure 5. Classification accuracy for piped water access and sewage system access

Comparing the binary and multiclass classification models reveals a clear trade-off between simplicity
and granularity. While binary models offer higher accuracy, multiclass models provide more detailed
insights into the varying levels of water access, which is helpful for more targeted interventions and
resource allocation. The superior performance of the ViT Base architecture over ViT Tiny architecture
indicates that larger models with greater capacity are better suited for capturing the complex patterns
inherent in satellite imagery related to water infrastructure. This aligns with existing literature
highlighting the advantages of deeper and more complex models in handling high-dimensional data.

Furthermore, the slight decrease in accuracy when using larger validation image sizes (1024 pixels)
suggests that models trained on 256-pixel inputs can generalize accurately to larger images. This
scalability is crucial for practical applications and efficient analysis of high-resolution satellite imagery
across extensive geographic areas, especially when the objective is to screen out some potential areas
for further investigations.

3.2 Evaluating sewage system access

Effective sewage management is integral to SDG 6, particularly Target 6.2, which aims to “achieve
access to adequate and equitable sanitation and hygiene for all” !. Proper sewage systems are essential
for preventing waterborne diseases, reducing environmental pollution, and ensuring overall public
health and safety. The access to sewage systems was evaluated using a similar binary classification
approach as in the evaluation of the access to piped water.

The binary classification models for sewage system detection achieved k-Nearest Neighbors (k-NN)
accuracy scores ranging from 91.51% to 97.45% (Figure 5 and Table S2). Specifically, the ViT Base
models pre-trained on Landsat and Sentinel datasets demonstrated the highest accuracies of 97.45% and
97.35%, respectively. Models trained on merged datasets also performed exceptionally well, indicating
that combining Landsat and Sentinel imagery enhances the model's ability to potentially identify sewage
infrastructure. Even when validated on larger image sizes (1,024 pixels), the models maintained high
accuracy, suggesting strong generalization capabilities.



These results demonstrate the capability of the modelling framework to accurately identify regions with
and without proper sewage infrastructure, providing insights for monitoring progress toward SDG
Target 6.2. Similar to the piped water access modelling framework, those pre-trained on merged
datasets generally outperformed single-dataset modelling, highlighting the benefits of diverse training
data in capturing the multifaceted characteristics of sewage systems from satellite imagery.

3.3 National-level assessment

To further explore the application of the modelling framework built, the trained model with the highest
accuracy (i.e., ViT Base architecture with a binary classification setting, pre-trained with the Sentinel
dataset) was employed to evaluate the national-level situation of piped water access for a specific
country — Madagascar. It involved utilizing satellite images from regions in Madagascar with high
population density (collectively, a total coverage of 95% population in Madagascar) (Figure 6).
Coupling the classification results (i.e., with or without piped water access by region) and the population
density data from Meta's Data for Good initiative 2>%, it was estimated that approximately 46.3% of
Madagascar's population had access to piped water. The estimate is comparable to the SDG reported
figure on the proportion of the combined population having basic and safely managed drinking water
services (54.4% in 2022)*". The discrepancy may arise from factors such as the difference in the
definitions of water service levels (i.e., piped water access VS basic/safely managed service), the
limitations in image resolution and the uncertainty in the population density data (which originated from
remote sensing). With the use of higher resolution satellite images and a higher number of attention
heads in the model, it is expected that the results could be further enhanced. Nevertheless, the model
can still serve as a screening tool to identify potential regions (especially regions with higher population
density) for more targeted and prioritized efforts for improving water supply and sanitation
infrastructure.
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Figure 6. Piped water access assessment in Madagascar



3.4 Policy Implications

This study demonstrated the potential of deep learning models to monitor and evaluate piped water
access and sewage system access from satellite imagery. By utilizing both Landsat and Sentinel datasets
and ViT architectures, the precision and reliability of water and sanitation infrastructure assessments
have been enhanced in this work. While previous approaches faced limitations such as geographic
displacement noise and lower accuracy rates 2% the developed modelling framework in this work
achieved very high accuracy levels for identifying piped water access and sewage system access. This
developed modelling framework can serve as a screening tool for policymakers and stakeholders to
identify regions, especially remote areas, for more targeted policy initiatives for making progress
toward SDG 6. As higher-resolution satellite imagery becomes increasingly available, it is expected
that some of the water infrastructure features could be classified with even greater accuracy. The use of
Google Earth Engine 2? facilitates the scalable processing of vast satellite datasets, aligning with the
scalable solutions needed for SDG reporting at both national and subnational levels .

This study utilized alternative data sources to compensate for the existing challenges and limitations in
data coverage and openness for supporting tracking of SDGs. Data coverage and openness related to
SDGs varies significantly around the world *°. The continents with the highest data coverage and data
openness scores are Europe and North America, two continents which are known to be more developed
and with more financial resources. Africa has significantly lower scores for both data coverage and data
openness compared to other continents. There exists a large variance in data coverage score even
between different countries of Africa. Moreover, it is unlikely that continents such as Africa can
overcome this gap in data coverage and openness through traditional data collection methods given the
current staggering $4 trillion gap in sustainable development investments for developing countries !
Therefore, coupling high-resolution satellite imagery and advanced deep learning models can help fill
gaps in data coverage and openness, and support progress tracking.

A recent project, the Goal Tracker Platform, from the United Nations started tackling the data gap issue
to create intra-country level portals containing detailed information about regional UN SDG indicators
32, However, this project is still in its beginning stages and has data from only of few countries such as
South Africa, Tanzania, and Sweden. Moreover, the tracker only has country portals for indicators of a
few SDGs. While goal tracker is hoping to expand to other countries, it also indirectly favors developed
countries into joining the project since it requires the existence of a specialized statistical agency and
full-time engineers from those countries. The project, however, also accepts nontraditional data reports
for countries with limited data. Datasets derived from satellite imagery as in this study could potentially
serve as a data source.

The developed modelling framework can potentially be extended to evaluate other SDGs (especially
those related to critical infrastructure), such as SDG 7 on Affordable and Clean Energy **, SDG 9 on
Industry, Innovation, and Infrastructure, SDG 11 on Sustainable Cities and Communities *, and SDG
15 on life on land *. As infrastructure development is a key supporting factor for many of the SDGs,
the extension will support many new opportunities and create useful datasets for policymakers and
stakeholders to make more informed decisions.
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Supporting Information

Table S1. Accuracy for Binary Classification and Multiclass Classification for Piped Water Access

Model Number Pre- Image Pre-training | Validation Image KNN
Architecture | of classes | training Size epochs Dataset Size accuracy
Dataset (%)
ViT Base 4 Landsat 256 340 Sentinel 256 84.88
ViT Tiny 4 Sentinel 256 640 Sentinel 256 84.61
ViT Base 4 Sentinel 256 180 Sentinel 256 83.05
ViT Base 4 Merged 256 220 Merged 256 82.45
ViT Base 4 Landsat 256 400 Landsat 256 81.90
ViT Tiny 4 Landsat 256 520 Landsat 256 77.41
ViT Base 4 Sentinel 256 620 Landsat 256 77.32
ViT Base 2 Merged 256 200 Sentinel 256 96.05
ViT Base 2 Landsat 256 380 Sentinel 256 95.68
ViT Tiny 2 Sentinel 256 700 Sentinel 256 95.68
ViT Base 2 Sentinel 256 180 Sentinel 256 95.29
ViT Base 2 Landsat 256 440 Sentinel 1024 94.99
ViT Base 2 Merged 256 200 Sentinel 1024 94.49
ViT Base 2 Sentinel 256 280 Sentinel 1024 93.57
ViT Base 2 Merged 256 220 Merged 256 92.37
ViT Base 2 Landsat 256 380 Landsat 256 90.93
ViT Base 2 Merged 256 200 Landsat 256 90.20
ViT Tiny 2 Landsat 256 360 Landsat 256 88.5
ViT Base 2 Sentinel 256 620 Landsat 256 88.34
Table S2. Accuracy for Binary Classification for Sewage System Access
Model Number Pre- Image Pre-training | Validation Image KNN
Architecture | of classes | training Size epochs Dataset Size accuracy
Dataset (%)
ViT Base 2 Landsat 256 400 Sentinel 256 97.45
ViT Base 2 Merged 256 220 Sentinel 256 97.35
ViT Base 2 Sentinel 256 160 Sentinel 256 97.09
ViT Base 2 Merged 256 220 Merged 256 94.84
ViT Base 2 Landsat 256 440 Landsat 256 92.85
ViT Base 2 Merged 256 220 Landsat 256 92.57
ViT Base 2 Sentinel 256 420 Landsat 256 91.51
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Figure S1. Accuracy Over Epochs for Selected Multiclass Classification Models
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Figure S2. Accuracy Over Epochs for Selected Binary Classification Models
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