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Abstract. Water events are the most frequent and costliest climate disasters around the world. In the 
U.S., an estimated 127 million people who live in coastal areas are at risk of substantial home 
damage from hurricanes or flooding. In flood emergency management, timely and effective spatial 
decision-making and intelligent routing depend on flood depth information at a fine spatiotemporal 
scale. In this paper, crowdsourcing is utilized to collect photos of submerged stop signs, and pair 
each photo with a pre-flood photo taken at the same location. Each photo pair is then analyzed using 
deep neural network and image processing to estimate the depth of floodwater in the location of the 
photo. Generated point-by-point depth data is converted to a flood inundation map and used by an 
A* search algorithm to determine an optimal flood-free path connecting points of interest. Results 
provide crucial information to rescue teams and evacuees by enabling effective wayfinding during 
flooding events. 

1. Introduction 
In recent decades, rapid land development, mass migrations, and deforestation in many parts of 
the world have overloaded critical infrastructure including road networks and drainage systems 
especially in at-risk communities and coastal population centers (Sahin & Hall, 1996; Bjorvatn, 
2000). This problem is exacerbated by excessive stormwater runoff on impermeable surfaces 
(e.g., roads, parking lots, driveways, roofs, sidewalks), putting additional strain on the 
deteriorating drainage systems. The socioeconomic and environmental costs of urban floods 
can be significant spanning chronic health problems (Du et al., 2010; Paterson et al., 2018), 
overwhelming insurance claims (Michel-Kerjan, 2010), decreased property values (Bin & 
Polasky, 2004), lost business income (Browne & Hoyt, 2000), eroded streams and riverbeds 
(Galay, 1983), and degraded quality of drinking water (Masciopinto et al., 2019). 

In the immediate aftermath of a flood event, emergency managers and first responders are 
tasked with surveying inundated dwellings and neighborhoods, and rescuing those trapped in 
floodwaters. A key barrier to successful search and rescue (SAR) operation is the limited scope 
and high variability of field data describing the extent of flood damage and road network 
vulnerability that could potentially disrupt or prevent timely resource deployment (Keech et al., 
2019; Helderop and Grubesic, 2019; Abdullah et al., 2020). Moving floodwater and changing 
water levels over time necessitates access to (near-) real time floodwater depth information to 
help people and first responders avoid flooded areas and passages (Liu et al., 2006). In 
Hurricane Katrina in 2017, for example, emergency responders were frequently querying 
information about the extent of flood depth to deploy the right type of vehicles for SAR 
missions and determine the best route for accessing victims (Brecht, 2008). In the absence of 
such data, people tend to estimate the floodwater depth and level of destruction in their 
neighbourhoods using social media posts or news stories which can contain outdated data or 
misinformation (Brecht, 2008; Fan et al., 2020). 

In this paper, we conduct a feasibility study with the goal of developing an intelligent spatial 
decision support system that integrates street-level flood inundation mapping and data-driven 
routing system using geographic information system (GIS), computer vision, and 
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crowdsourcing. The project aims to support risk-informed spatial decision-making for first 
responders and communities by providing flood-prone regions with reliable, scalable, and 
(near-) real time estimation of floodwater depth in the surrounding areas. 

2. Literature Review 
Conventional methods of floodwater depth calculation use sparse data from contact water level 
gauges, water depth sensors, flood gauges, and water wells (Nair and Rao, 2016; Water Systems 
Council, 2014; Chetpattananondh et al., 2014; Töyrä et al., 2002; Odli et al., 2016). However, 
these devices may fail or be washed away in heavy rain (Nair and Rao, 2016). Moreover, water 
gauges have limited coverage areas (primarily in and around riverine or coastal lands), and need 
major effort for installation, calibration, and maintenance in flood susceptible locations. 
Researchers have also used hydrodynamic modeling to estimate flood water depth (Patel et al., 
2017; Salimi et al., 2008). However, surface variability and inconsistency (particularly in urban 
areas) along with the difficulty in differentiating saturated surface soil from standing water in 
aerial images makes it difficult for these models to yield accurate results. Besides the high cost 
of sensor installation and operation, a key challenge in floodwater depth analysis in urban places 
is the low granularity of flood information relative to road and neighborhood data, which makes 
it extremely difficult to properly overlay road network maps with flood data (Bales and Wagner, 
2009; Merwade et al., 2008; Cohen et al., 2018). 

In our previous work, we utilized crowdsourcing for large-scale collection of highly granular 
flood data (Alizadeh Kharazi and Behzadan, 2021). In particular, standardized traffic signs were 
employed as ubiquitous markers to measure the depth of floodwater in user-contributed photos 
using artificial intelligence (AI)-based image processing techniques. The motivation behind this 
approach is the significantly large number of traffic signs that are vastly distributed on the road 
network in and around residential areas. In the U.S., for example, there are more than 500 types 
of federally approved traffic signs which have unique shapes and colors, as described in the 
Manual on Uniform Traffic Control Devices (MUTCD) (FHA, 2004). These signs contain 
symbols that are recognizable by both humans and computers, e.g., autonomous vehicles use 
pre-trained models to detect traffic signs on roads (Kurnianggoro et al., 2014). Many such 
traffic signs are also adopted to a greater degree internationally, thus providing an opportunity 
for creating a scalable methodological framework for using traffic signs for large-area flood 
inundation mapping. In this paper, we built upon our past work by generating practical 
movement plans for evacuees and first responders based on the crowdsourced data through 
implementing a routing optimization model on a street-level flood inundation map. 

The routing problem is one of the most studied combinatorial optimization problems, first 
mentioned in 1959 as truck dispatching problem to determine an optimal route for a fleet of 
gasoline delivery trucks between a terminal and a number of service stations (Dantzig and 
Ramser, 1959). One classic variant of this problem is routing in the presence of obstacles 
(Golden et al., 2008), which is directly applicable to scenarios where people, rescue teams, or 
other resources need to evacuate disaster-affected areas while avoiding hazardous encounters 
(e.g., debris fields, flooded areas, blocked roads). In computational geometry, the watchman 
route problem (Chin and Ntafos, 1986) attempts to solve this scenario by computing the shortest 
route that a watchman should take to guard a particular area with obstacles. Previous research 
has used polynomial time algorithms to find the shortest route given an area on a map with 
preset conditions (Carlsson et al., 1999; Tan 2001; Chin and Ntafos, 1986). In graph theory, the 
same can be modeled as an optimization problem where the goal is to find the shortest path 
between a subset of nodes. Dijkstra’s algorithm is one of the widely recognized solutions to this 
optimization problem. For example, Li and Klette (2006) used a rubber-band algorithm to find 
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the shortest path between two points in a graph with 𝑂(𝑛 𝑙𝑜𝑔 𝑛) time complexity. Other 
researchers have investigated routing problems in real world cases such as flood events and 
proposed various algorithms (Wang and Zlatanova, 2013; Kapoor et al., 2007; Golden et al., 
2008; Lu et al., 2003). For instance, Lu et al. (2003) designed a capacity-constrained routing 
algorithm with heuristic methods that incorporated evacuation time to perform route planning 
with avoidance. More recently, several commercial applications and open-source solutions 
have been developed to provide convenient routing services. Among others, examples include 
Nedkov and Zlatanova (2011) who used Google Directions API to extend web direction for 
routing with avoidance, as well as Engelmann et al. (2020) who used GraphHopper (Karich and 
Schröder, 2014) to create a route planning method that minimizes the emission of harmful gases 
from vehicles. However, existing decision support systems for emergency management lack 
the ability to integrate street-level flood information, risk-informed routing system, and spatial 
decision-making capabilities, which could weaken the efficiency of the SAR operations. As 
described in this paper, we incorporate floodwater depth information as an additional constraint 
into the routing problem to produce practical movement plans for evacuees and first responders. 

3. Methodology 

Line detection for pole length calculation. We use stop signs as standardized measurement 
benchmarks and estimate the depth of the flood by comparing the length of the visible portion 
of the pole (on which the stop sign is mounted) in pre- and post-flood photos taken from the 
same location. As shown in Figure 1, Mask Regional Convolutional Neural Network (in short, 
Mask R-CNN), an object detection and instance segmentation model (He et al., 2017), is used 
to detect stop signs in paired stop sign photos of the same location prior and after the flood 
event. After the stop sign is detected, two image processing techniques, namely Canny edge 
detector (Ogawa et al., 2010; Rong et al., 2014) and probabilistic Hough transform (Zhu and 
Brilakis, 2009), are used to detect the sign pole in each photo and estimate their lengths. Using 
this technique, first, all possible edges in each photo are explored. Selected edge candidates are 
then merged to reconstruct and measure the length of the straight line that is likely to represent 
the sign pole. The depth of floodwater is subsequently calculated as the difference in pole 
lengths in paired pre- and post-flood photos. A detailed description of this step is beyond the 
scope of this paper and can be found in Alizadeh Kharazi and Behzadan (2021). 

 

Figure 1:   Framework for Estimation of Floodwater Depth by Visual Analysis of Paired Stop Sign 
Flood Photos. (base post-flood photo: courtesy of Erich Schlegel/Getty Images) 
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Simulate flooded areas using GIS and Stop Sign detection results. Volunteered Geographic 
Information (VGI) has been utilized in flood studies (Goodchild 2007; Huang et al., 2018). 
Huang et al. (2018) used an inverse distance weighted height filter to build a probability index 
distribution (PID) layer from the high-resolution digital elevation model data. Inspired by that 
work, we use a distance-decay function along with isohypse information to transform point-by-
point floodwater depth data into area-wide flood inundation maps. Several forms of this 
function are widely used to describe systematic spatial variations where spatial information has 
the tendency to vanish with distance (Haining, 2001). In this research, we create a flooding 
confidence area around detected floodwater depth points to simulate flooded regions. In the 
future, this approach can be compared and validated using hydrological-based modeling (Liu 
et al., 2006) to improve the accuracy of flood inundation mapping. Suppose an estimated 
flooded area 𝐴 that is defined by a discrete point grid {𝑋1, 𝑋2, . . . , 𝑋𝑖 , . . . , 𝑋𝑗}. The Gaussian 
buffering function shown in Equation 1 is applied to approximate the depth of floodwater at 
point 𝑋𝑗 in area A. In this Equation, 𝑋0 is the detected floodwater depth at the center point of 
area 𝐴, 𝐼0  is the elevation at the center point of area 𝐴, 𝐼𝑗 is the elevation in point 𝑗, 𝑑𝑗  is the 
geographic distance between the center point of area 𝐴 and 𝑋𝑗, and 𝑏 is a fixed bandwidth for 
the Gaussian function. As the distance 𝑑𝑗 varies around area 𝐴, the estimated floodwater depth 
also changes with distance-decay and isohypse information. This approach is commonly used 
in GIS research such as social-media flood mapping (Huang et al., 2018) and distance-decay 
weight regression model (Gutiérrez et al., 2011). 𝑋𝑗  = 𝑋0 𝑒𝑥𝑝 [−1/2(𝑑𝑗/𝑏)2] + (𝐼0 − 𝐼𝑗)    (1) 

Description of the routing problem. Given the flood inundation information, the routing 
problem from an origin to a destination point can be modeled as a multi-stage decision process, 
where each decision stage includes the location of the current decision point as well as the time 
needed to complete the remainder of the process. The designed optimization-based algorithm 
proposes a routing solution that avoids flood inundated areas and supports SAR operations 
during a flood event. The routing problem is further modified by including several decision 
objectives, and transforming the otherwise single-objective optimization into a multi-objective 
decision process. From the taxonomy of navigation for emergency response (Wang and 
Zlatanova, 2013), this problem can be defined using 𝑋 = < 𝑋1, 𝑋2, 𝑋3, 𝑋4, . . . > , where 𝑋𝑖 
denotes an environment factor, and contains the quantity (one or many), and the type (e.g., 
destination, responder object, obstacle) of that factor. For example, for a person whose goal is 
to go back home while avoiding flooded roads, the navigation route can be defined as <{𝑜𝑛𝑒 𝑚𝑜𝑣𝑖𝑛𝑔 𝑜𝑏𝑗𝑒𝑐𝑡}, {𝑜𝑛𝑒 𝑠𝑡𝑎𝑡𝑖𝑐 𝑑𝑒𝑠𝑡𝑖𝑛𝑎𝑡𝑖𝑜𝑛}, {𝑜𝑛𝑒 𝑠𝑡𝑎𝑡𝑖𝑐 𝑜𝑏𝑠𝑡𝑎𝑐𝑙𝑒𝑠} > . Since the 
traditional Dijkstra algorithms may not work well for 𝑋  that contains obstacle factors, we 
propose to use the A* search algorithm (Russell and Norvig, 2002; Lerner et al., 2009). For this 
purpose, the following concepts are adopted before we formalize each iteration of the A* search 
algorithm: 

1. Search area: Given a prepared base map that contains spatial entities, each entity is 
represented as a graph node in the search area. 

2. Open vs. closed list: All nearest nodes waiting to be searched are stored in an open list; 
and those already searched are stored in a closed list. 

3. Path sorting: To define the direction of the next movement, we use a path sorting 
function expressed by Equation 2. 𝐹(𝑛)  =  𝐺 + 𝐻       (2) 



 

576 
 

In this Equation, H denotes a heuristic function, and G is the moving cost from the initial 
location to the next node in the open list. The heuristic function takes the Manhattan distance 
to calculate the cost of moving from each of the candidate next nodes in the open list to the 
final destination node. Figure 2 presents the pseudo algorithm for the A* search. A 
demonstration of how this algorithm is used in a flooded area (routing with obstacles) is shown 
in Figure 3. In this Figure, different shades of blue represent different floodwater depth values, 
diamonds stand for start and destination points, and orange pixels mark the simulated routing 
path. The cost value is displayed in each searched pixel. This information is used as threshold 
conditions to check whether a vehicle can pass through a particular area. 

 

Initialize open_list and close_list, start with initial point; 

Add start node s to open_list;  F(s) = 0 (smallest); 

If open_list is not Null, select node n with smallest F(n): 

  If n is destination node: 

    Find parent node from destination node to start node then return; 

  If n is not destination node: 

    Move n from open_list to close_list; 

    Traverse eight nearest nodes of n: 

      If nearest node m in close_list: continue; 

      If nearest node not in open_list: 

        Set parent node n for m; Update cost function; add m to open_list 

Connect parent node from initial node and generate path;  

Figure 2:   Pseudo Algorithm for A* Search. 

 

Figure 3:   Sample Output of A* Search Algorithm with Obstacles. 

4. Proof-of-Concept Experiment 
As shown in Figure 4, for the flood scenario presented in this paper, six paired photos from the 
2017 Hurricane Harvey in Houston, Texas, taken approximately on the same date in the month 
of September, are selected from BluPix v.2020.1, a crowdsourcing platform developed in this 
research to collect user-contributed photos of flooded stop signs. 
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Figure 4:   Locations of Selected Paired Flood Photos in Houston, TX after Hurricane Harvey (2017). 

Table 1 shows a summary of floodwater depth calculations applied to pre- and post-flood 
photos. As shown in this Table, the root mean square error (RMSE) of the flood depth 
estimation model on the six pairs of pre- and post-flood photos is 4.69 inches, and the average 
processing time for floodwater depth calculation is 11.6 seconds. 

Table 1:   Performance of floodwater depth estimation on paired pre- and post-flood photos. 

Calculation Metric Pre-flood photos 
(n = 6) 

Post-flood photos 
(n = 6) 

Stop sign 
detection 

Intersection over union (IOU) % 96.73 95.24 

Precision % 100 100 

Recall % 100 100 

Average precision (AP) % 100 100 

Average processing time (s) 1.08 1.26 

Pole detection 
RMSE (in.) 2.64 5.80 

Average processing time (s) 0.13 0.10 

Flood depth 
estimation 

Average total processing time (s) 2.57 

RMSE (in.) 4.69 

Floodwater depth estimates are subsequently used to generate a flood inundation map with 
depth grids. Figure 5 demonstrates the application of A* search algorithm to calculate the 
shortest flood-free route. In this example, each of the previously selected six paired points is 
taken as the central point of a flooded area. To implement the distance-decay function (Equation 
1), elevation data is queried from Google Elevation API. The Graphhopper library (Karich and 
Schröder, 2014) is used for route search, and Openrouteservice is utilized to overlay the base 
map with generated flooded areas. The basic spatial information for building the base map is 
taken from OpenStreetMap (Planet OpenStreetMap, 2021).  
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Figure 5:   Illustration of the routing algorithm using buffered points that represent estimate floodwater 
depths collected from inundated areas. 

5. Summary and Conclusion 
Flood is the most common type of climate disaster in the U.S. and around the world. An 
impediment to timely SAR and routing of resources during flood events is the lack of street-
level floodwater depth information. Since water levels change over time, it is necessary to have 
access to (near-) real time floodwater depth information to help people and first responders 
avoid flooded areas and passages. This paper proposed the use of standardized traffic signs as 
ubiquitous markers for measuring the depth of floodwater in user-contributed street photos. We 
used Mask R-CNN, a deep neural network, to detect stop signs in photos, and applied two image 
processing techniques (Canny edge detector and probabilistic Hough transform) to determine 
the length of the sign pole in pre- and post-flood photos. Floodwater depth was then estimated 
as the difference between pole lengths of the same stop sign in paired pre- and post-flood 
photos. We achieved an RMSE of 4.69 inches in estimating the floodwater depth for a set of 
six paired flood photos taken in Houston, TX after the 2017 Hurricane Harvey. 

Next, distance-decay function was implemented to transform point-by-point floodwater depth 
data into area-wide flood inundation maps. The generated map was used to develop a risk-
informed routing system based upon the A* search algorithm to calculate the shortest flood-
free route between points of interest (i.e., intelligent wayfinding). In the current implementation 
of the route optimization algorithm, all flooded areas are avoided. However, one can set a 
threshold value and customize their search based on the vehicle type used to navigate in a 
flooded area. Clearly, increased public awareness and improved user experience can help gather 
a large number of floodwater depth points and improve the reliability of the algorithm. In the 
meantime, when only limited data points are available for flood mapping, additional flood depth 
data can be generated using advanced hydrological models. The minimum number of flood 
depth data needed for flood mapping may also depend on the type, topography, and other 
characteristics of the flooded surface. In a flat area, for example, fewer data points are generally 
sufficient to generate accurate flood maps. In contrast, more points may be needed in rugged 
areas or where surface characteristics and shape change abruptly. In this paper, using a Gaussian 
distance-decay function with each pole independently allowed us to relax the minimum number 
requirement when generating flood maps with sparse data. 

The developed methods in this paper are sought to interface with other sources of spatial 
information (e.g., high-resolution point cloud terrain), leading to further improvement of flood 
mapping and wayfinding. Moreover, paired photos are stored with time and location 
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information, allowing a host of spatiotemporal analyses of past flood events. All in all, the 
designed route optimization will provide crucial information to rescue teams and evacuees and 
enable effective wayfinding during flooding events. In the long term, the generalizability and 
robustness of the designed platform will be rigorously evaluated as more user-contributed 
photos are collected and paired on the BluPix crowdsourcing application. 
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