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Introduction

Urbanization can bring improvements to social welfare and economic development. However, it can also have serious impacts on the natural
environment, both locally and globally (Grimm et al. 2008). Also, it is arguably the most drastic form of land transformation, which results in irreversible
landscape changes (Estoque and Murayama 2014). In the context of landscape and urban studies, the analysis of the intensity and spatial pattern of
urban land changes (ULCs) might be of help, as it can give some insights about the spatiotemporal pattern of future ULCs, including their potential
environmental impact. The purpose of this study is to examine and compare the intensity and spatial pattern of ULCs in three major cities of Southeast
Asia, namely Bangkok (Thailand), Jakarta (Indonesia) and Manila (Philippines), between the 1990s (1990-2000) and 2000s (2000-2010).

Methodology
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Fig. 1. Flowchart of the study. Note: B = Bangkok; J = Jakarta; M = Manila determined.
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* The LCI analysis approach might help in the study of the drivers of ULCs. It can also be
used as a diagnostic tool for evaluating land change projections.
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