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Abstract: To solve the problems of high calculation amounts and low classification accuracy of Gaussi-
an process regression in hyperspectral image classification, a spectral-spatial joint classification algo-
rithm for hyperspectral images based on improved Gaussian process regression was proposed. A sub-
set of samples was selected using maximum variance as the index to narrow the calculation range of the
Gaussian process regression parameter solution, and a square root matrix decomposition method was

introduced to predict the model results for incoming added samples, all of which effectively improve

K HE:2018-12-24;181T HH :2019-03-04.
BEETH: ) ARG EERTE K234 W5 H (No. 2017B030301005-LORS1804) ; [6 5 iff ¥ J5y 25 [8] 1 1 3% Ja&k
50 P 5% R A S 56 5 ik 4 9% B 9 [ (No. 201702002)



1650 e KEE TR 927 %

the efficiency of calculation. A spatial-spectral correlation distance of neighborhood pixels was rede-
fined in the pixel neighbor space based on spatial-spectral feature information. In addition, a space-
spectrum correlation distance integrated with spatial neighbor information was used as the weight to
measure the similarity of neighborhood pixels. These increase the probability that similar features
would be classified as neighbors, thus improving the accuracy of feature classification. Simulation ex-
periments were conducted on two sets of hyperspectral datasets from Indian Pines and Pavia Universi-
ty. Experimental results show that, compared with other similar algorithms, the proposed algorithm
improves overall classification accuracy, average classification accuracy, and the Kappa coefficient by
at least 2. 3%, 1. 4%, and 1. 07%, respectively. Compared with the model algorithm prior to en-
hancements, the improved algorithm not only achieves higher overall classification accuracy but also
considerably reduces the running time.

Key words: classification of hyperspectral images; Gauss process regression; maximum variance;square

root matrix decomposition;spectral-spatial associated distance

1 3 F

3 2802 XoF 45 5 W — AELULINY e D L o — 2 Sl B
IR . G R B AR B B BN 2 O
TERT AN IE 22 R 1R G — SF A H AL A7 A e R0
ME AR B ICA VR E WA 2R OLIE 5 B L IE
Bops s i A At PRt R A B B B
o WA R R AT RRCR . A IR R ke
ISR IR R s O A DS T =P L3l ST )
VR X 6] P b2 2 — 7 TR 3 o 47 4 e i AP Kt
HERE  AE IR 2 A )X O 3 KR B AT A R0
K 55— 5 w5 AR U L & 24 ) B
AR DG T8 255 145 5 AN W R T 23 2 U0 1 A
FER L IRAR R A B 2 R G R A Y X
T BRI 2 A — IR Ml 9 4E 1T 22 B R AL B 45 #8
TG 9 X LG R .

1+ ST 2o AR A R I P B A DL I B i 2 P 4 A S
A R 18— BT (19 2% 7 3 AT B B 1 Ak BRI g 2
IR SRR o T D A S R AR T A 2
UGN TINEEY W Sk RS PN Ol S X AN
TAFFT . SCHRL LS T T v 37 aed e 0 Sfe [ AR i
HERC DL — 25 10l 20 2 s SURR L6 1RE o 207 oo AR A
T & 38 2 W B 2y~ 5 SCHR L7 DI ey 40 [l 09 5 7
o 0 7 T 3] e JR5 ] 5 0ok A e ik K O A 2 b
WORE T B 9 A5 8 s SCHR L 18 TH I 1 — b 7 O 22
1 30T [0 o R A Y I R 2 e 1 IR
WSRO ROCR s SCiR(19 )fd
JH e 30 10 U gk A 0 0 21 A St g O 3% X 1] 3 47 [m]

U

LR L P e Mo AR A B AE 4 2K [m] U Uy T A
ARG H B A OGS 26 B D
I H IR E 73 W58 #2470 e B i AR AR TR 3 A7
Or B B 8 R TS R O TE £ SR =S (]
FE . NI SOR mOETE ER A B R 235 S
A BB ef, DGR T I i e 07 ok e 8 R 80 73 2 g
JEE o [R) Ik B8 g 407 o R A5 T | BIL i %~ 3R K
R AT REA A G » 15 e R A5 0 ) B 7 A 14 25
[ 50, AR SCAM) P e R 7 22 3k Bk 1k )11 5 1 4R DU
205 /N e 30T I R [ U5 2 0K A 1) 4R 59 L R T
7 KR I 73 gk 30 68 DT % TN A AN E A A 8 25 2R
0 5 AP SR SR AR AR 1 X B T AT N SR A L
KRR AR T

2 SRR

e U7 A A R AR R RN P S i rh B ML R
i, XoF R T Ak R A A AR R R ML A 2 T
HENEZ— Horp i WY A R A 65 s 07 ok A ]
R e B R 2 X R SO A v e A [l
BERVTE = G5 R 43 26 0 0 1 e 9 ok 2 1] 5
(Gaussian Process Regression, GPR) J&{d#i I Wi il
B A x % 2 ok o SR v i B AT S EU Y
MBI RGBS D= {x,,y:|i=
1,2,... Ny &A N ADIGREE . (2, ) HHEAR
By N RN . 1T A0 A T 2R BHE 4R D AR
i A E Ay TR) A SR RS o DA T A S PR S R
KA E o, iR [ H R B v, = f () s



LI

MR e, 45 o R DT B e A iR S R R 1651

v T AR 15 S —F AR 2 Bfk [l I3 AR, H
AN 2 WSS KR Y 2 BOE 2 T B S e
B A AR PEAT AL, S v 3y o R [ 0 A 0 rp R
o E AT R Al G R Sy R PSS, R A
T3S AR R
2.1 R REER

B N A X={x,,225....28}» B N
ANHELRECE R f={f1sfou s ) A
=[x, HEERECR 0 MBS R EL £ e 5
3 A1 R A 1o 38 3 A

p(f) = N(o,K). (D

D525 K AR R R BOHEE R E S X

BT A% ok B8y v T AR I SR A R A

_e=a P

2h*
H:6, FoRm Tl 2%, h FRAKTFRES
B iR S R SR TR R R o= [0,
hlo X MASWREEA X = {2,200 saut HE
o 187 [0 0 RER A S

PSS IX,x*):N{U{K K. H

k(x,x") :8§exp< ), (2)

K=k(X,X)
K, = k(X.X.)
K.. =k(X.,X.). (3)

P i1 39r A1 A 22 S0 4 ik AT A
pCf | Xof X)) = N(qg. »3.)
n. =K K'[f
5. =K.. —K.K'K.. €Y
MKAEA o XD S . oA
pCf | Xofrz) = N, »p.)

n. = k.K'y
p. =k.. —k.K'K,
k. = k(X,2)
k.. =k(x.,x.). (%)

A8 2 (5D AT LUK T30 S A 244 A Sy A
ZNEUE THESE S
v. =n. = kL.K"'y. (6)
2.2 SREEHTEER
# WRKFEA = B HOIE v 7778 1Y B pR &R/
[i] 55 A7 g s, )
vy = f(x)+e, (7)
Hrgr e lRIMNC0,6°) 0" RRMEF 722, E R
71N BRSO 6 RE B DU T (B AH X T e S R S

LR PRI -
p(y | ) =N.GE). (8)
R RS R f BT T A G ALLAR BREL

P10 = [pr | DS =

N(o.K+ Es™). (9
TEMER TP X M AR X = {2,
Tose oo sxuy s XTI A B AE . B & 43 Al 3R
NN
plyey) =N K' K..+E®
(10)
FH 1= 53 A0 B9 Z2 O RRAE AT B B v A
AT 1R DA v 38t 53 A
p(y. | y) =N(q..3.)
n. =K.H'y
>S. =K.. —K'H'K. + Es". (1D
WAL B AL AR o K N7 B 10 e
v B TN A A ks R R 3T A A S
p(yv. | X.y.x.) = N(qg. +5.)

[K—FEGZ K. J}
() .

n. =k .H'y
6. =k.. —kiH'K,
k. = k(X.2)
k.. = k(x.,x.). (12)

T A E A X A2 ML FEA . 1Y JC M i
iR 5 AR A dw >, = K. —
K. H'K. + E’ fIL AN P H o' =k. . —
ki H'K, WA Mgy 22, B 05 A s 7
22 RN I AR BNMACREAS 2 B 0 0 68 IS e T
B 0y A UM g 0 o A S EAE O 2. B TN B
fH, B .

y. =n. =k'H'y. (13)

BWp=H "y, WIECFEAS 2. J7 % R Y 7800 22
fiy. K

y. =n. =kiH'y=kip=

M
Epik(x'i,zr*). (14)
i=1

2.3 BHIELRKENSHES
1o T ek A [ R R 8 R SR o T B B
N GRREAS G A7 2 2T oR A% o M R AR AR AR 3k %)
AR HEAT S H UG -
(o) =—np(y | X,0) =



1652 e KR TR

%4n|f1r%%yTHﬂy+J¥m<mo, (15)

Ff H=K+Es* . N 723 B2 8 o, 6 A3
(15 P /ME -

gpz argmin(z(¢)). (16)
¢
XAXADTHSE ¢ KT
dr(e) _ 1 9 119 g1y, —
PP 28¢(Zn|H|)+2y 7(H )y =
1 —, IK 1 1 K
—tr(H' —\— =y H' —H"'
2( %) 2 Io
1 —1 T aK
—ur[ (H —ppw—}, (17
L
K  rIK;
— . (18)
950 [330 :|MXM

X BT P AZ oR Bk e 30T A5 ) 3 A o B Oy
KOS S, FMh KT

3K,_ ||Ii_l"j||2
29, Zé\fexp( Y E— >, (19
aKJ_ ||xi_1j||2
T k(xisx;) x . (20)
XS S8 o TR T
0T LT ey P
% Zz‘r[(H pp) 90]
or(H' —p'p). (21)
XA~ CH K SHCRF AN G
) BB B 015 ﬂ&m¢mﬂﬂﬁ

3 SRR 6 Rt

e S Aok R ] I A AR ok R S R oK 2 R
W KA SR T T o YR B B T 550 0 5 B X B O 2= 0
M K+ Es* 473K, tHE R O’ XA R
UOB 25 VN R8540 4 L KB s vy Bk 72 11 A9 3
SEE B R 3K ™ EE R 2 T e S ek A (el A A Y (Y
FH SR s AR ST A T R o AR s 0T At R [l I
B S HOR IR = .
3.1 FEWMERARATERME
e REAR i 3r 3k AR T R AR Y ik, 8
R B 7T R IR BON 5 T8 2 A AUl BRI T
Beo ALV KT 25 R 48 b 18 BO AR A 1+
. TRV RE L AR 5 5 B0 I e S
BRI A T 2250

§ = Ll =D 4w b G — 7],

(22)

827 &
Horpr o AR A (i 3 18
T 22 RN
Num
ngznmx[hiﬂl§]<x,—aﬂz]. (23)

EFRRITENFEEFRRE.

Stepl s SRR A FIF £ 19 K/ 5

Step2 : TR MEAFEA X B IME ;

Step3 : 71 AN A B3I 5 A A 344 2
M5 s

Stepd: Xf 226 F AT HE P, R KW
Num AREA 3R 8] 7 5 72 19 T4
3.2 FHREBESBEERER

FESE PR B MG o Zead B v AW S B B9 A
ICREATINA 25 SR F B 3 I 1 DN 3 R A - £ X6 AL
RUHEAT YN 2 o 3 AN AX 23 38 it 53 a5k 3 2 o8 I A 78
TR AR . AR SN T B8 = USRS 7 0 5505, [
fRAF B R Y O MR B 23 i 105 0T 38 b 12 FE AR
AT A5 T8 0 5

R4 25 £t<13>%n S A5 XU I 225 B K+
Eo® A7 R Wis R 42 B O(Num?®) , i 45 8
FEAS BTN 5 0 B 2 R R 53 )5 0 R A 1 4R
HEAT R A TR 2, 1 F B AR LR BRI L 1 T
R A B 0 fife 1 S 4 — AN X R 1 78 2 P 8 R i —
T = AR e R N S AR . 1 R S B R
Gy PR T I AR 2 A2 R I B S B P AR
. WN=MEMEN LT 25 H=K
+Es® #1753 -

H=K+F* =L"L, (24)
XAXAD R EIE p=H 'y #E17Kff

p=H'y=((L"L)'y=L"(L"H"y. (25

B35 =5 BT IR LAY T 42 09 D = { Xim
Yo P A m”ﬁ%ﬂ‘xﬂﬂ#ﬁﬁﬂ/\?ﬂﬁ”iﬁ?% Jri
FMZE SN Daow = { Xnum s Xow s Yxumse v s Yo' |5
X' ={Xxumre e s X 1Y = {ynum v ok BR
BNGE S X R o, 0907 22 5 0, R4 A X
CL3D 3 A B bR A A 1 T30 g %y

yo=n =k p=kQ'y. (26
4 / 2 H P
Q=k(X,X)+Ea'=[ }
P&t Es
P = k(XNum9Xm')
&= k(X, . X,). 27)

MG 22 50 (25) 5 845 BB I A AR IE BEAS 1Y



LI

MR e, 45 o R DT B e A iR S R R 1653

oI A s R XS 2 227D (1 v ] QSR i
BUOR WA R 28 BEAR K L AR X B SCE R T F 5
R o i 1%t Q 70 i B @ WY 7 ARAE Y 71
L Q=LoLo - BAXS Q I/ fi i |

Q= LL, =
R S-"rR S R'R R'S
[o c} [o CJ:[STR STS—I—CTC}
(28)
g QDA 28,115,
H = R'R, (29)
P =R'S, (30)
o+ Es* =8"S+ c'e. (3D
gihRCOHMKCH .
H=K-+E’=L'L=R'R (32)

R 5 - 5 AR 4 I 43 e 1 o — 1k, BT LA L
=R, X GO MBI
S= (R"H'P, (33)
clce=a+E"*—S'S. (34)
FRYE B AR FEA I A SR m AT W] 45
B J(ThOZ(Ca+EGZ —S'S)., m >1
‘ | /o+E"—S'S,
kDA E syt B nT 0, 2 (27) Q By 43 Ly
AR 0 (24) H 19 43 ff ] 452 3R A5 .ty b T AR 48
2 (26) ZRAFH AR ICHE A A T w e0 {B . XA
I 5 R o A i 1] 42 45 28T B A A 1 1510
M RIRE T X Q SR K (Num +mD)
X (Nu7n+7n/)E@§E|§$%ﬁ$B%1E§j7 m/ ><771/ E/‘J%EIQF
Sy A=t (33) X (34) (4 J 1 TR 45 4

. (35)

m =1

4 BmEXERFLYHHIREE )2

J T e T AR LA A A 2R L S a2k
B >Y B ] U R) R, — 4 2R 2R Iy € {1, —
Lho A s 0T e R Tl 05 % o o' 1 MR o 2 1) A
N

Stepl ¥ =4 K EKIME y. € {1, —1LIEN
DR A 5~ 4 19 [0 ) o] 7 5

Step2 : #5 A B bn ICFE A A i 52 L AR 4
LA BHAEA W BIEEE 5. 5

Step3 : ARG AT B 40 752 B8 20 (33) J) b7 A
ARG v s
J 1, 7. >0

. (36
1_19 7]>e<0 )

. = sign(y.) =

BRI T v B Ak 7R 18]I Y 43 SIS R HL T A
st B DR T BHMR o6k R B H PRk
ARG R BB 2 MR FZ RS L. mm G
B R AR R b, FAR R A B AR AR R LY
JE R ZE M) XA 25 A S 1 5 B — o i 2k
PR ANSRAE 73 28 5 7 v ¥ R R 0 &R 80 TR {5 B
DA AT v U BT B RR A7 B AR IR 75 X 3 28 435
R
4.1 BEZTIEXEKER

FEHS D AE E AR T o Qo o) XERE G I0] I
BAEBIE Ry

7=+ 2 E Ay y) =

JEQG)

M
E‘Oik(l'iaxj)“i’/\ E A(y]-,y,-), (37)
j=1

J€atp
HA . Q) HBRE piCurvo) HH D KNH sXs
I P25 8] s Cu s 0) HARTT po TE OGS R T Y
190, EABZE T Qp ) E LA -
Qp) = A{piCusv) | u, € Lu; —rou, +1r1,
v, € v, —rsv; +7]}, (38)

L b o) B A E T Q) 5 1

PEAR I, AT 4B S | Q(p) I EA s° 4. 7ERX

;H\:EF':TZS

A<y,,.,yi>={_11 jiz (39)
1% 2 37) A A ALAE A H 2 R A A 46
A B AR T 5 ol — B B K, 2 AR IR
IG5 AR T — ECHE T A A R, X [
VS B0 A6 1 o B9 S 57 e o I B i 2 22 R 4K
AN R SR BT B X H R TT I A RO — X B X
(3T WLk -
7= Dok (xia) F Ay D> Al 0.
j=1 j€ap)
(40)
FIFA R (40D iy A, e JEE B4R I o, X e
BT p: WA 2R RN, AR AR &G B R Y
a3 a5 1A — BOR A A SCR T 0BT ps (us o)
HiERzs T QCp) R0 I BE 85 0k B & A8 N &
JCHY B R AR LM, BB R oy p,y TR 25 1% QIR
EE%‘%] dSS:
dss; = min{d(p,»Q(p;)),d(p;»Q(p))},
(41)



1654 e KEE TR

827 &

Hi.d(p, . QUp) TG TT p. BMZTC p,; ILEEAS

Zwﬁ ||Pi_sz ||
d(pl,Q(Pj)) = = 2 ’
Z‘wﬂ
=1

Hor s, HIEARZSE] QCp) HARTT p, it i s Xs
I AR 2 18] WA, 1) FH e 07 A% 1) S A% ok B0 R
T
w;, = exp{—|| p;, = pi | 17/2h%}. (43)

XHEBKFERESH h=0.1, AKX UD A
K U2 AT LLE . 25 1% B IE B 45 o0 iy =5 1]l
P AE B AR 8155 3R OAE R R A AR 0
I T AR B b ) — B A RTR R kR B A
O ARG R AR B A e . TS G
IR B A diss; oA 1 B0, R /N X6F L 1
LA A, =1/dss; .
4.2 OAO ZEFNFEE X

HXaRES T EAZ THmAEREN, AT L
R0 s =1 TR = 1 B S A B i 0 ey ol = R S
R 253 K554 “—X%—” (One Against One,
OAO) . “ZLXf—"(0One Against All,OAA) %, &
WITENBCN G, LUF 45 i — X — f 2% — 2 2K
i3

OAO Z K553 J 5k 2 AR w4 2k
SIS R = R E B, X TR G B
OAO Z R PH_TE G(G—1D /2 Mk
WC, lijeL. 2, Gsij ). 53 258% C, &R
T NI 2L Pk PR 2R A G () ) LUAE N
IEFREA . 25 2285 C, HE « . J8 TIEREAR N
BRG  IHEV AL E N o 8T AR,
B sV, 1. @2, K RE A
2y, e

y. = argmaxV,. (44)
i=1,2,,G
4.3 OAA SEFHEHEZE
OAA Z 25 7 28 551 2 AR B4 28 1)

Mg R n B X TN AECE G W
OAO ZZ KAk T G MR (C e
1,2,.Gh o CoB MA@ AR IEREAS, A 2 5]
HAREA . AR o 2203084 C FIE Ja fr b 45 2R
Hple |CHEZ WS WA . -
Y. = argmaxq(x.x.(ﬂ ChH. (45)

i=1,2,.G

H T B o ax B A 45 ) DG HE A5 3 15 B Y
HeHE R AR E B OAA 4328 i FE (Associated
Space Spectrum Improved Gaussian Process Re-
gression-OAA,AS’IGPR-OAA) .

WA RGBS Xp RS D K15
HG.g=1,

Stepl: B RHANE g=1;

Step2 R IEX (22), 2 (23) fe Ky 22 90 ik
WL T4 D'y s

Step3: AN A FENL T4 D'+ LG
B A2 i N H AR TP ) 24 s

Stepd: g+ + . % g=<<G.$AT Step2., & N i% i
=0, 11T Step5;

Step5 .7+ + . BUEHOL G E & Xp 9 1% T
xi.g=1;

Step6 : AR HE L 12) T AE A MWAAEA 2, 1Y
A4 g () g

Step7: #7 g < G, P47 Step7, & N 1 17
Step8;

Step8: M43 (45) 13 BRI = X N #Y 9) 4R
o v FIWT G R X 2w U T A 4T,
Fioak i =05 AT Step9, W AT Step5;

Step9:i+ + BRI 2« X IR A v
g=1;

Stepl0: A4 3 (41) ~ 3 (43) 13 B S Bk 25 3%

a5 R HAUE A, 5

Stepl1: A4l X 3D BB IEJ5 1R TT « 1
TOAE y, 5

Stepll: # g << G, $i 47 Step9, & W] 1 17
SteplZ;

Stepl2: FIWr = 6% KR Xp H&RIT 0 XF I
MIRERZEN v, B /B IET, HEWAT T —2, %
MFAAT Step;

Stepl3: M 4& =X (45) 15 2 Fir A 1% 70 % D /9 28
llyi o

5 EBRGALSERSH

T R AR 3L 43 S 8RR B A R NGB
1F Indian Pines il Pavia University P 2H = )G i
BARSE FOF S . Indian Pines &5 %% i K]
Bl AVIRIS & & W . 25 18] 43 BN 20 m,
K/INH 145 pixel X145 pixel AL 1% 220 3B . b



LI

W o, A« Bt e S R T U e D s i RS

IS SRS

1655

PIREAS 10 366 A, H b A A K4 52 AH (002 1% =
X35 N AREAS A3 A A 7, Pavia University =56
T 1R SRR A ROSIS A2 )85 8 L 23 1] 23 B 5 N
1.3 m, K/ 340 pixel X610 pixel, 5 115 4>
W BL HIREAS 42 776 >, Hor 12 AN Bz K i
s, ] 103 DM BC T S .

M2 iy v BB AL 12 455 ] E L9 iR R oT A
YIZRAE K 10 R V- BHEAE b & B 1 55
KKG . B F 3558 Intel (R) Core (TM) i7-
7700U@ 3. 6 GHz, RAM: 8 GB, ¥ 1} # & K.
Matlab R2014a. f#i A S AR50 25K B (Overall Ac-
curacy, OA) -3 43 2585 & (Average Accuracy,
AA)HI Kappa Z A SRR 9 VP40 Br e

5.1 BEEEHELE

TSR UEAS SR WA AR o e A
1H-OAA 77 % (GPR-OAA) . & i o # [ 15-
OAO J7#: (GPR-OAO) \ A SC g kB 35:-OAA J7
% CAS'IGPR-OAA) | 4% 3C B i 55 1:-OAO 7 ik
(AS'IGPR-OAO) DA K SCwk[20 ], SCwk [ 21 J ik 47
(S P i = R CI R PR B R - W A
WEZARABE o=16,h.a [ FIH AWK
RIRE RS . SCBRL21 1y SVM 4325 2 o {11
e T AR ) A R A, S8 B &8 IR 3R 15
PRI v DT R b FE B 2 aE 100 M EEA
PN R o i g . 2 1 MK BILTE In-
dian Pines &Gk EIG F o2 x) Hegh R,

F 1 FHBHEEHE Indian Pines §RIEEK LB 2 EXT L
Tab. 1 Classification and comparison of algorithms on Indian Pineshyperspectral imagery
GPR-OAA GPR-OAO  AS’'IGPR-OAA  AS*IGPR-OAO SCHRL20] Cikl21]
C 57.98 70.14 71.58 77.12 75.94 64.92
C, 71.99 73.11 81.02 79.08 84. 87 75.82
C, 90.91 93.21 95.09 95.58 91.76 87.29
C, 85. 06 82.98 95.02 90. 14 87.96 80. 17
Cs 79.13 78.09 92.16 88.11 91.17 81. 56
Cs 95. 26 95.11 98. 94 98.57 97. 24 93. 81
C,; 89.07 88. 81 97. 37 96.41 95. 05 85. 68
Cs 93.98 93.05 96. 98 94. 83 95.76 92. 26
C, 99.02 98.75 99.58 99.18 98. 84 97.57
Ci 80.42 73.78 94.13 88. 29 90. 34 79. 64
OA 78.13 81.16 88.12 87. 26 85.93 79.49
AA 84.28 84.71 92.19 90. 73 90. 89 83. 87
Kappa 0.752 0. 806 0.852 0. 849 0.843 0.758

ML FRECHE FR AT R R IS A R A R ]
4432757 (AP IGPR-OAA , AS* IGPR-OAO) #%
P B Bl R e 30T O R RT3 2K 5 5 (GPR-OAA,
GPR-OAO) IR KHE T, 10 A2 G/ 43 FNG B 1
HAL T2 Xt P B, B AR A SR BE V34 4 20K B R
Kappa 205 7t 48 5 22 00 T oK ootk m /9 o7
o VAWK 23 3 SC B AR R Rl A 31 & J aok 72 [l )5 A
RUJ5 A8 B0 B JRR 7 R P 0 S 285 SR 1 5 e, 4
KT LGy — B0 E#Rm, REEEST o

R B s AR SCRl S v AR el 03 2 A 2O Ik
L 0AA Z2000 K07k E I BT OAO 22k
B0 10 ARG /3 2h 9 A BIHE T
30 B 19 o RS BE AL 5 ASPIGPR-OAA 7F 10
ANEBIRAE 7 A4y 2Ok B AR T ek 200, [21 ],
i BF ASPIGPR-OAA ¥ 4 #5 #5 OA =88.12%,
AA=091. 29%, Kappa=0. 852 AH It SC#Hk [ 20 ],
(211 & /D4R T 2.55%, 1. 43% F1 1. 07 %,
& H 4 Indian Pines @y yGig G 45 R0 T .
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(e) 3k [20]
(e) Literature[20]

()ASIIGPR-OAA

(f) Literature[21]

Bl 1 % 3E% Indian Pines & 6% & 4y 25 45

1 4% B3k %) Indian Pines 5 )63 B4 1) 4
REERAT LR W, Btk 5 1943 28 U7 ik (AS IGPR-
OAA,AS'IGPR-OAO) 5 Al & 25 i 45 B 0 =
AR ] 4> 26 (GPR-OAA, GPR-OAO) . ¢
BRC21 M H A R R S A B 2 1M s o 28
X IR %A IEW . ASTIGPR-OAA 432545 545
SCHRL 20 T8 Ay o 0« 55 5910 X6 D 3 e 2 A A A )
(1 DX 35k, 23 3 06 A 15 B I A RIS B IE 4 R 45 4
AR (5 WA TR . 4% L 7E Pavia
University & 6% B4 LA 285t b n T % 2
FIT7R .

N 2 Bl mT A, R S A v T R ] 3
K51 (AS'IGPR-OAA ., AS’IGPR-OAO) By 432K
R A A 2 AR U0 Tt v S AR 05 432 07 ik

e S el 0 BTG OAN.GIR A A X
AR Rl A — 8 R RE L ATl 1 MR RS X o 2 Y B R
£ 2 H{EETE Pavia University 5 iEE G E XL
Tab. 2 Classification and comparison of algorithms on Pavia University hyperspectral imagery
GPR-OAA GPR-OAO  AS’IGPR-OAA AS'IGPR-OAO SCHkL20] SCHk[21]
C, 75.14 79. 83 84. 81 86. 21 85.39 73.66
C, 86.92 85. 67 92.53 90. 07 88.76 84.73
C; 86.57 84. 96 92.44 91.16 87.92 83.19
C, 94.91 96. 12 97.39 96. 64 97.42 93. 84
C; 99. 28 99. 48 99. 82 99. 65 99. 58 99.17
o 87.89 90. 11 95. 28 94. 63 94. 84 87. 44
C; 95. 64 93.05 98.78 96. 76 97.21 94. 38
Cs 82.99 85.01 91. 37 90. 85 89.95 83.92
C, 99.16 99. 74 99. 89 99. 77 99. 56 99. 45
OA 86. 36 86.79 92. 39 91.12 90. 32 84.22
AA 89. 83 90. 44 94.70 93.97 93.39 88. 86
Kappa 0.798 0. 832 0.913 0. 889 0. 897 0. 786

YNGR B T R R ; R BF ASPIGPR-OAA
129 DNFEAAE 7AW AR RS e T CERL 20,
HA e i OA=92.39% , AA=94.7% ,Kap-
pa=0.903 A [k CER[20 ], [21 )40 5 = 04 s 1
2.3%,1. 4% M 1.78% , £ B %t Pavia Univer-
sity FOGIEERMG 2 F IR 2,850 55 2 5
JERAT Y

5.2 REYHERESHT

o BT A A I S A TR e o) 2 ) SR A R
P RABLAR s, B v 7k A [l A A 3 5 R 2
KPS 1 e 7ok B 1 . AR SO B
R I 22 16 B a1~ 4 0T AR o o 0 e 125 6
ICFEA AT BEARL O 25 21 . Ry 1 AR BB et I
B P HE . ¥ Indian Pines il Pavia University 21



o7

MR e, 45 o R DT B e A iR S R R 1657

A :
(e) 3ZHik [20]
(e) Literature[20]

(O ik [21]
(f) Literature|21]

(d)AS’ IGPR-OAA

K 2 535 Pavia University 5 Y6l ER 40 25 25
Fig. 2 Classification results of Pavia Universityhy-

perspectral image by each algorithm

FOGIEREA B 4 O =84 NGRS A Dr ik
45 Dy MR ES Dy W ALEE 2R K
INR— I REA S BT HE AT N 25 . R 28 B BE B 40,
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Fig. 3 Classification results of algorithms under dif-

I8 A

ferent sample numbers
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43RG BE M Kappa R 8055 /r R pR 8K EAL T
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Fig. 4 Evaluation results on the Indian Pines dataset

before and after algorithm improvement
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S B0 8 35 R 43 28 IR IE A 2 02 R I
PR (H Y REARRGE R 250 2 AT, B FRC B 1k
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