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Hyperspectral Image Classification Combining Kernel Sparse Multinomial
Logistic Regression and TV-L1 Error Rejection
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Abstract; Sparse multinomial logistic regression( SMLR) is an important supervised classification method for hyper-
spectral images( HST) . However , because the traditional SMLR based pixel-wise classifiers only use the spectral signatures,
the good robustness and high classification accuracy are hardly achieved with a small number of samples without considering
the spatial information of HSI. By using the kernel tricks, the kernel sparse multinomial logistic regression( KSMLR) method
can partly overcome this limitation,however the resulted misclassification errors are still expected to be further reduced. Ac-
cording to the statistical analysis of classification errors resulted in KSMLR , we propose a novel two stage framework which
combines KSMLR and error rejection for HSI classification. The proposed model,named KSMRL-TVLI ,adopts the L1 norm
to measure the heavy-tailed property of the classification errors so as to build the data fidelity term,and uses the total varia-
tion( TV) regularization term to measure the local spatial smoothness of the hidden probability field. The experiments on In-
dian Pines dataset and University of Pavia dataset show that the proposed method can better improve the robustness and clas-
sification accuracy.

Key words: hyperspectral image ;image classification ; kernel sparse multinomial logistic regression ;error rejection

1 g|= A, A [ 0 2 68 LA [ 3 BE R B9 1% mi i
(L 8 A ) ) BT 4 D BB b S AN T 1 L R i

E%J“ﬁ%ﬁﬂ%&ﬁi&m{w%iﬁ ':F‘ ’ %%f&ﬁ{%ﬁ( }J\ﬁﬁﬂ[xj*ﬁﬂfﬁ'ﬁfﬁ éj:‘ﬁEﬂé[X%'JZ:EJ E"J%}:ﬁ“ ~3] . %%fé‘fg
IR BB DOBCE BAE ELHESE O BERE e b e e A 95 U W E 55 U
IO IR R BRI A ITIELI o s e

WiCs H 491:2016-05-27 ; ¢ [a] F1 1 :2017-01-03 ; ¢ {5 . 2 9 %
AT B A RBFF 4 (No. 61571230) 5 [ 5 5 BF % 114 ( No. 2016 YFFO103604 ) ; 7145 45 [ A} 3 4 ( No. BK20161500) 5 IT. %544 333
T.F#(No. BRA2015345)



176 T

E 2018 4

R EENFZ—.

H AT, S CHE G B 4328 5 A& SUR OGS (5
SRR NS -G R G 1 00 ROk, SRR L
(Support Vector Machines, SVM ) 2 & 4E 50 i 432511
AR, BAERDEE P EIR I RAORS . £
JCZ# [ )] ( Multinomial Logistic Regression, MLR)'®' J7
PR A B A A ), L S R X
JE AR A 2 ) R S MEoT R T —
FERME A, AN 75 2T IR A M A AR TR RO
(Sparse Representation) " 4353 14 B AR (B AT
—ARoCHER AT LA |y [R) 28500 25 [R] 4G oo e Pk 2o , kT ]
FH VAR A 1 1 7 MR T B 0L S L R 1 S B 8 '
FEEG 2. Wi £ 038 §8 1] 5 ( Sparse Multinomial Lo-
gistic Regression, SMLR) "® 7 v AR 4 M filt & T 7 5 3271
2 TCB A T 2 i U0, A2 H = G R 2 25 1
FEE)y 1, SR SMLR J7 ¥ i AA A — 2 A 2 : (1) SMLR
THASE e BE A e, AL B RSO P A A5 (2) AR
JGIE{E R SMLR 220 T SARAS B 1 25 R HFALE , 7670
BRI 119 43 R FE RN ARL % (9 5 R TS B S AN 2. %
TR [0, SCHRL 9 ] 52 3 A TR 140 28RS T hi ks B H
(Logistic Regression via Variable Splitting and Augmented
Lagrangian , LORSAL) %33R fi# SMLR A [|] 9 &% 7 &5,
FRAR VIR AR XTI il 5 AT, B b
ZciZ 0] )7 (Kernel SMLR, KSMLR) 7] LA# 73 38 ik |
WL, AR R RIR AT — PRI M5 2, b
Tk ESRA ORI T T oG R OGS S BAE
SRS R A S A R OGS EUR A A AR5 T 2
IF] 5 S A 5

I R A A B — SR AR DL DX, 3 4 X s
FHSR G TG & T Ry , Ry 43 A 1) 23 (8] o
RV R, 2 A O B AT SEUE, H
5 s AR B ) P 32 A P AR A« 2 [RIRRAE 4
HURI AR AL

— RN A AR ARSI 2= -5 R 5 20 2 0 i S8
AU RIS [ RFAE , SR 5 ) 45 TRIARRAE A0 O 1 A AE
AR 2R d AT IZ 53 25, 40, Camps-Valls 55 fdf
FHZS [ H R 22 4F 28 RVRHIE , 3 o 52 5 4% 1 5 ekt
JCTEAE AR F0 25 18] FR AR 47 A 0 T U 2k Sy ) AL
(SVM) . Gurram 455 3 7E % Hilbert 23 [A P45 A
A MEMEE R T MR T A AR A RS SVM 4
I NI 2 T B U5 7, 0l ) s 4 3 o
IR EZE 1 BR) BRI I 2 il 25 -1 e 5 4 S M B2y
2. 0 R EEER T s S R o 2R B R
ST I AN B 2] T Bk e G T B A T R
S L DR o Y| 2T A S R I N S S N SRV € ot
BT IR A W ARG . SCIR (15 13 T —Fh s

DG FMER 3 I M 5P Ry B 458 HE 51 ( Discriminative Lo-
cally Enhanced Alignment) J5 % , H oG EfE T 1% 7 —Fb
HE T S JRy FS 1 5 HE 2 B AR B2 W e ol R R
e T 22 0 B R B Gl I R AR B A
FIVREAS ] P R AP B2 o, DA 3K 38 () B 3 4 3 S RN AR
Z3 U S5 F (5 50 B . LR BFR R, 25 -1 A 1
Gy DS AR IG5 200 43 28 07 T AH L AT LA 8%
P G Y o N L

Gy AL BRI T 1 R e X MR R A2, SR
Je A A AR B BR 4SS B 1R BT 4R R A 43 2K fE
AEFRFEAT T ARG AT ST A 8 DU R - i s
VEIE R ] KRBt ( Markov Random Fields, MRF) it
TN % 19 $EZE ( Object-based Voting ) 1752 2 ( Relearn-
ing) "', Mo MR IEEME G R T L, DR Al el
HUT LAARGY Uk 25 18] 8,45 45 31 B8 4 28 m) L Sk
(17 145 SVM 43245 Fl MRF B 5740 —HESR , 3R BX 0k
TERIR B AR BEGE N — RS A m 2
TCZHRIAAFZ R DR ] -5 Ak ( Multilevel Lo-
gistic Markov-Gibbs ) 4 &5 Y63 45 432 o7 %" . sk
(20 J 82t —Fh | 3& 1 ) MRF J7ik, % MRF [ AUE H
AMEOTHYA PR B B0 o . SCHRL 21 ] 7 e Al | 4
T — R 2 02 48 1915 (KSMLR ) 5 iiiA MRF 4
S G 20 s A5 [ANE B AL MRF 47
AL ISR, 2 a5 B SIS 5 R ARSS & AT LR
INPRIRZE HR R D BT R S 2R TR RE.

S SCHR[ 18 ~21 ] has EIE5 3 8 AR Y JE &, AR 3C
P& — A L 22 o0 B B RN TV-L1 S5 50 58 5 i,
HAEAKEZL N 1 . 205 % 8 e R M g 2002
BT AR i G T R HEA T OC IS R0 26, AR BRI A6 70
R pyonn s ARG LA RIS R ) R R e e
P, SRS H A 1 B33 g Rk 2 43 8 5 15T 1Y
23 )RR T ZR P R, A SO B R 37 ¢ SR 73 2R
ZEIE] Py B A 5 K S5 B4 8T [0 &2, ) FH Laplace %45
RISRFN TV IE NI N7 17 29 o) TV-L1 B iR SRR
T Z AR A] 3@ a5 A8 S 7 0] 3 73 ( Alternating Direction
Method of Multipliers, ADMM ) 3 >R fi#. L5620, 28 3
TIERREES T m SRR Ja R SRS AR R AT R
P, AT LU RO BRI ZAEAAS SR 10 73 2858 1%, 4
T EFEAT W G
2 MRS TEBENEGTERSEXREEE

B X = (x, 5,0 3,) € RV FREDEIENR, 3
Hhx, e R REDEIG A | MEOT, L RR B S =
11,2, NP R EDLIE R N MR R 5146, Y =
(3, ¥25 0,9y ) € RUVVREG ISR %, Hohy, =



1 TRAIR IR T Z2 TCIB 40 1A AN TV-L1 S8R5 R 0 = ik PG 4 28051 177

1, xeffjk

[yi(l),yEZ)’_._,ny)JTeRK’ny:{ YOS ]
09 xl€€/§ﬁ]7<

LORSAL

K=1{1,2,-- K} B} K251,

7 Rd el | Sk
&Wﬁ%ﬁb]&ffﬂlﬂlﬂ]ﬁi VKR D
P, =pP(x,0)

A

OISR AR TE D5
Hpk’.sw;e'q“ L1 TV(9)
l Y_TVLI- ADMM

o TV-LIZfs Sk

A

et SIS ¢

A

R Gtk A1
q>0 1'q=1

1 ARG 2 oC AR A RITV - LR B B A 4

2.1 BHGLITiZEEYI(KSMLR) 5%

DGR 2 260 HARE B —ME o x, 7
Be— GRS y, e K, 2 A — A R I . R
AR BT 2 0 8 AL p (y, Lx,) R4 ERTT x,
BFFEALE )i 0 BOARPET x, B T4 b 2RIOBER iCh
JIRAS - Ul

| | exp o™ h(x,))
pfk) - p(yfk) =1 ‘x“w) = —

Zexp(wm'h(xi))

j keK,ieS (1)
Hep =[p" - p" 1w =0, 0" T RFEER
B b (x) = [hy (%), -,k (%) ] RIRIRITHHE. 05
TEOLT h(x) AT LR N R b (x) = [1,K(x,x,),
o K(xx )T R K- ) B X RRAAZ B A
SCfdi 4% 7] % ( Radial Basis Function, RBF) %, K (x,,
x) =exp (- |x, -x,|"/20%) MEEAE I E 0 BAH
Bk, @ W — et S50 W] LA R iz 3% v 17 ( Laplace ) %
JE B U

plw) xexp( = Allwl,) (2)
Hdr A >0.
w KRGSttt al LS s g
&)=argwmax{l(w) +logp(w) | (3)

b L) Be— DRI IR R

Hw) =log [T p(3:1x,.0)

K K
= 2 [ 2 yfk)a)(k)lxi —log Z exp(w(k)‘xi) ] (4)
= =

i=1

SCHREO TR (3) BEATSR I, B ek I K R
G T AT AT (3) et 1,7 TR, AR i ) A i
GRS )RR Y H (LORSAL) B33 X HEHEAT SR i, A

AR A5 A% A 2 20 22 48 1] )5 ( KSMILR) g [ ) 45t
2.2 SEERGIT O

A IR B 22 o032 B 8] H (KSMLR) J7 ¥ 4R 159 19
I HMRIICH Prion = (01570 ] e RV TZ
5 AR DGR B B2 [|) R SC2 o, 45 W28
SR 73 FAE RS A R 2 R R, S B A
B

K2 25 18 1 #% W i 2 o6 2 48 18 5 )5 i 7€ Indian
Pines (5 4E Fll University of Pavia ${fg 5 F I ZrFE AR A
B RIREZ M PRI NE 2 thaf DA B
RINGHEARNIN Z , R ONREB IR, R Z 3 Hik 2%
B Z. K 3(a), (b) 70250 T A B 73 2K 1R
2230 20% IR Sr iR 2E .

0.5

- Indian Pines
0.45| -e-Pavia University

0.4a§
$ 035}

Fis

2 03}

Vix

0.25F

0.2}

0.15}F

0.1 . . . . . . . .
100 200 300 400 500 600 700 800 900 1000

e Ay ¥
B2 RO AR A R

L ASON A R 22 BT T A AT B AE,

FIH Prswn 5 Po € RV MR, 15 3 55— A9 43 B4R 1%

2,5 p, = [pe” .y e pet 1 R H AR Y

BRI py" e R FoRFTABI0IR T4 k 5. |

4(a), (b) i R Xl B 7 FEME 2 15 25 S PR 43 A 1 B




178 T

E 2018 4

A A

(b) University of Pavia

(a) Indian Pines

K3 rRiREA

T NI R] LR B 53 2SR 25 IR F AL A i P06, AR
PN e P AR5 2 A A R b, A SR AR R 4
(a) BRI JE (kurtosis) b 91. 6524, & 4 (b) H 7K
PR (kurtosis ) 2y 80. 9315 , 478 376 K T 155 17 43+ A o g
(R A IR R 3). O T B EW Ml 34 Indian Pines
AN University of Pavia Z(i4E b S5 MR 1225 03
AT B L ) v A R0 v B0 e, A SR R v B0 A1 Rz
TR o A H A TG

0.8

HITH

- Gaussian
0.6} - Laplace

0.7F

0.5F
0.4
03
0.2F

0.1

0
-1 -08 -06 -04 -02 0 02 04 06 08 1

(@) Indian Pines¥#i4E
0.8

BTl
-+ Gaussian
- Laplace

0.7}
0.6F
0.5¢
0.4
03}
0.2}

0.1

0 f L
-1 -08 -06 -04 -02 0 02 04 06 08 1
(b) University of Pavia§i(§in 4

Kla Rz mila A
4(a) (b) PRYMIZ L H T Indian Pines XU45£E A
University of Pavia $ifi 42 Jr S ME AR 22 (19 UL 75 45 2R
s T ORI M LA AR, o7 AR LR )
A A HIAER. I AT LUE 7 AR 225 1 S BRoy
Aii SR o AT S . D T AP 9502
MRS 22 IR GE T AL W) & R, FRAT TR ) SEit

RO B B BB SRS 5
FRGET A 45 12 22, 7 Indian Pines 55, 5 07
SITELE I X GerHi 11921 ( £0.5) % i 437
E1 " GiitHly 77.05( £0.5) ;75 University of Pavia %{
PEEE b R A A A A Y X GeiT ik 16039 ( £0.5) , $i
YR AT ILA B ) Gt il 55.49( £0.5). [H L, 4
iR 22 ] LI Ry R i oA
f(x) =exp( - lx—ul/o) 20 (5)
K, BN E S, o NS 51 7 22,
3 BE&EZBEiZITiBiEE YT TV-L1 $5iR5)
BREIFMESEXEE
3.1 ETF TV-L1 53 LRI B A IE ML AR
I RE LGN n SRS NP e 18
M RAEPET, AL ARMRE g =[q,,,q9,] €
RUHFAES XM, Kb g, = [, ,-+,q" 1" eR",
0" FnBot x, BT k SR, R AR R K 5
B34 (MAP marginal , MPM) ' iy f5 28 43 S b
Yo, AT
y, = arg max ¢;"’ (6)
BRI, A SO B AR 80 4 28 ) Jry il S /R A e, %
Th—Fhas - A A B s, DA RS SRS B 1Y) 23 S A
.
e A SO R TN E R A ¢ 5 KSMLR J7ik
SRAFHI TP ZEMEAR I P qun IR TR IRy -
Prsur =4 +V (7)
Horp v 2 Mg 22 01 2002 58 (] )3 53 28 S 300 S 03 2R
FEIR.
TEVUTHESE T DA P o TEEIBT @ TR AR fift foe R
fEJE TR p(q 1P iswr) ¢
p P(Prsun!9)P(q)
q=arg qmaxp(q |Prsir) =arg qrnax( W)
(8)
HETT , SR AFd5 K5 AR (8) A S5 AN T 3R A T T fe /)
(ST W
g =arg min{ ~log p(Pyu|9) ~log p(@) | (9)
2.2 3547451 KSMLR J5 e sR 15 (1 43 JEHE 2R 15
25 P AR o A, B

1 1P s — 4l
p(pKSMLqu) =2 CXP( — M l'l) (10)
o g

N

Herllgl, =% Mgl

X TR e A AR I, thy T e R h s M i)
RO, ARG TR TAHIR A LSRR, AT LA
W FAE i 3 FA 25 [ Ry B 7R m] Ak, ARG STk [ 19 ]
R AI Y (MRF) 25 (6] S 3, o] DU -



1 BRAIR BRI 22 0B 48 81 AN TV-L1 S5 R Y i % /3285 1k 179

o =en| -u ¥ la-ql} an

g, Ny(q,)

Hor, Z BIA—LHEq; e N, (q,) FnB R j R H i =
)R &R S5 3,8 F il 4RI N, S8 w, PRRTIE
QP EEA JR SR [ R .

P B p (P o 19) T p (@) FRAZ(9) 15 BB
q WIHTTHASRL .

&: arg qmin{ ||pKSMLR _q”l,] tu, o

Y la.-ql}

4N,
s.t. ¢=0,q, =Y, ,1'q,=1,i=1,--N (12)

2, S — R ORI, I RAIE R R 43 2R Rl ¢
A KSMLR J5 R A3 AR p oy Z AT —B0ME 55 —
TR TE I, 3 AR T FG A 25 [8] - 3 Je 3 R I
Ah, T q A, BT ARA R I B A2 R A
W LA, BNGREATEEGR G 5P AL E RS, Y = (3,
Yoo ¥y ) € RUVIRA AR, HX I (4 A I B bR 4
J1 1 3 K gt

fRPESCER[22], B e H, :RY >R R —A
MR I q FHAREUR T B H#7KF- 22 53 (hori-
zontal differences) ,fl H,q = [d,,---,d, ], HH d =q, -
q, i Fli, 3RFEREIC | AL E AT 7KFE£BIE (horizon-
tal neighbor) . MU, H, & HA AR & LAY TE H 2557 N

H,q

Hq:[H,,q] (13)

BT bk ), (12) Az [EfE B 5G5 aT 3 — 25
LN

2 |q,~—¢1,»H1 =HHq||11 =TV<q>
4, Ni(q)
Hrf H 325 TV BESEM A ETRE . 55T Lk TV IR
BIREROR AU A3 -5 G 1 TV-LL 5550 R 43 2
I
é = argqmin{ ||pI(SMLR -q ”1,1 + )\T‘/Tv(q) K (14)

s.t. ¢=0,q, =Y, ,1'q,=1,i=1,--- N
H Ay =p, + o =0 JE23[A] [ 0 A ML 25
3.2 TV-L1 $HiRGIBRREH) ADMM {RiRE %
FER(14) 7T SR FA AR J7 13 -3 (ADMM ) 1 72 5k
. BT S AT V.V, JV, R (14) A] 84k
T In)E
argqmin{ Hq Prsur Hl,]"')\TV” v, |||,|+ZR' (Vi)+,, (qui)}

s.t. V,=¢q
V,=HV,
V. =g (15)

Hrp 2w Jg THES s B, L (o) T 0,650 1 (x) 5T
+ oo R AT (15) A 3G T Hids B H sRECR R R -
L(q,V,,V,,V,,D,,D,,D,)
= Hq _pKSMI,R”I,I +/\’rv||V2 |||,| +1, (V)

+lm<1Tq,'> +%Hq_vl -D, HZF

+ o1V, -V, =D, [+ 5-llg - v, -D,IL - (16)

A D, D, F1 D, & yhiks ] H e 1 (Lagrange multipli-

ers) u 2 MERSHL

A% ADMM FLAAERE BB (16) nTHe 4k -

o T L) [E V.V, v,". D" D Dk
ftq"" s

o T 2) [ E ¢ D" Dy DK ViU
Ve v

o Tl 3) Eg D DY D

SR /M BT LR

g :argqminL(q,Vf') ,, Vi DY - DY)

=soft(V§t) +DEI) + ng +D3m = 2P csur ’L)
M
+ P gsuir
V:[+l> = arg‘min L(q(t+l) ,VE[) ".‘ ’V:‘i[) ’Dit) "‘.’D;[))
V§H1> — (HTH +I) -1 (HT<V§t) +D§t) )+q(t+1) _Dl(t))
VI =sofi (DY) —HV™Y A /1)

V§L+l) :max(q(ul)_D;/))
(e+1) _ . (t+1) yy(t+1) (t+1) (1) (1)
Di _arg”mln L(q ’Vl "“’V3 ’Dl a.“aDS )

(e+1) _ (t) (t+1) (t+1)
D] _DI -9 +V1

(t+1) _ (1) (t+1) (t+1)
D!V =D —HV!"*" 1 V!

(t+1) _ (1) (t+1) (t+1)
D3 —Ds -9 +V3

(17)
L8 LRTIA SR TV-LL S5 R 5 PR LR ) ADMM 4R
RPN KRR WP

k1 kfg TV-L1 5 K552 5Bk A ADMM [RiEHE % ( TVL1-
ADMM)

BN P iswr
WiEA 1 =0,u >0,V ,V3,V§,D),D3, DY, AR AL Maxiter.
HBE 2 .while ¢ < Maxiter do
q(l+]> :argqmin L(q,Vf’) ,"',V§’) ’D](l) ,--~,D§/> )
fori=1,---,3
VEHI) :argV:HiH L(q(z+l) ,V}t) ’,,,’ng) ,DEY) ,"',Dét) )

end for

fori=1,---,3

DU+ :afg,)‘i“inL(q(wl) VD Lyl po L ploy
end for

end while

L3 i g /AR (14) 1Y




180 T

E 2018 4

3.3 BARBRZITIEELEM TV-L1 #iR5 5%
IR RS KB

Zi 2.1 15 KSMLR J7iE M 3. 2 Hk 1, AScie
H—Fh s i A o 2K B P B Bk IR I
BB (1) R g 22 02 48 181 U5 73 28, 45 210400 4h 0 Al
R prswuns (2) TV-LL FEERHIBR LB B I A T 20 K4
AR P 2 [ 41 08 B R AT A, DT R A5 81 SRS 40 B
RHEARE. BANA IR 2 s,

k2 BAZBERZITIZEER AT TV-L1 1R 51580 # M B 55 2%
#3% (KSMLR-TVL1)

B LA B R X, U { Xy L RIIK,
BB B R 2 TR I B S50 L8
TV-L1 RSB BB A gy o
SR 25— W B R 2 T R A i — AR S 2 X, e X
(a)i@iE 3 (3) 2 J [HE & = LORSAL ( { x;,y; }ﬂwzl A

B) .
()i (1) MR Y =p(x; o)
() FT—MER
PN
it WG Y AR p g
HUR 358 BB TV-L1 A5 50BR
PAASE S 145 30 BORS B A9 4> K BE B ¢ = TVL 1-ADMM
(Prsurr sA 1y m)
YR 4 GEAT R (6) T, il h e 4 2

Bk 2 AR — B BU (o) B2 3R, R ARG /2 LORSAL
P WA o, HAT R 2N 0L (K- 1)). 18
55 " BrBe TVLI-ADMM 803k s i 9 S % 8 2 2848 T
WHRAR V, , HE RN O(LN log(N) ) , i HE AL
MR 2R N O(N).

4 FBREHN

ARSCR FH 2 R 06 T H A0 B A 0 B vk Yy 2R
AE. I AS SCRETA R PERE B 2 th vk 5 H T L B B
TAT R RIS 5 B 1 7 M2 35 5 73 28 07 vk 0k
b X Ho 7 AL A - S AL (SVM) ™y s AL %
5 1 5 ML ( Composite Kernel SVM, SVM-CK) 030 g5 9 |
1E A2 VLt 38 85 7 ( Orthogonal Matching Pursuit, OMP) ") |
1Ak 1 TF 32 VL i 3 85 1 ( Kernelized OMP, KOMP)
BR4E IEAC VR FiC 3B B 5 ( Simultaneous OMP , SOMP) |
4% KOMP( Composite Kernel KOMP, KOMP-CK) 7' %
i 22 o632 B 18] 5 5 32 ( Kernel Sparse Multinomial Lo-
gistic Regression, KSMLR ) S W £ T i R 2 A
LB 23 (8] SE 16 1 7 1 (SMLR with Multi-Level Lo-
gistic spatial prior, SMLR-MLL) 28] HEBHTZ Iu®
#511] I J7 1 ( Composite Kernel SMLR, SMLR-CK ) ™" |
KSMLR 5 TV-12 %5 4 (9 97 ¥ (ic 5 KSMLR-

TVI2) ™ ASCHJ7 %9 KSMLR 5 TV-L1 ARZ: & 1 )7
% (3C 2 KSMLR-TVLL ) . 5% b330k 1 4% s Sk St ,
Hr, KOMP R 942 sR ECh RBF 1% pR %L

A SCR B PF- 48 B A 455 S 73 280K BE (Overall
Accuracy,0A) 3543 25K B ( Average Accuracy, AA)
1 Kappa Z 8. £5 R385k I 10 Yph S7 B AL 52 50 1) - 1
TERRAE N & A R 43 S PE e SRR e PR PR
4.1 Indian Pines ¥[34

TR AE LA AT WAL A5 61 (AVIRIS) 78
FEE M Indian Pines LI X 5% 4 1 15 G 1 7%
EUR. BRI 5 220 AN B, =5 (143 BE3 0 20m, 4]
BRI 145 x 145, F: R 20 A 7K P S FIAIG A M L g
BeJa (P Be5 o 104-108,150-163,220 ) , & £ F (1)
200 N BE MBS 42 % X A4 16 R E A
3L 10366 MEAS. i TZEHR AW LY 6iE A
AR AR [R] 2% 2R AR A i £ H AR A S 487, 25 3t
VI kg BE 23 28 SR A R I Bk R, R 2 T T i
TG MR A ATk P e T i

T, W EALI P A S8 A SRS A 3
NEESH RIS o e, P BTG S50
o-lap;ﬂ]/‘l’x' O-RRFIEI%EE ﬁﬂ%lﬁﬂéj‘kﬁ% O ppr =2 ,U,”],Zégﬁﬂrx
R 0. 01 g, JUAE g 2. XoF 4 24 Wy 35 BRUAH [7) LU 151 1) A
CFEARNE R IIZAEAS, T AR S I AE A, SR f ]
BANEIEIAT 28 % TN A B DI e A, 25 Bk
Mo R L5 R A 5 R,

SVM -©-KSMLR-MLL

“*SVM-CK - SMLR-CK

-+ OMP KSMLR-TVL2
KSMLR —-KSMLR-TVLI1

ST 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10
BRINGRREA Y L1/ %
€15 Indian PinesBEHE X AN [R] LA AU AR A4 5 I 1A 4 20 i

SRS AT RAAC B, % T AN [ He B DI ZRAE A (1%
~10% ) WYL , ARG DB TE (5 BT 2028, Tt
FRRTRRGE 35  Ho o IO B2 A M4 4 1 =5 IR 2
ZIEEE KM IE R R A B AR, TR 7Ot
TR 2 SR R OL T By St B AR
FH- 5 A = {5 S SMLR-CK J5 i, KSMLR-MLL J57
&M KSMLR-TVL2 J5 % 5 {04 A6 3% 15 8 19 KSMLR
DT HEAT LU, AXER A =S el B 8 23 2607 1k T



LI

TRAIR IR T Z2 TCIB 40 1A AN TV-L1 S8R5 R 0 = ik PG 4 28051 181

DIARTFEOR B 73 S B4R T TR LAl |, A SCH Hh
KSMLR-TVLI #5385 B R ik — 20l & 1 bl B4
1A TR, 2 PR RE S ST, R X Tl e AC
B WG, HARTHROR ] .

R T VR LA A AN BRI A R L, 3R 1 B
T X 10% YN ZRAEAS 19 25 5801 1 70 A5 A, UERG JE
R A5 AR F OGS 5 519 J7 125 0 60KG 12
PR T 14.67% . K7 1 10% YIRFEAR T B85535 10 4
KK

4.2 University of Pavia #{3F&

AR N R 2 RO G AL (ROSIS ) SR AR 1)
WX OGS IR, A5 115 A PB, WKRTE Y 0. 43
~0. 86 um, 25 [A] 43 HEE K 1. 3m, IR K /N 610 x 340.
TE L BRMEFS i Be 2 I, 4838 N 19 103 DB B9
X AR I 9 Rl R Y, It 42776 SRR
AR ARz N TR ER Ar REE Y
P fig il i

ZERT, S BN T AR M IS o, T
FAHITINE S 01, T o, 0 o 1138 SR UEAR SR AT,
O ppr =2 ’Uzapzégﬁgxﬁjﬂ 0.01,u, B&{Ejﬂ 10. % &2 Hh
Py HCAH 7] L ] P R iR AR A S IR R AR 380 4% 1 1

SVM -©-KSMLR-MLL

- SVM-CK SMLR-CK
0.65 | - OMP -4~ KSMLR-TVL2
ki -~ KSMLR -~ KSMLR-TVLI

I 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10
TN RREA Y LU/ %
[¥l6  University of Pavia¥(iEFE XA LGl 2k E A
FITER TSR
SAREAS SR 5 6 A AN SR 06 AT 43 28 X AN |
BIRIIGEEA (1% ~10% ) , & B IE R r 45 R 6
Fi7R.

h T VEAN A LA A B AT R A A L, 3R 2
FIH T X 10% YIZAEAS (1 8 5315 7 25 21, NSRS JEE
KB AT B AL DG g5 20 07 20 N 12
$EE T 13%. 18 8 S 10% YIGRFEAS T & 500k 1) 73 2K .

%= 1 FEPHF5EL Indian Pines FIBERM S ALER

Classification Methods SVM Sparse Representation Based on SMLR
Class Train Test | SVM SVM-CK| OMP KOMP SOMP KOMP-CK | KSMLR KSMLR SMLR-CK KSMLR — KSMLR
-MLL -TVL2 -TVL1

Alfalfa 6 48 81.25 95.83 63.75  75.00 85.42 94.37 64.17 70.42 82.71 91.25 94.25

Corn-no till 144 1290| 86.28 82.50 | 63.46 81.50 94.88 96.37 82.03 92.96 96.23 97.63 89.68

Corn-min till 84 750 | 72.80 79.02 | 61.08 74.63 94.93 95.63 70.97 86.65 95.45 96.52 95.62

24 210 | 87.73 85.71 47.43  69.57 91.43 97.10 64.81 79.38 94.24 97.44 92.66

50 447 | 92.08 9235 90.85 91.41 89.49 97.38 90.72 94.25 93.71 96.18 97.58

Grass/tree 75 672 | 9226 69.57 | 95.06  96.09 98.51 99.46 96.46 98.66 98.72 97.99 98.52

Grass/pasture-mowed | 3 23 89.23 9231 83.48  76.96 91.30 93.91 38.70 50.00 84.35 92.31 90.32

Hay-windrowed 440 | 96.93 98.98 | 97.55 98.89 99.55 99.68 96.93 99.39 98.38 99.39 95.33

18 91.00 70.00 | 53.89 73.89 0.000 92.78 78.57 50.00 74.44 70.00 82.36

Soybeans-no till 97 871 | 75.16 85.95 7235 7721 89.44 94.88 76.61 90.20 88.99 98.35 95.64

Soybeans-min till 247 2221| 66.08 88.90 | 77.61 85.98 97.34 98.06 83.03 93.89 96.61 99.15 98.69

62 552 | 83.82 80.60 | 55.78 81.32 88.22 96.27 81.76 94.37 94.98 92.02 95.32

22 190 | 99.13  99.06 | 97.42 99.11 100.0 99.05 98.63 99.58 99.81 95.28 96.33

130 1164 | 87.54 9444 | 9399 96.07 99.14 98.99 96.25 97.66 97.52 99.38 97.89

Bldg-grass-tree-drives R3] 342 | 7541 56.84 | 46.17 60.00 99.12 96.02 70.24 79.30 96.03 98.68 99.36

Stone-steel towers 10 85 88.24 91.58 89.41  94.00 96.47 92.71 67.13 73.06 90.13 89.47 91.65

Overall Accuracy(%) 8452 90.86 | 75.99 85.12 95.28 97.33 83.18 92.70 95.47 97.75 97.85

Average Accuracy(%) 79.24  84.63 7433 83.23 88.45 96.42 75.67 84.36 92.80 89.40 95.01

Kappa 0.758 0.859 | 0.726  0.830 0.946 0.969 0.816 0.917 0.952 0.974 0.967
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ESTIRS Train  Test SVM  SVM-CK | OMP KOMP SOMP KOMP-CK | KSMLR KSMLR SMLR-CK KSMIR  KSMLR

-MLL -TVL2 -TVLI

Asphalt 548 6304 84.30 79.85 59.73  76.09 59.33 82.33 80.88 88.48 77.17 95.14 93.37

Meadows 540 18146 | 67.01 84.68 66.16  69.61 78.15 72.47 72.63 76.22 81.61 82.45 99.44

Gravel 392 1815 68.43 81.87 66.51  72.12 83.53 82.26 70.75 73.56 82.42 73.13 97.28

524 2912 97.80 96.36 97.10 98.11 96.61 98.56 97.52 98.76 95.46 85.89 75.72

265 1113 99.37 99.37 99.85  99.73 99.46 99.82 99.26 99.70 99.03 1.000 99.84

532 4572 92.45 93.55 69.38  87.66 77.41 93.92 94.51 97.47 96.94 99.25 1.000

Bitumen 375 981 89.91 90.21 88.42  88.07 98.57 92.46 90.83 94.74 93.83 98.13 99.67

514 3364 92.42 92.81 79.09  89.51 89.09 78.78 90.44 96.66 94.65 96.30 98.68

Shadows 231 795 97.23 95.35 89.97  93.96 91.95 96.98 96.20 99.37 97.47 83.24 76.20

Overall Accuracy(%) 79.15 87.18 71.17 7833 79.00 81.07 81.63 85.69 86.16 89.72 93.70

Average Accuracy(%) 87.66 90.47 79.58  86.10 86.04 88.61 88.11 91.66 90.95 93.37 92.24

Kappa 0.737 0.833 0.639  0.725 0.728 0.758 0.769 0.819 0.824 0.868 0.929

i 6 ul %1 KSMLR-TVLL B3k 4E A I ZRAEA 1% ~3% ) s Bl i B U ZRAEAR 3, AR SO L 9 6
L B RIERE AW (AN 6 FRNRREA LU 0 JORS BE AN A A LU A A 42 7T, {555 KSMLR-
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