36 % H2 W &K

2021 4 4 H

T AR 5 M H
REMOTE SENSING TECHNOLOGY AND APPLICATION

Vol.36 No.2
Apr.2021

5] A #& X :Shao Wenjing, Sun Weiwei, Yang Gang.Comparison of Texture Feature Extraction Methods for Hyper-
spectral Imagery Classification[J].Remote Sensing Technology and Application, 2021, 36(2) :431-440.[ #} C &, IME
i AW 5 G 1R B AR SO AR SR I T HE 3 A7 [T ] B i AR 5 T, 2021, 36(2) : 431-440. ]

doi:10.11873/}.issn.1004-0323.2021.2.0431

5 S R 4R TR A AR BB X B ) A7
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(FRRAFREESZRAZEEEKZ, WL Tk 315211)

WE WG R Y77 T E#7F A AR YE & LR S E E R EFR A
By EAFE, WHAFER MM TN A ELEMEEL L4 — TR E ERANSLESFIELE S
ERBBRSETHRRL, SEFERREGALEERYR I L TR THESIAR Am L aTas
WALy R Z R A A\ AT S, A, ARG ER T A AR LR R T EK
A3\ EHHEIE BRI @ 3D-Gabor  BK A WA 8 ok e F 67 98 Ik S A g A o LB A A 7
ELORR M MR RFRBEEINGREREREZT > R ER KRR EAE

R R R AR £ RS ZIFM,
JEHAR LT R AT A %

x B WA:SHAEEAEE ;s EFMERR
FESES . TP75 MEKFRERD A

1 5 =

e G T R BRI 1 A D6 o B R
e A A, R 8 H LA DX 43 AN [ M 25 b ) 1) 248 kol 1%
255 TENE 4 43 28 R0 E S STy T EL A TR 1 g
W B G REAR r 2JE F b R [E
P4, ) A 2R AR AL 4 SVM (Support Vector Ma-
chine) \RF (Random Forest) ,ELM (Extreme Learn-
ing Machine ) %5 & 11 51 K [7] #.4)

DAL = 6T 2 B A AR TS 2 0 H, ARG T A e
YRR R I B TU AR S5 ) AN AU G 1 Ak B 540 ) i
A ST MY A JORE R . R Il N Ak R R A
BT A R B T RRR AR 4R T O A R
fiff P 3k — ) R, L SRR AIE 2 v ARG AR B F
R4t = [a] A 45 52 38 2o J32 R 3R A B ] 6] 2 ) 48
B 22 5 L BE A X A AN R b L 6 T i e Ot

s BH:2019-12-12; 81T H#3:2021-02-03

FIERK R EI @ SRy AL At ik
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T4 28 v 3 B[R ) S T e S ) [ ) A
AR 4 1) 46 B A T o

SUIRFAE SR Uy R AT 43 4 B B A e g A
UYL (GETh ik Mg ¥ oy BTk o B0 AR 4 1k S K A
SRR I W S 3 2 (] R B R AR 0 SRR AIE 1)
n Gabor U8 % 8 4% £& B A 8] J7 1) 1 09 0 245
B B T 18 R OGS 4R HE S, Bau 85
Gabor g i #4724t 1 3D-Gabor I 5 1 % &
R g O 2 B GH 2 A5 B SRk o FEROR L IR TE I
Al b J T A T O 4R R AR 4 IR 3 2 IR
UE W TR A R R AR B RLL N AR K (A
AFAE PP A B OG 3R 38 2 1 A ) 9 B 7 S 50k
SURT] S0 HE - Solberg %51 YK 5 JR B R Bl AL
(Markov Random Filed, MRF) I F & @42, Ik
Jii TG n] [ 45 AY (Undirected Graph Model, UGM ) #
Iz F P AR R A R ST R
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ZFHEHL (Conditional Random Field, CRF ) i
FHE] T 38 Ay A . G T ik S0 B A BT A
AIEFEAT B, LK BE 2 A= 2 B ARy 38 — (B #55 =X 4R
L EAEAGEL EEPOCBRRERABGED
25 5 5 BURy S S0 SRR A 5 O i e BB ik 2 DA )
JVE e AN AR 1 [l B, MR 3T B — Jm A B AR K e i
AN JRy R T AE A S DA B e — i i AN AR T AE A
45 P 4 R 3 T K L HE S FL I 5] i 2
AR R AR 2 TR B AR LR AT IR 2 P R IR
A5 ) T E Y A A R AR D S R Ok 7E EMP
)AL B T 22 TR A, Dd SRR T T
RS i o R AR B 5 %5 T EMP I DMP JE 74 %) 5214
() JE M E AT B, R T MR R T RN O
T AT R R R R TR JE M HEAT R AE B R K
TR AP ME LU AN [8] 375 5 v [8] 2 3 ) 79 kB
BT ARS8 PEH E (Invariant Attribute Profiles,
TAPs) B J7 15, Do D6 3 G % Jy 3 1 B =5 8] Fin gt
R A RRAE o YA, TR 2 2 S 7 ik sk
TR BGE AR IS INGT, 2[R SO AR AR AR 45 5
N FEOLTE L2 LY, BTk AR R IE Y R £
J& VR B ik A B — A~ 2 4% 2 ST HESR v [R] BRI S
[i) 2 o5 0O % 2 B 1Y R 3 R 22 RUBE {5 B i AT ok
T R oy 21 TE TR B 2 2 5 32 82 2T I HE 2R vh A
FH 5 IR 0] % B b 37 A R 0F — 2B B e A SRR b
Hb AN TR S BRRRAE 2Z 8] AR 25 G 09 T3 ¥E R T 4 8 o 28
WA E B EER .

R T AEERE T O 1 R SO R AR B Y
SR, 1T 56 T 8 ik S B AR AR R 22 51 XA 0 7 vk
BT B X L S, e X Y w7 A R g — X L, R
FI F SO RRAE AE = e 1S S i — 20 N . e,
A SCER G A AT ST A S0 B RR AR B BB 9 T4, 2R X
8 Tl f Sy ML AU f 2 FRREAE 42 B0 ¥, R 34 R i
AR B R BT 43 LG, T AN [) S0 3 AR AE 4
HUT5 9 i O e o5 B 38 I B AE S SO AE T
ot 3% G AR o S 0 S PR N AL A 5 R A
2%,

2 HUEBAERB T %

AR SN AR WL Gei ik M E R B ik 3R
& v 8 B8 ol s 7Y f) S0 PR A T 3 R ik — 2P e i
AR 35 phy T AL IR ), ) T Bk /D B 2 0 T 12k
HEAT A R R T 43 2 2 R LA, R AN 7 I IR
% I Z N

21 %itiE

%t 113k LA R 3 — {H #5328 (Local Binary Pattren,
LBP) & A 7L 42 0 RAYAR N, LBP 1 %
P i AR50 5 48 A SR BR T B K BE AR, 8 i —AE
Tk (AT (2) ) SR B AR KT R 0 K BEfH . 7 I 5L il
3 A TE A R AAS B R e T AE AR K i
& G 3R Uy Ok RAE LBP UM ARAE , A
KF

p-1
LBP.x= > s(g,-8)2 (1)
p=0
1x=0
= 2
s (x) 0x<0 (2)

Hor  LBPyx AR HEL G R BB RN PR
AR IAR TC I R 5 g, AR AR TT 1Y K BE AR s g M bt
QI K BEAE 55 (x) K BE 1 B AL 3R 3k .

J5 3k, 2 E A4 1 riLBP (rotation invariant Lo-
cal Binary Pattern) , F| FH A 20 (3) B9 A #2 = LL# 7
LBP (8 RAEPERE ™ . riLBP AN

LBP}, =min (ROR (LBP,4,i), (3)
i=0,1,--,P-1)
Ho  LBP} . W iE 5% Jm 38 {8 ; ROR (x, i) M+ ik
il 25 e X 10 1 T SN AR IR A B i
22 #WiE
2.2.1  fa) ¥ £ M % A SLIC(Simple Linear Iterative
Clustering)

SLIC J&—Fh e 8 iy 26 A7 12, N K B 3R 3 ek
PRk, HL A A R R G — Bk s
SLIC e ¥ R % 5 45 4y B 42 13 K lab 68 (1
TR a R R Gaiaase bRAEA
P ¥ ) 5H A AL E (v, y) L FEH B — 45
Yi i) i, X T RAR TBE WAL R 50m 5 8 1% E A4
S MYEAR T Z A AU MR R AT R 2 I
AR R O AN AR B R 2 AR A B 52 R 1R
oyl MRUEHE AR .

dus=J(L-1y + (as-a) +(bi-b) ()
dy=/(x;-x) +(y;-y:) (7)

D,=du+ %dxy (8)

HP o d TR 8B e REPOOBBRREMGE PO)
58 i MEREZ MBI B d, KR8 e RK R
OS5 MR R Z IR 43 ) BE B 5 D R 3R 2 1)
8 ARARLEE | F /N | AFARLEE B 58 5 om0 S R U Fb 2R 855 S
B RFE B . SLIC B985 A 52 A5 1 25 [l {5 B A
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I E B FH BB RN R EIE " SR E N
AET Sk HE AT 432
2.2.2 % & %% @ (Morphological Profiles, MP)

RFREHT A S MWL, EAZH
by i N o (B W I (o o o E T
AR

()P R IE & 2% %] 11 EMP (Extend Morphologi-
cal Profiles)

T G R, B SRR T & E
%43 53 Bt PCA (Principal Component Analysis) J& %)
B— AR . 5k, SCHRTTE A — R
B Z A F WL BRI RIE A # i EMP, EMP
B 4R AE 5 P 48R 09 A 2040 (9-10) R

MP, ={ MP; (1) =y*(1) Vke[0,n]} 9)

MP, ={ MP% (1) =@*(I) Yke[0,n]}  (10)
Horfr : MP, 38R 283 JF AR e B9 5215 s MP o, 320K 285 1]
AR AR 5y (1) @ (1) 533 378 X S AR THEAT 1
TFRAE A BRE s k WA TR KN, 2 k=00, &
7N AR 5 R AT 184 o

(2)2Z 22551 DMP (Differential Morpholog-
1cal Profile)

DMP J& 7 EMP B9 JE il I 9 17 28 73 #84F .
DMP 3 28 I 5 AR 4B /IS B 0 3R S5 48 (R 33 32, BV AH <8
K/NGERYTE R AL G AR 2 . DMP (1) FF 454
AR 220 W F

DMP, = {DMP!} ={ |MP:-MP:!|,  (11)
ke[ln]}

DMP, = {DMP}} ={ | MP, -MP5'|,  (12)
ke[ln]}

Hoh: DMP! 2 28 558 745 VB 1 JE 2535 1T ; DMPG R
28 5t PR B AR BT 25 50 18 5 £ R S5 R T R R/, 2 k=0
B, &7 A% i a R AT H A

(3) B AH M AP (Attribute Profiles)

AP £ X%t EMP Al DMP AS g AR G- b 48 BU¥ AR 1Y
EAFEMmSE . APW KERGEEZDS ER
B &, KR A R R 2R 43 i e,
¥ 38 B A L JE L R T B B R AL DT
V] 5 D0 U1 Ay R 08 DX S8R R SR A K B A
AR BN AR s 2 BN AR R . 8 Y B A
5 BB AR AR 5 0 Ja Pk i B A sk 5 K B AR ik
AR EME, bR 2% AP A

H,:H I’,,A:(A-H[),Vie[l,n]

AP(f)= H,-:< ﬂ,:ﬂ:i"i:(i-n-l),V[E[n+l,2n+l] (13)

ﬁ*:fﬁ%‘zﬂ‘iﬁiﬁj\%%,ﬂw %ﬁ%ﬁwﬁ;ﬂﬂ
R AR ERAE, T RR — RN EEIG B BE, T =
(T, Ty, T} T T,T,eT (i<j), B T.CT;5i %
IR MR AR R M B
23 HETHRE
2.3.1 3D-Gabor

Gabor U8 i 71 A BE 5 P 28 8% 0 31 3 ok ik 3 1A
1§ BERS IR B AR R E Y R mfE R
S8 R T AR B ST T AR SCERL9 14
T 3D-Gabor JEJ . 3D-Gabor fE M 25 11 I8 3k B 45 78
T3 1) RUBE KA A5 B, HAT e e AN A

3D-Gabor 1 ¢ i 72 i =1 357 60 45 98 1] /9 1F 5% o
B DR A SR 2 R RHURK PRI R B S U A Y
AR R A . AT

g (xv.z) =a(xv.z) x e(xv.2) (14)
ELE I
a(}(,y,z) :%e_z”j( ) (15)
(2n)26°

c(;(,y,z) =cos (2n(Fxx+Fyy+Fzz)) (16)

Ho ;g(x, v, z)%j 3D-Gabor Y& 5y, y #m L L&
F O ME Y A A 4R AR BR 5 2 R OR O6 T 4E AL R
a(x, 7 z)ﬂﬂ SD—Gaborf%/ﬂ;ﬁ*Z%B%;c(x, v, Z)%E?Z
Gy AR LR AT BRI 25 o IR AE 23 ) RN O T
M 405 (9 KNI 3 (Fox, By, Flz) o Pn g R, B
PR 2% 3CHRT9, 31,
2.3.2 % ARFFIE M EPF (Edge Preserving Filter)

EPF H| I 5248 25 6] i B 78 Ak ok sk 20> &1 45 W6
FHORFEIL AT B0 8 I 3 S O 4R 8 A LA
DB 5 1 U S 1) U I R A B 0
FIHI PCA A2 4 J5 (4 565 1 80T 34> F2 a1 51 2 &
1B A e R St AT g

(1) B4 X3 € 9% TBF (Joint Binary Filter)

W L300 108 I 2 P BB T R 0T 40 AT 1 5 [
AE AR R ] By B8 5 22 5, 0 9 S GO LA 24
WIS sRAkh & B, AW

0, = ki G, (li-il)G,(1-1)p, (7
Kt =36, (i-ihG.z-1)  as)
FOR 0, U U A 45 R s KA BB Pl B
B R 2 5 G, 2% 2 R 2 W9 RUTE 5 G R G
BRAL TR 5| - || 32 R AR 1 2 IR BE S 5 1R L FORARE
R AR BRI | 1 - 1| A% 20K B 2 M s WAl . 24
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BFEIRE2Z 5/, /K1, 1R £ o, MR G JUATEZS .

B 22 BF S5 R R 2 A B G ARFEaR . B
S sCik[ 101,

(2) %10 € GF(Guild Filter)

S 1] 0 GF BB A RN AR 3R IR B 22 TR 2k
PR AH I, X K RE AR AR B K DX BE 8 AT s AL AE
X TR 31 2% 00 AR DI A S T R ORI AT
AR . GF i E AT,

O,=a,I;+b,VYiew,

E(aj’bf) - E(aj]j+b]_Pi)2 +eaj

(21)
(22)

Horb o 1,51 S ER TR j B R 5 0 0 IR DR Y 45
Rsafb RFFRSHGwRHE KA ~(22) %
221 BSR A R B, Hoh PO AR R e KR IE
RS2 g8

3 Ek 5

S 6 3 ICED £ 22 G BCHE A A 4 K AR R AR
I 22 540 4R 5 3 R G AR R R I 4 28 K
%o XbHAY 8 Fh Ok 44 45 riLBP . SLIC, EMP,
DMP (AP 3D-Gabor JBF Fl GF . 52 5 {fi FH§ 3 5 17
i ML (Support Vector Machine, SVM) 1E J 43 25 4% .
S R BAORS BE (Overall Accuracy, OA) I8
Ji (Average Accuracy, AA) B K 53 JE K B2 1 A
24 (Standard Deviation, SD) (i3 H} [] ( Time) \Kap-
pa % %t (Kappa Coefficient, KC) 3£ 54 3 4 48 #7 .
OA AAFIKC PFHr 73 20 B, T30 8] 34 AN 5] 77
TR
31 KIHE

ENER 28RS (http:/ /www . ehu. eus/cewint-co/
index. php/Hyperspectral_Remote_Sensing_Scenes) :
T AVIRIS & 25 15 3¢ [ B 5 2 44 JH 7 36 3 i En
BN IR g R E . AR KN R 145X 145
(F 1), 25 [\ 43 B R 20 m, P TEFEN 0.4~2.5 pm;
Ji 06 5O 3 224 4> B, A BR 24 A AR W™ Y
P BOE OR B 2001 P Be o sy 2R I 3L 16 28, URAE
Yl WPIE R, 2L Ok 501 o

MR KRt tp:/ / www . ehu. eus/ccwintco/
index.php/Hyperspectral_Remote_Sensing_Scenes) :
H1 ROSIS-03 &8 £8 B KA Pavia R 3RIU(E 2) 5
BAE AL 610 X 34018 K , = [ 43 4K 1.3 m, B3
6 Bl R 0.43~0.86 pm; 3 120 4 B, 25 12 4~ Mk
P B, B A 103 4> 3 B, B 3k 9 Kby, AN T
MWy o R A3 b ) B B AR A A AE R Y

M 22 %P5 4 (http://www. hrs—cas. com/a/
share/shujuchanpin/2019/0501/1049. html? tdsour-
cetag=s_pctim_aiomsg) : 4 il 25 & 6 3% K&, R H
1R 3R WURAZ O 1% A R 46 e 2 b X s (&1 3) , i
Hh I B 2 B 25 R AR B E ST BE S 3 18 AT b 4 2 A i
il B Y B s 4 . AR AOGIE S F O 0.4~1 pum, 250
AW B, 2 [ 4y HER R 0.5 me MU IR 5215 R i
900X 900 METLHY M AR . QAT 14K FH
MW, LLE R Y 3 A 45 4% R IR R SR AR
Yo HYIERIEE  FE R TTIE YR .

1 ENERMEE
Fig.1 The image of Indian Pines

2 MR K ZHE
Fig.2 The image of Pavia University

3 HERERE
Fig.3 The image of Xiong an
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32 BHEE

R REAR A, S0 B PCA X i A3 1) 340 4
PEAT AR FR 36 AT 104> PCA B2 S BEAT 525 70 B
B SRS 22 4 Bt b B AL 2R B 10 %0 15 R IRt A A 4
R A7 P BEHLE B 106 VR ISR AS I 22 Hi i 4
PEH0.5% VE RN ZRteAs , o AR HE A . 5
5 S S % O A TR LAl 145 & BLR S 56 45
RERIRAES . B ALK 10K, B E
YE RSB 5 R

riLBP F 2 A5 4B B T i B (P) R R/
(R) HFEHEO2+1% 340258, &% Lk
[34], 508 B Bk P=8, R=2; EI 45 22 4 A4 ¥
TR 2 B I 22 B0 v o 4 R R 8 L1012,

SLIC F 2 2 0A M AL R 8 Om) AU AR 2K
INCS) o B SCIRI16], EREE L AN BG4 S=5,m=
0.01; 0 4 0K 22 B 42 S=7, m=1.5; It 2 B 5 4
S=12,m=1.5,

EMP 28 £ A 450 R (SE) MZ TR 1Y
KANCR) o BEFICER I KN E— RIS 8L
%% CHk[17].[28], EMP Y SE 4t — % B A disk,
EN2E 2 g B s S Bk B k=4,7,10,13,16,19, 22,
25 )5 A 4 K 2F g s b e=[3,6,9,12,15,18, 21,
24 )5 M B AR S Bk B A=[3,7,11,15,19, 23,27,
31]. HER LA SE XJE 4 FEEMP,
DMP Fl AP 1 31 55 i 6] 47 76 13 22, A SCR AR [R]
SE o i 1 249 {8 45 AF A9 140 i 1) 2494

DMP 3k 5 EMP # [R5 it i &5t oo & R T
[ 25 2 9 B 4 vh SE=disk, #=[2,5,8, 11, 14,
17, 20, 23] 5 WA 4k W2 K 2 54 45 f SE=sphere, k=
[2,6,10,14,18,22,26,30] ; I % $ 5 £  E B SE
=disk,/=[3,7,11,15,19,23,27,31].

AP L5 & s Y (O WA~ S5. BT
AP 18 BIE S — R S8 E . AL
ZMSCHR30], B B ME WA 84>, L AP 5
EMP .DMP 5255 EL AT 0] % bk o B3 28 90 328 45 1
R (area) J& ¥ , A=1[49, 169, 361, 625, 961, 1369,
1849, 2401 ; M 4 W K 2% v Sk B bl 22 @ 1k, A=
[0.1, 0.2,0.3,0.4,0.5,0.6,0.7,0.8] ; kfi: 2 %k 4f 4 b
e B bR e 22 8 1 (std) , A=1[5, 10, 15, 20, 25, 30,
35,407,

3D-Gabor 28 F 24 HR/ANW) IR Ty
(@, 0) Mg F(F) . S 3CHk[31], A ik E
o=[0,n/4,7/2,-7/2,-7/4],0=[0,7/4,%/2, -/

2,-n/4],F=[1/2,1,4,1/6,1/8]. EN45 2 4% 4
W=11; 0 4 . K % ¥ h W=7 It & ¥4 b
W=7,

JBF 1 2800 £ B AL 45 25 A 4E AL T (5,) FOLG ik 4t
JERCE (S) M L. S 7% SCHk[10], 3% 5 D58 & 91 5K
WEH M G=3,G,=0.01; 4 K54 4E G—
4,G,=0.2; 2 ¥4 4 G,—6,G,=0.15,

GF Z 83 25 M A E (w) AR 22 RS H
(€)o ZHICHRL10]; BN L O 4R 1% B ) w=3,
e=0.1; MA4E W K22 B R w=>5,e=0.2; Ifi %5
£ w=7,e=10,

RALBER SN LK 1~4, £ 1~4HHSVM
F KRG 104 PCA 82 i 20 2 45 5
33 XRERSMH

EI 55 22 90 8500 4R 10 43 SO B vl o AR 43 300 o
rLBP>>EMP>DMP>>AP>>SLIC>JBF >GF>3D-
Gabor. B = S5 280G B2 AR X T I 46 5218 43 5l
255 29.32% .29.22% F128.98% , J5 = & tH X} F iR
IR 52 AR 0 o3 2R BE 43 ) 4 5 5.18%0 . 16.53% FiI
18.37% . riLBP@ it FE R LR RS BB RZ
] 1 22 5 X 40 W), OF HLEL A e % R A8 1 | B AR 4
MR R T ) . EMP 3 i T 75 2 A8 e AR K AR
AR T M N R S A Ay B BE . DMP #EAT 25 43
PR Ry oL F v sz B BE ALY 2 51 TR B B, S
BRI FRE A T T B o B T T K 45 4 ) )
B 25 DMP T EMP. AP F1 SLIC &4k
IYEAEEREA KR, AP X TR M2 SR K25
(I 7 R A A TR 22 N R A kS AR T
EMP fil DMP. SLIC 1 4 2885 B B e T 43 130
5 bWy i Wy A R B I SLIC W48 r 22 &
AEEA AR 2] (4l DL H) o IBF Al
GF AR 53 RGBS BRAEL, (F 43 28 501 (Cn 4K 2k 3%
TR A ML AT K T B HORG B A

XK GF Fi IBF #4E SVM i 46 43 25 i K&
Bt AT, 22 B 43 (8] B A9 5% W, X T AR 4 JOKS
BRI ENE S —RT  RZ ST . 3D-
Gabor it = 40 30 19 80 #LUEF AR, H L 43 2850 3R 9 A
AR

M 248 7 K 2 B30 4 o R R LD 5, H v oy 2k
B B 4 91N AP>EMP>DMP>SLIC>
GF>JBF >riLBP>>3D-Gabor, AP.EMP #l DMP
AHAE TR GRS BE 43 4R B T 15.06% . 15.03% .
129%. Ja = H MY FIREZ G MEEE T
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1 HERMBBHSERBE(EM: %)
Table 1 Classification accuracy of Indian Pines data(Unit: %)

e . SUHARFIE SR BT 5/ % : :
riLBP SLIC EMP DMP AP 3D-Gabor JBF GF SVM
HiE 95.12 84.88 97.56 98.54 94.02 29.02 62.44 29.76 28.78
FOK A 98.39 91.46 97.32 96.76 95.98 62.37 82.11 79.81 55.83
ESP N Ei) 98.84 92.64 98.53 98.26 97.07 60.13 64.31 63.27 47.20
EEP/S 98.75 82.82 96.90 99.06 94.38 49.30 84.84 63.99 31.46
B b 98.01 93.68 98.21 97.20 96.77 87.38 93.56 94.16 83.52
FRR A 99.34 97.63 99.88 99.48 99.08 98.22 100.00 100.00 90.91
16 59 114 g R 93.33 95.27 99.20 97.60 96.53 74.00 94.00 96.00 56.80
TR 99.84 98.51 100.00 100.00 99.59 97.56 100.00 100.00 93.93
WA 98.15 77.22 100.00 100.00 93.84 26.67 8.33 1.11 26.67
KRR 98.74 92.94 97.92 97.53 96.78 62.82 86.13 76.46 58.49
K BB 99.37 95.45 99.61 99.33 98.44 78.37 95.27 95.50 78.79
KEEHH 98.00 84.10 98.13 97.45 94.42 47.75 72.90 68.16 40.37
INFE 100.00 93.48 99.13 99.46 98.02 96.52 100.00 99.89 93.04
A 99.85 98.32 100.00 99.98 99.54 95.40 99.89 99.93 94.39
VNGRS -] 99.14 91.87 100.00 99.83 97.71 55.88 60.72 68.27 32.02
kG 94.84 89.17 96.43 100.00 95.11 86.55 93.81 99.64 80.12
OA 98.98 94.02 98.88 98.64 94.23 74.84 88.03 86.23 69.66
AA 98.11 91.54 98.68 98.78 96.70 69.25 81.14 77.25 62.02
KC 98.83 93.17 98.72 98.45 93.42 71.12 69.70 65.26 65.08

K2 MHMETKFHEBE(BRMA: %)
Table 2 Classification accuracy of Pavia University data(Unit: % )
f— . __ SRRSO/ % : :
riLBP SLIC EMP DMP AP 3D-Gabor JBF GF SVM
eI 91.45 95.24 96.63 92.18 97.96 91.18 97.82 96.73 88.69
i) 99.25 99.51 99.85 99.45 99.68 95.92 99.81 100 96.05
A 94.63 77.31 98.44 88.47 94.52 64.99 73.63 65.42 47.16
R AR 60.16 90.51 97.30 95.30 93.81 90.35 89.84 83.68 75.35
£ B R 93.18 98.35 99.86 96.53 98.63 98.65 100 100 99.78
B 98.69 99.16 99.93 98.43 98.49 74.85 79.15 71.67 53.72
Wi 2 T 87.56 90.87 95.08 94.76 99.71 71.16 75.63 77.71 59.18
Hh it 95.41 88.37 95.06 92.76 98.01 83.26 97.78 98.44 79.34
B3¢ 45.18 90.30 89.91 82.03 96.65 95.48 98.62 99.77 80.91
OA 92.87 95.60 98.33 96.20 98.36 89.01 92.88 93.04 83.30
AA 85.06 92.18 96.90 93.32 97.50 85.09 90.25 88.16 75.76
KC 90.49 94.16 97.78 94.94 97.82 85.31 81.55 80.77 77.45
9.74%.9.73% 5. 71 % MKE B o MAZEE K<L T o GBF S 73 K5 B2 AN, 9K T AE M ) i 5t i
Mo 3 JE 2= S5 I, R G AP B OIS BB R WA . DA 0 3 1 288 O3] n b R G T AR, R 6% A

& M RE RS RN TR TSN T M 00 A Ok
JEw T HA 2. EMP S SRR B T b
YR BE, o B RS B . SLIC HAE I & 8 5E
ST IR /N FIEIL U] £ 28 50, T 0 248 NI R 27 S [ e e 2
SR CNBOE LA G R, RENS LA B
2)IJPHESER(N T ERREE  EEXERE
K)o BIE5 BN BEAR - Mo 0 5 b 4 43 A i A R
JEANFRAE . riLBP B RS KK AN, X2 H#
Hi 4y B o B 2 S AR (AN R YRR AT Y ) i

SR AT 53 K5 BE

T 2 B A 4y 28 T UL L 6, AR 4 2K ORG BE A
Kappa 7 £ h & 21K 431y EMP>riLBP>SLIC>
DMP/AP>>IBF>GF>3D-Gabor, % ¥4 % h
Hi W IR N, 5 AR 4 B g 6% 3k B B AF BRI
It SLIC A8k 148 = K B . JBF FI GF SR 4 JEKG
JE ARG AR 3 X T b 0 o RS B AF R R
Soe—JEH TR SVM 4R A B 7R K%
SN K BORS BE Ok 94.71% , B B MRORS AL A
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Table 3 Classification accuracy of Xiong an data(Unit: %)
Hi A2 ) ; N ﬁﬁ%ﬁ%mﬁ% ‘ . -
riLBP SLIC EMP DMP AP 3D-Gabor JBF GF SVM
52 B 97.76 98.59 99.54 96.86 97.79 91.72 95.33 96.19 89.34
By 93.78 97.46 99.90 95.27 98.83 79.65 63.49 61.11 75.31
biJ# 97.43 98.80 98.47 96.74 96.65 95.19 96.59 97.08 92.93
Bt 94.17 95.31 97.13 86.78 88.81 72.97 84.24 84.58 68.11
= 95.68 97.16 98.92 93.84 95.66 87.17 90.98 92.29 85.33
1 At 98.86 98.75 99.53 98.63 99.17 95.66 99.38 99.84 93.98
L 89.82 82.24 92.79 81.84 76.39 64.61 56.51 53.17 55.55
K I8k 99.08 98.52 99.31 97.39 97.96 95.36 99.19 99.92 94.71
i AR 92.00 81.31 69.93 47.83 27.17 14.23 0.00 0.00 17.10
S 92.97 83.87 93.95 86.91 81.05 36.37 5.28 3.15 34.02
e 97.44 96.48 96.78 90.22 95.04 86.68 95.38 96.57 82.87
ESP/S 96.20 94.49 98.64 94.97 94.23 79.03 93.22 94.08 73.82
B 97.79 96.82 99.01 96.18 94.06 85.24 86.26 86.64 82.99
K 66.38 85.25 93.46 80.59 80.74 71.50 98.39 98.12 60.38
OA 97.84 96.72 98.53 94.72 94.72 86.41 89.90 89.77 83.76
AA 93.52 93.22 95.53 88.86 87.40 75.38 76.02 75.91 71.89
KC 94.21 96.18 98.29 93.83 93.85 84.16 76.32 76.25 81.07
F4 AEHEHITER BT (B AL:s)
Tabale4 Computational time of different methods( Unit:s)

riL.BP SLIC EMP DMP AP 3D-Gabor JBF GF
E1 5522 4h 364.20 225.33 66.32 66.66 357.48 149.320 0.21 0.15
S N 5351.0 267.22 100.18 103.21 2039.1 1366.00 2.08 0.48
T % 14 798.6 3020.59 321.98 328.46 7913.02 595.02 4.24 3.25
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Fig.4 Classification maps of Indian Pines data
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Comparison of Texture Feature Extraction Methods for
Hyperspectral Imagery Classification

Shao Wenjing,Sun Weiwei, Yang Gang
(Department of Geography and Spatial Information Techniques, Ningbo University, Zhejiang 315211, China)

Abstract: The problem of “same object with different spectrum” and “different objects with same spectrum”
makes that it difficult to obtain high classification accuracy for hyperspectral images using the single spectral in-
formation. Texture feature is the important structural information of spatial distribution of ground objects, which
can compensate for the deficiency of spectral features in the classification to some extent. Many texture feature
extraction methods have been developed in hyperspectral image classification, but they are lacking of a compre-
hensive comparative analysis. Therefore, this paper aim to explore the classification performance of different
texture feature extraction methods. The 8 selected methods include rotational invariant local binary mode
(riLBP), Simple Linear Iteration (SLIC), Extended Morphological Profile (EMP) , Differential Morphologi-
cal Profile (DMP) , Attribute Profile (AP), 3D-Gabor, Joint Bilateral Filtering (JBF) and Guided Filtering
(GF) design classification experiments. Experimental results on Indiana Pines, Pavia University and Xiong'an
datasets show that EMP behaves better than other methods both in overall classification accuracy and computa-
tional speeds.

Key words: Hyperspectral remote sensing; Texture ; Classification ; Feature extraction



