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IR KA BB T/, AT M AL RER T EREBRME TR RPN ST HEE S
REZERE MM AEHTT RGBT N TIEHFAZ R,

LA 228 0 IR i PROBA CHRIS Bt BB RGN LB, § AR R ETE%
REBRAEI ARG R A 6 B E T OB = B W - KRB RN G RERETE N RETERE
Mo SR oy o R CR AR — WG, AT LB BE R ERE RS BERTXBEXZ ORI EREMHRE
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1 BESIT%

1.1 ZBRHERFLLE

PROBA 2Bl 25 B & T 2001-10-22 RS — B/ B KHFALHPETE, BLEFE 615 km, fii /4
97.89°, PEFEHRTEEXGOHER BB 96T (Compact High Resolution Imaging Spectrometer,
CHRIS) , &3 5 Bl 8 400~1 050 nm, Yol 4 ¥ 3 1. 25~11. 00 nm, i [ 25 [0 4> B & 17 5 34 m,
CHRIS &84 5 MBRGER, AR TESBNR 1 Fin. S/ REGERS BRI —g 5 M
IR, 4351k 0°,+36°, —36°, +55°Ff1—55°04

F1 CHRIS FEHFRGER
Table 1 Specifications of CHRIS

BARER K E /nm BB ERAHE/m 2 5/ e B A IR
B 1 406~1 003 62 34 14X 14 Rl 5 7k
B 2 406~1 036 18 17 14X 14 *
B 3 438~1 035 18 17 14X 14 i s
B 4 486~796 18 17 14X 14 i s
B 5 438~1 036 37 17 14X7 B s

A3 BT R B B0 4 2012-06-01 R B B M3 CHRIS A (28 TR AER 2, A
4 0°. CHRIS 4 BiAb s = H AR W RAER K IURIEES R, RICR AR /E4MEH BEAM 54
BT MR BUAL AP B E R I RER X B R RGN B R R AT HLEM . £id BEAM 840
J5# CHRIS 14 , 5 B MUK F AW RFEBIHEER . BB RKEEEAAKR, ERMR R B RERR N IE 2 E
B O RO R BT R . BERERMENZBEE, FUBERRR L TRIESZEO M
B la fim  MZEREGTEERERTR ERERNER U THREEXEREBOH R 786.1 nm,G
593.2 nm,B % 511. 5 nm BB & K, WHE 1b Fix.
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Fig.1 Experimental image
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1.2 HFEEEn

FBREGBENREMCTEMOAGOHREMERMN L. RREMYRBEE, HP XA B GHE
FURE RN S Y, A TR EEFEKE KEMGUE. T HERIENZRR Y S REE,
T 2012-09 b K RIT I 57 B By » R AT SR BUAE X A0 BR AR TE R0 7 HeoR R I e M 2K B, SLAR TR 8 ot i 4 R
100 R4, ¥y A 230 3. BEA ERMGHH, H LS RNHARN BB RERERET AV EHEE, #
B4 % CHRIS BB 25 X 30 i 3 4y A AR (B 2) 5 BT S8 40 7% 35 R /4R ot L i UK Ak (g k B3t
YEZK T I M KA CER T TRT ) S A AR M N S B i 18 3t L 60 3t ) SR AN, DA B 1 Dy M B 2 SR RO o ME T PR K
¥, FHmBOLEE BAREERE B SR BERIE RIS, I 3 B
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Fig. 2 Interpreting image based on field work Fig. 3 Training samples
1.3 8%%&%K

BERERERE B RHNRALEA RN TE G2 G8ERERERNER REBIARMHE . RET
WY OLIE R IERE B AR TR YIRS, BEREEZRFETHNOERHEIERREWE
REBEMUE ., BEREBRERARAR R

S. = S/C (O

R, SR EHEREBER ;S RAWBREE;CREHMAR.

FRAARDOXMERERATEERERTA, BREERERER. X WE 1 PRIEREZERMEER
EBRER, BT BUART DR, BERERERZRERROGIERERE THH B AL, o DIk
FEHEBENRARAHE,

2 BT

W 1a FE 1b AR FALE SR E 6 Rt 2K BV SR A (B 3D, FHRBUZ 6 F i 2880 B - 20k % iy
KRB P HE AR 500 MER L HEHSBE RS RYED , KR EBRITEX T 506 th & LK
HnE 4 . B da BIEEBR T, 6 A AE K 411, 3 nm(PER D ZE 692. 7 nmE B 13) LI 6B A2
AR RS BREHE 0.2 LT NFER K 710. 7 nm(PEZ 14) 2 1 026. 7 nm(P B 18) KRiE TR A2 FIE K, o
R KR FIAR M/ AR PR 8  SLO 4R HR i, RAEDE K 1 026, 7 nm(JE B 18 A Z FIF K BELRE
BRAR s, 40 4b BT7n , 6 Ry 6 d 2R i TR 22 513 K, 7E P 491, 8 nm (PR B 3) Z A 878. 6 nm (P B
IDFEE P, Z I AR . Ei, A3 B, Yy ks R 2 L RE B/ FIABELRER
T3k BT DASE S 61 i £R 0 W WORD BURHRRAE 35 KA [F) s G T AR I 22 5, 32 e 1 St M 9 7T 4 1
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Fig.4 Typical wetlands spectral curves

3 A%

PR — E 4 A5 L B/ N R O T FR B Rk I A IRIE OGRS B BB SR 1 AL AR R B Tk
TR AL S A B M B e R B, W 1 R PIR KB BB AT B A R CRAMRR GRS B 3D, HET
B 2§15 AT 20 08 BT B X 4r KRG R R AT B WL B 02 B 2 B R O 3k R AT LL B B PR B %%
LREREBIN BRI RNG R F R RBRE R .

3.1 Z—i##l4%%0 (Binary Encoding, BE)

BE B HIaRERME 5 Fin. H Sa AEHRERIATRIRBRR0RER, B Sb AEERERZ

R BRI KGR,
W B AR, BERERATR AR RG R LB, BEER X T 5 5 5 5 BUK &R 42

2 HLBHER » (H R R R B A AR/ AR IR 40 O ¥ h KA, R A b RRER S AR/ RO IR A R R
BT ARER AR/ BB IR N AR ERUGHER O RERBRERS W B0 LR,
fELXE At 0y B9 2 SR R B 22, AR L FRAN T AR 4 R 0 R / R W R 40 R T MUK AR R R, R R R
A ERUK R IR A R B MK, AR T BRAR A R P/ BRI IR A N
= & FURLY
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Fig.5 BE classification results
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WHRERAE BEBRRRBREREZ 2. AR 2 WAL, BREEREFENETERENRBE
BA BT HARMAAN B R R <300 MENEFEBERANECELE=30V0RE, A BEEML
AR BEWREFEEEENREE MR BEAAERE BERKERNESEBEMAFBEANE
W AR s T DR K AR B AR TR NS R A AR & R P RS I T A B B 10 AR/ 40 B0 A 7= 0 A W B R 1K
AP EERWBRE: S RERBEAD KGR Kappa RETHEHE.
R2 BEREIRW. EBEHEEIERELR

Table 2 BE classification accuracy comparison before and after continuum removal

- =¥icy-Z BEREGRRER
EFEERE/X RFP¥E/ % EPEREE/ % RF¥E/%
=R 78. 43 88. 96 79. 87 89. 98
s B B 48.27 4.32 78. 83 3.38
+ B oW 45.02 25.70 37.36 40. 01
= K & 65. 99 95.12 42.56 78.23
*a VWK R 73.66 26. 10 85. 20 14.25
PR/ R 67. 85 89. 42 24. 62 93.16
BESEEE/ % 70.865 0 50. 080 0
Kappa &%k 0.600 9 0.3885

3.2 H/MEZE %k (Minimum Distance, MinD)

MinD BB RERME 6 fin. B 6a ARWBREBRZATRRBRBRRER, B 6b N EHELER
ZIEHEBR T RER.

Bt BAH AT LRI, B REBRATE R B KA R BT, BEBEB D, X T 7% 35 fE BOK AR 8 43
K IR  H R BRI T AR/ AR BOIR 2 G » R T A SR AR/ R M R 2 D B K
B BERERUBRNER D RERBERS , X E K 2K LB, B ARERAR KA R/ R gIR A
TR 0P K A BB b TR ER A T UK AR A R 2 O T M KA
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Fig.6 MinD classification results

AHERERATJE MinD B RARBERLK 3, MRS TURR, BEAKREREFENETEREMA
FRG B G B 2R s SR ORI B A 7 R BE A WL AR, T P RS R R B AL s S IBUK R A = E A
BB KA, TR P RS A A BB & MK AE A AR R G, TR G EH 9 R R R/ Rt
R 7= NG BE AN PR B A LB R 2 R R B 7 M8 AT Kappa RECT AR .
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Table 3 MinD classification accuracy comparison before and after continuum removal

- =¥icy-Z BEREGRRER
EFEERE/X RFP¥E/ % EPEREE/ % RF¥E/%
=R 62.09 94. 55 63.97 94.52
s B B 85. 21 3.77 74.39 3.72
+ 3 B oW 69. 22 17.52 55. 38 18.02
= K & 82.39 80. 44 62. 21 95. 44
*a VWK R 76.59 27. 85 82.42 17.43
PR/ R 47.29 95. 40 40.32 82.79
BESEEE/ % 59.656 8 54,307 2
Kappa &% 0.494 2 0. 429 3

3.3 ZGIKPFEE (Mahalanobis Distance, MahD)

MahD BIEH - RERME 7 Fin. B 7a hEEREBRIAMNEBRERIRER B b AEBHRE

BRZERRERIRER.

E HRAH AT URACERERMENRE R RER WRBEE BRI LEE. GERERITH S
SREE R X RN MK B 2 2K LLBOHE » (R R R B TR/ SO BHR 2 N RE R E A MR
BRI/ BRI IR R TE WK, R T HA L BEBKBB RS ABE BEREBRUBHNER O RERK
PEE L, X B 2 K LB R AR/ PO BOR D AR R B N E , R LA 8RR/ R
3 0 ROK AR R 20 I KA, AR T B /N R AR/ AR O IR 2 R T KA

L =%,

23|
=
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REL TN T
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B 7 MahD B4R R

Fig.7 MahD classification results

AHERERATJE MahD B0 REENLR 4. AR L TURR BEREREFENETEBERAN
AR P N B T P S 2R AL 5 TR B A 7 N B R N B T PR S AR A 5 AR A A 7R B B MR AR T
PP R BE TG A S AR AL 5 1 TBOK AR B A2 7 300G BE A WL G TP P G B WL R 8 5 9 e K A D AR / AR 3 Y
AR RS BE AN R BE SR WL R 0 R RN B AR 2 KB AN Kappa RET IR .
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R4 GREXBRH.JT MahD HESKBERLR

Table 4 MahD classification accuracy comparison before and after continuum removal

- =¥icy-Z BEREGRRER
EFEERE/X RFP¥E/ % EPEREE/ % RF¥E/%
=R 75.08 94.17 69. 66 94.34
s B B 88. 63 4.18 89. 95 3.03
+ 3 B oW 72.88 28. 51 57.20 30. 40
= K & 79.59 84. 82 70. 41 94. 39
*a VWK R 80. 36 42. 95 76. 34 27.14
PR/ R 55.32 91.18 40.17 82.97
BESEEED 67.542 3 57.292 2
Kappa &% 0.575 4 0. 463 4

3.4 kit fHIEE (Spectral Angle Mapper,SAM)

SAM BB ARG RWE 8 fia. Bl 8a AEERERZATNIERER S RLE R B 8b hEUERER
ZIERWERFRER.

B BRAMATUERCBERERATNER T RERER VR BRHERD AT BN TR LR ER,
ERFAR B AT A TR/ R B R A E MK R E, BB AT AW BRI
W EERERUIERER IR RBRES , W E R IR ER R LA P IR/ R R
RHEMKEMBENRRENE.

ﬁ- ya

(a) Fin® B (b) B R EBRB B

B8 SAMBERARER
Fig. 8 SAM classification results

BHERERATJE SAM B aRBEREZS. RS TURA. BEKERBEFERNEEREAN
BRE,. AP EELH SR BENENNEFEREEFRA B AP EERAOWRE, BEAHEF
BOK AR/ BRI AE - ERER AR MAPEERBRE KRN EFEEEARRS,
T RS BE A B B R A5 20 R R AR 43 KB BE AT Kappa RECEHA R AL
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Table 5 SAM classification accuracy comparison before and after continuum removal

- =¥icy-Z BEREGRRER
EFEERE/X RFP¥E/ % EPEREE/ % RF¥E/%
=R 62. 62 95. 08 67. 39 93.81
s B B 77.06 3.23 71. 95 3.93
+ 3 B oW 69. 65 16.58 61. 08 17.38
= K & 76.87 91. 28 65. 63 94. 66
*a VWK R 76. 65 28. 68 83.38 17. 24
PR/ R 44.37 84. 66 40. 00 91.34
BESEEED 57.743 5 56,002 5
Kappa &% 0.469 0 0.452 5

3.5 tif{S B & (Spectral Information Divergence,SID)

SID BEMARGERIE 9 Fin, B 9a hEEREBRZHMERE RS RER . B b AEEHERER
ZREBRIRGER,

B ERAHATUERBERERTNERORE R B PR B D, T ELR BB, H
R LT A E AR B/ AR A 1R 4 S DR ANVE T KR, AR AR F A UK AR AR 4 S K
W EEREBUENERILRERBIRRS M ER R BT, R L3IE TR/ R iR o
HWE (AR T AR AR P/ AR 3t B 1R 4 D DR B T AR T RE I, AR B3R K AR /AR B R 4 I vk
KA.

e r

Aoz,

@EEBE DAL ERBE
B9 SDEESERER

Fig.9 SID classification results

AHERERAJE SIDBRARBEERLK 6, MRCATURR BERERESENEFTEBEEHE
R F R B W 005 R BRI B A 7 3 G BE R P W B39 BT R B » (B R ALK 3 A A B s BRI B A 7
G B W B 2K » T R BE 34 A B 2 B 5 3 RO A R AR / R ) A 7 30 BE 0 R P NG R S B B
65 s T o K A B A2 7 G B TR S AR A » TR 0 B P R R K 5 2 SR 5 SR N B Ak 23 KRB B Kappa REUTE
BB AL
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Table 6 SID classification accuracy comparison before and after continuum removal

- =¥icy-Z BEREGRRER
EFEERE/X RFP¥E/ % EPEREE/ % RF¥E/%
=R 61.39 94. 61 78. 64 90. 36
s B B 73.55 3. 44 74. 64 4.50
+ 3 B oW 63.78 15. 28 65. 82 25.34
= K & 59. 35 96. 56 45,11 80. 88
*a VWK R 76.01 23.79 78. 67 19. 69
PR/ R 51.34 85.17 41.31 77.48
BESEEE/ % 57.619 8 57.494 4
Kappa &% 0.460 9 0. 449 8

3.6 ¥ E L (Support Vector Machine, SVM )

SVM Bk KRG R INE 10 fin. B 10a AEEREBRZIATNIEB RS LR, B 10b AEER
EBRZERRBRER.

i BT DR, BELRERAENRR 2 RE R WECFR, RS . BHERERITNER
GrRGER X TP AE ORI 32K L BHER » R B R EA /DR KR/ R R0 N HE. R T
HRA /N BRI/ R MR R T KR, R P R R/ BRHBIR A R s BA R ERUERNER
REGRBFER L , X EE 2 K ILBHER  HR BB A EFAE /D R/ B giR 0 ARE, # R A L
FRAN T FA /N A B RR P/ AR IR 3 N T MUK R s AR P IR R BRI/ AR R R
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Fig. 10 SVM classification results

BHERERAJE SVM BERARBELER 7. AR TTURA . BERERESENETHREEMA
PRSI TEI BARAL s B B AR P B A B AR, TR B R B AR AL s B B AR 7 NS R B B
A6 T O BE A W B 4R 85 5 T RUK AR BRI / AR 3t 9 A 7 3008 B2 B B MR G, T P B T W S AR A 5 ¥ kK
WA P ENE AR PR R A B G 0 RS R B R R T B4, T Kappa RET R
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Table 7 SVM classification accuracy comparison before and after continuum removal

- =¥icy-Z BEREGRRER
EFEERE/X RFP¥E/ % EPEREE/ % RF¥E/%

=R 85.78 89. 10 86. 51 88.12
s B B 49.30 10. 21 54. 65 9.37
+ B oW 53. 63 37.65 47.89 55.73
= K & 75.70 92.17 72.43 91.18
*a VWK R 85.78 89. 10 78.94 52. 48
PR/ R 86. 22 87. 30 81.53 86.73

BESEEE/ % 83.071 2 80.854 9

Kappa &% 0.751 0 0.720 9

3.7 BEEM

LBk, U b 6 A B KRB, SVM B0 KB E R B, Hoflh 5 AR I 70 K08 B3 L3R
1655 BT A B 53 KGR, BRI P R B 2 605 BE 5 » T AR / Rt R 38 ok K A 9 0 SRS BE AR, LR
Vit N T

DL EREHRLIE,6 FEE P B S 2B B Kappa REGH R B # KK 2 BE Bk MinD
¥k MahD k0 SVM Bk, T BB K R SAM Bk SID Bk SR, BARERTERERET
FETERFAE 25 18] (052 9 1 ot W B 20 R B T PP R A BB SR B B IR AR B0 B 2 SR B, IR IR R IR MR 1B 3t N BB AR
B RE R BRI/ BRI MK A, X PR 7E 2R B3 RA EAUR GE PR O R EER R
R BBRERE G X LY R B G R IHAEL,, RN XA T RAEGKKE/RRGR, #/0K
T BT DL WA SRR B IR > LA AN, DA TR B S0 AR

DEBRERZEBRLIG 6 MEEPFE BN BRE=FHEMREN S XEER RS E BE Bk,
SID ik H0 SVM Bk, KR RZED EREN 2RI BT . BAKERTHER T HES S H M WRE 2 H
ROSRFAE 22 57 » AT 42 185 T LA 5k o e g 8ty S R0 AR R RN i) X A AR FU BE 7

4 % 8

ABESL 4% R 2B 5 B /B O IR Y8 I8 H i) PROBA CHRIS B big BB 5O 17 3 kb 3, 43 7
AR 5 SR i A 2R S il 4R IR AE AR AL B, FF R A 6 R R B T ORI a5 R WA B A R B R
BTG R R ATIES T A ) 426, BT MM B AR EBR T EN S BEEAREINEN. FES
wWTF.

DR AR B AR 05 12 5 30 40 2 T 65 R 1E 2 18] 1 MBS 4 28 B 0k 5 v % 38 SRR 5 I VB 18 3 . B A
PRRA X 4 FIIRAIRE S .

2 YEE G Y b V85 i B R R P ST A TR K A AR R/ R R R ek K A XS, T R4 R R BR T R R AN B
AR 57 Hi A R BT SR PR B0 B 0 2R B P i R e R R IR A R A, L R RE R B AR B R RIEE

3) H T Brak BURY 55 30 7 B B i 150 %oF B2 B9 85 6 BRE B IR A PR, AR 30Ut — & CHRIS R #1745
M. HEHE—BHART 2R EEREBRT BN TS, HRE . B E S M &S SIE (Hyperion
Eig BRI G GBI A E B 4R R (RS R ADE 4 5 2R D TR .

O JeAh  EENG IR b TR B OGS B R B R A AR K T AR B AR /Rt 0V Do K R 4 X, P —



2

EBW, % ETOUEMSALE 8§ EE 2R ERREZBRIEEFN 205

B LL B i 5 B R R R T VE R SR AR R O TE SE B R B AN 3 B TR B 06T, AR/ AR 3t I o K A Dy K R
U HIEEIRSO6HE, UL 3 MM ER R P RANB SR ITH . EHE— PRI, M2 AEER
EBRTHEESXRWNENIR L EHRTES UBRBLEERER LTRSS BITRIRS M.
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Validity Evaluation of Continuum Removal in the Supervised
Classification Based on Spectral Feature Space

WANG Xiao-peng"?*, ZHANG Jie'® ,REN Guang-bo®*, MA Yi®
(1. Dalian Maritime University, Dalian 116026, China; 2. Qingdao University, Qingdao 266071, China;
3. The First Institute of Oceanography, SOA, Qingdao 266061, China)

Abstract: The continuum removal method was applied on the PROBA CHRIS hyperspectral remote sensing
image of the coastal wetland in the Yellow River Estuary. Six classical supervised classification methods
were implemented on the image before and after the continuum removal transformation for the land cover
classification, and then the classification results were compared by artificial interpretation and quantitative
analysis. The aim of this research is to evaluate the effect of the continuum removal transformation on the
supervised classification. Experimental results show that, the continuum removal transformation is capable
of improving the classification ability of certain supervised classification algorisms in the coastal wetlands
classification by hyperspectral images. But the continuum removal method cannot solve the issue of mis-
classification between the bare beach and turbid water, which generally co-exist in the coastal wetlands and
share the similar characteristics. Therefore it could not improve the overall classification accuracy of the
supervised classification methods on CHRIS hyperspectral images.
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