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Fig.1 The sketch map showing coordinate of

trees on experiment site
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Table 1 The spectral characteristics of the
push—-broom imagery MEIS II of Canada Center for

Remote Sensing
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Fig.2 The structure of three layer neural network
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Table 2 Expected output value of each classes
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Table 3 Coﬁlparison of classification results of the two methods
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Abstract

This paper studied mode identification of aerial high resolution multispectral images and has

successfully identified the crown injected metal ion solution. The comparison of classification results
between neural network and maximum likelihood rule indicates that neural network is better in both of

classification accuracy and rate.
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