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1 5 7

FtiE % HST (Hyperspectral Image) 42 AL
BOCTEAAERCTHE 2 1 i AU B x40 14 i
BREIR, S2GERBAIL, HSIA S T REK
WYIER, ARdEE T e RIS 72807 1 iR
KSR, Tz B ARl (Liang 55, 2015)
B (bR 55, 2020) M= BEIRIF A& (Carrino
4, 2018; SEHTE A, 2020) 4L ARiH T
HST Y e g ke, S BORMRAE 0 2R B b = 2k
Huge 5, BUL MK ERIE S 518 BB H
s se e ke (FEZ2E 45, 2019). B, W
i N HST Fp i B RO Rk DU HE 73 205 P A 4
AT — AR R AT B[R]

i HEA: 2021-07-23; FIEDZAR: 2022-01-17

EEWE - WM A A ASBT R A2 %58 (45 - 2021-45)

R HSLAr R HERR 32, Fth T4 S
M5 HL SVM (Support Vector Machine) (Melgani F1
Bruzzone, 2004) . HfR=%>JHL (Li%%, 2015) .
K-3iT 4P (Blanzieri il Melgani, 2008) F1H 3 #)
(A 55, 2012) SFEN T2 TIERERPL 25
2205k . T SYM EA RENS LR A ALY
J5 2 Ab B A AN ZRREAS B B AP, A
T7E =5 1 R 3 24 55 vh st - (IR 45,
2019; Camps—Valls Fll Bruzzone, 2005). F|HTATH
1k, SVM AT )2 A Sy 455 81 53 24 25 1 1 ] T HSI
53 24E55 (Jiang %, 2018; DuanF, 2021; %
FEAE, 2021). CASCHGEEN] (ZEARME 55, 2019;
K 4, 20205 BRAEME 4F, 2020), (UHREERDE
T BB BTSRRI 20 S [RE R B 43 2R v

E—EEE N W, U 1N ED GRS B S 708 . E-mail: huangyuan@hunnu.edu.cn
WASEE T B, WF5E 5 10 Ryt B 28 K248 5 0 H . E-mail: xghe@hunnu.edu.cn
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HOrBACRAAEARZRIA, X, RE¥H
(Duan 45, 2021; 23T MPRSCHE, 20205 5K4F
ARAE, 20215 mAESE AF, 2021) MRS T 2R
WG 2 DGR B AR IE R O %, B T
5 BE M ARG HSTAY M) 2R . 40, Duan 45
(2021) 7EJCREAR BAYIERE I, T AT A
T 20 B 1) OUIE I S (A RRAE S O s AR
IHAIERSCER (2020) A A BUZ AR BUCHST A 2 0] —
R EIF RS SRR G, R T — 2 RE B 24y
AERRSTE R AL 893260718 SKAEARSE (2021)
B E T —FhRE R 2E H2 H HSL 2 [R5 BRDE (R B
G R RBIAL, SR, XL T —F KA
AR 70 207 I A AR 1 G TE 2 HSTRY 25 3l 5
TEEE R Z IR R . (EREER S, HSIH[E—
FONB R T VAR R EE R, S8
BoRMFZ M E R IX AR, Bi, ©8f
= (P4 2021, Zheng'/fj"ﬁ , 2019; ]iang% s
2018) RIEF TREXABG . WAESHAE (2021) 2K
TR FR AR AR A RIS B4 i iR G AR AR, RO
AR T HSLAY S (M S HREE (5 0, . N [A) 1% B a) K 2
s —i AR L5 8 s Zheng%F (2019) RAEHEGEER
53 FIRER B AL BLH 43 2K gR Bt 1 —Fh a2
Tiid:, RN HIT HSIR 26758 T REFYE5 R . T
HIZ, Jiang % (2018) 42 H Ay —Fl L33 29 [F] it IX
IR A RAE 42 IR TT B 18 R 32 14343 #T SPCA
(Superpixelwise Principal Component Analysis) J7
B, AT AR ICHST Y X MERRIEAE
HAEMEARTRZET BRI R 5 tmE. H2,
SPCA J7 ik iR R R AR R r 15k ORERKE
S, 2015) Az LAY AR R B R A G R —
M, ABEARGAIE M S X B, AR, Xu 55
(2018) & F fa] 5 £ % i X 2 25 SLIC  (Simple
Linear Iterative Clustering) & & T —Fh X8I RC
(Regional Clustering) 1% . %77 %l H 2K - ff
HST#YZ5 [ 5 B DTSR R, & — Rl & HSI 226
(= B Ak BT ¥k o 53 —J7 i, Li%F (2020) 1
TR G LA F 5] 43 B 0 BE Al B 2% 08 T 8 PG 22 AR
AEAEE M TR, T — i 6 A ) i i 2k A A 1)
4 ¥t SLDA (Sparse Linear Discriminant Analysis)
Jidi. ZSPCAMIE K, A SCHl It A 8455 RC A
SLDA % J&& T — M (2 R M w2 4053 70 r SSLDA
(Superpixelwise SLDA) Jrik. SR, FsSCgeRH,
JEF SSLDA Jy vk $ HU iy HST %8 B RRAE 5 R A ik

B ARG 3t RAE = OGS RIR MR B, BAEAR I 5 Bl
S X OTIR IR R A, O T O HSL AR IR 28
FIMER ] 5, Kang % (2015) HeT9° 1 BEHLIF
4 ERW (Extended Random Walker) ¥J#ET —Ff4
ok, JENHT A E e ek Bl g, Ak
37 REFRY RGO T 74 SSLDA 785873 5+
Jot 301 % DX S A% T U 3R ALY TR) A, AR SO ]
ERW #E— 25 {56 F SSLDA K45 1 #7) fia 2 5k
]t o AHHL T Kang 55 (2015) , A 3CH S5 F1 A
SSLDA $ZHCHST 8 i AR PERG B IR SRR, 2R )5 i
A SVM K13 HSI I 1A 2 B A8 1] 1, LAIBI4R &
OXRITIE RIS EERIRCR

g BRTIR, AT SR R R OL I R =
] —JGHE (R R, HAEREASR i D a0l T 4
PRI 7 280 B, AR SCHR Hh — B 5 53R [ 4t
FE SRR A 1 g R K0 vk . 1 e Ak
THSIK A H—GEFER, AHC KRB R
Gt 2 M 0 ) 3 A 12 A 5 Ta) SR AR R B R Al B oA g
AFEA G BEAS [ ( Jmy P 4B 38k, I AE SR B 4B A 5
i OB R R M IR G R IR s R 2R M siiR S
RREAUER HSTRY 2 [ — G Ak S A SCff 1) 4L
Jearth, AR R WRBIME R & RERIE
SOy RE AR — BB A 12 200 ) HSTAR SRR 28 Z ] 1)
23 [AVAE OGP, T U0 Ak 28 i A =52 ) 2 ELAR 4l A 3 A
KRAEAH B> K hn 2 18, DT 58 R 3 2R 15 55
9T B UERTH 8 07 VA e A T LATE HST Y BIR 532
155 IR0 R 19 FOIERE . K HN A 2 3 2/
155 %  £E Indian Pines. Pavia University #I1 Salinas,
DU K —EH KB IE B HoustonU _E 174328525
IE5 TR IT AT R EE b

2 W
21 BESHEEEEHRSTE

R R A B HSTAR AR AR B AN s/ D s
BRI REARIZATI ], ASCEHSEHE T —FlBG R
BB 2R K B e M ik, SO FIkI— A G &R
T TR A R AE R 7843 FAE HST 723 [al— G55 B &
HA A B AT IA— eI B 5L (Shi A
Malik, 2000). Z37KI853 8157 (Vincent il Soille,
1991) . B T K 19 40 % 55 3% (Felzenszwalb #
Huttenlocher, 2004) FISLIC (AchantaZ®, 2012),
SSLDA J7 i o SR I X S ISR BRAR TR
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FePE, IR EIE R T HSTAY 2 [l — i B, 53
— 2 R e B 25 TR A S SR G AR L 7
RIIPIX . SSLDA J5 k78 X S A F AL 45
FHRR LA 0 5032 P AR HST i e, 4R BUR
BHEIE . R, MR R BEYE Tk EE 50 R RHRAR
S A 1) RIORR I TR A5 R ) I O R AL B
HARSAET

A Xe R TR HSTEWE A, Hdm, x m,
REMGRSE, d A RIRGTELERE . 8 3D Sz (A
XEEEEZD%EI@%)(:[L, Xyy v, Xy ottt xN]e
R, N=m, Xm,, ﬁqjxi=[x“, Xy **ty Xyttt

x] EH R, R HSUROSS i MR R

(1) WIRERZE, MIEHElca XS, 5%
EE%T‘Hﬁﬁ‘{k%%EF‘AQ‘C:{cH Cyy v, Cpy tt, cs}e
R, ,EQEF'ck=[x,‘LI, Xops "0t Xy ity xL.A,lTV; UK
PRI P ORI R TR IES Z =12, Z,, -
Zy, o Zg, Hoz ={al, xf, -, )}, x EoR
JTRRR AR S Z, B A o M TT .

(2) A RIEE OGS . & LRIt
BP0 ¢, B9 25 1) 4 bR 40 50 (o, ) A
(s, ). fEe BN, x N, HERA A A 114
SEx 5 o, K925 1B D, ADGISE D, HodiD,,
T 0 TG B 8 2 AR A, T D, SR DG 1S AR R HE
iR . BAAGE SO (XudE, 2018):

e R P Nt
Dy, = SID(x,,¢,) X tan(SAM (x,,¢,))  (2)
A, r BRI RTEE R ALKE. H

SID(x,,¢,) = ﬁ(pi/- - pm)log(f) (3)

j=1 ®

SAM(x[,ck) = COSI(M) (4)

d d
X, Py = xij»/zxw Pej = xm/Exw; (y )R
j=1 =1

N |- (|2 I AL,
(3) HEEZE BB D (5, )0 HAHEZS IR
B D, UGG Dy, T8 TC %, 5 RE P Lo, 1)
2—iElE R (Xuf, 2018):
D(x,e)=(1-0)x Dy, +0xDg, (5
K, o [0, ]38R VA2 (IR GE Y AE
.

(4) o ERFEL . REX (D—(05) a4
BEA L e, N, x N HRIEENTEERICx, 5 e, 1)
FRES, DA RIS N R B S5/ IMEDG R 150
EHRE DL, e ={c, e . e, =, il
Horp ey k=l

cZ=£nEi£1{D(x[,cZ’1)} (6)
K, Z,FRE DR S o R EHE
FREL

(5) Zabk 0. —MRIEARIRBO E 101K,
SERL AR G o R AR A RS Z=
{Zl’ Ly s Ly o, Z_g}ﬂ]q“lbc:{cl, Cyy ¢
€ vy cs)y TRME R IR 2—4 TR 5E AR

(6) FEACRFRARIRES Z, iEdE B . T
SLDA J7 i AR KRR D B TR R B, i
BRI SR 5 0 M B AR B A AE , IF R
B S E AR S B —E W E e, Bk, b
T HERRZRAE HSL W ZS [l — 61 RHE, I H SLDA #2
WAL A Z, MR B IR A eIk . ik, SKLLTE
H b5 pR S B AR R w; (Li%F, 2020):

w, = argmin{ﬁ" w, ”] +5w'A'.'Sww,l,} (7)
X, w,=0; dFS HRAESE, H¥KTFO;
So= 2 S - e)(x - o) K PHOLRE . 5

SIS B Ul G /A W 1 D B B R S o A D 0
BRHIE
Y, =w' X Z, (8)
(7) % th HSIA T A AR & AR B TR A 1R
Y, HFERHY={Y, Y, -, ¥, -, Y= {y,
Yar ttta Yi e, yw}o
22 BEBMS AL
HE T [7) o Jmy w28 4k £ 5 4 SSLDA J7 ik i 4 Bt
MR Z IR SRR, BARREYS /04248 HSIAY
LRSS R AF B A I MO TE AR, (H2 A Zmg T
A T J5y BB A8 B A 5 Z 1B A7 A B N R B2, AT
B B IR S R AR DA AE — E W EUE IT
4o % BRI F 4353 HT KPCA  (Kernel Principal
Component Analysis) (Yu%§, 2021) F) & k%L,
ABRAFEE B E 58, BB AR Lk &
LEMETT 4> (Scholkopf %%, 1997). I, A i#
G EZ RIS FRAEN FH KPCA, LLE T Refs S5 E
TR 155 0 S DA B RFESS B . KPCA 1) 3 20 %
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e

(1) #FXFHSIH 2w siiE G e Y, FIHAE
LR MERILST PR & (+) 2 Y BRES B S e[0T o (-)
RRERIELA T, WA K =[o(V)] (), WY
FREFIE ¢ TFEIR (Yu%s, 2021):

t,=a/K (9)

A, K e RV R ad & k% pR Brs i AR B
o, 2 K IEE i D RRAEAE A X R AIE 1]

(2) ¥ Ka, = Ao THHFHEEA, =2 A, > - 2
A, JFEUGT KA R AR ) i { ey @y, oo,
oo

(3) FIFHERAE ) & o, 12E (9) T Y B AT
KA F WA AR E T = (1), 1,, -
R,

23 ¥ EHBEYUEEE

T AR R B4 U 25 1S R IE 25 5 S 80y
AT S o G XS R s AR A i, AR
PR BN E R (Grady, 2006) HAHH
BB R R AZ M R i R RE A [R] s 1R )
ZAXTRFE S . B, A SCR A ERW 4 fih HSI
25 )5 B A&, L2 AR 2145 28 22 1) (1
23 [AH G, I Z itk B SVM A5 21 14477 16 2 5]
R ) o

e, FIUHCTTE R F R R TR
DG BIG A 23 ] — G35 R AE i A SVM 23 2B 88 1,
RN RILE R AR ER, = {r,, 1) -, 1,
Pl e RV, e =[r 2 e, ] B S

m

4] e

1, MARIEHER . ERW XA [R50 m 1975 4
R b L UL e K20 (Duan %5, 2021) 3k
SCER

E"(Q.) = E5.(Q.) + vEL(Q.)  (10)
K, Q, F R G REA 1 3 5 2R 7 AR 4 1
TR 5 m 14 X R8T A5 En(Q, ) s Hfim
KAGTTE A MR R Z M2 AR £7.(0,)
FR 55 m SR T A 25 B 36 9 130 3 i — DR
BROKT T yRRNER T BA

En(Q.)= 0,10, (11)
E(0.)= Y 040 +(0.-1)'A(0. - 1)
(12)

K, A FRIR HW) IR 2 ABE 38 28 B 1) % R 2
L3R5 R R HST R KPCA L A58 — 32 0 4
HER PSR RS (Grady, 2006) :
~w;, vl AR
Ly=1d,i=j (13)
0, HAlh
K, o Flo, FOREI TS, b R RS ERR

TR o, = e -B(g - g) | FomiEE,

o, AT AR EME, HPghAmS
s d, = Ew,‘vﬁ%ﬁﬁi}f?\ v, I

SRIG, AL (10) 200 A [7) 25 51 14 4] 4 1 >R
T A A5 15 2 T A 2800 9 )5 SRR ] B R, i
Je, ARPEHE AR AT HST - F bR
24 AXMEZE

BCA R B AR E R s R F M o0 b . #
By o TR R AL AL 7 vk, A SCHE H—Fp
HX B B A% 3R WA A R 30 A8E 3R 00 1 s Ol 45
FAER, Ry Rk T B O SKERW_SVM,, HiA%
RINEZR AN 1 s, kBTl an s

A EOLIBEGR X e R, FEAESHLL,
AEAG R B S A £ R B0 K

(1) WIHILERERLC = e, 6, = 6 o )
RURFRAS RS Z = {Z,, Zy -, Zyy -, Zg)s

(2) T (5)—(6) FIERRBORWIEH C
MZ, AL DA I G

(3) FIAX (1)—(8) HE Z P FLEES
MR B IR AR IE, B Y ={Y, Y,, -,
Y, -, ys};

(4) R (9) K15 Y IIET KA T 050 R AE
HREEET = (1), 10 o, 1] 3

(5) EF%F TIFF I8 — 52 HL A SO 2 A
BUREAS

(6) BEIZFEA MR AR A SVM 232588,
B AR AMER IR, = {r, n, -, rs

(7) R (10) SkEfbwrta s, 4%
FIR,, FURIEAE R I KA ARAR 55 6 1 R 1 28071
PrREEE

Byl HSIAYZEBIPREZE A

2.5 FMMIERR
H T BRSNS 4 SR, A SCR
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HHRARKEE OA (Overall Accuracy) . “FYHRGEE AA
(Average Accuracy) # Kappa & E04E B V- $5 b5 o
OAJEARIEF UG R T R BRI T e, AA
AR FRIEFVPUINR R T 70 LA FYME . Kappa
FBCE R E AT R g i, R i it
PO AR 25 R L SR 2 22 ) ) — B

Titgy 2 AR
RC: KR IIT L s SLDA - Rt 4 51 o001 7 12 s KPCA 4 2 By
S3HT T SVM SRR I SR HL 5 6 s ERW 7 JR i B AL U7 vk .

1 A R B YA AR A 0 R 1R 1R
SRR (SKERW_SVM)HESL ]

Fig. 1 Outline of Hyperspectral-image classification method

combining superpixel dimension reduction with post—processing

optimization(SKERW_SVM)
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K, MBIREDCIE BRI GE; FFRNIRE
FERE; N 2R BMGES i R RE A gk Hoca, =
iFii/Ni;FﬂFe = iFi-F-i/(iNi )2§ /H\:[:PFi-ﬂ]F-i%é

NIRIE LRSS i AT FIER i 50 F, OA . AA Fll Kappa

FEEE T 0—1, —FH{Mm, B2
PEREMAT o

3 SRS

S IE Windows10°F 5, WNAFE N 16GB [ Intel
(R) Core (TM) i7-10750H CPU 2.60GHz 134 LA
EAREEHIETT . AFEREE A MATLAB 2018b.

31 HIE&ENE

ARSCR 3 H B /N B ELE 4 Indian
Pines. Pavia University Fll Salinas, DA M —# KB
48 4R HoustonU R PPAL 43 8 ik P fig . 16124
il 13X 4 21 B A B G R GOR bR 1 4 oy 2 TR
B, G I T A A BUE S ROR (8 R U B
P45

(1) Indian Pines 2 H AVIRISfZ )48 7E 1992 4
I [ E AR 2N PE LTS 0 B SR e i 3 25 SR 4R
A 145 x 145 MEE M 224 AHGEA, P E R
0.4—2.5 wm, SCI PR ISR 24 AN K I IS 1)
200 4~ i B EMEAE M A BE . AL 16 254y,
wmE 2 (a) Fras. o KE 51y Sk ab T AN TR
ARBEBRIEY, BT ASREY Z 18 5 AL
i R, LR —E R (Mou 5%,
2020) .,

(2) Pavia University /& 2003 4 7E Pavia 2% I
25t ROSIS 15 4% R AE 1Y 610 x 340 BIE K /NE
AR, WRKIEHE N 0.43—0.86 wm. K 124~M
W B e, T A 103 4 i B S N FH T AR S
5. KR & (Asphalt) . #4 (Gravel) 1
Mg -1 (Bare Soil) 592840 %), WK 2 (b)
FIi7R o

(3) Salinas J2&: FH A VIRIS f& J&&8 78 i1 1] 4 Jé I
P B Salinas LA REE ) 224 AT B MG 20 1 A0 B0
£ RIWBRUR RS R 512 x 21718 %, Hb s
T 16 M . BRAR S RAR RSN, pnifEb o
FKEMRIL 54129 2B AT, WK 2 (¢) FiR.
FEATESLI T, VPR RBR T 20 I K A J5 Y 204 4~
W B VG Ry S50 550

(4) HoustonU 42 2018 4 IEEE GRASS %4 4% Fif
G PR KT R AT M PB4, MR &
Bl CAST DS AR AL T 2017 42 2 H 16 H7E/K
Hr A 2 A el K HL B AT X34 45 0 3 5 ER
FLHE 50 0% BRI 20 2538, P IE R 0.38—
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1.05 wm, FEREIR TR 601 x 238418 %, Fhn%
B 4% et 504856 4>, WE 2 (d) Frw. 5 LBk
3HH ABAEEA ., HoustonU Ay ML ZE R HIE #i
BREARZ, WHGEE)T, SFEAESEME 2.

AT KA TG AR R TEA A 43 7] 275 B il hip://www.
ehu.eus/cewintco/index.php?title=Hyperspectral_Remote_
Sensing_Scenes FIl http://hyperspectral.ee.uh.edu/? page_
id=1075 [2021-07-23].
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Fig. 2 Pseudo color and Ground—truth for following four datasets
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3.2 SO

AT XF SKERW_SVM J7 i H B 4 J5 19 3 4
FE 1, ARG S TR T 2% 320 B0 K3
NEBESEGATIACT T o RSB8P £ 0 1 O vk
A BPREFEAR T 28T, ASOR 3 4H I
Indian Pines, Pavia University il Salinas £ 4% %2 B9 4
PR ZEREAR S S BEML R 43 A S L 56 G A R AR
£, BARBIRI A REAR SN R 1—3 iR, fEIX—7Y,
VBN ZRAREA YN SRR, T 3 36 I RE A 4 1Y
SRS A RS EUE, K5, £ F—1
IR PR R () o 2ebEfE . RI3IBAR T L. S
FK A [a] BUE X SKERW_SVM J5 B 7E 3 41 % %k
PaAE LA ERERE I . B, ®IR1ES = 100
K =20, Wi=1, 3, 5, 10, 15, 20, 25, 30, 35,
40, F150 43 5%F 3 B A AT r R SE g, AR
WISE R, E 3% 178 3 /NE R, 24
12430, 20 F1 15 i, X 7 Indian Pines. Pavia
University il Salinas | 38155 K OAfH . AJ5, TE1
FEAAEMZET, eSS ME. hTx
W KPCA 119 3 B4 B K U B, 5 Rl KPCA
M5 KT LG, o ORI AN TR 72 B Y 4
o B, TESHT S 8S I, A% KPCA 1)
i, LASRiE S Xtor 2845 i sgm . B S=10, 15,
20, 25, 30, 35, 40, 50, 60, 80, 100 # 120,
Gy 3 A BE R AT A R, RI3E 24T
3/NEI R BT iR A 0 AR SR B . R 34
24T 3/NE T AL, AR E S HEEREIN, Indian
Pines. Pavia University F1 Salinas £ 52 X4 W (1) G
STEHATHIA 50, 20 F115. T S5S B HRAREUE S
EHR M SO Z5 1 X R EY), SR R A
I F 38 4342 18 [ 0t X381 g DX o0 PR R AIE o SR
TCits SR /NI], SKERW_SVM fi 73 25 1 fiE i
mTARBEAT G RESFN T, X5 Jiang 55
(2018) HAYZEILE—BU . Ik, XF T Salinas %
Ptk , 4% SKERW_SVM AU S5 S HM /N Ti%
Bl AR 2%, A SCHE H Y SSLDA 7 kA5 e
SRR oy R PR RE R B IR B E . R,
{1, 3, 5, 10, 15, 20, 25, 30}WEAH, 4
LR S ¥ R AW 2T, e 3 B4R By
LK. HE35 3171 3/NEH, 7 Indian
Pines. Pavia University fl Salinas (4% [t =
BK AR ] 20, 25 Fi120,

%1 Indian Pines R &£ X 515
Table 1 Data partitioning of the Indian Pines dataset

e 255 Pl S Al S S
1 HAE 5 10 31
2 LB E K 70 80 1278
3 RIFE K 50 60 720
4 Eok 20 40 177
5 T/ 40 50 393
6 FHA A 40 50 640
7 b A 5 S 5 5 18
8 T 40 40 398
9 WA 5 5 10
10 E|S2Es NS 50 60 862
11 LRIBER S 80 90 2285
12 T A K 50 60 483
13 INFE 20 40 145
14 N 50 60 1155
15 HES—F R AR—HLEY 30 40 316
16 AN 5 10 78

Mt 560 700 8989

%2 Pavia University #{#E&E X 5 1HF R
Table 2 Data partitioning of the Pavia University dataset

FH5 el YIGE  RiuEsgE A
1 JiskiiYisi 66 130 6435
2 L0 186 300 18163
3 AR TSR 21 40 2038
4 AR 31 60 2973
5 4R = TSR 13 25 1307
6 R 50 100 4879
7 Wit RIS 13 25 1292
8 fite B it 11 37 80 3565
9 5552 9 20 918

Bat 426 780 41570

%3 Salinas HiRE X 21BN
Table 3 Data partitioning of the Salinas dataset

FhE 25 YIZAE  BaEsl Dl
1 AT VG 22 4 b 1 20 40 1949
2 AR VE 22 b 2 30 60 3636
3 PRk 20 40 1916
4 HLAL AR 15 30 1349
5 PR 30 60 2588
6 FRAE D 40 80 3839
7 i 40 80 3459

8 A HE 1) 4 T 112 220 10939
9 Tof R T A % el IXC 62 120 6021
10 FEP/S N TR S S 32 60 3186
11 4 JE S 10 20 1038
12 5 20 40 1867
13 6 JE A= S, 10 20 886
14 7 JR A S 10 20 1040
15 ARG B g 4 Dl 72 170 7026
16 25 el 2 T SR IX 20 40 1747

it 543 1100 52486
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(a) AN[FEIBE Indian Pines 5 4E (b) ANFEZH Pavia University 0454 (¢) ANFEIBE Salinas H0HE 4%
G B (4 5 ) 53N B (A 5 ) Vg AL

(a) The influences of different parameters
on the classification accuracy for the Indian
Pines dataset

(b) The influences of different parameters
on the classification accuracy for the Pavia
University dataset

(¢) The influences of different parameters
on the classification accuracy for the
Salinas dataset

Pl H L R A 5 (TG 2 R 8, S SRR AR R, KO T 00 2 S 324
K3 SKERW_SVM J5iEFZ%01 .S Al KA A HUE XS Indian Pines . Pavia University I Salinas ZUR 42 BUA S 2088 B 10 22 1)
Fig. 3 The influences of the size of parameters I, S and K on the overall classification accuracy (%) of the proposed SKERW_SVM

method for the Indian Pines, the Pavia University, and the Salinas datasets

LWRE

S PEAl SKERW_SVM 7 HST 43 238455 a5 H
AR AERR, AR SCLIRERE S M 2T
%5 SKERW_SVM 7 T ¥E F 1 = S i B i 48 b it
PO EXT A28 . XF L ko il (1) fL%m
TR LA IS A (Melgani 1 Bruzzone, 2004),
AT PR A SVM; (2) FIH E L5538 (PCA) # L
HSI 6 1% R AE I 4% JLAE S HST i B A B A
SVM H1 #7579 (Prasad Fl Bruce, 2008), fij#k K
PCA_SVM; (3) RH—M&5#) 425 SP (Structural
Profile) [ & N H 42 B HSI 4 25 — 3% 55 4F I i A
SVM i 77 (Duan 5%, 2021), fiiFKk A SP_SVM;
(4) —Ff A X IO TR A FRAE S U T Y SPCA

3.3

JF 454 SVM 5 ¥ (Jiang 55, 2018), T FK M
SPCA_SVM; (5) 1 JH ERW i fith HSI 9 2 [a] {5 &,
AL, I Z Ak i SVM 3545 1 28 BIHE R
] 5 3 (Kang 45, 2015), i % 4 ERW_
SVM. UItt4h, M PFEAli SSLDA. KPCA il ERW X}
SKERW_SVM 432 25 JL i B B 1 o ik, AS AF 98
AT T m S o Hox ok ds: (1) AR
SSLDA $& HUR A FAAE BV A SVM 19777, FFR K
SSLDA_SVM; (2) FJH SSLDA #1 KPCA £ BUE &
FRIEJF A SVM B )51, {8 FR°A SKPCA_SVM., 7
JF X O i 2R s, W R S AR SR Y
SKERW_SVM J7 i [ FE /Y S 5 md, ¥ikd —3,
Horp, SVMAr2888 R FIfR m 3 i g, lad 5 g
SCEE T R R B S
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o T UIAEA AR AS R P B — s LU BIRE AR A A9 B BE L A= DI R 3 ANl 4, 0 A
BLoTAG, DN 2000 2805 BE 25 o) 7 A B/ NI iR 22 SKERW_SVM 5 it % % [ J7 ¥ 53 il e /N LA A 4
KX P ik E R 100k, BOE I EAE & 4E Indian Pines., Pavia University fl Salinas I #4328

Epesilg BCR, F AP XHBUR OA . AAFI Kappa, J 4%
34 BRESH SR S5 015 4—6 s T A )

- B4 S L 43 S 0 ] 4—6
HRA 2 1—3 FF 0 4 2% B0 S 01 4B A Al it

#R4 SThE X7 Indian Pines HiE&E F S EREE

Table 4 Classification accuracy of eight methods on the Indian Pines dataset

1%

ESlkes SVM PCA_SVM SP_SVM  SPCA_SVM  ERW_SVM  SSLDA_SVM SKPCA_SVM SKERW_SVM
1 76.19 59.09 100.00 50.00 100.00 88.45 71.43 100.00
2 75.12 58.79 96.61 90.13 96.00 87.65 91.30 99.06
3 59.71 59.63 98.89 85.87 98.91 81.40 84.11 100.00
4 54.92 38.16 98.59 73.22 96.64 88.63 79.92 98.34
5 83.49 81.50 99.58 97.74 99.57 93.09 93.98 99.79
6 88.63 87.98 100.00 100.00 99.86 94.97 94.28 99.73
7 92.31 88.89 100.00 0.00 100.00 94.95 100.00 100.00
8 92.50 90.43 100.00 100.00 100.00 99.75 95.98 99.58
9 73.68 50.00 100.00 100.00 100.00 83.55 70.59 100.00
10 76.28 64.21 91.93 93.94 98.98 88.79 90.67 98.00
11 75.52 72.00 96.36 94.81 96.67 92.26 93.77 97.85
12 57.00 49.75 96.31 71.33 97.67 85.06 76.99 94.27
13 94.53 94.09 100.00 99.51 100.00 95.81 97.84 100.00
14 94.33 90.95 99.92 99.14 99.29 98.84 99.92 99.14
15 61.34 49.36 100.00 99.22 99.48 98.33 93.66 98.97
16 100.00 97.18 98.80 94.59 96.84 97.54 100.00 100.00
OA 76.69 70.30 97.47 92.41 98.06 91.45 91.77 98.58
AA 78.47 70.75 98.56 84.34 98.75 91.82 89.65 99.05
Kappa 73.50 66.16 97.12 91.34 97.78 90.23 90.62 98.38

TE: MR R e 4 JORS L
R5 SFEETE Pavia University 3155 FRI D 5 E
Table 5 Classification accuracy of eight methods on the Pavia University dataset
1%

EyREs SVM PCA_SVM SP_SVM SPCA_SVM ERW_SVM  SSLDA_SVM SKPCA_SVM  SKERW_SVM
1 80.20 76.18 90.21 75.20 91.12 85.52 85.61 92.59
2 91.17 88.12 99.06 96.02 96.61 91.59 92.54 97.24
3 67.97 65.11 90.94 89.70 99.95 75.89 68.83 99.95
4 96.65 94.84 91.84 85.26 99.58 86.40 96.76 99.70
5 98.81 100.00 86.54 95.63 99.93 98.34 99.26 99.70
6 85.30 87.47 99.58 90.99 97.80 88.04 90.66 96.86
7 100.00 35.00 94.66 86.22 100.00 61.23 74.20 100.00
8 80.42 68.71 92.36 79.87 98.25 80.02 71.88 97.19
9 100.00 100.00 87.01 90.02 99.88 100.00 99.89 99.89
OA 87.19 84.01 95.51 89.13 96.53 87.89 88.62 96.88
AA 88.95 79.49 92.47 87.66 98.12 85.23 86.63 98.13
Kappa 82.74 78.26 94.03 85.50 95.35 83.76 84.70 95.83

T RN B R R
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+R6 STELTE Salinas HiEE LRI D EEE
Table 6 Classification accuracy of eight methods on the Salinas dataset
1%
ESRe2 SVM PCA_SVM SP_SVM SPCA_SVM  ERW_SVM  SSLDA_SVM SKPCA_SVM  SKERW_SVM

1 100.00 99.95 100.00 100.00 100.00 95.05 98.43 100.00
2 99.22 99.68 100.00 100.00 100.00 99.52 97.04 100.00
3 86.12 93.73 99.55 95.60 99.55 98.40 81.38 99.76
4 97.17 99.13 97.56 99.05 97.34 97.20 97.96 92.45
5 97.63 93.33 91.71 93.91 99.96 96.33 97.97 100.00
6 100.00 100.00 100.00 100.00 100.00 99.74 99.95 100.00
7 96.92 100.00 100.00 99.92 99.94 97.36 96.41 99.89
8 71.42 78.69 96.49 95.31 94.68 81.14 78.29 96.98
9 99.36 98.94 100.00 98.66 99.98 92.98 94.89 99.37
10 80.17 93.96 96.95 98.66 99.20 71.22 80.13 95.89
11 97.20 96.53 97.23 100.00 97.36 93.48 89.63 97.09
12 90.73 98.31 97.47 98.27 100.00 95.04 95.49 96.15
13 95.01 97.49 91.16 96.03 100.00 86.76 89.37 98.46
14 92.20 98.43 100.00 94.93 99.34 82.08 97.35 100.00
15 57.19 77.47 98.00 95.90 96.68 84.11 84.23 99.73
16 97.79 99.12 100.00 100.00 100.00 99.68 99.48 100.00
OA 85.40 91.24 97.98 97.52 98.22 89.43 89.28 98.54
AA 91.13 95.30 97.88 97.90 99.00 91.88 92.38 98.49
Kappa 83.77 90.23 97.75 97.23 98.02 88.20 88.02 98.38

T IR f s 2 RS L

(e) ERW_SVM

(f) SSLDA_SVM

(g) SKPCA_SVM

K4 8 FPFELAE Indian Pines U4 I 10l ML 2025 45 5

Fig. 4 Classification maps obtained by eight methods on the Indian Pines dataset

(d) SPCA_SVM

(h) SKERW_SVM
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(a) SVM (b) PCA_SVM (¢) SP_SVM (d) SPCA_SVM

(e) ERW_SVM (f) SSLDA_SVM () SKPCA_SVM (h) SKERW_SVM
5 8 FIAILAE Pavia University BUHE4E AT LAk 4245

Fig. 5 Classification maps obtained by eight methods on the Pavia University dataset

(a) SVM (b) PCA_SVM (¢) SP_SVM (d) SPCA_SVM
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(e) ERW_SVM

(f) SSLDA_SVM

% 4—6 1] UL SKERW_SVM J5 V575 3 40/
BOEAE A 1) DN AR 3 S 230 TP R AR AR T Fe s
1 OA F1 Kappa {5, VA S 24> B2 5100 BE 19 B
B o 3% 2 21 B UT 48 U7 7 19 SSLDA . KPCA FiI
ERW L [FME = A s 5, O AR R T =
FINE R SR A R AEAR B . AN R R AR 3 2 (7]
PR AE IR R DL SR AR5 R Z Il 28 T A DG, A
MAE VARG RS, SKERW_SVM {/5fig
RN R MERE . W FE Indian Pines F
Salinas 4 42 19 /3 252, SKERW_SVM [ OA
{E Al Kappa 28 50CHB LR 1 98% MY 40 JSHKE 1, R
X P R E AR 7E Pavia University %) S 56
t, SKERW_SVM U5 T ik 98.13% - HHE .
HK, 7 Salinas B SE8e, 5 SVM AR, BT
PCA_SVM. SP_SVM. SPCA_SVM. SSLDA_SVM.
SKPCA_SVM I SKERW_SVM )% [& 1 XiF Ji t4 1% 5%,
AR B, S ICH 0 i R AR AR ELS P A 0 28
PRUEATAR A L], AT D T B A Rk e T
WIS, DR At ] 79 20 205 B2 45 SVML AT AR K i
FERERTE, tnE 6 7R, SKERW_SVM 1E Salinas %¢
P4 19 OA. AA il Kappa {8 HL SVM 43 548 5 1
13.14% . 7.63% F114.61%. %KM, 7E Indian Pines
Fl Pavia University £t#54E I, Fr PCA_SVM 4}, H
A6 P IE I SVM U 3 s, X TR T

(g) SKPCA_SVM
K6 8P LTE Salinas XE4E AT HLIL 2545 1

Fig. 6 Classification maps obtained by eight methods on the Salinas dataset

(h) SKERW_SVM

AR SCHA R B R A S B AN & PCA_SVM 7 i 1R 85l
SR, TR EER A R E B 5. A
Ji, NF4—6 LI &, BKAESIEEEN
SKERW_SVM %5 HSI 4325 16 B i & A% ROk
R M PCA_SVM, IEMFEALCSE (2019) FlDuan
g (2021) g s AURHOGIEAR B0 Jr v HE L
SCEEHSIARE #7025 . fe i, WLERAE Indian Pines
Fl Pavia University AR K45 5 SKERW
SVM 14 OA fH % SP_SVM 4> B2 JF 7 1.11%
1.37% W TE %, 8 SPCA_SVM 43 42 & 1 6.17%
F17.75% 0 IE 1 % . HL7F Salinas 19 43 23 5L 5
SKERW_SVM #¢ SP_SVM F1 SPCA_SVM 43 %] 2 T7F
T 0.56% F11.02% W IE# % . X2l T, BA
SP_SVM Xy 2G5 B A2 {5 B E M, 4
K% EWE Z A P, 11 SKERW_SVM AL
AT T HSIRY 25 [ —GE R, 38 1 2 3 HSI R
FEAERI SR T X3, O 3 30 2 J i 4 B 4 & 445
AR IRBUR AR, AU S T8 T AR
Hism @R st 7 —Jrim, TR HA4
B SR 2R X IIT AN R 5 T AT b B s A — 3L
SRR AR R O E D 2 H AR R R R
W3k AR, 11 SKERW_SVM FJ ] HSIAHAR{% % 2 ]
() 25 [B] AH G M 9% &b T 3X — ) B, DA fif 15
SKERW_SVM 7E 70 2H5 2 KT SPCA_SVM,
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WAL K] 4—6, Ff X B 2 Ho i A i ) 43 2
LA LA B, SVM A1 PCA_SVM 15 21 (1) 4325 45
BUE= LT PR M4, SKERW_
SVM. SP_SVM #1 ERW_SVM 15 % 4 73 2% b 25 4]
PR AR ML) 3 R, X 5 R 4—6 15 5]
g —F, ZH T E B R, SVM Al
PCA_SVM Xf HSI ) 43 JE B JJ AN o T SPCAL
SVM. SSLDA_SVM F1 SKPCA_SVM % [& T /& %1%
BG40 5 2 . Jeisk (s s —i% A8 fk
T, A 2ORS B A I T ) SVM AT — &
IE RS, X PB4 LE Indian Pines 2085 45 I
B, {H Xk SPCA_SVM ., SSLDA_SVM #il
SKPCA_SVM J5 1 7 5 43 43 %1 DX 3l 300 2 W5 45 B —
M, S B T B X I G R A 2R o A S A
ey “BREET i SKERW_SVM A T s A 5
B — Je& (1% Wil LU0 5 S0 R b T B AR R B Ay
B R BAE T, DN B R T AR A A A AR )
HE I o

TE T Bl SE 5 A, X H SKPCA_SVM A1 SSLDA_
SVM AT LR B, KPCA B&{& b 48 7RI 7325k
B, XJEH T KPCA FEAS [F] DX 35 14 4 5 TR 5 e fiF
GAE—i, R T N FEZEAME T Z R X
g7 BE FREAR T B 70 4x o W% SKERW_SVM Fi
SKPCA_SVM [N 4r 2G5 iE (R4—6) FNor2RE5 RIA
% (K 4—6) nJLAKIL, ERW f#dk 1 3T JmHr4n
WA G BUGR BLIR A R IR S A SVM S 78 5 i il
GX A MR L, W R T RLALY
PEfE . U17E Indian Pines {4l 4E |-, SKERW_SVM
i) OA fE b SKPCA_SVM #2 7+ T 6.81 B E 43 s o b
Hh, ASCHEEH A SKERW_SVM 7E 3N 4 1>
HMERER AL T ERW_SVM 7k, XA 4R 8 T fr
$2 1 4 SSLDA J5 15 1T A5 S5O v A5 AR 1 0 28 KG B
X H T SSLDA 78 I 55 6 1% S 2 (R e PEAE B
Fo E B JRp B AR IR AE A A RN 1, 424 T HSTAY = 1)
MPERBIR G RHE, IR /r 335 T HSIAY 23 (5 2
A AR ARAE B, kD TR 4E s, LA AE
Ay R BRI R TAREA B n] a3, AT
T SKERW_SVM fy /325 PEfE

R Tk — 20 B AS SCHE Y B9 SKERW_SVM 7E
KAMBEAEEE IR AR B R R0 25 bEag,
AN S MU HoustonU U4l 2 AE A SE 06 X 42, o0 Bt
SKERW_SVM 5 5 R0 Lt 7 ik i 0 sk . e
SKERW_SVM 7E HoustonU [ B LS4k, 4% %L

P AE A bR REABENLRI 20 I ZR4E . IR IESE fn
MRS, BRI BB A iR T s, &
Se, RN ZR4E FEUE 48 3015 SKERW_SVM 192
Bl SHKWEMMET M 25. 1525, R,
ARl o B4 I 2 B AR AR TR SR X LS5, 26 8 47
T AR, HIE T JROR T AT
SRR NE ST LIA R, A LAY SKERW_
SVM 7£ HoustonU %% 95 5 I LA & 5 19 OA. AA Fil
Kappa {B 8% 5 i i e i, L HOE A3
T SPCA_SVM #11 PCA_SVM, SKERW_SVM i OA
B3 42 T 3.56% H19.32% M TE %, X FHIA
SCHE I HST A 2R A KB B s 4 - A —
AT st . WEEE 7 AT L& B, Fl A SKERW_
SVM. SP_SVM I ERW_SVM 345 14 73 25 bR 2 8] 1t
N SVM HTPCA_SVM 15 2 i 25 R -UE AR 25 5 7=
ARPT MM S Mg, HEEET
HoustonU A4 b5 HE ML) 73 22 1S, X W iE— 2 Kk
SKERW_SVM EA 1 B i3 2k RE

%7 HoustonUHBEX 2 1ER
Table 7 Data partitioning of the HoustonU dataset

X5 el YZGE  BiEsE AR
1 bt B 500 500 8799
2 32 BRI B, 500 500 31502
3 N aeel 68 68 548
4 LR 500 500 12595
5 TR AR 500 500 4021
6 + 451 451 3614
7 JK I 26 26 214
8 EEX 500 500 38772
9 Tl X 2237 500 221015
10 % 500 500 44866
11 NATIE 500 500 33029
12 UNGY ot 151 151 1216
13 TR 500 500 45348
14 N 500 500 8865
15 BRiH 500 500 5937
16 5451 500 500 10500
17 1572 14 14 118
18 R 500 500 5547
19 KE 500 500 4369
20 W R 500 500 5824

it 9947 8210 486699
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Table 8 Classification accuracy of six methods on the HoustonU dataset
1%
2505 SVM PCA_SVM SP_SVM SPCA_SVM ERW_SVM SKERW_SVM
1 88.96 75.34 57.89 70.96 56.98 82.95
2 95.59 91.20 91.07 92.41 89.03 81.87
3 100.00 100.00 100.00 100.00 100.00 100.00
4 86.69 84.76 79.55 85.12 78.81 91.62
5 66.63 60.88 75.66 68.10 70.72 93.68
6 94.08 90.19 100.00 95.37 97.22 99.34
7 99.62 100.00 100.00 100.00 100.00 100.00
8 88.39 74.04 97.91 91.55 97.22 96.98
9 94.01 93.98 96.91 96.03 97.43 85.10
10 68.17 64.63 80.88 76.20 85.83 76.94
11 68.06 62.39 65.39 68.97 74.66 81.85
12 26.72 22.93 27.42 20.07 25.72 80.16
13 75.32 69.80 91.21 78.32 90.23 86.10
14 64.37 54.35 94.84 64.01 88.60 97.04
15 86.26 83.90 99.11 97.45 98.22 97.85
16 84.76 75.04 94.96 89.07 91.82 87.30
17 94.63 97.87 100.00 98.50 92.99 100.00
18 71.75 59.24 73.51 79.99 94.39 99.30
19 72.46 74.16 98.69 97.75 97.99 100.00
20 95.16 90.32 99.80 95.14 99.69 100.00
OA 85.64 81.69 90.03 87.45 90.97 91.01
AA 81.08 76.25 86.24 83.25 86.38 91.90
Kappa 81.41 76.40 87.05 83.77 88.29 90.45

T MR B R

(b) PCA_SVM  (c¢) SP_SVM
7 6FFEITE HoustonU BUHRAE b (AT ALY 4%

Fig. 7  Classification maps obtained by six methods on the HoustonU dataset

(d) SPCA_SVM (e) ERW_SVM (f) SKERW_SVM
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HULFREF, ST A Ui B AR SCHE TR
SPRERE, RN T X VA 4 B4R T
B4 B AT i), g 9 frs . ol e kK B,
PCA_SVM 7£ Pavia University 0 4 |- (%) iz 17 i [8]
/b, T SPCA_SVM 7£ 73 4 3 20 5 4s 4 b B A%
%, {H PCA_SVM HI1 SPCA_SVM 1 43 2 K FF %%
SP_SVM. ERW_SVM HlI SKERW_SVM J7 % %1 41 %

AR, Hwk, R4S ERW_SVM Y43 28K BEAL IR T
SKERW_SVM, SR B [ 5 Jris A 7B [ 7E A % E
Jridk i K, JUHJETE Indian Pines i 45 I,
ERW_SVM A9 i 8] A 24 2 SKERW_SVM A9 DU 4% .
I, 256 75 180 20K BE AT [ BiAS , AR SCHE
(7 AR = G EUR Sy SAT 55 E IR T AT LAY .

#R9 6ME;A7E Indian Pines.Pavia University ., Salinas 71 HoustonU #{#& £ | #yiz1T i (6]

Table 9 The computing time of six methods on the Indian Pines, Pavia University, Salinas and HoustonU datasets

/s
‘ Bk
SVM PCA_SVM SP_SVM SPCA_SVM ERW_SVM SKERW_SVM
Indian Pines 35.47 8.03 6.81 5.85 36.91 9.52
Pavia University 13.51 6.32 11.39 7.52 16.93 12.28
Salinas 35.26 6.10 6.85 4.52 37.27 23.01
HoustonU 1922.56 1547.94 1546.84 1167.47 1953.24 1706.53
4t A SLIC superpixels compared to state-of-the-art superpixel meth-
4 =H e ods. IEEE Transactions on Pattern Analysis and Machine Intelli-

ARSCHR T — PSR A5 R 4 s S R
AR RDETE R K071k, BT U/ NEAR R
B AT 2= 1 — L AR SIS 8 73 5 2o &
TN B AR B TR 4 HE B4 D R XU 2
(4 USRS Ik, R HST R T A Jo 30 408 4ok 42
A, XAER A T RO R S RS
UK, 2T [R) T Jmy 0 08 JeR AR o P o A4 7 ik 2 B
e H M AR B IR A AR, TRBEIZHE T HSTAY 2SR
SUHE R SRR BE O A AR DL S A —ok
TSR B o RTINS0 AR A A TR A
BT AR AR 4 T B8 0 0 B AR R
RIS, RAEMRREEE Bim TR,
1E 4 A DI EdE 4 A SR g RS/ IE ] T Prik
TIEWARNE, 4RFW] . ARIOTIERER A& N
b B s R B FU PR R B, R AED
EIFEAPRE S, BRI T B AT LA S
Mk, HERESFEE .

OB b ERRARMEH LR T EERAD
204> F T JF R =T A 89 Indian Pines, Pavia University
F= Salinas # 4% % , vA B IEEE GRSS B & 4 #7 fo
BbHAERALGRMMAFH S EREY
M 5 B E 5 & 89 HoustonU 4B % |
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Hyperspectral-image classification method combining superpixel
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Abstract: Hyperspectral image (HSI) classification is one of the fundamental tasks in the field of applied remote sensing. As technological
advances have increased the spatial and spectral resolutions available for data acquisition, the problem of achieving accurate HSI
classification is becoming more challenging. This problem is especially true for the HSI data with small labeled training samples and
insufficient utilization of spatial-spectral information in HSI classification models. Aiming at these problems, this paper proposes a new HSI
classification method (expressed as SKERW_SVM) by combining the Superpixel Dimension Reduction (SDR) with post-processing
optimization.

First, we develop a Superpixel Sparse Linear Discriminant Analysis (SSLDA) method by combining Regional Clustering (RC) with
SLDA. In the SSLDA method, the RC is applied to construct a homogeneous local neighborhood set with high spatial correlation and
spectral similarity for each pixel of the HSI. The SLDA is used to extract superpixel sparse mixture features that can fully characterize
spatial-spectral information and related change information of the HSI based on the constructed homogeneous regions. Then, the extracted
sparse mixture features are inputted into the support vector machine to generate the class probabilities of all pixels. Finally, the original class
probabilities are optimized in the post-processing step by the extended random walker that can express the spatial relationship among
adjacent pixels quantitatively. The classification map is obtained according to the maximum probability.

To assess the performance of the proposed method, a series of experiments is conducted on three small-scale HSI datasets, including
Indian Pines, University of Pavia, and Salinas, as well as a large-scale HSI dataset HoustonU. The proposed SKERW_ SVM obtains overall
accuracies of 98.58%, 96.88%, 98.54%, and 91.01% on Indian Pines, University of Pavia, Salinas, and HoustonU, respectively.
Experimental results demonstrate that our SKERW_SVM can fully mine the joint spatial-spectral features of HSI and achieve higher
classification accuracy under the case of small labeled training samples compared with several related advanced methods. Moreover, the
operation time consumed by SKERW_SVM is more appropriate than that by other methods.

Under the lack of the labeled HSI pixel condition, the proposed HSI classification method by combining the SDR with post-processing
optimization can efficiently extract the high-discrimination mixture feature information of HSI and significantly enhance classification
performance. The SDR based on the homogeneous local regions, one of the components of the SKERW_SVM classification model, can
greatly reduce the data redundancy and fully extract the information of spatial and spectral signatures compared with pixel-wise dimension-
reduction methods. Meanwhile, the extended random walker in the post-processing step can fully use the spatial information of HSI by
constructing a relationship graph to optimize the original class probabilities, thereby further improving the classification performance.

Key words: remote sensing, hyperspectral image classification, superpixel dimension reduction, mixture feature extraction, post-
processing optimization, support vector machine
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