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Abstract The hyperspectral image contains rich spectral and spatial features, which are essential for the
classification of surface materials. However, the spatial resolution of hyperspectral images is relatively low,
resulting in a large number of mixed pixels in the image, which severely restricts the accuracy of substance
classification. Affected by factors such as observation noise, target area size, and endmember variability,
hyperspectral image classification still faces many challenges. With the continuous progress of artificial intelligence
and information processing technology, hyperspectral image classification has become a hot issue in the field of
remote sensing. First, the literature on hyperspectral image classification based on feature fusion is systematically
reviewed, and several classification strategies are analyzed and compared. Then, the development status of
hyperspectral image classification and the corresponding problems are introduced. Finally, some suggestions can
improve the classification performance are proposed, which provide guidance and assistance for the technical
research of the subject.
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1 5 H

E i E 12 (Hyperspectral Images, HSD &M
e ' T 3 JERANCOR A T DL S X B AT A0 X O
T 0 A T A AL RO M HL 2
TR R AN 25 ) KOG IE AR B T A A
[t AN AP A B A2 B A R S TR R BE
HRAS 2 7 R [ 2 4 O 9 Al 2 R A B A
Je kRPN 2 A Sl AGE S A5

AN T AR BRB 23 28 HIST 23 26 90 2 ]
B iR —AMME T, B B 45 BT A B oT#ER i — A
fREARZ . FH BRI L S0 TLA 25 7 45 25
() R I > B2 - b 7 55 AR R O R R 8O
T AR B XA AN A i A BL, SR, HST B A 485 AR
2 ARICFEA RME L5 B LM DL AP TR IR 15 o0 55
R At 8 5 PR 40 285 T I A A Pk RS Itk HEST
A3 R Y A 1 SR B R R —

1t HST 73258 i 40 2 807 12 3 & 7 5%
K HSIGIE R AETE /3 Rt B rh AR T R e 4 s 1
Fh e g SR HL (Support Vector Machine,
SVM)O™ [ JE & 2 ) 1l ( Morphological Profile,
MP)™ | J& % — & # . (Local Binary Pattern,
LBP)"" il Gabor J§ I # 45 J5 ¥ 3 AR R AT 43 25
1T 3 % 43 43 M1 (Principal Component Analysis,
PCAYY™ 57 5% 43 43 #F (Independent Component
ICA)H™ | 2 ¥ # 5 4 #r ( Linear
Discriminant Analysis, LDA)™ 3 F4E4F i A 14
— ¥ %l 4% " ( Binary Coding based Feature
Weighting, BCFE)" 1 4% fiF =5 [a] ) 5] 2 #r
(Feature Space Discriminant Analysis, FSDA)™
A7 1 R — MO S0 IR R M R AR R
AR B DTS R AR BE S TE — e R LR TH AR R
PERE EAEVF 216 00 T MACRIF A B, WA
[ 1) 400 A 2R ) %) 1 338 R A I, AT A o R AR
NSRBI | i LA 43 [6) 455 iE 7 B3 v Ol 1 Hio s %
R R o SN B O I R R R 2T W
I, e TOUREARAE 55 25 (8] FR AR filA 1Y 23 2 HE 2245 3]
TR B Z BT YOG TE R R A ) B SOfE
BRlE BE R o e DURAS I 4r iy R RCR .
T FSDA 19 J& P & 1 ( Attribute Profile based
FSDA, APFSDA) Jy ) 3 5 78 i 45 i of 55 3 4
fiERl&  HOE FSDA J5ik gy . SCHRES. 16 148
TV RIS 28 & i (Extended Morphological
Profile. EMP) il it 2 R 45 24 41 R 42 4 = 1] {5

Analysis,

B, id £ & % > (Multiple Kernel Learning,
MKL) (W& & &5 fE &) Sk HR HSI
Heitkas a5 B, STk [ 20 DK 34 2 7 15 8 3 (Edge
Preserving Filtering, EPF) 1E b — F1 J5 &b ¥ £ R DA
Ak SVM 43 2 25 S i B i th . SCR[20-22 4%
AHAB X 38k P 1Y 25 0] {5 B A I 2 # Bt & 7~ (Sparse
Representation, SR) I Hf, SR 48 A1 J& I F 55 1%
1R Z W 43 AL 3 5 n] DL Ok A TR — 28 JLAS
AR F LA Ak TR,

AR SCE Se Xt B T RRAE Al G ) HST 4 28 05 i i
A7 BRI A L SR 5 B 0 — S P 5 4 S M BB 1Y SR
2 FROERLA

FRAERE A2 R LA HST 4328k — A i 26 .
55— N HSI Hr $EEZS B REAE J5 5 38 3 Ff AE S
BT R IR G 5O RR RS A 5 R
B G PO TSR AE 5 25 AR AE , DL R4 HST 57 J5 1k
Y AH PR T, e rp 5 SR Y 4 28 48 AR A ki &
B R AE 8 T i — 25,

2.1 451EEm

AT E eI Ml — SRR AE 4 R R Ok 37
HIS f25 () FRAE F1 G 3% FF AE CR F B BE [ 45 \PCA |
ICA.LDA .BCFE il FSDA %577 1 %) J6 i 45 1iF 3 47
PRI ) 9 2% JEMP L LBP Hl Gabor 3§ il %8 45
X 25 (AL RFAE FEA T8 B0 , S8 J5 1 PR A AR AE 147 2 i DA
TE B — A AR AE ) i, e S5 B =2 0 5 A R AE 1) 4 2
BREh Al 1 2R A% b, NI A B B 4 ) 43 25 AL

SCHR[ 23 188 H T —Fp 56 F XGHE 18 25 1 & B 2
M 2% ( Dual-Channel Dilated Convolution Neural
Network, DCD-CNN) [ ¥ JI 2% > HE 42, ] F 45 B
HSI {25 [l R AFE FG s RRAE . $2 B0 2 . B e A
— 2233 CNN SRR BOG I FFAE ; 28 )5 2R PCA 5
P REAIR HST 0635 4 B2 = A — 4251 CNN 2R
P [ R ; 42 35 SR Z-score J5 15 X} 25 [0] SR AIE
RS RERRAE HEAT U0 — Ak b B, IR F AL & 7 ik
X AN R AR 2E AT Rl G s B R R LG TS B RRAE A
SVM Hhifif71 432,

#5000 ST R UG TS R A A RLRRAE , S B RERG
S 25 TR AE ) B A5 B L AN A T R R R
(1) 2B I3 23 (B R AF ) i HA R 4R 25 5 18 R
S0 R0 N A E 22 50
2.2 ETMsEE

X TS R AR A 23 B REAE AT DL i 2 4% 82 A %
PREHEAT 2 A o TP R BRI BT TR R R D AR M A 2R
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V) R ) — e B 0 A A% 1 s AR SRR R T A R £
P e 555 bR SCHS AR5 I DA D5 0 4 ) i S 39 vy 4 2 ) o
T R BE 7. 7E HST 4028 3z i AY 2
BT RB SVM 732677 vk, L H i J2 78 i /- 1A
SR CIRRE E B N U E J sy R T

PRUERT SVM 73 28 75 12 SR F 0 2 B — A% ok B8,
AR Z I Z YRR Mz AL RE ) . T R4
HVCMC B 5 A B ail, W gl AT
MEKL™ H H A5 F 3 g — 8 3 4% 14 28 i o ol 46 1k
HAEKAE WG, A FAZHES AT LR 74
BT TE . 5T RN T AR I, MKL "] LA
HRTEHAR R HSIE R HoE — P A [ 5 7 32 1
(R AN [6] A4 1 BN [] £ S 8 3 BB A AN [m] 5 R AR A 7
fil & /T

BT A% SRBY 43 28 4% T LAAL B AR 2 v 2 5
AR — GG A SEUE — TR E 5
2.3 EFRTHSESR

BT R 10 43 28 2 — b Bl o A A ge Ak
ARSI R A S HU 8% B EBRIR R
HBAT DL ok — A3 Y 5 R i PR A ok RO,
A 1Y Rad Bh B E IR S, T RN
Gy dn— A BT R R 19 43 25 4% (Collaborative
Representation Classifier, CRC) fllF SR #4335
#% (Sparse Representation Classifiers SRC) W 2,
CRC fEfLAb i R T L, e %k, P ok Ak 38 3
P SRC B fif £, 1) H A LAAS 3] — A~ ) E U
fi#. S5 UAH S, SRC il 72 H H AR s B b A L,
OB B 1 2 R, AT AR R R AR R A o A P g
A S FTCAR 1 2 55
2.3.1 ATWHRAFHSES

FEASMARFEA y 20 DU ¢ >389 Mok 3T
LIRS A 26 51 1y 7 e b 32 28 U e A 1 D 3
FRIE 25 [ R AR 5O 1% 25 18] AR AR iy e AR, K
X, i BT ElEcE i, o =1, ol
ASF ISy FEAT AN T B8 0% A G I T A
AR M AR R . JE K H AR ek K] LTS 3
i R IR Ay Rk R

argaminHy—X,><ll,H§+/\,Ha, I3, @b)

Ao, FNA, 4350 S KL i FDOE N3 240, A AT LA
S £ ] 4 TV LE B 35,

R TR B AR 43 TE 25 55 I (R R RL Y A AR
o CRI S P R L S B 22, Ry A T B
R IR FH U [ 05 0 A 1) R 2 AT 9 R OE ) 4k 4k
B SCHE BSR4 b 3 R R0 1 Ry

Iy —xialle - 0

0 oy = x
Xfex,, AX, BWHEAHP =1, n,.n, NX,
R TEL B @ORXE y 83X, hEAET
4 B EG B 5 ) (1) =X 9 P A Tl it ml ] 4k S
argaminH)’*X,- Xa, | —0—/\,-H1—'yl Xa, |7, (3)

O FHOEE R 0, 3B AU & ] 15 1 ]

B S PN W
a, =X/X, +AI;T,) Xy, 4

i 5% 22 UG I SE 0 a2 Kk

BV
T,(,V)ZH_Y*S’;HZZH)’*X,X&,HZO (5)

T 2 FEAR S BIAR 2 1, :a:{%r?ip ri(y),

I i 4B 1E W) £k 7 %5 18] (Nearest Regularized
Subspace, NRS)432 # " S B 2 i AL IE W 4k 5 f
B F 25 [\ 7 KAR B 45 G . NRS Hr, &4 Ml A
UL T R YNGR AR B KA A B /N ok 251
2R 2 T 25 IRAR R L 72 4 2R AR B 3 [ o v ffE
FH L, JE400T DL — > 35 PR =0 i ke 5 585 I
AR L, JEHCE W Ak AT DA A 35 505 [ R e i) S 3
FIE.

NRS % F 2 ik & 200 T HSI 23 145 8, B
AR P AR R AT B8 T W — 26, &F XX — i)
WL 4R T B 4 B [ 3R R (Joint Collaborative
JCR)Y J5 @R AL JCR
(Weighted JCR, WJCR) J7 35", £ JCR J5 %
WICR 772 38 3 Y 2R A 1 B3 [R] 3 75 Of i i
RAEA B A SRR K L JCR J7 ik v BT HH AR AR 2 1R AL
{EAHTA] 117 WICR J5 ¥ 45 i 48 3 A B Bk i
FABR R AUE R K. R H] JCR 8 WICR J5 ¥t
AR 1R R B A Y (8, SR — J7 T A LA
A3 [AE B AL S 7R 285 5o i KB (5 55— J7
I RE S B AL & A G MR R 4y Rk RE . o T i
P JCR Jr ik F WICR J5 i HY3X — A2, SCHRC31 42
T T & R B R P [A) R 7R (Edge-Preserving-
based Collaborative Representation, EPCR) J5 %,
%07 5 3 % RGO DR [R] 2R 7 o i ASU(E N A 22 {8
HEATRCAE i 2% G IR 3 3 ) BT A 63 i Be iy A %
SEvE AT AT A Y
2.3.2 ATHAEATHIES

A y AT Lh kI 2 0 I R R A OR T i R
oy WM B R R o] LUGE A e AR X

Representation,
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LR Aok S, R IK A

y=2.X, X B, =X XP. 6)
i=1

KA X WA RFIA RS T ATA
A, P — S A T I (1 g g A Rk Oh
arg;ninHXle—yHg, st |Blo <L, D

AL WL, B G E L. AR DR H
AR FIATE] y B8 AT, B A 27 i g R
2] KRN

rn=ly—yL.=ly—x xp .. ©®

5 CRC ML,y BIEARZEH I, =argmin r, (y)

SR AE Ry — ik A 7 19 T H 35 4 >k 7E HST 43
G ER A PGTAS ) 1 B . SR B T AR
J R s AT AH ) 28 30l 4 28 B9 480 3% B AT ALY D' 3% oy
P o BRI — AN AR R AT DL — A 28 0 i JLAS I 2k
FEARLAEE M LIRS . 55T SR Y HSI 733643 2
ZIEL TR B I A 2 LIRS 8 1 43 25 8], TR 28
EE B AT 7Pz e i, SCER33 148
T — O T 2 R AR R Bl AR B 3R R (Multiple-
Feature-Based Improved Sparse Representation,
MFISR) By 7 i % HST #4743 26, Zr 260l 72 195k
MBS HST Hp 5 OG5 45 AE A4S 8] R AIE 5 98 )5 X 4
B FRIE RN B L, A L, YU B AT A 3 L X AR R
ACFI T ASTRVRRAE 22 18] B AH DG4 38 O/ B T R AE 1Y
ZFEVE s B SR R A [A] R AR vh A5 3 B B G R B3 TR
P E MR R B ZEAR2E . i T35 i T8 4 7 5] A
A o R B AN Ol 1 e BEHE AT M B o AT R AN S
T B O I SCHR 34 14 Y 1 4 FRRE ZROK [R] ) 2 ) o
R 5 4 A, T LA S BXT HIST A A 3% 25 8] 3201 .

BT AR A OC T EIR 23 A1 1 5 56 AR B2 98 1
I GRRE A 47 58 1Al TE B, MFISR J2& & 38 1 4 28
i o (ELZ X T 7 ML 27 > R Ak TR) A Y oK i 2 — i
RE RS .
2.4 BXANIE-TEHFEREN

KA 615 25 (B R AE $2 BT ¥ A J2 Bt 32 BOG 3
AR N 23 A) R AL T 3K 5 42 JBURRAE L DT Al LA A H]
DT A ()45 R A L R DK

UEAE R G B A HE D TR 2 2] J7 i % HST
R 3 SOk AT A 3, 0 H I MR TR R 2% 3C
BRL35]5I AT =4 CNN K $2 BUEK & 6 i 45 o] 4F
fiE 1 HL TG 75 AT 0T 191 4 31 5 /5 Ak 2R B AR 7T o A
G2 HSIVW™ (R 25 I 46 300 [l 18 KL 0 45 280

WG, 3% 25 28— S0 F SR FRAE 1R S, S
BRL39 151 AT 23 1 4 BR 45 4y, JH: B 6% 78 AN 3 i 199 2%
SR LT 904 5 U2 9 B2 B, TR & T
HST #4532 0K B2 . SR T il 5 55 28 )2 5 v 386
CNN I Zrid R b 2 AR BN R R LR . S B0 26
KEEETS K. Rtk SCHR[40-41] 51 A T Bk 22 % 2
(Residual Learning, RL) M@ AEH WA Z 1
2%, R 2 32 U 22 /9 R S R AR T HST 325
117 L A8 % 75 15 I sE A0 22 %5 i) [] B R LA 280 e e J3
T8 2 14 Ta) R0, TG 7 1k ok 005 o KT L Bk 2 0 2% K 5
o3 R 5% 2 B e rp A — A s BRUZ R AR R TR IS
ZW AT A B2 Z ) B T EL)Z 2 AR
AR B A T M 4 rp 5 B R AL ik . SCik42 48
T ¥ BB M 445 (DenseNet) BRI ] T HST 43 28, %18
RIRE A8 1% He 2 L TR T v AT P B U2, AT 58
BT R AR A AR B AR 3 X RN T 3
K BE B 45 5 1 YR Ta] . R, DenseNet £ A1 2
SR T R N = e 150 N 1 o S
FIHIAS [\] B oo 48 Oy e A 43 J2 R k. PR Uk, S
BRCA3TBETE T 3% FH T HSI 20 25 i 5% 22 5 42 X 45 i
R 3R 5 22 9 4R B T T A U AR DR IR IR
PR 9 1 J2 R AIE B T A B8 T £ i) 25 4R e ik 5 Tk
2 RHAE ARG 14 Jr 5% 22 27 20 5 AT S 3 1 i A7 53
JERRAE I @l A AR 5K B & LA RRAE T HSI
k.

A & CNN J5 R AFTE 1 53 — [n) B, Jt DY A
T2 TR AEAE R 1 T 2 ) SR i DRI — ) Y
Wms 2z — & R A R X Bt M 4% (Generating
Antagonistic Network, GAN)""' | B ., SCHk[45-
A6 R T =48 GAN 15y 63 25 i) 43 J6 4% . GAN
B A IR R R i 5 AY TT A BSARE AR 0 ] 1) A A
B —Bh e 4 77 RN 2, A i 5 7R € 5] AR
JIS AT B LAY R Al A S ) A5 Y K TR X ) 2
iy AR R A A 3 e 7 A AR =R X e A S 4 AT LA
I Ghod B 2 A7 A B AT . I Ah L BFSE N DL I B
J3 T A Al IR A TR I 2% DL SE B HST B RS i 23 26
SCHRLA7 MR T —Fh BE T 22 RR AR RO S0GH H 2 5 19 4%
(i HSI 4r 65005 il i B 2 21 kAR 13 HST (R 4k
s 4l IR B0 HST 10635 R AE L LBP H#1E & #1
&£ & %) i (Extended Multi-Attribute Profile,
EMAP) FHAE . AR i 0 26 /9 2k E A 3230
5 2 R ARAT R AR B ik 1 I ZRAEAS , O 45 B HERR
SR A g R 2% H A5 R 22 4 AR Y 45 oo ok I 2k
L ] Softmax 4328 fe X RFAEHEAT 2026 .
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AR CNN H A 2 UG | v A s 2 R Y BB T
Bk = 2203 Ryl e iy b B R 0 = /N D AR e L =
4t Gabor 724 1 25 8] 48 I 55 ] LA R ) F =5 [A) A5 2
565805 B AT R AE fL A L JF R X HST #E 47 43
. T gl N AR L T LR R 4 R HST
() = 2R RRAE , PRI STk [ 48 HE T il = 4 /N I 18 £ 5
55 CNN 456 DL 38 0 48 BUAS ) RUBE FIUR B2 1 — 2
fif ., =4 K B Az %6 % (Grey-Level Co-occurrence
Matrix, GLCM) ™" il = 4 85 4] i 78 0 & . HSI
S5 AR AR I A R AR Y O vk s ] DA B
e B,

A i 25 1) R A B O 15 B AR OB T KRl A
] i, H 2 Bl A R AS 9 3G, TR R A R, X
1 I T B A B K

3 Ry L RE By G

3.1 5E

o3 AR b R 3 1A B AR R B O R B0
B A 7 BU S B ARG IS R AR B A 4R 1R
B AR dak — S R TR A [ 1 AR 2 A B 4 — S B
BRI AR R . S EA RN 2B N - 5 — b
JE B oy EI AL N 2] HST ihoIf k4T B AR S G, R 5
X AR AT 428 5 50 R 2 A A5 3 Y 4 0 B HIE B
R Yo R B H AT IE AL AL

HSI 73 B Bx 1 B4 09 7E HIAh L 38 T LARRAIR S 22
PR AL PR 52 R B . SCBRCS2 4 th 7 —Fh B T =X
oy BIA RN 19 HST 23 #1107 k. SCHIRES3 4 th 17—
TR REEMR Ay BT HE SR . SR, bR A% 48 5 i A7 7
3 BN JE 1k [) R 33K %oF Ji 40 Ak AT AR K A 52
A R, s PP HFERL T MK R
(Superpixel, SP)RUBE, 3% KUEE XA [7] 1 2 [1] 25 #4) ]
DL A 38 7 I RN AR . HST g3 283 # v, R
SP 73 1 Al LAY R0 /0 43 R RCBE X 3 2 45 2R 1Y 5
W PRk SP 43R HIST Y T 2 AL 2
Z—. IR HHY SP o EI A AW R . 3
MRC55 142 T —Fh3EF LBP ¥ SP R Sl &5 )7
o SCHRLS6 182 M T — Mk T SP Ry 73 2418 T k%
W1 H WS B, R AL B TSP A ) OE D) Ak
[, SCHRLS7 82 Y 7 —Fh 5L T 514 H A e& BUH
TSP gy SR T I R AR K, X
BRS8N T —Fh g 2 K 2 R AR Y SP 40 HI B ,
SCHRC59 JHE Y 1 —Fh B T 250 €5 1 5 P 3R 3 114 £ 2 0
J# (Information Measures with Color Histogram

Driving, MI-CHD)#81% & 7> ¥ 5 % . 1% 7 3k 15

SO R B i Bk ik B BT (@ DL BT eR %L (Color
Matching Functions, CMF) F1 & B 5 5] ZK 51 oA £
S, DTS B Y B A HL B A AR HST 2331, ke
F W], SP Jr#I7E HST 73 H) b BA AR 4 /9 107 A 5%
AR SP 3 FEMIS AL T 0T 5T B Be B AE HSI 23 &1 2
BAT B4 A 0 5

3.1.1 sk

W — R G LU 20 R R R 9,k
FH 23 B0 5 4 U A W AR 10 D6 35 25 AL RRAIE L AR R )
PR SRR HEXT HAR EAT 732

SCHRL60 42 H T —Fl BE T SP 43 1 F0 R 5 /0 AY
Mk PNH 288 625 0] HST - 28057k, |k
¥ SP 4y HI A F IR 4G B9 HST IR R —A4 2%
AN GRFEA Y SP 3 SR )5 ¥ A SP Y T A 1R 3 43 i
BT IHEEARR L LB XL RIFNERE
PO Hh A B 25 — 8 I A BB B DIk A 4R b LY R
YIRS AR o i F R I AL R [l A R B AE 9 K
J& B I 25 R A B v X B 4> SP Y ¥4 1] & 3 47 43
Je s i B A SP R [RIBR 25 A1 S 85 () ) 4 B
KA E KA,

R TRRR KA TR KR EE
Wy % o AR T — AT E ] TSR bR b or
T HLJC MR P Y 2 Ak i S (E 2 G R R G 4 BOA 1
B, Bt 2 B R UES , HLIRHR 53 FIDR 22 4026
b B R 22 AR 2 R A L AR — X R 12532
LN R I A R R AR 2 B R A 28, T B
NIUE -

3.1.2 o RHBEEN

TE AR T v 3 O 0 ) P R R ooy 3
P 478 T R IE DUk b B0 Ol ST & 1% R
G3 A, AT LUR A 3 04 53 %1 AR Sy 8 85% 0F X R
P BRI BEAT R E . St IR R H o 2K
N S EPS S e S L I A P S
3 DTS2 B0 1 A5 48 1 1 D0 Al A 34

SCHRL63 I3 T — Bl 2L T SP ) = 4E TR 1 22
W 2%, iZ 45 Bk T HST AEAS [R) 45 44 #1528 1993
J& AHAHH = 4 CNN Ab# 0] fE & 5 805 K EAE1E
MRS, SRy T UK — R, SE 5 SP ORI I ARR
fiE & 1% (Weighted Feature Image, WFD) , ffif5§ /32
i 1 PR R LA A S ] — Bk, S T3 WELL 7R
A SP R X R R R EHAH S, £ SP N,
WFT 33 H 5 2 (R 3 ] 635 A R 8] R4 T
BRI ) Z R e WEL R R T X 38— 5%
PEL T EIEBR TIRG IR R W, Hoh, o T iR
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GARTCHY RS R L SR T — R AT 4R A
CNN(3D Recurrent CNN, 3D RCNN) iR & 1% ¢
FRESR U ¥ . AR SP T & 168 =5 5
ORI TS = Y Ry A8 B R SP I R R S
AIAEAS PRAF T O03E 23 0] 5 b0 48 R B9 AR R L DA
filt e 1 SP i Y ER 3 Aa)E,

i3 53 E 7 A DL R SRR R R AR R
B G 3 45 45 36 1100 0 1 B 1 2R I A Y AR LA Gl A
o B 43 0 B0 BN JE S — B A PR AT 55 .
3.2 REME

1T A R AR AR A B HAT Jay BRAE , AL fE A R4S
FRIESERY HSI 43 28071 23 2 — 65 M B i 5 2.
R TELE ., N T RS E.FHZA
(ORI USRS A NPS 57K =9 SN R M N i i
FRAE SR AT AN [R) 04 102 FH i FH R R [R) AR AR 4 1 AN
7] 73 26 4% 22 UOIR A 73 26 1 OB AR [R] 1 43 26 4 43 i)
FH T A [5] 68 R A 4 50K 4% 23 2 8 BT T 2% Rl Re 1
B RIGH X B PR A RS ARk B N — 2R
.

SCHERL64 182 M T — D RIG R RIR RS HELE . &
26 A i B0 RE RS 5 B A Ry e SR U LA Kb 8 A B
I3 AR ARAT B S A2, 33X b B A P SRR 1Y R E LR
A DA AR 3R Bl ik B8 58 R L AT B /N REAS I 2k
ISR 5 AR5 T — i T AR RDE S IR AT K B
#13% (Markov Random Field, MRF) F1 514 FE ¥ 3%
(Conditional Random Fields, CRF) #& #l i) gt & 5
RO EAUEEEETARGSR T, N7
I P Rl A R B S T AN TR D SR R Y — Bk
4 DR D 3 2 TA] i — Bovk . PR I HE 28 B AT
FEPE AT SR A 04 5 2R e 3R O X 3L
PEATYRE

PR Rl A T R IHME SR 200 R AR A O
KVRRAE£E (0 2 95 DL M d 3 b e A5 2 19 4 K e 1Y
HHE,
3.3 RAME

B ARG 7k K A K UL E R m G 7 il T
FEAE A D3R Rl R 28 BT Ak A5 e R

SCHRE65 4 th T — i Bk T Pp [ 327 1) 2 RO
1% JC B & ( Collaborative Representation-based
Multiscale Superpixel Fusion, CRMSF) J5 ¥ H F
HSI 7328, 83T 7 — s & Uk A sh i 2 R
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