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5 R ECRAIE R R, R R B B ik B e B A
Jrids, RS B AR S ST A R AL
B, FEE ARSI R M2 (Chang, 2013;

s B H: 2020-09-18; FEDZR: 2021-06-27
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Fig. 1 The data diagram of HYDICE WASHINGTON DC

1o GG 1 SRR AR B 0 T B BT
fiE 25 [8) o 3 A AS [A)F A B0dlE (Landgrebe,
1998) : fE AERHAEZS A AR A (1 S0 AR MBI .
A B I 2 M B BTG IE S A e L A e B
T B VI A A I 2 50 88 g 356 o v 2 R
A RIBEARIUA S . LU NEETUAY A B
3BT 8 T 1 S AR () 2SR . (1) A5
FHOCHE, B SEAR SRR o0 5 HAH 4814 T A 77 A2 AH A
PE, AT ARG R ;K2 FIE] 3 R T 2 () AH
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BRI SRy DI 1 38 3 7K W2 AT AR 7 35 B, 100 A 135 ff
T 1 Dk BEAE R R B0 h IR R AR U B, r DA
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A ISR T 2S5 iR eSS 3, TR
RmFEIE R 30, WEBMAIEE N 191; K5 (a)
Fos, BRER 3. 4647 I 4 5 MR (A /N T 0.9 51,
&5 A AR AMEAE 0.9 LU b5 nT L, EoiiE
TSR I 25 A oM LA
TR, RIS 5 ZEA DN{E
FR T2 AE PR . DNE T2 AR . KA. 1
U B A S R A58, AN BE L IE R Wb ) 1)
TRPEAR 5 S 00405 J2 1) P s S A 3R A 70 45 2 o
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GG B AR R R R Al (2) motiE
SR BB B AR UL A A ] RE X AT Ak A Bt
iz, motikERE R g RA T (3) &
JETE B B AR I 32 T /IMEA SR [, R
T HBEYER
1.2 #HRH#ES Hughes TR

i L3 A nT AL, e i B AR U B A
FAERE . (5 BIUAY . MEARSERE AL, TR
P Ak P 3k v 2 38 3 4 BCKR HE 7] A (Curse of
Dimensionality) (Bellman, 1961): HJJ T 4E %34
TS B T R SR LR T A L Y 5 4

AR, EPRTE TN GRPE A TE i 4R I 25 (]
S M TR | S NS S & et e S A G upa W
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N, BIZE 44 Hughes BE%: (Hughes, 1968).
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T EFE RN, REMRAEEIYEECRAES
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JMEE Hughes BRE AT AT, /IEANEBL T 1525 %
HETT A AT OISR R S R B
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B, (EE SOOI B AR M I A B R
Aib P R ) — A A, AR A T A AR
PEA TR NI SEPRTE R, BeP e AT e gRab B

2 DGR B R YRR T

I e D 2 R ) Jir s S R A T 4 S AN E
BgaE Ak, AL, HEME Hughes LS N T
FEREARKCE | FRIEAEE . o OKE B . A BRCRZ
() AR, i B R R B, K
SCEZNFEESR R, FRAE (P BL) e 5 TH N
fe G i BGAR FE A  b 9E 2 R A T 40T
2.1 HFEREA Rt R

R 2 B 3 — 2 A0 B0 A 2O R A% B A
1 k2 (] Bl S RIS A 25 (6], B4 I B9 R A AT 7 —
AERE LR IR GBS TR M EZEFEE . H
FEIIEN AR . TR EUS O R
ST A S AR AR SR . 2R T I B A Y
FEAEFRHL . BT 28 AL M Rp R P2 . 56T
£ 2% 2] 9 4 AE 5 BRI 3 T T B 27 2 (0 R A 2 B
& (F1).

R1 SRBEBRFERREEER

Tablel Feature extraction algorithm system for hyperspectral remote sensing

KHEA K FeA AR WRCS A )y vk EZ PN
TR , _ ; Haboudane %5 ,2004; Gao, 1996;
. " i I Bris s oG - . NDVI, NDWI,SAVI, P g
SN PBAEE g;ﬁﬁﬁiﬁ&%m T BT G MR NDBLRSEIL Huete, 1988 ; Zha %5 , 2003 ; 141

AEHER SR o #2013

Ifarraguerri A1  Chang, 2000;
Chang, 2013; Chang #1 Du,
1999; Jia il Richards, 1999; Du
ﬁiﬂgﬁﬁ{jﬁ%%@(ﬁ%: PP, PCA, NAPC, g—; 2009: Dadon "3"—; 2010:
. e i et Mt e b N 2 o N AL > ’ ’ ’ ’
T %?ifﬁﬁf%ﬁ(%ﬁﬁf% Eﬁzﬁﬁizfam&iffm JPRIPCA; MNFLICA L 2012, 3K % 482004
AT = S5 W= ¥ P AT L [ -
‘}W{JI%EHX ﬁ,%ﬁullﬁﬁﬂiﬁli‘)ﬁ /Hﬂﬂjﬁiﬁ];%{% 'FTJ‘TJI H 1!:! 7‘]7\% Wang }ﬂ Chang, 2006; Mura # ,

JrE AL 2011; Faleo,2014
Gu%§,2008 ;Xia%F,2017 ;Shen

ZRRA : KPCA ,KICA e ’ ’ ’
HeRb 4 2009

fﬂ: SRRy P R A Li %, 2011; Richards 1 Xia,
&%?ﬁ WG — 5 W43 A L% 50 A i — LDA,LFDA,CA 2006; Zhang A1 Prasad, 2015;

Y FIURHMGREAR R e o Kuo fll Landgrebe , 2004 ;

FRIEFRI wokegerE 0 AR R OHE 9 00 A B

eI ARACRH, TN e om I g B i 43 i

NDA, NWFE, CNFE, Kuo %%, 2009; Yang % , 2010;
DBFE Benediktsson %5, 1995

BOWAMARSHONEISE AT (] 132, 7T i 5

BT AT A ) B3

Baudat Fl1 Anouar, 2000; Li % ,

S:GDA, KLFDA
B 2011

WRRIECHE BRI H W] — RO 34 N ek K W IR
BRI RIS I B A 5 T 0 510 BT o B
Wt XEREAS T4

Y
R

o) Mg

R 2 3L R
RS 295, - B Chen 1 Zhang,2011;

Izquierdo—Verdiguier 45 , 2014;
Liao 4§, 2013; Luo 4% , 2016;

WHAAH SR B, S

[IFRAE A4
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KRR R AR A TS IRy i EZPUN
§ N . " R N e Su%,ZOll;Groves*ﬂBajcsy,
e B U BT A s R R K 3% S 0 B4 b R — ) '

o MRBE Bt 4L RE TS Do PO (V) BO(CC). 2003 Dufil Yang, 2008
T E A5 G1e HI BC Martinez—Usémartinez—Uso % ,
REiL ) 2007
IR/ SIDSA , WaLuMI Martinez—Usoémartinez—Uso %5

N wb g S \? N ANTEN=N ;H\: ) . > ’ o " N
ﬁ;i%i %Zggiﬁgff% PR ANESEA P BR S —2K WaLluDi, SKMd, 2007; 7 4L %% %, 20115 Su i
e i Tt 125 [l S 2 Du,2012;Sun%,2015,2020
Il FH 45 #9062 % 45 A% S e w2 A A
W ﬁ@%%%k%ﬂ?@Eﬁ@%mﬁﬁ@ﬁﬁﬁiﬁﬁﬁﬁiﬂﬁm”’mgﬁﬂm*&fzm”“
N N T . e attribute filters; 3=D Mor- Gu 55, 2016; Ghamisi 55 , 2014;
ik ;;jgﬁ%&;;gjgij;%4?m M2 phological Profile Hou%¥,2015
DiN:Ny 2N SR
HeFos ] SOERARAE (S G AR BT R R AL GLCM, Mathematical mo- Champion %5 , 2014; Bajorski,
WA Tk B B AN FEDT R SCREE SRR RE , B AR AR L ments; BRI RBEMLY; 20115 Li %, 2012, 2015b; Xia
FROESEHL B 7 e i AT4RE P — B B, R Gabor B I, 4k DWT; %5, 2015a; Zhang % , 2018b; Li
FEER) T A MBI Ry LBP H1Du,2014; Gormus 25,2012
NN HA MR FiRYH K& PCA, TDLA 58 = #] Velasco—Forero Fil Angulo,2013;
: P2 A RIPIRONS e : X h &l :
(S &) ii§QQQEMT% B ANRE R EW R HRIXFF TDLA, I Ren %, 2017; Zhang 45 , 2013;
EHRARES LYPECEIE  RRE  SKREHIBIAMTLTDA  NieE,2009; Zhong 58,2015
TR A Rk i ATE = 2 %5 ]

O R

T e R NS |

FPERAEIE B 2 |

ISOMAP,LTSA,LLE

KL 42 4%, 20105 IV AR 45,

VR TR 23 . 4
I IR I 25 [1) SRR M N 2013;Fang %:,2014
- 1 e pes HAERPABIARES) HE Autoencoder, SAE, S e e
TR sy gty e LRI AR LB Autoencoder S Soare s a014; wane 5, 2020
ST YRR ) , e m WM E AR, =P Autoencoder, s e e s
FOJ R BRES) HMERZR, 2 SR AR5 WG AJS SSAE. RBM. 2-D ONN, 120 %> 2015; Tan %, 2019; Li
TR JE UK TR BE R AN H N "4 20205 Liu % ,2020a,2020D

HH/ME

3-D CNN

2.1.1 ETFIEH/SHHISMERE

AT EJF, 5T R A RRAE SRR TR

HRAE F R S, N [R5l - A2 B4y
TR RIERESFEER, AR A
MRR ) A2 W R SRR I CREAE , AR P
WAL ARR I T AT 0 Jo 2R A5 0 1 TR o W AR A L
AW A B X, WK AE SR R Rk
FRAE . SRS SR WOCR A, DA ) WU AIE
o ANILTF RN vk BB A WY OB E
XA T B AT R s S, L R R A I B
28 G i B SR SRR AE B 2
AR BN T A R R A 13— AR A
e (NDVI) (FETF P2 Z Wk fE ) (Haboudane
&, 2004) . MAARFEEL (LA (& T 7K ISCRRE
MINDVI) (Fang Fl Liang, 2008) . IH—4k /K& 5
B (NDWI) (Gao, 1996) . - M i 45 4 4k 15 %%k
(SAVID) (Huete, 1988). JH—fbi4i45%k (NDBI)
(Zha %%, 2003) . #@/ESHEHEE (RSED (4R
Wk, 2013) 45, DL RRAESE IO Mg ar T HE IR
FRIE S MR Y B S 500 H Gk, (AR e RS
B RP AT EGMERNS S (MR RIET
R RRIERR ) .

AEAZ 4, RISk 45 m A EUER D6 1% Bl b 42 B
AR T R an G i B 195 B, R E BT
T IX I AR A M SN F s o — SR AR Ak 52
T A 6T M 2 O SCRFIE HEAT AR 3, HAR i mT
MRLATMZE: (1) JCiSRetEig s ik, BAIH
LR R IS G T i R AT B UL B, DLk
FI R SROGIE WOBCRAAE Y B Y 0 S gt R 1
(Continuum removal) (Filippi fil Jensen, 2007). Yti%
2K (Spectral derivative analysis) (Debba 4,
2006) . RUEE—23 [ 51 (Scale-space algorithms)
(Piech Fll Piech, 1987; Hsu, 2007) %, jEZi4t 2%
R o X 1 i B EA T VA — AL AL B, JRAEZ
M S A S S S B 15 B0 T 5 H AR R AT AR AR 14 o7
FITREE o JCTE B3 BORJE R TE Bl ih 4ok 7
DA 52t WISCREAE 5 — B sl o3 BT 48 /s 10 W WA U8
Bt —Br oo B s, (R o H R 52 1 Y
SRR o R —25 [A] 505 BIVMAS [ (9 RLUBE 1 5%
Pt £, XEWORCRRE AR —23 ] 33k bt
Frid G B R AR AL BE 3207 1k B RE M O RUEE | 28531
WESCRRAE L RE MRS A8 RURE b 7 LSRR
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(2) JCHERAIE R, BVZEX G AR AE 647 43
BT BE G 0 SRt b N 1 A AL A 1
ekt SR AL MGM (Modified Gaussian Modeling)
(Sunshine %, 1990) FUCIEFFAESHL (£ 4 45,
1996; van der Meer, 2004; Guo, 2020) 255,
TP R v SRS R 7 VR B DG 1 O E Y E
SEBEALIN AT, TR R R A R i A1 X B
KWK FR, IR IZO 1 1 W CRAAE , T
AR R A T S BUE X OISO RRE SR T 2
THEFLT, — B & — B & 2k
FRAE, PG, RS G S AR AR AR A 57 ek
TE R AL, SIS RRIE 2 800 R R T 2 28
(WAL B TERE . TREE . REREE) XPGik
W AE AT R, AT DR FE AR O S 8 e ot
TR, TR IR S B L,
BATTE

212 ETHRZ/ARELIFIERE

BE TR B R AIE S U B A R S,
SR, O FH P AR ME R B BAE A T s A
Tl DL e Bl AT Ge it o, BT ae T
W IER UL, TR AE AT KA B E
BT, R v g i A2 e PR e =< (], DA T
S 2RO BT 3P, 2R AR M R el e B
TR BAE M . R 2B A HER MR, T8
TSR RFE R O A Al 3 LR L2

(1) AERERAIESEIR . T2 T7 1200 e O i
ol HEEEAT AR B, TERE RN R A G . &
BAE R MG S 0 B 5Tk . BUR R TT
VA BRI P 722 0 e 52 ARSI DA ey 24 2 ] A 51
R 4E=S ) 5 H AN 2 O i iR sy £ 207
A BB EE PP (Projection Pursuit) (Ifarraguerri
#l Chang, 2000) . = & 4 73 #f PCA  (Principal
Component Analysis) (Chang, 2013) . M%) 3
537258 NAPC (Noise—Adjusted Principal Component )
(Chang 1 Du, 1999) . JEF4r#I0) PCAF A (Jia
il Richards, 1999; Du%§, 2009) % ; 3T PCA
MR IR B MR B S Z AR BRI T 22, Ik
TRAER B g i, R BB E i BA
MR EL s FE(EH PCA Z AT, 0 SRS ) 4 i 5%
3 19 728 AL I B2 R B AN R T W] — 1 4, AT AR
B e AT I — A b B (R IME B AEE 1Y
PRifEZE, B BLERR LB X HE R e R AE ) s

b — 2P AL AR T AR SRR T Z (] AR G, 7T X
B AT AL B (HE A RAE R b Ko B L
X RCRFAEAE) o SR, BRBUR A I IR A—E B
TR D B D T R, R T 22 8 A
W IF A —E RE ST 43 RAE MR Bt . gL b
(), BT e K MR RS 43 B8 4 MNF - (Maximum
Noise Fraction) Jf 1 FH 21| i i 2 JBRe i B8 451 35
(Dadon %, 2010; Dopido 55, 2012) ; ik f& &
(2004) J i T J LA A 45 52 722 1) s D't 1 228
SAREAT HARERIBE T . PCA FIMNF J7 i34 56 T
BE i —Brae it i, AR BEAT RO Al A 40 G )
PRAAIE , DR 5 26 0 B B R M A T 2 7 7 K i 5t
FEBREA Z I, T AR 4 (R RE AR R 2 TR
CIESE i

BEXT UL B IR) @, e T5 5 20 8 0 7 i ol S
i, 43 43 B ICA  (Independent Component Analysis)
(Wang fil Chang, 2006) I HUIS 8 4 A 4R A1 4 AL
Ry TR NE TR0 A A v O 1 R SRR
HEGE T ST D D) 3 fige SR ST o B, R S I R AR
R AE 4R B (Mura 55, 20115 Faleo 55, 2014) .
DL 53 R RS B W AR S ORCR , (R TE
R S R s v i AR M O R AT A Ut
SORNE T ROV T BRI T5 ik, B I R 2
Fe 5% ST A BT, W PCA . MNF FIICA
Wk R T A, BIEKPCA (Gu 4§, 2008;
Xia 4§, 2017) FIKICA (Shen%, 2009) %, W]
T B B0 00 R A B IORCR L H 32 A% R B 2 )
LN

(2) WEBHRAIESEE . 1% Ty wE SR O
T 1R B B R AR SR SR R N, AR B Y
AR REC M, W S HONMEHES B4
PIZE . S B0R) 7 B R B K TG e B 28 2 50
FE ) 3 A B s an 2 H) 0 43 7 LDA - (Linear
Discriminant Analysis) (Ti%E, 2011) . JaEk#e4s /R
553 Mr LFDA  (Local Fisher’s Discriminant Analysis)
0 LA FH 540 BT CA - (Canonical Analysis) 257 1
SR T e — R B 1) R T AR L 280
AL ARPEAE IS P 5 2 Tl R 4 A ) L (A
JrERHL (Richards Al Jia, 20065 Zhang il Prasad,
2015) . SR, LDA BIPEREMAS T2 5 K30 i v
O3AT, MELLAL B A WA 2 n S0 B 5 i HL
INFEAAFBLT X i AR AT 20 2R, SRIHK
FEHER ) MM RS (Kuo fil Landgrebe,
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2004) ; HYIZAEAS B H 5 50 19 4E 8O 2 1)
Z g HE AT ESE R EAEE AN TR

AR 2B T7 3k AT Lo i 2 800 057 A T Y
), T AR o A AU AT B ise, BEAS
oA BB, WA A B AR S 8.
AESE0H 543 BT NDA - (Nonparametric Discriminant
Analysis) (Kuo%§, 2009) i F-#8XF-1EA 5Tk
AR IAEAS E LA S BRI A, # T=
BT LR R, HR AR A S E ) dES AL
WEFHIEHE B NWFE  (Nonparametric Weighted FE )
(Kuo 55, 2009) iz 5 BT HY 2K PN 12K ] i SRR
MEt SR (A, B T H LDA RINDA BUAF1( 73
FROR, HRZ BRI E A, B
TERT SHE R, BT RIXAES B I CNFE
(Cosine—based Nonparametric Feature Extraction) NI
A T A X RS RO A RO S U R R, R
IENEH AR e 7 a2 AR (Yang 55, 2010)
M7 e 5 11 3¢ R§ 4E 35 B DBFE  (Decision Boundary
Feature Extraction) F| s 1 FEACE 2 IE Ry
ZERERE, TR IE S T 2800 P SR 3 B AR AE
(Benediktsson ¢, 1995), W[ 7E— & B 2% fif 47
SRR, B0 R G i G AR 23 28 1 /N A [
R, TEVCTT ARSI IE I, 2 PRI i) 15
P o OE DUk 4 AR R A AR 43 il 2 A e /N A AR )
8 SSS (Small Sample Size) AY H % )7 (Kuo Al
Landgrebe, 2004; KuoZ¥, 2009). 734h, L4k,
TERHARMCHFT , T — 2o s [ R L e A
RSO 2, R n] s MEfE s NG 2 T 42
by A% Ja 8 2% 55 2R F0 5 4 B KLEDA - (Kernel
local FDA) (Li %, 2011) vz 46H) 51 53 BT GDA
(Generalized Discriminant Analysis) (Baudat I Anouar,
2000) SFJ5ik.

(3) FUB R SR I . AR R AL A D
I, TR BURFAE B ) R ) AR . ARk, AH
A SETT iy S T o] 58 53 ) HIAE A Bl dl F JE AR 25
BIERE R, oA IR B R R IR,
TR XTI iE (Chen # Zhang, 2011) . 2
B K% B /N 3R 1k (Izquierdo—Verdiguier 55
2014) . HE RESAN AT (Liao %5, 2013) . 2
BB RIE R 3 (Luo 55, 2016) HI B HhlR]
PREALHE (Zhang %, 2020) 5. JWoBt o) — ik
AT 3 BEA S, BIP-fse  AR3E FE RS A
TR, RIRIE Y EOC B AR PEBT; (H2

DL AR LU T B, A 25 M P AR AR 1 T4

ity Z UL, T 52 O ARk a] REAT 2 Rh 2
B, HWOEIE B (DNE) . ik B (4t
) PCAZEHE M . BRMEERHIEIEISE . DN
B T2 AR, HACR A s s
RN FBR T AN ASE I, SN T MR A SR
HARRIEE 5 AR PCA R4 2 bR R A8
Je FRAE S [R] P A ARFAE 25 BR 1 RH SC PR I P 520
— Ml 3 E M REEL Y 99% LA LRI B &
R0 265 1) R AIE (BT B BB IR RRAE X 3R
K AT, R Z M4k se 4, T ARG B
FRAVRFIEIE . PR, SEBRI I, 5 75 T 4
FRIERYZEBUE B o
2.1.3 ETFKERASHFFEREN

o G T TR A A B, ARAR I B lE] Y
fE BB NICAY, AT LUK S — 63 3 Fl 9 A4 il Be
Oy, DR ARECHE 48, $2 BCA BURIE .
FAL, ASFALR I Bl T BE B AT — i AL
PRl A T X Y i AT SR, A A AR Y AR
WP BN —2&, ML BFE o

(1) TRj BRI B G o e fR] B A 2 0 I8 Be 73 4
BG (Band Grouping) ¥ F| FH — % AR ¥ Uik B ik
A (SufE, 2011), WekEdE Bk 4745 % 0 41
BG (U) (Band Grouping Uniformly) (Groves Fl Bajcsy,
2003) SAKE —E B ADEAE 2 4 BG (CC) (Band
grouping by spectral correlation coefficient) 2§ J5 %
(Du #l Yang, 2008) 2. {HJE, i%2E77 %M1 BG
(CC) MBG (U) EALRERMMP By —a4H, R
il T RE R SR T

(2) SR, LTk E e A
W B Ry — T i, SRS H A e i B ) AR
P AR IR T4, BB T4 T
LV LB R B, 3k 2 I B HLAT S ARL iy 4 o
AL, DT 1] 4 5 B i Ol 1 2 SRt ) D B o
WFE TR B 57715 BC (Band Clustering) U1
SIDSA. WaluMI, WalLuDi% (Martinez—Usémartinez—
Uso %%, 2007), H&F K-{H BBk 5 v 1 U B
WA BEHE Ik SKMd (Su %, 2011; SuFl Du,
2012), VAR T Hgi 525 | KTk (Sun 55,
2015, 2020) Ao FEFRICAYREELE M T RER A
RPN —2H, BAE RGeS RE T
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2.1.4 EF=EEE RS IR

TGS R AETE = D' 1 8 R B AL B b &% T E
BAEH], AU SR E RS B s R A — S e A 3
B 2RBOR 25 AURRE B I AT BE— 2L 4R T
G R E B BRI PERE . O — TR AT
FERR B, e 2 9 OIS I B R B
By Z RS [AARE (Inscl . R SC8), X
e G B G AR AL B T R | RRE I A B
B AL FEEXNIEEFRIESR I, SURRESR
ORI K A [ AR SR R A T B AT 250

(1) BB AR 22Tk F 2 W AR
G L U AR G SN2, E ok 18 &
FUG AL BRI 7 (Plaza %5, 2005) . %07
R HEEM G (structure element) X528 44>
TG E] R #1405 F RN 23 () 45 A0 A5 R AT HR 0, ]
PAGHO W) A A BB AR s B
THREE FHAR, HEAREZHE FEAH WK
(dilation) FNJEiH (erosion), DM —FHHAEH
B Iz % (open) FIAIZHE (close) . HEI, TEiH
O 1 1E R R O Tz, AR TR IR
&% 5 | EMP  (Extended Morphological Profile)
(Plaza %5, 2005; Xia %%, 2015b; Gu%, 2016) .
J& PEUE Y (attribute filters) (Ghamisi 28, 2014) .
3—D Morphological Profile (Hou %, 2015) &)k
X i G 1 B R 0 &S R ST R L, B
YRS LA, R . Nz .

(2) SURFRESEIC, =05 i B AR SO E
R SEAR 25 (8] v i) R AR 25 8] A3 A B — R A, %
e S BAT B EANE . H FTAY SORRHIE 52 505
ARG LU LR (1) Geitatrrik, st
2 P DXl g T R AR Sl Pk B e TR, K
JE AR F % GLCM  (Gray Level Co—occurrence Matrix )
(Champion%§, 2014), ¥ (Mathematical moments)
(Bajorski, 2011) %7775, GLCM SUHRRAE S5 57k
RERCF, (HRIPRE S (2) BBVMTE, BT
et alifE B X SO T T TR R,
A BE A ] LR S HOR E SOR RIS, 0t
IRAT BN (Li%, 2012; Xia%, 2015a; Zhang
4§, 2018b) A, JLINMETE T A 2k £ 5k 1 2
s (3) Bk ARy, RIA 07 28 okt 23 )
Y SO R AR BRI, ARASAE 25 A A 5 3k
W SO BRRAE 0 Gabor U8 (Li Al Du, 2014) |

3D-Gabor (JiaZs, 2018). 4 DWT (Gormus %,
2012) S5k (4) ik dis, X —EHE
B FIL D) ) 25 R T AR B A S0 B AT R, AN R
A = LBP (Local Binary Pattern) (Li &
2015b) &, 2T LR ARLF MR I T 8034,

(3) ka2 RPAE SR, 1% 58 0 R AIE B2 RO
RUR 225 T R0k 18 B AR 1 1 f s ], A e 2
W = AE 1= LB O R o e, Sk
I IS AR B 25 R AR UE B o Tk = A S A Bl
AT ZR AU T RS S A LRI RS 5, AT AE 2 4E 2
] Xf JLAT RS R AT A RER L, BAT AR A AR
IAESK, FETakERINAERIRE R, B
BT B AR 28 . H AR RN AE U, motil
55)3,\ ?ﬁ f?ﬁ El’\] 3{%@%%/% (tensor representation) IEJ HTf
TRBE T 25 2 E AP BUAE B, T il LR
WS JER SRR o AR 3 BE T 5k i s 1y Oy s
A AR IR G GERE T 0] 1 A D7 YT SRR Y, 0
gk F 50T (Tensor PCA) (Velasco—Forero Al
Angulo, 2013; Ren%%, 2017) Jrigk. sk& IR
XF5% TDLA (Tensor Discriminative Locality Alignment )
(Zhang 5, 2013) . J& ¥ 5K & # 5 5+ Hr LTDA
(Local Tensor Discriminant Analysis) (Nie £, 2009;
Zhong %5, 2015) S5Jrik, YIREREA RUZ M &L
HEBGERN S IRRE . KREITERRY R 52
AR . EIE LA AN, HRX
RITEW R Z Y B e, OB AP
2.1.5 ETiRMEIRIFFIERE

ol AR A REAE 25 8] 1% B Y s AR A S A AR
“RYEFE” b, REBISA RE CRYERET B
Aeby, BIAT S T o ) iR AE . YT A
MR 2 A AT TG 2058, 4 JR Ak A BE ik
SF (ISOMAP) (#EREZE 45, 2011) ., SEHEBRSS IS
R 43 A HEF LTSA  (Local Tangent Space Alignment )
(90 6 28, 2013) . BRJE B HL I 4P ik A
(Spherical Stochastic Neighbor Embedding) (Lunga
FlErsoy, 2013) ., @l s 645 B R v A
7 LLE (Locally Linear Embedding) (Fang 5% ,
2014) . ARRE AL —IE A IR FFIRA. (WSCPE)
(B0 45, 2019), 2SI WIEXS 5% (Yang
il Crawford, 2016) 2% itE24 ) H FATAE 1 ]
LA R ER R . ZRHFIIRE NN E,
H.3Z M P A AR
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2.1.6 ETREZFIIMFHERK

20 M )RR AE H RO S REAR 4 b 3R 38 DG
HIEGUAR AL MR E, Fo Az 8 TR . iE
AR, TRJEE A7 ) R Hy T A L R B Ak B ) AR
B, TR w6 TG B AR AL BEAUAR B Tz
Mo B IRMZZ R TRER, R
2 28 S IR 2 R IR BEAFAE (ANAIRJZ SCHRRAE
HRRHIE, EERRESE ), HE WA RGR IS B
PE o A SCTRE C N T G 1 8 G5O G TE AR R
PHC, WA %% %% AE (Autoencoder) (Chen 4%,
2014) . HE& H %i i 2% SAE (Stacked autoencoder)
(Wang %%, 2020). Fibi [ 4hh s (Spare autoencoder)
(Tao %, 2015). ZFRILI/KZZEHLRBM (Restricted
Boltzman Machine) (Tan %5, 2019) F1%: FH i 25 5
2% CNN (Convolutional Neural Network) (Li %% ,
2020) EJiik. FiAh, WA T —LEREAE IR A
(R AE A 25 SRR B D7 s, A HE S i 1 G B 4
SSAE (Sparse stacked autoencoder) (Tao %, 2015;
Liu%, 2020b). 2-D CNN (Wang %, 2019) F13-D

CNN (Liu%¥, 2020a) 4. UREES )RR HUA L
M2ty E 2%, HARRBLGREST, T LLE
RN E 28R HESBITIAEHS, H
N YNNG GNP

2.2 HEEEMRARE

R i B T R M) P B R A s 4 114
e B WSS Ay o T 82 10 FH 5 R AT 8 R IR 4R R
O e TR A B i [, Hob TR %
TR R B SO, Tovk SRR AR S T A
KUK, fRfE—Eokba. FRIE (PeBr) HERENEM
o5 G 1 2 SR AR B0 T AT D0 I B b B I X
S A R B BT A, I A R B LR
BOBE a0y B, 198 TN . BB
— JBC B R 3 S AL (1) 7 TR
S EERRARE N AR ek %L, (2) R R AL
RIS ST L RR, (3) e & B i B £
BH o ACEZNELMEE | R i
PP BE A - 2R R o DAl A0 2 A LA 55 7
T PEATERR (F2) .

R2 BAEBERKREFEEER

Table 2 Band selection algorithm system for hyperspectral remote sensing

PSS Zi% Tk B4R 5 R LAY Ty EZPUIN
Chang, 2003; Ifarraguerri
Ny HI Prairie, 2004; Richards
e =i
Z FUTNINGRREA (R B 20 JLQ/IE,ES/E, B%iii% ’E:_ H Jia, 2006 ; Martinez—
BOHEATEER MR BRI SR e T Ussmartines-Uso % , 2007;
s BB, SID,0PD,
) LN Pt LCMY . MEAC 25 Chang, 2000; Chang 71
ks ’ Wang, 2006; J 21 74 4% |
- IE T 2011;Yang%,2011
) S w e R A fFEE, EEL, . Cha
3 ;IE;U %%;J;H;{l;};@:i%i%m L RTINS MVPCA . MSNRPCA. (];911;)9, 2020; Chang I Du,
R 7 i 25 PR
SRR . e bE I,
e RIEREER e P Du il Yang 2008
[= Priny RIS o
FIH A At REE T I T o028, His 5 ,
Sk ) ’ VA S
Hp B g R FR AR Chang,2013
. 250 e 45 JURE s 4T AN K 4 et
25 W 2% ;EZ%{?EELEZ@E%%H ﬁ;%gfg Ul exhaustive search Coban fil Mersereau, 1998
FEADLR A7 1) 50 it 7 17) P L b cre aha @ . Somol % , 2004; Serpic Fl
s i ORI R e IR B SIS SRSy 2007 50n % 20145
s 108 SRS A LR B Su 45,2014
HAEABRAE L MR
NS 2 Yao #l Tian, 2003; Zhang
D 5 E|'-\[ 3 =) 7 Bk 2 = ] 3
g A FIFARR A ) B AT (4 ) 2 T P A R 4 R GA, CSA, PSO, FA %5, 2007; Yang 4 ,2012;

S B ARG PR &K

RIRER,IEA L
JRyElare LA

Su%,2014,2016
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KA A Tk A AR TTEERER, I Ty 7 225 3CHik
AR SR A R Chang F1 Du, 2004 ; Chang
HEIER m&%%m%@%w&&%ﬁﬁgﬁﬁ#& = o, % .2017; Camastra i
1% B L = Staiano,2016
et .
gy BUEBEFERAEIEAE L, .. NFINDR, IEA, VCA, Plaza % , 2004; Wu % ,
g% LR FAUFHREA R IT ST BT A ICE,AMEE 2008 ; Song % ,2021
2PS0.MOPSO, MOBS, S° > 2014; Paoli 5,
N Wz BT REA Y BIERE S APBI’ ’ ’2009;Gong%%:,2016;
Pan%§,2019
/\ -t 4
RIFTRE A g 1 A TR 2 Z@iﬂiﬁ?ﬁ%f
ok A TFRAIES RS PFPERT o atter plot Tyo,2003
T 10 2 i) 4 T4 L
e R EE o
sepk MR R FERE X 8] K AR Y AT EEHE X 43 1 0% Probability density Matteoli 262014
= MR R YREHNA EOATS function atteotir
TR P REAE 8] A AH 56
MERE REGERBMOMHERE L Correlation coefficients .
o %) » " i vy
WA A L G AR A T A i Su,2011
P AF 2 ZR B8R P 1
- FUHEGH AR R T Al S B 415 8, .
2 B R B P
FRER s maommeE  oorhEgeg Song %2019
ifﬁ AT — B A AR
gy s (0 2 LI 2 BT
T%E HITE ;%ijgﬁthiyl?Eﬁ fgi:ﬁ;;;?ggﬂ%g histogram Ni il Ma, 2015
Py i 1 7 i 2
W A il B L IR %
G b EEHMRER T EZ L S B TR L /MY SNR Conoscenti % ,2016
FE R W B o i
ol i gy O O 5 R O 2
ngjgiﬂj ;gizg;iif?xgzmm [A], FAiE 5 28 5 Z (B 40 Mutual Information Feng 55,2015
AR St T S
I 2 5 28 ) BICA S B
, B9 L (A4 8 0 0 o B,
- 7 £ i 44 Sk
%g‘gfrj” o 2 2 2 2 ;ﬁé'“ IPREIEBIZA e Ratio Du,2007
{19301 DR »
221 EENE B R, MR . R RS A AR A
. S il TR PR I A% W A%
I B P A D B (S R TR PN DRTCRDEBEIRRE IR n 3O AR
MDA ST Al /I T 43M ST Rl 25 0 Fm RESE

B Y A Pl Bk £ 5k AR LR AR R B f K AR B
BT T 5 T 2 ol £ 000 R A U 6 R 26 90 Bt

R B IR P R P B BT i . KT

Ik A I s ) 2

IJ E/J#IJ jJIJ [EPOY *ljg,flil lu\{ﬂ"

PRI

J7 ik TR T R B *&%Lﬁifn u\E'J%
K, AU BRSO E B, R
I EE AT ﬂblﬂ%ﬁ/\ﬁmﬁﬁ{n h\{ﬂ'Vﬁ
H br eR i 98 D% A% B % B ¥k £ 7 ik (Filter
approach) , LA KSR FH 43 S i 14k B S 1 I (1% daf 24 A0
W B eI (Wrapper approach) (Chang, 2013)
SEWIZE; Horh, DRICAR RS L s s A F\“Fﬁﬁ
NIz MERALD S TRE T ke, Hiz

B, T ] 0P SR S S A S T R A IR B
Ho PR A B B B T B A SRR R, RS FEA
R RR R, AT LR W i Bk 05 ek o
P

(1) ZHE Ik, BRIk EER AR ZH
AXTHBEAT AR, A TR IMBEES IM (Jeffries—
Matusita distance) (Chang, 2003;
Prairie, 2004; Richards fll Jia, 2006) BfikZ%gmI

Ifarraguerri #ll
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GO EE TV, %07 ST AR R A IR v
R Bl b, IR BIME BT, ARk
S PRI O Ty 2 A R, i A AN T s B R B
BT BB . T3 A, L% A SA (Spectral
Angle) . BRECHEE (Euclidean distance) . 55 FGHE S
(Mahalanobis distance) . M [GHEE (Ifarraguerri £l
Prairie, 2004). {2 B &S (Divergence) (Martinez—
2007) . DL fE B ALK SID
(Spectral Information Divergence) (Chang, 2000) .
IEZE % 52U OPD  (Orthogonal Projection Divergence)
(IRELZE 45, 2011) . Sk 20 Ui/ J5 22 LCMV
(Linearly Constrained Minimum Variance) (Chang Fl1
Wang, 2006) . JEAZAMIKIEE (Dilation Distance )
(Challa 4%, 2022) A5 Bt #E I WAR T2
B o DA b S R R i) A o Mt T AR A 28
T3 2 TR J7 22 09 L A8 L an A BE 20 i ) A
FEuICHZESIE, A TR T R MR T 22
MEAC (Minimum Estimated Abundance Covariance )
(Yang %, 2011) Wy EEFETE, BB 2
L o

(2) ESEAR Ty ZR T R A bR
BEREATEAT o3 M o AN AR DG I B TC A i B
HEAT IS R S 00 1] 7 £ S o A T U B R R
i A . BATE BI85 w7 I 2 B
VERE WL, WA T EAF B M A ML (Mutual
Information) . & T FE1E 50 Hr 9 77 % (MVPCA |
MSNRPCA) (Chang Al Du, 1999; Chang, 1999;
Chang 55, 2021) 5. ZIET7 AT L0 Bdls oA
52 R AT AT AT AL o

55 2R g AR W s R Bk BT Ik . i3k
T AN B2 SRR E W B A G AR DG 1
PEAT I BOEFESCR AR MR L (SNR) BRI HR
i BE (Patro 5§, 20215 Roy %, 2021), kS
AR B IUAR LBRECRAE, AT S 5540 B2 A
S AN AR Y B B, An ek N U7 ¥ LP (Linear
Prediction) (Du 1 Yang, 2008), i RAF=3[0]J7
1 (Cluster space) SF#F AT DL S2 B0 BEAR L B 0] 704
ERHR

222 HEMRULKBE

F T OG5 B R AR R O
S ChR (v = L e ey L1 NS N TN B 1
Ve PRIIL I 23 [ S 2% JE LUy, I T A AR

Usémartinez—Uso 4 ,

MERE s PR, ok 7RRE R PR A nY 45 D0 BE R
Bz e, st HAw 2 07 A8 mk s i Tk B 1)
W2 MBI P o ARIEA RS IE . TR AT LA
HEREN

(1) 5442 (Exhaustive search) . 1% IE1E
9 2 23 o] 3l T BT A A] e % B 4145 (Coban Al
Mersereau, 1998), A5 & — M A48 & 2] & L
fiff, ER B ' B RO R AE 4R 1
AR AT 2 AR s %07 R RAE R R H 45
DI ARG, X TR G R S, TR
TLDIHRITHE

(2) PR (Greedy search) o % J7 % F) H
B AR SUOR AR ) 00 A R 2> R, PRt
1) R Je 0 e DI A O AV Ao ) R ) e 4 i
HWHBAEAR S X R E % B&B  (Branch and Bound)
(Somol 25, 2004) . JFH A ] 2L 3 SFS (Sequential
Forward Selection) (Serpico fil Moser, 2007) 1%
5 J5 [\ 3% £ SBS  (Sequential Backward Selection )
(Sun %, 2014) 5. DL EJrskeh, J¥40 60 st ae
FUFF J5 ) e $R 0 p ih = ROm L], BRI T Bk
e B BRI B SR 28800 . AT LATE SFS 1 SBS
IR SR RN, SRR RBCRE
B Y 5 PF Sl ) % $E SFFS (Sequential Floating
Forward Selection) Fl J¥ %1 % 3l J5 [ % & SFBS
(Sequential Floating Backward Selection) %5777% (Su
G5, 2014), RS RMIE T8 A R AR e I
PERY, AHEIA R4 Rt i

(3) Ja & ER (Heuristic search) o % J5 ¥
VLR A ) RS AT 1) 0 i A A AR OC PR
PR THE RACE . BHAR RE UL NS T8 & =X
B, WRAE AL GA (Genetic Algorithm) (Yao Fll
Tian, 2003) . FC % 5 7% CSA (Clonal Selection
Algorithm) (Zhang %, 2007) . ki T B £t 1k PSO
(Particle Swarm Optimization) (Yang 2 2012; Su
4, 2014) ANEE K BB FA (Firefly Algorithm)
(Suff, 2016) 5L T mob i g B ik
P, PR TRFIRCR . TR AR EA
ARER, HAMESTE TR EERBEERS 2R
RT3 A SR il i A
223 EMUKRBEHE

e B FE S o T 5 AT B S B B B gl £
Tk, ZTREZVEHENME, IFRAREER
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By, — BRI TR A S RS, X — ROk
I I B e R B T i ) T ), A RO
TSGR REAE RO XE AR, H R 3 MR T R

(1) EPL4E)E VD (Virtual Dimensionality) °
VD S48 15 G5 R B rh A [ A 2 50 ) D'
ZAE (Chang, 2018), W H Ty i Bos H Y
$5¥5 (Chang 1 Du, 2004; Chang, 2009). f#&
HE i 2 5 (Channel capacity) A8, BV A
SQ-CCBSS #1 SC-CCBSS Sk A7) Be ke £, [A] it
] AEAT e L e B i ) € (Chang 55, 2017) 5 1%
Tk BRI VD HAE BB T RN, SR IE R
BRI R bRAly A P BT e e B 1 AR = ) Y
BUF B REMEAHE M, BT Blahut BVA R I B
R %5, FIF SQ-CCBSS Ml SC-CCBSS 1% T4k
AP BT AR

e LRI, 1R RIS R EGE R e
255 B BIARAEAE S ID  (Intrinsic Dimension) BHEA:
(Camastra 1 Staiano, 2016), 1D 4§ % J& B #4 &6
TR RO T W B A A B RN H S BN
VD AR, B F, 1D 58 e T ZEA 3
PR, SR HTEOC. I, ID &% Rk K —
e (D T N N A R SR S RS F
Hb, T ERRITE B, FRAES  EOR A B
YR, 5 BRI PR Y i B O A AR [ 5
R, H—/ IDMETCE T XM —X 2N . 5
IDARXFIE, VD WU i i Ol i e J Al A [ )
KA HE 4%, 7T A4 Neyman—Pearson
PRI R, PR VD A (R AT LABE BB R m A8k, ]
MRIEAF RN H AT %, BRI EiF, VDIGID
3 5 N o 5 L T AR A ROGER bR
DG 1B B BRI B ] (Chang, 2018) . {H 1%
FAkWARA R, i, THES R &
RAVRAERCH B 35757

(2) ¥IcHEH (Endmember) . U0 5RAR 2 9 £5
FAG1E P B T SR T, IR A
W By S bR b5 TR A AT BE R 3 70 22 Hh e PR
HetomoT AL, BIHRE) T p R ftimoc iz
LT BN T p AP B W UL I T 52 O v
@, N-FINDR. IEA, VCA., ICE. AMEE % #8101
DI T i e Be 74600 E  (Plaza 55, 2004; Zare
A1 Gader, 2008; Chang I Liu, 2014; Song &
2021). fEfRAREC TSR, 2Rk — MR
M5 R R Ir a0, ATRE 2 A By i [ AR

1 5 245 1 B9 5 51 N—FINDR %4292 45 00) A DA e ot
[ (Wud§E, 2008).

(3) HERE R . o SR Pk 4 1% i B B H
LA, AT R R e — AR BRI AT
Brk b, SR, WURBLERER B B H kAR,
MTFEEHBITZEE. REAE, TR
T 1 BB R U, AR ME SR ST A T e A 0 D B e
FEH . B, oT g2 B AR R s i A5
% (Gong %, 2016), UNVTAFER4ZH 3L T4l A7
PSO 1Y H i W % Bt £ & 48 (2PSO)  (Su 5%,
2014), ZFRGEMA T WD AR R PSO LT,
Horp Y3 PSO 1 R AN PSO Y Hoh —ANRL T, i
TR O B H BRI B SRR AT R
LU B B O AT BRI Bk B0 534, A
MOPSO (Paoli &, 2009) . MOBS (Gong e
2016) . APBI (Pan%§, 2019) Mifiisi A £ik£L H
Faffl (Hu%, 2019) 25505,

224 ZHEREITR

R B FBORI O B e 5 ] A 281 v D 1 i R 1B
M FPRAE, WOGIEARIE . 25 [AIRAAE . SCHARAE |
BN SCRAIESE s TR R BRI S, BIRLEAREAE
X J B N T B AT RO A R 7 B A IR R,
AR S FH I A R sl B — Rk sl R LA R A
JEEEII T, VAT H BRRAIE 5 W 2 il =2 18] B4 AH 5
P RRIESEEERY FAE . TCARYE S BUS 2250 BT Y
FIEEPE . RRE METC I ORI . PR T X S 22 0
SRAVRE A, AT BN U 22 R R FE 47 BRI
i o B HT RS PEA D7 2% AT LUE 9 8 5E P E A
P

(D) @M 1) BUE . SRR UG A
K, AR (FEA D) FEA R RFIEZS 8] R Y
SIS MR IE Z M S8 R A Tk (Tyo 55,
2003) . —H4ERLA EURAE " AERFEAS T, B
JUAf SR 20, R T A R 2 B EARIEAE
A R I T AERHIE S [, R AN TR 28 501 B A
P 22 T 1) 3R 4 55 70 TR JEE T LA UL Ml 38 Rk =5
R AT o3 (18 7) o SR 4 WS B RE R IR K
A RAEMANFIEZS B Z M ST &, ARERZ
ANRFEZS ) Z [A] A R 01, o AR 0 2 T A 13 5
MELLZ ], 12750k RV 0 Bl i) 28 0 T K

2) MEARE R AR . 45 — iR S ), AR
95% A5 BE A& 1F T Ak T L 50 M ) 6 ) A IR R Ak s
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(B~ B IIE R T 22, FIFAS THE T35 i 7 b 4 2
SRR 25 B PR (Matteoli 25, 2014) . %M
R T X A X X A0 B i 4 S ) 4 R

J—
S
1

FURE SR B A [R] M 0 2 1 ) TE S e A A &, 1E
A3 AT R AR B0 T A5 1 D RIS AN [R] 3t Py 3 0 A 45
TEFFIEZS M B REE (TE18)

vy 20T o 73T

0 69,000 o 2 .

E 15t 08 . :'.“"'&,"’*'4' A i:'f 3 """'

4 Chad 1 T -

= B e 1-5 < ':" Qg‘-wi,: > ® | S Rare

! . e = VIS BRI % S

H% R ':".‘.’ s }' H‘tzt 04 LT .’ E -lr ..-"' -

=05 I LR | Ar ; =

£ y % .‘.'J' :...?";‘ . X 8 :H" Sl -

T WY YAl o Iy '
0 1 1 1 1 L . 0.2 1 1 1 N L L L 1 )
-3 2 -1 0 3 0 10 15 20 -3 -2 -1 0 2 3

1 2
JRERGARE : P EAEAE
(a) JRRRGETH IR (AR E 2

5
GLCMEFAE: X B FE4FAE
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Dimensionality reduction for hyperspectral remote sensing:
Advances, challenges, and prospects

SU Hongjun

School of Earth Sciences and Engineering, Hohai University, Nanjing 211100, China

Abstract: Hyperspectral imaging can provide narrow bands and continuous spectrum information. However, hyperspectral image data have
the characteristics of high dimensionality, rich features, information redundancy, small samples, and significant uncertainty, which result in
difficulties in hyperspectral image data processing. Dimensionality reduction of hyperspectral remote sensing is one of the important topics
in hyperspectral image data processing. Hyperspectral image data have hundreds of bands and can provide rich information, but a strong
correlation exists between different bands, resulting in data redundancy. Therefore, the dimensionality problem is encountered during the
processing of hyperspectral data, such as the increase in time complexity and the overfitting of the prediction model due to the increase in
spectral feature dimension. More importantly, the number of training samples available for hyperspectral remote sensing images is small,
and the feature dimension is much larger than the training sample. The classification accuracy will increase first and then decrease with the
increase of feature dimensionality, that is, the “Hughes” phenomenon. Therefore, exploiting the rich information of hyperspectral images
data and solving the problem of high feature dimension through certain methods have become key issues in the research on hyperspectral
imaging data processing. The dimensionality reduction of hyperspectral remote sensing image is an approach to reduce the dimensionality of
hyperspectral imaging through feature extraction or band selection while retaining as much effective information or features as possible.
Feature extraction methods, such as principal component analysis, linear discriminant analysis, independent component analysis, manifold
learning, and deep learning-based methods, use the projection transformation method to map hyperspectral data from high-dimensional
space to low-dimensional space. Feature selection eliminates redundant bands without changing the original feature structure and finds
representative feature band subsets, such as the selection based on information measurement and feature correlation. With the development
of new technologies, evolutionary and intelligent algorithms, such as the genetic, ant colony, and firefly algorithms, have been applied in
hyperspectral remote sensing dimensionality reduction.

This article systematically summarizes and reviews the current advances in dimensionality reduction for hyperspectral remote sensing,
especially for feature extraction and selection. For feature extraction, we review the advances of feature extraction algorithms based on
index and parameters, projection and transformation, band combination, spatial algorithm, manifold learning, and deep learning. For band
selection, the advances in information measurement, search strategy, optimized band number, multi-feature quality assessment, and
optimization algorithms are reviewed. The challenges of dimensionality reduction for hyperspectral remote sensing are analyzed from five
aspects: feature separability, feature quality evaluation, feature number determination, multi-feature optimization, and problem-oriented
feature selection. Intelligent dimensionality reduction will be one of the most popular topics with the development of intelligent
hyperspectral remote sensing. Meanwhile, multi-feature quality assessment, search strategy optimization and application requirements will
attract special attention in the future. The dimensionality reduction of hyperspectral remote sensing will play an important and irreplaceable
role in hyperspectral image data acquisition and applications.

Key words: hyperspectral remote sensing, dimensionality reduction, feature extraction, feature selection, multiple features optimization
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