1007-4619( XXXX)XX-0001-22 National Remote Sensing Bulletin i & 57 4R

HF CMIEN
T

%

7] %‘%EF‘*Eﬁ#aez i %%ﬁ:’c
E =7 YES ’“Eﬁ

‘N‘ﬂ @G?’O\)
B E L HWE, s, FHO A, Ak REL

1 OEAMRHL T R4 22 b BRAE 8 2% BE R AR 541006
2. HE BB AL i EE 5 A2l A 5 T b AR A S PR E N S K R 130000;
3. TR KA R TR S B R 24 e, TH % 315211

¥

O R SRR O o 0 A R KRR B L R A A R T M v e AR AN R AR Y
TEEEAN . SR, B R EEDCIERAR A A ] BEAREAR, ME LU PRI AR 0 R AR A AR, A B
AL TCE T BREMENNE T &R, HMER ST G BT 5 (i 7 W . oy T ke b3kl 3,
ARSI —FP 5 - 5 19 2 R SEAR R I A H CMIFM (Cross—Sensor Multiscale Image Feature Mapping Module )
g — T KA 1‘}1 = 7‘6 7% 52 18 AHSI (Aerial hyperspectral image) HI & 2% 5 6 3% 5% 14 SHSI  (Spaceborne
hyperspectral image) [ %5 B, MR GG ASD (Analytical Spectral Devices) S ELHE K A

SHSI B 7E R H#k SRR E) T, PETT A AHSTAT SHST 48 AR B, M Ay R AR A R

BB 3% R) B SHSI 5 R R T R, Avjcﬂﬁr% M (DATFuse)
fg Eﬁ : XT LAENEHES B R | Sentinel—2 Al OHS—02 TAL SR KRR
R RIIBREWPE 6 ST . (1) 36T CMIFM 14 B 4 @z@s&é AHSI FAE, SIS 4T
SHSI@@}&%%FWMM’J S SCHANTE R, AEUSE BN 2 B S A T AT GS AR A Iy ik, EEARM
PSNR F1SSIM K5 B 53514 11.06 #10.3102; (2) FEHERZAZ M MR | A8 5a byl FNes A 3 4 70 300 b e A V5
g?ﬁ DL B KA 6 516 33 A 0 N S0 ASD K0 AR L BT M fa e PE AR b, HOGIS ik BE A -3 RMSE F1 RRS FE (6 & T
DATFuse Fl GSFl & %14 ; (3) CMIFM+ESRGAN FI CMIFM+SwinlR J7 V£ 75 25 18 8 @ fig - ELAA B miz Akae J1,
RENS7E AHST AR 25 19 X B 5g s 2 B8, 44 PSNR FI R 30100 12.74 F10.1897, $23iE AHST 7 25 X B kG
JEEEIER, (4) ﬂijczﬁmi?%ﬂﬁCMIFMffﬁﬂ%Eﬁi’é%iﬂ?&%ﬁﬁﬁﬁ%@ﬁi&%;'aﬁ%%f%ﬁi%EPEﬁT"r
KEEWR: AWM, CMIFMAH, BV AIRERE, DATFuse, mMEIER, MBHUKIRIZS 35 5 4 5
HE B
FESES: P2
Sl AR A%, R, e, T, AVES, A, REE XXXX. EFCMIFM BB S RS LIEHRERR L
EEEFGE—UERIB A BREER, XX (XX): 1-22
SUN Xidong, FU Bolin, LI Huajian, JIA Mingming, SUN Weiwei, WU yan, SONG Yiji. XXXX. Combination of

CMIFM module and super-resolution network for cross—platform hyperspectral image reconstruction and spectral
quantitative assessment——A case study of karst wetland. National Remote Sensing Bulletin, DOI:

10.11834/jrs. 2024343@“

%’L“ 2 fER IR W Xg@% g%f@

EH@Q = (E/ﬁiaalga\ gﬂ\i@TKﬁﬁ#) fy %
E{ﬁmiﬂﬁfﬁéﬁmi&i*%éfﬁEPE%?E’J?H FWMT (Pe % %oza) i o R
ARG, AEAIRBR AR B IR SR R AR W, %@:ﬁ» BUEEA . AR . K (R

ZAEM (Sun %, 20235 Zhang 5%, 2023). 4RI, R 7J<1 ﬁ?’%ﬂc%ﬂi%%ﬁ VD3R 25 Y

IFE HHE: XXXX-XX-XX; FREIAR : XXXX-XX-XX

BEEWE: HEHARHELSTH (45 :42371341;42122009) ;74 H AR 400 FI0H (405 :20231JA150096) , 7 P -6 53¢ 2 4]
FH (G5 : YCSW2023353) ;)7 P4 /\EE2# 3 A1 AT H RIEARER T # R A s 2L 42500 H (455 : GUTQDJJ2017096)

F—EFR N P02 IR V5T WO S8 SR A R A A L AN . E-mail: 2120211897@glut.edu.com

WIS EE B AT, BFFT 07 10 0 B shi e W . E-mail: $12012@126.com

© BRI



A B (Yang 55, 2023; Waheed 55, 2023;
Daniel 55, 2023) . = 15 i LR A B AL 1Y) i B
A, B GIEEA é@‘ BEAAEER
HAGIE I B AR N K Ei NS
K301 70 e e FTOK R A A OGS 22 5, A R
PN | Sk A 5 2 S R SR
R THEREMEARFE (Han %, 2023). {H)E,
HTREEXFERMNAIZN, 25, £%
MRS, R IR I BOGIE dR R S
TS 6 S S R B 22, B 2 S O b e
KA 0 MK B eI, T v O o Y R R T
MRS Z ) D REARE MRS . Wik,
ARCEA W TTANLE GRS (AHSD AU
Wi AR 5 B (Lassalle 2, 2023), Jf ML
FRT 5 W b A 1 32 52 RS o A T g e A
IAEK, ATV AZ R B G IEAE
M, EEAEE ﬂAﬂﬁﬁﬁi YR
Ho H, %?%%éﬁ Rl T 1 A 18 A0
iﬂﬁﬁﬁé% % GEY @A T EAN
I 2 ﬂ%@@ﬁ 2016), B LAl
LAy \gi‘ﬁ% (CS) (AiazziZE, 2009),
VAN % W) (Alparone 5%, 2016) FliE LAY
S@ﬁ\) (Bendoumi &, 2014). FuZ¥ (2022) i\t
¢ﬁ*ﬁﬂAT%AMMB AL R—5 26
TSR, ARAS [ ELAT T2 6 23 A SR 20 55 AT S
%%ME% A%, PR TR R SO
SR, (EGMRG kR B TR AN, AN
TWHRERR L, HARRE A AR5 5% 08
TELR PR WL O 2R o R BE 2 ) B R AT LA A B2 B
U 5T F AR IF 22 SRR R A e e B 56 R, i
KM Z RBP4 (DNN) & 28Uk B 7L
B VR A2 2 PP O T AR A G AR Al i B
ﬁT@% Sun’ (2021 H@Qﬁyﬁfﬁﬁf
&mmwgﬁp@ 2 1) 43 B 25 A
%ﬂiiﬁ ZIGI B R A, AR
M 28 [ FDE ISR R . FETIRE =
DATFuse (Tang, 2023) Jj&—FpXf£r 4k B fiim]
U6 W Bl A B s B o R B R R BB E T
Dﬂm%mmAi B T gem & ik, SR,
Bl /b1 X - B ORI AR R A T Rt — AT
%o ASCAEH DATFuseXTEEﬁgjlﬁlg‘ﬂl_ﬂlﬁla%ﬁ
BTN ECRGME, &R SR
T HiFE W FK O G RRAE S B . SR, RS8Rl

A7 IR T DNN B R4 7 1, %k%km A

I B A0 3 AR AR AR R B A , A
1 BER T AL @@ é@@%
%%K RS

<m>$iamﬁ@$@ﬁ§w%<mgé
2022), Mﬁﬁﬂﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁiuﬁmmﬁa%%
ﬁimggﬂé X B B0 T A 7 5
ﬁm%’ﬁTL%@ﬁMEﬁ%?(m%,
2019), FETRAZXT BB (ChendE, 2019),
%%ﬁ%ﬁ%ﬁ%ﬁz(M%@,Nm)ﬂ%$E
SR HER (Soh 4%, 2020) . FuZ (2023a)
fdi 1] SRCNN Fl SRGAN S5 73 PR A8y, F|H GF-
1 2ot Mg (e B A4, XF
Landsat 9 OLI (101G B 4 B AR T H
H, SCIUEI] T R R R TR AR T AR
B HERpg Ry, iR B R . BT, X
% R PR kW mﬁ%mgﬁﬁﬁ
(Bicubic), #RTT, M T8 Xt w%ﬁ
PRRRE S5 B2 T%%&?%ﬁ&ﬁm%
L AR 22 5 k-2 SN Riibea
tE— s i o BN, Vit o T AL 5 IR AHSIAE
— P D BOGTE N By 22, (BRSO T
55 45 B AR BN 0] T R G R AOFSE o A2 B AR R
BIEIIR K, A SCHEET G R B 5 i S R
TV RGN RS B S, 1
T 43 3 25 AR I A I N X S 4 g 2 ) R
FERAZA TS, IR R A2 RE
SR FE AE e 5 A Bk CMIFM (A Cross—Platform
Multiscale Image Feature Mapping Module) ., CMIFM
e %— T AHSI, SMSI Al SHSI Ay 2 [a] ], H:
UK, MRS ASD B Ky AHSI, SMSI Al SHSI i
BHHE R — AR s /], ik lxup RS E
AZOCIE D B M A AE L ﬁﬂwﬁ
MS%ﬁmﬁﬁm¥@@% s Ams1 R
SMISI ) 2 AHURM A rlA%g it
4 245 BRSNS FSNISI T2

Bm,%@ﬁw%ﬂAﬁ%ﬁE%%K 2
Al RN L AR B, XF LR P47 R
FEVEMN FR AR R B FRIE(EE M L (PSNR) FI45H4
FLYE (SSIM) (Hore %, 2010) . %48 bRl 3T
B ARG G RN ES, P EERGS
SRR AR B ARAI FE B o SR, X EE R
PO BE P AN fi Sz g B — b 4 S 70 1 o A o

© CGEFFARY



FhIZR 4. HT CMIFM ES V- 6 /0 P st

SRR F R KO A —— LU TR D 151 3

PRI, AR SCRR 3 S I AR AR 150 A 20 A1 DX PFA A 2F
MR AR TERIYS RIS F 3 b L T S A WA v AT 5T

KWK%%E@EE,%@ X i ) o A
%E%Eﬁﬁﬁgéyﬁwgﬁ%iwﬁﬁﬁ%
ASD % i A RHIE AR M R
PRI i 2B M A T 75 K S T 2
B I .

ARSC LA PG RE AR 2 A1l 5 307 4 ] s 2 Oy
9T X, F T 6T JC MR A% S0 5 b i
F K A& ASD %5 4%, fff Fl CMIFM+ESRGAN #I
CMIFM+SwinIR F 2 5 5 4 T+ Sentinel-2 £ )6 1% 1
OHS-02 iR 2 [ 4y HER, 53T IRE 2
2 1) DATFuse il & 835 AL 48 GS Al A Bk X L,
FE = PEAL Sentinel-2 F1 OHS-02 T 7 5444 rp 1 Hh A
Bl N K AR 11 235 18] 20 B ARR AT 42 T AN 35 RRAE AR 4L
HARAFGE HArk: (1) 2 S PPl 3 F CMIFM 58

B R 43 R A% T YRR M 3 b P R
(2) XFHeE#EEG [ SRGAN Fl CMIFM+

SwinlR) ﬂ{@%@” CopTiife 1 CS) %

i 2 AN AR (3)
At

ﬁﬁﬁc@w@%&mﬁmmmw&mmﬁﬁﬁ
S\ﬁcs 110°11'15"E 110°12'45"E

G

25°5'15"N 25°6'0"N 25°6'45"N

RS )3 BER T, X 206 R B A DG R R

EA T (4) HRHESZI ASD % & AT
1% 1 b A B T K ARG N 7 T A

R BN IR IR Tt

285 S IO B - i B
. GV

ARTAT 1 o

W

2 RO R

TP AR AR A TR B R M (3
£ 25° 05" 20"~25° 06’ 55" N, 110° 10’ 50"~110°
14'21"E, WE1), J& T 388 i o i
B, SR E R R ARIE (Cai %, 2020), 12
H 2N el iR 147 - 292K, TR 586.75 AW, &
WA 2 RS, SRR, R TSI, AR
K, xR, EdEE, ERKRAE, R4,
MR 2, AESE AR 16.5~20.5C, AEFE K
1897 22K o I 1A A1l 75 V5 10 1 AR AT B
108 £} 241 )& 316 F1, fudfitk ﬁ%&% M,
B RS ﬁ%ﬂﬁ W% H A 1 ]
i T T %«\ﬂ .

NOVIS'E SRS TP SLMASD KA

Wetland vegetation UAV image  Measured ASD data
community

—-
Vi ASD
U ASD data of
vegetation  (c)

e i
Cladium
chinense Nees

KA ASD?
ASD data of

110°14'15"E| |

110°11'15"E
57}

« fEYEASDRAL ) W Red: 779.7nm
©  JK{ARASD AL £ B Green: 665.0nm
i CIGFFCXGEME e Blue: 492 1nm | SR

I 1 SQNS-02 ELE GRS I B SRR SRRy
Fig 1 S“};ﬁ@g— 2 hyperspectral image study area and collection of measge&s&@ "‘ atg%—
2022474 7 8 {pY @\@%%g (% 940.0nm, 1%

$%§1 SRR R S (1),

AW () BREGR. RREGEE  JORER W hupS g oudata. com/ [2022-04-
Sentinel-2 Z G 1E A4 F OHS-02 =i 1%, fig 08]; (2) S OGTE AR B R AR H]
S BRI BB I 5% X M5 B o A SCfH A Sentinel-2 2022 0H -20224E4 717 0. TEAMLAYE
51 2B &A% (R SCHTFR Sentinel-2) 3 13 /M TR KIRL A M300 RTK, #4528 Nano—Hyperspec fif
B, REUBTI M 20224E 4 7 H, G 4423 BIEANLEDGIEE S, RITEEE 200K, M ES
- 2185.7nm, 1% 3K BU & 42 4 hips: //scihub. R 30%, AEMSHBUERE FE 1 /N G B AF 5T DX AR o A
copernicus.eu/ [2022-04-07], A SCfH H B9 OHS- MK ER (B (b) ); (3) Hbja s
02 FAR A [ 0 HE 10m 36 32 NP5 BE, FREREHE R ASD $di . 2 SCHI I 5% [E ASD FieldSpec 4 Hi#) 5

110°12'45"E

=z

© CGEBFEFEIRY



AL OEIE A 350 - 2500nm, (8] ff 1nm, ¢ FrREAS, FETCOGIR BT Y S 50 3 N U ek [R] — 5 Y
T PER N 25nm) (1 (¢) W5 R HFEZR AT i\iﬁﬂfﬁﬁﬁiéﬂiiﬁ{ﬁfé%{ﬁ%‘ EAS R B
AHLE %MTWMWH%@§‘mﬁﬁﬁmwﬁ P ﬁ(ﬁlhﬁ)$gﬁ i 15 T AL
1m(wié§~i WI. i 1K (Fu %, @ﬁﬂiﬁﬁﬁwﬁ%@mb ol T
2023h RAERDOGIE M, AR ERh, Qﬁ\
(B&d#m#ﬁﬁ)ﬂﬁﬁﬁmﬂﬁﬁﬁ@mw gﬂ¥
£1 SHELR %m+wmma§§ﬁ§%
Table 1 Specific parameters of multi—source remote sensing images and measured ASD data
B 5 AR AT LA i) ZS [ 53 P S iﬂlﬁj
M 25 AR ASD i dis 2022447 10H -4 15H 22
AR TERITE ASD $cdis 20224F4H 10H -4H 15H 23
1 ASD B4 20224E4 1 10H -4J1 151 ! 230072300 nm 26
TRARSEI ASD i 202244 15H -4J117H 97
T MBS 20224F4 A 10H -4H 13 H 0.05% 400.0 - 1000.0nm \
Sentinel-2 Z i #A% 20224F4 1 7TH 102K,202K, 60 K 442.3 - 2185.7nm \
OHS-02 AR 20224F4H 8 H 10K 466.0 ~ 940.0nm \
ASCAE T SNA %%Sentmel 2 AR AT DI ASD B4 AU 2015 (P4 %@915)“@ i}
RSN IE, 23 (8] 73 JE AR 11 BRI FR 1R = F‘ﬂfﬂ NHLSEAG TN B 48

%IE- NS
irox S\ﬁ@%(\ .
@@Lﬁ ANIE AL IE AL, 3RS 10m 25
@iﬁ% WFFEIX m e A% . ] Pix4D Mapper
SRR T AL 5 47 5 L A BB
FEAL PR, FRAGHFT X 0.05 K BT IE S 521% .
i FEAEFE X N ) RTK #5268, =t
SR T AN AR IATHARBCAE, B tr &R
4i—  WGS 1984 UTM Zone 49 N.,

3 WA

31 BEFEHEREZGHEFERSIRR(CMIFM)

X R BN, T ARG
BRI P 5 2 40 5 (W S8 Sentinel -2
Z61E T OHS-02 ” E/@R) FaEZES, i
%ﬁﬁ%@@ﬁg%%jﬁkm Y AG IR HY 1%

R, FET AR | AP A R e
@*iﬁﬁx/z WKAEE (Bicubic) 4% JC AMLAR B G
GEATRI YNGR, fF TSI |- 4 Bk SO R
EHL T R, AR BT A L
JRRE AR IF ST (CMIFM), Z0Rise h 34
WARWST R e — 2, ML AKLIG
AR CRSAE 1R 2) MIMRSIE R, (655 )2
S BIAEE ASD XUHE (FRIE3) AT AN,

1%IETJE’JHJ%§T
ﬁ?{Jqul (bﬂ%l)
=)z (%/FE; 3) ?ﬁ&%&?ﬁ%o

311 HMEZGZEREFEXR

BHGY G B i E 20 H W7 T2 5 PR
(2 T LA R A 3R T8) e 48 B IO 6t 22 35 AN (7] i 47 (1]
B 225 . Bicubic il 15 4 {6 A9 T B v DL T ol 5
AR R R B, RERS AR 1Y) 20 Al e 4
IR RREMECE R, W, AR SCERE e el
FH Bicubic X} TC AMLSZAZ AT T oRFEALBE (53 [H] 43
PR, A0.05 K3 1.25 %5 10K ), AEXF Hoxt

BEGUAZIAT LR (25 [0] e & ”’Wc M
10K5] 1.25K), Lﬁﬁ§§i AERS T

AHL"‘&%EYE%J’% AR,
)R CGPBR2) Mg

L1 FAR UL ﬁ
312 EH 15 18] B SR HFAE
] G@&

@ﬁ%*mAwﬁ%Wﬁ%Am YA R
AR Z ISR AR I G2 . ) FH SE AR A 42
HOAH [) s R 2 (0] B LS AR AT, A eI
{65 ASD BUs B -5 o &2, I o WS i 7
LI T AMLEAL AL 252 15 618 R E (B AE [W] —
TR 23 [l Hr o A SO Mixup %08 B8 5 557k

© CGEFFARY



NI A5 2 JET CMIFM R BSF- 5B 0 B e i 52 18 T A BOG RS PP A—— LUA R R 1 5

(Zhang 2, 2017) AEMMGRITTE, 7354 E TG
NHLHER B AR BT, XY ‘ﬁ%f%%ﬁ?ﬁl_
fTRa, iﬁk@a%k@é AL TS

Horbr, o R BBARER, 5 TN REE,
$ihﬂi(m{axﬁthE§§ﬁ@%@

ELPWNGIN-A E%EE’
" ;ls\o W@ %&—

b G R AE ¢ Mlxupﬂﬂ/A\Jﬁ (1) fros,
W » Nﬁ@@
«« BUR LA A RBERHER R /m\

}

W=yt | AHE
PES g

ZEESHE: 0.05

FANAE *fﬂgﬂ‘“
n= Nﬁﬂﬁ —’m

" ‘ e u\ﬁﬂﬁ > R

15 %%: 1.25m (8 LR
’ = YA P RIS E

ZESPE: 2.5m (4
LR, gz;%m’" WHERIRFGE
B 245 A HLRAR PR BRI IR I MR B MR
TN eits ]
W A o * .
S2HIASD K3 SHES 2 52 B 1R 2SR R AR AE
BiR SR

IR 34 B AR LRI AR (0 G RAE X B2 6 R

L 4
ZEE P 1.25m

IR

SARE: 1om HATRIE FEAES
EAHE: 1.25m

IR ’

ZASHE: 10m

W=
ZERSPE: 2.5m

Bl SHE:

= suant. 12m

HG IS IR

ZERPEE: 1.25m

-ty ’ ﬁ

EEs

2 “"?‘ﬂﬁ’]%ﬁf ;1%%1F59&%ﬁiﬁ%

@ss platform multi-scale image feature mapping module (CMI%%
Pg\ Oﬂ?\ "%

@ﬁ\ A, + (1 = A (1)
@ KIZVERT Sentlnel 2 F RS
gﬁ%ﬁ%mﬂmm@ﬁmWFﬁ FEE(E 6,

VIE] X /R T OHS-02 JE 4R 5215 6 S (E Wi 2] ASD
BT GIERE S R . FERITAE VI, ik
FRFEREA BT, Sentinel -2 JFUHATA R G
AT AE 0.25 BT, OHS-02 J5L A A% A G (8 2>
A AE 0.35 FfFU 5 h 422 T ASD B4, 76 LA VILH,

J 7R WL I (Y Sentinel =2 A1 OHS-02 B 180G 3 {H 1Y
SESE DA S R BB, AE LM VI, JB/R T
W5 I T (P A (R 2 A3 b v 22 YL R, TV 3]V
ﬁmﬂx%mT%%FﬁAﬂ IS FEEAE D .

H.tf, Sentinel-2 E‘ﬁi 5 ASD 4B
RMSE F1 R* 48 & °0. 1183%[107695 OHS-02

%70.1«@109
HMEEHRZGI T AN RGNS EXT
L\LB‘G%

T PR UEASE T A 22 3 o AL R B AR A
Mixup i AR GR IR A= B R R H AR RIS
fi, ARSCHE— DA B B AR T AL AR 2R
PERLE KRR o M nox n KRS RO FED (RSO ]
Fen B8N 3) NSNS, A B R oRBOE M4

ERHHE, — C“
‘ac
A

P ﬁ%ﬁg%ﬁﬁﬁuﬁﬁﬂ 2
1946 y A, T ABLBARNE Ry x A5 ik, Wuﬁﬁ
AR B BRI A < By (VR TR LS, B
R AR T ANLAR 14 e/ — e 2304
i,

32 BAMERPBEGEREAE

3.2.1 XHHTHEZ M LE CMIFM+ESRGAN #8 4y # %
BEEFE

ESRGAN (Wang %, 2018) J&—F Ak il 2 %
PO %, FLELACRI R o ik S s R b, BT
CMIFM 4 5t ) ESRGAN 2 53 2 G UL Pl 4 T 5%

Hif LReLU Fil Sigmoid $ N A T pRER
P— @@ N (3) )
AR &%&& ﬁ&@ﬁﬁA%ﬁ W
ﬁb%uﬁﬁ%@@% $. A A BCELoss fF
ﬁm#@% (A (4) ), PPk MAELoss fF
oK B (AR (5) ). ESRGAN X4 IM
S Fh A R B P A A R, I S
(LR) S ALT0 A ZE 128 I 4 75 B 42 5% (SR)
AR, AR (HR) AR RIS HER (SR)
SAG A AS % | 85 XL D, AT A 1

© CGEBFEFEIRY



T Gy T RERGHUN (A5 (6) ), SLBLE B
AR B AR IAR, (R ARk R,
ACs

o A A BEUCGE AR BE . 223X R P

—— ASDHUBOE ——4060 —— ASDHUBOEHEE 075 >
< — bR i 348 ! = EAEEE 060
—— Sentinel-2 J#E E #H | —— OHS-02 JR 4ttt
: WJ\ JJM J036 | 0.45
« ° W\;J‘MJWW o | ,} 0.30
« | 012 | 0.15
NN T i
v"‘v ASD | | T ASD
A Wy \ ! I A
i y |
Sentinel-2 ! ors-02
" L " " " L L 1 1 m | L " v
=020 40 60 80 100 120 140 160 . :_ 020 40 60 80 100120 140 160 ... -
BRME S B METEE 2 bR T | RS RAMETEE 2fF bR
o L P 100y R : 100 _ B
B onst o Hmwisng 075 4 ~ |07 / 073
g / 0.50 I 050 P 0.50)
|
?{E v/ 0.25 | 029 / 0.25] : [
;NSNS 05 o SF RMSE; 01183 | 4ol o RuSE 01427 00l RMSE ; 0.1427
o) RE076095" RS (g A T e S AT
W 025 g A S A T 02539 s 5 s 0 S 2 9 Tim : - S5 6700775 9 S50 565 6700775 g S0 o
T T T T T o T T T T T T T T T T T T o T T T T T TT
— S 3 ’/: e //, ===
0.75) { 0.75)

4 \ S 4
~ % RMSE:0.1090
S RE05001 (pyry

" RMSE : 0.1090
o R 08001 (V)

92Ty GO G 740 Sy 532 S 975 T

0.

RMSE : 0.0986 500l &/ / RMSE ; 0.0986
R 08542 (1x) L Rressaz(xy

792 4nm 667.6rm 740.5nm 832.8nm 943, Inm

566.0mm 670.0nm 776.0mm S80.0nmt 566.0mm 670.0nm 776.0mm S80.0nmt

K3 BT ASD U T ANLE %Eﬂmiﬁﬁ/%lﬂ%ﬁw‘)‘ﬁ AL

S = bsk(f(ﬂ '@P\ b Xg_fjﬂ Wi
1O %
AR (2)
0\)\&& =1+ 10708 (3)
@\VAW:— (y,log(y,) + (1 = y)log(1 ~y,)) (4)
Ls‘lAE:%ilyi_};il (5)
min max E i, () log Dgn(fHR)

" (6)
Efr,/(_‘p('(f/.k’)[log(l - Dgn(Gec(fLR)))]

wup?

Fig3 Pre—and %Qst—mapplng spectral characteristics of UAV and satellite sensor based on ASD data “

S, SRR [y DAL

DHERIAL, f(«« ,%% 8 1 Mixup B85 1 58

miriAg, N R R R A
. CRERBLE, RS IETLE,
@?ﬁf Hy W > f;mew' LaT

)Lala * scale”’

T HEREAR, F i ESRGAN HEHE 45

C)

ﬁ%ﬂ&]ﬂ? ﬁi%ﬁ&]—% ﬁ%ﬁﬁ}aﬁ
] R FEAEHI TR FHEMIT X2~ HHEMTR >
i

e

= RETRS:
El 5&%1&

=

%

k3n64s1  k3n64s2 k3ni128s1 k3n256s1

;éIJ %IJ %% WJ % k3n128s2 k3n256s2

k3n512s2
k3n512s1

B4 CMIFM+ESRGAN E4M o 2 24 4y

Fig4  Structure of CMIFM+ESRGAN super—resolution reconstruction network

3.2.2 EFE ML CMIFM+SwinIR 8 4> ¥ %

BEEAE
SwinlR (Liang %%, 2021) #4671 &M 4%



NI A5 2 JET CMIFM R BSF- 5B 0 B e i 52 18 T A BOG RS PP A—— LUA R R 1 7

Transformer (L3, {fi I Transformer 1) H £ 5
B 7R Ab T4 TWXH%EF'%%*?QFL%M%MXT
KRB 2 2 1 25 3 QL inlR A9 #E AR 4544 L
SRV i%‘%»iﬂ/\iﬁé} i CMIFM 4
LY 5 A, WERESRIBC, BEEERAIE
PONRNAQ T A . A SCHR T 33 BB
YER AR HIRZFESR IR, [ FREER

BAE AR E AR I . PR REEBE MAELoss

(30 (5) o AXUTFFIR:
f =Fy, IR(f(u WyC)? fH u o) Aﬁu%

-&L

S, (7)
Feature = Com) (@P‘@)%N\O %
(f s 52 hégé&A. (8)

,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,

Hrr, FW%HIR MY, Feature 1 )JZHF1E
i B

WETH

s

%
%

M =

i‘#ﬁ%ﬁlﬁﬁ%‘é
E

: &Eiiéﬁ%&ﬂa

N @f\ ﬁ
33 gﬂfﬁ@%ﬁﬁ%’] DATFuse B & E & 75 i%

€§¢$mmm i I IR 010 2 U 2 5T 1)

S R A 7 v L KR B L TR Ak
Y (DARM) FilgHitle (TRM) 4p (K 6),
BN, HARE G (ASID . BB (AR
12) FZEHHE (AR 13) AUNHK R, MR
JE S 25 B 28 0 HiF 76 76 IR 5 R F DATFuse 4T
YB3 B B AT U 1 B R . AR SCTE BE
OB R A (R 0, 0 DI AR S 1R
SR H L RN S5 3 SR IR 75803 £ 96
R0 240, (P ITACT: B3 e A HLES e i 1%
P 4 K T RS ﬁ@@% UG T PR
ﬁﬁﬁ%LﬁF

H i W stz
Ii ol )) (9)

Loss = Loss, + A - Loss, +y + Lossg  (10)

1 2
P Fusion  Juav-pan || . :
Loss 0w "f f ”ﬁ +a

HTV H Srusion = Fsar0ns "j (11)

Loss, = " Vo - pav = M3 {Vf i pins U soions | Hz( 12)
Lossg = 1 = SSIM( f,00s max { fuuy - pavafsoms }) (13 )

°
15 CMIFMSwinl R 55 BT EE 2426 ) At
% ﬁ%ﬂﬁure of CMIFM+SwinIR super-resolution reconstruction netwﬂ@

T

BRSSP

Hrp, ||-||F%$§UUEL%EW@§&, A Ry 2K PR
BB, o RARFEIR KRB SCAE, -], 2
L2 k.

34 BOWERZBGEREETNER

341 BABEERHGERAREIT

AR 303 39 e O 5 IX N B A SRR 9 3
s VR D R 8 U 2 DX SmlOR 6 il DX 3, ] 32 B
A TN AR 5 1 DX T 2 — 28 0 e A Y 1)

PEfE. Horb, UIZRIXEE & o AL BB o i A
[ 80%, % Uk DX B 24 i Jo A ML 45 B 6 T AR Y
40% , INZRANGGUE XIS 7 1i20% (A

B 7 BT 7R ) un%c&kw £§Qﬁ$ﬁ%ﬁxﬁ
i, PIZRR IR N T % R e 5 X
Wﬁﬁmwﬁ%?$égﬁ kel B KE
m%ﬁﬁﬂ%&ﬁmEM4%¢fﬂ%m%Bﬁ,
w%gﬂﬁﬁ&mmﬂmﬁ%¢zﬁ
T Sentinel-2 H R FE 5 5215 25 (B 43 PFR 5
OHS-02 5218 —%, KHitt, A CHERARE 2ok
T H AR S ISR EE RS, X L OHS-02 &
40700 O i 8 A 7 2 I R 405 1 42 7
U 2 IG5 5 F £ B8R X S (R P AR

© GBS



#i 2 ﬁlﬁfiﬁz\a‘%%ﬁ}%ﬁ%%ﬂ 2RIEE T BET T 14

HLA R 2 521% 1§FHBlcublc7T(£'I%%/\ﬂL VAR

M GEETR (R2). WARINA 27240 SRR 125K (84%) Fl2.5K fA & ol
TG BL, A\ HER Y T FEE 400 - Byl Cx128%128 (c ﬁx" Cﬁ:xmﬁﬁn
1000nm ﬂ%%ﬁ;’ ,M%j'(: 3 (4423 - R, mJEE a A2 A
943.2n W IMUEEGT I BE, OHS-025%  Jrikibir ey 3%1@5@2) ’i’i\ﬁ Hoix10'; Bk
R IF (466.0 - 940.0nm) PEFER2AEEE  (REITH c><16><1é;@€r\) BT EA 110"

VT BB AR T - 5 B SO TN gﬁﬁ\
‘ {IFu.\'iun}

N

o

J

HRAE R )

T b o I &3 L
L ES I me EDRES I
\ ﬂ/i%ﬁ&i%ffﬁiﬁ& / i  m— 2PV SHE ) C“
;,{»(/ Fl6  DATFuse QLA 445 H) v AC-
Fig 6  Structure of DATFuse Image fusion network $ ¢
SO\ % w39
ﬁP& “\ HIVIS"E - 110°12'45"E  110°14'15"E VIZRX K1 VIZRIX K2 VIZRXIK3 ‘w‘)ﬂ%x 4 VZIX s
R e gy
VM- z
oYY & :
S
ﬁ_ R ABUARE K X 2 ’
B OEANURE S XK 0 X3 "
z ALK X3 T IR 8
Gl Rk LI 1=
o ‘_=_=.‘ S 21“ °©
K7 EBH:EWTB}\*)I @%*E’JEWWH SRANIRIE D) FIA L 55 1Y X
Fig7 UAV images cover areas (training and validation areas) and un—covered in the study area.
125 ] T A anﬁg@&\ﬁ%éﬁﬁmy
(LEIPUNGIR 2 248 (CMIFM+

ESRGAN@@I +swm1R) i #oRh A R
<mﬁ?§ems> TEARFRE (4ER8H) T
({5 W L (PSNR) RS A AH U1 (SSIM) A
JE 53 05 PP R o P Ry vA RN A T ik
XoF N bl e AR R A A 2 [ B A, MSE R {E IR
%, PSNRIEBZIE TG K, Foni (g8 in T s
WARN R, 2, PSNRIEIEEZE, FRE140
f)22 540K, PSNR 5 SSIM /A XA R AR -

PSNR( f.g) —@’F@g % ) (15)
Hrp “MN” BIFGEEG, ‘g

ARG \5&55%" AR 10

Jefl, i uﬂﬁﬁ%iﬁgﬁéﬂﬁé@iﬂo
SV (fg) = 1 f)elfe)s fg)  (16)
P U(f, g) SR HoB R, T P

BEPFSEE s o(f, g) XTI R, T
D PRS0 LY RIE B 5 s(f, ) Tl
PSR Z 0] AR O R

© CGEBFEFEIRY



3%

NI G5 T CMIFM B H5 18

m‘zﬂ/

B V2| g = RN 73

y IJ-I\‘F"\‘\‘\EI N 9

R2 BABRESHENSRIELEGERAER

Table2 Super— resolutlon multispectral and hyperspectral image reconstruction sche%es

)\ d
gl @‘Q‘ . A s \&/ %
o B R {
AR % Bk ERSHE @ﬁ«
& 1.25m 1
m« ® Kentinel-2 10m 4423 - 943 2nm
«' 2.50m ﬂ\\\) 2
SwinlR 1.25m 3
OHS-02 10m 466.0 - 940.0nm ﬁlﬁ\ﬁ 466.1 - 937.2nm 32
2.50m 4
1.25m 8 5
Sentinel-2 10m 4423 - 943 2nm 441.7 - 943 9nm 10
CMIFM+ 2.50m 4 6
ESRGAN 1.25m 8 7
OHS-02 10m 466.0 - 940.0nm 466.1 - 937.2nm 32
2.50m 4 8
1.25m 8 9
Sentinel -2 10m 442.3 - 943 .2nm 441.7 - 943.9nm 10
2.50m 4 10
DATFuse
1.25m 8 1
OHS-02 10m 466.0 - 940.0nm 466.1 - 937.2nm 32
2.50m 4 12
Sentinel-2 10m 442.3 - 943 20m 1.25m 8 441.7 - 943.9nm 10 13
cs
OHS-02 J0m 466.0 - 940.0nm 1.25m 8 466.1 - 937.2nm 2k
)2 \/‘
r;‘m.a PPN L 385 ArcGIS 10.7 7‘615. 71 Bl

Extra KRR, PEHUEA
ﬁmw@%ﬁ‘]]\ )ﬁ%@tmﬁ A, TR

?@%ﬂ%%ﬂmﬂl’*%%%ﬁHﬂﬂﬁuﬁj‘éﬂ%ﬁ
E@% SE R RAGEE . i 14 RMSE M R 4%, TE4
1%?@}:&%%%&%[%%7% R S A 2 [
MBS HOREE , RMSE R F .

RMSE(f.g) = /MSE(f.g) (17)
S

R(fg) = — (18)
>e-

For MNT REBRIORE, Y REIRBR,
REEBG , f RHARLGEE  WF
FHE. Y

o
3.4.3 iﬂﬂ*ﬁ%ﬁ?ﬂ*ﬁiiﬁﬁ%mﬁi*ﬁ
ﬁ@««‘

AR SO R R IR 5 A5 R TR R AR 0 AR B
KARFER (F3), 445 BNDVI (Wang%:, 2007).
GNDVI (Yang %, 2004) . NDVI. NLI (Pu %,
2008) F1PPR (Metternicht %, 2003) 5 Fi
5 B VL S NDWI K AR 45 %5, JF B 52 00 ASD %4l
(5EEZAGAARDCIE I BOEE) THR5 2 /A b
HUK R B TR A (Hrp, dR8as 5h i

VB, SREBL . LB

Wk 492.4 - 50 )% 559.8nm, 664.6 -
670.0nm Al 83@“@6@011111) o AR A AN ) 0 B
AT FAT B AT g S, R 76 R ) i B
T, SEMAEA AR T AR LR ERAA T A A
1&*&%&%¥~«%dﬁ7ﬁﬁiﬂ@;‘t TEARFAE, DA 43 B 7 15 1

e P LA RE VR (AR . AESE Ry e i)
%DMZISE@ B AR E
_ NIR - Blue
BNDVI = VIR T Blue (19)
_ NIR - Green
GNDVI = NIR + Green (20)
NIR = Red
NDVI = VIR + Rod (21)
nLp = VR~ Red (22)
NIR® - Rgd

PPR —% (23)
Q\O (S \ %&—
ﬁ%\i (24)
+ NIR
4 GERG ‘f’
Qﬁ
4.1 CMIFM+E_5}#¢K G EREREENH

411 CMIFM+BoWEREREZGTEEEDH

3R T NS DX I 56k X Il 7 ] PA) e 0 B
AR CRAR X)) /P B2 [ 54 b

© CGEFFARY



10

(MPSNR I MSSIM) #{H, 7554855 52 2 25
A51% (Sentinel-2 Fll OHS- ozk{nj—c}\mm‘m
4% . 7F Sentinel-2 MPSNR%HMSSIM
{43 3 75 10.13 s QU1 0.139 - 0.655 Z ], &
OHS- %’q i, MPSNR F1 MSSIM {8 43 5| 1E
14.49 %u 0.016 - 0.542 Z [a], iX i Sentinel-
25521% CAR ) 2 [B) 2 TR T OHS-02 U 14 .
I T CMIFM+ESRGAN 1 CMIFM+SwinIR J5 12 (1)

x3 ERVEHTER

I=R—N=|

EEEEHN (MPSNR 1 MSSIM)

Sentinel-2 il OHS-02 # # 2 {2 A5 &£ (MPSNR H
MSSIM) & T e mh & % 148 ()GS B, RT
DATFuse @l & 55K BE REE/‘J*%
B (PSNR: 11. @Q\Q Q&s - 0.620)
e T4 A A RS Fﬂ(\%NR 8.45 - 11.74,
SSIM: 0.046 - 0 %Q‘H%%LETL AR 7

E/
% 7

Iﬂﬁ% I%{&Cj} mﬁ &, Mk T DATFuse fil &

Table3 Quantitative evaluation of spatial quality of reconstructed images (MPSNR&MSSIM )

CMIFM+SwinIR B #5245 i Hi ke B 7 V% A1 K AR 1)
P FRRAE AR AR R T R 4 R e T
5 () 90 M A R SO B A AR AS SR AN ARE 2, 9 DL IR 8

HELEITHEARIC A RIE X B3

AR SRG ?’y{W%c,’%ATFusae I GS Fil
%%%Nﬁ%ﬁ%&%iﬁ%&ﬁ%ﬁ%%ﬁﬁ
$%§%& 16T MWL AR i 38 A
IO AE (02 . 3 T IE A HLR A I 32 51
RS B E UL, a0 OHS-02
HERARITER B3 (0 By hEbrickt) , &
5 1 il 2 77 1 2 5 B 454 ) A 3 A A9
IR B A AR — 8, T T CMIFM 45 e 1
O AR A% T B 0 AT A VR 1 22 B 1

TR

AR AL
BB KRR SH AR CMIFM+ESRGAN CMIFM+SwinIR DATFuse GS
4x 8x 4x 8x 4x 8x 8x
JRIERAR 10.56 17.14 10.13 17.10 11.19 18.18 19.04
MPSNR
s T AHLEAR 11.74 17.54 10.77 13.48 12.19 18.92 13.48
Sentinel—
t ARG 0.225 0.620 0.219 0.588 0.256 0.642 0.603
MSSIM
ga)\m%%%? 0.171 0.508 0.139 0.379 0.177 0.655 0 540
%) AR 8.45 13.10 8.82 13.86 8.07 14, 49c 0‘9‘88
AL \)11%
OHS-02
PS\O Wik 0.183 0.163 3 0.535 0.496
ﬁ QS)]\C&\% NG 0.102 0.214 0.046 «ﬁﬂ 0.016 0.214 0.480
W
@@s%r T Sentinel-2 Fl OHS-02 AR F 412 CMIFM+EH BREBEH G IEEEN
S@%?ﬂ%f@ﬂﬂiﬁl 3T RS R, DL AR TR B N TE AL A% 7 25 9 BB P9 B ML 1 B
AEﬁ¢ﬂAﬂE@ %% BBOFYIPSNRAL 200 A BEA A RIS A M AGAREL. Horp, 564
SSIM**WEO Horr -7 BRIESERIL A FEA S AEBSAF X3, 146 NREA SRR X 88, H
R, “UAV-" xs%a ES 2 VP WNIN-Z T3 1 33718 CMIFM+ESRGAN F1 CMIFM+SwinIR
1%‘%' WA 8 AT A, CMIFM+ESRGAN Fil )5 DATFuse 1 GS Bl & )7 ¥ AE 18 3 5

X} Sentinel-2 I OHS-02 544 o 14 635 1) o Pk
b(ﬂ@mﬂﬁnﬂhﬁo$ﬁ5¢m%%%ﬁ

PRERR (JRIGAR ML AN ) BGIE(E,
IR N EESE R OGIEE, 2l 1A R
VI, A B 2&»%@ 2
ﬁﬁ@ AR P XA 0 4
1T TR RS %’gﬂ %\w
7F Sentinel-2 ¥ @X 10), T CMIFM #%
5D {1 68 43 > @&Mﬁ{ (P 15 VI i) RMSE
1RSS4 51 12 0.1187 - 0.1357 1 0.5497 -
0.6369, “F K5 & Ik T DATFuse 1 GS fill & 5 1%
(Fi%]E n) (RMSE: 0.0998 - 0.1482, R’: 0.6042
- 0.8234) , Sentinel-2 F ## 5 G FIalLA 52 AL 10 Hb YY)
JEIBAE , XTI AMLAR N4z 3E TR iR 214 .
R 8 I 16 5 4% 3+ B 19 DATFuse F1 GS il & 5 1%

=i

© CGEFFARY



NI A5 JET CMIFM Y BSF- 5 B8 0 B i G 18 T A SO IS 2 S PP A —— LUA it 91 11

RMSE M RKG B, it i THRIE AN 0.0503 110.2221), 4Rifi, EEG P FEBRZN
RMSE 7 KRS [ (RMSE Fi Rzﬁk AR RMSE R BT JE Jo R

< TS.\)\ R ~ i

CMIFﬁ CMIFM:  CMIFM+  CMIFM-+ DATFuse 4x DATFuse8x  GS 8x UAV-HSI

Sentinel-2 SwinIR 8x
B 5f

ESRGAN 4x ESRGAN 8x SwinlR 4x
7 i

ORI-PSNR:13.22  ORI-PSNR:14.05  ORI-PSNR:13.04 ~ ORI-PSNR:14.60 ~ ORI-PSNR:13.16 ~ ORI-PSNR:15.82  ORI-PSNR:15.10
ORI-SSIM:0.144 ~ ORI-SSIM:0.330 ~ ORI-SSIM:0.189  ORI-SSIM:0.489  ORI-SSIM:0.177 ~ ORI-SSIM:0.392  ORI-SSIM:0.245
UAV-PSNR:13.08 ~ UAV-PSNR:13.38 ~ UAV-PSNR:11.34 ~ UAV-PSNR:10.48 ~ UAV-PSNR:14.83  UAV-PSNR:19.29 ~ UAV-PSNR:14.32
UAV-SSIM:0.079  UAV-SSIM:0.125 ~ UAV-SSIM:0.080 ~ UAV-SSIM:0.121 ~ UAV-SSIM:0.106 ~ UAV-SSIM:0.502  UAV-SSIM:0.494

BAE X B2 ORI-PSNR:11.86  ORI-PSNR:14.03 ~ ORI-PSNR:11.95  ORI-PSNR:14.32 ~ ORI-PSNR:10.93 ~ ORI-PSNR:13.79  ORI-PSNR:14.86
ORI-SSIM:0.159 ~ ORI-SSIM:0.386  ORI-SSIM:0.202  ORI-SSIM:0.503 ~ ORI-SSIM:0.176  ORI-SSIM:0.430 ~ ORI-SSIM:0.337
UAV-PSNR:11.30 ~ UAV-PSNR:12.85 ~ UAV-PSNR:11.07 ~ UAV-PSNR:11.60 ~ UAV-PSNR:13.00 ~ UAV-PSNR:19.81 ~ UAV-PSNR:12.98

UAV-SSIM:0.086 ~ UAV-SSIM:0.247 ~ UAV-SSIM:0.095 ~ UAV-SSIM:0.237 ~ UAV-SSIM:0.108 ~ UAV-SSIM:0.514 ~ UAV-SSIM:0.455

»

ey - ic 8 < . -

WA IX RS ORI-PSNR:12.29 ~ ORI-PSNR:11.67 ~ ORI-PSNR:12.04 ~ ORI-PSNR:11.74 ~ ORI-PSNR:11.31 ~ ORI-PSNR:11.31  ORI- P?NR 13.11
ORI-SSIM:0.173 ORI-SSIM:0.294 ~ ORI-SSIM:0.218 ~ ORI-SSIM:0.399 ~ ORI-SSIM:0.155 ~ ORI-SSIM:0.155 ~ ORI-SSIM:0.325
UAV-PSNR:12.12  UAV-PSNR:13.83 ~ UAV-PSNR:11.92 ~ UAV-PSNR:13.33 ~ UAV-PSNR:14.38  UAV-PSNR:20.24 ~ UAV-PSNR:15.28
UAV\SIM()O(Z UAV-SSIM:0.199  UAV-SSIM:0.070 ~ UAV-SSIM:0.203  UAV-SSIM:0.077 ~ UAV-SSIM:0.480 ~ UAV-SSIM:0.502 “

@8 Sentinel-2 T # 52 AZAE IR X 35 71 ] A1k 45 51

\ hzatlons of Sentinel-2 reconstructed images in the validation are@“ ‘a
r\((\ CMI :[é; ey q

CMIFM+  CMIFM+  CMIFM+
OHS-02 ESRGAN 4x ESRGAN 8x SwinIR 4x  SwinlIR 8x DATFuse 4x DATFuse 8x GS 8x UAV-HSI

3& i iﬁ ORI- PS‘NR 12.75  ORI-PSNR:14.27 ~ ORI-PSNR:12.33 ~ ORI-PSNR:14.52  ORI-PSNR:11.64 ~ ORI-PSNR:12.94 ~ ORI-PSNR:14.38
b1 ORI-SSIM:0.164 ~ ORI-SSIM:0.304 ~ ORI-SSIM:0.178 ~ ORI-SSIM:0.444  ORI-SSIM:0.115 ~ ORI-SSIM:0.232 ~ ORI-SSIM:0.412
0 02 04  UAV-PSNR:11.41  UAV-PSNR:13.27 ~ UAV-PSNR:11.26 ~ UAV-PSNR:13.64  UAV-PSNR:10.36 ~ UAV-PSNR:14.7]1 ~ UAV-PSNR:12.64
km  UAV-SSIM:0.055 — UAV-SSIM:0.125 ~ UAV-SSIM:0.053  UAV-SSIM:0.135  UAV-SSIM:0.041 ~ UAV-SSIM:0.332  UAV-SSIM:0.312

%&\ﬁ‘

ORI-PSNR:12.41  ORI-PSNR:15.70  ORI-PSNR:12.15  ORI-PSNR:15.66 ~ ORI-PSNR:11.50 ~ ORI-PSNR:13.68  ORI-PSNR:12.39
ORI-SSIM:0.172  ORI-SSIM:0.368 ~ ORI-SSIM:0.203 ~ ORI-SSIM:0.484 ~ ORI-SSIM:0.168 ~ ORI-SSIM:0.319 ~ ORI-SSIM:0.284

UAV-PSNR:10.88 ~ UAV-PSNR:11.41 ~ UAV-PSNR:10.67 ~ UAV-PSNR:11.16 ~ UAV-PSNR:10.31 ~ UAV-PSNR:10.41 ~ UAV-PSNR:12.50
UAV-SSIM:0.055 UAV-SSIM:0.059  UAV-SSIM:0.092  UAV-SSIM:0.052  UAV-SSIM:0.073 ~ UAV-SSIM:0.287

.

v ok £ LY \ ) i
B1E X RS ORI-PSNR:13.26  ORI-PSNR:15.08 ~ ORI-PSNR:12.98 ~ ORI-PSNR:15.55  ORI-PSNR:10.99 ~ ORI-PSNR:12.40 ~ ORI-PSNR:16.85
ORI-SSIM:0.166 ~ ORI-SSIM:0.323 ORI-SSIM:0.170 ~ ORI-SSIM:0.418 ~ ORI-SSIM:0.115 ORI-SSIM:0.241 ORI-SSIM:0.456

UAV-PSNR:11.21 =~ UAV-PSNR:13.12 UAV-PSNR:11.18 ~ UAV-PSNR:13.05 ~ UAV-PSNR:10.30 ~ UAV-PSNR:14.96  UAV-PSNR:12.38

s‘V- SSIM:0.045  UAV-SSIM:0.125  UAV-SSIM:0.047 ~ UAV-SSIM:0.108 ~ UAV-SSIM:0.032  UAV-SSIM: ()(.3 UAV S'S'IM()Z{?Q

9  OHS-02 5 AR 7E K X 8 1% v] \% Ax

««« S Fig9 Visualizations of OHS-02 reconstructed images in t e é‘r%

TE OHS-02 5245 (I 11), SGid i Besos m SwinIR @%@@ﬁﬁg’wﬂ FRAE B 53 BIAE 0.1263 -
BI324, ARbR U EOE #6400 4~ (3240 0. 15753%@) 1293 - 0.3797 Z ] . X W, T
Br, MAUEBE200 M FEAS), SR, OHS-02FH#H  CMIFM+ESRGAN Il CMIFM+SwinIR [ 5 )6 i & 4
AR FRL A 2000 RMSE F RAS FEAR T Sentinel-2 SR UF 19 I T L BA S2AR AN TC A BLEZ 12 19 Hb 4
A% . o, DATFuse fill & 521404 RMSE F1 ROKS JEIE(E , H 7E RE % T 4T 194 Sentinel-2 £ 5t 1% Al
W A% IR B Bt =, CMIFM+ESRGAN F1 CMIFM+  OHS-02 /&5 )6 1% 5% 1% B o A WL S A% 1Y % 1% 4% 1




BE
= o
-
P Vel
CMIFM+ CMIFM+ CMIFM+ CMIFM+
ESRGAN 4x ESRGAN 8x SwinlIR 4x SwinIR 8x -
Loop : 16 100 i 200 MO0 : o - ;
- Lt ) als - 4l . 1.
. < 14 .l & 175 Aty i .
0.75F . 75 0.75F . 075k 7 13,
a0l [ W < [ i S fLis : ) (12
0.508 g ¥ osof i 2 0sor i 8 0.50F 106
1% . 4 - : g 2y 10 S 7.5
« ¢ doz ’jt st o gaqg? % RS : 0,135 ;Z o2 WSRRMSE : 0.12244 5 il .J!MSE o0.1340 >0
; -0, % : &
i 205915 W2 A & i M 25
« PO i T I LA EE e T - et R 06055
00 025 050 075 L0 07055 050 075 T 00025050 075 T 00095 050 075 T
Lok sl : s 30 100 ' o s
075k % Lo . S 0.75¢ 3 '.,;(y.u) 25 975 2
2 LN 20
0.50F . 0.50F v " 0.50 b ¥ 15
5 15
: : 10 10
025+ 4 . oot 0.2t : 0.25]
& ‘RJyS,E 2(;21344 e Ragse - 0.1187 | 5 I 5
000t i ] 6 0.00k Sl ik 000k 1
ST e L 07025 050 0.5 100
DATFuse 4x DATFuse 8x GS 8x
Look . 100k < 1.00F .
) it 175 15 0 175 . : 5??
075+ BT 8 (IX) 150075k | sty aBasr” (X) 1150 075t W(XD) 1156 3
P SN 125 .o SRS 125 ( s
0.50F e s 10.60.50 10.0 0.50F 106
- 7.5 7.5 7.5
025k 025 S 0.25¢ |
. RMSE: 0.119 ;z & RMSE : 0,115 ;2 RUSE 00998 j;’ i
oo T e R 07099 ook k07005 W25 | .
00 025 050 075 T 00025 050 075 100 00 025 050 075 100 Sentmel SIS ﬁ
g 100k s . 25 ook . R R
[ iadpes s o2
I » & .
15 5 L) Y 2 2AXLV) 0| 1: x$l/ySentinel 2545 1
15 y v,
0.50F 050 E g
10 Lo 6
5 &2 RMSE:0.1229 |5 e ‘2 e
0.6657 R W2 | 2BV EANLBAE O
opy W SHEA0EE | 0.0k 0.00
00 0.3 0.50 0.5 100 125 =t 00 0.25 0.50 0.75 100 .25

3 5110  Sentinel-2 ZJ% ik T HZ AR SRR c“
J@ tral characteristics of Sentinel-2 multi-spectral reconstruction images “ 63(”
°

J,ﬁp

-
(K\O CMIFM+ CMIFM+ CMIFM+
ﬁP& { ESRGAN 4x ESRGAN 8x SwinIR 4x SwinIR 8x
1.00) 51 . 16 1.00F Ry 14 1.00F )
% RMSE 1134 s . 14 .. 2 0
12 0.75F 0.75F
0 (D)} 70 V)|
s 050k 8 0.s50F L5
2
. .0 0. 4 0250 4 0250 4
: RMSE : 0.146 RMSE : 0.1573 »
o - | 2 R:0.1709 2 3 R 010749
.00k i L . . . L s i i 0000 % " i " 0.00kg "
S 200 025 050 075 100 000 025 050 075 1.00 00 0.5 050 0735 100 00025 050 075 100
1.00F ) .‘{ 4 1.00) 12 1.00F 14 1.00F 1 2
RMSE : 0.13, 2 RMSE : 0.1376 o 2
0.75F R2: 0.3731 ) A 0.75F R? : 0.2852 VDo ors (VID), 0 0.75F J (VIID)[ 10
8 8§
0.50F 8 0.0 0.50F 8 0.50F
6 ¢ 6 M
0.25F 4 025 4 025t ~ 4 0250 4
: : L I
¥ SRee g
0.00kL . 0.00 0.00k & Rl YT N
200 025 050 075 1.00 000 025 050 075 100 00 0235 050 0735 1.00 00 0.25 050 075 100
DATFuse 4x )
1.00F 40 1.00} 40 1.00) pa
RMSE 1567 83 35 kS
0.75F R 0.0. AX)ff30 o075FR 30 0.75] R
25 25 ?@
0.50r 20 0.50) 20 050 oY
s Is B
0.25F 10 025 19 0-25 )
5
0006y L, s 0.00 0
00 0.5 050 075 100 AL 5 M
o0k 45 Loof OHS-02 JF4 AR IE B
; 5 5
B 0 B i
0.75¢ 0.75F R 0.
(XI|155 1: x4l HOHS-028 6 |
0.50¢ 20 0.50F o
15
0.25+ 10 025
5 2: XHCATE AN UAZ G HEHE |
0008 L L i L 0.00eL_ L L o1 T 4
100 025 050 075 1.00 00 025 050 0735 100 K T G N ) )

4.2 CMIFM+BH#EEESGZHIEITEN

A SCHE— 5 F) ] CMIFM+ESRGAN il CMIFM+
SwinlR 7E Y1 2k X 3k (T A ML 35 X ) AL,
XTI 5 DX TE AL AR TC 12 8 55 1 Sentinel -2 FlI
OHS-02 SR X AT E . e oA AR b
Y 34 XSS E N e P e I F I X 42, st

W N 11 OHS-02 B LTI R RN Q\U‘Qﬂ%\“

Fig 11 Spectral characteristics of OHS—02 hyper—spectral recons

%\W
@45%@@%@% <[] i (PSNR Fil SSIM)
#ﬁﬁ%3AEﬁ¢%m¢mmmA#$M,%ﬁ
HACTERRE, 4 IR M E &R A 1.
1 [T AZ . 7F Sentinel -2 EEEFMEH (K 12), M
PG SN A7 BE A3 AT, K3 AR i 28 S Ak 1) S B
TEAS B 0 2 T, SR, AR KRS



NI A5 JET CMIFM Y BSF- 5 B8 0 B i G 18 T A SO IS 2 S PP A —— LUA it 91 13

HRAMME, 2R EREEFMEA 03104, VXY RMSE (MRMSE) FIR (MR 433
mgicﬁmmﬁm&ﬁ@%ﬁ V-] PSNR “40.1406 1 0.6662 . £
(MPSNR) H1 SSIM (W 73 9l R 13.58 Al

W\
ST O

CMIFM+

Sentinel-2 ESRGAN 4x ESRGAN 8x SwinlIR 4x SwinIR 8x
= 100 8534 Lo R . Lo g 100
i A ot e i
o ey L i "
¥ s 3 o i
o4 " 5 5 5 s 4
% : "

e 2
RMSE:0.1505 MPSNR:14.46
R*:0.6339 MSSIM:0.34

R>0.7101

" MPsNR
MSSIM:0.381

o
7
ot
£A o

MPSNR:11.69 1361 MPSNR:15.01 “0.1390""  MPSNR:12.
MSSIM:0.171  R%:0.7205 MSSIM:0406  R:0.6876 MSSIM:0.166 R

R:1. :
R2:0.6509 MSSIM:0.201 R?:0.6864 MSSIM:0.550

34 MSSIM:0.518
0015 03 045 L\i A
—— ki

K112 Sentinel-2 F AR TETC AR R 55 X Il Y L A0 o it 5 k0 A

Fig 12 Quantitative analysis of Sentinel-2 reconstructed images in areas not covered by UAV

fE OHS-02 E A4 (E113), WAL SE B F0.1897, =5 1% o7 5 (ARG B2 HR ¥ Bl A e A HL
£ BE AT, CMIFM+SwinIR 2 2 514 FH X CMIFM+ i DI A BE RV R — B, XU C +ith
ESRGAN T £ 1% ﬁ@ C EBERRAE PRTEEINE S A, *W%m
Kt Bk £ %@&mm%%ﬂ\%g R KB, 5B R4 Ml H AL K
W, R RO N 1275 ROEERAL, @W‘M LR
%ﬂoz&ﬂ‘mﬁ@ I MR VBB 43 3 09 0.1648

$6\$ CMIFM+ CMIFM+ CMIFM+ CMIFM+

OHS-02 ESRGAN 4x ESRGAN 8x SwinlR 4x SwmlR 8x
1o 15 Lo

- * 100 1 B - ¥ >
b "‘rr?s e 2 o i .75t -4
i e 88 » ;
s o £ § s -
s X T v T O 0 T v X v
MPSNR:12.10 MPSNR:12.94 RMSE:0.1461 MPSNR:12.09 RMSE:0.1664 MPSNR:11.95 MSE:
MSSIM:0.156 MSSIM:0.302 R*:0.2166 MSSIM:0.203 R*:0.2686 MSSIM:0.363 R?:0. 2605
H;;
0350} i
¢
- po ¢
MPSNR:11.54 MPSNR:12. 72 MPSNR:12.02 RMSE:0.1688 MPSNR:12.62 RMSE 0 1584
MSSIM:0.141 MSSIM:0.279 MSSIM:0.220 R*:0.1639 MSSIM:0.414 R*:0. 1112
. |
s
.
% |
[ 8 0. 0 0

75 0w 0 e
MPSNR:12.06 R 74 MPSNR 15.55 S MPSNR 12.40 RMSE:(L1778 MPSNR:14.95 RMYE () 1723
MSSIM:0.161 R2:0. MSSIM:0.339 R%:0. MSSIM:0.178 R2:0.2090 MSSIM:0.408 R?:0.1864

RV
E 13 OHS-02 5 & 5AR 7 TC AHL AR 55 X el 1) 51 8 o B e B 40T

Fig 13 Qudntlt@gﬂnalysm of OHS-02 reconstructed images in areas not covered by %

\¥
43 HEA &ﬂﬁgiﬁ ﬁ%%éﬂ‘ﬁ ﬁP& 'ﬁcﬂ%—wsmlﬁ

y 5 1219 Mﬂﬁﬁéﬂ@*ﬁ W 04 143 9
’imﬁw’b RERREEERNH 0.1536 - 0. 2986@13@\&’55 0.5933 Z [i], K i1
FAJER T T R (Sentinel-2 F1OHS-02) (k4 @@%@2405 F10.3333, kT DATFuse fil {3

23 ] BERAE 8 AT BN A B 2 R R 52 ARG P9 (RMSE: 0.2298, R*: 0.4497),
TR S AR FE 20 (BNDVIL, GNDVI, NDVI, =TGSRl & AR MRS B 3(H (RMSE: 0.2418,
NLIFIPPR) 5530 ASD K4 78 1) 2F A 75 b 0 %X R*: 0.2636).

WA SR . AR E R AR I AN AR A 76 NDVI AH 8% 48 £, OHS-02 Ji 4R 52 4% Al
W BOT R REE NS HE, M EEERENE  ASDZEMR (0.4109) DL TEANEAZAIASD 2

© GEFKFRY



14

B AR (0.6571) %/, CMIFM+E #5214 F1 ASD
ZIEﬂE'JRZ*if“mﬂ:GSmEAE/ 23T DATFuse fl
Gf8, fENLIFEY %aig&re. S-02 JFL 4R S AR AN

CMIFM+ESRGAN L H B2 R A ASD 2 [i] (19 RUAF BE v
F DATFuse 1 GS il 57215 o iX 1N F CMIFM

BT HER I %i;@@ﬁwﬁ

TN HL 1 i RM0.2892 1 0.1271) B A%, KRR RS ARk
‘ﬂ‘ﬂ Fd4 BRGHHTFROBHIEHS N ASD HEHLE 'ﬁﬁqﬁ\\{
« Table4 The accuracy of vegetation index of Cynodon—dactylon in (I:e@ét\‘ilcted images
Tt FHE K RE + CMIFM+
N HEAR X s TAWLEL - et DATFuse GS
ik 55 Kt " TOMSRGAN SwinlR
RMSE 0.2672 0.2245 0.2591 0.2662 0.2636 0.2486
Sentinel-2
R’ 0.2344 0.5527 0.1847 0.2921 0.3616 0.3339
BNDVI
RMSE 0.2571 0.2296 0.2710 0.2727 0.2433 0.2138
OHS-02
R’ 0.3750 0.5612 0.1969 0.1649 0.4751 0.1931
RMSE 0.2881 0.2022 0.2719 0.2737 0.2490 0.2847
Sentinel -2
R’ 0.1549 0.7389 0.4035 0.3456 0.5480 0.2911
GNDVI
RMSE 0.2058 0.2298 0.2957 0.2960 0.2408 0.2938
OHS-02
R’ 0.1821 0.6293 0.1652 0.1576 0.5958 0.1966
RMSE 0.2487 0.2022 0.2391 0.2094 0.2290 0.2094
Sentinel-2
R’ 0.1449 0.5937 0.3082 0.5528 0.4788 c‘“ZS
AR NDVI N Co™
\)X RMSE 0.1869 0.1943 0.1536 0.1631 Vl@ 0.2567
B 2??‘%&_
- 2
X\Oﬁ s R 0.4109 0.6571 0.5892 0. 55? g, 5793 0.1439
ﬁP‘ “\ ﬁ D) RMSE 0.1808 0.1936 0.1910 «“38 0.1927 0.1622
"‘\ Sentinel-2 §
0 Q) R’ 0.2816 0.5721 0.272 0.2696 0.2418 0.4529
&G% RMSE 0.1834 0.1827 0.1556 0.1634 0.1824 0.1919
5\ OHS-02
S%ﬁ R’ 0.4253 0.3131 0.5328 0.4732 0.3180 0.1582
RMSE 0.2615 0.2971 0.2386 0.2826 0.2144 0.2858
Sentinel-2
R’ 0.4004 0.2385 0.5933 0.2957 0.6904 0.1690
PPR
RMSE 0.2880 0.2717 0.2702 0.2986 0.2728 0.2711
OHS-02
R’ 0.2892 0.1271 0.2478 0.0655 0.2078 0.1446

FS5 R T 5P DL B S ASD B4 7E 1
SRV R T P ECE LA S R . AR PV R AR
A Y RMSE F1 RKS BE 19 [l 49 J31) /& 0.1994 -

0.2786 1 0.0725 - 0.6012, CMIFM+ 5 & 5% 1% 1Y
RMSE 1 R ¥ BE (1) 95 F 43 Uéﬁww 0.2816 #l
0.1103 - 0.4522, % ’JRMSE ARG JE 138
Bl 53 il o 2783 F110.0208 - 0.5536, £
%Wﬂ& FM+E@ CAR L1 RMSE H1 RORS JE AR T
¥ A (RMSE: 0.1536 - 0.2986, R*: 0.0655 -
0.5933),

F6 IR T 5P DL B S ASD B4 7E 2
FRETE R BRI S5 0 . SRR AR P Y
RMSE 1 R* ¥ J& /)3 61 43 51 24 0.1994 - 0.2786 Fl
0.0725 - 0.6012, CMIFM+ 5 7 1% 1Y) RMSE #1 R
K BB Y8 B4 510k 0.1929 - 0.2816 F10.1103 -

0.4522, Filt & T EBAR (10 RMSE T ROKS B (1096 F1 43
Sk 0.2014 - 0.2783 F1 0.0208 - 0.5536, & L AE
CMIFM+ T # 5% 1% 19 RMSE F ROKS JE A% T 00 F
f, BT,

AR TR A 2 HOR T,
rmmmmm¢m3@@$ g&%mm%
KR AR AR : S,
AR SCHE— 25 BT ‘@@ﬁ* I 75 1 A
ﬁ$5ﬁMﬁ@€%\hﬂﬁﬁ#ﬂfﬁmﬁﬁ
B Lo (e LT, A1
W#¢5ﬁ<m>% REAS B (22) LUl Z K
72.72%, iRV L2 R 43.48% (I ZRIX .

10, BOSE. 23), R AR 50% (Y
X 13, BEE. 26).

© «iE

di

Fil»

B

tﬂ

7



NI A5 2 JET CMIFM R BSF- 5B 0 B e i 52 18 T A BOG RS PP A—— LUA R R 1 15

R5 EESEPERATTHERIEHS TN ASD BRI B EHE

Table.5 The accurac‘y‘of vegetation index of Cladium—chinense—Nees in reconstructed iz;a

1 FEAE \}’ Ll s FHEE  CMIFM+ CMIF
ik 1%\ * ‘ﬁw{% o Ry ESRGAN A\G) %t«\ j%" i&"

‘y
S% RMSE 0.2152 0.2105 0. 24(&\ ?) \ﬁ\O 24%3 0.2151
« Sentinel-2 %}
« R’ 0.1452 0.0749 0.1367 \(\l‘ 0.1003 0.1472
BNDVI e
RMSE 0.2112 0.2221 0, G 0.2297 0.2484 0.2483
OHS-02 %
R’ 0.3314 0.1216 S?) .2345 0.4467 0.0961 0.1014
RMSE 0.2786 0.2629 0.2499 0.2603 0.2783 0.2749
Sentinel -2
R’ 0.0725 0.1391 0.2072 0.1652 0.0830 0.1758
GNDVI
RMSE 0.2312 0.2174 0.2452 0.2539 0.2692 0.2560
OHS-02
R’ 0.5272 0.6012 0.3946 0.3078 0.1850 0.2816
RMSE 0.2098 0.2233 0.1929 0.1981 0.2304 0.2330
Sentinel-2
R’ 0.1425 0.3454 0.2611 0.1323 0.1821 0.1064
ISR AN NDVI
RMSE 0.2013 0.2109 0.2303 0.2409 0.2495 0.2014
OHS-02
R’ 0.3043 0.5456 0.1181 0.4225 0.3448 0.3026
RMSE 0.1999 0.2102 0.2094 0.1999 0.2099 0.2110
Sentinel-2 .
- .1 .0911 124 11 102 111
NLI N2 R 0.1099 0.09 0.1249 0.1103 0.1029 N

«%0%\ RMSE 0.1994 02197 0.2406 0.2343 1‘3@. 02049
- -2
NS . %% R 03257 0.5248 0.1686 0.4194 0’&5336 02371

P&(i\ O(i 3 RMSE 0.2732 0.2030 0.2816 «26 0.2632 0.2443
“\ \ﬁ Sentinel -2 «
j‘:(‘ R 0.3588 0.4316 0. Zw 0.4522 0.2783 0.2593

?)0\) RMSE 0.2389 0.2673 0.2486 0.2531 0.2014 0.2511

ﬁCS OHS-02
S\ R 0.3484 0.1154 0.2192 0.1144 0.0208 0.1700

1E OHS-02 J5 ks &b, M 2P A 5 R e Bl 45 X (MRMSE) # R (MR’) *5 B . # K 3
f49°F- 24 RMSE F ROKG B 43 5149 0.2242 F10.3970 (2 Senitnel-2 JFUA RS (5 1@ M 4% 19 MRMSE F1 MR K
5); AETTRIVIE Y RMSE FI ROKS B 43 5k 02164 BE4R 524 0.1183 F10.7695 Z [H], OHS-02 J5 4 52 1%
F10.3674 (F6); t-HAYF-34 RMSE F1 R K B 533 PP I M B A9 MRMSE A1 MR K £ 4351 4 0.1427 Al
F0.1714 F10.5241, v LIAER], AR, L 0.6568 Z [a] . CMIFM+ # 7 5 1% v 3% s 4 9 /Y
VU1 B 3 A e 2 ) LA AR (R . e MRMSE AN MRORS VS 650 04 0.0436 - 0.1251 A
OHS-02 AL rh . Jof M. Aevrhishfitegy 07538 -0.9747, 3FUE AL YK MRMSE Fl MR’ ¥)

N A K

5 Bl R BE 45 BT 1 RMSE K 2 4y B2 02340, T TEBURIZR. DATFuse Ml GS L& SR T O
0.2394 7l 0.1832, ¥i’3 tﬁ@% 502 03255,  CLfHe UL, CMIFM+E LR %@fﬁmﬁﬁﬁ

02846%110459622@% Ctpsgi A a sy 0 ASD AL ARG Paghuse MG
A LRI A R @P@\;\ ‘%ﬁ
MR, KB, ST OMIFV B 44 SEHOKEER \S‘\%ﬂ

3z ®
zm@@m{ﬁa R R SW%‘EE%‘E'&EEME

VR ) TRV RE LA R
YE R e p BB AL I & . AR ST
432 RHEEARERRALERSH 6 CMIEM AT H B2 7P 2 ) 0 MK
B4R TR AR, R fiyb MIRo o 3R s B — B i E BT . 387 JB/R T 235 T80
i AR WY 1) F A G % (B RN S ASD B 7E 442.7 - FK AR ASD 4 3 5 R 5 T2 AR 1155 A9 NDVI A
943.9nm G 3% Y0 Bl N, Uk Bt 9 4 RMSE  NDWIFEEUNL AT . Sentinel-2 F1 OHS-02 JF 4

© GEIEFEAR



16

AR VL B JC AL 5 4% 1 RMSE ¥ 78 0.1983 -
0.2349 Z [d] , R K B 7F 0.0934- 0.2269 = [i] ,
CMIFM+ 5 2 52 1% 1K M? R K JE 43 5

0.2211 F10.12 §% \ n-f-/f%niﬁ}kmm%mﬁr“

DXIH P9, 5 T DATFuse Il GS Rl £ 5443 RHKS
fE (0.1023). CMIFM+5 1%%%2;/ ARG

FHEEHA— Eﬁ’ﬁg‘ﬁ”
O«‘(ﬁ. /y;ﬁ&"

*6 EEMGIPTENEHIBHS I ASD HIER Mﬁf&g\\ﬁﬁ\
Table.6 The accuracy of vegetation index of Miscanthus in rec(qn@}c d images
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Fig 14 Three typical wetland vegetation spectral characteristics of reconstruction curves
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Fig 17 The wetland water spectral characteristics of reconstruction curves
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Abstract: Time-series accurate monitoring of vegetation and water conditions by hyperspectral remote sensing is the key and foundation
for accurate assessment and comprehensive monitoring of karst wetland ecosystem. However, the spatial resolution of the existing satellite
hyperspectral images is low, which could hardly capture the complex spatial details of the wetland vegetations, while the super-high-
resolution UAV images could hardly realize the time-sequence monitoring of the large-scale wetland scenes. The existing fusion methods
could not well realize the non-destructive fusion of the spatial and spectral features of the hyperspectral images from the above two kinds of
platforms. In order to solve the problems, this paper propose a cross-platform multi-scale image feature mapping module (Cross-Sensor
Multiscale Tmage Feature Mapping Mqdyle, CMIFM). This module unifies the spatial scale of UAV hyperspdétal image (Aerial

Q&wrspectral image (Spaceborne hyperspectral image, SHSI), maps H %‘S

hyperspectral image, AHSI) and s
spectral characteristic spa

fusion data of AH,
tralmng f

(D and tradltlonal (GS) fusion methods to compare the spatial- and spectral- quah
reconstmcted and fused images in wetland scenes. This study highlights that: (1) CMIFM-
cross-platform enhancement of spatial characteristics of detail information for wetlag\
features, which could outperform the GS image fusion method in visual perce

SSIM accuracies of the reconstructed images are 11.06 and 0.3102, respectively.%
communities (Cynodon-dactylon, Cladium chinense Nees and Miscanthus) and wetland water in the reconstructed images exhibit higher

n I into the same
mg to the measured ASD (Analytical Spectral Devices) data, inte = an % ctral- feature

1 to construct the image feature datasets. The high-quality image r\ag\ gﬁ i e achieved by
s into super-resolution networks (ESRGAN and SwinIR). Meant the? latest deep-learning
of \4 “}mns and water between the
@s er-resolution network could realize
ation and water in SHSI by learning AHSI

d quantitative indexes, and the average PSNR and
2) the spectral features of three typical wetland vegetation

stability and fidelity based on the measured ASD data, and the average RMSE and R’ accuracies of the spectral bands are higher than the
DATFuse and GS fusion images. (3) the CMIFM+ESRGAN and CMIFM+SwinIR methods provide strong generalization ability in terms of
spatial- and spectral- reconstruction performance, and could be able to complete the reconstruction of the image in wetland scenes where
AHSI is not covered, with the average PSNR and R’ of 12.74 and 0.1897, respectively, which are close to the range of accuracies’ values for
the AHSI-covered area. (4) this paper verified the feasibility of CMIFM based super-resolution technology in hyperspectral reconstruction

© CGEJEFAR



22

images of complex wetlands.
Key words: karst wetland, CMIFM module, cross-platform super-resolution reconstruction, DATFuse fusion algor fmn, hyperspectral
images, quantitative evaluation of spaﬁwnal reconstruction quality &

Supported by National watur jefce Foundation of China (Grant number 42371341; 42122009) (%%&nu uiz 20159037),
Guangxi Natural Sc‘g \ndation Upper-level Project (Grant number 2023JJA15009§§,P£&*QU%‘§%6 t xi Graduate
Education toh r YCSW2023353), ‘Ba Gui Scholars’ program of the provincial gov: rnm@ﬁg u d the Guilin University

of wn gy Foundation (Grant number GUTQDJJ2017096). %0\)\)

© GEIEFEAR



