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Hyperspectral image classification based on deep feature
extraction residual network

Zhao Xuesong' Fu Min® Liu Xuefeng'
(1. College of Automation and Electronic Engineering, Qingdao University of Science and Technology,Qingdao 266061, China;

2. College of Electronic Engineering, Faculty of Information Science and Engineering, Ocean University of China,Qingdao 266100, China)

Abstract: Deep learning has become one of the important tools for hyperspectral image classification due to its modular
design and powerful feature extraction capability. However, effectively extracting deeper features and simultaneously
improving the analysis of spatial and spectral joint features remains an urgent challenge. In response to these issues, a
deep feature extraction residual network is proposed in this paper, composed of two key components: a multi-level
transfer fusion residual network and a spatial-spectral multi-resolution fusion attention residual network. The multi-
level transfer fusion residual network effectively promotes interaction between feature information to obtain deeper-level
features. Subsequently, the spatial-spectral multi-resolution fusion attention residual network ensures comprehensive
extraction of spatial-spectral joint features and multi-resolution features from hyperspectral data. To validate its
effectiveness, the performance of the proposed method was evaluated on three hyperspectral datasets, Indian Pines,
Pavia University, and Salinas Valley, achieving classification accuracies of 98.10%, 99.81%, and 99.94%
respectively. Experimental results demonstrate that, compared to other methods, this network exhibits better
generalization capability and classification performance.
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SN €L E R PN SR e I i = T
Tz,

1= 6% B4 Chyperspectral image, HSD A7 K i 9 % it E+FEP, BT & B LM% (convolutional
T B A B U AR T R A U peural networks CNND T[4 45 by B & 4 b B O 1 R (% 2%
SRR R A SUAT T Z BRI . ORI g RO L DR TR B 1 s T8 A (1 B RN 4 36 7 18T I

0 35l

il

W H 1) :2024-06-27
* HEWH  HE B APEE 4 (61971253) (IIARA B AR B H 4 (ZR2020MF011) i H % )

* 120 -



AMED F A TREAFERREZNL Y HALERES X

18

57 &R, B, HybridSN™ 5@ i 6 = 4 (three
dimensional , 3D) TR 5 =4 D) B RAHEE &, L T X 5
ST G G 3 AN A (R RR AR B 4 2 SR A, UL A, A
HybridSN 20 22 R 25 [ R AR 1 0] 8, Ge 50 41 T
— BT 2D-3D CNN M2 53 SRR ARl 4 (2D-3D CNN and
multibranch feature fusion,2D3D-MBFF) 4 J5 3 DA ¥R #b 1%
—JR PR, L SR XAy S O vk A ST B IO AN S () R
fiE s IF38 3 241 A I BB R AR F T 20 25

Fif 55 ) 246 R 32 ) 434 00, A6 B8 31 K R AR KB 2 i T X R A
A G R BB BE 1. 38 AL, 5 25 W 450 ad s o
ZEYE N BEA BTT ARG T T I 4% T B 1 i 5 B
RGN BRI R, BRI O, I 5T N DO 25 44 B 22 T 8% il A TR
JE 2 ) AR A v R B R G E EAR 1 4r 2K PE BB, Zhong
a2 O 3% 23 (6] 5% 25 W 4% (spectral-spatial residual
network, SSRN) ,3# it #% 2L % #2515 Fl 25 [A] fE 11F £ B e,
T TIREE CNN B8, IR IS T i A MBCR . 4k, Zha
ERIN T — BBk 2206 0% A8 1) T T W 4% (residual
spectral spatial attention network, RSSAN) , ¥ % == 0]
HIZEAE] SSRN rh, SRAEARG AR T R 2 R E
R 2% 2% 43 AR 53 od A 5% 25 B e S N 43 S 454 L 43 )
P& OGS A2 [ RHAE , SE LT 60 BHR 09 2 ROBE AR B Al
B0 N T 4 I M AR A 2 OIS RFAE . Roy ST T —
B TR M B & N O S-S R R R 2 4
( adaptive spectral-spatial kernel improved residual
network, A2S2K-ResNet) | T &t i B & 43 2. Bk %%
SEUR I T — R LT 3D A B B 25 45 10 T AR
G307 Gl 3D B AU R B AS B DG TS R AE , IR F =
) 25 4 B2 e SR A7 7 DA SR Y RRG E . SRR I T
— T R 25 W 2 1 i D R Ay 2 ik A A R
B RO FRAE M &, P2 98 U8 BE R AE 1S B, BEJS . Zhan
SEUSER T — b B 09 O G- TR) AR 25 TR O W 4%
(enhanced spectral-spatial residual attention network,
ESSRAN) . i 9 2% RE S A A $2 OGS A28 AR . B 0o
SFUR T — R I AR Y 20T B A L G AR D IR I
TR BE AR 22 W 2%, 38 b 2D 45 FR A 22 I 4% Bk )22 0 dE Rl
25 () CIERRAE LA SE LA 2, RRAR AR SRV BRI T — P R
Al B A AR i A Ak R 25 28 AR, R 3D B R 2 iE AT
I FRAESRE, IF 58 i 3D W B W] 4 18 45 AR 22 2 1 o oy
Yoz W REAF A RIARE S . Wu PRI T —F W X 2 R
B 2F (B 1% 5% 2% 1 & )1 W 4% (dual-branch multi-scale
spatial-spectral residual attention network, MSRAN), %
) 24 3 3o A 22 RUE AR AT 42 BBORT 8% 22 v & /1 PLHI L g g b
S 4R BRUES [B) RO TE R AE T D T RAAE Z IR I T, AR
T o 336 6 77 3 A5 52 U O 1% 1818 b = 1 23 ] Dl i Ik 5 4
TEAR BRI SRAFTE — 2 R BR % . — Dy T, B ATT oK BE 52 40 )
FE GG ER P Y 2 53 B R AE . 5 SR IE SR B 48 1 15
BEK, J3—J7 i, X 05 5 78 B X 5 2% 1Y) i 06 1 R 45

A 5% 25 (] G35 B A R AT (B AR DS M (42 IR A 8 R AL 2
FYORE R AE b P A Z i DG R O B 32 AR RE T R e R 2
S BR ) L TC A RO SN F FIAS [ R AR =2 ) 1 O &

BEXT B3R B R, AR SCHRE T — A R TR B AR 4 ROk
MBI RGBS KTk, B RITT N2 %%
o Eh A 5% 22 M 4% (multi-level transfer fusion residual
network, MTF-ResNet) , L4 5% 22 # &5  A% 0, L3 F 2L
R HOCRERRE . R, 25 MOGi% 2 4 B m & 1 &
71 5% 2 M 4% ( spatial-spectral multi-resolution fusion
attention residual network,S*MRFA-ResNet) i i H 4% /0>
B S*MRF A, DA 5 O 1 FCHE v 42 T 42 JOR 53 A 25 (8] Dl 3
KA RRAE I 2 43 R ARAE . BBk, SMRFA ik 1T T —
ANTRBE T 43 8 T ik 25 ) O0 35 57 1 52 B B (depthwise
separable dilated
module, DSDS'FEM) , DL 5t 25 [B]- D3 R Ak A9 AR OGP . fie
2,5k 1 EE RN AR R T R 2 AR AR B RS TR
soltmax I BR 15 2 5 4 W FRFAE ROR

1 REFERNZEMS
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B iR vk R R SR 1 1 R, EE A MTE-
ResNet fil S MRFA-ResNet, B ¢, MTF-ResNet #{ 3 4>
AR Y 22 RUBE Bk 2 B 2 B, 3 2 % 2 Ul 5 il n) % 45 28 L
W 25 HEAT 2H & . B AR 4R BURNEE &5 G rh IR 2 AR AE TR UAE
B ST DU B R RN . K, STMRFA-ResNet 1
XL 53 32 A5 A6 38 N7 b A B 0 Ak B R O 3 PR Y = RO T
WG FRAE B 2 5 BB AFAE . SR K15 3 09 S AE 4% 3 3]
o E56 2 RERZESW A3, 724483, FRAE BKR
PO S & T K e X (R | S U e P Y S R Bl S B A
SIBUMBGR FALH #4769 BeJ5 s B softmax #E B8
O 5 FSR AT IR — Ak 15 B R A 0 43 e il
1.2 ZHEHRA K E W% (MTF-ResNet)

W 1 FTR , MTEF-ResNet H i 5% 22 S B T 0R 57 9
ZRURPE NS A B2 2 o) (P A . 1B 2 Ca) v ) 30 3 4 2% B )
P B o 1227 5 A SRR R T B E T R AR K Y R A
TEUL LA B AR SCEE S TR 2(h) 3 H W 3 A2 R 5k 2
e, LU IBOR TR] RUBE AR B AR, Gk 22 B B RS 24>
HEFZRY 2D BB A B TR IR L RRAE . R B C USR]
A BRI I 0, N2 A A B G RRAE. 5%
Be A &5ia T 2D B BRI E T 2 B 4 B (depthwise
separable convolution, DSC)™* , i 32 A= i £ #E AL 45 4 I i
FW TR IR N R SR PR BRI B E T Al A
T 52 4 0 25 72 A ) RUBE T ARk $2 B R

TE MTF-ResNet H1, 5% 228 A B fl C Z [[] ()17 8 1% 8
BT R AE A R SN . AR L AR S e A I
I3 R A ARy R BEER AN 43 ) S Ak 25 Bk B RN C AT S HAE
o A ER 2B B LB PR A T TR R AR 2%
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Fig. 2 The various residual blocks
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Overall network architecture

[a]- 6 1% 7 & /1 (adaptive spatial-spectral attention, ASSA)
M HE W £ 4 ¥ R EE 5 (adaptive multi-resolution
attention, AMRA) W #4341 A . ASSA 3 a7 #R 9 fir A HRAIE
PR e R AIE 179 28 M Bl 2 8 B s ) RO S 1 0 D AU, R g
AR B R O T B AR i B S R OGRS AR RS B
AMRA WITEATF] 53 9 2567 8 5 H AL PO L) 3 1 3t 4
KA RUBE Y 2 6] - 305 A48 A0 RR AT L S5 B0 % 2 (8] - 3 52 A
FEMERY AL BE . B2, ASSA il AMRA Y% 4 it B & 6
IALSHC A HEAT MR  IF R A 35 5ok e 2 3R 45
BAWFFER IR . o T — 20 4 m 2 & [ D% B A
FRAE AR BE 1 A SCE U STMRFA BB 7 % BE 1] 4%
B MKk 25 -6 % 4 IE 48 BUAE B (depthwise separable
dilated
DSDS*FEM) 3 i HI7E S"MRFA .,

1) F I8 B =S 18] -G (ASSA)

e 3 BT R #E ASSA i, 23 [a] R 35 AR AE B i R
FOHIEHEAT . Y, B EE PR RRE 18 423 DSDSFEM
MG Ak b 21, D AT A5 ) RDG SRR AE 9 w0 20 SR B, B
J5 RS2 B RHIE B R SR AN TR B 05— 1k 5 %« = ) R
AIF 42 U S8 {# FH it & 15— fk (batch normalization, BN) , L)
Jab BT 3 R — BT A 08 R 5 DG R AL 2 BB U R
JH4H )9 —4k (group normalization, GN) , DA X} &5 )6 i F 4
i A B 2 ) AR AL RUR B S a0 T R . R X A%
WIE AT AR, b 2s MR AE R BUBE M 7 X7 1
2D BRI 35 KM B OB I 3R O £ & 9
AEAR R 5 D' 8 A5 i £ IO T8 )66 1 3<3 #Y 2D B A%,
U s A B R AR ARAE . WOE RS, T AR 2 T TN
2R RENE 2 o S R AR AR [ N R B R R B e W m k. R L

spatial-spectral  feature extraction module,
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Fig. 3 Spatial-spectral multi-resolution fusion attention
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WA 3 Fims . AMRA G145 3 ANl . — A4 B 4 B
2R A A BRAR AT PR S B . o PR RGE A b RO
DSDS*FEM 3k 4b B 4 AHRAE L DA B8 T 06 P15 80 785 43 ¢
B0 FIE I . AR B SR E GE 1 Sl AT T
b2 B A A RRAE [ 19 43 B 38, 3K — 20 BR AR B SR A 2 7 v
PR TRERER. YR T EZE, AR T E) 2
B ETFCER. H, RS N 243 DSDS'FEM
MIALER, P 0L R FEE R B R G A B, HoApL 8 1
ARG PR E PR B R E R RN
(sampling factor,SF) N 2,58 2 M K4r HE 2@ IE ) SF N
4, IR Y SF.L AT LA R0 b 3R ] /N F 43 9%
R S (S P U A I LS R AP O = o 11 o
DSDS’FEM 4b 38 B T i e 5] Afhsg ali g v, RAETEL
FHATAE LR AEERAE P DL & R 4 B (AR (E Bk
A6 JC v M B SRR R A A0 YT, AT 51 R 18 B R AE
R AOR, S EOR LB R IR 2Z 8. N L, 7R A B
R30I B R AL B b O B RE LR R IR Y o T A
W7 R 2%, 3 Rl E Y RRAE B T R T2 S S8R Ay
51519 [ 3E B4 BBk A AL OE Ak A R [ o BE R R
BIRRAE &, 32 T T 2 PR ASE R X £ 43 3% 3R A% 5 B0 b B
CEWAR

3) WREET] 7 BRIk ZS -GS REE SRS (DSDS' FEMD

HETF SR BE b 89282 B B9 51 AR SCHR

T DSDS’FEM, W 3 i~ . DSDS’FEM f i A £ 2L
B2l K - A V)R A B2 IBURT He b 3 RR A 4R U B . 23 [A) 4
AIE 2 JBURSE B (19 0 JEVRELZ 4 2 Tl 4 8 45 31 DSC AR S
B3 — b FEAR O W B AT 4 B K % B (depthwise
separable dilated convolution,DSDC) , DSC 35 % & & R
MBEERPA LB, WILTE DSDC Hh L 3 E &Y B
R TR BE A B T 3% 08 B B R AN AR . X R I A A3
T IRAZ B R RN, IR PR HE T W EE I o BE R ARSI AR
[ 22 ) RLEE B AIE , AT S 0 6] PR 40 465 g AN 50 PR B B
SRR . 6 R A 4R OB H 0 BT — B BE SRR 2 R
JE 75 AR AIE ) PP 4R O 0% R A L I 78 6 0% 28 B L AR RO %
FUEE 1) L 8 B 22 B R R 4 T 44 T O A0 8 G D4R 2K
PERE.

Wl 3 7R , a3 6] R AE 4 R B o AR AE B E X
N F, € RN, Hih H W MC 20 B R R BE 98 At
TR, T AR AR T Y A A A R R A A K
N T RR A F € R, =1,2.3.4,5, i
IR T HE LTS HOR 80 B AR R B 1/5, $%
L FEIX T4 T8 A 40 80 AR R A 9 DSDC ok 48 B4
fE AR B FUAE Rl 33X 3.5 X 5,7 X 7,5 X5 Hl 3X 3,
SIS B g K 2 (dilation rate, DR) M4 1.2.4.3 1 2, X
o A5 438 1B A B A4 5K B2 BF 4 5 R 32X 3.9 X 9,25 X
25.13X13 M 5X5, XK. FERFESEEARNZNRHE LT /&
Z W R I REE A B As Ak, 5 Bh X 4% 76 R il RUOEE T #ii 3k
RAE . g4l DSDC b 385 i ] BN A RelL U 336 sR4L.
J& ¥ T4 E A B RO R AT P S R R A S E
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Foos (BT s fogn (FI) ] @

A W, fb, , mAESBERK AN = {3,5,7)
MR d(d = {(1,2,3,4)) X R AL EE AR & S 40, 0 &
7R RelL U #4016 pR%L . [« 1R PFEE .

it 3 B, 7E Gk RRAE B UMY B, B e 2 RO A8
51 R TRES I s 1 B Wl = B U VA b LK L s | N E BT A ]
AL AL ET, 3 — 0o R A R AE R TR 2 (A 4 R L ) B
KAB I YA AN G 4 B AL T, 4% Sk, ik —
AL ETERRAE L X 45 3 A9 B A 63 15 8 1 4 B AT 1
X1 8 2 D B REAE . IF 8 4 9 b (reduction ratio. r) ¥ &
A2 TR R AT 1B 38 B B0 0 B C/r o AR A Y &2 2 1k
FpFEER, WG, AR IE T ReL U 336 o6 50O 71k
FIH 1X1 /2D BRKEBECEKE N C. LIS IRRE Ry
FIREE 1. T K AL B 0GR AR B AR N OF 22 A 2
2, LIS SR AR A 3B 26 KR BE 7, I8 sigmoid PR
TH— AL, A R AN (3) ~ (5 R .

F, = £, (f. (AdpMazxPool (F™ ")) ) (3)

F, = [, (f 1 (AdpAuvgPool (F" ")) (b

spe

F" " =6(FC(F,DF)) 5
Kt AdpMaxPool F1 AdpMazx Pool 53 HICFE B & b fix
KA B & Btk Hod o 03 Sigmoid ¥ R
B, FC REFE&EELZE, © REZTEMM.

e AR P R 2 RO A R AR F T A
PR B ZERAE F € RV, ARG iR,

F“=F""QF""™ (6)
Kb QFRBICEMIE. o I3 B FRAE F 58 45 38 58 Xt
23 B RN T 5 AE =2 (8] AH B VR AR 6 1 1) 3R A R IR 22
(B -G 3E B A R AE $E UL R AR L T/ J1 3285

2 KRHEREHH

2.1 ZWHIEE

R T WG APEAG S 2T IR M R RE ARSI T 3 A
24 W) IT IR 05 £ : Indian Pines(IP) , Pavia University(PU)
F1 Salinas Valley(SV), TP $u¥s 4 i AL 3% 0] 0 21 4h 114 5%
TEALTF 1992 4 % 5% [ E 58 2 48 M G It 350 B M A IX 3t A7 K
BT B E 200 6% B, RSF o 145 X145, SR R 4K
2921025 A, Hop B ER N 10 249 A, BT 16 FOA
B4, 5 R 2R 10 776 A4, PU B4 ok A 18
H 562 5 1 AR R 48, T 2003 4 X 7 Ok A i 4k T T
T4y X AT IR, TR 35 103 AN B B BE L R ~F 2 610 X
340, MR RHCH 2 207 400 A, Hof s IR R 0 42 776 14,
GY°R 925, SV BURE S R MLEE AT MLAT S RO A T R E
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JNA 48 JE M Salinas A5 $E . 07 204 S GHRE W B, R
B 512X 217, BARRECH 111 104 A, HhHEFBEEREN
56 975 4~ AR TIMAE J 54 129 .4k 16 2K,

AN TP AT PU Sdls 45 h BEHLIE B 10 %6 IR R AE N
YIR4E , 4y 90 % R FAE IR 4E . MECHE 45 b Rl AL 6
B 20 0 IR R AE RN, HAY 800 AR RAE A4 .
2.2 XGHRE

T SR TR O VR M RE AR SCHE 3 B 4 b kAT
TR, A LK S 7R & Nvidia GeForce RTX
2080 Ti 12GB GPU W335 T #:47 . ffi ] Python 3. 7. 16
PyTorch 1. 6 YENSmIFEIRBE . 76 I Zi B B, K 41t &b B K/
BN 16, R AN 100, W) 1G24 2] 4 0. 001, FfH H
Adam A RS 172 3 R R B a1 L 7%
I R R AE U B AR PR AR SR L EVARORS JE (overall
accuracy, OA) 3K F (average accuracy, AA) Hl kappa
FH (Kappa) 3 WUH UL (Y & & 98 b5 ok i &2 70 5 PE g, H
L, 0A RRIEM BB ER S SRR ILH., AA
FORITAR A0 Y8 BE . Kappa 7 ¥ M 4 43 28 45 R
55 HH N b T L SE{E (ground truth, GT) 22 [a] — B 7K S 1
S AR ZE AR T SERHEAT T 10 YRk ST AR B, IR K
BT N T8 bR 1S4 1E .

2.3 XLEXWHH

Sy T 5 E BT B AT 1 43 2 M e R 12 AL RE T AR SCHE
IP.PU 1 SV = e $dii 5 B 5 — R 5 MR 1 Jr vk iF
77 X W 528, 43 4% ResNet!" | SSRNY2 | HybridSN'™ |
A2S2K-ResNet” [ESSRAN™" MSRAN™" SSATN"™ FI
S2EFT™, X467y de IP.PU Fil SV £ 4 b ayso i &%
RUNFR 1~3 Piom, s R R ENE 4~6 i,

DIP %4k

M 1R, ARCE BT ERAR T BRI 24
fiE, i OALAA il Kappa 4335 %] T 98.10%.98. 02%
1 98.56% ., A kLT ResNet, SSRN, HybridSN, A2S2K-
ResNet ,ESSRAN,MSRAN,SSATN Fl S2EFT, ff $i¢ )7 ¥
TEOAH EAr R E T 19.74%.8.25%.7. 76 % ,1. 93 % .
1.96%.0. 86 % 0. 44 Y% F1 0. 16 %, M Ah . 3% T7 v % iF 47 2
S 3 2 0 HEB S = T 94 %6, 2 W AR R S A B A 4 1k
B TR RS TR, B 4 B TR kA P B
B4 2800 . NIRRT DL, oAt 5 vk 76 A 38 B A X
TGS TR 1 - b T 25 ) I 38 IS L T A SC T B O
VAR A X R TS A R L B T
W R BT TR

2)PU $insk

W 2 froR , 5 H A5 WA e, 7R SCHE R O ik e R
BN RS T I 2R . IR T A FE OALAA
M Kappa F4F 31553 T 99. 81%.99. 70% F1 99. 75% , 7E
XL AR b, OA fH 4 ] lb ResNet, SSRN. HybridSN,
A282K-ResNet,ESSRAN . MSRAN,SSATN #il S2EFT &
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F1 IPHEBEENSEER

Table 1 Classification results of IP dataset %

2551 ResNet SSRN  HybridSN  A2S2K-ResNet  ESSRAN  MSRAN SSATN S2EFT A H%
1 82.78  86.96 88. 69 94. 22 95.51 92.17 95. 89 97.18 99.23
2 75.54  89.65 88. 06 96. 58 96. 87 93. 96 96. 54 97. 68 98. 83
3 68.26  84.12 87.98 94. 01 94.58 98.91 97. 56 98.72 98. 36
4 72.85  82.08 91. 36 92.51 96. 59 96. 48 98. 16 99. 06 99. 49
5 84.16  82.83 91.28 92. 60 92.48 98.79 97. 80 96. 78 94. 65
6 68.96  83.79 85.76 94. 57 97. 60 96. 98 95. 37 96. 89 96. 01
7 75.55  86.54 81.94 95. 65 94. 59 95. 68 98.13 99. 56 99. 59
8 81.29  88.17 91. 56 94. 62 92.59 97.63 97. 95 98. 59 98.97
9 60.39  80.25 86. 45 92.47 90. 39 89. 69 96. 97 97. 10 97. 35
10 78.42  90.28 91. 46 95. 38 94. 56 92.56 93.59 94.52 95. 69
11 68.66  91.69 92.58 94.18 96. 87 98.07 98.19 97. 64 98.27
12 78.25  87.58 89. 35 95. 40 95.15 98. 26 98. 23 98.91 96. 85
13 80.47  89.38 90. 75 93.45 97. 89 96. 39 98.17 99. 41 99. 53
14 79.38  91.71 90. 56 96. 96 97. 38 97. 25 96. 59 98.18 98. 82
15 73.36  85.14 91.19 93.47 97.15 96. 91 97.87 96. 19 97.96
16 78.17  87.35 86. 94 93.01 95.18 98.28 97. 95 96. 37 98. 69
OA 78.36  89.85 90. 34 96. 17 96. 14 97. 24 97. 66 97. 94 98. 10
AA 75.41  86.72 89.12 94. 32 95. 34 96.13 97.19 97.67 98. 02
Kappa 77.39  89.63 91. 34 96. 15 96. 78 96. 25 97.82 98. 40 98. 56
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Table 2 Classification results of PU dataset %

2551 ResNet  SSRN  HybridSN  A2S2K-ResNet  ESSRAN  MSRAN SSATN S2EFT Ak
1 85. 37 92. 89 94. 94 95. 89 97. 66 92.11 97.95 99. 14 99.79
2 86.01  91.45 93. 45 96. 22 96. 45 99.19 95.77 98. 79 99. 96
3 75.39  82.35 88. 65 96. 91 97.75 98.57 98. 87 99.13 99. 47
4 86.95  88.96 91.23 95. 89 96. 45 97. 35 98. 27 98.78 99. 59
5 86.24  90.29 95. 45 94.73 98.23 98. 41 98. 09 98. 81 100. 00
6 90.68  92.56 96. 14 96.78 97.52 97.79 98. 54 98. 29 100. 00
7 86. 45 85. 69 91. 45 97. 46 91. 40 96. 92 98. 67 99. 22 99. 81
8 84.65  90.78 92.87 94. 85 97. 35 97.49 98. 85 99. 34 99.23
9 87.66  91.02 93. 65 96. 51 93.25 96. 23 97.92 99. 11 99. 47
OA 88.54  91.37 94. 34 96. 82 97.19 98. 05 98. 99 99. 28 99. 81
AA 85.49  89.55 93.09 96. 14 96. 23 97.12 98. 10 98. 96 99.70
Kappa 89.05 92.21 95.13 97.05 97. 26 98. 30 99.11 99. 15 99.75

HO11.27%. 8.44% ., 5.47% . 2.99% . 2.62% . 1.76% . Bricks” (55 8 28) , HifE#f R AL b e & fHAIK 0. 1196, AHELZ
0.82%F10.53% , MAb, Brid By kT A K5 E 8 T Al 5wk WY 43 25 R BB AH XT3 22, 40 ESSRAN fE
A R, Hoh 2 AR BI A HERR KRB E “Bitumen” 5 7 JO P AEER N IA BI040 28451% . AT
100% ERH TiZr kA St ek, W5 BaART PU & AU T BN REA ISR S GT EFHEE.

AR LA ROTER AR, BT LUE L A SO R 3)SV HiEdE

J5 45 2 10 43 2 B ST e, b T AR IR A AR R AL W% 3 iR, SV BRE E R R # a8 TR
TEA B2 ) P A7 AR A R A IR 40 2K, ) 40 “ Self-Blocking  FUNZAFRE X R T SV BUHE S 7 RE A A7 L 23 1A ] R
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Table 3 Classification results of SV dataset %

2551 ResNet SSRN  HybridSN  A2S2K-ResNet  ESSRAN  MSRAN SSATN S2EFT A H%
1 71.37  96.73 90. 69 98.59 95.75 98.79 92. 65 99. 84 100. 00
2 96.74  97.17 97.67 97.54 99. 31 98.67 99. 46 99. 89 100. 00
3 68.77  97.09 98. 56 94. 15 88. 48 97.07 99.91 98. 92 100. 00
4 87.84  94.29 93. 31 95. 94 98.18 96. 16 99. 74 99.78 100. 00
5 88.92  96.35 96. 77 97.01 98. 69 95.22 98. 40 99. 81 99. 95
6 93.05  95.25 95. 68 94.75 97.56 98. 87 98. 27 97. 85 100. 00
7 87.31  97.52 98. 24 97. 84 95. 47 99.17 99. 22 99. 86 99.76
8 86. 71 82.11 97.22 92.59 95. 96 99. 10 98.18 98.53 100. 00
9 96.53  93.17 95.01 92.18 98.78 100. 00 98. 23 100. 00 100. 00
10 81.19  94.27 96. 38 97. 45 97.23 99. 31 99. 05 98.93 99. 96
11 88.07  96.61 97.79 98. 56 98. 44 98. 38 98. 81 99. 32 100. 00
12 90.59  93.53 95. 64 97. 89 98. 39 97.51 98.99 98. 76 98. 85
13 89.25  95.83 97.55 97. 14 99. 28 98. 27 99. 14 99. 16 100. 00
14 94.99  93.26 94. 18 96.63 98.91 98.42 99. 35 99.11 100. 00
15 95.17  94.49 83. 31 98.47 98. 40 95.49 98. 26 98. 45 100. 00
16 96.79  97.74 94. 86 93.98 92. 65 100. 00 100. 00 99.58 100. 00
OA 90.62  94.78 95. 68 96. 98 97. 86 98. 97 99. 43 99. 67 99. 94
AA 88.33  94.71 95.18 96. 29 96. 97 98.15 98. 60 99. 24 99.91
Kappa 91.33 94.92 95. 34 97.12 97.76 99.01 99. 36 99. 56 99.93

(a) Ground Truth

(b) ResNet (d) HybridSN

() ESSRAN (2) MSRAN (h) SSATN g) Proposed
Com- Com- Grass- Grass- Hay-
B e ottt M Com ! pzsmre- trees — windrowed
Soybean- Soybean- Soybean Buildings-Grass- Stone-Stecl-
o I macn TR " I wheot [ Woods B 1rces prives Towers

4 TP il iy o3 2K 1A

Fig. 4 Classification maps of IP dataset

PEFNECYE R 407 AR T IP A1 PU s 4 B4 0 R AE 3.
8RNI N G o T Ol 2 = BT Tl W0 T = O 2
OA.AA 1l Kappa 435 R 99.94%,99. 91% F1 99.93% .
X3 AR T, OA 8 43 5 e ResNet, SSRN. HybridSN,
A2S82K-ResNet ,.ESSRAN . MSRAN,SSATN #1 S2EFT &
H9.32%. 5.16% . 4.26%. 2.96%. 2.08%. 0.97% .
0.51%F10.27% ., MFRATLLE L, Br 42 7 B AE 76 T 28 31
HOA 14 BRI 0 2ORs B S e . HL R 12 AN
HERRRIKH T 100%, F8 43 U B T4% 7 36 19 4 S i ik .
AR, “Grapes_untrained” (38 8 28) fil“ Vinyard_untrained”
(55 15 20 J2& 4 5 AR L1 Y b 18T 9 1, 22 8007 T e X i 26 1
B 53 ZE RO AN {EL i i 7 72 7 3K R 2 ) 43 M A R A A
BT 100% . X F, BT 32 W 45 45 1 68 05 A 20 b 42 B 5
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(j) Proposed
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Fig.5 Classification maps of PU dataset

Bitumen
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(a) Ground Truth (b) ResNet (c) SSRN (d) HybridSN (e) A2S2K-ResNet

(f) ESSRAN (g) MSRAN (h) SSATN ' (i) S2EFT (j) Proposed
T 2 I rae (0 T T, I e
coey [ O T ey I o
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Bl 6 SV REE R 2 E

Fig. 6 Classification maps of SV dataset

T HoAh T R AE AN R B S L R R A AR R E 2
A BE T AR S 55 25 . A ST B ABE A A 4y 28 R NI AL RE
J1 B R R R R LU A LU B e TR N
LI TS ERO AT  B A B aE B M. Bk
M5 5% 22 25 4 3 3 4 R LR R AF 5 56 B e AE AR 25 & A 3E
TR AT DR RN, AU IR T RRAE R IR AR ) B AL
R T I 2% 19 I 25 42 2% BE R o L& KURS . ) IF . MTF-
ResNet Ml S"MRFA-ResNet Bk 50 R 157 . i 9 45 E 45

T 2 U A RN ) T A b g 0 TR R S OGS R A R
fIE  $5c 28 5L A0 S 1T X 43 1) 4 o0 2845 8L 5 DT 2 T 45
BITEZ AR &R Bz fbig 1. H ik, SSMRFA-ResNet
¥ DSDS*FEM ¥ 5 1 25 [A] -G 35 R AiF 22 1] (1 AH OGP L Ry
S*MRFA #5852 B e o't 1% 145 v 2 1 25 [l Ol 1% 2 4 B
RARESR AL T 30 & 5 T AR RS B . X B £ 4
SRAEAE 1 F) PSR 8 T BSR4 43 2R K5 B L iR 1 o T HoAe
ANFE S M T BaE g M, i — 2B 4R T T R B AR A N
R 0 d 4 - 193z fh B
2.4 MERESHT

R T PR AR SC T PR AR Y [ A 2% B N AR AT AT T
16 1P PU A SV 4 4 B AR J5 35 1 0 2 003X s ) 0 2
BoE, K 4 iR, £ 4 ER,BASHESBREETR
P e R FE ST WA R R BN BB IR 4y
P BT RN R Z S wmis i, Wik, R
ASCRTRAE R 1) 2 802 I T SSRN M1 HybridSN, {H H A
(I FEET S TR, 76 3 MR I ESSRAN Jii i 1
A AR, 31X 2 2252 i F H A A T K 55 W32 12 ™ 2% (long
short-term memory network, LSTM) #5445, M ILZF . Ffr
PRI YN S A (B R S R R BLE b,
aob 384 Jon o 4% (7% i BE AR B, 3T 51 A S MRFA-ResNet, 3 3
FRF ) 9 4G A T 398 0 {130 0 g ot 45 A 08 T 4 T 2 BT
S HAE Y 23 8] RO R B A RRAE . 5 A T A AR TR
By ERY RN R AE 3 N EOE4E ERBL T Stk
Mt gy tEae . K, 456 % B R0R  EA M Fz 1L Ag
15 A [ B[R] T AR S T AR Y

R4 TEAEEREST

Table 4 Performance analysis of different methods

BiEgE BE/s ResNet SSRN  HybridSN  A2S2K-ResNet  ESSRAN MSRAN  SSATN  S2EFT A
Ip YLk 188.25 402.58 213.59 452.78 570.34  537.22  325.97  495.34  479.24
MEX 1543 19.52 11.21 20. 37 40. 61 33. 69 15. 26 24.75 21. 72
Ik 262.92 392.37 246. 62 582. 36 746.45  710.66  465.32  615.53  599.70
Py ik 21.24  28.07 23. 89 48. 66 78. 28 58. 70 30. 91 56. 08 50. 24
v % 418.68 628.14 309. 91 694. 29 924.06  856.19  588.01  804.08  785.48
Wik 39.03  54.75 35. 38 68.07 102. 57 79. 32 41.57 75.62 71. 45
ZH(X10")  154.45 365.34 453.70 37.08 294.41  307.22  125.63  433.18  327.15

2.5 HRhIR

T ¥ WE MTF-ResNet #il S"MRFA-ResNet [ 4 5L
PEARSCHE 3 MBI LT T RPN, g5 Rk 5
R MNP AR HMEF H, Bt MTF-ResNet fil S"MRFA-
ResNet B (58 80 76 i 45 i 48 8RBT I 22, M 45 &
XA B R E B T e B 20 8301 . ML FRi
JEHTE 3 ABIEE LN OAE SRS T 12. 4%,
10. 36 % M1 8. 67 % . M AT LA i W , 45 A4S 21 14 30 %) 43 2 %
REF—EMTTER. LU IP BB 4 A, MTF-ResNet [#5]

AR OA 358 T 91. 67 %, T 75 it B &l fm A
S*MRFA-ResNet J5, OA {H#F— 2425 2 98.10% . It
4k, 5 MTF-ResNet # It » S MRFA-ResNet X $i ## 45 4 43
FKHERREFMRE IR E, AWM X EEEHT
S*MRFA-ResNet 44,5 ) DSDS*FEM &g % 55 /i A &% Hb 4
P N4 B T AR b A0 i 2 )RS B A R AR, X g
FRIETE S 2 AR A B T SC S T L U AR X 4 B AR AU
T ARRAE RS ] 235 8] 43 A ) b ) 28 BB R B2 4
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