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Abstract

stolw 2~ EY do]E e FH A F4E 93] ME FF(Feature Extraction)o]tt W=
A& (Feature Selection)ol] thdh 77} 2 @o] o]Fojxa . ¥ A4 FJudez
Be MEs JMx= dlo)fAgE" JAS A A4 (Vegetation Index)$t #e 543 =
Aol 8317 el ¢ g M=E 23H(Band Aggregation)dt] Landsat ETM+ <3
g M= FUS G A4S HHoZ duh ol 98 NASAMA AFste W= 23
574 AEE ol &ste] WiE =S AT stFEH A AEsidon, = HEs 9
FE GFRE FE 2ot doly 1 WAES o)) S8 AA 17 7J731 2 E39%" 5
dA9 e Hyperion# ETM+ A& Abgste] duglFdl 48391, ARE G4 1
SHA TG NDVI 948 o]43lo] vln FA483ch
1. M&E volth, &4 7iHele BAd Hast

ARE 7}7& e F&& HAHOR &+

ol A ed” 9 7 e AL (Hyperspectral M= FZ(Band Extraction H¥ Feature
Remote Sensing)i= Wil F2 d&4d W= Extractlon) I el & g e
2 ol2ol dolHe HE 9 2an #aA A3 ste] fash Ww=Es A 9%
g Forg #3h (Freek and Steven, 2001), WE A¥(Band Selection) W F& =
A5" 94 YolEE =g EIHAE 2= 91tk (Anil, 2003).
(High Spectral Resolution)$} 44 7+ #-& EoAeA s AR T 2 S5
ARBAE AT 7 BASo] sx= m HHA HE] fls 2 e e
BuAL BEANES o]8d 4TI A HA g Z%(Band Aggregation)dte] 1 A#E
S Y & e Ao Qe Wy me G I AW AAE FTI ot nBke
AT oA R WAHE JodHRi B o, G 1 #ANE =EE Asth #Uh
Azrolv ol glo] Al Eeely  HeF ETM- 943 7 A 542
AR 2% EAgdoz mgsict oel o WEHE FHUY WEE FEF3 NDVI
He BE7) 913 AF7l ol o]Folx & JRE FE8 Bt
a Ao, 2} 2 2 (Demensionality

Reduction) 719 & &3
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2. Hjg o|E

2.1 AlMZX|$(Vegetation Index)
ARAFE A8 ARy S48
BiE tus ARES 9484 ARy

o
-
-
:
F

A F4EAG S #H"E X2 ALE
¥+ (Jensen, 2005). SR(Simple Ratio),
PVI(Perpendicular - Vegetation  Index),
SAVI(Soil Adjusted Vegetation Index) %
AR F 204 F o] ARAFIL A
S5z e, o F AfHAAAs
(NDVI, Normalized Difference Vegetation
Index) 7H4¢ 2 <z 4424+ F
olt}. ATol= MODISY 3dlo)lHAHEZ
HolE & o] &3 MiAd AAXFE M
=1 Qth (Hyete et al, 1994). 2] 1 Lut
ZQl NDVI #AIAolH, & 2& o] 29
'Y oA HE7ME3 NDVI AES e

Wi et
_ NIR—red
NDVI= NIR + red (1)
ND'VJ"—""”""OHYI)a,nd — R(86()1Lm) — red(ﬁe(,nm) )

R(86()n,m) + Ted(ﬁﬁ()nm)

2.2 B2ZHEM(Spectral Characterization)
2.2.1 Full Width Half Maximum
4ol ARE 7]1&E38tE 74 7] (Detector)

t o7 sty ME gE X 5Ee AU
W, dhtel AZGNME 2 sl whe

A w8 BF 2o dekygoez Wl
T 5 AWE u FWHM#AS 819 %A
=, Z

FWHMS  Hd WA=
3

AN Hgke B@oh ofd 19 18
4FEE SHAH FWHME EAIF Aol

o REZAL o] g3l FWHMS 2439
HANe 2% F dod, 1 4L e
3 g,

ag= _FWHM __ 3)
2+« /2 +1[n2

R Full Wdth - Half Maximum
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K] v . ; / \\
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Reflectance Response
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a9 2. ETM+ AlA e % 54

Reflsctance Response (Hyperion)
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Reftectance Response
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19 3. Hyperion A4 9 3 54

2.3 We =g 98t WE JIEA A
& % e O FE

Landsat ETM+ 94 wi=<} Fdst W=
Z& 7 94 A4s] S

A AlgstE ETM+ diolge W= 23
EA A8 E o]£3l9 Hyperion M= =9
S 9% 7HEA AN A& AT T
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3. HiojE] M

3.1 & X

EO-1 914& Landsat-7 9149 18 o
el ftAes Fd Axg Ea slow,
g8 A = Hyperiong Pushbroom #
FUHAIE

N2HE 24387 g3 B ATdaAs
Flat Field 7I'H-& 2 &3ttt Flat Field
dauEEFS dude FHI dAgEe 7hA
A ~¥EY HRE o3ty AJA
Aarst A7l 71E el (Goetz, 1985).
"}“—’?Xloﬁﬂol‘% e Ego] @A &A%
T AMESE] golgt VHoew B ATE
H Wobak A Fo 9 xg A e
BHE o]g3te] ti7|BRAHE AHA
Hyperion 9474S& 7|22 05 3}

tlo rir

3

o g fo oh'.
ol

e
ok,

A olye AZxEz JEEA F 300
Pixels x 250 Pixels® = A Z= 3ok 2
g 4% AR 99 Hyperion HloEE

# gAdstel UErd Aolw, ETM+ dlol g
T FdAYolng kgt

2% 4. AR Y Subset
(Hyperion, R: 40, G: 30, B: 20)

32 WS =8 ¥ |5 I 2
4 4% ol g3l

%Z% Hyperion 94+
o 7+ Wiz ¥ JlFEAE ® 1% 2o
ETM+ tiolee] @A w=e HAgA
(Panchromatic) ME=E ALg 6719 W=
of tialjA e FHFELE VM= EE U=
o] 7tEAE Axtstsleorn, el NDVI

ANHE 9% 393 4 =o ThEAT #
A 893 Tt

Band 3 Band 4
Band| WL | WGT |Band| WL | WGT
No. | (nm)| (nm) No. | (nm) | (nm)

27 16202 0.022 39 | 742.3 | 0.020
28 16303 | 4.758 40 | 7524 | 0.211
29 16405, 9.658 41 17626 | 1.204
30 16507 10.02 42 1 7728 | 6.191
31 [66091 9956 43 | 783.0 | 9.780
32 |671.0] 10.28 44 1 793.1 | 10.22
33 |681.2] 10.00 45 | 803.3 { 10.31
34 16914 | 6.037 46 | 8135 | 10.11
35 |7016] 0.174 47 | 823.7 | 10.93
48 | 833.8 | 10.88
49 | 844.0 | 10.47
50 | 8542 | 11.04
51 | 8644 | 11.20
b2 | 8745 | 11.21
53 {8847 | 9.871
54 | 8949 | 9.682
55 19051 | 0.489
A 60.91 133.8
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¥ 2 W=7 A¥AIETM & Hypaion %)

iR =47 AR A

1 0.97684 0.97688

2 0.9772 0.97872

3 0.97131 0.97537

4 0.94799 0.94198

5 0.92302 0.96717

7 0.92255 0.96101
7}E2 A4 T3 29 Hyperion 4
deol g Hristr] ¢l ETM+ o]
BHeol W=zt A#ASFE Al ed, A
Adez =/ Yeds ¢ 5 U #& 2
= o= 2oz AXME 6719 wWze}
ETM+ dlolg o] W=zt FdASFE ALS

4 50 sl ETM+ WESH fA1% #&

g Fr7HHe® FE391, Hyperion

M=ol wlws] Btk £ 394 & 5 4

%, A 24 AL&¥E 373(660m & 860nm)
1

oo

I e 43 vEye & & Ak 3t
A9 o At At 98 el =29
34 Auolmz 1 AgAe dEiye F
o e d77 288 Aoz Hadrt
3 F2dY 82 9= 943
ETM+ FEWE Hyperion
CLAR- -2 97 Heds
1 478.74 13
2 560.55 21
3 661.75 31
4 835.54 48
5 1650.8 150
7 2206.9 205
3.3 NDVI %4 MM
ETM+ Holels} £FE54 AFE o] &3
of Z% % Hyperion Hlol®, &9 F+39
=g FA3% Hyperion HeolHE ZtZ &4
Ao} AFA 2 FEete] HEg 6719 A
o thal NDVIE 33t 2d 5&
NDVIZF Agd 2zt Az GAoltt. @A
AFE =2 NDVIE UelY, o]F&52
we zkrg 7hAY. dleolg el NDVI 34 2

3 gge NZHez TRY F 9ewE
WL Hol: AL ¢ & Art

%% 3% Hyperion Hl°]H

Wi, ZE dolH
o tiall AFA ddo] ¥ NDVI Haak
& Hold, o EAV EFE =AAEG
Arg o] EEAAI LSS ¢ F Utk
¥ 3& 7t NDVI Z#ge] Hdf, H&, 9
T, RTEAAE YERE Eolth

¥ 4. NDVI 2%

Min | Max | Mean| Std
2+g] |-0.063]0.412 1 0.081 [ 0.021
ETM+
%A 1-0.063/0.412|0.057 | 0.028
Hyperion | 2+% |-0.085| 0.444 | 0.077 | 0.023
(W | =4 |-0.089]0.444 | 0.050 | 0.030
Hyperion | AH8 [-0.096|0.453 | 0.077 | 0.023
(F2) | =41[-0.097|0.453|0.051|0.033
3.4 dz

WE 4L AIF LE BEolA AP el
ABAZI EA hehgoml, NDVI 943
Al E HPA} BAANG B A4
BAE APe &+ A} ol =4A
b Addos B ARz F4H o
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o} z} s}x9] Hy|gk Wyt By gEow
dokEn, w3 oee] M=s zgsty
A/d¢ Hyperion <7do] fram= w}xo
EAlstes M=gs FE39 A NDVI
Ao e WM=zE B A4

Hyperion dl°]E7} ETM+ NDVI <Ak
2 ABdAE HREs 98 F
NDVIE 2 &3l =%
7102 %#%9 Hyperion

_1

i

(a) ‘:"‘X] 5 b) "Fax] 76’—°r
2% 6. NDVI Plot(ETM+&Hyperion %)
¥ 5 NDVI 23} 32470 Aas
Hl = T4 A =R
ETM+ vs. =
Hyoerion &gt | 096345 | 097170
HETM* VS| 095891 | 096101
yperion T

AR AT EA, deleit #AEs ¥
ol¥ 7] 9s) NDVI A3}Z o]&ste] 13+
AP AAE Artel 2o =
3 A3 ha L]
12 &35 NDVI 94

[¢]
AT F e 4

=

tlolge] disl FLg 71He Hgsie Al
A7 #A(Inter-Sensor Relationship) &
Fols AT E2E F o7 g Aoz
Bl A 63 72 47 NDVI 235 7]
Fo3 %%% Hyperion 443 ETM+ H
ol ¥ e}o] M 3|72 o]t

ETM' = 0.8604 X Hyperion +0.0155 (6)
ETM" = 0.8512 X Hyperion +0.0142 (7)

4. A4

ri

B AFoAE NDVISE 22 5%
Ao A-83t7] 93 NASACNA A&k
ETM+ Holge W=l E3FE5EY A8
E3] Hyperion M= Z&<& 93 7}FA =
Asretel ETM+ dlolel9} e g3
Wlc2 %% (Band Aggregation)st$ o,
ETM+ Ay 7% §Ae EA S Vel
%235} NDVIE A
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