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Table 1. Characteristics about image used for
experiments

Acquisition 2007/02/23/ | 2002/02/07/
Date 01:49 02:34
Acquisition .
Damyang Daejeon
Area

15000 X 15500 | 11004 X 11004
GSD X(m) 1.086 0.90
GSD Y(m) 1.039 0.96

Size of image

Figure 1. The procedure of virtual image

generation
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Flgure 2. Satelllte 1mages used for experiment
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Figure 3. Virtual images by MIF
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Figure 4. Virtual images by GSD
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Table 2. Characteristics of Virtual image adjusted by SNR
: S —

GSD X
) 1.086 1.206 1.277 1.358 1.448 1.551 1.670 1.810
m
GSD ¥ 1.039 1.154 1.222 1.295 1.385 1.484 1.598 1.732
KOMPSAT-2 (m) ' ' ) ' ' ) ' '
Sive of 15000 13500 12750 12000 11250 10500 9750 9000
?Ze © x X X X X X X X
1mage
15500 13950 13175 12400 11625 10850 10075 9300
GSD X
w 0.900 1.000 1.058 1.125 1.200 1.286 1.385 1.500
m
GSD ¥ 0.960 1.067 1.129 1.200 1.280 1.371 1.477 1.600
IKONOS {(m) ' ' ' ' ' ' ' )
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?Ze © X < X X P X X X
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NIIRS(National Image Interpretability
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49 4.1488 4.2895
3 4.1479 4.3084
6 4.1479 4.2748
9 4.0986 4.2867
12 4.0706 4.2516
15 4.0174 4.2308
18 4.0388 4.1982
21 3.9990 4.1852
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