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Comparative finalysis of Image Fusion Methods using KOMPSAT-2 Imagery
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Table 1. HS §R71MES 1 A4 (B3 49 me B, wE 7HEA).

IHS Type I
IHS(M.) yoeral fz%Jr—B (6=Pan—1D
I
IHS(m ), s [:RL?“"_B ((S:Ln—i-(Pa‘;S X (Pan— Pon,,))
IHS(m),_, I:;’fiGWLf_er
(R+0.80* G+0.20* B+ NIR)
THS(W) , _ s =
(w)a—O.SO,b—0.2O I 3
(R+0.75*% G+0.25* B+ NIR)
IHS(w) _ e =
(w)a—0475,b—0.25 I 3
(R+0.70* G+0.30* B+ NIR)
IHS(W)  _mop =
(w)a—0.70,b—030 I 3
HS(w) I (Ro*R+ Go* G+ B *B+NIR *NIR)
oorr - 4
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Table 2 €& GFEF 943 HS A A3 g4 W=l JAA s GIEE =4m)

ITHS Type Band 1 Band 2 Band 3 Band 4 Average
IHS(m) jeperar 0.0893 0.4204 0.8417 0.7735 0.5312
IHS(m),_ 0.7951 0.8678 0.9281 0.8749 0.8665
IHS(m),_, 0.8238 0.8897 0.9436 0.8957 0.8882
IHS(w) ,—s05-020 | 0.8107 0.8799 0.9369 0.8864 0.8784
THS(W) w75 4=025 | 0.8115 0.8804 0.9373 0.8869 0.8790
THS(w) = g70=030 | 0.8122 0.8810 0.9377 0.8875 0.8796
IHS(w) ., 0.8246 0.8903 0.9441 0.8963 0.8888

Table 3 Y& HTEF 434 I4SF71H Aal A3 49 W=E FBAS GIEE =4m)

Image fusion methods Band 1 Band 2 Band 3 Band 4 Average
BT 0.3540 0.5667 0.7177 0.8138 0.6131
GS 0.5410 0.6215 0.6576 0.8336 0.6634
HPF 0.7202 0.8343 0.9178 0.8763 0.8372
PC 0.5133 0.5833 0.5880 0.8436 0.6321
WF 0.7661 0.8643 0.9260 0.8910 0.8619
IHS(w) 0.8246 0.8903 0.9441 0.8963 0.8888
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