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Gaussian process and its applications in hyperspectral image classification

YAO Futian'?, QIAN Yuntao'-
(1. College of Computer Science, Zhejiang University, Hangzhou 310027, China; 2. Institute of Artificial Intelligence, Zhejiang Uni-
versity, Hangzhou 310027, China)

Abstract ; Hyperspectral image classification is one of the hotspots in the field of remote sensing applications. The
classification performance is affected by the inherit characteristics of hyperspectral imaging. Gaussian process ( GP)
is a recently developed machine learning method which enables explicitly probabilistic modeling and makes results
easily interpretable. Furthermore, hyper-parameters of GP can be learned from training data, which overcomes the
difficulties of fixing model parameters in most classifiers. This paper introduced the basic concept of GP and some
GP-based classification methods. After analyzing the characteristics of hyperspectral imaging and the existing classi-
fication methods for hyperspectral images, GP based classification for hyperspectral images was discussed, and
some new GP-based classification methods such as GP with spatial constraints and semisupervised GP methods were
proposed. Finally, several future research trends of GP and hyperspectral image classification were given.

Keywords ; Gaussian process; hyperspectral imaging; machine learning; image classification

B3 #2 ( Gaussian process, GP) ZifJLERE
ERE—FpPlEE TR, 2 BHETE R L8 % S
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WML P(clx) RGWARE x 1 ELF . £5
SrRIFIER, 43T B — A A R E TR, &
T YNFEAERIG T B KB R, A TIH E 7326
B, X Frdgds , HERHRR REGE £,
o REMARE BT CP ARKARMAE R
FIR R L, TR E X K3 [N L Bayes 5%
By, BB AT Y R AR s B s R R K2
S8 BN Z 2 GP SER H i 2 dsk (B &
¥ MBS, X B %4 JE S 3 Bayes 1
B, WTfk T 2 105 R 2.

Bt 1% & B B 18 ( hyperspectral remote sens-
ing) "R SEIESIFERLE 10 ~20 nm YL BIK, T
FRIVE MY BREGERE R, BARBREARE .
e Lt 3 A S M A (AL AE D A7 XELLIRAGHE
AACER A BRER S LRBRBEGE RS
RO — , PO R B B R E R B B4
KBTI R SR N TP TR B e
AT HE R AR A A AR R A BB T RO RS
AR ER YRR R —.

AILEHEXNE GCP WEAHEBAHEERE ARG
ST T R B R R L R L HT R K
B RUCEAE FES RIS, BEATHEAT
FOLIBEB KN GP Bk R AR E#H; BE %5
T 45 T RBRY— e SRR 5 [ AR,

1 GP A #

GP J27E Bayes HEZR AP BRI (%) HEATHERE, L
it BRER e ) 76 R B80S TR AR 2R 40 A 89 VT BB K4
Jole. 78 GP REY (R HFHSTR A HAS GP:

f~p(f1 X) = foo(m(x) k(x,5")).
A fop BIE B m () TP T2 BB b (x,5") 52
W E, B m(x) =E[f(x)], k(x,a") =
cov[ A=) f(x") 1. T ., XbF s AR o Jfr S b7 B9 B
BEMESTHERTR, WERERAZ TR
A, FLIGE AN 7 22 7 LA B4 i 2 BB 4L m () AT
77 22 B k(") e AR HR.

GP ¥ SE RME7E MBI e A LA AT, B AR (R
RS () BT REIE R M SB % p () FREPLR AT
LAY, RIEUNGREAE D, AR f 19 5ok 7T LA SE B A

Ja%53H p(f1D).
1.1 EH#rd1 E A ( Gaussian process regression,
GPR)
(B 05 ) R T R S0 - 45 E N R % D = { (=,

y:),i =12 n} FFFHFEA =" I HEEH » "
ZE WA EARME F I T BETEN oL B
B BNy =f(x) +&,HF £ ~N(0,0%),

Wt p(y1f) =N(yIf,07).

GP RIEZITR Mo fite) B IR 24~ FEHL 2
BHIER. RREEE RN GP ek, MEHERE &
EEAERKHTRIBBRAEK S ZTEH 5, B
HECH K,

p(f) = N(0,K).
BHArRRAG p(y) BRGS0, TR TR

p(» = [p(y1 HP(NYf = N(x10,0),

KU 25 C FRTERNT

Clx,,x,) =k(x,,x,) +025,. (1)
By  FERE A p(y" lyn) XB yy T
NABHEE (y1,9,, "'a?’N)Ta FH yy, TR (31,
Y2,y ") IRYE GPBIR, BB A

POwit) = N(¥uar 1 0,Cyy).

AH:
=[50 7) 2)
K C
AH:Cy & N xN W 2580, HoxE B (1) 1
1358 KA NADITE k(x, 2y, ) HBLHP =1,

“ N;C HTCE ¢ =k(sy.(,5n,,) +00

WiEREF R, p(y" lyy) BRFE WA,
HIEM AT EZ AN

m(Xy,) = KTC;/l.VNa
o’ (xy,) = ¢ -K'Cy'K.

R Bayes YRFID, 1 2K B /MUE S TRI 2 17
B E, X BRI A6 p (y ™ lyy) H & A, B0

FAEIMERIER v B FANIE.
1.2 SEHrid1E 4 % ( Gaussian process classification,

GPC)
X F KR, T4, %%ﬁ%{ﬁ BT

1t Logistic l¥{ o (f) = 1 +exp( =5 ——— k¥ Probit &

B () =/L.N(%10,1) dx HRBRBE p (v 1f),
¥ GPR (45 REFH MR, X B ER v IRM
MER S
p(y1 ) =o(N’A -a(H)'”.
B f(w) foy) oo o f(ay) of (27 ) IRAETT B fypro X
T fre1,GP HIIER Ry
P(fzv+1) = N(fzv+1 | O’CN+1)'

K :Cy. B XK (2) P—FL

M Ay, R AR p(y" =11y) 4>
Ei TS i ) = W

ply” =1ly) =

G =11/ @ g B
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B FR(3) P EkEd 2 A0 B R 2
R B IRARIE K, SRS g e , B HE B 7T A
FH Laplace 3™ A5 4331 McMC™ [ EP™™ fi 3L
A ALk 1 SR A
1.3 GPHyiZEH

DGR F ISR, U 2 RYCE E RV R
O BRBEE BB 0, KRN k(x,550). —
e, B IHEE L m(x) =0, M EBH RELH
W EBS YR T LLK GP HE T k.

GP BET B RN 7 5. B REUE GP W
RHRBEER, E N T ¥ BB B &
BB BB BB AT DEEETR, EETEN
k(2,, ,%,) MY Gram 4ERE K AR IE RE4ERE .
GP % (7] LUR 27 R0 X, WS B R &
W 484 R T A RS, ] DO 2 MR
AN TR BB BRI T R R
1.4 GPBS# %

FESHORMR IR BAER B TR HERAIUR SR
B p(y0) BB KM GP BSE 0. B Rk
B SREBE AT ER RBORK H 0 B Sl &
SR AR T A SE S 25 T AL A ks SR A B T
BBk 52 K. GP Byt Bl AR R EE
XA

Inp(y | 8) =- %111 IC, |- %yTC;,ly _ gln(}ﬂ).
B STEUR BT TS 0 SREEE , 158

9. S Bl
aeilnp(y| 0) =-5tr(Cy ao,.) +

110t Cuga

2y Cy aoiclvy- (4)

XA LIRE IR AR D KA8(4) PRI KE
4% BB L HAE S 4 6.
1.5 HARE GP

BT, A — L2 E 5 TH AWK GP #1T T —
BSOS, B H, 2930 ) B B R b B AR A
( discriminative Gaussian processes latent variable
model, D-GPLVM) 7 {R4ESEERIE L.

R. Urtasun™' 4 i R EHR AL R4 R, D-
GPLVM ] LAZEYN GrA AR 2 T 848 4e B0R w9 1%
LT 2k, R BB 532K 8. D-GPLVM J7 ik
B R R AR B AR A (GPLVM) ¥ ke =
V6] et S = SR 3, s T LA SE A A e O ok
> GP Sy2Kas iyt I 255 , AT 35 B 4R ' 7 K kG
B EY. AR el v v AR SCAU 4 b
( generalized discriminative analysis, GDA )™ 37
LU R B 2 /R B 5387 (local Fisher discriminative

analysis, Local FDA) /! 2% 2 3134 5l ® %K. Grochow
X227 ] P EAREAR IS REEEER
(scaled GPLVM) , R4 25 0] b 25 AR RHITY
X T AR HATIEE , A TX AR SIEHETT
.

FAL, FTLGE AR GP o i #04% B i 2 3Ok 3K
BREHELE b GP HERIRE. L. Csato 7E3CHER[28 ]
RIBFIHAR GP R\ E LG BILLIRF. X
FEESENSENE S GP W LIREIT AR
FATEERNEER, ZiE U FEET R/MMUR
16 GP M 43R GP Z A iy KL BEE, T 43R GP 1Y
LRI R, BENINGHEAT HERIOBNTEA
RPN GP, ZARF B Bl
1.6 ETFHUEEFIMGCP

GP W 52 2= %S, X R I LA
BURINTE GP b B —FpAe Sk i - I 3R,

2 WEE S W] LA e AR i e A N B &
ToARiCkEAR, AT 48 1= 0SSR TR B 2R e
FEEET LB, 3 T15 2 B0, TThric
ARG H T LIRS BB B 454, i g IR 2k
SRARZE LAY, X 20 AR T LAY Bh AT HE L. fildn, A
TIEHEE N REP YR SR SCETE— 1 RIE
HhORE I RS A ) 26 ) TR B B A DG 1, X 2
2 W S T R R B RIE R

Bk, B — e 4R 2 BT R & BT ID
YIGRHEARR B GP Bk, SCAR[29 ] PRI BT
I SE AR B RS A2 (transductive GP) , H;
BOAE R AR H R E XA AR D AR TChr oA
HWAERIIGES b, BERFEFI S REERY E
R FN ML A .

SCHER[30] o 42 iy 2 B i Bl A2 5 i, B
ToFrICHE 4 2 )R P AR T T 2 e B R
AR, B TAEANER B GP AL BT R
SRHIREAR Z SR B TR BB ) . (E AL T hn e
T b B R M e B A B SO B AR = ) |
W4 % & /R 1A %5 =2 8] ( reproducing kernel Hilbert
spaces, RKHS). 1t 1% RKHS % iR 45, b ) I
B 5 R T LA R R T2 N L

Zhu 7ESCHER[29 ] Hhds = #T BEHL 3 ( Gaussian
random field, GRF) 12§ W58 7 > v i) i BB & /)
AL RBHEZR W LR SR U 5 2 4E IR E & Laplace
B GP, MR UEE 2= M A EHE I T GRF 5 GP 7E4%
FAERPHIELR.

&b, GPAEA—ME T, TR TR MER,
HEBESHF B IISHER), GP #Am LARET LA
BEBLEE, X N GP 78 52 br 8] B v 9 i FH $2 44
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THERR LR,
2 HAEER

2.1 ERGEEBEREGAES
2.1.1 FHpEih

IS BRE G B AR WL LB ARRIC
R ERERE SR EN 2 iRE BIHREM
TR BE e F AR K B AE S R AR
AR EE T R iR E. BB IUiRE
FEAEREZFERN, NTE SR ES)
W REFEE BRI HLRY , R3S A< 5 JEHAR R L 3Bk
i1 2R DA K 38 BV B 7E A B AR A 7 T Jok il A
ALER V] BB R EBOA FIAR B B J LT iR 2.

RPHRZ T LUE e B s #E T A ME. T
JUREH TR EREZRE R, BREELEHRHE
FR R ER R GEE G A RRE L RAELE
BT, 1 R R IR EE T LA, BXELL &
SrEX E RS E R AT IER 2K
2.1.2  F AKX A A AR KRG

AR R B ME BRI R R S HAE
B IR L. SR et R 4R B MG BB EIR
HE—ZS R B R AR, R EsE R, 4848
BEZ RN L EFEE—ERR. B 5L, RSN
BB EBGE, FRRIE T B EGR RN —ER SRR =
W E— YR BT R E RS — MR
B SEBRERAR AR KR 2. filan, — Rl X, 240
EBERFNE, BLACRENRRRZ/NEZHER
HAR/NE R BERIB L. HBSH R M2 E
FHSPERER 55 E BBUR TGRS 28 () 3 e fh =
EAR ST RN .

Ot B R RS A A U R P AR R A 2
—RIEEGHE N ERERNERERE, RHEFAX
YT &R BB RUHE , EATRRA MR,
HAARM R R FEAR R B LR T3 o 2R
ZRETAFERER N EGITE E A HTE B AR,
EAEAHER S RN
2.1.3  DIGHEIRRAEARS

BRI FROGIE B RERNE BB 5 REE,
HTEBRBEEXR, TFEARBEHRBIIGHAE. A
T, SRR IE A B 0T 3% 1, W HAE T 215 0
T B R AR TARE , BIA0 BRI K L LA R 3
LRI R , AR IC R I SR AR A ] BRI

HB—J5Th, #3218 Hughes BFIBTFR R | HEBRHITE
23 RVAERR G, BB W] o B (B B TR h
N 32Kk B S B URREAR  43A EREE E 4A
MR ) — RSB, A 2 RIS I, RTS8

BRI ZEYI SRR AR R — B AT, S8
MR TEARIE 2 Rl RO I B — R B S, R T2
BRI FRE b T RIS FE I, BHA 2 F
G, — AR R A e 2= R AT R AL 2,
BB M T B 2SR A R AR B RAE 45 M i IR
FoSIA] SRS TR T2 AP AT AR ™ s — R
TTRES I SRREA IR R , B TR IV G A
DASRAS , BRI a5 B M LA

2.2 BRILBBEGS K

GRS R R A 3 B A B R IR B
&R, G A RERES S TR RS
KT EA A T .

1) e BB E R 4 K R E A G B A H
JE WA, WB A AT B MISR 25 | Bayes
A B ARk KNN 40263k | 34 4R 3 514>
% LR A EE g sy e xR DL E S
SAE R A T S R WU GREAR, 55 EIE
Hughes 1% FE B H T ERBEY:, KRER
B SERERRAE B9 40 BLAR , LA SR AR L0 B 1 3 3R
R, BB ER ARARL G TR, £
FAIHE K #{E P JSODATA 3 /M RHKE.

2) B RO BB IR RS, KA S G
REA B B 788 AR AE 25 1 o , 7 B 4 25 ) P g R 4
M HEAT 425 B RO B 5 : SVML GP B
FE RS 47 BB 4 /R 0 51 3 (kemel Fisher
discriminant, KFD) BiH % 355 0 58, 5 86 7 3 4D
TE B E R A B AR T R

3) HABA K B E EAEM AR %K™ |
08 Y

TERGSERE G, B RO s —
ERS REET . —H T, B SE 5 BB —
JBAE , Bt 4 SRS B R A A IF R
T OB A ZS [ B ) o 4 23 ] 7 v A S
F S TRIERW LM 288, 8% T UABRE BT
B B — T, B RO NSO B,
RBEX B NESROHATE S BB, H Ik
BRI, RS EO B S T IRESH, %
R, 22

SVM [ B & R s b s 5 A B, B s
REBIHR R PR BRI A, VD LSRR T
BT BB RE 5 432 (B SVM R Bt
TEE — BB, G0 - 5 ) R R SRR R B
BB B R | AT R R A 38 H 72 ST I3 5 1 Ak
A SVM i R B MRS X

5 1 R 6 25 TR AR S T LA 43 25443t
REH FAKE L, EM A LT XS EE T L



- 400 - B ORE R & ¥ R

R

Y IE TR B E 2 KRk a5 R IR R
oy, NI R 5K 8. T B RER I T s
Kk BEEEHTARMERTS LB T kE
Krigingm] MRF™! % f4FE#13% ( conditional random
field, CRF) "4, CRF 2 Laffiery F 2001 4E 3T
REHA ™, Kumar'® F 2003 4545 54 M0z
ATFEG A TEADKN, Zhong B EATH
Yk R E R Y B ARk

3 AT CPHFmALEERS X

GP 1 SVM —#¢ , L2 E TR R 7k, BA
BRI RS 5 SVM RFEKZ,GP B
SEAH) Bayes ARALTR AR, BT LA REAS WA M1 £ 174K
R, FHERELTHE EEENE,GP K
Bayes 22 41 T — M8, IRIB YA 4, N Bl
S BN GBS e e, 7T LA R B R S HGH
FIHERL, T SVM XS H S HEAE R HERAZ
Bk a3 R UE 5

FOLIBEGRA B L | a A A OGP AL
VF] A S AL LA B I e A sk LA SRAG R A5 T O
F3 GPC i, N FEAM 4 XF Bk % &L, GP #EAT 0,
HHEE AT ROER G528,

GP H#% RO LI ZRA R BB, et x
A 2O R R TR R IR O R
T R Hh 224~ 15 B 45 50 22 1830 1B AR s i 43
i, WOR A R e S R GP ok 3 = 6% B &
AT RB NS H.

Pt GPC HAI R RLIG BRI 35 F A DG, OF
BA AR A A OGP CRF A1) A it 15 R 5 == )
FRCHE, T LAARAE SR IR TO K 45 43 B IR AR ST A
2 1E. 193 CRF I GP #H45 A 1y GPCRF 2y kw17
FOLIERBR K, ek — P RERR LB E.

BT RO ER YIS AXE LR, 208
YIGEEART #4758 GPC, A4S BAETTHHRE KR
BRE, FEO LN B E T M 2 BERREE BT
ISR RE N AR IC I ZREEAR, 72 GP 5] A2
WEE I B, BRI A TR &1
15 B3 B 2 25, 13 2 W58 5 3 i 72 (semi-super-
vised Gaussian process, SSGP) 732528, BE A AL
IR 8 T B R YN R AR 2 g ) .

3.1 SHETWE

TERTRA A B ILFPEE R H S 3t GPC
Hk, IR AR RIS MR RIS B
W — T LBR ARG B REE.

1) R B B SE R HE — & AVIRIS 288 T
1992 4EFAHEIY 220 AP B EN S L M 76 L K IR

FTEBRE R, B R/ 145 x 145, BUR A 3R B
b S S = 2N o o N A 7 SN R 8
HAREH R/ RREH  SE LB R T AR
9 AR, WA 1.

BEl1 ENERM AVIRIS 5§ 25 ik
Fig.1 Hyperspectral image of AVIRIS in Indiana 92,
Band 25

2) B AR S e s — = HYDICE {2/
TR B X B X IR, 2T A 500 x 307 4~
56,210 MPBL, BRI BB K WS

SRR 7 A RE A, WA 2

Fig.2 Hyperspectral image of HYDICE in Washington
D.C. , Band 80

FEET CP WImDGIE B2, BB ERFR
D = {x;,5:1 %, ARNREEBTC,y, MBI BE
B, K& x BRRGIE GO RB R ], A B
BRI BBOy n 4, M4 x; #RIE n 4R
3.2 ETIRMZER CP EXILEGS K

FOLIER G BA R4 R L B R, TGP 2
—FIEL I Bayes BRI IE , B R HIEL B
R, Hean s S R 4 GP T LU AP M A R R D i
TR B JF S TR . X BL P e A BR R s 3
B R BT USSR R A T LA

LB REIEA Y

E(x,x") = (;O'Zxdxfi.
R REOE R A
k(x,x') = oexp( - 217(5\7 -x')%).

Ao, [ 1 HRBSEL AL RER RS
SRT7 ¥R A BR B Sl A 43 280 R L i )
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#H 0(n®) , WA EIES R O(mn?) , Horp n I 25
BEARBIAEL, m AR AR X 2 FprRT ik
RSB RWE 3. MI|ELRERTLUAH,2 EA
[ R B AR , Wi R 4L GPC I B
T LB g GP. LT LIS 458, Wi &
B GP BiEA T R4 REE RG22

94r
Pl 4%
90 -
s 861
b
=
"_A‘:. 82 -
& 78}
741

70
ENSR RN RIS

B3 2MAE&EY GP HXiEE GRS LI
Fig.3 Comparing results of linear kernel GP and SE

e TR {7

kernel GP classification
3.3 ETF GPCRF BB G5 %

SA R E 5 A, T RAZE GPC i bz [ajAH
R, GP 73 HELR A CRF REZRLS A LR, 58
Mt GP HEZRSK i - ME T i B R LM, F-Kr B3 B
BAERAZ] CRF fEZR e il SR B K5 HvE K i
BIEER 2.

3.3.1 GPCRFE#&
RTBE® e, CRF \ LB B an FIEK:
P(ylx) =
%eXp{ ;Ai(y,-,x) +,3_2§ Z,vl,-,-(y,-,y,-,x) B

ieS jeNh;

A :x BWEME;y BBRSEINIREA R
B HEE, LA HEAEHERE A, (NS5 BANER «,
BR,LNES—XHEEEA RN, AEE i I
B, BENHAE5NEEy MAMUS v, HXRERE, X
B A CRF BRI FE B R IE AL

GP #1 CRF A+ B GPCRF 3228, 7] LAF
At E G e e A | A EAE A, B A
GP iR iR % f R B (4) P S HEE, W&
A(5):

P(ylx) =
%eXp{ ;Ai(y,-,x) +,3_2§ _ZNI,-,-(y,-,y,-,x) b=

ieS jeN;

Fel 3, (ogo (5, f(x)) +

leoga(yiayj(K(xiaxj) -a)))t. (5)

jeN;

KA Z FROVBLor REL, SEBR N TR y BUETR L
. 3R (5) FATE B ME IR RO E R ERTTH 61

BERFHTEREBREN O FGME BRIEEKE
Bk B IR EIMR K5 v BEBUE AR A5
BoORHT y BBUEL, BioR g B Ol S Al T B SR I G
WRER B ERNE y 6, LT X B EE G A& T
i BRI

GPCRF 43275 35 WUl 4kt 81 2 O (MNn® ) ,
RIE R O(MNA?) 3o p n AYIGHERE AN, m
RIEAFEAR LM OSBRI R R R SN
HPBAB R AL
3.3.2 RBEZRBRHH

T BV SRR N B R A AR R A X TR R 1R |
WY T GP 4r2KsLHufll GPCRF 4328551 KB HK
B IR S MRS E LALERT 1:1,
EGEEE il R SR G 1.4, H
) GP fEEIR A Laplace 33512, GPCRF & A ICM
(iterated conditional modes) IR E B IG5 .

90

i r sPCRE

1%

)

SRR

75

4 4RI S4B

USSR R B
B4 EELMEETEHMNME GP 5 GPCRF 432EL#:

Fig.4 Comparing results of Indiana classification ac-

12453k

curacy GP and GPCREF in different order num-
bers

95

CPCRF

90+

851

BS5 #EHRSRXEGTRESEME GP 5 GPCRF 2
14573
Fig.5 Comparing results of Washington D. C. classifi-
cation accuracy GP and GPCREF in different or-
der numbers

Bl 4 FE S R T 2 AN A IR ) SRy
BT GPCRF JrikHyF 37 FRIEH R, Ry T #47
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R

P, WA T GP Fik R4 R. NER SR T
VIR, RERREAR FREE SIS0 =i
5. 73 5F, GPCRF J7 ¥k iy B IR -8 B & 4RI
HERmTIE IR L. RIEERER, TLBH2 |
58 ) B BR T E B 2K, I A
W& 4RI A B 2 1 , GPCRF 77k Fb 4 2% R A S
BOR B T 25 2) LY ZRAE AR 1Y LL 1) 4E X5 1 B %,
GPCRF T LIXI Rt B S AR RIS IS5 R
3.4 ETHME CPHSXEEGSE

FOLIEBRE R K ZHT, A T # 4% Hughes R
&, DL R BT RME S 8. S RIS R R FRHE
YeRE, BRI TR 2 A BRI TAE" . 4R B o 3k
17 TRIEESE, B T RoBE B BE GOEURE K2
YNGREEAARIC, 7 FAMRR R — /MR RY R, 3X
SRESHETHRA KRBT 2, BT RERE
B, MRt R E R K2R AR A T
PSR BATH B4
3.4.1 SSGP # &R

Faif GP o HB R e — e sE . SSGP &I 7E 4K
TEARETE LI Y81 24 SRR A 56 2 B B R R
AL N BB SR BOR XA A BT 702K, SSGP Hp
B R E AR (6) -

K(xi’yj) = K(xi’yj) - K, (I + MK) _IMKx-
(6)

MF(6) TTLIE g 2 B BRSO SR SRR A 2o
B M GERE, LU BRBAT X TR U R B3, 2
BRI B T IohriC 8E 3214 5016, 7E3CHR[48]
SR B3 ( graph-Laplacian ) St b BRI 45
My, SEBR T o An TS R B R

HBRE X = (X, X, 1, X, ARiEE G T
WARICHIUIGREEAR, X, 3 TThnic UGk A, W LI
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