Ordinal Rank ¢318F< ©] &3 A& PIF F+&

- WA E AT FRPARTHE FYo=
Automatic Extraction of Pseudo Invariant Features
using Ordinal Rank Algorithm for Radiometric
Normalization

7, A, A e
You Kyung Han, Dae Sung Kim, Yong II Kim
AMEista s A sk

han602@snu.ac.kr
a o
Y AHE FYFe AdGFE A AAY Gt HAS A7), AP AdHE Sl o
gt 71 Ao el shaghe] dASHA] &tk ol g G G EAfolany W)
gGA Aol JFS v F shedo]l mornw WARA(EE WAMGsHS Fa st
o] XolE HASAZL o)t vk B dAFE AYIANES HES Ao WA gl
2HS @ 9o A¥IA FAo A3 PIF(Pseudo Invariant Feature)E A}
o2 FZ317] 93] Ordinal Rank ¢85S A&ttt o] WHS F3 2 el =

B PIFE FZ3ta, g5 d3He= HF PIFE 5T 5 AUt RMSE(Root
Mean Square Error), Dynamic range, Coefficient of variation 5= %3] #HAIEA 39
Adg Hrbs R gt FEIAE ol &g WARA LY FH] HuE FE At &

neFol 2 AL Fedatg

il

1. A& 3} 7] 54 (atmospheric properties) %

FAgGAIo] HAHETE lojof grh= @i o]
WSl AE Fasty] HalAe G b UTHDu 5, 2002). oiEALE Aol Bt
o 7snA 2 PARFe AFH A WY ES VIEeR B HUE dYs 2
A& A ol th(Jensen, 2005). WAMRAL = AL WASIGER TS0 T
Walebx] Aylo] lojd AA = WHEte Ao = AL AT S AL e =
2l 9lo] WBlElA] Adle] L 7] X (Janzen, 2005). 7F¢-AlQb W, S|2EL
= 84 AFEH, AMY FF E A, A ouy, AHEA Oy, Ay 39 T oo
rlay 5- =2 A% sagke] Aol G el AAEI glew, o FollA
HAxrslsle Fgowx, A ARLAE AR A 7IHE ol &g WHel Mg B
Ad Ao gez e 4 g BHe® AEdt(Heo 5, 2000). ol# gk
(Janzen &, 2006). AWALR A LS 4] | A A& 5] fsiAE Alte] WE
3} 2 gk(digital number)S A FEHe] wkap o= ETstal dAR agE A=
Zk(reflectance) .2 W3stE= AL walm, EAH ()3} PIF)S v} HAsla &8
A EF ZZH(sensor spectral profile) Ho g FEet=uprt Aot

-213 -



PIFE FZst7] S8l adst A7t
A3 E Ak, Xiaojun Yang S(2000)
PIFE F=at= 247 b8 v 71 %H
o 6‘]5:5;13” v} &) (histogram matching)
S T BAIRA Y A v A sk A
Hong G. *5(2008)% olgfgk Wy
FEGG ALt g dag
Heoks AAEHY ¥, Du Yang
(2002) PCA %:‘E}% o]-&3to] PC1Y]
i4(offset)3ﬂr 71&7](gain)& ©]&3te] PIF

=3l th Zhang L. 5(2008)9] 4<%

TN m]o
bk
w2 off o & ]

54 PIFE fael B AA G
diatel 22 wae S A 15
g Mgl FANL TR

[e]
regression) "} 7] H|WHILE A AR
=3
2. THE o] &8

2.1. Ordinal Rank €8 &

WA & Ttz s 7T oFEde
Zb ghambrh Eggke]l EAlSHA, 79N
te] EREEdEE wH T fskd
Ordinal Rank ¢ag&s o] &3t}
(Nelson T. &, 2005). o] ¢3xglEL ¢
A AA gl Zte sAage AVeo
2 Uds H, ydd saxgss a7t
Z+o. AXE £ £07 £ (rank)E TG
sk WAolth =) 7HE 22 stAagke 1
S Fostn M 2 FAagdE viA

AA gl =7]17F 100100,
Z 10,0007 2] 3A£Z 7HA 2 i IA

gET g ﬂia}g 7HA] a1
= 254

s
FHE ol gete] At AuA

214 -

A Extractpioe] values. B, Sort pixel valuesin ascending arder.
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. Coefficient
PIF RMSE RMSE Dynamic
Band P Alpha Beta p - of
T(%) (Subject) | (Normalize) Range Variation
178
1 0.5518 | 0.8614 | 29.3164 22.9676 (44291 0.1802
196
2 )42 0.6582 0.87 26.7582 24.7721 (27592 0.2607
3 2.6558 | 0.8311 | 38.3055 32.0438 (18215) 0.3765
174
4 -0.7472 | 0.9044 | 8.5654 14.0461 W~177 0.3513
Total (41*8996% 95.7364 23.4574 186.5 0.2922
<3 1> Ordinal Rank €18 &S o453 PIF 5 4 2% 23}
. Coefficient
PIF RMSE RMSE Dynamic
Band I(%) Alpha Beta (Subject) (Normalize) Range Var?aftion
136
1 22.077 | 0.6604 29.3164 24.281 55190y | 01258
148
2 18.5417 | 0.6522 26.7582 18.6254 (38-185) | 01784
2??6%())0 167
3 16.0739 | 0.6997 38.3055 24.6262 (29~195) | 02833
139
4 8.5693 | 0.7239 8.5654 13.6652 (19-150) | 02763
Total 2?%%())0 95.7364 20.2995 1475 0.216
<HE 2> 9737 (image regression)E ©|-& 3t A3t 4
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