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Abstract

The noise removal in hyperspectral images (HSI) is a fundamental and crucial task in remote
sensing technology, which is crucial for the subsequent processing and analysis of images. This
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study addresses the denoising challenge of hyperspectral images by improving the denoising tech-
niques of tensor fiber rank constrained optimization and plug and play regularization. Based on
the sparsity of band noise, the L2-1 norm is used to describe the band noise in the noise. It has im-
proved the denoising ability of previous L1 norm characterization of stripe noise. Finally, by ap-
plying the Multiplier Alternating Directions Method (ADMM) to solve this non convex optimization
problem, this method achieved a significant improvement in computational efficiency. Experi-
ments conducted on multiple remote sensing image datasets have verified the superiority of this
method in evaluation criteria such as peak signal-to-noise ratio (PSNR) and structural similarity
(SSIM), demonstrating its efficiency and broad application prospects in dealing with complex noise
conditions.
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1. 518

BEE G B AR, mG i R (HSIS) R & rpGiE R, EEMEK[1]-[4]. ##I[5]
A R[6]-[11] 55 2 AN R 03 T OB . SR,  H TR AR PR IR S 2 PR s, s i R &
RN T RS L KRR R A, I R PR B B, 3 e L AE S B S A
DR, ot i it R AT R R A RS 2 0GB, H A M2 B 7 0 B R I 52 DR 46 T v e i
8. THX— H AR OCBEAE T HER 12 =ik B S ARG SR, #iltn, oG hB R S
V) 73 A1 LA S AN [ 5 1% i B 2 1) A A EL DR B

TE R E IS EUR (HS) MK S A, BIF T8 AT L I 2 P i e e g 75 R B . |1 T HSI
RIEEAS Sl i BOA T AT DA — IR K FE R, — s LR Pk 52 S 2 ) K FE BB I IR SRR, 4
U 0 5] [12] AR R A B [13] A S UL Y B /MU [14] 55 77 1, SRR N BOEAT K 5
SR, XLV 200G T R B e i AR G, A S EUREMRARANE . AT wlix—HR, #FRE
IR R T = B S ik, R 2 ARG RSk i Al =58 B AR [15] (NSS), WAl BMA4D
[16] VAR R i ok B L ST [17]4 R . X 207 VR IE I 7E = o 2 () b S ERAR L J im =X, 38 m TR E
. UbAh, VFEBEATARERIA T A ARG TS 4 B2 (0 2 BOPIE P, i el - 2R BOE N s
AL (SSAHTV) [18], #E— 3T T IR AR o X 885y ik 76 23 [ RN 4E T 82 FAS [F) ()P M2
W, BHRAEH T R E R AR . IRRRE R HSI R E i 5 — R BB k. fln, T Tucker 23
[191/F R ik, I 2SRRI ERE BR4E, b HSI 34T R R AR . SR, R iR 7 ik 4
I e P G T AR T — @ ke, (BRI S SRR A, HSI FE A R I 52 21 2 Rl 75 (1 4. Xt
B IR E HR, REE RIS AbEE 2 AR A s, DSBS S TR HSI R . AR SR IR 72 AT g
SEPEIFRE N EBIEE, DUENE R AEIREE, FR-m IS BT R SeR FI S A .

ARk, EALEEmEDEIE R (HSD I, TRE M AEES IR LR MR T Hmskil. IREM A EE G
FEAE R A, R AR RS . AR DL I R S S BT — e, BESCE TR T RIA HSI
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FRMECRR A M R 5 R A PSR A TR ST SR . 9, AR R [20] P S HE SR AU AT HSI FES G i X
HERERTE, AWM AR T — R B BCERAY . Peng 45 \[21]8E— 0 K& TiX—HESL, fbATEEH T
L5 IREIMBUZIEEAN L-1 Ja8 7%, B AEFIN G sm R R o R AR FEAAR Bk o XA 20 1 K
gt e s AR R P, BR R TIKER BRI R . He S22 — MR, A15 &S] HSI 1)
2 BOIETE, $_H 722 (TV) I RRFRERE il Tk . BEAh, BEAE THS BRI A S
WHEARBIRIE, AR HSI KR T AT 22 50 hnE: B SRR S RS Itk . DR AR FAT AT e TT R B
I RO R 5%, DIOE LA R 1 7 SR 5 2, AT HESN oG i R R AE A B I 38 JaK
PR AN B= 27 AR S AT R T2 B

N TR DG BB (HSD 2R G54, B T8 (15 1 38 T 5K A U5 VR A 4 HS IR N AE 5K RRFE
X7 VLI AN R 5K B R AR R SEIL . B, Tucker 43l ik =5 [EAE FT A —AN4EFE B onFd,
N HSERAE 7 — Al g iR 75 o Bai [23]1558 AA AR RS B AU (NSS) R AR 1 = ZE R R 41 LAk
WE A SKER, R AR Tucker 2R AL EME KR Ml R, £E 53— TR Fe b, Gl 45 &% Tucker FRAERUAN
DI B ARZE(SSTV)IENL, $-H T —FBr ik, ZEAORI T & Rasa - il setE, Eig 7
XA EE S MA A . Chen [24155 NWHEE— K e 1 IX— M, AR5 )5E 1 Tucker 2 AN ZH M5
P, SUMER2AR TR, B TIRE R . SR, Tucker 7 MANT- 8 HE A0 7 SR AE R AL 42
AR RAE DT THAFAE SR PR P e O T AN TR, — e T7 3R 23 (D 1 2 A 72 1E AL 4 5 BB 5k 270
HESEH, F 5K B A YO (TNIN) AR PSR SSTV IE AR SR 23 [ MDY 1 ) 3 BOG I . RS TR R
A WR(T-SVD) AL T —Fifiiid HSI AFFEAMOER ik, EHAEREET A AL, FEUK
SRR R Sk, FT RS M IEN HSI IRE R AL T —FsR R TR, (A{RFH =R
MIWFFEAN G, LASR i FLAE AL B A e 7 AN OR 5 B R A R 5 T PR RE . ARORIK AR AT RE B R AETT
SRS E D REOR,  DURARZ AT A RO 5 & SRS S, DLSEHUE @A HSI R E .

T AR HSI R TR0 R, S PR 25 20 2l e R R B, BRATT 2R T N R4 BT (PP) FY IE U £
MILT YRR L R K K R AR IR 1B ) — PR 2 R R PR 1 59, RICRA SR 2-1 Y H0nt 2%
MR (R AR B REAT IR . 2-1 VO Gradond 4t e 7S LR M S HEAT FiR . TO2E T PP IR KA BY
TR R EMGAE AT, JERE IR E 4 R . XA EPUR BAMY, AR IR A S0 .
AR, ARSI TR =5

B, BAIMERIEA R 1 8w i AR E LR, BTSN T — Mg 7%, %
JPEHET L2-1-Y5 %, SRATSEF 10 2-1 Ve O 25 i M 7 IO R R TE R HEAT Hi o 5 7 S A RO B2 4 2 4%
A A Rl B 22 0y BB R =M i oo MR ARG 535, AT B X Al 7 ik R s 2 & R T IR B 5%
4 R A o B AR

Hk, KRB RBARRRICT:, W AR OR B R B4 N 5 BRI A 7 A AE PR A, 2k S0 R, 3K
A E R B FIAEZR Tl A 7 — AN LS R S IR PR, &Rl LRI i iR N KB ) 3 P 25 e o

e, T ARG R TR M AR, JATTF R T — Rhk 22 B 5 AR TR (ADMM) 5%, K st
063 i R38R D9 LA 8 BP0 A

2. FHXTIE
2.1 EREHRENZIESE

FE GG R L, 257 (stripe noise)it # /2 HIE A AT IR AN — 2. BT JuliALy
SIElH AT SRR S A o IR R RN R R B BRI 26 S0 ARBR ARSI, SRS AL
(norm) ke 2 Mg 75 22 SR L, R DA B LA M B 25 MR B I AR AR
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ST 24 P B P S L SR L2-1 S, LL S T M, B AR A
M0 R e I ORI, e S AR AP B VAT T B B IR (LR . T 98
R F I AR MR o L SEBORS P TR BT MU0, RERS AT H L L 0 7 R e 7

21 i (Group Lasso) & —Fh4L 476, B 7ER AL Y R ML a2 SRS T, 7E4L2 I HE 1 96
BOET . A S T e A (R R e A A A AN O RAL. R AP S AL B, ] 1
B, 2-1 JHCTT DA ORI AL, 4 A8 P T RIS S o AT BT AL . SR8
P PR P R B — L SR R 2T B, 2-1 S A R R M Tk, B R
U R PR U HOIR 54

2.2. tHXENER
5 1 (t-product):t-product /T X e R™™™ F1Y e R™™™ , g X*Y f&— AR~ yn *n, *n, {5k & Z

Z(m,n,:):ix(m,t,:)*x (t,n,:) 1)

t=1
He “ % ” FoRMANE MBS,
SEX 2 (EHEEEAL): X e RM™™ fdkpistfr, oy XY, i B X WEANEH U, SRR R
FEAL U 2 B ng FIIRFESRA R 1 .
SE X 3(T-SVD): # X e R™™™ Jy=phak&, ) X a] Lo

X =U *D*V" @)
HAU eRY™™ . X eR®™™ | DeR™™™, JLUrU" =v*v" =1, D FIHHAN X HiKEF 7.
SE X 4 (35 Tubal #%): X e R™™™ 1] Tubal £k, 14 rank, (X)), 24 X =U *D*V " [AE R 4L,

R
rankt(X):#{i:D(i,i,:);tO}:mElxrank()?k) ®)

Horpr XORIE X 55 = BT P LA (FFT) T
3. &£F L2-1-HAERMARKE R ST ET
FEARE T, FAMERB EIE 52 B )& AL [R5 AT R0 75 5, JF4E T DL R B AT 23 A A
Kb HE
Y=X+S+N
Hr, 5kEyY o X o NFIS RRIIRA HSI o T80 HSIL L e s 26 s
BT X —{R, JATE FRCTRPnP HEAli B4 H 18 s A mo il B (HS) KR 7%, %077 R A ik
BRI AR E BUR A R S MRHE, SR 2-1 Yo B im 2% e e s i) A JR A i T, RS A 56 T4
S22 B (PnP) Y IE ML BEAR SR AR AT UG 40757 o ARHE AT ST 118, FRATO B th AR R BE4T 1 4 PG
min[s,, +40(x) “)

sty - X —S||2F <e,rank, <[r,1,,1,]

Hrp, AZ—MRIRSEL [non, R X MEF4ERE) 5. o(X) Z—FAIH HSI f2ELE 50 1 Fa ik
TG ES, T DL R 25 35 (I BM3D 2583 IR 27 2] LM 3 ) v ide % . 3l 51 NS B AL B
Fo(k=123)fL, EXATLIEENR:

DOI: 10.12677/aam.2024.138361 3791 N H it e


https://doi.org/10.12677/aam.2024.138361

HRR], TAEE

min [[s],, +4®(L)
sty =X -S|l <e,X =L ®)
X = F, rank (F)<[rnn.n]

TALRA T Hia B H ekl sm AT @, HAER RN EPPHELE T, &t 7 —MiT
A7 T FE(ADMM) L. o IX P78 R VPR ATIAE AR D s e vl MR (HS PR 1] RN, B8 A kb b 3
K B AT AERR L SR AN AR B Bk

EREB, FRATSIN T HoR B H R, X0 2 A B R ) R I — AR, et gy
G B AR R B AR, LRSI R H+, B — N8 — I s, X T3RATH
FRCTRPnP #558, 38 hiks B H MBS T EBIKE I Bir, B84 T REA4ERRMZIR, L& PP
FEZE R E MG, FRATT 3 Rk B H s ECh

L, (X.F.L.S,R)

-S{x-ron) e xRl s,
+W—X—SRQ+%WY—X—ﬂi (6)
+1®(L)+(X-—L,g)+é§"x-qﬁ

st.  rank, (F)<[r,n.n].

Hrr, R (k=1234,5) AfikgHIHR T, B (k=1234,5) NEHNSH.
HACRY, XA RIS B T

3.1. F Fa)RER iR

2

t
F*'=  argmin B X'—F, +P—k )
rankfk(Fk)s[rl,rz‘Q] ﬂk E
M e S 1
Z=X*Y oz = x**yk
PAVEE AL K B3 H 7R 75 K t-product AT k T-svd.
3.2. L Fia)fsk g
t 2
L”lzargminﬁcD(L)Jr& X—L+P—5 (8)
L 2 B .
1
A 2
L o= (—] A] LA E T S AE
Bs
1 P [
proXCD(I_“l)=alrgmind)(L)+—o-2 X-L+—= ©)
L 2 Bs .

BT PP HEZE, IENAE proX,, : R™"™™ — R™™" 4 i et (K 5 Me as A, IR B8 b B i 1]
. (ERXH, LRGN —ADRAMIENL SRS HSIs 195E%, B, 7-Ber-HE IR NSS.
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BM3D & — i &kt 2 ey, i R A E AR M A SR UCEC AN = 4R B s R R, SeH 7
BRI SRR R o X PRI OAE TR0 BEE AR BB “BEEL” ), R AT s = 4E 5
PEaity, DMEEAR SIS BT R . BAARTE, 78 BM3D Hykdr, AU EHG I E Seilid STl
RPRAN K, HHES R =G . BEG, X = 4B e B4, a0 B HUR 728 #e(DCT) B/ gk
A, DR R BUG RS ERASE . 7EAS s b, BM3D S RS B Rk B 5 28 AP AR i e vk 2 B e 7
XL YRR Be S A S AN M, (A OR B MR ERRAE . FERS S RS RS, d AR e b 3
JE I R R] 2 (R, IR A BT ST AR DL g A R R X AN AR B A e R T
&, 1 H BT 3 2R EUG R E AR R E AL (NSS) A 2RI A, BM3D 78 LB ERE F R .
B TARFF I £ RUR, BM3D B H R AFIZ AR U I RO THR SEILM 32 B35 Bk . B M RR S5 o ir
T I B AN [ R A 1 MR AR 7S 2, (RIS CRIF TSR . IR LA fUfE45 BM3D R & Fl R AL BRAT:
SrpifE ik A TR . ERATY FRCTR-PnP HE4EHr, AT $E BM3D Ry 2 Mesif, DLE/RHAE GG
T BRI TR 8 7)o 3B BM3D AR REIFRATI EIE S, FRATTIHEE R H HL s K £ e ) okt — P 42
TEHSI IR E & . ok, RATERE 7% BM3D 5 HAh IE WAL AR S5 A 1T G, LASZILE 4 1 i) 1
BIRE BRI XA, FRATH AR 2T R —FhBEREYS OR BE MR 47T, BB R BRiR & e
1 G R ST T SRR TR

LF1=BM3D[X‘+f§qa] (10)

5
Hp, o £—NEBFEKFHRPISE
3.3. S FiafK iR

2

t+1 _ H & _ — i
S _2rgm|n||S||2vl+ 5 Y — X S+ﬂ4 F (11)
éw+%zc,smmmmwﬁW%ﬁﬁmT=
4
(et~ et |
S(i,j,:)= — s —<|IC(i, ], 12
(i, ) G, ﬂ||(1% (12)
0
3.4. X FalfiK iR
t 2 t 2 t 2
X'”:i& X—Fk+P—k ﬁL&Y—X—SﬁLi N N (13)
k1 2 B E 4 ||lp 2 Bs E
XA/ TR R, HR T USSR
iﬁk[ﬁtﬂ_;klj ﬁa(Y_S"';;J ﬁs[x_l-"';;J
Xt = LA . “J . S (14)
> 5 Y8 > B
k=1 k=1 k=1
3.5. EFREH
PR B H R ECEHan N .
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Pkt+1 _ Pkt +ﬁk (xt+1 _ Fkt+l),k =12,3

P4t+1 — P4t +ﬁ4 (Y _ Xt+1 _ St+1) (15)

P5t+1 — P5t +ﬂ5 (Xt+1 _ Lt+1)

SR AP BRANSEE 1 R

By 1 HEF ADMM [fR AR

BN AWFERHIS Y o 284 AREER ] (FIEMEN, RUIEEZ S 46

BIEGAL: t=0, BHE X°,8° L0 R, (k=1,23) MBI HIET B’ (k =1,2,3) hETKE, SH B (k=12,,5)
1) BEHEM

2) HH L

3) HH s

4) Fr X

5) BEHTRLKS  F SRe sl
HWri: EJEH HSI X

4, B{ESSIS
4.1, SCEORIBIESE

FEPTE S, AL TR G H RS Indian Pines %451 GF5_Shanghai %4
£, Indian Pines 3455 (1) % R ~F v 145 x 145 x 50, Horp 50 MR BB 7S — ARSI it
T GF5_Shanghai ¥4, FATESE 7 R SF A 300 x 300 x 20 HIRE . ESHTIRIGZ /T, Fra B RRE T
BREMBHARELE] T 0 2] 1 TEHEIA .

FER GRS AR R, FRATR A 7 —MRe s 07 V6K 1) MG s 0 2 S0 i e 7, DASiEa B
P L LRI, . RATE S i UG a1 3B 0, bR#EZESy 0 0.01, 0.03 1 0.05 F) iy i 75
BE, ERERIRZESIN T EIAEFIEE A4, DU BRI oG i MR . X 2ese i D IRIE
T SCHR[25] 9 F) A i Wk 7 2B T Y

TEC R A T, “r” F“1” RS E. v BB RS S E s, T

U7 TARFREE KRB TR, B RSURIG R E A E T . fERAT LIRS, "k e N
0.5, i “1” M4r5lHC 0.3. 0.5 F1 0.7 FME, LISAUAS [F] 5 B2 1) 2k SU8 0 MR IR o

TEPTA SLie T, RN BB R AEARLE0, 1V AT IH—4. B4, ASCHE MATLAB(R2022b)

EHHT A 925, f# 1] 16GB RAM A1 Inter (R)#%:0>(TM)CPU i5-12900h@1.60 GHz.

4.2. KWRVEIRRIRE

AT SEIR T, AR T P& {514 (Mean Peak Signal-to-Noise Ratio, MPSNR)F1F- ) 45 4 +H
BL1: (Mean Structural Similarity, MSSIM){E N A BB VK SR I E B4R . X IR PR EUR AL B AT T
SRR AR A F . MPSNR G 15035 77 1 22 R VPl Pk 2 MG S &=, 17 MSSIM D i &k 2 s
55 462% EUR AR . MPSNR Fl MSSIM 4570 Bk, RH IR RIBCR B R, fERRR LIRS
R, FRATTHRR A St 4 R IR R 5 R
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T BUEFRATT TR R R, AT R T DU Rl HSI R E 7V EEAT LG BERR B 1 U4k
ff)779% LRTDGS [24]1&, FidHifr iIEN4L K FGLR [26]77%:, ETPTV J5ik[27], FIFARAEL 140 il ke 4l
PATER I H) FGSLR [28]771%, T4 KT-svd [1)777% 3DLogTNN [29] .

TEO HS I B, BATRIE GRS PRI S EGE L, X R EEHAT T 20k E, DR EA]
ERMIRE FIEAT. Mo, FATEX XS HEHBAT TIEEY e, DIRZRHE ZHSHs . @il K
EOESL, WAME TEENSEORALR . B Xk RGN 7%, BROGEEHRERINNEIEES
A B R H A R T e AR B AN A 1) S FH A

4.3. SEHHER

FATIEH Indian Pines %45 4 Al GF5_Shanghai #idfs 8245 A 17 EAR AN[RI Y fRy e A 04T AT 477 LS
5, DAEGARFRAI 7V e AT AT 1

1A 2 RN AR & /E GF5_Shanghai #(#fa 5 ERISCIGE R . & 1 AL 2 3 Hl X i motil &l
AG T JE) S0 7 R R SR P A 100 B S B R
Table 1. Average index values of GF5_Shanghai dataset with periodic stripes and Gaussian mixture noise removed by dif-

ferent models
= 1. TEMREI LM EBREMN ZLUMESETRE SR AR GF5_Shanghai HIEEHIF e HE

T addNoise our LRTDGS ETPTV FGLR FGSLR 3DLogTNN
PSNR 11.473 38.504  36.739 35.719 34.963 31.652 27.914
1=03
SSIM 0.053 0.997 0.926 0.899 0.962 0.825 0.68
PSNR 11.473 38.209 36.76 35.805 34.919 32.989 27.89
G=0.01 1=05
SSIM 0.054 0.99 0.926 0.902 0.961 0.886 0.673
PSNR 8.501 36.143  33.587 20.565 34.987 29.52 28.193
1=0.7
SSIM 0.024 0.938 0.904 0.382 0.963 0.787 0.688
PSNR 11.432 37.461 35.1 34.533 34.435 32.063 26.535
1=03
SSIM 0.051 0.961 0.896 0.875 0.951 0.86 0.605
PSNR 11.425 37.054 34.47 34.561 34.094 31.313 25.902
G=0.03 1=05
SSIM 0.05 0.957 0.883 0.878 0.944 0.833 0.572
PSNR 8.48 36.609  33.168 33.644 34.327 294 26.909
1=0.7
SSIM 0.023 0.948 0.886 0.884 0.949 0.763 0.616
PSNR 11.307 35,571  32.475 32.774 32.097 30.593 23.209
1=03
SSIM 0.051 0.886 0.839 0.839 0.881 0.798 0.437
PSNR 11.383 35.648  34.257 33.967 33.846 31.641 25.537
G=0.05 1=05
SSIM 0.054 0.887 0.883 0.865 0.937 0.85 0.555
PSNR 8.452 31.453  30.983 31.612 33.649 28.791 25.386
1=0.7
SSIM 0.023 0.637 0.857 0.857 0.934 0.77 0.546
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Table 2. Average index values of GF5_Shanghai dataset with non-periodic stripes and Gaussian mixture noise removed by
different models

2. NEHEREMREBIERRAFIUMSETRE SBRA Y GF5_Shanghai HiEEATFIEHE

NoT addNoise our LRTDGS ETPTV FGLR FGSLR 3DLogTNN
PSNR 11.173 37.229  36.202 35.589 34.87 32.324 27.066
1=03
SSIM 0.096 0.967 0.932 0.897 0.96 0.875 0.647
PSNR 9.946 36.215  33.372 35.456 34.898 31.23 26.917
G=0.01 1=05
SSIM 0.056 0.952 0.924 0.944 0.942 0.855 0.655
PSNR 8.202 34772 28.129 32.659 34.202 26.132 25.398
1=0.7
SSIM 0.024 0.963 0.795 0.89 0.959 0.702 0.602
PSNR 11.131 36.403  35.341 34.7 34.193 31.636 25.64
1=03
SSIM 0.087 0.951 0.921 0.88 0.947 0.854 0.578
PSNR 9.913 35.321  33.622 34.339 34.006 30.449 24.886
G=0.03 1=05
SSIM 0.051 0.907 0.893 0.877 0.943 0.818 0.545
PSNR 8.18 33.246  27.256 29.626 33.848 25.504 24.821
1=0.7
SSIM 0.024 0.912 0.732 0.855 0.942 0.679 0.544
PSNR 11.045 36.089  33.284 33.354 32.813 30.661 23.925
1=0.3
SSIM 0.083 0.932 0.884 0.854 0.909 0.825 0.478
PSNR 9.84 34369  31.269 33.185 32.445 29.141 23.277
G=0.05 1=05
SSIM 0.05 0.868 0.85 0.853 0.893 0.763 0.446
PSNR 8.15 33.347  27.064 30.694 33.053 26.204 23.891
1=0.7
SSIM 0.023 0.969 0.724 0.858 0.926 0.677 0.503

FPRARIE R U], R AP, &S0 EESRVESE GF5_Shanghai EIGACR E3R I R 4F
Bt R A KT 7R, 3DLogTNN SHEM FGSLR Sk i G RUR R BB W AL 2 BN W 2. JRATTA 77
FAERZHIFR L TR PN AR L T HAN T, 1 LRTDGS J5iEE K2 HUF L T RIS R .
3 S 2 SRS FRAT T 5 L 4 75 VS A T R 2 SUR i 07 VRS 5 R 7 5 T T B RO RS, TR R A 5
A DMARGF K T e B A 5 KRS

JEFERNSE IR P ARV 2 IR L, ERATNERDN SRR £ 7 — LR MK S mlig s
RIS S0, e /s i R 3EAT E L. 7E GF5_Shanghai #dE & 07 g fe v, &b i mT Mk 45
Rl 1, B2 s, BATERTF S0 G b o = I BT AL K R

X, @R 7R ER, (b)Ros 7S B ATk A% sOM AR A A 2% S0
GF5_Shanghai ¥1%, Ti(c)~(h)f& 1 & A 5E LR G MA S R v T TSR, A
BB E MR JETBORAN T . WS (C)~(h) R W, XL i n] DAAT Rt 25 B BT mT UL AR 2% 20

DOI: 10.12677/aam.2024.138361 3796 N H it e


https://doi.org/10.12677/aam.2024.138361

FHRAL, T

(€) ®) ©) (h)
Figure 1. GF5-Shanghaie dataset (Band 30) with Gaussian noise removed and periodic striped result images. (a) Clean im-
ages (300 x 300 x 30); (b) Noisy images (G = 0.03, 1 = 0.7, r = 0.5); (c) Our; (d) LRTDGS; (e) ETPTV; (f) FGLR; (9)
FGSLR; (h) 3DLogTNN
1. GF5-Shanghaie ##E £ (Band 30) XM= RS . BHILHERER. (a) F/#E1%(300 x300 x 30); (b) AR
(G=0.03,1=0.7,r=0.5); (c)Our; (d) LRTDGS; (e) ETPTV; (f) FGLR; (g) FGSLR; (h) 3DLogTNN

(d)

(e) ) (9) (h)
Figure 2. GF5-Shanghaie dataset (Band 30) with Gaussian noise removed and Non-periodic striped result images. (a) Clean
images (300 x 300 x 30); (b) Noisy images (G = 0.03, I = 0.7, r = 0.5); (c) Our; (d) LRTDGS; (e) ETPTV; (f) FGLR; (g)
FGSLR; (h) 3DLogTNN
2. GF5_Shanghaie #(#E£ (Band 30) RS EMEE . IEAMSTERER. (2) T4%ER(300 x300 x 30); (b) MEE
Ef%(G=0.03,1=0.7,r=0.5); (c) Our; (d) LRTDGS; () ETPTV; (f) FGLR; (g) FGSLR; (h) 3DLogTNN
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SR, ARSI 7 O I 7S IR 3DLogTNIN J5vA R IR M A AE R I FGSLR 1R Ji Pl A7 L5 P
MR, PIE ARG R T BRI IR I A AR A N I 3DLogTNINL FGSLR 7k &R 1 B & AT
CLA R (2615 7 B . 3DLogTNIN (¥R SR [ A7 AE SR B MR 7, BRI oS AR U 26 S 5 FGSLR
A1 3DLogTNN J5 A I ZCR B B AN A IR S QUL BRIORCR 4T TIAHELZ T, R TTIERIVR R 45 R X2
N o BRTBOR BMRBAT AT L) 2% SO R TG A o AN SO H 1A 75 V6 JA 3 2 s AT R 9 2t 1) 25
B S AR RER R S B, BRI YRR BE TR i I F REAR S DR 7 LR I AR 19 45 2

4¢3, 4 4 JyAN RIS Indian Pines Hudh 5 VRN J1AN - Jo 39T F6) 25 i e P M1 e i g 7 25 I JS ) PSNIR
{6, IR R A AR . R, BATHT A, BA T R SR A R RS L%
WRRCRARE T HA 7%, IF HADS T FGLR 753, FATMRNESE MRS R EIFAFEBOR ), o
HEATHER — D RRE .

K 3(a)~(h),» K 4(a)~(h) &M R - fos 1 AN R S FAE AR g A5 155 L 9(G = 0.03.1=0.7.r = 0.5)
I B SR 30 BB LM AT AL SR, A BRATTRENE ML %2 21 3DLogTNN ABERIGRANTY, EGIEAFAE
RER A . AP T AR R SRE, AR B U5 20— S G 1 M 22 [ Dy 52 07 T VR A2 K ROR T
LRI

Table 3. Average index values of Indian pines dataset with periodic stripes and Gaussian mixture noise removed by different
models

3. TEEREEREAAHMFYFMSHEAIRAR Indian pines BIR&E R THIERE

T addNoise our LRTDGS ETPTV FGLR FGSLR 3DLogTNN
PSNR 11.534 38.675  36.249 37.926 29.16 33.741 28.462
1=03
SSIM 0.18 0.98 0.954 0.975 0.942 0.922 0.687
PSNR 11.539 39.041  35.767 37.32 29.07 37.272 29.03
G=001 1=05
SSIM 0.182 0.984 0.982 0.984 0.943 0.933 0.709
PSNR 8.564 38571  32.525 31.094 25.759 28.915 28.584
1=0.7
SSIM 0.111 0.982 0.958 0.963 0.88 0.918 0.692
PSNR 11.482 37.338  36.132 36.361 29.205 36.294 26.384
1=03
SSIM 0.179 0.965 0.979 0.98 0.932 0.921 0.61
PSNR 11.483 37.303  34.803 36.432 28.258 36.019 26.697
G=0.03 1=05
SSIM 0.177 0.965 0.987 0.981 0.906 0.919 0.622
PSNR 8.538 37.289  30.543 30.575 24.013 28.371 26.551
1=0.7
SSIM 0.113 0.966 0.775 0.946 0.763 0.913 0.617
PSNR 11.418 36.127 3541 35.519 28.948 35.805 25.368
1=03
SSIM 0.18 0.942 0.989 0.976 0.922 0.915 0.576
G=0.05
PSNR 114 36.164  34.438 33.575 27.21 31.746 25.428
1=05
SSIM 0.174 0.944 0.948 0.971 0.906 0.896 0.578
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G=0.05 1=0.7

PSNR

SSIM

8.512

0.113

37.212

0.963

32.776

0.959

29.511

0.954

24.146

0.714

30.386

0.925

26.612

0.619

Table 4. Average index values of Indian pines dataset with non-periodic stripes and Gaussian mixture noise removed by dif-

ferent models

4. FRIBEERAGIERREFIMSHTESGBRER Indian pines HiEE FHEHE

T addNoise our LRTDGS ETPTV FGLR FGSLR 3DLogTNN
PSNR 11.134 38.761 35.347 36.297 27.441 37.456 27.423
1=03
SSIM 0.213 0.982 0.995 0.982 0.93 0.935 0.692
PSNR 9.949 38.839 33.39 31.357 26.283 37.15 27.353
G=001 1=05
SSIM 0.169 0.983 0.967 0.97 0.905 0.939 0.691
PSNR 8.202 38.395 28.614 30.536 22.417 28.989 25.769
1=0.7
SSIM 0.12 0.98 0.802 0.956 0.782 0.919 0.675
PSNR 11.082 37.363 35.244 35.674 29.067 36.564 25.191
1=0.3
SSIM 0.215 0.963 0.988 0.979 0.924 0.922 0.61
PSNR 9.904 36.693 32.889 32.878 26.307 33.352 25.32
G=003 1=05
SSIM 0.169 0.957 0.931 0.961 0.886 0.919 0.592
PSNR 8.181 38.087 30.623 27.567 23.943 28.647 27.15
1=0.7
SSIM 0.116 0.976 0.863 0.93 0.826 0.91 0.663
PSNR 11.007 35.88 33.593 33.686 28.433 35.6 24.227
1=0.3
SSIM 0.205 0.937 0.963 0.972 0.904 0.914 0.554
PSNR 9.883 36.057  33.922 32.414 26.634 35.688 24.113
G=005 1=05
SSIM 0.17 0.942 0.963 0.963 0.891 0.927 0.571
PSNR 8.15 35.994 28.704 27.717 22.299 28.504 23.842
1=0.7
SSIM 0.1156 0.944 0.796 0.926 0.773 0.915 0.564
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Figure 3. Indian pines dataset (Band 30) with Gaussian noise removed and periodic striped result images. (a) Clean images
(300 x 300 x 30); (b) Noisy images (G = 0.03, | = 0.7, r = 0.5); (c) Our; (d) LRTDGS; (e) ETPTV; (f) FGLR; (g) FGSLR;
(h) 3DLogTNN

3. Indian Pines ##&£E(Band 30) A SRS . BAEILHERER. () T/4E1%R(300 x300 x 30); (b) MEAER(G
=0.03,1=0.7,r=0.5); (c)Our; (d) LRTDGS; (e) ETPTV; (f) FGLR; (g) FGSLR; (h) 3DLogTNN

Figure 4. Indian Pines dataset (Band 30) with Gaussian noise removed and non-periodic striped result images. (a) Clean im-
ages (300 x 300 x 30); (b) Noisy images (G = 0.03, | = 0.7, r = 0.5); (c) Our; (d) LRTDGS; (e) ETPTV; (f) FGLR; (g)
FGSLR; (h) 3DLogTNN

4. Indian Pines #{#E % (Band 30) L= E . IEAAETERER. (2) T/4E % (300 x300 x 30); (b) REEE
(G=0.03,1=0.7,r=0.5); (c) Our; (d) LRTDGS; (e) ETPTV; (f) FGLR; (g) FGSLR; (h) 3DLogTNN

5. &ig

AW R T —AHE TR U R (PrP) B IE AL LT 4ERR 20 R T B RHESE, SRATSEAFIN 2-1
TEHONS 2% I 75 R R BT HEAT 08 . 2-1 VEBCTE Aol At M AR M gLk B AT IR, TR T PP Y
IEMAAT BT O B R B BB AR, JFPRAS AP AR R G5 R 5 AR AT R0 R PR (1 v 4 e P A 2%
W o BATRITTERAE RS T AR s A R R i & et A

FESEIG RSy, BAVER] T 2R EE B 42347 0 5%, 4% Indian Pines. GF5_Shanghai, sk
AR, FATHIIEAEALSE AL E B LA T DA 1 KR HOR . JE R B IR 5 16 LE (MPSNR) A1
B EERAAAEE(MSSIM)SE VAN T AR, SR 1 TR TTVEAE AN R A AT MU Pk g
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6. RE
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(1) 7ET MR AR, 45 S R(SVD) R T AR A BRI RARAL % T 1RSI 1, T Lh 4Ry
B F 36 A 006 MO AR AR AT A, BT & 5% s 70, IR EEER RO AL I, 32
THEFHE, 3% O T B PR et
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