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Abstract

Hyperspectral images (HSIs) are rich in spectral and spatial information and are widely used in agricul-
ture, environmental monitoring, and other fields. However, problems such as high-dimensional redun-
dancy, class imbalance, and mixed pixels tend to cause confusion and mis-classification in traditional
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classification. This paper proposes SE-DSNet based on DSNet, which jointly models spatial and abun-
dance information through a spatial-spectral feature branch and a subpixel unmixing branch to en-
hance the representation of mixed pixels. It introduces SE channel attention to adaptively weight key
bands and combines Focal Loss to alleviate class imbalance. Experiments conducted on the Indian
Pines and Augsburg datasets demonstrate that SE-DSNet outperforms CNN2D, CNN3D, GRU, and DSNet
in terms of overall accuracy (0OA), average accuracy (AA), and Kappa coefficient, verifying its effective-
ness and generalization capability in complex scenarios.
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1. &it

LL EEHRERSEX

r TS UG (HSDE & =il 7 e 22 A X 43 R 7, BT 32 T TR0l BREE L BE 0 Bk i v 7 18031

HST 73 Z8 C o I8 B AL BT A 1] SR1M, AT IG 2 E Pk 2S00 PR R S 8UR &
Bt %, WHRXIBOEIERE S5 KRA; WBES . TURER, NZARERARRR[2], B2
ARG, B G PE Bz AR o TREE2% 2] 7770 CNN [3]. 3D-CNN [4] 2 RNN/GRU/Transformer [5])
B ERT T /R, HE2H MR R IRy, SHEA BT N4l sh = B Xk . DSNet [6]
GINTFREMIRY T, BATN - G SFEEGE, ERA XIS B SR, EHARARX ) miEHE S
P, HARACFERBIRL MR . Ak, ASCE DSNet #E7f E5I N SE JBIBEER IHLH], X RE B A E
MNAIAL, F£KH Focal Loss ZEf# A A P11, il Indian Pines 55 Augsburg /¥4 $L 7R H 3 42 06 11F P4 dk 5
RAEG AR5 N ke,

1.2. ERSMFFIIR

BEE R IR BUR BRI R, il R 43 S8 B 3 I S8 A B AU B B 72 07 1l . T ol
TR RIS e E B S SRS RER, BHRTENE T LR85 S BRI R R
AR, AR, BIEFUE U B R S S 1A (A - OGS S AR DL SR S BT .

1.2.1. ETEGHBZEINENES RS ZE

FHRJ7ELL SVM [7]. RF. KNN A3, #4546 PCA 5 LDA F#4E, Hrb SVM fE/MEARZE T R
B AHIX LT VRN TR THRIIE, X238 B R SO B AR R RFIHA L, WA ARAG B It X
YRR S, B i i o i A 2% BB N 52 PR
1.22. EFREZEINSNESLSTE

REES )R ERT T 880U . 2D-CNN [8IFEHUZF [AIFFE, 3D-CNN [9] [10]B6A 23 [H] - Jeil g,
HSHIRZ  IEAR G id A s RNN/LSTM/GRU B 1E /741 ¢ £ ; Transformer [11] 5% CNN-Transformer
ZAA112]5INBER LIRS REEEE ), HSHER. WNZGAFEE([13], Transformer M A T ki
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RS [14]. BRTI S, WS TEETE 7 IRgE, (A MRS AR Ry

1.23. FIgEBESRIERES
RNAHER A BT, ESIRITEJUA. it FMiEam) & NMF # 2Z2 KH .. IRE2EF, Amines
A1 DSNet [ 151 #1R 5772456, {H DSNet ARXAN [EE i (1) EEZ AT X 2, At — 20 otk 2]

1.2.4. BRI

WIZRRME MRV RS, ROLRERBIRAA LSBT, U 5 2 23K Focal Loss [16]38 1 [
15 73 FREARAURAEE, AR B T > 5 DB, T E .

gi b, HAT R BB 80 T D e A E] - GRS A TR U AR R 3 RS T T HL
77 ROR R, BRI R T MEAERAIRS « R UL/ IEA I ZRIR S S 1) 17]. PRIk, A<
SCAE DSNet HEfili E 51N SE {5 /10U, I£454 Focal Loss, XEAVHEAT 0, PAdE— B4R A R -5 T
(e BB > RIERE[ 18]

1.3. ZXHARAE

BT E g B B AEERNR A B0 Jail TUR LR RNA - 55 in) i, AR SCAE R S TR A
T 45 (DSNet) & Al FidbAT 7okt EEHFANFEUT:

(1) Z I DSNet X332 FAEZ R TI S5, X REG DSNet BT 7RIS SLIGIGUE, 124 8 it 2=
8] - SGRERHESR Iy 35 TR R MR 7 SIS @, RS BT X AA BT KR, NIFEN
R EREZL .

(2) I SE VERAIHLHIIG HIEERE RIS . FERFESE I BN SE i R B, i 57 >
TE ARG F 0SB BOHEAT B IE SINAL, PSR A CRFE k> TUAR 1B B .

(3) KH FocalLoss Z&ffE A APAT 1R @ {84 FocalLoss & AAARMEAS Xk %L, BT &A% 5Z 7
RFEAMIAE, AT 2 RIEME 7 R 5 DA, SRS A SR A8 5% A R 14 A E L

(4) SEIOIGUE S 45 B934T . #F IndianPines 5 Augsburg 5™ 8178 s 618 B 48 b JF f 5 b 5236 5 v
SEHG, PPN O AR SRR AR -

AL, ARSCEFAT THERSEES, T8 SE VR JIMLEI S FocalLoss XA PEBE I B AR5 .

L4, ACBIFTR

ASCAE DSNet 20l EEATER R G, BT SR

(1) I\ SE ilEE = G &% R 4R DSNet A X 43 il 18 5 ZVE Y ] @8,  7EXU5 S 2% ik A SE
PEHR, @A TE S R O T RRE . SE VR B, EAmEGIEIMERY R, LR ERHHEAE
K R GIEAIZEN b7 R RORE Frcs .

(2) RH Focal Loss ZZfEFRMATHT . B0 G SR R0 0 ATA I 58 X B i 7] 22 K0S 1) )
PA Focal Loss BARAE Xk, PRS0 FAEARE, fERAI T CTEME RS DBEREA, 1RAA
AT T KRR E .

(3) UE SE FRHNT XU 43 L 45 M IS R . 7E Indian Pines 5 Augsburg Hid 5 F3E 7% bb 5 v Rl sk
3, SR KHIMA SE S OA. AA K Kappa ¥ H#eF, HAREREEDRXIBME R sh AR
SEUF RS (RS, SR 1 I TE VR AL OB R R Z A R D I 9 A .

2. BiiR&E
HIAE BRI E A [F 37 5 F I MR 592 AAE /7, 3%EHX Indian Pines (AL 5) A1 Augsburg (311735
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FOPIN AT EOCEHIE L. PIFAEEEH . KR AR GG E 2R R,

il X e 15 2 AR RE T .
2.1. Indian Pines BiE&E

R

Indian Pines ¥4 422 6l 1115 7 080 B ) iz I Bl de 2 —, & 1 R, |1 AVIRIS £
JRERICT L E BB 2 gAML X, SRR 145 x 145 8K, A5 220 MBI BL(EK 0.4~2.5 pm),
LRI B R B 200 M RGBL A E 23985 20me 36 16 ML AEYIN E), FFAE50)DE
W T IR UERB A AR 37 55 T ) 70 EE RE

AR L A S AN SR A% T A I

Indian Pines#IBEHAR L

Figure 1. Image of the Indian Pines dataset

1. Indian Pines #{#R&EE &

BRI 16 MM, HI A IR LS RIFEA BRI 1 PR,

Indian Pines¥IBEEENE

Table 1. Ground-Truth classes and sample numbers of Indian Pines scene

3 1. Indian Pines AR EEXF R EM ALK E

A=) KM EZIR(H0) FAMBIREED) FEAHE

1 kK Alfalfa 46

2 KL/ EEPS Corn-notill 1428
3 DREEK Corn-mintill 830
4 ES/S Corn 237
5 Ml E i, Grass-pasture 483
6 FeARE Grass-trees 730
7 BB E Grass-pasture-mowed 28

8 HFTFHE Hay-windrowed 478
9 M Oats 20

10 HHRE Soybean-notill 972
11 SRS Soybean-mintill 2455
12 EHIRE Soybean-clean 593

DOI: 10.12677/jisp.2026.154053 608 K& 515 5 41



https://doi.org/10.12677/jisp.2026.154053

AL

gk
13 INFE Wheat 205
14 b Woods 1265
15 B - B - BIOK - EEIRAX Buildings-Grass-Trees-Drives 386
16 & - ANEE ISR Stone-Steel-Towers 93
2.2. Augsburg BiEEE

Augsburg B H R UTHERECHE T RO 2 R SR 2 —,  RENSHT I W 7 18 /&7 57 h )
RGN W 2 Pos, ZAERERICTEE R, Wi @i, B R KRS T 38
W, EECEE R, WYL F RS, REBTIRR N, KR AR SR IRE ) 2R, 1S H
TG 2T 25 T Rz et 5 & H bk

Augsburg BIBHAAHKER Augsburg B EAIERE

Figure 2. Image of the Augsburg dataset
2. Augsburg BB EE%

Augsburg BEEILEE 7 I, HISN LIRS NFEABCR IR 2 fis.

Table 2. Ground-Truth classes and sample numbers of Augsburg scene

R 2. Augsburg IR EERFI R E NERKE

55 FMAFR(F ) FAMATR(TET) FEAHE
1 FRAK Forest 13,507
2 FEX Residential Area 30,329
3 TolkIX Industrial Area 3851
4 AR LowPlants 26,857
5 AL Allotment 575
6 kX Commercial Area 1645
7 KA Water 1530

2.3. BiR&EXTEL 4
N T B mMIGIEARTIERE, AR IERCR L 5 SISt R R T R SE .. AN EHEET Y
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T B H RN S (Rl g5 0 LA B 2 5% . Indian Pines I 5 Y615 X 4 68 /1 FI96AE, Augsburg ] 5 45
[B) & e B AR I VP Al o PRI B SRR BRI i SR GG 0 @, 4548 AT WA TR A B 25 & PRAS AR Y
Mo KPERe S5z fLae
3. [EEE SR E
3.1. [a)EEH#ER

EGIE BB HSH MG T S 8T B R ARSI B, SRR AR SR T - T ok B RN TN K&
TUREEHM . AT L EMIGP PR : — & S gERr e 2 [0 FEE R R, WB S ARG, Az
ERAS WAREAAR, Z80diG; ZRIBGGICEEAI, 20 aPFRRE, Gt A
ZA e YRS, B MRS BA(LMM), HEREEAN:

K
x=2aiei+n )
i1

Horp, x FoRWINGIT G R, o RN | NI, o FORXMER R, K Rorimn R, R

K
ARMEE T, F2 R HOEE LA NAR SN 1AW a,20, Ya =1.

UEAh, mEIE SRR R TECE BROGIE . 5 T B RIBE4. DSNet LIS CEA 5
FEGELE, EREGXEHERIRL, (HREBEE R EEE, RELIEEEREANE. N, £XIIA
Squeeze-and-Excitation J3 & /I ML, 0T ERHAE B & B E AR € DL s ) ek, HE T RoR .

F=c(W,6(Wz))®F )
Hrh, FONINERE, z RonaRihGrimEiR e, w 5w, NEEERESEL § RoR ReLU #ul

B, o For Sigmoid MK, ®© FRBIMIE AR . 2L RENS B 18 N 50 OB I B N ] TR
FE, MIMTHRTHRHERILGESI[19].

3.2. SE-DSNet E{&HELR

A —FEET SE JER RN 14 R 51 5 M4 (SE-DSNet) H T 56 1 S 43 95 . BEARHE
20N 3 BTz ZTVRLE R 4R DSNet FEA 5] NIBIEVER JIpLH], DA SR ERFE R IA FE J1 A0 4L 2 [A]
FHERR, MWMIRFAE IG5 TR0 25 HRE.

WX 2 HE AR R DA R AR R ZH il BHE FAC R AR . AR R MR 4050 A1) - iR IE RN 4> 52 . SE R
FIEEE AR R DL SR IE R & 5 4 SRR
3.3. BiEmmabE

T =il BUE A R B M BUE R Z R BRI BN B 2 BT SR sem, AR SO
SeX IR GE B R AT A — AN B . A SO SR A B RS INA — A T VRS SR AR B I A T AR v A AL B

x! — i min (3)

Horb, X OWR—AERIEE R, x AFEIREICE, X Xpe 700N BT B/ IME AT 5 KA
e, RAE SN E 177 SR BUR B4R Patch, FITHEMIAREA . W& LKA Px P, WIEESFE
RFTRN:
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L
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L
HXWXB Conv Block 1 Conv Block 2
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[
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! Logits Focal Loss | ! |
e e P — I I

; © ’ 7= 70) | (=t

‘ | H ‘ e
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|

|
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LA s bl e R e b s Wy el B i e e | e el R Ablatione Settings . H%FME N
|| e baseline: MM SE Block B B (Bands) .
I=H Feature Maps H FC Layer ‘:l Pooling / Flatten E Feature Vector =— Data Flow = Supervision ! * sel: 1R SE Block #1 5_ ;z;rﬁﬁ:;f::ﬁh;zﬁsscs)
ose12:  [ERIEM SE Block #1 0 SEBlock#2 | | . f4 it (Reduction Ratio)
Figure 3. The proposed SE-DSNet framework
3. FriRHAY SE-DSNet HEZR
PxPxB
X e KPP 4)

Hh, PERRFFMEOKRA, B TR B
3.4. W5 ASIEIR N 4%
34.1. FHREREDX
NIRHIRAAZ T, DSNet 5] NTFAZZMRIBHLE] . %5 3R FH G5 — Ao 58 4 kg 22 SIS T 9 35
RS A, ALY EL
A= f,.(X) )
Hoh, f () FORGDES, A FoRERARE. RN
X =f1.(4) (6)
Ht, f, () FRRILE, X FREMDILE.
3.4.2. T E] - HIEHFMERE S X
A T3 ST E e i FEMG R B MR , L S AR 06 R 5 231 R SUE E. F RS
B, ST A R RN AT R B
F=¢(W,*F_ +b,) 7
Hort, F o3R58 RRAHE, W 50 A NETERSHEMBI, « REERERE, ¢ ForIESN
BOE R BT 2 R SRR EOE R, U B BB EUR R A RE SURHE[20].
3.5. SE JFE S miEir
T T P F A T AR S T e i B AT T I 2 TR A0 A, e S A 000 248 0l L, P 3% I b 3 e e LA
SIBIVE CRAEEIE . ik, FRATZE DSNet FFHN T @BV 2 AIHLEISE),  LABHAS 33 vk 5 1 1 i 7
BRIE[21]. IR, 7 R i I i B, RATBIN T — AW B R fE s, Wit
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AN 1 B 25 (SAD) K3 SRRFAE (1 6 R B
(1) Squeeze A
Y PIRRFIEE U e RO, SE BB il id 42 J5 P it oK 28 (A5 B R 46 M@ IE H#A 2 e RC -

£ = S (1) ®

Heb, U, (i, ))RnH c MEENE (i, ) WFEE, HS W aRRn R B &R S %R ZRER A
ﬁﬁ%%%*ﬁé%%ﬁﬁc
(2) Excitation #1F
IV A I 4% 2 ) T TE R

s:U(W25(le)) ©))

Hor, s RoR@ENE R R, 5(-) A ReLU ¥, o(-) Sigmoid AL, W, . W, NA% 24, Zid 2
F T R A5EE 2 (A ARG R
(3) HFAEFEARE
B 2N SR AR RFAE AT IOAN [22]
5, ®U (10)

U, =s.®U,
Hep, 5, B ¢ NMEEBGE, U, FoRX ROETERHAE . JEIZALE], B REAS 0 55 5 T I BURFIE A N,
MHTURER, RERHIERILRE

3.6. FHERLS S5 J.ARIR

21533 5 AR FR o AR AU RRAE I 28 AT b 5 -
Fryion = Concat(F i Frpiy ) (11)

fusion

Hr, Fp R, F, R RRE L

R A RFEIE A AR R BB R R — P, e R A R
7 = Softmax (W, Fy,, +b,) (12)

fusion

Hr, wMb, TR RESHEGMEN, y RonmA&n Mm%z,
3.7. B H

N T FIRARALE R RE 1 5 70 VB RE, A SR IR & 450 5% R B3t AT )11 52
L= Loup + Ly (13)
(1) ERHE
N TR T B E MR SCREMS A Rt 22 2] BTN AR F BEAE S, AT TR 220 S H i in B A4 24
W 340 WK, MRRS SCRMAGES - MILEAR, BRI X oot ik S
B, 0] PR D 2 L TR BRI D o AT TR I U7 IR ZE(MSEVE N B R L,y » PAR/MEJE RSN
e X b AR AR A B X 2 A 2 S

Z, Jx (14)

o, BOSEIRRAN, X, R0 X, 5 A i A REAS IR TG H N T A 2 T A i o S /M i R A R
72, MIZEHEE Y 2] B RENS PR B JR 46065 1 BUE B I IRME LR, I 2 273 SCHR A S LI ) 1 1)
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TBR P
(2) PR
FEELL TR, 3 A5 I W R I FR A K 32 SR 12 2% R 2

Lloss :_Zi}ilyi logpi (15)

Hrb, y NS P AN E SRR RIS, p, ARG EE i SRR . SR, BT e et R A
1% 5 IR AS I M B D BERFEARA ), A XEHVR S mm 25028, SEUSBCERIR RS T %,
ok, ASCHI R EE S K (Focal Loss) B ABRAESS X2k,  AGEMR IR RIAS -1 ) /i, A5 sk
TESUN:
Lo = _Zj\ilai (l_pi )7 Vi IOg(Pi) (16)

Hrb, p, AESERAITIEER, o NFGIBE, y NEESH. ZBURRERES D 5 0 BRI
Wi, A TR B S A 3 SRR A, AT SR AR A A -1 1

4. KWMEER 7
4.1. SLHRE

RIS HET PyTorch HEZ4L, BT 77 VETEAH [V R 5V 2R 5 T HEAT o B8 A 3R F #
Ki/NEA—, FEEL 7 x 7 W2 HSECS AT E N . NS /N 164 5640200, 2] %
0.001. Adam fLfb#3([23][24]. R BRECNIRE (532 Focal Loss, y =2, o HEEHIMNZEE([25]; &
RN MSE). X EE 7B 4G CNN2D (B E 5 + 42582, CNN3D (HybridSN 45#4). GRU (W2,
B2 128). DSNet (Ji4H 4 E) &AL SE-DSNeto FF2EFENLAL 10%1I1Z5 90%Mk. T4 845 R A B ARK
FE(OA). “FHIHEE (AA)FI Kappa REL.

X R A R

(1) BEAEKSEE(OA)

C
on 2 i -
N
Hep, N, BRE i BPEFROEALE, N RBRAREAE, CRoRERIEL.
(2) “FRIFEEZ(AA)
1 «c N,
AA =— Zi
cZay (18)
Hrp, N RRE i BAIHAYE.
(3) Kappa %1
Kappa = }f’__}? (19)

e

Hr, B RoRLbror R, P RoRBENL DU T R EE — B R .
(4) PARLGEFE SN
FEINGRERE, Dy UM — TR ORI R 22, ASCRAZRE PP R r gt AT AL e %«
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Score=0A+1-AA (20)

Horb, A TR BRSSO 2 B AL R R . EIR TSR AR REDS N EEIA 2 SR RE . SRA1Y
LA L 9y 2K — B S 2 A BN B AT S5 6 PR A

4.2. MEESEISE R4

4.2.1. Indian Pines BB R ST

7E Indian Pines ZU#i4E (55 3. & 4), ALY SE-DSNet 7 OA (96.72%)+ AA (98.05%)+ Kappa
(96.24%) %54 Score (116.33) LIHUAHHAL, #HLL DSNet, OA &/ 3.11%, Kappa $#&5 3.55%. %%t
CNN2D (OA 83.15%)H1 CNN3D (OA 60.04%)Z B T 1% F A /& B/NE AR I ZR A2 5E : GRU (OA 78.02%)
DRIk = 2 (A SRR 0, RO ES TR 34 . %2800, SE-DSNet fEE 16 HUpE . W55 5 R
BUMEAR S EARTH R E U 91.39% T2 99.71%), EFRARELHL. b K T3 NIA R,
RIS AR E R FIE S EOURT B2 2 R0 [X 3 e D) e, AR AR e AL T L 5 i

Table 3. Classification accuracy of different methods on Indian Pines dataset (%)

%2 3. AEIFATE Indian Pines $IBEE 4 245 RAVKE (%)

eS| CNN2D CNN3D GRU DSNet SE-DSNet
EE 92.49 43.50 71.79 90.03 93.21
R EK 61.48 43.88 72.33 95.92 95.41
SRR 100.00 84.24 83.16 98.37 98.91
B/ 91.72 83.89 73.37 96.42 98.66
HmE 89.24 71.59 87.02 91.39 99.71
TRARELH 100.00 94.31 81.35 97.95 100.00
BB S 90.09 60.78 100.00 93.90 98.37
AFTFH 69.73 49.13 64.76 88.96 95.45
Hek 75.53 23.23 100.00 95.92 95.04
iy 100.00 98.15 84.86 99.38 100.00
YN 90.35 80.71 66.50 99.38 98.71
15 NS 100.00 90.00 64.00 99.38 97.88
N 100.00 95.56 98.15 99.38 100.00
R 20.51 53.85 89.39 94.87 97.44
- H - ROR - JERRIR A X 100.00 100.00 81.52 100.00 100.00
e — ML KIS 100.00 100.00 100.00 100.00 100.00

Table 4. Overall accuracy of different methods on Indian Pines dataset (%)

%% 4. I[EF5 A7 Indian Pines BIEE 2R RAVIEE (%)

Jii OA AA Kappa Score

CNN2D 83.15 86.32 80.75 100.41
CNN3D 60.04 73.30 54.79 74.70

GRU 78.02 84.30 75.11 94.88

DSNet 93.61 96.18 92.69 112.85
SE-DSNet (A3 J71%) 96.72 98.05 96.24 116.33
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4.2.2. Augsburg BIRELER T

1E Augsburg 31375 (3% 5. 7 6)H', SE-DSNet [¥] OA 4 90.47%, AA A 66.21%, Kappa -/ 86.27%,
Score A 103.71, $4LF DSNet (OA 88.34%, Kappa 83.20%) 5% HAthxt b /73, CNN2D. CNN3D 1 GRU
1) OA 7379 81.33%- 80.67%711 79.85%, HHBAR T X5 S S5 . SR ETH, FRIR(97.10%) (EEX
(96.16%) (RIBFEH(93.72%) %5 F R FIKEE B ESETE: 2 TCHI(57.17%) FI 7K 44:(49.64%) 55 R 325 A
—EEE . HITALIXRA(51.51%)K T DSNet (65.74%), FHIR IR HRIEBVIFERIE M E . AT
&, SE-DSNet 7EE IR 37 5t h R I H R 47 1z A6 RE

Table 5. Classification accuracy of different methods on Augsburg dataset (%)
% 5. TEJFALE Augsburg BIRE N RERIBE (%)

e CNN2D CNN3D GRU DSNet SE-DSNet
AR 85.76 93.02 81.10 93.56 97.10
fFEX 87.44 92.68 85.51 94.47 96.16
TalkX 69.56 21.46 84.41 65.74 51.51
B 81.39 78.29 82.25 89.93 93.72
43 Fic it 41.68 58.70 32.10 51.43 57.17
kX 14.10 9.46 5.56 14.59 18.19
KA 35.83 9.36 19.18 4227 49.64

Table 6. Overall accuracy of different methods on Augsburg dataset (%)
& 6. ANEIFFETE Augsburg HIEE BIRERIVEE (%)

i OA AA Kappa Score

CNN2D 81.33 59.40 73.27 93.21
CNN3D 80.67 51.85 72.01 91.04

GRU 79.85 55.59 71.41 90.97

DSNet 88.34 64.57 83.20 101.25
SE-DSNet (A3 757%) 90.47 66.21 86.27 103.71

4.2.3. BEES

CEE RS , SE-DSNet 7E 4OV AN 17 37 5t h 3 LS S L RE « 7E Indian Pines |, OA 15 96.72%.
Kappa 1% 96.24%, LT DSNet 435147 3.1 1 3.6 ™H 7 iis 1E Augsburg |2, OA Fll Kappa 7371k 90.47%
1 86.27%. HEBIKHEARHE B AR A7 Bl . KA SETE R, EX 3R 200 (an Tl IX
WA, 5 CNN. GRU MLL, M5 a 250 - il - 355 BRHAHE, SEERE M
Focal Loss 175 NiE— B4+ T B4R B 5200301V, 300F TS BULE Z Mg st B I & w5 3E M .

4.3. STRERTAAU S

NEM R TR IBOR, AR HIFE Indian Pines R Augsburg HidE4E b3 SR [
SR AT T AR B, Il 4 AT S B
4.3.1. Indian Pines HBETIIL 7

Mo KGR IE (] 4)aT A i, CNN2D Al GRU F 73 S &I A7 A2 KB ARGER MR A ALE A DXk, DX shiE
BRI s CNN3D B TS , (R4 S5 BSER s DSNet (11X 38 56 S A FHORFF e 0 W AL T 00 =4,
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KTARIA) N A IE A — 2. A SCHR ) SE-DSNet fEMLERCR i tE, 70 SRIX I, W s, 14
FHECRTEW, SESRERCONEL. 2SR 5R 3. £ 4 g EER

False Color Ground Truth

CNN3D GRU DSNet SE-DSNet (Ours)
- — ; . = i ¥

Buildings-Grass Trees-Drives

Figure 4. Classification results of different methods for Indian Pines dataset

4. AEF53ETE Indian Pines BUIBE FMHLERE

4.3.2. Augsburg BURETLIL O

False Color
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8 £ 7
%2
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Figure 5. Classification results of different methods for Augsburg dataset

5. FRIFFATE Augsburg BUiRE LI R RE
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AL

Mo RERIE (K 5)AT LA i, CNN2D Al GRU BAEREU A BhARM . AE B IX A FZMPFEES, (Hik
X RSN LT € AR5 CNN3D HY L™ SIS0 2RI, Tk DOAIR Ml X R TR 2% 5
DSNet B 4A R EY BARTE, FEYXIEERE, (HEk X A2 W RAER . ASCHEH ¥ SE-DSNet /£ £k
Mo EBX . B BRI BOR, 2 BRI KRR 7 stk — b, 4y R i JAE .
BRI, Tk X XIS B DSNet X2 HIRAILR, 536 5 PZIR T FE— 2.

4.4. JERAKIR S S

NIGAIE SE VERE /15 Focal Loss HJTTRk, L DSNet NEEZEHEHATHMISLLS, #E LAT DU 4% LAY .
(1) DSNet: JRIARY 32 T4 E 51 S M %% (2) DSNet + SE: 7£45 ] - i /r 32 ik N\ SE I vE & Jfkidk,
(3) DSNet +Focal Loss: LA Focal Loss #AX32 X J@#5i2%; (4) SE-DSNet: [A]i 5] A SE 5 Focal Loss ] 564
B, BT S DR A AR RIS S B0 R, DOREEX RO, Sl He 4y 4 & SOgERT 73 2R 1 Re )
v YsEoses- 2R

4.4.1. Indian Pines FIE&E MR O

VHRALSEES (4 7. % 8)% R, fE IndianPines |, J5#%h DSNet [f] OA 4 93.61%. Kappa 4 92.69%.
Fn N SE #ib(DSNet + SE)J5, OA #2T+2% 95.20%, Kappa J+Z 94.51%; H5{#i i Focal Loss (DSNet +
Focal Loss)/l] OA & 95.01%, Kappa Jy 94.25%. 5e#A5A SE-DSNet HUF 5 HERUR(OA 96.72%, Kappa
96.24%). 2K, SE BRI T HIAEHL(91.39% — 99.71%)FME BIH3% H11(93.90% — 98.37%)
505 Focal Loss X E 1« M S/ IMEARIAINEIR—RTE. MBS GG, BAEZHEN ik B
gy, BARMERRIL TATE— SBEL, BOUE 1 M St SRS AEAO 5 R B R R

Table 7. Overall and ablation experiment results for Indian Pines dataset (%)

%% 7. Indian Pines BB E Sk 4E RIHRSIIR A R (%)

Hik OA (%) AA (%) Kappa

DSNet 93.61 96.18 92.69

DSNet + SE 95.20 97.74 94.51
DSNet + Focal Loss 95.01 97.14 94.25
SE-DSNet (A3 J51%) 96.72 98.05 96.24

Table 8. Classification and ablation experiment results for Indian Pines dataset (%)

%% 8. Indian Pines BB N L L RIBMSTILE R (%)

e DSNet DSNet+SE  DSNet + Focal Loss ~ SE-DSNet
EE 90.03 90.90 86.92 93.21
FbkEK 95.92 91.45 96.56 95.41
USSR S 98.37 100.00 100.00 98.91
/S 96.42 97.99 97.54 98.66
A E L 91.39 99.71 99.00 99.71
AR H 97.95 100.00 100.00 100.00
B4R 93.90 98.47 86.06 98.37
RFF5 88.96 91.77 96.73 95.45
ek 95.92 96.99 96.10 95.04
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L

CiY N 99.38 100.00 100.00 100.00

U NG 99.38 91.77 97.83 98.71

HEHRE 99.38 96.99 100.00 97.88

N 99.38 100.00 100.00 100.00

ety 94.87 100.00 97.44 97.44

A - HM - BOR - TERR R A X 100.00 100.00 100.00 100.00
A - ANEE R IR 4R 100.00 100.00 100.00 100.00

4.4.2. Augsburg IEEHRMER 7

1f Augsburg $i#i4E(7# 9. % 10) L., DSNet [] OA 4 88.34%. AA N 64.57%. M SE J& OA #&F
% 91.20%, Kappa Jt7 87.35%, FHRNGER. (KB ENR5E G, H AA BKFES 63.71%. FPAlfE
FH Focal Loss ffi AA #£TF% 69.08% (i), KIAK42.27% — 50.70%)F1 5 FLH(51.43% — 60.04% )25 A 3
KA MGER R, {H OA #RFF-HR. 585 SE-DSNet [ OA N 90.47%, Kappa N 86.27%, fEFRM(97.10%)+
B X(96.16%) EARFFEREE, ML XS (51.51%)% T DSNet + Focal Loss (81.04%), 15 2 5 HR Ik
A INGRIER B 24 I PR . BRI 5, SE M EE E2RHFE, Focal Loss AT 285134, WEsd
FEREARNE S A7 1 [ A 4 v

Table 9. Overall and ablation experiment results for Augsburg dataset (%)

52 9. Augsburg HIEE DAL RIERM LI R (%)

PARZA OA AA Kappa

DSNet 88.34 64.57 83.20

DSNet + SE 91.20 63.71 87.35
DSNet + Focal Loss 90.32 69.08 86.24
SE-DSNet (A3 J5i%) 90.47 66.21 86.27

Table 10. Classification and ablation experiment results for Augsburg dataset (%)

2 10. Augsburg BEE 7 L L RIBERSLIREE R (%)

2 DSNet DSNet + SE DSNet + Focal Loss SE-DSNet
FSN 93.56 98.66 95.34 97.10
EERX 94.47 95.35 92.43 96.16
TalkX 65.74 75.07 81.04 51.51
IRIERE 89.93 95.07 94.58 93.72
53 TC Hh 51.43 55.83 60.04 57.17
kX 14.59 4.64 9.40 18.19
KA 42.27 21.43 50.70 49.64

4.4.3. HRUSSIR R OHT
CRETAECIRSE, WRNSLIG R W] SE VER MU 3 B 0R - 8 IR RIE, FETHERAACRS B AN (X i 4
5 Focal Loss B RUMGE /INEASRIME 82800, $ETHRAB M TE, BB BeAER I SR A B,
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FERESRTEs RS, TSR S R ok HARAN i, BB A7 — e PERERUT (an Tk 38) . R
U, SE-DSNet £/ M7 th BB IR L 5 & 1 RE, B0IIE 7 SE A Focal Loss fEHY SRAFIEH ) 5 2 A
ST T R, (RN R o i 8 7t — 2 A o AR i £ SR DT AR S o 12 2K

5. R ERE
5.1. B8

ASCE X a2 R G BT SIS TR FIZNA P % A &, 7E DSNet HJ2EAE E5INT SE
VER JJHLHIFD Focal Loss, $#2H! T SE-DSNet #5784, % T /E g5 B -

(1) ZILT DSNet LAY, BAIE T H 53 345 Rt 23 [ RFAE A =F B2 A5 S B & 245568 7 - 7E Indian Pines
Al Augsburg BN I, DSNet [RIIIM T4 CNN 1 GRU J5¥2:.

(2) TEXUSr S 2% b ik N SE Sl VE 5 s, Y e 8 B 3 R 58 OC B I BORFAE IR TUR (B B
THRSEIG R, NN SE BLHUG, RALTE 200 bR 43 R FE AN X Sl e B 3 A B AR T

(3) KH Focal Loss BARAZ U0 2K, AR 1 RA AT iR 8. Sl H] Focal Loss I, BAI7E
KN RREA L TR BB .

(4) FEHEBA SE-DSNet 7E P4t 26 EIYINAS [ el Phfe . AHEL 4R DSNet, ARSI, VK E
Ml Kappa REIIA R T TS R E IR, SE-DSNet [0 2 B i il BUSEhRiE, X g il
TR M YA T

TH RS a gt — PR, SE BN F A 1 S0 RFIER L, Focal Loss BA R TR, sl
B G E B AR REFN 2 P-4 2[RI HUAS T B i

52. RE

KIS TTFAAFAE— LA, ARRAT LA BUR JUAN 77 T 44 2 it -

() BEAET. YR SHE S, WS ER . IR 2 B AR BRI 8T, (B TR Sk
#% b [26].

(2) ZRJZRAESRIC. [ 2 RT3 SZ B e LIS AN RIS A, 77 51N 25 14 R SRR AE 4 73
R AL 2 R H bR IE B AE

(3) HIE SR m SR RE A =, RERAH AR5 AT B B B, b XA

TEREAS (A5
(4) BT . AN FEHR R 2 MAFLE SRS, BT 7038 & B BRIz 1, SRR AL AN [R5
THIEM B

(5) XA I A H P . Augsburg Hodls S h Tl X ) 73 FAE RPN, RSB 1 iE
1453 2% R B i T AL 3 xS B A SR R e

(6) ZEESRE . diGmaik et LiDAR 5 SAR i, FIH 2 BES(E Bt — BT 6k
FE, JLHAER I
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