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- Elvidge. International Journal of Remote Sensing. 1990
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(Image  Classification)

(Thomas M. Lillesand et al, 2000)
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(Training areas)
Supervised

Van Genderen et al. (1977)
Binomial probability theory 21
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(Stien, A. et al.,1999)
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Histograms
Line graphs Scatter plots

Scatter plots
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Separability Divergence (Swain and Davis,

1978) L

2.2

L= pt/e)

p(/®)

2.2 Separability

Swain P. H. and Davis . M. Remote Sensing The Quantitative Approach. 1978

2.2 2

Separability Divergence (
Jensen (1996)
Divergence 0 2000
Transformed Divergence ( 2.8) Transformed Divergence
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L 181
TD. Separability Transformed Divergence
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24 Supervised Maximum Likelihood Classification

: Shunji Murai. Maximum Likelihood Method : Basin of Remote Sensing. 2004
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Classification Error Matrix (Congalton and

Green, 1999) Error Matrix
25

25 Error Matrix
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1 ) (Overall accuracy)
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2. ) (Product’s accuracy

(29)
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SWIRXBS)

Khaldoun, Neil, Nader and Jad (2002)

LANDSAT-7 ETM+

Spactral Reflectance of Different Frult Tress

f 2 i 4 & §
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2.5 Spectral profile
- Using medium-high spatial resolution satellite data to monitor biomasschanges
in the Dead Sea Basin.http:/iwww.cstars.ucdavis.edu/~driano/Rian02002b.pdf

Khaldoun al et. Visible

Visible NIR  MIR

NIR LANDSAT ETM+ ,

Armando AA. and Andries B.p.,2002.
LANDSAT-7 ETM+
Detailed-level crop type
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Broad-level
crop type
86% Detailed-level crop type
Mendoza al et. (2004)
VNIR  SWIR ASTER/TERRA
10 [234] [2345] [2346] [2347] [2348] [2349] [123]
[138] [346]  [1234)56,789] Neural Network
B2 (630-690 nm) NIR B3
(760-860 nm)
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