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Integrated Selection Index Model for Optimal Feature
Combinations on Remote Sensing

. L2 1 . .2
SHEN Run-ping ", WANG Renchao , ZHAO Xiao-min
(1 Inst. of Agric. Remote Sensing & Inform. Appl., Zhejiang University, Hangzhou 310029, China;
2 Land Resource and Envirorment College, Jiangxi Agric. Univ., Nanchang 330045 China)

Abstract: Selection of optimal feature combimations is one of the key procedures for remotely sensed image classification

and information abstraction. Based on the analysis of various quantitative methods, the differences and crrelationships

between them have been discussed. The method of integrated selection index for optimal feature combinations correlation-

ships was proposed. It was proposed that the integrated selection index model constructed could be better than others.

Key words: optimal feature combinations; integrated selection index model; image classification; remote sensin
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