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Fig. 1. Study Area in this study.

- 187 -



AL 714, B2 G4 2 Wavelet 7] 8 § 3
B A7 < Fig. 29 =48 g2t FP = A0

SATELLITE IMAGERY

|
I l

CREATE WAVELET MAGERY

CREATE TEXTURE IMAGERY

[ ]
|

CREATE WAVELET-BASED
TEXTURE FUSION IMAGERY

I

CLASSIFICATION

}

DEFINE CLASSES
(8Y CLUSTERS)

;

VARIFICATION
(CLASSIFICATION ACCURACY)

Fig. 2. Work flow of this study..
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Table 1. Classes definition

Class Definition
A Apartment(4~5floors) Complex
B Apartment(Building Size)
C Road(Aspalt)
D PlayGround(Soil)
E Housing Complex
F Shadow
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Table 2. The Classification Accuracy
: 5th Band is Texture

Classes

A B o] D E F
Raw Data  46.05 6024 9677 9094 1995 100.00
Contrast 46.05 4561 9677 9129 1995 100.00
Dissimilarity ~ 4720 4712 9655 9059 20.00 100.00
Homogeneity 5066 61.05 9677 5889 20.60 100.00
ASM 6069 5631 6401 9338 2060 100.00
Energy 60.86 4299 6573 10000 19.85 100.00
Entropy 5038 5500 6853 9895 18.14 100.00
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Table 3. The Classification Accuracy : 5th

Band is Fusion Imagery

Classes

A B C D E F
Raw Data  46.05 6024 9677 9094 1995 100.00
Contrast 46.05 6024 9677 9123 1995 100.00
Dissimilarity 4622 6044 9677 9164 1995 100.00
Homogeneity 48.03 4591 9677 9582 2025 100.00
ASM 5526 5681 9612 9338 2040 100.00
Energy 4852 5994 96.12 9024 2040 100.00
Entropy 49.18 4672 9655 96.86 19.90 100.00

Table 4. The Classification Accuracy : 5th
Band is Texture and 6th band is Fusion

Imagery

Classes

A B Cc D E F
Raw Data  46.05 6024 9677 9084 1995 100.00
Contrast 4622 6034 9677 9164 1995 100.00
Dissimilarity 4671 51.06 9655 9756 19.60 100.00
Homogeneity 50.99 6902 9526 5401 2086 100.00
ASM 6266 5621 5948 93.03 2086 100.00
Energy 63.16 4359 6272 100.00 19.70 100.00
Entropy 6036 5540 68.10 99.30 17.33 100.00
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