BRLEZSARERES
IPSJ SIG Technical Report

Vol.2019-CVIM-216 No.9
2019/3/8

A LR T 23 HEFEICED { FEEK L OMIIRE

R

PP HL FEA

I IEZEY  SfE Sepll

BIE : fEmR Loymiticsw, BARAAZ2—F )%y b7 —2 (CNN) FEFICHITH 5.
L2 LaEMns, VE— bRy r 7ofEidics i, HMEPLa A Fo#lss» 5 CNN 2288 T 5010+
DT —Fky b EHABETSZLBREECH S, 2 I TARPE TR, BBonikT—%+& >y T CNN 2%
I T 201, FHOYEEFEEZRET S, JUk, FEEH D AHD—DOTH % self-training
WREHL, 2= ML 225 7 \UAEF—F2IEL, HOEEIC X Y EBMEL2 A LY 5Tk
THB, HEEGREHOHIRE Y 2 2 1ICEH L E A, BREFERIZITRTOTF—F2HOLTEEL
72 CNN L FASOWRE%E I 18D T =y /TR 5 2 LW TE,

F—T—K EPACEE, Self-training 1%, MEENYE, MM, MBI

1. EUSHIC

IR o> F B e iR U T E T [1) [2] S 5EE
DWEHEE [3] &\ o lehk4 RIS OB D & IEH IR
BYAITHD, BHRIAHBR=2—F )%y 77— (CNN)
DI & R IBHGERER Y A 7 1B WL TEWIREE 2 N 5 75 £
HzHEDTEY [4] 5], frm&go HBakicBd 2058
bEAIFTbILTW S (6] [7] [8).

—H, ZDXI REEEELT 27 DIIEHERD T L
NEF—2 2T, VE— Ly v ISOMEEBTIRE
HIEHTE L 7N ET =Y 24 mICHET 220
Wi#EchH 5, ZOMEE LT, FHREBRAND T LA
FOLHEMENTER IS 2 LR, —DDERH G
MLUIEFICREL, NREELMT I LB hhz2ET 2
EnERFEITFoND,

ARIETIE, DT =55 CNN 24 X < #H T
57000, FHOYHFERZRET 2. AFEOHWIE, @&
BIgIC X 2 HOEE LB cOL—F DN ALK D, D
WA R FTCNN OFEFREA LT 52 ETH D, il
MOALEEEZT 2012, FHHdH D FHO—-DOTH S
self-training ¥% [9] 28 AT 5. self-training %1%, 7L
NEF—=IoEHLZETVEHNT, FNLRLT—
IR T _INVENEGET 2, Z208%, EFABHALEY
AR (HFE) B EOBEZ#EZ KT VT —8 L

L ERNZOFEBFEA RGN LRt v & —
National Institute of Advanced Industrial Science and Tech-
nology (AIST) 1-1-1 Umezono, Tsukuba, Ibaraki 305-8560,
Japan

a)  k-uehara@aist.go.jp

© 2019 Information Processing Society of Japan

DTNV ETF =S 2bbe TTF—yEzHPL, B
R T L cETADMEREN LT 2 FiETH S [9).
L La2s, ETVOMBEIGVEAIZEVRTY, %
DT OUPEIZIE L W E RS 220 &0 ) RTEE23H D,
BRI o TREB 2T 2800 H 2. KRz, 87—
TRV IEE ZOHEAIZEETHE EEZSND,

Z TR TIX, self-training ¥I12 X D AT S 32K
7 ROVDSIE L e 89 % EMUEIC & D H B G
L, ¥BICHHAZI BT =Y DHRERT L LTE
W95, Ziuckh, #EHEWLTHEOH 29~ 7L
WEFF—y Xy MBRATZZ L. E6i, HE
2R CHRE D UGE S N WAL, BRENEE [10] 2 Al
72— DONANC KD FENELED 5. BBEIEE L, £
IV DREBT—=FIRL, 22— &kl CREENIC
TRV ERER L R8T 5 FETH L. ETILVEHR
IWEET 2 X9 v PV DB IS 2503 %
CRINTED [10), COFEZIEMNTLILT, 7\
fEF—y2HmLEEHET VOB ZIA L2 35, D
0, AOYE LRI EEEZRNICHAAG DY, P
I—FDNATETNVOUREZWET 22 L 2HIET.
RETFHEOEINNETHLZ 9 % 72 %, Landsat 8 512 Xk %
R E W TV 7 G Y 2 7 2Bl 7=, Z Dff
R, F18%D 7 XNV EFT—5 T, &7 —F2HOIES
RS DVEREZER L 72, & 512, TERORERIYE LD
IZEWTH, R RE L TRVWIEREESRL, i,
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2. BEEMRE

AR BT 296 & L C, Wang & [11] 1%, feEhEH
DIFENCHER R TN ERERT 5 2 8h 6, FHIC
KEDF =¥ %2%ET % CNN IZRE A+ TH 2 2 & ZHRFE
L, self-training ¥RIZ & D 7 X)L L7 —4 25 HEINICY:
BT —% %N T 5 Fik (Cost-Effective Active Learning,
CEAL) Z#2£ L %. CEAL X, 7N ET—5 4%
WAEE DO RTIIB S TR BT T DREEMEVL 2 E 5,
FEBEBEIGU 2 BEOFEEEALTE D, MEEIS
WYY PARTERERICHGS, LaLAads, HEmIC
BN B v PADEEITE D &) DIl Th 7%
Wi, SBINLY Y 7c X b EFIOLOMWRER T 235 A]
HEVED D % MU CAMIAL L 75 5.

3. RERFE

3.1 RIREERTE
F=SHEED = {x 10 1, TRV ET-SEE
Dl = {a;,y}ly £ 7NV LT =85 DY = {a; )10,
DRI NG, AFRICELTIE, o FAEEG%
L, y 3R TH 2 0EB0%ERT 7V %EKT, CNN
% fp L, BMEOT7AET—% DEickh, 70
NIRXA=F 0 =2EEHT 5, FEHBRIE, IR LT—FH
H DY 5, ZOETN fo OREVBHRETE 29 v 7L
Q={z )1l ZHoDUDEDIIMEIT LY g FHEERL,
I—HFIRERTE, 2—FIEIN6DF Y TN TR %
52 Q={zy} . L, 7N EF—SEADLIC
FAONNFLET =% Q ZMAS. TO¥EE LT
DEEDIELIC KD, FIRERIR D A WEATRIEC TN LR
DEVETILOFEZHIET.

3.2 ¥ACEBFE

REFRIE, 22— LRBIERECREERIZ Y~ 7L & IX
ET LRI E, HEINZR T VOERICL D 2EET2H
CEEHr oINS, ERNE7 A T4 71k, BHED
TRUNET =S ICEDEFHETVEBEL, Z20ET
Mk s HOEECET VORI LEEZHS, 22T, €
FTUDHCEEHRICERZ A L TE R Lo 2B D,
I—FICT VAT RER L CEHE T VRS S, 2
kb, ALY —FONATHEEE T L OHRE
BT 5,

HOAER TR, F8liH D EEHFIETH 5 self-training
EERX—2 LT3, self-training T, 7XVHET—
068 E LT VOEBIERICHE I WT, F0%L
TR TRV ENG TS, L, BT VOMREEL
FWEAETHoTHZDR T RIUMBEICIEL W EIFRS
T, B ko TR EHEY T 2 MERD 2. 2 TR
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2 TlE, self-training HRIZBWTHE SN IK T XL E
T=F &ML, FEICE LYY ST R ICH
22LTIOMBEINNT S, ZOLE, —HIILEDRK
FRVT =8 %I &, FEICEREY Y IVOERDK
22720, PETOWET .

BARNIZIZ, BEEDO I W E T =9 2T THE L€
TIE, PERDOIRT NVAE T — 83 L BEED T VR
EF— Y HOETHEE LLEF VO Z L, b
Zi L TE 2551, 20T NN E T — 8 RiEAE
WERHTHLELIRTXINMNET =YLy MICERETS.
K7 _NUAFE T =8 ZER LK, 7L OMREm LR
ADIOEER, ETNVOERIENML 2EEE, 12—
&% 7 U E T — 8 ORI TE TV OMREN LA 2T

DI ffiTix, WNEEH & HOAH IO W CHEM % b
N5,

Algorithm 1 :XFEH 7L X4
Input:

Initial training set D¥ = {z;,y;}l_;.

Unlabeled samples DV = {xz}iiz‘ﬂ

Number of samples ¢ queried in each iteration.

A classifier fy.

Initialization : DPL = ¢
1: repeat
2: Perform semi-self-training.

fo, DY, DY DPL <« SemiSel fTrain(DY, DV, DPL)

3:  for (i=1towu)do

4: Rank unlabeled sample z; € DY based on query strat-
egy.
5: end for
6: Select g samples to be labeled, and display the samples to
the user.
7 The user assigns a label to the queried samples.

CN? = {z;,y; }3i§+1
8: Add the labeled samples to the labeled set. DY < DF U@
9: Remove the labeled samples from the unlabeled pool.
DV <= DU\Q
10: until Stopping criterion is met.
11: return Trained classifier fy

3.2.1 MERFILTYXL

MNERE 7L TV XL %, Algorithm 1 1278, WEEERIC
BT, 1) Ed 7 0M4ET7 -2y + DE, 0%
L7=%%y b DY, (R7XUNHET—F Xy + DIL (W]
WIREETIEZEEDS) 2V T 322 fiTidR2 7k kD
HO¥E 2179, (2) HO#EBKDL S &, DY, DPL A
INZThEH SN, ZOFEEFERICKDIET N fH 2135,
(3) 2D, fo KL, TV OWRER EXHIETE 2
Y7 NE DY D6 g HERL, 2—HIi2T A2
KT 2. (4) 7 ABHT o7 BE Q = {z,yi}itl, &
DRzt L, DY oMWY ER<. Bk, (1)~@) k2w
T T HEMEZ 72 T £ TR IR T,

TNV ORI LB TE 2V v 7L ORI
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TNFTERA R HIEDPERIN TV 2 [10] [12]. ABfZ%ET
X, MENRTHZ20E20 _fEHETHZLD, TF
VDTS EEDY 50%IEVWIED & 3 v 7V 2 AR T 5 least
confidence M IZ Xk 232 75% H 7z,

Algorithm 2 :FCAEE 7T LT X4
Input:

Labeled samples D”.

Unlabeled samples DY .

Pseudo-labeled samples D¥L.

1: repeat

2: Train a classifier fo using labeled dataset D~ and pseudo-
labeled dataset DPL.

3:  Assign pseudo-labels to unlabeled samples DY using the
classifier fy.

4: Select n samples from pseudo-labeled samples. dFl =
{Ii, gl }?:1 .

5 for (k=1 to K) do

6 Divide labeled dataset to Dg and DkE.

7 Train classifier fg using dataset Dg.

8 Train classifier ffYFL using dataset D} and dFF.

9 Evaluate classifier f using dataset DE as ef.

10: Evaluate classifier f{'“F'L using dataset DI as el VL.

11: end for

12:  if ET < ETYPL then

13: Add the small set of pseudo-labeled samples d” to the
pseudo-labeled set DFL,

14: Remove the small set of pseudo-labeled samples d%
from unlabeled pool DV.

15: else

16: Check pseudo-labeled set D¥L.
DPL DR « check(DPL)

17: Add rejected samples D to unlabeled pool DV.

18: Stopping criterion is satisfied.

19: end if

20: until Stopping criterion is met
21: return Trained classifier fy, unlabeled pool DV, pseudo-
labeled set DFL.

3.2.2 HEEZIBZILIVXL

HEeEH o 7L 3) A L% Algorithm 2 1R 9, HO
EHWICBVLTIE, A&k DL L DPLERWT, €
T fo Z¥EL, ZOETFIDO DV KT 2 FHNCHESD
ERTIRNGELGZE, KT NNVERE 22— DB TFOED
TS T B L, dPF = {x, 3, £ T 5.
T, A7 VG dPE D3NSR TH B D % ST
T %79, K-fold REMEZ 3%,

K-fold 58 BE D &1 Tlx, £9 DF 2#HA (K-1):1
TENZFIWEEAT—% DI LT —% DP 2aEl$
5, Witoic DE 2 cgEE Lice TV fF, koo DY
LdPl ZHbeTEHELEET L FIVPL 2 HET 5. K
H53 26 DETNEHIL, ZOFHiifEici-o & [Ha%
HEfkfi ¢ 20 E02RET 2, 7 fFUPLIC X 25
fifid ETYPE 23, €7V fF OFHiliE BT X H b EFElRu,
D EEEBITHOTAR 7 Vsl a2 DPLcinZ <
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Ho2y 2k s 2, —J, ETVPL 238 ET X h{EVgGE
i, INFTEBLTCELKINVLT—F DPL oNER
BBROFFEIZEI YD HET, (RTRXVT—FDORELIC X

D, BT 27— DPL L#ET 55— DR IO T
5. DPE o7 —% DRI, 0Ll 5F—%
ELTHE DY IHaIND, ZoRpTHAYEEKT
L, fo» DY, DPL %ET,

R _XNF =5 DRIELGEE L THRL RAEREZ 5
N5, RFFETIE KSEFEZ Az, B4Ry, BiE
BoNTWw23 CNN EFIL fo DERBIEIERT O H ) % Fi g
R7ZMVEL, FUNET =5 2T 2T KIEHED
FHIETNZWBET L, 20%, K7 IUNET—F»5
fo ZRCTE B Z L, KOOfEick ) oL oFHlz1T
I, TDEE, RINL G E KB & 3 FHIEEEH—
BLAEVH Y PVIERI _VTF =7 0o Hi%T % (DR).
kD, FEEHITLIABLEOH L T — PR T v
HE&F—%2y MTRATSZ Z L %L,

4. 2B

RETFHOBENMN 2R T 5720, HEHGOWYKEE
F A CHIBEERZ21To 7. AfcizaLv7E2iH s
A7 DR E L7,

4.1 Landsat E/f§

ARG, R E LT Landsat 8 5 OMifg% A L
72. Landsat 7R =7 b T3 40 FEDL B D OfF, HBk%E
BHILFEICTED, Landsat 8 5 ¥ 2D 7my =7 Mtk
AP RETH S, £/, Landsat HERIZ Web LT
NEEINTE D, EETY YT yue—FfEchs*, L
T, Landsat W% 729k BHIZ, B4 2I0HD
BlE»r L EHTH S,

Landsat8 51, | LICRT EBDIC1I NV FORL 2
JABEEGE, MBS CHBR AR L T b7, HEo
ZERREE (30 m) 2o 7NV F 156 7 £T% ATM
e L THW,

4.2 F=Htvhb

VikmEH O 7 =% 2 v + 2 MRS 50, HEERZ
16x16 E 27 &)L (480x 480 m2 M) D%y FHifRIZ53H]
L7z, 7—%%y M3 Sy Fligs, 20%8L Lo 78
FIAEET 2 b 0% EH, ZnlsEas s LTERL,
INoRTSISIVE o L—2 (FR) F—% L35,
FOLDEEN IR T O > — vl % vy, I3
WG D> — Vil 2 Wi, ZNFRo s — i3 E
IR, ApBER 2ICE LDk,

*1 https://earthexplorer.usgs.gov
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%+ 1 Landsat8 5iC
(m)

B 2%y FOREN (um) & ZEMERIE

ASZN BR [um] | ZEHEBERE [m]
1 (%5 0.43-0.45 30

2 (AIEDE, ) 0.45-0.51 30

3 (AIELYE, #%) 0.53-0.59 30

4 (I8, AR) 0.64-0.67 30

5 (GEARH) 0.85-0.88 30

6 (RLBRARIE) 1.57-1.65 30

7 (KPR 2.11-2.29 30

8 (Xvru=wFv )| 0.50-0.68 15

9 (EMA) 1.39-1.38 30

10 (BR4t) 10.60-11.19 100

11 (B4t 11.50-12.51 100

§ 2 HY—VICBBIERT — 5 OIEBIE E BB

v ID EfE  aflE

LC81070352015218LGN0O0 ([¥H) 3,418 158,056
LC81080362016196LGN0O0 (HHi#) 570 161,188

®3 v FT—IRR

layer kernel size output
input - 7 x 16 x 16
convolution X 32 x 14 x 14
convolution X 32 x 12 x 12
convolution 3 X 32 x 10 x 10
fully connected - 1024
fully connected - 2

4.3 CNN DXy NT—T71mK

AWfZEClE, Landsat Hiffa W7 XA — 7 —OH
FAZIZB VTRV Z R L7z CNN[6] ICBIEIEZ A
2y b= R E RO, Z2OBROENEZER 312
AT Ry bU—IHEE, SEOBRAARELE 2O0DA
fiaf e L, REFTH 2 ANEIGRIZ 16x16 LS
Wed, =V TIBBRAL R . £, AT TvF
DOMRECET N ZHEET 57018, FEAAAFEDOH
112 batch normalization, ReLU BH%(%& NEHIC@A L 7z, &
SICiEEE 2P0, 3EHOBERAAFEERIC T Y
77w b EEAL, ZOMEREY 50% & L7,

4.4 RERSEMH

REFEER, 22—V LONGENLREEZ#EYRT LT
HREZ A LT 2 FETH B0, REBTIE, SR E
LCHEORBYFEDOADTE (AL) & REEAH I A
T, self-training ¥ X D %A#E$ 2 FiE (ALST) 2w
7. AL, 2—PICHuEDLEGEML 72 7 XU E 7 —
FERAVTHERET 2, ALST IF, 2—FIZfvibe Tl
U777 iz, self-training TR 7 V% E 512
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1 €7 Vo2 HLFMICHWRZY— vl &g,
(a):LC81070352015218LGN00 (Pd &4t /5 ), € 7 v 0
HEIZH Tz, (b):LC81080362016196LGNO0 (ML),
(a) IKBWTIUEL 727 — 9 TH¥E LT VO 72,

BEMLTHEEZIT). ZOLE, BETFEDOLI) BIKTIX
LNOFHIIZTH ., ZNSDTFEICE VLTI —HFICin

Gt 5 v 7 IVEROUREE 12
IZ least confidence HEME & L 72,
YT =506 DUROWELES W EHRT 270, ¥
WIEGI% % 20, ABIEE 400 £ L, FAT v 7ICBWT
=PI T VU 2R T 280 (3.1 ¢) 1% 200 &7
EFLT, 7, BEFHEIBOURT VR Z2EDT 2
BRSBTS 27— 78 (3.22fiD n) 1, J7~LAEF—
Yy b OIEFIEEAHIRZNZTND 253 28MT 5 D
DEL, KR7XNVOHEBENE DO S NHIE L 7-.
=YD T AT 2T GG, 20— DIREE, fi
i&%ﬁ%¢¢ﬂ HIWTEEHESRIZ X D T OV OGS
b3 HEENPEaING, 22T, EREQEIT)
k@;,42%?ﬂ«h£%%—&%mwfaﬁ%L7«
Wb Z e, FilfTHEERIE 10 [fTv, 2 O E R T,
REFEEZ, K7 VVOFHIRILICIS . TEET— 2 12
M9 2K 7 XNVEWEET 5, EFEFzAEELET 57
&, HETHTH B ALST 2oV TIE, A5 v 7T

, DTN RE T L AR



BRLEZSARERES
IPSJ SIG Technical Report

Mg 247 VB EFERFIETHMU 72K 7 ~ov & R
L7, ATy 7 TCHMULEI RVEZEZNTNER 412
N

BIEERD & ORI & 2 7 T, HEiffRedkicwT 3
MR OEEIZIEFITNES S R0, FEZ iR
ELTHRMLZ., FHEIZEAEEHBEOHRATFEI L LT
BHah, EHlEAFDONT VAR 72T =82y F D
FHfIC B W THETH S 2 LRI TS [13).

4.5 ERER

B 2E&RTy 7282 FHEOHEBEZRT. FEHRI
znEh, #BETE (), AL (#), ALST (&) #£L,
ROWRRILIEMRE T — & DIEFI§XT (3,418) &, Gaflo—
8 (16,000) % F\ T8 L 72 € 7V (Full data) @ 10 5847
BB E R T, £, REFHELE ALSTICE
WTIFZ 7 = NN=IZ X W B OEER A% R T, RETFIE
BT EEAT Yy P TCL—YRI AT LT — 2 HD
SEHEIZR 5 IcE LT,

AL ST OffHRI%, 2 A7y 77HE 10 A7 v 7HEZKRS
TRTUBO T X D T 2H#EEZRL TWw5 Z
EDS, K7V EBIEML 2720 Tldd 2 - THRED
Bl BB EERLT0ES, X, ZOFRIET VDY
BT 2 R IR T, OIS D E0IEHE
WKWREWZ L35, L7 — =D Likild AL DERED
FHEEBZTHE T EDS, K7L ELTEHIZREY
F— ZBMTEIUE, WEOBEIEE X D bR s
TELHEEEZRELTVS,. L, BINTE7—52
HOLIA I REESHIRICESE 2 2L bbh b,

—7, REFHRIEVTUL, FOBRE»SIEsDEND
BB EEHIZ, WTNDAT Y FITEWTH AL XD
M2 ETE TS, Led->T, HE¥EBICE T 24
RLUER T RVOZBHRIIATHL EHEL6ND, £,
[¥ 2 1 Full_data (281} 2 DHERED 90% (FH 0.7) %K
LTV ATy 7RICERHT % &, REFEIEIS AT v 7
H (7 ~VfHF%0% 800), AL &7 257 v 7H (1,200,
ALSTx10 27 v 7H (1,800) %%, kb, #E
FiElZ AL, ALSTIZHL, Z20ZznE L Z 35% & 56%D
LR a A L ZHIETETWS, &5, 10 ATy 7
HoMERIC B W TRETEE, Fulldata & R oMAEZ R
LTw3, #£5XD, 2L EREFETELLIEFOK
12629 (BXZ 18%) THokI &0, KFiEiZa—y
DEMEZBENTE 5.

5. &HHIC

AWFAETIE, 7NN E T =823 R EEL, 4
BD T RVALE T =50 5RNIC ONN 24 H T 270,
FHOYAEFEARE L, REFETR, Eirtoax—
PONAILLDE TRUNET—F DR E, self-training
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0.9
08 ecemeccm e e e e ——-—— =]
0.7
0.6

0.5

F measure

0.4

0.3 = =Full_data
——Proposed method
AL

——AL_ST

0.2

0.1

Step

B2 &27y 7icE8175 F#E (10 347310 OHERE.

WCHD LR HDYEEIC LD ONN OB L G0 5, iF
fiisZh% & LC, Landsat8 512 & D I S -2l %
AWV 7850y 27 29 L, FERFIEE DL
ZiT-o7z, Z DR, REFHRIIIEROBEIEE & HXT
R EALETE, 515, TXRTOTFT—FZHOTYH
B L 7% CNN L FAFEOMREEZ, 9 18%D T —F HTEKT
ERAN

BE AFREOFEMICH D, EERMRATZET AT
MBI v & — HIBREREADIE T — L s — 2K
DHENENK LY SHEVALEEE LA £, ZORE
1%, ERNZFEBFRE AR T 2L X — - BEERMTR A FE T
# (NEDO) OFHLEBEOHEBSNIDDTT, BL
B £ 7.
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