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Input training data
Initialize particle swarm  /*¥J4A 4k 7 FE*/

For i = 1 to No_of_particles /*¥i 1% H*/
Calculate particle’s down_ fitness /> 150k 7 S 1438 B B */

Then
Set current value as the new p_best
End if

Then
Set current value as the new p, best
End if

Next i
Loop

Calculate particle’s upper_ fitness  /* V1 50kE T~ b 5 38 B J5 */
If the upper _fitness value is better than the best upper_fitness value ( p,best ) in history

While (t<Max_ iteration or err>Min_error_criteria) /* 4 t /N T 5 KIEACUCH k5 22 K T e /N R 22 br kI */

If the down_fitness value is better than the best down_fitness value ( p_best ) in history

Choose the particle with the best down_fitness value of all the particles as the g_best

Choose the particle with the best upper_fitness value of all the particles as the g, best

Update particle velocity according to equation (1) /* 58 gL 1 13 & */
Update particle position according to equation (2) /* 55 #i kL 1 {7 & */
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K f#1, PSO-Miner #7542 75 Visual Basic 6.0 PR35 1 4
T2 S BR800 5 4 ) o AR
PSO-Miner B35 FT 25 4 H 2K 1) 43 28 W0k 228 J 5 1
HEAT 432K, 28 ik 7E Visual Basic 6.0 B35 i g5 f s
LI
FIFPSOEAT 43 2 KU AR HR BT, 1 56 75 28T
FSHUE. TEARSCIRE IR, &S HEM B
HILE 4. EFETMEIER 1~5 J 7 9B 6 MBS
L0328, o T A vk B R b SR A T A
DRI, BT AR T78 D = 2%6 2 1947 (8] 9 HEAT DAL 48
RO RMRANE ) 8 2. S BI IR R
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HH R AR AR, TR /IS PR B P A A R T R RS
DRI, P 08 e AL 18 Dy i o T 2 e i /s 58 P A
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UG I 100 YR, K aRAT PR L AIE IR, T
RIFEBIECH <5 I, D028 1228 0 500 1 0 32 i,
HEAT T — 250N (24, PSOM) 2% 3 IRl AL %)
FEMVERE R R, o AR TN EIZIRE, 4

ci=0 I}, Kir&AINEILIRE, ok A EAER T,
A RE ) BB R A, (R D) BN R i s DL
C AR 1 2 ) Ak 255 BALZERE ), Mc=0 I, KL
T EAE RIS, BRRENMERRAIC. AL
B, AT C=c=2.

| PSORESBS2E
lFEiEsiai PSO-NinerS#iHE
T CERD. [6 T # b B
IA#iE#E: 2120 BAE Va0

N
2 BRI B, 65

BB B Wmin: [0.a PSOE FE T
W ZE ¥ Inax: [100] ¢ 7
SR B 2 2

4 PSO BmEEBGHAGZ RS W E

iR T v Q]| 20 I N M o Sl
PSO-Miner £ 03875 T 40 420 250N, £ 240 T
HA> (3 SR, M T SRA5 1 2 SR, 56 S g X
REBGYBIAT I, KRG R IWE 5@). [, FAl]
EICAH [F] IO DI 25808, 1 See5.0 vk e Jy x5
DX R SR AR AT T 028, /3R L LIE 5(b).

AT RETEVE R M HEAT W S A RIMRT L, 4
SR P T V5 53 2RI A5 B ST R IEOR b B,
Kl 6. XfELIE 6(b). 6(c)  6(e) (IR, 7%
Sy R IN: Seeb.0 P T4 ] 6(c)~ 6(F)H IR 43 I
SRS 2 KR, 100 PSO S SE I 1R A W SEAS IR A 7
Kl 6(f)rr, Seeb5.0 YRHI 7 V2K A KB M 4 Oy 1t
BX. Ak, PSO G B L4y —, B zin +
HR R SR, T AL, PSO 3B IR S 4k B B
b2 e TS B f AR 7 G 2

TR LE PR AN VR RN B, R S I IR EC 56 UE
iR HE(PSO) 4 2K U7 12: F1Seeb.0 ¥k S Iy v2idk
AT T REBEDEK, B kG B VAN 4 S 43 0l e os A TR 4
B, W3R 3 F0 4. I LLESRE R FE, KT HE(PSO) 2
VL BARKEFE ) 84.6%, See5.0 ¥k M 5 1k 1
RREIE Ay 81.8%, SRS FEAEVENY H T HLaB I B — 2
A A0 S B WL (18— 50 2 18] £ 22 S I A g 2 125,
Kappa 7 £ 0] G817 20 Hh ik G i B fl 22, J0 00T b B
otk i, Kappa R £ ie AL B L B A 25615 oK VF
PR EORS B DNk, FH Kappa 3 500K S8 3 1 4 2%
(R4 5. Kappa &R B vk A X F.
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F 2 PSO-Miner 24 (13543 73 28 K00
Rule 1:
IF
96.7<B;<141.7 & 48.9<B,<73.9 & 64.5< B3 <118.4 & 81.4< B, <103.3 & 110.8< Bs <150.3& 46.9< B; <98.4
Then
class=Urban
Rule 2:
IF
84<B;<89.7 & 37<B,<48.2 & 42< B; <62.9 & 20< B, <41.2 & 12.8< B; <45.3& 4.4< B; <23.9
Then
class=Water
Rule 3:
IF
77.4<B1<90.8 & 34.9<B,<44.8 & 36.5< B3 <56.7 & 81.4< B, <140 & 59.3< Bs <97& 18.4< B; <46.5
Then
class=Agriculture
Rule 4:
IF
107.5<B;<152.6 & 58.9<B,<105.6 & 89.7< B3 <160.5 & 85.8< B, <131.4 & 137.7< B; <238.1& 64.2< B; <126.4
Then
class=Developing land
3 A E LI DOR T RE(PSO) K 23 28K B VT &5 2R
SN s
> I
AR ITRZN KA PN A& H PRk LI A pogill A TR 1%
X 288 1 2 1 8 19 3 7 329 87.6
IIEZS 1 98 1 9 0 1 115 85.2
KA 1 3 313 2 1 28 1 351 89.2
[l 9 10 3 184 35 4 2 0 247 74.5
A& 1 4 2 31 259 7 1 2 307 84.4
PR 10 1 1 6 107 1 1 131 81.3
Kk 11 3 37 1 4 285 1 342 83.4
T b 10 1 0 3 3 1 158 178 88.7
puvill 331 121 359 237 315 145 321 171 2000
A7 R P 1% 87.0 81.0 87.2 77.6 82.2 73.8 88.7 92.4
T B =84.6% Kappa % %=0.821
F4 FHSIIIX Seeb.0 IR 1 7 FEHG B VPN 45 R
S GEs
> A N . \ V3 o 3
AR ITRZS KA PN A& H PRk LI G b oyl A IR 1%
ARX 281 2 3 0 9 22 5 7 329 85.4
IIEZN 96 0 8 0 1 1 115 83.4
K A% 4 304 3 3 1 33 1 351 86.6
Rl 12 183 36 6 1 0 247 74.1
A% H 5 31 258 8 1 1 307 84.0
PR 13 2 5 104 1 1 131 79.4
Ly 14 2 60 3 1 6 254 2 342 74.3
A B 13 1 1 5 2 1 0 155 178 87.1
psyill 332 124 372 238 322 148 296 168 2000
A2 7R 1% 84.6 77.4 81.7 76.9 80.1 70.3 85.8 92.3

S B =81.8%

Kappa % %1=0.788
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(a) PSO 73 &5 4L, (b) Seeb.0 734 i
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(a) TM image; (b) PSO 4325455 (c) See 5.0 432545 5 (d) TM image; (e) PSO 43245 4L, (f) See 5.0 /324t I
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i=1 - i=1 , (7)
M 2 _Z(XH 'X+i)
i=1

o, x BRI Bk BRIt &R, xRt
WA AT IR, X 2R B B 1 IR, AR A X
(7), BT PR 807 VE 1Y) Kappa Rk 3, 4),
Mo, ki T BERE 2> 251K Kappa 2304 0.821, See5.0
YL 1% B4 251 Kappa &80 0.788, W& 2 ]
K FEA 22 2. Al 0L, kLT B (PSO) 43 25 Y 2% 3 e
See5.0 B SR 7 VA IR b R i

4 Z5ie

B hE B K BRI E . Y
b NI 5 =1 N I = I T 0B o s S 7 G = A .o
ANTT o3 (0 b A R A DLIX J, A 5 | HEA e 2
TR B IRE . Ak, ARSCEEH TR TR
TREM R 66 OB I ST ik, PSO Bvksibr b —
Tl 22 B REAA ST, AT PR IR R R A A8 T A BB D
AR SRR AT N, AT A
B JLAN B B8N A 10 0 5 17 52 ) SR A o 850 ) oK A
LA LLER, PSO SR HH 1] B fR) s 5 - B A5 A
WG T S AR B AR AR, RIS d 2 B8 ) A 3L AT
DA B 1 i 00 45 2R 1 0 9 2 A5 T 4 R SR, L
ECOR I AT WS RE T R ek, BRI, R IS A B
AR R HR .

SCE T YRS TORL T R 23 288 0 D 4 4 B
(PSO-Miner) it 1 5 | 1F 2128 K 52451, PSO-Miner
SRVEASAT 5 28 B8 B 1R O UM 4 SRR, o i )
B LR R U B B G VIR, EAR T
FUFZ A 5e Y. AR SCEH I PSO-Miner 53%, i 7-fig
H 3l 5 FR AN e B s 2 B e I FOZ B e
I 1f-Then 23 2ERE0, fig 50 7 AGNTAERA M oA 15 AR
FPMERCR, EE AR S ik N

W %L N T3 B BRI AR Kb, U
T KRR, IS See5.0 i yikiltir T
XFLEET, Hh PSO 4r KT E B RS B2l 84.6%,
Kappa Z%h 0.821, 1M See5.0 wh e J7 vk i) s kG
4 81.8%, Kappa REH 0.788. XKWk 1 H£(PSO)
(1953 K kG B L Seeb.0 1 s W 7 v T i
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