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Abstract—Hyperspectral image (HSI) classification constitutes
the fundamental research in remote sensing fields. Convolutional
Neural Networks (CNNs) and Transformers have demonstrated
impressive capability in capturing spectral-spatial contextual
dependencies. However, these architectures suffer from limited
receptive fields and quadratic computational complexity, re-
spectively. Fortunately, recent Mamba architectures built upon
the State Space Model integrate the advantages of long-range
sequence modeling and linear computational efficiency, exhibiting
substantial potential in low-dimensional scenarios. Motivated by
this, we propose a novel 3D-Spectral-Spatial Mamba (3DSS-
Mamba) framework for HSI classification, allowing for global
spectral-spatial relationship modeling with greater computational
efficiency. Technically, a spectral-spatial token generation (SSTG)
module is designed to convert the HSI cube into a set of 3D
spectral-spatial tokens. To overcome the limitations of tradi-
tional Mamba, which is confined to modeling causal sequences
and inadaptable to high-dimensional scenarios, a 3D-Spectral-
Spatial Selective Scanning (3DSS) mechanism is introduced,
which performs pixel-wise selective scanning on 3D hyperspectral
tokens along the spectral and spatial dimensions. Five scanning
routes are constructed to investigate the impact of dimension
prioritization. The 3DSS scanning mechanism combined with
conventional mapping operations forms the 3D-spectral-spatial
mamba block (3DMB), enabling the extraction of global spectral-
spatial semantic representations. Experimental results and analy-
sis demonstrate that the proposed method outperforms the state-
of-the-art methods on HSI classification benchmarks.

Index Terms—Hyperspectral image classification, Mamba,
spectral-spatial modeling.

I. INTRODUCTION

YPERSPECTRAL images (HSI) are represented by hun-
dreds of continuous spectral bands in the electromag-
netic spectrum, encompassing abundant spectral and spatial
information. Compared with natural images, HSI performs
widespread applications in various remote sensing scenarios,
such as mineral exploration [1], [2], military reconnaissance
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[3], [4], and environmental monitoring [5]. As a fundamental
task for HSI processing, HSI classification focuses on pixel-
level category distinguishing for ground objects, which has
received considerable attention in remote sensing [6], [7].

Traditional research on HSI classification typically draws
upon spectral feature extraction with hand-crafted descriptors
and subspace learning, such as support vector machine (SVM)
[8], linear discriminant analysis (LDA) [5], and manifold
learning [9], [10]. To cope with the challenges of spectral
variability and spectral confusion, several efforts integrate
complementary spatial contextual information with spectral
features for precise HSI classification mapping, including
extended morphological profiles (EMP) [11], extended multi-
attribute profiles (EMAP) [12], and sparse manifold represen-
tations [13]. However, these methods heavily rely on prior
parameter settings, which exhibit insufficient data fitting and
description capabilities when confronting complex environ-
mental conditions.

The rapid development of deep learning technology has
brought significant paradigms for HSI classification task. Rep-
resentative models encompass autoencoders (AEs) [14], [15],
convolutional neural networks (CNNs) [16]-[19], recurrent
neural networks (RNNs) [20], [21], and graph convolutional
networks (GCNs) [22], [23]. Building upon the properties
of local receptive fields and parameter sharing, CNN ar-
chitectures progressively demonstrate predominant status in
HSI classification. For instance, Hu et al. [24] first presented
a hierarchical 1-D CNN network to extract the high-level
spectral features along the spectral dimension of hyperspectral
data. Given the characteristics of abundant spectral channels
and strong spatial correlation in HSIs, Yang et al. [25] con-
structed a dual-branch architecture that combines 1-D CNN
and 2-D CNN to simultaneously capture finer spectral and
spatial features for HSI classification. Compared with the 2-
D convolutional paradigm restricted to spatial dimension, the
3-D convolutional kernels enjoy the advantage of spectral-
spatial joint feature extraction. Classically, Zhong et al. [26]
developed a 3-D CNN-based spectral-spatial residual network
(SSRN), which is capable of capturing deep spectral-spatial
blocks directly from raw 3-D HSI cubes without additional
feature engineering. Despite achieving encouraging perfor-
mance compared to traditional approaches, CNN-based models
struggle to establish long-range dependencies between pixels,
failing to capture global spectral and spatial characteristics.

Benefiting from the powerful long-distance sequence mod-
eling capability based on attention mechanism, Transformer
architecture has been adeptly investigated for HSI classifi-
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Fig. 1: The motivation of the proposed 3DSS-Mamba. Mamba
modeling has demonstrated substantial potential in low-
dimensional scenarios such as 1D language and 2D visual
tasks, motivating its adaptability to high-dimensional HSI
classification task.

cation task [27]-[30]. The Vision Transformer (ViT) [31]
treats each pixel within the HSI cube as a sequence input
to the standard Transformer model, capturing the correla-
tions between pixels through the self-attention mechanism.
Derived from this, He et al. [32] proposed a bidirectional
encoder representation transformer network (HSI-BERT) for
HSI classification, which overcomes the restrictions of spatial
distance through global receptive fields. Given the significance
of long-range dependencies in spectral dimensions, Hong et al.
[33] devised a novel Transformer-based SpectralFormer (SF)
network, which constructs group-wise spectral embeddings to
capture the spectral sequence information between neighbor-
ing HSI bands. To comprehensively integrate both spectral
and spatial information for HSI classification, Zhong et al.
[34] developed a spectral-spatial transformer network (SSTN),
which breaks the long-range limitations by integrating spatial
attention and spectral association modules, and incorporates
a factorized architecture search model to determine the layer-
level operations and block-level orders. Additionally, Peng et
al. [35] constructed a dual-branch spatial-spectral transformer
with cross-attention (CASST), where the spectral branch estab-
lishes dependencies among spectral sequences and the spatial
branch captures fine-grained spatial contexts. The interaction
between spatial and spectral information is performed within
each transformer block through a cross-attention mechanism.
Although Transformer architecture has exhibited impressive
capability in HSI classification, its inherent self-attention
mechanism is characterized by quadratic computation com-
plexity O (N 2), which poses significant challenges in model-
ing efficiency and memory overhead.

Comparatively, recent State Space Models (SSMs) establish
long-distance dependency through state transitions, enjoying
the promising attributes of linear computational complexity
and scalability. As an effective alternative to the Transformer,
Mamba [36] introduces the selective SSMs for 1-D sequence

modeling along specific orientation, which demonstrates sub-
stantial potential in natural language processing (NLP) tasks
[37]. To accommodate vision scenarios involving 2D-spatial
awareness, Vim [38] and VMamba [39] extend the Mamba
architecture by introducing a multi-directional scanning mech-
anism to achieve global contextual modeling, showcasing
great efficiency and effectiveness in 2D visual tasks, such as
object detection and semantic segmentation. Although Mamba
architectures have demonstrated substantial potential in low-
dimensional scenarios, the adaptability to high-dimensional
HSI classification tasks involving 3D hyperspectral data re-
quires further exploration, as depicted in Fig. 1.

To this end, this work investigates 3D-Spectral-Spatial
Mamba (3DSS-Mamba), an efficient global spectral-spatial
contextual modeling framework based on the State Space
Model for HSI classification. The 3DSS-Mamba consists of
a Spectral-Spatial Token Generation module (SSTG), multiple
stacked 3D-Spectral-Spatial Mamba Blocks (3DMB), and a
prediction module. Specifically, SSTG converts the HSI cube
into a set of spectral-spatial tokens by introducing a 3D con-
volution block, with each token maintaining the 3D structure.
To address the inadaptability of traditional Mamba for high-
dimensional hyperspectral scenarios, a 3D-Spectral-Spatial
Selective Scanning (3DSS) mechanism is customized as the
core component of 3DMB to achieve spectral-spatial sequence
modeling. The 3DSS first performs pixel-wise sequence flat-
tening on each 3D hyperspectral token along the spectral and
spatial dimensions, then introduces the S6 model to conduct
selective scanning to facilitate interactions among adjacent
pixels. Five scanning routes are constructed to investigate the
impact of dimension prioritization, including spectral-priority,
spatial-priority, cross spectral-spatial, cross spatial-spectral,
and parallel spectral-spatial. Multiple 3DMBs are stacked
to extract comprehensive spectral-spatial semantic features,
followed by a classifier for final classification. Compared to
existing methods, the proposed 3DSS-Mamba exhibits supe-
rior capabilities in capturing global spectral-spatial contextual
dependencies with greater computational efficiency.

The main contributions are summarized as follows.

e« A novel 3D-Spectral-Spatial Mamba (3DSS-Mamba)
framework based on the State Space Model is proposed
for HSI classification, which can explicitly establish long-
range spectral-spatial contextual dependencies with linear
computational complexity.

o A 3D-Spectral-Spatial Selective Scanning (3DSS) mech-
anism tailored for high-dimensional hyperspectral sce-
narios is introduced. By performing pixel-wise selective
scanning on 3D hyperspectral tokens along the spectral
and spatial dimensions, the spectral reflectance and spatial
regularity can be adequately explored from the sequence
modeling perspective.

« Extensive experiments are verified on three public hyper-
spectral datasets. The results indicate the effectiveness
and superiority of the proposed method.

The remaining sections of this paper are organized as
follows. Sec. II probides a comprehensive description of the
proposed method. Sec. III outlines the experimental results
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Fig. 2: (a) The overall architecture of the proposed 3D-Spectral-Spatial Mamba (3DSS-Mamba) for HSI classification, which
consists of a Spectral-Spatial Token Generation module (SSTG), N, stacked 3D-Spectral-Spatial Mamba Blocks (3DMB), and
a classifier module; (b) The structural flow of proposed 3D-Spectral-Spatial Mamba Block (3DMB); (¢) The computational
procedure of proposed 3D-Spectral-Spatial Selective Scanning (3DSS).

and analyses. Conclusions and future work are discussed in
Sec. IV

II. THE PROPOSED NETWORK

This section commences with the preliminaries associated
with State Space Models (SSMs). Following this, we inves-
tigate a novel 3D-Spectral-Spatial Selective Scanning (3DSS)
mechanism specifically tailored for the three-dimensional HSI
data, followed by the establishment of 3D-Spectral-Spatial
Mamba block (3DMB). Building upon these sub-modules, the
overall architecture of the proposed 3DSS-Mamba framework
for HSI classification is meticulously introduced.

A. Preliminaries

State Space Models (SSMs). The concept of SSMs originates
from continuous linear time-invariant systems. Taking a one-
dimensional signal z(t) € R as input, SSMs are dedicated
to mapping it into a sequence y(t) € R via an intermediate
hidden state h(t) € RYM. Formally, this procedure can be
formulated through the following linear ordinary differential
equation (ODE),
B (t) = Ah(t) + Bz (t),
y(t) = Ch(t),

where A € RV*N denotes the state transition matrix, and
B € RV*1 C e RV¥*! represent the projection matrices.

The continuous-time system delineated by Eq. (1) generally
encounters challenges when integrating into discrete sequence-
based deep models. To this end, the zero-order hold (ZOH)
technique with a time-scale parameter A is subsequently
employed to facilitate a straightforward discretization step,
which converts the continuous parameters A and B into their
discrete counterparts A and B,

A =exp(AA),
B = (AA) '(exp(AA) —1)- AB
~ (AA)"1(AA)(AB)
= AB,

6]

2)

After discretization, the discretized SSM system can be
formulated as follows

hy = Ahy_1 + By,

3)
Yt = Cht;

To enhance computational efficiency and scalability, the
convolution operation * is harnessed to expedite the linear
recurrence process outlined above. Consequently, the ultimate
output can be synthesized as

K= (CE, cﬁ,...,cKHE),
_ 4)
y=xxK,

where L denotes the length of input sequence, and K € R
serves as the structured convolutional kernel.

Selective State Space Models (S6). Traditional SSMs pre-
dominantly rely on the simplifying assumption of linear time-
invariant, which enjoy the advantage of linear time complexity
but struggle to capture the contextual information within input
sequences. To break this limitation, Mamba [36] implements
the Selective State Space Models (S6) to achieve the inter-
actions between sequential states. Different from traditional
SSMs integrated with static parameterization, S6 allows the
projection matrices to be modified as input-dependent, which
achieves selective attention on each sequence unit. Concretely,
the parameters B & RBXLXN ¢ ¢ RBXLXN apd A €

REXLXD are dynamically calculated from the input sequence
= RBX Lx D.

B. 3D-Spectral-Spatial Selective Scanning

The original Mamba processes data along a specific orienta-
tion, which is effectively employed for the causal modeling of
1-D input sequences. To accommodate vision tasks involving
2D-spatial awareness, recent VMamba [39] introduces a 2D-
selective-scanning technique. The cross-scanning mechanism
rearranges tokens along spatial dimensions and then transmits
them into the S6 model for sequence modeling. Although the
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Fig. 3: Five flattening routes are constructed to explore the impact of dimension prioritization.

above scanning techniques have demonstrated commendable
application in language data and natural image, they may
encounter substantial challenges when adapting to 3D hyper-
spectral data that exhibit inherent visual spatial and continu-
ous spectral characteristics. To address this issue, this paper
proposes a 3D-Spectral-Spatial Selective Scanning (3DSS)
module, which performs pixel-wise sequential scanning for
3-D hyperspectral input to achieve global spectral-spatial re-
lationship modeling.

Inspired by VMamba [39], the developed 3DSS is depicted
in Fig. 2(c), primarily comprising two stages: 3D-spectral-
spatial sequence flattening and selective scanning with S6
mechanism.
3D-Spectral-Spatial Sequence Flattening. Unlike conven-
tional 2D scanning that solely emphasizes spatial information,
3DSS performs pixel-wise sequential scanning for 3D hyper-
spectral tokens along both spectral and spatial dimensions,
generating the flattened forward 1-D sequence. To adequately
capture spectral-spatial contextual details, 3DSS additionally
performs flipping operations on the forward sequence to enable
bidirectional sequence scanning.

To explore the impact of dimension prioritization, five
flattening routes are delineated as illustrated in Fig. 3: 1)
Spectral-priority: initially unfolds the 3D hyperspectral to-
ken along the spectral dimension and then arranges them
in spatial order. Given the input of hyperspectral tokens
F = {81,5,...,5u},S; € RPXPXE \where P and K
denote the patch size and spectral band number of token cube,
respectively, the flattening process for each 3D token cube S;
can be formulated as

St = [[Sh,...,8K], ...

spe-rvs spe-fwd
Si P = (I)revert (S’L P ) )

[Shpes s S]]

®)

where S;*P ™4 ¢ RV (P*K) indicates the generated forward
sequence, and S;**°™* ¢ R (P*K) represents the reversed
sequence with flipping function ®,cyer¢. As a result, the
bidirectional sequences driven by Spectral-priority can be
expressed as S;*“¢ = {&; ™! ;P 2) Spatial-priority:
first organizes the token cube by spatial location and then
stacks them band by band. The reversed sequence is con-
structed with flipping operations. Technically, the flattened

sequences can be generated by
spa-fwd __ 1 1
S [[SY,, . Sl
Spa-Ivs spa-fwd
Sisp ™= Dyevert (Sz pa ) .

Similarly, the ultimate bidirectional sequences guided by
Spectral-priority is S;°¢? = {Sfpa’de,Sfpa'”S}; 3) Cross
spectral-spatial: a hybrid pattern integrating forward Spectral-
priority and reversed Spatial-priority, which can be expressed
as S;%¢1 = {SZ-SPe'fW‘]‘7 S;P*¥ 1 4) Cross spatial-spectral:
a hybrid pattern combining forward Spatial-priority and re-
versed Spectral-priority, i.e., S;°°? = {S,-Spa'f‘”d, St
5) Parallel spectral-spatial: integrates both forward and
reversed Spatial-priority and Spectral-priority routes. The
generated sequences can be represented as S;°°?
{SiSpa'de, S, s | g spefwd S;*P™* 1. These five routes facili-
tate pixel interactions among adjacent spatial and spectral po-
sitions in different dimension priority, and their effectiveness
will be analyzed and compared in the experimental section.
After complimenting the flattening operation following the
preset route, the generated sequences .S;°“? are transmitted into
the subsequent S6 model for sequence modeling.
Selective Scanning with S6 Model. The selective scanning
model S6 [36] maintains the advantages of dynamic weights
(i.e., selectivity) and linear computational complexity. Build-
ing on this, the S6 model is extended to multi-sequence
hyperspectral scenario for learning spectral-spatial sequence
modeling expression. Specifically, we devise multiple parallel
S6 models to independently process input sequences, and
eventually merge the resultant to form the output response.
Taking Spatial-priority route S;*“? = {S; ™4, ;4™ as
example, the scanning procedure for individual sequence can
be formulated as

Y;spa-fwd _ ¢)S6—fwd (Sispa—fwd)
Y;spa—rvs _ (PSG—rvs (Sl_spa—rVS) ,
where ®gg.. represents the S6 model, with the detailed com-
putation referenced in Eq. (3). After scanning, these generated

one-dimensional mapping sequences are reshaped into 3D
structure and subsequently merged.

Yi = ®rnerge (VP @y (V7)) 8)

(ST S]]

(6)

(7

As a result, the ultimate transformed output tokens can be
expressed as F°% = {Y},Ys, ..., Yy },Y; € REXPXEK,
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Fig. 4: The detail structure of Spectral-Spatial Token Genera-
tion module (SSTG).

C. 3D-Spectral-Spatial Mamba Block

The 3D-Spectral-Spatial Mamba Block (3DMB) takes the
3DSS mechanism as its core computing unit, with the objective
of capturing global spectral-spatial semantic information. The
detailed structure is illustrated in Fig. 2(b).

Specifically, the 3DMB commences with a normalization
layer to enhance the model training stability. Following this,
two parallel linear embedding layers are stacked, with one
branch followed by an activation function for gating signal
generation, and the other branch undergoes a 3D convolution
operation with kernel 1 x 1 x 1. The procedure can be
formulated as

Zz =0 ((I)linear ((I)nm“m (T))) ) (9)
F=o0o ((I)3DConv ((I)linear (CDnOT'm (T)))) ) (10)

where T € RM*PxPxK denotes the input tokens, o denotes
the Silu [40] activation operation. After this stage, the gener-
ated [’ passes through the pivotal 3DSS mechanism, executing
selective scanning as previously described. Subsequently, the
output of 3DSS undergoes layer normalization and a gating
operation. Finally, the features are transmitted to the ultimate
linear layer, followed by a residual connection.

R = ®ncar ((I)norm (3DSS (F)> & Z) +T. (11

Notably, the 3DMB enjoys linear computation complexity
benefiting from the 3DSS mechanism, allowing for more
stackings with similar budgets compared to the Transformer.

D. 3D-Spectral-Spatial Mamba: Overview

The architecture of the proposed 3D-Spectral-Spatial
Mamba (3DSS-Mamba) for HSI classification is illustrated in
Fig 2(a). It consists of a Spectral-Spatial Token Generation
module (SSTG), multiple stacked 3D-Spectral-Spatial Mamba
blocks (3DMB), and a prediction module. Initially, the cropped
patch cube is fed into the SSTG to acquire a series of 3D
spectral-spatial tokens. Subsequently, the generated tokens
are input into the stacked 3DMB to capture discriminative
spectral-spatial semantic representations. Ultimately, the ex-
tracted spectral-spatial features are transmitted to the predic-
tion module to accomplish classification.

Assume that the original hyperspectral data is expressed
as I € REXWXV \where H and W represent the spatial
dimensions, and V' denotes the spectral dimension. To mitigate
the potential Hughes phenomenon caused by high dimen-
sionality, dimensionality reduction is initially conducted on
the original hyperspectral data through principal component
analysis (PCA) [41]. The modified image is represented as
Ipca € REXWXd where d refers to the reduced spectral di-
mension. Given that the adjacent pixels can supplement spatial
information for the central pixel, the modified image is further

o . . HxW
divided into a series of 3-D patch cubes {xz € RBXBXd}izl
as input for 3DSS-Mamba, with the labels determined by the
central pixel of each patch.

The developed Spectral-Spatial Token Generation module
(SSTG) is constructed by a 3D convolution block and an
embedding operation, which projects the HSI patch cube into
spectral-spatial tokens. The detailed structure is shown in
Fig. 4. Taking the cropped pixel-wise patch cube z € RB*Bxd
as input, the tokenization process can be formulated as

T = (I)embed (q)3DConv (Z‘)) .

where T' € RM*PxPXK denotes the generated spectral-spatial
token. The 3D convolution block consists of a 3D convolution
layer, a batch normalization layer, and a ReLU activation
function. The embedding operation involves a linear layer for
dimension transformation.

Subsequently, the generated tokens are fed into by Np
stacked 3D-Spectral-Spatial Mamba blocks (3DMB) for
spectral-spatial semantic extraction. This procedure can be
iteratively delineated as follows

R = (DéDNIB (Tj)
TIi+1 — Rj7

where <I>§DMB signifies the j-th 3DMB block, and R €
RM*PxPXEK represents the corresponding output.

After completing the 3DMB modeling, the spectral-spatial
feature R™V™ undergoes an average pooling operation, and
then passes through the classifier ®.jqssifier comprised of
multilayer perceptron layers to yield the ultimate classification
results

(12)

13)

p?“ed = éclassifier ((I)avg (RNL)) :

III. PERFORMANCE EVALUATION

(14)

A. Datasets Description

To illustrate the classification capabilities of the proposed
3DSS-Mamba, three publicly available HSI databases are
utilized for comprehensive evaluation, including Pavia Uni-
versity, Indian Pines, and Houston 2013. Detailed descriptions
are provided below.

1) Pavia University: The dataset was collected by the
Reflective Optics System Imaging Spectrometer (ROSIS) over
Pavia, Northern Italy. The imaging wavelength of the spec-
trometer ranges from 0.43 to 0.86 um. After removing the
noisy bands, the dataset consists of 103 spectral bands and
610 x 340 pixels, with a spatial resolution of 1.3 m per pixel.
There are totally 42776 ground sample points, categorized into
9 types including Asphalt, Gravel, etc. Table I provides the
division details for training and testing sets.
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TABLE I: NAME AND NUMBER OF SAMPLES OF EACH
CLASS ON THE PAVIA UNIVERSITY DATASETS WITH 5%
LABELED DATA.

Pavia University dataset

No. Class Name Train Test
1 Asphalt 332 6299
2 Meadows 932 17717
3 Gravel 105 1994
4 Trees 153 2911
5 Painted metal sheets 67 1278
6 Bare soil 251 4778
7 Bitumen 67 1263
8 Self-blocking bricks 184 3498
9 Shadows 47 900
Total 2138 40638

TABLE II: NAME AND NUMBER OF SAMPLES OF EACH
CLASS ON THE INDIAN PINES DATASETS WITH 10% LA-
BELED DATA.

Indian Pines dataset

No. Class Name Train Test
1 Alfalfa 5 41
2 Corn-notill 143 1285
3 Corn-mintill 83 747
4 Corn 24 213
5 Grass-pasture-mowed 48 435
6 Grass-trees 73 657
7 Grass-pasture 3 25
8 Hay-windrowed 48 430
9 Oats 2 18
10 Soybean-notill 97 875
11 Soybean-mintill 245 2210
12 Soybean-clean 59 534
13 Wheat 20 185
14 Woods 126 1139
15 Buildings 39 347
16 Stone 6 84
Total 1024 9225

2) Indian Pines: The dataset was acquired by the Air-
borne/Visible Infrared Imaging Spectrometer (AVIRIS) imag-
ing an Indian pine tree over Northwestern Indiana in 1992. The
imaging wavelength of the spectrometer ranges from 0.4 to 2.5
pm. The dataset encompasses 200 spectral bands and 145 x
145 pixels after removing the water absorption channels, with
a spatial resolution of 20 m per pixel. There are a total of
10249 ground object pixels, representing 16 distinct categories
including Alfalfa, Corn-notill, etc. The detailed data division
in the experiment is described in Table II.

3) Houston 2013: The dataset was captured by the ITRES
CASI-1500 sensor over the University of Houston campus and
its surrounding areas, provided by the 2013 GRSS Data Fusion
Contest. The image comprises 144 spectral bands ranging in
wavelength from 0.38 to 1.05 pum, and consists of 340 x
1905 pixels with a spatial resolution of 2.5 m per pixel. There
are 16373 sample pixels, covering 15 challenging land cover
categories. The precise splitting of training and testing data is
exhibited in Table III.

TABLE III: NAME AND NUMBER OF SAMPLES OF EACH
CLASS ON THE HOUSTON 2013 DATASETS WITH 10% LA-
BELED DATA.

Houston 2013 dataset

No. Class Name Train Test
1 Healthy grass 125 1238
2 Stressed grass 125 1241
3 Synthetic grass 70 690
4 Trees 124 1231
5 Soil 124 1229
6 Water 33 321
7 Residential 127 1255
8 Commercial 124 1231
9 Road 125 1239
10 Highway 123 1214
11 Railway 123 1222
12 Parking Lot 1 123 1220
13 Parking Lot 2 47 464
14 Tennis Court 43 423
15 Running Track 66 653
Total 1502 14871
100
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Fig. 5: Sensitivity analysis for the proposed method with
different sizes of input patches.

B. Experimental Settings

1) Evaluation Metrics: Following the state-of-the-art HSI
classification approaches, overall classification accuracy (OA),
average classification accuracy (AA), and kappa coefficient
(Kappa) are employed as the evaluation metrics. To guarantee
fairness in comparison, all experiments are performed under
identical experimental conditions, and the reported results are
averaged over five consecutive experiments.

2) Implementation Details: All the experiments are im-
plemented on the PyTorch platform with one RTX 3090Ti
GPU. The training epochs and batch size are set as 100 and
64, respectively. The Adam gradient descent optimizer with
learning rate 0.001 is exploited for parameter optimization.
The PCA dimension for reduction is set to 30. Following the
default hyperparameters in VMamba [39], the state dimension
and expansion ratio in the 3DSS mechanism are fixed at 16
and 2, respectively.
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TABLE IV: ABLATION STUDY ON THE ACCURACY METRICS FOR DIFFERENT SCANNING ROUTES IN 3DSS.

Routes Pavia University Indian Pines Houston 2013
OA(%) AA(%) Kappa OA(%) AA(%) Kappa OA(%) AA(%) Kappa
1 Spectral-priority 98.34 97.12 97.81 93.21 84.73 92.25 97.95 98.07 97.78
2 Spatial-priority 99.18 98.14 98.91 95.49 88.06 94.85 98.31 98.39 98.17
3 Cross spectral-spatial 99.07 98.5 98.77 96.16 89.41 95.61 98.5 98.57 98.38
4 Cross spatial-spectral 99.32 98.74 99.14 96.16 90.22 95.62 98.84 99.04 98.86
5 Parallel spectral-spatial 99.34 98.95 99.12 96.47 93.09 95.97 98.93 98.92 98.85
100 100 100
324 [3,3,3] 32& (3,3, 3] 324 [3,3,3]
99 — |[EEE32&[3,5,5] R [32& [3,5,5 99 [EE32&[3,5,5
C32&(3,7,7] _ 98 [[] [E332&(3.7.7) =] M [E=2&03.7.7
98 1 98
= 97 = % ] s o7
jE, 96 fg % 96
S o T o 1 S
94 94
92 1
93 I 93 H
92 s 90 =l o 92
Pavia University Indian Pines Houston 2013 Pavia University Indian Pines Houston 2013 Pavia University Indian Pines Houston 2013
Datasets Datasets Datasets
(@) (b) (©

Fig. 6: Sensitivity analysis for the proposed method with different scales of 3D_Conv kernel in SSTG in terms of OA, AA, k.

OA (in %)

100

Fig. 7: Sensitivity analysis for the proposed method with different embedding dims and depths for 3DMB. (a) Pavia University.

(b) Indian Pines. (c¢) Houston 2013.

C. Ablation Study

1) Effectiveness of Different Scanning Routes in 3DSS:
Acknowledging the impact of scanning dimension priority on
modeling capability, this section explores the effectiveness of
constructed five scanning routes, including Spectral-priority,
Spatial-priority, Cross spectral-spatial, Cross spatial-spectral,
and Parallel spectral-spatial. Table IV illustrates the classifica-
tion results in terms of accuracy metrics. As can be observed,
all scanning routes achieve significant classification perfor-
mance, demonstrating the superiority of 3DSS in modeling
global spectral-spatial contextual relationships. Comparatively,
the Spatial-priority scanning route demonstrates more com-
petitive advantages than the spectrum-prioritized mechanism.
The integration of spatial and spectral information further
contributes to the enhancement of classification capability. No-
tably, the Parallel spectral-spatial route showcases the optimal
performance across all three datasets, benefiting from both
the spatial and spectral priorities with bidirectional modeling.
Taking the Pavia University dataset as an example, the Parallel
spectral-spatial route surpasses the basic Spectral-priority by
margins of 1.0%, 1.83%, and 1.31% for OA, AA, and Kappa,

respectively. As a result, the Parallel spectral-spatial route is
selected for subsequent experiments.

D. Parameter Analysis

In this section, a series of experiments are carried out
to analyze and determine the optimal parameters for 3DSS-
Mamba, including the input patch sizes, the 3D convolution
scales in SSTG, and the embedding dims and depths for
3DMB.

1) Different Input Patch Sizes: Fig. 5 depicts the classifi-
cation performance across different input patch sizes, ranging
from 9 x 9 to 17 x 17 with a growth interval of 2. As observed
from the figures, the Indian Pines and Houston 2013 exhibit a
similar variation tendency of consistently increasing and then
decreasing, with the maximum peak at the identified point
13 x 13. For the Pavia University dataset, accuracy diminishes
as the input patch size increases to 11. Accordingly, a patch
size of 13 x 13 is leveraged for the Indian Pines and Houston
2013 datasets, and 11 x 11 is employed for the Pavia University
dataset.
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TABLE V: CLASSIFICATION ACCURACIES OF THE COMPARED METHODS IN TERMS OF OA, AA, kK, AND THE ACCURACIES
OF EACH CLASSES FOR THE PAVIA UNIVERSITY DATASET. THE BEST ACCURACIES ARE PRESENTED IN BOLD.

Class Conventional CNN-based Methods Transformer-based Methods 3DSS-Mamba
SVM ID-CNN  2D-CNN  3D-CNN | VIT(Pixel)  VIT(Patch) SF HSI-BERT
1 91.63 83.11 96.31 95.94 82.87 92.46 94.75 97.63 99.33
2 97.56 92.78 99.37 99.71 94.00 96.53 98.14 99.93 99.34
3 73.90 60.03 82.22 89.76 75.91 93.73 84.70 86.51 95.09
4 92.10 85.57 94.35 97.36 83.39 95.64 96.81 97.53 95.91
5 98.51 97.77 99.85 100.0 99.14 100.0 99.22 99.61 99.69
6 86.04 70.77 93.65 97.41 51.49 98.47 94.37 93.05 99.43
7 84.09 4421 89.17 96.69 41.34 94.62 84.56 95.80 95.88
8 90.25 66.38 88.73 93.92 76.48 98.60 92.65 97.86 96.20
9 99.22 80.89 97.57 100.0 99.34 98.11 100.0 99.67 97.22
OA (%) 92.75 82.68 95.77 97.62 82.77 96.18 96.60 97.61 98.48
AA (%) 90.37 75.72 93.47 96.75 78.22 96.46 93.91 96.40 97.56
Kappa 90.35 76.92 94.37 96.84 76.77 94.97 94.17 96.82 97.98
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Fig. 8: Classification maps obtained by the compared methods on the Pavia University dataset. (a) Reference map. (b) SVM.
(c) 1D-CNN. (d) 2D-CNN. (e) 3D-CNN. (f) VIT(Pixel). (g) VIT(Patch). (h) SF. (i) HSI-BERT. (j) The proposed 3DSS-Mamba.

2) Different Scales of 3D Convolution Kernel in SSTG:
The generated 3D spectral-spatial tokens are determined by
the scale of 3D convolution kernels within the spectral-spatial
token generation module. Fig. 6 illustrates the classification
sensitivity achieved with distinct 3D kernels on the three
datasets. It can be observed that appropriately increasing
the scale of 3D_Conv kernels contributes to capturing richer
spectral-spatial contextual information. Based on the results,
the optimal kernel scale for all three datasets is established as
32 & [3, 5, 5]

3) Different Embedding Dims and Depths for 3DMB:
As the core of 3DSS-Mamba, the 3DMB module based on
3DSS scanning mechanism is iteratively stacked to achieve
the extraction of global spectral-spatial semantic representa-
tions. To explore the optimal structure of 3DSS-Mamba for
classification, mixed experiments are carried out by simulta-
neously adjusting the embedding dimensions in 3DSS and the
stacked depth of 3DMB. Fig. 7 demonstrates the classification
sensitivity on three datasets. The range of embedding dim is
set to {8, 16,24, 32,48}, and the depth covers an interval of
{1,3,6,12,18}. The optimal combination is highlighted with
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TABLE VI: CLASSIFICATION ACCURACIES OF THE COMPARED METHODS IN TERMS OF OA, AA, x, AND THE ACCURACIES
OF EACH CLASSES FOR THE INDIAN PINES DATASET. THE BEST ACCURACIES ARE PRESENTED IN BOLD.

Class Conventional CNN-based Methods Transformer-based Methods 3DSS-Mamba
SVM ID-CNN  2D-CNN  3D-CNN | VIT(Pixel)  VIT(Patch) SF HSI-BERT
1 20.73 15.22 76.09 95.65 0.00 70.73 100.0 48.78 78.05
2 73.07 64.43 92.16 88.31 36.65 59.22 78.37 78.44 90.27
3 62.99 50.48 87.23 84.94 0.94 60.51 89.29 80.58 93.04
4 50.70 28.69 64.98 87.76 4.23 90.14 81.22 51.17 93.43
5 92.64 76.60 96.48 96.48 20.46 64.14 89.89 91.24 97.70
6 94.90 85.89 98.77 96.16 94.22 97.72 97.41 96.19 97.26
7 76.00 32.14 32.14 78.57 0.00 100.0 84.00 20.00 96.00
8 96.63 86.40 100.0 100.0 99.53 97.91 100.0 98.83 99.30
9 33.33 15.00 30.00 70.00 0.00 0.00 27.78 0.00 38.89
10 68.69 60.08 91.87 92.80 33.26 85.71 94.97 78.37 96.80
11 85.16 69.61 95.93 91.20 88.96 92.81 93.44 92.85 98.91
12 64.89 56.32 93.42 88.03 4.12 90.07 81.65 62.47 91.39
13 97.03 89.27 97.56 94.15 82.70 98.38 87.03 96.19 95.68
14 96.49 79.45 98.81 99.05 98.24 97.01 94.82 94.46 99.65
15 55.33 49.48 81.35 89.38 11.53 99.71 96.83 87.89 94.52
16 93.93 40.86 97.85 100.0 91.67 100.0 95.24 65.06 84.52
OA (%) 79.82 67.13 93.34 92.17 57.35 84.55 90.67 85.45 95.82
AA (%) 72.03 56.25 83.41 90.78 41.65 81.50 87.00 71.41 90.83
Kappa 76.84 62.44 92.39 91.08 48.99 82.32 89.36 83.36 95.23

HCl mC2

C3 HC4 [C5 HCo

Cl13 HCl14

C7 HC8 HCY9 HmC10

Cl1 Cl12

Cl5s Clé6

Fig. 9: Classification maps obtained by the compared methods on the Indian Pines dataset. (a) Reference map. (b) SVM. (c)
1D-CNN. (d) 2D-CNN. (e) 3D-CNN. (f) VIT(Pixel). (g) VIT(Patch). (h) SF. (i) HSI-BERT. (j) The proposed 3DSS-Mamba.

a green point. As observed across all three datasets, lower
embedding dimensions can lead to performance degradation
due to underfitting. Conversely, excessively high dimensions
and deeper depths provide limited accuracy improvements but
computational burdens. By trading off these metrics, the pro-
posed 3DSS-Mamba is constructed as a lightweight structure,
where the embedding dimension is determined as 32, and the
stacked depth is selected as 1.

E. Experimental Comparison With Competitive Approaches

To demonstrate the effectiveness of the proposed 3DSS-
Mamba, three kinds of representative HSI classification archi-
tectures are selected for comprehensive comparison, including

conventional methods (SVM [8]), CNN-based methods (1D-
CNN [24], 2D-CNN [42], 3D-CNN [26]), and Transformer-
based methods (VIT [31], SF [33], HSI-BERT [32]). The
quantitative accuracies (OA (%), AA (%), and Kappa (%))
on the Pavia University, Indian Pines, and Houston 2013
datasets are summarized in Table V-VII, with the best results
highlighted in bold. Corresponding visualization maps are
provided in Fig 8-10.

1) Pavia University Dataset: The classification experiments
on the Pavia University dataset are conducted with 5% of
the reference samples. Table V provides the quantitative
comparison results with each competitive approach. As can
be observed, the proposed 3DSS-Mamba yields the most
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TABLE VII: CLASSIFICATION ACCURACIES OF THE COMPARED METHODS IN TERMS OF OA, AA, kK, AND THE ACCURA-
CIES OF EACH CLASSES FOR THE HOUSTON 2013 DATASET. THE BEST ACCURACIES ARE PRESENTED IN BOLD.

Class Conventional CNN-based Methods Transformer-based Methods 3DSS-Mamba
SVM ID-CNN  2D-CNN  3D-CNN | VIT(Pixel)  VIT(Patch) SF HSI-BERT
1 98.53 90.25 98.40 97.04 93.34 91.56 99.29 92.26 99.02
2 98.05 95.14 99.20 98.48 99.29 94.69 98.05 83.15 99.56
3 98.88 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 99.20 100.0
4 97.81 93.89 98.31 98.95 87.41 98.48 96.43 93.47 97.68
5 98.57 93.40 99.28 99.44 99.37 92.75 100.0 99.73 99.91
6 92.64 99.38 92.62 100.0 97.26 100.0 95.89 78.76 98.29
7 91.98 80.84 94.01 93.38 85.28 97.11 96.06 91.06 97.55
8 91.96 70.26 89.63 94.29 67.50 91.52 91.70 86.68 96.16
9 85.09 67.65 83.87 93.61 70.63 87.67 94.59 89.60 96.27
10 93.16 67.64 94.62 96.33 79.89 89.04 97.46 89.03 99.55
11 87.01 69.64 90.53 96.84 58.63 93.88 90.56 95.31 98.20
12 87.25 62.94 89.38 95.46 51.44 87.84 99.28 88.63 98.38
13 32.35 49.04 77.83 94.24 6.64 96.68 56.40 93.12 96.68
14 98.91 97.20 99.30 98.60 79.48 99.74 98.44 97.92 99.48
15 85.08 99.09 100.0 99.85 98.65 99.66 99.66 99.66 100.0
OA (%) 91.74 81.06 93.93 96.77 79.27 93.63 95.46 91.67 98.37
AA (%) 90.03 82.42 93.80 97.10 78.32 94.70 94.25 91.84 98.44
Kappa 91.06 79.51 93.44 96.51 77.54 93.12 95.09 90.99 98.24
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Fig. 10: Classification maps obtained by the compared methods on the Houston 2013 dataset. (a) Reference map. (b) SVM. (c)
1D-CNN. (d) 2D-CNN. (e) 3D-CNN. (f) VIT(Pixel). (g) VIT(Patch). (h) SF. (i) HSI-BERT. (j) The proposed 3DSS-Mamba.

competitive performance in comparison with other studied
methods. Restricted by hand-crafted feature descriptors, con-
ventional approaches exhibit limitations in handling HSI data
with complex contextual semantics, resulting in unsatisfac-
tory classification performance. Despite achieving encouraging
results, CNN-based models struggle to establish long-range
dependencies due to their limited receptive fields. In contrast to
Transformer-based architectures, the proposed 3DSS-Mamba
performs global spectral-spatial contextual modeling from the
sequence modeling perspective, achieving relatively stable and

superior performance. Compared to the suboptimal approach,
the quantitative improvements in terms of OA, AA, and Kappa
up to 0.86%, 0.81%, and 1.14%, respectively.

Additionally, the corresponding classification maps obtained
by different approaches are visualized in Fig. 8. As can be
observed, conventional architecture such as SVM generally
brings noticeable noises, which can be attributed to the lim-
ited feature extraction capability of hand-crafted descriptors.
Typical CNN-based and Transformer-based approaches such
as 1D-CNN and VIT(Pixel) suffer from significant misclas-
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TABLE VIII: COMPUTATIONAL PARAMETER ANALYSIS OF VARIOUS COMPARISON APPROACHES IN TERMS OF PARAMETERS,

FLOPS, AND INFERENCE TIME ON THE PU DATASET.

Metrics 1D-CNN 2D-CNN 3D-CNN VIT(Pixel) VIT(Patch) SF HSI-BERT 3DSS-Mamba
Params (M) 0.0083 0.0101 0.0073 0.1107 0.1107 0.1222 0.3006 0.0103
Flops (G) 0.0015 0.0125 0.080 0.0139 1.1902 0.3292 5.4410 0.8936
Inference time (s) 0.91 0.72 1.13 1.64 3.49 6.55 37.46 4.67
100
90
80 —
;\; ;\; 70 §
£ £ 60 £
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o S =0 °
—SVM VIT(Patch) —SVM VIT(Patch) 60 —SVM VIT(Patch)
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Fig. 11: Classification performance of the compared methods with different numbers of labeled data on three datasets. (a)

Pavia University. (b) Indian Pines. (c) Houston 2013.

sifications, particularly evident in the bare soil category. In

contrast, the proposed 3DSS-Mamba achieves the most consis- 100 DSS-Mamba

tent results with the ground truth, which presents the clearest 3

category boundaries with minimal noise. 96 209-CNIN V' 1
2) Indian Pines Dataset: The experiments on the Indian

Pines dataset are performed with 10% of the reference sam- S 92}

ples. The quantitative classification accuracies are reported in =5

Table VI. Based on the results, the proposed 3DSS-Mamba g 88

achieves the highest recognition performance in comparison

with other competitive approaches, and exhibits excellent gal

improvements in several categories, such as Corn-notill, Corn- J@N VIeI)

mintil, and Soybean-notill. Due to the lack of considera- ‘ ‘ ‘

tion of spatial information, the Transformer-based VIT(Pixel) 800 0.04 0.08 0.12

method inevitably suffers from undesirable classification con- Params (M)

sequences, with the reduction compared to 3DSS-Mamba
reaching 38.47% for OA, 49.18% for AA, and 46.24% for
Kappa, respectively. To highlight the differences in classifi-
cation results, Fig 9 further provides the visualization maps
of various methods. Benefiting from the extraction of global
spectral-spatial semantic information with the 3D sequential
modeling mechanism, the proposed 3DSS-Mamba exhibits
the smoothest and clearest classifications across most regions
despite slight edge information confusion. These phenomena
further reveal the effectiveness and preeminence of the pro-
posed method.

3) Houston 2013 Dataset: The experiments on the Houston
2013 dataset are executed with 10% of the labeled sam-
ples. As evident from the classification results in Table VII,
the proposed 3DSS-Mamba consistently outperforms other
techniques by substantial margins, demonstrating the highest
quantities across all three metrics. In contrast to the suboptimal
method, 3DSS-Mamba achieves significant improvements in
OA, AA, and Kappa by 1.6%, 1.34%, and 1.73%, respectively.
Regarding the visualization maps in Fig 10, 3DSS-Mamba
provides the most precise prediction details, even though this
scenario is predominantly distributed with discrete and local

Fig. 12: Computational parameter analysis of various compar-
ison approaches on the PU dataset.

sample targets. These excellent improvements further verifies
the potential application of sequence scanning model in HSI
classification.

F. Analysis of Computational Complexity

This section investigates the computational complexity of
the proposed 3DSS-Mamba, focusing on model parameters,
Flops, and inference time. Fig 12 illustrates the model pa-
rameter sizes of various comparison approaches on the Pavia
University dataset. Attributed to the inherent linear sequential
modeling mechanism, the proposed 3DSS-Mamba achieves
the best classification performance with significantly fewer
computational parameters. Although the CNN-based methods
enjoy slight computational burdens, their capability of cap-
turing long-range dependencies is constrained by their local
receptive field, restricting further performance improvement.
Besides, Transformer-based methods generally suffer from
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higher resource consumption due to the series of multi-head
self-attention (MHSA) modules. While VIT(Patch) and SF
methods provide competitive performance, their model param-
eters are almost 10 times that of 3DSS-Mamba. Table VIII
further presents the detailed model parameters, Flops, and in-
ference time. In summary, the proposed 3DSS-Mamba exhibits
competitive advantages in balancing computational efficiency
and classification effectiveness, highlighting significant poten-
tiality and viability for HSI classification tasks.

G. Robustness Assessment

To demonstrate the robustness of the proposed 3DSS-
Mamba, extensive experiments are conducted considering var-
ious proportions of training samples. Specifically, the selected
percentage for the Indian Pines and Houston 2013 datasets
covers an interval of {1.0%,2.0%,...,10.0%}, and for the
Pavia University is set to {0.5%,1.0%,...,5.0%}. Fig 11
displays the performance variations with different percentages
on the four HSI datasets, with the proposed 3DSS-Mamba
highlighted by red curves. There is a basically reasonable
trend that the classification accuracy of 3DSS-Mamba steadily
increases with the percentages of training samples, which
exhibit substantial robustness. Furthermore, 3DSS-Mamba
consistently outperforms other competitive methods across
most percentages on the three testing datasets. These notable
advantages further demonstrate the feasibility and superiority
of the proposed method.

IV. CONCLUSION

In this paper, we introduce 3D-Spectral-Spatial Mamba
(3DSS-Mamba), a novel architecture based on the State Space
Model (SSM) for HSI classification. Benefiting from the inte-
grated Spectral-Spatial Token Generation module (SSTG) and
3D-Spectral-Spatial Selective Scanning (3DSS) mechanism,
3DSS-Mamba achieves the substantial advantages of both
global spectral-spatial contextual modeling and linear compu-
tational complexity from the sequence modeling perspective.
Extensive experiments demonstrate that the proposed 3DSS-
Mamba efficiently breaks the performance and efficiency bot-
tlenecks of state-of-the-art CNN-based and Transformer-based
HSI architectures. This research offers a feasible solution
for the HSI classification task. Future work will endeavor to
explore the scalability of the Mamba model across a wider
range of hyperspectral scenarios.

REFERENCES

[11 L. Ni, H. Xu, and X. Zhou, “Mineral identification and mapping by
synthesis of hyperspectral vnir/swir and multispectral tir remotely sensed
data with different classifiers,” IEEE Journal of Selected Topics in
Applied Earth Observations and Remote Sensing, vol. 13, pp. 3155—
3163, 2020.
K. Siebels, K. Goita, and M. Germain, “Estimation of mineral abundance
from hyperspectral data using a new supervised neighbor-band ratio
unmixing approach,” IEEE Transactions on Geoscience and Remote
Sensing, vol. 58, no. 10, pp. 6754-6766, 2020.
[3] J.-P. Ardouin, J. Lévesque, and T. A. Rea, “A demonstration of hy-
perspectral image exploitation for military applications,” in 2007 10th
International Conference on Information Fusion. I1EEE, 2007, pp. 1-8.

[2

—

[4] S. Peyghambari and Y. Zhang, “Hyperspectral remote sensing in litho-
logical mapping, mineral exploration, and environmental geology: an
updated review,” Journal of Applied Remote Sensing, vol. 15, no. 3, pp.
031501-031501, 2021.

[5] G. Camps-Valls, D. Tuia, L. Bruzzone, and J. A. Benediktsson, “Ad-
vances in hyperspectral image classification: Earth monitoring with
statistical learning methods,” IEEE signal processing magazine, vol. 31,
no. 1, pp. 45-54, 2013.

[6] M. Ahmad, A. M. Khan, M. Mazzara, S. Distefano, M. Ali, and
M. S. Sarfraz, “A fast and compact 3-d cnn for hyperspectral image
classification,” IEEE Geoscience and Remote Sensing Letters, vol. 19,
pp. 1-5, 2020.

[7]1 S. Li, W. Song, L. Fang, Y. Chen, P. Ghamisi, and J. A. Benediktsson,
“Deep learning for hyperspectral image classification: An overview,”
IEEE Transactions on Geoscience and Remote Sensing, vol. 57, no. 9,
pp. 6690-6709, 2019.

[8] F. Melgani and L. Bruzzone, “Classification of hyperspectral remote
sensing images with support vector machines,” IEEE Transactions on
geoscience and remote sensing, vol. 42, no. 8, pp. 1778-1790, 2004.

[91 H. Huang, G. Shi, H. He, Y. Duan, and F. Luo, “Dimensionality
reduction of hyperspectral imagery based on spatial-spectral manifold
learning,” IEEE transactions on cybernetics, vol. 50, no. 6, pp. 2604—
2616, 2019.

[10] D.Lunga, S. Prasad, M. M. Crawford, and O. Ersoy, “Manifold-learning-
based feature extraction for classification of hyperspectral data: A review
of advances in manifold learning,” IEEE Signal Processing Magazine,
vol. 31, no. 1, pp. 55-66, 2013.

[11] M. Fauvel, J. A. Benediktsson, J. Chanussot, and J. R. Sveinsson,
“Spectral and spatial classification of hyperspectral data using svms and
morphological profiles,” IEEE Transactions on Geoscience and Remote
Sensing, vol. 46, no. 11, pp. 3804-3814, 2008.

[12] M. Dalla Mura, J. Atli Benediktsson, B. Waske, and L. Bruzzone,
“Extended profiles with morphological attribute filters for the analysis
of hyperspectral data,” International Journal of Remote Sensing, vol. 31,
no. 22, pp. 5975-5991, 2010.

[13] Y. Duan, H. Huang, and T. Wang, “Semisupervised feature extraction
of hyperspectral image using nonlinear geodesic sparse hypergraphs,”
IEEE Transactions on Geoscience and Remote Sensing, vol. 60, pp. 1-
15, 2021.

[14] L. Gao, J. Li, K. Zheng, and X. Jia, “Enhanced autoencoders with
attention-embedded degradation learning for unsupervised hyperspectral
image super-resolution,” IEEE Transactions on Geoscience and Remote
Sensing, vol. 61, pp. 1-17, 2023.

[15] S. Mei, J. Ji, Y. Geng, Z. Zhang, X. Li, and Q. Du, “Unsupervised
spatial-spectral feature learning by 3d convolutional autoencoder for
hyperspectral classification,” IEEE Transactions on Geoscience and
Remote Sensing, vol. 57, no. 9, pp. 6808-6820, 2019.

[16] H. Sun, X. Zheng, X. Lu, and S. Wu, “Spectral-spatial attention
network for hyperspectral image classification,” IEEE Transactions on
Geoscience and Remote Sensing, vol. 58, no. 5, pp. 3232-3245, 2019.

[17] M. Zhu, L. Jiao, F. Liu, S. Yang, and J. Wang, “Residual spectral—
spatial attention network for hyperspectral image classification,” IEEE
Transactions on Geoscience and Remote Sensing, vol. 59, no. 1, pp.
449-462, 2020.

[18] X. Li, M. Ding, and A. Pizurica, “Deep feature fusion via two-stream
convolutional neural network for hyperspectral image classification,”
IEEE Transactions on Geoscience and Remote Sensing, vol. 58, no. 4,
pp. 2615-2629, 2019.

[19] G. Yue, L. Zhang, Y. Zhou, Y. Wang, and Z. Xue, “S2tnet: Spectral-
spatial triplet network for few-shot hyperspectral image classification,”
IEEE Geoscience and Remote Sensing Letters, 2024.

[20] W.-S. Hu, H.-C. Li, L. Pan, W. Li, R. Tao, and Q. Du, “Spatial-spectral
feature extraction via deep convlstm neural networks for hyperspectral
image classification,” IEEE Transactions on Geoscience and Remote
Sensing, vol. 58, no. 6, pp. 42374250, 2020.

[21] Q. Liu, F. Zhou, R. Hang, and X. Yuan, “Bidirectional-convolutional
Istm based spectral-spatial feature learning for hyperspectral image
classification,” Remote Sensing, vol. 9, no. 12, p. 1330, 2017.

[22] X. Liao, B. Tu, J. Li, and A. Plaza, “Class-wise graph embedding-
based active learning for hyperspectral image classification,” IEEE
Transactions on Geoscience and Remote Sensing, 2023.

[23] Y. Su, J. Chen, L. Gao, A. Plaza, M. Jiang, X. Xu, X. Sun, and P. Li,
“Acgt-net: Adaptive cuckoo refinement-based graph transfer network for
hyperspectral image classification,” IEEE Transactions on Geoscience
and Remote Sensing, vol. 61, pp. 1-14, 2023.


http://dx.doi.org/10.1109/TGRS.2019.2907932
http://dx.doi.org/10.1109/TGRS.2023.3267890
http://dx.doi.org/10.1109/TGRS.2023.3267890
http://dx.doi.org/10.1109/TGRS.2023.3267890
http://dx.doi.org/10.1109/TGRS.2019.2961947
http://dx.doi.org/10.1109/TGRS.2019.2961947
http://dx.doi.org/10.1109/TGRS.2019.2961947
http://dx.doi.org/10.1109/TGRS.2023.3307434
http://dx.doi.org/10.1109/TGRS.2023.3307434

IEEE TRANSACTIONS ON GEOSCIENCE AND REMOTE SENSING, VOL.X, NO.X, 2024

[24]

[25]

[26]

[27]

[28]

[29]

[30]

[31]

[32]

(33]

[34]

[35]

[36]

[37]

[38]

[39]

[40]

[41]

[42]

W. Hu, Y. Huang, L. Wei, F. Zhang, and H. Li, “Deep convolutional
neural networks for hyperspectral image classification,” Journal of
Sensors, vol. 2015, pp. 1-12, 2015.

J. Yang, Y.-Q. Zhao, and J. C.-W. Chan, “Learning and transferring deep
joint spectral-spatial features for hyperspectral classification,” IEEE
Transactions on Geoscience and Remote Sensing, vol. 55, no. 8, pp.
4729-4742, 2017.

Z. Zhong, J. Li, Z. Luo, and M. Chapman, “Spectral-spatial residual
network for hyperspectral image classification: A 3-d deep learning
framework,” IEEE Transactions on Geoscience and Remote Sensing,
vol. 56, no. 2, pp. 847-858, 2018.

X. Yang, W. Cao, Y. Lu, and Y. Zhou, “Hyperspectral image transformer
classification networks,” IEEE Transactions on Geoscience and Remote
Sensing, vol. 60, pp. 1-15, 2022.

S. K. Roy, A. Deria, C. Shah, J. M. Haut, Q. Du, and A. Plaza,
“Spectral-spatial morphological attention transformer for hyperspectral
image classification,” IEEE Transactions on Geoscience and Remote
Sensing, vol. 61, pp. 1-15, 2023.

J. Zhang, Z. Meng, F. Zhao, H. Liu, and Z. Chang, “Convolution trans-
former mixer for hyperspectral image classification,” IEEE Geoscience
and Remote Sensing Letters, vol. 19, pp. 1-5, 2022.

E. Ouyang, B. Li, W. Hu, G. Zhang, L. Zhao, and J. Wu, “When multi-
granularity meets spatial-spectral attention: A hybrid transformer for
hyperspectral image classification,” IEEE Transactions on Geoscience
and Remote Sensing, vol. 61, pp. 1-18, 2023.

A. Dosovitskiy, L. Beyer, A. Kolesnikov, D. Weissenborn, X. Zhai,
T. Unterthiner, M. Dehghani, M. Minderer, G. Heigold, S. Gelly et al.,
“An image is worth 16x16 words: Transformers for image recognition
at scale,” arXiv preprint arXiv:2010.11929, 2020.

J. He, L. Zhao, H. Yang, M. Zhang, and W. Li, “Hsi-bert: Hyperspectral
image classification using the bidirectional encoder representation from
transformers,” IEEE Transactions on Geoscience and Remote Sensing,
vol. 58, no. 1, pp. 165-178, 2019.

D. Hong, Z. Han, J. Yao, L. Gao, B. Zhang, A. Plaza, and J. Chanus-
sot, “Spectralformer: Rethinking hyperspectral image classification with
transformers,” IEEE Transactions on Geoscience and Remote Sensing,
vol. 60, pp. 1-15, 2022.

Z. Zhong, Y. Li, L. Ma, J. Li, and W.-S. Zheng, “Spectral-spatial
transformer network for hyperspectral image classification: A factorized
architecture search framework,” IEEE Transactions on Geoscience and
Remote Sensing, vol. 60, pp. 1-15, 2022.

Y. Peng, Y. Zhang, B. Tu, Q. Li, and W. Li, “Spatial-spectral transformer
with cross-attention for hyperspectral image classification,” IEEE Trans-
actions on Geoscience and Remote Sensing, vol. 60, pp. 1-15, 2022.
A. Gu and T. Dao, “Mamba: Linear-time sequence modeling with
selective state spaces,” arXiv preprint arXiv:2312.00752, 2023.

H. Mehta, A. Gupta, A. Cutkosky, and B. Neyshabur, “Long
range language modeling via gated state spaces,” arXiv preprint
arXiv:2206.13947, 2023.

L. Zhu, B. Liao, Q. Zhang, X. Wang, W. Liu, and X. Wang, “Vision
mamba: Efficient visual representation learning with bidirectional state
space model,” arXiv preprint arXiv:2401.09417, 2024.

Y. Liu, Y. Tian, Y. Zhao, H. Yu, L. Xie, Y. Wang, Q. Ye, and Y. Liu,
“Vmamba: Visual state space model,” arXiv preprint arXiv:2401.10166,
2024.

S. Elfwing, E. Uchibe, and K. Doya, “Sigmoid-weighted linear units
for neural network function approximation in reinforcement learning,”
Neural networks, vol. 107, pp. 3—11, 2018.

N. Renard, S. Bourennane, and J. Blanc-Talon, “Denoising and dimen-
sionality reduction using multilinear tools for hyperspectral images,”
IEEE Geoscience and Remote Sensing Letters, vol. 5, no. 2, pp. 138—
142, 2008.

Y. Chen, H. Jiang, C. Li, X. Jia, and P. Ghamisi, “Deep feature extraction
and classification of hyperspectral images based on convolutional neural
networks,” IEEE transactions on geoscience and remote sensing, vol. 54,
no. 10, pp. 6232-6251, 2016.


http://dx.doi.org/10.1109/TGRS.2023.3242978
http://dx.doi.org/10.1109/TGRS.2023.3242978
http://dx.doi.org/10.1109/TGRS.2023.3242978

