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2. Feature Extraction Methods (a) Small length ships
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1. Hand-crafted Features (HCF) [1]
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2. Principal Component Analysis (PCA) [2] AE outperforms in overall accuracy
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3. Auto-encoder (AE) [3]

AE outperforms in small length ships,
while PCA outperforms in fast ships
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5. Conclusion

« Evaluation of feature extraction methods for moderate resolution SAR imagery has been conducted
« AE outperforms the HCF and PCA methods in overall accuracy by 7.5% and 2.6% respectively
« AE works best for small length ships but gives sub-optimal performance for fast ships
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