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Abstract

In this paper we discuss the theory used in the design of an open source lightmorphic sig-
natures analysis toolkit (LSAT). In addition to providing a core functionality, the software
package enables specific optimizations with its modular and customizable design.

To promote its usage and inspire future contributions, LSAT is publicly available. By
using a self-supervised neural network and augmented machine learning algorithms, LSAT
provides an easy-to-use interface with ample documentation.

The experiments demonstrate that LSAT improves the otherwise tedious and error-
prone tasks of translating lightmorphic associated data into usable spectrograms, enhanced
with parameter tuning and performance analysis.

With the provided mathematical functions, LSAT validates the nonlinearity encoun-
tered in the data conversion process while ensuring suitability of the forecasting algorithms.
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1. Introduction

It is common knowledge, in the machine learning domain, to use differential values, since
they provide a simple way to model the data. However, such algorithms may not fit the
lightmorphic signature properly, leading to a reduced quality of the obtained results. Train-
ing a neural network to predict the lightmorphic signature can significantly increase the data
quality. This is the task that LSAT tries to accomplish.

As such we define the lightmorphic metric learning (LML) as a branch of machine
learning algorithms, set out with the purpose of learning lightmorphic signatures from
multiple datasets trough usage of vibrating graph chords.

In the pursuing sections we describe the main features of the toolkit, explain the general
mathematical concepts and finally detail the plans regarding future functionalities.

2. General mathematical concepts

In this section we expand the mathematical concepts and link them with the reasoning
encountered in the implemented code.

We define the lightmorphic signature as a function of: light intensity (I) that varies
according to seasons and local weather conditions, trajectory distribution characteristics
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(D), and specific adjustments (T):

fL⊙
=

I
∫

1

D
∫

1

T
∫

1

Γtζtdt (1)

where:

• Γt – trajectory tensor

• ζt – point in time specificity

Storage of these trajectory specific lightmorphic signatures is done in a database (Θ).
The segments containing isochronous surfaces with similarities are stored in another database
(Φ) that serves as a baseline for training the neural network implementation.

The isochronous surfaces that constitute the lightmorphic signature are interlinked
trough the definition and usage of graph chords (δ(t)). Observing their vibrational am-
plitude allows the prediction of alternative lightmorphic signatures and, at the same time,
correction of the already known values.

Since the primary light source considered is the Earth’s Sun, specific spacetime metrics
(ex. gµν , ηµν , h+, h×, Gµν) have to be used in order to describe the encountered anisotropies.
These are implemented as a function of distant astrophysical forces that stretch and com-
press the fabric of spacetime.

According to special relativity, spacetime is seen as a four dimensional manifold de-
scribed by a flat Minkowski metric defined in Cartesian coordinates (t, x, y, z, c = 1)
as:

ηµν =









−1 0 0 0
0 1 0 0
0 0 1 0
0 0 0 1









, (2)

When considering the geometry of curved space, we have made use of the metric gµν ,
that replaces the flat Minkowski metric ηµν . This substitution was done considering that
the geometry of curved space will eventually reduce to the flat spacetime of special relativity
at a sufficiently small scale.

The interaction between curvature of spacetime and the mass distribution was modeled
following (Blackburn (2010)) work, as:

Gµν = kTµν (3)

where Gµν is defined as the Einstein curvature tensor, Tµν is the stress-energy tensor and
represents the mass-energy distribution, while k describes the Einstein constant of gravita-
tion defined as:

k =
8πG

c4
(4)

where c is the speed of light in a vacuum.
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At the same time, in order to improve the results quality, the Einstein tensor was also
considered under the form:

Gµν = Rµν −
1

2
gµνR, (5)

where Rµν is the Riemann tensor for the local spacetime, and R is the Ricci scalar.

Since there is not one general solution for the complex Einstein equations, but a large
variety of possible solutions that apply to particular circumstances, we’ve considered a weak-
field approximation, where the nonlinear Einstein equations where approximated towards
linearity.

For example, a very small perturbation specific to a gravitational wave, will impact the
flat spacetime and it is defined as hµν(x) and it’s value will be |hµν | << 1.

Thus, the Einstein equation becomes:

gµν(x) = ηµν + hµν(x). (6)

or by simply considering the induced strain variations:

�hµν(x) = 0, (7)

By further pursuing such linearization, we can represent in the TT gauge, a propagating
wave, under the following form:

hTT
µν =









0 0 0 0
0 h+ h× 0
0 h× −h+ 0
0 0 0 0









, (8)

where the constant amplitudes (h+, h×) represent the two gravitational wave polariza-
tions, the plus- and cross-polarization.

We represent the distance between two neighboring points as defined by (Berit (2013))
for a flat spacetime, trough the following expression:

ds2 = −c2dt2 + dx2 + dy2 + dz2 = −c2dt2 + [1 + h+(t)]dx
2 + [1− h+(t)]dy

2

That allows us to model in the TT gauge, the gravitational wave stretching along the x
axis and compression along the y axis with the specific factor of:

√

1± h+(t) ≃ 1+ 1
2h+(t)

Having modeled the photon’s traveling path in outer space, in order to simplify the
inherent path inhomogeneities, we separated the domains into outer space domain, atmo-
spheric domain and Earth specific domains (lithosphere, hydrosphere, biosphere, noises,
etc).

We further define the phase of an electromagnetic wave of frequency ω0 as φ. Following
Driggers (2015)’s work, we consider that the starting light phase is at 0 and it travels at
the speed of light c. After a distance L it will have a phase δφspace

that can be expressed as
a distance integral over the spacetime metric,

δφspace
=

ω0

c

∫ L

0
gdx, (9)
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with g(t) = η+h(t), where η is the Minkowski metric and h(t) is the dimensionless spacetime
strain.

Summing the light phase shift δφatm
and the δφEarth

which is derived from the noise
sources like seismic or electromagnetic interferences, leads to the dataset of trajectory spe-
cific lightmorphic signatures:

ΦΓIDT
=

N
∑

j=1

Γj
IDT (10)

The signature parameter estimation is performed considering a prior distribution p(Φ|L⊙)
that is updated upon receiving the new data d to give a posterior distribution p(Φ|d, L⊙)

p(Φ|d, L⊙) =
p(Φ|L⊙)p(d|Φ, L⊙)

p(d|L⊙)
(11)

While observing the distribution of multiple light segments within the dataset ΦΓIDT
,

it will be possible to estimate the probability for trajectory specific lightmorphic evolution:

pΦ = f(ρk · pΦk
) (12)

where pΦk
is the database’s k-th segment specific probability, ρk is the prediction weight

for the k-th segment.

3. Software package design

The distribution matrices specific to the isochronous segmentation surfaces, which define
the lightmorphic signature model, form the LSAT core.

As such we’ve used a design principle that ensures simplicity for the whole package,
while making the source codes easy to read and maintain. As the toolkit is written in a
modular way, new functionalities can be easily plugged in. This makes the LSAT not only
a lightmorphic signature machine learning tool but also an experimental platform.

LSAT comes with plenty of documentation for all the interface functionalities and related
data structures. The README file describes the installation process and interface usage.
For developers who use the toolkit in their applications, the API documentation can provide
additional information related to functionality calls.

4. Practical Usage

In the examples, we provide sample values for the lightmorphic signature updates, as a
function of δφatm

derived by the neural network from the values of a large dataset of at-
mospheric meteorological data for 317 cities in Romania, with hundreds of thousands data
points. Automatic learning is supported trough API calls to the domain specific data
providers.

Beyond this simple way of running the lightmorphic signatures analysis toolkit, there are
several enhancement options for advanced usage. As example, one may activate additional
functionalities that consider input parameters like complex space weather forecasting, dif-
ferent electromagnetic wave disturbances or lithosphere, hydrosphere and biosphere specific
localized data.
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5. Conclusion and Future Work

With the lightmorphic signatures analysis toolkit we provided an open source SW package
that is simple and easy-to-use.

Experiments and analysis conclude that the modular design and customization support
are performing excellent in practice and can provide the base for additional research on
lightmorphic signatures.

The toolkit is constantly being improved by new research results and user feed-back
with the ultimate goal of having an automated toolkit to use in maintaining and updating
a large database of high-quality light signatures.

Future work will focus on probability estimates, additional functionalities that mitigate
the large uncertainties in the available observational input data which arise from the complex
interaction processes. In addition, the inclusion of artificial intelligence (AI) options will
be considered while building a national/international network for lightmorphic signature
analysis.
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