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Abstract. With the number of supernovae observed expected to drastically increase thanks
to large-scale surveys like the Dark Energy Spectroscopic Instrument (DESI), it is necessary
that the tools we use to classify these objects keep up with this increase. We previously
created Supernova Tagging and Classification (STag) to address this problem by employing
machine learning techniques alongside logistic regression in order to assign ‘tags’ to spectra
based on spectral features. STag II is a continuation of this work, which now makes use of
model supernova spectra combined with real DESI spectra in order to train STag to better
deal with realistic data. We also make use of the r lap score as a trustworthiness cut, making
for a more robust and accurate supernova classifier than before.
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1 Introduction

The Dark Energy Spectroscopic Instrument (DESI) is a spectroscopic survey that will ob-
serve some 40 million galaxies [1–8]. Whilst not a supernova (SN) survey itself, DESI will
undoubtedly obtain the spectra for a significant quantity of SN, either through intentional
follow-up of photometric surveys [9], or by serendipitous discovery, similar to the recent case
with the Hobby–Eberly Telescope Dark Energy eXperiment (HETDEX) [10]. SN, specifically

– 1 –



Type Ia, have been a crucial part of cosmology for a long time, for example as evidence
for the acceleration of the expansion of the Universe [11, 12] and for estimating the Hubble
constant (H0) [13]. More recently, attempts to use Type II SNe as standardisable candles
have become increasingly popular [14]. Current and future surveys (such as DESI) will pro-
duce many more spectra than can be analysed by typical manual methods [15, 16] and so
using machine learning to spectroscopically classify transients has become an area of growing
interest [17–20].

In order to classify something spectroscopically we need to do feature extraction, which
comes in a variety of flavours. One may look at the spectrum as a whole and use template
spectra to do cross-correlation, as with Deep Automated SN and Host Classifier (DASH) [19].
In our previous paper [20] we introduced a new method which uses the concept of feature
tags to classify SN spectra. This method, known as Supernova Tagging and Classification
(STag), used logistic regression [21] to assign tag probabilities to distinct spectroscopic fea-
tures; namely spectral lines. This is a process called multi-label classification, whereby each
tag probability is calculated independently [22]. Each spectrum would have the same set of
tags, but with different probabilities for each spectral line, and these tags are then passed to
a simple feedforward neural network consisting of an input layer, one hidden layer, and and
output layer which uses softmax regression to determine the most appropriate class based
on the tag probabilities; all layers of STag are fully connected. The artificial neural network
(ANN) [23] is trained such that it learns to associate high (or low) tag probabilities of par-
ticular spectral lines with a particular SN class; for example we would expect a Type II SN
to have a high Hα tag probability, but other tag probabilities (high or low) may also have an
unforeseen impact.

STag was trained using template spectra, which are idealised representations of actual
SN spectra. In reality, SN spectra often have contamination from their host galaxy in the form
of spectral features, as well as continuum contamination since the continuum-removal process
is done only by approximation (specifically, a cubic spline is used to model the continuum
which the full spectra is then divided by). What this means in practice is that spectral
features that are associated with the galaxy light also appear in SN spectra, and may fall at
the same wavelength ranges as spectral features of the SN. As such it is imperative to develop
a technique that can distinguish between the two, and as such extract another feature from
the data for use in classification. We make use of the equivalent width of a spectral line,
whereby the strength and/or sign of the equivalent width (negative for absorption, positive
for emission) can be used to identify whether a line is the desired feature or a contaminating
one. We also note that different elemental spectral lines can occur at the same position in a
spectra as other spectral lines, and that the equivalent width may be a way of distinguishing
the two; such as with He i λ5876 and Na i D λ5895 potentially having overlap at the same
wavelength range, posing an issue for Type Ib vs. Type Ic supernovae (SNe) classifications
[24–26]. Furthermore, it has been shown that the strength of a specific spectral line can be
used to distinguish between different classes, such as the case of Hα for Type II and Type Ib
SNe or O I λ7774 for Type Ib and Type Ic SNe [26, 27].

To that end, we present an updated version of STag which utilises not only updated
versions of previously made tags, but also the equivalent widths of each spectral line and a
non-linear combination of both the tag probability and associated equivalent width. This
version of STag has demonstrably improved performance over the original version and has
been used to classify new spectra. In follow-up work, this new version of STag will be used to
classify DESI spectra of transients identified by other machine learning methods. This paper
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is organised as follows: Section 2 details the data used for the training of STag as well as the
new spectra it has been used to classify. Section 3 describes the general process by which
STag works, as well as how equivalent widths are implemented. In Section 4 we showcase the
classification of DESI SN and finally in Section 5 we talk about the implications of this new
version of STag.

2 Data

Whilst the first version of STag made use of the full set of template spectra used in DASH [19]
and real data from the Australian Dark Energy Survey (OzDES) [28], we are now interested
in adapting STag for use with DESI. For this reason we instead use template spectra that
also make use of real DESI data [29, 30].

2.1 Simulated Supernova DESI Spectra

Since DESI is not a survey designed to observe SN, the vast majority of DESI spectra will
not be of a SN. As such, we use DESI spectra of real galaxies that have been combined with
template SN spectra. These templates consist of both core-collapse SNe (Type Ib, Ic, and
II) [31] and Type Ia SNe [32], allowing us to cover the full range of SN types we wish to
be able to classify. We note here that this is a different set of supernova templates to those
used in the first version of STag [20]. These models are first loaded into a script, with certain
core-collapse models blacklisted due to being non-standard (namely SN 2013by, SN 2013fs,
SN 2009bw, SN 2012aw, SN 2009kr, ASASSN14j, SN 2013am, SN 2008ax, SN 2008fq, SN
2009ip, iPTF13bvn, SN 2008D, SN 1994I, SN 2007gr, SN 2009b, and SN 2007ru).

A model is then randomly selected each time a simulated spectrum is generated, with
a random phase in the range -10 to +30 days relative to maximum light (bolometric). One
can then also manually choose a magnitude difference between the galaxy and the SN, which
allows for variation in the flux ratio in the final simulated spectra: a flux ratio of 1.0 means
that there is only SN light and a flux ratio of 0.0 means only galaxy light is present. Next
a real DESI exposure is chosen from the main survey, importantly including the metadata
corresponding to the observing conditions for that specific exposure. This allows for the
SN model to be simulated as if it had been observed in the same way as the selected DESI
spectrum. The newly simulated SN spectrum is then resampled to the correct wavelength
range and added to the galaxy flux from the DESI spectrum, thus creating a simulated SN
spectrum as if it had been observed by DESI. By following this process we generated a total
of 400525 spectra, which was the total number of spectra containing both galaxy and SN light
using the aforementioned process to generate ∼600000 total spectra (including spectra of just
galaxies). Each class was roughly equally represented with 100205 Type Ia, 99982 Type Ib,
100117 Type Ic, and 100221 Type II spectra respectively. From this, the spectra were split
into training, validation, and testing sets of size equal to 72%, 18%, and 10% of the total
spectra, following typical values used in machine learning (though with a desire for a greater
proportion of training data compared to the first version of STag [20] in order to maximise
the possible variety in spectra trained on).

2.2 Real DESI Spectra

Whilst the entirety of training and testing of STag II was done using the simulated DESI
spectra (we note here that simulated DESI spectra refers to the combination of real DESI
spectra combined with model SN light, as described in Section 2.1), we also wanted to test its
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capabilities with actual SN spectra observed by DESI. There are not many examples (relative
to the total number of DESI spectra), but there have been some fortuitous cases where DESI
observed a galaxy that was host to a SN. Such SNe can be identified by comparing the RA
and DEC from DESI with that given for SNe in the Transient Name Server (TNS)1, then
further refining the selections by choosing only DESI observations that occur within some
suitable time frame around the reported TNS discovery date. For our case specifically we
chose observations that were made ±3 weeks of the discovery date, giving us a far greater
chance of the DESI spectra containing SN light.

Using these parameters we end up with a total of 8 DESI observations that match with
a TNS report, covering a mean Julian date (MJD) range from 59319.4 to 59550.2, which we
show in Table 1. One can quickly see an issue that has arisen, in that the reported redshift
for some of the objects are different between DESI and TNS. The redshift calculated in DESI
is done so by an algorithm called Redrock [33], which finds the best-fitting template in order
to estimate the redshift. However, since DESI is not a SN survey these templates do not
contain any examples of SN spectra, and as such any attempt by Redrock to estimate the
redshift of a SN spectrum can result in an erroneous redshift. A good example of this is seen
for the Redrock redshift of SN 2021zfs, which is significantly different to the redshift reported
by TNS. Since an incorrect classification will result from the wrong redshift being used, it is
important to ensure that the Redrock redshift is indeed reliable.

We were also fortunate to be working on the improvements to STag during the time
when SN 2023ixf was first discovered. Since the decision was made by the DESI collaboration
to spend time observing this SN, we were able to obtain these spectra and use STag to classify
them. A brief description of SN 2023ixf and the results of the classification can be found in
Appendix B.

1https://www.wis-tns.org
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Name DESI Target ID TNS RA DEC DESI Observation TNS Discovery z z
Classification (YYYY-MM-DD) (YYYY-MM-DD) (DESI) (TNS)

SN 2021acgl 39628467658035349 Ia 00:20:26.685 +29:26:57.57 2021-10-15 2021-10-25 0.091 0.097
SN 2021aexj 39628007786155359 Ia 01:24:54.635 +09:12:32.00 2021-12-01 2021-11-19 0.020 0.047
SN 2021ihf 39627818585294438 Ia-pec 14:32:14.661 +01:20:14.29 2021-04-14 2021-04-03 0.14 0.14
SN 2021qtc 39633200862986949 Ia 17:41:58.317 +47:06:16.19 2021-06-28 2021-06-21 0.073 0.081
SN 2021ses 39633425195336188 Ia 17:22:41.617 +63:11:10.79 2021-06-29 2021-07-05 0.081 0.075
SN 2021sxf 39633353015560190 Ia 17:10:10.767 +57:17:43.63 2021-06-29 2021-07-08 0.081 0.089
SN 2021tdl 39628401761323398 II 16:42:01.550 +26:21:52.81 2021-07-05 2021-07-10 0.046 0.046
SN 2021zfs 39627916874618396 Ia 21:32:29.830 +05:20:46.72 2021-09-21 2021-09-21 0.68 0.020

Table 1: All DESI observations were found by searching a ±3 week window around the reported TNS discovery date. The type,
position, time, and redshift data for the 8 SN found to be matching between DESI and TNS used in this paper. The discovery date,
RA, DEC [34–41], and type [42–49] are sourced from TNS. The redshifts are also taken from TNS and are from the SNe classifications
reported there.
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3 Methodology

3.1 STag

What follows is a brief description of how STag works, for a more detailed overview of the
architecture the reader is directed to our previous paper [20].

The tag probabilities are calculated using logistic regression, a function that rapidly
transitions between 0 and 1; given by Equation 3.1 [50]:

σ(z) =
1

1 + e−z
. (3.1)

Here z is as seen in Equation 3.2:

z = β0 +
N∑
i=1

βixi, (3.2)

where β0 is a normalisation constant, and the βi values are the weights of the flux values
xi. The beta values (excluding β0) form a visual representation of the actual shape of the
spectral feature in question, and as such when Equation 3.1 is close to 1, the spectrum has a
high probability of showing said feature (and vice versa if Equation 3.1 is close to 0).

Once a spectrum has all the tag probabilities calculated, these are then passed to a
simple ANN which determines the best suited class using softmax regression, which is given
by Equation 3.3:

s(xi) =
exi∑N
j=1 e

xj
, (3.3)

where x is a vector consisting of the weights from the output layer of the ANN. The output
is a vector of class probabilities, which all sum up to 1. The ANN learns that different classes
of SN have distinct tag probabilities and so is able to accurately classify spectra.

3.2 Tags

With the introduction of a new dataset, it was necessary to also revisit the tags and recreate
them making use of the new data. Some of the original tags had long wavelength ranges
that potentially included other features (see Figure 1) and in the case of the hydrogen tag,
utilised the whole spectrum. As such it was unclear exactly what it was using to determine
the presence of hydrogen. This initially led to the recreation of all the original tags with
stricter wavelength limits (see Figure 2), as well as the introduction of tags for individual
hydrogen features.

With the new tags created, the neural network was repeatedly trained and tested with
different combinations of included tags in order to determine which tags were necessary for
the classification of a SN and which were superfluous. The result of this extensive training
and testing was that the He i λ6678 tag (which is characterised by a doublet feature) was
causing a lot of confusion between classifications and as such was removed. Specifically, since
this feature was very seldom seen in spectra outside of Type IIb SNe, if it had even a < 10%
tag probability it was enough to reduce the softmax probability of the predicted class. This
had the knock-on effect of also necessitating the removal the Type IIb class from STag’s
functionality as there was no longer a suitable spectral feature to differentiate it from the
over-arching Type II class. Another change that was borne out of these tests was that it

– 6 –



5700 5800 5900 6000 6100 6200 6300 6400 6500
Wavelength (Å)

0.8

0.6

0.4

0.2

0.0

0.2

0.4

0.6

He
 I 

58
76

Si
 II

 
63

55

Figure 1: The original β values for the Si ii λ6355 tag (originally labelled as Si ii λ6150 in
[20]), which can be seen to also possibly include the absorption feature associated with He i
λ5876.

was decided that an increase in the resolution of the spectra would help account for smaller
changes in the tags. The original value of the spectral resolution was chosen to be R = 1024
as this was the default setting used in DASH, selected so as to be able to distinguish between
broad and narrow features whilst maintaining the desired speed of the classifier [19]. As
such, to accommodate for a greater capability of catching the more subtle changes of spectral
feature whilst also avoiding introducing too much noise or making STag drastically more
computationally expensive, the number of points that make up the spectra was increased
from 1024 to 1500. This value was chosen after trialling different spectral resolutions of up to
2048, whereupon it was ultimately decided that the value of 1500 allowed for the best balance
of finer details and computational cost.

The Fe ii tag was also further reduced, instead of being one tag that encompassed three
suspected features it is now a tag specifically for the Fe ii λ5170 feature as it was found to be
the most frequent and readily identifiable. It was also decided that the distinction between
an emission, absorption, and P-Cygni line profile for the He i λ5876 feature was unnecessary
and likely causing more confusion than clarity when reporting on tag probabilities (it was
not uncommon for spectra to have high probabilities for both absorption and emission tags
[20]). As a result, only the absorption feature is now explicitly tagged for and results in a
clear identifier of the He i λ5876 absorption feature.

To further strengthen the classifications, as well as to help the neural network to make
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Figure 2: The β values for the Si ii λ6355 tag used in STag II, which now only contains the
relevant feature to avoid potential contamination from other features.

the correct classification in the first place, a number of new tags were also introduced. These
consist of a tag for Si ii λ4000, Hα and a narrow Hα λ6563 (henceforth referred to as n-Hα,
see Appendix B for a more detailed description of these two hydrogen lines), and Hβ λ4861.
Whilst not requiring a new tag specifically, the spectral features of Si ii λ5876 and Na i D
λ5876 both make use of the tag for He i at the same wavelength. All three of these features
overlap at approximately the same wavelength so even with the more restricted ranges of the
tags, it would still be impossible to create separate tags for each of these. We therefore make
use of the fact that the He i λ5876 tag is now only for an absorption feature and that both
Si ii λ5876 and Na i D λ5876 are also absorption features to effectively create a multi-purpose
tag.

The final set of tags included in STag II are Hα, n-Hα, and Hβ for Type II SNe, Ca ii
H&K, Si ii λ4000, Si ii λ6355, and S ii for Type Ia SNe, He i λ5876 for Type Ib SNe, and
Fe ii λ5170 as a general tag. The differences between the tags included in the two different
versions of STag can be found in 2.

3.3 Equivalent Width

The equivalent width (W ) of a line is defined as in Equation 3.4:

W =

∫
Fc − Fl

Fc
dλ, (3.4)
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Tag STag STag II
Ca ii H&K ✓ ✓
Si ii λ4000 × ✓

Hβ × ✓
S ii ✓ ✓

Fe ii λ5170 × ✓
He i λ5876 (Emission) ✓ ×

He i λ5876 (Absorption) ✓ ✓
He i λ5876 (P Cygni) ✓ ×

Si ii λ6355 ✓ ✓
Hα × ✓

Hα (Narrow) × ✓
He i λ6678 ✓ ×

Table 2: Table comparing the tags present in the two different versions of STag. Note that
the Fe ii tag was present in the first version of STag as a combination of three lines rather
than just the one in STag II. It should also be noted that there was a hydrogen tag in the
first version of STag, however it used the full spectrum and so wasn’t specific to any one
feature [20].

where Fc is the intensity of the continuum and Fl is the intensity of the spectral line. For an
absorption line the equivalent width is positive, whilst for an emission line it is negative. The
equivalent widths in this paper were calculated using the specutils package [51]; which is
itself a package of Astropy [52, 53]. All tags used in STag II also have an equivalent width
also calculated for the same feature using the same wavelength range as for the tag, with the
exception of the sulphur line as this is a ‘W’ shaped feature and so it is less obvious what the
equivalent width of this feature would correspond to.

In order to see if there was extra information that could be used between the probability
of a given tag and the equivalent width of the associated spectral feature, we also trialled
including a nonlinear combination of these two values by passing the product of each pairing
as separate inputs to the neural network. Ultimately it was determined that such nonlinear
combinations offered no extra information for which the neural network could use to improve
the classifications, with the exception of the Si λ4000 feature. It is unclear why this feature,
and this alone, makes a difference on the accuracy of the classifications, however its inclusion
does lead to a greater accuracy and so it continues to be utilised.

The inclusion of equivalent widths, and the changes to the tags, meant that the archi-
tecture of STag had to be changed. STag now consists of an input layer of 18 nodes, followed
by three fully connected layers of 48 nodes each, then two layers of 96 nodes each, which
then connects to two more layers of 48 nodes each, and finally a softmax output layer con-
sisting of 4 nodes. Each of the hidden layers make use of the Rectified Linear Unit (ReLU)
activation function [54]. This neural network was built using a combination of both keras
[55] and TensorFlow [56] and has the architecture it does after extensive testing to find the
best-performing number of hidden layers and nodes.

3.4 rlap Score

In order to give us a further measure of confidence in a classification beyond just the associated
softmax probability, we also made use of what is known as the r lap score, as devised by [16].
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A value of 0 would mean that there is no correlation between two spectra being considered,
whilst it is typically accepted that a value above ∼5-6 suggests a reasonably strong correlation
[16, 19]. This parameter is built off of first cross-correlating the spectrum of the SN with that
of a template spectrum that is at z = 0:

c(n) = s(n) ⋆ t(n) = t(n) ⋆ t(n− δ) + a(n). (3.5)

Here c(n) is the cross-correlation, s(n) is the SN spectrum, t(n) is the template spectrum,
t(n− δ) is the template spectrum shifted by some amount δ in logarithmic wavelength space,
and a(n) is a function that distorts the peak of the correlation function [16].

The r lap score is the product of two values: r, which is the cross-correlation height-
noise ratio [57] which is given by Equation 3.6, and lap, which is a measure of the overlap
in wavelength space of the two spectra being cross-correlated and is defined by Equation 3.7
[16].

r =
h√
2σa

, (3.6)

lap = ln
λ1

λ0
, (3.7)

where h is the height of the peak of the cross-correlation compared to the rms of the anti-
symmetric component, given by σa. λ1 and λ0 are the maximum and minimum wavelength
the input spectra overlaps with the comparison spectra; see Figure 3 for an example of how
to interpret Equation 3.6 visually. Note that we are able to use z here since we are working
in log wavelength space and so a shift in this space is equivalent to a linear shift in 1+ z [16].
By using both the value of r and of lap one has a way of quantifying how similar a given
spectrum is to a template spectrum and so is an extra level of certainty that our classification
is accurate. To streamline the process, we assume the softmax classification is the best
estimation of the class and so only cross-correlate a given spectrum with templates of the same
type, but with differing phase. This now gives STag the added functionality of estimating the
phase of a SN, though we stress this it not the primary function of STag and the range of
phases are used primarily to take care of the fact that SN spectra change with time and so
prevent a dilution of the r lap value due to comparison with many spectra of the correct type
but wrong phases.

We make use of 5 different phase bins, which are based on the phase range used to
generate the DESI template spectra (and as such the DESI simulated spectra). The first
bin encompasses all negative phase spectra (with respect to maximum light), the next 3 bins
are separated by 7 days each, and the final bin is for all phases greater than 21 days since
maximum light, up to 30 days.

The cross-correlation process was adapted from that used in DASH [19], with minor
adjustments made to fit the pipeline of STag. These changes included, but are not limited to,
adjusting the wavelength points to consider (since we increased the resolution of STag from
1024 to 1500 points) and a change to account for the reading of the different template spectra
being used, but functionally it works the same as in DASH).

3.5 Redshift Checking

STag is highly dependent on accurate redshifts for it to be able to classify a spectra correctly,
as such it is important that any redshifts being supplied are correct. However, STag is not
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Figure 3: The cross-correlation function of a real DESI spectrum with a Type Ia template
spectrum. This is a functional recreation of similar plots found in [16] and [19], Figures 5 and
3 respectively.

designed to be something that can estimate a redshift. As such, we are not interested in
producing a comprehensive framework for calculating the redshift of a SN, though we note
that STag could be modified to do this by using the r lap score. Instead, we adopt the
philosophy that if a redshift is significantly inaccurate, we accept that STag will simply be
unable to return a satisfactory classification. We decided that should a spectrum initially fail
the r lap criteria, this may be caused by an incorrect redshift and so we can then perform a
check for a degree of inaccuracy. In the case of a relatively small inaccuracy it is worth being
able to potentially use a more accurate redshift as this will lead to a better classification, as
well as the possibility of a spectrum passing the r lap cut that it would have previously failed.
The general principle we used was to check a series of redshifts within 10% of 1+z (where
z is the redshift returned by Redrock), resulting in a check of 5% either side of the given
redshift. We chose to look at just 10 redshifts in the proposed range (balancing speed with
enough redshift values to properly explore values around the given redshift), which means
that each redshift is roughly 1% from its surrounding redshift values. What we found was
that a spectra would pass the final r lap cut if the redshift was within 1% of the true redshift,
whilst the r lap value would quickly fall off outside of this limit (see Figure 4). Therefore,
should none of the 10 alternative redshifts pass the r lap criteria then STag will not return a
classification and indicate to the user that it is possibly being caused by an incorrect redshift
value.
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Figure 4: The r lap score for the spectra of SN 2021qtc when pre-processed at different
redshifts. The r lap score drops quickly outside 1% of the true redshift value, meaning only
when the redshift is accurate will the r lap score be able to pass the cutoff point of 6, indicated
by the horizontal black dashed line.

4 Results

4.1 Testing Data Comparison

We made use of the DESI simulated data (as detailed in Section 2.1) that had been set aside
for use as testing data, which was a total of 40053 spectra (10% of the total spectra). All
of these spectra were classified by STag II, before having the best r lap score calculated for
each one. After applying our cut of only accepting classifications with an r lap score >6,
the final number of spectra was 4338. We present the normalised confusion matrix for the
classifications of these spectra in Figure 5.

We note a very high accuracy for all classes, with both Type Ia and Ib SN having a 99%
accuracy. The classification success of Type Ic SN is lower at 88%, though this likely due to
the lack of a clear, defining characteristic of the Type Ic class. We also consider the 100%
success rate for Type II SNe to be misleading, as this is likely a result of the fact that there
are simply fewer distinct examples of Type II SN used in creating the simulated data and so
is learning the specific details of the SN models used, rather than of the Type II archetype
overall. Still, assuming that the models used are truly representative of the full population of
Type II SNe we expect that STag II is capable of classifying this type reliably (though, as a
counter example, we refer the reader to Appendix B).
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Figure 5: The normalised confusion matrix of the DESI simulated spectra set aside for
testing STag II, which compares the estimated classification to the true class (as determined
by which SN model was used). The numbers in brackets below the normalised fraction that
were correctly classified correspond to the number of spectra that were classified as that class
by STag II.

4.2 TNS Classifications

We classified the 8 SN listed in Table 1, including the functionality of STag to report back
whether a redshift had been changed from the input value, and if so what the new redshift
was. We find that we are able to correctly classify 2 of the SN after the r lap cut is applied,
with Table 3 (see Appendix A) showing these along with any significant tag probabilities.
This lack of completeness is a result of the mismatch between DESI observation date and
the TNS discovery date, with the observation date often being before the reported discovery,
which results in a lack of supernova light in the DESI spectra. We now discuss each of the 8
cases in detail, with explanations for a missing classification where applicable.

4.2.1 SN 2021acgl

This supernova has a reported classification as a Type Ia and since the Redrock redshift is
very close to that from TNS, it is likely that STag was unable to make a classification due to a
combination of a low probability for the Si ii λ6355 tag and the fact that the DESI observation
took place 10 days prior to the TNS discovery date, which itself was before maximum light
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[58]. One can see from Figure 6a that there is practically no clear supernova light in the DESI
spectra, owing to this earlier observation date.

4.2.2 SN 2021aexj

We find that STag is able to correctly classify this SN as a Type Ia, reflected in the tag
probabilities that are present (most importantly, 100% for Si ii λ6355). There has been a
change of the redshift made by STag, going from the Redrock redshift of 0.020 to 0.051. We
note that the new redshift is closer to that of the TNS redshift and so are confident the
redshift checking method is working satisfactorily; a comparison of the DESI spectra to one
on TNS can be seen in Figure 6b. The phase bin corresponding to the highest r lap score is
14 ≤ t ≤ 21, which is possibly older by around 7 days than the age as determined from the
light curve [58].

4.2.3 SN 2021ihf

Since a Ia-pec SN is defined by the fact that it has an unusual or unique spectra for a Type Ia
[16], it is unlikely to look similar to any of the models used to produce the simulated spectra
or for the cross-correlation process when calculating the r lap. The classification report for
this supernova notes it is similar to SN 2000cx [49], the principle example of a Type Iax SN
[59, 60] which is characterised by the presence of weaker spectral features. This is reflected
by the fact that the tags for the Si ii features are quite low and as such it is unlikelySTag
would be able to classify such a SN.

4.2.4 SN 2021qtc

This observation took place just over a week after the TNS discovery date so there is definitely
SN light present in this spectrum, reflected by the 100% probability of the Si ii λ6355 tag
which can be seen clearly in Figure 6d. The predicted phase of 0 < t ≤ 7 lines up well with
the time of maximum light as well [58], causing the clear spectral features.

4.2.5 SN 2021ses

The presence of Hα, Hβ, and He i λ5876 with high probabilities is interesting as this would
suggest a Type II SN instead of the expected Type Ia. However inspecting the DESI spectra
seen in Figure 6e it is clear that there is no Hα and instead an absorption feature appears to be
mistakenly be triggering the tag for broad Hα (which does include an absorption component).
The DESI observation date is also 15 days before maximum light [58] and so there is likely
little to no SN light in the spectrum.

4.2.6 SN 2021sxf

This spectrum has a deficit of spectral features, with only He i λ5876 having a high probability
(97%) which would likely lead to a Ib classification, if anything, and not the Type Ia we would
expect from TNS. From the DESI spectrum seen in Figure 6f one can see that there is possibly
a very broad yet very shallow absorption feature roughly where we would expect Si ii λ6355 to
be. Since this spectrum was observed 9 days before the TNS discovery date and approximately
20 days before maximum light [58], it is likely the DESI spectra is simply too early to properly
see the necessary features.
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4.2.7 SN 2021tdl

This was classified as a Type II SN on TNS and there is a clear Hα emission in the TNS
spectra, whereas there is no such feature in the DESI spectrum (see Figure 6g). Much like
many of the SN we were unable to classify, SN 2021tdl was observed by DESI before it was
reported on TNS and so does not contain much, if any, SN light.

4.2.8 SN 2021zfs

There are multiple factors which contribute to STag being unable to make a classification for
this spectrum. Firstly, the Redrock redshift is significantly different to the TNS redshift, and
is well beyond the 10% check we do in redshift. As such the spectral features are offset, to
the degree that a significant portion of the spectrum is no longer within the wavelength range
being considered and so the tag probabilities do not correspond to the actual features within
the spectrum (see Figure 6h). With the TNS redshift used, we are able to correctly classify
this supernova as a Type Ia. However, since this is not information we would have access to
when using STag as part of the pipeline we do not report this successful classification in Table
3.

5 Discussion

Unlike as with the first version of STag, which always gave a classification regardless of whether
it was accurate or not, the introduction of the r lap score cut means that STag II does not
always return a classification. As such, it is harder to judge the importance of certain tags in
making certain classifications as before. However, it is worth noting that the 2 cases that were
classified from the TNS selection both have very high probabilities of Si ii λ6355 whilst all
other cases (that were Type Ia) do not have a high probability of this feature. It is reasonable
to assume that Si ii λ6355 is still the dominant tag for a Type Ia classification owing to
it being universally present in Type Ia SNe and frequently very strong, while S ii does not
seem to have an impact (SN 2021aexj has essentially no S ii feature, whilst for SN 2021qtc
it is at 100%). Furthermore, based on the fact that the Type Ia SNe that were not classified
have varying tag probabilities for Ca ii H&K and Si ii λ4000, it is deemed that these are
sub-dominant to Si ii λ6355 and are not enough on their own to allow for a Ia classification.

Whilst there are no Ib or Ic SNe in the TNS selection, it is worth noting that the He i
λ5876 feature consistently has a high probability, highlighting its problematic nature as a
diagnostic of purely a Ib SN. Indeed, [26] suggest that for a confident identification of the
feature at 5876 Å as He i and not due to a different line there should either be a detection
of 2 other He i lines (λ6678 and λ7065) or the He i λ5876 line should be very strong before
maximum light. The issue with this is that the λ6678 line has significant overlap with Hα
and the λ7065 line is at a sufficiently high wavelength that noise tends to start to dominate
the spectrum. The second method may be possible to implement due to the inclusion of a
phase estimate from STag, however at this time such a decision is not automated and would
have to be done by manually inspecting the relevant values.

Unfortunately the only Type II SN in the TNS selection was unable to be classified, so
it is also hard to draw a resolute conclusion about the dominance of the Hα, n-Hα, and Hβ
tags. However, it does not seem to sway the classification if Hα is present at relatively high
probabilities if there are other deterministic features present. The extra tag of Fe ii λ5170
continues to vary wildly between different spectra and so it is assumed that, as was concluded
in [20], it does not directly affect a classification result.
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5.1 STag I vs. STag II

It is worth comparing the new version of STag with the first version, especially as it has
undergone some significant changes. Whilst STag II can no longer classify Type IIb SN, the
remaining 4 types are considered to be stronger due to the changes made to the tags and
the inclusion of equivalent widths. The addition of the r lap score means that we now have
a way of better quantifying whether a classification is trustworthy, with the added bonus of
enabling us to give a prediction of the phase. The additional redshift checking is also an
improvement for the reliability of STag. Finally, the fact that we have now trained with not
only significantly more spectra than before, but these spectra now also include galaxy light
and so are more representative of real data, meaning STag II does not require near-perfect
spectra.

6 Conclusion

STag II is an updated version of the spectroscopic SN classifier STag, featuring improved
tags, more robust classes, and additional functionalities such as phase estimation, equivalent
width calculations, and a new measure of trustworthiness from r lap scores. Many of these
improvements were made possible by moving away from template spectra and using DESI
simulated spectra which include both real galaxy and model SN light. STag II continues to
accurately classify a range of spectra, though we emphasise its 99% accuracy for classifying
Type Ia SN, which are of particular importance for cosmology. Furthermore, whilst a test
of STag II on real SNe potentially observed by DESI resulted in accurate classifications in
2 out of 8 cases, we note that this is an issue of completeness and not with accuracy as the
remaining 6 that were not classified, could not be due to the r lap cut. This criteria was
likely failed due to either incorrect redshifts, unique spectra, or being observed well before
maximum light. In all cases where STag II returned a classification, it did so with 100%
accuracy. We also note that cross-checking with TNS discoveries is not how STag is intended
to be used, and instead will be used directly on transients identified by a vision transformer
as part of the DESI pipeline [61].

We are now capable of reporting even more extra information about a given spectrum
beyond just tag probabilities, as equivalent widths, phase estimates, and an indication of the
accuracy of the associated redshift are now also provided. As more and more data comes in
from DESI, we expect STag will play a vital role in being able to classify any serendipitous SN
that are identified. Future work would likely involve expanding and refining the phase bins and
spectra used for each bin to improve the r lap cut procedure, as this is reliant on having good
and complete examples of each type. It would also be prudent to consider expanding to include
sub-types that have well-defined unique features and possibly feeding phase information back
into the classifier to appropriately deal with lines that are time sensitive.

Finally, we are planning to use STag as part of a broader part of the DESI operations
whereby potential SN spectra observed by DESI will be filtered out and then classified by
STag. These classifications, as well as tag probability values, will then be reported in a
possible upcoming value added catalogue that will be part of the larger DESI collaboration
as a whole.

7 Code Accessibility

The code for STag can be found in the GitHub repository at the following link: https:
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//github.com/wdavison909/STag which contains all files needed to run STag, as well as a
notebook to demonstrate its use. The spectra used to train the neural network are available
upon request.
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(b) SN 2021aexj (∆t(TNS−DESI) = -7 days)
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(c) SN 2021ihf (∆t(TNS−DESI) = +10 days)
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(d) SN 2021qtc (∆t(TNS−DESI) = -3 days)
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(e) SN 2021ses (∆t(TNS−DESI) = +13 days)
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(f) SN 2021sxf (∆t(TNS−DESI) = +28 days)
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(g) SN 2021tdl (∆t(TNS−DESI) = +28 days)
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(h) SN 2021zfs (∆t(TNS−DESI) = +1 days)

Figure 6: Comparison of DESI observed spectra and spectra of each supernova sourced from
TNS. The date in brackets corresponds to the date the TNS spectra was taken. ∆t(TNS−DESI)

is the time difference between the date the TNS spectra [42–49] were observed and when the
DESI observation was made.
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A TNS Classification Results

Transient ∆t(disc−obs) Redshift Class Feature Tags
(Days) DESI TNS Hα n-Hα Hβ Ca ii Si ii Si ii S ii He i Fe ii

(STag) (STag) H&K λ4000 λ6355 λ5876 λ5170

SN 2021acgl -10 0.091 Ia 0.10 0.91 0.02 0.59 0.71 0.39 0.83 0.71 0.81
(–) (–)

SN 2021aexj +12 0.020 Ia 0.75 0.38 0.00 1.00 0.79 1.00 0.02 0.99 0.04
(0.051) (Ia)

SN 2021ihf +11 0.14 Ia-pec 0.66 0.07 0.01 0.07 0.12 0.50 0.77 0.98 0.32
(–) (–)

SN 2021qtc +7 0.073 Ia 0.66 0.30 0.13 1.00 0.96 1.00 1.00 0.75 0.98
(0.073) (Ia)

SN 2021ses -6 0.081 Ia 0.85 0.11 0.87 0.00 0.18 0.01 0.45 0.95 0.60
(–) (–)

SN 2021sxf -9 0.081 Ia 0.59 0.05 0.38 0.32 0.11 0.22 0.04 0.97 0.69
(–) (–)

SN 2021tdl -5 0.046 II 0.88 0.04 0.05 0.13 0.81 0.00 0.97 0.75 0.80
(–) (–)

SN 2021zfs ±0 0.68 Ia 0.46 0.31 0.92 0.97 0.50 0.22 0.83 0.68 0.34
(–) (–)

Table 3: Comparison between TNS and STag classifications for the 8 SN found to be matching
between DESI and TNS used in this paper. The DESI redshift is as calculated by Redrock
whilst the STag redshift is changed should a more accurate redshift be found following the
steps outlined in Section 3.5. All tags, regardless of probability, are reported. Only SN
2021aexj and SN 2021qtc passed the r lap cut imposed by STag.

B Classification of SN 2023ixf

On 19 May 2023 SN 2023ixf was discovered in its host galaxy M101 [62]. It was also classified
on the same day as a Type II [63], which was matched by subsequent classifications; though
some classified it as the sub-type IIn [64–67]. Due to its extremely close proximity (z =
0.0008), SN 2023ixf was also very bright, making it an ideal candidate for observation, which
was done over the course of 22 nights from 2023-05-22 to 2023-06-20 by DESI. As such, we
were able to make use of the spectra obtained during the course of this observation and use
STag to classify it; the results of these classifications can be found in Table 4.

Most interesting to note is how the two Hα tags evolve over the course of observations.
During the first week and a half of observations, none of the spectra pass the r lap cut and so
no classification is made despite the presence of n-Hα. The implication is that we likely lack
suitable Type II templates for these early phases in order to get a good match when cross-
correlating, as based purely on the tags alone a Type II classification would be expected. This
lack of suitable templates can be explained by the fact that the narrow hydrogen emission
is caused by flash ionisation of hydrogen from interactions with some circumstellar medium
[68], which results in a Type IIn SN [69], of which we do not have any templates included
in our list for cross-correlating. The hydrogen feature eventually switches from narrow to a
broader feature and we get the expected classification from STag II (see Figure 7).
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Figure 7: Change in the shape of the Hα emission line feature of SN 2023ixf over time,
with earlier dates in blue changing to later dates in red. The Hα line starts out narrow,
approximately centered in the associated tag wavelength range (6507 - 6622Å), but becomes
significantly broader to the point where only the right half of the emission line can be seen
in that same wavelength range.
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Feature Tags
MJD Days Since STag Hα n-Hα Hβ Ca ii Si ii Si ii S ii He i Fe ii

Maximum Light Class H&K λ4000 λ6355 λ5876 λ5170

60086 -2 – 0.52 0.99 1.00 0.13 0.64 0.24 0.70 0.98 0.44
60087 -1 – 0.50 0.99 0.98 0.22 0.92 0.06 0.18 0.94 0.47
60088 0 – 0.12 1.00 0.34 0.38 0.61 0.39 0.16 0.87 0.33
60089 +1 – 0.06 1.00 0.30 0.13 0.42 0.16 0.01 0.63 0.20
60091 +3 – 0.09 0.99 0.13 0.52 0.94 0.45 0.00 0.67 0.55
60092 +4 – 0.20 0.95 0.75 0.26 0.28 0.12 0.00 0.84 0.21
60093 +5 – 0.17 0.98 0.08 0.87 0.68 0.10 0.02 0.31 0.12
60094 +6 – 0.41 0.92 0.01 0.06 0.63 0.03 0.01 0.36 0.34
60095 +7 – 0.82 0.62 0.22 0.08 0.93 0.08 0.01 0.57 0.11
60096 +8 – 0.96 0.06 0.54 0.06 0.98 0.09 0.03 0.96 0.34
60097 +9 – 1.00 0.02 0.04 0.03 1.00 0.10 0.01 0.38 0.23
60098 +10 – 1.00 0.03 0.05 0.02 0.98 0.02 0.01 0.60 0.31
60099 +11 – 1.00 0.00 0.01 0.02 0.99 0.01 0.05 0.30 0.13
60101 +13 II 1.00 0.00 0.03 0.00 0.99 0.03 0.43 0.02 0.22
60102 +14 II 1.00 0.00 0.06 0.00 0.96 0.03 0.64 0.01 0.28
60103 +15 II 1.00 0.00 0.04 0.00 0.94 0.09 0.67 0.01 0.26
60104 +16 II 1.00 0.00 0.04 0.00 0.95 0.07 0.37 0.03 0.16
60106 +18 II 1.00 0.00 0.03 0.00 0.91 0.03 0.42 0.01 0.22
60107 +19 II 1.00 0.00 0.04 0.00 0.95 0.08 0.27 0.01 0.23
60108 +20 II 1.00 0.00 0.05 0.00 0.91 0.07 0.38 0.01 0.19
60113 +25 II 1.00 0.00 0.05 0.00 0.90 0.14 0.17 0.03 0.24
60115 +27 II 1.00 0.00 0.05 0.00 0.88 0.14 0.16 0.04 0.18

Table 4: Classification results from STag for spectra observed by DESI of SN 2023ixf. All
tags, regardless of probability, are reported. Maximum light is taken to be 2023-05-24 as
calculated in [70].
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