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ABSTRACT
Plant phenotyping is the assessment of a plant’s traits and
plant identification is the process of determining the category
such as genus and species. In this paper we present an in-
terpretable neural network trained on the UPWINS spectral
library which contains spectra with rich metadata across vari-
ation in species, health, growth stage, annual variation, and
environmental conditions for 13 selected indicator species
and natural common background species. We show that the
neurons in the network learn spectral indicators for chemical
and physiological traits through visualization of the network
weights, and we show how these traits are combined by the
network for species identification with an accuracy around
90% on a test set. While neural networks are often perceived
as ‘black box’ classifiers, our work shows that they can be
in fact more explainable and informative than other machine
learning methods. We show that the neurons learn fundamen-
tal traits about the vegetation, for example the composition of
different types of chlorophyll present which indicates species
as well as response to illumination conditions. There is clear
excess training capacity in our network, and we expect that as
the UPWINS spectral library continues to grow the approach
in this paper will provide further foundational insights in
understanding plant traits. This provides a methodology for
designing and interpreting neural networks on spectral data in
general, and provides a framework for using neural networks
with hyperspectral imagery for understanding vegetation that
is extendable to other domains.

Index Terms— hyperspectral, neural network, phenotyp-
ing, vegetation, UPWINS

1. INTRODUCTION

Hyperspectral and multispectral imagery provide a spectrum
for each pixel that contains information about the materials
present. Multispectral imagery has been used in a remote
sensing context to quantify and understand vegetation since
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the 1970s [1]. Hyperspectral imagery over the VNIRSWIR
spectral range (400nm to 2500nm) provides a reflectance
spectrum for each pixel. Each value in this spectrum is a
measurement of light in a narrow range of wavelengths. Be-
cause the fraction of light reflected by a material depends on
the relationship between molecular bond structures and the
wavelength-dependent energy of the light, hyperspectral pixel
spectra contain information about the molecular composition
of the materials in the image.

In this paper we use a growing complex highly-documented
spectral library from the UPWINS project for training and
testing of algorithms for phenotyping and species species
identification with over 1,000 field spectrometer measure-
ments. We test 26 machine learning algorithms for predicting
vegetation species and the full species-health-growth stage in-
formation. The library does not yet contain sufficient samples
of all categories to make conclusions regarding prediction on
the full categorization, but we show that Linear Discriminant
Analysis (LDA) and a simple but properly trained neural
network (NN) both provide accuracy of around 90% in pre-
dictions across over 13 species. Analysis of weights in the
NN show that it is learning chemically meaningful infor-
mation, for example relative quantities of different types of
chlorophyll and other pigments. This suggests that the model
is learning meaningful information, rather than overtrain-
ing, which suggests that the model, as well as the general
methodology, may be robust to broader application.

The UPWINS (Urban Planning With Integrated Natural
Systems) project is continuing at least through 2026, and we
will continue collecting ASD fieldspectrometer spectra from
vegetation species in natural and intentionally modified envi-
ronments, with documented variation in soil type, in nutrient,
water and salinity content as well as temperature variation and
other factors. We will also be collecting hyperspectral im-
agery (Headwall, Specim) and LiDAR (Velodyne) data over
natural areas with our target species, from both UAVs and
aircraft, and will be multispectral satellite (MAXAR World-
view) and SAR (Umbra) imagery. All data is being shared
openly, to the extent possible, to support our research and ap-
plication communities. The UPWINS project is directed to-
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ward developing methodologies for urban planning that inte-
grates with, rather than attempts to constrain, natural systems.
An essential component of this approach to urban planning is
assesing and monitoring ecological, geological, and hydro-
logical systems at scale, including phenotyping of vegetation
as an indicator of local environment. Remote sensing data
collection along with substantial documented fieldspectrom-
etry data, along with development and sharing of algorithms
for environmental assessment from this data, is a major por-
tion of this effort. We hope that sharing of data and results
will benefit research in remote sensing and machine learning
algorithm development for these and related objectives.

1.1. Background

In this subsection, we present progress and limitations in use
of machine learning on spectral imagery for understanding of
vegetation. We use the term machine learning (ML) broadly,
to include methods for regression, classification and related
tasks for processing of data, recognizing that most or all of
these methods can be understood via statistics. We use deep
learning (DL) to refer to the ML algorithms that employ a
neural network with many layers. Works discussed in this
subsection might use the terms with a different emphasis, but
the meaning should be understandable from the context to the
extent that it is important.

Hyperspectral imagery has potential for fast, systemic,
phenotyping of plants. Plant phenotyping is the analysis of
plant structural, chemical, and functional traits. This is im-
portant for selecting plants in crop breeding to enhance desir-
able traits that increase resiliency and yield. Phenotyping is a
bottleneck in the crop breeding process [2, 3]. Specifically, in
2023 Pieruschka et al state that

the analysis of crop performance with respect
to structure (root, shoot architecture, leaf angle,
etc.), function (photosynthesis, transpiration,
growth etc.), quality (chemical composition) and
interaction with the environment i.e. phenotyp-
ing remains still one of the largest bottlenecks in
basic and applied plant sciences.

Bibliometric analysis of research publications in plant pheno-
typing show that there was a notable increase in publications
on phenotyping using machine learning and deep learning
methods with sensor data began in 2016 [4], corresponding
to advancements in both sensors and algorithms. However, as
noted in [3] and elsewhere, there is still significant need for
improvement.

Processing of spectral data using Machine Learning (ML)
and Deep Learning (DL) algorithms for plant phenotyping has
shown benefits for specific crop varieties in controlled envi-
ronments. However, adoption of these methods broadly is
limited by a number of practical factors. A research review
by Shuai et al. in 2024 [5] on the use of DL with hyper-

spectral imaging for agriculture concluded that while hyper-
spectral imagery capture important information about veg-
etation, a major limitation is the “limited labeled samples,
homospectral or isospectral characteristics”. There is an in-
sufficient number of publicly available labeled. The spec-
tra that are available do not cover the variation in vegeta-
tion species, growth stage, health, environmental conditions,
disease states, and other factors that are required for predic-
tion. Compounding this is the fact that DL algorithms re-
quire very large quantities of training data. This study also
cites the intrinsic “high data dimensionality” of hyperspectral
imagery as further compounding the limitations from train-
ing data that lacks quantity, specificity in labeling, statistical
variance, and variance in vegetation phenotype. The study
suggests that band selection has potential to reduce problems
from the dimensionality and correlation, but that currently
methods for“the selection of effective spectral bands” are in-
sufficient and “extracting effective feature information from
raw HSI data remains a challenge.” The study concluded that
“agricultural HSI analysis still faces challenges and research
gaps in relation to DL’s reliance on large-scale high-quality
data, limited model interpretability, and the complexities of
training intricate models” [5]. This is not to say that either ML
or DL methods, or data from hyperspectral sensors, are insuf-
ficient for broad practical agricultural and general vegetation
analysis, but that understanding the specific current limita-
tions and challenges is important for guiding current and fu-
ture research in sensor development, algorithm development,
training data collection, and implementation protocols.

A systematic literature survey on imaging sensors and ar-
tificial intelligence (including ML and DL) for plant stress
research with imaging [6] selected 2,704 published papers
based on keywords that were then distilled down to 262 pa-
pers for in depth analysis. This study also identified open data
sets for training and validation as a primary catalyst for ad-
vancements in areas where such datasets have been generated,
and critical limitation in areas where datasets are not avail-
able. The analysis observes that Kaggle.com and Data.gov
are effective platforms for datset sharing and algorithm test-
ing, and cites a few particularly impactful datasets of visual
imagery of stressed plants, with the most impactful being the
PlanetVilliage dataset [7] with 50,000 images. However, no
significant datasets were cited supporting hyperspectral im-
agery. Of the 145 papers in the analysis using deep learning,
only 5 involved hyperspectral imagery. They conclude that

We theorize that spectral imaging requires com-
plex models to identify features (e.g., chloro-
phyll content), and ML models simplify the
interpretation of the results, providing clear rules
for decision-making. In contrast, DL models,
known for their black-box nature, hinder the bi-
ological meaning behind their predictions. The
limited availability of spectral imaging datasets,
specifically open-source, is another reason be-



hind the low use of DL models, which require
large labeled datasets to learn and make accurate
predictions.

The analysis showed that most research focused on biotic
stress (stress from biological sources), with only 5% of re-
search studying abiotic stress (stress from inorganic factors,
such as extreme temperatures, drought and flooding, salinity,
nutrient deficiency, and metal toxicity). While biotic stress
is observable in visual imagery in available datasets, abiotic
stress is often less obvious but observable in alteration to
spectral values.

Research reviews on use of UAVa for phenotyping of veg-
etation indicate that most or nearly all studies involve crops
rather than in situ natural vegetation and the limited reliabil-
ity and consistency of collection and processing algorithms
limit their use [8]. A study of published research from 2019-
2024 on crop phenotyping using imagery from UAVs [9] doc-
umented the potential of hyperspectral imagery to measure
chlorophyll and N compounds, but concluded that the higher
model complexity hinders model performance, and improve-
ment in prediction performance from complex models is not
a significant improvement over simpler models.

Overall, these research studies indicate that a lack in train-
ing data, especially adequately labeled data that is sufficient in
quantity and variation, is a roadblock to advancing machine
learning and deep learning for vegetation analysis and plant
phenotyping. Moreover, they suggest that interpretable mod-
els that are robust (i.e. low variance models) are preferable
when possible. Such models will generalize to new environ-
ments and tasks. They will also be easier to retrain, and be
less susceptible to overtraining with datasets that are limited
in size or variation. The combination of interpretable models
and sufficient data for training and evaluation will also pro-
vide inference into vegetation chemistry and function using
model parameters.

2. DATA

The UPWINS spectral library contains 902 spectra collected
with an ASD4 fieldspectrometer from the categories as shown
in Figure 1. The library has spectra for 16 vegetation species
and 2 soil types. Each spectrum has 2152 bands covering the
VNIRSWIR range from 400nm to 2500nm.

The mean spectrum for each class is shown in Figure 2.

3. METHODS

We randomly seperated this dataset into 80% and 20% subsets
for training and testing. We used the using the LazyClassi-
fier method in the lazypredict. Supervised python package to
training each classifier on the training subset, and evaluate the
prediction results on the test subset. The produced accuracy,
balanced accuracy, F1 Score, and computational time.

Fig. 1. Counts of the classes in the current UPWINS spectral
library.

Fig. 2. The mean spectrum for each class.

We trained a neural network (NN) on this partitioned data
using TensorFlow. This NN has a single hidden layer com-
prised of 128 neurons with ReLu activation functions, fol-
lowed by a classification layer with with 18 neurons and soft-
max activation. The NN was trained using sparse categorical
crossentropy loss function, 2,000 epochs, and a batch size of
32.

Statistical inference is the process of determining relation-
ships between variables by analyzing parameters in a model,
for example examining the coefficients and p-values in a mul-
tivariate linear regression to understand the relationship be-
tween independent and dependent variables. We analyze the
weights (or coefficients) in the neural network to infer rela-
tionships between reflectance values at specific wavelengths
and the material classes.



4. RESULTS

The performace metrics for the machine learning model com-
parison is shown in Table 1, sorted by accuracy.

Model Accuracy Balanced Acc F1 Score Time Taken
LDA 0.91 0.91 0.92 0.61
RidgeClassifierCV 0.87 0.86 0.87 0.23
ExtraTreesClassifier 0.87 0.85 0.87 0.63
BaggingClassifier 0.86 0.84 0.86 13.11
RandomForestr 0.86 0.84 0.86 2.07
LGBMClassifier 0.85 0.84 0.86 50.84
XGBClassifier 0.85 0.83 0.85 63.16
ExtraTreeC 0.80 0.81 0.81 0.08
CalibratedCV 0.82 0.80 0.82 96.91
RidgeClassifier 0.81 0.79 0.81 0.14
LinearSVC 0.78 0.76 0.79 20.58
DecisionTree 0.78 0.75 0.78 1.45
LabelSpreading 0.71 0.69 0.74 0.16
LabelPropagation 0.71 0.69 0.74 0.16
LogisticRegression 0.73 0.68 0.73 0.71
KNearestNeighbors 0.62 0.57 0.62 0.10
SGDClassifier 0.58 0.51 0.59 0.79
PassiveAggressive 0.56 0.48 0.56 1.35
SVC 0.53 0.47 0.52 0.59
Perceptron 0.45 0.41 0.46 0.54
GaussianNB 0.39 0.36 0.35 0.15
QDA 0.38 0.33 0.34 0.31
BernoulliNB 0.36 0.32 0.32 0.11
NearestCentroid 0.36 0.30 0.35 0.08
AdaBoostClassifier 0.27 0.20 0.16 18.24

Table 1. Performance metrics of various classifiers, sorted by
accuracy.

The accuracy (on the training data) during training of the
NN is shown in Figure 3.

Fig. 3. The accuracy of the neural network on the training
data during the training process.

After training, the NN was applied to the test set resulting
in an accuracy of 0.87. The confusion matrix for prediction
on the test set is shown in Figure 4.

The 128x2152 matrix of weights for the first layer are
shown in Figure 5, which we refer to as W 1. Each row in this
matrix is the set of weights (or parameters or coefficients) that
are multiplied by the spectral reflectance values within a neu-
ron in the first layer. Specifically, if W 1

i,j is the i, j-th element
in this array, then the output of neuron i in the layer 1 of the

Fig. 4. The confusion matrix for our neural network classifi-
cation of the test subset.

network for an input spectrum matbfs = (s1, .., s2152) is

f1
i (s) = ReLu(bi +

2152∑
j=1

W 1
i,jsi) = ReLu(bi +W 1

i,:s),

where ReLu(x) is equal tox if x > 0 and equal to 0 other-
wise.

Fig. 5. The matrix W 1 of the weights in layer 1 of the neural
network.

An active neuron is a neuron whose weights have been
substantively modified during training and that contributes to
the NN prediction, while an inactive learning is one that is
not contributing. Only some of the neurons show evidence of
training, apparent in Figure ?? as rows with variation. The
weights for an inactive neuron in layer 1 not showing evi-
dence that its weights were modified from the initial random
state as shown in Figure 6 (top) along with the weights for
an active neuron whose weights were modified from the ini-
tial state (bottom). (Our criteria for an active neuron is one
in which the standard deviation of the weights is greater than
0.1.) These values are multiplies by the reflectance values
in spectra during prediction, and thus play a role similar to
regression coefficients but incorporated in nonlinear combi-
nations through subsequent layers.



Fig. 6. Weights for a neuron in layer 1 that is inactive.

The weights in the plots in Figures 6 and ?? are the values
in rows 1 and 4 of the matrix of layer 1 weights shown in
Figure 5. We can better visualize the weights for neurons used
to classification by removing the rows for inactive neurons in
the matrix of weights for layer 1 (Figure 5). The resulting
array of weights for active neurons is shown in Figure 7.

Fig. 7. Weights in layer 1 of the neural network, showing only
the 23 layers with activation.

The weights shown in Figure 7 provide insight in the por-
tions of the spectra most useful for prediction. Each column
in the matrix shown corresponds to a spectral band with asso-
ciated wavelength, and these wavelengths are provided along
the x-axis (bottom edge). Wavelegnths that are useful for pre-
diction are indicated by variation in the values shown in the
associated column. A plot of the mean and standard deviation
in neuron activation as a function of wavelength (mean and
standard deviation of the weight matrix shown in Figure 7) is
shown in Figure 8.

From Figure 8, we see that the there is significant activ-
ity across the 350nm-750nm rangee, there is activity in the

Fig. 8. Amount of neuron activation as a function of wave-
length.

1400nm-1500nm and 1900nm-200nm ranges, and isolated
activity at approximately 1700nm, 2300nm, and 2500nm.

To infer associations between wavelengths are specific
classes, we consider the weights in layer 2. If we denote the
vector of outputs of the neurons in layer 1 by v, then the ith

neuron in layer two outputs the following value,

f2
i (v) = Softmax(b2i +

128∑
j=1

W 2
i,jvi).

where the Softmax function normalizes the outputs of the sec-
ond layer so that they are all positive and sum to one. For each
class in our dataset, there is a corresponding neuron in Layer
2 that outputs the probability that the input spectrum belongs
to its class. The weights for this neuron indicate how much
declaring that class depends on each of the outputs of neurons
in layer 1. Plots of the weights for the layer 2 neurons corre-
sponding to Panicum virgatum and Ilex vomitoria are shown
in Figures 9 and 10.

Fig. 9. The weights in the layer 1 neuron for Panicum vir-
gatum. The i-th weight indicates how strongly classifybing
Panicum virgatum relies on the i-th neuron from layer 1.

From the plots in Figures ?? and 10, we see that classi-
fication of a spectrum from Panicum virgatum relies mostly



Fig. 10. The weights in the layer 1 neuron for Panicum vir-
gatum. The i-th weight indicates how strongly classifybing
Panicum virgatum relies on the i-th neuron from layer 1.

on neuron 9 in layer 1, and classification of Ilex vomitorium
relies on neurons 11 and 13 (setting a somewhat arbitrary
threshold of 1 on the magnitude of the weights).

Very informative plots are shown in Figures 11 through 12.
In each plot, we show the mean spectrum for the class (in
blue) along with the weight(s) from layer 1 neurons that are
heavily utilized for designating this class. For example, Pan-
icum virgatum heavily utilizes neuron 9 from layer 1, and
so Figure 11 shows the mean spectrum along with a plot of
W 2

7,9 (weight 9 shown in Figure 9) times the vector of layer
1 weights W 2

9,·. In each species class shown, the weights
that are plotted show how the neural network relies on the
different bands for classifying that species. We call these
plots Spectral Activation Plots.

Fig. 11. Spectral Activation Plot for Panicum virgatum.

5. DISCUSSION

The UPWINS spectral library contains ASD spectra for 16
vegetation species and two soil types. We showed that clas-
sification on this library can be achieved with 93% accuracy
using an LDA classifier and 87% accuracy with a neural net-
work. In each case, the data was split randomly into 80-20

Fig. 12. Spectral Activation Plot for Panicum amarum.

Fig. 13. Spectral Activation Plot for IVa frutescens.

training and testing subsets, with the model trained on the
training subset and accuracy is evaluated using the testing
subset. Given the number of spectra for each class (particu-
larly the classes with a genus-species name) this suggests that
the spectra are sufficiently different for robust classification.

It is possible that further training or optimization could
produce higher accuracy in the LDA or NN model, but max-
imizing accuracy is not the goal of this paper. Our goals
are: (1) understanding the chemical-physical-biological-
functional differences in the classes in the UPWINS library,
(1) determining if and how these differences are observable as
features in the measured spectra, and (3) how the importance
of features for distinguishing between the species based in

Fig. 14. Spectral Activation Plot for Ilex vomitoria.



interpretable model parameters.
This is a promising indication that the values measured in

the VNIRSWIR range are sufficient for separation between
these species in hyperspectral imagery. We found the most
important features are in the 350nm-900nm range, although
useful information is present in the NIR and SWIR regions as
well. Detecting these species, and discriminating them from
other ’background’ vegetation in imagery, would likely re-
quire additional spectra collected off the background vegeta-
tion types.

We did not evaluate classification or prediction evaluat-
ing the additional information provided in the library for most
spectra (growth stage, health, stress). There did not seem to
be sufficient coverage of these on a per-species case.

We provided analysis of the neural network model, show-
ing that this model not only intrepretable, but in fact that it
is useful for statistical inference. The plots in Figures 11
through 12 show which bands are most important for four of
the classes considered and how they are weighted.

Panicum vergatim and Panicum amarum grasses of the
same genus. Panicum vergatim, commonly called switch-
grass, is a common grass in central North American prarie.
Panicum vergatim grows well in coastal regions, has deep
roots, and is used for dune stabilization. The spectral acti-
vation plots for these species (Figures ?? and 12) show that
the NN model discriminates between these species using vari-
ation in the features from 350nm to 750nm. These variations
likely due to differences in relative amounts of chlorophyll-a
and chlorophyll-b. There is rise in the reflectance values for
Panicum vergatim at 350nm but a drop in Panicum amarum
at 350nm - it would be interesting to determine if this is a sta-
ble feature in these species (through further collection under
varying conditions as well as statistical analysis of spectra in
each species class), and if so what chemical compounds cause
this difference.

Iva frutescens is a species of flowering shrub. It is toler-
ant of salinity but not tolerant of flooding, so it tends to grow
in a narrow band along the edge of salt marshes. Unlike the
activation plots for the Panicum grasses, the neuron weights
for Iva frutescens have a distinct upward trend approaching
2500nm. There is also a sharp minima in the weights around
1850nm, which seems to be measuring the broad spectra min-
ima feature across 1800nm-200nm. This feature is present in
all healthy vegetation, and is often attributed to water absorp-
tion.

Ilex vomitoria is a holly that is native to North Amer-
ica. It is the only native plant in the region that contains
significant amounts of caffeine. It is drought and shade tol-
erant. The spectra for this species show a very subtle fea-
ture around 2300nm which is not aparent in the class means
for other species. The spectral activation plot shown in Fig-
ure 14 shows that this feature is utilized in classification of
this species. The spectral activation plots also show utiliza-
tion of a feature around 1400nm, evident as a narrow spike

the the weights for neuron 11. There is not an observable fea-
ture in the class mean spectrum, but it would be interested to
determine if this feature has a physical-chemical meaning.

Our presentation of the spectral activation plots for the
neural network model are promising for statistical inference
in complex machine learning models.
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