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Abstract
The context of this paper is the creation of large uniform archaeological datasets from heterogeneous
published resources, such as find catalogues – with the help of AI and Big Data. The paper is
concerned with the challenge of consistent assemblages of archaeological data. We cannot simply
combine existing records, as they differ in terms of quality and recording standards. Thus, records
have to be recreated from published archaeological illustrations. This is only a viable path with the
help of automation. The contribution of this paper is a new workflow for collecting data from
archaeological find catalogues available as legacy resources, such as archaeological drawings and
photographs in large unsorted PDF files; the workflow relies on custom software (AutArch)
supporting image processing, object detection, and interactive means of validating and adjusting
automatically retrieved data. We integrate artificial intelligence (AI) in terms of neural networks for
object detection and classification into the workflow, thereby speeding up, automating, and
standardising data collection. Objects commonly found in archaeological catalogues – such as graves,
skeletons, ceramics, ornaments, stone tools and maps – are detected. Those objects are spatially
related and analysed to extract real-life attributes, such as the size and orientation of graves based on
the north arrow and the scale. We also automate recording of geometric whole-outlines through
contour detection, as an alternative to landmark-based geometric morphometrics. Detected objects,
contours, and other automatically retrieved data can be manually validated and adjusted (via
AutArch’s graphical user interface). We use third millennium BC Europe (encompassing cultures such
as ‘Corded Ware’ and ‘Bell Beaker’, and their burial practices) as a ‘testing ground’ and for
evaluation purposes; this includes a user study for the workflow and the AutArch software.
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Highlights
● Automating archaeological data collection using legacy resources
● Fast and standardised recording for Big Data archaeology
● Contour detection and encoding allowing formal analyses of shapes

Graphical Abstract

Graphical Abstract. Overview of the AI-assisted workflow (here: Corded Ware site of Vliněves 1,
Czech Republic).

Video
A video demonstrating the key aspects of the AutArch workflow and software can be downloaded at
this address: https://seafile.rlp.net/f/50ce9cc0771f4afc9cd0/
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1 Introduction

Context: AI and Big Data in Archaeology
The use of Artificial Intelligence and Big Data models in scientific and commercial applications
surged in popularity in recent years. Advances in deep learning, for instance, have enabled users to
solve complex image processing problems. These new approaches are often argued to be the next
frontier 2 in archaeology, with attempts to consolidate all archaeological datasets into single databases
already on the horizon (e.g., Big Interdisciplinary Archaeological Database or BIAD:
https://biadwiki.org/). In this paper, we apply AI and image processing complemented by a workflow
to automated recording in archaeological catalogues.

Challenge: Consistent assemblages of archaeological data
When aiming at such assemblages, we cannot rely on and integrate existing records. The desired
consistency of the assemblages would require the used records to be of comparable quality and to
adhere to the same recording standards, which is hardly ever the case in archaeology. ‘Starting all
over’ and to identify, characterise, and manually record data using published archaeological
illustrations would be a prohibitively time-consuming, repetitive and error-prone task – if not assisted
by automation, which is however not yet available in archaeology. In the following, we discuss this
challenge in more detail.

While the benefits of integrating information from thousands of archaeological PDFs released to
date are obvious, there are significant hurdles. Screening thousands of pages of text and images to
locate relevant content is a time-consuming and repetitive task; data can be scattered across many
parts of the document; papers can be written in different languages and alphabets; various conventions
for describing attributes such as the size and orientation of graves apply, so that mere collation of data
from published tables results in inconsistent datasets. Using Computer-Assisted Design (CAD) or
drawing software products to manually re-measure objects based on published drawings is tedious and
prone to error. Therefore, large-scale assembly of uniform (‘sound’) data from a variety of sources is
rarely possible in practice.

The lack of unified drawing standards in archaeology especially complicates data comparison
across publications. Measuring the width, length and depth of a three-dimensional object, such as a
burial pit, for instance, might be expected to yield consistent results independent of author and
publication; yet, there are multiple ways to describe objects in archaeology, particularly for irregular
shapes. Archaeological site manuals 3 rarely provide guidelines on how to measure non-symmetrical
objects such as graves. And while some authors show how the length was measured by drawing a line
through the grave e.g. 4,5, the width is rarely indicated in the same manner. Even if this information was
transparently reported, harmonising measurement conventions would remain a challenge. Reporting
the orientation of skeletons in graves is fraught with even more difficulties 6. The orientation of graves
is rarely given in degrees, and when it is, different methods apply, often confusing the orientation of
the skeleton with the orientation of the grave cut. In sum, there is no guarantee that reported
measurements of spatial objects can be compared across different publications.
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Contribution: An AI-assisted workflow for data collection
In this paper, we present AutArch, an AI-assisted workflow (and accompanying software) that allows
fast, accurate and uniform identification and analysis of objects in unsorted PDF documents.

Previous archaeological approaches leveraging AI have often addressed narrowly focused research
questions, for example, classification of artefacts and ecofacts 7–11, predicting the dating of sites 12, or
interpretation of high-resolution survey images 13–15. Despite archaeology’s traditional emphasis on
typological and geometric morphometric approaches 16, published resources such as archaeological
drawings and photographs in illustrated catalogues have remained underutilised 17.

The process of extracting geometric shapes from publications is starting to be semi-automated for
specific artefact classes, such as arrowheads, but the images still need to be prepared for the extraction
of artefact outlines 18,19. AutArch provides a general solution that increases the usefulness of published
resources by making their content immediately available to archaeologists as data in a well-defined
format.

Testing Ground: Third Millennium BCE Europe
Due to the ‘messy’ 20, but to some extent repetitive nature of the archaeological record of 3rd
millennium BCE Europe, this period provides an interesting testing ground for innovative approaches
to data collection and using AI in particular. Tens of thousands of graves and grave inventories have
been ascribed to this period. The findings are frequently reported in the form of drawings and
photographs accompanied by descriptions written following a variety of professional standards and in
different languages.

Historically, archaeological assemblages have been grouped into archaeological ‘cultures’, based
on different classes of attributes, making comparison difficult. Southeast European ‘Yamnaya’
assemblages, for instance, are defined after a specific type of burial, Russian ‘Yama’, i.e. ‘pit’-graves
21,22; North-Central European ‘Corded Ware’ assemblages are characterised by a specific ceramic
decoration 23; Western European ‘Bell Beakers’ are named after the shape of the ceramic vessels
found in graves 24,25. These attributes sometimes appear together. For instance, All Over Cord (AOC)
Beakers have cord impressions 26. While many studies have dealt with variability in the funerary
record, most are still based on the simplest possible attribute dimension: its presence or absence.

Third millennium BC Europe appears to be a strong candidate for the challenge of developing an
automated workflow that requires only minimal input from researchers to digitise large datasets
recording rich, numerical annotation. On this testing ground, we evaluate the research results along
several dimensions; object detection is evaluated in terms of standard metrics; the workflow is
evaluated by means of metrics quantifying automated versus manual steps for (a subset of) our
dataset; correctness and productivity (usability) of the workflow, as supported by the AutArch
software, is evaluated by a user study, which also covers comparison with standard practices (such as
Inkscape for measuring graves).

Online Resources
The paper is complemented with online resources to better support reproducibility of the reported
research. We use a public GitHub repository (https://github.com/kevin-klein/autarch-material) to make
sure that we can keep all ‘materials’ (datasets) and accompanying software and AI models up-to-date
and well-documented along the publication process and also past publication in response to
interaction with interested parties. In the repository, we provide the following assets:
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● The AI training datasets presented in Section 2.2 – due to copyright restrictions, we cannot
include the underlying publications (or the images of graves therein or the objects therein
such as skeletons and north arrows), but we provide a dump of data extracted (detailing data
summarised in the paper) and all labelling data used for training. Interested parties may use
the original documents to train the same AI model or a different one, using comparable
publications.

● The AI model presented in Section 2.1 – we provide a usable AI model that can be used to
perform object detection and other steps of our workflow on the same (if available) or any
suitable publications. To this end, we also release scripts (‘software’) to enable use of the
model.

● A database of collected graves used in this publication - we provide the data collected from a
range of publications in the form of a database dump used for validation purposes in Section 4
and to create the figures in Section 3.

● The evaluation of object detection, workflow, and usability in Section 4 – the repository
provides the raw data in the form of several spreadsheets used for the discussion in Section 4.

2 Materials and Methods
We provide an overview of object detection as the central method, and discuss the materials
underlying the reported research, namely datasets for graves and objects therein.

2.1 Object Detection
We first describe the general setup (method) of object detection used by us; we then also get into the
specifics of object detection in the sense of processing legacy resources (PDF files) containing images
of graves.

2.1.1 General Object Detection Setup

Our software realises object detection by means of a ‘deep learning’ approach – in the sense of
artificial neural networks (ANNs).

A brief summary of the internals of ANNs is provided here for non-specialized readers. ANNs are
mathematical function networks that can be thought of as layers of artificial neurons – also known as
Perceptrons or Nodes. Neurons have one or several inputs with associated weights, a bias- and an
activation function. For simple linear layers, each input is multiplied with its weight, the weighted
inputs are summed, and the bias is added to it. The resulting value is the argument of the activation
function. Evaluating the function gives the final result that is passed onto the next layer which
performs its calculations based on the output of the previous layer. Bias and input weights are the
model parameters that need to be trained given annotated input data. For example, our software
extensively uses Resnet-152 (Residual Neural Network), which has a total of 115.6 million parameters
27.

In image processing, two types of neural networks with different purposes are commonly used:
object detection, and classification. Classification assigns an object (such as an image of a skeleton) to
a predefined number of labelled classes (such as ‘supine’ or ‘flexed on left side’ to describe the pose
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of the skeleton in the grave). Object detection networks, on the other hand, output a list of bounding
boxes with a label for each of them. Each bounding box corresponds to a specific object detected in
the image.

Models need to be trained to accurately perform the desired task. For supervised training of a
model, one needs a training dataset, a loss function and an optimiser. In our case, the training dataset
consists of images of objects that were manually labelled and that the algorithm learns to recapitulate.
Optimisers are algorithms that are executed on the model and tweak its parameters to improve
classification accuracy; or, in other words, that increase the number of times a correct label is
produced for a given image. A loss function is used to quantify the prediction error, which is related to
how often the model predicts incorrect labels. The output of an image classification network are the
probabilities that an object belongs to each of the various labelled classes.

For classification, a widely used loss function 28 is cross entropy loss, defined as:

,𝑙(𝑥,  𝑦) =  −
𝑐 ∊ 𝐶
∑ 𝑥(𝑐) 𝑙𝑜𝑔 𝑦(𝑐)

where is the set of classes and the predicted and true probability vector, respectively. Training a𝐶 𝑥,  𝑦
model on the whole dataset once is referred to as an “epoch”. Usually models are trained for hundreds
or thousands of epochs to get a satisfying result. The training data is re-shuffled randomly before
every training epoch to avoid learning effects caused by a specific order.

We use two different types of models in our application, Faster R-CNN (region-based
convolutional neural network) 29, an object detection network here with MobileNetV3-Large 34 as its
so-called backbone. We decided to use Faster R-CNN because of its performance on CPUs 29, thereby
enabling deployment on common server hardware – as opposed to other networks which heavily rely
on the availability of GPUs. The other network that was used is Resnet (residual neural network) 30.
Resnet consists mostly of stacked convolutional layers, which is a common architecture for image
classification networks, and represents a significant improvement over previous networks mostly as it
introduced shortcut connections.

2.1.2 Object Detection for Graves in Legacy Sources
All the documents we used for this project were in PDF format. The uploaded documents were saved
to a database and converted to separate images for each page. Vips::Image.pdfload is used to convert
the files to single page images (ruby-vips 2.4.1 with libvips 8.9.1-2). Further pdf information such as
the number of pages is obtained using pdf-reader 2.11.0 46. These images were then scaled and fed
into an R-CNN, trained with a set of archaeological drawings.

The result is a list of bounding boxes with labels for each page. These labels include “grave”,
“skeleton”, “scale” and “north arrow” among others. These bounding boxes encapsulate the relevant
object as shown on the page (figure 1).

On their own, the objects detected in individual bounding boxes are of little use to archaeologists.
Different classes of objects have to be combined to represent entities interpretable by archaeologists,
and allow for metric measurements. Concretely, this means that graves have to be connected with
their respective scales, north arrows, cross sections, artefacts and possible skeletons contained within
the grave.

To create fully annotated graves, the algorithm first combines all graves on a page. The nearest
north arrow, scale and cross-section are assigned to each grave, using the Euclidean distance measured
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from the centre of the bounding boxes. These objects can be assigned to multiple graves at the same
time. All skeletons and artefacts within the bounding box of the grave are then assigned to it.

Scales have to be further processed to parse the information they encode. For this, we devised a
method using the contours of the bounding box detected using the OpenCV 4.6 implementation of
findContours (based on Suzuki et al. 31), and OCR (optical character recognition) with Tesseract
(https://github.com/tesseract-ocr/tesseract). The contour analyser calculates the length of the scale
while we use OCR to determine the factor for conversion from pixels into real-world distance. The
text, usually a number with a length unit, from the scale is extracted and then the software tries to
determine the unit of measurement (such as centimetre or metre). If a unit could be determined, the
number is converted to centimetres, which the software internally uses for all measurements.

The north arrows are analysed using a Resnet-15230 residual neural network that retrieves their
angle. This network has been trained in an unsupervised manner as opposed to other neural networks
discussed here. For every training step, those arrows are rotated by a random angle within 10° degree
steps (0°, 10°, 20°, 30° …). The rotated image is then processed by the neural network, which predicts
those 10° degree bins as a label. RMSProp 32 (root mean square propagation) was used as the
optimizer with a learning rate of 1e-3. It was trained for 1000 epochs with a batch size of 16.

We use findContours from OpenCV 4.6 with RETR_EXTERNAL and
CHAIN_APPROX_SIMPLE to detect the outline of the burial, the north arrow, the cross section and
the scale. The page image was inverted, then converted to grayscale. After this step, threshold using
the OpenCV threshold method with the parameters 40 (thresh), 255 (max) and THRESH_BINARY
(type) was performed. Then the largest contour is selected using the length of its arc. This outline is
used to calculate the area, width, length and rotation of the burial. The area is retrieved using the
OpenCV contourArea function. Width and length are created by first obtaining the bounding rectangle
using minAreaRect33. By definition, the width is the shorter side of the rectangle, length is the longer
side of the rectangle. The angle is used from the bounding rectangle as well. The poses of skeletons
are classified with Resnet-152. RMSProp was used as the optimizer with a learning rate of 1e-3. It
was trained 1000 epochs with a batch size of 16.

6

https://paperpile.com/c/MEarXS/LAo8
https://github.com/tesseract-ocr/tesseract
https://paperpile.com/c/MEarXS/QZcI
https://paperpile.com/c/MEarXS/Nsj7
https://paperpile.com/c/MEarXS/354g


Figure 1. Example of the object detection result for one page of catalogue (here: Corded Ware site of
Vliněves 1, Czech Republic). Results for North arrows were excluded for better visibility.

We identified several challenging constellations when using the aforementioned method on a wide
variety of publications. Occasionally, objects are incorrectly assigned to a grave based on the distance.
Often this is because multiple scales are present on the page and the nearest scale belongs to an
artefact instead of a grave. False negatives can also occur, leading other objects to be incorrectly
grouped with a grave, such as north arrows belonging to a different drawing on the same page.
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A list of all graves in a publication is automatically generated once the process is complete. Each
entry must subsequently be manually validated.

2.2 Datasets
The primary dataset is the one for detecting graves and objects therein. Two derived datasets are also
considered – they deal with skeleton pose and arrow-type classification for skeletons and arrows
detected via the primary dataset.

2.2.1 Object Detection Training Dataset
As a primary dataset, we used catalogues of 3rd millennium BCE graves, which we manually
annotated for object detection using labelImg (https://github.com/HumanSignal/labelImg). In total,
391 pages were annotated (table 1). The quality and detail of the annotated material range from
high-resolution digital catalogues, such as those published for the sites of Vliněves in the Czech
Republic 1,34, to lower-quality book scans and even hand-drawn notes from Southeast European and
Russian excavations. The corresponding archaeological sites are shown in figure 2.

Each page of these documents was converted to an image and randomly sampled. At first we
annotated all pages with drawings from four publications for our initial proof of concept 1,34–36. For the
extended dataset a random sample was used and a manual selection was done to maximise the number
of pages containing relevant drawings.

Class label Object count Scanned
hand-drawn
images

Scanned digital
images

Digital
illustrations

grave 376 72 82 222

text 850 174 116 560

skeleton photo 52 6 0 46

ceramics 615 132 128 355

artefact 535 342 99 94

grave photo 122 4 2 116

map 59 9 11 39

scale 905 236 155 514

arrow 532 160 118 254

skeleton 404 146 91 167

grave artefact 207 8 26 173

grave cross
section

240 44 19 177
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stone tool 346 112 180 54

shaft axe 121 2 111 8

Table 1. Number of annotated objects in the primary dataset per class and image quality (see
supplementary material for list).

Figure 2. Map of sites used in training and/or validation (drawn with Matplotlib Basemap Toolkit
1.3.8 and Python 3.11; background is a display shaded relief image from
http://www.shadedrelief.com).

2.2.2 Skeleton Pose Classification Dataset
From the object detection training dataset all skeleton images were extracted using their labelled
bounding box. These images were manually assigned to two classes, “supine” and “flexed on the
side”. All images that could not be clearly distinguished were removed. This led to 239 drawings of
skeletons in supine position and 133 of skeletons flexed on one side being collected. They were all
resized to 300x300 pixels to provide a uniform resolution.

2.2.3 Arrow Classification Dataset
All north arrows were extracted from the object detection training dataset. Then a manual selection
was performed to have an even spread of different types of arrows. In total, we chose 118 north
arrows. These were scaled to 224x224 pixels and rotated to point towards 0° degrees.
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3 The AI-assisted Workflow

3.1 Workflow Steps
The full semi-automated workflow for annotation consists of six distinct steps – with appropriate
support by the graphical user interface of the AutArch software:
Step 1. Basic grave information. The ID assigned to the burial by the authors in the source

publication is recorded. In case multiple images of the same grave are shown, the software will
prevent duplicates in the results using this ID. In this step, the expert also has the option to discard
drawings incorrectly classified as a grave.
Step 2. Correcting bounding boxes. The user can manually add, remove or change the bounding

box assigned to a specific grave. Potential tasks include selecting a different scale on the page,
resizing bounding boxes because they do not fully encapsulate an object or marking north arrows that
were initially missed by object detection. During this step, a manual arrow has to be drawn for every
skeleton following the spine and pointing towards the skull, which is necessary to determine the exact
orientation of the skeleton in the grave. With the completion of this step several automated steps are
performed. The contours are calculated using the new bounding boxes and the resulting changes in
measurements are saved. The orientation of the north arrow and the deposition type of the skeleton are
updated using their respective neural network. The analysis of the scale is performed again. In case an
arrow through the spine of the skeleton was added, the angle is calculated as follows:

, with positive angles (𝑓(𝑎
𝑋

,  𝑎
𝑌
,  𝑎

α
,  𝑠) = 𝑎𝑡𝑎𝑛2(𝑎

𝑋
,  𝑎

𝑌
) − 𝑎𝑡𝑎𝑛2(− 𝑠𝑖𝑛(𝑎

α
)) − 𝑐𝑜𝑠(− 𝑎

α
) 𝑎

if ) mapped to the interval by the transformation , where and𝑎 = 𝑎' + 360° 𝑎' < 0° [0,  1] 𝑎 180
π 𝑎

𝑋

are the x and y coordinate of the vector of the spine orientation arrow. 𝑎
𝑌

Step 3. Contour validation. All detected outlines in relation to one particular grave are highlighted,
allowing the user, if any issue arises, to return to the previous step and fit, for instance, a manual
bounding box around the grave or cross-section to indicate the width, length or depth.
Step 4. Scale information. The next step is to validate the scale. The text indicating the real-world

length of the scale has to be checked. Once this step is completed, all measurements are updated with
the new scale information. In case no individual scale is provided and the publication uses a fixed
scale, e.g. all drawings are 1:20, a different screen is shown. In this screen, the actual height of the
page (in cm) has to be entered manually, together with the scale of the drawing. This way, all
measurements can be calculated in the absence of a scale and the results are fully compatible with
scaled publications.
Step 5. North arrow orientation. The angle of the north arrow can be adjusted manually based on a

preview. In case an arrow is missing in the drawing, this screen will be skipped and size
measurements and contours will still be collected without the orientation. In some cases, there were
no north arrows in the drawing to indicate the orientation of the drawn feature.
Step 6. Skeleton pose. Finally, the pose of all skeletons has to be validated, which (for now)

consists of “unknown”, “flexed on the side” or “supine”. As described above, a neural network will
set the initial body position, but it can be adjusted manually. Further positions could easily be added in
the future. “Unknown” is used in cases where skeletal remains are visible, but no position can be
identified.
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3.2 Manual Validation and Adjustment
The workflow is supported by a graphical user interface (as part of the AutArch software) that allows
manual correction of the annotations obtained through the automated process described above.
Although our automatic approach is accurate for most publications, validation and potential manual
correction by a domain expert are essential to maximise the reliability of the archaeological
annotations. The graphical interface is a web application that is usable on a wide variety of devices
including mobile devices. While we currently focus on drawings of graves, other types of objects such
as ceramics could be analysed with minor modifications.

Our two-part workflow uses an automated process and a manual process. Because a core
feature is the marking of objects with their bounding boxes, it differs from other software-supported
workflows commonly used to analyse drawings with CAD or image processing applications. In figure
3, we illustrate manual adjustment, as supported by the AutArch graphical user interface.

Figure 3. Screenshot of the manual validation process; note the resizing of the box around the grave.

3.3 Data Analytics and Visualisation

On top of the step-by-step workflow, the AutArch software also supports data analytics and
visualisation of summary data for multiple graves or publications in terms of the orientation of
skeletons or the geometry of whole-outlines. Our method of aggregating archaeological data is
tailored towards supporting the creation of uniform assemblages.

Publications are visualised as a whole with a variety of charts. Several publications can be
compared in the software. In this case, the data is usually presented in the same chart and is assigned a
specific colour that is consistent through different visualisations. All data points are linked to their
respective burials and can be navigated.

11



3.3.1 Orientation of Skeletons
The orientations of burials are shown using radial charts. Two types of orientations can be used
(figure 4): a) skeletons within burials that have a discernible body position; or b) (figure 5) the
orientation of the long side of the bounding box encapsulating the object. The outline orientation is
given between 0 and 180 degrees, because the bounding box per se lacks direction.

Figure 4. An example of numerical attribute that can be automatically retrieved using the AI-assisted
workflow: the orientation of ‘Corded Ware’ 1 (left, n = 39) and ‘Bell Beaker’ 34 (right, n = 6) graves
with skeletons from the site of Vliněves, Czech Republic.

Figure 5. Orientation of the long side of the bounding box encapsulating graves of ‘Corded Ware’ 1

(left, n = 87) and ‘Bell Beaker’ 34 (right, n=33) from the site of Vliněves, Czech Republic.

We analysed four different publications 1,4,34,37, including two that were previously used for manual
validation as a proof-of-concept . Those are part of the object detection training set. A further two
publications were analysed.
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AutArch performs descriptive statistical analysis for data visualisation purposes. We compared the
burials from Vliněves, which were attributed to the ‘Corded Ware’ (Dobes & Limburský 2013) culture
with those attributed to the ‘Bell Beaker’ (Limburský 2012). Our data, as visualised in figure 4,
shows differences (albeit non-significant, Watson’s U2 test p=0.15) in the orientation of the skeletons
between the two.

3.3.2 Basic Geometry of Whole-outlines of Graves
Outlines of graves can be overlaid to visualise their shape (figure 6). These outlines are corrected in
size through the scales in the drawing or a fixed one and the orientation is normalised using the given
arrows. Even though the full outlines of burial pits are an intermediate step to calculate their outside
measurements, they also represent interesting data in themselves. The figure shows the geometric
whole-outlines of graves from their respective publications stacked over each other. Drawings that
have no automatically detectable outline and use the manual bounding box instead are excluded here.

3.3.3 PCA for comparison of Whole-outlines of Graves
The sizes of burial pits are charted by converting the width, depth, length and bounding box
orientation to two dimensions using EFD and PCA. That is, AutArch can visualise grave outlines by
transforming them and then projecting the resulting data on a scatter chart (figure 7). We applied the
methodology described in Matzig et al. 2021 18 and modelled the outlines by EFDs (elliptic fourier
descriptors) with 15 harmonics, projected on two dimensions with PCA (principal component
analysis). Besides several outliers, the outlines of pit graves belonging to both ‘Corded Ware’ and
‘Bell Beaker’ were too similar to distinguish reasonable groups, underscoring their close cultural
affinity 38.
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Figure 6. Shape variation (geometric ‘whole-outlines’). Here grave outlines or cuts, retrieved through
contour detection from four publications 1,4,34,37, were automatically scaled and rotated using the
AI-assisted workflow.
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Figure 7. Geometric whole-outlines of graves using EFD (15 harmonics) projected on the first two
principal components.

4 Results
The main results of the reported research are:

● most importantly, a workflow for data collection,
● relying on an approach to object detection tailored to the archaeological scope at hand,
● using a labelled dataset (table 1) of catalogues of 3rd millennium BCE graves,
● training a model,
● analysing the data obtained from selected publications 1,4,34,37 and others.

In this section, we discuss evaluation of object detection, workflow, and the achievable user
experience. The data related to this evaluation is published as part of the online resources, as
discussed in the introduction of the paper.

4.1 Evaluation of Object Detection by Metrics
To evaluate the software’s ability to detect graves in archaeological publications, we performed a
qualitative analysis on publications, which cover both related and different archaeological periods
compared to our training dataset, including European Early Neolithic, Chalcolithic and Early Bronze
Age graves.

Publication true positive false positive false negative

Włodarczak 2018 39 13 0 0
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Baron et al. 2019 40 2 0 0

Sachsse 2015 41 53 2 12

Neugebauer-
Maresch and Lenneis
2015 42

84 22 4

Table 2. Object detection results for graves in different publications.

As table 2 illustrates, object detection performed perfectly for two of the four publications, whereas
there were false positives and negatives (i.e., incorrectly detected or missed graves) affecting
approximately 1/4 of the total number of graves to be detected for the two remaining publications. It is
worth noting that the current training dataset of just 391 is rather small when compared to other
commonly used datasets such as COCO 40. Additional training is bound to improve the object
detection rate.

4.2 Evaluation of Workflow by Metrics
As an estimation of the necessary manual work that is needed, we tracked all necessary changes that
needed to be performed for Włodarczak 2018 39 (also mentioned in table 2). Only steps that could
have been correctly performed by the automated step have been recorded, manually adding an arrow
indicating the skeletal orientation or entering the unique ID of a burial is not included. All graves were
correctly detected in Włodarczak 2017, so no manual marking of burials was necessary in a separate
previous step.

Grave AS AA ST AF MB DT GB AMS AAD Sum

III/3 ⚈ ⚈ ⚈ ⚈ 4

3A/7 ⚈ ⚈ ⚈ ⚈ 4

2/2 ⚈ ⚈ ⚈ ⚈ ⚈ 5

6/24 ⚈ ⚈ ⚈ 3

7/14 ⚈ ⚈ ⚈ ⚈ 4

5 ⚈ ⚈ ⚈ ⚈ ⚈ 5

2/5 ⚈ 1

1B ⚈ 1

1/5 ⚈ ⚈ ⚈ 3

3/2 ⚈ ⚈ ⚈ ⚈ ⚈ 5

6/2 ⚈ ⚈ ⚈ 3

8/2 ⚈ ⚈ 2

5/1 ⚈ ⚈ 2

Sum 3 6 6 8 5 6 4 3 1

Table 3. Necessary manual corrections for Włodarczak 2018 39. Abbreviations: AS = adjusted scale,
AA = added north arrow, ST = text entered for a scale, AF = north arrow flipped by 180°, MB =
manual bounding box, DT = entered deposition type, GB = resized grave bounding box, AMS =
added missing skeleton, AAD = arrow adjusted.
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As table 3 illustrates, the automation of the different workflow steps fails at times and manual
assistance is required. For the sample at hand, approximately three manual corrections are required
per grave on average. Still the guided workflow and the tool support for performing such manual
adjustments further contribute to productivity and consistency.

4.3 Evaluation by User Study
To evaluate the correctness and potential productivity benefits of the software and the workflow, we
invited 10 participants to perform small computing tasks for 90 minutes at the Anthropological
Institute of Johannes Gutenberg University Mainz. The test group consisted of undergraduate
students, postgraduate and postdoctoral researchers from a variety of backgrounds, including
archaeologists and non-archaeologists.

The participants had no prior experience with the AI software presented in this manuscript. We
also made sure that none of the participants were able to read Czech, because we wanted to prevent
the participants from reading the textual descriptions instead of analysing the drawings 1.

An earlier version of our AI software, AutArch, however with the same AI models, was used in the
user study. Based on the feedback and insight gathered during the study, we later made improvements
to the software and to the graphical user interface.

Participants were divided into two groups. The first group began with Inkscape and then moved on
to AutArch, while the second group began with AutArch and then moved to Inkscape – with these two
phases being timed and limited to 30 minutes. This is an AB/BA study format, as common in
controlled experiments.

The two groups were given a very short induction to Inkscape. They were asked to import PDF
pages containing graves from Dobeš and Limburský 20131 into Inkscape, then manually measure each
grave using the measuring function. A standard excel spreadsheet was provided with formulas to work
out the actual size of graves based on the scale. We also gave a short introduction on how to use
AutArch. Participants were asked to record the grave ID, make necessary corrections to the bounding
boxes, draw arrows through the spines and validate the scales, arrows and the deposition type. This
publication1 had already been imported into AutArch. We decided to have the participants import the
PDF into Inkscape as opposed to it being imported already, because importing the whole PDF into
Inkscape led to a significant performance reduction of the software. Participants were provided with a
checklist for a number of steps – the current version of the software provides a more guided workflow
instead of a checklist.

The results of the experiment are shown in figure 8. Manually collected data and the participants’
AutArch results, i.e. width, length etc., were compared to a baseline that we created using AutArch
ourselves and the percentage deviation was recorded. The deviation of all values for a single grave
was summed up and the average error was calculated between all graves for both Inkscape and
AutArch. In instances where values were missing, these specific values were skipped in the error
calculation. Situations where certain values could not be obtained such as with missing cross-sections
were omitted. We observed that the use of our AI-software (AutArch) resulted in considerably fewer
errors (in % of the baseline) and was faster than manual recording using Inkscape (number of graves
for each participant in a 30-minute window).

Despite the relatively low number of participants, the user study successfully demonstrates that our
AI-assisted workflow performs significantly better than manual measurement using a drawing
software, i.e., it is significantly faster and less prone to errors (figure 8). Two of the participants
exhibited larger errors than the other participants. We assume that different experience levels in
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working with computers affect the performance of our software at the same level as alternatives. We
expect this effect to become more pronounced the longer these tasks are performed, due to the onset
of mental fatigue.

Figure 8. Results of the user study.

5 Conclusions

Summary
In this paper, we have presented a new AI-supported workflow to tackle the challenge of large-scale
archaeological data collection. Our approach improves speed and accuracy of manual methods, as
demonstrated by the user study. The workflow benefits arise as a result of the use of AI-based object
detection and more generally image processing as well as the use of a software-based approach
(AutArch) towards workflow management in the relevant archaeology domain. Also, our shape-related
measurements of width, length and depth of burial pits are collected in a standardised manner. This
allows to perform meta-analyses across different publications and to define and detect outliers with
unusual shapes. Our approach also increases the precision of measured angles to assess the orientation
of skeletons and burial pits. Furthermore, the automated detection of contours combined with EFD
offers an alternative to landmark-based geometric morphometrics 18.
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The collection of material for this kind of analysis has been a time-consuming task in the past,
forcing researchers to normalise basic parameters such as size 18, because scaling every single object
was not practical. With our approach, we can harmonise the scales of every object to allow for
meaningful comparisons. The emerging database will allow for complex, composite queries over all
recorded attributes, such as burials within specific dimensions, with specific orientations and/or with a
certain number of skeletons.

Future Work
There is huge potential to improve data collection in archaeology for other objects beside graves,
including but not limited to buildings, ceramics, stone tools and arrowheads. Recording these objects
is not limited to academic research, but it could also be used for commercial archaeology and cultural
heritage. Even large amounts of unpublished hand drawings could be analysed and integrated into a
database. A new standard for documenting archaeological features for graves and such might need to
be created to ease integrations with software that can automatically digitise handwritten
documentation and provide a general improvement in standardisation.

Applying our method to other aspects of material culture, for instance, ceramic ware, would
require a broader set of attributes. These would include the fabric and surface treatment among many
other attributes. Published text might contain further information, but its analysis will be a future task.
Analysing the text of publications using established statistical NLP (natural language processing) or
incorporating text into image classification using multi modal AI 43 provide opportunities for more
efficient and extensive data collection. This could also improve the current aspects of the workflow.
For example by combining textual information about burial measurements, the plausibility of the
assignment of specific arrows or scales to burials could be checked.

Our software uses well established high performance neural networks that work well with most
existing and even older hardware. There have been significant advances in two areas of machine
learning: more performant hardware and better performing networks 44. TPUs (tensor processing
units) offer a significant improvement over conventional CPUs or GPUs for machine learning use
cases. Newer network architectures, such as Vision Transformers 45–47 have greatly increased
performance, compared to Resnet-152 or Faster R-CNN used in our application.

An ethical risk of introducing AutArch to a wider audience is the potential automation of repetitive
jobs by AI such as database entry and curation, typically performed by paid trainees and technicians.
This risk is present in all sectors where AI is being deployed. AutArch requires a human agent to
manually validate database entries. In theory, the AI-assisted workflow should make the recording
process significantly less tedious, freeing up time for more creative tasks like literature search and
data analysis.
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