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3 Dipartimento di Fisica, Università degli Studi di Firenze, Via Giovanni Sansone 1,

50019 Sesto Fiorentino (FI), Italy
4 Istituto Nazionale di Astrofisica (INAF), Osservatorio Astrofisico di Arcetri, Largo

E. Fermi 5, 50125, Firenze (FI), Italy

E-mail: bombini@fi.infn.it

16 July 2024

Abstract. Extended Vision techniques are ubiquitous in physics. However, the

data cubes steaming from such analysis often pose a challenge in their interpretation,

due to the intrinsic difficulty in discerning the relevant information from the spectra

composing the data cube. Furthermore, the huge dimensionality of data cube spectra

poses a complex task in its statistical interpretation; nevertheless, this complexity

contains a massive amount of statistical information that can be exploited in an

unsupervised manner to outline some essential properties of the case study at hand,

e.g. it is possible to obtain an image segmentation via (deep) clustering of data-

cube’s spectra, performed in a suitably defined low-dimensional embedding space.

To tackle this topic, we explore the possibility of applying unsupervised clustering

methods in encoded space, i.e. perform Deep Clustering on the spectral properties of

datacube pixels. A statistical dimensional reduction is performed by an ad hoc trained

(Variational) AutoEncoder, in charge of mapping spectra into lower dimensional metric

spaces, while the clustering process is performed by a (learnable) iterative K-Means

clustering algorithm. We apply this technique to two different use cases, of different

physical origins: a set of Macro mapping X-Ray Fluorescence (MA-XRF) synthetic

data on pictorial artworks, and a dataset of simulated astrophysical observations.

Keywords: Unsupervised Learning · Deep Clustering · Deep Learning · Nuclear

Computer Vision · X-Ray Fluorescence macro-mapping (MA-XRF)
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1. Introduction

The advent of Machine Learning (ML), and more specifically Deep Learning, has

revolutionised numerous fields, from computer vision to natural language processing [1].

In recent years, these powerful computational tools have also begun to reshape the field

of applied physics.

Deep Learning, a subset of ML, employs artificial neural networks with multiple

layers (hence “deep”) to model and understand complex patterns. In the realm of

applied physics, Deep Learning can be used to recognise patterns in large datasets,

predict system behaviour, or control physical systems.

One of the key advantages of Deep Learning in applied physics is its ability to

process and learn from vast amounts of data, often surpassing traditional computational

physics methods in both speed and accuracy. This is particularly useful in fields where

experimental or simulation data is abundant, such as astrophysics or nuclear physics

applied to Cultural Heritage.

In astrophysics, the growing influx of data from advanced astronomical facilities

calls for the use of Deep Learning algorithms, which excel in modeling complex patterns

and handling large-scale data, often outperforming traditional data analysis methods

(see [2, 3], and references therein). In the research field of galaxy formation and

evolution, Deep Learning methods, such as Convolutional Neural Networks (CNNs),

have shown remarkable proficiency. Recent studies [4–6] have employed these methods

for more accurate and efficient galaxy morphological classification, a critical aspect in

understanding galaxy evolution. Similarly, Deep Learning has revolutionized the study

of gravitational lensing. For instance, the work [7] illustrates how deep neural networks

can analyze Hubble Space Telescope images to measure galaxy mass distribution more

precisely, thus enhancing our understanding of cosmic structures. The field of exoplanet

discovery has also greatly benefited from Deep Learning (see e.g., [8,9]). As an example,

[10] have successfully applied neural networks to Kepler mission data, significantly

improving the detection rate of new exoplanets. In cosmology, the analysis of the Cosmic

Microwave Background has been revolutionized by Deep Learning (see, e.g., [11,12]. and

references therein), as highlighted in recent works [13, 14], which have extracted subtle

cosmological signals from complex datasets more effectively than traditional methods.

Moreover, the application of Deep Learning in transient astrophysical phenomena, such

as fast radio bursts and supernovae, has enabled rapid data processing and analysis,

crucial for timely scientific observations (e.g., [15, 16]). In summary, the growing field

of Deep Learning in astrophysics is not just a technical advancement but a necessary

evolution to keep pace with the ever-growing complexity and volume of astronomical

data.

In the field of nuclear physics applied to Cultural Heritage (for a nice introduction

to the subject, see, e.g. [17–24] and references therein), Deep Learning can be used

to analyze data from non-destructive testing techniques, such as neutron imaging or

gamma-ray spectroscopy. For example, it can help identify the composition of ancient
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artifacts or detect hidden structures in historical buildings, providing valuable insights

without damaging these precious objects. This involves the use of advanced algorithms

to statistically analyse the data obtained from imaging using nuclear techniques. These

algorithms can identify patterns and correlations in the data, providing valuable insights

into the artwork’s composition, age, and condition. [25–38] (for other Machine Learning

approaches in Cultural Heritage, see [39], and references therein).

Out of many Deep Learning methods, Deep Clustering is one approach that may

be relevant for the topic at hand (for nice reviews of Deep Clustering, see [40–45], and

references therein). Deep Clustering is a branch of unsupervised learning that combines

traditional clustering methods with Deep Learning.

The goal of classical clustering is to partition a dataset into groups, called clusters,

such that data points in the same cluster are more similar to each other than to those in

other clusters. Traditional clustering methods, such as K-means [46], rely on predefined

distance metrics to measure the similarity between data points. However, these methods

often fail to capture complex patterns in high-dimensional data.

This is where Deep Clustering comes into play. Deep Clustering leverages the

power of deep neural networks to learn a suitable data representation for clustering in

an end-to-end fashion. The deep neural network is trained to map the input data into

a lower-dimensional space where the traditional clustering algorithm is applied. The

key idea is to learn a mapping that makes the clustering task easier in the transformed

space.

There are several approaches to Deep Clustering, including autoencoder-based

methods [47, 48], deep embedded clustering [49, 50], and methods based on self-

supervised learning [51–54]. Autoencoder-based methods use an autoencoder [55] to

learn a compressed representation of the input data, and then perform clustering on the

compressed data. Deep embedded clustering extends this idea by jointly optimizing the

autoencoder and the clustering objective.

In self-supervised learning methods, auxiliary tasks are designed to exploit the

inherent structure of the data, and the learned representations are used for clustering.

For example, a network might be trained to predict the rotation of an image, and the

learned features are then used for clustering.

Deep Clustering has shown promising results in various applications. We explore

here the possibility of using such method to perform datacube segmentation via deep

spectral clustering.

In Section 2, we describe the deep embedding models we will use. In Section 3, we

train deep embedding models in two use cases, using synthetic dataset, an astrophysical

synthetic dataset, and a synthetic heritage scientific dataset. Finally, in Section 4 we

report the conclusions and the planned future steps.
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2. Methods: Deep Clustering with AutoEncoders

The core idea of this report is to obtain datacube segmentation by performing

unsupervised clustering on the dimensionally reduced latent space. The whole process

is self-supervised, since only spectra are used during training. The whole architecture

comprises:

(i) An Encoder: Enc : X ∈M ⊆ Rd=512 7→ µ ∈ N ⊆ Rn≪512, µ = Enc[X];

(ii) A clustering algorithm in latent space: IKMeans : µ(i) 7→ CI=1,...N

(iii) A Decoder: Dec : µ ∈ N ⊆ Rn≪512 7→ X ∈M ⊆ Rd=512, X̃ = Dec[µ];

Having a well-trained architecture of that sort, starting from a datacube Ix,y;e
of shape (width, height, depth), where the first two indices represent the x− and

y−pixel position, while e is the spectral index, we can extract the height · width
depth−dimensional spectra X(i=1,...height·width), pass them to the Encoder to get a lower-

dimensional statistical representation of the data µ(i) = Enc[X(i)], and perform a

clustering onto those, to get a set of clusters CI=1,...N , and their barycenter cI =
1

#CI

∑
j|µ(j)∈CI

µ(j). By using the Decoder it is now possible to see how the barycenter

maps in the spectral space, X̄I = Dec[cI ]; furthermore, it is possible to create binary

maps of clusters onto the image, by retaining the pixel-to-index relation, (x, y)↔ i. We

will show that those binary maps effectively represent unsupervised segmentation of the

datacubes.

In the following, we are going to describe the implementation of the Deep Clustering

architecture, based on the Deep Clustering Network (DCN) architecture of [49].

2.1. AutoEncoders Architecture

The first ingredient is an AutoEncoder (AE) architecture [1,56–58], based on either on

plain Multi-Layer Perceptrons (MLP) with Drop-out layers, or Self-Normalising Neural

Networks (SNN) [59]. The AutoEncoder class can be instantiated with a tunable number

of layers, while the nodes are algorithmically fixed, starting from the Input size and

dividing either by 2 · k (where k is the layer index), or by 2k, up to the latent space

dimension n. The Encoder and Decoder are instantiated with a specular architecture,

i.e. the first Encoder layer has the same size as the last Decoder one, and so on inwards.

The layers’ weights are initialised using the Kaiming-He initialisation [60]. For the MLP

module, the layer’s activation is a ReLU and the dropout probability can be tuned, while

of course, the activation for the SNN module is a SELU. For a visual representation of

an autoencoder, see figure 1.

The reconstruction loss used is the Mean-squared error,

Lrec(X, X̃) =
1

Nbatch

Nbatch∑
a=1

1

d

d∑
i=1

∣∣∣Xa,i − X̃a,i

∣∣∣2 . (1)
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Figure 1: Graphical representation of an Autoencoder architecture.

2.2. Iterative K-Means

The clustering algorithm performed in the embedding space N is an iterative version

of the standard K-Means clustering algorithm [61], where the number of clusters K is

obtained by optimizing the silhouette score [62]. The K-Means initialisation can be

selected to either be random points or k++ [63], while the algorithm implementation is

the standard Lloyd’s algorithm [64].

The iterative selection works as explained in Algorithm 1‡ (dubbed IKMeans).

Algorithm 1 Iterative K-Means

1: procedure Iterative KMeans(X, Ni, Nf )

2: for k ∈ [Ni, Nf ] do ▷ Iterate over k clusters

3: X(i) ∈ CI=1,...k ← KMeans[X]; ▷ Perform K-Means

4: sk ← silhouette[CI ]; ▷ Compute silhouette score

5: Select k̂ : maxk sk = sk̂ ▷ Pick k

return sk̂, CI=1,...k̂

The Silhouette score is computed as [66]

silhouette[CI=1,...k] =
1
k

∑k
I=1

1
#CI

∑#CI

i=1
bI(i)−aI(i)

maxi[aI(i),bI(i)]
,

aI(i) =
1

#CI−1

∑
j∈CI ,i ̸=j dist(i, j) , bI(i) = minJ ̸=I

1
#CJ

∑
j∈CI

dist(i, j) ,
(2)

‡ For an overview of applications of unsupervised metric in K-Means clustering, see [65] and references

therein.
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i.e., aI(i) is the mean intra-cluster distance, while bI(i) is the smallest mean distance of

the point i to all points in any other cluster (the extra-cluster distance). Notice that

silhouette[CI=1,...k] ∈ [−1,+1], where values closer to −1 means very ill-formed clusters,

while values closer to +1 means well formed clusters.

2.3. Deep Clustering

Assembling the ingredients introduced in the sections above, the autoencoder

architecture and the iterative K-Means clustering, it is possible to build a Deep

Clustering autoencoder, by defining the total loss as

Ltot(X, X̃) = Lrec(X, X̃) + γLsil(X, X̃) , (3)

where we have defined

Lsil(X, X̃) ≡ 1− silhouette[CI=1,...k]

2
, CI=1,...k ← IKMeans[Enc[X]] . (4)

Figure 2: A visual representation of the Deep Clustering architecture.

It is important to notice that the implementation of the IKMeans clustering

algorithm has to be written in a way that it does not break the back-propagation

algorithm. We implemented IKMeans as a PyTorch module, which ensures adherence

to the differentiable programming paradigm.

2.4. A Deep Clustering Variational AutoEncoder? Variational Deep Embedding

This approach suggests that we can move even further. We can use the approach of

β-VAE [67] (for more details on Variational autoencoders, see [1,68–70], and references

therein). The use of β-VAE has been explored in the context of Deep Clustering in a
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few seminal papers [71–73], giving rise to what is called Variational Deep Embedding

(VaDE) models [74].

In addition, to address the well-known issues of posterior collapse [75–78] and

information preference problem [79] during training, we employ an infoVAE architecture

[80,81], i.e., instead of using the Kullback-Leibler divergence, we use the Maximum-Mean

Discrepancy (MMD) approach [82, 83]. MMD is a framework to quantify the distance

between two distributions by comparing all of their moments. We implemented it using

the kernel trick: letting k(·, ·) be any positive definite kernel, the MMD between two

distributions p and q is defined as

MMD(q||p) = Ep(z),p(z′)[k(z, z
′)]−2Eq(z),p(z′)[k(z, z

′)]+Eq(z),q(z′)[k(z, z
′)].(5)

Additionally, we allow for either β and/or γ to be epoch-dependent, in order to

dynamically tune how the MMD and the Silhouette terms affect the reconstruction

during the training. The loss we use is

L(i)
tot(X, X̃) = Lrec(X, X̃)+β(i)LMMD(Enc[X],N (0, 1d))+γ(i)Lsil(X, X̃), (6)

where i is the i−th training epoch, and where LMMD ≡ MMD(Enc[X]||N (0, 1d)).

2.5. Training vs Evaluation settings

Before moving on into the topic of synthetic datasets generation, and how the Deep

Embedding models are trained and thus evaluated, we discuss in depth the logical steps

necessary to get from a Deep (Variational) Embedding of 1D spectra to a 3D datacube

unsupervised segmentation algorithm.

The model is trained on 1D spectra, i.e. the pixel-wise content of a standard

datacube. In fact, we refer to datacube as the data structure Ii,j;e described by three

indices, {i, j; e}; (i, j) indices refer to the pixel position along X and Y image axes, while

e is the energy channel. In analogy, an RGB image is a datacube with three possible

energy channels, corresponding to the Red, Blue and Green pixel content. So, the RGB

equivalent of the training process is to train a 1D model to embed single RGB triples

into a different, low dimensional metric space; here, the spectra are multi-channels§,
living in a very high dimensional space (N512 or N1024 once rebinned).

Notice that the model does not learn from images (i.e., it does not have access to

geographical information, like pixels proximity or location); it is trained over (synthetic)

1D signals.

The training of the Deep Neural Network model is done using mini-batch gradient

descent (with Adam [84] optimiser). The batch size is kept quite large (512 1D

spectra per batch), in order to have a meaningful per-batch clustering; for each cluster,

an iterative KMeans clustering is performed, to find a per-batch optimum number

§ They should actually be continuous, representing actual spectra (in the visible/near-infrared region

for the Astrophysical case, in the X-ray region for the Cultural Heritage case); their discrete nature is

of course given by the Analog-to-Digital converter which bins the data into discretised digital values.



Datacube segmentation via Deep Spectral Clustering 8

of clusters, in an overall fixed range of possible cluster numbers (which are training

hyperparameters).

The fact that IKMeans is a distance-based clustering algorithm should force the

Encoder model to map spectra into a well-behaved low dimensional space, which has to

be metric (where the distance map inducing the metric is the same used in the IKMeans

algorithm).

Furthermore, for each hyperparameter set training trial, aReduceLROnPlateau

learning rate scheduler is used, in its standard PyTorch implementation. We notice

that our training is unsupervised and is based solely on 1D signals (not images, at this

level).

After having trained the best model for the task, we try to assess the quality of the

trained network. To do so, we generate a synthetic datacube, starting from a seed RGB

image (how this is done will be explained in more depth in the following sections); we

then flatten the image (thus seeing it as a collection of spectra), pass it to the trained

model, get the embedded version (by reverse the flattening) and related clustering. We

will show in the following that, as an emergent phenomenon, we experience a sort of

semantic segmentation of the datacube in this process.

2.5.1. Alternative approaches: Deep Embedding vs Dimensional Reduction: The

emergence of a semantic segmentation through clustering in lower dimensional embedded

space can also be obtained using other Dimensional Reduction algorithms, such as

Principal Component Analysis (PCA) [85,86] (for a modern introduction to the subject,

see [87] and references therein) or Manifold Learning algorithms, such as t-distributed

stochastic neighbour embedding (t-SNE) [88, 89] or Uniform Manifold Approximation

and Projection (UMAP) [90] (for a recent review on manifold learning and non-linear

dimensional reduction, see [91–95] and references therein).

While applying dimensional reduction algorithms to a spectral datacube, followed

by a clustering algorithm is a viable method to get an emergent datacube semantic

segmentation, this approach is rather different from the one we propose here.

Firstly, a Deep Embedding model, having a Decoder network, is invertible. While

PCA is itself invertible, being a linear mapping, Manifold Learning such as t-SNE and

UMAP are inherently difficult to invert.

Furthermore, t-SNE and UMAP (as well as other non-linear dimensional reduction

algorithms) have a computational cost that scales rapidly with vector dimensions; this

means that, usually, we need to perform a preliminary PCA reduction to an intermediate

dimensional space [89]∥. Thus, while Deep Embedding models need a slow train phase,

which may be slower compared to the other methods, it is fast in its inference phase.

Additionally, the embedding space may not have a metric meaning for non-linear

∥ In [90], instead of PCA, a preliminary Spectral embedding is performed by considering the 1-skeleton

of the global fuzzy topological representation as a weighted graph. They show that, empirically, UMAP

is faster than t-SNE while scaling with ambient dimension; still, the computational cost does increase

hugely, and non-linearly, even though more slowly.
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dimensional reduction; this latter point may be relevant, because it means that distances

in the embedded, low dimensional space are not proxies for similarity (i.e., nearby points

are not necessarily more similar, nor far away points are necessarily more different).

PCA, as well as other linear dimensional reduction methods, are incapable of

capturing complex, non-linear relations among data points, due to their linear nature.

This also implies that PCA-reduced datasets may be difficult to cluster properly.

Finally, the crucial difference is that, while the deep embedding model is trained on

a dataset formed as a collection of 1D spectra, and then applied onto datacubes (seen

as a collection of spectra) at inference, the other models do need to be trained for each

image (to have a well tailored behaviour).

In this sense, the two approaches are rather different:

(i) in Deep Clustering, we train on an ad-hoc dataset and apply it on datacubes, and

see what happens.

(ii) In dimensional reduction + clustering, we fit-and-predict on per-image basis and

see what happens.

The two methods are different and, in some cases, may be complementary, since they

fulfil different goals.

Finally, if we train a Deep Variational Embedding model, we add a generative spin,

which cannot, in any case, be obtained in the Dimensional Reduction case.

In Table 1 we summarise these differences.

Deep Embedding PCA Manifold Learning

Invertible ✓ ✓ ✗

Pure high dimensionality origin ✓ ✓ ✗

Fast inference ✓ ✓ ✗

Fast training ✗ ✓ ✓ / ✗

Metric embedding space ✓ ✓ ✗

Captures non-linear relations ✓ ✗ ✓

Clustering-apt ✓ ✗ ✓

Image independent ✓ ✗ ✗

Generative ✓ / ✗ ✗ ✗

Table 1: Summary of differences between Deep Embedding, PCA and Manifold Learning

algorithms.

3. Results: Deep Clustering synthetic datacubes

Since the work is an exploratory phase, we applied the developed architecture on

two synthetic datasets (ordered alphabetically). The first is a synthetic dataset of

astrophysical interest; the second, is a synthetic dataset of imaging obtained by nuclear

techniques on pictorial artworks.
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The detailed description of how each dataset is created is described in the relative

section. In both cases, to generate the datacube we have used ganX, an open-source

Python package to create spectral datacubes starting from RGB images and a well-

defined dictionary of rgb-spectral signal relations [35,96].

All the datasets, trained models, and produced code is publicly available online.

See Section 5 for more details.

3.1. Deep Clustering Astrophysical synthetic datacubes

To create a realistic synthetic dataset of datacubes with astrophysical meaning, we

started from synthetic 1D signals belonging to three classes: HII regions, planetary

nebulae and shock regions. These classes represent three types of ionized gas nebulae

found in galaxies, characterized by distinctive morphological features and ionization

mechanisms. As a consequence, when observed, they produce optical spectra, which

differ mainly in the relative intensities of their spectral lines. Therefore, traditional

classification diagnostics are generally based on the differences in specific line ratios

but do not exploit the information contained in their entire spectra, e.g., the

Baldwin–Phillips–Terlevich (BPT) diagrams [97]. These techniques generally suffer

from theoretical limits (see e.g. [98]), and often require human aid or a specific and

complex analysis, thus they are less suitable for handling large datasets, obtained from

current instruments with integral field units. This is why Machine Learning algorithms,

capable of encoding the information from a wide sample of emission-line regions in the

full spectra, are a valid choice.

We generate a collection of synthetic nebular optical spectra, based on

photoionization models run with CLOUDY [99], withdrawn from the Mexican Million

Models database (3MdB) [100]. We augment the number of models by combining them

linearly using random coefficients. To create mock spectra starting from these models,

we first select relevant emission lines to simulate, based on real data. In this case,

we create spectra based on observations of the local galaxy M33 obtained with the

Multi Unit Spectroscopic Explorer (MUSE) [101]. Hence, the selected emission lines

are defined in the MUSE wavelength domain. Simulated emission lines are modeled

with Gaussian profiles, whose fluxes are given by the model line intensities, and whose

widths consist of two components: an instrumental width, caused by the finite spectral

resolution of the telescope, and a physical one, given by the velocity dispersion in the

nebulae, where the latter is chosen randomly from a range of possible values. Then,

Gaussian noise (with standard deviations based on real data) is added to the spectra.

Thus, for each model resulting from the linear combination of two of the “original”

database models, we can create multiple spectra with different noise levels and line

widths. This process is based on solid, realistic physical assumptions and includes typical

noise distributions and specific instrumental effects, ensuring the resulting spectra are

highly realistic.

Then, we used ganX to create a datacube, using each synthetic signal, and assigning
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Figure 3: RGB seed image for the synthetic test datacube.

it (arbitrarily) to a colour; the mapping is the following: pure red ([255, 0, 0]) for the HII

regions, pure green ([0, 255, 0]) for the planetary nebulae regions, pure blue ([0, 0, 255])

for the shock regions. The RGB image used as a seed to generate the test datacube is

reported in Figure 3.

We trained a pure autoencoder model on 237.003 synthetic multi-class spectra,

divided into 161.001 for the training set, 46.001 for the validation set, and 30.001 for

the test set. We limited the size of the dataset to overcome the time constraint put on

top of hardware limitations.

The model hyperparameters are obtained using a plain grid-search method. The

Encoder has 3+1 layers, while the Decoder has 3 layers; the latent space has dimension

3, the MLPs are Self-normalising Neural Networks [59], and the sizes are 1024 7→ 512 7→
256 7→ 32 7→ 3 for the encoder, and 3 7→ 128 7→ 256 7→ 1024 for the decoder.

3.1.1. Results: We applied the trained model on the synthetic datacube obtained using

ganX [35] on the RGB data of Figure 3 with threshold 0.2, giving rise to 4 clusters.

The results are reported in Figure 4; the figure reads: on the left, the binary map

of the cluster pixels, where pixels are colored in yellow if they belong to the cluster,

and in purple if not. In the middle, the Reconstructed signal averaged over the cluster.

Furthermore, the silhouette score obtained on the test datacube is 0.946110, a very high

result, due to the simplicity of the synthetic datacube.

It is easy to recognise in Cluster 1 the nebulae region signals, in Cluster 2 the HII

signals, in Cluster 3 the shock regions, and in Cluster 0 the noisy background; since no

noise signal has been fed to the network during training, the decoder was not able to

reproduce the signal; nevertheless, the clustering process in encoded space was able to

isolate those signals, as expected.

Another relevant plot is Figure 5, which shows the energy-integrated data-cube, i.e.

the gray-scale image (in viridis color scale) obtained integrating over the whole energy

channel. The left image in Figure 5 represents the original, “true”¶ spectral energy-

integrated datacube Ii,j =
∑

e Ii,j;e. The middle image is the decoded energy-integrated

datacube Di,j =
∑

eDec[Enc[Ii,j;e]]. It immediately shows noise reduction (or signal

¶ Here, we refer to the “true” signal as the input signal of the neural network, while with

“reconstructed” we refer to the output of the network.
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Figure 4: Clustered datacube using the trained model. On the left, is the binary map

of the cluster pixels. In the middle, the Reconstructed Signal averaged over the cluster;

on the right, the “true” signal averaged over the cluster.

Figure 5: Energy integrated spectral data-cubes.

enhancement). The right image in Figure 5 represent the embedded energy-integrated

datacube Ei,j =
∑

n Enc[Ii,j;n], which further refine the readability.
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3.1.2. Check against RGB clustering: Since, as mentioned in Section 2, the datacube

segmentation is an emergent result from clustering in latent space, and comes from

a completely unsupervised approach, there is no direct evaluation check with standard

semantic segmentation loss and measures, such as the Tversky Index (see, e.g., [102–104],

and references therein).

Nervetheless, since we are discussing the application of synthetic datacubes,

obtained starting from an RGB image (Figure 3), we can perform the same Iterative

K-Means clustering approach to the RGB image, and use it as a baseline to compare it

to the clustering obtained with the model.

This is a check that cannot be done in a real scenario, since

(i) we may not have an RGB image;

(ii) RGB clustering may not be able to capture the relevant information;

Nevertheless, since our synthetic datacube generation pipeline relies on information

extracted from the RGB image via a clustering process, we may use it as a proxy for a

benchmark.

In Figure 6 we report the result of this check, done cluster-by-cluster. The columns

are, from left to right: the black-and-white image of the cluster mask (i.e., pixels are

white if they do belong to the cluster, and black if they don’t) as obtained from the

Deep Embedding Model; the same, but obtained from the RGB clustering; the image

of mislabelled pixels (i.e., pixels appears red if they are mislabelled and blue if they

are correctly labelled); the confusion matrix. On the confusion matrix is reported the

number of counts (from left to right, from top to bottom: true positives, false positives,

false negatives, true negatives). In the confusion matrix image subtitle is reported the

computed Tversky Index. The Tversky Index (TI) formula is

TI =
tp

tp + α fn + β fp
, (7)

we use the parameter set α = 0.7, β = 0.3 as in [105].

Furthermore, in the Figure subtitle we reported the macro averages for Accuracy,

Precision, Recall, F1 score and Tversky Index.

In Figure 7 we report the multi-class confusion matrix; on each element of the

confusion matrix is reported the counts normalised to the whole population. In the

Figure subtitle is reported the Weighted average of Accuracy, Recall, Precision, and F1

score.

Notice that the result obtained from the datacube has a large count in the square

(true label, predicted label) = (4, 1); this, again, is due to the fact that the network has

not seen any synthetic background signal during training, and yet it was still capable of

cluster (most of) the background pixels.

In Appendix B we report a test to show how the trained model behaves under the

degradation of the signal (i.e., by adding noise such that the Peak-signal-to-Noise is

reduced).
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Figure 6: Deep Clustering Segmentation vs RGB Clustering Deep Embedding model on

Astrophysical synthetic datacube.

3.2. Deep Variational Embedding of MA-XRF datacubes on Cultural Heritage

To create the synthetic dataset of imaging with nuclear techniques applied to Cultural

Heritage assets, we employed the XRF pigment information from [106]+; we have used

the pigment palette of [107], extended with few additional pigments that allow covering

the set of most common Italian medieval choir books pigments [108]. This allows us

to create seven synthetic palettes (intended as different ensembles of pigment signals

and associate RGB colour) with the nearest possible historical coherence within the

synthetic dataset.

The RGB images are scraped from the Web Gallery of Art [109]. In particular, we

will show the application of the trained DNN on a test sample (never seen by the network

during training) which is a miniature representing the Portrait of an Old Humanist. It

is a miniature contained in the Codex Heroica by Phoilostratus, illuminated by the

+ The URL of the database is https://infraart.inoe.ro/.

https://infraart.inoe.ro/
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Figure 7: Multi-class Confusion Matrix of Deep Clustering Segmentation vs RGB

Clustering on the synthetic Astrophysical Datacube.

Florentine painter Attavante degli Attavanti (1487 - 1490 circa)∗. The original is held

at the National Széchényi Library, Budapest.

(a) RGB of the test sample we use

for analysis in the text.

(b) Clustered RGB obtained via

iterative KMeans on RGB space.

The found optimal K in the (3, 10)

range was 4.

Figure 8: Original RGB and Clustered RGB of the test sample used in the text. It is a

miniature painted by the Florentine painter Attavante degli Attavanti and contained in

the Codex Heroica by Phoilostratus (1487 - 1490 circa).

We trained the model on 891.276 synthetic spectra, coming from 17 RGB

miniatures, divided into 576.708 for the training set, 209.712 for the validation set,

and 104.856 for the test set. We limited the size of the dataset to overcome the time

constraint put on top of hardware limitations. We plan to move to the whole synthetic

∗ https://www.wga.hu/frames-e.html?/html/a/attavant/heroica2.html.

https://www.wga.hu/frames-e.html?/html/a/attavant/heroica2.html
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Figure 9: Clustered XRF using the trained Variational Deep Embedding trained model.

On the left, the binary map of the cluster pixels. In the middle, the Reconstructed XRF

averaged over the cluster; on the right, the “true” XRF averaged over the cluster.

dataset we built out of 1636 RGB images (around 108 spectra).

The model hyperparameters are obtained using a plain grid-search method.

Encoder has 4+1 layer, while the decoder has 4 layers; the latent space has dimension

3, the MLP are Self-normalising Neural Networks [59], and the sizes are 512 7→ 256 7→
128 7→ 64 7→ 32 7→ 3 for the encoder, and 3 7→ 64 7→ 128 7→ 256 7→ 512 for the decoder.

Furthermore, γ(i) = 0.01 ∀i, while β(i) = 0.01 ·Θ(i− 30).

3.2.1. Results: We applied the trained model on the synthetic XRF datacube obtained

using ganX [35] on the RGB data of Figure 8a with threshold 0.6, which gave rise to 4

RGB clusters (Figure 8b)♯.

The results are reported in Figure 9; the figure reads: on the left, the binary map

♯ We recall here the non-Riemannian nature of colour spaces [110], which give rise to impossibilities of

using metric approaches in colour space, leaving only distance-based methods.
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of the cluster pixels, where pixels are coloured by yellow if they belong to the cluster,

and by purple if not. In the middle, the Reconstructed XRF averaged over the cluster

is reported, i.e.

h̄I =
1

#CI

#CI∑
a=1

Dec[µa ∈ CI ] , (8)

where µa = Enc[Xa].

Similarly, on the right for Figure 9, and in dash-dotted green for Figure 10, the

“true” XRF averaged over the cluster, as well as the colormap of the flattened “true”

XRF††, i.e.:

h̄
(true)
I =

1

#CI

#CI∑
a=1

Xa (9)

Figure 10 shows additional plots: in solid red, the aforementioned average over the

cluster in the reconstructed space; in dashed gold, there is the decoded average in latent

space, i.e.

⟨hI⟩ = Dec

[
1

#CI

#CI∑
a=1

µa ∈ CI

]
. (10)

For a geometric intuition, the former is the center-of-mass of the reconstructed

cluster, seen as a set of vectors in the high-dimensional original space; the latter, instead,

is the reconstruction (through the decoder) of the center-of-mass of the cluster computed

in the low-dimensional latent space.

Evidently, the two do not match, due to the non-linearity of the decoder.

Nevertheless, from Figure 9 we may see that the relevant feature (i.e. the highest

peaks) are related in the two pictures, while the gold dashed line presents a more noisy

behaviour outside of relevant features, as expected (since there is no suppression of noise

due to dimensionality of space in the latter case, and thus we have an apparent noise

enhancement).

In the background of those plots, it is reported a flattened representation of the

whole datacube, using the jet colormap. On the Y-axis we see the pixel id (i.e. a linear

combination of the (i, j)-pixel indices, namely id(i, j) = i+j ·width), while in the X-axis

the Energy channel depth (which is shared with the aforementioned plots).

Figure 10 shows the three averages on the sample plot, and the background is the

absolute difference of the flattened “true” vs reconstructed data-cubes.

Please notice that the Iterative K-Means in latent space has correctly - and

independently - identified 4 clusters, i.e. the correct number of clusters identified by

a similar, but completely unrelated, iterative clustering algorithm, performed in RGB

space, which was thus used to generate the synthetic XRF.

Similarly as in the previous case, we report in Figure 11 the energy-integrated data-

cube. It immediately shows an unexpected noise reduction (or signal enhancement),

††Here we use the quote marks on the word true, because the XRF is synthetic. Nevertheless, it is the

“true” XRF in the sense it is the input from the DNN architecture perspective.
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Figure 10: Plot reporting the Reconstructed, Latent and “true” average plotted against

each other in the same plot.

which adds readability to the image. Finally, the right image in Figure 11 represents

the embedded energy-integrated datacube Ei,j =
∑

n Enc[Ii,j;n]], which further refine

the readability. It is expected, since the non-linear low-dimensional embedding should

project away less relevant directions, especially noise.

The last plot we present is Figure 12, where we report, in the first row, the masked

clustered RGB appearing in Figure 8b. The masking is done such that we have a black

pixel, if that pixel does not belong to the cluster, and a coloured pixel, if the pixel
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Figure 11: Energy integrated spectral data-cubes.

Figure 12: Masked clustered RGB image using clusters binary maps as masks.

belongs to the cluster. For example, in the 1-th cluster, it emerges the structure of the

illuminated Q letter, which corresponds to the blueish cluster of Figure 8b. Thus, it

emerges that each cluster has an average RGB colour which is similar to the one of the

RGB cluster of Figure 8b. The second row is just the cluster representation in black

and white binary colour map.

3.2.2. Check against RGB clustering: We are now in the position to perform the same

evaluation as the one done in Section 3.1.2; we thus perform the same Iterative K-Means

clustering approach to the RGB image, and use it as a baseline to compare it to the

clustering obtained with the model for the Cultural Heritage dataset.

Again, in Figure 13 we report the result of the check, on a cluster-by-cluster basis.

We recall that the columns are, from left to right: the black-and-white image of the

cluster mask (i.e., pixels are white if they do belong to the cluster, and black if they

don’t) as obtained from the Deep Embedding Model; the same, but obtained from

the RGB clustering; the image of mislabelled pixels (i.e., pixels appears red if they
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Figure 13: Deep Clustering Segmentation vs RGB Clustering for the Deep Variational

Embedding model on Cultural Heritage synthetic datacube.

are mislabelled and blue if they are correctly labelled); the confusion matrix. On the

confusion matrix is reported the number of counts (from left to right, from top to

bottom: true positives, false positives, false negatives, true negatives). In the confusion

matrix image subtitle is reported the computed Tversky Index.

In Figure 7 we report the multi-class confusion matrix; on each element of the

confusion matrix is reported the counts normalised to the whole population. In the

Figure subtitle is reported the Weighted average of Accuracy, Recall, Precision, and F1

score.

4. Conclusions

In this contribution, we have demonstrated the feasibility of training a deep variational

embedding model to perform spectral datacube segmentation through Deep Clustering

in latent space. This approach leverages the power of Deep Learning to analyse and

categorise (in a self-supervised manner) complex spectral datacubes, which are multi-
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Figure 14: Multi-class Confusion Matrix of Deep Clustering Segmentation vs RGB

Clustering on Cultural Heritage synthetic datacube.

dimensional arrays of data commonly used in various scientific fields.

We conducted our experiments using two models that were trained on two synthetic

datasets. These models were designed to test the effectiveness of our approach in two

distinct scenarios: an astrophysics case and a Heritage Science case.

In the astrophysics case, our deep embedding model was tasked with analysing

and segmenting synthetic spectral datacubes that represent astronomical observations.

These datacubes contain spectra of simulated ionised belonging to different classes,

namely HII regions, shock regions and/or planetary nebulae, and our model was able

to successfully segment this data, demonstrating its potential for use in astrophysical

research.

In the Heritage Science case, our deep variational embedding model was used to

analyse and segment synthetic spectral datacubes of MA-XRF imaging on medieval

Italian manuscripts. Such methods are often used in the study and preservation of

Cultural Heritage artifacts (for example, but not limited to, pictorial artworks), and our

model’s successful segmentation of this data shows its potential for aiding conservation

scientists in their analysis.

In both cases, our deep variational embedding model was able to achieve successful

segmentation of the spectral datacubes. This not only validates our approach but

also opens up new possibilities for the application of Deep Learning techniques in the

analysis of spectral datacubes in various scientific fields. Our findings pave the way for

further research and development in this area, with the potential benefits either in the

astrophysical and Heritage Science fields.

We are eagerly anticipating the application of this methodology to real-world data,

encompassing both astrophysical and heritage scientific. This will be achieved by fine-

tuning the models we have trained on synthetic data, adapting them to handle the

complexities and nuances of real-world data.
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Furthermore, we plan to use the cloud-based distributed computing infrastructure

that is currently developed at Istituto Nazionale di Fisica Nucleare (INFN) and ICSC.

Using software tools for distributed computing, such as Dask, will facilitate distributed

inference, enabling us to rapidly compress spectral datacubes. This approach not only

enhances the efficiency of our model but also significantly reduces the computational

resources required, making the process more accessible and scalable.

5. Code and Data Availability

The code used in this project can be found at the ICSC Spoke 2 GitHub repository [111].

The synthetic dataset [112] and trained models [113] are available at the INFN

Open Access Repository service.
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Figure A1: UMAP+Clustering Segmentation vs RGB Clustering Deep Embedding

model on Astrophysical synthetic datacube.

Appendix A. Datacube segmentation using Iterative K-Means Clustering

after non-linear dimensional reduction with UMAP

In this appendix we report a single-datacube application of the alternative pipeline

described in 2.5.1: first, we perform a non-linear dimensional reduction on the datacube

spectra using the Uniform Manifold Approximation and Projection (UMAP) algorithm

[90]; then, we perform the iterative K-Means clustering to get an emergent datacube

segmentation, as discussed for the Deep Embedding models in Section 2.

Appendix A.1. Astrophysical Datacube

We perform the same check done in Section 3.1.2 for the Deep embedding model. Using

the standard UMAP code implementation of [90].

The results of the clustering are reported in Figures A1 and A2. The results are

overall less noisy and have higher scores with respect to the Deep Embedding model

ones, reported in Figures 6 and 7. Nevertheless, the UMAP algorithm was trained on
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Figure A2: Multi-class Confusion Matrix of UMAP Segmentation vs RGB Clustering

on the synthetic Astrophysical Datacube.

the whole datacube image, and thus it was also informed with background signal. That

was not the case for the Deep Embedding model, which was nevertheless capable of

correctly clustering most of the background points.

Appendix A.2. Cultural Heritage Datacube

We now perform the same check done in Section 3.2.2, but with UMAP as a dimensional

reduction algorithm. A similar approach was hinted in [24], but not described in depth.

The results of the clustering are reported in Figures A3 and A4. The results are in

line with the one obtained in Section 3.2.2, even slightly worse; this may due to the fact

that this test case has a more complex spectral composition, as well as the fact that all

the pixels signals are statistically similar to the ones used in the training phase, and there

are no regions of out-of-distribution like in the previous case, where any background-like

spectral signal has not been seen during training by the deep embedding model.

Nevertheless, as described in Section 2.5.1, while it is possible to obtain datacube

segmentation with dimensional reduction algorithm followed by embedded space

clustering, the features of the two approaches are different, and are thus non-competing

approaches, but rather two complementary ones.

Appendix B. Study of Model resilience against Signal Degradation

In the astrophysics case, since the model used for generating the synthetic signal is

capable of noise modelling, it allows us to perform an evaluation of the resilience of

the trained model of Section 3.1 under the degradation of signal, by reducing the

Peak-Signal-to-Noise ratio, without further re-training. This is due to the fact that

autoencoders can also be used to remove noise (these methods are often called denoising

autoencoders). [114].
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Figure A3: UMAP+Clustering Segmentation vs RGB Clustering Deep Embedding

model on CH synthetic datacube.

In the following, we use the formulae

PSNR(X, Y ) = 10 log10
(maxX)2

mean (X − Y )2
, (B.1)

degradation(X, Y ) = 1− PSNR(X,X)

PSNR(X, Y )
, (B.2)

where X is the original signal, and Y the one where we have added noise.

We thus re-perform, for each of the following degradation levels

[0, 0.21, 0.33, 0.40, 0.45] (B.3)

the same analysis conducted in Section 3.1. We report here the results of this analysis.

In Figure B1 we report the datacube segmentation as a function of the noise level;

the rows represent the cluster, while the columns are defined as follows. The leftmost

column, in viridis colorscale, is the clustering obtained from the RGB image; then, from

left to right, we show the corresponding found cluster at increasing values of noise.



Datacube segmentation via Deep Spectral Clustering 26

Figure A4: Multi-class Confusion Matrix of UMAP Segmentation vs RGB Clustering

on the synthetic CH Datacube.
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Figure B1: Effect of Noise addition in the Datacube Segmentation

In Figure B2 we report how the noise levels affect the multi-class weighted accuracy

and F1 score.
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Figure B2: Loss of Weighted Accuracy and F1

We notice that the introduction of noise raises the misclassification of non-

background signals, as expected.
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[19] Mandò P A and Przyby lowicz W J 2016 Particle-Induced X-Ray Emission (PIXE) (American

Cancer Society) pp 1–48 ISBN 9780470027318 URL https://onlinelibrary.wiley.com/

doi/abs/10.1002/9780470027318.a6210.pub3

[20] Grieken R E V and Markowicz A A 1993 Handbook of x-ray spectrometry: Methods and

techniques URL https://api.semanticscholar.org/CorpusID:118828992

[21] Jenkins R 1995 Quantitative X-ray spectrometry (CRC Press)

[22] Janssens K, Adams F C and Rindby A 2000 Microscopic x-ray fluorescence analysis URL

https://api.semanticscholar.org/CorpusID:106479701

[23] Verma H R 2007 Atomic and nuclear analytical methods URL https://api.semanticscholar.

org/CorpusID:137503330

[24] Ruberto C 2023 Rendiconti Lincei. Scienze Fisiche e Naturali 34 889–906 ISSN 1720-0776 URL

https://doi.org/10.1007/s12210-023-01175-z

[25] Kleynhans T, Schmidt Patterson C M, Dooley K A, Messinger D W and Delaney J K 2020

Heritage Science 8 84 ISSN 2050-7445

[26] Licciardi G A and Del Frate F 2011 IEEE Transactions on Geoscience and Remote Sensing 49

4163–4172

[27] Zhang X, Sun Y, Zhang J, Wu P and Jiao L 2018 IEEE Geoscience and Remote Sensing Letters

15 1755–1759

[28] Wang M, Zhao M, Chen J and Rahardja S 2019 IEEE Geoscience and Remote Sensing Letters

16 1467–1471

[29] Kogou S, Lee L, Shahtahmassebi G and Liang H 2020 X-Ray Spectrometry 50

[30] Vermeulen M, McGeachy A, Xu B, Chopp H, Katsaggelos A, Meyers R, Alfeld M and

Walton M 2022 J. Anal. At. Spectrom. 37(10) 2130–2143 URL http://dx.doi.org/10.1039/

D2JA00114D

[31] Jones C, Daly N S, Higgitt C and Rodrigues M R D 2022 Heritage Science 10 88 ISSN 2050-7445

URL https://doi.org/10.1186/s40494-022-00716-3

[32] Bingjie X, Wu Y, Hao P, Vermeulen M, McGeachy A, Smith K, Eremin K, Rayner G, Verri

G, Willomitzer F, Alfeld M, Tumblin J, Katsaggelos A and Walton M 2022 Can deep

learning assist automatic identification of layered pigments from xrf data? URL https:

//arxiv.org/abs/2207.12651

[33] Bombini A, Anderlini L, dell’Agnello L, Giacomini F, Ruberto C and Taccetti F 2022 The AIRES-

CH Project: Artificial Intelligence for Digital REStoration of Cultural Heritages Using Nuclear

Imaging and Multidimensional Adversarial Neural Networks Image Analysis and Processing –

ICIAP 2022 ed Sclaroff S, Distante C, Leo M, Farinella G M and Tombari F (Cham: Springer

International Publishing) pp 685–700 ISBN 978-3-031-06427-2

[34] Bombini A, Anderlini L, dell’Agnello L, Giacomini F, Ruberto C and Taccetti F 2022

Hyperparameter Optimisation of Artificial Intelligence for Digital REStoration of Cultural

Heritages (AIRES-CH) Models Computational Science and Its Applications – ICCSA 2022

Workshops ed Gervasi O, Murgante B, Misra S, Rocha A M A C and Garau C (Cham:

Springer International Publishing) pp 91–106 ISBN 978-3-031-10536-4 URL https://doi.

org/10.1007/978-3-031-10536-4_7

[35] Bombini A 2023 ganx – generate artificially new xrf a python library to generate ma-xrf raw data

out of rgb images (Preprint 2304.14078)

[36] Bombini A, Bof́ıas F G A, Ruberto C and Taccetti F 2023 Rendiconti Lincei. Scienze Fisiche e

Naturali 34 867 – 887 URL https://api.semanticscholar.org/CorpusID:259707375

[37] Dirks M C and Poole D 2022 ArXiv abs/2210.12239 URL https://api.semanticscholar.

org/CorpusID:253098616

[38] Liu L, Miteva T, Delnevo G, Mirri S, Walter P, de Viguerie L and Pouyet E 2023 Sensors (Basel,

Switzerland) 23 URL https://api.semanticscholar.org/CorpusID:257135358

[39] Fiorucci M, Khoroshiltseva M, Pontil M, Traviglia A, Del Bue A and James S 2020 Pattern

Recognition Letters 133 102–108 ISSN 0167-8655

https://onlinelibrary.wiley.com/doi/abs/10.1002/9780470027318.a6210.pub3
https://onlinelibrary.wiley.com/doi/abs/10.1002/9780470027318.a6210.pub3
https://api.semanticscholar.org/CorpusID:118828992
https://api.semanticscholar.org/CorpusID:106479701
https://api.semanticscholar.org/CorpusID:137503330
https://api.semanticscholar.org/CorpusID:137503330
https://doi.org/10.1007/s12210-023-01175-z
http://dx.doi.org/10.1039/D2JA00114D
http://dx.doi.org/10.1039/D2JA00114D
https://doi.org/10.1186/s40494-022-00716-3
https://arxiv.org/abs/2207.12651
https://arxiv.org/abs/2207.12651
https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-031-10536-4_7
https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-031-10536-4_7
2304.14078
https://api.semanticscholar.org/CorpusID:259707375
https://api.semanticscholar.org/CorpusID:253098616
https://api.semanticscholar.org/CorpusID:253098616
https://api.semanticscholar.org/CorpusID:257135358


Datacube segmentation via Deep Spectral Clustering 30

[40] Aljalbout E, Golkov V, Siddiqui Y, Strobel M and Cremers D 2018 Clustering with deep learning:

Taxonomy and new methods (Preprint 1801.07648)

[41] Min E, Guo X, Liu Q, Zhang G, Cui J and Long J 2018 IEEE Access 6 39501–39514

[42] Nutakki G C, Abdollahi B, Sun W and Nasraoui O 2019 An Introduction to Deep Clustering

(Cham: Springer International Publishing) pp 73–89 ISBN 978-3-319-97864-2 URL https:

//doi.org/10.1007/978-3-319-97864-2_4

[43] Wei X, Zhang Z, Huang H and Zhou Y 2024 Neurocomputing 590 127761 ISSN 0925-2312 URL

https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0925231224005320

[44] Ren Y, Pu J, Yang Z, Xu J, Li G, Pu X, Yu P S and He L 2022 Deep clustering: A comprehensive

survey (Preprint 2210.04142)

[45] Zhou S, Xu H, Zheng Z, Chen J, li Z, Bu J, Wu J, Wang X, Zhu W and Ester M 2022 A

comprehensive survey on deep clustering: Taxonomy, challenges, and future directions (Preprint

2206.07579)

[46] MacQueen J 1967 Some methods for classification and analysis of multivariate observations Proc.

5th Berkeley Symp. Math. Stat. Probab., Univ. Calif. 1965/66, 1, 281-297 (1967).

[47] Song C, Liu F, Huang Y, Wang L and Tan T 2013 Auto-encoder based data clustering

Progress in Pattern Recognition, Image Analysis, Computer Vision, and Applications: 18th

Iberoamerican Congress, CIARP 2013, Havana, Cuba, November 20-23, 2013, Proceedings,

Part I 18 (Springer) pp 117–124

[48] Mrabah N, Khan N M, Ksantini R and Lachiri Z 2020 Neural Networks 130 206–228

[49] Yang B, Fu X, Sidiropoulos N D and Hong M 2017 Towards k-means-friendly spaces: Simultaneous

deep learning and clustering (Preprint 1610.04794)

[50] Guo X, Gao L, Liu X and Yin J 2017 Improved deep embedded clustering with local structure

preservation. Ijcai vol 17 pp 1753–1759

[51] Yang J, Parikh D and Batra D 2016 Joint unsupervised learning of deep representations and

image clusters Proceedings of the IEEE conference on computer vision and pattern recognition

pp 5147–5156

[52] Shah S A and Koltun V 2018 Deep continuous clustering (Preprint 1803.01449)

[53] Van Gansbeke W, Vandenhende S, Georgoulis S, Proesmans M and Van Gool L 2020 Scan:

Learning to classify images without labels European conference on computer vision (Springer)

pp 268–285

[54] Gidaris S, Singh P and Komodakis N 2018 arXiv preprint arXiv:1803.07728

[55] Rumelhart D E, Hinton G E and Williams R J 1986 Learning internal representations by error

propagation (Cambridge, MA, USA: MIT Press) p 318–362 ISBN 026268053X

[56] Kramer M A 1991 AIChE Journal 37 233–243 (Preprint https://aiche.onlinelibrary.

wiley.com/doi/pdf/10.1002/aic.690370209) URL https://aiche.onlinelibrary.

wiley.com/doi/abs/10.1002/aic.690370209

[57] Kingma D P and Welling M 2019 Foundations and Trends® in Machine Learning 12 307–392

ISSN 1935-8237 URL http://dx.doi.org/10.1561/2200000056

[58] Feickert M and Nachman B 2021 A living review of machine learning for particle physics (Preprint

2102.02770)

[59] Klambauer G, Unterthiner T, Mayr A and Hochreiter S 2017 Self-normalizing neural networks

(Preprint 1706.02515)

[60] He K, Zhang X, Ren S and Sun J 2015 Delving deep into rectifiers: Surpassing human-level

performance on imagenet classification (Preprint 1502.01852)

[61] MacQueen J 1967 Some methods for classification and analysis of multivariate observations Proc.

5th Berkeley Symp. Math. Stat. Probab., Univ. Calif. 1965/66, 1, 281-297 (1967).

[62] Rousseeuw P J 1987 Journal of Computational and Applied Mathematics 20 53–65 ISSN 0377-

0427 URL https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/0377042787901257

[63] Arthur D and Vassilvitskii S 2007 K-means++: The advantages of careful seeding Proceedings

of the Eighteenth Annual ACM-SIAM Symposium on Discrete Algorithms SODA ’07 (USA:

1801.07648
https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-319-97864-2_4
https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-319-97864-2_4
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0925231224005320
2210.04142
2206.07579
1610.04794
1803.01449
https://aiche.onlinelibrary.wiley.com/doi/pdf/10.1002/aic.690370209
https://aiche.onlinelibrary.wiley.com/doi/pdf/10.1002/aic.690370209
https://aiche.onlinelibrary.wiley.com/doi/abs/10.1002/aic.690370209
https://aiche.onlinelibrary.wiley.com/doi/abs/10.1002/aic.690370209
http://dx.doi.org/10.1561/2200000056
2102.02770
1706.02515
1502.01852
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/0377042787901257


Datacube segmentation via Deep Spectral Clustering 31

Society for Industrial and Applied Mathematics) p 1027–1035 ISBN 9780898716245

[64] Lloyd S 1982 IEEE Transactions on Information Theory 28 129–137

[65] de Amorim R C and Hennig C 2015 Information Sciences 324 126–145 ISSN 0020-0255 URL

https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0020025515004715

[66] Kaufman L and Rousseeuw P J 1990 Finding Groups in Data: An Introduction to Cluster Analysis

A Wiley-Interscience publication (Wiley) ISBN 9780471878766 URL https://books.google.

it/books?id=Q5wQAQAAIAAJ

[67] Higgins I, Matthey L, Pal A, Burgess C P, Glorot X, Botvinick M M, Mohamed S and Lerchner

A 2016 beta-vae: Learning basic visual concepts with a constrained variational framework

International Conference on Learning Representations URL https://api.semanticscholar.

org/CorpusID:46798026

[68] Kingma D P and Welling M 2019 Foundations and Trends® in Machine Learning 12 307–392

ISSN 1935-8245 URL http://dx.doi.org/10.1561/2200000056

[69] Bengio Y, Courville A and Vincent P 2013 IEEE Transactions on Pattern Analysis and Machine

Intelligence 35 1798–1828

[70] Prince S J 2023 Understanding Deep Learning (MIT Press) URL http://udlbook.com

[71] Dilokthanakul N, Mediano P A M, Garnelo M, Lee M C H, Salimbeni H, Arulkumaran K and

Shanahan M 2017 Deep unsupervised clustering with gaussian mixture variational autoencoders

(Preprint 1611.02648)

[72] Ma H 2022 Mathematical Biosciences and Engineering 19 10344–10360 ISSN 1551-0018 URL

https://www.aimspress.com/article/doi/10.3934/mbe.2022484

[73] Lim K L, Jiang X and Yi C 2020 IEEE Signal Processing Letters 27 231–235 URL https:

//api.semanticscholar.org/CorpusID:210179616

[74] Jiang Z, Zheng Y, Tan H, Tang B and Zhou H 2017 Variational deep embedding: An unsupervised

and generative approach to clustering (Preprint 1611.05148)

[75] Bowman S R, Vilnis L, Vinyals O, Dai A M, Jozefowicz R and Bengio S 2016 Generating sentences

from a continuous space (Preprint 1511.06349)

[76] Alemi A A, Poole B, Fischer I S, Dillon J V, Saurous R A and Murphy K P 2017 Fixing a broken

elbo International Conference on Machine Learning URL https://api.semanticscholar.

org/CorpusID:3289726

[77] Lucas J, Tucker G, Grosse R B and Norouzi M 2019 Understanding posterior collapse in generative

latent variable models DGS@ICLR URL https://api.semanticscholar.org/CorpusID:

156054774

[78] Lucas J, Tucker G, Grosse R and Norouzi M 2019 Don’t blame the elbo! a linear vae perspective

on posterior collapse (Preprint 1911.02469)

[79] Chen X, Kingma D P, Salimans T, Duan Y, Dhariwal P, Schulman J, Sutskever I and Abbeel P

2017 Variational lossy autoencoder (Preprint 1611.02731)

[80] Zhao S, Song J and Ermon S 2018 Infovae: Information maximizing variational autoencoders

(Preprint 1706.02262)

[81] Zhao S, Song J and Ermon S 2019 Infovae: Balancing learning and inference in

variational autoencoders AAAI Conference on Artificial Intelligence URL https://api.

semanticscholar.org/CorpusID:59593773

[82] Gretton A, Borgwardt K, Rasch M J, Scholkopf B and Smola A J 2008 A kernel method for the

two-sample problem (Preprint 0805.2368)

[83] Li Y, Swersky K and Zemel R 2015 Generative moment matching networks (Preprint 1502.02761)

[84] Kingma D P and Ba J 2017 Adam: A method for stochastic optimization (Preprint 1412.6980)

[85] FRS K P 1901 Philosophical Magazine Series 1 2 559–572 URL https://api.semanticscholar.

org/CorpusID:125037489

[86] Hotelling H 1933 Journal of Educational Psychology 24 498–520 URL https://api.

semanticscholar.org/CorpusID:144828484

[87] Jolliffe I 2002 Principal component analysis (New York: Springer Verlag)

https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0020025515004715
https://books.google.it/books?id=Q5wQAQAAIAAJ
https://books.google.it/books?id=Q5wQAQAAIAAJ
https://api.semanticscholar.org/CorpusID:46798026
https://api.semanticscholar.org/CorpusID:46798026
http://dx.doi.org/10.1561/2200000056
http://udlbook.com
1611.02648
https://www.aimspress.com/article/doi/10.3934/mbe.2022484
https://api.semanticscholar.org/CorpusID:210179616
https://api.semanticscholar.org/CorpusID:210179616
1611.05148
1511.06349
https://api.semanticscholar.org/CorpusID:3289726
https://api.semanticscholar.org/CorpusID:3289726
https://api.semanticscholar.org/CorpusID:156054774
https://api.semanticscholar.org/CorpusID:156054774
1911.02469
1611.02731
1706.02262
https://api.semanticscholar.org/CorpusID:59593773
https://api.semanticscholar.org/CorpusID:59593773
0805.2368
1502.02761
1412.6980
https://api.semanticscholar.org/CorpusID:125037489
https://api.semanticscholar.org/CorpusID:125037489
https://api.semanticscholar.org/CorpusID:144828484
https://api.semanticscholar.org/CorpusID:144828484


Datacube segmentation via Deep Spectral Clustering 32

[88] Hinton G E and Roweis S 2002 Stochastic neighbor embedding Advances in Neu-

ral Information Processing Systems vol 15 ed Becker S, Thrun S and Obermayer

K (MIT Press) URL https://proceedings.neurips.cc/paper_files/paper/2002/file/

6150ccc6069bea6b5716254057a194ef-Paper.pdf

[89] van der Maaten L and Hinton G 2008 Journal of Machine Learning Research 9 2579–2605 URL

http://jmlr.org/papers/v9/vandermaaten08a.html

[90] McInnes L, Healy J and Melville J 2020 Umap: Uniform manifold approximation and projection

for dimension reduction (Preprint 1802.03426)

[91] Izenman A J 2012 WIREs Computational Statistics 4 439–446 (Preprint https:

//wires.onlinelibrary.wiley.com/doi/pdf/10.1002/wics.1222) URL https://wires.

onlinelibrary.wiley.com/doi/abs/10.1002/wics.1222
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