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A B S T R A C T
Historical maps are invaluable for analyzing long-term changes in transportation and spatial devel-
opment, offering a rich source of data for evolutionary studies. However, digitizing and classifying
road networks from these maps is often prohibitively expensive and time-consuming, limiting their
widespread use. Recent advancements in deep learning have made automatic road extraction from
historical maps feasible, yet these methods typically require large amounts of expensive labeled
training data. To address this challenge, we introduce a novel framework that integrates deep
learning with geoinformation, computer-based painting, and image processing methodologies. This
framework enables the extraction and classification of roads from historical maps using only road
geometries without needing road class labels for training. The process begins with cascaded training
of a binary segmentation model to extract road geometries, followed by morphological operations,
skeletonization, vectorization, and filtering algorithms. Synthetic training data is then generated by
a painting function that artificially re-paints road segments using predefined symbology for road
classes. Using this synthetic data, a deep ensemble is trained to generate pixel-wise probabilities for
road classes to mitigate distribution shift. These predictions are then discretized along the extracted
road geometries. Subsequently, further processing is employed to classify entire roads, enabling the
identification of potential changes in road classes and resulting in a labeled road class dataset. Our
method achieved completeness and correctness scores of over 94% and 92%, respectively, for road
class 2, the most prevalent class in the two Siegfried Map sheets from Switzerland used for testing. This
research offers a powerful tool for urban planning and transportation decision-making by efficiently
extracting and classifying roads from historical maps, and potentially even satellite images.

1. Introduction
Historical maps are invaluable for examining geographic

features from past eras, often serving as the sole source
of professionally surveyed data before the advent of aerial
imagery (Chiang et al., 2020; Avcı et al., 2022). Preserving
and digitizing these maps not only protects valuable histor-
ical cartographic information but also enhances our ability
to analyze and understand geographic and anthropogenic
changes over time (Uhl et al., 2022; Jacobson, 1940). The
digital documentation of infrastructure, such as extracted
road geometries from historical maps, is crucial for informed
decision-making in transportation, significantly impacting
regional development and society (Casali and Heinimann,
2019; Zhao et al., 2015). Beyond road geometries, other
semantic features like road class information offer valu-
able insights into historical logistics and military operations
(Ekim et al., 2021). Moreover, there is growing interest in
the use of historical maps for spatial data conflation (Chen
et al., 2008; Tong et al., 2014) and for expanding public map
databases (Swisstopo, 2024; Arcanum Maps, 2024).

The application of long-term road data analysis is limited
by the costly and time-consuming process of vectorization,
especially for more extended temporal map series and larger
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areas. The task becomes even more laborious when addi-
tional semantic information, such as road classifications,
is required. Therefore, extensive research has focused on
automatically extracting road data from raster maps. Various
approaches leverage the parallel characteristics of roads
for feature extraction. Early attempts successfully detected
parallel road lines in scanned maps (Watanabe and Oshi-
tani, 2001; Dhar and Chanda, 2006). Improved versions,
such as those by Chiang et al. (2009) and Chiang and
Knoblock (2013), can distinguish single lines from double
lines, though they still struggle with dashed lines. Other
popular approaches utilize clustering algorithms for Color
Image Segmentation (CIS) (Cheng, 1995) applied to road
extraction from historical maps (Jiao et al., 2021). These
methods often require integration with other techniques such
as morphological operations (Kasturi and Alemany, 1988)
and line tracing to enhance performance (Chiang et al., 2009;
Chiang and Knoblock, 2013; Dhar and Chanda, 2006).

Recently, research covering road extraction from histori-
cal maps has been dominated by computer vision algorithms
using neural networks. Promising results were generated by
using variants of U-Net architectures (Ronneberger et al.,
2015; Jiao et al., 2022a, 2024), also combined with self-
attention layers (Vaswani et al., 2017; Avcı et al., 2022). Fur-
ther, there is a trend toward transfer learning by finetuning
pre-trained models for extracting roads in historical maps to
increase performance in settings with limited training data
(Ekim et al., 2021; Avcı et al., 2022).
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Through the limited availability of training data, research
has investigated the creation and use of synthetic training
data to increase the amount of training data artificially. Jiao
et al. (2022b) showed that road segmentation performance
can be improved with advanced data augmentation tech-
niques by applying random transformations only to road
features while leaving other map symbology, such as text,
coordinate grids, or settlements, untransformed. Jiao et al.
(2022a) used symbol reconstruction to create synthetic train-
ing data.

While synthetic data can be used to increase the amount
of training data, the distribution shift between synthetic and
real data often poses a problem for training models that can
generalize well (Zhang et al., 2021). This issue arises from
insufficient knowledge about specific areas within the input
space through the lack of training data, also referred to as
epistemic uncertainty. Therefore, for a model to be resilient
to different input distributions than those used in train-
ing, it is crucial to ensure accurate predictive uncertainty
(Ovadia et al., 2019; Timans et al., 2023). Much research
has investigated approximate Bayesian inference through
variational inference (Graves, 2011; Blundell et al., 2015;
Neal, 1996; Chen et al., 2014; Welling et al., 2011), since the
analytical computation of the posterior in neural networks is
intractable. However, these methods often fail to accurately
capture high-dimensional data (Gustafsson et al., 2019).
Promising approaches for calibrating neural networks in-
clude variants of deep ensembles (Lakshminarayanan et al.,
2017; Havasi et al., 2020; Turkoglu et al., 2022; Halbheer
et al., 2024; Gal and Ghahramani, 2015).

While most research focuses on extracting road geome-
tries alone, some studies have also conducted road classifi-
cation. However, these approaches usually require expensive
road class labeled training data (Ekim et al., 2021; Can et al.,
2021). Recently, Jiao et al. (2024) introduced a method that
leverages deep learning to extract road geometries, followed
by symbol painting for template matching-based road clas-
sification, without needing road class labeled training data.
Inspired by this idea, we developed a novel approach for
road vectorization and classification, utilizing deep learning-
based road classification without the need for class labels in
the training data.

First, we apply a cascaded training approach to a binary
segmentation model for extracting road geometries from
historical maps. This involves sequentially pre-training the
model on larger datasets before fine-tuning it on the histor-
ical map data. Morphological operations, filtering, and vec-
torization follow this. Then, symbol painting is used to create
synthetic training data with road class labels by randomly
overpainting roads with specific class symbology in the
training data. Subsequently, a deep ensemble is employed
to predict pixel-wise class probabilities (Lakshminarayanan
et al., 2017), which are then combined with the previously
extracted road geometries. Zonal statistics within a buffer
around each road are calculated by averaging the predicted
class probabilities. Subsequently, we analyze the predicted
probabilities along each road segment to identify locations

where the road class shifts. This enables precise road class
categorization even within a single extracted road segment
between two intersections.

The approach results in a vectorized road dataset eval-
uated on the Swiss Siegfried Map. Our method is the first
to employ synthetic data for training a neural network to
perform road classification without the need for labeled
training data. Our study’s promising results demonstrate our
approach’s effectiveness and its potential for future applica-
tions. We published our code on GitHub1. The weights for
applying our method to the Siegfried Map and for transfer
learning applications are available on Hugging Face2.

2. Data
The Swiss Siegfried Map series, published between 1872

and 1949, stands as one of the historical map collections
of Switzerland (Götsch, 2002). This detailed topographical
series illustrates both natural features—such as rivers, moor-
lands, and forests—and human-made elements, including
roads, buildings, railways, and place names. The Swiss Fed-
eral Office of Topography (Swisstopo3) digitized these maps
into raster format. The individual sheets were subsequently
georeferenced using the intersection points of the coordinate
grid (Heitzler et al., 2018). A patch of the map is shown
in Figure 2a. Each scanned map sheet measures 7000 ×
4800 pixels. The specific maps discussed in this paper are
at a 1:25,000 scale and have been scanned with a spatial
resolution of 1.25 meters per pixel. Figure 1 presents the five
road classes present in the Siegfried Map (Jiao et al., 2022a):

• Class 1: Walking path ("Fussweg")
• Class 2: Dirt road or mule track ("Feld- oder Saumweg")
• Class 3: Driveway without reinforcement ("Fahrweg

ohne Kunstanlage")
• Class 4: Reinforced road 3–5 meters wide ("Kunst-

strasse 3-5 Meter Breite")
• Class 5: Reinforced road wider than 5 meters ("Kun-

ststrasse über 5 Meter Breite")

Class 1 Class 2 Class 3 Class 4 Class 5

Figure 1: The road class symbols of Siegfried Map. Adapted
from Jiao et al. (2024).

The available training data consists of road centerlines
in the city of Zurich, originally produced for an internal

1https://github.com/DominikM198/ProbRoadClass-DeepLearning
2https://huggingface.co/DominikM198/ProbRoadClass-DeepLearning
3https://www.swisstopo.admin.ch/en
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project by the Institute of Cartography and Geoinformation
at ETH Zurich. However, the road classes are not labeled
in the training data. For the validation set, we use another
map sheet without road class labels, while two map sheets
with road class labeled data are used as ground truth for
evaluation.

Given the limited size of the Siegfried Map dataset,
we pre-trained the model on a larger dataset for the same
task to enhance performance. Specifically, we used 19 map
sheets from the current Swiss national map provided by
Swisstopo3 (Figure 2b). Specifically, we used the Swiss Map
Raster 25 for model input and the Swiss Map Vector 25 for
road geometries. In the rest of the paper, we will refer to
these as Swiss Map. More details about the datasets and the
map sheets can be found in Appendix A.

(a) Siegfried Map (b) Swiss Map

Figure 2: Example patches of the two map series used for the
study. Geodata © Swisstopo3.

3. Methods
Figure 3 shows a schematic representation of the ap-

proach pursued. First, we employ a neural network to ex-
tract road geometries from historical maps, followed by
morphological operations, vectorization, generalization, and
filtering. Next, synthetic training data is generated by over-
painting roads with class-specific symbology. Deep learning
is then used to predict pixel-wise class probabilities, which
are integrated with the road geometries. We analyze these
probabilities along each road segment to detect class transi-
tions along a route and accurately categorize the roads.
3.1. Segmentation

The objective of the segmentation part is to train a
neural network to classify pixels as road or non-road. Later,
the resulting segmentation output is used to derive road
geometries as a vector dataset.
3.1.1. Pre-processing

As input for training, validation and testing of the seg-
mentation model, 500 × 500 pixel tiles are used, each with
125 pixel overlap to mitigate boundary effects. Additionally,
we rasterize the road centerlines to create binary labels
at the same resolution and extent as the Siegfried Map
sheet. This is done using a uniform line width of 10 pixels,
corresponding to a real-world road width of 12.5 meters.

Applying the same line width for all road categories sim-
plifies training data creation by using only road geometry
without additional semantic information. Road geometries
for training are available only for the city of Zurich, resulting
in partial labels for the four Siegfried Map sheets used
for training. During training, pixels without ground truth
data are ignored; therefore, we rasterize a mask for each
tile to indicate the availability of pixel-wise ground truth
data. Finally, we have 912 tiles for training, 241 tiles for
validation, and 1’160 tiles for testing, each corresponding
to a spatial extent of 625 × 625 meters.
3.1.2. Segmentation model

We developed a fully convolutional network, Attention
ResU-Net, which draws inspiration from the U-Net architec-
ture (Ronneberger et al., 2015). Our model uses a ResNet-
18 pre-trained classification model as the encoder (He et al.,
2015), as shown in Figure 4. We initialize the encoder
with weights from ImageNet training (Deng et al., 2009),
capitalizing on their established performance across various
transfer learning tasks, such as semantic image segmentation
(Chen et al., 2018), remote sensing (Iglovikov and Shvets,
2018), and even sound classification (Gong et al., 2021).
We employed a cascaded training approach: In addition
to leveraging transfer learning by initializing the encoder
with pre-trained weights from the classification model, we
afterwards pre-trained the entire Attention ResU-Net on the
Swiss Map for road extraction. Following this, the model
weights were fine-tuned for the downstream task on the
Siegfried Map.

The decoder of our network upsamples the feature
map produced by the encoder at multiple resolutions using
transposed convolutions (Zeiler et al., 2010), incorporating
dropout for regularization (Srivastava et al., 2014). A batch
normalization layer (Ioffe and Szegedy, 2015) and a ReLU
activation function follow each convolution. We integrated
additive attention gates, as proposed by Oktay et al. (2018),
into our segmentation model to focus on target structures
with different shapes and sizes. This helps the model to
ignore irrelevant areas and emphasize important features for
the skip connections, as successfully demonstrated in other
research (Oktay et al., 2018; Fu et al., 2024).

We trained the model for 50 epochs using the Adam
optimizer (Kingma and Ba, 2014) and Dice Loss (Milletari
et al., 2016), data augmentation, and early stopping based
on the Intersection over Union (IoU) score on the validation
set (Morgan and Bourlard, 1990), which was evaluated after
each epoch. Additional details regarding training, model
selection, hyperparameter tuning, pre-training, and data aug-
mentation are provided in Appendix B.
3.2. Vectorization

This Section focuses on post-processing the segmenta-
tion results to generate a vectorized road dataset.
3.2.1. Map stiching

Map stitching can be seen as the inverse process of tiling.
First, the predicted tiles are cropped to 250 × 250 pixels to

Mühlematter et al.: Preprint submitted to Elsevier Page 3 of 19
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Figure 3: Diagram illustrating the proposed methodology. The input data, including the Siegfried Map, unlabeled road centerlines,
and the symbol definitions of the five road classes, are shown in red. The black arrows indicate the dependencies on intermediate
results from previous parts. Pink arrows represent the neural network training, while violet arrows indicate predictions used for
evaluation or application of our method.

Geodata © Swisstopo3.

Figure 4: Attention ResU-Net: Binary image segmentation architecture with a total of 15’190’373 parameters.

remove the 125-pixel overlap from the pre-processed tiles.
Afterwards, the cropped tiles are stitched together. This
results in georeferenced raster predictions of roads for the
entire Siegfried Map sheets.
3.2.2. Morphological operations

The stitched predictions from the segmentation are re-
fined using two morphological operations. First, a connected
components analysis (CCA) is performed, which detects

connected regions in a binary image, allowing the identi-
fication of areas with the same binary label (Bailey and
Johnston, 2007). We then eliminate predicted roads with
an area of less than 100 pixels, as empirically proposed by
Jiao et al. (2024), since small areas are likely noise rather
than representing actual roads, which typically have larger
interconnected regions. Secondly, a morphological closing
operation is applied. This operation uses a sliding window to
perform local adjustments across the image (Bovik, 2009).

Mühlematter et al.: Preprint submitted to Elsevier Page 4 of 19



Probabilistic road classification in historical maps using synthetic data and deep learning

The closing operation helps maintain topology after vector-
ization, ensuring that disconnected predictions are linked.
It also improves vectorization by filling holes within road
predictions, preventing the creation of dual road axes around
such holes during skeletonization. A uniform 3 × 3 kernel
is used for this operation, implemented with the Python
package OpenCV (Itseez, 2015).
3.2.3. Skeletonization and vectorization

To convert the raster data into vector data, we first per-
form skeletonization, a morphological operation that shrinks
the areas to one-pixel-wide lines representing the road axes.
We use the algorithm developed by Lee et al. (1994), imple-
mented in the Python package Scikit-Image (der Walt et al.,
2014).

Converting pixel-based lines into vector data poses a
challenge, as existing algorithms primarily output points or
areas rather than lines. To address this, we developed our
own vectorization algorithm. It utilizes the 8-neighbourhood
to identify lines between source and possible target pix-
els. This algorithm generates one vector line per pair of
connected pixels. We conducted subsequent dissolve and
generalization operations, where small line segments were
merged while disjoint features remained separate. This ap-
proach ensures a topologically correct dataset where each
line represents a road between two intersections.
3.2.4. Generalization

Following a multipart to singlepart operation, the dataset
underwent generalization using the Douglas-Peucker algo-
rithm (Douglas and Peucker, 1973), with a distance param-
eter set to 1.9 m. Given the raster resolution of 1.25 m
(equivalent to 1.77 m in the diagonal direction), the chosen
distance of 1.9 m is appropriate for the task. This value was
selected based partly on prior research (Jiao et al., 2024) and
qualitative analysis using the validation set.
3.2.5. Coordinate grid filtering

After pre-training the segmentation model with the Swiss
Map and fine-tuning it with the Siegfried Map, both of which
feature a similar coordinate grid representation, the model is
largely capable of distinguishing coordinate grid lines from
roads. However, there may still be instances where some
coordinate grid lines are mistakenly classified as roads, often
appearing as short lines that create slight zigzag patterns
at intersections of correctly predicted roads. This occurs
because the intersection point of skeletonization is based
on the center of mass. Hence, we utilize the properties of
the coordinate grid for additional enhancements. Since the
grid comprises only horizontal or vertical lines, and we have
knowledge about the coordinates of the grid, we can filter
out the horizontal lines using the following criteria:

• The 𝑦-coordinates of all vertices of a line have to be
within a certain buffer around one of the known 𝑦-
coordinates of the coordinate grid.

• The sum of all subsequent differences of the 𝑦-
coordinates should be approximately zero.

𝑁vertices
∑

𝑖=2
𝑦𝑖 − 𝑦𝑖−1 ≈ 0. (1)

• As verification criteria, the summation of differences
in 𝑥-direction should be at least one order of magni-
tude greater than those in the 𝑦-direction.
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𝑁vertices
∑
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|

|

|

|

. (2)

Vertical lines may be filtered analogously.
3.3. Classification

After segmenting and vectorizing the sheets of the
Siegfried Map, we obtained a vector dataset. However, this
dataset lacks road class labels. In this section, we leverage
neural networks trained on synthetic data to classify and
label the roads in the derived vector dataset.
3.3.1. Synthetic training and validation data

Given the symbolization of the five road classes and the
predicted and vectorized road geometries (Figure 5b) for the
corresponding Siegfried Map sheet (Figure 5a), we aim to
train a model that assigns classes to each road.

First, we randomly assign road classes to each road in
the vector dataset. Using these randomly assigned classes,
we overlay the original Siegfried Map with the vector lines
in the corresponding symbolization, as shown in Figure 5c.
This process allows us to create a synthetic Siegfried Map
with known road class labels. We annotate these labels
(Figure 5d) and then perform the same pre-processing steps
described in Section 3.1.1 for the segmentation. With the
synthetic Siegfried Map and the corresponding synthetic
labels, we generate training and validation data suitable for
supervised learning.
3.3.2. Road classification model

Training a road classification model presents several
challenges. Firstly, road segmentation and classification is
a difficult task, especially given the limited training data
available for our study. To address this, we reuse the pre-
trained Attention ResU-Net model initially trained on a bi-
nary road segmentation task described in Section 3.1.2. We
replace its final layer to predict outputs for each road class.
Additionally, we employ a hard masking approach to facili-
tate learning: The classification model is only responsible for
predicting road class probabilities, while the road geometries
are provided through hard masking. Specifically, we buffer
the predicted and post-processed vector geometries with a
buffer size of 5 pixels. This mask is then used during training
and inference to modify the predicted class likelihoods as
follows:

𝑀𝑎𝑠𝑘𝑖𝑛𝑔 =
{

𝑝(𝑛𝑜 𝑟𝑜𝑎𝑑) = 1, 𝑝(𝐶𝑙𝑎𝑠𝑠 𝑖) = 0, 𝑖𝑓 𝑚𝑎𝑠𝑘 = 1
𝑝(𝑛𝑜 𝑟𝑜𝑎𝑑) = 0, 𝑝(𝐶𝑙𝑎𝑠𝑠 𝑖) = 𝑝𝑖, 𝑖𝑓 𝑚𝑎𝑠𝑘 = 0

}

, (3)

Mühlematter et al.: Preprint submitted to Elsevier Page 5 of 19
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(a) Original Siegfried Map (b) Vectorized predictions

(c) Synthetic Siegfried Map (d) Synthetic labels

Figure 5: Creation of synthetic training data. Geodata ©
Swisstopo3.

where 𝑝(𝑥) refers to the predicted class probability of road
class x or the label "no road." Since the binary segmentation
model has implicitly learned suitable features for identifying
roads of each class, minimal fine-tuning of only two epochs
with a constant learning rate of 0.0005 is sufficient.

Another challenge in road classification is ensuring the
robustness of the model. Training on synthetic data in-
troduces a distribution shift, as visible in Figure 5, since
synthetic data does not entirely follow the same distribution
as the original Siegfried Map. Moreover, our framework is
based on predicted class probabilities, necessitating that our
model is calibrated to produce reliable uncertainty estima-
tions.

To enhance the robustness of our model, we employ
several strategies. First, we use the Adam optimizer with a
weight decay of 0.00001 for regularization (Kingma and Ba,
2014). Additionally, to improve calibration and add regular-
ization, we apply label smoothing with an epsilon parameter
of 0.05 to the cross-entropy loss function (Müller et al.,
2019). We further train an ensemble of models by training
30 models with different initializations of the last layer and
varying the order of training images to increase diversity
between the ensemble members (Lakshminarayanan et al.,
2017). This ensemble approach enhances the model’s pre-
dictive performance and calibration by addressing epistemic
uncertainty. Detailed information regarding training, model
selection, and performance can be found in Appendix C. As a
result of the classification model, we obtain six probabilities
for each pixel, five indicating its likelihood of belonging to
the corresponding road class and one hard masked probabil-
ity for not being a road.

3.3.3. Road class assignment
While the output of the classification model allows

for pixel-wise road class assignment, further processing is
needed to classify the vectorized roads. A straightforward
approach would be to assign the road class that is most
prominent along a vectorized road segment, where we define
a road segment as a road between two intersections.

Although this approach works well for many roads, there
may be situations where the road class changes along a
road segment, leading to incorrect road class assignments.
We anoint these points of road class changes along a road
segment as split points. To accurately identify this split
points, we developed a methodology based on discretizing
and filtering the predicted road class probabilities of the
classification model. These predictions implicitly contain
already information about potential road class changes due
to the fine-grained prediction resolution.

We utilize this information by first dividing the vector-
ized road segments into smaller road parts, each with a
maximum length of 10 m. Each road part is then buffered
with a 6 m radius, resulting in a set of polygons. Then,
the mean value of all pixels within the buffer polygons is
calculated for the five road classes. This process results in a
discrete probability value for each road part of the entire
road segment. By combining these probabilities with the
length of each road part, we can plot a line graph that shows
the mean probability as a function of distance along a road
segment for the five road classes, as illustrated in Figure 6a.

In this plot, split points can be identified at locations
where the class with the highest mean probability changes
along the road segment. This allows us to divide a road
segment into several sections of different road classes at
these potential split points (grey, dashed lines). However,
the predicted class probabilities can be noisy due to the
distribution shifts from the synthetic training data and the
original Siegfried Map, which may result in unrealistic sit-
uations where road classes change frequently, leading to
very short sections. Therefore, we introduce an additional
filtering mechanism to filter out false positive split points.

More precisely, we define some heuristics for filtering
out road sections shorter than 80 m between two split points:

• If the road section before the first split point and the
road section after the second split point have the same
assigned road class, all three road sections are merged.

• If the road section before the first split point and the
road section after the split point point have different
assigned road classes, the short road section between
the two split points is divided in the middle. The first
part is merged with the road section before the first
split point, and the second part is merged with the road
section after the second split point.

We iterate over all road sections and apply this procedure
repeatedly until all sections are at least 80 m long. The
filtered split points (black, dashed lines) are assumed to be
true split points. Knowing the positions of these filtered
split points, we can divide the entire road segment between

Mühlematter et al.: Preprint submitted to Elsevier Page 6 of 19
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two intersections into several road segment of different road
classes.

In the final step, all the extracted road segments are
classified by assigning the road class with the highest mean
probability, using zonal statistics with a buffer of 6 m. Addi-
tionally, we exclude the first and last 20 m of an entire road
between two intersections for road class assignment. These
segments are within crossroad areas where the predictions
are less reliable caused by the distribution shift.

Figure 6b illustrates an example of a road with a split
point, while Figure 6a displays the corresponding line plot.
From a technical standpoint, this process was implemented
using the Python libraries Shapely (Gillies et al., 2024) and
Rasterstats (Perry, 2015).

(a) Mean probabilities of the five road classes as a function of
distance, including all potential split points (shown in gray) and
the filtered split point (shown in black)

(b) Resulting lines with the split point

Figure 6: Correctly identified split point along a road segment.
Geodata © Swisstopo3.

3.4. Evaluation
In addition to visual assessment, we quantitatively eval-

uate our approach’s resulting road vectorization and classifi-
cation. We calculate the metrics Completeness and Correct-
ness to assess the quality of the extracted vector lines. Those
metrics are based on the vectorized ground truth (GT) and
the classified and vectorized lines (Wiedemann, 2003). The
computation involves measuring the length of correctly or
incorrectly classified lines within a buffer:

Completeness = Length of GT within the buffer of vectorized lines
Length of GT

, (4)

Correctness = Length of vectorized lines within the buffer of GT
Length of vectorized lines

. (5)

We used a buffer size of five meters for this study.
Besides evaluating these metrics for each road class, we
calculated a weighted score by weighting the Completeness
value by the length of each road class in the ground truth.
Similarly, we weighted the Correctness values by the length
of each predicted and vectorized road class, as suggested by
Jiao et al. (2024).

4. Experiment, results, and evaluation
This Section presents and discusses our approach’s vi-

sual and quantitative results. First, we present the results
of extracting and vectorizing roads from historical maps.
Next, we visually and quantitatively evaluate and discuss
the final results produced by our method. Following this, we
discuss the issue of distribution shift between the original
Siegfried Map and the synthetic road class data used for
training and validation. Finally, we analyze the robustness
of our approach through a sensitivity analysis of the road
assignment algorithm.
4.1. Road extraction and vectorization

A well-performing binary segmentation model for iden-
tifying roads is essential for our approach, as the road ge-
ometries are derived from the predictions. Figure 7 presents
some visual results of the Attention ResU-Net model on the
test data. The model accurately segments roads of varying
widths and classes and correctly does not frequently identify
contour lines or the coordinate grid as roads. Overall, our
model demonstrates strong performance in the segmentation
task. Quantitative results supporting this assessment can be
found in Appendix B.7.

(a) Siegfried Map (b) Prediction

Figure 7: Prediction of the binary segmentation model Atten-
tion ResU-Net on the test data. Geodata © Swisstopo3.

Figure 8 illustrates the following vectorization process.
First, the binary segmentation model predictions undergo
morphological operations, and skeletonization followed by
vectorization, as shown in Figure 8b. The resulting vector
dataset approximates the axes of the extracted roads. How-
ever, the vector dataset contains zigzag lines due to noise
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in the predictions and excessive support points per road.
We applied the Douglas-Peucker algorithm to address this
(Douglas and Peucker, 1973), resulting in a smoother vector
dataset, as presented in Figure 8c. Comparing the resulting
vector dataset with the ground truth in Figure 8d, we see
that our approach successfully vectorizes roads. However,
limitations remain. For instance, skeletonization can lead
to inaccuracies at road intersections due to changes in the
center of mass where three or more road segments meet,
or, the generalization can lead to an inaccurate road axis,
such as the driveway in the middle left. Additionally, some
inaccuracies are introduced by the segmentation model in
challenging situations, such as the dashed road symbol at
the bottom right near the house, where the model incorrectly
inferred that the road does not continue.

(a) Prediction from the seg-
mentation model

(b) Vectorization of prediction
(orange)

(c) Generalization (red) (d) Ground truth (green)

Figure 8: Visual assessment of the vectroization result with a
challenging situation. Geodata © Swisstopo3.

Despite pre-training our binary segmentation model on
Swiss Map, there are still instances where the model incor-
rectly classifies the coordinate grid as a road. This issue
arises because the coordinate grid uses symbology similar to
road class 2 (Figure 1). Our analytical coordinate grid filter
significantly enhances the quality of the vectorized dataset
by accurately removing these incorrectly extracted roads, as
demonstrated in Figure 9.
4.2. Quantitative and visual assessment

The evaluation of our approach resulted in a weighted
score of 91.01% for Completeness and 91.64% for Correct-
ness. For Class 2, the most frequent class in the Siegfried
Map, we achieved scores of over 94% and 92% using only
the pure road geometries and symbolization as training

(a) Generalized road geome-
tries with filtered misidentified
roads (red) and not filtered
roads (green)

(b) Ground truth (blue)

Figure 9: Coordinate grid filtering in challenging situations.
Geodata © Swisstopo3.

Class Completeness [%] Correctness [%]

Class 1 86.06 94.01
Class 2 94.23 92.58
Class 3 94.76 88.00
Class 4 79.36 93.72
Class 5 89.51 72.89

Weighted 91.01 91.64

Table 1
Final scores with a segmentation interval 𝛿 = 10 m, a minimal
line length 𝑙 = 80 m, and buffer size 𝛽 = 6 m for the zonal
statistics.

data. Class 5 was the most challenging to classify correctly,
probably because the line width of the symbol varies from
map sheet to map sheet, due to the inherent quality issues
of historical maps. Our implementation based on OpenCV
includes a random element for the line widths, the spacing
between double line symbols, and the dashing, in order to
produce synthetic data with a certain level of variability.
Since the Siegfried Map is a hand-made map, all symboliza-
tions are subject to a certain variability, and thus, this ran-
dom component allows us to further reduce the distribution
shift. Detailed evaluations for all road classes are shown in
Table 1.

Figure 10 shows the results where our approach worked
well, while challenging situations are shown in Figure 11.
The most accurate results were achieved outside settlements,
while the performance in dense areas is lower, as shown in
Figure 11a. Taking a closer look at the painting process, we
can observe that we first need to overdraw all roads with a
width of 13 pixels. This is necessary because the roads in
class 5 are this wide, and we need to cover them completely.
Since narrower roads are often present in villages, and build-
ings were often built right up to the roads at that time, we also
end up overdrawing many buildings and can no longer create
synthetic roads that reach up to the buildings. This results
in a particularly large distribution shift in this situation,
which likely leads to lower performance. Furthermore, roads
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within a settlement are often shorter than 80 m and have
consequently fewer pixels available for classification than
longer roads. Therefore, outliers in the model output have
a greater influence on the classification. Another reason
for the inferior performance on very short roads (less than
40 m in length) is that we are unable to crop the inter-
section areas for classification. These areas pose two main
challenges: First, the quality of the painted intersections is
often inferior, resulting in a significant distribution shift.
Second, the vectorization algorithm assigns the intersection
point to the center of mass of the intersection rather than
the geometrically correct intersection point. Consequently,
we end up training on intersection areas with inaccurate
synthetic geometries.

Figure 11c illustrates an example of difficulties classify-
ing classes 4 and 5 overland. These symbols are very similar
and exhibit slight variations from map to map, which causes
the classifier to struggle to distinguish between the two
classes. A similar issue is observed with classes 1, 2, and 3.
In Figure 11c, the symbolizations for classes 1 and 2 consist
of individual lines overlaid on a forest texture. However,
in the synthetic training data, roads in forests have a broad
yellowish background for covering completely the original
roads on the Siegfried Map. This results in a particularly
large distribution shift in forest areas, making it unsurprising
that the classifier occasionally confuses these classes with
class 3.
4.3. Synthetic training data: Effect of distribution

shift
In this Section, we analyze the impact of distribution

shift on the performance of our road classification model.
Although using synthetic labeled data reduces the cost of
generating training data, the distribution shift between syn-
thetic and real data often challenges the model’s ability to
generalize well (Zhang et al., 2021). Figure 5 illustrates
the limitations in the quality of synthetic data, highlighting
the risk that original Siegfried Map inputs may be prob-
lematic for the network to generalize due to being out-of-
distribution. Additionally, reliable uncertainty estimations in
such settings are challenging (Zhang et al., 2021).

We investigated the effect of ensembling on improving
the robustness and calibration of the model. Figure 12 shows
the 𝐹1 𝑆𝑐𝑜𝑟𝑒 and 𝐵𝑟𝑖𝑒𝑟 𝑆𝑐𝑜𝑟𝑒 for both the validation and
test sets. Increasing the ensemble size enhances predictive
performance and improves the quality of the predicted class
probabilities. The effect is more pronounced on the test data
than on the synthetic validation data due to the higher epis-
temic uncertainty in the test data caused by the distribution
shift. Since ensemble members may converge to different
modes of the loss function, each member can be seen as a
Monte Carlo sample from the posterior distribution, where
averaging predictions of different members results in more
reliable predictions for regions in the input space lacking
training data (Wilson and Izmailov, 2020; Izmailov et al.,
2021).

(a) Prediction (b) Ground truth

(c) Prediction (d) Ground truth

(e) Prediction (f) Ground truth

Figure 10: Visual assessment of the final result. The Siegfried
Map is shown in grayscale and the vectorized labeled roads in
colour, whereby class 1 is coloured blue, class 2 green, class 3
purple, class 4 orange and class 5 red. Geodata © Swisstopo3.

Surprisingly, the 𝐵𝑟𝑖𝑒𝑟 𝑆𝑐𝑜𝑟𝑒 is lower for the synthetic
validation data. This pattern should be interpreted with care
since the 𝐵𝑟𝑖𝑒𝑟 𝑆𝑐𝑜𝑟𝑒 metric includes also the majority
class of "no road" pixels. This class is predicted by the
hard masking mechanism, meaning that it is not affected by
the distribution shift. More results and the definition of the
evaluation metrics can be found in Appendix C.3 and D.
4.4. Sensitivity analysis for hyperparameters of

the road class assignment
The split point detection with the consecutive road class

assignment has several hyperparameters that must be se-
lected before applying the framework. These hyperparame-
ters are the discretization or segmentation interval 𝛿 to map
the predicted probabilities to the road lines; the minimum
line length 𝑙 that a section must have between two split
points; and the buffer size 𝛽 used in the zonal statistics.
To evaluate the robustness of our road class assignment,
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(a) Prediction (b) Ground truth

(c) Prediction (d) Ground truth

Figure 11: Visual assessment of the final result with challenging
situations. The Siegfried Map is shown in grayscale and the
vectorized labeled roads in colour, whereby class 1 is coloured
blue, class 2 green, class 3 purple, class 4 orange and class 5
red. Geodata © Swisstopo3.

we conducted a sensitivity analysis. This was achieved by
varying specific parameters and assessing the impact on
classification performance. The results are presented in Ta-
ble 2.

For the segmentation interval 𝛿, there exists a trade-off
between slightly higher scores and the processing time. We
therefore suggest an interval of 10 m, although the scores are
marginally higher at 5 m. For a large-scale application, this
post-processing step could also be further optimized.

The minimum line length parameter, denoted as 𝑙, ap-
pears to have an optimal range between 40 m and 120 m.
Our initial evaluation defined this parameter as 80 m. This
parameter influences the method’s sensitivity to a certain
extent; thus, it can partially suppress noise. However, it must
be noted that it may also suppress true split points.

While our classification model predicts all roads as
13 pixel lines, equivalent to 16.25 m in width, we discov-
ered that predictions near the road edges tend to degrade
classification performance. Consequently, we introduced an
additional hyperparameter, the buffer size 𝛽. This parameter
appears to be optimally set around 6 m. The primary issue
likely lies in the fact that for road classes 3, 4, and 5, classes 1
or 2 are more likely to be predicted at the edges of roads, with
the correct classification of 3, 4, or 5 near the road axis. This
can be explained by the similarity in symbology. Conversely,
for classes 1 and 2, factors such as texture, buildings, or
fonts may exert a greater influence towards the edge of the
prediction area. A larger buffer size covering more predicted

(a) 𝐹1 𝑆𝑐𝑜𝑟𝑒 (↑)

(b) 𝐵𝑟𝑖𝑒𝑟 𝑆𝑐𝑜𝑟𝑒 (↓)

Figure 12: Evaluation metrics dependent on the ensemble size
for validation and test data. Validation data is synthtetic, while
test data refers to the original Siegfried Map.

pixels contributes to a larger sample size for determining
the mean value. This situation presents two contrasting
arguments - one advocating for a wider buffer size and the
other for a narrower one. The equilibrium between these
opposing factors appears to be reached with a buffer size
of approximately 6 m.

Surprisingly, the results are very similar despite the dif-
ferent hyperparameters; in fact, all weighted values are about
90%. Overall, these results demonstrate that our approach is
very robust regarding parameter choices, making it feasible
to rely purely on synthetic labeled data, and potentially
generalizable to other historical map or even remote sensing
datasets.

5. Discussion
The results in Section 4 demonstrate that our proposed

approach accurately vectorizes and classifies roads in histor-
ical maps. We utilize deep learning to extract roads from his-
torical maps (Figure 7), which are then post-processed and
vectorized (Figure 8). The resulting vector dataset is used
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𝜹 𝒍 𝜷 Comp. [%] Corr. [%]

5m 10m 6m Class 1 86.08 94.29
Class 2 94.30 92.66
Class 3 95.31 88.06
Class 4 80.19 94.59
Class 5 89.51 73.41

Weighted 91.20 91.83

20m 10m 6m Class 1 85.78 93.80
Class 2 94.27 92.44
Class 3 94.39 88.33
Class 4 79.31 93.45
Class 5 89.53 72.43

Weighted 90.92 91.53

10m 40m 6m Class 1 83.15 93.45
Class 2 93.68 91.57
Class 3 93.61 84.46
Class 4 77.79 91.53
Class 5 89.56 68.95

Weighted 89.77 90.09

10m 120m 6m Class 1 85.57 92.86
Class 2 93.83 92.48
Class 3 94.69 87.92
Class 4 79.67 94.32
Class 5 91.26 74.35

Weighted 90.75 91.43

10m 80m 4m Class 1 84.85 94.03
Class 2 94.14 92.61
Class 3 94.39 86.92
Class 4 79.54 93.00
Class 5 90.37 69.74

Weighted 90.68 91.29

10m 80m 10m Class 1 87.17 91.78
Class 2 93.32 91.20
Class 3 94.85 88.12
Class 4 73.73 95.06
Class 5 84.57 78.81

Weighted 90.16 90.79

Table 2
Results of the sensitivity analysis for the hyperparameter of
the split point detection: segmentation interval 𝛿, minimum
line length 𝑙, and buffer size 𝛽. The final results are shown
in Table 1 and were calculated with 𝛿 = 10m, 𝑙 = 80m, and
𝛽 = 6m

to generate synthetic road class labeled data by leveraging
symbol painting (Figure 5). We then employ probabilistic
deep learning by training on the synthetic labeled dataset and
predicting accurate road class probabilities. Subsequently,
we analyze the predicted probabilities along the road seg-
ments to identify split points, where the road class changes,
allowing accurate road class assignment. Our method has
proven to be robust and high-performing based on both
visual assessments (Figure 10) and quantitative assessments
(Tables 1 and 2), despite the problematic distribution shift
between the synthetic data and the original Siegfried Map.

This work presents innovations in vectorization and clas-
sification of roads and other symbols in historical maps. Our
approach yields a vector dataset with class labels, distin-
guishing it from previous research (Chiang et al., 2009; Jiao
et al., 2022a). The most closely related work is by Jiao et al.
(2024), which made significant contributions by utilizing
symbol painting for road classification without the need for
expensive, class-labeled training data. This method involves

classifying roads using the painting function to symbolize
each extracted road segment directly. Then, the most ap-
propriate road class is chosen by finding the symbology
that minimizes the difference between the symbolized road
and the input Siegfried Map. We believe that our approach
extends the previous work by using symbol painting to
generate synthetic data for conducting probabilistic road
classification based on deep learning. Our sophisticated road
class assignment further allows us to accurately find changes
in road class along a route. Our approach particularly ex-
cels in producing superior results for classes where symbol
painting-based classification is challenging, such as road
class 1 (Figure 1), where the placement of each dash is
problematic. We address this issue through the translation
equivariance of neural networks, whereby the exact position
of a dash in a road does not influence the classification,
compared to template matching-based approaches.

Although we used the Siegfried Map for our study, our
method should be applicable to other historical map series,
as road symbology is often similar. Slight modifications to
the symbol painting should be sufficient for applying the
method. The chosen approach could likely also be applied
to other line elements, such as tram or railway lines, streams
or rivers. Future research could also consider utilizing a
modified version of our framework for remote sensing ap-
plications, such as the extraction and classification of line
features from satellite images.

Despite our approach performing well, especially given
the small amount of unlabeled training data, some limita-
tions can still be improved. We suspect that the distribu-
tion shift between synthetic training and test data is our
approach’s primary source of error: Since the widest roads
have a width of 13 pixels, we need to paint over all roads
in the synthetic training data with that width to cover them
completely. This results in a change in the distribution be-
tween artificial and real data in more densely populated areas
with narrow roads and buildings close to the roads. In these
areas, roads classified as 1 or 2 will never have buildings
directly aligned with the road. Therefore, our model still has
problems in these regions, as visible in Figure 11a. Secondly,
the vectorization process still has a lot of potential. So far,
only a pixel-by-pixel vectorization of the skeletonization
with subsequent generalization has been implemented. A
more sophisticated method, such as the algorithm of Mena
(2006) for the topologically correct vectorization of roads
from binary segmented satellite images or the framework de-
veloped by Hilaire and Tombre (2006) for the vectorization
of hand-drawn plans could further improve our approach.

Additionally, our approach can easily make use of other
neural network architectures. Interesting is the application
of transformer models for road extraction (Vaswani et al.,
2017; Dosovitskiy et al., 2020; Zhang et al., 2024). Despite
the smaller inductive bias of these architectures compared
to convolutional neural networks, transformers require large
amounts of data to achieve superior performance (Dosovit-
skiy et al., 2020). Recent studies have explored parameter-
efficient fine-tuning of transformer models using Low-Rank
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Adaptation (LoRA) (Hu et al., 2021), also used for enhanc-
ing model calibration and performance (Halbheer et al.,
2024). By pretraining a segmentation transformer on various
cartographic or non-cartographic tasks using self-supervised
learning (Park et al., 2023), and then fine-tuning it with
historical maps, one can potentially achieve superior results.

6. Conclusion
Our study introduces an innovative approach for classi-

fying and converting roads from historical maps into vector
format. The method employs cascaded training on a neural
network for road segmentation, followed by post-processing
and vectorization. We create synthetic road class-labeled
training data to address the challenge of expensive manual
labeling. Our approach is applicable to classifying other
symbols on historical maps.

We showcase the efficiency and performance of our
framework using the Swiss Siegfried Map. Through visual
assessments, quantitative evaluations, and sensitivity anal-
ysis, we conclude that our method enhances accuracy and
robustness compared to existing approaches.

Our key contributions are as follows: firstly, we demon-
strate the use of symbol painting to generate synthetic la-
beled training data, achieving sufficient quality to train neu-
ral networks for road classification. Secondly, we devel-
oped a sophisticated classification algorithm that takes the
predicted road class probabilities as input and accurately
classifies road segments, even when the road class changes
along a segment. Finally, our comprehensive framework,
including advanced data processing such as coordinate grid
filtering, yields promising results, as evidenced by visual and
quantitative assessments. This leads to cost and time savings
through the automation of manual work. The vectorized and
classified roads can be utilized for various studies, including
the analysis of road network evolution, emerging economies,
urban development, and the design of sustainable transport
infrastructures.
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Appendix
A. Data

This Section provides further details about the datasets
we used for this study.
A.1. Siegfried Map

The Siegfried Map sheets are available as GeoTIFFs
with a resolution of 1.25m per pixel in the reference frame
CH1903 (EPSG: 21781). Table 3 presents the region and
year of each of the map sheets used for training, validation,
or testing. Note that geometries are only available for the
city of Zurich for the training data; therefore, only parts
of the four training sheets were used for training. In order
to mask the Siegfried Map sheets without complete ground
truth coverage, we downloaded the city boundary from the
geoportal of the city of Zurich 4.
A.2. Swiss Map

We utilized the Swiss national map to pretrain our binary
segmentation model. Specifically, we used the raster dataset
Swiss Map Raster 25 with a resolution of 1.25m per pixel
as input data, along with the road geometries from the Swiss
Map Vector 25 dataset. Both datasets are georeferenced in
the CH1903+ reference frame (EPSG: 2056). An overview
of the map sheets can be found in Table 4; Figure 13 shows an
example excerpt from the Swiss Map Raster 25 with overlaid
roads from the Swiss Map Vector 25 in red.

Figure 13: Example excerpt from the Swiss Map Raster 25 with
overlaid roads from the Swiss Map Vector 25 (red). Geodata
© Swisstopo3.

B. Binary segmentation
This section provides further details about the binary

segmentation model used for extracting roads from historical
maps. It covers model selection and evaluation, hyperparam-
eter tuning, training, and investigations into data augmenta-
tion. The metrics used in this chapter to assess the models’
performance are specified in detail in Appendix D.
B.1. Baseline model architecture

We have implemented a simpler baseline model in ad-
dition to our over-parameterized proposed model shown in

4https://www.stadt-zuerich.ch/geodaten/download/95
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Split Sheet Number Region Year

Train 158 Schlieren 1940
Train 159 Schwamendingen 1940
Train 160 Birmensdorf 1940
Train 161 Zürich 1940
Validation 017 Rheinfelden 1940
Test 199 Ruswil 1941
Test 385 Schangnau 1941

Table 3
Split, region, and year of each map sheet of the Siegfried Map.

Split Sheet Number Region Year

Train 1052 Andelfingen 2019
Train 1053 Frauenfeld 2019
Train 1072 Winterthur 2019
Train 1073 Wil 2019
Train 1125 Chasseral 2021
Train 1130 Hochdorf 2021
Train 1131 Zug 2021
Train 1144 Val de Ruz 2020
Train 1145 Bieler See 2021
Train 1150 Luzern 2021
Train 1151 Rigi 2021
Train 1164 Neuchâtel 2020
Train 1165 Murten / Morat 2020
Validation 1166 Bern 2021
Validation 1167 Worb 2021
Train 1184 Payerne 2020
Train 1185 Fribourg / Freiburg 2020
Validation 1186 Schwarzenburg 2021
Validation 1187 Münsingen 2021

Table 4
Split, region, and year of each map sheet of the Swiss Map.

Figure 4. The architecture of Small U-Net is illustrated in
Figure 14 and is inspired by the original U-Net architecture
(Ronneberger et al., 2015). The model includes three max-
pooling-based downsampling stages with skip connections
that copy the intermediate feature maps to the upsampling
part, which utilizes transposed convolutions (Zeiler et al.,
2010). A batch normalization layer (Ioffe and Szegedy,
2015) and a ReLU activation function follow each convo-
lution operation.
B.2. Training details

All binary segmentation models were trained using the
Adam optimizer (Kingma and Ba, 2014). The training pro-
tocol incorporates a learning rate warm-up phase of 100
iterations with batch size 32, during which the learning rate
linearly increases from 0 to the base learning rate, followed
by a cosine annealing schedule for the remaining steps.
Gradient clipping was applied to ensure gradients did not
surpass a maximum norm of 1 during training. The Dice
Loss function was employed to address the class imbalance
between road and non-road pixels (Milletari et al., 2016).
Min-max normalization was applied to the image data by

scaling pixel values from their original range of 0 to 255 to a
normalized range of 0 to 1. This preprocessing step ensures
uniformity across the dataset, aiding in improved perfor-
mance and faster convergence of the deep learning model
(Sola and Sevilla, 1997). The training spanned 50 epochs.
We applied early stopping regularization to all models (Mor-
gan and Bourlard, 1990): During training, we evaluated the
models on the validation set after each epoch, monitoring
the validation scores based on the Intersection over Union
(IoU) criterion. The final model weights were selected based
on the highest validation score achieved during training.
For Attention ResU-Net models, a dropout rate of 0.3 was
utilized during training. The training process was executed
on a 11GB GTX 1080 Ti GPU using torchvision 0.17.2.
B.3. Model pre-training

As described in the main paper, we experimented with
transfer learning by initializing our model with pre-trained
weights before training on the Siegfried Map. Initially, we
loaded weights pre-trained on ImageNet using PyTorch into
the encoder part of our Attention ResU-Net model (Deng
et al., 2009), which is based on the ResNet-18 classification
model (He et al., 2015). Subsequently, we trained the entire
Attention ResU-Net model on the Swiss Map dataset. In this
stage, we followed the procedure detailed in Appendix B.2,
except that we used a base learning rate of 0.0005 with 3000
warm-up iterations and trained for 20 epochs using 19 Swiss
Map sheets. The model was evaluated on a validation set
consisting of 5120 patches with a resolution of 500x500
pixels. The scores can be found in Table 5.
B.4. Hyperparameter tuning

We performed hyperparameter tuning to determine the
best base learning rate for each type of model we studied.
Table 6 displays the 𝐴𝑐𝑐𝑢𝑟𝑎𝑐𝑦 score and 𝐼𝑜𝑈 for all the
learning rates we evaluated on the validation set. Addition-
ally, Table 7 indicates the selected epoch for model selection
based on the 𝐼𝑜𝑈 score on the validation set.
B.5. Effect of data augmentation

Given the limited size of the training data in this study,
data augmentation can potentially be used to artificially
increase the dataset size. However, if the augmented data sig-
nificantly deviates from the original data distribution, it may
negatively impact generalization performance (Mumuni and
Mumuni, 2022). Therefore, we analyzed the effect of data
augmentation on validation set performance. Specifically,
we compared no data augmentation with horizontal/vertical
flipping combined with either random continuous rotations
between 0-360 degrees or discrete rotations of 0, 90, 180,
or 270 degrees. For these experiments, we used the baseline
Small U-Net model described in Appendix B.2 trained with
a learning rate of 0.1.

Table 8 shows the comparison results. It’s clear that con-
tinuous rotation reduces the model’s generalization ability.
This is due to the fact that the coordinate grid lines are
consistently horizontal and vertical, leading to a scenario
where the model cannot learn to distinguish these lines from
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Figure 14: Baseline: Small U-Net model architecture with a total of 110’689 parameters.

Model Pre-trained Accuracy F1 Precision Recall IoU

Attention ResU-Net ImageNet 98.55% 96.63% 96.44% 96.83% 88.84%

Table 5
Performance results of the model on the Swiss Map validation set during the pre-training phase.

roads with similar symbology. On the other hand, discrete
rotation enhances performance by preserving the inherent
structure of the coordinate grid while artificially increasing
the training data size.
B.6. Model selection

The model selection was based on the performance of the
validation set. Table 9 presents the results for different mod-
els on the validation set. It is clear that our proposed method,
Attention ResU-Net, performs better than our baseline, Small
U-Net. Furthermore, the results show that initializing the
encoder part of Attention ResU-Net with ImageNet pre-
trained weights leads to slightly better performance than
random initialization. However, the best-performing model

was the Attention ResU-Net, which was first initialized with
an ImageNet pre-trained encoder before being pre-trained on
Swiss Map. Then, the model was fine-tuned on the Siegfried
Map. This model was finaly selected for our classification
framework.
B.7. Performance on test data

We evaluated all models on the test dataset as an addi-
tional study for research purposes without conducting model
selection for our framework. Table 10 presents the results
for all the implemented models on the test data. The se-
lected model Attention ResU-Net pre-trained on Swiss Map
achieves the best scores overall on the test data.

Model Pre-trained Learning rate 0.1 Learning rate 0.01 Learning rate 0.001

𝐴𝑐𝑐𝑢𝑟𝑎𝑐𝑦 𝐼𝑜𝑈 𝐴𝑐𝑐𝑢𝑟𝑎𝑐𝑦 𝐼𝑜𝑈 𝐴𝑐𝑐𝑢𝑟𝑎𝑐𝑦 𝐼𝑜𝑈

Small U-Net No 97.76% 82.27% 97.73% 81.95% 97.19% 78.76%
Attention ResU-Net No 97.72% 82.21% 97.74% 82.44% 97.78% 82.66%
Attention ResU-Net ImageNet 97.68% 81.77% 97.91% 83.43% 93.14% 59.78%
Attention ResU-Net ImageNet + Swiss Map 97.77% 82.58% 98.08% 84.75% 98.11% 84.95%

Table 6
Results of evaluating different learning rates during hyperparameter tuning for each model on the validation set, with the best
scores based on the selected learning rate for each model highlighted.
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Model Pre-trained Learning rate 0.1 Learning rate 0.01 Learning rate 0.001

Best epoch Best epoch Best epoch

Small U-Net No 47/50 41/50 30/50
Attention ResU-Net No 41/50 43/50 35/50
Attention ResU-Net ImageNet 31/50 38/50 14/50
Attention ResU-Net ImageNet + Swiss Map 40/50 45/50 37/50

Table 7
Best-performing epoch selected for early stopping regularization for each model, along with the evaluated hyperparameter. The
𝐼𝑜𝑈 score on the validation set served as the early stopping metric, with the model from the best-performing epoch being selected.

Model Augmentation Best epoch Accuracy IoU

Small U-Net No 32/50 97.58% 80.19%
Small U-Net Horizontal/vertical flip (p=0.5), rotation (0°, 90°, 180°, 270°) 47/50 97.76% 82.27%
Small U-Net Horizontal/vertical flip (p=0.5), rotation (0°-360°) 43/50 97.18% 78.91%

Table 8
The effect of data augmentation on the validation set performance. All models were trained with early stopping based on IoU
and a learning rate of 0.1.

C. Road classification model
This Section provides further details about the road clas-

sification model, including training details and additional
results. The metrics used in this chapter to assess the models’
performance are specified in detail in Appendix D.
C.1. Training details

The classification model was trained using the Adam
optimizer with a weight decay of 0.00001 for regularization
(Kingma and Ba, 2014). A constant learning rate of 0.0005
and a batch size of 16 were used. Gradient clipping was
applied to prevent gradients from exceeding a maximum
norm of 1 during training. The image data was normalized
using min-max normalization, which scaled pixel values

from the original range of 0 to 255 to a normalized range
of 0 to 1. Additionally, unlike the binary segmentation
model, no dropout or data augmentation was used. This
decision was made because the model is fine-tuned for only
two epochs, during which data augmentation could cause a
larger distribution shift rather than effectively increasing the
training data size. Moreover, dropout hinders the model’s
convergence and results in unstable performance after only
two epochs of training. Label smoothing with an epsilon
parameter of 0.05 was applied to the cross-entropy loss
function to enhance calibration and regularization (Müller
et al., 2019). The model weights were initialized using the
final weights of a binary segmentation model, except for the
last layer, which was initialized randomly. The final model
is an ensemble of 30 models, each trained with different

Model Pre-trained Accuracy F1 Precision Recall IoU

Small U-Net No 97.76% 94.50% 94.23% 94.78% 82.27%
Attention ResU-Net No 97.78% 94.63% 93.92% 95.37% 82.66%
Attention ResU-Net ImageNet 97.91% 94.89% 94.46% 95.34% 83.43%
Attention ResU-Net ImageNet + Swiss Map 98.11% 95.40% 94.89% 95.92% 84.95%

Table 9
Results on validation set for each model using best performing hyperparameters. Best scores are highlighted, final selected model
is underlined.

Model Pre-trained Accuracy F1 Precision Recall IoU

Small U-Net No 97.76% 92.85% 90.26% 95.88% 76.86%
Attention ResU-Net No 98.07% 93.70% 91.82% 95.81% 79.30%
Attention ResU-Net ImageNet 98.08% 93.47% 93.21% 93.73% 78.55%
Attention ResU-Net ImageNet + Swiss Map 98.37% 94.64% 93.05% 96.39% 82.10%

Table 10
Results of all models on the test set. Selected model based on the validation set is underlined, best scores are highlighted.

Mühlematter et al.: Preprint submitted to Elsevier Page 17 of 19



Probabilistic road classification in historical maps using synthetic data and deep learning

initializations of the last layer and different orders of images
during training. During inference, the ensemble members’
class likelihoods are averaged to receive the final predictions.
The training process was carried out on an 11GB GTX 1080
Ti GPU using torchvision 0.17.2.
C.2. Optimizing training epochs

Since we initialize the classification model with the
binary road segmentation model weights, only minimal
finetuning is needed since the binary segmenation model
has already implicitly learned to detect various types of
roads. This is evident as shown in Figure 15: 𝐴𝑐𝑐𝑢𝑟𝑎𝑐𝑦,
𝑅𝑒𝑐𝑎𝑙𝑙, and 𝐵𝑟𝑖𝑒𝑟 𝑆𝑐𝑜𝑟𝑒 on the synthetic validation set have
only minimal improvements after two training epochs, while
𝐹1 𝑆𝑐𝑜𝑟𝑒, 𝐼𝑜𝑈 , and 𝑃𝑟𝑒𝑐𝑖𝑠𝑖𝑜𝑛 even decrease after two
epochs. Therefore, we chose a training procedure involving
two epochs of finetuning for our framework. With 30 mem-
bers in our ensemble, we only require 60 training epochs in
total, making our approach computationally efficient.
C.3. Effect of distribution shift: More results

This Section presents additional results on the effect of
distribution shift on the predictive performance and cali-
bration of the classification model discussed in Section 4.3.
Figure 16 displays evaluation metrics, including 𝐴𝑐𝑐𝑢𝑟𝑎𝑐𝑦,
𝐹1 𝑆𝑐𝑜𝑟𝑒, 𝐼𝑜𝑈 , 𝑅𝑒𝑐𝑎𝑙𝑙, 𝑃𝑟𝑒𝑐𝑖𝑠𝑖𝑜𝑛, and 𝐵𝑟𝑖𝑒𝑟 𝑆𝑐𝑜𝑟𝑒, for
varying ensemble sizes.

The problematic distribution shift is evident from the
discrepancy between the model’s performance on the syn-
thetic validation set and the original test set. Ensembling im-
proves performance across all metrics. While the 𝐴𝑐𝑐𝑢𝑟𝑎𝑐𝑦
and 𝐵𝑟𝑖𝑒𝑟 𝑆𝑐𝑜𝑟𝑒 are superior on the test set than on the
validation set, this pattern should be interpreted cautiously
since the metrics include also the majority class of "no
road" pixels. This class is predicted by the hard masking
mechanism, meaning that it is not affected by the distribution
shift.

D. Evaluation metrics
This Section presents the definitions of the evaluation

metrics we used to assess the performance of our segmen-
tation models.
D.1. Accuracy

𝐴𝑐𝑐𝑢𝑟𝑎𝑐𝑦 = 1
𝑁

𝑁
∑

𝑖=1
𝟏(�̂�𝑖 = 𝑦𝑖). (6)

Here 𝑦𝑖 represents the true label of pixel 𝑖, �̂�𝑖 represents the
predicted label of pixel 𝑖, and 𝑁 denotes the total number of
evaluated pixels.
D.2. F1 Score

We define the 𝐹1 𝑆𝑐𝑜𝑟𝑒 in this paper as the macro
variant:

(𝑀𝑎𝑐𝑟𝑜) 𝐹1 = 1
𝐶

𝐶
∑

𝑗=1

2𝑝𝑗𝑟𝑗
𝑝𝑗 + 𝑟𝑗

, (7)

where 𝑟𝑗 is the Recall for class 𝑗, given by 𝑟𝑗 =
𝑇𝑃

𝑇𝑃+𝐹𝑁 , and
𝑝𝑗 is the Precision for class 𝑗, defined as 𝑝𝑗 = 𝑇𝑃

𝑇𝑃+𝐹𝑃 . In this
context, 𝐶 represents the total number of classes. The terms
𝑇𝑃 , 𝐹𝑃 , and 𝐹𝑁 stand for true positives, false positives,
and false negatives, respectively.
D.3. Intersection over Union (IoU)

𝐼𝑜𝑈 (𝐴,𝐵) =
|𝐴 ∩ 𝐵|
|𝐴 ∪ 𝐵|

, (8)

where 𝐴 represents the ground truth set and 𝐵 represents
the prediction set. This metric ranges from 0 to 1, where 0
indicates no overlap, and 1 indicates a perfect match.
D.4. Precision

We define the 𝑃𝑟𝑒𝑐𝑖𝑠𝑖𝑜𝑛 score in this paper as the macro
variant:

(𝑀𝑎𝑐𝑟𝑜) 𝑃𝑟𝑒𝑐𝑖𝑠𝑖𝑜𝑛 =

∑𝐶
𝑗=1 𝑃𝑟𝑒𝑐𝑖𝑠𝑖𝑜𝑛𝑗

|𝐶|

, (9)

𝑃𝑟𝑒𝑐𝑖𝑠𝑖𝑜𝑛𝑗 =
𝑇𝑃𝑗

𝑇𝑃𝑗 + 𝐹𝑃𝑗
, (10)

where 𝑀𝑎𝑐𝑟𝑜 𝑃 𝑟𝑒𝑐𝑖𝑠𝑖𝑜𝑛 is the average 𝑃𝑟𝑒𝑐𝑖𝑠𝑖𝑜𝑛 across all
classes, 𝐶 is the total number of classes, and 𝑃𝑟𝑒𝑐𝑖𝑠𝑖𝑜𝑛𝑗 is
the 𝑃𝑟𝑒𝑐𝑖𝑠𝑖𝑜𝑛 for class 𝑗. Here, 𝑇𝑃𝑗 represents the number
of correctly predicted positive samples for class 𝑗, and
𝐹𝑃𝑗 represents the number of incorrectly predicted positive
samples for class 𝑗.
D.5. Recall

We define the 𝑅𝑒𝑐𝑎𝑙𝑙 score in this paper as the macro
variant:

(𝑀𝑎𝑐𝑟𝑜) 𝑅𝑒𝑐𝑎𝑙𝑙 =

∑𝐶
𝑗=1𝑅𝑒𝑐𝑎𝑙𝑙𝑗

|𝐶|

, (11)

𝑅𝑒𝑐𝑎𝑙𝑙𝑗 =
𝑇𝑃𝑗

𝑇𝑃𝑗 + 𝐹𝑁𝑗
, (12)

where 𝑀𝑎𝑐𝑟𝑜 𝑅𝑒𝑐𝑎𝑙𝑙 is the average 𝑅𝑒𝑐𝑎𝑙𝑙 across all
classes, 𝐶 is the total number of classes, and 𝑅𝑒𝑐𝑎𝑙𝑙𝑗 is
the 𝑅𝑒𝑐𝑎𝑙𝑙 for class 𝑗. Here, 𝑇𝑃𝑗 represents the number
of correctly predicted positive samples for class 𝑗, and
𝐹𝑁𝑗 represents the number of incorrectly predicted negative
samples for class 𝑗.
D.6. Brier Score

The 𝐵𝑟𝑖𝑒𝑟 𝑆𝑐𝑜𝑟𝑒 is a commonly used metric for evalu-
ating the calibration of neural networks (Brier, 1950). It is a
variant of the mean squared error applied to predicted prob-
abilities. The calculation of the 𝐵𝑟𝑖𝑒𝑟 𝑆𝑐𝑜𝑟𝑒 is as follows:
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(a) 𝐴𝑐𝑐𝑢𝑟𝑎𝑐𝑦 (↑) (b) 𝐹1 𝑆𝑐𝑜𝑟𝑒 (↑) (c) 𝐼𝑜𝑈 (↑)

(d) 𝑃𝑟𝑒𝑐𝑖𝑠𝑖𝑜𝑛 (↑) (e) 𝑅𝑒𝑐𝑎𝑙𝑙 (↑) (f) 𝐵𝑟𝑖𝑒𝑟 𝑆𝑐𝑜𝑟𝑒 (↓)

Figure 15: Evaluation metrics depend on the number of trained epochs, with results based on synthetic validation data.

𝐵𝑟𝑖𝑒𝑟 𝑆𝑐𝑜𝑟𝑒 = 1
𝑁

𝑁
∑

𝑖=1

𝐶
∑

𝑗=1
(�̂�𝑖,𝑗 − 𝑦𝑖,𝑗)2. (13)

Here, 𝑁 represents the number of evaluated pixels, 𝐶
denotes the number of classes, 𝑦𝑖,𝑗 is 1 if the true label
of pixel 𝑖 is 𝑗 and 0 otherwise, and �̂�𝑖,𝑗 is the predicted
probability of pixel 𝑖 belonging to class 𝑗.
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(a) 𝐴𝑐𝑐𝑢𝑟𝑎𝑐𝑦 (↑) (b) 𝐹1 𝑆𝑐𝑜𝑟𝑒 (↑) (c) 𝐼𝑜𝑈 (↑)

(d) 𝑃𝑟𝑒𝑐𝑖𝑠𝑖𝑜𝑛 (↑) (e) 𝑅𝑒𝑐𝑎𝑙𝑙 (↑) (f) 𝐵𝑟𝑖𝑒𝑟 𝑆𝑐𝑜𝑟𝑒 (↓)

Figure 16: Evaluation metrics dependent on the ensemble size for synthetic validation and original test data.
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