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Superpixel Graph Contrastive Clustering with
Semantic-Invariant Augmentations for Hyperspectral

Images
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Abstract—Hyperspectral images (HSI) clustering is an impor-
tant but challenging task. The state-of-the-art (SOTA) methods
usually rely on superpixels, however, they do not fully utilize
the spatial and spectral information in HSI 3-D structure, and
their optimization targets are not clustering-oriented. In this
work, we first use 3-D and 2-D hybrid convolutional neural
networks to extract the high-order spatial and spectral features
of HSI through pre-training, and then design a superpixel graph
contrastive clustering (SPGCC) model to learn discriminative
superpixel representations. Reasonable augmented views are
crucial for contrastive clustering, and conventional contrastive
learning may hurt the cluster structure since different samples
are pushed away in the embedding space even if they belong to
the same class. In SPGCC, we design two semantic-invariant data
augmentations for HSI superpixels: pixel sampling augmentation
and model weight augmentation. Then sample-level alignment
and clustering-center-level contrast are performed for better
intra-class similarity and inter-class dissimilarity of superpixel
embeddings. We perform clustering and network optimization
alternatively. Experimental results on several HSI datasets verify
the advantages of the proposed method, e.g., on India Pines, our
model improves the clustering accuracy from 58.79% to 67.59%
compared to the SOTA method.

Index Terms—Hyperspectral image, superpixel, graph learn-
ing, contrastive learning, clustering

I. INTRODUCTION

HYPERSPECTRAL remote sensing techniques employ
sensors to collect the reflectance of land-cover materials

in hundreds of narrow and contiguous spectral bands, gen-
erating hyperspectral images (HSI), which have been widely
applied in various fields, such as agricultural monitoring [1],
mineral exploration [2] and urban planning [3]. Grouping HSI
into several classes is essential in many applications [4]–[7].
However, due to the high cost of manual annotating, obtaining
pixel-level labels is difficult.

Unsupervised clustering methods [8]–[11] are gaining in-
creasing attention. These methods aim to mine relationships
between pixels in the absence of labels and assign similar
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pixels to the same cluster. For example, center-based clustering
methods, e.g., K-means [12] and fuzzy c-means [13], assume
that instances have a spherical cluster structure, which may
be not satisfied in the raw feature space of HSI. Subspace-
based clustering methods, e.g., sparse subspace clustering
[14], low-rank subspace clustering [15], and dense subspace
clustering [16], divide instances into different low-dimensional
subspaces, which are susceptible to redundant spectral fea-
tures. Additionally, considering the large quantity of HSI
pixels, subspace clustering methods may lead to unbearable
computational costs because they need to calculate the self-
represented coefficient matrix with time complexity of O(n3),
where n is the number of pixels. Therefore, some competitive
subspace-based methods are limited to experimenting on a
subset of the complete HSI [17], [18].

To this end, superpixel segmentation techniques, e.g., ERS
[19] and SLIC [20], which divide HSI into irregular super-
pixels with high homogeneity, have been widely used in HSI
clustering. In these methods, pixels within the same superpixel
are assumed to belong to the same class, and superpixel-
level clustering is performed. As the number of superpixels is
much smaller than that of pixels, the computational efficiency
can be greatly improved by transforming the clustering task
from pixel level to superpixel level. Moreover, superpixel
representations are smoother and less susceptible to spectral
noise [21]. Some methods have combined superpixel seg-
mentation with traditional clustering techniques, resulting in
competitive performance. For example, Hinojosa et al. took
advantage of HSI’s neighboring spatial information to improve
the superpixel-level subspace clustering algorithm [22]. Zhao
et al. introduced both global and local similarity matrices to
boost the clustering accuracy [8].

Since superpixels have a clear spatial adjacent relation-
ship with the neighbor superpixels, it is natural to process
superpixels as graph nodes with edges connected to their
spatial neighbors, and many efforts have been devoted to
extracting structured information of superpixels with graph
learning methods, e.g., graph convolutional networks (GCN)
[23] and graph attention networks (GAT) [24]. The most
popular training framework, graph autoencoder (GAE) [25],
takes the reconstruction of adjacency matrices as the opti-
mization target and learns low-dimensional representations
of graph nodes. Based on GAE, Zhang et al. achieved HSI
clustering by building spatial and spectral similarity graphs of
superpixels and extracting both spatial and spectral features
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simultaneously with dual graph convolutional encoders [10].
Ding et al. proposed a low-pass GCN with the layer-wise
attention mechanism to extract the smooth and local features
of superpixels [11]. Moreover, the auxiliary distribution loss
is often introduced to guide the more concentrated cluster
structure [26], [27]. Generally, such methods model the re-
lationships between superpixels with a similarity matrix and
gain superpixel representations by GAE. However, they mainly
have two drawbacks. First, the input superpixel features are
directly represented as the average of internal pixels, ignoring
the 3-D structure of HSI at the pixel level, thus not fully
utilizing the spatial and spectral information of HSI. Second,
the learned superpixel representations of the above methods
may be not clustering-friendly due to their training objectives
are not clustering-oriented. Specifically, features that are easy
to cluster tend to exhibit intra-class similarity and inter-class
dissimilarity, but GAE-based methods mainly aim to recon-
struct the input graph structure, thus limiting the clustering
performance.

To overcome the aforementioned drawbacks, we propose
a superpixel-level clustering method for HSI with pixel-level
pre-training, named superpixel graph contrastive clustering
(SPGCC). First, we exploit the 3-D structure of HSI by
dividing the original HSI into 3-D cubes. Then, 3-D and 2-D
hybrid convolutions are performed on pixel cubes to extract the
high-order spatial and spectral features of HSI simultaneously
which can be preserved in superpixel-level representations.
Next, we aggregate the topological information of superpixels
from neighborhoods by GCN. To learn the discriminative
and clustering-friendly superpixel representations, we utilize
contrastive learning (CL), which brings samples close to
their augmented views in the embedding space while pushing
different samples’ representations far apart [28]–[30]. Proper
data augmentations are crucial for CL, as augmented views and
original samples should share the same semantics. To this end,
we design two effective data augmentations for superpixels,
i.e., pixel sampling augmentation and model weight augmen-
tation, to obtain semantic-invariant augmented views. Addi-
tionally, traditional CL-based clustering methods treat different
samples as negative pairs and push their representations to be
far apart from each other [31], even for samples in the same
class, which is harmful to clustering accuracy. Differently,
we perform sample-level alignment and clustering-center-level
contrast on superpixels to obtain better intra-class similarity
and inter-class dissimilarity. To mitigate the impact of out-
liers, we select samples with high confidence to recompute
clustering centers. In the whole framework, we alternatively
conduct clustering and network optimization, using clustering
results to guide the optimization. The proposed SPGCC has an
improvement of 8.8%, 2.4%, and 3.2% over the best compared
methods on three different HSI datasets.

The main contributions of this paper are summarized as
follows:

1) We perform pixel-level pre-training to extract high-
order spatial and spectral information of HSI, where
the pre-training network is completely separated from
the subsequent clustering network and can be applied to
large-scale HSI.

2) We propose a novel superpixel graph contrastive cluster-
ing (SPGCC) method and design two semantic-invariant
data augmentations for superpixels, i.e., model weight
augmentation and pixel sampling augmentation, which
can obtain reliable positive samples and improve con-
trastive learning.

3) SPGCC utilizes a more reasonable optimization target
compared with traditional contrastive clustering meth-
ods and recomputes high-confidence clustering centers
considering the outliers. Experimental results on three
HSI benchmark datasets demonstrate the effectiveness
of our proposed method.

The rest of this paper is organized as follows. Section II
briefly reviews preliminary about HSI pixel convolution and
graph contrastive learning. Section III presents the proposed
SPGCC algorithm in detail, including pixel-level pre-training,
graph construction, semantic-invariant superpixel augmenta-
tions, and graph contrastive clustering. In Section IV, we
provide experimental results and analyses on several HSI
datasets. Finally, we summarize our work in Section V.

II. PRELIMINARY

A. HSI Pixel Convolution
Convolutional neural networks (CNNs) are powerful tools

for extracting high-order features from images. For HSI, a
common idea is to expand the pixel into a square neighborhood
centered on itself, forming pixel cubes. Conventional 2-D
CNNs simply treat the pixel cube as a multi-channel image
and perform convolution at each channel, ignoring the rich
spectral features of HSI. Therefore, many efforts have been
devoted to extracting spatial and spectral features from HSI
simultaneously with 3-D CNNs [32]–[34]. Considering the
high computational cost of 3-D CNNs, Roy et al. proposed 3-
D and 2-D hybrid CNNs to accelerate computation efficiency
[35].

Given an HSI cube and a 3-D convolutional kernel, the
kernel moves along the width, height, and depth (spectral)
dimensions respectively with a fixed step. At each position,
the convolution is defined as the Hadamard product of the
kernel and the related part of the HSI cube. Similar to 2-D
convolution, 3-D convolution is also conducted in a multi-
channel way to extract features of different scales. The output
value in the j-th channel of the i-th layer at spatial position
(x, y, z), denoted as vx,y,zi,j , is calculated by:

vx,y,zi,j =

ϕ(

dl−1∑
τ=1

η∑
λ=−η

γ∑
ρ=−γ

δ∑
σ=−δ

ωσ,ρ,λ
i,j,τ × vx+σ,y+ρ,z+λ

i−1,τ + bi,j),
(1)

where dl−1 is the number of channels in the (l − 1)-th
layer, ωi,j,τ ∈ R(2δ+1)×(2γ+1)×(2η+1) is the kernel’s weight
parameter in the j-th channel of the i-th layer related to the
τ -th channel of the last layer, superscripts (σ, ρ, λ) are indices
along corresponding dimensions, bi,j is the bias, and ϕ is the
activation function.

HSI pixel convolution has been widely used in classification
tasks, significantly improving the accuracy, especially with 3-
D convolution. For clustering tasks, although 2-D convolution
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 Fig. 1. The diagram of superpixel graph contrastive clustering (SPGCC). First, the input HSI is divided into several 3-D pixel cubes, and superpixels are
obtained by entropy rate superpixel segmentation (ERS). At pixel-level pre-training, high-order spatial and spectral features are extracted by 3-D and 2-D
hybrid CNNs encoder and decoder. At superpixel-level contrastive clustering, model weight augmentation (MWA) and pixel sampling augmentation (PSA)
are combined to generate semantic-invariant augmentations, i.e., unshared dual branches in the last layer of graph encoder output different augmented views
for superpixels and sampled internal pixels, respectively. Then, K-means is performed to get clustering results, and high-confidence clustering centers of two
augmented superpixel views c1, c2 are recomputed based on samples close to the original centers. Finally, the network is trained with sample-level alignment
(SLA) and clustering-center-level contrast (CLC), where the different views are encouraged to be similar at both the sample level and clustering center level
while the contrast is only performed at the clustering center level. Clustering and network optimization are performed alternatively.

has been utilized as the feature extraction network [9], [36],
3-D convolution is much less used. An intuitive reason is that
3-D convolution has higher complexity and some clustering
networks require a complete batch input, resulting in excessive
GPU memory consumption.

B. Graph Contrastive Learning
Several works have applied contrastive learning for graph

data due to its remarkable representation ability [37]–[41].
Here, we focus on node-level graph contrastive learning (GCL)
and divide it into three parts: graph data augmentation, graph
encoder network, and contrastive loss function. A graph is
denoted as g = (V, E) where V is the set of N nodes and E is
the set of M edges. The graph structure is represented by an
adjacency matrix A ∈ RN×N and node attributes are denoted
as X ∈ RN×d. We use Γ to denote a set of different graph
data augmentations and then augmented views are defined as:

Ak,Xk = γk(A,X); γk ∈ Γ. (2)

Node embeddings are obtained through graph encoder network
f(·), e.g., graph convolutional network [23] or graph attention
network [24].

Given two different views of graph nodes, their embeddings
are calculated as Z1 = f(A1,X1),Z2 = f(A2,X2) and
zki (k = 1, 2) is the i-th node’s embedding from the k-th view.
Most GCL methods follow the InfoMax [42] principle, which
maximizes the mutual information between two augmented
views of the graph. According to the most commonly used
InfoNCE loss [29], embeddings of the same node from dif-
ferent views form positive sample pairs, while others form

negative sample pairs. Finally, pairwise objective for (z1i , z
2
i )

is defined as follows:

L(z1i , z2i ) = −log
exp(sim(z1i , z

2
i )/τ)

exp(sim(z1i , z
2
i )/τ) +Neg

(3)

and Neg is defined as

Neg =
∑
j ̸=i

exp(sim(z1i , z
2
j )/τ), (4)

where sim(·) is the similarity function and τ is temperature
scaling parameter.

III. PROPOSED METHOD

Original HSI is 3-D structured and can be denoted as
S ∈ RH×W×C with resolution of H × W and C spectral
bands. The target is to assign the total N pixels into K
classes where N = H × W . Our method consists of pixel-
level pre-training and superpixel-level contrastive clustering.
Since clustering is performed for superpixels, pixels’ labels
are inherited from the belonged superpixels. The overall ar-
chitecture of the proposed method is shown in Fig. 1. First,
we employ a variational autoencoder composed of hybrid 3-D
and 2-D CNNs for pixel-level pre-training, extracting high-
order spatial and spectral features from HSI pixels. Subse-
quently, superpixel segmentation is performed and the graph
structure of superpixels is constructed. In superpixel graph
contrastive clustering, we propose two semantical-invariant
data augmentations for superpixels and employ sample-level
alignment together with clustering-center-level contrast as the
target of network optimization. Clustering results are obtained
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by K-means and then high-confidence clustering centers are
recomputed. We conduct clustering and network optimization
alternatively.

TABLE I
ARCHITECTURE OF PIXEL PRE-TRAINING NETWORK AND -1 DENOTES

THE BATCH SIZE.

Encoder Decoder

Layer Kernel Output Layer Kernel Output

Input - [-1,1,30,27,27] Input - [-1,128]

Conv3D [8,7,3,3] [-1,8,24,25,25] FC [128,256] [-1,256]

BN3D - - FC [256,23104] [-1,23104]

Conv3D [16,5,3,3] [-1,16,20,23,23] Reshape - [-1,64,19,19]

BN3D - - DeConv2D [576,3,3] [-1,576,21,21]

Conv3D [32,3,3,3] [-1,32,18,21,21] BN2D - -

BN3D - - Reshape - [-1,32,18,21,21]

Reshape - [-1,576,21,21] DeConv3D [16,3,3,3] [-1,16,20,23,23]

Conv2D [64,3,3] [-1,64,19,19] BN3D - -

BN2D - - DeConv3D [8,5,3,3] [-1,8,24,25,25]

GAP - [-1,64,4,4] BN3D - -

Reshape - [-1,1024] DeConv3D [1,7,3,3] [-1,1,30,27,27]

FC [1024,512] [-1,512] BN3D - -

FC [512,128] [-1,128]

A. Pixel-level Pre-training

In this section, we perform pixel-level pre-training to fully
extract spatial and spectral features of HSI. Following the
existing structure [35], [43], we utilize 3-D and 2-D hybrid
CNNs to construct variational autoencoder (VAE) [44] and
train the network without supervision. First, PCA is used to
reduce the number of bands for the reduction of computational
cost. Then, we use a sliding window to split the HSI into
pixel cubes Pi ∈ Rw×w×h(i = 1, 2, ..., N) where Pi is
the i-th pixel cube, w and h are the window size and the
number of reduced bands respectively. In this manner, pixels
are represented by a fixed-size neighborhood, which utilizes
spatial information to mitigate spectral variability. The encoder
mainly consists of two layers of 3-D convolution and one layer
of 2-D convolution. We add a global average pooling layer
(GAP) at the end to fix the output dimension. The output of
GAP for the i-th pixel cube is then reshaped into xp

i ∈ Rd.
Next, we use fully-connected layers (FC) to fit the mean vector
µ and standard deviation vector σ of the data distribution, and
the latent code q is calculated with re-parameterization trick:

q = µ+ ϵ× σ, (5)

where ϵ is sampled from standard normal distribution and
µ,σ,q ∈ Rd′

. The decoder consists of symmetric decon-
volution layers to reconstruct the input pixel cube, and its
input and output are q and Pi. In addition, we add batch
normalization layers after each convolution layer to reduce
the risk of overfitting. The specific structure of the pre-training
network is shown in Table I.

Loss function of VAE is composed of distribution loss
Lµ,σ2 and reconstruction loss Lrecon, which are calculated
by (6) and (7):

Lµ,σ2 =
1

2

d′∑
i=1

(µ2
(i) + σ2

(i) − logσ2
(i) − 1), (6)

Lrecon =
1

2

N∑
i=1

(∥Pi −Pi∥2F ), (7)

where the subscript (i) denotes the i-th element in the vector,
and the total loss of pre-training is calculated by (8):

Lpre−train = Lµ,σ2 + Lrecon. (8)

After pre-training, we save the output of GAP Xp =
[xp

1;x
p
2; ...;x

p
N ] ∈ RN×d so that pixel’s representations with

high-order spatial and spectral information are accessible.

B. Superpixel Segmentation and Graph Construction

The large number of pixels in HSI results in high compu-
tational complexity. Benefiting from the superpixel segmen-
tation technology, HSI can be divided into several homoge-
neous regions. Specifically, we adopt entropy rate superpixel
segmentation (ERS) to divide HSI into M non-overlapping
superpixels, denoted as S =

⋃M
i=1 x

sp
i where xsp

i represents
the i-th superpixel. As M ≪ N , the computational complexity
can be greatly reduced by converting the clustering task from
the pixel level to the superpixel level.

To obtain superpixels’ representations, we first construct a
map matrix T ∈ RM×N where Ti,j = 1 if the j-pixel belongs
to the i-th superpixel, otherwise 0.

Then each superpixel is represented as the average of pre-
trained representations of internal pixels by:

Xsp = T̃Xp, (9)

where Xsp ∈ RM×d and T̃ is row-normalized T. Similarity
graph A ∈ RM×M is constructed based on the spatial adjacent
relationship between superpixels, i.e., am,n = an,m = 1 if
and only if there exists at least one pair of (xp

i ,x
p
j ) that is

adjacent in HSI where xp
i belongs to the m-th superpixel and

xp
j belongs to the n-th superpixel.
For simplicity, we use L-layers graph convolutional network

(GCN) as the graph encoder to aggregate neighborhood infor-
mation. The re-normalization trick is applied by adding the
self-loop:

Ã = A+ I, (10)

where I is an identity matrix. The renormalized degree matrix
D̃ is calculated by d̃ii =

∑
j ãij . Graph convolution is defined

as:
H(l) = RELU(D̃− 1

2 ÃD̃− 1
2H(l−1)W(l)), (11)

where H(l) and W(l) are the output and parameters of the
l-th layer and H(0) = Xsp, RELU(·) is non-linear activation
function. We also denote the last layer’s output H(L) as Z for
convenience.

C. Superpixel Semantic-Invariant Data Augmentations

Here we propose two semantic-invariant augmentations for
superpixels in detail. First, we define pixel sampling augmen-
tation (PSA). Each superpixel contains several internal pixels,
and its representation is the average of all these pixels. It is
a natural idea that pixels within a superpixel can serve as
semantic-invariant augmented views of this superpixel. Thanks
to the high precision of superpixel segmentation, internal
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pixels mostly belong to the same class, and may not lead
to semantic change (detailed information could be found in
Section IV-D). In practice, we randomly sample one pixel
from each superpixel as its positive augmentation view. All
the sampled pixels are denoted as Xp

sampled ∈ RM×d which
has the same shape as Xsp.

The second superpixel augmentation, model weight aug-
mentation (MWA), is enlightened by the multi-head idea [45],
[46]. We design dual branches in the last layer of the GCN
encoder to obtain augmented views with semantic consistency.
Specifically, the L-th layer contains two branches with un-
shared parameter matrices W1

(L) and W2
(L) which have the

same architecture. Due to the different random initialization,
two branches’ outputs H1

(L) and H2
(L) represent two different

views of the input superpixel but with the same semantic, i.e.,
a further aggregation result based on the (L− 1)-th layer.

Combining PSA with MWA, we can obtain different aug-
mented views of the superpixel. Specifically, representations
of superpixels Xsp and the corresponding sampled pixels
Xp

sampled are the inputs of the graph encoder. In the first
L − 1 layers, embeddings of superpixels and sampled pixels
are calculated by (11), denoted as Hsp

(L−1) and Hp
(L−1) respec-

tively. In the last layer, Hsp
(L−1) and Hp

(L−1) are inputted into
both two branches, thus the outputs include four embeddings:
Zsp1 ,Zsp2 ,Zp1 ,Zp2 where Zsp1 and Zp1 are the outputs of
the first branch for superpixels and sampled pixels, while Zsp2

and Zp2 are of the second. Subsequently, we normalize each
row of these embeddings with l2-norm.

Algorithm 1 SPGCC
Input: HSI S; Superpixel segmentation T; Max iteration I .
Output: Clustering results R.

1: Split the input HSI S into pixel cubes P with a sliding
window.

2: Perform pixel-level pre-training on P to obtain pixel
representations Xp.

3: Calculate the input superpixel features Xsp with (9) and
get adjacency matrix A.

4: for i = 1 to I do
5: Randomly sample one pixel from each superpixel to get

Xp
sampled.

6: Encode representations of superpixels and internal sam-
pled pixels with (11) to obtain Zsp1 ,Zsp2 ,Zp1 ,Zp2 .

7: Concatenate Zsp1 and Zsp2 to get Zsp.
8: Perform K-means on Zsp to get clustering results R

and centers µk.
9: Select high-confidence samples according to (13).

10: Recompute high-confidence centers with (14).
11: Calculate sample-level alignment loss LSLA with (18).
12: Calculate clustering-center-level contrast loss LCLC

with (19).
13: Calculate the total loss L with (20).
14: Optimize model parameters with Adam.
15: end for
16: Map clustering results R to superpixel level to pixel level.
17: return R

D. Superpixel Contrastive Clustering

In this section, we jointly get clustering results and optimize
superpixels’ embeddings under a contrastive learning frame-
work. First, we concatenate the two views Zsp1 and Zsp2 to
get the final embeddings of superpixels:

Zsp = [Zsp1 ,Zsp2 ]. (12)

Then we perform K-means on Zsp to obtain clustering assign-
ments and the k-th clustering center is denoted as µk(k =
1, 2, ...,K). Considering the clustering centers are susceptible
to outliers, to select high-confidence samples and extract more
reliable clustering information [46], we calculate the distance
between samples and their nearest clustering centers:

di = min
1≤k≤K

∥zspi − µk∥22, (13)

where zspi and di denote the i-th superpixel embedding and its
distance to the clustering center. Smaller distance means higher
clustering confidence, so superpixels are sorted in ascending
order according to their distances, and the top λ are selected as
high-confidence samples. Indices of high-confidence samples
in class k are denoted as hk = {h1

k, h
2
k, ..., h

nk

k }. Next,
high-confidence clustering centers of two views c1k, c

2
k(k =

1, 2, ...,K) that are more reliable than µk are recomputed only
based on these high-confidence samples:

c1k =
1

|hk|
∑
i∈hk

zsp1

i , c2k =
1

|hk|
∑
i∈hk

zsp2

i . (14)

Traditional contrastive clustering methods suffer from low
intra-class consistency caused by wrong negative pairs [47].
To overcome this deficiency, we utilize sample-level alignment
(SLA) and clustering-center-level contrast (CLC) as optimiza-
tion objectives. Briefly, at the sample level, we do not treat
different superpixels as negative pairs since they may belong
to the same class. Superpixel embeddings are only encouraged
to be aligned with their semantic-invariant augmented views.
At the clustering center level, for a certain clustering center, it
is natural to set the other K − 1 centers as its negative views
and perform contrast. Combining SLA with CLC, we hope
to get superpixel embeddings with better intra-class similarity
and inter-class dissimilarity.

For SLA, since we have obtained multiple augmented views
of superpixels, we perform six pairs of alignments in total,
which can be divided into three groups. The first group, Zsp1

and Zsp2 , Zp1 and Zp2 , aims to encourage the outputs of dual
branches to be consistent. The second group, Zsp1 and Zp1 ,
Zsp2 and Zp2 , aims to pull the embeddings of superpixels
close to sampled internal pixels. The third group, Zsp1 and
Zp2 , Zsp2 and Zp1 , combines the above two targets together.
Loss functions for three groups of alignments are defined as:

Lgroup1

SLA = ∥Zsp1 − Zsp2∥2F + ∥Zp1 − Zp2∥2F , (15)

Lgroup2

SLA = ∥Zsp1 − Zp1∥2F + ∥Zsp2 − Zp2∥2F , (16)

Lgroup3

SLA = ∥Zsp1 − Zp2∥2F + ∥Zsp2 − Zp1∥2F , (17)

and the total loss of SLA is:

LSLA =
1

6
(Lgroup1

SLA + Lgroup2

SLA + Lgroup3

SLA ). (18)
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For CLC, we push away embeddings of different clustering
centers, while pulling together the same clustering center’s
different views:

LCLC =
1

K

K∑
k=1

−log
exp(c1k · c2k/τ)∑K
j=1 exp(c

1
k · c2j/τ)

, (19)

where τ is the temperature scaling parameter.
Finally, weight parameter α is adopted to balance the above

two losses:
L = LSLA + αLCLC . (20)

In this manner, clustering assignment and embedding op-
timization are performed alternatively. The overall training
detail is shown in Algorithm 1.

IV. RESULTS AND ANALYSIS

A. Datasets

We evaluate our method on three public HSI datasets,
including India Pines, Salinas, and Pavia University. An
overview of three datasets can be found in Table II.

TABLE II
OVERVIEW OF India Pines, Salinas AND Pavia University.

Dataset Size #Band #Class #Labeled pixels

India Pines (145, 145) 200 16 10249

Salinas (512, 217) 204 16 54129

Pavia University (610, 340) 103 9 42776

1) India Pines: This dataset was captured by the AVIRIS
sensor over North-western Indiana in 1992. The size of this
scene is 145 × 145 of which 10249 pixels are labeled. After
removing 24 water absorption bands ([104-108], [150-163],
220), each pixel is described by 200 remaining spectral bands.
This dataset contains 16 different land cover types.

2) Salinas: This dataset was captured by the AVIRIS sensor
over Salinas Valley, California. The resolution of this scene is
512 × 217 with 54129 labeled pixels. Similarly to India Pines,
20 water absorption bands ([108-112], [154-167], 224) are
removed. Salinas contains 204 spectral bands and 16 different
land cover types.

3) Pavia University: This dataset was collected by the
ROSIS sensor over Pavia, northern Italy. It contains 103
spectral bands and 610 × 340 pixels, of which 42776 are
labeled. In this scene, 9 different types of land cover are
recorded.

B. Experiment Setup

1) Implementation Details: Our method consists of pixel-
level pre-training and superpixel-level contrastive clustering.
For the first stage, we divide 3-D pixel cubes with a fixed
window size of 27 × 27 and reduce the spectral dimension to
30 on India Pines, 15 on Salinas, and 15 on Pavia University
for computational efficiency. The architecture of CNNs is the
same as shown in Table I for three datasets. Adam optimizer is
utilized. We set the learning rate and weight decay to 1×10−3

and 5× 10−4 respectively. When the pre-training of the VAE

module is finished, all the pixel cubes are mapped to feature
vectors and saved for the following learning stage. For the
second stage, we use a 3-layers GCN as the graph encoder,
where the sizes of the hidden layer and the output layer are
1024 and 512 respectively. We perform K-means on superpixel
embeddings to obtain clustering assignments per five epochs.
The temperature scaling parameter of contrast is fixed to 0.5,
and the weight of clustering-center-level contrast loss is fixed
to 0.1. We tune the learning rate η from 1 × 10−5 to 1 ×
10−1. Other hyperparameters are shown in Table III. All the
experiments are repeated 10 times and we report the average
value and standard deviation of clustering metrics finally.

TABLE III
HYPERPARAMETER SETTINGS.

Dataset M η α λ

India Pines 1100 1× 10−5 0.1 0.75

Salinas 2700 1× 10−5 0.1 0.55

Pavia University 2200 1× 10−4 0.1 0.25

2) Compared Methods: To comprehensively evaluate the
performance and applicability of the proposed SPGCC, we in-
troduce ten baselines for comparison, including K-means [12],
fuzzy c-means (FCM) [13], sparse subspace clustering (SSC)
[14], scalable sparse subspace clustering (SSSC) [48], selec-
tive sampling-based scalable sparse subspace clustering (S5C)
[49], superpixelwise PCA approach (SuperPCA) [50], graph
convolutional optimal transport (GCOT) [51], neighborhood
contrastive subspace clustering (NCSC) [9], superpixel-level
global and local similarity graph-based clustering (SGLSC)
[8] and dual graph autoencoder (DGAE) [10]. Specifically,
for K-means and FCM, we perform clustering at the pixel
level. For SSC, SSSC, S5C, clustering is performed at the
superpixel level to overcome the high memory cost of the
subspace clustering. For other methods, we follow the original
settings proposed in their papers. A brief summarization of the
evaluated methods can be found in Table IV.

TABLE IV
PROPERTIES OF THE PROPOSED SPGCC AND COMPARED METHODS.

Method Superpixel Subspace clustering Graph learning Deep learning

K-means

FCM

SSC ✓ ✓

SuperPCA ✓

SSSC ✓ ✓

S5C ✓ ✓

GCOT ✓ ✓

SGLSC ✓ ✓ ✓

DGAE ✓ ✓ ✓

NCSC ✓ ✓ ✓

SPGCC ✓ ✓ ✓

3) Clustering Metrics: To quantitatively evaluate the clus-
tering performance, nine popular metrics are utilized: over-
all accuracy (OA), average accuracy (AA), kappa coeffi-
cient (Kappa), normalized mutual information (NMI), adjusted
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TABLE V
CLUSTERING PERFORMANCE ON HSI DATASETS, India Pines, Salinas AND Pavia University ARE ABBREVIATED TO IP, SA AND PU RESPECTIVELY,

“OOM” DENOTES “OUT OF MEMORY”, AND •/◦ INDICATES WHETHER SPGCC IS STATISTICALLY SUPERIOR/INFERIOR TO THE COMPARED METHODS
ACCORDING TO THE PAIRWISE t-TEST AT 0.05 SIGNIFICANCE LEVEL.

Dataset Metric K-means FCM SSC SuperPCA SSSC S5C GCOT SLGSC DGAE NCSC SPGCC

IP

OA .3737±.0050• .3159±.0035• .4769±.0060• .5321±.0349• .5130±.0238• .4429±.0270• .5030±.0010• .5859±.0162• .5879±.0312• .5342±.0185• .6759±.0136
AA .4152±.0167• .3541±.0094• .4620±.0413• .5099±.0724• .5483±.0391• .4876±.0300• .3738±.0031• .5703±.0254• .5218±.0471• .4382±.0294• .6274±.0346

Kappa .3045±.0045• .2586±.0035• .4173±.0079• .4858±.0360• .4551±.0264• .3817±.0320• .4245±.0011• .5486±.0170• .5403±.0336• .4769±.0195• .6385±.0151
NMI .4394±.0034• .4038±.0013• .5738±.0071• .6639±.0139• .5918±.0146• .5558±.0114• .5177±.0007• .6395±.0065• .6441±.0113• .5675±.0104• .6767±.0116
ARI .2186±.0018• .1809±.0013• .3136±.0063• .4061±.0387• .3270±.0163• .3014±.0215• .3322±.0004• .4073±.0091• .4712±.0403• .3910±.0101• .5654±.0174
F1 .3068±.0039• .2594±.0012• .3923±.0064• .4704±.0343• .4052±.0126• .3810±.0187• .4291±.0003• .4655±.0079• .5303±.0367• .4624±.0093• .6126±.0150

Precision .3340±.0055• .3322±.0013• .4200±.0082• .5351±.0488• .4288±.0265• .4108±.0247• .3634±.0004• .5819±.0168• .5815±.0362• .4842±.0099• .6930±.0254
Recall .2840±.0106• .2128±.0011• .3683±.0118• .4218±.0374• .3850±.0122• .3558±.0194• .5238±.0003• .3881±.0077• .4879±.0389• .4426±.0128• .5491±.0107
Purity .5117±.0021• .4995±.0033• .5705±.0119• .6862±.0269• .6031±.0336• .5644±.0201• .5471±.0009• .6995±.0133• .7023±.0194• .6109±.0175• .7427±.0170

Time (s) 22.6 31.3 20.3 6.4 2 1.4 146.1 108 25.5 77.5 31.1

SA

OA .6697±.0013• .5752±.0312• .7188±.0092• .7258±.0606• .7587±.0170• .6120±.0171• OOM .8209±.0228• .6683±.0267• .7647±.0254• .8447±.0102
AA .6856±.0055• .6316±.0270• .5794±.0113• .6639±.0553• .6330±.0252• .6103±.0289• OOM .7125±.0071 .6577±.0430• .6109±.0093• .7216±.0146

Kappa .6328±.0010• .5363±.0316• .6876±.0101• .6936±.0692• .7304±.0191• .5765±.0186• OOM .8011±.0241• .6323±.0283• .7374±.0272• .8269±.0113
NMI .7245±.0015• .6935±.0099• .8051±.0065• .8267±.0143• .8344±.0118• .7623±.0097• OOM .8757±.0058◦ .7803±.0151• .8361±.0205• .8688±.0056

ARI .5255±.0018• .4507±.0253• .6882±.0073• .6639±.0647• .6800±.0154• .5014±.0135• OOM .7164±.0227• .5618±.0310• .6902±.0561• .7598±.0146
F1 .5762±.0020• .5017±.0249• .7214±.0064• .7030±.0543• .7149±.0135• .5491±.0118• OOM .7458±.0208• .6069±.0314• .7240±.0507• .7850±.0130

Precision .5498±.0031• .5500±.0157• .6903±.0090• .6311±.1043• .6683±.0170• .5852±.0183• OOM .7330±.0239• .5998±.0233• .6719±.0344• .7633±.0136
Recall .6053±.0086• .4628±.0401• .7555±.0071• .8085±.0249 .7689±.0155• .5174±.0091• OOM .7604±.0374• .6227±.0868• .7860±.0742 .8081±.0153

Purity .6736±.0018• .6707±.0096• .7613±.0142• .7430±.0523• .7715±.0152• .7068±.0166• OOM .8357±.0134 .7216±.0136• .7779±.0240• .8455±.0095

Time (s) 109.5 155.2 11.7 92.1 12.4 2.4 OOM 47 360.2 2408.3 150.6

PU

OA .5341±.0000• .5162±.0100• .5517±.0000• .4666±.0177• .4877±.0066• .4601±.0058• OOM .5718±.0029• .5953±.0408• OOM .6268±.0048
AA .5259±.0001• .5531±.0085• .4881±.0000• .5205±.0228• .5073±.0227• .4606±.0084• OOM .5367±.0029• .5180±.0303• OOM .5903±.0053

Kappa .4336±.0000• .4209±.0110• .4563±.0000• .3610±.0187• .4002±.0067• .3476±.0036• OOM .4822±.0031• .4994±.0397• OOM .5491±.0056
NMI .5330±.0000• .5284±.0081• .5148±.0000• .4424±.0004• .4922±.0098• .4741±.0028• OOM .5389±.0043• .5348±.0208• OOM .5792±.0114
ARI .3213±.0000• .3052±.0049• .3526±.0000• .2542±.0100• .2960±.0063• .2897±.0127• OOM .4276±.0025• .4483±.0515 OOM .4630±.0091
F1 .4543±.0000• .4342±.0065• .5004±.0000• .3966±.0091• .4239±.0045• .4336±.0135• OOM .5408±.0016• .5649±.0476 OOM .5679±.0070

Precision .5688±.0000• .5737±.0037• .5378±.0000• .5092±.0079• .5726±.0106• .5249±.0050• OOM .6711±.0042• .6524±.0297• OOM .7132±.0116
Recall .3782±.0000• .3495±.0094• .4678±.0000• .3249±.0090• .3365±.0040• .3695±.0166• OOM .4528±.0008• .4995±.0557 OOM .4719±.0055

Purity .6961±.0000• .6930±.0095• .6387±.0000• .5944±.0094• .6593±.0095• .6619±.0000• OOM .7190±.0022• .7057±.0163• OOM .7731±.0075

Time (s) 113.7 82.2 16.4 87.4 7.7 2.9 OOM 195.6 202 OOM 103.5

(a) (b) (c) (d) (e) (f) (g) (h) (i) (j) (k) (l)

Fig. 2. Clustering maps on India Pines (a) ground truth, (b) K-means, (c) FCM, (d) SSC, (e) SuperPCA, (f) SSSC, (g) S5C, (h) GCOT, (i) SGLSC, (j)
DGAE, (k) NCSC, (l) SPGCC.

Rand index (ARI), F1-score (F1), Precision, Recall and Purity.
Among these metrics, OA, AA, NMI, F1, Precision, Recall,
and Purity range in [0,1] while Kappa and ARI range in [-1,
1]. For each metric, a higher score indicates a better clustering
result. Similar to the common process of clustering evaluation,
the Hungarian algorithm [52] is adopted to map the predicted
labels according to the ground truth before calculating metrics.
In addition, we log the time cost of each method.

C. Comparison with Other Methods

In Table V, we report the clustering performance and the
running time of SPGCC together with compared methods on
India Pines, Salinas, and Pavia University. For each clustering
metric, the optimal value is marked in bold, and the suboptimal
value is underlined. Clustering map visualizations of different
methods are shown in Figs. 2, 3, 4. All the experiments were
conducted in a Linux server with an AMD EPYC 7352 CPU
and an NVIDIA RTX 3090 GPU. CUDA was available for

deep learning methods except NCSC on Salinas because of
the huge cost of memory.

According to the quantitative metrics and clustering maps,
it could be easily observed that the proposed SPGCC method
outperforms other compared methods on three datasets signif-
icantly, especially on India Pines. For example, OA obtained
by SPGCC has an improvement of 8.8%, 2.4%, and 3.2% over
the second-best method on the three datasets, respectively.
Moreover, all the nine clustering metrics of SPGCC exceed
those of the compared methods on India Pines. Only NMI
and Recall on Salinas and Recall on Pavia University do not
achieve the highest scores. Results of the significance test
further validate the superiority of SPGCC (i.e., all metrics
on India Pines, five metrics on Salinas, and six metrics on
Pavia University have statistical superiority to the suboptimal
methods).

GCOT and NCSC fail to run on Salinas or Pavia University
due to the extreme cost of memory. GCOT does not use
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(a) (b) (c) (d) (e) (f) (g) (h) (i) (j) (k)

Fig. 3. Clustering maps on Salinas (a) ground truth, (b) K-means, (c) FCM, (d) SSC, (e) SuperPCA, (f) SSSC, (g) S5C, (h) SGLSC, (i) DGAE, (j) NCSC,
(k) SPGCC.

(a) (b) (c) (d) (e) (f) (g) (h) (i) (j)
Fig. 4. Clustering maps on Pavia University (a) ground truth, (b) K-means, (c) FCM, (d) SSC, (e) SuperPCA, (f) SSSC, (g) S5C, (h) SGLSC, (i) DGAE, (j)
SPGCC.

superpixel segmentation and therefore is not suitable for
large-scale HSI datasets, indicating the necessity of using
superpixel segmentation. Despite the risk of grouping pix-
els of different classes into the same superpixel, superpixel
segmentation brings high homogeneity, and we have verified
that the accuracy of segmentation is generally above 99% (in
Section IV-D). NCSC needs to perform convolution on all
pixel cubes in a single batch due to the network structure.
Specifically, although NCSC only conducts lightweight 2-
D CNNs and introduces superpixel segmentation to reduce
the scale of subspace clustering, the pixel-level convolutional
network and the superpixel-level clustering network are not
separated, resulting in high computational costs. In contrast,
the proposed SPGCC also performs pixel-level convolution
but in the pre-training stage which is separated from the
subsequent network. As a result, SPGCC could extract high-
order spectral and spatial features at the pixel level and utilize
superpixel segmentation to reduce data scale simultaneously.

Compared with the state-of-the-art graph learning methods
(i.e., SGLSC and DGAE), SPGCC performs better on all three
datasets, with similar or less time cost. SPGCC uses 3-D and
2-D hybrid CNNs at the pre-training stage to extract high-order
spatial and spectral features of HSI pixels, which is conducive
to subsequent clustering, while SGLSC performs clustering on
raw HSI features. Moreover, SPGCC is based on contrastive
clustering and has an advantage over the GAE-based method
because of the clustering-oriented optimization target (i.e.,
pulling superpixel representations of the same class close,
while pushing different clusters’ representations away). In this
manner, SPGCC gains clustering-friendly representations with

better intra-class similarity and inter-class dissimilarity.

D. Parameters Analysis

Our method mainly contains four hyperparameters: number
of superpixels (M ), learning rate (η), weight of clustering-
center-level contrast loss (α), and ratio of high-confidence
samples (λ). They have been tuned for different datasets. The
adopted values are shown in Table III.

1) Impact of M : The number of superpixels M controls the
scale and homogeneity of superpixels. The influence of M on
clustering performance is shown in Fig. 5. It can be seen that
the proposed SPGCC has robustness for different M . As M
increases, different metrics almost show an increasing-then-
decreasing trend. The optimal M are 1100, 2700, and 2200
for three datasets, respectively.

In Fig. 6, we show the effect of different M on the running
time of our algorithm. Settings of M keep consistency with
Fig. 5. Specifically, we fix the training epochs to 200 and
record the running time. Due to the efficient parallelism of
GCN, the increase in time consumption is lower than that of
M .

The impact of M on superpixel segmentation accuracy
SPacc is also demonstrated in Fig. 6, which is defined as:

SPacc =

∑M
i=1 n

dominant
i∑M

i=1 n
labeled
i

, (21)

where ndominant
i and nlabeled

i are the number of labeled pixels
in the dominant class and total labeled pixels within the i-
th superpixel, respectively. With the increase of M , SPacc
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Fig. 5. The influence of different numbers of superpixels M on (a) India Pines, (b) Salinas, (c) Pavia University.
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Fig. 6. Time cost and superpixel segmentation accuracy for different numbers of superpixels M on (a) India Pines, (b) Salinas, (c) Pavia University.
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Fig. 7. The influence of different ratio of selected high-confidence samples λ on (a) India Pines, (b) Salinas, (c) Pavia University.

shows a gradual upward trend, indicating that pixels within
one superpixel are more likely to belong to the same class in
a higher granularity partition. Since SPacc typically exceeds
99%, different M have minimal impact on the accuracy of
superpixel segmentation.

2) Impact of λ: λ controls the ratio of selected samples when
recomputing high-confidence clustering centers. Fig. 7 shows
the effect of λ on clustering metrics. According to Fig. 7, the
proposed SPGCC is quite robust to parameter λ. Specifically,
fluctuations of the clustering performance on the India Pines
dataset are slightly greater than those on Salinas and Pavia
University. One possible reason is that the noise intensity on
India Pines is larger than that on other datasets and the number
of divided superpixels is smaller, so a larger λ makes clustering
centers more susceptible to noise samples, while a smaller

λ means only a small part of samples being selected which
cannot fully represent centers of certain classes. Tuning results
show that the optimal values of λ for the three datasets are
respectively 0.75, 0.55, and 0.25.

3) Impact of α: α introduces the clustering-center-level con-
trast loss. Fig. 8 suggests that as α increases from a very small
value, the improvement brought by the clustering-center-level
contrast gradually increases. When α is equal to 0.1, clustering
performances on three datasets are almost optimal, although
it is slightly better when α is set to 0.05 on Salinas. When
α exceeds 0.1, clustering performance declines significantly,
indicating that a too-large weight for clustering-center-level
contrast loss is harmful to superpixel representation learning.
For the sake of simplicity, we finally fix α to 0.1.
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Fig. 8. The influence of different weight of clustering-center-level contrast loss α on (a) India Pines, (b) Salinas, (c) Pavia University.

TABLE VI
ABLATION STUDY RESULTS, OA IS REPORED.

Method India Pines Salinas Pavia University

w/o pixel-level pre-training .5354 .6783 .5049

w/o high-confidence centers .6548 .8364 .6218

w/o pixel sampling augmentation .6615 .8419 .6164

w/o model weight augmentation .6416 .8247 .5954

w/o sample-level alignment .6503 .8418 .5993

w/o clustering-center-level contrast .6534 .8365 .6137

SPGCC .6759 .8447 .6268

TABLE VII
DIFFERENT DATA AUGMENTATIONS FOR SUPERPIXELS, OA IS REPORED,
PIXEL SAMPLING AUGMENTATION AND MODEL WEIGHT AUGMENTATION

ARE ABBREVIATED TO “PSA” AND “MWA”, BOLD AND UNDERLINE
DENOTE THE OPTIMAL AND SUBOPTIMAL VALUES RESPECTIVELY.

Augmentation India Pines Salinas Pavia University

Node mask .6274 .8225 .5801

Node noise .6202 .8217 .5783

Node shuffling .6401 .8230 .5822

Edge permutation .6327 .8377 .5899

PSA .6416 .8247 .5954

MWA .6615 .8419 .6164

PSA+MWA .6759 .8447 .6268

E. Ablation Study

To validate the effectiveness of each module in the pro-
posed SPGCC, including pixel-level pre-training, recomputed
high-confidence clustering centers, two types of semantic-
invariant superpixel augmentations (i.e., pixel sampling aug-
mentation and model weight augmentation), two clustering-
oriented training targets (i.e., sample-level alignment and
clustering-center-level contrast), we conduct a series of abla-
tion experiments. According to Table VI, the complete SPGCC
achieves the best performance. In addition, we summarize
the following four observations. First, pixel-level pre-training
is very important and brings more than 10% performance
improvement, indicating that high-order spectral and spatial
features extracted from pre-training are more conducive to
clustering. Second, recomputing clustering centers only with a
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Fig. 9. t-SNE visualization on India Pines (first row), Salinas (second row)
and Pavia university (third row) by different features: raw features (first
column), pixel-level pre-trained features (second column) and SPGCC learned
features (third column).

certain proportion of high-confidence samples can alleviate the
influence of noise samples and thus improve clustering perfor-
mance. Third, using two types of semantic-invariant superpixel
data augmentations simultaneously performs better than using
only one, which is consistent with the current opinion in
self-supervised contrastive learning that multiple reasonable
data augmentations are beneficial to representation learning.
Fourth, combining sample-level alignment with clustering-
center-level contrast performs better, indicating that sample-
level alignment helps to increase intra-class similarity while
clustering-center-level contrast helps to increase inter-class
dissimilarity, thus making representations easier to cluster.

F. Different Superpixel-level Data Augmentations

We also compared the proposed two semantic-invariant
superpixel augmentations, i.e., pixel sampling augmentation
(PSA) and model weight augmentation (MWA), with general
graph data augmentation methods [41] which may hurt the



JOURNAL OF LATEX CLASS FILES, VOL. 14, NO. 8, AUGUST 2021 11

node semantic in Table VII. The compared data augmentations
include node mask, node noise, node shuffling, and edge
permutation. We tune the changing rate from 10% to 30%
and report their best performance.

According to the experimental results in Table VII, the
best clustering result is achieved by combining PSA and
MWA. When only one type of augmentation is used, MWA
outperforms the others, while PSA ranks second on India
Pines and Pavia University, and third on Salinas, showing
the advantage of proposed semantic-invariant augmentations.
In addition, general graph data augmentation methods require
additional hyperparameters to control the intensity of augmen-
tation, while PSA and MWA do not but still perform better,
indicating the convenience and effectiveness of the designed
augmentations.

G. Visualization of Superpixel Representations with t-SNE

t-distributed stochastic neighbor embedding (t-SNE) [53] is
used for visualization of superpixel representations. We show
the visualization results of the raw HSI features, pixel-level
pre-trained features, and embeddings after SPGCC training in
Fig. 9. The clustering performance of each type of feature is
reported as the best result among ten times K-means.

The raw features of superpixels are difficult to distinguish
and are unevenly distributed in feature space. The clustering
performance of the pixel-level pre-trained features has been
improved, but since the target of the pre-training stage is not
clustering-oriented, the distribution of superpixel representa-
tions is relatively loose. After SPGCC training, both intra-class
similarity and inter-class dissimilarity of the features have been
improved. It can be seen that the distribution of features in
the same class is more compact, while features from different
classes have better discriminability.

V. CONCLUSION

In this article, we proposed a superpixel graph contrastive
clustering (SPGCC) algorithm to learn clustering-friendly
representations of HSI. In SPGCC, high-order spatial and
spectral information of HSI is extracted and preserved by
pixel-level pre-training with 3-D and 2-D hybrid CNNs.
To conduct superpixel-level contrastive clustering, we design
two semantic-invariant superpixel data augmentations, i.e.,
pixel sampling augmentation and model weight augmentation,
where internal pixels and the output of dual-branch GCN
serve as augmented views of superpixels. In addition, we
recompute the high-confidence center of each class to mitigate
the influence of outliers. The optimization target is com-
posed of sample-level alignment and clustering-center-level
contrast to overcome the weakness of common contrastive
learning that pushes representations in the same class away.
Experimental results demonstrated that SPGCC outperforms
compared methods on different HSI datasets significantly. In
the future, we hope to mine the more accurate correlation
between superpixels to further guide superpixel-level graph
learning for HSI.
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