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Multimodal Data Analysis for Evaluating Hydrogen Diffusion in Steel
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Multimodal data analysis provides useful information that is not generally obtained from one of the analysis
methods. In this study, time-course images of hydrogen distribution on a steel sample measured using electron
stimulated desorption (ESD), scanning electron microscopy (SEM) images and electron backscatter diffraction (EBSD)
images were fused to create a multimodal image data set. The fused multimodal images were analyzed by principal
component analysis, least absolute shrinkage and selection operator (LASSO) and autoencoder. Each method is one of
the most popular methods in each field, multivariate analysis, sparse modeling, and unsupervised learning based on
artificial neural networks, respectively. The results of PCA, LASSO and autoencoder were consistent, and each method

provides different aspects of the sample data information.
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ERMAOERIIB VT, EBMEPNTICRALL
KRFEDME OB AT &k 2§ ARENILA M ED
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T, A, B ERSEIMED: (desorption induced by
electronic transition, DIET) D FED—>Th 5 &M%
JBiifE13: (electron stimulated desorption, ESD) % i \» T8k
JFAKL DR FE S ATNE T B2 A R T ¥ FAKKBMEE" V23
s E N7z KENMEZMT 5123, SHREF DK
KON E, R 2 OB & B Tl
L35 ENEETH L, FXT ¥ FRKEMEEZ WV
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EARIEFHEE (SEM) % HELE 7 mdr (EBSD)
oL, KSRV DN S, T 2 TR
BHI BT KT RSO RZ RS 720,
NOOBEBTFEISBONZWET -7 ZMAELT, <
NFE—F N T =5 UTHITT 2 2 &I2X ) Higho
WEFEED S TS O N WIS %2 R A 7 5E 6
ERHNT Ho XVFE—FLVT—F DN TiLL LT
&, FEHS W (principal component analysis, PCA) 7
EDLERN, AN—AET) v 7 ORENLTLEL
LCi#H:H 3N TWwb LASSO (least absolute shrinkage and
selection operator), AL =2—F V% v b7 —27|2&kD
Wiz LTFETH S HOMF 1bdr (autoencoder) %
Mwize SRHDOFEORHHITOVTHHIA RS,
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SUS304 $ T, JE & 100 um O HEHCIR, )& FHI % 330
pm X520 pm TH %7 SRR w2 S KK EZ AL,
WEZ AL CREICEMR L 72KHK 5S4 2 ESD Tl
IO oo KRFEGA ORRREEALIE, 65 REICHE - T
ESD CRHll L, 5K & » ESD 4§ 13 B %1872 I —
WA ESD il 2 S L2 A X5 ¥ FHMEEICH
HAEN/ SEM (JAMP10, HAET) THlE Lz, &
HIZ, F—=ZXF7F+4 MIHKFHL, FCCHiZICDOWT,
[001], [101], [111]®=}fi% EBSD THMlEL, ZhZ
NEH, k& ¥ (RGB) OZFMOGE LT,

2.2 A A=YF—82721—-ar

RNVFE—FNTFT—FDL A=V 72—V 3 VTR,
Matlab (Mathworks #) D4 XA —Y LI AL —T g~
(imregister) % H VT L7zc ESD THUR L7z 13
DRFGARNE, 2R Z G L zKEREE LTHY
720 ESDVEM ZZL S 9712, SEM %% ESD IZf5b
T imregister T L7z, ESD & SEM{RE DA 2
—V7a—Va iE, “OoOBERBMEEICEILL, &
Y VT BIT %M AEDOHIAEO G R CRME L 72, 4
CHUMOYERZ, BEZ7EVICBITE®MEAIZ &R
0, Be23ER&ELiE L S,

WIZ, ESD WL R4 L7 SEM %2 2L 8231
EBSD DX M % SEM fRIZ £ ¥ T imregister CRIERIZ
Z#L, Mo EBSD R AL TEMRLI, £ A=V 7
2—Ya v LWERZ, REKICETHUMIGE
(256 X256) & L7z

2.3 TIVFE—HILT —2OBEFER

A A=V T72—=VarLzgllEXz 256 X256 =
65536 47D 1 FIATHINC A L, ESD THUSH L7z 5 KEf A
565 R F To 5 BEMEDOKFE AR 13 B LT,
SEM 1§ 1 & R L, 65536 X14 DITHI & L72e 51
EBSD 14 3 #t& I LT, 65536 X 17 D57 —% H M
L7z

WE T LTSN BARERHM AR % 5720, B
1t (auto scaling) L T, FWRAFHH L7zo T 0HT
¥, Matlab | THE 3 % PLS Toolbox (Eigenvector
Research 1) Z MW7z, SEM % & B3E 3 % ESD 1§ % L,
1EAIB I 250 v T LASSO T L 2o LASSO I,
Python D 5 4 75 1) — group LASSO’ "% Hl\» 7z,

H 551 £#1%, Matlab ® Neural Network Toolbox %
JH T, Kullback-Leibler (KL) divergence 3 & TF L, 1EHI
1t % i L 7= Sparse Autoencoder Tt L 720
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3.1 ERSSR
ESD & SEM &% @& L7z 14 BOW{R (Fig. 1) 12
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ESD images

SEM image

Fig. 1. ESD and SEM images after image data fusion by
image registration (Matlab).

by PC2 o © PC3

PCA score images of ESD data.

- @PCl

S @PC1 " (@ PC C (HPC3
PCA score images of ESD and SEM fusion data.

Fig. 2. PC score images of the ESD data and those of the
image fusion data of the 13 ESD images and the SEM
image.

DWT, FAHENT L7=R R 2 33 %, Fig. 1 ITRT1%
M5 65536 X 14 DATH| 2 13T, FIRTOH L 7268,
oM FRAH RS AR%E Fig. 2 \TRT . EW 1
(PC1) &, IEOF—F DK 57% OEHEHEH L T
%o

ESD X SEM® 72—V g vy5F—4%®PCl DAME
(loading) 1%, Table 1 1Z/R9 & 912, ESD fR& SEM 14
PRI ETOEBIIH L TIEDOZIS 72, PCl D%
BiE, £2TOZH (13DESD#E —>0 SEM %) @
HEt 2R $2%, SEM R 2 A iidiR b /DS iz
®, PCl O SEM D% 5-13/h& v, TDOHIE, PCI
&, ESD =% OATERSHH L7z PC1 LI1FIZEHL
W2 EEBEHT S, — PC2 AR, ESD 7—7%
DHD FEJRG AT D PC2 41X & AT % 7%,
AR 2 FHICHVERNSEM R TH %, Fig. 31
KEITRT L 91T, PC2IRRAAIROLEmICH S5 H
CHZCHIEDGAi A SEM IR &L BIMED D 5 2 L AR S
nCTwb (Table 2)o
SEMBETHS A REINTVEHMIEIBHITE—
AT F A MEEICIET 525, PC2 132K F b o P
DW B WAAiE, SEM RICIZWFEICEIRER TV AR W
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Table 1. PC loadings of PC 1 (57.16%).

Loading Time (h)
3.02E-01 60_65
3.01E-01 50_55
3.00E-01 45_50
2.99E-01 40_45
2.98E-01 55_60
2.97E-01 35_40
2.96E-01 30_35
2.84E-01 25_30
2.81E-01 20_25
2.62E-01 15_20
2.38E-01 10_15
2.15E-01 5_10
1.79E-01 0.5
9.89E-02 SEM image

ESD image (5-10 h)

)SEM iﬁlage :

Fig. 3. The ring image in PC score, SEM and ESD images.

Table 2. PC loadings of PC 2 and PC3.

PC 2 (7.62%) PC 3 (6.29%)

Loading Time (h) Loading Time (h)
5.36E-01 0.5 8.36E-01 SEM image
5.33E-01 SEM image 1.16E-01 55_60
4.05E-01 5_10 8.45E-02 45_50
2.18E-01 10_15 8.01E-02 60_65
1.45E-01 15_20 7.12E-02 50_55
2.18E-02 20_25 5.44E-02 40_45
-6.54E-03 25_30 4.39E-02 35_40
-6.05E-02 30_35 2.86E-02 30_35
-8.21E-02 35_40 -3.48E-03 25_30
-1.64E-01 40_45 -4.16E-02 20_25
-1.82E-01 45_50 -1.44E-01 15_20
-1.98E-01 50_55 -2.46E-01 10_15
-2.01E-01 60_65 -2.68E-01 5_10
-2.13E-01 55_60 -3.30E-01 0.5

SAiTHY, ESD DM OIS RSN W5 W
¥ LEosfilcE UL TWw b, SOMEDSAIE, ESD
e SEMED 72—V g v F—F 2 X BRSO
RO PC3RMKTIE, Brwifik LTESh, PC3HA
Fimd 5 SEM RO FG IV LR ENTW5D, £
72, ESD 8D & O E W57k B Tld PC3 & ZhDLBE
DERG DO IIARBREHDTIEH I TRV, &

30-35 hr

25-30 hr

35-40 hr

Fig. 4. LASSO suggested ESD images related to SEM
image.

DEHZ, BROWETF—F ZRMAE LI VFE—=F
T BT A LX) HMOFEASLTIIESH
BWHIRMEO NS 2 LAVRENT, TOHAITONT
X, EBSDBROTF—F 23 HIMA5HZLITLD, fec
R DR DFAL & DBMEARIZI N TWBY,

I/, MULF—%ty MIHLT, EZEAXRY ML
7% (multivariate curve resolusion, MCR) & i&H L Cf#
BEL 7228, FEWRGOHT & I ZIZHBEO R S iz,

3.2 LASSO

Fig. 4 |2, SEM & & ORI AT LASSO 12 & - TRIE X
N7z ESD 1T X 2 K#E A Z R

ESD Z & % B85 D 25~ 40 hr DKFE S M AR I
TWaY, ThoDIE, ESDHE SEMIRD 7 22—
9 YT =Y OERGHHAERD PC2 AR TRENT:
KO MEDO5Ai #1x-> & YR TIRHAGTCTHH 5. ESD
B b+ — AT F A MEZITHIS L7220 ASHIBRIC R
LML, BISHHNORMETH L, ZhH XD b
T ORE A AR R R E L TRIEh 2 2 IR
HV,

3.3 Autoencoder

% %12 Autoencoder C, ESD & SEM D7 22— 3 ~
TF—F N LR 2 A3 5o Autoencoder 1, F
RO DE S, F—=FEy FroiFgzmMmb+sT
BETHEY, REICE o> TR T — 7 1 L TFik
IEHI AT TH B L5, FERSHWH 51315
LN WIERDIA SN B WHEETEA D 5, Fig. 512, ESD
F—=FDAELESD ESEMDT7 22—V 3 YF—FIZon
T, M-I A58 4 X% 5 & L72YE D Autoencoder
2 X N3 % Fig. 5 & Table 3 12/R 9,
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—
(1) ESD data

® O]
(2) ESD and SEM fusion data

Fig. 5. Autoencoder results of ESD data (1) and those of
ESD and SEM fusion data (2).

Table 3. Encoder weights of features 4 and 5 of autoencoder
results of ESD and SEM fusion data.

Feature 4 Feature 5
Weight Time (h) Weight Time (h)

0.317943 55_60 0.913257 0_5
0.269734 60_65 0.820351 5_10
0.266606 50_55 0.712612 10_15
0.200716 45_50 0.563166 15_20
0.058049 40_45 0.361629 20_25
0.025241 35_40 0.353044 50_55
—0.05888 0.5 0.305837 60_65
—0.08551 30_35 0.279972 35_40
—0.09932 25_30 0.275918 45_50
—0.18306 20_25 0.258749 55_60
—0.29365 10_15 0.255854 30_35
—0.84412 SEM image 0.216895 40_45
—1.07063 15_20 0.186195 25_30
—4.54849 5_10 —3.76375 SEM image

ESD 7= DADYHSH, 72— ary7F—5 0k
EHERD M ERMEIZ, SEMIBETRENTF =R T
FA4 MR RTEME, Fig. 3R LMD GAIC
ST B EEAEhTwa, 727251, Fig.5 (j) T
RENDS 5 FHOWEY (feature 5) IIEHT AL, ME
DHATOARPHMEITHEM SN T WD, ERGGITHET
X, MESAAUANCDBHZ WA R ENTWz7z0,
WL O DIFEATRA L7 IRE TR S hTwi
7%, Autoencoder DFFMTHEH TIX, MM SN 258 X
DIRE I N E L % 572 Fig. 5 (i) Feature 4 &
Fig. 5 (j) Feature 5 121 H 9 % &, Feature 5%, B W
SAAER T AMED5ATH DI L5, Table3 D
IYa—F—HAPELTKEVEFEHHEIHEL,

Feature 4 TR WIS 2ANEH T2 MEOGATH L L
25 Table 3D LY I — ¥ —HANPHIZKEVWER LY
AR,

L722%5C, Feature 5, #D KA DM
L, Feature 4 1%, #WIOKFESAiB & O SEM 1§ & B
T 5T EDIRENT2, Feature 4 DG & Feature 5 D W
HTRINDMEOHAIEEEITIE T, Feature 5
1 Feature 4 T/REN D MEHA4 DBFRDERT. &
DI FE BRI SE S R VWEET
HY, MONEBIEA—ZATF A4 P EBHBEOFHREETH
5T LRI NI,

NS DRI R, KEOWHHEED Y I 2 L
—a YRR EDETHIL T2,

4. % & O

ESD, SEM B & (" EBSD OB DM &7 — % Z @&
SN FE—FNTF—F 2 BN THZ LT, K
T L ORI L OBRARIR I N R Y, B
—DWETFENS TRESRZWFHFHROMBITEI L

>
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