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Hyperspectral Adapter for Semantic Segmentation with
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Abstract—Hyperspectral imaging (HSI) captures spatial infor-
mation along with dense spectral measurements across numerous
narrow wavelength bands. This rich spectral content has the
potential to facilitate robust robotic perception, particularly
in environments with complex material compositions, varying
illumination, or other visually challenging conditions. However,
current HSI semantic segmentation methods underperform due to
their reliance on architectures and learning frameworks optimized
for RGB inputs. In this work, we propose a novel hyperspectral
adapter that leverages pretrained vision foundation models
to effectively learn from hyperspectral data. Our architecture
incorporates a spectral transformer and a spectrum-aware spatial
prior module to extract rich spatial-spectral features. Additionally,
we introduce a modality-aware interaction block that facilitates
effective integration of hyperspectral representations and frozen
vision Transformer features through dedicated extraction and
injection mechanisms. Extensive evaluations on three benchmark
autonomous driving datasets demonstrate that our architecture
achieves state-of-the-art semantic segmentation performance while
directly using HSI inputs, outperforming both vision-based and
hyperspectral segmentation methods. We make the code available
at https://hsi-adapter.cs.uni-freiburg.de.

I. INTRODUCTION

Advancing robot perception in complex environments re-
quires an understanding of detailed scene characteristics beyond
surface appearance [|]. Hyperspectral imaging (HSI), which
captures reflectance information across tens to hundreds of
narrow spectral bands, provides material-specific information
that is significantly richer than conventional RGB imaging [2].
By encoding distinctive spectral signatures, HSI enables fine-
grained discrimination of objects and materials, offering the
potential to enhance perception tasks [3], [4] under challenging
conditions such as varying illumination, occlusions [5], scene
clutter [6], and complex material compositions. These proper-
ties make HSI particularly promising for autonomous driving,
where reliable perception in diverse and visually complex
environments is essential.

Hyperspectral semantic segmentation aims to classify each
pixel of an image into predefined categories based on HSI
inputs. Despite its potential, semantic segmentation with
hyperspectral data remains a challenging problem. Most
segmentation models are tailored for RGB images and fail
to fully leverage the spectral richness of HSI. Standard
vision semantic segmentation architectures, although proven
powerful for extracting spatial semantics from RGB data,
are not inherently equipped to model the complex inter-
channel dependencies of hyperspectral inputs. As a result,
models pretrained on RGB datasets often underperform when
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Fig. 1: Different approaches for hyperspectral semantic segmentation. (a) Tra-
ditional approaches train HSI encoders with high parameter counts from
scratch. Due to the lack of large-scale annotated hyperspectral datasets, this
results in poor generalization. (b) Preprocessing the hyperspectral input allows
using vision encoders with pseudo RGB images, but ignores the rich spectral
information present in hyperspectral data. (c) Our paradigm adapts a pretrained
frozen vision foundation model to the hyperspectral domain via a lightweight
HSI adapter, effectively bridging spectral and vision representations.

directly applied to hyperspectral inputs [7], [8], [9]. Although
pseudo-RGB approaches can partially adapt existing models,
they overlook the spectral diversity inherent in HSI and fail
to address critical challenges such as high dimensionality,
limited labeled data, and increased computational costs [2]. We
illustrate the difference between these approaches in Fig. 1.

Vision foundation models trained on large-scale datasets
generalize well across domains [10]. However, their full fine-
tuning is computationally prohibitive, and linear probing lacks
capacity for complex tasks such as hyperspectral segmentation.
Adapter tuning provides an efficient alternative by inserting
lightweight modules into a frozen backbone, allowing for
task-specific adaptation without retraining the entire model.
However, existing adapters are designed for RGB inputs and,
when applied to HSI, they face initialization sensitivity and fail
to capture spectral dependencies, limiting their effectiveness.

To address these limitations, we propose the HSI-Adapter, a
modular architecture that enables leveraging strong pretrained
vision foundation models with HSI inputs for hyperspectral
semantic segmentation. Our approach introduces a spectral
transformer and a spectral-enhanced spatial prior module to
jointly extract rich spectral and spatial features from hyperspec-
tral inputs. To bridge the modality gap between hyperspectral
and RGB representations, we propose a modality-aware
interaction block that enables effective bidirectional feature
exchange between hyperspectral features and foundational
vision features. This topology preserves the strengths of the
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pretrained foundation model while incorporating the unique
characteristics of hyperspectral data. Extensive experiments
on HSI-DriveV2 [11], HyperspectralCityV2.0 (HCV2) [12],
and HyKo2-VIS [13] benchmark autonomous driving
datasets demonstrate that our method achieves state-of-the-art
performance, surpassing both RGB-based and hyperspectral
segmentation approaches. In addition to quantitative gains,
qualitative results show that our method generalizes well to
diverse and complex driving environments, handling cluttered
scenes, dense urban layouts, and visually similar material
classes such as painted and unpainted metal.
Our primary contributions are summarized as follows:

1) A novel hyperspectral adapter architecture tailored for
semantic segmentation using HSI inputs.

2) A spectral transformer and spectrum-aware spatial prior
module to jointly model spatial and spectral context.

3) A modality-aware interaction block that enables effec-
tive feature fusion between hyperspectral and pretrained
foundational vision representations.

4) Comprehensive experiments and ablation studies across
three benchmark datasets, demonstrating the effectiveness
and generalization of our approach.

5) We release our code and pretrained models to facili-
tate further research in hyperspectral perception https:
//hsi-adapter.cs.uni-freiburg.de.

II. RELATED WORK

We review existing work on hyperspectral semantic segmen-
tation, including the challenges associated with extending these
techniques to the hyperspectral domain.

Hyperspectral Semantic Segmentation is relatively underex-
plored in robotics compared to vision-based methods. Most
existing work on hyperspectral segmentation originates from
the remote sensing and geoscience fields, where datasets
typically consist of a single aerial image covering urban or
natural landscapes. These datasets offer limited variability
and are often less relevant for robotics. More recently, novel
hyperspectral datasets for urban autonomous driving have been
introduced [11], [12], [13]. Early approaches focus on pro-
cessing the spectral dimension using dimensionality reduction
techniques such as Principal Component Analysis (PCA) to
tackle high-dimensional hyperspectral data [ 14]. However, these
methods overlook spatial structure, which is crucial for accurate
segmentation [15]. To overcome this limitation, subsequent
work incorporates both spectral and spatial information through
3D convolutional neural networks [16]. Although they improve
performance, convolutional networks struggle to capture long-
range dependencies in high-dimensional spectral data.

More recent work has introduced encoder-decoder archi-
tectures tailored for hyperspectral inputs, such as modified
U-Net variants and DeepLab-based networks [11], [7]. These
methods achieve moderate improvements but they typically
underperform compared to models trained on RGB represen-
tations, particularly when RGB inputs are synthesized from
hyperspectral data. This performance gap is due to the use
of network architectures and learning strategies tailored for
RGB images, which do not fully leverage the spectral rich-

ness of hyperspectral inputs. Transformer-based models have
recently emerged as strong candidates for hyperspectral scene
understanding. Their ability to model long-range dependencies
makes them well-suited to the joint spatial-spectral structure of
hyperspectral data. For instance, SpectralFormer [17] focuses
on learning global relationships across spatial patches of
hyperspectral images by embedding flattened patches and
applying Transformer attention between them. In contrast,
our proposed Spectral Transformer operates at the pixel level,
modeling spectral dependencies directly across spectral bands
without spatial patching. By preserving the original spatial
structure, the Spectral Transformer reduces computational
complexity, improves feature locality for semantic segmentation,
and facilitates integration with multiscale feature extraction,
further enhancing spatial feature quality.

Adapters for Vision Foundation Models: Transformer models,
which form the backbone of modern vision foundation mod-
els, have achieved outstanding performance across multiple
perception tasks. However, they often require significant
computational resources for fine-tuning, especially for dense
prediction [18], [19]. Adapters offer a more efficient alternative
to fine-tuning an entire transformer model by introducing
small task-specific layers that are inserted into pretrained
models [20]. This enables efficient adaptation to new tasks
without the need for full retraining, making it invaluable when
annotations are scarce. The ViT-Adapter has been used to
adapt vision transformers for dense prediction tasks such
as semantic segmentation [21], without requiring extensive
retraining, thereby improving efficiency while maintaining
performance.

Adapters for Multimodal Segmentation: Adapters have also
been leveraged for knowledge transfer across modalities and
tasks, particularly when training data is limited or modality-
specific supervision is unavailable. By selectively fine-tuning
small components that interact with large pretrained models,
adapters enable efficient and flexible integration of addi-
tional input modalities without requiring full model retraining.
MANet [22] introduces a multimodal adapter to fine-tune
the Segment Anything Model (SAM) by incorporating multi-
scale geographic features from aerial imagery and LiDAR
data. StitchFusion [23] presents a multi-directional adapter
for combining RGB and infrared (IR) modalities, facilitating
joint feature learning without the need for task-specific fusion
layers. UniRGB-IR [24] proposes two specialized modules to
enrich ViT representations with RGB and IR features. However,
these methods typically operate on low-dimensional or single-
channel modalities (e.g., grayscale IR), and their adapters are
not designed to handle the high-dimensional spectral inputs
found in HSIL.

More closely related to hyperspectral data, SAH-SCI [25]
introduces a lightweight adapter framework for reconstructing
hyperspectral images from compressed measurements, with a
focus on spectral and spatial adaptation. However, their method
targets reconstruction rather than semantic segmentation. In
contrast, our hyperspectral adapter is specifically designed for
dense segmentation. Unlike prior work based on grayscale
infrared or compressed inputs, our method processes the
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Fig. 2: Our network takes hyperspectral images as input through the Spectral Transformer and a Spectral-Enhanced Spatial Prior Module (SPM), which
extracts spectral and spatial features. These features interact with the frozen ViT backbone through a Modality-Aware Interaction Block, which utilizes gated
bidirectional cross-attention. Finally, a semantic decoder yields pixel-level semantic class predictions from the fused representation.

complete hyperspectral cube and interacts with frozen RGB-
pretrained vision transformers, enabling robust and data-
efficient segmentation for robotic perception.

In summary, prior approaches to hyperspectral segmentation
either adapt RGB-oriented architectures or design task-specific
convolutional and transformer models, but fail to exploit the
representational capacity of vision foundation models. Existing
adapter-based frameworks, though effective in low-dimensional
settings, are not designed for the high spectral dimensionality
of HSI. We address this gap with a hyperspectral adapter
that models spectral dependencies, incorporates spectrum-
aware spatial priors, and enables interaction with frozen
vision transformers, thereby leveraging foundation model
generalization while accommodating the unique characteristics
of hyperspectral data.

III. TECHNICAL APPROACH

As shown in Fig. 2, our proposed HSI-Adapter is a modular
framework for hyperspectral semantic segmentation built upon
vision foundation model backbones. It extracts spectral and
spatial features through three network components: a Spectral
Transformer, a Spectral-Enhanced Spatial Prior Module (SPM),
and a series of Modality-Aware Interaction Blocks. The
Spectral Transformer captures long-range spectral dependencies
and reduces channel dimensionality. The Spectral-Enhanced
SPM integrates spatial and spectral information, while the
interaction blocks enable bidirectional communication with the
ViT through feature injection, fusion, and feedback.

We use a frozen ViT backbone initialized with weights
obtained from unsupervised DINOvV2 training [26] and su-
pervised ImageNet training. Unlike standard ViTs, which
operate with RGB images as inputs, our approach feeds
hyperspectral features into the patch embedding module. The
input is divided into non-overlapping 14 x 14 patches, flattened,
projected into D-dimensional tokens, and passed through L
encoder layers. Simultaneously, in the HSI-Adapter the V-
channel hyperspectral image is fed to the Spectral Transformer
and refined by the Spectral-Enhanced SPM into multi-scale
D-dimensional feature maps at i, 15, and 35 resolutions.
These maps are flattened and concatenated, then input to
the interaction modules. The ViT backbone is divided into
V' stages, with an interaction block inserted after selected

stages. At those stages, hyperspectral features are injected via
deformable attention, fused with ViT tokens through gating, and
enriched via bottleneck cross-attention. After V' interactions,
the ViT tokens are reshaped into multi-scale feature maps,
and a transposed convolution upsamples the feature map from
% to i resolution for final segmentation predictions. Unless
stated otherwise, the ViT patch embedding always receives a
3-channel image produced by the Spectral Transformer, and
all ViT weights, including patch embedding and positional

embeddings, remain frozen.

A. Spectral Transformer

The Spectral Transformer is designed to capture inter-band
dependencies across the spectral dimension of HSI data. Unlike
conventional Transformer architectures that employ attention
over spatial tokens, this module operates on spectral vectors at
each spatial location, treating the hyperspectral channels as a
sequence. This formulation enables the model to learn complex,
context-aware relationships between spectral bands, which are
essential for accurate material and surface classification in HSI.

Given an input hyperspectral image X € RV>*HXW '\here
N is the number of spectral bands and (H, W) are the spatial
dimensions, each spectral band at a given pixel is treated as
an independent token. As shown in Fig. 2a, each band is first
projected into a ds-dimensional feature space through a Band
Embedding layer, producing a sequence of embedded tokens.
This sequence is then processed by a Transformer encoder
comprising L, layers and h attention heads to model inter-band
dependencies. Following spectral modeling, we apply average
pooling across the spectral dimension to aggregate information,
resulting in a representation F € R(ZW)xds  Finally, F is
projected into a three-channel representation using a linear
layer and then reshaped back into image space. This design
enables the model to explicitly capture spectral dependencies
at each spatial location while preserving the spatial resolution
needed for dense prediction tasks.

B. Spectral-Enhanced Spatial Prior Module

Our Spectral-Enhanced Spatial Prior Module is tailored to
extract multi-scale spatial features while leveraging spectral
context captured during earlier processing stages. Compared to
conventional spatial prior modules, our approach introduces an



initial spectral-aware filtering step, followed by a hierarchical
spatial encoding pipeline. As illustrated in Fig. 2 (b), the module
employs a depthwise separable 3 x 3 convolution across spectral
channels, followed by batch normalization and ReLU activation.
This operation enhances local spectral contrast and reduces
channel-wise noise prior to spatial feature extraction. Following
spectral processing, we use a convolutional stem composed
of three stacked 3x3 convolutions with batch normalization
and ReLU activation, followed by a 3x3 max-pooling layer to
downsample spatial resolution, yielding the first feature map c;.
To build a hierarchical feature pyramid, we employ three addi-
tional convolutional stages, each consisting of a 3x3 convolu-
tion with stride 2, batch normalization, and ReLLU activation, fol-
lowing common design practices as in the spatial prior approach
of [20]. These stages generate feature maps cg, c3, and cy,
corresponding to downsampling factors of 8x, 16x, and 32X,
respectively. We project the feature maps co, cs, and c4 into a
shared embedding dimension D using 1x 1. Finally, these mul-
tiscale representations are fed to the adapter interaction blocks.

C. Modality-Aware Interaction Block

Our Modality-Aware Interaction Block serves as a core
component of the Hyperspectral Adapter, enabling bidirectional
fusion between hyperspectral features and ViT tokens Fig. 2 (c).
Unlike prior approaches, our block introduces a dynamic,
modality-aware fusion mechanism that adaptively integrates
hyperspectral information while preserving the pretrained ViT
structure. The interaction begins with an injector module
that injects hyperspectral features extracted from the Spectral-
Enhanced SPM into the ViT token stream using deformable
cross-attention across multiple spatial levels. This process
leverages learned reference points and multi-scale feature maps
to perform efficient fusion. We fuse the injected tokens with
the original ViT tokens using a modality gating mechanism,
which computes a dynamic per-token weighting:

ey

where x,;; are tokens before injection, Tipjected are tokens after
deformable injection, and v € [0,1] is a learned per-token
coefficient.

This mechanism enables the model to blend injected features
with the original ViT tokens in a content-aware manner, preserv-
ing the pretrained token distribution while integrating modality-
specific cues. We then concatenate the fused representation with
the class token and pass it through frozen ViT blocks, allowing
the pretrained backbone to refine the fused tokens without
updating its weights. Subsequently, the extractor stage uses
deformable cross-attention in the reverse direction—attending
from the updated ViT tokens back to the hyperspectral adapter
features, to enhance the semantic richness of these features.
To complete the interaction, a cross-attention feedback block
further refines the adapter features based on the updated
ViT context, improving alignment and ensuring consistency
across modalities. In all interaction blocks, we use 3 feature
levels 1/8, 1/16, 1/32 with 8 heads and 4 sampling points per
head per level. Together, these components enable effective
bidirectional interaction between hyperspectral priors and ViT

Lout = Y xinjected + (]- - "Y) * Loyity

representations, delivering strong semantic performance while
maintaining compatibility with frozen pretrained backbones.

D. Decoder

We employ a UPerHead decoder to aggregate multi-scale
features from four stages of the HSI-Adapter using pyramid
pooling [27]. We then feed the fused representation through a
convolutional head to yield the final segmentation logits. Ad-
ditionally, we attach an auxiliary FCN head to an intermediate
feature map to provide deep supervision during training. We
define the training loss as a weighted sum of the segmentation
decoder loss and the auxiliary loss:

Etotal = £seg + 0~4£aUXa (2)

where both L., and L, represent standard pixel-wise cross-
entropy losses applied to the heads.

IV. EXPERIMENTAL RESULTS

This section investigates how hyperspectral information can
be effectively leveraged with pretrained vision foundation mod-
els. Specifically, we ask: (1) Can pretrained RGB architectures
be adapted to process hyperspectral inputs without training
from scratch? (2) How can architectures be designed to enable
compatibility between hyperspectral inputs and pretrained RGB
encoders? (3) Does incorporating spectral-specific modules
improve segmentation performance in challenging real-world
scenes? We address these questions through experiments
on three hyperspectral driving datasets, including detailed
benchmarking, ablation studies, and qualitative analyses.

A. Datasets

We evaluate our approach on three hyperspectral datasets
that cover urban and rural driving scenarios: HSI-DriveV2 [11],
HyperspectralCityV2.0 [13], and HyKo2-VIS [12]. In the
following, we provide a detailed description of the datasets
and their class distributions.

HSI-Drive v2.0 [11] extends the original HSI-Drive [30],
providing 752 manually annotated frames captured across
all four seasons in real-world urban driving environments.
HSI-DriveV2 focuses on semantic categories with challenging
material compositions rather than standard semantic classes in
autonomous driving. The dataset includes 10 semantic classes:
road (60.73%), road markings (3.02%), vegetation (21.25%),
painted metal (2.16%), sky (5.71%), concrete (5.27%), pedes-
trian (0.48%), water (0.03%), unpainted metal (0.79%), and
glass (0.56%). Following the authors’ recommendation, we
exclude the “water” class due to its extreme underrepresentation.
The dataset features varying degrees of spectral variability
across classes. Some classes exhibit similar spectral signatures,
making them challenging to distinguish. For example, the “road”
class consists solely of tarmac surfaces, leading to consistent
spectral responses. In contrast, the “pedestrian” class includes
diverse dynamic objects such as people, cyclists, motorcyclists,
and animals, resulting in high intra-class variability. Data were
acquired using a Photonfocus camera with a 25-band VIS-NIR
filter spanning the visible to near-infrared spectrum, yielding
hyperspectral cubes with a resolution of 1088x2048x25.



TABLE I: Semantic segmentation results. The Input indicates whether the model was trained on full hyperspectral images (HSI) or projected RGB representations
(pPRGB) generated from HSI using [7]. Reported metrics are mean Intersection-over-Union (mIoU), mean class accuracy (mAcc), and overall accuracy (aAcc),
which are equivalent to the Accy, Accy, Flv, and Jy metrics used in [7]. No test-time augmentation or multi-scale ensembling is applied. * denotes finetuning.

. HSI-Drive HCV2 HyKo2 #Train
Method Weights | Input mloU aAcc mAcc | mIoU aAce mAcc | mloU aAcc mAcc | Param
U-Net [28] X HSI | 64.45 9495 7474 | 37.73 8525 48.62 | 57.39 8536 68.15 31.2
RU-Net [7] X HSIT 67.11 96.08 7692 | 4223 87.63 54.14 | 58.64 86.72 68.79 34.5
RU-Net PCA [7] X HSI | 79.23 97.02 86.80 | 4426 88.25 58.07 | 58.67 85.61 68.09 34.5
RU-Net [7] X pRGB | 7531 9632 8270 | 44.03 8795 56.65 | 64.67 89.18 73.92 34.5
DL3+ [29] IN-1K HSI | 56.63 67.86 65.58 | 40.79 86.60 53.15 | 53.22 84.10 63.01 45.7
DL3+ PCA [7] IN-1K HSI | 52.62 90.88 6293 | 41.58 86.64 5446 | 50.40 79.99 61.59 45.7
DL3+ [29] IN-1K pRGB | 57.84 92774 66.59 | 42.58 87.00 55.33 | 54.82 84.64 65.30 45.7
DL3+ [7] Cityscapes | pRGB | 77.44 97.09 83.93 | 50.04 90.26 64.10 | 66.77 90.49 74.87 45.7
DL3+ * [7] Cityscapes | pRGB | 73.84 95.69 81.95 | 48.47 89.62 6191 | 6541 88.62 73.97 45.7
ViT-Adapter [20] IN-1K pRGB | 6542 9500 7290 | 4329 86.56 55.81 | 53.61 79.60 65.11 52.6
ViT-Adapter [20] IN-22K | pRGB | 65.82 94.89 73.67 | 43.78 86.71 56.52 | 56.42 89.60 72.95 52.6
HSI-Adapter (ours) IN-1k HSI | 93.63 99.24 96.16 | 56.25 90.94 70.40 | 76.80 93.16 84.37 76.2
HSI-Adapter (ours) IN-22K HSI | 93.75 99.27 96.42 | 56.38 90.55 71.01 | 76.90 93.05 84.70 76.2
HSI-Adapter (ours) DINOv2 HSI | 93.80 99.27 96.47 | 58.81 91.54 7248 | 77.14 93.15 84.79 76.2

HyperspectralCityV2.0 (HCV2) [13] comprises hyperspectral
sequences captured in Shanghai over three consecutive days in
June, under varying weather conditions (sunny and cloudy) and
lighting scenarios including daytime, nighttime, and sunset. The
dataset contains 367 training frames with coarse annotations
and 55 testing frames with fine-grained semantic labels. The
hyperspectral images span the 450-950 nm range, covering
the visible to near-infrared spectrum. Each frame consists of
125 spectral channels, resulting in hyperspectral cubes of size
1400x 1800 125. Semantic labels follow the Cityscapes class
definition, including 19 categories such as road, sidewalk, pole,
traffic light, traffic sign, and vegetation. However, eight of
the original Cityscapes classes represent less than 1% of the
labeled data, and the “pole” class is entirely absent in the test
set. Consequently, we exclude the “pole” class and focus on
the remaining 18 categories in our experiments.

HyKo2-VIS [12] consists of hyperspectral images acquired
in both urban traffic and rural road settings under driving
conditions. The sensor operates entirely within the visible
spectrum, covering the 470-630 nm range, and records 15
spectral bands per frame. Each frame is annotated with 10
semantic classes. The most prevalent categories are road
(35.8%), sky (15.2%), grass (14.7%), and vegetation (14.1%),
while less frequent classes include lane markings (1.1%), panels
(1.5%), and person (0.03%). Although HyKo2-VIS provides
lower spectral and spatial resolution than HSI-DriveV2 and
HCV?2, it offers complementary diversity in geographic location,
scene structure, and sensor characteristics.

B. Experimental Setup

We build our HSI-Adapter using a ViT-B backbone with
deformable attention [31], using a patch size of 14. The
adapter includes four feature interactions at transformer layer
indexes [0, 2], [3, 51, [6, 8], and [9, 11]. In the final
stage, we stack three multi-scale feature extractors to enhance
semantic understanding across different resolutions. The vision
transformer is initialized with a pretrain size of 518 and takes

hyperspectral input with N channels, depending on the dataset.

The spatial transformer module within the adapter uses an

embedding dimension of 32 and 4 attention heads for HS-
Drive and HyKo2 and an embedding dimension of 160 and 5
attention heads for HCV2. For deformable attention, we use
the configuration as described in [20]. We train with a batch
size of 2 and use a cosine learning rate scheduler with 1500
warm-up iterations. We use a learning rate of 0.0001 for HS-
Drive and HCV2, and 0.00005 for HyKo2. We apply random
cropping during training, with a crop size of (224, 448) for
HS-Drive and HyKo2, and (448, 896) for HCV2. We do not
use test-time augmentation or multi-scale evaluation.

C. Benchmarking Results

Tab. I reports the performance in terms of mean Intersection-
over-Union (mloU), which is the primary evaluation metric,
along with overall pixel accuracy (aAcc) and mean class
accuracy (mAcc). We compare our method against both
hyperspectral segmentation models and strong RGB-based
baselines, including U-Net [28], DeepLabv3+ [29], and ViT-
based RGB adapters [20]. For HSI-based models, we include
methods trained directly on hyperspectral inputs, with or
without dimensionality reduction using PCA, with models such
as RU-Net and DeepLabv3+.

We observe that our proposed HSI-Adapter significantly
outperforms all competing methods in the mloU score across
the three benchmarks with all pretrained weights. Using
DINOV2, our model in HSI-DriveV2, it achieves an mloU
of 93.80%, exceeding the best-performing HSI baseline by
14.57%. On the HCV2 benchmark, it achieves an mloU
score of 58.81%, outperforming the closest HSI and RGB
baselines by 14.55 and 8.77 points, respectively. Finally, on
the HyKo2 dataset, it achieves an mloU of 77.14%, while
also maintaining strong aAcc and mAcc values of 93.15%
and 84.79%, respectively. To the best of our knowledge,
this is the first time a hyperspectral segmentation model
outperforms its RGB-based counterpart on multiple large-scale
scene understanding benchmarks.

D. Ablation Study

In this section, we analyze the progression of our HSI-
Adapter architecture and evaluate different strategies for



TABLE II: Ablation on HSI-DriveV2. Variants (superscripts): ® ViT-B scratch HSI; ® ViT-B scratch pRGB; ¢ ViT-Adapter scratch HSI; ¢ ViT-Adapter RGB
(scratch, ImageNet 1k, or 22k init); d HSI-Adapter (ours): Spectral Transformer — 3-ch, Spectral-enhanced SPM at 1/8, 1/16, 1/32, Modality-Aware Interaction
Blocks (8 heads, 4 sampling points per head per level). Notes: ViT-B/14 frozen incl. patch embed and positional embeddings; token dim D =768; single-scale,
no test-time aug. HCV2 uses 18 classes since “pole” is absent; all baselines follow the same protocol.

Method Input Pre-train  mloU (%) mAcc (%) aAcc (%) Train P
M)
25ch ViT* Backbone HSI X 71.88 96.03 71.88 147.49
3ch ViT® Backbone pRGB X 62.52 93.10 73.34 144.18
25ch ViT-Adapter® HSI X 73.63 96.46 80.33 142.50
3ch ViT-Adapter® pRGB X 65.21 94.50 73.43 139.20
3ch ViT-Adapter? pRGB IN-1k 65.42 95.00 72.90 52.623
3ch ViT-Adapter? pRGB IN-22k 65.82 94.89 73.67 52.623
Spectral Attention Prior HSI X 69.57 95.65 77.61 52.614
Spectral Attention Prior HSI IN-22k 87.54 91.94 98.10 52.614
Spectral Transformer HSI IN-22k 92.75 95.67 99.00 52.622
+ Spectral-Enhanced SPM  HSI IN-22k 93.61 96.09 99.24 52.623
+ HSS-Interaction Blocks ~ HSI IN-22k 93.75 99.27 96.42 76.246
+ HSS-Interaction Blocks ~ HSI DINOvV2 93.80 99.27 96.47 76.246

TABLE III: Per-class IoU across adapters on HSI-DriveV2. We compare ViT-Adapter [

on ImageNet-22K.

] and our proposed network, both initialized with weights pretrained

Method | Pre-train | Road Marks Veg P-Mtl Sky Concr Ped U-Mtl Glass

ViT-Adapter IN-22K | 98.09 90.06 88.82 39.01 8559 6234 2583 5858 40.42

HSI-Adapter (ours) | IN-22K | 99.78 98.73 98.51 88.54 9799 9287 979 83.07 86.37

AloU X 1.58 7.87 9.99 4318 1022 31.72 68.16 2333  38.83
leveraging vision foundation models for hyperspectral semantic HSI-Adapter
segmentation. Our goal is to quantify the contribution of each —e— road
component in constructing a high-performing hyperspectral —_| road_marks
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25-channel model achieves nearly 10% higher mloU than its
3-channel counterpart, confirming the advantage of directly
modeling hyperspectral inputs. However, this configuration
is incompatible with vision foundation models, which are
pretrained on standard 3-channel RGB images. Subsequently,
we train adapter-based models with both 25-channel and 3-
channel inputs. We train the 25-channel adapter from scratch
entirely. For the 3-channel variant, we consider both training
from scratch and initialization with ImageNet-1K, ImageNet-
22K, or DINOV2 pretrained weights. Without pretraining, the
25-channel adapter outperforms the 3-channel model. Model
variants and training settings for Tab. II are defined in the
caption for reproducibility.

We present results of a Spectral Attention Prior, which
consists of two key components: first, the SE block, which
computes channel-wise attention using global average pooling
followed by a fully connected layer with sigmoid activation;
and second, a ViT-Adapter. This baseline enables the use
of pretrained weights and the RGB-based adapter, which
increases performance. Finally, we present ablation results
on the complete HSI-Adapter architecture by progressively
adding key components. Starting with the spectral transformer,
we incrementally include the spectral-enhanced Spatial Prior
Module (SPM) and the hyperspectral-specific interaction blocks.
This final configuration achieves the highest performance,
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Fig. 3: Per-band ablation results showing class-specific IoU drops (AloU) when
zeroing individual spectral bands. The HSI-Adapter exhibits sharp spectral
sensitivity, especially between 655-675 nm. on the HSI-DriveV2 dataset.

demonstrating the benefit of jointly modeling spectral and
spatial information while effectively integrating pretrained
semantic priors from the vision transformer.

1) Per-Class IoU Analysis: To assess the class-specific
effects of hyperspectral input, we compare the RGB-based ViT-
Adapter and the hyperspectral-input HSI-Adapter in Tab. III.
The HSI-Adapter variant demonstrates consistent improvements
across most classes, particularly in vegetation (+5.50%), painted
metal (+13.21%), and pedestrian (+29.58%), confirming the
benefits of directly modeling hyperspectral cues even when
pretrained weights remain fixed. These results indicate that
integrating spectral-aware modules with strong pretrained
features enables robust material recognition.

2) Spectral Sensitivity Analysis: To assess whether the
model learns meaningful spectral representations, we perform a
spectral ablation experiment where each of the 25 hyperspectral
bands is individually zeroed out at test time. We report the
corresponding ToU drop per class (AloU) in Fig. 3. The HSI-
Adapter demonstrates sharp, class-specific sensitivity to narrow
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Fig. 4: Qualitative comparison on the HSI-DriveV2 dataset. Our proposed
HSI-Adapter effectively segments challenging classes such as painted metal
(dark blue), glass (light gray), and pedestrians (red) in scenes with significant
visual ambiguity. In contrast, the baseline method fails to yield coherent
segmentations, often predicting a mixture of incorrect classes across the scene.
The Improvement/Error Map denotes pixels that are misclassified by our
HSI-Adapter architecture in red, and the pixels that ViT-Adapter architecture
misclassifies but is correctly predicted by the HSI-Adapter model in green.
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Fig. 5: Qualitative comparison on the HCV2 dataset. Our HSI-Adapter yields
more accurate segmentation results, particularly in visually cluttered scenes.

spectral regions. Notably, zeroing bands in the 655-675 nm
range causes up to 25 percentage point drops for pedestrians and
10-15 pp drops for painted metal and road markings. These
results indicate that the Spectral Transformer exploits fine-
grained reflectance variations that are lost in projection-based
approaches, supporting its role in capturing discriminative
spectral cues.

E. Qualitative Results

Fig. 4 presents qualitative results on the HSI-DriveV2
dataset. The first column shows the input hyperspectral images
(visualized as pRGB), followed by an improvement/error map,
predictions from the baseline ViT-Adapter model, and the
outputs of our proposed HSI-Adapter. In the Improvement/Error
column, green regions indicate areas where our HSI-Adapter
outperforms the ViT-Adapter baseline, while red highlights
its errors. Our method demonstrates consistent improvements
in both complex urban scenes (top row) and highway envi-
ronments (bottom row). Specifically, the HSI-Adapter more
accurately delineates pedestrians and cars, capturing finer
boundaries and reducing confusion between object classes
such as painted and unpainted metal, roads, sidewalks, and
vegetation. Compared to the ViT-Adapter, our HSI-Adapter
yields cleaner segmentation maps with less noise and sharper
object contours. This highlights the effectiveness of leveraging
hyperspectral information through our proposed adapter archi-
tecture, particularly in scenarios with cluttered scenes (both
rows) and challenging lighting conditions (bottom row).

Fig. 5 shows qualitative results on the HCV2 dataset. In the
top row, our HSI-Adapter accurately segments the truck even
though it is partially occluded. The ViT-Adapter misclassifies
the occluded truck into multiple incorrect classes. In the bottom
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Fig. 6: Qualitative results on the HyKo2 dataset. Our method consistently
achieves accurate segmentation results in dense urban environments with
multiple vehicles (dark blue). Notably, the HSI-Adapter effectively distinguishes
between visually similar classes such as road (purple) and sidewalk (magenta),
whereas the baseline method often misclassifies them as the same category.
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Fig. 7: Failure case examples with yellow circles highlighting regions where the
HSI-Adapter underperforms compared to the ViT-Adapter. In the first two rows,
our method fails to segment vehicles affected by motion distortion, resulting in
missed segmentation. The third row presents a HyKo2 sample where the HSI-
Adapter misclassifies portions of the sidewalk as vegetation due to overgrown
weeds, illustrating a potential class mixture and labeling ambiguity.

row, our method correctly segments people (red), a motorcycle
(blue), cars (dark blue), and a truck, despite the scene’s visual
clutter and complex material composition. Additionally, our
model provides more precise segmentation of poles (gray),
traffic lights (yellow), and signs (orange), highlighting its
effectiveness in capturing fine-grained structures.

In Fig. 6, we present qualitative results on the HyKo2
dataset. In the top row, the HSI-Adapter provides significantly
cleaner segmentation of vehicles and road markings, while
the ViT-Adapter struggles with class confusion, particularly
in the central lane and surrounding vehicles. In the bottom
row, the HSI-Adapter yields more consistent lane boundary
segmentation and cleaner separation of road, sidewalk, and
vegetation areas. It also corrects misclassifications of buildings
and sky that are present in the ViT-Adapter’s output. These
results show that the spectral information in HSI allows our
adapter to resolve ambiguities that RGB-based models face,
especially in cluttered scenes, fine structures, and visually
similar classes.

F. Failure Cases

We present failure cases in Fig. 7. Our HSI-Adapter struggles
particularly in scenarios heavily affected by motion blur in
HCV2. In the first two rows, within the yellow-circled areas,
the model fails to detect fast-moving cars which appear heavily
distorted, while the ViT-Adapter is able to segment them
more effectively. We hypothesize this is due to the inherent
challenges of hyperspectral image acquisition. Hyperspectral
sensors often require longer exposure times to capture detailed



spectral information, making them especially susceptible to
motion blur in dynamic scenes. Reducing the exposure time
can help minimize blur but it results in underexposed and
noisy images, particularly in low-light conditions. In contrast
to RGB cameras, where the aperture can be adjusted to allow
more light in, changing the aperture or the angle of light
incidence in HSI systems affects the Fabry-Perot filters [11].
This leads to variations in the spectral response and further
hampers data acquisition. Since HCV?2 provides RGB images
with the hyperspectral data, the ViT-Adapter is not affected by
these problems and is better able to preserve object structure
in scenes with significant motion.

In the bottom row, we show a sample scene from HyKo2
where the HSI-Adapter misclassifies pixels labeled as sidewalk.
Interestingly, the sidewalk in this scene has overgrown weeds,
which our method interprets as vegetation. This example
highlights a potential class mixture and labeling ambiguity
that presents a challenge even for human annotators.

V. CONCLUSION

In this work, we proposed a novel hyperspectral adapter ar-
chitecture that leverages vision foundation models for semantic
segmentation with hyperspectral inputs. Our approach intro-
duces a spectral transformer and a spectrum-aware spatial prior
module that jointly model spatial and spectral dependencies. To
bridge the gap between hyperspectral data and pretrained vision
foundation model representations, we developed a modality-
aware interaction block that enables rich cross-domain feature
fusion. We performed extensive experiments and ablation stud-
ies across three challenging autonomous driving benchmarks
and demonstrated that our HSI-Adapter generalizes well across
diverse datasets, consistently outperforming both RGB-based
and existing HSI-based methods. To the best of our knowledge,
this is the first hyperspectral segmentation model to surpass
its RGB counterpart while fully leveraging strong pretrained
priors for autonomous driving perception.

REFERENCES

[1] R. Mohan, D. Cattaneo, F. Drews, and A. Valada, “Progressive multi-
modal fusion for robust 3d object detection,” in 8th Annual Conference
on Robot Learning, 2024.

[2] M. FE. Guerri, C. Distante, P. Spagnolo, F. Bougourzi, and A. Taleb-Ahmed,
“Deep learning techniques for hyperspectral image analysis in agriculture:
A review,” ISPRS Open Journal of Photogrammetry and Remote Sensing,
p- 100062, 2024.

[3] R. Mohan, K. Kumaraswamy, J. V. Hurtado, K. Petek, and A. Valada,
“Panoptic out-of-distribution segmentation,” IEEE Robotics and Automation
Letters, vol. 9, no. 5, pp. 4075-4082, 2024.

[4] M. Luz, R. Mohan, A. R. Sekkat, O. Sawade, E. Matthes, T. Brox, and
A. Valada, “Amodal optical flow,” in 2024 IEEE International Conference
on Robotics and Automation (ICRA). 1EEE, 2024, pp. 14677-14 684.

[5] A. R. Sekkat, R. Mohan, O. Sawade, E. Matthes, and A. Valada,
“Amodalsynthdrive: A synthetic amodal perception dataset for autonomous
driving,” IEEE Robotics and Automation Letters, 2024.

[6] R. Mohan, J. Arce, S. Mokhtar, D. Cattaneo, and A. Valada, “Syn-
mediverse: a multimodal synthetic dataset for intelligent scene under-
standing of healthcare facilities,” arXiv preprint arXiv:2308.03193, 2023.

[7] N. Theisen, R. Bartsch, D. Paulus, and P. Neubert, “Hs3-bench: A
benchmark and strong baseline for hyperspectral semantic segmentation
in driving scenarios,” in /EEE/RSJ International Conference on Intelligent
Robots and Systems (IROS), 2024, pp. 5895-5901.

[8] A. Valada, A. Dhall, and W. Burgard, “Convoluted mixture of deep experts
for robust semantic segmentation,” in /EEE/RSJ Int. conf. on intelligent
robots and systems workshop, state estimation and terrain perception for
all terrain mobile robots, 2016.

[9] R. Mohan, T. Elsken, A. Zela, J. H. Metzen, B. Staffler, T. Brox, A. Valada,
and F. Hutter, “Neural architecture search for dense prediction tasks in
computer vision,” International Journal of Computer Vision, vol. 131,
no. 7, pp. 1784-1807, 2023.

[10] M. Kippeler, K. Petek, N. Vodisch, W. Burgard, and A. Valada, “Few-
shot panoptic segmentation with foundation models,” in Int. Conf. on
Robotics & Automation, 2024, pp. 7718-7724.

[11] J. Gutiérrez-Zaballa, K. Basterretxea, J. Echanobe, M. V. Martinez, and
U. Martinez-Corral, “Hsi-drive v2. 0: More data for new challenges in
scene understanding for autonomous driving,” in IEEE Symposium Series
on Computational Intelligence (SSCI), 2023, pp. 207-214.

[12] C. Winkens, E. Sattler, V. Adams, and D. Paulus, “Hyko: A spectral
dataset for scene understanding,” in Proceedings of the IEEE International
Conference on Computer Vision Workshops, 2017, pp. 254-261.

[13] S. You, E. Huang, S. Liang, Y. Zheng, Y. Li, E. Wang, S. Lin, Q. Shen,
X. Cao, D. Zhang, et al., “Hyperspectral city v1. O dataset and benchmark,”
arXiv preprint arXiv:1907.10270, 2019.

[14] F. Xue, F. Tan, Z. Ye, J. Chen, and Y. Wei, “Spectral-spatial classification
of hyperspectral image using improved functional principal component
analysis,” IEEE Geoscience and Remote Sensing Letters, 2021.

[15] S. Li, W. Song, L. Fang, Y. Chen, P. Ghamisi, and J. A. Benediktsson,
“Deep learning for hyperspectral image classification: An overview,” I[EEE
Transactions on Geoscience and Remote Sensing, vol. 57, no. 9, pp.
6690-6709, 2019.

[16] Y. Li, H. Zhang, and Q. Shen, “Spectral-spatial classification of
hyperspectral imagery with 3d convolutional neural network,” Remote
Sensing, vol. 9, no. 1, p. 67, 2017.

[17] D. Hong, Z. Han, J. Yao, L. Gao, B. Zhang, A. Plaza, and J. Chanussot,
“Spectralformer: Rethinking hyperspectral image classification with trans-
formers,” IEEE Transactions on Geoscience and Remote Sensing, vol. 60,
pp. 1-15, 2021.

[18] J. Schramm, N. Vadisch, K. Petek, B. R. Kiran, S. Yogamani, W. Burgard,
and A. Valada, “Bevcar: Camera-radar fusion for bev map and object
segmentation,” in Int. Conf. on Intelligent Robots and Systems, 2024, pp.
1435-1442.

[19] N. Vodisch, K. Petek, M. Kippeler, A. Valada, and W. Burgard, “A good
foundation is worth many labels: Label-efficient panoptic segmentation,”
IEEE Robotics and Automation Letters, 2024.

[20] Z. Chen, Y. Duan, W. Wang, J. He, T. Lu, J. Dai, and Y. Qiao,
“Vision transformer adapter for dense predictions,” arXiv preprint
arXiv:2205.08534, 2022.

[21] J. Hindel, R. Mohan, J. Bratulic, D. Cattaneo, T. Brox, and A. Valada,
“Label-efficient lidar semantic segmentation with 2d-3d vision transformer
adapters,” arXiv preprint arXiv:2503.03299, 2025.

[22] X. Ma, X. Zhang, M.-O. Pun, and B. Huang, “Manet: Fine-tuning segment
anything model for multimodal remote sensing semantic segmentation,”
arXiv preprint arXiv:2410.11160, 2024.

[23] B. Li, D. Zhang, Z. Zhao, J. Gao, and X. Li, “Stitchfusion: Weaving any
visual modalities to enhance multimodal semantic segmentation,” arXiv
preprint arXiv:2408.01343, 2024.

[24] M. Yuan, B. Cui, T. Zhao, J. Wang, S. Fu, and X. Wei, “Unirgb-ir: A
unified framework for rgb-infrared semantic tasks via adapter tuning,”
arXiv preprint arXiv:2404.17360, 2024.

[25] H. Zeng, Y. Liu, Y. Chen, Y. Liu, C. Peng, and J. Su, “Sah-sci:
Self-supervised adapter for efficient hyperspectral snapshot compressive
imaging,” in European Conference on Computer Vision, 2024, pp. 311-
328.

[26] M. Oquab, T. Darcet, T. Moutakanni, H. Vo, M. Szafraniec, V. Khalidov,
P. Fernandez, D. Haziza, F. Massa, A. El-Nouby, et al., “Dinov2:
Learning robust visual features without supervision,” arXiv preprint
arXiv:2304.07193, 2023.

[27] T. Xiao, Y. Liu, B. Zhou, Y. Jiang, and J. Sun, “Unified perceptual
parsing for scene understanding,” in European Conf. on Computer Vision,
2018, pp. 418-434.

[28] O. Ronneberger, P. Fischer, and T. Brox, “U-net: Convolutional networks
for biomedical image segmentation,” in Int. Conf. on Medical Image
Computing and Computer-Assisted Intervention, 2015, pp. 234-241.

[29] L.-C. Chen, Y. Zhu, G. Papandreou, F. Schroff, and H. Adam, “Encoder-
decoder with atrous separable convolution for semantic image segmenta-
tion,” in European Conf. on Computer Vision, 2018, pp. 801-818.

[30] K. Basterretxea, V. Martinez, J. Echanobe, J. Gutiérrez-Zaballa, and
I. Del Campo, “Hsi-drive: A dataset for the research of hyperspectral image
processing applied to autonomous driving systems,” in /EEE Intelligent
Vehicles Symposium, 2021, pp. 866—873.

[31] X. Zhu, W. Su, L. Lu, B. Li, X. Wang, and J. Dai, “Deformable detr:
Deformable transformers for end-to-end object detection,” arXiv preprint
arXiv:2010.04159, 2020.



	Introduction
	Related Work
	Technical Approach
	Spectral Transformer
	Spectral-Enhanced Spatial Prior Module
	Modality-Aware Interaction Block
	Decoder

	Experimental Results
	Datasets
	Experimental Setup
	Benchmarking Results
	Ablation Study
	Per-Class IoU Analysis
	Spectral Sensitivity Analysis

	Qualitative Results
	Failure Cases

	Conclusion
	References

