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In order to characterize the mechanisms governing the diffusion of particles in biological sce-
narios, it is essential to accurately determine their diffusive properties. To do so, we propose a
machine learning method to characterize diffusion processes with time-dependent properties at the
experimental time resolution. Our approach operates at the single-trajectory level predicting the
properties of interest, such as the diffusion coefficient or the anomalous diffusion exponent, at every
time step of the trajectory. In this way, changes in the diffusive properties occurring along the
trajectory emerge naturally in the prediction, and thus allow the characterization without any prior
knowledge or assumption about the system. We first benchmark the method on synthetic trajecto-
ries simulated under several conditions. We show that our approach can successfully characterize
both abrupt and continuous changes in the diffusion coefficient or the anomalous diffusion exponent.
Finally, we leverage the method to analyze experiments of single-molecule diffusion of two mem-
brane proteins in living cells: the pathogen-recognition receptor DC-SIGN and the integrin α5β1.
The analysis allows us to characterize physical parameters and diffusive states with unprecedented
accuracy, shedding new light on the underlying mechanisms.

I. INTRODUCTION

Advances in optical imaging have made it possible to
observe single molecules in living biological systems [1].
When combined with particle tracking algorithms, these
techniques allow tracing the movement of individual
molecules, viruses, and organelles with nanometric pre-
cision, enabling the study of transport mechanisms in
complex biological environments. Through the biophysi-
cal characterization of trajectories, we can extract mean-
ingful parameters to describe physical and biological pro-
cesses. However, accurately quantifying the trajectories
remains a challenging task due to the stochastic nature
of these processes and to experimental drawbacks, such
as imaging noise and the emitter’s photophysics [2].

In cellular systems, a widespread diffusion feature is
the occurrence of time-dependent changes of motion [3].
Typically, these changes are associated with transient in-
teractions with other components [4–6] resulting in the
sudden variation of a parameter, e.g., the diffusion coeffi-
cient, which can switch between a discrete [7], or contin-
uous set of levels [8–10]. Furthermore, they can induce
smooth changes such as those associated with the spa-
tiotemporal heterogeneity of the environment [11]. Ex-
amples of trajectories undergoing this kind of diffusion
are schematically depicted in Fig. 1A.

Trajectories with time-dependent diffusion properties
pose an additional challenge to characterize the motion of
individual particles, which has been tackled with different
approaches. For trajectories displaying abrupt changes,
segmentation methods [3, 12–14] are a valuable strategy
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but cannot deal with long-range correlations and often of-
fer limited time resolution due to temporal averaging. On
the other hand, model-dependent methods such as the
hidden Markov model (HMM) have been quite successful
in describing heterogeneous diffusion [15–17], although
they require prior knowledge about the diffusive states
involved and their kinetic scheme. Recently, data-driven
approaches have shown remarkable capabilities to extract
information from individual stochastic trajectories, even
in the presence of changes of diffusion properties [18–20].

In this work, we propose STEP, a method based
on state-of-the-art deep-learning architectures to extract
pointwise diffusion features from individual trajectories
without any prior information (see Fig. 1B). STEP fea-
tures the most recent advances in sequence-to-sequence
learning [21], which have shown impressive results in nat-
ural language processing tasks and beyond [22–24]. It
combines convolutional [25] and attention layers [26] to
cope with the presence of short and long-range correla-
tions, providing remarkable performance over trajectories
of any length and in the presence of noise.

The article is structured as follows: first, we show the
ability of STEP to predict diffusion properties, such as
the diffusion coefficient and the anomalous diffusion ex-
ponent, on simulated data reproducing experimentally
relevant scenarios. Then, we analyze simulated trajec-
tories with smoothly varying diffusion coefficients, show-
ing that STEP correctly finds the expected scaling. Fi-
nally, we use STEP to study two experimental data
sets obtained by the tracking of single-molecule live-cell
imaging experiments and reporting the motion of two
membrane receptors: i) the pathogen-recognition recep-
tor DC-SIGN, which has been associated with random
changes of diffusion coefficients [10]; and ii) the α5β1 in-

ar
X

iv
:2

30
2.

00
41

0v
1 

 [
co

nd
-m

at
.s

of
t]

  1
 F

eb
 2

02
3

mailto:munoz.gil.gorka@gmail.com


2

CNN

transformer

fully-connected
layer

STEP

X

Y

x1, x2, ..., xT
y1, y2, ..., yT

D1, D2, ..., DT 

D 
(μ

m
2 /s

)

frame1 T

prediction
ground truth

Bconstant

D 
(μ

m
2 /s

)

frame

diffusive states

D 
(μ

m
2 /s

)

frame

continuous changes

D 
(μ

m
2 /s

)

frame

random changes

D 
(μ

m
2 /s

)

frame

A

Figure 1. Heterogeneous trajectories and the STEP pipeline. (A) Examples of trajectories and the corresponding
diffusion coefficient D as a function of time for: constant D; changes within a discrete set of states with fixed D; continuous
and monotonous change of D; switch between random Ds. (B) Schematic of the pipeline of STEP: an input trajectory is fed
to the architecture, which consists of a stack of CNN, a transformer encoder, and a pointwise feedforward layer. The model’s
output is the pointwise prediction of the diffusion parameter of interest (in this case D).

tegrin, expected to be transiently arrested by binding to
the cytoskeleton and the extracellular matrix [27].

II. RESULTS

The STEP architecture

Recently, we have witnessed an enormous effort in the
development of deep-learning approaches to study dif-
fusive processes [18]. Previous works usually focused on
characterizing diffusive properties of single trajectories, i.
e., predicting an overall or average diffusive parameter for
each input trajectory [28–32]. Recent works have proven
the suitability of this approach to study complex phe-
nomena in different experimental scenarios [33, 34]. With
STEP, we propose a sequence-to-sequence approach that
translates position coordinates into diffusion properties
providing their pointwise prediction at every time step
of the input trajectory [20]. STEP translates an input
trajectory of arbitrary length T into a sequence of T el-
ements containing the diffusive properties of interest, as
illustrated in Fig. 1B. While it is effectively impossible to
characterize diffusion from a single displacement, STEP
uses the whole trajectory as context to perform the pre-
diction at every point.

This approach allows us to study trajectories where dif-
fusion properties can vary over time with different pat-
terns: from trajectories with constant diffusive proper-
ties to trajectories that switch between discrete diffusive
states or where diffusive parameters change continuously

over time (see Fig. 1A for examples). Unlike previous
works, where expert input is needed in order to choose an
appropriate method, STEP can be seamlessly applied to
any diffusive data. Importantly, it does not rely on prior
assumptions, such as the number of changepoints [35, 36]
or the properties of the expected diffusive states [37].

State-of-the-art architectures for diffusion characteri-
zation rely on very different approaches [38–40]. Several
models obtain outstanding performance by combining re-
current neural networks (RNNs) that account for long-
range correlations [30, 36] with convolutional neural net-
works (CNNs) focusing on local features [34, 41, 42]. In
STEP, we use a similar scheme but replace the RNN with
a transformer encoder [26], the cutting-edge architecture
for sequence modeling, and we stack XResNet blocks [43]
to build the convolutional part (see Methods). Local fea-
tures are extracted through a CNN and fed to the trans-
former, thus processing local and long-range features si-
multaneously (see Fig. 1B). Finally, we use a pointwise
fully-connected layer of non-linear neurons to obtain the
appropriate output dimension. We provide a detailed de-
scription of the method in Appendix B 1.

Pointwise prediction of diffusion properties

We first validate STEP on the task of inferring the
diffusion coefficient pointwise from simulated trajecto-
ries reproducing transient Brownian motion with abrupt
changes of diffusion coefficient. The diffusion coefficient
can randomly vary in the range D ∈ [10−3, 103] and the
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Figure 2. Time-dependent diffusion properties prediction. (A) 2D histogram of the predicted diffusion coefficient D
compared to the ground truth. The mean relative error (MRE) over the whole test set is 0.226. (B) Relative error for the
prediction of D as a function of the segment length. (C) 2D histogram of the predicted anomalous diffusion exponent α of
FBM segments compared to the ground truth. The MAE over the test set with all the diffusion models is 0.271. (D) Mean
absolute error (MAE) for the prediction of α as function of the segment length. (E to H) Jaccard index for the changepoint
detection problem as a function of: (E) the ratio between consecutive segment Ds , (F) the changepoint position for D, (G)
the difference between consecutive segment αs, and (H) the changepoint position for α.

dwell time in each diffusion coefficient is drawn from an
exponential distribution. Further details of the simula-
tions and the data sets are described in Appendix B 3.
A 2D histogram of the ground truth versus the predicted
diffusion coefficient shows that STEP can precisely de-
termine the diffusion coefficient on the whole range of
D values included in the simulations (Fig. 2A) with an
overall relative error |Dtrue −Dpred|/Dtrue = 0.226.

To further explore the performance of STEP, we calcu-
late the relative error as a function of the segment length
(i.e. the dwell time for each diffusion coefficient) that
expectedly shows an improvement at longer length (blue
line in Fig. 2B). As a baseline to compare STEP’s pre-
cision in estimating the diffusion coefficient, we use the
linear fit of the time-averaged mean squared displacement
(TA-MSD) (see Appendix A). However, while STEP can
obtain pointwise predictions of D from heterogeneous
trajectories, the TA-MSD needs trajectories of constant
D and was thus fed with pre-segmented trajectories. In
spite of this disadvantage, STEP provides better results
(blue vs yellow line in Fig. 2B). Notably, when STEP is
provided with pre-segmented trajectories, we observe a
further improvement, with a nearly 2-fold reduction of
the error at short segment length (red line in Fig. 2B),
demonstrating outstanding prediction capabilities.

We then examine the ability of STEP to predict the
anomalous diffusion exponent α. We consider heteroge-
neous trajectories simulated according to different under-
lying models (further details are provided in Appendix A)
composed of segments with α suddenly changing in the
range α ∈ [0.05, 2]. The 2D histogram of the ground
truth vs the predicted α for trajectories undergoing frac-

tional Brownian motion (FBM) (Fig. 2C) shows that
STEP successfully predicts the anomalous diffusion ex-
ponent with a mean absolute error |αtrue−αpred| = 0.271,
obtaining results in line with the top-scoring approaches
for this task [36, 41] in the Anomalous Diffusion chal-
lenge [18].

In Fig. 2D, we further report the mean absolute er-
ror for the inference of α as a function of the segment
length and in comparison to the results obtained through
the linear fit of the TA-MSD in logarithmic space and
CONDOR [35], the best-in-class approach in the corre-
sponding task of the AnDi Challenge [18]. As discussed
earlier, both methods were provided with pre-segmented
trajectories, whereas STEP deals directly with heteroge-
neous trajectories. STEP strongly outperforms the TA-
MSD approach and shows performance comparable to
CONDOR. For this task, providing pre-segmented data
to STEP marginally improves its performance for long
segments, whereas it even reduced it for short ones. This
result suggests that segment length is more important
than the exact knowledge of the segment edges and STEP
effectively combines local and global information.

In Appendix C, we extend the assessment of the perfor-
mance of STEP as a function of the localization precision
and the dwell-time duration/number of segments of the
trajectories, showing that the method can be efficiently
applied in a wide range of experimental conditions. Ad-
ditionally, in Appendix D, we extend the analysis about
anomalous diffusion showing the performance of STEP
as a function of the underlying diffusion models and the
localization precision.
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Detecting diffusive changepoints in heterogeneous
trajectories

For trajectories undergoing sudden changes of diffusion
properties, the exact knowledge of the points at which
these properties’ changes occur is crucial to infer tempo-
ral properties and kinetic rates of the system and fully
characterizing the underlying physical process. While
STEP does not explicitly detect changepoints, its out-
put provides a precise estimation of the diffusion prop-
erty which is supposed to change, hence simplifying the
task of changepoint detection and location with respect
to the use of raw data. To highlight this capability, we
compare the results obtained by a state-of-the-art ker-
nel changepoint detection (KCPD) method [44, 45] when
applied to STEP’s predictions and to the timetrace of
trajectory displacements. To assess the performance of
the method, we compute the Jaccard index (JI) consid-
ering as a true positive any changepoint predictions ly-
ing within a threshold distance E from the corresponding
ground truth.

We first quantify the performance of the method to
detect changes of the diffusion coefficient in heteroge-
neous trajectories performing Brownian motion. We use
a benchmark data set with trajectories exhibiting a sin-
gle changepoint with E = 5. Through the application
of the KCPD algorithm on the prediction of STEP, we
can successfully detect the changepoints with high accu-
racy even for consecutive segments whose diffusion coeffi-
cients are just one order of magnitude apart, as we show
in Fig. 2E (blue line). Furthermore, the method is robust
with respect to the changepoint position within the trace
(Fig. 2F (blue line)). In contrast, when we apply KCPD
directly over the trajectory displacements (dashed pur-
ple lines) we observe a decrease in performance over the
whole range of diffusion coefficient ratio. On average,
STEP produces a 20% reduction in error reaching an av-
erage JI of 0.833 compared to 0.796 obtained with the
raw displacements.

We perform a similar analysis to detect changes in the
anomalous diffusion exponent in FBM trajectories. Since
the anomalous diffusion exponent is an asymptotic prop-
erty and cannot be easily calculated from the raw data,
to build our baseline, we compute α with a linear fit of
the TA-MSD on a log-log scale using a sliding window of
30 time steps, which we then feed into the KCPD algo-
rithm (dashed yellow lines). Expectedly, the larger the
differences between segment parameters, the better we
can detect the changepoints, as we show in Fig. 2G. We
obtain a 30% reduction of error by using STEP with re-
spect to the baseline method, achieving an average JI of
0.515 and 0.297, respectively, with E = 20. However, the
plot of the performance shows that finding changes in α
is a harder task than finding changes in D. Moreover, we
also observe a performance drop when the changepoints
are near the trajectory edges (Fig. 2H). In these cases,
we deal with short segments whose anomalous diffusion
exponent can be hard to determine, as they rely on the
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Figure 3. Continuous changes of diffusion properties.
Predictions of the diffusion coefficient of two sets of SBM
trajectories with α = 0.1 (blue) and 0.5 (red). The thin con-
tinuous lines correspond to predictions for exemplary single
trajectories, bold continuous lines show the average over 3000
trajectories, and the dashed lines show the theoretically ex-
pected scaling for every set.

arising of long-range correlations.

Revealing continuous changes of diffusion properties

When considering heterogeneous trajectories in the bi-
ological context, the typical behavior one expects is rep-
resented by particles undergoing diffusion with piecewise
constant properties that can suddenly change, e.g., as the
result of specific interactions with other biological com-
ponents. However, the presence of molecular crowding
and gradients of concentration can produce a continu-
ous variation of diffusion properties over time. These
changes might be challenging to detect due to the lim-
ited spatiotemporal resolution of the experiments or the
lack of specific approaches for trajectory analysis. Since
STEP predicts pointwise diffusion properties in a model-
free fashion, it inherently features the capability to per-
form this kind of analysis, even without dedicated train-
ing.

To evaluate the performance of STEP on smoothly-
varying trajectories, we rely on simulations of scaled
Brownian motion (SBM) [11]. SBM trajectories are char-
acterized by a time-dependent diffusion coefficient with
a power-law relationship D(t) ∼ tα−1, where α is the
anomalous diffusion exponent. Further details about sim-
ulations are given in Appendix B 3.

In Fig. 3, we show the predictions obtained for the dif-
fusion coefficient at every time step of trajectories with
α = 0.1 and 0.5. The shaded lines represent the predic-
tions obtained for individual trajectories which, despite
the fluctuations, already indicate the decreasing trend.
Averaging over 3000 trajectories with the same α (bold
lines) reveals the correct scaling as compared with the
expected power law (dashed lines). Furthermore, the in-
ference of α correctly provides a nearly constant value
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Figure 4. Switch between random diffusive states of the pathogen-recognition receptor DC-SIGN. (A) Charac-
teristic features of the ATTM model: an exemplary trajectory undergoing changes of diffusion coefficient, the distribution of
diffusion coefficient, and the relation between the diffusion coefficient and the dwell time. (B) Predictions of the diffusion coef-
ficient obtained by applying STEP to simulated ATTM trajectories (dots) and the result of applying the changepoint analysis
(black line). (C) Distribution of D obtained through the analysis described in (B), showing the expected power law behavior at
small D. (D) Relation between D and the dwell time τ obtained through the analysis described in (B), showing the expected
power law behavior. (E) Examples of experimental trajectories of DC-SIGN with the corresponding predictions obtained for
D (dots) and the changepoint analysis (black line). (F) Histogram of the distribution of D obtained for the experimental
trajectories. Inset: power-law fit at small D. (G) 2D histogram of D and α obtained for the experimental trajectories.

throughout the trajectory, as expected (see Appendix D
for additional details), and points towards a low false pos-
itive rate with respect to changes in anomalous diffusion.

Characterizing anomalous diffusion from changes of
normal diffusive properties

To test the potential of STEP for the analysis of ex-
perimental trajectories, we use it to study the motion of
the pathogen-recognition receptor DC-SIGN expressed in
Chinese hamster ovarian cells [46]. Previous analysis of
these experiments revealed the occurrence of anomalous
diffusion and weak ergodicity breaking as a consequence
of changes of diffusion coefficient [10]. This behavior was
described in the framework of the annealed transit-time
model (ATTM) [47], whose main features are schemati-
cally summarized in Fig. 4A.

In brief, ATTM depicts Brownian diffusion randomly
switching diffusion coefficient D, with values sampled
from a distribution with a power-law behavior Dσ−1 for
small D and a fast decay for D →∞. The model further
assumes a correlation between D and the dwell time τ of
the form τ(D) ∼ D−γ to predict an anomalous diffusion
exponent α = σ/γ. Therefore, the correct characteri-
zation of both the distribution of D and τ is crucial to
corroborate the compatibility with the underlying model.
In the original work, changes of diffusivity were detected
through a changepoint analysis [48] but the sensitivity
and the time-resolution of the method did not allow a
thorough investigation of this behavior.

To demonstrate that STEP enables better characteri-
zation of these data, we first use simulated ATTM trajec-
tories. We segment the trajectories applying the KCPD

algorithm introduced in the previous sections over the
STEP predictions, as we show in Fig. 4B. Thus, we
assign to each segment a single D, taking the average
segment prediction, and a τ . We successfully recover the
power-law behavior of D (Fig. 4C) and the power-law
relationship between τ and D (Fig. 4D).

Then, we apply this approach to the DC-SIGN trajec-
tories of Ref. [10]. The results confirm the occurrence of
diffusivity changes between segments of nearly-constant
diffusion coefficient and with variable duration, as we
show in Fig. 4E. Interestingly, our approach reveals twice
as many changepoints as the previous analysis.

The distribution of D obtained for trajectory segments
spans several orders of magnitude, as we show in the his-
togram of Fig. 4F. For small D, it displays a behavior
compatible with a power-law with exponent σ ≈ 0.37
over nearly three decades (inset of Fig. 4F), compatible
with the ATTM. Notably, this behavior could not be di-
rectly verified in the original article. In principle, our
method would allow us to verify the correlation between
D and dwell time, as we have shown in the simulations.
However, this task is limited by the variable trajectory
length [49] and by the lack of statistics, in particular for
segments at small D.

As a further test, we predict the anomalous diffusion
exponent with STEP. We assign a single α by taking the
average prediction of each segment. The results reported
in Fig. 4G show an interesting correlation between D
and α that suggests a more complex diffusion pattern,
involving the occurrence of anomalous diffusion also at
the level of individual segments.
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Characterizing multi-state diffusion processes

We use STEP to analyze experimental trajectories of
the integrin α5β1 diffusing in the membrane of HeLa
cells. Integrins are transmembrane receptors for the ex-
tracellular matrix (ECM) in focal adhesions, which me-
chanically link the ECM and actin filaments in the cy-
toplasm and activate signaling pathways involved in cell
migration, proliferation, or apoptosis [27]. The dynam-
ics of the integrin α5β1 is influenced by interactions with
fibronectin and actin-binding proteins [49, 50]. Its mo-
tion has been reported to switch from fast free-diffusion
to slow free-diffusion and immobilization, as well as ex-
hibiting rearward actin-driven movement.

We use STEP to predict both the diffusion coefficient
and the anomalous diffusion exponent for the integrin
α5β1 trajectories. Then, we segment the trajectories
by applying the KCPD method to both predictions at
once. In this way, we assign every segment a unique
D and α by taking the average prediction over the seg-
ment. Examples of the results are shown in Fig. 5A and
the joint distribution of D and α in Fig. 5B. The visual
inspection of Fig. 5B reveals two main clusters centered
around (D = 10−6µm2/s, α = 0.25) and (D = 0.1µm2/s,
α = 1). The 2D histogram of the same parameters calcu-
lated at the pointwise level (pre-segmentation) does not
show any major differences with respect to Fig. 5B.

However, the unsupervised clustering of the data using
a k -means algorithm in combination with model selec-
tion performed with the elbow method [51] reveals four
clusters of segments (Fig. 5C) characterized by different
motion features. The first two clusters show a rather
restrained motion, with integrins spending 40% of the
time in a state characterized by D = 1.2−5µm2/s and
α = 0.23, and 14% of the time with D = 0.06µm2/s and
α = 0.46. For both clusters, the distribution of angles

between successive steps shows a peak centered at 180◦,
indicating backward movements due to reflection at po-
tential boundaries, as we show in Fig. 5D. The confine-
ment radius of the first cluster has a median of 14.9 nm
(st. dev. ±13.3 nm), which is comparable to the local-
ization precision of these experiments. This allows us
to associate it with protein immobilization. The second
cluster shows confined motion within areas with a broad
distribution of sizes, as we see in Fig. 5E, and a median
radius of 90.4 nm (st. dev. ±98.2nm). The third cluster
represents the 29% of the total recording and shows mi-
nor deviations from Brownian motion with α = 0.88 and
a nearly uniform angle distribution, and has an average
D = 0.10µm2/s, close to the value typically reported
for this protein. Interestingly, the analysis pinpoints a
fourth population, corresponding to a 20% of the total
recording, undergoing superdiffusion with α = 1.3 and
D = 0.14µm2/s, and with a persistent direction of mo-
tion between consecutive steps (Fig. 5D).

III. DISCUSSION

In this work we present STEP, a machine learning
method to predict diffusion properties from individual
trajectories at every time step. The method relies on a
combination of state-of-the-art machine learning archi-
tectures that take into account correlations at different
time scales. The presented approach is especially ap-
pealing to analyze trajectories from particles undergoing
heterogeneous motion, where changes in diffusion proper-
ties occur over time. Moreover, it does not require prior
knowledge of the underlying physical process or the tem-
poral resolution at which changes in diffusion occur.

To illustrate the predictive power of STEP, we bench-
mark it on simulated trajectories in various conditions.
We show its ability to predict piecewise constant diffu-
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sion properties, such as the diffusion coefficient or the
anomalous diffusion exponent, in noisy and short trajec-
tories. Furthermore, we demonstrate that STEP boosts
up the accuracy of a changepoint detection algorithm to
detect the time at which diffusion changes take place. Im-
portantly, we also prove the suitability of our method to
study continuous changes of diffusion. To further show-
case the potential applications of the method, we study
trajectories obtained by tracking live-cell single-molecule
imaging experiments of proteins of the plasma mem-
brane. First, we characterize the motion of the pathogen
recognition receptor DC-SIGN, which was shown to ex-
hibit random changes in the diffusion coefficient. Our
analysis confirms such a hypothesis and improves the ac-
curacy with which we detect these changes. Moreover,
our results suggest the occurrence of more complex phe-
nomena that need further investigation. Secondly, we
study the diffusion of the integrin α5β1. In agreement
with previous works, our analysis confirms the existence
of different diffusion modes and allows their precise classi-
fication according to the diffusion coefficient, the anoma-
lous diffusion exponent, and the levels of spatial con-
straint.

We believe that STEP represents a first step towards
a new class of machine learning algorithms to study dy-
namic systems through a sequence-to-sequence approach.
Focusing on the instantaneous prediction of the property
of interest enables the characterization of the trajecto-
ries at experimental time resolution without averaging
and filtering and minimizes the prior knowledge needed
to perform the analysis. As such, the information re-
trieved with STEP can provide information about diffu-
sion properties with unprecedented resolution and thus
shed light on the underlying physical processes of a vari-
ety of systems.

MATERIALS AND METHODS

Machine learning model

In diffusion phenomena, we deal with complex statisti-
cal signals that can exhibit various types of time correla-
tions. Therefore, we need a machine learning (ML) model
that can capture correlations at different time scales.
Furthermore, we often encounter trajectories with very
different lengths, even in the same experiment. Hence,
it is crucial that the model is length-independent to en-
sure that it is as applicable as possible. In this work, we
propose to use a ML technique based on the advances
of sequence-to-sequence learning [21], which has shown
impressive results in natural language processing tasks
and beyond [52–54]. Analogously to a translation task,
we implement a model that takes a particle trajectory as
input and outputs the diffusion properties of interest at
each time step. In this way, the input and the output
have the same length.

In our framework, the input trajectory, x, is a d-

dimensional vector of arbitrary length T whose elements,
xt, correspond to the particle position at each time step,
t ∈ [1, T ]. In this work, we consider two-dimensional tra-
jectories (d = 2), but the method is easily adapted to
any dimension. On the other hand, the output is a one-
dimensional vector of length T whose elements contain
the value of a diffusion property of interest. For instance,
if we study the behavior of the diffusion coefficient along
a trajectory, the output elements would be the diffusion
coefficient at each time step, Dt. We refer the reader
to Fig. 1 for a schematic representation of the procedure.
In case we are interested in more than one property, we
can either extend the output dimension, e.g., predicting
[Dt, αt], or implement an independent model for each one
of them. In this work, we have opted for the second op-
tion.

We propose an architecture combining convolutional
and self-attention mechanisms. Interestingly, very recent
works have shown analogous strategies, both with su-
pervised [20] and unsupervised approaches [55]. First,
the input trajectory is processed by a series of convolu-
tional layers that capture the short-range correlations.
We implement them following the XResNet architec-
ture [43]. Then, the result follows through a transformer
encoder [26], which can capture global correlations. Fi-
nally, we use pointwise fully-connected layers to reach the
desired output dimension.

We refer to Appendix B for a detailed description of
the architecture and its training procedure. We also pro-
vide a full library containing the code and detailed ex-
planations on how to reproduce the results of this work
in Ref. [56].

Cell culture and plating

For the live-cell single-molecule imaging experiments
involving the integrin α5β1, HeLa cells were cultured
in DMEM (Gibco, 11960-044), supplemented with 10%
(v/v) fetal bovine serum (FBS, Sigma). Cells were tested
for mycoplasma contamination using PCR (Biotools kit,
4542). For fluorescence imaging, glass-bottom dishes
(IBIDI, 81158) were coated with fibronectin (FN, Sigma,
F2008) by placing 10µg/mL FN on the glass for 1 h at
37 ◦C, and then blocked with BSA 2mg/mL for 1 h at
37 ◦C. Cells were plated at a density of 5×104 cells/dish
and cultured for 24 h prior to use.

Preparation of half-antibody fragments

Half-antibody fragments were obtained following a pro-
tocol similar to the one used in [6]. Briefly, mouse
anti-human integrin α5 antibody (50µL; BD Biosciences,
610633) was dialyzed (ThermoFisher, Slide-A-Lyze MINI
Dialysis Device, 2K) against PBS overnight at room tem-
perature to replace the commercial buffer. Then, an-
tibodies were reduced with 1mM DTT for 30min at
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room temperature and dialyzed again, using Slide-A-
Lyze MINI Dialysis Device 2K, for 4 h at room tempera-
ture against PBS to remove DTT. To avoid reassociation
of reduced antibodies, sulfhydryl groups were blocked by
incubating with iodoacetamide 20mM for 1 h at 4 ◦C with
agitation. Iodoacetamide was then removed from the re-
action by dialysis overnight at 4 ◦C. Finally, reduced an-
tibodies were biotinylated with a 10-fold molar excess of
EZ-Link Sulfo-NHS_LC_Biotin (Thermo Scientific) for
30 min at room temperature with agitation and stored
at 4 ◦C until use.

Single-molecule labeling

Biotinylated half-antibody fragments were conjugated
to streptavidin-coated quantum dots (QD655 strepta-
vidin conjugate, Invitrogen, Q10123mp). Cells were
washed 3 times with washing buffer (PBS with 6% BSA)
and labeled with half antibody-quantum dots (about
1 nM) in washing buffer (200µL per dish) for 15min at
37 ◦C, followed by two washes.

Live-cell single-molecule imaging

Imaging was performed using a Leica DMi8 fluores-
cence microscope. Samples were illuminated in total
internal reflection fluorescence (TIRF) geometry. Exci-
tation was achieved with a CW laser (Obis, Coherent,
λ=488 nm, <1 kW/cm2). Fluorescence was recorded us-
ing an oil-immersion objective (Leica, 100X, NA=1.47)
and an sCMOS camera (Photometrics 95B) with appro-
priate filters (Chroma). Movies were recorded at a frame
rate of 33Hz. A microscope environment chamber (Oko-
lab) was used to keep cells in a 5% CO2 atmosphere while
recording.

Single-particle tracking

Particle detection and tracking were performed using
u-track [57]. The detection (Gaussian Mixture-Model
Fitting) and tracking parameters were optimized based
on visual inspection and performance diagnostic of the re-
sulting detection and tracking. All image and data anal-
ysis tasks were performed in MATLAB 2020a and more
recent versions (The MathWorks, Natick, MA). Videos
were loaded into MATLAB using Bio-Formats [58].
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Appendix A: Diffusion properties

In this section, we briefly highlight some of the main
characteristics of normal and anomalous diffusion. We
refer the reader to Refs. [59, 60] for a nice and thorough
introduction to the field.

Diffusion trajectories are often described by means of
their mean squared displacement (MSD) which, in the
case of Brownian motion, shows a linear scaling with
time, i.e. MSD ∝ Dt, where D is the diffusion coefficient.
However, there can be deviations from such linear scaling,
resulting in a power-law relation between the MSD and
time, i.e. MSD ∝ Kαt

α, where α is defined as the anoma-
lous diffusion exponent and Kα is an effective diffusion
coefficient. The former allows us to distinguish between
normal (or Brownian) diffusion (α = 1) and anomalous
diffusion (α 6= 1).

The appearance of anomalous diffusion can be asso-
ciated with very different phenomena, from the arising
of correlations in the motion of the diffusing particle to
the presence of spatiotemporal heterogeneity. To account
for most of these phenomena, we follow Ref. [18] and con-
sider five anomalous diffusion models with specific ranges
for the anomalous diffusion exponent: annealed transient
time model (ATTM) [47] with α ∈ [0.05, 1], continuous-
time random walk (CTRW) [61] with α ∈ [0.05, 1], frac-
tional Brownian motion (FBM) [62] with α ∈ [0.05, 1.95],
Lévy walk (LW) [63] with α ∈ [1.05, 2], and scaled Brow-
nian motion (SBM) [64] with α ∈ [0.05, 2].

Appendix B: Machine learning pipeline

Here, we provide a detailed explanation of the machine
learning approach followed to obtain the results described
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throughout this work.
As we briefly mention in the main text, we train two

different models: one for the diffusion coefficient task,
and one for the anomalous diffusion exponent. We report
the results regarding the prediction of the diffusion co-
efficient and anomalous diffusion exponent in Section II.
We implement both models following the same princi-
ples with very minor differences. In this section, we de-
scribe the architecture and the training process that we
follow and, when needed, highlight the differences be-
tween models.

We provide the source code with extended explanations
on how to reproduce the results in [56]. We make exten-
sive use of the PyTorch [65] and fastai [66] libraries to
implement the architecture and the training procedure.
The kernel changepoint detection method (KCPD) was
implemented using the ruptures Python library [67].

1. Architecture details

We propose to use a model that takes a trajectory x as
input and outputs the target diffusion properties at each
time step. The input trajectory is a d-dimensional vec-
tor of arbitrary length T , whose elements, xt, correspond
to the particle position at every time step t. Then, the
output is a one-dimensional vector of length T , whose el-
ements correspond to the diffusion property of interest at
every time step, e.g., Dt in the case of the diffusion coeffi-
cient. See Fig. 6 for further details about the dimensions.
Throughout this work, we mainly consider trajectories of
dimension d = 2.

The model we propose consists of three main modules:
an initial convolutional part that processes the input tra-
jectory; a self-attention-based part that feeds on the fea-
tures extracted by the previous one; a shallow point-
wise fully connected feedforward module that provides
the desired output dimensions. The entire architecture
is length independent, which allows us to process trajec-
tories of arbitrary lengths.
Convolutional module – The first main convolu-

tional module allows us to expand the trajectory dimen-
sion with several convolutional filters. This provides the
following layers with a richer embedding based on short-
range correlations.

We build it following the XResNet [43] architecture. As
we show in Fig. 6, it consists of an initial convolutional
layer, commonly referred to as the stem, followed by a
series of residual blocks that feature a convolutional layer
with a skip connection. We use one-dimensional convolu-
tions with a kernel size of three and stride one to preserve
the trajectory size. However, we use a kernel size of one
in the skip connections, which can act as the identity or a
scaling factor whose main purpose is to match the tensor
shapes on both paths of the residual blocks, as we explain
below. This module can take a batch of input trajecto-
ries of size [batch_size× T × d] and output a batch of
features of size [batch_size× T × embedding_size].

Throughout the architecture, we add a batch normal-
ization layer directly after every convolutional layer, and
we use the rectified linear unit (ReLU) activation func-
tion by default, except in the last output layer.

To produce the results in Section II, we use a single
convolutional layer and a ReLU activation in the stem.
We use 64 filters to predict the diffusion coefficient and
32 filters for the anomalous diffusion exponent. Then, we
have added three residual blocks with 128, 256 and 512
filters, respectively. Hence, embedding_size = 512. In
these blocks, the convolutional paths have two convolu-
tional layers: the first one increases the embedding size
and the second one preserves the dimensions. In the skip
connection, we only have one convolutional layer that in-
creases the embedding size to match the dimensions of
the convolutional path. We implement the ReLU activa-
tion at the end of the block, after we add the outcome of
both paths.
Self-attention module –We process the features ex-

tracted by the convolutional module with a self-attention
mechanism that allows the model to capture long-range
correlations.

More precisely, we implement a transformer encoder,
as it was introduced in Ref. [26]. As we illustrate
in Fig. 6, the encoder block has two main parts, both
featuring a skip connection followed by a layer normal-
ization after the sum of both paths. In the first one,
we have a multi-head attention layer that feeds on the
input and, in the second one, we have a couple of point-
wise feedforward layers, which are equally applied to
each element in the incoming tensor. Furthermore, we
can add a positional encoding before the first encoder
block, which provides information about the relative po-
sition of each element in the trajectory. This module
can process a batch of embeddings preserving its dimen-
sions. Hence, the input and the output both have size
[batch_size× T × embedding_size].

To produce the results in Section II, we use four trans-
former encoder blocks with eight heads in the multi-head
attention layers. The pointwise feedforward part adds
two fully-connected layers with embedding_size neurons
each, i.e, 512 in this case. Interestingly, we have found
that, after the convolutions, the positional encoding has
very little impact on the results. Therefore, in the inter-
est of simplicity, we have not used it to obtain the results
reported in this work.
Feedforward module – The last main part is a

shallow feedforward fully-connected network that acts
element-wise on the features extracted by the previous
module. We tailor this part to the specific task at hand
to achieve the desired output with the proper dimensions.

For instance, in a regression task, the output dimension
is one and we use a scaled sigmoid activation function at
the end to define the output range with some margin, e.g.,
logD ∈ (−3.1, 3.1), α ∈ (0, 2.05). This margin allows the
sigmoid to reach the desired values before it saturates.
In a hypothetical case of classification task (as e.g. clas-
sifying between diffusion models as done in Ref. [18]),
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Figure 6. Machine learning architecture representation

the final dimension is the number of classes and we use
a softmax activation function. Then, we obtain the pre-
dictions by choosing the class with the maximum activa-
tion value. Hence, we can process a feature batch of size
[batch_size× T × embedding_size] and output their
predictions with size [batch_size× T × num_class]. In
case that num_class > 1, as in a classification task, we
perform an additional post-processing step to obtain an
output of size [batch_size× T × 1] with the correspond-
ing predictions at each time step.

2. Training procedure

We follow a standard gradient-based training proce-
dure for both of our models. The only differences between
them arise from the training data and how we process it.

The main training loop consists on:

1. Predict the values over a batch of training data.

2. Compute the loss function with respect to the true
values.

3. Update the model parameters based on the loss’
gradient.

We use batches containing 128 trajectories and the L1
loss function, which corresponds to the mean absolute
error. Formally,

LMAE(x) =
1

n

n∑
i=1

|yi − f(xi)| , (B1)

where f(xi) is the prediction of the i-th trajectory in a
batch of n samples.

To perform the parameter update, we use an Adam [68]
optimizer. We use the fastai [66] library to choose the
learning rate with the learning rate finder tool, typically
of the order of 10−4. Then, we implement a schedule
over the training batches both in the learning rate and
its momentum, following the one-cycle policy introduced
in Ref. [69]. We train our models until the performance
in the validation set stabilizes, typically between ten to
twenty epochs.

To further prevent overfitting and enhance the model
generalization capabilities, we use dropout [70] and
weight decay [71, 72]. Additionally, we add Gaussian lo-
calization noise at different intensities to the trajectories
as a form of data augmentation.

3. Training, validating, and testing our models

In order to properly evaluate our models, we gener-
ate several independent data sets. We use one to train
and validate our models, and we use the others to test
them on unseen scenarios. All the results that we re-
port throughout this work are obtained using the test
sets, which we design to evaluate different aspects of our
models.

In Table I, we provide the details about the data sets
that we use to train, validate and test our models. These
data sets contain simulated trajectories with their corre-
sponding labels at each time step. We have two main
approaches to simulate the trajectories depending on
whether we deal with normal or anomalous diffusion. Be-
low, we explain how we generate the data for both cases.

While there are some differences between how we simu-
late and label our trajectories for normal and anomalous
diffusion, there are several common factors that hold for
all of them. For instance, all segments have constant dif-
fusion properties and they are, at least, ten time steps
long.
Brownian motion – We simulate Brownian motion

trajectories by taking uncorrelated Gaussian noise as the
trajectory displacements. We control the diffusion co-
efficient at each time step with the standard deviation
of the Gaussian noise, which corresponds to

√
2D. This

way, we can easily generate segments of arbitrary lengths
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Task Models D α σnoise Traj. length Segments Seg. length Size
Train BM Brownian motion [−3, 3] 1 [−6, 2] 200 [2, 5] [10, 190] 100,000
Train AnDi all anomalous 1 [0.05, 2] 0.1 200 [2, 5] [10, 190] 100,064
Fig. 2A & B Brownian motion [−3, 3] 1 0 200 [2, 5] [10, 190] 48,000
Fig. 2C, Fig. 9 all anomalous 1 [0.05, 2] [−5, 2] 200 [2, 5] [10, 190] 49,994
Fig. 8C & D
Fig. 2D, Fig. 8A & B all anomalous 1 [0.05, 2] {0, 0.1} 200 [2, 5] [10, 190] 50,000
Fig. 2E & F Brownian motion [−3, 3] 1 0 200 2 [10, 190] 50,000
Fig. 2G & H FBM 1 [0.05, 1.95] 0 200 2 [10, 190] 40,000
Fig. 3 SBM 1 {0.1, 0.5} 0 200 1 200 6,000
Fig. 4B, C & D ATTM (-6.7, 0) 0.75 0 200 [1, 51] [1, 200] 10,000
Fig. 4E, F & G (experiment) [200, 2000] 755
Fig. 5 (experiment) [20, 500] 4734
Fig. 7A Brownian motion [−3, 3] 1 0 [20, 660] [1, 11] {20, 40, 60} 22,000
Fig. 7B Brownian motion [−3, 3] 1 0 [40, 660] [2, 11] {20, 40, 60} 20,000
Fig. 7C Brownian motion [−3, 3] 1 [−6, 0] 200 [2, 5] [10, 190] 48,000

Table I. Data set details for all the results reported throughout this paper. The ranges for D and σnoise are in
log10 scale, and we take α intervals of 0.05 within the denoted ranges. We use 20% of the training data for validation. We
take two independent sub-samples of a test set with 199,976 trajectories: one for Fig. 2C, Fig. 8C & D, Fig. 9 and the other
for Fig. 2D, Fig. 8A & B. In Fig. 2D, we consider noiseless trajectories, although we add noise with σnoise = 0.1 to flat
CTRW segments that would result in numerical instabilities for the TA-MSD method. To generate the noisy trajectories
for Fig. 2C, Fig. 8C & D and Fig. 9, we add 128 random levels of localization noise to each trajectory in the data set, effectively
making about 6.4× 106 trajectories. Fig. 2C is contained in Fig. 9 and, thus, uses the same data. In Fig. 3, we evenly split the
two values of α among all trajectories. In Fig. 4B, C & D we use ATTM trajectories with σ = 0.3 and γ = 0.4 (see [10, 47],
do not confuse with σnoise). We simulate them randomly sampling D and the segment lengths accordingly, and the values here
come from analysing the resulting trajectories, which have 18 different segments on average. For Fig. 4E, F & G we consider
755 experimental trajectories of the pathogen-recognition receptor DC-SIGN containing from 200 to 2000 frames sampled at
60Hz. We obtain all the results in Fig. 5 from 4734 trajectories of the integrin α5β1 containing from 20 to 500 frames sampled
at 33Hz. The data set for Fig. 7B is a sub-set of the one from Fig. 7A. In Fig. 7C, we use the same trajectories from Fig. 2A
& B and add 128 random levels of localization noise to each of them, effectively making 6.144× 106 noisy trajectories.

with a constant diffusion coefficient, D, along the trajec-
tories. Finally, we perform the cumulative sum of the
displacements to obtain the trajectory coordinates and
we subtract the initial position such that they start at
the origin.

We consider diffusion coefficients across six orders of
magnitude D ∈ [10−3, 103]. However, we take its loga-
rithm as labels for the regression task, such that yi ∈
[−3, 3] at every time step. This greatly simplifies the
problem and allows us to keep a consistent performance
across all orders of magnitude.

Additionally, we can simulate experimental localiza-
tion noise by adding Gaussian noise with standard devi-
ation σnoise. We use this as a form of data augmentation
during training and to study the model’s resilience to
noise. See Table I for further details.
Anomalous diffusion – To simulate anomalous diffu-

sion trajectories, we consider the five diffusion models in-
troduced in Appendix A with their respective anomalous
diffusion exponent ranges. We generate full trajectories
for each model following the same procedure detailed in
the Supplementary Material from Ref. [18] and using the
library provided by the authors [73]. Then, in order to
obtain heterogeneous trajectories, we split them into seg-
ments and combine them together. We impose the condi-

tion that two consecutive segments must differ, at least,
either in the diffusion model or the anomalous diffusion
exponent. Finally, we add Gaussian localization noise,
with standard deviation σnoise. Then, we normalize the
resulting displacements by their standard deviation and
subtract the initial position to ensure that the trajectory
starts at the origin.

Therefore, we have two labels at each time step: the
anomalous diffusion exponent and the diffusion model
with which the corresponding segment was generated.
This allows us to use the same data for both a regression
task in the anomalous diffusion exponent and a classifica-
tion task in the diffusion model. However, in this work,
we have mainly focused on the first one. Furthermore,
we balance all the data sets such that there is an even
representation of both the anomalous diffusion exponents
and diffusion models throughout all the time steps.

Appendix C: Diffusion coefficient prediction

In Section II, we study the capability of STEP to prop-
erly infer the diffusion coefficient at every time step and
detect changes in diffusive behavior. Here, we comple-
ment the analysis presented in the main text by con-
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sidering additional factors that impact the performance,
such as the number of segments in the trajectories and
the localization noise, typical of experimental setups. We
show the results in Fig. 7.

We investigate the effect of the number of segments on
the characterization of the trajectories. To test it, we fix
the segment length and generate trajectories with one to
eleven segments (zero to ten changepoints), resulting in
trajectories with very different lengths (see Appendix B 3
for details). In Fig. 7A, we see a slight increase of the rel-
ative error with the number of segments, although it has
a much lesser impact than the segment length, e.g., it is
harder to characterize a single segment of twenty points
than eight consecutive segments of 40 time steps. Impor-
tantly, even in the presence of 10 changepoints, STEP
still heavily outperforms the TA-MSD approach applied
to segments (no changes) of the same size, e.g., the whole
curve for a segment length of 20 in Fig. 7A is well below
the TA-MSD point for a segment length of 20 in Fig. 2C.

In Fig. 2E and F, we show how to combine STEP with a
KCPDmethod to detect diffusion changes. In Fig. 7B, we
show the performance as a function of the number of seg-
ments. We see that the shortest segments are the hard-
est to characterize. However, segment length becomes
less important for sufficiently long ones, as the curves
for lengths 40 and 60 behave fairly similarly. We see
that STEP achieves a better score for shorter segments
when the trajectories are very long (11 segments). This
suggests that every additional changepoint in the trajec-
tory adds a similar amount of error sources which are
eventually outweighed by the accumulated errors along
the trajectory as it gets longer. Nonetheless, even in the
most challenging cases with 11 segments, STEP correctly
detect the vast majority of the points.

Finally, we study the resilience of our method to noise,
an important characteristic of experimental trajectories.
In practical scenarios, trajectories are affected by local-
ization noise, which is usually modeled as Gaussian noise
of variance σ2

noise added to the trajectories. Since we con-
sider diffusion coefficients at very different scales along
the trajectories, in Fig. 7C, we plot the error as a function
of the ratio between the noise’s standard deviation and
the diffusion coefficient. We see that STEP strongly out-
performs the TA-MSD approach with known segments
even well beyond the noise levels present in relevant ex-
perimental scenarios (usually σnoise/D < 10−1). Surpris-
ingly, STEP can correctly extract the diffusion coefficient
of constant segments (red line) even for enormous errors
(σnoise/D > 10), showing impressive noise resilience.

Appendix D: Anomalous diffusion exponent
prediction for various diffusion models

In Section II, we briefly show how to use STEP to
study particles that randomly switch between anomalous
diffusing states. Here, we thoroughly characterize the
suitability of the method for such task. We use STEP to

predict the anomalous diffusion exponent α at every time
step of trajectories composed of segments with constant
anomalous diffusion exponent and diffusion model, as we
detail in Appendix B 3.

In the main text, we have already studied how the
mean absolute error (MAE) in the α prediction depends
on the segment length, and we have compared STEP to
two reference methods. As an additional reference, we
obtain an MAE over all trajectories and time steps of
0.271 with STEP, 0.275 with STEP and known segments,
0.368 with TA-MSD and known segments, and CONDOR
achieved an MAE of 0.237 for trajectories of the same
lengths in the AnDi Challenge [18].

Furthermore, we can look at the performance segre-
gated by the diffusion model. We report the MAE over
all segments belonging to each anomalous diffusion model
in Fig. 8A. We observe clear differences for some of the
models with CTRW, FBM, and LW segments holding
the lowest errors. Additionally, we provide a histogram
of predicted and true α for all diffusion models in Fig. 9.

In particular, the MAE in scaled Brownian motion
(SBM) segments is significantly larger than in the other
models. This has already been observed in previous
works (see for instance Fig. 2d of Ref. [18]), although the
differences here are larger. A detailed inspection shows
that the biggest errors come from shorter segments, in
agreement with the results from Fig. 2D. This is reason-
able since the aging in SBM is the source of the anoma-
lous diffusion [59] (see Section II) and therefore it requires
longer segments to be correctly characterized. It is also
reasonable to expect the largest errors to happen when-
ever α ∈ (0, 2) is close to its range limits and the predic-
tions are in the opposite side. We see this in in Fig. 8B,
where the MAE for small and large α are clearly the ma-
jor contributors to the overall MAE presented in Fig. 8A.

STEP displays a clear tendency to predict α ∼ 0.8 for
SBM segments, as we can see in the right-most column
of Fig. 9, which matches the results from Fig. 8B. This
behavior is enhanced by the presence of noise, suggesting
that the model struggles to identify any clear behavior
in short segments, which also happen to be the most
common.

Interestingly, we find a similar trend in CTRW seg-
ments, where the model has a tendency to predict α '
0.25, corresponding to nearly immobile particles. CTRW
trajectories are characterized by jumps at random times,
resulting in segments in which the particle does not move,
usually referred to as waiting times. Hence, many CTRW
segments in our heterogeneous trajectories do not display
any movement due to their short lengths, corresponding
to a waiting time section. Therefore, it is impossible for
the model to correctly predict α, as it does not have any
information to work with.

To a lesser extent, we also find that the model pre-
dicts α ∼ 1 for low anomalous diffusion exponents in
ATTM segments. In ATTM trajectories with small α,
we encounter very long segments with low diffusion coef-
ficients. Similar to the CTRW case, we encounter parts
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Figure 7. STEP performance predicting the diffusion coefficient at every time step. (A) Relative error of STEP as
a function of the number of segments at three different segment lengths. (B) Prediction accuracy of STEP as a function of the
number of segments at three different segment lengths. (C) Relative error of STEP (blue), STEP with known segments (red),
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of these long segments in our heterogeneous trajectories
containing a unique diffusion coefficient, thus behaving
like Brownian motion along the observed time window.
Hence, the predictions α ∼ 1 are correct in these cases.

Finally, we study the resilience of the methods to lo-
calization noise, as we do in Appendix C. We present
the MAE as a function of the noise standard deviation
σnoise in Fig. 8C. We observe a consistent performance
of all the methods until reaching considerable levels of
noise. Again, STEP is comparable to CONDOR despite
the latter having the advantage of knowing the segments
beforehand.

As we have seen throughout this section, character-
izing some diffusion models is harder than others and
the localization noise has a different impact on them, as
we show in Fig. 8D and Fig. 9. While increasing the
noise level has an overall negative effect, we see that
the performance on LW segments suffers the most, while
the performance on CTRW segments is barely affected.
Overall, the errors start to increase significantly beyond
σnoise ∼ 2×10−1, which would correspond to harsh exper-
imental conditions. Interestingly, ATTM segments see a
drop in MAE with increasing noise for a limited range.
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Figure 9. Predicted vs true anomalous diffusion exponent. 2D histograms showing the true and predicted anomalous
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