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Abstract

Computational Epigraphy refers to the process of extracting text from stone
inscription, transliteration, interpretation, and attribution with the aid of com-
putational methods. Traditional epigraphy methods are time consuming, and
tend to damage the stone inscriptions while extracting text. Additionally, in-
terpretation and attribution are subjective and can vary between different epig-
raphers. However, using modern computation methods can not only be used
to extract text, but also interpret and attribute the text in a robust way. We
survey and document the existing computational methods that aid in the above-
mentioned tasks in epigraphy.

1. Introduction

1.1. Epigraphs

Stone inscriptions are important artifacts in the field of archaeology. Al-
though several cultures follow different methods as primary forms of writing, for
example, palm leaf manuscripts by Dravidians, papyrus manuscripts by Egyp-
tians, and Animal Hide manuscripts by several European civilizations, stone
inscriptions remained a robust secondary form of writing across all the civiliza-
tions that practiced writing. This is mainly due to the robustness associated
with the medium, as it is impossible to manipulate, change the stone inscriptions
and very difficult to mutilate them. Therefore, several historically important
documents such as treaties, grants, and tombstones are engraved in stones.

1.2. Interpretation of Epigraphs

Traditional epigraphy practice involves the use of inks to take the imprint
of the inscription. This process has a high probability of mutilating the inscrip-
tion. After that, an expert epigrapher will try to interpret the characters in the
inscription.

1.3. Challenges in Interpreting Epigraphs

Traditional epigraphy practice involves the use of inks to take the imprint
of the inscription. This process has a high probability of mutilating the inscrip-
tion. After that, an expert epigrapher will try to interpret the characters in the
inscription.
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1.4. Time and Place of origin

Adding on to that, though written within the same script, inscriptions can
vary according to the location and time of origin, since people who lived in differ-
ent eras and different parts of the same territory will practice different dialects
of a script. Therefore, attributing the inscription with their time and place of
origin is also important while interpreting the inscription. But it is challenging
because several stone inscriptions have been moved from their location of origin
in due course of history.

1.5. Mutilation

Similarly, mutilation of inscriptions also proved to be a serious factor while
interpreting the inscriptions. As we have seen above, misinterpreting a few
characters might change the meaning of the inscription. But stone inscriptions
are supposed to undergo mutilation due to wear and tear and due to humans
(invading armies, accidents, etc.)

1.6. Computational Epigraphy

The recent rise of computational imaging and computational linguistics,
which are in turn caused by the rise of machine learning, has begun to be
used for epigraphy. Hence, a new field of computational epigraphy is at its in-
fancy. These technologies don’t aim to replace the epigraphers. But they are
aimed to assist them in their work. We have divided computational epigraphy
into two domains. One is to transliterate the characters present in the inscrip-
tion. This involves taking the image of the stone inscription, pre-processing,
binarizing, denoising, segmenting individual characters and recognizing those
characters. The second part focuses on assigning attributes to the transliter-
ated text. These attributes can be time and place of origin, identities of the
named entities in the text, finding the missing text, predicting the sequence of
multiple texts, etc.

2. Literature Review

We have compiled a list of papers in the field of computational epigraphy.
This does not include papers from adjacent field of Handwritten character recog-
nition, because, even though they’re similar in some ways, stone inscriptions
provide unique challenges due to the medium. In addition, we have collected
the research regardless of the language and script being used. The following
figure shows the distribution of languages/scripts in which computational epig-
raphy is performed in our literature.

2.1. Transliteration

Transliteration is the process of identifying individual characters in the stone
epigraph. It may involve mapping the characters from the old script to the
modern script of the same language, if that language still exists.
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For example, while transliterating Tamil epigraphs, the characters are mapped
to modern Tamil characters, as the phonetics of the characters and grammar of
the language remained the same. However, it is not always possible, as some
languages became extinct and do not have modern form. For example, Egyptian
hieroglyphs cannot be mapped to modern characters.

Transliteration in Computational Epigraphy often involves, imaging the in-
scription, processing the image, segmentation at line, word and character level
and identifying individual characters. As mentioned earlier several interpreta-
tions of the same character can exist; therefore, it is desirable to have explana-
tions for each interpretation.

2.1.1. Cryptography

Transliteration of Indus script poses an unique challenge. Because, unlike
most other scripts in this paper, the Indus script has not been deciphered yet.
There are no multilingual epigraphs identified belonging to the Indus Valley
Civilization. Also, the scripts evolved from Indus script like Brahmi are widely
changed from the original Indus script. Therefore, it remains undecipherable
till the date. Figure 1 shows an inscription discovered at one of the excavation
sites, which has 34 Indus Valley Script characters, which is longest discovered
till the date

However, several statistical studies have been made to identify patterns in
Indus script, which we will see in later section. In this paper, [1] , the authors
try to decipher Indus Script using Cryptography.

Cryptography was a field emerged during World War II. It is discovered as
a tool to decipher the secret messages of Nazi Germany from Enigma Machine
[2] by Alan Turing and others.

Here the author considers an Indus script similar to Enigma code and try
to decipher the key using crypt analysis. They consider each symbol to be a
mathematical code and try to decipher them in a known language. Though
they made some progress, eventually it failed as Indus script proved to be too
complex to be solved using symbolic mathematics.

2.1.2. Cuneiform Transliteration

Another script that is challenging to transliterate is Cuneiform. It is a form
of writing practiced in Central Asia and Far East. It involves writing in clay
tablets using wedge-shaped letters and baking those tablets.

Clay tablets, unlike stone, are more fragile. Therefore, even though the
cuneiform script is cracked, it is difficult to transliterate the inscription due to
wear and tear.

In [3], the authors propose a rule-based method to decode cuneiform. They
convert Cuneiform imprints to ”intensity curves” where a graph is drawn based
on pixel intensities across a particular axis. Based on the shape of graph, the
characters are classified into one of the known character sets.

Another rule-based approach is used by [4], converts the characters into
bezier splines and a rule based system is constructed to classify the control
points of the splines.
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Figure 1: Copper plate with Indus Valley Script

A rule tree is constructed based on the several features extracted using dif-
ferent image processing techniques, to classify the Cuneiform Letters in [5]

Some cuneiform tablets had broken into several pieces. [6], they use 3d CAD
modeling to reconstruct the tablets and extract the text using photogrammetry.

2.1.3. Supervised Learning

Supervised learning has proven to be a valuable tool for character recogni-
tion and transliteration, particularly when the script is already deciphered. In
this section, we review several techniques that employ supervised learning for
character recognition and transliteration in various scripts.

One approach is the use of template images to denoise inscriptions obtained
from stone inscriptions, as demonstrated in [7]. The authors perform image
correlation on a noiseless template image of an inscription to enhance its clarity.

In [8], the authors utilize gradient and intensity-based filters to extract
features from ancient Kannada language inscriptions. The features are then
transliterated to modern Kannada symbols using fuzzy logic.

Scale Invariant Feature Transform is used to extract features and identify
the decoration and the text areas in ancient manuscripts in [9]

In [10, 11], complex transforms such as Shape and Hough transforms are
used to extract features from epigraph images, and characters are classified us-
ing swarm optimization algorithms like Group Search Optimization and Firefly
optimization. Also along with [11, 12] uses Median fuzzy filters to classify the
characters.

The use of Gabor filters for feature extraction in Old Latin and French texts
is described in [13]. The authors evaluate word segmentation using several
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Paper Method Remarks

Al-Bayatti et al. Intensity Curves Intensity curves are ob-
tained by getting pixel
intensities of the char-
acters in a particu-
lar axis. Characters
are classified by their
unique intensity curves.

Bogacz et al. Bezier Splines Each stroke of the
character is converted
into a Bezier spline.
Then they used a rule
based system to classify
those characters from
the control points.

Aktas et al. Multiple Image Pro-
cessing methods and
Rule based system

They process the indi-
vidual Cuneiform char-
acters using multiple
image processing tech-
niques. They use a rule
tree to classify those
characters.

Mara et al. 3D modelling and CAD This method uses 3D
scan to construct the
3D model of the Tablet.
Then they use CAD
techniques to extract
and identify the charac-
ters.

Table 1: Cuneiform Character Recognition

methods and show that Support Vector Machines (SVMs) perform well in this
task.

[14] discusses a method, where set of invariant features are extracted from
documents of middle age Persian origin. Then these features are used to clas-
sify the characters using Minimum Mean Distance Classsifiers and K-Nearest
Neighbour Classifiers.

SVMs are also used for character classification in cuneiform scripts in [15, 16].
In [15], multiple SVM classifiers are used as an ensemble to classify cuneiform
characters based on multiple extracted features. In [16], SVMs are used to
classify individual character images, which are then used in a Hidden Markov
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Figure 2: Imprint of Cuneiform Tablet

Model for further attribution.
In [17], a Fisher vector is used for feature extraction, and a neural network

is used for character classification. Chain code and Fourier transform features
are used in [18], and two CNNs are utilized for character classification.

Various versions of Convolution Neural Networks (CNNs) are used for char-
acter recognition and classification in [19, 20, 21, 22, 23, 24, 25, 26, 27, 28]. In
[20], CNNs are used to compare Indus characters that are similar to Brahmi
and Phoenician characters. The study demonstrates that Indus script visually
resembles the Phoenician script more than the Brahmi script.

In [29], the authors extract feature vectors from the image patches of rock
carvings through Convolutional Neural Networks. The attention values of these
feature vectors are calculated and these vectors are processed by LSTMs. The
LSTM predicts the character in that patch of the image.

However, the authors of [30], used one-shot approach to classify the charac-
ters and symbols. They train a Siamese Similarity Network to build a feature
space which optimally places all the character classes for classification. They
introduced a new loss called Soft Similarity Contrast Loss in addition to tra-
ditional Contrastive loss, to train the Siamese network. The resulting network
classifies the characters even though it had seen very few examples of the char-
acter

The use of CNN-based auto-encoder architectures, such as U-Net and Re-
sUNet, for transliterating ancient Japanese characters into modern Japanese is
described in [31].

A semi-supervised method to label the characters of new scripts is introduced
in [32], where every character is clustered into buckets based on multiple levels
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of abstraction automatically. Then multiple human experts label those buckets
and vote among themselves to decide whether a particular bucket is acceptable.
This only consumes 0.5 times the time and effort taken in manually annotating
all those labels.

In [33], Capsule Networks are used instead of CNNs for character classifica-
tion.

Finally, [34] utilizes Google Le Net for classifying whether or not a character
belongs to the Indus script. In [35], weakly supervised CNNs are employed,
with individual CNNs for line alignment, line and word segmentation, character
segmentation, and character recognition.

Table 2: Supervised Character Classification methods

Paper Method Remarks

Preethi et al. Image Correlation Use a template image of
a noiseless inscription and
perform image correlation
to denoise and classify the
inscription obtained from a
stone inscription

Soumya and Kumar Filtering Gradient and Intensity fil-
ters are used to extract fea-
tures and classify the an-
cient Kannada inscriptions

Alirezaee et al. Invariant Moments A set of invariant moments
are used to classify Per-
sian Documents from Mid-
dle ages.

Suganya and Muru-
gavalli

Group Search Opti-
mization and Firefly
algorithm

Shape and Hough Trans-
forms are used to extract
features from the charac-
ters. GSO and Firefly algo-
rithms are used to classify
them.

Mahalakshmi and Shar-
avanan, Devi and Mah-
eswari

Particle Swarm Opti-
mization

Image of scripts are en-
hanced using Contourlet
transform, denoised using
fuzzy median filters and
classified using Particle
Swarm optimization

Continued on next page...
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Table 2 – Continued from previous page

Paper Method Remarks

Garz et al. SIFT Scale invariant Feature
transform is used to de-
tect the text areas from
decorative elements in
manuscripts.

RajaKumar and
Bharathi

Support Vector Ma-
chines

Features are extracted from
Old Latin and French texts
which doesn’t have inter-
word spaces using Gabor
Filter. The features ex-
tracted are then classified
using Support Vector Ma-
chines

Bogacz et al. SVM and Hidden
Markov Models

Characters of Cuneiform
texts are segmented and en-
semble of SVM and Hid-
den markov model is used
to learn the sequence of
the characters and classify
them.

Amato et al. Fisher Vector and Neu-
ral Network

Fisher Vector of the individ-
ual characters are extracted
as the features and they are
classified using Neural Net-
works.

Chacko and Dhanya Convolutional Neural
Networks

Chain code and Fourier
transform features ex-
tracted and used in two
CNNs to classify characters

Continued on next page...
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Table 2 – Continued from previous page

Paper Method Remarks

Avadesh and
Goyal, Daggumati
and Revesz, Su-
darsan et al., Girid-
har et al., Gautam
et al., Magrina, Narang
et al., Wijerathna
et al., Rajnish et al., M
et al.

Various CNN models Various CNN models such
as AlexNet, ResNet, LeNet
are used to classify the indi-
vidual characters

Liu et al. Siamese Network One shot character Recog-
nition using Siamese simi-
larity network and Soft sim-
ilarity Contrast Loss

Daggumati and Revesz CNNs Indus Script characters
compared to Brahmi and
Phoenician characters using
CNNs, Indus script shown
to be visually closer to
Phoenician script

Ezhilarasi et al. CNN-LSTM Network The visual features are ex-
tracted using CNNs and
those feature vectors are
then processed by LSTMs
to classify the characters.

Clanuwat et al. Autoencoder Ancient Japanese charac-
ters transliterated to mod-
ern Japanese using CNN-
based Auto-encoder archi-
tectures such as U Net and
ResUnet

Vajda et al. Semi-supervised Learn-
ing

Images are clustered based
on different abstractions
and human experts vote on
to the labels assigned.

Kumar et al. Capsule Network Characters classified using
Capsule Network instead of
CNNs

Continued on next page...
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Table 2 – Continued from previous page

Paper Method Remarks

Palaniappan and Ad-
hikari

LeNet Characters classified
whether they belonging to
Indus script using Google
Le Net

Dencker et al. Weakly supervised
CNNs

Line alignment, segmenta-
tion of lines, words, charac-
ters and character recogni-
tion using individual CNNs.

2.2. Attribution

Attribution refers to the task of assigning metadata to transliterated texts.
This can be sequence/pattern prediction in case of undeciphered texts, place,
missing text prediction, sequence prediction of broken tablets, place and time
of origin prediction, etc. In some cases, the meaning of the epigraph can also
be translated into modern language.

Even though the characters are interpreted in the transliteration part, attri-
bution enables the epigrapher to interpret the meaning of an inscription.

Traditionally, the epigrapher will use his domain knowledge to interpret an
inscription, which is subjective and always debatable.

In computational epigraphy, attribution is usually done by a system that
understands the distribution of the lexicons in the particular script. This could
be anything ranging from a frequency table to a deep learning NLP model.

2.2.1. Statistical Analysis of Indus Script

As discussed above, Indus script is undeciphered, therefore several statistical
analyses are done on those inscriptions attempting to decode it. [36, 37, 38, 39,
40, 41, 42] are research which attempted at deciphering Indus script using Sta-
tistical analysis. While most of them drew frequency tables for each Indus script
character and tried to predict the next character based on probability, [37] used
n-grams (considering an n-character window at a time) and tried to predict the
characters. These studies revealed several underlying patterns within the Indus
script. For example, one of the results of [36] is that the frequency tables of the
Indus script and the Brahmi script (which is deciphered) are related. Similarly
[38] showed several recurrent pattern of characters in Indus script. This shows
that the Indus script is indeed a semantic script and has proper grammar, unlike
pictorial scripts like Egyptian hieroglyphs. Similarly [43] used evolutionary al-
gorithms to optimize KL divergence between distributions of Indus and Brahmi
scripts and found the respective Brahmi characters that are most similar to
Indus Characters in terms of semantics.

[44] designed a Bayesian Classifier to predict the probability of next character
in Indus texts.
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Figure 3: Imprint of Maangulam Tamil-Brahmi Inscription

[45] attempts to group the characters in Indus Script into commonly used
phenomes using K-Means clustering. [46] uses same K-Means clustering algo-
rithm to group Indus script into recurrent patterns.

2.2.2. Reconstruction of Cuneiform Tablets

We have mentioned above that Cuneiform script is written on clay tablets.
Due to the nature of the medium, a lot of clay tablets are broken into several
pieces. [47, 48] discusses methods of reconstructing multiple pieces of cuneiform
tablets in 3D CAD software by matching text on both the pieces.

In particular, [48] reconstructs the famous Atrahasis Cuneiform Tablet of
which two pieces are present in Geneva and London. Due to large distance be-
tween the location of two pieces and fragility of the medium, there has not been
any attempt to reconstruct both pieces into full tablet. This paper successfully
confirmed that both pieces belong to same tablet and extracted the cuneiform
text from it.

A framework called Gigamesh is proposed by [6], where the broken cuneiform
tablets are 3D scanned and transliterated using Giza++ program.

In contrast, [49] discusses the use of stigmerty, a property that living organ-
isms such as termites and bacterial colonies use to construct themselves into the
most efficient shapes to reconstruct Cuneiform tablets.

[50] uses photogrammetry,i.e., analyses the 2D images of Cuneiform tablet
imprints and reconstructs them into full texts. Naive Bayes, Maximum Entropy
classifier is used in [51] to predict the probability that the text lines in one piece
of a cuneiform tablet match the other piece.
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Paper Method Remarks

Collins et al. 3D CAD software re-
construction

Reconstructs multiple
pieces of cuneiform
tablets in 3D CAD
software by matching
text on both pieces.

Collins et al. 3D CAD software re-
construction

Reconstructs the Atra-
hasis Cuneiform Tablet
by confirming that both
pieces belong to the
same tablet and ex-
tracting the cuneiform
text from it.

Mara et al. 3D scanning and
transliteration

Proposes a framework
called Gigamesh, where
broken cuneiform
tablets are 3D scanned
and transliterated using
Giza++ program.

Ch′ng et al. Stigmerty-based recon-
struction

Discusses the use
of stigmerty to re-
construct Cuneiform
tablets.

Lewis and Ch’ng Photogrammetry-based
reconstruction

Uses photogrammetry
to analyze 2D images
of Cuneiform tablet im-
prints and reconstruct
them into full texts.

Tyndall Naive Bayes, Maximum
Entropy classifier-based
reconstruction

Predicts the proba-
bility that the text
lines in one piece of a
cuneiform tablet match
the other piece using
Naive Bayes, Maximum
Entropy classifier.

Table 3: Cuneiform Character Recognition

2.2.3. Predicting Metadata of the Inscriptions

Epigraphs contain valuable information beyond what is explicitly written on
them. For instance, Recchia et al. [52] accurately predicted the place of origin
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Figure 4: Architecture of model proposed by [57] to restore and attribute Greek inscriptions

and associated artifacts of Indus script inscriptions by using Semantic Latent
Analysis, a commonly used method in computational linguistics.

Based on the success of Handwriting recognition, the writers of Greek stone
inscriptions are identified in [53]. The statistical features are extracted from
the images are characters and based on those features, the writers are classified.
Fractal Dimension Method is used to classify Ancient Arabic documents from
Latin documents using [54]

The era on which the epigraphs are written in Kannada Language epigraphs
are found using Support vector Machines according to [55] and [56]. Here visual
features are extracted and era of the epigraphs are classified by Support Vector
Machine in [55] and Transductive SVMs in [56]

In a similar vein, Pabasara et al. and Surasinghe and Kokul [59, 58] predicted
the period of origin of Sinhala epigraphs and extracted visual features of ancient
Sinhalese using convolutional neural networks. Meanwhile, Vani et al. [60]
used handcrafted features like Zernike Moments and HoG features to extract
visual information from epigraphs. Similarly [61] uses Zernike Moments and
Normalized Central Moments extracted from segmented characters and uses
Random Forest to Classify the characters.

Bi-directional LSTMs are used for Lemmatization and Part of Speech tagging
in texts from ancient epigraphs in [62]

Transliterated epigraphs often suffer from missing characters due to wear
and tear, making them difficult to interpret. To address this problem, Assael
et al. [57, 63] utilized Long Short-Term Memory networks and Transformers to
predict missing words in Greek epigraphs and even predict the time and date of
their origin. Saret et al. [64] employed LSTM and BERT to fill missing letters
in Akkadian texts, while Fetaya [65] used LSTM networks to predict missing
characters in Babylonian script. Generative Adversarial Networks (GANs) along
with Charbonnier Loss Function to denoise stone inscriptions and inpaint the
missing segments of them in [66]

In terms of translating epigraphs, Pagé-Perron et al. [67] used traditional
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Figure 5: Architecture propsed by [62], to do POS tagging and Lemmatization of Tamil
Inscriptions
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Figure 6: Architecture of Siamese Similarity Network proposed by [30]. It mainly includes
multi-scale fusion backbone structure (MSB), embedding structure (EB), fusion distance layer
(D), similarity layer (S) and soft similarity contrast loss (SSCL)

NLP techniques such as stemmatization, morphological analysis, and POS tag-
ging to translate Sumerian epigraphs to English, while Park [68] utilized Trans-
formers to translate Ancient Korean to English.

Finally, Choo et al. [69] used Transformer architecture to restore and trans-
late ancient Korean historical documents into modern English, and performed
topic modeling to identify major themes in the documents.

Table 4: Attribution of Epigraphy

Paper Method Remarks

Recchia and Louw-
erse

Semantic Latent Analysis Accurately predicts place of origin and associ-
ated artifacts using Indus script text

Pabasara and
Kokul, Surasinghe
and Kokul

Convolutional Neural Net-
works

Predicts period of origin of Sinhala epigraphs
and extracts visual features using CNNs

Vani and Anantha-
lakshmi

Handcrafted Features Uses Zernike Moments and HoG features

Zaghden et al. Fractal Dimension
Method

Fractal Dimension Method is used to classify
Arabic Documents from Latin Documents.

Soumya and Ku-
mar, Kumar

Support Vector Machines SVMs are used to predict the periods of Tamil
and Kannada Epigraphs

Soumya and Kumar Random Forests Zerinike and Normalized central moments
are extracted from the images and Random
Forests are used to classify them.

Continued on next page
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Table 4 – continued from previous page

Paper Method Remarks

Papaodysseus et al. Writer Classification by
statistical methods

Finds the writer of the Greek inscription based
on the statistical values of the segmented char-
acter.

Assael et al., Res LSTM, Transformer Predicts missing characters in Greek
epigraphs, predicts time and date of ori-
gin, provides explanations based on saliency
maps

Ezhilarasi and Ma-
heswari

Bidirectional LSTMs Lemmatization and Part of speech tagging is
done by Attention and Bi-directional LSTMs.

Saret et al. LSTM, BERT Fills missing letters in Akkadian texts

Fetaya et al. LSTM Predicts missing characters in Babylonian
script

Pagé-Perron et al. Traditional NLP Tech-
niques

Translates Sumerian epigraphs to English

Zhang et al. GANs and charbonnier
Loss

GANs and Charbonnier Loss function is used
to denoise images of epigraphs and inpain the
missing segments.

Park et al. Transformer Translates Ancient Korean to English

Choo et al. Transformer, Topic Mod-
eling

Restores ancient Korean historical documents,
translates to modern English, identifies major
themes

3. Conclusion

We have discussed in detail the use of computation to aid in Epigraphical
and Archaeological discoveries. We have seen that computational methods are
so beneficial to epigraphers as they have not only simplified the tasks of epigra-
phers but also opened new ways to interpret epigraphs. For example, we have
seen several computational ways to decipher Indus script which has not been
deciphered with traditional methods. We have also seen that it is important to
attribute the epigraphs along with transliterations in order to obtain meaningful
interpretations of epigraphs.

The advent of Machine Learning Results seem to provide huge breakthroughs
in the field of Computational Archaeology, especially in the field of Epigraphy.
We have seen several models have provided deciphered previously undecipher-
able inscriptions and also solved historical debates. Also, most models simplify
the pipeline of interpreting those inscriptions which by conventional methods is
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a very complex process. Therefore we conclude that Computational methods
are slowly becoming the default way of approaching epigraphy.
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