arXiv:2210.03314v2 [math.NA] 1 Feb 2023

Uniformly convex neural networks and non-stationary iterated
network Tikhonov (iNETT) method

DaviDE BianNcHI, GUANGHAO LA1, AND WENBIN L1 *

School of Science, Harbin Institute of Technology, Shenzhen, Shenzhen 518055, China.
Email: bianchi@hit.edu.cn, 21s058002@stu.hit.edu.cn, liwenbin@hit.edu.cn

Abstract

We propose a non-stationary iterated network Tikhonov (iNETT) method for the solu-
tion of ill-posed inverse problems. The iNETT employs deep neural networks to build a
data-driven regularizer, and it avoids the difficult task of estimating the optimal regulariza-
tion parameter. To achieve the theoretical convergence of iNETT, we introduce uniformly
convex neural networks to build the data-driven regularizer. Rigorous theories and detailed
algorithms are proposed for the construction of convex and uniformly convex neural net-
works. In particular, given a general neural network architecture, we prescribe sufficient
conditions to achieve a trained neural network which is component-wise convex or uniformly
convex; moreover, we provide concrete examples of realizing convexity and uniform convexity
in the modern U-net architecture. With the tools of convex and uniformly convex neural
networks, the INETT algorithm is developed and a rigorous convergence analysis is provided.
Lastly, we show applications of the iINETT algorithm in 2D computerized tomography, where
numerical examples illustrate the efficacy of the proposed algorithm.
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1 Introduction
Consider the discretized form of an ill-posed linear problem,
Fzx =y, (1.1)

where X and Y denote finite dimensional normed spaces, i.e. X = (R, || |x), Y = (RM,] - [|y), and
F : X — Y is the discretization of an ill-posed linear operator F. The inverse problem aims to recover
x from the observed data y° contaminated by unknown error with bounded norm,

Yy’ =y+mn, where ||y <6.
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As y° is not necessarily in the range of F, i.e. y® ¢ Rg(F), we consider a variational approach to solve
the inverse problem,

x® == argmin||Fx — y°|% . (1.2)
zeX

For the ill-posed inverse problem, regularization techniques should be introduced when solving equa-
tion (1.2). The regularization aims to provide prior knowledge and improve stability of the solution.
For example, a typical choice of regularization in imaging is the ¢P-norm of x, with p > 1, which can be
weighted by the Laplacian operator with Dirichlet or Neumann boundary condition [3, 23]. Recently, deep
learning approaches are introduced to develop data-driven regularization terms in the solutions of inverse
problems. In [37], the authors propose a network Tikhonov (NETT) approach, which combines deep
neural networks with a Tikhonov regularization strategy. The general form of NETT can be summarized
as follows,

20 = argmin A(Fz,y°) + arh (Do (z)), NETT
z€dom(F)Ndom(Pe)

where A(Fz,y%) > 0 is the data-fidelity term which measures misfits between the approximated and
measurement data, o > 0 is a regularization parameter, and ¥ (®Pg(z)) is the regularization (or penalty)
term including a neural network architecture ®g. In particular, v is a nonnegative functional, and the
neural network ®g is trained to penalize artifacts in the recovered solution. By training ®g in an appro-
priate way, the neural-network based regularization term is able to capture the feature of solution errors
due to data noises and the inexact iterative scheme, so that it can provide penalization on the artifacts
of solutions in an adaptive manner. This data-driven regularization strategy shows many advantages in
solving inverse problems, and related studies can be found in [4, 6, 43] and [1] as well.

Motivated by NETT, we propose an iterated network Tikhonov (iNETT) method which combines
the data-driven regularization strategy with an iterated Tikhonov method. In a Tikhonov-like method as
NETT, the regularization parameter « plays an important role since it controls the trade-off between the
data-fidelity term and the regularization term. The value of « relies on the noise level §, and it will affect
the proximity of the recovered solution to the minimizer of the data-fidelity term. Poor choices of o can
lead to very poor solutions, and it is well known that an accurate estimate of the optimal « is difficult to
achieve and it typically relies on heuristic assumptions (e.g., [26, 28, 46]). As a result, a natural strategy
is to consider an iterated Tikhonov method with non-stationary values of « in the iteration. The non-
stationary iterated Tikhonov method is able to avoid exhaustive tuning of the regularization parameter,
and it achieves better convergence rates in many applications. For example, we refer the readers to [12,
14, 16, 18, 20, 22, 27] for the applications of iterated Tikhonov in Hilbert spaces, and [9, 34, 35, 45] in
Banach spaces.

Combining the strategy of neural-network based regularizer with the non-stationary iterated Tikhonov
method, the iINETT method has the following general form,

0
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where R := @& : X — (R, |-]) is a uniformly convex neural network, B?(; (+,-) is the Bregman distance
n—1

induced by R in the direction £} _, € OR(x%_,), J, denotes the duality map for r € (1,00), and {a, }n
is a sequence of positive real numbers. The value of «,, controls the amount of regularization, and it
plays the role of regularization parameter. By taking a decreasing sequence of {ay, },, and considering the
standard discrepancy principle as the stopping rule, the iNETT algorithm can automatically determines
the amount of regularization. We will provide the details of iNETT in Section 5, including a rigorous
convergence analysis and many implementation details.



In the formula of iNETT, the neural network ®¢’ is employed to build the regularization term, and
it is required to be uniformly convex. The property of uniform convexity is demanded in the convergence
analysis of the iterated Tikhonov method [35]. As a result, another important aspect of the paper
is the modeling of convex and uniformly convex neural networks. In Section 2, we provide an exact
mathematical modeling for the general architecture of neural networks. Our modeling can express the
modern convolutional neural networks, where the operations like skip connection and concatenation are
included. In Section 3, we propose rigorous theories for the convex and uniformly convex neural networks.
Given a general neural network ®g : X — Z, we prescribe sufficient conditions to obtain a related neural
network which is component-wise convex or uniformly convex. The main idea comes from some recent
works on convex neural networks, e.g. [2, 42, 51, 53], but we largely extend them to build modern
architectures which can embrace state-of-the-art neural networks. In Section 4, we provide particular
examples of convex and uniformly convex U-net architectures. The U-net is a convolutional neural
network widely used in image processing and related imaging science [48]. We give rigorous formulas
for the U-net architecture, and explain the approaches to obtain convex and uniformly convex U-net
architectures according to the general theories proposed in section 3. In Section 5 and Section 6, we
provide implementation details as we employ the convex U-net to build a uniformly convex regularizer
for the iNETT algorithm. The proposed method is successfully applied to computerized tomography
in Section 6. The tool of convex and uniformly convex neural networks is actually a by-product when
designing the iINETT algorithm, but it seems more interesting than the algorithm itself. The tool of
convex neural networks shall have many interesting applications in the future study.

2 Notation and setting

We collect here most of the notations and definitions we will use through this work. As main references,
the reader can look at [47, 50, 56]. First of all, let us fix X := (RY,[| - | x) and Y := (R™,|| - ||y’), where
N,M €N, and |- ||x and || - |y are some norms on R and R respectively. In the case of standard ¢?
spaces, with p > 1, then we will indicate the corresponding norm with the usual notation || - ||,.

We will indicate in bold any finite dimensional (column) vector, e.g. @ := (z1,...,2x5)7 € RV, where
T denotes the transpose operation, and we will use the notation & < & meaning that z; < z; for every
i =1,...,N. With abuse of language, given a real-valued function o: RY — R, we will say that o is
monotone nondecreasing if o(x) < o(&) for every & < &. In case of a function with multivariate output,
o: RV = RP, we will indicate with o4: RY — R its components, for d = 1,...,D.

For a fixed z € Z = (R, ||| z), we indicate with C(z,-) : X — Z x X the “concatenation” operator,
that is,

C(z,x) = (z1,...,2p,21,...,2n5)". (2.1)

Fix now a matrix F' : X — Y, which is the discretization of an ill-posed linear operator between
Banach spaces. We will assume that, given the unperturbed and observed data y € Y and y° € Y,
respectively, then

y € Rg(F), thatis, Fax =1y is solvable, (HO)

and
Yy’ =y+n where ||y <3

We recall that a Banach space Y is uniformly smooth if its modulus of smoothness

o Jlytryl +ly -7y
p(T) = sup

. Uyl = lgl=1f, >0

satisfies lim, g+ p(7)/7 = 0. Examples of uniformly smooth spaces are all the ¢P-spaces for p € (1, 00).



Given an extended real-valued function, R: dom(R) C X — (—o0, 40|, then R is uniformly convex
if there exists a nonnegative map h: [0, 4+00) — [0, +o00] such that h(s) = 0 if and only if s = 0 and

Rtx+ (1 —t)&) +t(1 —t)h(|lx — 2||x) < tR(x) + (1 — t)R(x), vt € [0,1] and Vz, & € dom(R).
Finally, we recall that R is coercive if it is bounded below on bounded sets and
lim inf R(@) _ 00

lellx—oo ] x

2.1 Bregman distance
Given a convex function
R:dom(R) C X — (—o0,+00],

R is called proper if dom (R) := {x € X : R(x) < +oo} # 0. For every & € dom (R), a subgradient of
R at @ is an element & of the dual space X™* such that

R(x) —R(x) — (&, x—x) >0 VeelX,
where the bracket is the evaluation of € at & — . Clearly, since X is finite dimensional, then X is reflexive
and (-,-) is the standard inner product, that is,

N

Er—d) = &wi— ).

i=1
The collection of all subgradients of R at & is denoted by OR(&). The subdifferential of R is the multi-
valued map OR : dom (OR) C X — 2% guch that
dom (AR) := {& € dom(R) : OR(z) # 0},
& — OR(x).
Let us recall that if dom(R) = X, then dom (OR) = X (e.g. [50, Lemma 3.16]).

Finally, for every & € dom (OR) and & € OR(&), the Bregman distance B§(~,:ﬁ) : X — [0, +00)
induced by R at & in the direction £ is defined by

BE(x,&) := R(z) — R(&) — (£, — T).

Remark 2.1. It is straightforward to check that if R is uniformly convex then B?(-,ﬁc) is uniformly
convez too, for any fived & and &. Moreover, since X is reflexive, then B?(-,a?:) is coercive. See for
example [57, Corollary 2.4/

We can now introduce the definition of solution of the model problem (1.1), with respect to the
Bregman distance from a reference initial guess.

Definition 2.1. Fiz xy € dom (OR), & € OR(xo). An element & € dom(R) is called a Bg -minimizing
solution of (1.1) if Fat =y and
Bg (x',29) = min {Bg (z,x) : € dom(R), Fx =y} .

As a last piece of notation, we introduce the duality map. For every fixed r € (1, 00), the duality map
Jr: X — 2% is given by

(@) = {€ € X" | ||&]l = [l " and (&, x) = ||}

In particular, J,. is the subdifferential of the map x +— l=ll

T



Remark 2.2. If X is an (P space, then J, is single-valued and for r = 2 it holds

P~
5

Jo(x) = sgn(x)
]

More generally, if a Banach space is uniformly smooth, then J, is single-valued.

In view of the above remark and for the well-posedness of the iINETT method (see Section 5), we will
assume that
Y is uniformly smooth. (H1)

2.2 Neural networks

A neural network is a chain of compositions of affine operators and nonlinear operators. For an introduc-
tion to neural networks from an applied mathematical point of view, we refer to [31], whereas we refer to
[8] for a focus on deep learning techniques for inverse problems. We present here the basic architecture
upon which we will devise the neural networks to be implemented in iNETT. There are several many
choices for the linear and the nonlinear operators, and each of them generate a different neural network.
We do not focus now on those choices, which will be made only later (see Sections 4, 5.3 and 6), to keep
here a more general setting.

First, fix a set of parameters © = {bF: AFJr; W’“}ﬁzl, where b* are vectors commonly called bias
terms, and A¥J% and W* are matrices. Second, fix a collection {o* }£=1 of possibly nonlinear operators.

Finally, define ®¢g : X — Z such that

So(x)=2€ 7 where z = 2L+
2+ — gk (i)k + Wk,%k) e 7 fork=1,...,L,
k
sk k(o kY - Z"or ~
2P =C%(z") = ) for i € {1,...,k}, (NN)
- {C<z”=,zk> Pl
bF = bk + ARk zik for jr € {1,...,k},
zl=xc X,
where Z1T! = Z := (RP,|| - ||z) and Z* := (RP*,|| - ||z,) are finite dimensional normed vector spaces,

and C(-,-) is the concatenation operator (2.1). The operators C(z'*,-) and A¥J represent the skip
connections, that is, some of the data in the previous iterations are used in future iterations, skipping
intermediate steps. See Figure 1 for a visual representation. The integer L is referred to as the depth

of the neural network, and o* (l;k + Wkék) as the k-th layer. When L > 2, then the neural network is

commonly called deep neural network.
The set © is made by the disjoint union of two subsets, the set of free parameters © .. and the set
of frozen parameters © frozen, that is
0= @frec u @frozen-

The set of free parameters O ¢, is typically initialized to a starting set of values and then it is trained
by minimizing a loss function over a training sample. Vice-versa, the set of frozen parameters © fyqzcn is
fixed and unaffected by the training process. For example, some of the matrices W* can be fixed to be
the identity matrix I or the bias terms bk to be the zero vector 0. © frozen Can be empty, that is, all the
parameters are trainable. About the specific training strategy we will employ, see Subsection 5.3.

In the case that AFJ* is fixed to be the zero matrix and 2* = 2% for every k, then we have a
feedforward neural network. For examples of simple architectures of feedforward neural networks of
convolutional type, see [19, 41]. For examples of more involved neural networks described by (NN), see
ResNet [29], DenseNet [32] and U-Net [48].



A4’1

Neural Network

C(23,27)

Figure 1: Example of a simple neural network architecture of depth L = 8, with input « and
output z described by the white and green rectangles, respectively. As it can be visually checked,
the operators A%! A% A64 and C(23,27) bring over data of previous iterations skipping some
connections. To differentiate the concatenation C(-,-) from the other matrix-vector operators,
we use a double edge to denote it. Inside the dotted square, it is depicted a blow-up of the
second layer: The rows of the matrix W? = (wfj) € R?*3 are represented by the violet circles.

Note that in that layer the bias term b? is given by b? = b2 + A%!x.

3 Convex and uniformly convex neural networks

We provide some sufficient conditions to guarantee that a neural network, with the architecture described
by (NN) in Subsection 2.2, is component-wise convex or component-wise uniformly convex. In particular,
given any neural network of depth L, it is possible to generate a component-wise uniformly convex neural
network of depth L + 1 which embeds the original neural network.

Fix a neural network of depth L, ®g : X — Z, and consider the following constraints:

0% is continuous, convex and monotone nondecreasing Vd =1,..., Dy, Vk=1,...,L; (C1)

WF has nonnegative entries Vk = 2, ..., L, (©2)
AFJk has nonnegative entries Vjj, > 2.

In the next proposition we show that &g is component-wise convex. This result is a generalization of the

input convex neural networks presented in [2], but we largely extend them to build modern architectures
which can embrace state-of-the-art neural networks.

Theorem 3.1. Under the constraints (C1) and (C2), any neural network described by the set of equations
(NN) is continuous and component-wise conver.



Proof. ®g is trivially continuous because composition of continuous functions. We want to show that
given (I)@ = (‘1)971, ey @@7D)T, then

Do gt + (1 —t)w) <tdgq(x) + (1 —t)Po 4(w) foreveryd=1,...,D and z,w € X.

We proceed by induction. Fix L =1 and 2! :=tx + (1 — t)w € X: Then, by (NN), it holds that
<I>@,d(z1) = oull (51 + Wlle) = aé (b1 4+ AV 4 WlCl(zl)) .
Let us remember that C' is such that

C': X = X, C': X - X x X,
or
Cl(z) ==, Cl(z) = C(z,x).
In the latter case,
C'2% = (te + (1 — tw, te + (1 — t)w)T
=t(z,z)" + (1 - t)(w,w)"
=tC(z,z)+ (1 —t)C(w,w)
=tC(z) + (1 - t)C'(w).
Then, by the linearity of A'! and W', and independently of the choice of C, it is clear that
b + ALt L WO (2Y) = (b + AV e + WO () + (1 - (b + AV w + WO (W)
=tu+ (1 —1t)v,
where
w=>b"+ Az + W'C'(z), vi=>b + AW + WICH W),
Using now the convexity of o}, we obtain
Poa(tr + (1 —t)w) = oy (b' + AV 2" + W'CH(2h))
=) (tu+ (1 —t)v)
<toy(u) + (1 —t)o(v)
= t@g’d(w) +(1—-1)Po q(w),

)

namely, Pg is component-wise convex. Assume now that every neural network ®g described by (NN) is
component-wise convex when the depth Lis L =1,...,n—1, for any fixed n > 2. We need to prove that
®g is component-wise convex when L = n. Fix again z! := tx + (1 — t)w. Observe that, at each step
k=1,...,L—1, every 2FT! in (NN) is a neural network ®% : X — Z**1 of depth L, < L — 1 and with
the same initial input z!, that is z**! = @’é(zl). Then, by the induction hypothesis,

Dk (2') = OF (tx + (1 — t)w) < tdF(x) + (1 — )®E(w) VE=1,...,L—1. (3.1)
So,
o a(z!) = 21 =0k (BL + WL,%L)
= oy (b" + AlIrait + WECE(21)),
= of (bF + ARl () + WECH (@5 (2Y))).



We need to take care of the concatenation operator. Again, there are two cases:

crt:. 7z 78, CL. 7zt & 7w x ZL,
_ _ or _ i _
Ch(dg'(2") = 25 (2", Cl(@g 1 (z") = C(@g ™ (2"), @5 (21)),

where iy, € {1,..., L}, and with the convention that ®%(z') = 2'. Clearly,
C(ur,u2) < C(v1,v) for every wuy <y, us < vs.
Therefore, if we are in the latter case, by (3.1)

C(Pg " (2"), 2571 (21)) = C(Pg " (tz + (1 — tw), D5~ (tz + (1 — t)w))
< OOE " (2) + (1 — )PE (W), 5 (@) + (1 — )DL (W)
=1C(Pg " (), 05 (2)) + (1 - )C(DG ™ (w), DG (w))
=tCH (@5 () + (1 — t)CE (DL (w)).

As a consequence, independently from the case we are in,
CH (@5 (21) < tCH (@5 () + (1 - ) CH (@57 (w)),
and then, by (C2),
whek(@g " (2h) <tWhCH(@§ () + (1 — ) WECH (@5 (w)). (3.2)
Now, instead, if j;, = 1, then <I>]'@L71(z1) = z; and by linearity
AR (2N = tAM I g 4 (1 — 1) AlILw, (3.3)
If j, > 2, by (3.1) and (C2),
ALIL @l (2Y) < tARIE L T (=) + (1 — 1) ALl T (w). (3.4)
Let us write

w = t(b" + AL’jL@gfl(w) + WLCL(@(La_l(w)))a
v = (1 —t)(b" + ALIL L (w) + WECE (D57 (w))).

Combining (3.2), (3.3) and (3.4) with (C1), we get

do 4(2') = o (bL + AL’jLCIﬂ('_)L*l(zl) + WLCL(<I>(L_)71(Z1))) <ol(tu+ (1 -t)v)

IN

o (u) + (1= t)og(v)

t.
tq)@’d(.’lt) =+ (1 — t)<I>@7d(w).

This concludes the proof. O]

See Figure 2 for a visual representation of a component-wise convex neural network. Now, given a
component-wise convex neural network ®g: X — Z of depth L, define

DL X — 7'
{ © - (ucNN)

Y () =Ty g (2, 25(2)),
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Figure 2: Continuation of the example in Figure 1. All the functions o* are now assumed to be

component-wise convex and monotone nondecreasing, and this is represented by the triangular-
shaped nodes. Observe that the matrices W, for k = 2,...,8, and A%* have nonnegative
entries, while W1, A%1 A*! and the bias terms b* do not have any constraints.

where Z' == (RP', || - ||z/) and S5 4: X x Z — Z' is given by

Srg(@, 2) = (fi(®) +g1(2),.... for(x) + g (2)7,

and fq: X - R, g4 : Z — R are generic real-valued functions for d = 1,...,D’. In particular, ®g is a
neural network ®%° of depth L + 1, whose last layer oL (bE+L + WEH12LH1) i5 given by

2L+1 — C’(zl,zL+1), WL+1 — I, bL+1 — AL+1qu+1 — 0,
L+1 __
oftt=%g 4,

L4l pL+1 AL+1,j
WL B AT € O

Consider the following assumptions, for every d =1,...,D":
fq4 continuous and uniformly convex; (C3)
ga continuous, convex and monotone nondecreasing on the image ®g(X) C Z. (C4)

Theorem 3.2. Under the constraints (C3) and (C4), the neural network ®¢ defined in (ucNN) is
component-wise uniformly convez.

Proof. Given a component-wise convex map ®¢ : X — Z, by direct computation it is immediate to check
that fg + g4 o ®g is uniformly convex for every d =1,..., D’ under the constraints (C3) and (C4). O



Combining Theorem 3.1 and Theorem 3.2, given a neural network &g : X — Z, it is now easy to

build a continuous and component-wise uniformly convex neural network ®%° : X — Z’ by employing
the following steps:

(s1) Fix a neural network ®g : X — Z whose architecture is given by (NN).
(s2) Impose the constraints (C1)-(C2) to get &g : X — Z.
(s3) Define ®¢° : X — Z’ by equation (ucNN) and impose the constraints (C3)-(C4).

See Figure 3 for a visual representation of a component-wise uniformly convex neural network.

Uniformly Convex Neural Network

C(23,27)

Figure 3: Continuation of the examples in Figures 1 and 2. This architecture depicts a
component-wise uniformly convex neural network ®¢ obtained from the component-wise convex
neural network ®¢ in Figure 2. The differences are depicted in red. Following equation (ucNN),
it has been added a concatenation operator C(x, z) and a new layer after z = ®g ().
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4 Example: Convex and uniformly convex U-net with batch
normalization

Here we provide particular examples of convex and uniformly convex U-net, which we will use in Subsec-
tion 5.3 and Section 6. U-net is a convolutional neural network originally designed for biomedical image
segmentation [48]. The network consists of a contracting path and a symmetric expanding path so that it
has a U-shaped architecture. Several variants of the U-net architecture have been efficiently implemented
in the solutions of inverse problems, e.g. [5, 7, 30, 44, 54].

We propose a modified U-net architecture as shown in Figure 4, and we will explain the approaches
to obtain convex and uniformly convex U-net architectures according to the general theories proposed in
section 3. In Subsection 4.1, we give a brief description of the batch normalization which is one of the
extra features we add to the modified U-net. In Subsection 4.2, we provide a mathematical modeling of
the modified U-net architecture using the notations of general neural networks introduced in Subsection

2.2. Then in Subsections 4.3 and 4.4, we explain the approaches to achieve convex and uniformly convex
U-net architectures.

1 B4 64 128 64 64 1

Input Qutput

]

]
[
[]
3

256x256
256x256
256x256
256x256
256x256
256x256
56x256

128
126 &
1287 §
2 128°
B ~ —
128° §
28 8

conv 3x3, BN, ReLU
concatenate

max-pool 2x2

-
1}
1004 T conv2x2 BN, RelU
= mp  convixl

Figure 4: A modified U-net architecture.

4.1 Batch Normalization (BN)

Batch normalization (BN) is a state-of-the-art technique for accelerating the training speed and improving
the performance of optimization [33]. The batch normalization (BN) works differently in the training
process and in the inference process after training. Hereby we give a brief description of the BN operation
according to our notations for general neural networks in equation (NN).
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With a given batch size ny and a mini-batch of the initial input,

B={x,...,Tn,},
consider the output after convolution at the k-th layer of the neural network ®¢,

k k k k. fk kok
BY ={uf,...,u, }, where wuj:=0b"+W"2; j=1,-- ng.

The operation of BN reads as follows,

u — B(BF)

, YuepBF
Var(B*) + ¢

BN(u) := B* + diag(~v¥)

where v* and B* are column vectors and the free parameters to be learned, IE(B*) and Var(B*) denote
mean value and variance of the elements in B¥, respectively, and € > 0 is a small constant introduced for
numerical stability.

In the training process, since E(B*) and Var(B*) will involve the variable u € B*, BN is not necessarily
component-wise convex nor monotone nondecreasing. After the training process is completed, IE(B) and
Var(B*) will be fixed using the full population rather than the mini-batch, and so BN reduces to an affine
transformation.

4.2 The modified U-net architecture

We provide a mathematical modeling of the modified U-net architecture ®¢g as shown in Figure 4. Here we
will make use of the notations of general neural networks introduced in Subsection 2.2. Before proceeding
further, it is necessary to briefly introduce the following operators.

B Convolution: It is a linear operator which can be represented by a tensor K of dimension
f1 X fo X1 X co, where fi X fo is the filter size of the convolution, ¢; and ¢y denote the number of
channels of the input and output images, respectively. More details about the convolution operator
can be found in [31, Section 7] and [21]. In the U-net architecture, a bias term is added after every
convolution.

B Zero padding: It is a linear operator which can be achieved by embedding a given matrix of
dimension n X m into a zero matrix of dimension n’ x m’, with n’ > n and m’ > m. By reshaping
the matrices before and after zero padding to be column vectors, zero padding can be expressed as
a matrix product, M = PyN, where P, is a binary matrix with entries from {0, 1}.

B Rectified linear unit (ReLU): & — max{0,x}, where the maximum is applied component-wise.

B max-pool: Given a matrix of real numbers, partition it into i x j sub-matrices; the max-pool, ]()
returns a matrix that calculates the maximum value for each sub-matrix in the ¢ x j partition.

B Batch normalization (BN): Details are given in Subsection 4.1. We emphasis that BN reduces to
an affine transformation after training.

In the modified U-net architecture ®¢g, every convolution operator is combined with a zero padding,
such that the input and output images have the same size. In addition, we add a Batch normalization
(BN) between each convolution and ReLU function. As shown in Figure 4, the modified U-net architecture
can be constructed by several unit blocks: right arrow (involving concatenation), down arrow, and up
arrow. Accordingly, we provide mathematical modeling for these unit blocks.
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e Right arrow ™ : A k-th right arrow reads as
ReLU(BN(b" + K*Py2")).

According to the notations in equation (NN), the block of right arrow can be modeled as the
composition of two layers,

LR+l Uk(gk + Wkék% shtl _ Skl "
Sk+2 — 0k+1(5k+1 _|_Wk+12k+1) ’ ( . )
where
Wk = K*P,, Bf = b WHH = diag(y*), bF+1 = gk
oF(u) = \/% , and o**t1(u) = ReLU(u)
Kka bk € @f’f‘657 K e G)frozen ’Yk’ Bk € @free

Py denotes the matrix of zero padding, which is a binary matrix with entries from {0,1}. The
filter size of every convolution K* is 3 x 3 and the stride is 1. In the ascending part of the U-net
architecture, the concatenation operation is involved before the first convolution of each layer, and
it can be modeled by the formulation of general neural networks as shown in Subsection 2.2, i.e.
2k = Oz, 2F).

e Down arrow ' : An i-th down arrow reads as
max-pooly, 5(2°).
It can be simply modeled by the formula of general neural networks as shown in equation (NN),
o'(b'+ W'z, (4.2)

where b' = 0, W' = I, and ¢*(u) = max-pool,y 5 (u); o’ is continuous, component-wise convex and
monotone nondecreasing.

e Up arrow ‘ : The up arrow has the same structure of the right arrow, and it can be modeled in
the same way by equation (4.1). There are some minor differences in the convolution K*: (i) the
filter size of K% is 2 x 2; (ii) the way of zero padding is different from that in the right arrow, but
since it is still a zero padding, the matrix Py is still a binary matrix with entries from {0,1}.

e Last right arrow ™ : The last right arrow is just a convolution with filter size 1 x 1. It can be
modeled as part of equation (4.1):

2B = oE (bt + Wzl (4.3)

where WL = KL P, bE = bL, and o (u) = u. The output 2=+ is of size 256 x 256 x 1, where the
channel number is 1. As a result, the bias term b” = b’ is essentially a scalar, i.e. the components
of b are all equal to b} € R.

4.3 Convex U-net

In Subsection 4.2, we showed that the modified U-net architecture ®g can be modeled by the set of
equations (NN). Then according to Theorem 3.1, we can achieve a convex U-net by imposing the
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constraints (C1) and (C2). Since the skip connection described by A¥J* is not involved in ®g, we only
need to consider the properties of o* and W¥.

The architecture modeled by equation (4.2) automatically satisfies the constraints (C1) and (C2).
For the architecture modeled by equation (4.1) (which includes the formulation in equation (4.3) as well),
o¥ and o**! are continuous, convex, and monotone nondecreasing after training, so that the constraint
(C1) is satisfied. To impose the constraint (C2) on W* and W**+! we have to impose nonnegativity
constraint on the entries of K* and 4*. Above all, we have the following conclusion.

Proposition 4.1. By imposing nonnegativity constraint on {K* | Vk > 2} and {~* | Vk > 1}, the
modified U-net ®g turns out to be a conver U-net in the inference process after training.

In next subsection, we will build a uniformly convex U-net by employing the architecture of convex
U-net. We will ask the output of the convex U-net to be nonnegative, which is helpful to construct the
uniformly convex U-net in a very simple way. Considering the convex U-net obtained in Proposition 4.1,
thanks to the ReLU function applied just before the last convolution operator, and the nonnegativity
of the entries of the last convolution operator itself, the output zZ*! must be nonnegative if we further
impose nonnegativity constraint on the last bias term b”.

Proposition 4.2. By imposing nonnegativity constraint on {K* | ¥k > 2}, {v* | Vk > 1} and b*, the
modified U-net ®g turns out to be a convex U-net @ having nonnegative output, i.e. the components of
2L = ®¢ (x) are all nonnegative.

4.4 Uniformly convex U-net

With the trained convex U-net ®g having nonnegative output, one can construct a uniformly convex
U-net according to the following formula,

g (x) = allz|[y + |9 ()7, p=2 q¢=1, (4.4)

where || -||, and || - ||, denote the standard /P-norm and {9-norm, respectively, and a > 0 is a small positive
constant.
Indeed, formula (4.4) is in the form of equation (ucNN), with
D'=1, fi(x)=alll}, and gi(z)=z[].

The function fi(z) = allz||} is uniformly convex for p > 2; e.g., see [15, Theorem 2.3] and [39, Theorem
1.£1]. The function g;(2) = [[2]| (¢ > 1) is continuous, convex and monotone nondecreasing in the
domain RY; :={z € RN | 2; >0, i = 1,--- ,N}. Moreover, as shown in Proposition 4.2, the output of
the convex U-net ®¢ satisfies @ € RY,. As a result, P in equation (4.4) is uniformly convex according
to Theorem 3.2. Equation (4.4) gives a very simple way to construct the uniformly convex U-net.

5 Iterated network Tikhonov (iNETT) method

In this section we propose the iterated network Tikhonov (iNETT) method. First, fix a continuous,
uniformly convex and well trained neural network

o5 X = (R, |-]),
for example by applying the steps (s1), (s2) and (s3) at the end of Section 3, and define

R = o&.
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For the numerical experiments in Section 6, we will adopt the modified U-net architecture presented in
Section 4 as equation (4.4).
Fix r € (1,00), @y € X, & € OR(xo) and a sequence of positive real numbers {ay, }, such that

o0
a;l =00 and a, <copy1, where ¢ > 0 is a constant.

n=1
The iNETT method is then given by

me = argmin%HFm - y5||”Y + oanZf; (x, a:fl_l),
reX n—1

& =&y — P (Fa) —y), INETE
xy € X, EO € 8R($0)

The stopping rule associated to iNETT is the standard discrepancy principle. Specifically, we stop the
iterations at the first step ns = n such that

||meb—y5|ly <7< ||F:1:‘:L_1—y‘;HY7 (5.1)

where 7 > 1 is a fixed constant, and § is the parameter which estimates the level of noise 1, viz.

Inlly = ly° — ylly < d. Following we will provide convergence analysis and implementation details of
the iNETT method.

5.1 Convergence analysis

We present the proof of well-posedness, convergence and stability of the iNETT method. The proof is
mainly a straightforward adaptation, in this finite dimensional setting, of standard results of general
convex regularization theory (e.g. [50]) and [35, Theorem 3.2]. For the convenience of the reader and to
make the theoretical treatment self-contained, we develop here the main points.

Theorem 5.1. Let F : X — Y be a linear operator between finite dimensional normed spaces and suppose
that (HO) and (H1) are valid. Let R := @Y be a continuous and uniformly convex neural network. Then
the method INETT is well-posed and there exists a unique Bg -minimizing solution x'. The method

INETT, coupled with the stopping rule (5.1), stops in finite steps ng < oo and it converges to x' as
0 — 0. In particular,
) —zl, R(,) - Rz, Bgé(:ﬁ,azfm) =0

as 6 — 0.
Proof. About the existence of ! in Definition 2.1, observe that
0 < c:=inf {Bg(w,mo) |z e X, Fr=y}

is well-defined because of (H0). Since Bg (x,xp) is continuous and coercive (see Remark 2.1), the level
sets {zx | Bg (x,x0) < M} are compact for any M > 0, and therefore there exists a minimizer !, by
standard topological arguments, which is unique because of the linearity of F'. In the same fashion, and

because of the convexity of B?; , 20 is well-defined and unique at each step.
n—1

Observe now that .J, is a single-valued map thanks to (H1), and that £ € OR(x%) in virtue of the
minimality of 3. Indeed, if we define

1 T
G(w) = —|Fe —y' |y +anBE_ (w,2),),
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by subgradient calculus (see for example [47, Theorem 10.6]), and because J,. is the subgradient of the
map y — |y}, it holds that

0€0G(x’) =FTJ.(Fx! —y°) + 0, 0R(x2) — a, &3 _,.

The rest of the proof is a straightforward application of [35, Theorem 3.2]. O

5.2 Implementation

Since our applications in Section 6 will be based on computerized tomography, from now on we will

consider X and Y as vector spaces of digital images. We will use the standard ¢2-norm for X, that is,

X = (RY,||l2) and a normalized ¢>-norm for Y = (RM |- |ly) as |lylly = ﬁHyHg, and we will fix

r = 2. Therefore, the INETT iteration will assume the following form (see also Remark 2.2),
6 =
€ = gaw_l — L LFT (Fab —y°) iNETT

xy € X, ﬁo S 373(330)

The minimum problem in iINETT can be solved by a gradient descent approach. Recalling that the
Bregman distance of the regularization term is defined as

@) = argmingt: | Fx — yo|3 + anB?S (z,2)_,),
X n—1

Bgyfl(mymi—ﬂ =TR(z) - R(“f'i—ﬁ - <52—1»3’3 - mfx—1> )

the gradient descent algorithm for x° has the following form,

OR(x)
ox

1
mi,k-{-l = wi,k — 8- MFT (Fwik - ya) +an (

- éi—l)] ) keN
m:miyk
where s > 0 denotes the step size of the gradient descent iteration. The initial guess for the iteration can

0 o
be taken as x;, o = xj_;.

5.3 Building a uniformly convex neural network regularizer

We will adopt the uniformly convex neural network (4.4) presented in Subsection 4.4, with p = ¢ = 2.
That is,
R(z) = 0§ (x) = al|lz|3 + |26 ()3,

where ®§ () is a well trained convex U-net having nonnegative output as shown in Proposition 4.2, and
a > 0 is a small positive constant.

Since the regularizer is designed to penalize artifacts in the solution, the trained U-net ®g (x) should
have small output for artifact-free images and have large output for images with artifacts. We follow the

strategy proposed in [37] for the preparation of training data. Let {x* | s = 1,---, Ny + Ny} denote a
set of images in X. The training images are constructed in the following way,
1 * =1.-..
Zs = *(Fms +TI) ) S 17 7N1 (52)
Ty y S:N1+].,"',N1+N2

where 1 denotes noise perturbations on the data, and F'' denotes the pseudo inverse of the forward
operator F'. In the set of training images {zs | s =1, -+, Ny + Na}, the first N7 z,’s simulate the images
with artifacts, while the last Ny z,’s simulate the artifact-free images. The output label is the error
between z, and x},

—zsl, s=1,---,Ny1+ No, (5.3)

rs=|T
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where the absolute value is applied component-wise, and the training set is composed of the pairs of input
images and output labels:

{(ZS,’I’S) | s=1,-- 3N1+N2}'

The loss function of one training sample is defined as follows,
Ly(©) = |9 (25) — 7513 + MO preell3 ,

where
@fTee = {ﬁka 'Yk; bk; Kk}k
considering the modified U-net architecture as shown in Section 4. We propose to use a mini-batch
optimization approach in the training process, so that the cost function for updating ©f... has the
following form,
L.(0) = Ii S L.(0) = Ii ST IPE (25) — 713+ MO e}
‘ t| El<ym | t| s€ly
where Z; C {1,2,---, N1 + N3} denotes a mini-batch of the index set, and |Z;| denotes the batch size.
The parameter A controls the amount of regularization applied. We utilize a random shuffling strategy
[38, 49] for the sampling of the mini-batch set Z;,. Then the set of training parameters © 7. is updated
according to the Adam algorithm [36]. After each updating, we impose non-negativity constraint on ~*
and K* for the convexity of the U-net ®¢, with the only exception of the convolution matrix K in the
first layer. In addition, to make the convex U-net ®§ have nonnegative output, we impose non-negativity
constraint on the bias term of the last layer b. After the training process is completed, we fix the
elements E(B*) and Var(B*) which define the batch normalization operators. Algorithm 1 summarizes
the details of the training process.

Algorithm 1 Training the convex U-net ®g having nonnegative output

1: Initialize the free parameters set O free = {BF;~F; bk Kk}
2: for epoch e =1,2,--- N, do
: Sample a random permutation {m(1),7(2),...,7(N; + Nz)} of the index set
{1,2,...,N1 +N2}
4: With a given batch size ng, partition the shuffled index set into n =
i ={n((t—Dnog+1),...,m(tng)}, t =1,2,--+ ,n.
for t =1ton do
Update © ¢, according to the Adam algorithm and mini-batch cost function £;(©).

MEN2 qubsets:

T: Impose nonnegativity constraint: K* = max{0, K*}, Vk > 2; ~* = max{0,~v*},
Vk > 1; bY = max{0,b"}, where b" denotes the bias term of the last layer.
end for
9: end for

10: Fix B(B*) and Var(B*) in batch normalization (BN) using the full population rather than
the mini-batch.

5.4 Some remarks

As final comments for this section, we provide discussions on two subjects: (1) similarities and differences
between NETT and iNETT; (2) alternative training strategies for the iNETT method.
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5.4.1 NETT and iNETT

The NETT method in [37] is developed in the setting of infinite dimensional Banach spaces. The iNETT
method can be generalized to the infinite dimensional case as well, where one may require the Banach
space X to be reflexive, and re-define the neural network architecture (NN) in a proper way. In this
paper, we propose iNETT in a finite dimensional case mainly for personal taste. Since we focus on
the inverse problems in imaging science, e.g. computerized tomography, the setup is naturally of finite
dimension. The images are defined in a finite dimensional vector space, and the neural networks are
trained and deployed in the set of images with fixed finite pixels. When considering the accuracy of
discretization, it will be necessary to study iNETT in the infinite dimensional setup. A main difficulty
will be the convergence analysis: It is unclear under what hypotheses a convex neural network, coupled
with training and optimization rules, converges to an infinite dimensional operator.

A major difference between NETT and iNETT lies in the assumption of coercivity or convexity on
the data-driven regularizer. For the convergence analysis of NETT method, the regularization term
R(z) =1 (Po(x)) is assumed to be coercive [37]. On the other hand, in our iNETT method, the neural

network regularizer R(x) = ®g(x) is required to be uniformly convex. In fact, at each iteration of
iNETT, the penalty term P, (x) = B?é (x,x°_,) is coercive, as a consequence of the uniform convexity
n—1

of R (see Remark 2.1). The assumption of convexity on R is from the iterated Tikhonov method.
For example, considering the proofs of [35, Theorems 3.1 and 3.2], a crucial role to prove the (strong)
convergence is played by the following inequality,

BE(x, &) > f(l|lz - &||x),

where f: [0,4+00) — [0,400) is a strictly increasing continuous function such that f(0) = 0. The above
inequality is true if and only if R is uniformly convex (see [56, Theorem 3.5.10]). It would be interesting
to understand if the assumption of uniform convexity on R can be relaxed, say for example just asking
coercivity. To the best of our knowledge, it is yet an open problem.

5.4.2 Alternative training strategies for iNETT

As described in section 5.3, the training strategy of INETT is adapted from that of NETT [37]. This is a
natural choice when we consider the evolution of NETT into an iterated Tikhonov method. In this way,
we can have a simple comparison between the reconstruction results of NETT and iNETT, which will be
provided in the next section.

Nevertheless, it would be useful and interesting to study alternative training strategies for iNETT.
In [40], it proposes an adversarial training strategy for the neural network regularizer. The adversarial
regularizer learns to discriminate between the distribution of ground truth images and the distribution
of unregularized reconstructions. The training can be performed even if only unsupervised training data
are available [40]. In [42], the adversarial strategy is adopted to successfully build a learned convex
regularizer. This strategy deserves elaborate study in the future work, and it provides a direction to
further improve the iNETT algorithm.

Moreover, in [52], it develops a deep ADMM-Net for compressive sensing MRI, which is one of the
earliest learned reconstruction methods in imaging science. The ADMM-net maps the ADMM iterative
procedure to a data flow graph, and then generalizes the operations of ADMM to have learnable param-
eters as network layers. This strategy inspires us to generalize INETT to a fully learned architecture in
the future study, e.g. learn the neural network regularizer R(x) in the optimization process, which would
provide more flexibility of building the data-driven regularizer, even though the convergence analysis can
become much more difficult.
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6 Application to computerized tomography

We provide applications of the iNETT algorithm, as presented in Subsection 5.2, in 2D computerized
tomography (CT). The imaging problem can be modeled as an inverse problem of the Radon transform:

y(s, o) = /Rsc(s cos¢ —tsing, ssing +tcosd)dt, (s,¢) € R x[0,27], (6.1)

where z(+,-) denotes the attenuation image to be recovered, and y denotes the projection data. After
discretization, equation (6.1) reduces to a linear system,

y=Fux, (6.2)
where © = (x1,...,2x)7 is the vector of the attenuation image, y = (y1,...,ya)? simulates the measure-
ment projection data, and F' = (a;j)mxn denotes the projection matrix; the component a;; represents
the contribution of the j-th pixel of the attenuation image to the i-th projection datum. The inverse
problem is to recover & from the measurement data y° perturbed by unknown noises, viz. y® =y + 7.
In our CT application, we consider the attenuation image with 256 x 256 pixels, and the sinogram of
projection data is of size 256 pixels by 60 views. As a result, we have N = 2562, M = 256 x 60.

6.1 Training convex U-net

The convex U-net for iNETT is trained according to the approach described in Subsection 5.3. The
attenuation images are taken as synthetic phantoms consisting of randomly generated piecewise constant
ellipses. We prepared 2600 synthetic phantoms, denoted as {x* | s = 1,---,2600}, and Figure 5 shows
six of them.
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Figure 5: six of the 2600 synthetic phantoms.

The pairs of input images and output labels {(zs,75) | s = 1,---,2600} are constructed according
to equation (5.2) and equation (5.3), where we take Ny = Ny = 1300, so that the first 1300 samples
simulate the images with artifacts and the second 1300 samples simulate the artifact-free images. The
input images of the first 1300 samples are constructed according to

Zs = FT(F"Bz +"7)7

where we add 0 — 10% Gaussian noise to simulate the real situation of practical measurements. To be
specific,
n=n-(Fzg) - N(0,1),

where 1 denotes a random number between 0 and 0.1, and N(0, 1) denotes the Gaussian noise with zero
mean and unit variance. Figure 6 (a) shows the simulated measurement data with Gaussian noises for the
six synthetic phantoms displayed in Figure 5. The pseudo inverse F'f for the radon transform is achieved
by the algebraic reconstruction technique (ART) [7, 25], which is a Kaczmarz iterative scheme for the
linear system (6.2). The ART algorithm has the following formula:

2~ alaln)

al =gl 4 a, neNT i=12.-. M,

a3
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where a; denotes the i-th row of the projection matrix F, a; = (a;1,--- ,a;x)7, and yf denotes the i-th
component of the measurement data. One round of ART iterations implies one complete sweep of the
measurement data y?, with i going from 1 to M. In our application, the pseudo inverse F is constructed
by 5 rounds of ART iterations, and the initial guess is taken as (9 = (%)le. Figure 6 (b) shows
the input images z, = FT(Fx* + n) corresponding to the six synthetic phantoms displayed in Figure 5.
Since ART and iNETT are both iterative approaches, the artifacts in the images generated by ART is

consistent with the artifacts to be regularized in the iNETT algorithm.

(a)

(b)

Figure 6: Measurement data and input images with artifacts corresponding to the six synthetic
phantoms displayed in Figure 5. (a) Measurement data with Gaussian noises: Fz} + n; (b)
input images with artifacts constructed by 5 round of ART iterations on the measurement data.

We separate the 2600 prepared samples into three sets: the training set of 2000 samples, {(zs,7s) |
se€{l,---,1000} U{1301,---2300}}, the validation set of 400 samples, {(zs, ;) | s € {1001, --,1200} U
{2301, ---2500}}, and the test set of 200 samples, {(zs,7s) | s € {1201,---,1300} U {2501, ---2600}}.
Each set consists of two types of input images: half of images with artifacts, and half of artifact-free
images. The convex U-net ®§ is trained according to Algorithm 1, where the regularization parameter
A is taken as 5 x 1074, the batch size is set as ng = |Z;| = 10, and the learning rate is 5 x 10~%. Figure
7 shows the convergence plot in the training process, where the blue curve illustrates the convergence
of £4(0) on training set, and the red curve shows its performance on validation set. Since we employ a
mini-batch optimization approach with random shuffling, and the non-negativity constraint is imposed
after every iteration, the cost function £,(0) has an oscillating behavior. Finally, we evaluate the trained
convex U-net on the test set of 200 samples. The mean squared error (MSE) is used to measure the
performance of reconstructions, and it is defined in the following way,

1
MSE = NH(I)C@(zS) — 72, zs, 75 € RN .
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Figure 7: Convergence plot of £;(0) in the training process. The blue curve illustrates the
convergence on training set, and the red curve shows the performance on validation set.
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Figure 8: Mean squared error (MSE) on the test set of 200 samples. The first 100 samples
correspond to input images with artifacts, and the second 100 samples correspond to artifact-
free images with 74 = 0. (a) MSE for the convex U-net ®g; (b) MSE for the general U-net
dg.

Figure 8 (a) shows the values of MSE for the trained convex U-net on the 200 test samples. In
next subsection, we will illustrate the performance of iNETT and compare it with the standard NETT
algorithm [37]. Since the NETT algorithm does not require convexity of the neural network, we train a
general U-net without the constraint of convexity, denoted as ®g. The training set, validation set, and
test set are taken the same as those of convex U-net ®g. Figure 8 (b) shows the values of MSE for the
general U-net on the 200 test samples. It concludes that the performance of the convex U-net ®§ is
almost comparable with that of the general U-net &g on the test set.

6.2 Reconstruction results

The iNETT algorithm is implemented according to Subsection 5.2. With the convex U-net ®¢, we build
the uniformly convex regularizer R(x) for iNETT as shown in Subsection 5.3, where we set a = 1073.
The sequence of regularization parameters o, is taken as 27", n € NT; the initial guess is g = % with
N = 2562, and & € OR(xo). The stopping rule is the discrepancy principle as shown in equation (5.1),
where we take the constant 7 = 1.01.
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6.2.1 Example 1: synthetic phantom with non-overlapping ellipses

Figure 9 (a) shows the true model of attenuation image. It is a synthetic phantom of the same type as the
phantom images in the training set and validation set, but it is not contained in those phantom images.
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Figure 9: Example 1: synthetic phantom. (a) True model of attenuation image; (b) measurement
data with 5% Gaussian noises; (c) reconstruction result by iNETT; (d) reconstruction result by
ART.

Figure 9 (b) shows the simulated measurement data, where we add 5% Gaussian noises with zero mean
and unit variance. The iINETT algorithm is performed to reconstruct the attenuation image from the noisy
measurement data. Figure 9 (¢) shows the reconstruction result. Figure 9 (d) provides the reconstruction
result by ART, where we have performed 5 rounds of ART iterations to get the solution. To quantitatively
evaluate the performance of reconstruction, we compute the peak signal-to-noise ratio (PSNR) and the
structural similarity index (SSIM), where for both a higher value means a better reconstruction (note
that the range of SSIM is between 0 and 1); the results are shown in the second and third columns of
Table 1. The iNETT algorithm provides much better reconstruction for the synthetic phantom. It is
capable of removing artifacts due to under-sampling and data noises while preserving the resolution of
ellipses in the reconstructed image.

As a comparison, we provide reconstruction results by a standard iterated Tikhonov (SIT) method
and by the NETT algorithm [37], respectively. In the standard iterated Tikhonov (SIT) method, the
regularizer R is taken as R(z) = ||z||3 without the convex neural network in iNETT. The iteration is
the same as that of iNETT, while it has a closed form in this standard situation:

ad =a’_ — (FTF+a,I) " FT (Fz’_, —v°), SIT

n
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where FT denotes the transpose of F, I is the identity matrix, and &, = 2M ay,; recall that o, = 27", and
M = 256 x 60. The initial guess and the stopping rule are the same as those of INETT. Figure 10 shows
the reconstruction result by SIT, and Table 1 lists the values of PSNR and SSIM for this reconstruction.
It shows that the SIT algorithm has a better performance than ART, but the improvement is inadequate
comparing to the performance of INETT.

In the NETT algorithm, the attenuation image is recovered by solving the following minimization
problem,

1
wo = argmin || Fz — °||3 + o[ @e (2)|3, NETT
xeX

where ®g denotes the general U-net trained in section 6.1, and « is a fixed parameter controlling the
amount of regularization. As stated above, ®g is trained without the constraint of convexity, since
the NETT algorithm does not require convexity of neural network in general. We perform the NETT
algorithm with a series of different values of «, although we are not trying to tune the parameter «
exhaustively. Figure 11 shows the reconstruction results with o = 0.001,0.01,0.05 and 0.1, respectively.
Table 1 lists the values of PSNR and SSIM for those reconstruction results. It shows that the NETT
algorithm achieves the best reconstruction among the four solutions as a = 0.05. Comparing the results
in Figure 9 (¢) and Figure 11, and considering the values of PSNR and SSIM listed in Table 1, we conclude
that the iINETT algorithm can achieve a comparable reconstruction as NETT without the procedure of
tuning the regularization parameter manually.
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Figure 10: Example 1: synthetic phantom. Reconstruction result by the standard iterated
Tikhonov (SIT) method.

. NETT

INETT  ART ST -2 - 001" 0 =0.00 a=005 a=01"
PSNR 21.30 14.48 17.97 16.85 18.23 19.34 18.67
SSIM 0.84 0.54 0.66 0.62 0.73 0.79 0.79

Table 1: (Example 1) PSNR and SSIM for the reconstruction results by iNETT, ART, SIT and
NETT, respectively.

6.2.2 Example 2: synthetic phantom with overlapping ellipses

Figure 12 (a) shows the true model of attenuation image. Again, it is a synthetic phantom of the same
type as the phantom images in the training and validation sets, but it is not contained in them.
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Figure 11: Example 1: synthetic phantom. Reconstruction results by NETT with a =
0.001,0.01,0.05 and 0.1, respectively. (a) o = 0.001; (b) a = 0.01; (¢) aw = 0.05; (d) o = 0.1.
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Figure 12 (b) shows the simulated measurement data, where we add 5% Gaussian noises with zero
mean and unit variance. Figure 12 (c¢) shows the reconstruction result by the iNETT algorithm. Figure
12 (d) provides the reconstruction result by ART, where we have performed 5 rounds of ART iterations
to get the solution. To quantitatively evaluate the performance of reconstruction, we compute the values
of PSNR and SSIM as well; the results are shown in the second and third columns of Table 2. It shows
that the iNETT algorithm provides much better reconstruction for the synthetic phantom. It is capable
of removing artifacts in the reconstructed image and achieving higher values of PSNR and SSIM.

As a comparison, we provide reconstruction results by SIT and NETT, respectively. The solution
by SIT is shown in Figure 13, and the values of PSNR and SSIM are listed in the fourth column of
Table 2. The SIT algorithm has a better performance than ART, but the improvement is inadequate
comparing to the performance of iNETT. The reconstruction results by NETT are shown in Figure 14,
where we perform the NETT algorithm with a = 0.001,0.01,0.05 and 0.1, respectively. The PSNR
and SSIM of these reconstruction results are listed in Table 2. Comparing the results in Figure 12 (c)
and Figure 14, and considering the values of PSNR and SSIM listed in Table 2, we conclude that the
iNETT algorithm can achieve a comparable (if not better) reconstruction as NETT without tuning the
regularization parameter exhaustively.
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Figure 12: Example 2: synthetic phantom. (a) True model of attenuation image; (b) measure-
ment data with 5% Gaussian noises; (c) reconstruction result by iNETT; (d) reconstruction
result by ART.

25



Figure 13: Example 2: synthetic phantom. Reconstruction result by the standard iterated

Tikhonov (SIT) method.

Figure 14: Example 2: synthetic phantom. Reconstruction results by NETT with «
0.001,0.01,0.05 and 0.1, respectively. (a) a = 0.001; (b) a = 0.01; (c) a = 0.05; (d) o = 0.1.
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INETT - ART - SIT -0 6601 0= 0.00 a=005 a=0.1

PSNR 25.35 17.26  21.85 19.51 22.46 22.36 21.66
SSIM 0.91 0.63 0.77 0.70 0.81 0.84 0.83

Table 2: (Example 2) PSNR and SSIM for the reconstruction results by iNETT, ART, SIT and
NETT, respectively.

6.2.3 Example 3: attenuation images of lung and myocardium

In this example, we consider reconstructions of attenuation images which are quite different from the
synthetic phantoms in the training process.

1.0

0.0

(c) (d)

Figure 15: Example 3: lung imaging. (a) Attenuation image of lung; (b) measurement data with
5% Gaussian noises; (c¢) reconstruction result by iNETT; (d) reconstruction result by ART.

The true models of attenuation images are shown in Figure 15 (a) and Figure 16 (a), respectively,
where Figure 15 (a) shows the attenuation image of lung, and Figure 16 (a) shows the attenuation image
of myocardium. In the iNETT algorithm, we employ the same convex U-net ®§ trained on synthetic
phantoms as described in section 6.1. The reconstruction results of lung imaging are provided in Figure
15, where Figure 15 (b) shows the measurement data with 5% Gaussian noises, Figure 15 (¢) shows the
recovered solution of iNETT, and Figure 15 (d) shows the recovered solution of ART. Correspondingly,
the reconstruction results of myocardium imaging are provided in Figure 16.
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Figure 16: Example 3: myocardium imaging. (a) Attenuation image of myocardium; (b) mea-
surement data with 5% Gaussian noises; (c) reconstruction result by iNETT; (d) reconstruction

result by ART.
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In addition, the values of PSNR and SSIM for these reconstruction results are listed in Table 3. It
shows that the iINETT algorithm provides much better solutions in both lung imaging and myocardium
imaging, removing artifacts in the reconstructed images and achieving higher values of PSNR and SSIM.
In practical applications, one can further improve the performance of iNETT by re-training the convex
neural network ®§ according to the types of attenuation images to be reconstructed, e.g. using images of
lungs to train ®§ in lung imaging and using images of myocardia to train ®g in myocardium imaging. In
this example, we use the convex U-net trained on synthetic phantoms for the reconstruction of lung and
myocardium images, which is partly due to the lack of appropriate training data, and partly to illustrate
the generalization ability of the iNETT algorithm.

lung imaging myocardium imaging
iNETT ART iNETT ART

PSNR 20.02 16.46 19.95 16.08
SSIM 0.70 0.51 0.69 0.46

Table 3: (Example 3) List of PSNR and SSIM for the reconstruction results.

7 Conclusion

We have proposed a non-stationary iterated network Tikhonov (iINETT) method for the solution of
ill-posed inverse problems. Motivated by the network Tikhonov (NETT) method [37], we employ a data-
driven regularization term including a neural network architecture, where the neural network is trained
to penalize artifacts in the recovered solution. The iNETT method is then developed by combining
the strategy of neural-network based regularization with the non-stationary iterated Tikhonov method.
The main advantage of iNETT is that it avoids the difficult task of estimating the optimal regularization
parameter, while keeps the virtue of the data-driven regularizer in NETT. We provide numerical examples
to illustrate applications of iINETT in 2D computerized tomography. It shows that the iNETT method
can achieve comparable (if not better) results as NETT without tuning the regularization parameter
exhaustively.

To achieve the theoretical convergence of INETT, we require that the neural-network based regularizer
in iNETT is uniformly convex. As a result, we develop theories and algorithms for the construction of
convex and uniformly convex neural networks. Given a general neural network, we prescribe sufficient
conditions to achieve a related neural network which is component-wise convex or uniformly convex.
Our formulation can embrace state-of-the-art convolutional neural networks. As a concrete example, we
provide rigorous formulas for the U-net architecture, and explain the approaches to obtain convex and
uniformly convex U-net architectures, which are successfully used in iNETT for the computations of 2D
computerized tomography. The tool of convex and uniformly convex neural networks shall have many
interesting applications in the future study.

For the INETT method itself, there are several directions to further improve the algorithm. (1) Study
more efficient neural network architectures with different data-fidelity norms, which can be more stable
under random noises with non-Gaussian distributions, e.g. the ¢P-£2 norm regularization [17]. (2) Test
alternative training strategies for the uniformly convex neural network regularizer, such as the adversarial
strategy in [40, 42]. (3) Learn the sequence {a, }, in INETT, mimicking the procedure developed in [10].
(4) Devise nonlocal differential-like operators in the regularization term to enforce some a-priori knowledge
on the recovered solution [11, 13, 24]. (5) Generalize INETT to a fully learned network architecture, in
the same spirit of [52, 55], e.g. learn the neural network regularizer R(x) in the optimization process.
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