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ABSTRACT

We consider end-to-end learning approaches for inverse problems of gravimetry. Due to ill-posedness

of the inverse gravimetry, the reliability of learning approaches is questionable. To deal with this

problem, we propose the strategy of learning on the correct class. The well-posedness theorems

are employed when designing the neural-network architecture and constructing the training set.

Given the density-contrast function as a priori information, the domain of mass can be uniquely

determined under certain constrains, and the domain inverse problem is a correct class of the inverse

gravimetry. Under this correct class, we design the neural network for learning by mimicking the

level-set formulation for the inverse gravimetry. Numerical examples illustrate that the method is

able to recover mass models with non-constant density contrast.
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INTRODUCTION

The gravimetry approach is of great value in large-scale geophysical explorations. The inverse

problem of gravimetry aims to determine the earth’s mass distribution from data of the grav-

ity potential or related gravity quantities (Li and Oldenburg, 1998). Because of the equivalent

source principle of gravity potential, the inverse problem of gravimetry is severely ill-posed in the

Hadamard sense (Isakov, 1990). To regain well-posedness, some a priori conditions should be im-

posed on the anomalous mass distribution, restricting the solution into a correct class. Based on the

uniqueness theorems (Isakov, 1990), Isakov and his collaborators developed a level-set framework

to solve domain inverse problems of gravimetry (Isakov et al., 2011; Lu et al., 2015; Li et al., 2016;

Li and Qian, 2021, 2022), which is one correct class of inverse gravimetry problems. Consider the

volume mass distribution µ = fχD, where χD denotes the characteristic function of a domain D,

and f is a density-contrast function. Given some a priori information of f and imposing certain

geometric constraints on D, the domain inverse problem of gravimetry admits a unique solution.

In the level-set approach, a level-set function φ is employed to describe the unknown domain D,

and an iterative algorithm is developed to solve the level-set function by fitting the measurement

data.

In recent years, deep learning approaches are widely used to solve inverse problems in many

fields of science. Different from classical iterative algorithms, an end-to-end learning method aims to

develop a neural-network architecture which can generate recovered solutions directly by inputting

measurement data. The learning approaches have the potential to handle high-level noise contam-

ination of data; moreover, the end-to-end learning methods are much more efficient than classical

iterative algorithms. Due to these advantages, using deep neural networks and learning strate-

gies has arisen as a new trend in the study of inverse gravimetry (Huang et al., 2021; Yang et al.,

2022; Zhang et al., 2022b,a; Zhou et al., 2023). On the other hand, the learning approaches have

limitations in several aspects, including the reliability of solutions and the generalization ability

of networks. Especially in the inverse gravimetry, due to the severe ill-posedness of the inverse
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problem, the end-to-end neural networks may have poor performance when moving to a test set

deviating from the training set. In this work, we try to deal with this problem in domain inverse

problems of gravimetry. Different from the popular trend that promotes enlarging the training set

and employing diverse models (Huang et al., 2021; Zhou et al., 2023), we propose the strategy of

learning on the correct class.

LEARNING ON THE CORRECT CLASS

The ill-posed inverse problems can be solved only on a conditionally correct class. For the inverse

gravimetry problem, since the solution is theoretically nonunique, there may exist infinitely many

structures that reproduce a given set of measurement data within the same level of accuracy.

Even though the learning approaches have the magic to produce reasonable solutions at times, the

reliability of solutions is questionable if not restricted on the correct class.

Let U denote the gravity potential generated by a mass distribution µ with suppµ ⊂ Ω,

U(y;µ) = γ

∫

Ω

K(y,x)dµ(x), (1)

where K(y,x) = K(|y − x|) is the fundamental solution of Laplace’s equation,

K(y,x) =











− 1
2π
ln|y − x| , x,y ∈ R2 ,

1

4π|y−x| , x,y ∈ R3 ,
(2)

and γ is a constant related to the universal gravitational constant. The vector ∇U(y;µ) represents

the gravity force at y. The inverse problem of gravimetry reads as follows: Given the gravity force

∇U(y;µ) on Σ0 ⊂ Rn \Ω, find the mass distribution µ with suppµ ⊂ Ω.

In this work, we consider a conditionally correct class of the inverse problem as the volume

mass distribution takes the form of µ = fχD, where f(x) is a density-contrast function, and χD

denotes the characteristic function of the domain D: χD(x) = 1, x ∈ D; χD(x) = 0, x /∈ D. In
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this formulation, we have the following uniqueness results for the inverse problem of gravimetry

(Isakov, 1990; Li and Qian, 2021).

Theorem 0.1 Let Ω0 be a convex domain with analytic (regular) boundary, Σ0 ⊂ ∂Ω0 be a

nonempty hyper-surface, and Ω ⊂ Ω0 be a bounded domain with connected Rn \ Ω. D ⊂ Ω de-

notes the domain of mass anomaly having piecewise smooth boundaries. Given the gravity force

∇U on Σ0 and given f ≥ 0 in Ω, the domain D can be uniquely determined if one of the following

constraints is satisfied:

(1) D is star-shaped with respect to its center of gravity, and f is constant;

(2) D is convex in one direction, e.g. in xn, where xn denotes a component of the spatial

coordinate x = (x1, · · · , xn) ∈ Rn, and f is constant;

(3) D is convex in xn, f does not depend on xn, f ∈ C(Ω), and Ω ⊂ supp f ;

(4) D is convex, f ∈ L1(Ω), and 0 < f on Ω.

Theorem 0.1 indicates that the domain of mass can be uniquely determined if the density-

contrast function is given and certain constraints are imposed. The domain inverse problem is a

correct class of the inverse gravimetry. Under the correct class, the learning approaches are more

likely to achieve reliable solutions.

In the level-set approach (Isakov et al., 2011; Li and Qian, 2021), a level-set formulation is

proposed for the volume mass distribution µ = fχD,

µ(x) = f(x)H(φ(x)) , (3)

where φ(x) is the level-set function and H(·) is the standard Heaviside function,

φ(x)











≥ 0 , x ∈ D̄

< 0 , x ∈ D̄C
, H(·) =











1 , x ≥ 0

0 , x < 0
. (4)
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Mimic to this expression, we propose the following formula for µ in the learning approach,

µ(·) = f σ
(

Λ̃Θ(·)
)

, (5)

where Λ̃Θ(·) denotes a neural network with the parameter Θ, and σ(·) is the sigmoid activation

function,

σ(s) = 1/(1 + e−s) , (6)

which can be viewed as a smooth version of the Heaviside.

Researchers in geophysics have the intuition to consider the so-called sparse inversion in learn-

ing approaches for inverse gravimetry (Huang et al., 2021), which is essentially the domain inverse

problem. While they suggest diverse models or data augmentation to improve the network gener-

alization ability, we consider an opposite direction to achieve reliable solutions, i.e. restricting the

solution on the correct class according to uniqueness theorems.

NETWORK ARCHITECTURE AND TRAINING

Building training set on the correct class

Consider a given geometry of exploration: Ω = (0, 1) × (0, 0.5) km, and Σ0 = {(x1, x2) | 0 ≤ x1 ≤

1, x2 = −0.01} km; 256 measurements are uniformly sampled along Σ0. We build the pairs of mass

models and gravity data for the training of neural networks.

According to Theorem 0.1, we construct the mass model µ on a correct class of the domain

inverse problem. The constraint of star-shape or convexity seems too strong for the unknown

domain D, which avoids the condition of disconnected regions. But the convexity in one direction

is reasonable in many applications. As a result, we focus on situations (2) and (3) in Theorem 0.1,

where (2) can be viewed as a special case of (3).

The left column of Figure 1 shows 4 examples of 20,000 mass models we have built. The
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computational domain Ω is divided into 256× 128 grids. The mass model µ is composed of ellipses

and polygons, which are both convex, and the overall mass model is convex in x2, i.e. the vertical

direction. The density-contrast function f is given as a priori information; e.g. f(x1, x2) = 1+x21 in

this application, which satisfies the constraint (3) of Theorem 0.1. The gravity data∇U is calculated

on Σ0 according to the forward model (1). 0−5% Gaussian noises are added to ∇U , simulating the

situation of practical measurements. The right column of Figure 1 plots the simulated measurement

data of the 4 mass models in the training set.

Network architecture

The end-to-end neural network, ΛΘ : ∇U 7→ µ, aims to recover the mass model µ by inputting the

gravity data ∇U . As shown in the preceding section, learning on the correct class suggests us to

consider the formulation of (5):

ΛΘ(·) = f σ
(

Λ̃Θ(·)
)

,

where f is the given density-contrast function, σ(·) is the sigmoid activation function mimicking

the Heaviside function, and Λ̃Θ(·) is a neural network.

We propose to use a modified U-net architecture (Ronneberger et al., 2015) for Λ̃Θ(·), and

Figure 2 shows the structure. It is a U-shaped convolutional neural network with 2 channels of input

and 1 channel of output, where the 2 channels of input corresponds to the two components of ∇U .

In most applications, the measurement surface Γ0 is one-dimensional lower than the exploration

domain Ω. To map from the data surface Γ0 to the model domain Ω, the convolutional neural

network Λ̃Θ(·) must have the ability to expand one dimension, e.g. Λ̃Θ : Rn−1 ×Rn−1 → Rn. We

employ the strategy of joining multiple channels to achieve the dimension extension (Yang et al.,

2022). As shown in Figure 2, the layer before the last has 128 channels, each of which corresponds

to a horizontal slice of the model domain Ω, and the number of channels expands along the x2-

direction. The last layer reshapes the output, where a convolution is added after joining the

channels. For rigorous math modeling of U-net architectures and general neural networks, we refer
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readers to Bianchi et al. (2023).

Training and optimization

Let {(∇Us, µs) | s = 1, · · ·M} denote the training set built on the correct class. The loss function

for training is defined as follows,

Lt(Θ) =
1

|It|

∑

s∈It

1

N

(

∥

∥

∥
f σ

(

Λ̃Θ(∇Us)
)

− µs

∥

∥

∥

2

2
+ λ1

∥

∥

∥
σ
(

Λ̃Θ(∇Us)
∥

∥

∥

TV

)

+ λ2‖Θw‖
2
2 , (7)

where It ⊂ {1, · · ·M} denotes a mini-batch of the index set, |It| denotes the batch size, and N is

the pixel of the mass model, e.g. N = 256 × 128. In (7), the 1st term measures the discrepancy

between the true model µs and the neural-network output. The 2nd term is a regularization aiming

to enhance the piecewise constant property of the recovered domain; since the end-to-end learning

approach generates solutions directly, the regularization is introduced in the training process. The

TV-norm is implemented as:

‖p‖TV =
∑

i1,··· ,in

(

√

(pi1+1,··· ,in − pi1,··· ,in)
2 + ǫ+ · · ·+

√

(pi1,··· ,in+1 − pi1,··· ,in)
2 + ǫ

)

,

where ǫ is a small constant, e.g. ǫ = 10−10. The 3rd term of (7) is a standard regularization for

the neural network, where Θw ⊂ Θ denotes the parameter of convolution kernels. λ1 and λ2 are

two constants controlling the amount of regularization. Similar to Bianchi et al. (2023), we use a

random shuffling strategy for the sampling of the mini-batch set It, and the training parameter Θ

is updated according to the Adam algorithm.

RESULTS

As shown in the preceding section, we have built 20,000 pairs of mass models and gravity data

on the correct class. We separate them into 3 sets: the training set of 16,000 pairs, {(∇Us, µs) |
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s = 1, · · · 16000}, the validation set of 2000 pairs, {(∇Us, µs) | s = 16001, · · · 18000}, and the test

set of the remaining 2000 pairs, {(∇Us, µs) | s = 18001, · · · 20000}. The neural network ΛΘ is

trained on the 1st set and validated on the 2nd set, where we take λ1 = 10−2, λ2 = 10−4, and

the batch size |It| = 40. The trained neural network ΛΘ is then implemented on the test set of

2000 samples. Figure 3 shows the recovered solutions in 4 of the 2000 samples. Note that the

test set has no intersection with the training set. To quantitatively evaluate the performance of

reconstructions, we compute the peak signal-to-noise ratio (PSNR) and the structural similarity

index (SSIM). Table 1 lists the average values of PSNR and SSIM for the reconstructions on the

2000 tests samples.

To test the generalization ability, we further implement the trained neural network ΛΘ on a

set of 200 salt domes, which has mass models different from those of the training set. The domain

of each salt dome is convex in x2, and the density-contrast function is still given as f = 1 + x21,

satisfying the uniqueness theorem of inverse gravimetry. Figure 4 shows the results in 4 examples

of the 200 samples. Table 1 lists the average values of PSNR and SSIM for the reconstructions

on the 200 salt models. Considering the ill-posedness of the inverse problem of gravimetry, the

reconstructions are adequate and the learning method is promising. Moreover, the end-to-end

neural network is super efficient.

on the test set of 2000 samples on the 200 salt models

average PSNR 22.64 18.62
average SSIM 0.91 0.79

Table 1: List of PSNR and SSIM for the reconstruction results.
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CONCLUSION

Using learning approaches has arisen as a new trend in the study of inverse gravimetry, but the

reliability of learning approaches is questionable. In a mathematical view, the ill-posed inverse prob-

lems can be solved only on a conditionally correct class, which should be the same situation when

employing the learning approaches. We propose the strategy of learning on the correct class for the

domain inverse problems of gravimetry. With the density-contrast function given as a-priori infor-

mation, the end-to-end neural network is developed to recover the mass model. The well-posedness

theorems are employed when designing the neural-network architecture and constructing the train-

ing set. Numerical examples demonstrate the efficacy of the proposed method. In geophysical

explorations using gravity data, the correct class of solutions should be firstly prescribed, and the

proposed method is efficient and promising.
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Figure 1: Training set on the correct class. (a)-(d) show 4 examples of the 20,000 models we have

built. The left column plots the mass distributions µ, and the right column plots the simulated

measurement data ∇U with 0− 5% Gaussian noises.
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Figure 2: A modified U-net architecture for Λ̃Θ(·). The overall neural network for training is

ΛΘ(·) = f σ
(

Λ̃Θ(·)
)

.
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Figure 3: Results 1: The trained neural network ΛΘ is implemented on the test set of 2000 samples.

(a)-(d) show 4 examples of the 2000 test samples. The 1st column plots the measurement data with

0− 5% Gaussian noises, which are the inputs of ΛΘ; the 2nd column plots the recovered solutions;

the 3rd column plots the true models.

14



(a)
0.0 0.5 1.0

y1

−0.20
−0.05
0.10
0.25
0.40

da
ta
(m

Ga
l)

g1
g2

0.0

0.5

1.0

1.5

(b)
0.0 0.5 1.0

y1

−0.1

0.0

0.1

0.2

da
ta
(m

Ga
l)

g1
g2

0.0

0.5

1.0

1.5

(c)
0.0 0.5 1.0

y1

−0.15

0.00

0.15

0.30

da
ta
(m

Ga
l)

g1
g2

0.0

0.5

1.0

1.5

(d)
0.0 0.5 1.0

y1

−0.15
−0.05
0.05
0.15
0.25

da
ta
(m

Ga
l)

g1
g2

0.0

0.5

1.0

1.5

Figure 4: Results 2: To test the generalization ability, the trained neural network ΛΘ is implemented

on the set of 200 salt models. (a)-(d) show 4 examples of the 200 salt models. The 1st column plots

the measurement data with 0 − 5% Gaussian noises, which are the inputs of ΛΘ; the 2nd column

plots the recovered solutions; the 3rd column plots the true models.
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