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Abstract. Over the past years, inverse problems in partial differential equations
have garnered increasing interest among scientists and engineers. However, due to the
lack of conventional stability, nonlinearity and non-convexity, these problems are quite
challenging and difficult to solve. In this work, we propose a new kind of neural network
to solve the coefficient identification problems with only the boundary information. In
this work, three networks has been utilized as an approximator, a generator and a
discriminator, respectively. This method is particularly useful in scenarios where the
coefficients of interest have a complicated structure or are difficult to represent with
traditional models. Comparative analysis against traditional coefficient estimation
techniques demonstrates the superiority of our approach, not only handling high-
dimensional data and complex coefficient distributions adeptly by incorporating neural
networks but also eliminating the necessity for extensive internal information due to
the relationship between the energy distribution within the domain to the energy flux
on the boundary. Several numerical examples have been presented to substantiate the
merits of this algorithm including solving the Poisson equation and Helmholtz equation
with spatially varying and piecewise uniform medium.
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1. Introduction

In the field of mathematics, science, and engineering, a forward problem irefer to
the prediction and calculation of the behavior of a system under specific conditions
based on the known system parameters or the definite conditions. Forward problems
are characterized by well-defined parameters and conditions, which enable precise
mathematical representations and solutions., The accurate modeling of physical
problems is achievable due to their predictability and stability which in turn enables the
attainment of precise solutions to forward problems through model-driven approaches.
These approaches rely on the implementation of established theoretical models that
encapsulate the governing laws and principles relevant to the system under study.
Model-driven solutions are particularly effective when the system dynamics and
the governing equations are well-defined, allowing for deterministic predictions and
controlled manipulations. This approach is extensively used in fields such as physics,
engineering, and economics, where reliable models form the basis for analysis, design,
and optimization tasks.

In contrast to forward problems, inverse problems pertain to deduction of the
causes or properties of a system from observed outcomes[l]. The lack of sufficient
or unambiguous information about the physical system, accurate physical models
for inverse problems presents a significant in developing. Consequently, applying
model-driven methods to solve inverse problems is ineffective. Inverse problems
exhibit a paucity of direct and unambiguous relationships between inputs and outputs.
Consequently, alternative methodologies are imperative to address the indeterminate
nature of inverse problems. Researchers have turn to data-driven technologies
to confront inverse problems[2], which markedly diverge from the straightforward
methodologies used in solving forward problems. The ill-posed nature of inverse
problems renders the resolution of these problems with data-driven methods particularly
challenging.

PDE-constrained inverse problems have wide range of applications across various
fields, under scoring their significant research value. In the field of medical imaging,
techniques such as computed tomography (CT), magnetic resonance imaging (MRI)[3],
and ultrasound imaging rely on the solution of inverse problems to reconstruct MRI
images of the interior body from external measurements. In geophysical exploration,
inverse problems are employed to infer the Earth’s subsurface properties from surface
measurements, facilitating the search for natural resources like oil, gas, and minerals[4].
In financial market analysis, inverse problems help in modeling and predicting
market behavior based on observed economic indicators[5]. Other applications include
nondestructive testing, where inverse problems are utilized to identify flaws in materials
and structures, and in environmental science, where they assist in understanding and
predicting environmental changes based on observed data. These diverse applications
demonstrate the critical role that PDE-constrained inverse problems play in advancing
technology and scientific understanding.
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The utilization of Scientific Machine Learning(SciML) to solve PDE-constrained
inverse problems presents a number of notable advantages, over traditional numerical
algorithms such as finite element methods (FEM), finite difference methods (FDM)
and boundary element methods (BEM). Traditional numerical methods are primarily
concerned with the resolution of well-posed boundary value problems, requiring the
precise definition of boundary and initial conditions and model parameters[6]. However,
the introduction of data frequently result in these methods transforming the original
problem into an overdetermined system and lack the capatity to incorporate data flexibly
during the solving process. This limitation renders traditional numerical methods less
effective in handling of PDE-constrained inverse problems.

In contrast, SciML demonstrates considerable flexibility and effectiveness in solving
inverse problems. SciML can integrate data-driven and model-driven approaches
seamlessly by incorporating numerical information into objective functions, constraints,
and optimization algorithms. Techniques such as deep learning and reinforcement
learning enable SciML to handle large and complex datasets. Even in the absence of
complete models, SciML can effectively infer system parameters or input conditions by
learning patterns and relationships within the data. This hybrid approach exploits the
information from both data and models, providing robust solutions to inverse problems.

Currently, research on utilizing Scientific Machine Learning (SciML) to solve inverse
problems focuses on three main methods[7]:

e Physics-Informed Neural Networks (PINNs). The solution of inverse
problems using Physics-Informed Neural Networks is achieved by embedding
governing physical laws, such as partial differential equations, directly into the
loss function of the neural network[8]. This integration allows the network to not
only fit observed data but also maintain consistency with the underlying physical
principles. By minimizing a physics-informed loss function that includes both data-
fitting terms and the residuals of the governing equations, PINNs can effectively
approximate unknown system parameters or inputs. This approach combines
the strengths of data-driven methods with the rigor of model-driven approaches,
ensuring that the inferred solution adheres to the physical behavior of the system.
Additionally, the physics-based regularization introduced by PINNs enhances the
robustness and accuracy of the solution, even in scenarios with incomplete, sparse,
or noisy data. This makes PINNs a powerful tool for solving both forward and
inverse problems in complex physical systems.

e Deep Ritz Method (DRM). The Deep Ritz Method (DRM) offers a variational
approach to solving inverse problems by utilizing the principles of the Ritz method,
where the solution of a PDE is obtained by minimizing an associated energy
functional[9]. In DRM, a neural network is trained to approximate the solution
by minimizing the energy functional that corresponds to the underlying PDE.
This method efficiently captures the physical phenomena described by the PDE
while leveraging the expressive capacity of neural networks to handle complex,
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high-dimensional data. By integrating neural networks with variational principles,
DRM provides a robust framework for solving inverse problems, particularly those
characterized by complex geometries and boundary conditions. The method is
highly versatile, capable of approximating solutions with high accuracy even in
situations where traditional numerical methods may struggle due to the problem’s
dimensionality or the presence of noise in the data.

e Weak Adversarial Networks (WANs). Weak Adversarial Networks (WANs)
address inverse problems by employing the weak formulation of PDEs and
integrating adversarial learning into the neural network training process[10]. In
this approach, the neural network is trained to approximate the solution of the
PDE by minimizing a loss function that incorporates the weak form of the PDE,
while an adversarial network is employed to improve the solution’s precision. The
adversarial network iteratively refines the candidate solution by distinguishing
between accurate and less accurate approximations, guiding the primary network
toward a more physically consistent solution. This approach enables WANs to
effectively learn the underlying physical laws from observational data, even in the
presence of noise and incomplete information. The adversarial component enhances
the network’s capacity to handle challenging problems, providing a flexible and
robust framework for solving complex inverse problems in scientific and engineering
applications.

Nevertheless, the physical governing equation employed by these inverse problems-
solving methods are defined within the solution domain. This necessitates the
measurement data from internal domain for the inverse prediction of unknown
model parameters and the forward computation of unknown physical field quantities.
Consequently, invasive measurements are particularly challenge, especially for certain
entities. Moreover, the volume of required measurement data increase exponentially
with the dimensionality of the solution domain. This limitations restrict the effectiveness
and applicability of SciML in addressing PDE-constrained inverse problems.

To further enhance the applicability of SciML in solving inverse problems, we
propose a novel neural network model that relies exclusively on the boundary data of the
solution domain: Boundary-Informed Alone Neural Network (BIAN). The advancement
of the proposed deep learning-based approach is derived from the so-called equivalence
principle which involves transforming the absent physical information in the governing
equations into unknown equivalent excitation sources and establishing an equivalent
transformed relationship between the energy distribution in the solution domain and the
energy flux at the boundaries by using the Green’s theorem[IT]. This method employs
boundary forward information to inversely predict the distribution of the equivalent
excitation sources, thereby determining the unknown physical information and field
distributions. In summary, the BIAN not only simplifies the data acquisition but also
reduces the volume of the requirement measurements, thus increasing its utility for
practical physics and engineering applications.
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To improve the accuracy and robustness of this algorithm, we propose a
collaborative optimization model consisting of multi-neural networks. This model
incorporates three types of neural networks: a fully connected neural network (FCNN)
as serving an approximator, another fully connected neural network as a generator, and
a single-layer neural network acting as the discriminator. The FCNN approximator is
responsible for absent estimating the missing physical information in the governing
equations, the generator predicts the solution, and the discriminator evaluates the
accuracy of the samples generated by the generator on the boundaries and domains.
Since the predictions from the approximator and the generator can be represented in
a closed form, the information exchange is permitted during the training process of
these multiple neural networks. This results in a collaborative relationship between the
networks rather than an adversarial one typical of generative adversarial networks. This
enhances the prediction accuracy, convergence efficiency and stability of the multi-neural
network model.

An overview of this paper is as follows. Section [2| is dedicated to our proposed
approach for learning a neural network for the indeterminate coefficients. We describe
topics including the mathematical framework, the structure of the network and the
optimization methodology. The convergence analysis of BIAN has been established in
Section [3] In Section [d we focus on the numerical examples that illustrate the benefits
and potential of our approach in inverse problems with complex medium distributions.
Finally, the conclusion and future work are provided in Section [5]

2. The Algorithm

This section examines the theoretical foundation of Boundary-Informed Alone Neural
Network. The exploration encompasses three main components: the mathematical
model of PDE-constrained inverse problems, the mathematical solution of BIAN, and
the multiple neural network system utilized in this method.

2.1. Mathematical Model of PDE-constrained inverse problems

Firstly, we present the mathematical model for the PDE-constrained inverse problems.
These problems involve the determination of unknown parameters in a system based on
given responses or observed data. Mathematically, these problems can be expressed as
follows:

Flu,e) = f (2.1)

where F is the operator that describes the behavior of the system. u u represents a
state variable of the system, such as temperature, displacement, or electric potential,
while ¢ denotes a parameter to be identified, such as material properties or source
terms. The term f represents a known response or output of the system. The objective
of parameter identification is to determine the optional estimate £ that minimizes the
discrepancy between F(u,€) and f.
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However, we may encounter several challenges when solving such PDE-constrained
inverse problems[12]:

e Ill-posedness. One of the primary challenges in PDE-constrained inverse problems
is their ill-posed nature. According to Hadamard’s definition, a problem is well-
posed if it has a unique solution that depends continuously on the input data.
In contrast, an ill-posed problem may fail to meet one or more of these criteria.
For instance, an ill-posed problem may be no solution, multiple solutions, or
solutions that are highly sensitive to minor perturbations in the input data. This
sensitivity to measurement noise and errors can result in significant inaccuracies in
the identified parameters, making it difficult to obtain reliable and stable solutions.

e Nonlinearity. Another challenge is the inherent nonlinearity in the relationship
among the state variable u, the parameter ¢, and the system response f. In
many physical and engineering systems, the governing equations are represented
by nonlinear differential equations. This nonlinearity complicates the identification
process as the solution space is not straightforward and may contain multiple local
minima. To navigate this complex landscape nonlinear optimization techniques
are necessary, although these can be computationally intensive and require
sophisticated algorithms to ensure convergence to the global optimum.

e High Dimensionality. Parameter identification problems can also involve
numerous parameters, thus giving rise to high-dimensional optimization problems.
High dimensionality significantly increases the complexity of the problem. The
computational cost grows exponentially with the number of parameters, a
phenomenon known as the ”curse of dimensionality.” Moreover, high-dimensional
spaces may be sparsely populated with data points, complicating the construction
of accurate models and increasing the risk of overfitting. Efficient algorithms and
dimensionality reduction techniques is essential to manage this complexity and
make the optimization problem tractable.

2.2. Mathematical Solution of BIAN

BIAN is proposed to leverage boundary information to accurately predict the internal
distribution of unknown excitation source, medium parameters and field quantities,
using only boundary information. The mathematical solution seeks to transform the
governing equations of the system into a form that can be solved using boundary data
alone.

This is a claim by establishing a relationship between the energy distribution within
the domain and the energy flux of the boundaries, thereby eliminating the necessity for
internal information required to solve PDEs. To illustrate a two-dimensional potential
problem with an unknown medium distribution, consider its mathematical model is as
follows,
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L(u(x),e(x)) = f(x), =€ (2.2a)
u(z) =p(x), zely (2.20)
agf) =q(x), zely (2.2¢)
where £ is the differential operator, i.e. L(u(x),e(z)) = =V - (e(z)Vu(x)), e(z)

represents the indeterminate medium distribution. f(x) is the source term and I'y+ Ty =
0 is the boundary of the solution domain Q. p(z) and ¢(z) denote the essential
boundary condition and the natural boundary condition for the potential problem.

The first step of this method involves transforming the medium into equivalent
excitation source. The equivalent source derived using the vector equation —V-(eVu) =
—eV - Vu — Ve - Vu and the governing equation is expressed as

—V?u(z) = g(z) (2.3)

where g(z) = (f(z) + Ve(zr)Vu(x))/e(x) donates the equivalent source term.
Consequently, original potential problem has been reformulated to include an unknown
excitation source term.

The Green’s function, G(z, '), is defined as the response of a system at a point x
due to a unit impulse source applied at another point z’. Mathematically, the Green’s
function satisfies the following fundamental equation, where d(x — 2’) is the Dirac delta
function

V3G (z,2") +6(x —2') =0 (2.4)

The objective of the following section is to establish the relationship between the
energy distribution within the solution domain and the energy flux at the boundary. To
this end, we propose the weighted residual approach that utilizes the Green’s function
as the weight function. The weight residual function is expressed as:

/QG- (V2u+¢)dQ2 =0 (2.5)
By using integration by parts, we can rewrite Equation as

/QG(V2u + ¢)dQ =

/QV(GVu)dQ — /Q Vu - VGAQ + /Q GgdQ (2.6)

A second application of integration by parts to the second integral term on the right-

hand-side of Equation (£2.5)), yields

/Vu~VGdQ =
Q

/Q V(uVG)dQ — /Q uV2GAQ (2.7)
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The Gauss’s theorem, with the form of Equation (£2.7)), can be employed to derive
an equation that has been applied to establish relates the energy distribution within the
domain to the energy flux at the boundaries.

/Q(VF)dQ :74 F-dS (2.8)

o0
The relationship between these two kinds of energy can be established as:

c(ay)u(ry) =

/F(G(xb,:rg)Vu(xb) — u(xp)VG(xp, 2y)) - AT + /Q G(x;, xy)g(x;)dQ  (2.9)

The value of ¢(x}) is dependent upon the location of the source point ;. Specifically,
c(x}) =1 — a/2m when the source point z} is situated on the boundary of the domain,
where a is the angle constituted by the tangent plane at the boundary point x}. z;, and
x; are the boundary and interior field points, respectively.

When the source point z is located within the domain €2, the properties of the
Dirac delta function dictate that c(z}) is equal to 1, we can get the relationship between
the internal points and the boundary condition with the form:

u(z}) =

/F(G(xb,a:;)Vu(a:b) — u(zy) VG(xp, 7)) - AT + / G(x;, xi)g(x;)dQ (2.10)

Q
Through the above method, we represent the energy distribution within the solution

domain using the boundary energy flux, resulting in an energy equation that relies
solely on boundary information. Next, we introduce how to use neural networks to
approximate the medium parameters and potential distributions.

2.83. The Multiple Neural Network System

The aforementioned method yields an energy conservation equation from boundary
information to characterize the distribution of unknown equivalent excitation sources
within the solution domain. We will subsequently explain how neural network system
can be used to predict the unknown medium parameters and potential distributions.

The fundamental premise of multi-neural network is to leverage the strengths
of various networks to address the limitations inherent in a single neural network.
The networks may be configured with different topologic parameters, and training
methodologies tailored to suit varying tasks and data characteristics.

The integration of various network enables multi-neural networks to capture the
intricate characteristics of data in a more comprehensive manner, thereby improving
the accuracy of predictions. However, the computational cost of training multi-neural
networks is typically higher than that of training a single neural network. A notable
example is the generative adversarial network (GAN)[I3], which consists of two neural
networks, a generator and a discriminator, engaging in an adversarial game to ultimately
identify the Nash equilibrium point. Consequently, a prevalent challenge associated with
GAN is the instability of the training process.
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In this paper, we propose a multi-neural network system incorporating an
approximator, a generator and a discriminator. The approximator estimates the
indeterminate medium distribution, the generator generates the solution function of
the PDE, and the discriminator assessed the accuracy of the generated solution. Given
the optional solutions for the generator and approximator networks can be expressed
in closed form with respect to each other, it follows that the relationship between these
two networks should be collaborative rather than competitive. Therefore, this paper will
focus on the collaborative training methodology that shares intermediate computational
results between the generator and approximator, with the aim of improving training
efficiency and model preformance.

2.3.1. The approrimator The approximator serves to approximate the indeterminate
medium distributions in the physical equation. The employed network architecture
consists of input and output layers along with two residual blocks, each comprising two
linear transformations, two activation functions and a residual connection. The input
x@ — 1) and the output z; of the residual block are both m-dimensional vectors. The
residual block of the neural network can be mathematical represented as

zi = [ i3 0) = o(W2y - oW @iy 4+ bj_y) + b)) + 21 (2.11)

where W(lifl),W(zifl) e Rmxm) b%ifl),b%ifl) € R™ are the parameters of the residual
block and o(x) donates the activation function. To avoid the gradient vanishing issue
caused by the sigmoid function and the neuron death problem caused by the ReLLU
function, we choose the Swish function[14] as the activation function in the following

form:
x
o(z) =x - sigmoid(z) = 2.12
() = - sigmoid(a) = " (212)
The last term of Equation ([2.11)), the residual connection, is a mature architecture

in deep learning to enhance the performance of the model. The importation of the

residual connection helps to address the vanishing gradient problem and the degradation
problem[I5]. Figure (1] illustrates the structure of the residual block neural network,
which can be mathematically represented as:

Uy (l’, 9) = Woutput : (fg o fé (U(Winput - T+ bznput))) + boutput (213)

where 6 donates the full parameters of the neural network, including the weight and
bias in the residual blocks and the input and output layers. The symbol o represents
function composition, which means applying functions in sequence.



Solving inverse problem with BIAN 10

Input =z € R

!

FC layer(n'™ x m)

FC layer(m x m)

Residual Residual
Block 1 Connection
FC layer(m x m)
ahY
NP

FC layer(m x m)

Residual Residual
Block 2 Connection
FC layer(m x m)

4Ry
U

FC layer(m x n°*)

!

Output € R™"

Figure 1. The structure of the neural network used in this work. Two residual blocks
and two extra fully connected layers are employed.

Employing the approximator neural network u, instead of the source term g(z) in
Equation enables the definition of the residual function, which guides the training
of the neural network to facilitate the learning of the indeterminate medium distribution,
the residual at a given boundary source point z; can be expressed as follows.

Ru(x};60,) = c(x))u(xy) + /Fu(xb)VG(xb, x) - AT (zp)

— / G(xp, 2,)Vu(xy) - AT (zp) — / G(xi, ) ug (x5 0,)dQ(;) (2.14)
r Q

Specifically, assuming my, source points z; are allocated on the boundary the loss
function is then considered to be the average of the sum of the squares of the residuals
among the source points {x; }. This can be expressed as follows,

1 <
Lossa (x5 00) = - Z | Ra(), 5 04)]]? (2.15)
i=1
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The equivalent source term can be obtained by minimizing the loss function through
the training process:

0% = arg min Loss,(z;0,) (2.16)

0€0,

2.3.2. The Generator However, employing a single neural network does not directly
yield the solution function for the coefficient identification problems we aim to solve.
To address this, we introduce a second neural network as a generator. Similar to the
approximator, we utilize a neural network with two residual blocks, which has the same
form as the approximator.

The generator employs the same neural network architecture as the approximator,
specifically a network comprising two residual blocks. By substituting the generator
network u, at the internal source points z in Equation (2.10)), we define the residual
function, which guides the training of the neural network to learn the solution function.
The residual at a given internal source point z can be expressed as

Ry (2 0,) = g a) + / u(iy) VG (2, 1) - AT (1)

—/FG(xb,:U;)Vu(:Ub)-dI‘(wb) —/G(xi,x;)ua(xi;Ha)dQ(xi) (2.17)

Q
specifically, assuming m; source points z; are distributed inside the domain, the loss
function is defined as the average of the sum of the squares of the residuals among the
source points {7, }. This can be expressed as follows,

]
Lossy(x};0,) = oo Z || R (7, 0|7 (2.18)
1 jzl

The equivalent source term can be obtained by minimizing the loss function through
the training process:

0, = arg ?61162 Loss,(x};0,) (2.19)

Training the approximator u,(z) and the generator u,(z) enables the derivations of
the equivalent source term g(x) and the solution function u(x). The derived equivalent
source and solution can subsequently be used to infer the indeterminate medium
distributions. The relationship between the indeterminate medium parameters and the
given source is expressed as,

g(x) = (f(x) + Ve(z)Vu(z))/e(z) (2.20)
This collaborative approach between the two neural networks ensures the accuracy

and validity of the solution to the inverse problem, which also satisfying the relevant
physical constraints and boundary conditions.

2.3.3. The Discriminator To enhance the accuracy and consistency of predictions
from the approximator and generator networks in a hybrid physics-data-driven model,
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we introduce a single-layer neural network as a discriminator. This discriminator
assesses the accuracy of generated solutions by comparing them with known boundary
conditions, thus helping to refine predictions from the approximator and generator
networks for higher accuracy and consistency.

When solving PDE-constrained inverse problems using numerical algorithm, it is
often assumed that increasing the number of interior source points could lead to higher
accuracy in the solution. However, this approach does not necessarily yield better
results when using BIAN. The accuracy of solutions obtained through BIAN is primarily
influenced by the precision of the boundary discretization and the treatment of boundary
conditions, especially at the corner points. Simply adding more interior source points
may increase computational complexity without improving the accuracy of the solution.
Therefore, it is preferable to reduce the error of BIAN by increasing the boundary source
points.

Through averaging the errors among the boundary points, the overall error solving
with the boundary integral equation can be reduced[16]. Therefore, the discriminator
assesses the error distribution by calculating the JS divergence, a non-symmetric
measure of the difference between two probability distributions[17] with the form as
Equation , between the error distribution of the result of generator at boundary
points and the given boundary conditions versus a uniform error distribution.

M) = 5(P() + Q)
D,s(P||Q) = /_OO P(x)logzj\]j[((?) + Q(az)logQ%dm (2.21)

The JS divergence indicates the extent to which distribution Q(z) deviates from
distribution P(z). If P(z) = Q(z), the result of JS divergence equals 0. And the
maximum of JS divergence equals 1 in the case where two probability distributions
P(z) and Q(x) do not overlap at all.

By considering the output of the discriminator, D(z), if this output exceeds a
certain value, in this algorithm the threshold value is set to 0.1, we will double the

number of source points at the corner points on the boundary. Then we retrain the
neural network until the output of the discriminator is less than the set threshold value.
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Figure 2. The algorithm flow of BIAN.

13

This section introduces a novel multi-neural network collaborative optimization

model.  The integration of approximator,
collaborative training process effectively addressed challenges inherent in inverse

generator and discriminator in the

problems, such as ill-posedness, nonlinearity and high dimensionality. The BIAN

algorithm provides a robust framework for accurately identifying unknown parameters in
PDEs and serves as a powerful tool for solving a wide range of physical and engineering
problems. In conclusion, we present the BIAN algorithm flow as summarized in

Algorithm [1] and the flowchart is shown as Figure [2]
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Algorithm 1 Algorithm of BIAN
Input: Distributed boundary and interior field pointszy, z; and source points xj, x.
Output: Distribution of the solution function and internal medium distribution.

1: Calculate the Green function for each boundary and interior source point with
respect to boundary and interior field points.

2: Initialize the parameters of the approximator, generator, and discriminator
networks, and set the training step size, number of iterations, and the JS divergence
threshold value a.

3 fori=1,2,---,N do

4: if D(z) < a then

5: break

6: else

7 Calculate an initial approximation of the equivalent source term using the
approximator network.

8: Utilize the approximation results from the approximator to obtain an initial
generated output of solution function using the generator network.

9: Pass the output of generator to the discriminator, which calculates the JS
divergence between the error distribution of the result of generator at boundary
points and the given boundary conditions versus a uniform error distribution.

10: Refine the first two networks utilizing the feedback from the discriminator
network.

11:  end if

12: end for

13: After the training process, both the medium distributions and the solution function
are solved.

3. The Convergence Analysis of BIAN

Many efforts have been devoted to the development of the convergence theory for the
SciML to solve PDE-constrained inverse problems. In [18],the authors discuss the
convergence and generalization issues of PINN and analyze the performance of PINN
on various problems and provide derivations of the error bounds. [19, 20] study the
convergence rate of DRM with two layer networks and deep networks. The convergence
of WAN has been proved in [2I]. In this section, we provide a rigorous convergence
theory for BIAN with respect to the amount of training data. By employing probabilistic
space-filling parameters[22], we derive an upper bound on the expected unregularized
BIAN loss. Specifically, we utilize a probabilistic framework to analyze the learning
dynamics of BIAN, establishing that as the number of training data points increases, the
expected loss decreases with high probability. This bound offers a theoretical guarantee
that, under certain regularity conditions, BIAN will converge to an accurate solution as
the training set grows. Furthermore, we demonstrate that the convergence rate depends
on the dimensionality of the problem and the smoothness of the underlying solution,
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providing insight into the trade-offs between data complexity and model performance.
These results lay the foundation for understanding the performance of BIAN in practical
applications and offer a clear direction for optimizing its training process to enhance
efficiency and accuracy.

3.1. The Mathematical Model

Taking consider with a PDE-constrained inverse problem with the form as,

L(u(z),e(x)) = f(z), z€Q (3.1a)
u(x) =p(z), zely (3.10)
Ju(x)

3~ @), zels (3.1¢)

where L(+) is the differential operator with the form as £(u(z),e(x)) = =V-(e(x)Vu(x)),
e(z) represents the indeterminate medium distribution. As BIAN is aim to deal with
problems in which indeterminate paramenters in the differential operator with a set of
training data. The convergence rate of the first Neural Network, which serves as the
approximator, plays a crucial role in determining the overall convergence speed of the
algorithm. To solve this PDE-constrained inverse problem, we first rewrite the PDE as
—V2u(z) = (f(z)+Ve(z)Vu(z))/e(x) and the approximator is aim to approximate the
evaluate source term. So that the loss function can be writen as,

La(@y; ta) = [|Ra(@y; wa)|[* = | F(23) — Alud] (24)]]* (3.2)
where F'(z}) = m(z} —i—fr :L’b dF = c(xb) u(xy)+ [ (u(zy) VG (2, 1) — Gy, 27) Vu(zy))-
AL (xp), Alua)(z}) = [ 2(2};0.) = [ G (@i, 1) ua(2i;0,)dQ(2;). We seek to find a neural

network u* € U, to minimize thls loss function. The training data consist of one type
of data sets: boundary source data. A boundary source datum is composed of the
coordiante information and the two kinds of boundary conditions (x}, u(z}), du(x})/0n),
where xj, € OU. The set of m;, boundary source data is donated by 7," = {x, }:"%

Support 7, are samples obeying probability distributions ;. Since the empirical
probability distribution on 7, defined by p,"* = nib o (51/ , the empirical loss
function and expected loss function are obtained by taking the expectatlon on Equation
(3.2) with respect to p," and py, respectively.

Lossm (ug) = ]EugnbLa(xg; Uq)] (3.3a)
Loss(ug) = E,,, [La(2; ug)]. (3.3D)

3.2. The Convergence Analysis

If the expected loss function were available, its minimizer would be the solution to
Equation or close to it. However, it is unrealistic to get such function in practice,
the empirical loss function is used as a substitute. We will give an upper bound of the
expected loss function, which involves the empirical loss function. The derivation is
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based on the probabilistic space filling arguments. In this regard, we make the following
assumptions on the training data distributions.

Before the demonstration, we introduce the mathematical principle which helps the
demonstration of the convergence theorem.

Definition 1 (Holder Continuity). Let f : R™ — R be a function, and let lpha € (0, 1]
and C > 0. We say that [ is Holder continuous with exponent « if for all x,y € R,
the following inequality holds:

|f(z) = f(y)] < Clz—y|"
Here, a s called the Holder exponent, and C' is a Holder constant. When o = 1, the
function f is said to be Lipschitz continuous.

We call [f]q.v, with the form of Equation (3.4)), as the Hélder constant(coefficient)
of fonU.

[flav = sup M <oo, O<a<l, (3.4)
z,yel,z#y ||.I‘ - y”
As the derivation is based on the probabilistic space filling arguments[23, 24]. In

this regard, we make the following assumptions on the training data distributions.

Assumption 1. Let U be a bounded domain in R* that is at least of class C*' and
I’ be a closed subset of OU. Let pp, and p; be probability distributions defined on T’
and U, respectively. Let p, be the probability density of pu, with respect to d — 1-
dimensional Lebesque measure on I'. Let p; be the probability density of p; with respect
to d-dimensional Hausdorff measure on U.

1. py and py are supported on U and T', respectively. Also, infz p, > 0 and infr p, > 0.

2. For e >0, there exists partitions of U and ', {U* f:q and {Fj};ibl, that depend on
g, such that for each j, there are cubes H.(z;,) and H.(z;) of side length € centered
at zj, € U5 and z;,, € TS, respectively, satisfying Us C H.(z;,) and I'; C H.(z;p).
3. For each m, H,, contains a network u’, satisfying Loss,,(h},) = 0.

4. There exist positive constants c,, cy such that Ve > 0, the partitions from the above
satisfy c.e® < pp(US) and e <y (15) for all j.
There exist positive constants C,.,Cy such that Vz, € U and Yx, € T, p,.(B:(z,) N
U) < Cre? and py(B.(zp) NT) < Cye®™, where B.(z) is a closed ball of radius e
centered at x.
Here C.., ¢, depend only on (U, u,) and Cy, ¢, depend only on (T, uy).

We remark that Assumption [lI| guarantees that random samples drawn from
probability distributions can fill up both the interior of the domain U and the boundary
OU. These are mild assumptions and can be satisfed in many practical cases.

We now state our result that bounds the expected PINN loss in terms of the
empirical loss. Let us recall that m is the vector of the number of training data points,
i.e., m = (my, m;). The constants ¢, Cy, ¢;, C; are introduced in Assumption 3.1. For a
function f, [f]a.v is the Holder constant of f with exponent a in U.
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Theorem 1. Suppose Assumption 3.1 holds. Let my and m; be the number of i.i.d.
samples from py, and u;, respectively. With probability at least, (1—/my(1—1//my)™),
we have

_L_ _ _2a+d
Loss(ug) < C1Lossy, (ug) 4+ Chygo(my 47 0 my, 2, (3.5)
2d—1 2a+d 1 72—7‘171 2a+d 2a+d
here C| = 3f—;mg-5\/8 and Cpae = maz{2[n]2 ;d™ 2 ¢, ™" " 2[2]2 pd 2 ¢,
Proof. The proof can be found in Appendix A. n
The number of training data is depends on the number of boundary point. We can
obtain
Loss(u,) = O(m,, = 0'5). (3.6)

From Theorem [I} we establish the relationship between the convergence rate of
BIAN with the number of boundary data number. In the next section, we provide a
numerical experiment to illustrate our theoretical findings. Also, experiments to prove
the feasibility and accuracy of BIAN have been conducted.

4. Numerical Examples

In order to demonstrate the accuracy and convergence of BIAN in solving PDE-
constrained inverse problem, a series of numerical experiments were conducted to
analyze its performance advantages over existing methods, such as PINN, WAN and
DRM, in scenarios involving spatially varying and piecewise uniform indeterminate
medium distributions. Furthermore, we evaluate the stability and robustness of the
multi-neural network co-optimization algorithm during training.

The results of these experiments provide comprehensive insights into the superioring
of BIAN in addressing complex inverse problems, showcasing its potential for practical
applications in various fields such as engineering and physics. The following sections
presents a detailed description of the numerical experimental setup, methodologies,
and findings, exphasizing the advantages of the proposed approach over traditional
techniques.

4.1. Evaluation of Computational Feasibility

Numerical experiments were conducted for the two-dimensional Laplace problem, with
the objective of comparing with traditional methods, including Physics-Informed Neural
Networks (PINN), Deep Ritz Method (DRM), and Weak Adversarial Networks (WAN).
The key metrics evaluated included computational time, resource usage, and scalability.

Consider the Laplace equation with spatially varying indeterminate medium
distribution:

—V- (e(x)Vu(x)) =0, x€Q (4.1a)
u(x) = sin(my), x el (4.1b)
u(x) =0, x el (4.1¢)
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Here Q € [0,1]?}, Iy = {(z,9)|z € {0,1},y € [0,1]}, [y = OQ\I'y, e(x) = ™ @=#)/2 /7,

the solution of this problem u(x) = €™ **~9/2. gin(my). The natural boundary condition

can be obtained from the analytical expression of the solution. The solution and the
medium distribution of the Laplace problem is shown as Figure [4.1]

the solution of the Poisson problem the medium distribution of this problem

1 1 1
1

0.8 0.8 0.8
0.9
0.6 06 0.6 08
= > 0.7
0.4 0.4 0.4 06
0.2 0.2 0.2 0.5
0.4

0 0 0

0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1 0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1

Figure 3. The solution and the medium distribution of the Laplace problem.

Each layer of the residual blocks in the approximator and generator we used to
solve this problem has m = 10 nerurons, and there are a total of 400 parameters in this
model. We select 10 points on each boundary as the boundary source points {x;} and
100 random points inside the domain as the internal source point {x;}. Since we want to
compare this method with existing methods, such as PINN, DRM and WAN, the three
methods are also utilized to solve this Laplace problem. For the three methods, we use
a multilayer perceptron (MLP) with 4 hidden layers and each layer has 10 nerurons and
we choose 500 random points as the training points.

The solution and the medium distribution obtained from each method is shown
as follows and the Lo error of each method is shown in Table [l By comparing the
results from different methods, it is evident that BIAN not only demonstrates better
accuracy but also achieves faster convergence compared to the other three proposed
methods. More importantly, BIAN requires only boundary information to solve the
problem, significantly simplifying the data acquisition process.

Table 1. The Lo error of the solution and medium distribution for the four methods

Method | b/ uN WAN DRM  BIAN

Lo error
medium distribution | 0.0313 0.0526 0.9872 0.0143
solution 0.3117 0.2978 0.2281 0.0121
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The solution obtained from BIAN he medium distribution obtained from BIAN
1 1
1
0.8 0.8 0.9
0.8
0.6 0.6
= 0.7
0.4 04 0.6
0.5
0.2 0.2
0.4
0 0
0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1
€T T

Figure 4. The solution and the medium distribution of the Laplace problem obtained
from BIAN.
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Figure 5. The solution and the medium distribution of the Laplace problem obtained
from BIAN.
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Figure 6. The relationship between the training epoch and the Lo error of the solution.

From Figure 4 and Figure 5, we can find that the approximation error of the medium
distribution occurs not only in the middle part of the solution domain but also near the
boundaries. The error in the middle part mainly because the lack of known medium
distribution and the error near the boundaries may be caused by the singular integral
when training the neural network. Figure 6 shows that BIAN has a better solution
accuracy than the other three methods with the same training epoch.

4.2. The convergence analysis

In this experiment, we aim to compare the advantages of BIAN over traditional methods
in terms of convergence speed. Specifically, we focus on evaluating how BIAN performs
in scenarios with varying medium distributions. We will analyze the convergence
rates for BIAN and benchmark them against traditional approaches to highlight the
efficiency gains that BIAN provides in solving complex inverse problems. Through this
comparison, we aim to demonstrate the superior convergence performance of BIAN in
handling high-dimensional and non-linear cases, where traditional methods may struggle

to achieve the same level of accuracy and computational efficiency.

The problem to be solved is this experiment, as well as the architecture of the
neural network, are identical to those used in Section [£.1 We focus on comparing
the relationship between solution accuracy and the size of the training data for BIAN
and PINN when applied to the same problem. Specifically, we aim to assess how the
two methods scale in terms of accuracy as the amount of training data increases. By
examining this relationship, we can gain insights into the data efficiency of BIAN
compared to PINN, particularly in high-dimensional and complex scenarios. This
comparison is crucial for understanding the trade-offs between data size and solution
precision, and it highlights the potential advantages of BIAN in reducing the need for
extensive training data while maintaining or improving accuracy. Figure 11| shows the
relationship between the number of training data and the L, error. As a reference,
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The O(m~'%) rata of convergence is plotted as a dotted line. As we can see, with the
same number of training data, BIAN achieves higher accuracy compared with TPINN.
Additionally, BIAN exhibits faster convergence rate compared with IPINN.
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Figure 7. The relationship between the number of training data and the Lo error of
the solution.

4.3. Dealing with Piecewise uniform medium distribution

The following experiment is designed to demonstrate the effectiveness of BIAN in solving
problems with piecewise uniform medium distributions. The results will highlight
the performance of BIAN in terms of computational accuracy and efficiency, further
establishing its potential as a robust method for solving complex inverse problems.
Consider the Poisson equation with indeterminate piecewise uniform medium

distribution:
-V - (e(x)Vu(x)) = f(x), x€Q (4.2a)
u(x) =1, xely (4.2b)
u(x) =0, x el (4.2¢)
€

Here 0 = {(z,y)|(x,y) € (0,1) x (0,1)/(0,0.5) x (0.5, 1)}, I'1 = {(z,y)|z € {0},y

0,1]}, Ty = 0Q\I'1, e(x) = 10 when x = {(z,y)|(z,y) = (0,1) x (0,0.5)}, e(x) =5
when x = {(z,y)|(z,y) = (0.5,1) x (0.5,1)} and f(z) = 1. However, the two kinds of
boundary conditions are all needed when utilizing BIAN to solve the inverse problems,
we obtain the natural boundary condition for this problem with the Finite difference
Method (FDM). The solution and the medium distribution of the Laplace problem is
shown as Figure [4.1] and we can get the analytical solution of the natural boundary
condition. Each layer of the residual blocks in the approximator network and generator
network we used to solve this problem has m = 10 nerurons, there are a total of 400
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parameters in this model. We select 10 evenly spaced points on each boundary as the
boundary source points {z} and 100 random points inside the domain as the internal
source point {x;}.

>

the solution of the Poisson problem the medium distribution of this problen
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Figure 8. The solution and the medium distribution of the Poisson problem.
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Figure 9. The solution and the medium distribution of the Poisson problem obtained
from BIAN.
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Figure 10. The error of the solution and the medium distribution of the Poisson
problem.

The solution and the medium distribution approximated by BIAN is shown as
Figure 10. The Ly errors of the solution and medium distribution are 0.0079 and 0.069,
respectively. From this numerical experiment, it proves that BIAN can not only deal
with spatially varying medium distribution problems but also solve the piecewise uniform
medium distribution problems.

4.4. Dealing with High-dimensional problems

Consider a 3-D problem with unknown medium distribution, whose form is shown as

follows:
—V - (e(x)Vu(x)) = f(x), ze][0,1]? (4.3a)
ulopap =0, € 90,1 (4.30)
(4.3¢)

where the source term f(z) = 1 and the unknown medium distribution e(x) = >, xy.
Such problem can be easily solved through numerical method while the medium
distribution has already known. However, it is notoriously difficult to reconstruct the
unknown medium distribution due to the curse of dimensionality, which often leads to
slow convergence, significant computational complexity.

The approximator network and generator network we used to solve this problem
has m = 10 nerurons, there are a total of 400 parameters in this model. We select 100
evenly spaced points on each boundary as the boundary source points {x;} and 1000
random points inside the domain as the internal source point {x;}.
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Figure 11. The relationship between the training epoch and the Lo error of the
solution.

From Figure 11, it can be observed that with the dimensionality increasing, the
solving speed of BIAN does not reduce. Compared to the two-dimensional problem,
BIAN can still achieve a relatively accurate result within 500 training iterations for the
three-dimensional problem. However, the solution accuracy shows a certain decrease
compared to the two-dimensional case, which because the convergence rate of BIAN
is affected by the dimensionality, and with the same amount of data, the training
performance of BIAN gradually decreases as the dimensionality increases. What’s more,
the oscillation of Ly error during the training epoch may be caused by the random source
points within the domain.

5. Conclusion

In this work, we proposed a novel method based on representing medium coefficients
with a neural network to solve inverse problems. This method, Boundary-Informed
Alone Neural Network (BIAN), offers several significant advantages:

e With the incorporation of Green’s theorem of energy conservation, the relationship
between boundary energy flux and the energy distribution within the solution
domain has be established. There is no need for inner points when training
the neural network, which provides significant assistance in addressing practical
issuees. Moreover, measurement points can be sampled relatively uniformly along
the boundary, mitigating the issue of non-uniform sample data distribution.

e The method exhibits strong performance in approximating complex functions and
solving high-dimensional problems due to the high-dimensional capabilities of
neural networks.

e With the collaborative training between three neural nertworks, both training

accuracy and convergence speed are enhanced compared to when the two neural
networks are trained independently.
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e This method is capable of achieving higher accuracy under the same training data.
Moreover, it demonstrates a faster convergence rate, making it more efficient in
solving complex problems. The combination of improved precision and quicker
convergence not only reduces computational time but also enhances the overall
performance, particularly in scenarios where data availability is limited or problem
complexity increases.

However, we also some disadvantages that could be addressed in future works.

e The integral term in the loss function requires computation via Gaussian
integration, which may lead to a reduction in solution accuracy.

e When dealing with piecewise medium problems, the position of the interface

between the two media is essential. Inferring the position of medium distribution
from data may be impractical

Future research could explore the introduction of new neural network architectures,
novel optimization algorithms, and advanced activation functions to potentially yield
superior results. The numerical experiments conducted demonstrate BIAN’s superior
computational accuracy and efficiency compared to existing methods such as PINN,
DRM, and WAN, particularly in solving problems with piecewise uniform medium
distributions. This work highlights the potential of BIAN as a robust method for solving
complex inverse problems, paving the way for its application in various fields such as
engineering and physical sciences.

Appendix A. Proof of Theorem 1

The proof consists two lemmas.

Lemma 1. Let 7," = {x'y, };"% . Support my, is large enough to satisfy the following:
for any z;, € ', there exists x} € T, such that ||z}, — x}|| < €.. Then we can get:
Loss(tg) < C1L088, (tg) + Cra (€2 + 27471 4 e2otd) (A1)

where C = 3CbCimbmieg_le§l and Chpax = max{Q[m]iw Z[n]Z’U, 2[2]3(]}

Proof. Let first consider the extended form of Cauchy-Schwarz inequality ||z +y+ z||* <
3(|z]|* + [|y||* + ||z]|*). For x,x} € U, we have
La(@h;ua) = || F(x3) — Alug](a3)]*
= |[F () — Fay) + F(xy) — Alua)(z5) + Alud](a3) — Alua)(2)]]”
< 3[|F(ay) — Fp)|]” + |1F(2) — Alua)(23)]]”
+ {1 Alua] () — Alua)(2})|[]* (A-2)

By assumption, Vzj € T, there exists x € 7, satisfied ||z, — 2}|| < €. Then we can
get

1 (2, ) = F(ay, )" = [|m(a}) — m() + /

r

(i)l = [ n(af)ar|f
r
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S%Wﬂ%%—m®@W+Qan@D—NWDWﬂ’

<2/ n)2y (A.3)

1 Afu)(2) — Alua) ()] = | / / 2(a};0,)d0
< [ lstafsbn) = s(aii00) s

< 6365“[2]a[] (A4)
L(xy, w5 h) < 3L(xy, a5 h) + 26,7 n)2 y + e M 2a (A.5)

For zj € T,", A, is the Voroni cell associated with zj , i.e.

1%@={X€UWX—%A=Xg%JB—XW},

Let 7 = puy(Ay ) which satisfies Y 71" 4 = 1. Taking the expectation with respect to
(xp)~pp, we have

mp
Loss(h) < 3 Z VLo (2} ug)
-1

+26 M gy + e ey (A.6)

With 4, = max; 7}, we can obtain

1 &
Loss(h) < Smw;}nb’*ﬁ Z Yy Lo (2}; ta)

+2€2a+d n ] +€2a+d[z]aU (A.7)

Note that myy,™" > 1. Let B.(x) be a closed ball centered at x with radius e. Let
P} = maxyer i (Be, (x) NI').Since for any x, € I', there exists x; € 7, such that
Ix"y = x"y|| < € for each i,there are closed balls B, that include A,;. Thus, we have

mp,*

v T < By. Moreover, it follows from Assumption |1| that

Yt < P < Cyped ™t (A.8)
Therefore we can get

Loss(h) < C1Lossy(h) + Crpar (670 + €377 (A.9)
where Cy = 3Cymye;” " and Chae = maz{2[n)2 ;. 2[2]2 ;}. The proof is completed. [

Lemma 2. Let X be a compact subset in R%. Let u be a probability measure supported
on X. Let p be the probability density of u with respect to s-dimensional Hausdorff
measure on X such that infx, > 0. Suppose that for € > 0, there exists a partition of
X, {Xg}kK;1 that depends on € such that for each X§, ce® < p(Xf) where ¢ > 0 depends
only on (u, X), and there exists a cube H.(zx) of side length € centered at some zj in
Xy such that Xj, C H(z). Then, with probability at least 1 — \/n(1 — 1/y/n)" over



Solving inverse problem with BIAN 27

1d n sample poz’nlts {ffi}?ﬂ from p, for any x € X, there exists a point x; such that
|2 — x| < Vdc sn73s.

Proof. The proof of this lemma has already been proven in Apppendix B of [I8]. H
By lemma [2| with the probability at least
(1 — /mp(1 — 1/y/my)™), (A.10)

1 1
Va, € T, there exists x, € T,™ satisfied ||x/, — x"3|| < Vde, “"m, " 7. By letting
1 1
€ = \/Ecb I, 27V with the probability at least Equation (A.10]), we have

2a+d

(m;ﬁfo.s n mb—z(d—l)) (A.11)

Loss(u,) < C1Loss, (uq) + C|

max

2a+d
2022 pd ™ e )

2d—1 2afd—1 —-2% 1
where O] = 3f—:m2-5\/E and Cinoe = maz{2[n]2;d 2 ¢, "

The proof is completed.
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