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1 Abstract—In a lot of scientific problems, there is the need
to generate data through the running of an extensive number
of experiments. Further, some tasks require constant human
intervention. We consider the problem of crack detection in
steel plates. The way in which this generally happens is how
humans looking at an image of the thermogram generated by
heating the plate and classifying whether it is cracked or not.
There has been a rise in the use of Artificial Intelligence (AI)
based methods which try to remove the requirement of a human
from this loop by using algorithms such as Convolutional Neural
Netowrks (CNN)s as a proxy for the detection process. The issue
generally is that CNNs and other vision models are generally
very data-hungry and require huge amounts of data before they
can start performing well. This data generation process is not
very easy and requires innovation in terms of mechanical and
electronic design of the experimental setup. It further requires
massive amount of time and energy, which is difficult in resource-
constrained scenarios. We try to solve exactly this problem, by
creating a synthetic data generation pipeline based on Finite
Element Simulations. We employ data augmentation techniques
on this data to further increase the volume and diversity of data
generated. The working of this concept is shown via performing
inference on fine-tuned vision models and we have also validated
the results by checking if our approach translates to realistic
experimental data. We show the conditions where this translation
is successful and how we can go about achieving that.

Index Terms—computer vision, crack detection, synthetic data,
segmentation

I. INTRODUCTION

A. Need for Automated Crack Detection

Failure in materials can occur due to the propagation of local
cracks, which have the potential to cause widespread issues
throughout the material. This susceptibility to crack propa-
gation is often exacerbated by factors such as manufacturing
errors or defects. A notable consequence of crack propagation
is the increased vulnerability of the material to corrosion.

The problem of reducing the possibilities of cracks natu-
rally leads to the question: ”How can we effectively detect
these cracks as soon as possible?”. A lot of times, sufficient
manpower is not available to perform the tasks of checking for
cracks. In such cases, automated systems may be employed.
These automated systems generally employ computer vision
algorithms in the background. They can effectively match the
performance of human annotators.

1∗ Corresponding Author: chinmaymrpimpalkhare@gmail.com

B. Requirement of Large-scale Datasets

The deep learning automated systems require massive
amounts of data to be trained. Further, this data needs to be
diverse so that a system trained on this data can scale and adapt
to new scenarios. This process in known as domain adaptation.
The issue is that it is very difficult to generate such large-scale
datasets. Most Non-Destructive Testing (NDT) datasets, which
are generated using techniques such as thermography are not
available publicly. There are a large number of agreements
because a majority of such datasets are related to matters of
defence and thus there is a lack of open-source datasets. Fur-
ther, if one were to produce such a dataset via experimentation
in a lab, it would be a task requiring massive amounts of
time and energy. Thermal experiments generally need a lot of
energy due to the high specific heat of the metals involved.
In addition to that, to reach the high temperatures takes a lot
of time. This leads us to an issue where we might have to
train neural networks on scarce data, which leads to drastic
decrease in their performance. There is henceforth a need
of implementing synthetic data generation methods that can
leverage the techniques offered by simulation models to create
surrogate datasets that are very similar to the real datasets
semantically.

II. RELEVANT WORK

A. Synthetic Data Generation for Object Detection

A lot of approaches in the past have applied synthetic data
generation methods succesfully in various contexts. Jain et al.
(2022) use Generative Adversarial Networks for generating
data to train CNN models and use them for the task of
surface crack detection. They report strong results through
this process. They also show high generalization capacities for
translation to manual inspection tasks. Wood et al. (2021) use
synthetically generated face samples in their paper. They make
use of no realistic images in their training procedure. He et
al. (2022) consider the generative models to create their data.
They try to answer the question of whether such an approach
is good enough for image recognition tasks. Wang et al.
(2021) consider images that have first been collected through
a game and then reconstruct crowd depiction samples through
this dataset. Hahner et al. (2021) create a simulation pipeline
that can add weather effects to a variety of LIDAR based
images. They focus on adding patterns such as foggy weather
to any image. In their survey paper, Lu et al. (2023) consider
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various synthetic data generation to machine learning contexts.
This will include both supervised and unsupervised settings.
Roberts et al. (2021) create a pipeline for the understanding in
indoor images through their pipeline called HyperSim which
gives access to 3D data. Tokmakev et al. (2021) also consider
a dataset where they are considering the tracking of multiple
objects.

B. Deep Learning for Crack Detection

Various studies have addressed the critical task of crack
detection using diverse methodologies and datasets. Yang,
Wang et al. (2019) conducted experiments employing varying
heat flux and thermal imagery, utilizing a Faster Region
Proposal based Convolutional Neural Network for Object
Detection. Similarly, Jaeger, Schmid et al. (2022) focused on
turbine blade data, employing multiple deep learning models to
classify infrared thermal images of turbine blades with cracks.
In contrast, Mohan, Poobal (2018) provided a comprehensive
review of crack detection methods, predominantly emphasiz-
ing vanilla image processing techniques without delving into
deep learning.

Tian, Wang et al. (2021) explored a novel approach by
implementing Generative Adversarial Networks (GANs) and
Principal Component Analysis (PCA) for feature extraction
in crack detection, emphasizing their feasibility for image
augmentation with experimental data. Alexander, Hoskere et
al. (2022) adopted the RFTNet, a Semantic Segmentation
Network, specifically tailored for the fusion of RGB and
thermal images in automated deep learning crack detection
for civil architecture. Meanwhile, Chandra, AlMansoor et al.
(2022) delved into the analysis of infrared thermal images of
complex pavement defect conditions, incorporating seasonal
effects using a vanilla Convolutional Neural Network.

Kovacs et al. (2020) explored deep learning approaches
for thermographic imaging, employing synthetic data on vir-
tual waves for Non-Destructive Testing. Fang et al. (2021)
contributed to the field by using both synthetic and ex-
perimental data, employing a deep learning algorithm with
pulsed thermography for automatic defects segmentation and
identification, particularly focusing on simulations with CFRP
materials. Wu et al. (2021) use a U-Net based architecture for
the detection of small objects, which can include cracks in an
image as well.

III. PROPOSED METHOD

A. Overview

Fig. 1. Overview of our solution

Our approach involves three important aspects. The first is
to create a data generation pipeline utilizing finite element
simulations. The code has been written in MATLAB and
has been automated such that it is possible to generate data
quickly. At the moment, we are able to generate 100 images
in 3 minutes, which is fast enough for most application since
this data can be created and stored in some sort of buffer. The
next crucial part is that of deep learning. The annotated images
can be passed through the neural network and its performance
can be analysed. The last part is that of image augmentation.
This is an important part because it acts in a closed feedback
loop with the data generation pipeline. The results of the deep
learning framework make it clear ”How the system is failing”.
Hence it is possible to generate examples which may act in
an adversarial fashion. Modifying the simulation pipeline and
enabling it to be able to detect cracks even in such hard
scenarios is what finally makes the system robust to various
settings.

B. Data Generation Pipeline

Fig. 2. The Data Generation Pipeline

In this section, we shall breifly explain the data generation
pipeline and also discuss why specific design choices were
made. The data which we are using is being generated
through finite element simulations. The finite element method
(FEM) is a popular method for numerically solving differential
equations arising in engineering and mathematical modeling.
It is a generally used for solving partial differential equations



in two or three space variables. To solve a problem, the
FEM subdivides a large system into smaller, simpler parts
called finite elements. This is achieved by discretization in
the dimensions, which is implemented by the construction
of a mesh of the object, which is the numerical domain for
the solution, which has a finite number of points. The finite
element method formulation of a boundary value problem
finally results in a system of algebraic equations. The method
approximates the unknown function over the domain.[2] The
simple equations that model these finite elements are then
assembled into a larger system of equations that models the
entire problem. The FEM then approximates a solution by
minimizing an associated error function via the calculus of
variations. Annotations for crack detection are carried out us-
ing the CVAT.io annotation tool, enabling the precise marking
of crack locations. The annotated information, specifying the
location of cracks, is then stored in a text file, serving as
input for the training of the algorithm. Additionally, boundary
conditions provided during the annotation process are also
stored.

Fig. 3. Simulation Template

The first design choice is regarding the use of the base
geometry. Since most of the objects we would study were
in the form of plates, we decided to choose a rectangular
outer boundary for the object. The outer boundary is not very
important, and a circular one could be used too. However,
using a polygonal boundary allows us to effectively define a
single boundary condition at every side of the polygon, which
is something that can be quickly randomized.
The boundary conditions on the polygon’s sides can be chosen
from between a constant temperature boundary condition and a
constant heat flux boundary condition. This was a base choice
and it is very easy to implement more complicated and even
time-varying boundary conditions within the framework which
we have. The final focus lies on the temperature profile that
is generated at steady state. The paper by Jaeger et al. shows
that using specific kinds of boundary condition leads to more
effective types of crack detection due to the thermal gradients
aligning perpendicularly with the crack’s direction, and this is
what we successfully observe through our simulations too.
The definition of the crack is very important since it has deep
effects on the final outputs generated. We define a crack as a
region where there is a loss in the base material. Hence, we
remove the crack and for all practical purposes the crack is an
empty space for us. This leads us to the question of choosing
a correct and optimum value for the thickness of a crack. The

thinner the crack, the less it will perturb the thermal profile
around it and the harder it will be to detect. A thicker crack
is easier to detect even for a human. However, it is good to
use a mixture of both thin and thick cracks during the training
procedure since the thin cracks act as a hard example while
the thick cracks can allow the neural network to learn more
about the local perturbations formed at the edges.
In the later stages of our approach, also allow for the pos-
sibility of defining separate boundary conditions at the edge
of the cracks in addition to the outer edges. These situations
give rise to completely different scenarios which helps add to
the diversity of the data. Just like the crack width, the crack
length is also a parameter which we vary.
An important part of creating the randomization is to create
scenarios in which the geometry of the cracks change. This
involves creating datasets where location of the crack and
its orientation with the edges of the plates change. This is
not just something which can be controlled through data
augmentation methods such as cropping because we observe
changes in the contour profiles generated when the orientation
with the contour along which edge temperatures are constant
is changed.
We also consider scenario where there are multiple cracks in
the same plate. Further, we allow for the possibility that both
the cracks have completely different parameters.
For the material properties, we have selected the material to
be steel and defined the thermal conductivity, specific heat and
other properties correspondingly. It would be a very interesting
exercise to try out what happens in case of alloys or even
materials which are fused together, because this will lead to
situations where there are abrupt changes in the boundary
conditions.
The last part is choosing a colormap for the temperature profile
so that it matches the result of a thermography image generated
by a simulation. This was achieved by experimenting with
different kinds of colormaps available in MATLAB. We found
the ’jet’ and ’inferno’ colormaps to be particularly interesting
and realistic. We have also used grayscale images by selecting
the colormap as a greyscale one. We believe that using multiple
colormaps will enhance the model’s performance and allow it
to learn from a larger data size once it has learned the features
for a crack well.
We also discuss methods we have adopted to make use of
image post-processing to create samples that are harder to
detect from existing samples. This involves making use of the
inherent color properties of an image to help in augmentation.
We can firstly use brightness which gives us the intensity of
light in an image. The second is exposure, which tells us the
amount of light that reaches the camera sensor. These two con-
trol how light or dark an image appears. It is interesting to note
that for data generated through an experimental setup, getting
images with varied values for these parameter may be difficult
due to fixed sensor settings, however, we can do this very
easily as a post-processing routine. The next three properties
which we could also control are the saturation, contrast and
the warmth. Saturation is the intensity or purity of colors in



an image. Contrast refers to the difference between the darkest
and the lightest parts while warmth refers to the presence of
red and yellow tones in an image. Randomizing these values
allow for a considerable amount of data augmentation. Further,
it allows us to generate more difficult samples due to the
mixing. We have shown an image being transformed so that
the crack location becomes less and less obvious and one has
to look at the secondary artifacts, such as the distortion created
in the thermal contours by the crack in order to detect it.

Fig. 4. From left to right −→ (a) Original image. (b) Image with high
Brightness. (c) Image with parts near the crack blurred to decrease visibility.
(d) Image with contrast, brightness and exposure adjusted such that it is harder
to locate the crack

Fig. 5. Easy Examples

Fig. 6. Hard Examples

Easier examples are characterized by conspicuous varia-
tions in the thermal profile due to the presence of a crack.
These instances are readily discernible, making it relatively
straightforward for both automated systems and the human
eye to identify the crack’s location. On the other hand, harder
examples pose a greater challenge, as the cracks are much
more subtle and difficult to spot, even for the human eye.
These instances demand heightened sensitivity and advanced
detection techniques to accurately identify and locate the
cracks within the thermal profile.

IV. IMPROVING DATA GENERATION PIPELINE

Fig. 7. Improved Simulation Template

The earlier pipeline was creating a lot of redundant images
because there were only horizontal cracks. We wish to improve
the data generation by applying a greater variety of boundary
conditions. We also increase the diversity by randomly select-
ing the parameters such as the crack’s center coordinates, the
length of the crack, the width of the crack and the angle made
by the crack with each of the plate edges.

Characteristic Range
Plate Length 4 units
Plate Width 4 units
Crack Width 10−i units ∈ {2, 3, 4}
Crack Length ∈ [0.3, 0.7] units
Crack Location anywhere in the plate
Crack Inclination ∈ [0, 2π]



Fig. 8. Examples generated by new pipeline

A. Deep Learning Pipeline

Fig. 9. The Deep Learning Pipeline

B. Benchmarking

In the process of validating the solutions, benchmarking
was carried out by comparing our results with an analytical
solution derived from the paper titled ”Thermal Stresses In
Plates with Circular Holes” by K.S. Rao et al., published
in Nuclear Engineering and Design in 1971. Given that this
paper focuses on a circular hole, we specifically compared
our simulation methodology with the analytical solution for
the same geometric configuration. Once the benchmarking
process confirmed the validity of our method, simulations
were extended to encompass the crack geometry, ensuring the

Algorithm 1 Thermal Profile Data Generation Pipeline
1: Input: Plate dimensions L×L, thermal properties (thermal

conductivity, specific heat)
2: Initialize: Crack length range (lmin, lmax), center location

range (xmin, xmax), (ymin, ymax), orientation range [0, π],
colormaps {C1, C2, . . . , Cn}

3: for i = 1 to N do {Loop to generate N samples}
4: Randomly sample crack length: l ∼ Uniform(lmin, lmax)
5: Randomly sample crack center (x, y) ∼

Uniform(xmin, xmax)× Uniform(ymin, ymax)
6: Randomly sample crack orientation θ ∼ Uniform(0, π)
7: Randomly select k edges from the 4 plate edges
8: for each selected edge do
9: Randomly apply either a heat flux or constant tem-

perature boundary condition
10: end for
11: Define plate geometry with crack parameters

(l, (x, y), θ)
12: if steady-state simulation then
13: Run steady-state finite element simulation
14: else
15: Run transient finite element simulation
16: end if
17: Store temperature profile image as imagei
18: Randomly select colormap C ∈ {C1, C2, . . . , Cn}
19: Apply C to imagei for augmentation
20: Annotate crack region (bounding box or segmentation)

on imagei
21: Save annotated image and associated data
22: end for

reliability and accuracy of our approach in modeling thermal
stresses.

Fig. 10. Benchmarking

A thorough comparison for a circular hole geometry was
conducted, revealing a high level of agreement between the
analytical and numerical solutions. The visual examination
indicates a close match between the two, with magnitudes
exhibiting a striking similarity. It’s important to note that
the green circle in the analytical solution serves as a mask,
signifying regions where values were not computed.

V. DEEP LEARNING

A. Feature Extraction

In neural networks, the detection process involves analyz-
ing low-level features initially, which are then integrated to



identify higher-level features. The neural network focuses on
detecting these features at a smaller scale and subsequently
combines them using weighted operations. In our problem,
just as in a majority of scenarios, the local level properties
corresponding to the region where the cracks lie are much
more pronounced. Temperature fluctuations result in rapid
changes in pixel values in the proximity of a crack. This effect
is more pronounced when the crack is perpendicular to the
direction of maximum opposite edge temperature difference.
Abrupt alterations in the direction of thermal contour lines
occur as they become perpendicular to the crack. We would
ideally want the neural network to able to detect all of these
features and use them in the final classification process.

Fig. 11. Local Features from Neural Networks

B. Edge Detection based on Convolution

This is a key operation happening in the background of
convolutional networks which is extremely important in our
case. This is because cracks are generally similar to one-
dimensional objects and represent changes high in magnitude
along that direction. Therefore, using an edge detection filter
can help us identify these cracks. Common edge detection
filters include the Sobel, Prewitt, and Roberts operators. The
below image shows the result obtained by passing an edge
detection kernel over the image.

Fig. 12. Edge Detection Kernel

The edge detection kernel applied to the input image gener-
ates an output feature map that predominantly appears black,
with the exception of the area corresponding to the location
of the crack.

C. Architecture

We implement RCNN models for the tasks of object detec-
tion and semantic segmentation. The YOLO series of models
works very well for these tasks. We also implement the RCNN
Model from the Detectron2 series from Meta AI. These models
have been pre-trained on massive amounts of data. We fine-
tuned these models on our synthetic datasets.

VI. OBJECT DETECTION

A. Parameters

Entity Details
Size of training dataset 80 images (280 x 280 px)*
Size of testing dataset 20 images (280 x 280 px)*
Optimizer Stochastic Gradient Descent (SGD)
Metrics Precision, Recall, mAP50, mAP50-95
Number of Epochs 250
Training Image Resize 512 px
Batch size 8
Training Time per Epoch 2.22 seconds (for dataset with size 80)
Inference Time 0.154 seconds (for 20 images)

*The reason why we have used such a small number of
data points is that the model was able to perform well even
with a small dataset. In further experiments, we shall use
augmentation to increase the dataset size.

B. Metrics Obtained

Metric Value Interpretation
Precision 0.996 Value of precision at the maxima

of the F1-confidence curve
Recall 0.95 Value of recall at the maxima

of the F1-confidence curve
mAP50 0.947 Mean Average Precision when confidence

threshold is set to 0.5
mAP50-95 0.507* mAP averaged across confidence

thresholds from 0.5 to 0.95 with step
size of 0.05

We are getting very good values of precision, recall and
mAP50 while mAP50-95 value is not very optimal

C. Predictions

Fig. 13. Predictions

We can thus see that the model is able locate the crack
correctly in most cases, but it fails during hard cases, when
even a human eye is unable to locate the crack.

VII. SEGMENTATION

Segmentation is a pivotal technique in computer vision and
image processing, aiming to partition an image into mean-
ingful regions. Various types of segmentation methods exist,
each tailored to specific applications. Firstly, there’s semantic
segmentation, which assigns a class label to each pixel in the
image, delineating objects or regions based on their semantics.
Then, instance segmentation takes a step further by not only



classifying each pixel but also distinguishing between individ-
ual instances of objects. This method is particularly valuable
in scenarios where objects overlap or occur multiple times
within an image. However, instance segmentation is compu-
tationally intensive due to the need for precise delineation,
making it slower than semantic segmentation. Additionally,
it requires more extensive training data and often struggles
with accurately segmenting objects with intricate shapes or
occlusions. The trade-offs lie in the balance between accuracy
and efficiency. While instance segmentation offers granular
insights into object instances, it demands more computational
resources and meticulous tuning. Thus, the choice between
segmentation methods hinges on the specific requirements of
the task at hand, weighing the precision required against the
computational constraints.

A. Fine-Tuning

Fine-tuning involves training a model that was pre-trained
on some large dataset on our small dataset. This involves
freezing of the initial layers of the model, while updating
only the later weights. The earlier layers of any deep learning
model generally capture the more generic features such as
edges, curves which are not really instance-dependent and are
the property of any image, not considering what the theme
is actually. However, the later layers start looking at more
specific features, for example, facial expression in humans or
the ratios of the face and eye of an animal etc. We want the
weights of these layers to adapt according to the task that we
are performing, and this is done by supplying a limited amount
of training data to the pre-trained model.

B. Annotation Process

Annotation of data, especially images is generally a labo-
rious task. In our case, for example, we need to use online
tools and manually label each image by drawing a polygonal
boundary around every instance of the class which we want
the model to detect.

C. Detectron 2

Detectron 2, developed by Meta AI, is an advanced object
detection framework known for its robustness and versatil-
ity in computer vision tasks. Building upon its predecessor,
Detectron, this model boasts improvements in speed, accu-
racy, and flexibility. Leveraging state-of-the-art deep learning
techniques, Detectron 2 provides a comprehensive toolkit for
researchers and developers to tackle a wide range of challenges
in object detection, instance segmentation, and related do-
mains. Its modular architecture allows for easy customization
and integration, making it a preferred choice for both academia
and industry applications alike.

D. Mask RCNN

Mask R-CNN represents a paradigm shift in computer vi-
sion, seamlessly integrating object detection and instance seg-
mentation. It extends the Faster R-CNN architecture by incor-
porating a parallel branch dedicated to generating pixel-level

segmentation masks. Leveraging a Region Proposal Network
(RPN) for object detection and a Mask branch for segmen-
tation, Mask R-CNN achieves state-of-the-art performance in
delineating object boundaries at the pixel level. This technical
advancement enables precise segmentation of objects within
an image, facilitating tasks such as object counting, scene
understanding, and image manipulation. With its robustness
and accuracy, Mask R-CNN has become a cornerstone in the
field of semantic segmentation, empowering researchers and
practitioners to tackle complex visual recognition challenges
with unprecedented detail and precision.

VIII. RESULTS

A. Using pre-trained models directly

We observe that if we directly use a pre-trained model
without any sort of fine-tuning, the results observed are quite
poor. Further, models trained on crack data, but from a
different origin, such as pavement data, end up performing
poorly when trying to detect the cracks from the image

B. Training with Fine-tuning

We trained a Detectron Model with the following dataset
and characteristics

Dataset Size
Training Dataset 105 images
Validation Dataset 30 images
Testing Dataset 15 images

IX. INFERENCE RESULTS

A. Results on testing data from our datasets

Fig. 14. Inference Results

The inference results are very promising. Here, we just
grade the model on basis of whether it was able to detect the
crack or not. We observe that in each of the 15/15 cases, the
model was able to detect the crack correctly. This is excellent
as the model is also succeeding in situations where a human
has to squint a lot in order to be able to detect the image. In
a couple of cases, detecting the crack was next to impossible
for a human. Thus, this shows that finetuning is indeed a very
good way to train a model on such a task.



B. Domain Adaptation Check: Inference Results on Images
From the Wild

In addition to testing on our own dataset, we also tried to
check if the model performed well on images that were taken
from sources in the wild. These images were much different
in the texture and pixel resolutions as compared to the images
from our training dataset. Further, these were picked up from
real-world scenarios and hence other image characteristics
were also very different. It has been a common observation
that crack detection tasks are generally very sensitive to the
differences between the training and testing data. This is
something that we also observed in our experiment. Due to
difficulties in data acquisition, the number of images that we
could procure were of the order of 101. However, there were
some clear observations that we could make.

(a) The shape of the crack is extremely important. Our
model was able to detect cracks in images where the
shape was similar to that in the training data. The
dimension is relatively less important but should not be
ignored.

(b) The cracks should generally cover a decent fraction of
the image. Occluded cracks may be difficult to detect.

(c) It is also very important that the texture and granularity
of the images on which we test the data be very similar
to that of the training data. For example, the images
produced by simulations are relatively very clean and
crisp. Hence, one method may be to add some kind of
noise to these images.

(d) Since the model was trained on thermogram images, it
could not scale onto crack detection scenarios where the
images are simply grayscale.

Although there is scope for improvement, the results are
promising. Using a more diverse and varied dataset will surely
lead to much better results since we do observe domain
adaptation in some cases. Similarly, fine-tuning a network on
our dataset and then again performing some form of transfer
learning also holds promise.

X. POSSIBLE IMPROVEMENTS FOR VISION TASKS

The possible improvements for the data generation process
have been mentioned in the future scope in detail. Here, we
focus on the improvements that are possible from the deep
learning side. We would like to mention that the primary goal
of our project was to show how a data generation pipeline
along with deep learning can work well in practice. We have
not therefore tried to match any SOTA performances. If one
were to do so, a possible improvement would have been to
experiment on a larger number of model architectures and
backbones. These models could also be selected on the exact
use case, taking into account other factors such as inference
time and training complexity and parameter size as well.
The second possible improvement is the tuning of model
hyperparameters. This is not of that much significance due
to the use of a pre-trained backbone. However, optimization
of the model hyperparameters may yield in improvements in
the results.

XI. FUTURE SCOPE

Our approach shows that training an end-to-end model on
data generated through such a synthetic process is indeed a
viable option for a large number of practical applications. We
have quite a few future avenues that can be discussed and
explored as an extension to this work. Specifically, focusing
on the problem of crack detection in steel plates, one can first
define the crack in various ways. The current methodology
adopted through our approach is to define a crack as a region
from which material is removed; however, one could also have
cracks as a region where there are changes in the material’s
mechanical properties. Indeed, the detection of cracks in such
a scenario might be an even more difficult problem. Our
approach considers mostly cracks which are on or close to
the surface of a material. However, there is also the problem
of sub-surface crack detection. In such scenarios, a possible
approach is to obtain images of the surface by slicing at
different parts through the depth of the steel object and then
reconstructing these slices to create a three-dimensional image
object. This can also be treated as a sequential problem.
Further, one must also study the sensitivity of the surface
temperature to the temperature profiles at a sub-surface level
in order to find out if we can detect sub-surface cracks via an
analysis of the surface-level temperature plots.

The next possible approach is use more complex artificial
intelligence models to use the synthesized images as a base
and then build up on top of them. To increase the amount of
complexity, one can also use methods such as Style Transfer
from experimental images and use them on the data which
we have created synthetically. The performance of methods
on such an augmented dataset is worth checking. Further, it
is also possible to use conditional generative models that use
the synthetically generated data as a prior and create images
pertaining to more complicated simulations. This will allow
us to create more data in a tunable manner. Further, we can
also explore different kinds of experimental settings for the
finite element simulations. Different kinds of softwares will
indeed lead to an increase in the data formed as well. We
can currently very easily adapt to different kinds of two-
dimensional geometries with the pipeline we have, however,
it is also interesting to see how we can make use of three-
dimensional geometries for the same problem since that will
lead to a lot of interesting scenarios which cannot be explored
in the two-dimensional setting. Further, we can make use of
different angles from which images are taken similar to how
it is done in a real-life scenario.

In addition to these things, we also need to find ways of per-
forming effective domain adaptation. The diversity in the data
created has to be high to ensure proper translation to new types
of images. This can be achieved via the creation of datasets
having a very high level of variety. How our created images
directly map to the images obtained through experimental
images is also an avenue to check in the future. This can
be achieved via the use of contrastive learning methods which
evaluate some sort of a distance metric between the created



Does model scale well to Test Data? Highly Similar to Training Data Somewhat Similar to Training Data Vastly Different from Training Data
Shape of crack ✓ ✗ ✗
Size of crack ✓ ✓ ✗
Texture of Image ✓ ✗ ✗
Thermal Contours ✓ ✓ ✗
Foreground-Background Differences ✓ ✗ ✗

TABLE I
ANALYSIS OF WHETHER THE MODEL IS ABLE TO ADAPT TO NEW DOMAINS.

✓ REPRESENTS GOOD PERFORMANCE WHEN THAT CONDITION IS SATISFIED WHILE ✗ REPRESENTS BAD PERFORMANCE.

images and the real images. This can also be achieved by
using some sort of a Generator-Discriminator framework such
as a GAN. Further, we could also make use of a Variational
Autoencoder for which the latent embeddings are passed via
the synthetic datasets.
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[7] Péter Kovács, Bernhard Lehner, Gregor Thummerer, Günther Mayr,
Peter Burgholzer, Mario Huemer; Deep learning approaches for ther-
mographic imaging. J. Appl. Phys. 21 October 2020; 128 (15): 155103.
https://doi.org/10.1063/5.0020404

[8] Fang Q, Ibarra-Castanedo C, Maldague X. Automatic Defects Segmen-
tation and Identification by Deep Learning Algorithm with Pulsed Ther-
mography: Synthetic and Experimental Data. Big Data and Cognitive
Computing. 2021; 5(1):9. https://doi.org/10.3390/bdcc5010009

[9] Matlab Official Documentation: https://in.mathworks.com/help/matlab/
[10] YOLOv5 Official Implementation: https://github.com/ultralytics/yolov5
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