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Abstract

We derive Lipschitz regularity estimates for an approximate inverse of a general
compact operator that depends non-linearly on a vector parameter. The regularity es-
timates are motivated by the desire to develop neural networks (NN) that compute that
approximate inverse and the convergence of the NNs follows from the Lipschitz regu-
larity estimates. Such compact operators arise in inverse wave scattering applications
with unbounded domains, and we illustrate our theory by showing that the particular
assumptions of our regularity analysis hold for the problem of identifying cracks from
far-field data. Numerical results using a NN for parameter recovery demonstrate the
accuracy, efficiency and robustness of our approach.
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1 Introduction

This article focuses on proving regularity estimates for the inverse of a general compact
operator depending non-linearly on a vector parameter. These regularity estimates hold on
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subspaces in the span of a finite number of singular vectors if two conditions (U1)-(U2),
stated in section 2, are verified. We give generic examples to illustrate the two conditions
(U1)-(U2) in section 2.2. Condition (U1) is just an injectivity condition while, as discussed in
section 2.3, condition (U2) relates to the inverse function theorem. After that, we provide a
formal proof of the regularity results. The proof relies on functional analysis techniques such
as compactness, weak and strong convergence, and local continuity of parameter dependent
spectral projectors for compact symmetric operators. These spectral projectors are known
to be not necessarily globally continuous with regard to that parameter [12]: this is arguably
the main challenge in our proof. Our main regularity result is stated in Theorem 3.1.
Although we proved a result similar to Theorem 3.1 in an earlier study [21], there are
substantial differences between these two results. The study [21] pertained specifically to
integral operators. The results covered here are more general. Moreover, the lower bound
provided here in Theorem 3.1 is sharper, depending both on the nonlinear parameter and
on linear terms. Finally, the proof technique adopted here is quite different. A first result is
shown in the finite dimensional case in section 3.1. It is then involved in tackling the infinite
dimensional case by use of maps between singular spaces and a fixed finite dimensional space.
These maps are proved to be locally C1 in the nonlinear parameter thanks to conditions
(U1)-(U2).
In section 4, we apply our theory to an example in inverse scattering. In this example, the
forward model is governed by the Helmholtz equation in an unbounded region. The inverse
scattering problem consists of identifying a crack in the propagation medium, which is done
by first training a neural network. This example is very specific, however, we strongly believe
that the method introduced here could work just as well in other propagating wave cases as
long as some integral formulation is possible such as in [3, 7, 8, 14, 17].
Section 5 of this paper covers computational aspects involved in the specific application
to inverse scattering that we consider. These computations rely on a solid mathematical
background. Indeed, first, the general requirements from section 3 guaranteeing regularity
are proved to hold for the inverse problem at hand in section 4. Second, the gap between
regularity for this continuously defined inverse problem and regularity for its discrete analog
was bridged in [21, Theorem 4.2]. And third, precise convergence results were proved for
approximations of regular functions by neural networks [15, 25, 5]. In particular, [5, Corollary
5.4] gives an explicit bound on the number of nodes of a deep neural network with n nodes
approximating a Lipschitz continuous function on [0, 1]d. The number of nodes does not
grow faster than O(nd) for an approximation in L∞ norm bounded above by O(n−1).
The simulations presented in section 5 comprise three stages. First, data for training the NN
is built up and stored. Second, the NN is trained on that data. Third, the accuracy and the
computational speed of the NN is tested on entirely new data. This new data is randomly
selected from four kinds:

1. Plane wave excitation with unknown incident direction: The crack is excited
by an incoming plane wave.

2. Internal source excitation with unknown source location: The crack is excited
by a point-source located between the crack and the scattered wave measurement
points.
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3. External source excitation with unknown incident direction: The crack is
excited by a point-source located outside a circle containing the scattered wave mea-
surement points.

4. Arbitrarily constructed forcing term: The forcing term is an artificial function
defined on the crack.

The fourth case is particularly relevant for modeling the destabilization of cracks in materials
under mechanical strain. Our results demonstrate that the NN can accurately compute the
nonlinear parameter describing the geometry of the crack regardless of the forcing term or
specific excitation method (plane wave, internal/external source, or artificial forcing func-
tion), as predicted by the theory. Additionally, the NN achieves remarkable computational
efficiency, being orders of magnitude faster than traditional minimization methods for solv-
ing nonlinear inverse problems. It also exhibits robustness to noise perturbations, ensuring
stability under realistic conditions. Since the focus of this work is the regularity analysis
of a large class of inverse problems, the numerical example presented here features a small
number of parameters. In a future study, we shall consider more complex geometries and
accordingly, larger numbers of parameters.

2 Preliminaries

Our theoretical framework in Section 3.1 to establish Lipschitz regularity under a general
theoretical framework is based on the following nomenclature.

2.1 Abstract framework and assumptions

Let

• K denote the field R or C;

• E and F be two Hilbert spaces over K;

• Am be a compact linear operator from E to F depending on a vector parameter m;

• the vector parameter m be in a compact set B of Rp; and

• the function m 7→ Am be of class C1 in B′, an open neighborhood of B.

For establishing the Lipschitz regularity of the inverse map Amu 7→ (m,u), for all m ∈ B
and u ∈ E, we need the following two injectivity assumptions:

(U1) For any m,m′ in B, for any u, v in E, if u ̸= 0 and Amu = Am′v then m = m′ and
u = v.

(U2) For q in Rp with |q| = 1, denote ∂qAm the derivative of Am in m in the direction of q.
The linear operator T : E × E → F , T (u, v) = ∂qAmu+ Amv is injective.
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Clearly, (U1) is a necessary and sufficient condition for the inverse map Amu 7→ (m,u) to
be defined on the set {Amu : m ∈ B, u ̸= 0 ∈ E}. We will explain further how condition
(U2) relates to the inverse function theorem. If E is infinite-dimensional, then the inverse
map Amu 7→ (m,u) is unbounded. Accordingly, we will only consider in that case the map
Amu 7→ (m,u) on subsets of {Amu : m ∈ B, u ̸= 0 ∈ E}. These subsets will be defined
using m dependent singular subspaces of Am. These spaces can be computed in practical
applications, as demonstrated further.

2.2 Generic examples

Before proceeding with statements of regularity results and their proof, we provide generic
examples illustrating how assumptions (U1)-(U2) can hold in practice. Later, in section 4.2,
we will verify assumptions (U1)-(U2) for a class of wave propagation models.

Generic Example-1 (Finite Dimensional spaces E and F ):
Choose B = [1, 2]2, E = Rn with its natural basis e1, ..., en, F = R3n with its natural basis
f1, ..., f3n. For m = (m1,m2) in B for our first generic example, define Am by setting for
j = 1, ..., n,

Amej = m1fj +m2fj+n +m2
2fj+2n.

To verify (U1) for this example, let u, v ∈ E with u =
∑n

j=1 ujej, v =
∑n

j=1 vjej such that
u ̸= 0. Let m,m′ ∈ B. Assume that Amu = Am′v. Then for some k in {1, ..., n}, uk ̸= 0 and
m1uk = m′

1vk, m2uk = m′
2vk, and m2

2uk = m′2
2 vk. This implies that m2 = m′

2, so uk = vk
and m1 = m′

1. u = v easily follows from there.

Next to verify the assumption (U2), we let q = (cosα, sinα) and assume that for u =∑n
j=1 ujej, v =

∑n
j=1 vjej in E and some m in B, ∂qAmu+ Amv = 0. Then for j = 1, ..., n,

(cosα)uj +m1vj = 0,

(sinα)uj +m2vj = 0,

2m2(sinα)uj +m2
2vj = 0.

If sinα = 0, then the first two equations imply uj = vj = 0. If sinα ̸= 0, then the last two
equations imply uj = vj = 0. In all cases, we found that ∂qAm + Am is injective on E × E.

Generic Example-2 (Infinite Dimensional spaces E and F ):
For this example, again we choose the parameter set to B = [1, 2]2. Let E an infinite
dimensional Hilbert space and {en : n ≥ 1} a Hilbert basis of E. Let F be another infinite
dimensional Hilbert space and {fn : n ≥ 1} a Hilbert basis of F . For m = (m1,m2) in B we
define Am by setting for n ≥ 1

Amen =
m1

n
f3n +

m2

n
f3n+1 +

m2
2

n
f3n+2.

Note that this definition ensures that Am is compact. Similar to calculations in the previous
Example-1, it can be shown that the assumptions (U1)-(U2) also hold for this example.
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2.3 Comments on the conditions (U1)–(U2)

Note that (U1) implies in particular that Am is injective for all m in B, while (U2) implies
in particular that ∂qAm is injective for all q in Rp, q = 1, and m in B.
Condition (U2) can be related to the inverse function theorem. Indeed, consider the function

A : B′ × E → F (1)

(m,u) 7→ Amu. (2)

It is of class C1 according to the assumptions in Proposition 3.1. If (m0, u0) is an interior
point of B × E, if the Jacobian J of A at (m0, u0) is injective on Rp × E then A has a C1

inverse in a neighborhood of (m0, u0).
For simplicity, let us assume in this paragraph that K = R. Let e1, ..., ep be the natural
basis of Rp and f1, ..., fs be a basis of E. J is injective if and only if for all non-zero vectors
(a1, ..., ap, b1, ..., bs) in Rp+s,

(a1∂e1Am0 + ...+ ap∂epAm0)u0 + Am0(b1f1 + ...+ bsfs) ̸= 0. (3)

If (U2) holds and u0 ̸= 0, it is clear that (3) holds. Now assume (U2) does not hold. Then
there is q in Rp with |q| = 1, q = (q1, ..., qp), m0 in B and (u0, v0) ̸= (0, 0) in E×E such that
∂qAmu+ Amv = 0. Accordingly

(q1∂e1Am0 + ...+ qp∂epAm0)u0 + Am0v0 = 0. (4)

If u0 = 0, then v0 ̸= 0: this shows that condition (U1) does not hold. If u0 ̸= 0, this shows
that (3) does not hold.

3 Lipschitz regularity results for the inverse of Am

We first prove the regularity result with finite-dimensional space setting, and subsequently
prove the regularity of the inverse of Am defined on an infinite dimensional Hilbert space E.

3.1 regularity proof for the finite-dimensional case

Proposition 3.1. Consider the framework and assumptions in section 2.1. In addition
assume E is finite-dimensional. Then there is a positive constant C such that for all m,m′

in B and u, v in E,

∥Amu− Am′v∥ ≥ C(|m−m′|∥v∥+ ∥u− v∥). (5)

Proof : We note that since E is finite-dimensional, B is compact and Am and ∂qAm are
continuous in m, according to (U2), there is a constant α > 0 such that

∥∂qAmu+ Amv∥ ≥ α(∥u∥+ ∥v∥), (6)
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for all m in B, all q in Rp with |q| = 1, and all u, v in E.
Arguing by contradiction assume that there are two sequencesmn,m

′
n in B and two sequences

un, vn in E such that

∥Amnun − Am′
n
vn∥ ≤ 1

n
(|mn −m′

n|∥vn∥+ ∥un − vn∥), (7)

while |mn −m′
n|∥vn∥+ ∥un − vn∥ ≠ 0. By compactness we can assume that mn converges to

some m in B and m′
n converges to some m′ in B.

If we assume that ∥vn∥ = 0, we contradict (6).
If we assume that ∥un − vn∥ = 0, then

∥(Amn − Am′
n
)un∥ ≤ 1

n
|mn −m′

n|∥un∥.

After extracting a subsequence we may assume that un

∥un∥ converges to ϕ ̸= 0 in E. If m ̸= m′,

we obtain at the limit (Am − Am′)ϕ = 0, contradicting (U1). If m = m′, then after extract-

ing a subsequence we may assume that mn−m′
n

|mn−m′
n|

converges to some q in Rp. At the limit we

obtain ∂qAmϕ = 0 contradicting (6).

If we assume that |mn −m′
n| = 0 then ∥Am(un − vn)∥ ≤ 1

n
∥un − vn∥ again contradicting (6).

Altogether, after possibly extracting a subsequence we can assume that ∥vn∥ ≠ 0, ∥un−vn∥ ≠
0, and |mn −m′

n| ≠ 0. We set

ωn =
|mn −m′

n|∥vn∥
|mn −m′

n|∥vn∥+ ∥un − vn∥
,

and by (7) we find as n→ ∞ that

ωn

Amn − Am′
n

|mn −m′
n|

vn
∥vn∥

+ (1− ωn)Amn

un − vn
∥un − vn∥

→ 0. (8)

After extracting subsequences, we may assume that ωn converges to some ω in [0, 1] and vn
∥vn∥

converges to some ϕ in E and un−vn
∥un−vn∥ converges to some ψ in E with ∥ϕ∥ = ∥ψ∥ = 1. Two

cases arise. In the first case m ̸= m′. In that case we find at the limit

ω
Am − Am′

|m−m′|
ϕ+ (1− ω)Amψ = 0. (9)

This contradicts (U1) since m ̸= m′ and ∥ϕ∥ = ∥ψ∥ = 1. In the second case m = m′. After

extracting a subsequence we may assume that mn−m′
n

|mn−m′
n|

converges to some q in Rp and we
write

Amn − Am′
n

|mn −m′
n|

=

∫ 1

0

∇mAm′
n+t(mn−m′

n)
mn −m′

n

|mn −m′
n|
dt.

Since Am is C1 in m, as n→ ∞ we find from (8)

ω∂qAmϕ+ (1− ω)Amψ = 0.

As ∥ϕ∥ = ∥ψ∥ = 1, this contradicts (U2). □
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Remark 3.1. Since m and m′ as well as u and v can be switched in regularity estimate (5),
we can equivalently write that for some constant C,

∥Amu− Am′v∥ ≥ C(|m−m′|(∥u∥+ ∥v∥) + ∥u− v∥),

for all m,m′ in B and u, v in E.

Remark 3.2. We show that conditions (U1), (U2) are necessary for Lipschitz regularity of
the inverse operator estimate (5) to hold. Condition (U1) clearly follows from (5). To show
(U2) from (5), fix m and u set m′ = m− q

n
and u− v = w

n
. Let n→ ∞ to obtain

∥∂qAmu+ Amw∥ ≥ C(∥u∥+ ∥w∥),

showing (U2). □.

3.2 The infinite-dimensional case: Projections on finite-dimensional
singular spaces

We again consider the abstract framework and assumptions in section 2.1, with E may be
infinite-dimensional. We introduce parameter dependent orthogonal projections and first
prove the regularity estimates on the range of the projections.

For m in B let

λ21(m) > ... > λ2N(m) > ...

be the distinct ordered eigenvalues of A∗
mAm. Fix m1 in B and let Pm1 be the orthog-

onal projection on the sum of the eigenspaces of A∗
m1
Am1 corresponding to the eigenval-

ues λ21(m1), ..., λ
2
N(m1). Let C1 be the circle in the complex plane centered at the origin

with radius maxm∈B ∥A∗
mAm∥ + 1, and C2 be the circle centered at the origin with radius

λ2N(m1) + λ2N+1(m1)

2
.

For m near m1 define [12],

Pm,1 =
1

2iπ

∫
C1
(zI − A∗

mAm)
−1 dz − 1

2iπ

∫
C2
(zI − A∗

mAm)
−1 dz. (10)

Note that for m near m1, Pm,1 is also an orthogonal projection on the sum of the eigenspaces

of A∗
mAm corresponding to the eigenvalues greater than

λ2N(m1) + λ2N+1(m1)

2
. Formula (10)

can be used to prove that m 7→ Pm,1 is a C1 function in a connected neighborhood Vm1 of
m1. Necessarily, s1 = dimR(Pm,1) is constant in Vm1 by continuity of the trace.

Next we show that after possibly shrinking Vm1 there is a linear bijection φm,1 : Ks1 →
R(Pm,1) such that m 7→ φm,1 is a C1 function in Vm1 . Indeed, let v1,1, ..., v1,s1 be an or-
thonormal basis of R(Pm1). The matrix < Pm1,1v1,i, Pm1,1v1,j >1≤i,j≤s1 is the identity matrix
since Pm1,1v1,i = v1,i. By continuity, < Pm,1v1,i, Pm,1v1,j >1≤i,j≤s1 is invertible for m near m1,
proving that Pm,1v1,1, ..., Pm,1v1,s1 is a basis of R(Pm,1) since its dimension is also s1. Next,
we cover B by finitely many neighborhoods Vmi

, i ∈ I. We may assume that Vmi
, i ∈ I,
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are closed balls with radius ϵ > 0, while Pm,ivi,1, ..., Pm,ivi,si is a basis of R(Pm,i), if m is in
Wmi

= {m : |m − mi| ≤ 2ϵ}. Finally, an explicit formula for φm,i with m in Wmi
can be

given. For |m−mi| ≤ 2ϵ, we set

φm,i : K
si → R(Pm,i),

(a1, ..., asi) 7→ a1Pm,iv1,i + ...+ asiPm,ivsi,i.

Lemma 3.1. Consider the framework and assumptions in section 2.1. For i in I, m in Vmi
,

and q in Rp with |q| = 1, the linear function (u, v) 7→ ∂q(Amφm,i)u + φm,iv is injective on
Ksi ×Ksi.

Proof : Assume that ∂q(Amφm,i)u+ Amφm,iv = 0, for some (u, v) in Ksi ×Ksi . Then

(∂qAm)φm,iu+ Am(∂qφm,iu+ φm,iv) = 0,

and using (U2), φm,iu = 0 and ∂qφm,iu+ φm,iv = 0. As φm,i is a bijection, this implies that
u = v = 0. □

Proposition 3.2. Assume that the projectors Pmi
, with i ∈ I, are defined as specified above

in conjunction with the framework and assumptions in section 2.1. Then there is a positive
constant C such that for all m,m′ in B,

∥Amu− Am′v∥ ≥ C(|m−m′|∥v∥+ ∥u− v∥), (11)

for all u and v linear combinations of eigenvectors of A∗
mAm and A∗

m′Am′ where m ∈ Vmi
,

m′ ∈ Vmj
, u ∈ R(Pm,i), v ∈ R(Pm,j).

Proof : Fix i in I. By Proposition 3.1 and Lemma 3.1, using the bijections φm,i, there is a
positive constant Ci such that for all m,m′ in Wmi

, ũ, ṽ in Ksi ,

∥Amφm,iũ− Am′φm′,iṽ∥ ≥ Ci(|m−m′|∥ṽ∥+ ∥ũ− ṽ∥).

Using that φm,i is a linear bijection from Ksi to R(Pmi
) such that its norm and the the norm

of its inverse are bounded for m in Wmi
, re-adjusting Ci we may write

∥AmPm,iu− Am′Pm′,iv∥ ≥ Ci(|m−m′|∥Pm′,iv∥+ ∥Pm,iu− Pm′,iv∥), (12)

for all m,m′ in Vmi
, u, v in E. It follows that

∥AmPm,iu− Am′Pm′,iv∥ ≥ C(|m−m′|∥Pm′,iv∥+ ∥Pm,iu− Pm′,iv∥),

for all u, v in E, i in I, and m,m′ in B such that |m − mi| < ϵ, |m′ − mi| < ϵ, with
C = mini∈I Ci. Next assume, that m,m′ are such that |m −m′| < ϵ, m ∈ Vmi

, m′ ∈ Vmj
,

and i ̸= j. Then R(Pm,i) ⊂ R(Pm,j) or R(Pm,j) ⊂ R(Pm,i). Assume that R(Pm,i) ⊂ R(Pm,j).
Then by (12), as m and m′ are in Wmj

,

∥AmPm,ju− Am′Pm′,jv∥ ≥ C(|m−m′|∥Pm′,jv∥+ ∥Pm,ju− Pm′,jv∥).
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But as R(Pm,i) ⊂ R(Pm,j), Pm,jPm,i = Pm,i thus we find that

∥AmPm,iu− Am′Pm′,jv∥ ≥ C(|m−m′|∥Pm′,jv∥+ ∥Pm,iu− Pm′,jv∥).

The case R(Pm,j) ⊂ R(Pm,i) is handled similarly.
There now remains to show that

inf
∥AmPm,iu− Am′Pm′,jv∥

|m−m′|∥Pm′,jv∥+ ∥Pm,iu− Pm′,vv∥
> 0, (13)

where the inf is taken over the set i, j ∈ I, m ∈ Vi,m
′ ∈ Vj, such that |m−m′| ≥ ϵ and u, v

in E such that the denominator |m−m′|∥Pm′,jv∥+∥Pm,iu−Pm′,vv∥ is positive. If Pm′,jv = 0
it suffices to show that

inf
i∈I,u∈Vmi ,∥Pm,iu∥>0

∥AmPm,iu∥
∥Pm,iu∥

> 0. (14)

By (10), Pm is the orthogonal projection on the sum of eigenspaces corresponding to the

eigenvalues of A∗
mAm greater than

λ2
N (mi)+λ2

N+1(mi)

2
so the inf in (14) is greater than

mini∈I

[
λ2
N (mi)+λ2

N+1(mi)

2

] 1
2

.

Now, let d be greater than the diameter of B. As |m − m′|∥Pm′,jv∥ + ∥Pm,iu − Pm′,jv∥ ≤
(d+ 1)∥Pm′,jv∥+ ∥Pm,iu∥, it suffices to show that

inf
∥AmPm,iu− Am′Pm′,jv∥
(d+ 1)∥Pm′,jv∥+ ∥Pm,iu∥

> 0,

where the inf is taken over the same set as in the inf in (13). Arguing by contradiction,
assume that there are two sequences in, jn in I, mn,m

′
n in B with mn ∈ Vin ,m

′
n ∈ Vjn such

that |mn −m′
n| ≥ ϵ, and two sequences un, vn in E such that ∥Pm′

n,jnvn∥ > 0 and

lim
n→∞

∥AmnPmn,inun − Am′
n
Pm′

n,jnvn∥
(d+ 1)∥Pm′

n,jnvn∥+ ∥Pmn,inun∥
= 0.

Set ωn =
∥Pmn,inun∥

(d+1)∥Pm′
n,jn

vn∥+∥Pmn,inun∥ . We have

lim
n→∞

ωnAmn

Pmn,inun
∥Pmn,inun∥

− (1− ωn)(d+ 1)−1Am′
n,jn

Pm′
n,jnvn

∥Pm′
n,jnvn∥

= 0.

By compactness after extracting subsequences we can assume that in → i, jn → j in I, ωn

converges to ω in [0, 1], mn converges to m in Vi, and m
′
n converges to m′ in Vj. Necessarily

|m−m′| ≥ ϵ. Note that
Pmn,iun

∥Pmn,iun∥ = Pmn,i
Pmn,iun

∥Pmn,iun∥ . Since each operator Pm,i is compact and

m 7→ Pm,i is continuous in the closed ball Vmi
of Rp, after extracting a subsequence, this

converges strongly to some ϕ in R(Pm,i) with ∥ϕ∥ = 1. Similarly,
Pm′

n
vn

∥Pm′
n
vn∥ converges strongly

to some ψ in R(Pm′,j) with ∥ψ∥ = 1. At the limit we find

ωAmϕ− (1− ω)(d+ 1)−1Am′ψ = 0,
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contradicting the assumption (P1) if 0 < ω < 1. If ω = 0 or ω = 1, this contradicts the
assumption (U2). □

In practice, we would like to state a regularity result based on the first singular vectors of
Am. We now define more precisely what is meant by first singular vectors. Fix a positive
integer N . For m in B, define a subspace Em,N of E, with dimEm,N = N , such that

Em,N ⊂ Ker (A∗
mAm − λ21(m)I),

or for some integer r,
r−1∑
j=1

Ker (A∗
mAm − λ2j(m)I) ⊂ Em,N ⊂

r∑
j=1

Ker (A∗
mAm − λ2j(m)I).

Theorem 3.1. Consider the framework and assumption in Subection 2.1. Fix a positive
integer N . Then there is a positive constant C such that for all m,m′ in B and all u ∈ Em,N

and v ∈ Em′,N ,

∥Amu− Am′v∥ ≥ C(|m−m′|∥v∥+ ∥u− v∥). (15)

Proof : Constructing Vmi
, i ∈ I as in the proof of Proposition 3.2, si, which denoted the

dimension of R(Pm,i) satisfies si ≥ N . It follows that Em,N ⊂ R(Pm,i), for all i ∈ I and m
in Vmi

. Since the sets Vmi
cover B, the result is proved. □

Remark: Although the finite-dimensional case was covered by Proposition 3.1, the state-
ment from Theorem 3.1 may be more useful in practice. Indeed, if E is finite-dimensional,
given that our conditions (U1)-(U2) imply that A∗

mAm is injective, it is also bijective. How-
ever, the norm of (A∗

mAm)
−1 may be very large making this operator impractical to use on

E. Using the spaces Em,N amounts to reducing A∗
mAm to a subspace where this operator

is well-conditioned. In the application showed in this paper, we actually obtain satisfactory
results with N = 5.

3.3 Application to neural network approximations

Suppose that the conditions for Proposition 3.1 to hold are met. Then A defined by (1) has
an inverse on A(B × Ec) which is Lipschitz continuous where,

Ec = {u ∈ E : ∥u∥ ≥ c},

and c is a positive constant.
Thus it can be approximated by an NN. Since A−1 is Lipschitz regular, the growth of the
depth of this NN and of the number nodes can be estimated given accuracy requirements.
There are by now many papers in the NN literature that provide upper bounds for the size
of neural networks approximating Lipschitz functions. For example, we refer to [25, 15] for
estimates valid if the ReLU function is used for activation and [5] if the hyperbolic tangent
function (tanh) is used instead.
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Now suppose that the conditions for Theorem 3.1 to hold are met. ConsiderA : B×Em,N,1 →
F where

Em,N,1 = {u ∈ Em,N , ∥Amu∥ = 1}.

The condition ∥Amu∥ = 1 guarantees that u is bounded away from zero, uniformly in m
according to the proof of Proposition 3.2. This condition is convenient to impose in practice
in an inverse problem by normalizing the measurement ∥Amu∥. Here too, A defined by (1)
has a inverse on A(Em,N,1) which is Lipschitz continuous. Consequently, in this case too,
we can approximate A−1 by a neural network with a control on the upper bounds for the size.

4 Discussion and application to an inverse scattering

problem

Wave phenomena are ubiquitous. Waves carry information about the environment in which
they propagate. This information can be analyzed with forward and inverse modeling. For-
ward modeling predicts wave behavior, while inverse modeling identifies underlying parame-
ters of interest describing the environment. Recently, NNs leveraging machine learning (ML)
techniques have played a pivotal role in improving physics-constrained parameter identifica-
tion. Ideally, one would want to prove and test the accuracy and robustness of such NNs.
Understandably, they depend on the regularity (in this paper, Lipschitz regularity) of the
underlying inverse function.
The application to inverse scattering covered in this section is defined on an unbounded
domain. This requires the wave function to satisfy a radiation condition (RC) at infin-
ity. The RC is crucial for modeling wave propagation in unbounded domains. Measurable
quantities of interest (QOIs), such as scattered fields and far fields, constitute data for the
inverse scattering problem. Without an RC, bounded domain PDEs and associated inverse
problems have lately been investigated using NN-based solutions. Many references can be
found in the survey article [4]. Simply put, the availability of automatic differentiation in
open-source NN-optimized frameworks like PyTorch and TensorFlow has facilitated these
recent studies. These frameworks symbolically incorporate the underlying PDE in NN loss
functions by sampling the PDE in the bounded domain. The survey article [4] highlights
the widespread adoption of Physics-Informed Neural Networks (PINNs) for such forward
and inverse bounded domain PDEs. Notably, the survey emphasizes (see the last line of
its abstract) that fundamental theoretical challenges remain unresolved for PINN-based ap-
proaches to both forward and inverse problems, even within the context of bounded-domain
PDEs.
Computational methods that preserve the RC without truncating the unbounded region
of the PDE often rely on boundary integral representations [3, 14]. In this approach, an
equivalent boundary integral equation (BIE) is formed [3]. Integral formulations present the
advantage of seamlessly incorporating the RC [3, 14]. These BIEs were mainly developed
for wave propagation problems with a constant refractive index [3]. However, by employing
domain decompositions as in [7, 8], heterogeneous media can be handled by astute combi-
nations of finite element methods and BIEs.
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It is important to point out that NN based solutions to inverse scattering problems differ
drastically from non-ML approaches. For instance, we refer to [3] for the classical determin-
istic Tikhonov regularization approach to inverse scattering problem. This approach requires
multiple solves of the forward model to set up the Fréchet derivative for Newton iterations.
In contrast, stochastic approximations for constructing posterior distribution of the vector
parameter m can be performed using a Bayesian framework. This framework is robust but
also necessitates solving forward models multiple times to establish the likelihood function:
see [10] which introduces an online/offline Bayesian method for inverting electromagnetic
parameters from noisy far-field data and [10, 23, 19, 18] about the half-space elasticity case.
Note that for fast forward model evaluations within a Bayesian framework, an NN surrogate
for an exterior Helmholtz model was developed in [9].

We now examine a specific forward model governed by the Helmholtz equation in unbounded
regions of Rd, where d = 2, 3. We establish the well-posedness of these models. Next, we
focus on the two-dimensional case and describe the parameter m used to represent crack
geometries. We prove that this parameterized model satisfies the two conditions (U1)-(U2),
ensuring Lipschitz regularity of the inverse function Amu 7→ m.

4.1 Helmholtz forward models in unbounded regions

Let Γ be a Lipschitz open curve/surface in Rd, Let D be a domain in Rd with boundary
∂D is such that Γ ⊂ ∂D. The trace theorem (which is also valid in Lispchitz domains [6]),

allows us to define an inner and outer trace in H
1
2 (∂D) of functions defined in Rd \ ∂D with

local H1 regularity. Let k be in L∞(Rd) such that

(H1) k is real-valued;

(H2) there is a positive constant kmin such that k ≥ kmin almost everywhere in Rd;

(H3) there exists positive constants R0, k0 such that if |x| ≥ R0, and x ∈ Rd \ Γ, k(x) = k0.

We impose on Γ a Dirichlet condition. Physically, this data could be derived from an
incoming incident wave while the problem is solved for a scattered wave. For that kind of
problem, Γ is often called a screen. One can find excellent references in the literature for
the case where k2 is constant in space [11, 16, 24]. In particular, these references include an
analysis of singularities of the solution at the tip of the crack and the analysis of numerical
methods for solving these problems using integral equations on Γ.

In this work, we consider the Dirichlet crack forward scattering problem to be the unbounded-
region boundary value problem (BVP) with Sommerfeld RC: Find u ∈ V such that

(∆ + k2)u = 0 in Rd \ Γ, (16)

u = g on Γ, (17)

∂u

∂r
− ik0u = O

(
|x|−(d+1)/2

)
, as r → ∞, (18)

where g is the restriction to Γ of a function in H
1
2 (∂D), and V is a function space on which

the BVP with the RC in (18) is well posed and that the solution u depends continuously on
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g. Following [14, Section 2.6] we define V defined, first for d = 2, as

V =

{
v ∈ H1

loc(R3 \ Γ) : v√
1 + |x| ln(2 + |x|)

,
∇v√

1 + |x| ln(2 + |x|)
,
∂v

∂r
− ik0v ∈ L2(R2 \ Γ)

}
,

and then for d = 3 as

V =

{
v ∈ H1

loc(R3 \ Γ) : v√
1 + |x|2

,
∇v√
1 + |x|2

,
∂v

∂r
− ik0v ∈ L2(R3 \ Γ)

}
.

In applications, g is commonly set equal to minus the value of an incoming incident field
and u represents the scattered field for a problem while the total field is zero on Γ.

Proposition 4.1. The BVP (16-18) is uniquely solvable. The solution u in V depends

continuously on the forcing term g in H
1
2 (Γ).

Proof: We first show uniqueness. Assume that g = 0. Let SR be the sphere centered at the
origin with radius R. Applying Green’s theorem we find that Im

∫
SR
u∂u

∂r
= 0. Next, since

u ∈ V , there is a sequence Rn → ∞ such that,

lim
n→∞

∫
SRn

∣∣∣∣∂u∂r − ik0u

∣∣∣∣2 = 0,

so altogether we have that,

lim
n→∞

∫
SRn

∣∣∣∣∂u∂r
∣∣∣∣2 + |u|2 = 0.

Due to Rellich’s lemma for far field patterns, it follows that u(x) = 0, if |x| > R0. Since
the only regularity assumption on k is that it is in L∞ there is no elementary argument
for showing that u(x) is zero if |x| ≤ R0. However, we can use results from the unique
continuation literature, in particular, the corollary of Theorem 1 in [1] to claim that u is
zero throughout Rd \ Γ.
Next, we show existence. Fix R′ > R0. Let BR′ the open ball centered at the origin of Rd

with radius R′. We can extend g to a function ψ in H1(Rd) supported strictly inside BR′ .
Using a continuous extension operator, ψ depends continuously on g. We now seek to solve
an equivalent problem for ũ = u− ψ. Define the closed subspace H1

Γ,0(BR′) of H1(BR′),

H1
Γ,0(BR′) = {w ∈ H1(BR′) : v = 0 on Γ}.

Note that this definition requires the trace of v on Γ to be zero on each side. Define the
bilinear functional,

b(v, w) =

∫
BR′

∇v · ∇w − k2vw −
∫
SR′

TR′,k0vw, (19)

for v, w ∈ H1(BR′) and where TR′,k0 is the Dirichlet to Neumann map for radiating solutions
to the Helmholtz equation in the exterior of BR′ with wavenumber k0. TR′,k0 is known to
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be a continuous mapping from H
1
2 (SR′) to H− 1

2 (SR′), while −TR′,0 is strictly coercive, and

TR′,k0 − TR′,0 is compact from H
1
2 (SR′) to H− 1

2 (SR′), see [3, Section 5.2] or [14, Section
2.6.5]. According to the uniqueness property covered above, we have that if v ∈ H1(BR′)
and B(v, w) = 0 for all w ∈ H1(BR′), then v = 0.
Now, consider the variational problem:

find ũ ∈ H1
Γ,0(BR′) such that ∀w ∈ H1

Γ,0(BR′),

b(ũ, w) = −b(ψ,w). (20)

This problem has at most one solution since b is non-degenerate. Existence follows by
arguing that this problem is in the form strictly coercive plus compact, which is the case
thanks to the properties of the operator TR′,k0 recalled above. Finally, u = ũ + ψ can be
extended to Rd \ Γ as a function satisfying (16-18). □

If k2 is constant in Rd the solution u to the BVP (16-18) can be written in integral form.

u(x) =

∫
Γ

Φ(x, y)

[
∂u

∂n
(y)

]
dσ(y), (21)

with Φ the free space Green function for the Helmholtz equation and
[
∂u
∂n

]
, the jump of ∂u

∂n

across Γ, is in H− 1
2 (Γ), see [17]. Referring to the BVP (16-18), suppose that

[
∂u
∂n

]
is zero on

Γ ∩ B, where B is an open ball with center on Γ. Then u is locally H1 in B and satisfies
(∆ + k2)u = 0 in B. Then B can be taken out from Γ without changing the solution u. We
thus make the following minimal assumption on Γ:

(J1)

[
∂u

∂n

]
has full support in Γ,

or equivalently,

(J2) for any open ball B centered on Γ, u cannot be extended to a function satisfying
(∆ + k2)u = 0 in B.

Theorem 4.1. For i = 1, 2, let Γi be a Lipschitz open surface, let ui be the unique solution
to the BVP (16-18) with Γi in place of Γ and the Dirichlet condition gi in H1/2(Γi) in place
of g. Let R be greater or equal than R0. Let SR be a sphere. Assume that Rd \ Γ1 ∪ Γ2 is
connected and that gi has full support in Γi, i = 1, 2. If u1 = u2 on SR, then Γ1 = Γ2 and
g1 = g2 almost everywhere.

Proof : Set U = Rd \ Γ1 ∪ Γ2, u = u1 − u2 in U . We can then argue as in the proof of
Proposition 4.1 that u is zero in U . Next, we argue by contradiction: suppose that there is
an x in Γ1 such that x /∈ Γ2. Then there is an open ball B(x, r) centered at x with radius
r > 0 such that B(x, r) ∩ Γ2 = ∅. Now

[
∂u
∂n

]
= 0 on B(x, r) ∩ Γ1, and as (∆ + k2)u2 = 0 in

B(x, r),
[
∂u2

∂n

]
= 0 on B(x, r) ∩ Γ1. It follows that

[
∂u1

∂n

]
= 0 on B(x, r) ∩ Γ1, contradicting

(J1). We conclude that Γ1 ⊂ Γ2. Reversing the roles of Γ1 and Γ2 we then find that Γ1 = Γ2.
Using one more time that u is zero in U , since u = 0 on each side of Γ1 = Γ2, it follows that
g1 − g2 = 0 almost everywhere in Γ1. □
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4.2 Crack inverse problem: verifying conditions (U1)-(U2)

We start from the solution u to the BVP (16-18) written in integral form (21) for the case
d = 2 with a concrete parametric description of a linear crack Γ. For this case, the kernel
in (21) is given by

Φ(x, y) =
i

4
H1

0(k|x− y|). (22)

The line supporting the linear crack Γ can be parametrized by choosing a unit vector direction
τ and an offset scalar parameter a such that this line goes through the point an ∈ R2, with
n an outward unit vector normal to Γ at the point. The solution u to problem (16-18) can
then be written in integral form as

u(x) =

∫ M

−M

Φ(x, y(t))

[
∂u

∂n

]
(y(t))dt, (23)

y(t) = τt+ an, (24)

τ = (cos θ, sin θ), n = (− sin θ, cos θ), (25)

where M is such that the support of
[
∂u
∂n

]
(y) is in [−M,M ] with y = τt+ an.

Accordingly, with vector parameter m = (θ, a), we define a concrete application based form
of the parameterized forward model operator Am discussed in the first three section of this
article, using the framework in section 2.1 with K = C, E = H− 1

2 ((−M,M)), F = L2(SR),
and

B = {(θ, a) : θ ∈ [−π/2, π/2),−amax ≤ a ≤ amax} ⊂ R2, (26)

where

(B1) the constants R,M, amax are such that the distance from the line segment tτ + an,
−M ≤ t ≤M , to the circle SR is bounded by a positive constant.

The interval [−π/2, π/2) is compact for the circular metric

δ(θ, θ′) =
√

(cos 2θ − cos 2θ′)2 + (sin 2θ − sin 2θ′)2.

In (26), θ is restricted to [−π/2, π/2) because the associated parametrized compact operator
Am, defined below, is invariant as (θ, a, t) is changed to (θ + π,−a,−t). In particular, we

are interested in the inversion of the operator Am : H− 1
2 ((−M,M)) → L2(SR), induced by

the solution in (23):

Amψ = u|SR
, where u(x) =

∫ M

−M

Φ(x, y(t))ψ(t)dt. (27)

It is clear due to formulation (23) that Am is C1 in m = (θ, a).
Thus if we prove that conditions (U1)-(U2) are satisfied by the concrete operator (27), we
can claim the Lipschitz regularity of the inverse of the operator. The rest of this section is
on proving these two assumptions to facilitate solving the inverse parameter model for the
crack using NN approximations in the next section.
First we prove the injective of the operator in Am in (27).
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Lemma 4.1. [Condition (U1) holds] For all ψ, ϕ in H− 1
2 ((−M,M)), for all m,m′ in B,

if ψ ̸= 0, Amψ = Am′ϕ implies m = m′ and ψ = ϕ.

Proof: We set u1(x) =
∫M

−M
Φ(x, y)ψ(t)dt, u2(x) =

∫M

−M
Φ(x, y)ϕ(t)dt, with y as in (24).

Then by Theorem 4.1, m = m′ and u1 = u2 outside the line defined by (24). It follows
that the jump of the normal derivative of u1 across that line equals the jump of the normal
derivative of u1 so ψ = ϕ. □

As previously, ∂qAm denotes a partial derivative of Am with respect to the parameter m in
the direction of q.

Proposition 4.2. ∂qAm is injective on H− 1
2 ((−M,M)) , for all q in R2 with |q| = 1, and

m in B, defined (26).

Proof: Assume that ∂qAmψ = 0 for some ψ in H− 1
2 ((−M,M)), and q = (q1, q2), |q| = 1.

Since m = (θ, a), using (24), ∂y
∂θ

= nt− aτ , and ∂y
∂a

= n. According to the chain rule, for all
x in SR,

∂qAmψ = q1
∂

∂θ
Amψ + q2

∂

∂a
Amψ

= q1

∫ M

−M

∇yΦ(x, y) · (nt− aτ)ψ(t)dt+ q2

∫ M

−M

∇yΦ(x, y) · nψ(t)dt.

Define w(x) by the formula in the previous line for all x in R2 \Γ. By construction, w(x) = 0
for all x on SR, and (∆ + k2)w = 0 in R2 \ Γ. Since w√

1+r2 ln(2+r)
, ∇w√

1+r2 ln(2+r)
, ∂w
∂r

− ikw ∈
L2(R2 \ Γ), it follows that w is zero in R2 \ Γ. The jump of w across Γ can be determined
according to the rules shown in [22, Lemma 1] or [22, Appendix C]. According to these jump
formulas we find that (q1t + q2)ψ(t) = 0 inside the support of ψ. As |q| = 1, it follows that
g = 0. □

Proposition 4.3. [Condition (U2) holds] Let ψ, ϕ be in H− 1
2 ((−M,M)), and q ∈ R2 be

a unit vector. If ∂qAmψ = Amϕ then ψ = ϕ = 0.

Proof: Assume that ∂qAmψ − Amϕ = 0 for some ψ, ϕ in H− 1
2 ((−M,M)), and q = (q1, q2),

|q| = 1. According to the chain rule, for all x in SR,

∂qAmψ − Amϕ

= q1
∂

∂θ
Amψ + q2

∂

∂a
Amψ − Amϕ

= q1

∫ M

−M

∇yΦ(x, y) · (nt− aτ)ψ(t)dt+ q2

∫ M

−M

∇yΦ(x, y) · nψ(t)dt−
∫ M

−M

Φ(x, y)ϕ(t)dt.

Define w(x) by the formula in the previous line for all x in R2 \ Γ. Just as in the proof of

Proposition 4.2 we can argue that w is zero in R2 \ Γ. Now, the term
∫M

−M
Φ(x, y)ϕ(t)dt is

known to be continuous across Γ. Thus, just as in the proof of Proposition 4.2 we find that
(q1t + q2)ψ(t) = 0 inside the support of ψ, so ψ = 0. At this stage, we just need to notice
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that since ψ = 0, the jump of the normal derivative of w across Γ is ϕ, so ϕ = 0. □

In summary, we have shown that in the case of a two-dimensional homogeneous scatter-
ing medium with a linear crack and Dirichlet conditions on that crack, all requirements
for applying Proposition 3.2 are satisfied with E = H− 1

2 ((−M,M)), F = L2(SR), and Am

defined by (27) if the crack is strictly included in the ball with radius R as expressed by
condition (B1).

Next, as we seek to apply Theorem 3.1, the finite number N of distinct singular values to
be used to construct the projectors Pm can be arbitrary, but as N grows large the constant
C in (15) tends to zero. In fact, C = O(τ−N) for some τ in (0, 1). This is due to the fact
that Φ(x, y) is analytic in y if y is in some open neighborhood of all possible line segments
tτ + an such that condition (B1) holds. The exponential decay C = O(τ−N) was proved in
[2, 20].

5 Numerical simulations

In this section, we conduct simulations in relation to the inverse problem studied in sec-
tion 4.2. The goal is to recover the parameter m in B from the data Amψ defined in (27)
using an NN. The simulations comprise three stages. First, data for training the NN is
built up and stored. Second, the NN is trained on that data. Third, the accuracy and the
computational speed of the NN is tested on entirely new data produced by incoming waves,
point sources, or arbitrary forcing terms altogether.

5.1 Specific values of parameters and bounds

For the the range in the parameter set B defined in, (26) we fix amax = 1. In our simulations,
the constant wavenumber k is 1.5 and R, the radius of SR, is 4. Next we set bounds for the
support of ψ for condition (B1) to hold. Recalling the y dependency on t (24), we require
the support of ψ with regard to t in (27) to be such that t is in the interval with center o in
[-1,1] and length l in [1, 3]. With these numbers the distance from the support of ψ to SR is
bounded below by ∼ 1.3.

5.2 Discrete approximation of Am and learning data setup

Recall that Amψ =
∫M

−M
Φ(x, y)ψ(t)dt where x is in SR and t is such that y is in the support

of ψ. As x remains bounded from y, Φ(x, y) is smooth. We then approximate the smooth

function Amψ on SR, by the vector in CNS Amψ(xi), with xi =
(
R cos(j 2π

NS
), R sin(i 2π

NS
)
)
,

i = 1, ..., NS. There are the scattered field observation points. In our numerical solutions,
we used the value NS = 40.

The integral
∫M

−M
Φ(x, y)ψ(t)dt equals

∫M2

M1
Φ(x, y)ψ(t)dt where M1 = o− l/2, M2 = o+ l/2

given the support of ψ. We then set t = M2−M1

2
s + M2+M1

2
, −1 ≤ s ≤ 1 to obtain the

integral
∫ 1

−1
Φ(x, y)ψ(t)M2−M1

2
ds. The well-known singularity of ψ at each endpoint of its
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support [17] allows us to write ψ(t) = ψ̃(s)/
√
1− s2, where ψ̃ is smooth. This motivates

the change of variables s = sin v. The integral is then approximated by a finite sum using
NΓ = 10 quadrature points for v forming a uniform grid of [−π/2, π/2]. We denote the
associated values for y, y(vj), vj = −π

2
+ (j − 1) π

NΓ−1
j = 1, ..., NΓ. Note that y(vj) depends

on o, l, and m. Altogether, Am is approximated by a NS ×NΓ complex matrix Am,app with

entries

τjΦ(xi, y(vj)))
M2 −M1

2

π

NΓ − 1
, i = 1, ..., NS, j = 1, ..., NΓ.

Here the weights τ1 = τNΓ
= 1

2
and τj = 1, for 1 < j < NΓ, come from the trapezoidal rule,

and the constant term M2−M1

2
π

NΓ−1
has been omitted since we are only interested in computing

singular vectors. The bridge between application of Theorem 3.1 to Am,app instead of Am is
covered in [21, Theorem 4.2], which asserts that estimate (15) applies to Am,app as well with
C/2 in place of C, as long as the dimension NS is sufficiently large enough. In fact, this
theorem implies that any numerical method based on convergent quadratures could be used
for approximating Am,app from Am.

The steps to produce learning data are then:

1. A random geometry is picked for Γ. This is done by picking random values for a, θ
using uniform probability distributions within their range.

2. A random support is chosen for ψ. This is done by picking random values for o, l using
uniform probability distributions within their range.

3. For these choices, the matrix Am,app is set up as described above using (22), the fun-
damental solution of the Helmholtz equation.

4. The first N = 5 singular values of Am,app are computed together with corresponding
singular vectors v1, ..., v5. in CNS .

5. A random vector r1, ..., r5 is picked in the ball of C5 centered at the origin and with
radius 1.

6. Let w = r1v1 + ... + r5v5. The input for learning is the normalized vector w/∥w∥ and
the target is (a, θ).

The set of learning data in our NN simulations comprised 106 input-target pairs.

5.3 Neural network training step

We trained a neural network N on this data set. N was composed of an entry layer with
width 80, three hidden layers with width 80, and one exit layer with width 2. The activation
function connecting these layers was chosen to be the hyperbolic tangent function. This
architecture, albeit heavy, proved to be adequate for the size of our problem: the inputs are
in R80, the targets in R2. The inputs actually depend on w in C5 ∼ R10, (a, θ) in R2, and
(o, l) in R2.
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The training was performed using the ADAM algorithm [13]. We found that this stochastic
minimization algorithm is particularly efficient given the size of our problem: this algorithm
made it possible to compute gradients of the penalty function on randomized mini-batches.
Recall that the equation (27) is invariant as (θ, a, t) is changed to (θ+ π,−a,−t). To ensure
uniqueness, θ was restricted to [−π/2, π/2) in (26). However, numerically, there is little
difference between the data for θ = −π/2, a, ψ(t) and θ = π/2 − ϵ,−a, ψ(−t) if ϵ > 0 is
small. In practice, we circumvented this difficulty, by computing three neural networks: N1

for which −π/2 ≤ θ < π/2, N2 for which −π/2 ≤ θ < 0, and N3 for which 0 ≤ θ < π/2. N1

only learns θ. If θ is determined to be negative by applying N1, then N2 is used, otherwise
N3 is used. This quasi-periodicity issue could instead be resolved by altering the penalty
function, at the cost of slowing down the learning process.

5.4 Testing the learned neural network

We considered four cases:

Case 1 The Dirichlet data g in (17) is the incoming plane wave eikx·η, where η is a unit vector
in R2.

Case 2 The Dirichlet data g in (17) is source point wave i
4
H1

0(k|x− s|) where s in R2 is such
that 3 ≤ |s| ≤ 3.5. Accordingly the source is between the screen and SR.

Case 3 The Dirichlet data g in (17) is source point wave i
4
H1

0(k|x− s|) where s in R2 is such
that 5 ≤ |s| ≤ 7. Accordingly the source is outside SR.

Case 4 This last case does not use Dirichlet problem (16-18). Instead, the data Amψ = u|SR

is directly formed from a given forcing term.

Two examples of configurations for the fault Γ relative to the circle SR are plotted in Figure
1. The left plot corresponds to case 1. This is not a plot of the scattered field u solution
to (16-18). Instead, we plotted the real part of the total field u + eikx·η which is more
easily physically interpreted. The right plot corresponds to case 3. The scale is different for
visualization purposes as the total field quickly decays from the source in case 3.
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Figure 1: Examples of configurations for the fault Γ relative to the circle SR in Figure 1. The
real part of the total field is sketched. In each case, the crack Γ is the black line segment.
The circle SR is the dotted circle. The left plot corresponds to case 1 with incidence angle
η = (1, 0). The right plot corresponds to case 3 with source s = (6, 0). The scale is different
in order to facilitate visualization as the total field quickly decays from the source.

In Figure 2 we plot absolute errors for computing sin θ and a using networks N1,N2,N3.
The errors are shown for 1000 randomly generated examples. In each example, a random
geometry is picked for Γ by sampling random values for a, θ and a random support is chosen
for ψ by sampling random values for o, ℓ (with uniform distributions for a, θ, o, ℓ within their
range). We then randomly switch to case 1, 2, 3, or 4 (with probability 0.25 for each case). In
case 1, the incidence angle for η is randomly chosen (with a uniform distribution in [0, 2π]).
In case 2 or 3, the source is randomly chosen, with uniform distribution within its range. In
case 4, we pick ψ(t) = y1(t)− i cos y2(t) where again y depends on t through equation (24).
We then apply the neural networks N1, then N2 or N3 to these 1000 cases. Collective run
time for these 1000 cases is 0.06 seconds. Absolute errors for sin θ and a are shown in Figure
2 in blue. The average error for these 1000 cases is about 0.02 for sin θ and 0.03 for a.

5.5 Numerical stability to noise

To simulate the effect of noise, a random perturbation was added to the data for these 1000
trials. For each trial and each coordinate of the data vector in R2NS , we drew a random num-
ber in [−0.2, 0.2] which we then multiplied by the overall sup norm of the data and used the re-
sult as additive noise. We show in Figure 3 an example of data Amψ(R cos(j 2π

NS
), R sin(j 2π

NS
)),

j = 1, ..., NS, for a particular trial. We plotted the real part and the imaginary part of the
noise-free data. Noisy data is superimposed. In Figure 2, in red, we show absolute errors
on sin θ and a evaluated applying N1,N2,N3 to the noisy data. The average error for these
1000 trials is about 0.08 for sin θ and 0.09 for a.
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Figure 2: Sorted absolute value errors in evaluating sin θ (left) and a (right) for 1000 random
trials of θ, a support of the forcing term g and random choice of case 1, 2, 3, or 4. The
horizontal solid lines indicate average error for the 1000 trials. Blue: noise-free data. Red:
noisy data.
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Figure 3: Example of data in CNS . Real and imaginary parts of Amψ at
(R cos(j 2π

NS
), R sin(j 2π

NS
)), j = 1, ..., NS are plotted with j 2π

NS
on the horizontal axis. The

smooth curves correspond to noise-free data. The jagged curves correspond to noisy data.
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