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Abstract—We report on a novel methodology for extracting
material parameters from spectroscopic optical data using a
physics-based neural network. The proposed model integrates
classical optimization frameworks with a multi-scale object detec-
tion framework, specifically exploring the effect of incorporating
physics into the neural network. We validate and analyze its
performance on simulated transmission spectra at terahertz
and infrared frequencies. Compared to traditional model-based
approaches, our method is designed to be autonomous, robust,
and time-efficient, making it particularly relevant for industrial
and societal applications.

I. INTRODUCTION

State-of-the-art signal processing related to material pa-
rameter extraction primarily relies on model-based and data-
driven approaches. In model-based methods, the inverse prob-
lem of determining material properties from an observable,
such as a transmission spectrum, is addressed through least-
squares optimization of a descriptive model [1]. Typically,
this model is based on the Fresnel equations implemented
through the transfer matrix method, having a predefined set of
fitting parameters. In contrast, data-driven approaches lever-
age conventional machine learning techniques to optimize a
self-selected model to best describe the given dataset. The
underlying principles of these data-driven methods range from
identifying statistical correlations related to the output to
detecting patterns—and thereby extracting material properties.

The model-based approach has proven effective in well-
controlled environments for planar layered systems with min-
imal variability [2]. However, as variability increases, the
number of fitting parameters becomes a fundamental chal-
lenge. For instance, in industrial applications such as paint
layer inspection, more than four layers each have at least five
fitting parameters. Allowing all parameters to vary without
human intervention makes the problem underdetermined and
prone to erroneous outputs. Additionally, real-world objects
often have complex, non-planar shapes and exist in variable
environments, further complicating the modelling process.
Rather than addressing these challenges, advancements in
model-driven methods aim at refining existing convergence
optimisation algorithms [3].

Data-driven approaches, on the other hand, are inherently
flexible but require extensive training. As a result, they are
considered a promising solution for extracting material param-
eters from real-world samples and for applications with high
material variability. However, these methodologies are mostly
applied as black boxes and are susceptible to overfitting. To
gain deeper insight, we recently attempted to validate the

Fig. 1. Ground truth signal ysim and fitted signal f(ω, p[ℓ]) using our physics-
based AI approach, for p containing (a) the initial values, and the updated
values after (b) one unfold, (c) two unfolds, and (d) three unfolds.

activation functions of a convolutional neural network, applied
to a time-domain signal, by comparing them to the Fresnel
equations. Despite the apparent correspondence, even a slight
modification of the dataset beyond the training set led to poor
performance [4].

Recently, hybrid approaches, where prior knowledge is
incorporated into data-driven signal processing, have gained
traction, improving effectiveness by mitigating model overfit-
ting and enhancing predictive capabilities [5], [6]. Given the
well-established equations governing light-matter interactions
in multilayer systems, we propose a hybrid approach that
embeds this physics within a data-driven framework.

II. RESULTS

We propose a physics-based deep learning model that au-
tonomously extracts optical material properties from an optical
spectrum. The model fuses classical optimization with a multi-
scale object detection framework. The traditional iterative
optimization scheme used in nonlinear fitting is unfolded as
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a fixed-sized forward model, where each update step corre-
sponds to an unfold layer ℓ of the network. At each unfold ℓ,
the intermediate fitted signal f(ω, p[ℓ]) is determined by the
system parameters p[ℓ] through the system model Fsystem(·),
expressed as a transfer matrix method with a Drude-Lorentz
parameterization of the dielectric function ϵ(ω). The ground
truth input spectrum ysim, together with f(ω, p[ℓ]), is processed
based on the principles of single-shot detectors. The single-
shot detector outputs candidate oscillator parameters, which
are filtered based on their objectness score. If the score meets
a predefined threshold, the parameters are added to p[ℓ]. As a
result, output p̂ consists of predefined system parameters: ϵ∞,
the Drude components Ωp and Γ, along with a variable number
of parameters ω0,i, ωp,i, and γi for each Lorentz oscillator i.

We apply our hybrid model to a simulated transmission
spectrum ysim at THz and infrared frequencies ω, ranging from
0 to 1000 cm−1 (Fig. 1a). ysim contains a Drude component,
four absorptions with Lorentzian dispersion, and Fabry-Pérot
oscillations due the condition ω ≲

√
ϵ(ω)d, where d is the

sample thickness. Each spectrum is modeled as a three-layer
system, where both the substrate and superstrate are air with
ϵair(ω) = 1 + 0j, and the sample layer is characterized by
ϵ(ω) and d. The hybrid model has a total number of 30,000
trainable parameters and consists of three unfolds, each using
the same feature detection block (backbone). Figure 1 shows
the model’s output at each unfold. Given the starting values
of p[ℓ], initially f(ω, p[ℓ]) = 1 for all ω. The model param-
eters are updated through ∆p[ℓ] at each step, based on the
learned relation between ysim and f(ω, p[ℓ]). In the first unfold,
f(ω, p[1]) is primarily sensitive to the Drude contribution and,
to a lesser extent, the Fabry-Pérot oscillations. In the second
unfold, f(ω, p[2]) refines both aspects while also adapting to
the strongest Lorentz oscillator. In the final unfold, f(ω, p[3])
fits to the weaker Lorentz oscillators and is fine-tuned to the
Fabry-Pérot oscillations. Notably, this update procedure differs
from a manual model-based approach, where all oscillators are
first positioned and tuned before addressing the Fabry-Pérot
oscillations.

We validate and analyze the performance of the proposed
model using a large set of simulated transmission spectra. In
addition, we also train a purely data-driven approach, unlinked
to the transfer matrix method. Both models are trained for 100
epochs across 10 independent runs. In each run, we generate
8192 spectra for training and 1024 spectra each for validation
and testing. The trainable parameters are randomly initialized
according to a uniform distribution. By training over multiple
runs, we assess the stability of the training process. The models
are optimized using a custom loss function that accounts for
optical parameter values, system parameters, and objectness
scores. The training loss Ltrain shows that the purely data-
driven approach exhibits slightly faster and better convergence
on the training set compared to the hybrid model (Fig. 2a).
However, its convergence stability is significantly lower. In
contrast, the validation loss Lval fluctuates considerably for
the unconstrained data-driven model, while the hybrid model
exhibits more consistent behaviour (Fig. 2b). The generaliza-

Fig. 2. Loss related to (a) training and (b) validation of a hybrid approach
(orange) and purely data-driven approach (blue). (c) Performance variability
evaluated by |Lval − Ltrain| for each epoch.

tion gap at each epoch, defined as ∆gen = |Lval −Ltrain| serves
as a quantitative measure of model overfitting. ∆gen exhibits a
characteristic bell shape in the initial phase for both method-
ologies (Fig. 2c). However, the uninformed model shows a
larger and less stable ∆gen, indicating greater susceptibility to
overfitting. This suggests that the inductive bias introduced
in the hybrid model constrains its convergence, leading to
improved generalization.

III. CONCLUSION

We have proposed a hybrid physics-based AI approach for
extracting material parameters from optical data. The model
enables autonomous parameter retrieval from transmission
spectra within the trained parameter domain. Furthermore, our
results demonstrate that incorporating physics directly into
our deep learning framework leads to a more challenging
training process but results in a more generalizable model.
Notably, the proposed model is flexible with respect to the
selected spectral range, the number of oscillators, and the
parameterization of the dispersion. These findings pave the
way for a new paradigm in autonomous signal processing for
optical spectroscopic data.
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