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Abstract

This paper presents an improved physics-driven neural network (IPDNN) framework for solving elec-
tromagnetic inverse scattering problems (ISPs). A new Gaussian-localized oscillation-suppressing window
(GLOW) activation function is introduced to stabilize convergence and enable a lightweight yet accu-
rate network architecture. A dynamic scatter subregion identification strategy is further developed to
adaptively refine the computational domain, preventing missed detections and reducing computational
cost. Moreover, transfer learning is incorporated to extend the solver’s applicability to practical scenarios,
integrating the physical interpretability of iterative algorithms with the real-time inference capability of
neural networks. Numerical simulations and experimental results demonstrate that the proposed solver
achieves superior reconstruction accuracy, robustness, and efficiency compared with existing state-of-the-

art methods.

1 Introduction

Electromagnetic inverse scattering problems (ISPs) [I] aim to reconstruct the shape, size, and electro-
magnetic properties of unknown objects. They play a crucial role in applications such as nondestructive
testing of composite materials [2; [3], ground-penetrating radar [4; 5], and security screening [6; [7]. Due to
their inherent ill-posedness, ISPs are highly sensitive to measurement noise, which can lead to unstable
imaging results. The nonlinear mapping between the scattered field and the scatterers often causes so-

lutions to fall into local optima. Moreover, ISPs are typically underdetermined, as the limited measured
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data are insufficient to uniquely determine the spatial distribution of targets. To address these challenges,
numerous computational strategies have been developed.

Classical solvers can be broadly categorized into non-iterative and iterative methods. Non-iterative
methods, including Born approximation (BA) [8; @], backpropagation (BP) [I0 1], Rytov approximation
(RA) [12; 13; 14]. With linearization assumptions, these methods can achieve fast reconstruction but
fail to account for multiple-scattering effects, making them unsuitable for reconstructing high-contrast
scatterers. Iterative methods, including Born iterative method (BIM) [15} [16], distorted Born iterative
method (DBIM) [I7} [18], contrast source inversion (CSI) [19; 20] and subspace optimization (SOM) [21}
22 [23]. Considering multiple-scattering behaviors, these methods can handle a wider range of scatterers.
However, they suffer from high computational cost and limited reconstruction efficiency, which hinder the
real-time applications.

Recent advances in deep learning have led to significant progress in solving ISPs. Existing deep-
learning-based solvers can be divided into data-driven [24 25] and physics-constrained [26} 277 28} 29 30
31] models. Data-driven approaches act as “black box”, learning only an input—output mapping without
enforcing physical constraints, which limits their generalization ability. Physics-constrained models, in
contrast, incorporate physical information into the loss function, improving both accuracy and general-
ization. Nevertheless, their dependence on large training datasets restricts broader applicability.

To overcome these limitations, the physics-driven neural network (PDNN) framework [32] was intro-
duced by the presenting authors. PDNNs optimize the network solely based on measured scattered-field
data and electromagnetic physical laws. This approach avoids the generalization problem while leveraging
the strong fitting capability of neural networks to achieve high-precision reconstructions.

In this paper, we propose an improved physics-driven neural network (IPDNN), which enhances the

original PDNN [32] in three key aspects:

1. GLOW activation function: A Gaussian-localized oscillation suppressing window activation is de-
signed to improve convergence stability and allow a lightweight network while maintaining high

accuracy.

2. Dynamic scatter subregion identification: A dynamic identification strategy is incorporated during
training to rediscover overlooked subregions and improve computational efficiency by focusing only

on relevant regions.

3. Transfer learning: Transfer learning is introduced to extend the applicability of the IPDNN to
practical tasks, combining the interpretability of physics-based iterative methods with the real-time

inference of neural networks.

The remainder of this paper is organized as follows. Section?] illustrates the involved forward and
inverse problems. Sectiond] presents the proposed activation function, dynamic subregion identification
algorithm, and transfer-learning framework. Sectionfd] provides numerical and experimental results to

demonstrate the superiority of the proposed solver. Conclusions are made in Section]
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Figure 1: Sketch of the concerned two-dimensional inverse scattering problems.

2 Formulation of ISPs

The configuration of the considered two-dimensional (2-D) problem is illustrated in Figure |1} The back-
ground medium has relative permittivity ¢y and permeability pg. Non-magnetic scatterers with transla-
tional symmetry along the z-axis are located within the domain of interest (DOI) and illuminated by a
transverse-magnetic (TM) z-polarized wave [33]. The scattered field is collected by receivers distributed
along the observation surface S.

The problem is governed by the state equation, which describes the coupling between the incident field
and the scatterers, and the data equation, which relates the induced current to the measured scattered
field. The state equation can be written as

E*'(r) = E™(r) 4 k2 /DOI g(r,r")J(r')dr’,r € DOI, (1)

where E*t and E™® denote the total and incident electric fields, respectively. ko is the background
wavenumber. g stand for the 2-D Green’s function [34]. The induced current is given by J(r’) = (e.(r') —
1)E*(r’), where €, is the relative permittivity.

The data equation expresses the measured scattered fields

Efea(r) = k%/ g(r,x)J(r')dr’,r € S. (2)
DOI

Inverse scattering problems aims at retrieving the spatial distribution of €, from the measured scattered
field E5S3, .

Due to the inherent ill-posedness of ISPs, regularization techniques[35}36] can be applied to incorporate
prior knowledge and impose constraints on the solution to improve the reconstruction stability. The

optimization problem for estimating €, is formulated as
L(&) = [|ERe. — ERea(ér)ll2 + g(€r), ®3)

where ES¢2 (&,) is the synthetic field corresponding to the solution & and computed with method of

moments (MoM) [37 [38; B9] in the paper. g(€,) is the regularization term.
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Figure 2: Variation of GLOW function value when (a) fixing ¢ = 1 and changing ¢ and (b) fixing ¢ = 1 and

changing o.

3 Improved Physics-Driven Neural Network

This section presents the proposed improved physics-driven neural network (IPDNN) solver. The IPDNN
employs a fully connected network architecture combined with a newly designed Gaussian-localized
oscillation-suppressing window (GLOW) activation function. The GLOW function enhances convergence
stability and accuracy while reducing network complexity. Furthermore, a dynamic scatter subregion iden-

tification mechanism is incorporated to mitigate missed detections during inversion, and transfer learning

is introduced to extend the method’s applicability to real-world scenarios.
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Figure 3: The schematic diagram of the applied neural network architecture.

3.1 Neural network settings

3.1.1 GLOW activation function

Inverse scattering problems involve complex nonlinear mappings between scattered fields and spatial per-
mittivity distributions. To address this, we propose a Gaussian-localized oscillation-suppressing window

(GLOW) activation function defined as

% lz| < e,
p(x) = sign(x) x ) 2 (4)
TA—e 7)), [|z[>e

where ¢ and o are trainable and their effects can be observed from Figure The proposed GLOW

function possesses the following desirable properties:

Nonlinearity: Enables the network to approximate complex mappings.
— Differentiability: Ensures smooth gradient propagation during training.
— Unsaturation: Prevents gradient vanishing in deep networks.

— Monotonicity: Facilitates convergence to the global optimum.

— Boundedness: Improves stability when processing large inputs.

The derivative of the GLOW function is expressed as

) [z,  fz[<c
¢'(z) = g2 (5)

|zje =2, |z|>c
which reveals that /() increases linearly for small inputs but decays exponentially for large ones.This
characteristic enables the function to preserve subtle features while suppressing the effect of abnormal

samples with large amplitudes, leading to improved reconstruction stability and precision.

3.1.2 Neural network architecture

As sketched in Figure 3] the IPDNN adopts a fully connected network architecture incorporating the
proposed GLOW activation. Considering that scatterers may be lossy, both the input and output con-
tain two channels representing the real and imaginary parts of the relative permittivity. This compact
design leverages the expressive capability of the activation function to reduce network complexity without

sacrificing accuracy.



3.1.3 Loss function

The total loss function used for training is a summation of three terms:

Loss = LData + aLBound + BLTV (6)
where the data consistency term
LP = [[Ege, — B (&) |2, (7)

is to ensures consistency between the measured and predicted scattered fields, the boundary constraint
term

LBowmd — ReLU(1 — Re{&,}), (8)
constrains the reconstructed permittivity to physically meaningful values, and the total variation (TV)

regularization term

L = Z \/(ew’—l —€ij)? + (€ir1) — €ij)* 9)
,J

enforces spatial smoothness [40], where « and § are weighting coefficients balancing the three terms.

k=0,C=[]
Initial solution ¢.

Thresholding

B(())

| Computation of loss function I

| Update network weights |
Jh=ke

‘ Update solution ;f‘m ‘

k<k, ? No Output solution

Yes

% 2100 & k%100 = 07 >0
Yes

Thresholding

BU\’)

No

k 2500& Card(C)=>3? C=Cu ”B(m”()

Yes

No

B ”0 €(Ue — O, e +0)

Yes
Yes B(k) v B(")
No B®

First-time updating?

Figure 4: The flow chart for the dynamic scatter subregion identification method.



3.2 Dynamic scatter subregion identification

When evaluating LP?*2 the scattered fields corresponding to the predicted permittivity &, need to be
computed, and the computational complexity is proportional to the number of discretized grids within the
domain of interest (DOI). In the original PDNN framework [32], the scatter region was determined only
once at initialization, which could lead to overlooked regions. To address this limitation, we introduce a
dynamic scatter subregion identification mechanism that adaptively refines the region of interest during
training.

The process, depicted in Figure [4) begins with an initial estimate éff” obtained using a data-driven
U-Net solver. A binary map B() is generated through thresholding:

1, ife-(4,5) > p+30

B(i,j) = (10)

0, otherwise
where 1 and o are the mean and the standard deviation of the smallest 30% of the relative-permittivity
values of the solution that input to the thresholding operator.

During iterative training, the neural network parameters are updated by minimizing the loss function
while computing E*® only on the active grids (those with B(i,5) = 1). The thresholding operation is
repeated every 100 iterations, and updates to the subregion occur only after iteration k£ > 500 when the
number of nonzero elements Cp becomes statistically stable. Stability is assessed by maintaining a set
C of recent Cp values and verifying whether the current Cp lies within the range (ue — o¢, ue + o¢),
where pc, oc are the mean and the standard deviation of set C. If this condition is met, the subregion
is updated. When fist-time updating, the scatter region is updated using the union B(®) UB®) to ensure
that the region of true scatterers is fully covered; Otherwise, updated as B(¥).

This adaptive mechanism effectively refines the region of interest, preventing missed detections and

improving computational efficiency.

3.3 Transfer learning

In many practical scenarios, such as nondestructive testing, the structural configuration and materials of
an intact object are known. To leverage this prior information, transfer learning is incorporated into the
IPDNN framework. Specifically, the network is first pretrained using data from the sound (defect-free)
object. The learned weights are then transferred as initialization for the downstream defect-detection task.
This initialization accelerates convergence, enhances imaging quality, and enables efficient adaptation to
the new domain.

The performance gain of this transfer learning strategy is demonstrated in Sectiond.4] where reductions

in iteration count and the required number of transmitters are achieved.

3.4 Training settings and evaluation indicator

All ISP solvers in this study were implemented and trained on a workstation equipped with 128 GB RAM,
a 3.2 GHz Intel 19 CPU and an NVIDIA GeForce RTX 4090 GPU. The network parameters are optimized
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Figure 5: Based on the experimental dataset (a) “dielTM_dec8f”, (b) “FoamTwinDiel”, (¢) “FoamDielExt” and
(d) “FoamDiellnt”, the imaging results from the solvers with PDNN [32] and fully connected layer (denoted by
“FCN”) neural network architecture equipped with ReLU, LeakyReLU, Tanh, Softsign and GLOW activation

function, respectively.

using the Adam algorithm with an initial learning rate of 1x1073.

The imaging performance was quantitatively assessed using the relative prediction error, defined as

ller — &rlle/ller]lr, (11)

where || - ||r denotes the Frobenius norm.

4 Results and analysis

Numerical and experimental studies are carried out to evaluate the proposed IPDNN framework. All
numerical experiments are based on simulated data within a domain of interest (DOI) of 0.15mx0.15m.
36 transmitters and 36 receivers are uniformly distributed on the circle, which shares the same center with
DOI and is with radius 20\, where A is the wavelength corresponding to the wave frequency 4 GHz. The
DOI is discretized into 64 x 64 grids. Experimental validations are performed using the Fresnel Institute

datasets, with detailed measurement configurations available in [4T} [42].

4.1 Effects of GLOW activation function

To assess the effectiveness of the proposed GLOW activation, we compare it against conventional activation
functions, including ReLU, LeakyReL U, Tanh, and Softsign. Two learning schemes are considered: the
original PDNN framework [32] and the present IPDNN framework with a fully connected network (FCN)
structure.

Based on the experimental data from Fresnel institute, the imaging results are shown in Figure[5] where

the dataset “dielTM_dec8f” are obtained with 36 transmitters and 49 receivers, “FoamTwinDiel” with 18
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Figure 6: The convergence curve corresponding to the imaging example of “FoamDielnt” in Figure

transmitters and 241 receivers, and both “FoamDielExt” and “FoamDiellnt” with 8 transmitters and 241
receivers. The reconstructed permittivity maps demonstrate that, with ReLLU, the permittivity tends to
be underestimated, and scatterer boundaries are poorly distinguished. With Tanh and Softsign activation
functions, strong artifacts appear and the scatterers’ permittivity cannot be accurately reconstructed.
LeakyReLU achieves reasonable performance under PDNN training, although still inferior to the results
with GLOW function in terms of edge preserving and reconstruction accuracy. When learned in FCN
scheme, LeakyReLU leads to strong background artifacts. In contrast, the GLOW function produces
sharper boundaries, improved contrast, and better fidelity to the ground truth for both PDNN and FCN
architectures.

The convergence curves in Figure [Glcorresponding to the “FoamDielnt” dataset, shows that the
GLOW-based solver converges faster and reaches a lower final error than those using conventional ac-
tivations. Other activation functions either converge to suboptimal solutions or fail to reach stable con-
vergence, particularly under the FCN scheme. These results confirm the superior stability and accuracy
of the proposed activation function.

Furthermore, the GLOW function exhibits robustness with respect to the hyperparameter 5 in the
loss function. Based on the experimental dataset “FoamDiellnt”, Figure[7] shows imaging results obtained
by varying 8 while fixing @ = 2. Stable and accurate reconstructions are obtained across a wide range

of B values, except when S = 1.8, where excessive smoothness significantly degrades edge sharpness.
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Figure 7: Imaging examples with the experimental dataset “FoamDiellnt” by varying the hyperparameter 8 in

loss function while fixing the value of « as 2.

Other activations are far more sensitive to 3: for example, LeakyReLU yields good results only when
B € ]0.6,1.4], while Tanh and Softsign require 3 & 1.4 for acceptable reconstructions.

Importantly, the imaging quality achieved with the GLOW activation is insensitive to the network
architecture. As shown in Figure [8] both PDNN and FCN solvers converge at nearly identical rates and
accuracies. This finding implies that increasing network depth or complexity provides marginal benefit,
allowing the IPDNN to employ a single fully connected layer while maintaining high reconstruction fidelity.
Consequently, the required memory during training is reduced from 264.49 MB (PDNN) to 16.03 MB,

leading to significant computational savings.

4.2 Dynamic scatter subregion identification

The effectiveness of the proposed dynamic scatter subregion identification method is examined in Figure[d]
which shows the sequentially updated scatter regions during the iterative inversion process of multiple
representative objects.

For the case with two adjacent circular scatterers, a small region between them is initially missed
but is correctly identified after about 800 iterations, resulting in improved permittivity reconstruction
accuracy. Similar behavior is observed for the three-circle configuration: missed regions at early iterations
are subsequently recovered, while the identified area remains slightly larger than the true scatter due to
the conservative update strategy. The imaging results of polygon-shaped and Austria-shaped scatterers

further confirm that the dynamic identification mechanism operates reliably even for large and irregular
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Figure 8: The convergence curves indicate that with GLOW activation function, the convergence rate is insensitive

to the neural network architecture.
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Figure 9: Dynamic scatter subregion identification and imaging results of the four representative scatterers.

geometries, the main character of which is even observed from the identified subregions.

These observations indicate that the proposed strategy effectively mitigates the risk of missed detec-

tions, adaptively refining the region of interest and improving both accuracy and efficiency.
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Figure 10: Test of noise robustness of the proposed IPDNN sovers versus the classical SOM and a data-driven

solver QuaDNN [31].
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Figure 11: The intermediate imaging results during iteration with (denoted by “Pretrained”) or without (denoted
by “NoPretrained”) the application of transfer learning method show that faster convergence can be achieved by

pretraining.

4.3 Noise robustness

To evaluate robustness of the proposed IPDNN solver against measurement noise, additive Gaussian noise
is introduced into the scattered fields with noise levels of 10%, 30% and 50%. The IPDNN is compared
with the Subspace Optimization Method (SOM) [22] and a data-driven neural network solver QuaDNN
[31], the latter trained on 2000 digit-like profiles with relative permittivity ranging from 1 to 10. Figure
presents reconstruction results for homogeneous scatterers with true permittivity values of 2, 4, 6, 8, and
10.

The results show that SOM can recover the main character of scatter shape, but tends to underestimate
permittivity values and blurs scatter boundaries. QuaDNN is robust to noise but fails to accurately

capture the scatter geometric details, especially for high-contrast cases. IPDNN achieves the best overall
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Figure 12: Predicted relative-permittivity distribution from the solver that pretrained based on the dataset

“FoamDielExt”. “T'X” denotes the number of transmitters.

performance, accurately reconstructing both geometry and permittivity when the noise ratio is below 50%.
Even at 50% noise, although slight shape distortion appears for high-contrast cases, the main features
remain preserved. The above observations demonstrate that the proposed IPDNN exhibits strong noise

tolerance and maintains accurate reconstruction for challenging high-contrast conditions.

4.4 Transfer learning applications

Benefits from transfer learning are validated in a nondestructive testing scenario where a rectangular
defect is embedded within a tubular structure. The defect’s relative permittivity is either 1 or 2.5. Since
the background material is known, an IPDNN solver is first pretrained using data from the defect-free
object, and its weights are subsequently fine-tuned with the defected data.

Figurdl1] compares the imaging results obtained with (“Pretrained”) and without (“NoPretrained”)
transfer learning. With pretraining, the defect becomes visible after only 10 iterations, significantly faster
than the non-pretrained case. As training proceeds, the defect’s position and size are recovered with
higher accuracy. These benefits are consistent across both permittivity values, confirming that pretraining
accelerates convergence and enhances reconstruction fidelity.

The same concept is applied to experimental data. As shown in Figure the “FoamDielExt” dataset
is used to pretrain the solver for “FoamTwinDiel” imaging. The pretrained model achieves accurate
reconstruction using all 18 transmitters and remains effective even when the number of transmitters is
reduced to 9 or 4. Although the low-contrast scatterer becomes slightly distorted when using only 4
transmitters, the shapes and permittivity of the stronger scatterers are still correctly retrieved. This
demonstrates that transfer learning can reduce data requirements without compromising performance

much.
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5 Conclusions

This paper presents an improved physics-driven neural network (IPDNN) for solving electromagnetic
inverse scattering problems. The proposed GLOW activation function enhances nonlinear feature extrac-
tion and ensures stable convergence with a compact, single-layer network. A dynamic scatter subregion
identification algorithm further improves reconstruction accuracy and efficiency by adaptively refining the
computational domain. Additionally, transfer learning enables fast adaptation to practical applications
such as nondestructive testing, combining the physical interpretability of iterative algorithms with the
rapid inference of data-driven models.

Extensive numerical and experimental results verify that the IPDNN achieves superior imaging accu-
racy, noise robustness, and computational efficiency compared with existing methods. Although small-
scale defect imaging remains challenging, future work will focus on integrating high-resolution feature

extraction modules and multi-frequency training strategies to enhance defect localization performance.
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