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Abstract
In scientific machine learning, the task of identifying partial differential equations accurately from sparse and
noisy data poses a significant challenge. Current sparse regression methods may identify inaccurate equations
on sparse and noisy datasets and are not suitable for varying coefficients. To address this issue, we propose a
hybrid framework that combines two alternating direction optimization phases: discovery and embedding.
The discovery phase employs current well-developed sparse regression techniques to preliminarily identify
governing equations from observations. The embedding phase implements a recurrent convolutional neural
network (RCNN), enabling efficient processes for time-space iterations involved in discretized forms of wave
equation. The RCNN model further optimizes the imperfect sparse regression results to obtain more accurate
functional terms and coefficients. Through alternating update of discovery-embedding phases, essential
physical equations can be robustly identified from noisy and low-resolution measurements. To assess the
performance of proposed framework, numerical experiments are conducted on various scenarios involving
wave equation in elastic/viscoelastic and homogeneous/inhomogeneous media. The results demonstrate that
the proposed method exhibits excellent robustness and accuracy, even when faced with high levels of noise
and limited data availability in both spatial and temporal domains.
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1 INTRODUCTION

Extracting partial differential equations (PDEs) from measurement data remains critical for modeling, simulation, and under-
standing the dynamical patterns and complex spatiotemporal behaviors in nature1,2. Although our physical observations can
often be described by derived physical laws, such as the wave equation, there are cases where the observed data do not conform
to these laws or have not yet been described physically. Modern statistics and machine learning techniques use laws in data to
discover plausible, simple, and explainable equations, learning to characterize representations of systems.

Recently, thanks to the advances in observational datasets and the thriving machine-learning community, there has been
significant progress in distilling physical laws and governing equations from data3,4. Current methods are mainly divided
into closed and expandable library methods based on the library construction method. Expandable library methods do not
need to predetermine an overcomplete library, they only need a randomly generated incomplete initial library to generate
various unknown combinations by introducing methods such as genetic algorithms5,6,7. Cheng and Alkhalifah8,9 combine
neural networks and genetic algorithms for discovering the acoustic wave equation. One of the most popular closed library
approaches for identifying physical laws is sparse identification of nonlinear Dynamics (SINDy)10, which introduces sparse
linear regression into the discovery of parsimonious governing equations from a library of predefined candidate functions.
Since then, the technique of sparse linear regression has drawn tremendous attention in the past few years, leading to variant
applications across a range of scientific disciplines11,12,13. Moreover, the sparsity-promoting paradigm, such as Sequential
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Threshold Ridge regression (STRidge), has been expanded to encompass more general PDE discovery. This involves augmenting
the library of candidate functions by incorporating spatial partial derivative terms14.

While previous research endeavors have achieved considerable success in data-driven PDE discovery, the standard sparse
representation-based methods may yield inaccurate results as sparsity and noise levels escalate, posing a significant challenge
in numerous real-world applications. Recently, several studies have made efforts to discover PDEs from noisy15,16,17 as well
as sparse observations18,19. On the other hand, sparse regression can only provide a scalar identification of the coefficients
rendering it unsuitable for direct application in the inverse problem of varying spatial parameters.

Recent research on modeling physical systems using neural networks can be divided into two categories: continuous and
discrete approaches. An typical work in continuous learning is the physics-informed neural networks based on fully connected
neural networks20, which have been used for forward21,22,23,24 and inverse25,26 analysis of wave equations. On the other hand,
due to the lightweight architecture and hard-embedded characteristics of boundary conditions, physics-informed approaches
based on convolutional neural network (CNN) have been used for PDE system modeling in discrete learning27,28,29. However,
due to limitations in computational efficiency30 and spectral bias31,32, learning the complex dynamics of wave propagation
with neural networks remains challenging. Recently, by leveraging the inherent connection between temporal-spatial stepping
processes and recurrent neural network (RNN) as well as convolutional layers (CLs), a recurrent convolutional neural network
(RCNN) has been proposed for efficiently full-wave electromagnetic33 modeling and mechanical wave modeling34 on GPU
platforms. The weight parameters in RCNN are directly derived from finite difference time domain (FDTD) formulas, enabling
efficient processes for time-space iterations involved in discretized forms of PDEs.

We present a novel computational framework designed to unveil viscoelastic wave equation from sparse and noisy measurement
data. Our framework combines sparse regression with an optimized RCNN model. The main contributions of this paper are
three-fold:

1. We propose an alternating optimization discovery-embedding framework. Through sparse regression in the discovery phase,
we identify essential equation terms and establish reasonable initial coefficients. Subsequently, the RCNN model in the
embedding phase can filter equation terms and optimize coefficients, refining the discovered system further.

2. By utilizing the inherent connection between the time-marching process and RNN, we established a conceptual comparison
between viscoelastic wave physics system and standard RNN.

3. We use a series of convolution kernels (filters) in CLs to approximate the discretization scheme of finite difference (FD)
operators. Different boundary conditions are embedded into the FD-based filters, including homogeneous Dirichlet, Neumann,
and absorbing boundary conditions.

To convey this idea, we structure the rest of this paper as follows. The problem statement is defined in Section 2.1. The
concept of sparse regression and the limitations of its application are discussed in Section 2.2. In Section 2.3, we introduced
the theory and optimization details of the RCNN model. Section 2.4 describes different boundary conditions embedded in the
RCNN model. In Section 3, we implement a number of numerical experiments and show the results to evaluate the performance
of our proposed approach. Section 4 finally provides a discussion and concluding remarks.

2 METHODOLOGY

2.1 Problem statement

We aim to devise a learning paradigm to solve the inverse PDEs identification problem. In this work, we consider the general
form of a wave equation consisting of:

utt = F
[
u, u2, · · · ,∇xu,∇2

xu,∇xu · u, · · · , ut,∇xu · ut · · ·
]

, (1)

where ut, utt are the first and second-order temporal derivatives of the displacement u(x, t). F [·] is a composite function describing
the right-hand side (RHS) of PDEs, which involving combinations of u and its spatial or temporal derivatives.

Our objective is to identify the closed form of F [·] from available spatiotemporal measurements which are assumed to be
incomplete, scarce, and noisy commonly seen in real-world applications. The task of identifying function F [·] comprises two
components. It involves the identification of suitable functional terms from an overcomplete candidate library. Secondly, it



Discovery and inversion of the viscoelastic wave equation in inhomogeneous media 3

entails the determination of the corresponding nonzero coefficient vector, which may exhibit spatial variations, owing to the
heterogeneity of the Earth’s media. Fortunately, there exists a parsimonious form for canonical PDEs (including the wave
equation), wherein the RHS has only a limited number of terms in an active state.

We consider a one-dimensional (1D) wave equation containing a viscous term as shown in the following equation35:

∂2u
∂t2 = c2 ∂

2u
∂x2 + η

∂u
∂t

, (2)

where we assume that the body force is absent, c is the spatially varying wave velocity, η is defined as the viscous factor. The
wavefield is excited by Ricker wavelet distributed in space at t = 0:

R(x) =
(
2 (πf0 (x – 1/f0))2 – 1

)
· exp

(
–π2f 2

0 (x – 1/f0)2) , (3)

where f0 is the central frequency. Due to the presence of time derivative terms in the viscous term, different viscoelastic wave
equations result in different time-marching formulas, thereby significantly increasing the complexity of the problem. For
simplicity, this paper focuses solely on viscoelastic wave equation of the form given by Eq. (2), assuming that the known
right-hand side includes the ut term, but the viscous factor η is unknown.

2.2 Sparse Discovery

Here, we review the fundamentals of the partial differential equation functional identification of nonlinear dynamics (PDE-FIND)
algorithm. PDE-FIND is similar to SINDy but with the library including partial derivatives.

Let us consider the observations um ∈ Rn′t ×n′x over n′t time points and n′x spatial locations on a coarse grid. Upon flattening um

into a column vector U ∈ Rn′t ·n
′
x×1, it is possible to establish a library Θ (U) ∈ Rn′t ·n

′
x×D consisting of D candidate functional

terms,
Θ(U) =

[
u, u2, · · · ,∇xu,∇2

xu,∇xu · u, · · · , ut,∇xu · ut · · ·
]

. (4)

Each column of the library Θ (U) corresponds to a particular candidate term of the governing equation, as shown in Fig. 1.
The evolution of the PDE can be represented in this library as follows:

Utt = Θ(U)Ξ, (5)

where Ξ = {ξ1, ξ2, · · · , ξD} ∈ RD×1 is the coefficient vector, and each non-zero term in Ξ corresponds to a term in the PDE.
The requirement of sparse discovery is that each coefficient in Ξ is a scalar value.

However, due to the heterogeneity of the medium, the coefficients in Ξ should be spatially varying, i.e., Ξ (x) =
{ξ1(x), ξ2(x), · · · , ξD(x)}, which will be further optimized in the embedding phase. Specifically, sparse regression provides
reasonable functional terms and scalar initial coefficients for further optimization of the subsequent RCNN model. The schematic
diagram of our proposed framework is illustrated in Fig. 1. Theoretical support for the RCNN model in embedding phase can be
found in Section 2.3.

We assume that a sufficiently complete function library implies that all functional forms of the representation are fully
contained in it. Given a library of candidate function Θ (U), sparse regression aims to find a suitable coefficient vector such that
it satisfies the sparsity requirement and has a small regression error. To effectively discover the physical laws of a system, the
resulting model must be easy to interpret. This means that the solution of library Θ (U) should contain only a finite number
of terms in the final discovered model. To do this, various techniques and methods can be utilized to promote sparsity of the
coefficient vector Ξ, such as least absolute shrinkage and selection operator (LASSO)36, sequential thresholded least-squares
(STLS)10, etc. In this study, it is achieved by using the sequential threshold ridge regression (STRidge) algorithm14 to solve the
optimization problem described as

Ξ̂ = arg min
Ξ

{
∥Utt – Θ(U)Ξ∥2 + γ∥Ξ∥2

}
, (6)

where ∥Ξ∥2 measures the sparsity of the coefficient vector, ∥Utt – Θ(U)Ξ∥2denotes the regression error, γ is the coefficient that
balances the sparsity and regression error, and Pareto analysis is used to choose the appropriate γ to get the appropriate result14,37.
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F I G U R E 1 Schematic diagram of the proposed framework. (a) Discovery phase preliminarily identifies governing equations
from observations. (b) Embedding phase use the RCNN model further optimizes the the imperfect function terms S(·) and
coefficients Ξ(x) identified from discovery pahse. Given the measurements um

(
x′, t′

)
∈ Rn′t ×n′x on a coarse grid (with resolution

n′
t × n′

x), RCNN model can provide the discovered equation, inverted coefficients (c and η), and high-resolution wavefield
prediction Û ∈ Rnt×nx . The alternating update strategy implies that the high-resolution wavefield predicted by RCNN are
provided to the discovery phase.

2.3 Recurrent convolutional neural network

2.3.1 Time-marching scheme in RNN

Here, we first established the conceptual comparison of viscoelastic wave physics system and a standard RNN38. The connections
between RNN nodes form a directed graph along the a temporal sequence, allowing RNN to model temporal dynamics. At a
given time step t, an RNN operates on the current input vector x(t) in the sequence and the previous hidden state vector h(t–1) to
produce an output vector y(t) and an updated hidden state h(t), which can be described by the following update equation,

h(t) = σ(h) (Whh · h(t–1) + Wxh · x(t)
)

,

y(t) = σ(y) (W(yh) · h(t)
)

,
(7)

where Whh, Wxh, and Wyh are dense matrices optimized during training. σ(h) and σ(y) are nonlinear activation functions. The
hidden state ht at the current time step t will be involved in computing the hidden state ht+1 at the next time step t + 1. In the next
time step, the definition of the hidden state is the same as that used in the previous time step, so the calculation in Eq. (7) is
recurrent.

In each alternating update of the discovery-embedding cycle, we define the equation obtained using sparse regression in the
discovery phase as,

utt = S (u)Ξ(x) + η̂ut, (8)

where S(·) contains the spatially correlated PDE operators discovered by sparse regression, Ξ(x) is the corresponding coefficient
matrix discovered. S (u)Ξ(x) represents one or more terms in the PDE obtained by multiplying function terms with corresponding
coefficients and accumulating them. Note that η̂ is the coefficient in Ξ(x) corresponding to ut in the discovery phase. For
simplicity, we extract η̂ from Ξ(x) and express it explicitly here.

Using a time increment of δt to discretize Eq. (8) with finite difference scheme, we obtain the recursive relation

u(t+1) – 2u(t) + u(t–1)

δt2 = S
(
u(t)

)
Ξ(x) + η̂

u(t+1) – u(t–1)

2δt
. (9)
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F I G U R E 2 The architecture of RCNN model in embedding phase. (a) The directed acycic graph of a RCNN for the forward
modelling. (b) The unrolled directed acyclic graph of the RCNN. Û(1) and Û(T) are the predicted wavefield of the RCNN cell
at times t1 and tT , respectively. (c) The single RCNN cell architecture. S(·)Ξ(x) is provided by the sparse regression from the
previous discovery phase.

The above equation can be written in matrix form[
u(t+1)

u(t)

]
=

[
4+2δt2S(·)Ξ(x)

2–η̂δt – 2+η̂δt
2–η̂δt

1 0

]
·
[

u(t)

u(t–1)

]
. (10)

To relate Eq. (10) to the RNN update equation in Eq. (7), we define

A =

[
4+2δt2S(·)Ξ(x)

2–η̂δt – 2+η̂δt
2–η̂δt

1 0

]
. (11)

The hidden state ht of the wave system is defined as the concatenation of the wavefields at time steps t and t + 1, ht ≡
[u(t+1), u(t)]T . Then, the update equation for the discoverd wave system defined by Eq. (8) can be rewritten as

h(t) = A · h(t–1),

U(t) =
∣∣P(o) · h(t)

∣∣2 ,
(12)

where U(t) represents the measurement output at a fixed receiver position and time, corresponding to yt in Eq. (7). The connection
between hidden state ht and outputs U(t) in the wave RNN is defined by the linear operator P(o), playing a similar role to the
weight matrix W(yh) in the output layer of standard RNN. According to Hughes et al.38 definition, P(o) ≡

[
M(o)T , o

]
, where the

linear operator M(o) defines the corresponding spatial distribution of measurement points, and o is a matrix of all zeros.
It is worth mentioning that, since sparse regression discovers the wave equation without source term from observations, the

wave RNN described by Eq. (12) actually corresponds to a standard RNN with no input vector (x(t) in Eq. (8)). In a standard
RNN, Whh captures contributions from the previous state. It can be trained to learn how to use the hidden variables from
previous time steps in the current time step. In contrast, in wave RNN, we leverage physical priors from FDTD by fixing A as
an untrainable matrix described by Eq. (11).

So far, we have shown that the time-marching scheme of the viscoelastic wave equation can be directly mapped to the
framework of an RNN. Fig. 2 shows the architecture of the RCNN model at three levels of granularity.
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F I G U R E 3 Schematic diagram of FD-based filters and hard embedding of boundary conditions. The filter Kx =
1

12δx (1, –8, 0, 8, 1) implements a 4th-order FD derivative operation in 1D CNN. For fixed boundary condition (upper figure),
directly fill constant 0 on the extended nodes outside the boundary. For free-surface boundary condition (lower figure), determine
the filling values of ghost points based on the values of the internal wavefield.

2.3.2 Finite difference-based filters in CNN

The efficacy of a classical numerical PDE solver relies on the translational similarity of its discretized local differential
operators39. From a machine learning perspective, these “translational similar” differential operators resemble the concept of
convolution operators that function as the cornerstone to embed the “translational invariant” priors into neural networks40.

Previous work investigated a deep relationship between convolutions and differentiations and discussed the connection
between the order of the sum rules of the filters and the order of the differentiation operators41,42. By utilizing the concept of
"translation invariance" observed in PDE differential operators, we can approximate discretization schemes of finite difference
operators using a series of convolution kernels in CLs.

For the 1D wave equation, we apply second-order and fourth-order central difference schemes separately in the temporal and
spatial dimensions. A uniquely determined gradient-free "frozen" filter is implemented on an unbiased convolution layer. The
receptive field is defined as the input region that each FD-based filter focuses on. In the temporal direction, the filter Kt and
receptive field F(ut

xi
) for implementing the first-order derivative using a three-point difference scheme are defined as:

F(uti
x ) =

[
uti–1

x , uti
x , uti+1

x

]
,

Kt = (–1, 0, 1) × 1
2δt

,
(13)

where δt is the time interval. The receptive field F(ut
xi

) includes three adjacent temporal solution variables u. Then, the first-order
time derivative of u can be expressed in CNN as:

∂uti
x

∂t
≈ 1

2δt
(–1, 0, 1)

[
uti–1

x , uti
x , uti+1

x

]
= Kt · F(uti

x ). (14)

Observing the above equation, it can be found that the dot product between the designed filter and the corresponding receptive
field is equivalent to the FD derivative process. Differential in spatial dimension are consistent with time, but require more
neighboring points to be involved in the differentiation process. Fig. 3 illustrates the derivative process of FD-based filters in 1D
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CLs using Kx as an example. The derivatives of each order in the spatial direction can be expressed as,

∂ut
xi

∂x
≈ Kx · F(ut

xi
) =

1
12δx

(1, –8, 0, 8, 1) · F(ut
xi

),

∂2ut
xi

∂x2 ≈ Kxx · F(ut
xi

) =
1

12δx2 (–1, 16, –30, 16, –1) · F(ut
xi

),

∂3ut
xi

∂x3 ≈ Kxxx · F(ut
xi

) =
1

12δx3 (–1, 2, 0, –2, 1) · F(ut
xi

),

(15)

where δx is the spatial mesh size. Kx, Kxx and Kxxx denote the first three orders of filters corresponding to the five-point center
difference scheme, respectively. The receptive field is composed of the solution variables from five spatially adjacent positions,
denoted as F(ut

xi
) =

[
ut

xi–2
, ut

xi–1
, ut

xi
, ut

xi+1
, ut

xi+2

]
.

2.3.3 Optimization

Given the measurements um
(
x′, t′

)
∈ Rn′t ×n′x on a coarse grid (with resolution n′

t × n′
x), the embedding phase is optimized by

minimizing the mean square error (MSE) between model predictions and coarse measurements. Specifically, the loss function of
the RCNN model is defined as:

L(Ξ(x)) = MSE
(

Û
(
x′, t′

)
– um

(
x′, t′

))
, (16)

where Û
(
x′, t′

)
denotes the mapping of the high-resolution prediction Û on the coarse grid

(
x′, t′

)
.

The training process of the parameterized RCNN is equivalent to searching for the optimal parameters in a function space,
in order to learn governing equation of the dynamical system and achieve high-resolution prediction from observational data.
Utilizing the coefficients corresponding to predetermined function terms from sparse regression as initial estimates, these
trainable parameters are then optimized in the RCNN model:

Ξ∗(x) = arg min
Ξ(x)

{L(Ξ(x))} . (17)

We optimize the RCNN model using an Adam optimizer with a stochastic gradient descent method43 followed by optimization
with the L-BFGS optimizer44. Training with the L-BFGS optimizer stops when the maximum number of iterations is reached
or convergence is achieved. We mainly use the Adam optimizer to provide a good starting point for L-BFGS and to speed up
the training process. We added a filtering mechanism for the RNN cell, and if the average value of any item in Ξ(x) during
optimization is less than 10–3, the corresponding item is removed from the library. We add a filtering mechanism to the RNN cell
such that if the average value of any term in Ξ(x) is less than 10–3 during the optimization process, the corresponding term will
be removed from the discovered equation.

Furthermore, we introduce a alternating update strategy that effectively enhances recognition efficiency and accuracy for the
case of homogeneous media. Specifically, we first utilize sparse regression to identify the initial equation from sparse and noisy
data um

(
x′, t′

)
. Then employ Adam and L-BFGS optimizers in RCNN model to provide clean high-resolution results Û (x, t) for

the next cycle of sparse regression.

2.4 Boundary conditions setting

The boundary condition u = 0 in a wave equation reflects the wave, but u changes sign at the boundary, while the condition ux = 0
reflects the wave as a mirror and preserves the sign, called the homogeneous Dirichlet or Neumann conditions, respectively.
For simulation problems involving the free surface, the implementation of the boundary condition is crucial, i.e., satisfying
∂u
∂n ≡ n · ∇u = 0, where the derivative ∂/∂n is in the outward normal direction from a general boundary. For a 1D domain [0, L],
we have that ∂u

∂n

∣∣
x=L = ∂u

∂x = 0.
For homogeneous Dirichlet BCs, it can be strictly incorporated into the solution variables through time-invariant padding

operation. For homogeneous Neumann BCs, we extended the mesh using ghost points45, and derived the padding values of the
ghost points based on the 1D free-surface boundary condition ux = 0. In this way, applying the standard difference scheme at the
boundary point will be correct and will ensure that the solution is compatible with the boundary conditions. Fig. 3 shows the
details of applying homogeneous Dirichlet and Neumann boundary conditions in 1D CNN.
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F I G U R E 4 Schematic diagram of multi-transmitting formula (MTF).

We consider the problem of identifying and inverting the wave equation in energy-closed systems versus energy-open systems
with simulated real subsurface half-space. For wave simulation of energy-open system, absorbing boundary conditions (ABCs)
are typically needed to prevent spurious wave reflections at the boundaries. In this paper, we employ the multi-transmitting
formula (MTF) to satisfy the transmission of outgoing waves at the bottom boundary46,47,48. In MTF, the motion of an arbitrary
artificial boundary node at each timestep is directly predicted from the motions of some adjacent nodes at several previous
timesteps. It is expressed by a discrete formula as

up+1
0 =

N∑
j=1

(–1)j+1CN
j up+1–j

ja , (18)

where N is the transmitting order and CN
j = N!/(j! (N – j)!) are binomial coefficients. up+1

0 = u(0, (p + 1) δt) denotes the motion of
artificial boundary node 0 at time instant (p + 1) δt, as shown in Fig. 4. up+1–j

ja = u(jcaδt, (p + 1 – j) δt) denotes the motion of a
uniformly distributed node ja on a discrete grid line pointing from point 0 to the inner domain at the moment (p + 1 – j) δt. ca is
a user-defined hyperparameter called artificial wave velocity.

The formula of MTF yields to up+1
0 = up

1a for N = 1, up+1
0 = 2up

1a – up–1
2a for N = 2, and up+1

0 = 3up
1a – 3up–1

2a + up–2
3a for N = 3.

The MTF is combined with the inner-domain discrete format by interpolating the motion of each MTF computation point
1a, 2a, · · · , Na with the motion of nearby inner-domain nodes. This interpolation is easy to implement and offers multiple
selectable options. In this work, we adopt the 2nd order MTF (N = 2) numerical scheme with quadratic interpolation49.

3 NUMERICAL EXPERIMENTS

In this section, we validate the performance of our proposed method with some numerical results of potential practical
significance, considering wave propagation in elastic/viscoelastic, homogeneous/inhomogeneous media.

We utilize the finite difference method (FDM) to generate datasets, employing both second-order central difference scheme
and fourth-order central difference scheme for temporal and spatial discretization. The number of grid points in the discrete
spatial domain is 128, and the number of discrete points in the temporal domain is determined by the Courant–Friedrichs–Lewy
(CFL) condition. To ensure the stability of the finite difference method, we set the time interval to δt = 0.9δx/

√
c.

As mentioned in Section 2.1, we assume that the viscosity is controlled by the ut term in all cases of this work. Moreover,
during the sparse regression phase, the viscous term will be exempted from filtering. In the first identification, η is set to 0.1 as
the initial value for inversion. The learning rate of the Adam optimizer of RCNN model is initialized to 5e–3.

To quantitatively evaluate the performance of the proposed method, two types of relative L2 errors are defined in terms of the
wavefield and wave velocity. Across all cases, the relative L2 error of the wavefield, defined as ϵ(U) =

∥∥∥Û – Utrue

∥∥∥
2

/ ∥Utrue ∥,

measures the relative distance between the predicted wavefield Û and the ground truth Utrue. On the other hand, the relative L2

error of the wave velocity ϵ(c) = ∥ĉ – ctrue ∥2 / ∥ctrue ∥ represents the difference between the inverted wave velocity ĉ and the
exact wave velocity ctrue in heterogeneous media.
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F I G U R E 5 Case 1: Discovery-embedding alternately updates the identified function terms and corresponding coefficients.
In the first execution of sparse regression (SR1), the discovered equation is utt = 5.09uxx – 5.06u – 0.1ut. After the fifth loop
(Loop 5), the correct equation utt = 6.25uxx is obtained.

3.1 Wave equation in an elastic homogeneous medium

We first consider two cases of wave propagation in elastic homogeneous media. In Case 1, the reflection phenomenon of wave
propagation in a energy-closed system is modeled by imposing homogeneous Dirichlet boundary conditions at both ends of the
spatial medium. In Case 2, we impose a homogeneous Neumann boundary condition ux = 0 at the top of the medium (x = L) and
MTF at the bottom of the medium to simulate wave propagation in a 1D half-space. The finite difference method is used to
solve Eq. (1) and generate synthetic data. In this case, the spatial range is x ∈ [0, 6], the temporal range is t ∈ [0, 5], the wave
velocity c is 2.5. The number of grid points in the spatial domain is 128 and the time domain is discretized into 420 uniform
points. The source is represented by the initial distribution of the Ricker wavelet on x, with a central frequency of f0 = 0.5.

We performed downsampling on the wavefield in both spatial and temporal dimensions, with downsampling factors of 8 and
12 respectively. This results in a measurment resolution of only 16 × 35 provided to the sparse regression algorithm, accounting
for 1.04% of the synthetic dataset. The candidate functions in the function library are designed to capture the different forms of
wave equations that may appear in the measurement. We employ a dictionary denoted as Θ (U) ∈ R35·16×60, which contains 60
candidate functions. These candidate functions are constructed to include polynomial terms up to the third order

{
1, u, u2, u3

}
and derivatives up to the third order

{
1, ux, u2

x , uxx, u2
xx, uxxx, u2

xxx, ut
}

, as well as combinations of them.
Due to the extremely sparse wavefield measurement, the initial sparse regression provides inaccurate results for both two

cases, as shown in Figs. 5 and 6. For Case 1, the identified equation after initial sparse regression is utt = 5.09uxx – 5.06u – 0.1ut,
and utt = 5.45uxx – 4.38u – 0.1ut. However, in the subsequent RCNN optimization, the coefficients corresponding to the erroneous
terms u and ut gradually approach zero. We executed a total of 5 loops for Case 1 and 4 loops for Case 2. In each of loop we first
performed sparse regression, followed by 200 epochs of training using the Adam optimizer. The L-BFGS was used by up to 100
epochs of optimization, as the L-BFGS optimizer may stop early. From the sparse regression of the second loop, the correct
function terms are obtained. In the following iterations, the coefficients are fine-tuned, resulting in highly accurate equations.
Once the training is completed, a high-resolution solution can be inferred from the trained model, as shown in Fig. 7.

3.2 Case 3: viscoelastic wave equation in a homogeneous medium

In the development of the Cases 1 and 2, a perfectly elastic medium was considered. For studies where small deformations occur,
many elastic materials do not deviate grossly from perfectly elastic behavior. It is well-known, however, that when materials are
set in vibration, the vibrations are accompanied by dissipation, due to the conversions of elastic energy to internal energy50. In
Case 3, we consider the wave equation in a viscoelastic, homogeneous and energy-closed system. In this case, the spatial range
is x ∈ [0, 3], the temporal range is t ∈ [0, 3], and we set c = 1.2, η = –1.0. The number of grid points in the spatial domain is
128 and the time domain is discretized into 242 uniform points. The source is represented by the initial distribution of the Ricker
wavelet on x, with a central frequency of f0 = 1.0.
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In the first execution of sparse regression (SR1), the discovered equation is utt = 5.45uxx – 4.38u – 0.1ut. The RCNN model in the
fourth loop (Loop 4) outputs the correct equation utt = 6.25uxx.
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F I G U R E 7 Comparison between predicted wavefield and ground truth. (a) Case 1. (b) Case 2.

We downsample the wavefield in the spatial and temporal dimensions with reduction factors of 8 and 12, respectively. This
results in a wavefield data size of only 16 × 21, which accounts for a mere 1.08% of the synthetic dataset. As in Case 1 and Case
2, we construt a dictionary representation as Θ (U) ∈ R21·16×60, which contains 60 candidate functions.

Fig. 8 illustrates the progressive evolution of identified coefficients during five loops, with each loop utilizing a fixed Adam
setting of 200 epochs. The initial outcome yielded by the sparse regression technique is utt = 1.246uxx –0.1ut, disclosing imprecise
wave velocity and viscosity coefficients attributed to the limited number of measurements available. However, significantly
improved outcomes are achieved following the RCNN optimization in the first loop. Moving on to Fig. 9, a comparative analysis
is presented, where the predicted wavefield generated by our method is contrasted against results obtained using finite difference
method, accompanied by their respective errors. Evidently, our method adeptly captures the phenomenon of wave attenuation in
viscoelastic media.

3.3 Case 4: viscoelastic wave equation with linearly varying wave velocity

In this subsection, we illustrate the performance of the proposed method in terms of the viscoelastic wave equation with linearly
varying wave velocity. Homogeneous Dirichlet boundary conditions are imposed at both ends of the spatial medium and wave
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F I G U R E 10 Comparison between the inverted wave velocity model and the ground truth.

energy attenuation is considered simultaneously. The model is specifically set up with x ∈ [0, 2], t ∈ [0, 3], η = –0.5, and the
wave velocity was set to vary linearly from 0.6 to 1.0. The central frequency f0 of Ricker source is 1.5. The number of grid points
in the spatial domain is 128 and the time domain is discretized into 302 uniform points.

The observations provided to sparse regression and RCNN training were downsampled to a coarse grid of 26 × 31, which
represents only 2.09% of the synthesized dataset. The candidate function library is the same as in the previous case, i.e.,
Θ (U) ∈ R31·26×60. Although RCNN phase provides high-resolution measurements, the inherent limitations of sparse regression
result in only being able to identify scalar wave velocity in each cycle. Therefore, the cycle training strategy mentioned in Section
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F I G U R E 11 Comparison between the predicted wavefield and ground truth in Case 4.

2.3.3 was not employed in Case 4. At the beginning, sparse regression identified a scalar wave velocity of 0.739, which was used
as an initial value for the RCNN optimization. We performed optimization on RCNN by employing the Adam optimizer for a
total of 1000 epochs. Following that, we proceeded with additional optimization using L-BFGS for a maximum of 500 epochs.

The comparison between the predicted wave velocities and the true wave velocities is shown in Fig. 10. It can be observed
that the predicted wave velocities of the model closely match the true values. Furthermore, our method accurately identified
the viscous factor, η = –0.499926, directly from the observed data. The optimized model is capable of directly predicting
high-resolution (128 × 302) wavefield. As shown in Figure 11, the predicted wavefield accurately captures variations in wave
velocity and energy dissipation, exhibiting small point-wise errors when compared to the ground truth.

3.4 Ablation study

Next, we consider a more practical scenario where the data is disturbed by noise. For this purpose, the previously generated
synthetic data was added with up to 20% noise. The identified RHS at different noise levels as well as the relative L2 errors of
the wavefield (ϵ (U)) in Cases 1-3 are shown in Table 1. For Case 4, the relative ↕2 errors of the predicted wavefield (ϵ (U)) and
the inverted wave velocity ϵ(c), as well as identified η by the proposed framework at different noise levels η are shown in Table 2.

It can be observed that the increase in noise level leads to inaccurate wave velocity identification and an increase in ϵ (U).
Nevertheless, the proposed method is able to successfully identify viscoelastic wave equation and velocity model even in the
presence of a large amount of noise.

T A B L E 1 Performance of the proposed method in the case of homogeneous media.

Cases Metrics Noise Level

0% 0% 5% 10% 15% 20%

Case 1
RHS 6.25019uxx 6.24891uxx 6.24895uxx 6.24202uxx 6.23343uxx 6.22114uxx

ϵ (U) 2.509e–5 2.846e–3 1.793e–3 1.921e–2 2.794e–2 3.711e–2

Case 2
RHS 6.24989uxx 6.251659uxx 6.25494uxx 6.26064uxx 6.26668uxx 6.3061uxx

ϵ (U) 5.178e–6 3.652e–3 9.652e–3 1.7724e–2 2.5986e–2 4.166e–2

Case 3
RHS

1.44004uxx 1.44252uxx 1.43774uxx 1.43784uxx 1.36802uxx 1.34835uxx

–1.0001ut –0.9729ut –0.9738ut –0.9678ut –0.9488ut –0.9226ut

ϵ (U) 1.603e–5 1.832e–3 9.289e–2 4.723e–2 8.228e–2 5.514e–2
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T A B L E 2 Performance of the proposed method in the case of inhomogeneous media.

Case Metrics Noise Level

0% 0% 5% 10% 15% 20%

Case 4
η –0.4999 –0.4922 –0.4926 –0.4904 –0.4801 –0.4726

ϵ(c) 9.410e–3 2.431e–2 3.642e–2 3.918e–2 4.323e–2 3.166e–1

ϵ (U) 2.418e–4 4.151e–3 8.869e–2 1.642e–2 2.476e–2 2.059e–1

4 CONCLUSION AND DISCUSSION

We proposed a hybrid framework for the discovery and inversion of viscoelastic wave equation in inhomogeneous media, which
couples the sparse regression technique and well-designed RCNN model. Our innovative paradigm leverages the manifold of
priors derived from the techniques of discovering hidden PDEs from sparse data, the computational efficiency of numerical
solvers, and well-established optimization tools. The proposed coupling scheme allows for the refinement of both the structure
and coefficients of partial differential equations discovered through sparse regression. As a result, the constraint of scalar
coefficients identified by previous sparse discovery methods is overcome, enabling successful identification and inversion of
wave propagation in heterogeneous media. In summary, we have presented an effective, interpretable, and flexible method for
accurately and reliably discovering wave equations from imperfect, sparse, and noisy observational data.

Furthermore, in recent years, many researchers have utilized scientific machine learning (SciML) to embed PDEs into neural
networks. However, the lack of governing equations can pose a challenge in practical scenarios. Our proposed hybrid approach
holds the potential to pave the way for us to discover more meaningful governing equations in the real world using proposed
framework. For instance, it can aid in directly uncovering unknown control equations and inverting the properties of media from
seismic data obtained from experiments and observations. These equations can then be further integrated into emerging SciML
methods using established knowledge embedding techniques. The cycle of knowledge discovery and knowledge embedding
forms a closed-loop, which will be explored in future research.
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