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Abstract

This study focuses on inverting time-domain airborne electromagnetic data in 2D by training a neural-network
to understand the relationship between data and conductivity, thereby removing the need for expensive forward
modeling during the inversion process. Instead the forward modeling is completed in the training stage, where
training models are built before calculating 3D forward modeling training data. The method relies on training
data being similar to the field dataset of choice, therefore, the field data was first inverted in 1D to get an idea of
the expected conductivity distribution. With this information, 10, 000 training models were built with similar
conductivity ranges, and the research shows that this provided enough information for the network to produce
realistic 2D inversion models over an aquifer-bearing region in California. Once the training was completed,
the actual inversion time took only a matter of seconds on a generic laptop, which means that if future data
was collected in this region it could be inverted in near real-time. Better results are expected by increasing the
number of training models and eventually the goal is to extend the method to 3D inversion.
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1 Introduction
Airborne electromagnetic (AEM) data has traditionally been inverted in 1D [Farquharson and Oldenburg, 1996], 2D [Wilson et al.,
2006] and most recently 3D [Haber et al., 2007] in order to best interpret the returning responses emanating from the earth during
an AEM survey. These inversion methods along with plate modelling and parametric inversion approaches [McMillan et al., 2015]
have been at the backbone of AEM interpretation for many years. The application of 3D physics-based inversion is costly however.
The costs arise from repeatedly solving partial differential equations (PDE) at large scale in 3D as well as fine-tuning the required
meshes, uncertainty estimates and regularization parameters. Recently, machine learning algorithms have started to tackle the
AEM inversion probem in 1D [Wu et al., 2022], where expensive forward modeling during the inversion is avoided, but how well
neural networks can generalize to 2D and 3D inversions is still a largely under-explored topic. Here we propose a novel approach
to map AEM data to conductivity models along 2D flight lines using a deep neural network. We first demonstrate how to create
training data, and then show how to train and validate the network, before ultimately testing the network predictions on a field
dataset.

2 Method
Our primary goal is to train a neural network that inverts AEM data without solving PDEs. Instead, all PDE solves will be off-line
in the creation of the training dataset using 3D forward modelling. We train the network using the forward modelled data and, once
trained, the network can convert time-domain AEM field data into 2D conductivity models along flight lines in a matter of seconds.

The network operates image-to-image, that is, the input data is of size D ∈ Rnt×ns , where nt indicates the number of time-gates and
ns indicates the number of stations. The output needs to be a conductivity model, an image, of size M ∈ Rnz×ns , where nz is the
number of pixels in the depth direction, and ns is again the number of stations. AEM data is heavily influenced by the varying
nature of flight heights, of size h ∈ Rns , therefore, these flight heights are also included in the network. This is done via a learned
embedding that converts the flight heights into an image. We emphasize that while the network operates image-to-image, it is an
inversion equivalent because it learns how to map 3D forward modeled data into a 2D conductivity model.

The challenge of a PDE-free inversion via a network is twofold. The first problem is to generate training data and models that are
sufficiently close to the field data such that the network will generalize. Secondly, the different dimensions of AEM data, flight
heights and conductivity models prohibit the use of plain UNets [Ronneberger et al., 2015], ResNets [He et al., 2016] or VNets
[McMillan et al., 2021]. We address these challenges in the sections below where the network is described as well as the training
procedure.

3 Network Architecture
The network architecture is fully convolutional, and we propose a three branch network that takes care of merging flight heights
with AEM data, mapping time-domain data into depth-domain feature images, and translating the features into a conductivity
model.

Let E(h, θe) represent the embedding of the flight heights, let F((D, E(h, θe)), θ f ) represent the network that converts the data from
time to depth, let G(F((D, E(h, θe)), θg)) represent the translation from intermediate features to the final conductivity model. In the
above definitions, θe, θ f , θg denote the network weights (convolutional kernels) and biases.

Our approach trains all networks jointly, by minimizing the mean squared error with a loss function:

L(D,M,h, θe, θ f , θg) =
1

nex

nex∑
i=1

∥G(F((Di, E(hi, θe)), θg)) −Mi∥
2
2 (1)

using the Adam algorithm [Kingma and Ba, 2014] with a learning rate of 1e−4, a batch size of 32, over 1000 epochs. We split
our dataset into 85% training and 15% validation for 10, 000 models. A visual depiction of the network architecture is shown in
Figure 1 with further descriptions in Table 1.

Network Input Output Description
E(h, θe) ns nc × nt × ns Flight height embedding

F((D, E(h, θe)), θ f ) nc × nt × ns nc × nz × ns Time-to-depth conversion
G(F((D, E(h, θe)), θg)) nc × nz × ns nz × ns ResNet to process intermediate features

into conductivities
Table 1: Description of the networks.

4 TrainingModels and Data
To generalize a network, the training data from a collection of synthetic models with known conductivities must have similar
attributes to those found in the field dataset, where the true conductivities are unknown. The end-goal of the training is the ability
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Figure 1: Simplified depiction of the neural network architecture, nt = number of time-channels, ns = number of stations, nc =
number of channels in the network, nz = number of depth values.

to use the network to invert a large AEM field dataset within seconds. Our specific interest is aquifer-bearing regions, and a
Skytem [Sørensen and Auken, 2004] AEM dataset from the Kaweah sub-basin in California serves as our test field data, and prior
inversion results from this dataset can be found in Kang et al. [2022].

Our training model set consists of 10, 000 conductivity models with a core size of fine cells of 1280m (width) x 245m (deep), with
a mesh size of 10m x 10m x 5m, and an example is shown in Figure 2a. Using the Python gstools library [Müller et al., 2022]
we generate random models with structures that are plausible for aquifer bearing geology. To obtain appropriate conductivity
distributions for the training models, we first invert the field data using a conventional 1D inversion algorithm (EM1DTM)
[Farquharson and Oldenburg, 1996]. Then we use the same conductivity statistics from the 1D inversions to create the training
models. While the limitations of 1D inversions are well known, our thesis is that the global distribution of conductivity values is
sufficiently accurate to use in building the training models.

The training data are then calculated by forward modeling in 3D high and low-moment Skytem data with H3DTD [Haber et al.,
2007]. The AEM data, flight heights and labels are all normalized by the standard deviation prior to entering the neural network,
while the labels also have the mean subtracted before normalization. The network is first trained and then predictions are made on
the high and low-moment field data.

Figure 2: Validation example after training. a) True model. b) Predicted model from validation.

5 Results

In training, the validation loss flattened out at roughly 800 epochs to a loss of 0.1, and an example of a typical validation result is
shown in Figure 2b, where the validation is close to the true image. We then tested the network on the Kaweah field dataset where
an example of the normalized input data (high-moment) along with the raw flight heights from a line section is shown in Figure 3.
Network predictions, from two line sections along with stitched-1D inversions for reference are displayed in Figure 4.

It is clear that the network predictions have many similarities to the 1D inversions, which suggests that the predictions are
producing reasonable results. The exact conductivities are slightly different as are the precise geometries of the horizontal layers,
but the overall look and feel is similar. For a broader look at all the results, the stitched 1D inversions and network predictions are
displayed in Figure 5. The predictions, which take only a matter of seconds to create, produce similar conductivity structures in
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Figure 3: Field data example from Kaweah. Top) High-moment normalized data. Bottom) Flight heights.

each line compared to the 1D results, but the stitched 1D inversions produce horizontal layers that are better defined and with more
resolution. Therefore, to achieve the same resolution, and eventually even better, compared to the stitched 1D results, we need
more training models. 10, 000 is still a tiny number of training models in the machine learning space, and we expect the prediction
results to improve as we increase this number, with the added benefit of avoiding 1D pant-leg artifacts with vertical conductors.

Figure 4: Network predictions from two line sections from the Kaweah sub-basin dataset. Results from stitched 1D inversions are
shown in the top panel and from the trained network in the bottom panel. Note: z = 0m represents the top of the model and not
sea-level.

Figure 5: Skytem Kaweah dataset results a) Stitched 1D inversions. b) Neural network predictions.
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6 Conclusions

In this study we trained a neural-network to predict 2D conductivity models from time-domain AEM data, thus bypassing the
need for expensive forward modeling during inversion. To train the network, 10, 000 synthetic models were created with similar
conductivity attributes to the field data environment and synthetic AEM data were calculated in 3D over these training models.
These data were used to train and validate the network, and then we predicted on field data from Kaweah in California and
compared the predictions to stitched 1D inversion results. The AI predictions compared well with the 1D results, but did not quite
show as much resolution in the horizontal layering. We see this as a successful proof of concept and we are confident that the
results will improve with the addition of more training models.
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