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Abstract

This research presents the development of an innovative algorithm tailored for the
adaptive sampling of residual points within the framework of Physics-Informed
Neural Networks (PINNs). By addressing the limitations inherent in existing
adaptive sampling techniques, our proposed methodology introduces a direct mesh
refinement approach that effectively ensures both computational efficiency and
adaptive point placement. Verification studies were conducted to evaluate the
performance of our algorithm, showcasing reasonable agreement between the
model based on our novel approach and benchmark model results. Comparative
analyses with established adaptive resampling techniques demonstrated the su-
perior performance of our approach, particularly when implemented with higher
refinement factor. Overall, our findings highlight the enhancement of simulation
accuracy achievable through the application of our adaptive sampling algorithm for
Physics-Informed Neural Networks.

1 Introduction

Physics-informed neural networks (PINNs) have gained prominence in recent years as a versatile
tool for solving partial differential equations (PDEs) governed problems using deep neural networks
(DNNs). Although PINNs have demonstrated success, addressing a broad range of increasingly
complex PDE problems presents theoretical and practical challenges, necessitating further advance-
ments to enhance prediction accuracy, computational efficiency, and training robustness [1]. Various
techniques, such as loss function meta-learning [2], gradient-enhanced PINN [3], and adaptive sam-
pling of residual points [4,5] have been employed to enhance the accuracy of PINNs. Our focus is
on improving PINN accuracy through a novel algorithm for adaptive non-uniform sampling. Two
common approaches for adaptive sampling methods (ASM) are identified [4]. The first approach
(ASM 1) selects points from the original residual set based on a probability mass function (PMF)
[6]. Although computationally efficient, ASM 1 only selects the additional point only from the
existing set of residual points. Therefore, it does not introduce any new points at different locations
within the input space. Previous research has shown that the adaptive location of the resampled
points further enhances the accuracy of PINNs [7]. An alternative approach to Adaptive Sampling,
reffered as ASM2, considers addition of residual points at new locations within the input space [5].
In ASM2, a random sampling of residual points takes place over the input space, and those with
relatively higher PDE residual values are selected. This method facilitates the adaptive positioning of
residual points and is intutionally similar to adaptive mesh refinement technique used in numerical
methods. However, ASM 2 is computationally expensive as it requires calculation of PDE residual at
all randomly chosen points during each resampling period [8]. It is worth noting that recent research
studies have introduced various variants of these two adaptive sampling methods [9,10,11, and 12]. In
this research, we introduce a novel adaptive sampling scheme for sampling points from new locations
in the input space based on the PDE residual of original residual points (ASM 3). The scheme
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consists of three steps. In Step 1, an equi-spaced grid of residual points is defined as the reference set
throughout the training process. In Step 2, new points are sampled from the reference residual points
at each resampling period using their probability distribution function (as in ASM 1). In Step 3, a
new set of points is added in the neighborhood of each sampled point from Step 2. For a refinement
factor of 2, one point is added, while for higher refinement factors, multiple points are added. The
mathematical definition of the neighborhood in Step 3 is provided in Section 2. The proposed method
exhibits computational efficiency by utilizing the PDE residual on the reference residual points in
Step 2, eliminating the need for additional calculations. This efficiency enables a higher frequency of
resampling, thereby increasing accuracy. Furthermore, the method achieves adaptive point placement
by assigning new points in the vicinity of the sampled points from Step 2, akin to the mesh refinement
technique used in numerical studies. In contrast to ASM2, which indirectly refines the grid and is
independent of the original set of residual points, this algorithm directly refines the grid formed by
the reference set of residual points in Step 1. Additionally, like adaptive mesh refinement, it offers
flexibility in assigning higher refinement for improved PINN accuracy. Notably, in order to enhance
computational efficiency of ASM3 algorithm, previously sampled points in Step 3 are not retained or
utilized in the subsequent resampling events.

2 Direct Grid Refinement Method

For the development of ASM 3, we considered a transient PDE case with t ∈ [0, T ] and x ∈ Ω

(where Ω ∈ RD). In step 1, a set of uniformly spaced residual points
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corresponding grid size of ht and hx. At each resampling period, m points
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from the set of reference residual points based on a probability mass function (elaborated in section
(2.1)). For a refinement factor of 2, a new point
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in step 2. The location of the refined point (tir, x

i
r) on the input space is

represented by Equation 1 and (2):

tir = tis + λtht (1)

xi
r = xi

s + λxhx (2)
where {λt, λx} are the refinement coefficients which range between −1 to 1. These coefficients
can be assigned as constants or dynamically selected by randomly picking values between −1 and
1 for each sampled point in Step 2. Equation (1) and (2) illustrate the addition of a single point in
the neighborhood of the sampled point from Step 2, resulting in a refinement factor of 2. It is also
possible to achieve higher refinement orders by adding multiple refined points using different values
of the refinement coefficients. Fig. (1) depicts the implementation of ASM3 with refinement factors

Figure 1: Implementation of ASM 3 with refinement factor of 2, 3 and 4. The blue dots represent
reference residual points defined in Step 1, the blue dot encircled by red circle represent the sampled
point from a PMF of reference residual points. The green points represent the addition of the new
residual points by the direct grid refinement algorithm (Step 3).

of 2, 3, and 4, considering randomized refinement coefficients. The blue dots represent the reference
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residual points defined in Step 1, while the blue dot encircled by a red circle represents the sampled
point from the PMF of reference residual points in Step 2. The green dots represent the adaptively
sampled points in Step 3.

2.1 Probability Mass function

The probability mass function used in Step 2 of ASM and is represented by Equation (3):

p (x) =
p(x)∑

x∈S0
p(x)

(3)

where x(x ∈ S0) represents a point from the reference set of equi-distant residual points (S0). p(x)
is the probability density function which is a non-linear function of PDE residual. [4] defined a
general expression for PDF using k and c as hyperparameters (Equation (4)).

p(x) ∝ ϵk(x)

E[ϵk(x)]
+ c (4)

where ϵ(x) is the PDE residual at residual point x. In this research work, the value of k and c is taken
as 2 and 0 respectively, a combination which has already been tested in a previous research work [3].

2.2 Solving Advection Dispersion Equation

A non-linear transient PDE equation governing the advection-dispersion process in a 1 dimensional
porous medium is solved with ASM 3 (Equation (5),(6),(7)):

∂ (ϵc)

∂t
= −∂ (νc)

∂x
+

∂ (De + αLν)
∂c
∂x

∂x
(5)

where x ∈ [0, 1] , t ∈ [0, 6000]

c (t, 0) =

(
1

1 + e−0.02(t−500)

)
×
(

1

1 + e0.02(t+500)

)
(6)

(De + αLν)
∂c (t, 1)

∂x
= 0 (7)

where ϵ is the porosity, De is molecular dispersivity (m2 · s−1), αL dispersivity (m). Table 1 enlists
the properties of the porous medium for the model development.

Table 1: List of porous medium properties and their values used for model development.

PROPERTIES VALUE

POROSITY 0.3
DISPERSIVITY (m) 0.01
GROUNDWATER VELOCITY (m · s−1) 0.0003
DISPERSION COEFFICIENT (m2 · s−1) 1× 10−9

The network output is c(t, x) which represent the concentration of a non-reactive chemical species in
the porous medium. The entry of this species in the medium is mathematically smoothed using a
sigmoidal step function. The other boundary condition, (c(t, 1) = 0), represents an open boundary of
the exit of chemical species at the other end of the porous medium. The porous medium is considered
to be free of the chemical species and thus c(0, x) is considered to be 0. The neural network consists
of 3 hidden layers with 50 neurons each, utilizing sigmoid activation function for non-linearity. A
total of 202 residual points enforce the boundary conditions, while 441 residual points (equally
spaced) enforce equation (5). The study utilizes a weighted-loss function, as formulated in a previous
research work [13].

For the comparative study, four different simulations are run for each of the adaptive sampling
methods, namely ASM 1, ASM 2, ASM 3. The model runs for 15000 steps of gradient descent (using
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Adam optimizer) with resampling period of 1000 epoch. For each method, 150 new points are added
at each resampling event. Two variants of ASM 3 are implemented, one with RF =2 (ASM 3a) and
RF = 4 (ASM 3b). In addition, a simulation with fixed number of residual points (without a sampling
strategy) is also simulated for the base case study.

3 Results

3.1 Model Verification

The accuracy of the novel direct grid refinement algorithm is evaluated using a benchmark model
implemented in Comsol. Fig. 2 (a) displays the concentration profile c(t, x) predicted by the Comsol
benchmark model. The direct grid refinement algorithm, after 15000 epochs, closely approximates
the Comsol model with minor discrepancies, as shown in Fig. 2 (b).

Figure 2: (a) Benchmark model result from Comsol used for the verification study, (b) Result from
PINN using ASM 3a sampling method (c) Error analysis of the reference set of residual points
highlights relatively higher error at a region of higher concentration gradient, (d) Comparative
analysis of the PINN model result and the Comsol model result for the chemical species concentration
c(t, 1) shows excellent match with a R2 value of 99.84% .

The discrepancies primarily occur in the region with sharp concentration gradients. These discrepan-
cies are further illustrated in the error analysis, where the plot of PDE residual (Fig. 2 (c)) reveals
an error ranging up to 9 × 10−5 at the front of the concentration gradient. For the verification of
ASM 3a against the comsol result, the concentration profile at x = 1 is plotted for all time steps (Fig.
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Figure 3: After 15000 epochs, the reference residual points (blue color) along with the sampled points
from ASM1, 2 and 3 (red encircled blue dots, black dots and green dots respectively).

2 (d)). The high R2 value of 99.84% demonstrates the efficiency of the PINN utilizing the novel
sampling algorithm.

Fig. 3 depicts the adaptively sampled point using the grid refinement algorithm (ASM 3a), represented
by a green dots. The alignment of the green dots with the regions of high PDE residual Fig. 2 (c) is
evident. Additionally, for comparison, the adaptively sampled points from ASM 1 and ASM 2 are
also plotted. Fig. 3 illustrates that the majority of adaptively sampled points lie in the region with
relatively higher residual error. ASM 1 samples from set of original residual points, as indicated by
the red encircled residual points, while ASM 2 selects randomized residual points with higher error.

The adaptively sampled points in ASM 3a exhibit dense clusters compared to the residual points
sampled with the ASM 1 method, as shown in Fig. 3. This observation can be attributed to the
repetitive sampling of residual points in the second step of ASM 3a, similar to the case of ASM 1. To
investigate the repetitive sampling, a color map representing the sampled points from the probability
density function (PDF) of the reference grid is plotted Fig. 4. Each resampling event adds 150 new
points, and the repetition of certain points occurs during the sampling process of Step 2 in ASM 3a
(indicated by filled circles). The color map represents the frequency of point repetition, ranging from
1 to 13. The higher repetition of sampled points in the steps contributes to the clustering of adaptively
sampled points in Step 3, as observed in Fig. (3).

3.2 Comparative Study

The efficiency of different resampling methods is evaluated by assessing their relative L2 error in
comparison to the Comsol-benchmark model. As illustrated in the Table 2, the results indicate that
the adaptive sampling techniques exhibit higher accuracy levels than the base case (PINN without
adaptive resampling scheme). The model based on the novel algorithm (ASM 3a) demonstrates
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Figure 4: Sampling of residual points in Step 1 and Step 2 of ASM 3a. The empty blue circles
represent the points from the set of reference grid defined in Step 1 of ASM 3a. The color filled
circle represents the sampled points in the Step 2 of ASM 3a. The color map represents the repetition
frequency of each point sampled in Step 2.

relatively superior accuracy when compared to ASM 1, as evidenced by the associated relative
L2 error. However, in contrast to ASM 2, the novel algorithm-based model (ASM 3a) exhibits a
relatively higher relative L2 error. With refinement factor of 4, the accuracy corresponding to the
novel algorithm (ASM 3b) improves further and outperforms the other adaptive sampling techniques.

Table 2: Efficiency of PINN using different sampling techniques using relative L2 error.

ASM RELATIVE L2 ERROR

BASE CASE 4.01× 10−4

ASM 1 2.80×10−4

ASM 2 2.38×10−4

ASM 3a 2.51×10−4

ASM 3b 2.09×10−4

4 Conclusion

In this study, we developed a novel algorithm for adaptive sampling of residual points. Verification
studies using a Physics-Informed Neural Network (PINN) with our sampling method (ASM 3a)
demonstrated reasonable agreement with benchmark model results. Comparative analysis with other
techniques revealed that our approach delivered satisfactory results, especially with higher refinement
factors. Overall, our adaptive sampling algorithm enhances simulation accuracy and efficiency,
offering promising prospects for future research and applications. Further research work is needed to
explore its application beyond the equi-spaced residual points.
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5 Impact Statement

The presented research makes a significant impact on the research area of physics-based machine
learning techniques by introducing a novel algorithm for adaptive sampling of residual points. By
addressing the challenges associated with existing adaptive sampling schemes, the proposed algorithm
enhances prediction accuracy, computational efficiency, and training robustness. Through verification
studies, the algorithm demonstrates reasonable agreement with benchmark model results, showcasing
its effectiveness in improving simulation accuracy. Comparative analysis with other techniques
underscores the superiority of the proposed approach, particularly with higher refinement factors.
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