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Abstract. In this paper, we present two novel Asymptotic-Preserving Neural Net-
works (APNNSs) for tackling multiscale time-dependent kinetic problems, encom-
passing the linear transport equation and Bhatnagar-Gross-Krook (BGK) equation
with diffusive scaling. Our primary objective is to devise efficient and accurate
APNN approaches for resolving multiscale kinetic equations. We have established
a neural network based on even-odd decomposition and concluded that enforcing
the initial condition for the linear transport equation with inflow boundary condi-
tions is crucial. This APNN method based on even-odd parity relaxes the stringent
conservation prerequisites while concurrently introducing an auxiliary deep neural
network. Additionally, we have incorporated the conservation laws of mass, mo-
mentum, and energy for the Boltzmann-BGK equation into the APNN framework
by enforcing exact boundary conditions. This is our second contribution. The most
notable finding of this study is that approximating the zeroth, first and second mo-
ments of the particle density distribution is simpler than the distribution itself. Fur-
thermore, a compelling phenomenon in the training process is that the convergence
of density is swifter than that of momentum and energy. Finally, we investigate
several benchmark problems to demonstrate the efficacy of our proposed APNN
methods.
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1 Introduction

In scientific modeling, kinetic equations describe the dynamics of particles through a
medium with collision and absorption. These equations typically involve multiple spa-
tial and/or temporal scales, as well as nonlocal operators, which present significant
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computational challenges in numerical simulations. For a comprehensive overview,
please refer to the literature sources [1-4] for a review. Deep learning methods and deep
neural networks (DNNs) have garnered immense attention within the scientific com-
munity, particularly with respect to resolving partial differential equations (PDEs) [5-
12]. To explore alternative machine learning approaches for solving partial differen-
tial equations, we suggest that the curious reader consult the exemplary review arti-
cle [5]. The key motivation behind such methods is to parameterize the solutions or
gradients of PDE problems using deep neural networks. These methods ultimately
culminate in a minimization problem that is typically high-dimensional and noncon-
vex. Unlike classical numerical methods, deep learning methods are mesh-free and can
solve PDEs in complex domains and geometries. It is also advantageous to possess
flexibility and ease of execution, as it opens up the potential to tackle high-dimensional
problems. Nonetheless, deep learning methods have several potential drawbacks, in-
cluding lengthy training times, a lack of convergence, and reduced accuracy. However,
the idea of operator learning offers a method to resolve a class of PDEs by training the
neural network once [13-18]. It is important to note, however, that a number of issues
regarding the convergence theory remain unclear.

In recent years, there has been extensive research conducted on multiscale kinetic
equations and hyperbolic systems by employing deep neural networks. This research
includes, but is not limited to the works cited in references [19-26]. The kinetic prob-
lems, which possess characteristics at multiple scales, have gained significant impor-
tance. As we know, there are numerous choices available to build the loss when given
a PDE. For instance, variational formulation (DRM), least-squares formulation (PINN,
DGM), weak formulation (WAN), etc. Due to the presence of small scales, the vanilla
Physics-Informed Neural Networks (PINNs) can be exceedingly unstable for resolving
multiscale kinetic equations [21,22]. A natural question is what kind of loss is “good”.
One has to take into consideration conservation, symmetry, parity, etc. Here, an alter-
native to solving multiscale kinetic equations by utilizing DNNs is to create a loss that
can capture the limiting macroscopic behavior (the loss is known as AP), hence justi-
fies the need to use Asymptotic-Preserving Neural Networks (APNNs) [21]]. In [21],
we proposed an APNN method for time-dependent linear transport equations with
diffusive scaling and uncertainies that is based on micro-macro decomposition, and
demonstrated that the loss is AP with respect to the Knudsen number that tends to
zero.

It is worth noting that the APNN method, based on micro-macro decomposition,
imposes rigorous conservation prerequisites. Failure to meet these criteria may result
in imprecise outcomes for the ultimate deep neural network approximation. Accord-
ingly, we have progressed towards the refinement of an APNN approach to tackle time-
dependent linear transport equations, thereby loosening the stringent prerequisites for
conservation. The proposed APNN technique relies on a even-odd decomposition for
the time-dependent linear transport equation. The novel loss function exhibits uniform
stability in relation to the small Knudsen number, whereby the neural network solu-
tion converges uniformly to the macro solution. Noteworthy is the fact that the present



APNN approach is targeted towards the resolution of linear kinetic equations. For the
nonlinear Boltzmann-BGK equation, constructing deep neural networks that automati-
cally satisfy the conservation of mass, momentum, and energy akin to APNN based on
a micro-macro decomposition poses a formidable challenge. Thus, we have advanced
by developing an APNN methodology that unites the fundamental equation with the
equation governing local conservation law for the nonlinear Boltzmann-BGK equation.

An outline of this paper is as follows. In Section 2, a detail illustration of Asymptotic-
Preserving Neural Networks for linear transport equation and Boltzmann-BGK equa-
tion and the construction of loss functions are given. Numerous numerical examples
are presented in Section 3 to demonstrate the effectiveness of the APNNs. The paper is
concluded in Section 4.

2 Methodology

There are three primary components to the DNN framework. The initial component
entails utilizing a neural network as an approximation to the solution. The second
component involves evaluating the difference between the approximate and exact so-
lutions, which is achieved through population and empirical loss/risk. Finally, the
third component is an optimization algorithm that aids in locating a local minimum.

To solve partial differential equations using deep neural networks, the typical pro-
cedure is generally analogous:

1. Modeling: define the loss/risk associated to a PDE;
2. Architecture: build a deep neural network (function class) for the trail function;
3. Optimization: minimize the loss over the parameter space.

In terms of proposed APNNS, the primary element entails formulating a loss func-
tion that embodies the AP property [21]. The following diagram in Fig. [1|illustrates the
idea of APNNSs.

First, we introduce the conventional notations for DNNﬂ An L-layer feed forward
neural network (or fully-connected neural network, FCNet) is defined recursively as,

V) =x,
fem(x) ZUO(W“‘”fGU’”(x)+b“_”),1glgL—l, @.1)
folx) = i () = WL £lE1 () 4 plL-1),

where Wl gRm-1xm1 plll g R+ ,mo,my, are the input and output dimension, ¢ is a scalar

“_ 7

function and “o” means entry-wise operation.

tBAAL2020. Suggested Notation for Machine Learning. https://github.com/mazhengen/suggested-
notation-for-machine-learning.
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Figure 1: lllustration of APNNs. F¢ is the microscopic equation that depends on the small scale parameter ¢
and FU is its macroscopic limit as e—0, which is independent of e. The latent solution of F¢ is approximated
by deep neural networks with its measure denoted by R(F¢). The asymptotic limit of R(F¢) as e —0, if

exists, is denoted by R(F?). If R(F?) is a good measure of F, then it is called asymptotic-preserving (AP).

Also, ResNet [27] is composed with several residual blocks with each part contain-
ing one input, two weight layers, two activation functions, one identical (shortcut) con-
nection, and one output, which is defined recursively as,

fe[o] (x) =Wlx4+pl0,
i) =fF @) +oo Wy Moo W T o+ 40y T 1< -1, 22)
fol) =" () =W A o+l
here we use the same notations as previous for convenience.
We denote the set of parameters by 0. For simplicity of neural network presentation,

we denote the layers by a list, i.e., [my,...,m]. For ResNet, the i-th block is denoted by
[m;,m;] and one can find that m;(i=1,...,L—1) is equal.

2.1 APNN V2 based on even-odd decomposition

Let us begin by examining the linear transport equation in the context of diffusive scal-
ing, which can be expressed in the following form:

1
satf—i—vaxf:1<;/1fdv’—f>, x<x<ig, —1<v<l, 2.3)

with in-flow boundary conditions as

f(t,xp,v)=F.(v), for ©v>0,

f(t,xg,0)=Fg(v), for v<O0. (24)

Here, f(t,x,v) is the density distribution of particles at time ¢ € 7 := [0, T], space point
x€D:=|xy,xg]=10,1], and traveling in direction v € 3:=[—1,1]. The parameter ¢ >0 is



the Knudsen number which denotes the ratio of the mean free path over a characteristic

length. The initial function is given as a function of x and v

£(0,x,0)= fo(x,v).

By splitting equation and define even- and odd-parities as

r(t,x,0)=

—_ N =

j(t,x,0)= Z—S[f(t,x,v) —f(t,x,—0)],0<0v <1,

one can obtain the following system of equations
1
07 +00xj = 8—2(,0—1’),
o1 1.
at]+gvaxr= —al

where p= (r):= fol r(t,x,0)do.

[f(t,x,0)+f(t,x,—v)],0<0v<]1,

(2.5)

(2.6)

2.7)

Thus far, we have implemented the even-odd system, but simply employing neural
networks for r and j does not result in an APNN framework. In order to establish an
APNN framework, our next step involves the introduction of p as a mediator between

r and j within this system.
By integrating over v, the first equation gives

i+ | vdsjdv= 5 (0~ (1),

and since p = (r) one can write as follows

1
atp—i—/ vd,jdv=0.
0

(2.8)

(2.9

Finally, Eq. (2.7) and Eq. (2.9) together with the constraint p = (r) constitute the even-

odd formulation of Eq. :

207 +e200,j=p—7,
€20j+00,r = —],
01p+ (v0yj) =0,
p=(r).

When ¢ — 0, the above equation formally approaches

r=p,

J=—004t,
9tp+ (v9yj) =0.

(2.10)

(2.11)



Substituting the first equation into the second equation gives j = —vd,p and plugging
into the third equation will result

1
Btp—éaxxpzo, (2.12)

which is exactly the diffusion equation.

Remark 1. In Eq. (2.10) we singled out the equation of local conservation law d;p+
(vdyj) =0 is necessary in constructing the APNN loss. By coupling these equations of
r,j and p, one can obtain the loss for the diffusion limit equation.

For solving the linear transport equation by deep neural networks, we need to use
DNNs to parametrize three functions p(t,x),r(t,x,v) and j(t,x,v). So here three net-
works are used. First,

oBN (1) i=exp (=A™ (%) ) mp (1), (2.13)
Second,
o (£,x,0):=exp (—i(rg (£,x,0)+7p™ (¢ ,x,—v))> ~r(t,x,0), (2.14)
and
iNN(t,x,0) =N (t,x,0) - N (t,x,—v) ~j(t,x,0), (2.15)

which automatically satisfy the even-odd properties.
Then we propose the least square of the residual of the even-odd system as the
APNN loss

€ __ e € € €
RAPNN - Rresidual + Rconstraint + Rinitial + 7zbounclary’ (2 16)

€ € €
where Rremdual’RAPNN, constraint’ 'UAPNN, boundary’RAPNN, initial ar€ denoted by
e 2 2.~ NN _ (NN ___NNj2
7?’residual |T><D><Q| / / / ’S ot 7’ +5 Z)ax]Q _(pG —Ty )‘ dvdxdt

2 NN _ [/ NN\ 2
|’rx1>xo|///‘€ 9ujy ™ +0darp™ = (—jp™) Pdoddt
_ B NN
+|7~><D|//!3tp9 x]9 >! dxdt,
Rionstramt |7-><,D|//|p lzdxdt

NN | NNy _ ¢ |2
1rut1al |'D|/’p Ox f0>| dx+|DXQ|//’I +€fp ) f0’ dodx,

€ . _ 2
7?’bounclary |TanXQ|//BD/ |B +8]9 ) FB| dodxdt.

(2.17)



Here, A; (i=1,2,...,7) are the penalty weights to be tuned and |X'| denotes the measure
of the domain X'. Besides, Z, B are the initial and boundary operators.

Now the AP property of this loss can be carried out by considering its behavior for
e small. One may only need to focus on the first three terms of Eq. (2.17)

RsAPNN,residual |7'XDXQ|///|828erN+8 UaX]BN_(pIG\TN_rBNN)‘ZdUdth

+WM/T/7)/(2’€28t] 00, rfN — (=N [2dudxdt
+|7./:<3’w/ﬁr/p|atp9NN 0 ji >|2dxdt
Sending e — 0, this will naturally lead to
RAPNN, residual = ’TXDXQ’///“) —rp " [*dodxdt
|T><D><Q|///‘vaxr9 — (=AY [2dodxdt (2.19)

+’7-XD|/7_/D’afpl(§N X]B >|2dth
which is the least square loss of Eq. (2.11))

(2.18)

r=p,
J=—004t, (2.20)

01p+ (v0yj) =0

Same as previous derivation the third equation yields the diffusion Eq. (2.12). Thus this
proposed method is an APNN method.

2.2 APNN for Boltzmann-BGK equation

Boltzmann equation is the well-known kinetic model which captures the evolution of
density distribution for rarefied gases [28,29]. The d,-dimensional Boltzmann equation
can be expressed in a dimensionless form as

atf+v-fo=%C(f,f), t>0, (x,v)cR%*xR%, (2.21)

where the function, denoted by f(t,x,v), characterizes the velocity distribution of par-
ticles, while the right-hand side of the equation %C (f,f) represents the term associated
with collisions among particles and is a non-linear operator. Its action is generally lim-
ited to the velocity-dependent behavior of f exclusively. The parameter ¢ > 0 is the
Knudsen number which denotes the ratio of the mean free path over a characteristic
length.

The so-called Boltzmann collision operator C(f, ) possesses fundamental physical
properties [30] as



1. conservation of mass, momentum and energy

_ _ 1o\
/Rdva(f,f)dv—O,m— <1,v,2|v\ ) .
2. The entropy dissipation inequality
[ CUP)-log()dv<o,

3. The non-negative equilibrium functions f, namely those satisfying C( f, f)=0, cor-
respond to the local Maxwellian distributions defined by

M) = <_|U—”|2>, 2.22
W= 2 e e22)

where density p(t,x), macroscopic velocity u(t,x) and temperature T(t,x) of the
gas are the continuum description by field variables defined by

o= [, flo)do= [ M(U)do,

u:1/Rdvvf(v)dv:1/]Rd@vM(LI)dv,

P P
T:l/ \u—v|2f(v)dv=1/ lu—o*M(U)do.
P SR p IR

Here, U is the hydrodynamic variables (denisty, momentum and energy) which
is a vector of the moments of f:

T
U= (p,pu, 1p]u\2—|—1pT> :/ mfdo, (2.23)
2 2 RAv

and density p(t,x), macroscopic velocity u(t,x) and temperature T(f,x) are the
continuum description by field variables.

As the frequency of collisions increases significantly, the mean free path, i.e., the dis-
tance a particle covers between two consecutive collisions, becomes comparatively
smaller than a characteristic length of the physical domain under consideration. In
such a scenario, a macroscopic portrayal of the gas seems more suitable. The compress-
ible Euler and compressible Navier-Stokes (CNS) equations serve as primary instances,
as they elucidate the development of averaged quantities like the local density, mo-
mentum, and energy of the gas. The CNS model surpasses the Euler equations in terms
of accuracy, owing to its inclusion of factors such as viscosity and heat conductivity,
which results in a correction of order €. Physically, classical fluid models may not fully



capture the macroscopic evolution of gas, particularly when it is in a far from equilib-
rium state. Fluid models, such as the compressible Euler or CNS type, are classically
derived by using the moment method in conjunction with perturbation techniques like
the Hilbert or Chapman-Enskog expansions [29]. Specifically, the derivation of the CNS
model from the Boltzmann equation in the fluid regime provides an approximation of
viscosity and heat fluxes in the gas, up to the order of 2. The primary challenge of solv-
ing Boltzmann equation stems from the fact that the aforementioned term % stiffens as
e approaches zero, thereby entering a fluid regime. When considering this scenario,
the resolution of the Boltzmann equation through a conventional explicit numerical
method necessitates a time step of e magnitude. This results in computationally costly
operations when ¢ is small.

At the level of Euler asymptotics, numerous authors have suggested asymptotically
preserving numerical approximations to solve the Boltzmann equation. For instance,
numerical methods that are capable of capturing the accurate Euler limit have been
proposed in [31], specifically in the context of the Bhatnagar-Gross-Krook (BGK) equa-
tion [32].

The intricate nature of the Boltzmann collision operator is circumvented by consid-
ering the more streamlined BGK model in our study as follows

atf+v-fo:%(M(u)—f), vER, (2.24)

here f(t,x,v) is the density distribution of particles at time t € 7 :=[0,T], space point
x € D:=[xy,xg] =[—0.5,0.5], and traveling in direction v € R, M(U) denotes the lo-
cal Maxwellian distribution function. Notice that the Boltzmann-BGK equation is an
integro-differential equation with its nonlinear and non-local collision operator. One
can easily check that BGK operator satisfies mass, momentum and energy conserva-
tion.

Due to the properties of conserving mass, momentum and energy of collision op-
erator, one can multiply the BGK equation Eq. by m(v) and then integrate them
with respect to v to obtain the following equations:

o (mf)+Vy-(vmf)=0,where (g) :/]Rg(v)dv, (2.25)
ie.,
p
o ou + V- (vmf)=0. (2.26)

splul*+30T
Finally, Eq. (2.24) and Eq. (2.26) with the constrain Eq. (2.23) constitute the systems

of BGK model:
e(dtf+vof)=M(U)—f,
U+ V- (vmf)=0, (2.27)
U= (mf).
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While considering the Boltzmann-BGK equation, similar to APNN v1 [21], it is crucial
to highlight that our observation indicates the difficulty in creating a neural network
for the non-equilibrium that adequately maintains the simultaneous conservation of
mass, momentum and energy, despite its micro-macro decomposition technique for
resolution [30]. Thus, inspired by the Gas-Kinetic scheme [33,34], we incorporated the
original equation concerning function f into the system of local conservation laws Eq.
or Eq. (2.26), thereby closing the newly established system of equations.

For brevity we use the notation W(t,x) = (o(t,x), u(t,x), T(t,x))T. The boundary
conditions for the variables p,u,T in our study are defined as

o(t,xL) =pL,p(t,Xr) =pPr,
u(t,xp)=ur=0,u(t,xg)=ugr=0,
T(t,XL> = TL,T(t,xR) = TR,

ie.,
Wi = (oL, ur, TL)T/ Wr = (pr, ug, TR)T-

The initial condition of f is computed by the initial functions Wy (x)= (0o (x), 0 (x), To(x)) "

2
FOx0) =L exp (L7100 )i fro).
(27 Ty)? 2To
Here we restrict the range of velocity R to a bounded symmetrical domain Q=[-V,V]

with V' =10 and this assumption might be realistic in many studies.

First we need to use DNNs to parametrize four functions f(t,x,v),p(t,x),u(t,x) and
T(t,x). So here four networks are used. The time and velocity variable ¢,v are normal-
ized into [0,1] and [—1,1] with scaling t=¢t/T,5=0v/V. It is worth pointing out that
this normalization is necessary to alleviate the mismatching of the range of temporal
domain and velocity domain. One can construct four DNNs as follows:

NN(¢ x,0):=In (1 +exp( ”;“N(f,x,ﬁ))) >0, (2.28)
and
NN x);(R: x); xj;—er L ~NN /1
oA () i=pp* - p exp (=) (xr—x)-BYN (Ex) ) >0,
N (tx) =/ (x—x0) (xg—x) BN (E ), (2.29)

XR*X X*XL

TIN(tx) =T %™ TR ™ -exp <(x—xL)(xR—x)~Té\IN(f,x)> >0,

which pIG\IN,ugIN, Té\TN automatically satisfy the boundary conditions. In this problem, to

keep f positive, In(1+exp(-)) is applied for constructing fi*N. The advantage of this
structure lies in the parity of magnitudes between f"N and f\N when their magnitude
exceeds a certain threshold.

Then we propose the least square of the residual of BGK model as the APNN loss
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€ __ e € € € €
7—\>’APNN - Rresidual + Rclaw + Rconstraint + Rboundary + Rinitial’ (230)
€ €
where Rresuiual’Rclaw’Rconstramt’ Rboundary’ Rinitial are denoted by

RAPNN, residual = |7'><D><Q\///‘ (AN 4oV, fNN) — ( (ugTN)ffé\lNdevdxdt,

Rf&PNN,claw:m'/r/pwtugm—i-vx <vm é\IN>|2dxdt,

As
7-\)’EAPNN, constraint — m / / |ugIN— <mfé\IN> |2dxdt,

RSAPNN,boundary |7-| / ‘ t xL WL|2+‘Wé\IN(t1xR)_WR|2dt/
Rives it = 11 o W (0.0) ~Wow) Pt 8 [ [ 1ANO,5,0) = fo(x0) Paodty,
(2.31)
and UNN WNN are computed by oN, NN and TN,
0 0 P Y Oy 0

The AP property of this loss can now be realized by examining its behavior for
infinitesimally small values of e&. One may only need to focus on the first two terms of

Eq.

ZPNN = 7—‘)’iesidual + Rilaw/ (2'32)

RsAPNN,residual |T><D><Q|///|£ tfg +vafNN) ( (Ué\IN)—fé\IN)Fddedt,

RSAPNN,Claw:m'/T/D|atu9 +vx<vm 0 >|2dxdt.

(2.33)
Sending e — 0, this will naturally lead to

7?"fAPNN, residual — ‘TX'DXQ|/ / / | UNN §N|2dvdxdt/
NN\ 2
REAPNN,claw:m'/T/D|atugIN+vx<Umfe >\ dxdt,

which is the least square loss of fluid dynamics equations. Thus, we have check that
this loss is AP by sending ¢ — 0. Finally we put a schematic plot of our APNN method
for Boltzmann-BGK problem in Fig.

(2.34)

3 Numerical results

In this section, some numerical experiments have been carried out to verify the perfor-
mance of our proposed APNN methods. Since the operator of v in the loss of APNNs
are integrals, we approximate them with Gauss-Legendre quadrature rule.

The reference solutions are obtained by standard finite difference method and we
will check the relative ¢2 error of the solution s(x)(p,u,T) of APNN method, e.g. for 1d
case,
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Figure 2: Schematic of APNNs for solving the Boltzmann-BGK equation.

Xjlse, —s

error:=
Zj ’5§ef 2

(3.1)

3.1 Experiment setting

The activation function we used is ¢(x) = tanh(x) for linear transport problems and
o(x) =x/(1+exp(—x)) for BGK problems. More specifically, fully-connected neu-
ral network is applied for the linear transport problem while ResNet is used for the
BGK problem for better performance. The number of quadrature points is 30 for lin-
ear transport equation and 64 for Boltzmann-BGK equation. To train the networks, the
Adam [35] version of the gradient descent methods is used to solve the optimization
problem with Xavier initialization. In practice of these cases, we need to tune the hy-
perparameters, such as neural network architecture, learning rate, batch size and so
on, to obtain a good level of accuracy [36]. As a matter of experience one may tune the
weights of loss terms to make them at the same level and a decreasing annealing sched-
ule fo learning rate is used for better numerical performance. We use an exponential



13

decay with a decay rate of 0.96 and a decay step of 200 iterations.
The APNN empirical risk for the even-odd system of linear transport equation is

€ __ e €
APNN, transport — R residual T Rconstramt + letlal + 7—\)’boundary' (32)
€ € €
where 7?’reswlual’,R’constlrain’t’ 7—\)’boundary’ Rinitial are denoted by
2
res1dua1 Z ’E atr@ tllxlfvl>+S vax]e (ti/xirvi)

— (o™ (ti,xi) — g™ (ti,x,01)) |

N®

Ay & . i
+ NTZZ) Z |€204jp™ (£,%1,0;) +09xrp™ (ti,x5,00) — (=g (£,%1,01) ) |*
=

Z ’atpe tl/xl <vax]9NN> (ti/xi) |2/
,R’ionstralnt ZM) tl/xl < o >(ti/xi)|2/
1n1t1a1 Z‘p 0 xl f0> xl |2+ Z’I N+‘€ngN)(xi/vi)_fo(xilvi)‘zl

Az .
Rﬁoundary:ﬁSZ|B(r§N+€]}9\IN)(thxi/vi>_FB(ti/xi/vi)‘2~
i=1

(3.3)
Here, Nl(l),Nl(z),Nl(S),Nz,N3,N4,N5 are the number of sample points of doamins |7 x
DxQ|,|T xDxQ,|T xD|,|TxD|,|D|,|DxQ|,|T xoD x Q.

The APNN empirical risk for the system of Boltzmann-BGK equation is

€ __ e € € €
7zAPNN BGK — Rresidual + Rconstraint + Rboundary + Rinitiall (3 4)
€ € €
where Rremdual’Rclaw’Rconstramt’ Rboundary Rinitial are denoted by

re51dua1 Z| atf tlrxirvi)+Uva(£\IN(tirxilvi))7(M(U(I?\IN)f é\IN) (ti/xilvi)lzf
R = Da U™ (t37) + Vx (om N ) (%) 2,
)\3
Reonstrant Du (ki) = (mfA™N) (ki) P, (3.5)

Ay &
7-\)’ioundary = ﬁ 2 |W§N(ti/xL) - WL|2+ ‘Wé'\IN(tier> - WR|2/

As Ag
initial = Z|WNN (0,x;) —Wo(x |2+ Z| N(0,x;,v;) — fo(xi,01) [
5i=1
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Here, N;(i=1,---,6) is the number of sample points of corresponding domain.

3.2 Problem 1: APNNSs for solving linear transport equations

Consider the linear transport equation:

1/1 1 ,
Eatf‘f‘vaxf—g (2/_1de _f>/
and recall that the even-odd system of linear transport equation is

207 +e200,j=p—r,
€20j+00,r = —],
dip+(00xj) =0,
p=(r).

Case I and II are studied for problem 1 with constant scattering coefficient 1 for
¢=1073,10"8. Furthermore, we focus on an uncertainty quantification problem for
£=107° in Case IIL

Case L. Inflow condition with ¢=10"

Let e=10"3, in-flow boundary condition be F; (v)=1,Fg(v) =0, and initial condition
be fo(x,v) =0. Note that the function f exhibits a discontinuity at t =0 due to the
conditions Fy.(v) =1,Fg(v) =0, and fy(x,v)=0. To enhance numerical performance, py'™
can be further designed to inherently satisfy the initial condition.:

pgTN(t,x)::t-exp(—ﬁé\m(t,x)) ~p(t,x). (3.6)

Fig. 3| depicts the estimated density, denoted as p, using APNNs in comparison to
the reference solution at time instances t=0,0.05,0.1. It is evident that the approximated
solutions exhibit favorable accuracy at both t=0,0.05 and t=0.1.

The numerical performance of enforcing the initial condition and the soft constraint
p=(r) is deliberated as follows. The ensuing phenomena have been observed in all the
experiments we have conducted.

Fig. /4| illustrates the performance resulting from the imprecise enforcement of the
initial condition. Owing to the inadequate approximation of the initial condition and
the influence of the boundary layer, erroneous solutions are obtained at time instances
t=0,0.05,0.1.

Fig. [flillustrates the performance in the absence of considering the constraint equa-
tion p = (r) in the loss function, while ensuring the exact satisfaction of the initial con-
dition. However, it is evident that the solutions at time t =0.05,0.1 are incorrect. Con-
sequently, we incorporate this constraint into our APNN loss function.

Case II. Homogeneous Dirichlet boundary condition with e=10"8

Let e=10"8, boundary condition be F; (v) = Fg(v) =0, and initial condtion be

w
8
e

fo(x/v):g(x)'mei z, (37)



15

p, refatt=0,0.05,0.1
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Figure 3: Problem 1—Case I. Plot of density p at t=0,0.05,0.1: APNNs (marker) vs. Ref (line). e=10"3
and neural networks are FCNet with units [2,128,128,128,128,1] for p and [3,256,256,256,256,1] both for r
and j. Batch size is 512 in domain, 1024 x2 on boundary and 512 on initial. Ay=10 and others are set to be

1. Relative ¢2 error of APNNs is 9.87 x 1073,

p, refatt=0,0.05,0.1

1.0

0.8

0.6

0.4

0.2

0.0

Figure 4: Problem 1—Case I. Plot of density p at t=0,0.05,0.1: APNNs (marker) vs. Ref (line). e=1073.
And the units of neural networks are [2,128,128,128,128,1] for p and [3,256,256,256,256,1] both for r and ;.

where

g(x)=1+sin <2nx—g>. (3.8)

Fig. [p| depicts the estimated density, denoted as p, obtained through the utilization
of APNNSs alongside the reference solution at three distinct time instances, namely t =
0,0.05,0.1. In this particular scenario, it is noteworthy that the function f exhibits a con-
tinuous behavior without any discontinuous jumps, while possessing a non-constant
initial value. Evidently, this methodology has proven to yield commendable outcomes,
as illustrated in Fig. [|

Case III. uncertainty quantification problem with inflow condition and (¢=10"°)

Next, we contemplate an uncertainty quantification problem (e=1075).:

1
satf+vaxf:(75£z) <;/_1fdv’—f>, xp<x<xg, —-1<v<l, (3.9)
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p, refatt=0,0.05,0.1
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Figure 5: Problem 1—Case I. Plot of density p at t=0,0.05,0.1: APNNs (marker) vs. Ref (line). e=1073.
And the units of neural networks are [2,128,128,128,128,1] for p and [3,256,256,256,256,1] both for r and ;.

p, refatt=0,0.05,0.1
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x

Figure 6: Problem 1—Case II. Plot of density p at t=0.05,0.1: APNNs (marker) vs. Ref (line). e=10"8 and
the units of neural networks are [2,128,128,128,128,128,1] for p and [3,256,256,256,256,256,1] both for r and
j. Batch size is 1024 in domain, 512 x2 on boundary and 512 on initial. A3=A4=A7=10 and others are set
to be 1. Relative ¢2 error of APNNs is 1.25x 1072

with scattering coefficient

20 _
os(z) = 1+11—0Hsin(7tz]), 2= (L2, ) U(Z=[-11),  (3.10)
j=1

and in-flow boundary condition Fy (v) =1,Fg(v) =0, and initial condition fy(x,v)=0.

In order to address this issue, we incorporate the 20-dimensional stochastic vector
z as a constituent of the input components of the deep neural networks for p,r,j. Simi-
larly, it is possible to derive the empirical APNN risk for the even-odd system of linear
transport equation with uncertainties in the following manner

€ _ e € € €
APNN, uq — Rresidual + 7e’corlstraint + 7e’initial + Rboundary' (3 1 1)
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€ € € €
where Rresidual’Rconstraint’ Rboundary’ Rinitial are denoted by
PRV
_ 1 2~ NN 2 NN
iesidual* ) Z ‘E atre (Zirti/xirvi)+€ Uax]g (zi,ti,xi,vi)
1=l

—os(zi) (0™ (zitixi) — 1o (z3,t1,%1,07)) |2

@
N
Ay d ; ;
+—5 Y (€20t jp™ (zi, i, 21,01) +00xr g™ (zi by, x1,01) — (— 05 () o (zi,t,%1,0) ) |2
i=1
A3 N NN NN 2
+W2|atpe (zi,ti,xi)+<vax]9 >(Zirtirxi)|r
s

As N3 A6 Ny ’
initial = Na Z% lop™ (21,0,x:) — (fo) (zi,x;) |*+ N Z% | Z(ri™N 45N (24,%1,01) — fo(zi,%1,0;) %,
1= 1=

A7 :
R‘Eoundary = ﬁS Z |B(710NN+€]GNN) (zisti,xi,01) — Fg(zi,ti,%i,07) |2'
i=1

To assess the numerical performance, we evaluate the value of p at specific time
instances, namely t =0,0.05,0.1. This evaluation is based on computing the expected
outcome over 10* simulation iterations, considering z as a vector comprising elements

zb 22,...,2%0.

Fig. [7| exhibits the anticipated density p, trained using APNNSs, alongside the ref-
erence solutions at time t = 0.05,0.1. The results vividly demonstrate the exceptional
capabilities of APNNs when dealing with high-dimensional problems.

X

Figure 7: Problem 1—Case Ill. Plot of density p by taking expectation for z at t+ =0.05,0.1 for APNNs
(marker) and Ref (line). &=1075%05(z) = 14+0.1T]?;sin(7z;) and the units of neural networks are
[22,64,128,256,256,128,64,1] for p and [23,128,256,512,512,256,128,1] for r,j. Batch size is 1024 in do-
main, 512 x 2 for boundary condition and 256 for initial condition. A5 =A7=10 and others are set to be 1.
Relative ¢2 error of APNNs is 4.99 x 1072
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3.3 Problem 2: APNNSs for solving Boltzmann-BGK equations
Consider the Boltzmann-BGK equation

9f +o-Vef = (M(U)~f), vER. (3.12)

and recall the system of BGK model is

e(0tf+vorf)=M(U)—f,
U+ V- (omf) =0,

U= (mf).
These cases are studied in Problem 2.
CaseL: e=103
i 1
po(x)=1.54(0.625—1.5)- Sm(”;”
up(x) =0,
sin(7tx)+1
To(x) =15+(075-15)- =—— .

Fig. [§illustrates the graph representing approximate macroscopic properties at time
t=0,0.1. It is evident that the approximate density, momentum, and energy exhibit
superior performance compared to those derived from the approximate function f.

Case Il: e=10"3

.3
0o(x) =15+ (0.625—1.5)- SW(Z’C)H
up(x) =0,
sin? (rtx)+1

2

Fig. [9 illustrates the plot depicting the approximated macroscopic quantities at
t=0,0.1. It is noteworthy that the steep slope of p(0,x) and T(0,x) at x =0 poses a
considerable challenge for obtaining accurate solutions through approximation. The
key observation in this scenario is that approximating the moments of f, namely, p,u, T,
is comparatively simpler than approximating f itself. This assertion holds true across
all the test cases.

Case III: =103

To(x)=1.5+(0.75—1.5)-

00(x)=1.54(0.625—1.5)- ta“h(lzox)“,
up(x) =0,
tanh(10x)+1

To(x) =1.5+(0.75—1.5)- >



19

Approximate integrals of f and reference solutions Approximate integrals of f and reference solutions
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(a) The integrals of approximate f vs. reference solutions. Left: t =0 and Right: t=0.1.
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(b) The approximate p,u, T vs. reference solutions. Left: t =0 and Right: t=0.1.

Figure 8: Problem 2—Case |. Plot of density, momentum and energy at time t=0,0.1: Approximated by
APNNs (marker) vs. Ref (line). e=1073 and the units of neural networks are [3,128,128,128,128,128,128,1]
for f and [2,64,64,64,64,64,64,1] both for p,u and T. Batch size is 512 in domain, and 256 on initial.
A5 =(1,10,10),A¢ =10 and others are set to be 1. For t=0: mean square error of density, momentum

and energy are 7.16e-8,4.50e-6,8.13e-7. For t=0.1: relative I error of density, momentum and energy are
5.43e-3,6.35e-3,4.47e-2.

Fig. [10|depicts the graph illustrating the plot of approximate macroscopic quantities
att=0,0.1. In this particular scenario, the gradient of p(0,x) and T(0,x) at x=0 exhibits
a seamless behavior. It is evident that the approximate solutions align well with the
reference solutions; however, the first moment computed by the approximate function
f yields unsatisfactory outcomes in the vicinity of x =0. This observation concurs with
the findings presented in cases I and II.

CaselIV:e=1

po(x)=1.5+(0.625—1.5)- tanh(zzox)“,
up(x) =0,
tanh(20x) +1

To(x) =15+ (0.75—1.5)- >
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(a) The integrals of approximate f vs. reference solutions. Left: t =0 and Right: t=0.1.
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(b) The approximate p,u,T vs. reference solutions. Left: t=0 and Right: t=0.1.

Figure 9: Problem 2—Case Il. Plot of density, momentum and energy at time t=0,0.1: Approximated by
APNNs (marker) vs. Ref (line). e=1073 and the units of neural networks are [3,128,128,128,128,128,128,1]
for f and [2,64,64,64,64,64,64,1] both for p,u and T. Batch size is 512 in domain, and 256 on initial.
A5 =(1,10,10) and others are set to be 1. For +=0: mean square error of density, momentum and

energy are 1.29¢-4,6.34e-6,4.41e-5. For t=0.1: relative 2 error of density, momentum and energy are
1.36e-2,2.00e-2,3.99e-2.

The plot displayed in Fig. [11|illustrates the representation of estimated macroscopic
quantities at time instances t = 0,0.1. It is worth noting that this particular scenario
closely resembles a realistic problem. In this context, our proposed APNN method
demonstrates commendable efficacy by offering favorable solutions when compared to
the reference solutions.

Fig. illustrates the relative [ discrepancy in density, momentum, and energy
throughout the training process. An intriguing observation emerges, wherein the con-
vergence of density and momentum outpaces that of energy across all instances, en-
compassing ¢ =1 and 10~°. Training the energy component proves notably more chal-
lenging.

Table (1| documents the mean square error of risks Rf . .1 Riaw, AN RE ciraint
across these scenarios.



21

Approximate integrals of f and reference solutions Approximate integrals of f and reference solutions
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(a) The integrals of approximate f vs. reference solutions. Left: t =0 and Right: t=0.1.
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—— density —— density

1.4 —— momentum 14 —— momentum
—— energy — energy

1.2 * approx density 1.2 *  approx density

+ approx momentum
X approx energy

+ approx momentum
X approx energy

macro (t = 0)
macro(t = 0.1)
)
®

(b) The approximate p,u, T vs. reference solutions. Left: t =0 and Right: t=0.1.

Figure 10: Problem 2—Case Ill. Plot of density, momentum and energy at time t=0,0.1: Approximated by
APNNs (marker) vs. Ref (line). e=1073 and the units of neural networks are [3,128,128,128,128,128,128,1]
for f and [2,64,64,64,64,64,64,1] both for p,u and T. Batch size is 512 in domain, and 256 on initial.
A5 =(1,10,10),A¢ =10 and others are set to be 1. For t=0: mean square error of density, momentum

and energy are 4.87e-8,1.22¢-6,3.29e-8. For t=0.1: relative [ error of density, momentum and energy are
6.19e-3,1.78e-2,3.60e-2.

Case V: e=10"2

1.5,x <0,
Po¥)=1 06255 >0,"
up(x)=0,
oy 1550
0.75x > 0.

The figure depicted in Fig. illustrates the graphical representation of the esti-
mated macroscopic variables at the instant of £ =0.

Fig.|14|depicts the graphical representation of the approximated macroscopic quan-
tities spanning from t=0.005 to t=0.05. Notably, at t=0.005<¢, a discernible transition
in the macroscopic solutions becomes evident.
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(a) The integrals of approximate f vs. reference solutions. Left: t =0 and Right: t=0.1.
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(b) The approximate p,u,T vs. reference solutions. Left: t=0 and Right: t=0.1.

Figure 11: Problem 2—Case IV. Plot of density, momentum and energy at time t=0,0.1: Approximated by
APNNs (marker) vs. Ref (line). ¢=1 and the units of neural networks are [3,128,128,128,128,128,128,1]
for f and [2,64,64,64,64,64,64,1] both for p,u and T. Batch size is 512 in domain, and 256 on initial.
As =(1,10,10),A¢ =10 and others are set to be 1. For t=0: mean square error of density, momentum

and energy are 9.89%e-8,2.34e-6,2.08e-7. For t=0.1: relative 12 error of density, momentum and energy are
6.41e-3,8.72e-3,1.62e-2.

4 Discussion and conclusion

In this paper, we have devised novel and efficient APNNs to numerically address the
multiscale kinetic equations involving diffusive scaling. Our APNNSs, utilizing parity
equations, is employed to solve the linear transport equation. The crucial factor lies
in one’s concern for physical conservation and the inflow boundary condition. Fur-
thermore, concerning the BGK equation, it is worth noting that the collision operator
present on the right-hand side exhibits both nonlinearity and non-locality, along with a
boundary layer effect. In order to address this, we have devised an APNN method that
precisely enforces the boundary conditions. The most noteworthy observation derived
from this study is that approximating the zeroth, first, and second moments of the par-
ticle’s density distribution is comparatively easier than approximating the distribution
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Figure 12: Problem 2. Plot of the change of error for density, momentum and energy approximated by
APNNSs.

itself. During the training process, a phenomenon becomes apparent: the convergence
of momentum and energy is slower in comparison to that of density. This discrepancy
is likely influenced by the value of e&. The question that arises is how to explain this
phenomenon. In addition to the above, the construction of the neural network holds
tremendous significance when dealing with the multiscale equations.
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(c) The approximate p,u, T vs. reference solutions. Left: t =0.04 and Right: t=0.05.

Figure 14: Plot of density, momentum and energy at time £=0.005 to 0.05: Approximated by APNNs (marker)
vs. Ref (line).
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